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O OE RGO AP2/ERF 3 PR G0 %t K 8 i o N7 ML, 32 A S8R 32 5 KK I ¢ Bk B R
“TYZ-1 57 2 A bR AR AN AT 5 S DU XM h AP2/ERF % 5% X 7 1 B B0 PR T JE I 254
KB GEHALHEAT 00T, RIS A3 0T 5 7K B A G B AP2/ERF %5 5% K716 2 ATl BIONs sh fh b i R ek 25 R B
PEAT RT-qPCR B63E, 2550 . (1) 2RI th %2 4381 110 4~ AP2/ERF LR F R , 1% 110 AN 1 3R A
TRAIRKINN 173~717 bp  IARFAEAEZ IR, NAE W E A L KM AP2/ERF 5P BIRIT AP2/
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Abstract; In order to explore the response mechanism of AP2/ERF gene family in the water stress of O. europaea, this
study performed transcriptome sequencing on the roots and leaves of two cultivars ‘ Frantoio’ and ‘TYZ-1’ that were
under drought and flooding stresses. And based on the whole genome data, the protein physicochemical properties, gene
structure and system evolution of AP2/ERF transcription factor in O. europaea were analyzed. At the same time, the
difference in gene expression of AP2/ERF transcription factor related to water stress in the two O. europaea cultivars was
analyzed by transcriptome sequencing data and verified by RT-qPCR. The results were as follows: (1) A total of 110
AP2/ERF gene family members were identified in O. europaea. The amino acid size of the 110 proteins was 173=717 bp,
there was no signal peptide and it was a non-secreted protein. The phylogenetic tree was constructed between O. europaea
AP2/ERF and model plant Arabidopsis AP2/ERF protein. It was found that O. europaea AP2/ERF protein was divided
into four categories, AP2, RAV, ERF and Solosist. Among them, ERF was divided into two subtypes, ERF and
DREB. ERF included six subtypes of ERF B1 to ERF B6, and DREB included six subtypes of DREB A1l to DREB A6,
which was consistent with the classification of the model plant Arabidopsis AP2/ERF. Each subfamily contained
AP2/ERF proteins of O. europaea and Arabidopsis at the same time, indicating that the AP2/ERF family of Arabidopsis
and O. europaea were similar in evolution. (2) The analysis of gene structure and conserved elements found that the
proteins of the same subfamily of O. europaea AP2/ERF had the same gene structure and conserved elements. Combining
gene expression with genes with known water regulation functions in the evolutionary tree, it was preliminarily speculated
that OeAP2-75, 0eAP2-97, 0eAP2-101, 0eAP2-23 and 0OeAP2-13 were closely related to the water regulation of
0. europaea, 0eAP2-13, 0eAP2-28, 0eAP2-104, 0eAP2-75, 0eAP2-80 and OeAP2-50 had different expression levels in
the two cultivars. It is speculated that this may be the reason for the different resistance of * Frantoio’ and
‘TYZ-1". (3) The RT-qPCR technique was used to detect the expression changes of O. europaea AP2/ERF gene under
different stresses. The results showed that OeAP2-101, OeAP2-28 and OeAP2-42 were significantly up-regulated by water
stress, which was consistent with the results of transcriptome analysis. The results of this study lay a foundation for the
research on the stress resistance expression and gene function of the AP2/ERF family genes of O. europaea, and provides
the method and theoretical basis for the selection of drought-resistant and flood-tolerant rootstock cultivars
of 0. europaea.
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A E XA R AR KRB A T U R
M, BT, 5T & BLAE AR AR W B 38 vk B AR
(%5 5% N 1 f §5 AP2/ERF, WRKY . NAC , MYB,
ZFP bHLH %5 % J% (Xu et al., 2011), AP2/ERF
SEAEY T R K SR T R 2 — W S AE Y
HAEREE LS EHAR, S 5HYAEEY P ia
PN, AP2/ERF R IEE H B F L4 IE RS A
1 N8 2 1~ AP2 4563, B4 AP2 455 & 58 ~
70 MR ILFRIREL (Cao et al., 2020) . HRIE AP2 F
T 2R, 1 45 4 35 R T 4 1 P 28 R R AN ] R
H4% 4 AP2 ERF RAV _Soloist 4 N F % ( Wu et

al., 2015) , & A~ W2 5 G 76 A8 P K 9 A A [] 1 g
AE,AP2 W RALE 2 > AP2 fRAFAEM B, £ 5
YK EE LA K o e ¢ (45,
2018) ,RAV &4 1 4> AP2 45# B F1 1 4~ B3 DNA
A EE O A E RN M 2R Y AR
Ay 38 R AR B (R A B4, 2020) 5 ERF Al
Soloist HA1F 1 4~ AP2 g5 #3, Horf ERF X 43 A
DREB il ERF 2 4~ WF 28, 38 5 549 19 A= Y ik 38
TR mE KR PO E | 2 A AE DG (0 AR AR
45 2014 ;7 1T %5, 2020) . AP2/ERF % 5 [H 1
TEARY A R E AR AP W aE v ke OGS A% e 425 4
A, Wy ( Salix cheilophila) SpsDREBS & K 7E 1
Braa R #£ ik IR (EF S, 2021), #81LEOF
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( Arabidopsis thaliana ) " ¥ AN H # ( Ipomoea
batatas ) B ThRAP2-12 J PRI 41 i FCAE IR A9 i £ 14
YU (Li et al., 2019) , 3 3R35 OsERFT1 4 K
& ( Oryza sativa) WY T4 (Ahn et al., 2017), ¥T
AF I A ) ik DR A S AR AR A A R B, S TR A )
H AP2/ERF e 53 [N 1 (49 % AN [R], 4 v [ 42 78
( Cerasus serrulata) F % H T 68 4~ AP2/ERF ¥4
ST ZEER B (Zha et al., 2021) , T 3 ( Dactylis
glomerata) F1 FARE ( Betula platyphylla) W53 54 193
AN 45 A AP2/ERF e 55 K 1 28 5 i B3 (Xu et
al., 2020; K CES 2020) , SR, HETRHBEN
(Olea europaea) FEHZHHH By AP2/ERF ¥ 5% K F /Y
WFFEAR WL E

TS S K BE B ( Europaea ) A FEHEJ&E ( Olea )
WEMEY, 5= T b i R & E =K T
2250 M Z2 WY E T B (Amira et al.
2020) , 2 5 25 44 10 ARl SR RN H B 22 BEAROR
(A ,2021) B4R, MO FIAICNE i
s & 2R IR BT, B T AR (R R
85,2014 BOBEIIAE VS 5 BRI BT A et
Gt b — HHECR SR HE T LLASRIE S
A ARAKE Y (X RS, 2011) . B A2 0%
R RIS Tt T 2 SR U R AR vl T 37 K 1B
PEARRR ks s A T (GRS SE,2021) . =8
TR AR 15 5 1 b 60 D7 A 28 5 A 22 57 3A
MR Z )8, E R RE 2 W, 4= TRy
Ji P i A T S AR B, PR TR B 8 2R 7 L 44 =t
PP T RSORSE Al A it A 2 ik T 2 e Y ARO[ R
Y SCHE AT 5% 5 T DR A ZH i A5 T A kg &
CHIFE 15 (TYZ-1 %) ZE K W38 F do ik 4 58 F
CPRBL ORARIT 2 AN AP 22 S 0 IR AR S
XN AP2/ERF JE X 4742 48 45 58 , IF 70 H
HHIAE R R G RE MoK A T By K &k
B, DU i — 20 W58 IS AP2/ERF 526 ik
PRI Bt 1 3% 35 B ) e ik DR 1% 472 90 B8 0 Bk it o
AR B B PR TR A R A R T 7 A
LB

1 #HE5F &
1.1 MREEUR 5 RAN

BB R IS TYZ-1 5 Fn e g B —4E A= 4F
T, o= B A ROl A B R RL 2 B A A FE 2 it

(“TYZ-15" 254k FH 0 Jh AONE b 38 2o 2% & 45
F RS PR E RO R IO & R BT
FR 5 R Bk B R A B o E BTl
e R AP v I RIS A A X R A A, (H T 0
ANu) o U FT R I 2 A RO A 30 PRl
TR KM R IR, 2019 429 A 3 AT
XF 2 A AT i IEAT T 5 K B R R SR Ab
HL,2019 49 H 8 HREAFALIE (T2 JKHE Xt
W) RS (C TYZ-1 5 B ) FFad i it
MR 3 MNMREFE, P RAE AL 2 B AL 2 5
W TR, - 80°C T PR A7, 1% I RNA {50 &
(Qiagen) 1 W] #2 B RNA, Lk RNA hy # 4R & A
cDNA HME SR, Z46 Bl IR AR YRR
FR 2yl A H — A8 W J¥ £ R ( Next-Generation
Sequencing, NGS) F&F Mlumina Il J37 - 5 XA & 3C
JIE PEA T RUA %t ( Paired-end ,2 * 150 bp, PE) ¥,
1.2 OeAP2/ERF & H F 5| 193k BX

TR ) 4 JE A 20 5040 A NCBIT B R 38, %K
RAFMMNE AP2/ERF #5811 cDNA J37 41 K iR
FUT Y, A NCBI #E4F BLAST [a) 8 )5 41 L %) K
R HT, B KR T AP2/ERF 454458019 2 1
JF3,
1.3 OeAP2/ERF ERENLEF 5

FIH ExPASy ProtParam tool 7E £& %K 1 73 ¥t
AP2/ERF & [ BRAL % T, 3 signalP-5.0 Fll Euk-
mPLoc 2.0 server & FH A9 {5 5 K FIE 41 Bt 2 7,
FIH Prabi 7E £ X F (NPS@ : SOPMA secondary
structure prediction ) T 2 1 A — R E5H
1.4 OeAP2/ERF EH#t U 192 RARF T HME
E &5t

FIH MEGA X F Figtree 3 [ Mot #1420 55
I+ AP2/ERF & FI P 9 AG s EAL B S Mg 1, AT 2
%0 None, MMM AP2/ERF i H S %
URIIT AP2/ERF KR & H #0207 3%, U It 8K
FUT 51 DN 00 F I A 5 RRCH0E 5 R 20 (https ./ www.
arabidopsis. org/download/index-auto. jsp? dir =%
2Fdownload_ files% 2FProteins ) , #| i MEME (http://
meme.nbcr. net/ meme/ tools/ meme ) Xf 110 /> OeAP2/
ERF 25 [ & 57 45 10 U A7 10 . BAR S Hi & .
BEFP L A 1 D, 8 4 E 52 KON R 5 P~y
BP0 H BRERE 6, A S H R T ERIAE
1.5 OeAP2/ERF 7K 53 ifvi8 £ F R X & 5 47

i A 2 e s I AR AR MR AP2/ERF
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T SR R DR 3R 3R 0% | 1) IR AR 4 5 R = 7R 4 3K
PEAE SRR R IR 58 IV, K 43 T 38 5 TR 3R 5K 15 4
5 () Ab B Rz i 1€ SR F FPKM X 3 ik f2 08 17 b
1, BB T A FPKM (E S , X ek 47 HEFP, I BR
FPKM JoAB Ak a5 5 A8 Ak AN R 3k 5 A% &kt o
T o R R d AR A R R 15 AN SR
1.6 RT-qPCR % #f

R T B UERE SR LI R 5 SR K H bR R TR R
AL, BRI (3 1) | tbulin AE 25 N 24k
, 28 RT-qPCR MM AT OeAP2 JEKIFE < TYZ-1
SR R [E AL B R ) E AR L, H SYBR
Green (invitrogen) K I 4&F 55| W) PCR 724, 25
pL SV AR R AT E ST . 2x SYBR 4x 8 R
A 12.5 pL, EFWESIY (10 pm/L)0.5 pL, AR
(¢cDNA)1 pL,ddH,0 10.5 wL, fdifi] PCR #4452
{CCABI 7300; N FH A ¥ & 48, Foster City, CA,
USA) . PCR Jz I & J37. 28 £ & )5 (95 C, 10
min) , K E =R FEE 45 K (95 C, 15 s; 57
C, 10 s; 72 °C, 15 s; FRIOEM &) |, 1Ll £
FEF (60 C £ 95 C, INFAHEE 0.1 C - min™, %
Zrod e ) B HE E 40 °C, LA tubulin ZEHEAE R
FEDHIE R I8 0 N 45 K, iF RT-qPCR 43
MrEEAFE S 3 N80T 0 28 92 T 2 g A AR ) o
HEMIANHEAEE

Fz 1 H#EB RT-qPCR #7541 F 51
Table 1  Sequence of the primers for RT-qPCR

detection of Olea europaea

GIE/ S

Primer name

¥ 53!

Sequence 5'-3'

OeAP2-101F CAACAATTCCAGCTCCTCCA
OeAP2-101R CTGCTTCTTCAGCTGTGTT
OeAP2-55F TACAGAGGAATCCGCATGAG
OeAP2-55R CGACAATTCATGACATACTT
OeAP2-42F TCAAGGTGGATCTGTGAGGA
0OeAP2-42R ATCACTGCTTATATATCGCA
OeAP2-28F TCAGATATATGCCAACCATC
0OeAP2-28R TGACCTACTTGGGCTCGTGC
0eAP2-23F GAGGAATATGTACAGAGGCA
OeAP2-23R AGTCGAAGGTGGCGGATTGT
tubulinF AGATGATGATGACGAGTATG
tubulinR GACGATGTATCCGTCTATCA

2 HREH A

2.1 BSEFRANFHIBEE

TN < TYZ-1 %5 S b8 76 T 5 K L IE
HHEK R AR 52k 12 20 S0 2 LT, 15 3]
E% SC A, B Dumina 7S 6 B W 8C0F 317 5%
1k, 218 FASTQ 11 )i 4 %541 ( Raw Data) , X % 4>
FESBY R HLIR U6 20 8E ( Raw Data) 23 B #EF7 & 1T,
FLAEFE A 24 Q30 BRI B 5L T 5 A 4 b L Q20 (%)
M Q30( %), Fit 2 WU 1, Wy Hdh & 1 (R
2) s, BT A FE 5 Reads B0BC1E 38 191 054 ~
46 939 278 1] Bl KL S L AE 5 728 658 100 bp LA
1, Q20 B E 43 LK T 96.91% ,Q30 Bl % A 43
L ¥ #E 92.2% UL b, BEOM B 3K BT b ) AR
0.000 769% LA, J5 2855 48 20 8 25 B 3 2ty 422 3k |
IS & 19 Reads,,
22 HBEEERKREDH

¥ H] DESeq XJ JE K £ 38 #1722 55 70 #r , 3R 36
2 AR log 2FoldChange| > 1, M P< 0.05,
NP 3 E L= TR AN N N ES I WS B Y 1 S ]
TR 2 A R I R e 0k 25 S A A SRR A Y
L L 2 SR Ko 8 T VAR 2 A il R TR 3Rk 2
ST RFARAEIEE B 1 s FDR 5 FDL 22 [R] 22
SRR, 22 5 IEEBECE 92 4, BiRER
FERECH 45 4>, MR 2E S EEKECH 47 1~ FR 5 OL
Z ) 22 S B PR B8R K, 3 2 A i B TE 3 5K R
(AR it 22 ] ) 35 D] 3 58 22 S o0 P, 2 e B D] ALK
2803 4, BiHZEFHENECAH 1076 1>, FiHZER
FEREA 1727 4, Kl 2 % OSR 5 OR 2 [a] 22 573
DR 1550 4, BiE2 R IFECH 693 4, T
P25 I 857 N3 Bk FR 5 OL 4k, FR 5 FL
Z IR ZEFILR B KN 2 791 4, F 825 3 5L R 8
H 976 A, T RZE SRR BN 1815 4>, AW, 7ET
SFIACHE JBih 38 R i AOREAS [5]  F rb iR 5 et 2 ] Y

S IE BRI
2.3 i #E AP2/ERF £ R EFHREHRRELEENIE
RS

MAIH RS 4= 56 R 40 4 2R AP2/ERF R A 4
WeE 110 A AL, 1% 110 A4S A & & 3
K/ANK 173 ~717 bp, FHEILTR BN 344 1,
i 73 ExPASy protparam tool 43#7 OeAP2/ERF £ H
PRALMERT, 110 4 0eAP2/ERF & 37 MEAR
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Table 2 Sequencing data statistics
. Reads {431 EBE - WURRIE O BUBIE T SoLL Iy ovom i Lo
Sample fotal number of bases 030 ( }; : ‘]’ﬁﬁﬂfﬁf ”ﬁﬁiﬂﬁ
o e (bp) (bp) ’
Q20 (%) 030 (%)
FDL 45 048 662 6 791 084 042 6 304 559 475 0.000 268 97.36 92.83
FDR 46 939 278 7 074 531 496 6 522 903 901 0.000 291 96.91 92.20
ODL 44 538 262 6 725 277 562 6 240 276 298 0.000 250 97.29 92.78
ODR 45 559 988 6 866 263 812 6 337 361 057 0.000 283 96.94 92.29
FSR 38 716 652 5 807 497 800 5 481 226 288 0.000 556 97.97 94.38
FSL 42 434 914 6 365 237 100 6 014 466 495 0.000 750 98.02 94.48
OSR 43 986 834 6 598 025 100 6 247 047 129 0.000 768 98.08 94.68
OSL 41 168 206 6 175 230 900 5 834 000 945 0.000 749 98.03 94.47
FR 41814 712 6 272 206 800 5901 059 489 0.000 758 97.83 94.08
FL 42 041 262 6 306 189 300 5982 899 942 0.000 764 98.21 94.87
OR 38 191 054 5728 658 100 5429 155 675 0.000 760 98.11 94.77
oL 41 495 232 6 224 284 800 5912 636 170 0.000 769 98.24 94.99

F. ‘B>, 0. ‘TYZ-1 5’ ; D. T, S. /K¥; R.H,; L. A,

F. ‘Frantoio’ ; O. ‘TYZ-1’; D. Drought; S. Flooding; R . Root; L. Leaf.

PI KT 7,F3 P12 6.63; 4 4 > AP2/ERF ¥4 5%
T ( 0eAP2-97 . 0eAP2-6. 0eAP2-28 . OeAP2-
109) AN E R BUNT 40, MR EHE ), HAY 106 4~
IR EEMA (AR ER>40) ;110 4~ 0eAP2/
ERF 85 F 1) 5 105 % 28034/ T 1005 Bl & HF 5
Ik & 3, 110 4~ 0eAP2/ERF #E A FEAEE K,
SRR WAER 5 40 B 2 A AT 56 > OeAP2/ERF
EEN T 40 Mok | 28 /N5 o7 T 4i i 5t v, 25
A RIS 2 A5 1 400 B 5 R A A% P, 0eAP2-85 %E
T4 A T AL TN G 25 K B, OeAP2/
ERF 85 TG AL 3 il o8 32 B 4540, o -8 i hy vk 22
4t
2.4 OeAP2/ERF ZERHH ST S 53K

FIFH MEGA X XF A 110 1~ AP2/ERF #%
SRR AU R ST 32 A~ AP2/ERF 8 H T R
G AW A K o BT, 45 R AR 3 TR, AP2/ERF
B RARS h 4 25 54 IT AP2 KR —
AL E 2 4 AP2 fRSFEASA IR B AT 21 A4S, B
9 AP2 2 55 A 2 AN B Bt (0eAP2-28 | OeAP2-
87) AL 1 A~ AP2 S5k Fl 1 4~ B3 4563, 54
MJF RAV BIE—A0 % 1, BT RAV 28, B/ 5t
H Solosist 245 15 RAV KR 7E—if, 7F RAV £
Fl Solosist 2555 A — A~ FRLAM 1Y) 53 32 0eAP2-60, HE ]

HJE T o Solosist 2% 51, Lk 43 52 1] g &
Solosist 5 AP2/ERF % 5% K + 52 5 HAth 1 51 22 R
BRHAx 86 M B HAL & 1 A~ AP2 RSP 451
Ik, )& F ERF 28, ERF 28 40 & ERF 1 DREB
2 NS, 4 ) 5 8RS T ERF Al DREB R 76—,
MBIk 12 4NE4H , ERF 434 ERF Bl ~ ERF B6,
DREB 4>} DREB A1~DREB A6, Solosist 4, H:
AAFAN A P AR A B AL 7% AtAP2/ERF il OeAP2/
ERF 2 M, Ui B g JF A AN 19 AP2/ERF %%
FEHEACIKT A — AR
2.5 H#E# AP2/ERF RTF TR EEEH 5
FIH MEME %} OeAP2/ERF #1714 5F 714 73
Br, A3 2AH X E R 1Y 6 S ORSF TR 4 iR,
JF A B OeAP2/ERF #BALE motif 1, $6W] motif 1 /&
TS AP2/ERF BYPRSF S5 M9 585, Wi AP2/ERF
B S IR ) R ST G A B 6 TR 45 4 38 5 H: 3 2R
K, TEINE AP2/ERF 4325 iy AP2 JEHE S IH -+
100% 10,25 motif 1,96.4% 117 motif 2,89.7% 11, &
motif 3,55.2% 1 7% motif 4,37.9% 11 7% motif 5;
RAV 25 H A& motif 1, 7] BE 2 i T 7 9k b 1t 72 rp
RAETAS ORI 5 B F 5 HAh 5l 51 2Z 1]
A R AR SF B 7 s ERF 253960 3 motif 1, motif
2 F motif 3; DREB 2 ¥ £ & motif 1, motif 2 I
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F. “fh%>; 0. ‘“TYZ-1 5’ ; D. T8; R #; L. i A,
T,

F. ‘Frantoio’ ; O. ‘TYZ-1" ; D. Drought; R. Root; L. Leaf. The
same below. 1. ODL vs. FR; 2. FDL vs. ODR; 3. OL vs. FDL;
4. FDL vs. OR; 5. FDL vs. ODL; 6. FDR vs. FR; 7. OR vs. OL;
8. ODR vs. FL; 9. FDR vs. ODR; 10. OL vs. ODL; 11. FR
vs. FL; 12. FDR vs. FL; 13. ODR vs. FR; 14. ODR vs. ODL;
15. FL vs. OR; 16. FL vs. OL; 17. FR vs. OR; 18. FDR vs.
ODL; 19. FDL vs. OL; 20. ODR vs. OL; 21. FDL vs. FR;
22. OR vs. FDR; 23. ODL vs. OR; 24. ODL vs. FL; 25. FDR
vs. OL; 26. FDL vs. FL; 27. ODR vs. OR; 28. OR vs. ODR;
29. FR vs. OL; 30. FDR vs. OR; 31. ODL vs. OL; 32. FDR
vs. FDL.

I ST N S Py =8 s TS S WA |
Fig. 1

expression difference analysis results

Statistical diagram of under gene

motif 6 , % — V2 Hfr (1) LR 51 5E 3 A0 R BOAH ] | ik
ZhR A — 2, UL AT OeAP2/ERF 7 #E 4L i
b iy v BE AR S
2.6 iME# AP2/ERF 7k 4y ihiE B E KX 5

T o DR R T AR HR K i a3 PR 3R 0K 52 LA
K S) B AP2/ERF 015 i b v S A6 ) 2]
100 A>3 K R 3K, R KL I 2 0eAP2-29 , 0eAP2-30 .
0eAP2-40 . 0eAP2-56 . 0eAP2-59 . 0eAP2-72 . OeAP2-
81 .0eAP2-87 ,0eAP2-88  0eAP2-105 FE K 1Y 3 3k,
HEM X 10 A FE KR 2 5ok a i, 5 ia
T, SIEE G L, R i 409% P R GA
L 27% I R T3R8, 33% 1 FE R 3k T 17, AR
T 339% I R ik 1, 9% F& N ik ARk, 58%
FEN IR T W0 TYZ-1 5 5IE8% Bk L, M
R A 3290 K E ik T, 39% 3 H % Gk | AR
£t,29% 3 [ 3k F I, R 36% L H £k I
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