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Selection and Bioinformatics Analysis of bHLH Transcription Factor Response to
Submergence Stress in Soybean
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Abstract: In order to study the correlation between bHLH transcription factors and waterlogging responses of soybean, and to
provide theoretical basis for the study of waterlogging tolerance of soybean, in this study, Qihuang 34, a soybean variety with
strong submergence resistance, was treated with submergence stress. We analyzed the transcriptome sequencing results,
selected and took bioinformatics analysis on the differentially expressed bHLH transcription factors. We used fluorescence
quantitative PCR to verify the expression of bHLH transcription factor genes, and analyzed the structure and interacting
proteins of the gene. The results showed that seven differentially expression bHLH transcription factors were selected, the
domain of these protein sequences were not highly homologous, and they belonged to different types of bHLH combining with
the transcriptome data. GmbHLH25-15 ( Glyma. 15G06680 ) showed the most significant expression changes and the
quantitative PCR analysis result was consistent with the trend of transcriptome data, showing down-regulated expression.
Furthermore, all the 10 proteins interacting with Glyma. 15G06680 were ammonium transporters. Among them, the coding
genes of 4 proteins showed significantly different expression in transcriptome sequencing results. It was speculated that soybean
mainly absorbed ammonium nitrogen as its own nutrient supply in the absence of oxygen, and the bHLH transcription factor
GmbHLH25-15 might regulate the absorption of ammonium nitrogen by regulating the ammonium transporter, further resist
submergence stress.

Keywords: Soybean; Submergence tolerance; Transcriptome; bHLH transcription factor; GmbHLH25-15; Ammonium

transporter
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XA B B L, YR EE SR
o2 AR EAEA Y G (B F T8 KR &
FE) B SRR A S A 35 DR 3 3 R 4 T 4% A A 4 4G
MR E AN, BT E 0S5 Y i Ae
KW 3 R F S Z % F EL A bZIP  MYB | bHLH |
AP2/EREBP \WRKY Fl NAC 2 | 5% st#E 5% 7 7
P E BT RE R S R I e RS A, A
T PR SE DR e 3, H s A A X3 5 1) o

Basic Helix-Loop-Helix ( bHLH ) %% 5% X T 5 Ji% &
TE B Y HE DR 20 vh e B — AR SRR
Ho B e AR AR A R B A iR AR R
SERPE . bHLH 25438 i 60 A~ 2 JE R 411,
AT ANFEAM N g XKIURT 1 A4S HLH X8, JE g
“HRPEIX IR - o B - 3R - o BRE” 4544 (basic—
Helix-Loop—Helix, bHLH) , H:#1 5 DNA 2% & 4H ¢
(R AR DX 3, HLH 28546 J2 HE il [R) Y ok S5 i — 3R
PR 2k

— 46 bHLH 7% A 0t s 5464 Y aa 41
K, e TR ER MaE 55 . 2 $3k bHLHs 1] )
PEPIE X R TR AR E KB &SR Y
HEMmZ M. Bim T, R TR ABESIE
A a2 R AHLHI22 9535 5 31k, i Rk
AtbHLH122 W] L3 il g o7 popoasi v o 4 pg JF
3 63k AbHLHO2 W 38 J 14 N0 pe 1 % e
BB S W 57 v, IR O 5 R AT R A 3R S
AtbHLH92 "R i) 19 A HBEEN 5 Fe kB4 1Y
ThoHLHI BEP AT DLSE ioF £ 55 18 33 5 BRI P 4 Y
R Bl ol g 77 6 5 £ AT S A sz et
ZIAiH  bHLH % 5% K ¥ SIICELa ] DA T FE 4 % %
BB MM B KRR, Rk
OrbHLHOO1 & A W] D)t 35 & =5 /K R ik 9 A g 25
PE o T RSO, OsbHLHI4S 83 2 5 T A
STV KRR R T A2 g,
15 SR DU FF (RNA-Seq ) 1Y 77 V558 5E T AR 220 v -+
SR g bHLH 552 PR i . e gF
1t F IR A VobHLHI 3 R AT DL & 30U I 11 Tid 2
R ERES o A AR BE ST B4 h bHLH 2 5
BE SELTREEZMAEE IS, HHS KT
B E ARSI TE A /D PR AL R T2

AHIF G LA i 5 P 0 KR SRR S B 34 4R it
AR, X L5 BN [ 18 T 7S /K ) ] kb B, 0 A
SELELIN 43 MIT , 7 3 -5 TR 995 4 O A9 2% 5% 22 18 bHLH
SRR T IR AT AR AE B B . WS B A itk
—WF9¢ bHLH % 55 PR .55 5 W30 v g/ FE AL
OISR E IR

1 W%

1.1 ##y
ASBIFFE 1 TR 995 1A 0 5 ) R 2 it o 5 2 34 AR
I BEAERE, A T AR A O B BEAE T

Frd it
1.2 FHix
1.2.1 35 B REMFISTE 34 Mirede s

(P s 1 =85 15) s , RAKE 14 d A&
AL R 7 B T I, B AR A R R &
T AEGT AR, B % KM 7 T 4 o8 42 i
B BCE 4 ADIBEIRTH ALK 3,6,12 F124 b, H
A [] A5 AN KO BRI, B A 3 AN A,
24 AFEG . BUR AR ZURE 5 TR TP 3R IS
HAE — 80 CUKAGARAE

AR )R RNA S0 & (SRR A W) $2 5K
L RNA {# ] Agilent 2100 Bioanalyzer #;il] & RNA
R RIN (B, 28S/18S il J W /N, 4 2 ST
I PP A B BEFR A raw reads , 23 BRA &4 k R
L N 5 KT 10% FIAIK T 5 1Y reads, e 23K 1%
clean reads, SCPEMEEE G 2 N7 KB S0 TAE
HI TRDIAE R KR IR 55 A BR 23 W) 58 1, A Wm82.
a2. v1 RS2 H R 20 R A 7 3 Sy 2 T
1.2.2 bHLH # % B F if it AR A )P 45
PR 4 /S a] 52 AR b S i T AR DG Y 22 5 R
ik bHLH %t P, K AH X 3% 5 & X 40 (E
Log,FoldChang=2 JJy I i ) & 5 & & 5 A,
Log, FoldChang < -2y N A Y 22 S IR FE
1.2.3 #F KB -F&) bHLH 2 M3 S5 &
Phytozome ( http; // phytozome. jgi. doe. gov) |- 3k HL 2%
S+#ik bHLH ¥ 5t 7 19 8 A P9, 8 A 52 2
NCBI ) Conserved Domain Database (http: // www.
ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/cdd ) , 43 #4551 45 #4388, 8 1
DNAssit % bHLH 45 #4380 8 (1 5 91 347 L X o3
Fro FIH] Clustal 2.1 %f bHLH &5 #3841 551 647
ZH BT
1.2.4  stAekfodr sk MEGA 6.0 3, FIl 5
RAUSANE Pk, g 3 i 1 ) A4 22 5 6 1k bHLH %% 5%
R 2 P 51 B A
1.2.5 qRT-PCR 47  LA§E SELE N5 TR A% R 1] Y
RNA SR A, ) R AR 2 7 s i) & kA7 e
315 cDNA, W #E GmbHLH25-15 ( Glyma.
15G06680 ) 1) K& (K 7+ 51, F ] Primer 5 R 4F5 11 %%
JeE i PCR 51 ¥, UL ELFIB P9 & 5
GmbHLH25-1 W51 4 )7 51 : qGmbHLH25-15-F ; AGG-
GCTACCTGAACTGGG ; qGmbHLH25-15-R : TTTGGG-
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GITGAAGITIGA, N 2 4 K 5| ¥ J¥ 4. qELFIB-F:
GTTGAAAAGCCAGGGGACA ; qELFIB-R: TCTTAC-
CCCTTGAGCGTGG, i id 3Lmod & & PCR Y (%
[C LightCycler 480 I ) #E47 PCR # g Al . 4 14 e
¥4 :95 CAFPE 3 min;95 °C AR 30 5358 C iR k
30 5572 CHEMH 30 s; 9454 35 MEIR

1.2.6 &Gk FEMEAZMER LI HH
Conserved Domain Database (http: // www. ncbi. nlm.
nih. gov/cdd ) PR XS i 6 H Y 7 4> bHLH %% 5%
N1 8 8 98 47 O <5 25 48 d8 o3 i, OF 1 ]
ExPASy ( http: // us. expasy. org/tools/protparam.
himl) FEZE KA 3 GmbHLH25-15 25 1781 1) 34k
PR,

1.2.7 Zava®sEMmaodr @il SOMPA (hitps:
//npsa-prabi. ibep. fr) i GmbHLH25-15 2 14 — %%
2k 4y ; 3@ 17 SWISS-MODEL ( https: // swissmodel.
expasy. org/ ) 7E £& £ H £ ¥i& iE 22 il GmbHLH25-15
HH =R, 3k 1 4~5 GmbHLH25-15 —
HME N 55% By Sgnj. 3. 1, R AR O B AR, X
GmbHLH25-15 Z5HaEF = 4 FIREERE, MR 1 F
# PDB U, | H] SPDBV 4. 10 {4 2 il = 4 45
A

1.2.8 zH&a54 F GmbHLH25-15 & H
JFH 4228 2 SMART (http: // smart. embl-heidelberg.
de/) , U i H BEAER HAME

2 HBREHH

2.1 KEMA%ERE bHLH #REFiFESEE
sk AR 4 AN ORERT R A5 (3,6,12,24 h) &2
2 T RSN L3 92049, Hib 145 7 4~ bHLH
K MYC2 F5 53E [R 7 g i JE R 5 26 5 [PR] 4 358 S
HH , GmbHLH25-15 ( Glyma. 15G06680) (3 ik f 75

GmbHLH25-15 193
Glyma.17G16741 200
Glyma.17G16720 190
Glyma.03G25280 138
Glyma.03G41901 382
Glyma.06G09670 167
Glyma.06G43560 65

GmbHLH25-15 249
Glyma.17G16741 258
Glyma.17G16720 249
Glyma.03G25280 197
Glyma.03G41901 445
Glyma.06G09670 224
Glyma.06G43560 130

265
272
262
206
458
228
141

el WL (52 1) o HF GmbHLH25-15 Ry 272
SFEFIRFE N AT H AR .
F* 1 #£RFik bHLH EF K EMBXNRILZEXNHE
Table 1 The differentially expressed bHLH genes and

the Log, FoldChange

Log, FoldChange

HH ID

Gene ID 3h 6 h 12h 24 h
Clyma. 15606680  -5.84  -5.24  -5.27  —-6.18
Clyma.03G25280  -3.93  -5.08  -5.08  -3.21
Clyma. 17G16741  -2.92  -4.19  -6.64  —-3.38
Clyma. 06609670  -2.28  -3.29  -2.84  -3.82
Clyma.03G41901  -3.10  -3.23  -4.32  -2.71
Clyma. 17G16720  -3.17  -2.95  -3.54  -3.81
Clyma.06G43560  -2.74  -2.52  -3.47  -2.55

2.2 bHLH #35xEF &M R o4

5 3 410 7 HU 45 S %, GmbHLH25-15
(Glyma. 15G06680 ) #1 Glyma. 17¢16741 J& F bHLH25
5% A T, Glyma. 06609670 J& F bHLH93 %% 5%
¥, Glyma. 03G41901 J& F+ bHLHI3 %% 5 K F,
Glyma. 17G16720 J& F bHLHI1 %% 5% [ ¥, Glyma.
06G43560 J& T LHLH30 4% 5[4 7. [7] 6t H ok 55
R T AN S F bHLH 25 #3807 51 54 [R) 5 AN
(Kl 1), Lk GmbHLH25-15 & 1)¥ %) h bHLH %544
WAE RS IR, H A 6 DR FIF (Glyma. 17G16741
Glyma. 06G09670 ,Glyma. 03G41901 . Glyma. 17G16720 |
Glyma. 06G43560 1 Glyma. 03G25280) ) bHLH %%
FIBRT A 5 GbHLHS-15 3677 L e, 7
S Ak 74.65% . 37.70% , 47.14% . 65.71% .
38.81% F1160.00% (% 2),

248
257
248
196
444
223
129

1 74 E5%%E bHLH EREFRTFEMTELFFI L2

Fig.1 The alignment analysis of consistent domain sequences of seven bHLH transcription factors
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®2 TAERFREOVHLH BREAFEMEFIEELRBES LEREE
Table 2 The percent identity matrix for multiple comparisons of consistent domain sequences

of seven bHLH transcription factors

S 1D
Gene D Glyma. 06G43560 Glyma.06G09670 Glyma.03G41901 Glyma.03G25280 Glyma. 17G16720 Glyma. 15G06680 Glyma. 17G16741
ene

Glyma. 06G43560 100. 00 33.87 35.14 30.43 37.14 38.81 32.35
Glyma. 06G09670 33.87 100. 00 43,55 30. 65 40.32 37.70 39.34
Glyma. 03G41901 35.14 43.55 100. 00 40.58 41.67 47.14 45.07
Glyma. 03G25280 30.43 30. 65 40.58 100. 00 60.29 60. 00 59.09
Glyma. 17G16720 37.14 40.32 41.67 60.29 100. 00 65.71 64.79
Glyma. 15G06680 38.81 37.70 47.14 60. 00 65.71 100. 00 74.65
Glyma. 17G16741 32.35 39.34 45.07 59.09 64.79 74.65 100. 00
2.3 bHLH #REFHELELSH FAURg bHLH 5% 561 45 R 55 s 5 53 #r

&l 2 75, GmbHLH25-15 ( Glyma. 15G06680)  £5—3(, B} GmbHLH25-15 Fl Glyma. 17G16741 J&
il Glyma. 17G16741 BZRE R fedls , o bHLH % T[] bHLH 5 972880 i Hofth, 5 A% 5% IH 7
AT AT A R AR P S E NS T AR ) ALE A bHLH 288,

Glyma.17G16741

Glyma.03G25280
Glyma.17G16720
Glyma.06G09670
r— Glyma.03G41901
Glyma.06G43560
P
0.1

B2 ZERRix bHLH #xREFit s o4
Fig.2 The phylogenetic anaylsis of bHLH transcription factors
2.4 GmbHLH25-15 ik 5y ARG e S — 2, R BT R B
qRT-PCR 7 #r 45 R B, TE MR WA 2, #H(K3),
GmbHLH25-15 {EE/K WA 3, 6, 12 7124 h Bk

3h 6h 12 h 24 h
= 0 T T T
=
wn
=&
= o
By -2t
Fal)
Ly 3| §
)
W2
HE 4T
23
S -5} L
# %
S -6 |
BRNA-seq ORT-qPCR
7L

3 EEMMET GmbHLH25-15 ERAE#BKARMBIRIEENSHT
Fig.3 The expression patterns of GmbHLH25-15 at different

submergence stress times
2.5 GmbHLH25-15 EHEU MRS LT 7 e, O 11 1% , (R BT o e 9] %
GmbHLH25-15 & 4> T 10 41 696.69 kD, R ALK 1.1% (££3),
pl7.66, 4 i, GmbHLH25-15 ) 20 Fh & I, 22
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%3 GmbHLH25-15 IS E AR K Lk Fi
Table 3 The amino acid composition and ratio of GmbHLH25-15

HILR A ]| HILR A e
Amino acid Number Ratio/ % Amino acid Number Ratio/ %
& iZ Alanine 22 6.0 %R Leucine 33 8.9
K& Arginine 15 4.1 FHAEBR Lysine 30 8.1
RAMERE Asparagine 19 5.1 H B % iX Methionine 11 3.0
KA PR Aspartic acid 15 4.1 KN % R Phenylalanine 19 5.1
e H 2 L-Cysteine 5 1.4 & fig Proline 10 2.7
B BN Glutamine 20 5.4 L5 R Serine 41 11.1
AR Glutamic acid 29 7.9 I [iZ Threonine 19 5.1
11420 Clycine 16 4.3 a0 Tryptophan 4 1.1
2 %R Histidine 9 2.4 1% %4 iR Tyrosine 5 1.4
AL 2 Isoleucine 29 7.9 455 12 Valine 18 4.9
2.6 GmbHLH25-15 B 8 &5 GmbHLH25-15 & [ N 3645 163 ~ 265 {3 G 5 FE 5

2.6.1 fEFLEMBHSH 7 NCBI [y Conserved & bHLH Z5#38 (K 4)

Domain Database #E47i{f ~F 25 14 3k 70 A 45 1 W,
1 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 369

Query seq.
i E-boxM-box specificity site j

dimerization interface [0 BA'A bR
Specific hits HLH

Superfanilies HLH superfamily

B4 GmbHLH25-15 B{F =745+
Fig.4 The conserved domain analysis of GmbHLH25-15

2.6.2 H[HBLEMSH  REFITRI LS R B M5k R 3, B4 & 37.4% F155.01% |, St K 4%
7~ :GmbHLH25-15 4 R L) o — WEHEFITC LI 4 B -4y 5 6.23% F11.36% (18 5A)

A L ‘ H\HI' A (Ll }\‘ \{

50 100 150 200 250 300

BOLRAFRR B - T O AR E KA, O AR o - IBE, EOLAF R TN,
The green lines indicate the beta turn, the red lines indicate the extended strand, the blue lines indicate
alpha helix, and the purple lines indicate random coil.
B S5 GmbHLH25-15 =% (A) f=R&4(B) g
Fig.5 The secondary(A) and tertiary(B) structure prediction of GmbHLH25-15
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i@ F SWISS-MODEL ( https: // swissmodel.
expasy. org/) TE 2 8 H BUHE PR Ho X 3R A5 1 A~ 5
GmbHLH25-15 [—EH: K 55% IR F51) Senj. 3.1,
UL bHLH GRSy 450 fu 32 2 S AH 2B AY o
IEFRL L B o BRBERA AR AR BIERE , 55 — A
o BRBEAL T55 — A2 b AT AT T RURBERE , ixX Fh
S5 R TSR OREAEAE T VE T, O 5 AR 5%

GLYMA02G16200.2

GLYMA15G0311110.1

P=%
\—/

GLYMA10G26690.1

|

6GLYMAO9G4 1810.1
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P
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PR BRI R [ 5 sl S 5 — SR AR 5 (&1 5B) o
2.7 HEEBSW

2.7.1 mAEFZadma  FIFH SMART 41 15
APTEE L R 5 GmbHLH25-15 B AR 136 F
104~ F R H (K 6) . WLHE TR KM
T ,GmbHLH25-15 0] §8 j& i i 5 8 i 12 85 1 BAE,
PR A E R, R G AR LS 55

GLYMA15G43540.1

4

GLYMA10G31130.1

m
o

GLYMA10G31080.1

GLYMAO01G30920.2

m
S
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B 6 GmbHLH25-15 ZEMEIESHT
Fig.6 The interaction analysis of GmbHLH25-15 protein

2.7.2 EARERGEREZOMN  KHEHE SR
Xk 2 i LA AR Rk PR R Rk R R e A R R,
A4 A BED LR K FBIh 30 AN [) BURE R 1] 5 ) Rk i 52
B M2 S Glyma. 10626690 Fl Glyma. 01G30920
B3 |33k, Glyma. 02G16200 F1 Glyma. 05G33010
BETMFRIRGR4) . BEUITEDFFEWHEO T, X se gk
Fein A gL T RE S GmbHLH25-15 A= HAE,
Fik i S IEAHCEE U,
x4 BWAKETRZEEGERZEZFNEMEEA
HEEEREXNRZENHE
Table 4 The coding genes of interaction protein with
significantly different expression under waterlogging

stress and the Log, FoldChange

HH D Log, FoldChange

Gene ID 3h 6h 12 h 24 h
Glyma. 10626690 3.17 3.82 4.45 4.35
Glyma. 01G30920 4.00 3.81 3.84 5.68
Glyma. 02G16200  —3.95 -6.21 -2.87 -5.12
Glyma.05G33010  -4.70 -5.76 -5.37 -6.62

3o #
AT K G PS5 2 34 HEAT BT K AL B,

IH A A SR AH B R A AT, T R T AN ST T A DG ) 22
S3%1% bHLH Z % MYC2 (KO :13422) #3541, 4%
Rk AL B GmbHLH25-15 AF HWFFE A 42
MYC2 J& T#E%) bHLH ¥ 5 A+ Kk, 2 JA {555
S BB OEREN T2 —, % JAZ EAH
T MYC TE R Z RS SR (RIE A IRk
W) RE DGR R ) ikt T e 0
TESLLRE 7 Wi N7 8 Jplr 38 1% 2 A2 Hr, MY C2 3 3 410 ]
PSCSI f235K 50 V843 i 208 19 22 W0 45 i, T MY C2
(435 1 S g% MKK3-MPK fri 452

5 GmbHLH25-15 2K (4 (19 H.AE R 7] LAE i
SHHMER 10 NE AR REEEEN ., a4
st SR R, 4 BRI B 1 4 R i DR ) o A b
SXFRRAR L, 2 A EIE R, 2 AN F IR, B
Wb E Y FR R I SR A A KR G R
FIEZ, b A E RS N0, AR
NH, BB SR . 708 KR iy gkl 38 o
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VEY) T 2SR A5 L, AR, FE IR U R g rp s
RAETHLA N EZIE A, H KRG A FpiE 21 1R
KREEE FAEWR S BN E SR, K, 8
SEAFMCHHS AT LB DG a, %S E A H
BORBEN TRIASR MEAS R M2 %) NH,
B (AMT) g4t s h 2 as 3l6 4
AMT 318 . AIAMTI ; 1 ~ AIAMTI ;5 F1 ALAMT2 ; 1,
AAMTI ; 1 {EKS . 22 vh ¥ 32 3k, ALAMTI ; 2,
ALAMTI ;3 ALAMTI ;5 Fi AAMT? ;1 = BAF #R g
Sk B ER ALAMTI ;1 8% ALAMTI ;3,45
TT R AR R WO [ T 30% 1 HLaxX P~ 5k
DR 3 B 22 B o 2 0 o KR R 43 S E
12 NAMT LT 0sAMTI ;1 F1 OsAMT2 ;1 1E4R
FInF ok, OsAMTI ;1 Fl OsAMTI ;3 FEALEMR
Fiko HTFKREKEIFME THRKZMGT, 7EKAE T
Y8 W BB B R R 22, Xt R K A 4 R R
FEYIAEAS R IR 858 b R AL i 45 R . B IO K & — Fh
e K F AR B Ji0 s o 1) ke S0 BR 5, RS 15 44 g
T AT e 35 O I S A A B SR AL
25, Ak, 3 bHLH #% 5% [H -+ GmbHLH25-15 7] §§
I [ B B 1] 4 A A A B 1 T O Y B
R, b2 A B SR HRA R 3 haa

4 % B

ARG L e s U2 A 15 B 2F I qRT-PCR
o, TR B 7 A oK T 87 ) bHLH 3
J7 AN R T bHLH 2544 3% 2K (1 5 91 4 ) 91k
R &, GmbHLH25-15 F1 Glyma. 17G16741 J& F
bHLH25 %% 5 A F, Glyma. 06609670 J& T bHLH93
#5551, Glyma. 03G41901 J& F bHLH13 % 5t
¥, Glyma. 17G16720 J& F bHLHI % 5% [H, Glyma.
06G43560 J& T bHLH30 %% % A+, Fik g2
S GmbHLH25-15 1£ 4 A~ BURE B[] 55 19 2 3k
AR e S 4 R — B MR B R AR A
o H5ZEAMEAEN 10 MEAREEEEN,
4 NGB TR ATE G sk Al rh R M 22 R AR
24 BEGR 2 AT IAZE . N bHLH 5 5+
GmbHLH25-15 W] GE38 1 1 7] 5k 2 67 1) I8 92 4 e i
B R R T B S AW, g A B SR, R
By E W R HREALEA G FrE— 25T
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