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Abstract

Endosperm starch would be hydrolyzed to glucose and maltose and further being
sent to the newly synthesized shoot and root through embryo during rice (Oryza sativa
L.) seed germination and seedling establishment. In embryos, the soluble sugar from
endosperm could be converted to starch and transiently accumulated in scutellums for
few days. Following, the starch resynthesis was began to be presented in the cells
surrounding the vascular bundles of embryos. Since the hyperaccumulation of starch in
embryo tissues was observed in shoot-removing seedlings and low levels of starch
content were found in low-photosynthetic efficiency seedling embryos in dark
conditions, it was suggested that the amount of starch biosynthesis in embryo tissues
were depended on the sink tissue demand. Accroding to the expressions of
granule-bound starch synthase (GBSS) 7, 77, and starch branching enzyme (SBE) 7,
I, IV responsive to dark treatment, it indicated that the starch level in embryo tissues
of growing seedlings in dark was mainly controlled by starch synthetic efficiency.
Moreover, SBEIIIl expression in dark was recovered when glucose was supplied into
medium. It was suggested that sugar may function as one of the factors to regulate

SBE [l gene expression in embryos of young seedlings.
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L APRFEFFEIFT 2 202 EFHES P IRCKT 5 2R

kfefES A bAoA BT a5 T B s b (hull or husk) 0 B 5 R AR
F 2B MR B L EEFS o bR 5 % & K (pericarp) > @ %2 (embryo) % a5
(endosperm) ik f& + < F8 4 RfF - 230 5 BEF AR 2 sk 0 B vh S s K (aleurone
layer) @ [f] 5 #2x ¥ & 2 433 & % %2 fh(embryonic axis) ~ *2% (plumule) ~ #2143
(radicle) ~ *F %2 (epiblast) 2 "2J% (scutellum) & {84 o "2 fh 5 AN 2 g L > &
= b~ T3 dh o S dib(epicotyl) 33T ¢ T g dib(hypocotyl) B (23t 54T R 1
PR ITagl e S e *ﬁ« v # & 77 ¢ 4K (epithelium) Eﬂ\fﬁﬁ%‘il AN S
.,%E'..‘f“‘ SR RERF R ) FARE E A B A4l g oo & 38 (Yung
et al., 1938; Edelman et al., 1959; Shinke, 1988; Matsuo and Hoshikawa, 1993; Kaneko
etal., 2002) -

F AR AT P T PEATA SR ER e %8 R = YAF ¥ R 20 MKk (starch) o
© Fokfefa St xER  py ¢ e g 0 F B & (gibberelling) 0 B ¢ 8% i 2
Kok R lmre & A ks K fEF% % o-amylaser T3E 3 a5t P U 4 fR92 5 2 ks (Murata,
1968; Bewley and Black, 1994) < -k §&% /| & »tf8 3 % B - % 15 (days after imbibitions,
dai)f25t # 3 B K3 HAELE S B HE(sucrose) 0 @ RSP F #E(glucose)E & ¥ AR
(maltose) 7 £ A@E= T v X B R@H 4> T FEL - A BEF ST 0 2R
Felids A fRis eIl B A S L F 42 ¢ 7 #(Murata, 1968; Bewley and Black, 1994;
Aoki et al., 2006; Scofield et al., 2007) « ks &4 f2 A 2 2 § 5 #23% & TR € & - H ik

FE I H RS £ v m_g&%&qﬂar ° &,](ﬁgggt_}_, FoEa 2 A AT M F F

|

PR R A AR F A LA JE-RR BpERE T 8 4 £ (Matsukura et al., 2000) >
Bt Foar i R K e g G PEAEIEE 3-v (hexose transporter) & Fl2 £ R HF
it f o MpEAT Y 2518 4 3 2 ¢ (Edelman et al., 1959; Bewley and Black,

1994) » 43R 924 4 & fmie B F B~ F RS EABZ 4 o
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AORAEE L Bt AN A RS F EBIRME S D EF R FT
R EESHE > LI EEL - {51 T % 048 % (Nomura et al., 1969;
Matsukura et al., 2000; Aoki et al., 2006; Scofield et al., 2007) o & ZEw X {5945 p

B RS

m

JEWEHEEL & = P& (sucrose phosphate synthase)i& 1% € P-ig F = > 13

P T BB SR BT R > Jpld AFUE Y T L Y - HE R

SR T iﬁd ME R ERELTEEZR 122 841 * (Nomura et al., 1969; Scofield et
al., 2007) «
2. A PFiEFFHI T 2 P R Rk RARE ERAHET

B RSP RCR T B L RGBT R E RIS AR L
&0 T R A 5 RE T MKOR (storage starch) 2 87 15 14k s (transitory starch) o £ 75 1K
AR NRANES Y A eSS SRR A RS Lk E oA
RS - A At iE 2k & 1TF ¥ (Peavey et al., 1977; Lu and Sharkey,
2004; Lu and Sharkey, 2006; Lu et al., 2006) > B>t d Xjafe (7L & (T R4 > @
HROBLPEA R NITLEF RBFLRE RR R B A BN EI e
B RFERREY P TR L WA R S BFRFE o GERE Y A
‘b & 2 g% kR (Watanade et al., 1997; Ishimaru et al., 2004; Chen et al., 2008) -

* Brown % Morris(1890)#7 4 # «0#7 7 4n &1 & & 2 A gpia st k9 32 £ e | &
fo 0 ¥ wad FRAFHELZ AF o A RIS F N T AL P T R
g 1k R #f IR % (Toyofuku et al., 1998; Matsukura et al., 2000; Chen, 2006;
Scofield et al., 2007) = & 2 -k fia. ¢ 73 (ks "R A £ @ ¢ F A A L
oS- ER2BREE Y RPIERF G LR R iy %Ef]%‘«%%
ik k& o #2 (Toyofuku et al., 1998; Matsukura et al., 2000; Chen, 2006; Scofield et al.,
2007) s A AR K F AT E-HFRANT D EERPF > B A k2 5 kK
B A oA ale - FREREGE R RINCA R DR R RS i e
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3% e EEBEA ) 4 (Chen, 2006) -

BEAR A BB Y Ry R BRI £ 0 A Y BT MR 2 BB S
dORFUE N 2 R A o AA TR ES 2T PIORASET SRR A

o R T A 100mMF FRIEEAP BT FRBY FREZAFH
AT ZPEZ AR E KK 2 R A 3T Brown 2 Morris(1890)2 7 7 ¢ 0 -k 4
Pk BAT RIS O REABIZER TERS T HRIEEAY
RIV 20 ip 3 N LR TR 22 R A 5 LB RAEE X BT T P AT R R 2

Efy\/}ﬁ!pd%_:; %85_755-!\]\@&*,,

3. Wik 2 NBHE

2. NBT A AR L R L fES K FRA o B e G ADP-glucose
pyrophosphorylase (AGPase) ~ Starch synthase (SS)% Starch branch enzyme (SBE,
Q-enzyme) % fi¥ % %22 4k ks & = /% (Smith et al., 1997) AGPase 1 & # iy 52 & =
ADP-glucose » H % Jixs#s 35 = 2. 7 4% 3= (Mohlmann et al., 1997; James et al., 2003) ;
AGPase F-v » %|d < 2 ] S H 2w > dor k5P 2 35 3] OsAPSL, OsAPS2 % /] =%
H < 2 OsAPL1, OsAPL2, OsAPL3 %2 OsAPL4 % ~ =x H - 2_4p & 2k F](Akihiro et al.,
1977) -

B e B e AR 0 T AL H B MY o144t 47 & 2 B 4Bk fs (amylose) &
d o-1,64E 5 9735 = 2. L 4k (amylopectin) @ SS 5 — ¥ 287 4 ® 4k 2 L 4k
de &2 ¥R 0 H a5 B-ADP-glucosez. § § 4 2 (glucosyl) &I kb 2. B F 4
485 i H F-v Z_F folkofs f(starch)&E %4 > 4~ & Granule-bound starch synyhase (GBSS)
£ & Soluble starch synthase (SSS) - GBSS } # E 4&ic#- 2 & = » * H 5 GBSSI2
GBSSII# 4} 3¢ (Tsai, 1974) » GBSSI- 4& 1 L3t % 75 B 7 (Smith et al., 1997) » # @
WHEFY FRA S EN TR F P IR (Wangetal, 1999)> m GBSSIIR| 4 & 5 A3t H
= ¥ ¢ (Denyer et al., 1997; Nakamura et al., 1998; Vrinten and Nakamura., 2000) -
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SSSH| =2 T2 K F (stroma)p > § F A 4AM 2 8K > P @ &rSSSFH-d § SSSI,
SSSII, SSSIII % SSSIVE 7 487558 2 & B 2 A58 2. SSS¥ d — /| # 3 F] 7357
#1(Marshall et al., 1996; Hirose and Terao, 2004; Dian et al., 2005) - SBER] § # & 4&ik
drz.A5% > P e wSBEL & xR HE L F| R 7| ¥ & 5 AfvB= #(Burton et al.,

1995) » — 4 k3 » A¥SBE 45> 4 4k s + 378 L 48 > @ BHE P 420 2 A0
Gt dddo ¢ dokfeSBEX § SBET, I IVE 7 I 487)5¢ » SBET f**B# > @
SBEII >+ A% (Beck and Ziegler, 1989; Nakamura and Yamanouchi, 1992; Burton et
al., 1995; Smith et al., 1997; Chen et al., 2004) -

WG Mk 2. 4 f2 3 & d o-amylase & B-amylase & 7K {2 T2 E_d HEfRAT
(phosphorylase) 4 i& » ik * 2 /T 5 3T & ke 3 $ R #F RS E? 5 kb
PRELE FORfR I RpR Y S ek L RO 3N AE T A R e (Weise et al., 2004;
Smith et al., 2005; Lu and Sharkey, 2006; Lu and Sharkey et al., 2006; Weise et al.,
2006) » a-amylase 5 s 7 fF 0 H E MR 2 £ pdar L F BoB(glucan) 0 @
B-amylase B 5 *t 2 fiF > H P 3bp g4k =h Tt B4 A E T ¢ wpp o £
?AE iRk L & d Bamylase 22 S TR T RE R ERL Y aE R
P RE D F fe s (Yuetal, 2005) 0 @ 3ok A 3 R a-amylase § 2 E ¢ 831
Wk 2 & fR(Asatsuma et al., 2005) > @ JEF E ? 7 ks B A £ d g-amylase i&

¥
{74 j#(Steup et al., 1983) » ¥ 407 o o f& 7 47 35 Mk As 2 4 37 ¢ JEd 7 P pER i

Bk e SR AIA BT AT S TR £ B B
TR R R BT RS T E Y W R R 4 B,
H2H NHASESE G Ra o kAes v A EEY 0 B2 KBRS EEA L

ReRF POkt 2 R 2232 2287 L4400 50 Rjs
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1. £+ #H#
ket R A B R R BN E S -8 LR 67 Bk

(Oryza sativa L. cv. Tainung 67) °

2. ckfeiag o Y R R AT

21 83 i $ fo8 ¥ A

(1) ¥k fofEs 11 1% = § fedh (NaOCH 4 20 A 450 12 f Jokit ki 15
BONH G REBREI KA Y o

Q) 2H3TCr Atz o

(3) #-fi ¥ 2 kfefet 53 30C (PR )/25°C (i) 41§ g5 f %ok

QAR A > T EIRZ X oK e

22. 3

—«>

(1) %5 HI|21 &7 kfefa+ )32 A
(2) B ZRER#EE = X {5(6 days after imbibitions (dai)) > #-k #& % ¥ (shoot) =
7 E 3 u$ °

Q) Zis6F o T YeB ST Z BB
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R 7 RS A

23. B8R
(1) %5 HF21 &7 KfefE+ )& 2 85 I -
(2 pAEBEE L 2 2517 dal) > Bokfes e B KD TR F R

B) 2187 p— X TP FE SEARE 2 ER o
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3. RUKT EH L HHRIE SRR T

3.1 kRS pOERE A G HA R

(1) #47eBe2 KASfaF R3] 7 2 “ﬁ% VAR RS R R AR ES AR &)
LG o

(2) F1* I/KI(0.05% KI, 0.005% I, 0.0IN HCD):& 7 % ¢ 1 » 45 o

(3) M EARRGE ] A4 e

o

(4) B RR A S AEE RIS RS

D

32 kfEBUK T 5§ RRMR
~ 32 %% B Mitchell (1998) > Campbell % £ (1999) » Spackman and Cobb
(2001)% Smith and Zeeman (2006)2. = F ¥ 5 L ¥4k S| * LR B R i

B U AT IR RSP BRI G2 R DETRI R 3 E

321 Bk g2 5B2 A4

(1) 25 10 B-kfeie s - €475

(2) ik F TR AT B T 45 A s ~ 1 ml 80%(v/v) e fi(Ethanol)is >t 80°C
P50 4 e

(3) 4°C 3000xg &= 10 4 45 -

(4) # FRIAE AESIAAR -

(5) 2 FmRdnACkpipys B

() BvI PR X AT I 34 A S E IR R R

fon
She
4
3
R
Il
&

NN '% ¢ oo
(b) #-4% SRR AE 12 80%(v/V) © FRAF AL Tml & Rij REAEIR %
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(6) iidr 3t (Bt 3 BRI
() #r > 1ml80%(VV)e i} 16 5 £ 47 4 2~4 & = & 3081 ik d
K$ o
(b) £ izt ki 1.5 mldH0 R istmks o

(c) *ti k¥ it 10~15 & 46 F AR L FRITIDT - 5 H RE R -

322 W ERIE

(1) B~40 pl it ikds 7% 48 dH,O I 100pl> * e e ¥ 100 pl 4 %] 7 3 0~50 ug
Beoks 2B e — TP G 3 o

(2) 4> 100 ul & i 1(0.8 U amyloglucosidase (Sigma, USA) ~ 0.1 U
pullulanase (Sigma, Israel)) °

(3) 55C kiptyier 1 | p&F e

(4) 100Cie™ 1~ 484 hpsk et e

(5) 4°C 3000%g &~ 10 4 45 9

(6) A BBB-50ul FFRI R HEY > DA r 150l F R 2 (1.1 mM
Adenisine-5-triphosphate (ATP), 1.2 mM Nicotinamide-adenine dinucleotide
phosphate (NADP"), 0.55U Glucose-6-Phosphate Dehydrogenase (G6PDHase,
ROCHE, Germany), TRA buffer, pH7.5)& * &% 3 (1.1 mM ATP, 1.2 mM
NADP", 0.55U G6PDH, 3.5U Hexokinase (Sigma, USA), TRA bufter, pH7.5)
(TRA buffer: 0.3M triethanolamine hydrochloride/4.05mM MgSQO,4 pH7.5) °

(7) 3 £ F i 30 A 4815 > *+ 365nm A £ T Bk @A 6| 5 El & E2 o

(s

/z\

d/

(8) #-E2-El 2 /& » ¢ cofiiis kB3R b 5> ¥ 918 Sk g

333, ‘kfEta kB mER T £
() 2227 PR EFEH - SB2EBIE -
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(2) = BHSE=F 100 KBEFEFEZRYEZH I IE -

(3) RAERESRIBEICA h oo 3
(a) BIE B FEHR & 12 250 pl acetate buffer (0.1 M, pH4.6)(z 700U invertase

(Sigma, Japan))i4 f& Ll - T3 55°CF & 30 & 45 -

(b) 100Cie™ 1 484 sk dit -
() #AR&SEMEZH I 5% -

(4) 12 250 ul TRA buffer /% f# 4k 3 o

(5) fe ¥ © ¥ F Bk A3 % (0~40 pg glucose/250 ul TRA buffer) » & - I i {7
LT 3

(6) 100°Cie™ 1 4 sk idlt o

(7) 4°C 3000%g &< 10 4 45 °

(8) B~ 100 pl ¥ i 3 A 4 ¥ > & 4e » 100l & fisie 1(1.1 mM ATP, 1.2 mM
NADP", 0.55U G6PDHase, TRA buffer, pH7.5).» P& % #EH & ¥ 4 > 0.2U
Phosphoglucose isomerase (PGI, Fluka, USA)

(9) 3 15 » * 340nm & £ T ¥ Bk g 4 El o

(10) £ 4r » Hexokinase (0.4U/well) ©

(11”3 & & &30 » 488 > 3 365nm L& T Bk ig 52 E2 o

im

(12)? ’*’Tlg mEZZL El VA’ID]E’#E/}EKIQ")EVE fraj _31,%5_%/%”,& LL%H-?%

RETERZE RSB ERND BB R FRESRE > #1585
FREORMBEIERAAI T TE R e B G G BRI B R
Aggcz ErHE o

(13) 1 8 5 oo Fhe™ 4 %57
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Invertase

Sucrose ————— Glucose + Fructose
Glucose + ATP —2kiise_y Glycose - 6 - phosphate + ADP
Fructose + ATP —&Km 5 Eryctose - 6 - phosphate + ADP

Fructose - 6 - phosphate ——— Glucose - 6 - phosphate

Glucose - 6 - phosphate + NADP —®21¢_ 6 _ phosphogluconate + NADPH

4. ﬁ%%mrﬁ‘i" B 2

4.1. a-amylase 75 4B T

*F % %+ Megazyme ALPHA-AMYLASE ASSAY PROCEDURE > & *

Extraction buffer, Stopping Reagent 2 Amylase HR Reagent ' £ p Megazyme

# (Ireland) -

(1)
2)

€)
(4)
()
(6)
(7)
(8)
)

rE 10 Bk AELE - EAT RS -

7

~

A
)

Tk § Rtk SR BT 4 R e & 1 ml extraction buffer(50mM sodium malate,

50mM sodium chloride, 2 mM calcium chloride, 0.005% sodium azide) °

40CJ\/€VI+B"20&\ T]Eﬁ?;}‘g—_%o

4°C 1,000xg & 10 ~ 45 >+ PRI G R TR
1730 Wik SRR o R B iR 8 ul 4e ~ 192 pl extraction buffer

#-100 pl AR S ~ L33 WERSY T 40CHEHS ~ 4o
#- Amylase HR Reagent >+ 40°CFg#1 5 ~ 45 -
# B &4 » 100 ul Amylase HR Reagent °

40°C » F & 20 » 45 o

(10) “4r » stopping reagent(1% Tris-HCl pH8.5) 3 ml {& # % 323 -

(11) B~ 200 pl ;7 ¥ 0.D.400 Hc i@ -

(12) G254 H 5 @PH S PR BB E 28T

13



Units/g
B AE400 5 Total Volumn in Cell " 1 " Extraction Vol.
Incubation time Aliquot Assayed Emv  SampleWeight

(13) 8 F o o™ & %57

x Dilution

Blocked p - nitrophenyl maltoheptaoside (BPNPG7)

alpha-amylase

— =2 > Blocked maltosaccharide + p - nitrophenyl maltosaccharide

alpha-glucosidase (pH~11) \(

p - nitrophenyl maltosaccharide (yellow color)

~ = ;2 %+ f Bradford (1976)2. % ;2 » & 4] * Bio-Rad = 7 %74 & 2
Bradford dye & {7 iB] Z_
(1) 220 pl 3= &4 » 180 ul 0.IN & % i 48(NaOH) - F F= 4] * Bovine
Serum Albumin, BSA, Biolabs) % i % k& }v 3% -
(2) 4°C 10,000xg &t~ 10 » 481 2 ‘fi R e
(3) 4r » 600 pl dH,O %2 200ul Bradford dye(Bio-Rad, USA) -

(4) RAc53 18 > Pl O0DSYS #iciE > T iRBRNFEE L IR & 'F‘r/}i}i °

'RNA 52 A 54 A

5.1. RNA %3~

(1) r1& 10 B-kfs"2 i - 45 &

(2) MirF TRFER SIS AMK 0 Srr Tml Trizol® Reagent (Invitrogen, USA)
Rqriag o

(3) =i d kT A48 (F Trizol = 2 kit + 7% f

(4) 2 7,830xg~4CHr~ 5~ 48 -

(5) WP~ iR I Rrendges g ¢ ¥ 4e » 0.2 ml Chloroform (Riedel-de Haen) -

14



(6) ¥53:8 5 3 kb o
(7) 2 11,270%g ~ 4°C e 15 A 43 -

(8) B b Rk I AT g ¢ T4 2 500 pl 100 % Isopropanol (Fluka)i®

(10) 12 13,230%q ~ 4°C a4t~ 15 A 4 -
(1) =2 “%_F ok o Tder 1ml75 %2 f ik o
12) 12 13,230xg ~ 4Cag~ 15 ~ 45 -
g
(13)3 % & fF > 113 500 e % -
(14) 12 40 pl = = # 7 0.1% diethyl pyrocarbonate (DEPC, Sigma, USA):dH,0 -k
de » FB4E I RNA 0 ¥ 37°C 076 32 773 2 30 A 43 -
(15) 12 9,750xg ~ 4°C &t 3 A 48> B~ ¢ Fi%e 35 ul o

(16) 14 A& sk sk g 2| RNA BB o

5.2. RNA & #*&

(1) B~ 1 pug RNA I 4c » 10 pl denature buffer (15 mL formamide, 0.6 ml
formaldehydrate, 3 ml 10X 3-N-morpholino propanesulfonic acid (MOPS,
Amresco), i £ ethidium bromide(Sigma)) °

(2) 65 C4c#t 15 » 48 -

(3) B &S E R 10 248 o

(4) %% RNA " 18(1% agarose, 75% formaldehyde, 10% MOPS buffer(20 mM
MOPS, 5 mM sodium acetate(Merck), | mM ethylene diamietetraacetic acid
(EDTA, Merck), 0.01% DEPC, pH7))% =& # % i#% (1% MOPS) -

(5) ™50 kFTREF ] FERIA
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5.3. TURBO DNase &2
F1* TURBO DNA-freeTM kit (Ambion, USA) 2 “$ RNA & &7 %32
genomic DNA -
(1) B~ 6 ug RNA #: %, 1X TURBO DNase buffer 2 2U TURBO DNase’ 3, & J& %8
L5 20ple
(2) 37CF & 30 ~ 45 -
(3) 4t » 4 plinactivation reagent ** /8 iT% 2 445 o

(4) 12 10,000xg ~ 4CHre 2 A48 > B b fR 3 32020 o

5.4, Trpek @R & prid g 5 f(real-time RT-PCR)

i * Stratagen SYBR® Green RT-PCR kit (Stratagene, USA) » I 12 Stratagene
MX3000P ™ 4 ® i¢ {7 real-time RT-PCR » 2_ {4 14 Stratagene MxPro QPCR
Software 3.00 = x4 & 7 & FTIE (H & % o

Real-time RT-PCR » &4 884 & 25 pl (1X master mix, 0.5 uM forward primer,
0.5 uM reverse primer, 18.75 pM reference dye, 200 ng RNA, 1 pl RT/RNase block
enzyme mix) > & BALA 5 50 CF #4730 ~ 45 95 CRI 10 ~ 4 > W F &
25T/ 1 Ard~FERR/L A& T2C/1 »4& > Foklci 4J0FFEER LT
Z)e

it {7 real-time RT-PCR 1§ jp| 2 F] % 3PF » 12 Ubiquitin £ F]#L 5 internal
control » m RNA Z JL17 0t 2 5V 3¢ (73 5 % 1L i (Normalization) :

. . t t
Relative RNA expression level=2"Upiquitin /2 Target gene
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Real-time RT-PCR 313 7| %

Accession  Forward primer (5°—3”) Amplicon size Annealing
Gene
number  Reverse primer (5’ —3’) (bp) temperature(“C)

GCGAAGAACTGGGAGAATG

GBSSI J04960 200 52
CACTACAACAAACAAACCACTG
AACTGCATGGCTCAAGACCT

GBSSII AY 069940 350 52
ACAGGCAAATGCATGCCATC
GCCCTAACTCATTCAAAGTCC

SBEI D11082 153 52
TCTCCCCACTTGTTGCTTC
TGAGAACACCAAGAGGCAG

SBEIII D16201 150 52
CGCAAAGCACAAAAGCAAG
TTGAGGAGGAGGAAGAGATT

SBEIV E14723 599 52
TGGAGCCTGCACAGCAAAC
CGCAAGTACAACCAGGACAA

Ubiquitin D12629 101 52

TGGTTGCTGTGACCACACTT

513 2% 2+ %% A Chenetal., 2008
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Y 4G PEERE AR RS F 2 RE AR rPERD ¥4 LR
BorRREB22AAG RS ZARF(B S B)o v 2 2 £ enff i e (growing
sink tissue)i$ - BERiE 2 SR FUNR A R o Y Bk R AR BRI 4 o

F— 35 o SR ABEPIATVER R AR T Y R 7R TF pF(17 dai) >

*

ERALSCU L S R & ST AL ek SR SN SURV I T R A
SET X F AR ORFSRERTEE2 XS iRk AR A 22
AL etk Hipv R F B2 @ AT S w X (21 dai) TR AT E 0 @ 3 AR
7 % (23 dai)'a? T BRITIRR 2 R (B Z B)osF e B EE LA H
BRI 27 R 2w e JE A e E WSR2 F R T AT R h ] R R

B 2 & T2 EHEME T R

SO E- BRI T AR AT o EE T A EI) ¥ AL RN 4 T L
PHART KB o A BRI 2 R MPES e E T I A gAY KR
R oM A HILe X (521 dai) 0 U BER A AT R Y KRB EREET
W~ R R ZERT B RHT o Y KB FE SR BRG
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=
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4, BRAEIIERY KL EABELIATILARZEE

PO RFIEFTRY > KELIHILE Y R AR AT TR e
WA Z g R348 @ RIAp IO A R R S Y R ESERPYE o
R A W AT R0 IR kb & = i % granule-bound starch synthase (GBSS)
% starch branching enzyme (SBE)2_ £ F] 4 I2_ 82382 Jk s » f#f% % a-amylase 2 %
ST o3t 2w g w % {5(21 dai) > I * real-time RT-PCR 77 3% id jp|5a @ ¥ 4k
%5 & S 75 GBSS 2 A A4 & 2 7% SBE 2 A F] 4 0 25 AL T s ¢? GBSSI, I %
¥4 E4EFRZ 021;0.15 % » @ SBElI 77, IV P~ %] 5 0.12;0.40;0.12 B (B 7 ) >
PRI F & AP RN R R AR TR AR KRG ZETE oo
HRAs & fRf%E % a-amylase f2 ¢ SUEM R SRR HA T F A2 B dT 4 X {8
AT &AL R (B> R a-amylase B 2R Y KRBT R EILT 2 F

,}é"’if&?%fﬂ—? °

R HA B RAIL S X LY KRR BHEE R R
TR e (Ble ) ¥ GBSS 2 SBE 2 AF|IART XD FrH(BIT): 50 8-

FEXTHAILT » RF w0 KRB EARPRE £ S E AT A
BB TS FIP - BN LR AL AR AR v r 100mM § F 8 TR
B H ¥ GBSS 2 SBE AAF)2 2 MM 2 B AJT F FF LS fEk 100 mM § 5 42 4
{5 0 P SBENI & sddrdlenfmiyl 2 (RI ) 2% 4 £k 0778 3
2 g AR e b2 2 12 e GBSSI, I, SBEL IV £ 2 88 a2 2 H fe g4 » 100 mM §

Fagzond A HAan a1 ¥ 4 Btz 04;0.1;0.1;0.1 1 o
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Takahashi % 4 (1962)2. 77 7 4 1 f&+ chk G — Tgjs » Hd 25 2 122 %
Bsgr o kad iadi Vg RsExp o T IRIER > P LK P 2 o-amylase
BAEAE R T2 R LG R d A 2 # i (Murata, 1968; Thomas and Rodriguez,
1994) 5 P8+ 8 T g ? ke AR o d RTINS BT HE IR S
(Bl— B)5 Kf#prd 2 & (VB R i & o d IR FUIE » 92 R BRI A AR %
mRABED P2 AT ﬁ’é*%&ﬁ£$ﬁ%éﬂ%%%*ﬁ%¢£$

% [F] 5 ** Matsukura % £ (2000)% Scofield ¥ % (2007)2 #7 3 & 45 d R f&fE+ iz

)
?m

i

SN

o R R AR LA JES G D Y R S B T
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TR 2 ARE(Bl= B) o dwRIATE 2 BRI EF o FIA 2 EHEEAE  ITE

Afprvad > 2P A ZEFI A @RI AL R L0

£ (2000)2 5= 5 45 4

’ J\f\;ﬂ’é\ HL%/\ ‘?]" '4\'_' 100 mM —H‘ %F' ’3% J pé':w 4 HL“ 4&&‘}73

FEAMF D ETERA T IRR L HRES > P 2R ERET

~

SBECREZERMNREEZIO)EFEDEAPELR PR RETALEZERD
S At A A R EF R > EE Y L IR SR MG
B LR R AR o
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) 3R & A %% GBSS 2 SBE A F]& X Fldrd] 0 3t Dian ¥ £ (2003) %
Zhou % 4 (2006)#% % 2 F= § A w4 21k 45 OsGBSSI, Il 2 4 7 § % | #h4c {7 §
WS REAR FtiE- B R R EIIRF A 100mM § 5 B A fed
WHEMm: B %82 EMA AL I B(He ) d Pathre % 4 (2004)75 %
F1 Y dp 0 Swartz(- f&F f 2 £ )E ¢ 2 R HEBERL & & 5 (sucrose phosphate
synthase)*> R BLPF /5 14 > F gt — PEHp R AR Y ROAEBEEL & & R A iR L

(Nomura et al., 1969) » 2P 2 & 2 2 K f592 ¢ RAE S & 77 XL PR o 30 2 8 ed@

FopEeh e 100 mM 53032 & ¢ o 04 SBENI *t R & 2.8 Aum ded| H A ) 4
MR A BAT BTS2 ASTFEN I SBEIN A P& 2 B4R TS

R R 4o {5 bES GBSSLII 2 SBELIVZ 2 apiEz £ 8 BT d§
Mz B2E BB E A FIA M2 BT o 2 Han ¥ 4 (2007)2F7 7 4p 11 1+

OsSBEIII 2. cDNA E 7] +* #}-k #&expressed sequence tag (EST) 7 4% & - 4& ;¢ OsSBEII|
?;;os?ﬁfgrs\f*’:g\:g;{ﬁ;ﬂ g\;pu PR H SN R & fﬁ'm '?,L;d i e S R

Fpriv - h %D VAELE L EV AT R MRE L &S 2 BERTA

*> Dian % 4 (2003)% Li % 4 (2006)*+% % &% § 4 & 4K AB4 $h A5 F1355 % 7 £
10 €3 ¥ F A F ¢ GBSSPEA E 1T R A BT 2 5 LT ¢ GBSS
2 SBE 2 A FI A ML Fldrd] > ¥ AR FET § X TIRF S A3 Wang &
4 (2001) %75 4 F7 Rl 14 35 GBSSI £ T § £ FI X PRiA ¥ > 22 o 4 gy ok
ARFY REFY A -EME A - H R P GBSSI 2 AW E P p A e do GBSSI,
2 A 514 3R ¢ X ABA R4ed iv i 5 2 % F(Wang et al., 2006) = F]ot » J2ip| 2
B AEJE S 2P GBSSI Il 2 AFZA ML PFr4|F il & 77 B 8RB EEEwE B
SEEFES R S ABA 2 2 3 (5% S5 3o 2 Li & 4 (2006) 915 £ 2 A7
Tt RARR TS R > ok ? 2 SBEEMF A G RE 0 KA 2
BAEJT 4 % {5 ¢ #r4| SBE Z AT AR > B SBEZ AW EFRAEET 2R A
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7z & % 1* o dai, days after imbibitions (;% ¥ {¢ ); En, endosperm (*2.5*); Em, embryo (*); Sc,
scutellum (#2-#); Sv, shoot vascular bundle; Rv, root vascular bundle > scale bar=1mm -
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.22 dai

Bl 3552 Flefinr e iin A2 B AR A5 R 6,8, 10,
14, 18,22 % ik A F75 o BAr B 6 2 2 “ﬁc? Ly BT E’f:ﬁw L5 2,4,8,12,16 %
SURA B AN o F BHRSE Y 10-20 BoRASEF B BERSPN RS AT R
{8329 kS B b2 - k& 5 N4 o dai, days after imbibitions(;Z ¥ {4 ) » scale

bar=1mm -
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Bl= ~ 2 edftine 3ol AL B8 A }wfeﬁé—wﬂ\ w3 RS 17,19, 21,23
x mﬁk’} LR A5 Bt B 17 % Bokfed r 22 @Y o L 2,4,6 % 18R B
Ao * Bi&Td 1020 BRASAF R SES > BEREN KRB MR R
BH PGS ot b2 - % 5 R & o dai, days after imbibitions(;% ;¥ {$) » scale bar=1mm

'-»"E

hr
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- 3.0
c
2“!\
SE 2.0
o
@~
gg 1.0
O 9 -
Control Dark Dark /
Glucose
B.
£ 15
2“!\
ST 1.0
22
oD 0.5
B
E M
w 0.0
Control Dark Dark /
Glucose
C.
« 8.0
c
0‘-\
= 6.0
Qi
gf_’_’ 4.0
oD
55 2.0
-
(7]
Control Dark Dark /
Glucose

Rle ~ 2o ad2ifinr KBUREHEZEL BB kfefE+ 2B 1728 > 22 H%R
AERRASER P S 100mM § 5 A £ SiE4 X SRR Y A F #(glucose) » B.
% #(fructose) 2 C.E #E(sucrose) z E it o & BEA4Fd 10 B-Rfeirles » %% 5 = £4f

e 397 > 34 & 2 standard error(S.E.) % 7 o

33



(x10%) (%10}

0.4 0.5
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Ez_o E EO.S
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whd e =
0.5 s 8
[ [T] 0.1
(14 (14 (14

0.0 0.0 .

C D D/+G C D D/+G 0.0 C D D/+G

BT~ 20 ad28? k24 & %% GBSS,SBE 2 A Fl& e B o L fefa+ izl
1T AH > 22 BEEN LB LR 100mM § § 80 £ 58 4 X SRR K4S
2.7 OsGBSSI ~ OsGBSSII ~ OsSBEI ~ OsSBEII ~ OsSBEIV # #]2_ % 3 - C, Control; D, Dark;
DG, 2o /dZiepFehie 100mM § 4= BEAEd 10 B-Rfefr e S5 524
el i3iE o %4 817 standard error(S.E.) % 7+ o GBSS, granule-bound starch synthase; SBE,
starch branch enzyme -
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a-amylase activity
N
[=]

(Units / 10 embryos)

o
o

Control Dark

B>~ 2w AT R FS02® kb oK fR% 2 a-amylase i B o SRR TR
172> 22 R%E » L 5H 4% {3:2F%7 alpha-amylase /E132 BT & B L4 d
10 B-Rfiagfime s » 91 R SEF e €452 » 3£ B standard error(S.E.) % 7% ©
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Endosperm < >
P Scutellum Ground tissue Vasculature

Glucose | a Glucose a .
Maltose Maltose Starch

H‘i‘

b :':é.% o g

2 3:5 | Starch &3

£§:3 g

4if3
Starch = i Transport to
’ Sucrose + Sucrose % coleoptile/

radicle

W= ~okfev a2 R Ak f 4 d 258 T R BT w2 AT LBl o K fEE
AEPEHILRECR EF KRR R KR R AR T MT S R EET
ot Kﬂ§§%£$?%§‘ﬁﬁ%éﬂﬁ%%ﬁﬁdﬁ%%@w‘“%4@
IR Ll gﬁ% FERE S EE AR A= A7 S ’&ﬁ‘*’? VRS RV R '
PRI ENR o 2 S H AR R FINERES D e E R 25 Y F o GBSS,
granule-bound starch synthase, SBE, starch branch enzyme; SPS, Sucrose phosphate

<R

synthase °
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¢ 2 ;}%_Q
FBERE F-v (sucrose transporter; SUT) = f § & ﬁﬁjﬁs PR (7 i E %J g
oo Sl RfEAFERE S A4 P e kAR 5 T BSUTAR 2 5@ £ &
OsSUTL,2,3,4,5° 247 3 2 B cha 3R33§ § 484~ + $-K s 7 5 > 9@ OsSUTL
2 OSSUT2 FI4 2 B2 A isdl - F A 750 kel s 5 2 5% F 0
WEERY o F B AEER(- )R A1 OsSUTLZ & 4 R € Adrd >

REEBR(I A FLRARY BA I e R > OsSUTLZ L3071 ¢ P &

g oo d g BRI EEE X 2 J\fﬁ'niw 55‘]’% % 15 0sSUTL1 # 31 g = 3]
;IH’P—;I,‘WJ » 1B Jopb %‘3":‘3“}% r\:vEE‘?F’& g E, pz‘}Frﬂ- {}1’:%+<J-<«OSSUT17 e B %K_L = ft:» ‘a‘j"%j’;h:}%@
PEFEETSES  F- 36 e F B8 dnd » T h N EEFALER

BAE ¢ RaEOSSUT2A M > ¥ H B2 »c k"R AR L » { P& - %ﬁ" 5
% # 7 2 $ 3-O-Methylglucose 2 %2 = & #& j# fis (hexokinase) #r #] +» N-acetyl
glucosamine$f 32 # SUTL, 22 948 fo§ § M40 0sSUTLA Fl2 2 A 410 7 %0

epE A R PR 2 B 8% 5 Hexokinase-dependent pathway - @ $10sSUT2 3k ]2 4

I #2 R % Hexokinase-independent pathway ©
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Abstract

Sucrose transporters are transmembrane proteins in charge of transporting sucrose
across cell membrane. There are five sucrose transporter isogenes in rice (Oryza sativa
L.) and named OsSUT1, 2, 3, 4, 5. During embryo germination, effect of glucose on
OsSUT1 expression in embryos presented a bi-phase process. OSSUT1 expression was
repressed in embryos when germinated in glucose-containing medium after 1-d
treatment; however, it was enhanced after 5-d treatment. It was proposed that the
differential effects of glucose on OSSUT1 expression were mainly affected by glucose
treatment period. Besides, OsSUT2 expression was enhanced in embryos when
germinated in glucose-containing medium after 1 and 5-d treatment. According to the
effects of sugar analog, 3-O-Methylglucose, and hexokinase inhibitor, N-acetyl
glucosamine, on OsSUT1 expressions, it was suggested that the signal transduction for
regulating glucose-responsive OsSUT1 expressions in embryos were mediated by
hexokinase-dependent pathway. On the other hand, glucose affected OsSUT2 expression

was through a hexokinase-independent.
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RREERY 222482 0

B bE(sucrose) & B F e p-k i & 47"@%?]1 ARA RSO R B R
(source tissue)#-p % # % 5 B g2 A5 0 2 ﬁd A %] 2, = (symplastic
pathway) et 5 d & 454 3E F-0 (sucrose transporter, SUT)#-jE A8 §* » B E | 25 >
IR HEA TR &Eéﬁ@ﬁﬁj 3 ff 5 25K (sink tissue) » Y R H TR & 2 B R - %’g
d SRl B 72478 % 0 B SUT 2 39 d 12 B 5% % (transmembrane domains)
A - R EN ¥ HBRARA I NS E CH Y 3w Bposop
e 5o SUT % 442 2 B #E/& 33 (1:1)F % # 38 39 (sucrose-H' symporter) » #
HiF i & kiR 5 9 H'-ATPase i & 2 7+ Jk & - &2 £ (Bush, 1993; Dewitt and
Sussman, 1995) » ** Carpaneto % 4(2005)2-#2 7 41 * patch clamp * ;% > % 3 SUT
GUEHC e kR R pH Bt w il =BG A L X2 ) 2y

Frig SUT 7= 7 31%]3& 7 & #E(glucose) » % 7 bE(maltose) & PELF > (2 18 i v i<

~E

(Riesmeier et al., 1992; Aoki et al., 2006; Sivitz et al., 2007) -
d B E Hi et d5d SUT %44 5 = I Type > Type I #8 st g

F 4 ¢ > H L high-affinity(139 uM-1.5 mM) / low capacity 2. #&:& F-v > Type III
HH 2 S EE Y 3y F R 4t - & SUT 5 low-affinity(5 mM-6 mM)/ high
capacity 2 #&i& F-v o @ Type [ 8283275 a8 ~ 3+ EHp? » T dp g

- HEREZ Nsbg A 7> ¥ &5 23 e B2 ¢ w7k E(central loop) & 71|
(Aoki et al., 2003; Lalonde et al., 2004; Sauer, 2007; Braun et al., 2009) ; & ¥ i > & 4%
$& 38 Fov 2 F7 F B e > 3T Braun & £ (2009)2-# 7 £ #7#%- SUT 4 5 I # Group > -

T 375 &2 Typel 5 Group I & H 3 # 48 4~ % 3.(4- HvSUTI1, OsSUTI, 3,
ShSUT1, TaSUT1, ZmSUT]I, 3) ; Type lIl 5 Group IV > @ Type Il 2. SUT R|:&- ¥
k% Group LIILV = ¥ % o

Group I 2_ -k % OsSUT1 5 B & A3 end 3+ F e d» SUT> B 5 5 0F 48 3048
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Ay FEHFGEd RI-PCR2 > 2T g 5 /3 &k E i (source
leaf sheath) ~ ffi(panicle)# L& #& B > @ &4 R # i< (Aoki et al., 2003) - OsSUTI ~
AT 2 e g v A F £ & a0 J* antisense suppression (37 3 *E 14
OsSUTL 2. 3 & 5k fefd+ 2 ¥ 5" M2 % 5 4 £ uf ¥ (Scofield et al., 2002) - @
7z OsSUT1 kx#: =+ (promoter) 5% #> B-glucuronidase (GUS) g 78 & 5 1| * J i~ 32
2 (in situ hybridization)fr & % & J&(immunolocalization) s~ 3% 17 fr kK §5%5 &~
OsSUTL A F]i & A2tz »F2 g s @ 8 ha g ? gn
(Matsukura et al., 2000; Scofield et al., 2007a) - 4 R| H & fd+ 3 7 BF > § # %927 &
FEE o g e R R 138 & 4 T ff 74 2 5% (Matsukura et al., 2000;
Scofield et al., 2007a) o ** = tk-kf&® » §* RT-PCR 2 * j* &3 OsSUTL ** ;Tﬁ% i
222K B i 5-10 = F 2 & {83k BT 'F (Furbank et al., 2001; Aoki et al.,
2003) » %ﬁ“r} 7 OsSUTL fads + Zpds GUS chigmth 2 1% LA F B 34 F R
#4827 OsSUTI 2 # Flfrdv 1 & A B3N H 2 L ? > a5 57 PG

BAEEEY I 2 G E 3R ) o 38R OsSUTT 7 s 30 R fsfd+ o f g oo 30

ki

EIvEARBAT IR g A7 2047 @ F gAML+ (Furbank etal., 2001;

—_

Scofield et al., 2007b) - e d antisense supression 77 ;2 "% 4 OsSUTL 2. RNA & &
B9 R HE AR EINR EEH r K A L ERRC EF TR R AT
BT AR R B R EFF T OsSUTL Va1 & Afd3 P B aEa
frPiEsE & & 4 (Ishimaru et al,, 2001; Scofield et al., 2002) » iz & ¥ ¢ 2 FEh
PTG e RAEEE R AfER T P oA KA OsSUT3 A ff g ¥ 4 R
% F TS ¢ A IRE R & 4 (Aoki et al., 2003) - -] % (Triticum aestivum)TaSUT1
WREFFEGTE O AFIE b AR E LR AAeS g L e fapld
R E TR B R ORATUR A R S PEEAE Y It MppaE i
g L 3 (Aokietal, 2006) - @ 4 & (Saccharum officinarum) ShSUT1 # ic >+ ‘&
REEHERERAfRIFLR £ 4 (Racetal, 2005) -
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Group II 2. SUT &3t g3 48 5 ¢ 3 B (4o AtSUC1,2,5,9, LeSUT1, NtSUTI,
StSUT1) - T-DNA # » z_[* = i % (Arabidopsis thaliana) AtSUC2 % %tk A 4 fe k2
BB R RS A AR THBERA T RRRESNY A EES
A ASUC2 A Flfrd-v 1 & 2 Rty Al B imie @ o e H 20 30 e 2 g &
# @?J ¥ £ & & ¢ (Truernit and Sauer, 1995; Stadler and Sauer, 1996; Gottwald et al.,
2000; Wright et al., 2003; Schneidereit et al., 2008) - @ ** & 4 & (Solanum
tuberosum)(Riesmeier et al., 1994) ~ # % (Nicotiana tabacum)(Biirkle et al., 1998) ~ %

# #v(Solanum lycopersicum)(Hackel et al., 2006) ¢ & 7 §]* antisense suppression &7
v

BN EREEE 0 R PR R o B AR PRk 8 B
BRI Fika et L SR SRt - Flez FAEEE o T E IR
CEpERLEL A o

17
Group II1z. SUTR| P H 2 g3 #4854~ ¥ 13 A (AtSUC3, LeSUT2, OsSUT4,

ZmSUT4) > & 4 OsSUT4 itk 38 4 L& # § (Aoki et al., 2003) » H 4r Group II
2 SUT S4f 5 510 0 % B E SN s B 7ow it ot mme e B A
7 At iR AtSUC3 ~ % 30 LeSUT2 ¢ orthologue (Lim et al., 2006) - 7 3= it

K ASUC3* 2% 5 2> B3 AT RS A7 R EBR LR f (signal
receptor) » & AtSUC3 R #thir & P B¢ 2 o 4 A7 e Ja > w2 7 Srd i iy
% i@ (Barker et al., 2000; Barth et al., 2003; Meyer et al. 2000, 2004) -

Group IV z. SUT 7~ fr pE> H 2 g3 484 ¢ % 75 A (AtSUT4, HvSUT2,
LjSUT4, OsSUT2, SISUT4, ZmSUT2) » Aoki % * (2003)#5¢ RT-PCR 2 = j# - 4rif
OsSUT2 »t#73 feh? 2 IE - R(F T A+ - R-EhfrfREE L2 T2 i)
2RI ET kAR o T2 e e ioh AtSUT4 ~ < &
(Hordeum vulgare)z. HvSUT2 % 7 #%42(Lotus japonicus)2z. LjSUT4 ‘¥ % 3>+ % 2 vy
I JERIE T e R e ﬁ%iiﬁﬁﬂi%]#;\ FiLE & & ¢ (Endler et al. 2006;
Reinders et al., 2008) » @ d B 4% StSUT4 »> kw2 W% N W % 4e¥ 15 B v P2 3%
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g %"} (Chincinska et al., 2008) » % 7 ¥ 22475 Group IV 2. SUT ‘&3t it § &
%ﬁi§ﬁ°ﬁGmmVLﬂH@%ﬁiﬁE%ﬂ%ﬁ®$mﬂbﬁU&®’E

Pan st WA OsSUTS *t it E ¥ £ ME R F (Aokietal, 2003) -

EF N R B2 AL B %

EE A E T RRIE L4 D H i me? AT T RLR
BAFLZRLALFF o B0 4ot SHAES b LR BRG] 0 PR
G a];‘g d fmfe s b an BB §-v (hexose transporter) st §_H 5 fwfz po2 4 %
WLt BEALET AT &d E Y 2 R L R R Ao BbE K pE
(hexokinase; HXK) ~ SNF1-like protein % & {730 4, 2. @ % > HXK %22 A pEfZ i % 42
2 BB G ALY 4 S F F - FApL B (glucose-6-phosphate) ¢ T E it = A
MLFF > fHAELXFEM G REAT NG H T AT EIREIBE
B = A 5 HXK-dependent pathway > (Jang et al., 1997; Rolland et al., 2002;
Harrington et al., 2003) - @ SNF1-like proteinf| >t a4~ 48 # &P § F B 4 s > ¢
FH ¥ i - # 3 $rnitrate reductase, sucrose synthase # sucrose phosphate synthase
(SPS) % p% % 2 /%= %(Bhalerao et al., 1999) -

%ﬁﬂ F 5 i d & A_HXK FHdrd & 2% 4 pEap s 5 HXK-dependent
g« HXK-independent pathway 2. = j* 2_ - - 2-Deoxyglucose (2-DG)% Mannose > %
F iAo BV 4 HXK #ips it 5 2-Deoxyglucose-6P & Mannose-6-phosphate it
7 #Lig— ] * (Lalonde et al., 1999) ; @ 6-Deoxyglucose (6-DG) F & = § § #E 474
F 0w H 24k HXK 33 5 3-O-Methylglucose #g 12> 6-DG » P 7 % 5 HXK 3
(Loreti et al., 2001) ; Mannoheptulose 2 N-acetylglucosamine ¥ = HXK z_Fr#]#&]
e 12 N-acetylglucosamine 2z »x % #4+(Maley et al., 1954; Umemura et al., 1998;
Claeyssen and Rivoal, 2006) -

B PR A A L AL QRR T AT T i

»
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- 7 F 2 AP M 4 3 Fi4 j2(Leon and Sheen, 2003; Dekkers et al., 2004; Gibson,
2004; Rolland et al., 2006; Rognoni et al., 2007) ; ¥ % RS < § 78 5 77 3 45 41300k
Fer i M P B E R EF AL ERE 4o GA{r ABA 2 7 E(Yuet

al., 1996; Toyofuku et al., 2000; Gibson et al., 2004; Zhu et al., 2009) -

3 EHHEFEREBERY 2T
Matsukura % 4 (2000)% Chen (2006)2- 7% @ 4p 135k fisa dpinsg & b 4e 100
MEFHBAER > 2% 72 BEEv@%Y OsSUTL AT MMEE - 76t
WiE g ? rg 3 - fRihk % o 4 4 (Citrus reticulate) # #% CiSUTL & &2 100 mM §
FAER EAESF A & #rald £ B(Lietal, 2003) 0 % & (Vicia faba) = VISUTL %3+
2. 2B € = ) 150 mM R bR AR § 4 el (Weber et al., 1997) & 7 pE 47 41 7
Fiid 2 RREEgERY 2 B T a7 ko
i Conde % * (2006)c#7 7 4p d1 B2 28 3 FpE + i25E § F (Vitis vinifera) im % 2.
VVHT1(hexose transporter) sk F1 2 > EF3 kR F L E5d HI> e~ T F
(Vitis vinifera) fm#z fﬁ d HXK #r4] VVHT1 2 A F14 B2 Fv FaF - 5 Ak
B ¥ ¥ #(10mM)ERE T > § 5056 VVHTI & » % > ¢ pF VVHTI] 2 3o
FEHLEE o gt ¢ > 3t Chen (2006)#7 5 £ 2o F7 § Rldq 1130 K A oass & pF
100mM #5483 % - = > fpEot R e OsSUTI 2 230 ¢ X Bldrd] » e 3ts 4

TARBELRE & EHBF TR RBET R LT e EF Lk

3. A% A4
@ Aok f OsSUTL *ofd+ 4 FpF > s ia? B T ag d iy iy d &
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B4 oM AFHRFT AT LAY o BoRFRAA BT A WY Sk fRA BRI §
BB R (- )2 LPER(T X )4 B g2 BuE OsSUTL 2 230 R4 2 h®
2 E PER AT o 4§ F 4R € 1R OsSUT2 2 4 3 (Chen, 2006) » @ &%~ B &_
Li&- HFEHT F BB k%7 OsSUTL 2 OsSUT2 4 I3t 42 2 /5 ¥ &p

BEERIrrHERBEERY 24 280 AP KBEF F TM Bl 5

e
4
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Rl AR
1. £+ #H#
RfEE S AL R B R e R 94 E 5 - 5 B 675 k&4 + (Oryza Sativa L.

cv. Tainung 67)

2. FEMBH KRR BRI AFILRLPE

2.1 kfedE I s iy E LN BRL AL
(1) fI* B ¢ A dkfen
(2) #kfefa+ » 42 0.25% NaOCl ' & 5 A~ 48 = > 2018 0 b Riv ik dic
B
B) #iyF 2Bz BREFMSERR >N 2N 260CEFIHER -
(4) LfEPEMACE - B 44 B K- L A4 » MSE £ > e
N-acetylglucosamine (NAG)/&J2 P] b #4k - B >0 2240 )k & NAG 7 1
T A EHE T NAGZ MSE R B4 o
(5) BAEULLEH > FF 2T 2 RMAJ[* 7 B “$ T RN ZRIR
P- RNA 358 7 R AR T F-d A F1L A 47 ©
(6) & FdTA it * 2.8 &% e 4o
@ FEAREFRRAHNREBBERY 2T
1X Murashige and Skoog (MS, pH 5.7-5.8, Control) ~ 1IX MS/ 100 mM % 3 #
(Glucose, Glc) ~ 1X MS/ 200 mM Gle ~ 1X MS/ 300 mM Glc

(b) + A% pcp® (Hexokinase)Fr 41 & NAG $3¢ KR8 v 2 T F

1X MS (Control) ~ 1X MS/ 20 mM Glc ~ 1X MS/ 20 mM Gle/ 20 mM NAG ~ 1X
MS/ 20 mM Glc/ 80 mM NAG ~ 1X MS/ 100 mM Glc ~ 1X MS/ 100 mM Glc/

100 mM NAG
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© FERFUFHENEREERY LEF

1X MS (Control) ~ 1X MS/ 100 mM Glc ~ 1X MS/ 100 mM 3-O-Methyl-Glucose

3.RNA 33z L 7|4 B L7
RNA % B-RNA 7 /A ~TURBO DNase &2 % real-time RT-PCR # A *h < 14-16

T oo % 2313 pldeT & 4T

Real-time RT-PCR 3! 3 71| £

Accession  Forward primer (5°—3”) Amplicon size Annealing
Gene
number Reverse primer (5°—3’) (bp) temperature("C)
CTGTGATTTTCCTGTCCCTG
OsSUT1 D87819 136 58
AACACTGCTAGTGGACCAGT

AGGAGGAGAGGTCACCGATAA
OsSUT2 AB091672 240 58
CCAACATCCAATGTACAACAGCA

TTTGGCTGAGCAGAACACCA
OsSUT4 AB091673 249 58

ATGTCATTCGGGCAGAGCTT

CGACACACCACCACAACCATG

Rabl6a 99A0378526 294 58
TGTGTACATATGCACGATGA
CGCAAGTACAACCAGGACAA

Ubiquitin D12629 101 58
TGGTTGCTGTGACCACACTT

1% 2% 3+ %% g Chenetal., 2008
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4. -k 2% ABA £ & Bl

k-3

A2 %% p Hurng % £ (1994)2 77 7 i (7 ABA 2. 5 B~

(1) kfete &R AH? % 1022 28752 4 & o

(2) M& IS BRfEw s - & MR E TRARESF T R AR o

B) HFHREwEBL > 4> 2ml B (80% (v/v) T f%, 2% glacial acetic acid) °

(4) 4C22HTXP 48/ pF -

(5) 4°C 2000xg #Hr.< 10 » 45 o

(6) P~250pl + F iR E Z 50 o

(7) #r > 0.5ml ? f(100%)iE % °

(8) #r » 0.5ml 0.2M NH4H,PO4(pH6.8) » R F 8 % 275 % -

(9) 4C# % 10min -

(10) #-4% 514 polyvinylpyrrolidone ¢ 32 {7 ¥ /g * £ 4 6 ml dH,O 4 = =t i % ¥
ek imite o

(I11)#& & ¢ 4r » 100 pl glacial acetic acid °

(12) 2 Cig ¢ H(Agdia, USA)i& 7 g -

(13) 2 4 ml 5 %7% (20% (v/v) " B% > 2% (v/v) glacial acetic acid)iji%

(14) 12 4 ml Z P~%(55% (v/v)® fi% » 2% (v/v) glacial acetic acid) ¥ J< & g% °

(I15) % zic% -

(16) 4 » 200 pl TBS buffer(3.03g Trizma base, 5.84g NaCl, 0.2g MgCl, + 6H,0,

0.2g NaN3, 1000 ml, pH7.5)#-4k &% f% ©

4.2.ABA 7 &Rl =
A3z 1% Agdia = @ 2 Phytodetek ABA kit» 2 * 2 anti-ABA coated plate,
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tracer, wash solution, reaction buffer ¥ F£-p Agdia = @ (USA)

(1) 3100 ul % 0~1000 pmole ABA & & j% (Sigma, A1049, Canada) & # 5-4c » 2
anti-ABA coated plate 2 & 51§ °

(2) 4c» 100 pltracer (5> 4C 2 % T3%% 3 ] pF o

(3) -4k &1 i 88 ) 01 & 2 200 pl wash solution £ & &+ # = 10 min o

(4) & B well 4c » 200 ul reaction buffer {& >+ 405nm & & T 3 B~wx k{8 o

(5) #¥#k&ABAz £ -
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2%
1L 2§ ERERSRFEARIEEY OsSUTL 2 A Fl4 B2 T
* Chen(2006)2 #7 5 45 &1 » #b4c 100 mM # 5 #>0-kfeh diass £ - < 14
R ¥R e OSSUTL A FIA g S Fldrd] > e %7 T BHEAMirsm ¢ £
I3 om OsSUT2 2 2 Pt F R AT RS2 RHBD 30 d K

B mannitol F&J2 7§ F ¥ OsSUTL, 2 A Fl2 2 e BH 23 5 g & o 5

4

TiE- HEET B AeA 4o T 2 OsSUTL 2 A %2 2 P FELTE ¢ 7§
FMERCEA B o 3 EA Bk ASA 39 EIE 100, 200, 300 mM F A a0
B X % T X (SR H 4 OsSUTL, 2 2 Fl4 2 F2 oo B - #1757 » ¢ 4 100, 200,
300mM F 3 M £ A7 > W - A2 A EEPRALAR > AT X1
B2 A LR REERFZHBEP 5 BE S A B4 - < (550sSUTL
AF2 A RAPROTHBEE £ 7% 0 AuF 02,02,0.1 B 0 BT H LR AR
% » OsSUT1 %rﬂz%&mﬁ#ﬁ@rr%%@%ﬁ%(?]: A)em ¥ £ 7 X {8 0sSUTL
BT A AR RO HE R Ak 4 2 530k 4 100,200,300 mM F B AR A A A u G
Rz 19,23 B FEHERES D 300mM B £ @ ¢ Frd] OsSUTL 2 4 31>

¥REZ 05 B(B- B)yod b i FHEARA - X2 T X (5 # OsSUTL 2 A 7]

<

ARBFIAFES S GHEHAATFIOR ALY HT IR IR R 0 &
TN BAIEER R e S - BN OSSUTL 2382 2 B 82585 -5 - wiitk
NATHEEERARERAe I LB I00mM T EHREEAPEBE - X0 8
5% BT 0 B OSSUTL A P14 7 g4k drd] » 05 A S H AL 2 3R 2505 &
(R=)-

3+ OsSUT2 284 » ¢k 4e 100,200,300 mM § F B3t 32 & A9 » 1 & - X {5k
PR GEE A F AR LA WL HBEZ 13,14, 1.5 B(Ble A) BT E@pF
RRSL Y F A OsSUT2 2 A FIA B ERC) Ja i FE BB 4T 23T e

Brinie OsSUT2 22 A P12 23R > H A % 5 A G PRS2 ¥ 214.0,6.2,3.7 & (8
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e B) SEETEMERLES  MEEOSSUT2 AF2 2 -{ ¥ > v ¥ ¥ 5

kR iE 300 mM F @ BLag2 RS e

B g Pl H NAG 2 § R 0P 3-OMG $-k fer dasg 4
OsSUTI, 2 3 T4 .2 B 58
FERE D4R 4 B Hik 12 v & 5 HXK-dependent pathway ¢ HXK-independent
pathway 2_ B /3> 5 7 8- BB fEH 5 ¥ OsSUTL, 2 22 A FIA P 5 kg »
A w4 2 g s fF e ] N-acetyl glucosamine(NAG) 2 § § #4742 4~
3-O-Methulglucose(3-OMG):& 7 #7 7 » NAG 5 HXK #EEFril4 » voe grH i
Fe = HXK #r#13 2. Mannoheptulose »x % { 4#(Maley et al., 1954; Umemura et al.,
1998) > ¥ ** Umemura % * (1998)2. # 3 7o dp o b 4e 50 2 100 mM NAG ¢k 4%
AAEIAIE K ¢ 0 T ] 20A HXK 2 i M (H Frdltg B A B L T5%E 90%) o
** Marshall & £ (1991) 2 Koch % 4 (1996)2 7 3 % 31§ & #£2 NAG {# p* hit
rmeF AL Z MG 0 BRI S R XL NAGZ e B0 5T L HE
@@?J 2 BB 2 FI R AR B B2 E F 20mM § R
A 7 FHRERNAGS 2 kR NAG M2 100mM § F 42 100mM § §
¥4 I00mMMNAG® B2 Z P e riAr LR EER NAG A2 1 | &
BABIIFRFZ T A EBLIBER L2 X2 1 X8 BH ¥ 0sSUTL, 2
AF R
ok A HEAARE F P 0 203 & &Y ¢4 20mM Gle ~ 100 mM Gle 32 % - %
FErd] OsSUTL A Fl2 2 st S %4k "Lt 4 § 5 kA% F > OsSUTI
F R Pl A5 ARP B > B OsSUTL AL F1 & IR A %] 5 A RJZPESE ¥R 22 0.54,
031 2 (BT B):* AULF §Hl PFite » b LR & 2 2B NAG M $r4] HXK 7%
Mod BT ARSE TR TR REFEaP AL > &3 20mM Glc » 20 mM

Glc/ 20 mM NAG ~ 100 mM Glec 2 100 mM Glc/ 100 mM NAG 32 % - % {4 % € Fr
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OsSUTL A )2 £ 3. # OsSUTL A 4 4 %] 5 %P8 2.2 0.54,0.50,0.31,0.42 &
e %+ 20 mM Gle/ 80 mM NAG 2 35 % A ¢ 35 % > B § § #3r4] OsSUTL 2 £ #1431
SR LR 6 A(RI B Bard NAGER Y F BB =80 AT F B4
OsSUTL # %12 g jeif 4 1 -

¥ 3 G0 AR AA Bt & P4 20mM Gle ~ 100 mM Gle 35 % 7 X 15 %
52 OsSUTL A F2. 2 (Rl B) s * AL § kB r P HRERA e BER
NAG m3r4] HXK 1 Bl A RS T 4§ 52 n2 L@ RP HFRA &
PE % 2 HRel REFUHINAGZER®RS » A2 2 RG RF A omt
20 mM Glc/ 20 mM NAG -~ 20 mM Glc/ 80 mM NAG % 100 mM Glc/ 100 mM NAG
BEI ARG AR BT EREEERS e SRR NAG B A4 § 5486
#OsSUTI AFIARZ IR 4 2 3-OMG 5 § § /2 P > 27 &~ 'miz e 2
3 h G RMEEPEFER L7 8- REEE AR $okASA 3523 100 mM 3-OMG
PouEEg- 227 ACHEELET A BITH F BPrd] 2 EaE OsSUTL A 72 &
(Bl= B~ B)» ¥ Worif § § 43 6 a2 - 2 AT X (54 OsSUTI A Flz 3 47
BE Y HXK g7tz % .

A e OSSUT2 $R 4 » 3t K {4 #3232 % pF 4 20 mM Gle ~ 100 mM Gle 3 % 7
{5 F gL OSSUT2 AT 2 (Bl C) * AL § 4 »FHERES e
2k R NAG M #r4] HXK B4 > g2 % 18 > 20 mM Glc ~ 20 mM Gle/ 20 mM
NAG -~ 20 mM Glc/ 80 mM NAG ~ 100 mM Glc 2 100 mM Glc/ 100 mM NAG 2.
0] LR 2 23,21,1.7,2.0,2.0 % 0 Aot ¢h 4 NAG ¥ 2 B8R A § 5 84
OsSUT2 A Fl4 2 F28; % 2 d 100 mM 3-OMG #: % T = {42 92 OsSUT2 4 F]2
FHELXLIIRA VA FHEARILT X OsSUT2 A Fl2 A dr 5

HXK-independent pathway o

3. kfefEd g TR ? ABA § &2 h4e § M ABA STE A 7] Rablba 2 . 5
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3t Chen(20060)2_ #7745 41> R f&fE+ 8 5 P> 92 ¢ OsSUTL 2 £ IR € < £ ~
PRip A g F 7 GA 2 ABA 2344y > T2 Hig i #h4e GA ¢ 4E OsSUTL 2
ZI > @ ABA B g Fr4lH A F1 A I 0 2 Yu £ £ (1996) ~ Toyofuku % 4 (2000) ~
Gibson % 4 (2004)2 Zhu % * (2009)2 4= § 4 w45 dkfefb+ 5 TR e § E MR €

segory Jr i F GAZ ABA 2 3 £ o 5 7R F e e Ao 30

V]\v

- 227 A EAuHOSUTL S A7 F RS L3 7 2 ¥ 5 B2 R 57
LIAER AL Gk FABRRAEE I F T Y ABAZ ZEH 0 B %
BrHZENAIFTLEST E (R4 A3t Toyofuku ¥ £ (2000)2- 7 7 4 -k

f&@ # ABA 4 JLaci 2 fk 7] Rabl6a » F]st 12 Rabl6a & 47 B F1it 43¢ ABA

27 E% B3 2BT X {52 Rablba A Fl& R EE - X 5> p 2 ABA 3
BRI E ;T2 F RS 2B EE- AT X {58 Rabl6a £ B4 st
PRl il Rl 4y F ARG 27 ABA 7 ¥ T (R4 B) ¥ ¥ ¥ F 4% OsSUTL
AFLERZPFRTERERE FREERAE -
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i
1 5B kferdpanitl BE
% Chen(2006) 82 5 ¥ 35 31 > 20K f5A Hriass & p 40 100 mMF § 4 § e

BFET 2L B SRR ORZAABA LN BAT BT T

A
([
bl
(\x

RS R RRBRRZ T ERITEFAIPLORABAIZFT 2 Sy 2
% (Ledn and Sheen, 2003; Dekkers et al., 2004; Gibson, 2004; Rolland et al., 2006;

Rognoni et al., 2007) » & & **Zhu % £ (2009)2. F7 3 45 4 » *h4e § F 4 € drdl-k 4
BIHETE S5 4L o ad Bl- 7o h4100~300mMy A £ A £ T <
o2 TRl ERRTRACER A LR S E T ERE BRSO
e+ 2y 3 A R85 PP RERS 2 KfEs R £ T TS 1
B EC B LRB AT BTG RRL KU Y o T

e F F KA A A B TR AR

2. ¥ H B KAEOsSUTIR F7 i 2 3418 4]
+Chen(2006) 75 % 2.7 7 & %45 R £548 92 B3 3§ 100 mMF 54
RETHEBLIBEAYBE > BRI (CERFT)E € drdia” OsSUTIE R > e

BAST(EWEF)ER € maed £ M ¥ 2 J k& mannitol ¥ 4 $0sSUT1 % 3.

FARR R B 1§ FBEOsSUTLA P2 55 2572 35 34 3% (osmotic stress)“Ti3
S0 X P BTN Z ST T SR HOSSUTLA 2 B b 5 P AE - A AR

- I MR M e §EOBIE & (100-300 mM)HE 4e 0 35 EJE R 15 34 0sSUTL
2 A RARPBE(BZ A) 5 BAJESA O EF D S MEEARF A€ Rae0sSUT1Z
2M(B=B) 2 d &@hd REEBETNIIEBRERREA - A EREE X
A AT F100mME F MR Fir Y 2% - 3 % € 3r4|0sSUTLA Fl2 4 1
(Bl-A~B=B) 48R § 5 #BHOSSUTIA Fl £ R2 B P & § Fel@l 2 £ &

AR A ol e R A TMSE R AT B A A0 R F - X 0
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OsSUT1z 2 M FARAE 2 b > J8RKAS22Z 2 P 2 TRDHT FHF B7T7 i3
s @® od h4e300mMP F MR ERAYRAET XS F A ¢ Prd|OsSUTLZ £
o HPALRERATIRART RSB A L HEF BB EFFRE S
ABA)7 ¥ it 422 2 OsSUTLA Lz B 47 o
¢ SrHXK G B irtedr APl L B mv Mt s d » 37 Fpt b 5
HXK-dependent pathway #* HXK-independent pathway > >+ *#7 3 ¢ 4] * HXK3r 4| 3]
NAGZ § F #4732 #3-OMG#z % BE¥O0sSUT1 2. ¥ 58 5 HXK-dependent
pathway - B2 230 F 2 pr ¥ ¢h 4 5 1% § § #4724 $»2-Deoxyglucose(2-DG)it {7 i
12> 3 v B HXKEEL i 5 2-Deoxyglucose-6P 2 7 it — # 4] * > X @ 100 mM 2-DG
L2 A2 R R(EFEAL D) TR FRLEAZRSHZF FHENSE
WRmzPi?2 THrm g g3 Ft AR eI §FE BT FEAEELE S5
HXKiE A LB Ep A3 pir2 PEAFHEF o A T L F3 8102
fedHerold and Lewis, 1977; Bessellet and Thomas, 1973a; Bessellet and Thomas,
1973b; Gragham et al., 1994; Jang and Sheen, 1994) ¢ **Umemura % 4 (1998)2_ = 3 7=
dp g0 245025 100 mM NAG*S -k fs e 3ia 35 & ¢ 0 B2 % Frd] < 384 HXK2 & (4 (H
Frdltg B A B X 5 T75%% 90%) » e d HXKiE T & % 24drd] > 7 a0 5 HXK2. 7
i A FIHENAGZ AT R 772 o @ oRfEa P ¢ 2vHXK = &7 B 2 -9 3558
(isoform) s %> £ 3 -+ B3 ¥ 2 A F](Guglielminetti et al., 2000; Cho et al., 2006) >
PRy TV EE S FRREFR (- X)2 EFER(T R)F 5 BEHO0SSUTLZ 82588 F
=359 40P HXKH 7 -
BEARC At RAS A B A PE e S WY FEHEMBER > T E

@ H s pERE Z £ re ¥ (Matsukuraetal,, 2000) > FRmd AFH T ABF L2 2
Matsukura % % (2000)2 # 3 A Hld4g &) > ok E4 40 G 100 mM§ R % A7 8 4
S XA R Y B T BRI RS R S LB BT R e
Ffof PP RV it % £ B ER SR arg ot b3t ATy ¢ 78 ¢ 40100 mM
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FEMTRER A - A AT ARAARTANERELHRE > HABAZ 24k
#& FIRabl6a'y < #r4|(Bl4 B) > I ¥ @ dr-RfSsfa+ 3 50 > ¢h4o  FAETT € Prdlin
¥ GAfrABAZ 7 € (Gibson et al., 2004; Toyofuku et al., 2000; Yu et al., 1996; Zhu et
al., 2009) » **Chen (2006)2- 7 % 45 41 » -k f&92. ¢ OsSUTL12 & 7 ¢ X 5| 7 4 GA;

2 R @ AABAFH] > JRIF FEHOSSUTLZ B 87 & S F E M2 R EH s

“2\]

LERTY I

3. # FBEH KIEOsSUT2R 7 it 22 B 121841

= Chen (2006)#7% 4 2. A1 3 45 11 >R fs A izt b4 100 MMy 5437 B 4 7
%16 > OSSUT2Z A FIZ MM o AL P 8- HFR > EF 4§ FHE
B (100-300 mM)3#g 4 > ot — 2K L2 MR ZPE - ¥ > F F AEHOSSUT2
2 % B3 ¥ 7 HXK-independent pathway » #Am B o & srlmPe 5 b 2. X f4cH @ 2.
pE#g 4 3E v ~ Regulator of G protein Signaling (RGS1) & A FI& ¥ 2 # 7 273 4
Z_ 1% 3 ( Godt et al., 1995; Roitsch et al., 1995; Ehness et al., 1997; Xiao et al., 2000;
Rolland et al., 2006; Claeyssen et al., 2007)> § § ¥ -k §&f6+ 3 7 prOsSUT22 3 F]

ES IE_,;%:}"" 1) ,F‘ B — -H} A7 7(. EBEEE P—}

4 BWE A RFY
BE AT R FARALET B T BALY 0 b E AR RAGA B
%2 W[ $0SSUTL 2 2 AFA M7 2 P40 T H M Emp 2 Lpmdae

HOsSUTL2 #3753 FRF > 112 ABAZ GAR S F R 577 i 58

—
e |

F_‘-

FAEHOsSUTLE B2 B 4rib i » B /85 4 ¥ pF » i@ OsSUTL2 4 I3 #2441 £
d SRFFERERGT o ZTE-HIAFFTEREFEFEF LI T HOsSUT1Z
B A k2T I fods 3 (Promoter) B 7 447 » £ F {1 {4
(transient expression) &' & 78 H jir(stable transformation)i& — ¥ & 35 ¥ sc 4P B 2. 33 35
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cis-elements* € transcription factor » 12 { 8- BB R FMEZ FE FHE LI T 4
8+ T pEsa? OsSUTL1Zz £ I o @ OsSUT23R 4 » #F4r %“%T'a‘%ﬂ“’l\ﬁé/& i
REEZEER? L FRILZ FRHE  H AT A RARIEZ G AR 5 R

Mmoo § B HEROSSUT2 4 32 82 8 5 HXK-independent pathway » ¢ - § § #&

OSSUT2 /A P14 Tz 3 aR R [T F - 9 skiF3t -
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