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A2 hriokfs 5 ¢ k- 5 (Oryza sativa L. cv. Taichung Native 1 > TN1)
SRR (- ) FEFRETEE Y T2 B (2 ) Bk &L (HS)

% 5 ¥H45 9734 ¥ glutamine synthetase (GS) ¥ protease /&1 :c % 2. B2 58 o

WF IR oKfEH Y o R A KXl s LR 0 2 PERL AR
2R o R F RIETEAESFE Y FEAARPRES RN DNRP R
ErPFIRG o Rfe% v ga § a2 8 7 3 f HO, 0 % Mg i 4 ascorbate
(ASC) 7z & #4235 i %% ascorbate peroxidase ~ glutathione reductase ~ catalase 7%
1> e 3 4v superoxide dismutase EE o HE R FRERFF T F KRBT E
PO TR B R AT M o B AR #F S SR M e
PR ¢ B g ',ﬁf;;ﬁi;!ﬁ;’mj\f F F eyl o 11 ASC
FJRakF AUV REF V422 T o FIHAERIE F 2 e e pléEd T 2V e

SFEEIF i TR L A M

AT HERORFE% W E P N GS BT '8 o protease Mt E A o HS (45C 2

| PE ) € radl 48 P73 B GS £ protease & 1% it o HS $H45 734 ¥ GS & protease

EE 2 i ¥ F] NADPH oxidase #r+##| imidazole &JZ @ 347} - Buthionine
sulfoximine (BSO) % i® & i glutathione (GSH) & = $r#]3| - BSO rJZ ¥ 4 “ﬁ%
S 459735 E GS 17 protease /&M %2 2%k > @ BSO i£% x ¥ 4L ¢k 4 GSH 4%
B e e A TR L AJZ(non-HS )T “F4r HyO, 8¢ GSH 7 #r 4] F145 3% % GS & protease
&2 s s o L-galactono-1,4-lactone (GalL) % & = ASC z_ % 44 ° non-HS T ¢
4 ASC & GalL 7= ¥ 38 (> PR 45 #7 3R 2. GS £ protease /& 122 % o 3P HS ¥ 3
safrdldeih k4% v E P GS & protease /B2 it o (RS d FF it L AER Ay
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Rice (Oryza sativa L. cv. Taichung Native 1) seedlings were used to investigate (a)
the effect of nitrogen deficiency on Cd toxicity and (b) the effect of heat shock (HS) on

Cd-induced changes in GS activity and protease specific activity.

The N-deficient treatment caused reduction in length, fresh weight and dry weight
of shoot, but had no effect on root. Nitrogen deficiency also caused reduction in
chlorophyll, protein, and nitrate contents, and chlorosis in leaves. Rice seedlings grown
under nitrogen deficient conditions resulted in an increase in hydrogen peroxide content,
decrease in ascorbate (ASC) content, ascorbate peroxidase, glutathione reductase, and
catalase activites, as well as increase in superoxide dismutase activity in leaves.
Abscisic acid accumulated in N-deficient leaves, this may leads to the reduction of
shoot growth. The cadmium concentration was higher in the leaves, shoot, and root of
N-deficient seedlings than that in leaves, shoot, and root of control seedlings. Addition
of ascorbate to N-deficient rice seedlings alleviated cadmium toxicity. On treatment
with cadmium chloride, N-deficient rice seedlings had more severe toxic symptoms
than those of control, which is most likely related to low antioxidant ability and high

cadmium concentration in leaves of rice seedlings grown under N-deficient conditions.

CdCl, treatment resulted in a decrease in GS activity and an increase in protease
specific activity. HS pretreatment (45°C for 3 h in the dark) protected against
Cd-induced changes in GS and protease in rice seedlings. Exogenous application of
imidazole (NADPH oxidase inhibitor) under HS condition counteracts the effect of HS
on the activity of GS and the specific activity of protease. Buthionine sulfoximine (BSO)

is an inhibitor of reduced glutathione (GSH) synthesis. BSO pretreatment reduced HS

v



effect on Cd-induced changes in GS and protease. The effect of BSO was reversed by
the application of GSH. Exogenous application of H;O, or GSH under non-HS
condition was able to inhibit the changes of GS and protease induced by CdCl,.
L-Galactono-1,4-lactone (GalL) is a precursor of ASC biosynthesis. Pretreatment of rice
seedlings with ASC or GalL under non-HS condition protected against the Cd effect on
the activity of GS and the specific activity of protease. In conclusion, HS-reduced the
changes of GS and protease by CdCl, is most likely mediated through antioxidant

systems.
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F BT HE

HB £ 2t

-N nitrogen deficiency

ACC I-aminocyclo-propane-1-carboxylic acid
ABA abscisic acid

APX ascorbate peroxidase

ASC ascorbate

BSO buthionine sulfoximine

CAT catalase

CdCl, cadmium chloride

DAB 3,3-diaminobenzidine-HCl

Dea diethanolamine

DEPC diethylpyrocarbonate

DHA dehydroascorbate

DHAR dehydroascorbate reductase

DTNB 5,5’-dithiobis(2-nitrobenzoic acid)

DTT dithiothreitol

DW dry weight

v-EC y-glutamylcysteine

EDTA ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid

ELISA enzyme-linked immunosorbent assay
FW fresh weight

GalL L-galactono-1,4-lactone

GR glutathione reductase

GS glutamine synthetase

GSH reduced glutathione

GSSG oxidized glutathione

H,0, hydrogen peroxide

HS heat shock

IMD imidazole

IRRI International Rice Research Institute
LSD least significant difference

NADH nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide, reduced form
NADP* nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide phosphate, oxidized form
NADPH nicotinamide adenine dinucleotide phosphate, reduced form
NO5 nitrate

non-HS non-heat shock
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HB £ 2t

PC phytochelatin

PNP p-nitrophenyl phosphate disodium
POD peroxidase

PVP polyvinyl pyrrolidone

ROS reactive oxygen species

RT-PCR reverse transcriptase-polymerase chain reaction
SAS statistical analysis system

SE standard error

SOD superoxide dismutase

SSA sulfosalicylic acid

TBS tris-buffered saline

TCA trichloroacetic acid

Tea triethanolamine

TiCly titanium chloride

TN1 Taichung Native |

Uuv

ultraviolet




BAMIREL G - BELERF LY - EEFHFE I EEH DT E > 4
FR L RREARBIT S o SADEEIT E R A BE o ke ¥
EHEHA RN S AFF L 2L X fg0 Gpmpd MR
I LR 25 % 7 & 2R -

PP AELA0RPE U Y2 g BE- YR A EAFBBURFEF L -
BT pdpd o EP RN S LR F BABES AR N A HEEARLZ
Pz st 2R S LRI 2 £ & B (Mittler, 2006) - 4R35 B T A 4
FLEgHEyrE+33 cF FREFIL20FTAE - LB L5 EFER
T2 AHEET AR R IR EA R F R A
de % FLE vk %2 F (Shin et ‘al., 2005; Molassiotis et al., 2006; Tewari et al.,
2006) - 4§ 2 ke w0 FP BB BEBR LT ¢ sk kfEEEE G T 5 A

W AR L AT .

EFPESgnmeddgd LN EUERpElrREDERT2Z B3R
(TR AIT ) fre e B s (M BT ET SBE 4 h

’

2% UV k- i 7% ) 2 212 (Lurie and Klein, 1991; Saltveit, 1991; Gong et al.,
2001; Kang and Saltveit, 2001; Sato et al., 2001; Allan et al., 2006) - 45 3% 5 ¥ i € <%
glutamine synthetase (GS) 7%+ £7 protease ' iE 1+ o GS % § % F L (£ % e & fi%
F 0 GS EHFEMT S48 A BER AT ARAEH e E 2 G
ToBd A2 EF RE MY FRTREH WP hFo F 7 5 protease (¥
M E R é}g dp s L3 2 GSEAF Mot F s ¥ protease 2 % 14 (Casano
et al., 1990; Casano and Trippi, 1992; Roche et al., 1993; Casano et al., 1994; Strocher

et al., 1997; Subbaiah et al., 2000; Balestrasse et al., 2006) o F1F it & st JR2 3 4v >

1



FOREF VB2 G T o Ak drdleEiTi ¥ GS B protease VAT 2 B

o TSR b k2 (TR AR o

AL EFHEAFIMEERZ A (- ) F VAR RE S L
A5 = 2_ B 7% (Hou and Kao, 1993; Chen and Kao, 1995¢) ; (= ) # i &Fr |-k f&% v
2@ £ 2 i¥* (Chen and Kao, 1995a, 1995b) ; (= ) # 4%k fea 2 22 4x8p 3 T
2_ i % (Chien and Kao, 2000; Chien et al., 2002; Hsu and Kao, 2003a) ; (= ) # i“ 4§
BoRferdE ¥ A 4§ i3 8 (Chien et al., 2001; Chien et al., 2002) ; (I ) % jE s &
K fEdmt 2 12 B % (Hsu and Kao, 2003c, 2005) ; (= ) 45t % 127 K fmfE 2 3
v FrERipk 7§ % 1 (Hsuand Kao, 2003b) 5 (= ) /&1 ¥ 8 R fsdhad < 122 M
% (Kuo and Kao, 2004; Hsu and Kao, 2007¢) ; ( ~ ) — ¥ i § 22 4g @t < 42 B 2 (Hsu
and Kao, 2004) ; (4 ) B T & 1* 4534 Fdeg+ Az a2 B % (Hsu et al,
2006) ; (+) % ~ryeegpat X (2. B % (Hsu and Kao, 2007a) ; (+ - ) #4 ik 5 id?
g at %t 2 B (% (Hsu and Kao, 2007b) o A % v (x4 F:E 2 2 77 7 » 8- H B I+
HFLEFUEHRELEHRH RS2 HE T 2PE V2 AKRLHEETHEE GS &

protease fi¥ % iE iz g2 B o
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e

FE A BHEBRA
4“"15454155:'@(- ﬁ%nﬁup%/il%l._%ﬁﬁm“%ﬁiﬁ%ﬁ%%’Fz-‘ﬁ?ﬁfﬁ/"‘
ErVHESFEAFT P Nd afAE T AR FINMESLZREREL

£ PR IR OE AR o

G- URERYNEE S HRECBETHETIRE CRLDID > IS
P2 F g PR EL ARG Ao AR AL ke
FRRLELERA RN, SBF LS A KB P 1988 & o FFIEF R
AR B AR A4 11 R 2001 #E 0 ZAREAG R AR S bl 2002 E o
0P s feEAEAd o P AL B3R, 2002) o imEd AR e s A1 ¥ Aok
%A E PP EEBZART S AEEE 0 B 31 ALE Lk
B THEY TP  GEEE LR A LEN R AME S A
BERY ARG @I F L2 TRA R M BRES P IRAEP FF LR
AR R A AL T F R o B2 FRMEHAR R B
e o A g A 0 2 F g (Fassett, 1975) « fsif & SR E R 0
Hra it > Lot 32 EERF LN P k2 G387 5% JREE

B2 VARLREFG S B

- EERRESLE

&

£ H A pRGI00FEAE N T 53485 £ £ B(Weast, 1984) o & & feni

EABBEANAENSgem 2 4o AF LB BELERHY 0 F L EHESF L KD
CHAE FLRAMARESFFTE DS G &F A0 3 P (Nies, 1999) - 4

o

A B6gem’) R FAky EA Mt £h2 - o - MG RF LD



W

2HEZF 0.04~032 pM gk > F 2 Y Rk R Aok £ 3] 0.32~1 uM TAR G
F147.7% % (di Toppi and Gabbrielli, 1999) « # **4£4 (% & thd {15 frk? § it ia
2 & (Pinto et al., 2004) » F]p 4 £ f5 4 3 b ¢ mfﬁ#i‘uf‘kg B OolTsE 0 R

PR HLE SR BREF 23 RAUB LW 2 2

< }f%:}ﬁ Mo ERAAFIEEEY LR I4ES TP B et & $F#(Chen and
Kao, 1995¢; Chien and Kao, 2000; Chien et al., 2002; Hsu and Kao, 2003a, 2003b,
2003c, 2004, 2005, 2007b, 2007¢c) > A= 7= M E P F CARR & 7 R FEF¥ w L AEE T
2 qpth o 45 A T AR ¢ Rtk IR NS BT S g E A B
4 &2 € (Bingham et al., 1976) o {547 13 & R & LIEJF FI4E IR > Fpt 4R 43049
A A4 g T4 B AF 4 (Lietal, 2005) {9384 ¥ Frg 4324 £ % 5 453
T 973 = 0] i % 1 (Chen and Kao, 1995a, 1995b; Mattioni et al., 1997; Lagriffoul et
al., 1998; Moreno-Caselles et al., 2000; Carrier et al., 2003; Yeh et al., 2004) o 45 3r ]2
FAERFV R EIrdlimre s B o & mie o BBt £~ 4 RBETA] - Fr4] DNA 4o
RNA & St~ B8 AFe i a2 A & DNA & 221 % 3 B (Moand

Li, 1992; Liu et al., 2006) °

GHBET o fE 2 kS FF ¢ Frgl(Alcantara et al., 1994; di Toppi and
Gabbrielli, 1999) » M 2 Frf|FEE F 2 4 & FF K- 53 PRATFEZ L EHE
(Stobart et al., 1985; Defilippis and Ziegler, 1993) 45 € F 34T ~ 4% ~ B ~ 0§ £ ~
% 2 e fl * (Das et al., 1997) » #r 4[4 38 7 Fe(Ill) reductase & = 4 4% IR %
(Alcantara et al., 1994) » > #' s B ey &% # 38 (Hernandez et al., 1996) - 4577 ¢
Bk gk s A 4 s (Dasetal, 1997) # Biwie ol F {438 ke 7 £ R
*> (Barcelo et al., 1986; Poschenrieder et al., 1989; Costa and Morel, 1994) - & #1423~

2 AVB IS IL (S 0 € R0 F F F L& 4%k it (T * (Balestrasse et al., 2003) © 4% €
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il B p FEIIRm e b i ATPase 0 & ELRUF UGS L s

it t2(Fodor et al., 1995) -

b B G EFKASATIAE R 2 BB 0 F P e il P E A

F A S ¢ ABUR (Xiong and Yang, 2006) ¢ 4o Bogh B~ 702 &~ P iR <

KEIE R N E w3 P P TR £ EE L D X
R (cristae ) f2%8 5 ' ¥4 3 T #1i¢ & % % (Brune et al., 1995; Siedlecka and Krupa,

1999; Talarico, 2002) -

S FREREELT %

ErEEF Pl XA AR 2§54 i BE X E
£H~BT - FT ~UV s~ ¥ %42 % % (Benavides et al,, 2005) o & # ~ #
FR T o fefe i FrE e (T Nk S iRE g EdTE A 4 - 5§ %% (Asada and
Takahashi, 1987) e £ § X HEPF> Vi AREFETF %L ER 4o o B 5 %

(reactive oxygen species > ROS) ¢ 358 4k ¥ (singlet oxygen > 'Oy)~ 42 % A o
# (superoxide radical » O," )~ i % i* & (hydrogen peroxide » H)O,) >~ & ¥ p ¢
# (hydroxyl radical » HO-)> d § # 3 2 2 2B ha 42 » £ F (Rt o
S F gy H)0 kA MapFigE v (75 £ & g 4 @ 3 4 5 (Kovtun et al., 2000;
Apel and Hirt, 2004; del Rio et al., 2006) » ;2 A Fl LA R B PR T |
RBERAENT REF me N eht A F > ok T~ g o i

73 = & (Mittler, 2002) -

WY THEEL IR A OB e Ry P ER kg p

©

g RPN 2 dE V0 B 7 KA A F ascorbate (ASC) -~ B R A

[¢



glutathione ( GSH ) (Noctor and Foyer, 1998) » 1 % #3572 |4 & 5 a-tocopherol ~
flavonoids ~ alkaloids ~ carotenoids ¥ « ASC # 1 i “,f 0, ~ HO- ~ 'O, (Buettner and
Jurkiewicz, 1996) » ¥ *t & ¥ fiz & ascorbate peroxidase (APX) f¥% F J& > # H,0,
BR Lk 27 uFesR AR K a-tocopherol £ # = (Padh, 1990) - GSH + 14 PF‘-%
0, ~HO-~'0y> ¥ ¢+ 7 11 %82 ASC 22 NADP énl 4 & 2 (B3 2% 2 14 A (Foyer

etal., 1994) -

4 e (1“2 % 1 & ¢ 3£ superoxide dismutase (SOD ) -~ catalase (CAT) ~
APX -~ glutathione reductase (GR) (Bowler et al., 1992; Asada, 1999; Mittler, 2002) -
TRy Y EEE R AT

202.7+2H+ ﬂ) H,O,+ O,

21,0, — AT S s 0+0,

H,0, + ASC i) H,O + dehydroascorbate ( DHA )

§ 1 # glutathione (GSSG) +NADPH+H' —°X 5 2 GSH + NADP'

SOD % 4ad 4L ROS % - 4 - O 7 /5d SOD iF% Poif - % 5
HyO; o fg B & 5 SOD > ¥ i % i & hy 1+ (cofactor) ~ 5 = #f
Cu/ZnSOD ~ MnSOD -~ FeSOD (Bannister et al., 1987) - Cu/ZnSOD 75 3t fm ¥ B -
E S A (stroma)> MnSOD 75 ** #5048 &L 5 » FeSOD 73+ ¥ % %8 A& F (Bowler et
al., 1992) - CAT i+ *"iF % i* 48 (peroxisome )’ ¥ ')%-“f H,0, - APX 3 %27 ASC-GSH
A% (&4 Halliwell-Asada #%) 2% > 7 S A ¥z 2w 7 ~ 5
1 L EWAT - 4 £ 4% (thylakoid membrane ) ~ #4188 - + ‘FF'-“% H,0, - CAT

6



2 APX # HyOp siiqr# 2 6 > APX #fe4 fig (uM) & f § - 42 & H,0,2
ok o CAT e fe §135 (mM) 3 f i 8 55 # 2 * £ H,0, (Mittler, 2002) -
ASC-GSH %% ¥ »APX ¢ ij 42 ASC» @ £ # ASC f# 3 & dehydroascorbate reductase
(DHAR) i+ % i & 4 GSSG (Foyer and Halliwell, 1976) - GR ¥ #-§ it fi GSSG #&

5 BREGSH A% L& 3w s dmre iR 2 E gAY o
LI A SRAEE

SEABEAEF CEBHEF R AT 0 2 FEAF I RE M R
AA WA FE O i BRABT LT RBRF L BRAMS T EREE AL
e Haber-Weiss & &> ## O," 2 H,O0,#& % 5 HO- (Halliwell, 1982) - X5 ¥ i* B &
W g Aot g A R F U HRF B GSH § B AT Bikes
REEAE 0 2 00242 F X BUBRMT R EAEF PR F 4
FEEE R L S S LR EES T R R
(Somashekaraiah et al., 1992; Shaw, 1995; Stohs and Bagchi, 1995; Gallego et al., 1996;

Balestrasse et al., 2001; Sandalio et al., 2001; Fornazier et al., 2002; Cho and Seo,

2005)

G Eme o RO kR HO, (Dixit et al., 2001; Schutzendubel

et al., 2002; Cho and Seo, 2005; Hsu and Kao, 2007¢c) - 4538 € i3 = *5 FiF ¥ “ B %
(lipid peroxidation) » **g% & ~ * & ~ @ P F ~ [P BHR ~ X 2B~ F B E R4S
LR T I % (Dixit et al., 2001; Groppa et al., 2001; Wu et al., 2003; Balestrasse et
al., 2004; Kuo and Kao, 2004; Cho and Seo, 2005; Metwally et al., 2005) - X @ f &% &
diEE YR8 g T F 1Y i 5 R ¥ oh(Romero-Puertas et al., 1999) ¥ et B § R

% 3 4 55 T § 1 (di Toppi et al., 1998) =



BEBRFLPE > JEFLEREAER DR L J A EFIRFREET T F
FRge e p ZHEF Y 5 4513 2 SOD ~ CAT ~ APX ~ GR ~ DHAR #1422 % © 45 i
72 3 4v ¥ & guaiacol peroxidase ¥ APX /& 14 (Chaoui et al., 1997) #r4] SOD £ CAT
7 12(Somashekaraiah et al., 1992) o 48 4+ e d® 45 15 > CAT /& 423 # € *% i<(Dalurzo et
al., 1997; Sandalio et al., 2001; Fornazier et al., 2002; Shim et al., 2003)> & &4t S-fa
2 ] ®§ (radish) # > CAT ~GR -~ SOD F # fEehEid ¢ "EF 450k B H e @ 4% 3
(Vitoria et al., 2001) - 5= & %4 45 &2 {5 > SOD ~ CAT ~ APX ~ GR 7% 1.3 ¢ (Dixit et
al., 2001) » = CAT ~ APX %% 4§k B P&/ "% i< (Sandalio et al., 2001) » =4 2%
L pEF ek oy ¢ A 2 % 1t (Romero-Puertas et al., 2004) e #>£H2 & *+ 50 uM
45k B T 48 /] BF > SOD~CAT~ APX & M & % < F|#r+4](Schutzendubel et al., 2001)
v 1§ 245 1 0 APX ~ CAT 7% (ag #7#](Schutzendubel et al., 2002) o 455 R -k &
TN1 5454218 » ¢ % % SOD » APX~ GR » CAT » peroxidase (POD ) 7% 1+ (Kuo and
Kao,2004) o £ 7 i ¥ 4§ R 2 R PO b g5 TR o SR R
544 GSH 7 £ » 4o p # v & ~ * 2 (Rauser, 1995; Balestrasse et al., 2001;
Dixit et al., 2001) » & & jf ¥ 59 GSH z € | £ ¢ * “ (lannelli et al., 2002) - 4534 %
GSH z e > 7 o E 8 % 5 84~ # £ % (phytochelatin » PC) » & #F ¥ ~ # &
Jod s w g ELET] PC R f 2 8 45 413 (Vogelilange and Wagner, 1990; Salt and

Rauser, 1995; Stolt et al., 2003)
I~ 32#HR2IME

A PRS2 L EF B LE X df 4 (Boyer, 1982) > Flpt AT f 22 fr g
B i-BRERBDRIL - F 5 o BForfgenztd b7 ¢ 8 4.8 - i
KA BREFS BT L TR0 2 FROEL G R D
F s ®_ il (Rizhsky etal ,2004) > 2 E R F B H B IFB LA BHH L U4y

%\j\’ ﬁ”} v‘*;;‘éf_i L’J‘Jﬁ'.@]ﬁ‘-o/\;r*p SR ,J,}\:IF%%}I% 57 e
L



R R L AN T B0 R - o 50 LRITREY B FA P

TR S R R A LR E R - B

FHF UL S LGRP J T i A2 BRILNF b o Mittler (2006) &3+ ik
FLBOP 0 BHGRE P P G H B R LPE Y R &

—ArF A PR ARG I BREEDE L F (Rizhsky et

_\.u-n

by L2
B e R

e

al.,2002)c BT AL A BUEBEREE - AF AT FRUEY LRk §ERD
AE B o FETNGrE H k- AegF AP R EF EDL R
(Mittler, 2002) - 5z % & £ £ HiF B b P 2 PF o € @ 93 T vk 4oyl (Barcelo and
Poschenrieder, 1990)° & 4 2 % B> d >t it £ e F a3 o b 3R F £
FETAGEER TV b MR A AL - B REREE T &2 F (40SOD

# APX)» fUHIiEE A w 1% 3§ R B S A - 222 By PR b

R4 2hA g 4 BeE i T (Ranieri et al., 2001) - 54 5 1 B 5 £ i
BoOowLBRF RNAL > R FEFEN - 2IHFON TR BEBRZF K-

A HFURHESFLGE

FRAEFA LA T R PAE 0§

e
3
-
)
A
b g
égbn
=%
[k
_xg_
-l
W
AN
‘I,.
3
1%

BT EAR e GRS LD R € F (A

N
|
bl
)
ﬁm
|
‘ o
%
By

2=
fEd g = 2 L el o 1395 IRRLfezf F 0 Rfedl § Frilcz it > # L5 2 g BT

S ARHERE  REREN  EESFBRERET  E P A SRS

BU A EE S R Bk #Ech (IRRI, 2003) - o v 2 VBB AE > B § P
FHEOE 0 EEEF AR o AaEFD AF TN (Ao ATE) ke
TFFEAT i g F R o R TN S G F g RN K o AP

Fl3 + 382 £ (Finkemeier et al., 2003) - 4 % B ¢ # # 5z £ T "# (Mizrahi and



Richmond, 1972; Tewari et al., 2004; Li et al., 2006; Kovacik et al., 2007) > ¥ & # ¥
PN ERRIEERESEF ~ 39 F 7 £ (Mei and Thimann, 1984; Finkemeier et al.,
2003; Huang et al., 2004; Kandlbinder et al., 2004; Erley et al., 2007) > A {g 4= & £ 13
$F 2% ¢ "3 £ = z(Erley et al,, 2007) ~ amino-N ~ protein-N j > (Mei and
Thimann, 1984) ~ A& At § % 425 § % & "% M (Darrall and Wareing, 1981; Li et al.,

2006) -

FIFEVREHFHOAF LA ER I Z R 07 3¢ (Tewari et al.,
2004; Shin et al., 2005; Zhao et al., 2007) > 3% %#3<% 3 GSH 7 £ T "4 &¢ % % > ASC
Z EH 4> i3 5% GR~DHAR ~ CAT ~ APX /#1277 " & 2 ¥ » SOD ~ POD #
145 4 x5 (Finkemeier et al., 2003; Kandlbinder et al., 2004; Tewari et al., 2004) - }&
P i [ 5 % ik (abscisic acid » ABA) i@ 2 PFfigE & 4 J > ¢ gt
BT ARFEBATEE A E SET e p F G R ABA R 0l
(Mizrahi and Richmond, 1972; Goldbach etal., 1975) ¢ ¥ ~ fate 4= j7 f: 5 ‘m%s & B %
(cytokinin ) Bedx § efE fA P 7 5 € 00 Flm B 848 4«02 & (Horgan and Wareing,

1980; Darrall and Wareing, 1981) o

=gl

fgrd Eorg i ak N F R MBS ER B F AT I ERE

“‘E

AL - raF gk EiER o4 TR HRITH R A (Erley etal, 2007) o 4 F B

il
o4

e
At

T a4 W p <0 phenylpropanoid pathways @ i& & d *t§ F B> & F 0 Feh

Rl

FEEE S AT ET S & N asE 1 &4 (phenolics) > 34 ¥ PAL &
i ot A - BERSE 8 B RAFT A F e RRE m R E

2_ s B g kg = 2 B F (Kovacik et al., 2007) -

B 4oF % N HPEE o nitrate reductase ~ GS EM A F PEE T 0 kA 2

=k

tdk ¥ P4 € 5 (Lietal., 2006; Kovacik et al., 2007) ©
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By
pm
N—
%
=
|l
d
‘«m

PEFELHEERPFEF AR (R B A e ¢ 7
&M % 3|+ #(Gussarsson et al., 1996; Hernandez et al., 1997; Gouia et al., 2000) - %

. Vi EEA TR P S N 3HE 4 (Boussama et al., 1999a; Boussama et al.,
1999b) o gt #b » Maier % 4 (2002)% I 7 45 2 = 1+ ¥ 8 £ 55 o pl o 4T €V Ik dR
RAETAFL S s P AR MH T A E > A AR HAEAEF BT gk
% o b Foo-kAss 3 8 02 {72 (Eriksson, 1990; Hassan et al., 2008) » ie & % ¥
b iR AR AR B F Ao 4% § A7 4o 45 50 % ## (Florijn et al., 1992; Willaert and

Verloo, 1992) -

FifieR A58 2 § 89, £ s 454 T R R - Finkemeier

v

PR };%i:’;fﬁ ' BT
£ 2o FEE T S RE

b

% 4 (2003)47 % FIE & BT Aend B K F A

PR

4
- F J L0118,

4

BFHER 2 BP0 LA B EHR A RS EFR LT A

ek PR BAEGHE LT EHRKBEER G T L AH Y BEFAR N

(~
(=
fﬂ

ﬁo
A~ BRABER2 MG

W2 F AT BRI RS8R LA T o - RER
B IL A AR N RS AR AR A LR S D ISCLRE > T UH
W= 258 ) F B 2 @b (Kuznetsov et al., 1993; Gong et al., 2001; Song et al.,
2005) > B FH A L F A RS 2K CHEEH T 0w AL PSR G T
(Lurie and Klein, 1991; Saltveit, 1991; Gong et al., 2001; Kang and Saltveit, 2001; Sato
etal., 2001; Allan et al., 2006) > 4c 53 3. & {6 $k ¥ 52 % 2 @ 14(Gong et al., 2001) » & %
2 & (Mignamungo) ~ -k &% w2 454 Z (Kochhar and Kochhar, 2005; Hsu and Kao,

2007b) - #% &) & $H4E ~ 48 ~ 4B £ £ B 2 @2 (Orzech and Burke, 1988) » #r4 7

11



UV #s & @82 72 F (Walter, 1989) » & § 403 4 o R R 7 % 2 (Kuun
etal., 2001) » &> R ¥rdl$+ & 2§ % (Stapel et al., 1993) » 34 K F ~ P3O %
Ik~ Foem ;:{ %*? % F 2. @t (Dat et al., 1998a; Dat et al., 1998b; Gong et al., 2001;

Kocsy et al., 2004; Larkindale et al., 2005; Velikova and Loreto, 2005) °

BRRBESFHETER2ZAE > 7 F 4T (- ) FH ABA 2
£ 3 4r (Shakirova et al., 1996):( = )& H,O, % ## (Dat et al., 1998a; Dat et al., 1998b;
Larkindale et al., 2005; Volkov et al., 2006; Hsu and Kao, 2007b) ; ( = ) 3 4c42¥ * 4
GSH 7% # (Nietosotelo and Ho, 1986; Orzech and Burke, 1988; Neumann et al.,
1994) 5 (= ) 3% #4iF * f2 % %144 % (Lurie and Klein, 1991; Saltveit, 1991; Kang
and Saltveit, 2001; Sato et al., 2001; Hsu and Kao, 2007b) ; ( T ) iBi&25 = £ ik 5. 30
(Heckathorn et al., 2004; Kochhar and Kochhar, 2005; Volkov et al., 2006)- 4% 7 % %
wligkdg o AR T L EGE HOy P 2 H A F ;ﬁd HO, (T 5 4 4 3 3 Hin
FiL A RF BRRREHEEE G E KSR ECSHEEHR 24 T (Hsu and Kao,

2007b)
1 ~ GS¥rprotease 4 % § LB 2 M A

Gy 242 3 TR %R e 350 4845 2 7 ff (Lauriere and Daussant, 1983;
Streit and Feller, 1983; Peeters and Vanlaere, 1992) - 4¢3t 3 £ {6 4 § % N Fch— B P

A > FEAEDRET IR EHmEAL T - %I AHAR AT 0

/e*n
£
{{5«:
S

FAERD T ABEFAERS > B FRARIF IS RTTT 43 fedp
(Chugh et al., 1992; Boussama et al., 1999a)- ¥ *t ¥ 5¢ i3 = {24 % fFidg+ o ¥ &
GSEM2 "M bk Al ~iBEHF T -2 2R THE2 X307 BRIV R
% (Thomas, 1978; Backer et al., 1986; Peeters and Vanlaere, 1992; Chen et al., 1997;

Chen and Kao, 1998; Lin and Kao, 1998) - A% 3 2 &L F7 7 & o > SR 5 € & k45

12



A2 AEEES A 0 A R fE 2 R T4 R GS E s 15 B (Chien and Kao, 2000;
Chien et al., 2002)°GS % % (4&)F it % ¢ chd & A% > % ATP %2 % glutamate

dv b 4ap S % 5 glutamine 0 B K BN 40T

0 0

1l 1]
CH.-C G~
CHy O ATP ADP  CcH, NH,
| S [
CH-NH’ — CH-NH’
COO NH,' B COO
Glutamate Glutamine

GS %2 w1 - I % 4K =t 2 2 £ (Hirel et al., 1987; Walker and Coruzzi,

1989; Edwards et al., 1990; Roche et al., 1993; Sukanya et al., 1994) » % iE~ € < 3| "%

fRiE 2 B
bt ? Fo T2 Bl f e L B2 Eg THESIH B Ipy Az
AR 4~ B S 2B M e 7 = (programmed cell death ) (Huffaker, 1990; Vierstra,

1996; Beers et al., 2000; Palma et al., 2002) - :7 k 5 3% % éjl%;}la B Few FokfE
(proteolysis ) 7= £2 7% it § &3¢ & enF i 5 5 3 B (Solomon et al., 1999) o # fm?z p
ke FRpglpd A2 3 VB4 > TLGF MBARBDRY FERY Ak
bR K R & SipeAl @ 'E f2(Grune et al., 1997)c 3 ¥ * R FERE M E R R T
i & g e s A+ 1 33k (carbonyl group) 2z A2 o — S F A 3T T g

Eehgdd > 8 F PHBPERY FRACERMERFL R I F N ED

Jan
ok

3% %2 3 i i 8 (Prasad, 1996; Kingston-Smith and Foyer, 2000) ~ &% & 22 * & ¥ it 2_
12 % (Matamoros et al.,, 1999)~ § A &>t Ep d KA 4 2 % (Juszczuk et al,
2008) ~ 5 4 & 2_ Rubisco % P~z & >t L ¥ i 8 (Eckardt and Pell, 1995) ~ /|- & 3%-k

# (Tambussi et al., 2000) ~ g & ** 4§ 1% 5 (Romero-Puertas et al., 2002) -

13



THFALAL D d AR AR F I B0 FIAE T e poig & 3 T (Davies, 2001;
Shringarpure et al., 2001) » w¥ § & F-v F-KjZ S k525 5 39 F o 3 F
‘k f2fF(protease ) B> o 47 R P 2 Fov T A f2 & Ko 3 f 2T 4% § iF 5 (Subbaiah et al.,
2000) ~ 4 355 24 % T i 8 (Stroeher et al., 1997) ~ # &3tk § i H 85 & F_agL
7% 1* % % (Casano et al., 1990; Casano and Trippi, 1992; Casano et al., 1994)~ % ic§ %
22 p #3453 B (Pena et al., 2006; Djebali et al., 2008) % » igd A H 3§ G H % 4
gy Y €48 B protease 2 AN B L A BN BT RN AR EE R

T o 7 g % e 'E M protease /% f4(Sheoran and Garg, 1978; Djebali et al., 2008) -

,T&GS A% o mEF GSALE V4R L GS ' Ry - & # Z#(Levine, 1983; Rivett

and Levine, 1990) : % & + @ :fdas s 4k drdlis § 8> Oy7 2 Hy0,2 2 = (Elstner

and Frommeyer, 1978) > m &2 & A kBT F S 4nGS 423 & 7 F Byfsahs iy
(Stieger and Feller, 1997) ; /| ¢ £ %4 GS (X% » X 7|51 % *5sc¥nm ¥4 » 27

Haber-Weiss * & ¥ i % GS " f2ip 484> iw 7 £ & ¢4 ¢ (Palatnik et al., 1999); H#-=

l:fs\

7 GS2ZREPR&IAAIHO - pd AIkE?Y > FMGS AL S LiFr ¥
F Vi GSrtde A 3 it 2 GS { 7 % A F fE(Ortega et al., 1999) o F i el % B v

—

GS "sfarmq 4.5 & iF1L 5>

%

'Eimo

S35 4] GS B L T ARH T R AR T 0 T it A GS Bk d A4
§ L 34715 en GS 5 protease (7% A fR> @2 B (T4 F BV F o B0 A4 4l
TR o d S ERAT U S S 2 W IR oL RS 1
FHEFBTER GS & protease FEEF L R L L AR HEF Y - BEY 2

% o

14



s A REL HEERLF]
MORBH T E SR ] W4 A RS B AL 4
(=) & R RE S e AR N

F b 4p ¢ W RfsrgpE A2 ’fs » 2 R F] 5 4% € g l-aminocyclo-
propane-1-carboxylic acid # % 5 2 % » £ ¥ it fo %~z R 5“7 B (Hou and
1@mw%y«$%ﬁ@$ﬁ%tﬁagw?ﬁ*§ﬂﬁ&ﬁb%i%*:WFH’

4CEH/§@IW gi‘aéc HiET ?7 7 E\(ChenandKao 1995C)
(2 ) & M 4EFrdl kAo vian £ 2 fen

F VR e eyl Rfss g W E o 5?“ MRRRZ A M 0 B A E %
fe € A st ime k2 2. POD SR B 0 B 4o dmie iRz R H A frdn e £
(Chen and Kao, 1995a) o 7 tedig (440 B GSH £ %0 484~ glutamate # cysteine € &
¥ & YRR AE w2 #4084 GSH & = #7414 buthionine sulfoximine( BSO )

B € 1 452 Fr4]42 £ 42 & 4cJpl(Chen and Kao, 1995b) -
(=) & 4R¥kfed T odedps A2 M 2

B gEat R P L arkfs TN % 5 4& M4RAJT > 435 ¢ -84 AR
%o @GRt R EAF kA TNGOT % w B 7 € % 2 (Hsu and Kao, 2003a) o 5 4% fee
B2 INL-RAEs7 S 5 § 5 4630 B % o 443 R Ao GS 425 15 W
ARV ES RS 24T TN L Af RS R L AR BLS T RS

(Chien and Kao, 2000; Chien et al., 2002)
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53

r
&
=<

() & 4R KAsr EL AL 0

FULEAELAEF AT CER A2 T ES PG ERIRE PRS-
Fropd BpaAS EBEEHT UFEEZ AT AR KR REY S
TF BT 4 pd A2 5 B (Chien et al,, 2001) © 451 = -k & TN1 4&8g 5 7
e GS B Mg Vo A AR A S F R F L R GSA X p I ASTH

% & {4 % i< (Chien et al., 2002) o
(1) %iipas kfssim s o MG

KA TNGOT7 % w 3045 F fdF chaf L1 > ¥ i TR E P € 34 % ABA 4
F oo R ERTE F oA R D HeEahsdr 0 Flm 'E M45id & 2. 3 Z (Hsu and Kao,
2003c) - S fe 47 i i 5 gibberellin & =+ #| paclobutrazol rJdZ 2 8tk € ¥ & > i
MR B R A B B d Y ABA €3 4 A BB R T (Hsu

and Kao, 2005) -
(#) &Fdf % 27 ok feafiz v Feelps %

KAE TN % w4 ad < L 2 i F]7F a0 2 & “ 452 € $& B protease +* ii&

Mo~ B e Boo B A R F s i A2 R IR % 7 M (Hsu and Kao, 2003b) -

(=) B3 Fa L fesgat 2 12 B 7% (Kuo and Kao, 2004; Hsu and Kao, 2007¢)

v

KAETNL 2§ %5 & MERILEF 2§ P > B E 1 2R RELTE
F Vg > BB pEE F M (Kuoand Kao, 2004) > = 3% #3 3833 4 k7

i & §_d 3 Hy,0, 2. % # (Hsu and Kao, 2007¢) °

16



(~) - F i g BaEatX 42 B % (Hsu and Kao, 2004)

BE AT = R eV

- o bokfeapE R ks o FR-F MR
EOORFUR R A T2 EY > PR - F MR AGE R

(Hsu and Kao, 2004) -
(4 ) BET & V453 ¥4+ A a2 B th(Hsu et al., 2006)

BETORAEH T HN AL AL HRL A E P ABA 2 § Bt a3 4t

<+ 7 F (Hsu et al., 2006) -
(+) % ~meggpat= 22 B i (Hsuand Kao, 2007a) -

PR AFMA PV AR R EF SRS LIRS B TSRS
B¥-kfeg a2 33 v U A H0y 2 F 2R D ez s jea E 5 RE sk

(Hsu and Kao, 2007a)
(L - ) # ki adm ¥ ggmt < 42 B % (Hsu and Kao, 2007b)

BB R ILN PR A HOy 0 A APX C GR BB - B 48

¥H45 317 8 2. % 14 (Hsu and Kao, 2007b) -
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oo e

AT RS LD AN AR Y kfE 5 ¢ Ak - 5 (OryzasativaL. cv.

Taichung Native 1 » TN1)» % — 303373t dd & PR T ke 2 e 2 B 5 =
OO PIHE 3 B koL AR K 8% W 4R 8 GS £ protease & i g2 BT

- R ER AR

BRIP4 F R B AR A 3R 2 RAEER ) M 2.5% K& FR4
(sodium hypochlorite ) 37z i % 15 24818 » £ 0 p R-RiP R T B8R T F
Phoo MBRIDI Y - A RERAZ20cmB A > B 3TC R BT R

4 ) PELS > ke Boo A0 150 mL MR = B b o E 3 LA
kR EFch dRiH A Bk o ﬁ*%éﬂ%%7k1§@iw’ﬂﬁ
30°C/%if 25°C > ARSHIRAE 80% » & 3 % {4 — SRR o kiR T 4 &2k

Aerd (1) &8s (F2) kPR FRfe¥g2E152E8 %
BRS (Y812 % ) FPFHA - RIERES 452 (SuM CACl, > & £4e » -k

R)6 R o BTG AEITE LS 0.5 mMASC EIE 6 ) P L (T AT o fTB i

W2 HoFE R R P NI T A L HBEAEE A 210 B E S 10 By
PSR 10 HRII G - o F- A ER Ak o0 04k § BRE P H LK

Ry ke 2 454 (Li et al, 2006; Kovacik et al., 2007):&m ¥ 5y B2 5% % 2 4|

Fo TR B AR EE 10 FE S A SR L AR A T LA o

FoOMPLARLEKR BT 2 2y ERBER R EK B RSB T R
KRR BRES T RIS E YR 2 BB (9 8~12 %) FREA- R
BT 2® T 3 FASTH kAL (HS) & 30°C & # A2 (non-HS)»
SR % ARG (SuMCACL) 6 2 9 % o gt o> AR AT W b Pt KA 3 | P

18



pA s %S 0.1 mM imidazole (IMD ) ~ 0.5 mM BSO #2 1 mM GSH # &2 5 &\ (4%
Jed2 o e PE3Y non-HS 3 /) P4 w43 0.1 mM & 0.3 mM H,0,~1 mM GSH~0.5 mM
L-galactono-1,4-lactone (GalL )~ 0.5 mM ASC # aJZ o JeBrfd2 2 % - E P27 &

FIEEREFA O I0PES - LR B REE R4S

%4 Lok piRpe

(=) &%k

# 1000 mL &+ ¥k #;% (% 1)> 0 % stockA ;& 1 mL ~ stock B /# 1 mL ~ stock

Cit ImL > 4 kpefln+  pH4T-48 -

%21 ¥ %u 4 & k% (half-strength)

A inlL — stock A

(500X) (NH4)2804 241 ¢g
KNO; 925¢g
MgSOy - TH,O 675¢g
KH,PO4 124 ¢

B: imlL —stock B

(500X) Fe-citrate 75¢g
Ca(NO3), 300¢g
HCI (1 N) 500 mL

C: inlL —>117ﬁ¥-%’$ 10 % % stock C

(10,000X) H;BO; 1.55¢
MnSO, - H,O 034 ¢
ZnSOy4 - 7TH,0O 0.58 g
CuSOy - 5SH,0 0.13 g
H>,MoOy4 0.08 g
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(=) #§ ki

% 1000 mL 4* § -kK#£7% (% 2)> p % stockA /& 1mL ~stock B ;% 1 mL ~ stock

Cik1lmL > v z4 kpe@a > pH47-48 -

% 2. 3% %94 &% -k#% (half-strength)

A imlL —stockA

(500X) Na,SO4 259¢
KCI 69¢g
MgSO, - 7H,0 675¢g
KH,POy4 124 ¢

B: mlL —stock B

(500X) Fe-citrate 75¢g
CaCl, 269¢g
HCI (1 N) 500 mL

C: mlL — £ ﬁrf? 10 & % stock C

(10,000X) H3;BO; 1.55¢g
MnSO, - H;O 034 ¢
ZnS0Oy4 - 7TH,O 0.58 ¢
CuSOy + 5H,O 0.13 g
H,MoOy4 0.08 g

BN XX A

Boofffrs P38 2R INE R (cm) TRIEHE (FW> mg seedling'l) v B
65T 40 2 X (SR EH 3Gz E (DW > mg seedling'l )oKk fE T IRE PR
£ (cm)~ 12# ¢ (FW > mgseedling' )~ 1242 % (DW > mg seedling”) -
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=N ERpA

£ %% 7 P L% 1395 Wintermans and De Mots (1965) 2. = j2 13 @@ = o B~
BoRFSE ® > 12 2 mL sodium phosphate buffer (50 mM > pH 6.8) # & = s2 5 >

BB Y B 40 ul *t 1.5 mL o) #s # > F4e ~ 960 uL ¢ fF (100%) 8 £395

,3‘?—5

R ACR A THEE 30 4418 2 4CT 1,000 g A 15 A4 B0 b
iR A ok BRIk £ 665 nm &2 649 nm (Agss > Apag) 2-F% K i o T 0
@i e i (95%) R i e % kA (pg Chl (40 pL) ") & 2 3% (6.1 % Aggs)
+ (2004 xAgpo) P E A ko A BELEHE SR (mgg FW) 5 £% % LA
S0CHFR 2 #)+ 1000+ 4 S # £ (g)o# 10 * F 2 F¥% 4 7 £(mg (10 leaves)" )

SESRERXS0 (FE 2 E) + 1000
(=) 9 FEERT

=0 F 7 £ R T %4995 Bradford (1976) 2. 32 o B~ 10 #RKfSE F > 7 2 mL
sodium phosphate buffer (50 mM > pH 6.8 ) 77 = = 3257 » #-3 B2 3t 4°C T 17,600 g
B 20 A48 B~ 0 FiR o P~ 20 uL b iR 4e » 5 mL dye solution > & IF R & 353
GEEE 1044 A K LR P TEE 5950m 2 Bk B (Ases) o T v IR IL 20
uL sodium phosphate buffer * &+ ik o # o €2 7v F 7 & (mgg "FW) 3
Asos +0.01 (K> pg' em™)+ 1000+ 5@ & (g)o & 10 P E ¥ 2 36 75 £ [(mg
(IOIeaves)'lj % Asos = 0.01 (K > pg cm’ )— 1000 - &% & &2 5~100 pg | 4 = ’F

Fov otk baE R EF S @kl : 0.01 (Ko pglem!) o

Dye solution fie @ = /% % =B~ 100 mg Coomassie Brilliant Blue G-250 4 » 50 mL
o f8(95% v/V)E v b2 2 X AR IEAET 2 203 3 4c ~ 100 mL phosphoric acid
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(85% viv) & * = = Z4 k<& 2 1 L > Whatman No.l Jjg i m2 167333

#ad FLP L EH o

(=) Ap@ags (NOs) ¢ ERIZ

NO; 7 &Rl % %4345 Catoldoetal. (1975) 2. % j# < B~ 10 % -kf=E & - 12 2mL
SR AR RS BRI BRACT 17,600 g 25 A4 B FR o
B~ 0.1 mL } %4 » 0.4 mL salicylic acid (5% (w/v)» 733 kAife ) *2 3R T F
& 20 ~ 48 o ¥ M4 » 4.5 mL sodium hydroxide (NaOH » 42 N) > =R &£353 &

%

#FE O30 ~AmFHE>Ar U kKRR R A E 410 nm 2k B

ik
R

(A4r0)° 59 3% 0.1 mL = & Z4- KRS F R -Fsu#£€2 NOy 2 £ (umol
i 1
g'FW) 3 Agqo+ 1.229 (K > pmol T em™) x 20 (FB B #) + H&#E (g) % 10

P %2 NO;z £ (umol (10 leaves)' ) % Auo+ 1.229 (K > umol cm’) x 20 (ﬁr

(z) % i*3 3 &R

H,0, 7 &P 221345 Jana and Choudhuri (1981) 2_ % j% o B~ 10 ¥ -k f&f & &
5 ¥Rk #1338 > 12 3 mL sodium phosphate buffer (50 mM > pH 6.8 > p 3 1 mM
hydroxylamine ) 77 Ji = 3257 » #-57 B~ 2 %+ 4°CT 6,000 g #frs 25 ~ 48> B~ iR
#-2mL F i 4e » 1 mL titanium chloride [ TiCls (0.1% > v/v) 3 ** HaSO4 (20% »
VIV)) (SRR L3533 F R T 1,000 g8 15 A48 1A kR BB L E
410 nm 2_ %k & (Agi0) ° 3 ¢ :#5% 1 2 mL sodium phosphate buffer 3+ ik e
&tz H0, 2 & (umolg FW) 5 A40+028 (K> pmol cm’ )X 1.5 (ﬁrf?
B+ HEF#HFEL(g)F 10 # & 5 2 HO, 7 £ [ umol (10 leaves)'1 15 A0+ 0.28
(K > pmol™ ecm™) x 1.5 (B o)+ 502 HO0, 7 £ (umol (5 roots)' ) %

Aqio=0.28 (K> pmol ™ em™) x 1.5 (4% #) -
22



() H:0, 8 1 & g3

H,0, & 5—‘« it 8 & 47 %4345 Orozco-Cardenas and Ryan (1999) 2. = /% o 2 B~ 10

KABE T 0 #27 v 7 7%~ 1 mL 3,3-diaminobenzidine-HCl (DAB > 1 mg mL™)
B B 2TCRRA KT 24 pEoB N B kD] 7 G OS%IFH L R N
¥ 80°C Kig 4 20 & 45 allﬂrf—i F%Z o Z7 w3 RS LI 95%5}3‘]#53:‘}%‘)?

24 ) PE RIS R RILE 2 E P T A 17 DAB € 2 HyO, 2 4 $5 ¢ 2 kY o

§ MOyt g B o gid ARFA T § RARF

() GSH ~ GSSG & GSH + GSSG 7 £ B =

GSH 7 £ B £ %139 Smith(1985)2_ = ;2 - 10 # -k f&% 7 11 1 mL sulfosalicylic
acid (SSA > 5% > w/v) Eﬂlﬁtz\lfaﬁ‘r s H-E B 115,000 g #es 10 A 480 By H ‘J%"

i 0 4w 7 GSH + GSSG 47172 GSSG 4 7 ©

(1) GSH + GSSG 7 £ 4 17

P10 puL b ikt ~ 8x12 itk & 4§ 2 microplate - 4r » 15 uL SSA {18 > =
- k&L & B 4 » 175 pL sodium phosphate [ 143 mM ~ pH 7.5 > 6.3 mM EDTA > 0.3
mM NADPH (0.248 mg mL™") )~ 20 pL 5,5’-dithiobis(2-nitrobenzoic acid) [ DTNB -
6 mM > ;3 ** sodium phosphate buffer (0.1 M ~pH 7.2 > % 0.1 mM EDTA) ) > 4c »
20 pL GR (25 unit mL™) # # %] #- microplate *c » enzyme-linked immunosorbent
assay ( ELISA ) microplate reader 7| 2600 #) P 4 & 412 nm 2 % £ B % 4 (AAgp) e
B d A2 10 uM GSH 4 Z 4G kel » £ 4R 8% 4 sde 8 1) total glutathione 2 F

BB o Fi@E2 GSH+GSSG 2 & (nmolg' FW) %95 & XZSO(ﬁ%—%

2 )+ 1000+ H 5@ F(g)e# 10 ¥ E * 2 GSH+ GSSG 7 £ nmol (10 leaves)™ )

—\

= F Rz E <250 (4 % %) + 1000 -
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(2) GSSG % & 4 5

B~ 200 uL t i 4v 4 uL 2-vinylpyridine 2 6 uL 30 mM triethanolamine (Tea) -
WEETIOFR - ) PFRS 2 15,000 g #es 20 2 450 B~ 10 ul Pgikil o 8x12

i ¥ & 2 microplate » {5 & % 82 total glutathione 7 £ 2 Pl 2 Ap e o {2 12

10 uM GSSG 4c F 4 ket » £ B8 L 4491 GSSG 2 F iRl 5 & o F suff & 2

GSSG 7 £ (nmolg' FW) 59 5 £ ><250(ﬁr%§ B#Hc)+ 1000+ )k F#E (g)-
& 10 ¥ £ 52 GSSG 5 £ [nmol (10 leaves)' ) % @5 £ x 250 (ﬁfﬁ Ei#k) +
1000 -

(3) GSH 3 £~ 44

¥ & GSH z £ [(nmol g 'FW - nmol(lOleaves) ) % total glutathione % & & 4-

GSSG 5 £ -

(=) ASC - DHA ¢ ASC + DHA 3 £l <

ASC 7z 2 Bl 2 %1245 Law et al. (1983) 2 3% o B~ 10 FRASE F » 1 1 mL
trichloroacetic acid (TCA » 5% > w/v) /kig# = 3275 » #-5 P~ 1 15,000 g 4

20 A48 0 B b Fe 0 A uig 7 ASC+DHA A 454 ASC 4 4
(1) ASC + DHA % £ 4 17

B~ 200 pL * i 4e » 200 pL sodium phosphate buffer (150 mM > pH 7.4) > %
B TR L3593 15 5 s~ 100 pL dithiothreitol (DTT » 10 mM) # % 15 448 > £ 4c
» 100 pL N-ethylmaleimide (0.5% » w/v) > @ {é 4c » 400 uL TCA (10% > w/v ) ~ 400
uL phosphoric acid (44% ) ¥ if 353 ° 4c 400 pL 2,2°-bipyridyl [ 4% > w/v > % 12 100%

L iRAfE s R Eg kR R R e BIERED 70% ] £ 4 200 uL FeCls (3% » w/v)
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o BN 3TC RipHk 1) pF e 210,000 Qa5 A4 > B i o b iR
Ak B Rl Eot £ 525 nm 22k K (B (Asys)e F v iRBk 12 200 uL TCA (5% w/v)
o Fp e & L £ 2. ASC+DHA 7 £ (pmol g' FW) 5 Asps +8.092 (K> pmol”
em™) xS (A B #) - HE# L (g)o# 10 # F ¥ 2 ASC+DHA ¢ £ (pmol (10

leaves)' ) % Asys+8.092 (K » pmol™ em™) x 5 (&) -
(2) ASC 3 £~ 47

#-1+ i ASC+DHA 7z £ # 474 » 100 uL DTT £ 100 pL N-ethylmaleimide 2- %
Fecn &4 100 uL = = F4gk 0 HRH B o £ UL 2 ASC 7 (umol g
FW) % As;s+8.092 (K> pmol” cm™) x 5 (k) ~ R&EFEL (g)o* 107
¥ %2 ASC 7 £ (pmol (10 leaves)' ] % Asys+8.092 (K > pmol™ em™) x 5 (s

)
(3) DHA 3 £ 4 44

# 5 DHA % £ (umol g’ FW~pmol (10 leaves)' )5 ASC + DHA £ &# ASC

)
s

(M) mFEs ERT

ABA ] 77 j# & % ELISA ;2 22 OsRabl16A 2 F] 4 ;% o

(1) ELISA i

ABA % ¥ Pl % %1945 Hurng etal. (1994) 2 = i « B~ 10 % -k45¥ ¥ » 17 6 mL
TR (80% (VAV) o § 2%k ) ki F RS R e 4T

35241 (T - B )e LRiET 12,000 10 A4 B I mL b F R
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TEE e FR 2H0E S 4~ 0.5mL T A (100% 0 v/v )~ 0.5 mL NHsH,PO, (0.2 M >
pHO6.8) 4=iF & H %= =3 3304 C T # % 10~ 45> 8 PVP column( 2 waters vacuum
manifold 4¢ # ) > £ 12 6 mL Z 4 Kimie g 40 ek JpiR £6 4 100 uL PRpERL R

Ja 7.1 mL e

#-fg i i C18 column (24 waters vacuum manifold 3 § > /i & 7 4% 1.5 mL
min') s 4 4 mL Fakie (7 8 (20% 0 v/v) > kg e (2% > viv)) v g 1t im
HE R o FHEII M AmL FB% (7R (55% 0 viv) ;’Jiﬁﬁ'ﬁfz (2% > viv)] (4%

e fipiriE L 2icE (TR 4C) .

4 » 200 uL TBS buffer i3 {2 © 554 2 % « B~ 100 uL ABA &3 i% & 1 S4c »
anti-ABA coated plate 2. & & 1, ¥ (Agdia® » Phytodetek® ABA kit) » & — 4
4v > 100 pL tracer solution > M M B 4tis £ 4C 2 T #F 5 3 pFo @I A ¥
2 j%e &8 > 12 200 uL wash solution 77 #k Mg = = ) & =& 10 A 4 o F — R A 4e >
200 pL reaction buffer & = %|*x » ELISAreader ® » & 5 & 453§ P~— =X & £ 405 nm

2.0k B (Agps) > FHRE ABA B MR & 2. AgosiE 1.2 12 ¢ B0k o & fE38 3 el >

/24’:512:!:\' 3 °
#- ABA BB ER Pz B LEHE XL EF A F (Binding %) WERE R
ERASFEREY A 5 ABA X B SR EFT AT B S AEF ABA

PR o REFAFRTAONGEME IS EF A F (Binding %) = ((## ABA
7k & &2 Agos— 1000 pmol mL™ ABA 2. Agps (2 5 ABA 2. A4ps—1000 pmol

mL" ABA 2. Ags) Jx 100% binding# 7. # & 2. ABA % #(pmol g' FW )% Binding
%4 52 ABA 7 £ (pmol) + e &# £ (g)o+ 10 # ¥ ¥ 2 ABA 7 £ (pmol (10

leaves)' ) % Binding % & 22 ABA 7 £ (pmol)
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% 3.ELISA j# z_ & fe 9

A 1 fedl = 2

TBS buffer 1000 mL 7% 7% 7z 3 3.03 g trizma base ~ 5.84 g NaCl~ 0.2
g MgCl, - 6H,O ~ 0.02 g NaNs3 > pH 7.5

Tracer solution  — ¥I tracer ¢ 1 mL F 4§ K5 & 4&fs & & 4e » 4mL

tracer diluent # * > 3 F7@ fie @
Wash solution 1000 mL /%% % 7 8 g NaCl ~ 1.15 g sodium phosphate
( dibasic » anhydrous ) ~ 0.2 g potassium phosphate
( monobasic > anhydrous )~ 0.2 g KCI~ 0.5 g tween-20 ~
0.2 gNaN; > pH 7.4
Reaction buffer - ¥ p-nitrophenyl phosphate disodium ( PNP ) substrate
tablet (5 mg PNP/tablet) ;% ** 5 mL substrate diluent
(1000 mL ;3% 5 0.1 g¢ MgCl,~ 0.2 ¢ NaN3 ~ 97 g
diethanolamine » pH 9.8 )

(2) OsRab16A 7 F14 ;%

OsRab16A £ %] 7 ¥+ ABA stk 2. 4 #] (responsive to ABA) (Mundy and Chua,
1988) » Flpt k£ ABA 7 & 77 ¥ * OsRabl6A 5 F1& I kR o RFSE ¥ RNA 2
WPB AT L DD W EE IR = BRSSP 40 PoRAEER S 8
# % 5 40 » 1.4 mL TRIzol® reagent (invitrogen™) B~ 5 445 o *+ 4°C 1 13,220 g
oo 10 A 4afs o Bt 7 F%4e ~ 0.2 mL chloroform» JE £353 (6% 504 - £ X
AT 13,220 g s 15 A 488 0 B b iR 340 » 0.5 mL isopropanol ¢ 2 £ 35
320 CHEFE 1) F34C 2 13,220 g8 15 2 4802 "%J /%‘n %ok w12 75%
100%FpE iF- % il 4= » #-4% 5 b 5 {6 B~ 60 uL 5 diethylpyrocarbonate (DEPC) fw

T2 FARoKiR 2 RNA > 4§ 5 575 0-70°C -

k4% OsRabl16A # Fle ¥k p] © RNA # 5.5 DNase I &JZ# “,’T‘. genomic DNA
{8 P~ 5 g ¢ % DNase I rg2is2. RNA i&{7F 4R &pr 4l & & (reverse

transcriptase-polymerase chain reaction > RT-PCR > SuperScript™ III First-Strand
27



Synthesis System for RT-PCR > invitrogenTM) o 1ok A% OsActin 2 F1 1% 2 dp4)je o 3%

A BATFF A (£4) frPCRF igit (£ 5) 27 A FHkip o

PCR 2 47 11 2%3K "o "R RE & (7 3 A& 3 ] Gel-Pro® Analyzer $ic #8 #-%% 8 ¢
DNA iEd 72 - kR 5 3@ > 3 OsRabl6A &fﬁ“f 12 OsActin #cie &
FHREL o F%REE 2 TR EHReNEE M HFKETS 104§ 2oadicied R

A ko FRBE I E RS

% 4. L7513 B 5
AF L 3+ ¢ 513 B2 (57— 3)
OsRab16A  Rabl6A-5° CGACACACCACCACACCATG
Rabl6A-3> | TGTGTACATATGCACGATGA
OsActin Actin-5’ ATGCTCTCCCCCATGCTATC
Actin-3’ TCTTCCTTGCTCATCCTGTC

% 5. PCR & Jif it
2%t RA () PR U =

OsRab16A 94 5% 1
94 30 )
62 30 # } 27
72 30 45
72 7 % 1
OsActin 94 5% 1
94 30 )
55 30 # } 24
72 30 4y
72 7 % 1
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(1)&zERZT

4 7 B P 2 %1345 Fuhrer (1982) 2.2 2 o B~ 10 ¥ -KF&E & ~ 10 $hi= + 3%
£ 10 $A1I20 > B2 65 C Uiz 2 % 0 HRlic £ o MR ST 92 550 & 1
P4 (BEZT R F )o 4 r 100 puLEAEEZ 100 pL Hy0, (35%) 0 »¢
T0C# e # 1 HNOs 2 HpOp &g o e » 2 mL = =k 4R 18 » R sfe k3
% (atomic absorption spectrophotometer ) i? ¥ 4§ 7 £ ° #-% ¢ 4 1000 ppm CdCl,
Wiz peflo %547 2 (ngg’ DW) 5 Axss (pgmL™) < 2 (# &4 A > mL) = #

FicE (g)e
T~ BEREEA
(=) APX & A 44

APX 234 P~ 22 £ 1 & 47 5 1995 Nakano and Asada (1981) 2. = /% o B~ 10 ¥ -k
f&E % > 1 4 mL sodium phosphate buffer (50 mM > pH 6.8) /kig# E= 2% » X
B3t 4°C T 12,000 g 3pes 20 A 4 (s o A E Tt 7 Fk A %A 5Pk o B~ 0.1 mL i
% X P~% & B 4c » | mL potassium phosphater buffer (150 mM > pH 7.0 ) ~ 1 mL ASC

(1.5mM » #7@#fe® )~ 0.4 mL EDTA (0.75 mM ) ~ 0.5 mL H,O, (6 mM » #7# fie
B d FRRES 50 A A kKRR R - AR L E 290 nm 2 =
%

RER (AAyo)e 70 PR EH RS FHF A FHEZZPR - V220 UL pE £ 5

\F‘b

P~% 41 * Bradford = /% Bl € 30 T 2 - B2 EM (Unit) 3& 55 44
# 4% 1 umol ASCo= 5. # & 2. APX 7% l“j‘(Umtsg FW) % AAsg+ 2.8 (KomM' em-
) x 3 (F tifi) <40 (fFfF S %) ~ 1 (min) ~ HREHL (g)#* 10 7 E 2
APX &+ [ Units (10 leaves)'1 ) & AArgy+28 (K> mM™! cm'l) x3 (F ER#) x40

(5 %) +1 (min) -
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(=) CAT i2ii ¥

CAT 2_ 3 B~ 22 & 12 4 47 (34245 Kato and Shimizu (1987) 2. = ;2 o B~ 10 7 -k 45
¥ % » 1 4 mL sodium phosphate buffer (50 mM > pH 6.8) 7kip# &= 325 > 5B~
2 4°CT 12,000 g AR 20 A 4TS 0 B R AR F R B 02 mL 2
Bk & B 4e ~ 2.7 mL sodium phosphate buffer (100 mM > pH 7.0) ~ 0.1 mL H,0,

(1 Mo rgEpefl) 30t d g pREHBI > 23 UA LRI RIT- &P
£ 240nm 2 2K BRI (AAyg) o 79 B A RSP A TREEZERR - ¥
B~ 20 uL %% 3 B~ 4] * Bradford = 2 B2 3w F 3 £ oF - H =% &4 (Unit)
T & 5 F 248 4 1 nmol HyOpe & 5. # & 2. CAT 7% 14 (Units g 'FW) % AAasg + 40
(K> mM "' em™) x3 (% fedff ) x20 (46 #) =1 (min) ~ HEHE (g)o
10 % ¥ & 2 CAT 7%+ (Units (10 leayes)"' ) % AAg+40 (K> mM' em™) x 3 (&

RAAE) X 20 (4478 & #) = 1 (min) -
(=) GREHA

GR 2_ 4 P~ &2 75 2 & 47 (%4395 Foster and Hess (1980) 2. = j% o B~ 10 % kA& ¥
% » 12 4 mL sodium phosphate buffer (50 mM » pH 6.8) 7kis # Fr = 325 » 5B%
2 4CT 12,000 g 4o 20 A 4815 0 HIF I FiR B R X o B 02 mL A
Bk & B 4 ~ 1 mL Tris-HCI buffer (150 mM » pH 7.5) ~ 0.3 mL MgCl, (30 mM ) ~
0.5 mM GSSG (3 mM » #7# e @ )~ | mL NADPH (0.45 mM » 27 fie ) » %ot &
BRI A 2y kk AR R AR LE 340 nm 2 %k 1
(AAsgo) e Z 0 35k 1 FA K8 P S T2 520 o ¥ 220 UL & X500 U #
Bradford » 2R € d-v F 7 € o F - H xR A1 (Unit) 15 Ak g2 it
1A o & g2 GREM (Units g FW) 5 AAsgx 20 (- & %)+ 1 (min)

+ L (g)o# 10 #H # 2 GRFE L (Units (10 leaves)' ) 5 AAsgox 20 (Fr
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#g) 1 (min)-
(=) SOD EA+5

SOD 2_ % B~ 22 £ 4 & 45 24345 Paoletti et al. (1981 )2 = j% o B~ 10 ¥ K f&E ¥ >

1 3 mL sodium phosphate buffer (50 mM > pH 7.4 ) 7kif # B = 325 » 5P~ 3 4°C
T 15,000 g A 30 A4S AT TN R AR E PR o B 02 mL fiE R B PR ik
B 4r » 1.6 mL Tea-diethanolamine buffer( Tea-Dea> 100 mM>pH 7.4 )~0.08 mL NADH
(7.5mM > #F@Efe® )~ 0.05 mM EDTA/MnCl, (100 mM/50 mM » pH 7.0) ~ 1 mL

2-mercaptoethanol (10 mM > AT#fe @l )» *wt ¢ g R R &3 8> 23 A K ER
PRI AP K 340 nm 2 Bk B (M) 56 T EF AR LB 0T
* 7 fEE F PP 20 AAsy 212 0.2 mL sodium phosphate buffer i % ,Fi,‘,’?z o ¥ B~ 20
uL ff% % B~ | * Bradford » 2 B|< kv Bz & o & - H =54 51 (Unit) 2
#% 5% ~ 45 SOD #7#] 50% NADH # f* & F 2k g% £ - % L £ 2 SOD %
M (Units ' FW) % ((# 5% 35852 AAsy) — (522 554 918
F12 AAsio) ]+ 12 (3 § % 558 S 112 M) * 15 (48 3 ) = 10 (min)
+~ HEEE (g)o & 10 # & 52 SOD %4+ [Units (10 leaves)') 5 ((# % % %
FBP TR AAsg) — (FEZFEPFTEIZ A ) 12 (% G 2% 55

TR B2 AAsgg) x 15 (FFR 5 ) =~ 10 (min) -

() GSEMEALH

GS 2 4 Bo g E 1 2 47 (54395 Oak etal. (1980) 2. = 2 o B~ 10 ¥ -RASE 7 > 12
2 mL extraction buffer [ Tris-HCI ( 10 mM > pH7.6 )~ MgCl, (1 mM )~EDTA (1 mM ) ~
2-mercaptoethanol (10 mM )] 7kip 7 B = 32 » F B 4CT 15,000 g < 30
A gBTS o TR iR A R R E PR 0 P~ 0.2 mL & 5 Bk 4 » 0.8 mL reaction

buffer [ Tris-HCI (100 mM > pH 8.0 ) ~ L-glutamate ( 50 mM > monopotassium type )
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ATP (10 mM) ~ MgSO4 (30 mM ) ~ NH,OH - HCI (20 mM ) ) > % »* 30°C-kig ® F
B30 44 £ 4c2mL F 3% (2.5gFeCl; ¥ 5.0 g TCA 3> HCI (100 mM >
IL5N)) %k 7 s> BT 7 1,000 g 4 20 A4 fs o Bl b iFi o Bt i gl
o kR RI LA 540 nm (Asy) 2K E o B - JRIBRRT Y R 3§
BB RT Pl BB SR B AR~ R TE RS KL F R
R & - H mpr A EM (Unit) =& 2 % 4~ 475 % | pmol L-glutamate

y-monohydroxamate ° # & # (Units g’ 'FW) % Asg+0.3816 (K> mM™" cm™)

x 10 (48 5 ) x3 (5 BHA) +30 (min) ~ #E#EE (g)-
(=) Protease /&4 47

Protease 2. 4 B~ &2 & 14 /> 7 %4395 Sheoran and Garg (1978) 2.2 /% - B~ 10

kABE T 0 1 2mL Tris-HC1 (10 mM > pH7.4 > Zz 10 mM 2-mercaptoethanol ) ki
FARE AR FP e 4°CT 15,000 g 3 30 4~ 4ais 0 TR FR s pEE F B
e oP~ 1 mL %% 5 B~% 4 » 1 mL casein( 1%>w/v-casein # % /3 > L 4c #jf NaOH>
# 4 » phosphate buffer( 0.1 M>pH 6.0 #4220 4 45{4 &g )4 % 1 mL citrate buffer
(02M pH54) R &£353 (6 53 30Ckig® » 51 pF>F 4 1 mLTCA(20% >
WV) s SRR T 1,000 g A 20 A4l B b o Bt FR ] Ak kR
B TR £ 280 nm 2_ Pk B (Aggg) e F v 3B 2 1 mL Tris-HCI buffer (10 mM » pH
T4) SMEFREE F Bk o ¥ B 20l f¥ £ 5 2% 1% Bradford 2 2R e d FZE
Z - H 2% & (Unit) 2% 57 /| Prex sk E2 1 o $% & protease +* /& 14 (Units

mg ' protein) 3 AAxx2 (FB %) ~1 (h) ~ 34 F7 & (mg)-
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I~ BRIAH

A2 HF - R I2DF e BER > B 5 E THE A B L (standard
error > SE) % 77 o 33t 4473 £ * statistical analysis system (SAS) #42 9.1 %%
i {7 Student’s t-test ¢ least significant difference (LSD) 4 7 (P<0.05) > +“ $iz &

LR Loz £ B o
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[rchs
H§

(-) % § ARk fes v

RS A F RIE o el PR R Mg e 0 B2 PR A2

T (R 1) B2A PERZI KRG o4 F dZid 5 PEFFLF VR % o
- ARSIV EYZESZ SR PRI HUBEN 10 FE Y L AR 4
FeRESEZENEL T (B2B, C)o 4§ AILV R kfes v - FEL 2

N\

AR b 5 R (F3)o

(=) # F RJZH-Rfe® o Hd 11 h stz 58

iy Zvag>3 P BRREZ R 5 A HFF FL S (Tewari et
al., 2004; Shin et al., 2005) o 14 e 8k & ¢ i & f] HoOy » 3 Rak § g2 kKfs% o %
SHEF CEHO FEHBEAEAES (M4A) - 2 F 7R 2 FR
FF 2R TES P ETHO FEB N HBRIEZE Y (R4B,C) > e 4

¥R B2 H0, 7 £ (B 4D,E) -

GoKABH T UF A F AL BFE 4 GSH £ £ (FISA,B) - #F /A

@M E ¥ ASC & ASC + DH

HA 7 8 > e+ 5 “ & DHA 7 & (Rl 6)- %0,
% s HiOy2 4 1t fi5 % SOD fdr § A2 ™ ialh € 3 B ¥ i 4 (Bl 7A, B);
B 2 qRF ks o HO it 1 i8R o CAT 112 %82 ASC-GSH ik 2
GR ~ APX % # i= (Mittler, 2002) » i3 fi¥ & i i3 fdd § AJL T 390 $ R AT & F

i (B 7C~H) -
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-
(<]

(cm)

Root length Shoot length
(cm)
£ £

Shoot FW

Root FW

Shoot DW
(mg seedling™) (mg seedling™) (mg seedling™) (mg seedling™)

Root DW

Control -N

WML #F (N) ke ae PRaRNRERA) - H#FEB)EICEO)ZEFL
P REPRRERGEF R £F SUEL AR L o * %02 Student’s
ttest SLgh A 47 2 v N S H R L T 5E 2 L/ 0 & 7 P<0.05 -
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NO3™ (umol g"1Fw)

Protein (mg g'1 FW)
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Control

éaﬁl v & T P<0.05
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Leaf H,0, (umol g™ FW)

Root H,0, (umol g”' FW)

wn o

Control -N
A

50 . 2.4 ;w:
B * C >
40} x 120 o
o
30 | T T 411.6 %
11.2 £
20 | =
Jo.s 5
10r loa T
[T
P
0 0.0 9
10 20 —
D E n
s} {16 8
[
6f {12 2
g
4l {08 3
N
2t 4104 g:)N
pre)
0 00 9
Control -N Control -N o

(-N) if'?rfkféf & P E V(A B OED,E)H0, § £ 2 8
'.:s,;wu%% 'DAB 4 ¢ 15 R iz d » gé AiF 47 Ho0, 7 BAXE o
.I.FW;zéﬁ,C’.l'ziu” 2RI S E S FRIIINE A E v = )
PRBUEEETF R & - JZE Blics 40 2 MPELATRERL -

tudent’s t-test %ot A 473 F v RN B HBAIERF THE2 £ 8 > 47 P<
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FF2 > € "% 14 HS a2 73 4e 22 HyO, (Hsu and Kao, 2007b) o 44 2 % % &7 HS
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Fhe }I?e;};] oo F gRrdE L PR 4 £ (Darrall and Wareing,
1981; Finkemeier et al., 2003; Li et al., 2006; Erley et al., 2007; Tewari et al., 2007) -
B TR LG Al R 0 w A RPN (R 1) #F T - MEREMEEE

¢ L 113 1t (Mei and Thimann, 1984; Tewari et al., 2007) o &3 %% % &1 4% § K 4&

ZERS TS PESREFIREEL P RCEEZZE (B 2) AokfRA
LIFRCH ORF R TEYEERARBIE I N F R A A T
2ZABAF o #FTEE IR T EIER (B3 B FLHL T ki

% (Darrall and Wareing, 1981; Finkemeier et al., 2003; Huang et al., 2004; Kandlbinder
et al., 2004; Li et al., 2000; Tewari et al.; 2007)° } it 5% % ¥ A2 77 R §&% v et § 2

P R At i i R e

TP RE PR feiny 4 GSHe SRt E 2 F F R o 1T R kR
WETE MR LE A AT o AT BR P F RSB W £ Mg 1
ft% GR~APX ~CAT #M > M2 g g it ASC 78 2 EGSH 7 £ e

56:T7)c 2k mERE P RS 22 F AR PR ET APX & CAT E7 % -

=

GSH z £ % % » 1% + & GR =1+ T "% (Finkemeier et al., 2003; Kandlbinder et al.,
2004) o @ H i 2 RG2S 0 T A i N dRF MERREIEE s R LA e
i3 it$ GSH z £ ™ "% > 3 +r ASC 7 & (Finkemeier et al., 2003; Huang et al., 2004;

Tewari et al., 2004; Tewari et al., 2007) o

B g0 ot E R B RE B RBENE A ARG

i H,0, % . # (Shin et al., 2005; Molassiotis et al., 2006; Tewari et al., 2006; Schachtman
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and Shin, 2007) > AF7 7 %% T HFMEF € E A E Y H,0, 7 £ 4 (F14A,B,C) -
H0, 22 2 * &2 jza drfp fofng %% 7 B 2 SOD ¥ M4 MRS O #%5
H,0; » CAT # ASC-GSH #i%2 % | APX ~ GR R ALj § HOp 2 3§74 1 iF o 44 &

BOR & B oke% w E S SOD Ef » 112 % GR~ APX ~ CAT %4 (R 7) &

FaF KBS T S E Y N0y 2 AT A LFUAF AR IR TR o

W AP fABERAE T ABAZ A B A f o e H XA
B ]~ 2 % (Steadman and Sequeira, 1970; Mizrahi et al., 1971) 35~ %% % R >
¥ A% ABA 7 £ R (W 8)° % jpdp 11O ABA § 4rlfE g b b 352 4 K (Watts
et al., 1981; Biddington and Dearman, 1982) » ]yt 4 § & = -k f&% w3 F R4 (R
1A) Vi 8 ABAZ 5 M - R e 04k g0 nT™ "~ 0G5 ABA 7 EH4r 2
3% (Mizrahi and Richmond, 1972; Goldbach et al., 1975; Daie et al., 1979; Radin and

Boyer, 1982) -

PoRAEH T SRS R R RS G B RS RF T L Y
WA T EE A B REBF BhiArk o A 5 - BENGE RS T
THNELEREREF LA TR GG F CEFREVUVERS LF R
FHE PN 2R RS pARAP M 39 (pathogenesis-related proteins) 7 # » F]@ 4¢3
¥ 85 R F2 i 4 (Yalpani et al., 1994; Sharma et al., 1996) ° 52 % i3 5 % 4z b f 3
Wi R g o ® A R¥ 88§ 2 (Paakkonen et al., 1998) - ie 8§ v 5 22 57

B F IYhcE o # 5 3 4opl(Rizhsky et al., 2004) o
AT B AT HETRLEY § AN S T (kT (B
9~10) & ¥ JZ -k fs% 5 g A H0 2 34 > 2§ 4 ASC 7 228" » 1
%} 1“f%% GR~APX ~ CAT iz " > SOD A2 %% (B4-6-7) &
T BEFEERI ORGSRtk > B Y rITi A b4 2 T

Moo Hu g—gﬂg}xzﬁdﬁégfﬁhi PP 2 ¢4 €424 i £ (Finkemeier et al.,
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2003)

pas

ASC¥ F% Oy ~HO- ~'02» #¥ fic & APX i¥% 7% Hy0y0 5 £ F 4 if
“fé d Fhat 4 2 $g it 47 (Padh, 1990; Buettner and Jurkiewicz, 1996)° 4 § @ K %
“u gEMET ASCZE (R6) Flet FHF#F ey Hp ASCZE -2
W T AR 2 A e AR B REF IR F RS JdZ ASC
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B F ke p P BRR2RE o F i ASCREE MR EER2ZE T (R
12°13)c Pt B 5 FiE- B GHEDVEHE > FF KBS vt T2 Rm% 0 A

d oA F AT R FE Ca 4 M A WA B RT LatE o

P F 2 RFER TSR T AIT R FE R B IR A (R 1)
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