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Abstract  The Ipomoea trifida glutathione peroxidase enzyme coding region was obtained for the first time using RT-PCR and
specific primers which based on transcriptome assembly result and bioinformatic analysis was conducted with the aim to study
resistance-related genes. Sequencing results show that the sequence contained a complete open reading frame of 510 bp encoding
169 amino acid residues. GenBank accession number was KC961953. The putative protein size was approximately 18.7 kDa,
isoelectric point 6.32, and there was a wide range of hydrophilic region. It was speculated that the protein play antioxidant role in
nucleus. Phylogenetic analysis indicated that IbGPX of sweetpotato was most closely related to [tGPX. The secondary and tertiary
structures were also predicted with PSIPRED and 3D-JIGSAW), respectively. Cloning of l.trifida glutathione peroxidase gene would
help sweetpotato breeding for stress-tolerance with new genetic resources.
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VA Wiy, BASBRYIAEKKE 2, B2t
T (Mittler et al., 2004). 7% bt H ki 4 16 4 i
(glutathione peroxidase, GPX) &) VZ /A1 T LWk
I R RT3 I I WD I DR R E N
(glutathione, GSH)iFFRIE MK IR FEHY) 0 52 540
133 (Noctor et al., 2002). H g%} ShGPX I 5T LL
B2, MNHPGPXWF AN D>—2, Ik N AT 16E
4N Z PR b 43 B I GPX LA, fin#H i (Holland
et al., 1993). {7+ (Sugimoto and Sakamoto, 1997)+
e hii(Depége et al., 1998)%5% il it & FL PR a3 ik
GPX$E 1 T MY Pt 4 (Chen et al., 2004; Miao et
al., 2006). A, FHKGPXIEL LIS IPLiY
P B# I (Chang et al., 2009), Ui IGPXEAEYIPLYE
Hfreb HAT WA N A B

HE IR GE EMrh SRR B S Pk 5L
Z Y5 (Chappell and Rausher, 2011; Liu et al., 2012;
Meira et al., 2012). MEFA Rl 7a A IR K, AU
FE TR LI R ES AR, M H U HEE
FhER AL R L R B U . M B 2R M 5 H B0 el
FfRUH EE T SR . ARSI RS
—(Liu, 2011). HEMH RH LR/ LX, 4K
SAFAIREES, T EH YUY R RAFA

=B A /F (Ipomoea trifida)(2X) /2 H Eir %
PP A=A, AR H A e B 2 — (Srisuwan et al.,
2006) . =R A A EAT 05 I B 2 R 2 U
(Komiyama et al., 2006), 1fij HBEWFNH Ak R PP A%
28, PN HJEA(Orjeda et al., 1991), Pt =k %
WAt EE M EEENE. T E =k

Bz U IR R, SIS % M FHRNA-Seqfff 71
YRR AR S, NIRRT IR — KPS
(comp355_c0_seql), ZLBLASTH R K ILIX 55751 /&
GPXI AR P A1 o AR SO X 45 72 91 e T 5 |
Yy, PRMCE IR A AR 2R . JRIR AR
RNA, £ ¥R —HEcDNA, JG4PCRY 1
AT T SRR R GPXIEE RIS X, M EY
FIRENT, At R AR AR A B
CRIDh e it o7 68, SA3s & frid H 20 A AL
I
1R 500
1.1 HGPXE: K e & 5 /751 43 47

e s A PE B A R R 57
(comp355_c0_seql)(El1), ZiTBLASTLHX} & ILIX
45 5 H #IbGPX (GenBank & 515 1Q906089).
FiRPGPX (XM_002299500). HH#NtGPX (AB041518)
(A% AT R — B 70 5l 2111599% « 80%F179%, 2 &
PR — S5 AIA 3199% 81%F178%.

i H LaserGene 43 1 & Bl 1% B )7 41 6§56 — Bt
510 bp 5 S HE(open reading frame, ORF)(F1
IR FT7R), MAEORFE P i 7 41 B4 5 5 14,
f FHRT-PCRY B4 3145 K /N2 4500 bplt) v B (K12).
LW P R IMPCRITAGH 741 5 e s AL PHE P 91 58 4 —
, X BT A iy 44 4 HGPX (GenBank % 3% 5
KC961953). MNCBIZKHL1 8 MFH (I GPX Z LR 7
FVHEAT B4 R F 00, 45 R W RIGPX 5 T E
IbGPX K FR T (1#13).
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5

5

CAAAT T AR TAGCAT T CACGCTGAAT TG TGTCTAGAAGAAC CATAATGTAACAGAACTAATGAATGCGTICTCATCCGTGCAAATTTCGOCGCAAAAAAAAGTCARAGCCCAGTTICGCGT

TTATATAACAAACACGTTGTCTCTCCGTCATCCTTATARAGATTCOTGCTITAATTTGTTTGTCGCCCCATAGAACCCAGTTCATCTTCCTCAATTTCTITGAATCTAATCTGCCCCAAC

ARAGCTCGCCCCCCCTGTATCTTTGAGATCCEATCAAACCATGGCCGCAGAATCAAGCAACCCTCAGT CAGTCTACGACTTCACTGTTAAGGATCCTAAAGGAAATGATGTTAACCTIGE
M A A E S S NP Q S VY DFTUVE XKTDZPIEKGNUDUVNTL G

TEATTACAAGEECAAGGTCTIGCTGATIGT CAATGTIGCATCAGAATGTGEGCTCACARACTCAAATTACACCOAGTIGAACCAGATATATCAGAGCTACAAGGATARAGGTITGRAGAT
D Y K6 EV LLI VNV ASET CGLTMNS SWMNTYTETLWMNGQTITYOQQSYETDIEKTGTLEI

TCTIGCATITCCATGCAACCAGTTIGGCTCACAAGAGCCTOGCACCAATGAAGATATCTIGCAGAGGECTIGTACTCOCTTCAAGGCTGAATT ICCCATITITGAAAAGGTTGACGTAAA
L AFPCMNU QT FGS Q EP GGTHNEUDTITLUGQRACTA RTEFIEKA AETFTZPTITFTETZ KUVTDUWVN

TGGATCCAACGCTGCTCCACTATACAAGTTCTIGAAGGCTAGCAAAGGTGEACTITTIGGCGATAGTATCAAGTGGAATTTCTCCAAGTTCCTIGTTGACAAAGATGGAAAGGTTGTTGA
G S N A APL Y EKFULIEKASIE KGO GTLTFGD S I KWWNTFS KTFILWVDEKTDUGEV VD

TCGCTATGCTCCCACCACATCTCCGTTAAGCATAGAGAAGGACATAAAGAAACTGATGEGCATATCTTAAGCTIICCTGCCGCTATCTGATCCTATGCGACTATTATI TACATCATGAAT
R Y aAa P TT S PLSTIEUZEKTUDTIUE KU EKTLM MGTI S

AR TGCAGAT T TGAAGC TG TATGCTCTGT G TAC T I TTGT TAT GAAT AAGC AR AC AT AGACTGTCTCATGCTGTCTGAAATCTAGTAATGTCGTTCTGTGTGTTGATGTAACARAGCAAT

GTTGTATGAAGCTAGTIGTGCTIATT GTCTAT T TAAAAATAGAT T TACAATGTICTI TTGAAATTACTCAAGCT I TIGTIGTARATTCAAAGGCCTCATATTTGATGCTGAATTATATAT

CATGC

K1 tGPX cDNARZ 1 1 7 51| A 00 4 ) 2 L B2 1 4

Figure 1 ¢cDNA nucleotide sequence and amino acid residue sequence of ItGPX
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2 000 bp
1 000 bp
750 bp
500 bp
250 bp
100 bp

K2 ItGPXAE Kl cDNAY 1 45 2

7E: M: DNA Marker-D; 1: PCRY™ 1 H f¥) Bt

Figure 2 PCR amplification of ItAPX gene from cDNA first
strand

Note: M: DNA Marker-D; 1: PCR amplified fragment

ACIIN4528.1 Litchi chinensis
ABY65357.3 Dimocarpus longan
ABN46985.1 Nelumbo nucifera
AFE56212.1 Camellia sinensis
AECI0977.1 Camellia sinensis
AFC01207. 1 Ammopiptanthus mongolicus
AFY26874. 1 Ipomoea batatas

o KC961953 Ipomoea trifida
EEF51177.1 Ricinus communis
AAL55674.1 Hevea brasiliensis
EEES4341.1 Populus trichocaa
AAQO3092. ] Malusx domestica
CAB39895. 1 Hordeum vulgare
ACF85721.1 Zea mays
AAS47590.1 Setaria italica

‘: CAJ43709.1 Plantago major
CAJ00224. 1 Capsicum chinense

—— BAM74249.] Ziziphusjujuba

L EMu10895.1 Prum persica

K3 GPXIH LA B i
Figure 3 Phylogenetic analysis of GPX

1.2 HGPX g A #AL M BT IR KA 23 i

FH AT T30 TtGPX ) ORF [X 425 4 5 1694 % ik
B, T REAIN18696.2, FIL%H L4632, it
Hi ] 5% i (Asp+Glu) 421, 1 HL ff 5% 3 (Arg+Lys) Ay
21, A€ & ¥ (Instability Index)432.69, #E T
FRoEEA, AR Lys) &k, £5#010.7%,
I3 KA MR (Cys™, Cys MICys™"). FE7E KB
% K X (Met'-Gly’', Gly*-Leu®, GIn™-Arg®,
Cysgl-Ala%, AsplOS-Prom, Phel37-Leu165)(4A), HE
MHGPXJE T2k E 1, HASGARE SIKFHI(E4B)
R B DX (B14C) o V20 i A7 TR0 45 L % B TtGPX
IR AT HEAT T4 A% P (nucl: 7.0, chlo: 4.0, extr: 1.0,
pero: 1.0), 5 /KPEANEE B0 45 HRAURT 5 o WEIR
AABHAT 540 BT B RGP XA 34N AT B MG A7 55 Ser®
Tyr " MiSer'™*,

1.3 ItGPX & % &5 # U
(S S5 RS T 2 I TGP X R T 73 b ik it 4
W i (] 4D) . 22 PSIPRED Tl 2 B TItGPX {3
§E5 N a-BNE. 6/B-HT A N TEHLIE (5 A),
fiHI3D-JIGSAW RIS A4, 45 LTI SB T /2%

20k

RNA-Seq /& I 4 K A J e K i — il 1 3¢
AR, TN T e BT RE 2 4 . AR BT
¥ 55 WF 90 A0 45 (Grabherr et al., 2011). 4 7
RNA-Seq 3L, 843 H Z W FIEN —ASFr b B
(Tao et al., 2012; Wang et al., 2010; Xie et al., 2012;
Zhou et al., 2012). ASLE = 4f 534 FH X b
THEEGUH B A B, Ay BN 45 5] — LB RL P L
B ZEE R .

A SR e s A PHE A5 Rtk Re 5 514, A3 H]
RT-PCRY 415 2] T UGPXJT41], £l v &I # 7
Hl5e4—3, UiHHRNA-seqf #2245 B0 A F0n]
FEME, AR TIRNA-seqBf 421741 2 JE DH] o e 2
CIEZLTIR

FATHUGPX G 1) 8 A HEAT 1 23 B AT«
MYIGPX & — MUK Z P [F] TR Kk, 1X48[H T
BV A0 A7 & R . — AR R 2 1
R, HHEEA SR X 3 (Faltin et al.,
2010). 15 Z)PIGPXIE P 0 (1) T AL R 53 S A4
FPRERANE, FHPIGPX [ ILIRT 54571 11 2
—AP PRI, MY IGPX B R A A S H
fifi (Faltin et al., 2010). AX3CATR I IGPX A 1E
Cys AR T s IGPX AR 1 2, oF LA
3IANBREECys, ULIAGPXE T2 e H ki A e
il X R o

I3 T 45 R IE WORTIGPX A 2 AN W R Ak A& 11 47
Mo ENLT AN, HENIGPX AT BELE AN A% N
RAEVEH, W RES P DNAGZ AN B M. GPX—
BOVE N s ftabr . —, IEHkRHIGPX
AMUA B D RE, 3 R A1 AR B AR BLAE H
(Holmes-Davis et al., 2005). KL, TtGPXIfiT)Lh
REAEAFRABIIT .

ItGPX AT H EIbGPX AL 1 IR /7 S A= LR 7 4]
e B (99%) LA S HEAG K B 03 B 4 R WP
WIPRG R AR T D), ST AN af RIEA 5
(Gao et al., 2011; Srisuwan et al., 2006), 7E—EFL/E
AIE T H R T SRR R
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Figure 4 Physical and chemlcal property analysis and domain prediction of ItGPX

Note: A: Analysis of hydrophilicity-hydrophobicity; B: Signal peptide prediction; C: Transmembrane domain prediction; D:
Conserved domain analysis
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Figure 5 Secondary structure and 3D structure prediction of tGPX
Note: A: Secondary structure; B: 3D structure
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HER M EZAR Y, RN 2R
TR DMV J5ORE . EEIT AR I H B B R A
B, SHEORALT SR BN, AMTRHX
7 18 B AR BRI 5N B DR DR B vy H 3 L
J7 T R PE(Liu, 2011). ASCE RN H B 5T =
B sl T BAT S R A IS X I GPX
FEIN, JFRRIN T EEUIAL R, W] EAE S TAREERIA
Ry DTN PSR D I D AN H S 5T I e LA
BRSO T I

3R 5k
3. 15 I MR

SCIR MR = AR B AR AR, DRAF TR
IR AT TR L BRI A . SRR 25 R
R TBE

3.25L 5 T ¥k
3.2 1SR AP P pHEE

s g e AN PF R S TAE B Bl 9 5 A
AR T 58 Ko

3.2.2/ RNAFIFZE & cDNAS —BE /I & B

A RNASEIRTT VL2 I e 2 B RN ARGE B A
# & (Trizol- 2 O AE A (L SER) UL W] 1. A% IR
DN ASCRN 33 W 5 2 P A 000 7 o R o )i 5 AR AT
T80 CHEBMMR VKA T 2 H o cDNAZE — 4 (1) 5 ik
J5 12 M HiScript™ 1% Strand cDNA Synthesis Kit
(Fd 5 Vazyme) it B 17

Bl AT AR R 2 TR K R

3.2.3 PCRY 4
AR 3 A 2 B8 4 i 400 = v R M A o e R A
WA R BT RE R GW, Swm s WF I 5

TGCTCTAGAATGGCCGCAGAATCAAGC-3'(F %I

£k JyXba T BEVIAT & S AR L) s 351 4%
5 %: 5-CGAGCTCTTAAGATATCCCCATCAG-3'
(FRIZE 5 A Sac T BV Al AR Bk 3E) . 519
E T ARG AcDNASE —#E W B HE47PCR 3
B, [ONAKZ (20 pL): 10xBuffer 2 uL, 10 mmol/L
dNTP 0.5 uL, 10 pmol/L75 |41 pL, cDNA 1 pL, 5 U/uL
Taq®50.2 pL, ddH,O 14.3 pL. SNV FEF A : 94°C i
A5 4 min; 94°CA1E45 s, 55°CiIBk30s, 72°CIE
11 min, 35/KAEFF; 72°CIEMH10 min, 4°CHRAF.

3.2.4 PCRI™#) i1 70 [

PCR“ )28 1.5% 35 I B ok Jie L ViR U /5, 1
GenClean ¥ 20 250 IE 4t i DNA [RS8 571 6 (b i e
H)E e B 5 pTG dual-T (b4 i) 2404
e, TR EACDHS B2 S 4N, BEALPRE 6
ik vebE, L EIEPCREIE S5, K3/ BHPE e ik 2
B S AR R A R

325G BRE ST

FIF ED0A5 B2 0 A 3Rt B A9 56 DR 41
I AT RS B2 TR . FAR bt
WA THS WKL,

Table 1 The bioinformatic tools and website addresses referred in this study

KRN AT LR

Items Softwares

PR 5T ProtParam: http://www.expasy.org/tools/protparam.html
Physicochemical Property

SR ProtScale: http://cn.Expasy.org /tools /protscale.html
Hydrophylic/Hydrophobic

551k SignalP 3.0 Server: http://www.Cbs.Dtu.dk/services/SignalP-3.0
Signal Peptide

5 1 DX T TMHMM Server: http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/ TMHMM/
Transmembrane Domain Prediction

V.40 7 7 WoLFPSORT: http://psort.Hgc.jp

Subcellular Localization

TR 45 e I InterProScan: http://www.ebi.ac.uk/Tools/services/web/toolform.ebi?tool=iprscan
Conserved Domain

Ty AR PSIPRED: http://bioinf.cs.ucl.ac.uk/psipred/

Secondary Structure Prediction

3D AR AR 3D-JIGSAW: http://bmm.cancerresearchuk.org/~3djigsaw/

3D Homology Modeling

RAERE T MRGAS.10: http://www.megasoftware.net/

Phylogenetic Analysis
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