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WG Oryza latifolia Desv. DZERRMRT 5 a2 4 RO ENE

RS — R« BT - RIS
(AU

?E T A LR T 2L R Oryza latifolia 13,

T L,
300 mM,
300 mM 1
latifolia T#5 <, O. latifolia Tl

T 10%, 655 mM T 30 %7 Litffitﬂli L7,
NP R SDS=RY T 2 YT 2

WG ST O, 1'u[1p00'0n k gL 7.
KO 655 mM NaCl 45 F T,

—-DE) T2 5|
DD T EEATO,
Hotz.
HIENTEBIL, FF5 a4 FEUIAHL
F—J =K .SDS-HY 7T
W 2 i3

ZHFRLAY 7

“514\, PRI T, BUER AL A TETE

, BMFHHRIOR 7 %12 b AT A (Szaboles 1994).
lmL7\ ML, E AR UG 2 HIBRY 5 3}"’372‘5"‘4"“'-"
YWD TdHhDh (Boyer 1%2) WA MVALEMTT
EM O NARGREEZIKTT 95 4% (Kaiser and Heber 1981,
Seeman and Critchley 1985), L_i’tli, SAALOME (Nagy
and Galiba 1995, Lakshimi & 1996), MO & 287 B D
> (Sibole  1998), 7 m a7 4 V& iDL F (Kolchevskii
% 1995, Sultana % 1999), X A 4 /v F5 ¥ 2 DL
(Khan % 1997) X AT EAVRIBE LT WA,

A ATHUTH L U"kx,l’i ﬁ‘m< (Greenway and Munns
1980), NaClULHLZ X » THAMHEEDH L MK T 3 5.
f’i'Ui_(i‘, iS5k A & "‘Yi'x‘ l‘l~;i11ff' % 150 mM NaCl f#-4¢ T

2 HIHRE Lo, BE s 10 s C60 %, HhE
T8 %I T35 (Maegawa 5 1987). 4 4 DI BH
DT, 7THRT T A bAOHOER! Mom%T/y&
VORTFIZ Lo THIERIEND twomﬁi%éﬁ
(Yeo 5 1985), Je& MMM, 5 WIO0E IS E I

35 E O A %@ itktw«bnfmf

K O H *@,mﬁ@Mthﬁ JT&HH
KATE L. WAORMENIIE, SRR 5 kR, 3
®Vﬂ,&0MHW<@m®%}%ﬁ%D SN Ui
BIPEIE, #% “”%%7:41M®W‘ﬂ
iﬂé 4 Z\@lm(-x, R Y61 D R S 2 S R 2
MY D s G, b BB~ Na® myﬂ &lﬂxébﬁ-h

EHLTWBE#Z LN TEZ (Yeo and Flowers 1986,
Tsuchiya & 1994). L2 L, ZOEMORTA R

i)

. “l }3 by )
TR PR AR RE S

et v v —,

O. rufipogon @ ’)t{i‘?
FNENH D 75 %, KU30%T
aCﬁﬂlL@ka>iaAtﬁb%f,%5meﬁmo%icﬁbLt
FBE 1L 655 mM NaCl f£48F ¢

Wiz A, 5T 20.3 kDa, MUY 22 .4 kDa® ¥ » 287 i 7
Frz, ARy MG 28, 29 KU 34 o 3L F 2O %
CNODHERNS, O latifolia 1, 5734 FEORIEESE L, @ NaCl AT TLX%E
GNP EHLTODIER Do,

ZUNT IR ’7‘11/ WAKED, JCAE, W,

2 LG A ST e N N S
YIRRI, "HERA%:)

AHT OO S04 il & L"C"H B3 7z SR26B & 0 %) ISR W &%
FOYEREW SIS T D728, O. latifolia 355 O 640 Wk 1

B OF 5 a4 FEORRZHEME % NaCl 1
BHEELE, NaCliZ & » TARE Qs xi,
“d o 1z N, O latifolia T,
F7 24 FEOEED O.

3T U745, O rufipogon Tl& 300 mM

F a4 FEOEEOER 2 M 572012, 724 RO 5~
h#»ﬁ%%%(ﬁE—RME)4%Ntk‘6,OMMMﬁu%534FW
1220.3 kDa, MUF22.4 kDa AR RIG R Y 30 B %

£ LTz, TORICEAURE) (2
< Lo, KUE
c W ERER IO ¥ L BT

WCHET) % HEdE 5

INSDF 7Y
FhERD R

F5 a4 FELS oo B, ORI SGRT,

T b B4
B J@ﬂ Jf” TP
(Tsuchlya 5 1997>

NaCl f#+1£ "F <
AR AWAS

-Ju] o t

EERT

& (Garcia © 1995),
I)‘] D \THC 0) T %' i
bwio %ﬁcm.m

HIEMMBENT WS (Garcia b 1997)
F& % 1 E i (Nakamura 5 2002) T,

It Tg& i ‘l; N‘ ) O latifolia, i ’é‘-

J mL'H OJ}’/A )I,
) O 1uf ipogon, O.

3 L\aC % ’J AT M}hkiu L, %LH'O) Na"ﬁ?dﬁ, o
TR DRI DWTHANZ, 2054, O latifolia T
Na* 4% SR26B &£ D & %  ZEHIZ .‘uﬁx L7243, AF#FEIESR
26B &0 bEnnT &, FE, JILBIESHERR S I,

71:,1} /75):1:%"5#120;_}:_75”.“07] t ‘ : \.711'00)1'“
WS, O latiolia 1%, THFETA LD- iZlU AR
e SN TEEOBKRI Y& LA, B3 AitEds

HwkEZ Sz,

Y3 B ow 21&, CANEE BROMH: 2
mw:t#%ﬂﬁét/xbhé#,J IR E ST 5
NaCl O & 74 % ‘Jlm EOENT T/
INTT) T EEIRE IR E 7 Hii’: Cid, LMD F 72
4 PTG &, Fi, BREOF T34 P
uwwﬂ m«7nm74wa%ﬁU%/4b”m#uw

A HR ‘Ci, T S B A i O, /amolza O)JL{?)%’E'I T DT
PriHlis s &% HM&L TP L Ty
DICA WAL % A T i CTHlE L, 2aE R &
LB % L LI2GA bk REJIIZ K lZ 3 NaCl s % i

2003 4F 9 /1 12 H 2 HL.

VIV kA Y ARSI ET (No. 0325) 12 & -7z,

ST H (F 903—0213 74 T B ER R 47

6. smurayam@agr.uryukyuacip). ARWFIED-



Pk & ——WF AR OF 5 3 4 FIEO A 83

,\07»‘ Ol(\'/“:”':('

FMEDI M 2 WD 72D, F7a4 K

Ioiae HUBE L, Bl & S P eomE RN E L, &
SIZF5 a4 Ny v 237 2k % SDS - 'J‘"} ') 12

T I RVESIKE) (SDS—PAGE), KU L&

(9_' DE) rJ"I ’ HUJ L I[ »[}\J ’4" AHF T a ’f ] ”” AVIA
Al ik N Y

M E &

1. BE5H&E

WL ONGA W, ROF T a4 FREORESERHEUE O
MWoEiziE, M (Nakamura % 2002) & g, ik ek
fift, 01'V7zz latifolia Desv. (IRGC Acc. No. 100965), K&
O° 1% 2 V5 W 4 B O. rufipogon Griff. (IRGC Acc. No.
105390) AL 7z %72, SDS~-KRIY T2 IJNT I N7
WVAEA KT (SDS-PAGE) 21F, Th ooz,
el & UT O sativa L. O HHE SR26B, M U
IR & i L Ao, WAERR o -F g, HEsR
(Nakamura % 2002) & RIBHZHERIL, (KB KFH T 2N

Ji

7 AWIZ B W CHITEGH (Yoshida 5 1976) % Hhwv Tkl
dEE U 7s) #EERICIE 8~11 B ok ik % w7z, SDS—

PAGE & T RIc#%okE) (2—-DE) (21, W, w7
TEIL 14 IR R O 10 BRI, S5 WY 28 °C, 1 21 C
WCRRE L7z 7 a— A F v v N—THFH &7k z Bl
7.

2. RE2ERET COXREREEDAE

SEAMOE RS 1L, 355 QWU A CRMIEL 72, E L,
AT KA (Clark — type, Ran Brother%, Eng and)
*’)Hlﬂ Ishii & (1977) D )T -7z, #Ef

1% 25 C, JGIREIX 1200 gmol mT%s 7 & Lf:. 1&,1‘.1,\,/.&6
n];(\O)’['H\n[sfxi lem* %, 0.5 mM BBV Y L2 &
50 mM HEPES (pH 7.2) i+ T 2 mm X 2mm (Il
L7z, NaCliZ, #9921 100, 300, ROV655 mM & 745 &
PR LA AS -‘u“ﬁ%Ju, 30 mM NaHCO; i L,
OB % P S 72, HER, R 2 0T -80 CTITHHEL,
7oa 7 4 MEEOWEIH 7z MERE, Porra 5 (1989)
DI 7.

3. FoOA FEROEREE

F7 34 FEOHEEE, Kura-Hotta & (1987) Mk
TIre o7z I LATBEPHRE 1. 8g A allilr L, @i L 7 RE 1l
i [30 ml: 50 mM HEPES—-NaOH (pH 7.5), 400 mM

Aza—A, 10 mM X b+ b A, RV5
TRV ITL] DAoizkETF A4 HF— (SM-KM 37,
Sanyo) T30OR MMM L/ Wiz 392702
(Calbichem, USA) TAML, A#iH#8ml 24T, 2

X g T5 4 EOaHEL 72, & 512 Lifi % 4 T, 5500%
g TI5 i L, fonkiEmE 55 a 4 } M“
H TN E UTEFEBHEE OWMEIC W, i

mM i b~

AR D70, ZNHOMEEITT T T Tk - 72,

4. F7 24 NEOERFTRHEREORE

HgkL/F9a4 FFAE, 400 mM A 7 @ —Z 10 mM
WAk s 4, 5 mM ik~ 7 ﬁ\ °/ v L e 50 mVI
HEPES—NaOH (pH 7.5) #E5 283 L, IR e 3k
AR (Clark —type, Rank Brothers, Elloldnd) B ANE
FE iUt 2 e Uz, e, PAF VAV RF SN
(DMSO) 2L 1mM 722 —p-XNrV¥ )
(PPBQ) & 7 I 4 NSRRI L BSOS % MG 22,
JEIREE 1200 gmol m™s™ TIT - 71.

5. ¥4 NEX /N7 ED SDS~PAGE

0.3~0.4 g DL DLW L-FF 31 iz, 0.06
MMJ)A (PHG6.8), 5% (w/v) f—ANHT Ly )
-, 2% (w/v) ]s"f“:/)blﬁéi”i—fiﬂ' MY (SDS), KUY
5% (w/v) 7)) kg — & &t SDS — L (Henriques
51975) 12 L, 90C T 1 WAL L 7z, SDS—
PAGE Ci Laemmli (1970) @76y, 10% (v/v) @
AT TN TA T -7z, FVOgaillid, 7~ —711)
7Y RTN—R=-250 iz s EGR, 7T
v ¥7 4 — N (Bradford 1976) Tl L7=.

6. FZAANEZ/INVED2-DE

FI a4 Ny 87 FoiliE{bid, Rabiloud (1998)
DV U E LTI e o7, Thbbh, TMIKRE, 2
MFARE, 2mM M) TFNRAT 4, 4% 3-[(3
—aS3IFTFOEN) -V AFNT VRG] -1 TRy
ZNKR Iy, 0.5% MY X=100, 0.5 % IPG buffer
(pH 3-pH 10) (Amersham Biosciences) % i TrfE#iii
F9 4 FES Y P28 L7z, - R H oS HER
KENZIE, TRY v A N FH A 2 AR (Immobiline
DryStrips pH 3-10) #Hw/z. “KICEH @ SDS—-PAGE
S, 7RIy N4 Ly ZAHBOTLEF Y 2B
)V (ExcelGel SDS XL Gradient 12—14) % J\v7z. kil
W Vo sy D3y i Eanid, 30 ug L7z 7
Wik, 4 7ur— (Bio—Rad) THML, FoShi:
y o7 o ARy b2, Typhoon 9000 E
(Amersham Bioscience Corp., USA) w7, AEKv
b T 1%, Image Master 2D software (Amersham
Pharmacia Biotech) TLﬂ L, #2372 8o%8En (oD

&G (Mw) 2 Icis Lo RS I21E, ExPASy -
Tagldent tool (http //tw.expasy.or cr/tools/tamdem html)
R LAz SEN, RO P oI, ’
0.1, RUFhtz10%E L7z,

w R

1. %% NacCl T?“T'GGD%A&LF
SILOEB & T2 OSEA R EETIIC

BT DR
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LR 4573 % (2004)

MBI, ({MH’“’P‘”’?
NaCl R % 70 2 THEE RO 3£
DRER, W ONA BT ifﬁlﬁ{Lﬁz*—ﬁ"’ﬁ‘T”&’) Y (A
Tz bH, 300 mM NaCl FFEAE T T oG F i s B LI 35 1%
Tl O latifolia Tl&, WLV &SIZH U2 72 012% L,
W Z R o O, 1L1ﬁp000n T 25 %1 F L 72, 655 mM
NaCl 775 F OB E R # B, O latifolia TIZALPERT o
60 %, O. rufipogon T li 30 % F THLF L72. NaCl fitLmt
X & 655 mM NaCl #48 F TONA MM E D1, Fisher

AR E T, B rR o
EAREL GE1ID. &

)<

D LSD I & ) 5 %K CHRE bot.it
NaCl LB 2 A A2 L7 Al © e g e A L7 &

A, WETHIC 5% L OV T SR L, Lo
WM S, O. latifolia DIEH X MEABE TNV
RETDH, NERETIRT 25N OER, ThbbF

T A NI ALEEBUE ARl P 0 J e o1
DY O, rufipogon & DENT EASRIE s N

E UL ROt

O 0mM NaCl

140 A 300 mM NaCl
B 655 mM NaCl a
120 a
{ a

R 100 [ J_j? ab
% 80 / b ——
8 -V
g 60 [ 9%
3 /// b

40 [

20

0 ] ]

O. latifolia O. rufipogon

B $e B NaCl BB T ToOREE AR AL,
WA Ucﬁ R S R TR L 7
0 mM NaCl KO fii% 100 & L-¥& oM iicE L.
O. latifolia & O. rufipogon ® 0 mM NaCl KO, Z+h
Z“ﬂ89 K78 ymolO, mg Chl™! 11“‘?“5?)07”:.
mlﬂ‘ PG ] — B3 D W T il B S 1 Fisher 0 LSD
)5%*4@ﬁu##ww_t$mT

2. NaCIFETTOF 231 NEEOBRBHERE

O. latifolia O Y6EKHRIE D NaCl fFE T CHEFF S L A 32
K % B 5 2 Téfw FIaf NEZRELTF I a4
BB oD B S Y 2 RAET NaCl OB 7z 2
BN E?""‘ltl,f‘“f—)':?/f MEOBEREO—MER L. F
734 FEZHENCH IS 088, te e LTy,
BHEOHMIER SN G hodt (A), BFESEKTH S
W%%%MT%&Mﬂ DM - 72 (B). O
rufipogon TH FERERIEREDBE LN (F— 7 IR s3).
I ki, i’f’iﬁhu?ﬁ‘bi}* HEL 7279 a4 FBEESICIZE

HE (mV)

0.5mV

R (min)
B2 O latifolia \I2BTBF T34 RS OEBFEORIL.
F 7 34 FEERIOEEZ R 580, BRIZH 15580
7.
A, SGHSBSG 5 B, PPBQ @M.

T2 T R DBIEDS L BN EERL TS

%3 Xz Wﬁbt%734FU®M¥M’ﬂ” mL
72, O. latifolia OEEFEREEE 1L, 300 mM NaCl /£ F T
LML L3 E AL ’££7b 59, 655 mM NaCl fF#fE T T
b 87 % F TLMET Lo 7z, NaCl AHX BT IR
7% 4 A, NaCl O Z 13 & A L2 T e i
-, O. rufipogon ’C‘ &, 300 mM, & U655 mM
NaCl fE7E F OB R BHHEEX, Fheh, AR OfED
90 %, MU T0%TdHh o7, O rufipogon TiE, NaCl fE4L

- 7.

0O 0 mM NaCl

120 A 300 mM NaCl
a B 655 mM NaCl
a P
i [
100 | //
I a L ab

BRI HIEEE (%)

=]

=1
T
(=2

O. latifolia O. rufipogon

W3R Wb NaClEHEFTOF I 34 RIS O

0 mM NaCl Xoftiz 100 & L2za& oM T L.
O. latifolia & O. rufipogon ® 0 mM NaCl XD, #h
Fi 33, MUY 08 umolOg mg Chl ™! hr "' CHh o 7:.

# M HEL N TR - 35 30 o0 D W 2l IS 1 Fisher @ LSD
(Lc-; D5 %/kr‘.‘ CAEEDPINT L 2R,




Ay S —UP AR O F 5 2 4 FELOHENT 87

latifolia
O. rufipogon
SR26B
IR28

|
R
|
g

SF 8 (kDa)

BaAB OEEFT aA H DR RTF NHLK.
W WI Y TNy w87 fid 1 ug & L7
2, 2%, ZFN22.4 kDa, KT 20.3 kDa
AR,

X & 655 mM NaCl {46 T COXAMEED#EE, v
MO GEET S Fisher @ LSD #:12 & 1 5 %/KHE THEFYLS
FRIE ol F Az, NaClALEE 2 5A A L 7 i 8 T t
’r}‘u_ WM LAET A, WRAERIIZS %L NIV THE
BH LT, TN DFRIL, O latifolia DF T 34 L
B RO YA, O rufipogon DFNE D LEWT & &R
LTwb

3. SDS—-PAGE L &2 F T4 NEZ N7 EOHH

O. latifolia DA P L ATIIBIT BT 5 a4 FEORBEER
BRI AT E A AL L e W%, 77324 P
DY Sy PR SRME L (554 M) *3, SDS-
PAGE #JH\WT, 734 FEMK S ¥ 237 HOpFmd
WNE WA, S TIERETRCIER S LTl w7z
P FE SR26B, MO VERTE IR28 A 71’9“‘5’_“ TR L7z,
ZF DR, O latifolia ®F 5 3 4 FEIZ
22.4 kDa O 5T ik b ORISR R R ¥ Y80 WD
AT ENbhol. F 7o, O rufipogon, SR26B, KUY
IR28 DN RIS — ZHWIZELPTBY, ThHpo
F 5 a4 VPO latifolia \ 213V o7k 24 kDa O %
VST EHEAEL T,

4. 2—DE ZAWVF 524 RS X7 EOER

SDS—-PAGE ’C“J% ST O. latifolia \HESW e 5 230
B & SIS 2729018, 2-DEZHWTO.
latifolia t 0. 1'111” Gpogon ® % ¥ 23 7 HAK = ek L7z (58

5. FoEE, O latifolia TWEH 200 o>, O. rufipogon

20.3 U

T I & s 7 B sk, £/ SDS—

PAGE T3t T& %9 oULUj Ty o8y, R
W 90Dy VT %WKTW%&mw#%éu
NHho 7.

SDS—PAGE |2 & A##7C, O. latifolia =

i 20.3 M 1N 22.4 kDa OFFEW 2 ¥ v 87 IS, ‘7—DE
O, FhFERZD (29, 31) RO=ED (28, 32, 34)

DEREDORED 7 N PeHb Il Edbhol £72,
O. rufipogon @ SDS—PAGE { ha‘o T4 24 kDa ®/3 > Nid
%DE@%%#6“O@7VN7W(%)Tﬁépkﬁb
Moz,

FEOF RS THIIOWTHEBRA LS THE L LI
ExPASy — Tagldent tool {2 & % IR Y?J ol (5
13%). FosEH, O latifolia ® % ¥ 37 H 311,
@7DU74»abﬁﬁ7/M7”b\ bvb&yn
HT VO TERMRAEYE, Yy A4 'R AN T VED
R o=y 2, YuAl XFXFDF
Sa4 FV—4»21.5kDa% »/32 8, ROh7ETA
YRINATFEONALER TEE Y /87 P yef 34L
RS e iz LT £/, ¥ 803
@ﬁmu>ffm@ #1WU5@&mupl/n/&_
s 2 EMETHo7. 28, 29, RUF3HIZDOWT
i, Atiﬂ#w< KIND 7 2287 T T A REVED

. O rufipogon \ZHFRI e & o2 B (25) 1, RREER
/n4x+x+@A¢MM1/A/ﬁ—7/N7ﬁ1—
1, ¥R byEOIVEOERFARAEYE, RO
wETIVENITT T 4 Va-biiEy vV 151 &
FRER SR E it b o T,

z B

1. EHOXEH, RUF54 FEOBEHEICHT
DR
ARFgE T, AR RES Z T, # o NaCl
VS A TR 2 75‘2.“()[14 R E L, AR 2 Hodts
WA RO E A WA e WY ER O
latifolia DA RIS R B IR0 RE L, VR A
0. ruﬁp()gon YL hror GE1IRD). £ ADHEA ML
&L %) AGEE O T OERIIOWTIE, £<D
?”“7)‘25) A% (Maegawa & 1987 Kawasaki » 2001), BT
DIDICKHITES. Thbb, 1) EOWII X HAKK
72w VOMT AR ER I TEILOMS, 2) RIREDE
BRI BD AEHEOIE, KUT3) HENO B AL
PRk Th 5 (Delifine 5 1998). 4 FEEICHA L 72
WL, WA ML AE T TRV SHRIL 2. F
72, NaCLIZBER & LSRRI L 72 2 2 b, e
WHOLERR, WHHANOEOREEEE Vo 72 L ALK
ST AMIEKISIERE TV ARVWEEZSNE., LoT, 2
Tl S N7 G A R D 2L ,ﬂuw«wwm
B 2 B2 O LT B, F 72, ISR 2 A
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HEERERIKE
3.0 4.0 5.0

f@ 97. 4 —+

g 66. 2

AY 45.0

N

- 31.0

fr/

p\

= \ 21.5

=\

~ - 144

N

Y

3%

4 M-

=2 R

21.5
14. 4

FER
6.0 7.0 80 9.0 10

10

$5 O latifolia (A) BXCO. rufipogon (B) I2BITAFT a4 Ry »8
7O TRICEE KT, V1213 Sypro ruby & V7.

L NaHCO; % @it (30 mM) | TWwhiw, BERN
NOILEORBERBUIKE L, iil%ﬂ?r&]*l’\@ii&ﬁé’%ﬁ ALK
IR W EZZ 5N D, LodS o> T NaCl 1L FCTofig
FWNHEE DI TFRELEAS O, latifolia T 7201, # Y
DIERBERERE D DL, 55 34 FEAHICH L T
WIEZ RO 720 & # 2 S,
S, M 3 2 S Ak B EEE RE OW R 1% L

T 34k OO W SR AE R © b B OB 1 b A R & AR
BETHhB (Flowers 5 1977). £72, Y7 /805y 7T

WEERREI O L 579 3 4 FEOKE & o R BT
AT i‘h“(bﬂ (Chauhan 20000, THLH KRk
MHARINIETI, AR IEVWAE USSR E L
%7:41uumnt F 734 FEOIEE % Wi T
lL'I’xT% L.
I, A FDF T a4 FEOHEIIELWE
'C:b 0, BPAERGCHUEE L 220133 & A L,
A S EFFTa T A MEY
TIAMEWHLCF I A FEzH

EZzbh
b fiidy ¢
fEEL, Dwero s
F B TN T h



'MI’H ")__B}] ]; {UIO)‘%7 a ’f } ” O)HIijH 89

#1% 2-DE bRz R4 2 Hi

SR F T a4 RS

AT itotinia

B4 %;ﬁ ﬂ@f SEBA RREEOE Y VRO
O. latifolia 2 60. 4 4.2
10 38.0 5.1 FAbFEHRQ (B) # /N7, FlLHERL ¥ /37 DL
15 32.3 6.8 7AYo fEIERDE
26 25.6 4.2
28 21.8 3.9
29 20.6 4.3
31 20.6 5.3 Zrwoua7labiEa ¥ XU 6A, ERIKHIERYE
(LHCT # oA 7 1 CAB-6A ) , FRSEHRILT > /N —
FURIE2, FIaq RIL— 2 221.5 kDa¥ DAY A
FefbFER 1 ﬁﬁ.ﬁ %7 Hyef3
32 21.8 5.9 EERMUHT oY XY 2,
HERF AR A (OEE2), GE{bZFR U BEELH Y 2T A
23 kDa ¥ 7= k) (23 kDa FF aA KEH L X7)
(0EC23)
34 23.2 8.5
40 18.3 6.1
47 12.3 9.5
52 10.9 4.4 TITALUT =y, FEFKEIERSHE
53 10.9 5.4
61 8.9 7.4  HfeSR I8 -WEtEr ¥ —
GebFER 1Y T 2=y FVI) (9 kDaR Y X7 F k)
O. rufipogon 11 35.0 5.9  ATPARA w8, HEREMBEMET (EC3.6.3.14)
25 24.6 4.9 BEFS T =8 Xy 1 - 1, BERRIKHISE
(OEE1) , 77 4 va-biEh ¥ /37 B151
42 19.6 9. HALER IS Y=V T 2=y b, BERETRDH

(LR 1

20 kbath 7= b)

IRV e

Lo T o7z, MR, HEH£0.1,

b, e LHERSS T 7T A ORI AT,

MLEAH L I, F7 a4 P iy s £ TITEHS
Lotz FTTERETIE, 41 4AERrSFT34 FiEz

Bt LT Kura—Hotta & (1987) O 77 HE DAY

Wik cF o a4 FERET 2 &2 L KL, 1
z%7n4lﬂ'W&ELLK<HmbﬂT£D,WZﬁ

KOE ) X7 F Rk
AHFTE TR
TGRS 2

B S % (Yamazaki 5 1999),
(Yamazaki % 2000) 5’*‘575§%§J»%]/\‘ !5 ilfb\%.
fiid S HEE L7277 a4 NI,

e UGB 2D, 4wi;7)‘i?]"~'l'~$m0)%5 a4 RO HE il 6'
LHMTH B LEZ N/ FRAWETIE, HEHOEE
DRGE L Kk, EE 34-‘550)‘,'3’3? i TR A 4T
STWHRWEEISF T a4 FEZFL, WElBELT
%7341W*WMLKWMM~MO$ﬁWLK.ﬁﬁ
BHAER O GLHIBNEDIEF 7 24 FEOHEEOM
”“itkkﬁgéhcw@tyzbﬂé Lt# T
O TG S RN AL, M¢W®W%#
LHEEsh/-F5 a4 l\“ﬂ’*”"’\@ NaCl @f’i'H- L75 bEE
AR DRZERO MY 2 % 7S

NaCl fifE FCHOF 5 a4 FIEoBHEH xrﬂib
el A ( 3D, WAL ZIZ aﬁ&'"l’ 1% O. latifolia
TR EAER L, O latifolia TWEF 5 a4 FIEOmEMEA

1%, ExPASy —TagI’dent tool (http :
KO +£10 % & U7z,

//tw. expasy. org/tools/tagident. html) {2

FWT EATRIE S L. F AR CA L & i S
&, O. latifolia O O YGE RHEE L NaClALIEZ X D 40
YT L7=0Zxt L, F5 34 FEOBER ML 13
DUDMRT Loz, IR, O latifolia F 5 a4 F
I o GEERLTNS

‘}'tﬂ:rr’;r’\b fx ITTIE R *’;Ju]’\t?’{‘;tid
% (Hoshida & 2000) Tt 150 mM NaCl 4T
YT /37 77T (Allakhverdiev & 2001)

[/\75\ /f
FC 14 F 1,
T X 500 mM

NaCl 77 F C 4 [ ﬂlﬁﬁ‘é , GAEFER T oA
EAERLNHRLS D, 4 2TlE, AR UL S
THBZ 51T, /7//\77-’} 7T, R THA R
D VIR R DT AT EATRENT WA, F5
T4 NS OBEORINICILERTITELS. Xo T,

O. latifolia %% O. rufipogon \ZIe~_FF a4 FEOEEEHHH

WL NaCl DREHEP RSN BT &
%mHWMMH#Mw:&&KLTw%
TIRARS HITHET L 72w,

2. ﬂ'ﬁa‘f"‘ﬁkﬁgbé§5ﬂ'f F’Fa%é?‘//\W’E

E o> X512 NaCl A F 12 B84 B BRI 3 o i 5
5, O latifolia T, 772 4 F A% W NaCl i ‘l‘.’:[i?r
4?:-“3 EAURE SNz RO EF T a4 Y

7 ORED SWET B 70, WA OREG 25

1%, KoL
DT EIZDON

F 7



90 H oA B W4 4 &

g 73 % (2004)

a4 N HEEL, By 2287 Bl E SDS - PAGE T3
Nz T, m%cmthMHmMW$MB&U
PR TR28 b SRl & UTHEEL L 72, O latifolia
OISy Ry — 3o 3L K E B4 Y, 20.3 kDa,
KO 22.4 kDa s 2 ORI ZFR I o8 v R RIS
7z, O latifolia Y. 4%y @ 3§, ¢ & b v O rufipogon,
SR26B, MUTIR28 DNy B8y — 3B HGIZ B T
W, IHIEINS 3T S LY 4 THAA EFRILTH
HDIZEE L, O latifolia DF1iE CCDD # 7 A ThHhHI &
EKLTWL2O0b LRV, 1305 ) L5414 TEF
FaA RS 287 FOMK & OMFRER U 2mEize

L EMEC, TORHIE A A DHETL OB A S A THELBRE S,

4$>kM@9/n7%m&u&m¢M®%ﬁ SDS -
PAGE T~ 74 (Ramani and Apte 1997) 12X 5 &,

100 mM NaCl 28 L T 3 H HIZi35-F 5 14 kDa 25 90
kDa?® % >3 7 HAB MO SHAHE S, THD 5 v
7R OSEBIHIH S 7s, MARS, NaClLEEf% 6 H HIZ
BSMDy Ry BMFEFEHEL, M1 EOY 7B
FEHAPIR S Nz THSTESFLE SN vy Y
R, O latifolia THRW o725 v 80 (20.3
kDa, KU'22.4kDa) LMUKEZEDF o7 HYEE
Tz 22.4 kDa D% 23 7 L OBERIZ AT 5 A3,
20.3 kDa® ¥ » 237 ik, RAB21ICa—F&Ehb 7Y ¥
YNEG Y VN7 HTH Y, Wk, NaCl, RUTTY VY
BT A AOEIHFLEINL T EH S, WEHEICHS L

TWVWABIEDRBEINTVAS (Mundy and Chua 1988).
O. latifolia TR SN/ o2 B L Bfe A A L C
W Zo fU FEtEDsd 5.

DT 7 AFFEOMERIZ LY, Be R, WHikd
DVIIBE SO T TR T 2 BT, 7 287 HO%EE)
% 517 ﬁubﬂé;v ol DY RTH
DZEF) % 2-DE THFEIIZIHRS 70 7 4 — AT 2
DI MR AWIRICE o THB R FETH S, La
L, 7734 FESY 280 I OWT OB F 7247
W, Petler 5 (20000 1k, Y RTDFTaL PR 2-

TN, V=X rE&F a4 FEIZIRDHLED 200

9%%@9/A7Wﬁhﬁ¢é EERBs,IIL, &
DIZENGDH) B LMD F V37 DT 3 BRSO —
WERTFETAT 4 v H =T ) ME, Y=V Ay
H, RO Py kIlc o TELTW S, F 72,
Ramani and Apte (1997) (&, 4 &% 3 H¥ 100 mM NaCl
AT THEL, 28ICHYIIbE5 282 8% 2-DE
HRALEL J: S>T3BMDy VS HAFHL, 17
WDy 27 EORBIAPMI SN D Z L %W 5 H4z L7z,
AWFIE T, O. fatifolia, T8O, rufipogon D+ 5 a4 ¥
BET 2k 200 18, KO 180 D & > 28 7 B % 47
U, WBFAERCARE 2 & 28 A I 5 2 L A5 T &
72 (B 1R). O latifolia IR R SN ¥ v o8 7 B,
JHUT A va-bii& s v r 6 A, BRI,

TH,

s N =5 k2, F5a4 FL—RX
A, ROWALHR TGS v /87 yef 3 5 & 40

LR IR L Cw i, S0 LD R

W LAz 2o A O latitolia T {FEBLLTWA S
&u,+7:4bhmmmuww&t®wwm¢¢mf
S OTHEEZR G, L L, O latifolia THS ﬂf‘ s
AV 9s Ramam 5 (1997) O L B Yt
¥R EOMIZIE P, S \1"9’"7“ i) DR IS
#ot.;ﬂ@,mbWZ%EﬁWE#%—8@&“%%
T bbb tEZ oD, 58, O latifolia ¥4 D
F RPN OWTT I VBRI EPGEL, S SIZEEINC
BT L 72w,

Plagbonrk, O latolia HE NaCl 4 T THo6
EWHEE M CE DL, 75 34 FEOHEED
:t’ié:t F7o, KEEOF T a4 FEII LR

B L7y Yoy HEMBEIEO@E WY V7 EH o,
latifolia T% ML TWB T &, T/, BeatW AR
BRWHHBLD & 237 \HEAET B T L AR S 7.

SHEE ORI ORATICNA 0, R T o s
N B AE R I L F 7.

5l A X &

Allakhverdiev, S.I. M. Kinoshita, M. Inaba, I. Suzuki and N. Murata
2001. Unsaturated fatty acids in membrane lipids protect the
photosynthetic machinery against salt —induced damage in
Synechococcus. Plant Physiol. 125 : 1842—18533.

Boyer, J.S. 1982. Plant productivity and environment. Science 218 :
443—448,

Bradford, M.M. 1976. A rapid and sensitive method for the
quantitation of microgram quantities of protein utilizing the
principle of protein — dye binding. Anal. Biochem. 72 : 248—254.

Chauhan, V.S, B. Singh. S. Singh, RK. Gour and P.S. Bisen 2000.
Isolation and characterization of the thylakoid membranes from
the NaCl—Resistant (NaClr) mutant strain of the
cyanobacterium Anabaena variabilis. Curr. Microbiol. 41 : 321—
397

Delifine. S., Alivino, M. Zacchini and F. Loreto 1998.
Consequence of salt stress on conductance to CO, diffusion.
Rubisco characteristics and anatomy of spinach leaves. Aust. J.
Plant Physiol. 25 : 395—402.

Flowers., T.J.. P.F. Troke and A.R. Yeo 1977. The mechanism of
salt tolerance in halophytes. Ann. Rev. Plant Physiol. 28 : 89—
121.

Garcia, A., D. Senadhira, T.J. Flowers and A.R. Yeo 1995. The
effects of selection for sodium transport and of selection for
agronomic characteristics upon salt resistance in rice (Oryza
sativa L.). Teor. Appl. Genet. 90 : 1106--1111.

Garcia, AB. J.de A. Engler. S. lyer. T. Gerats, M.V. Montagu and
AB. Caplan 1997. Effects of osmoprotectants upon NaCl stress in
rice. Plant Physiol. 115 : 159—169.

Greenway, H. and R. Munns 1980. Mechanisms of salt tolerance in
nonhalophytes. Ann. Rev. Plant Physiol. 31 : 149190,

Henriques, F., W. Vaughan and R. Park 1975. High resolution gel



AT

YRR F Z a4 NI

91

electrophoresis of chloroplast membrane polypeptides. Plant
Physiol. 55 : 338—339.

Hoshida, H., Y. Tanaka. T. Hibino, Y. Hayashi. A. Tanaka, T.
Takabe and T. Takabe 2000. Enhanced tolerance to salt stress
in transgenic rice that overexpresses chloroplast glutamine
synthetase. Plant Mol. Biol. 43 : 103—111.

Ishii, R.. T. Yamagishi and Y. Murata 1977. On a method for
measuring photosynthesis and respiration of leaf slices with an
oxygen electrode. Jpn. J. Crop Sci. 46 : 53—57.

Kaiser, W.M. and U. Heber 1981. Photosynthesis under osmotic
stress : Effect of high solute concentrations on the permeability
properties of the chloroplast envelope and on activity of stroma

423—429.

Kawasaki, S. C. Borchert, M. Devholos, H. Wang. S. Brazille, K.

enzymes. Planta 153 ;

Kawai, D. Galbraith and H.J. Bohnert 2001. Gene Expression
Profiles during the Initial Phase of Salt Stress in Rice. The Plant
Cell. 13 : 889—905.

Khan, M.S.A.. A. Hamid, A.B.M. Salajuddun. A. Quasem and M.A.
Karim 1997. Effect of sodium chloride on growth. photosynthesis
and mineral ions accumulation of different types of rice (Oryza
sattva L.). J. Agron. Crop Sci. 179 : 149—161.

Kolchevskii, K.G.. N.I. Kocharyan and O.Y. Koroleva 1995. Effect of
salinity on photosynthetic characteristics and ion accumulation
in C3 and C4 plants of Ararat plain. Photosynthetica 31 : 277—
282.

Kura—Hotta, M., K. Satoh and S. Katoh 1987. Relationship between
photosynthesis and chlorophyll content during leaf senescence
of rice seedlings. Plant Cell Physiol. 28 : 1321—1329.

Laemmli, U.K. 1970. Cleavage of structural proteins during the
assembly of the head of bacteriophage T4. Nature 227 : 680
685.

Lakshmi, A. S. Ramanjulu, K. Veeranjaneyulu and C. Sudhakar
1996. Effect of NaCl on photosynthesis parameters in two
cultivars of mulberry. Photosynthetica 32 : 285—289.

Maegawa, H., E. Usui, N. Uchida, T. Yasuda and T. Yamaguchi
1987, Studies on the mechanism of salt tolerance in Rice (Oryza
sativa L.) @ Relation between salt content and photosynthesis.
Japan J. Trop. Agr. 31 :92—98.

Mundy, J. and N.H. Chua 1988. Abscisic acid and water —stress
induce the expression of a novel rice gene. EMBO J. 7 : 2279—
2286

Nagy, Z. and G. Galiba 1995. Drought and salt tolerance are not
necessarily linked : A study on wheat varieties differing in
drought tolerance under consecutive water and salinity stresses.
J. Plant Physiol. 145 : 168—174.

Nakamura, I, S. Murayama, S. Tobita, B.B. Bong, S. Yanagihara, Y.
Idhimine and Y. Kawamitsu 2002. Effect of NaCl on the
photosynthesis, water relation and free proline accumulation in
the wild Oryza species. Plant Prod. Sci. 5 : 305—310.

Peltier, ].B.. G. Friso, D.E. Kalume, P. Roepstorff, F. Nilsson, 1.
Adamska and K. J. van Wijk 2000. Proteomics of the chloroplast
: systematic identification and targeting analysis of luminal and
peripheral thylakoid proteins. Plant Cell. 12 : 319—341.

Porra. RJ., W.A, Thompson, P.E. Kriedemann 1989. Determination
of accurate extinction coefficients and simultaneous equations
for assaying chlorophyll a and b extracted with four different
solvents : Verification of the concentration of chlorophyll
standards by atomic absorption spectroscopy. Biochimi. Biophys.
Acta 975 : 384—394.

Rabilloud, T. 1998. Use of thiourea to increase the solubility of
membrane proteins in two—dimensional electrophoresis.
Electrophoresis 19 : 758—760.

Ramani. S. and S.K. Apte 1997. Transient expression of multiple
genes in salinity —stressed young seedlings of rice (Oryza sativa
L) cv. Bura Rata. Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 233 : 663—
667.

Seemann. J.R. and C. Critchley 1985. Effects of salt siress on the
growth, ion content. stomatal behavior and photosynthetic
capacity of a salt-sensitive species, Phaseolus vidgaris L. Planta 164
: 151—162.

Sibole, J.V.. E. Montero, C. Cabot, C. Poschenrieder and J. Barcelo
1998. Role of sodium in the ABA—mediated long—term growth
response of bean to salt stress. Physiol. Plant. 104 : 299-—305.

Sultana, N., T. Ikeda and R. Itoh 1999. Effect of NaCl salinity on
photosynthesis and dry matter accumulation in developing rice
grains. Environ. Exp. Bot. 42 : 211—220.

Szaboles, 1. 1994. Soils and salinaization. In Pessarakli, M. ed.,
Handbook of plant and crop stress. Marcel Dekker, New York. 3
—11.

Tsuchiya, M.. H. Naito. H. Ehara and T. Ogo 1992. Physiological
response to salinity in rice plant. I Relationship between Na’
uptake and respiration under different humidity and salinity
conditions. Jpn. J. Crop Sci. 61 : 16—21.

Tsuchiya. M.. M. Miyake and H. Naito 1994. Physiological response
to salinity in rice plant. IIl. A possible mechanism for Na®
exclusion in rice root under NaCl—stress conditions. Jpn. J. Crop
Sci. 63 : 326—332.

Yamazaki, J.. Y. Kamimura, M. Okada and Y. Sugimura 1999.
Changes in photosynthetic characteristics and photosystem
stoichiometries in the lower leaves in rice seedlings. Plant Sci.
148 : 155—163.

Yamazaki. J. Y. Kamimura, K. Nakayama, M. Okada and Y.
Sugimura 2000. Effects of light on the photosynthetic apparatus
and a novel type of degradation of the photosystem I peripheral
antenna complexes under darkness. J. Photochem. Photobiol. B :
Biol. 55 : 37—42.

Yeo, A.R.. S.JM. Capron and T.J. Flowers 1985. The effect of
salinity upon photosynthesis in rice (Oryza sativa L) : Gas
exchange by individual leaves relation to their salt content. J.
Exp. Bot. 36 : 1240—1248.

Yeo, AR. and T.J. Flowers 1986. Salinity resistance in rice (Oryza
sativa L) and a pyramiding approach to breeding varieties for
saline soils. Aust. J. Plant Physiol. 13 : 161—173.

Yoshida. S.. D.A. Forna, J.A. Cock and K.A. Gomez. 1976.
Laboratory manual for physiological studies of rice. International
Rice Research Institute. Manila, Philippines. : 62.



99 HAEY % 4% F §73% (2004)

Salt Tolerance of the Chloroplast Thylakoid Membrane in Wild Oryza Species, Oryza latifolia Desv. : Ichiro Narkamura'’ |
Sakae Acarie”, Satoshi Tosima?, Seiji Yanaciiara™, Akihiro Nosk", Seiichi Murayasa ™ - , and Keiji Morosvera® (" Fac. Agri.
Saga Univ., Saga ;' JIRCAS, Japan ;* IRRI, Philippines ;" Fac. of Agriculture, Univ. of the Ryukyus, Okinawa 903-0213, Japan)
Abstract : In our previous report, the wild Oryza species O. latifolia showed higher salt-tolerance than the standard salt
tolerant rice species, SR26B. To elucidate the mechanism of salt tolerance in O. latifolia, we compared the activity of
photosynthetic machinery in thylakoid membrane in O. latifolic with that in a salt=susceptible wild Oryza species, O.
rufipogon under high salinity condition. In O. rufipogon photosynthetic rate declined by 75 % and 30 % of that in non=stress
leaves under 300 mM and 655 mM NaCl, respectively. Whereas in O. latifolia it was unchanged under 300 mM NaCl, and
decreased under 655 mM NaCl by 60 % of that in non-stress lcaves. Thylakoid membrane of O. latifolia also showed salt
tolerance. The oxygen evolution rate from isolated thylakoid membrane in O. latifolia decreased only 13 % under 655 mM
NaCl. On the other hand, in O. rufipogon, it decreased 10 % and 30 % under 300 mM and 655 mM NaCl, respectively. The
peptide compositions of thylakoid membranes examined by SDS-PAGE showed that O. latifolia has species—specific
proteins with 20.3 kDa and 22.4 kDa of molecular weight. Two~dimensional electrophoresis (2-DE) of thylakoid
membrane proteins showed that the 20.8 kDa and 22.4 kDa proteins contained at least two or three proteins with different
isoclectric points. Some of them were novel proteins that had not been published in the database. These results suggest
that thylakoid membrane of O. latifolia has high salt tolerance and this plant can maintain photosynthetic activity under
high NaCl condition. The results of SDS-PAGE and 2-DE showed that the thylakoid membrane of O. latifolia had specific
proteins which may be partially responsible for the salt-tolerance.

Key words : Photosynthesis, Salt tolerance, SDS-PAGE, Thylakoid membrane protein, 2-DE, Wild Oryza species
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