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Cloning and analysis of carotene hydroxylase gene TeCHYE in Tagetes erecta L.

WANG Ruipeng, LIU Qian, YANG Zhiqiang, ZHANG Bokun, HUANG Zi, NIU Xiangli
(School of Food and Biological Engineering, Hefei University of Technology, Hefei 230601, China)

Abstract ; o-carotene e-ring hydroxylase(CHYE) is a key downstream enzyme of the carotenoid synthesis path-
way in plants, catalyzing the formation of lutein, Marigold(Tagetes erecta 1. ) is an ornamental crop of Com-
positae, which is rich in carotenoids, especially lutein, to be used for natural pigments extraction. In this pa-
per, ¢cDNA from marigold flower was synthesized by RNA extraction and reverse transcription to clone the
Tagetes erecta 1. q-carotene e-ring hydroxylase (TeCHYE ) gene based on the transcriptome data. Then,
TeCHYE was ligated to the cloning vector pEASY-Blunt. The sequence analysis indicated the 1 656 bp open
reading frame of TeCHYE , encoding a hydrophilic protein with relative molecular weight of 62 kDa. The
phylogenetic analysis suggested that CHYE gene conserves in plant species, and TeCHYE showed the highest
identity with homologous HaCHYE from sunflower belonging to the same family. The content of lutein, as
well as the expression level of T.CHYE , in marigold leaves and flower tissues at different development stages
were furtherly analyzed. The significantly increased level of TeCHYE in developmental flowers suggested its
involvement in the synthesis and accumulation of lutein in marigold.
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(phytoene synthase, PSY) 4L T i /\ & T
LR 5 & 78 /A Tl 21 R I 4§ (phytoene
desaturase, PDS) . &H 8 | & it (i (&carotene
desaturase, ZDS) 2K & N & F [ (carotenoid
isomerase, CRTISO) 25 A9 4E F F & S5 A9 T J
RATFEMLL R, T2 R 1A R AL (lyco-
pene cyclase, LCY)O/EH T, 2 HI4E B o B8 B2
MA-EE PR X EKHE M RGBGRE T —
ARG SR WIE P Gl i B2 3 e B
A& EEHE D K (Xanthophylls) X F
FAL R AL AE B A0 3R PAS0 KGNS PR
24k i (cytochrome P450-type monooxygenase
97.CYPIT) MR MET R M 3 1% h R AL
fif} (3-carotenoid hydroxylase, CHYB)f#{L 1 2 Fir
AR P E TR D EREE R . K
L, CYPI7 KIEMTTEA e A o HE P RIFE
HeAb /iRy CHYE, MEA B IH B-#HE M &R
FEEALI B CHYB S 58 il - 8 3 B 5k e 244y
A B 2 (Lutein) | £ K 3 & (Zeaxanthin)
SHEEMPOR, 5FAMLLEGILF A A
RIRFSEAE S RIWRERL s . MY rhIis b &R
R R A DR SEAFAE (B[R] 4 400 ) A 4%
B AR A PR ) B A AR v B A DG B iR
TR FE R B R B IO 10 22 i AT BN A & 1
BRMAD . BT E 2 LA,

T175% (Tagetes erecta 1..) &3 B T1 5% &
LN L7/ W i IR N S SV | 7y N Y 22 TR
Ty T AR A R B2 AR A A bR 3 A
Y. HEFAREA T E SR MR IR
B 2R T 3K 2 62 3R i 0 A ZE 4 A BRE Pl v 5
HE SRR, BAPUEA B 1R R T 5% BT
I PR S EEDRED ) ARAE AR TCIE A
ARG B PRI R . i RS b
RO BUER o 73 SCLT W) AR & E S

N R EIGEIEE 1 Z— B 2 0 AP35 1 X
AR, PR B 24 L Aot it i o) 25 451 4k
BEVZ RS AR T A A
F TR R Lo 1) EZ AR Y B R H H
HIXHIREAEE R G MGRAR R 1Y v B AN 2 AT 4
ALY AR 8 5 75 4 7 Sk 4 el A
WIS T I 4% CHYE (TeCHYE) 3[R fi) 2H 2 4k
P31  FEAS SO — 20 AAE Hh SR oy B 1% A
I AEYE B 2= DL AE T 540 R R &
B A L B R IKF- I E o ) RE AT
T

1 M#57%

1.1 SKIesl
L1.1 Adhtst

T 75 % (Tagetes erecta 1.) 3 55 i Fp < Ju-
wang” MU THNE L R FAEY TR E . 0 5R
LAEKA 70 d T HFAEERNM (L) B
(FD RBEIFAEF2) BEITIE 3 d ;AL (F3) L,
FHT RNA S5 3 3 5 Ll
L1L2 XAl

TRIzol W) F Invitrogen /2 7l ; [ 5% 5% i 7
& R E DNA R4 1. T4 DNA JE #0756
E B A HHE S (polymerase chain reaction,
PCRO I &1 Tt 2N e E M HAR A IR A
H) s R R BOGR ) £ DNA 2l kiR 75 & ¥ T K
MRA AR H A BR 28 w5 51 9153t & AT Primer
Premier 5. 0 4, 514G AN B A= T AR T
i C ) e A B2 ) 52 18 He Al i) 247 2 [ 4k
Ji 2 B [ A B 4l
L1.3 #HAELHAHk

pEASY-Blunt FefE 841 Tt 5t 2 X a4
WHEARA R ] RIG T (Escherichia coli) 1
Pk DHSa HASEEG 2 OR AT
1.2 SEWHE
1.2.1 7 H3H RNA #2235 cDNA 4%,

W 2R B 1 T 75 58 A R o TR EUE S S R
TRIzol $2HL . RNA, 31 L) Nanodrop 2000 #3fik
BIPEOEREE ARG RNA 4l 3 9 5 5 SR 5 $ie IR
S SEas R AR A0 BB T B I RNA 2833 s %
S B cDNALRAEF —20 ‘CHH.

1.2.2 7 A% TeCHYE kR ¢4 3%

FET AU T3 75 55 5 A8 3RA3 T 75
% TeCHYE JE[H 2034 )5 51, 5 9 105 510 3 1
HEH TS 1Y) CHYEF/R L3 1 51,

®1 FIBETASIY

5194 %% BIMIFHI(57—>37)
CHYEF1 TAACACCTACAAACCACCAACCA
CHYERI ACGGGGAAAAATTATAGACATTA
CHYEF2 ATTTCATCTTTCATCATCCTCAC
CHYER2 CCATGAATGCTTGTATGTAGAAGT
CHYERTF GCTACGTGATGACCTTTTGTCAAT
CHYERTR CGGTCAACTTCCTCTTGTGCCT
TIF6F TAAGACCTGGTGGTGGAAATAGA
TIF6R CAGCACCATGAGGACGAAGA

VA B3 B 5% cDNA Sy, A PCR
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I E.TEPNNY P ERELAR TeCCHYE #1455 54 537

X TeCHYE X P #E47 97 3%, PCR B 72 ¢
mr:

P (98 °C 2 min) ;48198 C 10 s), iR
(55 °C .20 ) FEMfI(72 °C .90 ), A 30 M
B f 5 A (72 °C 5 min) . il 1Y Bl B
JEEHL UK o3 B A I 7 3 7 )

1.2.3 TeCHYE AR # %%

HIF DNA afi {63550 G0 3738 7 Wy 47 28
b SR AL J5 4 7 ) 5 e B 3 ik pEASY-
Blunt #E47 18 . JEH™ Pl i PR vE i e AR
J A R B SE AS A0HE  UR A T8 A RIS R 3R A0 BT A
B, 37 CHEFR 16 h, ARG PRIBCR a7
3%, L5149 CHYEF2 ,CHYER?2 #47H % PCR
YE o BT o A T WGHEA T BORL B I R AR I T
I HEXTIN 28 2R
1.2.4 TeCHYE kAR &£ M13 &F 04

M H A7 0 & (ExPASy, https: //
www. expasy. org/) ProtParam fil ProtScale %}
TeCHYE #fth & 11 By 3L PR BTk 47 40 4 H (7]
PEEAE T (SWISS-MODEL) %f TeCHYE & H
S YESERHEAT BN, 598 1] RasWin 0480 H
TR, B TeCHYE 5Py 5175 25 [ [ 5K
e AR AZ B J1.0 (national center for biotech-
nology information, NCBD) % #& 72 i#F 47 %) k., )
JH MEGA 7. 0 3 f:, ff 1148 4% (Neighbor Join-
ing) ¥ AL HEAT HE AL 734, T X DR <P PR
i) 1 Espript 3. 0Chttps: //espript. ibep. fr/)
TELARAFHEA T IR T 5 LERT 5347
1.2.5 TeCHYE ¥} B & ik 5 #r

LA 7344 ¢ Juwang” (it Fr FIUAS [F) &k 8 B B
FEA LR A PRI RNA S 753 1 cDNAL R4l
TeCHYE 3¢ [ W J7 45 SR 3t & & & 51 4
CHYERTE/R73HIAL T g i FF 51 26 1 017 g hk
e 1 124 BRE L) WS N 5 774§ TIF6 Kk
IS MRS 9 TIF6F/R JF 5] W2 1, % k47
S E i PCR, AR & (20 pl) 47T
2 X PerfectStart Green gPCR SuperMix 10 plL,
LRSI (10 pmol /1) 4% 0. 4 pL, Ak cDNA
(1: 30 Wil 4 pl, THWWZEK 5.2 pl, ¥ IR
O MR 94 °CL30 s394 °C.5 5,60 C,
30 5,40 NE¥. 1F Bio-Rad CFX96 Real-time
PCR RGLIaAT. FIH 272 Jy i X SE i 9 € it
PCR #5R 15504t
1.2.6 ZHAHARRAARHFER TN

W7 7550 AEHLURME S 45 CHET . BT

BRI AR BRSO AR . FRICO. 1 g B
TR EE A 0. 1% BHT(2,6-— 80 T 5
4-H R FH -2, 0. 8 mL.50% KOH 0. 2 mL,
IRENR RS SR 50 C/RIBH KB 1 h, 55
20 min WHE 1 K. KB HG A 1 mL
PR 75 R 1 b W 10 L SR ERGR IS R A
B A 3% Chigh performance liquid chroma-
tography, HPLO) 3 & it 2 i b . Bk 4%
AR - AEAE Symmetry C18(5 pm, 4. 6 mm X
250 mm) s A1 30 Cs i EhAH I S E . A S
HEE, = H RN 7 22 1; 3N 1 mL/min;
R K 445 nm, HRPEARAE R LT SBAE
HIF R ) R L.
L.2.7 HBHH

ARSI A BE AR F SPSS 22 Bk it A 7
S A B2 T

2 R

2.1 TeCHYE BEZEERSH

PLJT %5 45 46 cDNA B4, R FH FE 5 51 5K
PCR 8|% CHYEF/R %} TeCHYE 3L 47 2 %
P B 2 %8 PCR P2 W3R4T B g WHE I FL UK
S5 1a i, Bl 1a M A3 DNA Mark-
er; 1 {03 TeCHYE SR 8771

M 1a W] %0, A% SEBG AR A5 T 5 W K/
(1 656 bp) FA—ZHY B 194517, H 2877 15 i, 1%
A AW A AR R R RS e Al
b5 5 pEASY-Blunt sgE iRz, AL KInHT

FIFRE D R 5519 CHYEF2/R2 X R I8 75
RPut R AR R ETT PCR %, 45
i 1b frR .

3000 bp

2000 bp
1 500 bp

(a) TeCHYEHR:N vl

(b) KA 1# 175 PCRY &
Bl 1 TeCHYE HEEEEHENGE
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Kl 1b H1. M ft 3 DNA Marker;1~4 {34
SUREGN T H R IEXT ] TeCHYE JE 1
P — AR IR O pEASY-Blunt 25 &4
s Y/

M 1b of UF Y B b 1~3 vl AR
TeCHYE [, 9K J5 5 %08 by B B B0 v e i
FTOF IS UE . W07 25 R R W, ABFRRTE T 7 7%
% TeCHYE LN 4 K gt )7 51 o5 56 e 4l 4
BT IV D BRI 1) 22 5, i — 20 U B 4 e 25
B .

2.2 TeCHYE BEE&AYERFMRIENTER

Wik & E 4 o B & (ExPASy) Xt
TeCHYE 4t 8 ([ 19 BEAL M o 645 40 #7434
W R, TeCHYE 45 552 D238, A X 43
T 62 125. 21 B SRR 6. 62 ARE
FECR 35. 79, & TREE A FARMEFHE N
—0. 174, J8 T2R/KHEEH .

A [ R A ik i — 25 %) TeCHYE (1)
SREEFHEAT TN R AR, B B
1) o BRIE BT A ES IR 2 i, B 2
IR o WBE RIS BT S IR AR
NEEA s L3R HA S5 4 s I HEARTE A AR il 21
RINEE S

B 2 TeCHYE ZEBZ=HZHTN

A CHYE B8 40 B A6 i 14 3 4 i
AERUE 3 fin. B 3§ Te(Tagetes erecta, Jj
7% % ); Ha ( Helianthus annuus, [0 H 3%
XM022130222. 2) ; Cc(Cynara cardunculus , K fij
XMO025127352. 1); Ls ( Lactuca sativa B B
XM02390889 6. 1) ; Cm(Chrysanthemum mori fo-
Lium #1238 KX85384 9. 1) ; Cs (Cucumis sativus
# KN XM 004143239, 3) 5 Ps (Papaver somni fe-
rum, 22 38 XM026562158. 1); Nt ( Nicotiana
tabacum , ] H XM016580209. 1); SI ( Solanum

Lycopersicum , T Hii NM001247129. 2) ; Re (Rici-
nus communtis s Bk XM015719409. 2) ; Jc(Jatro-
pha curcas , JFERXF XM020682561. 2) ; Hh( Hevea
brasiliensis, 8 W $#f XM0 21821728. 1);
Pm(Prunus mume, f§ £ XM008243131. 1);
Pa(Prunus avium , i #2Hk XM021947619. 1);
Zj(Ziziphus jujuba, & XM016043092. 2);
Cs(Cannabis sativa, Rk XM030652736. 1);
Eg(Eucalyptus grandis, B % XM010 052026.
3); Bo (Bixa orellana , 2. X KT359009. 1);
Cs(Croton stellatopilosus, B 5 HG917436. 1);
Vir (Vitis riparia, 1] 7 %% XMO034837759. 1);
Vo (Vitis vini fera , BT 2 XM019221707. 1)
Cq(Chenopodium quinoa , 224 XM021859450. 1),

100 TeCHYE

65 HaCHYE

96' LsCHYE
L CmCHYE
—CsCHYE

47 94 PsCHYE
100 NtCHYE

SICHYE

62 RcCHYE

100 JcCHYE

99 HbCHYE
J_Ql:PmCHYE

79 PaCHYE

—— ACHE

100 CsCHYE

67 EgCHYE
7 BoCHYE
37 CsCHYE

100 VrCHYE

100 WCHYE

CqCHYE

B 3 TeCHYE BERERGHNL ST

Bl 1 Lo xt 45 R R CHYE SR 7E R b
Wil A 7E, Hoh 1 475 TeCHYE 5223 (Che-
nopodium quinoa ) |5} Y& K& K A0 L 1K, A
73.66 %0, 1M -5 [ BHE Y ) H 28 (Helianthus ann-
wus) R IE M B =, N 87.53% ., 5 TeCHYE [H]
VR AN A Y P CHYE 25 1 ) 2 SRR
FP A Ho X4 RN 4 Fis

‘Juwang’ M- F (L) LI K AN [R] & & B3] (F1,
F2.F3) WAL L 2L & Sa Jir7n . X 45 41 4
TeCHYE J& [H 1) 2% 35 7K - #E 47 58 I8 920 7€ &
PCR #0285 5 40 & 5b fron, B 5b HR | F8F
FORA B 2R (P<<0.05), F[E. fHI& 5bnf
HI> TeCHYE S PAEM: Fr A4S 4 7 16 1 10 48 Hh 4
A AR E W B AR B AL (F2) ik 7K
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NECHYE
sicave

TecHYE
HaCHYE

S1cHYE

RLYPHPP VL]
RLYPHPP VL]

TecHYE
BrH=RE
HvEobx

S1CHYE

TecHYE

MTTCATInT TG L Y MANELR)

¥KVNEGODEMIS VYN
¥xvnEcopfMIsvy |

xxVNEGODHMIS VYN

HaCHYE MTTGATIHTTHEGLYMES
cecHYE
LaCHYE
CmCHYE
CsCHYE

PRSI G P ve Nl T DMt rsGorRKCMGDOF AMYE AT vALA TF LOM

INS|
NS
A

LTe
Qr|

MTrcATIHT THGLYMPREER]

B4 AEEHH CHYE ZEAREBFSI LT
- fR AP i
0.50
0.40
=030
L F1 F2 0,20
(a) J 775 Juwang’ 752021 0.10
12F ¢ 00
10F
”j@ sk 0.10
® 0.08 s
= 6 b 20.06
Q 20,04
% 4 o0
= ol | — S . e
a 0 2 3 3 6 7
a t/min
(S (b) ‘Juwang’Ff
L Fl}jﬁé’g’jé ’;2 F3 6 MEZFRESI Juwang’ HHR HPLC &
(b) TeCHYESER AN K IA &
B 5 TeCHYEZERRIZEEBNH 80 c
B i
50 601
2.3 MHEZERELSH < lf [
X 7 A5G 4l S (A R AT R, A :40 |
F HPLC J7 k5% i 8 28 o i LA Azl 45 5% 4n ;20
K6 Fran. K6 H, #i sk Brdg ot R kg, - a
[ 6 77577 %4 Juwang I 855 FIc it LA 7 o -
Fros, mE 7 R T A (L) BT (F1D R
BIFAE (F2) J&EFFIG 3 d 16 (F3) dn 3 2 g 1 B 7 AHZ Juwang’ HEZFRELHH
435009 10, 62,44, 49,79, 32,57, 01 pg/g. Ak . A
ERBEMG I R E R W g b, 0 W B
MR B 5~10 %, T A LU A A 2t TI 735 2 A, A B o R A AR AL
WRM BTN, HPEE L FREME AP aRREA—"", HLEEaRE. SR
T R 1E'TEZ£EE¥FFIH%7QTF& *= T 75 B Ay, X A i fe 25 53 3
HHZE S W R T Al R AR o . ER P s R a5 U ARSI Tk A
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77558 i AP Juwang ™, HAE A B2 T LA
BEETHR AR R LKA T KR E
PEEUALIZY . H HE T A 480 8 R A s A
RIER sa B AR 2 A ORI o 78 D
RN E RN o E DR e HRAILEHEF
TeCHYE #4717 val, kA5 Hog s gty 51 . it
I3 HT R0 T 7548 TeCHYE 5 [RFHEY 0] H 2%
HaCHYE [a)i5 M 5 = » itk — 25 0d B 14k 2 b7
BRI 5. Frdiil TeCHYE 4% 8 ([ = 24514
S5 mIFFIIE AtCYPI7TCL A L5MZEML. Bl
IR AtCYPITCT 2 B v T I S AR JE 4 4L
o BHE N F e B AL HXT pEHE DR
) B A ARARA AL TEPE . AR o
TAS NRFEIAT WA KA B N R R
TEPET . AR RGN T 548 TeCHYE £ (1)
FEIRAR 5 AH N A 2 i 2T A L B s A A
G, Rk TeCHYE Al GEEA 8L fE, At
RN A5G . 7RSI F A 1 7% 5%
LUREEN 3 oA R, CHYE 767 7335 vh H &k 3R
TARSCHT ke 1 AEEFE) A EEZ DL,
FZIEBN T AP EEN S A R A,
TeCHYE J:H P Re e Hoh & EEAE

ARV, THEHE AR SRS
BRITR (FE RPN 456, FE UM R
Fa T A e . TEMI RO ISR T, b i
RERIREEER T3 R, Ak, DAt
PR BRI R AR €6 2% Bt 5 A A1 AR T 3R 3
PR . T st CHYE fi#fl o 818 b %
e G| AFRHTE it 18 R L X R R B Akt oy i
RiE— SRR RRIY BT ¥ K e . 76 7 A s A4
SV RE LRI AE T A . SCRRL 20 IXT 22 4961
WFFE A i CHYE 238 A0 0 2 i3 R iR 1) 7
FIRHIER R A E A

ZE L RTR . AWE G iE i TeCHYE LR v &
E5yHT RAEYIZEH S N R A BGOSR BT AR Y 5t
ol BN FHERAE TR i R R . Je ] AR
e S ZAE W A T AL e Ak A Hir
PR R RS R RAE— S 10 UF ) BB PPAl
N
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