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Abstract; In this study, the potato USP genes were examined and identified at the genomic and transcriptome
levels, as well as the fundamental characteristics of the members of this gene family. High-throughput sequencing
was used to screen key differentially expressed genes under drought stress and conduct a comprehensive analysis of
the expression characteristics of StUSP family members under drought stress using the drought-tolerant cultivar
‘Long 10’ (L) and the drought-sensitive cultivar ‘ Atlantic’ (D) as experimental materials. The results revealed
that there were 42 genes encoding proteins containing USP domains in potato. These genes were asymmetrically dis-
tributed on 11 chromosomes, with most of them located on chromosomes 1 to 6. And multiple introns were present
in most StUSPs. According to expression analysis, StUSPs might respond to a variety of abiotic stresses and were
differentially expressed in potato germplasm with different drought tolerance. At the same time, qRT-PCR was used
to analyze the expression patterns of 12 members under drought stress. Except StUSP12 and StUSP22 were downreg-
ulated, the other 10 genes were all positively responding to drought stress.
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FERRIEAT T B A B, B 4 S HRORE S, Horbxd
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FOKE, AEPESE U SRR TRES S 3~ 5 Fr i,
B TWRA TG -80°C f-AE4 H, I T qRT-PCR
HT B B StUSP e T Bk T Ry R AR 5
B3 WAEMFER,

1.2 RBgiT

1.2.1 AR FREZBSEAI>H  FIHSHEHR
P2 PGSC (http ://spuddb.uga.edu/) T & StUSP #H
KA A AR % . [, 78 NCBI R 4%
C MY IF USP B2, 455 Plam 85 11 2 4L
i 2 (hitp://xfam. rog/) H (4 B IR B K LAY
(HMM , e —value <0.01; PF00582 ) , F| JT] BLAST (e -
value< 1 X 107°) 7E 4 & K 20 7K SF b 3 %8 58 T 44 2
USP R JMg 16 L D1 o 48 R B i fe 18 25 1 42 22 3
NCBI-CDD ( http : //www.nchi.nlm.nih. gov/Structure/
cdd/wrpsh ) FEATEAG XS 73BT R ORSF A5 48R
A E DL USP FIGA

1.22 AREMFPRAEARETEHIH T
Wk 5, X h 8 5 SiUSPs e R 45 M AT A0
T MEGA7.0 # 4 H#5 Align By Muscle F2 5 XJ 40
FEJT AWUSP 1 1 45 7 B ) & 4% 5 StUSP Sk A
SR A P8 HE AT 27 S R, JF AR
( Neighbor—joining, NJ ) #4 & 2 G AL B, 42 50 S 5K
Bootstrap #%'E & 1 000,

123 RHERRFERLEE S SHRIER
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R44_potato.v6.1.hc_gene_models ( hitp ://solanaceae.
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StUSP32 StUSP41) 4, Hi4s StUSPs WS ST fE (42 ) USP KGR M et RS e b b (/&1 1, U 38
GenBank M348, BN 42 > StUSPs FERK B 01) ,42 4> StUSP 4358 T Group A~E 5 PMEJ%,
[MAFTERER 22 5, I\ 474 bp (SlUSP3 F1 SiUsP25) 8] Hoh B Al B % (13 1Y) E AR (54 .
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Table 1  Features of USP gene family in S. tubersome

ERKRE  HARKE

HH 5 H M4 i W S RN DA iR Ak NCBI Wisx-5

Gene 1D Gene symbol ~ Group  Chromosome Start End lenGgf:llfbp Ieigsza NCBI accession
Soltu.DM.01G017420 StUSP1 D 01 44489166 44491869 540 179 XP_006337956.1
Soltu.DM.01G019780 StUSP2 A 01 53967414 53970008 492 163 XP_006358203.1
Soltu.DM.01G021810 StUSP3 D 01 59495091 59494261 474 157 XP_006342804.1
Soltu.DM.01G026130 StUSP4 B 01 65754162 65749604 2154 717 XP_006345367.1
Soltu.DM.01G040130 StUSP5 D 01 78757303 78759305 501 166 XP_006344751.1
Soltu.DM.01G049500 StUSP6 A 01 86330862 86328110 534 177 XP_006365114.1
Soltu.DM.02G018930 StUSP7 A 02 33219573 33224897 744 247 XP_006347162.1
Soltu.DM.03G002430 StUSP8 A 03 2330078 2334900 777 258 XP_006343270.1
Soltu.DM.03G025970 StUSP9 E 03 50968580 50970965 705 234 XP_006344461.1
Soltu.DM.03G028950 StUSP10 C 03 53457057 53454835 708 235 XP_006345100.1
Soltu.DM.03G034380 StUSP11 B 03 57828152 57824617 615 204 XP_006341712.1
Soltu. DM.04G008980 StUSP12 A 04 9262450 9264318 489 162 XP_006346765.1
Soltu.DM.04G018750 StUSP13 E 04 42389416 42385297 2067 688 XP_006340592.2
Soltu.DM.04G024310 StUSP14 B 04 54051231 54051231 2310 769 XP_006357335.1
Soltu. DM.04G030800 StUSP15 D 04 62272862 62266191 513 170 XP_006338073.1
Soltu.DM.05G001100 StUSP16 C 05 872099 873805 738 245 XP_006348660.1
Soltu.DM.05G019200 StUSP17 E 05 46797685 46793172 2478 825 XP_006360651.1
Soltu. DM.05G024660 StUSP18 D 05 53169573 53171498 477 158 XP_015160107.1
Soltu. DM.06G000530 StUSP19 D 06 878325 875760 486 161 XP_006355801.1
Soltu. DM.06G007810 StUSP20 E 06 20845053 20848387 1881 626 -
Soltu.DM.06G017460 StUSP21 C 06 43716801 43718721 684 227 XP_006363894.1
Soltu. DM.06G022440 StUSP22 E 06 48878621 48884155 2487 828 -

Soltu. DM.06G025240 StUSP23 B 06 51186289 51182267 630 209 XP_006354735.1
Soltu. DM.06G025420 StUSP24 C 06 51335008 51333471 708 235 XP_006354747.1
Soltu. DM.06G035070 StUSP25 D 06 58981537 58982860 474 157 XP_006352812.1
Soltu.DM.07G012050 StUSP26 E 07 38832455 38838642 2238 745 XP_006342325.1
Soltu.DM.07G018720 StUSP27 A 07 49139287 49137141 651 216 XP_015170385.1
Soltu. DM.07G024980 StUSP28 A 07 54717452 54721048 729 242 XP_006360120.1
Soltu.DM.08G002510 StUSP29 E 08 3162854 3159667 1131 376 KAH0647169.1
Soltu.DM.08G002570 StUSP30 E 08 3183050 3180521 660 219 -

Soltu. DM.08G002600 StUSP31 E 08 3203322 3200785 669 222 -
Soltu.DM.08G002630 StUSP32 E 08 3223576 3221116 735 244 -

Soltu. DM.08G018620 StUSP33 E 08 47372697 47367903 2304 767 KAH0648300.1
Soltu.DM.09G001230 StUSP34 A 09 901132 902724 495 164 XP_006357577.1
Soltu.DM.09G001240 StUSP35 A 09 903727 905401 495 164 XP_006357578.1
Soltu.DM.09G001250 StUSP36 A 09 909392 910889 489 162 XP_006357579.2
Soltu.DM.10G002120 StUSP37 A 10 1607236 1604133 765 264 XP_006362926.1
Soltu.DM.10G020050 StUSP38 A 10 51665050 51666654 501 166 XP_006349538.1
Soltu.DM.12G001400 StUSP39 D 12 1242189 1244324 483 160 XP_015165209.1
Soltu.DM.12G004370 StUSP40 E 12 3492373 3508322 3150 1049 XP_006342500.1
Soltu.DM.12G016460 StUSP41 A 12 31825583 31816376 564 187 -
Soltu.DM.12G025940 StUSP42 E 12 55940971 55945965 2283 760 XP_015166861.1

=" FIRITCNT LAY NCBI SRS, Note: “—=" indicates no NCBI accession.
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2.2 LOHE SUSPs BEEGEH Sk &k
ERF G A FS5NEF (IR -
WET) bR EEE BEEMEM, FIH
GSDS( Gene structure display server 2.0) X} 42 4~ 544
= SUSP AW AN E T - N & FELSM T T
Mro H1IE 2A A%, BR 3 4> StUSP K [H ( StUSP7/27/
28) Hf 1 MM F 280, Hogy StUSPs Y965 24~
ANETF-, Group D W J% BY 51 StUSP40 )40 8. 7% H
B2 (14 1) . B 14 DFBER A UTR X,
B 11 S Qe ko o 11 Rk BIA
StUSP LR Ai (3,26 1), FEAAE 1~6 5L
kb Hp o SR 1 S Y E R Y SlusP LR
Z 030 T A6 A HROE 3~5 512 S
EEEA 42 5 REKRIE 1A (SUSP7),
StUSP BB A Hrai R W os A 17 4> StUSP %
WZ57T 14 R BEEEF, DX S N4 T
Group A~E 5 MfEH, Br R BB &S, K 4 Ik
RIRTE S S 9 SWUSP G, Hih StUSP39
Z57T 240 BRBRE I FE, 4 DA R S5 T
BRI (K 3) , DL ESSRERY i B
Wl RETE DR USP N KM sk pie &
YEHL,
2.3 BHE SiUSPs MERREMMERTER
ffi F§ MEME ( Multiple expectation-maximization
for motif elicitation ) Xf 5548 25 42 4~ USP & H 47
Motif 7047, %8 5] 5 N HAMAF RS K B AR ik
SPEEFP (E12B) o StUSP SRRy EC 2~5 4>, ik
JPRBEN 15~50 MEEEIR . 4R 25 StUSP 4375 3
A Motif )% ( Motif 1.2.5) , Tfj StUSP11 . StUSP21 FiI
StUSP23 {4 Motif 1 F Motif 2, A2 T, i f
36 4~ StUSP #1457 2 4> Motif ( Motif 1 F1 Motif 2) ,
Horr 7 4> StUSP B 51 ( StUSP42 |, StUSP22  StUSP40
StUSP20 ,StUSP13  StUSP17 . StUSP33) & T 4% 5
> Motif (&l 1Kl 2B) , iiX 7 4> StUSP & H )& T
E Wk,
2.4 BHE SUSPs B FRIRKERTES
RIRA T StUSP W AE R WA ML (5 Wpae e
I FIBCZE ARG ) |, 8 ] PlantCARE 43 S %t 554> StUSP
LR SR AR AL 5L (ATG) 13 1000 bp 19541
AT AE TR TR, Gan &l 4 R, R A 5
PR Z2 ik #5  T 4k (1 CAAT I TATA) b, M4 ) fig
V48 Py 8 7 35 2 A G B XA R T4l 9 4L
LR SR (VKR ABA ZRATER P ES MeJA R
2 GA JK#giR SA FIA K TAA ) Wi [ AH 5C ) =
VEFITCZE B R I ; ABA Il MeJA 25 % 2 5 K4 Wy of il

SEABHE, 25 ABA Fl MeJA Wi 3 (9 7049k & 30
FELETRZEL SlUSPs )3 871X, i 7~ i S JL R mf
FE [FIAE 0 o0 30 i 152 A OG5 7K 7 )3 G 44 ( DRE) Al
Z 51255 (MBS) JToF MYB # 5tH 745517
HEZATREmEN CHBgLEHAFAETZA
StUSPs W Ja 81 X 7 91 v s HoA 1R Az 4 JBip 36 o 13 oG
4,0 TC —rich H & ¥ 5] MYC 5 5% N T RAFAE T
StSUSPs FEH A 8+,

2.5 L$ZE SUSPs B-ENG R R IE S

2.5.1 43 SiUSPs »f R AF & M/ A Wit B F
W BEESH R T R E StUSPs HE A
FEAREAE A e w7 v ) E TR, 6 AR AR W
I (F W, 150 mM NaCl; & i, 35°C ; H & i, 260
UM AL 24 h) N FRBEHAT T T, RIE 4
AIHT, KR ZH StUSPs F PR Y5 ml i o7 = E A=y Jipae , 3L
rhme S R A P R R B H A 2, AR (Salt) A
I (Heat) B8 T, 53 506 13 A~ (StUSP2/4/7/9/
10/12/16/17/21/22/23/29/35) 1 5 A~ ( StUSP2/4/
10/23/34) LA L AFEHR W E  #or StUSPs #EE:
Foip 30 R 3R B 30 3R B A R A AR X,
StUSP7 1 StUSP29 £k 3 v 1 18 3 35 1My 7
TR RIBEEMRE S, W39 1) . fEANFE LR
(50 uM ABA 50 uM GA, .10 pM TAA F110 uM BAP,
24 h) T, 2L SUSP R ARk it BB 2 7 A
b, BEAKTN 5, StUSPs % ABA [ i )57 % B &, 9 4>
StUSPs ( StUSP1/6/9/11/23/24/27/28/29) 1E ABA At
PR EFGAR L, A, 35 StUSP ZE R g% 1R
A i 1 5% 2R RN AR AR W W aE . E AR W 3 i R e
StUSPs [kt 52 922 A4k (61 1 Eh 88 S Iy
HR YL F ), StUSP28  StUSP34 StUSP37 133k &
R AR R R B Rk R A AN ZE BT
b, TR SUSPs J5 D RE RS 1R 0 A [R) 4 336 358 Jolp 361 A
b L I N P ¥ e = WA SEN VA R
HEEEH.

252 FRRFELAZE AP StUSPs £ T F W
BT RESN HIRAT SR SlUSP 5T 5
Ty e 1 v ) B A A T S A7 R D B
1057 (L) FIH R0 R RPEEE (D) AN
TSR0 T 57 1 AS [ B R AR SR b RE AT AL 2
USP BT 2 ihia ik b, X T Riia b3
PRI SRR AR A 7 5% S L I (181 6A, UL 40 TT) |, 45
W, T Rl S 3 SlUSPs #i61% Kk 1k B 78
fb. FEIE RNA-seq 8, i 1 qRT-PCR il T
Z 5T B A m N 1) 6 425 5 %38 StUSPs, qRT -
PCR 2555 RNA-seq %4l — 2, [RIES ANt 52 1



37

Lh S SR 1 SeUSP &R 8 22 5 Mt 5 R I3

.

FHFRAS

5513

surojold pue saua3 5757/ 01e1od Jo uoneziidjorviey) 7 31
HEEHENHEMEJISVSESET (B
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Fig.6  Expression patterns of differentially expressed StUSP genes in two cultivars
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