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 OE. KFRE AR RO OsFHT TEKFER B A K & T G CHER , X — i f 22 B 58 R 190
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Abstract: Oryza sativa formin homology 1 (OsFH1) plays a crucial role in rice root-hair growth and development, and
the short root-hair phenotype of osfhl was changed by environmental factors. However, the mechanism of how
environmental factors interact with OsFH1 to regulate rice root-hair phenotype is still unknown. To determine whether
OsFHs function in the process of osfhl mutant root-hair phenotype recovery. The expression of OsFHs was analyzed by
qRT-PCR in the osfh1 mutant treated under 1/2 MS liquid culture and 1/2 MS solid culture. Furthermore, qRT-PCR
results were compared with bioinformatics analysis results. The results were as follows: (1) When compared with the
wild type, osfhl primary root showed a no root-hair. The osfhl mutant showed a shorter shoot and more lateral
roots. However, the no root-hair phenotype of osfh1 recovered under 1/2 MS solid culture treatment. (2) The expression
of OsFH16 decreased and the expression of OsFH17 increased in the osfh1 mutant from liquid culture treatment to solid
culture treatment with signifcant differences. (3) OsFH1, OsFH16 and OsFH17 all belonged to the Type II subfamily,
and all had cis-acting elements related to environmental stress, such as auxin, gibberellin, and anaerobic. OsFH1,
OsFH16, and OsFH17 may be located in the plasma membrane to perform functions. (4) Analysis of the tissue-specific
expression pattern of OsFHs showed that OsFH1 was highly expressed in the roots, while OsFH16 and OsFH17 were
lowly expressed in the roots. In conclusion, this study suggests that OsFH1, OsFH16, OsFH17 have conservative
structures and similar regulatory modes, and all three may function on the cell plasma membrane, therefore, OsFH16,
OsFH17 may be involved in the process that environmental factors and osfhl together alter the root-hair phenotype.
Overall, this study lays a theoretical foundation for the mechanism research of environmental factors and osfhl gene co-

regulation of rice root-hair development and proposes a new direction for exploring the function of plant formin genes.
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BCAR 1 (formin ) 2 21 A 9 240 B 28 22 4 19 G
B JE ¥ [N F ( Shimada et al., 2004; Xu et al.,
2004) . A B RN Bl W) AR R S5 R T A 4
FH1 ( formin homology 1) ,FH2 (formin homology 2) .
FH3 ( formin homology 3) . GBD ( GTPase binding
domain) | DID ( diaphanous inhibitory domain) , DAD
( diaphanous auto-regulatory domain) %% ( Janni et al. ,
1998 ; Peter & Magdalena, 2013) , H:H FH2 &HH
SR R AR AT R T BB Y G B 5 AL J L 2
SEE RS R A B EZAKYE (Janni et al.,
1998 ; Peter & Magdalena, 2013) , TESIFE Y H 1)
WF5E R, i P od i 2R A WLSh 8 F1 B A5 e Al
LIRS AR AR SR B AR VR AR DT IR 45 Bl 4 B
4L R e A A 4 (Shimada et al., 2004 ; Xu
et al., 2004) . T 4F 3k (9 WF 58 3= B, 4 ER Y 1 Bk
Bnipl F Bud6 kK 3t [ 58 A5 0] | B Xof 15 Tt A%
724 Bnipl FRGSARIY | 23 B AR TR RE I A FH 8 0 0
o E A S U (Graziano et al., 2013; Juanes &
Piatti, 2016) , X 26458 R W 1AL S 5 40
MR B A KR E U R B S8y 224, A ] BE
Z 5 RERHRBUAN R IR A

i -4 Bl BT o | el = S B E e [ 27
ANSEwEEE I 28 AR R AR A0 LSl B A

LK A0 A M AR K B BR , S B e i K A K
(Luis & Magdalena, 2012) , #ARGIF AtFHS 11t %
TR AR T 4 A A e R A A T G 5 A A 00 DU 41
HTHRER LT (Yi et al., 2005; Pei et al.,
2012) . K fF OsFH5 {2 ffi G-actin B {K 8¢ Actin/
Profilin BC& W1 i A9 WL 3 2 F1 3R & A%, I8 45 4
YIS (Yang et al., 2011) o IE4), OsFH15 i
Z 5 KRR A K &K E (Sun et al., 2017)
FEY) Y A K T [ I 32 38 35 4% PR 3R RN A0 L ER 85 1Y)
e [F] R, AN PR AT 9B 5E A B, KRR R 1
KX OsFH1 7] R i AR A K S 5K RER B
IR o TEAS IR B9 15 5 2 08 (R RS IR Bk 3%
B K EE ), OsFH1 1Y 588K A7 AN [R) i R 24, 7
[R5 57 L Y T, B GEAE OsFHT 3 R 8k 2% A9 15
B, AR AT K IEH A (Huang et al.,
2013) . HiC AT BEFR R 0 A58 PR 2 AT AR A o
FAME S8 BT YR AN OsFH1 Y SR 1 R A9 AR B A%
PEAEK, B KRS B8R (156 ] OsFHL 5 3085 P 22 3k
[ K AR B A A K, FEX AN B, Ab
SIS SR o ok AR IR e KR R Bl R A T G i D
OsFH1 B& PR A LS 307K R A 6 09 1E 5 AR K AT)
A FHRF AL, S5 A LY 2 H 22 18] W] RE A7 1R
Re IO, — > HE K T e % 2k 3 BUH W) Bl 5h
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kA . IS AR XS KA osfh1 SEAR A B BR 111 50 2234 14 5 M) 1813

WA B B i B Bl LAt 58 R 5k kh— 5 4
3 G B R A 2o 4 Ak S R R R I NrCatl
NrCatd , SRl B — A SE R & 51 oy — AN LR R ik
R AL R B T A 5 ] [R] s 5 AR D)
S 3K FC T A B P B P (955, 2018) . HEWiE
i H KB CLAVATA3 (CLV3) RHZKREH
fitt CLAVATAL (CLV1) 4 a i BE AR <1 i B S A
Il YRR T A AR S (Cara et al., 2016) , 7E
Plrg IF B, 2 CLVL Sk R J5, 5% R F IR Y
BARELY ANY MERISTEM ( BAM) 2 ik & 34 /i L)
M CLVL 1Y % 5 i il 1Y 25 Y Bl B4 ( Diss et al.
2014 ; Nimchuk et al., 2015) . Fatima %5 (2004) L)
SR R K B E R R KRS R B R SR
17 AN, I H IR 43 18 % ) 45 A8 A~ AR i, B
EIFEYIBE bl At B B AR U, R,
RIRFAEBEIGE FRAMET  osfhl RABKREAK
YR S S 15 A6 T RE A FH At K e i 2 1 R PR 3R GA
FEAE AR E R SE B , AR B ST AE 172 MS [&44
BE g% ([EEE) A 1/2 MS WRARRE R 58 () &1 T,
3 ML BEIK RS osfh1 AR A I DLW A U AE BRAE R
X B S B RO R B I Rk AT b,
A, a6 K R BB R R R AT A AR B
A3, U 7K e Bk B 1 280 R T RE I D BE , X T
AR IE N T RE AT HE— PR &

1 #HEF®*

1.1 &3

JIT R FH B 0 4 AL R KA T-DNA i A 2828 1
osfh1 ( PFG-1A-08638 ) K j () B A AU 7K A
1.2 ## b2

58, 0.1% WK = 0T 55 osfh 1 2EAR {4
FEFAEROKFERD T 8 h, ZETC6 S R b AT 2F 36
h(37 C) ;PR 28 A 74595 5 d Je BURE, 2%
24 26 ClEEL, 16 h GIE 8 h TOOLIHFF AL, 4K
J&  fHH 70% S EEXRT 25 K21 osfh1 S8 AR R DL K B A=
ARVFR - HEATIH 3, B 1 min, T 2 I, B
o B IS BRI 2% A B RN TR IR
4% 30 min(37 °C,60 r - min™) 5 FEATIE UE B
HEESE LG B A F B T 1/2 MS ( Murashige and
Smoking culture medium ) BRI ER S d )5 H
BE, MR 26 CIEE, 16 h YR 8 h JCOLTE 3
Ab 3

1.3 RERBUYE

FIFH Nikon B Fll Imaging View . f#{ il 1
ARG, R H Image J W &8 AR B, A H
Microsoft Office Excel HEf7 50838 B 58145 .
L4 £YERDHT

i3 TAIR (https ://www. arabidopsis. org/ ) 2K HX
IFEIT AtFHs 3 H %), {#i ] EnsemblPlant 204
(http://plants.ensembl. org/index. html ) T £ 7K #F £
FALT 81, DAL IF AtFHs 15 2 2% 7 51§ 1]
TBtools v1.089 7K F8 5 A 41 v bb %o % 5 7K R il 2R
MM R, i3 MEGA.7 1 Clustal W 53 Ho X
BRI 1Y sy v, O3 i S8 45 s Ml R g itk Ak
1}, Bootstrap fE 1% A1 000, WLHE 45 H 5k L K Ty
figif X NCBI CDD # 17 43 #7 ( https ://www. ncbi.
nlm.nih. gov/Structure/ bwrpsb/bwrpsb.cgi) . & H
L B A5 ST 1 8 aF MEME-Suit #8547 20 87 (https://
i if Rice

meme-suite. org/meme/ ) , Genome

Annotation Project (http://rice.plantbiology. msu.edu/
index.shiml ) 28 5 i 8 F HE A K6 i 5 91, i 5
PlantCARE ( http://bioinformatics. psb. ugent. be/
webtools/ plantcare/html/ ) (3% 73 11 i 3l I XA H
Jof, FE MultiLoc2 ( http ://abi.inf.uni—tuebingen. de/
Services/MultiLoc2) W3k [ 4% 7K #F M2 1 Loc number
T K RE B B O 4 g 3% 3K 38 & The Rice
Annotation Project ( RAP) (https://rapdb. dna. affrc.
go.jp/ ) BCHE FEARIBOK R AR 1 g (0 1A S8 SE TR A Ak
oy T AR SRR PR SR OGS
B i 4d RiceXPro %0 % J& ( https://ricexpro. dna.
affre.go.jp/ ) AT K A8 WA L ZH G363k (AR Fh 1~
W M EAER > AEZG RE MERS AOSZLZY) B ; i 1A
2R H] TBrools Hiff,
1.5 BERESHT

K FHSEAESAE W H AR AT BR 2 W] EASYspin plus
) RNA $i B0 3 32 IR 15 LA R o 15 Ak 3 Y
PP A RUF osfh 1 AR RAR R U145 RNA . 3 A 1
pe FIHR R ZH 210 & RNA il oF Thermo 2 %% 5% i
& A AR 1 BE cDNA, JFF B 20 £ 45 . A
Ky g1l A AT BT IR A2 i E R E R
IRARIFATSIME (K 1) . qRT-PCR ¥ 34 1E1E
[ HE S qTOWER3G L AT, RAAS [7] Aub 24 Ay AR 20
UG SR cDNA AR, B FH K Rl 2R 1 A R
VY R F BEAT I3 5 IR LA Ubiquitin AF 9 N2
W IEM 5148 5'-ATCACGCYGGAGGTGGAGT-
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3, I 5l ¥ N 5'-AGGCCTTCTGGTTGTAGACG-
3, VG R R A RN 10 pL, Hh & A 2x
SYBR Green 5 pL.2.5 pmol - LT IE[A 514 1 ulL,
2.5 wmol + L' 5% 1 wL FiHR cDNA 3 pL,i%
3WHE , B Y NG PR B 40 4, PCR
ZM.95 C R YE 2 min, 95 C FZ28ME 15 5,55
CTBK 155,72 C T 20 s, T qPCR soft
4.0 BAF R EAE AT 53T

2 HREH4H

2.1 K75 osfhl RT{EFR A

PAZKRE osfh1 278 P DA B B A AU R R4 7 (381 855
TR A A B KRS AR B R AL B, osfh1 5875
(A Hb 13 A B LU A AR, S L7 [ AR 37 Ak 3
Jo B A AR S A AR ER A —E K (Bl 1. A-B),
osfh1 ZRASIR FARECHF AR AR | HLAE [ RS 3R A B S
7 A U osfh1 58 A8 4 AR AR R A — i 34 (&
1:C-D), osfhl RAEMKFARLE 1/2 MS WARE; 774
PF R MR E , MRAMRAE 1/2 MS BERE; 3 A K
B, FIRMERMGR] —E R E HEF B (K 1.
E-F), XEW 0sFH1 3£ HZ 5K AR LT K
PEEFRREMER LT DA CEER, IFH
osfh1 ZEARRAE R [R PR EE T 22 AU & A A8 e BH A 8%
K2 S OsFH1 BE PR ) 58 A8 2 R] 4 FH ele 28 7K R
FARMRERA, AL BIEEIET 1Y osfh1 MIFR A i
RN RORER IS
2.2 qRT-PCR 3T R EINE T EF £ B AN osfhl R
ThEREARGEERARRRIEZETH

WFFE NN, 45 48 5 5 A oL 25 11 n] BB ATl 28
LA TIRE , 1 [F) — S i % 25 44 Dy Be A A 2 B ( 9
¢, 2018;Nimchuk et al., 2015) . F, BEAX
T At B 5% AR AT 8 AE A 7] 8 55 I R AL BT osfhl
BRI 1) AT — 2 DI fg, %6 T,
AHFEE ] qRT-PCR H AR XT [ 15 W 15 40 FE T 19
HY AR LA B osfh1 58 78 (AR F 9 Bl 2R 1 580 1 Bt
FERFRIR AT W

N2 AT LA 55 55 450 R WG 3] 31 55
i, osfhl 28 7% 4K iy OsFH3 ., OsFHS5 . OsFHS .
OsFH10 ,OsFH11 , OsFH13 , OsFH17 335 & F
OsFH1 ,OsFH2 . OsFH4 . OsFH12  OsFH14 . OsFH16
Fk T, M OsFH6 OsFHT ,OsFH9 ik & 7%
b, o, OsFH16 7RSSR ik 1 KR BT 4

K1 KBEHEBZFRK qRT-PCR 5| #i&it

Table 1 qRT-PCR primer design of OsFHs in rice

Al K .
ERER e I g
ene L Primer .
Gene ID L Primer sequence

name direction

OsFH1 0s01g0897700  Primer-F CCCAATGATGCCACAGTTG
Primer-R TCAAGGTGATGATGCTGAAG

OsFH2 0504g0461800  Primer-F CGCACCGAAACAGCAGAGCAG

Primer-R TCGATCATCTTCTCGTCCAGCC
OsFH3 0s10g0119300  Primer-F TCCAAACTGAGAGTGTTTGC
Primer-R CTTGTTGTTTCTAGCTCGAG

OsFH4 0s510g0347800  Primer-F GACCTTAGTAAAGATGGCTC
CATTCTGTTCCCTGTCCTC

CGCTCTTCCGCAAATTCTTCC

Primer-R
OsFH5 05070596300  Primer-F

Primer-R AGTAATCCCTGTACTCATCCTC
OsFH6 0s08g0280200  Primer-F TCTGTCAAAGTTTCAAGTGCCG

Primer-R GGGATGGAAATGATGAAAGGTC
OsFHT 05020794900  Primer-F TCAAGAAACCGCCCGATGG

Primer-R CTGCAACACCTCTTATGTGG

OsFH8 05030204100  Primer-F CAACAACGGGAGCACGTCAATGCG

Primer-R TGGCGATGTTCTGCGCCTTCTTGG
OsFH9 050820431200  Primer-F GCATTCCCAAGGATGGAGGT
Primer-R CTTCAATTCAGTGCAAGCTCC

OsFH10 05020161100  Primer-F CGCCATCTTTCTTCTGGACCAG

Primer-R TTCCGTGGAATGACTCGATAAC

OsFH11 05070545500  Primer-F GCCTCATCTCTGTGCAGCTC

Primer-R CCAATCCACACTTGACCCATG
OsFH12 05040245000  Primer-F CTGGTTTCAGGCTTGTTCTCCC
Primer-R GCCAACCGCCTTTCTCACAATG

OsFH13 05070588200  Primer-F TTGCCTTCGAGAGAGTGGATG

Primer-R TCGGATGATCTCTTTAACCACG
OsFH14 05050104000  Primer-F AGGGAGGTGTGCTTACTGG
Primer-R TAAGCTCTTCCTCATTGGTG

OsFH15 0s09g0517600  Primer-F TGCAACCAGGAGAACAAGGTG

Primer-R CGCAAATGGTATCGCAAGCAC
OsFH16 05020739100  Primer-F GCAGGCAATCGGATGAATGC
Primer-R ATGGACCCTGACTTGTGGAG

OsFH17 0s04g0100300  Primer-F CGCCATTCAAGAAGTCGCC

Primer-R TTTGGATTGGCAGTAACTTTGT

V&, 9 H 5B 4= R rh OsFH16 F1 OsFH17 33k #
A, A OsFH16 OsFH1T WA W] g2 5 3R 4%
FIHATREZ B OsFH1 W IEES 1 OsFH1T KIRE
5 osfhl AR B RSN ERENX — I FE
L H AR A S WS R A T osfhl
A A= TR A OsFHs 23k, E— 20 TR
AT OsFHs FRikfash g5 R LK 3, MWE
3 AT LA Y, DK 85 380 [ 85 rf B AR B DL % osfh1 A4
W OsFH3 . OsFH5, OsFHT. OsFH10, OsFH11 .
OsFH13 OsFH15 £l — 8RR LIHE
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A. BPA TR osfh1 SER AR MY AR AR B. BF A RIA osfh] S AR/ EHIE R, C. BFAE BRI osfh1 8B MR LY R
Rl D. BFAETIR osfh] SRR EARK AL A5 E. BF A RUR osfh] 287 (R MR ERIRTL; F. BFA R osfh] AR FRREK
MK, LC. 1/2MS WiRR; 5%, SC. 1/2MS E{RR; 3% (P<0.05) , T,

A. Phenotypes of the aerial parts of wild type and osfh]l mutants; B. Length bar graphs of aerial parts of wild type and osfhl mutants; C.
Phenotypes of wild type and osfhl mutant roots; D. Bar graph of wild type and osfh1 mutant taproot lengths; E. Phenotypes of taproot root-hairs
of wild type and osfh1 mutants; F. Length bar graphs wild type and osfh1 mutant taproot root hair lengths; LC. 1/2MS liquid culture; SC. 1/2MS
solid culture (P<0.05). The same below.

K1 ORFEEFAE I ogfhl AL MRAE AR AR BER SR80 25 S

Fig. 1 Phenotypic difference of wild-type rice and osfhl mutants under different treatments

OsFH12 OsFH14 OsFH16 #% FFEHS 1 OsFH1 . J2, i osfhl 248 th OsFH10 , OsFH15 33k &
OsFH2 OsFH4  OsFH8  OsFHY , OsFH17 335 A SR AR IR B 1Gn, (H L 3k b $5 5 B AR A — B,
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A-Q Z 5 EF A BUF osfh1 ARF OsFHs RIG M Rk w . /NG FBEFRR AR AL BT B A BUFD osfh1 22 [B] 22 5+ 3 M (P<0.05) .
T,
A-Q are the expression levels of wild-type and osfhl root OsFHs respectively. lowercases indicate the significant differences between wild-type

and osfh1 under different treatments (P< 0.05). The same below.

2 ARAEIT ogfhl AL G HFAERL OsFHs ZEH AR F LA

Fig. 2 OsFHs expression changes between WT and osfh1l under different treatments

I AR R T A A, WA R OsFH16 Fiki AR OsFH1T FiBEHEHM L, osfh1 W OsFH17
TR AATE ogfh] ZEBR RIS T e, BPAERR RBLSE LI IFHEFBE,
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Relative change rate is the OsFHs expressions of the osfh]l mutant
and wild-type root under 1/2 MS solid culture treatment ( SC)
compared to those under 1/2 MS liquid culture treatment (LC).

K3 1/2 MS [E55H1 1/2 MS W3 OsFHs
AIXT F IR BT Cosfh 1 5 87 A RUAH EL#R )

Fig. 3 Relative expression analysis of OsFHs under 1/2 MS

solid and 1/2 MS liquid treatments ( compared
with the expression level in wild type)
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Fig. 4 Phylogenetic, conserved motif and protein domains analysis of OsFHs in rice
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Fig. 5 Cis-acting elements predicted in the promoter regions of OsFHs
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Y FIIETOAH I SE . UL, A5 AR b i AR R
RUR] RS2 38 2 AE K F DA KR 8 RO OG5 - 3 I
¥R E A RV N R S R,
W40 M 5E A7 F W] OsFHI . OsFH4 | OsFH6 |
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Table 2 Information of rice formin proteins
HHEEHE Protein properties FENL T Location predictor
e AR I\ e b = IR . Wi akes
A 2 R D o %%E&ﬂé% S %Eﬁ.h't SFEE T‘ﬁ{)\JHlﬁ..Wmner T.dl(eb All
Amino acid ~ Molecular Isoelectric Molecular Prediction website ;
Gene name Gene 1D Chromosome . . . . .
residues weight point weight Winner Takes All
OsFH1 050140897700 1 244 27 081.3 6.726 29 -0.291 803 iipistaiiny
Cytosol
OsFH2 050420461800 4 833 88 904.1 8.593 54 -0.359 064 Ha4h
Extracellular
OsFH3 0s510g0119300 10 417 46 634.6 8.682 83 -0.330 695 Y TRLN
Mitochondrion
OsFHA 051020347800 10 855 93 421.6 11.598 5 -0.561 754 JEAAR 2 LIS 200 A
Plastid, cytosol, nucleus
OsFHS 050720596300 7 741 78 254.2 10.525 1 -0.657 355 JUiA Plastid
OsFH6 050820280200 8 481 56 441.6 7.850 69  0.008 731 81 R A S A A A
Plastid, cytosol, peroxisome
OsFHT 050220794900 2 1379 150 528 6.311 74 -0.376 795 41 i 5
Cytosol
OsFH3 050320204100 3 892 95 349 9.553 66 -0.512 444 JoT g
Plasma membrane
OsFH9 050820431200 8 520 58 251.9 6.419 62 -0.549 615 2t i 5
Cytosol
OsFH10 05020161100 2 881 96 468.4 579926  -0.366 969 IR AR
Golgi
OsFH11 050720545500 7 929 100 995 8.042 58 -0.374 919 i
Plasma membrane
OsFH12 05040245000 4 1270 137 947 5.141 94  -0.386 772 JoT
Plasma membrane
OsFH13 05070588200 7 774 83 814.9 8.723 01 -0.447 416 TR BT IR R A
Vacuole, plasma
membrane, Golgi
OsFH14 050520104000 5 830 90 226.7 8.429 25 -0.413 855 T 5T
Plasma membrane,
endoplasmic reticulum
OsFH15 050920517600 9 788 84 584.9 8.805 02 -0.337 183 B BT
Plasma membrane,
endoplasmic reticulum
OsFH16 050220739100 2 409 41 765.2 11.392 3 -0.576 528 iy
Plasma membrane
OsFH17 050420100300 4 823 86 801.9 9.293 19 -0.472 539 JoT g

Plasma membrane

— PR BK G LR 1 R 0L P BE A B D RE

IKAE R 20 L3R 3R 43 B R W, OsFHT TEK
FEAR &8 8 #2315, OsFH13 . OsFH10 , OsFH2 . OsFH4 |
OsFH8 .OsFH11 OsFH16 .OsFH1  OsFHS 7t 7K F& #
PRI Fe ik, M OsFH14  OsFH6  OsFH3 1EAR A
ik B RIRFL A, 72 W13 26 5l 2 1 580 A B AT
RETEAREREA —EMEM . KHE OsFH1 TEARFR IR
K5 osfhl AR R A (HAREB OsFH17
KAEBML(E 6),

3 WihEHE#®

TRREAR A by — Tl AL 2 1 4 10 o S A 45
1, Z SRR R IR 00 R BA | S
S A P R (2t 4E, 2020) . Salazar-Henao 55
(2016) BIFFEIN Sy 7K A AR 6 19 A < 2 30 ol R 8 6 Bz
20 B AR A A AT A S A E X AT R AT A A
AR RE I ANTE R . AR PR R 40 B AR Y
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Fig. 6 Expression pattern of OsFHs in rice

KHEE M, TR Y h# A —E WF5E, 40 AtFH3 |
AtFHS 8 45 1007 I A6 8 45 B M 2B K (Liu et al.,
2018; Lan et al., 2018) , IRIIT AtFHS A FHIFRAR
EIRASKE (Pei et al., 2012), KA EHIST £
B, osfh1 S8 RAR B I LA T, UL OsFH1 5
5 E A 2 (Huang et al., 2013), L4,
OsFH1 ZE7 PRI AR B R ARYBLRE 76 AR R A 5T () Ab B T
1B —E R, RUAER RS T osfhl 1t
FREBER AR, ETX 45048 &M h
JUT A 2] 1) 45 440 v B ARLARL %) 5k R 22 18] mT R A7 76 AR A
YE RS, K FE LR 5 2 5 BB S AE osfh1
FARE LT BUCIHAE ], T2 AR & 19 4 K ( Diss
et al., 2014; Nimchuk et al., 2015)

qRT-PCR 4 #r 45 & & /= K &5 B & A
OsFH16 OsFH17 7E 1/2 MS [E 55 A K 1/2 MS #i5s
T rhRiA 22 5 W3, KW OsFH16  OsFH17
AIRES 5 AN [] R 55 b P 20 A% osfh1 8 A8 (R AR B 3%
B ¥, OsFH16  OsFH17 #3F1 OsFH1 — k)&
T — K E ARG, A E 3R B
OsFH16 ,OsFH17 #5457 T 40 M 53 B2, 5 40 S F 5%
— B, BB R 0 A T AR A K A A AR

P AL i, I ELE I R A LS AR AR 2 A0 i A
P4 K (Billault & Martin, 2019; Cifrova et al.,
2020) . Jf H 4 m IF 0 5% R 52 T 0 — A,
AtFHS 38 28 5 6 76 4 A B AR 1 AR K i S Lz
iP5 (Liu et al., 2018) , FEARWFFH, OsFH16
OsFH17 N 4R A A W R IR & il S AR
KMECAE T4, 45 A I BE O 92 3% B R 11 ) g
Z54PUIR E W aa, ma G S AR A A R, R
OsFH16 ,OsFH17 HA7 ] 58 7] 58 327 21 PR 5% 1Y I 2 A
MR EE osfh]l 2278 S8 KRR B IR, Bt
G, Xt OsFH16 , OsFH17 335 # 3 47 0 #r & R
OsFH17 MRS B [ 35 3 3k 1 2088 , & B LT
FELE PRI A B OIS osfh ] 53 A8 R AR B 28 R0 A o %
h HLAG R /R (B T AR T B A T E
— R E,

FEXT 7K LR 11 0 4548 43 BT B R IR R 2 —
KN E [ OskHI2 5 H A i 5t A, A — A4
PTEN 454438, PTEN J& 76 A\ ST 8 44 Y O H 5L
K, PTEN F25@ o LB b= 54l j i 3=, of 2
38 2o 25 A BRI 2 A6 T 240 M BT ( van Gpac et al.,
2012), OsFH12 # A PTEN 25 4 3 3& B JL
A eI A 12 45 F4 E 57 7F 40 B A T 1 D 8, O HLIX
SR G545 R —3, Bk, OsFHI2 A
FIRETEAN M BT EAT [T RE, 245G OsFH12 M40
ZURIREIE , OsFHI2 A AT RES S E K &
H. A, AR 172 MS ISP T 1 osfhl
RASR A AR B i DL R K 2 TR AR, R
OsFH1 FJRES SR A 4h . $URE IF B 98t 2
FLAMNAR 9 A A 6 T 40 B R DL LS &R A
(18 PR B A0S X R A0 4 2, AT T i A AR
FLAEBE AR 4= K ( Barro et al., 2019; Fernandez et
al., 2020) , AUEE I FEIRE L BN & A L
IR 2R DRI K RS OsFHT A 0T G838 o o4 2 41
Ji - R A LB B AR K R AR AL 45

BT, X FRF MR E A FEKERELER LR
HAT T R B A FE D, IF HLUXT A R 20 45 0
5 R 5 DRI i o] 28 7R MK A2 6 UL i R
BEEH, ASHIE 5T O o AR F SR SR A B R ogfh] %R
ARG ER R K Rk & R A S BT
BN 7K e il 2 1 R G0 B B R AT R e Pk A AT
45 SR W A [ 4 3% 10 35 SR i), PR BE AR Ak AT REE i
OsFH16 \OsFH17 %5 3E R (1) o 48 DA B2 OsFH1 &
PRI PR B, 2 T A AR A P e] R AR IE R AR B (H
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