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% TO135 /£ 2009 45 M 4l 3037 % 11 46 K48 5 35 = R Q2n+11S) B X e R Z I H

ST ARSI 4 (131030)FVT 95 4 W 5T A= BHOFAHr Rl (CXLX 12_0922)

Keptin

ATtk BS54 lE 280 KRR F 20470 5S iDNA AT R R | AR

JB I 7% %X (fluorescent in situ hybridization, FISH) 2 #7, & 3 T0135 = & 11 6 (KE 8 W& #
RER. TR RZNE LR 6 0o E T AR B A, X TO135 A M%7
JE RIEAT FISH 247, ME R P LEERERAFHATHR I, KARREEHRLA G FAXA
ABE B b 94%, B R & 4ok 4 K Bk PEAT IEH B R B

VI =R o N
FISH

CENH3
HEEH
AR, BEIEFELERKEFARE

(centromere specific histone H3, CENH3) % & & Ml 88 & £ W& 4 b fe o (kb R — A
CENH3 5, WHZNXE LM RA - MIEEFTHRWELE, Fih—NFLEL

TRERA.

R B A g (o R B S5 4 5 T RE T
P, AR E Y ORI 2 22060, T HAE e o fk
HEEH — D IReE ok, A BEMRIEY CURTE A 225y
SL5 U S IE R AL, DAAE R R iR 4]
R FaETE. &R DNA FIE A RARNE S
k. FHR DNA 750 A A0 8, AR,
YA 2R DNA FFHI B4 R A =, 285
BELE A2 2200 R 125 bp 2245 AO%E S DNA 7314 1)
PAAR, KREEEYIE R i B2 1) DNA ¥
Hl g 1010, T e AT BT AE AR AR Y (0 1A B 4 D1 Bt
A, w2k Eal LARDLIEHIE, mifk /D)
Yot R B RAT LTI, I H A X 2 8 47 51 25 i)
ol A A — S Ry, — R AL E LR R
DNA J¥51].

Y& 22k DNA WP BRI, & kL XI5
Hh—A~ T T R 2R S AR R B A

FEXFORAFUL L s R, 55 220 DNA 454
R A 50 2R H BT E B i 28 10 2 5 ok
5+¢H 5 H H3(centromere specific histone H3, CENH3),
CENH3 #eiE ki dl e v &, {UAF7E TG P& 220
RS0 e R A b, 4 CENH3 BRRHT, 3
AR BEIE 7 1438202, Mk, CENH3 J2 B AN
SR FEAR A B 2 —, SR VIR b LR,
I E R IR A RRIE.

EHEAEY T, RO EHE SR A NE 2
R R RUHE 22 R G AR B9 AT S T SE H Me-
Clintock***7E F K th 3, K EATA B 2 A
FER, &% RAESLWR G BN IR BRI 2, JF H
TEJE R R & BUNUE 2o Y AR I AE (e . (HAT 4R
KA/ | T K P U 22k Y £ AR B 7 T P4,
XL 22 R e AR AE R Z2 B0 B0 T 1T DL OE # & 3
2. EAR H R TR 22k G IR R IE R 1 3 1Y)

SIARR: &=, XFEF, KIS, 5. RFEIGE 2R @A M B B b i it (e A8 e . BHS45@ 4%, 2013, 58: 3409-3415
TR W Gong Z Y, Xue C, Liu X X, et al. Centromere inactivation in a dicentric rice chromosome during sexual reproduction. Chin Sci Bull, 2013, 58:

4602-4607, doi: 10.1007/s11434-013-6061-2
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MLEAEAE R, HATIR KIS CENH3 A%
VIESE ST (R LY/ LR R DA E =R 72 TR SR IN
FPAE, HAER 25 3R MY R ™. A JmxL
Ee g RN NI BT URT & S LS AR o/ 2/
e T H AP — A R 0 g

KFEEM A FEEMREEY Z—, [0
BT A ) AR AR L AR R W 2 K R 4 S R 4
WP B 58 8, XoF 7K A 425 % 8 AR 20 vh O R e e R R 22
LAY 2H R AT TR A, AR B R Y 22 kL
M ER R A P AN, EE BRICh 155 bp (1) CentO,
I3 AR A B AR R A A op 5 A3 A A
B 45 22 Wi e i 7% TP 5] CRR (centromere-specific
retrotransposon of rice)!', i CentO #4 i ity 53 Bk i 42
P A B — 2 2R A% O 12 5L AR 1Y CentO %
DUBCAHARRZZ5], M 60 kb £ 2 Mb A% {8 58
57K AH CENH3 454G B9 oW iF 58 R W, KA
Fp—FH k45 B CENH3 &0 I Y, 18I0 AT
Ytk 2RI fE DNA 254 X2 Ery . Hib
TEARK AR H I A WG 22k e R .

AL AR Z AW S OK R AR AR R L R v, 43
BRI 11 PR NG 22 B L AR (T0135). T
W 12 WU 220 G R AT o R s As e 1, 64T
XF TO135 AT 5> L7500, LURWIZIUE 22 kL
e R FE KRS A P B0 2o AR st AL AR .

1 M55k

(1) WAk, K5 T 2012 FFEHINK2E
S A 37T, TO135 J& 2009 4E A HHI 3037 45 11 4y
o PR S i =K (2n+118+) A 5 A0 & B0 B 578
k.

(i) RARGERE &, BOFrEERARE T 0.002
mol/L f) 8-F2 KW ibkrh, 78 20°C FALFE2 h. R [E
FE (TP B - DKIS R =3 1)IHVE 3 W5 T I T 1 2,
IR TACFE 24 h. [ E JE AR REE F-20°C A .
AT 5 T R O [ S A AR SRS, FIZR KIS TR 3 k.
VI 2 mm 2245 0 AR SER7 B T B (2 % 41 4k
RS 198 /), 37 CHEf# 70~90 min. [fF 7841
FRARZE [ 5 W Uk 2 Ws, HE 2 WK EE 5 min
DIk, AIETF-20CHR AT 785 KR AR SR HL
W, BT —KEB A b, G W E T ARR L
FHAS VB A PR AR 2R, PR 2 i /b o [
W, TR KT bk, (I Bbe, A8 2% R i
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(i) He 1R 9¢ 5 JR A 2= 22 (fluorescent in situ
hybridization, FISH)4#T. BB B EFRIMRLS, RiH .
A 70%H Bl 50 pL, % LA, KA BT
95CHIZRAZ K 1 min 45 s. BUNE T 70%H) Wi,
Pt 5 min, SR 7300E T 90%, 100% L EEH iR
DA 5 min, BURBT. BB 258 (KRS 1
S YRS 2ok X I ERER 5S tDNA), 100°C/K I
5 min, )5 & T VK 5 min DL b &30 20 L
BT, BT EH, A 37 CH IR AR i AL HE.
BUH R IxPBS (8RR 2% W BOIR % B2 3 R, AR 5
min. FISH {5 538 & H1 b 55 2 B A5 71 XA
(anti-digoxigenin-rhodamine) 5% $it = #) & P {4 (avidin-
fluorescein) K ill, YAk DAPI (4',6-diamidino-2-
phenylindole) %t {&.. Olympus BX60 53 #5: {1 3R 15 1 b (<1
%5, LIRS AHHL(CCD, Olympus DP80)#% 4.

(iv) & A PUARREEDOCRM. R TO135 #i
BERRR, FH 4% (wiv)Z W ZE R[5 E 40 min, YIHL
1 mm A2 45 BOAR AR B T B b, 37 °CAR IR 30 min Ji5
FHZRIB K Ve e M AR AU i a8k v b, 1
IxPBS, PRGNS 8E A, A R A kB
F i TR A 8 R 2~3 min, FJT A RS s
PR JE HAREET. kB R BN 20 uL &
anti-CENH3 $i/AR) IxXTNB %W, @5 B3R, A
MRA T 37°CIRIRIT R, 1xPBS PE A 3K, £IK 5 min,
1 50 pL &4 Goat anti rabbit 568 Hi {4 (Invitrogen)
IXTNB W, BARENT 37°CHOLIRE 60 min;
IxPBS ¥ A 3 ¥k, £K 5 min, BET)5, il 10 )L 54
DAPI WHiaB (a5, 35 353, 7€ Olympus BX60 %¢
6 i BT T LA R

2 #R55r

2.1 TO135 M3k M 5y 1AM 22 % e

TO0135 J& MoK A AP Rl 3037(&] 1(a)55 11 3
O A v = AR 2n+11S)PY A S AR R BB &S
A Skk. SIEE TRl 3037 M FL, %k R AR 2
PUAAEARIR /N AT, 2550850 34.5% (& 1(d)). Xt
HE AR5, RS HWIRA T A 26 4
Yefk, HIEH HAl 3037 £ 2 4%, 5S DNA /K FE 5
11 Qe fRpr 50 F AN 2EbRic ™Y FISH 43Hr & W,
ZARIC 5K R B 2R 5 DNA F51 CentO 1645 11



Bl 1 IE% Rl 3037 FIRE L hikRl T013S AR & K FISH 447
E e o i DAPT e tt, Fratn¥h 5 um. (a) IEH RN 3037 AHRIE S, (b) IEWHRA LR Pk, G0N CentO, £1{0H
5S rDNA, Fisk$8R5 11 PR 1L-11S); (c) 45 11 Yetafh kLW RMIMRA 225y 2 W Ye tafk, 420 5S 1DNA, HEFLIERE 11
Y@ R KAF (1L, FOFRIERE 11 Y @MEF1SY); (d) ZESkk TO135 BRIER; (e) A5k T0135 A 2% rh e ik, stthy
5S tDNA, FIAF L8R4 11 e OB A 0UE 2R (LA (11S-11S7), B EFLERH 11 ORI (IL); () ZER#k T0135 A 224>
AT IR @A, S 5S IDNA, ORISR 11 O OS2 b e R (11S-11S0), #EFTAE/RE 11 ROk KEAIL)

Pt fR 5 22 p X E S — (& 1(b)), HH 5SS
rDNA FEITJEE o, 7E58 11 Ytk 3 2ok b 24
e 2 A e b afirp, 55 11 QiR K
(11L-)_I= 5S rDNA {5555 (K 1(c), HEaHkLmRm),
511 A fRR R (11S) | 5S DNA {555 (&
1(c), EOFKLIIR), FrLABAIFIFH 5S rDNA E A5
TCRERT DA S 11 e i fR i 25 220 X 3, ] LAIX
S 11L-F1 118S-.

JH digoxigenin-11-dUTP ##1C Y 5S rDNA 5 T0135
A 20 M G AR R AT R A 4238, FHLL anti-digoxigenin-
rhodamine ¥R, 7E TO135 AR, A 2
XYL AR B A fm s, Hoh — X8 s S0 T
— XL AR (B Le)RI(D), B EHT L IR), Ui
WIS — X2 115 Qe AR KR (11L-); J3oh—Xf e ta
b, BARUGIRA 2 W AR S, AP
— X T Y AR AR v (] 1)), HEFTLTR),

PEUTX XSG R 5 115 e AR (11S) 4L, JF
HAF— G R 24 22 R IX (151 2), 3B T0135
WU 2R G OARRERE, T W R R R iz R 2
11 e A2 5 m dHn, BATH TIL-+11L-+11S-11S-+
1S 1183k FIR.

s <G
" <
s < -

ns1s <R YK
nss1s11s <R N B >

B2 %11 pakEmERrREE
N CentO; # {4 58 rDNA
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2.2 MLk bRHY) CENH3 Gy 96 % E

TETE VS 22k h, CENH3 & B YN E 2Lk
FIRRAEEAE, ATVE A INREE kiR AR, i T
FE TO135 HWUFg 22k 2 A #0 AT DI fie 4 22 b i DI fE,
FATXF TO135 AMRIR 4R AT T CENH3 1 Sz ot
3T

£ CENH3 M RE st i, IEH Rk s
L2 I AT — XL fE 5 (B 3(a)Fl(b), 5 7 ki
™), IV UGS e pi e tafk 2 AN35 2ohn KA
iRE, IE44s i3 2 %F CENH3 #:I{E5. HT T0135
WX 2 g o R S o 2 2ok e ek, BT EIA 2
X Yo R i) CENH3 15 5 T Y (O R A 5 (K] 3(a),
RE AT LR, (B 4 Ruh 2Ry taik b
S35 A 1% CENH3 {55, 2 TO135 AHK 4 5o
FH R OAR B 24 TIL-F1 2 45 11S-11S-. X8
B 11 500G ki ek o — A5 b L&A &
2247 DNA T ~EA CENH3, Wit B2 ABEA EH &4
BT BE, V6% AT 2R g (iR R — A ey
BRI, 5 IN— D BAREH B 4R DNA, H
AT RTINS

2.3 AU 2R br R AP B N AR 2 TRy
%E
PLEr M R 3R 0], BUR 22k g (o iR U — A4
B YRR IEINRE, A BRI RAT IR AR IE R Y2
Xt TO135 BUA PSSR AT TR SWE A2
o SR A AE R ANER 1 R, ATLAE H, 1ERr i A i

168 BRA TEZ I E P, R4 5S tDNA 5 AT LI R
4 FhAAY:

(1) HMIEESEAMPL, #—2 L) 5S iDNAfE
REREF AT R A B Y AR FISH 238, 847 2 X e (s

B A5 S, Hoh — X808 A5 5 0 T — X e
AR ER, DL —XI2E 11 S Y@K (11L);

TyHb XYk T, RS AR 2 MR A28
5, I B H A X T Y R A A, T X G
A 115 Qe o (R R (11S 4R, IF HAg— 4 e 8
A 2GR X, R ZFREBFES S
FACHIR], A9 11S-11S-+11S-11S-+11L-+11L-. {EiH#
(1 168 ¥R, JB T XA A MARECH 158 #,
A B ARE) EL B A 94.0%.

(2) BRBIREA TO135 SR/, 4552 K 17%(14
4(a)), #F—# H digoxigenin-11-dUTP F5ic () 5S
rDNA 5% SRR R A e (AR AT IR 24 52, 1
P anti-digoxigenin-rhodamine f& % 8, A 3 44t
Ok AR S, Hh—XHi s mfE o F—xt
e O R 1 o8, B RE — X5 11 SRR
(1L~ E 4(d), EOFH-=LImR); Hob—F&Rk ek -
RO T O S R= e = A R LR ¥ (VA RGN N ]
A, UL RIS 11 SRR AR, If
HA 2 MELRIXIRE 4(d), AGATTKIR), £V
AR AR ZEA N 11S-11S+110+11L-. I FARY
0 R 28 A0 5 SR AR e o R 2R A [, B — 5
11S-11S- XU 22 R Y fA. J& 3 Fl 28 8 i A A5
6Bk, EAAREUN B 3.6%.

B3 T0135 F#4r# 2 CENH3 & H % K 5E T
YetafhH DAPL Yo, FrA#r 350 5 pm. (a) CENH3 & FAHUIRTEA 22 2 ai b e ek EfE S0 E, 40k CENH3 {55, A@
I (55 SR A 15 10 2 R 2R Qe R (LI 11S-11SY), T 6 R E R R fh; (b) @915 A () (o)l B2 (i,
Bk R B RS 0 2 X E 2R g AR (LIL-F1 11S-118-)
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F1 T3S FHEERERSBERRY . WHIRE SHA

e fA AR A% IR (%) BB FHIE

118118+ 11S-11S-+11L-+11L- 158 94.0 MR/ IR, 45508 0 30.5%
118-11S*+11L-+11L+ 6 3.6 TR, 455N 17%
11S-11S+118-11S+ 11S-11S*+11L++11L- 3 1.8 FEMRIE /N, S550% R 1%
11S+11S*+11S-+11L-+11L- 1 0.6 R IR, 455035 10.5%

Bl 4 TO0135 B %R RAEKE S R FISH 447
Qo (A DAPT e, SRR IR 5 um. (a) TO135 A M ZFE 5 AR G B AR 11S-11S+ 1L+ 1L (WAEARE L ; (b) TO135 A PE % 5H
S ARG EARZEI N 11S-11S-11S-11S+11S-11S-+1 1L+ L-ARHARIEZ; (¢) TO135 A 1 Z 5 J IR YL AR BN 11S-11S-+11S+ 11L-+11L-[¢
MMIEZS; (d) JeEIAZEA 11S 1S+ 1L+ 1 IL-AH BRI AT 22 0 a0 h g dk, 4R 5S 1DNA, [EFFERE 11 4o @ A5 13
HoR gk (118118, #OFLIERE 11 JORKENREZR Y OERALIL); (e) YRR N 11S-11S-11S-11S+
L1S 118+ 1 1L+ 11LAERR AT 22 53 240 P e R, 44 )y 58 rDNA, A5 L8RS 11 e R i 3E ke @ik (118118, H
T SFER S 11 Y ORI 1) =25 2R Y (AR (11S-11S-11S-11S), W EFFKIG /R 11 Yo O KA 0935585 220 s R (11L-); (f) P ik
MR 11S11S+11S+ L+ 1 ILAEMR AT 2257 A e ik, Sk 5S 1DNA, HEFT LIRS 11 G mm i il BUE 220 g a4k
(11S-11S°), # A H RIE/RE 11 Yo OB Y w2 22 R AR (11S), BEET SRR 11 Y kKA 1y n 5 2200 g (AR (111)

(3) MREECEAR TO135 HhNkE/DN, S50 \IRZES, I HHEP XA TR O E A, 35

1%l 4(b)), #E—H digoxigenin-11-dUTP #xic 1Y
5S rDNA 5% RUAH PR A Gy R AT IR AL,
LA anti-digoxigenin-rhodamine #5i], & ¥ 4 £c4ef(h
R B2 S, Hd—XH 5 i1 50 T — X e
ARG HES, B JE— X5 115 Qe AR K (110
Kl 4(e), #OFTKFTR); F3oh—2c gL Ak AT 2 048

MZ AR I 5 11 S e ARG (1S4 Rk, FFHA
2 MELLRIXIB(E 4(e), WATKITR), %G Gk
BIRIR 11S-11S+ 55 4 S4e Ok 1A 3 XTI 24 38
HF5(E 4(e), HEFILITR), It HEANMF Yk
A, G EARBERINE 2 frR, S 11S-11S-118-118.
JrLOZ FAR Y R 26 11S-11S-11S-11S+118S-
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11S-+11L-+11L-. IR YL o AR 2 AL 5 5 A e fa Ak
RUM L, fF—SQ ek 2T —B 11S11S-1 B,
BWCh =2 ki AR, BT X AL 3 Bk,
A7 SR LB 1.8%.

4) BREIEH, 4552% K 10.5%(F 4(c)), dt—#
JH digoxigenin-11-dUTP #3iC (Y 58 tDNA iz Akg
PR ZH M g (LR AT B A 2228, P51 anti-digoxigenin-
rhodamine f: M & B, A5 4 KZY Ok ARG,
o —SF 855 B 15 50 T — X Y (R (4 35358, 158
IR 11 SRARKEALL; K 40, &OH
LR, FAh—Fge ik B 2 XSRS 55,
I HH A — X7 F G R 1 A oy, 150 BHIZ e o fA il
511 S YO R (1S4, FEHA 2 B ZRIX
WO 40, [ 6 Sk BrR), %GO kR
11S-11S+ 56 4 KRG A —X 42 f5 s, I
HA G R R (B 4ee), #AFLITR), BEBIZYL
R 5 11 Je AR (11SY). FrLLiZ TR ik 2%
HUA 11S-11S++11S-+11L++11L-. J& TiZZE M8 A4
B 1 RE, &R ARE B 0.6%.

3 Wi
JRUE McClintock ™ 8 YA 18 7E T2k XU 22

RLYe ORI A TRE P, AR Ko 2 B P i T RUE
22K B A AE 22 S BOR OO B A0 85, T UL 22 6

RPN

Yt RN RERG AL 136 T 25, HE JLAE SR 6 T XU 2
e AR R AR TR L NPT RGE, I E 2
TR CR Y oy N 2 R Rl NS < D U S L < e =
BLIE T RUE e b g ok v AT — A 45 22 b R 1A
FH, 3R ATHY BB R Y D RE. AR5 T 34
) 7K RE XU 2 b e IR TR A M B h 94% 1 5
R B 1), X S5TEFK, /INETPRE 22k G
W RFT N —BOR P B AN, AHESE b & B X R RS E
AL R TS 2ok g R BRI A 2Lk
X Il AR & A % 2260 DNA JF%1, {Hiliid CENH3 1%
H K & B R A5 — A~ 22 ki CENH3 {5517
1E, I HAEANFE pIRATT A& B CENH3 {550 T
XU 227 Y R A AR S 35 2280 L. Zhang %5 A\ PTG
WA FE/NFE P A = R e kbR, Hop 2 N
R YR B BRI, FHAREW
CENH3 {55, {HiXF & A 555 CENH3 55 15 2k
FEARITER, UiHIIRENE# 22k X 38, CENH3 RYF
To RS AR B LR IE H DI RE. AR &
TERUE 2ok e AR A YEEA 5 94% R HE iR
RS 50— BRI XU 2RI, (BAE 6% F1L
rh g AR S A A, HE DN XU 22k e (0 R TE K
ZHCRE LT R B, (DB RE S &
Az o R R X A5 RS 4, 1T A At 1) G £ AR 2SR,
HIFHA fEt— 5.
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