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WE: AT RIS EMk(Liriodendron chinense) () UGE % [XJfig, R RACE 1 EPIC-PCR B R3] 2 4~ UGE 3£ [H, s h
LcUGEL Al LCUGE2. 45 5% B, LCUGE1 ZE X 1#) cDNA 42K 24 1 531 bp, £ 1 050 bp (IFT U LHE , 2w 349 M5 2R, gDNA
K BE0A 11920 bp; LcUGE2 £:[H (1) cDNA K24 1 378 bp, 7 1 056 bp [FFAUEAE, Znid 351 MNEIEER, gDNA KN
6 544 bp. LcUGEL f1 LcUGE2 £ BI&H 9 MME TR 8 ME T, HAARTRKEMNE TEIIMSTFHILE—3, HH
ETHBKEFEREER. W0 LCUGEL M LCUGE2 EAREMRS, R-FMEH] 82%., LcUGEL ZEFEMES P RIAE
e, i LCUGE JE M MITETE S rh Rk B it . IX R W LCUGES J: A W] fE 2 5 R S Mk K A= & A i 2.
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Cloning and Expression of LcCUGE in Liriodendron chinense
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Abstract: In order to understand the function of UGE in Liriodendron chinense, two genes, named LcUGE1 and
LcUGEZ2, were obtained by RACE and EPIC-PCR. The result showed that the full-length cDNA of LcUGEL1 and
LcUGE2 were 1 531 and 1 378 bp with 1 050 and 1 056 bp open reading frame (ORF), and encoding 349 and 351
amino acids, respectively. Their genome DNA length were 11 920 and 6 544 bp, respectively. Both of LcUGE1
and LcUGE2 genes contained 9 exons and 8 introns. Though the exon length and intron splicing site sequence
were almost similar, thier intron fragment length were different. The nucleic acid sequences of LcUGEL and
LcUGE2 were highly conserved up to 82% similarity. The expression of LcUGE1 and LcUGE2 were the highest
in stamens and calyx, respectively. Therefore, the LCUGE genes could be involved in reproductive development of
L. chinense.
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BEAE N 3 AR 8] =4 A s G ie 20 57,
REER EAIPERE PR L AT, e S a4
R AR R 2 R B, R Gk
AL, UGE tH2: 5 32U 7 AR, b
UGE 2 I IS0 AN BE 2 ZURE B B T, i
F B UGE JAEEM A K R B I A2 k4% B
EH. HETC A2yl 24 UGE 2,
L5 7+ (Arabidopsis thaliana) ' & Ih % 5€ T 5 4
UGE JE i A7 2 B4 P8 R At %€ & PCR
TR, KZ (Hordeum vulgare)d & /0F 2 4
UGE JE[X ik 518 75 /KF#E(Oryza sativa)h #/0FH 4
A~ UGE 2[RI EY 2 PY; 75 B 477 (Phyllostachys edulis)
HyalE 7 UGE 2, HAlmorE, INNHATRES
AERTE A k0, B4 I Rk UGE £ e di &
Y, XRAEBTEKKEIRE
1, PeUGE I fi & 4 B 22 W5 & il b i — /> B A
- UGE 7E P FLHEA U B KA &6 B T A &
EER, EReHd R UDP-F- 7R 1L s UDP-
HIERE, IR IT UGE F:MgmAL ) 5 4~ UGE #RelS
P& 15 2 FLME A 2 AT, 9/ 2 OB X A R 1
YAEH . UGE ZEPRIL W] Rt 2 5 3 i N 2% i 12
Hilll, % OsUGE MMRFET . #h LA AR e T
iy 52 PE 2545 252 1wy, AR R AN R A B 4. UGE
RN Z 54 ke 2 P = 2R S MY &
R3S, HEAE e PR S 2 AR B A A, AR
I AEK K E T RE 2 CEENEN.

54k (Liriodendron chinense) 3= %434 75 3¢ [
H AT AR AL X, 2 R E B S 5 - A
AR AR, R BERAP RN A BEWifE, I
LR Z1 B fa Ry A na-tsl, [Rlitk, B FiRG
PR3 Ao A ) SR i A = S e ST, AR AT
ARG B T4 KL, R RT-PCR #1 RACE #K
TR R E MK UGE R &K RIEFH], HiIT4EY
R G R R T, R FURG FARE B
PN A P B 5 St

1 MR

11 w8t

2016 FHT, FE R HUMML RS2 T &S > Mz G
EOOVETLM a7 S RIS S kS BB Y AT SR
AR, [ S % E T80 C IR VKA H ORAE 4%
o FEB e Ry 26 48 A2 R MK (R IR 2 FBH)

W AR R G FE, gPCR MR Ay FEH .
MEES. WESS. 3. JEZF. MEFAIZE.

1.2 BEE 7K ORF XKHE

Y S RNA SRR & (TIANGEN) 2 B
E S RNA, ] Thermo NanoDrop 2000 454k
FERE TR FE A ) RNA WREEFIZERE, H 1%HI35 15
PR SEI VKA I RNA 5288 1% . DLRIUKE RNA
MR, I PrimeScript™ RT Master Mix [ #5%
7 & (TaKaRa) Ui B 55 18 cDNA 55—, F 3'-Full
RACE Core Set with PrimeScript™ RTase x4 5% 1k
&5 i cDNA [ 3K 3 [y 41, FH SMARTer® RACE
5'/3" Kit (TaKaRa) 5 % s 1877 &5 B cDNA 1) 5K
I FE 1 o

FE AL SERE F Mk % 2H 25048 P (http://ancangio.uga.
edu/content/liriodendron-tulipifera)H## 2 UGE %[
() EST J¥ %1, H Oligo 7 At a] fr B i 51 4
(£ 1), UL cDNA Z—HENBitRS 14 ha) B, iR
farhia) Bk it 3' RACE 514, LUR¥e 51 J5 3' RACE
1) cDNA R 4T 550 PCR, 3a BEIN 7 J 4 (1]
JrBONT 3" RACE #EAT Hf 4. MR Hf B4l kit 5
RACE 5%, A% )5 5 RACE [1) cDNA Jyliti sk
1THAPCR, 153 5% /741 55 cDNA 2K

FI ORF Finder 7 £& K {4 (https://www.nchi.nlm.
nih.gov/orffinder) Fiill UGE & K (1) il el 52 4E , I
£ ORF X (M)W s 514, = Im) 51 AL 46 2 1k
R, AT PCR &Y, ¥ PCR =yl mlvse, %
F2 pEASY®-Blunt e FE#E A R IR RN, ik UGE
FERI¥) ORF X,

1.3 EYMfE RS

FAE 263X F ExasyProtParam (http://web.expasy.
org/protparam/) il LCUGE 25 1 i O BRAL R,
LA TargetP 1.1 Server (http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/
services/TargetP/) Fiiilll LcUGE 25 415 i T4 i v 7 .
FIFHAELEEF SOPMA (https://npsa-prabi.ibcp.fr/cgi-
bin/npsa_automat.pl?page=npsa_sopma.html)X} LcUGE
A BT R AR TIN . A InterProScan (http://
www.ebi.ac.uk/InterProScan/index.html) T H i/E47 45 44
A DR AL S TN £ NCBI ¥ 1Y) BLASTP
LT LCUGE S B[R UE 741, 3 O AL 2
FHIE A, H MEGA 6.0 B4 8 R G dk L,
T LcUGE 5 HAh A UGE HIZRZ R R,
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Table 1 Primer sequences for gene clone

5% Primer %1 Sequence (5'~3") 1B K IEE Annealing temperature ('C)
LcUGE1L-F ATCAAAAGAGTCACCGAAC 53.6
LcUGEL-R TGTACACTTCACAACCGAT 53.8
LcUGE2-F GATCTCGGAACCTTAGCTT 54.7
LcUGE2-R GGCAGTACAACCTATGTCA 54.4
LcUGE1-gspl CTGACTGGAAGATCATACTGCT 59.1
LcUGE1-gsp2 GCTCATCCCAGTGGCAATATTGGTGA 63.2
LcUGE2-gspl GCACCTTGAATTTGATTGAGT 55.4
LcUGE2-gsp2 GAGGACTTTGAATTAAAGGCAATGAACCC 61.9
LcUGE1-gspl ATTTCCGCATCGCCAGGTTGTCTTGCAG 69.7
LcUGE1-gsp2 TGTACACTTCACAACCGAT 53.8
LcUGE2-gspl CCATTGGTCTCTGCACATCTCCTCTACGCCAT 69.7
LcUGE2-gsp2 TAACATGGATGTAGTCTCGAATCGC 58.6
LcUGEL-F ATGACGAAGAACATCTTAATCAC 53.4
LcUGEL-R ATTGGCGGAGTCGGGTGAA 58.8
LcUGE2-F ATGACGTCTGAGAAACAGCAAT 56.4
LcUGE2-R AGGTCGGGACTGGTACCCC 58.1

1.4 LcUGESs 2[R 9 gDNA 7 R 45# 2#r

52 3 BT 1) b [ M 25 70 A i )
FhiE 2% RBNIE A BIFR LIS, Lessa HAI 7 N &
THEIR PCRIZO, HEgwAL P51, JLHZN ST oI
A MR AR AN R A I ERRD, RS
HMEF-5 Pt PCR J795Ke 34 534, #F% N EPIC-
PCR #; K (exon-primed-intron-crossing-polymerase
chain reaction)?+22, X Fh 5k v DUEIEH N & T
K BE 2 A MERAR TN N & 7 1 i 3 (AR e 230

Fil DNA secure Plant Kit #7 24 fE 45 K 41 DNA
FREGA T EL(TIANGEN  DP320) M8 5k (1 - - v
JEHUIE R ZH DNA. #3843 1) LcUGE 2& [l cDNA J
54 T KRS S5 O A R AR L, HE D
LCUGE Z:[HI4MNE 15 N & T I AL i, FIHAESH
BRI 5IYIER 25 NS T PA, BB b
i LcUGEL AT LcUGE2 2[R N &1, 5 Z<F1IH Segman
2 A5 K gDNA (3% 556 .

EPIC-PCR M fAFH 50 uL, 3% PrimeSTAR
Max DNA Polymerase (TaKaRa) 25 uL, 1F&[H 54
& 2pul, KWK 20 puls RNIFEFFJ9: AR 98°C
1 min; AP£98°C 10, Bk 155, #Effi5s, 30~35
MBI

1.5 HARKEGHT

SN PEHHRG FEM A 25 TR, FERE . HERR.
MERE L FE2F . M4 2K RNA, H PrimeScript™
RT Master Mix (Perfect Real Time) s #% 56455 &

(TaKaRa) & /i cDNA J5 #iBE 10 £, # cDNA Bt
4 —FikEF) 1 000 ng uLt, {H SYBR® Premix Ex
Taq™ (Tli RNaseH Plus)if 7 &k 1T 520 2 & RT-
PCR (qRT-PCR), LA Actin /i N 2L K124, 54
Actin-F (5'-GATCTTGCTGGGCGTGACCTC-3")Al
Actin- R (5'-CCATCGGGCATCTCGTAGC-3"), &l
LcUGEL 5 LcUGE2 fEAL 4 [ Rk 15 i

S B SRR AR 20 pl, £ 55 SYBR Premix
Ex Taq (Tli RNaseH Plus)(2>) 10 uL, 1E [ 5] 4(%
3)#% 0.4 uL, ROX Reference Dye (50) 0.4 uL, cDNA
bR 2 ul, K®7K 6.8 ul; 7E ABI StepOnePlus £
e EAAE B RN AR T A WA 95°C 30 s;
95°C 55, 60°C 30s, 40 PMEH .

2 25 R

2.1 REME RNA REZ R

FRHURE E A= RNA J5, F NanoDrop 2000 43
FECEE TSI RNA R A4, 6B ODogo/ ODaso
15 1.8~2.2, OD260/ODaz0 KT 2. FHER g bkt iz
HL VKA I RNA 52384, 28S RNA 1 18S RNA i
MmO, HRrERELNEET 2 (8 1).

2.2 LcUGEs 2 RFEfEF ORF XIE

PLLCUGEL £ X cDNA 55— 85 AR 1 H K
%2 670 bp B A By, 285 73 LA 3" RACE
cDNA F1 5" RACE cDNA M#5HR, S5 krmt54)
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Table 2 Primer sequences for LcUGEL and LcUGE2 genome
Elk7 FF 4 B KR P4
Primer Sequence (5'~3") Annealing temperature (‘C) Range
LcUGE1-W1-F TAATCTCGACAACTCCTCCGAT 56.5 HET 1
LcUGE1-W1-R CAAGGCTTCTTTGTCCCGAA 56.9 Intronl
LcUGE1-W2-F GTTGATCTTCGGGACAAA 50.7 HWET 2
LcUGE1-W2-R TATTATAGTAAAGCAGCGGTT 53.0 Intron2
LcUGE1-W3-F GCACAATAAATCTTTTGGAAGTCA 55.7 HNET 3
LcUGE1-W3-R CCATACGGATTTGTTGCAC 54.4 Intron 3
LcUGE1-W4-F CCACTATGTGCAACAAATCCG 59.0 W4T 4~6
LcUGE1-W4-R GCCTCGATCAAATTCAAACCA 56.8 Intron 4-6
LcUGE1-W5-F ATCGGTTGTGAAGTGTACA 54.4 W4 F7~8
LcUGE1-W5-R AGATTGGGTGGTAAGAGGG 54.8 Intron 7-8
LcUGE2-W1-F AGCAATCCATCCTCGTCACC 59.6 HETF1
LcUGE2-W1-R: ATTCTACACATGCGACACGTT 58.1 Intron 1
LcUGE2-W2-F CCGGAATAAGGACGATT 453 HET 2
LcUGE2-W2-R AATCAAATTCAAGGTGCCAA 495 Intron 2
LcUGE2-W3-F AGCCGTTACTTTACTACAAC 48.7 HNET 3
LcUGE2-W3-R ATATGGGTTCATTGCCTT 45.8 Intron 3
LcUGE2-W4-F: CATCTGCAACTGTTTATGGTCA 57.4 W4T 4~6
LcUGE2-W4-R: ATGCAGCAACCATTTCGAAG 58.4 Intron 4-6
LcUGE2-WS5-F: CGGCACATCTGTCTTCG 55.6 HNE&T 7~8
LcUGE2-W5-R: CACATCTCCTCTACGCCAT 56.1 Intron 7-8
% 3gPCR 5|9
Table 3 Primer sequences for gPCR
ElEY| 51 GikY) il
Primer Sequence (5'~3") Primer Sequence (5'~3")
LcUGEL-gF CTATGGTTCACCCGACTCC LcUGE2-qF TAAATCCAACCCAGGTGCAT
LcUGE1-gR TAAATCCAACCCAGGTGCAT LcUGE2-gR TAAATCCAACCCAGGTGCAT

2 000

1 000
750

b i 285
. 18S

& 1 RNA #2£HX. M: DL2 000 DNA Marker; 1: M-} 2: 160, 3: 2%, 4: €52, 5: MEES; 6: MEEE; 70 1628, 8: mHif.

Fig. 1 RNA extraction. M: DL2 000 DNA Marker ; 1: Leaf; 2: petal; 3: Stem; 4: Petal; 5: Steman; 6: Pistil; 7: Flower bud; 8: Leaf bud.

BT A PCR, /5 ¥ /7 4 Hf 815 3 LCUGEL K]
cDNA, KJF} 1531 bp. L LcUGE2 A cDNA
S HE R G A 635 bp (1R B, F IR
FERI715:45 3] LcUGE2 2[5l cDNA, &4 1378 bp
( 2).

ORF Finder il LCUGEL JJi 5 32AE (ORF) K
J A 1 050 bp, LcUGE2 3£ [Xf#1°4 1 056 bp, it %

TSI Y9 18 ORF X, 22l 45 21 (1) F 51 5 T )
Fr B x5

2.3 LcUGESs # X gDNA 551 72 B Al 55 #2047

KH EPIC-PCR #{AH 4 LcUGEs W& T, H
Seqman 2 3N 7 41 & X I, SRS AT
blo S5REKH, LcUGEL F1 LcUGE2 2[4 1) gDNA
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AR T 23R, LeUGEL KJE 2 11 920 bp, i
LcUGE2 K {4 6 544 bp, LcUGEL ) cDNA F
gDNA ] G+C & &5 5l 4 45.4%7F1 38.7%; LCUGE2
790N 44.8%F0 39.1%. K GeneStructure Display
Server 7£ £k #44: (http://gsds.cbi.pku.edu.cn/) 7> #T Lc-
UGE1 I LcUGE2 Z£[A (1) gDNA F1 cDNA 731 (&
3), " AR EH 9 MMNETF R 8 ME T
HEANMINEFKELF—3, WA LcUGE %
IR EZRRE THNE T

bp

4000
2000

1 000
600

200

% FH Splign #f45%F LCUGEL 1 LCUGE2 £ (R 45
AT i (3R 4), TS F 2R EZRET A&
T 1. 2. 5. 6, H LcUGEL ERMAET 1. 24
6 Kt KT LcUGE2, iU S AWE FKEL
LCUGE2 /e W& FBIUIR AL s BT R W, B
LcUGEL W& T 2 N AG/TG KM 2 4, HARBIY)
AL S5 AG/GT BIYIE N, X 53 I
KAESE UGE £ H B YR B A — 3, RAAF Y
PRI LA — & BT U) k.

4 000
2000
1 000

600
200

2 LcUGE £ [H 1) PCR #1445 . A: UGEL; B: UGE2; 1: H1[i] /v B; 2: 3' RACE; 3: 5" RACE; 4: ORF; M: 2 000 bp DNA Ladder Marker.

Fig. 2 PCR of LcUGEs. A: UGEL; B: UGEZ2; 1: Fragment; 2: 3’ RACE; 3: 5' RACE; 4: ORF; M: 2 000 bp DNA Ladder Marker.

% 4 LcUGESs %: [N 45+

Table 4 Structure of LCUGE genes

LcUGE1 LcUGE2
=1 AR Bk 7 v I v K : o . X
E:N‘O-J I':;]tr?)rﬁ eJLrT grt;; ?;(T)kn%lejrtltgﬁ Infrtﬁ)%s%on 553.%. fir E Iftrmorﬁ:;gﬁ ét(?n%leﬁz}t% Inizﬁrt):){)ls%on Eg.ﬁfcﬁ '5
(bp) (bp) (bp) plicing site (bp) (bp) (bp) Splicing site
1 2194 183 183 IGT 119 198 198 IGT
2 3760 50 234 AG/TG 1454 50 249 AG/GT
3 1536 136 369 AG/GT 1047 136 384 AG/GT
4 92 102 471 AG/GT 172 102 486 AG/GT
5 84 228 699 AG/GT 1257 228 714 AG/GT
6 1289 82 780 AG/GT 100 82 795 AG/GT
7 372 83 864 AG/GT 580 83 879 AG/GT
8 1039 92 957 AG/GT 429 92 972 AG/GT
9 - 97 - AG/ - 85 - AG/

LeUGED  HERunnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnfuunnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnnennnnnnnnnnnneouonnnnnnnnnnnie @b g

LeUGE? PPEREvmmmnmnnnnEonnnnnnnfriiiEonnnnnnfgnnpna
5 L . . . " 1

3

0 1 2 3 4 5

W #0575 CDS B Li/ i Upstream/downstream

3 Mk LCUGEL Fll LCUGE2 3 [RI45#)

Fig. 3 Structure of LcUGEL and LcUGEZ2 in Liriodendron chinense

6 7 8 9 10 11 kb

1 N5 Intron
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2.4 LcUGESs MIAEYIME B %017

HALEER  LcUGEL M4t 349 MEFER,
LCUGEL 431 3N C1714H2675N 4560508512, £ 75 5 368
MNET, TN 38.2 kD, 5 IE HLfi (Asp+Glu)
BH 41, 4 7 LT (Arg + Lys) ¥ H 38, £ HL £ 6.19,
B TEME A . LCUGEL T & i H & % (Gly) i %,
15 9.7%; HIUZ w2 K (Leu, 8.3%); L2 & (Trp)
5070 (1.4%) s TN R 5 20 IR (Py) RS - ok 220 B2 (Sec)
I REGE 27.80, NEREEH. HUKMEFHE
~-0.154, sEE/KEH. LCUGE2 # N4t 351 4
ZHEER, LCUGE2 731 & Ci7asH2713Na710515513, EL
T 5447 NEF, 4T iiE N 38.8 kD, A IE HL AT
(Asp+Glu)#H 43, i (Arg+Lys)ZH 39, %/
RN 6.02, JBTERMIEEA. LCUGE2 HIH %R (Gly)
%, i 9.1%, HER % (Leu, 8.5%), /b

SRR (Trp, 1.4%). Jonbng s i (Pyl) R 2 it
ZIR(Sec). Afaw RS2 27.81, NRREEH. B
JKYEEIAME N-0.253, RFEKEA.

V. £ e 5 or T FAATE 22 84 TargetP 1.1
Server (http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/TargetP/) 7 #t
O 40 e AL, T LCUGEL #1 LCUGE? [ 5
RN BRERL AT SRk 2 AR AR B, i ) AT
BRI 4 71 2, BONTE, WP INAHEA R
SE LT B Zebr A RN i SRR ) e A B

RERENMT ¥ LcUGEL M1 LcUGE2 51
PP REAT BLASTP [FIJEHE LT, Fl UPGMA 44
RGN . B 4 TT0, LcUGEL 5 2 5EF
(Papaveraceae)# 7% [7](Macleaya cordata)fJ) McUGE
YR AR, LcUGE2 5 5 RHLeguminosae) i 5.
(Pisum sativum)f#] PSUGE1 35455 250 .

LuUGE1 #%:#k Liriodendron chinense
McUGE [#3% [n] Macleaya cordata (OVA00978.1)
VVUGE %J%] Vitis vinifera (XP_010659336.1)

AcUGE A Ananas comosus (OAY66489.1)

AWUGES #I{3F Arabidopsis thaliana (NP_192834.1)

OsUGE1 7K Orvza sativa (XP_015640233.1)

OsUGE3 /Kt O. sativa (XP_015610723.1)

—

0.05

Kl 4 LCUGEL Al LcUGE2 5 LAl fEY) UGE 1) A SEitt (i
Fig. 4 Phylogenetic tree of LcCUGEL and LcUGE2 with UGE in other plants

BHR_REWTI  RHEL SOPMA K
PRSI, LCUGEL K —REEMIH o #2)iE(31.52%)
A (11.17%) « Jo FL 5 h (36.96%) A E fift
(20.34%) FAI i, o BETiE F& 12 R (1 R R4 M 1) E L
7ro LCUGE2 ) R &M o WR)iE 5 40.46%, p ¥
i 10.54%, Jo RN il 33.05%, EfHEE
15.95%.

LcUGE2 Mk Liriodendron chinense
PsSUGE! #i %7 Pisum sativum (BOM3ES.2)

AtUGE3 #)[g 7+ Arabidopsis thaliana (NP_564811.1)
BrUGE1 3£ Brassica rapa (A1180278.1)

AWUGE] #1F 3T Arabidopsis thaliana (NP_172738.1)

EORFEWEESH @i InterProScan 7E48
TR B B IR ST S5 IR, 45 R W, 7E LeUGEL
Al LCUGE2 ) N 3 UGE K s 47 () NADPH
LELIR (GXXGXXG), B4 1 4 = e A <y ek
(YXXXK), C &5 AN [H - F NCBI % 5 LcUGEL
HTLCUGE2 5 Rl & 15T, F£H DNAMAN #%
PEXTRIERR 7 413047 2 E LT, 455K 8, LcUGEL



%6 2555 B Ak ROk LcUGE J:[R 1) ve B M ZE 2 46 1k 3 A 567

250

i DL b
HH\HH ' !'-"'H“"'l il

50

o

MWWWWW
150

-l

i
¥ 5 LcUGE M) g &5k il A: LcUGEL; B: LcUGE2,
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Fig. 5 Secondary structure prediction of LcUGEs. A: LcUGEL; B: LcUGE2.

LcUGE1 .MTKN GEH A SSCIMIE 5 ] ) iy 95
LcUGE2 u'rszzcﬁ BTV SVE F ¥ 4 ) 1) 100
McUGE .MSKN ( 3 ASEIRIE X J E 95
TcUGES MS(N G I( SSEVRIE 5 I 95
PsUGE1 H‘ AS55C ¢ SVM F : 99
AaUGEI1 ccc-m ( SVE ¥ ] E 97
CtUGE ( E - E G 96
Consensus a

LcUGE1 3 FRSDS 195
LcUGE2 A QKAD 200
McUGE IYHSDS 195
TcUGES IRSSDS 195
PsUGEI v ICKAEP 199
AaUGEI1 ICKADQ 197
CtUGE IYRAEQ 196
Consensus €

LcUGE1 295
LcUGE2 300
McUGE 294
TcUGES 294
PsUGEI 299
AaUGEI1 297
CtUGE G ¥DGH V 295
Consensus dp glp““lzrp ggvavgr p 1 g dy t dg "djl')‘-’ dl dg riaal yxlgtg g sv env afe asgkki

LcUGEI E 349
LcUGE2 E 351
McUGE E 348
TcUGES E 348
PsUGE1 E 350
AaUGEI C 348
CtUGE V E 349
Consensus r pgda vy st ka el vg :mcrdqwnwa

[ 6 UGE MR B FHILLRT. Lo #GEM; Me: &[] Te: wIaI#; Ps: %it; Aa: Anthurium amnicola; Ct: JRJLE..
Fig. 6 Alignment of amino acid sequences of UGEs. Lc: Liriodendron chinense; Mc: Macleaya cordata; Tc: Theobroma cacao; Ps: Pisum sativum; Aa:

Anthurium amnicola; Ct: Cyamopsis tetragonoloba.
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