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Abstract: Fruit-ripening-specific expression genes play important roles on the regulation of fruit ripening and
quality formation. A full-length ¢DNA of fruit ripening-specific gene, designated as CsPEMI/Invl (GenBank
accession No. KC198084), was isolated from Newhall navel orange (Citrus sinensis  ‘Newhall’) by RT-PCR and
RACE. The full-length of CsPMEVInvI was 945 bp, containing an open reading frame of 618 bp and encoding 205
amino acids. The molecular formula of encoded protein was CorH sN2oO250510 with a calculated molecular of
22.29 kDa and an isoelectric point of 9.84. The encoded protein belonged to Invl/PMEI family including high-
ly-conserved Cys residue in the protein sequence, one cAMP and ¢cGMP-dependent protein kinase phosphorylation
site, three protein kinase C phosphorylation sites, two casein kinase Il phosphorylation sites and three N-myristoy-

lation sites. In its secondary structure, a-helix was the main structural conformation. [Ch, 7 fig. 1 tab. 28 ref. ]
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feo A FAEWERE R A R R RS BUAE AR DG PR SRk R i 45 . BT, 6T RS THL
FRIF oY 48 2 4 vh IR BRAZ RIS 52 PUFR il Lycopersicon esculentum Fyf "™+, fA% Citrus &tk FpE 4
e, IR S R e L i AR B S T T AR G EE B T A A SR S B A S S R R
Ik KRR, O s R S A 1 43 LRI R AR W HOR S i RSSO Ty S R L, B, AR
R A SR S A S R R I FSE R IE A 22, Jacob-Wilk %5 % BI85 N A4 A 3 N Thi 78 A%
R R E o Rl R B R I L A BB W G o . Lin % TR cDNA 71 R BOK B 2 A8 (eD-
NA-AFLP) £ R 43 8 SRS A% R L i 5 s 2t B R R 3R89 CaNAC A o FRATTHT 3 A cDNA-
AFLP iRy BT T 1A LR CsPMEYInol Fr Bz, FER) FH 5292 56 % 8 2R A il 4 =X 5 17 (poly-
merase chain reaction, PCR)FZA M 1% HE I 7E A [R) 20 288 1 FAS [A) SR 52 & & I 0 i) I 25 ik, R Bt
2 3 PR Ry Rl ARG S S B AR S R SR IR AW 5 U LA AL far SR BE B Ciirus sinensis *Newhall” i 24 4 52
NiRAF, FIFH cDNA K R §7 3% 5 R (rapid amplification of ¢cDNA ends, RACE) 7 [ CsPMEI/Invl 4=
£ cDNA, FFFETAEYE B2 SO RE IO, PRI AL D ZE AT A SR S8 i AR v 9AE T, A A AR R 5
BT AIF 75 A 52 i o i R AR A 4R o

1 AR A7 ik

1.1 R #E R 7

21 i 23R JB R BSCACR S I  WIVL AR T BT il Bty K R SR A D) NI E TR R UK A
i ESE R, 80 CHEAIK L VKA PR A7 45 -

ol ) K54 T Escherichia coli TG1 RARSZIG AR ; LA Tag® (DRRO2AM) Jiff, 7%k pMDI18-
T, B EIGR &, DL2000 DNA Marker, 3'-Full RACE Core Set Ver.2.0 35 &5, 5'-Full RACE Kit i
& Mo AR E PCR A & %04 H TaKaRa 24 A ; PCR 59T BifFA: TAEY TRE ARG A RA E A .
1.2 REHZE
1.2.1 % RNA 325 4 ff R 7 A AR S R A B RNA (W4 BUS 2% Gasic 5597 o I BB B 6 e v
Tk S UV-2550 285053 000 BE T (H AR 5 i ) o i Joi o Dk 2
122 CsPMEVInvl & W %9 RACE # 3¢ M4 Zhang 555519 CsPMENInol J R v Be st 45 52 51 9 (%
D), i B TAY TR CEE)ARA G LIS I E RNA i, 4352 8 3'-Full RACE Core
Set Ver.2.0 il 5'-Full RACE Kit fifi Ffl 15t B 1F 17 #2 1 & BUAH BZ A9 cDNA 55 1 454, DL 3" RACE cDNA %5 1
4% M, 3RACEUP1/3RACE out primer A1 3RACEUP2/3RACE inter primer 5|47, #1782 PCR §~
# . LL 5'RACE ¢DNA %5 1 %5 F#it , SRACEDP1/SRACE out primer 514, #47 PCR ¥4 . & Bi{Ak
R S B0 S UL o BB HAR PCR =W &t mlific . sefe, JFik % Lk T/AEY TR
(b3 ) A BRA vl
1.2.3  CsPMElInwl % B 4% ORF ¢ 5 &  F|H DNAMAN {44 3'RACE, 5'RACE Fil CsPMEl/Inwl J
BEfr 9t , 3R15 CsPMEInvl 3£ A ¢DNA 4K 7%, F]F ORF Finder (http ;//www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/gorf/
gorf. html) 73 H7 3R A5 T 501 B 2 A o AR 4k O s 1 B 52 A B 34 5 51 %) ORFNeoUP #1°F i 51 4 ORF
BelDP(# 1), VLA 5E ¢cDNA M54k, ORFNcoUP #11 ORFBgIDP #4547, ] PrimeSTAR®HS DNA
Polymerase [ {5 ELi #4758 & W55 050 (PCR), PCR FE5Hy: 98 CHIZSPE 2 min; 98 CA5PE 10 s, 56
CiBAS5s, 72 CHEA 1.5 min, 35 DNJEH; 72 CLAEA 10 min, ¥ BAr= WLl [, sk, %% -
WA TAY) TR (R A BRA R
1.2.4  CsPMElInvl 2B % 415 &5 5047 A DNAMAN #0l CsPME/Invl 3[R 4 i)  SL R 751 5
FH 2 B B 5 4B W3 ARAS Bode (NCBL) Rt A i BLAST X 3545 (19 4% 1 R 4 S 10 22 KL 82 1 ) R A7 ) vk
L%t ;s F] A InterProScan 4.8 # 4%t CsPME/Invl JE47 857 2544 3850 ¥ 5 {3 A ProtParam 43§ 24 FE iR e A
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Table 1 Primers for CsPMEIl/Invl gene cloning

514 5% (53"

3'RACEUPL ( LiE5149) CGATTCGCCGCTAGGCACCAA

3' RACE 314 3'RACEUP2 ( LiE5149) TCTGGGCAACCAACAAAAAGT
3’ RACE out primer GEHAG[4H) 1) TACCGTCGTTCCACTAGTGATTT
3'RACE inter primer (il 5% 2) CGCGGATCCTCCACTAGTGATTTCACTATAGG
5'RACEDPL (FiE5149) ATAACCTGAGAGGCACTGAA

5" RACE 5|49
5" RACE out primer Gl A54)) CATGGCTACATGCTGACAGCCTA

ORF 3|9 ORFNcoUP (_L¥i#5149) CAACGATCCATGGCTAAGCTTTCC
ORFBgIDP (FiiE51491) GAAGATCTACCATAGGTTTCTCGGTG

u
=

535 AR DNAMAN #5447 &8 5L 1% ] P51k b o3t B 22 2 g b4k Bt s Al SignallP 4.0 #E47 {5 5 ik
W5 FIH PredictProtein 43 A1 8 FI D RE 45 #4358 ; F SOPMA Fuill & 1 ot — 4544 .

2 ER540
2.1 CsPMEI/Invl & [F %1 cDNA F 3103k 5

LA i ZR M A8 R 2 A RNA (1938 5% 5% 7 ) B, FIIHT 3'RACE R, 430 345 K B2 370 bp
#1196 bp 1y H i 248 (I 1A, B). FIJH S'RACE HoR, §193:45 K/ Jy 240 bp i H 1y 4545 (] 1C) . ¥
C 1 H bR B R B 37, 5'3 7 4 A ] DNAMAN $f42 /5, 4875 H AR cDNA 351 4K, 4k 945 bp,
fir 45 CsPMEI/Invl, GenBank % 55 ;. KC198084, # 4 JF ik 4 I 32 4E (ORF) 5281, Bitdi st oldy, it
IR 2 PCR, #R75HK B #1618 bp ) ORF J¥%1 (€ 1D), 4t 205 2 504 .

M A B C M D M

2000 bp 2000 bp
1 000
750 1999 618bp
500 370 bp 500
250 196 240 bp 250
100 100

A.3'RACE 1”"PCR/™#); B.3'RACE2"PCR/™#J; C.5RACEPCR™
¥ D.ORF/4%; M.DL2000 Marker

A1 @4 REH CsPMENInw] % W RACE & ORF ¥ 3 & 7 A
Figure 1 Agarose gel electrophoresis of PCR amplification for CsPMEI/Invl from Citrus sinensis ‘Newhall’

2.2 CsPMEI/InvI cDNA F 35 th
22.1 CsPMEVInwl 25 #3545 K ProtParam #4453 4 Cs PME/Inol Fir 4 i 1) 25 1 BAH X 73 554 22.29
kDa, FigZEm 58 9.84, T30 H ConHissNaogOxS10o InterProScan 4.8 737K B . #t 4% CsPMEU/Invl J&
T InvI/PMEI % (& 2) . FIH PredictProtein 43 #7 & B CsPME/Invl 22 k55 & 4 InvI/PMEL 52 1 of 43 5T 14
R (Cys) 5 (1 3), Hr 44> Cys BREIE R 2 o0 F I8 i, 5554 Cys BREEA 1 A HM
TREEEL Y, DRE RN, DTT AL 3] ISR Cys [RIJE B 40+ N Zais ", T i e sl 4 i 8 F ok &
MHIER , X ULBERSFAL Cys RTRE SN I REG &, 1Wi%E 54> Cys MFEH 2410 & WARE ™,

AN, FIH PredictProtein #0443 AT if &k Bz & F HAT — I BB #38 : 173~176 2f cAMP Fl cGMP-
B RERR LA 38~40, 118~120 1 202~204 Jy i F U C BEIRIL 7 515 118~121 F1 153~156
1% 25 P I B e A 55 19~24, 130~135 F1 165~170 2 N-Tot 54k (7 5 (& 3) . RS TERRERE A ctinidia
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deliciosa ™ FITEAER: Ficus awkeotsang™ i ¥JHEHE T — SR IR AN A, FU HCAR T FAT M AT
SignallP 4.0 #4453 #7 . 7/R CsPMEVInvl Z JKEE 1~23 {7 250 h 15 S Ik, HArEH 0.795, mTHEZ

JIKEE N Sty 24 P74 FEAE 1A Ala BREE, it AHEIIAE 23 5 24 L Z (A AEAE 1 A5 S5 IR 39 D) ™, sy

{E K 0.450(F 4), FH SOPMA 4 Hil CsPMEV/Invl % [ 458 & B, %8 1 h R a-ﬂlﬁ%ﬁm\ G

InterproScan(Version: 4.8)
Sequence: CsPMEI/InvI
Length: 205
InterPro Match"' “ee see ees ses see ses ses ces ses ses aen sen Query Sequence... eee see cee see ses aee see ses e aee ses ses ans sen ..20.5

PR006501| Pectinesterase inhibitor
PF 4%4 C

TIG 16 14'
SSF101148*

O PMEI O plant invertase/pectin methylesterase inhibitor 8l PME _inhib: pectinesterase inhibitor domain
M plant invertase/pectin methylesterase inhibitor
B 2 CsPMEI/Invl & InterProScan4.8 4-#1 4 &
Figure 2 Analysis results of CsPMEI/Invl with InterProScan4.8

I AATAATAGTAGTCTGTCTTTCTGTTGCACAAAGATATATGGCTAAGCTTTCCCTTTTCTC
M A K L S L F S

61 ACTAGCTCTCTTCTTCCACCTTTACTTGGCTGGAATGGCAGAATCTGCCATTCCCGGGCA
L AL F FHUL Y L A G M A _E_S A I P G H

121 TTCCACTCCCGCAAACTTTATCAGAAATTCGTGTAGAGCCACTCGATATCCAGCGTTATG
S T P A N F I R N[S C Rl A TR Y P A L C
181 CGTTCAGTGCCTCTCAGGTTATGGTCATGCCATCCGAAATGAGCATCAGCTTGCTGTAAC
VQ ¢C L S GY G HAT RNZEHQTL A VT
241TGCCTTGTCAGTGAGCTTAAGCAGGGCACGGTCAGCTGCTGCTTTTGTGGGCAAGCTGAC
AL SV 8S$L SR AR S A A AF V G K L T
301 TAAAGTTAGGGGAATCAAGAAGAGAGAGTTCCTAGCTGTGAAAGATTGCATAGAGAACAT
K V R G I K K R E F L AV K D C 1 E N M
361 GGGTGACGGCGTAGACCGACTTAGTCAATCCGTCAGGGAGCTTGGCCATGTGGGACGAGC
G D GV DR L S Q[S..N...RILLE L G HV G R A

421 TGTCGGCCAGGACTTTACGTGGCACATGAGTAGTGTGCAGACTTGGGTTAGTGCCGCACT
VG Q D F. T_WH M S S V Q TW V S A A L

T DE N T.C.L.E GF DGR FM DG N V K
541 GGCTGCGATCAGGAGAAGGGTCACAAATGTTGCCCAAGTCACTAGTAACGCTCTTGCTTT

A_A I R R_R._Y.IT NV A Q V T SN A L AL
601 GGTTAATCGATTCGCCGCTAGGCACCAAGCTGCAGCAGTCACCGAGAAGCCTTAGATTTC

VNR F A A RH QA A A V [T E K P *
661 GTCTAAGGTGACCTCTGCTGTCTTCTGTATAATATGGTATCTCAATATGATATCCCTTAG
721 GTTCGTGCTTAGTCTAGTTTCTGTCTTATATAAGAAAGTTTGGTTTTCTGGGCAACCAAC
781 AAAAAGTACAGTCAGTATCTAAACATAAGAGTTTGTGTTCTGCTGCTGCTGCTGCTGTTG
841 TTGTTGTTTTTTTTCCCTCTTTTAAGATACTTGAGTTTTGTTTAAATAAAATAAAACTAA

901 ATGAAGCTAAAGAGTGTGCCAACTATTGCTTTGAAAAAAAAAAAA
AR ATG 1 TAG J3 51 4 e 4 2505 F A28 L %505 15 IR T XIZh cAMP il cGMP-ZE 11 3 i 12 L
u, U U IR R I AR B R A R RN N-BEIL AR A7 a5 5 S AE P Sk B 1 S
C BRIR LA s AHAT R InvI/PMEL 5 Cys {-5F 7 )
| 3 CsPMEI/Invl %5 ¢cDNA 5 5] B 3 3 569 & L 82 5 7
Figure 3 cDNA sequence of CsPMEMInol and its deduced amino acid sequence
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B-Hr@: 4(1.95%); LN 58(28.29%)
B 5 CsPMElUInvl %) —%B 44
Figure 5 Secondary structure of CsPMEl/Invl

hhhhhhhh

PRSF, MITE N 3580 22 S8k, I B2 A 2 fm] 0 g 2 s 1 e e Ak A2 2 [ (SIT)XX(R/K) J (1 6) o Tnvl/
PMEIL Z 4 i 54 (8] 1) S SE R A AR R IR, FLRIR A > R . CsPMEInvl #5358
SR TN 2 @ AL TRy 9 J@ T — A HEAABL, FIHU I I Arabidopsis thaliana J& T [/ — 4> 73 32 (8 7)o & HE R
[ EAH R B . 4GS InvI/PMETD K% B9 480/ 7, 4 Vitis vinifera, KF Hordeum vulgare ,
Capsicum annuum, {H¥E Nicotiana tabacum, T54% % Solanum phureja, FEMEHE, 50 A1 H 2 Ipomoea
batatas SFAH ) 1) IR 5 51 R R LT 60%, b 54T PMELL(NP_192976) i) [F] U5 1 fe i, 153

58.1%,

3t

REGE R T, AR S A

M 54 ST il o 9 B DR AR, T 2R 0 il (PMIE) A%

B (Inv) 7332 P A I B R 2 50, AR 2 pH ", — 6 B &g 7RIS SRR i 52
0

10 20 30

8I

O 0 O AW =
o
]

m 1
90 100 110

ELSLFS. .LARFFHEYLAGMAESA. . ...... .
RASVLVVLVVRISVIENTSEVAES. ... ... oo n v n s
RSGALPLLAARALGERARRRRARAS . v v e nnna
GAY .YIRCHIETVFETIVAFTCS55F. . .MESVSAAR
...... NEETVCETTVALTTSNY. ..

GCCNYNHYNEEIVEEILLAFTT.....c00nu..
HITQCSHS . FLIESTLEFATTFSN. . . . . v v v v e
MEPRLTHLCYCLLEFLPRILCOSTIAKPS. . ... ...
MEPELTHLCYCLLEFLPBLSQSTIAKPS. ... ......

1

ASEGREART

LRSTTALDLDLDA

0

HEIRN . EnchEN T
THxEERQERT
ERSEEMERL
IlzvisE HE
IGASEQIMAHE
IGVSEQLARE
VRONEGCMART
RNENCHMEQT
RNENRMITQT

1

Sp

la
160

2 WL T SLERRQSRRE VSR

18 EEER EEp22F GEfE..KV GIx. .

=il

.EIRGME. .

3 3 RSP ORERER 52 YWVERIC GPGLRGEAGGEARGS
SL

G
’ !
E
E|
K

RjgCME
RGRGALD
SGRD...RD
SGRD...RDO

T
i
45 TRQSTSAMMIRLIE . . HVRGLT. . B i
55 TRQSTSSMMLRLIE . . HGQEMT . . B i
65 TRQSTSTMMIRVE . . HSQEMT . . P i
7 8 EVERTRSYLSNER . . READKYSGSSRR i
8y JRVRSTITIYVGRIT . .X2RRIK. . R i
9 BLZ JRVQSTITVYNVRRLT . .KARRIK. .R i
al aq st rg v
1?0 2¥0 230
| MERVER FICERFMDE TR FeE T SNALE
2 MSHV DN FRERRLOG S[IR pAOE T SHALR
K] A=t TiE S LS . REVDBETREAIR pAE T SHALR
4 MRD T oENT Vi FRERvVMNERNRIT VR PAEI T SHALR
SMEEIOTP SA ECERVMHERNEI VR P T SHALR
6 MSDICENY FRERREMNERNRII VIR 7 NALA
7 MSNV NI M Ef . OVERC EVRR DR E
8 [LSNVENYT ECERVMDEVNE/SLIR B
9 LSNVERY = E EEYEEEF RSa EE B
Msnvqtwvs tc dlgf gkvmdg vk i a

i B 1 O 1T W 1R AL A

A 6 CsPMElInvl 5 InvI/PMEIL K% ¥ 3 4 FF R AL B8R 5 7] 69 B IR M 4R

JEUIRLE AR T

df w

Figure 6 Homologous comparison among amino acid sequences of CsPMEI/Inv] and other species from InvI/PMEI family



530 &4 3 FE ST AF AT R S AR S B CsPMELInvT (1) 5k 5 )5 41 43 #7 341

2 177 IR JBF ¥ CsPMEL/InvI KC 198084 | 59
H ZjRipening-related Protein CAB85625 51
1 ¥ JFPMEL/Invl XP_002872657 —95 —%42
1 # JFPMEI NP_192976
KFEInvI AEB26579 39
22 PMEI CBA 10126 88
HHPMEIT ABG47806 |84 36
O BPMEI isoform ABG49144
'E“?%P%g XP_003590138 15
HH#InvIT AAN60076 59
H #Invi Q8LIU6 43
MM HInvI2 049908 —— 84
% Hilnvl 082001 ——— 20
Wi BkPMEI P83326

100 80 60 40 20 0
B /%
B 7 CsPMEUInvl 5 Invl/PMEI R 7% % 3R 5% 7% 2L 88 5 7 69 2 25 47
Figure 7 Cluster analysis of amino acid sequence of CsPMEL/Invl and part of species from Invl/PMEI family

AR R B, e AR B ] (Invl) 15 e B R B0 1) (PMED) 78 B03% J5 7K °F L g 430 845 Inv #1 PME
A 3 P20

HHT, 5¢F PMELfl Invl &G 8 2050 GE o P8 4008 2 R 9 A BBk A ctinidia chiniensis ™™, T
A TR RN B Musa sapientum ™V S5 {7 E PMEL, BBk SR 52 PMEL 2 (M fE & — L0 il PME
T, LG A I R 7 R S A ek 15 P Invl FEAY Prunus armeniaca™’, H PO i R BT
SR H 4G $RE . Greiner 28 P40 B Hh 45 1 Invl (1) cDNA 75 D044 S 55 JL R 4 R E AT 3558, B BT
IR R R RIRE S B SRR T 75%, Tk A8 L R A AT TR R, R
il FxF Inv A P0HI4EH o PMED F1 Invl ANUAESE P 8] FHA FIEME, FS7FEEASH S50 LiE
A AU o Scognamiglio 55 PAAT LA 52 Hh 43 BEARAT Invl 25 11, 328 RN 1 7 700 Vv 5 AL I 1) 3 1
L5y M K % Invl 5 PMEL 437 AL, 850 8 SR 7 5 S oo B [RIU ,  76 25 11 00 205 440 2 e AN — o A
fii B HRA — k. InvI/PMET 526 B 03 8] ) W) U5 PR 3K, (R )2 PMEL( 8} InvD) 8 45 5 M 410 i) PME (5
Inv) i 2, — S8 F N M IZ R AR SF R Cys FTRESE 2 b5 Invl ThBEG 6. A LFR R,
TRAEARPMET [ — 26 51 FL iR 5% 2 (Asn101, Aspl09, Thrll3 FilAsn147 £5 )il 5 PME /) 3 455 & & ik
iz 5% Jk (Phe80, Tyr135 1 Trp223)J8 i/ Tl SV A BAE T, mie ] RA7A7EF PMELs 1™, HET, Invl 5
PMEI 76 A7 S 55 &k B e B8 b i 7 e A R o

IR BT B 3R 1) CsPMENInvl 44 cDNA SE1T 25 AT RE 0B o BN, & B 56 I 4
M3 (5 PMEI"™ B AU 254, B £ D) a- SR LS M 77 76 5 Hgnid i & L 5 $LRE JF PMEIL
(NP_192976) i) 2 L 1R IR 5 1k doe i, a5 31 58.1% 5 i HLiZ & H & A InvI/PMETD K& H {571 4 4 Cys 5%
5, WANEH 1 A-AEK Cys, HUETHERALEFNG T R RS A 4 MRS Cys GREE™, e R H
P 40 ) - & 5 A Cys BRI, JEF L B4, FRATRI2EHEWT CsPMEInol J5 K 4t 1) 85 1 R %K
S HER A0 4] 7 (PMEL) , 2% 8 (A ] BB i 96 75 PME A9 36 Mol i R0 i B, (H B e RSk | it
o (1 LR AR FE LA 5 21— 25 0 98 R AIE 5
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