1020 Y EFE S Plant Physiology Journal 2019, 55 (7): 1020-1028

doi: 10.13592/j.cnki.pp;.2018.0560

‘BB’ Pk 4E & LRt X 2 E PpCaMBPRIF 5| 5 R85

WEMD AW R S S =, IR 2R 22271018
U R SRR R A P U R B 0, 1 AR ZE 2271018
‘AR KR SRR S TR, 1 AR ZR 4271018

IR R L4 A X3R4 2 IR BR(Prunus persica cv. Feicheng)A = E# WLt mE, wHIAA 5451 T REHR
X, BIAERESZARATEE TR R ARG EZARIANS, RARBE TR G XEE T, AKX A F
PFO78394% 4T 42 FE3R MR 5= F K IA/NPpCaMBPA B, Frt H AT I dm o R A TR . 45 M 3R, ST S A 4
12 B3 54, 3 Ca” (FHBR4S). = A% (TFP). Ca’'+TFP. & K3t HR)AL 28 44 % 52 3t 47 PpCaMBP & B £ 34 5
M, Thit b REIR MAEE- 2R 3R Fa AR X 49 PpCaMBPIEA K B . A M43 &F oM &I AN R ¥4 ZA4s T etz
A5 E 0GR A, L Prupe. 7G0476005 #AkH pav sc0001869.1.g380. 1. mk B B F 45X . &
HATLERKR: HIEFRAA, AR Prupe. 7G047600 £ 585 X KR T 5R5H AR ZHAR L,
Prupe.7G047600 7 41 2 Bk & 3145 69 R ik &L i Ak, Ca’ WAL Prupe. 7G047600 3 B 89 & ik ;
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SRR fesm Ak PpCaMBP; 4013 85 541 F kA7

TEYRANE N i b 0 AR dn ik, HIER 2
ESMMBWA G TN A L. BT, EYaH
(5 55 5 & BH M (cyclic nucleotide mo-
nophosphate, cNMP). Z 2 JLEZ (inositol poly-
phosphate). 55555 {5l RG(H 5i52016).
5 R 40 R A 45 4 B (1(Ca” -binding
proteins)/& 52 — R 5144515 5 (calcium signature)dy
k., BET )R A% 3% (McAinsh Fl1Pittman 2009; Yang#ll
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R14% 1 2 45 4 % 1 (calmodulin-binding protein,
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Fh &z CaM & I 25 (1 i (Reddy fllDay 2001), 7E4H
B AN AR FE AR S D fig ok € 28 B CaMI
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Amygdalus)TEm/NEA, ZILARE LR . £
0B R R R A B R O A BRSO,

PHEAERLAEREKE A EAERKER: A
A 53k, K, SERR s A, 20 BBk
M 5 84k, ANt iR, SEA%E 4Lt H G A8 . 4
KA 9 7 BRI Bk 5% G R IR IR I/ 2 R AT
S HLAK, I A 1 SR S A 42 A s TV 8 R A
BB, BRI R, S8 G AL ZUB M T A,
FESEITAMR AL ML R A 2R, I B R ke AR
IRINFE, 7 B T 1 I Bk SR A 4 A 404 1,
Wk B HAMAE, M E L e Bk kR . R
T4 55 LS T 5 TH 0 T 2 e T A KR,
AT N HIE 7E & 300155 465 Ak B B8 AT 20 HE 2% B A bk (A -
tinidia chinensis) S-S5, Fad A PEEZE 1, IR
FE B Sz i BF (Manganaris252010); KouZs(2015) % 3l
CaCLZ IR AL (Pyrus spp.) R LI B A
HEAE; £ 755 (2016)HF 78 & IR BT M5 45 AL 2 AT
0 SRS R b S SRR B B, 6T A ) SR SR

REmRLMEET MR AEEFEH . AXRTHE

2019-01-15  f&E  2019-06-11

1l 2548 FROIL R B8 B H (LY CX04-2018-21) il 1l 2%
A AR AR M P M AR R ZR S O 3 B B - 3 R BE
(SDAIT-06-01).

IL[EE A LM (dmli2002@163.com). 4 & H
(chenxiude@163.com).

i

=
g @

*




FREEATE: NI 52 & LSRR A5G 2 K Pp CaMBPIA) ¥ 51 5 335 0 M

1021

ff 2R G SR S S O W T A OB . ASHIEFT LA
R IRk, R HIPCRY 1Y J7 1% e B 15 2]
T PpCaMBPHEH (114K cDNAJF 1, F£XF AR Bk
PpCaMBPHERGHAT WA AL S5 HEALA
RGBT, iS5G L5 HE R
PpCaMBPFik R K], 4% H S 20 L4 Bk 4% & 215
e ¥ GBS 301, SRR NHE 9 IR Bk i Ca® -CaMf)
VR LIRS

1 R57HEE

L1 R MR 5038

RIS T20164E9 T 4h, 7E MBS T 78 i HLAY
‘HE3 Bk [ Prunus persica (L.) Batsch cv. Feicheng]fiff
FHTRIGFEH(36°18'N 116°74'E)ithfT. KL H
Bows R E% 6 & I 48 G A T (LA R AR RE )M
Ab () SR EAT 5 A T, T iL S IR R A ¢ CaMBP
FEDA, DUIE & SO i SREE LA B A~
WM RIOM . ZE. ZEL R STy
MR IR T, TR — A HIFMh, REL R
(D) FERIAAD . B RHAID) . S HHIV). SRR
HIOV) BN RS R B I SR SE AT A R R & R
KT

MK AU 120K T BRI Bk Ak, 5%
FARANAEI: (1) 0.5% (L TLHRIE) Ca(NO,),
(LA a5 8“Ca”); (2) 0.5% Ca(NO;),+500
pumol-L™ =% (trifluoperazine, TFP, H45Ca*'-
CaM#EHIAE FH 85 5 10 F) (UL T 5 R
“Ca+TFP”); (3) 500 umol-L" TFPI#E (LA F a5 A

“TFP”); (4)i& /K AN (CK). AMH3 IR E L
Tefa— A, WP 56 hEUREAEBUT 45 H,
TR 5L PpCaMBP R KRB RAEAN [ A B 1 R ik
A HUFERT, KRR M3, ARG, B
T—80°CUKAH A7 % H o
1.2 PpCaMBPEREFFRELS 514M& it

LAPFO7839 Ay #4114 K R 24H Hds 2 (http:/
www.rosaceae.org/species/prunus/prunus_persica)+
BEAT [FR 7 51 B R 2R, B4R PpCaMBP AR HE A,
FIMEGA 4. 154317 7 41 bt & R GedkAb 737
PpCaMBPWI L IE S W) RIGE &5 Ak NZ
51 BB R ERAE M ROR (G B) A IRA & -
(1.
1.3 #ERNARELK PpCaMBPR) 5 [ 55Kk 31

S RNASRIBCR H AL 5 R AR A AR A A3 44
[FJRNAprep Pure 2 ¥ 2 iy 1 4 L RN A 42 HUA 7
o M S sk 7 & Prime Script RT Reagent Kit
with gDNA Eraser (Perfect Real Time, TaKaRa)i#t 17
J 5% PCR (reverse transcription-PCR, RT-PCR)3k
#3cDNA, Z Ui B Bt 47484 H LB
Jes e R K A A B . RT-PCREHISYBR
Green Qe BHE(FAEMFHA R A7), BAkiglED
BRI BT
1.4 PpCaMBPERFEWNEMEEFED

FFINCBIffjConserved DomainsfE £k #4413
1T S50 HT; FI I BLASTXHEAT 7 28 RV 7 51) 7
Mr; F|FH ProtParam (http://www.expasy.org/proteom-
ics/)iEAT £ E i BRALAE BT 20 AT R A Cell-PLoc 2.0

Rl SLBHAGIEL

Table 1 Information of primer sequences in this study

Bk PR 44 LR 5P 5I(5—3") SR G AI(5'—3") Hlig
Prupe.7G047600 GTCGACATGATTGATAAGGAGCTTGAAG CCCGGGTCAGTGAGTAGCTTGTGGCT TR
Prupe.3G258800 GTCGACATGGATGAAGTGAGTATCA GGATCCTCAAGCAACAGAGCTT TR
Prupe.2G029500 GTCGACATGGTCCAAAGAAAGGTACC GGATCCTCAGCTACAAGCTTGCATAG TR
Prupe.5G200000 GTCGACATGGAAGTAGAGAACGTTGGT GGTACCTCAGCATGCATCTTCCA TR
Prupe.7G047600 TTATGCCCTTCAACAGGC GAGTCATCCAACCAAAGAGC B
Prupe.5G200000 CAGACCCTTGACAGTGGAA GCCTTCTCACCTTGATTCA B
Prupe.3G258800 CGAGTAAACTTGTTGAAACCCG CCATCAGAAAGGAGTGCGA B
Prupe.2G029500 CCAGTGCCCAAATGTGAA CCCGTAGTTTCTCTTGTCCG B
Prupe.6G163400 GTTATTCTTCATCGGCGTCTTCG CTTCACCATTCCAGTTCCATTGTC e

TR 73 Dy PR 1 2 A DT
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(http://www.csbio.sjtu.edu.cn/bioinf/Cell-PLoc-2)it
A7 U 40 0 5 A7 505 R FH 8 O 2R 45 R g3 B R
(http://calcium.oci.utoronto.ca) i 5 & [ J5 A 25 1
R4 A X (A £ 582008); i FIMEGA 5.044 2 5
Gk A i, B IR 22 Wang 55 (201 1) R IE .
1.5 HIEAIE

KM Excel 2007347 s Ab 22 R o #r, H
Graphpad Prism 68144

2 SLIRLER

2.1 BkPpCaMBPE A 7 fE

MR PRIk ¥ 5 XL Pp Ca MB P 9 B 5 41
(coding sequence, CDS) M ‘FESH. Bk H A HH k4T H 1Y)
TR e, 13 204 K700 94 158, 3 144,
1 689 2 814 bp ALK v B, 2l 7 H I3 R A B
) Fe 21 5 T 3 B 5 4 — BB L), gl
Prupe.7G047600~ Prupe.5G200000. Prupe.3G25-
8800, Prupe.2G029500.
2.2 PpCaMBPHISEE B EFFE 1T

NES B4~ PpCaMBPHE R T4 5% AN R 1 44
tafh b, KEAES62~1 385 aa [A], 25 i 7£4.8~9.7
2 18], “F¥45y T 8 108.4 kDa, 25 T-40 k%
(%2)o (X Prupe.7G0476005H — W& T, HAH
PR, HAIAEER AT N EF(E2).

00000206 2dnig
0088S7DE€ 2dnid
00562057 2dnig

R
3
bS]
|
N
Q
S
X
N
Q
S
S

2000 bp

K1 Bk CaMBPHEEH vl
Fig.1 Cloning of peach CaMBP genes

X PpCaMBPZR LR 7 5 4T 45 ¥ R Th g

M1, R4S BRI E A B m AR (E3-A);
A3 M AR BB AR S e R L, motif 1RI22&4 4
PpCaMBPHEN LA (IR F o (E3-B). H5iH &
SELI T I, Prupe.7G0476004£751~801 aaZ.
[f]. Prupe.5G2000001E801~851 aa [f1]. Prupe.3G-
2588007E501~551 aaZ [l Prupe.2G0295007F
251~301 aaZ [A) 43 A7 45— B 45 T R 45 &
1k (CaM-binding domain, CaMBD) ([&4), 1X/™[X 1
TEH A L 1% B 5 CaMIBFE FLAE . T Y.
PR Ca™ i Sl R 2 40 B 8 1 O

2 BkCaMBPHEH KAH A5 B
Table 2 List of peach CaMBP genes and related information

JL[H 42 etk 8 i /bp HILMR K /aa LA 53 Jii E#/kDa V240 fifd 5E or
Prupe.7G047600 Pp07: 8 435 217~8 440 476 1385 5.8 153.5 %
Prupe.3G258800 Pp03: 24 562 918~24 567 552 562 9.7 61.9 %
Prupe.2G029500 Pp02: 3 108 977~3 112 510 937 4.8 103.9 %
Prupe.5G200000 Pp05: 16 089 591~16 094 996 1047 9.6 1143 %

Yt 8 A RN I D e AL e Y iR LA E
Prupe.2G029500 s B
Prupe.3G258800 —
Prupe.5G200000 —
Prupe.7G047600 w——= e —
51 L ' 3 A 31
0 1 2 3 4 5 kb

LTS e LW/ T — AET

B2 BkCaMBPIER N 1o A

Fig.2 Schematic diagram shows intron distribution in peach CaMBP genes
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A Prupe.2G029500
Prupe.3G258800
Prupe.5G200000

........ KFKRLSVDEEEQRKYN . PREPNYLPVVPDPEA 860
..... RRSEK . KRGANGDTLATEPGA 499
IKREKVVMKNQERDLEGSRRKSERRKYGRGGMLNGTDTSP 983

Prupe.7G047600 WSNLKKMILLNRFIKALENVKREN.PRGPRYLPLEPDLEA 1319

Prupe.2G029500 ERYDIERSOMMDE

I AEEWMLDFALOQOAVTKMAP, 900
Prupe.3G258800 EKYVIRRBODVEGKN . DEKGLENNVIEETASKIRVE 538
Prupe.5G200000 EKY Liﬁ-{f.'i . DVOKLEFNNVIKETASRIVES 1022
HO T

Prupe.7G047600 DRYYJHIEK DGRANSEEWMLDYALQQOAVSRIFT P 1359
v 1 ha k 1  rk kv
Prupe.2G029500 936
Prupe.3G258800 562
Prupe.5G200000 1047
Prupe.7G047600 V 1385
lv afe v
B B motif 1 T motif2 @ motif 3 B motif 4 T motif 5 @ motif 6 B motif 7 W motif 8
B motif9 [ motif 10 M motif 11 & motif 12 M motif 13 M motif 14 W motif 15
Prupe.2G029500 —1—1 E IR L il O
Prupe.7G047600 i | ] 1 1 1 || i
Prupe.3G258800 W1 1 i N
Prupe.5G200000 | I i | O

K13 PpCaMBPEEK ¥ 51(A) 5 O/ ~F o H(B) 43 #
Fig.3 Sequence (A) and conserved motif (B) analyses of PpCaMBP genes

Prupe.7G047600
..B51 LINHSGGDQN IELCHHDATE LVQDAFDNIL LPEVQDRAYD DRSFTHGISS

.. 751 VSKGDKTDEK TPESWSSLEK FILLERFVEA VERVRNLNYQ KPQYLPLDFD
..... 999999 9999999999 9

..B01 SEAEKVNLRA QKTEERENAE EWMLDYALQY VISKLPPAQQ REVALLVEAF

Prupe.3G258800

.. 301 EWRTVEVVSP LEWHNEIREA KFEQLHNDEY EEKTLYVIET ETEREPLESG
..... 444444

..501 EVVLEHQDVE GEEDERGLFN WVIEETASKL VETRESEVEA LVGAFETVIS
..... 455 555556799 9999576544

.. 551 LREREPSASS VA
..... 14444

Prupe.5G200000

..651 DQNNPREIEF EGSCHKDMPE EILYVIESNT ENNTVELTPN GINAPELLSP

..B801 EAERKTRPER SGVLSSDSEN SLARFLKFRR GRYVILEPEN HTPRRLEFRE
..... 44568778 9999999995 TTES44

..851 VELVEDTQWR RSGIEGEING REEVIDNQSH GTATRRGTIG WEEVIDSQSH

Prupe.2G029500

.. 151 HKPERTSTET SSLELVETLI ESPSFKPARG SAKKSSREVAL CADMHVORAT

.. 251 ECFLSAKRES LETQEMMERA ALSPRGMERS WDGVEEIDLA EMLFIDHDEN
..... 99999999

.. 301 ADPMEHEVGL DFFVEIYATR KEDDAEEIGR EAGADLVGEQ DDSHGEPHDA

K4 PpCaMBPHER TT g (45 0 2 45 638
Fig.4 Prediction of putative CaM-binding domain in PpCaMBP genes
B BB RROR, TR NS T 2 45 G S P REMEBROK
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IR T Y, FAT KM, MR RGN, 4

KK, Prupe.7G0476005PERK(P. pseudocerasus)
fipav sc0001869.1.g380.1.mk E. 15 #51/T i) 5 2% %
R, AIEEVEN99, Ut B CaMBPTERERR AR th 2 B R
FrBUARAEL, AT g B AR D RE(&5).
2.3 PpCaMBPERFEENELHREBLIAIE E 574

I RT-PCREZ AR 37 < B3k Bk Pp CaM B PE
I S I IR R A 2 K R A R IA KT 2R
Prupe.7G0476001/E 95 K48 & LR IA R 5 IEH
BNEE Lt Prupe.5G200000

TEIR SN ERAL I R IE B 5 1E AR LRI N
T, (B REEZE R Prupe.2G0295007E %
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20000035 AX A8 J2; Prupe.3G258800A K 51 2 15 &

(1%16).
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Fig.5 Phylogenetic tree for CaMBP proteins
[k CaMBPE [ 41, B4y 5 7R T 3R TF (Arabidopsis thaliana)®F )5/ NCaMBPE . & ili(Solanum lycopersicum) {19 CaMBP
EH ERMalus pumila) 16/ CaMBP# 1 . H4f(Fragaria * ananassa)¥ {13/ NCaMBP# . EEBk(Prunus pseudocerasus) {134~

CaMBPZE . ZL(Pyrus spp.)H (K5~ CaMBP#E [ FFA7(Citrus reticulata) F11#)54~CaMBPE [ .
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Fig.6 Expression analysis of PpCaMBP genes in different
parts of normal and diseased fruits

[l —FBAL AT _E AN RN S - BEAR IR R R 22 57 . 35 (P<0.05)

1 Prupe.5G200000%: R [F)3 1%, TFP J Ca+TFP4b
FRAMGIE R R IE; 3FHALFE R T Prupe.2G029500
FERIFRIK
2.5 PpCaMBPE[E 7L BB #E P BV A L4 = 1 3
K

X AT BLAD (B R Bk R AT A SURR R E R A
30T, W Prupe. 7G0476001E 4T B % 28 B rh ) 94
T A BARBRAN), 182587 N B (40 AU
H HL112930%); Prupe.5G20000071E I 5 25 & 4H 4
W R AR — B (M SRR AL); Prupe.2G029500
EWmRSHAP R REBREA K, ER.
=, L e A EmRIEE(ES). iR ER
IR TT LUK I3 PpCaMBP A R AE A R 2H 21 A

Prupe.7G047600

AN RIE

CK Ca TFP Ca+TFP

Prupe.5G200000

AN RIE

CK Ca TFP Ca+TFP

Prupe.2G029500

AN RIE

CK Ca TFP

Ca+TFP

K7 PpCaMBPHEKATEA [F AL ()55 53 b
Fig.7 Expression analysis of PpCaMBP genes under
different treatments

FEIE _E AR [ENS - RERR IR 08 25 57 . 35 (P<0.05)

AR RIS, AR LR R RIE .
2.6 PpCaMBPEREE ‘B HERLZE A BHNE
KA

g HE— 58 Pp CaMBPHE PR {E < JE I, Bk R 52
KA R R/E A, B RT-PCRAG I AE 5 Bk 4%
I A S DR R R Ol . 9K, Prupe.7G047600
E R R B RER 2R TG L&
B, GRS R, 2R AL, B R
W3k B A, 20 BBk A2 I R 0108 B AR
Prupe.5G2000001E 1 fih & [ ZA fa 35 AR — 5, 1)
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Fig.8 Expression analysis of PpCaMBP genes in
different tissues

FERERZ WA B e o Prupe.2G0295007E %) B 1A%
I H Ik B 5 e
3 Wig

R, R BK S BT R I R, A% 4R 0
I 25 ) f ™ A1) 240 7 < AR Wk M R R (B AR
2012). AUABEFEIL, E5 2R EFR M=, & FEk
RSB LR IR FA TR AR 0 EE B R N o SR A A A B
T BAF A C 4H  EE ARE OKC o At il v 12 (R O 452018, 99 5%
RSO B A S TR % £ 4 R AR AR, A R A R
SEEE ¥ (Gayed%52017). A57EM A KK B b fE
WEE —Fh s iR, SOt — M EENE SR, @
nZMigrs TS 5EMAEKRREEE. [l

Prupe.7G047600

C
‘@%

S N R,
F PS8
& ¢ & 4
K9 PpCaMBPHE KL LR Bk % RS2 A B Wb i 28 73 A
Fig.9 Expression analysis of PpCaMBP genes in different
fruit development periods of ‘Feicheng’ peach

7] — I S B AR T B AN IR/ 5 7 B bR IR 3R 72 e i 3 (P<

0.05).

WIRE R B, AMEES A FCa* -CaM A5 5 R 4Ll T
PEw IR RS . PR R R ERES Y
Rk B A 2R 3 B I 4 (IR EAEE2018).

CaMBP/E NCa™-CaM{5 5 £ 4t 1) 5 B 4H j 5 43 1
HEYRNMRE L H A0 2 (BenderfliSnedden
2013), i th FLARAH K 1K) Pp CaMBPXT R 5t IEIR
Phat A R IBBER AR ML g B . 1F
I EERE b, AR IS @ PFO78394R &1 8k h #7 i2 L
4ANCaMBPHE R SR EL A, 3@ A W015 B 2= Lk
I, 44N R 250 LA 5 1 3R 45 A 0t e A T4 i
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% )CaMBP . %443 PR 3R AT 8514 K 51 o A
I, 78 ZAMESF o tEdh, motif TRI2F] A8 545 K1
GEAHR, AN EE ER RS
CaMBP{EH Z FE1EA K.

Ca’"-CaM A 1E F L T CaMBP ) 43 Aii 5 174E
REEELIE2004), EAM S SHERRIER
— MM ARE T e ' o R, IEE R
5955 B Prupe. 7G0476 001 456 2k S BB AL R
IEAR AR, TRES O HhEE A LR B AT
REZ R TEELRIAE . Prupe. 7G0476007F 1 B
B -0 A7 1) 5 TR 08 0 ol oy T 40 FLBk, T RE S
H A 5 AR 4 G IR R T IR A o0, X 5 A
JHEFN PR (2004) IR AR FL 4 SR — 2. AN A A
A Ca’'-CaM {5 55 HLAE FH 08515 5 30 i 77 TFP A&
H 7 75 45 15 5 1) 3 2 F Bt (Corpas M Barroso
2017), AREGH, 3T AL B H)E BT 45 R 5w R
HPrupe.7G047600% K78 4k # — 5, N
Prupe.7G0476007] Ge il 8515 5 2 5  BE3C bk 42
BRI

ARARIG T RS R H S B AT B E T, R
LT BBk ) Prupe. 7G0476003% 15 B A K5 A
AL B2 PR EEQ015)WF T K IH, S A
RSzl & R RN Lings(2010) &30, A4
Bk 8% & LRI BERE IR 28 T I K, U0 RH 21 HE Bk 4%
A LRI I R AR SO R Rk ) B T R
VMR 8 EPTIR, Prupe.7G0476007] BE 22 5
21 B A4 & S ImBR IR T 42 R e B [
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Sequence and expression analyses of suture line collapse-related

PpCaMBPs in ‘Feicheng’ peach
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Abstract: The collapse of ‘Feicheng’ peach (Prunus persica) suture line is a common disease in peach produc-
tion and is often considered to be closely related to the regulation of calcium signaling. As an important compo-
nent of calcium signaling system, calmodulin-binding protein (CaMBP) is a key factor in studying the mecha-
nism of action of calcium signaling. In this study, four PpCaMBP genes were found in peaches by PF07839
probe. Subcellular localization prediction, domain, phylogenetic tree and other bioinformatic analyses were
performed under Ca*" (calcium nitrate solution), trifluoperazine (TFP solution), Ca’+TFP and water (blank
control) treatments. Bioinformatic analysis found that all four CaMBPs are localized in the nucleus, and
Prupe.7G047600 and cherry pav sc0001869.1.¢380.1.mk have a close genetic relationship. Quantitative analy-
sis showed that Prupe.7G047600 showed lower expression at the suture line in diseased fruits. Compared to the
Baili which is not susceptible to disease, the expression of Prupe.7G047600 is generally lower in all parts of
Hongli peach; Ca’" treatment promoted the expression of Prupe.7G047600; and Prupe.7G047600 may be a
candidate gene involved in the regulation of ‘Feicheng’ peach suture line collapse symptom.

Key words: ‘Feicheng’ peach; PpCaMBP; bioinformatic analysis; expression analysis
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