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Effects of y-aminobutyric acid on cadmium stress tolerance and cadmium uptake and
transport in creeping bentgrass
DI Yi-lin, LIU Si-tian, LIU Xin-ying, DU Yong, LI Zhou'

Department of Turf Science and Engineering, College of Grassland Science and Technology, Sichuan Agricultural University,
Chengdu 611130, China

Abstract: Cadmium (Cd) is a common heavy metal pollutant in soil that seriously reduces the growth and
development of turfgrasses. y-Aminobutyric acid (GABA) is an important growth regulator in plants, and is
involved in regulating tolerance to abiotic stress. In this study, we determined the effects of exogenous GABA on the
endogenous GABA content, chlorophyll fluorescence parameters, cell membrane stability, and Cd uptake and
transport in different organs of creeping bentgrass (Agrostis stolonifera). The results show that Cd stress
significantly reduced the relative water content, chlorophyll content, and photochemical efficiency in leaves, leading

to membrane lipid peroxidation and reduced cell membrane stability. The application of 0.5 mmol-L ' GABA
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significantly increased the endogenous GABA content, chlorophyll content, relative water content, photochemical
efficiency (F,/F,) , and performance index on an absorption basis (Pl,.,) , and reduced the accumulation of
malondialdehyde and electrolyte leakage in leaves of creeping bentgrass under Cd stress. The Cd content in leaves
and roots increased sharply under Cd stress, but Cd accumulated to much higher levels in the roots than in the
leaves. Exogenous application of GABA significantly reduced Cd accumulation in the leaves, but increased Cd
accumulation in the roots, indicating that GABA inhibited the transport of Cd from roots to aboveground parts. This
process may be related to changes in gene expression, because application of GABA resulted in significant
upregulation of AsZIP2, AsNRAMPI1, and AsNRAMPS5 in roots, and downregulation of AsSNRAMPI and
AsNRAMPS in leaves. In addition, GABA significantly upregulated AsHMA1, AsHMA3, AsABCC2, and
AsABCC4 in the roots of plants under Cd stress, which promoted the compartmentalization of Cd ions into vacuoles
to reduce Cd toxicity. These results not only provide new information about the mechanism by which GABA
regulates Cd tolerance in plants, but also provide a technical reference for the cultivation and management of cold-
season turfgrass in Cd-polluted soils.
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% (cadmium , Cd) J& #0855 P WA EE 2 Jm 75 Qe ), AT S 1R 0 5 i 78 HoAl o) ploA ) WO R R S s il VR
WY AE LT TR CAX Y AE K E B RSTMB A SERN . mKEMN Cd SFEMY KNSR —FRHE
PR E BN, WA O A A T w b i  2R A A, N A 5 A N R R IR R AR R M A AR KRR A2
il 5 S B bR R AT AT AR R, Tk (Zea mays) M AE Cd il R4 a 4 £ b MIEHE |
RO W ERRL VR IOETH S R IOUE S RCR T B R Cd B TOLRS 1| /IR0 6 RE % B e i 58 , it
AN ZHIY . Guo W AAFFE R, Cd il R /NEE (Triticum aestivum ) W R Y 2 & 45 5, 40 i A A
‘UL/%jLﬂCﬁHE'J R Cd P 58 A4 B4 RE 3 2ok 5 A7 4 b 00 0 484 Tl LA 92 A Cd 38 35 5 1Y 40 I AR Ak 0 3 o it ah, Cd iy

ERRHEFEHEFEMERIZ, EEBRKOI AR h B Y O %K R 2R AL k8 X Cd B s, 445 90 il
Cd*" MW Fin iz i, JE B & 71 — Cd BA W HEAT i 85 K Cd B8 B 7E B0 (2 #F Cd 55 20 I BE 25 5 5 i/ HAE
R AP oy A 45 . Y Cd 35 a8 (A R 2 2 HBC e K, 2 B 45 B /8K 5% 12 2R 1 R (zinc-regulated
transporters and iron-regulated transporter-like protein, ZIPs) . K 2R it ¥ F W 40 il 75 (1 &K % (natural resistance-
associated macrophage protein, NRAMPs) | & 4: J& ATP fiff % j% (heavy metal transporting ATPase, HMAs) }
ABC %32 & 1 K % (ATP-binding cassette transporter, ABCs) %45 . ZIPs Z MR # FH AR, 25 Cdy
s mﬁnyk%a(oryza sativa) OsZIP1Fl OsZIP3 2 5875 Cd ™ . NRAMPs i £ % 2 5 Cd AR 20t
iz, i Rk OsSNRAMPIRIN T K FEm o CA AR, S 5 N4 i Cd IR Cd 532" . HMAs 5

PR 4 ) o <5 S A TPl 98119 Cd 7 20 M0 85 R AT i S5 2 ) ) i, e 52 0 Cd MR B 25 i st . C B ABC #%
iEH H(ABCCs) & ABCs 12 540 Cd 38 0 13 19 32 20 506 1 51, R Z2 80 06 T WO IR, 1 56 Cd# &

Y1 ZRGE AN, DL Cd X 40 i 5 a9 2 3% . A9 A & (phytochelatin, PC) 5 411 i it /1 (9 Cd 45 & )5 & il
PC-CAdEZ AW, Ja #5528 21 P AT 28, X — i BB A T Cd #E . AtABCCI M AtABCC2 & B AN 2
T PC 538 2 (A, 78 17 4 Cd A9 g 35 DO g L R FERRAE .

- AT [ (y-aminobutyric acid, GABA) J&—Fh [ iZ A7 76 T A4 3 1 AR W vl i DU e AR 4 1 A 26
19504F GABA 1 5E7E 3h ¥ h ik & 3R, 00E S5 2 0 2L 3 400 B 45 0 v — ol 55 B2 1 ot 2 3ok o 00 ) 7007, S S T 6 A
GABATEM Y A K & & Myriiterh i g 2 ER" . GABA MBI R 5H Y N Xt & 48 | ;H\Hj]L RREVIE S
o B A% ORI IR BT % 1 B oo R S MDA ST . BT & B, Cd W38 R T R 2 B (Ageratum) A 9 AR | 25 F I P IR
GABA W BFEE R FEZ R, 250 pmol-L ' CACL, Prif 4b B 44 R, A= 3¢ (Lactuca sativa) # & Ft F Cd™ |
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ORI, S BUR K W .45 50, 066 1 AR, S &R o AR R R AR ™ 6. R0, AMIR . FH GABA 1 & 18 &
T CAdMhi FAERMEARN , AMEM T AEKMH . Cdhia T, L& 5ME GABA 4 3 3t 1 48 5 (Nicotiana
tabacum) MR A O IR B B0 E T BRAE b A UM T S i W BRAIN, AR B GABA Gl R I B A AR B
EDRE 7 B A A i Cd PR BT AR LR T, AN GABA 3 B 2 BRI TE P UK DL B R R sk RO
B, DT 25 AR T Cd 3 oK A B 5 200 . Ashral 8870 & B Cd 1135 P 0 i 7 485 R AR R A5E i ok S04k 403 35, it
GABA AR T ALHE AR A5 9 19 Bt A A 38 43 Cd i LR A T Cd k8 F 4e e i 7 40 MR i B2 e M . MR GABA
R 2 4 = Cd Wl T B8 (Monoraphidium sp. ) $T 8 AL E 71 I FEAK TG M 20 Cd™ e 4 i iy i L&, Li
GO R AR GABA Rt 335 GABA W) & WG HESE B MdGAD 1 #8RT LA i 2 il 3 5% (Malus pumila)
AR X Cd™ (0 W WSO R AR ZR |, DA 44t 72 A AR B T Cd P o SR TS W] A9 2, GABA ANAXUR] D) 35 8% Cd Bk 38 % %2 ik
e %% (Solanum nigrum var. humile) W45 5, 38 0] DL 35 42 5 JE 38 X6 Cd 19 W 8RN & 45, DT 4w L XT Cd ¥5 4 + 35
MBS RE S X EEAF 5 R GABA TR0 Cd i W ISCRN 5% 32 23 DR RS9 4 FioAS [R) i A e 22 57«

) B 55 75 (Agrostis stolonifera) J&=—Fi G KA 22 4F A 4 2 R0 85 B 807 32 8 40 A 1 RO K i 9 3R 5 b € D
IR E AR AL ARAE PEAE VLVE SV LA A K YA TG B R ek K S T A RES T
R BT BB FEEE A RE T, Tz N T AR R BR A R 0 35Kk N T b OR 188 K A5 02 Bl 3 B PE AR, L 3E P T
B el AR g Ak B 3 A B AR L 4 Cd B an AN AR ) T A 9 R 1 A K A R M RIS T R AL I £ LS
SIIRE . AW ST LA 8 A R X 42, W25 48 8 G ABA Gl A P8 1 40 IR AR T DB S ROR B Cd W I F g A2 R
T3 DTG $ v PR S RCRRT Cd P38 003 0 B A R A B T T B GABA R T 24 A v 2= R R BE R TR Cd Bl
il A ) ) BT B G i Cd A% 355 45 PR P AL B IS S
1 MBE5FE
1.1 #ssk

& FH 7)) BE BB W6 6569 4y Bl s o DA I I sl 2% 52 ] kot 19 5% 95 ok R £ 0 je B 5 FAE T 07 B B
Frrb, BUE TR E ORI RS IR B, T 2024 4F 8 A JF IR . 2 BUR /N A S I A AR AR L A 1/2 A% 22
(Hoagland ) ¥ F2 W (RS =2 8 FR W0 A IR E5 A IR A0 WE IR % B IR 86 RN IR TR UL T 2 K 8% I A B FR A 85 5
14d. Jef#IN 14 h, IR 23 °CL MG 19 °C, LA A U8 55 700 pmol-m *-s ' AR EE 7000 0 15 FR 46 1E % K5 5%
14 dE T2
1.2 XEakit

WISt 4R HE A )R EH & (CK) L B 1/2 Hoagland % 37 W 1E 8 5 5% 8 d; IE % & 144 T 4h it

GABA(CK+GABA), Bl FH 45 0. 5 mmol-L ' GABA 9 1/2 Hoagland # 3£ W 55 3% 8 d; Cd W1 (Cd) , RVl JH)
Jn# 400 pmol-1L ' CdCl, #9 1/2 Hoagland & #2595 8 do Cd Wil R 4Miti GABA (Cd-+GABA) , B i A Jin 5
400 pmol-L ' CdCl, #1 0.5 mmol-L ' GABA i 1/2 Hoagland % #5535 8 d. B ALPE 4 4 EE A% AH 35
PR IR WCRE 2 d B — K o 30 45 o JORE I 2 i 7 28 38 1% & (chlorophyll content, Chl) (9856 20 AHXT &
JK & (relative water content, RWC) Al X%} B, F K (electrolyte leakage, EL) . N {8 % & (malondialdehyde content,
MDA) FIPIE GABA 5 &, DA AR R AN Frd Cd* B f2 F1 Cd 525 7 Wi 328 AH 56 56 TR 1% AH 0 3R 8
1.3 MEIARrL 7 *
1.3.1 AR E D23 & 5 R 2SN INE 5 F & R et R mE . i
HUO.1 g M A IR BT RE 25 A RE (o 5 28 20 B8 i b, i A — 1 3 37 B (dimethyl sulfoxide , DMSO)5 mL , ffi it J 5¢ 4
=R A R0 S R B A F R SE AR L B 200 pl 2RI, T UV-2102PC B8 4043 6 BE 3 () 7E
645 Fl 663 nm P N W2 HEOGAE o R 4R A 0 R AR A T B AR EARICT . T Arnon ™ BT
R AT B R M a AR b & it B 7E SRS et 30 min J5 , R SRR SRR
¥ (Pocket PEA, 9 [H] ) illl % iz KAk 2% %0 % (photochemical efficiency , F,/F,,) Fl i F {8 52 15 20 (performance index
on absorption basis, PLs) , B R AL PRI 2 120 E & .
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2) I 5 R X B A R AR X B SR I - R AR X K AR S Barr AFUUR O EEMNE . BIHO R 0.1 g A
A, P 38 W K A0 FLAL B A, AR 50 mL KBS0 A L A B R L CE TR ERE 24 h, fE R TR M
SRR R TR K Sy PR i M AR5 E T 105 C T AT 45 min, 78 75 C M 2 &, Fr L
TE,EE AR CBOFEE. B RWC(Y)=(&fF — &) /(AEEE — 5 )X 100% T3 AT &K
T ARG HRL 55 I BRI 0.1 g IE 7, 25 B F oK b e 4 Wk U5 I i D8 4R 2577 /K AR5 N 10 mL K8 oK, B As
BAOShlimt g iR AL, T 25 CHUE 24 h, ] DDS-11A B Hs AL (i) I =0 4R o 5 2%, SR 5 78 3k 7K i b
Z 15 min, BH EZEFMEZ TR TR, HFH TR =WHEB SR/ EFHRTHR)K100%.

3)H RN UE GABA & BRI A2 0 MDA & 5 8F B 0.1 g M R BCA 3 mL B R 28 b ¥ v 28 )
W ,8489 remin B> 20 min, 3 F] EIEW . B 0.5 mL BIEWMA 1 mL &4 20% =S LB 0. 5% BRAt B H %
2 (1 ) i T, 95 °C KR 15 min J5 44 SN AE VK I8 P Dl v 20 & s T B ke S8 A DA BT 1k Sy 7 A . 8500
remin "N B0 10 min, BUE I AE 53281 600 nm A0 E OGAE , 1H 5 MDA & i . IR GABA & 2 (f FH 0 &
(GABA-1-W Bt ) W, 3200 5 700 60 0 1 05 M BB AE W B R AT BR A D

4)CA™" it E <K ) =) 38 e L 250t 55 H R MR R A IF Bl AL G E 4 Bk Ml b R 5 R S R A
AR AT o KU BB RE B R A AR A P A F B E TR R4S (LC-101-00B, L) #1105 °C F & F 30 min,
75°C FHETZAEE B T 0.1 gOURH E 0. 0001 @) T 5 VU 5L £ 05 14 At I BE L NS TR 5 mL R . F 4N
LR EAREWANE  AE IR T R4S 80 C AR HE 1~2 1,120 °C {34 1~2 h, HTF 2 160 °C {147 4 h, 7EF N A AR
B EE L ITIT R I PGERR 2 T B WAL B A 25 mL &, A RS RR I (1 %) Ve N REFI I 5 3
WA IR RN IEH 120 MR R 220 RS o 3O EHLIE Cd* & it . K d kb B35 Cd* &
B A R0 Cd” & B35 Cd* #5is 280 B bR Cd & B R LUK S R ioh C S BBk CdmEY s
ERE
1.3.2 FERHEELRSHT K LB 968 7t PCR(qRT-PCR) G I 35 (K] % 5 7K F- . {fi 1] RN Aprep Pure Plant i
F GO N 56 e A= Wy BB A BR2S A1) DAHT fF iy i 5 SR b 42 LS RNA L SR 5 F cDNA A BRI & (598 J i S
1)K mRNA %5k cDNA . T A FE B PCR B 441 F 94 °CF 5 min, 95 ‘CF 30 s(454-H & ) ,54~58 °C
Bk 455,60~95 CP 14 ARG Livak 2R 9 A5 272 T8 T A 26 K 0 5% 5K F o 514 7 50 R KR B 2
W1,

R1 ZIHREEEPCRIIM
Table 1 Real-time PCR primers

SN LY R B R
Gene Forward primer (5'—3") Reverse primer (5'—3") Annealing temperature (Tm, °C)
Asp-actin CCTTTTCCAGCCATCTTTCA GAGGTCCTTCCTGATATCCA 54
AsHMA 1 GGCTTGTCAGTCTATTGCTTT GCTTCACTTTCACAGTTTGGT 54
AsHMA3 CTGGGAGACGGGAACAGAG CAGCAGTGGCAGGCTTTATC 58
AsZIP2 ATCACTCCACGGCATCAAT CTTTCGTTTCAGCGACTCC 54
AsABCC2 AGAGCTGTTTATTCCGATTCA CTATTTGCCCCTGAGGTATG 54
AsABCCH4 AAAGGAGAGCGGACGAGTAA GAAGCGTAGACACCAAGGAAC 56
AsNRAMP1 ACTCTTCAATCCGCACCTCT TTCCTCACCCAGTTCTTCATC 56
ASNRAMPS AGCAGCAGAAGCAAGATGG CAGAGGGAAGACGACGATG 56

1.4 %it oM

i JH Excel 2 BHIF SE3H 8 , SPSS 26 8 PF 1477 22 70 M, 8 4 XUR 3807 22 3 A LSD A6 56 AS [R] A B 22 1] )

22 7 (P<C0.05) . >R A Origin 2021 58 BUAE K .
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2 HERESW
2.1 SFRGABAMCAMATHETRAEK FTHZLZRARALAHGH W

IEH A CABE T At GABA {2 3E 1 8 &) 38 BOFUR bR 9 2B 4 (T TA) o TR % ST AN GABA 38
XPt R S SRR S A R Cd A ST i SR S s W TR, H T Cd B 5 CK A T RE
1 52.91%,Cd+GABA ZL P41 5 CK+GABA M LI R B 1 22. 3320 (K1 1B) . Cd Wi s 1 3 Bk 1 it 5 it
ShEa MIFSEDb & &, HE CAdAHAMIL,Cd+GABA L FRA A FF TR B MM R a it S Eb S HHERS
BE(ELIC,D). E#HFMTHEEa & EAZ GABA M E 0, (HAMNE GABA L B 5 % H2 55 1 14 4
THEZRDIME (K 1C,D), W& 1E Frs, Cd a4 T, GABA X4 3K a/b BA Wik 52 , {HAE 15 & F
AN GABA B R F REAR T 4R a/b, CA A 51T Fo/F, Ml PLy TR 2A,B) o FEIEHE &K,
CKANFEA 5 CK+GABA AL B #R Y F/F,, Ml PLy A B & W2 7 Cd i &40 T ,GABA LB F/F, fl
PIL 3 m TR A AR (K 2A,B) . 5 CdAL B AH I, Cd+GABA &b B 2 45 T 8 & 19 F./F,, Al Py, 53 5
BN T 10.10% F128. 87 % (E 2A,B) .
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Fig.1 Effects of exogenous y-aminobutyric acid on growth and chlorophyll content in A. stolonifera under CdCl, stress
RIR FHEFIRAE 0.05 K- 2557 8 3% (P<<0.05). FIA. Different letters indicated significant difference at P<C0.05 level. The same below.

2.2 MR GABA *F Cd mria T #) & 3§ A A 2 B A8t 4K E R GABAR R M

TE 3 Z R Cd W0 25 F L it GABA ¥ 8 2 BEAR T 0 5 AH X oL 5253 (181 3A) o Cd B0 IS, Ak 1) AH T 1L
SREBE LI, B CdIhn gl e Cd+GABA Kb 321 A BRI Jr (9 FL S 238 i 11 18. 2490 (& 3A) o 5 AR X A 3 5 e 4
Jafeh, Cd it 4 T MDA ML R, HLAMiE GABA 3% FFIE T Cd Bhie i 5 1 MDA BL R (B 3B) . W&l 3C
fii7s . 5 CK+GABA AL BRZAH F , Cd b 3320 19 ) B 95 i ik i RWC .35 T [, Cd+ GABA Ab #R# Cd b HE 7 3%
P 1 HE B BOFURR  R B RWC (81 3C) o IEH &M T GABA & i 4E R R BUUK P, CK+GABA - AR R Y
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GABA 7 &5t 5 T A b PR b, (E P 45 2 18] 8 (3% 22 53 5 Cd W3t 25 18, A IR Ab BT PR 19 GABA 7 5 i 35 LR
Cd+GABA 4bFEZH 5 #h Cd 4 PRI AT HE , IR GABA J i3 7 2354 (&1 3D) .

B2 SMEy-2ETEY CICLAME TEEHEBRAM FRAESHHZME

Fig. 2 Effect of exogenous y-aminobutyric acid on fluorescence parameters of A. stolonifera under CdCl, stress
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Fig. 3 Effects of exogenous y-aminobutyric acid on membrane permeability, relative water content and GABA synthesis of A.

stolonifera under CdCl, stress

2.3 MR GABA X Cdahia T #) & A Cd AR R 9%k

NETAA T LAF 08 5500 T AR Cd LR KPR K, H CK M CK+GABA A BB A i % 2 5w o Cd i
38R AS [) A 2 ) P B RO R R T R R Cd, HL4E KB 4 Cd B R AE A AR AR B (BT 4A) o %t F 4 B3, Cd+
GABA AL FE Cd & 524 Cd F b 35 & 35 I, b R BFAR 2R U MIAF A B (B AA) o T3 4500 F L Ahili GABA 1 35 42
1 Cd#eis Z280 Cd s 5040 T L At GABA ) i 35 FEAIK 1 Cd Bz R EC(E14B) . CA il 200, b33
THCdFHEREE ETH(EAC, D). X FH B3, Cd il F GABA 4 FE# Cd 4b B B B8 T Cd & 4 &2 8
(FAC) , i R 3B 5 AR , 4 GABA ZbH AR bR Cd & 45 R B0 & #2m (E1 4D) .
2.4 MR GABA T Cdmria T # & 3 A Cd Bk #5158 L4 KA R 45 KR -T 09 % om

TEIEH 40 T CK I CK+GABA B AL B Frh AsZIP2 ik A W25 5 Cd il B3 B8 7 w4
A EE N R AsZIP2 1 323K K P, H Cd+GABA A B4 8 3% 5 F Cd Bl b B (81 SA) o 1B 4544 F CK Al CK+
GABA AN AE BEAR Z v AsZIP2 ) 3B KA B2 5 5 CK M CK+GABA Zb38AH He e, 4 i ia 254 T ™
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A FEZ (Cd A1 CAd+GABA) MR R AsZIP2 [ ik & 3 2 T4, H Cd b B4 AsZIP2 () ik i B L F Cd+
GABA ZbFRZ (I 5B) . IEH 40F T oMt GABA WA i & 52 m it v F AR & th AsSNRAMP 1 F1I AsNRAMPS () 33k
7 (E 6A~D) . CdMrf & F R, Ahiti GABA % Cd &b B 5 3 B T A s ASNRAMP1 Fl AsSNRAMPS 9315 &
(EI6A,C). TEM AT, FMiti GABATE Cd Wil 25 T8 Cd b3 i 2 I T AsNRAMP1 f1 AsNRAMPS5 [ 3£ ik
#H(K6B,D).

Z 120001 (o) =cK 0.04r ()
a = CK+GABA 5 .
£ 9000 = Cd+GABA w003
i g b W& .S b
$la I
ég 5 6000 &2 0.02
5 S g
= 3000 = 0.01
; 5
S 0 c c_a_b c_c 0 \
« o5, ML Aboveground  HbR I Underground S 120 CK CK+GABA Cd
5 ;
= (©) a 5 (D)
22 L, & F2 100
W S o \§ N?“z =]
REE § BEZ Y
wE S \ e g
S & = 5 2 60
JE¢ \ 538
g 8 é 1.0 § fmi gg 20
Q
22 05 § 22 20
- o
3 o= N ; 3 ol c
CK CK+GABA Cd Cd+GABA CK CK+GABA Cd Cd+GABA
AbPE Treatment

4 SMNEy-EETERN CICLBETEHIERMCIEERBEFHENZIT

Fig.4 Effect of exogenous y-aminobutyric acid on Cd** content and ion partitioning in A. stolonifera under CdCl, stress
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Fig.5 Effect of exogenous y-aminobutyric acid on the expression of ZIP gene family in A. stolonifera under CdCl, stress

Cd a2 & T T AsHMA TEr Jr B9 K35 15 25 F Cd 1Bk E T AN GABA BN 35 B A% 1 it v
AsHMATHE B (F7A) . 7EMR P, CK 5 CK+GABA 4L B4 0] AsHMA 1 R £ k%A & 2 5,3 Cd+
GABA b th AsHMA 1 )Rk i 52 5 (B 7B) . 5IER S I, Cd i i i 2155 7 AsHMA3TE il
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