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#54% ( Sinonovacula constricta) GST 71 HSP90 £ &

w2 HAE S REE

w2, EWAE?, S,

THIRAFES

MHLE?, AL, ARERT

(L TR MBI RE, WL T 0% 3158235 2. WiTLTT HLAA e A= W) 5 BRI 24 B Wi 1148 7K 7™ i[5 5% 0 ima RUOR) P B AR R 90 o

FSCESE, Wi TPk 315100)

WE. % K& 4 % (Sinonovacula constricta) A Bt # Ik S-% # B (Sc-GSTo) 1 # 4k 7% & & 90(Sc-
HSP90) 2 1) cDNA 2K, 2 T B4 L k2 Z R R A AR AMB THRABME. R KW,
Sc-GSTo ] 4 & cDNA % 1414 bp, & H 639 bp B JF # [7 1% 1E (Open Reading Frame, ORF), %7 # 212 /™ &
H T, Sc-GSTo @ 2B F 7| 5 Mt 4y # 8y GST & 2 B 7 7| [ IR £ 7 31.88%~43.40%; i Sc-HSP90 Hy
4% cDNA 7 2 752 bp, ORF %y 2 181 bp, 4 7 726 ™% 8, H A X8 F 7 5 H fb 4 F HSP9O 09 &
B 5 7 B R A 76.77%~87.05%., % X % & PCR 4 #1 & 3., Sc-GSTo F1 Sc-HSP90 7E % ¥ 4 4 4 v 3
HEK, MHHAEHBER TP RAERT . &AM )G, Sc-GSTo 7 Sc-HSP90 mRNA 7 At ff Jf & %k 15 34
£ % iR (p<0.05), K AR A s RANGEH L FR L 2NEEATES 5N RBEREHLE, B
M E kA ETRENZNEGGHENAR, FEUNEARPEELZTNKE SN AHEBA .

E4EIF. 4 9%, GST; HSP90; 4. A.; & 3 S /E

hESES: P714°.5;Q814 XEKFRERD: A

1 55

Wil 7K 7 57 5 A 291 i R e, 3% BE B ) Y R ik
Yy ARG R i, FBOKMA b 2 2 FE D e
it A5 TE VS ) 5 5E AR g0 b 0 AR G A AR )
A 52%~95% AR BAIH, T BOK K b & Ak 2
P FEK IR, S A B LA B 24 (NH,) Fl B F
S (NH,) PIROE U AF7E, — 8 Z f R B2 A (Total
Ammonium Nitrogen, TAN). NH; H TS 781t
i S N N I TR NS AT EA S S @ IR NG
B, LRI T, FUAE K R B B Y 3
Rz —, HkEE T m W m LR 2 MR A 0

%5 B #5: 2019-05-27; 1&1T H#A: 2019-08-21,

XEHS: 0253-4193(2020)04-0066—13

4 % (Reactive Oxygen Species, ROS) Xl . ikt
TR R B 2 oy 57 A5 3k A, AT ™ S 532 i) % 5 50 ) 1) A A
BN Ay 3

AR RN E FE RN R =
ROS. A — % (Malondialdehyde, MDA ) %, 4k ifi] S B4
AR . ML S £ 55, T 22175 5 K 2 iUy ROS /2
ShEAEM M EERNRZ 0, fERAREG,
% 4k fi1 ( Oreochromis niloticus ) ¥ AL H 1 480 AL BTG
J3 8035 T, LA R 205 | A 9 48 Ak Ry B, i R i
fti (Dicentrarchus labra)" ., . 53] ¥F ( Macrobrachi-
um amazonicum) " W) 5| A4 N 55 — B Be bt S AL il 1
P ECAS . 4 DEH BK S-#% % 1§ ( Glutathione S-trans-

EEWHE: FRIMA A A A FITH (CARS-49); Wi VLA Rl A it 7 8 AR % 191(2016C02055-9); [ K 77 Fil i B8R 5 3247

fil 45 51 B (2019DKA30470); T 9% i “ PRl 5 TR — W # R0 H .
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41 SR EE: 458% (Sinonovacula constricta) GST Fll HSP90 3[R 78 B K HoAE &0 AUl T A0 2 I8 4R 4 20 A 67

ferases, GST)/E NPT A R G P 28 I B 4 i) F 2
D, FEZ 5HF RN R RSMEE S Y
fife e A, LA AR B A A Y B Y BB TS
Py, GST A4 B H K (Glutathione, GSH) 5 5%
HL AN W 4 G, B S B Ak 8 ) R K
IR0, T BB S Y i il BERE T, K AR
W GST C ) 2 IE MK PR T3 B i 2B )
R, R R (IE AR MEY . JA
85 ) 0] LA 58 W A R Il ) BE PR SRk e 0, H
H AT F 2 A M0 530 GST 56 AR Ak i e AR e
AASWELEYWF 246, M TREARTTE
Mizke, H KO FE R, 2 ZHE T Rk K
FRAERFENENEAFES SEAREG W MEE,
I ELARBT I SO B, a0 2275 T 9 BUR 5 il ( Takifugu
obscurus) JFFIE o #44K 52 5 1 (Heat Shock Proteins,
HSP70 Fl HSP90) {8 3% K 1k, KW &l 51 & HLIAR I 2
AL TR A DR A Al M e 32 40 0 AR SR 4 RR AR,
HSP A B 740 i 8 ik i, HOJR B S 4 &
7 V2R B B B A 2 AT S e Y e B DR ST PR D
PR F1, U8 42 22 b A0 i o R CAn o B AR L 20
S R AN T 2 R SR BR B A AR Y
SR D1, HSPOO A] % 22 Fh PR3 X - il , H 32 2258
1B U AE S W Rk e B B 1, TS [ i A2 AR A
FEHBEEER . BT HSPOO 7E M AL Wik G2 51 FE
I H A B SR H], AR 2 Fh A R aE 2R AT Y
B A Sy M 7K B B A B 1) BURR AR AR e, AR
M, A5 SH B H IR (Exopalaemon carinicauda) ™
FIMIFLES I (Chlamys farreri) "YHSP90 B2 3% .

451% (Sinonovacula constricta) J&: 3% B ¥ 7K 1L I8 27

FRAN R L MR 55 SO0 A, TEWTVL AR SR AR
W2 A5, 2017 44 [ SR 50 8 7 JE ik F) 86.2 J7 27,
43 W% PR T YA . U8R SOF R IR AL B A2 BK AR
15 Y ) 1) B R VA S, (R EE XS et B B
it 52 2 AR ST X Se-GSTo Fl Sc-HSP90 % [H
B SRR . 21 21338 R s AU 38 S5 09 3 3K R AE
00T, 1R BN 7K A 3l ) i W0 5 PR AR AL
TELE BT HL, LA Ay 45 098 R AR 22 42 37 FE AL Rl 2
57,

2 MREINE

2.1 SRIEHE
SC 451 (K (63.42+1.57) mm) T 2018 4F
4 H R 8 795 WOl T 5T B Rk B A R M

HUf B TTH . RS FE A — B0 20 g, H 2 mL G
PR — UM 1 5 28 DS A 52 LI, & T R A4S T, O
fiff P EBCHC B FF IR . 2 L AR KA RN PR S L, W
R R R AR AE-80°C MR vk b, H T )5 &
RNA #2H.

22 SREBEIH

TR LI AT IS W 4R W e RTGY), BIRAE L 22,
WL 15C Byl K, 24 hiEL S, B H 2K
1R, B % 1 0] RO T e . B 9% 7 d e it
1585

S 3 ) TR X BRZH RN S G 4, g 4H R AL R
80 LR I AE 100 L /K44y, L SR WK o i) 2 AU 2
VEJg %k BREH, 5256 2H 2 MR~ BUOPE VR & (244.55 mg/L,
ARSI R R FRAAR ) 43 B E R 140 mg/L il 220 mg/L,
B R AR WU, S5 9 [R] 7K 44 £ B 22.7640.92
pH {4 8.17+0.43 . /K }y (15.24+3.85) °C, NI |
AFEA, B 6 h I E % 2 & AW, Mt NHLC B
P ERWIE . LR TH 0h, 3h, 6h, 12h, 24h, 48h,
72 h 196 h J5, B AT BENLIC 6 i 19t , fifk E) HUH TR R
TRGE R 5 PR FE—80°C FE IR vk A -

2.3 Sc-GSTo 1 Sc-HSP90 £ F cDNA £ K 5[

FIH TRIzol 77 (Omega) 2 BUFF B i 5. RNA, %
43 %)% B i (GE Healthcare, Nanovue Plus) il &
RNA 99 B R4 B, JF 38 2of ol Dk ke U L 58 82 1 38
i+ SMART™ RACE(Rapid Amplification of cDNA
Ends) iR 7] & (TaKaRa) ¥ RNA & i cDNA %5 —%%, 1F
MK BRI . FE 4IRS FE TP AR GST
HSP90 5K 9 EST J¥ 4], i id Primer5.0 31w fE 5
Wy (3R 1), R IE K A 2 5 F (Advantage 2 Polymerase
Mix Kit, TaKaRa) #E17 2 M FEH B K P14, 9718 =
Wy 2 Fa VKR 5 S 1R AT I 0 gl Ak, gk i R S A
T1(TransGen) i #J5 F AFEZ S0l rh, £ 12 h 85
F¢ J Ui BRSO RE A TN Y o 45 64 )3 31 R ] DNA-
MANG.0 PE3:15 5] H cDNA 4K F41, K & sk f
D i ARV, LATS 319 2K cDNA SRR BT — X
RS9 (32 1) 347 PCR ¥ #4550 IE
24 cDNA £KFIHH

ARAFH) cDNA 4 K 7 51 38 i FF B 32 4E (Open
Reading Frame, ORF) 2% if] #% ( https://www.ncbi.nlm.
nih.gov/orffinder/) FM ORF K & F R 741 ; i 1 2 H
5t & Z 43 ¥ & 5t (Expert Protein Analysis System, Ex-
PASy) 7E£8 8/ (https://web.expasy.org/compute_pi/) il
D2 1 5T 14 43 6 A F, s 23 AR BB K P (Bx-
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Table 1 The information of primers and sequences used in this experiment
GIL/EAN J¥51(5'-3") FIUER
Long CTAATACGACTCACTATAGGGCAAGCAGTGGTATCAACGCAGAGT RACEY #3519
Short CTAATACGACTCACTATAGGGC RACEY 1§43k 514
T3 GAGAGTGCTCGCAACTTAGAAATCGCCG Sc-GSTo 3'RACEY 4
T5 CGGCATGTCTGGTTTCCGTTGG Sc-GSTo 5'RACE# 4
P3 CGCATCCCTCAATACTCTTGGTCG Sc-HSP90 3'RACEY 14
P5 CCTCGTCTTCCTCCAAATCCTCTACCTT Sc-HSP90 5'RACEY 14
MI3 F CGCCAGGGTTTTCCCAGTCACGAC T AE 51
MI3 R GAGCGGATAACAATTTCACACAGG T AE 51
TFI TGGAGTCTCTGGGTGATACG Sc-GSTo &K BUES | )
TRI ACAACAACGCTGAAACTGGA Sc-GSTo &K BUES | )
TF2 TTCTTGTGGAGCAGTACAGTTCTAA Sc-GSTo &K BUES | )
TR2 CAAAATCAAAAGGCTGTCGC Sc-GSTo &K BUES | )
PFl GTTTACTCAGAAAGACGCACGG Sc-HSP9OA K BAIER | )
PRI CTACTACGACGCATAATGGAGC Sc-HSP9OA K BAIER | )
P F2 GGCTGCCAAGAAGAACCTA Sc-HSPOA K IGES |4
PR2 AAATCACAGATTGAACAATCAAGTA Sc-HSP9OA K BAIER | )
RS9 F TGAAGTCTGGCGTGTCAAGT NSRRI EE =S Y
RS9 R CGTCTCAAAAGGGCATTACC NSRRI EE =S Y
GSTF GAACCGACGAGAATCAGAAGA Sc-GSTo e 15 1)
GSTR AAACATCGCCGAAACCACG Sc-GSTo e 15 1)
HSP90 F GATGAAGGGGAGGTGGAAA Sc-HSP9O e 5 1)
HSP90 R GTGTCAATGAGGGTCAGTGTGT Sc-HSP9OIGE B 5 1)

PASy-ProtScale, https://web.expasy.org/protscale/); i il
G HEIR 2 B AETEAS 5 K (SignalP, http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/
services/SignalP/); Fl| F§ Smart 78 £k %4 (http://smart.
embl-heidelberg.de/) % & [ #F 17 Yy fg Bl #0000 , 38 i
Swiss Model 7£ £& k14 (https://swissmodel.expasy.org/in-
teractive) T £ 1 J5T 5 2 45 44 5 R T 56 ] [0 S7 2R 4
R 15 B 7.0 (National Center of Biotechnology Informa-
tion, NCBI) £t 4f 2 v (1) A Hb )37 51| SE A% 2R T. H. (Ba-
sic Local Alignment Search Tool, BLAST; http://www.ncbi.
nlm.nih.gov/BLAST/) # 17 J% 51| L X}, 18 % [R5 7 51 5
FIFH MEGAS.2 8444 # R e #E 4L B, F ] DNA-
MANG.0 B A AT [R5 91 (1 22 LA
2.5 WHEEE PCR I

P 45 08 2H 24009 5L RNA, F & H i sl )

(TaKaRa, PrimeScript™ RT reagent Kit with gDNA Eraser)

T RNA S5k, 153 252986 %E f PCR(Real-time
Polymerase Chain Reaction, QqRT-PCR ) cDNA 4 , #
AR P Bt 9Ot 5 (3R 1), DUHHA S A
S9(Ribosomal Protein S9, RS9) 3k R /E Sy P S L R 6o
FH % & PCR {¥ (Roche, LightCycler® 480) #£ 17 qRT-
PCR "3, BEEMEABE 4 1 FAT, 3 AEA, Fris s
3SR T 27880 X A X 3k AKCF BEAT AR, 25 2R DL
Y 47 HE AW 22 (Mean+SD) %75, Fl ] SPSS13.0 i#17
AR K T 220 M1 (One-way ANOVA),

3 %

3.1 Sc-GSTo EFE cDNA £ K F 5 547 REFGE D 17
TEEFF] Sc-GSTo 3L F cDNA 4= K 5514 1 414 bp
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(GenBank % 3% 5: MK301159), 437 639 bp f¥) ORF,
Gt 212 DR AR, AR 2 LRy 9 4 = Se-
GSTo kR i % 25 11 ST (49 43 14y 24.54 kDa, BB 45
Hi 5 M 7.68., ExPASy-ProtScale ¥4 Fil il i 7, % &
F BT SRR PR 4H A b, e PR 2 LR T o b vy, 3
R 2Rk, HBA A5 5 k. FU0 Sc-GSTo &5
F& A 2 A Thfig s, B) GST-N(3-84 aa) Fil GST-C(86-
212 aa) (& 1a), H 9454y il 271 4 H 8 | R %
25 Fl 42 ANFE N

[7) P B R 7 1) L X 7R, Se-GSTo 5 AR iy
¥ (Ruditapes philippinarum, AEW46327.1) GSTo 19 [d]
5 M K [ 5 A0 B v (43.40%), 5 28 T D1 (Moytilus
galloprovincialis, AFQ35985.1). 7675 b#i D1 (Argopecten
irradians, ANG56313.1), 4|2 (Apostichopus japonicus,
PIK56346.1) 25 Jo 45 HE 2 4 19 [7] I8 1k 7% 26.67% ~
40.49%, ‘5 N\ (Homo sapiens, 060760.3), /NG B (Mus
musculus, QOTHF7.3). ¥ (Gallus gallus, 073888.3)
S5 HE S R [RTIR A R 26.67%~29.52%. GSTo [l i
P XS 87, Se-GSTo MY PRSFHERR . Sc-GSTo 5
HABTCHHESh Y GST M HES) Y PGD 4T £ H L
B, W 5E N Sy 45 0 S8 I 7R RO ST, C i 45 R S 2 R
([8 1b, ¥ 1c). REEHAM LR R, 774 T 4 A
A (4 %, 53 B o Mu, Q FIfCRL 1R GST, i ok
K GST 5 HoAl 3 A ZERE LR 5 A0 25 KA 384 #E B o
— KUK GST 5AEMES Y GST Mz & ik,
M Sc-GSTo 5 IEFH I F GSTo3 f K%, HILHE K
o3 % WAL Sc-GSTo HiS N o WAL (] 2),

a b

3.2 Sc-HSP90 E[F ¢cDNA £ K F 545 RAFIES

Sc-HSP90 1K ¢cDNA 2K ¥ 41K 2 752 bp( Gen-
Bank % 5% 5 : MK301157), HH {545 2 181 bp /Y ORF,
it 726 NE LM . AR Z IR IT IS Hgw i
AR5y TN 83.10 kDa, BRiE %5 6 /5 4.78. Ex-
PASy-ProtScale # {4 #iill i 7, % 8 H BRI FE K
P, WA A (S S . Smart #4470 45 3] Sc-
HSP9O F H W& A 2 A Tfigdk, 431l /& HATPase-
C(35-189 aa) Fll HSP90(191-720 aa), Hirf &4 5 %
W% 45 % )% 5] (*SNKEIFLRELISNASDALDKIR S,
L GTIAKSGT''", "2 IGQFGVGFYSA '3,
KLY VRRVFP®, *'GVVDSEDLPLNISRE®), Swiss
model A F M & 7%, Sc-HSP9O0 4 H Ay —- 4 45 # h
448 > H g WRBERL 31 A 72 L

JE 51 [ Y5 3 #r 22 B, Sc-HSP9O0 2 3k /i 1 41 5
EL 4 R 3 0 R R E R 0 70%. 5 H A A sh 4
() HSPOO () [] P # i 79%, Hovh 53 1 ( Corbicula
fluminea, AMMO04544.1) FEAEHE IR 17 (AHY275448.1)
F14 ) 5P 5 785, 43900k 88.32% 1 87.05%., £ T T4
o XF 3R WY, Sc-HSP9O H A & B <F Mk, il J& 7
HSP90 Z i AR%s X I (] 3a). RGE LR 25 R,
X H A AR, — AL RS . Woeshd
HAEHESIY), 5 — R &I i B s
RETE—E, B H A4 32 (HSP90o F1 HSPIOB i
R, T SRR, SRR 5 S H R ik
o AR, Sc-HSP9O 5 #AK 5 HSP9O 2 h— . 3,
JF S IR R AT . LA HSPOO 35 4% % 2 di it (& 3b).

Sc-GSTo (212aa) W GSTo Sinonovacula constricta E 2B B vElvace ERveroglie HTETRGGRSTVE S% xEGHF 81
GSTo3 Ruditapes philippinarum  E GRS IRLVEVIAGT IR FSMES] C KGDHTITY % WAk F DR Y 81
X o _ GSTo Haliotis discus discus 13 RV BLIRELAGY WIRET fioG. . . .xqy: CESBREFGEH 77
Ruditapes philippinarum 2 GSTo Crassostrea gigas A RGREVEMIEKLAQAEE@S IRVTCGH . KQLTPELTHARYMAREE GIA 77
GSTo3 (210aa) GSTo2 Apostichopus japonicus P 22N L IRALVEQ IBVERSE . .RVLI INR! TENEY 77
PGDS Gallus gallus 12 R2RE VA YAGT LEGAL .VII RYMARESGEA i
Haliotis discus discus = PGDS Mus muscu: lus 13 RARE IR Y IRAYLDT IEQAT ENEG. ... LTI RYNTENTDEA 77
PGDS Homo sapiens e RS TG Y IRAYLDT 1EQADNPETESTL G....LTL RYNTENTOEA 7
GSTo (201aa) W
C
Crassostrea gigas ~ GSTo Sinonovacula constricta NETEAFLIBEMLESL wnrrr-umz:-:nsm‘xssnxur:-tus" RECRFENLRQ .KEFf§S . KYAIRERLSIPRLSVENFVDQITRRG 88
GSTo (203aa) GSTo3 Ruditapes philippinarum CADENLLIBEMYL RSVF KDETARKEVNKKLVTETISKFASFCKSRM . NDF§SGGFVIESKLTLEM LAVENMVDSCVEMG 89
GSTo Haliotis discus discus TSVEQMEVIQVIGIIN 1ssm_Ixcrszcnzzannxcwznr KEISFFEEIL.KNNNT.GEYVEDKLGEESVAAFDTLSKIEAGT 88
Apostichopus iaponicus ~ GSTo Crassostrea gigas TNWERALVEQVVDTCHSLRAENAKI THERDPVRLALMKSKMKDQTIRKYLNRLTKFL . .NEHGDRYF Ile SKIT S48 IAVHEVLTTFLOND 88
PO Pus jap . GSTo2 Apostichopus japonicus NDCWERAETBAVLEVVQSLEYPVRKMFYADTDELBARYKKEFVDVQ@3KYCGFLEKLLKAI FVESK: 8 TVVFAAVGDALGDK 20
GSTo (208aa) PGDS Gallus gallus TPVEQALABAIVDTILSFMMLEEWAE . . KNQDVEEKAFNDILTNKARELLKDLDT. . . . FUGDKKWE S iF . YHDVCSTTLLSY 83
PGDS Mus musculus TALEQCQABAVVDTLOWEMSLEPWAE . . KEQLLEERMFNELLTHQMERLLKDLET . . . . YUEDKEWE TENY! B E . YHDICSTTLLVL 83
Gallus gallus - PGDS Homo sapiens TEMEQCHVAIVDTLOSFMSCEEWAE . . KKQDVHEQMFNELLTYNAHLMQDLET. . . . YUGGREWL ENSVTHEISE . YREICSTTLLVF 83
PGDS (199aa) W GSTo Sinonovacula constricta FGOVWENRPVVKHI YELFELJQSDSRVRTHLDKEEDSE 126
GSTo3 Ruditapes philippinarum  LESLWKEN...QFELDHRGHUMTNSNIAKNLG E 124
Mus musculus . GSTo Haliotis discus discus N...r;l:n:“.r KANKEKMASNERVAKNLG qe 120
GSTo Crassostrea gigas B.SCLERHE. .. EHHPNLSENLSSEEREV 122
PGDS (199aa) w GSTo2 Apostichopus japonicus SRDYYLDHKE . PREKALIERERAIPQINTHLY E 127
PGDS Gallus gallus KADLABKYP. . .RELALROCRNEALPATAMYIQ A 118
Homo sapiens = PGDS Mus musculus KPGLLPIYP...KBVSLRNKNQAIPAISANILKRORK 118
PGDS (199aa) PGDS Homo sapiens KPDLLENHE. . . REVTLRRKYQATPAVANNIXKREI QEK 118

Kl 1
Fig. 1

Sc-GSTo 4 #y 3 Fl £ T FL 4%

Sc-GSTo domain structure and multiple sequence alignment

a. Sc-GSTo HYZE MY IR 5 PR Lk i 4 Fh ICH5HE S B9 GSTo 1 3 Tl 45 HE Sl 9 i 51 ik 3 DA i (PGD, A GSTo) 5 My 3k LU b. 8 Fh 3l N R i 4h
M 2 B L . 8 Flial W) GSTo C K i 45 3 £ 5 L 4%
a. The structure domains of Sc-GSTo were compared with those of four selected other invertebrate GSTs and three vertebrate prostaglandin-D synthases (PG-

DS, a GSTo); b. multiple sequence alignment of N-terminal domain from eight animals; c. multiple sequence alignment of GSTo C-terminal domain from eight

animals
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Accession numbers of the sequences used in construction of tree are attached in the appendix Table A1l
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Fig. 3 Sc-HSP90 gene identified and phylogenetic tree
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Fig. 4 The expression characteristics of Sc-GSTo and Sc-HSP90 genes in different tissues of S. constricta and after different ammonia con-
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al. Expression profile of Sc-GSTo in S. constricta; a2. expression characteristic analysis of Sc-GSTo in the digestive gland of S. constricta after ammonia stress;

bl. expression profile of Sc-HSP90 in S. contricta; b2. expression characteristic analysis of Sc-HSP90 in the digestive gland of S. contricta data after ammonia

stress. Different letters are significantly different among tissues (p<0.05) and the asterisk (*) indicates a significant difference between the stress group and its

respective control at different time (¥p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001)
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Table A1 Accession numbers of the sequences used in GST phylogenetic tress
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BEH® Saccoglossus kowalevskii GSTo2-like XP_002731487.1
1, Mpytilus galloprovincialis GSTo3 AFQ35985.1

PIES Apostichopus japonicus GSTo2 PIK56346.1
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TV J3 DL Argopecten irradians GSTo ANG56313.1
LRhfy Haliotis fulgens GSTo AXR98614.1
WA T I Sinanodonta woodiana GSTo AQW43003.1
ML DL Azumapecten farreri GSTo2 ADF32019.1
A Gallus gallus PGDS 073888.3
ER Canis familiaris PGDS XP_535659.1
R Rattus norvegicus PGDS 035543.3
N Mus musculus PGDS Q9JHF7.3
A Homo sapiens PGDS 060760.3
s Macaca mulatta HPDS NP_001181141.1
Omega BRE =t SEEe R. philippinarum GSTQ AEW46328.1
pURAR AN C. ariakensis GSTQ ACJ06747.1
AFFEHLG C. gigas GSTQ CAD89618.1
Ff H. discus discus GSTQ1 ABO26600.1
Eognly S. kowalevskii GSTQ1-like XP_002738513.1
B Bombyx mori GSTQ1 NP_001040131.1
el T Xenopus tropicalis GSTQI NP_001011256.1
FEBHARK Tigriopus japonicus GSTQ ACE81246.1
TR FAATLR Caenorhabditis elegans GSTQI NP_498728.1
BEE Danio rerio GSTQ1 NP_001002621.1
Je B Bkt Oreochromis niloticus GSTQI XP_003440188.1
KA Meleagris gallopavo GSTQI-like XP_003208190.1
HXG G. gallus GSTQ1 X1 XP_015144135.1
INK R, M. musculus GSTQ!I NP_034492.1
A H. sapiens GSTQI AAH00127.1
MuZk JEHEE A R. philippinarum GST Mu AEW46330.1
SRR} C. ariakensis GST Mu ACJ06748.1
PN e C. gigas GST Mu CAD90167.1
s T X. tropicalis GST Mul NP_001004964.1
BEE D. rerio GST Mu3 NP_001103586.1
Je B Bkt O. niloticus GST Mu3 XP_003444865.1
KA M. gallopavo GST Mu3 AEI70736.1
R R R. norvegicus GST Mu5 NP_742035.1
A H. sapiens GST Mu3 AAC17866.1
MicrosomalZ Bl =t SEAe R. philippinarum MS GST AEW46329.1
PN e C. gigas MS GSTI EK(28823.1
Al H. discus discus MS GSTI ABO26660.1
KA B. mori MS GSTl-like XP_021205338.1
B[N Xenopus laevis MS GSTI1 L homeolog NP_001084720.1
4 Bos taurus MS GST DAA29379.1
INKER M. musculus MS GST AAD51096.1
BA H. sapiens MS GST AAB17184.1
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Table A2 Accession numbers of the sequences used in HSP90 phylogenetic tress
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sk AR T R. philippinarum HSP90 AHY27548.1
(e Cristaria plicata HSP90 AHM26536.1
L 0L A. farreri HSP90 AARI11781.1
YRR f DL Mizuhopecten yessoensis HSP90 ASU91375.1
T A D A. irradians HSP90 ABS50431.1
blinaka Crassostrea hongkongensis HSP90-B-like ADL59936.1
Bl eetalil Haliotis discus hannai HSP90 ACX94847.1
-/ M. galloprovincialis HSP90 CAJ85741.1
JEFENR I Mytilus coruscus HSP90 ALL27016.1
TR C. fluminea HSP90 AMMO4544.1
[odUEl Cellana toreuma HSP90 AGH32328.1
Sttt Scapharca broughtonii HSP90 ALZ42089.1
L Laternula elliptica HSP90 ACF35426.1
= FMLEE Hyriopsis cumingii HSP90 ALM87690.1
PG RE AR} C. gigas HSP90 ABS18268.1
H5zshy) BEHT XTI Penaeus monodon HSP90 ACO083357.1
=P T Portunus trituberculatus HSP90-1 ACQ90225.1
v X Penaeus chinensis HSP90 ABM92446.1
RO R Eriocheir sinensis HSP90 AHAG61463.1
Y B h D. rerio HSP90-0. NP_001038538.1
BEE 0 D. rerio HSPY0-B 057521.2
oF i Paralichthys olivaceus HSP90-a ABG56393.1
ot P. olivaceus HSP90-B AA092751.1
13k Megalobrama amblycephala HSP90-a AGV06257.1
113k M. amblycephala HSP90-p AGI97008.1
A H. sapiens HSP90-a isoform 2 NP_005339.3
BA H. sapiens HSP90-B isoform a NP_031381.2
INFRR M. musculus HSP90-a NP_034610.1
INERR M. musculus HSP90-p NP_032328.2
4 B. taurus HSP90-a. NP_001012688.1
4 B. taurus HSP90-$ NP_001073105.1
PR G. gallus HSP90-a. NP_001103255.1
XY G. gallus HSP90-f CAA49704.1
Bt TN Plutella xylostella HSP90 AHA36864.1
P&y B. mori HSP90 ADG57739.1
Kid Mpythimna separata HSP90 ABY55234.1




78 WP 4246

Cloning of GST and HSP90 genes of Sinonovacula constricta and analysis of
their expression characteristics under ammonia nitrogen stress

Zhang Huan L2 Dong Yinghui 2 Yao Hanhan’, Yu Kajj ia?, Hu Yueya 2 Lin Zhihua?

(1. School of Marine Sciences, Ningbo University, Ningbo 315823, China; 2. Zhejiang Key Laboratory of Aquatic Germplasm Resources,
College of Biological & Environmental Sciences, Zhejiang Wanli University, Ningbo 315100, China)

Abstract: The full-length cDNA of glutathione S-transferase (Sc-GSTo) and heat shock protein 90 (Sc-HSP90)
genes were cloned from Sinonovacula constricta and their expression characteristics under ammonia nitrogen stress
were analyzed. The results show that the full-length cDNA of Sc-GSTo was 1 414 bp, and containing 639 bp open
reading frame (ORF), encoding 212 amino acid polypeptides. The homology of amino acid sequence of Sc-GSTo
with other species’ GST amino acid sequence was 31.88%—43.40%. The full-length cDNA of Sc-HSP90 was 2 752 bp,
ORF was 2 181 bp, encoding 726 amino acids. The amino acid sequence was 76.77%—87.05% homology with other
species. Quantitative analysis showed that Sc-GSTo and Sc-HSP90 genes were expressed in all tested tissues, the
strongest expression being in the digestive gland. After exposure to ammonia, the mRNA expression of Sc-GSTo
and Sc-HSP90 were significantly up-regulated (p<0.05) in the digestive gland, indicating that ammonia stress in-
duced stress response, both GST and HSP90 may be participate the process of detoxification or defense. However,
the decrease of expression in the later period of stress is presumed to be due to the organism have limited ability to

defense, which is not enough to protect the host from stress-induced cell damage.

Key words: Sinonovacula constricta; GST; HSP90; ammonia nitrogen; expression characteristics



