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Expression Pattern and Protein Interaction Analysis of a Wheat
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Abstract : The ubiquitin-conjugating enzyme, named TaE2, was obtained as the interaction protein of wheat
stress-related TaMAPK2 , which was used as bait protein to screen the wheat ¢cDNA library by yeast two-hybrid sys-
tem. Bioinformatic analysis showed that TaE2 was a member of ubiquitin-conjugating enzyme E2 family. Semi-quan-
titative RT-PCR showed that TaE2 was expressed in root, stem, leaves, and seeds. TaE2 was up-regulated under
drought , high-salt,and ABA treatments. The fusion protein GST-TaE2 was expressed in Escherichia. coli and purified
by GST-Trap HP. TaE2 gene reported in this study lay a foundation for further studying the function and mecha-
nisms of the ubiquitin proteasome pathway response to stresses.
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(E1,ubiquitin-activating enzyme ) .72 % 45 & (E2,
ubiquitin-conjugating enzyme ) Fll{Z & & H % £ i
(E3, ubiquitin-protein ligating enzyme ) =34 [ EHAE
M 2 REZINEEDRYEN b 5AP 268 HH
R R, iz RE5E T F2 2z R-R
PR S A2 10 T 2 R 0, %z R AR i ) 5
MEFRE B 6] 2 PR SCHEPE T

YR NZ R4S A E2 2255 DNA &
RN LR E R X8 A E RN S 9 SELL
7 1O R A P o 7 A A e AR SEARR 32
REE N B2 7E42 =AY A= W aa Ak A= e a8 Bt
PEJT TR WT I C M — DR, |z R 5 1
E2 S HBEK LeUBCI 32 3| I A 42 )& 175 5 1 3R
IRHASE  ULEH A & A B2 BRAFTRES 5 T A IE
TR B, ARSI R HE AR A
( Tamarix androssowii) "PAR1G T E2 FeH | F IR R IA
TR 22 DR e I Sl 48 o AR g T S e D B A
32 E RS I D TR 8 B V2 R A5 A R R OmE2
PR, UL PR AT B 2 5 0K B A A 38 A5
AL R R

INERERENEEREEY Z— LY E
JEE IR N W PR A B, LR R R,
{53 24 ) b 8 1 P ( MAPK, mitogen-activated
protein kinases) 2 5 & FpAE A M 0 K, AR
SR ) 1 A U AR OC AR o3 2 50E AL R A e
TaMAPK2'"' | ] TaMAPK2 f§(i75 18 , 18 it e Bk 3258
fifi e cDNA SCPERY 7585, ik 2 1 A5 TaMAPK2 A
REEAFE A FIZ RE5 G 1§ Tab2, 9] 7341 T TaE2
ARG R E TN R IR R P, IR AE R I AF i R 3R 38 T
GST-TaE2 fl &85 1, W/ N2 R a5 G M D BE
BEE T ERA
1 #MRE5EFE
1.1 #EWHrE e b 2

INZZ R B AN A ZZ ( Triticum aestivum L. )
w1 P E RO B BEAE YR = A5 i S Y D4R
ft K= (BEREE 25 €20 C) YEMEEEFE 10 d
LA /N o | AT T 5 (Gl | T TR R 8
4% 1) B £k (100 mmol/L NaCl %1% ) A1 ABA (100
wmol/L) A AL HE FEALFR 0 h.0.5 h.1 h.3 h.6 h,
12 h F1 48 h AFICRE, T B il R A, T - 80 C
A
1.2 UCE2 WF I RS

FR4E Tak2 2 LR 7 5], #F NCBI L 1T BlastP

(http : //blast. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/ ) [FJEPEIE % | A
Yy b B[] Y5 5L LR 4 ] DNAMAN 47 %2 35 2 (] U6 H
X 5 R e 1R FE R T & B K0, 18 ] ScanProsite F1
SMART ( http://smart. embl-heidelberg. de/) & J¥ X}
SRR TR I ik R R A
AL O 2 AR NCBI FP 2 & 5519 15 MEYIY)
Pz RE5GHE AT, 17 DNAMAN MRSk &
AT
1.3 RNA REFAERRKIESW

F Trizol X7 £ ( TIANGEN , Jb 5% ) #2 UM AR
25 HFIFP T L RNA, #5218 RNA kit ver. 3.0 ¢cDNA
A R & (TaKaRa, K% ) A 05 —8E cDNA, LA
BJ—AL 1% cDNA M#EHR, H] Tak2 FEH R 5519
( E#51%) 5'-TATGGGTCCTCCTGATAGTCCC-3"; F
W51 % 5'-TATGGGTCCTCCTGATAGTCCC-3") #E4T
PCR 9738 | LI/NE Actin FEHRIE N NS (L5149 5'-
TGGGGAAAATATGGCATC-3"; F iiF 51 ¥ 5'-CCAG-
CAAGGTC CAAACGA-3")
1.4 RNA REFIRFAEE PCR HH7

FH Trizol iX7 45 ( TIANGEN , JL5T) 3 B H2H 4 Fif
JRE T AN [ TE) AR o Y 5L RNA 422 8 RNA kit ver. 3.0
cDNA & HGRF £ (TaKaRa, K% ) & 0 —4% <DNA
R, F I SE I 512 & PCR {1 (BioRad iCycle,
CA,USA) Kl H A R ZRak it iR & 20 L,
% 2 x Tag PCR MasterMix ( &% %¢ 6 4 #1) 10 plL,
10 pmol/L 51444 0.5 L. cDNA #i#z1 pL.ddH, 0
8 wl, P IEFEF N 95 °C FAE 1 5 min; 95 °C 28
20 5,56 CiR Kk 25 5,72 CHEMH 20 5,40 MG ;72 C
FEMH 10 min, LI/NZE Actin ZERTE RN Z,
1.5 BEENHEZWIEEE

K FH 1L A 3 il 4% % B AH109 ( Clontech, 32
) B2 A SR L5 AL 4 5 1 24K pGBKT7 ;.
TaMAPK2 5383k 84K pGADTT ; . TaE2 4k % W £
b, KA S BB 4 T SD/-Trp/-Leu -
Wb, E R BEARTE SD/-Trp/-Leu M |2 KN
UEBHF T2 (A RN ] RE Y B A STOR 28R A2 B 3 AT
Eitk AH109 H, PR SD/-Trp/-Leu SEAR EAE K 1)
PATTREB M T 1 mL YPDA WA FR3EH . 7830 <C
TR SR 2 d JE, WO BE R £ T SDY/-
Trp/-Leu/-His/-Ade/X-a-gal A I, ¥5FAE T
30 CHIBE R 3% 3 ~4 d Jo WSS BE T V% 10 2 8%
1.6 TaE2 BEEREZRZFSREALANL

AR TaE2 FE A cDNA A 7E1E 18 51453
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BB BamH 1/ Xho 1 BV, L pGADTT ; : TaE2
R AR, = PR B primer star ( TaKaRa, Ki%) ,
FIFHES S Y 18 Tak2 R 2K ( LS8 5'-
TTAGGATCCATGGCTTCAAAACGTATC-3"; F ¥if 5l
¥ 5-AAACTCGAGTCATCCCATGGCATACTTC T-
37, [ H 8 A B, FH BamH 1/ Xho T XU A1 A
Bt X pGEX-4T-1 #44 ( TaKaRa, Ki%) , T4 Jif %%,
SeAl PRI A OB, N EE AL ORI A KA
BL21 (DE3) Bz 84l #&A EA TR
PRRAE IR 1:100 B9 L5542 3] 4 mL LB( % 100 mg/
L 1Y Amp) KRR FE 3L 37 CHFF B HE R 0D, ik
0.6 2247, A IPTG (L9 E A 1 mmol/L) 16 Cif
SR, BT BN TPTG , WA, I 200 pL
ddH,0, & ¥l 10 min, B 10 pL #£4T SDS-PAGE Hi,
UK WERE A SR INEN . R A S S E
W IERIRIG T 5 mL 1 x PBS &%, 4% 100: 1 /il A
FER AR, 1 wL/mL Dnase 1 141658 B DNA | %
TRBCE 15 min, VKELYE O ZRER 10 1K, 12000 1/min
B0 10 min, W, R ICEE Y T VRO SR A
JEZHTAE (GST-Trap HP, GE Healthcare ) J5 7 4l fk
SDS-PAGE LUK ML 8 4B b E o,

B e R 15 %
2 HEREHMH
2.1 TaE2 R LB RM AR T

%E4 ScanProsite 1 SMART %f TaE2 & 04T,
K PRI PENL 45 74 ~89 7 f) 15 MR IEFRIRIE L I
85 i ) e 2 R 5% ik 5 LA Wy A 172 R 25 6 i X
RIS SE 4 VE D, P Tak2 B A 2 bt & B i 1k
LRSS ARG T, JB T2 R a5 A E AR A
(Bl 1), 7F NCBI ' BlastP 382 & 3, TaE2 & ¥
5| 5 RUE RN R R oK DL RS S 2 R
L REGAEARA WA, 7o) x2S Rk
W], Tak2 25 15 230 AR 5 ORE R T 51 AH B¢ 3k
99% , 5 F R FUHIAR (1) 77 51 AHALL M 3% 98% , 5 K G
FIVEF A A AP X 96 % , 5445 SER i B
R DA HR s L T A AL K 95%
ULz 2456 W R % B A & R ST
2), HEAL AT BT, Tak2 5 —RE A AR B B
FORFRIFE 112 R 245 G A R — 28, i HAh 10
DTz R G EAR NI —K UL R
AE A I B ] BRI K 2 SRR B 5 )
(E3),

Putative conserved domains have been detected, click on the image below for detailed results.
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Fig. 1 Domains prediction of TaE2 protein

Tritioum aestivum |k
Brachypodium distachyo)
Oryza sativa Japonica Group

Solanum lycopersicui P

INFE (Triticum aestivum) s AAY29571. 1; 5 4% % ( Brachypodium distachyon) ; XP_00356489. 1 ; 7K #& ( Oryza sativa Japonica Group) :
NP_001044640. 2 ; I K ( Zea mays) : NP_001104888. 1 ; /K H ( Oryza sativa Indica Group) : ABR25804. 1; K5 ( Glycine max) ;NP_001235332. 1;
PFEHM ( Camellia sinensis) : AEW24433. 1 ;5% ( Vitis vinifera) : XP_002284203. 1 ;3¢5 ( Malus domestica) : ACB87920. 1;

E 524 (Populus trichocarpa) : XP_002331848. 1 ; B #f ( Ricinus communis) : XP_002509917. 1 ; ¥h4-75 (Ammopiptanthus mongolicus) : AFC01193. 1
K ( Cucumis sativus ) XP_004145921. 1 ; K 1441 57 ( Lycoris longituba) AFP44114. 1; % ( Solanum lycopersicum) NP_001234247. 1
E2 TaE2 ZEHZFItExE
Fig.2 Multiple alignment of TaE2 protein
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L EHEE B PCR AT 5 =L ASME ABA 3

Fipa S B IR B ML AT (K 5) , 45 R ER I,

TaE2 He P05 F0 i 2R 08 A BUR I7E 0.5 h

2.2 TaE2 BEEMALRMERIE

AR IS F I AR P A D Rg e &
B lid RT-PCR 437 TaE2 FENAE/NE 4 FhASTR]
HLVPRRIBTEO (B 4)  SLIREERERM] TR IEH
AR FMNTS, Tab2 FEHFE/NEM ZE - FF 1
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bR B R ki AR X R 7. 7 f5 0 6. 8 £
LR T T b T DR 9 3 i it R AR, — 2 44
Malus domestica EX‘THﬁﬂéﬂjﬁﬂ(qz s Wﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬂﬂiﬂ? y FH E"Ji‘%ijjﬁ
Glyeine max BHTREAR, 51 12 h 5 435 50 0 TR 55 K7, 78

Camellia sinensis

Vitisgin;‘fem , , ABA i T EHF PR A T8 T, 3 3 h Bk F|
olanum ycoperszcum

Populus wichocarpa Bt IR 6.9 15 N5 EABREMR 51 24 b 5K
CIC ] i . =} Y N 2 O
Lycorts iongtiba bR e o S I ey S STy e T

R oy U1, TaE2 HEHZ 5 T T 5L 8 R ABA Wt 0 L,
mmopiptanthus mongolicus . ) .
o riticum acstium A REZNHR /N AR A M B BT R A
rachypodium distachyon s
Oryza sativa Japonica Group 2.4 ﬁﬂm%ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ«ﬁ
iva Indica G N7 S . N
3;32,;’5;’;”“ o 75 TH R S A AR AL R A A TR R A i

IR 3 40k IR 20 A Jook b4 A T B 40 Jf o 7
FRERBE SD/-Trp/-Leu 35573 3557, PRECH
YRR, W1 pl 8P4 b, BELETE SD/-

L . - & Trp/-Leu SR AR 2 Aok B 28 438 i Ak itk
i ———— AREREAS . TR 5 % 2 B ) S/

tco] R —— Trp/-Leu/-His/-Ade/X-a-gal Hi77 3k 457 450 0.
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3 Tak2 S ERS5HEMYTHRZR BRI
Fig.3 Phylogenetic analysis of TaE2 and other species
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Fig. 4 [Expression of TaE2 gene in different tissues of wheat 52 TaMAPK2 1 TaE2 2B 14 &4 T M EAEF
10 8 8
z z =
-E. 8 g 6 g 6
I & 6 5 g
g2 g2 $2
& = &
S I = =0
0 051 3 6 12 24 48 0 05 1 3 6 12 24 48 0 05 1 3 6 12 24 48
ALFREE])(h) Treat time AbBRASE)(h) Treat time ALFREE])(h) Treat time
A B C

A EIRMNE B S ARG ; C. ABA B A High temperature stress, B: High salt stress, C: ABA Stress
B 5 TaE2 BERETE . SHF ABA HE THIRIE
Fig. 5 The expression profiles of TaE2 gene under drought,high-salt,and ABA stresses

1 2 3 4

e

2l

1:pGADT7 + pGBKT7,2 : pGADT7-TaE2 +.pGBKT7,
3.pGADT7 + pGBKT7-TaMAPK ,4 . pGADT7-TaE2 + pGBKT7-TaMAPK
A:SD/-Trp/-Leu, B :SD/-Trp/-Leu/-His/-Ade/X-a-gal
B6 BxEWALIWIE TaE2 5 TaMAPK E1E
Fig. 6 Interaction between TaE2 and
TaMAPK in yeast two-hybrid system

M. & 445 1. GST-TaE2 B IR NN IPTG 5% ;

2.5 TaE2 ERMFEHREREALN 2. GST-TaE2 N IPTG 55 ; ik #7815 F: 1) GST-TaE2 fl& A

O3 A4 IOk R ISR LR IPTG 16 C i T M Protein marker, linel ; control , line 2 ; GST-TaE2
HWn, B EH %0t SDS-PAGE MLk /T fE T fusion protein, Arrow pointes to the GST-TaE2 fusion protein
44kD ZeAyn] WLAR F E ks, 5 U MR (7)) 7 E GST-Tak2 MAZHNES

T IR R G R A B R T RO E 2 Fig.7 The induced of recombinant GST-TaE2 protein
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WO % R 15 %

it SDS-PAGE 43 #7, GST-TaE2 LA ] i EE A Ay TE X
FETE B, BB 0 s WA GST SE M2 bt
FE(GST-Trap HP) 4lifb 8 11, SDS-PAGE Ha il 45 5 i
INE AT KNG K 44 kD (B 8) , ToZus B, iF
SLEeMRHR—-mENER,

M _ 1
——— -_—
M:HEH s FEbRC ;1. B4 GST-TaE2 BlGHEH
M Protein marker, linel ; GST-TaE2 purified protein
E8 =40 GST-TaE2 & ZE AL
Fig. 8 The purification of recombinant GST-TaE2 protein
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J 8 A E2-like 3EDH , P 3 7 (112 Z AL IR R
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PRSFREALZE R, P9 B A — > e B DR ST 1 2 R R
(cysteine) P 5F 7 4 ; E2-like £5 H W H A0 & — A4~
UBC 45 ¥ 38, il B2 i 602 e 0 R Ab 007 45,
WA K2 AURGIEPE 38 2 B R A% 58 i 2 R A5 1Y
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7K B LR A B A T P ATl 4 v, 3
FEIEPR KRR B b ae ek $URE ST MPK9 i
MPKI2 WEERITTER 22 A8 bk &, ABA #5381 (1AL G
MRS, W = H 25 ABA 55>, U
TaMAPK2 i H ik A7 Btk WU 2% 52 e, 3R A 2R
M TakE2, A BAELEYIALEUE T TaMAPK2 5 TaE2
EAEANE, Z55RW Tak2 7625 TaMAPK2 fY
RFefd fe . ZREAEIAE E2 5 MAPK JE R 7/
X5 R B B (55 L R 1 2Rk
FIE AL A DI RETE 21, 32 AR P A Pt

TR ARSI |, TaE2 TERYIRIIR 25 0t
FRp 45 28 B A Rk W] Tek2 fEIEH K &

RS 5MYIERIER W eSS, mYZRHEEY
JE ST 2 R AR 12 2 R AR A AR Y
A AN T B AR 45 b S BlE A2 A B T,
SISy R 7/ D i A | A B 717 SIE RO /I BULK M 11 L UE N el
Zf5 U-box 2 1 PUB22 I PUB23 W] DLiE iz &1k
RPNI12a K JL A S Hishl+ 25 55 Fgir ™, 2
JoipaE i 2 b R ) 35 DR R 4 s AR 4 1 A W AR A=
ViAot bR EEEEER P ET R i
1 ABA JiE T, Tak2 ¥R B LRI, KW
TaE2 figts 2 5 R0 ma 7, T REAE B = /N Pt
PP REEEMEH, AMFRIESRE T RENAE
M GST-Tak2, % H B8 A 47 T SE fZ B4l
1k, K15 T S A E ) GST-TaE2 ft &8 M1, Nit—
S3HT Tak2 B P DA B 32 = A 0 A Bt 1 1 1
BEE T IR,
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