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ZE  Trihelix % & B F GT2A M Mvh 3E £ W kb i3 42 o L 48 & Z 09 A4 4E 8 . vA Williams
82 K & JuAt A A, il it BRI KIF GmGT2A LB, M it Rk BAR A A RAFE A F8 X
BRI AA S L B R, 2 Bar X 4K &4 5% . PCR 4 ) | Southern blot 3 # N X & &
RT-qPCR B 5, 2R T 3 phid TH AR S HF AR KRG A 8 £ 7, SR ET, Lpa i
T, HxrmiiskAart, i Rk GmGT2A K Sk AW KR F & et S B RESERZRG, v P2
A A AL (SOD) | it A AL B (POD) Anit AL 8.8 (CAT) %32 & 1.28~1.44 45, 7 =8 (MDA)
B EIK 38.06%, B TS SHT AR R AR &2 Na BRE 2RV, KBRHFRARF, Na/K' B Z2f
P 61%. GmGT2A X R THLBT AT REBNBEEFREAR B THEATH  AmE—EREERZT X
2Hat . AFRER AR B RERRIELTT A,

EEIE RERXE;GRA LR #LR; wH

IR AAE Sy AR A A (AR, © ™ A
M AT HFEE A SR Akl 1/3 B RE 4 b E i 52
ANTRIFR B A Eh UM A , SR G IR ZY 1 42 ho’, 4F
19 1.5%, FEBIHRAEE 300 12 kg, & XA AT L AR
G40, K (Glycine max L)VE v [ B 5 ARR0AE
Yy, J& TR U hF SRR Na S8+
RS IE A (ROS) TR S A 15t LA KOG A5 FLF
1R BEA 7, B0 BB, PR, R S Eh M R
SRR IAR T M E SR . H A, AR R
SRR GRS R A% 03K B) g, AR R ARk
BE AR W 30 Y- (48% ), it 5 R 1 i 72 i AR 1T R A
2015 4F I3 370%, TEFTARAEERGRIX . P9 i B

TR R A O B R O AR R AL A H ), R &
AR P, K & 130033

MU AL TP A AR S, ZBR B B il R S Ao
IR R

L3 2o R o A AR A AR AR Koy 1R
o 22 G O R 28 X 5 R ER A A . o, e sk
PR - VE AR 030 B 28 A O, Sl 5 R e s
N DR R 37 AR TR (U0 W—box . MYB
GG AR B AR FE R AL . DA PSR 1], &
TS BT 28 TR AR LR (U SOS1, NHX1),
I O3 [R) RS R AP ) BB 1 ROS TE BR R 48, A
T3 A6 RF 240 0 3h 25 P o Trihelix 5 5% P74 S AE 0
TE W I 245 A AL 4R T, 3RSk B PR I R
SRR, WG R I, i Rk Trihelix 5% 51, il 4n
AR I¥ (Arabidopsis thaliana (L.) Heynh.) GT—4", /K
i (Oryza sativa L.) OsGTy—1"" #i4E( Gossypium hirsu-
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(Osmanthus fragrans (Thunb.) Lour.) OfGT3/OfGT42/
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OfGTA6" gtk WSk AW O TR S v (bt 521k, Hol
il P B R 4 T b 5 R 3R 5K L IR ROS T BR &
ST

ARG 2 AT P AT 00 R 5 T s Ak

KR, W KT Trihelix §4 5% K T3 (GmGT24) T A
PSR S ATy L AR  BUB LS 2 AW U e a9 D WA (2
PEAHSCAE FRES AR DU 2, 12540 B B 3L e R = p
FITIRE, I LB B I SR G0Rr i R, 4 TR B
FIFER | et b R G AR & AR A S

1 MEREFRE

1.1 RIewr et

ALK L R Al Williams 82 Syt f%
WAL SRR, JFAE 0 e S50 i % IS R, Pri
R 1y S92 56 T bR M2 4R &R G240 45: KW AT 18 DH5a
(Escherichia coli). 4 ¥T B EHA105(Agrobacterium
tumefaciens) Lh KAHY) #3584k pCAMBIA3300, A
A REE R AR OB B (R FEAO RS AR AL B
Hht) FON A= By ARWT ST BT R SLAE W) BORWFFE AT A3
HIFIRAE

FT GenBank #5455 (5 55 : https://www.ncbi.
nlm.nih.gov) W 5% (4 R 5 38 415 B, 7R BF 5% % Bt
GmGT2A Fk K I il e B AE F7 90 g #0AR o 8ok g 5t 4
37 3 A= WL 28 W) SE B YLD 1 i S R R A
pCAMBIA3300-GmGT24 A 2 (&l 1), £ DNA I

HACIRFR IR GmGT24 FEFIR AR

BamH 1 Hind 1
|

LB EcoR 1 Sac 1
GT2A
polyA P35S Nos P35S RB

Bl 1 AR EE pCAMBIA3300-GT24 7R

1.2 HEREEKRBNS FREN
A5 1 3 22 G0 e AR 7 48 5 P8 DU B PR R
SIRRFR: B SR TR 5700 (B i ) 200 i 645 2 Ao e ik
PR ; 4R 1MT38 2 Bar KPR AR S5 PR A ) 20 ik A1
TR L K 3% 3k; B 5 2 FH PCR(Polymerase Chain Reac-
t1on)ﬁ7|<¢~ir PEY I H B’Jﬁlﬁ&l@ﬂxfﬁiﬁlm =F
ik — 4 F ] Southern blot 43T 24 38 5 AN i 4 52 H.
P D13 5 bk R B 2008 3 16 5 SRR A il BE N
(reverse transcription quantitative polymerase chain
reaction, RT-qPCR) % & 43 #7 H bR & Rk K- A%
BIF 5 70 ¥ 552 36 SR JH A o o R A7 B PX 3R 0K 0 A
RNA $EHff 40 4 2E 99/0 ] (1) EasyPure PlantRNA
Kit 3 7 &, Ff J5 i 1f TransScript One—Step gDNA
Removal and cDNA Synthesis SuperMix 1a7fl| & 5¢ il 3
21 DNA ZBR f cDNA 5. & A >R ] Trans-
Start Top Green qPCR SuperMix(SYBR Green 7% )7E
ABI QuantStudio 3 5Z 28 % i PCR & 48 L 47,
TSSO TR 3 AN EA Gl 2o e
B e S, SR 270 AN E B VA AT R R R H Y
R IB Ko BREHF S N GmGT2A-TZ-F:

PR H R G, RAERESELATE S A 5~-GGCGGCTCCGCGGCGGTCT-3"; GmGT2A-TZ~
AR EHAL05 852 40, 4 TRFEHA TG4 R: 5~CTCGCCGTGCTCGGAACCG-3'. 5T
A srns . AR RITHEN SRS FHA 3E 5k 1.
=1 3|MEF
514 &R F3(5-3") BB X/ bp
GmGT2A-JC-F GTGGATTGATGTGATATCTCCACTG 600
GmGT2A-JC-R CCGAACACGGAACCGCGTTCAG

GmGT2A—qRT-F
GmGT2A—qRT-R

GACGATGACCGGAATCCCG
GCCGAGGCATTGATAAGGTTA

127

GmActin—qRT-F
GmActin—qRT-R

GAGCTATGAATTGCCTGATGG
CGTTTCATGAATTCCAGTAGC

118

1.3 KEEKREMBLE
PRECHFRLILI . DG X0 B AL R R
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() NaCl ¥ AT 58 Mirae b B 15 H 7 & 50 4 ik
P, Ok H B BRI W, S B H AR FE S50 R TR
YeRFR R . AHL 7 d SRS R R, AR E
3WEE ., RARNITEIT 8.

R 2ER=CR M T HUMEAR T 5850 < 100%

DAL 2 35 1 1 e B TR R AR A L R R G 4 1 (V3
) AT X 4, SR FH L B R ik b A iR 06 . AT
AT RO IR SRS R4 (49 cm>40 cmx
20 cm), 7E N A HI AR K S8 ORI 16/8 h
B/, ‘BB (24+1) °C/(20+1) °C,, AHXF R EE (70+
5)%. FRffiRAE R 2 =R, #£47 300 mmol/L NaCl
VSTRALBE . Fr2eabH] 7 d JE ok T R AL, ELARSE bR
AFE 3 5 (1) A=W 2 - 5 U bR I 5 e 7
105°C A%F 30 min, 75°C #ETFRBAEHE IR TH, (2) i
ERAEH(STD T STI=( - F /%t BR A AR BT 1)
100%. (3) A= PRIE AR R A BOE = 3R T WA,
—80°C TRAFA I . T A LY U & 3 Y A= )2
HH,
1.4 TtEhAE L 4 IR IR ARAR I

Xof BB e 55 2 S DR K W bk R AR han b2 7 d s,
43 SR FH 43 66 BE 2 R b 2 32 0 A 40 A B A
Z A B A W) 5 25 B 4 A BR 2 H] (www.mychbio.
com) & 7 & Ui W] A5, R GE A I M R Y ¥ (MDA)
FUE i, [A] il it ik 48 Ak W il (POD) | 4504k
Yy 15 AL i (SOD) Al iof 48 Ak & i (CAT)I o X T
BT At o b, Bt 2 E A AR AR R S S
HLAL 3, 3 60 H i J5 K 5 FR I 100 mg #F &, fin A
20 mL £ B PR KB HEE 2.5 h, U408 E 2
% 50 mL, SR KO S5 WO 43 5 0 BE 2 4 Na'
KO B R % K 435310 4 589.0 il 766.5 nm) o FIT A5 5%
W ¥iE 3 s AR YR A, B DU R R
FIR .
1.5 HIESH

ARMFFE R SPSS 16.0 Ge i A A 7505 5347
i 3 B 2 2250 B (ANOVA) 25 4 LSD(least signi-
ficant difference )% 2 5 U vk i 47 41 (] 2% 57 o = 1k
K86, & 25 P B 552 A P<0.05 Fl P<0.01. %4 nT
WAL T SigmaPlot 10.0 2 B4 5E R, B bR
ARl B S hRiC i o bR 2 ] 25 5 1
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2 HR54%%H

2.1 KN GmGT2A EE KTk RHIKE
ARBFFE T RATF AT 00 R G 7 e b
R 2, I35 GmGT24 FER K G A . it i%
2L 3 fX T2-T4 Bar i 4Ltk (K] 2(a) ), #—2F
Wit GmGT24 &R 5 HE5 #5147 PCR 70T 5iE,
£ 600 bp Ab T4 34t H w4540 (K] 2(b)), #IAIE
BAMIRSE R 3 G 8 2 AR K G L R AL, X6 LR
Yy DL 2288 D146 AR, & FH Southern blot £ AR 1
1598 VBT, 28 Hind MY JG 5405 MR BT 2458,
I T 1 H A B LA A B 4l A vk R (B 2(e)) s
S VTAL PR 2R 3K i B S B 1, X T2~T4 AR R T
J&& RT—qPCR £, 528 W x GmGT24 FE R AE 3L A
BE R I R o B A X 2 Gk Ik B B ALY 18.96~
20.53 i, HZ AR R XA REFRE (B 2(d) . %
FRINBAGFRHE IR . FRIBFeE M SE AR, Ry Je 2k
IHREWFFT SR T BHAR A SRR AL L
2.2 MBI GmGT2A EE KT A KM
S 3R (T2~T4) LB ME GmGT24
PRI R T T 1 1) 5 i, AF 5% % B : #E 300 mmol/L
NaCl 43 7 d J5, 548 DU IL R Gk &R L4 B9 FR -+
KRR 2 T R A RHE 3(g)), AT BN,
AR A T B RR R L2 A1 L4 Bl & AR A0
FXFHRAL (] 3(a)~(c)) o #E—2EF 5% b AT 561 &
PR, 24 V3 R R LS 300 mmol/L $hALHE 7 d Ji5, #E 3k
[RIAF AR L4 AT e 24 1 A= ROIR A, T XT HEAR o 0 =
IR AR R AN Iy 25 5 A5 g R Eh R AL (18] 3(d)~
(£)). FEIEPIAE MR L2 F L4 ff T 500] B8 24 e (&1
3(i)), [AlEFH: STT &8 2% i F 6 BEALRE (& 3(h)) o TIE
S GmGT2A4 BN K G i Rikfig i F_ A KO
ERBNIA 251 T R A BE T NGy A R
2.3 EHEMEXTEE GmGT2A EE K S EkkH & I8 20
T NS 3 A (T2~T4) LN KR bR & L2
L4 PEAT A BRIRBR AT B, SR A Ab B 7 d )5,
K G RkE L2 Al L4 I 5 MDA 5 fE #5008 g & %
1% 38.06% (&1 4(a) ), & W] H 5t B S A4t 43 7 32 )
B ARG RN BN, 7R KGR
POD. SOD Fll CAT {if % 43 7 %8 %F B 42 F+ 1.28 1% .
1.32 £ 1 1.44 4% (18 4(b)~(d)), UESEH Bt A AL fifhia
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(b) M+ H -1 2 3 4 5 6 7

(¢) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 (d)25
. [ o WT
| B == L2
4 .§ 207 4
-
= 15+
5
- 2 10t
=
O
=4 5t
.- 0
T2 T3 T4

(a) Bar IRACSAIN (=% BB L, 1~9 23 31 e S K ASIR] 54K ) 5 (b) GmGT24 $£PK PCR K2l (M 24 DNA marker, “~+” 4 kL FHME XS IR, “H”
ddH,0, “~" Xt B L, 1~7 435 0% 5L R BRI KD ; () southern 245845 5
(" g OB RAPEXT BR, =" o xd BbTRE, 1~8 43 B HE SR KR TR MR ) 5 (d) GmGT24 35 AR RS 3k 7
(WT Xt BB KL, L2 A1 L4 N R K TR RIBRR)
K2 %% GmGT24 FER KGR LE 2= kil

T2 T3 T4
' (b)

WT L4
150 -(g) = WT == 12 mm 4 150 ~(h) mwem WT == L2 mmm L4 10-(G) mm WT == 12 mm L4
xX
N e
3100 = &
i = !
N i ¥
50 = =
£ 2 =
2o
0
T2 T3 T4 T2 T3 T4

()~(c) 4510 T2~T4 PRAEEHEF K Gbk R L4 ZEERMIA 4 T AT 81 AW 00; (d)~() 50510 T2~T4 fREE R K G bk R L4 2EERM0 460 T B0 Ko
By ()~(i) T2~T4 FREEIEF K bk R L2 F L4 EERMIA S0 T Fh T4 25 2 | B0k He BOMBE T, WT Aot BB,
HIE P<0.05 KV 25 3, » W7 P<0.01 KPS EE. TEF
Bl 3 % GmGT24 B H K G Z A0 it 45 22 1 4387 (300 mmol/L Nacl 403 7 d)
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AET) 0 R . B TR R, F 3L A ARAR &R
K& B IR AR 50.52% (1 5(b) ), 1M Na' FL 25 %
11 23.46% (&1 5(a)), FZAH Na'/K'HAE T B 2 % if
Y 0.61 F5 (] 5(c)) o IXEEHHE P AL 7 A1
0r(2) mmWT =12 mmL4
80

40 -

20 +

MDA contents/ (nmol-g™ FW)

0
T2 T3 T4

2000»(0) = WT == L2 mm L4
1500 -
1000 +

500 -

POD activity/ (U-mg™ FW)

0
T2 T3 T4

B 2 DHERER R, GmGT24 53 3k id %
SR PRI P AERE S Tl P A S5 D R AL,
FHTH TR GHRA RGENEERRE ST o

1200>(b) - WT == 12 mm L4

800

SOD activity/U

400 +

T2 T3 T4

200>(d)-WT =12 mml4
150 +
100 +

50 -

0

CAT activity/ (pmol'min-g™ FW)

T2 T3 T4

K 4 % GmGT24 F:FE KGR FR L2 Al L4 7R W38 ZF T (300 mmol/L NaCl ¥R 7 d) B #AM P i
MDA & (a) &4 % 1L SOD(b), POD(¢c) Fl CAT(d) 1& 1

25

~ Pl(a) mmWT =212 mm L4 _ 30

Z =

A =)

‘x ' 20}
on

£ E

= =

g 5 10}

S g

-:—) 5]

s +
M

“ 0

T2 T3 T4 T2

[(b) mm WT == L2 mm L4

w

[(c) mm WT =12 mm L4

Na'/K*

T3 T4 T2 T3 T4

K5 i (300 mmol/L NaCl A 7 d) W4 GmGT24 FH KGRI R Na' & & (a), K& 8 (b) il Na' /K H B 8520

3 H#HREWR

TR G E IR LT B b B A AE R L 20
AR % Ja) IR, T 2P B PR B A il o K o A H AR Ak T
GERH A [E] 382 4% o e, S 3 SR TR D P IR o R 53R,
Trihelix 5% 5% PR ¥ G2 0 A S A 400 30 53 17 250 0 44 1Y 2% 1)
B AN, S R e 5 IA A SRR,
H GT-1, GT-2 Ml GTy W23 ik Vo7 T i o 34 1 oy
SEDR, FEA I RO 5 R S R SR A i
RIERCAER, RAEYPU o B A F B 2 A
ST L RAT B A T B R M5 A s, K
Trihelix %% 5% I 7 GmGT24 % H § A # B K &

48

“Willimas 82", 25 Z {0 4 JR 15 B8 D4 A bk & (1]
2(a)~(c)), A Wkt o 22 ¥ DU 2400 3 PR 10 R RURS: o
RT—qPCR KzilliiE SEi 3L I 7E T2~T4 A 7 igsse
ik (E 2(d)), RHARBFF R E AR R T
§Eo PREE DU AR R I SAE T L AL TS SAHXT 3
—, AR T JE B2 R S HLH RS AT . ARDFSE
TEER 0 J5 0, R BRI bR ZR i A L i AR ) A
it £ H B0 R T8 3(2) ~ (i), ST ARFEE R
AL, HEM GmGT24 Xt R GANE & B Hr B i i £k 4
P HEA E R

Ry T ST ER 3 e AL, AS RIS 38 A A SR AE
PRETLI P A, S5 5 R I T S R bk 2R 38 2 3 5 bt
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AT R Gkt 2 T B ML, 23 POD. SOD,
CAT 1% M7+ 1.28~1.44 1% (K] 4(c)~(d)), MDA 7%
HPEAIL 38.06% (18] 4(a)), A RO E AL, SEH
T A R JE K (A GmMYC2L . PeCPK7. GmCLC—d1/
d2. ThSOS3)YE I HLHI — 2, HHWWC%%%U %,
F A B B R R bk R AR R Na /KL [ 28 %) B

0.61 %, & 5(c), *E%‘: Na' M5 KR F jJE’J%;Eﬂ
(B 5(a)~(b)), X 5 A A X T i £ A6 5¢ 56 B (4o
PeCPK7"", GMNTL1™, NtWRKY™ . TCP9—Ilike™
OSJRLA0“) I 58 45 a3 AH — 2, #ET GmGT2A 7]
A 18 1 1 45 B 7% iz 25 B (I SOS1, HKT1 8¢ NHX
KIG)HER; B 1V, iX — K B # Bt GmGT2A 1)
Bk 7o e it T HEL R REAVRAESL

=TI RUET GmGT2A E@Ijj“b B
[i) T} b K 7= A O MR AT 7 0 — 25 A L A1,

GmGT2A 1) E. ﬁiﬁfﬁﬁw,‘ﬁ&,\'ﬁ ABA 4538 %) |
YEWLHIA Rrah A5 4 A EAET RS FBORA
FFEHT

4 £ip

AR5 38 2k A AT TR A 5 ) B B DR R R L R A
TRE RS GmGRRA R W ) KR Gk &R, & T #
GmGT24 BRI R G504, 15 LU 4518 .

1) IS ARAT AN T GmGT24 FH K G5
iR R, L2 3 AU AS 0P8 DL SR R o

2) R DIMR R AEER A R R R AL
. 1 & B BE (300 mmol/L NaCl) & 2 R 2T+ 3%, 1
#1(300 mmol/L NaCl) 47 1F 5 A=A F Y, fif d 8 i H.
i 6 48 F i 2 TR R

3) GmGT2A ik 3353 32 BT b A AL B 8 & 4t
fii POD. SOD. CAT iFH 42T+ 1.28~1.44 1%, MDA %
AR 38.06%, A UG A AR5 8 A B 15
AOVA, PR R KRN 50.52%, #ifi] Na B R
23.46%, Na' /K FEZX] i 61%.
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Overexpression of GmMGT2A enhances salt tolerance in soybean (Glycine
max)

WEI Jia, ZHU Xu, CAI Qin'an, MA Rui, YU Zhijing’, YANG Xiangdong”

Institute of Agricultural Biotechnology, Jilin Academy of Agricultural Sciences (Northeast Agricultural Research Center of China),
Changchun 130033, China

Abstract The Trihelix transcription factor GT2A plays a critical regulatory role in plant responses to abiotic stress. This study aimed to
investigate the response of the soybean GmGT2A4 gene to salt stress and explore its physiological mechanisms in soybean salt stress
adaptation. Using the 'Williams 82' cultivar as experimental material, the GmGT2A4 gene was obtained via homologous cloning. A plant
overexpression vector was constructed, and transgenic soybean lines were generated using an Agrobacterium—mediated genetic
transformation system. Following preliminary screening with Bar test strips, PCR detection, Southern blot single—copy identification, and
RT—qPCR validation, physiological response differences between transgenic and wild—type plants under salt stress were systematically
compared. Results demonstrated that under salt stress, comparing to control plants, GmGT2A—overexpressing soybean lines exhibited
significantly improved germination rates, seedling salt tolerance indices, and fresh weight. The activities of superoxide dismutase (SOD),
peroxidase (POD), and catalase (CAT) in leaves increased by 1.28— to 1.44—fold, while malondialdehyde (MDA) content decreased by
38.06%. Ton homeostasis analysis revealed reduced Na" accumulation in transgenic roots, enhanced K retention capacity, and a decreased
Na'/K' ratio to 61% of the control. In conclusion, the GmGT24 gene may improve soybean salt tolerance by regulating antioxidant
enzyme activities and ion homeostasis. This study provides bases for the genetic improvement of soybean stress tolerance.

Keywords Glycine max L.; GT24; transgenic; salt tolerance
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