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Abstract

The MAPK gene family is widely involved in various life processes in the cells of living organisms
and is associated with the response of organisms to environmental stresses. However, the me-
chanism of MAPK action in Daphnia magna exposed to Nano cerium dioxide (nCeO3) is still un-
clear. Herein, we used bioinformatics methods such as BLAST, HMM and SMART to identify MAPK
gene family members in the Daphnia magna genome, and analyzed the physicochemical proper-
ties, chromosomal localization, structural domains, conserved motifs, and phylogenetic relation-
ships of individual MAPK genes in Daphnia magna. The MAPK gene family encodes proteins with
sequence lengths of 361~1546 aa, molecular weights of 38.93~77.02 kDa, and isoelectric points in
the range of 5.3~9.51. Twelve MAPK proteins have the S_TKc structural domain and four conserved
motifs. Phylogenetic analysis showed that the 14 MAPK genes of Daphnia magna belonged to four
subfamilies, and the gene sequences were highly conserved during evolution. The expression of
seven MAPK genes, DmMAPK-p38b, DmMAPK4, DmMAP2K4, DmMAP3K4, DmMAP3K7, DmMAP3K11,
and DmMAP4KS5, was highly significantly up-regulated in Daphnia magna compared with the con-
trol group after 48 h of exposure to 50 and 150 mg/L nCeO:. The results suggest that members of
the MAPK gene family are associated with the stress response of Daphnia magna to nCeO; expo-
sure. This study provides a scientific reference for assessing the potential toxicity of nanomate-
rials to aquatic organisms.
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1. 5l

KAl (Nano cerium dioxide, nCeQy) &t b 7= i K HI & J@ Sk gk ki 2 —, & 2050 4
AR EAE 1 GNE[1]. BERE IR St R BB FIB AR BT 2R, T2 N T
W BEUE. PRZGEESUIE[2] [3]. nCeO, fEAE = FIME A REH, @i TOVEK, BB ISR AR
H, TEY TILL A W AR B AROKAE . nCeO, MURLIE I K AR AR M R B BRI A R K AR AR AR, IR
ESEEAKEAEMEN, THOKEEYNEE . RREAWSEABERE, KA KIS RS
ST R TR fEE 4] [5] [6]. 5 mg/L ) nCeO, AT #if] F 2F35 (Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata) ) 4=
[7]. ##%T 400 mg/L nCeO, 2> FFHE 1 o (Danio rerio) I fiaE T, WAL F B R A(EREE, MR
BT 2R 2P0 55 3 nm Bgn[8]. & B8 Eor nCeO, Ae 75 T KB iR AN HE I %)) HL (Chironomus  ripa-
rius) DNA $i15, HABETFHE9]. EHFKRIT nCeO, EH KL BBRLM /KA. BiEEHE. &£
B B3 N S A A A D

24 54 JEEAL B 1108 (mitogen-activated protein kinase, MAPK) & —Fh £ LA HESH AT HES I 2
FEAE, ARG AR o FEOR 51 R 22 S IR 75 2 R B N [10]. MAPK R 5% i A MAPK S B
FE(MAP Kkinase kinase kinase kinase, MKKKK, MAP4K). MAPK i (MAP Kinase kinase kinase,
MKKK, MAP3K). MAPK #ififf(MAP kinase kinase, MKK, MAP2K)#1 MAPK (MAP kinase). 7£ 552 38

ik
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X4 MAPK BEAEM VBT, SERIA B MMM A K., SMS LA e, RN EENa[11] [12].
M HH(Phallusia mammillata) IRIG7E =T # 8& 55 T, B4 250K FE 1S 51(0.5~10 mM), #E G 1 (1) MAPK
WRERAL KT 23 A%, SEUFRIRNG & & 9 [13]. 144 (Cyprinus carpio) /ST #FE T BE%5 254k
JE ()38 1 (1.16~111.6 pg/L), MAPKp38 fll ERK m3KiA, i MAPK/NF-kB/TNF-o i@, K T RIER
Ni[14]. H5L0E DI (Mytilus galloprovincialis) ifil 4 i 45 i 7] 5% 28 72 HU B 77 = & AR, 5 80l 40 i 7 g 1
RGN, KARRGRE, B ANmifg. AT, =SUEXT AN B PE 0N 5 MAPK B (1% /6 HIAH
J[15]. 7 E S R I e iR IR U1 (Bathymodiolus azoricus) M40 A A & B MAPKp38 F: [ i £,
Z 5 7R VUK PUAH A 1R G % ML [16] . ml v i 4 5 B J8 4L (1) Hh 42 4% 2% & (Eriocheir  sinensis) Ifil 41 g H
ESMAPKK ZEE ] mRNA 7K-F H LB 21 3205, $278 MAPKK JER RIS 5 T vh AR B0 8 B8 1) 0 1 o s
M RE[17]. DR T 4 mo/L MEFMEA 0.5 mo/L RAREREE T, H&E SR %M ERK. MAPKp38
Al Akt FER BRI, SEmBE D1 PISK/AKt Al MAPK 15 Sk, SEOESMAKEEAR, 0ENIE
PRI, REE T, & 0™ =) DNA $45[18] [19] [20] [21].

K AL (Daphnia magna) & 7EVR /KK L /NEL R s, FEA L iz oA, RIRKAES RS
BV GBI [22]. T AR, B0, FR . 5 T8AME, B HEKESTER
M AE[23] [24] [25]. RAVE BT TYUREEE. GPKREMER. GIKEAEE 48 h J5, FIXTHRZ1AH
Et, iRz, BEEACIAN DNA & RS AH O IR R e s A W R [26] . 0.8 pg/L 9K B % 24 h BR
KRR A B AIE 55 53242 [27]. 0.06 mg/L 49K EALEr 48 h S35 7 KA LT FiEEE R FRIE T
P, difE Ca® RaSHIR, JHILBEMIRIAPHK[28]. SRTfI, XFT nCeO, %% T KM MAPK i [H ik it i
(AR 2 A I A ILARGE « IR, ASSCRIF] BLAST Ex s HMM A5 25 A 45 I 2 0 43 1 K RS 3 MAPK
BRI GRS A RS B A KR 2 L S 4R AL, B SRR SOk e & PCR 3 (q-PCR)H:
RA3HT nCeO, F: 5 T KA MAPK B[R {2z, DU %S e JE K R AR 7t 1 22 15 nCeO, %k 2 T K ALK
HUAA 7 380 2 7 F) S e K], it — 2 ] B nCeO, 2 72 %o KA () # M RS R IR 2 B 2

2. M5 A%
2.1. KEE MAPK EEFFFISHT

M NCBI T # KA 3 3 R 4 #5095 (ASM2063170v1.1), #4T Blast-search, 3K75 ] Atk MAPK &3
FZFE41, M Pfam (http:/pfam.xfam.org/)+ F# 7 MAPK 45 #ik ) HMM #£% (PFO0069. PF07714), #]
I HMM BRI HEE ) MAPK #4711 5], FEiE3d SMART K43k (http://smart.embl-heidelberg.de/) i3k 47 45 #4
oo, A B A& A MAPK X & & B 45 M 3 M 57 4 . 8 i ExPASy % #F FE
(https://www.expasy.org/protparam) 4[] ProtParam . ELXf DmMAPK & [l 5% e i3k 47 AL 5 57 16 20 7 o
MEMES5.5.4 (https://meme-suite.org/meme/tools/meme) A+ 43 #T MAPK & H i i i IR 7 37, fek
BIZEw e N 10, HESECRNEIME, 4E3i, H TBtools #H4T T &M ¥4k . H MEGAT &
£[29], 1%+ Alignment by ClustalW 347 /7 41 LT, 4 H <5822 (Neighbor-joining method) 4 22 4t & AE 4,
B¢ )i Al Chiplot [% 35 (https://www.chiplot.online) % i #3475 1 o

2.2. SEREEhIANZSHAL TR

R EESR BRI T 4 KA USRI . S BERE FR AR R b e BT AL ) 26 =8
fERERT A, Pk FISUKAE 1L BEM PR

REGEIP N =M, —HANIRA, SN2 AR . 25 PR R 8 73 79 B 5 T 50. 150 mg/L
IR Z nCeO,. FRAE 3 NEE, FAEERM P 100 R KA. Jy 7 G KR s s i s

DOI: 10.12677/ams.2023.104031 308 PR EERTI


https://doi.org/10.12677/ams.2023.104031
http://pfam.xfam.org/
http://smart.embl-heidelberg.de/
https://www.expasy.org/protparam
https://meme-suite.org/meme/tools/meme
https://www.chiplot.online/

iKEE 2%

gE 9L, SEOGHAMRIANEEME . 24 1 48 h JE A7 00 IR B3 2 A ON. 1.5 ml .0, /K9, BRAT BIREUK
o, T HEECRE S RNA,

2.3. RNA HU{RER R R ¥
TN E G 45 HIE KBRS RITEDK EHRFERTE Trizol VR (CE DAY TRE, Lilg)Hhadk, &y

7K s

by B0, VEBSEREZ G, SRBOR E KANE S RNA, £ 1.2%3 iE Bkt B RNA et fi
R ERIERAE YA B Evo M-MLV RT Kit with gDNA Clean for qPCR i KB ) 51 RNA HHT SO 5% .

2.4, SERPRYEEE PCRME

F1 NCBI-Primer % 1H K2R MAPK JEEE 50 i 02 7 S KR e 4 514, T qPCR B 31N &
1Hiw. 5l HAE T A TRE(E#R) S K. £ Applied Biosystems™ 7500 (¢ #8#£17 qPCR, M 4&f4F: 95°C

305,95C 5560°C 305,40 MiEHr. LA Beta-actin 1 4 N S [K] . K73 Beta-actin 514 )\ STk 51 H[30],
R 2728 MAPK 38 AR 25 & .

Table 1. Primers for g°PCR
5 1.qPCR Ef 35149

X Gene 51 499(5'—3") Forward primer 514 (5'—3') Reverse primer
Beta-actin CCCCATTTATGAAGGTTACGC CCTTGATGTCACGGACGATTT
DmMAPK-p38b TCATGGACAAGATTAGCAGCG TTCGGCGTTAATTCGCTTGT
DmMAPK1 TGGCATGGTTGTGTCTGCTT TGTGCGTTGACAGTAGGTCT
DmMAPK?2 GCTGCTGAGGTAATGCGAGA CCATCCAAGCCTGGTGAAGA
DmMAPK4 ACCGGATGAAGGTACACAACA AGTTTGCCAGTAGTATTTCTCTGA
DMmMAP2K1 TACCCTATTCCGCCACCTGA CTCCTCCGGGAAATTGGCTT
DMmMAP2K3 TTCTTGGTACGCCATGCACA TTGTCTTGAGCTCCTCGCTG
DMmMAP2K4 AGCGAAGCAGACTGAGACCT GCAGGTCTTCCGCTGTGAA
DmMAP2K7 CCAACAGACGTCCAGCTGAT CGTTGTGAGACTGGTCGGAA
DmMAP3K4 GACGATGCAATCCTGCGTTC CGCCTAGCCGACAGATGAAT
DMmMAP3K7 CAACATGCCCGGTCAAGAAC TCTCAACGACGGATGCAACA
DmMAP3K11 TCATGGACAAGATTAGCAGCG TTCGGCGTTAATTCGCTTGT
DMMAP3K13-A GTCGATGTGAACCACCCACT GACTGGACTACACCTGACGC
DmMAP3K15 CAATCTCGCTGGTGGTGAGT GGCTTCGAGCTGTTTACCCT
DMmMAP4KS5 GCAACGCCAAACGGTATCTT ATTCCACGAATAGATACAACAACAA
2.5. WIS

f# ] Excel (T-test 4546 ) 73 B %S HEZH AT nCeO, ALBEZH K Y MAPK JE K KGRI RIE Z 5+ T sL ek
M 3MAEMER, P<0.05 NERAGIEEN, P<0.01 AERIILEE.

3. &R
3.1. K&E MAPK EFEFRIEEKERD

£ IET BLAST Ebxt#E4T KAYRR ) 4 FE R 4 ik, 454 HMM FEAYRT SMART 0S4 (S T H % 5
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WK %

ORI 14 A~ MAPK JERI KRR 51 . WX 14 AN BRI s, AR T “DFha e w4 s + &
K4 + Her” fra, BURANE R T iEY R4 Daphnia magna P3N AR B 28 “Dm” , #5452 MAPK
A4 T, HIER NCBI $iE ZE HACRANE MAPK JE K 5% W B2 i 8w, 40 DmMMAPK,
DMMAP2K1. KA 14 > MAPK F: PR 50 pi 1 8 ot R BEALPE BURFAE L2 200X 14 AR5 A TR
R 1~7 A1 10 525 8 Zyetafk b, Hhs 7 Sk Lol MAPK REFERAKRS, H
DMMAP2K3. DmMMAP2K4 1 DMMAP2K7 %5 3 M. MAPK J:PH 5% i iR 8 117 A1 PV L
361~1546 aa. FLH DMMAPK-p38b # % & N /M MAPK B[, HA 361 MEERR, 1M K1 MAPK
EEE DMMAP3KA4, A 1546 NMEIERR . KR MAPK LR SR A B AR TRk, JaEA
38.93~177.02 kDa, H.55 Hi s (¥ H] 9 5.3~9.51, £ A B 73 1 HIANER E R 2436 I 4 34.50~74.07, DMMAPK2.,
DmMMAPK4. DmMAP2K1 % 11 M NAFEE®E A, DMMAPK-p38b. DmMMAPKL1. DmMAP2K3 A& e &

E|

o

Table 2. Physicochemical characterization of members of the MAPK gene family in Daphnia magna
2. KBIE MAPK EERI& AL R IR HHIE

Gene Gene ID Location Amiono acid X Theoretical pl index
DmMAPK-p38b LOC116919171 LG3 361 41.21 5.30 39.25
DmMAPK1 LOC116919859 LG1 366 42.55 6.03 34.50
DmMAPK2 LOC116924800 LG6 365 41.46 7.58 54.93
DmMAPK4 LOC116936077 LG2 749 85.78 7.46 47.61
DmMAP2K1 LOC116936587 LG1 430 47.41 6.43 53.98
DmMAP2K3 LOC116927380 LG7 344 38.93 8.34 38.4
DmMAP2K4 LOC116926805 LG7 388 43.96 6.35 58.26
DmMAP2K7 LOC116927923 LG7 802 88.37 9.51 74.07
DmMAP3K4 LOC116917026 LG2 1546 177.02 6.30 58.45
DmMAP3K7 LOC116931562 LG10 711 80.49 6.40 62.90
DmMAP3K11 LOC116920865 LG4 1233 135.03 8.34 50.67
DmMAP3K13-A LOC116921402 LG4 640 72.56 7.55 55.54
DmMAP3K15 LOC116922300 LG5 1359 153.11 5.71 52.13
DmMAP4K5 LOC116932806 LG10 890 99.19 6.85 51.26

3.2. KEE MAPK EEZRER REHSHE D

EHH SMART #F 04 MAPK & EIIZ IR 1), KIKARE MAPK Jk K 5% i R
DMMAPK1. DmMAPK2 % 12 M A #RE A S _TKe 45#i%, DmMMAPK4 4 STYKc #1 CASC 4i#4yi,

DMMAP3K11 4 SH3 1 TyrKc &5, ¥ FIH MEME HLHURBLIR 14 4~ MAPK H: R 55 i 3 8 15
FP 5 FRAELE AR SE L P, T MAPK 3 [R5 i A P s e 45w AN A 85, i 44 54 motif 1~motif
10 (& 2). &I 14 A~ MAPK BRI KRR, SHETFRZIA 10 4, &OREE 4 AT, motif 1
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(HRDLKPSNILLNERGEVKJCD). 3 (YAGTRAYMAPEVI). 6 (DLVEKCLEKBPKKRPTAEQLLEHPFL)
17 (IGEIARQILRGLKYLHSNGIN)&Z KA 14 > MPAK & A4 4R 5FIEFE, motif 1. 3. 6 f1 7 &
MAPK ZXEHFAE S TKe 5. 14 ™~ MAPK R KXERRAFH 13 MK A& A motif 2
(DVWSLGITLVELATGKPPYPDL) #1 5 (GSGAYGVVYKARHNKTGTIMAVKKI), T iX /A % ¢ 18
DMMAPK4 E A ALE4E. motif 9 (EQKRLLMDLDVVMRSNDCPY) R#E7E T MAP2K3. MAP2K4.,
MAP2K7 iX =/ & 1 . MAPKp38b . MAPK1. MAPK2. MAPK4 & 1+ K& 4 motif 4
(IVAFYGALLQEGDLWICMEYM).

BAIFIH MEGA 7 84, fiiFH CLUSTAL W FI4l#:7%:, #4417k 3 A2 (Homo sapiens). /)R (Mus
musculus). B £ (Danio rerio). R (Drosophila melanogaster). 4%+ 1R (Penaeus chinensis). 75 NN B&AT
£ hi (Caenorhabditis elegans). Ik (Daphnia pulex) R KA ) MAPK JEK KR A R G R BW.
& 3 i, KA MAPK 3£ R 5 %70 8 MAPAK . MAP3K . MAP2K il MAPK X 4 MIE 5K . Hrfh MAPK
WS 4 MR, MAP2K WA 4 N il, MAP3K TEE A 5 MR, MAPAK IERA 1 M.
H RSt AEWE 1, MAPK & H 70 = AN KI5 3 S5 — N 3 7 MR R MAPK % (FR DmelMAPKA4)
KR 3 () MAP3K LG R, 5 =AM 3 6 Mot MAP2K % . MAPAK L« #8543 1) MAP3K
V% (DMMAP3K4, HMMAP3K1. MmMAP3K1)f1—/ DmelMAPK4 4%, &5 =45 i K2 & 1)
DMMAP3K-13-A. DmMMAP3K7 175 IiFaAT £k d1 1) CeMAP3K-sdlk-1. CeMAP3K-mom-4 2%

3.3. nCeO, REMAEF MAPK ERZ KM RHIRIAHT I

N T WAL nCeO, Z s T AALE MAPK JEH M A A, AT 0T T A FIREE . AS[RI A
nCeO, R F Xt 14 > DMMAPK F: K5 /KT (520 (14 4). nCeO, 2% 24 h, SxHIEAMLEL, KALXZGY
AR FEZH A MAPK R 3815 B35 FI%(P < 0.01). BEHRFER ALK, 48 h f5 50 F1 150 mg/LnCeO,

DmMAPK-p38b ~
DmMAPK1 g
DmMMAPK2 g~ -
DmMAPK4 g

DmMAP2K1 e

DMMAP2K4
DMMAP2K7 = G e
DmMAP3K4 . - e

DMMAP3K7 g > - - -
DmMAP3K11— gl o —-———— -—

DmMAP3K13-A -

DmMAP3K15

DmMAP4K5 \g : V% -

Figure 1. Structural domains of DMMAPK gene family members
[#l 1. DMMAPK ERE Z %L 5 4515
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Figure 2. Daphnia magna of MAPK gene family motif analysis. (a) MAPK gene motif sequence, (b) MAPK gene motif
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Figure 3. Phylogenetic tree of the MAPK gene family
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Figure 4. Heat map of the expression of MAPK genes in Daphnia magna exposed to nCeO,
4.nCe0, BB T ARLE MAPK EERIEMK RFIEHE

TR K% DMMAPK-p38b. DMMAPK4, DMMAP2K4, DMMAP3K4. DMMAP3K7. DmMMAP3K11,
DMMAP4KS5 45 7 ANJEK (2234 B 2 _Fif(P < 0.01), DmMMAPK2. DmMAP2K3. DmMAP3K13-A [ ik
2% TBE(P <0.001), DMMAP2KT7 (%L 2R T,
4. Wi

IKABNITE A KR G I FE AN R Gt 52 20 4 TR B IE 520 . BT nCeO, TE/K IR BRI RSN
MEAG Y EENE, nCeO, MIZKARTEIBN C A E AR TEM RS . BRERER KA nCeO, (1000
mo/L) N, 14 P& B JE A= AW B0 T2 0 BV B AN (] (38 i 384 i [31] [32]. 7E nCeO, 255 T, FHEMHE
(Scenedesmus obliquus) 1 56& 1 F A1 RE =AU 52 24 [32] . £ nCeO, #: 8% 1, ¥k 7Kk H(Dugesia japonic)
B FFA R, AHHAR S NPT EAL DT R AR, DNA Hi5 F+&[33]. RBLRERT /KIS Hh 75 e
WEBURYE R, H RIS IR K AR R G AR AE TS B B RS, (HRAE nCeO, 55 N AL MAPK
B AE FMLIEATE £ -
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MAPK 2[Rl 5 2 B ARV R T2 AP AE Hos BEAR ST 015 5 5 SR 4e, & MAPK R KRR T2
Z 5N RERBL, DA 2 A SRV BE i FE[34] [35]. PMMAPKK ZE[A
TEBETXTUF (Penaeus monodon) ) 51 51 Hh R I8 2 i 1, X 3R B PMMAPKK 2 K] 75 A= FE 41 i 1) & & A s
EEAEE EEEH, PmMMAPKK 7E AR R A 68 H ) m ik, RITE R A G MpRaah e, K
PMMAPKK @b fa , BET X URAERERIAEE T AR T3 I, BB PmMMAPKK R 2 5 1 B 5 0 iR Xt
A=Y e N E L RE[36] [37]. fEfmil SRS, H 5 (Cyclina sinensis) ) MMMAPKK 2[Rl #5214
ExtAMLEE L, T MMMAPKK 2R S5 T APt JE4 i N2 1 #2[38]. A T R
MAPK 7E nCeO, % X KB I FE N H vl e A AR, B E B A E B¥FREE KR
AR MAPK JE G RR 5L, R T nCeO, 28 Bt 44Nk M il 7 3% S Rk oM . FRAT1(EFH BLAST
EEXf . HMM BB EE A SMART 25 5755 T 14 A KA MAPK JE R S Al R o 1% 5 76 oA 15 5 304
BETTHR SR R I MAPK R 55 R B AR — 5, EAESE LU AL/ [11] [39] [40]. @it
X RZE 14 A MAPK =R (0 R AR 1 o A0 S5 RS AT 23 B (5 2, 1] 1) RRBIX 14 ANJEPR 23 Ai 67 TR B8 1)
1~7 F1 10 5455 8 Gtk b, MAPK ZKGE&EH BT KEEE N 361~1546 aa, 4> F & K/ME
38.93~177.02 kDa 2 [f], HA&H pffyulE N 5.3~9.51, HHAMA FHIAFE REGUE N 34.50~74.07.
DMMAPK2, DmMMAPK4, DmMAP2K1 % 11 MAAFREEE, 5 MAPK & EE A4S 5 B R (1)
BB P — 30 KRB MAPK JE K 5 B i DMMAPK 1. DMMAPK?2 %5 12 AN R R #F B A S_TKce 45 Fy3,
R 22 S M/ 2 R I . 22 F R 75 R R AT 2 Fhan i AR R OR R, R, 5. T
oAb, BERRAGIE W 8 OB R EE . AR B B A AR S S B0 R A D Re R [41] [42].
motifl. 3. 6 Fl 7 & KA 14 > MPAK 2 A3 A MR 57 (1 2). ik #1377 MAPK 2 751
WAL E, AKX 4 DMEEFPALT S_TKe Zitbidirt, SN Lefr s s A=Y= DR & VA <, itk
EREA ERA R PE . BATHIER 7ORBRE ., SRESE 7 MM MAPK BE R 505 0L 1) Z 48 K B (1]
3), RGREMTER, KAREK 14 4~ MAPK SR 58T 4 ANWSKE, 1 HRBUSHESH Y 2 TC 6 HE
¥, MAPK 2RI 7E G R R BN IR SF I

TR MAPK 2152 5 KB nCeO, HMa B4 1M i, AT KA #2 T 50 mg/L 1 150
mg/L [¥) nCeO, ¥k 24. 48 h J5, FIH qPCR AR 741 nCeO, B T KA MAPK JE K mRNA (1) 3R k45
R(E 4), RIL 48 h Ji KZE MAPK K22 F] nCeO, iFES, FA/KPHRIBAEE FiF, H
DmMMAPK-p38b. DmMMAPK4, DmMAP2K4. DmMMAP3K4. DmMAP3K7. DmMAP3K11 #1 DMMAP4K5
MRIETC 2 . Tl IX L JE PR 55 KRBt A e (1) B 2 AH DG . DMMAP2KT [IRIZ ZE F AR E, 1EIX
A BEAGE T E/EH. DMMAPK2., DMMAP2K3 fl DIMMAP3K13-A FE K 7E7E A 9256 1 Fi rp i A 7K
PR IR R E T ARG DU T S E SR 15 S, KL MAPKp38 {5518 Sl g Ae 5| K HEUR 5 1)
PR AP TG BN [43] - I FE = T 24°C G, 606 DU M5 LI R A B R A0 Y MAPKp38 #1 MAPK-INK
Iy TR ER N, MAPKP38 Fl MAPK-INK {5 5188755 7 #VBER F IR IA[44)] . Bl 2 SR [FYRY) P153
FEFEIF IR 3G N, 206 DA P MAPKp38 fil MAPK-INK B#ER1L /K P14, 0% ERK, £ W] MAPK (55
BIESS [ARENIN G g% [ NE[45] [46]. ZRWT 50 2 Ab P2 4 34 f8 (Epinephelus coioides), MAPK-INK &
510 R AF DG DR () R0 B, 0B MAPK-INK {5538 B 75 BE A s 75 51 kg S S o b B 88 1 1 4%
ER47]. E4JREREE T, MEaETEE MAPK K, SIS HEET &, FHmHBEE LY
BRSSPI T, B2 51 R B8 S A0 S Bi[48] . FRIE AR I (Chironomus riparius) £ 1 8 4>
JE4R, Bt CrMAPKp38 J:[AFRIAR i, AT MAPKp38 15 57 Fiafs, - SHUARSEA SR N,
EIRT CrMAPKp38 i [KI7F 5 4 J@ i & TR I VE R [49]. KPR EE T =S v 38 Bt o fa Atk
MAPK #1 p53 R R, #iE MAPK/pS3 P8 T-15 S @K [50]. B ExRARLMEYPOKBRL T, L8 KkKE
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REFE IS MAPKp38 {5 5l FECAMB AT T2[51]. KR MAPK 5 5 50 il 53 A2 AL i
P2 EREORT,  HUEBATHEN R AL MAPK Al 2 5 401 A ) — L A4 ar i RE A%, el A id JEUR 40
NSRS UN RSP iR 90 b SS9 t0] i SRR 2 P

5. &g

ZE b, FRATM KA i A L R 21 %5 5 Y 14 A MAPK JE [R5 R 75 43591 B T MAPAK . MAP3K . MAP2K
AT MAPK X 4 MR, AT KA 1~7 110 545 8 44 tfh . DMMAPK1. DmMMAPK2 % 12
MRCAFEA S_TKe 4itgis, BIL2 2B/ 2 iR & L o L 2 Fhat i F2 bR SEVE L, 3G 2.
WhE . BT FTA ) DMMAPK R 55 R 1 # 2 AT motif 1. 3. 6 A1 71X 4 MRSFIEF . nCeO,
52 5] KA MAPK % [N X % ) DmMMAPK-p38b. DmMMAPK4 . DmMAP2K4. DmMAP3K4 .
DMMAP3K7. DmMMAP3K11l, DmMAP4KS5 5§ 7 ML)k 2.3 Fif, 0% MAPK {5 538k, W] Refd
MAPK A3 (R R B A i 35 30 L o X 48 Otk — PR 78 R A MAPK J5 [R 78 I f A 85 38 11

REBEE [ HEAill -
EEWH

AV ST E 2K H SRR} 5 42 (42077226) FIIL T8 208 [T 9 H (LIKMZ20221102) % B«
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