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W4 F Oryza latifolia Desv. DEER}MEF 5 2 4 RO

kBB« ST - AREEY - BB - B - RRILI— Y - AR
(MR, Y EBSRMOKERER 7 > 4 —, YIRRI, VIRERKAE)

BE . A IR TEAEM Oryza latifolia &, AFOMEERSFEE L THER S N7z SR26B & ) i mHWZ & %
RL7z. ZOBREREWHSLIT S720, O. latifolia F 5 ONCEBRE, KOF T 34 FIEOBEBUHEE % NaCl £f
FEFTHEL, B2t O. rufipogon £ I8 L72. O rufipogon DA HMEREIE, NaClilk o TRELHES N,
300 mM, & ¥ 655 mM NaCl f#7E F Cld, ZNZNRHEFT D 75 %, KU 30%THh-72. —Fh, O. latifolia Tl
300 mM NaCl 776 F CIXIERT & 1FE A LED ST, 655 mM TR 60 %E T TF LA, 7934 FEOBEMED O.
latifolia TE <, O. latifolia TIWEFEFHHHEE 1 655 mM NaCl /74 F T 13 %K F L7225, O. rufipogon Ti& 300 mM
T 10 %, 655 mM T30 %ZNEIKT L7z, F5 34 FEOMIEEOBERZFN 572012, 534 FED S ~
Ry R SDS=RY T2 ) VT I FrVESRKE (SDS-PAGE) THlX7z& 25, O. latifolia (&5 5 3 4 N
1220.3 kDa, KU 22.4 kDa OARMEIZFERN Ry VNV BEB LTz, INH0F V37 BE ZRIGERKE (2
—DE) TELIHRZE A, 57T 20.3 kDa, RUF22.4 kDa®D ¥ » 37 FidZhezhnd i b o, RU=
DDY YNNI EREATH, 2, ARy bEF 28, 29 KU 34 0 3HIE FE 2B WEERERMD ¥ Vs BT
Hotz. INLOREND, O latifolia (X, F7 34 FEOIEMELE <, % NaCl 146 F T A KAET & R
HIENTEDLIEL, FF734 FEICAHIERN LY V7B FLTwAZ L bholz.

F—T—F:SDS-K) T VNT I FFrVERIKE), AWK, WEE, 5734 FIRY 2878, ZRCESIKE),

By A il

W, CPEZIEHIR TLE, EFERIENIE S TETE
0, EEFmMEOK 7 %I12b LA TWS (Szabolcs 1994).
WA VAL, TEoA R K OUEZ IR 2 B2 BREE
FZRDO—D2TH 5 (Boyer 1982). A b L ALHTFTI,
TEM DI BRI T3 %A% (Kaiser and Heber 1981,
Seeman and Critchley 1985), Z#ud, SILOMEH (Nagy
and Galiba 1995, Lakshimi & 1996), #EHN®D ¥ ¥ 37 H D
% (Sibole 5 1998), 7 1 7 4 Vi EDIKT (Kolchevskii
51995, Sultana 5 1999), FENA + ¥ N7 ¥ 2 DL
(Khan & 1997) %12 % Z EAVRIBE N TV 5.

A AIIEH U T2 { (Greenway and Munns
1980), NaClLBIZ X o THEMEEAE L KT 5.
Bz, WA & A% 150 mM NaCl f#4E T
T2 HEFEE L7236, A BGEREEILHIE T 60 %, HBE
T8 %K T T % (Maegawa & 1987). 1 * DFARHEE
DT, TRTIFAINOHOERE) KRTF v v
VORTFICE - THIERI SND L) WEIEdH 5
(Yeo 5 1985), JGAEMBHHEEEE, &5 WIOGEHERE I
TOMOEEN BT LA ARSI TW R,

KM O SEEAREL, o ORI & E50T Bk
KATE S, HoHoORMICIE, SIS Mm%,
SOBZ:, RUHIBNTORORBEESEYSH Y, ooy
BIMHEICIL, RERHERLIERAT 7 24 PO E
INb. £ A0WE, EEOREICIENHEBZE D,
O R, LA~ Nat OBAT 2802 % B
EFHLTWAEZEZHLNTE (Yeo and Flowers 1986,
Tsuchiya 5 1994). L22L, ZOEDARTA R0

H 728 512E@EA T T (Garcia 5 1995), NaClf##E FC
EIFR OBBWIZEE D EAO NaCl O EF 1T # I S w
(Tsuchiya & 1992). Z® X9 ZEHI121E, BEFEH O/
DT RT) Y URI L v AR E BT
LT PSR TWS (Garcia 5 1997).

4 12 prE (Nakamura & 2002) C, Mt Oryza )&
AL A% B A FE D O, latifolia, R PE ® O. rufipogon, O.
sativa T3Pk i o> SR26B, M OF[A) g2 1 i A D TR28 12
3 M NaCl % 5- 2 CTRHEEE L, EHO Na" &, RO
RO ELFRIZOWTHANR, FORE, O latifolia Tl
Na*A¥SR26B & 0 &% { BENICHERE L7245, A4F3IL SR
26B L) DEWT &, F RS, [ILBELSHERE S I,
T CREREINLZEPHLNE R o7, INHOR
A5, O latifolia 1, TNFETA FO—HEHY 2 M EEFE
WeENTEEOHBREL YL LA, T HiED
mWEEZ bh.

WSR3 2o S, SBAREHRE B RO A
FWI L EIRIET S LEZONED, BEREFEIIHT S
NaCl D 2 R 72 mEZ A L wv. koY 7/
N T) T ERERRE W Tk, EREOF T O
1 FIEOREEIREwZ &, T2, EREOF T34 FE
BEERICIERZaa 7 4 vaehaF ) 4 FERFEV
ZEPRENTWS (Chauhan 5 2000).

AT, WIEHEFAERR O latifolia DA R E O
WEFHITAZE2HNE L, TTHELML TR niEsy
DA BOEEE 2 AR R R AL T L, REREPR
FLoFEE % 72 { LI2GABREIIC K13 T NaCl D8 % 5

20034E 9 H 12 H8, sl ETE (T 903-0213 PHJENTIRER K2 24450, smurayam@agr.u-ryukyu.acjp). AWFFED—ER

Vv b A 2 AWFZEM ] (No. 0325) 12X -7,



Py 56— RO F 7 2 4 PO 85

X7z, DOTERMROMESE 2 HD 2012, F5 T4 F
JEZHEEL, MABRET CoBZRHEZIE L. &
HIZFFaA NED Y 7 Bk % SDS—K) 727 ) )v
7 I FENVESKE (SDS-PAGE), KU KITELIKD
(2-DE) TR, MIEMHICELGT5F 734 FESY X
7 B OIE % A M Tz,

M &k

1. BEHE

G ONRERERE, MOF I a4 FIEOBERRHEED
HEizid, Bt (Nakamura 5 2002) & [FAf, MHEMEEAE
ff, Oryza latifolia Desv. (IRGC Acc. No. 100965), &
O & = M ¥ 4 O, rufipogon Griff. (IRGC Acc. No.
105390) =Mk L7z, F72, SDS-KY T YNVT I Y
VESVKE) (SDS—PAGE) 21F, T o6z,
el & U C O sativa L. Oiiy¥ME5hE SR26B, K O
Kz MRS % ik L 7. WA oM 713, M
(Nakamura 5 2002) & [FARICIBREL, (B KZEH T 2
7 AWIZ BV CEHEHIKH (Yoshida 5 1976) % v TXKHF
s L7z, 2B 8~11 B ok % v 7z, SDS—
PAGE & “RkicEXkE) (2-DE) 21, W, Bz %
N2 14 R L ON 10 e, iz I 28 C, 5l 21 C
B0 —AF v U N—CHET SR E v
7z.

2. B BERET COREGREEDAE

TCEBGREEE, FEG OMRFHT AR TRHE L7z, WER,
WA Bk % F AR (Clark — type, Rank Brothers, England)
ZHWCIshii & (1977) OFE T 2o 72, BRER O
FE12 25 T, JEBREEIE 1200 umol m %7 & L7z, W EATE
PIZEDHRILEAL 1em? 2, 0.5 mM A V> 7 22 &
50 mM HEPES (pH 7.2) #BfE A C 2 mm X 2mm (ZHKF
L7:. NaCli%, #5100, 300, K U655 mM & 75 &
I RN 2 72, JEHREH%, 30 mM NaHCO; 2@ L,
POt % BifG S &7z, WER, FER &2 40T —-80 CITRFFL,
ran 74 VEEOMEIZIZ2 MEE, Porra & (1989)
DT EIES 72,

3. FoOA/ NEOESE

FJ a4 FEOBHEX, Kura—Hotta & (1987) ® )5
T o7z, MBS, 8g #MIBT L, Wisk L 7=
% [30 ml: 50 mM HEPES—-NaOH (pH 7.5), 400 mM
AZu—Z, 10 mM ¥ b+ v 7 A, RO 5mM b~
TAIYIA] DAo/2KRKETYF A4 F— (SM—-KM 37,
Sanyo) T30 M B L 7. BBBWEI T 70X
(Calbichem, USA) TA#aL, »#iE# 8ml% 4 C, 250
X g T5rHEGaiE L7z, 51 kg% 4 C, 5500%
g T M LTEEL, ohtBEwEF T a4 VK
P 7 E U CTEFEBUNEEOWEICH W2, Bk 545

% WS B 7200, TNODIERIZSNTEIE N Tk o 72,

4. F72414 FEOEBRREEE DRIE

HEEL72F 9 a4 FIE%, 400 mM A 7 1 — 2 10 mM
WALF v oA, 5mM b~ AT A% ED 50 mM
HEPES-NaOH (pH 7.5) #EM@ICIEH L, WAHNBE
#E M (Clark —type, Rank Brothers, England) % H T
MR R A e L, Wi, YAFNVAVEFT R
(DMSO) L2 1mM 72 =)V —p-NV %) v
(PPBQ) 277 a4 FEORREHI AN LSS % fih S ¢,
FEIREE 1200 g mol m2s™! TR o 7.

5. ¥4 KEZ>2 /X7 8D SDS — PAGE

0.3~0.4 gDEHIPOLHEL/-F T34 FEZE, 0.06
MRFJ)R (pH 6.8), 5% (w/v) B—ANVAT+LF )
=V, 2% (w/v) FFVLEREF MY 2L (SDS), KO
5% (w/v) 7V ua—)V % &E SDS— 1E L (Henriques
51975) IEE L, 90C T 1 /RSB L 72, SDS—
PAGE IZ Laemmli (1970) @525, 10% (v/v) D
ASGTHENTH oz, FVOYRMBIZIE, 7= —T71)Y
7Y FTIWV—=R-250 2 A7, FURIEERIE, T
v K7 4 — F#: (Bradford 1976) TilllE L7-.

6. FZ7OAANEZ>2/INJED 2-DE

F 734 Ry 27 EouEbid, Rabilloud (1998)
OFHPh—HIEL T o7, Thbb, TMIRE, 2
MFAR#E, 2mM M) TFVERAT 4V, 4% 3-[(3
—aSIFTUEN) - IAFINVT VEZF]-1-Faky
ANWERH Y, 0.5% MY MY X-100, 0.5 % IPG buffer
(pH 3—pH 10) (Amersham Biosciences) % & &Rz
FI7 a4 FEY TV EEE L. —XKCH OB RES
KNI, 7YY v A N FH A T 248 (Immobiline
DryStrips pH 3—10) =HWw72. —&k5tH ® SDS-PAGE
i, TRV XA N ALV ZAHBOT L F X A b
)V (ExcelGel SDS XL Gradient 12—14) % H\7z. ik
WCHWY TV sy 87 BEelE, 30 ugk Lz, 7
Vi, 4 7u— (Bio—Rad) THML, a3
y o7 EH O ARy b IZE, Typhoon 9000 E
(Amersham Bioscience Corp., USA) ZH w7z, ARy
& f# M 1%, Image Master 2D software (Amersham
Pharmacia Biotech) il L, & ¥ X7 EOEEM (oD
LT E Mw) ZICIC LM I, ExPASy -
Tagldent tool (http://tw.expasy.org/tools/tagident.html)
R L. BN, KOS TEORERHIL, FES+
0.1, RO Fm+10%E L7-.

BHoOR

1. %% NaCl FE T COXEREE
FAILOHEZ W2 EH OGN ICRITTIEOEE
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AR DL7-OI, WAHRMBREERZ A, RSP O
NaCl g% s 2 THRERBHEZNE L CGE1K). £
DFER, WZONA BRI IR ARl S h .
%&b b, 300 mM NaClfE7E T T OIGA B BE it 35
T O. latifolia Ti&, JLERRET & IZIZFE U - 72 DI2H L,
J&% 5 Y Ff @ O. rufipogon T 25 %K F L 72. 655 mM
NaCl f#1E T OB E B # I 1L, O latifolia TIZALHELFT O
60 %, O. rufipogon Tl 30 % F TIKTF L7z, NaCl #ELa
X & 655 mM NaCl f£#8 F TONA R HAE D21, Fisher
DLSDEIZ LY 5 %KETHIWICHEE L7, 7,
NaCl L 2 AR L-T i ctmEz @A Lz & &
%, WmAEHEIZ5 %L NV THEANRO b Dko
WRDPD, O latifolia DIEFIL, BREMHEBE TN
RETDH, MERE LT 2RILUSNOEN, ThbbF
7 a4 PO UG F R M E o bR [ SIS 5 D
EVEDS O. rufipogon & 0 BT EARIBE NI,

O 0mM NaCl

140 A 300 mM NaCl
& 655 mM NaCl a
120 | a
[ b

R 100 | l i7 al

B /

B 80 / b |

gy 7%

‘;3 60 /]

3 / .
40 %
20 [

0 1 ]

O. latifolia O. rufipogon

1K 87 % NaCl BRI T COLE G LA he .
A B e SR R C A L 7.
0 mM NaCl KO fii% 100 & L7234 OHHETE L 72.
O. latifolia & O. rufipogon ® 0 mM NaCl KXo fiEilx, i
ZF 89, K78 umolO, mg Chl ! hr ' TH o7z
£ SR N T R — 3 O 0w 22 B 12 13 Fisher @ LSD
BT LY 5 %KRETHEESBENZ L E2IRT.

2. NaCl ZFETCTOFZ a1 NEOEREHEE

O. latifolia D Y6A KM EEDS NaCl 72 T CHEFE S N B H
HAEWHLLIT B720, 77534 FIEZHHLTFI a4
NEE O HBE I} T3 NaCl O 82 X7z, 62
HICHBEL 7255 324 FEOBERIBO—Fl%2 KLz F
734 FEXEFNICH 5 0EW%, xR LT,
BEOBHBIIR SN ho/zd (A), BFREKTH S
PPBQZHRMT 5 L BEOHRB R - 72 B). O
rufipogon T Rk RERPE LN (F—FIIRET).
ZOZ LR, WEMPOHBELZTF 7 34 FEEMICIZE

EBE (mV)

0.5mV

K5l (min)
2 O latifolia \2BF BFF a4 FEH»SDOMBEDHH.
F 7 a4 FEREMIOEE BT 201, BRI 1558w
7.
A, EIREEALE 5 B, PPBQ iRhN.

F 2253 2 9HWORIEND RN L EZRL TV A,
EIICHEEL/-F I3 FIEOMERMBEELRL
7z. O. latifolia DEFBHHEEX, 300 mM NaCl FETF T
HEAMIX LT EAEEDST, 655 mM NaClFEF T
b 87 %FE TCLMET L&A o7z, NaClLHE X B IZAHT
WhABEEIES, NaClOREELZIZLAEZ T TV h
- 72, —7, O rufipogon T, 300 mM, & OF655 mM
NaCl 42 F O FBHERE L, EhEh, LEF oMo
90 %, MU70%TH-72. O. rufipogon TiZ, NaCl MHEAL

O 0 mM NaCl

120 @ 300 mM NaCl
a B 655 mM NaCl

—_ a
s a %% I
& 100 I % ab
i a i
H
X 7 1
e
8 go |

60 -

1

O. latifolia 0. rufipogon

HIX Hs NaClBETTOF I a4 FED S OMERI
.
0mM NaCl XD fii% 100 & L7234 O iE TR L 72,
O. Iatifolia & O. rufipogon ® 0 mM NaCl XD flx, Zh
Fi 33, K58 umolO, mg Chl™! hr ' CTHh o 7.
Z AN TR — 3L D D W 22 1213 Fisher @ LSD
BT XY 5 %KRETHEEITENT L E2RT.



Pt S5—WAEREDF 7 a4 FEOW M 87

Tk (kDa)

1.5 —=

144 —=

HAK HEET 5 a4 FEORY) R7F FHK.
KENZH W2 Iy U7 ERIE 1 ug & L7
DXL, 21, ZhFN22.4 kDa, K 0¥20.3 kDa
R,

X & 655 mM NaCl f£1E F TONABEE DL, VWi
N TS Fisher ® LSD 12 & 1) 5 %KHETHEEHYIZ
BEEIZo7., 72, NaClLHL &2 A Lz Tt
MEZBEHLZEZ A, MaMEFIZ5 %L NIV THEEED
RBOoNT. TNEDOFERIL, O latifolia DF 5 a1 N
BEAADNEYEDS, O. rufipogon DZFN X Y EWT & ZR
LTwW5.,

3. SDS—PAGE (L& 2 F 5041 NEZ /N7 GO

O. latifolia DA PV ATFIZBIT5F T34 FREOMFE
WO EANIT E A LB L o 28N E, 7931 P
DF R TBME»SHE L GE4K). 9, SDS—
PAGE # FHWTC, 7734 NS v X7 BDO5FED
EWR ARz, S TRATRCHRBEME L L THWE
PEinfE SR26B, M OREZ IR TR28 b £ ThitaT L 72,
ZORER, O latifolia DF 7 34 FEIZIE, 20.3 L
22.4 kDa D5 FE%Z b ORMIERN L Y VTP D
HZ ENbhoi. T2, O rufipogon, SR26B, Kk OF
IRZ8 DN KXF —VIFHEWIZELBPTHEY, ThbHo
F 5 a4 NI O, latifolia \2 13512 24 kDa D %
YR EDBFEL T,

4. 2—DE ZRW/E=F 504 FEEZ N7 BDO#EIT

SDS—PAGE T& b7z O. latifolia \ZFEEWN e 7 237
Bx S HICHMICMITT 5272012, 2-DE%2HWwTO.
latifolia £ O. rufipogon ® % ¥ 37 G & g L7z (5
5. Z0#RE, O latifolia T1E% 200 D, O. rufipogon

T80 7 v EHh B sz, F72SDS—
PAGE TR TE b o 728G T D V87 8, FRI%
BHKI.0ODFT VX HIZHWMEBE THELREVYEH L L
hhroi.

SDS—PAGE 2 X 2 f##FC, O. latifolia \Z& HI7z55T
7 20.3 % 122.4 kDa DFFRN LY V87 B, 2-DE
DFER, ZhZFn_o (29, 31) KU=>D (28, 32, 34)
DEBHEORLDL Y VRV EEEL I ENbroTz. 72,
O. rufipogon ® SDS—PAGE 2B} % 24 kDa ®/N >~ Fig,
2-DE DIERPS—2D ¥ 7 E (25) THAHIEhb
oz,

LY U BEIOVTERBIESTFEEZ DL LIS
ExPASy — Tagldent tool 2 X A MHFEMHREEIT R -7 (6B
15%). ZOE, O latifolia®% »87F311%, b+~ b
Oruaa74Va-biETVSVEG6A, xR
AT VHEORERARRERE, Yy AL B0 T T VED
BFEHRIM T N —F 22, Yaf XFZXFDF
34 K)v—%r21.5kDa% v328, RU'boEua
VRINATVEONMERIERY V7 EH ycf 3% L
R RSEREA LS TREAL TV, 72, ¥ U378 32
DERITESTRIE, F27) SEOBERBT NV H—
FUNRIE2LH%ETH o7 28, 29, R4 IZONT
&, RIZEEPIEL, RADF VN7 B TH DR
W, O, rufipogon \ZHBMN 7 5 V82 E (25) &, Rk
YA XFAFOBERB T o —F NI H -
1, Fa2w IRy E0 I VEOERMMAREYE, KO H
yERIVEO IO 7 4 Vva-biEA Y Y87 H 151 &
ARk FBHEGTRERE D > T,

z =

1. EBEOXREHR, RUFZ7I1 NEOBEREICET

BitiE

AWFETIE, WAHBEERE®Z H T, EEHK O NaCl
BERM A P2 OUEBEEZIEL, B4R 2 Hots
WHE DS T T3 o 8% AR i Y B AR A O,
latifolia DFCE B BUCI R § B3O RBIL, R ER A
O. rufipogon & ) dy X %ho72 GE1K). £ FDHEA ML
AN E B4 ) EBEEDEL T OERIZOWTIE, £LD
HiEH D B (Maegawa 5 1987 Kawasaki 5 2001), BT
DIDIZKATES., Thbb, 1) HOWIUT X 5KK
Ty VORT AT SR TEAILOMM, 2) REME
WARCRE D B EEE DORIE, KOT3) EHNOREES A EHEE
MO AKTH S (Delifine 5 1998). S WMEEIZHRAL 72
WL, WA MLAZ ST TR WEEKP SR L 7. F
7z, NaCli3ZEh & ICBAE~RmmM L 722 & s, #BE
BEOERR, WRNNOE O L Vo723 A L AL
W ABIGKIGIIRETWEVnEEZONE, Lo, &
ZTHIE SNTOEEREE Db, FEikiAk~ NaCl ®
BN TWa, T/, BEICIEEEN 20
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L 8 s

3.0 40 5.0

SDS-RUVFTZ Va7 I P REik

4y F & (kDa)

¥R
6.0 7.0 80 9.0 10

%5 O. latifolia (A) B X O. rufipogon B) IZBIFAFS5 a4 FES %
B O RITERRKE). VY2 Sypro ruby & w7z,

L NaHCO; % i (30 mM) 2L Twa 7z, EHW
OB DIRPENBIIRE <, TR~ BRI 2L
EHEWEEZZ 515, L7225> T NaCl FFE T TOmE
FHEE DR TREDS O, latifolia TR o 72013, #EY
DOWARBERERD 5L, 7934 FEIHIHLTH
Wit 2 o0 L £ 2 She.

— AT, MK 2 6A B R R R ORI <,
T35k D AR C & BESR O RV T AR & R
ETH5 (Flowers 5 1977). 72, ¥ 7 /X7 FY 7T

AR O L F 5 a4 FIEOFFE L ORI BEE
HARB ENTWwA (Chavhan 5 2000). ZDXkH %R &
ORI TIE, BERBEEIENEAE T SELERNE L
TFI34 FRIZERL, 7934 FEOMEN: % Wi T
g3 sz &z L7

—#EZ, A ADOFTFaA FEOHEIZHLVWEEZ b
THY, FAEMTHEELZAIZITZEA SR, fbokilT
BEMBISTI TN TI A MNEEEEL, DWTT O b
TIANEWIBELTF I3 FIEZEDHENBRNUTH



fy 65— AERROF 7 2 4 PO

89

13 2-DE 2 OO NT-ER 2 BICERN T34 FEY v 37 O,

ARy b TFE = - . e
O. latifolia 2 60. 4 4.2
10 38.0 5.1 FALFEFRQ (B) # 30 H, HLBERLF 37 HED
15 32.3 6.8 TRV hT b f ATESE
26 25.6 4.2
28 21. 8 3.9
29 20.6 4.3
31 20.6 5.3 a7 a-bfEEZ R 6A, ERIKTIESE
(LHCT # A 7 1CAB-6A ) , EAEHT N H—
BLRIE2, FTaL F)— A 215 kDa¥ V0 E
TR T H T Hycf3
32 21.8 5.9 EEEMMT Lo VYL,
HERRORATBRADE (0EE2), CEALFER D EER I H > X7 A
23 kDa 7=y ) (23 kDa F 5 A RS L 237)
(OEC23)
34 23.2 8.5
40 18. 3 6.1
47 12. 3 9.5
52 10.9 4.4 TITANVT =, BEFREEERSE
53 10.9 5.4
61 8.9 T4 ¥R k- FfEr 2 —
CefeFER IV T 2=y bVD) (9 kDaiR U X7 F |)
O. rufipogon 11 35.0 5.9 ATPEEEA V<8, ERIKATEEME (EC3. 6.3, 14)
25 24. 6 4.9 EERETANVY—F 71 -1, ERIRRIESYE
(0FE1) , 7w 7 ¢ Labfsa s 327 &151
42 19.6 HAbBR I Koy F—F T 2=y N, ERERTERDE

(FALFHR 120 kDaT 2= })

MR X, ExPASy—Tagldent tool (http : //tw. expasy. org/tools/tagident. html) 2
Lo T o7z, MBEHPIL, FEE£0.1, ROGFRE£10%E L7

b, Fax DEHAEMNS T U T I A bOHEEE R,
R L KL, F9 a4 FEEEET 2 FTlaizss
Bhols, TZTAMETIE, 1 AERLLFT I FiEE
Bkl C\w5 Kura—Hotta & (1987) D7k UHERT
B cF a4 FEZHRT2 2 LI Rk, 4
FFF a4 FEEEEEE LTRSS HWSRTEY, 2T
HE S % (Yamazaki 5 1999), K OVR Y X7 F FHEK
(Yamazaki & 2000) 2SR SNTw5H. KHIFETH A
Fizr SHEEL 72F 5 a4 FBICIE, BTR5KRORMEDH
Bl (BE2X), REVPHEMOT T a4 FEEOHEEC
bEMTHLEEZ SN TLAWETIE, SBAEBEE
OWE & Wk, RENEOZE R 5 72010 H % 17
S>TWHRWERSF T a4 FEZFIL, HEICELT
F 7 34 FEZEE LR ERIC NaCl 2RI L7z @4
WEAEROY % &HMRNEWIEF I a4 NEOHEED®
BETIREALBEINRTWEEEZONS, Lz o T,
C ZCHlE S N-BEERBULEE 02 L, WAEMOZES )
LHEEIN/2F T 24 FEAD NaCl DR, L2 biRE
DB NEHEN ZIEHEZRLTnD LR S,
NaClfEfE FTOF T 2 A FIEOMHRFHEE % 58 L
7eZhH (B3, WA MLVAIZXBKTIX O latifolia
Tl3EAERL, O latifolia TWZF T 34 FEOMHEMED

FWZ EATRBENTz, FRGOREREE L LR T 5
&, O. latifolia DG O NA B NaCl LB X ) 40
YT L7z0izxt L, 534 FEOMEREEI 13
% UMET Lado7z. T, O latifolia DF 34 K
JEDMIEMEDH S 2R LTV 5.

WAL RICRAZTIEOEE 2 A |E 3D w28, 4
* (Hoshida % 2000) Tl 150 mM NaCl ##4E FC 14 H 4,
7 78751 7 (Allakhverdiev 5 2001) Tid 500 mM
NaCl 7 F C 4 BEL$ 2 &, Spfb2ER T oM
EAERLNEL D, 43T, BEFERIVEBILIN
THEZ S, 7 /37579 7T, LR ITHEAEK
DERFBUREBM AL 2 9 T2 2 EARENT WS, FF
a4 FED2 S OBEOIELERITELS. o T,
O. Iatifolia % O. rufipogon \Z_F T 3 4 FEOBRZEH
HEEEIZ NaCl DEEBER AL N D - 722 L1k, REDOBAL
ZRNOMEEIH N EZRL TS, 2O LIZoV
TIEESHE SITRET L7z,

2. MHEMICEIHZF a1 NEZNIE

Fsld X 912 NaCl #2448 F IS BV BB i ol &
25, O. latifolia T, 595 34 FELE W NaCl it %
FOZ LAvRRENz, IETEDENEF T a A FY ~
NI OB HETT 5720, MEAEEOEG IS TS5
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a4 FEFBEEL, By o827 83K % SDS—PAGE T
N7z, ZZTIE, BIETTHW IS SR26B K OF
B IR28 & ki mAE & LTt L7z, O. latifolia
DNV FR8F =3 3L RECEARY, 20.3 kDa,
K22 .4 kDa fHiLic 2 OREICIFERG RN Y RO RS
7z. O latifolia L %% @ 3 i, § 7 b % O. rufipogon,
SR26B, BRUIR28 DN K87 — YV iZBHWIZRELPT
Wz, ZhEINS 3T ) A7 4 THAA LFRLETH
L0kt L, O. latifolia DFNIE CCDD 7/ A THAH T &
WGERLTWED0H LG, £ FDF ) L5 4 TEF
J a4 Ny YR EOMELE OBfR% & C-8siiz s
AL, ZORFIIA A OH#EILDOEIE 2 S A THBREZE.

A FADERED Y V37 BB RITTIEOEE % SDS -
PAGE T X 7-#] (Ramani and Apte 1997) 2 & % &,
100 mM NaCl Z 43 LT 3 H HiZId5F= 14 kDa A5 90
kDa ® % ¥ 87 B 18 MOFBATHFE S, THDF »o8
7 BOFRBEHH S N7z FARIZ, NaClL#ifz 6 HHIC
WE5 DY X EAREBL, M1 EHoy Y7 ED
SR SNz, SO RBIFEEINY V7B
HIZIE, O latifolia THRRWZE 5728 828 (20.3
kDa, K1f22.4kDa) LM ULKEZIDY Y7 AVETE
NTWwiz, 22.4 kDa ® % ¥ 237 B OKERRIIAHTH 575,
20.3 kDa® % ¥ /82 %%, RAB21ICa—RFKEhb 7Y ¥
VICELY VI ETHY, i, NaCl, ROT T I Y
BB CA ADOIEICHFEINL Z &5, WEMEICES L
TWAZEDPRBENTWS (Mundy and Chua 1988).
O. latifolia TR E N2 U BH R EEZHE LT
WA HREED D B .

WAEDT ) AR OMEIC LD, e 2R, Hikd
BVIIRESGO T CTREAT 2 BT, ¥ V23 HOEE)
BIRRBWMIEIATONDL LI o7z, 2L DY V0]
D%E % 2-DE THBMICHRS 705+ — M@ IE S
DX B AR E S THEB G TETH S, Ly
L, 7734 FEY 37 BIZOWTORENE E 724 7%
V. Peltier 5 (2000) 13, =Y FwDF5a( Rz 2—
DE TR, V=X &FFaf FEIZEARLED 200
620Dy YN ENPFETHIEEHLMIZL, &
SIZFENLDI L 61D Y 87 EDT 3 BRI D—
HERTFERATAVH—=T) Y EE, V= VR8T
% RO R U REBEICE s TREL TV S, T 77,
Ramani and Apte (1997) 1%, £ %% 3 H¥ 100 mM NaCl
FAETTHEEL, ZREICHFEINDL Y V7 H% 2-DE
THN, HRBICL > TSy V2 ERHL, 17
oy N AORBAPIH I LI L 2L
AWk Clx, O latifolia, O O. rufipogon ®F 5 a4 ¥
T ZENENHK 200 1, RO 180D & > 2% 7 B % 438
L, WSR2y YN R BINT A2 EARTE
72 (8155, O latifolia \ZHFFEMICEA SN V37 B3,
runa74NVa-b¥ay 87 E 6 A, ERKTTRYE,

RN =5 T2, F53f FIV—RX >
NI, RUOMMEFRTIEEY Y87 Hycf 35 L H
PL7EESE, 2TRE2ZEL TV 20 X5 1D6ER
B U728 V87 A O. latifolia T BB L TWA
L3, F5 a4 FREOMMERORE S L oB#tE2RIET 5
b OTHEBRRW, LA L, O latifolia THALNTZZNHD
% v827Z L Ramani 5 (1997) O LT 5 ¥ FHE M
y Uy B EDOMICIZS TR, FEAVCT S EDMEILK
Mol X, P85 ® 2—DE 23558 S 68 O HipH
TiiabhizlzoEz 65, 5, O. latifolia ¥K O
ZUNRTBEIZOWTT I BES EPREL, S OIZEHIC
WE L7z,

UbEZFTEobE, O latifolia 5% NaCl FE T TH N
BEGRE R MR CTEX -0, FI5 24 FEOBEE W
ZkickpZl, 72, AHEOF T IA FEIIBLESR
WCHE L7277 MO RS 2237 B30,
latifolia THLEBLTWAE I, T, BB
B WHHO T V8T AWPET 5 2 LATRIE I N,

BEE  ARWIZEORITISN 20, MR TH W E B KR
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Salt Tolerance of the Chloroplast Thylakoid Membrane in Wild Oryza Species, Oryza latifolia Desv. : Ichiro Nakamura® ,

Sakae Acarie", Satoshi Toeita?, Seiji Yanaciaara”, Akihiro Nose", Seiichi Murayama® ¥ | and Keiji Motomura®” (V' 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. lalifolia, we compared the activity of
photosynthetic machinery in thylakoid membrane in O. latifolia 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 NacCl, 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 leaves. 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 20.3 kDa and 22.4 kDa proteins contained at least two or three proteins with different
isoelectric 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.




