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Abstract

:

Field co-infection of multiple viruses results in considerable losses in the yield and quality of storage roots in sweet potato. However, little is known about the molecular mechanisms underlying developmental disorders of sweet potato subjected to co-infection by multiple viruses. Here, a comparative transcriptomic analysis was performed to reveal the transcriptional alterations in sweet potato plants infected (VCSP) and non-infected (VFSP) by Sweet potato mild mottle virus (SPFMV), Sweet potato virus Y (SPV2) and Sweet potato virus G (SPVG). A total of 1580 and 12,566 differentially expressed genes (DEGs) were identified in leaves and storage roots of VFSP and VCSP plants, respectively. In leaves, 707 upregulated and 773 downregulated genes were identified, whereas 5653 upregulated and 6913 downregulated genes were identified in storage roots. Gene Ontology (GO) classification and pathway enrichment analysis showed that the expression of genes involved in chloroplast and photosynthesis and brassinosteroid (BR) biosynthesis in leaves and the vitamin biosynthetic process in storage roots was inhibited by co-infection of three viruses: SPFMV, SPV2, and SPVG. This was likely closely related to better photosynthesis and higher contents of Vitamin C (Vc) in storage roots of VFSP than that of VCSP. While some genes involved in ribosome and secondary metabolite-related pathways in leaves and alanine, aspartate, and glutamate metabolism in storage roots displayed higher expression in VCSP than in VFSP. Quantitative real-time PCR analysis demonstrated that the expression patterns of 26 DEGs, including 16 upregulated genes and 10 downregulated genes were consistent with the RNA-seq data from VFSP and VCSP. Taken together, this study integrates the results of morphology, physiology, and comparative transcriptome analyses in leaves and storage roots of VCSP and VFSP to reveal transcriptional alterations in growth- and development-related genes, providing new insight into the molecular mechanisms underlying developmental disorders of sweet potato subjected to co-infection by multiple viruses.
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1. Introduction


Sweet potato (Ipomoea batatas. Lam), in the family Convolvulaceae, is a light-loving and short-day crop. The main producing areas of sweet potato in the world are located at 40 degrees north latitude. Asia has the largest area of cultivated sweet potato, followed by Africa, and North America is the third largest. China is the largest sweet potato-producing country in the world, with a total planting area of over 3 million hectares and an annual output of 0.72 billion tons [1]. After being infected by viruses, sweet potato gradually shows degeneration phenomena such as declines in yield and quality and loses its desirable characteristics. According to a survey in certain areas in China, including Shandong, Anhui, Beijing, Jiangsu, and other provinces, the yield loss of sweet potato caused by virus diseases can exceed 50%, resulting in an economic loss of approximately five hundred million dollars [2]. Therefore, the adverse effect of virus diseases on sweet potato production is of increasing concern.



Because sweet potato is mainly planted by cuttings, many viruses can spread through insects and sap, and the co-infection rate is high. For example, Sweet potato feather mottle virus (SPFMV), Sweet potato virus G and Sweet potato virus C belonging to Potato virus Y showed co-infection in the field [3]. The sweet potato virus disease (SPVD) caused by the synergistic infection of Sweet potato chlorosis dwarf virus (SPCDV) and SPFMV is a destructive disease of sweet potato [4,5], which can cause losses of 70%–100% [6]. Effects on yields caused by SPFMV or Sweet potato chlorotic stunt virus (SPCSV) alone were minor, but co-infection by two or more viruses caused 50% losses in yield [7]. In Uganda, mixed infections of four viruses, including Sweet potato chlorotic spot virus (SPCFV), SPCSV, SPFMV, and Sweet potato mottle mosaic virus (SPMMV), were found in wild species and cultivated sweet potato [8]. Jiang et al. [9] detected five viruses in 24 samples from Shandong Province, including 23 co-infection samples that were classified into 11 categories of infection. Based on the observation that the tip of the sweet potato stem often has little or no virus, virus-free sweet potato can be obtained via tissue culture technology, which can effectively restore the desirable characteristics of the varieties, improve the yield and quality of the storage roots, and prolong the shelf life of the varieties [10]. Virus-free meristems were grown into plants, which were kept under insect-proof conditions and away from other sweet potato material for distribution to farmers after another cycle of reproduction [7].



The physiological and biochemical mechanisms underlying the improved yield and quality of virus-free sweet potato storage roots, including increased net photosynthetic rate and chlorophyll content, higher activities of antioxidant enzymes (superoxide dismutase (SOD), peroxidase (POD), and catalase (CAT)) and reduced lipid peroxidation levels, have widely been reported [11,12,13]. However, the molecular mechanisms underlying the immune response of plants to the virus mainly involve vsiRNA. There are mainly two mechanisms of vsiRNA immunity to virus. vsiRNAs can be recruited by Argonaut (AGO )proteins and directly degrade virus RNA through post-transcriptional gene silencing (PTGS) [14]. vsiRNAs can also bind to AGO proteins and act on virus DNA and silence virus genes by enhancing the methylation of DNA [15,16].



Transcriptomics is a powerful tool for discovering differentially expressed genes and has been widely applied in many crop species [17]. Recently, transcriptome sequencing analysis has been performed in purple sweet potato [18] and a sweet potato progenitor [19]. However, little is known about differential alterations in transcriptome profiles between sweet potato plants infected (VCSP) and non-infected (VFSP). Here, a comparative transcriptomic analysis was performed to reveal the significantly upregulated and downregulated genes. Gene Ontology (GO) classification of the proteins encoded by these genes was used to analyze their cellular locations, molecular functions, and biological processes. A pathway analysis was performed to reveal the biological pathways involving these genes. This study may provide new insight into the transcriptional alterations in VFSP and VCSP.




2. Results


2.1. Phenotypes and Growth Indexes of VCSP and VFSP


To identify phenotypes of VCSP and VFSP, we first performed the detection of viruses in their leaves and storage roots using Q-PCR. The results showed that three viruses, including SPFMV, SPV2, and SPVG, were found in VCSP leaves and storage roots but not in VFSP leaves and storage roots (Figure 1C). VCSP leaves exhibited a small chlorotic and mosaic phenotype, whereas VFSP leaves displayed a normal green phenotype (Figure 1A). Interestingly, fluorescence imaging analysis showed that VFSP leaves exhibited strong blue fluorescence, whereas VCSP leaves displayed inhomogeneous fluorescence with photobleaching (Figure 1B). The values of leaf length (LL), leaf width (LW), and Fv/Fm, in VFSP leaves were significantly higher than those in VCSP leaves (Figure 1D,F). Similarly, the contents of total chlorophyll, chlorophyll a, and chlorophyll b were significantly higher in VFSP than in VCSP (Figure 1E). In addition, the yield and contents of Vc and beta-carotene of storage roots in VFSP were significantly higher than those in VCSP (Figure 2B–D), whereas the content of starch in storage roots was lower in VFSP than in VCSP (Figure 2A).




2.2. Gene Expression Profiles of Leaves and Storage Roots in VCSP and VFSP


To understand the molecular mechanisms underlying developmental disorders of sweet potato subjected to co-infection by multiple viruses, comparative transcriptomic analysis was performed to discover differentially expressed genes in leaves and storage roots of VFSP and VCSP. As shown in Figure 3, a total of 1580 and 12,566 DEGs were identified in leaves and storage roots, respectively. Interestingly, in both leaves and storage roots, the number of downregulated genes was higher than that of upregulated genes. In leaves, 707 upregulated and 773 downregulated genes were identified, whereas 5653 upregulated and 6913 downregulated genes were identified in storage roots.




2.3. GO Classification of Differential Expression Genes


To find out the correlation between phenotypic differences and gene expression, we then performed a GO classification of 707 and 5653 upregulated genes in leaves and storage roots, respectively. The results showed that the proteins encoded by these genes in leaves were significantly assigned to 52 cellular components (Table S1). Of these, the top five cellular components were photosystem (GO:0009521), photosystem I (GO:0009522), chloroplast thylakoid (GO:0009534), thylakoid (GO:0009579), and plastid thylakoid (GO:0031976) (Figure 4A), which was closely associated with chloroplast. Subsequently, proteins encoded by the upregulated genes were classified into 39 functional categories (Table S1). The top five categories were chlorophyll binding (GO:0016168), tetrapyrrole binding (GO:0046906), carbon-oxygen lyase activity acting on polysaccharides (GO:0016837), pectate lyase activity (GO:0030570), and catalytic activity (GO:0003824) (Figure 4A). Finally, these categories were considered to be mainly involved in 92 biological processes (Table S1). Of these processes, the top five were photosynthesis (GO:0015979), protein–chromophore linkage (GO:0018298), carbohydrate biosynthetic process (GO:0016051), single-organism carbohydrate metabolic process (GO:0044723), and polysaccharide biosynthetic process (GO:0000271) (Figure 4A). These processes were closely related to photosynthesis, which was consistent with the result of phenotypic differences in leaf color, chlorophyll content, and fluorescence characteristics between VFSP and VCSP.



Similarly, we performed a GO classification of 5653 upregulated genes in storage roots and discovered that the proteins encoded by these genes were significantly assigned to three cellular components (Table S2), including anchored component of membrane (GO:0031225), nucleolus (GO:0005730), and endoplasmic reticulum lumen (GO:0005788) (Figure 4B). Next, proteins encoded by the upregulated genes were classified into 12 functional categories (Table S2), Of these, the top five functional categories were four iron, four sulfur cluster binding (GO:0051539), oxidoreductase activity acting on other nitrogenous compounds as donors (GO:0016661), iron–sulfur cluster binding (GO:0051536), metal cluster binding (GO:0051540) and xyloglucan:xyloglucosyl transferase activity (GO:0016762) (Figure 4B). Finally, these proteins were assigned to be involved in 56 biological processes (Table S2). Of them, the top three biological processes were sulfur compound metabolic process (GO:0006790), sulfur compound biosynthetic process (GO:0044272), and organonitrogen compound biosynthetic process (GO:1901566) (Figure 4B). Interestingly, there were three genes assigned to be involved in vitamin biosynthetic process, which might be responsible for that VFSP had higher content of vitamin C than VCSP.



We also carried out a GO classification of 773 and 6913 downregulated genes in leaves and storage roots, respectively. The results indicated that the proteins encoded by these genes in leaves were significantly assigned to 27 cellular components (Table S3). Of these components, the top five were ribosome (GO:0005840), intracellular ribonucleoprotein complex (GO:0030529), ribonucleoprotein complex (GO:1990904), mitochondrial part (GO:0044429), and mitochondrial envelope (GO:0005740) (Figure 4C). Next, proteins encoded by the downregulated genes were classified into 25 functional categories (Table S3). Of these categories, the top five were chitin binding (GO:0008061), chitinase activity (GO:0004568), threonine-type endopeptidase activity (GO:0004298), threonine-type peptidase activity (GO:0070003), and ammonia-lyase activity (GO:0016841) (Figure 4C). Finally, they were assigned to be involved in 155 biological processes (Table S3). Of these processes, the top five were regulation of RNA metabolic process (GO:0051252), regulation of transcription, DNA-templated (GO:0006355), regulation of nucleic acid-templated transcription (GO:1903506), regulation of RNA biosynthetic process (GO:2001141) and transcription (Figure 5). Similarly, proteins encoded by these genes in storage roots were significantly assigned to one cell component, extracellular region (GO: 0005576) (Figure 4D). Secondly, proteins encoded by the down-regulated genes were classified into 23 functional categories (Table S4). Of these categories, the top five were hydrolase activity, hydrolyzing O-glycosyl compounds (GO:0004553), aldo-keto reductase (NADP) activity (GO:0004033), hydrolase activity, acting on glycosyl bonds (GO:0016798), glutamate-ammonia ligase activity (GO:0004356) and ammonia ligase activity (GO:0016211) (Figure 4D). At last, they were assigned to be involved in 39 biological processes (Table S4). Of these processes, the top five were polysaccharide catabolic process (GO:0000272), pectin catabolic process (GO:0045490), macromolecule catabolic process (GO:0009057), nitrogen fixation (GO:0009399), and beta-glucan catabolic process (GO:0051275) (Figure 4D).




2.4. Pathway Analysis of Differentially Expressed Genes


To determine the involvement of these differentially expressed genes in leaves and storage roots, we performed a pathway analysis to identify the potential target genes. The upregulated genes in leaves were identified to be involved in 10 distinct metabolic pathways. Of them, the top five were photosynthesis—antenna proteins (ko00196), photosynthesis (ko00195), porphyrin and chlorophyll metabolism (ko00860), carbon fixation in photosynthetic organisms (ko00710), and nitrogen metabolism (ko00910) (Figure 6A, Table S5). Similarly, the upregulated genes in storage roots were identified to be involved in 19 distinct metabolic pathways. Of them, the top five were linoleic acid metabolism (ko00591), thiamine metabolism (ko00730), monobactam biosynthesis (ko00261), selenocompound metabolism (ko00450), and sulfur metabolism (ko00920) (Figure 6B, Table S6).



The downregulated genes in leaves were identified to be involved in 15 distinct metabolic pathways. Of them, the top five pathways were ribosome (ko03010), flavonoid biosynthesis (ko00941), phenylalanine metabolism (ko00360), stilbenoid, diarylheptanoid and gingerol biosynthesis (ko00945), and biosynthesis of amino acids (ko01230) (Figure 6C, Table S7). Similarly, the downregulated genes in storage roots were identified to be involved in 19 distinct metabolic pathways. The top five pathways were alanine, aspartate and glutamate metabolism (ko00250); monoterpenoid biosynthesis (ko00902); galactose metabolism (ko00052); GABAergic synapse (ko04727); and two-component system (ko02020) (Figure 6D, Table S8).




2.5. Validation of differentially expressed candidate genes


To validate the Illumina sequencing data and the expression patterns of the DEGs revealed by RNA-Seq, qRT-PCR was performed to examine the expression patterns of 26 DEGs, including 16 upregulated genes and 10 downregulated genes (Figure 4). qRT-PCR results showed that 10 genes in leaves and 6 genes in storage roots involved in photosynthesis in VFSP showed higher abundance than those in VCSP: antenna proteins, photosynthesis, porphyrin and chlorophyll metabolism, carbon fixation in photosynthetic organisms, steroid biosynthesis, linoleic acid metabolism, thiamine metabolism and monobactam biosynthesis, including (Figure 5A,C). Furthermore, 4 genes in leaves and 6 genes in storage roots in VFSP showed lower abundance than those in VCSP, including genes involved in the ribosome, flavonoid biosynthesis, alanine, aspartate and glutamate metabolism, monoterpenoid biosynthesis and galactose metabolism (Figure 5B,D), which was consistent with the RNA-seq data from VFSP and VCSP.





3. Discussion


Field co-infection of multiple viruses in sweet potato is a common phenomenon worldwide, which has resulted in the great losses of the yield and quality of storage roots in sweet potato [6,7,8]. Here, VCSP leaves and storage roots was examined through Q-PCR analysis with primers of five viruses including SPFMW, SPV2, SPVG, SPCSV and SPVC. Most of VCSP plants were co-infected by three viruses including SPFMW, SPV2 and SPVG, and the other two viruses were not found in all virus-checked VCSP plants, whereas no virus was detected in virus-checked VFSP plants. In VCSP plants, the typical phenotypes with small chlorotic and mosaic leaves were observed and the yield and quality of storage roots were dramatically reduced. As we expected, photosynthetic characteristics including the chlorophyll content and maximal photochemical efficiency (Fv/Fm) of leaves in VCSP were significantly lower than that in VFSP, indicating that the photosystem of VCSP leaves was obviously impaired by the virus infection, leading to reduced photosynthesis and yield in VCSP. To explain the differences between VCSP and VFSP at the molecular level, comparative transcriptome analysis was performed. Interestingly, the number of upregulated genes in storage roots was much higher than that in leaves. We speculate that storage roots may be in an important stage of reserve substance synthesis, while these viruses may also play a role in reduced the expression of a large number of related genes to reserve substance synthesis in VCSP just at this time. This is partially confirmed by the results of subsequent GO and Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) analysis. GO classification and KEGG pathway analysis showed that the majority of proteins encoded by upregulated genes in VFSP leaves were localized in chloroplast and its structural components, including photosystem I, photosystem II, thylakoid and stroma, and involved in multiple biological processes associated with photosynthesis and porphyrin and chlorophyll metabolism. Obviously, expression of these chloroplast and photosynthesis genes is initially inhibited by co-infection with three viruses. In addition, we also found that genes involved in carbon fixation and nitrogen metabolism in VFSP plants were shown commonly upregulated expression pattern. It has been reported that carbon (C) and N metabolism are tightly coordinated in the fundamental processes that permit plant growth, for example photosynthesis and N uptake [20,21,22,23]. Therefore, we believe that expression of some genes involved in photosynthesis, carbon fixation, and nitrogen metabolism is negatively regulated by co-infection with three viruses, resulting in decreased growth and development of VCSP plants.



Similarly, certain upregulated genes involved in water-soluble vitamin metabolic process, particularly the water-soluble vitamin biosynthetic process in storage roots in VFSP, were found. Indeed, storage roots in VFSP showed a higher content of Vc than those in VCSP. Therefore, we speculate that an enhanced water-soluble vitamin biosynthetic process may be responsible for the higher accumulated contents of Vc in storage roots of VFSP. Conversely, co-infection of multiple viruses reduced the expression of genes involved in water-soluble vitamin biosynthetic process, which may be responsible for the higher accumulated contents of Vc in storage roots of VCSP. In addition, we found that there were two genes involved in other vitamin synthetic processes including thiamine biosynthetic process and thiamine-containing compound biosynthetic process. Therefore, we speculate that these viruses not only reduce Vc synthesis, but also may adversely affect the synthesis of other vitamins in VCSP storage roots.



We found that 10 upregulated genes in VFSP leaves were involved in steroid biosynthesis. Of these, five genes, including CAS1 (K01853), SMO1 (K14423), HYD1 (K01824), SMO2 (K14424), and STE1 (K00227), are involved in brassinosteroid (BR) biosynthesis. In storage roots, there is one gene involved in brassinosteroid (BR) biosynthesis. BRs play an essential role in diverse developmental programs, including cell expansion, vascular differentiation, etiolation, and reproductive development [24]. It has been demonstrated that BRs can induce resistance of tobacco, and rice to bacterial, fungal, and viral pathogens [25,26]. Recent evidence showed that Cucumber mosaic virus (CMV) resistance was positively regulated by BR levels, and BR signaling was required for this BR-induced CMV tolerance [27]. Furthermore, BR treatment alleviated photosystem damage, improved antioxidant enzyme activity and induced defense-associated gene expression under CMV stress in Arabidopsis [27]. Interestingly, although the combination of MeJA and BL treatment resulted in a significant reduction in Rice black-streaked dwarf virus (RBSDV) infection compared with a single BL treatment, MeJA application efficiently suppressed the expression of BR pathway genes, and this inhibition depended on the JA coreceptor OsCOI1, indicating that JA-mediated defense can suppress the BR-mediated susceptibility to RBSDV infection [26]. We speculate that BR biosynthesis in leaves of sweet potato may be adversely affected by co-infection with these viruses. In other words, BR biosynthesis may negatively be regulated by co-infection with these viruses, resulting in reduced growth and development of VCSP plants.




4. Materials and Methods


4.1. Plant Materials and Growth Conditions


Seedlings of sweet potato plants infected (VCSP) and non-infected (VFSP) with SPFMV, SPV2, and SPVG from the variety ‘Zheshu 6025′ were supplied by Hangzhou Academy of Agricultural Sciences (Hangzhou, Zhejiang Province, China). Two hundred of candidate VFSP seedlings were obtained through virus elimination by tissue culture of growth points of VCSP seedlings. Forty-eight non-infected seedlings were obtained through Q-PCR analysis of candidate VFSP seedlings with primers of five viruses including SPFMW, SPV2, SPVG, SPCSV and SPVC. Most of VCSP seedlings were co-infected with three viruses including SPFMW, SPV2 and SPVG, while these viruses were not found in all VCSP seedlings. Seedlings of VCSP and VFSP were planted in different pots in the same shed in mid-March. Before collection, each plant was detected by Q-PCR to ensure the sample consistency. Sweet potato storage roots were harvested at 150 d. The FW of VCSP and VFSP storage roots in three plots was calculated. The yield of each plot was calculated.




4.2. Measurement of Leaf Length (LL) and Width (LW)


The lengths and widths of 10 leaves from four replicates of VCSP and VFSP plants were measured. The standard errors (SE) of mean LL or LW were calculated.




4.3. Determination of Chlorophyll Contents


The contents of chlorophyll a and chlorophyll b were directly measured from the crude chlorophyll extracts of sweet potato leaves. A total of 0.2 g leaf tissues was homogenized in ethanol at 4 °C as described by Porra et al. [28]. The homogenates were centrifuged, and their fluorescence at 662, 645 and 470 nm was measured with an ultraviolet visible optical spectrometer UV2550 (manufactured by SHIMADZU Corporation, Kyoto, Japan).




4.4. Assay of Maximal Photochemical Efficiency (Fv/Fm)


Chlorophyll fluorescence was determined with a chlorophyll fluorescence imaging system (IMAGING PAM; Heinz Walz, Effeltrich, Germany). To measure the maximal quantum efficiency of PSII (Fv/Fm), sweet potato leaves were dark-adapted for 30 min. The measured light intensity for normal light and saturating light was 1 and 10, respectively. Fv/Fm was also measured with an FMS-2 pulse amplitude fluorimeter (Hansatech Instruments Ltd., Kings Lynn, Norfolk, UK). Minimal fluorescence (Fo) was measured under a weak pulse of modulating light over a 0.8-s period, and maximal fluorescence (Fm) was obtained after a saturating pulse of 0.7 s at 8000 μmol m −2 s −1.




4.5. Assay of Starch Content


Two to 5 g of the finely ground sample was weighed and filtered through 40 mesh or finer into in a funnel with slow filter paper. The fat in the sample was washed five times with 50 mL of petroleum ether, after which the petroleum ether was discarded. The residue was washed many times with 150 mL of ethanol (85% to volume ratio) to remove soluble sugars. The ethanol solution was drained, the residue in the funnel was rinsed with 100 mL of water, and the solution was transferred to a 250 mL cone bottle. Thirty milliliters of hydrochloric acid (1 + 1) was added, and a condensing tube was connected, after which the solution was held for 2 h in a boiling water bath. After the reflux was finished, the solution was immediately cooled. When the hydrolysate of the sample was cooled, 2 drops of methyl red indicator were added. First, sodium hydroxide solution (400 g/L) turned yellow and then hydrochloric acid (1 + 1) was added to the sample. The hydrolysate turned red. Then, 20 mL of lead acetate solution (200 g/L) was added and the solution was shaken well for 10 min. Twenty milliliters of sodium sulfate solution (100 g/L) was added to remove excessive lead. The solution and residue were shaken and added to a 500 mL volumetric flask, and the conical flask was washed with water. The solution was incorporated into the volumetric flask and diluted with water to scale. Twenty milliliters of the filtrate was retained for determination. A total of 5 mL of alkaline tartaric acid copper solution and 5 mL of alkaline tartaric acid copper solution were collected and placed in 150 mL cone bottles. Ten milliliters of water and two beads of glass beads were added, and 9 mL of a glucose standard solution from the burette was added. The control was heated to boiling and kept boiling for 2 min. The glucose was added continuously at a rate of one drop every two seconds until the blue solution faded. The total volume of the glucose standard solution was recorded, and three replicates were performed at the same time, and the average value was taken. The copper solution of each 10 mL (A and B 5 mL) of alkaline tartaric acid was equivalent to the mass of m1 (mg) of glucose.




4.6. HPLC Analysis of Vitamin C


Sweet potato storage roots (10–20 g) were homogenized with the same extraction solution (20 g/L HPO3) for 30 min. Mixture supernatants were then recovered by filtration and constituted the raw extracts. After the reduction of raw extracts, vitamin C was quantified by HPLC (Waters system) using an isocratic gradient equipped with a reversed-phase C 18 column (Waters, Spherisorb ODS 2) (5 µm packing) (250 × 4.6 mm id). Ascorbic acid was eluted under the following conditions: injected volume 20 µL; oven temperature 20 °C; mobile phase, A: 6.8 g/L KH2PO4 + 0.91 g/L HTAB (hexadecyl trimethyl ammonium bromide); B: 100% MeOH; solvent mixture: A/B (98/2) (v/v). The flow rate was 0.7 mL min−1, and the total elution time was 10 min. Detection was performed with an III-1311 Milton Roy fluorimeter (Ivyland, PA, USA) with a wavelength of 245 nm. Quantification was carried out by external calibration with ascorbic acid. The calibration curve was set from 0.5 to 50 µg/mL ascorbic acid.




4.7. Assay of Total Beta-Carotene


Sweet potato storage roots (1–5 g) were homogenized with 75 mL of the extraction solution (13.3 g/L ascorbic acid and ethanol), and the mixture was shaken at 60 °C for 30 min. Mixture supernatants were then recovered by filtration and constituted the raw extracts. After the saponification and extraction of raw extracts, beta-carotene was quantified by HPLC (Waters system) using an isocratic gradient equipped with a reversed-phase C30 column (Waters, Spherisorb ODS 2) (5 µm packing) (150 × 4.6 mm id). Beta-carotene was eluted under the following conditions: injected volume 20 µL; oven temperature 30 °C; mobile phase, A: MeOH, ACN, H2O (73.5/24.5/2, v/v/v); B: 100% MTBE (methyl tertbutyl ether). The flow rate was 1.0 mL·min−1, and the total elution time was 10 min. Detection was performed with an III-1311 Milton Roy fluorimeter (Ivyland, PA, USA) with a wavelength of 450 nm. Quantification was carried out by external calibration with beta-carotene. The calibration curve was set from 0.5 to 10 µg/mL beta-carotene.




4.8. RNA Sequencing and Data Analysis


Sweet potato leaves and storage roots from ten plants were pooled as an independent experimental replicate. Three independent experimental replicates were used for transcriptomic analysis. Total leaf RNA was isolated from sweet potato leaves and storage roots using TRIzol reagent (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA) according to the manufacturer′s protocols, dissolved in RNase-free water and then used to construct the transcriptome sequence library using the NEBNext Ultra RNA Library Prep Kits for Illumina (NEB, Ipswich, MA, USA) following the manufacturer′s instructions. Index codes were added to attribute sequences to each sample. Finally, 125 bp paired-end reads were generated using Illumina HiSeq 2500 (Novogene, Beijing, China). Clean reads were obtained by removing the reads containing adapter or poly-N and the low-quality reads from raw data. The reads were aligned to the genome using the TopHat (2.0.9) software. To measure gene expression level, the total number of reads per kilobase per million reads (RPKM) of each gene was calculated based on the length of this gene and the counts of reads mapped to this gene. RPKM values were calculated based on all the uniquely mapped reads. The genes with RPKM ranging from 0 to 3 were considered at a low expression level, the genes with RPKM ranging from 3 to 15 at a medium expression level, and the genes with RPKM above 15 at a high expression level. Differential expression analysis was conducted using the DESeq R package (1.10.1). The resulting p values were adjusted using Benjamini and Hochberg’s approach for controlling the false discovery rate. Genes with an adjusted p value <0.05 identified by DESeq were assigned as differentially expressed. GO annotation was performed using the Blast2GO software (GO association was performed by a BLASTX against the NCBI NR database). GO enrichment analysis of differentially expressed genes was then performed with the BiNGO plugin for Cytoscape. Over-presented GO terms were identified using a hypergeometric test with the significance threshold of 0.05 after the Benjamini and Hochberg FDR correction. KEGG enrichment analysis of differentially expressed genes was performed using the KOBAS (2.0) [29] software.




4.9. Verification of RNA-Seq Data by Quantitative Real-Time PCR (qRT-PCR)


To test the reliability of RNA-seq data (Table S7), a set of the top ten upregulated genes in three replicates was selected for qRT-PCR. Specific primers were designed with the Primer Express software (Applied Biosystems, Foster City, CA, USA) and synthesized by Sangon (Shanghai, China). cDNA was synthesized from 1 μg of total RNA using the PrimeScript RT reagent Kit (Takara, Dalian, China). Real-time RT-PCR was performed on the ABI 7500 Real-Time PCR System (Applied Biosystems) using the 2× SYBR green PCR master mix (Applied Biosystems). HongSu ARF (Genbank No. JX177359.1) was used as an internal standard. Three independent experimental replicates were analyzed for each sample, and data are indicated as the mean ± SE (n = 3). Twenty-nine pairs of primers were designed for specific transcript amplification of 3 virus genes and 26 differentially expressed genes (Table S8).




4.10. Statistical Analysis


Three independent experimental replicates were analyzed for each treatment, and data are indicated as the mean ± SE (n = 3). Analyses of variance (ANOVA) were conducted by Duncan’s multiple range test. Before analysis of variance, percentages were transformed according to y = arcsin[sqr(x/100)]. All data were analyzed according to a factorial model and replicates as random effects. Means were compared among treatments by LSD (least significant difference) at 0.05 confidence level.





5. Conclusions


This study integrates the results of morphology, physiology, and comparative transcriptome analysis of the leaves and storage roots of VCSP and VFSP to address the differences in their underlying molecular mechanisms. Co-infection with three viruses, including SPFMV, SPV2, and SPVG, significantly reduces the expression of many genes involved in photosynthesis and photosynthesis-related pathways in VCSP, which adversely affects the development and growth of sweet potato through these pathways, resulting in a decrease in the yield and quality of storage roots in VCSP. Therefore, our findings provide new insight into transcriptional alterations in certain genes involved in photosynthesis, porphyrin, and chlorophyll metabolism, vitamin biosynthetic processes, BR biosynthesis, carbon fixation, and nitrogen metabolism in VCSP and VFSP, which helps to reveal the underlying molecular mechanism of developmental disorders of sweet potato subjected to co-infection by multiple viruses.
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	AGO
	argonaut



	BL
	brassinolide



	BRs
	brassinosteroids



	CAT
	catalase



	CKs
	cytokinins



	DEGs
	differentially expressed genes



	GO
	Gene Ontology



	JA
	jasmonic acid



	KEGG
	Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes



	POD
	peroxidase



	RBSDV
	rice black-streaked dwarf virus



	RPKM
	reads per kilobase per million reads



	qRT-PCR
	quantitative real-time PCR



	SPCDV
	Sweet potato chlorosis dwarf virus



	SPCFV
	Sweet potato chlorotic fleck virus



	SPCSV
	Sweet potato chlorotic stunt virus



	SPFMV
	Sweet potato feathery mottle virus



	SPMMV
	Sweet potato mild mottle virus



	SPV2
	Sweet potato virus Y



	SPVD
	Sweet potato virus disease



	SPVG
	Sweet potato virus G



	SOD
	superoxide dismutase



	TMV
	Tobacco mosaic virus



	VCSP
	sweet potato plants infected with SPFMV, SPV2, and SPVG



	VFSP
	sweet potato plants non-infected with SPFMV, SPV2, and SPVG
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Figure 1. Phenotypes and growth indexes of sweet potato plants infected (VCSP) and non-infected (VFSP) leaves. (A) Phenotypes of VCSP and VFSP leaves. (B) Fluorescence images of VCSP and VFSP leaves. (C) Three virus genes were not detected in leaf and tuber of sweet potato. (D) Length and width of VCSP and VFSP leaves. (E) Content of chlorophyll a, b, and total chlorophyll. (F) Fv/Fm of VCSP and VFSP leaves. Three independent experimental replicates were analyzed for each treatment, and data are indicated as the mean ± SE (n = 3). Independent t-test was performed to check difference between VFSP and VCSP (** p < 0.01; * p < 0.05). 
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Figure 2. Comparison of yield and quality of VCSP and VFSP storage roots. (A) Content of starch. (B) Content of beta-carotene. (C) Content of vitamin C. (D) Yield of plot. Three independent experimental replicates were analyzed for each treatment, and data are indicated as the mean ± SE (n = 3). Independent t-test was performed to check difference between VFSP and VCSP (** p < 0.01; * p < 0.05). 
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Figure 3. Gene expression profile of leaves and storage roots in VCSP and VFSP. 
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Figure 4. Gene Ontology (GO) classification of differentially expressed genes (DEGs) identified. GO classification of differentially up-regulated genes of VFSP/VCSP (A) leaves and (B) storage roots. GO classification of differentially down-regulated genes of VFSP/VCSP (C) leaves and (D) storage roots. 
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Figure 5. Validation of differentially expressed candidate genes. A,B: qRT-PCR analysis of ten upregulated genes (A) and four downregulated genes (B) in VFSP and VCSP leaves. C,D: qRT-PCR analysis of six upregulated genes (C) and six downregulated genes (D) in VFSP and VCSP storage roots. Three independent experimental replicates were analyzed for each sample, and data are indicated as the mean ± SD (n = 3). Independent t-test was performed to check difference between VFSP and VCSP (p < 0.05 or p < 0.01). All differentially expressed genes displayed significant differences between VFSP and VCSP at 0.05 confidence level. 
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Figure 6. Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) Pathway enrichment analysis of DEGs identified. KEGG Pathway enrichment analysis based on the differentially up-regulated genes between VFSP and VCSP (A) leaves and (B) storage roots. KEGG Pathway enrichment analysis based on the differentially down-regulated genes between VFSP and VCSP (C) leaves and (D) storage roots. 






Figure 6. Kyoto Encyclopedia of Genes and Genomes (KEGG) Pathway enrichment analysis of DEGs identified. KEGG Pathway enrichment analysis based on the differentially up-regulated genes between VFSP and VCSP (A) leaves and (B) storage roots. KEGG Pathway enrichment analysis based on the differentially down-regulated genes between VFSP and VCSP (C) leaves and (D) storage roots.



[image: Ijms 20 01012 g006a][image: Ijms 20 01012 g006b][image: Ijms 20 01012 g006c][image: Ijms 20 01012 g006d]








© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).






media/file8.jpg
Gena Functon Ciassicaton (GO)






media/file18.png
PathwayName

Various types of N-glycan biosynthesis - @
Ubiquitin mediated proteolysis - .

T cell receptor signaling pathway - &
Steroid biosynthesis - &
Starch and sucrose metabolism - .
Regulation of actin cytoskeleton- @
Porphyrin and chlorophyll metabolism - &
Photosynthesis — antenna proteins - .
Photosynthesis - ® GeneNum
Phosphonate and phosphinate metabolism - ® ® 0
Pentose phosphate pathway - & . 20
Ovarian steroidogenesis = °
Other glycan degradation - o . =
Oocyte meiosis- @ . 0
Nitrogen metabolism - @
N-Glycan biosynthesis - el Pvalue
Long-term potentiation - @ Hele
Glyoxylate and dicarboxylate metabolism - & 0.09
Glycosphingolipid biosynthesis — globo series - o 0.06
Glycosphingolipid biosynthesis — ganglio series - 2
Glutathione metabolism=- @ 0.03
Diterpenoid biosynthesis - @
Circadian rhythm - &

Cell cycle — yeast- @
Carbon metabolism - .

Carbon fixation in photosynthetic organisms - .
Base excision repair - @
Ascorbate and aldarate metabolism - &

Amino sugar and nucleotide sugar metabolism - .
ABC transporters - ®

0.25 0.50 0.75
richFactor





media/file13.png
>

© o = = N
s 0 N O O

Relative expression level

O
o

O

—
F <N

-
N

1.0

O
N

elative expression level

X 0.2

0.0:

- (523362
= (11966
== (10803
w= G5733

we G21268
= (514549
== (14505
w= (23115
w (534812
we G20348

VFSP VCSP

wm (52984 == (G43630
e (523858
m= (533925
== (8518
we GO518

VFSP

VCSP

O - - N g
w (=) o (= (4]

Relative expression level

o
©

O

8

Relative expression level

2 8

m= (5606
w= (536166
w= (528034
e G37782

VFSP VCSP

2 %

w= (510497
w= (544676
e G27213
== (538822
= (20899
we (526285

VFSP

VCSP





media/file12.jpg
A 20 B 25
- G23362 - G5606
3 —G11%6 | 3 |= G616
316 -—G10803 | 320] == G28034
s - G5733 g | e
H - G21268
g1 - Gidsdg [ §15
-3 G14505 s
Sos G23115 [ 310
2 - Gagi2| ¢
2 - G2A 2
S04 G24B| 205
o« @
00 00
VFSP  VCSP VFSP  VCSP
C D g
—G2984 == G43630 - G10497
512 - G23858 | 5 | == G44676
2 - G33025 [ 2 80| — G27213
210 - G8518 2 | = G38822
§ - G9518 § go| = G20899
308 8" | = c26285
e H
g
Zos g
2 2
i 04 E
€02 3
00 o
vCSP VFSP VCSP






media/file9.png
Gene Function Classifcation (GO)

=~ 527

— 52

souab jo Jaquinp

5
0

Hlug
IS,
iy, 0}
m%%go.a“uq
Fyg
=1 Uy
EQS@ Uy b_.n_..\ Byg;
24 Prg ]
Mmms @Ev“wxs 158y
POy, 1y AS010,., o
b..o«m " \@w b_‘._.wmu.Q
Lig Bt 4

100 —

10 —

seusf Jo Jusdlad

Cellular Component

Molecular Function

Biological Process





media/file14.jpg
PathwayName

Varous pos of N-obeanbosyrvesis @
JreSSOm———y
[ ————— .
Soogvonress- @
Sarch andsuroe meaboin- @)
Pi———

Py s crarpn meaigisn- @
Protosyrinesi - antenna proteins - °
m——— . o
Prcsphonto andphosohinate ol - . =i
Pentose phosphate patway - @ o
[S— L <
Oorgheandepadaion-~ ®
Oocyte moss- @ @
Niogen mtsotan - 0
N-Gycanbosyess- @ Pualue
Long~term potentiation - . .
Gyt s dcaoyito maoian- @ oo
Gieosphngoiod bosyiess - oo ers - . i~
Gyeospigoipabosyines - ango eres - s
Guattiono metabolsn - @ L
[ ———
Crcaganmypn- @

Cotcyo - ®
Gaton motaboisn- @)

Garbon faton n protosyrivetc organisms - @
Baso oxcisonropai @
Ascorbato and aldarate motabolism -~ ®
Amind sugar and nucieotde sugar metabolsm- @)
ABC vansportors- @
025 050 o5

richFaclor





media/file7.jpg
T
,/y/,,%ﬁf// @’;{,/,/W /
L7
/

//
LI
////l//





media/file10.png
Gene Function Classifcation (GO)

= e

sauab jo Jaquiny

100 —

saueb Jo jusoiag

Cellular Component

x
Molecular Function

vrmr.gm.
By, iz ty
gy,

—
| Process

gica

7]
’ L
Biolo

ka. o
Ore

Gene Function Classifcation (GO)

=~ 875

— 97

seuab jo Jaquinp

9
0

100 —

10

sauaf jo Jusdiad

mmm.u. ...
Yoryg Pling
oy, 08t Mc\_‘m.oﬁ Yurop,
Ha) A ey T Ug
S5 tumemt ..@Qsmew uoécocm
0y I~py B,
CO.QQ _...v..c@ "
Hq) W
T
Hog,
S8, %4 1o ,‘QEQ.T 4o oy,
@G@UQ&Q U‘.\_ QOW Qﬂ@@k&@.@h__ﬂm _U__@. m._td&.m.___
g o, 9y, yohony,
m.m_woo u..___‘.oo by Fle]
U o By, 10q Yoy
%wo@o.n_.qmc._eas Py oo Gy, e,
885, 2 Ug,, 1S0Uq o 4 Uop, ' “Elug
20 4, 8 e o-.,
u_..bﬁ.u.o‘ﬁ__ \30@\08 \D@.&.‘_ OMM.QO
sy C10g, %ron,
S.._.m n.C.O
1y,

.\wQ@
_.OEO .._oms
e} I

2 Jig 40 e

U,

5 0 hmo 040, L@cmmu
By o Yo, Oeyma HEINE.. TEING,
Bloy, iy \%qw g 0y

Cellular Component

Molecular Function

Biological Process





media/file5.png
8000+

6000+

4000+

Number of DEGs

wm Up

VFSP vs VCSP
Leaf

6913

VFSP vs VCSP
Storage root





media/file19.png
PathwayName

Tyrosine metabolism=- @
Tropane, piperidine and pyridine alkaloid biosynthesis - o
Toluene degradation =
TNF signaling pathway = °
Thyroid hormone synthesis - O
Thiamine metabolism - ¢
Sulfur metabolism = @
Sesquiterpenoid and triterpenoid biosynthesis - o
Selenocompound metabolism - o
Ribosome biogenesis in eukaryotes = .
Purine metabolism - .
Protein processing in endoplasmic reticulum - .
Prostate cancer - @
Prion diseases - @
Pathways in cancer- @
Pathogenic Escherichia coli infection = @
One carbon pool by folate - &
NOD-like receptor signaling pathway - @
Nitrogen metabolism = ®
Monobactam biosynthesis - @
Linoleic acid metabolism - @
Glyoxylate and dicarboxylate metabolism = .
Glycine, serine and threonine metabolism- @@
Gap junction - e
Folate biosynthesis - ®
Fluorobenzoate degradation -
Cysteine and methionine metabolism- @
Circadian rhythm — plant - @
Chlorocyclohexane and chlorobenzene degradation -
Carbon metabolism -.

0.1 0.2 0.3
richFactor

GeneNum
® 25

@50
@ s

Pvalue

0.09
0.06

0.03





media/file15.jpg
Tosno maaisn= @
Topan,ipordin and s shalodbisybess - @
oo degadaion .
T s pamvay - ]
Ty bormane syhsis~ .
Thamioe meabosm- 3
‘Sullr motabobsm= °
Sesasarpood ng twrponouosyvesis- @
Solnocompund metaboksm- .
[ ———— Geneum
[p———y ®2s
Protein processing in endoplasric rescuum - @) @50
Prostate cancer= @ ®s
prn asessos- .
Patwasncancor- @
Paagenic Escharcha ot ecian- ®
Onocamonpooiby e @ o
NOD- sk recepor sigaing vy - .
Niogn maiisn- @
[r———— ° o
Ll acd mettolem- .
Gyt anc syt mason- @)
[ gu—————
epiurcion- @
[EEe— .
Fucrsberzotedagadaion- .
Cysteine and methionine metabolism - @
Crcadan i - - @
Chorocyconexan and ehoparzanadagadaon- .
Garbon mtaboksn-@)

Pualve.

PathwayName

00

o o2 o3
richFactor





media/file2.jpg
VFSP

VCSsP

o
5
i
>

)
8

B o © o v o g

& ] 2

(1-mdB001L Bw)

1ueju02 BuBloRO-BlRg

2

=]

S § § 3
§ 8 & @ ©°

(54)101d J0 pIoIA

VFSP

VCSP

VFSP

VCsP

o
<

<

© & ® < o 1
&

(,-ma60016)
U0 YoIelg

[S]

S © o © o

R 2 2
(,-Md46001-Bw)
UBIUGD O UWENA





nav.xhtml


  ijms-20-01012


  
    		
      ijms-20-01012
    


  




  





media/file11.png
Gene Function Classifcation (GO)

— 89

sauab Jo Jequinpy

100

saualb Jo Juadiad

Cellular Component

2]

o
L

g O £
M&lecular Fumnction

=
=
L1F]

=T

=
QIU
Q

: ; &
Biological Processsy

W

Pio






media/file6.jpg
Geno Functon Classfeation (60)

,‘4{![[1!![![/!/5{',1,1‘// e
gy by
ki

e s oy





media/file1.png
(]
o
(=]

SPFMV
SPV2
SPVG

[
(52}
o

Relative expression level
LY
Y

o

VCSP VFSP VCSP VFSP
leaf leaf tuber tuber

mm | eaf length =
Leafwidth _[_ .
T

(=]

T

=S

Leaf length and width (cm)

VCSP VFSP

| Total chlorophyll bl
1200 Chlorophyll a L
1000 - Chlorophyll b a

T

Chlorophyll content
[#)]
o
o

VCSP VFSP

VCSP VFSP






media/file20.png
PathwayName

Valine, leucine and isoleucine degradation =

Valine, leucine and isoleucine biosynthesis -
Two-component system -

Stiloenoid, diarylheptanoid and gingerol biosynthesis -
Ribosome -

Protein processing in endoplasmic reticulum -

PPAR signaling pathway =

Plant hormone signal transduction -

Phenylpropanoid biosynthesis - @

Phenylalanine, tyrosine and tryptophan biosynthesis =
Phenylalanine metabolism -

Parkinson's disease -

Other types of O-glycan biosynthesis -
Non-alcoholic fatty liver disease (NAFLD) -
Longevity regulating pathway — worm -
Linoleic acid metabolism =

Insulin resistance -

Glutathione metabolism -

Galactose metabolism =

Flavonoid biosynthesis -

Fatty acid metabolism -

Fatty acid elongation -

Fatty acid degradation -

Drug metabolism — other enzymes -
Cardiac muscle contraction =

Biosynthesis of unsaturated fatty acids -

Biosynthesis of amino acids- @

Arginine and proline metabolism -
Arachidonic acid metabolism -

alpha-Linolenic acid metabolism -

0.3

&
°
Q@
i@
®
8
[ ]
0.4 0.5

richFactor

0.6

Pvalue

0.04

0.02

GeneNum
® -0

@ 00
@ -0





media/file16.jpg
PathwayName

Valne, louono and soousne dogradaion=  ®
Valne, eucie and isolucine biosyihess- .
Two-component ysiem - .
Stlbancd, daryieptanod and gngerol osyniness -

eceome- °

Pren pocessing n endopasnic reicuum = @
PPAR sgnaling paty - .

Plani nomone signal vansdection- @

Phenypropanoid biosynthess - @
Phenyatanin, tyrosine and yplophan bosynthess- @
Phenyianine metaboism- .
Parknson's dsease - @
Oorypos o O-glycan biosymnesis -

Non-lcanote fayer disoase (VAFLD) -~ @
Longevty roquatog patnway - vorm= @
Linoicacid metaboiam- .

Insuln estanca- @
Gluatriono meiboism- @
Galscoso motabotsm= @
Favonoia osyntness -
Faty acid melaboism- @
Faty acd dongation- .
Faty acd dogracaton- @
Drug metabolism - ofher enzymes-~ .
Cardac muscl contacion-
Blosyinass o unsatuate fty acics - .
Blosyrthess of amino acids~ @)
Avgiine and potne meiaboism- @
RS — .
aha-Linooic acd matabolsm - .

o5 ds o5

richFactor

Pualue
13
oot

o2

GenoNum
L
®m
@0





media/file3.png
VFSP

VCSP

Cc N O 1N o N o o o = o o o
O NN = e} o od -—

4
:-Bn_mcovmé av_:o_a,an_o_\f
11] JUSIUQD BUB)0IRI-Blag o

VFSP
VFSP

VCSP
VCSP

m o ™ L0 = o o Ny o e o

- -~ ﬁ_.m od b h
(,-Md6001 6) (,-Md46001 -Bw)
< JUBJU0D YoIB)S Q JUBIUOD ) UILUBYIA





media/file4.jpg
Number of DEGs

VFSP vs VCSP
Leaf

VFSP vs VCSP
Storage root






media/file0.jpg
298 Y 3¢
£gn 3%
- 853 H oo 2
o | ol
5 E
3 |4 T b o






media/file17.jpg
PathwayName

pe sapoto motts- 0
“Two-component system- L]
Toercuoss @
LT ———
Quorum sensing - @
Porphyrin and chlorophyl metabolism~ @
Patoun dug essiance- ®
Pantnomone sgravansaueion- @
Prenybropanoiasosyhess- @
Patoganc Eschorch o octon- @
Rep— 5
Nitrogen metabolism-~ .
[Pe——
MAPK spsimgpamay=+
ol acid metootem- ]
[
Gioryto ans Scborae mesolem @
Gtamaioic snapse- .
Gapjncion- .
Golacoss mtast- °
R .
Cysions and maiono ool @)
utn, e and wxbosyrvesis- 5
Butaonts maoolam-
bta-Airine et ®
Basatca caronoma-
Arginine biosynthesis - L
Apoptoss- .
Arigen pecesing and prosonaton- °
A, asprateand gutamato mlolam- Y
o o
rchFactor

03

Pualve

o008
o006
o

Genetium
=
LR
o
o
oo





media/file21.png
PathwayName

Type | diabetes mellitus = L
Two—component system - &
Tuberculosis- @
Taurine and hypotaurine metabolism = ®
Quorum sensing- @
Porphyrin and chlorophyll metabolism - o
Platinum drug resistance- @

Plant hormone signal transduction - .

Phenylpropanoid biosynthesis - . Pvalue
Pathogenic Escherichia coli infection - o
Osteoclast differentiation - o S
Nitrogen metabolism - ® 0.06
Monoterpenoid biosynthesis - o 3 aa
MAPK signaling pathway - o
Linoleic acid metabolism - .
Isoquinoline alkaloid biosynthesis = &
. . GeneNum
Glyoxylate and dicarboxylate metabolism- @
Glutamatergic synapse - £ i °
Gap junction - @ ® 4
Galactose metabolism - o @®s
GABAergic synapse - S . 8
Cysteine and methionine metabolism - . . 10
Cutin, suberine and wax biosynthesis - °
Butanoate metabolism - .
beta—Alanine metabolism=- @
Basal cell carcinoma - °
Arginine biosynthesis - &
Apoptosis - o
Antigen processing and presentation - @&
Alanine, aspartate and glutamate metabolism - .
0.1 0.2 0.3

richFactor





