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Abstract: Pepper is one of the most important vegetable crops in China and has high economic value.
However, the pepper fruit is easily softened and spoiled after harvest, which seriously affects its
flavor, transportation, and economic value. In this study, we used pepper lines with different levels
of storage resistance, A144 and A361, and performed physiological examination, transcriptomics,
and metabolomics on them at 0 and 3 days after harvest in order to analyze their gene expression
patterns and molecular regulatory mechanisms for storage tolerance. A total of 23,477 genes and
985 metabolites were identified. After comparing and analyzing each sample, we identified 7829
differentially expressed genes and 296 differential metabolites. We found that the genes such as
ethylene-responsive transcriptional factor (ERFs), polygalacturonase (PG), cellulose synthase (CESA),
abscisic acid insensitive (ABI), protein kinase 2 (SnRK2), and protein phosphatase 2C (PP2C) and
metabolites such as phenylalanine and glycyl-tyrosine were differentially expressed between different
storage times in the two materials. Through GO and KEGG enrichment analysis, we found that the
differential genes were mainly enriched in carbohydrate metabolism, small molecule metabolism,
and plant hormone signal transduction, and the differential metabolites were mainly enriched in
flavonoid biosynthesis, glutathione metabolism, and cysteine and methionine metabolism pathways.
This study provides a scientific basis for investigating the molecular mechanisms of storage tolerance
and developing new pepper varieties with improved storage resistance.

Keywords: pepper; fruit storage-related genes; gene expression pattern; metabolic pathway; molecu-
lar regulation

1. Introduction

Pepper (Capsicum annuum L.) is a vegetable crop belonging to the Solanaceae Cap-
sicum genus. It is widely cultivated in the world and is the world’s largest seasoning
crop [1]. China is a major pepper planting country, with an average pepper planting area
of 1.33 million hectares and a total economic value of 70 billion yuan, ranking first among
all vegetables and accounting for 16.67% of the world’s total vegetable production value.
Pepper fruit can synthesize and accumulate capsaicin, fragrance, pigments (anthocyanins
and carotenoids), and various vitamins such as vitamins C and E; thus, it is considered a
good nutrition source with great economic value [2]. Pepper can be eaten fresh or used for
food processing. The harvested fruits are not resistant to storage at room temperature or
high temperature; under these conditions, the fruits are perishable and deteriorate, and the
hardness and nutrient content of the fruits also decrease. Moreover, pepper thrives in a
warm climate and is mainly marketed in summer and autumn. Storage at high temper-
ature often causes rapid respiration of pepper fruit, fruit rot, gray mold and black spot,
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leading to pepper deterioration, weight loss, and serious economic losses [3]. Therefore,
proper storage and transportation of peppers can not only adjust the contradiction between
production and market sale, but also extend its supply period, which can greatly increase
the variety of vegetables and meet market demand.

The hardness of the fruit is an important indicator of fruit maturity and quality. In
general, as the maturity increases, the hardness gradually decreases, which also affects
the fruit quality. Studies have shown that the changes in cell wall structure are closely
related to the ripening and softening of the fruit. The destruction of the internal structure
of the cell wall is the major reason for fruit softening. The dissociation of the intercellular
cell wall layer, the degradation of pectin, and the disintegration of fibrous materials lead
to successive disintegration and destruction of cell organelles [4–6]. In addition, the
differential expression of related genes is also an important factor affecting fruit softening.
Montgomery’s study found that the expression of tomato PG gene gradually increased
with the increase in ethylene production during the fruit ripening [7]. PG-mediated
decomposition of pectin was also reported in melon fruits, and three PG cDNAs were
obtained: MPG1, MPG2, and MPG3. MPG1 and MPG2 are related to the PG in senescent
peach and tomato, and MPG3 is related to tomato fruit PG [8]. The PEL gene in strawberry
has a regulatory effect on fruit ripening and softening in the later stage of strawberry
development. It has been shown that the PEL gene is a candidate gene for improving
strawberry fruit hardness and delaying fruit ripening and softening [9]. There are 6 β-Gal
genes in tomato fruits expressed during fruit ripening and softening [10]. In apples, β-Gal
gene expression increases as the fruit softens [11].

In recent years, transcriptomics and metabolomics technologies have been widely
used in fruit studies, and transcriptome sequencing is the fastest growing technology [12].
Up to now, many studies have used transcriptomics to examine the genetic changes during
fruit development and postharvest softening. Guo et al. [13] used transcriptomics to
analyze the texture of watermelon fruits at different growth stages and identified a large
number of differentially expressed genes that can regulate fruit texture, such as Cx and
PME genes. Dessireé et al. [14] identified four genes related to papaya softening, including
Gal, endoxylanase gene, PE, and EXP. Metabolomics has also been widely used in the
study of fruit ripening and postharvest storage. Osorio et al. [15] used metabolomics and
transcriptional analysis to study the postharvest physiology of tomato fruits; they found
that dfd gene mutation could delay fruit maturity and softening. Tietel et al. [16] used
metabolomics based on gas chromatography–mass spectrometry (GC-MS) to analyze the
flavor substances of citrus fruits after anaerobic treatment; they found that the substances
that caused the peculiar smell of citrus fruits not only included the well-known ethanol
and acetaldehyde, but also included the derivatives of fatty acids and amino acids, such as
ethyl esters. However, so far, there are relatively few studies using transcriptomics and
metabolomics to investigate the changes in pepper fruit hardness and storage tolerance.
Therefore, in order to clarify the molecular mechanisms regulating pepper storage tolerance,
this study aimed to perform transcriptomics and metabolomics on two pepper lines with
different levels of storage tolerance and investigate the genes and metabolites related to
pepper storage tolerance. Our results provide a scientific basis for the improvement of
pepper storage tolerance and the cultivation of new storable pepper varieties.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Plant Growth and Sampling

Two pepper (Capsicum annuum L.) lines with different levels of storage resistance,
‘A144’ (resistant to storage, named A below) and ‘A361’ (nonresistant to storage, named B),
provided by the pepper department of the College of Horticulture, Hunan Agricultural
University, were used as test materials. The test pepper seeds were cultivated in plugs
after germinating. During the five-leaf and one-heart period, the seedlings with strong
and consistent growth were selected and planted in the greenhouse of the Yun Yuan Base
of Hunan Agricultural University. During the plant growth period, regular water and
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fertilizer management were applied. At 50 days after the self-pollination of two pepper
materials, 6 red ripe fruits were harvested from 6 different plants of each line, and the
harvest fruits were evenly divided into two groups. For one group, the hardness of the
A144 (A1) and A361 (B1) pepper fruits was measured immediately after harvest (0d), and
then the fruits were further cut into three equal parts: two parts were snap-frozen with
liquid nitrogen and stored at −80 ◦C for transcriptomics and metabolomics analysis, and
the remaining one was used for physiological index measurement. The other group of A144
(A2) and A361 (B2) pepper fruits was placed in a 30 ◦C incubator for 3 days after harvest,
and the fruit hardness was measured and cut into three equal parts: two were snap-frozen
with liquid nitrogen and stored at −80 ◦C for transcriptomics and metabolomics analysis,
and the remaining one was used for physiological index measurement. Three biological
replicates were performed in each treatment.

2.2. Determination of Fruit Hardness

Three fruits from each pepper line were selected on the day of harvest (0d) and at
3 days after 30 ◦C incubation. GY-4 hardness tester (Top Cloud-agriculture, Beijing, China)
was used to measure the hardness at the largest fruit diameter, and the averaged value
from 3 fruits was calculated.

2.3. Determination of Physiological Indexes Related to Storage

PG activity was assayed spectrophotometrically following derivatization of the reac-
tion product with UV-absorbing 2-cyanoacetamide [17]. For the determination of soluble
sugar content, 1 mL distilled water was added to about 0.1 g fruit tissue, which was
ground into homogenate. For the determination of the cellulose content, 1 mL of 80%
ethanol was added to about 0.3 g of fruit tissue, which was ground into a homogenate.
Anthrone colorimetry was used in the follow-up experiment [18]. Before the determination
of hemicellulose content, the sample was dried naturally or dried in an oven to constant
weight. After the full grinding with a mortar, the appropriate powder was screened with a
30–50 mesh sieve. A sample of about 5 mg sample was taken for the follow-up experiment
(Beijing Solarbio & Technology Co., Beijing, China). For the determination of soluble
pectin content, 80% ethanol was added to about 0.1 g fruit tissue, which was ground into
homogenate. The method of Zhang et al. [19] was used in the follow-up experiment.

2.4. Observation of Fruit Tissue Structure

The conventional paraffin section method [20] was used to make tissue sections.
After harvesting, the fruit was fixed with 70% FAA fixative, dehydrated by alcohol gradi-
ent, embedded in paraffin, and stained with Safranine O-Fast Green to observe the cell
wall structure.

2.5. RNA Extraction, Library Preparation, and Sequencing

Total RNA was extracted from plant tissues using TRI Reagent (Sigma Life Science,
St Louis, MO, USA) following the manufacturer’s instructions. RNA quality was checked
by RNase-free agarose gel electrophoresis to avoid possible degradation and contamination
and then verified using Agilent 2100 Bio-analyzer (Agilent Technologies, Santa Clara, CA,
USA). Next, poly (A) mRNA was isolated using oligo-dT beads (Qiagen, Germany) and
then fragmented into short pieces by adding fragmentation buffer. First-strand cDNA was
synthesized using random hexamer-primed reverse transcription, followed by the synthesis
of second-strand cDNA using RNase H and DNA polymerase I. The cDNA fragments were
purified using a QIA quick PCR extraction kit and then washed with EB buffer for end
reparation poly (A) addition and ligated to sequencing adapters. Following agarose gel
electrophoresis and extraction of cDNA from gels, the cDNA fragments were purified and
enriched by PCR to construct the final cDNA library, which was then sequenced on the
Illumina sequencing platform (Illumina-nova6000) using the paired-end technology. Three
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biological replicates were performed for each line, and six DGE libraries were generated
and sequenced.

2.6. Transcriptome Analysis

Raw reads were filtered through Perl program to remove low-quality sequences (more
than 50% bases with quality lower than 20 in one sequence), reads with more than 5% N
bases (unknown bases), and reads containing adaptor sequences. Then, the clean reads
were mapped to the pepper reference genome using TopHat2, allowing up to one mismatch.
The DEGs were identified using the R package edge R. The expression level of each gene
was calculated and normalized to FPKM. The FDR was used to determine the threshold of
the p-value in multiple tests. In our study, the FDR < 0.05 and fold change > 2 were used
as significance cut-offs for differential gene expression. The DEGs were used for GO and
KEGG enrichment analyses. GO terms with corrected p-value < 0.05 and KEGG pathways
with p-value < 0.05 were considered as significantly enriched terms.

2.7. Metabolite Extraction

Plant tissues (100 mg) were individually grounded with liquid nitrogen, and the
homogenate was resuspended with prechilled 80% methanol and 0.1% formic acid by vor-
texing well. The samples were incubated on ice for 5 min and then centrifuged at 15,000× g
and 4 ◦C for 20 min. The supernatant was diluted to a final concentration containing 53%
methanol by LC-MS-grade water. The samples were subsequently transferred to a fresh
Eppendorf tube and centrifuged at 15,000× g and 4 ◦C for 20 min. Finally, the supernatant
was injected into the LC-MS/MS system for analysis [21].

2.8. HPLC-MS/MS Analysis

LC-MS/MS analyses were performed using an Exion LC AD system (SCIEX) coupled
with a QTRAP6500+ mass spectrometer (SCIEX) by Novogene Co., Ltd. (Beijing, China).
Samples were injected onto an X select HSS T3 (2.1× 150 mm, 2.5 µm) using a 20 min linear
gradient at a flow rate of 0.4 mL/min for the positive/negative polarity mode. The eluents
were eluent A (0.1% formic acid–water) and eluent B (0.1% formic acid–acetonitrile) [22].
The solvent gradient was set as follows: 2% B, 2 min; 2–100% B, 15.0 min; 100% B, 17.0 min;
100–2% B, 17.1 min; 2% B, 20 min. QTRAP 6500+ mass spectrometer was operated in
positive polarity mode with 35 psi curtain gas, medium collision gas, ion spray voltage
of 5500 V, temperature of 550 ◦C, ion source gas 1:60, and ion source gas 2:60. QTRAP
6500+ mass spectrometer was operated in negative polarity mode with 35 psi curtain gas,
medium collision gas, ion spray voltage of −4500 V, temperature of 550 ◦C, ion source gas
1:60, and ion source gas 2:60.

2.9. Data Analysis
2.9.1. Physiological Data Analysis

SPSS 17.0 was used to conduct one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA). LSD and
Duncan’s method were used for pairwise comparisons. p < 0.05 was considered statisti-
cally significant.

2.9.2. Metabolite Data Analysis

The metabolites were annotated using the KEGG database (http://www.genome.
jp/kegg/, accessed on 30 May 2021), HMDB database (http://www.hmdb.ca/, accessed
on 30 May 2021), and LIPID MAPS database (http://www.lipidmaps.org/, accessed on 30
May 2021). Principal components analysis (PCA) and partial least squares discriminant
analysis (PLS-DA) were performed by metaX (a flexible and comprehensive software
for processing metabolomics data). We applied univariate analysis (t-test) to calculate
the statistical significance (p-value). The metabolites with VIP > 1, p-value < 0.05, fold
change ≥ 2, or FC ≤ 0.5 were considered to be differential metabolites. ggplot2 in R
was used to plot volcano plots and filter the metabolites of interest based on log2(FC)

http://www.genome
http://www.hmdb.ca/
http://www.lipidmaps.org/
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and −log10(p-value) of metabolites. For clustering heatmaps, the data were normalized
using z-scores of intensity areas and plotted by p heatmap package in R. The correlation
between differential metabolites were analyzed by cor () in R (method = Pearson). The
statistical significance of the correlation was calculated by cor. Mtest () in R. p-value < 0.05
was considered as statistically significant, and correlation plots were plotted by corr plot
package in R. The functions of these metabolites and metabolic pathways were analyzed
using the KEGG database. The metabolic pathways enriched with differential metabolites
were identified with the condition x/n > y/N; when p-value < 0.05, the metabolic pathway
was considered as a significantly enriched pathway.

2.10. Quantitative Real-Time PCR

qRT-PCR was conducted as described in Osorio et al. [23]. Three replicates were
conducted for each sample. Cp actin gene was used as the internal control. Primers used in
the study are listed in Table S1. The relative gene expression levels were normalized using
the 2 (-Delta Delta C(T)) method [24].

2.11. Registration Number

The RNA-seq data generated in this study can be obtained from SRA archives
(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sra, accessed on 30 May 2021). Registration number: PRA-
JNA722115.

3. Results
3.1. Hardness- and Storage-Related Physiological Indexes

Through the analysis of the physical and chemical properties of A144 and A361, we
found that the fruit hardness and contents of soluble sugar, hemicellulose, cellulose, and
polygalacturonase (PG) were significantly different between the two lines and between
before and after storage (Figure 1). Specifically, fruit firmness and contents of soluble sugar,
cellulose, and hemicellulose were decreased in A2 (A144 at 3 days postharvest) and B2
(A361 at 3 days postharvest) compared with A1 (A144 at 0d) and B1 (A361 at 0d), but
the decrease in B2 was greater than that in A2 (Figure 1). The opposite was true for PG
and soluble pectin. The contents of PG and soluble pectin in A2 and B2 were significantly
higher than those of A1 and B1, and the increase in B2 was greater than that in A2.

Horticulturae 2021, 7, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 18 
 

 

processing metabolomics data). We applied univariate analysis (t-test) to calculate the sta-
tistical significance (p-value). The metabolites with VIP > 1, p-value < 0.05, fold change ≥ 
2, or FC ≤ 0.5 were considered to be differential metabolites. ggplot2 in R was used to plot 
volcano plots and filter the metabolites of interest based on log2(FC) and −log10(p-value) 
of metabolites. For clustering heatmaps, the data were normalized using z-scores of inten-
sity areas and plotted by p heatmap package in R. The correlation between differential 
metabolites were analyzed by cor () in R (method = Pearson). The statistical significance 
of the correlation was calculated by cor. Mtest () in R. p-value < 0.05 was considered as 
statistically significant, and correlation plots were plotted by corr plot package in R. The 
functions of these metabolites and metabolic pathways were analyzed using the KEGG 
database. The metabolic pathways enriched with differential metabolites were identified 
with the condition x/n > y/N; when p-value < 0.05, the metabolic pathway was considered 
as a significantly enriched pathway. 

2.10. Quantitative Real-Time PCR 
qRT-PCR was conducted as described in Osorio et al. [23]. Three replicates were con-

ducted for each sample. Cp actin gene was used as the internal control. Primers used in 
the study are listed in Table S1. The relative gene expression levels were normalized using 
the 2 (-Delta Delta C(T)) method [24]. 

2.11. Registration Number 
The RNA-seq data generated in this study can be obtained from SRA archives 

(http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/sra, accessed on 30 May 2021). Registration number: 
PRAJNA722115. 

3. Results 
3.1. Hardness- and Storage-Related Physiological Indexes 

Through the analysis of the physical and chemical properties of A144 and A361, we 
found that the fruit hardness and contents of soluble sugar, hemicellulose, cellulose, and 
polygalacturonase (PG) were significantly different between the two lines and between 
before and after storage (Figure 1). Specifically, fruit firmness and contents of soluble 
sugar, cellulose, and hemicellulose were decreased in A2 (A144 at 3 days postharvest) and 
B2 (A361 at 3 days postharvest) compared with A1 (A144 at 0d) and B1 (A361 at 0d), but 
the decrease in B2 was greater than that in A2 (Figure 1). The opposite was true for PG 
and soluble pectin. The contents of PG and soluble pectin in A2 and B2 were significantly 
higher than those of A1 and B1, and the increase in B2 was greater than that in A2. 

 
Figure 1. Physiological indexes of pepper before and after storage. Annotation: The abscissa
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3.2. Observation of Pulp Structure

For the postharvest fruit structure of A1 and B1, the fruit skin cells were tightly and
regularly arranged, with a complete cuticle on the outermost layer, and the degree of
compactness of the cuticle and cell arrangement was almost the same (Figure 2). For the
postharvest fruit tissue structure of A2 and B2, the cuticle and cells began to rupture to
different degrees: the cuticle of the storage-resistant A2 was relatively complete, the degree
of cell rupture was smaller, and there was less cell fusion, while the cuticle and cells of the
non-storage-resistant B2 were ruptured to a larger extent.
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Figure 2. Paraffin section of pepper before and after storage. Annotation: A1 represents A144
material stored for 0 days; A2 represents A144 material stored for 3 days; B1 represents A361 material
stored for 0 days; B2 represents A361 material stored for 3 days.

3.3. Transcriptome Sequencing Analysis

From Illumina Nova 6000 sequencing, we obtained more than 5G of sequencing data
and a total of 516,522,132 raw reads. After removing the linker sequence, low-quality
sequences, and rRNA, 509,298,534 clean reads were obtained. The clean reads were aligned
to the reference genome, and more than 87% of all samples were successfully matched to
the reference genome. After the alignment, a total of 23,477 genes were identified, from
which 18,523 genes were quantified. Among the quantified genes, 15,174 genes were
present in all samples, and there were 463, 242, 275, and 125 unique genes in A1, A2, B1,
and B2, respectively (Figure 3A).
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Figure 3. Venn analysis of differentially expressed genes. Annotation: (A) A1 represents A144
material stored for 0 days; A2 represents A144 material stored for 3 days; B1 represents A361 material
stored for 0 days; B2 represents A361 material stored for 3 days. (B) A1/B1 means A1 compared to
B1; A2/B2 means A2 compared to B2; B2/B1 means B2 compared to B1; A2/A1 means A2 compared
to A1.

3.3.1. Identification and Analysis of Differentially Expressed Genes

In each comparison group, a total of 7829 differentially expressed genes (DEGs) were
identified (Figure 3B). Specifically, there were 4274, 2764, 2273, and 2619 DEGs in A2/A1,
B2/B1, A1/B1, and A2/B2 comparison groups. Moreover, 61 genes were significantly
different in each comparison group, and there were 1628, 1138, 683, and 829 genes that
were only significantly different in A2/A1, B2/B1, A1/B1, and A2/B2 groups, respectively.
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Through cluster analysis, the gene expression patterns of A1, B1, A2, and B2 were
divided into two categories, and the expression patterns in each category were consistent
(Figure 4A). In the A and B groups, the gene expression of A1 and B1 showed an upregula-
tion trend, and the gene expression of A2 and B2 showed a downregulation trend; in the D
and E groups, the gene expression of A1 and B1 showed a downregulation trend, and the
gene expression of A2 and B2 showed an upregulation trend. However, in group C, the
gene expression of B1 and B2 were both downregulated, but most of the genes in A1 and A2
were upregulated. Therefore, we hypothesized that these genes might contain key genes
for the storage tolerance of pepper. Next, we screened out 14 storage-related genes that
exhibited differential expressions after harvesting the two pepper materials, including poly-
galacturonase (PG), polygalacturonase inhibitor (PGI), cellulose synthase (CESA), abscisic
acid insensitive (ABI) and, weakly ethylene-insensitive (WEI) genes (Figure 4B). Among
them, the expression level of PG (Capana06g001141) in A2 fruit was significantly lower
than that in B2, and its expression level in A2 was significantly lower than that in A1, while
B2 was not significantly different from B1. The expression levels of ABI5 (Capana04g000551
and Capana08g002366) and WEI1 (Capana02g002054) in A2 were significantly higher than
those in A1, but no significant difference was found between B1 and B2 fruits. The expres-
sion levels of PGI (Capana02g003383) and CESA (Capana07g002394), which inhibit pepper
fruit softening, were all significantly higher in A2 compared to B2. These results suggest
that the differential expression of the above genes might be the important reason for the
difference in storage tolerance of the two pepper materials.
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Figure 4. Heat map analysis of storage tolerance genes. Annotation: (A) Genes or samples with simi-
lar expression patterns in the heat map are gathered together. The color in each grid does not reflect
the gene expression value, but the value obtained after homogenizing the rows of expression data
(generally between −2 and 2), so the colors in the heat map can only be compared horizontally (the
expression of the same gene in different samples); vertical comparison (expression of different genes
in the same sample) is not allowed. (B): Expression of representative genes among different samples.

3.3.2. GO Enrichment Analysis of Differentially Expressed Genes

We performed further enrichment analysis on the top 40 GO terms containing the
largest number of differentially expressed genes. The results show that in the biological
processes class, carbohydrate metabolic process (GO:0005975), transmembrane transport
(GO:0055085), and small molecule metabolic process (GO:0044281) were significantly en-
riched in A2/A1, B2/B1, A1/B1, and A2/B2, and each functional item had the highest
degree of enrichment in A2/A1 (Figure 5). In the molecular functions class, the transcription
regulator activity (GO:0140110), DNA binding transcription factor activity (GO:0003700),
and transmembrane transport activity (GO:0022857) were significantly enriched in all the
four comparison groups, and the transcription regulator activity (GO:0140110) process
was significantly enriched in A2/A1. The cellular components class was divided into
14 categories. The most significantly enriched processes in the comparison groups were
the nucleus (GO:0005634) and cytoplasmic parts (GO:0044444). Therefore, the GO enrich-
ment in carbohydrate metabolic process (GO:0005975), transcription regulator activity
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(GO:0140110), and DNA binding transcription factor activity (GO:0003700) might be the
reason for the difference in storage tolerance between A144 and A361.
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Figure 5. GO analysis of differentially expressed genes. Annotation: The numbers in the diagram
represent the number of genes in the enrichment. The higher the number, the redder the color;
the lower the number, the greener the color. A1/B1 means A1 compared to B1; A2/B2 means A2
compared to B2; B2/B1 means B2 compared to B1; A2/A1 means A2 compared to A1.

3.3.3. KEGG Pathway Enrichment Analysis

KEGG pathway enrichment analysis was performed on the differentially expressed
genes (DEGs) in each comparison group. The results show that the DEGs in A2/A1
fruits were significantly enriched in photosynthesis-antenna proteins, plant–pathogen
interaction, and MAPK signaling pathway-plant pathways (Figure 6A). The DEGs in the
B2/B1 fruits were significantly enriched in the protein processing in the endoplasmic
reticulum pathway (Figure 6B). The DEGs in A1/B1 were significantly enriched in plant
MAPK signaling pathway-plant, alpha-linolenic acid metabolism, and phenylpropanoid
biosynthesis pathway (Figure 6C), while the DEGs in A2/B2 were significantly enriched
in plant–pathogen interaction pathway (Figure 6D). These results show that these fruits
might be regulated by phytohormone signal transduction and protein synthesis-related
genes. The enrichment in plant MAPK signal transduction and phytopathogen interaction
pathways in A2/A1, A1/B1, and A2/B2 groups indicates that the above enriched pathways
might be the cause of the difference in storage tolerance.
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3.3.4. Expression Analysis of Ethylene-Responsive Transcription Factors (ERFs)

ERFs are important factors regulating plant growth and fruit ripening. In this study,
we identified a total of 116 ERFs, of which 77 were quantified (Table S1). We further
analyzed 40 ERFs with FPKM value > 5 (Figure 7). Among them, the expression of ERF1B-
like (Capana05g001701) was significantly increased by 2.9 times in A2/A1, but there was no
significant difference between B2 and B1, and its expression in A2 was significantly higher
than that in B2. The expression levels of ERF3-like (Capana10g000161) and ERF096-like
(Capana02g001898) in A2 fruits were significantly lower than those in A1 by 2.35 and
3.89 times, while there was no significant difference between B1 and B2; moreover, the
expression levels of ERF3-like and ERF096-like in A2 were significantly lower than those
in B2. The expression level of ERFRAP2-13-like (Capana04g001107) in A2 and B1 fruits
was significantly lower than that in A1, and the expression level of A2 was significantly
lower than that of B2. The differential expression of genes such as ERF1B-like, ERF3-like,
and ERF096-like might be the reason for the difference in storage tolerance of the two
pepper materials.
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3.3.5. The Expression of Abscisic Acid Related Genes

Our study found that a large number of genes in the abscisic acid (ABA) plant
hormone signaling pathway were differentially expressed in each comparison group
(Figure 8). In the two pepper materials, most genes were upregulated after storage for
3 days, such as abscisic acid receptor PYL (PYL) (Capana00g003406), protein phosphatase
2C (PP2C) (Capana00g003839 and Capana03g002801), and protein kinase 2 (SnRK2) (Ca-
pana05g000287), among which PYL had the largest increase, and A2/B2 had significantly
higher expression levels of these genes than A1/B1. However, protein kinase 2 (SnRK2)
(Capana08g001898 and Capana02g003135) and mitogen-activated protein kinase 7/14
(MPK7/14) (Capana04g000306) showed different trends. The expression of protein kinase
2 (SnRK2) (Capana08g001898 and Capana02g003135) and MPK7/14 (Capana04g000306)
in A2 was significantly downregulated compared to A1, while in B2, onlySnRK2 (Ca-
pana08g001898) and MPK7/14 (Capana04g000306) were downregulated as compared to
B1; moreover, the expression of SnRK2 and MPK7/14 in A2 was significantly lower than
that in B2. These results indicate that PP2C, SnRK2, and MPK7/14 might be closely related
to the storage tolerance of pepper.
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3.4. Metabolome Determination and Differential Metabolite Analysis

The metabolome analysis of the two pepper materials identified a total of 985 metabo-
lites (Table S2). There were 123, 85, 57, and 137 significantly different metabolites in A1/B1,
A2/B2, A2/A1, and B2/B1 (Figure 9), respectively. There were four common differential
metabolites in the four comparison groups, which were UDP-galactose, cis-4-hydroxy-D-
proline, uridine 5′-diphospho-D-glucose, and rotenone. The contents of UDP-galactose and
uridine 5′-diphospho-D-glucose in A1 fruit were significantly lower than those in B1, and
the contents in both fruits decreased significantly after storage; after storage, the contents
in A2 fruit were significantly lower than those in B2 fruit. The content of cis-4-hydroxy-D-
proline in A1 fruit was significantly higher than that in B1, and the content in both materials
increased after storage; after storage, the content in A2 was significantly higher than that
in B2. The content of rotenone in A2 fruit was significantly lower than that in A1, but the
content in B2 fruit was significantly higher than that in B1. With |log2FC| > 2 as the cut-off,
30 differential metabolites were identified from each comparison (Table S3). In A2/A1
and B2/B1, 9-KODE and 9-HOTrE showed larger changes, and the contents increased
significantly after storage in both materials; the content in B2 was significantly higher than
that in B1 by 3.19 times, while the content in A2 was only increased by 2.65 times compared
to A1. We also found that Phe-Pro and Gly-Tyr were differentially expressed in A2/A1
and B2/B1. Compared to B1, the contents of Phe-Pro and Gly-Tyr in A1 were higher by
3.9 times and 3.95 times, and the contents in A2 were higher than B2 by 2.75 and 2.3 times.
In addition, methyl indole-3-acetate was also different between the two pepper materials.
The content of methyl indole-3-acetate in A2 fruit was significantly lower than that in A1
and B2, but there was no significant difference between B1 and B2. The changes of these
metabolites might be an important reason for the loss of nutrients in pepper fruit and the
difference in fruit’s storage tolerance.
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3.5. KEGG Pathway Analysis and the Analysis of Correlation between Differential Genes and
Differential Metabolites

Pearson correlation analysis was performed between the significantly different genes
obtained by transcriptome analysis and the significantly different metabolites obtained by
metabolomics analysis in order to measure the degree of correlation between the differen-
tial genes and metabolites. The top 50 differential metabolites and the top 100 differential
genes based on p-value were sorted from small to large (Table S4). Through KEGG enrich-
ment analysis, we identified the metabolic pathways enriched with correlated differential
genes and metabolites; we also explored the enrichment degree of these pathways and
determined the main biochemical and signaling pathways involving both differential
metabolites and genes. In A2/A1, the differential metabolites were mainly enriched in the
flavone and flavonol biosynthesis pathway, and the differential genes were mainly enriched
in amino sugar and nucleotide sugar metabolism, galactose metabolism, and flavonoid
biosynthesis pathways (Figure 10A). In B2/B1, the differential metabolites were mainly
enriched in glutathione metabolism, cysteine and methionine metabolism, arginine and
proline metabolism, and tyrosine metabolism pathways, and the differential genes were
mainly enriched in plant hormone signal transduction, glutathione metabolism, cysteine
and methionine metabolism, aminoacyl-tRNA biosynthesis, and fatty acid biosynthesis
pathways (Figure 10B). Interestingly, we found that the differential genes and metabolites
in A144 were significantly enriched in the flavonoid biosynthesis pathway, which was not
observed in A361; on the other hand, the differential genes and metabolites in A361 were
significantly enriched in glutathione metabolism and cysteine and methionine metabolism
pathways, which was not observed in A144. This result indicated that the reason for
the difference in fruit storage tolerance might be related to the changes in metabolites
involved in flavonoid biosynthesis, glutathione metabolism, and cysteine and methionine
metabolism pathways.
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Figure 10. Association analysis of differential genes and KEGG pathways. Annotation: (A) A2 compared to A1; (B) B2
compared to B1. The abscissa is the ratio of the number of different metabolites or genes enriched in the pathway to
the number of metab-olites or genes annotated in the pathway, and the ordinate is the KEGG pathway co-enriched by
metabolomics and transcriptomics. Count: the number of metabolites or genes enriched in the pathway.

3.6. Verification of Gene Expression Pattern by qRT-PCR

In order to verify the results of ISO SEQ, eight selected genes (4CLL10, ABI5, BAG6,
CESA E1, CIPK6, ERF RAP2-4, ERF1B, and HSP18.2) were analyzed by qRT-PCR with
gene-specific primers. The transcriptional abundance patterns of three pepper fruits were
calculated. When evaluated by real-time RT-PCR, qRT-PCR analysis showed a similar
trend in transcript abundance (Figure 11), thus confirming that the FPKM value of each
transcript determined by ISO SEQ was reliable in this study.
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4. Discussion

Pepper is not a respiratory climacteric fruit, and a series of physiological and biochem-
ical reactions will occur after harvest. During postharvest storage, physiological changes
such as fruit softening, dehydration, and wilting are the main factors affecting its economic
value. One of the important signs of fruit ripening is softening. Inhibiting or delaying the
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decrease in fruit hardness is of great importance for fruit storage and prolonging the sale pe-
riod. During the ripening and softening of tomatoes, kiwi, strawberry, avocado, and other
fruits, the decrease in fruit hardness is closely related to the increase in PG activity [25–30].
The changes in cell wall structure are closely related to fruit ripening and softening. The
destruction of the internal structure of the cell wall is the most important reason for fruit
softening. The dissociation of intercellular layers of the cell wall, the degradation of the
middle lamella, and the disintegration of fibrous material lead to successive disintegration
and destruction of cell organelles [31]. Studies have also shown that the degradation of
pectin, including water-soluble pectin (WSP), CDTA-soluble pectin (CSP), and ion-bound
pectin (SSP), directly leads to the decomposition of cellulose and hemicellulose, which
intensifies fruit softening [32,33]. In this study, the PG activity and soluble pectin content
of the two pepper lines both showed an increasing trend during postharvest storage, and
the contents of cellulose and hemicellulose and fruit hardness showed a decreasing trend.
However, the storage-tolerant variety A144 did not show significant change, while the
non-storage-tolerant variety A361 showed significantly increased PG activity and soluble
pectin content and significantly decreased cellulose content after storage, which is consis-
tent with previous studies. Moreover, the soluble sugar content in pepper fruits decreased
to various degrees at 3 days after harvest, suggesting that large amounts of nutrients are
lost during the storage process, which seriously affects the fruit quality. However, the
relationship between nutrient loss during storage and storage resistance is still unclear and
needs further investigation.

Studies have shown that silencing the PG gene in apples can reduce the rate of fruit
softening, indicating that the PG gene plays a key role in the ripening and softening of
apple fruits [34]. Asif et al. [35] cloned four PG-related genes from banana fruits, of which
MAPG3 and MAPG4 were thought to be related to plant maturation and regulated by
ethylene, while MAPG2 was more closely related to fruit softening. Studies on a variety of
fruits show that the pectin lyase (PEL) gene participates in the ripening and softening of
both climacteric and nonclimacteric fruits [36–38], and it can accelerate fruit softening by
lysing pectin aggregates. Cellulose is synthesized by CESA protein encoded by the CESA
gene [39]. Gerasimo et al. [40] studied the function of the CESA3 gene in Arabidopsis
mutants and showed that the accumulation of cellulose required a large amount of CESA.
In this study, the expression of PG (Capana06g001141) in A361 was significantly higher
than that in A144 after 3 days of storage, while the expression levels of genes that inhibit
pepper fruit softening in A144 such as PGI (Capana02g003383), CESA (Capana07g002394),
and WEI1 (Capana02g002054) were significantly higher than those in A361. This indicates
that the different expression levels of genes such as PG, PGI, CESA, and WEI1 in A144
and A361 may be an important reason for the differences in storage and transportation
resistance between the two materials.

Ethylene-responsive transcription factors (ERFs) are important factors for signal trans-
duction, and fruit softening can be regulated by modulating the expression of ethylene-
related genes. ERFs can promote the degradation of chlorophyll by regulating the related
genes. For example, CitERF6 in sweet orange and ponkan can upregulate the expression of
the CitPPH gene involved in chlorophyll degradation in fruits to promote fruit chlorosis,
thereby accelerating fruit growth and senescence [41]. BR ERF72 in turnip can be induced
by methyl jasmonate and upregulate genes involved in jasmonic acid synthesis to accel-
erate leaf aging [42]. ERFs can regulate ethylene biosynthesis and signal transduction by
regulating the expression of key genes involved in ethylene synthesis. For example, the
MdERF3 gene in apple fruits is induced by ethylene and can upregulate the expression of
MdACS1, thereby accelerating the synthesis of ethylene and promoting fruit ripening [43].
So far, a number of ERFs have been identified in tomato, some of which can positively
regulate fruit ripening and some of which can negatively regulate ripening. In this study,
we found that there was no difference in ERF1B-like (Capana05g001701) and ERF3-like
(Capana10g000161) expression before and after storage in A361 fruits, but the expression
level of ERF1B-like (Capana05g001701) was significantly increased in A144 after storage,
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and the expression level of ERF3-like (Capana10g000161) was significantly decreased in
A144 fruits after storage and was significantly lower than that in A361. Studies have
shown that the overexpression of SlERF4 (Sl-ERF.B3) can inhibit fruit ripening and pigment
accumulation [44], which is consistent with our results. SlERF1 (Sl-ERF.H) [45] and SlERF2
(Sl-ERF.E1) [46] can affect fruit softening by responding to ethylene and regulating ethylene
synthesis genes. It has also been found that in bananas, MaERF9 and MaERF11 interact
with ethylene synthesis genes ACS and ACO to regulate fruit ripening [47], suggesting
that ERFs are involved in plant growth, development, and senescence. The differential
expression of these ERFs found in this study may be an important reason for the different
softening processes in the two pepper lines.

Different from the ripening of respiratory climacteric fruits, ABA plays a positive
regulatory role in fruit ripening of both climacteric and nonclimacteric fruits [48–50]. Lara
et al. showed that the endogenous ABA in the ‘Granny Smith’ apple peel might play a
role in cold-induced ethylene synthesis by increasing the activity of ACO protein [51].
Exogenous ABA treatment can induce ethylene production by regulating the expression of
ACS and ACO genes, thereby promoting the ripening of tomato fruits [52]. Many genes are
expressed in the signal transduction of ABA plant hormones, among which genes such as
PYR, PYL, PP2C, and SnRK2 play a major role. As a negative regulator of ABA signal trans-
duction, PP2C negatively regulates the SnRK2 protein kinase, which is a positive regulator
in ABA response, and they can be rapidly activated by ABA under the action of internal
phosphorylation [53]. The Arabidopsis small ubiquitin-related modifier E3 ligase SIZ1
can protect ABI5 from protease degradation by SUMO modification, thereby negatively
regulating the effect of ABA on seed germination [54]. In this study, the expression levels of
ABI5 and PP2C (Capana03g000145) in A144 after 3 days of storage were significantly higher
than those on the day of harvest and significantly higher than those in A361, but there was
no significant change after storage in A361. The expression of SnRK2 (capana02g003135)
and (capana08g001898) was significantly decreased after 3 days of storage in A144 fruits,
but not in A361 fruits, and its expression was significantly lower in A144 than in A361.
These results indicate that, after storage, the high expression of PP2C, a negative regulator
of ABA signal transduction, and the low expression of SnRK2, a positive regulator in ABA
response, can promote the obstruction of ABA synthesis and delay plant senescence in
storage-resistant peppers A144, while promoting the synthesis of ABA and accelerating
fruit softening and aging in the storage-intolerant pepper A361.

In recent years, due to the development of metabolomics, important progress and
breakthroughs have been made in the postharvest research of fruits and vegetables.
Metabolomics has become an important research method to reveal the mechanism of
fruit and vegetable quality changes [55]. Studies have found that metabolites such as
sugars, organic acids, amino acids, lipids, and amines participate in different biological
metabolic pathways during fruit development [56]. Vandendriessche et al. [57] used nu-
clear magnetic resonance (NMR) to study the relationship between metabolic changes
of apples during storage and the occurrence of internal browning; they found that there
were metabolic differences between apples that were sensitive or not sensitive to brown-
ing, such as differences in pyruvate, citric acid, fumaric acid, alanine, acetaldehyde, and
3-hydroxybutanone. Monti et al. [58] performed metabolomics on 15 peach varieties and
found that putrescine and pyruvate content decreased and maltose and xylose content
increased with fruit ripening and senescence, showing that these metabolites can be useful
as markers of postharvest peach maturity and senescence. In this study, we identified
quercetin and quercetin 3-D-galactoside in A144 fruits, and their contents were significantly
increased after 3 days of storage, while quercetin and quercetin 3-D-galactoside were not
identified in A361. The content of indole-3-methyl acetate was significantly reduced after
storage in A144 fruits, but not in A361, and its content was significantly lower in A144
fruits than that in A361. Wojdyło and Nowicka [59] analyzed the composition of Actini-
dia chinensis fruit and found that the fruit mainly contained total polyphenols and total
flavonoids such as quercetin, quercetin, isoquercitrin, kaempferol, and proanthocyanidin.
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Quercetin, as a flavonoid, has antioxidation and antiaging functions [60,61]. Indole-3-acetic
acid (IAA) is the main active component of natural plant auxins, and its physiological
effects are very extensive, such as regulating the elongation and division of plant cells [62].
These results indicate that, after pepper harvest, the higher quercetin content and the lower
indole-3-methyl acetate content were beneficial for delaying the softening of pepper fruit.

5. Conclusions

In this study, we found that the increase in PG activity and soluble pectin content
and the decrease in hemicellulose, cellulose, and soluble sugar contents all promoted the
softening of pepper fruit. A total of 7829 differentially expressed genes and 296 differential
metabolites were identified, of which the number of upregulated genes was less than
the number of downregulated genes. Through the KEGG enrichment analysis of these
differential genes and metabolites, we found that the storage tolerance of pepper might
be affected by the genes related to sugar metabolism, plant hormone signal transduction
and protein synthesis and the metabolites related to flavonoid biosynthesis, glutathione
metabolism, and cysteine and methionine metabolism, suggesting that the fruit may be pos-
itively or negatively regulated by phytohormone-transduction-related genes and flavonoid
metabolites. We further identified the genes such as PG, PGI, ABI5, CESA, WEI1, and ERF
and as the metabolites such as 13-ketooctadecadienoic acid; 9-hydroxyoctadecadienoic
acid; and amino acids and their derivatives phenylalanine, glycyl-tyrosine, and indole-3-
methyl acetate that might be important substances in regulating the softening of pepper
fruit. Overall, our results provide a scientific reference for a deeper understanding of the
complex regulatory mechanisms of pepper storage tolerance.
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