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o=, ﬂf%ﬁi?%.?(heat shock transcription factor, HSF) JEAHY) H B E A0 H4E K 1, iF 205 £ 0
HSF A3 Jeb X6 {5 5 360 (8 908 1) 30 45 A OG5 DR R A 7 90 42 T 542 i A P00 0 5 P B ), N9 s AELRR A T R AR
e Ab 3 55 0 5T h BTN A2 BB o WBIFSE HSF FE AR BT AR 5 G AE T I D BE I 0F 5 LR i R SC124 g bt
K}l RT-PCR BAR MRS Fr i BR8] — A K3 HSF RSN 4 Hodin 4 0 MeHSF10, 4530, (1)
AN 4K N 1098 bp, Zifi 365 R IEMRELEE , I H B X 75 40.7 kD, BESF B SR 8.15, S H B9
SV 240 A7 T Sk A A% . R T B 4 B 4 R B MeHSF10 5 XU JeHSF RS A HbHSF 11 4H 44
i, 73 50H 80.31%H1 90.54% , MeHSF10 KK A F P81 547 HSF 8 F 5 A AR <7 45 #4358, 41 DBD (HR-
A Core HR-B Core §fi AP FIEENIE S (nuclear localization signal, NLS) , 38 MeHSF10 3[R 2% 15 1) 25
EIF’%E? HSFC ZIRM G, (2) N53HT MeHSF10 R 7EARBA R A LU b i) IR0 B, R BRI TEAR S 11 41

LU R IR AT oM, G5 R R W] MeHSF10 B:RTEAR BT A AL b A £ib , 7EM P IR B R mE . (3)
MeHSF10 )5 8 F 17 5 o4 40 ¥7 45 3 7R H 5 Y% 82 (abscisci acid, ABA) I i ( ABA responsive
motif) \ T2iES (drought-induced motif) FIEAAN ( light-responsive motif) ZFJCHF, (4) Bkl R
W, MeHSF10 A BEBE T 521 ABA Ab3H B 5 15 T, MeHSF 10 F& [H 7 A5 =25 (¥ SR Jig A 3428 o 1o 788 vt
BEF TR, 25 EHIRERY], MeHSF10 JER W] BETERE Sk V-2 15 ABA A5 (109 AR B 1 52 3 Wi 7 1A 2
2R AR 5 R B AR 5T 35 A HE— A9 HAE AR SBT3 FR S5 A A o 1 D BB B8 7 BE A
KR RPEFRINT, MeHSF10, AEAWIINE , RIGAEMPEA R (PPD) , Rk
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variety of abiotic/biotic stresses, to improve the tolerance to high salinity and oxidative stress in plants. In order to
analyze the function of HSF in stress tolerance and post-harvest storage of Manihot esculenta, M. esculenta cv. SC124 was
used as cloning material. In this study, a HSF gene designated MeHSF10 was isolated from M. esculenta leaves through
RT-PCR method. The results were as follows: (1) The full-length ¢cDNA of MeHSF10 was 1 098 bp, encoded a
polypeptide of 365 amino acid residues with a predicted relative molecular mass of 40.7 kD and an isoelectric point of
8.15. Subcellular localization of MeHSF10 was predicted as nuclear localization. Multiple protein sequence alignment
showed that MeHSF10 shared a significant degree of sequence similarity with other HSF proteins in Jatropha curcas
(80.31 %) and Hevea brasiliensis (90.54 %) . The protein sequence of MeHSF10 contained conserved motifs of the HSF
family, such as DNA Binding Domain (DBD), HR-A Core, HR-B Core, insert sequence, and nuclear localization
sequence signal (NLS), these results suggested that MeHSF10 isolated from M. esculenta was a genuine member of the
HSFC family. (2) In order to analyze the expression profiles of MeHSF10 gene in M. esculenia, the expression data of
eleven M. esculenta tissues/organ types were analyzed, and the result showed that MeHSF10 gene expressed in all eleven
M. esculenta tissues, and the highest expression of MeHSF10 was in leaf. (3) Results of promoter element analysis
revealed that MeHSF10 contained drought-induced motif (MBS), ABA responsive motif (ABRE), and several light-
responsive motifs. (4) The transcriptome data results also showed that MeHSF10 was upregulated by drought stress and
ABA treatment. The expression of MeHSF10 was also induced in M. esculenta post-harvest physiological deterioration
(PPD) process. All the above results indicate that MeHSF10 may be involved in ABA mediated drought stress response,
and that MeHSF10 is also related with PPD and may operate mainly through ROS-regulated gene networks. Therefore,
these results offered critical basic knowledge for future gene function analysis of MeHSF10 in stress tolerance and post-
harvest storage of Manihot esculenta.

Key words: heat shock transcription factor ( HSF), MeHSF10, abiotic stress, post-harvest physiological deterioration
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HEP)FE 18 kA ad A2 o B e i Ak i T R
AW EE AL HLE] ( Ohama et al., 2017) . WF5R
SE I VIR T S 7 A R A i 7 I A 4 3 ek
v EAA AR, R 5 ] F (heat shock
transcription factor, HSF) & H: 85 2 ) i# 4% K+,
HSF A3 i % {5 55 38 6 T i 00 36 35 A 56 3% R gk A7
RS I % o5 M 4038 N BT A RE 1, HISF RES 42 5
FEMRAE R T 52 R0 80 Ab P 43 46 300 B v A i 227 g
FEAE ) I %t A A Pl e 3 A b BT R A 1R
H(Guo et al., 2016; Jiang et al., 2018; Zhou et al.,
2018) . HSF iR REAZHE =5 A 43 WA [R) A A= 4 Wy 3
fIRE ST, 1 TaHSFA4a W] 45 = 7K Ff 75 8 43 8 A BE
fIAFEBE ST (Shim et al., 2009) ; SIHsfA1 T 4275
e e T R B M A A7 BE J1 (Scharf et al., 2012);
CarHsfB2 W55 0L m J7 76 T 2 20358 v 19 A= A7 g
(Hao et al., 2016) ; AtHSFA6a 1 AtHSFA6b 1, A 42
AU R T TE AR ORI G IR B B b Y A A g
AtHSFA2 A48 S IR ST A6 2038 | i 3 Rl s A Ak KT
WES A ETERE J1 ( Miller & Mittler, 2006; Banti et
al., 2010) , HIL, NFEIYF A HSF 3 K 4 RE S &
AN TR AR 87 Yo A [ 336 35 Jolk a1 %)

AKEZE( Manihot esculenta) J2 ) 2 Al T #Hr K
P AR 1 X ) AR AR, TEFR D R A A
A 5.0x10° hm? , 4F = 5 2 1.0x 10" kg, 4F P~ (A
i 140 427C , J2& & [ Bl FiE $HT b X — B 8 2L
HILEAVEY) (BRI 2014) o A S 2T H A A
FHEAE XA RS WG IEAEY, v T 477 T
AL VERS AR AW SRR (TR MG 45,2014 5 Hu
et al., 2016; 31 % 2018) ., KB A GZ A KL
YT FINT 22 97 55 4 o, BB Sk (A e TR 7R SR AN
WS N, A AR Sy A= W Jo R R Y VT R B TR
Mo AN AR HAR R G 5 B R 5 A= B AR
Jit” ( post-harvest physiological deterioration, PPD) |
S BOHAR DT I [R)J  E S e THAE Tl A=
T IT & ) ( Zidenga et al., 2012 ; 5K 3R SCFIZEJF
%% ,2012;Xu et al., 2013), HTAl, & T HSF %K
TEARZE J 1Y T BE WF 5% 38 i A R iE ( Wei et al.,
2018, Yuetal., 2019) . KUk, FEpEAZE HSF A6
FEPRIF AT 2R 38 A, X ER AT 58 AR R B i 3
A PPD S EPHRBFEEEHEAEER
o ASAIRGE R i I AR S SR 20 B, i PCR
HOR FORE R — > PO s I 7 MeHSF10 H: A JF
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X} H G it 2 (R 9 A ST 45 A S RN E AL e R E AT
W14 TR) B % MeHSF10 £E+ 528  ABA
ARERAT PPD 2 A o Y e BB AT 2 B, Y
MeHSF10 F:H D g L yuii o FHLBE S %

1 #B 5T %

1.1 &

A58k B K AR sc124 g B
( Manihot esculenta cv. SC124) i+ [ #i 4l B
SEBE A AR W HR ST AR AF . FE A RNA $2 1L
RAE (5245 DP437) Il [ RARAE LR A R A
A), cDNA Jz % s il fl & (52 5. K1622) W A
Fermentas /A ®] , PCR SIW)H [ T A9 TR
A BRA R A,
1.2 M b2

PARBEZEFRAERKEN/NT (BEF3~4
AR VB HEM AR A FEFR T EI 1 1(V/
V) IEF AR, FRAEK 2560 d J5, BEHUE KR
OL—B AR ELHAE R F L SE Ak, R 20%
(W/V) PEG-6000 #EAT T AR H0LAh 38, Xof HE A R 5%
MR TEALFE 0.3 5.7 d Ja REARZE M F 5 TR
R R A AR VKA DR A7 5 100 pumol -
L' ABA JEATU80E b P 0.3.5.7 d i REARE
I R P VR0 R 5 A B A IR K A AR AT 5 B
B 10 D H AR ERMR , 8T 25 C .70% FHXT
MRS I RS FRAR N AT B 5%, 200 E 0.6 .12 48 h
HURE SR AR 9 A S5 o TR 80 VR 5 T A R I
UKFEORAE B FESL I 3 B2 A
1.3 EEEE

A3 RNA $2 B0 57 65 Fn iz 3 s ik v & ik
17 RNA 4& BN J2 5% 5k, R 4 K 3 W] I8 5 41
( Manes. 02G087400. 1) % it 51 # ( PI;
5-ATGAGCAAAAAAGA AAAAAAAG-3';  P2.
5'-CTAAAAGCC ACCACCTAAAAGCG-3") , LA K B
M F cDNA WHAR AT MeHSF10 K2H &1 414
P 2 pMD-18T #h K, 5 A6 K I T B I Pk ik
PH M 2R T B R A T T
1.4 £YEBRZENH

fdi 1] NCBI % BLASTp 48 2% H Ath 9y Fh o 1
MeHSF10 [R5 (%) 2 1 525 415 ffi ] Plant-mPLoc 4K
TSN 20 5 7 5 4 F NCBI-CDD 5 4 142 4 0] {4
SPLER B i i ExPASy ProtParam 1735 4 (5 Y B

WAL MR 437 54 5 5K FH DNAMANG # {4 it
1777 5 b X Fl F§ MEGAX 5 ) Neighbor-Joining
(NJ) AP I 3 2R Primer 5.0 2R354
FIJH Plantcare # 17 J7 2l 7 JC 14 43 81 (http://
bioinformatics.psh.ugent.be/ webtools/plantcare/html/ ) ,
1.5 EERREDH

Hg AR Ab A A i B I RN A P -0 ), X
7> AT i b9 58 35 A Wy B AT BR 2w 58 i, T
JFF 5 J& Hlumina GAIl (Illumina, San Diego, CA,
USA )., ffi | FASTX-toolkit ( http ; //hannonlab.
cshl.edu/fastx_toolkit/ ) # B 42 3k Jy* 1] FIIG 5 £ 7
%), #] | Tophat 2. 0 ( Trapnell and Pachter
LSalzberg, 2009) #A{F¥f clean reads FIA 2 HE K 41
ZZ Y] (version 4.1) FEAT HLXT K Lb x5 3R H
Cufflinks (Trapnell et al., 2012) &2 %% % 5% 41 4L
W SRR B VAT DA T AR, ABA
A HE B 2, T B ( polyethylene glycol, PEG) Ab ¥ Al
PPD it 2 o (1 5 K 2 35 7K P (i FPKM ( Fragments
per kilobase per million mapped reads) 7R,

2 HER G54

2.1 MeHSF10 EFE ) =E

A BB I AtHSF8 W (B 3 5.
AT3G24520) W& ¥ 5k 2 % 7 41, 18
Phytozome (3% H 4T BLASTp FEXIHE R, 155 T
— N R B R LM A ) 3 I )F S ( Manes.
16G116200.1) , R IZILF 515 1T 3,
Xif 0 3 P R T JE AR 8 — 4Kk 1098 bp 1Y
B 1), Zfi% 365 & LM, K Haah
MeHSF10 3K . MeHSF10 K& [H Fl 2 % ¥ 41 2 [6] 11
TE 1A 22 5 J8 T[] 78 (K 2) . MeHSF10
FHFPIEE 1AW TR 2 IR F . MeHSF10
A BT I H C oo Hogao Ny Ossy S 7, FHXT 43 F
H40.7 kD, IS & SN 815, AR E R B A
60.57,J8 TAFRE R M . 1A% I8 H o o 5000
AR, B PR SF S5 I M iR MeHSF10 £ 75
A HSF FIGEAI (& 3) , i — 2D E W] se B AR 3] 1Y
FEH AR HSF FEH
2.2 MeHSF10 S EBFIRBEEILEMNEZL S
i

7£ NCBT B4 )% b i Fl MeHSF10 3£ [H Y 2 1
BEES) RS, AT Blast 482, T 4R A IR
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Fig. 1 ¢DNA electrophoresis of MeHSF10 gene of Manihot esculenta (A) and location of MeHSF10 gene chromosome 16(B)

AF 1, Ho SR R (XP_021643078.1) R
AR (XP_020535025.1) B % 3 R e 510 AH B0 A
B, 90.54% 1 80.31% , 26 TR JF 4 H X 4%
IR, MeHSF10 55 () 85 H 751 & A HSF FEH XK
ORI ORSTF A I (18] 4) o 7E N i 6~ 100 24 B R 5k
FALE F A = LR SF Y DNA Binding Domain
(DBD) , 76 N ¥ 170 ~ 210 Z FE R AR A B 5 H
HR-A Core HR-B Core F1#fi A FF51, 7€ N i 227 ~
242 IR AR H AL B A B € {5 5 (nuclear
localization signal, NLS) , X 645 5 3 B MeHSF10
RN E A S T HSFC RIGE R, REK
B M 45 R BR, K MeHSF10 F1 % e #4 A
HbHSF R —ie , &SR 75— Bt fem (B 5)
2.3 MeHSF10 EERARRIES T
ABFFEE T T AR BIAE 11 DA LA
Qb 3L A 2 IR B R HE AT SY MeHSF10 3K 7
KA E AL iy R 8 A1 & ( shiny.
danforthcenter. org/ cassava_atlas/) . ‘B 1143 ] & I
(L), k(M) A5 (P) ,ZE2(S) , MZF(LB) , T
A HEL (SAM) AR (SR) , Zi KL (FR) , K T 35 43
AHLU(RAM) M EIRALZL (OES) |, P HiCHE IR 4
BitHEU(FEC) . 4559 7R MeHSF10 B 75 A [F] 40
LU IR IBACE A —HE FE i i b B R B KO
L TR A TR B AR A 41 41 FES . RAM Al SAM H
R (E 6) .
2.4 MeHSF10 2R EARMEFZH THRIES W
R 41 35 DX 20 08 | 38 5 X MeHSF10 3[R 4
RS L F 1 500 bp By 750 AT IS 3+ oo 4
Mrog xR Fhas 1 A~ TFRETn
MBS 3 /> ABA Wi Jii st ABRE (£ 1), K, 78
ABA A0 FUEL AL 538 T X MeHSF10 5& A (1)

RIKIKF AT 53 7. 45 R R W] MeHSF10 P 7E
ABA b3 R IR LU, BT R A R Rkl
L R T 2.3 2.4 5 (K T)

RAFGE MeHSF10 B& PR 5 AR E AR J5 A B
A (PPD) 2 B Z (8] ) OC &, XF MeHSF10 %& R 7E
AR S A B AR s AR P A 2R K AT T 4y
Mo 255 W R 7E R 5 A B AR i B MeHSF10
FEFMRA B Z2ES, £ 6 h B A i & A
A 570 12 h B3k B e g KT 3R T 29 4.3 £5548 h
JE R IR TR AR T 0 h (K18),

3 Wik 5 4k

PO S 78 A SR AR 24 R G015
BN S AR R R SF S5 89 38, 40 DNA 456 1)
fiEd ( DNA binding domain, DBD) | 5% % fk Iy At 1§
(oligomerization domain, OD) ZEN {55 ( nuclear
localization singal, NLS) & #3 #& & 55 45 # B OD
BYHE S AT L4 HSFA (HSFB Fl HSFC = A~ F %
(Guo et al.,2016) . ANFEMHEY T H A A —FE M
HSF Z A, il . oA 21 A, KFgh 25
A E AR 25 A N TR T 56 4, X EEAEY)
HER S A HSF 58 PR 5005 1 DR ~F 25 44 38, 947 LA
KINBEWF ST (Guo et al., 2008 ; Mittal et al., 2009;
Lin et al., 2011; Scharf et al., 2012; Xue et al.,
2014) 0 & T AR BB D, AR 5 B
MeHSF10 F:H 751 42K 1 098 bp, 4if% 365 2
SR, AN TR %S HSFC &% 1%
SPEERI (ZEESE, 2017) ARG A B TR B
7 MeHSF10 54 e B HhHSF F1FE XU JcHSF fiY
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10 20 30 40 50 60 70
1 ATGAGCAAAAAAGAAAAAAAAGAAGCGAATGCGACCAATCGCAGCTCCTCCTCCATATTTGCTGGGGAGAAGGAC
1 M S K K E K K EA NA TN R S S S s I F A G E K D
85 95 105 115 125 135 145
76 GCCTTGCTTCTTCCTCTAGACGCAAGTAGAGAGAAAAAAGAAATTATTCAACTGTGTAGAGTTTATGGGATGGAG
26 A L L L P L DA S RE K K E I I Q9 L C R V Y G M E
160 170 180 190 200 210 220
151 CCTAATACCATCGTAGCTCCTTTCGTCATGAAGACATATCAGATTGTCAATGATCCAGCCACTGACACACTTATC
51 p N T I VA P F VM K T Y @ I V N D P A T D T L I
235 245 255 265 275 285 295
226  ACCTGGGGCAAAGCCAACAACAGCTTCATCGTCATCGACCCTTTAGATTTCTCCCAGAGAATCTTGCCTGTTTAC
76 T w 6 K A NN S F I Vv I D P L D F S Q R I L P V Y
310 320 330 340 350 360 370

301 TTCAAACACAACAACTTCTCTAGCTTCGTTCGCCAGCTAAACACTTATGGTTTTAGAAAAGTTGATCCAGATAGA
101 F K H N N F S S F VR QL N T Y G F R K V D P D R

385 395 405 415 425 435 445
376 TGGGAATTCGCAAACGAGTGGTTTCTTCGTGGGCAAAAACAGTTGTTGAAGAATATAGTTCGTAGAAAGCATAGC
126 w E F A N E W F L R G Q K Q L L K N I V R R K H S

460 470 480 490 500 510 520
451 AAGGGCTCGTGTATGCAATCTAAAATCGAGGATTTTGACAATGAAGAGCTAGTTATGGAGATAGCGAGGTTAAAG
151 K 6 s ¢ M Q s K I E D F DN EE L V M E I A R L K

535 545 555 565 575 585 595
526 CAAGAACAGAGAGTTCTGGAGAAAGAGCTTGAGGGTATGAACAAACGGTTGGAGGCCACTGAGAGACGCCCTCAA
176 Q EQ RV L E K E L E G M N K R L E A T E R R P Q

610 620 630 640 650 660 670
601 CAAATGATGTCTTTTCTTTACAAAGTCGTCCAGGACCCTGATCTTCTCCCTCGCATGATACTTCAGAAAGAAAGA
201 Q M M §s ¥ L ¥ K V V Q D P D L L P R M I L Q K E R
685 695 705 715 725 735 745 é
676 ACTAGACAGTTAAATGACAAGAAGCGGCGGTTAATGATTTCTCCTTCGTCTTCGTCCTCTGGTGGGGCGGCAGTT
226 T R ¢ L. N D K K R R L M I 8§ P S S S s S G G A A V

760 770 780 790 800 810 820
751 TCCAGTTCAGTGAAGTCGGAAGAAGAAGACGGTGGAAACGTAGGGGTAATATCGTCTCCAGAAACAGGGTTTTGC
251 s s s v K S E E E D G GG N V G V I S S P E T G F C

835 845 855 865 875 885 895
826 CAATCTTCTCCTTCACCGGAGACAAATATCATAAGGTGGTTGGGAGAAGGGAACTATGGTTGTGAGTCGGCGCCT
276 g s s p S p E T N I I R W L G E G N Y G C E S A P

910 920 930 940 950 960 970
901 AATCCATTAACGTCGATTGCGATGGGTGAAGGGATTGGGAATACTGTAACGGTGGCAATGTCTCAGCCAGAAAAT
301 N P L T S I A M G E G I G N T V T V A M S Q P E N

985 995 1005 1015 1025 1035 1045
976  AGCTCGATAGGTTGTGGCGGTGACAAGGTTGGGCAAATAAGCTATTTTGGAGAACTGGCGGCGGGCGTGGAGGCT
326 s s 1 6 ¢C G G DKV GG QI s ¥YF G E L A A G V E A

1060 1070 1080 1090
1051 AGACCACCACCGCCTTATCCATTTTCGCTTTTAGGTGGTGGCTTTTAG
351 R p P P P Y P F S L L G G G F *

HikFIR MeHSF10 5275 73 Z MIFFAE | A2 57

Arrow indicates there is one SNP between MeHSF10 and the reference sequence.

2 MeHSF10 JE[F ORF )35
Fig. 2 ORF sequence of MeHSF10 gene

HSF 5 A TE T A K i dH Uh A R 36, Tl ( Almoguera et al., 2002 ;Scharf et al., 2012) , & i
HSFO WU 2 7 /6] H %€ R L R OF /9 Fb 7 oh 3635 AERTALEUT Y HSFA2 TR A AE A1 SUR B B &y
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Query sequence

EHifF7) r HSF
=L  HSF_DNA-bind

HRA g _
Non-specific hit HSF1

IFHRER bZIP_Maf
Superjaml ly HSF_DNA-bind superfanilly

BR% hZ2IP superfamily

'3 MeHSF10 4 H it Of <F 4544 o Hr
Fig. 3 Conserved domain analysis of MeHSF10 protein

XP_007013185. 2_T[A]
E0Y30804. 1_AJAT

KAB2024193. 1_55 5343
XP_022755053. 1_@iE
XP_021643078. 1_#& B it
XP_012076680. 1_Rk Rkt
XP_002324418. 2_FE R45
AKV56417. 1-1\HH45
KAB5514284. 1_Hili

MeHSF10_AE

XP_007013185. 2_AJ Al 3 ....PYN®M. .|qADLDDKQIV!
EOY30804. 1_TAJ A ....PYM®M. .MARIDLDDKQIV]
XP_012452195. 1_FEREKHER ....PFMM . . |MADLEDEEI VI

KAB2024193. 1_3§ 548
XP_022755053. 1_#83%
XP_021643078. 1_#gBixt
XP_012076680. 1_RFRUix
XP_002324418. 2_E 245
AKV56417. 1-/hiH#5
KAB5514284. 1_#jiis
MeHSF10_/K%

XP_007013185. 2_AA]
E0Y30804. 1_RJA]
XP_012452195. 1_TEEREKHMP
KAB2024193. 1_3 534
XP_022755053. 1_#Bi%
XP_021643078. 1_tg&Rx#
XP_012076680. 1_Rk Rt cCk . @SSO . . L .
XP_002324418. 2_E R4% . ATSPRIGMAT SSTSTT IlavVHEE G ST(EMISISPRITVENVDK . . . . .

AKV56417. 1-1\H#5 SR : : g D NVDK- S~ SPE SDINALGWLDO. . . . .
::ﬁ:ilgzgéé—mm : .. . GNVIGUIRESPRITG . .. . L. ‘ ETNTIRWLGEG. .. ..... GCESAPNPLTS . TAMGEGHGN
XP_007013185. 2_AJA] .. SSPETSSLGEYE.

E0Y30804. 1_AJ A] GT SSPETSSLGGYG.

XP_012452195. 1_ERBRA . SssErTEVACEN.

KAB2024193. 1_i§ 5343 . .GM SSSGTTSVAGYG.

XP_022755053. 1_##5% . .DMBWTSSGTTSIAGYD.

XP_021643078. 1_i& izt TVIVIYRPPPENNLIGCGD.

XP_012076680. 1_Rk R} SPPGNGLIVYGEG.

XP_002324418. 2_ER45 & LPORNATVIEERC

AKV56417. 1-NEH#5 .. LPQGNSTVIGYGG

KAB5514284. 1_iiist O M N

MeHSF10_A % © :

XP_021643078 1 @ﬂim. XP_012076680. 1 kXM ; XP_002324418.2 F R 4% ; AKV56417. 1 /it 4% ; KAB5514284. 1 M1 ##% ; XP _
012452195.1 TR 5 [CAR ; KAB2024193.1 ¥ 5 H8 ; XP_007013185.2 A 1] ; EOY30804.1 W] 1] ; XP_022755053.1 #43%&
XP_021643078.1 (Hm/‘eu brasiliensis ) ; XP_012076680.1 ( Jatropha curcas) ; XP_002324418.2 ( Populus trichocarpa) ; AKV56417.1 ( Populus
simonii) ; KAB5514284.1 ( Salix brachista ) ; XP _012452195.1 ( Gossypium raimondii ) ; KAB2024193.1 ( Gossypium barbadense ) ; XP _
007013185.2 ( Theobroma cacao) ; EOY30804.1 ( Theobroma cacao) ; XP_022755053.1 ( Durio zibethinus).

K 4 MeHSF10 5 HAWRIY) HSF # H 2 75 X o Hr
Fig. 4 Multiple sequence alignment analysis of MeHSF10 and HSF proteins from other plants
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AR BRI K K-, MeHSF10 JERRY R 3 7P 51 AT RE S M R DL &1 AR S
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Fig. 5 Phylogenetic tree of MeHSF10 protein in Manihot esculenta and HSF protein from other species
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The relative expression is FPKM. The same below. L. Leaf;
M. Midvein; P. Petiole; S. Stem; LB. Lateral bud; SAM. Shoot
apical meristem; FR. Fibrous root; SR. Storage root; RAM.

FHX 35 B Relative expression

Root apical meristem; OES. Organized embryogenic structure;
FEC. Friable embryogenic calli.
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Fig. 6 Expression analysis of MeHSF10 gene in

different tissues/organs of Manihot esculenta
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Table 1  Promoter elements analysis of MeHSF10 gene

FF oAk A Thagm
No. Element name Number  Predicted function
1 ABA M) e 3 ABA 1 ¥
ABRE Abscisic acid responsive
2 Stmpi e 5 R 7
Box 4 Light-responsive
3 StmpisoHf 3 e
G-Box Light-responsive
4 TRESTMH 1 TRiFR
MBS Drought-inducible
5 CRATRR W B e 1 AR T

TGACG-element

MeJA-responsiveness

AHIEICE MBS Al ABRE Joid, UL, A5 55 43 5
SR BT T M ABA Ab B 25 R KB MeHSF10
FLH G 28 B B A2 2 1 e A ABA Ab BRI
S ERIEGIT R AtHsfA9 1B it ABA {55 IR
FERR R X T 2 I RE T (Guo et al., 2008) , i3
F38 AtHSFA2 Fl AtHSFAS JE R ] 2 %Ur‘ﬁ PRGNS
XF R FIIE 32 i 30 (9 35 N BB 7 5 1 F 3k OsHSF29 FI
OsHSF17 HEPRI AT D42 5y 7K A A8 bk 0 5 Fn 32 3% ik 38
HE R BE ) (Jin et al., 2013) . PRI, #EI MeHSF10
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Fig. 7 Expression analysis of MeHSF10 gene under ABA (A) and PEG (B) treatments
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Fig. 8 Expression analysis of MeHSF10 gene

in PPD process of cassava tuberous roots
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