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Abstract: Phalaenopsis 1-Hsin Venus is an excellent variety of fragrant flowers, with elegant flower types, long flower-
ing period and rich floral fragrance, which has high garden ornamental value. ACT1, ACT2, ACT3, GAPDH, EFla, TUA,
TUB and Ubi, were selected as the candidate internal reference genes based on the transcriptome data of different flower
development stages in Phal. I-Hsin Venus to select the appropriate reference genes for RT-qPCR analysis of the corre-
lated genes in the biosynthesis pathway of the floral scent in Phalaenopsis 1-Hsin Venus. The expression of the candi-
date internal reference genes in inflorescences at different stages was detected by RT-qPCR. The candidate internal pa-
rameter genes were analyzed by combining three internal parameter gene stability analysis software: geNorm, Norm-
Finder and BestKeeper. The results of comprehensive analysis showed that ACT/ was the most stable and could be used
as the best internal reference gene for the expression analysis of Phal. I-Hsin Venus.
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TAGIE G — O LRGN I 22 I8 Y A A5G LK) RT-qPCR 1N 5 L 1A i 18 2189

52 B o€ 6 & PCR $f R ( quantitative
real-time PCR, RT-qPCR )& 457 PCR JZ N & & H
WINZEOCHEI (RSB Y4k ), 16 PCR ¥ 1§k
T2 A8 B 9 65 5 n B R dE A s
RT-qPCR H fij & 3 v FH T3 FLE W 24 it o8 fn B
LT AR P RT-qPCR B SPETR . TCi5
JuvE eSS, )T N TR R R IR R E
J7 R AR, HR, RNA R R i R /E iy
i 2 %5 P R S5 i fe R g SR R v .
e = AUPOERE ST Ry O 2 NN VNN 2 i |
bRk 55 R B Z a2 5, A &l
95 P HERAE .

NS R R A R, XA LI
FEFIREFR, A0 HEI A WA S R )
TE A I BT R gk e kP, MR NS A
AR SRR AL R ot £k, midemt
G P N 2 R T R 3R AR TE —E 11912050 B
BRI —E A B A S e ikes &
PET B R e 2 ZU U Rl EAT RT-qPCR R TS E
SATRT, DOZERRAEMNSER . HErE -
NSIEH FEAENSIE LR (4CT), 18S #
MR RNA ( 18SrRNA ). 3~ H i1 18 it S ity Sk 1A
( GAPDH ). %% 3N TIE N ( EFla). 281z
REGHEE( UBQ ). o WU AN B U & R TUA
TUB) VAR EHEREEN (CYP) 55,

W 22 ( Phalaenopsis spp. ) AL IE A4 1]
WETAR AL, PR, HAEOHI, LN,
W, Tz b, e GEERE. Dok
PUSEAEHE, JE IR SR 22, Rk AR
BIE7. W ARG D, g BT AR
550 Y it R AR o A M, FEAE T bz
WY B T 3 B AN AR AR RN B T R %2
FeAl, i B AN WG S ol B BB, 1R
EHFAGMEE EAWEENEMHIRZ —
— O YEG T8 = ( Phal. 1-Hsin Venus ) J&Ll 4
Je W >% ( Phal. Dragon’s Gold ) I Phal. 1-Hsin
Viola Tria K EA IR T LA AL T, BA
TETFWAR . fbBm 2R . RV E . B
SEREE, R ITE 2 AE A B AR AL R . T
LR, —OAEQN W =2 B =TT, 6
Yy g W i e A AT, HAR SR 2
KWp, HsrER. BENETAEAREEGRS
BT SC 0 43T HLfI AT B IR A M AZ 48

A 5T I U 2= — O R T L AP A AR S

SELABE , TRk ACTI . ACT2, ACT3 . GAPDH .
EFla. TUA. TUB Ml Ubi i% 8 Mgk NS 3N,
3 A5 i it , JfE i RT-qPCR 15 217
W= 6 DA A FRIA R . R AR A PEAL
WS R E M, kb ENNSER, N
Jei BT R — U 2 00 17 e 2% A0 0 IO SR R
FHRTRE I B T $2 5%

1 MREFIE
1.1 #

A5 LIAR AR PROR 2 B 22 50 I 2 K
) T 22— Co AR 30 o Fh B A S R, T 2021
4 3—6 JIALRE N ITH IR 10: 00—14: 00
KA, REAFEPEY (ZL), M (CK, 0d ).
IEITHI (87, 7d). BITFR (S15, 15d), B
JFJE i (830, 30d), Z=MIY (SB, 45d kDI 1)
6 T, &#E 3 MM EYEER . RERMHEMS
HH AR, TGRS 80 C kA LA
1.2 FHi&
1.2.1 % RNA #JL5 cDNA & fliJf] RNA
HUR 5 & (Plant RNA Kit, OMEGA ) #H—.0 4k
T S ORI AE IR B RNAL (HH 1%09 588
BHEE T L TR I HE B RNA 1Y 58 5k, B i 2 4
FIEERETIARIN RNA () BE R4l B o it i i s
77 & ( PrimeScript™ RT reagent Kit with gDNA
Eraser i\ &, TaKaRa ) B3l &A% AL RNA
S8 s 1 cDNA, #4545 29 cDNA F il T-20 C
UK
122 FEWAKRREFL RIS TR —
A AE 29 07 00 8 22 O[] A6 I ) 5 sk e B s (R &
), FPKM fH ) 92.61 D) I3 HL 4 JE R R i ek
R — S A LR, 8 1 356 http://orchidb-
ase.itps.ncku.edu.tw/ ) P F /N 22 15 W1 2% ( Phal.
equestris ) &N 4 Zdf i A NCBI 119 Blast P F2/7 i
17 TR LT, w2 ke th 8 NN BRI 1),
1.2.3 RT-qPCR i 12 Primer 3( https://primer3.ut.
ee/) TEL M Al DNAMAN 9.0 %k, EFE M
NS5 N R IR 5 RS9 (2 2), 5l
VAR N A YR IR A RS . 1] TB
Green Premix Ex Tag I & ( TaKaRa /A F] )
JE4T RT-qPCR, KWK Z K. 10 pL TB Green
Premix Ex Tag Il . IE/ 5|94 0.8 pL . 0.4 uL ROX
Reference Dye Il | 6 pL K /K . 2 pL cDNA & ,
SRR A 95 CHIAEME 30 55 95 CAEMES s,
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&1 R FPKM {ER Blast P LExtiFi£ 21K 8 MEERNSERE
Tab. 1 FPKM values and Blast P results of eight reference genes
F A ID FPKM {H FPKM value 1 %k 225 B i
Gene ID 7L CK S7 S15 330 SB Blast result Gene
Cluster-12453.29110 154.95 245.18 151.11 18591 187.15 200.06 Actin [Phal. equestris](XP_020579615.1) ACTI
Cluster-12453.26608  137.23 131.98 11297 104.18 110.05 92.61 Actin [Phal. equestris]( XP_020579615.1) ACT2
Cluster-12453.24947  438.96 493.51 485.79 412.00 441.05 381.22 Actin [Phal. equestris](XP_020592572.1) ACT3
Cluster-12453.34291  920.55 942.18 865.43 1211.37 986.25 992.34 EF-1-alpha [Phal. equestris](XP_020578237.1)EFla
Glyceraldehyde-3-phosphate dehydrogenase 2,
Cluster-12453.24701  622.49 970.93 1704.86 1031.90 1014.65 743.37 eytosolic [Phal. equestris|(XP_020593213.1) GAPDH
Tubulin alpha-3 chain [Phal. equestris]
Cluster-12453.24761  735.44 798.77 67591 252.96 532.77 203.12 (XP_020585177.1) TUA
Tubulin beta chain-like [Phal. equestris]
Cluster-12453.24914  791.45 488.23 203.63 142.16 335.64 155.48 (XP 020586293.1) TUB
Ubiquitin; Flags: Precursor [Phal. equestris] .
Cluster-12453.26344 1274.65 1548.93 4773.55 1304.54 1307.18 1103.33 (XP 020591356.1) Ubi
*k2 BREANSEEHNSIMFT
Tab. 2 Primer sequences for internal control genes
E S EmGIYTE (5-3") K51 9F5) (5-3") YR
Gene name Forward primer sequence (5-3") Reverse primer sequence (5-3") Product size/bp
ACTI ATGCCATCCTTCGTTTGG GCTATTCTTCGCAGTCTCCAG 182
ACT2 GTGTTTGGATTGGAGGCTC GACGATTGAAGGACCAGATTC 98
ACT3 TGGATTTGCTGGAGATGATG CTTTGATTGAGCCTCGTCC 127
EFlo TGAAGATGATTCCCACGAAG TTGGCAGCAGATTTGGTAAC 166
GAPDH ATTGCTTGGCTCCTCTTGC TCCAGTCCTTGCTTGATGG 126
TUA TGCCAAGTGATACGACTGTG CTGGATGAAAGAGTTGCCTG 107
TUB ATACCGAGGGTGCTGAACTC TGGCATACTTGGAATCCTTG 94
Ubi CGTACCCTCGCCGATTACAA CACTTTCCCAGAGTCGCCAA 183
60 ‘CiB KA 30 s, 40 DMEIR, Ff 2R 1%
N 60~95 C, FHRMEE K 02 Cls. HAKHE 2 HRESH

B 3 AR TR, M3 R ACti)G
i 272 A RiEs
1.3 HIEAE

W — O dEAN T B 22 6 N IEIIRY cDNA 254
R, WE S MWRERE (57, 57,57, 5%,
57), BAMESERE 3 ANEE, SRR
RT-qPCR. LIFKAFH 5 DB F &SR
Ct{EIYNALFR , F AR E X B30 (B A B A b il 4
e, HRAARITHE SRS IHF Y
g% (E) 1 E=(107"-1)x100%.

S M B A IR IR X P B 2 AR E PR
Ay Fr M, il i geNorm . NormFinder
BestKeeper — A>3 M 814 % 4546 356 P 5 3k L AE —

DAEGN TR 22 6 AR ALY AR E PR T 20
Fr, Zi8 3 NS RS E TEHES , i iR
NS EEA

21 HWEERA RT-gPCR &##f

RT-qPCR 73 #r45 H B9 25 AN 1 Fios, it
ML B — 0, R BH 8 NN L IR 1
MY K, 1Y —RIRS A5 ES, T
P B p N g Y, 51 Rk, B
VIR SRR, WE RT-qPCR F—H#X 5019
A

PL— O AEG T 2 AW R BB Be Y ¢cDNA
KB HEAT RT-qPCR 473, AR P b ofi i 2645 21 19
?H*E(K ) AERB(R), ALY BRCR(E ),

GERLH (£ 3), ACTI Fl ACT3 P HERER 5

H121.95%F1 112.23%, =T 110%. HARMH 6 4~
{535 N S 3L R Y B RBORIITE 90%~110%Z [,
H 8 MEENSIFMCRE (R?) 7 0.9826~
0.9998 Z[a], R LY MBORRLF, W
RT-qPCR #1F ,



55114 FAGIEAE . — DGR 2 AL AR W) B U OCEE A RT-qPCR PN 26 [ i 16 2191
0.24
o034l Actl Act2 EFla ‘
g 0291 g 0.19F { g N é
{Hl g &
5 0.24 ? "J ‘ E §
g R -] ‘ g g
z £ ouar I - £
g o9 z [ g g
i i |
£ L E L | = 0. Ey
o 0.14 o 0.09 x ;\1 g}; %
% 0.09}F % / \:\ gg g‘g
8 £ 0.04f /1 R & =
0.04 = \/
1 1 1 1 1 ral 1 1L 1 1 “l‘ 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
65 70 75 80 85 90 95 65 70 75 80 85 90 95 65 70 75 80 85 90 95 65 70 75 80 85 90 95
i Temperature/'C IR ¥ Temperature/°'C /¥ Temperature/'C ¥R ¥ Temperature/'C
015" GAPDH i 029 TUA 039- TUB 0151 Ubi
g 013 4‘ B 5 034+ 5 013
E { E o024 5 §_ i
g onp g 5 029f 2 i
f} .>
'§ ‘E 0.19F § 024l | g
: | : : L
a l @ 014 a 0197 | g
£y £y E £
op oF o7 0.141 %
s " or 4 | i
iz iz iz iz
£ £ 5 009F / 3
a - B oab & . = 3 K
\ 0.041
1 1 I HEREL 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 | I | I [k S8 1 1 L 1 il .
65 70 75 80 85 90 95 65 70 75 80 85 90 95 65 70 75 80 85 90 95 65 70 75 80 85 90 95
LB Temperature/'C B Temperature/'C ¥R Temperature/'C RS Temperature/'C

B1 RENSERREHLZE

Fig. 1

®3 SHIIMHEXARMEBRE
Tab.3 Amplification efficiency and correlation
of eight candidate genes

Dissolution curve of each reference gene

RPN SN B Ct (B, LA A5 il
Ny RZ, RIEN SR Ct BN, LR RER
BEBOR, HIR— Mg NS C (5193 3l i

HH o 2 w > 5 -
Gene E% k K K, BEHIZEER R AFRE BN, X 8 NS
—NYES 226 A 17
ACT2 101.78 0.9976 -3.2799 47;:’ 7{ L /E(V\]/B;ﬁ‘mﬁﬁkﬁ 67 Tﬁgqu ’ %‘1%19|_3|j‘]
Zs EikE 0 - 12 y . ~
ACT3 112.23 0.9996 -3.0599 ) %3. EHZ;:‘IEJGT ZIK EP:/;J:P(;; 2:;;157\7 2%;22(
7.735, H PDH HJ-t-12] Ct X, HFRi
EFla 94.79 0.9826  ~3.4535 L . - ’ IET
GAPDH 96.99 0.9993 3.3962 EmR Acti E(JEIZ:H}] ct {Eﬂi% ’ ;H‘:%:—{ltﬂ(—qzm
' ‘ o fi&; ACTI. ACT3, TUB., ACT2 . TUA. Ubi. EFla.
TUA 102.18 0.9997 -3.2708 GAPDH E@$ﬁ%§ﬁ7ﬁ$%7ﬁﬂ%o TUB B,:J Ct {E
TUB 104.57 0.9998 -3.2170 /yi“{%fllgf}ffijt, Ct %{Eﬂ\] 3'594; GAPDH?&@J?E
Ubi 105.92 0.9960 -3.1878 [%]Ei/]\ Ct %{Ei‘j 1.981
x4 SMRIEEETE 6 NMERFRM CtE
Tab. 4 Ct values of eight candidate reference genes in six samples
FEH Gene ZL CK S7 S15 S30 SB SEH{E Average
ACTI1 27.245 26.739 26.862 27.786 29.026 28.749 27.735
ACT3 26.695 26.906 26.127 27.288 28.421 28.188 27.271
TUB 24.468 23.908 25.123 26.461 27.502 26.962 25.737
ACT2 23.744 23.829 23.711 24.622 25.793 25.766 24.578
TUA 24.449 23.717 23.122 24.892 25.720 25.477 24.563
Ubi 23.378 22.750 22.527 23.871 25.174 24.494 23.699
EFla 20.757 22.439 19.893 20.849 22.492 21.975 21.401
GAPDH 20.749 20.326 19.878 20.513 21.859 21.411 20.789
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2.2.1 geNorm k#4547 i geNorm #1145
kN SEE PR EREE M (£5), MESKE
FEMERMME, M<1.5 B EBENS, &
AWFFE, 8 ANk P S I A A R B AL )7
) M E/NT 0.7, BIBEEWEEE., A
WAL o, ACTI F1 ACT2 By M {H /i
(0.207), FRsEPEmRAr, HWE Ubi (0.257), 1
XYL, EFlo FikEARE (M Hfxm, N
0.663 ), 1H T M<1.5 Bk AEROA N BAH N S,
N 8 NS ILH A B RIFifa e tE, Rikfa
EMEmKBNERF N ACTI=ACT2>Ubi>ACT3>
GAPDH>TUA>TUB>EFla.,

=5 geNorm S REEEMNRIERENE

Tab. 5 Expression stability of candidate genes
analyzed by geNorm

L 4 FK Gene name M HE# Rank
ACTI ., ACT2 0.207 1
Ubi 0.257 2
ACT3 0.283 3
GAPDH 0.330 4
TUA 0.374 5
TUB 0.495 6
EFla 0.663 7

2.2.2 NormFinder ## »# {#i/l NormFinder
BT I R R (L MO/, U 3 R
R, RZ, MEBEK, %3l
m%E 6 P, TEARBHILTH, 8 MHSHEF
I R& E PR IR N Ubi>ACTI>ACT3>ACT2>TUA>
GAPDH>TUB>EFIa, HiHt, Ubi ikt e M,
EFlo FRikFa e Ak,

% 6 NormFinder KA MFIEEFERRILIZEE
Tab. 6 Expression stability of candidate genes

analyzed by NormFinder
L 4 FK Gene name M HE# Rank
Ubi 0.011 1
ACTI1 0.110 2
ACT3 0.136 3
ACT2 0.185 4
TUA 0.282 5
GAPDH 0.295 6
TUB 0.868 7
EFla 1.109 8

2.2.3 BestKeeper 24247 {1 F BestKeeper %X
T CtE AR EM 2 ( stardand deviaton, SD )
B 7 280 ( coefficient of variation, CV ) Jf Hb4&
FAER KN, I FIBHZ N 2 5K 1 R AR e T
SD il CV #UN, FREMEMAF . hgk 7wl J0, BRT
TUB ZAMNNZS LA SD H¥/NTF 1, £ikk
5E MK K B GAPDH>ACT3>ACTI>TUA>Ubi>
ACT2>EFla, B9 GAPDH FaEVEE Y-, EFlo &
AR, TUB B SD [ERT 1, UlBIFE R
2=, MXRUL, AEAIERNSIR,

& 7 BestKeeper RS ITREREEMRIZTBE
Tab. 7 Expression stability of candidate genes analyzed by

BestKeeper
H N 4P ez ERRE He#
Gene name SD (0)% Rank
GAPDH 0.56 2.71 1
ACT3 0.69 2.55 2
ACTI 0.79 2.84 3
TUA 0.80 3.26 4
Ubi 0.81 3.43 5
ACT2 0.82 3.32 6
EFla 0.82 3.87 7
TUB 1.24 4.81 8

224 &M bk 3 A HrARAEN, 3 4
AR EE RAFFEAR I Z AL, (BRI e 22 5

geNorm #PF T4 R EI, ACTI il ACT2 FaiE
P ; NormFinder {345 KR, Ubi fa
FE Pk s BestKeeper B HT 4 SRR,

GAPDH Fa g s o B, X 3 A5 B it 25
RATIUPEEETH R HER (R %), HEZ B,
JUASF RN, SRR Rk s e . E— 04k
YT AR R R AT, ACTT 3k

& 8 Excel RANIMRERERMRIATRESHZ

Tab. 8 Expression stability of candidate genes was ranked
by Excel comprehensive analysis

E S JUAT - 344 il ¥4
Gene name Geometric mean value Rank
ACTI 1.817 1

Ubi 2.154 2
ACT3 2.621 3
ACT2, GAPDH 2.884 4
TUA 4.642 5
TUB 6.952 6
EFla 7.319 7
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ERAE O Y2 B 2 8 R ] R R
PR BRAE N SR, HORJE Ubi; Fiki AR
EWE EFla, NEERENSIEA,

3 it

RT-qPCR AR ) 12 b FH A B K 2258 43 By
M) EZHARF B, (HHLEE S0 e 1 75 AR 5
T th X R E PR R AR R m N S A
B, AR g e ik S ] HAb i e e R RN 2
FEA AT RES PR R B m 2= I, 7EdEFT
H 03 R ek K- FE ), B e/ B i AE R e
KT EEMNSERN . HET, Z2M0FEAALTTHN
S i A #aE , WA R Lycoris radiata Paae
B2 ( Hemerocallis fulva ) ' ZEFi4E ( Jasminum
sambac ) V4 | JBBUINE >% ( Phal. Hybrid, Big
Chili ) 7EARIRMIE Z 0T BN S LT A i
AU, ER A UL 22 A R R A R S
HE R O T 5%

ARG 3 PRI T 8 MBI NS A
PRIFE — U 24 290 S0 15 % A6 2 A [R) & 7 e 40 v ()
EVERE L. 3 Fh AT AR 25 R A AN TR
{H IR LB AR E R AT I 6 P 2 58 R B AR
FHIA] . geNorm 1 NormFinder 445 th A9 45
RENAL, BestKeeper FFAS H Y45 RAH 2248
K, AIfgsE BestKeeper HForHrif B H Ct
HX—FEiREdE, S35 geNorm fil NormFinder
A 22 AR K . A RN S
R [R5 6 A0 rP o R A B, e e U T2
% ( Cymbidium ensifolium ) 16FY) & A&
FLR NS RA T BEF, geNorm Fl NormFinder %X
PR RS R — Bk, W3R TUB 5 CYP 3£
KBCHRATE, T BestKeeper ZIA[E; % £ 41
FERF] (J. sambac ) AFIAL (k%) TS
FH i h R W], 7E BestKeeper H' Actin
MFe e PE R, [HJRHAE geNorm Fl NormFinder
PR R EME B 22, Iz SAND Fl UPL7 7%
BestKeeper FFE AL, [HHFAE geNorm Fl
NormFinder H1 AR E MR AT ik, FFEXT 3 4
A B J5 4 R R AT JUAT P Y B0 58T 41 B 4
%, BERRZE, DRma R, Sa iR
LA AT B i AR N S L

Actin SN 5HEEAEYMMNITF L EEA
iGsh, WMANRITER P HERE . MR . diis
3. 4N RS Al . A0 N Y BT IE

PR A R 5 R0 EHALRE T, B
WRMMERE L T B, 2B A
[, = HEMANSIEAERERE, BT
Actin FERTEN RS ERK B R ZEAH A
Fegl Rk, BN, JPHIEBEIRST, Actin FEHF
Ve NS JE R IV, — 0 2k 0 S0 g B 22 AE 2 R
7] J2 7 30 () SRR e N S R DR ACTT 7 oA,
YR NS5 N IR i E T, WA ACT Bk
A S E R L. ZE0s 5 PO B R H

( Brassica oleracea var. acephala ) /NIa) % & B
Ao S A SRR R 1 QRT-PCR X} 7 M N S 46 N
AT, Tkt ACT FE A G NS 3E
ACT 1E 8% ( Solanum tuberosum ) T EEFAE TR
KU dctin e HET R0 BRER ABA 4b
PREAF T R A SRR I8 250 T YRR ¥ iR
Fa 2324

EF 1o 3& H7E— 0 k24 17 5] 85 > 48 2= A [A] B

Wb Rk RE MR 22, LR TR S Ak

( Prunus avium )% 25/ [R) B39 4 P9 5 56 TR i 6 vp
B ERAEN SRR L EFla; NICOT 45205 T

S AR ARAS (7] B8 25 00T 1 P9 258 IR i 328 v A5
) Fcfa i FE IR EF 1o Ui B AN 7 AE BRAE R Y
ZHENIE T FrA Y, TEA R YA R T,
o BRI S B B R S I N S

FE R R LT EILMINE 2 ( Phal. cultivar, Jiuhbao

Red Rose) WESEHNPMRH, T geNorm i
NormFinder 7347, Actin 75885 > (1) K 2 BN
AR SR E T, KU dctin 205 22
qRT-PCR 2} M7 i 4518 5 2% JE P P71 CHUANG 25 2%)
FERESE DU AR 2 ( Phal. bellina ) EF& YA
AR ST RE L H I, 2% ] PhActinl fEN NS LA
B 5 ) 2 B 07 3 ) 91 22 A6 2 48 7 R TICIS 30 iy
EHBWNSIER, A5 5 W 0 Y 55 A

I F R D 8 K A7 ML) AR A o 2 (4L B A e X PR Y
SR
4 #ig

AREFFEFF qQRT-PCR HiA , i@t 3 4~k

4 ( geNorm, NormFinder. BestKeeper ) K43 #T
PEAl — O dE g7 0 22 ) 8 AN NS A
( ACTI1, ACT2, ACT3, EFla, GAPDH, TUB, TUA,
Ubi JYEANFIAEI b RS e M, Sad 25 G BT 22 W
NS I NFaEEHET A ACTI>Ubi>ACT3>ACT2=
GAPDH>TUA>TUB>EF1a, 131 ACTI Nt ¥
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