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BERBHRIERIERERE GDYRK2 AR R KE DYRK EFREWERF
AEHLHHEL D R R LERALE B & REMK
(1. BT AR AN RR A B BHEARIERTFE T/ B T4 58 b B A6 S B ORI AR BORBESE bl SR JE T MR R I 1500865 2. Mg /RIE LAY
gty BOBTL WAZRIE 150001 5 3. ZRAUMOL R AzdnRlafhe, BT /RIE 1500405 4. BT sl B4 40, BRI 153000)

OISR R R AR R TR DY, Xof B A DA S R AR o T P 30 e PRl — XU S5 e R Wt T A Y TR
LK GsDYRK2 SHATWIFGY , 7E K 7 A FE DR 2045 JE v L X 12k DR ) [ 05 DR G0 AT 0 20 R 15 8.2 43, 1 — 26 X
18 173 B A K M AR K G I R AR a3 D O 1A 7 45 5 R R IR SRR R, 43 A7 GsDYRK2 ik i 5 BF A K G
PR BRI HIEMROC R o G5 EKW] : GsDYRK2 5 GmDYRK2 Fy A\ AL el 98.21% , 1h 722 NG IERR AR B,
Sy Uit 82 573.92 Da, 551 kil 4. 63, 5 R ECH 75. 18, AKIE RECH 49. 01, W AFEH M, HoRKIEEN .
KT DYRK S0 A 51 Gt (4 2 11 B 3104 35 9 409 ~ 1 179 aa, 431 g 46 356.53 ~ 132 314.75 Da, FEig 2 1 5 Wy
4.63 ~8.66, NAE RN 34.88 ~51.26, I5 24K 70.90 ~87.01, GsDYRK2 & 1% 5L 7 PKe_DYRK _like —4>
— R, ZREEIETI I R TOAE M (48.06% ) > o BRHE (36. 7% ) > SEAREE (11.91% ) >B #1(3.32% ) .
K5 DYRK FIETF 40K 4 AWK, 43514 Yat . DYRK1 DYRK2 1 DYRKP, GsDYRK2 F1 GmDYRK2 #4J5¢ fv T4l il A%,
GmDYRK7 & 2 T4 57, H 2 k& DYRK S BE AL T AR . K5 DYRK FERE 3+ X5 32204 18 FUli=AE I e
P8, T RE S HCR R IR LAY OC . S IE A RHIESE 18 B A R s, L RT3 ,2 BT AL
B2 43,3 IR S 455 qRT-PCR K25 5L 7 , GsDYRK2 FEPR B3k 5 5 8721 K 0 B B R I o A WA 5 1 1 A
Kk WIFEEERULH] GsDYRK2 J PR B3k ] A B B AR I 7 A X S el Bh i e i) T Be ez — o

K$#IA : GsDYRK2 ; K57 DYRK D s AWM B o b 5 B9 A DR 5 e R o 5 PO o Jo 0 126

Study on Pythium Root Rot Resistance Candidate Gene GsDYRK? and
Bioinformatics Analysis of Soybean DYRK Genes

LIU Jian-xin' ,GUO Xin-yu’ ,MA Le’, YANG Guang',BI Ying-dong' ,FAN Chao',LIU Miao', ZHANG Zhong-lin*
(1. Institute of Crop Cultivation and Tillage, Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences/Engineering Technology Research Center for Utilization of
Wild Soybean Resources in Cold Region, Harbin 150086, China; 2. Gardening Center of Harbin Engineering University, Harbin 150001, China;

3. College of Life Science, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin 150040, China; 4. Yichun Branch of Heilongjiang Academy of Forestry, Yichun
153000, China)

Abstract: In order to explore the resistance gene to soybean pythium root rot, we studied the resistance candidate gene
GsDYRK2 of wild soybean, compared and preliminary analyzed the homologous gene family of the gene in the whole genome
with bioinformatics of soybean. We further inoculated 18 wild materials with soybean pythium root rot pathogen and identified ,
and detected the gene expression with real time PCR, and then analyzed the relationship between GsDYRK2 relative expression
level and the resistance to pythium root rot of wild soybean. The results showed that, the sequence similarity of GsDYRK2 and
GmDYRK2 was 98.21% , composed of 722 amino acid residues, molecular weight was 82 573.92 Da, isoelectric point was
4. 63, fat coefficient was 75. 18, instability coefficient was 49. 01, and it was a hydrophilic protein. The protein sequences
length of DYRK family members were 409 —1 179 aa, the molecular weight was 46 356.53 — 132 314.75 Da, the theoretical
isoelectric point was 4.63 —8.66, the instability coefficient was 34. 88 —51.26 and the fat coefficient was 70. 90 - 87.01.
The GsDYRK2 sequence contains only one PKc_DYRK_like domain. The secondary structure and content was random curl
(48.06% ) > a-helix(36.7% ) > extension chain(11.91% ) >B-angle(3.32% ). Soybean DYRK family can be divided into
four subfamilies including Yat, DYRK1, DYRK2 and DYRKP. Subcellular localization showed that both GsDYRK2 and
GmDYRK2 were localized in the nucleus, GmDYRK7 was localized in cytoplasm and other soybean DYRK proteins were
localized in nucleus. The promoter region of the soybean DYRK gene consisted of 18 cis-regulatory element, and soybean
DYRK genes may be related to hormone signal regulation and abiotic stress. The resistance of 18 wild soybeans to pythium root
rot was identified. Among them, a material was with resistance grade 1, twelve materials were with resistance grade 2, five
materials were with resistance grade 3. And the qRT-PCR result showed that there was a positive correlation between the
expression of GsDYRK2 gene and the resistance of wild soybean to pythium root rot. This study showed that the expression of
GsDYRK2 gene could be used as an assistant screening method for wild soybean resistant to pythium root rot.

Keywords: GsDYRK2; DYRK gene of soybean; bioinformatics; wild soybean; pythium root rot; resistant gemplasm screening
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KEARJE T (soybean root rot) {2 —Ff + {5
F, FURTAE [ A AR 2 e DX 3t & A, 25 R 2 AR
PR T ORISR, S AR IR [ R R A X R
DX, o AR R A, PRI L S O 60%
HeEp e SRV O Y 2 AL L
70 73 hm? , FLI % A 1R B R, 00 K AR
ERUNSE=Tag WL Vs s3I SN S 1
TORGARJE 5 640 Tt i 18 5 LA 7 B2 SO 0 T
IR I BRIV RS T A 32t Al KA T, A
)Rl LGAE] S AR LB, AT — 20 I 1 2% 3 1Y
BIARERE o Hh TR I AR B T 4 S L £
%, HLA5 H 8 T D B0 1 RAR AL 45 A 1 D3R
Wi, ST R SRR TSI AR A
S R R R ABIE S 1290 1) B0 LB, TR B 42 4l R Ao
JGE USRI ARISE B 256 DAL, AT S I o R 5 T e R
TR PO MBS E LA, A SCHIE T AR BT X T
PETHHE R S A A A T 3 58 4 ) o oA E A B
AR L

FATE S 2% 28 AR b 22 e A 31 I 25
SR ST B PR T T K R AR I 9 L 1 3 PR
WFFEIEALBR T0 20 % R, T LAk i 25 TR e g B
THREAT ST 140 S WA 18 AR PR ZH 38 3 /i 0L 5

FEHD DX A= R T G IR 0 BE ARAT T R T 9 VR A ]
FeACREAAR , R 2 T 1 %% B 43 F b i A 4 PR 4 56
AT I 1 0 A B 1 M AR R 0 R AR S e e
TEHE PR-BURE S 1 i 2 R W 1R b A 5 OB e 2 [
(DYRK) , R i HE P 2 15 5 b 3 K o R BP A= R
JE ARSI PUE R UIAH SR AN AR, A o T i — 20
WESE . A HF 58 N NCBL B35 P2 vb 35 BCHF 4= K 5
GsDYRK2 FE[H , #5 #8 K & ( William 82) H1 () DYRK
SRR B, ST AW E B 2= 5 A B0, [ B
DNI2Z 35 PR FE A [ B A R T 9% U P i e AR 1 10, I 40
PrHRIAE SEERIEWRIE LR, BN ROt
JE EEAR B 5 1 R Y B4 B LA

1 #B57FE

1.1 8l

LI sRB @ R AN R d g etk
bR AR P B S g = SR 41, R AT T IR B V48 JE
B A= R LG TR BT s o

112 A ke HOLE R REORETRIEITY
SE B A K T BRI TR AR AT 0 1 BT AR
REFPBGEIR I, It 18 4y, B4 24 Kk 1, Bloc
YUSEINE ST EDNIS 70 S S ESN eI I

x1 HEAFEXEER

Table 1 The information of Glycine soja materials in this study
e .,
Cﬁﬁfilm RAEH A R KM R AT EORAR  Iliak
bank Location Pod type Shattering ~ Seeds color 100-seed weight/g Protein content/% Fat content/%
FFO07 MR IR 3 & e 1 H 55 2 1.26 46.05 7.81
FFO11 AR 22 b H EE 5.10 41.74 13.62
FFO18 W IR EE AU R R T H i 1.30 49.51 6.03
FF053 MR T B2 L AR A T O B 55 1.14 48.83 6.15
FFO54 W IR T B B AR AT H 55 2 1.40 47.06 7.48
FRO64 AR BRSNS B 55 1.18 50.25 6.91
FFO77 & B TR EL SR E K & H i 1.36 47.21 7.91
FF098 Wy IR BT A 38 X\ R 30 H 55 1.14 46.80 7.63
FF203 W R 7 km H G 1.34 48.06 6.93
FF216 FEIRH 2R, B fid = 1.34 48.39 6.00
FF233 PELTEN H EE 2 1.44 51.35 6.71
FF280 WURS L A i B A H 55 1.42 47.43 5.89
FF339 R S RRRAAT H 55 2 1.08 48.42 5.98
FF¥379 = H 55 1.42 47.43 5.89
FF504 114 H [ Ll 1.64 44.37 8.09
FF588 XV AT PR Sk N e 55 H | 1.64 48.30 6.70
FF604 MORETRK S Bk 3 . | 5] B 1.46 45.41 6.48
FF609 AR HE TG B AR UL A H L] 1.52 50.37 6.41
1.2 FHi& www. nchi. nlm. nih. gov/) %4, DA GsDYRK2 3L [N 7
1.2.1 AReyAM1E 8554 78 NCBI(htps: / G145 (XM_028361302. 1) 2%, A K 0 K 4
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MR 74, K %% Pfam (https; // pfam. xfam. org/)
BH K DYRK J PR R DR S¥- 28 A8 B, 72 K 52
PR ACE FHT IR, G I8 R AR e e
o BiEe RAFTE DR SF S5 I, B2BRTTR T 91 DL
ATEREIT I, e A0 K DYRK N 505 7 51
Bt GsDYRK2 F¢ 513238 & NCBI-CDD ( https : //www.
ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/cdd ) #4725 87087 .

K] ExPASy (http: // expasy. org/) FAF U 53
PrREDA Gt 2 1 A BROS 55 H R SRR B o T i
A e TR K 55 BRAL M B, W] A ] TR £ B
( ProtScal , https://web. expasy. org/protscale/) i# 17
TV 240 L A7 T A S/ g AR P T 43

RGEHARIF LRI Clustal X EAFXF UL R IF
I GsDYRK SN @ 5 4T Z2 5y Hr e 6 T HU X &5
F R MEGA 5.2 514 1) AH 98 % 27 ( Neighbor-
Joining ) ¥4 REGEHEALKT

fili j§ SOPMA K SWISS-MODEL 7E £k %k 4 %
GsDYRK2 Jy A\ kAT — | = REEM AT IO . R FHAE
2RI {4 MEME (2. 3. 2, http://meme. sdsc. edu/
meme ) 43 M7 K 5. DYRK 3[R (1) 25 ¥, 38 B K 5
DYRK P E i 1 500 bp J& 31 X 3T 51, F
EPD ( Eukaryotic Promoter Database ) 34 FE £ 17 )2 B
TR HITCHF 23 H
1.2.2 X2 RERBRARZEFERE KEE
FEARE TR R B B IR ofF 25 g KORLROK (JEFE 18) 5
18 mL LEAK A KELEH, 121 C 40 min K AL
L, TIRERAE G FARORAE R 25 A 1Y B 77 B D)
BT em x 1 em ({77 He, IR RE BT ARE 2 %07
R AL TR 2], 26 CHEFR B RIBA 1,3 d
Je BRI A 2R 00 T 22 R OKRE . KR T B 4K
A, TR R AE B T, A D B R R R
RS,

R R AR o v e b R R PO AR &
(hgfr o =1 1) KM, RAPKRE A
VU W 2 R B AR A B B P o R R
A, 126 CHikZ iR 3 d, 7e R HERZ v WA
2RI, TEKKLF ] 1.5 em Ab g 5 57 A4 K G AD
T34k AR 1 KL, A SRR 8 B, Hirh 4 B
R RE R 4 PO IR, SR E A, TiRED
Rigf IR 26 C LG 14 h, s 12 000 Ix, $2Fh
14 d J&, WS 250 AR A B0, JF I A A Rk O AR 2R 1
Ol JEACARAE  FE AR A BOPE S, [ i Bt i
A RO B A0 e T A, IO PR AR AR
- 80 CHMRIRIKAE
1.2.3 FAKREAAEAE HEWE: TR
WG 5, AR B e A ) A BE R . X RN Ak 3 2

WS BRI,

AR B (% ) = (W IR FR R - Ak
PRAH P )/ %F BRZH Py x 100

o R« R T T AL s e 1 48 0 o 7 S5
FIERRIER 0 P AEMRTCIN T ARTCIREE; 1 40 TR
LA 2  BALE <10% 32 Fh: TR BRI L2,
FARRIEAL SRR <20% ;3 P T T MR 62, hl
WRIBAL, AR <50% 34 9. FAR MBI, FE bk
AL AR <80% 35 Gt FhTIEES, oMb
1.2.4 GsDYRK2 } B %5 % qRT-PCR 54 RNA
SRS S e 57 o BB A DR R T A R R AT
Jg8 % 3t 7 & ( PrimeSeript™ RT reagent kit with
¢DNA Eraser Takara) 147 RNA BOH2HL,

qRT-PCR: 424 GsDYRK2 ( NC_041003. 1) 3£ [
BT 8 B EHE (ORF) J72 471, ffi i} Primer Premier 5 K
4 % 3 GsDYRK2 3 A B| % ( F. 5'-CTGAA-
GAGTGCCTGGATCCA-3"; R: 5'-TGTGCCTGAACAA-
CCCTACT-3") FI K & 188 N Z W 51 ¥ (F.5'-
GAGGTAGCTTCGGGCGCAACT-3"; R: 5'-GCAGGT-
TAGCGAAATGCGATAC-3") . 7& Roche 480 %% ¢ &2
f PCR Y F 14T qRT-PCR, L 18S HL[H 11l 5 3k
JEANRE 3 AN EY B, R PCR R
LightCycler® 480 SYBR Green | Master, PCR {k & %
MR CAH OG0 W B kAT, B R BIIE R A
20 wL:cDNA FEHR 2 MLJ:T()&?%I%% 0.8 wbL.2 x
TB Green Premix Ex Taq Il ( Takara) 10 wL., % H,0
Z RARFR, 7E Real-Time PCR {¥ ( Bio-Rad A %)) I+
P ARIF 95 °C 1 min;95 °C 20 5,58 C 1 min,
40 RAEFH ., AT 3 KH A .
1.3 HiESH

AU HCA Cu A3k MR A S i i 4 R E 4T
FER IR o FIH] Excel 2003 FEAT8E 34T

2 HFRESH

2.1 EENEYMREEREESHR

2.1.1 GsDYRK2 5 GmDYRK 5% R /% %) vt st 57
i3k BLAST LU X oA S AR SE I 4 0 i , 78 K 4 5k
P2 R e 11 KRS DYRK A B, HR 4 H:
FEYL R I 1 8 J5 P MR i 44 9 GmDYRKI ~
GmDYRKI1, GsDYRK2 5 GmDYRK2 J¢ %\l 5
1, M 98.21% FEAHT DLAE R el — L

2.1.2 HGQRBACHE IR 54 B T 2 o 7 A% T
GsDYRK2 J¥|H 722 & FEFR AR FL ALK, Hoor 1
ol 82 573.92 Da, ZEH1 50 4. 63, IS i 28K
75. 18, REasE 2500 49. 01 i Z{EK T 40, AR E
B, HoEKEEA,
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GmDYRK 5% & 11 5 Jy 41 9 K O 409 ~
1179 aa, s> 7-H )y 46 356.53 ~ 132 314.75 Da, [d]
IS AF L RN 4. 63 ~ 8. 66, AEIE R EN 34. 88
~51.26, J§i %% 70.90 ~87.01, H:f GmDYRKS

2
F1 GmDYRKY Sy 25K PEEE 1, AR B K & .
SV 41 i 2 {37 4% S i 7, GsDYRK2 1 GmDYRK2
PIEM AR . GmDYRKT A7 T 40 i i, Hoe
GmDYRK M@ FAMAZE (£ 2) .

%&2 XE DYRK ZEA BRI E L
Table 2 The physicochemical properties and subcellular localization of soybean DYRK protein

- S P FILM K i IEL’B%EE'E /T\*%%%’Eﬂl P %%/Eﬁﬂ.(‘.ﬁ Bl oL ivd

Protein name Gene sequence Number of Molecular Theoretical Instability Fat coefficiont Hydrophilia/  Subcellular
number amino acid weight/Da  isoelectric point coefficient Hydrophobicity ~ position
GmDYRK1 GLYMAO1G158200 445 49970.23 8.66 43.71 80.72 BK 20 B A
GmDYRK2 GLYMA02G257600 720 82206.43 4.63 49.03 74.44 BRI 20 B A
GmDYRK3 GLYMAO05G248500 1099 123342.95 4.79 43.73 75.91 Bk Bl
GmDYRK4 GLYMA08G057200 856 96748.49 4.77 41.13 76.52 K Bl
GmDYRK5 GLYMA08G266300 898 99609. 30 8.10 51.26 70.90 B K 2 B A
GmDYRK6 GLYMA09G169500 1145 128558.56 4.97 43.31 73.03 B K 2 B A
GmDYRK7 GLYMA09G197700 445 49839.99 8.00 42.45 83.93 BRI 21 B
GmDYRK8 GLYMA10G064600 422 47111.41 6.38 34.88 75.14 SRIKPE 20 B A
GmDYRK9 GLYMA12G083800 409 46356.53 6.22 36.04 75.77 SRk Bl
GmDYRK10 GLYMA16G219100 1179 132314.75 4.96 41.68 73.40 K Bl
GmDYRKI1 GLYMA16G111500 445 49751.12 7.96 43.83 87.01 BiLK P EiLIER

2.1.3 X2 DYRK R & %#tftfn sk DYRK  ZkH KRZHN G JE T Yak WKWK, 44

KT 5y k4 AW Kk, 4 9k Yak , DYRKI.  GmDYRKI . GmDYRKS5., GmDYRK7. GmDYRKS.

DYRK2 K DYRKP, #EHUKFG L5 Bl Ir 515
KK DYRK % % 61 47 R Gtk o b, th F
DYRKI W55 A% 53 8 43 U8 T sl A R B 2
AWy, B R G E AR ok B DYRKTD WE S
RGERB RN ZIEM R S5 IT A 51
HEAER S50 — 35, Ul Bz AR A T R, dnE 1
Fis SRR K R i, KT DYRK A&

A AtDYRKP2

&1

The phylogenetic tree of DYRK gene family members of Arabidopsis ,rice,mung beans,cowpeas and soybeans

Fig. 1

GmDYRK9 F1 GmDYRK11 ;{ GmDYRK2 J&F DYRK2
W W, i GmDYRK3 ., GmDYRK4 ., GmDYRK6 il
GmDYRKIO W|J& T DYRKP W % %, [F 6] LL&E
KSR Yak G055 $00RG I FH K A 9 AH D 2 A 5
GOCHRBE, MK G R DYRKP Z kb £ 51
FRAE., s B E MK G A DYRK2 %%

$
A BIBIT Arabidopsis
O %E  Mung beans
ﬁ JKFE  Rice
O 8LE  Cowpeas
* K& Soybeans

* GmDYRK3

bey

MEF KB BRE G EFKE DYRK ER KGR R R4 H
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XU . JEFEAR TSP AR 3 ] GsDYRK2 BF5¢ S R & DYRK K £k #1592 704 285

2.1.4 A RZEMHSH  GsDYRK J¥H) L& PKe_
DYRK_like — /4530, — 450 & &b, oM
Hl (48.06% ) > o WRTE (36.7% ) > %iE i 4
(11.91% ) >B 5:1(3.32% ),

GmDYRK F Rl G 1t B 51 5 R 454 S AR ~F 451
ST EE RN 2 frs, [Rl— %) DYRK &R B A

AL E DR 25 (ELAS T) SIF. i 22 1) ) 66 PR] 45 440 A
BOWWI W22 57 o AIRE R Z 18] i R & DYRK 4
DR £ S i P Bl 6 B A7 AE 22 57, HEP Yak Mo
DYRKP WV S0 A PRS2 17 HAT o BE DR <1, U 2
PSR 51 =22 B A EAL S 2+ 3

¢ - Motif 2
[—CmDYRK7 — : I s - —= . —Mgt:ﬁ
| LemDYRK11 —jan - _M“i{g
| GmDYRK1 — - S— S —— —=—a i
T T ——— 8 ot 4
L_GmDYRK9 —pan I —a—. — ol 9
L—GmDYRKS Y - I HH— : " +H+—a oti
GmDYRK2 — g — - HEHHHE —UTR
—GmDYRKS i o — - - -8
| GmDYRK4 o E— - . e = B -, 8
ﬁ_ GmDYRK6 [ I — s — - - iy
GmDYRK10 COE . s " - —-—-=m
5’ ; : . 35 . - : 3
0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200 0O 5000 10000 15000 20000 25000 30000 35000

2 K= DYRK RIEERFMRRTERF

Fig.2 The gene structure and conserved motifs of soybean DYRK family

2.1.5 X2 DYRK FakABFERTE JEE
SERLEE AN 3 T : DYRK &K G0 40 A 7 8 4%
gefa iR, HA chrl .chr2 .chr5  chrl0 FI chrl2 444

EERA T AFEN, chi8 chi9 Fil chrl6 Je ik |- 4%
L2 A

1

49623404.0 -+ GmDYRK1 e

444.04604.0 - GmDYRK2

2 5 8 9 10 12 16

4377959.0—H- GmDYRK4
" 6147641.0 -GmDYRKS GmDYRK9Y

6687696.0

24635512.0 1 GmDYRK10

33245098.0 +— GmDYRKS

39410000.0 4--GmDYRK6 37643616.0 ~5—GmDYRKI11

42156880.0 5~ GmDYRK3 42226000.0+-GmDYRK7 -

B3 XE DYRK EREFRiERLEMRER

Fig.3 The chromosome location of soybean DYRK gene family

2.1.6 X2 DYRK F#&A K B3 -FIIRXAE A T
¥ KRE DYRK A i 1 500 bp & )+ X 55§
FE B AE F oo T 25 S an & 4 B, 2 i)
18 A X AR F T4, = 24 6w B MeJa i [ |
Ut 7 % T . [ R R S5 7 R B e 7 A5, G ol

i SO A PG i fie 22, $E I HG T BE 52 DA 51
P Ak, K E DYRK G0k H R 2 B A 7 2 7
PR R L G A R B A -5 R R DT, R WK L
DYRK 2 [A ] 68 5 ¥ R {5 5 W 1% L AR R Y ia
M

Bl Abscisic acid responsiveness

- GmDYRK7 -+ H++ + + + H——+

Anaerobic induction
— N B Anoxic specific inducibility

- GmDYRK11-H
GmDYRK1 —+

B Auxin responsive

GmDYRKS +

Cell cycle regulation

GmDYRK9

It

Bl Defense and stress responsive
Differentiation of the palisade mesophyll cells

GmDYRK2 + + + +—t + i

Drought inducibillity

Endosperm expression

.- GmDYRK3 -+ —— + i + + +
- GmDYRK4 ————+ H——+ +

Flavonoid biosynthetic genes redulation
Gibberellin responsive

B Light responsive

- GmDYRK6 —+ - —- i H
- GmDYRKI10 Alnnorsiidle. A n

B Low temperature responsive

B MaJA respomsive
y-— W Meristem expression

— GmDYRKS +
S

__ 3/® Salicylic acid responsive

Obp 200bp 400bp 600bp 800bp

1000bp

Wound responsive

1400bp B Zein metabolism regulation

1200bp

E 4 XE DYRK EEBEzHFIAXIERTHST
Fig.4 The distribution of cis-elements in soybean DYRK gene promoter
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2.2 BHEXREBEREFMMES GsDYRK2 EH
RIZEEXBENIT

22,1 HFAREBERBRIBFREL B
18 53 M A R T o o 0 AR 114 6% A 0 TR AR 3500 2 19
FIEPURIN LS R 3 Fin, Kb 1y # Rkt
WER R 1 G, MRS R 5 4 5 FRO18, 4% 4k R hy
8. 4% ;12 M MBI S9N 2 9, 2 FFO07 \FF054 |
FFO64 .FFO77 ,FF098 . FF203 , FF233  FF280  FF379 .
FF504 FF604 1 FF609 , &4k % H 10% ~20% ;5 {3}
MRPURE %R 3 Y6, i FFO11, FF053 , FF216 .
FF339 1 FF588, &k Rk F 20% . 1 18 3 #1 )
T R i i 1 Dk FROLL, 2 — i 2 B AE K G b
BEBR AR FFO18  JRIL 3R 8. 4%

F3 BFEAEHBERRASEE
Table 3 The identification of disease resistance grade

of wild soybean varieties

ORI

Disease

B S

Code in rescoure bank

LS

Stuntedness rate/ %
resistance level

FF007 17.70 2
FFOI11 36.52 3
FFO18 8.40 1
FF053 25.99 3
FF054 12.51 2
Fro64 11.87 2
FF077 11.21 2
FF098 11.57 2
FF203 14.39 2
FF216 31.43 3
FF233 16.48 2
FF280 17.80 2
FF339 32.28 3
FF379 13.50 2
FF504 17.73 2
FF588 21.08 3
FF604 10.71 2
FF609 10.77 2

2.2.2 #HEERE GDYRK2 % R £k 54

YEHL FFO18 , FF064 . FF233  FF504  FF588 F1 FF609
55 6 (B R E4T qRT-PCR 3 Hr, FFOL8 4705 44 il
i, H DYRK SN B8 f ey , o0 3. 17 ; FF064
FF233 FF504 F1 FF609 His 25 4% Jy 2, HA S 235

R 2.21,1.18,1. 15 1 3. 11 ;FF588 i 2% 7
N3G FNE KRR, 8 0.57(F4) o ZERULT
AR BT IR B PUR SF 95 DYRK JE A Y 323k
AR B TE ARG, HU0 A ey , B DR Tk sy
&4 DYRK ERHRIELER
Table 4 The express results of DYRK

PERREAS  EERARXTRRE B SRS
Code in Gene relative Stuntedness Disease
rescoure bank  expression level rate resistance level
FFO18 3.17 8.40 1
FFO64 2.21 11.87 2
FF233 1.18 16.48 2
FF504 1.15 17.73 2
FF588 0.57 21.08 3
FF609 3.11 10.77 2

3 i

FIRT, A 5¢ DYRK HE A A4l 32 202 5C T X 8)
YIRS WBRSE 100 %3 T BB S AR 47
JeHEA B A4 K S DYRK 3 (K F 2 5 5 H05% ik
PR 10 i B i TR 2 B R S AT 5 b i LA 5G4k
B P 42 4 S T R LR RS B A T
IS — B A I R 111X — R R figp PRt JC B 2
b AR N A AR Tk F 5 5 I Y 1) R A
K, FNHFTE R —E N T %8 KRG g%
ARJE R BC 1 B A 28 0 ol B 22 b 07 1 2 82 A
B AR A X BTG A () ELR VR TR ]
DX P A R RO R AT 0 R G T R 2 ol M
IR gRT-PCR 7341 GsDYRK2 H: [N (1 3 3A 4, 45
REW] GsDYRK2 FE P X 1 AG TN A B T 4 % BF A
RSN JEE R AR I o B PR3, ] IS T 5 e KR JE
T P A R LR B ) B 2

T ] A WL R AR o s B, (R
S EEA BT, DRI iR 15 42 i 5T BT P ) R S A
JRGEIR . R T IR R MR A B0 P B TR 0 108 T A, AR
WFFERS 18 3 BF AR Fh B R IR HEA T HUIE 45, B
U RPRHITI S 9 0 1 9, 12 4 B R T I 25 9
2903 AP RHUR S 3 9. I B AR R B
BHRHELEAT 5 IR, BOZIR ASZ R, TR 5
AR B At FUR A TN R EA )
PUPER VA IR AR R GAHVEA TR, 75 2R 4 19 AR
HHEATIRAR R LI . M H AT 1 0 2 Gtk i
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XUBEHRAE  JEBAR PR R N GsDYRK2 W58 e K& DYRK 2 [H A= ¥y 15 B2 4 287

FOBRIE T AN R B X, i) 4 32 24 AR S Bl 3k )
FREHBIX 3 — 4 il ik — A U IR PR IE VT4 1 24>
X 377 A8 BAT R B R AR R Pt i B AR R
GEIR, W AZAE A A 1 AR 2 ok, DL e 3R
I BOBTHE G PSRRI, AT AT LA R 4709 5 PR ) 0 —
A U SE AT Al R A8 B ) B A B PR B R

4 g

KRG AFEHA P %E N 11 4K DYRK 5[
RGO, i fE 8 FRge ik b IRk a4k
GmDYRKI ~ GmDYRKI1, GsDYRK2 5 GmDYRK2 J¥
G fe i, K 98. 21% , KeA a] LUK & 6] — 4
FH, KZ% GmDYRK J 51 J& T Yak W.5¢H%, Yak
S DYRKP 7 5 % N DR 7 JE Ty B A BE DR S1 12
GsDYRK2 f1 GmDYRK2 ¥y %2 fi T 41 M #%,
GmDYRK?7 7 {7 T 4 i Jit , H:'2 GmDYRKs ¥ 3 i/
TANMIRZ . SR 3h 5 XA Tt B, R 24K
BT RE SRS R AR AR W A DG A
18 Y BF A R G BRI % 1 10 I B AR e b
EHH 1 GRS AR R G AR GsDYRK2 K
PRI ) 22 3k £ 5 6 2 A o Bk A 8 B 1 JE R O
P, K GsDYRK2 5 PH i 238 S AR R B Ji # AR Jd i
PP RGBT Bz —.
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