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4 78 H 88 (Cynoglossus semilaevis) Nramp £ &
RS RIES R SNP IFiE

MG B KA R

(1. ARV R AT 52 R R R S P UK BRI R B S IR DR H ) 2660715
2. IR SEARZLRE R S e IR E W8 266071;
3.0 BMRHEERFOKT S B 2013065 4. HENGETERFEIE AT AR H S 266003)

HE KK U AE X E % 40 f2 % & (Natural resistance-associated macrophage protein, Nramp) & T £ &
bHRITEL, RANFRANFLEERSE. AYTES AR NN EEREER. AF R FEFH
(Cynoglossus semilaevis) Nramp 2 F# 47 7 e fnk sk oA, Xt H GBI H R LA 2 HF]R 5
7 M (Single Nucleotide Polymorphism, SNP) (L & #£4T T i 26 . % £ H ¢cDNA J7 5| 4K 3717 bp, H ¥ ik
%] i #£(Open reading frame, ORF)1677 bp, Frém#l & &4 4 558 N2 L8, %% A H Nramp K ik #y
RURAE, 45 10 /% JE X (Transmembrane, TM), 1 4>t 20 & B 7% ZL 41 BB 0 R N 4535 28 G R AR 45
#3% (Consensus Transport Motif, CTM), & % %3 Nramp By ORF K 3% 4 1 4K 0L F 5 H# 30 4 Nramp2
H £k S 45 | & A 4 4 AL B (Iron-responsive regulatory protein-binding site, IRE), 7 % #§ Nramp 5 H it
14 M4 Ak B Nramp 228 )7 7] B IR 63%—-91%= 8], Z 3o &, F & 4 Nramp ffr A &
2 Nramp R&EH —#%, 5 H M4 Nramp2 893 & X R0, SEHKOEEE PCR 247 77, Nramp £
FAEFBREGEEMEREFNERAERRT, MENATERTHERLERRK; £0%ERINERELHFHE
EFHEIE, AR A EE A EAY, AT RI AN TEAS, FIH EENF 5N R L8
INH JE Bl — K R 233 PMERGURANMER 165 4, BORAME 68 A1), M E| 15 AN SNP L&, xfH 3 4
SNP 1L /& B SNP-g.3113(T—C). SNP-g.3125(A—G)# SNP-g.3164(A—T)Z 4T 7 2 & & & I, SNP-
g.3125(A—G) B %L HE [ (G) A 3 An 2L (A AL (GG) M % 5 4 08 45 40 88 I T K0 2 L 3 46 % (P<0.01)., #F
RERKY, Nramp HXEFEEEE LB EENIRE A AERLEZEZNPH, SNP-g3125(A—G)
AR N A LR AT AL R . ARFE RN E R & R E R ERA

KB FEEE; RATMEAEX B2 E & (Nramp); 3£ F 7% ; RT-PCR; ¥ 4% 4 E: % A 1 (SNP)
FEDES S965 XERIEEE A XEHRS  2095-9869(2016)04-0116-12

- 18 75 5 (Cynoglossus semilaevis)sk & T H
(Pleuronectiformes) . 7 #3F}(Cynoglossidae) . )&
(Cynoglossus), FEEMALERE R i, %
L RIac8 3N LT e < = W S B I B W B [V 7
ZARMR R, HARRKH P AR SE | TR
R, R RIE S B R P RS, 1988),

AR, R A SRR R DL B A i Y 4
JEIA, B S SRR K | R R A A T R SR
Delrl e H g &, s 2 7 0 8 ) AR
AR T o TR, TR T B A S 3 A B e A
5T, i e ORI R A 20T hnic, X T o 8t
Pl 2R BT LR IR IR 7 Ml 0 e BR T 528k I B A
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TSR & & 24 W % 5 Cynogl ossus semilaevis) Nramp 3 [ 72 [ 5 2 1k 43 #7 B2 SNP §ifi ik 117

T EENE L,

FKARPUPEAH 5 B W 40 ML 25 A (Nramp) & T I &
Mem R, HATIEHI M P9 AR AR AR G L R B AN
AL T 15 2 254 FH (Blackwell et al, 1995), 7&Hfffa]
R % 5 B AR ST P (Skamene et al, 1991), 1 T Hii
WEAEA KM HE-Fao6e, KWk, X
BB IE RS ERG 11 5 1 (Solution carrier
family 11 member 1, SLC11Al)(Blackwell et al, 1996),
IR — W BA 10-12 LA RS EELEHE , & 14
M N iz B VR IR S R 3k, DA 1-2 S BEFEAR R Y
JR AP FRAR S5 H (Bairoch, 1993), Nramp & [A e
Vidal 45 (1993) 78 58/ BRI b 2 B, I BE IR ] 52
e g 3 XA LR A2 ol | 23 SCFFTRT . 19800 T T IR
ST PN A AR TR Y R A SO . HL T, EAE AN
S5 R 2L B vh e B A AR M AR OC g 4 it A 1 R
Nrampl 1 Nramp2(Vidal et al, 1993; Kishi, 1994;
Grunheid et al, 1995; Kishi et al, 1997), Nrampl J&—
AR PRSF R FE R, F2BEAE IR P R 40 M B A
Y. AT . R . SRR I A A R S SRR (Cellier
et al, 1994; Feng et al, 1996), 1fii Nramp2 NI 7E 45 K £
B2l UM 40 9 1 £ 3K (Grunheid et al, 1995), 7EM 3,
Sl W A P X Ak %) TR A B 3 R S ) D 81 R R T
P44 F (Gunshin et al, 1997; Fleming et al, 1998)., H
FiT, £ /R E 78 1L 6% (Oncor hynchus mykiss)(Dorschner
et al, 1999) . i ffi(Cyprinus carpio)(Saeij et al, 1999) .
B 15, X2 #il(I ctalur us punctatus)(Chen et al, 2002) . fif
ffi (Lateolabrax japonicus)(Burge et al, 2004), ELfi]
(Pagrosomus major)(Chen et al, 2004) . 1 #:(Paralichthys
olivaceus)(Chen et al, 2006). Kk ZZfif (Scophthalmus
maximus)(Chen et al, 2007). . ffi(Ctenopharyngodon
idellus)(GiE £ T4, 2011)SEW Rl k4T T Nramp JE K]
SR, I X IR R A REAE 8 B i TR R RS Y 2H 4
FZm A R IR AT TR, (HA X Nramp ERHZE
PE 5B 0 SR BT B 5 /D o ASBIF 5 X4 i o
Nramp AT T ke . JPHIHXT . HEIRIB T,
FHE KA IHIT Nramp FEH 2B S P05+
PRIC R IRE , i & SR R 0 hRic i B E
FhERAE TR I HF

1 #FREFE
1.1

A 125 i, PREE R (145.01460.02) g, 14
K 4(27.68+5.53) em, K H 1L R4 i FHT &K= H
BT, FREEEETd ERWREH. Bk

BRAOAF . M. B B BE L dfm . G, O B2k LA,
PERRSE Y, WA AT, 80 CIRIF&EH .
T B R L BB N P 58 2 (1 18 AR SL B0 %5 2012 4E F 1l
KA B BT =W P s o W4k [CIREE (Vibrio
harveyi ) g Ff Fh AR 5256 2 AR AT

1.2 EFEZ DNA F15 RNA 2EUE cDNA &

SR H B -3 15 75 (Sambrook et al, 2001) 4 5L
BEAH DNA, XGEKEM R, FIHSEMHO0ETT
(Biophotometer, Eppendorf)ill ;& DNA ¥ &, JF4: 1%
DR REWEGE R L UK A  SE 8 M, —20°CORFE# T 5 Al
FHAS RNA b4 R & (Rl R IR A HD)
FEIUAAE S RNA AL EE TN E RNAWKE,
A 1% NEREEE R HL Dk A 52 8 M ] TaKaRa
B IR & i cDNA B8, —20°CIRAEE .

1.3 35|¥i%it K PCR ¥ 1%

PR BRI T B B RNA, I U 5% ¢cDNA
(TaKaRa), M5 A S50 2 2 5 0 85 5 5% 200 1y 75 2]
Nramp % s A5 B A 1514 Nramp-F/Nramp-R( 1),
DI o SR IEE cDNA i, 28 PCR ¥4, 7af%,
W e A7 PP 3 B, MR 95k e 1 e 1 55 N By 4]
Wit 4 FFE S IGER 1), 400l T 5" RACE fil 3
RACE KB, R0 R Bt sobs . MrPi)s, 15
#| cDNA 2K [HAK 2 I SMART™ RACE cDNA
Amplification Kit(Clontech) i B 4571,

&1 PCR¥IEETASIMFS
Tab.1 PCR amplification primers used in this study

BIE7EA S 51975
Primer name Primer sequence (5'-3")

Nramp-F CTGTGCCATAGCCCTCAAC

Nramp-R  AGTGCCAAACCAGGTAGCC

p-actin-F  GCTGTGCTGTCCCTGTA

p-actin-R ~ GAGTAGCCACGCTCTGTC

RT-F ATCGCTCTCTTCATCTCATTTCTC

RT-R CACCTCCAGTGTGCCGTTGT

3'F CTGACTTTCACCAGCCTGACCTCTA

3" Fn TGCCCTCCTGTCCTTAGCCTATCTG

5'F CCTGGTCTGGCTTCACAAGGACATAC

5" Fn CAAAGGTGTCGGTGATGGTGATGAG

NUP AAGCAGTGGTATCAACGCAGAGT

UPM-L CTAATACGACTCACTATAGGGCAAGCA
GTGGTATCAACGCAGAGT

UPM-S CTAATACGACTCACTATAGGGC

Nramp-GF TAACAAACCGCTCACCTTCTG
Nramp-GR  CGACTATTCCCACCGCCT
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%37 %

S E R PCR: LA B -actin(KF932267) N %,
FHAER AR SRS ) RT-F 1 RT-R A 4 4 LG e
HIE, AR RIAZHFEAFBE R Nramp £ik, 5050
FEAE G HCN S(HAARTT %2 I TaKaRa & fHid 6.

14 HMRR#WE. 2EENF

TEkE Nramp JE ) PCR F=H4 1% 35 I b 5E
Jie L kARSI, B Y R B DI T i [ LR T 2 BR Gel
Extraction Kit(OMEGA)IRF| & i1, % BI=9)
5 pMD-18T #{K(TaKaRa)f%BE/REL 5 : 1 MR
A, IMAZEAARTRY Solution I T 16°C 4, HU%#:™
Y110 pl 1L % TOP10 KT B (Escherichia coli)/gk
ZAANML, W PCR %5 i BHME eSS, i Rk
I 57 ) A RN EII T

FHF %1% Nramp J£[X SNP /Y PCR 724, B 5 ul
25 1% 1 BN W B i R TR I, 5 T BT B — 1)
PCR 724 4% L St b 3 57 5 A3 FRAA "IN T .

15 RFIlatHmnEiEsit

FIFH NCBI 3 BLAST T X 5 Hf 12 45 5
HEAT R PR HEXT s JH Signal P(Nielsen et al, 1997)7:Hr
55 K)F %, FIH ScanProsite 7E 26 Ik 55 %5 (http://
prosite.expasy.org/scanprosite) 73 1 25 F AU e 2544 ;
Jil DNASTAR 5.0 {70 #r cDNA FE5I FIT I i3
HE; FH Clustal W #014:(Kyte et al, 1982)#k1 7% & ¢ 4]
Fext; FIF MEGA 4.0(Tamura et al, 2007) 7 #4845 41
¢ (Neighbor-Joining, NJ)(Saitou et al, 1987)#) & &
Gt s R Kyte and Doolittle 5.1 (Kyte et al,
1982), i# it ProtScale 7EZk T. H (http://web.expasy.
org/protscale) M 2 1 1) 25 K MEAFAE ;. 12 PopGene
32 S M BRI AU R | SR LT | Hardy-Weinberg
S 4G 56 25 5 A SPSS 17.0 Fil SAS(Version 9.1)% 44
X SNP 7 i 5 P ROCHRMEHE TR T R 6 o

2 RS9

21 FiBEH Nramp E£E £ 4K cDNA BIEE

FIHBIH Nramp-F/Nramp-R, DL2F 1 75 65 5
cDNA MHif, PCR ¥ #4152, 54 1085 bp B H
2, G MF K BLAST HXF4-HT, B E %5k N
Nramp 3£ F R B s AR50 R B it &k 4 ke g
Vit RACE 8%, 4+517%%] 5 RACE 772 bp #il 3’
RACE 2068 bp. FH#f4 DNASTAR Bf#15 2k i &
fiy Nramp J£ K 42K ¢cDNA J¥51°4 3717 bp (GenBank
J¥91%5 . KP878556), 11 % i Nramp 44 cDNA H

1677 bp BYFFHL L HE(ORF) 545 1K) 172 bp 5" K bk
#17% X (Untranslated Regions, UTR)FI—~ 4%} 5
) 1868 bp 1Y 3" UTR . 3" AR ui & A 1 4~ SAI 1
55 AATAAA 130 bp [ Poly(A)EE; IL4h, 7E ORF
A ERBLT 1 AR EHIE 4SS AL (IRE) Y
FHHE ¥ 5] (CNNNNNCAGTG)(Casey et al, 1988)(& 1).

22 FBES Nramp EAMNEHSHT

MRS A1 5 85 Nramp R cDNA 331 4
S AR R E IR, A5 AP ER, 1677 bp Y
ORF 3 4ifith | A~5r 558 ANZFEMR 6 1, T AH i
Sy TFECN 61.9 kDa, 2 5N 4.95, F ] ScanProsite
IIFFZEA R R 1), EIZEAEA Nramp
K AVEEAE . 10 NI (TM), 14~ 20 12
FEWR R L 2H 0 L BE DR ST Y L BT PN B I 4 )
(CTM)/ T TM6 Al TM7 Z (1], 3 ANIETE R N-FE3EAk
FERNL S (N-X-S/T-X), HI¥iF TMS F1 TM6 Z [,
WIS A C BRI ALAE AL (S/T-X-R/K), 435
AT TMI1 ZHTHY N 3@ F TM10 Z 5 B C s %8 H
W EA 1AL T TM4 H1 TMS 22 [8] ) 15 22 9% 54 B R 1R
AAE FIAE 15 (R/K-X-X-X-D/E-X-X-X-Y), 13 > N-5 7%
P Ak AE 57 15 (G-[EDRKHPYFW]-X-X-[STAGCN]-P)
A K 6 A~ T 25 110t 1 B R Ak A A A5 (S/T-X-X-D/E)
(1) NEAMZEIERA N LE, Leu. Val, lle. Ala,
Phe. Pro. Met LK Trp SFAEM PR HEMR 7 52.6%, 3R
B EE H B B g K 2, 3833 ProScale 57K 45
Mrim 25 Rt it — 25 500F T X — B AVRRAE (B 2), fa2k
Nramp F5E 7K 5045 B 5 /N AT Nramp?2 JL-F—2L,
I8 5 Nramp 5 61 | FREE6 | A5 SR AIATF 12
(1)) Nramp 7 i 5 P4 40 ER 14 ) B R /N g B AR o

2.3 Nramp B3Itk 33 f1 R Ge gt 4L 43 47

FIH Clustal W 2K {F X221 75 5 Nramp ) 2 JE 12
FEHIRIN . /N AL gL JERS S At £6. 2 Nramp
RIERJTHN AT T X0 (B 3), KBLRT LLXT o Rh
A FLIRF AN AE CTM Fil TM X HJAHRHESE, JoHE
TM4 [X, A fa2srd Nramp S84 f£5F, FIILAL Y Fl
Nramp R 1 MEILRNZER; MM Nramp 7
TM1, TM2, TM6., TMS [X & FEBR A~ 2 2 v
F TM3. TM5. TM7. TM9. TM10 X, #£ CTM X,
FR/ANEL. N 1. SRR P 1 ADNEIERmRIEIE(A)
(254N, FEHAB RS . PIMGZE A FL2E Nramp
s EEARSE (] 3). BEAM, AT TMS FI TM6 Z[H] ()
IS N-BEILAAE A 2 72 BT ELEE 0 g 1] R 1 PR 55
w, o, SR TMS X N-BESEAAE R s 7 BT AT
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ltgttttagagacgactttgaggtaacgtgecgettgettageatcacatttataaagaattcccaactaatggagatttaacctcgaagaategetttactetea
1 M K [T _E Q Dl E D I V A E D

106 cgtactgtttacgaaggggggcetgacattgatcectttaattcccagggatececcageetgecccaATGAAGACCGAGCAAGACGAAGACATTGTTGCAGAGGA
14NGVQTSQYSAIPPVDQEEQFSDKVPIP
211 CTCTCCTCAGGAGAATGGAGTCCAGACGTCACAGTACAGCGCCATCCCTCCGGTGGACCAGGAAGAGCAGTTCTCCACATACTTTGAGGACAAGGTGCCCATTCC
YE NV NQLF S ERKLWAFTG?®P?GFLMSTITAYLDZ®PGNTIETSTD
316 TGAGAATGTAAACCAGTTGTTCAGTTTCCGTAAACTCTGGGCCTTCACTGGACCAGGGTTTTTGATGAGCATCGCGTACTTGGACCCAGGAAACATTGAGTCTGA
4L QS GAKAGTF K L_L WV Vv L L LA T L LG L L L_O R LAARTLTGV YV
421 CCTGCAGTCTGGAGCTAAAGCTGGCTTTAAGCTCCTATGGGTTCTCCTCTTAGCCACCATCATCGGACTGCTCTTGCAGAGGTTAGCTGCACGCCTCGGGGTCGT
976G M HLAEV CNRQYPTV?PRIITLWILMVYETLATITIGSTDMDAQ
526 AACTGGGATGCACCTGGCTGAAGTCTGCAACCGGCAGTATCCTACTGTTCCTCGGATCATCCTTTGGCTGATGGTGGAACTGGCAATTATTGGCTCAGACATGCA
4E VI G CAIALNTLTLSYGR J_P_ LW 6.6 V. L Il T DJI_F V_E_L_F
™2 5’ RACE primer

631 GGAAGTCATTGGCTGTGCCATAGCCCTCAACCTACTCTCTGTGGGCAGGATCCCTCTGTGGGGAGGAGTCCTCATCACCATCACCGACACCTTTGTCTTCCTCTT
L DK Y GLRKILEAFFLGCE LI TV MALSEGCYEY VLV KPDAQ

736 CCTAGACAAATATGGCCTGAGGAAACTGGAAGCCTTCTTTGGTTTCCTCATTACTGTAATGGCGCTCAGCTTTGGTTATGAGTATGTCCTTGTGAAGCCAGACCA
6 ELLKGMTEUV?PYCAGT CGTPV QLEOQA.NV_G I V_G_ AV _LMP HN

T™4

841 GGGGGAGCTGCTGAAGGGGATGTTTGTTCCGTACTGTGCAGGCTGTGGGCCTGTGCAGCTGGAACAGGCGGTGGGAATAGTCGGCGCTGTCATCATGCCCCACAA
9Ly L. H_S_ A L.VKSRDTIDI RIKNIKIKEV KEANIKY Y E_I_E_S_T_ I A

946 CATCTACCTGCACTCAGCACTGGTTAAATCTCGAGATATAGATCGCAAAAACAAGAAGGAAGTGAAAGAAGCCAATAAGTACTACTTTATTGAGTCAACGATCGC

WL F IS E_ LI NV EV VAN FAQAFYNK VN AECN
™S

1051 TCTCTTCATCTCATTTCTCATCAACGTCTTTGTTGTGGCGGTCTTCGCTCAAGCCTTCTACAATAAGACCAACATGGAAGTGAATGCAGAATGTAATGCAACTGG
29§ P H T DL F P L NN EV DIYKGG V_V_L_G C_E_F_G_P_A_A__L_Y

1261 CATCTGGGCCATCGGGATCCTGGCAGCAGGACAGAGCTCCACCATGACAGGCACTTACTCTGGCCAGT TTGTGATGGAGGGTTTCTTGAACCTGCAATGGTCCAG
% F AR V_I L _T_R.S. LA LI 2 T L.L.VALEQDVQHLTGMNTDTFTLN
1366 ATTTGCCCGAGTGCTTCTGACCCGCTCCATCGCCATCACACCTACTCTGCTGGTTGCCATTTTCCAGGATGTGCAGCATTTGACTGGCATGAACGACTTCCTGAA
B4V 1 QS M_ 0 L P FE AL J P L L.I_F. TS L.I_S. 1 M NDTFANGTLTF W_K_

9 S_ G G L_V_J_ 1 .V V_ C A_LNM_Y_ F_VVVYVTSLNSV L L Y V_E_V_A_L

™9 3’RACE priﬂer

1576 CTCCGGTGGCATCGTCATCCTGGTGGTTTGTGCAATCAACATGTACTTCGTGGTGGTTTATGTGACTTCACTGAACAGCGTGCTGCTCTACGTCTTCGTTGCCCT
504L_SLAYLC_FVG_YLVWHCLVALGV|SCLD|FSSRIPVSF

1681 CCTGTCCTTAGCCTATCTGTGCTTTGTGGGCTACCTGGTTTGGCACTGTCTGGTTGCGTTGGGGGTTTCCTGCCTGGACTTTAGCAGCAGGATACCAGTCAGTTT
%M R QP DT Y L L NDMDSE PV V E R *

1786 TATGCGACAGCCAGACATTTACCTGTTGAATGACATGGACAGTGAGCCTGTGGTTGAGAGATAGgaccgacttttgtgagtgaactggaagacgetgacgtgcett
1891 gactaaaatcttcacctgectgtgectecactettctaactgeactegttcagacctggatataaacctettecatttcageaatgectetttttcaacattettag
199 ccaagaaaaacaaaaaaacaacaacaatgatetgetgatgtttgtttgaatgtecaggtgecaggaaaagacacgaccttttgaagecatttaactggtetttac
20l agttaactgtccagtgacaacctgaataaaacatagatttttacaaaataacacatatccagecacagatacatgaacactgetgactactgttggacttctaag
2206 gacatgttttttagttetectcaacctcacaccgttaacageaggatatecaatgtgatttttgttgeataagetatggegtgtttaaagtttgtatacttgtga
Blltggtgeaacgttaatatectttattettcteatetttaaaataactacaaataccatgttaagaaaacattgtacatctcagaaaatgtgacaaaaaacaactet
2Ml6aaaaaatgtatagatgagcaaaatattaatttatattatcattatgtagtagagatttactcatttttacaaaaaatatatagggetgagetttggtetegacaa
2521 aagtacaaatttgcaggaatgttaaaaatcccataggtcagtettecatgacgetgeatcaaagttaaagaaatgaattcataaacaacataatgeacttaagge
26cacacattcecattegttgcataaatagatttttanaaaggtecgtttttatgattettgtattgtgtgteatttttatttaatgtttatttaattagtagttge
23lacagtttgacctcacacttgettttcacctgageaacagaaactttaagecttgtgtttatgagggaagttgtgaatgcattgtetgttaaaaatcagaaacgty
M6 ctgcacagttatacaaaagacaacctacaccaactgettattgatggatgttatgaagcagggaagatgctcacctgttatagtcaggtgtetgtagtetgacga
294l agacgtgtatcagtgtttgacaatgtcaatgacaaagacttagggacgtttgacagaaaagtaagatttgtttttatttctataaaaatatetggattetgagta
346 acctgagaatcgettcagttgtttagtttettgettatgttttagtagaataacttttttttttgttttacattaaggttacaattttaattattactttcatat
3151 ttcaacaaatgctgaatettgaagaaaacatctaaaatettcaagacatcattagggaaaaatgacaagtgtgtcactaattacctectttetacagtaagtget
356 tctgtaacatatgeacacatacgtetgeactacatgetgtttetgetgtgtettecttgattcaaaatgacctgtgttactacattaaagaagtacategtgtgt
3360 ttttgeaatgtacataaggtggeattctgaaaataggtaacaacttcagttttatttttgggattgtgtatcaaatttgaaagtaatatttcctaaacttgggaa
366 caggtcaggattgtcagaggacattttetggtttectgtettgatagaaaactatactetgetgtgtttetgataaageaaataatatattgttattegacataa
3571amgcgaaatItgalttItHtlaaaggtgctactgaaatgttgtalgatgttgtatttgtatacagtcatgtltct(ctgagcagcagcttgn

{1 5 Nramp 40K GDNA JF91 BN i 9 EIE G791
Fig.1 Full-length cDNA and predicted amino-acid sequence of C. semilaevis’ Nramp gene

PR (TM)H R FR T, H4i'5 TM 1-10; 7F TM6 Fl TM7 2 Ji] (1) 5% 38 25 K9 S (CTM) F 7 HE AR Sl 2k b it 5
FEA% 7 (aataaa) HIFIZ AT HERR 1 5 2T ORF AR h) IRE {7 s BIREAIF RIZbR 5 N-WEEEAL AL FTBUR Zebr i 5 B3 A
Ve 1T B RR A AL T REAR 5 25 O C BRPR AL s R RIZpR th s IR BRI R IR AL AL U I Zebm i s N-T5E
BEAL 5 HT AR
The transmembrane regions (TM) are underlined with broken lines and numbered 1-10. The consensus transport motif (CTM)
between TM6 and TM7 is boxed and underlined with broken line. The poly A signal (aataaa) is boxed and shaded. The IRE site
located in terminal of ORF is underlined and shaded. The N-glycosylation sites are marked with double broken lines. The casein
kinase II phosphorylation sites are boxed. The predicted protein kinase C phosphorylation sites are underlined with single lines.
A tyrosine kinase phosphorylation site is underlined with double lines. The N-myristoylation sites are shown with shade
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[2][3] [4][s] [e] [7]]s[]oho] |c
, A .
CsNramp /M‘/" VO WS ,«“"'\V' \/,/ N\ N/‘\/\/\' ™Mo

AW ~M / \ Mo N
/W’A“/ ‘/ N\,: \.\/v"\\ / ,\\,/ o’ W \\

N ]

SmNramp

AV SN AN NN VA
vaff\ v \ s ™

PoNramp \/

y foans AN A A A
) AL WS ND [ AW AVV \
i Y hd

IpNramp

A N A ™ AN
HsNramp2 e’ ™ A w«f\ NWAWAVAVAZAN

Ny A\ A AN N A
Y “ W -~ \ . o
MnNramp2 W v e/ \ Wi A

1 139 278 416 554
K2 JLFEHEZNY) Nramp 2 F Y 2K 501
(Kyte 1 Doolittle %35%)
Fig.2 Hydropathy profile conservation among seleted
vertebrates’ Nramp proteins (Kyte and Doolittle algorithm)
CsNramp: ¥ & #) Nramp; SmNramp: KZZHF Nramp;
PoNramp: 7 #F Nramp; IpNramp: 55 X EH#H Nramp;
HsNramp2: A Nramp2; MnNramp2: /N, Nramp2; 1A
—ATBCEAR L U B Nramp JE RGBSR IX ;R —474L
FARFE 6 WP Nramp (& FEBR B H
CsNramp: C. semilaevis Nramp; SmiNramp: Scophthalmus
maximus Nramp; PoNramp: Paralichthys olivaceus Nramp;
IpNramp: Ictalurus punctatus Nramp; HSNramp2: Homo
sapiens Nramp2; MnNramp2: Mus musculus Nramp?2.

Numbers above are the TMs of CsSNramp. Numbers below are
the amino acid numbers of six Nramp proteins

12 Nramp R BELRSF, ML T TM6 X (1), BRI
fi§ Nramp alpha #F, 7£ 57 LG A A 4 Fp ] 4 R 30K
B EEARST o TR AIRGE R KB, AL F TMS Fl TM6
[a], B AR A Nrampl #JH Nramp2 £ 1 2 5
PRk AL, X 5 AIBE A R Nramp 5 HAY)
il Nramp 24 52 /5 51) b 4 25 4 & — 2 (Chen et al,
2002; L ETEE, 2011),

BP G 85 Nramp 19205127 51 5 H ALY A iy
Nramp 2307 AT T HeXT oA, IF7E L SE A 4
#T R A (K 4). RGP I AT 45 R,
205 85 Nramp AUHA A ZSAY Nramp BAV—FE, X
2 5728 Nramp2 RAE—BIE B —1533¢, 1M
M FL2E Nramp1 W B A0RA B 55 — 452, b ml 44
KB Nramp 5 FL 28 F 5 25 1%) Nramp2 582505 5
3 ) Nramp SR 2% 0C 7 Bl (9 2 RS2 61 RN 2 6T
24 FBEH Nramp EREEEALARBEFAHR

R RIE ST

XF Nramp & PRUFE - 0 5 Sn i JEE . RGO . SR

f . SELOMLWE . WL CIE. BCRR. WL PEARSE 11
TP AUHEAT LN DO E 7 PCR Rk, KIAERT

Ky 11 Fh2H4h Nramp BEN AR Z SR, M
JE TS W o ) a8 e e s, RO IR L Rk L I
B8 W, U ERIAG L T UL PR R AR v ) 2 3 AR AR
(1 5). FI 20 966 1 B PCR XA 2 FC O R e 5
WG AN [ 2140 Nramp R 355 5317 172047,

gEL IR, 5 PBS XHRAHAIEL, YL i 5 A g
B REAAFAE S Nramp LK &k ST,

Forpr, BRI AR R G AE TGN S 24 h /3B
s (6L K 7), e B IE A UDE 6 h ik 25 K(E,
96 h Ji F ik AR R E =X AL KE (] 8), FE
S P ) L SRR K A2 3 1E H ek KR A R(E 9).

25 FBEHEH Nramp EREHF S FHRiC SNP ik

FIFH B30 A K 4387, 7E 1402 bp Nramp J7
Firp, SERGMIE] 15 4 SNP A A, XfH P T 2 N
&THY 3 4 SNP[SNP-g.3113(T—C). SNP-g.3125(A
—G) M SNP-g.3164(A—T) 1 s BTl 43280, X
ATTUAY SNP A A 3 R BRI 3R 15 46 o7 5 DR B R0 it
FFHATI TR AR AR I, STt AR ULER 25 HEK
4 SPSS 17.0 F1 SAS(Version 9. 1)%F H k47 MR G EBE 43
BT, 237 35 DR 256 A 35 R AU 01 3R 78 B 1k 4 B B Tk v
B RITK IR 25 5 3% 3, Hitp, SNP-g.3125(A—G)1
S5 v i PR3 0 5 R 7R A1 4 5 2 i %) 0 ) 1
AP 3 A DG (P<0.01),

3 itie

ARG S AR B T 2P0 5 Nramp JEPR ) 2K
cDNA. 5B MHEHESI Y Nramp 24 512 )7 5] LX)
TR R, BRI Nramp 5 HAB M Nramp
R JEPETE 83%—91%Z 1], 5 H A HESIY) Nramp2
() [R) IR (74 %~ 78 %) Z2 B Bk /=5 55 Nramp 119 [] U514
(63%—66%); RG T LR — LRI,
2% Nramp 5 H AW #E 30 Nramp2 BE—&, H i,
-3 7 fi5 Nrramp & [R5 H Al A #E 350 19 Nramp2 3 [A]
FOMARL, X 5EHALMIT Nramp & F 50015 2
4518 & —3) (Chen et al, 2002; Chen et al, 2004 .
2006; Dorschner et al, 1999; Saeij et al, 1999),

W5 i Nramp %A 10 4> TM. 1 4> CTM.,
6 KB IR T B ER AL . 13 > N-EE B L
Mo PINEAEE C BRI . 3 A N-BERAL AL
RO RR B R R A AL 1 55 X 5 N (Kiishi, 1994;
Kishi et al, 1997). /MR (Grunheid et al, 1995; Govoni
et al, 1997) . #i(Saeij et al, 1999) . B i X FE#H(Chen et al,
2002) ., UL (Chen et al, 2004) . 7 F(Chen et al, 2006) .
KZEHF(Chen et al, 2007) 4} HAf (JE K TS, 2011)F
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S.maximus E [344]

¥ P.olivaceus ...D...1Q.HE [344]
WLA O.mvkiss 3

[344]

B 102 D.rerio 2 SQ [344]
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J5342 G.eallus 2 CHE [344]
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INEL2 Momusculus 2 . N G A . . VE [344]
1ETCkE X laevis 1. .. S VAR ..V L..V. QDAFD [344]
AN Momusculus 1 T .. .E.AFN [344]
A1 H.saviens 1 N S .E...ARRADIR. .. . .QAAFN [344]
421 O.aries 1 e R I .EV..SRRADIR. .. . .QAAFN [344]
BEAE1 S.scrofa | - Lo Lo EV..TRREDIR. .. LQAAFN [344]
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1E T X laevis
AN Momusculus 1
N1 H.saviens 1
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N1 H.saviens 1 C..L..V...V.R.LRD.S.L..L...... LL VL .VVTSSINVL.
421 O.aries 1 C..L..V.L.V.R.L.D.S.L.HV...... LL....VL .ITSSIVVL. .
BEAE1 S.scrofa C..L.A....V.KEL.D.SSL..L...... LL....VL....... VITSSIV.L. .. ..
T™MI10
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Wi S.scrofa 1 HPAYFGL. ... AVI. . GLTT....T..1.H.ATL.VH. .HQHFLYGLLE - - - - - -« o o oo e oo 15991

E 3 ISR A ALY R Nramp &R ¢ 51 HE X204

Fig.3 Alignment of Nramp’s amino acid sequences between C. semilaevis and other vertebrates

375 85 Nramp 19 10 4> TM X & CTM X M ARIZAR 5 PRS0 N-BEEEAL AL LT HERR H 5
©7 RN AN T SRR R AL R LT SRR KU EE

Putative transmembrane regions are underlined and numbered with TM 1-10. The consensus transport motif (CTM) is underlined.
Conserved N-glycosylation sites are marked with boxes. Identical sites are indicated by dots(+), and gaps are shown by dashes(-)
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KZZEF S. maximus ACE8029.1
83

100 L ZFff P. olivaceus AAX86980.1

96 L ABEHR C semilaevis KP878556

56 W1 4% alpha O. mykiss alpha AAD20725.1

100

94l FEi#HE C. idella ADB44208.1

100 PEE R ML punctatus AAM73759.1

JEX92 G. gallus 2 NP-001121574.1

A2 H. sapiens 2 AAC21460.1

99

100 b—— /NER2 M. musculus 2 AAC42051

JEVN)IEE X, laevis AAHS2695.1

/NELL M. musculus 1 AAA39838

A1 H. sapiens 1 AAG15405.1

100

Z82£1 O. aries 1 AAC28241

0.05 54l WP S scrofa 1 AAC24491

Kl 4 2f 35 SEAH ALY A Nramp 2 HERR 7 81 #4119 22 48 % A2 44 (R Bootstrap #E4T 1000 YCiTAl)

Fig.4 Construction of phylogenetic tree based on Nramp amino acids of C. semilaevis and other species

(the parameter was evaluated 1000 degree via method of Bootstrap)

CsNramp RN FE &
Relative quantity of CsNramp mRNA

JHE il B e 1% L Rk i D Btk WA
Liver Spleen  Kidney Intestine Gill Blood Brain Heart Skin Muscle

5 23 5 Nramp BE PR 25 42U X ik

Fig.5 Quantitative relative expression of CsSNramp in different tissues

A A UVNDXE R M BRI ) 5 A5 fl Rt , DAL h Nramp 5 X 2k i S prife,
FHE R R D7 220 A, A AT 7 b A A ] 7 BE 2R 1 35 22 5:(P<0.05)
Analysis of the relative tissue expression data are from five fish. All results were normalized by

the blood Nramp expression levels. Statistical analysis was performed using One-Way ANOVA.
Different letters above each bar denote significant differences (P<0.05)

B, 442 D.rerio 2 NP-001035460.1

PR
Gonad
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7 < 9,

< —A— X$f84H Control group ‘

% 6 |~ B4 Infected group i % 8t * . —o— Xt #B4H Control group
I * 8Tt —O— &Y Infected group
55t g
g3 LM
Jza E z 8 5t
S S4r K ‘g
K B x4t
Hgsp SN
QB
St N
s 527 32
O .z = 1r

s1r & 0 — . . . . . \

[~ 6 12 24 48 72 96

0 1 1 1 1 1 1 ] E‘ N T' /h
0 6 12 24 48 12 9% & Time
FHR] Timerh Pl 8 e 2 GG M 5 51 U o
6 TR e 2 PRI 5 2 o 75 ST Nramp Nramp J R F X 2045
SRR 25k Fig.8 Quantitative relative expression of CSNramp in

Fig.6 Quantitative relative expression of CsNramp in
liver after injected with V. harveyi

YA SRS ARG, IR 30 pl/g, N
6.0 x 10° CFU/ml; X HRZL . s T 5 26 1 (1) PBS WA TRL; 1
BRI 0. 6. 12, 24, 48, 72 F1 96 h 3 6 ANl i, Bl
ML BUBGL L Foxt B2 45 5 45 0, i) £ (3R A5 T
WEJG LR A DR A, R BE-80CIRTE, T A
RNA W48 FIFRE R T 200 k8l 2 5F%0R

WE (P<0.05); T
Injection group: C. semilaevis was injected intraperitoneally
with V. harveyi (30 ul/g) or with equal dose of PBS. Five
fish’s liver tissues were collected at 0, 6, 12, 24, 48, 72, and
96 h after injection for RNA extraction. Statistical analysis

was performed using One-Way ANOVA. * denotes significant
difference (P<0.05). The same as below

._.
~

* —e—XJ A4 Control group
—O— JEYL4f] Infected group

—_
S N
T T

CsNramp 3 F X k2
Relative quantity of CsNramp mRNA

S N A N
T T T T

0 6 12 24 4 12 9%
ifJE] Time/h

B 7 YL 2 FC B S 2f W 8 L o

Nramp 3 KA X 2 35 1

Fig.7 Quantitative relative expression of CSNramp
in spleen after injected with V. harveyi

GIFFE KRB LLAR , AT &3, 75211 8 Nramp
FL[H ORF A¥iiA 1 4> IRE i 5 (CNNNNNCAGTG),

M &4 Nramp 3£ [8 5" UTR 13’ UTR #1411~ IRE
DA GEETEE, 2011), DL 3" UTR K 1 4>
IRE 1V 5 (Saeij et al, 1999), EAWF5XEMH, Nramp

kidney after injected with V. harveyi

55~
< 50 —@— XT84 Control group
% 45 —O— L4 Infected group
"E 8 400
K E 350
r=
2 S 30t
K ©
# 5 25¢
S € 20}
SE
% 2 Sk
s 1.0}
E 0.5 * *
0 1 1 Il Il Il Il ]
0 6 12 24 48 72 96
At [] Time/h
B9 JRYL i 4 FCOIN R JE 2 1 SRS - Nramp
PRI AR X Rk

Fig.9 Quantitative relative expression of CsNramp
in gill after injected with V. harveyi

e[ 5" UTR F1 3" UTR i IRE {37 55 20 ffd rh 2k 2 11
R} % %5 A0 5¢ (Klausner et al, 1993), 7EWiFL 34
Nramp2 JER BB, & BUZALS S0 F iz
FI i 25 ) A 5¢ (Forbes et al, 2001; Gunshin et al,
1997). # Saeij F(1999)#EM, 7Effifa Nramp 3' UTR
Ui I IRE A3 5 AT BB 3 5 2 R 4 3R 1 45 ok R
5 6 Nramp () mRNA 7K, 48k 8 4% 8 F 1 Nramp 57
UTR 3 IRE 2540, A LIZH4 RNA B HHE, M5
3" UTR iy IRE {7 545 A 1, WA LIPR Y RNA 537
Wefi, fAJE, fa25 Nramp BT IRE (8 2/ 5
M#L2S Nramp2 IRE 55 HAMRIBIER, L& IRE
£ F ORF 54 F UTR X B& 8 BA LB IIFE, i
TR AR R
Nramp2 FEPRIZE/NEUFE . BEE . B AR . GO

LA . /N A 2 )35 3 35 (Grunheid et al, 1995),
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T2 ¥BEHNramp EEHNEF 2 ZHENSKITHH
Tab.2 Statistical analysis of polymorphism of CsNramp intron 2
e EE TS S B PR A AR W 8 P R P A B
o7 B PRAS Genotype frequencies Allele frequencies Test for HWE
Location Status AT %
cC TC TT C T Kotk L
Chi-square Probability
HET- Dead 0.544(37)  0.456(31) - 0.772 0.228
2.3113T—C . 15.858 <0.01%**
1715 Survival 0.564(93)  0.430(71)  0.006(1) 0.779 0.221
. AG GG - A G
ST Dead
2.3125A—G 0.735(50)  0.265(18) - 0.360 0.640 30.341 <0.01%**
1716 Survival 0.454(75)  0.546(90) - 0.227 0.773
i AT AA - A T
ST Dead
2.3164A—T 0.456(31)  0.544(37) - 0.772 0.228 18.549 <0.01**
1716 Survival 0.436(72)  0.564(93) - 0.782 0.218

W S NEE RIS * TR 255 3 (P<0.05); **FR 22 7 35 (P<0.01); T

Note: Numbers in brackets are size of the tested population; * indicates significant difference at P<0.05; ** indicates highly

significant difference at P<0.01; The same as below

F£ 3 FBF Nramp EFE SNP 54231 E 89 KB4 47
Tab.3  Association analysis of single SNP of CsNramp with V. anguillarum

i (VALK YEH BER AR D5 (H LA R JTE B SRS S0k R A A
Code Location Effect Chi Sq Genotype Chi Sq Allele Prob Genotype Prob Allele

1 g3113T—>C  Intron 0.514 0.025 0.772 0.874

2 2.3125A—G Intron 13.690 8.726 <0.01%* <0.01%*

3 2.3164A—T Intron 0.053 0.053 0.785 0.817

H:g3113T—C FRIERF 3113 8 E4E T 3| C IR,

—T FnILA 3164 B EE A BT A

2.3125A—G F/RFEH 3125 B AL A B G RAS;2.3164A

Note: 2.3113T—C means T to C mutation in the location 3113 of gene; g.3125A—G means A to G mutation in the location

3125 of gene; g.3164A—T means A to T mutation in the location 3164 of gene

Il Nrampl J K ) 3836 0 2 4 2UR Pk, an A
Nrampl A DUFE I B 0 /0 L0 o 4G T 3] 3¢ 5K
(Cellier et al, 1997), Tii/INELAY Nrampl %0 3= 227
TR 23k, I Hh 3R 5K A XD (Vidal et al,
1993), ABFFEIL, 105 Nramp & F AL |
B R Rk e ey, LUK L I . 1
8 O M FIRRG , TE AUL PR RN R R Y A A 2
T i Nramp JE 788 B ihoaxX g sl Rk 77 X 5
M FL2E Nramp2 1923k J7 B ALl (Grunheid et al,
1995; Forbes et al, 2001), MAh, FERZEHE | Eifh | fif
5 L R By SR A B T Nramp & R 78 9 E
FUEE R AR AR, XA RN AL B T
FIE B 2 R B AN

XoF 2 i M AT P A DI R U e S 00 S B 9
B, AHET PBS X4, S Nramp JEH R iA
FENGUIE | B JOE D FF IR B R, B B )RS Sk

B EIEHRBKT. FIFEHBELE/N R (Govoni et al,
1997). %% (Zhang et al, 2000) % EL(Chen et al, 2004)
WA S G, R THAR (201 1)) FH 0 I g 0 27 1
erifa R R, 25 A, EEEYYS Nramp 3
A B TR, 3 h RIXEERREK, 24 h 50
% 2 1E 7 #2357KF 5 Chen %(2007)F FH 68 9 G B gL K
BRI RS B PE, Nramp 3t PH 28 3k 2 10 Jk e
6—48 h g &I, HAE 12 h AR AR LR, X
SEZE SRR, Nramp BE PR 505 I B B G I HILAR 1 B
RV EYIADE, (H0 5 85 Nramp 3 K] 5 4 (G
B YL 22 8] (AR EAE FHLEE LA B2 Nramp 3R 78 ff {4
TR S TR i A 10208 G R v BT T O A R A
i Tt — LB .

Nramp 3P 2 2P 5 95 995 AH OGP 1 F 9% 2 7 i
FshWy IR T —2TAE, Liu Q004055 K8, —
ME B EAT A SLCHIAL JEN K 59, HE2mMS
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S5 2 R LA S B W A R 45 A 9505 45 5% 5 Sanchez-
Robert 25(2005)%f K Nramp JLHEBFFE#RY, TAG-8-
141 B R 5 R4 & 7 U 5 Bk OG5 Liu 45(2003)
TEXSE) Nrampl £ FRFFEIER, Nrampl K &
JEARSF X BN Y TR 2 8Pk 575 4R XS SE J28 1 H2Fh Ko
Ji JRR e J5 Y B 2 8 A OG5 Paixiao 45 (2006) A H]
SSCA L4 T4 | i iH 4 Nrampl 2% 8 3" UTR [X.
()35 AL A8 S, R AN [i) 356 R 0o A 45 G BT )03 2
MU 22 S B, ELRTR] SR B) 3 PR 0R 25 57 18 5
X E 4 (2013)F 5 4% Nrampl JE R L 78 5 5414
MG AETE LB, AME T 2 (1) AA JEI ISR I TS
PEOMERE ST TT SHBAMAP<0.05), FEHEE
T AT EFEAIAMAP<0.01); N & T 6 1Y CC KR
AMEREE T ME R E = T CT FEHAIAMA(P<0.05).

o F bR 10 #H Bh %€ #5 F Fi (Marker-assisted selection,
MAS)H AR T DUE e & b franfh, HoEm&E b
BUS T B RUR (Xu et al, 2008), AHFSE7EE
{5 Nramp #5733 K1 2H DNA(1042 bp) i3] 15 4> SNP
A8 A T4 2 T IX W 3 /) SNP[SNP-g.3113
(T—C). SNP-g.3125(A—G)Fl SNP-g.3164(A—T)]fi;
SUEAT IR RY . JEXT I SNP AV £ S Hude 1 i 56
HRIEAT T 081 25 A, 1EIRl—FK &R 233 AR
YIS, AWM 165 MR AME, sET4
A 68 LK Zy A&, Horfr, SNP-g.3125 ) AG 3
HI7(0.735)ZEAE T /MR H A LSS R AL, 17 GG A
R(0.546)FEAETE AR ORI A, GG B R
GRS T AG FEFAIMA(P<0.01), G
L RT3 = T A SRALEER (P<0.01),

A L2 1 7 5 Nramp 3£ H Y SNP-g.3125 1Y% 5
K (G)FHE A Y (GG) 5 - 1 i aoxd T 68 S e Pk &2 1
FHEME . Ik, Nramp L[R2 SNP A5 A 4 R 2k
T BB B A — N B BB AR L A,
g T SR PTPE A R B E 05 o bR 0 £ AL SR Al

Z £ X #
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Molecular Cloning, Expression and SNP Screening of Natural
Resistance-Associated M acrophage Protein (Nramp) Gene
cDNA from Half Smooth Tongue Sole (Cynoglossus semilaevis)

XING Hefei'*?, GAO Fengtao'**, ZHANG Yongzhen'*?, DONG Zhongdian'**, CHEN Songlinl’w

(1. Key Laboratory of Sustainable Development of Marine Fisheries, Ministry of Agriculture, Yellow Sea Fisheries Research
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Abstract Natural resistance-associated macrophage protein (Nramp) belongs to the integration of
membrane transport proteins, which has the capacity of enhancing macrophages that are meant to kill
pathogens and innate resistance to intracellular parasites. In present study, cDNA of Nramp gene was
amplified from spleen of half smooth tongue sole (Cynoglossus semilaevis) by SMART-RACE. The
full-length cDNA of Nramp gene was 3717 bp, including 1677 bp open reading frame (ORF) encoding a
protein with 558 amino acid residues, which contained the signature features of the Nramp protein family:
10 transmembrane (TM) domains, a consensus transport motif (CTM) with 20 amino acid residues.
Compared with the other fish’s Nramp, C. semilaevis Nramp was the presence of one iron-responsive
regulatory (IRE) protein-binding site in the terminal of ORF, which was similar to the vertebrate Nramp2.
The deduced amino acid sequence of CSNramp exhibited about 63%—-91% homology with 14 other
vertebrate Nramp sequences. Phylogenetic analysis revealed that the CSNramp was clustered with other
fish Nramp and was closer to Nramp2 of other species. RT-PCR results of the CSNramp transcripts in
different tissues indicated that the CsNramp transcripts were highly abundant in spleen, kidney and low in
muscle and gonad. The C. semilaevis challenged with the Vibrio harveyi could evidently elevate Nramp
mRNA levels in spleen, kidney and liver, but the opposite phenomena were observed in the gills. To
explore genetic variation and its relevant molecular markers in CSNramp gene, this research detected the
polymorphisms of Nramp gene in one family of 233 individuals (68 infected individuals and 165 resistant
individuals) by direct sequencing. Fifteen SNPs were detected in the partial of Nramp gene and 3 of them
were genotyped successfully and SNP-g.3125(A—G) was significantly correlated to the resistance to
Vibrio anguillarum. The results indicated that there were important effects on disease resistance of
different Nramp genotypes, SNP-g.3125(A—G) can be used as potential genetic resistance marker loci,
which can provide basic data for the genetic markers of C. semilaevis resistant breeding.

Key words Half smooth tongue sole (Cynoglossus semilaevis); Nramp; Gene clone; RT-PCR; Single
Nucleotide Polymorphism (SNP)
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