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Research Progress on Regulation of Telomeres and Telomerase in

Plant Growth and Development
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Abstract: Telomeres are nucleoprotein structures at the ends of chromosomes in eukaryotic cells, which
have the functions of protecting the integrity of linear chromosome ends, inhibiting DNA damage and regu—
lating cell senescence. Telomeres consist of tandem DNA repeats and proteins. Telomerase is a special type
of reverse transcriptase that can extend the telomeres by adding the TTTAGGG repeat sequence to maintain
cell telomere length. It comprises two subunits, telomerase RNA (TER) and telomerase reverse transcriptase
(TERT). Herein, the regulatory research progress of telomeres, telomerase and related genes in plant growth
and aging process are reviewed, with the hope of providing theoretical basis for related research and application.
Key words: plant; telomere; telomerase; gene; regulation

(Life Science Research, 2020, 24(3): 252~258)

sk (T 2t AR A W G AR R i R
Yufa, e A, 2 # A DNA JF5) AR M 54
MY A% B I AR b A DG EE 1 BT A] LA ik
PR R AL SR T DNA S AL A d2 il v
RS ik DNA 70 A XUE DNA (double-stranded
DNA, dsDNA)Fl1 #.4% DNA (single—stranded DNA,
ssDNA), 5EARE GG s E A A

Wi B EA: 2019-10-12; f&E HEA: 2019-12-02

1A (shelterin), %5 &K F 2 TRF1/2 (telomeric
repeat binding factor 1/2) ., POT1 (protection of telo—
meres 1), TIN2 (TRF1-interacting nuclear protein 2).
RAPI1 (repressor activator protein 1)L} TPP1 (te—
lomere binding protein POT1 —interacting protein 1)
FRP, TRET TRF2 FIRFSRAESmAT dsDNA F1%4%
i# 1:f Myb (v—myb avian myeloblastosis viral onco-

EEWMHE: HR [ AR I H (31860079); YLTH44 & S M & 11155 H (20192ACB80011); YL.FG45 B2 5% & 435 H (2018-YZD2-16)
PEZ R X7 £(1986— ), B, VLEFEM A, 1+, BIEEFsE R, F2NFMA LT, E-mail: liulipan12@126.com; “ WIFMEH: KK
Hi(1968— ), 53, VLPEILITA, 1L, VLA R =Be e s it ot 51, FEMAFHMAEFF, E-mail: fxyu2000@126.com,


mailto:liulipan12@126.com;
mailto:fxyu2000@126.com

%31

PRy g T L B 7 e o N = L R 3 253

gene homolog) 5435 ) LKDKWRT 2 &R L ¥4
F8, DNA-TRF1.TRF2 1 ssDNA 548 1 POTI
Z[AI 3% H3E 3 TIN2 F1 TPP1 25 1 A SERE/SE %
TR/ F. RAPL PR IRE A2 SR
— ANy, 5 TRF2 AHTILAE, 48 sk
DNA KV,

- Z4H, Riha SFOHRIE T —FEET Sou-
thern blotting ¢ AWt S < B A A o FR A 1R A
B (terminal restriction fragment, TRF)J7 k. )5,
At s 4 BE Y 5 A AR AR R E, A E B
B4 W55 W (quantitative PCR, qPCR) . GE 96t
JFAAL 2% 42 (quantitative fluorescence in situ hybridi—
zation, Q—FISH) 7t 2\ —2% Y6 AL 2458 (flow cytome—
try —fluorescence in situ hybridization, Flow-FISH)
K B iR BE 43T (single telomere length analy—
sis, STELA)™¥, Hr, TRF J7 ¥k n] $ At i 4 X
FRE NS ST cdhe, ATS ORI g S sy 4 J3E
AR UER) . SR T A G T A 4 AR ) 4
T, AN I A5 skl 5553 P8 4 g s
(telomeric repeat amplication protocol, TRAP). TR —
AP-HR YL TRAP-FHK 2 322 W ff2: (enzymelinked
immunosorbent assay, ELISA)%D%E@%EEW%?ﬁijC
B &5 o3 B B (A 7 vk A H:
H ¥ (methylene blue, MB){E & G- DU {A 2L 548
ARZIC R i P N R VL€ Wy T e = AN
FUHRHK DNA HLHRE  Hor, TRAP 3% HUBUR B
G H E S PRGN A SORE X Sk i
iz it K AR SR8 PZEAR ) vh B DR P50t 5 i e ik
Friig, skl ) E— L iR S
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viphr HAG A P2 DhRg, &R LART 1k 3
EARBIRE A EL S, DL DNA & il i i i oK i
FEHNRZARN JLF- B A e S A 40 1 s oL S 2
H-E R R IT (A rabidopsis thaliana) vy 542
FFAN(TTTAGGG), ZH ", B2 K74 H (Aspa-
ragales) 1 LA B IAEA A 6 S N 8
ZIFHNTTAGGG),M, I ARST B, FYH sk
JFHVEAEZAEE . Tran SHE, 18R (Gen—
lise ) i) —SLWIFIAELEPIRINE 572 ¥ 51 (TTCAGG
1 TTCAGG), XA S 2 p A N HEAL ™ R A . it
A, NTEBZEREW (Cestrum elegans)F K IL T
— AN AR RS (TTTTTTAGGG)'Y, Fajkus 2517
RIS (Allium spp.) FWAELE— T 47 1 g

$7 7 5 (CTCGGTTATGGG), TES&AMHMIZ IR, B
T REAE YD, B FLHRLT 3 (Rhodophyta) .45 34 (Chlo—
rophyta) Fll JK 3 (Glaucophytes) 55 i 2 K HAth Ik 55
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—EWEINAEfL . HETERY T & B, Skl DNA
TE /NS Wi EE (Physcomitrella patens) W 1Y e J85 14 &
AJ 2 500 bp'™, FEMH L (Nicotiana tabacum)H 11K
FERT R 160 kb, 1y H7E 36 AL HE (Nicotiana syl—
vestris) A BERT 15 200 kb2, AEHsAR K BE LR
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81 bR (A gave fourcroydes Lem) 175 1A JE 75 % (A -
gave tequilana Weber)Z58 Bt I SRl B b, viighkr
K A0 AR AR 3E Rl 23531y 22.8~50.8 kb il 27.8~
37.8 kb, F3Ah, FERFFMIFPRII FIHE(Betula pen—
dula Roth) ™, AN [v] PR Y i) s bor 4 J32 d5 ot A8 A3
I 5.9~9.6 kb, fAAZYEREN 15.3~22.8 kb,

2 UmAIEERYLEH

IR — IR R P 0 S, 0 s s ) A
KANAERR A B O™, sk RELL A
BB RNA VRN AR, 78 drihr 100 5 S i (e
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s ar i R 2 PR G R 370K S A% A 2R
(ribonucleoprotein, RNP)ZH i%*", H.A v hi filF RNA
(telomerase RNA, TER)FI TERT P/ MZL L. TER
Hi 1B — KRR R 5 RNA P48 TERT
WAL IEAL R A T ORNT R — R A5, TE R 24K
iR ] E—25 43 N- K didg (telomerase es—
sential N—terminal, TEN) TR éﬁéﬁjﬁ(’l‘ R binding do-
main, TRBD) , #0355 55 55 i 35§ (reverse transcrip—
tase, RT)Fll C— % 4 4 35{ (C —terminal extension,
CTE)™>, Sk BRI B A BIMEE T RS 14
ey AU P R O I G e ) N 7 < P A
B B PR 0 i S A8 B2 ATL o o 2 B
Ui WL B A8 A Siphar e 871) RO G 8 (AR S hir
KB, ] PURME sy AE g (A S il R b B A=
HRPEE R, Y G AT E PRI



254 oA B

2020 4E

3 EYMERKEZEIERIRAK E N
AR T

TEMRA R, S K s R HAR A (Gink go bilo—
ba LYK E M E MM IRER Z . Liu %™
8RR AT I R B AR B 3G, s R B
ARG BB 5, T HAS R AR A 2H 2 b B (4G Ay -
IIRERLS I R SRR S/ IMEF- . BT
ST s BE S A A DG MR B AR, S5 Rk
W AR A B o b 3 AT DATE S SR AR K A %
HORFFECT4E . Si A IS GE, RS 4 A
[F & B B, AT itk 4 B S B A P AR A
AECHTR B, ARAT 4 P H$(10.,20.70+10 i1 700+
100)iki N 4 A 3] 8 AT B AR 1k(P>0.05),
fEHA 9 A5 10 A 23 FFE(P<0.05)™, i IR A g
R R A S5 2R DG . 2D X AT A b
Bl FFRISE A B, BAERHIE(10~700 4F) 3 m, it
J A RS PR S B R A BN [R]ZH (R
PER AL /N R ) ) i Rl T M A A 22
S, R VR A 2 2 A T R A s TR A
AR AR, sk S YEAE 4 H dem, RUTR
A i R RS P B R MR AR, A, B
N GFERIRAS (Pinus longaeva) TR L T Sk K
JE SIS AR . BFFER R, 2 000~5 000 4EHT
A ) R SR A R AR 0 i R K JEE G 400~500 4 il
100~200 4 By #REEAS, e B ki B R0 vk B G
PE SRR B BB SR, JT4E
ke, HCARR ol g < AR s it T 4 2= 5 8
TR R WA HRIE . Fan: AN (Pinus tabulae—
formis Carr.)viphi < B (A8 A0 5 F 3430 B i A8 4k
REFARLLEARDC), TR RS V224 5 1 1
T AR A R AR S (TAAHDR), DRI, THIRA ) ks
P R I 1 Bl 2 A AT AR AR, A
(Fraxi—nus pennsylvanica Mars. var. subintegerrima
[Vahl.] Fern.)f1 2 M (Salix matsudana Koidz.) ] ¥t
A RE kL B S M 5 2R AR AR A DG, (H I
A R A R P AR A A AR DG

TERY AR B AR, i i A A 40
SRS oA KPR 5 WFFE R 0~200
AERA BRI ZRA (Pinus sylvestris L)AIAS [R]ZH 21
CRIBEABI RIS T 02 ZE R A B B ) i
177 508, e i A< B Bl o 2L 200 A AR P T 3
PINDE F e s A NN iR AN o S |
IF, Z B B kLA BE 5 A R L A DG, TR

M (50~200 %) Hh, ZETE A0Z 0 s R B i e B
PIIE I 4R S 80, AN FERHE |6 — A [
HL LA PN R) oA AR B2 (R AR ] ZH 2R i A< 2 R
A REAATEZE S0, AHOCHFTESE Y 2~8 4E NS (Pa-
nax ginseng C. A. Meyer) M ISk K B 5 4F 5 5
AR, —Ii LAY e0H, K3Z (Hordeum
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AR, AR R sk B AR P Y 80 kb 4
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FAT T 2P ) 2R B TR M AR K
(0~8 LI, Hommh A BE S B 0
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TEPES, FHE T R @G 20 27 B o A RIS Al it
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BTG My, (EL T e B T AR IR IG & 7 o
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ISR A AN ZH 2 A

4 IRALKE R iR EtE X B E R R

s it ELAT Ak Fpm i S TR DI RE, Xk
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ToPRYEsERE )5 iEAR . ML TERT JE N A28 53 )7
Y TERT_Ct FI TERT _Cs FE4IH M AEZE L0 v
Bl K323k, T TERT_D (3235 7K M),
PRSI vy or 00 e i i SE DR (A ¢ TER T) 4 ) 2 11
JBT 5 A R 1 398 2 SRl D st R S e L, F
FEARE, ZAEEEEM R IT A P m Rk, 1
= AtTERT JERAIEHL T, B— b B2
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45%4 500 bp™, 73 4h, AREIT AtTERT JEH ) T-
DNA ZAAR 25 T H AR DNA 2 845 51250~
500 bp, FE55 5 R LUG, FHP & A4 B Ao A 4141
FHIRWATE, feZ2ef5e AR 1Y 3o R A5 s il 56 A1
XTI & B SR AR D . NPT (Ammopip—
tanthus mongolicus) e [ 3] 1) Bk g0 i S7 g I
(AmTERT)TEAR I rhJak iy, TRy h 5 4
FAR I8 B e T BOD A L AR A Am-
TERT WyRiE T T, VA AmTERT KK HA )
PR IR,

ik 25 5 4 [ (telomere binding protein, TBP)
Al LI g5 A B s b BE A i 2 44 4 vk
KIEMTIRE . BRI IT ki 45 & 8 5L (A TBP1)
AL S sk B 52 )78 TTTAGGG R4 &,
W5 B AR A H LA DU UFE T, e
AN A ik, RN AT R A b D BE TR 45
RAETEENEAS, MW GE, KRRk S AR
3L (RTBPY) AR Sk I B, @ik RTBPL )5,
IKFE AR R b B B A T 2R Y, (H 4 4R
PUGHAR A KRB 2B E T, 41245
Yo AR fl B AT R e

Ku80 J: R 7E i 3t i B 53 4 i rh #0961 31 i
R EE IR . TERIRE ST AR A2 H, Ku80 JER A
AR B T RE, AtKu80 A HuKu80 %87
APy i R AP T 1 A TR AR S 2
TEKAE T, RNAL A SE DR R AR R (Ubi:R VA i~
OsKu80) 5 ¥ A= RUKREAH L, 7EH & Je AR M 4=
AR G2 Je b A< 5 BH 2 39 0, B PH OsKu80 fE7K
FERRL AR A 2B A R T i b R 8 R s rh R P A
FHT,DNA B EEAK(DNA methylation) 75 45 i &
Rk R HEE EEMER . B A5 &I
FAIFEZ DDM]1 (deficient in DNA methylation 1)J5
TE G1~G5 fURTLASE I F 3R 58, [RIE b B f
FRfaE, (HAEZR 6 1RGO A BT, ikl K
LU 2 0

viiphr B v R BEECE AR 22 5L R R T 2[R 2 5 A
YA K R B HRE. KR OsTRFL
(Oryza sativa TRF like 1)JENGBRE, 23728 AR 0 b
B AT FEFAE B 5~12 kb K F] 6~25 kb,
UL OsTRFLY T smbi K B [, 29T &
M OsTRFL1 B R IX AR S RBUKREE
FEREFEAR H R BT EA RS B EEAEY) /N
BE T L ARAE R SRRl R v (R vk 4 B R e, T
AR S A TR I DU A 5 93 1~3 B S 22U R [

e, BN, 58 ARIAE, mrell rad50.nbsl .
kw70 Fl ligd 878 PRI shr K BEARAT BAs, 1 B IX
5 MNIERERS S T bk R R,

5 mfEEMRETESRER

FEEEMY A R E B A AT A R
T LA, AR DNA B SRR 43+
BERLAS DA SRR AR, 28 iR S Ui
FET, FURFIE 20 b A AN m] 3, RN kA
A, AR TR N, Sk A S AR,
IRt

Uik Y 728 B3 3 DNA #0515 5 )5 8l AT
SRR Qe A TR A il T 2
e — S A M S T v 2 AR G L, T S R
xR AR, 25 R AR 5k
DR Ay ek o ek e IS F DNA 5455 55 0 s
I S ] AR SR — A~ A s s e 2
OYFEURR, DR AL AL T A LR AR I )
1, SR BIA R R E bR L Z — o

Qe R DNA (5 T i e o R A PR B 2 Sk
PEEADL, S B S R R — 20 8 e o S 0
A R AR, IS B R AR E PR AN
Ry R S AN 22 R e AR 2 S 3R
TIRPIE AL, I A A s B IR T A R Y
IR, FERAMUAUEIAL IR, 00 A A R 2 5
DR 14 o EAZ LR S (R DNA 9S8 B MR A2 il
HERRAATER 2505, B AE R b B L 1 b gk
AN A S S R N, 28—
(A A A AR

TEAE R, T —A e B i A P A,
FHEE AL AMISET, fe RIS F
T AR R, R SRR
LTINS . TEZAF MY, T e
A A R 2 R AR 2R, T HLAE— 2 5
BORAMA R, I3 4 AR B A i A 30
HORIBE S, AT RERIAECTAR . NI, Z4EA4AEY)
14973 A= 21 2R A0 i FL A 58 R Y Sl DNA B 52 AL
PR AERFAIL

6 FEERE

Yo R ) R S k. DNA B & 4] M H AR
ISR AR, st 5 G (o A A s 75 R R Bl S A7
EEBVIRR, RIREFFE R AR 2 e N &,
TR KR E R DT R0, e il
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