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Cloning and expression of UGPase gene and its role in polysaccharide synthesis of
Anoectochilus roxburghii
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Abstract: Objective UDP-Glucose pyrophoshorglase (UGPase) gene of Anoectochilus roxburghii was cloned and the correlation
between the expression content of gene and enzyme activity and polysaccharide accumulation was analyzed to explore the role of
UGPase gene in the regulation of polysaccharide synthesis and metabolism. Methods In this study, the stem segments of A.
roxburghii were used to clone the full-length sequence of UGPase gene via RT-PCR and RACE technology. RT-gPCR, ELISA
technology and phenol-sulfuric acid process were used to determine the expression of UGPase andenzyme activity in seven different
varieties of A. roxburghii and the content of polysaccharide. Finally, the correlation was analyzed. Result The cloned sequence is
1786bp in length, the ORF is 1425bp, encodes 475 amino acids. The results of correlation analysis showed that the expression level
of UGPase gene and enzyme activity had significant positive correlation with the content of polysaccharide in seven different
varieties of A. roxburghii (the correlation coefficients were 0.823 and 0.785, respectively). Conclusion  The Full-length sequence of
UGPase gene was successfully cloned in this study. Preliminary proof that UGPase gene is the one of the key genes involved in the
anabolic polysaccharide metabolism.
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4#£55% Anoectochilus roxburghii (Wall.) Lindl. #2
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DL EREHAs (Eppendorf AF]); GelDocXR+iE
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Fig. 1 Samples differences in different varieties of Anoectochilus roxburghii
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2 FHE
2.1 /= RNA12EX. cDNA % 1 $##m& &% RACE
cDNA HI& &K

DA I 4 288 2H 5 i 2 B M ORL, iR b
e 4OE BN S RNA. K NanoDropTM 2000 43
HtEE i (Thermo Fisher, ZEED JIE & RNA K
JREFNAENE, 1.5%%5 i b EE e rE Ik 4 e e Bk
fifi F b5 4 30 44 F1 19 TransScript One-Step gDNA
Removal and cDNA Synthesis SuperMix & 1 & 1%,
R E AR cDNA 5 1 4. il TaKaRa
SMARTer® RACE 5°/3° Kit ik 7 & & il 5 &
3’RACE ¢cDNA, —20 C1#7%.
22 FEHSIEITS5ERM- PCR #18 UGPase &
AFFIRIEEEMZEDTTT

FR4F GenBank H Ty M FIHE A UGPase & A5
g ECA K F A CH O 45 IX294909.1 |
XM_020741275.1. FJ536261.1. XM_021452444.1
), K MEGAT.0 #5412 J7 xS Thae ks AN )
fHY) UGPase [ 741 v 8 & R A 4y, it
) JF 51 % . UGPase-F: 5°-GAGTGGAGYAA-
GATYCAGAC-3’, UGPase-R: 5’-AACCAKACA-
TCACCAGARACCTTCA-3’. H K14 1170 bp.
5140 AL R A VAR A BR A B A
A

PL “2.17 3RS cDNA Afk, UGPase-F.
UGPase-R & b i 51 #idk4T PCR 714 . PCR 41
WHEN: 50 L RMAKZR, &% 2XFlash Hot Start
MasterMix 25 uL. | Fi#514)% 2 uL. cDNA itk
2 uL. ddH20 19 uL. PCR XM 4k N: 94 ‘CTHiAs
P 2 min; 94 ‘CA8M%: 305, 51.7 ‘CiBk 30s, 72 C
ZE{H 1 min, 35 MEH; 72 CHEfd 2 min. PCR =
M 1% EREER RIS, MITTHRMAE, &4
7442 H] 1) EasyPure Quick Gel Extraction Kit
LEEBEEER: DNA [EiGA7 &2t )55 PMD 18-T
BAARIAT R, R A BUARL A\ F] DHSa KT #
RS2 . I RO IR S TR 8 ANBH PR B AT
WFEA3HT, 245 0347 BLAST Lextorar, 36
R 7 45 SR ) TR 1

MG R 15 5 UGPase 3k AR 57 [X
H, MH Primers it w514, 3°RACE 51414
3-UGPase 5’-GGTGGCACGCTAATCTCATATGAA-
GGAAG-3’, 5 ) RACE 3| # N 5-UGPase
5’-ATGGGAAGACATCACCGTGCCCTGGAG-3’, 2

X RACE-PCR VA& R 354 50 pL, fLFE SeqAmp
DNA Polymerase 1 L. 2XSeqAmp Buffer 25 pL.
PCR-Grade H20 15.5 uLL.. 5’0r3’RACE ¢cDNA 2.5 uL.
3-UGPaseor5-UGPase 1 uL. 10XUPM 5 puL. PCR
&N 5’RACE: 94 C. 30s, 72 C. 3 min, 5
ANMEFF; 94 °C. 305, 70 C. 30s, 72 “C. 3 min,
5 ME¥; 94 °C. 305, 68 C.30s, 72 “C. 3 min,
30 MEFF; 4 CHfE. 3’RACE: 94 “C.30s, 68 C.
30s, 72 C. 3 min, 30 MEH; 4 CHRE. JE4:
SEH P BR [F AR 57 X e B i AR

133] UGPase [N 7E# 755, i ExPASY
H 1) Translate T EUREJE [R 21080 36 L 25 TR 17 41
81 ProtParam {73 i 2k 1 i A PE T . {5
Net Phos 3.1 Server 373 #fr & H o1 (B ERAL A7 55
18 F NetOGlyc 4.0 A4 73 # 8 11 o IR A0 A A
81 FH TMHMM-2.0 %4443 47 25 105 1D JA 4o, {6
Fl SignalP-5.0 K AF o #r s F A5 5 ik, {6
SoftBerry ¥ 3ifi 73 41 & 171 )5 1) .40 B e 7 . {8
SOPMA Mot Bl i — & dit, fEH
SWISS-MODEL 3473 #r i i 1) =R 4544 . 1E
NCBI H1f#] Conserved Domain Database (CDD) 7E
LRI AFH o BT B TR 5 M Th RS, B¢ )5 7E MEGAT.0
A R R AR 2 A %L Cneighbor-joining ) 4 2
UGPase & 11 R GLiALH
2.3 UGPase EFFRIEE. HXEEHSREEL%
EZESENERSH

Pl “2.017 T TTIESEEL 7 NASE] S 2
ZH 5 A K M 25 B gRT-PCR cDNA, %18 “2.2”7
WA 2 s R, &t gRT-PCR 514,
UGPase-YGF: 5-GATTATCCCAAACCCAAAGG-3’,
UGPase-YGR : 5’-AGAGGGGTTAGCAGGATTTG-
3 Pty K 232 bp. EFEALTE Actin-218
ERMENANSER, Actin-2-F: 5-CGGGCAT-
TCACGAGACCAC-3’, Actin-2-R: 5’-AATAGAC-
CCTCCAATCCAGACACT-3". 73 i LA [R] i it () 25
Bt cDNA M#1#l, UGPase-YGF. UGPase-YGR N
RS WE4T gRT-PCR B, J Mifk 2 3% 20 ulL:
Tip Green qPCR SuperMix 10 uL, L. FiEEsI4LA
&% DNA #it % 0.4 pL, ddH,0 8.8 uL. # I8
94 CHilAs ! 30s, 94 CAPES5s, 60 ‘CiBk 30s,
3L 40 MEI ; QRT-PCR 45 A% R A 0 27 20CT 15

DL 7 ANAS ] it o 4 4 32 =25 B T B i v 0 X
FIEWONRE, SR R 2 F BRI G % o A
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7 it ot 45 208 32 =25 B ] AR AR O A RE, SR FH 2R 1 -t
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ik B RS A TAE R 43T
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3.1 2 RNA BREIR &4 UGPase EE R hE
SLRVES RNA R B IE B B I Ik 45 5 L I
2-D, WA[iEMiHIE F] 2 45 RNA 447 (28 S A118S)
Hr 28 S KA RLAR 18 S AN 2 1%,
AzsolAzgo fELTE 2.08, HJHEAT F—20 1) cDNA 25 —%%
A RSB0 K RACE cDNA & Sei . Il F45-3)
i) %1 1160 bp (& 2-A). 5’5551 657 bp (& 2-B)
Al 334 924 bp (B 2-C). PHES B, 53
UGPase %:[ cDNA J7 514 1786 bp. F /il 15 AE
N 1425 bp, 4l 475 NEFERE, cDNA 2Kkt
& 5 AEgmiLIX 53 bp, 3°IE4wAGX 308 bp, LK SR
T ATG, &% TGAMZ R AR. #4e
K F %) k4% GENBANK, 3573 NCBI &% 5
MT978185.
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=

D M 4 5
s ~ 4
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- |

- BFS 2-50mP 5 3-3°ui/7 51 4,5-8 RNA B fleriiem i
¥k M-Marker

1-middle fragment sequence 2-5° end sequence 3-3’ end sequence

4,5-total RNA agarose gel electrophoresis  M-Marker

El2 UGPase ZRE £ F 58 57 N 5 RNATR IS HEEAR
Bk

Fig. 2 The cloning of full nucleotide sequences of UGPase
gene

3.2 &%i%E UGPase EREEEEMF ST

JEit Protparam (- TiIA3 2]: UGPase & FHAH
SR RN 64 996.47, FHiL pl N 6.40, @I
R (Lew dbbim, 1A% 10.8%, 7+ FXHh
Ca960H4711N 75708465140 TEAR S FL AN X 2R 21 41 iy
FRFIIN A 30 h, AFaE e ¥ 34.49, JB THa
EE A, RN 250 108.41, SRk MEFH{E 4 0.096,
J& T ik & [ . # id Net Phos 3.1 Server 5z NetOGlyc

4.0 BHAETMASH]: UGPase & HA MRILAL A 47
A, Hh a2 218 24 4>, 7R IR 17 1, TR 6 1o
AN ST 4 A, IITESE 67 71, 73 J 824
RER i SignalP-5.0. TMHMM-2.0 & SoftBerry
W TS 2] UGPase & HAF-E(S Sk, &
REAL T3 22~23 NEJEIR, KX E F N AL R
M, [FINZE OB AL S, B IX AT ReA T2
494~516 MR, RINZEANBEES, VAR
SENLRBER], UGPase & F15E T 405 ity m Rg
¢ e - 183 SOPMA K2 SWISS-MODEL 4 Ftil 53]
UGPase & 1 -H7A 203 /> o-12i¢ (alpha helix), Kt
34.18%; 137 k{1 (extended strand), (5 bt 23.06%;
49 A~ B-#6 £ (betaturn), (5Lb 8.25%; 205 NMLMAG
B (random coil), (5t 34.51%, =ZR&askTiiiss &
DL 3. i@t CDD B #rfe3): UGPase tEHJE T
PRSI A (Glyco_tranf_ GTA type) B2
—, HA PLN02474 (hiT35 22~486 fr&IEMR).
UDPGP ({7 T-2f 48~458 {7 Z LR )« UGPase_euk (fif
55 97~396 MV ZIER) M QRIL (fii T 49~486 1
IR 4 NEEI

3 &3 UGPase EA=RLEEH
Fig. 3  Tertiary structure of UGPase protein from
Anoectochilus roxburghii
W d BLAST 2 H: R 7 41 be xf kI 45 46 3%
UGPase ZJEERIT 4154k A Dendrobium officinale
Kimura et Migo (AGA17038.1) . i 4 ~= Phalaenopsis
equestris (Schauer) Rchb. f. (XP_020596934.1). ¥
YL 2% Apostasia shenzhenica Z. J. Liu&L. J. Chen
( PKAG6203.1 ) « f% %% Asparagus officinalis L.
( XP_020273555.1) . i £5 Elaeis guineensis Jacg.
( XP_010935335.1). B ¥ Panicum miliaceum L.
( RLN32892.1 ) . ¥ £ Phoenix dactylifera L.
(XP_008804801.1). ##% Ananas comosus (Linn.)
Merr. (OAY68359.1). /2% Setaria viridis (L.)
Beauv. (XP_034583618.1). 4% Sorghum bicolor
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(L.) Moench (XP_002453185.1) Fl1H f# Saccharum
officinarum L. (ACL80329.1) AL 2 5l 2k 3
88.60%. 87.96%. 86.51%- 85.31%. 85.07%. 84.55%.
84.01%. 83.80%. 82.86%. 82.43%# 85.34%. H:
G4 UGPase ZZEMR7 Y1 5 A8 = RHN S A
fils IR R (B 4). JRELT — 35 S AL [ B 1
HAEY 8 MEGAT.0 A H 8 R (1 5D,
BT T RAEEDNT, REBUNERER, &2
HESER R A WS L RIS L AR, AR
N—R3C, Hrpdtir 58k g == B ik
PISEG KR, XATgehT 3 MM # S T 228, T
33 AEEMELEZHIENE

ANE A E B EIE S R K 6
e GERIR, TEIX 7 AR, S20EEB AR

AL (XP_008804801.1) WARD . B} el
g4 (XP_020596934.1) FASETDIMSKIEOT af
BRI A (AGAL7038.1) VASETERT SNBOTAAG
JHikE (XP_010935335.1) WVAVD . BT SRR S AJAG

HIE (ACL80329.1) MARARAREVSVD . Ef4LDKIR AEHAK]
SLRYE (MT978185) VA FEV DL FKBOR DYAG]
Consensus
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RO R, TR R o R
RIS, BACRITRE 2 25, Fir i
PIAE BB, TIERRIZE B £ M o B
RIFHE LS, RIGRITRE2 5, Fraim i
B AR, WAL S IR 2 1
A, BRI EE 2 A, SRR
T UL, BERHT 96
34 TEISMELTE UGPase BEMIZEL S

R IR b 42534 UGPase 3 [R5 5 B PCR 5
Yok LSRN 7 B, 4HER, UGPase S
FE 7 AR R R e 2 2 /MR TG 25 b 4 2
(BAE R I LU R R R P R,
BRI R A TR A, AT,
BRSNS LS. M Rk B2

I8(oE DLEh K 114

FNTNNLWVNLKAIF A D) MK REFDRA 355
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Fig. 4 Results of comparison of UGPase amino acid sequence with other plants
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Fig. 5 Evolutionary tree of UGPase protein in 12 plant
species
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Fig. 6 Determination of polysaccharides in different

varieties of Anoectochilus roxburghii
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Fig. 7 Relative expression levels of UGPase of stem in
different varieties of Anoectochilus roxburghii

S, M 2 ANEA SR ANRIIERE 2 5 3 AN
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B AR TLUR M, BARNIERE 2 5 &F, TC
UM SRR 15 A5 HAR 5 AN R R RIA R
HREWZER., BAMEARMBRE 2\, 7 A
m AP A E R B R B B LTS, A
BRI .
35 A EIRMELE UGPase BERIESEMENE

AN b P 4 2R 2R By UGPase BiEis 14l 5 45
wWE 8 fin. 4iRER, UGPase BETE 7 ANAIA S
P4 2035 2 M ZE B R S E VST, (EAEA R
WIBE IS A K. EAE, BRI
MRl BRARCONIERE 2 S, 7 AR EEBGTAL
MG LR EEZR . MEPZBREREEE LS
al, AR RE 2 5 o, T RR 2 5 m A
6 A A AT ZEE BT ISAR .  S ANE LB B R
(], 7 AP 2 2K B A B v 1) R BT
F, ABEA IR B 38 0 8 1 o
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T 150t
2 i
2 100 =
& LHES
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Fig. 8 Enzymatic activity of UGPase of stem and leaf in
different varieties of Anoectochilus roxburghii

36 TEMMELEDESRIA. BEERXMES
ML SPSS A S5 45 AT A RAE T
SERANZE 1 TR ANIE] A AN ]I )5 4 2R B
M2 BEE BRI S UGPase I3k & DL K g &
EARRE LR, MRAESZHEEENHKR
WE RS, 74b, UGPase JE[FRIA &5 Hl
AR5 IS HT LA B B AR IS S AN (] ft A< 2 32 25 B
R P& B B E B, HRRBEE A
st AN ) IS S < 2 2R B A 22 B 5 g ) o {H B
T R 5 BRI RIS ST [ ot Ao < 245 25 BB 8 22
BEENEE LMK, 5RARn 2SIt
RARFMRNE, M H S 2 RS B R
[FIRE /N T S AN ] ity A R 34243 28 B 22
BEIMHR R
x1 SLESWEEES UGPase EERIAE REFEHEXM
SR
Table 1 Analysis of correlation between polysaccharide
content and expression of UGPase gene or enzyme activity in
Anoectochilus roxburghii
UiH ZR&E () ZH&E AKX ZREE FEZ
kikE 08237 0.759™ 0.794"
RS 0.785" 0.387 0.748"

"P<0.05, MHIRVEEZE: ™ P<<0.01 AHKCIEMRE
*P<<0.05, correlation is significant; ™ P<<0.01 correlation is
extremely significan

4 g

TV 2 FE AT e ThRe. e Lz s
2. PUEST PEIUEE. Pubast. PUEPUREEE R
VERL . T FIFREYDSRE R TR 4 TR Dbk K&
AEFPZE BRI, ZHEE USSR I O

FHOCBAR 05y, AEAYDBEAIETAH SIS 2 M
YA Oy, e A TR A ARHE . RS
R AT KR AR AC . PR R A e AR AR
1L (UGPase) A&t IHHE R H B —AN 5N,
H5 %% M Munch-Petersen.  Kalckar 1 Cutolo - 1953
SRR RBIRY, ek, BN BT
SR (ICARR, R, RS kR
26271 JEIRALREL, gy POVR S R AR O A A
el B UGPase S:MR. BELIR B UTP 4
H-1-P=UDP-%] & 5 +PPi, 7EAH IR LA,
H A AR, EIRAL S, ZH8hRE R
IR SCAG A i 58 A= B R A B i, 4 L Ak o SR -
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1-6- B IR, SRIGTEMETRNE . A IR A5 10 g DL A
PR 2 R T T 7 7 A 1 R Ak A R T - 1- R IR B
JF % UGPase {64z i UDP-i%0 0%, A ERE 14
VG AR BE R H =By, FEREH LR, fELRERE
(IR, BPHELL UDP-H %10 A5 B 2 BE-1-BE R
UGPase i85 i i H (10 B EF ol 2 ] 267 AR R R 1k
(ADP-glucose pyrophosphorylase, AGPase) #H
I, TERIRET R % (ADPG), Z5i&
T A SR (1) A 10331, AR A R S B AR R B A B
B DL A6 0 T AP AE, (3L AT DA 78 7 FL A
UDP-Glc 1E ARG ALHE, ‘B 1R UGPase 27 & Fi 11k
G 7S 5 B b 2 B0 2 5 R A R
W, RV NG R SR .

A TR AR B 1) H ALY UGPase A
FEH, B IR ML RBHEY 4 2635 h 7 % H UGPase 2
KK o, ZE R 4K 1786 bp. FFAKFEEEHE N
1425 bp, 4uhd 475 NRIERE, TE NCBI L7 7E
2k BLAST oIS, UGPase & IEFER 71 [FJ5 14
Xt K R GG T R, 424k 3% UGPase 22k
g b B 5 L Ath A ) A A v 1 R R 1 (88.60% ~
82.43%), HH 58k f A b 2= B [R5 1 5t e s
F B UGPase J [F1 g i [X w1 B AR ~F, 5 AT A HRIE R
25 B AR AR, 5 A0 AR I B TSI 5 43 H 4 4 2
LR, H BB BN ZE, HoAthE
P2 08 ) LT o] ZEANT, BRUA FIESE 7 AF 5
Pl LR M ZEBORIE NSLIEA AL . TEAHIE T R
ANRFIELEY M 2SR AR EEER, X
530 A e SR B0 i i 25 S BT 5T 45 R R
UGPase ZEH KA EIEAF M S LEER P 5L
o i AR TR A DG, X 5 7R 4k B A it eI A
WA g 8. thsh, UGPase BEHHIEHFIFE S
TR REATIENEE EMG, AR RERERE
/. BT YL AW UGPase JE RS 2 5 4
RIEZHES RIS, FFREZRERENMNSE
W2 R A R &R .

AW FCARI G 2R ZEBONMOEL,  val 42k
#E UGPase JE[H 4. BT & ILER 51 PR 4T
B RGOS 1 i, T HEWT T RS B 8
Bl /e 426 UGPase 25 cDNA frBt. F4hiE
BEMSE 7 ANASIR] SR 4 2655 X BE UGPase £:[R ik
B CERE, 52 ST, B
LB UGPase J:[K /& 5 15 4 2835 £ Wi & AR B )
KHEIEN Z — . IXAELRE LN AR R

FUARGE T L ERIRTES, JENS EEE T EY)
P BN 2 B R B B At
FlBAR FAHEHEHEATAEF B R
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