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1.4 ROk K FEh i B AR E L S E/H sl £hE, K iX430070;
2. A R A F R AR BT, 20 730070

WE Ak T RFUKMRa PR , 5 B oKk ERF 04 B 51 ZmEREB46(Zm00001d015759) 3
, [T o2 34 R R4 T E 0 o L S B AR S A7 s S DA e i oW, Rt — B e S 3 R O P ) 23
5% ZmEREB46 2 5TiHE M IRE . 4558 B/R , ZmEREB46 4% 14~ AP2/EREBP 2844 5% [H 1 M4 T1iHe 1 2 &
A3237, ZmEREB46 5 N 41 X Mg 8+ X AE BT KEUR B 3¢ % A3239 4 JIAFEFE 1A G/A A5 DL & 14~ 911
bp A BeAfi AL 911 bp i BEiAE A B M6 T BUKEUR B 32 R A3239 W ZmEREB46 JE ) 335 5 W41 e v 45
R, ZmEREB46 % {37 75 41 Mg A% 5 98 2 i PCR &5 R 8K , ZmEREB46 3 i /K e 5 5 eIk, Bk 4
8 hJi ZmEREB46 TETi 5t F 28 & A3237 i ik B R BUK UK A58 R A3239 il 2f5 . 455K, ZmEREB46

TEAUN R ST ot SR 4R o 1 POLRE T v 400 R R4

KR TOK; BUKMNA; ZWWANNT 5 ZmEREB46; Fe RN 5T

FESHES S513.1034  XEHRIRE A

F [ F K7 X EE AR AR AL AR L, BRI
LIE iR NP IR i I A= S SR 2T ) B ]
T R HUR e By 3 U KR S B S 8 R
I, A A PR 2 R K 3 RO T BR B T 5, 7
SUTIURE R, PRI, % F 38 T K Bk 38 Bt
PEIE LA, 858 H A W) 2 T e e HLAE 7 ot B v 1% 4
T E RS T ERAAELE L.

oK N R R AL SE T AR T I
BB HY N R - PR A B
TEWEE A N WA AR T L 7E A BB 252 A4l 2
KAV b S A I RO 5 [ e e A A A Y ek
AR AR BT 5 | R AR B B I DA A
SZB YA EE T AR T R IR A
Wy el LG S AR ) 4805 Bl 2 AR E R P K
2R AR 2R R ARG | i R T A T = A1
E=R781

AP2/ERF ZJEA K & H#HE AP2 domain %%
SR 4) h 3 : APETALA2(24 AP23)
RAV (5 abscisic acid insensitive 3/ Viviparous 1,

Wk H Y. 2023-03-18

XEHS 1000-2421(2024)03-0139-09

ABI 3/VPI #1 ¢ ) Al ERF (ethylene-responsive fac-
tor)' . ERF W5 5 & 51 g 5 0 X4 F oo 4 GCC-
box (AGCCGCC) sl Jli 7K M i yC 1 (DRE, A/GCC-
GAC) &4 % P N iy Fe ik AT I #4. BURIF
ERF A 5% RAP2.2 fil RAP2.12 i£ 1 5 5'-AAACCA
(G/C)(G/C)(G/C)GC-3" B4 1 )3 8 F T4 (hy-
poxia-responsive promoter element, HRPE) #1454,
Ja Bl Bk 4w . FE R (hypoxia-responsive genes,
HRGs) ik,

Xu 255 K R it 5 22 TR40931-26 1A fiff s
F PI543851, 7E55 9 5 Ju o fA i 1 B i g QTL , g 44
S} Submergence-1(Subl1) o ZAL S AT 34T K, #E
JE2 LA R T, o3 B W 44 R Sub 1A Sub 1B il
Sub1C, He Sub1B M Sub1C | ZAFAETH M A 52 &
o SubIAAXAERR 53 H A2 &P AFAE . SUBLIA A 2
P B f% A8, 4y B S SUBIA-1, SUBIA-2, 1 A
SUBIA-1 fig# m K R i 07, SUBLA-1 3l i
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PEHI™S . Hattori 2 ] FHAR R /K K # i Bl Taichung
65(T65) FIT K K F i b CO285 4 Jy 36 A HE4T QTL
A, Al L B A v B 7 vk 3R 13 SNORKELT Al
SNORKEL2 5:H , AR #E /K ka7 S oK R i
R T B B0, 8 s UK RS e 8 K 3 T A ki
KW, KR OsEBPSI T i 5 K R f 176 5 1% i
TR ZFRE T IR B R Fak S IR 2R R R
IFFEAR ROS BT BRTE 11 . KRG OSEREBP1 %
2 5O F R MBI TR A5 5 1% F ik A2, JL R A M bk
FE 32 B K M8 5, 5T A DG 1Y PR JER % St A
F VADH % LR 1k W 3% 1R, 08 00 48 v AR T s
P XARARINZE (Triticum aestioum 1..) W TaER-
FVIL1TETH MR K S R b 820 22
5, H TaERF VI 1 DT8R £ 32 B35t /K W6 38 5 T 353
JO7 6 [R] ) 38 2 BN 12 R -E K 2
N K F ZmEREB180 3 N i 3 52 m RIS R A K &
A A R ORI A E RN A E  IFE
1T ROS BY/CE- S50 B a0 S AERR v

AP2/EREBP JE 55 1 b 2 AE ) 396 158 Wy 36 AH 5%
) EE R, SR oK h 2 55 AP2/EREBP
KA BEAAHRIE . AT S & QTL @0 e skl
AT AR WIS B2 45 7 A £ K 5.04 bin i ¥5t 324
QTL DX [A] P, A 58 T 1A i 3o 468 128 56 A
ZmEREB46"™ . AW 5% i % ZmEREB46 #E 47 5
NP e 3k AT, W LD RBAR 52407 s il A T 56 5, T 7
B AL T TR R ZmEREB46 % 5 Tib it
W IINEE , B AR R %8 AR 38 5 R B /K B0 ok 3
PR 29 5 A

1 #MEEFE

1.1 R s

oK {22 & A3237 5 A3239 il K FE
KA 5T AT BA BB 3 R IR A F R, A3237 i i Pk
A3239 Bl iRk .

ARG I B PU RS IF (Arabidopsis thaliana 1..)
R EFAE HE A= 4578 (Columbia)
1.2 JRAIFNEHR

PR IF i Rk HAR LA pC1300st Jy B 42, 43565y
J BOR 5 OE TR, A T R R IR R P
EARICHE A o ARHTF TR 5% A TR R S GV 3101 Al F oK I
A TEAR BRI FER 84K pM 999 , 28 BT 1 S0 2 ARAT

K AT B 5 A 8% 52 25 DH B L R A FT 78 5 1 J%
Z A EHALO05 WK [ -0 A 8 R A FRA A .

1.3 ZmEREB46 EHE 7P

ZmEREB46 J&: ERF % 1L KGR A, AR 5 B73
% A7 5, B AL W3 Primer3Plus (http: //
www. bioinformatics. nl/cgi-bin/primer3plus/prim-
er3plus.cgl) #1514, L B73 . A3237 Fll A3239 Ay 3
21 DNA L f& cDNA Ry 5 , 5 B ZmEREB46
R,
1.4 WHEMmEEELEE

AR AR RN K A o AR A b 2 R S R CHR
(151347, JHEEARX(TECAN, 25 ) I & 98 % Z i
F-LUC (firefly luciferase) #1 R-L.UC (renilla lucifer-
aSG) E’:J % ﬁlﬁ Jﬁ‘ﬁﬁ , ﬂ‘%: Dl—‘—LUC/DR—LUC {E ( F‘n Zj] ?‘
)
1.5 ZmEREB46#{L X &S

i3t NCBI i) ZmEREB46 18 &N £ 4
TE 1 [ R G PR A R 1 S R Y ) 4 K B R
Fasta#8 2, S A MEGA-X #E (LA #4 E 4 1 , % Sk
AR 7 38 ot Clustal W k47 81 b X, 4B 3T 7%
(neighbor joining, NI)#EHEALR (bootstrap 1 000k
HE),
1.6 ZmEREB46 It B 7E {i

BT FH AR F CaM V' 35S 21 B 750 32 36 9 S 3+ .
Z R YIA S SR 0O E I (EGFP) VAR Ptk
WA P 91 20 B, 3 5 57 4% Marker 22 K Sk 3005 2% o 19
B AtHY5 , Marker 85 [ 5 41 (4 2¢ 6 5 H (RFP)
At . TG, M ZmEREB46 7 40 2 7 2% 4, 3 A
-1 2] ¥ o PM999EREB46-F: ACTCTAGCA-
GATCTATCGATTCTAGAATGACAGAGA -
ATCTCCACTCCA; PM999EREB46-R :
TCTTCTCCTTTGCCCATGGCTCTAGAGAT -
GATGAAGCGACCTTGGT, # & # Wl 53] ¥ .
PM999-F: TCCACTGACGTAAGGGATGACG-
CA; PM999-R : GCATGGCGCTCTT-
GAAGAAGTCGT., LA B73 cDNA Jy # Hz , oo [
ZmEREB46 , I RS ™1y . 844 5 /Y 5 PR 4 A D]
B E Xba T (TCTAGA) . ) ¥ 5 43857 &% H
T ME %8 2\ 7] ClonExpressII/One Step Clone Kit, ¥
ZmEREB46 3720 i 5 v 24 4% Marker i 1 PEG/
Ca” A Pk A TR A A b i o 4 SR 4
s (Leica, {8 E ) WA G S .
1.7 ZmEREB46 ERE R FER T

FoK A FHR A3237 . A3239 4 i A= KB 2 1.0
(L35 ) A 0B 7958 2K Ak B (o 8 2 5 R 2535 A
Keri) , FALER AN [R] s [] B B 5 1 21 21 (4 5 BR IR
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FE) B A0AL 2 5 AR, $2 BUS RNA SR
W MERE s A & HiSeript Il 1st Strand cDNA Syn-
thesis Kit ( +gDNA wiper) Jz % 5% , cDNA Fi B 5 fi%
JEVE AR . S IDOEE i PCR W AL 5T 3
SE4N F A PR 22X Sybr Green qPCR Mix, Fit FH 514
GM46-Qper-F: CAATCCAAAGAAGCAGCACA,
GM46-Qpcer-R: GTGGGACTTCTCAGGGTCAA;

ZmActin-F: AATGACGCAGATTATGTTT-
GAAAC, ZmActin-R: TGTGAG-
GATCTTCATTAGGTGGT,

1.8 FHEHERKTEEEWL

Bt pC1300st 2 M4 [/ IR 195 19, LA B73 cD-
NA H A, 38 H B3N ZmEREB46., i 1H Y5
FARA R R B0 R B BTN, 3545
LA pC1300st A, K H 4 3L 8 5 R Rl IR dE 4,
PhpC1300st-F/R A 514, 8 i R 7% PCR %52 Ao il 455
i B3 PR BE P B B, S A DU 56 H A 3k R
G IERE T P HUBORL . 38 O B AN G V3101 4R
FFESZ A, BRPEARFT B R 5 5020 K H il A
1 1R A, —80 CLAAFH .
1.9 TFEFEFHULET

i 1 UL T AL R R Y Y 5 Y W ZmEREB46
FERIRE ST rp S ek, 3RS T B Rk Fh 1.
1.10 IEFBRIEMEIFEREE

BUGE U S A TR0 N H 7590 S ETH
# 1 min, J 1020 W BR MR T IH 2 31K, KK I
VES WK o K IHBE T MR T3 50 b IR PR AE W B R bk
1/2 MS }i F# L (MSS 2.215 g/1..30 g/L BERE .10 g Bt
JEHS NaOH 8 pH 3] 5.6~5.8) I, & & XT B
5 e A 1, B 95 S0 10 d 9045 i ik Hh B
PEV . PREEBHMERT R 1) 1/2 ToHT MS B3R 1L LK
IR 2~3d, Bk, e BREE 5% 2 d e H ML, v R
MR . FRAEARRNZE S UGS B 4R ICRNA, 519
P1G By FE R RS S5 52 BE 9 5 55 400 20 ) D e 1A
37V G
1.1 BHEEMEFEKRBEEE

DMEFE., BEFRES5EAURER2: 1R
B e oK 2+ HERE (5 KR, 76 10 cm X
10 em J5 # BL¥ 5) 0 9% JL - iRl 25 S8 5%, 3~4 d
W E A, R 10d A4 M iR E 7 cm X
Tem T BAEL AR, B S A p K w AR
FME 1 d SR, B BEK 20 1 IR SR E A
AE B AR 5 24 20 d RE Rk IR EAb PR

2)WEAKALH . TR 2 N R A A B OEL L OE2,
TN #E BEAT AR KT BE B HIRE 10 em) , BT 23 CHE 37
e

IVAFIG G o W s K Ak B A8 h JF 1Y) AR B
BT 23 ClER R R = 5 AR, 10 d e St
FAMRAEIE B O, A BT i B SR MR A2 7 -

A)FARE ST b L S A o T BT i I A o R
AbBE A8 h e B L RS T B, 52 S O b 135S 43 3% e
oy BV B B U A K 48K
5%, FBRBRARAS A 55, i T 65 CHUARHLT 24 h )5 ,
S UL R T 1l b R AR S 4 T A

5)DAB 4t 6 . DAB 3t 0 W T & W JE N
1 mg/mL,pH ¥ % 3.8, FEFLAF 1 DAB JL i oA
0.5 pL/mL ki 20 BOHT i 40 35 1 i i A g (8
WHR, TE RIS AR T 5~10 h, g 5 747 .
Bt i A% 2 Tk <l b A B, B S 1
AR (0 A 2o T TR AN Y e T B T HLO, B 8

6)MDA & & iillE . 2 MOk 16 13517,

2 ZERESH

21 ZmEREB46 E R &1 /3 3 F IR X T 4
S

PLEK A AR B7T3 LR 41 DNA K cDNA S
W, LR ZmEREB46 3L AF 1 . 255 on LA
FE31 424k 1 087 bp, 4t X 514K B 642 bp, %4 2
MR FRLIADNNEFo LR E A ERE
2H [ A2 F& A3237 Al A3239 XF ZmEREB46 347 il
Fe, 45 R R, 73 R i X GRR AR S F Uii7 556 bp
RE)FEAE 1A SNP A7 728 5 (G/A) , 305 186 i &
FE 1 i AR (A3239) 48 b IR & R (A3237) 5 [,
ZmEREB46 £ A3239 2 i % i+ 1 3i% 2 kb 9 &
FHXTF A3237 HAEFE 1A 911 bp 19 K R B ddi A
(F1A).,

X} ZmEREBA46 J3 8 2 kb FF 915347 I 84500
T STy e SrS ) b s I SN AN VW
4 (ARE , GC-motif , G-box) , T 51 i 764 (MBS)
LI K Z AN E (GA ABA \MeJA [ TAA ) #H 50 37 I
. T, 78 A3239 H ZmEREBA46 J3 21 1741 i
AFB5rH 34 G-box . 1At # B 1w [y ¢ 44 Fi 144
K Fm BT, B i 2 A GA R R It {4 P-box (&
1B) o 2 B 28 175 00390 358 Ml 200 A O Ay I =X 8 4 o
PF AT REAl ZmEREB46 %85 Whia ifs 5 Rk - 5 50
Be b a4
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A3237 allele:
ZmEREB46 [
A3239 allele:

(ATAGTACT- - ATAGTACT)
911 bp

Indel

A3239 |

100 bp
ACA —

N GCA

m GARE-motif
m CCAAT-box
m MBS

@ CGTCA-motif
W TC-rich repeats
B ABRE

200 bpes 1 GC-motif

B AuxRR-core

B G-box
O ARE

M P-box
TGA-element

A: ZmEREB46 R 25171 2 6 5 2 LR B : ZmEREB46 5 1 15 3 7T 387 , Indel 78 ZmEREB46 3 ) T1E A3239 1
AR Bt. A: The schematic diagram and polymorphism sites of ZmEREB46;B: Cis-element analysis of ZmEREB46 gene promoter, Indel indi-

cates the ZmEREB46 promoter inserted the fragment in A3239.

B 1 ZmEREB46ER LA FIRK TTH5
Fig. 1 Gene structure and cis-regulatory element analysis of ZmEREB46

2.2 ZmEREB46 7£ A3237 #1 A3239 I [5 3h F
&S

R 5 KR BEE AN ZmEREB46 33K 1 B0
- ZBE T 2 A4S HOAZ &R A3237 5 A3239
ZmEREB46 Wi 8 F 7 BL M2 T B AR RS AE i
M /NG 3T (mpCaM V) 3RS LUC ik ahiAk,

JF IR LUC 76 BRI R A B b 36 v (B 2A) .
48R R, A3237 W ZmEREB46 2 3 TG 1E 45
A3239 G MR 2565 (K 2 B) o #E0 ZmEREB46
Ja 3 F X Bk 911 bp fr B iy 8 S on] BB & T B
ZmEREB46 1£ A3237 F1 A3239 th 35 25 i) £ 5

1.5¢
4 Lof
=H, Blank:—|Can:353>| REN | ter HLuc [ ter |~ B S
o 0.5
Lo
A A3237(BRsR Indel—):-'CﬂVSSS>‘ REN | ter
A3230(Hfi\ Indel+): —LCa_MVSSS> REN [ ter |- Indel+ HTuc [ er 0.0 I
%\‘, <, N D &§
v &
JEEHF Promoter

A BIEEH . BR S TR AT . B DUF S AR R R R, RO T 25 AR S — AR BT SR K 34T 2 53 ST

#k; P<C0.01, A: Plasmid structure. B: Promoter activity. The data are normalized with respect to the average values of the empty construct

and are shown as means + S,. Significant differences are estimated by -test(**: P<C0.01).
2 A3237F1A3239 Hh ZMEREB46 R FiEtE£ R
Fig. 2 The difference of ZMEREB46 promoter activity in A3237 and A3239

2.3 ZmEREB46# L X &N

YA BT 2t 8 (8] 3) 7R, ZmEREB46 57K 75
Os WR1 F [H [ 514 B 55, Os WRI fig 38 123 98 55 7K 7
- F % 5 A R S SR B S T . HE ZmEREB46
Al B L VA RS A S S BUK P
2.4 ZmEREB46 iF £H ffi T i

¥ ZmEREB46 i 45 2 Ak 35S 11 ZmEREB46-
EGFP (ZmEREB46-EGFP) fil i% 45 4l ¥ #% marker
HH AHYS )i & &K 35S 11 AtHY5-RFP

(AtHY5-RFP) % 1k 3] K Ji A i fA i 3 %38, 7
LR A BB R SR, S e AL e e o e
B T 4 Jfl 4% , 35 W] ZmEREB46 & [ % {57 16 4 Ji 4%
(R4,
2.5 ZmEREB46 &#iEkREER 4

FIH qRT-PCR %t ZmEREB46 18 A3237 . A3239
MBI KALBE0.2.4.6.8.10.12 h 5 it A FIAR & vh
IR EIEAT T (E5) . S5 R, Bk 0.2,
4 W5, ZmEREB46 1£ A3237 1 A3239 h ik KT
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100 |Nud

98 [ TdSHNI1

OsWINI1

Zm00001d046501

Zm00001d036839

OsWR1
ZmEREB46 @
SISHNI
ASHN1/WINT
1 ()()l— BIWINI
AP2D35
) SISHINE3
MdSHN3

L
9 A(SHN3

3 ZmEREB46 %tk 1
Fig. 3 Phylogenetic tree of ZmMEREB46
i 22 55 WK AL BE 6 h 5, ZmEREB46 78 A3237 i}
At rh SRR AV S 7E 8 h R IA i ik B U, &
] — B ] A3239 R GAm 1 2%, ik b # 4~12 h

—
0.05

B34 ZmEREB46-EGFP
Bright ZmEREB46- 44 (658 A5 5

W 18] ZmEREB46 1£ A3239 v 35 8 B % 751k .
ZmEREB46 [/ 335 22 5 ] fig 72 18 1L A3237 #1 A3239
B AR 22 S LA
2.6 ZmEREB46 #\ 5 7% 88 & i& #1 #1 €1 #l & Th &
S

X} ZmEREB46 R I8 R 2 A 2 4015 1
a5 PP R (ORI 6A) FEAT K R TUSEES . 458
NGEIEE AR, SR ARI(WT) MR L, &
Fik ZmEREBA6 (3G TR MRAE i AR KRS A
2 55 (K 6B) , i — 25 15 3% 20~ 22 d 3R It
S A R I SRR RRAE SIS 251 VS /K A B, Xohids vk
0.24 h DL S AbE 24 h 552 46, 6 h kR EOH |47 DAB
Yo b B S 3 0 R R A AT R I B TR K W
H,O, & & . ZmEREB46 i 8 38 Al Bk 7 18 7K b 3
24 h}éﬂfﬁf HzOzé\%ﬁ%ﬂi? WT(%’EE@) ,Eﬁ
6 hJi ZmEREB46 OE f#k M A HO, & i i F (K T
WT(E 6C), KA 24 h)5, ZmEREB46 #8353k
FERRHE K AbBE 24 b 53 3 MDA 75 5248 i E KT
WT (E 6D) . #KA P48 h 5 E AR 7 10d,
ZmEREB46 #8325 RAR A 0 i B A7 16 44 1 2
TWT(H6E.F),#£ M ZmEREB46 3& [N A 7F— & &
JE 13 R e i R AP R T R T A 1 o

AtHYS—EFP » AT
AHY5- A O5eEY Merged

£ lj. - . | \gyf

B4 ZmEREB46 I 4 i 7E fi
Fig. 4 Subcellular localization of ZMEREB46

< ——A3237
——A3239
Z 20
Iy €
Hs
®e 15
v 7
AE%
ZE 10
zZ s
2
Z 0.5
5
~
0.0 . L L " P
0 2 4 6 8 10 12
Ha)/h Time

5T ——A3237
= —=—A3239
x 4}
1% £
X5
PR
< 2 92}
z s
X o
£z
s Ir
&
1 1 1 1 | I |
( 2 4 6 8 10 12
IF1a)/h Time

A:ZmEREB46 {E i i YR B: ZmEREB46 TEAR TR IAEI . A Expression pattern of ZmEREB46 in leaves; B:Expression

pattern of ZmEREB46 in roots.

B 5 ZmEREBA467E A3237 #1 A3239 B HiR /K b BRI | FIAR AR RiZE
Fig.5 Differences in relative expression patterns of ZmEREB46 in leaves and roots at different stages
after waterlogging treatment at the seedling stage of A3237 and A3239
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WT OE1 OE2 OE3 OE4

—
o
T

g
o [ :
ZmEREB46 <
g 10
A =
e
WT OEI OE2 bz
" r Z g .
~ Bl
I8
&
3
/KA Untreated S 0
WT OEl OE2
AR TR
" Arabidopsis plants
7K Submergence M 2 251
g
3
g
=
. : E &
52 % Reoxygenation
o0
£
]
=
= 0
WT OEl OE2
IR b
Arabidopsis plants
WE/KAHET Untreated 100
%
«
= *
=
s
=
% -
c {57k Submergence F & 50F
R
o
e
% 4 Reoxygenation 0 WT OEl OE2
IR bR
Arabidopsis plants

A ZmEREB46 F R 7 T, A KL 2645 PR Fe 3 i) B 3 PR AR AR R 52 B RT-PCR KR B DI B RS 20~22 d YRR ST HEA T IS
JKALBE . Submergence: #E /K AL PR 48 h 5 & 4 1 d; Reoxygenation: i /K AL # 48 h 5 B4 10 d$. C:DAB ¥, D:MDA & A - #E 7K A4k
24 hJs MDA & SRR AN E R . E KA A8 WS AR T rht . FoAMRAL 4010 dJR 706 . W BF A RUAR B OF : & IA A
o H t-test Xf WT #1 OE #F 47 22 55 W 3& % 0 M7 5 *: P<<0.05, **: P<<0.0l, A: RT-PCR was used to detect overexpressed plants of
ZmEREB46 gene in Arabidopsis in T, generation (after homozygote and then detection of expression leve; B: The Arabidopsis has been cul-
tured for 20-22 d after transplanting is treated with water in dark. Submergence: Submergence treatment for 48 h, then reoxygenation treat-
ment for 1 d; Reoxygenation: Submergence treatment for 48 h, reoxygenation treatment for 10 d. C: DAB staining. D: MDA content after 24
h of submerged treatment, 4 replicates per plant. E: Dry matter mass of plants after 48 h of submerged treatment. F: Survival rates: survival
rate of plants after 10 d of reoxygenation. WT: Wild type; OE: Overexpression.Use z-test to analyze the significance of the difference between
WT and OE, *: P<<0.05,**: P<0.01.

B 6 #BFRiE ZmMEREB46INE T+ A #5547
Fig. 6 Analysis of submergence tolerance of Arabidopsis overexpressing ZmEREB46
3 i i TRIAAERES . KR E37Z K% %0 OsHOS1
#E11 OSEREBP1 Fl OSEREBP2 #E47 R fift , WA T 5 1]
ZmEREBA6 BAT AL AP2/EREBP S50, oy i o 109 OSERF60/ OSEBPS BB bk
J& T AP2/EREBP 3 N K . AP2/EREBP HE w1 st s 15 ROS W BB 7 55 25 4 7 1% L 1A

P RS S A A OGO B IR N . TR, g yE sz Rk g e m i m mi . 5
ZmEREBISOFs T B2 A MEAS E M A BLIN , B BE  OsEBPSIA S , OsERF62 1] i 3 2 = A Bk ROS [
A 3 R AR AT AL ) 0 2R ISR AR v R BRI B AE 7 ok R K RS 80 B S MY L OsERF67 Fl
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OsERF66 g 2 = 7K R i W M, © A1 10 3 3k 52 3
SUBIA [Ji#:1%) . ZmEREB46 £ 5 JF 50 3k
FEIH BRI PR ARAE S R TAE N AP2/EREBP 8%
WS 59 BOK A BUrE . W R GR
ZmEREB46 {0 rg I AR 1E # A= KRS R B F 8
AR R ADESE SR MO A R T G
il 45 2 AL, X 5 K B i A OG5 SUBIA I
SUBIC {4 181 B I #8 22 35 A8 bk i A 26 280 AR 2120
ZmEREBA6 [ IR AR TR AR 2 N KA
A 2 o I i B AT RE 5 R D i R A AR
S XY BT RILR B IR REIE R R
LAy AT R o R ST K B S5 AR B v R 5 K
P 3R B AR 7K R 6 A VR P RE 7, DA 384 3 e ik
i e 2 W R0k ZmEREB46 1) 5 I AH fk -
F 2T BE S I I S5 43 T S5 4 A A R 5
i, ZmEREB46 %5 s [H 1 7] e 38 2o 895 F Ui i o A
IR DA (18 2 15 5 R R T 9% 12 o

TERE SRR F I R sh T 50 L & A Z RPN TR
S {2 AE FH G , AT X5 S R 5 8 3T R )
HEAT A B, %k i BF G 43 4 FH AL A 2
Tk AE R ERF KA W) ZmERF5 9 % 2 —
ASZ BN TR RO S B R 7R TR A 58 & HZ32 L)
KK U A 22 5 Mol7 ot Ho 3 h 1 -4 I 43
BT, & B 2h 7 e 91 b & A7 224 IR S 1o it =X 7
PR T E RS R amz VE N
B I b0 e 10 Bk DR, R 2 A AE K SRR A A8
# Mol7 &5 Z A AE oo, a6 24> GC-
motif .5 & = o614 (AREs) .14~ GT-motif
44 G-box JLftk , F B H X R S8 4 P (g mi i 2 7
it 5% F 28 & HZ32 W, 2mef It 81 F4 195 bp 1) A Bk
o S ECL R 34> AREs, 7616 /K MR i 404 F A fig
F 8 emyf 3 X F A . FEAE Y, AREs,
GC-motif ,GT-motif LA B G-box % j& 2 5 R & 38
JR 0 1) EE B A T4, e AREs J2& B K adh 3
DRI IR 4 26 36 BT 6 75 A IR B 0 1Y . ZmEREB46 3%
P 87 1A 5 AR T, A 3E 5 DA
36 WA B AH 5% 9 ARE . GC-motif . MYB ., G-Box #il
W-Box 70, 84 R ARKR MERERE
Wi 13 T4, B AT AFFE S /R & ZmEREB46 5L 18 7] fig
2 5 L Fh B A4 B K W R & 4R R R 1
TEH.

5% JAE K F- (transposable element, TEs) 423 K 21
DNA JPH AT RS sh R o 5 JRE—F 76 R0 19038 1y P

AR R R AR S v R AR AR AL AR 7 A A
ZREME V5 S 45 A AR SR s 0 R R
Vgt1 3250 T I AL [0 K 1 ZmRap2.7 25 70
kb &b (8 1A =88 45 ook, 1A iR i ) &2 TE
(MITE) (4 A5 T K FF 6 15 [B] (4 25 £k 26 B v B8
FISEMERS . 78 R YL IE N 61 09 1 A 1435
Bl ST TR R T N T A B T i g AR AR S
W, ZmEREB46 18 A3237 W Ui % % F i 2 kb Y
{7 EARXT T A3239 HAFEAE 14~ 911 bp A4 A, XX BE
FP AN AT o3BT, & B gypsy 28 Ui S 5R T (gyp-
sy-type LTR retrotransposon) . H F ZmEREB46 1F
A3237 . A3239 2 186 37 2 B 1R 1 el 22 - A 7F 22
FThfgsEl |, If H A3237 th ZmEREB46 )5 ) 11 1
20 A3239 Th ZmEREB46 Ji 8 T 1% TE iY 2.5 4% , #E
W ZmEREB46 7£ A3237 F1 A3239 5 8+ X 5 911
bp [ 22 5 7] RE A T B H e 3k 24 S b T R i A3237
HA3239 5t 22 7 9 LB o 7R S 2eiF o, BT i
AL EBETHRE R PE 5 A BRAE EOK I M st A
R A )RR
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Function of ZmEREB46 gene in maize regulating
waterlogging tolerance

TANG Kaiyuan', LIANG Kun',ZHANG Yanjun*, WANG Xingrong®, QIU Fazhan'

1.National Key Laboratory of Crop Genetic Improvement/ Hubei Hongshan Laboratory,
Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan 430070, China;
2.Institute of Crops , Gansu Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Lanzhou 730070, China

Abstract The ZmEREB46 (Zm00001d015759) gene as a member of the ERF family in maize was
cloned to identify and mine the resistance genes to waterlogging stress in maize. The resequencing , function-
al mutation site and expression pattern of the ZmEREB46 gene were analyzed. The role of the ZmEREB46
gene in waterlogging tolerance in Arabidopsis thaliana was preliminarily studied. The results showed that
ZmEREB46 encoded one AP2/EREBP transcription factor. There was a G/A conversion and a 911 bp frag-
ment insertion in the coding and promoter regions of the ZmEREB46 gene in the waterlogging susceptible
inbred line A3239, compared to the waterlogging tolerant inbred line A3237.The insertion of a 911 bp frag-
ment in the waterlogging susceptible inbred line A3239 significantly inhibited the expression of ZmEREB46.
The results of subcellular localization showed that ZmEREB46 was localized in the nucleus. The results of
quantitative PCR (qRT-PCR) analysis showed that ZmEREB46 was up-regulated by waterlogging stress ,
and the expression level of ZmERFEB46 in A3237 was two-fold higher than that in A3239 after 8 h of wa-
terlogging treatment. The overexpression of ZmEREB46 in A. thaliana improved the waterlogging toler-
ance of A. thaliana at the stage of seedling.

Keywords maize; waterlogging stress; ethylene response factor; ZmEREB46; transgenic Arabi-
dopsis thaliana
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