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AR UDP-EEHE S X UGPase BlREERZESTH
RE T
FER, KRIEE, P, B, Bk, 2R, BREH, X3
(SR =k X ISR Pt A% 5 M o G B A s = / AR WD BoR Bt e b, 1L B A
443002)
W OB, wBEIR (Rhus chinensis) JRAT IR % b A2 5 R ILBE (uridine diphosphate
glucose pyrophosphorylase, UGPase) XML, R F1Z 5L UDP-% %) B5 A= V)& R ) < Bt
B[N, ik — B AT A TR TR T R A S AR RALH B A . A SRR A R
AR, FFREFE R EEFHT Ik ARSI IE T 3 R FRIA R 7
Ja s e bE LA e . SRR (1) BEH] 44 ReUGPase ZKIGEHEH,  FHx H gwbd
AT EME B0, 5 H AR R [F VR R A RS R, KL ReUGPasel 5
RcUGPase3 %7 J& T UGPase-A 5 UGPase-B XM,  (2) £ 3| ReUGPasel . ReUGPase2 Fll
RcUGPased —AF:[H, FIH pET28a &AM | H B4 A% KB #idk, Hliohis FaifbEd
A, RIS T I ReUGPasel B UGPase BFIEILTETE.  (3) i FRE I (21
d fi147d) , &N ReUGPase Bf k225 Bt 5l ARE ) 5 & 8 i ot s g — 50
(4) ¥R A R BoRE HAE TR E R (21 d f147d) . ReUGPasel 3RIE R % LI,
RcUGPase2 [NFKIiE N, RcUGPase3 1 ReUGPased "BMWA R . (5) W% ReUGPasel &
[K Ll 2 334 bp HYJE BN B T L B 2RISR ST T e 2 5 B s
W2 £5 BN, i GRS . FERIRIL S TS T ReUGPase B AL 7= & & U AH ¢
PEEESE AL, HED ReUGPasel W] RESE TLAS T g4 UDP-76 &1 % & i) S B RE R, s TR
B WA ReUGPase B 14 8 H 18 AT BEXT Fufs 7 i AR R 2 B 2EH .
REEE: AR, 75T, UGPase, UDP-H &M, WETHTHM
FESES: Q9432  ICERARREE: A XEHRT
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Abstract: The uridine diphosphate glucose pyrophosphorylase (UGPase) family genes in Rhus
chinensis were cloned, and the key UGPase genes responsible for UDP-glucose biosynthesis were
investigated. The study will lay the foundation for further analysis of the mechanisms of
gallotannins over-accumulation in Chinese gallnut. This study relied on third-generation
transcriptome data to conduct gene homologous cloning, protein sequence analysis, prokaryotic

protein expression and in vitro enzyme catalytic activity analysis, gene expression pattern analysis,
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promoter cloning and sequence analysis, etc.. The results were as follows: (1) Four ReUGPase
family genes were identified, and their protein sequences were further compared with the
homology genes in other species by constructing a phylogenetic tree, which suggested that
RcUGPasel and RcUGPase3 belonged to UGPase-A class and UGPase-B class, respectively. (2)
RcUGPasel, RcUGPase2, and RcUGPase4 were successfully cloned and reconstituted onto
pET28a vector, and recombinant proteins were obtained by the prokaryotic expression system. /n
vitro enzyme activity analysis revealed that the RcUGPasel had a UGPase enzymatic activity. (3)
The in vivo UGPase enzyme activity was significantly increased during the early developmental
stages of Chinese gallnut formation (21 d and 47 d), when the endogenous contents of gallotannins
were gradually gained. (4) During this process, the expression of RcUGPasel was dramatically
up-regulated, the expression of ReUGPase2 was down-regulated, and no significant changes were
observed on the expression of ReUGPase3 and RcUGPase4. (5) A 2 334 bp promoter sequence
upstream of RcUGPasel gene was cloned and multiple cis-acting elements in response to
environments and hormone signaling were predicted. In summary, based on in vifro enzyme
activity analysis and the correlation between gene expression with in vivo UGPase enzyme
activity and gallotannins contents, ReUGPasel may be the key enzyme gene catalyzing the
synthesis of UDP-glucose in Rhus chinensis, and the elevated UGPase enzyme activity during the
early developmental stages of Chinese gallnut might play a key role in over-accumulation of
gallotannins in Chinese gallnut.
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A (Rhus chinensis) JEEMFL (Anacadiaceae) THIKAE (Rhus) J&EM/NFEA, 7E
HERR AL NS AT SRS XA 2 oA CATEERSE, 19800 o EhRRFEP EAE KA
2P, AR . FERR SRR AN, BATERERE W V5 . B b MR T 5
AR (RIS, 2019) o ERRORR Tufds 7 W& 22—, Hopk fofds 7 uf AT g J mp
TELN I ZRARTE B B N 4 B 1, e b Bt b 24 . At 5i R, T 76 2 P2 A,
WPthE R . Pim . ik, Bl UENPUESE CRIESE, 2022) o RE SRR T,
F Ik 2 B T s A B T IR I ZR I L — o BRI A i 99 4 S B IR B Se B,
HEAWWE SR LIBEESENOIMEH, FIbhE R iFr HIEEEME (CEER%E, 2022) .
FELON b, ERRACR AR T A B VRAR Y, O A e T o R A — e AR EAE R G
WHES, 2015) o BT ARG FEERY. (LT, skl gflmal. 9 aABeTE2 5w
B EEHE ksst, 20200, HAT A TR EABMIE RIS RO, i s BT e
72 H HI A e ]

JRIF IR 7 % ¥ (uridine diphosphate glucose, UDP-glucose, UDPG) | {2 AF1E T MY
VAT, RN AS 5 Z MY thopE R SOV, AE T L AT R R 1
B, U AR 22 BER W B | 27 4 2= A A 48 R 25 1 AR & Bi(Wang et al., 2011; Ye et al., 2022;
Zhang, 2024). Zhao 55 (2025) #ki& | 7E 5 DR 5] NFUF ITIERE S8 (AtSUSL) & % UDP-
HERE, SIS DURRE 212 DURT V B RS A #3050 1 FMEE I UDP-4 %) §% . tk4h, UDP-



HEREZ 5 A2 AR = P s B 2 | i 28R 2K 1] 1 55 (1) i 3440 SN (Yonekura, 2009).
MAERE TR TERERE Y, PLEE 7RSS UDP-H & f N IR & il p-m s s 2 Mk &
TR TG RS — B N, I LS B2 G AT 75 B DL - A5 A A IR A A DL gk
— AL A B T (Grundhofer et al., 2001). K1Y, UDP-%i %) ¥l A9 & 2 8] e i T A% 1
PR BETRTRERERE . R, SRR UDP-78 &) 4l A4 & i i O Sl 5 R i oK
WARTE, FAE SR B T 87 a8 B i AN B .
LER P HIFEAC R A, PR — BRI %1 0 AL BN 1L g (UGPase) fiEAL PR T =82 (UTP)
S ERE-1-BR  (Gle-1-P) AR “HiRH A M (UDPG) SEBER (PPI) , ZIRNAE
—AN0T i R BYi(Zhang, 2024). BT, CIEZFHEY T2 ER T UGPase 5K, WKFE(Oryza
sativa) (Abe et al., 2002). 155 I+ (Arabidopsis thaliana) (Meng et al., 2008). i i ( Gossypium
hirsutum) (Wang et al., 2011). K ZZ (Hordeum vulgare) (Klaus et al., 1996). 4 2 (Solanum
tuberosum) (Katsube et al., 1990). 42834 (Anoectochilus roxburghii) (REICMESE, 2021) . 2k
FZ £ fsl(Dendrobium officinale) (Chen et al., 2020)F1%% 2 (Codonopsis pilosula) (Z5/%%, 2016)
5o AHR SRR T 1% g A B R A fp e — 2 5T
BT R TRE E AR S AR an, TR SRR TR T R AR 2
FAME AN VA A R DS BE, IR ANSZ I 57 5 ) O B 42 6 DR 0] T e A Ty 7 v B g
o A R DA T A R R B R S R, AR TR A RVR O RE T8
ot BEIE TR RIABE T SR BT i ST B IRFTEROR AL I B T B T R
V)51 UDP-#i %) § AE V& WK KB UGPase 2E R, it — B TR & T 5 T IAE TLAE T 1)
HENLHIR ISR
1 #ES I
L1 RIA R
AGKE BT ) Tt A Rk B AL 4 B S 7 T B o R N T B R B R i AR
PNES O RAMEL, MRIRELES 21 K\ 47 Ry 69 K. 105 K A A9 T e A2 1) T fs- M 8k
KRETAGE TR VI N A A e, B TR E R igic s, TWEREFREET
-80 °CHURIRUKAG TR AF, H T/EERE . Tufs A& & I 5 5 H 5088 i s R BUE A A
Hlumiana W57 G 5K, s 3 KEMER.
A P I R AZ KL BL21 (DE3) B2 240 Ml B rg 0t v MERE AL VBRI
BRATE (C504-02/03) o KWHT B DHSogR 32 25 N S0 = il 46 PR A7
1.2 MG BFE o
EEMEEREE . 7+ TE5% 8530 H ExPASy #i#5&  (https://www.expasy.org/)
AT WM g M. R OB B OB OB e &5 W B H M B TMHMM  Serverv.2.0
( https://services.healthtech.dtu.dk/servicess TMHMM-2.0/ ) N TMbase
( https://www.scienceopen.com/document?vid=b094d235-b24¢c-4d97-b7af-47¢68d361380 )
Transporter Classification Database Chttp://www.tcdb.org/) —ANEdE FE AT W 408 SRE)
V21 B e A 175 A 3 ANTE 2684k 2 CELLO v2.5 (http://cello.life.nctu.edu.tw/) . Plant mPLoc
( http://www.csbio.sjtu.edu.cn/bioinf/plant-multi/ ) Al WOLFPSORT
(http://www.genscript.com/wolf-psort.html) HEAT T 2387, S 1 $ i T &5 SR el (5 B, 44



W E S0k BN IR &2 : CELLO v2.5 ¥ B 22 R ] $E1F40>2.0+ Plant mPLoc (4 2 HY

AT 45 5. WoLFPSORT s FE1f) B 15 1¥43>7: RcUGPase & 1] motif 43 #7F]F MEME

TE 28 M %k Chttps://meme-suite.org/meme/tools/meme) THMll; F|H PlantCARE 7E £k P 3t T 11
(https://bioinformatics.psb.ugent.be/webtools/plantcare/html/ ) i 43 #7 J&i & 1 ¢ %1 i

MEGA X3 {4 F F 41 2% (Neighbor-joining) 2 | H FIER A Rt b, FFi2H evolview

TELE 3 Chttps://evolgenius.info//evolview-v2/) S HEALF i 7 AT A4 AL 2E

1.3 % mRNA HIRE 5 REF

15 FH 7 5 i ME B A & ) 2 B8 2 By ik 5] & (FastPure® Plant Total RNA Isolation Kit ,
RC401-01) AT ERIRA I Fr &t RNA $2H. 2 HUTE I RNA 7 18 F NanoDrop2000 il &
ST E RNA HI4EE, BIER Aseo 5 Aoso IEGAETE 1.9 3] 2.1 218, A5 A2z L
ERT 1.5, B S8 1% FE 1R B 0 26 FEL VKA U T 73 RNA 112 75 B AR B 2 DNA B%
AR R EE SR I RNA 1 Hifg 28 2 KA A I e 567 & (BeyoRT™ 11 First Strand cDNA
Synthesis Kit, D7168S) 5% cDNA, H T J5 S 2 K o
1.4 FRREBAHERERTEIFRIE

FIH A% ik B fA pET28a #4H S RIBHAR . B &IH THRRE P LY, I
I pET28a RiA# KL BamHI B V) J5 (1 R (545758 AGCAAATGGGTCGCGGA, 3
Uiy [ 5118 CGGAGCTCGAATTCGGA) o PAERFRAM: Fr i RNA % 5% 511 cDNA SRR H™
4 HMEEF B . o pET28a Bk FH BamH1 B V)2 PEAL J5 5 a1 alifh () B 58 Btk AT
in-fusion FZH, XA MIBHM: 7E FEHEAT PCR 30 f5 25 I 7 o 40 /5 IE#f 1Y) pET28a H14H 244
A4k BL21 (DE3) KWp#FEE, @idifiEA [ IPTG #E (0. 0.5, 1 mmolL") . S i A

(4~10h) 5iFRIRE (16 °CHI37°C) , #ATIEZIFEFKIE. RIGFIHEZRRAA His br
ZEAARF & (P2226) HHTEAFSRIAL M. EAM S 7 Eir# (Protein Marker)
M H =R aw (PO06L) o
1.5 UGPase BHENI =2

S PR A IR T Tl R T 67 W A R AL I M e i R s A AR & (il SRR,
GMS16025) *F UGPase & AT EFEMIE - FIH Bradford X 24k 85 B3 & E#ATE R, LA
27 Ty R T G-250 YLty (19N [ FE 6 FE BSA VA WRAE 595 nm KN (WO B 22 il b v i
2, BEOMRFEMNS T D HRIE G-250 Yt 5 595 nm OB, ARYEARAE T 2R3k
PFARENE R EE . UGPase Bigis & R BEARASGHAT, 7S RSB
1.6 /&P (genome-walking)

FIF Genome Walking Kit i7f/# (TaRaKa, 6108) ¥ ¥&-RFE1MAZNT H B, il [F A
KEMR 3 MRS SPL. SP2. SP3 5143514 AP &1 4T TAIL-PCR (Terminal
Asymmetric Interlaced PCR) , X R Er= W sE S ASRAF R AE B 7751 . Rih DS %
T & U B T VEEAT
2 GR 50
2.1 #EAK UGPase FIGEF I % 2 R dmiS R B R 44

AR 2801 119 PR EF — B 1 27 1 Tl TR 0 Tl 5 R R M AR S 45 W93 (PFO1704) , IR
AT IA 0 BRIR A I ZH 23 = AR St 2H D PP s R A 2R A3 1) 9 AMBEIL T unigene FER . iE—20



T4, FHHAT IR 0 B IR , B X 3545 4 > UGPase RIVRFEEH 32K 43 5 iy 4 N ReUGPasel
RcUGPase2. RcUGPase3+ RcUGPased (1) , H4wh AR IEREH 437N 469, 635.
873 1 625. FIH ExPASy ks FE I 73 K IW, 4 DNMEREM T EE 707008 51.62. 70.69.
97.23. 68.96 kD, ZEHL 43I 6.12. 8.66+ 6.45. 5.99. F|f] TMHMM Serverv.2.0. TMbase
A1 Transporter Classification Database =48 e P 73 M A I, 4 A H 1 )15 FE R g 45 )
H°8 0. [, & CELLO v2.5. Plant mPLoc A1 WoLFPSORT =/M# ZE Tl 1 4 Nk
IR A 8 R AR IO o 286 = AN B0 PE ) T A A 45 3R, e 45 th 4 AR 0 e A T4t
R~ 2RI, SRR AN R
£ 1 HIRAK UGPase FIREANENE BEST

Table 1 Bioinformatics analysis of UGPase family proteins in Rhus chinensis

" oy 5 JIE e V4 B 5 Az T
LR A FR BIHIR Molecular weight SEH O
. . . . Number of Prediction of subcellular
Gene name  Amino acids (aa) (kD) Isoelectric point i o
transmembrane helices localization
4 oo
RcUGPasel 469 51.62 6.12 0 L
Cytoplasm
2B ey
ReUGPase2 635 70.69 8.66 0 Bkt
Mitochondrion
4%
RcUGPase3 873 97.23 6.45 0 AR
Chloroplast
4 oo
RcUGPase4 625 68.96 5.99 0 AL
Cytoplasm
2.2 #HFK UGPase R KIREHH

PUAE B FE 53 s 7R I KFE . SR A 2 S A A T P B UGPase [
(Katsube et al., 1990; Abe et al., 2002; Meng et al., 2008; FEyo/EsE, 2021) , HH—BAN
F1E WS UGPase lf: UGPase-A 1 UGPase-B(Leszek et al., 2010). 4 T i3 — DB EE LA
AL UDP-7 & B 5 B S8 UGPase B, 5645 4 MERIKK UGPase 585 13 M IHLABY)
) BA AEVER FEEE O T RgdH . 2R 5", RcUGPasel 5@ T UGPase-A
[ StUGPasel StUGPase2 55364k K R it ;s RcUGPase3 5 AtUGPase3 554k K R il
W& [FJ& T UGPase-B 257 ; RcUGPase2 1 ReUGPase4 51X #2885 [ AH X 1T & [R5
(KD .



zasedonad

Re. #hA: At #IFTF; St. SRZE, Pt. EIL: Am. EK; Cm. F/K; Os. /KHE: Hv. K&F; Ar. &
Re. Rhus chinensis; At. Arabidopsis thaliana; St. Solanum tuberosum; Pt. Populus tremula X P. tremuloides; Am.

Astragalus membranaceus; Cm. Cucumis melo; Os. Oryza sativa; Hv. Hordeum vulgare; Ar. Anoectochilus

roxburghii.
B 1 KR ReUGPase & A R RHALN T
Fig. 1 Phylogenetic analysis of ReUGPase family members
2.3 HEK UGPase EARE T

BB AIH MEME v5.5.5 W28 45 2 508fa i X s KA 4 > UGPase & 1R 13 A HA
HYIH) UGPase 25 75T B AXEF (motif) 70#T. BEE motif BLH N 15 4, WE KD
DX [E] £ 5~60 DR AR Z (8] . ME I motif 7AiM £, RcUGPasel 55 AtUGPasel A1l
AtUGPase2 5 UGPase-A JEE I — 8, HEAEFAMMLUZ R, M RcUGPase3 5
UGPase-B 25825 1 AtUGPase3 5842 —3 (K 2) . VL B4R EEAFI KRR R

(1) —%, #HIRATAH ReUGPasel J& T A 28 UGPase & [, 1 ReUGPase3 J& T B 28
UGPase [, #HIFARF AT HEFRIE /7 7E UGPase-A 251 UGPase-B 2§ UGPase .


https://www.baidu.com/s?wd=Arabidopsis%20thaliana&usm=1&ie=utf-8&rsv_pq=f4015f7f00061a3a&oq=%E6%8B%9F%E5%8D%97%E8%8A%A5%E6%8B%89%E4%B8%81%E5%AD%A6%E5%90%8D&rsv_t=4021dN2+TfcE3FEc7KWMSMp3uz+di9WrD3ATDHIbfEfUb2mp9tQ9CGF+dMk&sa=re_dqa_zy&icon=1

E PHE HFPALRT RS

Name P value Motiflocations Motif symbol
1. —
RcUGPasel  0.00 ETO (1 W (7 2 B
ReUGPase2  5.14x107 — I B W) 5
6. I
RcUGPase3  9.48x1071% [ W 1 &
9. E
RcUGPase4  4.72x107 —_— == 19 .
12. @
AfUGPasel  0.00 I 1 N 7] |
14, E—
15. E—

AtUGPase2 0.00
AtUGPase3 1.26x101%

OsUGPasel 0.00
OsUGPase2 0.00
StUGPasel  0.00
StUGPase2  0.00
HvUGPasel 0.00

I

CmUGPasel 000 (| [ -
PUGPasel  0.00 s . -
PUGPase2  0.00 I 0 W [

AmUGPasel 0.00
ArUGPasel  0.00

|

B2 MEME Fiflli] UGPase EHZE/F
Fig. 2 Motifs of UGPase protein predicted by MEME

2.4 KK UGPase EHEEREBENIMEL FEREHEIRE
NEARIGIEER KA UGPase & 42 75 B A5 UGPase BG4, 76 LR EM(E B0t

fili I, #% pET28a B FIABARIAT FAZ I F RIS . LULERRAIH - ¢cDNA AER#E4T PCR
P14, /15T RcUGPasel. RcUGPase2 F1 ReUGPased iX 3 /N H IR F B, KN & T

(Kl 3: A, 1Ml ReUGPase3 Reed Y, 85524 BamHI B2 AL pET28a #ifk (K]
3: B) #HT in-fusion HE4, 53R ERIKEHE K. SR)55 3 > ReUGPase % [ 1) pET28a
HHABAE KRG E BL21 (DE3) Witk, JEATEZ ARG . @i IPTG IKEE.
SURE KA R AT 0 R B, #E 1 mmol- L ¥R TPTG. 16 °Ci S 10 h 2 N Ihifs SRk
RcUGPasel. RcUGPase2 Al ReUGPase4 iX 3 MEMAEH (K 3: C-E) « NTH—HoihE
#H RcUGPase £ 12 5 H A RS UGPase BIEPE, FIFEAXNE S E A AT 144k, FFF)
F 6L X 3 /> E 20 55 11 ReUGPase IR S AL B IS 1 04T 1€ 0. @5 R EIR,
RcUGPasel 4185 (A 1 LLEFIE A 4.583 U-mg™!, Hoth 5 20 B 13 A K6 00 380t v 12k o



C RcUGPase2 RecUGPased M RcUGPasel
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p ReUGPase2 RcUGPased M ReUGPasel RelitiFased Relltbased M ReUGPasel
E Loe = 4L 5 = L o =
=~ w =1 ~ w =] = w =]

= = =
¥ B 4 B 4 3 ¢ 2 2 £ % £ CHE-
3 4 a 4 8 4 S 8 = B
= £- e =

120 kD

70 kD
55kD

45 kD

35kD

25kD
25kD

- - RE !
slfe-Rs - S ..
——
A, JIEE BRI A B B. pET28a BAKS BamHI FEY); C. F S 8; D.IPTG iKE; E. FSIEE; M.
WA TR
A. Amplified target gene fragment; B. pET28a vector digested by BamHI; C. Induction time; D. IPTG
concentration; E. Induction temperature; M. Protein marker.

B3 RcUGPase EANREZBESRIE

Fig.3 Prokaryotic expression of RcUGPase proteins

2.5 BRAK UGPase FWEEF FIFRIEER 5

N T PRI ReUGPase B:R ik & 538 1 5076 U B 1 SRR, 0 1R 2 i 4
WAL FARE R BRI (0. 21, 47, 69, 105d) B BIRIAT 7 0Mr. SR ER,
RcUGPasel TE HAG TR 21 KA1 47 REILERE B, 69 d J5 18152 I 1EH K (K 4:
A) ; RcUGPase2 WFRIEFEE TG FHIR B BIKEI T EEA (4. B) 5 ReUGPase3 [l
RIEBUAEZE (B 4: C) ; M ReUGPased {ETLAG FREBVIMIRELUAEE, 69d 55
EZTH (B 4: D) o Tt 7R EARINEY ReUGPase 58 eIk K 3 ik B AR A0 i 22 T 22 9
ERETFRESET ARG

seA, BTN SORIAE TSR B B, o & BRI IFE S 3 (Chen etal,
2018) , MEATHIE B4R IR ReUGPasel WRIATEIX — I IR E 4 &, Rk, FATFIA
TR PR Tl T o 250 5 B I LB 1 o v vk e AR B 7 AL 7R A A (o,
21, 47 d) HEAM UGPase Bk . 4R ER, HHA TS 0 KAWL, HfETE
HE 21 KA 47 KA FLAEFHLE AR K ReUGPase s MR Z4Em (B 5) o XRVIE
FfEFREVIM, UGPase BiEtEox B E, N TFHREE TR TRIAEDE BRI IRY) .



A B
L i a RcUGPasel 40 a ReUGPase2
o) )
3 60 3
B g B =
<2 ¥z
98 40l X8
w® e b b ® e
25 | =S
Ez 2
o) 2}
29 ~
0
0 21 47 69 105 0 21 47 69 105
KA R [E]
Development time (d) Development time (d)
C D
30 a RcUGPase3 40 l‘ RcUGPased
E awr l = e 2 a0l
B § : B g A |
%% 30 2 %8 i
Mg 7 HE a0k
& "=
23 20F = b
%z 2z
k= Z0f :
z 10} g |:'|
0 0
0 21 47 69 105 0 21 47 69 105
RE R K ERTIA
Development time (d) Development time (d)

RcUGPase FIEFHFIHEHAE TGS 0 K 21 K. 47 K. 69 KA1 105 KIf) FKPM {HAR MG iR 244X
TR (n=3) ; MFTFRERREA REER, NRTFREFRRAFRK BN RGBS ER (R
AN, P<0.05) .

The FKPM values of ReUGPase family genes in Chinese gallnut at 0, 21, 47, 69 and 105 d after formation; error
lines represent standard deviations (#=3); the same letter indictaes no significant difference, and different letters

indicate significant differences (Woller-Duncan test, P<0.05).

Bl 4 RcUGPase KIEERED T AFRKRE N HHIREKF

Fig. 4 Expression levels of ReUGPase family genes in different developmental stages of
Chinese gallnut
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—~ 600 ees o
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2
uz 2 400f
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o8
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g
()
(=W
)
0
0 21 47

K T

Development time (d)

ik RN 72 R HLE 2 (P<0.001).
**%* indicates difference is extremely significant (P<0.001).
Bs5 LETREEY 3 NNEHEESF UGPase iEHEDHT
Fig. 5 Analysis of UGPase activities in crude proteins during the early three stages of gallnut
development



2.6 ReUGPasel J53) ¥ Fr i e e 5 R AE A Tk o4

Ntk — BRI ReUGPase £ #5 JRA B AT 507 (1B 1 b aner 4 b e R 428 X 28 TR 28 10
BRG0P T (genome-walking) FRERE G 27741 % &3 E E 75 FVEZEL
EEX 278 ReUGPasel J& T UGPase-A 28; HRBENME TR ERYEE LIH, 5RETH
T IR R LA AR N &S UGPase B 1t & IEAH G HFEAZ RIS K B A & E BA R IMERIE T,
ITEE fOGVE T ReUGPasel #H, Wf#3R1 | ReUGPasel JEH ATG Ejif 2 334 bp [MEB)T
F#5. FIH PlantCARE J& &7 F P 3k %t ReUGPasel JA 50 BINREAE F oo 3E4T 7 43 #r
VR, ZET R B 2 AR AR CAAT-box JAE N AL 4f 1 55 (1) TATA-box
LHMAEYZCRB Tt GR2) o BILZ 4, RcUGPasel [1)3 3118 &4 K sma AR
YibE R o tE (G20, Bildn, SRR (Box 4. G-Box. GATA-motif 55)
PN G (ARE) , TR IGH (MBS) , HUELMNGH (ARE) DL 0
IS 76 A%t it % IR e N2 e A CABRE D, R i R/ 5 i B HY I i B e/ ( CGTCA-motif
TCACG-motifs MYC) , FRERMMNIGH (P-box) , KIHERMIN I (TCA-element) , 7,
I NG (ERE) &%, DA —S8H At BiE i oo/ (STRE. TC-rich repeats) 57342 4H 44
Fe ot (CAT-box) o HEMIZHE K K2R W] g5z B DA R AR 4%

& 2 RcUGPasel J3 3T HIR=AE FH o4 sl

Table 2 Cis-acting element prediction of the ReUGPasel promoter

TEAFAA TR L5 JeltThRe
Name of element Core sequence Function of element
i 7% B v )3 e
ABRE ACGTG L .
Abscisic acid responsive element
P S Te
ARE AAACCA o .
Antioxidant responsive element
e 32 Te A
Box 4 ATTAAT . .
Light responsive
BRI R
CAAT-box CAAT
Enhance transcription
R RO
CAT-box GCCACT ) )
Meristem specific element
MYBHv1 Z5& 155
CCAAT-box CAACGG
MYBHUv1 binding site
_ FFIIR P Hg i J32 e
CGTCA-motif CGTCA . .
Methyl jasmonate responsive element
L) [ e
ERE ATTTTAAA )
Ethylene responsive element
i 82 Te A
G-Box CACGTT ) )
Light responsive
_ i 82 Te A
GATA-motif AAGATAAGATT ) )
Light responsive
i 82 Te A
Gap-box CAAATGAA(A/G)A ) )
Light responsive
I-box GTATAAGGCC e R T



Light responsive
FFiFFH MYB 45617 51

MBS CAACTG ) o
Drought-induced MYB binding site
MYB 45 & A
MYB CAACCA
MYB binding site
o MYB I A
MYB recognition site CCGTTG
MYB binding site
SRR e N T
MYC CAXXTG(X=A/T/C/G) o ]
Jasmonic acid responsive element
v SN CINpIRLS
P-box CCTTTTG . _ _
Gibberellin responsive element
LI M R 7T A
STRE AGGGG ]
Stress response responsive element
L2 Yl VA
TATA-box TATA/TATTTAAA/ATATAT e .
Transcriptional start site
_ B T2 55 e e 2 T
TC-rich repeats ATTCTCTAAC )
Defense and stress responsive element
KA R e N T
TCA-element CCATCTTTTT o )
Salicylic acid responsive element
. P CIPI O
TCT-motif TCTTAC ) )
Light responsive
_ SRATR R BT A
TGACG-motif TGACG ) )
Methyl jasmonate responsive element
_ R R 75
chs-Unit 1 m1 ACCTAACCCGG

Light responsive element

3 iR EER

i E L G 26 TS S S YK T, R EE A A MEA TIAME. 465
WF R 2 T SRR A o, R TR T A A T E N 5%, 1 REE B SURC AT
BWRE, WE TR T EEEN LI, SETIA T E R 70% (Chen et al,, 2018). {EAHMIE
THRTAYE RS RES, UDP-HA M BEENSRKY, HaRMRREELEE TR T
WG BUR ST AL . BRI, IR NFZAR SRR H iEAY UDP-78 %) 8 A BT 8 UGPase
Wi I H R R L T3 — P B A R B PR T s S R B R
B o AT TN ERIRA AR LB AR AT R E 13 3 4 A ReUGPase kit B[R, Gl ¥ 4 2
RGO G AL 3 RIB A S AR I G 0 AT« BRI RIB R 1 5% ReUGPase 5:[A]
(IS REHEAT IR AT: B 5 FE ReUGPasel 5:R 11 JE 27 7 81 6 JL 04 F o 32E 4T 0 43
#r, WA T ReUGPasel B iE FilfRISTRIERE T, Nik— P s 7 & eET
BT B BOR PN B8 T A

TP s AL & — R W77, T S S5 E RS A YA S 1A, T
UDP-7] %] b A& AE P SE 10 A 5o BB (LR 2 — (Wang et al., 2019). B 50 R IUAE ¥ & 1 57
GROSFES, UDP-H#ME A, SR ETFRIEESHEE TR T 6 R s —
S REIEIE RS ONE, A BB B A5 T (Grundhofer et al., 2001). [Fitt, AL UDP-3 % B & AL



B o= Al B TR T IE AR R, AR, R T KE R, HIUHER
UGPase BH3E M T2 BT, X 5 DAEHIE FZ BOX & T 7 A R 3 (Chen et al., 2018)
e —EUN, RN 51X — I AT B Mo AR R FE ARG o 1 — P SR [ 1) R gk
179K, AL ReUGPasel WIZRIKAETAE TR EH 21 M 47 REZESTH 0K, MHERK
JoRHE R 20 T 1A B AR AN 225, SR DR ] R A& 2H S UM B Pz s e BT = R 3
M AA A S 52 96 22 W] ReUGPasel 85 FH HA IR SMEA & i UDP- %5 B 1 i 1 i3k — 28 BIE 1
E—g5i1t. XL L5 SRR ReUGPasel BRI AES 5 T AR & TR T & 5
R

AHEFX ReUGPasel F=R 3§ #E4T 1 5a b 5 A E H oA 20 #r, &30 1 B 462K
FIR . Wiva IR SEAE N IR YD W B To . MR N5 (2018) X0 X i I #A th UGPase B[
JRBN AT S RE S0, ORI T L RASRAIIR Y MR R o . A GUS i FE A
FERNFG I il 5 R %8 3 75 M I, FLERIATEYE 2 BIANE R TR R « 785 3 MR
PR T CHERTNNSE, 2018) o TMIAEADIMER FRATIR & O A HE ) B2 B HU e 1) B BEAE )
Bz (Wangetal., 2021) o DMERIBFFER, HEYE DY B R a2 B0 KRR s, I
T — e AU B A CSKRORAREE, 2024) o BT TA% 172 T fs -1 UL
SRR RS Y H 2 57 BT ) (R IESE, 2022) , HEMIERRAH ReUGPasel %
BRI AT et 1 S AE IR R AN RS 5, IS SRS LA T B T IR )& AR & .

KA T ERRAR T ReUGPase ZXRFBEF AT | ol 5IIRE T, 256 RGN RS
Wy RIEEAL BTN R, ReUGPasel R REX HAAFTHER B TFHRT RS
HERREINEEZEH. (BT H AT = G& W SRR BRI BORIR R, AW FERRELE ERIR AR
AT i 0 JE DR ) D REBRHIE « 7E S I T, ) LIS R RT3 3 1 BRI A i &
B A o A B IS A A 2R AT Bl R AT ) T e B

Boiaf: S L0 SR B IR B AROLRRARIT FE R 51 B A L R AR R s B 4 A IR
7 LLAE SRR EORE Fh SR O 35 B
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