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(PEBESREHFHRF X 100040

B F HAMEEMAMSENES Hyp) MRS ER, WL L3R Hyp 89 5 ¥ (Saccha-
rum sinensis Roxb. YA R FZRIZ2. MEREAREBEMEEHEETHNB (X3 . MHE

PR S R AR 1 DB Y- 45 SRR B R B B iy R A I B S A SOk . R932 #1 PEG
MEREAREFRNE. TREREAH -SEBHESHENTEA S BER AR RN
AR HEBENIEHRFATHYARSRESL TS,

x| HE,SHER. AR, B8R

HBE (Saccharum sinensis Roxb. YRR WA ES, ©H &R, B KRG HIHE
TR E S R SUK FE R H A R A R R R E e R, HE R R R
PEEEKE. AT RET SR MEMN A, B4 N HEETETREEERT 2K
BETLHENTRERER. '

BAEMETEAGTEFEEUEANBERBERERS Y AT KR
BEREREN—HERY EEEY M AR REEE T EER AR, R MRS
FEMEN . TIHERE —RROER B S E RN E S MEARMN T
EMESFIEAT MRS, HEERECEEERERELES AN EE
M MR AN LERE 70 EFRBC TR . A CHGEMERE M H R HHE AR
Rl S ER (Hyp) ZE RAEW PEG AR M8 £ RO R AR a4 .

L RS

11 HEERIRERER

FAHRE (Succharum sinensis Roxb, Y &8 Fl?Z”{’FggﬁH‘*‘in #H B %ﬁ?ﬁ&ﬁ”ﬁgﬂ
MBS RALSE VA IREAC, £ 6mmol/L Hyp IR HMWEFRELRE
- POETEE R . KB Hyp ARMEALRZ R £ RI32,
1.2 i PEG FO{RiERMExE
1.2.1 #RIETE 20 R A HEHANBITES 0%.5%.10%.15%.20% .25 % F1 304 E Z.
~@@Hmmwxwﬂmmﬁwﬁﬁﬁ¢%gékIWEﬁﬁﬁﬁ3ﬁﬁoifﬁ%ﬁ
AEHARKE.
122 BERHESR 30 RAEHA LRSI —10CEE T A 1.2.3 # 4 /hit, REMHE

BxEASFEEHmA.
AFT 1994 F 1L H 26 Hfr3,
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LEANEEAAHRGEERNESEURBAOMEMESERR, RN 0C.14'CH
28 CIEBE TSR 60 MM AHAREETHNNIR,
1.3 EEEOHH _

S MERSRIET 20 NAHAR 1 7, BHE K BRERR S EERY., B
H3z 835-50 MEEM U IFEERERD .
1.4 BE8YIEHR

MUTFH#AETE ¢ CT T BRI 3R 20 RAMMGAL L 3T, & KR BFEE , B 2ml
TD Ere ¥ (50mmol/L Tris @WMEREH?. 5),1m! ZH B, 10%(V/VIEETIHE,
SR 16 000X g WL 2008 ZRARBEAFMEY, LERA 0URHEE
(pH7.5) 47,16 000X g El> 20 s+ $h, ZEF BLiEH, L IF WA 80% 1 A B A &% A
pH7. 5)3h 4,16 000X g BE.0> 20 4+ b, % L1, H 2ml TD BB IEY , BRAENT
18 /NEF GEHTIED TD Seh i) . YWEFEFY, B ABHEE R,
1.5 T-HEEEHSEET

£ 88 Smith 2, B S 0. 3ml KV (50mmol /L L-4 E# .10 mmol /L
ATP, 20mmot /L $ {k.4, 100mmol/L 3L EE¥E B, 50mmol /L Tris %W#}i,iﬁ pH7.5),i8
pH7. 0 F 3. 7CKIEF4RIE 30 48, RIFI0A 1ml I (5. 5% S b4 . 2. 0% B L,
2mol/L $£8%),16 000X g B3 A ERBEEAQR. Bo X HEITE A T BHR R
T-BHEBEGE, B - S ERMEIE . L EIBAE Y B8R lpmol /L V-5
ABENEER . AP TIR N REZR M & APMA 50mmol/L LI &M V-4 88 S
IR,
O EAEAEMEE Lowry FHEY U4 MEOECHIRMEE,

2 EEXR

2.1 BGHELAN Hyp K PEG . (KR 10FME
2.1.1 ¥ Hyp 8418 1 TR HEHR Hyp
¢ 5 & RO32 f ik F172 RiG A SI7E & K
FEW A Hyp 35578 FAERKRIER. BT Hyp
HEEER RIZMEFTFAAERZS
T AREER R, HESFEARHI Hyp &
R . %4 Hyp % B INE) 6mmol/L 1, K
A4 e T, TR R 5 R 2 et AR
AF R332 RAERBZREW, HA LI
0 2 4 6 8 AR REFRIE TS . 2 Hyp ¥ X H
Hyp(mmel/L) gmmol/L I, R932 M i A M W L % X
' 49. 2%  FI R AHHA R A 16.0%.

I Hyp M HEQGARE KM EHE 2.1.2 ZWPEGCEW.H2xPHETR
Fig.1 Effect of Hyp on growth of sugarcane £ R932 RI{E{K F172 M5 E 5% & F [ ik

callus

Fig. 1 to Fig- 4,1. R932,2. F172  BHPEG HFEFHLERFR. EXFE

Rate of callus growthi{%}
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PEG BT RO3Z MEE FI172 QGHARAT RN E BN, EREKRE
PEG B THEZERE /. 4 PEG IRER T 10%8,Ro32 Mtk @R A LB AR
HREXHEE., ZRBAHEHE PEG BB AT 25% . R32 M@ 548 48 < R ftik
Fl7z gy 2. 745, ¥ PEG EA SR 30%H,R932 RIFAFMKEE 38. 3%, M ik My
AR RE 13-9%.

100 ® 1007
R 5 _
= 80 gx 8o P
B | o O -~
tlEﬂ E § 80 r ‘_/
2 60 3 :’j P 1
5w I
'S &
] L
E 20 4] 20
. ) ) . ) \ | | H [ ] 1 |
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 . 0 i 2 3 3 5 §
‘ PEG(%) ' Fimech)
: PEGHERAGHASAERNER EH3 —CERETHERBRAAZHEFER
Fig. 2 Effect of PEG on growth of sugarcane Fig. 3 Damage of sugarcane callus
catlus under —10°C
®1 HESGHAPABHERZHRE
Table 1 Conients of free amino
acids in sugarcane callus
8 30~ Content{mg)* :
v Amino acid R932/F172
2 F172 R332 -
g 20 :
g i ) Asp 106 152 1.4
E \ ) Thr ©a3z2 1354 4.2
& 1o Y \ Ser 212 525 2.5
- Glu | 304 635 2.1
1 A W N Gly L 64 115 1.8
o 30 40 50 Ala 1549 4473 2.9
Rate of relative electrical conductance(%) Cys 40 66 1.7
. Val 127 196 1.5
Bl 4 60 TSRS HREK G EAZRGHER Met 17 2l L2
Fig.'4 Damage of sugarcane callus after 60 Iso 44 ' 68 1.6
. . Leu 79 133 1.7
hour culture :
) . Tyr 42 64 - 1.5
21.3 EZWEERI. B3 RREESE Phe 43 48 11
& RO32 LA F172 AN ERE Lys 47 126 2.7
. Hi ‘90 9 .0
—10CF4bH 1,2.3.4.5.6 IS ES s I o o
. g ] .
B, BESEEBERENT R932 Pro 41 131 3.2
g G HANIRGERE. FEE—10C Total 3330 8383 2.5

TR B 15 21 S B T R A + (Per 100g F. W Callus
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HREEZROBESX. B4 REERMBERE OCK oCY LA HRGHN.R932 &
{HR R 0CHat AR s 5 BB HE AR AY 4/ B0 BT Ro32 ﬁﬁi*ﬂﬁﬂﬂ:#&ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ 0CTKiR.
2.2 WEIAEBESTL '

RIMUTERR R MEEFI72 RGHAARRNEERSE, bk*‘f%?lll&?ﬁ
FE ROV BAFEMEERAT B EART, KA F e FEERIFERT 2 FU
Lo BB 22 A R M A DR EE L R 932 4 Y I A R B A SR R 43 B BE B i i
3.2/ 4.2 4%,

2.3 Y HABREBSHE -
¥R 5 % R932 Ffit{k F172 S A %2 HESEA -5 55NE%SE

Y- EMEBHEEETSR. TR Table 2  Activity of Y-glutamy] kinase in
R932 ﬂﬂ@ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁaﬁg?@:\w(x sugarcane cell

1.1868), BB E X W & & im )\ #h 3K T"gluzir;‘;;l"::;zi:f;tiﬁTy
50mmol /L JHEEE S . R932 N Y- B H Mateilal o
HEENBRET 19%. . THER -5 8 Nermal S0mmol /1, L proline
B IE SRR T 44% . XIR BT Ro32 ik R932 126 102
RFL72 (A Y S EBRBEHERFNE o | 1ss o
BERHRBIOMIERANREAERKHE

.

3 W #®

ER AR T EFEES P MUY R RO R AR TN —34a. M
70 ERTF A RERBRDER RS B BN B ERMOEYARER R THEYR, A
AR EEEEESTHAEEMRNERE, NEAREMYATESFIET
MENRERSUBRENERNTSIRAMINES. BEBER o) ERER, HiExg
i 07 0 I R ML S R L SR B L B P R TR 9 BV — B Th A IR B
5, B AT émmol/L Hyp fEik IR 41 vk A Hyp 257 & R932 X Hyp B KH
Tl SFEE . Hodk Ro32 M{LKMM AR A ERMAS . THEI R MEAEERSRY
RER, LTI ENEBIEE 3 2 1%, XE5FEMHE RN, |

R932 40 Py I E AR M B TR R R E A M P AR (L PRI AL M R B, X Y- SRR
WA B BRI Pidk R Ro32 SN v A B BB IR 1R 8k F172 MR ARy Y-
7R B BOEEY 1. 2 %, (X AR L R R DU R932 M A B R B L% L 75 4
THEBEEMEYRERNR AN M TES LR AN, ERFKEP WA
50mmot/L #MIE L-IH &8 J5 (R932 ML Y-5 B ERIMAGTE I T 199, T ik i
P Y-45 SRS 75 S 2B T 44% . B3I RO32 MM P Y-25 B BRI o I L me
B R, T L RSB Y V-5 SUBR B 7R X T T A PR 25 503 . R 0 o L ki, R 932
WA T V-5 ARG proB BETHE AT BT, BOE T 3 74 HEHME 09 8 %
B M R A Y IR ER AR E BT . AT R E R932 MM AT I8 &
BMEERE
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1 0 P T B R R A A R BUA N R R R MR RS SRV E R
BN EHARRKR A, BAMERTEWE S RN FEKE, BEREEERNOE
FIO9 | RO T A 7 T 8 MO TSR0 1R 08 4508 B 03 Y . 25 5 & R932 40 U I 80 el
B RE TR S IR E PO AR ) 8 ZF PEG MUEEA LR, EMERE RI2 K
W R PEG RAEIR 81749 ik F172 387, X 9B ik 8 & MR R
HEE B R RN TARREELM. RITELBI T Ro32 M5 L, MHE K
T b R B, S A A1 B — 2 BRI, 36 LR ELHEAT S AT AR 1678 Ry
ST ERBFE.
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Studies on Isolation and Characterization of a
Stress Tolerant Cell Line of Sugarcane

Chen Hui Kuang Baijian Wang Jingju

(Institute of Botany, Academia Sinicar Beijing 100044)
Abstract A sugarcane cell line R932(Saccharum sinensis Roxb. )was selected for resis-
tance to growth inhibition by the proline analog hydroxyproline. R932 showed more tol-
erancegto PEG ,cold and freezing temperature than donor. Comparisan of the free amino
acid pool }evels in the lme R932 with those in the sensitive donor showed substantial ac-
cumulation of prolme( X 3 2. In vitro enzymic analysis of 7-glutamyl kinase mvolved in
proline bmsynthems‘ showed the enzyme in R932 was less sensitive to inhibitions of
50mmol /L exogenoﬁs.p;oline than'that in donor. The results showed that changes of -
glutamyl kinase ,propert.y may occur extra accumulation of proline,and the accumulation

may favor to increase tolerance to environmental stress.

Key words Sugarcane,hydroxyproline, Y-glutamyl kinase, tissue culture, stress toler-

ance
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