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‘ZEzZa’REHT R B, VoWRKYS53 A& B 6948 3 £ ik KB R A T ABA G % A B A8 A8 B3 LIt
chitinfe flg22 4 ¥ e beik F Fi A Ryt RiA . TTELE LR BM L L ¥ KA LG, VVWRKYS3 A
RagAnat Ak sk LiE; Ao PIiE S VVWRKYS3 A A # @ FER, %L, HHEKXHEF VVWRKYS3 £ T
LEZTAR R LT AP REAEN

XEW WNEH;, TTELE=38,; WRKYHXE T 29 EF 04 ARER

hEAHES S436.631.1 XEHS  1007-4333(2025)02-0040-11 NHFRER A

Molecular characteristics and expression pattern analysis of
grapevine VVWRKY53

DONG Mengdi'?, WU Jiahong'®, ZHOU Yueyan', HAO Bowen', ZHANG Wei',
PENG Junbo', XING Qikai'

(1. Beijing Key Laboratory of Environment Friendly Management of Fruit Diseases and Pests in North China/Institute of Plant
Protection,Beijing Academy of Agricultural and Forestry Sciences, Beijing 100097, China;
2. College of Plant Protection, Shanxi Agricultural University, Jinzhong 030801, China;
3. Center for Biological Disaster Prevention and Control,National Forestry and Grassland Administration,

Shenyang 110034, China)

Abstract To explore the biological function of VWWRKY53, the VvWRKY53 gene containing a coding
sequence (CDS) of 453 bp was cloned by RT-PCR from the cDNA of ‘Thompson seedless’. The molecular

characteristics of the VWWRKY53 gene and its encoded protein were analyzed using bioinformatics tools.
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The subcellular localization of candidate protein was determined by transient expression in Nicotiana
benthamiana. The expression patterns of the VWWRKY53 gene after spraying with four hormones: salicylic
acid (SA), abscisic acid (ABA), methyl jasmonate (MeJA), and 1-aminocyclopropane-1-carboxylic acid
(ACC) ; two elicitors: chitin and flg22, and after inoculation with Lasiodiplodia theobromae were detected
using quantitative real-time PCR (qRT-PCR). The transcriptional activation or inhibitory activity of
VVWRKY53 was determined by yeast system. The results showed that: The molecular weight of the
VVWRKY53 protein is 18. 1 ku, which has a theoretical isoelectric point (pl) of 9. 67. The VVWRKY53 protein
is located in the nucleus of Nicotiana benthamiana. The phylogenetic tree analysis indicates that VVWRKY53
has high similarity to AtWRKY45 and AtWRKY75 proteins. The results of gRT-PCR reveal that the relative
expression level of VWWRKY53 changed after spraying SA, MeJA and ACC on ‘seedless white’ grape
leaves. The relative expression level of VWWRKY53 gene is gradually increased after ABA treatment. Both
chitin and flg22 can rapidly induce the expression of the gene. The relative expression of VWWRKY53 gene
continued to be up-regulated after inoculation of ‘summer black’ semi-woody branches with Lasiodiplodia
theobromae. 1t is confirmed that VVWWRKY53 has transcriptional activation activity in yeast. The results
indicate that the transcription factor VWVWWRKY53 may play an important role in the process of Lasiodiplodia
theobromae infection.

Keywords grapevine; Lasiodiplodia theobromae; WRKY transcription factor; bicinformatics analysis; gene
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WAGTE 2R FE N ATz, RREENE
TERM Z — o ik 2022 45, R [ A A B A A
70.51 73 hm?, # & 77 4k 153779 1 'V o T AR
Xk, # A BT 98 F (Grapevine trunk diseases,
GTDs)TE A 5K 45 8 %5 7 X Z Wi AT K EACT I
E Y kA UL 4G 9% % (Botryosphaeria dieback) i
O A T R AR BRI R R
FH 2 A R T R LR SR, — AR Oy Tz i
Y A5 2R 24 SR 306 ~806 , ™ E I AT GA 10%6~20% ,
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thidea) " | {4 — il 1 (Diplodia seriata)'® W] W] &
6~ #11# (Lasiodiplodia theobromae)'™ A8 7] 1] &
6 — #1 W (Lasiodiplodia pseudotheobromae) '* |
Neofusicoccum mangiferae'™ Fl /)N #i 7 ¥ 11 7 ( Neo-
fusicoccum parvum)' . Geil & B, Al Al B4
Je T [ H A DR WAL F R BUR ) Rk o B
A [ PR 2 15t 9% A 1Y 28 A R Rk 1042 0T
N BT A b, ™ 5 ) A Ml o R R R
H AR T 1200 S5t T 1Y IF 5 7 ) 3 A P TR i e TR
f 53 89 5 R 28 S R Y 35t 1L A5 AL O BT X AT
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Bk PR RS 5 H A BE S 8 DX
1 R G A 4 S 45 A DT T 1% 5 TR 3% Gk AT 5 SR
FEME A2 7. WRKY 285 5 N 7 Al o i H
WRKY 25 # 3 (WRKYGQK) L 5 3+ 5 A & o F
Ui B0 5 IR 3 9 =X A T G A W -box i 53 14 45
A, LA R R s B BH s D B bR R R SR oOK
S WRKY 26 5% 5 R T 0 0 45 R R AR
NG 2 D E A 60 A & R E R SE W
WRKY g5 #3585 3 5o & A 14> C.H, 5k C,HC %
BEE LT o P ORI KR B F 4 o T~ 11 34N
ok B TR A AL 2 WRKY BRI 14>
Cys2His2 BEdi BL 7, i >k A 7 41 IF TIL Y 4 14 J5 4
B4 1A WRKY S8R 14~ Cys2His2 3k Cys2His-
Cyso TEZF FAHY) A JF B B AR SR, WRKY %%
sk PR - B AT A A A A 5 8 7 9 1 98 4 IR, e AT
5k B 4 R T R HEAE . Ik Ah , WRKY 7 5 [
T b0 25 FMR A K R (SA) K % iR
(ABAYSE Z R F RIS 5@ B0 5 S . BLrE
7 AtWRKY 70 52 1E H F /K # 2 5 5 38 i A 5 1 4t
WS B ¢ H#E M 45 B (Non-expressor of
pathogenesis-related genes 1, NPR 1) T Jiff i %% 5% A
T Z— , AtWRKY70 (8 %k & B 5 K%
T2 A% 5 % 3 3 42 AH O 10 o B2 AH OC 2L [ (PRO Y &
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WA LE-1-FRIE (ACO A FEF 1 h N KB L& N
3w G R E L B A WRKY ok R T
w2 SR R REP T, W AR ER VoWRKY 14
PN Y 208 2 BURUK M 5K W R A =, AR i B
i K% AL R ke BLAE Bk X R B R (Peronospora
tabacina) # H ¥y W& (Erysipheci choracearum) ) i
FPEIE SR VoWRKY TR 1F 3¢ 35 7] b 9 2R i iR
IRAR U B A ROk, AT R 1 % Bk PR vk R 0
TR B9 R RE R BT E . REE R VoWRK Y2 3k
PRLPE (i B i A AN [ s B b 22 5 3Rk O H
7 R T AN T TR v R R R R AT
A W AP 78 %5 48 B8 (Botrytis cinerea) X R B | 1 1%
gy, 3w R AR R 6 B T (Pythium spp. ) LA K b
T XoF £ 48 A9 T (A lternaria tenuis) 1 HT96 pE . 4E
RH % VpWRKY 3 He P 5206 J5 . L /K 4 2 F
TR 5 R IA 1 R O AR RE AR B o T
Xt 5 Ak B (Ralstonia solanacearum) B Pt P .
Hh [ B AR AR AR A I -35-17 ) VpWRKY 1 Al
VpWRKY?2 5 K ¥ & e K 5 #0755 &k, HAE
LT I T i S R 8 AT DA R B ik DDA AR X R
W B AR B AT VgWRK Y52 3
KR 5 5 33K L 1% KR R 400 R T o 2 8 Btk
FER S T X A B E (Golovinomyces cichora-
cearum) T 7 & 9 M R ( Pseudomonas syringae) 3
A AE Al DC3000 BHAEHT A1, AEIE I T H X I 85 9 #Y
by B M"Y o Bl CRISPR/Cas9 #4 R @ B
VoWRKY52 0] LA & 5% 3 DN 3 45 XF K B i 1
PUpE S

A 5T 0 R Sk T R
(RNA-Seq), tb# 43t T 0 7] & 8 — {812 4% 7 %
T it ¢ R S RO R N R Y 22 e R
BB, R 2 A WRKY He K AE 5T i Fh 5] 47 16
%5 k™, b VoWRKYS53 76 U9 & Fh g
JEE B 1 2R 8 S SO i R A T R Y 5.3, R
W VvWRKYS53 8 5t N 7 0] fle 2 5 1 A 4 % nl
BO AR . B, AT 5T 2o v B
% VoWRKY53, 3 Hooy 7 45 M e Ak 2 40 Jif 52
B 35 4 9E AT 23 A, T8 I R QR T-PCR A6 I
W HE A Z R R e IR OR T DL RO T R
AT MR, LU VVWRKYS3 1943 1
Ty BE WF 5% AN BT e A A BT L AP R B F R fE B
2%,

1 HE5HE

1.1 ##

ML AT AT B 0 7 B Ak CSS-01s AR LG =
GBS T Ak AR s SR | A A 3L TR T R O AR S R 2 —
ST AR R AR S s Ak AR AR B T T R
0, A 2 A RO T A T AR MRRL A B
MOl S B 5T BT i g6 Fe b . F Invitrogen 23 &) 4 &
JG 51 g SuperScript® 1, FE AW TR A R 2
(K DML LA Taq 2 4 B . SYBR® Premix Ex
Taq™ II. T4 ligase . BR il £ P9 UJ i .pMD18-T #k 4
& o JLT B chitin (R I8 F ®F 52, C9752) g 3£ A
Sigma 2 & , #i B H 1 f1g22 (QRLSTGSRIN-
SAKDDAAGLQIA , 4l £ =95 %) Mk 55 FT 75 51 9
M)A B ZEFCE TAY TR CEE RO A RA A,
K T B 8% 32 2 (Escherichia coli) B &k Transba T4
KT XS AEWHAREGRA A T4 i
SE LAY B B9 pCam35S-GFP # 4K | & T 1 ik
EHATL05 A& 5250 2= (R A7 4 T o W AL 2= 25 o 1
S 53 A 4l )

1.2 FHik
1.2.1 #F MAFREALE

FRAE Jiao % R AL 14 Jr i E AT PR Sk T A
KA A H T E T 26 CATRMEKE,
FOLM 14 h/ B 10 h &M FRFE 2 H o 2 0ld
WSS 100 pmol /1L 14 JI v R 24 i1 R HY g /K 4% 1R
1- 2 M 3N be -1- R B2 . 10 pg/mL JL T BT A
1 pmol/L flg22 Wit T4 45 oz i i b, DLsgit
R BUK B ddHLO 1E Ry Xt B4 5 BURE s 8] Oy 1 348 4k
HRSE B9 0.1.3.6. 12 F1 24 h, Ye M B H 2 WA
R 5 DR AT T — 80 “Cok A & I, f > Ak B ik 1 52
3o HE IR Yan 55 Frak (g R O T B A
fil CSS-01s W He 5% B % o % 3 4 4 B (Potato
dextrose agar, PDA) 1% ¢ J& I, 26 C % 3% 5% 48 h,
PERE—AFE A B A B R R AR BB R, 75 % L
FE Y FEAL L, FIALAR 5 mm BT FL B AR R A 2K
HpE] A i 3 A TS B RR 5 mm B4R A9 CSS-01s B
B s LhHEEFD R 458 R /NB) TE R PDA B A S % iR 2
Fp b BB IR B Ry 26 °C H R EE R 90% % R
16 h/8 h M = 85 9% )5 70.1.3.6. 12124 h
WF, U SE A S E T 2.0 em 35 BN RO B S B K 4
2 WA ARG T — 80 CLRAAA & .
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1.2.2 RNA#®RE cDNA 4 %

B R To A% T R A A SURE TR
WS M K, 2 IAHY) 2 0 2 1 RNA $2 B0 ) &
(Aidlab biotechnologies) ¥t B 45 , i#F 47 RNA $2& Bt .
FH 16 78 4 3 B W 58 JE P VKA I | R RNA A Jo
K ot M B JS i H NanoDrop 2000 ( Thermo
scientific) P & £ B RNA Ay £ . 2 | SuperScript
I Jz %% 3% 4 ) £ (Invitrogen) 6 B 5, ¥ 2 B Y
RNA F s 55 0% —%% cDNA, T — 20 Cok 46 K IR 14+
fE& o
1.2.3 VoWRKYS3 A R &) LA A M1 8%

5HT

W bR SR SR AT B A o A% A A cDNA E
S AR HE AT PCR Y14 BRI, 50 pL §7 38K R4 5
10X PCR buffer (Mg*" plus) 5.0 pl., 10 pmol/L 1E
ST 5144 1.0 ul., 2.5 mmol/L dNTPs 4.0 plL,
¢DNA 1 pL.,LA Taq 0.5 pL, #h 7 ddH,O Z 50. 0
plo PHEFE PR 8 5 95 CHARYE 5 min; 94 °CAE
P£ 30 5,60 ‘CiB & 30 s,72 ‘CIEAM 30 s, % & 32 E
W BEJG 72 CLAEAH 10 min, #F— 2K 4K 4519 PCR
PR 2 1. 200 B BB I L VKRS I IS L AT DNA B
Jie 4 Ak 5] i 3 ) £ (Qiagen) $5- 4 16 5L R F B [l i
SRG K B R B B & pMID1S-T 884k, e Jm g &
HAKE 24 8 WRKY53-T, 4k Trans5a K #T B 8%
A, T A 5 I R AR 5 0 A BR 2 BT 5
iE . R H DNAMANGSG. 0 % {46 VoWRK Y53 3 A
7 5 B3 B EE A 8 48 ProtParam 43 A 70 %
B T S5 AR SE T RE S, i MEGA
T R ARG HAER
1.2.4 VvWRKY53 % & #9 I 2 it 2 4

R VoWRKY53 2 K ¥ 31, 43 ) 75 1E 16 1 &2
0 519 51 A BamH 11 Sal 11§ V)07 o5 B 1145 5 51
Y o. b W 5l ¥ W53-BF: 5-AGGATCCATG-
GAAGGCCACCAAATAC-3"; R 514 W53-SR:
5-AGTCGACTGAGATGGGAAAATATG-3'CF
X £ 4> 5 A BamH 11 Sal 11V % %) . UL
WRKY53-T iRz g Bl i 47 PCR 471, LI Fr B
4% T 8, R BamH 1F Sal 1% H 317 XL
I, B il U = P4 A % pCam35S-GFP K 4
[vi) (10 it D7) 057 43 18], K 12 3 4 2R AR Ay 44 W53-GFP,
M H T IE 8 S5 F W53-GFP J5t ki 5% 1k & AT B
EHAL05 /832 45 o Bk ICER o [ A1 V% O 2 1 3% 9% L i

il e BE 43 5 4 100 mmol/L Z Bt T & fi (AS) 2.5
mol/L MgCL#l1 mol/L MES(pH 5. 8) 14 ¥T i 12
YR, 5 AT B BRI OD oo ¥4 28 0. 5 I 7 5 31 A A 4
FEAMM, 48 h 5 B T oL I R A 1 W B
(Zeiss 1sm880) WL If- 411 I& .
1.2.5 VuWRKY53 R B E#F R REET AR
T £ & ZF0AR G T 0 K A AT

M4 VoWRK Y53 5 H 7 1 15 158 1] 5 )l i i
PCR(qRT-PCR) % 5 51 ¥, iE 17 5] ) W53-qF : 5'
-GCAGAAAGCAGTCAAGAA-3', & 16 51 ¥
W53-qR: 5-GCCTCAAGATGTGTTCAA-3', L)
WA E MNP VOEFTy AN S 3 A IE 17 51 9
VoEF 1y -qRT-F:5-GCGGGCAAGAGATACCT-
CAA-3', Jx W 5 ¥ VuEFIly -qRT-R: 5
-TCAATCTGTCTAGGAAAGGAAG-3', # }]
SYBR Green 44}k , 2 B &5 42 45 A9 0d B 45, filf
F ABI7500qRT-PCRAXER EATHE S HEY 4 . 20 pL
R AK RN : cDNA B4R 0.5 pl., SYBR Premix
Ex Tag™ 10 pl., 10 pmol/L (¥ 1E [6] F1 2 [7] 51 #) %%
0.5 pl., ROX Reference Dye II 0.4 pL, f% J5 #b
ddH,O = ZARFL 20 pl, BRI ESKER
qRT-PCR (W #2 95 CHiLAE M 305,95 °C 5 s,
60 °C 10's,72 ‘CHEMf 10 s, P34 A2 NE I . e H
2 45N Wi VoWRKYS3 R A A X 2 ik
K-
1.2.6 VvWRKYS3 B X X B A #H 2 R4 X%

P HF

I EcoR 11 Sal THg VI &1, LA WRKYS53-T
kLA AR #EAT PCR Y1 | 1E ) 5] %) )7 41 W53-EF :
5-AGAATTCATGGAAGGCCACCAAATAC-3, 2
o5l ¥ ¥ 5 W53-SR: 5-AGTCGACTGAGAT-
GGGAAAATATG-3'CF 14 43 54X % EcoR 11 Sal
LEGYIF 50D o IR EEE R [P VoWRK Y53 (4 1
FB R B8] T 84K I, 4 EcoR 1A Sal T XU
Yl ik B 09 5 B A B, 8 Hf A 2 pGBKT7-BD
A AR 7] 1 il D) A7 A5 TR), ZRAS Rl A A DU 56 IE
O M IR o JF K H dr 4 8 BD-WS3. d%
pGADT7-AD(AD) Fl BD-W 53 % 14 it % 3 4% 1k %
BERE MR Y HGold &322 . FUR pGADT7-T (& R
AD-T7)5 pGBKT7-Lam (ffij #% & BD-Lam) 41 & At
X VR Ry AR 3K 56 B M X B 41, AD-T7 5 pGBKT7-53
(a7 F% S BD-53) e % 41 5 /E  BHPE X B 2H . R
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PEG/LiAc K A 21 4 1 1 28 e B TR IEk sz A 4t L
BEHA WA T SD/-Leu/-Trp B AR #7231, 30 °C
F AR 5% 4~5d. i SD/-Leu/-Trp WA X; 57
B R AR R AL TR 14 h, B0 R T
A, FH 0. 9% NaCLH#f 5 F2 W ODeo 1 22 0. 5, 3 — 25
B R WM E VAW E R 1/10 (1/100 A11/1 000,
I3 5 % % ) SD/-Trp 1 SD/-Trp/-His/-Ade [# {&
B B SR B, 30 CCHE A w8 B AR A~5 d, K I
RERA 75 A2 KA DL IR id 5

2 BERE5HM

2.1 VVvWRKYS3HE N
XL IO cDNA HE P AR H
B R B kAT 0, H DNAMAN 6. 0 %448 i il

J¥ )7 1 5 NCBI M i 2 2% J7 51) (NM _001281289) i
fH X & B, 3% CDS 4 % J5 51 K — 80, ¥ o8
453 bp (& 1), Xt VVWRKY53 % i & 3 iR 5 51) ik
500, 25 R WIZ e S F i 151 2 3L .
SIAT R BIZ R B SRR (R KO 3L 27 4, R
PR (D A ED A 16 4, #E 0 VVWRKYS53 Ky
Wl M & 1 . i ] ProtParam 7F 28 &k 4 i I 4% B
VvWRKY 53 4 ity 2 F1HFAF : VVWRKY 53 4 % 2 1
3 F A CrooHiz1sN0pr 0005 Se , X 43 F 1 A4 18. 1 ku,
e H 2 S (pD ol 9. 67, B F, VVWRKY53
% H I8 W5 % % (Aliphatic index) i 49. 07, ¥ 5 1Y 3¢
K M F #4 {H (Grand average of hydropathicity,
GRAVY)J& — 1. 048, N #5 5 48. 40, #fE 2 % &
AR KRR EE M .

6l

121

181

241

301

361

421

ATGGAAGGUCACCAATTACTTTTTCCTGG TTCATCALSATCACCCGCALATCCTTTTCCA
MmEGH®LLTFPCGS S K SP ANPEPTFP
CCAMMCATGGCAAATTTTCATGCTATGAACATTTATAMGAGTGCTGGTTTTGATGCCTCT
P NN ANTFHALNDNTITYTYTIEKTSALCGT FTDAS
GAGACCAAGGAAALMCCAGGTALALMAGGAAGG TCALALGALGATTAGALAGCACAGATTT
ETZXEZ KPGEKIE XKET GO EKIEKETITEREIHTERF
GCGTTTCALACGAGGAGCCATGTTGATATCCTTGATGATGGG TATCGATGGAGGALATAT

4 F Q T RS HVDILTDTDSGTE[WETEKT

GGGCAGAAAGCAGTCAAGAACAACAAATTTCCCAGAAGCTACTACCGGTGCACGTATALL

6 @ K|4 v K "N WNEFPRSYTYTRCTTYE

GACTGCAATGTGAAGALGCAGGTCCAACGCCTCTCAALAGATGALGAGATTGTAGTCACA
D CNVEEKEQVAQRLSEKDETETITUWVTVYTI

ACCTATGAAGGCATTCATACACACCCTGTGGAGAAGCCCACCGAGAACTTTGALCACATC
T YT E6 I HTHP VEZ KV PTEWDNTFEHI
TTGAGGCAGATGCAATCATATTTTCCCATCTCA
LEQ N@g@35TFUPTIS3

TiHE : WRKY QK [R=F 45 3 T RIZ  BEs 254 .

Box indicates the WRKYGQK conserved domain; Underline indicates the zinc finger motif.

1 VvWRKY53EE ORF R EHESHEERKF T
Fig.1 The open reading frame of VoWRKY 53 and the sequence of deduced amino acid

2.2 VvWRKYS53 R G # 4 H o #

¥ VoWRKY53 # A J¥ 4] 7 NCBI H i 17
Blast o XJ 28 15 H 75 00/ I 0 B3 4G K R AT/
& SHAEY T WRKY [RIVRSEF o R T 6 A ) 4
VvWRKYS3 & H & G LA, F I MEGA 7
B Z % 5 H WRKY [6 U5 8 11 H 6 43 07 944
ARG IR K2, 45 R kW, A
VvWRKYS53 4 1 5 #l 5§ 57 o 19 AtWRKY45 1
AtWRKY75 45 1 586 % ¢ & A0 T, A7 LB 43 0
54.88% M 60% .
2.3 VvWRKY53 % A #9140 B € iz

W % B AR 4K pCam35S-GFP Hl il & % 3k 801K
W53-GFP # AL & T 1 EHA105 8% 245, 18 % 3 )

W BE S5 0 S B AR AR R R Y 3R R 4 L g e R
ko HWEgE A8 hE , d ad BOn I R A W fOBE UL AR R
PR, VVWRKY53 F1 X% B GFP 76 7 A= 40 - /i (1) 31
20 M AN ) I 3D o A A 0 440 i A R 240 L I vh
Al W EE B IR GFP Y &% (65 )%, 1 78 7 5 W53-
GFP A i A A SRt v, A7 4 B A% P m] UL %€ 3]
g NAF S I s s E 5 5 41 i &
H 1 (dsRed-NLS) 2L (505 5 F S, I i #fE
VvWRKY 53 8 12 20 Ml A% 8 7 1 .
2.4 VvWRKYS3EFRHiEEED

J T K VVWRKY 53 S8 75 77 78 [ 350 0%
¥ BD-W53 5 20 ki fl AD 25 # 44 . BD-53 fl AD-
T7.BD-Lam 1 AD-T7 43 %I B % Ji 3 [\ % A Jig B
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54 VVWRKY33 AHG99400.1
AtWRKY25 AAP37841.1
AtWRKY33 ACE747719.1

NtWRKY1 AAF23898.2

AtWRKY2 NP 200438.1

TaWRKY17 ACD80361.1
AtWRKY20 NP 849450.1
VVWRKY2 AAT46067.1

AtWRKY3 NP 178433.1

OsWRKY1 AAF23898.2
AtWRKY1 NP 849936.1
AtWRKY45 NP 186846.1
AtWRKY 75 NP 196812.1
A VVWRKY53

AtWRKY 13 NP 195651.1
AtWRKY28 NP 193551.1

” OsWRKY 11 BAG98512.1
o TaWRKY24 ACD80380.1
9 AtWRKY57 NP 177090.1

AtWRKY6 NP 564792.1

OsWRKY62 ABC02810

OsWRKY28 DAA05093.1

TaWRKY33 ALR88711.1

OsWRKY76 ABC02813.1

AtWRKY18 NP 567882.1

81 AtWRKY40 NP 178199.1
AtWRKY29 NP 194086.4

4?|—|7 VvWRKY11 CAP08302.1
AtWRKY39 NP 001030634.1

929
AtWRKY38 NP 197649.2
AtWRKY46 NP 182163.1

64
492|_| TaWRKY16 ABN43183.1
58 OsWRKY45 AAW63720.1
IR

0.1 Genetic distance

28

66

77

86 100
100

R PR R BAR L AR LSS0 = AR i o
The numbers in the figure represent confidence, and the samples are marked by triangle.

E2 #HEVVWRKYSIEBS5HEMYHFH WRKY ZEBHNRSE#H LD

Fig. 2 Phylogenetic tree of VVWRKY53 in grapevine and the WRKY protein amino acid sequence in other species
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Fig. 3 Subcellular localization of VVWRKY 53 in leaf tissue of tobacco
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Fig. 4 Auto-activity assays of VVWRKY 53 transcription factor
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Fig. 6 Expression analysis of VoWRKY?53 in different elicitor treatments
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