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Abstract: The method of the mutants result from loss—of—function is ineffective to assign the genes function,
because of early embryonic whose homozygous mutant results in lethality or functional redundancy which are
compensated by other genes possessing of the same function. Dominant mutants or Gain—of—function mutants
by activation tagging is an important approach for exploring function of this kind of genes. Activation tagging
is the T-DNA or transposons harboring the 35S enhancers or promoters, if it inserts in the genes, there will
be loss—of—function mutants; if it inserts upstream or downstream to the gene, the gene expression can be in—
creased above normal level and the dominant gain—of-function mutants will be obtained. Activation tagging
mutant pools based on T-DNAs and transposons have been established in several kinds of plants and it sug—
gested the important role of the activation tagging in functional genomics and make the important develop—
ment for the function explored of the gene family. This paper presents the principle, character, create method
of activation tagging, its application in study of growth, development, metabolism of plants and the prospects
of activation tagging is also inquired .
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T e e DA 2 2 1 I R DR 2 I A PR R AT 9 P 4
FEETEYA U L R 0 R 2 T Re T T AR
T 5 DR an e W 8 A P A S e — e A I AR KR B i
Fio W5 O R P (R TP R )7 51 mRNA 7
FURVEE (5T 41) 1 TR B A T LTI 22 A 4 3
DA i T i, b mT R ke AT et R b i 07 5 3k
AT TN o SR, EERE A T At A A J5E DR (1) ) e 2 2 TR ) 1
HAEThRE, DA BT BN AR 22 AN BE PR [ 5 AR R R
DL E AT I 23 IR T . 240 128 40 L N (1 T
SR R (P R DR S AR AR, 3l AR A BT
FE TG . DA AR AR 11 A4 2 T i B DR 40 2% 1) i
fillo TMITYIBELN . 221 LR S 35 7= AR (R B
e .DNA JyBidioN . F K51 T e i 2k 70 548 A o
B TR E I ThAEIEIN o I SE DR 2 AR [ 4 N S8 AR AR
L B A 0 R T R KRG 3 S (1 ) 1 5 A A (1 S s
3N SR HA NPRE S 2 TR N B B R L )
AHINA, A )3 DR (¥ a3t mT Rz 204061, 36 AN G [
IF SCAT FAEARES, M DR 2 43 3 R I ) 35 TR 5
& H I HE . T-DNA i AR 7% (insertional mutagenesis)fil
R4 N SEAR R AR H TR Ch i IR 4% B AR
IR AR 2 o AR T I M3 PR R SR AR B AR &
BRI A, Al AT G S DR R BB T-DNAL 56 )i 7
HNJGIHABE= L] WAR AR AR R, T2
LR LA 51 -

o, BEREAEY A KR T4 3 N AR 1
PLIC R AW, @I XU R I KRR I B R AL I 5T
] B T IX A B AT R R SE IR SR, BRI R
294 2/3 MR AN 5 DL, LUK, KL 4000 A3
DR ER IR EE A 2 ANERE 2 AN DL, 0T 7K R, 4 4t fk
AT PR A4 DUIREE R 22 15.4%~30.4%5, [
OO, A IR R 100bp, I HA R P 51 4 /b
CLIA 1) 80% 5t TA A X 241741 4 HE 57 51], 2000 7K FF
cDNA H14 851 4™ (41%) J& 1% D1, 509 (24%) J2&
21, HoAr (35%) O 3 AN /N5 DB, Horp 11 R 12
P AR DU P A e 2 (0, TR, BRAE 2 AN
DA [ I} 5845, T-DNA i N bR 25 22 RIS AR 1B 25 R0
BEIX e 2 B DL DR R AR o IR A5 T, ZEFL R JFRIK
T4 N G AR T A e m DL A ] L 11 2 70 A% A [ B 2
FERIAS ] 10%67,

FER IHREMITCANS T o0 B SE R ) Th Rt — AN 2
BEAGE, VF 24l N SR RB A T UL R A R, 42 2
SR D BANTAS BT R . R T 9 SE AT
JUAR (redundant gene), [/ — 3 R 506 (1) L& 1 02 A7 )
BETE A 2 Ahs SRS BRI ) n G SR A 2

R T S DR 1R TG 1 R B A DG IR S R B A A
WZ AN RENBAIIREMIER, XRG4
PRS00 59 AT Re I R ] 8 DL kb B AEHE
EMAEILRES TAHYEE, AR — R A se i
ILE— B4 FIIRAL, WIURH— RV B4 FEk
A ERAAT AR EE N LA 55 A ISR A 0] B 2 R0k,
REAE —AMEEE AR A T i B — R R IE AT . 1t
A, Tk () T R L IR L R IE ARG IR JE IR A R A /D
AN A IR IR, I I DRI P ) 511 e N S8 AR
FEARHSAE LA % oK. PRI R 2 H0s 00 T LR 1)
R RARIEANRES 7= AL W R AR B AR, 1K 4o HiT 3k
DRI T e ok T e o PRI A G gl N SR B R T —
e oG BE, WIHE A5 45 (activation tagging) $E A, A 76—
SEREE FARUET Bk e i
1 HiERZE RGO R

R AN R SR () B i A1 R v e e AR
A EAEER D) BEIRTFE AR K. ThRe IR SR 1
— o I R DR G X ) 5 AR 7 R % S B I AL
Tk A I Re Pk S AR R B R A I RN Rk (1)
PRSI o ARG 5 | I PR R A SR s R IA TR B 1)
DA 2 T et G e o 2 B 1 R R R TR R R T
H S 27 sl i 7 2 O, B R R X
Pl e R AR 1k SEAZ J B AR ) 38 5 B 2) 4 NSk
DRI PR, 5 R I R R i Rk . — R Ui, i 55 2B 9
0 W PR T 2 R B 7 2 Ok B EE R R R4, AR
Yrokit, AP e % 7 (cauliflower mosaic virus,
CaMV) 35S RNA 1) )3 8l 1 W FT I S o IR S Y B
NTZ IR EER S B, KRy 35S B AT
T B IS IR S DR Tk B L AR T A R, A R
TR TR, AEAR TR 4120, B AN R 41 i 2R L v
JA B FEIRI R Bk . 1992 4, 1 Walden Al (1)
[FAEATT 1O g @ ) A 4 S 2 R ARRE S A6 v 55
(CaMV) 35S JE A [ 38 58 1 7 41 1¥) T-DNA #4442 T
5 | ) DR R S R PR S A . X LB 5 m] DU
BT T () S DR S 30, DR A I 8 (1) S Rt v
T-DNA $@i N5 I, X 7R o s b k. 59—
TS bR 5 (1) 7 P L7 1) 5 1) MR R HEAS 35S A
P HE T BT Ds W, CErEm It T4
% R B OME R AR 4K W1 TINY,LATEELONGATED
HYPOCOTYL (LHY) ,and SHORT INTERNODES
(SHD "8, &4 35S M5 105 3 111 T-DNA 5%
JE A ARATE RN, 0] EEEARAR, 5 A KR
AR 7 A 5 47 N R DR BRI (i BT U ) DU TT e
TR RS L FARIA SR IAN TG I SER, FECRET)
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fit 3£ £+ (dominant gain-of-function) 545 . WK H, 1%
FRGE CaMV 35S B4y SI2 15 | S RS 23 L B Al ik R ik
ARk, HARIE N HE N R A B R IEAR AT AN 5 [ 41 R
Y () e AL R 04,
2 MERERGEMEFMKBRHNEEN A

Weigel Z5M7EALL g 1 N FH % 2R e gk AT BE R D fig
(5, JL3 4k pSK1015 (& 1D, T-DNA [X 734 4t
T 4 35S WP, A i SR PUBR R BAR
HE . ER AR O e AN EK H A T 4
IBIFAEI Bk 58 254K esc-1D Al jaw-1D Fll—262f i P
RAL - IREXS 25000 PR R HITHILEHE T 23 M
BRI TEAAA, LS5 B A Southern %48 40 #T
Tf 2 S ATAAR I P2 A 35S a1 L DR ¥ 5 2R 08 5 |k
1o K T X BRI AR 2 RGN DIfE, X SRR IAT T
— RHNIGHT, 1 56, R SRR R NAL SR S5 89 73 ATk
B, 1o 280 1 36 DR A R 2 280K CaMIV35S B o

LB

%

.

pPSKI015

N RE

380~36000bp P ,35S [ #1 B A0 T3 DA by s A
FHREPI T s HOe 5 T-DNA (15 Bd A 3 AR
L, 1% R GRS R A A5 1 e 51 B HE 45 A s
Fag, DRI 75 2 45 20 S0 37 71, 3X vT RS2t T-Is R 20
[T R 22 T-DNA (s 230 Rl AR A b J3 90 K
AT IO FE AL T CaMV35S 3 41 B 5 AT 1 3 %
ik, HEMILrh— AN ] B S R AR R A R R A
AAE K R 4% 7 %)) (insulator sequence) , A& FEHY) A & 1)
R ORHLE], PRI AN SZ B3 1) H At B i1 Bl
TR I R RIE T, WA RIS — A
JEUERI AT 2 DR A 1 )3 8 74T P, CaM V35S 195
TR WA B FERAEH: a2 FIX e fe
SRAFPE SR 1T S WS TR S A7 1) D R, 0 TR B, £
WG FR 2 2 405 | 1) 3K e 5 AR A IS 348 i 3 A JE IR it
AR MA SRR IERE, BRI b LB ) S 46
IR 5 SN I R AR B ) Th g

1 3GE R Z #H4k pSKI015 (Wegel et al 2000)
4x35S, 4 AN BT A 10 2 SR AL B SEAE M 7 (CaMV) 35S [R5+ /541, pUCL9, pUCLY J¥41);
BAR, Basta EFbrict; LB, T-DNAJUYE RB, T-DNA 47i45%. Hind III, Pst I, Kpnl Z5&KEgEIfs s

WSR2 RGN JE O &) 2 N T3 T
H1,2002 4, b THRERAE ST R T BOE FR A R S
(1 1fk » Jeong “5US0Ks I 22 G0 I AR FF 1 5 A0 T4 K R
AT T . Jeong B GHRIE T CaMV35S SE5R-1 71
IKTE P RO BE R AR I 0, 42 4 4> CaMV35S 1 i
TIFHE T — A5 CaMV35S )i ) T (minimal
promoter) ) GUS J& A (1) & i 21 Jl 1 36 ik 2 44
pGA2523 (&l 2), Hoxf Bl #ifAk pGA2520 5 H A 1) 2
AT 44 35S Wk 7 p Al ARJE ORI 4 A 358
BSR4 B A AN59 NOS 3 85 11 GUS JE A
() b7 21 1 1 3R T8 2 Al pGA2526( 1 2), Hoxt FE 3%
K pGA2525 WIRIFE AT 4 A 35S Mh5R-1)p 4. i
NIKHE G, GUS Gt 45 SR, % BB R AR GUS JiE

DRI RUTE S 2 el , i i FAR b ok WLk o ifi
pGA2523 I pGA2526 [ AR 35S 14 8 1~ iff 5 14 ok
TR FIIERERIE, AN 35S M59)A 8 ik 2
NOS (1155 J& 81 1) GUS Fk DK # 3 IH Ay 2 12 14 5 , 1y
HREAE @A 4R 308 OWLAE I FIfe R 3Rk .
DB e 35S 8 5 T 1 IO Rk PR 3Rk 1) A
H L OR35S 1 4 ANHE 51 v 51 B T 35S §9 /5 8)
T GUSIERR 1) FIEH 5 Al e, JL3Ah pGA2524
(B2, ¥ —AN#dk pGA2522 ¥t 35S i 4 AN 19 5
TIFHE T 35S 99 H3) 1 GUS KL Rt 2
T3 VAR o GRS IUE PR A 88 A 1) 2 D5 TR P A Ak e
AL EB R I GUS R 3 ik o X 7 4 Ui A 7
IKFE, 35S (R i AN T I DR ) B i 3 T
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2 440 3SSHERFESEHREHITH GUS EE MG H A HH 3B H A Jeong, et al. 2002)
4 AR SLARER 4 /> 35S BEOR T, 35S 24 35S H9)H AT, A2 AT b B IR A SR AR A7 4 90bp [ —BLP A gus A GUS RS IEA; Tn A nos
(IH RGBS ) 241175 nos 24 nos $9/821, &JE8h 1 BB FER LSRG i 101bp B—BUF 41

A A

HO -

_I

-

REB 2 CUS TNOS 71 HFPI

rr 4x 3535 LB

& 3 pGA2715 # & (Jeong, et al. 2002)
4x35S, 4 ANHETE A 2 AL RESEAE M 5% (CaMV) 35S (3R 1541 0sTubAl UKFG a TGS B R ) 7) AR — AN T 3 AN FJL R 3k
SAPHE R GUS, RAHER; TNOS, NOS ZIEFJP41; TT, OsTubAl [Z&1l; HPT, WigFZPitEAEA; (I1), OsTubAl [R5 —ANPikF LUK sR AL

[EESTR
AN IE )3 2 S ) S e B SR R R 3Rk, SERLT
b I o — A

Jeong &5 N FH 1) 3035 b 25 AR AR A pGA2715
(K3, HT-DNA AL RAETH4MNMEBELDN
CaM V35S #1512 PG SE R aA 1 o g, o i) 2
WA RPN, AR EA AT ST GUS
5 FE R S TR RE R LA PR T, XA
HISRTRIR I ThRE, [ X — /N5 pGA2715 584
—FET SRS 35S Y 5R T 7 A M 3k pGA2707 1E
X XA AT GUS B0 MR W, pGA2715 1)
AR FE ARG & AN AL GUS LN R T
pGA2707 [ 2 fi%, X2 T pGA2715 #i kA & (1) 35S
HomT 50 T GUS R MRIAFIIEH . pGA2715 #
PRI =42 T K Z) 13450 FK 7T & P41, RT-PCR 43 Bt
PRSI () BE 25 35S B IRF 1.5~4.3kb KL 10
FEDRI AT 4 MRS AR5, FAR AR WYKL, X n] fg
S THASF IR, ] B O 2k L A
AN AR AT DL R A AR, BT E I A SRy
PRIFRBESAF N 2Rk i FLAL R B 35S s 1 I 2
BEGREL DR IR R IARESK, iAo e AR LA R 2
Ak

HUEAf O T S bR RGO AE S R A W K R b
WIAE L, JERE 35S B4 58 117 35S JE 8l —FEt T B

J T N B AR R T R S R Rk

T T-DNA R AALE 5L N YU A 125 5 kR A1
TR, SR AR, T A5 A 2 A 1T i S R A
(R AN S oy B B 51, TS 6 31 S A 28
AT DA AR fte o5, TR ) S R R SRR TR VE
RPA)H oK g AR B R T Ds oS
(CaMV) 35S [1) )3 27 41 M R K 1) B 32 5 A ik
5> Ac F1 35S JA 8145509, 7 NRHPI A 51 B L DR 1)
R RIA

HLAE 1996 4F, Wilson %5 5t 7 48 F It Hh A F 4 15
M EOK AR B 4 87 Jo Ds 4ff 5 CaMV 35S JH
Z)F By FUE BRI 2% HPT 2 A 105 A %
AR (B O 7= T WaTARSSRER, 58 AE 1100
A DSHYG 359 FARRZR T, KL 33 ANk, Horp
4R EHETAR R e T — A PSR tiny,
R RIS RIS, o3 TR IR AE B AR Y rpi L R
RIEREY , LSRR AT B KPR IE, 65 Ds
(HYG 359 sy I Eg, BtE BT Ds (HYG
359) ol NG e SE R ik R I T A

Marsch-Martinez 25072 % £ K En—1 % FE T4 %
IR 2 RGN TR I, ik BldER &
B4y 1(dSpm) 545 4 A~ CaMV35S 13 5% 1 Fy 41| fl ik
Febrid BAR FERAL S o, 7oA T 8300 Ak FEE
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NPT
——

ST Cal% 355
—

B 4 FHEFHEREHE T-DNA ) Ds(HYG 35s)4 14
T-DNA [X N &G #4355 A HPT [#1 Ds 1%4, A 35S Ja ) -7E % FEJ5 UK 5 SPT (9335, The NPTII, HPT, and SPT genes %)%l &4ihi-E 3%

%, WIGE, BERVIMIER; nos HEILT
FERE, X 2900 AN AR BT 46 31 A A5 AR
A, IS TEARAR R T 1%
JHERERSEEEYRERAFHRPNEGTN
H

ER R, FIH RS CAE LR R ol K
s SEAE KRS AU DU S ISR B 5
[R5 72 k20, MAE AR KR & U S ek A )
JoL R AR 7 TR AR 2 2 AR %, AR IEAT
) 22 4F () OE ) A5 2 O IE 9T, ELECAS Rk JE AT B, i
12 HI ] FL ) T-DNA R P 1 BR 28 R 4877 A I 4 AN 5
AR IO E . T I F — R BOE AR 28 A
g8 Pe A (W D e sk A SR T LA U T =
e,
B MBFAFRELZAEMYAERL TR T 0 LA

R 100 FHI5T, AR ERAEYE AL
TRIIAE AL EEARERN IR, DG T M1k SR IR 5 AL 2
SRR Z R, AR HOB A2 RIS AR HOR (2
FRIEAES, R L KE— RINNIEE, E KR IHUR
RARNARAE R E o« WU R B K R SR T =i,
AN HE AT T VR E R R AR S 1 ), Xl 75 25—
NI ITIEREEE . s BT PR2E R g8 O AR
FAST T RIS N IR I RAR R, Ar 44 R yueca,
KK R R, RAARLI R 1)
PR A KRR T g LA o 0 sk 5 5, S R i 0 A K 3R A B
bR ) — AN BRI, yucca 5 P& — AN R DR KOG 11—
T, AR 22 FE DR I AH [R] 7R Dy B, 1 3K S 56 DRTAR M FH ik 2k
RAZKIEE

T AR 25 FR G030 T DLIE ik &AL A 55 5 DA (1) 38 it
TR NI B R AR T R B
ANGEARARIN ] 729, 1SR WS N B (BRs) 1
AU, FEERIA P RIMEE RN B WD) E
PR BCE XTI R N B IR ERRAR, PRI
IR ARIE N HEVEANE L 2 0 RO T 2 R i B
EREDH, SRR N B R TR 2 BRII— — AN R4k

Wl RLKO , fudh s & e iR =2 741 (LRRS) , P
LRR-RLK [, i 5P 58 W H I Bk A . G2 H
PGV RS R I T BRSI, 2 BRII SAZAA 4
TR E N B MAEERITE LN, 6] BRIT #5848
I FA A, R W] BRST AE BR {5 546 S R AR5/
BRIT 1 55— A0t 2 10 0 o A 28 2R Ge R
ZANHI T BAKT W2 5280 LRR-RLK )R, &
FIKZIE IR 25 B 1K, 2L BR AR (i
BT 5 R AN I AR IR D), i BE DR i 2R ) H AR
SRR, R0 BRIT RN B . WF5E KW BRI
U BAKI fEA RN AMAEAERT, A4 & 1) A 2 i
PR AL
32 MAERBZAAEMM AR T LA

MYIPUR RGE— MR M, T
BT R (RO TR =)0 9 B TG BESE ] Cav) P2 I T
5ol SR AT 5T R PO 3 IR (RO A V4 22 25 L [, BRLAE
HA—#5r 5 R AR DhRe e ok . 18
SRS, ORI T SR PUR A O 2 K —
B CDRI1PY, CDRI 4t R4 IR M, &K
A R RE RN K IE I — . RERIS CDRI
] RNA KILPUHR DI RerE %, &Y CDR1 JEH 5 R
KR ¢, (H CDRI (T REiE A 15 13— i
SE, N BEAETE YU R PR HE— R 51 B W ek,
B — RN 5 RNIR B . AT R 2
W URFRIL S A B F e RGN

TAMENR RGEMEFUR AT, 18 FE R R 5
Wy B2 T — Yoy AR AL . BRI R
BN S P B SAR (systemic acquired resistance) j&
76 R FERI A 5 40 MR 3 1 20 T I 0 e I8 IR it
WY RA RGN PURIIGE T, KRR SA (salicylic
acid) 1R B 0] UE 5 U5 995 #8540 G 1 & 1 PR R
ik, ZE S SAR IMTE AT 0%, BLLEIIIESE & B, SA
AR TE SAR P48 R G0 Ak T 2 AN A8 SR s 1) B 22
J§43, W] RERE BIE S ORI /E Y, — L8286 5 i i



P@DEFER FH245 FH 4 20084 4 H

http://www.casb.org.cn

u63-

DRI 2K SEAR R 21 718 SA AU AR, (HZH
I3 B B JLAS M K IE R . T ds 45 A PR1: : luciferase
(LU i 15 F PR il 80 (1) 05 R 28 2R 8207 AR (1) 1)
PHAEAR PR, 30 SRS I LUC (35 1, © A 30000 A4 5
RIAR & h 23 BS 21 12 N DIRERIFPE SR Ik, s Rk
PRI LKA — R AP AT, MITELAS T 58 1
R
33 MEML R G AAY K ARMHE R T R

MY T e ANE), R4 7 K R AR
JoT L I J RS8R A A AR ) B 45 B R 4. IXLE
DR O A2 ) B Rk 05 B ) ekl 451X
BTSRRI E S A AR, FEE R THY)
) I I A AU ek o XL it AR
A2 1853 3 AARAME N A 1, DR RV = A, A4
ARG IR A LB AL, 533X L) o (1) 5 o —
AP GF I 78, SR 2 A B ags A7 e e v ) i R
AR MR EAESS, i eSS R 45
IRPOR R IL T — A B2 B O B . 2R
(TIAS) A& LS 20 ZANB IR, 4T IX 6k AE W)
SRR A, R — i AT ARG (R i 25 10 4%, 4R 1T L i 2
LR HAE R, Bilnis F ISR % R g4
Catharanthus roseus O I (TIAS) 5 IR A 1Y) B 2L 1) 1
TR F—ORCA3®, iZ 3L gt AP2 A+ 1) —i 7 i
F1, AP2 7& 2 LR EAT — R HVHRPUIBE 5 IR 5 5%
[K-¥. ORCA3 [ &1L T TIAs AEY & &t
() — Z B KL [N TdeStrSgd~Cpr M. D4h (#2635 1 4,
T IR HE KL KA 4 i AS A1 DXS (Giht TIAs BiAA A 1
B IR — AN KE o v L —/NRT PR IR AP2 A s DA~ R m
DA 1547 A= 400 o SR CA S IR A4 o () AR

TEh, BOEARS RGATART EHF R AR T
—UOb R, e E 2R T R R,
A TR AL SR e, U SRRy e A R IR W e
TR Rz S b3k L7 1 2R (R 5 3 00 T s b
25 RGeS DR T DAZER A (AR L 25 L 25 b 36
R TF HANFEE Fy Ak B S Ae e rh Rk 16— 1 . X e
P72 I B BE DR G B A KA Rl A 0T B i &
Y4 o A IO . SRS BRI T B sk N 1
PAP1EY, JE MYBH#E s X1 1K) — 0, G i i s DA 1
IS FERAERL R 7 AT 100 24, S5 RINE
1o UBEUR PR RO 5w Rk m IR/ 42U
S R DR AR A 2K
3ABMBFAREZ R AL B MY T A

WA RGO 2 N T4 R I v A Sk 11
FERThREMWTTT, Hofth— etk T 7 N I

WA TARGF IR . fEM AR IR b N T
PR RO PR RS, WARLE A K R 2 R 2
AR, FEDR 1 H 5 AR AR, R T-DNA bR 28 e 3 1
PRAE R GUCRARME » DL CUUE B A bR 25 R G AR A 240,
TR AR 7R 35S A BRI KA ) B A 1 JBE
9 Ac K MNIERIEFARIC role Gk H Agrobacterium
rhizogenes) 25 & 41k 35S-Ac-rolC 7 # AN AR, IF
AT T EERDIREIRTF T ALK

EFAT, CEFHEIERSE RS &8 T —4
AR A 1) FEZL 5 —ANTL, A 9afd MYB #
SR T, AR RGN AR R, AE 10427 FRARR R
1, TO A1 1338 (12.8%) AR HH {2 5 HF A= AN ] o Bl BL
I T1 48 1014 BEHP AT 103 (10.2%) HIL TO AAAK H
PR R, X BT T-DNA i A 5 | (1 T fig i 2k 58
Ao AEWIERIR R R TP R AR IR 2R 1)
MR, AR T R R 2 51, i it — 21
WFTHiE T ANT1 ) 6E .

FEREA o, R HIO b5 28 2R 4t , Elena14 5
— AN HA MR EY) G SR, T AR R R
R —PREA 5 40 3 2 25 A 3 A AR BL 2R R
PR, Ho T AR A5, A 2, FF AR 2 A8 9%, iy
4k Ph-sh, H4miEL A sho 7T T-DNA [F4di A7 2
1305bp, (EEFAERGED T, JLFAS AN B A 1) 2
15, HAESRAZ{K Ph-sh 1, sho ] mRNA #1 K EA77E .
74153 2 W1, sho 5 4R AT BRI ARG R B 1) e G0 AL
SEE RS FLAT R o 23 DR A 4 0 R R 45 )
Ph-sh LMK LAY , -1 Bl 2 41 i 53 54 22 3R 08 = 1) 4
o
3.5 RAGHER BB E AR SRR 09 Ty AR IR IE

Wit 5EEHMILFES ), BE S 5T @S
PR B g8 AR AT 1 /1 3 (1 7K 7 T-DNA 4l AR
AL AR FR, WIS T A A ZUT 4R, 29 90d
Je BRI A5 2R AL R IR o RO T RS P 7K R DR
PR 25 SR R P RGBT SRR ARAR I (B2 5 T7400)

FJH PCR walking Al Tail-PCR 5 A X 3 il b 25
PER38 IG5 4 SR i 2% pFX-E24.2-15R BAMA R~
AR R AR T-DNA O3 2 20 BEAT 70 3, 70 0l 3R 1
172 451 493 %7K FB /KRG DR A0 38 s 41 o 36 o 0k Y
AMAZR N 37 51 R 3 B 280% ;s T-DNA i A 5 1) 43
A5 534 DL S O FR %5 2 RT-PCR (1407, 45 K1
(D P00 bR 25 #5046 PER3S 3K 153 (10 1 4kl bk 35 19
T-DNA (¥ ] 3 J37 51 89 % & T 59 58 1 i 3K 2 1k
pFX-E24.2-15R, WL 73 531 4 63.2%H1 38.1%. () iH it
WOEFRZE 221 RT-PCR 7387, 5 B AR B LU, AR Al
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AV AEYI R AR B

)11 AN A 6 AN AL DA B W gl s Rk, |
T-DNA 14 A7 075 2R B9k R B3 50T 3% 1.1 ~4kb
W, R 35S 18 95 1 S kS 205 H R Rk
1R o

AR R RHA A LR BORAR S AR — R
F AL iy FLIE R 22 SR AR AR R 1) )WL 5% K o B 2 Y
FLAROE AR 2 T AL A4 IR0 A9 260y S0 8 vy T 3G 0% 1
IR Al AR FHD S BRI, AR N SRS R 5
ST IR A A K RIS S AR T ARAIE ST DA D RE 1R B
4 HERERENFER

WORARAE R G AT LU JLAMRE A 1656, iz AR
Genl LU AR WA SR A RO T 03B 22 4 DUBEDAL, 1
H I SRAR R A AR FE R 2 A n] LU 31 FL, R AR
F R TARTERAE, HE AR TEY ALK
KA AR HL I Sl 1t TEAR S A8 IS e ik DR AR £ [ 47 1)
DIRER s FRIR, 1% 2R GE R ] LA AT 35k DRT 14 5 2 06 1) S
SEAR AR5 226 AT DA AT K DR 2R3 15 | A 5 A% A 1) B
18, 5 S 1R SR AR AR BEIC G fy T BT A A [ AR

JIANEH 35S B9 1 5UR B 1 R SRR i R G
WOE IO, B R IA B BN HR R I A R AL AR AL,
IX AN HAth 55 )5 Bl 740 A ctin 5% ubiquitin 5| AL R
IEANE], XL 5 B SRR R 4l R Rk . iE
L5 TRi 5] T-DNA i A SSARAH L, S0 AR 25 5 A2 A4 1)
T-DNA $fi A7 £ B T-DNA [ 5 156 5 10 155 Bl 3%
LT )T AT AT S PR B A0 1R 40 2

B A WOE AR 2 R ST 35S WY 1A AL VR S R,
35S FRG it 1A IS AR A AT A s A AR AR AR
5590 DT ER g — A A, FIT T-DNA XRf7k
(R34 5 1~ BV B 1 P A1 R AT 2 2 S PRI 23 i
5 HEMERENAR

TEWEFCH AR IRAT I 35S 3458 - FF A RS2 BOE I i
I FEPRI RIS, HED > AT i i DR b he A 5 DR 4
HRAEAE 468 2% 7 %1 (insular sequence) , X %5 7 51| 0] GE7E
PRI AR RE R AR, LA 10 DR B () S 1)
3 9 Bl R R R SR R i AN SR A
35S s AR ek, A I X L g K AR
EAE R T EAR TP RN 5 . PRICh T S s i &
Gek R EEI DI RE,  BIAEZ D as ] FLAb AR 28 () el Ay
ALZVRE PR R 3G iR 1 RS B R BT PR A A R
TR

WOBRARAE I 51— ok 2 R 3 85 30 0
SRR AL P AR S AR, R AL 2 ) ot S 1)
BOEAR S RS DA AR g T AT TN Y, Gl i
FRIEAET HIEH RIS RAFE D) RERAFE R A

M, I T o B AT AR ] 8 IR A K ) AR B AR K
FHOCIE R, LSRR A KR B 5 B AR B e AN A H
IR SRR 30 77 5 E T T-DNA A 5t
BT LA 4 AN R SRS DRI E — 8 4 1t N 3Rk =4k
Dhae RIS AR 1k

T A AR P AR s 25 58 0 6 o Ui Al 23
FAFPRFEDR B, e K U R I b I AGOR B
HSP18.2 & T T-DNA [ 25 11 7 80 AT 1 S4B 55 i 3
AT 1) 2 38 1717 7 A2 POk R A 2 AR A 1 AR Ak

i LR, BUSRRERGCL) 2N TSR
YR D RE ST, 10 HLEV 28 o AR AR ek, 38
TR % B R 2R 5 T3 A ) KA 58 A8 T4
W R T BE . 45, Wi 6 1% R ZE 1 HE— 20 Badb ks
TEN e FE R A 25 T R 35 B R VE A

S % STk
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