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Identification and expression analysis of tomato plasma membrane

H*-ATPase family genes

LIU Jianjian, LIU Junli, JT Minjie, CHEN Jiadong, YANG Xiaofeng, CHEN Aiqun
(College of Resources and Environmental Sciences, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, Jiangsu, China)

Abstract: Plasma membrane (PM) H*-ATPase, which catalyzes ATP hydrolysis coupled with pumping out pro-
tons from cells and which is ubiquitously existent in all cell types of plants examined so far, has been charac-
terized to be encoded by a multigene family involved in a number of plant physiological and developmental
processes. The aim of this study is to identify and characterize the genes encoding PM H*-ATPase in Solanum
lycopersicum (tomato). Through genomic sequence database hunting and bioinformatics analysis, eight putative
PM H*-ATPase genes (named as LHA1-8) were identified, and their expression patterns were subsequently
analysed by quantitative real-time reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction (qRT-PCR). Bioinformatics
analysis revealed a high conservation among these paralogous genes in both coding sequences and Exon/Intron
structures. Expression analysis showed that LHA1, LHA2, LHA3, and LHA4 were expressed in all tissues ex-
amined; whereas LHAS, LHA6, and LHA7 were predominantly expressed in flowers. LHAS, the newly identi-
fied gene in this study, with barely detectable transcripts in normal growth conditions or in nutrient (N, P, K,
and Mg) -deficient conditions, was strongly induced in arbuscular mycorrhizal (AM) fungal-colonized roots. A
2 669 bp LHA8 promoter fragment could direct the B-glucuronidase (GUS) reporter expression specifically in
transgenic tobacco roots colonized by AM fungi. The results provide new insights into the evolutionary conser-
vation and functional divergence of the tomato PM H*-ATPase gene family during plant growth and develop-
ment. [Ch, 5 fig. 2 tab. 22 ref. ]
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H*-ATPase J& ) {2 1715 T4 490 Jo RN 45 Fft P IS R 8 P A0 — B O BE 2R 11, 76 40 M AR ot 2 o R 3 56
SEMMERY . HAT, BRIE R H-ATPase #4544 7] 4325 P AL F BUFN V B, Jor F A H-ATPase i F i
LRAR N BER BN RLAAR YRR I, V 7 H*-ATPase & i T I I, FifE H-ATPase J& T P 7 ATPase™’,
Ji B H*-ATPase fig % 8 £ K fiff = BEBR MR 1T (ATP) = A gk, % 200 i o v ) %0 - (CHL) 3 v 32 28 o 400 i (s
PR TR BT -2 ), LDl B 32 B2 0 40 MRS A0 7 A S - () Wk BEBR FE IR LA, S — RNk B ia
VA FI38 T 2 11 5 0 8 2 3 45 i 5 1 RN o AR = P 3R 3K B Ty Fnfg . — R AR SEI S5 RUE .
P B H-ATPase fEH5 2 5 M N R BREE (1 . B 14 . A0 R AR . AL B9 I A 55 2 i 2B 3 it
RS AP PR B H-ATPase JL-F-#5 2 H— 2 3 KR gt , HAS R0 6 52 78 3k 1 HA —E M
Fr R A TS Blan, 7ERBA MY LR T Arabidopsis thaliana W 3% %5 52 3] 11 A~ G5 5 51 i H'-
ATPase [ [FJJR L (AHA1~11)"%, H | AHAL FIAHA2 TE i A AL U881 Rl £k, HR AR
] PR, AHA3 REAEQE UL AT B PRk AHAG6, AHA8 Fl AHA9 JL-F RAEIEZR B
Fik AHAL0 EZAE R B IR FRI R I 323k, XBZE R R TR R Wb v, AR
(1) J5t i H*-ATPase 3k P EFE 9 & B A [R] B B BT 20 A6 T B4 ARG ST R /sl oy S vk i 2R BRI B . A
JiTJE H-ATPase 8 P 78 55 5 2 38 7K 7 1Y 0 19 36 52 BR (Anms|we-3- 2 e 55 ) FEREE (n$h 3 . IR =5
PR FL R A ) IR 2 . il Solanum lycopersicum {E R 7iliEl Solanaceae fE¥ i) — 51, AR —
(i A D EZ R (7 B TN E W= i X S B 2D S TR AR NGt 15 o T o 12 N I )& o~ 3 P e R DS o V|
HTAECERER T, W8N EY 5 s AG 200 — A AR B R AR AT e X T
Southern F[1C 2% 22 (45 RAHEM , Tt b vl REAFAE G /0 T A4t i H-ATPase /)L LHA1~7", B
AT H A 3 ALK (LHAL, LHA2 Fl LHA4) 47 T 4K cDNA JF51) i v b fi 3k @ 3 40 0, i
oAt 4 /4> 0T R LHA SR HUGE T 24 200 bp 9 DNA J$51 M A 5% 30 43 X 7 i 4= 5 R 403 910 SC %8
EST/cDNA SCEMA TR %, IR T 8 AN A7 588 4t X () i i H-ATPase JE[H LHA1~8, M LHA8 Jy
MAARE 1L W 3L R . XX 8 ANFEDR I 3 F S5 A RRAE . HEAL G R DA S Al LR B e — 2B a0 i, TT R
W5 A TR AN 58 T 05 TR B H*-ATPase H& PR 5% 1 42 24 D RE B 1 T AR SL A

1 #HE57%*

1.1 gk

Ze M AR 2 L Rl Solanum lycopersicum “Micro-Tom” , FEAM R 70~80 d, ¥REZyH 15 em,
1.2 Rt

e HRD 1 AR TR B 10900 32 480 A S0 MR T8 5 10 min, B ROK WP 5 &K B iy A s b 1
25 CHiFRM i R B H M SE2JETT, 12 W E FR A 58 W E R E RIS B e 1A Bt e
SR, AR I RV s 100 mmol -1 R B (NHLNO,) . 2.00 mimol -1 B8 (KNO,)
0.50 mmol - L™ fi§ 245 (Ca(NOs),), 1.00 mmol - L™ 8 i — & 4 (NaH,PO,), 0.25 mmol - L™ 5 fk 4% (CaCl,),
0.50 mmol - L™ i fig 8% (MgS0,), 20.00 pmol - L™ 2 —J1iz PU £, IR % 8 (Fe-EDTA ), 9.00 pmol - L™ 44 1k 4%
(MnCl,), 46.00 wmol-L™" #lj {8 (H;BO5), 8.00 wmol - L™ & iR ¢ (ZnS0O,4) , 3.00 wmol - L™ % fig 4 (CuSO,) ,
0.03 wmol - L™ ZH 12 4% ((NH,)eMo;04) . pH {E ¥ % pH 5.8,

FrorikZ Mim A B . BB 4 DRz (AL B BRAIEE) AT 1A dh (RUABsh) ran Ak B
Xof BEAL 3 Ol 58 4B SRR AR s FRAr B Z AL TR B L B R 0k B 0 3 R A B X BR AL B 1720, HoAth R
SPICRWEAE s AN TESE A E SR WP NI 200 mmol - L™ A5 ALsh . AR FE R 3 - B

FEFP AR R AR IR AR U Y A SR KR S 3 E) 3 Lo et rh, AR AN 3 Bk
BERERIEA 2.0 g« 87 ZE A WA AR BCRT Rhizophagus irregularis 87357, 3L 3 MEY#EHE .
1.3 IMRAEERAEHENXRE(QRT-PCR) 5347

W2y 2 pe HEL W) HZURE 5 00 2 RNA, ™ 4% $% I8 Takara 2 7] 19 PrimeScript RT reagent Kit With ¢D-
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NA Eraser [ s iUl & A1 B W EAT cDNA & B0 R 25 9 9 952 ik PCR 4347 (ABI plus real-time
PCR system, 3 1), WZILE A B FIKM Actin FEH !,

®1 B8 LHA BEER Actin IEES|Y

Table 1~ Gene-specific primers used for real-time RT-PCR amplification of tomato LHA and Actin genes

A B H (5 —3") NS A (S'—3")
LHA1 CGCGAGCTTCAATGGGCACA GCTCCCATCACGACACCAACAGT
LHA?2 GGGCTGCAAGTTCCTGACACC TCTTCATTCTATCACCCACTCACCAG
LHA3 GCCAAACGTCGTGCTGAAGT CGTAAGGAAGGGAAAGAGGGAAC
LHA4 CCGGGAACTGTCTGAAATTGCTG CTGCCATTCCCTTTTCTTGTGTGTA
LHAS GGGAACTGTCTGAGATTGCTGAAC TCATCCAACAACATGCCAGCAGC
LHAG6 TGGTTCCTCTTGATAAATTATTGACA AGCCATGATAGCAGCACACTCC
LHAT CCACGACAAGAACTACAGGGAATT TTTCAGCATGTTCCTTTTAGAGTGTA
LHAS AGCAAAAAGGCGCGCAGATAT AAGGCGAAAAACTCCACAAATGA
Actin TTCCGTTGCCCAGAGGTCCT TCGCCCTTTGAAATCCACATC

1.4 #HUeRSH

HA 25 B 5 51 1 HexE 23 Fl 2R Ge kAR i 246 23 591 - Clustal X 1.83 Fil MEGA 4.0 #04F5¢ i, #4 it
AR 1 5832 2k I 4B 4223 (Neighbor-Joining) .
1.5 Ba3iFREME pB121 REHRERHE

W45 LHAS &I % i+ ATG i g sl F 741, it 544 51 A Hind I A1 BamH I (% 1E [ 51 9
(aagcttagaatccatcattggatcact ) Fl S [n] 5| ¥ (ggatceggtageteaattgattgaacee ), UL & i 5k K 24 DNA M fd, 4T
PCR ¢4, #4315 2]/ 2 669 bp )5 3 i Bt s b 3| pEASY-Blunt 44 (Jb 38 24 A w7 i) o D
750k f5 A Hind ITFD BamH 14555 20+ F BOA e BE#AR 1T, B, RIFRKESOT R A 24 pBII21 [
Hind IT #1 BamH I ¥ 35S Ji5 27 F B V) F JF IR R R0 B, 5 A se B0k U0 R iy H iy 5L
Ja 8+ F Bti b T4 DNA Ligase % [n] 3 #2 o 8 5 41 )5 19 22 3K 200 0k F L i 96 % 1L B AR AR AT 1 A -
grobacterium tumefaciens J&3Z 2540 il (EHA105) H 25 F o
1.6 MHEE Nicotiana tabacum %5 F

SR FH AR Ji A FF D A 5 18 A0 R0 35 A5 6 A0 7 0 (29 ) 17,
1.7 GUS ##&

BIBAS [ B I R &R AR 2R A Magenta-GUS Ze9 1, 37 CR 6 h J5 78 FAA [ ZE W [V EE )V (UK
BETR )V (70% £ 1 )=1:1:18 JRA WL i 1 i I B (o 1813 10 b, Bk {& (BX50 OLYPUS R44%5E)

2 HERGAH

21 EMREH-ATPase RBEEENLEERF DT

h T BT T H-ATPase JERZEH KRB H . BATLACIRIE A 3 4> F i i i H-ATPase &
Kl LHA1, LHA2 F1 LHA4 (4K 465 )7 5] (CDS)/E N & /7 41, >k 1] BLASTN Fil TBLASTN 2% 43 4| 78
Tt e PR A1 508 2 0 EST/eDNA i e v b A7 [R]85 51 450 28 o 3 o o BT 3045 149 1 910 a4 7 R R0 42k R 45 4 Jak
M, BRATHEE R 8 N HEA SER IS X A LHA LN, Hop 7 A5 2 jii s i LHA1~T P9 58 42— 3K,
1113 53 A —A~ AR5 i 44 0 LHA8) A MR ARE i B 568 . P 80400 o, 3 8 4~ LHA R 2 A #ir
K/INBFE I B2 AE (ORF) , HL 4w 5 ) 2 3 8 e 51 2 1) HL oA AR = A AR (3% 2) . i, LHAL fit LHA2
PAK LHAS F1 LHA 6 Z [ (1 2 35k 52 )y 5 AH AL 40 590 8 3% 91.5%F1 98.3%
2.2 HEMKRIE H-ATPase HREBEEKINE F/NEFLEHWHH

¥ 8 4~ LHA JE[H 19 4 5% )5 51 (CDS) Fil DNA J¥81] X 5 40 M & B, 3 S 5L D] ) 2 i X R AR AU 5 7 &
AWEF(E 1), Hp LHAL, LHA2 F1 LHA8 S H MW & FiZ, N 204 1fi LHA4 &AM N & T i
AL B 104 X FFE LHA JEH i o A 00 Bk — 2 0 H & B, i 8 A4 LHA 3L B A B N R 57
(PN & /O 25 AR AR, R4S LHAJE B b (A TR 9 & A AN i B ok — 3. WL 1 g
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Table 2 Similarity matrix for the predicted amino acid sequences of the eight tomato LHA genes

- S LR FF AR AU % T ik ) 52
LHA1 LHA2 LHA3 LHA4 LHAS LHAG6 LHAT LHASB HE K /INbp
LHA1 100 2 871
LHA?2 91.5 100 2 871
LHA3 78.0 78.0 100 2 865
LHA4 74.6 76.3 79.7 100 2 859
LHAS 81.4 79.7 79.7 72.9 100 2 856
LHAG6 79.7 78.0 78.0 712 98.3 100 2 856
LHAT 79.7 78.0 78.0 74.6 86.4 84.7 100 2775
LHAB 84.7 84.7 74.6 74.6 79.7 79.7 72.9 100 2901

Al LA, LHA SRS R F AR 2408 B B AN & F % 28 (intron loss) L4, 41 LHAS,
LHAGF LHAT #1%f F LHA1, LHA2 F1 LHA8 3% 3 N 3LH M S5 S ANFE 7T NN & T4 B8 T £,
SFECTMNALE AN T EAE T FAE I

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 141516 17 18 19 20

Y203 60 g 120 gu 99 g 138 135 180 g 207 o120 gy 120 gy 123 gu105 29145 g 165 gy 239 gu33 gy 82 161 g 207 gy 186 gy 179 w97

LHAAE 1242 1059 310 239 E33E 828161

LHA3 RS 672 327 1209123 @105 310 BE 174 2183 2179 o7
1747 B - - - I T £ K
245 BB - - I {2 T
11146 BB - - - I {2 T

RETTHEAEINE 7, ITHER I BT WO TR RAIENT T, 1L200CRNS TIMLE. 8 T IR
i LHA e PGS 5/ & T A B AR <, S8 10 A 35 1 S P DR/ B A FH 5 HE ARk 2% 052 S HE o o

A1 %#LHA ARG TF/AESTFEMSH

Figure 1 Exon/intron structures of the eight tomato LHA genes

2.3 EFMEEE H-ATPase RikE E gtk o

XF i LHA BE PR DL K At A AR 4 v [ 5 35 R P B 06 AT 19 R G alb Ao T R B, HEL W) G I H*=ATPase
FER R AT LR B R 5 AN WFEE (B 2), 5 Z a7 HoA PR T il i 25 28, BR T FAHLHA3 457
TS AWHEBEZSN, HAth 74 LHAFERE 53047 T 4 DSWEK WS, Horfr LHAT R LHA2 53 A 4655 1 5%
W, HEIER —H R R S, WR T LHAL R LHA2 B934k 6 REGE, #7742 31X 2 > [a] I 5 1
A R AL B Y 5 AW F A e 2 05 . SRR R, BEAS VRGN LHAS, LHAG6
M LHAT (34 e ZWAER I . B T LHAS F1 LHAG Z Al (5 AR 8 (32 1), HAMVB F/IN & T
25 R 6 4 —E (& 1), W58 LHAS F LHA6 F] e 0 U5 T [R] — A JE P A Sl PR sk 2 A6 R mp
Al EL A AE ALY 2 R R P A 2l A T (AR (U AR W2 D e . LHA4 R LHAS 43 i 55 MRS VIR, 5
S B A U I A AR Y T U PR AR X A B HEA C R, WEAR T LHA4 R LHA8 )ik Ak
AR L, Z /D R AR L A )RR A A A A T (AR AR, i LHA R N F /4
45 RO R AR B A5 AR L i R 3X S BE P 2 (B AL G R, RPFEE A B B R 6 R 1Y LHA TR P8 L,
H & PO BT IS5 AR 5 A 40T
24 FEEMFRME H-ATPase RikEEMBAAREEX S

B3 R Foih LHA LR UFR R E . 25 /R TEIER B R4, BT LHAS 1641 bk
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SHHT ML S G IR B A £ B 50, FOflh 7 4~ LHA 3
PR R 1 B 5 L S b R W BB 1 33k . L e
Wi, LHA1, LHA2 f LHA4 16 547 1 4180 40 4 %2
B, AELTE LS o B AR X B , JEe LHA2 76 B4 41
YU S ik R . JRUAE LHA3 7 5745 Bk 0 41

Il

AU A Fe3k, EIR T 75 TE T AR B 1 63k 2 41 AHAS

A B g F R EAR G55 . LHAS, LHAG6 F LHAT iX

3L I FR BB LR, LT R Rk, K v

Wi LHAS F1 LHA 6 [/ 4635 00 A5m 20 (K 3) .

25 LHAS thkixMEER S wg%‘
YT LHAS g W4kl po s ], H A IE 85 3% 10 T i v AHAT

AR R B ik . b T B UEIZ AL A 1 2635 2 75 32 31 HiA

IR, ABFRI T LHAS TE R R T4y (. W I

BURIEE ) B Z | kR (UL ) W36 LA B B b AR L Ak

SAF T AR R PRSI AT (B 4), 45 F%W] . LHAS

5 5435 22 0 AR AL L0 7 A AR R A AR R 3 o s

L2 - o AR 220 1 b B 1 7 5 AR 2R v B 8 A 0 1 5 2 Y 0.02

k(K 4). B2 &ALHAKE & e thsy b F R A K
Sy T T RO UE ST LHAS 72k R 2L 5 e AR 2 P 6 340 2 T

FIRTAL, KAV T LHAS 53 ¥ R Bt (fv 45 5 pLHA8)  Figure 2 Phylogenetic analysis of tomato LHA genes and

Al GUS g5 JE R 1 Wt #2358 24k pLHA8-GUS, Ff-iil i other plant homologs

RAT BT T B IE R T IR TR o X BB 2 R SR AR 9 GUS et B, LHAB (193 3)
TREME UK Bl GUS % 1t 2 PR £ B T MR BT R e AR 2R PP RS S0, HLAROA AL 35 22 46 vh /6 B R AR L 1
W22 AR ATE AR AN 3Rk, R R B 22 (5 3 i A0 P R I AN 21 GUS 3Rk (181 5) o

3 st 5t

JiT 5 H-ATPase JEAH Y 40 M AR 5 FE A DI REEE 1, 40\ S A W 4 B AR 30 R A i % 3l R 9 32
VRS, &4 Rk, U H-ATPase 1996 M C B IE S8 5 A4 4 K& B R v AR 22 4 Bt A% (hn 2 it A 1<
At ASLIFH L B pH BT L SRS ) ORI OGS T M H-ATPase JJREMY B 220, fHYILE
18K 1 E AL 3 B AL R B T 2 S T I H-ATPase (4[] V5 35 o e 55 0 400 R % v 0 bl 4
FAEA 11 AL H-ATPase (43K (AHA1~11)"7"; e BT 1 RAEL Gramineae /K #f Oryza sativa
1, B 2 W S 5E 3] 10 A BAT 55 5 16 PE Y B i H-ATPase 527 (0sA1~10)1, 7 & U2, RE B MR
2 /N (9 900 Mb) ZE LIRS IF (29 125 Mb) Fl/K R ) 56 P2 (29 460 Mb) B R A5 2>, (H i3 %t i 42 3k
R 4175048 % R T 8 A~ H-ATPase 4@ LK, ¥4 0 Hr kW], X 26 LHA JE R B AT B RSP 1Y
YRS F 5 A /N AR AL, AR iGE ) LHAS 5 Z i iE ik i LHA1 F1 LHA2 195 -/
T TEi 3

AU A W98 L0, AH Y A B H-ATPase LR ZE AL LT IR KRB A S ARG ~V)M,
XTAUREIT . MR AEAE Y b PR H-ATPase JER A RIK T o, T8 T RS DWERBEH M Sn, HE
IRREA O ] T LAY, BUULTP-AEIr A A 8 B R R ks AL T HAt J LA 7 506 vh 19 5 53 1 6 TR A
KBS, R DB SR T A Rk FEARDE Gt 3 i LHA 3k PR 1) 2 R 8 04 11 45 21
WAk TRMIMNES e, LHAL, LHA2 Fl LHA4 76 e A 9kl () A 2088 1 A 3658, B Tk LR
R TS5 T — R4 B B, LHAS, LHAG6 il LHAT F26 8 ke 5, JLT HAE |
AL, BRTRIVEE IR R SR FAEES TR A, HXSREZ R0 s — &
LRSI IHRETUAY . ZHTA PSR s, BRI H-ATPase 3R 7E 5 5 K T b1 263k 52 B4R £ 1 & (40 3543
Z.HE. OREREMERAEEILAZS WM, LHAS BB RAEEWRHRAUT, BRAESFTHE
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Figure 3 Expression analysis of the tomato LHA genes

FlE AL B AN RS, HRESTE WM A R P AR R PR FUER s . AR 2 LI b — 2K )R TRk %
["] Glomeromycota MRENS 5 R ZEAN AR R H HIL AL R EEY, R ERILAKE, EREE
i — i (AR N B 22 ) 8 58 TAR R R AL, 55— i (AR AD I 22 ) 2 MR PR 77 70 #6 0 IX o A AR 2 i B T 1
R TR A AR A1 TR 22 ] 50 A ) R A s b pg WS ), Bk 3 v 3R g (R R ) B RO s A
A, AR UEL TEAR EL I 23k 20% 09065 7 Wy LA GE R A KB LHA 8 1 HE il B AR B B 1 7 A
WA R LR R, BN TiZZEN RS 7Y SRR SR IR S R b a9 0 fLE 5ol #2 0 Bl
TEBFE G & Medicago truncatula HUKFEH A LI T 1 A BWEAAR B AE R 5505 5 32509 BT H-ATPase
SER (MtHAT F1 OsHA 1/0sA8) ) FE/KFEH RAE OsHA1/0sA8 RERS i 25 52 W /K Rl A bR AR 3% 5 AR B0 78
AR IR RS S R E SRR PO AR E ARl g, LHAS 5 MtHA1 F1 OsHA1/0sA 8
FabF5 VIR, WA T LHA8 fEiltfb h -8 T 5 MtHA1 F1 OsHA 1/0sA8 ML E Y124 D fig . A B
F i 1 f Al I H-ATPase BN WA A WO MERE - P B 2540 | R4k OC 28 Nk A s o i ml L ok
RAWFFE B H-ATPase 75 i i) 4 KR B 3 2 b B4R AL S A e 1 4l o
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Figure 4 Expression analysis of LHAS8 in roots of the tomato Figure 5 Expression analysis of the GUS reporter driven by
plants under different treatments LHAS promoter in transgenic tobacco roots colonized
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