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Abstract; NRAMP (natural resistance-associated macrophage proteins) , which can transport metal ions such as Fe™ |
Mn™, Zn® and Cd*, plays an essential role in response to heavy metal stress in plant. To better understand the
characteristics of the ScNRAMP gene family, bioinformatics methods were employed to identify and comprehensively
analyze ScNRAMP gene family which includes protein physicochemical properties, gene structure, cis-acting elements,
conserved motif, domain and evolutionary relationships. The results were as follows: A total of 29 SeNRAMP genes were
identified in the Saccharum spontaneum genome; These 29 genes were unevenly distributed on 19 chromosomes, and
contained 6 to 10 conserved motifs; The encoded proteins were all unstable proteins with no signal peptides and the
subcellular locations were all on the plasma membrane; The number of membranes ranged from 6 to 12, and the
secondary structure was composed of a-helix and random coils as the main components; Moreover, cis-acting elements
analysis suggested that SSNRAMP may be involved in regulation of stress and development by involving in phytohormone
metabolism; The tissue-specific analysis based on RNA-seq transcriptomics expression data of Saccharum spontaneum,
showed that spatiotemporal expression of 29 ScNRAMP genes in the leaves and stems of sugarcane at different
development stages; Phylogenetic analysis showed that the 29 ScNRAMP genes can be divided into three subfamilies (I,
Il and TM). This study can be useful to better understand the ScNRAMP gene family and provide significant candidate
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genes that respond to the stress of heavy metals in sugarcane for further study.

Key words: sugarcane, Saccharum spontaneum, ScNRAMP, gene family, heavy metal stress

HHE ( Saccharum spp. ) J& T B () —4F 4= o Z4F
AR E W, R TR TN Y W
( Monocotyledoneae ) /K 4% Bl ( Poaceae ) H Jif J&
( Saccharum L.) (Irvine, 1999) . H & —Fh &t
BRORIN C4 FHY), A AW 8K CO, fME SAK
i 5 R M )R S e (O #OT A
2014) , HEE 508 2 A5 0, A% MK F DSx E
1ox AN S5 HFE 4 K /N2 S 10 Gh (B an B,
2011) , FACERSE H Rt A b O 5 2 A0 Bk
PR 5 At AL ERE B 1) 80% (Liu et al., 2020)

NRAMP 452 R 75 B TR A B 4 15, L H 2 7E
“MERE TN DA RSN, L ixE
H R 1 1k 3 & A s B PR SF (Nevo & Nelson,
2006) , WHFL B NRAMP 3 [H i & 3L /R 7 51) 45 1%
B KRG AR NRAMP 3 DR 0 22 5L 12 5 51 AH AL 1
I35 K 46% 58% F1 73% ( Belouchi et al., 1995)
FEAEY R 4 @ i B, NRAMP 2 1 55 i i
s A A A EEAEH (Cellier et al., 1995),
Méser 55 (2001) X LR T 1Y 6 > NRAMP A i#47
TEEM ARG DAL BT B, 6 A F I R vl A 2
ANIEZ N, Hovh ALINRAMP1 #1 ALINRAMP6 {3 T 55 —
WA, AINRAMP2 % AtINRAMPS J& T-55 — W K it
AINRAMP1 & PR A YL R I o i 32 2 i 2R A
PERR s B, T T, L) e R M 4 Jm i
iz & 40 M 5t ( Cailliatte et al., 2010), Pottier 4
(2015) W 5% 2 0155 5 4 35 ALNRAMPA 11 T2 Bk 52
AR o P ECHAER AR RO B T X 2k 1) iz g
B A, B 58 $ 8 ACH i 3 NRAMP #5492 26

(578 il H FREAR S IR Cd I iz . A
I 1) NRAMP Z3 165 i b3 A R R i ek
n AtNRAMP1 7E AR " 75 3% 35 ( Castaings et al.,
2016) , 1Ml ALNRAMP?2 Wi 3= S AR 3R Bz FTAR IR IX 3%
ik (Gao et al., 2018) ; OsNRAMP1 758 F =K By Bt
(AR BB A K A A 5 A= A 0 s % i 7 R 25 v 38 D
%3k (Takahashi et al., 2011)

HE R EE A TAEY, 5 HAAEY) — el
Tl 5 4 R s e Il @, EE A @ TAEY A K
BETEENEN, 2 HELREE T W
Cu®" . Zn* "F1 Mn® "SR A K AT MM TR,
1A LE B 43 J@ AN Cd™ A Ph™ 45 At 1 B W A ) 2 1
R W) Y T 4 R 7 3 EE 2 52 P i ( Rosa-Santos et
al., 2020), ¥ NRAMP % (1 (4 S fE A 5% 75 U /g
7% ( Thomine et al., 2000) . 7K #§ ( Luo et al.,
2018) .+ & (Tian et al., 2021) . K5 ( Qin et al.,
2017) FlIiH =% (Meng et al., 2017) MY BA T
ZARGE {HE T H BE NRAMP & A #98F5E H i %
AHE , ASBFGEIE T H R E T 5 Fh o 2 B K A )7
H, R AT B 2% 0 J5 15 T 3% T RE SeNRAMP &
PRI G 1 WG G, 3 ok G R A E Ak R A | e 8 K
7k PR 35 4 43 A FAR, 1 Re R 0 B 45, LU O I 22
IR F GRS % |

| =R S

1.1 ##l
AtNRAMP F& R 5 W) 25 50 2K U8 T 0 /e 5t
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X E S . HRE SeNRAMP J& R FKG W) % 2 5 W15 B 400 1867

TAIR 04 P, T 4 5k PR 2 70k DR 8 SO A o 5
T http://www. life. illinois. edu/ming/downloads/
Spontaneum_genome/ ( Zhang et al., 2018) ,

1.2 ik

1.2.1 H ScNRAMP A B Rk ah %2 USRI IF
NRAMP %5 [ 7 9I4E 2 #1551, £ TBtools ( fR 4%
58 v1.0971, Chen et al., 2020) i 17 5 — ik
Blastp, f£ NCBI #£ 47 2 — 1K Blastp; 45 & SMART
(http : //smart. embl-heidelbreg. de/ ) X fi5 % 3& K 1Y
BAEW 7 9 a5 Wy W k17 8, T ah BB A &
NRAMP {5 4544 3B F7 51, £ B 1 9 B O H
SeNRAMP FERI K5 IR

1.2.2 %k 224 FI ] ExPASy 7F £ 8K 14
( https://us. expasy. org/tools/protparam. html/) X
SeNRAMP 3 N 52 15 4 8 1 (9 55 HL L 0 13 L)
IR B K OB E R EORIR VA 18 B4
FAL P B AT 4 7 S0 5 R SignalP v4.1 Chttp://
www. cbs. dtu. dk/services/SignalP-4. 1/) 1 CELLO
v2.5 (http : //cello.life.nctu. edu.tw/ ) 435 X 29 %&7E
I 8 #4745 5 JOR T 000 760 S0 240 B 7 57 73 # o

1.2.3 &8 =R & Mp M >4 FIH
SOPMA ( https://npsa-prabi. ibcp. fr/cgi-bin/npsa _
automat. pl? page =/NPSA/npsa_sopma. html) 53 #7
NRAMP % 1 By — 2 25 44, M i TMHMM Server
v2.0 (http://www. cbs. dtu. dk/services/ TMHMM/ )
ATz H AR R R B A5

1.2.4 & ScNRAMP & B 4% 7 A 5 | 4 M3k &k
B2 #Mey o4 5%, FIH MEME (https : //meme-
suite. org/meme/) FlI NCBI-CDD ( https://www.
ncbi.nlm.nih. gov/Structure/cdd/wrpsb. cgi ) £ I H i
ScNRAMP Z2 16 3k DR v i £ 16 FH AL E 452 o B ik 7
( motif) FNF: 5T 45 #4388, ( domain ) ; SX J5 , A F & R 41
VRSO, AT G 5 N & 5 KA oA s
O s B, FIH TBrools BRAX HEAT AT MRAL A3 47 .
1.2.5 H# ScNRAMP Jk B 5 4% 0 X A% A A 49 2
#r PEHL SeNRAMP JEIA 17 3 000 bp J¥5I4E N H
JE NRAMP R 5 3+ FI ] PlantCARE (http://
bioinformatics. psb. ugent. be/webtools/plantcare/
html/ ) XI5 8l XS AE FH T34 T 2047

1.2.6 H & ScNRAMP A R ¥ F &4k T2 iz i)
TBtools H | 45 G H IRE K& PR 20 1R S 1 5K 0% A
51 IDNist, KF 25 5 T HAL

1.2.7 H # ScNRAMP F sk Ao #t oy # s i IA
M AE MEGAX 52 i 22 Jy 31 EC X I SR HH 48 4% 3%

(neighbor joining ) #4 % Z Ge il (LA, FL A% 50 S 48K
(bootstrap ) & &M 1 000 K, HAx ¥ B M ERINS
B, B 7E 28 Evolview %X 14 ( https : //evolgenius.
info//evolview-v2/#login ) XF #EAL A HEAT 2 il S B
1.2.8 H & ScNRAMP R B o9 &k 541 FI & T
1) RNA-seq ¥4 s 2H RIR BT H BE SeNRAMP
FER B RIR B, H T2 5% 5k 4 RNA-seq K1k
T A T L A B (L et al., 2020)
i e 15 2 SeNRAMP Jk PR G2 15 1 53 78 AN [] i 391 A
] 20 20 rp i 22 1K 8 (FPKM {H) , 37 ] TBtools #E47
Ly LI

2 X599

2.1 HE NRAMP EHHYIEL 451

H T 1) 57 2 356 R 4] rp SR 2 e 31 29 AN H O
ScNRAMP R G5 W 03, e — 2 45 f) R B A 2 Joi
F 1R, HEE SeNRAMP H& K 5 5 i 5 () 4 FE R
SVETE 334 ~1 272 D200 E SRR K 3458 563,
T EYERFAE 55 000 Da £2 47 ; 25 S5 S FE B K 1
4.77~9.43 Z [A] ; KR B 53 A AN FROE 2R BOR A AIK
T 40% , RA 7 A A AFE REBUE 40% ~48% Z
[] s S 3 - Y55 K B BUAE 0.015~0.949 2 [A] ;29
AH T SCNRAMP £ (135 TC A5 5 BK, 7 240 M %2 A7 53
BT 2 BH 8 03 89 5 7 6 SR I
22 EAZREHMMEREHSHT

HRE NRAMP 25 [ 90 45 #6) F0 I I 45 44 40
W% 2 Fr7R . SeNRAMP LR 58 5 i) — S 25 4 52
A o-BBIE ORI 3 | 2B A B AN B A A A, B
o oM E L B, O 36.71% ~ 64.32% , B-YE ff)
BT o He A S5 /N, R 1.62% ~ 5.06% 5 45 1 58 1 1Y —
Y 25 K 2 R & S5, BRAE Sspon. 03G0024310-2B Al
Sspon.03G0024310-1A T (& Eb 91 2 JC 40 00 45 fh >
o-BRIE > SE M BE > B- 55 M Ah , AR R IE R LR -
HEUE > TG B U 3 il > 4E i BE > B-55 A1 29 4 T
NRAMP ZEJ5 % 01 ¥4 47 85 IS 4 4, gy 6 ~ 12
AR X R HEE NRAMP & 1S E E Al
At 5 HALZ 4R B T D e AE N
2.3 HE ScNRAMP EERTER  EHEBRER
LS

XFH HE SeNRAMP JE IR () R ~F 36 5 | 45 ke 35 f2
e SR T S I N B U O K 7SS e SR A
KB motif 1 & ¥ & B AR 5F, £ H F % 29 4
NARAMP ZEJ5 B 01 B AE 5 A B 5805 6 53 A7
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Table 1  Physicochemical properties of sugarcane NRAMP proteins
, woemsn (T RRERM R . s
HH ID Molecular SEH N . . . SRR S E .20 i 52 A7
Protein 1D Number of .0 ioht pl Instability — Aliphatic GRAVY Subcellular localization
amino acid (Da) index index

Sspon.02G0029680-2B 547 59 123.60 4.85 31.77 111.35 0.459 Fi Plasma membrane
Sspon.01G0005860-2B 516 56 346.08 5.74 34.63 113.99 0.541 JE plasma membrane
Sspon.02G0029690-2D 588 64 938.64 9.08 41.70 107.04 0.270 JiU I Plasma membrane
Sspon.02G0029680-3C 536 57 978.41 4.83 33.99 113.26 0.472 JiJE Plasma membrane
Sspon.02G0029690-14 538 58 034.37 4.85 35.55 111.78 0.468 JiJE Plasma membrane
Sspon.01G0005860-1P 551 60 825.41 6.28 36.08 111.38 0.464 Ji I Plasma membrane
Sspon.02G0029680-4D 498 53 799.21 4.77 35.72 105.48 0.388 JiJE Plasma membrane
Sspon.01G0005860-14 507 55 478.08 6.17 33.79 112.76 0.525 JR B Plasma membrane
Sspon.02G0029680-14 462 51 417.00 9.59 40.15 103.81 0.147 JiJE Plasma membrane
Sspon.08G0003780-3C 516 55708.21 8.03 33.01 119.05 0.572 JiJE Plasma membrane
Sspon.02G0021270-14 548 59 625.14 6.83 38.01 118.87 0.563 Ji I Plasma membrane
Sspon.04G0018970-2B 603 65 379.86 9.05 40.05 108.56 0.483 JiJE Plasma membrane
Sspon.02G0021260-14 546 58 757.48 6.59 38.89 124.14 0.721 JFi i Plasma membrane
Sspon.08G0003780-14 490 53 180.59 8.93 31.98 119.96 0.578 JiJE Plasma membrane
Sspon.08G0003780-4D 488 52 797.32 9.34 33.67 120.86 0.631 JE Plasma membrane
Sspon.04G0018970-3C 485 52 442.10 8.83 33.01 120.06 0.755 Ji i Plasma membrane
Sspon.02G0021260-2C 514 55179.28 6.26 37.66 125.97 0.748 JFfE Plasma membrane
Sspon.04G0018970-14 504 54 945.09 9.43 38.69 116.11 0.612 JFi i Plasma membrane
Sspon.04G0018970-4D 688 73 842.91 9.38 47.12 98.30 0.267 JiE Plasma membrane
Sspon.02G0021270-2C 450 49 093.10 8.07 34.03 124.80 0.696 JFf%E Plasma membrane
Sspon.08G0003780-2B 494 53 497.17 9.19 36.45 124.51 0.646 JiiE Plasma membrane
Sspon.05G0038800-1D 435 46 989.04 6.93 34.97 108.80 0.530 J Plasma membrane
Sspon.03G0024310-3C 717 77 854.58 5.02 37.10 103.07 0.334 Fil Plasma membrane
Sspon.03G0024310-2B 1272 138 326.42 5.90 46.56 92.56 0.029 Fi Plasma membrane
Sspon.02G0057810-1D 308 33 144.69 7.70 41.30 137.40 0.949 JiE Plasma membrane
Sspon.03G0024310-14 1267 138 008.88 5.97 46.07 92.38 0.015 Fii Plasma membrane
Sspon.01G0025840-2B 456 49 749.03 6.40 31.01 125.68 0.812 JiE Plasma membrane
Sspon.01G0061080-1D 458 50 027.17 6.05 32.71 124.48 0.742 JiifE Plasma membrane
Sspon.01G0025840-14 334 36 374.03 6.78 30.42 122.54 0.734 Ji Plasma membrane

2> motif 9, 4 Sspon.02G002160-2C , Sspon. 02G0057810-
1D Sspon.02G002160-14 F1 Sspon.02G0021270-14 & N
R R A 9 AR SFEE S TR 5L Sspon.
02G0029680-1A , Sspon. 05G0038800-1D 1 Sspon.
02G0057180-1D Hife /> fUA 6 37 (& 1,
F3) o PRSTIEE Y 22 5 ] BRI 7 2 L DR A Il B
Z eI e AR 2E 57

3 3 Xk DR 25 A o3 M A B SeNRAMP 56 I K
B S HNE T IFHNEG TR ZERBER(A
2~ 11 ANANEE) 5 TR0 FE PR BR A 572K 3 Rl 372K i
A EHEBIPEIX (untranslated region, UTR)

ok XF AR SE 4R B A & B, BR Sspon.
02G0057810-1D , Sspon. 05G0038800-1D ., Sspon. 01GO025840-
2B Sspon.01G0061080- 1D 1 Sspon.01G0025840-14 3X 5 i

B3 B PR SF 45 48 388 A Nramp superfamily 4b, 4y
24 S F I R 45 K 3835 K Nramp
2.4 HE ScNRAMP EEKRIRAE R THED 7
ScNRAMP &R #4625+ i 3 000 bp J&5 3
T X I A F oo b 45 R A 2 R, FE
SeNRAMP (R sh T L&A SE K EEFH RME
FHIC A%, B CAT-box ( 43 4 40 219 ¥ JC 14F) (RY-
element (B FHE S I 014 ) 5 5 30K I AH 5 Y
= 18 1 e 24F, B ABRE ( Jid 9% B2 Wi 1 oC 1) |
TGACG-motif ( 1] 12 M i 7T 4 ) . TCA-element ( 7K
IR N TG ) |\ TCGA-element ( A= K 2 i i Jo 4 )
F1 TATC-box/P-box ( ZR 25 Z W v o) s SIEAEY
JotR 3 A 6 BV T e, B TC-rich (7 860 0157 385 o 37
Jof) MBS F o) . LTR (AR &M 5 oo
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A. Distributions of conserved motifs in ScNRAMP genes, ten putative motifs are indicated in different colored boxes; B. Distributions of domains

in ScNRAMP genes; C. Exon and intron organizations of ScNRAMP genes. Green boxes represent exons; Black lines represent introns; The

upstream and downstream regions of ScNRAMP genes are indicated in yellow boxes.
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Fig. 2 Prediction result of cis-acting elements in the promoters of sugarcane ScNRAMP genes
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Fig. 3 Positions of sugarcane ScNRAMP genes on chromosomes

) .GT1-motif/G-box ,MRE F I-box ( & i G4 )
A ARE (PR ITTHE) 5 58 FAH T, Bl MBSI
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DU g5 LB | SeNRAMP 3t [H 2 i AR A ] RE i 1
TC-rich motif 1 MRE motif 2570142 5 H REM I %
ARG, 22 T e X B 4 W 1 i
2.5 HE ScNRAMP ERE BB E i

Yeta kg Mg R anE 3 i, HE SeNRAMP
FE) 29 S FE R BN Y b o AR AE 19 SRtk
Lk Chr2A AT 4 ADFEA L Gk Chrl B G2
ik Chr2C AL @K Che2D F45A 3 RN, G
AR Chrl A A7 2 AR Ay 14 Rk 45
A AEN,
2.6 HE SC(NRAMP XGRS A B

YRR T A HAR R A B AE Y NRAMP
FER R A6 OC &, g 1K Phmd o # F
B R KHESE S YR NRAMP F5E B 5 B 1k
WCE4), hE 4w, WA 3 A3, 0k 3
MG, W 1, HBE SeNRAMP 4 14 {3 B

51 ( Sspon. 05G0038800-1D . Sspon. 04G0018970-3C . Sspon.
04G0018970- 14 , Sspon. 04G0018970-2B . Sspon. 04G0018970-
4D | Sspon. 02G0021260-1A | Sspon. 02G0021260-2C | Sspon.
02G0057810-1D , Sspon. 02G0021270-1A | Sspon. 02G0021270-
2C, Sspon. 08G0O003780-2B ., Sspon. 08G0003780-1A4 ., Sspon.
08G0003780-3C I Sspon.08G0003780-4D) , 5 11 W 14 £if
BB EOK 15 AR FAREIT 2 A5 FK A 4 47
RN —%, WHRIEDH, HHE ScNRAMP £ 9
£ 1% B ( Sspon. 01G0005860-2B | Sspon. 01G0005860-
14, Sspon. 02G0029680-2B . Sspon. 02G0029680-14 .
0260029680-3C . 0260029680-4D .
Sspon. 02G0029690-1A4 , Sspon. 02G0029690-2D  FI
Sspon.01G0005860-1P) , 5 3 3 Az L 51\ E K 5 fi
BB HURE T 4 7 B 5 FUK RS 2 A 5 R — 32,
WEK G, H R SeNRAMP 45 6 3 1%, 51 ( Sspon.
03G0024310-3C . Sspon. 03G0024310-2B., Sspon.
03G0024310-14, Sspon. 01G0025840-2B ., Sspon.
01G0061080-1D Fl1 Sspon.01G0025840-14) , 5 7= 3
5 DL TR K 7 LA R — 32, IF B AR I A
AR ST FUOK R I R RL 5L . KRS AR T
B R AUH RE NRAMP 5216 1, 5% 22 18] 24 45 [] 5

Sspon. Sspon.
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Black asterisks represent sugarcane ScNRAMP; Green boxes represent corn ZmNRAMP; Yellow circles represent rice OsNRAMP ; Red triangles

represent Arabidopsis AtNRAMP ; Pink ticks represent sorghum SONRAMP.
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Fig. 4 Phylogenetic tree of sugarcane ScNRAMP
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Sspon.05G0038800-1D 13 ik & FPKM {H 4 0, &
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S. Seedling stage; P. Early maturity stage; M. Mature stage; s. Steam; 1. Leaf; 3. Section 3 of sugarcane stem; 6. Section 6 of sugarcane stem;

9. Section 9 of sugarcane stem.

IS5 HBE ScNRAMP H DR kK43 B
Fig. 5 Expression pattern analysis of sugarcane ScNRAMP genes

AR ST R B, ASTRI ) NRAMP & 1 F 904 8k
25 EIEIRKJE N 334~ 1 272 aa, 1 SIS R
K(4.77~9.43) , F W H 4% & H 6818 W A [\ A R
BIAEE . AWFFE T, HEE NRAMP & A FEE R
BI/NF 40% , 3 I H R PR 4 B A Y P38 5B K
ZHAT 0.015~0.949 2 [A] | 3¢ B HE— A 0 55
IKIEE 1529 NI 3 A A2 19 SR YLt fgk - gy
ik Chi2A F | Z, 6 4 D FREW G, 8 F %
NRAMP A BB A 6~ 12 S IRELE R, 15
SATERE L AR S HAARZESRE 1Y)
REAHIE N, FERZ5F 43T o | BT 00 % 45 L
BNET,

R 28 L R A R Y 29 AN SeNRAMP
FEH, 5KRE (6 A ) ARG IR (6 A1) Al L,
ScNRAMP F R Z 05 5 5% 0 850 W i 22 22 40 ] g
5 R 2R B 2 P KA o, TR H R H AR
h AT AAEY , oA A% Ak A v ) 4 6 R AL 2 4l
PR T R S DR 4 o A M IR I R
5K, 33 55 AH DG T At B 42 e B AR S 1 35 DR R A
G DR 2] 52 1) 0 R ) B R A 5 | e L R A 1

R INAEE PR ZE T 37 5K R WL 5 — 2K ( Mser et al.,
2001 ;Zhang et al., 2018;Tian et al., 2021; Wang et
al., 2021) . LA I 1K A 199 5k BRI 2H O /N 43l oy
125 Mb 1 466 Mb, 11 H 7 1 54 i) 2 [ 4 R/ )
IKF|T 3.36 Gb, Ak, ARG IT FIK AL S A5 A,
HRE Ry /AR T B R A R %5 AP85-441
2 H e\ 1A SES208 FRLAE R 55 & 15 3] i 4 A5 14
(PO B E A e Fh (2 5 08\ A
TR H AR AR ) HAT 1) ScNRAMP X% 1 51 v, 2
F 29 AN (BEAIYL, 2011; Zhang et al., 2018) .

BEPR S M AL e 4R 23 B, 7T ok R PR S 1Y
AL OC R $ it i ZEAK E ( Boudet et al., 2001) . Xf
ScNRAMP BE[R 454 73 B e B4 ] — 0 22 Jk 1) K 22
BTSN 7 e 5 AR B X B A 2R 45 1
FRIE, X — IR 5 H ALY R NRAMP 25 H 2K A
L ( Belouchi et al., 1997; Lanquar et al., 2005) , 4l
AtNRAMP3 FI AtNRAMP4 {14 3 (R 25 14 AR DL, 5 EL X
Fe’* ¥ A % 7 iz % A8 71 (Lanquar et al., 2005);
OsNramp1 OsNramp2 F1 OsNramp3 J¥ 5 1 F1RUPE R
64% ~75% (Belouchi et al., 1997) £ H ¥ NRAMP
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Table 2 Secondary structure composition and transmembrane

structure prediction of sugarcane NRAMP proteins

ik ER el
EE D a-ﬂlﬁ%ﬁ.ffi Exten- B-f5f Bl I(I':l_‘lmbel‘
Protein 1D a-helix de('i B-turn Ran§om of
( % ) 2};1;1 ( % ) (C:;:l) transmem-
brane

Sspon.02G0029680-2B  57.22  11.15  3.66  27.97 11
Sspon.01G0005860-2B  57.56  10.08  3.10  29.26 10
Sspon.02G0029690-2D  53.57  12.59  3.06  30.78 11
Sspon.02G0029680-3C  57.65 11.38  2.99  27.99 11
Sspon.02G0029690-14  58.55  11.15  3.90  26.39 11
Sspon.01G0005860-1P  57.99  11.90  3.35  26.77 8
Sspon.02G0029680-4D  53.61  13.45  3.41 29.52 9
Sspon.01G0005860-14  57.40  11.05  2.17  29.39 10
Sspon.02G0029680-14  58.01  13.85  3.03  25.11 6
Sspon.08G0003780-3C  52.91 13.95 3.10  30.04 10
Sspon.02G0021270-14  53.47 12.23  3.10  31.20 11
Sspon.04G0018970-2B  53.90  12.77  3.65  29.28 10
Sspon.02G0021260-14  55.31 1538 275  26.56 11
Sspon.08G0003780-14 54.69 11.84  3.06  30.41 10
Sspon.08G0003780-4D 51.43  13.52  4.52  30.53 10
Sspon.04G0018970-3C  64.32  9.28 2.89  23.51 11
Sspon.02G0021260-2C  55.84 1595  5.06  23.15 10
Sspon.04G0018970-14  61.11 1290  2.18  23.81 9
Sspon.04G0018970-4D  43.31 11.92 436  40.41 9
Sspon.02G0021270-2C  54.00 15.33  4.67  26.00 9
Sspon.08G0003780-2B  48.58 1579  1.62  34.01 10
Sspon.05G0038800-1D  46.44  18.16  4.37  31.03 7
Sspon.03G0024310-3C  47.56  13.95 2.65 35.84 12
Sspon.03G0024310-2B  36.71  12.34  2.83  48.11 11
Sspon.02G0057810-1D  53.90  20.78  3.57  21.75 8
Sspon.03G0024310-14  36.78  12.63  2.92  47.67 11
Sspon.01G0025840-2B  54.17  17.11 3.07 25.66 9
Sspon.0160061080-1D  53.06  18.78  3.28  24.89 8
Sspon.0160025840-14  55.09 19.76  4.19  20.96 6

B A [F]— WK 0 % 5L AE T RE T REAR L, 8 i
XTHER T2 KRG m SR oK 4 R T R
PARGIF 1 AT A B9 R etk ik T, rls 29 4
ScNRAMP I 430 3 WK, 16K
RN 4 S B AR R (5 AR ) L EOK (T
BB ) FIEITE (6 A7) B KGR, A KR
FELRE I A R85, DU H 7R ) 25 NRAMP W K %
M A 3K 6 A3 % 5t AT BB A7 AE 4 5 /K R AL RS O 19
NRAMP 2 A R A —FE R IR T RE , 1173 K
T B4 5K D REAE 2 S AN B K TR I AT BEAAAE

FE) I 8h T4 R AL Ty B ik PR 3% 38 1 45 1) de

& 3 HIE SCNRAMP EFERFEF logo
Table 3 Conservative motif logo of sugarcane ScNRAMP genes

B E K JPHlbRs

Motif E value Length (bp) Sequence logo

R R 8
mtz e 2 T U et el
motif 3 3.7e-453 34 #ﬁg&:&k&w‘m; SALVEﬂ@sa‘!
R S el
B ke
e B B el
T AR e
motif 8 3.8e-229 21 “}_L¥K A%E&g,,k;! §L§ 3

BRSO T BheRcE

motif 9 2.2e-206 21 —Lsi%\!xgﬁ fLLAgKQ§§li_l§
motif 10 2.5e-129 22

LN Pl ss

BT 2 —, 7 3 T4 A A B T e B 2
F IR I VRAE R N AL 8 X B DX
AEF IO H7, 7T LAAS B A 9 56 T 0 1o 4% 5 A=
Yy lirae sk Al A 9 B 38 A LT R T i e A
B N SRR A AP N & N T G
FHLE 0 )37 P F ( TC-rich motif ) 25 5T 4 18] (49 41 H.
Y TG U 2% 169 AR 081 45 ) 246 o i 37 1T o) 2 4
JEI G, X 5 KR NRAMP 3K % %] JA  ABA %
VIR T R 4 R I XoF o T TR A G | A B B LA S
& JE BT, NS 504 169 B A8 5 W — 3 ( Zhou et
al., 2004) ., 7E Xt H 1 SeNRAMP F: K 1% 3 000
bp XA 5T & 30, B O3 Hf K 43 15 15 A 2K i e e
BT (TGACG-motif ) Fl1 4=+ 38 1 7 IC A ( TGA-
element) , FEWTiZFE I 6 A dE AL 72 n] GE B A
S A KR BT W e AH O B T BB HOE
ScNRAMP K& Bl 1) 3¢ ik H A H Uk = 1, H e
ScNRAMP J: A 32 B AE Fe o A UM 4 B h & 35,
Sspon. 01G0025840-2B FlI Sspon. 01G0061080-1D 2
A AR 2 28 B 1 R 2K rp A Rk B
T H AR, X 4% B 301 4% 20 20 3R A 0 5L R
Mr& B, &K% B 5 ¥ B MBS, ABRE 1 TCA-
element 55 55 10 2 W W AH ¢ AR FH ook, #EDI H: =
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M 17,

HTHI, NRAMP 3: K 28 J5 AF 2% 5. (Ishida et al.,
2018) K& (Qin et al., 2017) FIH ¥ %3 52 ( Meng
et al., 2017) F4FEY FEW 2%, BT H
FEAE A EE AR E Y M BEIREY) , R R E R E )
FEHRRA L 4 NI RFEIKE 48 Bhaa i H
TP B S B MR IS, T SeNRAMP 25 3 R K ik
USSP g = el S e a3 il 9 DS RV O N T B U S
Sof HREE T35 mh 29 4> SeNRAMP 55K 515 i 1 4
FER L AT , A R T BB H RE SeNRAMP JE B 51
ifie, I A HRER 43 B Rh U HOZ NN 4 s A
FIRFFE PRt T S B A e S N
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