Cotton Science
#i 46 2% M Cotton Science  2020,32(1):21—29
http://doi.org/0.11963/1002-7808.1ylxd.20200109

ME3bA% s GTP 454-% 6 2 W GhRop4 9 .14 R 2R K 57
FZRLERANT-WAELES L AES N EHEEBES  NEER "
(OHBERLKFE/ RLAEDHARE LR, 5 E AT 830052;
2EERNKRFE /M EAEE MR HERE K LR E, K 210095)

WE . [ 889 )3 A% /N GTP 4 4 % & 3t B (Small GTP-binding protein) GhRop4 (AY965614.1) 7 % # 3 3% i
TR A R A AT R A, AR A K HE T R AL T AL A R e ke [k )AL
A kW E R ¥ &2 T GhRopd 2 H ty 4 A F 4E v dE L 4 X R, JF & 12 % % & & PCR (Real-time
quantitative polymerase chain reaction, qRT-PCR) #7 77 % % #7 GhRop4 £ [t 41 1k ik 5 e M Ao 1 Bl 2 025
AT RFAER, [4R] UM HAR cDNA #5014 2| GhRop4 £ [, 5 7 % 7 B4 & 588 bp, % 4 4 4
195 M E A ALY [ A Rop &, 4% %5 E)F5 Wtk H ,GhRopd 5 2 w44 Rop % & & & B, 74
Rop & & £ #1% i . qRT-PCR 441 % ¥ ,GhRop4d L E AL AR (2 v  Frim TR T AL HE
FrifaZd kA AKFRE GhRopd EHEME R T7 KERBLEEZRELES T — S R)Z i, [£i#]
GhRop4 X H E MMM p R P T EaEEMmEA,

KR AL/ GTP 4 & & 9 ;GhRop4; 7 [# ; 3 5 i 38

Molecular Cloning and Expression Analysis of a small GTP-binding Protein Gene

GhRop4 in Gossypium hirsutum L.
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Abstract: [Objective] This study is to dissect upland cotton small GTP-binding protein gene GhRop4 (AY965614.1) expression
alteration responsive to different abiotic stresses, and provide a foundation for stress-related genes clone, and elucidate the
molecular mechanism of cotton stress-resistance. [Method] In this study, the protein structural characteristics and phylogenetic
analysis of GhRop4 gene were analyzed by bioinformatics methods. Tissue-specific expression of GhRop4 under various
induction conditions were conducted using quantitative real-time polymerase chain reaction (QRT-PCR). [Result] The GhRop4
gene was cloned from the upland cotton cDNA , sequence analysis showed that it contained a 588 bp open reading frame,
putatively encoding a type [ Rop protein with 195 amino acid residues. Multiple sequence alignment showed that GhRop4
shared high similarity with Rop proteins of other plants and was in accordance with the structural characteristics of Rop proteins.
qRT-PCR analysis showed that GhRop4 gene expressed in roots, stems, leaves, cotyledons, and hypocotyl of cotton seedlings,
and especially expressed at a relatively higher level in cotyledons and stems. GhRop4 gene expression was regulated with
dehydration, high salinity, low temperature and Verticillium wilt treatments. [Conclusion] The results suggested that GhRop4
gene may play important roles in the adaptation of upland cotton to adversity stress.
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2% ¥4 A1) G€ 4> & Ras Ran .Rab .Rho 1 Arf 5 4
RN, TR B A% Y Ras Fl Rho % 1M
RS SI e, M E 3 M RIEEANIIGEE
BSH5RAMKSFiz s, 5800, & 5%
WA 1 AR Rho WK 15 19/ GTP 454
HFR A Rop 25 H™, Rop & HEA GTP G4,
5 GTP 45 4 7] LI 1k GTP /K i, i 5 GDP
(Guanosine diphosphate, % iR & 11 ) 45 & Jofi ik
TGPk, 5 GTP/GDP 1345 & fEH Y5 5 1%
SR R o IR TR AE AR S B9, BN
K A E5 5 G 454 51 (Catalytic G-domain)
Al C K i & 28 X (Hyper-variable domain, HVR)
R, Horb G S5 57 58 H R SOV 145
&, HVR Tst AL, G 25 &A 5 R
SERF AT FRA G-box JEJF (1-V),1X 5 43
PR IR S5 & GTP K fi fl Mg 45 & 1 T g
X, 1 IJ& GTP 45+ ek, [T A0 7 %
PRI T (Switch T ) F1FF5& 1T (Switch IT ), 11T
~ V J& GTP 5 GDP {45 A X ik 26 [X 36 75 5
GDP I GTP &5 &5 RAE T HARFMHE G, X5
AR B A SR A A AR R
G 453N 41 7 1 4> Rho & 70 A 1 B2 i€ 358,
FR A AL, Winge S5 7HR 45 Rop 2 M C %ii 24
FMRITH 225, ¥ Rop KIEE 5K 2 Fhi2e Al
Bp T RURTITZS 1 %Y Rop &5 H C ¥ LA L 7Y 1y
Caal &7 2k, Hp C AR (Cys) ,a N
B Wi A LR % L A e 2R (Leu),Cys 5R 3
B C20 5 8¢ 0 i A v BR A A A, LAY
Rop P GC-CG &% 1k (Hth G HH AR Gly,C
J& Cys), Hrh 2 4~ Cys 38 EL & 5 5% 6 IR i e
FRIERRIT T2 Clo FAH MR MR ek C18 B I 2 Mk i
iz S WAL,

H M 11> Rop HERFE 8 b g %00 ok
H Al O &7 Z Fioi ) h 252 1) Rop ZEH, o4l
FIFHA 114 EK 94, S 114, Hi% 7
A OKAE T A EAE T A EE 6 A TR 5
A9 A MR X Rop 3K 1 T EWF 5T,
Rop G HE HHA Z M), A5 ML E R
AR EYARERK FS 1S TR
BY AR BRI Z AN IR B 5 IR N R
N AE - R BAE AR R, fEIER &

T SF2R 1Y Rop HE PR % s ek B, S BUR 52
Hh M R PR S B RRARD SR IT AtRopl 1 1Y
FIRFL WA K A ET A AL R TR IR
A5 0 157 R 5 2 RS R R R v e R A
NtRopl K&, %% 35 PR R 7 A2 2 22 1) HL0,, %R
i 38 B4 TS 52 8 7 REARUS K B 45 Rop X MFARLI
UMY, F LA ARG Na®t/KFH AR T X JiE
PR, IFHG 5 T Eh A B 2 DT SR T Rop AKX
A 1 (RICT) e B3 AR AR 75 R 0 38 T 09 47 15 2323
Jnusto FEKFE R A B 7 A TIREA R Rop 2,
OsRacl il i i 45 1% PR U A Fndn i st T2, 14
P KA XS FE IR W B PTME ; OsRacd Fll OsRacs i
FEOK ARG UM | Hw L R ) 68 5 /K R R
Te KM JHEL NtRac5 3 i i 45 HH 5 48 i 4401 il
Z: 55 W B BN R TG M AU kY, MtRop9
Z: 5 H W) 32 0 BT A G 0 L 0 s R
HvRacB 25 A X 183 1T B HE R By T8 e
R A6 Rop 2870 55 IR W W 5% i 38 3 22 FIAR AL £F
A T ORI GT b R B 2R AR Y RN A G, AR SE
S iy AR s B T 2 S AR £ AR Ak 4 R B
W #4323k 19 GhRacA Fll GhRacB, e ] fg 44
FIAELF 4 0 % 5 . Deborah 55245 B ) GhRac9
GhRacl3 JEH |, TEAR 21 4k B e ) A= F A
BE L3 B 2o 9 B0 0 O B SR Gk HEDN 2 AT AT g 2
LA HO, A AR AL IR AR BERY A i, GhRacl
5 200 M R A A R T A R A T E R T A
T, TR R OOR] e B 5 5 SR IR R (Virus-
induced gene silencing, VIGS) #% A #ill il #f 1€
GhRop6 R 3635, TUBRAE R KR 2R & &5
XFRRALAIG , IF 7= AR B 2 1) HO,, #El GhRop6 3
AT T 908 42 A5 4 X B 22 i P v o 1 O AR AR TR
Rop B K TEmdh (T 5 ARIR & W5 4 T &
IR A il

R A8 2 B S0 2F qe Al B E D), BRSO
ZVAE R gz A B AR AR AR Kt
T P A A 32 3045 b A W 1 38 R PR R 3R o
g JELAA R RN R AR RSN, I BE AR PR 2R )
RRAE I A K 7= o D R 2F 4 5 52 AR K, 18 AR
BRI LTFHUL YR A 1 Rop KIEEAER
RE S AR I I OC, 2 S AE Y SO
X9 Jir BT 1) SE At 7 LR, AR SCR AR B2
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2 1 4 Bl AR/ GTP 455 8 F AL GhRop4 1) v [ XL k73 Hr 23

(4975 3% , Bl Hu A 50 14> Rop 2% [ GhRop4,
X HAR R SR AR 30358 A0 20 U R e e R AT
5T, At — L s H AE GhRop4 3 X B A= 9~ 2
[/ PSS

1 #EEF®
1.1 ##

fiti b A BT R RE K543 18 25 5 B B8 Ak
V991 ¥y iy s Rk K22 R 27 B Rl A= W) HR &
ML E AR
12 Ak
1.2.1  #EFp, R ZVFRIE 4P, ¥ KK1543
PP oM TRAEMEA 2D LIRGWESR L
WO FETRE (28 £2)°C VIR E 65% JGHR / B JE
WM 16 h/8 h 2k LR FR 15d, kK —
ES QT A @ o & R N 1 B B
(200 mol-L™"'NaCl) . T-5 .4 CAIK AL 2, H A& 4b
S IR 2R ] G RGBT R AT, 0 T Ak
JG0h,1h3h.6hfl12h REMF, [FIERER
SEFRAARH AL B e R IR A T
TSR AR I LA L 4% i) R AR B R ) 21
LR PRI EUCE T A R, T RNA $2 1,
HEAT H 3R =3k 4017

¥ KK1543 F 178 30% H,0, I Wi 7 il
2 h, JCHE K PR 3 WK, d5 7R TG B K bk IR T
12 h, 8& A MARFP A R ZF AR LR ZF 2 d, ik
B & — SR PR TR REA 201 IREA
18R AR 121, FfF2 B EH R
B, SR B0 A e T R 29 R AT B N T V9L =
Yoo fE42 Oh 4h 8 h 12 h 24 h 1 48 h J5 HLA#
BRI AAR R HCE TIRAR R, T B RNA $21L
B R 23K 5347
1.2.2 &l RNA AY#2HCAT cDNA B9l 45, R H#T
JH1E H B2 7] 9 BSC65S1 Biospin £ 1 £ i A
Py 5 RNA #2500 £ 52 UM 46 RNA, FEBR |
(Thermo fisher Scientific)DNase I 25 RNA A15%
17 1y DNA, #| H Thermo Scientific (NanoDrop
1000) AR 43 BT AL FT 1.2% 350 i 4 B e R ok A 0
RNA Jii it Fl 58 8P | 00 4G U5 4% 119 RNA $4c IR
A6 5% 4 =4 A W) B R A BR A W) TransScript *11
First-Strand cDNA Synthesis SuperMix [z ¥% 5% i

& UL 455 B cDNA, H T 5 Rk 7,
1.2.3  ## 7& GhRop4 £ [4 19 5 [ . LA 0L 3 9%
TAIR (http://www.arabidopsis.org/index.jsp)
AtRacl 3£ [H (AT2G17800) 1 )5 511 /E A BlastP £
WIF4, 7EME 46 EST &l (http://www.leonxie.
com ) , H #E 5 K 41 #5045 )& (http://www.phytozome.
net/) T ELXT, 345 T 1 4> cDNA J¥ 41, 88 J5 AR 4l
P51 ORF (Open reading frame) J5 41 %1151 )
GhRop4F.5’-ATGAGCGCCTCGAGATTCATA-3’
1 GhRop4R :5’-TCATAATATTGAGCAACCA-
CC-3, ARl uAf KK 1543 (1) cDNA SRR , LA iF
1 BB A TransStar KD Plus (4t 57 234 #E17
PCR 43 B4 34 7= Wy 28 1% 35 R i D ksl [l
W H 4 B Bt % % & peasy-Blunt Zero 73 [ 45 1A |
HEAT BRI U) 20, o PR M s B Bk % R AR B AR
Y ARG BRA G5k, 282 7 AE ik ik
75 fir Y PCR R . 7 397 W Al e H Y
v By aliAk i,

124  JFHI 3 Hr FIZRZE 5007, R NCBI FEZ IR
% T.H.h BlastP Al DNAMAN #% 14X GhRop4 %
F 7 91 3547 2 5 1R [ U5 91 43 22 87 4 L
Xt [AlFE NCBI | £5 #% 7K #F Oryza sativa OsRacl
(XP_015621645.1) .OsRac3 (XP_015625155.1)
OsRac4 ( XP_ 015641323 .1 ) #1 OsRac5 ( XP_
015627011.1); #1F§ I+ Arabidopsis thaliana At-
Ropl (NP 190698. 1) AtRop2 (NP 173437.1).
AtRop4 (NP_177712.1) .AtRop5(NP_195320.1) .
AtRop6 (NP_ 001190917 1) Al AtRopl1 ( NP_
201093.1); /N # Triticum aestivum TaRop3
(ADD23345); 4H ¥ Nicotiana tabacum NtRacl
(XP_016513031.1) \NtRac5 (XP_016512162.1);
+ K Zea mays ZmRopl (XP_008644256.1) ; K #
Hordeum vulgare HvRacl (CAD57743.1) \HvRac3
(CAD57742.1) HvRacB(CAC83043.2)#1 HvRop4
(CAD27896.1)6 1~ #h Ui fig € M1 9 Rop & H ¥
5. FIH Clustal X il MEGA 5 {4 5R FH 4B 4% 12
735 XF M 4€ GhRop4 Al L& #) F #9 Rop # 117
SR R G LE R, 43 S0 AT PR VT A SR i
AT o

1.2.5 #i4E GhRop4 219 %4507, FI Z 0%
22 W9y AR ) G RNA T2 & 42 JRURS FE A [m] b 38 O
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[F] B[] SO AR AE RNA R A6 A [F] 20 21 1) RNA, JiT
BRI 5 A% S 5% S ARAS cDNA 5 — 44k | LAt 4%
RREAR AT 96 PCR 973, 4738 7k & Al
NS IR ] PN J5 ik . N2 Ubiquitin &
5191551 4 UBQTF .5 -CCAGAAGGAATCC-
ACTTTGC-3";UBQ7R:5'-CCAGCTCACATCA-
GCATACG-3' 1 GhRop4 #: [ ) 51 ¥ J¥ %
qGhRop4F ; 5'-GGTCTTCTGCCTACATCGAGT-
3';qGhRop4R:5-GAAATGGGCACTGCGTTAG-
G-3', RA 2725 e o b B | 1 e 5 I8 7 A X
Feik & A DPS 7.05 #AFxT e B 5 s kT
FEIENHT

2 BERGHA
2.1 GhRop4 EEMZESFIINH

PL KK1543 it i~ ¢cDNA At it 17 PCR #”
B R (1) F B, MBS AR T B 1 4 Rop 3
cDNA J¥ %1, 454 & GhRop4, & H % b5
AY965614.1, GhRop4 3£[X (/) ORF & 588 bp, i
195 N FHR , 4> F o 21.229 kD, Hlg % i
SR 8.81, M 1. FIFH DNAMAN 4 5
PLEEIF K K2 3 AN 5 4> ROP & H )7
G HE X} % 3L, GhRop4 & FAF & 1549 Rop 5 H 1Y
FROE, A SA(T-V)®m g5 X 1 I/ GTP

800 bp
500 bp

M:Trans 5k DNA 4 F & 45 #fE ;1. GhRop4 5 [H 1Y)
PCR 4" # i Bt
M: Trans 5k DNA Marker; 1: PCR amplification frag-
ment of GhRop4 gene.
1 GhRop4 EE M E
Fig. 1 Cloning of GhRop4 gene

fif 28 AR 3, T1 J2 R0 745 /3R, IV |V & GTP
o, GDP &5 6 X8k, 2 A JF Ik (FFC T Aigr
KA), 14> Rop i A7 5 B C A iy iy JiE 72 57 IX
(HVR) (¥ 2) . Rop i AJFHI4 & 10 424 FEFR 5%

Switch | Switch 11

AtRopl . ... NSPEEVESREE 68
OsRac4 ..MASS 70
OsRacl  MSSAAA 72
HvRop4 ..MASS 70
GhRop4 - - - - M§ 68
AtRop6 68
III:GTPase domain
AtRopl -
OsRac4 ; : }ig
OsRacl :’ 144
HvRop4 30 142
GhRop4 A i 140
AtRop6 A 1} M - DB KCFFI WVPI' 140
IV:GDP/GTP binding domain Rop Insert Region
PBR

g‘RR"Pi 1 IR 16 5 VS AT A GKK. . BSKAGKACSIL. ............ 197

ST TP S Vi Al ARSI KCQRCRERKKTRRGCSFFCKGVMSRRRLVCF 214
OsRacl g VA v ﬁ I HKCVTRRKLGSSSNRPVRRYFCGSACFA. . 214
HvRop4 T Al I KQRERRRKKARCGCASL. . GTLSRRKLACF 212
GhRop4 P AR NG EDR AT NKNK. . KK. . SGGCSIL. ......covn.. 195
AtRop6 P AR TR R VS R e ALD GQKK. . KBNKACKACSIL. . ........... 197

V :GDP/GTP binding domain HVR

HE NP 5128 Rop IR HABUN A X 1T — V Rop i A F 81 ke C A S i 48 52 X (HVR ), B ORI AFB 48 TF 6 T

FE 1 Z 0 X (polybasic region, PBR) {3 A5 .

I -V domains, Rop insert region, and hypervariable region (HVR) are boxed, respectively, The Switch [ , switch II, and poly-

basic region (PBR) sites are black underlined.

E 2 GhRop4 Thet & #iE 4 #7
Fig. 2 Analysis of the functional domains in GhRop4 protein
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14 2 1 4 Bl AR/ GTP 455 8 F AL GhRop4 1) v [ XL k70 B 25

3£ (DQQFLTDHFN), GhRop4 % H HVR X &
EmR ¥4 C AK¥iihy CSIL,
22 #87t GhRop4 EH R FH LS4

Winge SR 4% Rop 11 C i 2 312 7 41 22
5K Rop G H 0 2 Fp2Ay /Y T AUANIT
M GenBank "' F # K RE ARG IT NE HHE
ok REZ AL 19 A~ThRE T A Rop T, 1
HRGHAR, BRI (8 3),19 4> Rop 1
TR 22,12 40 Rop EHE N T M Rop HH L7

T 1 & Rop & 11, W3R, [ % Rop & £ %
Z 5 EEMYERKKE . Y HOE A HUR TR
N e & F 1 74 Rop & 11 16 GhRop4 & [
TEAE W) T 68 S 0L Hh 9 8 22 A4 A €5, A ] DNA-
MAN %4 % ix 6 4~ & 5 B 9 GhRop 3 A
(GhRacA .GhRacB .GhRac9 ,GhRacl3 .GhRacl

GhRop6 ) 5 AW 58 7a B 1) GhRop4 L K E— 25 [
X} 43 # , GhRop4 % K1 5 GhRacl K (1) )7 51 4
RIPELF] 88%, HHE 54 GhRop % B AH I

A~ Rop & % A 11 & Rop # 1 ,GhRop4 & )& HEIRF 75%.
A B C
99 TaRop3 t
{imow .
- OsRac4
| 79 [ OsRac3 I_ Type Il
79 HvRac3 o—
= ZmRopl
AtRopl1
AtRop2 )
AtRop4

AtRop6 — 06— £

AtRopl b Type I
o % NtRac5 5—
AtRop5
@ GhRop4
99 OsRacl
HvRacl
100 NtRacl —

0.02

ZEF 0 Rop R, 411K Rop A MY # N BEGEITE5 R . A. 2 5MBEMYER KL E ;B. 2 5HEMYI
W 5 C 2 2 5 R ALY B0 P SV o 59200 (] 32 708 A PR LK 1] 3 P2 D), 25 0 680 0 /s i PR 670 R 2 D e o 81 v s RUAR 33t 1 R
2

L BEARAR 3 B B B A QR A BE B T SR

Left part is the cluster analysis of Rop proteins, and the right part shows the statistic results of the function-known Rop pro-

teins listed in the figure. The Rop proteins involved in plant development, stress response and/or disease resistance are marked

with A, B and C, respectively. The filled and empty circle indicate the gene’s positive and negative regulation functions, respec-

tively. The scale bar represents genetic distance. The number on the branch of evolutionary tree represents the reliability of evo-

lutionary degree.

B3 Rop EEHRESMREVMENGRSN
Fig. 3 Cluster analysis and function analysis of Rop proteins

2.3 GhRop4 EERE4HES

& #E (200 mol-L ™" NaCl) T 5 Il 1 i %5
Ja TR 3 458 JBik 38 Ak B34 5 ) GhRop4 JE IR 1 R ik |
(ER=P NGl SERGE: e 3PS P vy = W7 N i P =7
AL PER , GhRop4 JE A 7E AL B S 3 h /Y Rk i
K, 5 1h 6hfil 12h EIEFHMTF Oh,

HpfE 6 h 112 h (B BB (B 4A), TF
A ¥R, GhRop4 H& 1 % 35 & 2 8 M AL
POTE 1 h Kk mTh w3 h Rk mFEIL,7E 6 h £
K 2R T IR B R B JE SRR AIK (1 4B) ik
TEAL PR | b6 a0 &b 38 8] (4 4T K GhRop4
R RA i S BT MR H, #E 3 h Bf Rk
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I, 75 6 h ik it ARG AN, 12 h Fik i A BT
TRE(K 4C), BENN M IESS 4 h GhRop4
HFR RIS 0h Rikwm A5, Tl #EE
5t FEARY4)5 8 h GhRop4 H& R Ay 363k & i 1%
S, s B EoR A S 12 h ik 2 IR A% 78

0 h([¥l 4D)., GhRop4 &R 7E A [ 4l 2 h i) 32 ik
Iy Hrah S F W GhRop4 H: DR 16K I A AR | 25
W RUR IR R A Rk 7R R s A
o, YR ZE M AR R IR Y 3R R i R AR
(K 4E) , W32 5 X 19 33k A7 7F — 2 Y 41 214y

24 h (48 h HE K kB e GO, (L B R AT ks,
A B

1.4 %k NaCl . 9r T £ Drought b
g 12 P £ 3
H £ 1.0 i
HE | Q& 6f
.H_E g 0.8 wE ST b
= = 06f a = B
w3 b b 3 3¢t b
< 04} =
= 0.2} I ~ 21 ¢ I -
; !
Wl B B . 1 N
0 1 3 6 12 /h 0 1 3 6 12 /h
A [E] Time fist[E] Time
C 1.6p fKi& Cold . D 3.0p BEZERE Verticilliuwilt
= LA d = 2.5
2 1.2 <
I a i % 2.0f
3 & X £
® S c KE1s
(2 'L
E3 ZEZ1.0r
T ©
= =05
. . . . 0.0
1 3 6 12 /h 0 4 8 12 24 48 /h
B 8] Time A [E] Time
E 50T
45F
X
w 35F
BE ot
a2
®e 25
& 20r
EE 157
2 10
m
0.0 1 1 L 1
Root Stem Leaf  Cotyledon Hypocotyl
it E nf F T A

2[ 21 Tissue

A EEALFEF GhRop4 B:H £, B T AP GhRop4 & H Y £ K0, C.IRIRAL PR GhRop4 J:[H i &1k
I3HT . D AR E ZE R AL IR T GhRop4 3 1 2355007 o E: GhRop4 kB 7E R R4 4Uh (1 23K 4041 . LA AR IR (0 h) 194
K G S IS [ U6 Ak ] AR [R]85S bR R 25 N B3 (P=0.05) , AN Rl FohE 22 ] #6825 7 .3 (P<0.05) .

A: Expression analysis of GhRop4 gene under salt stress. B: Expression analysis of GhRop4 gene under drought stress. C: Ex-
pression analysis of GhRop4 gene under cold stress. D: Expression analysis of GhRop4 gene under Verticillium wilt. E: Expression of

GhRop4 in different tissues of cotton. The same lowercase letters showed no significant difference in different sample time, and the

i
1t
¥
(4
Q
e
(=g
o
=]
n
aQ
2.
B
o
o

difference between the lowercase letters showed significant difference in different sample time at the 0.05 probability level.
4 GhRop4 £ RE &Lk 5 #
Fig. 4 Expression pattern analysis of GhRop4
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2 1 4 Bl AR/ GTP 455 8 F AL GhRop4 1) v [ B LA k70 B 27

3 it

R A6 B AT B 22 1) 4 5 Rt 25 3 S, XA AE 1Y
5% 0 A X 22, R S0 A 0 5 6 R N
T, A4 GhRWRKY91 3[R A S 5% 3k [ $ g I
I U@ e SN YA/ & 975
Gh_A05G1554 (GhDHN 03) #I Gh D05G1729
(GhDHN_04) 4345 YT 32 35 1 36 058 38
R Y BE 1B, #i 46 GhHB12BY GhLAC15P
GbaNA 1P 2 5 M A6 9T 5 22 93 )8 45 B 17 v P
F S 5 AL DU A SC 3 I R A5 S A5 ik 2
BV R ZRE O B R RE
PR AR ARG B ARG AR RS
SRR A K R E R BE IS I A A b 3 G
AR ECHGE N EZ Y T GTP 25
HHEARWGN Rho ZIEEARE 1 BESHEIEN
FFB H AT AE4 6 1~ Rop IR 2 fig 9 1)
i, H 5 4~ %W GhRacA ,GhRacB.GhRac9 .
GhRac13 .GhRacl YJRefF R £ P E e A ik B
1221 1 4~ GhRop6 3 H 25 T i 45 # bt
PR 0 AR R AE Y 15 B2 PCR HR
A i 3 4 SE B E] 1 4 Rop BN, T & A
GhRop4 , AW 5% i [ ) GhRop4 JEH 5 13k 6 4
BEAT P e X A B, AR 70%~88%, K W]
GhRop4 F& [F 287 9 AR 38 19 Rop 3£ [ . DNA-
MAN £ & J7 41 LL Xt 25 5601, e B 1Y Rop
EEH—FE,OH S ACL-V )R EIX 2 AN IF
KX, 1A Rop Hli AT S C A dify 1o A8 5 X
(HVR),f5 & #H%Y) Rop # 1 HIHFAE

RBESHTR 7 418 Rop HABR T At-
Ropll 254K EF WK, A4 6 4 Rop H1E
PR R R PR RN, 1B Rop S
TR A K R E DU N YU I
Mrai 32 ,GhRopd FEHJE T [ & Rop &HH . 5
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