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Identification and Analysis of MsphyA Gene in Alfalfa and its Expression under
Abiotic Stress

FAN Wen-na', ZHANG Meng-yao, SHI Ya-qi, YANG Yi-xin
(College of Animal Science and Technology, Henan University of Science and Technology, Luoyang, Henan Province 471023, China)

Abstract: Phytochrome A (phyA) is a key receptor that enables plants to perceive far-red light signals and regu-
lates their growth, development, and stress responses. To investigate the function of the MsphyA gene and its
molecular mechanism in response to abiotic stress in alfalfa (Medicago sativa L. ), this study conducted a bioin-
formatic analysis of the cloned MsphyA gene and detected its expression patterns under various abiotic stresses
using qRT-PCR. Bioinformatic analysis revealed that the MsphyA gene has a CDS length of 3375 bp, encod-
ing 1124 amino acids, and possesses typical PAS, GAF, and PHY motifs characteristic of the PHY family.
Protein analysis indicated that MsphyA has a relative molecular mass of 124. 3 kDa and a theoretical isoelectric
point of 6. 1. It is classified as an unstable, hydrophilic, non-secretory protein without a signal peptide and lacks
transmembrane domains. Subcellular localization prediction suggested that MsphyA is localized to the nucleus.
Phylogenetic analysis showed that MsphyA is most closely related to MtphyA from M. truncatula. qRT-PCR
results demonstrated that salt, drought, acid, high-temperature, and low-temperature stresses all induced
MsphyA expression. These findings indicate that MsphyA is widely involved in the abiotic stress responses in
alfalfa. This study provides a foundation for further exploration of the MsphyA gene’s function.

Key words: Alfalfa; phyA ; Bioinformatics analysis ; Abiotic stress

JeIE A Y AE KRR SRBIREL N 1, O8 J6H® & (Phytochromes, Phys) 1 RN 4L 't 5 i
FOOE W REOCAE S M BRI Z MO K. Horh, 2RO S AR TE R W A N B A 38 RN SE A PR 0

s HHE:2025-11-13; &8 B H#A:2025-12-18
EE&TH: BE AR %54 (32102585 % )
PEH B BESCIRC1981-) , L, WU T g VF B N, W @i #0082 , 32 %8 DA =R R ) 0 9 R % 45 A 9, E-mail : chou0516@163.com



3212 B

S 34 4

R B EOCE BEMAEMY . B IF (Arabidopsis
thaliana) 5 X+ M FE ) b, Ol B 68 3 K G4 %
phy A~phyE T4~ 5L, 11 7E 2K (Zea mays) K FE
(Oryza sativa) 55 55 FE Y b | 12 505 8 H A AL 45
phyA~phyC =~ BL 51 BT A O S 2 2o A B
(9 285 #3804 A N v O RO XD 45 PAS (Per-
ARNT-Sim 25 #4 S8U2 ) 2 A7 78 T A% F % )
AR RO SE AR S BABL ) | GAF (cGMP-spe-
cific phosphodiesterase/adenylate cyclases/FhlA, %
SR KA AE T cGMP ¢ S PR B2 — TR I I 1 1R 2R
AT 55 4 1 h AR 44 RO LA ROUE SR
X IO F PHY 45 # 58, C i ) 2 5 R AR il
B 7E A W A DG 2 8 RN A6 B[R] 45 10 400 )
P R OIS DG RE 22 50
A A P i3 0 250 phy A &AL TP R S TR
OCES 2K, BRASFELOCEMTHRIES
A i 1 T A Y B AR AT L T B A A i & 9
FER Y A K T LI AP e 5 AR A Y aa i
W A ESE R K & 418U Osphy A LR
IKFAE R WG S5 T i TORRRARAE T I 5 I E I
It & K W (Very low fluence response, VLFR) H1 1F
[6] ] 52 A 87 ¢, [ IS AE VIER R iRy 4 18 S
(High-Trradiance response, HIR) /1 X301 il if 27 #5 Y
o SR, K AR CRb A H A D phyA 28R TE
BWRLMER EARRA I B FRAEFY PR E
B, e R, F i (Solanum Lycopersicum)
SiphyA F PR 5 A8 (AR bk ¢ I L S i A9 T AP | RRCBR
SIPhyA T % 3% 58 7 i % = I W 30 0 HC 48 BE s
WA AT WEFEIN R GBS 1 SiphyA R8T 4
I 7% 2 ( Abscisic acid , ABA) & JiL G i 3 5 14 2 3k
T NI ABA B, IR 3O ABA RIS AR (Jas-
monic acid, JAD {5 5 i #% 9 4% & i 7% 5% K 1 CBF
(C-repeat Binding Factor) i 4% , 1F [A] 14 2 48 9 14 Bt
FEMENY D BRI, AphyA B BIE S22 BT W
TE ), R 5 38 o > ABA B i R AR AR
FR BT R 2R I R 5 phy A 587 PR UL R T A
PRAH EL , B A R R % B R S SR T R . R
F (Setaria italica) W, SiphyA Fl SiphyB %} & £ &
AR AT R Y @R Niphy A B0 B
G PR AE Eh Wk 38 R 2 B0 LR A Y A S A S
H MDA &K 28 1, phyA 3 780 1 53 55
38 Ty TS A IR R AR L TR BT AR T PL
X T ) AR A 0 e 0 LB R A SR E

LA E 1 (Medicago sativa 1L.) t—MZFEE
PR, U s B IR R R BT R  HOE
B2 EU R R E AR 5 RN R EAESE
525 RO T R R g A OCHEAR R
BEA 4Rk AR PR EAL AR W i T ™ E ) 29 H AR
KER, BH = m5ME 0 EFREY. Wik, 2465
AE A PSR SCHE R, W B HUadi PR ™ B e L BT
P B 5wt B B B S, AL H S MsphyA 1E
AN TR A P 3E T 04w 7 AL 1 AN B L AS T 5 2ok
W5 B2 53 BT MsPhyA 3k RURRAE , IF R FH qRT -
PCR A I H A5 3 A= ) W38 T 19 R A R0, IR
MsPhyA TE A6 B & Prisi b iR ThRe , b ik — 20
FE BTGRP AL B e AR

1 #E5FE

1.1 I AR R b1

PO B A R T 35 R AR
KRy B2 S0 2 B L 3 IO 5T 10 T A SR Ak
B 7,4 0.1% HgCLIE W M 75 8 40 #h L o1 2%
TR K FE 43 vl gk B 12 /NBH R S, 436 b T 8 1 K T 1
RiFeop . B ILF& Fp 40 K: , FEAL P SIREE .
A TG ZE K 5 F 55 57 LS T N A4
oI E DGR I 14 hoB B /10 h BB i, % HE 5 B 4
i B 43 53 B A 4000 1x, 6000 1x £ 8000 1x , /& 7% i
JE T R 25°C/20°C, E W BE KR #% 15 d.

PN FLW s S g R Y AR B (A - DA ) STER
BN E ot 7/) ) STERLE LI Y SE R IR U -
6000 (Polyethylene Glycol, PEG-6000) # £l A [ 7k
O3Sk KRR RE S 4 0,— 0. 10,—0. 20,—0. 40 MPa,
BH R E LR RN EREE A ES9
KECKE . ERHE 18 % H NaHCO; 5 Na,CO, 4% 9: 1
JEE IR H B A IR A IR I (pH AR 9. 17) , B 0(CK, 78
Wk pH1H 6.8).3.0X10 %.5.0X10 2, 7.0X 10 ?
mol-L ™" PU /N v B 16 B, B H 1 45 BEHE 5 mL X
A PR, AT TR AN 78 1/4 AR 2B SR, T4 9 K
R . KR 38 A N TR A v AT, I8 4°C
(R L 25°CCH RO F 35°C (i i) = AN I J3 Ak 3, 4
B F AL B 0,4,8,12,16 h 5 BURE . 1R 30 A
H,SO, F1 NaOH ¥4 45 % 32 W pH, % & pH K 2, 3,4,
5,6, 7 35 6 46 BE Ot BE 41 B 2 4 FH 2818 K, pH (A
6.8), 5 H WM pH {E A fb , TALBEES 9 REUKHE . iy
A A E 3 AEY) TR CRAE IR A=A
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B SCIR A < SR A Msphy A SETR M€ 3 B R AR A= W kit T R ik 3213

B FRIL, A5 LR 5%, BURE J <7 B ) 9 208
et & — SO CUKAIRAE & -

1.2 A%
1.2.1 % RNA 2R Z K % % cDNA & & i H

RNAiso Plus i® 5 & (K& A W FHLA R A2
B RNA, F A NanoDrop £ 1l RNA Ji & . | H
PrimeScript™ RT reagent Kit with gDNA Eraser i
& CRIE AW FHECA R A DK H 8 55 h
cDNA, T —20°C{_R 7% .

1.2.2 MsphyA X B 53 R R 5 3iE KA HHE
MisphyA 5 K1 G 5 1y 51 5 8 T A Fh A DR824 i 40
56 A, LA S 06 SR W 5 0 vk T LSk i g
il it RT-PCR 45 & RACE # R 315 £ .0 ¢cDNA K
Be e FLAR v [y 3, O 2 e 0 4 20 B8 0L b 4 5 b i
F7 4,3 3 77 4 b X B 42 B 2 3R A% Misphy A 5 [F 58
B CDS P . PR IZ T 51 0 HE Ve, 4 AR 52 56 Ok
7 ) & MsphyA 5 ] 52 8 CDS 17 81 1 5 Ri ik &
LB A A7 BR 28 W) A7 0 Y B iE

1.2.3 A #1485 54 ffi f] Expasy ProtParam
(web. expasy. org/protparam/) X} MsphyA 24 % /g J¥
GV RS oy F i IR S A E R E
BB ARRE REC B SRR R B R oy 1
3 H 5 7 At AT o0 47 s B AE 2R 81/ PSORT
Prediction Chttps://www.
html? src=leftbar) £l Cell-PLoc 2. 0Chttp://www.
csbio. sjtu. edu. cn/bioinf/Cell-PLoc-2/) il
MsphyA ) . 48 Jg & £7 5 # J§ SOPMA Chttps://
npsa. lyon. inserm. fr/cgi-bin/secpred_sopma. pl) 7£

genscript. com/psort.

2 T HX) MsphyA K& K 9 % 1) 28 F1 04T — 204 8 Tl
W5 A A SWISS-MODEL W 3 Chttps://swissmo-
del. expasy. org/) Tl W & M Bt = 9 45 14 ; i
TMHMM-2. 0Chttps://services. healthtech. dtu. dk/
cgi-bin/webface2. cg) X 1% M 1 5 I X #4753 #r 5 R
H SignalP5. 0 Chttps://services. healthtech. dtu. dk/
services/SignalP-5. 0/) %} MsphyA % H #1715 7 ik
T 23 B7 348 F NetPhos3. 1¢https://services. health-
tech. dtu. dk/) X} MsPhy A 8 FH iE4 7B R 1k 457 5 7 5
ffi i NetGlycate 1.0 (https://services. healthtech.
dtu. dk/services/NetGlycate-1. 0/) FE 17 B 5t Ak 47 45
43 M1 5 ff H interpro Chttps://www. ebi. ac. uk/inter-
pro) Bl e R AT A B R SF S5 A B0 B o fdH Plant
care Chttps://nfix2008. psb. ugent. be/webtools/
plantcare/html/ ) #4753 8 AR FH o484 5 18
TBtools A #E 47 AT #R AL 5 i I 7 2L 41 STRING
(https://cn.  string-db. org/) fil GENEMANIA
(https://genemania. org/) ¥t 47 HAE & (14387 ; 1
NCBIFEZ Ml |- BLAST T.H4% % MsphyA [q] &
F B MEGA 113048 i R G kA

1.2.4 qRT-PCR 4 # HETHUHCTELETEN
2 B PR U 3 (R BIF 5, ok R E AR AR W I 0 A 1 R 3R
B E B9 Ms. 99505 4% 9 WS 2L, IF 5% il Primer
5. 0B BETHRR S MES I W (R Do %EEE & PCR &
WHR25 pL, 2 FREK E#FITRE . BN TB
Green Premix Ex Taq Il %] 12. 5 pl., cDNA £ 4
2ul, ERHSIA L pl, KK 8. 5 pl, SV R
A:95°C 305395 °C 55;60 °C 305395 °C 15 ;40 i
I 27 Ty g S R A AR X e A i

®1 5955

Table 1 The primer sequence

5|49 2 FK Primer name

51741 (5" —3") Primer sequence (5’ —3")

PRI E Amplify length

phyA-F GAGAGATAGCTTTATGGATGTC 168 bp
phyA-R GCGACCTAAACCAGAAAAC
Ms.99505-F TTCCTCAGGTCTGCGAAGTAGG 60 bp
Ms.99505-R CAGTGGTGAAGAAACGCAAGACG

1.2.5 33 4 2 & 5 4 i ] Excel 2019 Fl
GraphPad Prism 10. 0 &b 3 %% 4i5 0 6l 15 &1 3¢ , i
SPSS 17. 047 B 7 2= 047 o

2 HBRESMW

2.1 MsphyA ERFF 5o
i it RACE H AR Y 13815 3K iy 5 5K o (&

1A, 1B), 5 RT-PCR k419 549 bp .0 i Bt (&
10 #F 47 BF # 159 %) 3130 bp ¥ 41 (GenBank:
GQ379905) , Fifi J& 38 1 Y& £ {4 2P B8 1k 3R A% 1260 bp
(1) 5% ¥ 51l (GenBank : GQ379904 ; & 1D) #h 55 it 2%
FE 3, e 4 28 F X E MsphyA R 523 CDS & K
3375 bp, 4ifh 1124 2 FE /R (& 2) o 7 45 SR R W]
ZEE I CDS ¥ 91 5 BE AR SF ANAFAE 1A [R] L5E7E .
FP 30 e R % RS R R i G KR
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Bl1 MsphyAEBE CDSEKMTE
Fig.1 Cloning of the full-length CDS of the MSphyA gene

B AN MsphyA 3RACE-PCR 43 7 ) ; Bl MsphyA 5RACE-
PCR Y872 %) ; C h phyA RT-PCR ¥ 34729 ;D A phyA genome
walking ¥ ) . M £ Fbrid

Note: A, phyA 3'RACE-PCR amplification. B, phyA 5’RACE-PCR
amplification. C, phyA RT-PCR. D, phyA genome walking amplifi-
cation. M represents DNA Marker

2.2 MsphyA {5 EF 5

2.2.1 MsphyA AT 57 A MsphyA 5 ik
13 BEARE BT 0 B, 45 R R W] Msphy A 2 11 0 5308
CoionHassoN150: O3S, # X 70 7 4 04 124. 3 kDa, B
WAE L AR 6. 1,4 1E L far K 4 24 IR RN A 2 IR ik Ak
(Asparticacid + Glutamicacid , Asp+Glu) 132 4>, 4l
T H far A 2 R A 2 IR Bk Ak (Arginine+ Lysine,
Arg+Lys) A 1174, RAERHA WP, 572 2 R (Leu-

cine, Lew) % & fx & , f 10. 9% ; H Wk b 22 A &
(Serine, Ser) , 5 7.8% ; N & M2 (Alanine, Ala)
7.5% AR (Valine, VaD (5 7. 3% (£ 2) . HH 5
Hr 4 7~ , Msphy A 25 11 35 K H8 8 — 0. 093, AR e
BN 46. 05, TN MsphyA J& T A& 155 BRI AE 4
WA A B SR KM CIEL 3AD , P AR fF PSORT
Prediction il Cell-PLoc 2. 0 V. 41 Jifg 5 {37 75 4% S 1
7R IZ AR 1 E N AR A

2.2.2 MsphyAZ @£ M Fn X MsphyA & H 1
K 3B 5 = A (B 3C) T 43 Afr 45 2R 3R
B, H g 450 32 2 56. 23% FY - 18 JiE (alpha
helix, 632 A~ & 5 /2 ) . 33. 36 % Y JC #L 4 il (random
coil, 375 R R R ) I 10. 41 % Y 4L H 5% Cextended
strand , 117 > S HE R ) 41 B o o~ B € A1 AN FL U] 45 ity
hEBER R A, RV Z A E A RIRSS R O E
Ao WEE SR 5 R A AT, H
55 H Al O B8 2R A R ARL, R % B 1 R AR RO
T SUEE 32 AR T RE , L A8 B A 288 ) 3 308 5 38 1Y) Ll
IR -

2,23 RORTFEMBAALAR BT IRXAEA LT
B oA RS AR B4 B R (B 4A) , Msphy A 25
H & 2 2R A0 b B2 RS 0 T RE B, 28R 1 N g AL
AL RN B LG A T R B4 G 1) cGMP
SRR RS EEESERMSEAE
fE ) PAS (Period-Arnt- Single-minded domain) 4%
T4 558 5 C i W) 55 A 5 20 20 I VA I 0% 1k R O 1Y) 20 2 T
5 192 T B8 % 1% CHA T Pase) 25 A4 380, 38 % 55 W 198 1% 16
fE9 B, WA, AV A ES RN
55 2% A A5 B2 TR (Kdp D) 25 44 38038 % 518 38 i a
Wi 157 % 5 ¥ 3z ] 45 AH OC , 32 B Misphy A Al 6 3 i
55 W 36w 32 EAR SO R AR A SO E T SR

F2 LTEHTE MsphyA SEBRER S

Table 2 Amino acid composition analysis of MsphyA in alfalfa

M Amino acid $H Number % & Content/ % A HM Amino acid BH Number i Content/ %
&R BR Alanine 84 7.5 % B2 Lysine 67 6.0
AR Arginine 50 4.4 H i & 112 Methionine 37 3.3
KA BN Asparagine 46 4.1 N & R Phenylalanine 39 3.5
KA G Aspanticacid 60 5.3 Jifi ¥ Proline 40 3.6
e e 2R Cysteine 21 1.9 22 5 W Serine 88 7.8
2 @ W Glutamine 47 4.2 75 & 2 Threonine 67 6.0
7 & R Glutamicacid 72 6.4 {6512 Tryptophan 10 0.9
H&® Glycine 70 6.2 fit & 2 Tyrosine 21 1.9
41 %% Histidine 30 2.7 SR Valine 82 7.3
SRR Tsoleucine 71 6.3 NH 1% i S iR Pyrrolysine 0 0.0
LR Leucine 122 10.9 fili £ Bt 2 R Selenocysteine 0 0.0
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361
121
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161
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721
241

841
281

961
321

1081
361

1201
401

1321
441

1441
481

1561
521

1681
561

1801
601

1921
641

2041
681

2161
721

2281
761

2401
801

2521
841

2641
881

2761
921

2881
961

3001
1001

3121
1041

3241
1081

3361
112t

10 20 30 40 ‘50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120
ATGTCGACCACGAGGCCTAGCCAATCATCCARCAATTCAGGGAGATCARGAAATAGTGCTAGGATTATTGCTCAGACARCAGTAGATGCARAACTTCATGCAACTTTTGAGGAGTCTGGT
M S TTREPSOQSSNUNSGRSRNSARTTIALGOQTTVDATEKTELEHATTFEETESG

130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 210 220 230 240
AGTTCCTTTGACTACTCGAGTTCGGTGCGTGTCTCTGGTTCAGTTGATGGAGAGCATCAACCAAGGTCCAACARAGTAACAACAGCTTACCTCAATACAATACARAGAGGCARGCAGATC
s 8 F DY &S S S8 VRWVS G S VDGEUHOQPURSUNI KV VTTHAYT LWNTTIOGQHRTGIEKOQTI

250 260 270 280 290 300 310 320 330 340 350 360
CAGCCTTTTGGTTGCTTGCTAGCTTTAGACGAGARAACGTGCAAGGTTATTGCATACAGTGAGRATGCACCGGAAATGCTGACCATGGTGAGTCATGCTGTCCCTAGTGTCGGTGACCAC
Q P F G CLLAZLUDETZ KTTCZEKVIAYSENA-AZMPEMMTLTMVWVSHAVPS V G D H

370 380 390 400 410 420 430 440 450 460 470 480
CCTGCCCTTGGCATTGGAACTGACATAAGAACTATCTTCACCGCACCGAGTGCTTCTGCGCTACAAAAGGCACTAGGATTTGCGGAGGTTTCGCTTCTTAACCCTATCCTTGTTCATTGC
PALGI GTDTIRTTIU FTH AUPSASALOQE XALTGT FHAEUWVS5S L L NUPTITULVHTC

490 500 510 520 530 540 550 560 570 580 590 600
ARGACTTCTGGGAAGCCATTTTATGCGATTATTCACCGTGTTACCGGTAGT TTGATCATTGACTTTGAGCCAGTGAAGCCTTATGARGTTCCCATGACTGCAGCAGGCGCATTACAGTCT
K T s G K P F Y AITIHRVTITGS L I I DFEUZPVIE KT PYEVZPMTAAGA ATLQS

610 620 630 640 650 660 670 680 690 700 710 720
TACARACTTGCTGCTAAAGCAATTACAAGATTGCAATCTTTGCCTAGTGGCAGCATGGAAAGGCTTTGCGATACAATGGTTCAAGAAGT TTTTGAACTAACAGGTTATGACAGGGTGATG
¥y K LA AKAITHRILOQSUL P S GGS MEURTULTCDTMVUVQEUWVFETLTGYDRVM

730 740 750 T60 770 780 790 800 810 820 830 840
GCTTATAAATTTCACGAGGATGATCATGGGGAGGTGAT TGCTGAGGTAACARAGACAGGCCTAGAGCCATATCTGGGTTTGCACTATCCGGCCACAGATATTCCCCAGGCTGCGCGCTTT
A Y K F HEDDHGEV I AEVTXTOGULEZPYLGILHY PATUDTIUPOQAATRF

850 860 870 880 890 S00 910 920 930 940 950 960
TTATTTATGAAGAACAAGGTCCGTATGATAGTTGATTGTCACGCAARACATGTGAAGGTTCTTCAAGATGAAARACTCCCATTTGATTTGACTTTGTGTGGTTCGACCTTAAGGGCCCCA
L FMK©NZ KV RMTIUWVDCHAZ KU HEHYVYEKWVLOQDEZ KT LU?®PVFDILTULTCGSTTULR®ATP

970 980 990 1000 1010 1020 1030 1040 1050 1060 1070 1080
CATAGTTGCCATTTGCAGTATATGGCTARCATGGATTCAATTGCTTCCTTGGTTATGGCTGTAGTAGTCAATGACAGCGATGAAGATGGAGATAGTGCTGATGCAGCTCTCCCACARRAG
H S CHL QY MANMDSTIASTILUVMAVVVY VNDJSUDEHUDGSGTDSADAA ATLPQK

1090 1100 1110 1120 1130 1140 1150 1160 1170 1180 1190 1200
ARAARGAGACTTTGGGGTTTGGTAGTTTGTCATAACACTACACCAAGGTTTGTTCCCTTTCCTCTAAGGTATGCTTGTGAATT TCTGGCTCARGTATTTGCCATCCATGTGARCAAAGAR
K KRLWSGULVVCHNTT®PRTFUVPFPILRYATCETFTLH® ASQUWVFATILIHVUWVNEKE

1210 1220 1230 1240 1250 1260 1270 1280 1290 1300 1310 1320
ATAGAATTAGAATATCAGATTCTTGAGAAGAATATCCTGCGCACGCAGACACTGTTGTGCGATATGCTGATGCGAGATGCACCCTTAGGTATTGTATCACAAAGCCCTAATATAATGGAT
I ELEY QI L EZXWNIULRTZ QTZLULOCDMILM®RTDA AZPTLSGTIUWVS QS PUNTIMD

1330 1340 1350 1360 1370 1380 1390 1400 1410 1420 1430 1440
CTAGTGAAATGTGATGGGGCTGCACTCTTGTATAGAAACAAGT TATGGATATTAGGATCGACGCCGAGTGAACCTCAGATAAGAGAGATAGCTTTATGGATGTCCGAGTACCATACGGAT
L VvVKCDGARAzTLTLYHRNIEKILWTIIULGST®PSEPOQIRETIAILWMSEYHTD

1450 1460 1470 1480 1490 1500 1510 1520 1530 1540 1550 1560
TCGACTGGTTTGAGTACGGATAGCTTGTCTGATGCAGGGTTTCCAGGGGCTCTTARACTTAATGATACTGTATGTGGARTGGCAGCTGTTAGAATAACTTCARAAGACATAGTTTTCTGG
s T 6L STDSULSDAGT FPGATLI KT LUNTDTVCGMAAVYVI RTITSE KT DTIUVTF EFW

1570 1580 1590 1600 1610 1620 1630 1640 1650 1660 1670 1680
TTTAGGTCGCACACTGCTGCAGAAATCCGATGGGGTGGTGCARAGCATGAACCTGGCGAACAGGATGATGGTAGGAAGATGCATCCAAGATCATCATTCAAGGCTTTCCTCGAAGTTGTG
F RS HTAAETIRWSGTGAZ KU HEU?PGEQDUDGRI KMHEPURS S F KATFTILEVV

1690 1700 1710 1720 1730 1740 1750 1760 1770 1780 1790 1800
ARGGCTAGGAGCATACCATGGRAAAGACTTTGAAATGGATGCTATTCATTCGTTACAGTTARTACTGAGAAACGCATCCAARGATACGGATATGAT TGATTTARACTCARAGGCAATCAAT
K A R S I P WKDVFEMZ DA ATIU HSILOQULTIUL®RDNASI KT DTUDMTIUDILNZSIZ KA ATIN

1810 1820 1830 1840 1850 1860 1870 1880 1890 1900 1910 1920
ACAAGACTAAATGATTTGAAGATCGAAGGGATGCAGGAATTGGAAGCAGTGACGAGTGAGATGGTTCGGT TAATTGAAACAGCAACAGTGCCAAT TTTGGCAGTGGATGTTGATGGGATG
T R L NDLZXK1I1IEGMOQETLEA RVYVYTSEMYVURLTIETHATUVZPTITILAVDUWVDSGM

1930 1940 1950 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 2030 2040
GTCAATGGTTGGAATATCARAATT TCCGAGTTGACAGGTCTTCCGGTTGGCGARGCTATTGGARAACATTTACTCACACTTGT TGAGGATTCTTCAACTGATATAGTCAAGARGATGCTT
vV NG WDNI KIS ELTGULUPVGEA ATILISGI K HTLULTTULVET DS SSTUDTIUWVIEKIEKMTL

2050 2060 2070 2080 2090 2100 2110 2120 2130 2140 2150 2160
AATCTGGCACTGCAGGGTCAAGAAGAGAAGAATGTTCAATTCGAGATCARAACACACGGGTCTAAGACGGATTCCGGTCCTAT TAGTTTGATAGT TAATGCGTGTGCARGCAGGGATCTT
N L ALQGOQETEZ KW NUWVOQFETIZ KTH HGSKTUDSGP I SLIUVNATCABASI RTIDTL

2170 2180 2190 2200 2210 2220 2230 2240 2250 2260 2270 2280
CATGAAAATGTAGTGGGAGTTTGT TTTGTGGCCCAAGATATAACTGCTCAGAAGACAGTCATGGACAAATTCACCCGAATTGAAGGAGAT TACAAGGCAATTGTACAGAACCCCAATCAA
HEWNVVV GGV CFVAQ?DTITAS® Q@EXTVMDIE X FTH RTIETGT DYZ KA ATIUVWVQNTPNDZ Q

2290 2300 2310 2320 2330 2340 2350 2360 2370 2380 2390 2400
TTAATCCCTCCTATATTCGGCACAGATGAATTTGGCTGGTGTTGTGAGTGGAATGCAGCTATGATTAAGATAACTGGATGGAAGC! IGATGGATAAAATGCTTCT. A
L I P PI FGTUDZEFGWTCCEW®WNA AAMTITZ KTITSGWZ XK REEWVMDIEKMMILTLGE

2410 2420 2430 2440 2450 2460 2470 2480 2490 2500 2510 2520
GTTTTCGGAACTCATATGTCTTGTTGTCGTCTARAGAATCAAGAAGCTTTCGTTAATTTCGGCATTGTACTTARTAAAGCGATGACTGGTTTGGAAACAGAAAAGGTTCCTTTTGGTTTT
vV F 6 T HM S CCRILI KN QEH ATFUVNV FSGTIUVLNIZ KA AMTSGTU LETEIZKUVUZPTF G F

2530 2540 2550 2560 2570 2580 2590 2600 2610 2620 2630 2640
CTCTCTCGGAAGGGAAAGTATGTAGAGTGCCTACTTTCTGTGAGTARGARAATAGATGCGGAGGGCCTAGT TACCGGGGTCTTCTGTTTCTTGCAGCTAGCTAGCCCGGAGCTGCAACAR
L S R K G XK Y VECLTLS SV S KIZ XKTIDAETGTLVWVTSGVFOCTFTULZOQTLA ASZ PETLDQDQ

2650 2660 2670 2680 2690 2700 2710 2720 2730 2740 2750 2760
GCGTTACATATTCAACGCCTATCTGAACAAACCGCTCTCAAGAGACTGAAAGTATTAARCTTATATGAGAAGGCAAATCAGGAATCCTTTGTCTGGGATTGTGT TTTCCAGTARAATGTTG
A L HIQRU LS EQTA ATLI KA RTILI KU VLTV YMZ®BRRZGQTIURIUNUPILUSGTI WV F S5 5 KMTL

27170 2780 2790 2800 2810 2820 2830 2840 2850 2860 2870 2880
GAGAATACTGAGTTGGGAACCGAACAARAACGAATTGTGAACACTAGTTCTCAGTGCCAGCGCCAGCTTAGCARAATTCTTGATGACTCGGATCTAGACAGCATCATTGATGGGTACTTG
ENTEULGTEZ®QZ X RTIUVNTSSQCOQROQL s KIULDDSDULD S I IDGY L

GATCTCGAGATGGCTGAATTCACTCTGCATGAGGTACTGGTGACCTCTCTTAGTCAAGTCATGAATAGGAGTAACACARGGAGTATCCGAATAGTGAATGATGTTGCGGAGCATATCGCG
D L EMAETFTULHEUVLVTSIL S QVMNRTGSNTHRSTIIZ RKRTIUWVNDUVAEHTIRA

3010 3020 3030 3040 3050 3060 3070 3080 3090 3100 3110 3120
ATGGAAACCTTGTATGGTGATAGTCTTAGACTTCAGCAGGTCTTGGCTGACTTCTTACTGATTTCCATCAATTCCACACCAAATGGAGGTCAGGTTGT TATAGCAGCCACTCTAACTAAR
M ETULY GD S L RLQOQWVILADTFTULTILTISTINST?PNSGS GO QWVVIAATTLT K

3130 3140 3150 3160 3170 3180 3190 3z00 3210 3220 3230 3240
GAACAGTTAGGGAAATCTGTCCATCTTGTARATTTGGAGCTCAGCATAACACATGGTGGARATGGGGTGGCAGARAGCAGTGCTGAACCAGATGTTTGGAAATAATGGGCTAGAATCAGAA
E QLG X 8V HL VNILZETZLSTITHGS GNG GV VAEA AVILWNOQMTFTGUNNTGTLE 5 E

3250 3260 3270 3280 3290 3300 3310 3320 3330 3340 3350 3360
GAGGGTATTAGCCTACACATCAGTAGAAAGTTGTTAAAGCTTATGAACGGCGATGTTCGATATTTAAAAGAAGCAGGARAATCATCCTTTATTCTATCTGTTGAACTTGCAGCAGCCCAR
E G I s L H I &8 R KULILZXIL MNGDVRYULZXEW ADSGI KS S FTIUL S VETULAHBAH-BADQ

3370

ARGTTGAGAGGTTAA
K L R G *

2 MsphyA EERHFBRXEFIRERBHIERF I
Fig.2 The full-length coding sequence of MsphyA gene and its amino acid sequence
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Fig. 3 Protein hydrophilicity and protein structure prediction analysis of MsphyA
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Note: A, Hydrophilicity analysis of MsphyA protein. B, Secondary structure prediction. C, Tertiary structure prediction

YIS S . X MsphyA 3K 1 31 5 51 60940 B
R (B 4B BRI R T4 1% X Sk & 47 2 Fhdit
AR AR TR A T 528 WRKY # st H 1
(MsWRKY33) ¥ 51 45 & 19 W-box LA Jt MYB #
EHEFEEAA,IUHES T RiESHUAACH
MYB #% 5 K B 55 5 PR 45 A A st (MBS Je . &
Wi MsphyA BERS 2 5 28 46 1 1 14 305 45 1 360 e 3 2o 722
HiZid FE AT e WRKY J MY B # 5% [H 145

2.2.4 MsphyA ®R @B LM AZ 5 KRN HE
P15 5 X 20 1 7k, Misphy A 25 1A & 195 5 X HL 3%
ARz DR (K 5A) , i — 7 UniProt W ¥l
SPTIZ AR L, & B Msphy A 76 40 B A% 9 47 AH G 2R
YD ae 0% R BN B A B R A5 A B, HE
MsphyA 75 2 i3 A 20 i 4% 25 & Ho A % 5 R 7 o R 9
Ui e N L 5 SR TR SE phy A H BN A BE
PifE 5, AR FHY 1 fI FHL /v S 09 A 4%z
HLHI — 3, X Msphy A 347 15 5 K 3500 43 4 (P

5B, Z5 MR WIZE AR 5K, 8 T AR 20 i 2
HH.

2.2.5 MsphyA B B2 45 5 5 4 A A5 & 5 A7
NetPhos 3. 1 T &% Jf & 75, MsPhyA & £ 7% 63
A~ 22 B R (Ser) . 32 4~ I8 Z R (Th) A1 7 4 B 2 IR
(Ty) B R AL A7 A5 s NetGlycate 1. 0 Bl 2% 2 1 A7 7E
25 M BEILAL AT A, MsPhyA J2 20 22 /05 & R 8 A
VL R I AR AR AR OBE (£ 45 CK1, CK2, CaM,
GSK3 1 SRC) W R A& M , 3k 11 2 15 I 15 58 16 7
(%) 22 A A= 34 Ak i #2 (18 5C,5D) .

2.2.6 MsphyA ZAE& M 3 i X MsphyA &
1A R0 2% 19 2 9 A .2 T 2 B (81 SEL S5FD L 48
JE 2 TR AR 5 A T ke SCHE AR T A £ SF AR B
YERI AR F o 28 W 3R 20 i 45 R R W, Misphy A 7]
XM ER G5 mE oA ER TERT 3
(Phytochrome-interacting factor 3, PIF3) . SPA1
(Suppressor of PHYA 1) & COP1 £ H (Constitu-
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Fig.4 Conserved domains of MSphyA protein and cis-acting elements in the gene promoter
T : A, Msphy A 4 FIORSF S5 5000 20 1805 B, Msphy A SE IR 8l 7 I AE T e

Note: A, Composition of the conserved domains of the MsphyA protein; B, cis-acting elements in the promoter of the MsphyA gene

tive Photomorphogenic 1) 45 & 4= B {E , H. v COP1-
SPATK & WHE N CHER E312 3 % 4R 1 , 766 1
(2R R b R AR AE T . 24 PRT KR H
W B N 5 H AR X e A BB S phyA (5
B L FRORG AH JR AR L % B AE X 2% HE T Misphy A AT
AE I i COPL % 5O {5 5 5 300 55 1 24 3d %, JF 28 th
PIF's 85 5 5% PR -7 98 455 30 W 300 17 2257 A O 3k DXL 1 2%
ik o WAk, B M B AE 6 R 2(Cryptochrome 2,
CRY 2)7E #5602 5 W38 38 1 v B 2 AP B, #F
— A 3CHF Msphy A 7 52 46 H & A SOL 5 BB A
28 A T EAE ] o

2.2.7 MsphyA % % #4594 IR A
MsphyA B R G & B K&, A58 5 T NCBITE 4
BLAST T H 2k BCH [/ ¥ & & )¢ %), JF #l H
MEGAT11T 8wty i R G0 K B A . 45 R W&l 6 B
7N, AL H 15 MsphyA 5353 8 15 (Medicago trun-
catula)Mtphy A 1815 ) [F] I8 PE B i, 3R W] — 35 AE#E 1k
RS . HOR % A 5 1L G (Lathyrus sati-
vus) W W A~ phyA [F] ¥ & 1 LsphyAl (NP_
001413894. 1) 5 LsphyA2 (KA15398706. 1) B 45 %
fe B R E P o R B, K8 (Glycine) i AR 35 K &2
(Glycine max) GmphyA 5 % K & (Glycine soja)
Gsphy A fEFEAERY F 3R R — 3, WoR VB 0 2R 40C
F o BURE ORIET F—YFh 8 phyA AL RS
KEW IR — &, AL H T MsphyA 5 -
YR phy A 25 FITE 93 SCE5 0 B AR R, i — 20
78 HAE AL 7 v B BT 19 SR S OC & HE
e b BAT AR L

2.3 MsphyA E R EEY BB RIE S

) FH 52 1F 9% % 5 B PCR 35 A K I MsphyA 7
ANEAEAEY B TN RBEL . 458 2w,
MsphyA 3 PRI 235 76 AN [ AR A= 9y 3 45 4 A
A 7D o 75T S a N, MsphyA 5K 1
FRZ N M 45 B MsphyA Fik BAL N
X BE A 10 %0 ~50% , {H JC W 5 vk BE A b o 6 e 1
60 4 3 0] S5t e PR AL A PR AL < AR ER BRI (3. 02X 107 D)
R C7.0X 10 DG T MsphyA K3k BT,
fH 25 5 OR 35 1 B R (5. 0} 10 D i T Ik
N (P<C0. 05) , Ho v B 46 Al 4b B R 9 3 3K Ik
FN X R 5~T 5. BRIMA R fE R ME & ik SR
(pH2-pH7T) I, MsphyA [ 35 ¥ ZU5 5 3R
AR T IR A . iR R 2R IR UK OF #E pH2 E pH5
X i) @ 2 F B (P<<0.05) ,pH6 . pH7 T X% B 41 B A
F RS EIREWE T AR A BT 4 /N B s
V5 MsphyA F35 , 12 /N 1K 51 06 5 06 A7 [0 9% 5
W E R LRI AE 4 /N ZUON | 8 /NI B
B9 G He 2 A, T 16 /NEF iR B e . 4 &,
MsphyA FE PR 2 5 500 5 18 0 T 5 48 (W2 Sl 4%
EZ EI Y/l SEN VRS U g .

3 itie

P QEESE Y Py K7/ LR S EAW i | A W
SKEEE A, T iz I 45 AR T 1 S 2 T AR I ] 4 i
ZRkE SR, HAp phyA fE M — 1 206 %7
&, FL T BE O B A% B Y O T8 A i, BOE 52 4
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Fig.5 Structure, function and interacting protein analysis of Msphy A
TE: A MsphyA 2 [ B 45 49 ;B 9 Msphy A 2 (A 45 5 IR0 5 C 2 Msphy A B (B R A6 A 45 43 7 : D 9 Misphy A Bl AR A 5550 BT E O

GENEMANIA BAE®H H 434713 F i STRING HAEH H 50 Hr

Note: A, Transmembrane structure of the MsphyA protein; B, Signal peptide prediction of the MsphyA protein; C, Phosphorylation site analysis

of the MsphyA protein; D, Glycosylation site analysis of the MsphyA protein; E, STRING interacting protein analysis; F, GENEMANIA inter-

acting protein analysis

Z 5 R e p A o AR s X A B
MsphyA SR AT T RGEWEWAE B2 E IR R
AN T HAE Z A8 N B R IR, 5 AE
MsphyA 165 46 5 e DU 9 25 0 1) D) fE

3.1 £TEHTE MsphyA I E 451

AR I X A A MsphyA FER A7 AW 15 B
2O M, 1% 3 R 4 5 7 81 4 K 3357 bp, 4 S — A4~
124N F AR A E . WG Bt £,
MsphyA & F1 AT 8 0 56 806 R R RHAE - 085
JEE S5 K SRS 5 K, 8 TR KA R E R,
RAE VL - R ITC G M o 320 XL FE TS A

R T KRR AR R RGE 19 phy A 8 LR AR
oL, 15 7% FL Sy RELE 2k b b LA DRSPS 20 E £
T Msphy A 2 [ 5 205E {7 T 40 M 8% X 5 B

FFT B BB (Secale cereale) (Wi 5.7V (Pisum sati-

vum L. S5 )R 20 5 0 45 SR — B, 1 T 5 4 9
F W], MsPhyA 8 [N H#5 5 IS5 0 B, i ie 7
5 Bl Ry i B AR T o 3K — ML A 48R O b Bk
Wy, B0 i FHY 1A FHL 4 5 phy A 2% A 5 >4 P04 [7)
Hf 28 A5 B, 58 A8 R PRl phy A ) BE 34 2% 17 X 38 2156 i)
A BeAh  FRATT I Msphy A 2 1 & A K i
T TE 1 B R AL A7 A5, T CK2, CaM %5 £ F i i 1R
. BEgE R M, B CK2 B89 A 5 e &
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Fig. 6 Phylogenetic tree analysis of MsphyA protein
Wk A F— ) Rl B AS R phy A 2R 38 3 J5 200647 X 53, Lathyrus oleraceus W W4~ 55 2 R IR I 23 B4R IC 0 LophyAl Fl LophyA2(MsphyA

T I R AR B 5 52 R CDS DXCBH I T A 87 I 23 3680 R 2 11 8 5, BE 38 B AE Miphy A 2 41 1D 25 Medtr1g085160, 2 X 41 fi5 Ok I
THEAE T B FE MODMS , Ho At #8024 7] A NCBI 2 S Bdis P A 2 11 85 )

Note: Different phyA proteins from the same species are distinguished by suffixes. The two paralogous genes in Lathyrus oleraceus are designated
as LophyAl and LophyA2, respectively. The MsphyA protein sequence was obtained by translating the complete CDS cloned in this experiment,

and no protein accession number is available in public databases yet. The genome ID of MtphyA in Medicago truncatula is Medtr1g085160, and
the genome information was retrieved from MODMS (a specialized database for Medicago)

while the protein sequences of other species can be
obtained from the NCBI public database via their respective protein accession numbers

(Avena sativa L. ) phy A F¢ 5 P 22 2 12 {57 5 B FR 4k
X HL e 21 56 AR W 2 0 M LA KOG 3 1 12 R AR RE
U S S TR R 1 U GO P s 211U 072
% 1 A5 M 1T R & Misphy A Wil [ 33 358 15 5 1) OC i 8 4%
BL o 2 45 #3853 B 26 B Misphy A £ 25 HiL B 1
PHY .PAS SE 45 F 8, 5 FHAb OB R & 2L, X
SE ZE R BN ORI 515 5 15 % B E AT
SRR AL IR TR ZS /N 43— AP 45 40 L 1 3 B8 AR
B TRl MsphyA 3£ s 21 KR & K 5k

WHZ M AR LA T PIFs, PIFs & B4R 8 A
NCIRECEL ISR -aNGY/ R R E N E S EREAN i aa IR
Pk 2 36 A) 3 i B 8 R 5 (Cyclic Guanosine
Monophosphate, cGMP)A# 4 14 P9 £ B R & 42, 4
MR MR B0 7 R o 3 R A i AR, L w819 A ) %
WA e R ELAR IR BE AR HE LA S B G B
3¢ HF (Elongated Hypocotyl 5, HY5) Fl B it 4% &

=]

9-T 3 - R A A B S BN A 6(9-cis-epoxyca-

A= My 1 38 A 5 B I AR DT A, ATt | Y R L
& PR AR F U R W] Msphy A 5% R 5%
) Z b 30058 45 5 G 0 PO S R AR . ELAE AR B

rotenoid dioxygenase 6, NCED6){£ i/ ABA f1 &S
CBF1 2 3k 1k 1 £ 8 7 i (1 IR v o A o 4t
Msphy A i#f A 4 Jfl 4% J5 BE % 38 ik 94 45 5 e % s R 1
P 255, 3 T A0 AR o 22 A 0 5 30 198 3 17 4 i 37
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Fig.7 Expression patterns of MsphyA in alfalfa in response to different abiotic stresses

TE AR B R0R 22 57 35 (P<C0. 05)
Note: Different letters indicate significant differences(P<0. 05)

3.2 JEEYEXTELETE MsphyA HIRIEZ R I Bk
A

AHIEFE K B, AN R K 486 B T 52 38 R Msphy A
FIR P Z B X 5 A 7R F R a0 ot
UL —FT Tk phyA G875 R B 8 8 A it
S, HAL 5 B0 IS P 4 (Reactive oxygen spe-
cies, ROS)VE B & g8 LAl S A S 40, LA K b 7K
SRR SRS NVE SN PRSI & S I S 2
M MsphyA 1] G838 33 338 ROS 75 B BE 1 dE R4 i fa
A e R R . LR ST Y, Agphy A S i
BETEPE WIS ETEEMABAWKE ., 25
Xof 5 S IE S phy A FEAE A 4 38 0 R ) R
SEVEAE T o O R ER vk B AL BT, 4R H AE
MsphyA B FRIEAH 25 /£ 5.0X 10 *mol-L "b T
HFBPEE EIHP<0.05),7.0X10 * mol-L '4b
PN NiphyA 3655 2 T R o i B 5L i A
AR L RS . MR AR AT SR8

NiphyA W 23K NiphyA 1) T g 6 2 58 48 0K 38 1o
gt I X i 7 TR CABAD 55 2R A R (TAD A5 LB 4 i, 2k
TS ROS 15 BR & S8 155k [ 480 ik DR 00 5 45 e HF
ik S- %% # i 3 A (Nicotiana tabacum glutathione S-
transferase, NtGST) M iR & F MW & HEH 5
#: Al (Nicotiana tabacum late embryogenesis abun-
dant protein 5, NtLEAS5) & ik I #F S FL 5 ] DA 1y 384
SIR RS R, T 3K L6 A R 0] Ol phy A 8 12 A8 W40 B
30 F) AR BRI B R B A . WP SR T A A
B P R by pH BRI 23 0 ) 40 1 4 AL L 3 T g
AR T B 2850 A5 (cGMPY SR LT R 5
Fnt 2 R AR R LR X 3 . e BRI T, phyA
Y5 phyB ¥ %) It V& B2 A5 5 3 R 0 2 AR AL, T
ABA JZAF Y W6 38 1) SC B R R L phy A TEBR
o 30 T e R AR T ok AR A P B A )
IV B VA R B pHL B TR AR IR &
XA YR 3 e b, B2 5 WA B A
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