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AR TR M R EN SRRk 5

REET HAF IXF ITHE#HK IR BAT - EH F R EHME
CHFROIE A2 RV B o DRSS 2 B A R 1.
SALRSTRIR SR ZREAE R S 0% | S8 ASF 830054)

B E [H&) P HEEFEYE Gomphocerus sibiricus JiE MK (attacin ) FEH, FHxF HitfT 915 8
T, R PTARI WIS AR A SRR 2R FE. [HE] ET RACE #ARMNFEHFITE
Py AR BB K, AT B 2R PR D8 HT B IR — R 5 . RS . =R . RS
AN A I 5 47 384T T o SR SERS 98 S 8 it PCR AN T PEAA A M2 HU s BRI IR D [RAE . g
Gl . Be AR R T A Rk i, [ GER] saREHAT PR IR R A FF I EHE S 282 bp, it
93 ANE MR, HAIDE AN EISS T a0 9.98 ku, S5H SR 9.26. PR IKE LR 5 P EE S IKF
Bl FEE AT R, PURRIERTEP AR iR RS et [ 88 ] aracin T PHIAR] I 15 Y,
BARHEL P ERRE, R E AR RBEM AR T RERETENIEM.

KEWR  VIAANENE; BRI AWE R RIRFHIE

Cloning and expression of the attacin genein Gomphocerus sibiricus
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Abstract [Objectives] The attacin gene of Gomphocerus sibiricus was amplified and sequenced and its differential
expression in different tissues was quantified. [Methods] The attacin gene was cloned using RACE technology and its
primary structure, secondary structure, tertiary structure, phylogeny and subcellular localization, analyzed with bioinformatics
software. Real-time quantitative PCR(RT-qPCR) was used to detect the relative expression of the gene in the Malpighian
tubules, midgut, hindgut, fat body and salivary glands. [Results] The cloned attacin gene contained an open reading frame of
282 bp and encoded 93 amino acid residues. Its predicted molecular weights is 9.98 ku, and its isoelectric point is 9.26.
Sequencing revealed signal peptide sequences. The gene was most highly expressed in the midgut. [Conclusion] Differences
in expression levels of the attacin gene in different adult tissues of G. sibiricus suggests that the digestive tract plays an
important role in preventing the invasion of pathogenic microorganisms.
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S TR A PO kR CGREREE, 2012 ),

PUA MO 2L sh Y . A . R R
A7 W B Z R SRR AR e
SE R B E Y R AR % B A R G 2 D e
H RS (Tonk et al., 2016 ), EHAWiZFET
WEEYIRYY , JF 7 TR ZRERPTE AR, LAV
X} 22 F i 245995 A 1) Jg B ( Tonk and Vilcinskas,
2017; Hirsch et al., 2020), EHRPLFEKKZE
& 20-50 MERELM/INIK, AP IERAT, AKIETELE,
e e, BT ISP . PUEE . PUR
FEH BP0 BEME (Yier al., 2014; Mylonakis
etal., 2016; Wuetal., 2018 ), XTHIEE . ELHH .
e . SR A s A B A ER (Jiaet al.,
2018 ). BT AR S5 A1 35153 4 4,
O3 — PR BRI R L & S
SRR E & H =R MK o HAT Bk M BT Ry
IEHfT VBT S M AR FUss &, St
R4 AL T ( Chowdhury et al., 2020 ), B
H T B K PR LA 28 22 R N EL A A AR A 0 R
RO —FRA BRI H 25 RIR, TEEZ
FEFE R S AT AR A T [ A T 5 ( o A
%, 2019). HAET, BHOFA G E BT E KA
FREABNRGERNA ( £, 2017; Hirsch
etal., 2020),

B & 53 F A 2 B R 7 AR ARk ) R
MR, AHAR B H 5 A P o s s R
J7 ) K& J& o ARWESE LLVSAR FIE S A g Ak, e
PERA THRMAATIEPIEKERN (ma RN

attacin ), FXFH PR BFRAESH AT 08T, F
FELE RN A5 8 78 VAR A B BT B AR ) A )
IRefE %,

1 #R5AHE

11 LBEREH

P A ) S0 RS SR 28 s DX B B s
(93°49'E, 43°68'N ), 3 klfidu 3 Skif il IR
&JF, IR RNA,

12 EEZ:E

F| F§ RNeasy mini i® 5 & ( Qiagen ,
Germany ), Z: a0 & 158 B 43 B2 BCPG {11 ) S 2
& RNA, i [l NanoDrop 2000 #7436
1l ( ThermoFisher, USA ) JIZE & RNA & &
AR, el 1 %3 A B F RS D S e
LI$2ECH RNA A4, A SMART'™RACE
cDNA amplification kit ( Clontech ) 5/, cDNA
5515k,

FH SMART™ RACE c¢DNA amplification
kit ( Clontech ) 7| & & i 5'RACE #il 3'RACE
cDNA, 4t NCBI L CA i AR NE KIS Locusta
migratoria manilensis WIHLH LR T, FIH
PrimerSelect #f: ( DNASTAR, USA) 45l it
5'RACE Al 3'RACE $¢5+1E51%) (GSP) HlixE
FEHFERESIY (NGSP) (£ 1), 4l T 5
M 3'RACE #"#f. RACE ¥ 1 Iz i AR ¥

% 1 RACEPCR ¥ 13|
Tablel Theprimer pairsand probeused for RACE PCR

A 519 1 (5-3") R iy
Gene Primer Sequence (5'-3") End
, e . GATTACGCCAAGCTTCCGGAGTAGTTGGGC-
5'-RACE %f—%¢ GSP1-Prolix . GOCGGRTG
, o . GATTACGCCAAGCTTCGGTAGACCCTCTGCC .
5'-RACE % —4¢ NGSPI- Prolix GGATCCGTC 5
attacin 3R ACE 54t GSPa-prolix  OATTACGCCAAGCTTGTGGTGGGAGTCCAA-
L GGCCAAGGC
, - . GATTACGCCAAGCTTCACAGAGAGAAGGGC .
3'-RACE % % NGSP2- Prolix ooy o6 3
#5149 Upstream primer Prolix -full-F  GCGCTCAGCTGCGCTTTCCCTTC
282 bp

#5149 Downstream primer  Prolix -Full-R

GAACCAGTATGAAGGCAGCAGTCATCCTCG
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SMART™ RACE c¢DNA amplification kit
( Clontech 2B 3817, HeHHiz0 PCR §714, PCR
RN REANR 5 BUAEME: 95 °C 5 min; A8k

95°C 30s,iBk:60 °C 30s, ZE{#1.72 °C 30s,
PEF: 30 o 1% R WS B Uk Al PCR
Y, IR B B Ak E R T AEY)
TR BRI

13 FIEMERFESN

FIH EditSeq #14 ( DNASTAR, USA ) X}
AR ORF (FFBEHE ) |« 4 F R RK/hLA
KA AT IO, IR ExPASy M
ProtParam T H Fli 2 5 N 24 SR r BRAL M T,
FIFH ExPASy M utiH ) ProtScale T HAH KRG
FRER IR FIH SignalP 4.0 (http:/www.
cbs.dtu.dk/services/SignalP/ ) #E1T {5 5 IR
FIH] SOPMA H A0 — 24 4544 .

K H Blast ( https://blast.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Blast.
cgi) HATIFAIRIE LXHE %, ®BCRFEH, H
[FHEPETE 40% LA 1 (R AH G751 A8 R S AL
AL HEF MEGAT7.0, iz ] Neighbor- Joining
FEEST RGeS, 1@k bootstrap KT Ak
W EAR R, 1000 WHE RS . FFHTEL
T.H. WOLF PSORT i & IR 11 14 0 41

ENL o
1.4 AFEASR attacin EEHIRIZESH

14.1 5 RNA BIRENFA cDNA MHI&  wEHErs
RUR S B B A T e ) 4 IO S A g
J5 .« R VRFIMEROIR 5 Fha14L, B4R SO
3RS, WORE M RLCE TR, B
J% 5 F| F RNeasy mini 2071) & $2 5P (A A1) 7 g AN
[FIZZURE 1 S RNA,

FHREHLE 9 oligodT15 1S54 5 M-MLV

( Takara, Japan) Xf 1 ug RNA, #1755, ¥

SRR cDNA PRAFTE - 20 COKFEMEFER5
142 WHREE PCR MRIETTHERITMITA,
FIF PrimerSelect #{4: ( DNASTAR, USA) ik
WootEEsIY (£2) , VL p-actin fERNZ
S H R LA T AR TR FRARLA B

A58 FH Roche( it YA F] % LightCycler96
POLE T PCRAX, R SYBR Green I %3
FrAExt e i, YOGSk Takara (Japan) 2%
Al TB Green Premix Ex Taq II ( TliRNase H
Plus ), FFPMLPREE 3 ¥k, PCR FET, i
Pk 95 °C 1085 4EPE: 95 °C 55, iBK: 62 °C
30s, #EfH: 72 °C 15s, {3 40 K, & PCR
BE R 2 AT ki

R2 WHEE PCR Y G54
Table2 The primer pairsand probe used for fluorescence quantitative PCR

HA 5149 51 (5-3") KE (bp)
Gene Primer Sequence (5'-3") Length (bp)
PR L5149 Upstream primer Q-PRO-FI  GCGGTGCTCCTCGTCGTTCTGA 175
attacin T34 Downstream primer  Q-PRO-R1  TGGTCCTGCCGTCGTCGCTCTT
p-actin %514 Upstream primer Q-p-actin-F  CGAAGCACAGTCAAAGAGAGGTA 102
#5319 Downstream primer Q-B-actin-R ~ GCTTCAGTCAAGAGAACAGGATG
FERLEAE (ORF ) (B 282 bp, Al 4ifith %
2 HREFM MR 93 A, HHES R ARSI FUELE 4>

21 EEZERFIISH

211 attacin EEREE SERGEK
cDNA J7%l, ##38 NCBI ZJ5, #HERSH
GenBank: MF039651.1,

212 —RERSHT  wBEIRGN attacin B

TR 9.98 ku, ISR TN 9.26, RMAPLH
KR st o 76 ProtParam & 2% 00 44 rh 45
HEIERRA PR (Val) S EHe, (R
MR 14.0%, HZEMR (Gly ) Ik, 5 12.9%.
WAL, PUERE AT E SR 11,10, HZEN
FRoE M B PUm IR IR FE bRl 71.18,
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SR SE K E(E N - 0432, ExPASy Mk i i)
ProtScale T HAYE , PhHF 2 IEMRAR BRI [E IS
Hphob./Kyte& Doolittle, 75 H 3T B AREE K P 5%
MIHE R 3.4, SEAKPERGRIMEN - 3.2, B
N EIERR T Y R K PE A E AT VA Y, B
JIK 2 AL R 31) v i K = R X D T 2R K &R
R (1 1), HNIRMAPTE KR T 26K
PEEH .

Ar— Tiphob /kyte & doolitle ——
3r/
2 [ \
g 1 \ A
A \ /N
@ (113 ! “/’ 1\\‘ : ‘
EIT\E _1 [ “\ }/—L\ '\\”d \‘\ / / \ \f =
\\ I AR _4’ »
b \ | / \‘V,
-3t \mwr“
4

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
{7i & Position
B 1 attacin B FEKMEFTKES

Fig. 1 Hydrophilic-hydrophobic analysis of
attacin protein
B AL bR R AR A T AR IR LY 5 YRl
IR GKTERRE , IE(EFRR AW B AT Bk P,
TUE RN Z IR BA 2K
The abscissa indicates the sequence number of the amino
acid residue; the ordinate indicates the amino acid

hydrophobic scale, the positive indicates hydrophobic,
and the negative indicates hydrophilic.

213 ESKIWH g SignalP 4.0 73 Hr &I,
attacin ZIEIR T H PAFTEAS F KT, 155 K
P 1-18 S &SR (& 2) , HImml iy 55 Ui
BT 18-19 A LR .

214 BERZHEMSWH Eit SOPMA
TR, 1% attacin 25 [ 245/ R0 4 Fh2eAl
BT 5 SR E A a5 o BREL 13.98%, B
P& 34.41%, B M 13.98%, oA i
i 37.63%.

215 ER&Gi#LsH M NCBI HE T

ZHGE R FP attacin FEH IS, RIS

MrEW, SR CEFEK (Bx5 8.
BAM63553.1 ) —E(PEfm, H88.17% (%£3) .

1.0+ R C-score
SN S-score
0.8+ “} —— Y-score
L 06¢r
é . .
04} h
e
€ ot VAT
o LTI [T T

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
{ii & Position

2 attacin EBES KO
Fig. 2 Analysis of attacin signal peptides

B A AR R R 1 TR E MR AR I 75 5 AR AR 40
S-score: RFANGILMRNTN 1 4~ SMH, 75 KKK
S {EH#1m; C-score: BYUINLEME, RTINS AL
CIHREEMM; Y-score: ZEA % S{HM
CEM—1S5L.

The abscissa indicates the sequence number of
the amino acid residue; the ordinate indicates the amino
acid score. S-score: Each amino acid corresponds
to 1 S value, the S value of the signal peptide region
is higher; the C-score: Splice site value, the highest
C value is at the splice site; Y-score: Considers
a parameter of S value and C value.

HH Mega 7.0 {4 Test Neighbor Joining Tree
T AT [RHEAE o3 A T A8 R R G, 4525
N, S EME R CIETESC R B R ER
(E3) .
216 NEREATMMEALSHT FIHAEL
53H7 TH WOLF PSORT 4314 B IR 2 11 114312 24
M g5 R BN, attacin 85 E N T 404,

2.2 RIFHHE

L 10 f5 B cDNA VMM, HEfTsemt
P R PCR K, 19 2R 4y Co 5%k
JEZ ) R R AR IR, AL .
y=-3.167x+25952, MIXRER =1, PHisk
FH107%.

FERTRIZH LU, TR BRI PR A vh i vh i 263k
EiE HERTE (P<0.05) , J& M g5
flF kR A 22 HESS 2, SR MBI Ay 2
KRR (E 4) , £ attacin 3 HLE TG F) T
PR R ERIBRE NP o
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# 3 5WAFIIELE attacin EEXF B E At B attacin EAKFIIER
Table3 Sequenceinformation of other homologs attacin proteins compared to Gomphocerus sibiricus attacin

m—y— o
L i i £ AR (%)
Accession Description Species Order ercerzﬂ/l ) ety
0
BAMG63553.1 R K Lm-diptericin AL ) E3## B Orthoptera 88.17
Locusta migratoria
manilensis
AFZT8839.1 Rk EHHE L AL bk H Blattodea 55.26
Prolixicin antimicrobial protein Coptotermes formosanus
ACB06753.1 WA RK Diptericin KA1 W Rhodnius prolixus -3 [ Hemiptera 43.75
ACZ28727.1 VU IK Antibacterial peptide  SF BN Harmonia axyridis %53 H Coleoptera 43.75
ACC68686.1 TEUE R PR K K £185% Rhodnius prolixus -3 H Hemiptera 43.75
Prolixicin antimicrobial peptide
XP_026275073.1 X# K A Diptericin A PUALH] E 2% H Thysanoptera 42.42
Frankliniella occidentalis
XP_021942498.1 % B 4rifi % Attacin-B-like PARIR T I W H Blattodea 41.67
Zootermopsis nevadensis
AXG21617.1 W& 2 Attacin 2 TE M H Tenebrio molitor #4538 H Coleoptera 40.62
ﬁ|:AC2287271 antibacterial peptlde Harmonia axyrldzs
100 AXG21617.1 attacin 2 Tenebrio molitor
XP 021942498.1 attacin-B-like Zootermopsis nevadensis
|—ACB06753.1 diptericin Rhodnius prolixus
1001 ACC68686.1 prolixicin antimicrobial peptide Rhodnius prolixus
100 — ¢ AUI80411.1 attacin Gomphocerus sibiricus
BAM63553.1 Lm-diptericin Locusta migratoria manilensis
64 AFZ78839.1 prolixicin antimicrobial protein Coptotermes formosanus
54 XP 026275073.1 diptericin A Frankliniella occidentalis
i
0.1

3 PHRFIIEL attacin SEMEE attacin EAMN RS L LS
Fig. 3 Phylogenetic analysis of Gomphocerus sibiricus attacin and other homologous attacins
@ FRIC AT T A I attacin, @ labeled Gomphocerus sibiricus attacin.
KW KIS Locusta migratoria manilensis; 515, AW Coptotermes formosanus; LI55W Rhodnius prolixus; (051 H
Harmonia axyridis; VEAE®] ) Frankliniella occidentalis ; NAETR T Y Zootermopsis nevadensis ; WKy I Tenebrio molitor.

3 itig

AHWFFEF ] RACE HAR , PG AR 7 052 oty
Milj\]ﬁyﬁ'iﬁ%@] attacin K, FFAEBIAI A Y

BRI, W attacin 55 St ) 26 11
}EEI"J/HT@'%IJJ AEo X IZHE PR AT ] 5P 0 A
B, ZAEES R I Lm-diptericin AHRIPE
o, ik 88%, H 5 G I A ML Coptotermes
formosanus . LS5 Rhodnius prolixus 25 HI3HT

IR REGE, FIHIZIERR PR IR R K
BT KA N R AR, Horp
PREERC R | 2 B R 25 [ 4540 S . raAi 455 4
A1 L B KM R K R A N H B eE
# ( Panicker and George, 2013 ), T [ ki 5 B

Ak AR g, B B Y T AR T PR AR
( Tornesello et al., 2020 ), i) ProtParam Xf
attacin FE17E W15 B M/\*ﬁ PR I 80 T AR
attacin WHAT FIRKRM:, X0 B X SeREM: 2
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b
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iy R B SRE RUK
#H#4] Tissue
B 4 attacin EEEARREALRPENRIELE

Fig. 4 Relative expression levels of attacin gene
in different tissues

. Midgut; "RV IR . Salivary gland; J5)%: Hindgut;
L[4 . Malpighiantube; JEHi{&: Fat body;
HEFRA RN FRERR 2R B (P<0.05)

Histograms with different lowercase letters indicate
significant differences at the 0.05 level.

attacin FLA7 {5 1 A LA
G B LR Y T Re , W

AFEETALA BT, ARG G B4
N T RS B N AT N T, R A3 R R

(Kilic er al., 2010 ). ZH&3%mEA BKIEKEE
KEZE 7 WE A WRE, BRI B — A
15-35 DA, HA85 |58 M5 2 IS
IR, SRS E A RS ( Zhang and Henzel,
2004 ), 5 FIRIHEER TR, attacin HAT(E S
K, N oA —A 18 NEIERmIR LS IR, B
AR 75 MRIEFRIEIEA AL, UL attacin J253
WER T, BT A B 22 WG 3 A5 5 B2 W 2 4 g 41
KIFEAFIRE

A5 I R A K PR FE K PR

EhebE AR AL, B DAL B Bk A
FRIKPER AT &0, P DL e S e 2 2R 1 B
& . EERARFTENSERT, ZEAREY
BRI A2 10T L Rtk i A%, T L R i K AL X
W IAE VTR S I IX . ExPASy M 3 o 1)
ProtScale T E.J%5 R 7R, attacin /K& 3t
iR 1 DX 3 AR 22 T B K PR R 1 D3R, T AR
] attacin &= /KYEEE T, 5 ProtParam 45 ! 1°F
BIEKVEAHTT G o BRZBIURE IR —FE, AF5%

ProtScale 55, 1-19 M &EIERA — 1 B K
Bk, HARRERNESIKIXE, X5 SignalP
4.0 53hraE R—2 (Vanhoye ef al., 2003) , £
WIHE—Fh o W ALEE 1 . A HGERI, U KTE
37l A B 20 B B sk A v, OB K R PR RS T OGN
YEH, AESE S HUR AR PTG, AT DA A
MR B K MR e (ERIRIESE, 2019 ),
JR4E attacin 7ESMA R RKMER, (HAEH)F S
A B — S K A ER A A, X LA
attacin FUPL R TE T
R B AR X D fE, BRI
7 g5k aE , B 1 T 2 BREE I — D18 E |
B A IR B0 757 25 2 () 245 1) 2 D e 2 1 o
RE S PATIIREMHTEE (Huang ef al., 2010) . £
attacin 2 [ 7 LB =2 B I, pIrSi
(VAR s o = 0 v 9 I T E =0 22 A B R S S
18 B A5 o A7 AE T8 SR 11— 2 A R
THURHUARAH EAE I B e f A TR i (
B4, 2018) . ilid WOLF PSORT iV 4 fitd 5 7
G R, attacin 2K FUE N TARMEAN, A SCHERHR
T, RPN DX SR R DX — A S R LR R A
A 0T BEAE R T IR A 1 2 A DX 3 1) S R )7
5 (BERFAE, 2018 ) o HLIE IR —Fh R IR SRk
N AT, B R i 2 A SR T LA g v
(Haney et al., 2017 ), AAWFFER, PUE KK a-
YR T 25 A A B T E L R R TR A TR Y 4 A g
(Huang ef al., 2010; Tan et al., 2020 ), Afiff
PP K R o SRIE S
13.98%, A8 T H R EER] .
KRBT R 5Ot E 7/ PCR JFEWR T

attacin TE A . Wi, 5. IR R FIER AR
TR IBIE O FEIEEAE LT | attacin 72 5 [GAE |
Hl . Sl . Ne D AR R A Rk, (BAE
L [ AR D5 44 b i FRRACARMR, H s Rk
KV fer, HUCEMERIRRER (E5) , Bl
attacin TEIEF WU T 2K R4 BRI R K, DL
AeFpil 7K P . TR R IR K-

FF VG A 1) ST 6 A 3 7 977 s S A 0 I AR
il G HEMER (RHE%, 2013) o AT H
attacin TEH I RIBIK - fe i, 54T RIEA 22
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S, AT BESE TS [RIFPAE B TR RS B i) e 3k 4
BL 22 S48 Y o

ER AN, B HE r P o A
G — RRE AT (Feng et al., 2020) .
ARG, P AR B AL S g g R
TR, AR AR SR s & B — 7 Sy A
KHLNENi R b ik B ( Baumann et al.,
2015; Feng et al., 2020) . XTHEEMR KK
W R, T AIE S50 S DI RE Y e B MR AR A
B SR, T 4 PR M R R i A A
WA, 0 SRR E Sl s g
RSB EME (Silvaeral., 2002) .
R4, 8 AFE b iz e 3K K B B0 I AR 3 f g
A 3 A A TR T R A S R, R e A
L0 — PP R A A W

ARG attacin FER A Y15 B0 WA Bl
TIRATHE A 5 e bR I8 S oy S ey T S A 2
WwE%, IR IIae 5454, HAAHXEH
AR, DiE— T attacin FERZ5H)
5118, M ARHE T attacin F iR EIE T
5%, R A B AL A S ER LR A
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