— 20 — TR

2015 4E55 43 557

o,k R
doi: 10. 15889/j. issn. 1002 — 1302. 2015. 07. 006

k% BB R B R PAHNLL )5 1 7 7 a0 5 RAZ R T]. T3 R b L5 ,2015,43(7) 120 - 24,

LAk I i it 4 [ PAHINLE 1) 5 e 50 00 i 5 A% 0K

s, &

R, B

*, E® A=

(VLH548 h ERLA BEAE I I 5T BT, 1195 52 210014 )

FE  LLLBE A OB RHE I RNA RS 545 7351 cDNA i i PCR 47387551 1A LW A D9 4 R 4B P 51
Hfiw 4 N PAHNLL ;. PAHNLI BT AE N 1 737 bp, S0 4w i 45 A0 & 539 DMEIER . BIERRT 81 LU 25 2R 3501
PAHNLI G i) 8 1 2AT R P B AR A A i SR B PP SR, 5 PRAR R BN Al PsHNLA 25 (A (BLBE D 92% , Sk
fiE 9 HNL 8 E AL 77% o i 5 ¥ PAHNLT K& [N 3% 4 B 4% 3% 1% 280K pET28 (a) L, JIf- 5% b K AT
BI21 (DE3)J5 , MU T ISR IS B Fibk . SDS - PAGE HIJK4S R /R, A HE F 52 PTG i 345k, 70 TR/
2070 62.4 ku, 5 T AE R HL At AR AR ) 1 B i Al 11 R/ AR — B

SRR Bk s PG A s 2 R e R 5 AR R A
FESE S 9662.101;0786  SCHAFRER: A

A FHTBEVE A AR T B — o IR A B L e 0 B R
TFAESFHA, B2 B T AR FRA R AU B A —
FOAS XS FRAEAL T SO A9, 1 20 T 20400 7 i Bk v 5 B LA
K BV AORA I . AT AL HON R/ 1 5

Wik H 51.2015 -01 - 31

FEBWH E R B RPIF R G (S5 :31301798) 5 LA R B
TP I 4R34 (4 %5 :201201)

FEE B A AT (1990—) , L VLMt N Lo A, 2N
T 3 X 5 R S D RE SR IE S IR WF ST, Tel: (025) 84347034,
E — mail ; happydeduck@ 126. com,

WAEIER G A, W BIRFS 5L, FENSRY) 5+ W2 7 T B
5%, Tel:(025)84347111 ;E — mail : jswangren@ aliyun. com,

XEHS:1002 - 1302(2015)07 - 0020 - 05

P B YIRS, TR A A RIS % %
FhFER R, TG R 258, T se il 1733
AEFHEAC PR G2 PR 50 BT R 9 27 TP A2 % A
R RN A AR R DY , I A T i 1 R
RIS, SO 2R O HEAL & P A HON, 15 & A2 A )
1y e £ 248 2l B L At B T SRR e R B T B
(eI

HNL £ B R b 2 2 A7 FE . He4eit, 4 3 000 ~
12 000 My &4 HNL, HNL 250 PR IS R A BRI
SHRL, FIRT, oy B AL BEA T HEE 20 9 R R HNL 22k
BT R e SRR Bk A AR DY T
AT S A HNL 2ok [ PR AR A

B I I I I I I I I I I I I I I

[3]Xie C T,Chen C S,Xu Y,et al. Construction of a genetic linkage map
for Porphyra haitanensis ( Bangiales, Rhodophyta ) based on
sequence — related amplified polymorphism and simple sequence
repeat markers[ J]. Journal of Phycology,2010,46(4) ;780 —787.

(4154, BOMHE , =24t JRBELESE 6 A4 R Y SRAP 434 [ J].
AKF=2E47 2013 ,37(10) 1495 — 1501.

[519h =,36HE Am B, 5% 53 (Porphyra) j5tf4 22 5 (19 1SSR 43
MrlJ]. WP S 2007 ,38(2) : 141 - 145,

[ 6 ] Zietkiewicz E, Rafalske A, Labuda D. Genome fingerprinting by
simple sequence repeat ( SSR) anchored polymerase chain reaction
amplification[ J]. Genomics,1994,20(2) ;176 - 183.

[7]F @Y. TSR 43 FHRC K HAER YL AT R LT ] 38t
14,2002 ,24(5) :613 - 616.

[8TH R, BE R — 5. WA EESRARIK 1Y ISSR 43 FhRid
arLI]. PIEK P REE,2006,13(3) 371 -377.

(9] ZEM b, BURS AL VLR, 56, ZRBESESE S R & (Y TSSR 43
Mrid]. R ,2006,30(7) .9 - 14.

[LOTBREA:, WG, IEe, &5 BF 2L IR SR I it 14 Z AR R0

ISSRAFHFLI]. 7Kj™25 41,2008 ,32(5) ;717 - 723.

[11]Rohlf F J. NTSYS - pc:numerical taxonomy and multivariate analy-

sis system version 2. 1[ M]. New York : Exeter Publications,2000.

[12]Z=30cer, Whadt ==, 4k, 2. o 3% ( Gracilaria lemaneiformis )
PR AR S LEFAE RN ISSR F8 80 #r [ 1], ¥V 5 #2005,
36(3) :241 -247.

[13]XRIG, £55 R, XU, 55, 2008 4 B F 4030 ISSR 4RIt i)
WA [T]. WrEREERE ,2011,29(2) 235 -240.

[14]5K 4 05 0, fTgde, 5. UBESEJR R WA 38 M 3 1 ISSR 4
FaMr[T]. WA ,2011,33(3) 173 —178.

[ISTRRIG L0, TP, 45, B W =R+ 5 B AR RE KR
L5 ISSR st At (] K™ R4k , 2008, 17
(4) .406 -410.

L16 ] fhebom, 200, R 28,55, PO AN IR #E k5 1% Z 1 TSSR
L] IRl RE,2010(8) :59 - 63.

(17 BRI A8, sk 58, 5. R I M P AR RF R S FR A RE A a5 1%
ZREMERTIE[T]. MRl ,2011,35(12) 282 - 87.

(I8 JWRuNsy , Bl 8 28)y, sk 36 4, 45, S5 483 ( Pyropia yezoensis ) 10 4>
WEH R ISSR 4347 [J]. KEAOR:,2012,18(5) :19 -23.

[19 TRV  PRE & , et 55, SR 28 30F AL DNA H5 20 B R (1
HIs[J]. K7=2£4%,2010,34(6) 734 - 740.

[20] 3k F 4R, PMRTT. HE BT SRR S DUS Il R SR BLR [T ]
Mol Bl2ET5E , 2011 ,24(2) 247 -252.



TLIRAO 2

2015 4F55 43 3555 7 )

Gt s BT A TE 9 AL AR AR RS2 A A Bk A B PR 41 %k
S A IR X AT, R B 3 A Ak
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-80 C fRfEe .

fR 2 RNA PR Bl R & 0 B b B & e AR YR
BT, FRIKEAA pET28 (a) I § Novagen A 7], rTag DNA
RAETHE TR A pMD19 - T, Oligo (dT)18 .DNA Markers , f&
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(£ 1) [ rTag DNA 5 /FIAT PCR 373,

4 pMDI19T — PAHNLI T2 JFiki 5 pET28 (a) Z 4 5k [F]
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TAGAGAATTCGTCAATACTTCTTCTGAG
CTAAGCGGCCGCAGTATCAAACGCAAAGGAT
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2.2 PdHNLI %Wy 5165 £ 015 85 04
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A GenBank I 3575221~ Hi %) HNL [F] U5 5 ) 46 ) 2 11 1 2 — |
SULRIFA . RS HT MEGA 5.0, 5 J1T it AR B Af B2 5 B a0 300 40 500
VR AL (] 5) o 4 W45 7%, L PAHNLL 5 SRR
I A R 19 S4B PSHINLA JE AL 5 2R I 0 + 5 A 6 R B2 Wk PAHNLT Z R MGk RS
@ 1PRO0017z  Glucose-methanol-choline oxidoreductase, N-terminal
— » GMC-Oxred-2

» GMC-Oxred-N

© IPRO0O7867 Glucose-methanol-choline oxidoreductase, C-terminal

» GMC-Oxred-C
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EJHNL SHSKSVV] %
PAHNL1 N 199
PSHNL4 NEEFYNNSEV 199
PmHNL2 NTEFFNCTET 199
PaHNL2 NTETYSASEVE 198
EJHNL FFSCSEV] 196
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PmHNL2 IFSS.NSSG\ | 298
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2.3 PdHNLI 3 B & Rtz ik
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(a) BRiffi ] EcoR T 5 Not T WEHI(E 7 -A 7 -B),%
Mtk U T T, DNA @8 i 17345 8, IR (b KA i
B DHS o JESZ A4, B PCR 1 ks AU U] 8 36 25 52 1
7, PAHNLI B35 453 [ A% 3 ik 44 pET28 (a) (B 7 - C,
Kl 7-D), $EHE LR pET28 (a) — PAHNLI 3% A KW
FHF KMk BL21 (DE3 ), F i PCR Rl 45 R F ARG T
HTFEARNEAR (K7-E).

H oA EAL TR pET28 (a) — PAHNLI {1 FHPE T £ Fn 55
25 RRR pET28 (a) YN HA TR AR5 IR 2 Do o M 0.5, FEJG IMA
ZYRIE N 0.8 mmol/L IPTG #4755 5338 ; 439 F IPTG 55
JGH90 .3 .6 .18 .24 hIUAE , 1 ifil £ SDS — PAGE K il £ -
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100 | PMHNL(BAH23313.1)
100 | | PmHNL(BAH23314.1)
PsHNL2(050048.1)
PsHNL3(P52707.1)
PsHNL1(P52706.1)
100 | PaHNL2(Q945K2.1)
70| 97| PmHNL(BAO51918.1)
PAHNL1

6 L PsHNL4(082784.1)
PaHNL1(024243.1)
EjHNL1(ACY69987.1)

AtHNL(QOLFT6.1)
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99 MeHNL(CAA82334.1)

LuHNL(P93243.1)
SbHNL(P52708.2)

49

100

60

||
0.2

RMHNL: PsHNL4—EHk(082784.1); EjHNL—HEHI(ACY69987.1);
PaHNL1—Jii #k(024243.1); PsHNL3—H#48k(52707.1);PsHNL2—2
HHE(050048.1); PMHNL—HF(BAH23313.1); PmHNL—H§(BAH23314.1);
PmHNL—4(BAO51918.1); PaHNL2—Jii Bk(Q945K2.1); PSHNL1—%
HEBE(52706.1); AHNL—I R IF(4rabidopsis thaliana, QOLFT6.1);
LuHNL—V R(Linum usitatissimum, P93243.1); SEIHNL:BmHNL—FEFf
(Baliospermum montanum, BA150630); MeHNL—A 2 (Manihot esculenta,
CAA82334.1); HbHNL—H4 i (Hevea brasiliensis, AAC49184.1); bBHNL—

=1 5% (Sorghum bicolor, P52708.2).
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A 1 M1 B

2000 bp
5148 bp

750bp § 285 5B

4973 bp
4268 bp
3530 bp
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SDS - PAGE Hiyk# 5 i , & pET28 (a) — PAHNLI {45 L1
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B FAE R, 2% H B2l Rk B (&1 8) o X5 PAHNLI
TR A 537 A — 2, R MLk pET28 (a) ~ PAHNLI T2
REFE R AT 1 P IR 23k

3 Zw5irig

HNLs 243 Bl 27 5 s 2 1 2 40 1 780 2 1 G AR AL
AR A R P Al 3 i 2500 0 2 TR AR, AT
EFVEI IR . B 1997 ARk 24 B E Y
PRI T BE A9 HNL™Y ; 05 , Asano 255 1] HPLC J5 A6

1 C Ml 1

e
=]

2000 bp

1 000 bp
750 bp

M1—DL2000 marker; M2—Ilambda DNA/EcoR | +Hind Il marker; A: ZEcoR 1 5Not T ST R HE AL
B: ZEcoR 1 5Not 1 WY (13 ARpET28(a); C—H 2 FUkipET28(a)-PdHNL 155 AK AT HDHS o) B PCR;
D—pET28(a)-PdHNLI ({3 I %58 ; E—H 20 JFoRipET28(a)-PAHNL 155 A KA BL21(DE3) A T i PCR

B7 pET28(a)-PaHNL 1 EAFR MM

T 163 FiF~ AR HINL 3% 1 R 4 A0 7 A T PR i i A
J1, %8Pk HNL A R B HNL & BeS bk 1A & T 3%
PR W RIS , SRS R AT . ASAI S 3 1 7 Bk 3k P A
BdiE , PCR P45 3 LBk o S B A5 B EERG S cDNA J¥ 41, A4
YIME B2 S R U R K IS E D T RS
CL3ROE AR 30R HNL 28 AR 5 E— 20 B — R8s M 00 s %
% oA R EH A R o - IS B - 3T,
[ N uitif-5 RSk, Jo B 5 IR e X 3, 2= BH [R) B i) HNL H

BRI

SERTRIBEFY 228, R B0 HNL 52 LA 4000 J5 I 1
I S % HNL B4 o/ /KfREEGM: . SR IF HNL W25 1 4>
MAEF= b Y o R B B A o/B K IR TG M R A
HNL™Y 54 —J5 18, HNL & 1R $E 2 8 & 47 FAD 43553 Ny
FAD - HNLs 53E FAD - HNLs, A<fiff5% %45 PAANLI 7£
P 11 FRREA Y 17 4 HNL 3R (A T R 2800, & Bl R
R % HNL ¥E—/~#E{k 437, H35 FAD — HNLs, #E 35705}
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