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Changes of Protein Profile and the Occurrence of Witches’ Broom in

Paulownia fortunei and Paulownia tomentosa

ZHANG Wen-yu' ,ZHAI Xiao-qiao®**
(1. Institute o f Paulownina , Henan Agricultural University , Zhengzhou 450002, Henan,China
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Abstract:In order to understand the relationship between the occurrence of paulownia witches’ broom and
the protein profile changes of the host,in this study,the technology of isobaric tags for relative and abso-
lute quantitation (iTRAQ) was adopted to analyze the protein changes in the healthy,infected,and 15 mg
«L7",75 mg ¢« L' dimethyl sulfate treated infected tissue culture plantlets of two Paulownia species
(P. fortunei and P. tomentosa). A total of 12 differentially abundant proteins closely related to the witches
* broom were obtained. Subcellular localization showed that 7 proteins were located in chloroplasts and 3 lo-
cated in mitochondria, with functions related to photosynthesis, protein translation, and stress resistance.
Then the quantitative real-time PCR (qRT-PCR) showed the expression level of the differentially abundant
proteins coding genes were consistent with the generated by iTRAQ results. The results would lay the
foundation for revealing the mechanism of paulownia witches’ broom.
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1.1 #R5aE

Vg TT i AR IR 2 YA AIF 5 T AROR A ) R S 5
FERFEATALMAAY AR TR 1/2 MS $
FrHE CRERE M 20 g « L', 8 g« LT BJIR) 30 d
PR 1 A T ) R YA 1 i B L R s ARG A B 40 i
4 em KT ZEBCT 35 g A% 1 R Ak B 7 ik 2 IR
Weil ™ 5 AP A B EAT 3 AN, KRR
FRic A A VA £ B 4 v (PF) | 8 AR 2 85 4
(PFD.%& 3t 15 mg « L' (PFI-15).75 mg « L'
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il g BB (PT) L SJRAKR AL B 4 5 (PTD &3t 15
mg + L' (PTI-15).75 mg « L' (PTI-75) DMS ¥
JE A B HROA R AL B 4, 2 B Wed™ S5 ik
PEHURE S AR VR G BT —80°C vk A M 4 H1

1.2 #BREARER

I PF.PFI, PFI-15, PFI-75, PT, PTI, PTI-
15 PTI-75 8 AMFEM R L 1.0 g, 76 W A H il
WFEE & A 1 mmol » L' PMSF 1 2 mmol « L7
EDTA e ) 19 2L 2% pP i (7 mol + LT JRE 2
mol « L' B R, 4% NP40, 20 mmol « L7' Tris-
HCL, pH 8.0~8. 5) $& 0. & [ ot 46 B H AR 405
F k5% Tang™ 4,

1.3 iTRAQ#RiZ# SCX 45

AR 0 P B BB T (100 pg) » 4R
JaHEAR : BREABE=30: 1 B HBI7E 37°C T H
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16 h, JHEAR BT A5 - i BAs B0 kT O
MR ) 7 79 56 T 8-plex iTRAQ i 7] (Applied Bio-
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SEH A e E R AT, g B A R
iITRAQ #RZFriC , FIRHEFE 2 h SR E IR bR IC 1Y AR
RA YIS s B T,

K & LC-20AB W AH R ¢ 43 85 A XA i
Ty B . B bR 5 FrgiR & KB 4 mL
buffer A(25 mmol « L.”!' NaH,PO, in 25% ACN,
pH 2. DEW. #AEFLL 1 mL « min ' [ R PEAT
BRRE VL : 5% ~ 60% buffer B(25 mmol « L !
NaH, PO, .1 mol » L ' KCl in 25% ACN,pH 2.7)
e 27 min, 100% buffer B 1 min, X J5 1% & 5
5% FAif 10 min, BEASVERL S FEAE 214 nm WO BE
AT MR, 220k AR B 20 NSy . AN
B StrataX BrEVAEBRER AR F R R T H TS
) LC-MS/MS 43 #r .

1.4 ETF Triple TOF 5600 gy LC-MS/MS 43 #f

¥ B IRAR 2 (% 41 4 43 ) 8 B F buffer AC 5%
ACN,0.1% FA), L 20 000 rpm &> 10 min, & &
£ 0.5 pl (2.5 pg HHFO . LL 8 L« min 1R
HAE 4 min K AE AL I A B ShimadzuLC-20 AD
nanoHPLC #F (Shimadzu, Kyoto, Japan) I, 2 ik #%
AR #H B 10 cm analytical C18 column #F
(WA 75 pm) b, JEfE 5% buffer B(95% ACN,
0.1% FAYTFYEME 5 min, #:45 buffer B 1 50 Tt
£ 35%,L4 400 nL + min 'R EVEM 35 min, &
J57E 2 min P buffer B #m%] 80 % 3-4:+F 2 min,
HJETE 1 min WK 2 500 I 76 I 4% 1 F -4 10
min, $4E % E MW Triple TOF 5600 (ABSCIEX)
HEAT
1.5 ZEARAHBESW

TE 1 41 24 808 20 B 4 ) Proteome Discover-
er 1. 2 ¥4 (Thermo Fisher Scientific, USA) &b 3
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JEIEEE . f# ] Mascot 3 ‘& 5|28 (Matrix Science,
UK)EF X8 1 495 258 4~ ¢ 81l i) NCBI A 9 5
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i 1 Blast2 GO £ NCBI HE U4y 8 A 5
PEHATE A B RE TR . i KEGG (kyoto en-
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ogy) B B X % E 1y H BT A 22 S R GA AR A B
130 Fr s A T B WA B Zh fE .
1.7 ZEBRILEREE (L5
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i ] Cell-PLoc** T E. %) Cell-PLoc 2. 0 J{ A Cht-
tp://www. csbio. sjtu. edu. cn/bioinf/Cell-PLoc-
2/ %5 5 Y M AR A 5 VAR G i 22 S 3Rk A
B EAT B A T
1.8 qRT-PCR I&iF

5 PF.PFI.PFI-15 .PFI-75 . PT.PTI,.PTI-
15.PTI-75 #] A Trizol #: (Sangon, Shanghai, Chi-
na) 73 Bl 4 BOH B RNA, ARBFE Pk 11 422 5 3%
IR EE H O L Y FE D BE AT % SR K F Y gRT-PCR
Bk . 22 5 3 3k A B N Y Ak PR S ) A L R
1. FJH Beacon Designer version 7. 7 X} 5| ¥ #t 17
Wik, HR WK R W 4 20 uL RN R A A 1l
cDNA #iHg , 1F [\ A1 J [ 51 )45 0. 4 pmol, 7. 0 puL
T ZE MK . B FRF A :94°C .3 min; 94°C, 15 s;
60°C .60 ss LFEAT 40 DRI BAFEM 3 IREE
PLNZ 18S rRNA BEATACIE i ab A 2722
PR X R

£ 1 oRT-PCR S ErASI ¥ FF 5

Table 1 Primers for gqRT-PCR analysis

By R B4 FR Em 3 H5'-3") S5 (5'-3")
gi| 284433792 W T R CATTGCTGATCTACCATTG CCGAATAAGTGCTGAATC
2i] 29465854 | i 8 AL W AL Al ACCATAACAAGAAGTCTGAG CCGTAATCGTAGGGAAGA
gi| 1173055 | 60S A 1 L11 TCAAGAAGAAGGCTCCAA GGTATTGGCTCTGGTTAA
gi| 1561575 FEHE CTGAAGAATGTCCAAGAAC GTCTCCTGTCTGAATCATA
gi| 146741370 B I e A R TGGAGAAGACAGTGAAGT CCTGCTGGTGTATAAGTATC
i) 223452696 | 7% P It A GACACTGCTAATACCTTGA CCTTCCAATTCCACTCAT
gi|4754913| Ttk 1% I it ATTCTTGTTCTTGTGCTCTC TCTCGCTATCTTCTTCGTAA

gi] 118485188 A EA L12 ATCGGTGAGGATATAGCC TGCCTTGATGACTAATGC
gi] 225459918 | M4k 2 a-b 454 % CP26 TGTTGAAGGTGAAGGAGAT CATAAGCCTGGAGGAAGA
gi|445116 | g E ab 455 E CP29. 2 CTCAAAGTCAAGGAAATC ATAATGATGTCTCCAATGT
gi] 21388550 NAD- i 14 37 5 iR it = il TCCTCTCGTCATATACTC CCAATGCTCTTGTCAATA
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B % G C KB H0CaE 0 38 i i ek 2D, AE B AR P, 4
PR A EE LSS 258 N5 R RIKEAK. A
) Xt 20 22 3 Rk B R B 3R 2. S B R
P A AR 6 2 T i AR AE 20~ 60 kD, IKER
KB EBEPAE 9~15 MEILI . KH 03 580

B K BRI TE 6 AP FLER 14 5 850 il 5 DG iR
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164 PG AL AR Be 2 i 35

(18. 7590) T i Je i) 285 1 BT822 5 i A ) 25 AR ik
— 4 4y AR B (16, 67 %0) o X ol 9K Y R R
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Table 2 Statistics analysis of the differentially abundant proteins

in P. fortunei and P. tomentosa A~

WXL LHER  FHEN  GESEN
(KRR VS, 4b 7D B B Kok
pig-A
PF vs. PFI 52 59 111
PT vs. PTI 51 38 89
PFI vs. PFI-15 49 46 95
PTI vs. PTI-15 42 45 87
PFT vs. PFI-75 52 32 84
PTI vs. PTI-75 35 54 96
w2
PF vs. PFI 58 83 141
PT vs. PTI 52 38 88
PFI vs. PFI-15 51 35 86
PTI vs. PTI-15 44 42 86
PFI vs. PFI-75 45 35 80
PTI vs. PTI-75 43 46 89
g
PF vs. PFI 37 67 104
PT vs. PTI 51 37 88
PFT vs. PFI-15 44 38 82
PTI vs. PTI-15 41 48 89
PFI vs. PFI-75 43 26 69
PTI vs. PTI-75 41 40 81
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Fig. 1 Statistics differentially abundant proteins functional

annotation in P. fortunei and P. tomentosa
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Fig. 2 COG function classification of the differentially abundant

proteins in P. fortunei and P. tomentosa
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FEIR R 0T 32 A v 7E 20 M5 R L AR AR R T ZREATIAT T VWM E M. EREH T A
Wy, KEGG 2 #t R X S [ £ 2 S 5k (58. 33%0) & [ 7 F i &k v, 3 A4~ (25 960) 5E L
AR R E Y G L (ko01110) 0 & 1/E H TR T, 1A 0. 833%) EM THMB A1 4
(ko00195) FIAZ KA (ko03010) fC it & 42 . (0. 833%) EM T AIAZF (F 1,
B S o SO0 1 Y 12 A~ 55 SO e A R DG Y
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Table 3 The top 10 metabolic pathways with the largest proportion of differentially abundant proteins in P. fortunei and P. tomentosa

P A 00 2 55 2R P B o L B 22 1 10 2k AR % B 00 R T o LB 2 1 10 SR e
Pathway %[:Elﬁ?&%? Pathway 1D Pathway %b?{?f/%? Pathway 1D
Rz 40(15.69) ko01100 Rk 2 49(18.99) ko01100
WA A 04 B A L 19(7. 45) ko01110 U AR 9 A B R 18(6.98) ko01110
PR WAL B R 16(6.27) ko01130 AN TR A 85 v v B A AR i 16(6. 2) ko01120
e 15(5. 88) Ko01200 bR 15(5.81) k000195
R TR) 2 858 v 18 B A A AR 15(5. 88) ko01120 B Z YA 13(5.03) ko01130
Sea e 12(4.7) ko00195 i AR gt 13(5.03) Ko001200
WA 12¢4.7) ko03010 6B A 5 I )i 8(3. 1) ko00710
A A W s 2 g 9(3.52) ko00710 TR A R R AR gt 8(3.1) Ko00630
IR AW A R 8(3.37) Ko01230 TN A 152 1 3¢ 6(2.32) ko00620
TR A R TR AR 6(2.35) Ko00630 KR 6(2.32) k003010
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Table 4  Subcellular localization analysis of the differentially abundant proteins related to PaWB

PF vs. PFI PT vs. PTI

RS I 54 B R F D R D G40 i 5 52
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Fig. 3 Comparison of differentially abundent proteins related with PaWB
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Fig. 4 GO function analysis of the proteins related to PaWB
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Fig. 5 KEGG pathway analysis of the proteins related to PaWB

2.4 ERFRIEEAKRK qRT-PCR WiE

H T EUE iITRAQ AR 43 87 45 2R 19 v] H 4, A
WFFE PRk 11 A~ B B 47 gRT-PCR Bk, 45 2%
o (& 6) 3 7E 1 A6 Y] Hh A% Wl IR T8 el A
e B AL EE 608 IR 1 L1 B IR 1 L12
M4 £ a/b 454 % 1 CP26 £ mRNA KF 5
TR AFUK 20800 Rk EH ER RO
RAGEER) MK a/b A EA CP29. 2 Al
NAD- 6 M 39 5 2 1t & 1 76 5% %K1 5 8 1 s K
FRIR N — B, AR B A A 2B A
fiff MR A L1205 3 a/b 455 8 CP26 1
4% a/b 454 H 1 CP29. 2 F1 NAD-# i 1 3 5 iR
Ji S E mRNA 5E A K R EAAEE—
B e TR TR T AR PR TS O T A 2 SR KT R 1 BT
KV EA—8, S BOZEE RS mRNA (1) A
T AR AT S B R ) 22 S AR R A e

3 Hik gtk

2R ) 5% 96 B A IS R A AR N R
P 1Y) 3 38 0 58 WUAR 5 I RN A% 3 L i I B 1 R A
AH R 4 B L AL . A 0 A R B T Y AR A AE — o R
JE 1 RN TR K A A R A aE R R I, X R
P T 1) 2 3 455 2CRN T R ASE X 2R A7 AF 5, 7T LA B i
TR RN SR B 2 IR B AR ML . AE AR AR
14 2R 1 T 2 2 AF 5T b F 5% 3 G 2o b A 40 A AS Tt
FAL T (8 T2 5k B 42 4 A 5 AR
RAEMCHEA T . R T 0 S AR
KA Y B (B, AR BESE R iTRAQ # A Xt A
A6 76 A 0 T 0 A ekt R L R NS 2 8 4 i M 15 mg
« L7UFN 75 mg + L' DMS &b 38 52095 41 855 40 1 Sk #4
AT 43 BT« 01 5 5 WA AR & A 25 U0 AH 56 1Y 2R
1T A ) T 64 AAASE 9 & AL i 1Y) ik — 25 5
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Fig. 6 Quantitative RT-PCR analysis of differentially abundent proteins in P. fortunei and P. tomentosa
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