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Abstract: Real-time fluorescent quantitative PCR, as an important method to investigate gene expression,
requires reference genes to be corrected and standardized in the process of operation. We used mung
beans (Wild type Sulu and mutant 08) as materials. We investigated the expression stability of six candi-
date reference genes (EFT1a, TUA, TUB, CHS, GADPH and Actin) in different varieties, with or without cadmi-
um treatment, and in different parts, including roots, stems and leaves by real-time fluorescent quantitative
PCR, and then the expression of candidate reference genes were analyzed by geNorm, NormFinder and
BestKeeper. Finally, target gene Nramp5 was used to verify the stability. The results showed that the ex-
pression stability of Actin and TUA was the best in different varieties, with or without cadmium treatment,
and different parts, while CHS was the worst. The results of this study provide a reference for the future re-
search of mung beans gene expression analysis.
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P AW [ £ K (Zea mays). 7K & (Oryza sativa).
L /G T (Arabidopsis thaliala)%5 W) 3E R K IA F, &
K IEN Actin, 185 rRNA. TUBAE NN S 3 R 4
TR o AR JE SR 5 R I S R B Rk 7K P
22 PR R IR A Bl A S AR R R 1)
SO, 3O W] REAEA 2243 2R R gD . #ilan18S
FRNA'F R FHRAE N S 5L 8, ORI A BB (5K 0%
12013): (1) H 2 D5 5= 5 RIS, 1M 78S rRNAZR
R FE R, AR 2, (2) IR e sk 75 Wi h Bl
BLI1 4, 17 H 3 PR s 2 s 38 4 F oligod T, 3X ]
R 2 150 2 1) e Bt s 280 2 AN [ T 5 i 2 PR 398 7K
PRI RGP G) AN A A BUIRAS B 248 B HrRNA
EmRNA 1] L6 I A 2 1H € A AZ ), IRNAS B
YIS T mRNA, B g2 5 52 35 FhAEY)
R = 2P s, HERA KA 1H E AR
(¥, 724G 225y 43 10], 18S rRNAVA B9k /b 545 1k 3%
1. IXE1SE K EEFE AQRT-PCR N 2 52 [ 1] 1)
ResZ R 1 ik, DRk, SRS B 7006 SR 7T 2% A4
HIAN LI £ — A el LA Rk B AR E N S 2 .

b A A 2 58 (R i 28 7 v 5 A e Mk o AT T VR
ST SR, TR R Z T NS A
FIRTE ST AR . SuZ5(2020)P-A5 T 48 M Galium
spurium) (£ A G AP CR B B Bl 21 23) F R A4
(I S XS AN R B ) 2% A T T ME G N S 3L R (188
rRNA. 28S. ACT. GAPDH. EFlo. RPL7. TBP)
[P Ae e M, Z4Fh 53§ 577 (geNorm,  NormFinder.
BestKeeper. AC)Z3 #1481 F 25 & 73 8 £ RefFinder
X AT HE R, 45 R H 28SFIRPL71E AN AR 56 2%
PECRE W B A R DX IR R B 7 b )
NN 28SFIRPL7AEAN A K & My B b A B
f£; TBP A1 GAPDH{E A [A) 2 23 vh Ry B A5 28S Al
GAPDHAEA AR N MIXHRasE, 28SHI TBPE & 7
BRI AL A L . A 3RS (2020) LLAS [H] A
PR (0, 1 96 3% (Zantedeschia aethiopica) AN R 2H 2R
NIEEL, 73T T 64k N S KI(ACT ., 18S rRNA.
GAPDH. EFla. TUB. LEU), &4 MH<HAEHI 5y
Wrik B & I, GAPDH. 18S rRNA5LEU 34N %
FE A ) R a8 Fa 0 M B 0 - Pu(2020) DA 1 42 il
(Trifolium repens) WIS T A48}, 4347 T ACT7.
ACTI01. TUAII09. TUB. CYP. 60S rRNA. UBQ-

E3. GAPDHI. GAPDH2. PP24. BAM3. SAMDC
MABCIX14M N ZHEFET R, . &l KR
NV & JE X SAARE D e R RIS i — R I
FEF T AR, SAMDCHUBQ4) 7l i Fr FIAR %
e N S 5 UBQ. SAMDCHI60S rRNA
AR ERME I N S R 0 TR B i da, ZEAR AN
I R SR i 1) 403l & UBOFN60S rRNA; UBOAN
ACTI101%y 572 5 4 J& W38 T i RIAR o e e 1
o MaZ§(2020) 7 #T T 2<% (Brassica campestris)
104k ) 22 5 K (B-actin. GADPH., TIP41. F-
box. UBC. SAND. RPL. -TUB. EFla. PP2A)
TEAFPAEA P iE FARA I R IE RS e . feR
SEFIN SRR A0 R ARIE A ) B-actin
FISAND, iR H 38 AR & 1 (1) p-actinF EF 1o, &1 i
Jop 3B i A IR F-box FISAND, ey i W 38 AR 2 (1)
PP2A 1 RPL, NaClJ# 31 - o i) SAND 1 PP2A,
NaClJif i 2 h HIRPLAUBC, PEGHHE R - o
(JRPLFIPP2A, LA XA 1 )PP2AFIRPL . Yin%
(2021) 5 — IR VAL 1Y 4 B 4% Fh 5 B S (Solanum
tuberosum) J5i Y5 A1 AF G i I DR 2R I8 0 1 (ke Iy &
F K, fEsEFla. sTUBb. sGAPDH. sU2af. selF5.
sPP2A4. sGTP. sSUII"FsEFlo. sTUBb M selF5E.
BRmE ke, &ARE R ZsGAPDH, sPP24
MsSUIL . Chen%5(2021)LL22 K (Luffa cylindrica)’N
MR, RS FEAEAE I IE T i iERIAFE N S5
, %t geNorm, BestKeeper. NormFinder 1 RefFinder
M RIL, EiE RIR S5 ABALEE R EFlaf)3RIA
RAGE, EhAB N UBQFR L H AasE, TUBLEL Ak
A5 T F 4 N RIE &R E. LigEQ021) Kk
B G I FURE R A0 PR VR i i A2 (SE) T 2 2 T
Kof 2% Fih R S Mk (Liriodendron chinense) & 48 it it i
RN 5 B2 R FE I 104 i ik P 2 38 R 3R AT
Iy HT, BRUAIF, EFlg. HISI. GAPDHAITUAE &
SEH 41, EFIgMACTIE 4 1 /k 20 21, Rossatto %5
(O2V)MNAN R e AL 37 dJE B 25 180 55 /K Ak
B ARFIBRS AGIIH Fry BRL, {675, mHgHie
HURNA, PHl9/ Mk N 2 2L R R IE K- (ACT 1
UBC-E2. FEef-lo~ GADPH. p-Tub. Eif-4-a.
UBQI10. UBQS5. TIP41-like. cyclophilin), W Fi
rh % 3k B £ 5E 10 A UBC-2E M GAPDH, W14y
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UBQSHMIUBQI0, 1e. /55y TIP41F1UBQ10, 43 ¥i
TIP41 R cyclophilin .

£} 5. (Vigna radiata) % B FE AL IR ST #G1
X o A TR 1) B E L GAEY), Sk 5 R E T AR
= A fE AT 5] . FEFRIE, S T T s A
A, FEPEXAET . T A R AL . AR
FEARE, FEERAENZE . FAR 28 .
WG, Beva A, A A B A S T AR
78.8%; W& E, TMAANZF T HRZ, &iF b ers
B 1942.2%, FLUGEIE IR LG HTEE. K
VYA, A AR &, e, WiEg A
JIHRTE2 000 kg-hm LA I, A7 J& 4> [E Hi 51«

A2 H AT AL, BRI CTCdibia 54
A 7T EAE P ECAE T A KK B IRE.
Wk, ARG o EH S4B A MR
AR (Ashraf:2016).

AW LATUA. EFla. CHS. TUB. GADPH.
Actin ik NS, DLag G B AR R Jrat 15 K
FLRARRO8 (Cdiit 1) 4 8k, K FHGRT-PCREZ AR 73
M bl B R AE 3R AN R 2H 23 2% B DL S Cd b B T 5
(1) 2R3K K F, IF A5 B3 3 8 AF (NormFinder, Best-
KeeperMlgeNorm) #4773 #r, AT ik t % ik e fa
SEMN SR, I LANramp5 ) B LR, 347 RE
IKPERAIE . ASLEG N 5 B 4% T L R R I AKF- [
TR T Z%

1 MR57EE

1.1 SEgHR

AW 5T L&k B [ Vigna radiata (Linn.) Wilczk] %7
AT TREELS (FR48) B L RAZAR08 CH T L&
AR B B, P X R B B e B
ENER
1.2 LWHE
1.2.1 HEYRHEFR

P v, IR e i gt SR, RIS R
GEYFN SV LY L PN S
25°CH: 7%, HF M aEITE, BKBELBHY)
W RS BB IR, V2B 208 FR AT B 5%,
pHIAE5.5, EIHRMW2 dEH—ik. WEINMEYF
HAE . AT 60%~80%, KM K16 hy 7 &

25°C, WAl K8 hy i BE20°C. &5 —Xf — i &t
K e, mEFRm A0 (CK). 1 umol-L™ CdCl,
AbFE12 he 12 h/GHURE, —80°CUKAR HH R AT«
1.2.2 2EUERNAK CDNAS K

23 AN 7] B A 1 A RNA 32 HE R 71 8 35 42 B
(Omega, Plant RNA Kit), £ RNA 1) 5¢ F 4% FH Bt i o
TR FL PRI, A RNA A2 P e B T
NanoDrop £ ll, % #8244 25 4) /A 7] () MonScript™
RTIII Super Mix with dsDNase (Two-Step)iR ] & /5
AT R T icDNA, B T—20°CR-AE 4 o
1.2.3 EERSEE RIS

ARG E g A S R Phik T 6 ML S
1% N S HL R, 2 SR EF Lo (75 35 548 (1 R 74
ML) TUA (o-T0E B B g 2E ). TUB (B-Til
EHEAMIGIER) . CHS (A /K E & Rl g i )
GADPH (3-T§ 2 T i1 1 Jid 20 it 2 R 25 (K] ) A1 A ctin
(LBhEE g AS L R), 1X6-4Mii%k Py 2 2L (K] [f)cDNA
J7 58I NCBIEE S 4 it o ik 9 S 5L R
51 4% FH Primer Premier XA 15011, H1 75 M 4 MEHY
VR R A F A BT IV ILR2).
1.2.4 PCR¥ &R I 1M 547

AT BT 51 s e, I PCR DAA R
[JcDNA IR, S NAA 15 pL: cDNAEAR] pL,
Taq PCR Mix 7.5 pL, _F3iF 51 #0801 R i 51 9 4%-0.6
ul, KEEBE7KS3 ul. KNFEFF: 95°CHiAE 1S
min, 95°CAFM:15 s , 60°CiB K 15 s, 72°CHEfH1 min,
BEAT3SNMER, B J572°CHEH 10 min, FH 1%3 /i
BRI FEL RO 3G PE AT RS

fELcDNA J5 i 55 VR & 5 B R RES s, W
FE BB SA, DA R J5 B9 cDNA N A% i 2t 47 qRT-

k. AMFEMIE3REAREL . BFaR)E, i
HAR R R ST AR E) (ARE=2""1).
1.2.5 EFRAEEPCR

qRT-PCR 52561875 £ 5% il ChemoHS qPCR Mix
(MonAmp™), 7t SE I 2 ) & 8 PCRAX (ABI 7500)
FHEAT. 10 LR NAR R B SR RS %
0.4 pL, 5 pL MonAmp™ ChemoHS qPCR Mix, 0.1
uL Low ROX Dye, 1~2 uL cDNA#, & &5 in A
Nuclease-Free Water £/& & /410 uL. PCRY 47
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J¥: 95°C 5 min; 95°C 5 s4¢ 4, 60°C 34 sil ‘K ZE
1, 40ME . BEAFEM I ESIRER . T is g
i 2k .
1.3 HIBLBS S

qRT-PCREE R J5, 64 ik N 2 B DR E i A %
i H CAEL G 29 A1 76 2 P 25 F Excel 3144 13047 22 il
43 7 F geNorm. BestKeeper. NormFinder = 3k
AT BT A RE s g ) 2 B DR R ASE TR REAT 40
IR
1.4 BIEASERENAT RS

WA s R, MR e RS 1M R
JE 1 o5 22 B e N S B E N N S L. 3 il
2% 5.1 Nramp 555 R 1 R 38 /K P 3E 4T 43 M1, M 56
Efigeide P 2 B DR I R e

2 SLWEER

2.1 BRNAREWIESS|¥HR TN

#t NanoDrop I, BT FF i (1 A260/2803) 7E
215454, HikE m, T T RESERGERD).

B PCRY $8 S 56 DL & i [RTcDN A B AR,
FH 1% R B IR B B FRL KR U 184 7= FELDK &5
WEILFTR. 3= 25—y, HECRIEMT, TG
BRE. oA MBI AR, RN, B
B 51 P e 1t R4

65 126 N 2 5 TR 9 1 2k 6 3 [ R 91.968%~
98.944%, FrdE it e (1) AH 5% 2R 2 [ 790.980~0.998,
Wi e NS R R AR BR, T T 5 8RB (3KR2)..
W25 IR, 64Nk N 2 58 R0 & 2637 1 i 28 2
A RIFEEN, B LR R R, Hihs—
e, 2 BH 25 L HERA T 5 .
2.2 HEEFECHERIEIES

1E5¢ M 7€ mPCREL A H, CAH (cycle threshold)

REBREA R PLE 1) 9 6AE 5 Bk B e BE I AT
LI PEHE . CAEBR R, R BEAR 1R FE iR/,
R RIEEK, RZTR. 16/ MEIE N S5
K CAH O #E 26 B (B93), W] HlActine GADPH. TUA
B CAB AR AL B /N, 9 51 9 18.839~23.930, 26.107~
33.812. 18.997~24.281, . X N EFla5 TUB, CHS
FICAHAS LK, 1£19.814~38.933, M4 At -
KH, Actin, GADPHAITUA M A 8arh, CHS) 4ii
B, MERIEKFRE, Actine TUAREFaff )3
KK, CHS'S GADPHSAK « TR I T 4] 45 41
WrActin. GADPHANTUA ) ZR35 7K T35 Ho At i K 5
R, AHE N EIE N SR
2.3 ZEASEERIEIREE ST
2.3.1 geNorm# &5 4

M3 H BT RIS 6L PN S 2 R I MAE 34
ANTLS, BPER BIX 6N R A NS 5.
FETCCAIGHL T, J5ak St FlAS [R5 A7 18] LA, TUAR)
MIE H0.176, ActinfIMAE 90.177, TUARF2 € TR
Actin BRI — 25, T AE ARG ST, 3R Actin(f)
FisFaE B If, TUARR M FH IR 1 CHSHIMAE
TEABAEA A S AN R 3 & A [F) A 22 2 [A] 35)
K, BRI CHSRR e M 2. R4 T
A5, VoV ¥/8F0.15, T8 Bk B2 AN RE A
NZER NG, G BRI, mFTUAS
ActinfF NS FE K N AT HE
2.3.2 NormFinder& &4 1

H E4AL BRT N, At InCrt, ASF &z
B TSR R 2 [0 TUARIMAE b Actin/)s, B
KLt L. £ AN Actin i) KB 1208
PEAR T TUA. 1 BT R o CHSHK TH & MAE 552 =i (1)
LA, N CHSH) 2 5 Y ik 7. NormFinder 5 geNorm
o ATt R AR — 3

1 HamERNAK
Table 1 Total RNA detection of samples

e JrERCK HekCd 08 CK 08 Cd
HA

iy = I Jis = s i = I I = I
Asgonso 218 212 218 211 216 217 217 208 2.14 2,18 212 213
WRE/mg L™ 9750 5249 7941 6102 3403 11988 760.5 5109 1909.0 11295 370.6 7053
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WENCY CHS

GADPH TUA Actin EFla

1 LAcDNAR&EM 61N RS EEHIPCR~ 4 ik E
Fig. 1 Electrophoresis of PCR products of six
reference genes using cDNA as template

2.3.3 BestKeeperfi 4 1f

I3RS H BN S5 R bR AR 2 0T AL, B
AR AFEEF ARSI R, NS
HEKIGADPH. EFla. TUBY CHSHIFRAE R 22755
K(SD>1), #eHeBg; 1N 23K Actin, TUARI bR #E
T 22 ¥ /N T 1, Horb Actin 1 b5 1 22 B/, 89
ActinFE R R 8 VE LT -
2.4 BiENSEEREM

2% 4 NormFinder. geNorm Fl BestKeeper = /™
WA BT 85 R, Frit e MEik S &1, £
e g B s dcting, FARSETUA, TR ISR E P
712 CHS.

Dtk — 5 A 0 O 2 1) 8 S 5L R 1 AR e

MR bR o B, 5 T A MR U I Actin 5 TUA
DA B e sg M B 2 1 CHSBE R BEAT 36 AE . 43791 BA B
AINFEFN N SR, 34 H 3L E Nramp STEA
) 2% A T R IA R

SERL TR, B R R 7E08 i R A X 3Rk &
T IR ER, 15 A — &b 05 B AR 21 22 3 i iE A0
(& S). IF B4 Actin'5 TUAYE N 2 B2 R I,
H I 25 B 1 SR Ak 2 AH AL, AR A A [F] . T
CHS{E N ZEERI, KB H (13 KA TE R R &

FEMAEFE, WHHAGEEN SR .. 445

BE— I T 9% 1k 1 i Actin 5 TUAZE PRIE N 2
B faE vk
3 iTig

qRT-PCRE A — T B PR3k 7 & 45 At oK AR AR
PHEARFE, BRI RRE, Hajc 2R
FTFEITHESE 2B & iz 4 BB HAEA .
PP A2 TEAff ARG 0 25 DR 3R 08 1) S e 4% A4, X6 T qRT-
PCRK 1, FHI N 238 R AT A Ab 2 B F AR IE
M o T 5% 3 IR 2 4 7 A0 i R AR A A 3 B BT
ANTTEA 1, 7R A A 2R B R A Rk, IR A
Tk AKPERE, FRILERRENSER. FHH
P S JE R 8 S S 1 R T Gm b S R EF Lo L3N B
H g EE N Actin, 17 ZYf K UBQ. 18S rRNA
H128S rRNA%E (7K .75 552014) . HFE & 3 — A4t

*2 RIERSEFENSIIER

Table 2 Primer sequence of candidate reference genes

HEH S 51(5'—3") T,°C  FWEKEbp RMMAXRERR) L%

Actin iEJ): GGCGGTGTTCCCTAGCATTG 88.4 246 0.996 91.968
S : AGCGGTGCCTCGGTAAGAAG

CHS iE[: CGTTCTGAGCGAATATGGAAAC 86.2 137 0.980 98.040
J% [f]: GTCCGAACCCAAATAAAACCC

EFla 1ETA: AGCGTGAAAGAGGAATTACCATCG 83.8 153 0.998 98.944
J% []: CAATAATAAGGACAGCACAATCAGC

GADPH  1E[A: CGTTTTCACCCCTTTTCCG 86.1 258 0.994 98.290
J% H]: CGTGATGCTTCCAGTGTCCG

TUA 1E[A: GGTCAAATGCCAAGTGACAAAACAG  86.6 150 0.989 97.800
2 Ifl: GTAAGGTCCAGTCCTAACCTCATCG

TUB 1E[: GCTTATGGATCTTGAACCTGGAA 87.5 136 0.994 94.242

J[i: GCCTTCGGTATAATGACCTTTCG
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Fig. 2 Melting curves of candidate reference genes
A. B. C. D. E. F5 8l #AEFla. TUA. TUB. CHS. GADPH. Actin 6AM&i% 1 A2 ) 44 A i v 2%,
40p TR, KEBHA Pl LI sk A3 BN
35t T AN [ 35 ) R 52 W) 4 oK R DAL 1) 2 /K P, BRI oK
- | DAL FR) R VR AR IR o 4940, AAAS [E]HE2E P iiae
AR AR BN, 0 oK 2 5 DR 10 i i 45 SR oK

CiE

=

CHS GADPH Actin

JL2T

15

EFla  TUA TUB
B3 xiEASEEEFRPHITREAE

Fig. 3 Expression profile of candidate reference
genes in samples

F, DNFEFEAET MEFEAF NS HE R RE S
TRk BECYP, EIF4A. EFle; s i~ Bk £
CYP. EIF4A. EFla. ACT2; T8 T MikHECYP.
EIF4A. EFla. ACT2. TUB. GAPDH; {3/ T
NIk $ECYP. EIF44; R85 & 155 N RLERACT2,
TUB; 2555 FNIEFREFla. TUB (% H%2012).
SREAE NP EENAL G RAEY, N H R
T, ATONHUASR AL R B, A2 iR




ERAL S SR S 5 EPCR N S5 ] 1 7 148 5 36 IE 2209
#<3 geNorm#IX 3 #iZiE NS EE R RIETRE M
Table 3 Analysis of expression stability values of candidate reference genes by geNorm software
LKILREEM)
HEA ENELGE NG ENEE sz i
— — — A K dn
CK Cd CK (08) Cd (08) CK (#32%) Cd (F54%) 08 HE
Actin 0.146 0.148 0.115 0.135 0.177 0.152 0.131 0.161 0.149
TUA 0.147 0.159 0.135 0.138 0.176 0.168 0.161 0.167 0.154
GADPH 0.166 0.167 0.177 0.143 0.203 0.179 0.133 0.187 0.169
EFla 0.192 0.201 0.152 0.186 0.245 0.213 0.167 0.223 0.201
TUB 0.213 0.210 0.117 0.171 0.214 0.216 0.143 0.206 0.211
CHS 0.282 0.301 0.138 0.210 0.350 0.355 0.187 0.337 0.293
4 geNormIMH-HAERSEERIEHE
Table 4 Number of optimal reference genes determined by geNorm software
" Fe A8 Al
BRI ANTR] it Ao ENEEEED AN Ak 3
NEIEE NEIE DA NE
Vo) PG R il
CK cd CK (08) Cd(08) CK (54} Cd (J54h) 08 iy

Vs 0.034 0.035 0.023 0.033 0.044 0.036 0.029 0.037 0.034

Vi 0.041 0.034 0.033 0.027 0.035 0.035 0.037 0.034 0.038

Vs 0.031 0.033 0.044 0.036 0.042 0.033 0.036 0.037 0.032

Vs 0.045 0.048 0.036 0.032 0.056 0.058 0.034 0.054 0.047

77 TR WL 320 55 07 i B A 2 2 D ae; 1E
N—FhZW), G RTEE . FIKEIR. A,
W2k GAEAN A S A T i 2 PR SRR 8 20 5 Th e L
fil, PTHES) NAIRI R 8 AL B, B RAZSE T B
S eE. RXEGIAMRGER, EgT %
L [N 4188 P R ik T EFlo. TUA. TUB. CHS.
GADPH. Actin 6 Mk N Z £ A, il id qRT-PCR
33 A PFCAH, %8 )5 F geNorm, BestKeeper
NormFinderiX =K AF 47 73 #r. 45 R B 7R AN ]
BAERT 6> N 2 L R 3 08 A2 e 1 PR Al F A 58 4
— 5, X R B R AE IR (Dimocarpus longan) (Fk %
¥2011). & (Citrus reticulata) (MafraZ52012) %%
HoA B 7T i A A7 AE, AT RS BT 3 I SRR AR
SEN SRR E HEHTANE . R332
RBATERE I RE, RIEHARE ) EEH 2 Actin
MITUA, Fik g AFEGE )& CHS . #ERkENrampZX
TR 72 FEL W) v D CA W U AH Ok 1 fe da B B, Wu%g
(2016) it 7T 3 BH K 27 (Hordeum vulgare) R # HVN-

ramp5 5 [ 3 E 50 A0 T3 R A 40 B, 671 5TMin
FICARI N S th b iz . PRk, AR SC45 5 BAAc-
tin, TUA. CHSIX = /NFEEF NN SEEF 08 H i1
HE R NrampS 1R A B, K I Actin 5 TUAZ IR
) H )2 PR Rk s U A — 2, 1 CHSWIAH Z2 50K
HA RIEFIEHAR, %45 Rt — D UESL T Actin
H5TUAE AN ZEE R B a5t (RN 558 34 R Ak
08 171 £ 7% 284 A2 75 pH 22 R Nramp SBEAIR T CAfIR I
NI T S 28, A R — Pk
Cui5(2016)HF 5T K B, e #8242 A L R4
NAZ R, XA BT RS W ZE, Wi
B O AE A L K] 5 B 45 . Bai%%(2021)I0 N TE
[ W SR R T AR AN [R] B I 43 A b R
1 HHTUB4 I UCE2, AEAN[R] ¥ 2H 23 18] B AfE FH UCE?2
F1UBL5. Wang % (2019) & BiL 75 5 ¥ v, Actin F1
SANDWIFR AT e YEf I, 1& & Shilhia T R &
B A, I B 2 M ieE I S &,
Actin5SAND, Zbriifb LRI RIE . 46 FiRo#T,
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A 020 B o025 C o020
@ 015 29 0.5
P = o
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Fig. 4 Analysis of expression stability values of candidate reference genes by NormFinder software
A: R Cdit 7485082 18] 49 b4 ; B: CAAL 22 T 44k 508 18] 64 A, C: R mCdRT 0849 A~ ] 31422 8] bR ; D: Cd
K032 T 0849 R B B4 18] Jo Ak B: Ra6An CAR 7 4% 49 TR ] 304 218 89 bl Fr CAAL 3R F 77 4k 0 R R 3L Z 1] 89 1L AL G
P R AL PR A AR S 6 PR AR 10 BT A AR 0B 18] B PR

08 F 7~ [F) 4k 22 18] # o2 449 o 2% H:

%5 BestKeeperifXft iz ASEE TR E M

Table 5 Expression stability values of candidate reference genes calculated by BestKeeper

PRt 22 (SD)
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Actin 0.50 0.59 0.55 0.56 0.65 0.50 0.52 0.57 0.56
TUA 0.59 0.53 0.81 0.96 0.69 0.78 0.71 0.73 0.73
GADPH 1.39 1.40 0.84 1.70 1.89 1.05 1.25 1.63 1.46
EFlo 1.95 2.07 1.24 2.04 2.58 1.70 2.12 2.14 2.13
TUB 2.56 1.86 248 1.52 242 1.83 1.89 2.16 222
CHS 3.84 4.27 2.77 3.54 4.21 4.87 3.19 4.61 4.10

AW FEINRE 8 Actin'5 TUAAE 3 2 BL 7 A] 4§
S0 25 SRS R
AL 2 [ (Actin) (1 375~377 4 S R e vk 40

B, Z5 T atE. dpeatissh. iR, fF
ST MRS WP s B A A
W8l), RIZIKPRE, &AL AN ML+ ) B 2R




BB G O SEIN 9O E BPCR A 2 5: R 1) 9 10k -5 Bk 2211

4.
Il Actin
B 7U4
3 = cHS

B RIAE
\S}

E5 LlActine TUA. CHSTERRSEE 7B RIEE
Nramp5HIFRIAE
Fig. 5 Expression analysis of Nramp5 using Actin,
TUA and CHS as references
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