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THEED? WEL MWK REESL HEHRSC REC, Rk
IR, FUS, XA, HRB O DS, RS
YA R LR, TOM 510642; 2op [ R R SR W B S FERT SO0, & 266101
SR AEERT SRR, R 266101; ‘TR E B AL LRE, FEH 266101, SWEH KL KFEHEY
VYR ER B 2 A Ml A R B I T v R P R S S VR O P A S
WA 010018; CPusE i (A XA B H Al 5 RN N 90Ih %, IEAIYE SRR 010018

WE  WHERNEBCAD)ENED IR AR RATRZED & BT R CE N, EIREEY 4 KR A A w/aE
I SRR R RSB E . 5 UK (RT VD 2 B (Agropyron mongolicum))iit S 58, 7E K [E 4k 5 iR B R X 4
2O o NIRTT CADZE FTE 52t UK BRI 32 A A AR AR W e Hu vk R PR B, SR o UK O A K B S 20 00008 v 0 Jo 5 o B
E1A~CADEH, 74K E1 083 bp, 4 NAMCAD. 1% F %3614 R M iR, FVET 5t st &I A 5 7 SR 55
[X 48 & 24> Zn® 45 & 34 5 FINADP(H) 4 [l 745 & 6, J& T Hu R (CADEE 1, H = #4545 AtCAD5A L. AMCADYE
AT RIS, WAMCADE A & A MBI MT R W, 1% & A A F R R B A R e Re 1, Hodbxt
FA AT AN IF -1 0 SRR A D SE 9 PRI BR BE AL+ 2 i, S IKFEAMCADEFRILAZ R EFE T, HA
ZERE W, AMCADTE 5 1 VKB A T 25 A BUR T B Hu b R 3 B R, Al 3w 52 0l DK R 1 4 1

SEOEAT 1B 1) 22 DR B
XEIF SN UKE, WEEREBARE, RBUR, LR

ERWE, MR, NWR, HERE, Em, 82, RKE, T4, 5E, LR, RIRR, (T, FFFE (2024). ik KE
PR e Tl S 22 DX 91 6 5 Je T ge o . AR 59, 204-216.

5 T UK B (BP0 % B Agropyron mongolicum)) &
RABZHEA AR EAREY), MR, RARE
ik, RE R, B I0R, aNEE, 2T REE
EAR 2 AN, ERE KRR N T
MR EEEAE . HAT, SOEUKE LR 2
AP TR E PR R, WA RSB R R T
FER AT X ARSI, A P A S i
Hh ) A ) B IR (MR T 8155, 2023). BEAh, S UK
1 /N2 (Triticum aestivum)fEF BT 2Rl R/
SERARFUEY)E Fhb it 7 S Z A HUrE R B BT, Xt
Fo IR IR 5 AL S A 2 v B H R Y (Che
and Li, 2007).

KRR ZE—FERNZHEESY), HRARE @

Wik H 391: 2023-08-09; #2532 H 11: 2023-12-19

RAFERIE A . ANPTRE S EEQTEN R RIEA
JRE . BAIREEARTT R ML T FHEA R3PS (5
Bi%E, 2023). HEicma 1208 5K R E G,
FF A % B 0B (cinnamyl alcohol dehydrogenase,
CAD) A 7ENADPH/E il B Rl -F- 1775 i 3148 Ji Fa A s
TR & G/, FeAMabams . IF T RN A
SRR AR, S5 E PG I R (2
M5, 2009). CADJ ZAHAE T =S A F, 2
5 RAEpa SR, 5P M DA
(Ibrahim et al., 2019). Janiak%(2016)#f 71 % 1,
LUCAD6Z 511+ R Wit B2, 30T (Linum
usitatissimum)7E & ] 2564 PRI R AR &K .
7EE B R, #i4E(Gossypium  hirsutum) CADJE 1%

FGIUH N5 E A DML AR G 5 R T8 TR 8 85 H0h "350 H (N0.20220BGS0014). Hh e 5| 5: 4 J7 BHE K i 5% 48:(N0.2022ZY006)
R 2 T R BT A0 N A T H (B S W AR 7 GHTHR S R TH ) (No.2022RC-Hk 5 14-2) A1 LU 2R RE R F 7C e BHIT €137 2 2 (No.

SEI1202142)
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RAEWAE, T FMBHEWIET, CADEFIKT &
Z T+ =i (Ibrahim et al., 2019). 23EFEH SR,
V) CADE: B L5 TE SN AFAE, WFFE N G2 23 il AE il
JK(Cucumis melo). ¥ 75 (Medicago sativa). 7KF&
(Oryza sativa) il =3 (Sorghum  bicolor) %54 f i 4
EEI5. 7. 1281144 A [F JCADJ7 41 (Tobias and
Chow, 2005; Zhang et al., 2006; Saballos et al.,
2009; Jin et al.,, 2014). RGKE TR Y, XL
CADZE A A 7 N 3-7/4~ LK i (Ma, 2010; Bukh et al.,
2012). W JEIF [FICAD R RIS YA #H A
V)& A 9% . 7E 8L JF (Arabidopsis thaliana) 7,
AtCAD4HIAtCADS & 2 5 K Jii & AR AL W) & ilid 12
HIFZECAD (Sibout et al., 2003). 7E/KFECADFK ik
H1, OsCAD2 & ME—J& T WK %EIICAD, Z5AKH %K
44 i (Barakat et al., 2009). 4R1f, 5% UKE
CADZEE K 5 ik S HL D45 5 24 1 R WARIE .

BEE AT, TRIEERAEDEKKE
i E g2 —(Rollins et al., 2013). TS if i
PUHELIK J3 1185 F1 BEAI 7K 23 1) 2032 A2 A 0 48 b 5
B IR B AR PR AR A SN o B2ty KR HAT TR 5 A
M SRH8 - BN S e R AR R e, Rk
Y248 58 UK B HUali R T 7 1 B A
X B EZAE(2015)7E 5 UK H R 4 E FIMWDREB3
B, RIEAMGER. T5. @ AMABAE T AA —
SE PRI . o 428 P R e 52 o DK B4l B AR KA — E 1
TRHEAER, AT 4 o i s T 4R i T A 5T B
AV AlE, o B EE ME PRAIG o T R R R B E L i
XF 4y AR B A B R R AR (E SR A, 2008,
2004). %5 UK FEENAC 5 JE K IR S Tt R 3,
AmNAC100HTAMNAC102-2 ] ¢ 2 5 T 57 il 16 i 7
HAT WA A K E Sl N A A1) 300 58 55 22 M 1)
Re(VU P 5, 2021). T4k, ZFEY B TER
B, CADR:RI X itk B EEEH . TR ia
i#% S it ]34~ CAD % [H| (R CmCAD1. CmCAD2 A
CmCAD3) &1k, PUMEHEA B R AV & B (Xu et
al., 2011). X} &7 (Phyllostachys edulis) PheCADIt]
WHUR I, ZAEEYIa AL f5, PheCAD21 & % i
S ik (Vasupalli et al., 2021). FiR45 5% W], CAD
B BEZ 5AR AL, e B 4EA ¥ ke (Liu et al.,
2020). PAIL, IRASZHE S VK CADEE R Ay R A
BHEYE M2 A8 I ELA L A 5% 00 B PR 535

PEAR: SR DK AR B SR D Y ) 2 TR BT 205

AT 5T 8 I 5 UK B A K S A T B AT IR
NFZH0, THIER1 2 CADIRIEFE . RGBT Al
SZERITN R, AMCADIE R Al 73 AN KR, B
B 2N Zn? FINADPHZ: #9358, 31 % & | AmCAD
N E AR R A BIEIE R o 123 R e 22 AR
AR B v (R LR ER A v s AR A BES 7r At 3R
B, AMCAD i 2H 25 IR A FA I | JF 1 S & 5 1 3
HARmPIEARE 1. Lo, qRT-PCR% #T3% H,
AMCADIJFRIATE T e T2 R & HFST. 2 LA
B, AW TSN S b UK CAD I [H K k4T AR Wi
BE TR b, 2558 B2 5 A R A S BT
EL A B FE I AMCAD . BLiZJE R R S 7E 520
UKEH AT RN, 0T 32w A58 ot o S 38 5 A
TS A R 52 LA R

1 #MR5ERE

1.1 REKECADEBEMIFEFM I

M L B 7 (Arabidopsis thaliana L.) {5 & % ¥ 41 0
(http://www.arabidopsis.org/) F #91~#\ B 5+ CADJ [A]
FH)(AT1G72680. AT2G21730. AT2G21890. AT3G-
19450, AT4G34230. AT4G37970. AT4G37980.
AT4G37990 f1ATAG39330), 7£ i ¥K & (Agropyron
mongolicum Keng)4: K% 5 41l - 21 3¢ 1267 560
Zkunigene i K £ 4 & 3ETBLASTH# 2 . F| FHPfam
(http:// pfam-legacy.xfam.org/)f1TBtools (https://git-
hub.com/CJ-Chen/TBtools/releases) % 3k 73 i) CAD
K PR i P 70 BE 4T 45 4 TR, 5 BR AN & CAD R H
ADH_NFIADH_zinc_NZ5#43f¥1 5% 5 41)(Qi et al.,
2021), BZHRMFRA 7 HECADIR S S5 I 7 41 -

1.2 REKECADEAMBEUMRERTERF
Ll

FH TBtools /73 it AMCADZ E IR 77 T & LAl A
e RH. RKIE R KRS 45 8. F H WoLF
PSORT (https://www.genscript.com/wolf-psort.html)
TIMAMCAD H H B LA E 7 . 3 PR 57 45 i 3
MEME (https://meme-suite.org/meme/index.html)i
M, B RKEE N9,

1.3 REKECADERFRENRGLE R
FIFIMEGA7 (http://www.megasoftware.net)#x 4 if
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i 4% 429% (neighbor-joining, NJ)#J % & Zidkfb i, #
408 2| I AMCAD Z KRR 7 41 S U FE 7T /K 75 (BAF-
26197.2. NP_001396297.1. NP_001390948.1. Q2-
R114.2. Q0J6T3.2. NP_001406081.1. NP_0014-
06091.1. NP_001406096.1 . NP_001406092.1 .
NP_001406093.1. Q6ERW7.2FINP_001406094.1)
N —FEAH A &L (Brachypodium distachyon L.) (XP_00-
3581549.1. XP_003580533.1. AFK80371.1. XP_
003578087.1. XP_003570974.1. XP_003573548.1
HMIXP_024317695.1) 3¥#k b L4k & ) CAD 41
AT A, BAASHORE R RS B0ME.

1.4 REKECADER=#HLMIER TN

1 I SWISS-MODEL (https://swissmodel.expasy.org/
interactive) % 5 1l UK HL4% 3 4H 3 41 v Fitil 21 (1) CAD 2
2 BT = BTN . B A5 DL R S LR
7Epymol (https://pymol.org/2/) 4T FE 7 .

1.5 AmMCADFFI 18 ki

R #5 AmCAD [¥] cDNA /7 41] % it 5] #) AmCAD-pET-
32a-F: 5-~ATGGGCAGCGTCGACGCCTCC-3'; Am-
CAD-pET32a-R: 5-TCAGGCGGCGTTCTCGATG-
TTG-3'. LAZ UK ELcDNAA R 7 B SRS PCR=4)
FIEcoRI (NEB)f§{pET-32a/fi ki, #PCRY 1 Fi B
{14 Ji [ET WAL= P PE infusion e 42 iy (7 M B AR VR HE I 1y
HIRAF, BE)MER T &R MY S M pET-32a#;
b, UK G B NDH5aUR S22 A0, i T R
PCRIfi it BH 4 7 B (k0 51 4 77 51 A F: 5'-CGAAC-
GCCAGCACATGGACAGC-3'; R: 5-GACCCGTTT-
AGAGGCCCCAAGG-3') J: 5%t PH 1 o [ i3k 47 17 36
WE, W 514 EPCREE I 51 4«

1.6 AmMCADEHZEAMSHFIAFILEIL

FH B804 45 pET-32a_ AmCAD ) Jii R % ABL21
JECSZ A M, 3 3 T VP C R 8 FH 1 5 e o K B 1 2R
PREFD BN IR LB ks 72 B v, 37°CTik: %
R, $1:1000) Lo 5823150 mL LB 455 77 5,
1 9% 2 0D600=0.6 H1f 1% S i (A RIA, LIPTGH
WA T IE R, ARG, RHENEENS
Ferraifh EiE WP fAMCADE 415 11, Wi BiEW
HE A . A4 E 3 5% . 2 MafiTian (2005)
(117715347 SDS-PAGE Kl .

1.7 AmCADELAEHMEEFM K
DA S0 . FAAAEE RO T MR, FH e 2B £
Ty (HPLC) KM AmCAD 41 8 I AL v P o BTG
[ Stk % A: 20 L Tris-HCL, 238 uL H,0, 10 pL
NADPH (2 mmol-L™"), 20 pLZifk[f) % 2HAmCADE
F1, 12 pLEA(2 mmol-L™"). 30°C/KiA 530744,
TN B 2 b S By, 398 Ja AT WOARAS I o (RIS,
DA K 1 AR A B AE R A, AR R
I EOESEPayi

R AMCAD i 4H 85 1 X A () Jis 420 (1) S5 0 4L
%4, £ BEE N25°C. 30°C. 37°C. 45°CH155°C
N AT B E AN AR G o S S R, AR T R BRI R
MR R IAY S pHES. 4.5, 6.5, 7.5819, />
R AT A I DA 2 B e Vi pH

I8 o X A5 % E B vk (Lineweaver-Burk  plot) X
AmCAD = 2H 55 [ 1) 3)) ) 22 5 O AT E - DARISR I
(Vo) R FE (S) Ak AR, ARIEK K TTFEVo=Vimax
SI(Kin+S)HEAT = 22 P40 A5 75 K QR 0 (Ken) R IR K
SN E R (Vinax), FF 1T H AMCAD 5 4 8 [ [ 1b
HKeate LA EFTH LI RIIRE R

1.8 AMCADEEEAFFLHRAPHRILE

P A B P 52 i AR M K 22 201 84 Pl 11 5% oy VK R 52
K—5, RIER. 25, b HESRISLRUERE,
TransZoli% (& & 4 YA w], Cat No.ET101-01)#2
B S RNA, SR )5 R 55 HcDNA (&X&EEM A
"] ik 77 &, Cat No.AE311). ifiil qRT-PCRiZ: 4% il
AMCAD ik & (51917 %1 NAmCAD_gF: 5'-CTCG-
TGCTGATGGGCGTGAT-3'; AmCAD_gR: 5'-CCGA-
TGAAGCTGCCCGTGAT-3'"). 2 X #:(2014) /1
8, PLZE A UKE18SIRNAE A N 25 K (18SrRNA-F:
5'-CAATGGGAAGCAAGGCTGTAA-3; 18SrRNA-R:
5'-AACAATCCGAACTGAGGCAATC-3") . [z N & ¢
N: 95°C30F%, 95°C5%), 60°C30FP, FL35/MEH . K
27T B R SR (R AR 6 35 B (Livak and Schmitt-
gen, 2001).

1.9 AmCADERETEMETHRILE

TEPEAR B R S VKR 7, 20 5 B 35— 8 52
T UKE E T 1/4Hoglands s 78 ik 783K ARG 1
WS H R B, SR B 4y A 75 . 150 Al
250 mmol-L™", LA1/4HoglandsE 32 /K 55 1 Hy 5t R,
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BT R A EE . 3 AR JS 250, 2. 6F112/N i 3t
AT AR ZE IR A EURE, B VRO R S RS, {8
TrizolVE$2 HURNA, 28 J5 S % 5% N cDNA, K qRT-
PCRZ%> Ht AmCAD i [K 75 A~ [ b 35 B 18] S A~ [7] H- i i
W T HIRILE,

2 ZR51he

2.1 AMCADERERIERAKEE

I FH 40U R I CAD K IR J77 B 75 52 7y KB A K S 2 A
HOHCHE PE b AT o, SETRIE RI695 P, Hh125%
AR SERE RS 45038, TR AR AmCAD 7
IR T3 — 5201 . AmCADE [l 4 i 2 4 5 (1 42 ik
FE 4 H A T269-4212 7], Hrh, PB.47633. 240X} 7
T 5 & 5% K (44.35 kDa), PB.62308.14H %} 4> 7 i &
/) (28.62 kDa). 5t VK E CAD & 1 B A ML) &5
H1 5 (pl=5.40-6.66). A faiE 5%1(23.05-31.84)F1fIF
7 15%1(83.80-93.88) (#1). [, FxPB.82665.14k,
AmMCAD F R /KFe E K10, NEiKMEEA . WA
Ji s A T 45 SR L W, AN A AMCADZEE (A 1) 5 A AN A,
PB.80567.1 & fi T id A {1k ¥ I 14, PB.47633.2.
PB.55683.1f1PB.84043.1 % i T 444k, L 484
AmMCAD [ & £ T 41 i o7

2.2 AmCADZEBZHH SR
NYIHHA FAMCAD R [ 2 /7 2 5 B A M AUE, FIH

R®1 FHIKEAMCADE A H AL B4

PEAR: SR DK AR B SR D Y A 0 TR BT 207

MEME# /4Tl 2 11 45 f 4k, 4 I TBtools2x [l . 45
FH, AMCADE A4 HECNIR T, L% FI9OMR T
B (43 iy 4 Motif1-9), 43 5l AN [ i B 68 38 7R
(E1). PB.47633.2/1PB.55683.1 ] motif ¥ & # %,
A8 4 B0 TR 2 19 motif . 17 PB.62308.1 [ motif
/b, A8 Motif1. Motif3. Motif4. Motif6FlIMotif7
XSRS LT - AMCADEE [ 25 W 380A% 0 2 7 1) PR <F
PR [ 4540 1R 2 FEVE TR 36 5% 7 UK FECAD 2 K] 1)
REm ZHEE.

2.3 AMCADEHEFRERGHM IR

Jifi € AMCAD 5 e m S5 ) CAD AL ok &, F
F3/MIF 1128 > CAD R LR 7 HI|( AR 74, $1
FATFOAN, TKFE12N) 5 558 B 12405 1 VK EECAD
BT R G . 45 R 3KH, 1249AmCAD ]
XI5y AN 5%, 44 NGroup I-IV. Hf, AmCAD
FEERELEGroup IVH(84), MiGroup |. Group IIFf
Group lIH 33151, 2F114AmMCAD (&2).

X AN [E R T FE R B, 22K T-Group 1F1CAD
AR FEES HRTE G FW, #15EIFACADAA!
AtCAD5 2 2 5 K i 2 & B ) X BE B (Yusuf et al.,
2022), XKFEFN FEAGAR B )W FE R B, AtCAD4 AN
AtCADS5 ) [ 5 & 1 OsCAD2 F1BACADS £ A Jii %
RA A R AE S E F (Bukh et al., 2012). I, %
X T %K IPB.70108.14 fiv %4 NAMCAD (142,
ETME).

Table 1 Analysis of physicochemical properties of AmMCAD proteins from Agropyron mongolicum

Sequence ID Number of ami- Molecular weight

Theoretical pl  Instability index Aliphatic index

Grand average of

no acid (Da) hydropathicity
PB.70108.1 360 38591.48 5.87 23.05 90.33 0.025
PB.82665.1 354 38437.86 6.66 24.94 84.75 —0.098
PB.80567.1 358 38685.52 6.60 30.79 89.27 0.012
PB.80906.1 355 38256.89 5.68 31.84 88.42 0.037
PB.62308.1 269 28625.35 6.31 31.41 92.45 0.166
PB.17482.1 344 36802.76 5.86 31.22 86.13 0.103
PB.52032.1 373 38747.35 6.53 24.05 91.58 0.136
PB.47633.2 421 44353.00 6.42 31.04 84.28 0.092
PB.55683.1 421 44338.97 6.42 29.60 83.80 0.088
PB.83678.1 356 37359.82 5.40 25.49 92.25 0.146
PB.84043.1 356 37036.55 5.84 26.83 93.88 0.211
PB.84184.1 356 37019.73 6.08 23.61 92.25 0.195
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Name P-value  Motif locations
PB.70108.1 2.79e-212 I | | T
PB.82665.1 7.66e-212 I I I
PB.80567.1 9.02e-264 I H | I
PB.80906.1 4.05e—270 I I | I R [
PB.62308.1 4.46e-189 — I ] N I T
PB.17482.1 7.31e-275 | I H | T
PB.52032.1 1.48e-257 — Il I H [l —
PB.47633.2  0.00e+0 [N [N I | | | N
PB.55683.1  0.00e+0 [N [N I | | (T
PB.83678.1  0.00e+0 I I | | N
PB.84043.1 0.00e+0 I I H [Tl - .
PB.84184.1 1.41e-292 I I | TN N [

Motif symbol motif consensus

] HLGVVGLGGLGHVAVKFGKAF
= HGSPALGWAARDASG

OCONOURAWN -

100 GVDYDG

5 i UK FEAMCADEE [ 11245 434

TV
&1

Figure 1

24 AmCADFIY #EREBZEHD

FRATE S M52 VUK HE cDNAH B 34 3 T AmCAD %
TR 5 (B3A) . ik — 51 i AMCAD 5 K i & #44
B RAR I, BHAMCAD S e M+ 2 5 AR &
PR A CADREAT ZU R IR T 51 LU X 43 47 (KI3B) . 4
BxW, I B LS ERNCADE A S H21M S
Zn® (AR IS R Zn1 454 3 7 GHE(X),G(X)s
G(X),V Fil Zn2 48 4 3 F* GD(X)10C(X)2C(X)2C(X),C
(McKie et al., 1993)LA K14~ 5NADPH4: & HH < 1 &
B H &R 1R 57 45 #1GLGGLGGV(L)G (Saballos
etal., 2009). Jt T4l 7FAtCAD5 (PDB:2cf5) 5 1A 45
), AN AmCADHEAT = 4 45 1) 245543 #1 (KI3C)
gE KB, AmCAD MR — Rk GE M, WHEfIL4s
PSR AL BR 5 W38 . Mg RAMCADJEM 45 & 1 4S5
FE10 = A B Ak L, 4 5l A TRP120. VAL96 .
ALAG1.GLN54.CYS164.LEU59. THR50. ILE301.
PHE300F1VAL277. HL[AI ¥ 4514 2EAt & B, AmCAD
A RE S A W EERE R IR AL RE I ThAE R .

2.5 AmCADEAFEBANEEFMR I
¥4 & H pET-32a_AmCAD i KL [fIBL21 B FE & IPTGid

mmmm GGMRDTQEMLDFAAKHGITADIEVIKMDYVNTALERLEKNDVRYRFVIDV
C— LSPYDFSRRAQGDDDVTIKVLYCGICHTDLHTIKNEWGNAMYPVVPGHEI
= TQGGYSDVLVVHZRYVVRVPDGLPLDKAAPLLCAGVTVYSPMKRHGLNAP
mmmm TVISSSPGKREEALERLGADAFLVSTDAEQMKAAAGTMDGIIDTVSAGHP
— GVVTEVGPGVSGFKAGDRVGVGYFVGSCRSCESCGSGYENYCPKMVLTYN
= PLLELLKPNGKMVLVGAPDKPLELPAYAJIGGGKTJAGSCV

= QHLHLRGSVLPLSFFPGELGARFSPAEPRHPASSVGVAVVSPSRTLRPHM

Motif analysis of AmMCAD protein in Agropyron mongolicum

WiES, RAHEFEENE DA EE . BRI
Jiiz % ¢ H 9k (SDS-PAGE) 45 SR K B, AmCAD # 4 &
H 55 21°455.6 kDa (K14A).

AmCAD i 2[5 [ 7£ A [F) 358 FE A pH T i i 7% L
B TR, 1R E RS B ) i R I B F 8
S pH7.5 F1E £ 30°C (&4B, C). #£25-45°CF,
AmMCAD i % Fr 7 1 (134 J5 v P i =i, 7EpH3.5-7.5
MG MR, AmCAD S G 7 57 1 FORA R I 113 Ji
PEA 2 HI R TIF g, LiRgE R, AmCADE A
B B A R R e e M AT i Y pH R

R AmCAD i 21 2 [ % A 7] JR 42 1) -k
eI R FBORS B A AR R LW
VKRR B . ASHIF FEAE BRSO 4 14 R (30°C,
pH7.5)Mll & T AmCAD = 2H 8 [0 0 7 52 1 T I AT
FAAARE S R VINIRG 3 ) % 2 4(F%2). 45 REW, DI
MR I, AMCADIIK,48.94 umol-L™, Viyac
6.78 pumol-L™"s™", KeaN441.37-57", Keat/Km A
49.35 ymol-L™"-s™, LLIF T AR, AmCADHIK ,
910.35 pmol-L™", Vinax H7.18 pmol-L™"s™", Keah
461.51's™, Kea/KmH45.26 pmol-L™"s™". LIkt FH S
15 A4, AMCADIK,935.35 umol-L™", VinaH
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TP SR DK AR B S A A Y ) 5 TR BT 209

(CAD3
/‘;:tCADZ

OsCAD7

B2 ZEhvkE ST, KRG R R CADR) R Stk i
AETMERETRS SARERGRMNEEIKFCADEH,; Bt iR “HEMFCADEH,; S RN IFCADER; &
RAREKFECADE A .«

Figure 2 Phylogenetic tree of CADs in Agropyron mongolicum, Arabidopsis thaliana, Oryza sativa, and Brachypodium dista-
chyon

The red pentagram represents the functional CAD protein of A. mongolicum that may be involved in lignin synthesis; the pink
dots represent the CAD protein of B. distachyon; the green dots represent the CAD protein of A. thaliana; and the blue dots
represent the CAD protein of O. sativa.

®2 AmCADH M &AM F R I Rs) /1 245

Table 2 Enzyme kinetic characteristics of different substrates catalyzed by recombinant AmMCAD

Substract Km (umol-L™" Vimax (Umol-L™"s7") Keat (-s™") Keat/Km (umol-L™"s™")
Coniferylaldehyde 8.94+0.15 6.87+0.008 441.37+0.53 49.35+0.90
Sinapaldehyde 10.35+2.14 7.18+0.43 461.51+27.94 45.26+6.69
p-coumaraldehyde 35.35+3.74 15.21+£1.60 977.60+£102.97 27.65+0.01

Kmn: KERE G Vinax: SR RNEE; Koo fELH EL

Km: Michaelis constant; Vimax: Maximum reaction rate; Kcai: Catalytic constant

15.21 pmol-L™"s™", Keat A 977.60's™", KealKm N -

2765 wmok Lo ATt AmCADA 2O AMCADERFIBMSRE R R i
R, FE TR, WNEGBRTE. KalK iy A DIRUAMCADIE N AL JURIE R 1E, 50
Wres SLEoR, AmCADIE SRR MR IR Ex & UKESARI I AR 250 o R0 REEEE, JF
G265 . FIREE RN, AmCADHEZH & X AN [ A FAL P AMCADI KL & . 45 R EW, Am-
PUEERE 2R W) B A B0 Bk F 1 CAD#: K Rk A fEH S URs ek, FEZ PR E R
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A C

THR-50
A CYS-164, AL-277
2000 bp | ‘ Catalytic ) \* N % LEU-59
O~ ' domain < Ve *\(\\
1000 bp -4 : ( f
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(A) AMCADHHLJkE(M: DNA ladder; 1: 37 %1); (B) &k vKHE -5 H B A CADR LR T 51 LU (K K 45 & I 48 1Bk A F =
FT(APRIE); (C) AMCADEE (A i = 4 45 MR BRI 45 & 1 48 (I F0 M 56 AT TR 5 & M AL 25 4038040 Tl 23 e AN 68, 72 13
S HR g 3o IO 45 A 4 Sl LA SR BB R VR B 8 B, B R AR B R AR OR)

Figure 3 Amplification of Agropyron mongolicum AmMCAD and protein structure analysis

(A) AMCAD gel map (M: DNA ladder; 1: Amplification sequence); (B) Comparison of CAD amino acid sequences among A.
mongolicum and other species (the residue forming the substrate binding pocket is marked with a triangle (A)); (C)
Three-dimensional protein structure model and substrate binding pocket of AmCAD (the nucleotide binding and catalytic do-
mains of the bottom subunit are colored yellow and blue, respectively, the corresponding compounds in the upper subunit are
colored green and dark blue, while the zinc ions are indicated by gray spheres)

w, F R B AR, A AR ) 2Rk ARG
(KI5A).

NRE— B T ZEE R 2L R R B, R
FRE A SR T KB 25T, o R SR AR 1) SOORE I
IF AL, o Rl N ZEATT (1) 22952 (12) 2
I3 (I3)MZ=T74 (14). ZRKY, ZHIKEAMCADEE

2.7 AmMCADZERHTEMEB THRIESHT

FRHAMCADEE R E T 2 hid T R IAE L, HA
[V RS FR Sl T 2 a2 ITEAR PR S 560, 2.
6F112/NEF HURE HEATQRT-PCRAM T . 45 % H, T2
filhit 5 25 5 5 52 UK EEAMCAD ) 2214 (B16) . 7E75.
15041250 mmol-L™"H FE B 4L T, AmCADI ik &

R AE135h 22 4 B b, 61 PR 2k BRI, FLZEI3
LR R4 (FI5B). AmCADTESE vk & 2
FO R S5 DR 76 S ) 254 o e e 2 S, %)
5 R 7E 5 1 DK AR 2 2 ORIE KR B TR R
R EE.

BE A S42.5, 2.7/M21%. AL, AmMCADKIA R
TE A [ 94 P H 5 W A 3R 2 5 S T v i PR A A
B, FEAE AL A 2/ G A IR W R I KA.
AMCADTEA AR 5 H e B A 21T #B BE 4 POk i 5

%, Ut BHAMCAD ] REAE 52 i UK B0 T 5 i bk
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Figure 4 Heterologous expression (A) and enzymatic pro-
perties of AmMCAD recombinant protein in Escherichia coli at
different temperatures (B) and pH (C)

1: Marker; 2: Supernatant; 3: Precipitant; 4: Effluent; 5: Puri-
fied protein

RAEDIRE, AR IPIE I e R A fE 4R 5L A,
PR EAT — € (B AL

2.8 itig

PIEERE it A2 2 5 A CEARU PP L R AR TR &=
VG OIS FR I OGRS, TEAEY AR E A R AR
A ek 3E R 52 1 D T #5224 H (Lange et al.,

1995). HI AN &5 #T T #F 7+ (Sibout et al., 2003).
¥ # (Populus) (Barakat et al., 2009). /K7 (Tobias
and Chow, 2005)f1 — 4G {f & (Bukh et al., 2012)%
VIR FICADEER KR, /% F9. 15, 12F174
CADZE[K . AW 7T ASE h vk B4 K AL St A o Bkl 3t
ik E12/NCADFAY, & 5 Lk e
AT . T % 52 B AMCADAE & L 5 F A7y T AE_E
UL — & IR T, BRPB.623.08.14F, & CAD
PSS B AOTMRTHET . NG RRA, B2
FI T AmCADSE HE £ 34 765.40-6.66 2 [H] . 41
SE LTI 45 R0, 527 UK CAD £ 5 o T 40 i R,
1Y 1£ PB.47633.2. PB.55683.1. PB.84043.1LL /%
PB.80567.1 51 i I - &3 4k Fil i S A W g A4 28 A A5 5
ik, IXAEHT AR 5T A i 0E (Bukh et al., 2012;
Jin et al., 2014; Shafiei et al., 2023). fEf ¥+, CAD
B A WA R E A B S 2 Rl AR B R
(Rong et al., 2016). ALl g 7+ 415, AtCAD1. AtCAD-
AFIAtCADSZ: 5 A i % & 1 (Sibout et al., 2003), 1fij
AtCAD7FIAtCAD8 5 ¥t A X (Kim et al., 2004;
Barakat et al., 2009). AtCAD2fIAtCAD3t . 75 Hi %if
F2 I PR FOTE M, (H R AR R VIR L R,
F B S 5AEYARE Y G R M. (Eudes et al., 2006).
AmCAD = 41 £ [ 32 0t 5 o 1Y) pH B0 P R 88 s 1
TR e . TE DU AR S N IR I, 25-55°C 2 ]
AmMCADZE FI 5 e 4EFF 0= 7S 71 - AMCADEAL AN [F]
JEA I & pHI 20 97, 2455 pH fi 8 B804 Bk AT 2 5
AR A WA SR RS . CARE A R
2 5K i 2 A B CAD ¥ 2% B H AR AL 1 pH ek 1
(Bukh et al., 2012). it A] UL, A4 420 2 5 H pHAE
T8 PR T A 2R BRI i s B R AR . 4
A IR DR S V0 58 67 1 22 FE PR3 R B, 5 o DK B o
AmCAD & [ 7] RETE & 40 H A AHAL 9 S 4 11 4 R
ETE B P9 U R FEAS R I DR, DT S 00 5 7l UK B AR
Ko Pul AR RS 2 AN T T
RECADEKE KR AMRE, HS5KRES
JiG PR O B A DR o5 G TP ) — N o 0T SR UK
AMCADHT R Gt b, 45 RB XL E AW 5
AN R, HrPAMCAD 518 2 5 AR R A K
CAD—2 KT Group 1. Zitysrr&I], AmCAD
Re s B R F Y — Ak, S5 #IRFFAtCADS (Youn et
al., 2006)F1 % #i 5. BACADS5 (Tobias and Chow,
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Figure 6 Expression analysis of AMCAD gene under drought stress at different time points and mannitol concentrations
(A) 75 mmol-L™" mannitol treatment; (B) 150 mmol-L™" mannitol treatment; (C) 250 mmol-L™" mannitol treatment. * P<0.05;

** P<0.01; *** P<0.001

2005)— 5. MG B di R R, AmCADH]
REfF NAtCADSIH R EE B S 5 KRR G RUSRE .
AmCAD = 4 £ 1R VAL TS P 1) 0 T idE— 2B s T
E—4it. 5HEWF i CADE HAHLEL, AmMCAD
HA BRI R . 75/, TaCADTX A
R« I 7 AN 7 1 (KB 23 791 521.94 . 40.63
2716 pmol-L™" (Ma, 2010). 7£ 7 i& (Artemisia
apiacea) ', AaCAD X} 7 ¥ i 1 Fa A1 1 1) Ko {H 73 51
915.61%110.83 umol-L™" (Li et al., 2012). 7EFR4A XK
(Leucaena leucocephala)H, LICADX} 5+ F B 1K
{8 7923.8 pmol-L™", 5} ¥ 4H B (1 Ky 4 18.1 umol-L™

(Pandey et al., 2011). 7L K, Z5KFE G BT
CADZE [ BAE 24T Hh 3Rk . /NETaCADLE I H 4l
R BRI, FEXhRILE R, Erh
RiEEAEFAC, EARFANA R KL E(Ma, 2010).
Tsuruta®(2007)7E = e 25 Hh R B T CAD LA 1 1y
Rik, 1ZHEES 5 KAE R PR R & EMA
5o X 5 T VKBS [F] 20 2 AmCAD SR I & (1) 43 #r it
INZEERIE AR R R RIA . A EME RS K
SN IE LA R SR e R IA i 45 S, R BIAMCAD
&5 UK B 2 5K R A U B R
WL R B, CADER H IR iV 5 AT 2K 1 45

© Q0000 Chinese Bulletin of Botany



+

F4H B 5% (Bukh et al., 2012). AJi & FEASE X 2
FIEARTRRMHEARER). EOIRFEA R KGR A
R)VME T HIATRR(SHARR)EL WAL, BT
TH- A B A 5 25 B T G A SR J5 25 M 1 (Zeng
et al., 2013). MGl & B 2) /) 27 Hr 45 SRR W,
AmMCAD = 4 25 I AA AT I+ BE RN 75 5 S5 AN
IFi) PRV S A 1) LA AR SR A AL RE 70, TR R I i
X AA A RIS T B d 1k o AEBOE RV, 1%
B SRR AN T TR A R R, K fE 5 51 88.94
#110.35 pmol-L™"'. AmCADZE %1 37 E MO HEAL BE
JIFISERI 3R 55 5 AR 22 P HAL . GRUFIS B & B AR X
JS7, 2% B AmCAD (1 Je 47 f 47 T RE 5% MR 52 1y UK K
i oy AP R i I RN 7

I ok 6 CADEE R AT 1%, B AN 5L BB A5 A )
BB i 3R B 0 2R A L, T A e R A
VI B AL R B AR LR . R oK (Zea
may's ) Al i G 1A € FP ik S AR AR 3L HE 1 r kORI 2511
LIAR ORI, XPhRBEF 5 AR & & 2R
Y SR B ERNE AL 2 42 = 5% (Cherney et al.,
1991; Vermerris et al., 2002). K Kbm1ZAZ{AkH
CAD 2 [A 1) 5 25 2 A48 52 CAD & 11 I A Vs 1%, B
T 12 58780 P 4 Ff R v f A S 2R i DA X G R RIS Y
k& B (Halpin et al., 1998). = %bmr67e4s {4
CADHE [l ) A48t 3 BIUA it 25 7 & A 2H Rl AR O,
SEARPRAE I (1 25 4 57 EL A 5 e (RO B 4 35 % (Sattler et
al., 2009). fEMIF R (Panicum virgatum) , #f55A
T F FHRNAIS R #|PVCADSE R ik, 745 TR
JRFE S BB TRER IR, W TR )
i F B A AR AR AR (Fu et al., 2011) . FR[E &
= RO R, AmCAD S D] 14 97 B R 5 N 5
T KR it 5 5 R AR5 B PR T R IR PR

BAt, CADE PRt 75 A 4 (A B 38 P AN s 1k S5 i
T R % 4 /F F (Park et al., 2018; Lee et al.,
2021). CAWFLRY, EAEVMAEEY iE T~ HE
(Dioscorea esculenta)fl#45(Ginkgo biloba) CAD1
F R4 55 2155 5 % 15 (Saballos et al., 2009; Xu et al.,
2011; Pan et al., 2014). fEMTEF &AM, JLM
GhCADTE A I I 1 /& YL it 4% 1% 5 R 1A (Xiao et al.,
2021). %tFE47(Phyllostachys edulis) PheCAD3 A
M) 17 JE AR e FORF T R R, 4800 T2 . ABAFIEE %%
ANFEFAEA Y kb B S, PheCAD2I# B &% 5%

PR SN VKR AR I S MR R e B S e S T RE AT 213

% (Vasupalli et al., 2021). 7£5¢ vk EH, AmMCAD%:
RS EZ T RPhaEsE S, RNZERESS
KRR, BARESS5AEEM P a L et
al., 2001).

A FNGE B KE R iR EE 72 5ARRER
A BRI B R N AMCAD, 4 i & 1 HL AT 1R 58 1 4
PRSI ST RE T, 2 5 KT 24 0 [ B
R FWN TR PhE . Rk, ZERTRES SRR E
SGHEIORNRRUEDE R, [R5 50 UK i
FAPERA O %I RE N 5 UK B o T 0 R R B [AR]
Xof T4 v 5 ol UK RO o SR e B SR
SR, B 5 oy UK Bt A% T Al A 2 1 ) e ™ o B )
X —E AR S T E R LA ASEFT T
A TE 25077 T SR Al 5 kv UK B 1) 38 AL B A2, 72 BLHE
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Abstract As an essential enzyme in plant secondary metabolism, cinnamyl alcohol dehydrogenase (CAD) plays a key
role in regulating plant growth and development, as well as biological/abiotic stress resistance. Agropyron mongolicum is
a traditional forage grass widely distributed in the desert grassland areas of northern China, which exhibited high tole-
rance to drought and cold stresses. To explore the role of cinnamyl alcohol dehydrogenase in A. mongolicum, in this
study, a CAD gene was identified from the full-length transcriptome data of A. mongolicum and subsequentially analyzed
in vitro. The 1 083 bp coding sequence of AMCAD encodes 361 amino acids, which has typical conserved CAD region
containing two Zn?* binding motifs and NADP(H) cofactor binding motifs, belongs to the typical CAD protein, and its
three-dimensional structure is similar to AtCAD5. AmCAD is highly expressed in the stem. The AmCAD recombinant
protein showed a robust catalytic ability to different cinnamaldehyde substrates, with the highest substrate affinity of con-
iferyl aldehyde and sinapaldehyde. Under drought stress condition, the expression level of AmMCAD was significantly in-
duced, indicating a potential function of this gene in stress tolerance. The experimental results indicate that AmMCAD may
play an important role in lignin biosynthesis and drought stress tolerance in A. mongolicum. Our research provided po-
tentially valuable genetic resources for molecular breeding of A. mongolicum to improve biomass quality and stress re-
sistance.
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