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Abstract; Cyclophilin is a multi-gene family that plays an important role in plant biology. A cyclophilin gene in Cypripe-
dium macranthum named as CmCyP ( GenBank Accession No. MH411125) , was successfully cloned by RT-PCR, and
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then bioinformatics analysis were carried out. The results were as follows: CmCyP protein was predicted as a stable hy-

drophilic protein composed of 174 amino acids, without signal peptide and transmembrane domain. Its relative molecular

mass was approximately 18 kD, and a predicated isoelectric point (pl) was 8.73. Phosphorylation and glycosylation site

prediction analysis revealed that eighteen potential phosphorylation sites and two potential glycosylation sites were found

in CmCyP protein. Protein domain prediction revealed that CmCyP contained a highly conserved peptide prolyl cis-trans

isomerase domain, belonging to single domain of cyclophilin. The secondary structure of CmCyP was abundant in random

coils (70) and extension chains (56) , while was less in a-helices (23) and B-turns (25). Phylogenetic tree analysis

indicates that the genetic relationship of CmCyP in C. macranthum with CyPs from Dendrobium catenatum and Vanda hy-

brid cultivar is relatively close. In conclusion, the CmCyP gene was firstly cloned from Cypripedium macranthum , which

provides for further study on biology function of CmCyP gene.
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SEMZE (Cyclophilin, CyP) J&— 383 il /7 7F T
JERZ B AR Y FEHEAE B AR IR SF R 2 20
REHE 11 5T ( Galat, 1999 ; £ £ W] Rl 58 XL, 2008) ,
Gasser et al. (1990) H X M % jili ( Lycopersicon escu-
lentum) , KK ( Zea mays) FliH =% ( Brassica napus)
B R SE R R cDNA 41, IH7E K HT i
IR o BEIS 3P0 2R PRRH 46 7E 100 7 97 (Ara-
bidopsis thaliana ) ( Chou & Gasser, 1997 ) . /K #§
(Oryza sativa) ( Lee et al., 2015) . /N2 ( Triticum
aestivum) ( Kaur et al.,2016) Hi1E ( Gossypium hir-
sutum ) (RFNAF 2012 ) 55 Z2 FAE ) 4 5 0E T o3
Blo RHRER—MAEYFII6E, E o118
R ORI 2 I T 5 S K G 7 2 5 DNA B 1
P45 B AR I S A 1 S 30 D A Y A5 (B R A
2017) , ik 7E 46 W) L & 1% 5 % 3 ( Cheong et al.,
2017 ; Liebthal et al.,2016; Ma et al.,2013) i 5E /i
8 W% ( Ahn et al.,2010 ; Kumari et al.,2009,2013;
U A5, 2018 ) | BL A B B A9 5 40 S B ( Kumari et
al.,2001;Ye & Ng,2002) Z5id # b K HE R EAEH

KAENT 2% ( Cypripedium macranthum) J % B
ZIRZHEAR A bR T B SR E AN A, R
e 2230 B — 2 By 25 IR, AT T4 B i e
R PR IR AT 45045 55 0 IR 9T (RO R A
HA1,2003)  FEFACUHE ZH A3 R AEAY 22 5 R4
Bli o, kR LT — R 5P R R IR A B &
(]I 0 7 9] (B 56 R AE A 22 25 31 3R 1 AH S B
¢ EHT M oA WA HIE . I, A5 R ] RT-PCR
HIRGERE T RN 22 R R I (CmCyP) | IFXF

Lg% 4 38 F 5y 9 AT AR A4S B e, B A
N CmCyP 5 N A= W) = D) BE 19 BF 5% B4 52 B ig
%Eﬂjo

1 MR 5 7%

1.1 ##4

111 A ABESE T IR R R R R AER 2 (Cyp-
ripedium macranthum ) [ AR ; KM% #F B ( Escherichia
coli) TOP10 N AR S ZARAT

112 X &K A & A RNA $2 05 &
(Omega, USA) I H HiGERFEAEYRHEARA A,
BeyoRT™ ¢DNA % — 85 & Bl M & A i3 =
KEVHEARARA A B PCR 9713 12050 & |
SanPrep #3 PCR 7= ¥4 {b i3] & . LB Broth Agar
#1 LB Broth W4 [ A= T A4 T# ( bt ) Iedn A FR A
H) (fA A% ¥ AR 1) 5 pGM-T 72 [ 3 7 £ . DNA
Marker 14 Fl AR A ALBHE (Jb50) AR AR IPTG
X-Gal W [ Jb 5t Al AR W R AT FRA 7

1.2 77k

1.2.1 Kf# = RNA 6932 & cDNA % — 4% 49 &
A R HIHLY) RNA $2 UK & (Omega, USA) 42
BORAEHT 22 AL RNA | A5 A 42 R0 & U B 45
HEAT ,RNA 9 58 B M0 1 1 9% S B W B8 e L Uk R A 7
K, F) ] BeyoRT™ cDNA 2 — 4 & Wi 77 &
(BB K, L) 41 cDNA, RT-PCR W 1A & .
Recation Buffer (5X) 4 wL, RNA #A4x 1 wL, 5%
Oligo(dT)18 (0.5 pg -+ pL™') 1 pL,RNase Inhibitor
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(20U - pL") 1 pL, dNTP Mix (10 mmol - L)
1 pL,M-MLV % 3£ (200 U » wL') 1 pL; M
ddH,0 % 20 pl, RT-PCR KW FEF N 42 °C, 60
min;80 °C,10 min, ¥ ¢cDNA 55—%% & T -20 C vk
AR

1.2.2 KAEH Z CmCyP A R L Foml o T
TR A 3RS Y KA 22 5 S 4 BodiE , R
Oligo 6 AT —XTFE R EGI Y T CmCyP J
K PCR 9744 , IE10] 514 CmCyPF(5'-CCGGAAT-
TCATGGCAGCGACCA-3" VKLY % 1 12 J¥ 51 S 1
P, FRIL RN EcoR T BEVI 5 Fli
i 51 ¥ CmCyPR ( 5'-CACCGCTCGAGCTAA-
GAGAGCTG-3" , VHH A A% 1 18 5 91 Ry R i 3,
RIL AT R Xho T BN £5) . PCR I 4
% :2XPCR Master mix 12.5 pL,cDNA 2 L, 1F [[] I
K514 (10 wmol » L) 4% 1 pL; il ddH,0 = 25
pwl, PCR F&FF:94 °C WiZE % 3 min; 94 °C 28 % 30
s,57 CHEYE30 5,72 CHEAf 40 s, 3 30 PR ;72
C )5 EfH 7 min, PCR F=#12 1.0% B A5 B EE AL
HL UK 5, R AT PCR 7™y 2l Ak 3k 7] &5 % 3k 47
alift., itk iy PCR ¥ 5 5 B 2K pGM-T # 17
B AL E. coli TOP10 J&AZ S0, il i i
HEEf 2L FI B V% PCR S PP E SR A % = 1
WA TR I 0 5 1 S A TS 1) T
1.2.3 Ki# 2 CmCyP %8 R4 XA 24 T
S5 Chromas 3K RFTIF, W82 0 (&1, HE B XL )7
5, 345 B 47 DNA J¥ 41 5 R ] DNAstar 25 BR44K 7T
RIF5 ; % F§ NCBI #J Blastn 55 GenBank AT
GVIHEAT [ IE R 53 B, #0280 8 0 43 25 1 5 31 B R oK
WAL CyP B FEF 7 26 3% PR 15000 4K ORF
Finder X CmCyP F& [ 4 1% 1) & 2 TR > 51 JE 47 #E
W, FF38 F NCBI 9 Blastp 2 7 76 & 32 /K F b X
KAEH) 2% CmCyP 2 )7 5 A7 [FE 43 B,
Clustal X2 #AEXF KAEF 2% CmCyP 8 H 5 HAH
RLP 358 es  HE AE ) 28 P B AT 2 )7 91 L X 41
B, IR0 F Mega 5.1 HF 940 323 R M R 5L &
A,

1.2.4 Kit# 2 CmCyP # £ 12 & F o4 HIHE
28 B {F ProtParam ( http://web. expasy. org/prot-
param/ ) X} CmCyP B AL P4 5T #F 17 1 ; SignalP4. 1

Server ( http ://www. cbs. dtu. dk/services/SignalP/)
7 Br CmCyP 15 5 BK; Psort ( http://www.
genscript.com/ psort.html ) X CmCyP £ H #4774
e % f; TMpred ( https://embnet. vital-it. ch/
software/TMPRED _ form. html ) T8 1] 5 JI& 2% #4) Jaf
Protscale ( http : //web. expasy. org/protscale/ ) X} Hi#t
1727 Kk A 7K Y 23 H s FH NetPhos 3.1 (http://
www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/NetPhos/) Filjl] CmCyP &
8 7E 1Y 5 R 1k A7 55 ; ] NetOGlye 4.0 (hitp://
www. cbs. dtu. dk/services/NetOGlyc/) # 17 CmCyP
B UM S AL A7 55 BN 5 38 3 InterProScan (http://
www. ebi. ac. uk/interpro/search/sequence-search ) i
IRAERT 2= CmCyP Y 57 25 1 350 K% 2 BE £
Mo H #E 2 B SOPMA ( https://npsa-prabi.
ibcp. fr/cgi-bin/npsa _ automat. pl? page = npsa _
sopma.htm ) Xf KAEF 2% CmCyP B9 - 554417 T
W A fE & B fF SWISS-MODEL ( hitp://
swissmodel. expasy.org/ ) , J& T[] Y5 FEAL L XHZ A
) = RS R HEAT TN

2 ERE A

2.1 CmCyP EEH RT-PCR ¥ &

PARAER) A5 RNA S5 54k 15 1 cDNA iy
BiHR, CmCyPF Ml CmCyPR g 4% St ¥E 5| ¥, k47
PCR 714, PCR P=¥1 45 1.0% By JIE W % e v Tk 4G
TCE 1), IWE 1T ATRUE H, PCR #8745 3 1 4
THWTEASE (249 500 bp 1 457k, L R/hS CmCyP B
1) 5 PR B (B LA AR A
2.2 CmCyP EAMZEENF

F2ifk i) PCR 79 5 804K pGM-T 474 4% |
AL E. coli TOP10, X HEAL-Hlg 1 H B 1 £ 5
P TR HEAT R V% PCR AT, FELOK &5 R an &l 2 FirR
W% PCR 1415 81 1 5 K/N2) 500 bp B %47, 5
IR /N—2, BT PCR % By BH P H 4 1%
2 g A T AT Y | A RAER 2 CmCyP 5 [
B ORF 741, K/NA 525 bp (#2538 & GenBank , &
S5O MH411125) , 4065 174 NEFERR (K 3) .
23 CmCyP EHHRAZEZEHH

B RAEF 2 CmCyP FE K 4 5 1Y & LR 7 51 1E
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. WKiE 1. CmCyP 3£ ) PCR 7247 ; ¥kiE M. DNA Marker,
Note: Lane 1. PCR product of CmCyP gene; Lane M. DNA Marker.

Bl 1 KAEM2E CmCyP SEP ) PCR 41
Fig. 1 PCR amplification of CmCyP gene
in Cypripedium macranthum

800
500

1. UK M. DNA Marker; ki 1, 2, 3, 4. CmCyP
SN, PCR W)
Note: Lane M. DNA Marker; Lane 1, 2, 3, 4. Colony
PCR products of CmCyP gene.

Kl 2 & PCR 2E5E T A BHE B 41
Fig. 2 Verification of potential recombinants
through colony PCR

GenBank 17T Blastp 8 %, & Bl KA 2% CmCyP
52 M YR E B B W AR
WS RAER 22 CmCyP [RRPERE S 19 8 45380 T
BB 2 A i’ ( Dendrobium catenatum XP_020689035) |
2K ( Sesamum indicum XP _ 011074689 ) . [Fifi Hb £
( Gossypium hirsutum ACT63839 ) . V4 V£ K & fk
(Hedera helix APV45518 ), — £ ( Panax notoginseng

—-

ATGGCAGCGACCAATTCGCGTGTGTTCTTCGACATGGCCATCGGC
M AATNSRVFFDMAIG
46 GGCAGTCCGGCTGGCCGGATTGTTATGGAGCTCTTTGCCGACACG
G S P AG LFADT

91 ACGCCGCGCACGGCGGAGAACTTCCGCGCACTCTGCACCGGCGAG
TPRTAENTFRALTEGCTGE

-

136 AAGGGCGTCGGCCGGTCCGGGAAGCCCCTCCAGTTCAAGGGCTCA
K GV GRS GKPLHTFKGS

181 ACTTTGCACCGTIGTGATCCCCGATITTQATGTGCCAGGGAGGTGAC
T FIH RV | P D|F|M C @ G G D

226 TTCACCGCCGGTAACGGCACCGGCGGAGAGTGCATCTACGGTTCC
FTAGNGTGGETSTIYGS

271 AAGTTTGCCGACGAGAATTTCATCAAGAAGCACACCGGCGCCGGG
K F ADENTF I KKHTGAG

L S M ANTNGS

361 TT TCTGCACGGCGAAGACCTG! TTGACGGGAAGCAT
F I ¢ T A KT S L DG KH

406 GTTGTGTTTGGCCAAGTCGTGGAGGGGTTGGATGTGGTGAAGACT
VVFGQ@VYVYEGLTDVYV KT

316 ATCCTTTCCATGGCAAACGCCGGGGCCAACACCAACGGATC

451 ATTGAGAAGTTGGGATCTCCCCAAGGCCGGACTTCGAAGACCGTC
I EKLGSPQ@GRTSKTV

496 ACAATCGCTGACTGCGGCCAGCTCTCTTAG
T 1 ADGCGA QL s *

T ZLHEACER CmCyP 22 O A9 T PR AR
Note: Amino acide residues marked with red frame represent active

sites of CmCyP predicted by InterProScan.

Bl 3 KAEFIE CmCyP FEH WA R
V751 B Gt 1) 2 HE R T 51)
Fig. 3 Nucleotide sequences of CmCyP gene and its
encoded amino acid in Cypripedium macranthum

54 Arachis diogoi (ABY57946)

82 Hibiscus cannabinus (AQA28693)
Gossypium hirsutum (ACT63839)

497|j Panax notoginseng (AIX10768)
Hedera helix (APV45518)
Sesamum indicum (XP 011074689)

s A Cypripedium macranthum (MH411125)
‘g Dendrobium catenatum (XP020689035)
Vanda hybrid cultivar (ADG34846)

—
0.01

Bl 4 AFEFEY) CyP BAMRGELE R

Fig. 4 Phylogenetic tree of CyP proteins from different plants

ATX10768) . KJBE## ( Hibiscus cannabinus AQA28693) |
P& AEAE (Arachis diogoi ABY57946) Fl1J7 45 2% ( Vanda
hybrid cultivar ADG34846) RS L TW (K 4) .,

Kl 42558 % kA 9 MAREYR CmCyP H
IR 3 RAEHF) 22 B IR H CmCyP 5 8 A
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J IPR029000 Cyclophilin-like domain superfamily

. > SSF50891 (Cyclophil...)
(S > G3DSA:2.40.10...

@ IPR024936 Cyclophilin-type peptidyl-prolyl cis-trans isomerase

O — » PTHR 11071 (PEPTIDYL...)
e » PIRSF001467 (Peptid...)

) IPR002130 Cyclophilin-type peptidyl-prolyl cis-trans isomerase domain

S > PF00160 (Pro_isomerase)
e » PS50072 (CSA_PPIASE 2)
[ ] [ ] | I G GE— » PR00153 (CSAPPISMRASE)

IPR020892  Cyclophilin-type peptidyl-prolyl cis-trans isomerase, conserved site

—/ » PS00170 (CSA_PPIASE_1)

@ nolPR Unintegrated signatures

O —— » PTHR11071:SF382 (PE..)
¢ ) »¢d01926 (cyclophil...)

E5  KAEFIE CmCyP AR ST 45 F Bl 7500 45 S

Fig. 5 Conserved domain prediction of CmCyP protein in Cypripedium macranthum

1@ 28 @ 4@ 5@ 1% 7@

MAATNSRVFFDMAIGGSPAGRIVMELFADTTPRTAENFRALCTGEKGVGRSGKPLHFKGSTFHRVIPDFM

(A1)

ehcttceeeeeeeet heeeeehht hhhhhhhhtttt eeeccceehtccchhe
COGGDFTAGNGTGGESIYGSKFADENFIKKHTGAGILSMANAGANTNGSQFFICTAKTSHWLDGKHVWFGQ
ttcceeettt geee hteecccttceeeeehhtt seesee ttceeeeee

VVEGLDVWKTIEKLGSPQGRTSKTVTIADCGQLS

ehtthhhhhhhhh geeeett

e b o-BRGE; e SEMPEE; € B-HA; e TR E I,

Note: h. Alpha helix; e. Extended strand; t. Beta turn; ¢. Random coil.

K6 AR 22 SRR EE 1 s kg Tt

Fig. 6 Secondary structure prediction of CmCyP protein in Cypripedium macranthum

f8t ( Dendrobium catenatum ) F1J7 i % ( Vanda hybrid Yt & H AT AW BT b, HED CmCyP
cultivar) CyP 4 F [ —/7 % b SR G R AR BT, X HHEMT A CopaH e Noyy 0,46 S , FHXT 43 F 1N
SR IE L B Y e e B 18.32 kD, BHIE AR HL A5 (pl) M 8,73, TN R AEN 24
—F CmCyP A T AT A& 155 Ik, Jo s 45 1

2.4 CmCyP EHHEWIEEBEST W REREAMEEN,

K — RIVTELAAF XS RAER) 2= CmCyP HE A K InterProScan X} CmCyP 5 11 [ £ 57 45 14
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7 ORAEW Z 2RI H = A
Fig. 7 Tertiary structure prediction of CmCyP

protein in Cypripedium macranthum

WOHATEN AT (B 5) . B S Z5REH, KAEF 22
CmCyP 5 4 P ORSF S5 1 3L, 43 5 E S 5L R T
I 3 ~ 173 i 52 % 3 R FEE A8 KK
(TPR029000) ;6 ~ 174 {3 J& 3% BF 2 70 fik Jifi 4 ok i
S5 H i (IPR024936) ;26 ~41 62 ~ 74 105 ~ 132
F 133 ~ 148 Ay 5% P 2% AU Job i 2 ot 0T 52 5 A0 il ) 45
F3 (TPRO02130) ; 57 ~ 74 v & 36 3 2 I ik il &
P E S5z 5 A0 il 1) £ ~F 57 5 ( IPR0020892) . CmCyP
TG AL S 63H (64R 69F [ 120Q . 122F Al
130W (|8 3) . 1% NetPhos 3.1 F&FFEXF CmCyP %5
IR B R Ak 7 S R4 T TR, 245 2R 3R Wi 2K 11T 5
FETE 18 DI TE M B R Ak A7 A, Forh 9 A~ 22 &R
(Ser) i i .8 > IRZ MR (Thr) {7 5 FT 1 A1 % R
(Tyr) {7 s X 26 8% @2 1k £ 25 & 268 % B
p38MAPK . unsp . SRC . GSK3 . PKA . PKC , PKG . CK
Il 558 S R 1k . H NetOGlyc 4.0 #1705 5L
AT ST 23 BT, R B CmCyP 2 1 2 NI TE Y
WERALAL A

FIH] SOPMA HU R AEA 22 CmCyP 4%
S5k SRR 6 iR, ME NS 13.37% 1M a-
12 i€ ( Alpha helix ) , 31.98% HY E f#i 5% ( Extended
strand ) , 14.53% [ B-%%ff1 ( Beta turn) il 40.12% ¥
TR #: i ( Random coil ) , K JH SWISS-MODEL

ek T H DLt # ( Citrus sinensis) ( PDB ID:
4jjm. 1) MBI, 7SI AR IME R 57% , 1 5~ 174 i
GAEEIR R R AR AR, U K AEHT 22 CmCyP Y = 245
F (B 7)), TN = 4RI AT DLE B KRAER
2% CmCyP 8 Zh IO i SERBE | o- 1R i
1 B-F f AR, 5 G AE A T 25 SR A— B,

3 Wik 54#

EARRE N ZENZE, P s It A 31
A CyP R JKFE 29 4~ CyP FEH K E 62 4> CyP
FEIN (FEHE M 2017) , CyP RN H RT7ETR £ 4
Yrrh C 9% (HIH DB R AR o AUK RS oA
BIRABSE . Kim et al. (2012) #F 5% & BUKREE HR
FIEH (0sCYP20-2) REI 5% 400 R I FILGH B2 A9 BT
Yo KAE 0sCYP19-4 JE P i K RE B2 i K 78 A= 1)
5 A& HE 1 (Hwa et al. ,2016; Lee et al.,2016)
TEW R IT T, i RIEAR TR R IR (CcCyP) HYHE
RSV B ER T 5 AR 0 I 0 B BT B Y
%M (Sekhar et al.,2010) , Pogorelko et al. (2014)
BFFCIE SR IT SRR R AlCYP19 25 X% i
AN T B AR M ( Pseudomonas syringae ) FY) B 7
N o IKFEEIZ 1 CyP1 i i 52 ) #9014
( Magnaporthe grisea) i 35 I A T 22 A= 1< O 4%
HAPUEEH ( Viaud et al. ,2002) , Lee et al.(2007)
WEFE e IR 3R 28R B 3R 0 22 B 5 T (A
Botrytis cinerea, Trichoderma harzianum, T. viride,
Rhizoctonia solant, Fusarium solani, F. oxysporum)
PIA AN ERRE I EAEH . Zhang et al. (2017) ik
NS EINER peCyP XAEY) R E B T& Phytophthora
cactorum FAG B8 AU AN HAE H , (B X Rhizoctonia so-
lani, Fusarium solani F1 Botrytis cinerea 1% A 1
YEH .

KRAEHY 2= g 3 BOUL B A0 25 JH o (8 19 == FHE
Yy, HEER A& 2 /DA R R B ]2 & A7
TER] S BT R A W) F D RE ANART 7 X L6 BL Al B} 27 1)
ORI E B TSN P N SUUE S 1= IS e S o ]
B RAEAY 22 3 s L8 AT 5 R T RT-PCR 1 IR
SORE T RN R R B v 4 CmCyP, I
JPa R R, RIEA 22 CmCyP FE P cDNA 4 K
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525 bp, 4t 174 NEFERR , HHZ 7 L7 Hr
FH, CmCyP TR SRR 5 Z R Y CyP
HABGS W REE, REEFHEAR &5 R BoR, RAE
2% CmCyP 5 8k JZ A1 it ( Dendrobium catenatum )
U7 2% (Vanda hybrid cultivar) B9 CyP & H A9 2%
GORRBIR X SAATIR & T 22 B Y Y 43 28
AR — 20 AW R BAEL o3 B, B CmCyP AH X
Jr i 18.32 kD, BIE A AL AN 8.73 X H N
FETETAMLST  TO 15 5 IR 5 25 P 1l B2 1Y 2
KPR H 8 IR ST 45 R Sl T80 3R B B A 2
CmCyP B TEARRMEBRIE, &A1\ E
PRS0 A 22 16 IO Fsz S A0 TG 45 A B, J T B 5 4
HWORR R, CmCyP & A& 18 DIETE M BER 1k
AL 2 DI TERRERA AL 5. 28T CmCyP
BERRALAL U 2, 4RI HAE AEAR) 22 h A W27 )
REAY & 45 1T RE 5 WG W IR 1L A 56, R T SOPMA
T CmCyP 25 2450,k Bz R F 3 2 Sk
fifr e R0 JC R D) i 2 %, oS E R B-H A AH X A
Mo ARG AR FF R, X T — B R 58 KA =2
IR EY) e A ¥ L, KAEN
> CmCyP )2 00 55 B 38 AH G 5?7 CmCyP 1Y)
FIR TR 25 T AR L AR Y R AR 22 AR R i FE A
K7 CoCyP 2 12 5 X HiAE Y19 5 3 /Y B A
PRy 7 ok B8 Rl fy T i — D WE SR

SE R
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