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Overexpression of TalLEAI and Tal.EA2
Genes Improves Salt Tolerance in Arabidopsis
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Abstract ; Soil salinization is becoming more and more serious in cultivated land in China,which poses a major
threat to China’s food security. Identifying novel genes conferring salt tolerance and understanding their functions in
salt stress adaptation are vitally important for improving crop stress tolerance. The late embryogenesis abundant
(LEA) proteins,usually encoded by a multigene family in higher plants,play a positive role in plant response to
abiotic stress. We have previously shown that overexpression of TaLEAI ,originally isolated in wheat, conferred salt
and drought tolerance in Arabidopsis. In this study,we isolated TaLEA2 gene from wheat,analyzed the physical and
chemical properties of its deduced protein, determined its expression pattern and promoter region,and examined its
function through overexpression in Arabidopsis. Furthermore , we reported the effects of simultaneous overexpression
of TaLEAI and Tal EA2 genes in transgenic Arabidopsis. The results showed that TaLEA2 belonged to the third group
of LEA proteins. TaLEA2 was likely a stable hydrophilic protein and rich in a-helix and B-turn, thus providing a
structural basis for its function in stress tolerance. TalLEA2 expression was detected in wheat root, stem, leaf , flower

and seed tissues,and up-regulated by high salt treatment. Overexpression of TalLEA2 alone ,or TalEAl and TalEA2
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simultaneously , conferred salt and drought tolerance in Arabidopsis, with the transgenic lines exhibiting higher

seed germination rate, longer root length and higher chlorophyll content than the wild type ( WT) controls.

More importantly, the double overexpressors displayed a higher level of stress tolerance than single overexpres-

sors and WT controls. This study generated valuable information on the function of wheat LEA genes in salt and

drought stress, which may facilitate the deployment of these genes in enhancing crop tolerance to abiotic stres-

ses in the future.
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RAEFF NG & B I K o & 4R K AR 3
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T e T RE &2 e, R £, H
Yy LEA 8 1 E AT AR 98 09 35 K M RS e 1 | FE AT
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BT I 5 K IR LEA SR FE AL Y
T e Rk T A A AR o B R R ) ) B R T
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YRR E 24, W RREZEN, A%
TR A A SRR S I EhAE ). W0 G. Z.
Qu ZEO NSRRI Y LEA LD K BZIP JEH %5 A
TR CaMV 35S JA gl Nt ik | WU A i e ik e Bk
PRI 2R AT ER A0 52 e 0 e T3 AR A8 N B R R i) 3R
IR FEIAR R, NaCl 38 T, 7 WUBE R bR 3R 5 0
FEIRR R A B, N B A AL, R R R,
VLB A LEA Rl BZIP W3R 55 A\ —~JE F AR
RACINDNC R SRy @: kg NI STER i SO =R A I SIS /TE9d
S-SR A A 157 % LS. Zhou 2511 Mg R £ B ( Salicor-
nia europaea L. ) WV Na ™ /H * 0[] i & (1 5
NHX1 5*@%&%%(%1”@[% hortensis L. ) BT,
B UL BADH AR rf AR [ ) 25k 45 R & B
SE PR 5 B DRI Ry L B PR 5 DR R ) LA o ) T
vk, IR RE UL NHXT FI BADH X3k R 354 Ak nf
A=A T b sl R AR T VR RO, T h A5 R
58 T B DR A R ERASCR

EISYSHIEERTIBURG = I YR en 1 W kN ) S 5]
T/NZE LEA1 11 (Q8GV49) Fil LEA2 7R 11 ( Q8GV48)
IR 5, E NCBL b 4% 21 H X R 1) 58 88 cds JF51,
GenBank % [ili 5 AY148490. 1 Il AY148491. 1, HJ} Ta-

LEAI £ TaLEA2 3EH, TaLEAT 3 R 78 $U e 7
W 60k S B R TG S R R ) % T R 4 AN T
BT Rk AEAE K TaLEA2 FE R AL
IF, FH 35S R ah e ik, 45 5 3 BH 4% 3k I B e T 7
10% PEG6000 } 0. 8% NaCl £ 37 3£ | K 31y 4
THFAE A UL B TaLEA2 3 R 7E KL 4 7K 43 96 35 7
i ] g B AR, (A R T, B R bR R
HEAT T R LR sy rai s, AR e
DI/ TaLEA2 RWFFE S IE IR F Y H AL
P40 B L R B I ) 2 o b i Bk b 1 A
IR IT h it %38 TaLEA2 3N | 3 — 2 B 3E Ta-
LEA2 £ T A2 N, RIGH Ta-
LEAI &R TaLEA2 SR 35 A JF , 0 9% 2
A5 DA [] e 7 480 R T e sk 3 58 X 4 v A )
PERYVE T, I FL 43 M T U3k R 5 56 DR AL 9 5 o
FE PR FE AR ) P03 85O, O LEA LR 4T AL
PH A A 5 F1 22 5 R L 2 4 5 R ) Bt M A R
AER

1 #MR5EFE

1.1 #RFnEH

INZE AR R 2 19, SR T AE S TR Col-0 7Y,
KIGFFE R A DHS o, A FT B RIPE R GV3101, LA
AR S PR AT AL B BEAE YRt
FEATPLI IR
1.2 TaLEA2 BEERERRIESH

HHE TaLEA2 IR ( GenBank 55 : AY148491. 1)
AT 514 LEA2- gene (52 1) , LI/INAZ SRR 42 19
FRFR RNA S s 3R-A9 A cDNA AR MG T Tal EA2
R cds §738 IFLU/NE SRR ZZ 19 19 DNA R
WEARIEAT TalEA2 SR L0751 P38

MAE TalEA2 B cds J¥ 5111514 LEA2-RT
(1), Hr/NELEIEH F 350 mmol/L NaCl £ i
JAAREBTE (2 h.6 h.12 h 24 h 48 h) UL K A4
ZU(MR 25 o e FhF) R IAEEEL LI/ Tubulin
FREANZ 5T II0EL



3 EAF L 2K TaLEAT T TaLEA2 3 4R &5 5 35 DU R IR (A i £t 511

®1 KWETASIMIIR
Table 1 The primers used in this study

GIL/EN SIYFFI- Em 514 (5-3")

Primer name Primer sequence-Forward (5'-3")

I FA- 51 (5-3")

Primer sequence-Reverse (5'-3")

LEA2-gene ATGGCCTCCAACCAGAACC TTACACCAAATGGGCGGAAA
LEA2-RT CGCACAGTACACCAAGGAATCAGC GCGAACGACCAAACGAGTAAAGG
Tubulin GAGGCCTCGTGTGGTCGCTTTGT GCCCAGTTGTTACCCGCACCAGA
UBQ3 CGGAAAGACCATTACTCTGCA CAAGTGTGCGACCATCCTCAA
LEA2-Vec catgeccATGGCCTCCAACCAGAACC gaagatct TTACACCAAATGGGCGGAAA

LEA2-Pro-GUS-1 cgggatccTATGAGGAGGGTGGTTTC catgccatggCTCCTCTTGTCTTCTCTCTCAC

LEA2-Pro-GUS-2 cgggatccTCCTGGACCTGTCTTTAC catgecatggCTCCTCTTGTCTTCTCTCTCAC

LEA2-Pro-GUS-3 cgggatccGATTCATCCAAGCCAGAG catgecatggCTCCTCTTGTCTTCTCTCTCAC

1.3 TaLEA2 BEEFZ S

o REAS RN FER P41, il 3 ProtParam F/FXT /)N
A2 LEA2 25 [ 0 235 1R )7 5 3E A7 B Ak 5T 5347 5 1)
Fil SOPMA HEF7/NE LEA2 25 [ R i — 2 25 K T
Wt EditSeq F A4, ¥ 3 K P 51 B3 A SE 1R ) 41
FIF MEGAS. 1 27 #4519 Jotun Hein 7265 /N3
LEA2 LR 7515 HiAth LEA 8 & LR )T 51
HEAT HEXT, SE AR A% 20 BT 2R MEGAS. 1 #2456 19 N-J
., FIFH PLACE W3 78 28 43 Hr TaLEA2 3£ [H )3 3
T AT A AE A T
1.4 TalEA2 EEEYMREHEHE

WRAE TaLEA2 FEH 751 Fl pGFPGUSplus 2% 1A fiff
YIS 1) LEA2-Vee (JPHIILER 1, 1R ES
Y 535553 WG IN—A Neol F1 Bgl I B0 5) ,
A TalEA2 BRI 1 TaLEA2 3£ ) cds

JP8, B0 R B S 4% 2 pEASY-Blunt 5w B %%
A AL R AT B 4R TR, A 28 0 e 40 F 1 A f
2 Neol 1 Bgl Il W], 1% 4% %2 pCAMBIA3301 1
YRR I GUS FEH Z R 35S JA sl T2 5 AL
B (E 1a), sk PCR &M, 28] & TalEA2 3EH
(1) BHE Ak B kE 35S:: TaLEA2-pCAMBIA3301 , 1+
AR IT  BFSE TalEA2 LR TIfE

W45 TaLEA2 J5 3l )7 5 Fl pCAMBIA3301 #k
T 1358 Ja 2l F P A B0 467 55, 11T 514 LEA2-
Pro-GUS-1,2,3 4" $# TaLEA2 FEHJE )1 AR H B
FFHN O IR 1, BN W51 Y 57 3 43 3 i —
BamHI Fl Neol BEYIN 5, IM IR s T R BiiE =
pCAMBIA3301 #ifk [, B e GUS HEF Z A Y 358,
MR BRAR TaLEA2-Pro-GUS( B 1b) , WF5% TaLEA2 K&
K5 3h P AR A Bext GUS FE DR B 5h 22 3k Bk

Ncol Bgl Il

LB PPT 358

b pcambiaze —J—eE=—{ e

LB PPT 358

MCS 35S TaLEA2 GUS RB

Bam HI Neo 1

MCS TaLEA2-pro GUS RB

B 1 35S: TaLEA2-pCAMBIA3301 (a) #1 TaLEA2-Pro-GUS (b) Riz At ETEE
Fig.1 Construction of 35S:: TaLEA2-pCAMBIA3301 (a) and TaLEA2-Pro-GUS (b)

1.5 HEEMETRAERNRE

W5 B % Ak S5Ok 35S TaLEA2-pCAMBIA3301
B AT GV3101, IR IR ALE S AU TG I, 5%
fRIG R T, Fp F3E R F £ fr 1 4 Roibie,
ISR F ] (11000 Basta ) i 2 FH 4 A8 Bk, JF 42 B
MW - DNA, PCR R il H ) SE R, SRR IR T, Fh
T IFE S BRE A MS [ R RE 3 Bk 301
PRAR ST B RIRE 2R B AR T SRR ISR T, Fh -, 76 5 B

TR MS B ARREFRIE 00k R & AR Bk 43 5 ) 4l
HSVER . UIBEIT AtUBQ3 B (31T 5 WK 1)
YERNZ, I LEAL-RT 5191 (3R 1) X4 B bk R ST
RT-PCR K& , FH T )5 22 5% 35 U RE I Pt 14 o
Mro %TF TaLEAI F1 TaLEA2 SUE DR %5 3 DL B I
IS ik F) b, FO A 2 AN 3L DA A T 9 ] s 2 e
[ — SRR R, 56 FH 2 25 R 0 G R B0 1 | FmERR
FRVOF 0k, I 454 PCR K I 1% 45 5, 45 21 [ i &
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TaLEAI F TaLEA23:PH B BHVERERE

Wt BAME AL FORL TaLEA2-Pro-GUS %5 AAFT
GV3101 J& i A< B0 B 35 18, 1 56 10 0
BEAbFE 12 ~ 18h, B B IEFE EHEF7,48 ~72 h WHUE
S R I T GUS Yefa,
1.6 FHEEMEITFHSEESH

% TaLEAI 5 TaLEA2 PR R SUEE IR A $UL R
T ER 3 A LA AR AR GE T3 B s 4l AR
SRS N E SIS S Y DN W & S = W &y
FIFHRCR SR 2R S JE I

B & LK AE A 150 mmol/L NaCl () MS -
M e s i B A AR RN R DXL 40U R T A ) b 43 B e
TR A NaCl BOBURNE, #5054 CHEIL3 d )5
BHTIRE (22 C) B, YRFamRc gt
s WA R 8 &, B R GE iR TR kR

MK S26 F JE R WT 7 R E MS AR
%, 5 d Ja, B A RS L RRR R & B 2
BNOHE RS 2= 5 100 mmol/L NaCl AU 19 MS
SR RS T dJE, R A AR,

BR300 3 A B LR WT R T 78 MS F
B & AEK 10 d ERBRE RESR L 54 (1:1)
RA L, BERBA S R, IER R FREEK 45 d 5,1
FELLIE R BETRE 350 mmol/L NaCl, 15 - W U Eh A
WG, RBRERVE W, Eh 030 8 d J5 WLESAR Y 7E £ b
I R FRAD I AR SRR

23 22 25 R A 22 80% T T K B4 2% i A
DUS00 4366 BE it ( Fullerton,, CA , USA) il 42 663 nm
1645 nm MO, MR EEITEAL N Chl =
(0.0802 x A663 + 0.202 x A645) / W, B Ky
mg/ g, HiH A663 | A645 3 il S I 4 2 AR I K
663 nm il 645 nm ZLMWIEAE , BAHRRIE 5 4
FERE, W AR R &, ST SR A 3 WK,

T SR S AT < K B A R DA R B B R 4D R I
T HEHEEMERA LCER T 5 a H 2: 1) K
F£25(22 °C,70% 1) ,12 h Y6IE/12 h BEEER)
IEH SRS UM I K 2 4 it R LR
FHNRA L CEFR L SEA G 2: 1) I &0
Wige 45 d J5, ARG I 40 1 2 3 AR D RN 45 1k it
K, R IHAAL 15 d JEIRE ALK, BK 4 d JESiTHET
AR R B AU R A 30 S i A 3 I

2 HR5HMH

2.1 TalLEA2 BERZEREIISHT
TE/NER P LS 3] TaLEA2 Y cds 751 (F

2a) LI DNA J¥ 91 ([ 2b) |, JP 40 53 Bt e R 58 8T
JHCEEHE A 543 bp , Zwfi 1 181 A SRR B
Jo, FHEIN 53 A2 L (pl) 23391 K 18.79 kD ATl
6.09, FEPH 4L 4f 2 5% 1 3 2 1k % 8% 1 1] 2 51 K
643 bp, B7 2 MM, R/ NI 61 bp 1482 bp,
1N, K/NR 100 bp,

M 1

750 bp 643 bp

543 bp

a b
M:DI2000 marker;1:TalEA2 &) cDNA PCR ' H4r=4);
2.TalEA2 ) DNA PCR 174
M :Marker DI2000,1:cDNA fragment of TalLEA2,
2 :Genomic DNA fragment of TalEA2
B2 TaLEA2 PCR ¥ 1
Fig.2 PCR amplification of TaLEA2

INE LEA2 ERWSERS T

iH 3] ProtParam X /N2 LEA2 #5125 R
FEHNHEA T AR BT 5B (36 2) , HAR PR 2 5608 (21K
FIER) BTk Ll 62. 8% , AR ETE RN 28. 19,45
RBINZE A RE SRR R A (MEREUNT
40) , Zat SOPMA B AHU /N LEAL 25 11 2%
SE, R IZ R I HA 80. 56% MY - 12LiE (Hh, alpha
helix) \3.33% [ B-%%ff (Tt, beta turn) .1.67% [ B-
F'JZ (Ee, extended strand) A & 14. 44% 14 JCHE )
i ( Ce, random coil ) ZE 4544, Hirp o- Mg S HE 28
MR 1 R A, B BRI LEA 2R 1455,

*£2 /IELEA2 WREBRBELERS

Table 2 The analysis of physical and chemical properties

2.2

of amino acid of LEA2 protein

FRAL A Physical and chemical properties SHTHE Value
FHFREL Number of amino acids 180
FRIEAEHE 14 Theoretical pl 5.99
R M = FE R LL A5 ( % ) Proportion of acidic amino acids 15
TPk R HEWR L 5 ( % ) Proportion of basic amino acids 15

e S FE2 H 5] ( % ) Proportion of polar amino acids 62.8
BRI Grand average of hydropathicity -1.05
AFEFEEL Instability index 28.19

TaLEA2 BEIR 3K 86 11 0 1Y 2 R 7 47 43 B (&
3) , RIHBEA 7 A1 11- 295 TAQAAKEKAGE)
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A IMe-TaLEA2 MALSNONOASYMAGETKARTEENTGONMOKAGOATEATKOKAGETAEATNG 80
Triticum aestivum LEAR  + + + + + + ¢t ¢ s s s 0 s nt b b s s s s MMOKAGOATEATKOKAGETAEATND 25
Triticum aestivum LEAS  « « « « « « v v e e e e e e s e MAGETNART. EVIVVSYSAYHFILLPRAC B
Agropyron mongolicum LEAS - - - « - - MLSWFGLAVR COMMGATKORAGQAPEATRAKAGETAEAT D M
Eremopyrum UiticeUm LEA3 - - - - . - MM B. . . - ATK COTTEATKOKTOETAEATKOANAGOATELTND &
JM18-TaLEAZ KasEaXK@rETaoTaalax seskooTWEsrLBexTlacKkoKAdAELATELLK 0
Triticum aestivum LEA4 KasEax@KTaoTao MK seskooT@srL MExTMAAKONALELTEARAKR TS
Triticum aestivum LEAS l\fl!ﬂoll‘:!LlCIGl DocacoP - HORHOAMORRDGROHAQALEGRR T7
Agropyron mongolicumLEAZ KA GEAK@ETACTA QMK AEsKkDoT @S FLBMENTHAAKONALETLEVAK M
Eremopyrumtriiceum LEAS K AGE A K@ETAOTA QLK A0TKDOT RS AL BEXTHAAKOKALETAELAN ¥
JM1S-TILEAZ axtsevaMvacenfsoanov T feavachfRTSGVLOQASETVYNLAVYVGA 180
Triticum asestivum LEAS Ok TSETAMYAcERMS DAY TRRSAVACKEKTSGVLOQAQASETEYNAVYOA 15
Triticum sestivum LEAS GQG. .. - Mocroc@MaecaoGPRRRM. .. 0cP@RO. .. LPRRED. "
Agropyron mongolicumLEAZ K A S ET A My ToEn@soTTOY TRRIAVACKENTG ]
Eremopyrumtriticeum LEAS QK ASET My acEn@sca s o v TRMIAVACKENTEIVLQQAGETVYNAVVGA W
JM18-TaLEAZ KDAVANTLOGMNGOODN THTAKDTTTEKI TROH "
Triticum aestivum LEA4 KDAVANTLGMGODN THNTAKDTTTEKI TROMH 1
Triticum aestivum LEAS "
Agropyron mengolicum LEAS 1w
Eremopyrumitriiceum LEAS K D A VAN T L GMGGENATKDTTTGATTROTATTRNN, e

B

JM19-TaLEA2e
Triticum aestivum LEA2
Triticum aestivum LEA4

{ Triticum aestivum LEAS
Agropyron mongolicum LEA3
JM19-TaLEA1

Hordeum vulgare HVAI

. _| L Triticum aestivum LEA3

Eremopyrum triticeum LEA3

Oryza sativa LEA3

31.2_ . . .
30 25 20 15

T 1

10 5 0

Nucleotide Substitutions ( x100 )

A:TaLEA2 S5HABAEY) LEAs ZHERRIF LN, FRIZFRIR 11- BILMIETCIF S ;B TaLEA2 5 HAUKEY) LEAs SEALR 734

A :Sequence alignment of TaLEA2 with other LEA proteins, The 11-amino-acid repeating motif is underlined ,

B : Phylogenetic tree of TaLEA2 and other plant LEA genes

B3 TaLEA2 5 LEA RIEEEBRF 51 R#LE T
Fig.3 Sequence alignment and phylogenetic tree of TaLEA2 and other plant LEA genes

FA R 3L TT 7 51, 3 46 35 T8 7 91 L B BH /N 22 LEA2
HAJETH 3 41 LEA &, R adr ks, 5
[E#:1 LEA2 \LEA4 LEAS FIVb 7 51 LEA3 SAE TR
— 33, UE A 19 M ER R LEA2 3£ K ¥ 50 AL,
BN S EE LEA4 L% X 2R,
2.3 TalEA2 ERHIRIEER

i i G E i PCR W Bk, W5 Ta-

a
Oh 2h 6h 12h 24h 48h

Tublin

2

| o TalEA2

Ak R
Relative expression level
e B 2 ]
88823

0 2 6 12 24 48
JrsEmE (h) Time

LEA2 JEHTEER M0 T A8, & BLEh a6 kb 2
2h6h,12 h 24 h 548 h J5, TaLEA2 R fE/NE
R IR TALBERT (0 h) , HER MG AL HR
[ A TalEA2 FEPH Rk f R e T m e TR 3,
T 12 h Bf Rk (B 4a) , FE/NEARIRI414Y
HRZE I AR R A ek, ALl R Ak A
K (Kl 4b) .,

o

250
Tl EAZ

X ek
Relative expression level
v oS
S&oc &

R St L F Se
AEZHL Organs

a: B ENIOEE R PCR ST/ NER P TaLEA2 EIRAETE % A 2% 250 2 h 6 h .12 h .24 h 7148 h 53Rk,
b: 9EH6E ft PCR Kl TaLEA2 FEITE/NZER(R) (ZE(SL) (L) AE(F) FhF(Se) ik kit
a: Expression analysis of TaLEA2 under control and 2 h,6 h,12 h,24 h and 48 h of 2% NaCl stress in wheat root tissues

by RT-PCR and qRT-PCR,b:Expression analysis of TaLEA2 in root,stem,leaf, flower and seed tissues of wheat by qRT-PCR
4 TalEA2 BERRESHT
Fig.4 The expression of TaLEA2 gene
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2.4 TalEA2 BEhTFRERIERXIE D

W AE TaLEA2 3£[R ATG F 37 2000 bp 54153
514, WINZFE 4] DNA FR 5l T TaLEA2 FEIH )
Ja s FREE1 1032 bp (K 5) . 4381 sh i A6
Toi, BIGZIE R A — R 5 5%  ABA K 55 i
T ARSI AR FH TG , B . 55 Bt A 5 Y CBF
YERTCHA 6 1,5 ABA JFHEAHSCH ABRE fEF T
4 10 >, DPBF AEHITTHE 5 4>, 5 ¥ kb Fi K i
WASEH MYB YER T 15 4, MYC 1EH e 10
ANEE BT AR FH TR X A A 18 X K 2R A
Wil A sh R R A A REEE L (F£3),

M I

1000 bp — — 1032 bp

M :DL2000 marker;1: TaLEA2 J3 317 PCR ¥ 1724
M ; Marker DI2000,1;The PCR product of TaLEA2 promoter
Bl 5 TaLEA2 B31FH PCR ¥ 84 R
Fig.5 Identification of TaLEA2 promoter by PCR

. &
.
P

i

N N2
\: j - 4

&3 TalEA2 BHhFIRM1ERTHS

Table 3 The analysis of cis-acting elements in the promot-

er of TaLEA2
Cis-acting element ~ Number  Core sequence Function
A e $H Bl 551 ke
ABRE 10 ACGTG ABA
CBF 6 RYCGAC cold
RYC 3 CCAAT HSE
CRT 2 GTCGAC cold
DPBF 5 ACACNNG ABA
DRE 2 RCCGAC cold
LTRE 2 CCGAC cold, drought , ABA
MYB 15 VNGTTR ABA , dehydration
MYC 10 CANNTG ABA, cold

RT3 TaLEA2 JE 3hF DR, it 5| 90k
TaLEA2 J5 shF 75043 R 3 A X8 R B, K/N43 5]
& 870 bp.323 bp .93 bp, H ¥ HiE#: GUS i &3k
R, AT TR A= e F AL IR B, 53 &2 3R TaLEA2 )3 3))
F X4 870 bp 323 bp FERENS S 3 GUS ik,
fH.93 bp K/NMWJG 3N F A EA G 8l GUS £k
AE(E6) .

i
'
>
i

A:870 bp;B:323 bp;C:93 bp
Bo6 HLANLFNN TaLEA2 R FENE GUS BEEREHHRIE

Fig.6 Histochemical assay of GUS gene expression driven by the TaLEA2 promoter in tobacco

2.5 URIE TaLEA2 @B EIFTHHMBEINME
BE

Pl i 2 E i PCR W] TuLEA2 FERAEEY
AR FIR FE 3 N A B T, Rk R P A
FiK (K 7a), 150 mmol/L NaCl fiiif 5614 F ,3 4
Tl DRI R 2R AR e 3 e TP A Y (181 7h) |, i
1 IR TalEA2 FRTT LR 0 5 32 R Rk 2R A AR 6 i
R PE P A 0 A AT R RE T . R
J A AL ARPE T, e B AR R AR o 2 T B A
(Bl 7¢), HK 45 d IR IT,350 mmol/L NaCl 4k

FRJF RN FE DR 400 e o A L, B A R 4DL R I K 2
FEE(E 7). 3 AMEREE RN ER G 8 L E
fo T HPAE R R SR 2R S it (B 7d) |, e Rk
TaLEA2 PR FEAR B 3 A P i 5 AR A

[l | B A R R A% 35 DR 01 g A 39 v AE 4 A
THFE 45 d EiE IRk 15 d JREK, EK4 d )R,
B HF A= T ST A BB R B H R 38T, U
18. 3% 171G R FE IR T B e, A2 4
FERBR R K G A 5 2 e T AR AL (8] 7e ), UEA
WK Tal EA2 S PT DUAR R SR R DL EE T .
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== 358::TaLEA2-3

AtUBQ3

a b

E 2100

o — TuLEA2 B
=5 4 S5 8
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Fig.7 Overexpression of TaLEA2 in Arabidopsis confers salt and drought tolerance of transgenic plants
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Fig.8 Overexpression of TaLEAI and TalLEA2 in Arabidopsis confers salt and drought tolerance to transgenic plants
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Fig.9 Silmultaneous overexpression of TaLEAI and TaLEA?2 resulted in higher stress tolerance

than overexpressing either gene alone
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