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Abstract Soil salt-alkalization is one of the adverse factors limiting crop yields. Identification of key salt-alkaline
tolerant genes is of great significance for molecular breeding of stress-resistant crops. In this study, a T-DNA
insertion Arabidopsis mutant azgols2 showing higher sensitivity to bicarbonate salt-alkaline stress was screened out
against NaHCO; treatment. Further bioinformatic analysis revealed that the A1GolS2 gene encoded a galactinol
synthase, which is a member of the glycosyltransferase family A superfamily. We predicted the protein interaction
network of AtGolS2 via SMART online analysis, and found that these AtGolS2 interacting proteins were related to
lipid metabolism, galactose biosynthesis and raffinose biosynthesis, and participated in abiotic stress responses. By
using the online expression data, we showed that AtGolS2 expression responded to salt, osmotic, drought and ABA
stresses. PCR amplication by using the three primers method verified the homozygous T-DNA insertion in atgols2.
Phenotypic assays further uncovered that agols2 mutant was more sensitive to high salt, osmotic and ABA stresses

than the wild type Arabidopsis. Taken together, results in this study revealed the positive function of AtGolS2 in
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bicarbonate salt-alkaline, high salt, osmotic and ABA stresses, which will facilitate further research regarding the

function and molecular mechanism of the GolS family genes in stress responses.

Keywords Arabidopsis thaliana, Galactinol synthase, A1GolS2, Abiotic stress, Functional analysis

ME AR K B AR AP AS A ket 52 3 5 K
TN S AL SR AR AR M a o . ERBRPNIE A5
M EM A K R B I A R B I FEE R R 2 —(s-
mail and Horie, 2017). -5 KRN LB 12 A4
R AR BB K, 51 EC A AR KT AT 2R S B R
G TS, B U A i B8 5 ) 45, S MRV AL ) AR TR
B, 2017). SV DGR T 5 A m e
T, 24 P PR P M o 2 W RERE TN R 1 SN
(raffinose family oligosaccharides, RFOs) HJ& &1 i,
YERHZIE V-, S SR A D A8 PR TR 52 1% (Salvi et al.,
2018). AL, %5 AR B RA B I TR B R
PO /EYA R L.

LS 2 FUHEH A B (galactinol synthase, GolS)A& M
B R ORI, BEBSHEAL UDP- = FUHE A1 LEE T
VR FURE TR, 9 RFOs $RANEA IR - UM, e
Y RFOs I 2 (Bachmann and Keller, 1995). GolS
HWHEAET I eEY+, T E A rabidopsis thaliana)
7 /M(Selvaraj et al., 2017), /KFE(Oryza sativa L)FH 2
(Shimosaka and Ozawa, 2015), &K (Zea mays L) H
10 ~(Zhou et al,, 2012). ITAEHRAF 7T R LS e T+
IR TR U - FUH & F(ZmGol S2) 2. 12 =
TRERR R VR LR AR TRE S, OF Hg
S 1R B EAL A T (Gu et al, 2019). %% AmGolS
BRI I LL M A i (Photinia serratifolia) FERR BT IERE 770
B4 (Downie etal., 2003). {EFi(Solanum Lycoper-
sicum) T ) &) 1 B H(A juga reptans) T, GolS IR IESZ
3555 5 (Downie et al., 2003; Dos Santos et al., 2011).
[FE GolS 7EHE Y = 4 J 1 3 B 0 i b R 48 1A
1, TaGolS3 1A% ZnCl, 1 CuCl, 53, FEfLFg 7+
HRIE TaGolS3 35 5wy 1 AL A Hi#k ROS TR ERfAE
T PUE A VS YE A il 2 R 2 &, 1 9 B (MDA) &
B9 FE K (Wang et al., 2016). 2 LTk, GolS 2 51
W) AR A IR R 4 S8 i A 5 e I8, {HLPE 5
FoipIE 5 T FROE D o

AR FN—HEINFETF T-DNA 6N 52 A i i
AF— D TRAT ERHAE 7 BURR KA argols 2, 12
BT R I AtGolS2 FEPR FRik e B sy L =B
ABA 8, H. argols2 RAGEXS i #h miE Al ABA
BHRBUR . AR T A1GolS2 FEFER X HEA
VIl a LRI R, N5 BERNT GolS Jk IRIFE TS 155 R 25

HEZhREAIVE AL BEE T 2EA
1 ERES

LIGFTERBURR atgols2 IRTT RTMETHIE

U TR SR AT BRI IR, AR PR AL AT A AL R T
A W % IR AR 5 P o0 (Arabidopsis Biological Resource
Center, ABRC) 3 7 —#t4L 5 7+ T-DNA i A\ =48
A, IR 34T SRI U R« ] 1 B i o) 7541
R TEAR AR (#6, #7, #9, #11, #15)7E 0 mmol/L BY,
10 mmol/L NaHCO; 1/2 MS #5353 F KRS . IEH
U TR EFEK, A KRGS 86 FEM T 56
10 mmol/L NaHCO; 3 77 5 (1) &tk R Fh 11 K 5%
B0, SR #11 TR R R T (B 1A).
B KRGt 45 Rt 32 99,10 mmol/L NaHCO; 4L
74 A (wild type, WT)HOHTHOH#11 #15 F378 {4 Fil
T KBS, 7 d B K EE 5 N 52.9% 40.2% -
42.7%-42.1%-35.8%-+39.8% (& 1B).

AW FL 3% B R I #11 988 44 (SALK
101144 AR FENT 5o MARALRE T4 P2 TAIR 3K4%
#11 KN T-DNA A3 551, K I T-DNA #di
ANFE ATIG56600 B: K . R4 NCBI & TAIR 73K,
ATIG56600 72&— Ml LEEF- 205 5 & B B, fy
%N AtGolS2 (Nishizawa et al., 2008).

1.2 AtGolS2 EBRF &I T

FIFH SMART 73 M7 AtGolS2 & [ {51 45 i3k, &
Dz B HA — ARG SR 8 45 I (Gly-
co_transf 8 domain), J& T-HEENER LI KR A @8
FIGEH I — R(E 2A). fEREE I, ZKEIEE 74
FEK AtGolS1~7 (Nishizawa et al., 2008). 25 (4 /551 EL X6}
R, P T WLEE - FUBE A B 0 5 1 91 v P O
5, B EA 1 AR Glyco transf 8 £5#J35k(&] 2B).
ZEIB B W HEE TR AL TR - B R 72 2
SR T LA UK 2 AR SR E R, 7T A
BN YIR N 2R . O SCERE M A1GolST @it
AR T BE S & 48 S S 38 T 14 (Song et al.,
2016); 7£ ¥ (Populus) F i R IE A1GolS3 $& 5
WA P 2F U0 B AN R - B ) AR 2R, 345 T X v
ST P4 (La Mantia et al., 2018). H ML HEM H A A1
7] 45 35 1K) A1GolS2 W] eI 2 5 Ig 2 HE A& hl
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Figure 1 Phenotype and germination rates analysis of Arabidopsis mutants under bicarbonate saline-alkali stress

Note: A: Phenotype of Arabidopsis mutants under bicarbonate saline-alkali stress; B: Germination rates of Arabidopsis mutants under

bicarbonate saline-alkali stress

BOWHE B i, SR P PR RE AR 05 &, i 2 54k
AWIIE N o

1.3 AtGolS2 EHEEME S

F H SMART-Interactions 73T AtGolS2 7] fE S
G 5% S, BAITINZE R KB RD20.USP.
AT5G18200.UGE2.UGES5.DIN10.SIP2.STS.RFSI1.
RFSS Alfig 5 AtGolS2 fAEHE H HAR(K 3). i#id NCBI
HEHRE EXT HAR SR E T D REARE T (R 1), AR4E
10 N EAE S HPER AP EAT 0 B AR =28 IR AR
WHHOCE BRI A& B E B TR A&
R EH.

NERAUIAHICE H: RD20 K72 Caleosin (A
PR E)— AL R AR AR 2RI R
HEE R 5, 2 S5 R N IR R, RD20 250
N EL TR ASIE i (Aubert et al., 2011, Aubert et al.,
2010; Sham et al., 2015; Park et al., 2018).

L WE AW & BORE 5k B H : UGE2.UGES .\ USP.
AT5G18200 73 %) 4 i UDP- 2 L K 22 18] 53 K 18
UDP- V- FLHE AR R AL G AN UTP 20 —1- BERRR
FRIERS I, TR FUNE IR B S o) i R T 8 B 2
VER .. A UGE2 k321l i2iEWHE % 5, UGES
RKIEZAKI . BEMBIE TS (Aznaretal, 2018),
USP ik Z AR BB #0%] (Decker and Kleczkowski,
2017), AT5G18200 32 E: il i5 F:(Kotake et al., 2007).

M5 7 8 A ) & BOAH 56 25 E : DIN10.SIP2,STS.
RFS1.RFS5 73 71§ A 5~ 4k 7K At it R R~ R
YE o LI TG, FERR TR A A
J% 53 a1 E B A (Rt 2 e R R AR
Yilrie . DINIO RiEZ LW, WHHEHEpEES
(Maruyama et al., 2009; Lee et al., 2017); SIP2 RIA %5
FEIEES (Fujita et al., 2005); STS ik 32 i
I s RFSS SZARMR 1B I%E  Eh 1T R 8 i F (Nishiza-
wa et al., 2008).
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Figure 2 Analysis of conserved domains in AtGolS2 protein

Note: A: SMART prediction of the conserved domain in AtGolS2; B: Multiple alignment of AtGolS2 and homologous GolS proteins

in Arabidopsis, the red line marked the position of Glyco transf 8 domain

I AtGolS2 HAREE A ThREFRE 24T, KILE
YRR A 5P R N 2L RIRR PR3 R & o 26, B
K2 AEAPE « HEM AtGolS2 F RS FidE A
FHELAE FH , 5200 A P3RS 21 S i v R R AR A e o

1.4 AtGolS2 EEIEEW B RIZENX 3T

H#:F Arabidopsis eFP Browser 7EZ6EH5E 04T A1G
olS2 FEHTEAEA W IE (A, BIE, 3, T F) MR L
FH(ABA, GA, ETH) FRIARIA . &5 R WK 4 fow,
Tt /2 E(Shoot)it 2 Hb T (Root) i 43» A tGolS2 F: K
TEARIREGA F1 ETH B, R FRIAFEA TR . 24

MY4EZBIE T F & ABA WHEJE A1GolS2 A
ForREE LT UL RESABENELAE 31 5,
AtGolS2 FH KL & FAHE U EIL 400 AT 500 1%,
TN AtGolS2 LK M RE BT ABA k#2558
FEANT RN

1.5 atgols2 T-DNA FENRTKLEE

MR atgols2 FEA5HE T-DNA FAMIF 751, 2]
T-DNA i N &5l Wl 5A Fion, T-DNA #i A\ TE
AtGolS2 FEH F BT X 1o ARG HE AL s BT HE R
SE514(P1, P2), K = 519515 PCR % 5€ argols2 215
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51 W) +P2 (Fk RURE R B In) 51 )i AT PCR 97 31
B, WT HoRY 3 261, T RAZRAE PR AT WL 500 bp
(1 H 557, Y R AR A T-DNA i A (& 5B).
PL P1+P2 5| W4 & #3E4T PCR ¥ 18, WT A 1%
626 bp K/ H 1271 , 11 S ARARRE R %A 517, U
B R A (B 5C), kg R IHLEE K 6 bk
RAFRAE IR I AU EE IF A1GolS2 3 K [¥) T-DNA 4k
REE NG N

1.6 atgols2 RET{EEL i51EREFI ABA 2B TRES
r

NEAE AtGolS2 R {E L BIEHH A ABA
AP HITIRE, X EE WT 5 RAAE wgols2 M1 4E
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VUSRS 12 MS 859585 ERARRGL. IEH T,
WT H atgols2 KRG — B H I R EE —BLAESTH
125 mmol/L NaCl.250 mmol/L Mannitol 1 0.6 wmol/L
ABA 35753kt WT Al atgols2 ¥4 KR %E, A Kk iE=R
SRR, B ARG RER Y] A5 AT 125 mmol/L
NaCl.250 mmol/L Mannitol 1 0.6 wmol/L ABA ;7%
Fer, Bi9R 2 RIS, argols2 Py R F BB EART WT
(Kl 6B), 557% 7 KJa» argols2 A1 WT $518 4= ¥R K, Ui
B AtGolS2 Jk PR R AR 7T BE A M B A d =, (HAS
BN AP & & . #E NaCl 1 Mannitol 4B N 5558
7 RJG s atgols2 TR JEM AT WT, 2 K0 &
A WT (B 6A). FR&5 KR A1GolS2 FEHHR K I
fIC TR TS = B =B A ABA e (i 1 , 4940
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Figure 4 The expression pattern of AtGolS2 under abiotic stress
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M RIE R K.
2 11

ot ER B A R tHE T A A Y ] 2, 71 B
YRR KE, IREED R R EN =&, R EE
8.31 12 hm? [ T3[R #h 73 i kA R A (Jin et
al., 2008). FhJPriE 3= E 1 3 40 NaCl.Na,SO, 57,
T SRR B 3 2 P P R A Bk R A Eh (HC O, ) PRk IR
ER(COM) G . ERMEXAE I fe 55 ZEALHE E T
18 VB I Myie AV AL 8, T £ R e 7 R Al E
b7 HCO, 8 CO2 51 B v Wi S =1 pH g,
b SR IB A i T B R (X 2R 85E, 2018). PRI, %5 E i 25
Tl O e [RI0 T 4 v A A if 26 6 58 0 AN R R 2k
Tl B H B

KT LA A U AELA) 5 0 v I 5 R A KR
I FH VR R H I SE 4R 7T T-DNA 4\ SR A4
1% X IR T ERBRPE B BURR #11 5 RAB R —argols2
(B 1). AW CIUEE GolS 2 512 A4k SKIE M
B N, AEAE 5T SRR E 5 T AR E A . AT AT
KIN atgols2 FAZENT J7F] ERRBUEMEIEG N, A GolS
Z 5 IRFT N AR TS . AN, AHIE TR R I
At1GolS2 FERFRIA W3 % 3 . BiE . T 5 ABA 4b#E
FF(E 4), B argols2 AT KX 5 28 mis Al
ABA e 5 U (&l 6B), A A1GolS2 FE [ IE 4%
LR T HE A e (T 1 . SAEF RS 1R — 3 B
B rp it ik AtGolS3/AtGolS2 T 8k N Fit A AL B &
KSR I G5, B ARE 03 5, SLIF FERN , TR
58 S8R (Yu et al,, 2017; La Mantia et al., 2018). £
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& 5 atgols2 2454k T-DNA &4 Al

VE: A:atgols2 SR T-DNA #i A E; B: atgols2 JEAFARHH N4 5E; M: DNA marker; -: [ 154 18 ; WT: BFAE RUXHIE; 1-6: 838
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Figure 5 Detection of the T-DNA homozygous insertion in atgols2 mutant

Note: A: atgols2 mutant T-DNA insertion pattern diagram; B: T-DNA insertion identification of atgols2 mutant Arabidopsis M: DNA
marker; -: Negative control; WT: wild-type control; 1-6: Mutant plant; C: Homozygous identification of atgols2 mutant Arabidopsis M:
DNA marker; -: Negative control; WT: wild-type control; 1-6: Mutant plant

A wT atgols2 B
100
Eoy]
Control sWT = argols?
80 -
125mM —_
e s
Nacl P60 |
< B
5 £
® =
=
" Em
250mM -+
Hsm &) *
Mannitol
20 .
ek
0.6pM
IR 75 M 0
ABA xR #h HWe  REe

Control Salt Mannitol ABA

Kl 6 &, BB MHE ABA KLFLN argols2 RAER I Kl K FE S it

AR VBIENEFT ABA ST atgols2 FAGARRAL B: #h, IBEEA ABA AL¥E 2 d 1 argols2 RAPIEHEA K 2, * 1E p<0.057K
P R R #E0=30), ** 1F p<0.01 /KF 257 52 (10=30)

Figure 6 Phenotype and germination rates analysis of atgols2 mutant under salt, osmotic and ABA treatment

Note: A: Phenotype of atgols2 mutant under salt, osmotic and ABA treatment; B: Germination rates of atgols2 mutant under salt, os-
motic and ABA treatment for 2 day; *: Significantly different at p<0.05 level (n=30); **: Significantly different at p< 0.01 level (n=30)
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TR EL(Brachypodium distachyon)F N AtGolS2
B, WEMAEANMGR SRS, W56
(Himuro et al., 2014). I\ 5 I+ # it F X CaGolS1/
CaGolS2 it Jilki/> ROS #H &R, M9k T =il i 52 P
(Salvietal., 2018). ZLHfifH N AmGolS HH, ¥%
FEAAE MR PUFERE /) BH 242 55 (Downie et al., 2003; Dos
Santos et al., 2011). AWK T A1GolS2 K S5
JRATETRAT ABA R, ARG HE— LT GolS FH
TEAEDD 3T ERBRI AR 2 R AP B B . AtGolS2 %
T 8 T W R R B 2 A TR 12 5 B
A BURE - FURE &1, 1B RFOs A£G R
5 —2 . RFOs F FHWUEE - FUEH S48 1 2 FUME
H i R BRI S B (Saravitz et al., 1987). AT
FURIUAEAU R I 8 B R 1A AtGolS2 3G 1 - FLbE
WA T-RE 10 2 &, g/ it e AL B, PR 2R i i
K, HE 8 T 5% (Nishizawa et al., 2008). fE K&
(Glycine max)FIKFEH AN AtGolS2, 5 WT AL
FUMERE AP B B 2, T 5 a8 1G5, 7 B AR 23R T
(Honna et al., 2016; Selvaraj et al., 2017). TsGolS2 #& M
IV (Thellungiella salsuginea) "FEFR ], 5 AtGolS2
HA i BERIVR T, R F I i Rk TsGolS2, FeFE
YL IUPERE . TR o B RIS B EE
B, $2 w10k v SR =S A8 T 32 4 (Sun et al.,
2013). B4k, A1GolS3CaGolS1+CaGolS2 ik Lk
TR T REI RN R (Downie et al., 2003; Dos Santos et al.,
2011). SR, GolS F= A2 15 i L (gt - FLHE B AIAR 5
PGSR 2R, 25 ABA NS FE M 77 ik — P IiiE .

T o (1 % A B ) = 2 o 4 v ) 2 1
BEAT AR T, B E B DD RE AR AN 2 AR RN R
F UL AT, T AR B 5 DR SR A FH B
THIhEE. AWFFFIH SMART-Interactions il 1
AtGolS2 HH HAEMZL, KILMZS ¥ EAER AR5
FR= 2K R R G R B R FUBEAE M) & A R 3R
AR T A G UG ER A (A 3; 3% 1), FE IR
A, U AR T 08 1 A6 R o) i A bt 3
HEMUWER . thabh, XL B AR & Yuhid R R 1) ik 1)
Wi AR AP E (R 1). Hd RD20 3£ [K%% Caleosin
(MRS EH, ZFEREZ T2 58 ABA H%, 5
WT AHEE, rd20 msBRA0N R T+ R AR FLIT EEHE R, 2RI
S S ZE A . AEBOKSFAT T RD20 1@ 4
VS ALITEE, St 5268 70, [FIT, rd20 micBRA0l R
Tt A A R I 5 B R B (Aubert et al., 2010;
Aubert et al., 2011; Sham et al., 2015; Park et al., 2018),
DIN10 FE R 9w i bE 7K e g, L i) 82 ¥4 e S0

PEEUPME, FEAUL R 77 il T4 DINTO A 32 bl B 7
i} & PE(Maruyama et al., 2009; Lee et al., 2017). SIP2 %
TR HERE R o I E I, ETThERE
SIP2 AJ 2 =ifif 4% (Fujita et al., 2005). STS 11 RFSS %
PRS- B 1, sts A rfss RS T RASARAR A AR T HE 5
I EC, RN H AU Y (Nishizawa et al., 2008).
JE BT EEBE A4 AE < pull down B LTI SE ik
IAIE AtGolS2 5 FIREE AR MBS, NRAER
AtGolS2 74T EhI(E 5% FEBR R ALER KR .

IMBIEAE
3.1EYE R

atgols2 T I+ (A rabidopsis thaliana) T-DNA i X
RAZE(SALK_101144) 04 35T UL re I+ 1 i ABRC,
WT U I (MG b I A 35 1) i AR B 431 A 4 2
S fRAT

3.2 atgols2 I FTT R IEEYIBMEm ST

WT F argols2 &P ¥4 5% NaClO 14 B
10 min, P ddH,O J5¥E 6~10 K, 4°CEEGALEE 3 d.
KB WT 9728 PR PR IF 746 i 7E IE 5
557 10 mmol/L NaHCO, (#5471 #h B ihis ). 5L &
125 mmol/L NaCl (/& 5 i) 5805 4H 250 mmol/L
Mannitol (75 H38). B & 0.6 wmol/L ABA ] 1/2
MS B Fedkrf, B TR R IR 7 d, Gt KR IFA
M. BRIRSEIGEEAMR R 30 BifhT, SEIR ARG 3 R4
FEEM 3 HEAES R RTIRAE 18~227C, 1%
JE 50%~70%, YA 16 h Y6 HE/8 h 2R

3.3 #AETT atgols2 T-DNA HEARZEZ{E PCR £7E

PR A5 0L 75 77 H 48 B TAIR 3K15 argols2 AR A
T-DNA i N3 F51{5 2., /£ T-DNA i N7 51 H
JERLE T R R 5, FRIK N PL(5'-CGTG
TCCACATAATAACCAATCAGA-3")#1 P2 (5-CCC
CTTTCACGTAGTCTCCAGTT-3"). #Jf SALK 7%
RAZR T-DNA _F 1) [ 2 514 LB (5'-ATTTTGCC
GATTTCGGAAC-3'), KM =5|¥i% PCR % &L FE
JF atgols2 FRARRREAT ML A T-DNA Fli NRAR . K
Fl4:3204: /A & EasyPure 2[R 41 DNA $#2 B 7 G4
HUAUL RS T 2L (K 2 DNA, LAICASAR , 43 A HEAT 3\ %
5E (P1+LB-anti) FIZHEF1 4 2 (P14P2) ) PCR K.
XA :95°C 5 min; 95°C 3058,55°C 30's,72°C 40s,
3£ 30 MEHF, 72°C 10 min. PCR SUNAK % : gDNA #
M 2 wL.2 xEasyTaq® PCR SuperMix 7.5 wL.Sense
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primer 0.3 pL.Anti-sense primer 0.3 uwL.ddH,O 4.9 uL.
PCR AT B BB B L IR 73T o
34 AtGolS2 BEREWIERF 01T

@i Phytozome (https:/phytozome.jgi.doe.gov/pz/
portalhtml)7E 283575 AtGolS2 13E K415 %1].CDS
HVREEIR P 5 LA K A D REVE R SIS B, A
SMART (http://smart.embl.de/)7E 2% Fill x4 7 M a5
PR5F 25035 1@ 3d NCBI (https:/blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/
Blast.cgi)f£ 4k Protein Blast, §fiif HA 5 I+ A1GolS2 [F]
VRED, TR IR 51, A Clustal X1.83 K At-
GolS2 55 M [FIFAEL K BEAT B LI SE R PP 41 Eext o A
STRING (https://version]1 string-db.org/cgi/network) 7
Fr AtGolS2 HEH ] §ES 5 EAE M5, JFil id Uniprot
(https://www.uniprot.org/) & F E 3RS HAE R B 1)
REIRE, BEAT IR M1
35 B TFELBURE AtGolS2 B E IEE VBB R IXE
Kot

FTEL B PR Arabidopsis eFP Browser (http://
bar.utoronto.ca/eplant/) 3k 13 A1GolS2 2[R TEW IBiE
h T 5 .ABA.GA #l ETH AbFE R ) & 1A %5 (Kilian
etal, 2007). NEJRLEEIRE, GiilT Excel, f&Mpia 21
HBEAT 232, HUPMEALEE 0 h.0.5 ha1 h.3 ha6 h FiEHL
P, FIH Excel £l 34

1E& DIk

TR BH AN BT 1 M2 AR R PAT N KA
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ST, W SRS 5B 08 A A BB DRl 2 5 [F) 7 B 481
A
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BT H BT )\ — A& B A0 7 A4 B R

i H YJISCX2019-Y06 FIE KX AR B R4 T H
31971826 FL:[A ¥,

S22 3Lk

Aubert Y., Leba L.J., Cheval C., Ranty B., Vavasseur A., Aldon D.,
and Galaud J.P., 2011, Involvement of RD20, a member of ca-
leosin family, in ABA-mediated regulation of germination in
Arabidopsis thaliana, Plant Signal Behav., 6(4): 538-540

Aubert Y., Vile D., Pervent M., Aldon D., Ranty B., Simonneau T.,
Vavasseur A., and Galaud J.P., 2010, RD20, a stress-inducible
caleosin, participates in stomatal control, transpiration and
drought tolerance in Arabidopsis thaliana, Plant Cell Physiol.,
51(12): 1975-1987

Aznar A., Chalvin C., Shih P.M., Maimann M., Ebert B., Birdseye
D.S., Loque D., and Scheller H.V., 2018, Gene stacking of
multiple traits for high yield of fermentable sugars in plant
biomass, Biotechnol. Biofuels., 11(1): 2

Bachmann M., and Keller F., 1995, Metabolism of the raffinose
family oligosaccharides in leaves of Ajuga reptans L.: Inter-
and Intracellular compartmentation, Plant Physiol., 109 (3):
991-998

Decker D., and Kleczkowski L.A., 2017, Substrate specificity and
inhibitor sensitivity of plant UDP-sugar producing pyrophos-
phorylases, Front Plant Sci., 8: 1610

Dos Santos T.B., Budzinski 1.G., Marur CJ., Petkowicz C.L.,
Pereira LF., and Vieira L.G., 2011, Expression of three
galactinol synthase isoforms in Coffea arabica L. and accumu-
lation of raffinose and stachyose in response to abiotic stress-
es, Plant Physiol. Biochem., 49(4): 441-448

Downie B., Gurusinghe S., Dahal P., Thacker R.R., Snyder J.C.,
Nonogaki H., Yim K., Fukanaga K., Alvarado V., and Brad-
ford K.J., 2003, Expression of a GALACTINOL SYNTHASE
gene in tomato seeds is up-regulated before maturation desic-
cation and again after imbibition whenever radicle protrusion
is prevented, Plant Physiol., 131(3): 1347-1359

Fujita Y., Fujita M., Satoh R., Maruyama K., Parvez M.M., Seki M.,
Hiratsu K., Takagi M., Shinozaki K., and Yamaguchi-Shi-
nozaki K., 2005, AREBI is a transcription activator of novel
ABRE-dependent ABA signaling that enhances drought
stress tolerance in Arabidopsis, Plant Cell., 17(12): 3470-3488

Gu L, Jiang T., Zhang C., Li X., Wang C., Zhang Y., Li T., Dirk M.
A., Downie A.B., and Zhao T., 2019, Maize HSFA2 and HS-
BP2 antagonistically modulate raffinose biosynthesis and heat
tolerance in Arabidopsis, PlantJ., 100(1): 128-142

Himuro Y., Ishiyama K., Mori F., Gondo T., Takahashi F., Shinoza-
kiK., Kobayashi M., and Akashi R., 2014, Arabidopsis
galactinol synthase AtGolS2 improves drought tolerance in
the monocot model Brachypodium distachyon, J. Plant Physi-
ol,171(13): 1127-1131Hon

na P.T., Fuganti-Pagliarini R., Ferreira L.C., Molinari M D.C,,
Marin S.R.R., Farias J.R.B., Neumaier N., Mertz-Henning L.
M., Kanamori N., Nakashima K., Takasaki H., Urano K., Shi-
nozaki K., Yamaguchi-Shinozaki K., Desidério J.A., and
Nepomuceno A.L., 2016, Molecular, physiological, and agro-
nomical characterization, in greenhouse and in field condi-
tions, of soybean plants genetically modified with A:GolS2
gene for drought tolerance, Mol. Breed., 36(11): 157

Ismail AM., and Horie T., 2017, Genomics, Physiology, and



10 2 FHWE M2 RR)

Molecular breeding approaches for improving salt tolerance,
Annu. Rev. Plant Biol., 68(1): 405-434

JinH.,, Kim HR., Plaha P., Liu SK., Park J.Y., Piao Y.Z., Yang Z.H.,
Jiang G.B., Kwak S.S., An G., Son M., Jin Y.H., Sohn J.H., and
Lim Y.P., 2008, Expression profiling of the genes induced by
Na,CO; and NaCl stresses in leaves and roots of Leymus chin-
ensis, Plant Sci., 175(6): 784-792

Kilian J., Whitehead D., Horak J., Wanke D., Weinl S., Batistic O.,
D'Angelo C., Bornberg-Bauer E., Kudla J., and Harter K.,
2007, The AtGen Express global stress expression data set:
protocols, evaluation and model data analysis of UV-B light,
drought and cold stress responses, Plant J., 50(2): 347-363

Kotake T., Hojo S., Yamaguchi D., Aohara T., Konishi T., and
Tsumuraya Y., 2007, Properties and physiological functions
of UDP-sugar pyrophosphorylase in Arabidopsis, Biosci.
Biotechnol. Biochem., 71(3): 761-771

La Mantia J., Unda F., Douglas C.J., Mansfield S.D., and Hamelin
R., 2018, Overexpression of AtGolS3 and CsRFS in poplar
enhances ROS tolerance and represses defense response to
leafrust disease, Tree Physiol., 38(3): 457-470

Lee D.H,, Park S.J., Ahn C.S., and Pai H.S., 2017, MRF family
genes are involved in translation control, especially under en-
ergy-deficient conditions, and their expression and functions
are modulated by the tor signaling pathway, Plant Cell., 29
(11): 2895-2920

Liu Y.W., YuY., and Fang J., 2018, Saline alkali stress and molec-
ular mechanism of saline alkali tolerance in plants, Turang Yu
Zuowu (Soils and Crops), 7(2): 201-211 (XIZEW, TV, 7%,
2018, FhbgbE KA ER > T HLHIRT T, 35 1R, 7
(2):201-211)

Maruyama K., Takeda M., Kidokoro S., Yamada K., Sakuma Y.,
Urano K., Fujita M., Yoshiwara K., Matsukura S., Morishita
Y., Sasaki R., Suzuki H., Saito K., Shibata D., Shinozaki K.,
and Yamaguchi-Shinozaki K., 2009, Metabolic pathways in-
volved in cold acclimation identified by integrated analysis of
metabolites and transcripts regulated by DREBIA and
DREB2A, Plant Physiol., 150(4): 1972-1980

Nishizawa A., Yabuta Y., and Shigeoka S., 2008, Galactinol and
raffinose constitute a novel function to protect plants from ox-
idative damage, Plant Physiol., 147(3): 1251-1263

Park K.Y., Kim W.T., and Kim E.Y., 2018, The proper localization
of responsive to desiccation 20 in lipid droplets depends on
their biogenesis induced by stress-related proteins in vegeta-
tive tissues, Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun., 495 (2):
1885-1889

Salvi P., Kamble N.U., and Majee M., 2018, Stress-inducible
galactinol synthase of chickpea (CaGolS) is implicated in heat

and oxidative stress tolerance through reducing stress-in-

duced excessive reactive oxygen species accumulation, Plant
Cell Physiol., 59(1): 155-166

Saravitz D.M., Pharr D.M., and Carter T.E., 1987, Galactinol syn-
thase activity and soluble sugars in developing seeds of four
soybean genotypes, Plant Physiol., 83(1): 185-189

Selvaraj M.G., Ishizaki T., Valencia M., Ogawa S., Dedicova B., O-
gata T., Yoshiwara K., Maruyama K., Kusano M., and Saito
K., 2017, Overexpression of an Arabidopsis thaliana galacti-
nol synthase gene improves drought tolerance in transgenic
rice and increased grain yield in the field, Plant Biotechnol J.,
15(11): 1465-1477

Sham A., Moustafa K., Al-Ameri S., Al-Azzawi A., Iratni R., and
AbuQamar S., 2015, Identification of Arabidopsis candidate
genes in response to biotic and abiotic stresses using compara-
tive microarrays, PLoS One, 10(5): €0125666

Shimosaka E., and Ozawa K., 2015, Overexpression of cold-in-
ducible wheat galactinol synthase confers tolerance to chilling
stress in transgenic rice, Breed Sci., 65(5): 363-371

Song C., Chung W.S., and Lim C.O., 2016, Overexpression of heat
shock factor gene HsfA 3 increases galactinol levels and ox-
idative stress tolerance in Arabidopsis, Mol Cells., 39 (6):
477-483

Sun Z., Qi X, Wang Z., Li P., Wu C,, Zhang H., and Zhao Y., 2013,
Overexpression of TsGolS2, a galactinol synthase, in Ara—
bidopsis thaliana enhances tolerance to high salinity and os-
motic stresses, Plant Physiol Biochem., 69: 82-89

Wang Y., Liu H., Wang S., Li H., and Xin Q., 2016, Overexpression
of a common wheat gene GALACTINOL SYNTHASE3 en-
hances tolerance to zinc in Arabidopsis and rice through the
modulation of reactive oxygen species production, Plant Mol.
Biol. Rep., 34(4): 794-806

WuY., Gao Z.C., Zhang B.X., Zhang H.L., Wang Q.W., Ruan X.L.,
and Ma Y.S., 2017, Effects of 24-brassinolide on the fertility,
physiological characteristics and cell ultra-structure of soy-
bean under Saline-Alkali Stress, Zhongguo Nongye Kexue
(Scientia Agricultura Sinica), 50(5): 811-821 (=44, = &4,
TKbT%, FHFFY, T Afh, JEWEAE, A A, 2017, 24- Rl
RN ERBE N R GAE, A2 3 A 40 B A K ) 5%
m, A E RO FFEE, 50(5): 811-821)

Yu X, Ohtani M., Kusano M., Nishikubo N., Uenoyama M.,
Umezawa T., Saito K., Shinozaki K., and Demura T., 2017,
Enhancement of abiotic stress tolerance in poplar by overex-
pression of key Arabidopsis stress response genes, AtSRK2C
and AtGolS2, Mol. Breed., 37(5): 57

Zhou M.L., Zhang Q., Zhou M., Sun ZM., Zhu X.M., Shao JR.,
Tang Y.X., and Wu Y.M,, 2012, Genome-wide identification
of genes involved in raffinose metabolism in Maize, Glycobi-
ology, 22(12): 1775-1785



