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W B [EMN]) 58N N % bHLH SRS, 08T 5 RRIER 1T 545 MR 55 % A 3Rl R IR IA R
JIE, g el S SR B ) bHLH BEDH, it — DA S AT AE BRI B oA T (T REFR AL S 2, DUMIHE S 5 e b h 14 15t
EE MR, RTERBE AT RN IX & R S 8 TARSR AR KIE . [ ] FIF bHLH & A 751k B /R B R AR Y
(pfam00010) %7€ B AR & R 45 M3 bHLH R, XT3RAR R 8 bHLH £ FH MEGA X, ClustalX. TBtools. GSDS2.
0. MEGA. MEME. CD-Search S84 AT RS A4 B EAGIEI . P HIRRAE B DL R i3, R H
TEMIZE AT o R —AFAE T R4 1 JEAT B /K R 5208, FRARIUH RNA AT 363 4 5 43 B i il bHLH BERITE £ ia
N HIFRIR AL, 1 5 FE N o B R IR AR T AR AN T HEAT A AR A 5206, SR F o i 1) 25 R A R R HE4T gPCR
SHT. [Z5RY JL% % 159 4~ bHLH L[, MR4EHAE Jeta ik b A Bl Hdv 28 CpbHLH1~159. 159 4™ bHLH J: K 4N 1E %
ye ik EIH oA, NETHHEL 128 28, E A5 FRELL 10.45~175. 49 kDa 2 [il. Fif CpbHLH ¥J& 4 %57 bHLH
SR ARPEHR T 159 A bHLH 24y 7 26 N, R L a4 1a~XV W2k, EFSRFET RN &7/
SRR TN, S5 RN ARG R E LR RN 5% T ) Cpb HLHs #5385 AL P45 FARIL, B —AE s T RSk LRt 43
FKIHERPE . GO A HTRIE B P45 H /3 Tk W] CpbHLH 2 [ n REFLAT £ A P02 Thise, IR % Hh R B S i Jé 1) s A FH oo
1 o ARYEIL ST IRE 12 AR s AR A A o SR QRT-PCR 43T B K 1 FL AR X 46 T st 8 it Y 3 Ao 26yl
Mofie N . (450 ] 22T B A RN A, ARG E T 159 N EEM bHLH 57, ¥ H 00 26 M. BT
WEFCEATHIZE R DNA 45 488 5h, EREHT T ERACHE N 200 /K8 5256 2 DR 2R TR AR N 2% 404, A0 a4 1S 7 P i o
S IE BB o I AR SE S PCR SERAN R BUAH BAE M 28 04T, LIk 12 AMBEIEE, di—Purst g 3 M4k
(CpbHLH36/68/146) Z 5101 E 8 it 2htk . AN A L RO —2 T % bHLH 3 RBP4 T &
fitkh, 0 EL AT AR S P 1) 0 5 R SR R e Hhs

RG] TN bHLH ZGE R thivhia, JHEERE; EAHENL%.
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Abstract:

As a highly valued and multiple function tree species, the leaves of Cyclocarya paliurus are enriched in diverse bioactive
substances with healthy function. To meet the requirement for its leaf production and medical use, the land with salt stress would be a
potential resource for developing C. paliurus plantations due to the limitation of land resources in China. The basic helix-loop-helix
(bHLH) transcription factor protein family, the second largest protein family in plants, has been found to play essential roles in the
response to multiple abiotic stresses, especially salt stress. However, the bHLH gene family in C.paliurus has not been investigated. In
this study, 159 CpbHLH genes were successfully identified from the whole-genome sequence data, and were classified into 26
subfamilies. Meanwhile, the 159 members were also analyzed from the aspects of protein sequences alignment, evolution, motif
prediction, promoter cis-acting elements analysis and DNA binding ability. Based on transcriptome profiling under a hydroponic
experiment with four salt concentrations (0%, 0.15%, 0.3%, and 0.45% NaCl), 9 significantly up- or down-regulated genes were
screened, while 3 genes associated with salt response were selected in term of the GO annotation results. Totally 12 candidate genes
were selected in response to salt stress. Moreover, based on expression analysis of the 12 candidate genes sampled from a pot
experiment with three salt concentrations (0%, 0.2% and 0.4% NaCl), CpbHLH36/68/146 were further verified to be involved in the

regulation of salt tolerance genes, which is also confirmed by protein interaction network analysis. This study was the first analysis of
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the transcription factor family at the genome-wide level of C. paliurus, and our findings would not only provide insight into the function
of the CpbHLH gene family members involved in salt stress but also drive progress in genetic improvement for the salt tolerance of C.
paliurus.

Key words: Wheel wingnut, bHLH family genes, salt tolerance, expression analysis, regulation network

YA 2 BIA B A BEAR, TR, @ik T0%MIEY 2% RIS R AR YA sem . Hep i
e R A AE K R R B AEINE 2 —, T 83.1 14 hm2 i+ (Mantrietal., 2012a). A 1 4ERFHH
VIR IR AR KA AR, R Al i e 53 DR O 4 V1 2 5 DR R 1 A B AR A i 2 DA X AN B 1) A8 4k . B A
RN 6 A FE R 5K (TFs) (ER DR &R AR P e (ot vh B 2210 9 Thig, [ 48 MYBs,
bHLHs. ERFs. DREBs. WRKYs #1 bZIPs. (Kavas et al., 2016). #&{i&, bHLH #5372 FEET G
HZAYT, REYPEBES 20 TF ZK%, 1M bHLH B2 = BRI bHLH 458038, R ThhE
AR XA, KEAH 60 NMEEERE . FEAXA T nif, &%) 10-17 M ERM— AN G0, HT4
HFEE M) E-box (CANNTG) DNA 741 #Hx, 1E c i, BHE--120E (HLH) X3 K2 40 N R RA
B AERA RIS, RTHRE R A2 R (Atchleyetal., 1999). HT45& FAIMNZAEE, 3)
Yy bHLH #7440 08 6 4, TMAEY) bHLH 25 F 107 28 Mok e, (EARYE B AT 7, @uCk K8
15-32 2 (Pires and Dolan, 2010).

ZAK, VFZMHY bHLH B A O S E M ARG 5. IAh, —5CF bHLH RAEH TR, 1E
YIbHLH X2 5 T2 /2, BiEEEREMEGR, EYEKKEMPERS (Babitha et al., 2013).
Forr, bHLH 2 (il I 45 & R i 2 R AR 207 9805 e i 52 PR D e L4 AE bHLH 25 3 P 21 TR G E .
i1, MdbHLH104 4\ il ik ik 45 & MdAHAS J& 3111 P3 I 2CAE FH 6 14 Sk min 2 3 S (1 Bk b8 (Zhao
et al., 2016), 1M ICE1l (AtbHLH116) n DAL i 3 ¥ i B2 (CORY) 2 K] 1 38k >k £ & 40 B JF (1) it € 1
(Chinnusamy et al., 2003).

FHEMI(Cyclocarya paliurus) & Z kR —Fh Z IhREM R (Fang, 2022). EIRILLE H SR A5 72+ [H 1) 1
g1 X, (HIHAE B SE L BRINANZR AR 1R K 1 SR S2Ab g s, 1 78 A6 38 R0 R D 75 357 AR AR K 45 (Manchester
et al., 2009;Wu et al., 2017). FEAMIM7E R E g HE R LG m A2 S A 5T 1 52 (Fang et al.,
2006), 2013 “Few E R DA RIAEZR B2FvH a5k, 2R, FERMH R AA
PUEALIEYE . PG I A URE R (Kurihara et al., 2003;), —$8 - rR SR B 77 5 © 24 TT & HY
KIFNT . (BT, FOEIEEE A ERAM A, N TR R R/ T R s . HK R4F. 18
TEARR A -, SR A RETTIEHE NS TR Bk, BT E LRI R, EiE s
W L B AT MR s, DR R R, R —MTATRERE . AR, B H AT ML,
AT F G AR T Bl A R DR 20 rp 258 RSk DR 1 X . B S ATl R G ay B 1 159 N A bHLH %
SRR, $EH T S T OSR E RE . AHE TS AT B TR T AR R bHLH R 5k
A2 5 IEThae, R, WD) T RS TR R B SRR R, N TE AR i L X K
TR AR B R AR

1 MRS T
1.1 REA R
SEEGAE RS MO K A sz ae e (b4 31°35, ARE 119°09') i#4T. 2018 4 10 H, £ VilikH
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B L (A6Z 24°58, R 110°09) K& T HENINM 1. KINERTRZ0HE, T 2019 4 4
¥R AT RERE YA (5 10.0cm, E4% 8.0cm) HYs

KIGRE: 3 MG, EEEREA 40+2.79 em I 5IH, BERERENEESR 0L A, H 12 1
Hoagland’s E7# (pH 6.0+0.2) Ab3 . /KIEFEIE 5 9 8], 756 A FENL v A St DU Fh 3 B (0% 5 0.15%,
0.3% #10.45% NaCl) 43, SpFpibBEA =N EW 3 ES .

AR 2020 FHIF, ELRGMARTAEK—FE, HYHEBHEI 25cm &, 20cm B KR Y]
A, BB 3-5em & 2022 4F 2 H, EEFER/AMEBIRRE, a2 120em &, 2022 F
4 FH1, R N TC AT A4 TR R AR B & Ve R 2 B B I 42 5 3 =522 1(viviviv) VBB RLE. (B
26 cm, TFEAR 26 cm, JKEEAR 20 cm) N, TN, pH oA 6.4, TIEAE. 2B EE S5
N T79.7. 66.5. 2.40 Al 9.7g'kg !,

EHAFET 2022 4 5 AVIEEAT, RAZEEBNT, B0 083 AMES, BNES 6 Mitk. @ T
=K NaClLR & : CK PR, 78187K), T1 (0.2% NaCl) 1 T2 (0.4% NaCl). 1L & =Rz LN
N s, RN WL R, DUORRE R IR AR AR e . EARBESS 45 K, IWEHCRFER 1 |
H L AN R R A AR 6 e BRI s S RPER R AR I AEAE-80 0 IR R, BB TR E
BE— 5T

1.2 CppHLH B 1) % 52 5750

BRI 2R R A AR SR, O 1% 3 Genome Sequence Archive (GSA) % Kl &
(https://ngdc.cncb.ac.cn/gsa) . A Pfam 045 FE(30.0 fiiA<) 3K 45 HLH 4544 38(PF00010) ¥ & 5 /K 7] KA A (HMM),
I HE A W A BAA BN E BTG EA BT, JFEid HMMER #/F(http:/hmmer.org/) %7€
F AR 8 Ok 57 45 M I B R o f I A ik 1 )5 91 5 fE 2k . Batch CD-search. Pfam HI SMART
(http://smart.embl-heidelberg.de) AT ELX ARG, DAERAIE{RSF ) bHLH S5M) A7 AE . i ] ExPASy #fF
(https://web.expasy.org/protparam/) 43 HIFRIUX L6 bHLH 22 (K] [ 25 AW BRI K 22 KR AE o

1.3 FENZEH . RS IAE 3553 i

HEiL TBtools #AF(FRA 1.098774) AT 4k CpbHLH FEN (K 4NET/ N 45K, T I 7E 28 ot
MEME (http:/MEME-suite.org/) 3kf3 15 MRSFIET GRBIEF I EBRA 20, ST % EN 6, mAET
i fEN 50, zoops). i FHTEZL T.H PLACE 34T CpbHLH 3[R () =CAE F otk

2.4 RNA-seq ZHE 30T GO JEB: A& 1ol AH ELVE FH 9 4 T30

JE AR 8 i 7K S 5 AN [ SRR P AR BRI B (1) RNA 53R 15 . O 1 ik — 28 oW T e e 418
W, WS E AW R A TR TR E M54 (RPKM) ST AN 5 55 5 s 5 U
1 $U(FPKM) > 1 ] CpbHLHs . 24T TBtools LAF=A# . GO 4 #TH Blast2GO 2747, %4 NCBI $
WIEERASEHERIEE. SRy R=2K, WoFote. EWEEMNMG LA S . FH NCBI % E
(https://www.NCBLnlm.nih.gov/) #% AtbhLHs [ TIfE, X LEThEeRs B A CpbHLHs HI[FIEEE . STRING
(https://STRING-db.org/) ## F > Pl %) 5 126 Jik DR P AH B A4 FH 19 25

2.5 RNA $2 B0 SEI 985 %€ & RT-PCR 70 #fr

fd ] Trizol W7 EM 3 ANALEE) 9 MFEM (CK. 0.2% NaCl. 0.4% NaCl) H32H RNA, Bfij5, %08
)38 7 1 U8 B R A& (MonScript RTII All-in-One Mix) #2HUEL cDNA. gRT-PCR 43 #7 7£ BiosystemsTM
7500 SEHF PCR 4t Lit4T . dif Primer Premier 6.0 #tit 12 N3EKff) qRT-PCR 514, N SYBR PreMix
Ex Taq Wf & 24T qQRT-PCR 7341 737 EA 20 f5HMBER) cDNA M1 18sRNA FEEIE AR AR, PCR M
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ZMEN: 950X 3min, 950ARE 5s, 6001 N 30s, EIA 40 K. FEAMFESEH =AM HAREY 2ER.
SRILJG s F 27A0CT VLT 5 H (1R ERRT P 2 RS DR (1 A 3R 7K
2.6 Hifs b
R Z T (ANOVA) T4 58 A3 (A AR DG KL R A I 35 75 e, SRR EAT XS 2 L LU LR 30
JIT B Gi it 5 HT 315 A IBMSPSS Statistics Version 347 d DL B E bR #E 25 (SD) R 7R
2 ZR5 00
2.1 CpbHLH F:RI R %€ 574145t
FIFHERIN S ) HMMER #8044, 3T C. paliurus B4R K s, LR EL 174 4~ CpbHLH & H. B
J5i2 i SMART FI CD-Search # {4 #iA bHLH fR5F 3 AFTE . KBRIURITHIE, FIF T 159 K HA M
BUSEHE bHLH 253 2 bHLH 2 )75, JEARYE HAE Qe ik B fr B4 Har 44 CpbHLH1 %=
CpbHLH159 (B 1). Fe#lsr#r&W], CpbHLH & H FAHX 7 ¥ E(Nw)JEH A 10454.72 Da (CpbHLH39) ~
175494.7 Da (CpbHLHS6), 4§ H 5 (pD)Ji 24 4.65 (CpbHLH48) ~ 9.66 (CpbHLH66) -

2 Chrl Chr2 Chr3 Chr4 i3 Chr6 Chr7 Chr8 Chr9 Chrl10
i CpbHLH1 CpbHLH24 CpbHLH43 CpbHLHS6 CpbHLHS0 CpbHLHIT
CpbHLH10 CpbHLH32 SR CRbHLTGY CpbHLH71 pbHLH!
CpbHLHI1 P! Hﬁ CpbHLHS7 CpbHLHE3 ngtggé CpbHLH9S
CpbHLH2S CpbHLH33 gggatuﬁi CpbHLHT2 poiEiteS
r CpbHLHI2 P EpbliLHSo
SBBHH:W CpbHLH34 CpbHLH49 bHLHST
- i SRRt
CpbHLH36 CpbHLHS0
.5 CpbHLHS9 CoBHLHGS §EEHH§§ CpbHLH101
: S — SRRHERIE
ggiﬁégsé CpbHLH28 CpbHLH91 CpbHLHI04
P
| 4 — CpbHLHS1 CpbHLH60 gvgg{ggg CobHLHT6 %EEEFE%%
8 E;EH{H% CpbHLH17 P ?EE&%% g;Eﬁtﬁﬁ B CoUHLHSS CpbHLH105
CpbHLH4 ’ c.EhuLmo P CpbHLH61 E §§Eﬂt§ﬁ
CpbHLHS ggEEEE? b CpbHLHSS H
2 CpbHLH6 LH. pbHLH41
|2 QovaLne i3RI bt o431 divd}
ggmw CpbHLH23
L2
H
Chrl1 Chri12 Chrl3 Chr14 Chrl5 Chrl16 Chr17 Chrl8 Chr19
s CobHLHI38 - GrbiLinss
CpbHLH106 ERRHEH1L CopHLEL CRBlEHTE? i CpUHLHISS I CpbHLHLS7
p CpbHLH113
2 Eggﬂtlﬂs; CpbHLH114 CPbHLH{Zl
= o WM -CRHLHIE
CpbHLH111 ~CpbHLH134
R CpbHLH142
R EpbHEH13E CpbHILR1IS CobHLHIA3 CpbHLHIS4
4 SRR Reidieien — Che2t
CpbHLH128 — CpbHLH158 —CpbHLH159
-2 CpbHLH130
CpbHLH136 SBE?HH?
SRR
L g CpbHLHI37 5
& CpbHLH131
S
= CpbHLH132 BOHLHL
= CpbHLH116 ~CobHLHIZE
]
CpHLHI17
~CpbHLHI29
2 CpbHLH118
8 CpbHLH112

I
35Mb

K1 3580 bHLH R RIfE QL ik E o A1
Fig. 1 Chromosomal locations of the CpbHLH genes.
159 /> CpbHLH & [RIARHE A7 B /0 A £ EMl 21 254404k . The 159 CpbHLH genes were

distributed on 21 pseudo-chromosomes of C. paliurus based on their physical positions.

3.2 CpbHLH R LR T S5 K180 53 #r [ DNA 255 fig /1 950l
NTIRNT fi# CpbHLH HIZhAE, RATEZE T CpbHLH E A M bHLH Z5tis, T £ 55t
IR TR ST B IR S AEAE . TP 2 Fra, CpbHLH S5 FIsi i 4 AMESF XA, B 1 ANFEA X I8
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2 MEGEX AN 1 AR . SRR (Heim et al., 2003), FEA X IAEGE X 1 R 5F M THRX . F
ERMI bHLH S5 03 1 79 DN FERRIE AR, Horh 24 AN AR SF (R S7 F>50%) M1 8 MK i {5 51 (£ 57
F>50%) . 1F 24 DNEERT R IERR R IE T, ERPEXIR AL 6 METIRIE (His-9. Ala-12. Glu-13. Arg-
14, Arg-16. Arg-17), 7E5—IB5E X KL 7 MRrTH%EE (1le-20+ Asn-21. Arg-23. Leu-27. Leu-30. Val-31.
Pro-32), fEMRXKIN | MRTFIREE (Asp-64), 1EEH ZIEHEX R 10 MRFHEREE (Lys-65. Ala-66. Ser-67.
Leu-69. Ala-72. Ile-73. tyrr-75. Val-76. Lys-77. Leu-79).

— N NEEAR XA DNA 454 DjEe, /2 bHLH X% SEILH AR M%7 D e 1) OB [X 33 Carretero-Paulet
etal.,2010). (Rt , ARAE FEA X () OR S S ZEBR PR EL TN 1 159 > CpbHLH & 1) dna 455 RE /1 (#h 78 3E S3).
¥ 2 BT TE ) 7328 77 ik (Katiyar et al., 2012), KEFIAR 1) 159 4> CpbHLH B 5273 9 G-box (His/Lys-9. Glu-
13 Al Arg-17). E-box (Glu-13 I Arg-16)£1 non-E-box (Glu-13 Al Arg-16 AEIKF L) =2, T4 R 2R,
159 /> CpbHLHs H{E1E 93 /> G -box 45 & H, 43 MM E G-box 45 & EMAM 23 MEE -box i &EH.

2 HERMI bHLH 2 ¥ bHLH Z5#4 481 22 )5 51 U xs

Fig. 2 Multiple sequence alignments of the bHLH domains in CpbHLH proteins.

(A) CpbHLH # 1 bHLH S5 #4310 PR ~F 2 AL R AT WAL o DRSF KT 50 IR AL R S FL AR <7 B AL A R
tBkric, J7ERB, WA R . (B) 159 > CpbHLH 25 [/ bHLH 5445 ) 2 AN 541 Ebxt, 8] Clustal
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fitta /7%. (A) Visualization of conserved amino acids of bHLH domains of CpbHLH proteins. Amino acids with
a conserved degree of more than 50 and their conserved degree were labeled using red and black colors for easy
recognition which had no special meaning. (B) Multiple sequence alignments of the bHLH domains of 159 CpbHLH

proteins, using the Clustal color scheme.

3.3 CpbHLH R RG01E 5 bt e oy 28

N T2 CpbHLH &5 Z [t tb % &R, AT 159 4> CpbHLH A S5#LE I #1140 4~ bHLH &
FIEATLUXT, SR 5 AR 4 Lot 45 AL R 299 A~ bHLH & AR GiR &M (K 3). HRIEL I+ A HARAEY) bHLH
HEMIE, 299 % bHLH HEFHIR A 26 MR, M Ta B XV drdh. Bl 4 Box, KM X IR
W& 35 4~ CpbHLH & H), Mim/ MR ENVD R EH 14> CpbHLH HH . IR#fE Heim et al. (Heim et al.,
2003) LG A, [F—E KRR CpbHLH & BA AL TIEE, FUbRS0K & W IS8 45 0 A B T 7l
CpbHLH & I 6E .
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Fig. 3 Phylogenetic tree and classification of bHLH subfamily proteins in A. thaliana and C. paliurus.

EF T bHLH 8 HH05 140 4, HHMI bHLH A %08 159 4. 20 RiRoRn 91 M8, mUBok, 51 SEm
K. B FAREAFLLN .  The number of bHLH proteins of A. thaliana and C. paliurus is 140 and 159,
respectively. The red dots represent boot values—the larger the dot, the larger the bootstrap value. Roman numerals
line up with the bHLH subfamily.

3.4 CpbHLH J K1 25 ¥4 S AR 5T 5L % 43 M

X CpbHLH Z % (1) 25 [R] 45 M AIE IR 78 285 SRR W, 159 /> CpbHLH J: R (14 2120 1 2] 13 A5 (B
5C). 20 N12.6%)FEF AL NG TER, /SF{E UId. 1le. viia. VIIb Ml VIIIe W EH(2), H 13 4
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(8.2%) HHEH—NAET, HREFUAEHMANBEL NE T AEFIRNR 159 MEEFAELEN 2R
IR, BFEN A TSN G TRISEMMEN A E (K 4C) - MR, F—IF D EEF A & T/oNE T 554 B
A AR (B 40)

N T T XS CpbHLH B 2 [ G &R, FRATFIH MEME 23 il 1A TR B 7. L4 sE
20 NMEFF, ST AR (K 4B). B4k, 20 A motif A 8 ANt Pfam Al CDsearch 47 TV ERE.
R, HAPHSTAN RGN FIEE RIS S S T—3, RN R a5 AR, R A4 R 2 5
IRK(E 4). 159 A CpbHLHs FI3EFFEEM 1 4 (CpbHLH66) F 9 4> (CpbHLH50) A%, 159 4> CpbHLH &
R EHIF | AT 2, BT CppHLH66 REAIEF 1 (K 4B). HlBIIZ, —Lfpsp i3k F e Tl
M. BIUSEF 13 RAEET la 4, 7 16 RAEET VI A, 257 18 RFAET XU 4, By 19 JfFE
TIX A (B 4B). XFILGATRESE T [F —411) CpbHLH & AR A A DRe.

e

P 4 159 A~ CpbHLH & [ 1) fR <7 52 P ANk R 45 4 7 A
Fig. 4 Analysis of conserved motifs and gene structure for 159 CpbHLH proteins.
(A) RGBT o (B)RSFIEFP 70 Ao 20 ANEEF R 20 AR IK 7 B« 8407 B A7 AR
REIZRIINE . (O)ZEP S5 . LK ER IR — P JIAR T Py Htb P 5 K E . (A) Phylogenetic tree.

(B) Distribution of conserved motifs. Twenty motifs were represented by twenty kinds of colored blocks. The

position of each block represents the location of the motif. (C) organization of gene structure. The length of the gray

line represents the length of a sequence relative to that of all the other sequences.

3.5 CpbHLHs 1) GO B ANRAE FH Jo 73t

bHLH {57 &5t 3841 (¥ 755 FE /AL P F13s CpbHLH & (A T REH A 2 R AE V)22 ThRE . XX 159 & (it
17 GO ¥ERE, UL Tf#S CpbHLH SR A AV fE . 2R WE 5 fin, K% Er CpbHLH & A5 A
SAFEEREE AL (GO) AiE, BRI CC (4IMLA5Y) MF (4T IhEE) A1 BP (Wit #E). E MF 255+,
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KL CpbHLH & 43 BB bRiE N4> FIhRE(139/159) “HEIREE A FI“DNA &84, XL IhEE S of () F 2
TERE VI G, #E CC Kolrh, KRZ % CpbHLH &t 470 Bic 2 40 i 5 73 A 40 A% v (139/159) . (HA /D&
CpbHLH &/ M (ELIMUSR (8/159). AU EEEE4> (7/159) 4HBR R (4/159). FLJHAA (CpbHLH37/ 117/132)
Mgk (CpbHLH68/109) F(E 5). b4, BP &K CpbHLH FHZS S T Z2MAM SR, #ilsiFE %
AW BRI A 5% () R 1 5 22 1 CpbHLHs (141/159).  IHb4h, CpbHLH & 38 7] B8 78 1 42 40 i £
(111/159). #5¢ (109/159) ALK FRIL (109/159) SEAYEIEF KIEER - BP T8 8o, % CpbHLHs
AL (46/159) FRAR RN, ALEEANRIZE B B AE R A ) SOOI, T CpbHLH38/68/109 4 Hlil 2 5
XF ER MBI SR (B 5)

BT FE B S 507 IR R AR ST 3 52 2 1 R R ) R 25 BB . AT 9T %58 T K8 CpbHLH PR I
AR TOAE, FEAREE AR P e R KR YR R L R AR R AE e = K3 (B 6) - 3R
IR FE 45 R K W] CAT-box (105) F1 O2-site (86), ‘B2 54y A LB TR B AR, 28
ORI S KK EHRMERE. MKk, HD-Zip 1 (ML W4 21L) F1 AACA-motif (Z 5 HE3L
e tEfigik) BEn 8 AN 3 AN AR B K T R H WL o E ABRE (JBE ¥4 R BTG )
CGTCA-motif f1 TGACG-motif (Z5 K FIE H g B 1) o k) A TCA Joff OKBERm N o) (Bl 6). Tk
a2, K BIVE 2 SR AR YA AR S EE o . KR 2 102 ABRE (-2 W M 0H) . ARE (JRE
FHFWRIeE). MBS (TR SR ofE) M LTR (IREm R o) o HABRE M e, i GC-motif (B

Funcson
1B Cebhsar Component

Gene number

°-!ng|l||

5 CpbHLH £ H ] GO V.

Fig. 5 Gene ontology (GO) distribution of CpbHLH proteins.

i p<0.05 ¥] GO FEREEox GO W H Wi 7 IfE (MF), AEMidRE (BP) M4 (CC), ik
PEZEZHEN GO W HKAMILL B . GO annotation using a cut-off value of p < 0.05 showed that GO items
including molecular function (MF), biological process (BP), and cellular component (CC), while predominant GO

items was selected to visualize the result.
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Fig. 6 Cis-regulatory elements in the promoter region of CpbHLH genes.

ZKF IR CpbHLH Z: [ J5 8 1 7 5 A Fh B AU L 7 (8. The figure represents the number of each
type of motifs identified in the promoter sequence of CpbHLH genes.

3.6 EhhiE T/KERRLS T CppHLH FE R Rk 5

FE PRI R A 323 W 2 s B DR D Re A 0 1% R, TE AN [R] BRI B (0% 0.15%~ 0.3%11 0.45% NaCl)
K EE RS L X 30 RIGHBMIH FET IR A 4. SR a6 7 EdE $2 58 2 NCBI BioProject 4
T H %5 N PRINA700136. ML s34 159 4~ CpbHLH £ [H /) RPKM (Reads Per Kilobase Per
Million mapped Reads)fi, LAMiliTh bHLH FGRE G FRIE KT o SR, HH T e s 400 h ik = BUAIGK 736
ik, CpbHLHI119/121/138/151 A4 orHr. Bl 8 R, KELILRFAE 155 MEAFIREE NaCl 43 FIH R
%, HREBRAFE, IE CpbHLH FEDK 5% £ Wit i i 2% .

MR HE kB AL, ¥ 155 > CpbHLH FER 0 8 N, nday Al- A8 (18). Al AL+
BAET (0.30% NaCl) F17iE (0.45% NaCl) #hac4F FRik, 72K (0.15% NaCl) shEMTEUARE. Hit
TE IO LU A2 A6 A7 Fl A8 W) CpbHLHs (EARERIKFE TILERE, EmNKRE FRIETNH. £ A2
Y, CpbHLH BERTEAG. HEia FREEBNARE, BEESEMIE FERREME. 1M A4 HHRH
3 35 IR ) R B R I P IR AR A T AR A, SR B IR [ SRR 38 7 SRV FE A B R R I, JEFE 0.45% NaCl AbFEI
EEIRAK. SR, AR EMA T, XEIERE A3 AS A RIEKF 5 RIL(E 7). 7EIX 155
ANFER A, — S IE R R A R B R E Y R 2N E N . B, SXTRRAHLEG, A4 4 CpbHLH36/74/75
TEAREL (0.15% NaCl) Ab¥ FRIRIEE NI T 3 %, CpbHLH74 1Rk (0.45% NaCh)AbH FHIRIEE R
WTIE9 5. FFE, 76 AS. A6 Fl A7 R RILT 7 NEFERIBIEE (CppHLH68/69/71/108/146/152/158),
K AS. A6 F1 A7 HIIEPRINT R A S (B 7).
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Fig. 7 Clustering expression analysis of 159 CpbHLH genes in salt stress based on hydroponic experiments.

CK. LS. MS Fl HS 7 A4R3E NaCl i FEH 0%+ 0.15%- 0.3%1 0.45%. 8 1L A [F] ab # AL R A] 1) log 2
(FPKM + DB, W B A F AP HEAT IR — M 22K . MO Rn Kb, dtRrmiis, Ho
R REZIL . Al-A8 ARRAFMA. Jv 7 EEMHIX 7> A1-A8 4L, FEAMAET 7 A FEUE 25k 24T X
/7. The CK, LS, MS and HS represent the NaCl concentrations of 0%, 0.15%, 0.3% and 0.45% respectively. The

transcript abundance level was normalized and hierarchically clustered by using the log 2 (FPKM + 1) comparison
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among genes of different treatments. The expression value is presented on the color scale, with red representing
high expression and blue representing low expression. Al1-AS8 represent different clusters. In order to distinguish

Al1-AS8 clusters more intuitively, lines of different colours were used in the right.

3.7 FAREE A s R 6 36 1) ek 4 A

g4 GO ERMAKFESLRRRERIESHISE R, EHFE 12 AHRF T EEENR
(CpbHLH36/38/68/69/71/74/75/108/109/ 146/152/158), FF-KEL #5256 H (1 A #E47 qRT-PCR 341 (E 9).
HAAVERM I, 8 MEkIER(CpbHLH36/68/71/75/109/146/152/158){E b1l T F£ik EA BELIL. 8 Nk
BRI, 4 ANJER(CpbHLH36/146/152/158)E 85 e TRk T, Hr 3 NEEK(CpbHLHI46/152/158)1E 0.4%
NaCl 43 FRIE &M, 1 %K (CppHLH36)1E 0.2% NaCl AP FRIEFME. MHx, 3 MER
(CpbHLH68/71/109)% #: e 75 T .3 (K 9), Hr 3 MNEEKI(CpbHLH36/68/146)% £ /bhil ) 5@ Z1 . X HE
M, AR SR BRI I RIE BB w E— (B &’ 9), RUTEAIESRMIE T M EETEE. 5
un, WARSRES T CpbHLH36 [FRIB/KFAE EE i R 52 28 20|, HLAER iR B T b F2 R KT 2hifk
.

% CpbHLH36 CpbHLH38 CpbHLHG68
520 a 15 ‘ 2.0 a
£ 15 a 8 15
E 10 . whk P b
Zos b 05
200 0.0
~ CK T1 T2 CK T1 T2 CK T1 V)
u CpbHLH69 CpbHLH7I CpbHLH74
315 6.0 1.0
g a 7 a
2 1.0 a 2 4.0
g b 0.5
8 b
3
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Fig. 8 Expression profiles of the 12 candidate CppHLH genes responding to salt stress treatments in pot

experiment.

3.8 o 35 R ELAE o 245 L

HiREFK bHLH F A @ E bHLH & A2 (a5 bHLH 59F bHLH £ A 2 [8) Rl A B — ARl 78—
ROk EFE AT VER (Herold et al., 2002). [K 1, JEiE STRING Fill 1 =AMk 12 5 PR i A0 B A FH 2% (B 9
Xf CpbHLH146 WIWHAR, B2 50, BIERAKFRE 5@ (K 9B). f£5 MYC2 MHEAEAMEA
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i, 5 IA S SEMALME A S 28, B JAZL. JAZ3. JAZ5. JAZS. JAZ10. JAZ12 1 TILY7. PFTI1
AR R A, BIN3 ZGRE LIS o] GETE 246 R B 842 ke 20 1E ) W E
(K1 9A). CpbHLH36 [T MK, EAEW T ZME AR H REZOIER, FRITERZ, Hh—tE
FRth 2 5EFARE S8 (JAZL F1JAZ10) (K 9A). HAME AR, 0 GSTUL fil GSTU2, ARES 5k 5
PEZS IOEH K 5 K& AR R AT U g K SR LRI I 45 A 1 #2, T bHLH11 A TRFL8 #2: 5 DNA 454
(B 9A). #eJa, MM ILE R (K 9C) K, CpbHLH68 7F DNA 454 i £ L E B EH, HIb
Ae5 R 2805 FOM AR R R B BAR ) o e A, — SeAE B IR 28 R R BE R 15 6 B, 49140 CRY1 #1 CPY2,
UVR2 1 UVR3 2558450515 S 10 DNA #5185 . SR, PRMT4B Ui &

R S PR R IE TR 5, AR H Rl I APXT A GPXT IFRIA(E 9A). EHIRUL, HH
JRAR AR 48 o3 AT 5 R R B, IX =AML FE R 5 2 Fh o Be i B S AR R, (B A IFE R A A K AN
SEN IV E Y (S

111111111

Known Interactions Predicted Interactions Others

et  axperimentslly determined Pt cone fusions et

] 9 CpbHLH36 (A). CpbHLH146 (B)#! CpbHLH68 (C)HIAH EAEFH 25 7347

Fig. 9 Interaction network analysis for CpbHLH36 (A), CppbHLH146 (B) and CpbHLH68 (C).

Tl &5 SR B T HAESN e I+ i (RIS BE AL, 7245 5 R R 1 RIVRIE I 445K . The predicted results are based
on the orthologous gene in Arabidopsis. CpbHLH genes are shown in brackets.

3 Wik

3.1 HEMI bHLH BRI R 40 % 8 5 FFAE b

AW FEAE A SR I L, REG%EE T 159 NEHEM bHLH JE[K . CpbHLH F:K B8 5% (Sunet
al., 2015) #FE, HAFREIF (162 MIEK) (Toledo-Ortiz ef al., 2003) FISER (175 NI (Yang ef al.,
2017), M THi% (94 ANIEK) (Wang et al., 2018a)FIHEE (113 ANFER) (Zhao et al., 2018). HEHENFE 7+ A1
ARG+ bHLH 2 [ fr G iE M KRG (Heim ez al., 2003), SRS, 159 4> CpbHLH 2 [ #3E— % 5
K26 MR (K 3), S52HTRINT T4 5 (Pires and Dolan, 2010; Sun etal., 2015). 4k, FRATTHIHE 7T 45
BRW, E X WK A K CpbHLH, [Mi7E XIT I 5% H A& I Bl 5 £ ) CpbHLH & 72 (& 3), 5k
(R B3 BRI I 10 17 AN N B EE T e 1 22 A ARl 2 18] bHLH JE PR 808 (1025 5l b2 h T3
D] A 1) 2 o DR 2 R/ N B A R R R R 5 2R (L et al., 2020b) . I SHGRSF 37 A 5 /40 2110
AT (B 4B, C), &5 R RIRF— RG-S S5 1Y) CpbHLHs 7EI8% RIS 7 45 44 BARAL, #E—2BEse T
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ARG o v tE (- 3; Bl 4). 78 159 4 CpbHLH 2K [ L% 5 20 AN (B 4B). (HIEL T
1 LR 2 JUFAFAE T4 —A CpbHLH HE [+, & bHLH 45 M0 EEA KI5, BA R DNA f£5F
iahe s, XRWIIXPAHEFF XS bHLH H:F K Dhae AT JEH HE ) E U (Zhang et al., 2020b). RE ML,
HoA 18 MRSFINEE bHLH S5 M fe 5 h R ¥R € ThRe, 5 HARED Y FAELL (Chu er al., 2018). 1
W, NS MLER I (d+e) HIKZEbHLH J K47 MYC-N 45#448 (bHLH- myc_n £5 #4935, Pfam: PF14215),
CHGIE AR R e B & i e . FEARBEFL T, 1TI(d+e) B FTH CpbHLHs #5547 MYC-N £t
(motif 5,8,10) (& 4B), XEWEE [F—WHER CpbHLHs T G BAMLNIIER . HEIRIE, S TFMNE T
PAF/ R RV R FEIE R KR DR 2 FE4b, TN & 75 BRI AL, RN & TN & T AR
EMYHRIET S (Chung et al., 2006). EARBITEH, JoH & F 1) CpbHLHs 43 AifE MI(d+e) WA VIIT Al
Ib Wik (KB 4C) #1, 5AZ (Chueral, 2018). ¥R (Yangeral., 2017) TR —2, XL ER
CpbHLHs W] LA FERT 5 Foft A g BRuis K% b o 7

3.2 CpbHLHs i #h 3= 5] ) Dy g Pl 15 4 e

SRR FE DR R A AE 5 AR AR AR R, KE M TF 25 I 0 45 %€ WHE 1) X B (Riechmann
etal.,2000). A5 GO {FER R EIR, CppbHLH FEF IR &Z 2 HEMI(E 5), ERFTEMAEKKEM
e B R ORBEE R o ZTUEYERET, R B A 1R A A A ) LR A AR
(Zhang et al., 2021;Zhang et al., 2022a). [Kitt, M CpbHLHs vkl & e mi N 3E K, K54 BT S B i AR
FRIT 58 b o

K I R AL RS L T A3 T B BE T CpbHLHs Wk FVEFIEEE, Ryt — D 7ok Se i (R ) Th R4
LA RE. FAVKEEK RPKM {E 7R, NaCl [~ K& CpbHLH FEDIBE 753 /A0HI (K 7). 4 RPKM %
P, T 10 2 53 Rk F K (CpbHLH36/68/69/71/74/75/108/146/ 152/158)Wi N £ BhieL (K 7). #e4h, 159 4>
CpbHLHs W15 TIIREIERRM, 3 NEK (CpbHLH38/68/109) X £ fyidmi Szl . Kit, FA1H LR 12
A J5e DR] 2 Pl ) S PR 38 5 BT, ) P 2 0 SR AR R 1EAT qRT-PCR 4347 qRT-PCR 45 R R,
3 NEEK(CpbHLH36/68/146) 132150 35 e e B2 5 ZA(B 8),  ELYE PR Eh i 5256 v HR A KPR L
Fm AL 7;1E 8), it B I Bk DRI S 1 R % T BRI I R

RGBT T HE S 56T R FUARLLE R R (1RSI0 IEAS R R, 11 RGEHHMERR o6 RV
bHLH F:[H T fg A MAI ThEE (Wangetal., 2021). CHWIREY], AtbHLHI06 7] LLiE T B3 5 25 3
G-box 1 HAE B8 YT 251 (Ahmad et al., 2015), 1fii CpbHLH68 5 AtbHLH106 {ESEALI 232 rh & T
[Fl—4 (K 3), KW CpbHLH68 TIfeZ 5 T Xt Eh e i. thah, DNA JPHIE e it 7 5 HA
DRI 2B g 2 R M e PRI R, JRATIXT 159 A CpbHLHS 1) DNA 25 566 145 K B, CpbHLHGS &
G-box B EH, Xik—HRY, CpbHLH6S 5 AtbHLHI06 2L, W] fEiEid 45 A #EFE 1) G-box i i 5
JiE . teAh, HEARIE, AtbHLHG (AtMYC2) A1 5P R I 35 B . (Abe et al., 1997), T AtNIG1
(R iE A EER) RS- MEESEEHE T2 5 BHaE 55 BE-box JF 4] (CANNTG) 25615
SAF (Kimand Kim, 2006). AT A EH, CpbHLH36. CpbHLH146 5 AtbHLH6 (MYC2)F1 AthHLH28
(ANIGHRAEF — Nt scd (B 3), [FIS CppbHLH36 FI CppHLH146 5% E-box [, FEAMR AIHE
2 5 e {5 5 1 1 .

—fokE, 2 E R Th g AT UM L [R5 R P HERT HI oK (Queeral., 2022). BRI, ASHIT TR AU R 77
R )[R Y5k DR RO A g e BE R (CpbHLH36/68/146) [ HHIEMN 4 . Z 0TI — et SR B, AMYC2 25
T-Ea 4T ABA %SRRI, JEATRETE ABA (5 5L S/ JA (55 & 5 2 M $2 4t —Fial e L]
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Ik #(Abe et al., 1997). WEINY CppHLHI46 HAEWRERN EE S JAE SHAE (B 9A,). HEWHER
ABA Fl JA (AR EAE FHLESE A a2 il 5 EEAEH  (Xiong et al.,  2002). ABA e i 2 5 E )
EEVN NG S SEHZ —, KE2H ABA HEBRRNWEZ FXIMAEH L ABA TN G 1F
(Leonhardt ef al., 2004). {EARHBFFEH, 7E CpbHLH146 )5 31 rhA I 2] K E 1) ABA Wi N o ABRE Al
CGTCAmotif (&l 6), AT LAHERT, %L ] REEL A ABA {5 5@ h oGS R R IA, P
PR R EEEAEH . AN, CpbHLH36 F1 CpbHLHGS W HAEF IR KE > 55 5 DNA 454 (K 9A,), X
BE— PSR T BRAVMIRAL, B X ANk R 3 Zd i R R B G-box TRASIE Sl . tk4h, CpbHLH36
W JA [F5EBEAMLERE 9A), 35 CppbHLHI46 {E RGN IR —2 % (K 3). B4t
TR AR KRG T CppHLH36 WRIEEH S CppbHLHI46 #ALL (K 7 8). ik, wLIFHZE®R,
CpbHLH36 1 CpbHLH146 1555 /K FAFLERFAR AR, X AN SR P R 45 T i 2 R R IA, T A
PR SR AT BRI T X A SRR SL R RIE . 45 LBTR, CpbHLH36/68/146 W] R /& 58RI min 5 6 ol i
MO IRIEHE R . ARTAT, X =ANS 5 Ehi 52 PR A 128 (1 R DR AR AE & AN A ] CprLH36/68/146 %14 G-box
EA, WRsEd SRR G-box LA N M A . HIK, CpbHLH36 flfEd T4 4455 1, s JA 5
Sl R e L ) Rk 2 5 HA1E S . 45 =, CpbHLH 146 #A T RS b i ABA 15 53l MR 15
b4, CpbHLH36 F1 CpbHLH146 TE8E F/KF FAFAERIEL AR FAE A, DL FRATTHEN, 75 BRI i 5 14 w7
e 51X PN LR 3L R IA A G

4 44

Zf BRTIR, KR KR T A TR 2E N B T IR e s R RO IEAT R G W o ASHIE FULE 5 et 3t
R E] 159 A CpbHLH FE[H, FFARE Hab A RAER R 730 26 MR B THFFEATR 549 DNA 45
BRI, I IS TR KR S5 LA R R N 28 AT T 2RI M, LUR s VR e B R 7 R 8 a8 s B BB
EERE TS, LR 12 MEIEERN, @ ZRRAME A EEMS ST, -SRI T 3 ANER
(CpbHLH36/68/146) 25 | B #h 1 4% . ARG RANONHE— 0 T f# bHLH % 56 K+ S5 R %
PURIBR AL T JEhl, K HESh T Bl £h 56 08 o R 1t e

2 % XM
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