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Abstract: In order to predict the biological function of transcription factor gene ReMYBI02 in Rosa chinensis, the
Rosa chinensis Old Blush was used as the material, the bioinformatics analysis of ReMYB102 was conducted and its expres-
sion characteristics in diverse tissues under salt, hormone, and salt combined with hormore treatments were analyzed by re-
al-time fluorescence quantitative PCR. A MYB transcription factor gene in R. chinensis was obtained and named ReMYB102.
The results of bioinformatic analysis showed that the full length of ReMYBI102 gene was 1492 bp, and the open reading
frame (ORF) of ReMYB102 was 1 086 bp. Moreover, ReMYBI02 gene encoded 362 amino acids. Results of sequence clign-
ment revealed that ReMYB102 had a conserved R2R3-MYB domain at the N-terminal. Phylogenic tree analysis showed that
RcMYBI102 was clustered with PmMYB6, PpMYB6, PaMYB102, MdMYB74 and EjMYB4, and belonged to the R2R3-

MYB transcription factor. Real-time PCR results indicated

15 %5 H #A . 2020-06-05 that, under salt stress, ReMYBI102 was significantly up-
BEE&TE b8 & &2 B2 5 AR B9 H (BI2017102) 5 v E 1# regulated by salicylicacid ( SA) and methyl jasmonate
A REIEA T H (2019M652816) ; FE L MG 27 B i+ 5 (MeJA) , and the expression levels were higher than those

47 H (2014A06) under salt stress treatment and exogenous hormone treat-

EEE A F(1983-) , Zr ALY, WA, PRI, A5 58 J5 1] ment. These results indicate that ReMYB102 may be relat-
AZBRER RS0 TEY)% . (E-mail) baoying090924@ ed to signal transduction pathways of SA and MeJA, sug-
126.com

gesting that ReMYB102 may play a role in response to the
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salt stress in R. chinensis.
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TERZ B SR T MYB 256 S [ T2 80
R IR Z N RN T RGEZ —, ENEHEY
AR EE AN MERETERSAEY IR
Yrlae 520 R A/ R,
R2R3-MYB 2RI MYB K5t K e s £ H
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ARG IF (Arabidopsis thaliana) FAELE 197 4~ MYB &
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Wt R & A T B R B AR AR R AE AR (Arachis hy-
pogaea) WIARH 2 /DA 8 4> MYB J&[H7E£8 WhiE i
SR KRBTSR EI, MYB 7 R T iE
225 % AE W) R W BB O, ANTE K S ( Glycine
max) "1 GmMYBJ6 )31k 52 BBV R (ABA) | IR s
Z(GA,) MZEZ W (NAA) [ 515 78 Fi A ik
( Prunus avium) M F W PacMYBA B3Rk 3238 K F]
PR R TR ( MeJA) FIZK R (SA) S, Kk
FEERRIKIGR AN RRNE N HE WA E T,
HIReBmARZ B TR . RS AN I KA IR |
FRATIR YA 5 A 0 AR A PO B9 VR T, B2 v A
Prxd Ay AR AR 0 S5 B8 R BT, anigs S H ZE6
BN , O fif T G SR AR R AR D SR AR e
Hfaa e R

HZ(Rosa hybrida) J2&: % 5Pl 35 1 J& 2 454 W
BRARAMEY . AW R Aeh 2R 2 E AR
eG4 AL 2 — , St A A — K] A6 A i 2 el poqk
FET S YA PR R it P R 35k ] AR /) T
RAZ=UIER G BT & e Ah 85 DX 2R 58
T E LT A ZRAE 2 M B AR SR Ak 8 1 T R
B8 R EORZ B i A A KA B i R FE I, ™

P R KR E RSSO, HERTH 2

i 51k BT i FS T AR R AE A AEAR S AR 2
PRIk, B PRSI BT I R TP EIE S
AA: BRI A 2 T /K SF B A 2 1
Fgege A0 T H Z R i o HLEE B f A
MERPTER I A 5 R T BUN Y T B 2 He i )
B, KT a5 SR R AR R 1 v M A K A2 3k
Jofp 36 % ] B 30 ZEHEAR /& pH W3 155 . NaHCO, 5
Na, CO, B £5: 360 X6 A 90 T 5 1l %) 40 S 1
KT NaCl 38 Na, SO, %5 H P ER BT i Bl 36 43
EV I S T PR Ak B oY 2 B TP e
A, HZ UL NaCl 24 ke B, 5¢F NaHCO, Ji
R ARAM PR R E AR 8 AR e 22

RUEHIFRATRIE A 2= 80 3 B 7E s #hihn Ny
RSN PP A, O e AR AT 1 ARk K- B B3
P22 50 MYB 283EK ReMYB102, MG UEH 2%
H A kit T2 ReMYB102 2755 5 & b ha
WEE R ASWESE S0 M ReMYB102 H R % 35 36 LA
RATHEAH KR 43 7 (MeJA Fil SA) 1975 5 K3k
B [RIF gk — 25 %) H 2 ReMYB102 #6474 W15 .
SO NI A Y2 D REHEA T B, AR AT
H B IGTERALH AR BB BT AR B 5 b B2 (it B 20
PRE RN BRI AR 5
1 PRk
1.1

W E A A E H Z= 5 R H A K (Rosa chinen-
sis Old Blush) , W A R W H Rl 26 R5ELA
A IFR IR TR LTS 2 pe iR = N R .
AR B4 AR R A T U bR 25 em 2
A Y AR A A AR AR I A A TR
1.2 #EHbE

SeHE RIS P R 10 LAY 1/2 Hoagland &
FWZEM 18, ZJ5 M4 Hoagland & F2 W17 3E
it (200 mmol/L NaHCO,) JAZEALHE (1 wmol/L
MeJA 200 wmol/L SA ) 1k Jin i £ 3 [W] &b # (200
mmol/L. NaHCO;+ 1 pmol/L MeJA, 200 mol/L
NaHCO,+200 wmol/L SA) , &~ Ab #4357 0 h .2
h .6 h 12 h .24 h 48 h XF H Z=4R 2 Fin i A7 BURE
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-80 CUKFATPIRAFE T, BRI 5 bR, 3 IRE R,
AL TEIR T S IR T IS BB 45 R MeJA b B R
JE 2 BRI b 2 (RIS 45 A, SA A B B 2 R
IRPNE = SRl e
1.3 2 RNA RELS cDNA &8

RNA 2 BCR ] RNAprep Pure Z 18 £ W A4
& RNA $EHGAF &, [ 73145 cDNA 120 3RS i
Roche ARGl . 1 a4 VE o A 44 Rk
& UL AT
1.4 RcMYBI102 EREMEE

PLHZ= A0 H A B A MR B L85 B oA AR, iR AT
ReMYB102 R Y FiE AR HT IR M0 4 sk 1 D 7
B (SRA accession: PRINA587482; 1D : SUB6482523 )
A IR AHHE ™ KR IF 515 RC5G0056400,
PLHZEM A H AR cDNA P31 iR i1 CDS 2k
PRSI (£ 1) FEUEIT PCR P14, PCR RN
K2 J10xKOD Buffer 5.0 pl, MgSO, 3.0 pl, dNTPs
5.0 wl,cDNA 1.0 ul, b FHE5I#4% 1.5 ul, KOD
Plus SR FLHE 1.0 pl, FHIEE ddH, 0 #h5F% 20 pl,
IRATBLO ST PCR AU #1797 4G, PCR I 2
J¥:94.0 C 2 min;94.0 °C 15 5,56.1 C 30 5,68.0 C
1 min,l)lj:%%ﬁ? 35 /I\ﬂﬁf$;68.0 C 5 min,4 C
k. H4 PCR Wit A7 B REWEBE I v vk I, )
TaKaRa Mini BESTAgarose Gel DNA Extraction Kit i
& (K% TaKaRa 23 w775 ) [ H 4500, JF 5

®1 HEHAANSIY
Table 1 The primers used in this study

pMDI18-T #AE: , A Wi A KT A, i B
e , PR (0, 50 TR v 8, iR TRV PCR 45251 4%
Y I B R AS FRTESEAE Y TR FRA BT
1.5 AZHFEFEE ReMYBI02 NEWERZF
Xl

R 7R R ol 36 2 5% 2HL 00 7 B4 (SRA acces-
sion; PRINAS587482; ID. SUB6482523) Fil H &4 %t
PRIZH 500820 FEL ReMYB102 JE1H CDS R 4K
5, MRS ReMYB102 JEH ¢DNA 5L
2R, H] DNAMAN #1453 B ReMYB102 24
SRR P A RVl ) clutalX #E47 & 502 )7 51 e
XEorHT, diH MEGA 6.0 8 F 4T R G 4347 .
1.6 EHEEHKEE PCR H#

K EAF Primer5.0 BETT ReMYB102 (1) 521 5%
SeERTIM, NS N Redctin, 5191 ¥ 5 W# 1,
ReMYB102 BEH 33K 8 7E ABI7500 %)% € it PCR
AT, 20 pl AR ZR 23wl cDNA B4, 1
wl BIE519,1 Wl FUE514,10 wl SYBR®  Premix
Ex Tag 1 (2x),5 wl ddH,0, KWLM 94 °C 1
A 30 5,94 CAEME 5 5,60 CiE K FEAH 2 min, 40
MER, BRAABHET 3 RAEYFEE R 3 KEATH
Fi, MXRIKE R 270 [ ACt = Clyopygon ~
Cliposein» DACt=ACt(x h) =ACt(0 h) ]85,
SPSS A # AT G AT

ik EmGH (5'-3")

518 (5 —3")

RcActin
ReMYB102 FFJ Il SEHE Y 3
RcMYB102 SERT 9828 & PCR §74

TCTTTCCCTCTATGCCAGTG
ATGGGAAGAGCACCGTGTTGTG

TTTTGGGCAACAAGTGGTC

TCTTTCCCTCTATGCCAGTG
TTACACATGAATGAAATCATCCAAAATG

AAGCCTCTTCCTAATGTGGGT

2 ER550r

2.1 AZEHRETFEE RcMYBI02 WEWIERF
R B T30 8 P 0 2 3% 2L 00 50 i H 23 4 3 IR
B 3515 T H 2% ReMYB102 52 1Y cDNA 15k
IS o K (K 1) . P45 SRR, ReMYBI02
FEH 4K M1 492 bp, FFE S2HE (ORF) 1 086
bp, g 362 N ILRE
FIFH DNAMAN 2 %F ReMYB102 25 (A i &

R A A T IR R FE X, &2 38 ReMYB102 85 H i
LR P31 53R MAMYB74 MUAE EjMYB4 4L Pm-
MYB6 . Bk PpMYB6  #f Bk PaMYB102 , & 4% % St-
MYB34 , % jifi SIMYB74, B il CbMYB39, ¥ i #%
QsMYB102 & 11 2 4 IR J¥ %1 4 ol B 75.48%
75.62% . 71.13% . 70.34% . 70.60% . 64.58% .
62. 60% .64.51% .66. 58% B AU, FIH clutal.X
B S 7 ReMYB102 HEAT & KL MR F51) L Xt
KIL ReMYB102 8 HZ LR IT N & A 2 1> MYB %K
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M : DL 2000 maker; A :ReMYBI102 ORF T,
Bl 1 ReMYBI02 EFEH) cDNA ¥18
Fig.1 PCR amplification of ReMYB102

JRFFEZS P ( R2 F1 R3 Z544380) , 43l Hh 48 F01 46
ARG W, BAEG B h A TE 2 RS B TR
BRAEE(E2)

R T kA H 2 ReMYB102 W R T 6E,
FIH MEGA 6.0 5% T H 7% ReMYB102 £ -5 HAlh
TEY) ) R2R3-MYB 2888 1 19 2 56 1R 5 91 E fE B
ZE MK W], A 2 ReMYB102 5 #§ {6 PmMYBG6 , Bk
PpMYB6 A Bk PaMYB102 , 3¢ 5 MAMYB74 ALAT
EjMYB4 &bF [l —5 3%, R R R BT (K 3) ,

2.2 ABZ RcMYBI02 EARRAETHRIEER
2.2.1 & st ReMYBIO2 A B kL%, Xt
AR5 A A Ry 47 5 £ W38 4b PR, ReMYB102
FEHFIEU B AZH)HF (K 4) . ReMYB102 HEHTE
R rp (8 A X 2 14 B 25 52 RS T v IS R AT 1)
o ReMYB102 HEAEAR AR R IA R 7EALH 24 h
i B e ik B 23. 92, ReMYB102 K& 7E M- () A X 22
INERAEALBE 6 h kB B (E, b 27. 67,

2.2.2 SNRBEX ReMYBIO2 AR A KM% N
Kl 5 FIE 6 s, FEAMIR I EE SA Fil MeJA fEAF,
ReMYB102 JEPRTE M FITAR v i 3R 28 858 X A7 7 W 5k 7Y
2258 IF B AR A A Sk I s T AR R FE SA
REFR , A 2% ReMYB102 TEAR T A A X 3R 35 5 2 9
TRER Y TE SA ZEFH 2 h BF ReMYB102 FAHXT 3
kR HYEIAF] 3. 08 7E M H ReMYB102 B33k
HEW TR fEAL TR 48 h AT X R A R
L HE A F] 25. 38, E MeJA ZbFE R, 7EAR H Re-
MYBI102 [P ARk 1 52 9 1 a9 ks 34, 78 Ab 2t 48
h IS ARG e T8 B di ey, LR GA B 4. 47 7EREH Re-
MYBI102 BYAHXT 2238 7 5 B T 3 7 T R Ea 3,
FEALFE 24 h B ARG ek i e , HUE IR F 33. 41,

FIREE W ReMYB102 KA ) 33k B H 44
e HEN ReMYB102 JE I F 248 H 2= rpf 8
BAEM .

2.2.3 FZHEphiafesNRig & 2 A ReMYBIO2 3
B EkA ey %em  it— L F|FH Real-time PCR X Re-
MYB102 SERTE =3 AR 3 2R R BER () %55
BT, A5 7 FE 8 s, 7EER A
AbPRR Bt SA b PR VT B 455 5 ReMYBI02 ik,
TEER 38 TG SA , ReMYB102 75 M rh (A X 263k
R AR TEALEE 48 h AR XS Rk
515, o 42,58 T ReMYB102 16 A % 6 3k 1
ST RS R 2 h X Rk R, N
42.01, FEER W30 T it MeJA, ReMYB102 78 AR H
AN R IA i R A TEALFE 48 h B AHXT
Lk AN 119,99 ReMYB102 £ M H il AH % £
s R BUETH R R, Z 5 TR T T R
Ay IAEALEE 6 h A1 24 h Bt B R 06, A 450 R
24.48 F126.80, 5 HhEh ria ab B (1 4) 25 A
LLTT T, 345 SA FI MeJA Ab3 ReMYB102 FERR T
FENT 2235 1 34 v F [R)— Ao () 5R e b BT () ik K
-, HL MeJA #38iE SA A5 SRR BN 8%
IRGER LW ReMYBI02 $2 N TE A W15 515 1%
Ko Tt 8 B 48 s 1 ke 1) EE 2 B4 T, ReMYB102 W]
fe EZHE L MeJA (555 i 2 5 1 X8k ihia
N2

3 17 8

MYB 2% 57 R - J2 Al ) e K 1 e 53 TR R ik
Z—"1 S 530 2R Y AR Y
e, DT AR 40 305 o7 AS i) A 306 B A 85 1250 AR
SO LA ZE R A R AR, A AR e T A
TR R SR A B | 25 A SE I OO e A M A R, T
FEAFH] 1 AN D IRRA N MYB 2854 5% [ 7 2L [
ReMYB102 ,FFAE A 2= A ARy ilb 47 7 s, [
TR X 45 SR 0] H 22 ReMYB102 & 3 1% ¢ 51 B A
R2 F1 R3 {A~F&5H5K, J& T R2R3-MYB ZE A1 5% [K]
T WFREAE AR RS me i R 38 (Y MYB
B2 R2R3 268 WLIRE ST AMYB73 BEPR 4536 %F
R B g PO SR ( Malus domestica ) MAMYB73
FEIR G 45 & SR R PR DY N TaMYB73 3
Wz aisSREY, AHE$d, AFE
ReMYB102H: A0 37 2] w5 £ W38 175 5 3235, U] Re-
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R2 domain R3 domain

* 20 * 40 * 60 * 80 * 1 0 0
MGRAP CCBKNGLEKGPWTPEEDQKL VDY I OKHGYGNWRELPKNAGLARCGK “RIRVTVYIRPDTKR'RFbFFFEETTVQLHSILGNk SATARRLPG 100
MGRAPCCPKNGLEKG EEDQKLMDY| 1 QKHGNYGNWRBLPK . ) ) WENYLRPDIKRGRESEEEEETI I QLHSHLGNKWSATARRLPGRT gEE]
MGRSP( (NG (GPWTPEEDRKLMDY I QKHGYGNWRELPK b 'RLR“TV&LRPDIRRiRFSFEEEETIIQLHSILUNK SATAARLPGRT gl
( EEDQKLEDY| 1 QKHGYGNWRBL PK L CGKS LRWENYLRPDIKRGRESEEEEET TQLHSHLGNKWS LPGRT gmiii]
/TPEEDQKL EDY| 1 QKHGYGNWRFLPKNAG SGKSCRLRW TN\LhPDlh\LRFSFEEEETIIQLHSILUNK“ TABRLPGRT e}
TPEEDEKLEDY I QKHGNYGNWRELPKNAGLARCGK LRVTVYLRPDIKR'RFbFEEEETIIQLHSILGNK SATARRLPGRT gt}
TPEEDHKLIEYIQHHGHGNWRNLPK 5L ) ) WENYLRPDIKRGRESEEEEETV I QLHSHLGNKWSATARRLPGRT SEE]
TPEEDRQKL FDY T QKHGYGNWRBLPK CGK 'RLR“TN&LRPDIRRiRFSFEEEETIIQLHSILUNK SATAARLPGRT i}
TPEEDQKL FDY( T QKHGYGNWR BLPK . >GK LRWENYLRPDIKRGRESEEEEENT TQLHSELGNKWSATAARLPGRT gl
TPEEDQKLEDY 1 QKHGYGNWRELPKNAGLARCGKSCRLRWENYLRPD IKRGRESEEEEET I TQLHSELGNKWSATAARLPGRT o]
TQEEDQKLVDY QK hYGNWRTLPkN%hLQR LRWTNYLRPDIKRGRFSFEEEETIIQLHSELGNK SATARRLPGRT gt}
Q kg i ! X 00
100

u]T ILKKR
WPK TQETEDTD THKMBENPQEEAASDGGNN

FTHERRICHY N R2 R3 Z5#438 . Re: A2 MYB102; Md; 3£ 5 MAMYB74; Ej;: #LH EjMYB4; Pm: #§ 45 PmMYBG6; Pa; T2k PaMYB102; Pp . Bk
PpMYB6; Qs:# J KRk QsMYB102;St; 42 SIMYB34;S1: % ili SIMYB74; Ch: BiH CbMYB39; At: #AB7F MYB102;Ta: /N2 TaMYB33;Gm; K
& GmMYB92,

2 RcMYB102 SHfthiE MYB XEEEAREEBRF IS ELLN

Fig.2 Multiplealignment of amino acid sequences between ReMYB102 with other MYB proteins

93 PmMYB6
g1 PpMYB6
10 L PaMYBI02
100 MdMYB74
W: EjMYB4
@ RcMYBI102

—— AtMYB102
100—— AtMYB74

— QsMYBIO02
79 & — CbMYB39
100 StMYB34
99 489‘: SIMYB74
58 AMYB41
AtMYB49

43 —— AtMYB107
100—— AtMYB9

65 ——————— AtMYB6

101 AtMYB7
W: AtMYB4
GmMYB92

—— AtMYB3
56— TaMYB33

AtMYB60

100 AtMYB30
W: AtMYB96

50,

59

3 RcMYBI102 K RS 1L it
Fig.3 Phylogenetic tree of ReMYB102
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Fig.4 Expression characteristics of ReMYB102 gene under salt
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Fig.5 Expression characteristics of ReMYB102 gene under SA
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Fig.6 Expression characteristics of ReMYB102 gene under Me-
JA treatment

MYBI102 25 T H ZEmh i s hia i 2%
AR ZE F SR ReMYB102 5 AtMYB49 |
AtMYB41 ,AtMYB74 F11 AtMYB102 75 [ JE B # 3T
AEARFFREE R0, 5 H 2= ReMYB102 4b T [d]l—43
FILEE I AIMYB74 Fil AIMYB102 #8235 T 4L i
B MR N, B A BRI T AE NaCl Al ABA ZEFEF
AtMYB74 W5 P 5% S KA W 0 1 7, UE W Ae-

50.00 -
45.00
40.00

% 35.00

K 30.00

25.00
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Fig.7 Expression characteristics of RcMYB102 gene under salt

stress and SA treatment
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Fig.8 Expression characteristics of ReMYB102 gene under salt

stress and MeJA treatment

MYB74 GEfg i b 38 ) 5 18] i AeMYB102 3 H Xt
W0 ABA Al MeJA 354 R, Rk Yy
FH HEEINT ReMYB102 7] fig 5 H ZHih A &
FUIMER

SA il MeJA JEAHY) B E 501, R
Bl S N L VR, AT ARG A AR
MYB #RH T2 5 TP EN Z iR,
Z 1) TaMYB4 BRI 1) RIK3Z 5] T SA [ ABA il MeJA
TR ZEAMEIRE SA ABA MeJA Fil GA, Ak 3
T s Fl*%‘(/lquilaria sinensis ) W) AsMYBI AsMYB2 3t
AR IR AW as R Em, JMNEEE SA
FI MeJA #B0] LU S H 28 ReMYB102 FER 455, H.
e ) Rk SRR X G , R X T AMIE I SA
FT MeJA A b 5 4BURS , ReMYB102 FE R 3 4 H
b R DIRE

MY R TS 5N ER LT, B2
AEA= Pyt 1 5 R BOMARIER ST Wit &
T 1Y 7K A% TR R Fi R H 1 08 e 200 3% ( Gracilariopsis
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lemaneiformis) " #) HSP70 . MnSOD . CA . NR F& A 1)
Feak A, I Hit X 2 R A aT DURRE & e 20
AL TR RO E 1Y AR M ( Nicotiana tabacum)
o, At SA BF MYB 2855 5% R L Y SRk 25
FTbE R0 R b AR O A BT R
JNTY s Hussain ZERF58 45 50 8K | ANt o7 8% 2 T L
ST MYB JER A FR IR s HAC 2 B
FFFAERTE S ARRFE H AR Eh 5 SA Jhab
PLR iR A MeJA JEALERTT ReMYB102 B 1 335
BT 15007, S5 R R BAEFR 0 55t R 3k
[FAEHT 72 A AR A o ReMYB102 IR 1) 3
TRKAP b R R 2R R kb PR AR S B B
FEER W0 T 38 MeJA BCHGTE SA (19175 O BN
B, RAMESE 45 SR ik R Ab B 48 b, H &
an A A A B B B AR AR AE T, bt MeJA
F1SA Fy0T LAk gz £ 30 X7 H 2= 500 3 ] B4l iy
PaE ) Il LU MeJA I SA 25T A &5
i A Ry 17 e R BB G R . ARBFSERS ReMYB102
FER A WE B 2 MR A B o A R T8 s H 2R
(R ER AL, TR A H Ze3sA% ol R B8 il

4 i

AR AR T, VIR ) R2R3-MYB 2844
SEHT ReMYB102, 25 T H Z24h W 38 i 157 F1 X 38
K SA Al MeJA MR 2L FE T REXT H BIR N BE S
S EERZ AL TR R W an N AL A S A
o RS S MIRAFINT A Z2 P ER HLH S &8
PUERAR S P AL T H B3 PR A S A i

S Xk
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