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R N, CENH3 8 g ARG P2 2206 1) m] SE bR 76 B ik 58 i P b e, A5 6 2267 X 389 T2 DNA
Jr 5 Z 4L 05 CENH3 254 19 DNA 781 R 302 — B0, R R/ — i 100~200 bpt'™ A I,
Yy a) g 22k TR B9 2L R RRAE AT RE IS 75 1 48 22 K0 B DI RE AR DGR IR AR R , & X Z R A W) 1Y & 22 ki i 4T T IR A
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1 #H5FE

1.1 SEI#r#

ARSI AR TSR D A B G. thurberi (DD)) RS E A G. raimondii (DD;) , A F: [N 4H
WK G. arboretum CAA,) , VUfEARFGE AR G. hirsutum (AADD,) , 8 8 G. mustelinum (AADD,) , H
BAACAR A R T ChIP SE5 , FLABAR A A AR 2 T FISH kil
1.2 RERfEHTIRE

Yo 5 G2 L PUUE (ChIP) S0 56 /& 2 M) Nagaki 550 5056 7 2 F DAtk B2 BT .

4 IF - B A A8 i R A e S fin A SR AR Y M1(0.1 M Potassium Phosphate 2 mL,1 M NaCl 2 mL,
B-3iFE LM 16 pl., Hexylene glycoll 2.37 mL.ddH, O E % 20 mL )i #& 2% v . - A 25 gedic &1 . L F ok
10 min, 7EFE IR BR85S0 2 220 A JE A it ok 8 3 — A 42 Bl 7E vk B R i B0 b KRB 1 200 g,
4 °C B0 10 min, Bk EVE M. WA 10 mL M2(0.1 M Potassium Phosphate 3 mL.,1 M NaCl 3 mL,1 M
MgCl, 300 pl,B-3iFk 4 23.43p1., Hexylene glycol. 3.54 mL, Triton-100 100 pL,ddH, O E % 30 mL) ., R
2] KFEE T 1100 go4 °CL B0 10 min, EFR BV B HRAE 3 0, T RIAL A 8 mL MNB(50% (m/
V) Sucrose 2 ml.,1 M Tris-HCI 500 pl.,1 M MgCl, 40 p1.,1 M CaCl, 10 p1.,ddH, O % 10 mL) ZZ iR
51 K+ 1 100 go4 °CL B0 10 min, ZBR B HZRMH LA 1.8 mL ) MNB 22 i , 5% 52 4l
TRAT G AU 7= A KRR SRR 50 0 B 3 AR BT A ) 1.5 mL 9 2504 . R A MNase X 40 i A% #E47
fitg 4] ,37 CKMEEEY) 10 min, P A 0.5 M EDTA £ 1k Fi§ ] 50 J5 & 7K I 2 min, 13 000 r * min ' ,4 °C
5010 min, 2SR B ) 1.5 mL B 8508 H, B0 AR 5 43 i #5417 DNA fli 42, 2% (m/ V) 31t

FAH I LUK - 100 V', 35 min, WEEH IR 16 56 dm A 1 D) vk B2 ot 500 it — 2D L BR 2% 5T, A Incubation buffer
(1 M NaCl 300 ul.,1 M Tris-HCI 40 p1.,0.5 M EDTA 20 p1.,0.1 M PMSF 4 pl., Complete Mini 20 ul.,
ddH, O 4 2 mL)IRVE 2 Wil SRR ST A 3 pwL 1 CENH3 Hudk (BuiR il 45 it 1 pg/pl) RS E HE O
B4 CHE SR % H rPAS, Incubation buffer 22 MR VeI ER T BUENRE 51, FHE DS, 4 CHR
3~4 h. A A BE B ER S MU 25 5 beads 255 YRR S M4 4 5T, i 400 pL VR4 22 v (42 C PO L 7E
65 ‘C/KIEH KA 15 min, & 5 min BI{EES)—W, F 13 000 r » min™ ', F i .0 1 min, # & 1 min, B
TR I AR OB IR R 13 LSR5 84T ChIP-DNA fy4lift.

1.3 ChIP-DNA X EHIH#E

FIAH End-itTM 0] & % ChIP-DNA # 17 K 3i & & . AMPure XP beads 2k W Bt . 1K % % » Elution
Buffer ¥E#%, il A-base,37 ‘CIR¥A 30 min, 2R )5 N Adapter 4, E 1 15 min, AMPure XP beads 5 2k W& fff ,
KG YE ¥, Elution Buffer BE#, ¥ #% 98 °C 45 S:5 ANEFRAY 98 °C 15 S,63 C 30 S,72 °C 30 S;72 C
1 minf 27 FEAT 4R — R Y15, 1T 226 Con/ V) 118 BB W &8 e Hi vk O T 1m0 Wi il 300 & ik A 77 9 IRl i 9K 5 4%
98 °C 45 S;13 MEFF I 98 °C 15 S.63 °C 30 S.72 “C 30 S372 °C 1 min AYFEFHEATER WY 14 3 F K [l i
BT G AT I, A Y 7 I RISl ChIP-DNA SCEE L —80 “C AR A7
1.4 ChIP-Seq #iEH #7

) SCPE AT AT HiSeq 2500 ~F & W . &2 W % 5 23 77 28 K 9 8l . & 26 FastUniq A1 Trim-
momatic F AL EE ChIP il Input B9JFF132H, 724 151 bp MM F (9 ChIP & Input FCHE02 %0 M 4 A0 A
PERY RT3k  BEBLIE I 5 000 000 2% reads. ] repeatexpLorer 34 i 17 5 &2 73 51 B 1000 . 4= i Clusters H
), ¥ CenH3 F1 Input 2038 % 2] Clusters EE F), LI E B E£ I E 2 ki 8 E F 5|22,

1.5 BRRBRMHER
151 g e A i 1 7

FEARAERD 7L T 2 Wk IH B 9 WHB V> b O IRIE FRAE T B 3R L 25 AR DA R = AR O 42, 7 K
MhPE .25 ppm JCZR B A F R AL 90 min, PIREFIIFHE  RIEREBR Vikew * Vien =3 DEE .4 C
FETH# LU AR S W5 /KR 0 L Pk 15 min X 2, UM 2R i 8 11 €8 A K AR 4 A 4 %6 (m/ V) 1) 2F 4 25 g (21 4k
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£ R-1005 2% (m/ V) RIKEEH 60 pL RSB L37 CARBFALEL 40 min WHUR IS 1~2 A4 i 28] 5 1)
WP IR TR BB KA A 10 pL 45% (m/ VOB R, ISR B T I iR 43, 36 B3 W TR A Bk
TEFE 0 0 SR 5 e AR S BB S IS B R, — 80 CARAE A .

1.5.2 #HEbrid

8 pL 1 DNA HflA 2 uL. DIG-Nick Translation Mix, fric#EF N 15 °C,90 min, 65 ‘C,10 min £ (k%
bR Ic BB FH SRR AR EE A L | B K/INVE 100~200 bp Z ], Z S5 4Tt — 20 “C LR A7 4 1.

1.5.3 FISH #:

M —80 °CH s B Al v, T v s N5 — M B IF . 65 CHbRE FE gL fk il v B 40 uL 400 £
B .37 Call iR N EE 10 min; 1 X PBS ¥ 1 min, 2 X SSC ¥ 5 min, JE T# A .50 50 ul. 70 % W
B T 8% F b LB, 35 B35 R AE 85 C2uad R AR M 4 min, TR FE IR S5 B8 L 3L BINR A 70 V0T RS L B €0 4% IR
| 5 min, SR 5 B BT 100 % 5 K5 76 Bt (0 7% K [ 5 min, BCH B L BB 24 28 W (&% ChIP-DNA 40 & T
100 CH A8 M 10 min, U & FoK B 5~10 min il 20 pL 2258 E A+ L. Fasi b TEIRBCE 5~
10 min, fFELA 85 C 2P 4L ASPE 2 min, A PRIR & 37 “Cl Kl FHUH 1 X PBS 1 Uk 3 Wk, Bk
5 min. 1 X TNT %% 1X5 min, 255 T4 A 1 1L anti-Dig-Rod (Fif) T 30 L TNB HRE-& 57,0
g A bLw B3R ,37 °C 1 hJHUEBE R 1 XPBS ¥ 3 I, BIK 5 min, B = 58 20T DAPI 2 (5 pL R
), B LR CCD 1% 3k ) ZEISS Axioskop2 mot pLus BY%¢ 6 W U B WA L S0 |, IF
i FH ZEISS-1SIS 45 & e 5K 44 % R AT R A2 Fn 1., i ] Photoshop 7.0 4% 1] Fr b #4.

2 FHRMSH

2.1 MNase Eg 117K B B9 46

TR A 3 1 WUk B AT R S S R T L O T ik
S AR U)o B L B BT O [RIB B VR B AR R SR S T
3ABREE 1.5 U.2.2 U.3 U, 40l B V) J5 B 100 pL 7E R A b

HEAT DNA [0 $l$2 30 33 Bet Big b B e P KRG N0 &85 S 3R B g vk 500 bp
BEFE 3 U B 40 #2978 40 B Y . B4 #E 100~200 bp Z ], 200 bp

100 bp

HWREZW AR (- D, H I, BRI E R 3U AR E1T
T—2E L5
2.2 ChIP-DNA B FISH %17

M %7 Marker;
1~ 3 MFREERE 1.5 U,2.2 1,3 U.

{1 CENHS 5t P47 10 5 60 U0V 43 5019 Chip- 1 e B o
DNA, %7 T g@ ﬁE IZ ChIP-DNA IEll: 7;'3: ’fﬁ :F % ﬁ *ﬁ R iﬂﬁ ) %ﬂ/‘ Figl MNase digestion concentration detection

ChIP-DNA #ric %%t LA B PO 04 39 e € 04 1 S 38 e 8 (A R A7 9 16 i A3 2% 58 AR B0 24 52 1 A 0 45 21 L 7
e R 1 A5 22 6L D™ 28 I B i OEE S B AR SR Qe R 065 )2 ChIP-DNA W ZEG(F 5, M 7E 4 7K
HoAts A & WA W 0915 5 B 50 W (B 2). BRI 3 B 3% ChIP-DNA 3 T 35411 FAR 109 45 22 k0 IX, 22
CENHS3 5 E45 5 (9 DNA FF41.

F350 O T B UE ChIP-DNA & 75 78 HAAR B A7 {5 5 LURE AR LS 91 AR | 75 52 78 FC A LA R o 4 A 9 AR
PRI AR BIVE T 2o 58 45 R, LA ARIC A9 ChIP-DNA 78 75 52 78 [C AR 1 42 3P g @ AR 5 22 011X, [t 3
AR E A A — 2 1 Ul 8 AR G 22 RE XU 77 A T PR S, MTAE S PR L A AR R 1Y 2615 5 (1 3).

23 BE4NEBEERINSBEESHLI N

Vg A R 1) SCPE R I S 65 SR AT I 5 A T DA A 5 TR 4 v oy 5 4 B 2 0 90 L T 7 AR B RHE 1 re-
peatexplorer 3 {FHEAT FE A B 270 8, 48 1 clusters & F 4,8 CENHS3 F1 Input 2048 H X 3] clusters
HILFFH), LA E W 4R 09 22 b B 52 e 91 Kl i R R A o i A5 B Y ) 81 54T PCR 97 39 IR AR i W IR B 1E &2
A IRAR b HEAT 9622 58 73 B (Bl 4 Rk 1) LS5 AR BN IR 18 220 X8R B 1T 2O0E S, HA MR &
AARXT RS B FISH {55 2 WA BIE S, Ul e ATT7E 5 R 20 A 7 o 19 L 491 341K
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(a) BRAAT IR 91 G € (b) ChIP-DNA %55 (c)a Fil b HEH

Bl 2 B0 IR AR Y e €adk ChIP-DNA FISH A&l

Fig.2 Chip-DNA FISH detection of mid chromosome of:G. thurberi

TR I A RE DNA (28521 ; (b) 75 S48 IO A 2270 8 rh 1 o 9 DNA [ 2858 1
SR A FE DNA (1 445K .
[l 3 ChIP-DNA 7EZN A/ A1) FISH 381k

Fig.3 FISH validation of Chip-DNA in different cotton species

(a) FliHbAsA 224
() TR L5

5 um 5 um

(a) ~ (e)CL179, CLY5. CLI85, CL23. CL186 5 ANELLJFHI4
(f) ~ (j)CL209, CLA2. CLA9. CL149. CL234 5 AN 5375145 WILE BEA0 ICAS B e & .

IE AT R R R 2% 22 1

Pl 4 AN Ji) F AP HUAE RASERATT DA b 1% A g DNA (1 5 B 242 1]
Fig.4 FISH detection of different repeats on the mid chromosome of G. thurberi
KT AR 2 b T A R A O AR B 3 2k G P A S Han'' 55 08 P 7 81 1T blast J7 47
FeXs, N Bkt 1 3 ANHRBR AP 41 ke dk — 20 23 Hr AR 81 CL179 Hl CL234 43 3 bR ic BT JF 76 Bl s A 1 F
17 FISH 43 #r (18 5 () FEL 5(b)) 45 R 8w , iX P> 8 52 7 5 7 il M A 9 AD e (0K T 10 35 22 8 DX Il R 7 4=
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FlRMBELETLRFINE

T AR T [ I 3 A4 7 7 S A 9 09 % G fA 1 R A T )
WA 22k 5 9 F DLEUE IOF AL 2 T A SEPI L R0 22 R0 X 55 A R B, CL9S X A 527 91 A8 56
DA K% il b A 38 2 e (5 1 1) 2 2200 DX S IR 23 5245 5 i 7 R 52
JCAR 5 (& 4b M Sc). iy b 3R AT 48 3% 5 52 0 31 2 B8 0 TR 4 5 /9 L 76 7Y

k.
ZEHRBELHNFEIEE
Tab.1 Centromere sequence identification of G. thurberi
wE T KB /bp HE 2]
F.CTGTCCATTCGGCTATCACA
CL179 667
R:AATCAGAATGGAAAGGCTATCG
CLo 1 290 F: TGAAAAAGAGCAAAAAGAGATTGA
'1.95 2¢
R: TGGAGATAAGTCAACCACATTGA
F.CGGTTCCGGTATTGCTAGTT
CL185 321
R:CATGAAAGTACTAGGAGCGTTGG
F:AAATGGAAATTCGGCCAAG
CL23 414
R: TCAAGATTCACTTTCTTGTTTTCAA
F:GCGTGAGTGTTAACATTTTCTTTC
CL186 2 863
R:CTTCGGATTTGGCTAATGCT
F.: TTCAATGAAGAACCGAAATTGA
CL209 553
R:ATGTGCATGCAGCTCATCT
F: TGTGGCCAATGAAAGTGTTC
CL42 1563
R:CGGAGCTTCAATTCCAAATC
F:AGGGCATGCAAATGACTTTC
CL49 1319
R: TTCAGCAAAAAGTCCTCTCTCT
F:GACCAGAAAAATTTGTGGCTAGTAA
CL149 2 145
R: TCATTCAAACTCAAAAGAGTGGA
F.: TATTTGGTTGGGCTTCCATC
CL234 1160
R: TTGTGAGCGAATTTGTGAGG
(a) CL179 ¥4} (b) CL234 ¥4} () CL95 #4%)
K5 ARG BT A REERE AR I g €4k B FISH 6k
Fig.5 FISH validation of different repeat sequences on the mid chromosome of G. hirsutum
3 %W i
ChIP J2 il 4F e 7E A JE I 41K P B 0F5E DNA RIS H B B4R T A 82T B, CENH3 12 EAZ A W 9 2

. R W S YR O A AR i FE L D

ol AR R I A 1) 3 22 R0 X S T A T B e
5 A4 8 Ak 1 72 P Bl AR AT
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Re# 2z kivh ik CENHS3 $UikiE4T ChIP 5246, I 20 M1 ol 45 2 25 22 ki D) ik DNA J 31 3 i 2% 05 v & %t 2 F
R HEAT T 8 L D) MR R B e 4 ChIP SEI0 A SRR T AR 9 45 A B AT 1 5 35 DL SRR A6 R AE , X 55
A RARFEAT ChIP, 5 & — A )86 B . DU T 8 2 dc (B U0 Wk B2, DA i 20 S 360 i 5k A1 28 R Rl 4 2 5% i)
it ) 1) F L PR R DR OS[BS L R 1 A 1 AR

W FISH #F— 25k 43 87 4% 19 ChIP-DNA J¥ 812 A1 [CAR & 22 K D) g [X 380 %) ChIP-DNA J3 %1 #£
FoA LA A FD 134T FISH K, 78 D JE AL DL R DUAS R D 4 T i % 22 B0 IXC#S ™ A A5 5 i e A 41 LA
KW AR A MRS . nTRER I E 2R P S fE b o i vp A AL D R A 0 RIIRPEAR IR, £ W £
5 A S ) AL A R TP A — AN 58 R 1 S R, 2 AR R 1 B 22 P S DR AR Ak (A R i AR T AR
Han %5 2 B 7E fl AR A F1 D W ALER RT WA 5 19 4 22000 8 52 )% 9 R U5 1 B 7 i e e 110 AR Ik S 36 kB
FAAI G 53 A0 & 3 7E ki WA v 8 2 2200098 Y6 A 5 2 AR R0 R 45 22k {5 5 252, (i BL T B A5 1 . X T
Gk AR S e JEF R AE SR AR AR S HEAT T YT RE . CLO5 76 0 [CAR ARG oA b 304 (555 th 8, 1
FE TR SRR AR IR MR BE5 b oo T AR S 12 5 5 ) 2 S ER AR R S A L7 WO 3% A 3 b 2ol
B ORAE T R L A R AT LA AR R DU A5 AR AR b 2 — $ LSR5

AL 1 Ak ATL ) 2 5 0 T 5 1 DA A 26 AH DL 75 2 T8 0F — 25 W F 5 A A0 5 X A A DA B LAt A ) o 22
LA A 58 AT — 22 ) i 25 3 S [ B, Ay S5 U8 DUl A5 R A B A A 40y 2 435 A ) T AR ASE 8 41 T S i
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Identification of centromere repeat sequence in Gossypium thurberi

Chen Ye'?,Liu Yuling®, Wei Yangyang®, Yang Taiyou',Peng Renhai'**

(1.College of Life Sciences, Henan Normal. University, Xinxiang 453007 , China;
2.CoL.Lege of Biol.ogy and Food Engineering, Anyang Institute of Technol.ogy, Anyang 455000, China)

Abstract : The centromere chromatin of cotton is mainly composed of repetitive sequences, including highly repetitive
centromere reverse transcriptional transposons and satellite repeats, etc. However, the evolutionary mechanism of the centro-
mere repeats is still unclear. To further understand the evolution of centromere repeats, chromatin immunoprecipitation (ChIP)
and metaphase chromosome fluorescence in situ hybridization (FISH) techniques were used to analyze the centromere sequences
of Gossypium thurberi (D1). The results showed that the corresponding ChIP-DNA sequences belong to the functional region
of centromere, and 10 relative abundant centromere repeats were found. FISH localization of metaphase chromosomes found
that in the A and D sub-genomes chromosomes of tetraploid upland cotton CLL179 and CL.234 appeared FISH signals, but in G.
arboreum of diploid A genome no signals were detected. Therefore, it could be inferred that some specific repeat sequences of
centromeres were amplified after the formation of tetraploid. Repeated sequence CL95 showed hybrid signals in centromere re-
gions of G. thurberi and part of upland cotton chromosomes., but no signals in centromere regions of G. raimondii G. arbore-
um » suggesting that the sequence was specific to G. thurberi and retained after tetraploid formation. The preliminary identifica-
tion of G. thurberi centromere sequence and its evolutionary process provides a basis for further study of the structure and func-
tion of cotton centromere. which is helpful to reveal the evolutionary mechanism of the repeated centromere sequence.

Keywords: Gossypium thurberi ; centromere repeat sequence; chromatin immunopr-recipitation; fluorescence in situ hy-

bridization
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