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Identification of the PEBP gene family and functional prediction of

FT gene in Prunus campanulata
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Abstract: To elucidate the genetic basis of early flowering and the molecular mechanisms underlying floral regulation in plants of
Rosaceae, this study selected Prunus campanulata, an early-flowering ornamental plant endemic to East Asia, as the target species.
Genome-wide comparison, phylogenetic analysis, conserved motif and cis-acting element prediction, weighted gene co-expression
network analysis ( WGCNA) were employed to characterize the PEBP gene family and its role in floral induction. The results
revealed that the member composition and motif structure of the PEBP gene family in P. campanulata were highly conserved
compared with those in related species, and no significant positive selection was detected based on branch-site models, indicating a
lack of functional divergence among family members. Expression profiling showed that PcamFT gene exhibited high tissue-specific
expression in floral organs. Promoter analysis indicated an enrichment of light-responsive G-box elements and the absence of AE-box
and GT1 repressive elements, suggesting its transcriptional regulation may be highly responsive to photoperiodic signals. WGCNA
identified 33 co-expression modules, among which the module 25 showed the strongest positive correlation with floral tissue. PcamFT
gene was assigned to this module and was co-expressed with several core MADS-box floral regulators, including AP1, SEP3, and
AGL1. Protein-protein interaction analysis indicated that PcamFT gene may interact with these transcription factors to form regulatory
complexes that promoted floral meristem identity establishment and organ differentiation.
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ARG, FT R R AEE Sl B %0 onlE, REESOURIN . Bk, MYHFERELA TLRESHZ
P55, WKEhZEdm A AL m AL/ AR U Sk, DT Ja shIFAE R . BRI 7E 2 Fh ik gkt
(Rosaceae ) FHY H f##T T PEBP BRI Z G HALERE 5D Re 04k, FEURSE FT B RTE A6 2 AL AT A8 )8
P b R A SRR A IE VR VE T, (HAR LR AE ( Prunus campanulata) PEBP F& R Z05 W G 1 i . F2 ik %F
T S 5 I A TR A HLER] v Bk = RGEAFSE

FE A ILRAE 2 AR A 1 AL LB R A, HAE DT ik 7 T ) J A ) b 14 ~28 d, 2R R AR
Yy FFAE S T1 8 K L3 S PR AL AL ) BRAR AL AU L) A R ok B B A S e S, (R
H AT HIE ML v A o B 29 T AR o 1 7 P 55 A6 SRS v s S T P S BRI T, 3
R 5K | b e 2 1Y 2 280 LA RUE 37 XA E T8 5, 2SRl R D Re 2k 5 Rk i
PR N A Y R R F LR Bk, RGN AR HEILARAE PEBP FE IR
B FHIE 5 R IR R, X T8RS R e 5 H R AERAVE (L R BV C R B EE

AT IR ILBEAE I F S0 5, RG % H PEBP LR KRR, FT45 A%kt 8 MR Y
PEBP BN G EE , La PR RGUL B b, DRF LT 545 RRIE Lu x| 8 3l 7 XD I8 45 70 14
W, EPEE )53 B R ILR TR M8 AT TR, E ARG AR AE PEBP JE IR S5 02 A5 il 1o 1y 51) 48
SSCEL T IhRe A, HOCHER DL FT 38 87 O Oo 240 BU B AAE R A8 S FT B Gy
B A PRUE BGRE 25 U R SR SR AR 7 . ARWFSY B FE S8 s A g LI AE AL R (0 3 1556t LIDIH
WA YA B HLRIAT TS SR A8 WA, T 0 HAEI R 5701 & P AL BRI 5 B R B
1 #R5RE
1.1 PEBP EFEZEHREE

TE R A AL R 20 U4 % ( genome database for rosaceae, GDR) W RHL 9 Fh XA ¥y [ f7 & 1L A2 4L
(Pcam) . WU #k (P. davidiana, Pda) . Jw Bk ( P. dulcis, Prudu) . #75& 8k ( P. ferganensis, Pfe) . ¥
(P. armeniaca, PARG) . Ye#%tk(P. mira, Pmi) . HlBk(P. kansuensis, Pka) . MM EHEERE (P. avium,
Pav) FIBk (P. persica, Pp) | WIS E K EIEMR TS . FtSF 5] (coding dna sequence, CDS) LA M3
IR 45 R0 T B SCE (GFF3 #5530, SR B kR a2 1 B, M H B KR (protein families, Pfam)
BARE (hitp: //pfam.xfam.org) H13845 PEBP &R (1) BRI ZE RS8R AE SCH: (45 PFOL161) , ik HMMER
3.0 Fofk Y Bt AR AT A (hidden Markov model, HMM ) 804 06t 210004 PEBP B AR5, o
— W E BN PEBP FER ZE 51, 3 Plam $408 ZEAG DN i A g 28 48 1 e & O 5 A B, SBRAR&
PEBP {R5FE5H0 A 2 151

*1 SIEYMEIERE

Table 1 Data sources of tested plants

SR ) Bt o 1k
Tested plant Database Web address

TR AR Peam Prunus campanulata Genome v1.0 https: //www.rosaceae.org/ Analysis/ 17650653

1Lk Pda Prunus davidiana Whole Genome v2.0 https: //www.rosaceae.org/ Analysis/ 11857924

ik Prudu Prunus dulcis Lauranne Genome v1.0 hitps : //www.rosaceae.org/ species/ prunus/ prunus_dulsis/ lauranne/ genome_v1.0
Bk Ple Prunus ferganensis Whole Genome v2.0 https: //www.rosaceae.org/ Analysis/ 12080705

7 PARG Prunus armeniaca Genome v1.0 https: //www.rosaceae.org/species/ prunus_armeniaca/genome_v1.0
FeAZBE Pmi Prunus mira Whole Genome v2.0 https: //www.rosaceae.org/ Analysis/ 12080707

HR#BE Pka Prunus kansuensis Whole Genome v2.0 https: //www.rosaceae.org/ Analysis/ 12080706

BRI EIFERE Pav Prunus avium Tieton Genome v2.0 https: //www.rosaceae.org/ Analysis/9262820

HE Pp Prunus persica Whole Genome Assembly v2.0 https: //www.rosaceae.org/species/ prunus_persica/ genome_v2.0.al

1.2 PEBP ERRFJILLMNMREZZE S

FIF Maffe B2t E—2 3K 4349 PEBP 25 ¥ S 8EFT HEXTH ', 2 )5 F Gblock 2 $HUF 51 Y A F<F
I, 5 HexF 4 (197 51, ) ModelTest-NG 2 7 i # i BRI R e R B WD), &, FIH
RAXML-NG&J¥, LI “JTTDCMut+G4” ARy | # EE i K BISR I (maximum likelihood, ML) R4t &
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BH, Bootstrap HI'E N 1 000,

1.3 ZARTERSERRBFXIR/ER T4

K i i e B/ 9 T Z X AE W) ) PEBP J A X8 N7 1) 45 1P 91 42 52 B AE 2 73 #r T2 MEME (http: //
meme-suite.org/tools/meme ) , X2 T 5 H & A B PESFIET (motif ) ZRAVFIHES AT 904, LR T 51 K
RUCE FRIEFEAE N 10, HAMSHERERINS L, WS Y) 5 K 24 5 51 2 i PEBP 5 R 5165
BUFE S AR 7 A5 B E2 000 bp A )F 51, % A PlantCARE 72k T. E (http: //bioinformatics. psb. ugent. be/
webtools/plantcare/html/ ) 7341 5 1 X I AR oG4
1.4 REWLEYE PEBP ERXRKIEFRENSH

K JH PAML 4.9 %4 i# 3 Branch-site BB HEATEEREIE J1 5007, K PEBP JEPH 45 WA A e
BRBIT AL LA BT 2 AR S AT U 2 75 32 B3R £ He 7 R 52 e 5 B S A b A 2 1L A4 1Y ) 37 A i 5t
A, AT A A L AR A A R R R A2 B BRI ) RS S BT I A Model A (Model =2,
NSsites =2) VE & AR, £ Null Model A(Model=2, NSsites=2, fix_omega=1, omega=1)1EN
FARBIERL, fi i i A VTS P AR 2AL ABLAR 2 1] - 5 B A 8. 255 155 0 o S B 48 1 AR B A 2R 1 2
BB ] 14 2 5
1.5 BELUBRERRIBERNERIEEXRESHT

R INARAEAR . I FE . AR FIZE RO AL A T 2R A 35 E E R A W05 B 0 ( National Center
for Biotechnology Information, NCBI) [) SRA (¥ )% ( 4“5 SRR23365082 ~ SRR23365096) , % 55 4 %4 41
PFrimfedn . I FastQC BEXE FASTQ SCUREAT Bri pEAl, FUNITEBRRBTE S | 3k P8 L
SYFA s R HISAT2 B0 Ho X T H K 2 57 2 09 000 )57 52 B LU oo 3 At LA AL 2 2% SR A I, fidi ]
Feature Counts T ELAR #f5 3 PR 3 B SO B 6 R B 12 8008 B A LI Fe R R4 . PBEP FEH
FIG I GIAEAS I [8] J5 P2 Rk i 280 log, Fe 40 FH T2 rT AL AR, B R £ WGCNA (v1.70)
P T R Rk s
1.6 RAEFRBRAGFRERESHT

For T RE R A U RIS, I RETEA Y A 2Urh ) i AT AR E KA L3 A 1 L R ACTIN
YERNZIE, T 2025 48 2 A0 REAR A LB ROAR . i 46 MHANFN R SUHEAT A I, B A
WE 3 AR, DSOS 278 B ik SR AR 45 U i M X R b &, SEH 2
e i — R A 5% SV (real-time fluorescent quantitative-polymerase chain reaction, RT-qPCR) f# F] SYBR
Select Master Mix ( Applied Biosystems, Madrid, CA, USA) il &, 7F ABI PRISM 7500 FAST Sequence
Detection System ( Applied Biosystems, Madrid, CA, USA)-F{ Eif47, RNAIKR BE R 20 wL, 151 uL
it ¢cDNA | 10 wL SYBR Select Master Mix, 1 wL FI#5149). 1 pL TU#51490, HAKRFIHI RNA BEK)
HLIKANE . PCR Y HFTAIR . 50 CHAEM: 2 min, 95 “CZEME2 min; ZEF AT 40 MEHF, HAEH
A5 95 °C 3 s F160 °C 30 s,

2 ERESH
2.1 & M1 PEBP BEERKM REERILEFXI 5

AL EEXT AT, MR A L AR B TR 2 b R S 5 A PEBP ZRIEN, LRS- 53 5114 Peam _
evm. TU.ctg19.136, Pcam _ evm. TU. ctgl6.728 . Pcam _ evm. TU. ctgd. 1327, Pcam _ evm. TU. ctgl0.616 Fi
Pcam_ evm.TU.ctg18.304, FIHM 9 Fi S iAH Y %2 201 42 4% PEBP LRGN B8R 1T 510 AG i 2R e it
R (1), APkt OB R 5 45 PEBP 3£ N ¥ %) ( PpTFL1, PpFT, PpMFT, PpBFT, PpCEN),
PEBP J:HFEIEN 530 5 AR MIERG K B /MHas 9, 1I#i5E Pcam_evm.TU.ctg19.136, Pcam_
evm.TU.ctg 16.728 . Pcam_evm.TU.ctg4.1327 . Pcam_evm.TU.ctgl0.616 . Pcam_evm.TU.ctg18.304 X 1 1) 3
K43 50K PecamMFT . PecamFT ., PcamBFT ., PcamTFL1 . PcamCEN .,
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Figure 1  Phylogenetic tree of PEBP gene family members in 9 tested plants

2.2 BEEY PEBP EERER RHIThEE 4L

H5 N 9 Fh SR Ma b % e B ) 42 4% PEBP JE X R (8 A P 50 TR SF 340, e 3 10 Fh
FP IR TR, SRR 2 s, R ILAE PEBP JERI G5 5 A B 51 5 0 S A )
RITHVEIL T 2RI EARAEAE 200, Sl B~ SR M e R, AR LB AE PEBP SR KR 5 A W5t
T RE R A AP S, YRRER N B 2 & A IEBE B IR J1M5 5 . ARSI I B 74007 45 SR RE J B 4
ILWPEAE PEBP BER G800 5 AU 5 T @ WA ) AR e 51 A L2 A5 1 R E B 404k, DRSF 7 43 B Tl IE 3k
IR 1 Bl R SR LLAE PEBP SEPR 5 i 08 5 H B R R IR L R 2 B) oA Hh By R oAk

~Pmi02g3048 [ NN b — Pav026571 [ BN N S —)
*Pd302g2972 [ [N B — ‘Pka05g2267 T e .
- PpBFT [Nl — Prudu 015233 L B L el —
- Pka02g2934 [ [N — Pda05g2328 L BN D S —
fPfe02g3268 [ | b e— Pmi05g2361 L NN D" —
~Prudu 007632 e PARG25179m01 N N E—
-PARG19444m01 [l — PpMFT [N —
+Pav()12789 [ | b e Pfe05g2350 [ BN S E—
Pcam evm. TU.ctgd, 1327 M= M ] Pcam evm. TU.ctg19. 136 M M- ] [
Pcam evim. TU.ctg 18,34 M m—— s s Pcam evm.TU.ctg16, 728 M R s
PARG01261m01 [l b | e— Pav023127 [ BN E—
Pmi06g1268 I - PARG03266m01 [N E—
PpCEN [ Bl S —) Pf906g3867 [ B S E—
Pfe06g1299 [l b — Pka06g3678 L BB S —
Pka06g1209 [l b S — lpm106g3803 L BN B S —
Pda06g1250 [l b —) [PpFT [ | —
+P8V038149 [ S| L S — Pda06g3685 [ BB/ —
Pcam evm.TU.ctg10. 61 6M—_—_" B mms
PARG26714m01 [ | — FEJF ¥ %1 Motif sequence
Pmi07g1401 [ B b/ — [l YTLVMTDPDAPSPSDPYLREHLHWIVTDI
Prudu 019669 [ e l— [[] VEPPSSRDNFNTRFFAAENDLGLPVAAVYFNCQRETAARRR
Pl mmem—— LCGDRSRNGILIGG
Pka07g1273 [ B b e—
PpTFLI _— e E gggggGCELKPSAVTTKPRVEIGGGDMR
Pfe07g1290 S SR R— B MVEPLTLGRVIGEVVDSFTPIVKMKVVYN
Il WPWPSC
[l CLLFKQKGRC
['] NGHELM

2 9 FBiREY PEBP EEREHRRHNRTER

Figure 2 Conserved motifs of PEBP gene family members in 9 tested plants
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2.3 wREWLEYE PEBP EAREHRMFTEEXSHEETH

itk T R LU AL PEBP SRR IR i D fie, X LA AN [ SO 7 1 2R3k 15 Dl i A 7437
(K 3) R, JAJET FT WHER PeamFT SR A& RIE, HA 44 PEBP BERELT L
IR R,
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Figure 3 Relative expression levels of PEBP gene family members in different tissues of P. campanulata

ZAAMY Ak FT HED), HA 8 DS IR HITT A A S BUAE DB 3% 2 s, X T
JEM NI, SRR FT 3R EAERESR, A TCT-motif B7EATA FT IEH AT ; R
FEUAEN G-box TTlF L HABZRME Y £, (HIZH AE-box 1 GT1-motif MBI, ST K MR sTlf, B
 FT 37 3 v B4 0 i By e 55 PR 0 9% B8 Wil 7 T /4 (abscisic acid-responsive element,
ABRE) FIZRFE R WA W TG P-box, {H HAG KR FHAE Bk v A7 78 2% 55 38 Wi i TG4 £ )7 ( gibberellin-responsive
element motif, GARE-motif) . X§ T I 3 el i 7 4, K Ui i 5 JC A (low-temperature responsive element,
LTR) AUAATE T BRI AERE Y FT BEPUR Sh 1, S50 B8 RO ) WRKY #7945 52 W-box 7E 8
A FT EEE 35 XCBUh SRR, eAh, A SRR FT 5P S 205 o #0777 8 B 20 8 5 o
[AF (v-myb avian myeloblastosis viral oncogene homolog, MYB) . ## 40 il & %% 5 Il F ( myelocytomatosis
transcription factor, MYC) &5 A5, 76 FT 3R MG sh F Xk, 8 A~ FT 3EE e 5~7 3R
JoF B CCAAT-box,

*2 SiIEY FTEENRXNEATGHRBERES
Table 2 Types and copy numbers of cis-acting elements in F'T genes of tested plants

BERNITEl T e TR T AT

eI

- g S 1 T Plant hormone- Stress.— Transm?ptl.on Basic
ight-responsive element . responsive factor-binding promoter
Tested plant responsive element ) . Jement element
elemen eleme
G-box AE-box GT1-motif TCT-motif ABRE GARE-motif P-box LRT  W-box MYB MYC CCAAT-box

AL Peam 3 0 0 3 3 0 1 0 1 2 3 5
B Ple 1 1 2 3 1 0 1 0 1 6 2 5
A%k Pmi 1 1 2 3 1 0 1 0 1 7 1 7
118k Pda 1 1 3 3 1 0 1 0 1 5 2 6
AL Pka 1 1 3 3 1 0 1 0 1 7 2 7
KON AL Pav 1 0 1 3 1 1 1 1 1 5 3 7
Bt Pp 1 1 2 3 1 0 1 0 1 5 1 6
7 PARG 1 0 2 4 2 0 1 0 1 6 2 6
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24 EELEE FT EEMEERN

AR IR AEAS SV B N A A, AR T IR Is M 45 04, SHRAES FT RN HARR)
L, AEREE N 33 N AAAFZABRARIEER . N T I — PR X L 5 4 SR S MR 2 R] Y
TETESRHRNE , XA ALE 5 A RIS BEAT A O A, 4521 (18 4) R, A 10 MEHLS fE41 41
MTE LR S 8 TEAT G (P<0.05) , o, BEER 25 54820 BUE AR Sk 558

-0.75 *ﬁ#ﬁ%ﬁ

Correlation coefficient

itk 1 Modulel-
iR 2 Module2-
ik 3 Module3
Bibk 4 Moduled-

itk 5 Modules- “ 075
Witk 6 Module6- i ’

Bk 7 Module7-
itk 8 Module8-
i 9 Module9-
it 10 Module10-

0.50

-0.25

i 17 Modulel7-
il 18 Modulel8
Bibk 19 Module19-
itk 20 Module20-
i 21 Module21-
Btk 22 Module22-
itk 23 Module23-
it 24 Module24-

i 25 Module25- RGN

Fik 26 Module26-

--0.25

FEHR 29 Module29-
i 30 Module30-
Hitk 31 Module31-

ik 32 Module32-

itk 33 Module33-

A%
Leaf Stem Flower Root Petiole

T #R P<0.05; ™ #i P<0.01; ™ F5% P<0.001, Note: * P<0.05; ™ P<0.01; *** P<0.001.
4 REUERERRIER-IERXEKIH

Figure 4 Module-trait associations of P. campanulata genes

FRE 25 JH DR] 0 3yt 00 5 R R 66 DR 21 85 T s B o A s SR N 81 5 i, R 25 R IAE 04131 iz
i, 04144 WA, 00020 FrEERRIGH (TCA cycle) . 04031 GTP 254G 8 LA K 00040 J3ONH — i 46 B 1 1 A
HAARSE P W E R, BT FT IR TR 25, ib— 0 %0 T b 5 PeamFT FEH G B
e HT 50 AR, RIS ZAHFEAEAE SRR, 7E string 045 R T LA RE I7 (Arabidopsis thaliana) 3
FUP I S B ARG R R, TG SEIE R BEAEC R, DL FT IR BEAEMZ higiz.o5b i, &3
H5HIRIT AGAMOUS 3£ 1 5 (AGL1) | 16 1 FEF (AP1) LA AE™ 3 3L (SEP3) W REAFIE HAE R R,
Ak, EER E2F MU 1 (ETGL) | MG & & St bE 5L 4 2813 5 ( EMB2813) Fll DNA R4 fiff 64 5 7 &
(POLD4) Z [AIfFFE HAE SRR, HS FTRFEYTHEXLR(E6),
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04131/iZ % Membrane trafficking

B 09101%% K1k & 41814 Carbohydrate metabolism

04144 4% Endocytosis

00020 F7£ EZ 1§ #£ Citrate cycle(TCA cycle)

04031 GTP45 & 8 [1 GTP-binding proteins

A09140 4L Cellular Processes

B 0914 1)z 4 F118 14} Transport and catabolism

00040/ 4 4] %) % W5 EX Pentose and glucuronate interconversions
A091001X 4 Metabolism

00536 i 5 45 4 8271 Glycosaminoglycan binding proteins

B 091103 Ath /04 AR 64 944 & X Biosynthesis of other secondary metabolites
B 09103} 25/Xi4f Lipid metabolism

009407 A 45t 254 J5i 4491 & hiPhenylpropanoid biosynthesis

0038072 2 1L} Tryptophan metabolism

03410685 V) b2 5 Base excision repair

030504 [1/§#§ Proteasome

00071 Hi5 /7 82 4 % Fatty acid degradation

048124 i1 B 4245 (7 Cytoskeleton proteins

005003 ¥ F1 i %4 4 Starch and sucrose metabolism

005641 8% A {Ci4} Glycerophospholipid metabolism

00590 /£ PU I B2 1K 4 Arachidonic acid metabolism

0104044010 i 5 B2 () 4= 4 & B Biosynthesis of unsaturated fatty acids
03030DNA % il DNA replication

0019041k % EZ 1k Oxidative phosphorylation

00630 ZFHER £h R R 2 1R18) Glyoxylate and dicarboxylate metabolism

L L 1 1 1 1 L
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Figure 5 Kyoto Encyclopedia of genes and genomes enrichment analysis of genes in the module 25

ETGI1

*

APl \
JGLI  EMB2813

FT

VB, BRATAETA/EXF,, Note: black lines indicate the existence of interactions.
Be6 EELUEEFTERNEEERTN

Figure 6 Interactions with FT genes in P. campanulata

2.5 BREEFEARRESW

AGLL, AP1, SEP3 JEPN5 FT JEAEARA AL TR B i BE AL R X, I TEAEZH 2P A X 3R
ik, MPEAR ., i, RIERAEE R B T AR X R AR (K 7). COLS L[R2 508 e R AH
SR B 2 RS S FT SRR, HAEnt | rARFIZR iR Rk B, ZEAR TP AR
X RIRE AR, MTEAE AR B BN, X — 25 R 5 ILRA M i — 2, SCHF FT R RS
AGLL, AP1 M SEP3 JENAEAE A B HAFAEDIRED A, 105 COLS HEPN Z [a] U] ] gk = FARAY ARG, N
FEHT PeambT SIRIBEI (AP, SEP3) IREESCFR, 30T T PeamAP1 Fl PeamSEP3 )3 3 X (5% i
FA15 137 2 000 bp) , £5HE7%: PeamAP1 R8T 2 4 G-box T ( CACGTG, fii#-707/-1215), {H
J& PcamSEP3 J5 8 T4 G-box JLIFHIAFAE,

250 - M R root W i leaf M ¢ flower M 4 petiole M 2 stem
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X FIE
Relative expression
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Figure 7 Relative expression levels of candidate genes interacting with F7T' in different tissues of P. campanulata
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3 Wit54ie

ST A 3 2H AR 55 HE 2 A 2 o WOR AR BB D RE, IR S R R S SR IR B 2 D RE b B EE B
R REHINEAE PEBP LR RIGAE A 4LAL . SRR ST Bk B R ) S S G RO
2e5, XULHIE A LA AL PEBP RS0 W 52 5 35 G 0 Fh B &R [R) R 3 R ) R & AE D) B4k, PEBP 3£ 1A
FiEH FT IR G TR W EE N2 —, fefEdbEy A s A, s 53 (4n TFL1) 38
FANHIIFAE S SRR R IR AR R ) FT IR JRIE R T S B L A ) R AL, AR R GA TFLL 3
PS80 fE > BRI, fRE ILAE FT LR FE AL T 0 5 2k 3R HoAe R A 2L (AnfE IR %) Th iy
PO, ATREINEE T AER B /- bR R, Hofh PEBP PR FRE N B TEAE Hh 33k it sk e g, W]
RESLRIFR AR T HAR AR

TEHPIFFACR F AL R FT RIAAKCE B, MAER FT RIAACEN R FT 5K A
SEACEPE D) AR R B, AEEARAE FT 3R 31 X BB s i =S e R ag . & ol
MAZ O TCH: G-box, HIERIE T HHIMET0 AE-box A1 GT1-motif, G-box &3¢ MAE S @B AZ . Ooclf, vl
5 ST (A0 HYS . PIFs) 454, IEMPEHE FTIEEEXPY . HH, PeamFT J3 3T X G-box %&
P EERGN, PTRERG SR XSRS i R, A R ) B RE ST B AT AR R Y, S IR
i, AE-box (256N G ) M GT1 (50555 MK ) 1Y B vT BB — 25 i bR X FT 35 R 1 % 4
il XFh CHESRITE T 5 CHIES G RO E AR, BT RERE PeamFT 3 R 7E $5 0 5 B O HE ml 4 it
(B A GR35 5 T RO PT SR 2 358 (R, NI R e L AL AL B SR R 2 —

BV AL A TN (FT, SOC1 A1 LFY) W IRE AR SF, {H 2 TF AL [a] 98 45 AL ) A7 7E P P ke 52
PR RRIRSEE  Hhk R 48 T O 45 & RT-qPCR B03iE, &I PeamFT $:[H 5 MADS-box % Ji% i 5
AGL1, AP1 Fl SEP3 TEAEA 21 B3 BE M A i ks, X iR F R e NFE e & B i B h AF 7 T B
Al FT 8 AEM SRR G UG, s 2 25T E S, 5 bZIP KSR LR D(FD)
B AR RE RIEEZEY (FT-FD) . ZE &Y FD F 1 DNA 456 4500145 & Tt
R (U A BV SE R APL 26) IR s T IX A9 G-box Jof4, MG FFAEA C IR AY ik, APL JEH
A DR HEAETE AR G A3 A 4L SR e R LFY JE R f 32380, 1 LFY 3K ] B3 30% FD LN &
PV SO R R IA R T IR S, RIE T AE AR JC LR () 5 /K- F kK F . AGLL AR MADS-box
HERAFRBNG, WSS EAPRR S5 AT A5 ACLL 5 FT 3R LR R KR4
e, Al ARG Ol Y B B AR ss i DA R REE FT R B Ris o, EARHLE R dE— 2P BRI,

AWFIEE RAE R FE KRG8 T AREIEAE PEBP JENF R, 88 HAE M AL, R5r 37
R85 I ST R RS, ThBER KA B &ML, fRE AL PEBP SER G 5% O AL 2 3
K ( PeamFT) TEAEANS0H R ERRL, o7 X k4 B R —8 60N G-box JLFIit
K AE-boxFll GT1-motif #IHITCHF, 33X 1T BB A T R W15 55 S0 B 48 v L o 7 88 i 177 18 i 7 4 1) o 2
Oy FIEAR, OF— A ot 4k A M4 S B K RT-qPCR ¥ 3E, 8 /R PeamFT 5 AP1, SEP3. AGL1 %
MADS-box#Z 0o AL IR I FAEAL & Bk B rp s B P A 2 ak, $n e el e i sk 2 A ks 5
IE AR M 25 U R IR S AE o NV B S S 2 B ik, ARG R G0 I T A LA A FT 3 I8 1 368 4
fiE | AR (A 2 SE PR P AL B L 5 OC R TTAE IR 1 DRI I, SRR AT JL A6 5T HIL ] K 3% B BH P 4L
W F I A AP ERAE T IS IR 5 ek 5L R R
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