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Cloning and Preliminary Analysis of a New
BBI-type Protease Inhibitor Gene TaUES from Wheat
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Abstract: A gene, named as TaUES (up-regulated expression under saline-stress in wheat, ID; KC408382 )
which significantly expressed after NaCl treatment for 24 hours, was cloned from the leaves of wheat variety Shan-
rong No. 3 based on the results of wheat gene expression chips. The sequence analysis showed that TaUES encoded
a cysteine-rich polypeptide with 97 amino acids, containing a BowB domain and 10 conserved cysteine residues. The
amino acid sequence also indicated high homologue of BBI-type protease inhibitors from wheat and other species,
implying that TaUES might be a new gene encoding wheat BBI-type protease inhibitor. TaUES expression pattern
suggested that it involved in salt and drought stress responses. Preliminary analysis of ectopic gene expression
showed that overexpression of TaUES gene in transgenic tobacco lines resulted in their high tolerance to salt stress.

Key words : Wheat ; TaUES ; BowB domain ;salt stress responding ;preliminary function analysis

AN AR RIFRZ G A AR MR B AR =2 LI R i DU Pk o A /A2 A HA R A EE
Z— BN 35% RN EZER, TR & MBI X A, R R AE B s g = M
SR BEAAGE N D8 /N BT R R, % SSH R IR Jr B 0L ) H Uk - B % 43 BT 4 7 vk R T
IR SR AR A T, BRI /NEDLN 7 ERPUR/ AR R LR 3 5 R el R A A AR

W EH:2013-05-04  fEEIHH:2013-06-18 B4 HAR A #3:2014-01-24
URL:http ://www. cnki. net/kems/detail /10. 13430/]. enki. jpgr. 2014.02.019. html
ELW B 1N F K% I91(2009ZX08009-082B)
W —VEE BT T 0] A AE B 5 50 F A 9% . E-mail; xupingl@ sina. com
BAEIEH B0/ TR T 10 A 7 T8t f% % . E-mail: shleil025@ sina. com
B R TT 10 /N Ay i SN TR . E-mail; gmxia@ sdu. edu. cn



2 34 TRV A /A —/N8 BB LS 1 Mg RS TaUES 849 5 L2010 3 355

RTEHEAT T 4307, 348 T K Rk A A e i
R ESTs (5817,

AR N B 5 22 ol 22 G IR A 1 B 0 46 711, K o
T M T RZGENLAL S, 200 L5 16
2% Bowman-Birk 25 I 7] ( BBI) 2 H i ifF o7 45
Z BEme—2T7 ) BIXE BBI AR5 L4
TEPLHR T, 915 CPTI 3 R 5 B -1 Bowman-
Birk 25 {0 i 770 ) B3 =2 — , AT [R) At 0 o) 2 P
B FLE (IS 1, A i b U A 2
Pty 0 BRAE R, BRI AN S 5
Y3 R 38 2 55 AR A Y W 3E e 1, A0 FE i AR
BRI IKHE INEE R T R e 3 — e T 1
735 PR 7 8 27 A A W W ARG TR MLAR 4 | v i
FEE N R B T SN SR 47 A5 S AN Y 27 )]
V5T B /N R 2B A BBT B 2R P R 1 750 2L
Walis Fl Wali3 , i 9 AL A F 4 EAES S, INE
TaWRSIS FE R 4% BBI B4 25 1 B 0 551 , 6 0 410 741
JERE 1 Bl V6, AR A7 SR e IS RERE WA R L T
R 14 27 S K ST i B ) P B k4t v, JHG R 3R RO
MIFRIE 12 h FRER AT RESE 2 d, 52 &AL 480
IR AT LIS Z R A kT BT R AT
iR ] LA SOk RS OsBBPI (33K, /K FE OsWIPT FEA
S h 118 B 11 LA B AR e A 1 ) 3 T A e e
BB R TR 0 s gk R iE T LA
FEMBESE, BRI BBI B2 B R = 5 E T 5
SR 22ty e | et} SEN TR 2SN

30 /N FE A VR — T R R A 25 Ll
3 SRR RN e A s R RN A & A
o A T 25 A i K (KRR 22 50 ) i3t W o
AMFFE LI 3 5 ER il 1 5 1 FRB IS A g A
PEHL 1 AN FIN BB _E A EST(ID: CA718244 ) , Xt
HHEAT TR TEkE , e BX AL D g0 5 A0 B A7y
BBI #2190 61 77 4R 5F 19 BowB Z5 44 38, iff —2b
XPIZ SR BEAT T 0125 DI Re 434, LA iF— 2D 4R
AL 3 5k ok T R 0 B e 4% 1) o A L 2E
SEAl

1 MBl5RAE

L1 R
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1.2.2 TaUES ERFEH cDNA B[ M/NEFEHE
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Premier 5. 0 BRAE TN 14 T 0 1] 32 HE 9 A0 33 34 41 5
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GCTCCACAAGTTCAGGACCAA-3' #1 TaUES-A1 5’ -
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www. cbs. dtu. dk/services/SignalP/ W3k 4341 {55 K , i
F TMHMM %k ﬁ:(http;// www. cbs. dtu. dk/services/
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M:DI2000, 1 ; Control ,2 : PCR product
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Fig.1 Amplification result of cDNA product of TaUES

tgctccacaagttcaggaccaaccaacg

29 atgaagaacagcacgcttgtggcgatcctggtcgtcctecaggecatcatggtcatagga
1 M K NS TL VUVUaATIULUULQaATMHUIG
89 atcctctcacacgecgecgatgacaatttccccaagtgetgegaccactgecaactectgg
21 I L S H A ADUDWMNTFUPIEKTECTECGDUHTECNHNSW
149 tcggggtaccaattctgtgacgacgtcgg aggtgccgcgacggctgegtcaactge
41 S G YQFCDODUVUGPRTECRDTEGTECUNTE

209 cacgtggtggagacgagccccgtgaagacgttccggtgtggagatggacgecccegtecte
61 H VU ETSU®PUIKTTFURTEGCTEGDGRP UL
269  ggcggg aaggcacg gccctgeccaccaccgtgecaaaaageattgatcgetagag
81 6 6 Q 6 TP TUPTCPUPUPTUCIEKHKH =

329 ctcagacagtgagatcgatgttgcgcctaaaacataaaataaaaaggctccgatgagatg
389 agcagagccactcccag

2 TaUES WZBF I RESHEERFT
Fig.2 Sequences of nucleotide acids and
deduced amino acids of TaUES
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CLUSTAL 0(1.1.0) multiple sequence alignment

TalUES (wheat) ——MENSTLVAILVVLQA---IM---VIGILSHAADDN -—-———-—-—————— FPECCDHCHN-
wrsi_5(wheat) ——-MESTELAATLILOQA-—-VL-—-VMGILSHVNADF-—-—————————— FPECCNNCE.-
EowE (barely) ——-MEGTELAATLILQA-—-VL-—--VMGILSHVNADF-——-—————————— FPECCNNCE.-

BEI (zea)

EBEI (Oryza)

EEI (soybean)
BEI (Mung)

BBI (Pvulgaris)
BBI (M.truncatula)

---MR---POLTILVGTLA

——————— VLATL-—--—-———-—————-AALGEGSSSWPCCNNCGA
——-MESSTLLVILAVQA-—-AL---TMGIFAAVAKENAVGESKATDINPGOQLECCSNCN -
MVWLEVCLYLLFLVGGTTSANLRLSKELGLL-—--MESDH-0HSNDD - --ESSEPCCDOQC-4
MMV LEVCVYLVVLLYVGVTT-AGMDLNQ-—————— LESSH-HHDSSDEPSESSEPCCDSC-R
MVVLEVCFVLLFLLGSS-TASLELSELGLL---MESGD-HHESTDEPSESSEACCDHC -4
—-—-ME- WLLLFILGFATTIDAHF'DPSSLVTDVLPI\IG-D —ASYYVEKESTTITATACCDEC-Y

wx, 0w
TalUES (wheat) ———-SWSGYQFCDDVG-PRCERDGCVNCHYVET - ——————— SPVETFRCGDGRPVLGGQGTP
wrsi_5(wheat) ———-3F3GVDVCDDAH-PQCPEGCSACRVVTP——————-—— SPHETFRCADMESTVDG-——-—
EBowE (barely) ——-SFSGVDVCDDAH-PECPEGCSACRYVVTP———————— SPHETFRCADMESTVDG-———
EEI (zea) CNEEQPPECOQCNDVSVNGCHPE CMNCVEVGAGIRPGMGHGPYVVTYRCDDVLTN - ——-———
EEI (Ory=za) --F3FSGLYTCDDIV-EECDPVCEKCAVVET———————— YPVEMFECTDTFLG--————-
EEI (soybean) CTESNPPOACRCEDMRLNSCHSACKSCICALS —-¥YPAQCFCVD-ITD-———-—-—-—
EEI (Munedg) CTESIPPOQCHCADVRLNSCHSACKSCHMCTRS --MPGECRCLD-IDD—-——————

BEI (Pvulgaris)
BEI ( M.truncatula)

* x
TalUES (wheat) TPCPPPCEEH-—————
wrsi_5 (wheat) —-TCGGPCEEH-—————
BowE (barely) -TCGGPCEEKH-—————
BEI(zea) -FCOSSCPEAPAP———
EBI (Oryza) -MCGPPCEH-——————
BEI(soybean) -FCYEPCKPSEDDEEN
EET (Mundg) -FCYKPCESMDEDDD -
BEI ( Pvulgaris) ~-FCYEPCE-———————
BEI (M.truncatula) ~-FCYPPCHN-———————
* *

CTESRPPOCRCSDLELNSCHSECKESCICTLS
CTESRPPOCHCAD LN-KTCNSACKLCACLPS——-——-——-——- PPVLCRCVD-ITH--—----—-

——-IPAQCV¥CTD-IND-——

* * * *

B3 /NE TaUES BERESHEERF 5 H i BBI 2L E BB SIFIH &KL 547

Fig.3 Multiple alignment of amino acid sequences derived from sequences of TaUES and other BBI-type protease inhibitors
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TaUES KN 4t i) 8 A 5 /N SR ia 75 5 2 wa-
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DY BowB 2 FH B 1 7, LA K /NFE wrsi-5 2R (i
PV 0 B 1 R R R A i X S B A R S — 3
X T MAE 2= 0 P BE 45 4x 5L KT BBI B4R
F O 41 500 S I 2R 5 — oy S (B 4)

AAS49905|wrsi-5(wheat)
ABY49937|BBI(T.dicoccoides)
BAKO06730|BowB(barely)
AAAS50850|wali5(wheat)
AAC37417|wali6(wheat)
KC408382|TaUES(wheat)

L BAB69446/BBI(rice)
XP 003623944|BBI(M. truncatula)
ADG29119|BBI(Mung)
NP001238547|BBI(soybean)
CAD79318|BBI(P.vulgaris)
El 4 /& TaUES ERESHEERFIS
H{t BBI £ 5 5 Bl % 71 B9 2 Ge gt 4Lt

Fig.4 Phylogenetic trees based on the amino acid sequences

of TaUES and other BBI protease inhibitors
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B e s N il 48 h BEA 8 Rk, TR
T, TaUES 3 P TE AR o B 3238 522 B 4 ) XL
B, BRI 3E 12 h B Rk sk 258 1 AN e(E, b5
SRR TE, 2 48 h I RIAE IR F SR 2 IRE, H A
RRIA R W W T AR A (&I 5A 5B) T 7E R
o TS E A S PEG AL, TaUES LN i 35
PRI e TR FE < U B g s f i 3, R AR
[l B (= R T O 11197 N 1 D 78 5 A R )
TaUES FEF 2235 B 7+ 2 4 K F-, 29 12 b |
FeR IR BNIEAE , B 5 05 A B, Bhia 48 h B4R
TRIFR KR35, KA 48 h Je Rik & 5
RIEAAHIR (I SC) 5 TR Wl 5 20 6 h B TaUES
FE DR Rk f kB, FLJS B0 R R K 48 h
JEFRA RS A AT A A F (F SD) s e
B S TaUES JEH )3 35 Bk T B AKF
RPN M FRIBKE
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WO % R 15 %

Oh 05h 1h 2h

6h 12h 24h 48h r24h r48h

TaUSE
actin

TaUSE
actin
TaUSE
actin

TaUSE
actin

AR TaUES ZER AR Pl T A F B B AR TaUES 2K
FET R FARBE C P TeUES FERFEE A Y
Lk D p TaUES ZERE T 20 T B Rk it

A :Expression patterns of TaUES gene in wheat root under salt stress,

B :Expression patterns of TaUES gene in wheat root under drought stress,
C:Expression patterns of TaUES gene in wheat leaf under salt stress,

D Expression patterns of TaUES gene in wheat leaf under drought stress
5 NZIRFM b TaUES EH
HETFEMIRE TR RIEENK

Fig. 5 Expression patterns of TaUES gene in

wheat root and leaf under drought and salt stresses

2.4 TEXRIX TeUES ERRERREEIEIRH
MERBERFHFIHE

241 HEBEE FREBESMET, EY 4K
WMo R R, Jik, & 1 & A
TEAFE 0 ~6 h LK 24 h 72 h 120 h BHRE LA
FEARI e I 2 e i 2 =, Bl 30 B[R] A9 SE 4K
HpAE RURN G FE DR bR R A IR & i R IE TR
B ry A e i 35, WAz #h i  PEG 4b3E 6 h
i B A R ORI R TR bR R I I R 1 A AR 1 IR
WEAF,24 h BPWSA R R, G 72 h S5 IR & & X
FRe it AN A Bk 2 76 AS [ i a] o5 A AR 1 e

A (K 6A.6B)
2.4.2 BB THHBFEE HWha T, BAER

FIEE SE R Bk 22 H v Na ™ Al AR 2 5L B A A ] (9728
fh e Bl e A ) A < T3, RO R R AR R
R IR R A 22 5 A LA 92 b B 72 h )5, 45
FESEPRIBR 20 R H Na * (058 85 0 A U HE I i g
IR 7A) T KRR AR Na* AT,
Joipi R B A B S R LR RR R b KT AR R
ZEHIANTK, W0 6 h B R Kk 05 B
JERFRER K 5 I TR (B TB) . A ES
T HCAY AR AR B Bt ) A S, LB i, F
I8 72 h WP R DR R R ] AT S A B A A B S L
(K7C),
2.4.3 #HEMETERFWFHEST

Xt iR R AE I /NFE L 3 5 3 P R F e 4
MR B, A — 2 22 B R A8, 1 10 i 70 56 R B A8 o S+
PR R R, ARSI BT R I, X S

B WT
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TaUES7
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A :Salt stress, B : Drought stress
BT BB TidRIE TaUES HEE
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Fig. 6 Changes of proline contents in tobacco leaves of

&6

over-expressed TaUES transgenic lines and

non-transformed control under salt and drought stresses
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GIRER LR AU R R 0 S R 03 ) Fh AR
A 0 mmol/L 50 mmol/L 100 mmol/L 150 mmol/L
200 mmol/L NaCl #J MS 5 37 3 L #i & , GiiT 45 5%
3d5d 7 dRFBARE, SSREREEA
0 mmol/L #1150 mmol/L NaCl ) MS 324k | b
ik TaUES BRI PR 2 5 WP A= B B Fh 8 & 3208 A ]
255, Bl R A v ER VR T 0 R IR G o, B A A
i IR TaUES 3 P BR 2 B0 1 30 10 il 2
i, $HACHS i3k TaUES FAR R B FP 75 £
Joth 3 ) R 2 555 T B AR R Rh 1 | i R GA TaUES
PRIk 2% 18 ol I A 38 W oy T BB A R 0 I R (T
8) . XULHH T ik TaUES $E Bk R M Fh T HA 5
SRV R, TaUES HE R 3 28 3K BRAZ £ v I 75 %k
TR i 52 1
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o wn
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S
S

0 2 6 24 72 120
NaCl 8 1E] (h)
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0 2 6 24 72 120
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Time of NaCl treatment
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0.6 mWT
05| EmTaUES4
| EITaUES7
jgi.g 041 wmTaUES9
+ s
)
X
Iy
3
ol 0 2 6 24 7 120
: NaCl fiHantE (h)

Time of NaCl treatment

ABIE TR B E TR C. MR T
A:Na* content,B;K* content,C;Na* /K" ratio
E7 B TERIE TUES BERKRFNBHPNEEFEETH
Fig.7 Changes of Na " contents, K * contents,and Na*/ K" ratio in leaves of over-expressed TaUES

transgenic lines and non-transformed control under salt stress
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