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F1E FEam
TEM D EPEIIANEE TV TZDIZRPEZL2NE D TH 525, NHHEINRK
BB 2 S X2 BRAHEOBDRNBEH E TV A (I 2001). £/, BiRER
TOWMROBIEEFETNIMAND EENRZ DT DT EF>TWDH, HLR
NFEAELTWDDHHFEETH H(George 1984). T FUIXEIEH] BRI /R ERH 5,
HFRICBIT 2 BEONE N H-> TWDZ ENFRKFD 12T, HAD X S efgs
E»RdH 55T, BRICEDHENREEL T D EBIFEEL TW A 2001).
F7z, RO AEOER & U TRIEEENT k3 2 SRk E R DA 07
@M%ﬁﬁéhfﬁé%%ew%)%A&ﬁ% TRV 1 DA RIS ELR T RERA
(2B > TV A HBBII BRI 2 B EE N L Z LWGAEREZ . 20 X 5 728
%%ﬂﬁb,%kéﬁﬁﬁ@@ﬁ@ﬁ%:ﬁﬁfét i, BREORY &4
T EZE M OBIARN - FRFH sl A 7o < L, PERBBROEZFENT L ENE
HEIZ R CHETH S (Bov’e and Dufour 2001). LU 6, RATAIZR BRI
RIIBEICHAE L TR Y, BUa - RERFRICHZ 5 &L, RaEmoEnE
PED ERROHNTND. BREEHOZ LWEREANEHICI T 5 ILEH K
2, AT RN E A ET 5 1 DOFETH D,

FARX, 2 R, AT EO ARMERIFBIHOT T TLwEH 1o
I, BICRAKMOMAGIRE 72D TRBIH] LIXRRDITEIH D720, Y
PENEE N TV D (Igbal et al. 2006). ~ ARMEMILZ X v X7 ERLI XTI, B X
L UERBEICE T/ (Deshpande 1992), 77 U AT VT OB EHIA~D K
UG TRV THEEREE 2 5 (Igbal et al. 2006). £z, ¥ A BHEYORTIX
Bk 2 IeBERENER T &2 S L, Bl 21X 4 A RILDIRE RSO >, BEIRIS, &%
TT2A4 Y7 TR 2L EH, £ POREER~OBEBKEHKE W
(Mateos-Aparicio et al. 2008). & 51T, ITHTII A AREE L COFIHZE 2,
FEHENE F > TV 5 (Pimentel and Patzek 2005). Z D K 912, ¥ ABRMEM TR
A ~DOBWEBE ZFO721T 2 <, A2 REICBWTHHTH L7120, 5%
HWINANEENDIEMO 1 OTHS.

MESDEBETIIRKREOIEERZHWSZ LT, GWEEMLZHFFL TV



(Brown 1999). —7J5 T, I@&RIZ2ALEHCEAE I DR T LABEE LGSR L,
e 2 VEMAEPEDORIBE L 725, £T2, 2N E TOREKIC LD EMEKRS -0
DAEFET DM EIIERA R & 5 & i, BB, EMEED 20 ORI E
HigdBEND, KRBALEZEICBITL TS (Brown 2000). UL, HiEk Eo
TRTO LM TRBB R BEENATREZ2 DI TidZe <, KEFRSHE ), £ LT
EENEEIZHDHLEIT TCOHRIITTE S (Tilman et al. 2002). BlEZLE LT 5
@ EE O il Tk, KBUREEICH X 2720 OB AR E L, RIGRES
MNMEBICERLTEENRVEANE . 0 X5 RBUREZITH L, 1EW/EER
FEINSED7-010E, EHBEROAENZR ESEH 28 1 SOFHKT
H5D.

TEMI B B DEEN 2 ESEDH7-012, RIS & 0 HE2 2B EREH &
iz, —MRA7ZR 2R & 2 A O EHITIIZ R 2 & 3B TH -
7-(Hubbell and Welsh 1998). L7> L7235, FES TIXo HAMFEN 72 FiEZ AW
T, BREOEFBEAK S TS (Collard et al. 2005). £7-, AR EOHE
KeZxpBETFEREL, PN TREIEDLZ LT, FHRFEEEZ L -T-R
MEB/EOLND LTS TS, 2D K ) 72iEs FHE X EMIT KREAFEIC
WLTRY, —Ho ik CREICHIH &4 Ty 5 (Hubbell and Welsh 1998). — 5T
AR TR X EIZ DWW T, WERA e ~N— AR L, %< OETHLHIA
FTHNTWD, LML G, gk L7z X 9 ICIEEHCHEFER R K 2 801X
BRADRH D, L0 2hR IR TE DWW E AR 272 OITITER M 2 £
WaEHWD Z ENRETLE X 55 Jansen and Gupta 2009). B As1-HEL#L 2 HE
W EEEET A b AMATHLN, FRREBRTZHFETLIZENTEN
X, R EICHEO R WREIUC X0 AR R BE A ST % o T AW E R e F
W% W C(Collard et al. 2005)f52 Z & b ATREL 72D, Z DKL H 72 mnh, F5k
DRFEFMAC T A HBETORE LT NAEETH L.

ARBIRTORITICHTZD, AR TANSIIMROXIUTH 5. W ITH L5
THAREITY, ZRTO WRLRFEZ R LIRFRE LTRSS, ERIZ
WISy 2 T ISR TE IR DT OFR & 720, FEPRIR &



ST E L TOREHOER ZBT 5 (Poorter and Nagel 2000). FEITEE K
IZ XV RFEREED HT— T, (KN TERTE RV REMOKE R D
D iAZe(Somma et al. 1998). tRIFX HHEDEBREEIZHEHIL L, MEMIKD A ROFE 1 DU
BAMEIN S 25 7201258 ) & 18153 % (Kashiwagi et al. 2006). ~ A BHEDIZF
WTTHRITARKIE & DIAEDETHEH Y, WAERE THOIRKZTET 5. tRAL
DRI LY, v~ AREMITER KRB ZMOMED LY b2 EHTE D
(Lodwig et al. 2003). ¥ AFHEMIZ I 1T DR OMERA b U AMMEE U TRRE
DM ST, M OERS TE 2REBENEZ, WMIUIEREN S, 5% 0, v X
FHE) OAR O RBANL, WM ROAER L AEMEICEE L TR Y, Aoh/rRsiAl
ERIEDEEH TENITHENAHFHTE S, LEER-T, v ARMEHORO
KB E 2 b= d 58I FOREEL RIED, AR~ ARMEY 2 EHT
L ETHEELRD,

~ ARHER D IR0 BT, A7 KB 2 HH 3 585 F OWK OO Es
T 2N K DB FEEREMAT M T T\ 5. X 0 RIFHE] T O 2 LD
Thivl, GOBIE T2 MBE LMK LT T2 2 N RETH D
(Weigel et al. 2000). — 5 CE a1 % K#E S EIEEOFHE S FIEETH 5. K1
BEARZIHERR AR S TH Y, R E 2~ a7 ) —= 7
L, TORNEEFZRE UEEZRFET 5. b o8 OA AMES T
SV, IEICHEAL, B FRBEMET 2175, 2%, BinFXREIZX
2 IBART-BERE O R I RE A5 T D 2 BARIZ X DT S IRICILEETH Y, Bx
TR O L BRFEMEH CE T, B FOfMIIE L VAR D &E
AbND. B FHEREBGMOEREHELRS T L TREIERT 2 51EE L
C, Full-length ¢cDNA overexpressor gene (FOX) hunting system 73BH¥ STV %
(Ichikawa et al. 2006). FOX-hunting system (£ 2 A X} XF @ cDNA 7 A 77 U
—ZRIIANTER T X —T T 2 I RZ&{RFF L 7= Agrobacterium tumefacience % H
WT, —EICREOMBIAERZIEH T2 ENATEETHD. ZOHIETHAS
NEEBIn T3, MER T —S—THOV I 7TV —=FF A7 TUALAD
358 IrE—Z— L HITHYNICTEAIN D Z &0, HEMNTEREIIND.
Nz T, Agrobacterium zZ W= BR TR X IETH D Z &6, BEis T DE AT



FUHELATHY, RSN — oMY IIHEEAE CciX2 <, RERIZLS
KB Z RIS H 5. BABBRBTORBELZI D Z LT, HigEsa o
RARDS, REPEMOEFIK T o 205 E TE 5. FOX hunting system (L7 7 7 F
Bthrrod XFAFTELONLEFETHY, BIEETIEA X THIRA S
(Nakamura et al. 2007), A HBFEHRRICFIH SN TN 5.

SEATIFZEIZ I\ T, FOX hunting system % 72~ A BHZ I 1T 2 HE eI
BRBEAMEH S 7= (Himuro et al. 2011). DB, (&Ekfiy & LT~ AR OET
NAE) T % Lotus corniculatus @ Super growing root (SR)ZAFEA VB 72, SR
Z#lL, L. corniculatus O BVEfEEIRDOBISE RO RO - 7= %45, BpAR
O BHERRNE LR L, RAECIFFLE T TOWRKEEH ECTERIZHHT 5
Z L NAETHE T & 5 (Akashi et al. 1998, 2003). £ 7=, SR AHITHLEEEZH L TH
D, b LTeEiE~ AR ORI CTh IR EERRBRFFL TV D
(Tanaka et al. 2008, Jian et al. 2009). SR R#ED B LA X AR I 0 &K
B, ~ ARMEY O ELBFAEN 21T 5 L CIFICHRARY 72D, Z0 XD
7R R A > SR R #EIC FOX-hunting system Z )59 5 Z & THEH SN2 DN,
FOX-SR ##Tdh 5. FOX-SR ZHII~ AR TH O 235, vuAf XF X
® ¢DNA ZE AN LREL I ET-RHM & 72 5. FOX-SR RAILZAVE TIZ 72 RAEH
WE SN TR Y, Fo iy OROM G R R IThilz. D5 b,
FOX-SR ZA(FSLY#A X7 7 7R Y » DI+ T D APIPL2 NEA SN TED,
SREDEL, M BRI, TR R U CRBDE AR ORI, S DICHEEIC
FUF 2 i EER/H T E L O &2 R &R S ATV D (Himuro et al. 2010). 24
OO RIE, DT 7 TR Y LRI ORE R & —E L Ty 7z (Kaldenhoff et
al. 1998, Aharon et al. 2003). F£7=, \ < DD FOX-SR 52#%, FSL#6, #55, #78 5%
BRI TH D SRAITHANTIROMENMERE S 41TV 5 (Himuro et al. 2011). =
XOMEEZE L DD L, FOX-SR BT KB B I K-> THEE I =R EA
NI D DICE L= R E VR D.

AL TlL, FOX-SR RHD 5 5, BB 7eR ORI EZ R R E A7 U —
=27 L, XM RBIAEAT & AR T 21T o 72, £ 1 D H oK



RIE, Z X TEARKRRHIRIA S A T AT F 2 L (RNA OEAIRE AR % fil
9% SYNCL {5 7238 A S L7z FSL#121 Th 5. FSL#121 1IBLRHE TH 5 SR
X0 LiROMEE @mwﬁmmmmzmuik,wm1%Aa
Aminoacyl-tRNA syntetase D~ A B ORI IIT DEEREITIRMER TH 5.

£ D 720D FSL#121 3l mii & L GRIKL, T2 1T-72. 2 DB 0%
#t & L C, Agrobacterium rhizogenes @ Ri 77 A X KHkDEIs+ T 5 rolB &
LAV A S 7= FSL#35 %334k L7=. rolB iE{51-1% A. rhizogenes 23400l

JEGE L7 BRIC IR S 30 D B IRAR (Hairy root) DJRIKIEE - 1 > TH 5. rolB &z
13 FOX hunting system 23ERE S V72 BRIZ, B FE AR R 2 HIE 3 5 HEMEHE
B LTHOWONEZEE T, YA X T A FICB0nTE, BHLTHLE
BN R & 7R % 5 2 727> > 7= (Ichikawa et al. 2006). L7>L, SR ZHIZE A
L7254, BHELHSEEDR OME M Himuro et al. 201N A5 &b,
AHFFENT BN T FSLHZS ORI &AT - 72, & HIT, JEATHISE TR O B b3t
(Himuro et al. 2011) &L TV 5 FSL#54 % 3 D HOMGERK & L Tk L7,
FSL#54 |3AMIZEIZ & o THERERIBMOZERK TH 2 TR RIS TE D,
FOX-SR RAEDIEMTIZ I 1T 2 BERE R B BAR D)0 T D RHIER & 72 > 7=

B U723 2D FOX-SR RO LV, ~ ARMEY OIRIZBIT D HiT- /e F
REBETOMRAESEZREERE LTz, ZOH T, FSL#121, #35 OfFHTIZ LD
SYNC1 {571 ONC rolB i s DFRI A~ DB 4 201 L7-. F£ 7= FSL#54 Ofif
HriZ &£V FOX-SR RAITIIT 2 I DOFERE R BRI SR DOFEAmG] & L TR L,
AT FiE OIEE L 2 it LT,



¥ 2F  SYNCL E{n 1% L7~ FSL#121 OfEHT

2-1 f&

FSL#121 %X Himuro et al. 201)IZ K D2 WHE T, YA XF XF D
Asparaginyl-tRNA synthetase T& % SYNCl Bz O ANER I N TN D.
Asparaginyl-tRNA synthetase {3 Aminoacyl-tRNA synthetase(aaRSs)?D 9 H D 1 DD
BT, 72/ EZNITHIET D (RNA OFFAZMBEL, 7 3 /i tRNA HA
RDEL KBS TdH U (Becker and Kern 1998, Fig. 2-1), SYNC1 (X7 A/RT F L
tRNA DFES % il 5 %3 Td 5 (Peeters et al. 2000). HEIZF 1T 5 SYNCL &
BFIE, vuA XFRXFHORBUEALCIE FF RO, HBUZ L D&
BRI~ D BN HAE K TUN D (Peeters et al. 2000)73, ~ A FHEMIC BT 5 1EH
IR+ Th D, AL TIE, v aA XFRXFHEKD SYNCL BIE T DIBLE ~
A BHEY) THENT L, SYNCL 817D~ A B DR BV~ D B 23 L7, fik
AMEAH T SYNCL A5 - DR BLZ fF8 L 7-1%, in vitro (2 X DR 0 Bl &
A EAE) DFIE T K D KRBT 21T o 72, T4 H OFEERIZ L0 Friy ek
B 2 iR C& T, MRl CE e REMBL O HERIRR DT, SYNC1 # 37
DIERTH DT X/ BREBOMNT 21T - 7=

2-2 EEBRIIE

2-2-1 FEERB B OMEAIRAE & 152 5

LB L 72 D%, FOX-SR A FSL#121, SR % L T Control @ in vitro
THEFE U2 BUREERIR & (b T % . Control 1% FOX-hunting system (Zfifi F
ST~ % —pBIG2113SF DOIEEInFEART Z—Toh %5 pBIG2113N DFELHI
DIRA ST RMAERER Le., 2NN 0 BEAEZERR L MS i /A5 Hi(Murashige
and Skoog 1962)(ZAK(R L, MEFRAE CTHESHEEERE U BRI L7, 2 MEEE L
ToRD B I LT AR 2 S5 2 HERE L, PR L 72 20 mL O MS R IRES i 2 730
7250 mLA 7 7 A3 AL, WP 2T CRE T Cr—% U v = A I—% HThE
[BIE528 (110 rpm) & 1T - 72, 2 B ORE D%, R U7R 2 8l 7o M5 MS B
B L, HIZ2EME URE CRERE L, —H4 RNMERF OOk REE L T,
PR A ARRMATICMAE M L. B {bii#iX, Himuro et al. (2011)I2 KV HMET
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Fig. 2-1. Function of AARSSs in protein translation.




B S ARG R I LV R S 72 b O b L, FEERIZEH
L7z, IEEARED 12MS ZEXREFHI(0.7%) &2 5T~ 7 > F AR v 7 A(AGC Techno
Glass, Shizuoka, Japan) CHEFFET 2 SN B LEM DL = — Finh, ZEKIHND 3
DOREFAEARFF L7 2 U0 B D, e P EE 1/2MS 22 KGR L, 17 RFH
HH1/7 BEREIRE S, 27°C, 6 100 pmol m™ s DEREE T T 2 WEIESE Lo, 5514,
— & RHHMERF O T MR L, TRV 2 ERICHEH L.

2-2-2 BT DOt

FSL#121 |23 A S L7z 8 fn 1 OFNTIZIE, FSL#121 OFEREIR D genomic
DNA (gDNA)2» b e L 72 EEds 2 G e 27 n—=71L, v —7 v
AfEMT 24T > 72. gDNA 135 100 mg @ FSL#121 O#EH>5, TaKaRa Plant DNA
Isolation Reagent (Takara Bio, Shiga, Japan)Z FI\CHiH U7=. flif L 7= gDNA %
Tl —hE L, BEABRBRIFREENLIRINEZHEET 577 A4 ~—GS17K
(5’-GATCGTATTTTACAACAATTACCAAC-3’) /GS18K (5’-GGATTCAA-
TCTTAAGAAACTTATTGC-3") & TaKaRa Ex Taq (Takara Bio, Shiga, Japan)% f\>
T PCR HilE%#1T>72. PCR 7’27 T AlX, 94°C TS5 53D A > F aX—1 3 UK,
94°C T 30 b, 62°C T30, 72°C T2 DKL ZE 35 A 7 ViV IR L, i
IZ72°CT10 DA »FaX—2 g U &fTo7-. PCRICK DMIREN % 7 0 —=
> 2% >  BDL TA PCR Cloning kit (BioDynamics Laboratory Inc., Tokyo, Japan) %
MnTrme—=v7 L7 ENA 25077 A FefhiL, v—27 =202
fRffro7 7L — ke L., =27 AP ITIE 3130 Genetic
analyzer(Applied Biosystems, Foster City, Ca, USA)% 7=, v — 7 = > R fifHTIZ
f B L &= 7 9 A4 ~ — X MI3 BDF w Primer (5-
CAGGGTTTTCCCAGTCACGAC-3’) &  MI13  BDRev  Primer  (5°-
CGGATAACAATTTCACACAGG -3)EMFH L7z, v — 7 = AT R IXv v
A XFRAFBIET DT — 2 X—AZATH 5 TAIR (http://www.arabidopsis.org)iZ 351>
T BLAST MR 21T 7=.

2-2-3 FEHIRHT
RT-PCR |2 L B R EMMT 21T 5 72912, FSL#121 & SR, Control O {LAR Y D



Ty

TE « 2 - IR)> 5 totalRNA % RNeasy Plant Mini Kit (Qiagen, Hilden, Germany) % ff]
WCHH L 7=, fliHd L 72 total RNA % PrimeScript RT Master Mix (Perfect Real
Time) (Takara Bio, Shiga, Japan)% i\ C ¢cDNA ~ifizE L, RI-PCR D7 > 7 L —
k& L7z, RT-PCR {21 20 ng @ cDNA % FV», SYNC1 BBURHAD 7 7 A ~—
AtFSL#121Fw (5- CGTAGATAACGAACAATGGCTGATG-3')/AtFSL#121Rv (5'-
GATCTCTTCCGGATTTTACCCAAC -3)%fEf LT RT-PCR %177, £/, U
77 LU AEILF & LT ACTINL Eis+Z2 MW, 7 7 A ~—I& Le-actin-Fw
(5'-ACAATGAGTTGCGTGTTGCT-3")/Lc-actin-Rv
(5'-ACTCACACCATCACCGGAAT-3") (Himuro et al. 2011)% f T PCR (%17
5 72. RI-PCR 1D 77 A ~—AtFSL#121Fw & AtFSL#121Rv (&, FSL#121 OEL%
% AV CEREE L 72(Fig. 2-2). RT-PCR f1® PCR 7' 77 A%, 94°C TS5 53 DA v
F a2 _X— 3 %, 94°C T30 P, 55°C T30 F), 72°C T 1 M DOIE%E 35 %A 7
AR IR L, FRIZ 72°C T 10 DA »F 2X—3 3 > &F7->7-. PCR EMIL
TBE Ny 7 7 —% W 3% 7 T — A7)V ECELKIKE L, BHiEZ s L7,

2-2-4 RGIURAT

in vitro (23517 2 4R O B EE 38 13 MS £% H(Murashige and Skoog 1962)% FiV N T T
o7z, 2 HE ORIEE L BT Rk E, 7 U — 2 XU FHNTHRED S 2em & 72
HEOITHYH LI, T 5 K% L ®T20 mL O MSRIKEHIAE D 50
mL =77 A2ZE AL, 4 B, KL 27°CRE Fte—4% v =g I—%H
W TEFEIEE (110 rpm)Z 4T > 72, 1 HEHEIZ/V— 87 F 7 A ' —WinRHIZO
Arabidopsis software (Regent Instruments Inc., Quebec, Canada)% VN TR O &
ERENT LTz, V— N T T I A VI X DT IS EE A2 JE L7,

o EfIE 12MS BT TRk REs R U ClERr L 72, XTE NS 3 DDJR
BATEZLRFF L7220 ELY, H LV 12MS BRI L, BRI 21T -
72, 2 AWM, BB LEEEKEZ, X"—=IF2T7 4 FE22DETTAF v IRy b
WZBHE L, 70— AT ¢ L /N—NT 17 Rrf B /7 ReRiIRE 1, 27°C, Y& 140 umol
m” s OBREE T CAMB OB 2B e o7, sk, EEMORL, X%, Hik
A& WE L. BEIZ DWW TlE WIinRHIZO Arabidopsis software (Regent
Instruments Inc., Quebec, Canada)% HW TR EE AT L7, £, XEH L



R OFEE & B E L SOE THIE Lz, £72, B by O T3k
PP X A BN ER T, ARRLOE A A G Lo, tREIFIE Yeast-extract Mannitol
(YM)E5#CHE# L 7= Mesorhizobium loti NZP2037 £k % F W, 1 fE# K% 7= 0 1.0 x
107cells ml™ & 72 % & 5 I ZFRHBE L7211k 1 mL & H2fl L 7.

2-2-5 7 X J EEfiRbT

7 X/ 213 Yamamoto et al. (2003)D HiEE W T 21T o7, 7 m—XF %

R —NT 4B L 72 SR & Control, FSL#121 OAEME HHE, 3£, #2100 mg
FiFE AL, WIREHR LIk, ABEE AW THARL L7 1 mL © 5 mM HCI
Mz ¥ Liztk, > 7% 2mL F=2—7IZEIL L, 4°C, 2,500 x g T 154
.0 L C RiEZRIY L7z, B L7z BiEI2 100 g/L A LAY U FUEE 50 L %
MZTKET2055A > F2~—hKL,4°C,2,500x g T 155 EEL LT EE &M
W L7Z.2MNaOH (Z X W Y7L DpH % 6 7°5 8 ORIITRHIE L, HElET 2 /g
BTV E LT, ZOY 7150 pl &, 100 uL O 7 b= kUL L 50
uL O HPLC 7' L — ROEEKERE L, 14 mL T 72 KL TMIK LT, fi#
HriZ1% UF-Amino Station (Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) % FHV 7z,

2-3 R

2-3-1 B GER T DHERR & S BLRNT

=7 T AMEHTIC K 0, FSL#121 (21X A. thaliana @ SYNC1 &1z 1- D3 A )N e
B S 7= (Fig. 2-2). BLAST #58 O 5, FSL#121 (21X A. thaliana @ SYNC1 i&1{z 1
D54 R (2016 bp) DI AW fERE C & 7= (Fig. 2-3). FSL#121 ® SYNC1 & {5 1- D FE H
IZRT-PCR Z W THMT LT=. o — 7 = AR R L VB LT 7 T4 ~—%
il L T RT-PCR #{T~>72& 2 A, FSL#121 ® ¢cDNA 27 > 7' L— k& LT
X D Z 7 Fr O HAE 73 e 38 C & 7= (Fig. 2-4). HAMEIFEE, XX L TR THL A B,
FSL#121 O TO#A% T SYNCL Bl DR EL R T&7. —FHT, SR &
Control ® ¢cDNA %7 > 7 L— k & L7= RT-PCR % SYNC1 &1 1|2 Fr FL 1 70 1
| 2 HERE C & 722> o 7o (Fig. 2-4).

10



2-3-2 R BUMER 82 35 1T D R BURRHT
RIVE 7 Y — D MSIRIEETHIETHE#E L 72, SR, Control % L C FSL#121 DR H
MIEE ORI AR ISR EO R 2= Sz, FSL#21 TR RICRE W T,
3 BEE O TIX SR & Control ERIFEOARZ /R LN, 4 AREEE L
FSL#121 MARIZ SR & Control & ¥ & & E 23 L7z, FSL#121 O 4 5 #R
3 R L7AR & RIS ORIRE T - 72 (Fig. 2-5A). FSL#121 O FEEJRRIC
BWTIL, T L7222 CoOREEMF T SR & Control LV L AEREEMNABH
7z (Fig. 2-5B). FSL#121 O EfHIZL, £5#8 2 MM B TIL SR & Control & bl LT
AEIZHEML TR, 3 B OREETEITRL R, 4 BEORET kL T
SR & Control & ¥ H KWK RS % 7~k L 7= (Fig. 2-5C). FSL#121 MR D AEFEIZ I\ T
X, BRI CH AE5E 1 EBH & 2 B H T SR & Control (Zx%f L CHE /288
IR Z L7223, K538 3 M6 4 BRI CIEZEITRmH S hveny - 72 (Fig. 2-6A).
FRIZRF 70 2R BIA & L C, FSL#121 TR %723 SR & Control IZH~_RTRE <
WAL TEY, 5% 2 HH»L 4 B THERZEN KR T & 72 (Fig. 2-6B).
FSLA121 ARIIRGFEMM O 1 HH & 2 WH OB IV TIL SR & Control £V %
FIREEAHAN L7223, K548 3 MILIRRICIZZ 02T A LT, MEOHfifEE R
L 7z(Fig. 2-6C). LA ED X 51T, IREMEF#RIZI51T 5 FSL#121 (X SR & Control &
TR ST AREER LT

2-3-3 4L AE ) D FR B fig AT

SYNC1 EInFHILDOH /3 biE ~DEE A AT H7-91T, FSL#121 & SR,
Control F0 LAY DRI % bk U7z & 2 A, FSL#121 1% SR & Control & b
LC, #ppEEM AR U7z, FSL#121 OE L & AT SR & Control LV A E
2@V MEZ 7R L 7= (Figs. 2-7, 2-8AB). 7z, FSL#121 OXIEFHAEED SR &
Control & ¥ % 24%= < (Fig. 2-8D), —J7 T FSL#121 O3 f%#%i% SR & Control X
D P L= (Figs. 2-7, 2-8C). #k% L 7= FSL#121 fE#IIARERTH SR & Control
FER) DIRHES & Z2M /L D72, FSL#121 OFRE & MRA81Z SR & Control £ ¥ & &\
% 7~ L7=(Fig. 2-9AB). tRHEMEZFEIF & (38720, IFREL$ FSL#121 TIX SR &
Control £V &4/ L 72(Fig. 2-9C). RFEOFHEFEIL SR LV & 27%HIM L T\
(Fig. 2-9D). HRAIEAEICIB UV TIE, FSL#121 ORI EEEIL SR & Control £V 4
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CGAGCTCACTAGTCCCCCCCCCCGAAGCTATTTTTATGTGTTATAAAGGCTT
CTTCGTCAAAATACGCAGCCAAATACACTCTCTCTGAAACCTCTCCTCTTTT
AGGGTTTAATATCAACGCCTCCAAAATTTCCGTGCTTTTGTTTTCGTAGATA
ACGAACAATGGCTGATGAGATTGTGCCGCCGGCGACTCAATTAGCCGCCGT
ATCCTTAGAAAACGATGGATCTACGGTGCAAAGAGCTCAATTCTCTAACCG
GGTTTTGATTCGAACGATTTTGGATCGACCTGACGGCGGAGCTGGACTCGCC
GGTCAAACGGTTCGAATCGGTGGTTGGGTAAAATCCGGAAGAGATCAAGGG
AAAAGAACGTTTTCTTTCCTTGCGGTTAACGATGGATCTTGTCCAGCGAATC
TTCAGGTTATGGTGGATCCGTCTCTCTATGATGTCTCTAACTTGGTTGCTACG
GGAACTTGTGTGACTGTTGATGGAGTTTTGAAGGTTCCACCGAAAGGTAAA
GGTACGCAGCAGCAGATTGAGCTTAACGTTGTGAAGGTGATTGATGTTGGA
ACGGTGGATGCGTCTAAGTATCCACTTCCTAAGACTAAGTTGACTCTTGAGA
CTTTGAGAGATGTGCTTCATCTTCGTTCTAGAACTAACTCGATCTCAGCTGTT
GCAAGAATTCGTAATGCTCTTGCTTTTGCGACTCACAGTTTCTTTCAAGAGC
ATAGTTTCCTTTACATTCACACTCCTATCATCACGACAAGTGATTGTGAAGG
TGCTGGTGAAATGTTCCAAGCAACAACTTTGATCAATTACACTGAGAGGTTG
GAGCAGGATCTCATTGATAACCCTCCGCCTACTGAGGCTGATGTTGAAGCTG
CGAGGCTCATTGTCATTGAGAGAGGTAATGTTGTAGCGGAACTGAAAGCTG
CCAAAGCAAGCAAGGAAGCGATCACTGCTGCTGTTGCTGAACTTAAAATAG
CAAAGGAGACTTTTGCTCATATTGATGAGAGGTCGAGGCTTAGACCTGGAC
TACCTAAGAAAGATGGAAACATTGATTATTCCAAGGATTTCTTTGGTCGTCA
AGCTTTCTTGACAGTTTCCGGTCAATTACAAGTGGAGACCTATGCTTGTGCT
CTTAGCAATGTGTATACATTTGGCCCGACTTTCCGGGCAGAGAACTCTCACA
CTTCAAGGCATCTTGCTGAATTCTGGATGGTTGAGCCTGAGATTGCTTTTGC
AGATCTAGAGGACGACATGAACTGTGCAGAGGCGTATGTGAAATACATGTG
CAACTGGTTGCTTGAGAAATGTTACGCTGACATGGAACTTATGGCTAAGAA
TTTCGACTCAGGATGCATTGACAGGCTAAAATTGGTTGCCTCTACTCCGTTT
GGGCGTATAACATACACTAAAGCAATAGAGCTACTTGAGGAAGCTGTGGCT
AAAGGAAAGGAATTTGATAACAATGTGGAGTGGGGAATCGACTTAGCCTCG
GAGCATGAAAGATACTTGACAGAGGTTCTGTTTCAAAAGCCACTTATTGTCT
ATAACTACCCGAAAGGAATCAAAGCTTTTTACATGAGACTTAACGATGATG
AGAAGACAGTTGCTGCCATGGATGTCCTCGTTCCAAAGGTTGGAGAACTCA
TTGGTGGAAGCCAAAGGGAAGAACGATATGATGTCATCAAAAAGAGGATT
GAGGAGATGGGTCTTCCAATAGAGCCATATGAGTGGTACCTAGACTTGCGC
CGTTATGGAACAGTGAAGCATTGTGGGTTTGGACTTGGCTTCGAACGTATGA
TTCTCTTCGCTACTGGACTTGATAACATCAGAGACGTTATTCCTTTCCCTCGC
TATCCTGGAAAAGCTGATCTTTGATTCCTCTTCTTTACACCATTTACATACAC
AATTTCGCTTTTATTAGCTGGTCTGGTTTCCATAACCGACTTGGTTTAGTTTA
CTTTTTAAGTTGGTTAAAGGAAAATTGTATTGACTTTTGATTTTTTATCTCTA
TGGATCTGGTTTTGTTCGGTTATCCCGATTTGGCTATTGAATGATAGGAGAA
CCAATTTGGGCCGATTTGGCCTCTAGATGTAGTTGTAGAAT

Fig. 2-2. Sequence data of FSL#121. Blue characters indicate vector sequence. Black
characters indicate SYNC1 gene sequence. Shaded charactors indicate primer

position for RT-PCR.
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2016 bp in Arabidopsis thaliana SYNCI full length cDNA

A

£

.

FSL#121 genomic DNA == pBIG2113SF Sequenced region pBIG2113SF
GSIT | ] GSI8
Y
2016 bp

Fig. 2-3. Image of complimentary region in FSL#121 plant.
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SYNC1 208bp

ACTINI 202bp

Leaf Stem Root Leaf Stem Root Leaf Stem Root

SR Control FSL#121

Fig. 2-4. Expression analysis of the SYNC1 gene by RT-PCR in SR, Control and
FSL#121. The upper panel shows the expression of SYNC1; the lower panel shows

the expression of the ACTIN1 gene used as an internal standard.
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Fig. 2-5. Comparison of mono-culture root phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#121.

A, B and C indicate total root length, average root diameter and surface area,

respectively. Results are expressed as the means = SD from 5 independent

experiments. The data of each week were analyzed by multiple comparison of

Tukey’s test. Different letters indicate significant differences (P < 0.05).
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Fig. 2-6. Comparison of mono-culture root phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#121.
A, B and C indicate volume, lateral root number and fresh weight, respectively.
White arrows indicate branch stems. Results are expressed as the means + SD from 5
independent experiments. The data of each week were analyzed by multiple
comparison of Tukey’s test. Different letters indicate significant differences (P <

0.05).
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Fig. 2-7. Comparison of phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#121 cultured for 2

weeks. Photograph indicates SR (A), Control (B) and FSL#121 (C). White arrows

indicate branch stems. The white bar indicates 5 cm.
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Fig. 2-8. Evaluation of shoot phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#121. A, B, C and
D indicate shoot length, average stem diameter, branch number and fresh shoot
weight, respectively. Results are expressed as the means + SD from 5 independent
experiments. The data were analyzed by multiple comparison of Tukey’s test.

Different letters indicate significant differences (P < 0.05).
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Fig. 2-9. Evaluation of root phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#121. A, B, C and D
indicate root length, average root diameter, lateral root number and fresh root
weight, respectively. Results are expressed as the means + SD from 5 independent
experiments. The data were analyzed by multiple comparison of Tukey’s test.

Different letters indicate significant differences (P < 0.05).
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Fig. 2-10. Measurement of nodule number and ethylene production in SR, Control

and FSL#121 nodules. A, B, C and D indicate nodule number per root length, nodule

fresh weight per 20 nodules, ethylene production per 10 nodules and ethylene

production per plant, respectively. Results are expressed as the means = SD from 5

independent experiments. The data were analyzed by multiple comparison of Tukey’s

test. Different letters indicate significant differences (P < 0.05).
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%<, HALRE Y720 ORRIE LI L T 7= (Fig. 2-10A). 554 L 72RO
fEE 1 C #2137 < (Fig. 2-10B), MRk 7= 0 OB REEIEMEICEIIR S o 7=
23 (Fig. 2-10C), RAIEAEEIAKFT DT, MK S 7= 0 O %R EHETEEN
FSL#121 < L& L 7-(Fig. 2-10D).

2-3-4 7 X FEfiEMT

SYNC1 Iz REDOT 2 VBAMR~OFEL R D101, X, T L TR
DI U7 lE BT S BR A fRNT L7=. FSL#121 O T AT X BIIEE LR T,
SR LHHZ LT, £NEH 50%E 15%mW\WEEEZ R L. — T, ZOT ANRT
XL, SR XV 2%KVE & & 72 > 7o (Table 2-1). F7c, FSL#121 O T A/X7
FUMROEREIL, SR XU HLIEIZBVT 48%, RIZK W T 17%@VMEEZ R L7223,

KBTI 36%EWEEA R L, 70, NV ey y, ZLTRAT VD
FSL#121 DEEIZE T 5 EHEIZ SR DE R LV &<, FSL#121 DIROAY v L a g

NZBWTHRBEDORER o7, ZOMDT 2 JBICHEREZTRA LA
3o T3, FSL#121 OREIRTIX—H#8D 7 X /AT SR & Control & 372~ 75
S — R LT

2-4 H5%

SYNC1 DRBUZ L D57 AT X & BOHMN

FSL#121 (213582 & @ SYNC1L & A S 4L TV % (Fig. 2-3). SYNC1 &
Asparaginyl-tRNA synthetase # 2 — R LCEY, ¥ T EHFRIZFIHINS T
AT XL RNA OEEEIRE % il 3 5 (Peeters et al. 2000). FE#IZ ISV,
SYNC1 @ X 9 72 Aminoacyle-tRNA synthetases (aaRSs)iEfn F- 13t & I ha KU
7, ZLTERKT ) LZa— RENTND. WS DODOEYT ) LAlla— RS
LTS aaRSs 1L N Rl b7 ¥y b7 F FESI AR - TR Y, HiR%ZIC
MRRE NS I by KU 7ICBENT 5 (Duchéne et al. 2005). > A X+ X%
SYNC1, SYNC2 % L T SYNC3 & ME[Fi 5 3 2D SYNC BB FZRA L TEY, Z
NHDBIGTFIE N KD b7 Py MddlxRi> Tl 6, FITHINLE THEE
LT3 E#EZ BTV 5 (Peeters et al. 2000).

FSL#121 ®7 2 J & 8I21% SR & Control & L L CHERZENH U (Table
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Table 2-1. Amino acid content of FSL#121, SR and Control tissues

SR Control FSL#121
Asn (umol mg” FW)
Leaf 56.1 =+ 1.5a 573 + l.1a 843 £ 09b
Stem 1435 £+ 6.8a 1314 + 7.la 83.0 + 84b
Root 136.1 + 0.8a 1329 + 54a 1564 + 1.5b
Asp (umol mg” FW)
Leaf 63 + 04a 56 £ 0.7a 92 £ 03b
Stem 13.8 + 1.9a 125 + 1.7a 88 =+ 1.6b
Root 142 + 0.2a 141 +  0.6a 167 + 09b
Val (nmol mg™' FW)
Leaf 141.7 £  29.6a 1555 + 14.9a 2256 + 99b
Stem 3062 + 12.9a 2383 + 13.8a 2869 +  47.1a
Root 3544 + 222a 3495 + 13.4a 498.6 + 16.7b
Lys (nmol mg” FW)
Leaf 103 £+ 27a 105 £+ 32a 336 + 9.3b
Stem 833 + 11.3a 100.7 £ 9.7a 946 + 9.0a
Root 82.1 £ 27.5a 84.1 £ 293a 1148 + 17.0a
Leu (nmol mg™' FW)
Leaf 159 =+ 11.1a 29.5 + 12.6a 1215 + 37.8b
Stem 330 + 8.6a 324 +  7.6a 41.0 + 10.0a
Root 553 £ 7.7a 63.6 £+ 59a 98.8 =+ 11.3b

Results are expressed as means + SD from 5 replications. Different letters indicate significant differences by multiple comparison of
Tukey’s test (P < 0.05).



2-1), ZAUE SYNCL BB T ORINT ARG X U7 ARG X UBOE EEE
IS, S5IENLOT I BO FIROMGCTARRENDT 2/ BE

WEL-LEBEZDODND. RO T 2 BRI ORERIL, v ueAd XFXF0
Lysyl-tRNA synthetase =22 Offildd MU E R a2 > OEYIETHRE ST
BRoofE S & FEEL L T B (Wu et al. 2003, 2007). ASBFZEORKE B 13, SYNCL D FRFEHL
IZK DT ARG R REOMOT I ) BOEREEERL, SYNCI ¥ /37
NT XA RIS EE 5 2 D AlRetE N R S T

SYNC1 D FEHLDF IR~ F 8

AR T HFEFR T, B LI 5 SYNCL B T OREBLL, EIEH
ERRDANA F~ 2O BN & [FRFIZ S Z L 72 (Figs. 2-8, 2-9). A5 o i A3
FSL#121 THER S, — KNI EIL DB IIANA I~ ADIRTFIZOR13 5 &
EZbDH. Lo, FSL#I21 TiE, FXRENIEKRT 5 2 & T, 8L
REITOH SN, S 61, INT 2m 4R Lz, Fa i ORIz vy Tk
AR, R T2 <, MR BHEML, FiffEAnsE-eExoh
%. —J7C MS IR A T AR BRES 28 CIE, FSL#121 X SR & Control (21
NTHRIBRNE L, £ 7MRED B 2 L7z (Figs. 2-5, 2-6). FSL#121 Tk
B &R BAC BT 5 X 5 ICFKmFE & ARRE D L7z, BEIZ OV TR
S LR DFRMTIE &[RRI U 7z, SR EOMIAR L Ol 7y &, FSL#121 Frfet
HOBO N TRINEZN, BRI CTIIRUROEELZFIZ NI LD,
FSL#121 O3 SR & Control KV $ %<, HEBZRYITYH, FREICE -
TWe, 2O XS ICH b L BEMERICB O TR DEREZRL, B
LHE) TITAR M TEER L GA LD bAERENHEIN L., 26 OEW 3
FEOFEICELIND EE X B, B by CTld Lo 5 G R EY 23
I ESND7D, KVEZ DO A~ RAEFEEITA T EHHIESNS.

aaRSs [ THEDHIAN D & o /3 7 AR RICR AT K72y TH Y, Z OFEARM 2
BEBE D KA Z O BSEME 2 BT 2. BERESI b2 N U 7 CHRET
% aaRSs Bin O RBITIMWIEE~OBATHICK T 2T ORERA LG EE D
L, ¥ OEECEAOMKOIEEA L 5| E# Z 3 (Berg et al. 2005). [F]
ERIZ, SYNC1 Bz FOXRBIIMOREZ G & Z L (Berg et al. 2005), £7-

HLP
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glycyl-tRNA synthetase N ATEMAL L7 v a4 X X CIIMsEHH| S vz
(Uwer et al. 1999). Z L5 DO#EF 1%, aminoacyl-tRNA A KDIEEEDHEN &
aaRSs DFEIUEHENEY DFEE L ERICHBEZ H XA TWH Z L AR L TWDH N,
SYNC1 % 5 ¢ asparagiyl-tRNA synthetase DIEBLMEMZ 5z 5 BIZ SOV T D
FRIXETE D0,

T ANT X DORERGTIL RNA (KGO T 2 BRI IZBIT 57 A/XT
FUMMOLERK S5 (Becker and Kern 1998). X v a 70— D X 97
< ARMEMICIB N T, KEBS DEFILT AT X & L THREI &8 £ % H
L CHiik X415 (Morot-Gaudry et al. 2001). /L—E BT DT A7 £ 0%
Tl J8 EERF O T/ 2 FR B L 72 5 (Atkins et al. 1975). Nz T, L—E L fE+FT
X, T ARG X UNRIFELREROT T UEBARET S L b IE SN T

% (Borek et al. 2013). ZiLHOHEIX, T AT XU LULOEEMNFER L L
TEWAA A AREENBEEZFETHIEE2TBL TS, AFEICEBNT,
FSL#121 (2815 5 SYNCL BIs T DHBUZ L 57 A7 X% L BEOH(Table 2-1)
%, H B MR DS, A~ A WINS 72, 2T Lotus BICHBWT, 7 X
IRT X EROENMMPHIER AR DAL A~ 2% UGE L2 OWE & 72 5.
~ ARMEY, Bt A 3T v a s HicE TS SYNCL BEILT S/ BAEHCE
Bh B2 TODAREMEN S 5. ABFFEORERIL, FEHED O EEIZE R L,

CR Y EEEREIELZIT O~ AFHMEWIZI T 5 SYNCL Ein 1 DOiRE
IZ& o THEERMR LD,

SYNC1 15 7R BL DRI L~ D 5 2%

FSL#121 TR E H 7 D OIRKIE DG L2727 The <, Wi dH 7= OR
k5t SR & Control & b U CTHEN L TV 7= (Fig. 2-10A). FSL#121 O AR KL Hr ik &=
1L SR & Control & [FI#E T (Fig. 2-10B), tRKid 72V OEZE EEMES FSL#121 &
SR & Control [ZZER2 o T2 (T — X /R ST, FSL#121 TIIMRK 2L < FEL
2 emn, Wb OEFREEIEENSEI L7 (Fig. 2-10C). 2L OfE R
I% FSL#121 (28T, SYNCL Ein DI PARKE EIC B2 5212 2 L &R
2L CW5b.

7V 7 )V 7 7 D Asparagine synthetase Bin T DOIBEIFHBLUZ L > T, 7 AT
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X OGEITIINT D 2 & BHE STV A(Shietal. 1997). 2 ¥ = 7 (2B 0
T, {&V> Glutamine synthetase D &), EWT ANXRT XU GEEZGIERHIL, &5
\ZARKL O FHE T & e & A b S 7= (Harrison et al. 2003). 7 A/NT ¥ (%
N-Feedback fAHIDOKENZFi>THY, fERE L TRENO T AT X U558
BN &, MRRIEME A KT &487- (Sulieman et al. 2010). Nz T, 7 AT F
72T, o7 I 7 BAEHE LS ~ AR & AR O AT K D 2= 3R H
EZRHET 5 (Lodwig et al. 2003). ZD X HI2, TANRT XU 2ETMEMOT
J EBIIIRRIE AR E A 5 2 T D . ARIFSE CHER C & ToARRLE £ o ¥,
SYNCL & T ORBUIFE SN T XV BAHOEINEI R LB D
5.
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% 3 ¥ Agrobacterium H13K rolB E/{n7- & 38 Bl L 7= FSL#35 DT

3-1 #fam

rolB & {= 1% Agrobacterium rhizogenes Ri 7' A X K HIZIFEIET D TL-DNA H
DERFD 1 >TH Y, TL-DNA [FHEDMIFLIZ A. rhizogenes & #2FE L 72 BRIC, 2
FE & PT I 4 U 5 B IRAR (Hairy root) D JRKE R 1 & L THE &4 TW 5 (Fig.
3-1)(Cardarelli et al. 1987, Nilsson and Olsson 1997, Aoki and Sydno 1999). /& #ixit
& 33 % DT JeATARZE T, rolB 3B a i rolA & s 7, & L <IiZrolCE{a1 &
[RIRFICHERE L 72 BRI, IROEK A EHET 5 (Spena et al. 1987). L7>L, rolB Eix
T OWREIE, RO EZHIRT 27200 TR <, FHOLFRRCEXERE RO
JE R (Altamura et al. 1994, Koltunow et al. 2001), Hi% #3200 #53E (Carmi et al. 2003),
Z L CHE LR E O R B AE X1 5 (Cecchetti et al. 2004) = & 7¢ ERHRE S
TW5. rolB BIRFORER T ZFFOZ ANIZEBNT, ETWREPO
procambial cell & EE DGO NT A IEDLZ EMEIN TS
(Cecchetti et al. 2007). & B2, FEPFfEH TO rolB BisFDORBUT T v 7 T A
Al AE SE A i L (Bulgakov et al. 2012, Gorpenchenko et al. 2012), % L T Z Ol
FEOMENLTERL A b L AZEAG-9 5 G F i (Reactive oxigen species: ROS)&
%D T iR LY 5l & Z S35 (Bulgakov et al. 2012). Z L5 OAEND
rolB {51 DFEBUTXFEF O KRB A b L AMHPEIZ BT 5 72D
DHEFEICAHTHDL EEXLNDLN, RIZEBITD rolB BIaFREOREITE
Ko TR, e A XFXF T rolB BIa FEEHOEEN LN
728, JEATHIFZE T, rolB I8 s 7 2 J8 8 L 72 FSL#35 13 SR IZ e~ TR DR 23
BRI TH D LS STV D (Himuro et al. 2011). & Z TAMFSE Tl FSL#35
DFFHTIZ Z 0, rolB i inT- O~ A FHEMIZ 61T DRt 21T > 72

3-2 FEBRIE

3-2-1 FEEAM B OMEAHRAE & B A

AREBRIHEEA L 72 D1L, FOX-SR 5#HE D FSL#35, SR % L T Control O in vitro ©
BiAe U7 BOMES AR & B0 biE# To 5. Control X 2-2-1 & [AEkIZ FOX-hunting
system (2 S 47227 % —pBIG2113SF OIBELEFEART X —Th D
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Fig. 3-1. Effect of rol genes insertion by Agrobacterium rhizogenes infection.
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pBIG2113N OEFNFAN SN RMM AT Lz, 2 b OBEMETER & #1501t
TEMIE 2-2-1 & [RIEED 515 TREET R S 1, EERICAER L7-.

3-2-2 MR F OFFHT

FSL#35 |ZHA SV @I5 1 DOBRLHINE, 2-2-2 & [RRRD L% ATl L 7=,
fEATAE B3 A&7 — & ~X— & Nucleotide(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/) |Z
B1F % BLAST FRFRIC & 0 #f ABLAI O FF il 2 F A L7z

3-2-5 FE LT

FBURHTIE 2-2-2 EREBRDOIFIETT TA~—%2EH L Tote. T T4~
— ix , rB ¥ H M W M & L T  L35RI3-Fw
(5>-GGTCACTTTTAACTCCAGCAAG-3) L L35-RT3-Rv
(5-AGAAAGTGCTGAAGGAACAATC-3") Z#fEM L7-. RT-PCR D7 T A ~—
L35-RT3-Fw & L35-RT3-Rv I3, FSL#35 DY 2 JeiZi% 5 L7-(Fig. 3-2). UV 77 L
Y AEETE LTACTINL Bin 2 W, 7 74 ~—132-22 LR TH D

3-2-4 R
FSL#35 O FRBIRUMENTIE 2-2-5 & [RIRED F5 5% HVNT, in vitro (238 1) 2 AR BB
FTIZ L DMEMNT &, B bEY DA RN 21T 572,

3-2-5 WIS O JIE

Triphenyl tetrazolium chloride(TTC)3& JLiF 2 VT, BUMEFFRAR O MR &M
M L7z, TTC (XMW O HEEESE CTH 5 succinate dehydrogenase (2 K Y
formazan & FEIEA 5 AREAD NEVEWE 2 IE 41 5 (Block and Brouwer 2002)72
W, BESVc formazan EARIET D Z & T, EWHRE O FERIEMEFEAR 21T ©
Z L 3T X 5 (Block and Brouwer 2002). f#{XE#E L 72ROMAIR 2R EE5>5 2 cm
IV HEY, AE T U —0O MS R HLT 2 HFREE Uiz, 5%, HBERIT
TTC ¥&i%(0.5% TTC, 0.05% sodium phosphate buffer, pH 7.0)(Z T 30°C, HFATIZ T
—WEERE L2, A v F 2 N— g U, formazan BN Y — U B RS B T2 91Z,
BEELRoTc. TO%, MIRAZEIY RE, FRICHZDHBEZ 0226 5 cm G110
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Y, ZNE2E5I21lem T 2D 5250% 7 > 3 124507, formazan & & % I E
L. ZnEhot s arazImLD95%Ty ) —LEZFEALTZ1S5mL T = —
T L, 80°C TS5 DA ¥ aX— g 2 XV, formazan & #i%D 5 95%
TH ) NREEET 7T U710 10 REED L TR & TR SE R A
HAWTIRERD TTC EICIEMEERIE LT, 95% ¥ / —/LHIZE £ 5 formazan
BORIEILS 6 E R UVmini 1240 (Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan)Z fV T 470 nm @
WS E LS 0 E L7

3-2-6 WA BIBIES

ME Y A X2 ES D722, ROEUF OBEMEIBLE 21T >7-. SR &
Control, Z LT FSL#35 @ 2 #[Hks#& L /- BT RR 5, MR ZEREL L, Rif
R AR 1 em TOV T Y 7 LTe. ETe, FRORE &S FERRIC Y >
TV L. o7 7 LIzl A % FAA i (formalin: acetic acid: ethyl
alcohol: distilled water = 1:1:9:9)IZIRIE L, Kt 7 A L —& —{Z L BB EITV
FE L7z, BE%R, BEORDTX 7 — )VIKEEHR(60, 80, 90, 99.5, 100%) %
T, BEMERITHiKR L, Bi/KHLHE % Technovit 7100(Heraeus Kulzer, Wehrheim,
Germany)(ZaJ3# U7z, Gl DI VU CREE XKL, I7u b—L4o%
FWCHEYI L=, U 1% 0.05 %D b /bAoA ¥ 7 /L —(in 0.1 M sodium phosphate
buffer (pH 6.8))iC 1 73 HIR{H L, € OEZKBHIK THR R R YL Z BLD BRu o
Yutt v 7 o 3 13 ECLIPSE E600 microscope CTH#1%% L, DXMI1200F digital camera
(Nikon, Tokyo, Japan)Z HI\T, BER 21T o 72, R EEOMY A X138
M 7 b Image J software (National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, MD, USA) %
T, fgfila & NEsaoMiat 4 XOREEIT- 7.

3-2-7 M 7R )V U RHT

WA VT o DIRMTIE, T TNV OEEE Y 7Y U T 2T, AVE
CE R OB IESB R EWAMERL SR Yy PU — 7
(http://www.psr-net.riken.jp) D B /1 Z N TE, S 7Y 7 DI, HERETE L
TR OFRSG 2 cm 28558 U7, 4 B OREE%, o 7V E K BTl A, 2
mL F=2—7I12100mg 7Y 7 LTz,
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3-3 R

3-3-1 HGEAR T D RERR & S BLRIT

=7 T AEHTIZ LV, FSL#35 (2 A. rhizogenes @ rolB &A% -3 A SRR
& 72 (Fig. 3-2). BLAST #i58 O e, FSL#35 (213 rolB i&15+ 7 CDS (780 bp) D
ADHERR C & 7= (Fig. 3-3). FSL#35 @ rolB {5 1 D3 BLUL RT-PCR % FWCTHEHT L
To. =7 T AFHTIZ K o THEHT S 372 FSL#35 IZEA S ILTW D I i o EdA|
H#MFig 3-2) LV RFH LT TI7A4A~—%2HHL T RTI-PCR Z{To7-& 2 5,
FSL#35 @ ¢cDNA &7 7 L — k& LIS XD B Tl iy O IR i T & 72
(Fig. 3-4). FHIEIXEE, X2 L TIRTH A 54, FSL#35 O4 T O T rolB #Efs 1

FBID R TE T2

3-3-2 RHUfRAT

rolB B fn 1 OFRBLO KRB ~DEELEFE T 572012, in vitro (ZF31T D AR HH
FERIZHBIT DIRE, BEZE L CREMEAWE L7z, FEFFSL#3S TITHIRE A SR
& Control |Z bl L CTHIM L T 7= (Fig. 3-5A). 7=, FSL#35 CTIH AR %% SR &
Control {ZHE~EIMLTE Y, ZOMMIIEZEMEG 3 Al L& 4 HEEH CHHE
T o 7= (Fig. 3-6B). FHOMRELIL FSL#35 & SR, Control |2 A E 722 IXMH S
727> 1= (Fig. 3-5B). FSL#35 1% SR & bhigs U T AR 2 AR BUMES Fe iy O (R 73 Bl 4%
T&ET.

F MBS DFENTIZ U T, FSL#35 MZIEETIT SR & Control & i L C2%
B % 7R & 77> 7= (Figs. 3-7, 3-8). FSL#35 D434 %% SR & Control (2 H )%
ML D H DD, HE 72 TH B2 - 7= (Fig. 3-8C). — 5T, FSL#35 O
Sy AL DR CIIAR BUMES 38 OFE R L IRk OFE R 3G iz, FSL#35 Bk
FE) DRAR R I3 I0 L, MIARE S #8092 M 23 7L 54072 (Fig. 3-9AC). L2aL
723 B, FSL#35 O fEE I TAE I LT/ (Fig. 3-9D). %72, FSL#35 T
LA EBICAE R EIT L, HET ROV A XL ZFIMHTE 2o
72 (Fig. 3-10). Z® X 9|2 FSL#35 TIIRHEMEERRFICI 1T 5 SR & #5228 b
e C&, [AERDOZALDFE 2 LAEY) T b RS T & 7223, FSL#35 Fo kA DR
FORTREE Y, MEMEERIFOM R LT 2D TH o7,
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TCCTCTAGAGGCCCTTATGGCCTTAGGCTTCTTTCTTCAGGTTTACTGCAGCA
GGCTTCATGACGCCCTCCTCGCCTTCCTGATCAGGCCCCGAGAGTCGCAGGG
TTAGGTCTGGCTCCGGTGAGGAGGCGGCCGGACGTGATATCCCGAGGGCATT
TTTGGTGAATTGTGTGGTGCCGCAAGCTACAACCTCATAGGGGCGGTTTTCA
GTCCCTCGCCGCAGAAAGAAGGTGCAAGCTACCTCTCTCCCGTAAACGTTGG
TCACTTTTAACTCCAGCAAGTGAATGAACGAGGAACTTGCGAAAATGGCGAT
GAAGCATTCTAAATCAGGTTCCTCCGTGCGGCTGTGCGGCCAAGCAAGGTTG
TGAACACGGAGCATCTCCTGGTGGGCGAGCTCGCTCCGATATGGTTGAATCG
TTGTCGCCAGCACGGCCTCCATTCCAAATGTAATGGATTGTTCCTTCAGCACT
TTCTGCATCTTCTCGCGAGAAAGATAGACAAATACATGTTGGTCGTTTTCTCG
AGCCAGATCCGGCTGACTAACAAACATAGGAGGATGATAGCAGACTTTGTTC
TTCAAGAGCTCAGCTAGTTGTTTAAGTATATATATCGGGTGGAGAGTTTTCCTT
CAAATCTAGCACTGCAAGAGCCCATCGTTTCTGGAAATGCAGGAGGGGTTTG
CTATAGTCACGGCTATAGATTGCAAAAGCAAATCGGATCCCCTCGAATAGGTT
TATCTGGCTCCATGCTGGAGTGAGATCTACTGGTTGAAATCGTGGGAATAGCA
ATTTGGGATCCATGGCCGATTTGGCCTCTAGATGTAGTTGTAGAATGTAAAAT
GTAATGTTGTTGTTGTTT

Fig. 3-2. Sequence data of FSL#35. Blue characters indicate vector sequence. Black
characters indicate rolB gene sequence. Shaded characters indicate primer position for

RT-PCR.
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780 bp in A. rhizogenes pRIplasmid TL-DNA rolB-C genes

A

Agrobacterium rhizogenes rolB CDS

y
FSL#35 genomic DNA —’ pBIG2113SF Sequenced region pBIG2113SF
GS17 \ ) GSI18
Y
783 bp

Fig. 3-3. Image of complimentary region in FSL#35 plant.
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rolB 215bp

ACTINI 202vp

Leaf Stem Root Leaf Stem Root Leaf Stem Root

SR Control FSL#35

Fig. 3-4. Expression analysis of the rolB gene by RT-PCR in SR, Control and
FSL#35. The upper panel shows the expression of rolB; the lower panel shows the

expression of the ACTINI gene used as an internal standard.
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Fig. 3-5. Comparison of mono-culture root phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#35.
A, B and C indicate total root length, average root diameter and surface area,
respectively. Results are expressed as the means £ SD from 5 independent
experiments. The data of each week were analyzed by multiple comparison of

Tukey’s test. Different letters indicate significant differences (P < 0.05).
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Fig. 3-6. Comparison of mono-culture root phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#35.
A, B and C indicate volume, lateral root number and fresh weight, respectively.
White arrows indicate branch stems. Results are expressed as the means + SD from 5
independent experiments. The data of each week were analyzed by multiple
comparison of Tukey’s test. Different letters indicate significant differences (P <

0.05).
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Fig. 3-7. Comparison of phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#35 cultured for 2
weeks. Photograph indicates SR (A), Control (B) and FSL#35 (C). The white bar

indicates 5 cm.
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Fig. 3-8. Evaluation of shoot phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#35. A, B, C and D
indicate shoot length, average stem diameter, branch number and fresh shoot weight,
respectively. Results are expressed as the means £ SD from 5 independent
experiments. The data were analyzed by multiple comparison of Tukey’s test.

Different letters indicate significant differences (P < 0.05).
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Fig. 3-9. Evaluation of root phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#35. A, B, C and D
indicate root length, average root diameter, lateral root number and fresh root weight,
respectively. Results are expressed as the means = SD from 5 independent
experiments. The data were analyzed by multiple comparison of Tukey’s test.

Different letters indicate significant differences (P < 0.05).
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Fig. 3-10. Measurement of nodule number and ethylene production in SR, Control
and FSL#35 nodules. A and B indicate nodule number per plant and nodule diameter,
respectively. Results are expressed as the means = SD from 5 independent
experiments. The data were analyzed by multiple comparison of Tukey’s test.

Different letters indicate significant differences (P < 0.05).
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3-3-3 MERIE D HIE

Fig. 3-11 | FSL#35 & SR, Control D HEE IR 2 TTC KRN TA > F = X—
MLERICIRE LD DTHD., ZTRHDEFEE)ND, FSL#35 & SR 1B\ T
formazan “E i/ X Z — NEW DI A HALTZ. SR & Control O BUHESFAR [ IAR IR 3 IR
SYeE v, EKEBIZMNAWEOFREANE < 72 > 72(Fig. 3-11AB). — /T FSL#35 @
BB AR | J R AR 4 %:fmmmnﬁﬁﬁﬁghk@g34m):@ém%i
DEEICHRAT T D720, BRE 1 em T ED® T v a LT TEDE S
formazan &% HE L TG L7z, ZORERE, FSL#35S TidLTolllet s v a v
TSR XV & &V formazan & & B H L 7= (Fig. 3-12). 51, biEEOEWE 7
Ta COMNENEZRY, SR AZIBWTIESEN L 0 OO AT Tie b mVE D
BT DIT%E U, FSL#35 TIIAREG I @V EMEEAL 237 B 472 (Fig. 3-12). £ 72,
FSL#35 O & FETEMEDS B VWVEBL D formazan &%, SR @ formazan &= ¢ 5 L X
Db 55%mnoTz. ZD XK DI, FSL#35 Tl TTC iZ TG & Fv 72 PRI -4
ETSR LR DS E R LTz,

3-3-4 flfEY A X OHE

FSL#35 O Rz @il L H#E 5 ~DEK % 7~ L7 (Fig. 3-13, Table 3-1). —J5 T
FSL#35 & SR O R JEHIRL DK [0 OHIRE Y A RNATA R T BALR Do
72(Table 3-1). F£7=, FSL#35 OWNHIZD YA XX SR D Z FUIZ b~ THE S5 [H]
2L 7> TEY, LrL, KEFHEOY A RXZHERZEIL - 7= (Fig. 3-14,
Table 3-2). Z L5 OifERIL FSL#35 D FZf@flfa & WEHIIZ 35T SR & TR 7
HAMRFENHH Z L 2R LTV,

3-3-5 fEM AR )V RN RS T
PB4 U7z FSL#35 OfEM A€ &%, SR & Control DEFHEAR & Hhifg
L72. FSLH3S OV A NI A = &7 7V RO E EIL SR & Control (2T
BB % 7~ LIZ(Fig. 3-15AC). —J7CFSL#35 OA—F L D EEIZ, SR &
@mm&@ﬁ%&%ﬁ%%h@#ok@g&wmﬁui®i5@F&%ﬂiﬂ,
AR DHRNVE L DEBEER LT
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Fig. 3-11. Responses of TTC reducing activity in FSL#35, SR and Control. (A) is
SR, (B) is Control and (C) is FSL#35 root appearance after incubation in TTC

solution. Black bar indicates 2 cm.
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contents of formazan in FSL#35, SR and Control at 470 nm

are expressed as means £+ SD from 3 independent experiments.

The data of each section were analyzed by multiple comparison of Tukey’s test.

Different letters indicate significant differences (P < 0.05).
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Fig. 3-13. Root cross sections. (A) Cortex cells in a SR root; (B) cortex cells in a

Control root, and (C) cortex cell in a FSL#35 root. Black bar indicates 50 pm.
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Fig. 3-14. Root cross sections. (A) pericycle cells in a SR root; (B) Pericycle cells in
a Control root, and (D) pericycle cells in an FSL#35 root. Black bar indicates 50 pm.

Black arrowheads indicate a pericycle cell.
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Table 3-1. Cortex cell width on several part of mono-culture roots.

Short lateral root Middle lateral root Tap root
Tip Base Tip Base Tip Base

SR 57.5+1.7a 91.9+1.5a 57.7+1.2a 80.4+1.0a 66.1+1.9a 80.6+3.8a
Vertical direction (pm) Control 55.1+2.2a 88.9+ 1.5a 57.9+2.5a 76.1+ 1.9a 59.7+2.0a 80.7+2.3a
FSL#35 81.7+3.5b 125.0+£3.1b 85.9+5.0b 110.2+2.1b 99.4+5.3b 107.2+2.7b

SR 16.3+0.3 249+0.8 17.5+0.3 18.6+0.5 29.0+0.5a 29.4+ 0.6

Horizonal direction (um) Control 18.1+£0.3 21.3+04 18.6+1.4 21.94£0.5 23.6+0.5a 28.0£ 0.5

FSL#35 19.3+£0.6 23.8+0.5 20.7+0.7 20.6+0.8 35.7+0.9b 29.1+0.9

Results are expressed as means £ SD from 5 replications. Different letters indicate significant differences by multiple comparison of

Tukey’s test (P < 0.05).



9

Table 3-2. Pericycle cell width on several part of mono-culture roots.

Short lateral root Middle lateral root Tap root
Tip Base Tip Base Tip Base

SR 37.0+0.4a 53.5£1.9a 46.7+ 0.9a 66.8+2.5a 73.0+3.2a 87.2+3.3a

Vertical direction (um) Control 43.5+1.0a 47.6+0.8a 409+ 1.4a 67.1+1.3a 69.5+6.7a 80.9+2.6a
FSL#35 28.0+£1.3b 30.6+ 1.4b 349+2.1b 43.3+£1.3b 48.4+1.8b 53.0+2.4b

SR 8.1+0.1 8.2+0.2 7.8+0.2 7.1+ 0.2a 10.0+0.3a 9.7+ 0.5a

Horizonal direction (um) Control 7.6+£0.2 85+0.2 82+0.2 7.6+0.1a 8.7+0.1a 103+ 0.4a
FSL#35 6.6+0.1 7.3+0.2 8.3+0.2 8.8+ 0.2b 15.1+0.2b 14.7£0.7b

Results are expressed as means + SD from 5 replications. Different letters indicate significant differences by multiple comparison of
Tukey’s test (P < 0.05).
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Fig. 3-15. Plant hormones contents in SR, Control and FSL#35. A is cytokinin

content, B is IAA content and C is abscisic acid content. Results are expressed as the

means + SD from 5 independent experiments. The data were analyzed by multiple

comparison of Tukey’s test. Different letters indicate significant differences (P <

0.05).
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3-4 HE

FSL#35 |Z351F % rolB & fx 7 DI BLOD 5%

AHFZ2TiL A. rhizogenes @ Ri 7F Z X RHRD rolB &fn T+ R L 7=
FOX-SR F##HLD 1 5T % FSLH#3S Zf#Hr L 7= (Figs. 3-2, 3-3). FOX hunting system

1259 10, 000 D5E4F cDNA 73 Agrobacterium 8817 4 7 Z U —lZ& N T
% (Ichikawa et al. 2006). = O FE(ZEBVNT, rolB s - I3 E R R 2 1 5 7=
D DOWNHERER R & UTHI S a7z, SeATarse Tlk, AR RSN EARTE AL

BT 5 rolBEInF DEFID & 7> & 72 o T (Cardarelli et al. 1987, Capone et

al. 1989, Moriuchi et al. 2004). > 71 X J X F %\ 7= FOX hunting system (Z J
- TYEH &7z rolB 3FE BUAIZ 33\ Tl rolB 3# 5 1 DR B O B IR S e H
S T2 H 20 53 (Ichikawa et al. 2006), ABFZEIZFVNT, FSL#35 Tl rolB i&
BFIBLOFE LR SN DIROFERA L EPHER CTE /2. X T, KI5
IR~ AFRREZ 1T 5 rolB B As TRt O 7272 7 7 v —F LFRLOMRMT FIED
WP & 72 % . rolB s DFEILUIZFEFEER O RHA-CHRIL A b L A28
DI DAPEICA N THH LB X BN 50, IRIZEIT D rolB BisFIEH
DI EBIIARHATH D, v uA X FXF T rolB Bz FREOEENR LI
727072 Z L Dy 5% 2 T (Ichikawa et al. 2006), rolB & s 23 A EER T L7= L
corniculatus @ X 5 722~ AR 72 &, FrEDROMEIZIE W TR T 2 2 L35
2 b5,

rolB & fx 1- 23S L L 7= FSL#35 28 1) DR O RAeiE

rolB, rolA % L T rolC Ba X B IRIB DJFKE{S F T 5. A. rhizogenes DHzFE
HALIZ L S5 BARIB ORI, MIlZPN T A. rhizogenes OB N3 HT 5 Z
& THI &/ Z &5 (Spena et al. 1987). L L, 15 OBE - I3ED ORI
xf LC, ML BERE bR, IR OMENTIZ I W T, rolC BB 7137 7 @kl
¥ Rubia cordifolia ®#APN T ROS D L~ LA #if| L, ROS kA FE LT\ 5
Z &My Hy o TS (Bulgakov et al. 2008). FENIZEIT D rolB i s - DIEIIZ
SUTIE, ROS 13 % #il4H L (Bulgakov et al. 2012), 7' 1@ 7' LHIIEAE 2 HfH] L
(Gorpenchenko et al. 2012), & L CTA— o RS FE 5 e 5E 2 25 5
(Spano et al. 1988, Maurel et al. 1994) & 5 STV 5., 2D XK 512 rolB BEIx 1D
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FEBLDIE Y O 3 BRI L2 (Cecchetti et al. 2007), MIRMAFHICEE L 52 T\ 5
(Bulgakov et al. 2012, Gorpenchenko et al. 2012) & W\ 9 HENH DT H D ST,
aA XF AT TORBUIHEDIRIZE L 5 2 7200 & s 41TV 5 (Ichikawa
et al. 2006). & Z T, AHFZETII rolB Bl -FED, ~ AFHEMDOIRICI T 55
BT LT

ARFFECIUNT, SR & Feifis L C FSL#35 O BB IR IR o 8, IR%K
O, FEFE, KON F 572 (Figs. 3-5AC, 3-6B). — 7 TIREZHOW T
IZ FSL#35 & SR THEZRZEITR b7 -7=(Fig. 3-5B). TN HDOREEMNS, #
RE O & AREL OB, KwFE & BREEZBEMEI Y- L2 RBRTE S,
FSL#35 O HME#EIR TR OV ML, T by T H R TX, BRIRE M)
BB BN T DG D22, BRI 5 Fr i E T 25T
TR, ARE Tl L= (Figs. 3-8, 3-9). B/ LHEW) OEIES T, oA
BT OWAER 2~ T S OD(Fig. 3-8C), AEREITH/ONT, EOMOMEHTIA
HIZ® SR EDOEIFTR LN -7, RITEIT DR 7 RBIA, Kl AR BURES
FIIBIT 2 RBNL, MRORFENZ(EL CEIZEZShZbo L PRI,
Z ZTHIfaY A XERET D &, REMORE S ~OME L, NI
DI ETT W ~DiE/NN, D F D PN O PN 23 78 T & 7=(Tables 3-1, 3-2).
FSL#35 (281 DR E O, REMIROIERIZE D b7 b Sz 2 &
BT 5. £z, NWEMIIZMRFIEE 22/ Th v, NEEHRoMmI
OMEOTEMER BN EE2EKRL, MIRBHERKEZ L LEEEZOND.
FSL#35 OMIIREOYENNIE, rolB BAn+ % MBIl S W 72 BRITMFRE SN~ 5 iF
ZefE R L —3%9 5 (Wang et al. 2014). rolB EixFDRIIL, HET VI ERF O
procambial cell & RER/FD/NT o R HZBE) S5 & STV D (Cecchetti et
al. 2007). Iz T, rolB #&{x ¥ & rolC Bin D7 rE—4%—L, IR ~D/ L
ZFFONHEIAN CTHRES 2 2 & b RIS STV D (Nilsson et al. 1997). & 512,
rolB (5 113 RIRE RO JR N E - TH W (Cardarelli et al. 1987), #HfkIE &S
HETFICB T 2R R ZFE T 5 2 & RS TUW 5 (Capone et al. 1989). 4t
SRIRE R OFHEIZH1T 5 rolB B FORERE B & 72> TE Y, rolBE s 113
SEROFEDT=0OIZ, 14-3-3 X 237 L OFEAER EEN~O JRIENLE L 7
% (Moriuchi et al. 2004). AHFFEIZI51TF 5 FSL#35 OMIRELOHEINIZL, rolB Efs 1

49



FEHLDMAR b & ARER 720 & OMEE AR OF5E 2 1ML L7272 0124 U7l R
T%é&%széFamS@%ﬁF%%)/: B BENTD X 512, rolB &
BFORBENPBOMELREL, AHRPEICENLI5GA S H 5 03(Zhu et al.
2001, Radchuk and Korkhovoy 2005), — 77 T4 D rolB 5 BAEM 2 I\ TlX
P MEDO S {LFEE (Spena et al. 1987)%°, HED & 7 1 3 A(Roder et al. 1994)7¢
E, KRB R~ T8%6 S 6 5. FSL#3S OB LAY ORI SR & /e 5 E

Hﬂ%ﬂ@ﬁ@)%%ﬂ IEWTIIRr R R E R 2 R S o 72 (Fig. 8). 24
5 OFERN G, FSLH3S ICBIT 2 XEMOAFN 2 E &2 RT 2 & DRWVROFE
TEE I, rolB a1 OFBLE CHIE S ARG R TH D ATReEN & 5. 412 DT
Tl rolBBIE T DR BLE D Hie 2 %M 2 FH Y, rolB &S TR ELEDIEVIC L D5
BARNT T D ENH D,

rolB s R B & Dkt D21k

FSL#35 ORI, MNaRFEDZAIT & 2 AR E ORI & MARI OBEIN & v D FF
SR RBM LR LT, 2O X5 RBEALEMITT 57212, TTC #EeiiEtEz v
C MRS ME O FEAl 24T o 7. TTC X% O EEESE TH D succinate
dehydrogenase |2 X ¥ formazan & FEIEAL 5 7R 6 O NEEVEME & IT S, ERI 7R
formazan OBZRET 5 2 & T, MWK O FERIEMERARL 2 F#RIIT 5 2 &
23 C & % (Block and Brouwer 2002). TTC = CiGMEIC £ D RHMIE, k% 7o ik
OIEPEFHIICH WS TR Y, il 21E, F-JE 4 (Bennett and Loomis, 1949)X°
IR O BFAfhi(Steponkus and Lanphear 1967, Lee et al. 1997), &= L CHi A kL A
DOFi(Atia et al. 201 DIZEH STV 5. IREMESEMRICE T 5 TTC EooiE
DORNEDFER, FSL#35 1% SR 1T 5725 formazan FHFE/ N F — D3 STz,
FSL#35 Cl3k#RmR ki mmﬂm@fﬁﬁ&QMk@g&nQ@mﬁLSR&
Control CILEF#R D bt Z D F formazanm D HEFH A3 F 5 117 (Fig. 3-11AB).
2O % Z 0 FERICEHET S 72012, RS Sem ORZLIH L, £ ORO
lem Z & @ formazan £ f8E &2 W E L7z, FSL#35 TliX, fi#HT L7242 TOHALIC
VT SR & Control £V % &\ formazan EfEE A H 4L, £72 SR & Control @
formazan # i & O F KAER D el Td 2 DTk L, FSL#35 TITARIE 5
1-2cm B 7 ENTERALIC Be H 26 < @D formazan 23FEFE L TV = (Fig. 3-12). 2D
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DOFERAT, E TS M & R T AR U 4 RIBCC I RIS IER LT D Z & &R
e LTS, — KIS, MRk % 7e X B L ZBREE N T ROS DA ML
SN % (Tiwari et al. 2002). rolB i#{x 1-1%, ROS % 1itd- 2 i b3 O ML
(Bulgakov et al. 2012, Gorpenchenko et al. 2012), = L T’ 12 7 7 LHIIEAE D]
(Gorpenchenko et al. 2012)I2 &Y, FB{LA F L AD X A —T OEBGFIZE 5L TV
%. ARIRFFE ORI rolB B 1 L FHAEA 2/~ 14-3-3 # 737 X ROS X
IV EPETT D & AR S TE Y (Moriuchi et al. 2004, Elmayan et al. 2007), = =
ED B rolB ¥ NI EOEAEERD ROS AT L, I L > TEEFH
FAEMEI &R Z SNIZDOTIEROMEHESND. RIFFROFKEE LM ITIEA b
VABREETH Y, AlE FSL#35 TR S V7 FERIEPE DO HE KIZL, rolB Eis 1725 A
b ZREZFHEE T, ROS A OZ(bOHBEFELIFERTHD & TPHEIN
%. FSL#35 T AR NE L DOFREIZHEN RO, FSL#3S OV A A =
ETTUVUBITISR I D BT LTV, A—F VU OERICKE REIT e
3o 7 (Fig. 3-14). A —F 2 TR RIZES 5- L Tk Y (Jones et al. 1998), A4 —
X YA N IA = TMIARTE AR IS AR ELVE ] %2 7R 37 (Chang et al. 2013).
A "I A =D 2 —% KB LIEETE, ARROENE A —F v o5&
DO EENIN(Chang et al. 2013) D3R S AL TER Y, ARWFZED FSL#3S O HliEE#IRIZE
T OMAREBIEIN G A A = DR L BET D &R S LD, FSL#35 1238
FHA—F T EIT SR X Control & A ERZE% RS> 72 23(Fig. 3-15B),
rolB B DO A —F o T 5 R WVIEZERBR I TWVWDL Z &b
(Spano et al. 1988, Maurel et al. 1994), FSL#35 728, 4 —F% v UG BN LTZ5E
ERBRDBISZ R LTIZ A RBHEDR B X B, fk e LTA—F & A M A
=V DOENA—F T N X, FSL#3S ORI 2R L7z S HEl s 5.
T T UV UBRICB W T, B R T REICAR I AR AR T & D HE A &
NTWEN, F—F T EDEPEAS ® 5 Z & 55 (Gibson et al. 2012),
FSL#35 DGEIET 73 P U BEEROURIERA~DOFEL D b, I —F T  DE
P& ORREMELGMIROIZEIZEG LI EZXL 6N, LEDZ &b,
FSL#35 W THELL 72 rolB BisFDOFRIUL, WHFRLE DG EEEFEEL,
IR IE I B A 5 X - LHERITE 5. AT D L, v~ ARMEWIZE T2 rolB
BAG T DI EIIETE PR AR LT DT o ZADELZ N LT, IROEE
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B2 <R L7 FTEEM SRR S A, rolB BHE - ORBC L A TE O HIEIE
MicroRNA 3B 5- L T2 AIEEMED #tds S 41TV 5 (Bulgakov et al. 2014). rolB i
R BFBL LTz a4 XF X F#lild T, MicroRNA illf#l 7" & & 2 (2835 ¥
VR a— P L BRETOFRBEAEMLTHY, rolB 5T RNA +
ALy FRIBICES LT 5 L HERI S A5 . AR T FSLE35 (ks
BUZBT b, 10l BEFRIUC L B9 Lo v v Vi, fpFL s &R
DAL IEMED EFACEEN S T2 A[REEN B 5.
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4T BIn KR FSL#54 OfENT

4-1 &5
SEATHESE TIL, FSL#54 OFEEH ORIT, AT 2 L HESNTVD

(Himuro et al. 2011). FSL#54 1%, ¥ 1A X X E{5 1 At2g30550 233 A X 41T
WD EHME I TWD D, AFFETIE, BEDHR TE oo, ZO/RMEND
FSL#54 1%, 2 B2 & 3 T TRk L7z FSL#121 & #35 DRk 7o\ {n TSR O & BAR T
372 <, BETREEBRKROFEENRS 5. £ 2 TR TIT FSL#54 DX
fEMT 24TV, FOX-SR SRt 22 I 28 - RIBZE BAR DR & & D I7iE DML %
HEZ, FERE1T-o7%.

4-2 FEBRITIE

4-2-1 FEERIEF OARERIE & B2 A

ARIFFRITAE L 72 D1E, FOX-SR Z#ED FSL#54, SR % L T Control @ in vitro T
538 L7 BUMESRAR & BB CTo 5. Control 13 2-2-1 & [AI#EIZ FOX-hunting
system (2 & 727 ¥ —pBIG2113SF D IR FE AT X —Th 5
pBIG2113N OEHINFFA SN R 2 Lz, Zh b OBMERRR & Bk
FEMIE 2-2-1 & RIBR D TIETHERIEE L, ERICHET L.

4-2-2 BB IBF DfFAT

FSL#54 |8 A ST BIE T OBLANE, 2-2-2 & [RERD k% vV CREdT L7z,
FEMTHE R ITHR AT — # ~X— A Nucleotide(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/nuccore/) {2

BT 5 BLAST HRFRIC L Y ARSI OFEMZ A L7z

4-2-3 FEBLFEAT

2-2-2 OERREFERO G EZ AW TR 21T o7, ZOBRERA L7
7 A ~—I% L54-RT3-Fw (5- CAACCACAAAAACTCCATAACC -3')/L54-RT3-Rv
(5'- AAATCACGGCGGATAAAGAC-3") #fiHH L 7. RT-PCR HDO 7' 7 A v —
L54-RT3-Fw & L54-RT3-Rv I%, FSL#35 OF(4 2 W Ca% st L7=(Fig. 4-1). 'V 7 7
L ZABIEFIZACTINL BB 2 W, A7 74 ~—1%2-22 LREERTH 5.
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4-2-4 HENGEIB 1 O ANLE O AT

FSL#54 |Z38 A S VT BB DOFFEAIAL & f#HT T 5 7212, Inverse PCR IZ K 5
FH NI 7 OEIE 21T > 72. CTAB {EIZ & 0 fliH L 72 FSL#54 @ genomic DNA
D2uga7 7 L— k& L,200 uL KSR T 1BREILRIS 21T o 7o, HilREESR 13
EcoRI & Kpnl ZfEH L, £z HMOKISRIZIIN L TELRIS 21T -
7o, =& 7 — PRI L 0 R - B0 L 72 1H/k gDNA B 200 ng % T4 DNA U
#—-¥ (Takara Bio, Shiga, Japan)% VT 200 uL SGAT1BEL T T4 F—
2 EATOT. BV T TA = a VIR T T T e Z ) — ik
(2L KRR - B L, Inverse PCR (M35 7 > 7 L— K & L7=. Inverse PCR |Z
X2 50774 ~—&v & TaKaRa Ex Taq(Takara Bio, Shiga, Japan)Z H\ 7=
Nested PCR Z{iTo7. L7774 ~—1t v MiX, Ist PCR 2BV T
L54-IPCR-Fw : CCAATACCTCAAAAACACCAAC/L54-IPCR-Rv
CAGAAATAGGCGGCACTAAA %= L, 2nd PCR |23V TiL L54-IPCR2-Fw :
CCAACTACCATTCTTCCAACAAC/L54-IPCR2-Rv
CACTAAAGAGCGGAGCTCC @t > M & L7z, 1st PCR 1%, B L7277
L— k100 pg % 50 pL SSRICHEA L, 96°C, 5 73 DA v F 2 X— 3 1%, 96°C
T147,62°C T2457,72°C T3 53% 35 A4 7 AT, 72°C T10 53D A > F 2
— FMMEIZY TV &I L 72, 2nd PCR TIiX IstPCR DO SpuL =7 7 L— R E L
T 50 uL OSUEHRIZAT, 96°C, 553 DA »F 2_X— 3 %, 96°C T 143, 57°C
T243,72°C T3453% 35 %A 7 AT, 72°C T10 DA 2% 2_— MMEIZH v
7N EENL L7, PCR EWII TAE N> 7 7 — & W2 1% 7 v — A7 VERTK
B2 L0 HRIEET A ORERZAT - 7o %12, 1O NTIBIREY 2 7 v — 2 7 L)
U1 UK U7z, FERL L 72 71X T-vector pMD-20(Takara Bio, Shiga, Japan)
IZEAL, 237 hE/L IM109(Takara Bio, Shiga, Japan)iZ 77 A I K&
B Lz, BB LCEND, 77 AI FE&ML, =7 = g o7 o7
L—h& LT, =27 ZfEHTIZIZ 3130 Genetic analyzer(Applied Biosystems,
Foster City, Ca, USA)& 7=, v — 2 U AfRITICHEA L7277 A ~—1Z M13
BDFw Primer (5’- CAGGGTTTTCCCAGTCACGAC-3")& M13 BDRev Primer (5°-
CGGATAACAATTTCACACAGG -3") & H L 7=,
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4-2-5 KRB figtT
invitro [Z351F RO BMEE R, X O IZH LY OfFENT I 2-2-3 O H51EE v
THENT L 7=,

4-3 FER

4-3-1 3 GEIB T DOMERS & T BT

7 T AERTIZ KV, FSL#54 |2 A. thaliana ¢ At2g30550 i& {1 003 A A3 e
7 S 7= (Fig. 4-1). BLAST M 5E O #E FL, FSL#54 1213 At2930550 1z - D BRI D —
(219 bp)DFEANHETR XA, £ D H B 129 bp DELHIIE At2g30550 i&fs 1D b 7
Yy NI F REa— K 5 E H I L7 (Fig. 4-2). FSL#54 1[28B1F %
At2930550 B 1-Wr i D388l % RT-PCR % W THEMNT L 7=. Sequence fEHTIZ L 5
FSL#54 |23 AN STV 5 Wi OBLH G H(Fig. 4-D) XV ERR LT 7 7 A ~—% Al
LT RT-PCR %17o72& 2 A, FSL#54 O ¢cDNA %7 > 7 L— h & L7z GX

5T OBE SRR T & 720> o 7= (Fig. 4-3). HlEIZEE, X£Z L TIRTHLALN
¥, FSL#54 O T O CH ARG T ORIPHER TE R o7z,

O GEAR A DN, FEBURIT ORI 5, FSL#54 1B\ Ty aA X X
DBBFBEAINTNDHOD, HIL T, BIEFEAICLHHE
o+ R ZHEH L, Inverse PCR % /2858 AL E DN 21T - 7=. TH{k
ENTTA = a VR D%, 2D T T A ~—1 > k& 7= Inverse PCR
EATo T2, TNENOHIRER LB XS, KRR RGO LD,
V= T AENT OFER, BAME LRI R TIE o, ARG LY
TA~—ty MBI L7l REESR 21 L 72 Inverse PCR Tl FSL#54 DA
N AR ET DI B R o T,

4-3-2 REMER R T3 1T 2 KRBV FEAT
BIVE T Y —O MS IR | THRFE L7z, SR, Control = L T FSL#54 DR
S ORI IXRBIANE VA R S 17z, FSL#S4 O BB # R TR E <0
FHAEIZAETAE Uy 7223 (Fig. 4-4A0), RFECHBEEICB W TIE, BRI
W & 2 MRS FFIC SR & Control KV A E /B8N K & 7= (Fig.
4-5AC). FI-FFICHEMNRE TH - T=D0, REL{AIRETH Y, FSL#54 DR
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CCTCTAGAGGCCCTTATGGCCGAGCTCACTAGTCCCCCCCCCCGAAGCTATT
TTTATGTGTTATAAAGGCTTCTTCGTCAACCAATTACGAAATCAAGCTTTTG
AAGCTTCTCAACAATGGCGGCTATTCCTTCCCACAACAACCTTCTTACCATC
AACCACAAAAACTCCATAACCGGTTCTTCTTCCCTAAATACCAATTTCTCAN
AAATCAATTTTCCCGCCAAATTCCGAGTAGCTACGAGAGCTTTGTCCAGAAC
CGACGAGTCGTCTTTATCCGCCGTGATTTICTCGCCTCGAGGGCCGATTTGGC
CTCTAGATGTAGTTGTAGAATGTAAAATGTAAT

Fig. 4-1. Sequence data of FSL#54. Blue characters indicate vector sequence. Black
characters indicate insert gene sequence. Shaded characters indicate primer position for

RT-PCR.
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129 bp in At2g3055 (1587 bp)

A

At2g30550 1-129 bp position

FSL#54 genomic DNA pBIG2113SF Sequenced region pBIG2113SF
GS17 \ ) GSI18
Y
219 bp

Fig. 4-2. Image of complimentary region in FSL#54 plant.
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At2g30550 134

ACTINI 202bp

Leaf Stem Root Leaf Stem Root Leaf Stem Root

SR Control FSL#54

Fig. 4-3. Expression analysis of the fragment of At2g30550 by RT-PCR in SR, the Control
and FSL#54. The upper panels show the expression of fragment of At2g30550; the lower

panels show the expression of the ACTIN1 gene used as an internal standard.
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Fig. 4-4. Comparison of mono-culture root phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#54. A, B and
C indicate total root length, average root diameter and surface area, respectively. Results are
expressed as the means £ SD from 5 independent experiments. The data of each week were
analyzed by multiple comparison of Tukey’s test. Different letters indicate significant

differences (P < 0.05).
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BT T ORI BT SR & Control £V & K< 72V (Fig. 4-4B), FSL#54 ™
AR EN T2 T OEZEMIM T SR & Control £V & A EIZ72< 72 - 7-(Fig. 4-5B).
PLED X5 IR BB IZEB 1T 5 FSL#54 1 SR & Control & 7¢I 4R
L.

4-4-3 553 LAE Y D 3R BRI FR AT

FSL#54 O 57 {bhehn DR B 2 LR % 72012, FSL#54 & SR, Control
Ao ORBIM A bl L7z, £ 3T EFEMITHB VT, SR & Control 12~
FSL#54 D HSNAZ I L(Figs. 4-6, 4-TA), W DELE L Rmsgn L=
(Figs. 4-6, 4-7BC). Z DO X D ZRKBIIZZEDR R ONTZH DD, EEETLOFREEIC
ZIX R b7 o 7o (Fig. 4-7D). F 7-4REF TIX FSL#54 IE SR & Control (2T
RIS D35 & 9 FRER 278 L7223 (Fig. 4-8C), FrfmE 2T R S22 h
> 7= (Fig. 4-8D). KI5 EMEHTIZFU T, FSL#54 1X SR & Control & bhifs L CTHRHL
EAEBDWY LT3 (Fig. 4-9A), BHE LRI O K& SICHERZTR SN2
> 7-(Fig. 4-9B). LL LD X 512, FSL#54 OF S bAimiL, MESREEZE & REEIC
SR & Control EITERQRSTZAEREZRLEN, A A~ R EEEITEIL L) o
7z,

4-4 H 5%

FSL#54 I3 R HE

FSL#54 |21y a A X+ X7 @+ At2g3050 2V A STV 5D EHiE S
TV/Z(Himuro et al. 2011). AL TEANBLF ORI 21T o7& T A, F
BNWER TE o 72 (Fig. 4-3). v — 7 T ARNTOFER NS, FSL#54 1
At2930550 2N EA STV D Z & R TE 7203, £ OFRB R 2% 219 Hik U )
WZE DTSRI L 7= (Fig. 4-1). 3A S 30Tz 219 #1342 T At2g30550
BANTHY, D55 129 WMEFERMK~DO N T Yy FRTF FEea—RL
TUW/o(Fig. 4-2). 26 OB i % & T FOX hunting system D7 % —Fl5|
25, FSL#54 HFITAFEL TWD Z &N TH Y, L LR HRBLL T
T E NI OFEFHIBA L=, Z D Z L)y 5 FSL#54 1X FOX hunting system (2 K 5
PEREIEAS T D AR TIT e <, BB RIBAIOZEBKTH 2 FTREMEDS m V. AR
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Fig. 4-5. Comparison of mono-culture root phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#54. A, B and
C indicate volume, lateral root number and fresh weight, respectively. White arrows indicate
branch stems. Results are expressed as the means = SD from 5 independent experiments. The
data of each week were analyzed by multiple comparison of Tukey’s test. Different letters

indicate significant differences (P < 0.05).
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Fig. 4-6. Comparison of phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#54 cultured for 2 weeks.

Photograph indicates SR (A), Control (B) and FSL#54 (C). White arrows indicate branch

stems. The white bar indicates 5 cm.
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Fig. 4-7. Evaluation of shoot phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#54. A, B, C and D indicate

shoot length, average stem diameter, branch number and fresh shoot weight, respectively.

Results are expressed as the means + SD from 5 independent experiments. The data were

analyzed by multiple comparison of Tukey’s test. Different letters indicate significant

differences (P < 0.05).
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Fig. 4-8. Evaluation of root phenotypes in SR, Control and FSL#54. A, B, C and D

indicate root length, average root diameter, lateral root number and fresh root weight,

respectively. Results are expressed as the means = SD from 5 independent

experiments. The data were analyzed by multiple comparison of Tukey’s test.

Different letters indicate significant differences (P < 0.05).
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Fig. 4-9. Measurement of nodule number and ethylene production in SR, Control
and FSL#54 nodules. A and B indicate nodule number per plant and nodule
diameter, respectively. Results are expressed as the means = SD from 5 independent
experiments. The data were analyzed by multiple comparison of Tukey’s test.

Different letters indicate significant differences (P < 0.05).
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72T, Inverse PCR & T, G 29 558 A %17 - 7=, Inverse PCR 1%
KIGE D7 7 B2 DK EBERINZ RN T 272D INT-FIETH
% (Ochman et al. 1988). i DA o W — MBIE DK IZEBTH, Inverse PCR
BEELNTEY, BAERHO = U TIHERE 2 2 (Hoshi et al. 2004). L2~ L,
Inverse PCR Tl FSL#54 DRI FHIASNL AR ET D 2 L IXHIKR T, FSL#54 78
KL TWDATREMED & 2 AR T DFFEIL K2 oz, B3 DI v a s
% & e WA BESH T D Inverse PCR OfF BIIHELS, 7'a b 2 /L OREAE NS EIO
T AR DJRA &7 2 T\ D, FSL#s4 13RI 2 RBI 2742 L b, KBS
FDEE DY DA RN 2 B FOREICEBRT 2006 Lty 4
BOEREHRE LTIT ) DU —F 0 JERE, TRETERRRSET Y
1 —F TORYOFHENINIRENLEND.

FSL#54 OB & RIB B AR+ D BE

FSL#54 I3 SR & Control & Ebi U THRABIN 72 R EIRY 271 L 72, FSL#54 OAR B
R DT OFE R, SR & Control £V HAREESE 2, MIHREAN A L 72 (Figs. 4-4,
4-5). T OFE L FSL#54 O F4{LAEY) T 4 [FlEk T(Fig. 4-8BC), F-EIER TIX
ESL DK o 2 D HN(Fig. 4-7AC) & W\ o 72 SR ST pREA AR LT-.
F7o, WREEED SR IV HRELBD L TNDDSFHETH % (Fig. 4-9A).
FSL#54 |38 R - RIEERE L HER L TRV, AT THE SN TWeRoH
AL, AR CHER SN TR R R RBUITERFORBICE VI EEZ S
nNiceEEZBNS.

FSL#54 DR HIMETFRIR & (LY DR R KRBV L RT 2 LD,
FSL#54 N CRIE LT85 T A R AT L 70 8 O 4 REFEIWE O 44 R IZ
5328+ ThHLEHRIND. MMFENLEL THLIA—F 00 A NI
A=V, ANV IT 7 M OEGRDOZED, REFITEEL TEBY, 4R
)T o> =R OBEINCIE, 2SR LE L NESEEL TS L E
2N, A—F VA M IA = O/ TORIT, MZFEDOHFEE
ar br— L LTEY, SEEENO—RKERD. XEOREFIZ L4 —F
YOELREOBIVA A = BOWINEZFE L, DRSNS 2
& NHE X4 TV S (Bangerth 1994; Li et al. 1995). 7=, A—F 2 3A vy =2
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FI N TFTNE LTIEBIERICEAE L TS, = Ry ATEWNT,
F—=F T ATA M) TT 7 b UARBRER T OREZ I LT, MIZED A )
9% (Beveridge et al. 2000). A~ U 27 7 N ATEFESICHLES L TRBY, £
DEDOF—F U NZL DA N T N AGRELRTORE L#RE ST
% (Sorefan et al. 2003; Bainbridge et al. 2005; Foo et al. 2005; Johnson et al. 2006). =
DX DN, WEWHRIE N K D0 O KRB O HIEENE 2 HeHE S, R
? FSL#54 OFBIBFEY) R VE AN L VS SN+ oE 2o b,
S HIT, v ARFFA O Toh DIRBLEEPMEI SN/ Z b, ARREA A
H=RZHE L BIR T CTHHAREE DB X OND. BAEEIZONTE,
W v v OFIEBI 2N S STV D (Sasaki et al. 2014). FSL#54 O /K48 L 7-i&
{BFDFRFEIZI 2 T, FSL#54 #fkH ORM RN DT 21T 5 Z & T, AR
& HURLAE A= DO BT\ B 5 3B 5 1 OMSREN R T X 5.
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i

FSE O RAEES

AWFZETIE, v rA XF AT BInFEEALIZEA IV Iva 7% FOX-SR
Fait & T~ ARNC BT D85 FREREARNT 21T > 72. FOX-SR %&ifitlL, HExR
BRORAKRE LT, BEMEASf I I Y a0 HKENIERKZ Super
growing root ;AHt & VN TH U, FOX-SR SRt S SR RADILARN 72 I E % 52 1T #k
WTWD. D72, FOX-SR RTITHRNLT L 7 U —0D MS {RIAE: N TORE
MEFEIC L DT, FOMERFHRETH Y, S HICTHMBEMIC X B Rk %4
ENT A FIHE Cd DH. & L C, FOX-hunting system (X—EEIZ K EOMHEL X K Z15H
NHHERRGETHD. DF D, FOX-SR %#I1% SR & FOX-hunting system DOFI] 5
EOFERORKTH L7720, ~ ARHTET 5B n1 O BB - BEREMAT &2 Hak 2T
2 DHEMRBHEETH S.

FOX-SR ZMIZEASN TWDLEIEFIIEA I VI a7/ OBs- TR
<, ¥aAXFTATEHEDHRBETFTHY, M~ AR OBE T %2 5 —
7y e LTATTIE . AR BETFABATELGAETY, FiciltAf
UIYasICBI LB FREEAITODNERH LN, —FH T, BEravs
Yas Y CRAECHILIBIETEY—F > e LICITRARETH D, MWD
AERORBMCE L H 2 5 X5 08B FI3WEIC B T 2 RFEDRE WSS
"% <, FOX-SR R THO L 1 A XF XTI+ DOHTIEEA I v I ¥ 2 74T
DRFEBIE T DOITIC L ERNT 5. AWFZEICHB VT, Al thaliana HED
SYNC1 23388l L7= FSL#121 OFEATIZ LY, A 3 U I v a /P CTREED V1
A XF X FBARF DIENT T DA, TR~ A BHEMIZ & - TH A e KRB
DHER] & 72 5385 T OFEMM D & 7o 72, F 72, FSL#35 & FSL#54 OFRMTH>
5, FOX-SR A DM OF]FHIE DML ER T E 5. A. rhizogenes F1 3 D rolB &1 1- & &
£ L 7= FSL#35 Ofi##T 5] 1% FOX-hunting system D ASE O H B9 51340 5
N, v ARHTRIT D AEEMEN OB -t E b OB AR TE . N
% C, FSL#54 D X 5 0B F RIBIC K DERE YREZ HFTREHERH Y, D
LA TBE TR E XM 2175 2 & CRETHEELFHMITE 5. 29
W72 Z & D, FOX-SR &AM id—FkEIZ FOX-hunting system (2 & 5> 1A XX
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FTBARF OFRFIEHNZ L DM 721 T2 <, Bz 2 b B s R 23T &
LRMHETHDHLEVRD.

FSL#121 IZIZT7 A8 X L tRNA OBEAIEE ST % Asparaginyl-tRNA
synthetase Td> % SYNCL BIn 1238 A S 41, FRIEBL L T /2. FSL#121 R EMES
# CIX SR & Control (ZEb, FfiFEIIZL L2V E OO, HIRE O CRED
Hnze &, R R 2R Z R L, 252 SYNCL B FOMHEBIZ LD b D
ThonERBIND. ZELOFET 2 H0 Y OR TIX, FSL#121 DR D&
Bl S, MHRECIRZ O, MIBEMEOZZ LI K 2 A B fifEE
NS HERE C & 7o, MRHEMETREE & 272 5 FSL#121 o3 {bhEd) DR O K32
EHOFIEDOEENHTND B2 6N, ZEBOFECAERIHET DK
HRE RERITEA K TH 5. FSL#121 DALY IR B2 Clifg b7
WHEAREW A B DI, ZHUBREO AL A~ 2 BRINCEE L EEZ2 50
%. F7o, FSL#121 TIEEHMMICBIT 27 2 VBEENEE L T\, 7 /i
X~ A B O ZE R EEIR L 72 D (Atkins et al. 1975), B G U IV a /Hics
W CIIARKL CHEE L7 2R OBE A & L CHIH X415 (Sprent et al. 1994). 7 2
J B DR ZEACITHEIRN D % Tk 2 bz BE L, FSL#121 OfbAEYM O 7
2 BEBOBALN A, A~ ABHINCEG L s SRS, 73 JBOA
FUCITBRDOH R LT REBOPRHB O ME LY, ZORITBNTHIEEAITH
KT DRBIFOBAEGNEEL TVD EMDANZ DD, ARAFFET FSLEI2]1 AR
L7o3 A A~ A BRI 5 RBANE, BE & L COfEHREMIC AR IE &
720, FRZHE OIS & O EEIZ BT % (Rook et al. 1994). £7-,
MR AEAEL T 2 B B OBEINCHRRLE A OB~ A FHEH) O FE1-~D
IR A EHET 5 (Atkins et al. 1975)72, F A FEICHBV T SYNCL Efx
TRHEIHERET D ATREMEN B 5. 4, SYNCL B T- DMt & ~ A B D=
FERTE-CH T RIS HE B L CHEED I, ik~ A BHEd o & st i Ko f 14
PEMED M LI 27N D EE 2 HIvd. SYNCL s FIEARMIE THEMA L L
corniculatus Z 44 & 4% Lotus J& TITRIFIETH S, Lo L7236, L. japonicus
DIFILELF] T — & ~— Z (http://www.kazusa.or.jp/lotus/)_E T A. thaliana H 3 SYNC1
BT EAHRIZREA SR T E 2. A%ILZ OB RS % SYNCL & L CIRE

69



L, L. japonicus Z W CRHTI 2 Z & T, LY~ AFMEWIZ#E A L= SYNCL i&
fn - ORERER iRl T & 5.

FSL#35 X A. rhizogenes 3K D rolB Efx 23 E A I TW5D. Tk,
FOX-hunting system (Z331F 5 rolB OKENIEEEBEEO LR ERET H-HD
WNEEHEE R - & L T ST /= (Ichikawa et al. 2006). > 11 X ) XF|Z
BT, #IEBL LT rolB B FITRBIANIFEEL 5 2 0, AR T L
7o FSL#35 TIXRBAUGEWRBN -, FRIREMIERICK T 52 ERITFELL,
AR I HAERORBWSR 2 & HIZ ERISAE 27 Lc, HRREEANCAE © #BiR
ROWIT, REMBEAEBEOEMZSIEEI L, S OICHEFEOEMZ R L.
Z OAFE AR B #R RE ISR 2B, B LA TR O Z RIZ A B v 7
23> 7. FSL#35 O R MO ZRX, Ml L~V OZ LR ER TH D, G
FaDEMA M EEZRE LT B2 oD, £z, MRS 5 NEE RN
HOM U 70 Z &3 HIIR A TEE L ST D 2 & 2B L, MIRESE N F bk
TOHHERTHDLEEZEZDND. T DX D72 FSL#35 O O ZAGIZERIENED =
A2 ED T2, FSL#35 12361T 5 rolB AR T D IRFEBLASRERIEME DR HE A ST L T
EREZRESETZ EHEIND. r0lB Ba 134 —F v VI MEOH K ROS
REF~DBIE N E X I TV 5 (Spand et al. 1988, Maurel et al. 1994, Bulgakov et
al. 2012, Gorpenchenko et al. 2012). AR OHE, FEA N L ARE F TORBRTH
% Z LD, ROS RGN PE TG DO TARER I T 5 ROS BRESE T
BAROBEITCICE G LIZmREMER H 0, T ORERIFRIEMED RN & Z &h
T EHERI SN D, RO ATHIZEN D, rolB BisFDOFRBIL A b L ABREIZBIT
% ROS RRH IS IZEB W THEIZMH < 20 H LiL7e v (Bulgakov et al. 2012,
Gorpenchenko et al. 2012, Moriuchi et al. 2004, Elmayan et al. 2007). —J5C, 3:[d

ZCF O FSLH#3S O BUMEEER O A kU AFRBRIZIHBVT, 10 mM @ NaCl AL
TSR & FSL#35 O BMEEER DM R ICHEREN2< 72V, 50 mM DR T SR
28 FSL#35 LD bMETDHZENHHL CTWD(T—HRET). ZOREND
rolB FELA LT LH A bV ARERICIHMEZ RO Tlidk, BA ML AICE
W rolB (B s F DFEBUT K D BRI < FIREMED & 5. FSL#35 DR EM
BRERTIET 7V rVBOEENMET LT\, 77V VIS O A kv
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ANE T AT HHRNE L ThH Y (Zhang et al. 2006), 77 vV U BREEOIKT
INEIRIEDYEA N U ARTHIC 1T D FSL#3S H5ZEARO M EMENIC B E LD
AREMENRD D, A P LRAZBWTUIZOL ) 2R LELNTWD A, rolB &
B HRBLD A b L RASE~OBGILE 12 E 2R 72808320, 5% rolB Eis
THBLOM 2 IR A R VRS TICBIT 2 & bR 07 HliN0%E & & % % . rolB B
TN R D BRARZ T8I, WEAPEICBEIE L2 ORZ . RIFETDH
FREIMESZRFIZAR SN L TN D 2 & v D, FSLH3S WSHT7- e E A PE DB £
& 72 D RTEEMEIZ 4310 & 5. rolB AR & 7 72 TL-DNA O~ A BHEMIZ 35 1T
DMEFEIXE SRR E TH Y, ABFFEORE X, rolB s Hiho~ A BHEMIC
B ORI O—imE 2 5.

FSL#54 |Z/RBZERAR & U TR L 7. IREMERER, Fo by DTz
TIHEFITFBM P EEZ /R LTz, L L7 s, FSL#s4 N TR L TV Hi#Efs
FOREIIZES T, RIVADOJRK & 72 5B In DR EIZIARE T Th 5. Inverse
PCR T & 2 ANENL O HENE 2 3R A T2 53, ARFSE THT - 72 0715 TITAERO I o B
BENT Z 2o Tz JRIRE LT, BT 74 ~—DRREMEDIEREAHIT BN 5.
AWFGETRE LT= 7T A ~—I% FSL#54 DOWERICE A S 7=fes 2 v THERR
L7c. e 25 5T oA XFT A FBEFOLDOTHY, B3 IYa
7Y OBIET EIFHEFEERENLDOTH S, L LARBE, AEO L 5 IZHIR
FER PRV T T A = g VIWEIZ LY, TRIARGEDK A D4R BLAST
IZB T DRI X DHFEPEDREICLY, 774 ~—DReEIENTRD,
FERFR NN R T HER E o7 E 2 HiLD. Inverse PCR (2 L A4
ANILEDOFERDOIZ DI, FrRNe T 74~ —OFFHPLETH Y, HEIC
Ko IO FAMFHIFIEC X DA OWREDNLETH D, RIEBER
T RMEL T D b O D FSL#SA 1FIEF TRV E 2R Lz, Frio oo
BINIAETF R A AT 2 EKRTH Y, RO INIIE RS & (Rt 5
FK L7205, FSL#t54 TRET LB FERHETH LI LI, EravIy
a7 PICBT D 0BIEROREICEEG T 2BEFE2RHETE LA RERH D,
TEMAPEIC IR W CAH MR BIn FOBRBEL 72 5. F 7z, FSL#s54 TR A E05 6
D LTS, FSL#54 OIRKIAE LB OB L, DB O Z 5 &k 2 L2 Eis
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FTOXRBEBENE 2 LD, RRIEETH B A2 LTz v 7T VAR E CHIE
S, ZOBRICHEMARLVEL THOLYIA ML= OGN HRESNLTWD
(Sasaki et al. 2014). I 52, V¥ AFUBEN LTARKAELEOHIE G HE ST
V5 (Suzuki et al. 2011)72, HEA DA R 2 HiliE3 2 M AR VE AR OZE LD,
FSL#54 (23T Dk 4 72 RBVMOFE AN RS 2 rREMEA /R S5 . FSL#54 O
S HRDTICB N TIEIREBEBFORENKEBLEFHEHTHY, ENERDE
{BFIE~ ARHEY DI HBR T E 2 A RetE 2 D T D,

AHFFETIX FOX-SR RAD FSL#121, #35 = L T#54 = falfiim & LTk L
7o, 3 R AW T2 AT i i3 5 28RS, BT & KRBT CTh 5. KB
RUFEAT CI3AR B ES 2 CORBIZIN X2, B L O 21T -7, b o
gl LIFERICEYD, ENENDORBICHA DN DR 7 [REA | & HEAFE
TIIREEG T EOEEEZRATE D, S5, BAE LEEMEE TIC
MENEN TR DT 2 F20E L1272, BAE I KEEE T OMEZ ZEM
IZRHEE T & 72 LB X b D, FOX-SR R h b4 7B s 1 A R0 R & 2184k
THHED 1 2L LT, KEBRO L S RREVUENT 2 N2 A7 ) —=2 73
ZIFoh, SR THD. —J5T, FOX-SR /MO FITIT RN EN LR
WRHEBIFELTND Z D, A4tk FOX-SR Rt b IR 2 3k 5 B
X, R NLERRY T IV o R ABEEME O & BEOEWIZ A AT,
AY V== TEEHBEL L T ZEREEND. 20X RTFEEAND Z
T, WE OFIEEME IR CE R WA ABEE T AR LR A T X
%, BIZE, IRIRSCER, Bl W o TZBREEA B L AITK L TRWIEE & 2%
OEEIZ, (BRI THH MBI OERS &0 0, BEERE LT
DOME S EV. 2D XK 91T, REHTD FOX-SR Rt & AW T2 B 5 TTIL & 57
HHABEERORE RN/ TE 5. AFRIL~ AREWIZI T 2 FiHl0BR
THEEAHREL, IO OBEBTORMAIE~ ARHEMOERICEM TE 5 L%
2%%@.$Hn?ﬁ%ﬂtﬁ%g@%,%Lf%&%ﬁéhéﬂﬁﬁRﬁMﬂ
S5ELN6ABEEFNESHOBER, OV Tt~ A BHES O EPER KICH &
N5 EZUNE.
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W FeA 2L

A H O ZEMEREE DI L0 fEkmIC R iRaga i s s, 7281
S TR A ICHIBIC L DR NAELT, BREEOKENRRO OIS, 1 20
R E LT, AHBEZRE LB SMEOELN ST b, Z0oIcidfs
MIEDOER & 72 2 A B s OHEE, ST nE L 25, AFFETIE, &A1 3
7 X ¥ 22 7% Super growing root (SR) &#EIZ Full length cDNA overexpressor gene
(FOX) hunting system % i/ L 72 FOX-SR &ft (FSL) 2> 5 R 72 8 % /R
AR L, REASOEBIGIEYE OfNTHE R4 SR L L, ~ ARHZRIT
L4 BT DN 21T o 1=, fENT L7=R%1% SYNCL EisF 21055 - BH L=
FSL#121, rolB &5 1 & f#FF « 3881 L 7= FSL#35, & L CGHEIG Wi O AIZ L %
RIAZEFBARTH D FSL#54 D 3 ZETH 5.

FSL#121 OFbhi#niL, SR L0 HIERERAR AR L, Hi L & H it
BHEEE N EIN L7, FSLA#121 TIIARRIAE AL L7272, kb7 &R
BEEME S EF- Uiz. E72 FSL#121 OFMEHEY) TIET ART X007 AR7
XA GTeT X e ENEH LTz, FSL#121 (281 5D SYNCL &m0
FHUL, 7 BRBHICEEEZRFEL, Bt OARREZFE LI LE
A BID. fEW T FSL#35 TITRHE MRS E TOMMR KL SR LV b AEIZHINL
7z. FSL#35 OMERIENMEZ TTC iZmniEMHIEIC LV MEL/ZE ZA, SR IV b 7 +
N~ P DERENS S, FERIEED EFSRE S 7z, BEIEEEIET L 0
fa¥ A A& t#g L= & 2 A, FSL#35 CTIIMBEI RO EK & 72 2 K o /3 38
Ha~HEL, S OIHRIFIE & 70 2 NEIE ORI LIz Z LD,
BB 2, ARESEM L2 D ERBEIND. £, 2 B L7 Fh
BEBRTIEY A b A =0 PR U UMD LTz, FSL#3S 1281 5 rolB
BAR T ORBULMERIEME A EEE L, YR LE o EROERIC XV RFAMTO
& 2 e U 7=, FSL#54 OAR BMES 3 T, MRS 32 00, IR EIC
FEMNIR L, FEEEICEITR SN o7z, FSL#5S4 OF S LREY ORIZE T 5 X
Jis b [FERC, MARBUIED L72As, BrfifElT SR & A BEWVITMRE S en-o
7=. FSL#54 O EEIZ W TIE, BLOIRT, ZF8 & O & W\ o 7o R
PIZRTEEIX R SNz, # B THREEEICET A 6N o7z, £ 7o FSL#54
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TIIRBIE AEZ DB LTz, FSL#S4 ORBBEIE T IIRFEE TH D03, %4
BT OXRIED FSL#54 OFRHER LR 2558 L T D lgetEiT +1c B 2
bihvd.

AWFFEIC LD, <~ AFNCBIT 2 H OB TSR Sz, £ =A%
\ZI T DM FIEIZABIEE A L T e W FSLICHIFR#EIS T2 Z E N TX 57290,

N

1% D FOX-SR R AW TZfENTICEB W T H AR IR L 72 5.
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AHFFEDOBATE L ORGHLORY £ & DIZEE L, KIATRY) T S5 L B
S F LB RBERNEE Al R oS 2R LR
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2 ERABE LSO OB#HOBLE L, EEILE L ST £, K
MO £ EDICERLEERIHELZBHY £ L, AR WEREL, [
R RS —ME I EHOBEEZR LET. HEOZATITERL,
o DFRELEBES, CKREZTEE £ L, BIRKPEAEBE (LARREN:HE
&, FBhZ HEhFHE L, LEPFEE O KER, moCERICY Y, TE
7RI 5 < OBIE B Y £ L7, Dr. Melody Muguerza (ZfHI#LFH L i
F9. ERETICHED, BUTELNIGE L TWeEEE LIEEIRRKY: 7 =
VT4 TRRERBAE Y X — DA RICAZ v 7 D212, O X0 EHN
7= LET. MR VE CRITICE W T, LA MRS LI S %
150, ERTHEALH L RFET.

Z LT, BITHEZITWY, &g L, X2 & > T& 70 B A 2E = O &
BRICEHOBEERLET,
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