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ERF# R [E TR TE R SRIR & B PRVTHEE 247

GEmW, KAE, DTW, FEE, KD E
P i ROl K B BT FR, AL F010018

HE: AHF R VAAP2/ERFAR T 4 MR 5 5] A #6 % 5 7)) 244 3 (Beta vulgaris) i B 4R 4636 ¥ 34 % 7+ % 7 BVERF4
KB T RARR . B RGEHH, RIHF KR LE T LA BNBVERFR AR, 2GRS ITHEENIH A 104N,
BVERFZ & # 15/~ i 1 5 E ARSI A bik & KINEOR K, 59 Bv_ammr=T 48 54 % F = WA X, Bv_ignp.
Bv_sqfir#=Bv_khde5 H#113 dif F = B ot £ Kik R SH K, Bv_wnjc T fe 53k A Kik £ 48X, By fefifk
oA 72 BA L3 0%E RITA K., FRER A —F Y HBVERFA KB TR #Z AL F 690 T

AHRAERE,
KA 3 ALK F ; BVERF

Z 7 B[R] -F(ethylene-responsive element bin-
ding factor, ERF) X # NEREBP (ethylene-responsive
element binding protein) (Nakano%$2006). ERFZ
R — AR AR 2 BRI KR, & 5 AP2HIRAVEL
[ 41 % AP2/ERF#8 5 i (Riechmann®$2000) . AP2/
ERFBE S0 I RFIE 2 1055 — A BT 60~70 2 £ 1R
(1) AP2/ERF ) 57 &5 14 15, 12 45 W 180M 2 1 i 5
DNAKISE G H K. AP2SIRE H L& M AP2/
ERFIRSF &5k, RAVE G A A & — AN AP2/
ERF{R 57 S5 K A — D B3R <7 &5 K 45 . ERF R
HE A E N AP2/ERFIR T 4514938 . ERF5X
J AT B 73 JYERF AL X MICBF/DREB L 5¢
ERF 5t & (A /7 (1 AP2/ERF {45 45 #4511 45 14
ANTRL 7 ) F 4 2 R A4S =K, CBF/DREBIE ik
5 I AP2/ERF R 57 &5 Ry 381 55 14 A1 1945773 )
& R IR AR &2 2 (Sakuma®52002) . ERF45H4
B AE I HE (Nicotiana tabacum)™f & 55 KRB, & Al PA
FESp e 256 20 % R RIDNA Y 41 H1 [ GCCH
F(Ohme-TakagifIShinshi 1995). 7EFLEE ¥ (4rabi-
dopsis thaliana) AP2ZEE 4 /1 15 IR K ILAP2 45 #6) 35k A.
A H R (Jofukugs 1994).

i N C &0 AP2/ERF# 5 K 1 [ D e k4T T
R AP2H A 7R EH 5 HEEMAEKK
H i FE A 2 (Kirch%52003; Li%$2013; Horstman2%
2014; Kuluev&:2015), #1461 & B (Aukerman#ll
Sakai 2003). M 3 541 g 73 A (Moose Ml Sisco
1996) f1 1 & & (Jofuku®42005). ERFX k51
WIRE A= ) RN A AR ) A TR 2 % D) AH 9K (Klirch 4§
2003; Se0%52010; Z2 % %52011; Dong452015; i

HEAE2015), &5 2 M EWBERE NG 5% S
A 7% (Fujimoto%52000). & K(Zea mays)H ¥]BD1
FER K FE(Oryza sativa) " 1) FZPRE R 7] 9 % 75
AN 15 B [RIJR R ERF A 55 R, X AN JE (R # 5 /Nt
o3 A AL GURFE () R 45 K (Chuck%52002; Kirch%§
2003; Komatsu%:2003; Zhu%$2003). flFg 7+
TINYH: R 4 i ERF A 5 K] 5, TINYH)RAZAR R
HH H T4 e el TS B A AR R /N (WilsonZ$1996);
BOLITA% 5% I ERF# s PR 5~ 5 40 9 7 1 B (1 40 i
¥ B *(Marsch-Martinez4:2006) . DRN/ESR
(DORNROSCHEN/ENHANCER OF SHOOT RE-
GENERATION) 5 H 3+ 22 R 173 AL H LM
5K, HGm K ERF#: 3¢ K 5~ 7] DL CLAVATA3 M
WUSCHELF:RH)ZRIE, T2 51 #2140 701k
(Banno%$2001; Kirch%£2003).

TR, B 2 MEYIEE R HA WA, AP2/
ERF % 53¢ R 7 68 S0 /13X L A8 4 v 1) 2 A i A
CU3KHRIHE, 1Dl I+ (Nakano&2006). 7K f%(Nakano
££2006). K. (Glycine max) (Zhangd52008; i
HEEE2015; E % %52016). EK(ZhuangZ5:2010).
%1 %) (Vitis vinifera) (Licausi®$2010). /N2 (Triticum
aestivum) (Zhuang®52011a). K3 (Hordeum vulgare)
(ZhuangZ5£2011b). 3R (Malus pumila) (GirardiZ
2013) 1556+ (Solanum melongena) (R fikEE2015),
Bt S (Beta vulgaris) & B RIHRMEY), &S HHR

ks 2018-02-05  fEE  2018-03-27
BE ERAREIES(31760416)FIEAL LM = b B A 2 T
H (CARS-170201).
* EIHER (syzh36@aliyun.com).
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H = m i R E T AT T 4L i
S ZE R ST R I B i R 5 i AL R (A
5 ERERMNZE R F 2R YR AR KRR 1A R 5
FER IR T2 Y St P HOA B 0 = T AR, b
R i Z B S = T 40 i 53 R(Zhang552017) . il
KRN ARKER. A RENFAERIES
e RN TRIRE SR K EA K
(Zhang%52017). {H&H T ERFZ G 1 A2 HEK
XA IR, MARIRN T ERF GRS
WRKBEW KR B, AL 7 FF 2 5EK H
ERFZERL 51, i R PR PR LR
BRI T BEAT The 70 28, JFRIEAT RA O kK
%% s 4L EHE (SRP090408) 73 it FLAE B SIEHRAR A ]
RE W B RIEE, PO S SR k& K
2, Atk — A R SE AR R A AR 4 L
PEULFRR AR .

1 PRST%

L1 B8R

Bt F & 3 (Beta vulgaris L.)=F =8 i F<SD-
13829 i #4547 8 A 7] (Sollingen, Germany)$21it,
A RBSO2 AT AAHEE -

B SEAE 20 LASE P T N 52 0 RO K 30
A 1%(40°52'54"N 111°43'53"E), BURERT 8] I 1437
dite, WG H R EURE, 1RIRE N7 d2ts, FEAAETL
THEH
1.2 LWH*E
1.2.1 EEEPLEEBVERFHRIEEREFS

F T fa o R A] R AFEAY (Hidden Markov Model,
HMM) 1) {3 57 P AP2 45 #3585 1) T 4% Pfam &5
K EE (http://pfam.xfam.org/) . A 1 ik H &
S HE DRI 2H 4= 0 (I ERFHG s PR 1 i [R], F) I P B1UAE
i 2 3 X B 4 4E RefBeet-1.1 fllRefBeet-1.2 (http:/
bvseq.molgen.mpg.de/Genome/Download/index.shtml)
i ATBLASTPI R, FTA ] LA% i 56 BEAP2 451y
I R VT Nl SEERF/AP2EE S i 3L N, (R
AETUA . KFSMART4)#/1(http://smart.embl-heidelberg.
de/)VVE RN IRk S brdE, B fR&F— 25 E B BT
AL ORAF VAP ek, H P A S — N AP24E
R 8 1 5 & T ERF Xk .
1.2.2 BvERFZ&R R ARG LA 57 47

FIH Cluster W 7E BRI 1 B T 0>k 3 i S A4

FA T I ERFEE R E TR 7 54T Z P S LR, 85
i FIMEGA 6,019 i ToIR R GRS, Gt J57 0408
H&i(neighbor-joining), X 2 e HEAL 2N KT AL 36
¢ FH H 257%(bootstrapping), 5| FFEF EE 1 000K,
() BN 1) FH AR DR AL SR A e /N JE AR 7 Sl i 3 R
HEAGH, DL 5 BT A5 21 1) R G
1.2.3 EFRSEHSMARTHEEREE

{f HMEME (http://meme-suite.org/tools/
meme)fE £k 4t 1t 3 T BVERF &1 [ 7 41 1 (1) f =¥ 14
AR, BB BN 14, HAhw A ERIME
1.2.4 BvERFZRIEEREFHFRRLZ FEEFHY
FixEX 77

FRAE F SRR & E 7 T R 70 3R A5 (1 7%
SR HHE(SRP090408), 7347 BT BvERFH: R 7
R R & i1 Rk 2, K 2 DR Rk KPR
AL N ZIE (Z-score) J5 i Heml (Heatmap Illustrator,
version 1.0.1; http://hemi.biocuckoo.org/){F & (Deng
52014).
1.2.5 SERIREEEPCR

T SERNA# B K FH TRIzolyZ: (B B2 #6(2015) .
¥ cDNAFBE 165 15 S i 28 8 EPCRR VL )
BERR, Wi =i DNA SR A i A 44kl AiTaq™ Universal
SYBR" Green Supermix (Bio-Rad, USA), %%
HNActin, ¥ 4K Z 820 ul, ¥ HEFEF AN 95°C 2
min; 95°C 10's, 55°C 10's, 72°C 30 s, fE40K . 52
A3 EENZREAREL . HIRIEA
BT E 2%,

2 SLIEER

2.1 BvERFZIEEEENERF

HI F AP2/ERF O 5 1 &5 ) 455 1) 2 B 1R 7 41 £
i SR L A s R, IR EE P, 153
88NN E A . 22 ] B AR AL B2 48 R (SMART,
http://smart.embl-heidelberg.de/), H:45 388N AP2/
ERFEEF R L, HA 68/ MU AL — /N AP2/ERF4,
R (P AR <7 1 7 2, BN BVERF SRR %, iy 44N
BvERFFEER )% .

R4 i =K HH ERF % 5% R - 2 IR B AP2 R 51 &5
Py ek 5 51) 5 40 55 7+ ERF#% 5% [K 1 1 AP2 i 57 45
Py B R B G gk A, R4 BVERF 54U v
ERF 0% B 03 1 HE A6 ¢ 2% BVERF 3 5% [K - (1) T
REREAT 732K
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K5 T 5T AP2/ERFAR 5T 45 #3587 51 2 5 %)
U 1) R Gk AR, 05 684 SEERF 5 %, i3 Al
1228 B FFERFH R 1 M R G EAb I 45
T O BB A R, HEAR  ERF 5K
R 7353 10445 75 34N R ERF R 03 A B ff 2
(E1). HAor NEEIXA A BVERF SR AL 7 N 144,
A NEEVIIZ F R34~ . 3BVERFAIOMAtERF S %
J 3 A e PR 932

ARG TR, BVERF 5 AtERF—F£ 1] DL
10N, 5 REAE, HoAK H I
#H(Zhang%2008), W HE/E T &l e R4 LK
FERH /N —15(Zhang®2008; SchmutzZ52010),
R SEERF R A% 0 AR R (K. BVERFY
AtERF 5 i 172 3 [F 347 & Geidk 4k 73 i S 3034
BVERF 59/~ AtERF 5 % il it A B A 73 41, 2R
KRG A BT 5] N B R [R]85 ] 22 0% R Gk

Z
2 %9
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HRT22SE
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% .
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RSN
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v
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3 2
ueRegm ~ 6% s
ERF0z5
A'ERFozs » 52
oo e
urkh
AtERF005 9 %
Bvemgs 5 Z
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Bv napz 17
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AER 66 o9
(ERF120 2 2
NERE — 5
A\E‘}; e (IS
3
07 0 o
NS S VII
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A 43 3717 Il (Yanagisawa 2002; Wu%52016; 2%
EHE%5E2015).

i FIMEMERE 7 % BVERF 2 [ J7° 513 E AT f 5
PERLAR T, 2807 A 2L48 222 IR S A . AR
I R GU AT B 43 2 AN R ST PR AR AA 23 AT ) 43 2H A
K27, BVERFZR A B 5 A AR, RRAR L7 £
TB&Bv_gpem. Bv_tyquAllBv_urkhZ #hiFTA Ak
T, BARAAEAE T 40 HICFATI R, #4410 124K
FELET o3 IR, BARTAN MY AEAE T4 I, A
PRNAFETAE T 0 HIV AR B 43 4 I Bv_emgs Fll
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T VX, BT AE T4 2L VIFI R W] 1
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Fig.1 Phylogenetic profiling and groups of ERF gene family
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HIThREMIT(E2), Lidsh 5 R gt e i 4> 4
45 R H ARSI, I HL-S5 400 R I ) 5 SR 2 48l (Nakano
£:2006). Bv_emgsHIBv naps 57 ZHIVHR 54
e VEREARS, 5 I v] DL 2R Gk A i o R 4 2 1)
Bv_emgsHIBv_naps7) A7r4HIV. [FIFEBv_jfsan] 4
NHVI,

2.2 BvERFZEEFE IR IRE
IR

FHSE 2 5 A SD 13829 Al iy i 714 Ji ZBS02
PARAE W 37~59 dE K212, MG 72 T b 82 di%
NP A KB B, BRI 113 d; AR EK
B BE, 77 A R SD13829° (1 Hu i A K i 2 i i
KT b 5 ZBS02 (K3).

R4 T SEHRAR B Ik A2 A 1 7 s 2H 000 o) 68
ANBvERFER MR IBBAEAT T b, SRS
BT, SR ) FRIA AR IR (E4). 154
FEPRITE A S HAR PR A KB B (0882 d)TE Ay
Fieh B 605 ER(EI5-A). BB HTEH 134 3
R4 R AN T 2H, AT 4H % B3 0 30k /K7 T 1 %
82 dH BLIAAEL, A23F 4H A% 0 ) 2RI 7K T TR B AE T
82 A HLIEME; 5 A 1N 2 572 AN [F] ) A2 A2 (72 7E
e B 2R R (R BRI A AR — M T TR 3T A
WA (B 5-A) o BRI )G B ) Rk i X 4h, 70 #r
BvERFHERILE =77 B S M R & sl 2 i 3R Al
Hh R KK 2 1A ) 22 7 (185-B), R i b
144N 43 AB1. B2AIIB3.

Y5 5-BFT R, 1482 d, BINWZHd fBv
ammp{EF 72 Y 5 FheSD 13829 Al v it ik /K F
B & T i 2L R BSO2AR . U482 d, B2

UREL B S

A

20r - FEp=R
= EHHE

1.5F

R H#H/kg

1.0F

0.5F

40 60 80 100 120 140
T4 /d

ZH R 2% B AE P A it SRR R R R T K P 22 TR 22
SR . W#113 d, B2WAL By ignp By
sqfirfE 372 7 Rl SD 13829 HLAR Hh 1 2 38 7K - B
TR B AL RBSO2HAR . FETERE3THI34 d,
B2V 41 H 54N BvERFEERIAE=F 72 AL i Fh<SD13829°
PR o i 2R 1k 7K1 BRI T b AL RBS 028k
. fEHE113 d, B3WAH 1Bv_wnjcHIBv_khde
FETE 772 Al SD 13829 HUAR v 1) 221 7K ~F I S22 iy
T B R BSO2HUR; Hrh By wnje i H$37 d
Z 82 drEF L A SD13829 Al b 121k
KV B RAR T B i RBSO2HUR .
2.3 BvERFEREMEAERE PHIRETFHE

WRYE BVERFHE DN 1 B S AR K B I FE 3Rk
B 70 #r, S BAR AR K A AH SG I 154 ]
Hh R LIS JE R, 23 A A e T i 9 82 dERH
SEHAR L AR AN o AR SR A R, DA
EANFESEHNREZER. 8 REY], Bv_geqzft
AR A ) 2 7K S 3 s T AT B e R A
IRV, By_djgsEHRRMIHAp o () 208 7K P A
Bv _ghsa. Bv_gzjr. Bv_iajz. Bv_ignp. Bv_khde.
Bv_oogs. Bv_quwj. Bv_wnjcHIBv_fefjift M ]
FIE KV I 2 i T PR A ) A K (]
6). X &5 AN & 2 R R IL R IR K
BRI RE
3 e

ERF/E — M e K #e s ] 7 5Kk . L4

K, FE DR S0 3 Mt 1 R 3 B NATTAIT e 2k TR g A0 A
IREM T 27 % BEE 5 AR FHRI K

0.08r o FEr=H
L 0.06f 5 Bl
2
M 0.04f %
P
& 00 & o $
= o % 2 %
ﬁ 0 g §| 1 1

60 80 100 §1210 I14o
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Fig.3 Taproot growth rhythm of sugar beet
A PO AR 2k B: PR A K Z . i Zhang®(2017)JFu8 fE ST
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Fig.4 Analysis for expression pattern of BvERF family gene in taproot development

JEAVEY RN 7 TAERI AR e, Caf ¥
X2 AN TEY I R 4 FIERF R R HEAT 1 % 2 A1
5t (Nakano%52006; Zhang%£2008; # i %52015;
% 22016; ZhuangZ%2010, 2011a, 2011b; Licausi
££2010; Nakano%$2006; GirardiZ52013), ERFHE[X
KR M Nt — D SR ERFAEM Y A K K & A
ENES RS DIRes iR T 2% # R L
PRI H BRI EY), v T IR ERF#E 5% K]
TAER SEHAR K G 70T R ML A 4 5 1 A
N B SEERF AT RGN ThRe A1 . &l
SEFER A K /N N567 Mb, 11 480 Fg 55 F1 7K e 3 [ 20
(K1 23 550 9 14571420 Mb, J B3 5055 1 9 12240
139 (Nakano%$2006); BrKZz LA, HoAd JLAMEY +
ERF# 3% K F 5 B84 5 1004 PA_E /Y % 52 (Zhuang
£52011b), R BVERFHE K 5 AR 57 PR 22 (5K 1

HE2012), i 2 N EREK.

GE R BoR, 15N BvERFIERI7E T 582 ditt
1) 22 A AR X 5 1 B AR A K 2R (1) A A A X — 3
(EI3F15-A), K HESESAR B U 4 K 5 EIS-AfT
TN IS BVERFEEE ()R IEIKFH K. A2TAH )
BvERFHERTE 3= 7= B4 5 Fol R s 284 o R K &
HFERIAR A ZE R R HA2H I BVERFH R IE 5
FA R R SD 13829 Fll = b L i RBSO02 AR 4
Kl 1 22 5 (B3 FI5-A). fEULEEAE b, 454
PR A KA % K B B Bk 154N BvERFAE A
TE P/ b Foh 2 B PR 0A 22 R AT 0 AT il AR N T
fifg BERFHE R 5 3= 7= B it MR s b 28 o % ) =
ZRMR R, W82 d, Bv_ammrfE WA i F B 1)
FRIKIK 22 5 5 PR AS dt b (] (R BOAR AR Kl 2 72
— 0 (E3F15-B), 1] 585 A (R #E 52 S Fh 0 =F = R B
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Fig.5 Clustering analysis for expression pattern of BvERF family gene in taproot development

A IRV )R B: Log2 iR Logy(FF 7 B il i SD 13829 AR i ) 35k [K i 7K1/ v W 3 iy R BSO2 PR ) 22 [RS8 7K F) o

HxR. Ww113 d, Bv ignp. Bv sqfr. Bv_wnjcHl
Bv_khdefEPIAN i Bl (R 23K 7K 2 S 5 LI A4
A AR B A KO R 22 e — 8. AT 837 A& Y
1482 d, Bv_wnjcfE AN ft AR Hh (1) 2 I8 7K 22
e 5 R AR T R 22 S R B (I3 AN5-B)
W 1T 7RBy_wnjehs T3 4HIX, L & R EE R
NAtERF092 (ERF1), R4 i )R 52 2E ) W e )
A8 /1(GuZ$2000; Berrocal-Lobo%£2002; GuZ$2002).
B I 2 A IE 7038 I SR TXAH 1 2k DR SR A 7K P AE A
[FFEE 52 Z Fh B A DS IE= ( n 0« R FTIR
H T FK 7 BR) 11775 5 (GuZ:2000; Ofiate-Sanchez Al
Singh 2002), 1X 5 @=bE R 5 R B AL RE RS 5
R YEE RN IX — BB AR A T . Bk &5 SRR,
Bv_ignp. Bv_sqfrF1Bv_khde 5 #5113 disf=Er=#Y
m P AR KRB = K, By wnje ] R SR AE K
AR K

FEHWE37M134 d, B2 KBy _fefi. Bv_
iajz« Bv_ignp. Bv_oogsFIBv_sqfirF& [R1E i e 2=
i 235 IR 20 P B 22 S i 8 2 CAR e (J&13

5-B). fHARIEMRZ, S5Bv_fefj B & A J§ 1) At-
ERF109Z: 5 i 4E & U 1= 1 41 i 43 %2 (Etchells
22012), HEWTBv_fefjn] ft B A I 32 AT L
JZ4 M5y R T Re, X5 AW 5 A 5 2 B
Y5 FA ) A K SRS B 2 T4 i 79 24(Zhang&52017)
FH—3%, HEWBy feffikF 5 mfE Rl R A HFEZ W
YR K. EFEMA T, X By_ammr,
Bv_wnjc5Bv_fefji#iAT v, HALETE, it — B 5
XS LR 7R B SR U B M DI RE, FFIRRE
RN THREFBRS R,
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Functional analysis of ERF transcription factor family in taproot

development of sugar beet

CAO Guo-Li, ZHANG Yong-Feng, SUN Ya-Qing, LI Guo-Long, ZHANG Shao-Ying’
Sugar Beet Physiological Research Institute, Inner Mongolia Agricultural University, Hohhot 010018, China

Abstract: In this study, in order to identify BVERF transcription factor family, the sequence of AP2/ERF con-
served domain was used as baits to search in sugar beet (Beta vulgaris) genome. According to phylogenetic
analysis, conservative motif analysis and the expression pattern profiling of BVvERF, 68 BvERFs were identified,
and classified into 10 groups. A total of 15 members of BVERF family were involved in taproot turning to rapid
growth. Among them, Bv_ammr may be related to the high yield characteristic of sugar beet. Bv_ignp, Bv_sqfr
and Bv_khde were related to that the taproot of high taproot yield cultivar grew more rapidly than the taproot of
high sucrose content cultivar. Bv_wnjc may be negatively relevant to the growth rate of taproot. Bv_fefj may be
involved in taproot with more vascular ring in high sucrose content line. These results provide a reference for
the further study of the molecular mechanism that was involved in how BVERF regulates the taproot develop-
ment of sugar beet.
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