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+F % HEYIER bodyRIFZ B HI K 4 F ThRe
WM, Kk, RFF, B, FLH
RAHR L2 BT A 0 PR B P40, % 5 A B 2 15 T MR 41596305, W A5150040

FEE: AR Y, A T HAPSNRIRSL A, M) TS R T % AT BA A5k et MR MATA M), F K324
TR 0, LER A+ FE M+ ZLIER body. ZAER body E4FF 1R A249B-F) 242 H 8 (PYK10/BGLU21).
NAIL2. J£% & MEBI1/2vA %453 H FNAILEER bodyH mit#2 ¥4 FE245 8. ER body £ 25 £ Etidh 5N RIREAN A1
fik 6 @ B4z, BG RARM B FE LT L4515 T ER body ) k. B-#] BB BEAL Y T A X F R AR EARMEER 4R, H
M BB 5%, B0k, ER body ML) S P A AR A, A Kt 548 B A (44 I0) F ER body #97 m AL it
AT, FHRIT A F A hE.

XK HIR): AR P ER body; B-#] 2145 5 B; I i 3 AL B oy

FEKSAR A R, A 0 R P AN
AN FEIR S e, R D40 MY RCE N R s B
BRI R 5 1 1K) N i (A (endoplasmic reticulum,
ER) R 4t, I B BN B AT A= S5 . il an
HI R & AL I [precursor accumulating (PAC) ves-
icles]. %E [ {&(protein bodies, PBs). KDEL vesicle
(KV)FIER body%5(Li%£1993; ToyookaZ$2000;
BehnkeflIEschlbeck 1978; MatsushimaZ$2002), 1X
L S5 R 1 & R E Pl 28 2 115 1) ik e =2 (Toyoo-
ka%$2000; Nagano$2008).

ER body & — P E A MURR T 345 F1 53 A7 o 2
WL IAT A4 R . 19654, ER body B IRFES MK
R 2 J2 A1 Rz /2 40 B P B (Bonnett AN ewcomb
£51965), ‘AR IA N —FRiE R RIS FRIRAE, 5
JoT R Tl AR, A BORES R AR 9 <R LA . Bl
Ja . WFFEN DA ] I B X G R IR R 1 A 3 T
fe. ANERBETT R, REIREG M FEAFAE T+
TAEHEY), XM PEEE BT T (glucosino-
late) (BehnkeF1Eschlbeck 1978; Jorgensen 1981), 7t
T RS 7 2 BT T B (myrosinase), X FiAH
KNS 7 25 AR PR 45 44 W] e A2 RE I T g 1Y) £ et
Eo ATRERH THZIE M1 T B, RIIRG
MESZE I A — m @ L4k —
HAREH .

19984, j@ ik 0 A5 X AE W /e I (Arabidopsis
thaliana) ) 53 A KI5 TR SR AT fE
B I 5E A7 1 2 8.5 51 B 1 (GFP) brad B Bk
45KJ(Gunning 1998). 20014F, HayashiZ% % Jj ix L&
LR 35 ) R DAAT: SR v 3 1 28 JIR 45 A AR AL,
¥ HAy 4 NER body (Hayashi$2001). 20044F,

IR FEER body [t 4£ #4 £l——ER body
B2k 2848 K nail (MatsushimaZ5:2004). 5, XTER
body 5 A T KiK.

K2 H s AT AR 25 & BRE 1Y, {HER
body B ARFIR I HAREEH) . ER bodyfE 4L F}
YN IT . B 55 2B 2 B Al AR b oK
BEARAE, H 2 T O R AR R AR AR R T
ER body, T H.4 K 22 %55 J82 i 20 g o 02 A 1)
(Hayashi%:2001; Hawes%52001). &k 54553 F1 26 ]
ik Kb EE A e 15 5 34 JRE 21 R AZER body (Mat-
sushima%$2002). R4 H /i B 7 24 k&, ER
body & 146 H A 1, Kl + 7 4L £l (Bras-
sicaceae). [11¢3Z A} (Capparidaceae) il 44 Al
(Cleomaceae) (Delaux%52013). A AR+ F
e H Y6 A e i 5 AT 97 18 55 B (Falk M Rask
1995; Rask%52000; GolsFliHarvey 2009), iX:¥ 5] H
— AR AR5 1 ) A R
1 ER bodyF R HI 53 F#L
1.1 ER body @45 AR M7 & 45449

GFP it 70 17 20 Jfd v 3 28 S0 4 i 45 4 S e 3
JIEESRAE T8 B RS, CAR AR 1A A 5T I 5 B A5
5 IKK/HDEL?) GF P 3k PR 4 1 o Wi %2 A Jo 1)
AR 71 TR, /£ GFP-HDELY I+ 4%
TR R (GEP-h) 140 i, AN RE % W %2 )
TEHE TR PN 0T DX R 4 235 0, e % O 5% 1) BH S 1Y) Y

ks 2016-02-01  f&E  2016-03-12
B/E R AR % 9 L T 4:(DL13EAO4)FIE X 1
IRBLE 42 (31570246).
* B RAE# (E-mail: lixinli0101@yahoo.com).
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SO 45 P ER body (Hawes%52001;
Hayashi%5$2001) (El1-A). 8 7 2B %55
T 25 R AT I TS K 4 W B, TR T B A
1% B 1K (Nakano%52014) (E[1-B), fiefhs R E M
fiff(Hayashi%5$2001) (1-C). X el g2st L,
ER body 5 ®EA™ 4 Jii I 9 26 & A7 IR, R ik idd B
ER body & B A BURF DI HE 1) A 5T 99 V. 25 44 455

TP BT T 1S FE A i A Joia AT A S ), FE AR
W E ) AR B B UL R B AR SRR A B I i e
D7 T R R R B D RE o G0 T KR K R 1) 2 A4 4
T B AR 8 FP S 2R H Jfiprolaminflizein (Larkins

C

FTHurkman 1978; Li%%1993), % & 1) & (4 il & A1 7
)0 & A A KDELE 5 1 8 A i (ToyookaZ$2000),
BT Bricinosome & PR JI 2 A B 2K &5 (1 1
(Schmid%52001), X 6 Py Ji W (A7 A 4544 K 2 2
BRIE M, BHARZ190.5~1.0 wm, 2% b5 A 0
W, VENREE MR E R fER =, K2 mrEM
T RFLECE FREFE T (Toyookad$2000) . ZA T,
ER body & g7 8L 1 45 1), 1 B KT, HARY
1.0 um, £K£710.0 pm, HERTHAT P HIEE A [F A
R A B A (HawesZ52015; Matsushima%5:2002; Ha-
yashi%52001).

FE1 R T4 H0 HHER body 1B 1IES 1)
Fig.1 The ultrastructure of ER bodies in Arabidopsis thaliana
A: GFP-R%FE DR, B T R 26 12 40 0 o W 52 38 4 42 ¢ Y6 AR ER body, #5R=10.0 um (HayashiZ#2001); B: o7 B8 H &R, ER
body 4l FEAZHE &, #5JU=1.0 um (Nakano%$2014); C: Col-0-F I3 5 21 ffu [y o7 S S B, WHER IG5 4R JZER body A7 28 (I EE SR AL, A5
=0.5 um (Hayashi%52001). FEFM: 2Bkifk; G: BRI, V: lE; CW: gilHuEE

ER body7E oL B 7+ L Rk R GFP-h I )i ¥
W 1R 2 B 4 B T2 0 AT, RURR E AR AE T A
PRI, 7848 0K 22 B0% e i 2 i b Bl 2k (Hawes
£ 2001; HayashiZ£2001). B 58 & i, ER body ]
R IAER T R 2 )5, TR %A ER body ()
B, BRI K 51 ER body ¥ 5 A (Ya-
mada§2011), 11 HEATTH T BOE 32 215 AR KBy
BUIIE S 5888 ik lecl (WS)HIMEG PRI T &tk
JEHIER body (Yamamoto%5$2014). M2 IR e
B3 A X AN [F) 2 AL (1 AR 48 Bl 1 #B4 ER body )
I3 Ai(Gotté%2015) . H AT %, ANV AR TE T B
J7 b = AE T g J7 10, ER body 5 HAh ) 4 5 A fiT
A GRS —FE

1.2 ER bodyBIEE /L5
1.2.1 PYK10FIBGLU18% 3| 2 M AIER body#n

BSAER body PRI REEMR S

TR XD R T B AR T Col-0FN R A8 K nai ] - 14))
T ER A R A HEAT R Lo AT, KRBT — Rh e A
T Ly A O BRI (1) B- ] 40 B H g (B-glucosidases),
H A4 NPYK10/BGLU23, iMijiX F -4 4 B B fEER
body it 2k [fInail-15F R Z T R R ARIE R,
WX PR e MR B 2 W R SR ER body () 3 2 R4y
(Matsushima®$2004), £ F A3 SR FTIR H IR
XoF S JHA I 3R AT A Ao B K B Rk I BGLU 184k
M, HRETAA, BGLU1S & & Jart ih 7% 3 I ER
bodyH 1) 3= B il /3 (Ogasawara?5:2009; Gotté%5:2015).
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PYKI10MBGLU18/2GH 1 Z 5 [ il 77, 1% 5k
TERF T A 10N KR, 1474 i 53 20 il (Xu%s:
2004). 7EIX L H TR, A8 BGLUWAY
74 BE PG (BGLU18~25), TE BT Cll & A PR
W B4 45 5 Ik [(K/H/R)(D/E)EL], NR & H 155
Jik(signal peptide, SP), K BJIXULE (€ LT WK
RGBS W o W B B AMA (XudE2004) . ARTE EAT]
7B AR ABLE, T AR I3k 8 B~ 7 1 i 4T
£ ER body_I*(OgasawaraZ$2009) .

PYKI10% A% T E£9170 kDa, RKiE/KFIR
i, R ITR P R EREARZ —. PYKIO
E 54 M N 5 R [ ER body B8 A, 3X 5 — % 19 4 J5i
W i £ 1 (A1 SP-GFP-HDEL) 4% [ A Jig WA i 1A FA #%
5177 A 2 (Matsushima5:2003; Nagano%$2005).
MR PR T4 R, BATAME I, ER body A fig
J& e B 257 R L I A A B TR AR A B
2R 2 28 (Nagano%5:2005, 2008), T H AT
BGLU18¥H/F 7t 1M AR IR N JETT
1.2.2 PYK10K H[ERZEBEER bodyfZ kit 2
HNEEM

TERAZRleb-1 (long ER body)%1i 1, ER body

IS EEK, s E > (E2-A) (Naganoss
2009; Gotte%52015), KA Kleb-17, PYK10H [
JF B H ) — A 2 DR 2 R R AR N R 2 R (C29Y),
PYK 10 A4 7 5] Bt B 10 B 0, 3k T
REd 55 T PYK108 1 AFe e 1, s 2K T
PYKI10H)EI R340, MPYKI10E H/K-F N, M
512 T ER body% & (1) /b FlJE 25 1) 2% (Nagano
££2005), T LLERFIEER bodyH IPYK 10 A BE Xt
ER bodyfI/¥ i E H H 2L .

BGLU21FIBGLU22 /& PYK10#) ¥ A i AH i
B [F YR ) (Nagano%$2008; YamamotoZ52014). #H
ttleb-198 281K, pyk10FNbglul 1§ PR RAZAR I H
FULH N B B R A {E X R R AR R bglu2 1
pyk10FIH 5 RAG K leb- 12540 (1 £ 7 (Nagano %5
2009) (K2-A), £HBGLU21#.2 5 TER bodylf]
JE A%, BGLU21MPYK 102 ] 17 1E & 5= AH HLAE
. BWFREINAPYKIOFAS AT GERH T BGLU21
AR RS, EInBGLU21E [ AR R A DL
HERRME SR, Nk S 7% ER body 1T .
f A %0, PYK10, BGLU21, A #5BGLU22
FL [ 2975 1L B 7T 4 B HHER body I 1E T -

K2 0B T & SRR S 41 i HIER body
Fig.2 ER bodies in seedling cells of Arabidopsis thaliana mutants
A: pykl0FNbglu2 ] B 57 AR 4 W 24 i -H IER body T 25 5 Col-0AH1BL, XU bR I3 48 (A bglu21 pykl10FNleb-19378 %)y T 4 i HHER body
AR, AR=5.0 um (YamadaZ52009); B: 5248 fknai2- 14T 41 H A ER body, F5£/X=10.0 um (YamadaZ2008); C: mebFfmeb2 #5845
. X 5RA R meb 1 meb2%) 1 HER body I A IEH, b5=10.0 um (Yamada%2013); D: nail-1532 1A 41 H 345 ER body )k, br
JX=10.0 um (Matsushima%5$2004) .




404 T A P )

1.2.3 EZMWER body EFAZHNEMEEER

AtCEP2JE ) /g I+ 1) — P & KDEL 2 1) - it
R N Bk B (KDEL-tailed cysteine endopeptidase,
KDEL CysEP), 54027 40T A oK, EEAE
R AR DX MR e 1 38 (Helm 552008; Howing %
2014). by — TR 78 3N, J00EE T 40 VR e 1 2
i P ER bodyZEFHAtCEP2, flf LAER body AJ BE A
AAX A2 B~ 457 4 7 B () A A7 B8 B, AT BE 2 At-
CEP2 )i 7 %% B, AtCEP2 7] RE7E I fl 41 fis H ER
body )T i 2 /E F (Hierl552014), {HIX —45i038
B0 (R S5 0 LSGAIE .

1.3 ER bodyf, A TEHIAL 73

ERF L AR L Z2 2], BAAPYKIO0 (B3
BGLU18)HMIBGLU21JZER body | ] 3 Z i 43, fihAl]
[Pk 2k XTER body % 25 54 5 WA H H AN 23 34 i
ER body 1 J¥ Bk 2k, X 1t B H2 75 i | 2R
PYKI10FIBGLU21 i A & LAJE RCER body, 4 — &
{EAEE TR HER body I X — I F2 (1) B R 1.
1.3.1 NAIRREZER body§ 5z —

W KE L, Yamadas(2008)43 3] | —
T 35 D] AR (400 B T RARAR, LB IX P R A AR %)
(AR 4 i o 52 4 W ER body TR . 20t 541
fBLR 7R f 2R AR A4 AT 36 ELHERR, B KNI Bl %
AR T SR [ B DR L NAT2 (At3g15950), iX FhgAs
{REI Nnai2-1.

NAI2Z —Fh RAE-HFAERHEY A R ILRE
PREE H, Sb B AERIR, EHNKRm BEAES
ISP, 7 T8 #4120 kDa. J53k KINAI2H
PYK 1047 T GFP-h %)yt 40 M i3k A7 5318 J i AH [F] 48
4> #1(MatsushimaZ$2004; YamadaZ$2008), T /27
ER body bt 3] 7 NAI2 SR, B2 A J5i 99 k%)
28 K T VR A K BIN A AELE, T ANAL B
N AFEER body ) i/ 2 —(YamadaZ52008).

1.3.2 NAR$IZIEER bodyHIF2 L

FEREAS T NAI2 mRNAZR L /KB40 R I+ 40
R, AAEER/ER body, HIEA R,
18 A K nai2-1'FNAIR 524 R 2, 4 FIAR 4 i vp
#BIE A ER body [IJE 1 (&2-B) (Yamada®$2008).
X FFUGIE B T NALRFSEAZER body [ 4, 1M HAE
ER body I A2 /EH

A N AL R e B BRI T PYK 108 [ 1) 3R 15

K, HIXFPYK10 mRNA ) FRIE K54 77 A 52
(YamadaZ5:2008). fEnai2-15878 4k, PYK1043H
TAE A YT M 4% 45 1) (Yamada%$2008,
2009), 1fi H7E T-DNAJG A A8 A nai2-2fnai2-3+
WA E] T AL A .

HH AT DL, NAT2 AN B 4P YK 10T 1%, (H
S MAPYKI0M4T A, ER body (171 A .4l
WA M B R FE RSy, BB R R T 4
AR RE 2 By ——NAIL2. H AT, HIERERS
JERLER body (1)1 ERHEY H K I T NAL K [F]
VR, dE— U BNALRXTER body 1) TE i E A 4
SPERIEZE T RS, ZER body ¥ BT FE H A AR ]/
)5
1.4 ER bodyfZ FRYFREH

ER bodyE b SR AU AN [F] T P9 52 W 1Y) 4% &5 44
T AR R A7, T HNAIIR 7] fE 71 57X 2L ER
body I 1 () %44 . ER body 8 FAIMEBI (mem-
brane of ER body 1)fIMEB2/ZER body/i | ] fix

2013), U FE T 4HAH, MEBIFIMEB2/F 7 14 1) 5%
FRFZEER bodyfiE b (YamadaZ2013), {H & Hi Ak 3 2
IHEE M ANE 2. CCClpAIVIT 1) il 2 M 5 1 £ A1
P00 FE I 1R/ i B F1(Li%§2001; Kim%$2006),
MEBI1MIMEB2 5 CCC1pAIVIT145 K A A AL,
{EMEB 1 MIMEB2 1] g th B 4 J& 1 12 7Rk 193 1
(Yamada%2013).

TR 5T R R B, MEBTFIMEB2fE 5 NAIFE
R A AR, F HAE R nai2- 1 4 50T H#A
PY 5 IR X 4% 45 A6 e, BT LMEB T FTMEB2R 7] 6 7
BB NALR A 1 #3872 4 58 % SR ER
bodyfli . fEHRAKmeb]. meb2 F XL FEAZ K
mebl meb2%/j i+, ER body3 I H 5 B7 4= AU FH LA
AR E R (E2-C), XK T MEBIFIMEB27E
ER body ¥ /7 T A2 JF 2 7 1) (Yamada%$2013) .
1.5 NAI1 2R ER bodyr)%% 5% EF

NATL 2 — i 1 12 Jie 211K 25 11 (basic-he-
lix-loop-helix, bHLH), A7 {7 5 A RR A, 1F
NS RIETNRE . R Rnail- 115 5 KF
(o0 b &6 R, RERAEER body ) 2 5 #5358
IENATL 3T 20k NAIT (At2g22770) 545 4>
FECPYKI0H R IA 7K, 1 HNAITE 24 PYK10




M4 46 HAEYER body B TE B J LAY 27 D g 405

G Jo e A0 i PR 25 BT 45 75 1 (Yoshiig52015);
FEGRAF M nail-17, NAI2 mRNAZEIE KA b
& (YamadaZ52008), R 1 7E KA nai2- 1, NAII
mRNA [ 5KV 5 %A 2, UEINATLE 2
NAI2 [ 3£15, HENAI2ZIEA G ENATL R IA;
MEBI1FIMEB2 ) 35 f AL R AL A nai 1- 1t 52 f&
(HiuR

USRI AN B T NATTFE R i o 58 A L HE )
AR ZH M ER body 1 ¥ B (K]2-D) (Matsushima
£2004). FrLANATLRL %2 JEACER body [ 3 1745
K7, 3 BRI % LIRPYKI0O. NAI2. MEBI1/23%
R )R I . R BER body M B 58 42 52 B % 5%
TNATHJRAE.

NAILIE % % Jacalin 28t £E 5 (jacalin-related
lectin, JAL)FE[KJAL22. JAL23. JAL31, PYK10%%
& # A1 (binding protein 1, PBP1)/(JAL30), GDSL
g 25 2 1 (GDSL lipaselike protein, GLL)Z [4]
(GLL23FIGLL25)L) e MD2fig i R 51 8 43 (MD2-
related lipid recognition protein 3, ML3)[] & IA
(Hakenjos%5$2013), XYL M A] GE/EER bodyfH)
TG R R AR T RE -

1.6 MNERMAEIFZALSER bodyRI 2R 2 [B]AY X &

H1T-ER body 1 4 i IIATAE TR, 10 H— 45
iR W ) 2 19 th 2 A2 AEER body -, R 2 4 5 )
TE R HAEER body ¥ R 73 7~ AL AT e 2 AH 1Bh
fRY o T PA S5 X IR 2% 65 A TR RGN AE S AL A Dy
T f#ER body (¥ ¥ BALHI R T2 Z

T2k, NMIMEH S EAZANN, a3,
Y. BERELA YU T M)A, X E
ERJE A 15y T HLA 4T T IR ABF 5T (Chen%s
2013). HIFFEACIE PN J5T R ) IR 2% 6 g 2 — R 81 1)
JELHE R 1, RIGIUE 4 &t A [ I o B 50k
(reticulon family proteins, RTNs)]. Atlastin/RHD3
(root hair defecitive 3) GTPase A L ¥ FE 4k M) 4k &1
M. KZH0EFRNTsFAtlastin/RHD3 [ 70 44
FA Sl R0 R 20 i, 177 3 e 40 i 9 A 77 AEER
body (Zhang%52013; Stefano%$2012; Lee%52011,
2013). FrLA, 2 H AT ALk, Y AR X L g AT
FRHL 1) >R 1R 42 Bhs I ER body 45 ¥4 (1 8 AL i1l i
ANHRE

2012414 NN — S B (R0 R 5 P4 it DA

TS T 5 1 RAS K (endoplasmic reticulum morphology,
ermo) X} N it W TR & AT 1t 7t (Nakano%$2012) . R
A Ak ermol Mlermo2 (40 BLFR T BAT JLALI) P 5T
W28 Sy, JL AR TR N AT A R AR, B
%291.0 pm; A Kermo3F 4N A H L T N
W FER body T4 i) BRI SR FUA L1 o

ERMOIRERMO27} 5] % i GNOM-LIKE 1
(GNL1)FISEC24a, X AN H 25 A i AT R
Fe AR 2 18] 55 5 #0128 % (Nakano%$2009; Faso%s
2009). MermolFlermo22ZE AR 4N i ER bodyf)
A EAEZRmkE, GNLIFISEC24a%fER
body M IEMHIEAZ L F R . T RAL K ermo3 4
Ji A BT AT AR 1 SRR AR S5 H FE A ER body 5
FUBI 40 B & ANAAAE R, T HLAE 51 ANALLRAZ (1)
17508 4 58 4 i (MartiZ$2010; NakanoZ$2012),
1T JLERMO3AIER body 22 8] B i%A45 % 1R #2 f)
PR (HRAERZRermo3Z i -HER body 1) 45 14 I
B 2B R 52, T A% A K IERMO3 Y
NALRZ [af#4EA BAE S, TEAERMO3ZEER body
e BGOSR R E AR .

ERMO3 % it — g M /E 0GR L GLLEH
(NakanoZ52012), GLLs & 4k £ Py i i il i /R S 44
2 [8) 8 5 I s Hi BT 7 1 (Akoh552004) . 7E
sk R FNATLE 2 T, GLLsAe# 5PYKI10,
JALsPL 2 MATHZE [ (meprin and tumour necrosis
factor receptor-associated factor, MATH) ki H &
AR (Nakano%5$2012). 7E4H &k 2 ERMO3 25 (A 1)
TEOLR, PYK10. JALsPL AAMATHZE [ A] G4 N Jii
WA T R R I B T SR AR, 3 B B ) [ T
AR, A 2 B 5 53 W (Jancowski %%
2014). ERMO3 7] 3TV PYK10. JALsEA K
MATH & H ¥ B ) S AR, R fn 2R 78 R AR 4k
ermo3 M L HH R IAERMO3, RAF A1 3R BT e 15
5.5 [a] 53 (Nakano%%2012). EIRERMO37E %4 2R
HHI8 A KI5, SRITTERMO3 (13X Fb 20 4URs 53 1 75 5K,
T8 2 MR A R 40 75 22 | S IR R Gk
Y FO 20 P S5 A R T

AR A Fi S B F &5 SR, XU e I 40 B P ER
body ¥ i F2EAT 7RI, FENATIHIR4E T
(MatsushimaZ52004), NAIRRFIPYK 102 [f] 241 H.AE
R, AEPYKI107 BRI A7, TRt L &st, LA
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Wi T2 ER body Pt /& I #4 £l (Yamada%$2008,
2009), R JEIKEENAIZEAMEB 1 AIMEB2 32 4E 3| Hif
ER body i I(YamadaZ$2013), ft 2T 52 2 (JER
body (U1EI3H7).
2 ER bodyRy &Y F ThEE
2.1 ER body7ZE BRI P RYEE 4

LT+, ER body & HAE 4N B LA K A HE )
FIAR 1 (Matsushima%$2002), FIHHER body R 17
TEFREZAM . ER bodyfEARM4EE RSP EA

@ NAIl NAI2

s

NAT1# F4a 4]

NAI2 '5PYK103T$EE
%OE A

P s, M, FER AN, KZMANRZH
KEAFEMatsushimaZ$2003) . AHEHL T 414K,
iy b A (LR S JRR RN ZE AR ) BR T I IR
- Jhk R P 2% () — S 3% R A LA AR, 1P ER
body )7 7E (Nakano252012) . X fl 41 244 51 8
FrIE7RER body 3 % & EEMEY) 5 4P SIS AH 4%
fisk () S TRT 8 43, 0E £ BB 4 DA A s sk ik - g
)\*E%QH,AE’Jrﬁﬁiﬁ’ﬂx%ﬁf@ﬂﬁﬂﬂ?ﬂ%

YR 2 BAN A E R, BREE IS S

@ pykio @ MEBs

\3 N gw

MEBs%% SERMIER body

K43 ULFS 7+ 4L FFER body R s &
Fig.3 The models of ER bodies’ formation in Arabidopsis thaliana cell

%# Matsushima?$(2004). Yamada%%(2008, 2009, 2013)3C#kZ: 1 .

ZH M TE BCER body . A AFFT UL RS T 1) 55 g
AT 78 03, R I3 AR I v 2 380455 55 T 4
[ H B T K= HIER body (Matsushima®$2002; Oga-
sawara®$2009), X th 3 FF Bl . i BHAE R A
AL A5 2 5 R TR Y ) 32 A8 P 308 47 Ak B2 o 1, 08 5%
BT RIS, [FIRESOR T - % T
(Matsushima%$2003), 53 #hid el 31 K 2 Rk 1)
BGLUISE 1. HATiAN, BGLUISA Y& J i i
FIERHIER body H Y 3 £ i 73 (Ogasawara%52009;
GottéZ52015). £ R Knail-15Z B HER, &7
AN 40 I ER body, £ WIER T NAILLLAH,
WA FANI R T2 51 N0 FE(Matsushima %
2003).

RFT RN, 7R A KRR, %4
F10°~10°4 g, S (10~10°4m™) 25 £
(Bulgarelli%#2013); i HABAEY), Wit~ B &,
IR, R A S WA AR TE LR, — B
Ml BRI FEEWIR, BT AR YRR 0
SR 1) £ FE ER body 1] it 5484 [F] & I3 53
2 [A) 5 09 R FRAH ELAE A 26 (Yamada%52011).

2.2 ER body SHEYIFGHEHE XM

ER body ™ & & = FIPYK 101 HAth 1) B-
40 E RN, I S 2R 1 RS 1 Z ER body [14E
V1D Re B Z 47, TER body ) 32 E A /) PYK10
FEREA B FAA 22 T 4 BB A €8, QB4R
2.2.1 PYK10E B EFFEHIEM

W TR SR B B AGHE B
1 R 4t (Hopkins%£2009), AEW% /K E+ 716 H

2006). 54k HAEA I P-4 B AL S — Ak
RE 0 SRS T, B B-ai AR i 2 i B (B-thiogluco-
side glucohydrolases, TGGs).

ER T, H ORI E(TGGI~6)Z 59w
7l H, TGG3RTGG6EIER . TGG1AI
TGG2EZAE TRk, TGGARITGGS £ ZAEMR
H R IA(Zhou2012), iX4Fh BIF TR & A 57 1)
02 R K 2 RN A 2 e i B i, o6 I VT R
HHBETE T, A AR IS B R IATGG4, 3k
T HA 5| T 1 9 () A 1 (Bednarek %52009) . 1)

AP B~ 26 4R il AN B A X 8 E ) R PR TR
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Fig.4 The models for ER bodies’ biological function in Arabidopsis thaliana cell

B, BEWE K AR O- 7] %I W 1 E0 AN BE A K R T i
(Rask2£2000).

RS2 A 9 A1, Ll Tn 2 7K Tl e 28 SR 1
(deduced family 1 glycosyl hydrolase, F1GH)H] Ji% 71
—JF I B 8 H2 (plasma membrane-resident 2,
PEN2), & — Fhit/I 1% 6 5 o B PR 1) B- i1 4 b 1
i, A FUUE ST e — PP BR 8 7K i SH-M5| W T -
(indole 3-ylmethyl glucosinolate, 13G)F14-H 4,
FE-3H-M| Bk FF 171 (4-methoxy indole 3-ylmethyl
glucosinolate, 4-MO-13G) 1] F 8 7Y (1] 2 77 1 i
(Bednarek%5$2009; F(F1F5452012).

PEN2J: A& FPYKI0M I Kk, {H & 1% 75 il
R R AR 81 b BT B AR AL, P
PYK 101 ] § 0 AT ZRALL A FF 3070 1) 8 T 1 g
Yo BARN THEEMPYKI0E 4 & A I A REK
FEIT T H (Ahn%$2010), {H 2 S 7] g B A 7K iG] b
T IE S . A HRERR, PYKI10IASMNEY) (45
T B 75 # (scopolin) F1-E i (esculin) (Ahn%52010),
AAESRERNREICE, BUMASERN
Hoc. BT 2 RA ARG T,
ANEA B 5 M i 13GAI4-MO-13G I B AR [, iff HL
TE B U i 3R 1 ZHP YK 1025 14 BB % i 4K
¥ 7K AR BE 2% 2 (Ahn%52010). 1 BIPYK 1Of¥ 4 7T
PAZE & BS54, X WERW] 7 PYKI0JE) /K i |
R 1R AT RE A o

2.2.2 PYK105M0|B 5T FimE < BIRVEX R

W5 W 7 -1 7 2 400 Rl AR Hh s =R AR T O
1 (Brown%$2003), 2 & % 55 18 £ 5 3 ) F 99 R B
(KSR P4, ER body FIPYK10-H7E 10 B I AR b sy
& & 8 (NitzZ£2001; Matsushima%$2003), fRHE IR
K23 M E ATTEDITFHI PYK 1 0F CYPS 1 F4745 3
Fik, CYP81F42& 4 il (4 2 PASOf (cytochrome P450,
CYP)IIEZ ECY P8I K. it o CYPS8I1F4HEH G b
(G RE L A I3GIE M B 1 -2 2E-13G (1-hydroxy-I3G,
1-OH-13G), #t i JE ki 1-F 4 24-13G (1-methoxy-13G,
1-MO-13G). CYP81F4F1#% 5K FMYB34/ATRI)=
TRI—EEEFRIENLE, G825 T B-BIEEN AR
(XA ) AR (Kais52011); 55 —FCYPSIIL
KIER 51 CYP81F2Re % i it ¥ 13 G#% 4k 9 4-MO-
13G, 4-MO-13GZ: 5 {155 451 554 B4 (19 e 05 R 9
JE G . X P TPYK105CYP8IF2FICY-
P81F4 . [H] B VT A71F 4 15 3 (1) Bk & (Pfalz%§2011),
FIt CAPY K 100 W5 W -3 1 2 7] 82 1% B A S i
PRI DR IR R
2.2.3 PYKIO0ZERG R R B 5 E AT BE

HSC 2 TALsFIGLLs 2 [, MATHE [,
R 5PYKI10JE BB K& A 2 & & (Ahn%E
2010), XIS K AETEAE Y 32 2090 IR A4 2% G i 4
FRIR S LT, PYKI0E A TR E KE &k
S5 AT B v (1) - 2 R L I O TE A, T R R
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B AR AR IR B NAZ AL E ) T, DAHRAE
99 J5 14 (¥ /8% 4 (Nakano%52012)

CLAIPYK 10 &AM & B %S 2 (Ahn%s
2010), B FR & B-O-H & b H E 55 5 (B-O-gluco-
side scopoletin) ] —#f, J& THEIRZ, fEMEY) A AT
ZAFAE . B = AR 55 55 (scopoletin) B8 8% F1 il 1%
% 5 (Sclerotinia scleroterum) ] 28 & 24 K (Prats %
20006); B35 5 HAAPUIAR T B (Fusarium oxyspo-
rum) (FKBAFIGKAR2014) . J& 12 9k T (Fusarium
solani). 2R 5 1 (Rhizopus stolonifer) L K ] fi
B0 i (Lasiodiplodia theobromae)#3 1 KNG VE
(Peterson®$2003), 17 H. B %5 5= Re % 5 4 4 il 9
R IE A K.

224 PYKIOS5EMNEYSHAEERIE LML
HXFR

W A= B 1 Piriformospora indicase—F) iz
WA B A A, BT 2 e 1k, mefedt
15 W EFRAK BB IS TYLC VG
73(Wang&5:2015).

TERF R A KB, RAFE M pen2. pykl 0Fnail
AR IF I HEHI P, indicatEi&E Y5 E N A K, M
M-S BRI AR, HRED A R R
Wi J82, 2K 2% LR LR R 5% 2 (Jacobs“52011) . B4,
R ILCY P S i 72 CYP79B2 FICYP79B3 1 ik
KW FHP. indicafJid FEEK . CYPTIB2HICY-
P79B3 e % K € 2 1R 4% A8 2 3- 15| Wk £ 8% Jf5 (in-
dole-3-acetaldoxime, IAOX), #& & Mg W5+ 1yl
1% — 2 (Nongbrid#2012). X575 M| e Jt 5~
B S5 REEY S N A T PE 4GS
K&, RXWPYKIOREAEMN 5P indicattf T
KER B @S ks AR .

2.2.5 PYKI07ERG {1 HF £ &R EHI TN EE

PYKI0/2 R4 S RIA TR, FRIKKFIR &,
TERE 2 HURK G (1) 41 23 rp 308 5 5 2 KR B F+(Nitz
SE2001) 0 FF T IR KA )2 D 0 I S 2
(Globodera rostochiensis) F1HR 45 £k L (Meloidogyne
incognita) #1375 P (LazzeriZ$2004), PYK101E AJ
R A R LI AE 1K BB % 1 B 1 K I 1 ok
PRAPAE D AR e 52 1% e 2 AR 28 R (AR 5 o

6 3 2 F 0 O A 4 B 1 4 i PN g ek
G, TR 25 e 2 AE 4 i [A) 5 S S G (Mitchum 45

2012), TEX PRI HL R, FSEe e T 2k (1 4 A
T, TF I 7K AR B AL 4 fk s B A 4
BEAE 5 5 TR BIX LA AR (LR ) AFTE, I
FEUR b J3 2 5 7 ik 7 1 A 8T B 480 /F FH (Nakano 5%
2014).
2.3 ER body21E4) % & K ZHLH

J93 J5UAH < 2 H (pathogenesis-related, PR)FFE
TR A e R AE PR 2R 1 B — 28, PREEEHI /D
BH1IANFKGE, Hd i — B A Ui 13 P (van
Loon%5:2006), 84115 4 2% (plant defensing, PDF)1f,
FPREHM—/N4r 3. WatanabeZ:(2013) 5 T
— P44 NESPER [ 5 N2 B HLE, RN T P
PR, BIBA#E ZPDF1.2MIPR1, #5H A7 By #H4
VI /E F (Hiruma%$2011). PDF1.2FIPRILAFATS
K& FITEER bodyHH, 7EHARIIR I 1 B 4 431 21
B AMA(Watanabe252013, 2014). IR O HOEFR
PRZR [ = B 5 o7 76 A 40 200 PR 0700 00 96 5 35 ol A
{HZER body 1 ¥ 41 fi H #- FhPREE 1 (147
fiti 7 25 (Sels55:2008), i i £ 1 ) 52 215 18 B it
AT DL B P38 AH DG 2 AT B A
3RE

AR T ER body 7E AL il A1 A 4
Thfe 7 I B4 1, ER body & A S5 I A TF 45 ¥y 3,
FEAE YD 3 T 3 BB A (0 (Malinsky252013)
ER body 19 7% B AL 1 (0 BIF 50 A 8E — 25 0F 78 40 i 2%
VS5 R PR T ATt S (A A 1) AR 560
AW I RS I FAR, ER body/R A] BE & — R
VOO0 L T 55 g Al AR A7 R A {9 17 B AR

SRTIT, H AT SR A — L G i) RV A 19 21
o B EERSEE R ELZER bodyZ 5 i mi N
TR AL 2 FIRAIEYE . I 4F R LA 1 45 S 7RER
bodyREM S5V R AEM BAEA, JE@E XY
B RN R 5 4N TR D S ke i S Al A A e 3
(NegishiZ$2002; MladénkaZ$2010; Xu%$2012; Ya-
mada®$2013), 15 H ik A B 1 UEYE GE 8 1E B
ER body [JiX — I

ER body 1173 1 A 4 5 R BR 1, ZEA7AE
TR BEERHA A sE R, T+ F
PRI FE IF), oAb 118 H A s/ 1 71 35t
Ry TR, Feal 2Ry . S mANEE.
NEAPYKIOFIE MR S5 T Fe e i T
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(R N2, D6 ZTIE B SR 2K 1 g B2 TR A 1) R AR A g
% 327~ HH R R S R T A2 L AR A AL S5
BURA . FRAFER body. PYKIOMB-7] %) HE 1 ik
VI R R PR bR R, DX S M kA T RIS A2
BRI 4B, X SEBIX — H bR B O EH L,

FEWE BIRE 2 MR, ER body HIAT 02 78
SRAN, BT AEER body MPYKIO0KIE) /)5 /2
EREHEM . ARAEERER body EEMPYKIO
(B, TR BT IE % T Bnail . pykl0
Hlnai2 8 G AR X s 78 FpREEAT 18 4% S I B 9T
AR SR PP AR F) KR A R T PR R A R AR
[EY R EER AT, B2 0+ RHE Y I
K75 E 43115, tnEhIF(Thellungiella salsuginea)
(Wu52012). H3Z(Brassica pekinensis) (Wangss
2011), PL X F 3 (Capsella rubella) (Slotte%5£2013) A1
L4 R IF (Arabidopsis lyrata) (HuZE2011)%%, X
N B RN TR AL T AR B ) B
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The formation and biological function of ER bodies in Brassicales

YANG Xiao-Li, ZHANG Hai-Long, ZHAO Xiao-Nan, SHEN Zhe, LI Li-Xin'
Key Laboratory of Saline-Alkali Vegetation Ecology Rest Oration in Oil Field of Ministry of Education, Alkali Soil Natural Envi-
ronmental Science Center, Northeast Forestry University, Harbin 150040, China

Abstract: During long-term evolution, in order to response to stress from external environment, plant cells de-
veloped various endoplasmic reticulum (ER)-derived structures with specific functions, most of which are spe-
cific for certain groups of species. The ER body is developed in plants of the Brassicales. The accumulation of
proteins specific for the ER body play an important role in the formation of ER bodies, such as -glucosidases
(PYK10/BGLU21), NAI2, membrane protein MEB1/2, and transcription factor NAI1. ER body is mainly con-
centrated in the interface between plants and environment, while wounding or plant hormone treatment will in-
duce de novo formation of ER bodies. B-glucosidases can produce substances that potentially protect against in-
vading pests, and the enzymatic activities of B-glucosidases are enhanced during cell collapse. Therefore, ER
bodies are involved in plant defenses. In this review, we provide recent perspectives of formation of ER bodies
in the Brassicales, and discuss the functions of ER bodies.
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