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Abstract Lasiodiplodia theobromae is one of the important pathogens causing grapevine canker. The effectors
produced by the pathogens usually act as inhibitors of plant defense responses and promote successful colonization
of the pathogen in plants cells. In this study, the full open reading frame of LT_397 (1 140 bp) was cloned, which
included 11 cysteine residues. Bioinformatics analysis predicted that a signal peptide of 1-16 amino acids was
located at the N terminus. The results of qRT-PCR showed that LT_397 was induced by L. theobromae and its
relative transcription level was the highest at 24 h after infection. Under stress conditions, the transcription level
of LT_397 gene was increased under nutritional stress, oxidative stress, high-temperature stress and UV treatment. The
transient expression of Nicotiana benthamiana indicated that the effector LT_397 could inhibit the hypersensitive
response ( HR) induced by Burkholderia glumae. These results provide a reference for further analysis of
pathogenesis and the effector interaction with the host.

Key words Lasiodiplodia theobromae; LT_397 gene; bioinformatics; adversity stress; hypersensitive response

%] Vitis vinifera J& TR PHEARATRE  RIYIH 208072 7 b 0% fa B A B L rp ey 4 2 o s T
AW, AR EAEFRMES M TR K Pl Botryosphaeriaceae FUpR 51 A %) 15 b7 (Bot-
TN EZY . 2018 4R, R E A 45 (M FAE T A2 ryosphaeria dieback) J&— /i HE 22 ) ) 45 A T 7
87 J7 hm’ (HFHMH A KF) . HHEHE  WAFSEM T B RE TR SR Sk, ™ 5

Wi EH: 2019-11-28 EiTHHA: 2020-01-09

ELWAB: Jut BARARAIEA (6184041 ; K B ARFIFA 4 (31801686) 5 [E i 4 7™ M B AR & R (CARS-30)
* JfE/EH  E-mail: xupinsan@dlut. edu. cn




47 5 2

PSRN T LT_397 S Py vl S % o b © 63 -

I S5t U ARAB VR AT E 7, 3 10 2 7 X 4k &
TR 6 Tl 2 e M TR L TR AT | A 2 35 20 )
& Botryosphaeria dothidea . Diplodia seriata .
Lasiodiplodia theobromae, Neo fusicoccum par-
vum , L. pseudotheobromae Fl Neo fusicoccumman-
giferae IR IR B ) % 8 E B B. dothidea F
AR B A L. theobromae , B 1 i 5 1 /2 T )
T A, E O A O o R A
TEIR JELIL TR 19 70 85 S8 PR 48 4 AL 25 B 16 25 T
TA] X FEEEEOR I ] Al B A L. theobromae BYEL
S AL i AN BET B

TEAR )55 I P 1) 0 e ) A ok A b, AR
TR T Z2 b G B AL i e BEL 1195 T 490 1) 422 % 5 ] 1F
JE L gt Akt 22 b B0 AL ) >k v i g 3 i B T
IO B 2l £ RIR . RO T — e R
AR R SR EIR Y HE B 41, AT I B A A
V00 200 ) S A L N A0 ) 2 S P 70 S DTG R 8
IR E R B D RARY R, Ok
PR RO - Bl A FEAR RS2 A Y PTI
(PAMP triggered immunity) B 2 » AN/ NEE 2545
Puccinia strii formis {. sp. tritici % N %
PEC6 RJ LA 400 Rg 71 /N 22 v 1 i 1 0t B A A
A A7 PTLL Rk /N 22 26 85 1 1E 27 £ b i {2
/U Magnaporthe oryzae %% W &
SLP1 5F&mMEZEWHE Cladosporium fulvum N
RN ECP6 &4 R 1) LysM S5ty e 54 L
TRA G2 ME R G LT B, N ke PTT B4
BB, R E R A P 1) B AL 2
SRR - LR 2000 B PR3 35 AR DR A
JSCR R AEL 0 (%) 05 A B g o A9 2 R K SRR T Ulsta-
lago maydis J3WHYRLN - Cmul GEMEAEL K TR
AR 53 53 SR e A PR R (prephenic acid) . i
K% BR 0 A W0 6 W 5% W K W R AR 5 % 2R
M R B R AN, 5 T A AR 0 T
BEUHE JUA AT L 149 907 8 S 5 5 oK R A T A AN
¥ Pepl B E AR A MPEG POX12 B AEMH
TS T 1 G e RO o s e TR R R A
A LA A 0 ) RN 70 38K >k 4100 il 4 40 %) 907 0 52 i »
INFE R 5B P. graminis {. sp. tritici % W T
PgtSRI ji i 2k 42 By 48 3 19 K F-/)y RNA 1Y F & i
SAMTHIEY RNA JUEBRE S B BALH N . Mk
7T DA b AN [ A 155 S A R A ) 2 = 9 f e e

IO DT 9 D ) BE A% e Il s 7 B 2F AR )3
U8 Yan 219 % L. theobromae #4742 3L %
AT IEEE G AR WG B 22 7 ik 1 & 3 4t 359
A EARBONFRER SRR . A H A ] R R A A
RN S RERIFFE 30 R WL A8 L 00 1 5 27 32 ) 4
Z B ELAERILTRI A B B

PRGT RN~ PR 18 e S =X 6 B0 PR X I 59
SRR 5 A E YA LA
ARTE X 0] n] R 0 AR A R AN TR LT
397 #AT ke 15 B H By HE P ORF 4 K JF k47 4R
W& B2 53 B XF LT_397 JE[A 32 ] W] B (4 — 1375
0 SR o3 M RIS 5 B30 e 3% o3 A AR A R O
FER RO F LT_397 #4758 H g . WHoe s
FA it — 253 M B v 6 25 3 0 VR AL SR AL T
BLif7oe SN

| HEEEE

1.1 Riesret

AT R CSS-01s A SR % 73 B 0F:
TRAF . KA AL 7 Gl 58 IR Burkholderia
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KCI,1.5 g/L. KH,PO,.0.5 g/L. MgSO,.10 g/L %j
Wl 5 BB URBE Al 15 57 JE (MM-C) 1 6 g/T NaNO
0.5 g/L KCI, 1. 5 g/LL. KH,PO,.0.5 g/L. MgSO, ;
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160 r/minfE4% 24 h, B0 UCHE T 22, Bifi J5 1 B 22 4%
& T ok IE MM-C FEt &5 MM-N 555538 1A
4 WP AR A AR oK CSS-01s 76 CM {4
Rk BREFR 24 h )5, mEE R B A BIINA H O,
BAYEE N 5 mmol/L 1 10 mmol/L 4bFH 4 K27,
A AR B . CSS-01s 7 CM WA ES #2351 3%
24 h, ¥R 3] 42 CEE AR IE 45 min™, B
AEFR . CSS-01s 76 CM AR IR 3 F 1SR 24 h, B0
W 22 73 e A B0 Bl 1 mol /L NaCl ik B
37 0.1 mol/L LiCl iy MM 53236 b8 4 b, R
JpiEAb P . CSS-01s 78 CM AR KGR 3L L3555 24 h,
BLOWETE 22 7753 pH 23510 4 F1 8 ) MM B35
FLAbEE 4 h, SRANEE UV lhid Ab B 8 CSS-O01s £

CM AR 3E E3ESR 24 h )5, H UV-B g S e 4L
LIRS A 2E AR T 70 22 , 4 S o By
5 kJ/m’ 43 AL RIS ] 5 min AI10 min™*, 4k
FR5E BE I R B0 WA B T 22 8 T TR A TR
—80 CLRAfF .
1.2.4 gRT-PCR #3l LT_397 # [ th # F AT

WAEWERE 22)5 % F TRIzol(Invitrogen) %5 &b
PHEEA RNA #7428, RNA £8 DNase 1(TaKaRa)
HALALTE S , 32 F SuperSeript [ (Invitrogen) JZ 55555
B — i cDNA 85 AR 32F 47 52 B 5 it PCR 473
(qRT-PCR). ¥ qRT-PCR 4554814, LT_397 3
(& 35 GenBank: KAB2577062.1) (F. 5'-CAT-
CACCTACACCACCTAC -3'; R: 5'-CTCCTTGTCG-
TATTCAGTCT -3") ; LtActin 3R (& 55 GenBank:
AY846879. 1), (F. 5-TCTTCGCTCGAGAAGTCG-
TA-3'; R. 5'-ACAATGGAAGGTCCGCTCTC-3"),
% B8 TaKaRa 358045, %] SYBR Green T Yyt
77986 E = PCR, Jx Wi £ ABI7500 Real-time PCR
Kl 2 48 bt fr. PCR I B4k %&: 10 pl. SYBR
Premix Ex Tag™.0.5 pL #5149 (10 pmol/L) |
0.5 plL FEGI#) (10 pmol/1) . 0. 4 pl. ROX Refer-
enceDye 11,0. 5 pl. cDNA Fiff #hKE 20 pl. W
BFH: 95°C FiAEHE 3 min; 95°C 30 s,60C 30 s,
72'C30 s 4t 40 MEFF, B 3 KL 1% 3 N
SpEA RS OEE i PCRAGEIR Cr {HLL M
PRUERIZE R 27 220 ik g Ak = . AR
AR IR 0 h /S SRR D Lt
B LT_397 FePH sz ] v B (8, 0 AN [R) 42 Ye o [1] £ AH
X SRR o AR B A A FE A CK /Eh 2
s U i HIR LT_397 FEPR 33 55 e A R
PR AEDN 5 K-
1.2.5 ZmEH LT 397 FHME

DL 397-T R #Et, H 514 397F (5'-ACTC-
GAGGGCCCTGTGGAAAAGCGTC-3") 1 397R
(5'-AGGATCCGTTGGCGTCTTCGTAAACG-3")
PEAT PCR Y3 (P38 sy 1. 2. 1L P 38845 20 19 A
B 8 T &AL BRI M EHABIKGH N
397XB-T, A ATEHERLF L AE W) H AR A R w3
P FRAE . FH Xho TF1 BamH 1 XU§H] 397XB-T
A /N i Beddi A B pEDVS K[ Xho T AN
BamH T Jif§ YI 7 55 6], 153 ) 09 5 4 8K a5 48
pEDV-397,
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Z: M Sharma 2654 1 Zhang 25 (1 75 22, Pk
FFCAN 5o QR TR P8 4Rl T LB WA 3R 5, 28°C
PR T E ODg =0. 8, 4°CTF 800 g &> 10 min,
FE . 25 mL BA R 102 B s s
TR, 4 CR 800 g #0» 10 min, 3% i, HE Fik
BB, BIFHA 700 L TR 10% Hhia
TR, BTN O IR A A . SR AL
AT PEDV-397 ZRAAEE A S0 5841 v FR R IR 32
YN, B 200 pL JEFRW TR AT T 7 25 mg/L K
75 % (gentamicin) 1) LB [E{ASEAR I, 28 C 8] & 55 777
YEHAR AL F, 3T R FH PCR 3541 7% 4k 1 & 75 i 8t
B

WAL T FZS FRMEERD T 10 mL 574 25 mg/L
GM ) LB Wi fA ks 323w, 28°C, 180 r/min 7 3% 5%
FRid® . FH0.9% NaCl % ODs =0. 1, 1 mL
TSI R AR R R, 2~3 dJ5 W
AR BEIE L

2 HRE5HMW

2.1 LT_ 397 & PCR &R o
BRSS9, AT A B — AR cDNA Ayt
s s LT_397 JE R A 45 5L 3R, LT_397 JF
TR EHE (ORF) 421K 1 140 bp(E 1),
M 1 2

1 500 bp —>
<~— 1140 bp
1 000 bp —>

M:BM 5000+ Marker; 1:LT_3973E; 2:235 FIXT IR
M:BM 5000+ Marker; 1: LT 397 gene; 2: Negative control

B 1 LT 397 £EHY 18
Fig. 1 Amplification of the LT 397 gene

2.2 LT 397 EAMERMERSHEES
2.2.1 LT 397 EAWMALRTFH 04
L NCBI H R % 55 KAB2577062. 1 %1 K

ZHFH M ExPAsy fERFAF 3 M LT_397 1
TFREBEEME . A&l 2 7R - LT_397 FE RIS h% 379
NEIERIMZ IR, Edit Seq #4450 M1 2 BAH XS 43
TR 40. 8 kKDL A 17 ML FERR 51 1R
PERFERR 131 DK PR A 137 A 1 2
M. & A 114> Cys, SFHGCN 3. 79,16 pH o4 7 1,
FHLfof &7 — 34. 06,

1 ATGCGCGCCGCAGCCCTCATTCCTCTCGCCATTGGCCTCGTTGCCGCCGGCCCTGTGGAA
1 MWRAAALIPLAIGLVAAGPVE
61 AAGCGTCAGAACTTCAACTTTGCAGCTATTGCGGCTGACCGTGCCGATGAAATCGCCGCT
21 KRQNFNFAAI AADRADE I AA
121 ATCAGCGCCGACAACCTCGGCCCTGTCGACCCTGTTGTCCTGGCCACGACTGTCGTTGAG
41 I SADNLGPVDPVVYLATTVVE
181 GCCACCTCCGCCTACGATGCTACGGCTGCCATTGCTGCTGCTACGAGCGCCGTCACGGCT
61 ATSAYDATAAI AAATSAVTA
24 GTTGTCGAGAAGCGCGAGGCCTGCCAGACCTACTCTGGTGCTGGCCCTGTGGTCACCAGC
81 VVEKREACGCQTYSGAGPV VTS
301 GCTCCTAGCGATTGGGTCAATGCTGAGGTTTTGACCAACCCGGCCCTCACTGCCGACGTC
101 APSDWVNAEVLTNPALTADY
361 CCGTCCGGTTACGAAGCCGCCCCTAGCT TCACCAACCTCCAGGGCGCCGTTCAGCAAATG
1221 PSGYEAAPSFTNLOQGGAVQOQGHM
421 GGTTACCTGACTGTCAAGACCCTGGACTCCTACAGCCCGGCCCAGTGTGCCAGCTATTGC
141 @Y LTVKTLDSYSPAQGASYSTC
481 GACGACGAGCCCCTCTGCATGGGCTTCAATGTCTACT TTGAGCGTGACCCCTCGGAGGAC
161 DDEPLGCMGFNVYFERDPSETD
541 ACGTCTTGCGCTAGCGATGGAAACCCTGACAGCATTAGCACCATTGCATGCACCCTGTAC
181 TSCASDGNPDS I TTI1IACTLY
601 GCTTACCAGGTTGCTGCCTGCAAGGCTAGCAACACCGGCCAGTAGCGCGACAACTTCCAG
201 AYHV AASKATNTGOGYRDNTFAQ
661 GTCGTCATCACCGGCTCCAACGGCTACAACAAGGACAGCAGCAAGCAGTCGTTCACCTCC
221 VVITGSNGYNKDSSKOQSFTS
il ATTGATGGTTACCAGGCCCCTCAGAACTTCGAAGATGCCTGCATCAACGCCCCGACCTAC
4 I DGYQAPOGNTFEDACGCGCINAPTY
781 AACGACTTCGACAGCTACATCACCTACACCACCTACACTGACGCCTACGATCCTCGCGTC
261 NDFDSY I TYTTYTDAYDPRYVY
841 TGCGCCAAGGCTTGCGATGCTCAGACTGAATACGACAAGGAGCACCCCAACGATGACCAG
281 CAKACDAGOQGTETYDIEKEHPNDTDOE
901 GAGTACAAGGGGTGCAACTACTTCGTCGGATACGTCATGGCCAAGAACGAAGAGGCCCAA
301 EYKACNYFVAYVMAKNETETPHOQ
961 GGTCTGTTCTGTGCCCTGTACTCCCTTCCCTGGAACTGCACCTATGCTGTCAACACGGGC
321 GLFGCALYS SLPWNSTYAVNTS® G
1021 TACTCGTGGAGCTCGGACGTCTACACCATCTACAACTCGCTCGCCTACACTGTCAGCGGG
34 Y S WS SDVYTIYNSLAYTVSG® G
1081 GACCTTGATTTTGGTAACAACGAGGAAATTGAGGACTTCGT TTAGGAAGACGCCAACTAA
361 DLDFGNNETEIEDFVYEDANH*

2 LT 397 ERAF SEEHRERE
Fig. 2 A diagram of the LT 397 gene sequence and

amino acid composition
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BT AR B — BOm AL T A BT N I 7R B
B U 2 IR EE b4 2 A s R RS L R
H15~30 N RESEREZ IR . ©— Ml 3 FBATLLL
BRER KA X 5 S R C 3 N 3, i ] Sig-
nal P 4. 1 Server 7E4Z # {4 %) v] A] & 8 — flZ4 +
LT_397 & )35 47 20 B » B0 A5 5 Ik el 16 4>
IR (E 3,
2.2.3 LT_397 & & 09 35 KM R i A1 2

AR5 2R 1 A PR IE Y 2 2R 22 B K R E K
] )P4 . KA A R T 5 2 5 R 1 B AR iR
SAEAE T ) 8 35 1 B s A R« R T 48 1 o A AR
PEAR A AR B AR T 43 —F P9 A i K AR A ST
I FHTEL AT Protscale 434 LT_397 S H 40 1Y
FROKPERG K AR R B 0975 23 80 (Score) 2K it
B R K PE. S5 RRY L R E AN AR
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Score {HTE 3~—3. 5(& 4), Hi/K M A IE{E >k %
N KPR B AUE RN HASRHE R 28 (5K 1)
P TR .7, F Protscale T HGE 143 i m
GRAVY {2l — 0. 244 (i /MA : — 3. 300, 5 KA -
2. 711D, W] LT_397 Jy BA B R K M 8 1 T,
LT_397 HE AT 156~ 20 A2 B W2 ¥ Ry i 7K 1 2 Kk
%, ZeAFE N S A7 — HLR G i /K X 38k L AT RE 515 5
INIDENS P

SignalP-4.1 prediction (euk networks):1

C-score
1.0 S-score ——
Y-score
0.8
o ST AN
g 1
ﬁ 0.4 ‘\1\ X
0.2 1‘ A
o.o KN T T Te eeeeemm
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

Position

B3 LT 397 5 S
Fig. 3 Signal peptide analysis of LT_397 protein
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4 LT 397 EEBIFKERMGKES
Fig. 4 Hydrophily and hydrophobicity analysis
of LT_397 protein

2.2.4 LT 397 BEA-_REMHpM

i FAEL R SOPMA X} LT_397 S H M — 4%
SERIIEAT T a5 R R LT _397 AR 4y —
PR 31, 13 %01 o BEUIE . 15. 83 %4 fily FiE 4% [X.
1 49. 39 %6 B TCHLIN G i IF3E i 3. 432011 B B itk
TTIEFAY B
2.2.5 LT 397 Bl =ZREMHMM

fiiFH Blast P Xf LT_397 & A T [RIJE T3 Hoxt
HEREFE)T 5 E AR 2 L1275 OMP81863. 1 1F
SJ AR » 48 Swiss-Model 25 ] [6] 5 5 51 1)

HEEBF=HE . N 2] LT_397 S H =%
45k . SERANIEL S R LT 397 SRR, By 5 A
FRIBCH s ZE E =R R B 2 MRS H I
I o SRBERITCHUN 5 EE A BRI HLid i B 4%
ISR BT I E B S .

5 AHERIAE LT_397 ER=REHMMN
Fig. 5 Prediction of the three-dimensional model of LT_397

protein in Lasiodiplodia theobromae

2.3 LT 397 LHERBFSERIN

Ph LtActin FERE NN SR, A RT-PCR
AT R YLt 8] T ] A B e Xt LT_397 LA
LS AKOERSE , LT _397 52 3|0 o] B8 ik S
R VRERR AR SR KO AE 24 h IR B e 2R
1 2. 85 4%, Z Ja i sk K- 2 TR (&1 6) . AT Al
o F A AL BRSSO T LT_397 IR (A 5 5%
Ky TR A AR A (B 7, 728 FR W NOT
T AICE BT LT_397 A By AH X 55 55 7K
ST AR A SR KT R 18,865 S Ak 3 Ak B
oh, BEDR AR G B SR P RE HL O, W RS IS
Fhia#, 10 mmol/L Hy O, 4b3 R JE R 19 A X 4% 5%
IR 15, 205 $ a6 Ab B A, 45°C R il Ak B Y RE AR
AEXTAE SRRy 3. 98 FE S FJpiiE T s NaCl AR B A AE
A LT_397 B[R BRI RTE S-/KF2 4. 75,1 LiCl 4k
PR A X 5 st 7K 55 06 BEOK S HH e 3 sk b
L ARG SRRy 2. 30 5 BRBE e b HE 4 BY - 538 B
() pH {H 5~7 FH L » 55 RS9 BAR 23 1 il LT_397 SE[A
SRR B L T (LB T R R ) B SR KO- T
15 AEXTEE SRRy 8. 66 UV Jikif 30 - S840 RE ST
Af MR , LT_397 & P AR W i S K 7y, UV IR
510 min By LT_397 JEPIARXTEE K- 18. 78,
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o 2.4 SEF LT_397 A HFE A% KEE SN
i HR % iz

ot BOSLF LT_397 e AGFEAA 52 G 14k 32 25 40
®E I l G AEEA 25 me/L KT F ) LB BIAF AT L3
=2 °'SJ WU B9 2 S RE R AL T SEFT IR PCR BiiE.
Nl B e B B 8 7z : FHERL 16T PCR 58975 125 1 000 bp K/
ALEBI /b Jr B BT IR pEDV 25 2R TG BH P 9 255 Hh B
freament e A UE R 195 1, T A 00 P B0 o E ] T 4

B 6 FAERBIMELFAENIE LT_397 i pEDV-397 #8 5)

X R F M 5

Fig. 6 Relative transcription levels of LT 397 at different

time points upon infection by Lasiodiplodia theobromae
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16f .
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Relative transcription level
S

Ck'o -o Qy Q» 1 \gpvo& Q%‘J@QQ'&
& " NN Q 04\
TR &S
RN M: DL5000 1: pEDV-397 2: pEDV 258 /&
4k 3 Treatment M: DL5000 1: pEDV-397 2: pEDV vector
B7 LT 397 BEEEAREFEELETHERER E 8 pEDV-397 #{L FIiE
Fig. 7 Transcription patterns of LT_397 under Fig.8 PCR verification of pEDV-397 transformant

different stress conditions

1 )

AbFH Treatment LI_397 b

CK LT 397 a CK

a: N LT_ 3974 A58 1A e B 15 3 Y HR SR be JEELIT J HR SN A MR8 R ANGE T
a: Effector LT_397 suppresses HR induced by Burkholderia glumae; b: Statistical measurement of HR cellular necrosis sizes in Nicotiana
benthamiana leaves

9 T LT_397 ATiEIF =A% REAEAEEPFESH HR kKK
Fig. 9 Effector L'T_397 suppresses HR in Nicotiana benthamiana induced by Burkholderia glumae

L D O TR O e AN DY e e e A AT AR v R = B I8 AR SR A T LT
B BT CRE B SRS AEA A BV SRR 397 p RIS I 9a B fEA
AR ZE S Y AT M 2 T pEDV-397  ARME EBEIN R IR BN F LT_397, IEH &M FAEK
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3 dJE WL & B« R I SRR+ LT _397 iyt v
HR AN F X B, B0 10 2 4L B & i 5 HR
RN AR Gt R 9b Fs  fE B Forh, 3%
KB T LT_397 i) HR 2% SE- 34K B 0. 55 em,
T B AL 2K B 1. 74 em, Ui B0 - 7] 17
il e A e [R5 51 HR KV .

3 it

KA AE S BE - A0 D 2800 e i
22 PR A ) A A )7 TSN e D TR
TIAE 2T A N E B AR AR ST R G
A AT A ARV 5 S RE R 38 R WLAIRE
ARG v b T AT AR IR AN F LT _397
S IR A 15 B 2 T B iz i B b AT A Tk
Jit R AR R eSS R SR o B i )
R N S B — LR {5 5 IR BE 5 A 11 4> Cys
JETFrER . RIS E R PCRERHrLT_397
FEDITEA R bl 3 Ak B e SRt SR B : il HL O,
UV AP R] 75 SR N G K 4

o S BRI SR, X AL B R AR G R R A
VTS o A 1) A0 i R BE S o R AT DR A I R
3BV M )RR 3k RT LA | R R A R AE
73 M S80OE 5 AT A AN TR 30k 5 S 0 A0 R
FELS ) AR Ao A R 6 E S < KON
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