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B OE: FirEEEE PR AT AR R, BB R R AR BB LN . LR BT B AR
Sinorhizobium melilori CCNWSX0020 F4RUSA: S. melilori CCNWSX 0018 Syl , I 2 x4 iy B /N i vie B (MIC) o KT A2 ik
BE(MTC) B AR B KA AR AP BE A Ak . 2558380 : (1)7E YMA REARESREE |, S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 1 S. meliloti
CCNWSX 0018 fj MIC 435128 0.5 mmol - L' F11 0.2 mmol - L™ Cu®,MTC 433124 1.8 mmol L™ #1 0.8 mmol L Cu*, (2)Cu*¥F <0.4
mmol- L i, S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 B A& N ) SOD.CAT H1 GPX {EHEAE L AR B 2 ; S. meliloti CCNWSX 0018 B4 P4 () SOD.CAT
A1 GPX JE M B EFH 5 ; Cu® ¥ E 4 0.6 mmol - L' 1 0.8 mmol - L i, §ij#& SOD,CAT F1 GPX 151 8 T 5 , J5 & AP EEE thH 1hK%
R BEE CuYREF R, S. melilosi CCNWSX0020 (¥ GR {& P34, 5%t HEAR L , Cu® ¥R N 0.8 mmol - L B GR {EHAR® T 110.51%;
1M S. meliloti CCNWSX 0018 {4 GR ¥EHNIZ 2 o (3)7E Cu®¥REF <0.8 mmol - L 38 , it Bikk S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 1] 38 32 #
1% SOD.CAT.GPX.GR {yiEH AR Cu* M35 E RN , 4 B B PP AL IS4 T3 5t .
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Effects of Copper Stress on Antioxidant Enzymes of Sinorhizobium Meliloti

MA Zhan—qiang'?, ZHAO Long—fei', WANG Li', LI Zhe—fei', WEI Ge-hong"*

(1. College of Life Science, Northwest A & F University, Shaanxi Key Laboratory of Molecular Biology for Agriculture, Yangling 712100,
Chinaj; 2. College of Agronomy, Henan Sci—-Tech University, Luoyang 471003, China )

Abstract ; The physiological mechanism of the resistance to heavy metal stress in rhizobium could be explored through the research on its an—
tioxidative activity. Strain S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 exhibited high intrinsic tolerance to copper and therefore was used in this work to study
the physiological mechanism of the bacterial responses to copper stress, and compared with copper—sensitive stain S. meliloti CCNWSX
0018. The results showed that the activities of SOD, CAT, GPX and GR in S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 significantly increased in 0.6 mmol - L™
Cu*, and their activities reached the maximum levels in 0.8 mmol+ L™ Cu*. In comparison, the activities of SOD and CAT in S. meliloti CC—
NWSX 0018 significantly increased in 0.2 mmol L™ Cu®**, and the activity of GPX increased in 0.4 mmol - L™ Cu*, while the activity of GR
decreased in copper-stress. These results indicated that copper-resistant strain S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 could reduce the damage of copper
stress by enhancing the activities of SOD, CAT,GPX and GR, which could be the physiogical basis for the copper—resistance in rhizobium.
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AL, ALHE 4 B SN HAMITVE B P s R S
F gl B AR R SRR AN IR B 4 R R, 3X
e — 2T LUE S SMME K ESREE T3
M HES , AT/ DX IZ R TR E £, i P-B ATP
32 2% .CDF ( cation diffusion facilitator ) fHE F¥ 8L K
Wiz #E CzcCBA-/r MR B F M ARIPAIME; — &
HERBETIUSEHES T ERE WM
GRIE A S8R 2L &Y T TE I N 4R
BT s =Rl i MR Ak 2 RO, A B ) SRR R
IR EAEY . Mok, AT A 2 R Y
W S MR AR ML RE S A ML TR B 4R BB T
YEFN 4R AR I 2R A Y7 A TR SN X B 6 R BB
Mo BT, KEMBIFE TR 4 28, XA g anfar
R4t BxT B 4R UM ARG R s I T 9, Tk
A W e AR A P X 4 R BBURR MR L R B AR P E AL R
GRRSER, BIEHT R S i L
(SOD) A3t S Ak E g (CAT) FMI 73 F E A BEPL A
R AR JF RIS BE TR (GSH) K25 GSH G
GSH 13 &L (GPX)F1 GSH i A (GR ).

A [R5 A0 AR SR A B A BT RE AN R
AR AR YT A LRI TE B EE Y h E A Bk
B, FEEEAEY S, B2 KA E KB E (Es
cherichia coli )WEABE R, WFFEE W HHT A8 i BT
FEBRRN , T HA AR T A e B R B 22 R
BB EAALHIBFR E A AMEXTE . BT, E7ER
Ay HE 22 FBAHE B B & BE SOD A sodA™®, CAT 2 [H
katA katB F1 katC"®,GSH X gshl . gsh2 .gor il gpat™,
{BAR D HE X e 2 [ PR H X TR R G
AT . AR RE MR L REAEE, & )
Z5r i —2ae 5 TRV Y LA G B A B 2R
M A YT BE IR, MR B - R ) S A [ AR R 2
AYERAEROEZEAR . RRENESBNERE
R E RS, ZBEYRR KT MERITER
YIRS, 20 SRHE YR AR P AL R S
7 A SR ) T B — AR R E B 4R A T BT
oA FAE IR AR D HRGE .

W, BATIBTE R E S E Y X 4B
— R TR RE B Sinorhizobium meliloti CCNWSX -
0020, 7 YMA BE{AEHRE FEEAIPT 1.8 mmol - L™
Cu*, X HAU LRI AT BB R I, S. melilori CCN-
WSX0020 "] LAE Wb MISMTTIE R Cu 93
P, AT LA i BB R A T A% D R GORIER Cu 3
PO A S LU B RR S. meliloti CCNWSX 0018

RS HEM, PP FKF 048 B8 X S. melilot
CCNWSX0020 HT AALBEITE AR, HSHN
HEBMIGYMm N, DI AR SR e T
IBTEACHLE], A BRI AU L SR AR 5
fitth o
1 #REFE
1.1 X E RIS

Bikk S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 F1 S. meliloti CCN—
WSX0018 7£ YMA [E{& R 75 (H R EE 10 g, BERRN
3 g,K,HPO, 0.5 g,MgSO,-7H,0 0.2 g,NaCl 0.1 g, Bifig
¥ 18 g, ZE187K 1 000 mL, pH 7.0) R £ 3557 , PR AL TH
T 5mLTY WRARSEFRE (BB AR 5 o, BRGNS
3 g,CaCl,*2H,0 0.6 g, pH7.0) P53 EHEE , 2 H .
1.2 g/ NI BE (MIC) Fg K Pk F(MTC)RIFRE

/Nl ¥k B (Minimal Inhibitory Concentration,
MIC) 248 ¥ e B B 4 J8 B 71 MIC {H, 4058 1
AERBEZ B . BKTHZHE (Maximal Toler—
ance Concentration, MTC ) 28 E X —HE LB B T
BT 32 G vk B, o i — Wk B A TR B IR AR
MIC F1 MTC A8 € R IR EE AR SR, B YMA &
RIEREPIMARINIKEESR , #H CuCl,, CdCL-
2H,0,ZnS0,+7H,0,CoCl,*6H,0,NiSO, F Pb(NO;);, S.
meliloti CCNWSX0020 #1 S. meliloti CCNWSX0018 7&
TY Bk E TR ZREI, T 8000 r-min.5
min ORI, FITCRKBES 2 IR, RAZ R
bk, I 100 pL AR BN L M N, R
EMBASAFREESRE T YMA ARG SR
b, F 28 T BREKMFRSR 5~7 d, WERRK AR
B0
1.3 EEMERINE
1.3.1 2t B e Rk T 2

B R 18 BUW B9 S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 Fl S.
meliloti CCNWSXO0018 #% 1% /)W B T & Cu®
>4 0.0.2.0.4.0.6.0.8.1.0 mmol -L* 250 mL # TY #&
fR¥EFEFD T 28 °C. 150 r'min ' $%FE 2 h J5, T 4
C.8 000 r-min™ B.0> 5 min WWEEE ., FiA 4 CH
¥ B W RR 2% vh i (0.05 mmol - L7, pH 7.8) ¥k %k 3 1K,
M E T IR TIEAC L, R ERARRE . R 1
g BIAET 10 mL MES.LEH, A 4 mL 4 CHIR
AO B R 2R R B (0.05 mmol -L7',pH 7.8, & 1%
PVP), 1R5), BT UK L#EA P, 4 C. 15000+
min™ B0 15 min, FIEWRBINPTE L ERRLIR K , PRAF
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F-20C,&H.
1.3.2 PréaisE e

SOD i #4: % F &L 1% P4 i (NBT) Y6 Ak 38 R,
i NBT Sefbik i 50% K —ABHE M A8, CAT
TE MR L AN 5 , LA 48i/0 0.1 4 0D,y
EHFTTR WEEEN 1 ANERE J1 540", GSH i3 & LY
(GPX) WEMERA 5,5 -ZmAx ZmEXH R
(DTNB)¥: , LA 8 5 (g) BB R FE 37 CF & 505
{8 GSH By k25 > S8 119 0.001 B Sy — ATl v B 3r
(FNBRAERE SN A GSH)™, 25 B H BRI IR g (GR) Y
E KA NADPH ¥, UEaHEZ2wEAEML 1
nmol NADPH “A—/M& P B2,

2 HRESH

2.1 E#¥k S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 #0 S. meliloti CCN-
WSX0018 #J MIC #1 MTC

PEYT 40 BE X B 4 R RO T 52 BB 38 H R A MIC A
MTC,, %1 Hkk S. meliloti CCNWS0020 1 S. meliloti CCN-
WSX0018 7£ 6 FFE 4B E T F K MIC #1 MTC {E 3
FTIRE , 35 SCHRHGE A — 2L B & IR DU AR T 7E [F]
FEREFEE b AP RE A9 MIC F1 MTC 2847 Hed, HFE 1
AL FES A AR ESENEFRES , AR E R
ST Y MIC Il MTC 22 540K, R IR R R AR
BIXARESE N2 SRR, 76 YMA B{AsE5
i b S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 %} Cu f§ MIC 5
Mesorhizobium loti AY509218 #H[F], 2 HAhboth Bk
) 2.5~5 4% ; %F Cu i MTC 4 2 mmol - L, B APt
BRRAY 1.2~4 1%, FHELE S. meliloti CCNWSX0020
Xt Cu BB BFBPHE; FIET S. meliloti CCNWSX0020

X Zn PIE WS . SHAMERAH L, BAKS.
melilori CCNWSX0020 X} Cd 1 Ni HitE# 2, T S.
meliloti CCNWSX0018 Xt 6 )i 8 4 J& (i MIC F1 MTC
{EEREAIR, BrikiezE,
2.2 Cu*BmB 3t S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 A S. meliloti
CCNWSX0018 i SOD #n CAT 5514 i 240

K 1A FEHH S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 F1 S. meliloti
CCNWSXO0018 f¢) SOD &R E Cu* W EF B 25
FHETREESE . 5 0.0 mmol- L™ Cu™# L, Cu™ VR BN
0.6 mmol-L F1 0.8 mmol - L' B}, R SOD i&E1EEE
FE (P<0.05), 4rRHE T 75.56%% 88.53% , H.
Cu* ¥ JFE50.8 mmol - L' Bt SOD JEM I E o Cu? ik E
% 0.0 mmol -L~ B} ,S. melilosi CCNWSX0018 5 S.
meliloti CCNWSX0020 f] SOD 1% ¥ TCEH B 255518 S.
meliloti CCNWSX0018 7E 0.2 mmol - L™ Cu?*B} SOD %
PR B TR (P<0.05) , 3255 T 40.34%; 7€ 0.4 mmol -
L™ Cu™BSOD {E MR E i, $&5 T 107.49%, It S.
meliloti CCNWSX0020 SOD ()55 & 1& 1 55 9.02%, T
., S. meliloti CCNWSX0018 Xt Cu2* Hb B U , {1k
Cu2 3 H] 5|2 CCNWSX0018 f SOD J& M B Z 75
T B S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 X Cu> HAG B it
o

A& 1B B8] A, Cu®Xf S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 #1
S. meliloti CCNWSX0018 {4 CAT 7% 14 5 i (1 25 1k 44
#5 SOD EMAfb—B . Hi#H CAT & M7E <04
mmol L7 Cu* WE T , WA K4 B EBL; Cu® W E N
0.6 mmol - L F1 0.8 mmol - L i}, H{APHN CAT J&E 4t 5
FFE (P<0.05),5 0.0 mmol - L Cu*H L A3 R E T
114.14% 71 168.84% , 5 0.0 mmol -L~* Cu®*#H It ,S.

% 1 S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 #A S. meliloti CCNWSX0018 g MIC F1 MTC {& (mmol - L) 5 H i iR B H KO L 48
Table 1 The MIC and MTC(mmol-L*) of CCNWSX0020 and CCNWSX0018 comparing with other rhizobium

H4 & Heavy metal

HiFk Strain Cd Co Cu Ni Pb Zn

MIC MTC MIC MTC MIC MTC MIC MTC MIC MTC MIC MTC

S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 0.06 0.2 0.6 2.5 0.5 1.8 2 4 0.5 2 0.5 2.5
S. meliloti CCNWSX0018 0.05 0.1 0.2 1 0.2 0.8 1 2.5 0.3 1.5 0.3 1.8
S. meliloti Alf12 - 0.5 - - 0.5 - - - 1.5 - -
S. medicae CCNWSX1921-1 - - - - - - - - - - - -
S. fredii AY509242 0.1 - 1 - 0.1 - 2.5 - 5 - 0.5 -
Bradyrhizobium sp. 750 - 0.5 - - - 1.5 - - 2 1
Mesorhizobium loti AY509218 0.1 - 0.1 - 0.5 - 5 - 5 - 0.5 -
Rhizobium sullae CCNWSX1294 - 0.2 - - - - - - - 2.5 - 2

VSRR

Note: data in paper not mentioned.
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Z 1000t . a g sof
|?0 a T : a a
# o 800f b ﬁ E 40}
o E \;‘E "o c b
2 = 600r ~ 5 30}
2% b d b.S b ¢ = % b b
- (SIS d
T o 400+ 2 20F g d
wn Q
= s i [
B
g 200 < lo;m
e J
f d
0 0 1 1 1 1 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

44 & Copper concentration/mmol - L™
B S. meliloti CCNWSX0020

4He & Copper concentration/mmol - L™

O S. meliloti CCNWSX0018

B A RVNE FRFOR ] — B R TEA R SHE T 2 Rk BB W2 57 (P<0.05). TR

Values are the means (n= 3)z one standard error. Different superscripts letters represent significant differences (P<0.05) between values of the same

strain at different copper concentration. The same below.

B 1 $EXt S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 FA S. meliloti CCNWSX0018 #J SOD(A)F1 CAT(B)iE I =2 N
Figure 1 Effects of copper on SOD(A) and CAT( B) activities in S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 and S. meliloti CCNWSX0018

meliloti CCNWSX0018 [ CAT I% 4 7E 0.2 mmol -L~!
Cu* itk . THH (P<0.05) , #2181 75.89% ; Cu> ¥k J&
7 0.4 mmol - L' i}, HAKN CAT iEMERIE, IR_RET
259.11% ; Cu®* ¥R BB F 0.4 mmol - L B}, E&{APy CAT
TEHEFF IR
2.3 CufB T S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 A S. meliloti
CCNWSX0018 B GPX #1 GR & 422

&l 2A %] S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 4 GPX &
R EE THEE, SXRMELL, o WRE <
0.4 mmol - L B} GPX {EM: %A kK4 BE DL ;Cu*h
0.6 mmol - L' F1 0.8 mmol - L' Cu®B}, Bk GPX {H
B (P<0.05), AR T 162.89%F1 345.43%:;
Cu® e E R 1.0 mmol - L' i}, 5 0.8 mmol « L Cu?*Zb3H

IS
=

(4)

GPX 1&
g
o

GPX activity/U-g™ FW *min™
®
S

3

a
1

L ¢cc c® ¢
0 0.2

[=]

b
c
0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
4HeFE copper concentration/mmol + L

B S. meliloti CCNWSX0020

L EFETFRE(P<0.05), Cu®%Tf S. meliloti CCNWSX—
0018 (¥ GPX Y& 5 S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 25
A #a#—3 , ¥E 0.4 mmol - L™ Cu®*Af GPX & EFE T
= (P<0.05), HiE M5 &, 5 0.0 mmol -L™ Cu**#H Lk
GPX IEMEE T 39.90%; BE#E Cu* ¥k E N GPX 7%
PR

/& 2B B[40, 5 0.0 mmol - L Cu® 48, S. meliloti
CCNWSX0020 (¥ GR % 7E <0.4 mmol - L™ Cu? B 1%
B REBEDA Cu®> R E N 0.6 mmol -L~ 1 0.8
mmol - L Cu*H¥, Bk GR 15M: B &5 (P<0.05), 43
BERET 7572%F 11051%, b Cu kBRI, S.
melilori CCNWSX0018 ) GR 5 1 ) 2 30 T it g,
7£ 0.4 mmol - L™ Cu™B, &N GR TH 483 TR (P<

5120
5 (B)

F b
b, b a
b
be be
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
iU copper concentration/mmol - L

—_

g 8

T T
©

GR {&
)

GPX activity/nmol NADPH-g FW -
o
(=)

[\
(=)

c

(=]

O S. meliloti CCNWSX0018

B 2 $Axt S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 F0 S. meliloti CCNWSX0018 fJ GPX(A)F1 GR(B)iE RIS
Figure 2 Effects of copper on GPX(A) and GR(B) activities in S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 and S. meliloti CCNWSX0018
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0.05), 5 0.0 mmol - L Cu M LMK T 54.07%; B
Cu™ ¥R EEHE I, TR GR 1&EME#E—2 32 I
3 iFig

Te B RS B b B TR Y SR R SR B
TERL T — R MIE N , RILCAAR B B Pt , Bl
CLE th PP S IR DU AR R B2, MIC F1 MTC /2
TEM A E LS B RN EZIRR, XS
meliloti CCNWSX0020 F1 S. meliloti CCNWSX0018 7£
6 M E 4B B F T 1) MIC F1 MTC {E#1TE, H5
EAPTHERRERE L . R 1 0IH, BEAR S. meliloti
CC-NWSX0020 4 BAREFBHitE, T S. meliloti
CCNWSX0018 fith#izs , stk itk .

YDA i 2 B 4R e S ARG R ARE
HEXZR P, Bhattacharyya W55 Rhizopus ar—
rhizus 3% Pb 38 B} SOD F1 CAT Xk H,0, B
HEMERAX, B, Cu™ W F <0.4 mmol - L7, Hilfith
BbE S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 {4 P4 (4 24 i SOD F1
CAT FEM®A BEF R, MEBURMEER S. melilot
CCNWSX0018 {4 SOD #1 CAT JEH: B E T 5 , v fE
EHEBERR S. meliloti CCNWSX0020 43 W B I8 22 6%
LRSI E Cu kA AMNITYE , AR LAS M AN
FEAEI Z 1) ROS; BUBME B T 38 I Cu™ il ,
SOD 1 CAT (&R EF R, AR EPLAR e i —
F 5 TN o Cu® & >0.4 mmol - L™ Z [E] B, 7] BB
AMFTTEARESEAPH 1E Cu> B #R S. meliloti CCNWS—
X0020 {7 %, FKRAN SOD F CAT {HH: B ZT 5, L
HRRE RN T £/ 07 - F1 H0,, P& ROS BRI ;
Cu™ ¥ FE>0.8 mmol - L™, Cu™ B F AN M ) T IRIP BRI
BETEIRE ST, FRIVEFR SR, SOD Al CAT FEM:EAK
Bk S. meliloti CCNWSX0018 4N i) SOD F1 CAT 1%
HEAE Co®™ ¥R E K 0.4 mmol - L7 KB B, HETF S
meliloti CCNWSX0020 P4/ SOD F1 CAT %14, =8 S.
meliloti CCNWSX0018 XifCu? H#50R% , Mk B Cu*3it
A 8|7 S. meliloti CCNWSX0018 () SOD 1 CAT J& 14
BEFE, TERS. meliloti CCNWSX0020 %f Cu?H
BB, BeAh, I A Kl E] POD H3E
P, "I REEPIRRE A POD FIAHCEEEH X S. meliloti
1021 & HA 547, KIHEAE POD B HEH
SOD #:I[H sodB.sodC F1 CAT 2 catA catB catC,

GPX 1 GR /2 GSH & kY R G # SN Ak
Joip 36 A EE BRI, T A B AN (R e v B Al i N 1 &2

) H,0,, 7E GSH/GPX R%iH, GSH £ GPX A kA A
GSSG,GSSG i 1T GR F-84 38 i i GSH, #RJ% B i
GSH A 8. THFERIBTAL A S A8 JFUIR 25 76 AR B o
Cd  EE AR 38 20T A EE AR A2, 5, Cu
WA 0.2 mmol - L B, Bt AEURME B MR 9 GPX 1
MH A B &AL, TTRERAANEMTEL RS
(W SOD) IS, BEPRE AR B KA 32
1o Cu*Hk BE>0.2 mmol - L, i GPX VEMEHR R, ©
B W — et 5T R A A A 1 32 3 4R B s
S RAEEARIBR N, HEIZ—RAKRN GSH %
BAE—ERE LB, W GPX JEtEth Ak
¥ GSH & & ry¥g s im=-#, 5Lhx L, GSH #1 GPX
AT 7 S8R o A2 B2 B ) N R 4 JB R S T ), AR
5% Cu i 72 h, JR T8 YL, BT AR GPX 1E
B S FRURB bR RAE VRN Z M LR R SRR
HIZE R . Co® Y E>0.8 mmol - L, PR #E A GPX %
P TFAREAR, BAB GPX HLE LI 2 Ge i 1 ik
FIRARRE, Z4RE S R BRET , ROS SHi ik
REZ RN NSRS BEIR . 78 Cu® Wk E<0.8
mmol - L7, HAGHIHEEKRA GR EMIRR, RraLit
GSSG if 5L GSH, 124 GPX 24t T —E /K FH K
Yy, 8 GPX GRS = K, F M S 55 E ek
AL 3] ROS B3R, SR BIARTE Cu™ 8 T GR
TEHEREAG, B GR A H Ah bt S AL BEXT Cu
SRR B Cu kAT BE 53 GR B3R, LIBX GR &5
GSSG HJRESI T, GSH & B th 2 FRAR, 3% 5 Uk
PERRIR N GPX &AL R —B

4 i

TE YMA RBlfRREFEEE b, Bk S. meliloti CCNWS-
0020 T 4% 1.8 mmol - L™ Cu®*, 5 4 %5 ok M B Bk S.
meliloti CCNWSX0018 #H ., 4t B bk S. meliloti
CCNWSX0020 7E Cu¥ F <0.4 mmol -L Cu®*Bt , 7]
AEi S HA R X (AMAMNTTE AR ) KRR
Cu 8 ; Cu® ¥R >0.4 mmol - L B, B {452 2] By 380
WK, AR RGNS, LR SOD . CAT,
GPX.GR HyIEMERIE BR IR T £ ) ROS, BEAIL Cu (Y
FEEROL; Cu® W FE>0.8 mmol - L' i}, H T
BitHIRE ] , AR B R SRR , BT MR LA LR EABT
SALER R EPUIER B E S. meliloti CCNWSX0018 Tif
AR A B ENLH Z — , AR SR LR R 2R
E T HE IR
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