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Cu EZ R A CH P A ATPase BTG M S HIE PRI Rk . #5 R LU AR R P Cu B9 TR R 5 BE SN Sk 19 I M
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WH TR, LIRGEREW WAL Cu & T8 EEMWRBIE A, WA 2 EDDS-Cu, 3 53 XF BN EE I 3¢
AR AN E b P AL ATPase 5 14 K JE P 38 70 #7 J5 & 3L, A fim EDDS i), B 45 b 54 Cu ¥R JE (9 T+, ATPase i
PERE SR 10524 Cu ik H] 16 pmol L™t BLREARAG R 34, EIZ , ATPase 3 PEBE 25 40 i EDDS e JB 54 i 1 B A,
XN EDDS FEAR TAMNARE Cu i 8 . RT-PCR )M &5 R K W], 1% ATPase B2k K ( BIHMA) 7% s%OKF [
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JCIRI VR 5 40LRE JF P (R HMAS 5k 90% LI 1
PRI AT 5 16 T B JEE T S A D WF 5 X 4, A K B
FAF T LB T EDDS b B XS EQ BE ST S i 5 B R
Cu 122 57, [Al I iz A= B AE A 5 0 7 AR W) 29 O vk
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B4 BN FE 3+ 32 ( Brassica juncea L. ) Fp i85 &
T 24CHFRAMPMEL 3 d, BRI AE 6 ~8 em Y
B E 1 LSRR T, H] 1/4 Hoagland &
FEWHEAT KB pH 9 5.5 MW = P IR, 5 3
d B —UCE TR, VAR S UG il 1/2 Hoagland
BIRW . KK 24 ~28 d 5 IR BN — 0 &
JUME B R T AR B, A B R SR R R T 4, 43 )
A 2.4 .8.12.16 pmol L™'CuSO, . %5 —41AbF Y .
ERAMA 8 wmol L™ CuSO, WILRL I, 43 51 m
A 0.4.8.12.16 wmol L™ "EDDS, # 55 #i 1 ) Fe-ED-
TA il FeSO, fo ¥, 452 d T — W Bt 7 Ab BRI
] 8 do
1.2 HRRESSH

A PREE WSS, — W 4r R Y 25 B K eh e T
e OB ZE 43 JT BRORE 105 °C %55 30 min, 70C
HE o B O RS R 0.25 ¢ ] HNO,-HCIO,
(85:15) Y &%, It 7~ W Wi Ot 3% A% ( Varian FS) 46 il
Cu &4,
1.3 WREEEESS

K2R 400 15 43 B 7 1 2 R Yan 2570 (0 07 v
PRBAR R S ¢ Ze A 4 AR (w/v) /Y BIF B ik
(% 50 mmol L™'BTP-MES (pH 7.8) .2 mmol L'
EGTA .0.5% (w/v) BSA.0.25 mmol L~' KI, 250
mmol L' EEHE 0.6% (w/v) PVP K-30.10% (v/v)

Huh 5 mmol L™' 2-3i 3L Z, 1 2 mmol L™' DTT ( —
BRIRBEEE) (1 mmol L~" PMSF (£ H L BEH) ) , vk
b, S G UE SR L 11 500 g B0 10 min, FET
VE; LIS T 87 000 g F .0 35 min, 75 FIH W .
FH 6 ml W /R 2% vh % (& 5 mmol L™' KH,PO, (pH
7.8) .100 mmol L' KC1.250 mmol L ™' 8 B IR U1
VEJF A A5 Jié B (Dextran T-500) Fl 2 £ — i
(PEG 3350) /K WA B M AH 20 B R 48 (& 6. 1%
(w/w) Dextran Fl PEG,5 mmol L~' KH,PO, ( pH
7.8) .100 mmol L' KC1.250 mmol L' M), 4°C
720 g B0, BIRE O R R IR ) AR RS 2
PIAH R G, B0 I AR YRy 23 (15,105 min, 5 5
W AH U A B A R AR 1 W R 4 v B 6 A
151 200 g T &0 40 min, HE00E H BTP 2% vfif (&
5 mmol L ™'BTP/MES (pH 7.8) 250 mmol L ™' ¥ |
3 mmol L' KC1) % ## J5 Bk T 151 200 g F 2.0 40
min OB BER A 1 ~2 ml BTP 2% vh i i % )
A3 WA GETR, BT -80°C T RAE, FRHIE LML N
BECKMAN COULTER OptimumTM L-80 XP, % 3.
SW32 Ti,

21 o J A 11 5 % & ) Bradford (G250) e £, 122 0
SEC L AL ATPase JK A 5 R I A2 B, SR MR R
HESL B M Yan %7 0907 o TR Y 40 L
ZWE AR ATPase, H % — 1 3 1 57 S LR £,
PR L s g 4R 28 rbofin AL TR 5k J5 BRI 9 ) R
3 A ) S 7 AR R R A R SRS M TR
ol 22 ) 4y AR, WD A5 G 40 g i i L R A
Z AR 0.50 ml, &4 30 mmol L' BTP/MES 2% i
W (pH 6.5) .5 mmol L ™" MgSO, .50 mmol L~' KCI,
50 mmol L.™" KNO, .1 mmol L.™' Na,MoO, ,Immol L'
NaN, .0.02% (w/v) Brij 58.5 m mol L' Na,-ATP,
[Fi] Fsf AR 5 A 0 A & 1) Ak 3R 7 =X, 4 0 AR R AR &R
A 2.4.8.12.16 pmol L™" Cu, 5/l A 8 wmol L™
Cu® " A B i) EDDS, I JF 8 A A 30 wl i
HAH(EASE 1 ~2 wg) ,37C F IR 30 min; X5
JEAH IEW 2.5 ml,2 min f5HIA 0.5 ml i (A%,
FHPEA 720 nm B4 AW E . FEAFA 0T, U
W5 29 30 min J5 28 KGR R E A E R M.
ATPase 7K fiff T P AR 415 5057 B5F (8] PN & mg JIEE 2 1 RE i
P B U A FHE TR S .

1.4 ENEEFF3E P-ATPase EE ( BIHMA) RiEH

M Z& RNA H Trizol ( Invitrogen ) & B B #3817
G5k 4938 ¢DNA | 55 5% 7 : 2 I TaKaRa /3 #)
B BV A, L 18S RNA VE NN S 3L A, H T
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Y5 N F. 5-TGGGATATCCTGCCAGTAGTCAT-
3’; R: 5°-CTGGATCCAATTACCAGACTCAA-3’, ¥ 1%
BJHMA & B B ¥, = BB Andrés-Colas"" i i
HMAS 3t Bt A, 5l ¥ % i F. 5-GGCTAT-
CAAAGCGTCTCCCTGG-3’, R: 5°-CCTCCAATAGTC-
TATCATAGC-3’, Jiifg PCR WK 20 25 ul, 9"
14 18S MR 22,97 1Y BIHMA B9 ECH 35,
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WhEZ Th, FEAMF Cu W EE 5 AR AT Cu & & Z A7
TEA ARG (9 LR HEAR G (y = 981. 194 + 895.9, R’ =
0.978) (I 1A) o Z54F v ({4 & i 7E 4 ~ 12 pumol L~
Cu b PRS2 2 pmol L™" Cu Ab¥RA — 5 $2 5 , fHAH B

ZIZEFARE, HJE 2SR Cu 3kF] 16 pmol L7
I, ZEAT A B S B T (1B o 5 R e
2, it A PR S A FE AR B Cu W 2 ~ 12 pumol L7
T N B 2% 25 5, AU SP B Cu W E
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SRR R AR > BT > A, HAR R i
TR 20 15 ~ 30 15, 20 A4 30 i ~ 70 f%,
XYL, AR R U R B R T R e = B
3o H TR B T A R T B DR AR
H I E B B R R B RO 8 A AUSR AR R A i
SEPRATAE B H i el MR B A S A S
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F o T B RO AR AR TR AR, B —E
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Fig. 1  Cu content in various tissues of Indian mustard treated with different concentration of Cu
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T g G R 0V R A A TR ) X AR
W, R ST IA R, Cu 3 B LAY B A IR B
AWM R R R EARE P kT
8 pwmol L™'Cu SR WF 5% EDDS X 4 W Wit i $% i, 7

H AL 3 M T AR T Cu K5 EDDS ¥k
% 0.5/1.1/1.1.5/1 5 2/1 § EDDS, X} i F 4 .8
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Fig. 2 Cu content in various tissues of Indian mustard treated with different concentrations of EDDS in addition to 8 pmol L' Cu
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Table 1

LI, B EDDS/Cu /K HL B30, 8 37 A
S (Cu" ) o B Y LU 1) 2R B, 24 EDDS/ Cu

BE/R L > 1 BF,90% LI /Y Cu &5 EDDS

LA

[ EDDS/Cu EE/RILAMEA B H Cu K EDDS W FEHSHHE

Estimated percentage of Cu and EDDS-Cu in treatments different in molar ratio of EDDS/Cu

EDDS/Cu /R
Molar ratio of EDDS/Cu

Cu®*/Cu (%)

Cu* BT

EDDS-Cu/Cu (% )

Total activity of Cu®* (mol L")

0 89.7 7.176 0
0.5 45.1 3. 608 48.7
1.0 4.8 0.384 92.9
1.5 0.3 0.024 97.7
2.0 0.0 0. 001 98.0
J5 R EDDS e JiE Ak B F 3155 BT A3 60 Cu* 3% 5000
FESIRE Cu & B FE R & B, T 2 W 74 2 et
P LR A S (T 3) . A I VA W S ) Cu® so00r T ey 2
TR ML 2R e ( A R ) :
3000+

Wik 2, KEMREH, EEEEIG YN -5
o, A EDDS J5 A] 8 fin - 58 b R 4 0 0 e O
SR Y% EDDS-H 4 J& 2 4 A8 9 Wi, AT ik 3
BEYE Y R E R BRSSP
PR, 3 R0 W AR AR 2R B VR R Y B s W, 7 e ik
JETF, Cu 5 20 Ff RS AR o 4 Ak L 5 4 i B ) i
PR XL A B 0 05 E AR K, K & RO W 1E K i
Wi EDDS-EH &R B AW E KA EE, L E 5T
T2 A RS BT M R R 4 R R A
P E Rk K T IRA M IEE IR, 7E IRk E
AR PR 9 B R AE EDDS 3 in s S B A (&
2B, & 2C) , 3 Uk B HE 4 5116 9 3h b i EDDS-Cu,

2 000

1 000

M ZHCuf & Cu*content in roots (mg kg™)

2 4 6 8
BIRHR Cu (i Fivk 5
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Fig. 3
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Relationship between content of Cu in roots and Cu’" activity

in nutrient solution amended with different concentrations of EDDS
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AR, BT 40 B 5 3% T A £ L, EDDS-Cu S T AN 4
P IE FL AT A Cu® ™ 5 Bl W BT, 3k 1T At 2 MR TR &
Xof HE MRS A — A 2 A
2.3 P-ATPase FET

R T S AE ) % g AR R B PR AL A 5 A
BT A AR 3l F A 2RO T AE R G A Y o
B 7k A DL AR AR 4l B AE 90% L b By 40 e i &R
4 S I SE R b P-ATPase B3 1, & B
BEADFL Cu M BE B L ATPase 16 VL BE 2 b (&
4A) T % ATPase 5 £ Cu®" 4 %, H ik I
TP B, R E R RHEH Y Cu ATRES 3G, A\
T 7E A1 S e B 13 B o] DL R L ) Cu & & 1Y
FasE o YA P M AR 2 ~ 12 umol L1 A, BT JF

2
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08 1
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H'-ATPasejf: H-ATPase activity (Pi umol mg™ Pro.min™")

Cujg i Cu concentration (umol L)

S M b ER 00 A R R R bR R AR W AR Ak (
1B, & 1C) ,iXTR 7] B 5% ATPase FEH A XK. 2%
UL 245 SR Al 7 P00 T S A v A T L (H
1 G S e 2 R Y — S AT B AR AT R X 40
PR i AR A IR B T B R P-ATPase I 5 78
A P e AR B 16 wmol L~ "Bk 52 39400 ) 1 e A1 ( [
4A) X PTRESECT 4 S S A2 B A
PR & B2 B8 B THCIEL ) o MRS AR M
Thm ) EDDS k2 G T R E R 8 7 2 )5, A
4B firos , 4B B 3% ATPase 3% ¥ ST FEAR , X 356
2 A0 S 25 0 I 2 R RE A T I AR T
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Fig. 4 Comparison in plasma membrane ATPase activity of roots of Indian mustard between treatments of different concentrations of Cu

and treatments of different concentrations of EDDS ( +8 pmol L™ Cu)

2.4 P-ATPase E[E BjHMA ZE# FRKFE LW T

T+ ARSI PSS Cu HEH A LR P-
ATPase 15 K 22 ] 19 [ 5P 185 ik 90% L 112220
P L B 5 B LR o7 HMAS 35 9038381 9, 3%
Wi RT-PCR 7E F[1 B IF 3 AR & rh 7 38 A B 1
Wio Z5RFH(ES),BEE I A4 B 1 T, ok
KA B L TE I HAER B A 5] 12 wmol L™
B, M AE 16 wmol L™' Cu 4b B S A B k. 1
EDDS 4h B 5 | H 78 5 5K 7 09 28 46 b Bl 3 % T
EDDS i J3 (1) Tt i 100 9 55 , 3% 26 25 5L 1 B HL A 5% S
IR AR Ak 5 76 M AR AR — 30 (1 4) 1R 4R
XA HE R 26 18 7K - A2 B A6 S B F 0 BE B R
15 % &40 EDDS-Cu X R AKX,

Cu(umolL") 0 4 8 12 16

BjMAS

18S

EDDS (umol L) 2 4 8 12 16

BjMAS

18S

5 ARIA Cu ik BE4b 30 N2 AN Rk BE EDDS( +8 pumol
L™ Cu) &b B f5 B BE ¥ SEMS & P-ATPase ( BIMAS ) 353k
28 5 L
Fig. 5 Expression of P-ATPase of Indian mustard ( BjMA5) in
roots in treatments different in concentrations of Cu and EDDS

( +8 wmol L' Cu)
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Abstract

Indian mustard ( Brassica juncea L. ) is a model of plant used to investigate accumulation of heavy met-

als. In this study, a hydroponics experiment was conducted to investigate accumulation of Cu by Indian mustard applied

with EDDS, a biodegradable chelator for phytoremediation. Activity of P-type ATPase, a heavy metal ATPase (HMA) re-

sponsible for Cu export, and its transcriptional expression in roots was analyzed. Results showed that increased accumula-

tion of Cu with elevated Cu concentration in the medium was only found in roots, but not in stems or leaves. The accumula-

tion of Cu in roots, stems and leaves decreased with elevated EDDS concentration. The results indicated that the uptake of

Cu, mainly in the form of ions rather than Cu-EDDS chelator complexes, was controlled by plasma membrane of roots,

where P-type ATPase increased its activity with elevated Cu concentration, but decreased with elevated EDDS concentra-

tion. The expression pattern of P-type ATPase gene ( BIHMA) varied similarly as its activity did. The above listed findings

indicate that as P-type ATPase plays the role of actively exporting Cu out of root cells, it may regulate Cu accumulation by

plants within a certain range of ambient Cu concentration.
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