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Molecular cloning and expression patterns of LcAO from Lycium chinens
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Abstract: A ascorbate oxidase (AO) gene from Lycium Chinense was cloned with homologous method.
The full-length ¢cDNA of Lycium chinense AO which was named LcAO (Genbank: KP712033) was 1737
bp.and contained a complete open reading frame (ORF) of 578 amino acid residues. Homology analysis
indicated that the deduced LcAO protein was highly 90% to AO proteins from Solanum Lycopersicum.
The results from Real-Time PCR indicated that the expression of LcAO gene was the strongest in the

flower and friut, and the least in mature-leaf of Lycium Chinense.
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MDHA) , # £ it 4F #§ B {6 )2 i (non-enzymatic
disproportionation) J¥ i Mt & T K Il 2 (de-
hydroascorbic acid, DHA) , i & DHA 7] # 4 ff}
BN ELIE PR () 2, 3- il i % BB R (2, 3-diketogu-
lonic acid). H.rr, DHA 3 0] DL i 5 5 & 51 3 1
Wik 5t i (MDHAR) F B & 0 IR I 1R i JL it
(DHAR) By 1 A S5 AsA DT A5 LA #5521
PRUAE R N IX 4 Fl AsA IR P14 ) 3% 1K 52
M AsA KRR (& D.

H,0, H,0

.
.Non-enzymic
disproportionation

AO
GLDH
GL —— Ascorbate MDA DHA—» 2,3-diketogulonate
GSSG 2GSH

B 1 A4k P A e B A R AR i 42

Fig. 1 The ascorbic acid metabolism pathway in plant

MRS (Lycium barbarum 1L.) iR Y, )8
ZAREREAR, R E M EEMY R —. MR R
S A B R I PR IR 5 L AO & AsA-GSH
P ER 89— G BT L X AR AC R 52 AsA Y B R AL
HEA AR H A VE . BT AASAIE 5 48035 F M AL
FHEE A RT-PCR £ HEA7 50K 1L 1R %A Ak il
PR S R >R FH S 9O 5E B PCR J7 s 0 A iz Bk A
TEMIACAS [F) &% B P 9 R 38 BUAMI AL AsA AU
O il B PR T Y 25

2 #MREIE

2.1 ##y

MIAC (Lycium chinense) f 5 1 42 MRBF 2% B Ak
A St SBORT L T0 e B B i 2K AR R IR R
SRR TWATVEE T -80C REAEFHHLHT
RNA (25
2.2 HiE
2.2.1 LcAO R Ry e%E i il Trizol rea-
gent (Invitrogen) FEBUMIAL M & RNA, # i
TN W 6 e Pl UK RN 58 A 4 OO T (GE) A i
RNA e B2 Fi e 8 vk, Tl BHA 9 v 20 A
BB B AO B W sy R A Bt ol Y
GAOS5F/GAO3R. FIf] AMV First Strand ¢cDNA
Synthesis Kit (TaKaRa) #47 ¢cDNA 55 —5E 1) &

W, —20C fRAFEM. DR A M —4E cD-
NA F#iH . H5IHE GAOSF: ATGGT (C/
T) GAGCATGAT (G/T) TTCAT #il GAO3R.
TTAAGGCCTGTGGAACCTTT, #t47 PCR ¥~
¥, YRR 50 pL, f4E: cDNA 2.0 pl, |,
TH5I % (10pmol/L ) £ 1.0 pul. 10 X PCR
Buffer 5 ul., dNTP (10 mmol/L) 1.0 pL, LA
Taq AW (5 U/pl, TaKaRa) 0.4 pl, ddH,O
R ZE 50 pl. PCR BT R 94°C FiAEM: 3
min; 94°C Z8#: 1 min, 58C 3B &k 1 min; 72C
FEff 2 min, 35 PMEH; 72°C FEAH 10 min. PCR
7 28 SR NE AR EE I Il Wi on) & (b = 3K AR
WA fifb)s % 2 pMDIS-T #fk (TaKa-
Ra), #4k JM109 Az 40 M0 (db ot = fic ik 4k
Yo wD . W B B PR s B, 2B Y) Ml PCR
YRR 2~4 DM RER AL at = A Y
AR} e
2.2.2 KRBAFINGEBSEEF A H DNAs
tar BROPF XS BT v B Y K TNl B g AT DR B, BRAR T
TR AL AO 224K cDNA, SR J57E NCBI (ht-
tp://www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/) & ¥4 # 47 Blast
Sy#rs i ExPASy (http://www. expasy. org)
PEHERYAROCER A Z5 5 T 43 BT T g B AR Y
ASPET . 450 R R 40 € 325 A Predict-
Protein (http://www. predictprotein. org/) 3 #r
BAB =45 FIH Clustal X (1.83) /%)
AR AO Fe [H 9 i 28 FE R e 51 i 47 22 30 Fp 91 L X
Megad. 17 B ) 1548 B /N #E 46 7 (Minimum
Evolution) ### R4k B .
2.2.3 LcAOARAREAEHF e R
RFWIHIFE Actin FER (GenBank No. HQ415754. 1)
A1, LAEFE SN BEAAD Actin 32 E T 8
2519 GACTIN YF1 #1 GACTIN YRI1, Fiig-
B R BB 96 bp. DIMIAL Actin FEPRA NS, H)
f Actin 5 19 51 9 ¥ 1 GACTINYF1: CCATC
TACGAGGGTTACGCTTTG ; GACTINYR1: AGTC
AAGAGCCACATAGGCAAGC .

yetE & PCR K SYBR Rremix Ex Taq™
W& R 20 pl: 2 X SYBR Premix Ex Taq™
(Takara, Japan) 10 pl, ¢DNA template 2.0
pl. ERWESIY (10 uM) 4% 0.2 pl, 50XROX
Reference Dye 0.4 pL, ddH,0 7.2 pul. PCR P
R R 95C WAk 30 s; 95C 55, 62C 31
so 40 DR, RAEZOCHE ML ME, REK
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G LcAO P83 2¢ 6 i i 51 9
GAOYF1 #l GAOYRI1, iy 1 H B K BNy
106 bp. 5l ¥ ¥ % i F. GAOYF1l. AGAG-
GCAGATGGTCACTATGTGGAG,

GAOYR1: TCTCGTAGGGTCTTGATCA-
GCTTTG. RJ] TaKaRa 2t # SYBR
Ex TaqTM (Tli RNaseH Plus) 7| & # % # 47
POt PCR . W 7E iQ5 (BIO-RAD)
96 E i PCR AL B A7, OBifE & (20 plo)
H: 2 X SYBR Premix Ex Taq™ (TaKaRa) 10
pl, ¢cDNA template 2.0 pL, RS Y (10
pmol/L) £ 0.4 ul., 50 X ROX Reference Dye
0.4 pl, ddH,0 6.8 puL. B4 BMifg 3 HEE.
PCR ¥ #F . 95C WAt 30 s; 95C 5 s,
60C 31 s, 40 MFIH, J2 N 45 K J5 #11h Real-
Time PCR ¥ 3 ff £ Fn il fife ih 2. FIFH 27229 07
T A R B AR ek
2.2.4 Hie AO Fhegnl iz AO TGS
B gy N BUBR B 0.12 mL, mA 2.88
mL B bW (pH7.8), 0.5 mmol/L F{IF ML
iz, 78 290 nm 40 N E.

3 HZRESH

3.1 LcAO HEEHEE

PiMpAe it B RNA R SEA35) (1) cDNA
Mz, SR A RT-PCR J5 4 g M A Bt 08 1 AR 4 Ak
fifg 3 A B 4= K cDNA. L5l ¥4 A& GAOSF/
GAO3R #1747 #%, RT-PCR %5 % £ J¥ 3k 15
1737 bp B A B (I 2), hy 58 B 4 I i 52 A HE
ik 578 NEILWE. Wt Blast Foxb, AR [F U5
PR HAR R B FEH 44 K LeAO.
3.2 LAO EEMEYEREST

DNAstar {4 XF B0 ) LeAO 2R T 51 4
MR, Z&E F 5 TR 65.47 kD, S HL A pl
M 7.28, HrbmtEE AR 48 >, MPEE AR 50
A, FKEZEEE 188 4y, & MR 172 4.
AR m A SR A Val, Thr, Pro, Asp
FA G MR 8.65% ., 7.44%. 7.27%,
6.92%, M RKMYARLKRA Cys. Met/Try,
Glu 4350 /5 S & MR B 1.56. 2.08% ., 3.63%.
22 7F NCBI W ul b #E 47 458 500 43 B LeAO &
A 32 EACEE R ST ES . Bk M AT R
Ml AO B2 —MEBEEN. 7558 1~35 &

Premix

BERRIRFEALAAAE RS BEIX . TESE 1~ 12 NS RAR
(N S, 5 R AREAF7E T3 13 A 55 35 a4k
MR 5 2 2 [h].

<1737bp

B2 Mirt A LcAO #5 cDNA 53 ¢ 2% M.
DL2000 Marker
Fig. 2 Cloning of LrAO cDNA from Lycium Chinense
M. DL2000 Marker

PredictProtein il 45 5 £ B LcAO P H
o BRKE . B4 AN JC KL ith B A 4y el
5.71%. 27.51% M 66.78%, Mo —gp skt
A5 3 ADATRER o BRBER 26 DATHERY BT & ol
(10~26). a2 (182~189). a3 (535~545)., 1
(35~47). B2 (53~59). B3 (67~71).
3.3 LeAO RBERSHEEYMRERMELE

MiAd LeAO BN S & B MR 7 51 5 H ey
AO Gt 1) 2 F 1R 7 5 2 8 X o0 A R 3, BA
Z A S EEYE, aM (Solanum Lycop-
ersicum) AO FHARFEMELS T 900, 5 =4
M4 (Populus trichocarpa ). K % (Glycine
mazx) [FRMEIRRN T 74%. X E—AE S v RS
RRMIACH) AO M. RIIRFERY) AO &EHIF5I
FETE R TERSF P9 s AH A AT ) 8 A0 < 2 R H A |
(0745 Sk

HNT W MAE (Lycium chinense) AO 5 H
Y AO W EFR, M Clastal x 1. 83 ¥ fF
XTRFERR T A e XT 5. 38 8 A AH T (ND
AR AR T ) A HEA R, SR E 3 BoR.
& (Lycium chinense) SVG4IAHH (Solanum [yco-
persicum) . K& (Glycine max) AO & 1L ¢
GoRKFRBE. WK EF . #r R (Cucurb-
itaceae) . T F £ Fl (Brassicaceae) A ¥ B N
—2K, B 2 5 B (Leguminosae). Ji £ (So-

lanaceae) ARMEYIH] AO bR FZAZHF, W
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K& (Glycine max) 5 H kK B (Lotus ja-
ponicu), Bi%. (Pisum sativum) WAH R R —
I, VLR (Solanum lycopersicum) 5 Jf ¥
(Nicotiana tabacum) WA RHE—E, X 0] #
W AO fedb e b2 AR R, WA nfE
AO By P ZER AA R 22 5+

99, Cucumis sativus-1
99 Cucumis sativus-2
Cucumis melo-2
Cucurbita maxima-1
99 'Cucurbita maxima-2
Populus trichocarpa
I'ragaria x ananassa

Nljcun:ana z‘abacum—2| Solanaceae
99'Nicotiana tabacum-1

Lotus japonicus
Pisum sativum
Brassica juncea-2
Brassica juncea-1
[Arabidop,s‘is byrata

Arabidopsis thaliana

Cucurbitaceae

Leguminosae

Cruciferae

99
99

Glycine max
) i [,ycxum chinense | Solanaceae
Solanum lycopersicum

99

Emiliania huxleyi

—
0.2

B3 LcAO Hxdtbtidh AO & & £ % Bt st

P H AR I A1 s AL B % R Bootstrap fH (& 1000 %0 .
ERINE - FNTE S

Fig. 3 Phylogenetic tree of LcAO and membership of

AO proteins in other plants

The numbers next to the nodes give bootstrap values of 1000
replicates, The scale bar indicates the site substitutions.
Cucumis sativus-1 ( CBY84386.1 ); Cucumis sativus-2
(AAA33119. 1); Cucumis melo (AAF35910.1); Cucurbita
( BAA09528.1 );
(CAA39300. 1) 3 Populus trichocarpa (EEE84587.2); Fragar-
ia x ananassa ( AGN89526.1 );
(BAA07734. 1); Nicotiana tabacum-2 (Q40588.1); Lotus ja-
ponicu ( AFP65861.1); Pisum sativum ( BAH28261.1);
Brassica  juncea-2 ( AAF20931.1 ); Brassica juncea-1
(AAF20933.1); Arabidopsis Lyrata (EFH48226.1); Arabi-
dopsis thaliana ( BAA20519.1); Glycine max ( XP  _

maxima-1 Cucurbita maxima-2

Nicotiana  tabacum-1

003524331.1); Lycium chinense; Solanum lycopersicum
(AAYA47050. 1) 3 Emiliania huxleyi (EOD22930. 1)

3.4 LAO EERARFRMERIE

Pikise Actin 3R h 2 B, i2 H Real-Time
PCR. JrHrkusc i ot . WEs . s o ik |
. 8 CREBAEID . 28 GREESD KR
HUUh AO LR AT R B . 458 (B 4O &
AL AO B KA A rf oA X 20k o el . HLIREE
RS, AE R A Ak AR AR SRR
LR AO FRIK &3 HZ O 1. 77 £ 1. 23 £,
L.05 f%. LA ESSREW, LeAO TE& AL H A
Fik, HAEAHBHHALFEFM, LAO FE
FE AR L B A AR S AT — 2 TR A D g

25

i 2|
List

A4 LcAO EMic RFIAL F 8 kA
T Wnks 2. W2ZE; 3. gt 4. WEAZE; 5. fE; 6.
g 7. R

Fig. 4 The expression of LcAO in tissues of

iIES

Lycium chinense
1: Young-leaf; 2: Young-stem; 3: Mature-leaf; 4: Mature-

stem; 5: Flower; 6: Green-fruit; 7. Red-fruit

3.5 Mg A0 iEH

MR R E o AO WML WE 5, AO &
PETE AL B R 20 R b RN B AR UM R GR
ik AE 2R 2R AO Rk w5 2 ot i 1. 71
£ 1,39 £% 1. 27 £, AO WG S a3 5 AO
FE DR A AR bt 5L R E M OG, M O R B
k0. 9387.

0.12

01|
T?Dwoos
T O B
£3
S
=
2004 |
(@)
< 002
0 iy 1

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
A5 AEMmiFRARTH AO FH
1o O 52 I02E 53 LA 5 4 JREE 55 4K 5 6. 5 R 7 41 0R
Fig. 5 The AO activities in tissues of Lycium chinense
1: Young-leaf; 2: Young-stem; 3: Mature-leaf; 4: Mature-

stem; 5: Flower; 6: Green-fruit; 7: Red-fruit

4 7 e

H AT C MR B AR AE L B3 se kg AO Jk
PRI A B 5E DM AS (Lycium chinense) Mk #4
BE R RT-PCR J5 ik e B 1 MiAd AO J (K (1) 4
K cDNA". LeAO M 4K 1737 bp, 4i i 578
AN IERR. 2 BLAST Xt 282 E AP 5 57
210 (Solanum lycopersicum) AQO & FH 89 6] P57 H4
KET 90% .5 =Mt (Populus trichocarpa )
K& (Glycine max) R PFEVEEXF T 74%. LcAO %
B 0 S BRI 7 S AL 3 > 22 4 Ak il 205 ) T i
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BAE5 750, B TR ERIF 1 AO R gt i (LRt
T, LcAO St iy & LR )T 9 5 V8 40R i AO &
R — 3 UL 0 R 4 0 R A, —F TR T AL
AHEIE A FIN LeAO 5 1 8 510 75 5 %
Tl 12 55 DR 4 B 1) 28 R Y 4 — SO 3 ey M A i 5
GIESSHE S REE RN i A SR
T AH R 50 R 2R 2% 6 R

PR I 2 9] 15 AR A0 I 5% AU AL /8 TR A 1
oy F 5 IA 2 R A A g 1 R 3R BE A
FEE AR B IR i R (1 S5 A A A B 1) AL A TR
e J1 I A L, 2 AO 6P T
AR ST IR Il T2 PR ) S Ak /300 T EL T s A T R A
7 B AR DU L K R R A5 5 T A
() Z2 b A BETE B A AR IR AR KR F & VRILIT AL,
368 7 R PR SR TR LR RN L AR DT R A L B R R
B HRPTR B ST AR R B SY R B L AO XAl
LB A DA 7S B VNNA S Ayl = I | D W 2R A 1
AL R AR T kgl 8 ML 38 5 R AR A Bt
I TR P 1 S Ak 3 JROIR S 6. SR AO TEMLY)
R 38 1% 0 28 RV K R B I R R AE L AR Al
BURF R R IR M PO BT R LeAO 15
AL AS [RI L 8L rh i 3R 347 22 5 AT RBAT AN [ 1)
. ABESE T AO WEMETEMIACAE o R (L R R Gk
B AR A R BRI SR LR AO Rk
RO 1071 £%5.1.39 £%5.1. 27 f%5. LcAO
TR AR S AO IE A 2L 3 5 5
TEAH G AHOE R ECH 0. 9388, 3 TE AL R ik fE 5l
TP B R 1 B 2 3 R R A6 7 S Al T AR
RPERE AL K T . AIE X3k AO JEH S 8UH =
() T A6 B B2 T L A6 28 B0k D 25 SRR 1 e X3k
ik AO FEHE RSN H PR FH A0S 5
WYERKEE WIRE IS RS SA X . XS
AR R AL AO FE N R B AO JF M 5 = A
—F HWR LcAO Rk B #H 5 AO WG AR
SRERYLAO FR R A B AR R LA
B bR B AR TR A

PR i AR A AL Bl AE A ) A e B H
SCOAERE P PR I R A AL TR T £ A AR AR R
T 5 R AN TR A A M BE T R B IR If R 4R Ak R
BAE S HTIR IR o DA 41 455 A8 ) B A4 ST IR 1l 2 2
(R S AR JFUIR 2. FE A AR B AR AR P L AO R
BSHEYNEZE ARKET SRR EA M
H 554 ) S 55 T R A G 3 AN TR i 6 17 S 52
it 3% e v L AT L e P R O R A Ak 1 T

PP i PO LR B L R SE R A ECI [A]. 32 A AT
Xt AO BT 454 AP RS S5
ARG AT TR Z R HXT AO JiE
FIAS [R] )15 5 i@ A8 =2 18] B 56 R b AN i 28 A e v
BE AR AO FEPR O ik — P W FE SE N D RE2E 2 1T
FEA) o ) I Sy 4 T B R A HTPIL ] 2 Bt BR800 5
Sy R — 2 M) 2 e AT B R A B HG Al A ) i
DUIR MR & H AT T Rt oAy — 5 19 I A A (B B

S % Uk
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