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(1. ¥R K2 AR B AR A T ER VB A AR B 5 SR80 2=, 13 11 570228
2. MR RA: 2524 B, W11 570228)

W E. BRI WA F A 1 (Secretory carrier membrane protein, SCAMP) f I AE, 2% PCR J7 1 AR 2
T I TP SR B 5 A SCAMP JEH, #E47AE W45 B 2% 40 BT, JF 38 o S 2 % B PCR £OR 437 54
SCAMP FENTEERINA T R RBEE . Z5 R IR, SURIIT SCAMP 2 AN /3154 30.1~33.2 kDa, SEHLAT
A 6.60~9.18, J& T AFUE MK 1, ZE 2540 h FZAA T 4 A4 o187 (Alpha helix, Hh), oA
#%: il (Randon coil, Cc) . H 4% ZE i (Extended strand, Ee) # f—#1& (Beta turn, Tt), H./ L o185 K &, A1
4 PSS F IR, N A C IS 7E AU N o SEi 9 it PCR 25 53R W, AtSCAMPs 1Y) 323k 13452 5L 1ihan
W5 F 8 258, AtSCAMPI, AtSCAMP3, AtSCAMP4, AtSCAMPS 3£ H 76 M H iy F BB B & T4, A
AtSCAMP4 F AtSCAMPS TEW 3z ER e AR b i B 5

KRR A ; BRI IR AR AR 1 HED SR Rk AR R
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FEE A A RE 2332 B A W SR A i B 2 o SR 2 Al AR M aE A —Fp, ASE T 2
FEY A, TRl ™ s R o 3 A ER AR Ak — A A BRI ) PR BT ), HE I B [ R Sc A 81
AR A TERG T, A EERpih O ik 52 9.5x10° hm?, A4 T4 BR S ALY 7.23%, I H A
JEUE BN o5 - b 5 SORE T R e D, R A R R B B AR AR R N . P EDE— AR R
R A Tz, BRI 9.9x107 hm?, HHERYERARL AR F AR, IRl AR A
XA R E, KM TE SR Ik 0.3% M Hh &2 2 05E R, s e o 1 3 £ 5A
BB | A E B A IR LA S A E AL R TSR b s AR ) R A N 1 2B B
DA/ DX B B 8 5, AW 0 0724 ML A2t 200 5 N A 22 19 NaHE H 20 B4/ a8l 4 At o 9 1) Na® X )
VR R A R 40 M B P I A Na W W, R [ % Na'/H ¥ #% 1z 75 [ SOS1(salt overly sensitive 1)
Na HEH 4, BI SOS 3 425 1M 8 I L A9 Na'/H it %42 25 1 NHX B Na' X @ 2%t , B NHX i
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ViNHXT PR S AR T, 56 3 DU I 09 T SRk S 25 B im0 TR B Rk ArNHXT LA, 7] U E
e 20 B AE R 0 T KO MM T S 1) s e, B O KO e, i K/Na g, D8R Na#E 3 0,
Paulo %5 FHEERERCEAE 1715 M ¢cDNA SCEEH R E] NHE7 (1 5 AR FH 8 (1, RGeS (/T I
BHE T HS SCAMP2 o] LIAHE AR, GRAHAM Z583iE T IfiFL 304 7 NHES 7l A5 SCAMP2 #HH.
YEFM, ZJE7E/NE o TaSCAMP1 B4 3IE S5 AT DL S I Na/H 33 m 542 2 (A & B A EAVE T, JF 9t
D55 4 9 i 5 AH S, 17 78 R T R, I BiFC S5 56 FNiZ K 2 RE X% 52 56 IE B AtSCAMP3 1] DL 5
AINHX2 AR, DL A4S 2 B4 Na/H 386 [0 #5432 25 R DI e 2 2 i 38 AR B K 11 SCAMP fiY
P, b AA IR 2 () (Secretory carrier membrane protein, SCAMP ) &A= ¥R N —Fh Ik & B E Y HE A,
AR T2 B A R, WELYIA 5 A SCAMP 3[R SCAMPI1-SCAMPS, B33 UEM , WiFL3h# b iy
SCAMP FEIR 5 1 238 [ (AG AT e R, ELI S A 20588 I {5 A% 2k v B 1) 2 A A A0 2 ik i A58 6 2 fh /]
MR EEAZ /NI (DCV)!YT 1 SCAMP3 45| 25 165 31 o 4% 58 oA 38 060 1) 2 R 22 S 00 o A DA R i 1
AR, SR FE PR T I AL B i ) E AR RO FEY SCAMP 2 {3 7E AR RN AR 45 S5 3R 40 I SIS . w12
JE AR B 35 B T e AR AR Y SRS S WA AR B ER 1 (Secretory carrier membrane protein, SCAMP) i1
A, £ R PCR HiAR, MM m ST st T 5 A SCAMP 3£, B4 915 B 2#H AR X Bl R
¥ AtSCAMP K [ KR A HEAT T F, IE R HZEEE i PCR FARBRR T ENFEER A T AR B A,
ARt — 25T R SE S A ) Y i SR LRI 52

1 RS

1.1 SEIEHR AR EHE L BB ST (Col-0), A SZI (A7 . HUE A A g T Rh I8 Ve e
FHKEM, BEYCHLT 4 °C vKAF ™ 3 d, SRS HERFIEFP 2] 12 MS BIHASEFREE I, B EKEFE 10 d )5, Bk
M E&SA 50 mmol-L' NaCl ) 1/2 MS ¥igs3k FEb A iggsE, TEMha 3£ 0,1,3,5,7,9, 11, 13 h B35
By AR A, I 57 BRIV A 7R, —80 C RAF LU FEH RNA,

1.2 #LEIFT RNA AUEZBR AN oDNA R 53R IRFE UL 45, (i FHAR 4 5. RNA 48 B 5) & (RNAplant Plus
Reagent, DP437; TIANGEN /A &) 4 7= ) & B RNA; >k F TransScript One-Step gDNA Removal I cDNA
Synthesis SuperMix 1T RNA Jz 4% 5% (TaKaRa, RO47A) . FkE i HF IR THREIE S 42 °C W 15 min;
85 C JZIL 5534 C {R-1F. A3 cDNA F Actin® 514914, LI cDNA 1A .

1.3 AtSCAMP EEHTERE AR R IF i F 2 M3k (www.arabidopsis.org) |2\ Y AtSCAMP FE[H £ 51
[AtSCAMP1(FEH & %5 AT1G61250), AtSCAMP2(FEH &S5 AT1G11180), AtSCAMP3(JE [H & %5
AT2G20840), AtSCAMP4(FEN % 55 AT1G03550), AtSCAMPS (FEH & 555 AT1G32050)] % it4 K5l
Y. 5% % 5 K AtSCAMPI-F: ATGGCTAATCGTTATGATCC, AtSCAMPI-R: TCAAACAGCGGCTC
TCAAG; AtSCAMP2-F: ATGGGTGGTCGTTACGAT, AtSCAMP2-R: TCATATGGCAGCTCTCATG;
AtSCAMP3-F: ATGTCTCGCTACCAGTCTC, AtSCAMP3-R: TCAGAGAGCTGCCATCATT; AtSCAMP4-F:
ATGGCACGACACGATCCT, AtSCAMP4-R: TCATAGTGCACGCATCAAGGT; AtSCAMP5-F: ATGAA
TCGCCACCACGATC, AtSCAMP5-R: TCACTTGTTTCCCCTAAAGTAG. ¥ 1.2 H33) cDNA IR&1EN
BMGHEATY 3G . W R BEE TR IR SUG HE 4 T A, oAb KIGAT R 5 1L B 78 PCR IESAIRE S 24 10 %
14 EWMEEZFDH K H Protparam 7F 28 3k 14 ( http://www.expasy.org/tools/protparam.html) 53 £
SCAMP # HEEME T . SR SOPMA 7E £k 74 (https://npsa-prabi.ibep. fr/cgi-bin/secpred _sopma.pl) Fi il
SCAMP & [/ 9454 . R TMHMM 7£ 4 4K 4 (http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/ TMHMM-2.0/) i jil]
SCAMP & MY IS5 F . K MEGA7.0 3 E%F SCAMP 25 SR 24t

1.5 SERTSEHESR PCR  FIH oligo7 #fik it AtSCAMP SR IHE 6 f PCR 514 (3 1) DL Actin 1E
R NAREE R EA T 9 i PCR 20T . R FH 4B SERT 9 k2 1 PCR A7 £ (TaKaRa, SYBR Premix EX
Taq™(Perfect Real time), R820A) #1715, fe WA R4 R UL B EAT . SERT 982 i PCR AYY 14 5514


http://www.expasy.org/tools/protparam.html
https://npsa-prabi.ibcp.fr/cgi-bin/secpred_sopma.pl
http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/TMHMM-2.0/
http://www.expasy.org/tools/protparam.html
https://npsa-prabi.ibcp.fr/cgi-bin/secpred_sopma.pl
http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/TMHMM-2.0/
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®1 SERTSLEE PCR S|
Tab. 1 Primer sequence for real-time quantitative PCR

24 FXPrimer 5|47 %1 Primer sequence
Actin F: TATGAATTACCCGATGGGCAAG R:.TGGAACAAGACTTCTGGGCAT
AtSCAMP1-gPCR F: TCGACCACTCTACCGTGCCTTC R: TCGCTGCTTCCCGTCTCATTTG
AtSCAMP2-qPCR F: CTTTGCCTCCCGAACCTGCTG R: CCAAGCGGTAGTAACGGCGATG
AtSCAMP3-qPCR F: TTGCGGCGGTGGCTCCTC R: GCCTCCTGCTTCATCTCTGCTG
AtSCAMP4-qPCR F: ACGTGTTCCACATCGCGTTCTG R: TGCCACTCCCTCGGAAGTATGC
AtSCAMP5-qPCR F: GCTTGCTGACTGGGAAGCTGAG R: TCCTCATGGCTCGGTAGAGTGG

h 94 °C WAEME: 305, 94 °C A5PE 55, 60 °C iR 2k 30 s, 40 MG, 45 F5 B A5 95 C, 155360 °C,
155595 °C, 15 s RAHHE CT 318 H & R A X 35 5, H A9 3L R A9 AH X e ik =222, Hirp
AACE= (Cty gy —Cyg zaem) sz (Claggem—Clyzgr) wmme AT 3 WAEYAHE, BOPHETIER .

2 HEREHH

2.1 RNA{RER A cDNA 23t % #ZHUA RNA F 1% RO BUISREAS I (& 1A), MR 1A BT 0L, i /A g
RNA 1 28S F1 18S 524, Uil RNA Ffe lActhf . HIR i il R G T cDNA FUe sk, 1381 cDNA H
WS Actin 513479 384 (] 1B), N 1B AT UL, PP Ee Sty 1 sl 514 — 3R Ak, B U
S cDNA il

A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 B 1 2 3 4MS5 6 7 8

E 1 IR A H A RNA K cDNA §73%

A: 50 mmol-L' NaCl AbHn A1) RNA; 1 ~8:0,1,3,5,7,9, 11, 13 h iff RNA, B: WHRIERH Actin #:0 cDNA B9
Hagk B M. 2 000 marker plus; 1 ~8:0,1,3,5,7,9, 11, 13 h cDNA § #4845

Fig. 1 RNA and cDNA amplification of Arabidopsis thaliana leaves

A: RNA from A. thaliana leaves under 50 mmol. L' NaCl treatment; 1—-8: RNA from leaves under 50 mM NaCl treatment
at different hours (0, 1, 3, 5, 7, 9, 11,13 h). B: PCR amplification of Actin from leaf cDNA; M: 2 000 marker plus; 1-8: PCR
product of cDNA under 50 mM NacCl at different hours (0, 1, 3, 5, 7,9, 11,13 h).

2.2 AtSCAMP ZRIEEREMIE Tl T A A
W3k (www.arabidopsis.org) AR AtSCAMP
B P A5 1Y), 3815 2K B2 750 ~ 1000 bp
ZIR R B 2) o P4 SRR AR 20 B /Y R B
435k 870, 894, 849, 852, 795 bp, 5 AtSCAMPI-5
JEH) X IE A, JE PR e R R .

2.3 $UEETT SCAMP FYEHHMERFE 7 AtSCAMPI-
5 IR R W3R 2, H Protparam 7E£EHR 1 I
BT ASCAMPI-S S I FRALLER, BWLR: M: DL2000 iieﬁczﬁazj TR 171
AtSCAMPI1-5 % [ A1 % 43 F Bk 40 129y 32.6, ‘ - i

N Fig. 2 Amplification of AtSCAMP genes
33.2,32,31.9, 30.1 kDa; AtSCAMP1-5 # 1 i 55 Hi M: DL2000 marker; 1-5: PCR products of 4tSCAMPI-5
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2 WETT SCAMP EEREBLAR
Tab.2 Amino acid composition of SCAMP proteins in Arabidopsis thaliana %

SCAMP Ala(A) Arg(R) Asn(N) Asp(D) Cys(C) GIn(Q) Glu(E) Gly(G) His(H) Ie(d)

AtSCAMP1 11.4 6.20 2.80 3.80 1.00 3.50 5.50 6.90 1.40 6.90
AtSCAMP2 11.4 2.80 3.70 5.10 1.00 3.40 3.70 8.40 1.00 7.10
AtSCAMP3 9.6 3.80 2.10 3.50 1.10 2.80 6.00 6.40 1.80 9.60
AtSCAMP4 10.6 1.00 3.90 3.20 1.10 2.50 6.70 6.40 2.10 7.80
AtSCAMPS 83 3.50 3.00 5.70 1.90 2.70 4.20 6.80 2.70 9.50

SCAMP Leu(L) Lys(K) Met(M) Phe(F) Pro(P) Ser(S) Thr(T) Trp(W) Tyr(Y) Val(V)

AtSCAMP1 9.30 4.50 1.40 7.60 6.60 3.50 2.80 2.40 4.20 8.30
AtSCAMP2 10.80 4.00 1.70 7.40 5.40 4.40 2.70 2.00 4.00 6.10
AtSCAMP3 8.20 5.70 3.20 7.40 6.40 5.70 3.90 2.50 3.90 5.70
AtSCAMP4 9.90 4.90 1.80 7.10 7.10 3.20 5.30 2.10 3.90 6.00
AtSCAMPS 10.20 6.10 1.90 8.00 5.30 4.90 2.30 2.70 3.80 6.10

A (pD) 43 9 2 8.87, 9.18, 8.32, 6.60, 7.66; AtSCAMPI1-5 & [ J5i JC & 0 i 70 W & Cis526H2321N3890392S 7
C1536H2354N402O4O4S8’ C1491H2274N3680389SIZ’ C1485H2264N372O393S8’ C1409H2135N349O3618103 AtSCAMPI1-5 E
1R 43 3102 0.185, 0.162, 0.179, 0.120, 0.233, J& THi/KE [, AREREII KT 40, RIFEA 1N
AFEEM.

JH SOPMA TEL A% AtSCAMP FJRHE 1 - ZA5 AT, 73 Afr A& L, AtSCAMP 8 H K%k — 2%
ER AR EL B 4 PS5 . a1 iE (Alpha helix, Hh), f—373 (Beta turn, Tt), H #% ZE {4 ( Extended strand,
Ee), JoHLI % i (Randon coil, Ce), o 4 f2 45 5 192 o I85E (Hh), 29 /238 (0 4540 0 i 44% ~
50%, TS 2 MR TCHNE: T (Ce), 295 Bt 32% ~ 36%, & s 3 2 AR IE(H (Ee), 2015 11% ~
16%, T fe /D R WA & (T, SN 4% ~ 6%(K 3).

#3 WEIT ACSCAMP EEFRIE_REHSE

Tab.3 Contents of secondary structures of AtSCAMP proteins in Arabidopsis thaliana %
AtSCAMP o—48iE(Hh) p—r&(Tt) FELEEAEN (Ee) JEHLI A (Ce)
AtSCAMP 1 49.48 5.88 11.76 32.87
AtSCAMP 2 45.79 5.72 13.47 35.02
AtSCAMP 3 48.94 6.03 15.25 29.79
AtSCAMP 4 47.00 3.89 14.49 34.63
AtSCAMP 5 44.70 4.55 14.77 35.98

i 7 TMHMM 7£ 2k 3K {4 XF AtSCAMP 5 11 58 % i 47 15 R 285 4 30 g s, 485 28 (&1 3) & B,
AtSCAMP1-5 S EAT 4 MESIEE IR, N Sl C I A i B Py o

it MEGAT.0 #4EXT AtSCAMP 2 R TIE 91 Luxt, 455 (8] 4) AT L, 46SCAMPI 55 AtSCAMP2
EATEIE I R F IR, AtSCAMP3 5 AtSCAMP4 3 AT VELSE R FHCIT, T AtSCAMPS & -5 HiAth
HAPCR AL
2.4 AtSCAWP EE TEE B THIFRIE 4 fiiFH qQRT-PCR J7 L 58 ArtSCAMP % 7E 50 mmol-L™
NaCl i3 F AR ATEN . 4550 (K 5) %M, 78 50 mmol-L™' NaCl i} R, 4tSCAMPI-5 JE N AE R 7 HY
M, R R Rk, Horh AsSCAMPI, AtSCAMP3, AtSCAMP4, AtSCAMPS J:PTEMh ) F3k5 00 B 5 T
MR, ALSCAMPI T A4 390 3 25 f B sf () FF o T v, 3 h iR B4R 1 NI, 20 MR IR Rk w9 £i%,
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Fig. 3 Transmembrane domain prediction of SCAMP proteins in Arabidopsi thaliana
A: AtSCAMPI; B: AtSCAMP?2; C: AtSCAMP3; D: AtSCAMP4; E: AtSCAMPS5

MmN 8 TR, 7R A5 9 h J5 3Rk & E 100 AtSCAMP1
Wi ETbs WiAR R ASCAMPI FeDH B2k 10V A T i L A41SCAMP2
B Ak (] SA) o AtSCAMP2 TE M v Rk 5 F —  AtSCAMP3
ML, ) 159 i Ak 3 B R 3G g S8 o, AH X T A 73] A1SCAMPA
AtSCAMP FEH, AtSCAMP2 FEAR I T (g Fe3k 857 ASCAMPS
t,
TR0 ) ASALERA KWL (5] SB) o A1SCAMP3 T 005"
7 il\ ; N N N } e ~, E
#E%n ?f*imﬂﬂlﬁlﬁ@%ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁ 5§ AtSCAMPI B4 BRI SCAMP 1ML R b
LUK 5C) o it AsSCAMP4 1 AtSCAMPS Fig.4 Phylogenetic tree analysis of SCAMP proteins in
LA Z R e 5 AR AL B i, R0 Ab B S F ik Arabidopsis thaliana
A B C
- AtSCAMPI1 - AtSCAMP2 - AtSCAMP3
RLL 2 Hmut L
g 9lo4R g 310 12to0 M
5 6 52 5 8
2 3 21 2 4
= = =
2 0 & 0 2 0
01 35 7 9 11 13 01 3 5 7 9 11 13 01 3 5 7 9 11 13
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D E
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2 m = m
g 90O 8 600} O 4R
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5 60 5 400
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Z 30 Z 200
= =
2 O Ty s Touns 2 Y0 T35 7 90113
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Bl 5 ERIET AiSCAMP B )k 53
Fig. 5 The expression analysis of AtSCAMP under salt stress
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HGE I, AR X 2 AEEKAE 50 mmol L™ NaCl AFE 5 i35 528 L #8 A8 & (& 5D-E) .
3 ¥t i

W GEAE P ) Tt ER AL A B T 55 B 0 SR AR 0 8 b A, s 3R G R A 00 7 i, A BRI AR B
SCAMP & [ 85 UE S & —Fh /- MR AR B 11 5, N e 7E i 2L ah B b i 2 A v R IR B T LS Na/H'%%
BEAMATEAE, HAAL T s NHE7 B9 C 51 SCAMP 47 2 A 55 3 /N5 IR 455 g 1 o %) 40 i i 314
o4, SCAMP2 /i — B A 15 NHE7 254 B ka5t -, 5 kKM, AtSCAMP & HA
4 AP REEE R, FLN Uil C I, hy AN 67 ZEBE b, UEBH BT 1S5 A0 AR AR I 9 Na™/H 36 )
BEABAERATREN . CAMFRE 7 R, YRR A Na™/H 3 0 %2 & 1 (NHX) F140iE
JERRE - (%) Na/H 58 [n] 532 25 1 (SOS 1) ARTEAB Y R ML v AR 55 HEVE . /NEE SCAMP SER Ak
FIHURE I KRG RE S B 4 2 S PR LR ST RUK RS B R BT 2838 2B T P S e 5 4
SCAMP FEHF 132 B AR WA 535 TIRZRE(E 5), LN SCAMP 3 H 5P PEAH G o

HHFFEE KB SCAMP3 7EIH 7 A N RIE i h i B EAEH . ZE# @t xR hia T~ SCAMP FEH
Feh i BRSO & B, FEEL A W13, SCAMPI-5 JEIR AR 30 THEa Y, 5i%45 FAL; S22 &
PCR 25530 R AEER A T SCAMP LR Rk 06 bR #AFE 1 IR RERa R, i b SCAMP
AT REFE R X 6 Folh a6 s A Bl e P AR, iR nT e S A R (A BLE . SCRk [15] R BRI IR R
AtSCAMP3 "] LIS AINHX2 B AE. SCHR [14] L AIAE/NE T TaSCAMPI v LLY) Na'/H i [m) %12 & 1 ™
&AM EAER, HFEA BAE A PR TH i . X SEZE AT UL, AtSCAMP W RES 5 T HIYIH £5 1A
BEAE . AW RIS R AtSCAMPI-5 R CAG BB 3 R FAAR R B R A, AT
— IR AR ST X LE LR A T RE
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Cloning and Bioinformatics Analysis of SCAMP Genes from
Arabidopsis thaliana under Salt Stress

BAI Xueyang', CHEN Xiuzhen', HUANG Tianfan', JIANG Xingyu', ZHOU Yang’

(1. College of Tropical Crops/Hainan Key Laboratory for Biotechnology of Salt Tolerant Crops, Hainan University, Haikou, Hainan 570228,
2. College of Horticulture, Hainan University, Haikou, Hainan 570228, China)

Abstract: To investigate the role of secretory carrier membrane protein (SCAMP), five SCAMP genes were
cloned from Arabidopsis thaliana by PCR method for bioinformatics analysis, and their expression under salt
stress was analyzed by using the real time quantitative PCR (qQRT-PCR). Bioinformatics analysis showed that
the AtSCAMP proteins have a molecular weight of 30.1-33.2 kDa with an isoelectric point (pI) of 6.60-9.18,
and hence belong to unstable hydrophobic proteins. The secondary structure of the AztSCAMP proteins contains
four conformations: a-helix (Hh), random coil (Cc), extended strand (Ee) and f-turn (Tt), of which a-helix is
the main part. There are four transmembrane domains in the AtSCAMP proteins, and the N-terminus and C-
terminus are located in the cell membrane. The qRT-PCR results showed that the expression of the AtSCAMP
genes was all up-regulated in response to salt stress. The expression of AtSCAMPI, AtSCAMP3, AtSCAMP4
and AtSCAMP5 was higher in the leaves of A. thaliana than in the roots, and the most significant changes were
found in the expression of AtSCAMP4 and AtSCAMPS in leaves under salt stress.

Keywords: salt stress; Arabidopsis thaliana; secretory carrier membrane proteins; gene cloning; expression

analysis; bioinformatics
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