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5% CIPK ERAREHNEESRIETH
Wk, ERE fTaL, RET, S, HEe, £ 8

CH R R 2= 2 2R, 22 M 730070)

W E: AW e 3RS CIPK JER KRS, 18 HAME BT Tr i, TESFRRHRAR
% (Fragaria vesca) $¥EE 153 CIPK SR FEM A 19 S, R[4~ 6 MUK, ZIERF GRS AL E
B 7 SG R 6 45 o HOIDER AR ILIREL 157 ~ 1196, BB 3.91~9.34, /T & 18 667.68 ~
13371431 D. EERZHSHTRA, H 11 KZEFRRE | METF, HREFRSNEFH 2~ 15, W4 EN:
GERRM, IR EEAAIMR . AU R A LR E . AR S TINE N, %3
KRR EE L, o - 1B p - FAFAFNAG T Xt Rl 2 kb X808 3 7 IR =0E otk i,
2R G R U I B e N2 MY B MR, B} FvCIPK02 FvCIPKI5. FvCIPK17 #b, HAhFERFY
XTI P& B S oA ABRE MR B2 . qRT-PCR #4041 81, FvCIPK16. FvCIPKI10 Il FvCIPK09 537
£ PEG. ABA #l NaCl 438~ , FEARRE B I Rk RS, 002 18.4 5. 29 ff. 13 &,
LI FvCIPK16 581 BT S 38, FvCIPKI0 580 R. ABA ¥5'S:, FvCIPK09 50N =i FohRI&
TR FvCIPKO3 XA B T, W FvCIPKO3 7R3 58 iy i wh ke 478 5 1

KERIE: H%; CIPK 2EFEZKE; qRT-PCR; MG B0
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Identification and Expression Analysis of CIPK Gene Family in Strawberry

LIU Tao, WANG Pingping, HE Honghong, LIANG Guoping, LU Shixiong, CHEN Baihong, and MAO
Juan”

(College of Horticulture, Gansu Agricultural University, Lanzhou 730070, China)

Abstract: The Arabidopsis CIPK gene family registration numbers were obtained from the Database,
and 19 CIPK gene family members were obtained from the Fragaria vesca database by bioinformatics
analysis, which were divided into six subfamilies: A - E. The six subfamilies were distributed on 6 of the
7 chromosomes of strawberry. By analyzing physicochemical properties, we found that the number of
encoded amino acids is ranged from 157 to 1 196, the theoretical isoelectric point is covered from 3.91 to
9.34 and the molecular weight is distributed from 18 667.68 to 133 714.31 D. Meanwhile, there are 11
genes that have only one exon, the others have 2 - 15 exons through genes structure analysis. The CIPK
gene family were mainly expressed on the cytoplasm, nucleus and chloroplast during subcellular
localization analysis of the gene family members. Moreover, the prediction of secondary structure

indicated that the members of the gene family mainly consisted of a-helix, f-turn and irregular curl.
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Additionally, analysis of the cis-acting element of the upstream 2 kb promoter sequence found that the
members of the gene family contained stress response MYB element. Except for FvCIPK(02, FvCIPKI5
and FvCIPK17, all genes contained the abscisic acid (ABA) response element (ABRE) . The qRT-PCR
analysis showed that the FvCIPK16, FvCIPKI10 and FvCIPK09 had the highest expression under PEG,
ABA and NaCl, respectively, about 18.4 times, 29 times and 13 times more than the control, which
indicated that FvCIPKI6 responded strongly to drought stress, FvCIPKI0 strongly responded to ABA
induction, and FvCIPK09 strongly responded to high salt stress. In addition, the relative expression of
FvCIPK(03 was down-regulated under each treatment, then we can speculate that FvCIPK0O3 play a
negative regulatory role in plant stress.

Keywords: strawberry; CIPK gene family; qRT-PCR; bioinformatics analysis.

TEYTEZ B AN R & TR LD SE a5, % mh. miRMEAEsg, Sl
— BRI PR DU ) (B A KR E . AR, A nT U S 3 S
FIK VA B AR B e g [ 5 R S SR R AP R Y T R AR AR B S, DT S 5 A 4 1 25 400 5 T R 1y e
P (Kim et al., 2003; ZEHAMISZE, 20100, ERYITEESE SRS CaMENE (SRS
FREBMEH GEEE 55, 2011). HEEEE CIPK (CBL-interacting protein kinase) A& —Z84HY)
FEA W22 2R/ 752 1R (Ser/Thr) T HHEG (FiZ 5%, 2018). 5 HEEIRES B #£ 4 1 (calcineurin B-like
proteins, CBL) fZFEA{A Py 5 B 04T B T KM 2%, "B RERE 2 3 Ca® AERIR N AL I, IS5
R AW CIPK 456K CBL-CIPK B &1k, M RAR, ZE & SHME AL & K EBR
WL, ¥4 T A% 38 2 R Ui DAEE s AR Y 7E il () RO B, (Batisti€ & Kudla, 20125 it 45,
2015). CBL-CIPK A E GRREW 2 5V 2 MG SEEML%E, 5. (KR, mh. K%
WaT L5 MY CIPK E K F A AR (Zhu et al., 1998; Martinez-Atienza et al., 2007). &
CIPK H A N ity & — MRSF ARS8, C i 1 N 24 NIRRT NAF 5%
B, a8 EE RS HAE CIPK 5 CBL H A BAFHENF/EM (Kimetal., 2000; Albrecht et al.,
2001),

HAETEME ST (Yu et al., 2007). #i% (BERE 55, 2017). K (Chen et al., 2011). 7KFF
(Kolukisaoglu et al., 2004). JHZ%¢ (GKEFX, 2014). M (Yuetal., 2007). Fhn CEHEFE
P, 2018) FIFL (VR 45, 2015) SEMEYH ol %€ 15 3 CIPK BRI KR 1) 25, 16, 43, 30,
23, 27+ 22 126 A~ HT T SR B CIPK 5 [RIE 5 Rl 70 AR 00 52 o 2 vy )97 b B 2 A (Xiang
et al., 2007; L&k 2%, 2014; Z5VE 45, 2018). AEIMEEIFHAERR LI, AtCIPK15 5 PP2C i
FRl ABI2 RAEFRA B RE A4, A ABA MILERNEIE; RIE A:CIPK23 [F3FE 5T
CBR B F TN 52 MG B2 e m s A AtCIPK3 "B KRNI ABA &2 0T 2 Fh AR A4 36 15
MW N, (Kim et al., 2003; Lietal., 2006; Xu etal., 2006). FiZ%% (2018) X AZE 4T H0, 4t
FRIL, MeCIPKI XPEALM A IEFETER . #EES (2012) FEEKHFFTHKI, ZmCIPK3
Ree 2 52 MAEEMG S Ra KB L], RE. T5. mhiha, ETEPEE T ZnCIPK3 %
REEERS, JFH CalEREMEE LY ZmCIPK3 ik, /KHE CIPK RFE KT 0sCIPK3.
OsCIPK12. OsCIPK15 13323 UL Ja v 48 m o IR . 5 A0 R0l 1 i 32 14 (Xiang et al., 2007).
FoRYL (2011) WAFGTT ArCBL4 FERFNER G, KIER CIPK6 e 5 F57F CBL4 & H AR,
Pem VR RYEOHIGIR . TR S S IS A Pt . 1 RIE MACIPKG6L 1% 35k R 2 it eI
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AR LR TS0 2 M B E R (Wang et al., 2012). Deng 25 (2013) 7E/NEdRIL, Rk
TaCIPK24 [RREARSS 5 3 RPN %) PwCIPK13 A1 vvCIPK 14 7] LW N TSR0 b e, H
VwCIPK 14 W Risg 2z (EME 55, 2017).

AR IS F s FHAEME B2 771k, RSk a2 8dE . (Fragaria vesca) HidiAT CIPK 2%
HRER R, SR 2R CIPK 2B SKMEHAT /08, WP AR 32 5L DR AR RE R 10 1 s o R i Rf
sAIm R, I REIRAE A R TR S .

QY L SRS DARE

L1 #R 538

WIET 2018 4 6 H—2019 4 1 HAEH IR AR K2 Fol 2 28 B T Az 25 A= W R I Tl s 06 == 3k
7o RIATREN OB BERE . HARFENMS +1.0mg - L' 6-BA+02mg - L' T1AA, i
BE30g- L', Bifl§6g- L, pH5.8~6.0. N TAMEM IR 25 CHME 16 h, 20 CHEES 8 ho

iR 40 d Rk BAE KL, K3 BHE LSRR E 12 BAE 100 pmol - L' ABA. 200
mmol - L' NaCl 1 10% PEG 2¢F FALHE 24 h, DUIEH 8557V SO IR . AN EE 3 kA &
2o B A EGER, - 80 CLRA7#% . RNA $2ECK A HGAF & RNAplant-RTR2303 (1R}
IR A EARFRA T, A6m0 FHAREVI BT T3 RNA S5 IR AL TRAS I ORI &
WIG7E - 80 C FRAERH.

1.2 E%E CIPK REEERRLEE

XU T+ (Arabidopsis thaliala) #3&%F (https: //www.arabidopsis.org/) H [ 25 4~ EL%1 CIPK
FER R P 81 8 1, TE R T (Fragaria vesca) 34 i (https: //www.rosaceae.org/species/fragaria/all)
22 [R5 AR A U X 3R 19 g CIPK BRI 35 08, vl 4 B 0 3R15 18 B A7 7 91 14T DNAMAN
PEXTIf I o 0 7E B A FE DR FESR I LR P A IR 26 R 5 . CDS KR B REL. S, T ERNE
PRI M R B 3547 0 M (https://web.expasy.org/protparam/) .

13 EZ#H CIPK EEREHNLXRAREREERTIDH

FIFH MEGAS5.0 #l Clustalx.exe 73 HT 8 RGTHEA K R GSDS (http: //gsds. cbi.pku.edu.cn/) i
TR M 0T (PG 2%, 2018); MEME (http: //meme-suite.org/tools/meme) HE4T motif 4347
(Bailey et al., 2009); WoLF PSORT (http: //www.genscript.com/wolf-psort.html) 7E2£E 4T 41 iy
5Ef7; PRABI (https: //npsa-prabi.ibcp.fi/cgi-bin/npsa_automat.pl?page=npsa_sopma.html) #1758
45N 73 HT; PlantCARE (http: //bioinformatics.psb.ugent.be/webtools/plantcare/html/) 4T J& 2l )it
AAEM T 737

1.4 LR EE PCR

R ®AE CIPK ZREER ) CDS FPAIRAT AL S MBI al (R D [ETAYTRE (R B
HHRAF],
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% 1 B CIPK EEFRERESHHSERISEERS Y
Table 1 RT-PCR primers for expression analysis of CIPK in strawberry

FA MR (51-30 BRI/ C

Gene Primer sequence Annealing temperature
FvCIPK01 F: ATTTCTTACTCGGCGGGTCT; R: CCCAATCCTTCTTCCTCCTC F: 56.0; R: 55.0
FvCIPKO02 F: CACCGGGATATTAAGCCAGA; R: CGGGAGATAACCAGCCAATA F: 54.1; R: 54.1
FvCIPKO3 F: AGCGCACTATCTCAACAAGTCAGG; R: AAGTCCGCAGTTGCTCCATCATAG F: 59.2; R: 594
FvCIPK04 F: ACCGTGACATCAAGCCAGAGAATC;: R: ACATAAGCAGGAGTTCCGCAAGTG F: 59.3; R: 59.7
FvCIPKO0S5 F: CACAACCTTCACCTCGAACACCTC; R: GACGCCTTGGTCGGTCTTGATG F: 604; R: 61.3
FvCIPK06 F: GACGCCTTGGTCGGTCTTGATG; R: CACAACCTTCACCTCGAACACCTC F: 61.3; R: 60.4
FvCIPKO7 F: CCTGAAGCCAGAGAATTTGC; R: CGCTCCATCATACCCTTTGT F: 54.1; R: 548
FvCIPKOS F: GGTCGTGCGGAGTGATTCTGTTC:; R: GCTCAGGATCGGACACCAACAAC F: 60.8; R: 61.0
FvCIPK09 F: GCCATTTCGGCAAAGTTAAG; R: TGAATATGCGTTTTGCTTGC F: 52.2; R: 515
FvCIPK10 F: AGCAAGGGGATGGTCTTCTT; R: AGGTTTGCCTCATCAAATGG F: 56.1; R: 529
FvCIPK11 F: ATGAGGTCATGGCAAGCAAGTCC; R: TCAGATCGCGGTGGTAGACTCC F: 60.2; R: 61.3
FvCIPKI12 F: GGGGAGAGGATGGGGTATAA; R: TTCAAGTCCTCCCAAAGCAG F: 55.6; R: 549
FvCIPK13 F: AGCTGCTGCAATGGATGTGAGTC: R: GTTGTACGGTCCAAGCTCTCCTG F: 60.3; R: 60.3
FvCIPK14 F: CCGATTACATGAGGTCGTGGCAAG: R: AACACCTTGGTTGTGGCAGTAGC F: 60.5; R: 60.4
FvCIPK15 F: TCTGAGTGCATTGCCTGAAC; R: ACCAAGATGGGCATGAGAAC F: 55.5; R: 55.1
FvCIPK16 F: CGCCAAGGTGGATATATGGT; R: GCCAACACTGAACCAAGGAT F: 544; R: 555
FvCIPK17 F: AGGAGGTAAGACCAGGTCTCAAGG: R: AGGTTGTTGCTCTTGCTGCTCTG F: 60.2; R: 60.4
FvCIPK18 F: TGCCAAGGTCAAGTTCGCCAAG; R: ACCATCTTGTGCTTGAGGACTTGC F: 60.9; R: 60.0
FvCIPK19 F: AGCCGTTCAAGGTAATGTGG; R: ATTCAAAGAAATGGGCAACG F: 552; R: 509
18S-rRNA F: GCTCGCTGTTTTGCAGTTCTAC; R: AACATAGGTGAGGCCGCACTT F: 582; R: 59.1

{8 H] Primer Script’™ RT Regent Kit with gDNA Eeaser (TaKaRa, _#3) W &#4T R #IKE
cDNA, M SYBR Primer Ex Tag™ 11 (TaKaRa) X7 &7 E &, & PCR 1A Light Cycler® 96
Real-Time PCR System (Roche, %fit:). PL 18S-rRNA NN S KA.

RMARZ 20 uL: 1 uL cDNA, b Fi#514)% 0.8 uL, SYBR 10 uL, ddH,O #h5% 20 uL, X
NFEFA: 95 CHIAEME 30s, 95 CA&ME 10s, 60 TRk 30s, 72 CHEH 30s, 40 MEH, EE
3 e JREEH G TG AS b 28 S i 2k . BEDR MM R IA B 27T T (Livak &
Schmittgen, 2001) .

2 RS0

2.1 EE CIPK XEEHSEBRIBUIERS T

SR RRE A B RV LL 1S 3 T 19 20508 CIPK KR, fr %44 FvCIPKOI ~ FyCIPK19(3R 2),
KGR S M fE A 7 Stk 6 % b, Hrb 3 SRtk b, H 7 MR, HikE 4
SR, 4 AN 1S EH 3AER,L 6.7 5 RS 2 MERL 2 5 ERA 1 AN FYCIPK0S)
XL 1) BN AT, G i IR LA 157 ~ 1196 (8], HH FvCIPKO06 Yt 34 1 %
b, FvCIPK19 ity 28 518 i % 5 [7)— MR A [R] 5= [N g A 28 R BR B0 2% 72 A K, W FvCIPK 03 FvCIPKO7
FvCIPK10. FvCIPK15. FvCIPK18 ¥)J& T 5 1) D Wk HEM 73F=AE 18 667.68 ~ 133 71431 D
Z ) FIRSFH A (pD fE 3.91~9.34 2], Hdmidfg = 3L/ 7oA 4 1, 252 FvCIPKO3.
FvCIPK06. FvCIPK09 1 FvCIPK13, H. 6 53k bR sMA— MR E R BRI KAE 1029 ~
8 940 bp [,
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Table 2 Physical and chemical property of CIPK in strawberry
R o B AR

Ea SHERS g ATED TR Rt SR SDNA

Protein Gene accession Amino Molecular Pl Formula Position 2H/bp Full length

No. . weight LF-cDNA .
acid genomic

FvCIPKO1 FvH4 3g40260.1 439 4948094  8.52  CiosH3s08Ne0006s1S20 34 016 904 ~34 018 223 1320 1320
FvCIPK02 FvH4_3g40220.1 468 53651.70  8.77 Ca390H3818N6620703S13 33993641 ~33996 125 2485 2485
FvCIPKO3  FvH4_3g27610.1 437 50055.59  6.27 Ci36H3538N6020658521 20 681264 ~20 687870 2218 6 607
FvCIPK04 FvH4 3g07630.1 464 52286.93 9.16  Ci337H3681N64506s81S1s 4 492 826 ~ 4 494 220 1395 1395
FvCIPKO5 FvH4_3g07620.1 507 56289.52  7.64 Cis513H3991N6s90743S17 4 488 053 ~ 4 489 576 1524 1524
FvCIPKO6 FvH4_3g07610.1 157 18 667.68  3.91 Csa6Hi261N2150269Ss 4487 445 ~ 4 488 477 528 1033
FvCIPKO7 FvH4 3g05110.1 467 52161.89  9.06 Ci340H3710N6360685S14 2 958 452 ~ 2 964 366 2359 5915
FvCIPKO8 FvH4 2g41050.1 449 50 486.09 8.94  Ce7H3576N60sO0660S 18 29122749 ~29 124098 1035 1035
FvCIPK09 FvH4_1g17990.1 342 39 320.25 6.90  Cy771H2789N4g70504S 11 10459 751 ~ 10460 779 1029 1029
FvCIPK10 FvH4 1g03090.1 448 50 770.53 8.93  Cxs1H3608N6220655S 17 1745934 ~ 1750 527 1847 4594
FvCIPK1l FvH4_1g01070.1 427 47962.67  9.34 Ci149H3445N5830610S19 549 852 ~ 551 135 1284 1284
FvCIPK12 FVH474g020101 438 47 505.11 8.87 C2114H3413N5830()14819 1798 580 ~ 1 799 896 1317 1317
FvCIPK13 FvH4 4g08900.1 451 5044136 580 Ci23H3532Ne000694S21 9796 010 ~9 799 571 2108 3562
FvCIPK14 FvH4 4g21530.1 464 5195447  7.61 C312H3717N6310701S12 24 576 399 ~24 581 047 1880 4 649
FvCIPK15 FvH4_5g33970.1 448 50984.57  7.23  Cy91H3606N614066sS17 24 641 189 ~24 650 128 3 720 8940
FvCIPK16 FvH4 6g10160.1 439 49580.99  7.58  Ca36H3524N6000647513 6029 925 ~ 6 031 244 1320 1320
FvCIPK17 FvH4 6g10210.1 471 53280.52  9.00 Ci395H3833Ne4sO608S14 6 064 268 ~ 6 067 075 2 808 2 808
FvCIPK18 FvH4_7g17430.1 427 48 986.43 8.93  C195H3466N5980634S 19 14 814 308 ~ 14 818 804 2256 4497
FvCIPK19 FvH4 7g25640.1 1196 133 714.31 8.49  Cs99sHos36N 162201742847 19572743 ~ 19579892 3773 7 150

22 E%HE CIPK XEZ R RE# LS

XPHEE CIPK FG B AR ERIMAT Z A L /W R I : HAE CIPK FGE K C bR,
ZHIERF IS H NAF #6138, (2 N A BRI R, &6 2L 08 smess s, e
fe FrTRE B AR, b, FvCIPKI9 F1if) NAF 5 H8 N 848N S, FvCIPK06 FR 57 iR 2,
T NAF #2615, nl et S5 HAATRIThRE A % (Bl D,

NT TR CIPK KGNS R L DhGeARr s, XHLEIF. M & LR CIPK KIEHE R
(AtCIPK. VvCIPK Fl FvCIPK) K K f417% (Maximum Parsimony) JE[RIMJE RS A BH, @

R IRR

DN 6 MR (A ~ F), Hid E ks G —AFRE FvCIPK06, B LA C

WG & 2 ANFRIER, £ F WET, FvCIPKOS FIHMEEFAE— MG R (K 2), E&53,
B SRITT 0 CIPK o KA B B R, I B AR [RIVE R R 1) B AR R B T g

2.3 EZE CIPK KIEEESH 9
M 3] LLE W, FvCIPKO1 . FvCIPK04 FvCIPKOS5 FvCIPK0S FvCIPK09FvCIPK 11 FvCIPK12+

FvCIPK16 ¥ FN¥ NAMNE T, H FvCIPK05S. FvCIPK08. FvCIPKI1I1 7€ F Wik, FvCIPKOI.
FvCIPK04 {E B WJfi, FvCIPK09. FvCIPK16 7£ A WJ%, F EF FvCIPK02 il FvCIPK17 A& N
T, T HIX S RS R AR AE N TR IR, SRR, AN RS, FRATTHEN
HIJRe v ReAHE . 2R KRR E B # (e 1 ~ 15 (8], Hoh D WRHE 14 ~ 15 2 [8], H
B ENmA X, SHAGRMEL, AETHEEZ, BTHSFEEE, HE2RERENE T L
A hL B 2 R EOR, AR EAAHE, TEE R, H#E0 D WS HAR A L D ge b2

R
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HYEE Activate domain

FvCIPKO1 cea SKG..RF ) . : 181
FvCIPK02 R 4 AKG. .KLI ) . g 175
FvCIPKO03 ceas IVNN.GRM I L . 3 171
FvCIPKO04 veuas AKG. .KL| I I . : 173
FvCIPKO5 cee AKG. .RLI D . 192
FvCIPK06 .. E E a1 . 104
FvCIPKO7 E.. RIASK.GRL I . 175
FvCIPKO08 _— AKG. .KL : DECHS 174
FvCIPKO09 - IRHN.GRV SYCHR! 180
FvCIPK10 - IVHQ.GKL SHCHS! 169
FvCIPK11 - Hee IRKG..RL DFCHS! 173
FvCIPK12 R ISRHG.KL RECHE 185
FvCIPK13 SDRLSYA.KTL DYCHN 169
FvCIPK 14 . IGAQKGRL SYCEN 183
FvCIPK15 . IVHH.GRL DYCHS! 165
FvCIPK16 R ISKG..RE GYCHS 188
FvCIPK17 DYCHS 169
FvCIPK18 DYCHS 174
FvCIPK19 DFCHK 592
Consensus €
HYEE Activate domain

FvCIPKO1 R 2 ey 1) PNLME YRGEFR ITVDGVLND 281
FvCIPK02 K eVl GKAEFR ITLAKVRES 275
FvCIPKO03 R : ey 1) SAGEFT ITICEILED 271
FvCIPKO04 % 2 eV SRGDFK ISVDKIMEN 273
FvCIPKOS K : : ITIAEVMEN 292
FvCIPK06 L 175
FvCIPKO7 275
FvCIPKO8 3 K 274
FvCIPKO09 R 2 ey T8 AL YKGNEN 280
FvCIPK10 : : Y 1) ANLA NAAEFS 269
FvCIPK11 K : =Y 1) YKGDFK 273
FvCIPK12 = : QRRDYVIEAA 285
FvCIPK13 K 2 eV 1) STAEYT 269
FvCIPK14 R e Th RNLA LKGDVQ 283
FvCIPK15 K ! 3 EKAEES 265
FvCIPK16 Z 2 2 YRGEEFR 288
FvCIPK17 3 A 8 I A GKGEFK 269
FvCIPK18 K =V I)8 P CKAEES 274
FvCIPK19 - > CASEYR 692
Consensus

FvCIPKO1 345
FvCIPKO02 . 353
FvCIPKO3 ..¥YXSLMFEEKED.......... TNLDDVEAVFKDS. .EEHHVTEKKEEQ. .. .PTH 351
FvCIPKO4 ..FRHIDAPLPIBCDPST..SISDVHSAFGSPDSSEGSSNRRAETTNAASEM.RPTNF 367
FvCIPKO5 ..FRHIXKFYIDHDDRLCNVHEDDGDDSDASSVMSDMSESEAEFETRRKLTTLPRPAS 385
1) 123 (1 Z R 175
FvCIPKO7  ..YRPPSFEQVD...... . .VSLOCVCAIFNCPGDSGNFVVEKREERHV. . . KQMELVKRETRETSKRPANEII 359
FvCIPKO8 ..YTRPLAFS........ . .PPPASSDKSFDEDFGSTAPAPADAANHKSQ . SENE SKRKAG ‘!stcssmm 356

FvCIPK(O9 ..YTPAKPDEEEEE.... . .EDIHVDAEALKIL. .DLRRSSFKVEGFLR.... .FBFCISDSEEZp.. .DLKKEV....coveeennn 342

FvCIPK10 ..YAFVEYREDEE..... . .VSLODVRAVFEDI. .ECQYAEERTDNKDS. T. 353
FVCIPKIl . IPRT..iiiiinnnnnnnnnnnennnnnnnns VKSKKEREFDETTEKTSK. S. 341
FvCIPK12 IDLRLVS......euveeveseesessss DGCOVEELEKPPAKCOVVSG. ... .. S. 351
FvCIPK13  ..YVPTCGNDSDER.........IYLDDVNAAFDSI..EENVKETKIPKSSS....§ A. 350
FvCIPK14 ..YFPAKADEEEE..... ...DINVDTEAYSIK..EVPSEGEKSPDLRH. G. 365
FvCIPK15 ..YVEVRSFEYED..... . .VNLDDVNAVFDDADSEEQRVSEHRGNEDM. I. 351
FvCIPK16 S. 353
FvCIPK17 S. 355
FvCIPK18 S. 354
FvCIPK19 S. 765
Consensus

B 1 EE CIPK REEEASFIILET
Fig.1 Multiple sequence alignment of CIPK genes in strawberry
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Fig. 2 The unrooted phylogenetic tree of CIPK gene in strawberry (Fv), Arabidopsis (At) and grape (Vv)

The number at the node represents the boot value of 1 000 replicates.
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2.4 E# CIPK K& motif 5|94

EHZE CIPK FEH L3 T 20 4 motif (& 4, % 3). & E WK FvCIPKO06 F1 F Vi)
FvCIPK 19 4b, HARE %A motif 4345 FRIARST L34 2), JEHAE D Wik, oA B8 A B AR A
ARE, A R ORI, BTN R 5] — VR 55 M 3R T 8 SR 3 BE A AL . motif3 7EFTH

2 3 4 2 1 13 3 11 T 9 17 6 10

FvCIPK10
FvCIPK15 - d L 3 1 7 917 6 10
W {13 3 17 917 6 10
D | FyvCIPK03 1 e = w0 . i
58 4. 2 1 13 3 11 7 917 6
FvCIPK18

5 8 4 2 113 3 11 7

FvCIPK(7 e ) S .
4 5 8 4 2 1 13 3 7

FvCIPK(Q1 - i ] W -

917 6 10
[ [ w

919 6

B ‘ 5 8 4 2 1 13 3 79 6 1014
FvCIPK(4 1 mmm—m ] m——" N =
-1 8 4 2 i1 13 3 11 T 9 16 6
FvCIPK 13 i e . ] S S
C ‘ =) 8 4 2 1 43 7 9 6 10
FvCIPK 12 o e ] ] W el
5 8 4 2 1 13 3 7 9 6 10
A | FvCIPK14 ljzlé;liliélﬁ ; ; 6—
FVCIPK0O = st = st T
A% —1 | T 0
E| FvCIPKOG® &%
3 2 4 2 i 13 3 7 9 []
FvCIPK(5 — o0 o] B W .
FVvCIPKOS o e e A S L
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4 EZ CIPK FIE motifl ~ motif20 447
Fig. 4 motifl - motif20 analysis of CIPK family in strawberry
%3 EE CIPK EARERRTFY)
Table 3 Conserved motifs of CIPK proteins in strawberry
) KJ%/bp HIERRIRST S
Motif . .
Length Amino acid conserved sequence
motifl 50 DGLLHTTCGTPAYVAPEVLNKKGYDGAKADIWSCGVILFVLLAGYLPFDD
motif2 50 EDEARKYFQQLISAVDYCHSRGVYHRDLKPENLLLDENGNLKVSDFGLSA
motif3 50 YRKIYKGEFRCPPWFSPEARRLJSRILDPNPNTRITIAEIMEDEWFKKGY
motif4 34 HPNIVQLYEVMASKTKIYIVMEY VKGGELFDKIA
motif5 41 LVGKYELGRTLGEGTFAKVYFARNLETGZSVAIKIJDKEKV
motif6 41 EGRKGNLSIAAEIFEVTPSLHVVEVKKSAGDTLEYHKFYKK
motif7 23 PTNLNAFDJISLSSGLDLSGLFE
motif8 15 MMDQIKREISIMRLL
motif9 29 RFTSQKPASEIISKIEEVAKALGFK VKKK
motif10 15 LRPALKDIVWTWQGE
motifll 16 EDEDVNLDDVBAVFBD
motif12 18 QQPQZQEPPQPZQQEQQP
motif13 6 SNLMAM
motifl4 6 QQQQQP
motifl5 7 MSCWNDF
motifl6 8 NYKLRLZG
motifl7 7 IYJVMEY
motifl8 6 RSSWWQ
motifl19 6 DWGMEM
motif20 7 CCFGFCI
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B B AR R Bt %2, motifld R4 FvCIPKO1 |, motifl5 R 234 fE FvCIPKO06 F FvCIPK19
I, H FvCIPK06 1 FvCIPK19 /3 AitE i 5 HAt s mAH b Z R 2 (| 4).

2.5 EE CIPK KT AREMFMNMELRZREH 7 H

BiRF CIPK K X T EAE PR AU BT . A0 AN Gk (3R 4), JLIRFEZRI iR, AT
ANANMIE 235, I AMEANMILE 2 R AN R R SRR AN S A R oA D R ERIE, R Ak

<4 EZ CIPK I 4RBRE{r Fm

Table 4 Subcellular location prediction of CIPK in strawberry
20t N A

2 P S5 4 i i
Cytoplasm and Cytoplasm and cell
nucleus membrane
FvCIPKO1 6 2 — — 3 2 —
FvCIPKO02 12 — - -
FvCIPKO03 1 — — 1 1 — —
FvCIPK04 2 — — 2
FvCIPKO5 0 1 - -
FvCIPKO06 10 — — — — 4 —
FvCIPKO7 5 3 — 5
FvCIPKO08 8.5 1.5 5.5 -
FvCIPK09 3 — — — — — —
FvCIPK10 5.5 1.5 4 3
FvCIPK11 — — - -
FvCIPK12 11 — — 3 - — -
FvCIPK13 5 4 — 1
FvCIPK14 12 0 - -
FvCIPK15 2.
FvCIPK16 4 — — — 9 — —
3
1

HHA YA A

Protein Cytoplasm  Nucleus

LR A 2 it 42 ETYI
Mitochondria ~ Cytoskeleton  Chloroplast

FvCIPK17
FvCIPK18
FvCIPK19 — — — —

4 42
N A%
Cytoskeleton
and nucleus

T 4o SRR AR . et IR A 2 ff

PRI R WURAR g AR

Endoplasmic  Cell Golgi Cytoplasmic . Golgi apparatus and
. . Peroxisome

reticulum membrane apparatus matrix cell membrane

EH it

Protein Vacuole

FvCIPKOl  — — — — -
FvCIPK02 — — — — — 1 — —
FvCIPKO03 1 — 1

FvCIPKO4 2 3 2 — 2
FvCIPKOS  — — 1

FvCIPKO6 — — - - - — - - —
FvCIPKO07  — — — — -
FvCIPKO8  — 1 1

FvCIPK09  — 5 5 - — - - -
FvCIPKIO0O  — — — — -
FvCIPK11 — 4 6.5 — — — — —
FvCIPKI12  — — — — — — — —
FvCIPKI3  — — 1.5 — -
FvCIPK14  — — — — — — — —
FvCIPKIS — 2 1 — — — — —
FvCIPKI6 — — — — — -
FvCIPK17 2 3

FvCIPKI8  — 2 — 1- — — — —
FvCIPKI9  — — 1 — —

e RBBUERE RS S GRS IR, 4 kNN JEATA 3] BUEFRRET G s “—” FoRTHUE.
Note: The value is obtained according to sorting signals, amino acid composition and functional motifs from kNN. The numerical value

”

represents the proportion column. “—7 is used to signify the absence of a value.
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R R FvCIPK04 =15, TR AWl RE FvCIPK02 FRiE . &N F RITEAS [R] 0 240 o 25 1
[PZRIR A BN IA B A AHE],  HENDNX 5 B AT R ThRe A k.

AR - RER B, o - 1BHE B - P18 B - F AR APEEFA KNG i #4 5%, 183d EXPASy
Rt IFEL SOPMA 27X HAE CIPK & H#AT 03, 19 4 CIPK B FE DL o - IRE. - ¥
FAMARNGE N E (R 5D,

R5 EE CIPK EE-HEHSHT

Table 5 The secondary structure of CIPK protein sequence in strawberry

E4E| o - WRIEY% B A% AR % E4E| o - WBEEY% B A% AENE%
Protein Alpha helix Beta turn Random coil Protein Alpha helix Beta turn Random coil
FvCIPKO1 38.72 9.11 34.17 FvCIPK11 36.53 10.30 34.43
FvCIPK02 37.60 10.04 35.04 FvCIPK12 41.78 7.99 32.88
FvCIPKO03 39.59 11.44 32.95 FvCIPK13 41.69 9.09 31.26
FvCIPK04 38.15 9.48 35.56 FvCIPK 14 36.42 8.62 35.13
FvCIPKO5 32.94 10.65 38.26 FvCIPK15 37.05 10.04 35.04
FvCIPKO06 49.71 8.57 18.29 FvCIPK16 35.08 9.57 35.99
FvCIPKO07 37.47 9.21 36.19 FvCIPK17 34.61 9.77 38.43
FvCIPKO08 36.53 9.80 36.53 FvCIPK18 34.89 9.60 36.07
FvCIPK09 33.92 10.53 36.26 FvCIPK19 36.54 9.95 33.70
FvCIPK10 39.96 9.60 33.04

2.6 EZ%E CIPK KIEEE L 2 kb IRNERA T4

N T W HAE CIPK BRI K% 3 3h 1 10 2 kb MR A X 8k, 7R 1% 25 IR T 4n 25 0 1 i
R 2 kb BFE T AT 8T, 19 255 AE CIPK S i3y &4 W i N & ot MYB Al s otk i)
AL MYC (£ 6); & FvCIPK09. FvCIPKI2. FvCIPKI6. FvCIPK17. FvCIPK19 4k, HAth 15 3E
K& A G Te ERE: [ FvCIPK02. FvCIPK15. FvCIPKI17 Ak, HAh 16 ANFERE &6 Bk
RN % o ABRE, H FvCIPKII A &%, HENNZIEFIE ABA PHa RiEPLS e iE A B

%6 E%E CIPK L% 2 kb HRX{EATHST

Table 6 Putative cis-acting existed in the 2 kb upstream region of CIPK genes in strawberry

A VY S BB ERRM A oM WSRO PUERRRAL AL MYB 4GRS TR
Gene Juff ERE DRE ABRE MYB MYC MBS
FvCIPKOI 2 1 2 11 9 3
FvCIPK02 1 1 — 8 1 —
FvCIPK03 1 — 6 10 2 —
FvCIPK04 1 — 4 9 6 1
FvCIPKO05 1 — 16 8 3 1
FvCIPK06 1 1 14 7 4 2
FvCIPK07 1 — 2 7 7 —
FvCIPK0S 1 1 4 13 1 1
FvCIPK09 — — 4 10 5 3
FvCIPK10 3 1 4 4 5 —
FvCIPK11 3 — 17 9 4 1
FvCIPK12 — 1 1 3 2 —
FvCIPKI3 2 — 1 3 4 1
FvCIPK14 1 — 10 9 3 —
FvCIPK15 1 — — 13 7 2
FvCIPK16 — 1 6 9 6 —
FvCIPK17 — — — 10 5 3
FvCIPK18 1 — 7 6 4 0
FvCIPK19 — — 3 12 7 2

H BUHRREE “—” XonTHUE.

Note: Numerical representation of quantity;

“ »

—” is used to signify the absence of a value.
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FvCIPK02. FvCIPK03. FvCIPK07. FvCIPK10. FvCIPK12. FvCIPKI4. FvCIPKI6. FvCIPKI8 iX
8 ANFERIAL, HoAhIE R 355 A W N, MYB 45407 5185 5 T S 1E R o F MBS; FvCIPKOI FvCIPKO2.
FvCIPK06. FvCIPK0S8. FvCIPK10. FvCIPKI2. FvCIPKI6 X 7 2:%:[K#5& 4 DRE 7otf, BshT1E
F oo e 1L R 6 5515 5 1 i a pL .

2.7 E%E CIPK RIEEE IR EES

ST EFARE T 2 WHEAT T PEG. ABA Al NaCl i5 SARFE, 19 4N CIPK J K 5 i 171 45 b HE 18] A
Xf#RIERE (qQRT-PCR) fFEEREER (B 5). FvCIPK09. FvCIPKIl FIl FvCIPK16 AR5
WFREEHED LE, H FvCIPK09 F FvCIPKI6 J&+ A Wik, UiH A ME T B 55 Ff 0 35 iy des mf
e RIEEE/EM .

1E PEG #4:¥F, FvCIPK04 ~ FvCIPK09. FvCIPK1l. FvCIPKI2. FvCIPKI5. FvCIPKI6 13 I
WRIE, MIXTRIEEHEXSTRE 3 500 L, Hrbh FvCIPKI6 femy, Xt IR 18.4 %, H#EM FvCIPKI16
FEFEY) T 5 e A i I ) A

7t ABA AbFE T, & D WHERT FvCIPKO3 A1 FyCIPK15 % ABA f#I#% 5 N4, K2 ILE KK
R BIAER RIEE B, HA Ll FvCIPKI0 B S ARz, 8B 29 £%, Bk, #Ed CIPK
S W REAE ABA 5 5 M T8 e R .

7E NaCl #:¥ K, FvCIPK09 MixtRIERE R LI, XK 13 %, FvCIPK03. FvCIPKI3.
FvCIPK17 1 FvCIPK18 ik B8R M A RIFEEE N . 5358 FvCIPKO3 X i A BRAH X R IA B 35 3%
PR, HED R DR T R A A A0 S P A A R R

—_
—_

40 1 FCIPKOI 40 r FycrPko2

[ FyCIPK03
35 | ;
€ 50 g 35 » S q0 |
% 2 5
=R Bl =) 2
® 8 20 ® 5 3.0 ® 8 g9
' 2 & 2 =2 I
mE 157 X B m =2 0.08
= = E s 1.0 = 0.06 -
S 1.0 | e 2y
F & s 0.04 t
05 B 002 L

[=1

6 1 FyCIPR04
5L a

[ FvCIPKO6

a

FRTHIE
Relative expression
5]

X HIE R
Relative expression
X HIE R
Relative expression

S = N W R L N
e e S E—

6 1 FCIPKO7 [ FyCIPKOS 16 r FyCIPE09

a

ARG ik =
Relative expression
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FAXS ik =
Relative expression
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Fig.5 Expression analysis of CIPK gene family under PEG, ABA and NaCl treatments in strawberry

Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences (P <0.05) .
3 Wi

CIPK &AM SRS N b4k Bl Al C smifdE i (Kim et al., 2000; Albrecht et al., 2001) .
Yu % (2007) fEM# R RIL PtCIPKS H NAF [ N 584858 T 775 NP ARG (ZRIER 4%,
2018) o TP FIRE R, L3R T 19 5% CIPK HEEFEM A . 19 5% CIPK 2K N
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S I AEAE — ML BOE I, B FyCIPK06.FvCIPK09.FvCIPK19 41, C i #5 4 NAF 8%, Hd, FvCIPK19
H N RAZ N S, 1ff FvCIPK06 H' NAF K, 1X 8645 W3 ke A2 RAS & T o se i L Dh e A e it — 2Pl 9

BRI ERELY, ¥4 CIPK EAW A 6 MK A~F, FvCIPK09. FvCIPKI3. FvCIPK16
5\ FFF CIPK EYR MR, FvCIPK04. FvCIPKI12. FvCIPKI14 5%i%) CIPK [FIVEM &, #H8]iX
SO L RIE SR 2 0 R 7 [ LU B o RPN RS I HARYE N & 1 0 At o, vk CIPK BRI 70 A S A&
FEE 1NN ETRE 9 NELLE N & T K73 (Hrabak et al., 2003) o &K 454443 1R B : CIPK
BERFGEHAES T ERAP LA S TRENST TS T 34, B 5 F G ISR R DL R
FvCIPK09. FvCIPKI2. FvCIPKI6 AN ENET, KNS FHESE: D w5 E PLA
FvCIPK13+ FvCIPK14. FvCIPKI9 AW F&EHES, X5 Li% (2010) 7E&%HM Hu % (2015) 1E
KR FRIRI—8. #FTT CIPK & H F2E MM A4 (Batisti€ etal., 2010) o Ak
56 V.24 Pf e 6 T 3 TR B, HAE CIPK &R Rk EZAEREM M . Atk b, 5
P EWESE (2017) 75 %) AT FL S RARTT -

MIEYE Z AN AR, TR, miE. ShbNE s, XERNAE TSRO E S R T
o REUE T, BRI SR R 1 o R4 A, AT RS A 5 3k
RIFIZRIE, STAMFLIRAE S N2 ) V. (Shinozaki & Yamagucchi, 1997; Hadiarto & Tran, 2011),
XBYREE (2017) FEBHN CIPK P rh i 30 2 A B2 AN [R) 300 855 AR i s (R =0 A FH ook . AR 7
R, HA CIPK 2R HEH MYB ¥R 7/ MYC Mg o, FHZHERN+SEHS ABA
Wi SLAH DG A FH G, U6 CIPK R 5 AN )3 35 i de AR 0 3 B L 5 DA O, FRTE L AT
AR hRE

WAL, CIPK R EMEY WS Mbah B A EEMIEN. EMITH, KN ACIPKI6
TERE Y ER V5 T B IE T E ], AeCIPK23 SR 5 BAA 6135 /EFH (Cheong et al., 2007;
Amarasinghe et al., 2016). % %] VvCIPK15 & PEG. ABA. NaCl AMGIEACFE T~ _FiARIE (B &R 4%,
2017). A7 A CIPK FE R KK A /E PEG. ABA. NaCl 5% T, HEXEWHIAFREE
(784, Hoh FvCIPK03 k¥ N, F£W] FvCIPKO3 W REAERYIPLT- 5. Wil ABA 15 5@
BAAHTE, X 5HES (2018) 1 ARE MeCIPKI Wt RIL—3. BIHIRTREY], CafENE
—ARES S Z GBI MR EALE GRS 55, 2011 Batistic & Kudla, 2012 FE# 45,
2015), FEMESE (2012) EFRAFEIUTRIES T, ZmCIPK3 MEXEELE EH, £ CaZ N3
TR agE PR EEER . Zhao 25 (2009) 7E T KWF 7 H &I ZmCIPK16 v LA R T 5. & kAl
ABA %5, Piao % (2010) KIUKFERAK OsCIPK31 fE4NTE A K AR 78 & 015 = ihAl
PEG J#i8 v FE U FEAAE =y 3 BT R B (5 5 g /Dl it ABA O ABA AMKHPE A E 5
&1% (Angelo et al., 2006).

KR, PEG AF T FvCIPKI16 ik 5% B, #EN FvCIPKI6 2 S5HEYIHLT S A 7
HApE AR, RN Ca® N S5 SBR[ G it — 2B 8k, FvCIPK09. FvCIPKII .
FvCIPK16 £ PEG. ABA. NaCl S KA &Y LA, WX 3 ANERE FIRIE AT RETE & Ehak T R
EMESEE TN ABA KSR, SEEERES (2017) fEHI4] CIPK #F 78 h R —5. ABA kb3
N, FvCIPKO3 fEX RIAE N, HAWREREZ Bl, b FAvCIPKI0 3T E, W CIPK 2£F S5
ABA I8 (30 85 %845, B FvCIPK03 A1 FvCIPK 15 {E H A #7035 4E FH .NaCl 4 ¥ R, FvCIPK09
AR IR R R E I, IR R S R 5R E . 25 RBEW AT QRT-PCR TR 8, W]
TR % CIPK JEK 5% AL By C. E. F 7EW N, ABA Ab 3 {350 458 il ok 1F (A 5 18 F . FvCIPKO3
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FEAEY P aa ke SR VR . ACRBR S5 RR W], CIPK ZRMIE PR 76 B A3 Uall 358 Jipa vk o
HEMRER, I8 )5 B0 E B AL D REAE AL L RIBT S B 1 el DL A G il 5 P 37 B ot R A i
P AR AR .
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