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Changes of Serine Hydroxymethyltransferase during Phase
Change in Apple ( Malus domestica Borhk. )
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Abstract: Changes of serine hydroxy methyl transferase( SHMT) in leaves from different nodes of five—
year-old apple seedlings were analyzed with enzyme-dinked immunosorbent assay ( ELISA) and immunocyto—
chemistry( IHC) methods. The results showed that SHMT was only prestent in leaves of vegetative phase and
was absent in the same organ of juvenile and reproductive phase.
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258, Z IR FH] THC J7 kxS SHMT HEAT 5 0058 A, SR G P WA 5 i3 A2 70 3 2R 52 A Y B B 748 1ok
PR 2 5 A XA R 5 SDS - PAGE 45 RINFF G 1R o

1 HRSE
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Ao T ELISA A5 f R S AR A S 55 S BB B A5 4 54 14 501 SDS - PAGE 40 ' kA7 4 7
WALRAE, BVBCGEIA( ) VEFRAKIACV) FAFEA I (R) 3 MRS, SR 58 B TRGHIA UK &y Il S 56
%, IR RS S 2 A LREFAS T, 8 — 40 CURFE T IRAF. FH T THC R g B, AR 2S8R 46, L4 S
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$ie AT B Tris — HCL 3 R IBCESE TV AT R 3 B A8 U, 1 0. 05 mol /L pH 9.6 [HTRAR
ERRLOR G BE—HT( 1:700) , 7 40 LI A L4 ML AR v 4 B L m 200 L, 37 °C 955 3 h—PBST
( phosphate buffered solution with Tween —20) %t 3 YK x3 min— I AE [ FTAEN, %637 C BF 2 h, )5
4 CUKFIT A —PBST ¥ 3 Y& x3 min, AL A HRP #5940 ( 1:500) ,37 °C i 2 h—PBST ¥ 3 1K x
3 min—OPD & &,( 487K ¢ , 0 — phenylenediamine) , #5G, & & 30 min—2% 1| 2 W ( T4 W LA IA
4 mol /L iR 40 L) —&5 R ( TEMEFHRAL EMIPAC 492 nm WOBREAE) o LLAS U0 BRAL I 2 J5 0 4% £L
OD B, BIVERHIBTBRIE R 0D, (R T BIVERT PRAELY 2. 1 4%
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#& 1 ELISA %0 SHMT # OD,,,,.. &
Tab.1 Values of OD,,,, . detected in ELISA of SHMT

SR 17115 - TWIHERTE) 17 LIS - FERAEKI 17— 115 - ARRUE KD
No. seedlings 17 =115 - J( Negative control) 17 -115-V 17 -115-R
OD,or1 0.3215 0.848 5 0.446 5
P/N 2.64 0.72
ZE LA %E Result determination - + -

2.2 ZAEMARTRBHREALEST

AT THC X SHMT fESp 21 v i A48 (L AT R, 25 2R
7R SHMT FESE A I 7 I Fa6 Hh BR 9 5 07 04 106—110 75,
THARRATO 2 126—130 45 7 106—121 45 SHMT 4 [z
Nzs A6 FE 1 LB R BB SR, BT 106—121 5 al B 3
R AR RS T (B 1,38 2) ©

ab: SR B R BTG (400 x) ;e d: SEAAR RLAR B SR AR A PR B (400 x) s e f: SEAE
AT A A e, BT (400 x ) 5 g he BIPEXSHR (400 x) 5 ij: BHPEXSHR (400 x) o
a,b : Negative staining present in juvenile leaves (400 x) ; c¢,d: Positive staining present in vegetative leaves (400 x) ;
e, f: Negative staining present in reproductive leaves (400 x) ; g,h: Negative control ;1i,j: Positive control.
BT SR o [ & I IR SHMT 224k
Fig.1 Changes of SHMT in apple seedlings
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F2 TEMARETAK SHMT & 8L E M
Tab.2 Immunohistochemistry of SHMT in apple seedlings

T 22 TR P SRS T AL 22 R P AR RS i i 22 B PR P SRS

Node SHMT Node SHMT Node SHMT
6—10 - 61—65 - 106—110 +
16—20 - 66—70 - 111—115 +
26—30 - 71—75 - 116—120 +
31—35 - 76—80 - 121—125 +
36—40 - 81—85 - 126—130 -
41—45 - 86—90 - 131—135 -
46—50 - 91—95 - 136—140 -
51—55 - 96—100 - 141—145 -
56—60 - 101—105 - 146—150 -

FEME R BER “+ 7 IR NIE “ -7

Positive reaction signed “+ ", negative reaction signed “-".

ELISA 71 THC iEW] SHMT i) 2 — DE F1J5 3% 4858 45 50 BV, SGRP I AR R e S R S A= i B B e
BT R E2ZES . IR RIE U T.V.R 3 & T B B R A LR B AN [
93X 55 Zhang % °' 41 3L AR K B S B R AT AR A R A AR B A 103 0 2
A Al B B2 (57 T 5 S AR AR I R AN B b D TR B 2 R 2 A AL BT 46
R30I G B AR 5 AR A S AH B S i i AR

Y N B AR S R AR R R AT P2 Y L R E SR R E . B2
( Sequoiadendron giganteum) FHZH 21 AT —Fh 5 BRAH G AR 15T J16 , AHXT 43+ it 16 ku, 78 S B
ARG IR BZAX > TR R Y o MR A LA b A e R S S 2 T B AR X
R4 PG 38 ku F143.6 ku (9 2 205 52K (A B, 28 R A0 IO AL B vh B AR T B o 5y — 8t
HEPIRE RN T HEIGVRE 5748 (R SURZIN ) T BCI1R 5 26 115 Hackew 51 ZE 76 42 ( Hedera he-
lix) AR HP 25 T AR 201 i 25 ku RS PT 9 (% S 22 B, 1 6 s s S50 P A v ARG 0 220 A
X E 28 ku BEHL S PI 5.3 i& — 2 ke TEILSE LI A2 ( Sequoia sempervirens) W Jx FR#E R AL 11
32 ku 2 BTAAE A L B T 2S00 1 4 e ARG 1) T R AR AL R AR N 3 B R 31 ku R
BB o WAV T EOR AN 5 5 A AR K R G R S B T S 25 S G
) T RS (T AL Besford 4 FEREHE( Prunus avium) #W12528 & B B RIA R 12 ku
B M0 Hand % ZEEHEE & B 28 ku MO IRAE BWIZE0 S L . FEMPRS iU 414 ik 3k
SEMYRE59.7 ku EFE ™ . Garcia 22 TERE( Olea europaea) I /xR 29 ku WYL KR B HIM F2H 21
Hh A 3K T 35 ku 85 BRI 2 4P i 23k . Huang 251 FEAL 240K 10 s 20 8Uh 2 90 36,
44,46 ku FE R E RIS, 29 ko AT E RED, RURHA S AT L2 80 34 ku EA . BILAT
U BT ABIFSE 5 B B A8 A G I e S B B ) 38 FH 19 7 2 o3 ol B 52 A PRORR B 1 L B SRR T 3R A T
I, FHRZE S E A, R IR R ] MR Z B 225, 2R | HAE V 31 3 22 R AR K
AR, G5 R ERI R T .

WS, AR TG . SERSE R B S I TG SDS — PAGE SMT (1. 6 224, 2008,35(7) 129 - 134,
e, K ST S AL B U (1), KSR, 2008,27(4) 2 708 ~ 710,

W, A SR .35 T SDS - PAGE AMiTAUSESIN AR I IO % (1), A, 2009,24(2) 75 - 78,
235 25 BRI U % R ELISA J7i 4550 K152 TuMV HubE [J]. B S, 2009, 27(1) 42 -4,
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