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Abstract

Plants constantly encounter a wide range of abiotic and biotic stresses, leading to
tremendous crop losses. Plant bacterial wilt (BW), a serious vascular disease caused by
Ralstonia solanacearum (Rs), is one of the most complex and serious crop diseases
worldwide. However, information on plant defense response to systemic soil-borne
diseases is very limited. Ethylene-response factors (ERFs) are a subfamily of the
APETALA2 (AP2)/ethylene-responsive-element-binding protein (EREBP) transcription
factor superfamily and unique to plants. ERFs play a pivotal role in plant signaling
transduction pathways switching extracellular signals into cellular responses. In this
study, roles of five uncharacterized members of tomato ERF cluster B1-a, namely
SIERF Bla-1,-2,-3,-4,-5, in plant response to BW and water deficit (WD) are
investigated. These ERFs localize ‘in nucleus and confer transcriptional repression
activity. These genes display differential transeriptional expression patterns in various
tissues and under, treatments of Rsg'drought and defense phytohormones, implying they
may have distinct functions. VIGS ,assays further revealed :their differential roles in
tomato defense to BW and water defieit QMD) iesponse. Results of functional analyses
by VIGS and transgenic ‘overexpression su?gest that SIERF Bla-1 may play a positive
role in defense to BW and salinity, and aTnegatwe; role in drought However, SIERF
Bla-3 may play a negative role in defense response to BW and drought, and a positive
role in salinity. Furthermore? functlomng of these two. genesAnvolves ET/JA (ethylene/
jasmonic acid)-related pathways. On the: other hand, réduced seed germination rates of
Arabidopsis at5g44210 null mutants, an othorlogous gene of SIERF Bla-1, indicated a
function of this gene in various abiotic stresses. However, mature plants of the null
mutants displayed unaltered response to Rs, Pectobacterium chrysanthemi and drought
treatments. Together, these results demonstrate important overlapping and differential
roles of the studied ERF cluster B1-a members in plant response to biotic and abiotic
stresses. These studies, along with further suggested analyses, are expected to decipher
multiple functions of these proteins and to establish the related regulatory networks in
plant stress responses.

Keywords: Ethylene-response factors (ERFs), bacterial wilt (BW), water deficit
(WD), At5g44210
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At Arabidopsis thaliana

bp Base pair

BSA Bovine serum albumin

BW Bacterial wilt

CFU Colony formation unit

DEPC Diethypyrocarbonate

DNA Deoxyribonucleic acid

DMSO Dimethyl sulfoxide

dNTP Deoxyribonucleoside triphosphate
ERFs Ethylene-response factors

EAR motif ERF-associated amphiphilic repression motif
EtBr Ethidium bromide

EPS Exopolysaccharide

EFla Elongation factor la

GFP 1-Green fluorescence-protein

GW Gateway

JA Jasmonic acid .

LB medium Luria- Bertani' medium

MAPK 1\/htoger.1_,actlvated protein kinase
MES 2- (N—mlf’ahohno) ethanesulfonic acid
MOPS 34 (N—morEhohno) propanesulfomc acid

MS medium
MV

MS

ORF
PAMPs
PCR

PEG 4000
PLACE
PR gene
Rpm
RT-PCR
Rs

SAR
SIERF
SM1

Tris

TTC
VIGS

WD

Mljfashlge and Skoog medium

Methyl v1ologenl :

Murasghige and Skoog

Openireading frame

Pathogen-associated molecurlar patterns
Polymerase chain reaction

Polyethylene glycol 4000

Plant cis-acting regulatory DNA elements
Pathogenesis-related gene

Rotation per minutes

Reverse transcription PCR
Ralstonia solanacearum
Systemic acquired resistance

Solanum lycopersicum ethylene-response factor

Semi-selective medium
Tris (hydroxymethyl aminomethane)

2, 3, 5-triphenyl- tetrazolium chloride
Virus-induced gene silencing
Water deficit
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(R. solanacearum-responsive genes) * #=¥ &% B Ntshspl7 ( tobacco small heat
shock protein 17) 2 NbSGLP (Nicotiana benthamiana SGP-like protein) # F]i& {7
VIGS AFI#FRELERBFHRF SEHTFRER] A/ RRAFT ENE
1%& jrnl;:] £+ 3 ¥t A (Kiba et al., 2007 ; Maimbo et al., 2007 ; Maimbo et al.,
2010) » 2 Fprin G o f1* B FF 2 LK R F (Pythium oligandrum) ¥ # § iv
FUFtempd D RRRT LFE oW ?Ty;"f&’r@ﬁé Hiif tepd (Hase et al,
2008) °

4. EHwd FHBELFY
L FRB RS PEE A NF R - S F R FRE2IRF Fep
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7] % B b4 7 50 (global warming) @ =88t » FRER L s LB A
(Tuteja and Sopory, 2008) o B iT4 g € B4 5 = A 2 = 0 B8 d *0 72 flenfk i

BFEArig 2o blde LR R BRI 4Kk i0 % (water defecit) F o B F g e
TP T A2 AR L  FRERFILAEH V-2 2R AT R
33 2050 #EE P 100 & PR F M S ®AA R R R4 A4 3 (Seki et
al., 2007 ; Gill and Tuteja, 2010 ; Hirayama and Shinozaki, 2010) o #* #F » 5 chsg i
g A oK B ERESFERACLA KA R AOBRE X w0 4D iR

EREBPIPEF I ELFT B PFHP Y AL REAREREL FIAFE
TR ISP S A Flehdk R (Seki et al,,2007) o fiidr 4 mendp BAT L AR H 0 4
Moty e RS PR FTHT WP ¢ M R 5 FE (trehalose)
2 % RFOs (Raffinose family ohgosaccharldes) Mgl FEAE Y & AW L0 F O
g G T ARG F a2 7f§+ mmﬂ‘:r e (Fernandez etal., 2010) o gt ¢+ »
LN "f TR R 7}* ) 75 g 4 5 Ak (Polyan}mes, PAs) ¥ proline %%z

% (Groppa and Benavides, 2008) ")‘f Sl *}f Fa 20 Poh B oAt YR B
" f*ﬂ”W
B ¥ 579 fRen | ﬂ‘?’“&#ﬂ%i,@? |

i ft

._”_ l i

5. ¥R ?é\ﬁﬁi""‘{’ﬂfg‘-. |
BIES LT E"ﬁﬁfi" A ERT e I"‘ «}L”i PFoofef R g A2 S
& 'k P& (salicylic acid > SA) e " (ethylene ET) % ffT f& (jasmonic acid > JA)
24k fe (abscisic acid » ABA) ~ @ F & § s * £+ (brassinosteroids, BR) ~ # £
% (auxins) ~ ‘w2 » 4 % (cytokinins, CK) ~ % F. % (gibberellins, GA) &4~ i7 i %
BEREF B EBEA EF T (Lumbaetal, 2010)0 H ¢ B 5848 F 45 s fr 435
Boenga f FhoT frit o KPR EFA FRESF AL LA EF & (systemic acquired
resistance, SAR) 2 i ac{+ F & (hypersensitive response, HR) » » # i 5% i 7 % PR
(pathogenesis-related) #p B 7 F12_ & G »c %@ p# @18 * (Deslandes et al, 2002;
Jones and Dangl, 2006) ; # = > % 7t % 5 ot Ll @ R FE H S ARG H
AN F ML S VEZF IR I ABERRI P ES B » il w0 E
M B YRR T IE (T 5 A %14 PDFI1.2 (PLANT DEFENSINI.2) # %|eh 3 o
SA & JA ¢ A2 I3 Apdnie® > gptfeql & 28 4 @iE (Brownetal, 2003) ;
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CHEF RS FR Y BEF S AT Al ¢ ST R B 7
SRNUE DS B FGRDE BE o L EFIE  RE FRERREE
FREFRLDIIF R S FAZEFZEET 0 G AESFMPN &SRR
BRI OBRpErFe i@l K- dp ROy kB FEe Hay
M eniRE e A 714 B (Schallera and Kieberb, 2002 ; Xu et al., 2006 ; Kendrick
and Chang, 2008 ; Stepanova and Alonso, 2009) (*i{4%4 -4+ =) o ¥ ¢k » ABA %
A e S SR g A 6+ o P J5d ABA-dependent i f£iE- 4 F
i bZIP # & F|F » &m B L3 Fizg k4B A Fl2 fod 3+ P ABREs
(ABA-responsive regulatory elements) " ;% %]+ (cis-elements) » %’ﬁf IRDCREY =4 cF i 1
% 40 b 2 F] (Pandey et al., 2005) » gt ¢+ [P i ch MYB96 45 %] ff o
ABA-dependent i /3% ¥ RD22 (RESPONSIVE TO DEHYDRATION22) A F]4%
Fiiz 5 38 (Seo et al., 2009), 12 3 %ﬁ-i:’%?—r iR ;ﬁ' Yl U AR R iR R LI
P e iT * *ﬁ s il o

\ /
6. {4 #4735 AP2/EREBP ,tg,gl kj‘;""' ﬁs‘,

# & ] &+ AP2/EREBP (lArETAf:A#Z/e:thylene-responsive element binding
proteins) & 4% 4F 7 l—"fﬂzﬁé’»ﬁf‘ﬂ—* % A ‘?]'”Lr B A B R2%  (superfamily)
(McGrath et al., 2005) - 2010 # Dietz miﬁ ﬁis PfEIR o PR OF AT
oo P e Bk Tl As F ﬁ‘b 021600, B F1F P > B X g g ]S RIETT
AP2/EREBP £t 99G > d pt ¥ 8 AP2/EREBP Az & 7% 130 {5 47 el R A ik

FS

3 {3 % e = (Dietz et al, 2010) o Eefpd e > pwce AHIEUZFEIHE
Mgnlh 5 /82 AP2/EREBP #4-%]5F ¢ v @+ £ W @K (Arabidopsis
thaliana)3 147 % (Nakano etal., 2006) ~ % =73 112 & (Sharma etal., 2010) -

2 (Glycine max) 7 148 i (Zhang et al., 2008) ~ # % (Vitis vinifera) 7 124
(Licausi et al., 2010) and @ # #f (Populus trichocarpa) 3 200 i (Zhuang et al.,
2008) - & ¥ + ¥ > & F -k4& (Oryza sativa var. japonica) F 163 i (Sharoni et al.,
2010) © gt ¢k > Fespte 4 it s ¥4 (Selaginella moellendorffiiy 3 57 B ~ Jesfie
$= ch2 % (Chlamydomonas reinhardtii) % | 3% & (Chlorella sp. NC 64a) 7 14 B
( Dietz et al., 2010) °



%0 AP2/EREBP 42/ Jf i {22 4 (5 % Nakano %5 % (2006) ~ #fv
F % e AP2/EREBP 42 % RIE:i& (7 £ #74 “ J “,’TT 7 Sakuma % %—g (2002) i%
PR %t fa B 7 4% ¢ 7 AP2/ERF domain £ B3 domain 4 #f7F » * 3% » & &
#1 %]+ 43 A 7] EAR motif (ERF-associated amphiphilic repression) £ MAP &
casein F-v pcfiF chFk s i* = B (phosphorylation sites) & {7 4~ % > @A H ¢
DREB/ERF =t 724+ 122 B £ 45 839% (Sakuma et al.,, 2002 ; Nakano et
al., 2006) ("4 = B2 ¥fdr L w ) o

z J-’fﬁ F J& i 4%+ (Ethylene-responsive factor, ERF) 3 AP2/EREBP 42 %_
2 & TR R A A e A X (Nicotiana tabaccum) #-3F 3. (Ohme-Takagi
and Shinshi, 1995) > & A Gt £ 3 Sd i %G d 60 2 70 Biekphorie =
2 % %< |+ AP2/ERF domaini» * H  N-terminal ¥ d = & p-sheet )= = s
o &3¢ DNA 3 & @ i C- {erminal }?p FeFEE o %% (Amphipathic
o-helix) m‘ﬁﬁ_ v B e B e R e 3 TR Fﬁg (Jofuku et al., 1994 ; Brown et
al., 2003 ; Tournier et al.,2603) il "‘ : 2 :

it~ ¢ » ERF 4%+ © 58 g LR A - bl4o#- BOLITA £
) R 4Rl 0 R R B
CBF3) A Flenfe = @ fefhi k| © hi_‘@ 2 ?;C (Marsch—Martinez et al., 2006 ;

Xiong and Fei, 2006) » ’é.r_/k ¥ «fﬂi g e JERF3 (Jasmonate and ethylene

B ﬁ% ;@:El_ %I LpCBF3 (Lolium perenne

eresponsive factor 3) 7 ik 78 B i LB By Y35 (Wang et al., 2004 ; Wu et
al., 2008) > 4 & SodERF3 (Saccharum ‘officinarum ERF3) # F)iE & % 3.2 & 78 3¢
¥4 VR AHRE S B 8 oat L 1 (Trujillo et al., 2008) » HREI (Hypoxia
Responsive ERF1) £2 HRE2 (Hypoxia Responsive ERF2) @ $2 i #& 78 $x 3 ¢ 4
i % w8 i 4 (Licausietal, 2010) o ERF 4 %P 22 b b 5 >
€ AR @K ERFI & FIH & % # B (Botrytis cinerea) #
Plectosphaerella cucumerina #7542 2 *]?]]tt},‘ia T % 3 #&47ic 4 (Berrocal-Lobo et
, 2002) - B =i 8 A R MERFS & Flepe R g sa ik > g % Mm% S50 544t
:ﬁﬁ% (Tobacco mosaic virus, TMV) &g 4 (Fischer and Droge-Laser, 2004) > # & #
‘| % TIERFI ¥ TaPIEPI (Triticum aestivum pathogen-induced ERF ) 7% £ § 1 &
BEHPRE }J% ]?] (Bipolaris sorokiniana) =07 &k J& (Liang et al., 2008 ; Dong et al.,
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2010)°_Pif;¢'1§%;’é? ERF cig %87 4 L3 7 2 Ik 8 *K:}»,ﬁ‘é‘-&&& °

Y- 26 i leTF A R7T A S EHEfodrd|F]F A4 - 27 ERF
Bl-a # F]#¥ (group VII) 2 EAR motif /5¥ @& F+ s - Ohta 2§ 4 &
2001 # 3 3 class II ¢ ERF g %1% » ¢ 3£ ¥ ¢ NtERF3 11 % @ $ (a4 F
AtERF3 ¥ AtERF4 » A 418 % e ? R @& i 4] 39 (active
repressors) fhh & > AT HIRARMAEFIFEI C B 6 1 8 BEAFTIRAME
5> B3| de™ YpDLNYRx)P » £ ® #4 f2 B 5 & % 5 EAR motif (Ohta et al.,
2001 ; Kazan, 2006)  #£ 3 P 0 Z 2k > 3 SR G v fA 1 & #rd|# 4% 0 motif &
71> 2 2¢ EARmotif ¢ {84 #4-%]F 10 3 25% > HE 2 A4pM T 4007
fRi s 2% (Kagale and Rozwadowski, 2011) °

B I P w Lok E R R TS T 7f§_ = fEE S AT f A
THEAFIAR D ¥ e Rl L L (Ubiquitination) R R P
NtERF3 & &3 4 7] & 53 WA E L (v 2 B2 ‘% & ﬁi‘z—% (ubiquitin-conjugating
enzyme) it {7 % 3 (E* 4 A NtERF3 #f ﬁ/ m«‘;vr’ﬂ” 4%+ (Koyama et al.,
2003) ; ?ai‘gyf T by W2 Fv .%*:?%wlﬂ* DA AR g B AtERF7 F-v en
EAR motif %3 ¢ & & fe Frip = I( o- repﬁ:ssor) AtSln3 (SWI -independent 3) < I 1%
* s F 24 AtHDA19 (hlstone del:acetylase 19) | }w P AL B E-v o FE it e R
o R e el L %\ﬁésr#»r’% | i1 5% (Song et al 2005) & 2010 # Pauwels %
e 'Ff BATFE TR R 7 e Hiik FornpR T JAZ (jasmonate ZIM domain) #-v
22 bHLH (basic helix—loop-helix) MYC #&4x%]+ 2 NINJA (Novel Interactor of
JAZ) #&Fr4]3 2 & > NINJA & EAR motif & - # 2 & Groucho/Tupl-type
TOPLESS (TPL) 2 2 TPL-related proteins (TPRs) * fe 4] 3-v > i&m Frd|4p b %
FI Ak Tl A R (Pauwels et al, 2010) o ¥ ¢ o H i g scde ] o
co-repressor > 7]+ - AtSAP18 (SIN3-associated polypeptide of 18 kDa) ~ SUPERMAN -~
AUX/IAA (auxin/indole-3-acetic acid) ~ HSI2 (high level expression of sugar inducible
gene 2) ~ AGLI15 (agamous-like 15) £ NIMIN (NIMIl-interacting) » &%= & & &2
EAR motif i&f72 3 fe% » L 22 %v 4 ¢ o fv HDAIO 2,345 £ 48 > |7 o
Fov o fpit e R oA T 0 F ARl gk 0 [I?Y\JUF” %
Fr4] %1+ 2 EAR motif {fﬁ' d  co-repressor »E* A 4 fL Flig sdr 4 xS (Hiratsu
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et al., 2002 ; Tiwari et al., 2004 ; Weigel et al., 2005 ; Song et al., 2006 ; Tsukagoshi et
al., 2007 ; Szemenyei et al., 2008 ; Hill et al., 2008)

7. :@3 3 %A F# % (Virus-induced gene silencing, VIGS)

B s FP el AL - BAFRERE > 2550 ik F g
AopEir iz o dnth R R R B i I A FIE BT S RNA T (RNA
interference) # 4] > % £ F B 7| & - (0" f2 & % (sequence-specific RNA
degradation system) ° %ﬁ B RNA vk T krd] AL F1 4 B (McGinnis, 2010) ° & 41
FmA MM G RS ARAPR O E Gd RRBEE RN 4 T
FAREFHORFI AR  SBRAFLS HFFEATIFER L R
) F BB - a7 RNA A7) T8 d # T RNA-dependent RNA polymerase (RdRp)
shiT* A% fEix RNA o & 58 DCLS (Dicer-like proteins) ¥+ £ %9 21 %
25 i3 pafis siRNA (small inferfering RNA) \ % d RISC (RNA intermediate
silencing complex) ehiata Fram g #r L}? A i - ﬂ‘ﬁ LEDBHE T H 2
mRNA ¥ "% 2 p # mRNA - i@ 2 ﬁ &m 3| AL F]# & (Burch-Smith et al.,
2004) o !' 1. :

R AR VIGS ‘gr*\ 8 L& ‘/fﬁ }}54 (Tobacco mosaic virus, TMV)
TR TMV 448 (Kumaga1 etal,,.1995) «f%——gf Rulz FFH (1998) 13455 &
%“:}J%& X (Potato virus X, PVX) % &1 PVX i\%ﬁ' (Ruiz et al., 1998) > 11 2 1335 4
ek d Tﬁfﬁ:}?ai (Tomato golden mosaic DNA virus, TGMV) % E 1, TGMV ‘gr*\" K8
(Peele etal., 2001) » iz PFHEFHF L F RO U] T R AL AL piE e
F o Tl Liu 2% —‘F'f (2002) 1245 & 46 4 :ﬁﬁi (Tobacco rattle virus, TRV)
JE 21 TRV-based 885 R R AL ¥ % 30 5 fBfE 4ot ficm T 29w g
i @4%@&@#%12%géiﬁﬁwfwﬁﬂéﬂﬁﬁﬁ#”ﬁ F B
Booa 2 AP e ki * o VIGS 4 (Liuetal., 2002)

VIGS #i57 - BR2FTTFE L AFH A Bean@ s> 203 W B EFEN
FrIFEr EREAREOVIGS 2 BBz - ~mffr i - VA RIFLA
FlériE eh N5 =~ SUPR A FIRIE O Tl AR (redundancy) 0 ¥R ECK R E
FT R PREERATG ATFIFESR S 2 ~ VIGS 0f SN F 0 L3RR
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i B i A ] T Ap g T S VIGS & T e pEAE - 7 il
B PEFRLENATIEER VAT A3 F genotype 2 o HApl A FIR 15 M
% (Burch-Smith et al., 2004) -

FE K VIGS BT S B ALR Y AP AFTT - B0 f bR * h
TRV-VIGS & Sk fis * S Fufs 587 0 bldev ot 1 - 3ok | 5k 1
fe ~ 2 %2 MAPK ApB g S enb aE A FIE B - ¢ HR G avdg fopmic 4 %
Mod R Egie? ST e AW S ARSI P 5 & (Chenetal,
2009) o g+ “b > 2 TRV-HSPI0 (heat shock protein 90) eife £ iy etk ¢ & H 1§

[

% Pseudomonas syringae pv. Tomato pr % 42R { *e € > 25 Hr gt A 74
P upF 2 A2 Adre d (Luetal,2003); £ 2 0 R v (RIN4) #h 74 %
(0 F @ i P Fop R RS B 4 o B, RING T v 400 | 4 F (Caietal,
2006) > ¥ - % & o VIGS 4 4 Y G g $Hii S R or T g
A= - 4 F30GT (Flavonol 3—O—g1u00;y1transferase) ~ ADH (Alcohol
dehydrogenase) ¥ HSP70 (heat sﬁock"protei’n 7Q) A B L R a4
4 (Senthi-Kumar et al,, 2007) - d IL-'J___%{# ZH > FiH.VIGS i surrd V&R
NE& DS EAT] R Ellzﬁi,g?mﬂgag, TR v T 2 pp &t
73 {7 VIGS i itk jq; Tt ,, ;Imm@?;g S olde t — ~ VIGS i
Loelfinr ¢ ma /ﬁr/ﬁj‘ﬂ Ll e s VIGS Se 2 S T A S e
FoHREEEIHF = - VIGS T By ;i‘_.?f'.«)?i% #1F RNAi s .)]%fi B
AP AT G BT £ e WVIGS T i g A4 28 - 47 VIGS
co-silencing IR % > 3 4vig = F B % F] (Burch-Smith et al., 2004) - & ¢ 4-¢* > VIGS

,:"’i YR g v O A Hrgi‘g be FH ’{ BT > %TF"* JfE' 7}—1?} /e 1 BE o
B i85
p P{E#L%#%Wm<‘m”’Wuh#mrp“é¢&’“éwﬁ

i B F s Bk F #4172 ERPEn (Linetal,2008) > F]) { 2425 §ich
EHiepadi e A v A %27 B A4 R & % Hawaii 7996 (H7996)
#- SIERF3 A FIEfi##Beis > & A 4up & it 4 7% (k- ) uip] SIERF3 3
FF A fAcHIT Ep Y IF £ & £4 (Chen et al, 2009) 0 T d 4 F R H 2
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M REE S aA R B o F]P 0 A2 75 A & 14 SIERF3 (fp*t ERFBla 4 ¥
# & group VIlla) "R A 7| 5 BiE v $IT BAp i1 Sok A TS J 0 4 )

& z % SIERF Bla-1,-2,-3,-4,-5 » % - /:g 5']’@__*;'&"7'.» %ﬁéhi#@ﬁdﬂ?% g
2t SIERFBla A HHEF U S BBESET n w2 &4 i o

b
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2% Hpeo
L4 HEH 4

AR AR 2 A8 S W Ao R & % Hawaii 7996 (BW resistant H7996)
Z R & & L390 (BW susceptible) 7 i - d I W EEEFA L HF B Y o (Asian
Vegetable Research and Development Center) =131 A % fF % i o f8F pi % o i
2> 2B F (shaking) > 8 &3 X > pani B Fio- (o M S o 8
A 25 EriE2 0 FIER IR E DERIVHE 1111 28547 > A
A 12 o pERR 25C 0 12 ) PERw 25°C o Ap ¥R R (humidity) 75% =04 1
EREZYRE CAFEA DS LR Vv @ X F & Nicotiana
benthamiana » #1¢** & 0 Murashige and Skoog (MS) # & & ¢ > 2 £ 16 |
prkpe 25°C > 8 /| PFR e 25C it g
2. ATERE T R % ' )

21 R éEpra g F )&(Polyl_nerase Chain Reaction, PCR)

PCR 5 /o2 A8 f 5 50 L) rA P nym 2.5 mM dNTP mixture ~ 10 M
forward primer ~ 10 pM reverse prirﬁer-;;'-_fw__‘f’éRl:buffer ~ 1UDNA Taq polymerase %
100 ng cDNA template. . PCR F! ., i% ,ﬂ; 94°C 5 o 4 %k & 8 B (Annealing
temperature) 94°C 30 #) (.[;ri_mer ”{m TE_"C.) g1 T{a‘%'_)i (Extension temperature) 72°C

XA GRARH 5% ) A &) /g J0mBRIeT 92C 7 A S A F k-

Polymerase Chain Reaction

Component Amount (pL)

cDNA (100 ng) 8
Forward primer, 10 pM | 1
Reverse primer, 10 uyM | 1
10X PCR Buffer 5
dNTP mixture, 2.5 mM |5
Taq Polymerase , SU/uL | 0.2

ddH,O Add to final volume of 50 pL
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2.2 DNA % 734585 & 4 (agarose gel electrophoresis )

Fl* T AR kA Y2 DNA PR kE <) A2 stk R > WiTH g
#% (agarose) ’ F Lo FRPiE B oS fic2 B P MEAUR 0 4o~ MR 05 % TBE ¥
= (Tris-borate-EDTA buffer) » ik > 3% Se #0052 =0 %k o FR R A4 frie
VAR o dopr® iR A% o TikE 10 mL ¥ P58 % 4 ~ 0.1 uL EtBr (Ethidium
bromide) stock kB 5 50 mg/mL et b o FR R AL EiS G 18 5] 0 9% 8 AR o
BaY P kg5 DNA B B4 [ A2 2 ki (volts) § & 4 =8 61 UV
transillunator box LA FIEF =B BT AR o
2.3 7 & W # ¥ DNA(Minipreparation of plasmid DNA)

- - Gene—spinT miniprep purification kit- V2 % ¥ %22 (PROTECH =

T4

) ETHE TG o F A KH - ];]‘);; (single colony) 3t » 7 Fud % 3
AR (AP RLE IR spectinomycin ok ‘,% X pCR8 §4 48 r2 2 F kanamycin -
ampicillin ¢ pCRII i‘%“' » {24 TA cloning mi\i&) ' 31C BRI RER 16
Bl pEts B B’~15mL ];],{E'l I‘SOOO m e IA\,_’w:H-F}pn’?z
# 4e » 200 pL solution L i ¥ o £ :3.-20(5 uL solution Il * T M 4#%% 53 6
S S99 B e S 0 B 4 b S00L soludon I 353 % & 6
213,000 rpm - &ges 715 Av\é% ’ ”*l 5'?1% lif&%“’ o \/ﬁ%‘x CSICEERSE VISR
PO FRIFERE ”Lr:}ft lf—m;firik%p‘.msﬁ,}ﬁ'g WL BT e A
13,000 rpm &< 1 A 48 > % DNA-9 % 4 ki TR o R R S e »
700 pL wash buffer # £ 7k g g ® WS L 54 “,f T & iR £ 4 13,000 rppm
o 3 A4 £ 2 60C @ %+ wash buffer % > ®LIFH B ETHOST
B fé e » 50 pL ddH,O w3 548 DNA » 3 {8 7 Flan~ 32 F g » ¥ * 30k %
TR ILE TR o
2.4 TOPO® cloning (Invitrogen)

fI* PCR #3# VIGS (Virus-induced gene silencing) & * 2 L F] % £ >
SIERF-Bla B *<#:¥+=% (open reading frame, ORF) - # PCR #3 {5 0P 1%
DNA » ]* TA cloning /& 4 " pCR8*/GW/TOPO® 11 2 pCR®II-TOPO® {t
> % TAcloning ¥ Benif i 52 T 4 » 3 F BV 27K 5 30 ~483% - /| &>
BRI E R T RERRITREA T o
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TA clone reagent Chemically competent E. coli transfection

Fresh PCR product 0.5~4.5 pL

Salt Solution 1 pL

TOPO® Vector 0.5 pL
(pCR8®/GW/TOPO®
#& pCR®II-TOPO®)

ddH,0 to a final volume of 6 ¢ L
Total volume 6 L

2.5 LR recombination (Invitrogen).

*F % i * Gateway® LR Clonase™ IIIEHZ}/II}E-:- Mix 7 # £ = (Invitrogen =

7)) & i‘ £ LR recombination @ #% - A5 7 @ * pC}Q_8®/GW/TOPO® vector it
fe b & o fE (homo—fééombinafié{r@-.l ) VIQRS B By TRV (tobacco rattle virus)
vector ; 11 2 e 9 3k 3wl 4 iﬁu* 7 :’!'_ﬂs-i;rll | (Green Fluorescent Protein, GFP)
fiay > & 65 GEP g &) (phusion) #1p %ﬂﬁw BN A q i pIFGWT 11 2
GFP fit £ 0 35 ) C.h piGT;VF7 ot f@f AL P 3 M e e
TA MR hii i - LR recomblnatlon a2l }f&n; %) * entry vector (50-150 pg) 1-7
uL ~ B %448 destination vector (150 pg)1 uL 0.5 1L 5xLR Clonase™ II enzyme
mix > # {12 TE buffer (pH 8.0) # 2 44 8 uL - R 3 (5> % (25C) F k-
B PF{s > BieF &4 x 1 puLproteinase K ;377 3 %3 37°C 10 » 45> p i i®

it LR recombination kK g °

LR recombination components Amount (uL)

Entry clone (50-150 ng) 1-7 uL

Destination vector (150 ng/plL) 1 pL

5xLR ClonaseTM II enzyme mix 0.5puL

TE buffer, pH 8.0 to a final volume of 8 L
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2.6 L pE & 2 -k f2 i€ * (Digestion)

HiE2 40T 1B SuL 4 DNA 2 2 PCR A4 0 4~ 05pL
Pyull (10U/uL) ~ 5 puL &1 10X NEBuffer (1.5 M NaCl, 100 mM Tris-HCI, 100 mM
MgCl12, 10 mM DTT, pH 7.9) 122 ddH,0 > 4v I & {844k S0pL > R £355 154 »
R 37C F RS

BB R A A AT (100V/30 4~ 48) » rdfe Tk Fl2 + o)

pE o fF AiEr 2 DNAY 2 2 ul &7 1% %y

ERET LA

Restriction enzyme digestion

Component Amount
DNA (plasmid or purified PCR product) |5 pL
10X NEBuffer SuL

10X BSA, 1 mg/mL 5 pL if necessary

1855 "unifs
_Add to.final'volume of 50 puL

Restriction enzyme

ddH,O

o I

| .I'H“-...- I-II"Hl:

|

27 f A AT 4%l (w (ngat“f“); i
R LRy - f«ﬂngsw BoiEr o v mbps (T4
DNA Ligase) ( Promega, USA)#&FW ik PB’» 3Png £DNA > 4c > 2 ul 10X

T4 DNA ligase buffer (30 mM. Tns—HCl pH 7. 4 50’ mM KCI, 1 mM DTT, 0.1 mM
EDTA ,50% glycerol) » 100 .ng pC:AMBIAIBOO' {‘%‘1 » 1 uL T4 DNA ligase (3U/uL) »
Bfemd S ok ddH,O 48 3 B (SRR 20 L & Bt 4 &
1R P AT

16°C M-~ J& 16

DNA ligation

Component Amount

Purified digested vector DNA > 100 ng

Purified digested insert DNA = 30ng

10X T4 DNA ligase buffer 2.0 uL

T4 DNA ligase, 1 U/uL 1 uL

ddH,0O Add to final volume of 20 pL.

The reaction was incubated at 16°C overnight.
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A A%z #RFEIF? (heat-shock)

#-% %5 & /) DHSa strain 7% i w2 22 p {54 DNA 2 & > B3k 30
Adatsrl 42°C ok S R > @ F A RF (heat shock) 45 FHAGE 0 B Hhik-im ] R
TR @ 4 DNA & r FHP > RURIS 2 TRk Eimie BNk 3 A4
@ i B 0 A F 4o~ 900 L SOC 32 % % » 11 37C 74 WA B R i
E#mmeeicr 37C 2 LM% AE % 1 > 24102 6000 rpm o 2
AABTTIR S B F D GBS ARBARET T O 100uL B R RRBIE S EF ki
Wit 2 LB BMREAA A 37C L EH
2.9 E, #% F & 7 7' % (electroporation)

TFIRRAGETEFRB T S 0 A AL G R e
po—80C kBt B FkfE iz ok Akt (VIGS 7% @ * GV3101 strain ;
WP %R A" LBA4A04strain) it s ;t]?r] 5 AaER B fRL B r 2L
B4 DNA > £ HE L 7 EA8 DNA f 45 ];-]E*:I ﬁmﬂa,’%%@" T § A
T EEES 0.2cm Glw e T i 5 fg (‘cuvett’e)’ f * MicroPulser (BIO-RAD) % %
i 25KV &R R 20 2 M »?nLYEP Rt i HE A AR Y 28°C
BE itk K 2 hn . Wil ¢ FOOO"[le Ao 8 a8 4 900 uL i
R & ikt o B e %#ﬂ“%im "%Ia YEP M £ 4o 28°C <
sk 16 | pr e
3. £ RNA %5

s

-

3.1 RNeasy Mini Kit (Invitrogen)

Hefe P 0.1 soenfidr oo e r Fakp e » FRBEF 0 MFEFAEES
Ik BB ASB I 1S5mL pcE g F 0 48 4o~ 445 pL buffer RLT %
5 uL B-mercaptoethanol 2 & %48 > R £353 {53% 56°C RJ2 3 A4 JwdLis dhim
¢ Bl f#;% #% 1 QIAshredder #t~ ¢ 4+ (Qiagen, Hilden,Germany 7 ¥ £ %) > 1
13,000 rpm &g 5 A4k > AP~ i QIAshredder 3w e £ #-2 ¥
& RNase §oi® B 4t ¥ £ 2 4c » 250 uL 100% RNA & * jFpf » R £ 353
fo #4k A% » RNA & * jicd 3o ¢ » 1 RNeasy Plant Mini Kit % ¥% &
(Qiagen, Hilden,Germany) RNeasy spin column > 12 13,000 rpm &< 1 ~ 481 > 3
‘,fix@ column 3 4 » 1% 700 uL RW1 * = /7% RNeasy spin column -

15



e fs 4 RWL i > f4e » 500 pL RPE g jf e d =2 > & o s 3

=

,f RPE & ™ » &6 £ 14 13,000 rpm E8 4 2 2453 ‘,f column ¥ # &
Z 7 FpEF > 4 RPE % bk - #-j77% {2 9 RNeasy spin column ¥ » & RNase #7:h
M 4 # 0 4e ~ 30~50 uL DEPC -k » 2 13,000 rpm ‘e #dts 1 A4 T @
RNA & A -
3.2 Trizol method

feBe lg fEd e JIH SRR G F o WS PR R A B Rk
» 50 mL &t F o 4er 15 mL TRIzol 38 » R 4355 £ B 5T 30 A4 -
£ 4 » 3 mL chloroform » * &< g R 3 {5 > 1 4°C 10,000 rpm 3 20 4 48 >
Wt KR E o~ AT SOmL B F o0 4o r 12mL B fok » -80C vk o i
e fs 2 10,000 rpm s 20 A0 3 H P ,-}3-,7% S ok do b M AR S
FR4E4 15 4 » 400 pL DEPC, sk » RNA ®:315 % ~ 3790 1.5 mL AcB e 3 0 4
» 800 pL phenol: chloroform (1el)»7i% & =3 {5 21°C 13,000 rpm .o 15 & 48 o
CS Y W % 200uL3 A\%46~:g$%m 1S mL e 4 # x4~ 3M R
830 L 112 1 mL 100%:FyH » ok~ :ﬁﬁ-qf\% - BRAEED R T - ¥
R s 4°C 13,000 rpm B 20 A 2 f AR 1 /wﬁx«’r"'l T5% Ep iFi%
B0 AR AR A {8 12 200 jDEPC J\W*,Q °

T ik L
'

3.3 DNase treatment i "

~F 3 i RNA 27 DNase treatment K # mRNase—free DNase 1 (Promega,
Madison,WI) 7 ¥ £ % > DNase treatment 38887 = 50ul> 2 F B4 5 Sug @
RNA > 4v » 5ulL DNase fiZ#% ~5 uL RNase-free DNase 10X buffer » %4 DEPC -k I
50uL 03 37C 2 1.5 )P F g ts »F i ¢ £ 4 DEPC k3 200 puL >
se ~ 200 uL RNA % * &1 phenol:chloroform (** &) 5 1:1) R &353 {4 » 12 4C
13,000 rpm &~ 20 445 0 P g H 3 “T§’23§3 RNA e 7 > s @ f 2o+ f 1+
Gite 200uL P~21 3 §gE <0 1.5mL & RNase fr® 3w ¥ 4o » JHAE 1/10 0 3
M frpedr (pH 5.3) 2 ¥ #4# < 100% RNA B FE R EF 1 B 80T
R UE > 47C 13,000 rpm B 30 A 4B g * 75% P e RNA P g
o4 f/ﬁﬁ‘ f¢ » * 30-50 uL DEPC kw3 RNA>RNA JER §.7 > B g &
% & & 17 % (NanoDrop, ND-1000) | & Aneo/Ang =t B @ 17 o

16



DNase treatment components | Amount (ul)

RNA (5ug) # RNA kA @ %

RNase-free DNase 10X buffer | 5 pL
DNase 5 uL
DEPC-H,O to a final volume of 50 pL

4. F g&R 4 F & (RT-PCR)

rF Y ok A 5 LR Promega 2 & ¢ Reverse Transcription System
(Cat#3500) @ ¥ 2 f|* 55 F 5 poly (A)+tail 7 mRNA 2 4> 8- 3
1% Oligo (dT);s § 1¥513F > & = CDNAo‘*’%E‘%_ & e B AP 0.5~1ug 7 total
mRNA > 4 DEPC-H,O % 102 |,LL i'/ 7OC ‘E’?ﬂ 10 ~» 48t > g » okt &
w3 pb EF N NF iﬁogﬁ?m/ 3 }@# (co‘cktall) » cocktail ¢ 7 :2 puL
dNTP mix (10 mM) ~ 2 ;,LL w3 IOX,reve.{se trapstx;.lptlon buffer ~ 1 pL =7 Oligo (dT);s

(0.5pg/puL) ~4 pL 1 MgCls (25 mM)~ 5115 -vsﬂF # 45-F5 Avian.myeloblastosis virus

N—"

(AMV) reverse transcriptase (L5U/ |l J'l!() 4 uhRNA :}w%{: J 3?] recombinant RNasin

ribonuclease inhibitor * & & mf,‘a’if F % w200 - }i £ :E‘!% 8 %",E BB R 42C i
7 1.5 /] pF& = cDNA »#{s bS°C 4 £ 3 A‘é;ﬁ_f;“x;%,lk F J& o & = cDNA

At iz e ddH,O 3 Ak BOHL 4k 2012 20C &% -

Reverse transcription

Component Amount (uL)
MgCly, 25 mM 4.0
10X Reverse Transcription Buffer 2.0
dNTP mixture, 10 mM 2.0

Recombinant RNasin® Ribonuclease Inhibitor [0.4

AMYV Reverse Transcriptase (15U/1ul) 04
Oligo(dT);s Primer (500ng/1pL) 1.0
Pretreated RNA plus DEPC-H,0 10.2

17



4.1 X 7§ RT-PCR (Semi-quantitative RT-PCR)

F T4 > X2 § PCR 2 2 F B84 > 7 8 pL Template cDNA (100
~200 ng) 4% ~ 1ulL forward primer (10 uM) ~ 1 plL reverse primer (10 uM) ~ 4.9 pulL
Reverse Transcription 10xbuffer ~ 3.75 ul. MgCl, (25 mM) ~ 0.36 pL ANTP mixture (25
mM) ~ 0.15 puL Taq polymerase (Bio-East, 2U/uL) > H 4%8 4% 2 4 4+ -k ddH,O #
I 50pL-4345 DNA % g < ] 2513+ Tm § &R >& T PCR & g2 if >3 PCR
A F % 20~24-27-30~35-40 B cycles PFE B Spul Ao f1* F § EtBr
1 1% (w/v) 2 Pq 8% > 257 AL 47 (100V/30 4 4d) ©

Semi-quantitative RT-PCR
Component Amount (uL)
Template cDNA (100 ~200ng) ~18uL
Forward primer (10 uM) _. z, % dl L.
Reverse primer (10 uM) ) ._ : i Ty
MgCl,, 25 mM & i ~  RIAT
10X Reverse Transcription Buffi ;_'.E_J__f“‘ 4::9 pL
dNTP mixture, 10 mM -. :'{T_; |0=]36 uL
Taq polymerase (Bio-East, 2U/uL) { !'H P{lS ul
ddH,0 ' loia finalyolume of 50 uL
Se.mi—qlll.llanti.ta'tive RT-PCR program
Cycling step : Temperature & time
First Initial denaturation 5 min at 95°C
Denaturation 10 sec at 95°C 20 cycles
Annealing 30 sec at 55°C
Extension 30 sec at 72°C
Pause 16C
Second Denaturation 10 sec at 95°C N cycles
and follow-up | Annealing 30 sec at 55°C
Extension 30 sec at 72°C
Pause 16C

18



4.2 ¥ Z_§ Real-time PCR

AR &G R R P TR LR §R k5 (Bio-Rad Real-Time PCR
Detection Systems > %] 5. BIO-RAD MyiQTM) » Real-time PCR » & #|B| £ B
KAPA SYBR® gPCR Kit (Universal, ABI Prism®, Bio-Rad iCycler™, or Roche
LightCycler™ 480) - 9 %% # & /f £ i {7 No Template Control (NTC) jp|:& » FriE_
% 3 primer dimmer o AF 7 2 F &K F BAMMA S 18 pLo FH P 24T o g A
cDNA ### 5 15 ng/ul {8~ 8 L 4c » ¥ Lfe ¥ 45 cocktail » f 7 7 9 pL 2x
KAPA SYBR® FAST gPCR Master Mix > 0.5 pL <~ forward primer (10 pM) > 0.5 pL
e reverse primer (10 pM) > ;R £323 {42 » Real-Time PCR * B ® ¢ & {7 PCR

F J& 0 £ 12 Bio-Rad #% 2. iQ™S Optical system version 2.0 =it 48 » i& 7 & 47

Real-time PCR (qPCR)

Reaction Component g | E: . Amount (pL)
Template cDNA (100,~200 ng,;) ; i 8.uL
Forward primer (10 uM):', 7~ N 10:5uL
Reverse primer (10 pM) : f'“*.-: r'J.'; 1 :_ 0.5 uL

2x KAPA SYBR® FAST qPCR 1\1a >te: '}_e'; Ii :| 9 uL

Total volume . =' __1'_;_4_: ' 'rl " 200uL

_R_e.al—'time PCR pro gram

Cycling step . 1 Temperatdre & time
Hot start Initial denaturation {3 min at 95°C
PCR Denaturation 10 sec at 95°C
Annealing 30 sec at 55°C (4& primer @ %) | 40 cycles
Melting curve 1 min at 95°C
1 min at 55°C
10 sec at 95°C 81 cycles

5. ## B4 4 DNA
P Pk 0 F Lpetl DNA ¥B3 3 407 @ 200 mM Tris-HCI (pH 7.5),
250 mM NaCl, 25 mM EDTA, 0.5% SDS+ 14 TE buffer 10 i ##f8 DNA 33 3
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Fets o o R s B A 4o 3-5mg fEAE T R 1T ) A ERRE S B
Brasts o @RpR e e P UL F P {8 et > T % 5t 4 PCR

CTAB %P~ 24c™ » R i % #E 1-2g it 23 > 4 » 1mL2XCTAB %
B~ % (100 mM Tris-HCI (pH 7.5), 2% CTAB: mixed-alkytrimethyl-ammonium bromide,
700 mM NaCl, 20 mM EDTA ( pH 7.5), 1% B-mercaptoethanol, 1% sodium bisulfite) -

R

e

335853 60C F & 30 ~ 45> EARY Ryvlick c FR AR A e r ImL
chloroform:isoamyol (24:1) #23 ;& & » 2 5,000 rpm &< 10 445> B~H P ik 3
Freogges F o £ 4e» 1 uLRNase (10 mg/mL) > * 37°C 5 i 1 [ FF o 4e > 1mL
-20°C isopropanol 323 R & (& » EATHr. 2 A ko 2t g e r 1 mL 76%
EtOH/0.2 M Na Acetate > ¥ ** 87 20 448> 2 {2 5000 rpm &84 > 2 “,f
Fgik o Beté g 4o r 1 mL 76% EtOH/10 mM NHyAcetate > 4 5,000 rppm ‘&4 4t
YA RNt T e T 'k pe8 DNA -

6. w1 i FHEHE 'ﬂ%!’c (Transient v1rus-1nduced gene silencing, VIGS)

ER NS 1 N MLUW PCR ¥ \47%}3#3? S R A S -1 T
B iE <% 300bp ﬁ»lig&"]iﬁr%“r:fajfi‘w > 5 AT (5 untranslated
?F’L@”’E&"] oo R P R4l LR
recombination = 3¢ ZF 3t pTRV2 T ‘E“' ) T L ) %5 yiPS ﬁ % 7] GV3101 strain °

region) » ¥ 14 f FF gk BB &

F &4+ F TRV RNAI (pTRVl) & TRV RNA2 (PTRV2) {483 %40 p 244
FlP R ER A A3 mL YEP medium (57 50 pg/mL kanamycin > 50 pg/mL
gentamycin » 25 pg/mL rifampicin) > TR R 16 | BF > LR FS R A A
3 44 %22 10 mM MES ™ % 20 mM acetosyringone (AS) £ 25-mL YEP ¥ 3z +
S5 & %2 % 153,000 pm 3 AL 04 1 i 2 12023 % % (10 mM MgCly
10 mM MES, 200 mM acetosyringone, pH5.6) #-# 3 pTRV1 & pTRV2 %X§ P #
A 7% & empty pTRV2 vector 1 % 2 3 B B 4% ik & 5 ODeo=1.5 >
pTRVI 2 pTRV2 = L1 &t R & » 530 28°C %315 3 | Te 1% 1

L /isté-F (without a needle) #-R 4% Fiisf » 2 £ - X x 2 v+ £ > £ 15
TR AT P MR- | F o A TR LR o A E LR S

{62 Facx g3t 16 | PFER/E | pFRE 22°C hd £ 450 27 VIGS F | °

20



6.1 }ﬁiﬁﬁ'ﬁiﬂg% (VIGS) ﬁl?ll‘?-#'ﬁ ﬁl{"fiﬁ)ﬁ;
(1) @*F&/E%*‘?}F‘im
RAisz Ficicy > 16 | P/ | pE2e 22C h2 L4 £ 10 =

ﬂ\

B FF R ERR - Fup &k HT996 R ODeo=0.6 (2x10° CFU/mL)
FE® 25 mL; Bp &k 1390 RIEi## ODgw=0.03 (5x10° CFU/mL) pE 25
F A FE & Pssd i —80°C kil TTC Bz 44+ - 28C 144
%4500 3mL 523 3 &t 28°C 200 tpm & - X 0 R OMER 4T 523 A
RAN WBC BA- 2 I BFI¥F BRI BEART  AERFRARE
P B ARER 25mL FRTE A FERGE0 27 c BRESEFE 2 LA
Ri o FRBALFT 2 BB

EFELYZ T 05 Mk A AP 1 2
AEROEEANEENRITELE &

s gl fea]l mL 2 & Fk AR A
2P 100 pL e g 5 P g oK T R 54%%? s m{i BRI R e A P B 10
pL g3 % 48 SV S (Lin et ol J2008) 5%t 28C L i 3
X (3880 F o B4 Fis (colony) 4 ¥ “ﬁ 3 7l 165 R 2 frk s .41 % SAS Proc
Mixed (SAS Institute ) ¥ ¥ez* 4 47 1 H;ﬁ:de-ntsztest St A T EFLR
B % fh A 7] 00 gl (e S |
2) fi**?"?"falﬁ’: lﬁﬂﬁ’?}ﬁ -‘& 4%3& (w1lt1ng score) /,\ﬁ
PR A @‘Ufg‘;},’iin—-,f L390 27 VIGS ’fﬁ/ﬁ F%pllii]?]i F@i?%’fﬁ
EFpRRFERMALES ) ch«},% o H b Pk eng g FA5 0 1
EFARR S Z ki (wilting score) SRR 4 470 1505 s Bk SR B R R

E;f—]/‘;:I_LL o

Wilting score | Describtion of symptom development

0 level T+ ¥ EtaERY% R TS
1 level 1 "EF %

2 level 233 PEIRE

3 level TR U B ARE S PR

4 level HREF FRZ

5 level FHREREHITE %
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6.2 fi#F FLAFIER (VIGS) HRlicH 4

FIF fep o #7ad & ind L R IR G 2R g iE IR 0B S e o Bt
FHRIL B VIGS 02 & Fick @8 G 3 0 2§ % %% Senthil-Kumar
(2008) 7= % * i > VIGS R 262 facx gt 16 | LR/ | R 22C
4 k4 i 15 % {8 k¥ positive control 7 PDS (phytoene desaturase) # %]
$ B4t 4 £ 7] (phenotype) 2.9 it IRE E % B E B AT §0 % 4ok
B > %1% PDS % E %% (chlorophyll) & = end & Rlgfs £ > F]p -2 2 (7 A 7
FREOVHERFZEZINESESEZ A EF D PR 2 FIARE
Flo Al R A F P BRER RS P CRp B EEMY R
7 VIGS # @ik R FICE BB FRIL 5 Bk AR %1 * > VIGS
LI RSB G Db A ] BT }\}?@Tj‘l. (holding irrigation) » {& 4 & {7 *F £ 3

FLER L R B0k oK i B (water defiCin) Ap-b .’rﬁfé_ v ;g: » 32 VIGS -1 %%

Bd $ VIGS #% 30249 » ;Lé“fi (stem-base) ~ & (stem) 2otk &1 —80C W5 o
“% % %E RT-PCR ] VIGsf’aﬁuzf @1}&“1 2 8%
1) §z% 2 % A ¥ (wilting score) A.F" :_-3

SRR ER e .r{w J bh’!l”Lrlglﬁvm LU WS O) 2 M ﬁs?]ﬁs':l‘f'_
FM o TR E ui}'fb}?’irr' . Eli" Hawa117996 1Ef‘r -VIGS WiRlscE BB F B2
2o HEd @ ﬁwﬁammﬁuﬁi Lﬁm* EHE > 2 o4 )

EAR 08 5% }%ﬁili..%{:% ¥z % % #c (drought wilting score)

Ea
BEEM AT RIpicE 2R 2 5T ERE TR -

Wilting score | Describtion of drought development

0 level ¥+ F BicteR %

1 level 1 *EFize

2 level 2 323 BESiH

3 level T ARE S Tt
4 level PHREF Y icH

5 level ARSI S TR
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(2) Exzzini

JePefE i B R R X TR E E o e e ok AT e Y T ] R i
FEARACREB lg 2%ier 10mL80% [0t blé A R EHS X A
FRTIEF L4445 F 1 4C 10,000 rpm B T A 480 P~ F iR RlE 663 nm &

645 nm z_ ok @ o #-AriF Hdp)4 Arnon 1949 o N T B AT o

EhEEEFER PSS AT (mgg) = ¥4 hat+ ki Db
- cc - v
—=ifsda (mg/g) = (1225 (Agpe) —255 (Agee) | X T000 X W
= A Db (mg/g) = (2031 (A ) —491 (A )% v
g46.8 063.6 1000 x W

V' # 80% PR B HRGRZ A (L) W AR HE ()

7. $ic7 F §B$\ﬁzn—v9 B~

A& e BRI RS Hawaii 7'996 k. SAERRIE S S L3 s
&2 & - BAEAIGS E (Cotyledon) ~ = 4‘}1—‘£$ gfh 15 $k142 (Root) ~ & H 2%
(Stem-base) « £ (st6m) £ (LGaD) S BAESR A B 152 5 (Flower buds) 1
AAAALFEDRF 7N 'ﬁ%ﬂﬂ}“a\?&m G & LE Z B AR
-1nfiltrat1011) k-:fﬁ -3- ’h:' R e

(R LA R SR ST »’7’*;}' f‘fﬁm,, i 7996 SRR L1390 340 F
EA RfhF e R E 1}4%‘%‘ ) 1 BFO ARES X oW T (S HBAE T T 2.5

(immature green fruit / mature red f}l:l[lt) _1

8. FicE T3 BB (vacull

B2 SHE CBH%RL A RIAIIND) gt d o BH T 12 ) pF

¥

kP 25C 12 PR 25C B3R AEBAZ % > A TT P ELSOSHF I
ko JE # #- ODgoo=0.03 (1x10°CFU/mL) 2 # 7 FFj#x Pssd > B 530 ¢ 0.005%
F A (Silwet) 2. 2 3 KR R 2T 7 0.005% Silwet 2. 4 3F -k o iy
TSN LRFIES R E T AR 10 £ BEFRIEF AR OER
WES L 2 F WA 0 2 500 F A (mmHg) GRS RGFEZR5EE B
FEELA A& PEREPETRESEERR KL IRIEERS 0 1
2-4~8-12~24 pPEELFAcHZ cw T P EEES O NREF BTG
s W33 —80°C /kiad * o
9. $iv Bl AR Fed ED kR SA) -~ 3@ JA) - K@ (ABA)
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(D& FcmdZe % §F WkR 10 ppm 03 & > 4o

H o %2 [ 2 H7996 §ictithic r 94 A B4 eEaph o B F
Wi G e BEF AR dadk § 9 30f) 2 M FEY BN R B
3 9.4 A awEmige - A% S0mL A F R B4 100mL F 8T ko A&
{471~ Rdedk B 1000 ppm 92 4§ 48 100 mL i » s sdap (100 mL/10 L x
1000 ppm=10 ppm) > # 4o p kA & 10 ppm > = 5 30 A4k » £ 123 S4Bk
ImL F %8 2~ F 4 A 47 Ve aE+ fpl ki (GC-FID) Ml eaiie kA& - A
AL R A o
)& AT K FEER 2mM th3 3 5 4o T

11 100% FpE R 1 MK B R e g kAR S 2 mM R R
dazvaygmﬁq:ﬁﬁa_F—xéwIﬂ%mrmlmﬁé’40%0\1~2zb
824 sz Fieh 2~ wos 70 B @%’4@ﬁﬁ% J2B~d % > 0 /)
E%w%@>£ﬁ%méwmpﬁ%
RFEI-7:-5% 1"}5&:%& 0.1 mM ¢ ,é vhrr‘T

rzmmzmﬁmﬁ%fmpk&;ymﬂ4qhxﬁmmé$+Lﬁ%¢01
mM%ﬁﬁ&MWOImM¥$Wi5;ﬂﬁ_ﬁl%Yé:Iﬂ%6¢xﬁ¢+’
JeB~ 0124824 . %ﬁwéﬁigné\z#ﬁﬁﬁgﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ
LAk 00 ) PG Rl %T*ﬁ&mé»rmpﬁﬁﬁf‘a
@) % 3 ASm ik Bk B 0.1 mM ch3 o™ 0

11 100% GEpE fe A AL S R AR1000mM 0 g B hd B R ARR S 0.1
mM B e o #- 0.1 mM A RIS R = ¥ % g e H7996 &k ehE S
feBe 0212224824 ]2 fic¥ = ~x T FLESER T BETR
LA 0 ] PEE R AR fng v T L MR e
10. §ivich A2z # &l %

AT AT 3 3 4 BAEL HT7996 & 8§ et thiE (7505 AT s AT
A G5 BRERELE A MER A K kRfe iR T o Bk b

T~

L
TR TR 0 AR RS D X REREA RO T AN ES > 2 e
FH-=twok o mwoRiEchy 612 &2 24 B pF o = BER R fpaR £
JoBed i thenE AR m s Bt o A% - A woRiEE 24 B LRFR
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SEwok o Bt - BPREFELjIBG S S w kT 24 B PRI S B
HH- 5 BRERELA BB RNA (8 F #4805 cDNA &4 P -
11. 3¢ F 2415 (sub-cellular localization)

I A T2 PREEAFIE T by T fEbwme? VAR

- A TR Y F %S ¥k F9  (Green Fluorescent Protein, GFP) 3F % A
FIfH o Fhd PEG #AI 1T R4 RAT F P HRA T HE PR bR e o
R4 F A8 iF A F)5e# £ JA (transient expression) %ﬁ“é BEFEAF LIRS T
BRI Pl 3d e ® AL -
11.1 P bR R 2 T4 (protoplast) 2 4 3t
BaEPp 4 E3Ep R (10 ]} FFp R/A4 P FRE) = de k2 iR
PEALED) I B2 TR BoRe b KT ARSI AD
R T 50 pm SIS 3 BalmE ok SRR ES L BT
Fligs% el R dts § 401 900pm 4t 2 AR 1% Hip it (5 4 > SmLWS
B FE ﬁb;f‘frm/,; b ai“’ A B ﬁﬂm k- A4 ‘g‘f%ﬁmz\ L B T
BB R e S B2 smLP._’«i.ﬁLr PR RERA TR g TR
BE i e e o e R ,;&9: Pl R s k30 2
B HpRITES .ﬂ#f»-WS ‘%rfﬁi,,’J f S a:f'ﬁxfs? o se ki RED) Y S
T MMg i ek ;Ef/%’—}i' 4 %’*%“’ S de m*ﬁﬁ‘ 3!;.4%'-’17% R SRR R T
BEFRSF I R ANAS ];. SHide (e L) o
11.2 PEG i#& % (transfection) it#%

41* Gene-spin' ™ miniprep purification kit-V> 7 %# % % (PROTECH 2 ?) it
T4 B~ F 48 DNA > #- 20 pL 4 DNA (20~40 ug) *c » FIA R B¢ ¢ > f 4 »
200 uL 7 MMg ¥ e fdid2 R 2 FRIIFIAL B g > &84 » 220 pL PEG >
ME G AR @ e R 59 F o B BT T MM S
mL W5 % @ ik - P end R PEG §ificiE > @A P Fwre DR EARR 0 Bk
FeZ o kRS L RA A ImLWS SRR Y FEs i R2 T
& 0 F I 1% BSA d2 30 A 4w IbE Y o R A TR AT p RER
T3 RPER 16 3 24 B PF 2T invivo fhE-v R IR 2 {811 F f3i7
B S e B 1k 3L DeltaVision Core L% 3% Jp#k o
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12. # &L 4 4772 Transactivation assay

9 % > ;% %% Ohme-Takagi (2008) == )*J< A R iR 4 R 1T
invivo 2_ 3§45 1Y &2 7% transactivation assay ° 4 17 # 4 %] 3 5 % 1+ (activator)
2 Hrd] 3+ (repressor) 0 i 3 & F]F Liwfe p 24T DNA B 7% & 2 E 1R
o ABHE T A HoAT GALA R HAH A 0 117 H A
(transfection) 717 ;% 5 GAL4 A F R 7| hfF EFHE 8 & - ohig & v
GALADB % $$“§§ (effector) F PEiE » mPe P » 8- H A7 EF A —‘ﬂki B3R
3 0E* @ ARE A IR o

12.1 Reporter and Effector plasmids 2z f#.ﬁ.

BEEEFE AP PR AP o F RN
UASGausGCC-LUC # # 5 g8 5 Ik 4% b #e7 GAL4-responsive element » ¢ 55 4
 #£ £ #icih GCC box sequence » - _j—€aMV 358 <5 1 minimal TATA % %
(starting at position —46) v B g kR i % %] firefly luciferase (LUC) » i
B 0P en ¥ K g s Effectbr pla’smlds xﬁ_:ﬁ' AT R e (1)
35S-GALADB-VP16 > H &3 GAL4 ]F.bm&mg domain (GAL4DB) > (2) f/*
herpes simplex virus % faj' V1ra!1 roteri 16 (YP16) 5;1 7l tc0 domain % 3
e b AT H (actlvatlng transcnprlon) e L GAL4DB VP16 fi & 39 F (fusion
protein) » § £7 4R ¥ A F] 4 3 #3‘? L~1GAL4 ®e }3:;'] Lb T 5 H =x > 35S-AtERF5
GNP I U I (. -2 ek L S 3»&% R -BMARE b S A g
GCC box 3 2 3 iv%* o ¥ ¢k » AF8J[* 355S-GAL4BD-ERF3RD - p* Jr#;ﬁ#?rft}_
£ 3 tobacco ERF3 (NtERF3) % 191 I 225 "=AAfien® s > H 5 & 5 frdlisr
& teh domain @ ¢ GALADB- ERF3RD g EFv F EBFREAT B2
GAL4 % ER7|%E1FF i 8- HIrfIREAFDLIR > 75 55 Frdliss
W STTEFPR B o

M AFT P AR T3 SIERF-Bla 3 %7 F 84k C 31 - 3 &> 1
e repression domain [L/FDLNL/E(x)P]- & - # #-2 _‘ﬂﬁiﬁi %+ 35S-GALADB-X (X
# 4 5 Repressor-type 1 SIERF-Bla # F1¥)hd ARG - B 478 di chg £ -
0 OF & e AR IE N fwe P oihsR %@i\ ¥ GALAGCC-LUC } z GAL4 F E#ir—+
(5XGALA4 binding sites) % & » i&m B8 H T 250 Luciferase # Flix#s » @ 4 31
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Luciferase v H x4 &1 o
12.2 % #& % 2. ‘&% 4 R (Cotransfection transient expression)

AR BAF Y S A7 G firefly luciferase A F]edR E 448 (reporter) k&
B o16ug~7 3 B HRAFh B4 (effector) kA& 12pg % * kiF % internal
control o /% ¥ (Renilla reniformis) #7i8 enlk & §F % F=vd ¥ %k X F| Renilla
luciferase & & 0.4 pg> #-= H14 54l b Bk A (cotransfection) I [P 42 e
RAFR? 55 16 [ PFIRERE B > 2T EFY REESIT -

FREELA TR EMEE p pomega & F F E R E Dual-Luciferase®
Reporter (DLR™) Assay System® 5 LK 2 FHjc & I 1.5mL 3¢ ™ 800 rpm
Hetwre B ok o 4 WS ent iR o 4% 4o~ 100 pl 1X Passive lysis buffer
(PLB) P ths phimee 303 @R [ IS & Bl 30 45454 inoe A
fH P RTT RTE e P 100 s Lﬁciferase Assay Reagent II (LAR II) **
kK ffg-rg P BER e A 20uL B2 FRE ﬁr;{%‘.f(:}'é’-i/& 5 g0 = A~ ¥ R i{BG-21

PR B PR R AT %‘ri“’%‘r/@;m}m J ﬂ‘ f‘ﬂ i AN Sk en Luciferase o
;ﬁc{ P & e & Luminescence (REQ._% Bl TR g LR R E T effector
& 14 reporter i d 0 B 15 s L 100"@L 77 Stop & G10® Reagent > P 0%t i jp]
Renilla luciferase 7 RLU Eizm ’lﬁs s m“"" % . ‘L% TG AT Gk B 3

RS BF g LiEphy g

PLB Lysate Stop & Glo®Reagent
LARII (mix with pipette)  (inject or vortex)
TN T TN
100 ¢ L 20uL 100 L
/7;/\$ ///‘;/\!@

First Measurement Second Measurement
(Firefly Luciferase)  (Renilla Luciferase)

Stepl | Manually add prepared lysate to Luciferase Assay Reagent II 3 seconds
predispensed into luminometer tubes; mix.

Step2 | Quantify firefly luciferase activity. 12 seconds

Step3 | Add Stop & Glo® Reagent; mix. 3 seconds

Step4 | Quantitate Renilla luciferase activity 12 seconds

Total elapsed time for the DLR™ Assay 30 seconds

27




13.41* B & & 7] LBA4404 : £ 7# X (Nicotiana benthamiana) 3% 5

4 H AL 5 # % (Nicotiana benthamiana) & i%ﬁ+”7®6ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%
A2 a8 BELE Y 109 ke ko NRFT PN E 15 A

BF U EF ARG RS 20 10 St o B 3§ i A A MS salt
z7 3% E# (pH5.7) 2 0.29% gelrite "R fiFEB 2 FHAMA T >3 25C 2
£ 12 ) ERRE 12 PRI ROEREEE c EEATS-HLERRL
53 MS salt 27 3% E# (pH5.7) 2 02% k&L EFn £ AMAITL L8
O OBMAIERSZHOSRES s FLLGEARS EH -

BAORZES A X o PIE single colony R F o B 28C HBETE

Ny

FrA o R RERYC T “,f_i Gk > 4 co-culture jRAE3E & AL ATR F e
# ODgn AL 0.6 2 LERERL, #FEESTEs @k o o s 120 L
SOl FR 2 BEY § EERA Y A S %kﬂﬂthik‘%lﬁ”ﬁm ForAR
%ﬁﬁ@4ﬁ%mﬂ’ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁmﬁ”?i*ﬁ&éﬁé3 5 n40 ER
BER LR A PR LA fﬂ % %fé‘—% b “f#a/* P R EF R R E Y
R FR R 9 210,50 ks mﬁ%,@k st Mege B Eo 2ok A 0 Kk
HE P TH L TSM ﬂ%ﬁf»%ﬁr ’ﬂ_f 2] im“ fdm A P it 2 R
B 4:%&1,ﬁwﬁ%;rfﬁE%ikkﬁﬁmuﬁﬁ#m%%% *
0 TSM A & & 82 T sl N L R
FEARNE R F)F o L ];s@ 553 6 BEEP S PGP DT R FT

BEAITH 13222455 TRhRE - Lmuy AL AeAgR &

2%
I

FRETTHI 2EICRE > - HIRPHEARDOD A 12 e Rl £ &
G 0 B2 A AR A T e (s L)
14. 5.4 2 35 B Rl
14.1 8+ i g 5 Rl

PR S AR 10 B2 kA 4C MEFA X P b
AN T R AUBBNEREALL PR TR AL AL RS EE
100 mM  ~ H#5c % #8 7% PEG ~ $#0% 3 B 3 8 0 0.2 M Mannitol ~ H-5 44
#8B e 4% glucose~0.3 uM ABA 2. 1/2MS FRE2 & 2L f (S #8453 4 £ 25C
BAE 12 [PFREE 12 B Rmae a3 BEUORBIRL S A2 Fuy
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B2 M RIEE B 2 fE F o
142 #a§{*»RT - BER-PEG #3855 ~ § MR 2 R4 K BRE
RHETEARS B YT RL 2 S i R 10 B2 ki 4 2
% 1/2MS % 3 8ppmhygromycin s 2 Hi A A > NEAR 25C 2 120)
PEERRE 12 | pFZego 4 £ 14 Ao Ry ARBId G AL BAEE 200
s HEERECF B 3% 0 PEG ~ i 2E BR 8B 0.2 M 40 Mannitol ~ $05: ¥
i 50 UM MV 22 10 uM ABA fikic % 2
1/2MS #8832 % A - ;ﬁu Wi LN 24 puynz By BB
Bfe et £ 4 K chlfa; o
143 P& F ¥ (leafdisc) ¥* BT ~ BB M2 § 52 &t Pipid
R AR 2 o G A S 6 TIRI ¥ ¥ (eaf disc)™ 5 it 7
TR A Y R e e 10 B2 B ki 3 0 KAk 12
MS % 7 8ppm hygromycin Fued % ﬂ%@iﬁéﬁ:%?iﬁ}i 25C %2 12 |k pR
o1 Jﬁ@:,i»144@,;ﬁglg+a14%,?%@5%’ﬂ%a
71 \?mﬁﬂﬁwﬁ’*“ﬂi¢§3ﬁ',fﬁﬁ
o2l E RAES \’%ﬁT#WE&+2 R sy
B 25C % 12 ﬁ%ﬁﬁlzjﬁ £
BT e ol bl R o6 T A R S PR B
ﬁgﬁﬁgaiwﬁnmwiﬁo

3@”‘!'4/”‘”71 Z_
W g 24 pig

i

AXEAREE F% > 0 0 BgakA> 1/2MS 3 8 ppm hygromycin 9
FAFHMRAAGESFC > ABNTAE AR - B2 27 > - B2 23R
S Bz 5 BHEAK  BI2 288 EFERLEKDTEER
FEAHE - Bt D B E AR PRI AE P E SR F A
oo TR LRSS E kB H T 0level t £ ¥ & X 1level : 1-25%
S E A 2level 1 26-50% 3+ % A& 3level 151-75% E 3+ % A 54 level - 76-100%

ﬁ?

Erxn-
frf ol = 242 REWICFF RS0 > BIPEOF 2 24 REWAEE L
- BRAIZ 29 (R4 52/ 12 2423 10 24) #FLrk2F kA
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AR 2R MAEPE - B2 EEr L 4 B4 Col0 M2 4 B3R
W EXFHT A2 8B BFRLL RN BPRRER - 27
AR £ F 7 RAR DR .
SHTRARAFRE O R 284 RPWS R PNRMAF 55 FRIP
FEEARRE 6 0 AT #HFE RI € Ak £ 12 MS 57 8
ppm hygromycin it 2 FRBE A A G EA XL AR NI HE 3 212 2
SO S 0 2 R A A R TR ANRL T R E 2

T FREE AR % 0 TG Rs Bk G Pssdo i E *pa*]% 5 ODgoo=0.3 % ik

BB - 2ESFEE 25mL mﬁ’]/li’fﬁﬁi B R HR SRR 12
PoRRFEEPRFREIAGONNBEFE PR ] PRI A

14
%
P
B
W
E

LRSS X a2 2T Olevel D 9 & 2% 5 1level 1 1-25% ¥
2 2level £ 26-50% # % 2 3level ;:51 75‘7 ERZ 5 4level 1 76-100%
ERERE-

GENEY %&#%ﬁ%W@ﬁﬂﬁ x@ &wzxi«mﬁﬁﬁwﬁ%’w
BESFRRAET AR PR :;;ﬁanis B ARSI 5 ODgo=0.3
iRk R o B x#rnﬁgéiylamgu-mOiawm,g
S EE Lmahawba%ﬁga<¥@ﬂ%Wﬁ@%@ﬁ%ﬁag’%ﬁ%
R AR ETHT Y 1 AR Zrhf; R R g AL R L i LR
PR R e Col) ¥ Al RABRADT ST 26C BAE 12
P PERRE 12 pERead B PRI ERESEZAFR TR LD
T E A BA4cT s Level 00 £ 4 FE (rosette leaf) & P B Level 1 1 1~25% &0
FHE A Level 2:26~50% 3 * £ % s Level 3:51~75% ¥ S %% ; Level 4 :
5% M EFR2ER -

14.6 r?’;}f_féﬁﬁ-ﬁﬁﬁ}w:@ﬁ (Pectobacterium chrysanthemi) 2_p|i#&

Pectobacterium chrysanthemi 73§ = ShimFitEafp $ - 30 % T3 2 Ap g
BEdpd o by gRJP-FEPDPEOY > BE R DTSRG L ENE R 2
TR A KB R A A ﬁf@@mévniﬁﬂmﬂmwgv%H#?%¢¢’*m
BRI G o

AFTHEY 4 PR OREREFTF % BMAEE L ODgo=0.001 715
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RUER R 099 h NaCl 3% ® 42487 5% #-F i theh 8 & rosette leave
¥ A ulE L 10 pL R R FFiR BB SRS 2448 2 72 B PF
&%ﬁ¥®%ﬁ§%%@&%&&&,%&&&@%H@@MM%)@ﬁka’
Level 0 : & P &g }}'2\3,{4(3:’? 4 5 Level 1@ #4305 & ek iz ke s Level 2 i
IR AR R -
147 FE @Ak E P (detach leal) 248 F #55 FjiRE

FEXEABREEY 6 0 AP LH# Rl ¥ S PR R AR

3

SIERF Bla-1 ¥ SIERF Bla-3 3 Fer# ¥ R1 + fgzmge > L3 1/2MS 75 8
ppm hygromycin i 2 FHE 2 AGES FLHO LA ZHEN 3 542 2o
FUE A EFE 0 2 Ge AR T EAR R R AL LT g E
@ggﬁ%i’%gﬁmRsﬁﬁstpgﬁﬁﬁa(mmﬂwsmﬁﬁ%&’
X R A IR = B T e I s rﬁﬁ’f”ﬁ v A B 01824 2 48
Bl PT B P TR RRLS RS A ii@-ﬁﬁ“ [E2E€E 6 > & 54 r 1 mL
Ld&M)mmLuPﬁ%ﬁ’u@]mmH; &;uﬂmxmu@§4¢

o AR S 'Eﬁf'ffﬁmﬁ ‘_’ﬁ“‘*loﬂlx RAB BIBETEETE
ﬁm4nmiﬁQ%§éSMl¢ Eﬂmd@.%%%?ﬁ%%é%%*
2M:iﬂ%’ﬁ%f@§f%%Fr MMV)* [RAEE S SR
ek (Cithrs L - ) e £ 1 %

FlepFE 575%51{?.']'* :SAS Proc Mixed (SAS Institute) 1F5L3- 4 45 o vt iz

;i“ 1 (pCAMBIA1300) R % cn¥pe e 2§ & £ 2. SIERF Bla-1 £ SIERF
Bla-3 A F|hpr % Rl £ stk > 2 FE 8 2 0% > 11 Student’s r-test $t3*

FF:\LK? F"# %—ﬂ
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¥=2% B%

L fi* 2 % TR AL47 §4v SIERF Bl-a A FIHAGM 2 b+ 2%

57 f2 430 SIERFBl-a A FlEE PR OK FRAFGp AR FP 27 4
AT e M AT B R B b IS P2 G SIERF Bl-a AT 37 5
- BE 58 B iries 2 3 %F 4 AP2/ERF domain > @ f¥=fkfia C 23
FEANE G ET R YeDLNY(X)P % — £ 4] EAR motif (ERF-associated
amphiphilic repression motif) » 14 2 4| * ELM (Eukaryotic Linear Motif) i
(http://elm.eu.org/help.html) » ¢ B F] % AP2/ERF domain 7 N 3¢ 35 3] 2L2 A
bipartite NLS (nuclear localization signal) % 7| (DIngwall and Laskey, 1991) (®l-
A Ed JFi B st 58T o BB E ERFBla A %# > k- §
AR AR IRE B o H S RPIE i T dRiT (B- > B) e

L1 f2s ERF Bl-a & 8% v 2% xi_eif%’% g Tt %ﬁfd 4 F s

%,

AT A T 5 3000 bp Kot R B2 B A AT B R BT R A FS R 2T A
EIERTEIRRE 3 SR ey T e TR S
;1% 2% (cis-acting elements) » rﬂt“;"'%.ﬂﬁ-éi BAFNEZEZBTANXIN* R
GRS () !I n |
1 1
LMMFMa&ﬂﬁ}@%E#%%%%ﬁ&{&

1 Bf# SIERF Bla gei foin® h 0 80 JEd GFP § £ 3o e &
SIERF Bla 3#-v tfrfiah h4 FTHEHLR > BBy “TAR2 =8 - F5% %
SR8 HAR GFP & N s C s 0 ¥ LA Myt hd o o
f1* CaMV 35S (Cauliflower mosaic virus 35S) fc#+ i€ % 3 SIERF Bla 3-¢
£ DAPI (4°,6-diamidino-2-phenylindole) *7% ¢ et =% £ 4 3R > P SIERF
Bla J-v % ¢ FLf ¥ A Mehiz g ff 220w p chim®e Pt £ GFP @& 1 B
SIERF Bla %130 N =58 C =5 ¢ P88 dv 2P0t 6] 4oBl- 77 8% 5 9

AR AR (BZ)F 20 AT SRFARASEPE MY o

3.SIERF Bla # Fl# g% %2 4 15 (transactivation assay)
%1 j2 SIERFBla #4713 £ 2 A 2.0 § e iidrdlic 4 > A0 % i
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B A B BT in vivo 2 E8E Y A 4T o A F % > 2 44 Ohme-Takagi ¥
B X (2008) 2 4K {17 IR E GALA AT E MG 1 ha A e
A (B= »A)° p herpes simplex virus i 78 ¥| viral protein 16 (VP16) E 33 7] /& i+
471 > NtERF3 % 191 3 225 "= %% (ERF3RD) 5 © i drd|fEsis
}£ (Ohtaet al., 2001) - 7 % % VP16 &7 £ F & it #4k% 12 > ERF3RD /2§
£ Fril#sriniads 0 @ SIERF Bla 4%+ #¥ VP16 45 * + - 24 0
i i VP16 2 #E4E i i 4 (Bl= > B Z'4k= ) #F SIERF Bla #4x

F]+ ¥ repressor F iy o

4. SIERF Bl-a A FI1¥ i & 4 §ict a2 4R
LB f* SIERFBl-a AF@EEF 2 LEBTav i sil &b it b
AR Badd Pl AT AR (R'®) %7 SIERF Bla-1 i
Fenh MBS E o B AL N H et ; SIERF BIAR. b X i\ % A RE BB 5 o

85 ¥ SIERFBIAS Ay ﬁfg’%ﬂ'étx_;ﬁ,fé_ R\ # S8 1F © SIERF Blad

LEFESERESE B A qn;_SléRFB]aS LEESER RS A
L IERTE B i‘lTIRF]._’iliha z,grﬂa,_a%,srz MER AR R
: _ .

5. {54 AL 551 SIERF Bl-a 3 782 4 R

» 1 f# SIERF Bl-a AF|¥F @ EXEHIBME T 5 O 005 sl fl &
HAcw B F IR KPR AL R 2 F W R AR AR e

*E Y ek % Bor ¢ oikis A F] WIPIL-2 (van Schie et al., 2007) swgak & 5 7
fash ¥+ > SIERF Bla-1 % 1 B/ P 3 FF2RE > HUETFRFTH L
HAME R T548% (Bl > A); SIERFBla-2 # i F g EF A L L™ % >
% 24 B prx akEE LR (BT 0 B): @ SIERFBla-3 ~SIERF Bla-4 ¥ SIERF
Bla-5 # %1% R B % fopedrd] (M C-D E)° F %% % ¥ 7 SIERFBIl-a
AFHENFI@RAF Bt FARRDLR

AT 2 R ¢ oA AT Prid (Gu et al., 2002) duEdk-k LS A
W > SIERF Bla-1 "€ ¥ H 1% 24 B P 4% % 2 48% (W7 ° A SIERF
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Bla-2~ SIERF Bla-3 ~SIERF Bla-4 £ SIERF Bla-5 # )3 PP Bk k45 gadr)
(Bl "B~C-D-E)-

AR 2B % o ¢ ks F) TSRFI (Zhang et al., 2008) sirgis 4tk s
%%ﬁ’MmFMwJ%%%Wii24@%%?%%%iﬂﬁ%(@z’M?
SIERF Bla-2 **% 4 #1 24 | P54 & § ch4 JAR% (B 7 > B); SIERF Bla-3 #
B Rtk pidrd) (MI > C); SIERFBla-4 ¥ SIERFBla-5 &% 4 ]
P BB i RE S REBTE (BT DAE)-

AT 2 BT S aoikis A F] Prid (Gu et al, 2002) hEEAk i
o SIERF Bla-1%% 1 | P35 B3 i EAIRE P "EREREBT % (BT A
SIERF Bla-2 *t% 2 /| PFF 5B o B4 R E 5§12 P& br™ % (K1 »B);SIERF
Bla-3 PRk e %ird] (BZ9C); SIERF Bla-4 3% 2 B/} g +mE -

y

BE 2

6 pliE BT %% (B D) WSIERE Bla-5-25% SRR RacE S TR
SRERT % (RL,E) - O % . SIERE Bl-a FhFI¥ & % 1 DM b

.

“T'?ﬁﬁr

fa‘p‘»;mnwi&mﬁti?%@o XIFfan)
Fan i

| | E.-— | |
6. i&ﬁ%#\f’»rlﬁs#‘bfﬁaﬂi‘irlﬁ& LR ‘ﬁﬂ“

T 12 SIERF Bltd # 7% 4 % UF % f}%p}ﬁm £ B B e SR
&R %W;kﬁu&ﬁi#@m wéﬁzmbﬁ e P L R R
A F) 4 %% > SIERF Bla-1 *”:‘#m-}]';‘irr,;w P4 BAFAELRES S AR
THRIVERS AT E 8 B RARARER AL ARTE (R 0 A); SIERF
Bla-2 *tfips & i P EFRA L LA RABH 2 S Bp &S L R REE (R o
B) ; SIERF Bla-3 *tiup & i ¢ 2 A %5 BEp& k¥ RIET 5485 (Bl > O) 3
SIERF Bla-4 4 &k @ % 2 @] prof 4 b3 ;;,g\;.ygsg;,:‘s PR E TR AR
(B> > D); SIERF Bla-5 *#ipid i @ #Fi % 8 B | FAELRES S ER&
P RIE T EARE (B> 0 B)e 1 B RWP o SIERF Bl-a fAFI¥EH LR /Y

ERFBl-a AFIFL AR

e f X0 F R FATE EARARR > N2 A HARLPFRGOT AR F -

7. &K% ESR % 4515 SIERF Bl-a R F1%2 4 R
7 f% SIERFBla A F1¥ 4 RATF § R FicE 4B TR RS SHT
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28 3L 7] Decl7 (Dehydration C17) (Weiss and Egea-Cortines, 2009) 2. % Jfz §
FAFc %% (B- > A) > SIERF Bla-1 3 Flch% B.48% (Bl > B) ¥ Decl7 #
FleAgudp £ o P gt A FIEAR S R BB rFr g A IR 0 @ % SIERF Bla-3 &
SIERF Bla-4 i % sk Fl 4 AR Decl7 A Feni g% - &k (K- > D~
E) 3p gt A cngk FIEAR & 8 AT $4m> Hwad A F =+ i SIERF Bla-2
¥1 SIERF Bla-5 tidsrf=x t RIS A Lichk 3835 (B- C-F e

8. % #v2 SIERFBla #7135 VIGS ##F #H<F &

5B 3B A T3 8 SIERF Bla A 7315 » 3 RNA ch& RE T %S4
FAKEFE- FEREF VIGS (22) &£F L1 £ & RT-PCR = 3 > &P
SIERF Bla #751¢ 3 M sh 2B BT 27 F & PCR 3 ik iy § #rl1F2)
(B ~) 2 3 b ie? S dEm p #K7) SIERF B]a gEa o RrEARE

RN CRE L o 7%&» 5 2 %—&SIERFBia ATRELT BAT A Wt
Hieo AT ¢ W FIUR § ini «;%“3 mHHr WA E R %Al VIGS
SRR SRS R TR T ";5&4%’?L& TRV::SIERF Bla-1 .
LBEI T R X /%m*%\ » 'TRV:‘SIERF B;jaZ zy;gfm | 6 $h$ %ok

4] » TRV::SIERF Bla-3 fﬁ,:%;l' L /’%nl’: u\ 4] s TRV::SIERF Bla-4 ¥ j&
23| 2 th} % A ehvh £ 4] TRV:SIERF Bla's- | 23] 7 thi X oAb 47
(Bl ) o gteh > BRHES P AR AR T %% &7 TRV:SIERF Bla-1 -
TRV::SIERF Bla-2 ~ TRV::SIERF Bla-4 ¥2 TRV::SIERF Bla-5 # 248 tk i % 338
(Stembase) ¥ 5 3% (Mid-stem) '“ ¥t e fe e ¥ 2 F® % > @ & TRV:SIERF Bla-3
FR{EHREEFE LB (=) %7 SIERFBla-1~SIERF Bla-2~ SIERF Bla-4 £
SIERF Bla-5 $h %020 %8245 #5043 > @ SIERF Bla-3 e tefiifp &k *

\?'{r
B

T ey
d 34 VIGS 5% ¢ # R SIERF Bla-3 AP afiftepms i ? #35F 5
Gl G 4 BB F % 0 &ie- A 47 SIERF Bla-3 AFIERE RS ARE R B
£4 o F 4 el E % SIERF Bla-3 32715 » 1 RNA #43 #ni g™
(RS A) BRI R p s B # IR B4R % - X TRVESIERF Bla-3
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B2 ZH oS (Bl+ B I WEARLSI -~ 8- A hely ¥ A
BRI+ O FI o Af 3o p& k¥ #8 SIERFBla-3 AF7 g S BL R
]ﬁaﬁirﬁ’%fé

9. §$iv2 SIERFBla #71#% VIGS (s ${# k#HR2 F

T A F et S XA Rk R N RS kY

7 f% SIERFBla AF#H it F BHR 2V o i o D% p el
#2 SIERFBla # %% > # RNA @A % i RET% (B-- A #&¥
R R RS U R PR R ST R R R T ERTIEE B N
18- SR g b 2 A2 R S TRVISIERF Bla 5 fc€ (B -
C)r BH:FMicH I ¥ - % P Z TP odren % ¥ 2 SIERF Bla 755
FE e B (B -0 B)e FIW ok SIERF Blg AFIH- i # B 5 v i
3§ EIT Y A \

~o N

10. i§ ¥ 4 R SIERF Bla-1 £ SlERFEa-s sﬁi'ﬂﬁ‘rﬁ‘ SR ELE N

AP R Ad S R hygrd)myc;f,;; & ﬁ #3 SIERF Bla-l % SIERF
Bla-3 z_ 3 A %33 -P-'f | genJmlcPCR Fi’;\ R1 oty AEA R T - H
i8] 35S:SIERF Bla-1 # 34 7 +9!d SIERE Blat AFRRF A 23 k2
3.6 & (L= »A)358: SlERFB]a3 ﬁiiﬁfﬁv’ SIERF Bla-3 # #1433 *

ZHM 2 B 47 B (ML OB ERAAFERE S 2 - E RI

¥ R ehA Y BT 35SUSIERF Bla-1 # ¥ EA A3 67% I 77% #RIF i 5
- 3 E #ic (copy number) » 35S::SIERF Bla-3 # ¥ # 75tk R1 & anm g 43t
69% 1 79% - dwR|F v i - BiEL B (BL=- 0 C)o

%7 B f% 35SuSIERF Bla-1 ¥ 35S:SIERF Bla-3 # ¥ @7 thH © 5 1F feh
AEFT 0 EFEX NaCl % “PEG 2 My B2 PR - FHE5HT
35S::SIERF Bla-1 (R =) ¥ 35S:SIERF Bla-3 (R w) # ¥ &7t » ** NaCl
#%-PEG 2 A myma L 14 2 21 2 gh AL 2 & RS FApHRT
HMERAVEZIMY REFLE o F1 0 & 35S:SIERF Bla-1 & 35S:SIERF

Bla-3 #7332 2w lef » ¥ 282 BB ahat R 87 + -
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%7 B2 35S8:SIERF Bla-1 ¥7 35S::SIERF Bla-3 # ¥ #stk> 7 b
FH 4 NaCl B 2 § @8 Lt Bl o #8773 {12
REEY N2 7F 5% o 9 5% % 8on 35S:SIERF Bla-1 ##A# ¥ 4

T ZEMAZER FEE G o FREEE I EART LG AR
WMEKREEFLE (B~ > A-B); 35S:SIERF Bla-3 #7#% 75
Ere todp R HRES RS GRTEEEE
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AF 3 Bt SIERFBla-1 AF e ficMp 18 2 MAEF2 597 (Ble) 4t
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5. WP ian b RA T ASgd4210 % 244 R RIS 5 R B K

g3t Ar5g44210 AT B AR AT (- ) ¥ arSgdd210 m 2% R
RHRAERFT PR EHERT S BEIZ: B3R BAL Y ABA FHB R AR
(Bl= 2w ) &t RIZAF AL PR PIFE e e d [ R pREEHD
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A k¥ 1244 SIERF Bla f45 )3 3 defe dr | &5 (2 et $10F » 8734 > {1 *
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F&gﬁ%‘% v o0 LA '?k?"w Rl Z‘mﬁ-’L mﬁ&# é’ﬁgb‘m/r]\ﬁlm Moo ffs o 1
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% — ~ %30 SIERFBla # %13 3 + 2% 3000 bp fa#+ T2 putative cis-elements £2 cp o

Class” Descriptionb Cis-elements® Cobv numbers®
Bla-1 Bla-2 Bla-3 Bla-4 Bla-5

Biotic stress Defense response TC-rich repeat 2 2 2 - 3
fungal elicitor Box-W1 1 - - - -

Abiotic stress Low temperature response LTR - - 1 1 -
Drought response MBSMyb binding 's;i.];e) N - 1 1 -
Wounding response “W-box : . - - 2 4
Anaerobic induction AR.E i 3 2 1 - -
Heat stress response HSEf;' J:f,,x: ] 2 - - - -

L—L0 WM

Development Endosperm expression Sknil/mo II ‘ 3 4 1 1 -
Light-regulated G-bb J!'E 1| W 2 : 1 2 1
Pollen specific expression { Ii o] : 6 5 - -

Hormones Ethylene response R]f l' 1 1 1 2 1
Salicylic acid response & TCA element ; 2 2 2 - -
MelJA response TGACG-motif 1 2 - - -
ABA response ABRE 2 - - - 1
Gibberellin response GARE-motif - - - 2 -
Auxin response TGA-element 1 - - - 1

AR AR AL PR A RFTEREFHAE P dy it EE S cdp MR EC s 7

Cc 4 =~ ,
% 77 3% % T B9

LErHF B2 L 7f-F—, % 77 3% cis-elements AELHF T BT H o
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%2 ~VIGS ATt ¥ 2 513 & 50% Vs A FEBEL - 4o

Unigene Number®

Gene-Specific Primers

Paralogue®

Fragment Length®(bp) [Accession No., nucleotide identity %,

identical length (bp)]
SIERF Bla-1 F: 5°-ACCCGATCTTACACCAGCAGC-3’ 317 —
(SGN-U581852) R: 5’-CAGCCATTAGCTCTGTCACT-3’
SIERF Bla-2 F: 5°-AAGACTCGAGTTTGGCTGGG-3’ 285 (SGN-US71820, 84%, 23)
(SGN-U575863) R: 5°-GCATTCCTCCATCGGACGAASS’ ~
SIERF Bla-3 F: 5°-CTCGTAAATGGCTGGGAACG-3’ 282 —
(SGN-U574883) R: 5’-CACAATCACTATGACCTTCC3 Y [ '
SIERF Bla-4 F: 5’- AGGTGGATGGATCAGTGTAT3! - .;- | 238 —
(SGN-U564953) R: 5-GTCACAAACCATCATTTEGT3] = |
SIERF Bla-5 F: 5'-TGCTATGAATCTGTTGCTGGB| %

(SGN-U564952)

R: 5 CAACGACACTAGAGCTATCA B

| 243 1o -

Y45t 5 B 4 A0 unigene Y3LE_2 SIERF3 m“kéﬁ&ﬁ» 7 5 BE o A ’** BLAST ' (Basic Local Alignment Search Tool) = ;% & SGN

(Solanaceae genomics network)
P4l* 430 cDNA “t## 0 VIGS 5 £ (& &P
“dp e bl AR B 5U4p i 50K F] o Accession number * & 77 71t 45

& - Identical length :

2 EGATp SR LR T ERER 0 —
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TR R (http://solgenomics.net/index.pl) it R HAv? Ap iR R 7 o

£ 2 base pair, bp 5 H i)

ek F1 B 75 > Nucleotide identity % @ # 51 £2 3% 2k F]2_ B 4p 0 ef%

$L R ELA R LG v 3] 4p i 0 paralogue A F] o



%2~ hAviF el i SIERF Bla A FIHBFREERN o mFEH 2

A5 o
Silenced Genes Plant Mean’(log [CFU/gram plant tissue])
no. Stembase Mid-Stem

SIERF Bla-1 36 8.17 ek 7.63 ok
(SGN-U581852)
SIERF Bla-2 36 7.65 *x 6.52 *
(SGN-U575863)
SIERF Bla-3 36 5.95 ns° 5.55 ns
(SGN-U574883)
SIERF Bla-4 36 6.58 * 6.09 ns
(SGN-U564953) B
SIERF Bla-5 365 T A0 . % W 6.62 *
(SGN-U564952) : :
TRV-infected! = “48 ;"“u,}.gs f =478
L390° 24 ( 10 s | | 9.8
e LA -

37102 %7 BepoeE b BT gqi;mkm H7996 1 thlic® -

® R. solanacearum B XEsed e vbf’_,.‘ T AR “r||;t%i m.‘sm A * Log ™ 10 &
%ot 2 T ok (log [CFU/gram_plantmtissue]) °

¢ 41* Student’s rtest it 252 A 45 TRV-infected 2 TRV:SIERF Bla 3 4p
W E 5 £ £ o ** highly significant ; *, significant ; ns, not significant.

Ff B T pTRVL & empty pTRV2 vector i itk Rl FE » s AR
e A TR e

¢ FAvR Jf;«}]%r-p,ﬁ L390 i* 5 448 R solanacearum E_F = 7 ¥R E o
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#w ~ §ic SIERF Bla # %% ff@ 0%k ¥ &1 ortholog 7L F] »

Arabidopsis” Identity® Similarity®
Tomato ortholog (a.a.) (a.a.)
SIERF Bl-a 1 (SGN-U581852) At5g44210 34.3% 44.5%
SIERF Bl-a 2 (SGN-U575863) 37.8% 44.8%
At3¢20310
SIERF Bl-a 3 (SGN-U574883) 40.4% 48%
SIERF Bl-a 4 (SGN-U564953) 56% 65.1%
Atlg50640
SIERF Bl-a 5 (SGN-U564952) 53.3% 59.5%

" ] [
“ % 3= SIERF Bl-a % r] sl Fa FLl &f%p.._m ¢ ortholog
. -.'Ié_" ._f"

At5g44210 ~ Azsgzog,go"fl;».afmz
i
* s R R 7 identity g
s A 7| similarity 9
Lot |

Y oy

F e
o=l
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I I AFFREFRRGRE A FGRLI) ST
& 47 % %0 SIERF Bla 3 %3 P 0% ¢ 2. homolog A F]»3+4 4 2 214 435

a—rﬁj;f{%o

Arabidopsis homolog of SIERF Bla

Conditions At5g44210 At3g20310 Atlg50640
Biotic stress

Phytophthora infestans (late blight) 2.21 1 -1.19
Pseudomonas syringae (leaf spot) 3.74 1.13 1.95
Pseudomonas syringae aviRpm1 -2.6 1.15 2.09
Botrytis cinerea (Gray mold) w2 208 1 14 0.95
Blumeria graminis (Powdery mﬁdew) -2.6 & 1.18 1.35
Cabbage leaf curl virus (Cal.CuV) —~ 2'lx4-"‘. =102 1.03
Heterodera glycines (Cyst nematode) :.*"-.::.._-.- —_2';..4 “‘| ;_ -1.2 1.2
Trialeurodes vaporariomm | | ' FF:Z% l :| 1.21 1.22
Pathogen elictor ' : | ::I.Ef-f“ I. |

Flagellin 22 (Flg22) e l | 5.59 | VS Y94 111
Chitin b &7 Syl Y ) 1.22
Lipopolysaccharide (LPS) - ‘2.5é : -1.12 0.96
Harpins Z (Hrp Z) 2.62 1.13 1.17
Abiotic stress

Drought 2.15 2.1 2
Hydrogen peroxide (H,O,) 3.7 1.02 0.94
Cold 4.45 1.3 1.3
Heat -7.1 -1.04 1.33

— A TEHREVREARETEL B
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FE2I I AP FaEFRLGR K FOLS] 47 o
/45 % 30 SIERF Bla 3 F1# tfe 9% ? 22 homolog £ F]» #0847 [ 5 e

B R f¥ e 5 SA~JA ~ ET ~ MAPK 2 % @ #4792 microRNA

REWDE & o
Arabidopsis homolog of SIERF Bla

Conditions At5g44210 At3g20310 Atlg50640
Hormones
Ethylene (ET) 10.02 -1.04 1.16
Methyl Jasmonate (MeJA) ~2:33 1.02 1.36
Salicylic acid (SA) +1.02 1.13 -1.2
Abscisic acid (ABA) .2.66 s 2.39
Gibberellin (GA) 2.25 _0:99 0.99
IAA ATITA 02 1.02

[hem=s
NAA T f': (| 0.99 0.99
Zeatin .l | 287 || 1,06 2.77
Mutants ] - = ! .
mkk1 l 1 248 |I 1 -1.02 1.29
mkk2 . 2.23 : 1.01 1.29
mpk4 Fr:1=02 -1.51 1.33
nprl -2 -1.07 1.09
sid2 -23.25 1.01 1
abal-1 2.88 -1.35 1.39
abil-1 2.81 -1.39 1.03
etrl -2.38 1.03 -1.02
ein2 -3.13 -1.01 1.05
ctrl 2 -1.55 1.01
coil -7.94 1.02 1.33
miR172a -2.94 -1.12 1.34

— A TEHREVREARETEL B
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(A)

SIERFS [ SGM-U315184)
LIERF B1s-1 [ 3CN-USE1552)
SERF B1a-2 | 3GN-USTIEEI)
SIERF B1a-3 | 3GH-UST4533)
SIERF Bla-4 [ 3GN-USS4353)
SIERF B18-5 [ 3GN-USS4352)
AtSpaZ10

ASQIOII0

At1g50ee

SIERF3 | 3GM-U315134)
SIERF Bis-1 [SGN-USE1352)
SIERF Bla-2 [ $5H-USTS353)
SIERF B18-3 [ $5H-USTASE)
SERF Bla-d | 3N-USE357)
SIERF B1a-5 [ 35N-U554353)
ALSZI0
AtIEIOII0
At GSOEL

SERF3I [ SGM-UI15134)
SIERF Bis-1 [ SGN-USE1352)
SIERF Bla-2 [ 3GN-USTSI63)
SIERF Bia-3 [SGN-UST4SE3)
SIERF Bla-4 [ SCN-USCI853)
SIERF B1a-5 [ SCN-USLI952)
AtSpuzI0

At3gae3e

At1gSeGL0

SIERFS [ SGM-UIS15154)
LERF B1s-1 [ 3CN-USE1552)
SERF Bla-2 | 3N-UST5563)
SIERF B1a-3 | $GN-UST4553)
SIERF Bla-4 [ $GN-US54353)
SIERF B1a-5 { $GN-USE4353)
AtSOAAZI0
ALIGIATI0
At1g50ee

SIERF3 | $GM-U315154)
SIERF Bia-1 (SGN-USE1352)
SERF Bla-2 [ SCN-USTSIE3)
SIERF B1a-3 [ SCN-USTSES)
JERF Bla-d | 3GN-USEL35T)
SIERF B18-5 [ 3GN-US54952)
ALSQZI0
ATIQICII0
AL1gSOSH0

-------------------------------------------- MAPHEKIG - - - = =« - -« - AVWTAMAMVMNL

I GCQSAELTH SKNVSAPMAVKD - - - - - - - - KAVHGGH VKW
RESSELKR - - - - - - = = - - PG SDLLAGP

RARKMPEING - - = = = = = = = = SREVVFQQS
FERALAAARQVPATEVPVPAPVAGEHNG

GRATPAA - - === ==ax=- AAAAVKPDG

ANGR E1AVE - - = = = = = = EGGGEGKTMTM

GRG & -8WVVGE - - - - - - - - - PALPVTAGG

SRGRG S SAVAG - - - - - - - - - PTVYVALAING

NG| LI YRGVARKRFWGRUYAAEIRDPEKKERVIILGTFDTAE SAARAYD
HHG LIYRGVARKRFWGR AAELHDPEKH RVWLGTFDTAE JaadaYyDs
Y R YRGVAKRFWGRFAAEIRDP
RN R YREGVRKRFWGRFEHAE I RDP
5GG HERiRGVHHRFh‘nGRFAAEIHDP
LTl ENR GRGVRKRFWGRFAAEIRDP

HHHF["-\."JI.G-TFD A
HH”F['M\."‘JI.GTFD I

TTM HKEUYRWVWLGTFDTAE

- - h‘hE

l__ '’

KEEDLKFAVKNE I[RSPSQTSTVESSSPVMVE55$PLOLSLCG S - - - - - IGGFN - - -HHTVKFrsHEGGF
MMM - - = = = VGHHN SR SPCGSSTVESSSGETVVHAPNXATRAAGAG SHRRLGAAAEGGRGGVGYPI LHRQAP
....... LTODPFY

....... PYGE =« =« s o aa s s s mam ==

HHLPF-PYPHHHG

----- MY SQHHG

ETT -~~~ VHNDGGENDSYVHRTTVT TAREMT RG]

PSSP -LQPLTYL RPEISSSMIEST 5
PPPP-MLRFNG I N L IR R Py s s 5MSSTVE $ 3
TGEVEGAVHNH = = = = = = MYY | EALARAGYIKLETNRK -KTVDYLGGGD - « = = = = $DSSTVI MRVDVKSTT
TVAVLPNGQP - - - - - VLLFD SMUR VYV ERPYQVWVPATMEFAGVGAGVVTEVIDSSEVVEEKHYGHKK - - -
GEESKVTR - - - - - - - - - 'Hlrr varveE EBREEEEEEEERE R - ----- - - - - - - - Taleh | FvTK
LCKTMGPR - - - - - - ==~ TEITQREY-R | - PMGEGHEISISERERERREDGNC 1 GGEE - - - - - - - oQT FC -K
ALAALLADG SFR - - - = - LFQHE‘!JV’F"D SECD!SSS"“"".-".JD ECD~-=== === ===« 1 55 -
TATSAMGGEF = = = = = AFEKNEYE IS EPFD P E R R RN DCEGG = = = = = = = = b 1vE Lo -
AKVVEEYASA - - - - - GCGFFFDFJERAASLARAEL SR lEL=======-81IGIRETVKVEPRLY- -
MEAAAASSSVAKPLHA KR Y[ el RS 5 K
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c-[@-1L

(W F): VD L FAGG | c L
Wk vo L FHG - 4 c L

69

P ENFOLNFP




2 SIERF B1a-1 (SGN-U581852)
{ OsERF075
27 OsERF074
99 At3g20310
42 | AtERF?
14| 31(— SIERF B1a-3 (SGN-U574883)
59 SIERF3 (SGN-U564955)
6 SodERF3
AtERF12
18 At5g44210
10 61 AtERF9
CsERF1 EAR
16 SIERF B1a-4 (SGN-U564953) motif
40 AtERF11
73 GhERF4
L NtEREBP5
99‘_,7 SIERF B1a-5 (SGN-U564952)
90\_|: At1g50640
66 AtERF3
99— OSERF077
| ] GMEREB4
15 SIERF B1a-2 (SGN-U575863)
a1 AtERF10 j
| —
0.2

-
i

Bl- ~ % i SIERFBI:g- B i 2 bes lp 210 8o g 2 47 -

(A) "R=AF R 7 $ % cgidl b ;“blustal W program of~bioedit software (Tom Hall,
USA) » 30 F %= B 7|2 FEip| A% * Pfam (http:/_/pfa-rfl.sanger.ac.uk/) v 2F RARATHR T
% Pfam %370 F|ch AP2/ERF domain &€t C 4% %% (%) 7 Bl 5 EAR
motif (ERF-associated amphiphilic repression) ; 2 ¢ § = 13| (@) #7#7 5 bipartite NLS
(Nuclear localization signal) % 7| 5 ELM (Eukaryotic Linear Motif) 3 b#73gp] 5] o 2
¢ % 5% identity > % ¢ %5t similarity °

(B) §1* MEGA4.0 25"+ neighbor-joining /% i 4 45 » +* #& SIERF3 ~ SIERF
Bl-a A F|¥E &P aR @ 4p i At5g44210 ~ At3g20310 ¥ Atlg50640 = i 3¢ B
A 7 4fE (¢ 7 Arabidopsis, rice, soybean, tobacco, upland cotton, cucumber £
sugarcane) z 7 EAR motif ¢ ERF 3-¢ 2 ;45K % - #ici® X 2 Bootstrap .5 % > #i
FAR] £ B 0 RAR] 0 AR D REERARE PR B2 Bl B RAR S o
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(A) Reporter
5X GAL4 4X GCC TATA

swascerve L [ ]

Effector

PRP R CaMyv 35S B GAL4DB M—
ERISRD R R Nos

St camyv3ss B caLaos D —M—

ERF Bla —Her||\KLEE—Hel AL DA ERF Bla LY

(B)

GAL4GCC-LUC

GAL4DB

GALA4DB-ERF3RD A2
GAL4DB:VP16
GALA4DB-SIERF Bla-1 + VP16

GALADB-SIERE'Bla-2 + VP16 &
GALADB-SIERF B1aj3+ 2
GAL4DB-SIERF Bla- P )
GAL4DB-$,_]_.EE-_1§;:$1 i .
~ . . 25 30
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= ~ SIERF Bla # 7% =
= Lo BN
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- B iy e ""l » , .
(B) # B reporter &2 ‘difl tog,;i ! E'jﬁ lul_ogerase REF R
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oo 1% 5§ Hipd R VPI6 Rt e i k4 SIERFBla 4

e

L e o T
VP16 chight « A Az A B S - R0 AP EERE S A P Bk oL

B MFEA T &% £ (standard deviation, S.D.) °
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87 [ Root

[ Stem-base
71 @ Cotyledon
E Stem

61 [ Leaf

Bl Flower buds
51 W Immature green fruit
EEl Mature red fruit

Normalized Fold Expression
=

il
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Relative fold expression
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(A) 11* RT-qPCR it = ¥ 8|1 % 5 SIERF Bla -1 A7 4 B b #74
(independent lines) ® 1 SIERF Bla -1 3 %2 2 & o
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SIERF Bla-1
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SIERF Bla-3
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(A) 4 Empty vector
SIERF Bla-1-#5
SIERF Bla-1-#8
SIERF Bla-1-#14

SIERF Bla-1-#18

L KR

Wilting score index

0 level No symptom
1 level 1-25% wilting

Wilting score
P

14 2 level 26-50% wilting
3 level 51-75% wilting
4 level 76-100% wilting
"3 14 15 d6 17 18 19 30
(B) Day after with-holding irrigation
SIERF Bla-1 OE 20 DAHI*
independent Wilting Wilting Mean of Student's
R1 line (%)" score’ RAUDPC* t-test ©
Empty vector 89.17 334 2.23
#5 75.83 3.03 . 1.33 *
#8 86.83 347 : 1.83 ns
#14 87.50 3.50 ™ TS0 ns
#18 82.50. 3.30 143 ns

Y% )b B %15 X #c (Day after with-holding 1rr1gat10n DAHI)

?&ﬁ (s T ¥a2_ % % #p He e .

Hfhls T8 LA A = |

Gpstick ¥ 8T 5 f (Relative area under the drought progress curve, RAUDPC) -

¢ Student’s t-test seit A 470 X £ 53 pavalue #3005 ©
| 1

B+ = ~# % 355:SIERF Bla-1 x50 % 2wt Ry Jéﬂ
(AB) 1% w & % eF3r & 35S::SIERF Bla-l &4k » 58 75z 5 4K B chipl3# » B p LR 3 0
SoRisH A LA ER IV TREFE I o

FEFHF IS o2 2 T FEHRSFAEY-RO AV T EREAAP - SRS
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~<>- Empty vector
(A) 44 SIERF Bla-3-#2
-= SIERF Bla-3-#11
- SIERF Bla-3-#13
-+ SIERF Bla-3-#18
31 -

Wilting score index
0 level No symptom
1 level 1-25% wilting
2 level 26-50% wilting
3 level 51-75% wilting
4 level 76-100% wilting

‘Wilting score
v

3 12 15 1s 17 18 15 20
(B) Day after with-holding irrigation

SIERF Bla-3 OE 20 DAHTI*

independent Wilting Wilting Mean of Student's

R1 line (%) score’ RAUDPC* t-test ©

Empty vector 86.67 3.47 2.01

#2 99.42 3.98 2.57 ns
#11 97 M  3.8988 2.70 ns
#13 96.67 3.87 ' 2.69 *
#18 88.17 3{53 282 ns
#23 WiF  A~397 253 ns

Yz b (S X B (Day after with- holdmg ;mgatmn, DAHI), -

rAh s T 3a2 % ESLErE ' -;_:'ﬂ__';: I}

A T2 X RE A o [l @
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gy W ¥
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(AB) JI* w &+ eh3F ¥ 35S::SIERF Bla-3 + 1k » B (7Fic % 45 R B ipl3d > 2 p LR B
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FXFEHTF OIS ko 2T 2 £ FHREFAEY - AP TEREAEM - ZRE
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9 4-
A - [ Empty vector B i Isiln];];ll); ;elclolr s
(A) ; E EE3 SIERF Bla-1-#5 B) o SIEREBlal#8
£z B3 SIERF Bla-1-#8 I w 31 -A SIERFBla-1-#14
S £ 8 D SIERFBla-l-#14 * -§ -+ SIERFBla1-#18
g £ SIERF Bla-1-#18 =
o @ 24
= Eb 8 Wilting score index
8 E 7. é 0 level No symptom
g O 14 1 level 1-25% wilting
= 2 level  26-50% wilting
2 = 3 level 51-75% wilting
B 4 level 76-100% wilting
i = = E 0% : : ; ; .
6 0 18 ] 4 8 9 10 11 12 13
(C) Hours post inoculation Days post inoculation
SIERF Bla-1 OE 13 DPI*
. . - po=— d
independent R1 lines Wilting (%)” — Wilting scote’, ~Mean of RAUDPC®  Student's r-test ©
Empty 87.75 3.51 2.03
#5 84.75 .39/ “1.48 ns
48 86 Mgzl 1.59 ns
#14 80.5 || =%~ | 1.36 ns
#18 775 | R || e 193 *

| 1
‘448 {5 % ¥ (Day post inoculation) ; b:f%f;é_?é FEo2 ZRE R SRR T 2 X R ipdk
Uip 45 Fid BT G A (relative area under the disease/progress éq_r_ve) ;°Student’s r-test & {7 st3t o %k & 7 p-value -] 3t 0.05-°

B4 ~ A% 35SuSIERF Bla-1 = t¥f F 455 2 FlL RIgE o
(A) # 3 {8 & § 3 SIERFBla-1 2w % ~ 748 $ 5 EI0 (detach leaf) 1 5+ § 455 ] (ODgoo=0.03) & » i aE? 0-18 2 24 ]
RS R LA R N

(B.C) »#F 7§ M §ic SIERFBla-1 2w % * @ fe f S NINEEFT R A6 2 2 FpATEBEAF 2118 % o

FER%T 12 %k 27 2 LA FHREFAEY RO AL T ERE LIPS EE

88



99 [ Empty vector -o- Empty vector
SIERE Blasdl SR ath
(A) B} g g :Eﬁg gi::ig (B) < SIERF Bla-3-#13
1 4 @ smrnnon ;3 T
%Q ) SIERF Bla-3-#23 ] [ L < o
2§ 4N p - .
jg = § 2 21 W ilting score index
2 g = § _2 0 level No symptom
g0 7 N a 1 level 1-25% wilting
) N 1 2 level 26-50% wilting
g 21N 3 level 51-75% wilting
) Q 4 level 76-100% wilting
=N
6' - 0 T T T T T 1
8 9 10 11 12 13
Hours post inoculation Days post inoculation
© SIERF Bla-3 OE 13 DPI?
independent R1 line  Wilting (%)° - Wilting scoré%s. “Mean of RAUDPC?  Student's #-test ©
Empty vector 87.75 3.51 2.03
#2 91.75 An TA LS _' 2490 ns
#11 96 3 82 = & 2.59 ns
=
#13 94 3% 2.32 ns
#18 88.75 - 1350 || 2,04 ns
#23 90.25 } {3.61 2.09 ns

4446 {5 % #c (Day post inoculation) ; "4 46 5% o2 BRFALE RS T 102 X A4
i Fid BT G ff (relative area under the disease progress o Bodencs st k7 A0 % A% povalue % 0.05 -

W= -+~ # % 35SuSIERF Bla-3 =+ tx it fop 2 Ll plss o
(A) #F 4L §ic SIERFBla-3 2w % ~ #sje 4 G F 0 (detach leaf) 254§ #25 B (ODeo=0.03) % mEFLE? 0-18 2 24 /]
PE2 A R R A e R %

B.C) 5% F Z{ M §4r SIERFBla-3 2 » ¥ * @i SERIVERF 1o R 2 X opaas B s adre s o

EX PG 12 tho £ 2 EA - FHREFBE - RO AL FERENAP- BE .
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(4)

Fyre Feps Reps
— — i
rllfbfn' 1.3 H'be]n I=1 r.rlj'- bla -3
(SALEK 045899 (SALEK 091531 (SALE D43407)
¥UTE TUTR
ATG TGA
{271 hbp) Arfedi210 (573bp)
(B) erf bla I-1 erf bla 1-2 erf bla 1-3

K Wl ¥ 4 10 5 TO% 1 1 2 4 T

At5g44210

Aty S

Blo - = - Ar5g44210 3 -DNA qJ ;s%_&ém\ T

(A) At5g44210 A FlwG e Rl T ¢ ,*'%i.'-:';’%-a*% UTR' (untranslational region) -
24 GBS A exon e HAE G %IT—DI;_A s B e (=i
5% 7 T-DNA 45 » %) %34 gDNA i i [PCR w4851 3 4 %] 5 Fops »
Reps ~ Furr & T W

(B) 1 * £ =& RT-PCR 4~ {7 % & &7 mutant line H Ar5g44210 £ Fleh 4 I

¥ M #7 DNAmarker > WT % 7 Col-0 &gtk
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12 MS NaCl 100 mM PEG 7%

(A) 100, ®B) % (©)
S 80 S S
= g =
£ 6 o WT E £
E 40 - erfbla 1-1 'E -g
5 -+ erfbla 1-2 5 g
O 204 -+ erfbla 1-3 & o
0‘ T T T T - T T T T
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 (Days) 1 2 -*3 45 6 17 (Days) 1 2 3 4 5 ¢ 7 (Days)
(D) Mannitol 0.2 M (E) ABA 0.3 pM
1001 100-
S 80 % S § 80 .
_§ 60 .é é 601 *
[}
.E 404 ‘E 'E 401
St
S 204 & 3 204
0- 0-

1 2 3 4 5 6 7(Days) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7(Days)

Bl= L m s At5g44210 PIfhat 2ot g T 2 45 i bl
Bl R SR RS T G A PR ALY s R Col-0 HRRM AR T FTY T, E PR 3
G(FLEPEBREME S0 MAY) EEFTRE BT 2 £ BEAEY - RO AP R EREA LA EO- % x A7

Student’s t-test & {7 ket A 4718 2 p-value -] 3% 0.05 - #® M4 7 &% 1 (standard deviation, S.D.) °
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21 Days after drohght 30 Days after drohght 1 Days after re-water

Bl= -3 ~Ar5g44210 PIpthz sz % F iRl o

v % % erfblal-1(A)-~erfblal-2(B)~erfblal-3(C) % %Rt 755 ALY
21 22 % 30 R 2 A E R Dot w ok E 31 X a2 KA 0 B
Fo5 12 B L8172 X% FHRLEFAEY - RO HERE AL - X

[T
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B 5 -
’ © Col-0 -0 Col-0 57 o col0
(A) 4] =+ erfblai1 3 4 - erfbla 1-2 4 = erfbla 1-3
5 ) 5
] g =
S 34 E 3 £ 31
g 2 § 21 g 24
a8 a8 a
11 1 1-
01— T T T T T : : [| R . . . . . . . 00— T T T T T T T
6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
Day after inoculation Day after inoculation Day after inoculation
(B) 100% | — —
o 9% -
Z 8% - - ||
BOWE 4 [
S 6% | H:
oso%
o an%
B 30% D 1
= 0% i
=t D 0

0%

24hr ‘ 48hr ‘ 72hr | 24hr ‘ 48hr ‘ 72hr | 24hr ‘ 48hr ‘ T2hr | 24hr | 48hr ‘ 72hr

Col0
Bl= L= ~ At5g44210 3 f%%\@ F iRl o

erfblal-1 erfblal-2 erfbla {-3_

(A) 1% 7 167 F] RS ZAEETIUE IR 2 A2 B .’ 12 Student’s p-test e iR AT g AaLBR - AXFHS 18 H RiEF 2 &
Ao BEHRSFARY - R AL R RIRENAP - o 8 SEEL T 1‘%1%%'_ (standard deviation, S.D.) °

(B) #44 necrotrophic m F i+ i 1%’:1[3‘5 GRS i REE }ﬁaﬁzaﬁi/} %o Level 0¢ & P B s Level 1 & 4d 0 i Y AR
Level 2 @ #3080 L ARz e (Higashi etal., 2008) © A X FERAIY 40 BE P FHupmlLRlE > Bk 2 = BB AR -

L?ilﬁ_‘vg f—l‘%\:]‘i« :’r\‘ °

[
"
F_k
o
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Rs titer [log(cfu/g)]

14 “
21 i *x 121 X% %%
20066
10.- t 411120 % 3366 510_ A
A A >
, 2454 g 18120 1354
K] A A 4
8 A ! i 5 8 ) § t i
4 o 5 A 4
A A o A
6 § N : 6 1 ; A .
A A
4 : 4- 4
1390  Vedor TRSF  LeERF3 30  Vecor TRSF  LeERF3
(Susceptible)  VIGS in H7996 (Resistant) : (Susoeptible)  VIGS in H7996 (Resistart)
T R - — (Chen et al., 2009)
R " I B -.EEg' " *:.5,_
__\.l.' " .-'"if i of,
45— SIERF3 (LeEI&B—); A q,.-V"IGS Ho RHE 4 A8 P S
N S
SECL AN

S, {
, - ., . T
=B ad %z’*%?&%ﬁ:ﬁ

2 student’s z-test bt iii
ns & % AL SIERF3 &
*4 % 8¢ SIERF3 %

5z SIERF3 7 ®

ﬂ"‘, %P‘,{%;, - %}F&ﬂ

(-S'Lghlf]canﬂ"“g OlgLPrso .05) »

mkt-.,u_ ‘hﬂ

: dlfglﬁ}jl significant, P<0.01) °
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Tissue Phytohormones Biotic stress Drought
(BWE) (BWR) stress
Rs Rs hrpG | Rs Lysate | Flg22 [y Re Re
0,1,2,4,8,24 (hr) 0.1.2,4,8.12, 24 () 0.0.5, 1.2, 4 () e
Abundant ET JA SA ABA | BWR BWS BWR BWER BWE (BWE, collar)

£
‘E
£ | Up-regulated
&
z Control
=
% | Down-regulated
E
z
ek S K6

s

-
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>
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£33
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rlr 0 Plr
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Zd VR AFIAT PRFRAR Y HARR > B VR ATFIET PR ARTEARS B (5 AAATIRFHEER
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GATAGCC-LUC (reporter only)
GALADB+AtERFS
GALADB+VP16
GATLADB+ERF3RD
GALADB-U581852 (#1)
GALADB-U574883 (#2)
GALADB-US575863 (#3)
GALADB-U564953 (#4)
GALADB-U564952 (#5)
GALADB-U531852 (#1) + VP16
GATLADB-U574883 (#2) + VP16
GATADB-U575863 (#3) + VP16
GALADB-U564953 (#4) + VP16
GATADB-U564952 (#5) + VP16

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 80 90 100
Relative luciferase activity
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- |
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- X hF sREE o , | | L.
| = |

& \l| 1y
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() 55 ®),;

SIERF Blu-1 X SIERF Blu-4
7 :
N o
15 _]_ 2 r
H | & T
c 1 i +_{_ : T 15 1 _
L s (FRHEAHHEH HHH Al
; il
8 . 0
o
> (B 25
L ( )3; 1 SiERF Bla-2| (E) | SIERF Bla-5
ke 3 2
[]
L2 f ! 15
= 2l : )
g [T i 1
s Lnnnnn 03 IWW"
6 0 i} P—‘ (|
=
) 35 . ,
; SIERF Bla-3 MES Rs Rs irpG' Rs Lysate Flg22
25
7 . L
15 = J'r } i
1 HEHHHHHH
os 1K K HH (BWR, leaf, 0/0.5/1/2/4 hpt)
i g " r' X

S S R0 A M PAMPS @,.& (ERFB]a quiimz\ oo

B A ) PAVIPS @ﬂﬁ%ﬁ&m :

(1)F % ] ODg0o=0.03 (1><106CFlII/mL) - 2 :pumfﬁ% LA

Q)% = A Ak it % % »’%’E"' (TTSS defectﬂlel hrpG mutant) ODgp=0.03 °

Q) o 7~ w2 i3 34 s lysate) B 5% 10maM MES gk o

(4)m AL F0 Flg22 (3 F %5 12 22 g AMA AL v ) o
G)$tR e % 10 mM MES 2 ¥ fiej o

BORent UL M E AR RS 2 e T PR ET P E A 2uL R g
B o EAI* £ FILSE Y > # E $IL% PAMPs iR feB A AR S 0
05124 | BFis2 fav¥ =z o I P B Eehlo o 8- % Hi#| SIERFBla #

FlA R o - T ehPHEE o

99



o JA] | ET || ET
2 2 2
15 15 L5
1 1 1
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At5g44210

Af3g20310

Ailg50640

a — R I Lo e e e T

7: éod‘o“&é

WQ@Q@@@@@

-p l-li ﬁ s
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ieTr e U
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o 1 e ? 900000
00008V s

Wi~ 49F f 4c SIERF Bla A F¥ Afed 0% 2 ortholog £k Flenie sk 4 S

A% 0

%‘ﬁ' ¢ Salk Institute Genomic Analysis Laboratory) # #t (http://signal.salk.edu/) 2z

Arabidopsis eFP Browser i& {7 4 47 °
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3. Intracellular progression via root cortex
and colonization of xylem vessels

2. Entry into root
tissues through
wounds, root tips
and secondary root
emerging points

4. Systemic spread
and wilting symptoms
appearance

5. Plant death.
Return to soil — survival and
dissemination in aqueous environments

1. Saprophytic life stage/
survival in soil

. 7 '-J ""'_"" R r
- i ) s '||
’J"; ' e o iy (Genin, 2010)
) i
Vg N pr}l% 7 (Ralstonia solanacea';'u )i\ A48 Fr R AT o
BREAL Y 5 ARE Y o RFSd AR AR A5 1IN fue i

AERRRNBE LSRR BRI TR A T2 6 AATINEE S 2K
8

103



HP0274 HCOOH-

)

MTR-1-P >~ KMBA™ |
NH3
QR&HCOO'
MTR kinase ;
ATP transaminase I(I)
RCOO~
Yang Cycle
MTR y
L-methionine
adenine . SAM synthase/
MTA nuclosidase SAM -
ppi+ ATP
MTA €— Pi
ACC synthase
ACC N-malonyl Y t y-glutap’:jyl
MACC < ”"jiase ACC ranspeplicase . GACC
malonyl CoA v-glutamyl moiety of
glutathione
02 ACC oxidase
HCN k» COo
]
Ethylene

(Stearns and Glick, 2003)
LS PR L YR
Ererd fadhe o Ad JAFE LT N Fd £ L@ fifiz 5 the
Yang cycle # e3> 2 &2 Ban S—’?ﬁl{f ? #nj 4 (S-adenosyl methionine, SAM)
# ACC & = f# (ACC synthase, ACS) fiv » )= ¢ % chw Sptr § AT 1= 2%
(1-aminocyclopropane-1-carboxylic acid, ACC) » ACC ¥ mi&- #H 4 ACC 3 it fi=
(ACC oxidase, ACO) it ;= ¢ % ~ CO, f= HCN °
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) _.ethylene.._
‘\ Stresses (wounding, salt,
- Cytokinin drought, cold, O and flooding)

\é@( SENESCENCE FRUIT 955 ;
AND ABSCISSION RIPENING %, Auxin —_ X Svnthesis «— Microbial signals
nthesis
% BrR—2 ) ‘\“* Insects
Developmental cues

/ ,@mej \ GA
& (fruit ripening and senescence)
. A % JA

7 Y Glucose

ROOT HAIR INHIBITION o
%mmmﬂm @ orce. K "~

EXPANSION | ABA—— Signaling <—— Light
%
4% PATHOGENIC SEEDLING

;". GA/)\ l l /‘\Auxin
RESPONSE TRIPLE

Germination
RESPONSE

Vegetative growth
Flowering
Senescence
Fruit ripening
Defense
Survival (Yoo et al., 2009)

TRENDS in Plant Science

(Shalleral and Kieberb, 2002)
NN NS L U F S Ve £
OO ES P T 54T i ph R e o @ 1 % Wik H G o ?*f%ﬁ'*" et £ FEPIER o T R AR TR ke I
—7?’ﬁwuﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%%%%°yﬂ’L%ﬁ{ﬂ%%?@kmi@mﬁ#hﬁga%ﬁé Tk R chE i gamgn
BEEA PR BRI A2 BRS Y = £ F B (triple response) @ T R R E > FRIREFEINE TR Sk Ao pl I 0 2
Frame el LR R F LA KPR KPR e o AR TR REE AFRLDNIF 0 SR ST RS D

A EFT el B2 2t d 5338 (Johnson and Ecker, 1998 ; Schalleral and Kieberb, 2002 ; Yoo et al., 2009) ©

105



Input Output Domains

17 ETR1 H\H | =  Signal sequence

Transmembrane

| segmen
& [ :
- ERS1 Hu @{H_NGFS} e s

_ ETR2 Jﬂu [H_NGFG]Histidine kinase

) (D) Receiver
Sensz | ‘U"O-I:P
EiNg Jﬂu

The ethylene receptor family of Arabidopsis.
Air CoHyg

ER
Lumen membrane
ER
Membrane
ATP
ADP. I
Cytosol
Repress Ethylene
Ethylene Response Response

C

Model of ethylene blndmg site, Model for signaling by ethylene receptors.

N o

L - e %i‘s’ﬂ%\’w f@"\l ("\1 SEE T (Hall et al,, 2007)
: (M=)

G E LG af;ézl_ GER= ~= “ & BTRI (ETHYLENE
RESPONSE1) ¥ ERSI (ETﬁYLENE #}}{SO ) %,ﬁ: ~'## » ETR2 (ETHYLENE
RESPONSE2) - EINd (E_rTHYJ NE INSE §11 yEAr) ¥ ERS2 (ETHYLENE

LI— -" . L
SENSOR?2) %} gﬂx i Jp?x r”n"ir;_ca s @,] N (1nput) #4521 (output)
A ARG A uE T Hf# ,_jg,])»ﬁru}" "'Bi}n £ GAF domain » 5 % F-v

dZBdhE 123 enigirky | H %2 monomer @3 H % 2 BB -
% 2 N 4 domain * :h% 65 BYefhpt Cys65 2% 69 Bregpm His6 v &
23R A e P-type ATPase 4 %38 RANI #7iF i chdp g+ (Cu™) &

7 & & » 4, hydrophobic pocket 4] - &- HRer e ’fﬁ F s -

1
1

B
T

R4 d e epiiscF (histidine kinase) ~ 33 & 3-v 2. receiver domains 22 3 BLE 7
(signal sequences) #7Tie = » IR EE S G H ARAR C LG FRIHE- B R
# NGFG motif - it 53 p {7 & 4RIt 1T S AWM e kv 2 5 ' H receiver domains
A& *gﬂ * P % iph (aspartate) BT @R ML D T FGAF o
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i € RECEPTOR SUBFAMILIES
Golgi RAN1 1 5
O Ethylene & C,H,-binding
RTE1/GR GAF
ER/
GOIgi Histidine
€ kinase

Receiver

Degradation by the 26S
proteasome

I ¢ Cytoplasm

-~

=

EIN2

EIN5/XRN4

(9]
V-...___________,__..—-'

——

MKK9 MKK?
/ MPK3/6 MPK?
‘ 'L Nucleus
P [
EBF1/2 —I EIN3/EIL1
26S proteasome
via SCFEBF1/2

\

e ,H, Responsive Gene

Current Opinion in Plant Biology

(Kendrick and Chang, 2008)

';TE
.
I
/
o
=¥
10
=

B3t B A AR (golgl) Rl o F oA %ﬁﬂ 4 B i® %% COPT1 (copper
transporter]) #-4F 3t i B e FHOEEE » e TR 0 B FJ e TR chir g iE



4.«

G EHEIFANHP > FRASW) ORI ERRIFI - TRAPF i
;i&g_e:a@?;g Aot 2 o X BRo B F L AR FLEFEM o
¥ w2 T o X input §84 A= hydrophobic pocket chifEA] E HiT A
34 0 output FRA e ifl i R 3 € 2 f 42 F]F+  Raf-like kinase 5 CTR1 39
(CONSTITUTIVE TRIPLE RESPONSEIl) % & 25 = 4§ & %2 (receptor—-CTR1
complex) » 44 ¥ CTRI F-v 5 & i )8 s drplat L @b AT 5@ - 2 5 &
Bimz T o o AT g g BRE S pER R & receptor-CTR1 47 & # e 4] i¢
% > CTR1 3#-9¢ 7 kinase domain ¢ % 2 &1t » §-v ¥ /L 26S proteasome F-v
frR R > R oAl A @l Ta AT FE 7 gyl 2 EIN2
(ETHYLENE INSENSITIVEZ) ¢ EIN3 (ETHYLENE INSENSITIVE4) ¢ ~ £ %

fi > 34 EIN3 ¢ EILI (EIN3AIKED) > 5 3 N e TR

¥oRRT %ﬁﬂ * i Fbox f A “vlf*,a EBFI | (EIN3- bmdmg F-box 1) & EBF2

""pﬂ

(EIN3-binding F-box 2) £ Skp- quhn_a‘:ybei’; E3 ligase A=< 48 & 48 > - I 3

n\\—
™

EIN3 2 EIL1 - i #y }W@g¢P$$Mwmm:Lﬁ}w%ﬁ’%%ﬁ#m%
#@d CTRI-dependent i i EnIML ¢ 4c|53| EBF1 g2 EBF2 % & EIN3 &
EIL1 > & {7 30 % j2 1 9 dpd|c pib LR RS EIN3'_;’*'i,’ EIL 4 %]+ hfg <42
R {%ﬁké MKK9-MPK3/6 cascade & =pdefagific * EIN3:h Thr "efiph > ¢ 2 &
FEEFM o e 3 iz 0 EINS 53 - B 5 53 3 s iF¥
exoribonuclease fif¥ % ¢ # & EBFl £ EBF2 ¢ mRNA A& *% f#4 > & 2 &2 "8 |

WL iy > @ EIN3 & EILI #4505+ ¢4 MKK9-MPK3/6 cascade i#
o e PR AR AR B AT O PR b - T
EIN3 & EILI §:&- %4 % & ¢ % &%+ ERF A Flfd + 5o
EIN3-binding site (EBS) » 4% ¥ fx#* ERF 45 %]+ ch- St fldris (8% > B4 - it
e G E AP M AT Rt 3 o fabe e A A M ah iRk e A T
(Kendrick and Chang, 2008) -
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RAV genes

ERF-like
{CaP2 ]
APZ/ERF family
AP2-like AP2 AP2
(IXim et al., 2006)
fisheet.d fturn.d fobeet2  fournd  oheetd w-heliy
—————

Ptid
AIERF1
AIERFS
LeERF4
LeERF3
Piis
AtEBP
AIERF3

il i e e

EAR-motif
AERF3 ASSSRRRNPPFQF® PELDCVDLFNGADD
MAERF4 EGGMEKRSQLLDL® PIPSEQA

AtERF7 ASSSSRRKTPFQF®
MERFS8 EGGAGKISFPLDL
AERFS® ETVKVEPRRELNL»
AIERF10 SAVDCKLRMEPDL®
AIERF11 VWRYEGRRVVLDL®

SLDGVDLFAGGID

AERF12 SPSPVTVRRGLATMAEFZPLWL
ZAT5 GRSMEQQRKYLPLAULPAPEDDLRESKFQGI
STZ GSTSHVSSSHRGFS pﬁ: PEFSMVNGDDE
ZAT11 LKRCGSSKRILS LZiLTGLENDLEY IFGKT

HSI2 KSKEEKEVNTARI®
HSL1 SIPAVELAAGENTI®
HSLZ NHERHAS PLKVQL®

SDISYNKEDVEAVA
SDIEGASRVSMMRL
KiJEKDEESLPGS

b
LN"PP (Kagale et al., 2010)

4L = -~ AP2/ERF f—tkfﬂ-%%iﬁééé? don_ia_in .:f%%iﬁa EAR motif -

AP2/ERF 2 7] '*%if#i% s ..‘ ERF-like £ %]¢ 7 - B AP2 domain; = -
AP2-like (APETALA2-like) # %]# 7 = i AP2 domain ; = ~ RAV (Related to
ABI3/VP1) &‘.’ﬂ“f ¢ 7 - I AP2 domain % ¥ - ¥ DNA-binding 7 B3
domain °

AP2/ERF domain 1 & eh= B4 > d = 1 B-sheet % - B o-helix #tie= >
H domain ¥ & BB R FTHIEAMTEE > A B 5 YRG HE 2 RAYD F & o
YRG W% eveife~ F 3 20 %> i & 2 Tyrosine (Y) ~ Arginine (R) ~ Glycine (G)

% 2 ;RAYD % ¥ 31 & 12 Arginine (R)~Alanine (A)~Tyrosine (Y)~Aspartic acid (D)
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V -6

IV a2 Gea)
CBF/DREB subfamily (Group A)
(A-1) VI -5)
> %
N %%,0 3 ) » VIl B-2)
% \ o
? ) -.3 p-@%&%
1] - ! / ARl ) Vil 5-1)
L . N ETard
(A-4) TIN : B 4 / o el
3 SN
(A-5) pet _- l ~icnr,
7 e,

p=3 \ el
'_r,'é @ 5] Ix
X B, B3
| (a6
H (A-6) &3
ERF subfamily (Group B)
Il (a5
0.1
. e W S
Table I. Summary of the AP2/ERF superfamily
Total for each family is shown in bold.
This Study Sakuma et al. (2002)

Classification Group No. Classification Subgroup No.
AP2 family 18 AP2 subfamily 17
Double AP2/ERF domain 14 Double AP2/ERF domain 14
Single AP2/ERF domain 4 Single AP2/ERF domain 3
ERF family 122 DREB, ERF subfamily 121
Groups | to IV 57 DREB subfamily A-Tto6 56
Groups V to X 58 ERF subfamily B-1to 6 65

Groups VI-L and Xb-L 7 B-6
At4g13040 1 AL079349 1
RAV family 6 RAV subfamily 6
Total 147 Total 145
SB[y oy Al L (Nakano et al., 2006)

Mt e~ PR i) AP2/EREBP A2 % 7252 ML M % o

v

- ~ &% 5233 B AP2/ERF domain h AP2 = R4 % 18 i -

- 7

= ~ £ 3% - % AP2/ERF domain 7 DREB/ERF =t &3+ 122 @#=f > H

DREB #2&ms ¥ e 1 1 IV v B/ et 57 B f > ERF %4 =

V~VI-VII~VIIBl-a) - IX & X £ 58 @#12% VI-L & Xb-L £

7

o

str1 ERF Rk 4 & 50 h s Bl fasd 65 B f
= ~ 25 - ® AP2/ERF domain % - # B3 domain 7 RAV = 72&53% %
=~ Ardg13040 7 F] -
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Transposition/Homing

Al

N HESAER
| mtrons | 1ntrons 1 B3 | motrons
- (EINH - W W—E
Tandem i
dupllca_tmn [mpanrcd i l.mp | R - -
1 s imnsposmﬂnf H it H ith i
I d H . H :
it::ﬁ:::silionf hommg homing : homing
& homing : H +
(B e i m— = [ ] f—- = [— ]
Bl ARl Sth (1) [ W V- R ) [—"r ] Ll
(e RAYV (6) ERF (4) ——
AP2(18) (introns) e
| — ]
[ — =)
[ — ]
— =
 — =]

_ERF/DREB (121)

% W :
1%,_.:} qu “T (Magnani et al., 2004)
'i"-?

Hti~ I~ AP2/ERF domain %{a@ SN, ,ﬁ zu;ﬁﬁﬂf

7 % . AP2/ERF domain LFEJE‘! hﬂ}w G RES RS RA 2w

'l\_

£ (Tetrahymena thermophila) ~ ¥& 8 gL g 4 A Fla p o xr—'k  ERI E B

2 24 b R R & AP2 domain w 2%~  HNH domain 75 &
A5 HNH-AP2 #02535% » a3 AP2 domain g # 5 o }?3» A ER A
# % HNH-AP2 endonuclease P *7 f# & it > -k -T 2 F]i& 4% ¥ AP2 domain & 4
B ek FliE o Bl & fﬁﬁ Plants (C) ~ cyanobacterium (Cy) ~ chloroplast (Ch) ~

nucleus (N) ~ viruses (V) °
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“t4k+ =~ ~ * 3t TAcloning = pCR8®/GW/TOPO® £ pCR®H—TOPO®§\3 £ o
PLY P invitrogen 2 & o Bl F APk p 0T g

http://tools.invitrogen.com/content/sfs/manuals/pcr8gwtopo_man.pdf
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Sph [ (6459)

Astif (6433)

Apal (6427)
1 ORI

Xmal (1445
Aval (1115)
Smal (1117)

A BamHJ (1531)

B
P2GWF7,0 — o

6670 bp

EcoR) (1954)

BamH] (2234)
Notf (2304)
attR1

Spel (2442)

Notf (2448)

S¢S (3507) 355
SP6
" y -
B 5 -
& b
| T
"' -
T355
W, Saclif]
B Sph/ (6435 attR2
.
Aatll£420) Xmal (394
Aval (394)
1 ORI Sma) (396
Bam#i (310)
cedB
£coRi (1263)

Amel BamHI (153

P2FGWT,0 Mot (1583

6666 bp

Spel (2435)
Noll (2445)

Nde § (3491,
SP6

gt =~ 23R SIERFBla % ¢ ¥ k& v 27 * chf' Rl -

Aval (3271)

A. p2FGW7 : GFP ¢ ‘.t SIERF Bla 7 C =% » 1 35S fx#> 3+ 5 ¥ 4 3 SIERF Bla
Bd FhE o o

B. p2GWF7 : GFP £ ‘o & SIERF Bla &N 5 » 17 358 gc# 3 6 £ % 7 SIERF Bla
Bd FRE wFw o
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pTRV1

LB > 16K RB

—[axass RdRp [ ] [Re]wos, |-
MP

pTRV?2

B — RBE
—L[*—;*»—I 2x355| [CP] mcs [Re] NOS, |—<G—

q‘b‘—L ~ ~ TRV-based VIGS Vepto‘rs LoEs

45 7 VIGS mf t@ ﬁ,ﬁ EIg i w]xér'."fa::TRV—RNAl (pTRV1) £

[ - =
TRV-RNA2 (pTRV2)'£, B TR 5 i '; CaMV 35S pc#+
(2x35S) kG 1 47 Fs&“’a’»eh b e terase (RARp) ~ 16 kDa

(self-cleaving r1bozyr_pe, Rz

e

%> © . T-DNA Fk'_"t’#é*}fL (lef ht borders) ¥ 4 4t » {4 ¢
My JRE

Poie 4

P ) > @ TRV- RNAl f}iﬁf il 2 Lf,lff'#" LENE R e 4
"".l

;% - = 5 TRV- RNAZ"'?"‘ TﬁV ‘RNAl 7»;3&?_“\ @54{.— % i 3% (coat protein,

CP)» B4 P LA FlegE w3 5 ('ﬁmhp].e-glaning 51tes MCS) » ¥ 1 ¥4k 58 B s

4 cDNA £ ¥ % &% 5 TRV-RNA2 o
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EcoR 1(1)
Sacl(11)
Kpn1(17)
Smal (19)

Bamt1 1 (22) LacZ alpha

T-Border (right)
Bst X1 (8716)

CaMV35S promoter
— Sph1(389)

Xho1 (7929)

hygromycin (R) -

pVS1 sta
Xho 1 (6835) pCAMBIA1300
CaMV35S polyA 8958 bp ’
T-Border (left) //
SacTl (6317)

e
kanamyein (R)
\~ R \ Nhel(3392)
/ VS1 re
pBR322 ori \ ’ d
pBR322 bom

Y AN LENCh i%
r.‘-?.r-',

pCAMBIA1300 (Center for the . Wcatlon of MW%lology to International

gl

Agriculture, CAMBIA, Inc., Canberra, ACT, Australia) °

sl
o A
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Y-

—fl]'i" &

R T

%% sqRT-PCR # B VIGS #B»xia7i * 2 513

Silenced genes

Primer Sequences

Fragment Length (bp)

SIERF Bla-1
(SGN-U581852)
SIERF Bla-2
(SGN-U575863)
SIERF Bla-3
(SGN-U574883)
SIERF Bla-4
(SGN-U564953)
SIERF Bla-5
(SGN-U564952)

F: 5’-CGTATCAGCACCTATGGCTGT-3’
R: 5-TGAACAACCGTTTCTCCGCT-3’

F: 5’-GATTCGTCGTCGTCTGTGGT -3’

R: 5’-CAGATCGCATCAAGACTCA-3’

F: 5’-ACGCTTATCAACTTCATCTC-3’

R: 5’- GGATCCCTTATCTCAGCAGAA-3’
F: 5’- CACAGAGACCTACTTCAAGCA-3
R: 5’-AAGACATAGTGCTGTGCAG-3’

F: 5’- AGCTTATGATGCTGCAGCTC-3’

348

379

260

317

321

R: 5 —ACAGAAGACGATG_AGTCACA -3

SIERF Bla # %] * Sub- cellular localization 2 515"

Genes

Prlme__r Sequences

SIERF Bla-1
(SGN-U581852)

SIERF Bla-2
(SGN-U574883)

SIERF Bla-3
(SGN-U574883)

SIERF Bla-4
(SGN-U564953)

SIERF Bla-5
(SGN-U564952)

F: 5- ATGGC-TGTGAAAGATAAGGCTG -3
R: 5- TTAAACZ;GCATAGGTGGCGCA 3
R: 5- AA(]ITTCC.‘ETAGGTGGCGCA -3®

F: 5" ATGCbCCACCGGAAGTCGTCGG -3'
R:.5% TCACCGTAACAGAAGGGTAAAT 3%
R: 5- COGTAACAGAARGGGTAAAT -3°

F: 5= ATGCECCGTCGGAAAAATC-3'

R: 5-CTAGAAACACAAAGGGGTGATG -3"
R: 5'- GAAACACAAAGGGGTGATG -3"

F: 5'- ATGAGAAGAGGCAGAGCAACTC-3'
R: 5'- TCAAAGACATAGTGCTGTGCAG -3
R: 5- AAGACATAGTGCTGTGCAG -3"

F: 5'- ATGAGAAGAGGCAGAGCAACTC-3'
R: 5'- TCAAAGACATAGTGCTGTGCAG -3
R: 5'- AAGACATAGTGCTGTGCAG -3"

=\

Bt

2T

= =
T

N
Y

I

PIRE
% g

e
4y

I
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1 * Transactivition assay # P8 & F|+ iF 42 51 F K3+

SIERF B1-a genes Primer Sequences

SIERF Bla-1 F: 5'- AGTCGACATGGCTGTGAAAGATAAGGCTG-3'
(SGN-U581852) R:5-AGTCGACTTAAACTTCCATAGGTGGCGCA-3'
SIERF Bla-2 F: 5-ACCCGGGATGCGCCACCGGAAGTCGT-3'
(SGN-U574883) R: 5-AGTCGACTCACCGTAACAGAAGGGTAAAT-3'
SIERF Bla-3 F: 5'- ACCCGGGATGCCCCGTCGGAAAAATC-3'
(SGN-U574883) R:5-AGTCGACCTAGAAACACAAAGGGGTGATG -3'
SIERF Bla-4 F: 5'-ACCCGGGATGCGGAGAAGCAGAGCAGC-3'
(SGN-U564953) R: 5-AGTCGACTCAAAGACATAGTGCTGTGCAG-3'
SIERF Bla-5 F: 5-ACCCGGGATGAGAAGAGGCAGAGCAACTC-3'
(SGN-U564952) R:5'- AGTCGACTCAAAGACATAGTGCTGTGCAG-3'

Real-time PCR #ip| SIERF Bla # F]# B 13k3>2 51+

Genes Accession Number  Gene-Specifie.primers

"_F: 5-CGGCGGAGATGAATAATGTT-3'
| _RY5-TAACAACTCCCGGTCTCCAC-3'
| E;;rs';d;ctl}GAGCTGAAAAGACCAG 3
|| RiSEGTCAAAGGTACCCAGCCAAA-3!
| F: $2ACGCTTATCAACTTCATCTC-3'
1S 5’-GGATC;C.CTTATCTCAGCAGAA—3'
F:5-CEACCCATTAGTTTCACAGA-3'
R: 5-GTETTCAACGACAGAAGACG-3'
F: 5-ATCGGTTAGTTGACCCGAGA-3'
R: 5-CCCTTCACAATCACCATCT-3'

SIERF Bla-1 SGN-U581852
SIERF Bla-2 SGN-U574883
SIERF Bla-3 SGN-U574883

SIERF Bla-4  SGN-U564953"

SIERF Bla-5 SGN-U564952

R % 3 SIERF Bla-1 & SIERF Bla-3 **# 73 % 2513 3% 2+ o

Genes Gene-Specific primers
SIERF Bla-1 F: 5-GGAATTCGCTGTGAAAGATAAGGCTG-3'
R: 5-AACTGCAGACTTCCATAGGTGGCGCA-3'
SIERF Bla-3 F: 5-GGAATTCATGCCCCGTCGGAAAAATC-3'

R: 5-AACTGCAGGAAACACAAAGGGGTGATG-3'
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Real-time PCR # iB|i¥ 3

JRIL i Wik B4 2

Genes Accession Gene-Specific primers
Number
Pti4 U317071 F: 5-GGATCAACAGTTACCACCGACG-3'
(SA & ET) R: 5-ACCATCCGACGCTTAGAGCG-3'
LeWIPI-2 K03291 F: 5-GACAAGGTACTAGTAATCAATTATCC-3'
JA) R: 5'-GGGCATATCCCGAACCCAAGA-3
SIAIM 1 EU934734 F: 5'- CACTCTCACGTTGTGCTGGT-3'
(ABA) R: 5- CAGTTCTCCCTGGCAAATGT-3
Decl7 F: 5-GGCATCCGTTGAAGAGACTGTTGGT-3¢
(Drought) R: 5'-CCTCCTCCTTGGGTTCCACTTCTTC-3'
F: 5-GATTGGTGGTATTGGAACTGTC-3'
EFla X14449

R: 5'-AGCTTCGTGGTGCATCTC-3'

Real-time PCR 7|4 7.4k 40 M 135k 7] #3231 5

Genes Gene-Speeific primers

NtACS3 F. 5. CAAGTTTCGGGTTAGTITCAACAC-3'

RS GGCGAAGACATTGGAGCGTGA =
NtACO3 E: 5] CACAGATG.'EAGG'TGGAATCA 3]

R: 5 CAGT]TGC‘FA’EGGACCTAAGTTG 3
NtERDI10A F:5'-GCTGC AAgCAATAAATACC 3

R: 5 ACA(iTGCTTCCAC:TAGCACT 3
NtERDI10B F:5' AGAAGAAAGGGATGAAGGAG 3

R: 5 TTCCATACCATAACCGGTAG 3
NtERDI10C F: 5-GAACATGCTATTTICCTCTGAGT-3'

R: 5'-CTATTTCTTCCTCCTCATCACT-3'
NtERDI10D F: 5-AGGAGAAGAAAGGATTCCTAGA-3'

R: 5'-GGTCTTTGAGTGATATCCTGGTA-3'
NtPRI F: 5-GGTCAACACGGCGAAAACC-3'

F: 5-GCCTTAGCAGCCGTCATGA-3'
NtPR2 F: 5-GAGTCCAAAGTGTTTCTCTGTGATA-3'

R: 5'-GCAAACAATTTACCATCAGACCA-3'
NtPR4 F: 5'-GGCCAAGATTCCTGTGGTAGAT-3'

R: 5'-CACTGTTGTTTGAGTTCCTGTTCCT-3'
NtSARS.2 F: 5-AAGTTGATGCAAGGGAGATGTCT-3'

R:

5'-ATGACATTTAGGACATTTGCTGC-3'
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Grs - s A K Y s AR B

k.

523 medium

Component per Liter
Casein hydrolysate 8¢g
Sucrose 10g
Yeast extract 4g
K,HPO, 2g
MgSO4 . 7H20 0.3 g
Agar 15¢

LB medium

Component 51 ] 12 J:‘,HI'S_PQI‘ Liter
Bacto tryptone Al Gl = g i, g ﬁﬂ?_
Yeast extract ,J-;' ) 7 5¢g 'h_,:_hh"l"r:i
NaCl ‘.,ff’ '
—Adjust pH to 7 Q‘;

Additional 15 g aﬁar for agar me
'ﬁl-,

=
SOC medium 7

Component w

Tryptone N
Yeast extract
NaCl

250 mM KCl
—Add H,0 to 900 mL, adjust pH to 7.0, add water to 990 mL
—Autoclave

1 M MgCl, 10 mL

1 M Glucose 20 mL
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SM1 medium

Component per Liter
Casein hydrolysate 10g
Glucose Peptone 5¢g
Agar 10g
—Autoclave
5% TTC 1 mL
0.5% Chloramphenicol 1 mL
1% Cycloheximide 0.5mL
1% Crystal violet 0.5mL
5% Polymyxin B 2 mL
1% Tyrothricin 2 mL
. _I'-1:‘- - "--.\l_':'.._.."._
YEP medium A % B ik
Component - .-_31.-' 1= S Li]élr =
A e 7 i
Peptone AE / " e
B o
Yeast extract A i g \En 8
NaCl "!'h I {"Il ].'.) g "l _
Additional 15 g agar for agar m ({l::l_ | . B
| . '_"-\.
. ] Lo B
1-_-;._-_47’- ﬁ;:g_};.; e gpa -%::__I IIT-"' e h;.
MS medium B o RN CORY
Component = II_" e o,
W i =
MS salt WY a3 V1313,
Sucrose "fl'-'jlg-j.{'.-‘,l-- JES 15¢
—Adjust pHto5.6

Additional 4 g agar for agar medium

Co-culture ¥
Component per Liter
MS salt 4313 ¢
Sucrose 15¢g
—Adjust pHto5.6
0.1 mg/L NAA
I mg/L BA

20 mg/L. Timentin
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TSM medium Y

Component per Liter
MS salt 4313 ¢g
Sucrose I5¢g

—Adjust pHto5.6

Additional 4 g agar for agar medium
0.1 mg/L NAA

I mg/lL BA

20 mg/L.  Timentin

TRM medium AE

Component per Liter
MS salt 4313 g
Sucrose ; 15.¢

—Adjust pHto 5.6
Additional 4 g agar for agar medium

10 mg/LL  hygromycin

0.1 mg/L NAA .1
20 mg/L  Timentin —_—

i ta s R 4 FR el s 4 4

Enzyme solution

Component per 10 mL
cellulase R10 0.15¢
macerozyme 0.03¢g
0.8 M mannitol SmL
0.2 KCI 1 mL
0.1 MES, pH 5.7 2mL

—water bath at 55°C for 10 minutes

—cool to room temperature

1 M CaCl, 100 pL.
10% BSA 100 pL
ddH,0 1.2 mL
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W5 solution

component per 200 mL
3 M NaCl 10.3 mL
1 M CaCl, 25 mL
0.2 M KCI 5mL
0.1 M MES, pH 5.7 4 mL
0.1 M glucose 10 mL
ddH,O 145.7 mL
MMg solution
component o [ e e v 10 mL

0.8 mannitol
1 M MgCl,

0.1 MMES, pH5.7
ddH20 J

PEG solution
component
PEG 4000
1 M CaCl,
0.8 M mannitol
ddH,O
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