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Prokaryotic expression of aminopeptidase N1 from Chilo suppressalis
and in vitro binding analysis with the Cry2Aa toxin
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Abstract: [ Aim] The important premise of insecticidal activity of Bt toxins is that they can bind to specific receptors on the brush
marginal capsule (BBMVs) of the epithelial cells in the insect midgut. Based on the full length sequence of the aminopeptidase N
(APN) gene of Chilo suppressalis, the binding ability of APNI to Cry2Aa toxin was determined. [ Method] APN1 of C. suppressalis was
expressed in Escherichia coli BL21 (DE3). The binding ability of APN1 of C. suppressalis to Cry2Aa was analyzed by one dimensional
electrophoresis and a ligand blotting assay. [ Result] The recombinant vector expressed a 70 ku protein in the BL21 ( DE3) strain,
which indicated that the prokaryotic expression vector was successfully constructed. SDS-PAGE showed a single protein band, indica-
ting purity. Ligand blot results showed that APN1 recombinant protein could bind to Cry2Aa. The width of the binding band decreased
with decreasing recombinant protein sample volume. [ Conclusion] APN1 could bind to the Cry2Aa toxin, which lays a foundation for
elucidating the function of APN1 gene and provides a new reference for the study of other Bt receptors.

Key words: Cry2Aa; Chilo suppressalis; aminopeptidase N1; prokaryotic expression; binding assay

%5 B A ( Received ) ; 2018-09-13 £ HHA (Accepted) : 2018-10-26
BE&UWH.: #4445 7 A9 5 E (Q20162707)

EERN: A8, L, HEFH: BhoFEYF, E-mail: 15271937410@ 163.com
* 18 12 1E# ( Author for correspondence) , E-mail: wangyong@ hbeu.edu.cn



- 256 - WL A2 ER Journal of Biosafety

$271%

B a AT (Bacillus thuringiensis , Bt) JE
2= (R PR, 78 2808 U 2377 28 B 28 s 2R 1Y
PSR 1, 2500 Cry SR FTRT Cyt & 2 28
(Crickmore et al. ,1998) , Hort Cry 8 & fc i WA
HEEM, BT B ARRE T BA B e L
— M BN R R 2520, 35k Br
R BE DR VE AN G A W 2% BRIl 2 I 3
Biiifi (Bravo et al.,2011) , T 20 4l 90 441
Fr%% B8 Helicoverpa armigera (Hiibner) K& & , % F[H
FRAE T Ml 3 J™ H A5 R, X A 48 BT e RO LT
PR SLRIARAE ( 2RI CrylAc) HAEfEFRE) 12
Fihe, e BED VR R T AR T K H 1997 4F
(¥ 170 73 hm® BEHIZE 2016 4F19 1.85 12 hm* ot
HUFEFEVEYI 53k 41% (ISAAA 20165 Wang et al. ,
2018) ), SR, FA— R IHIFRFP A 5% B AR D3 o 1
S e AR AR SR T KU, Bk Cry 2R IR I
Bl {6 AT 428 A 9 B2 KB ( Hagenbucher et al.
2017; Von Kanel et al. ,2016) , K, BA#f Bt 58 B4R
1A SOPL I RN AR T HUA BT LI, X T Al f5 2
A Bt EEH PR H R AAEEE L,

Bt 2 R A BOEPEA B E AT 2 Cry SHHAE
g 55 B Ha v iz b Bz 240 ) R 25 15 % (brush border
membrane vesicle, BBMVs) [ 321K % 1254 (Jurat-
Fuentes & Crickmore,2017) . HRETEHGE R Cry R H
B2 R EE AR5 3 & 11 (cadherin, CAD) (ZJIK
fif} ( aminopeptidase N, APN) FI Bl 14 % & i} ( alkaline
phosphatase , ALP) ( Pardo-Lopez et al.,2013; Soberon
et al.,2009) , WLAL, BFFE % BL, V-ATP & A I 1 2
A/BABC #% iz & 11 ( ABCC2, ABCC3, ABCGI,
ABCA2) FHIA Bz AT 5 Cry SR, AT AER
WTERY Cry SZAKRFEH (Chen et al.,2010; Contreras et
al.,2013; Qiu et al.,2017b) ., H APN fE0 Cry 2
H Y2 AR D RE C 7R KM Manduca sexta L. JHZF
Pk Heliothi svirescens (Fabricius) /N3, Plutella
xylostella L. 25 8538 H B A rp 15 21| % %€ ( Contreras et
al. ,2013; Luo et al. ,1997; Wang et al. ,2017a) ,

URTEHGER Cry LT 500 F, ARG HE5H
TR RIS O M KB 438 67 25 (Crickmore et al.
2014) , I TAFEZEAM) B A U AR U 57
P AN]SR 0[] — SRR AR JU R ORI
AR, 7] — B o 44 A o W BB A7 76 A W] 19 32 A 2 1
( Frankenhuyzen, 2009 ), — fb W& Chilo suppressalis

(Walker) 2 /K F L EHZEFE KR Z — (Du et al.,
2013) T KR AR EERT AR A K RE B £
RK VIS AR 24 P 7 A 25 I R 12, — Ak
TR 1 18 AR B R SE BT (BRI SE,2012) . H
T, Cry2 A 228 Y 32 (A4 AW FHAIL AR DCH B £
b PR A SCTE RIS AS AR APNT LD (1% JE Al
EL TS Cry2Aa SEARSS S BES), I AR
APN 25 32 AT REMTFE B8 St
1 #REFE
11 #ulEHR

TARME S ARSI = N DL TR (AR B &
) 22w 7 22 A B R, R4 Al A e 4% a5
Fral AR 2 4 0% R HOBCE UK EIch g, K BRN
W, T Y 0.7%NaCl #0 rhiE I FH MK 408
W, 7 BRI TR P v Ok CHE 1Y b I A A A
-80 CHRAFH .
1.2 FERF

FIRBEUR pET-28a-(+) L RERAZ AT Trans
1-T1 Phage Resistant 3256 %8 g RAF . g% cD-
NA & 18 57 & A BR 1 14 3 VT ( EcoR I NotI)
(Fermentas 7~ A ) , RNA $2 B 57 1 DNA R 45 i
( PrimeSTAR® Max DNA Polymerase ) ( Takara 23 7)) ,
T 844 peasy-blunt FIESZ A4 ffl Trans BL21 ( DE3)
(G AF]) , FURAR R & X-gal [ KIRAEF
F(dbmt) AR ] ], DNA T4 % $2 [ ( Promega 2
A))  Cry2Aa 1L B (£ B —JE 24 7] Envirologix
Inc.) . BERBEIE IS FH %5 B , PMSF, DNasel , 2
Al AL I i SE0R (R S 22 A W R BT BR 2
Al) PTG, iR IR 2R e P R, RS2y , Sk
B (DU E A ARABRA ) . PCR 5115 1
DNA I Hh 28 T A=) TR (L) Iefi A5 BR2 Rl 58
W, HEHELAL TR inclusion bingding buffer | inclu-
sion elution buffer A [ 2L lt il , HiAxi 5003 4 = 7= 43
Hrafi,
1.3 “{L#ErA7 RNA BIIREUK cDNA #&=REI & 5

BU10 Sk ZARME 4 882h R, A TE RNAase
1 1.5 mL B0 5, A 1000 pL /% Trizol reagent
FE214K , H Takara 22 ) RNAiso Plus i57 &1 T
S RNA AYEIBC, BRI RNA % Thermo Scientif-
ic cDNA S—HE5 R G455 1 cDNA
14 APN1 BEE R BRHEE
1.4.1 5l 4% it A4E GenBank 1 —fLIE APN1
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(JQ747494.1) fJF 5 1E Cry2Aa 1 S5 & X5
Y1.APN1 1E [ 514 5'-AGGAATTCATGGACGGGATT-
GCCAAATC-3', 2 [ 519 5'-AGGCGGCCGCTTTCAA-
CATCAAAGCGATCATTGTTG-3", K T i T H 1 %L
R e P B R gk AR I e 1E 0] ) 51 4 b o il
T EcoRI \Notlﬁﬁtﬂfﬁ}ﬁ( HTFRIZER)

142 PCR iy w s ® LIS AT cDNA &5
—4E A BAR , Fe BRG] A5 BC i) Prime STAR Max 1Y
PCR 1R , 1% By BEHEE I L VR I o1l i B
B ) H Y R B % 2 31 sE B R peasy-blunt H
IRIGHEAL R AT B DHS o, 15 1 BEPEE , PEE A (5
T, TR P TR PCR YE5E B S E A B T ke
AT PR 5E

1.5 APN1 EEFEZFREHENERETE

151 JFAdREC SHF IER A SRR TR, 1 2 100
JA10 mL 7 kana HTPEAY LB RS 77 300 B KG
3%, %1 TIANprep Mini Plasmid Kit #F7 Bk 21
152 EAXRKZBEERGME FFEAMTR peasy-
blunt/ APN1 Fl % 22 I8 24K pET-30a-( +) £ EcoR1
F1 Not DXV 5, 43 5l VI 1810 1600,5000 bp £ 47
MR B, TE T4 SR AE T B APNL F B 55
BB HAAR pET-30a-(+) T 16 CiHI&WiE , HEH
R # DHS o, s 085 57, SR JE #EAT T PCR 1Y
W 5 T A ORI S

1.6 APN1 SIAREFESRIEFH AL

1.6.1 APNI1 % ik iy B3 k5 $RIZ S IR
I ORE , AL KT I BL21( DE3) A2 2540, 14:F
M, G SR, PRECATAVREAT PCR Sk, BBH M4
X BB 100 wL LA E] 10 mL Kana+LB ¥ {4
Bigidrh 37 °C 200 r - min ' PRI IE 4 h, HEEA
1 L Kana+LB WARK; S22, Dy 1HIEF] 0.5~0.8
B, I IPTG EZYKE N 1.0 mmol - L', 37 ClHIENR
D% 6 h, 12000 g B0 1 min, 3% B3, IASUTHRE N
MM, HT SDS-PAGE HLjk & 4tifk.,

1.6.2 APN1 %k i B4t K IPTG ISR EH
JIA LE buffer( 100 mmol - L' NaH,PO, , 10 mmol -
L™ Tris-HCI, 8 mmol + L™ urea, pH8.0) ¥& fi#, 4 C
18000 r + min™' B5.(» 30 min, B [-7% % His-tag £ 12
Mt wash buffer( 100 mmol « L™' NaH,PO,, 10 mmol
- L' Tris-HCI, 10 mmol - L' Imidazole,8 mmol -
L™ urea, pH8.0) M4 ¥, elution buffer (100 mmol
- L' NaH,PO,, 10 mmol + L™" Tris-HCI, 500 mmol -

L' Imidazole,8 mmol - L™" urea, pH8.0) ¥ H AY &
M., WERALE AL SDS-PAGE LKA,
1.7 ligand bloting %47

B ER b Y APNT | BottAT SDS-PAGE 43047,
H Bio-Rad PrifE 2} TR EH EAKE B R
PVDF i I, H PBST B9 5% i g Wik 3141 2 h,
5EAERY Cry2Aa AHUEE (0.3 pg - mL™ ) FF 2 h;
PBST Y% 10 min, FE 3 ;5 Cry2Aa TR (1 :
3500) %7 2 h;PBST BEAR 10 min, FE 3 K ; B IT
SAALPIBFFRIC I —FT (1 2 3500) 7 2 h; ECL fk2#
Rt iekE A,

2 GBRE5HMH
2.1 APNl EXBFHRERIEGHLER

254 GenBank LSRR APNT &K, &id 3
kg R B AR A B pET-30a-(+) Rk #L
K I, % 4k BL21 ( DE3 ) J& A2 A5 40 i LA, Ak i
1 mmol « L™ IPTG 5 588 F £k If4lifk, a1
FR TERINRAS T —ALEE APN1 25 4, 55 R A M
4tk B E AR/ —2, 2 70 Ku, SHII A EH
K3, glifb)s il 2 IR B — 4l B A as, vl
DI T HE 2258 555

ku 1 2 3 4
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B 1 Z{LEE APN1 HYJRIZRIEFILEIL
Fig.1 Prokaryotic expression and purification of
C. suppressalis APN1
1:Marker; 2. REIN IPTG P SM0GE ;3. IPTG 31
BEH ;4. N R4l b E A,
1: Marker; 2: No IPTG-induced total protein; 3: IPTG-induced

total protein; 4: Purified protein by Ni** column.

2.2 Cry2Aa ZEB5 APN1 SHEBHNES D
Walifb)5 1 APN1 #5147 SDS-PAGE HLIK )5 , >R
ligand bloting FAR, K% APN1 F Befl Cry2Aa Iy 45
HHETT, EERANE] 2 PR, FIK M AL APNT 2k
F BT L SIEM0AY Cry2Aa RIEALE S, HE A%
bt A A AR R BRI TR
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2 TiLEE APN1 EHE Cry2Aa EAMES
Fig.2 The binding of APN1 protein to Cry2Aa protein in
C. suppressalis
1:10 wL {8 APN1 #4;2.5 pl —fbIE APN1 [,
1: 10 pL of C. suppressalis APN1 protein;

2.5 pL of C. suppressalis APN1 protein.

3 itig

A K Cry HAVEIPLE] L Ay Cry 8 H 9
bR U IS, 7 B e bl ek PR B8 25 4 T i i
Ji 2 A v T T A P T 2Kl S T A R U
R R SRR 40 BBMVs E 1Y
FeSF P2 A & 05, Zeadk B 2% AR B F A6 A %)
L B AR g B A8, S S L PR A 3 s 1 R
BE R U, 5| A0 i 2L A Al LSBT (Adang et
al. ,2014; Bravo et al. ,2011; Qiu et al. ,2017b) ,

Cry 8RR IR AT 2 HRE 8 5 B Uk N
R SR I SZ AR RS, & Xl B 8 R FE/E
B LB 1Y — 4 (Jurat-Fuentes & Crickmore,2017)
HETE B LY Cry RS S RER T, Hrh—L
EHfH Cry R RE H, —ER 5 AT BRI TER)
ZE A, 1995 4F AL BE R APN 24 Cry 8 H 145
HEA, RO 20 ZFPEEH H B drh 75 25ESE
(Qiu et al. ,2017a) , APN1 1 Cryl Z8E A ZIKE
ZAERYLL K Trichoplusis ni (Hiibner) HH K08k A
i A — Ak IE p A5 21 5IE 52 ( Flores-Escobar et al. ,
2013; Tiewsiri & Wang,2011; Wei et al.,2016; Zhang
et al.,2009), Wang et al. (2017b) % Bt RNAi #¢ R
APN1 FEHGEREAR AL IEXT CrylAc RIS, (H
TARIEHY Y 2% U 1 v] REAATEAS 6] ) 2 AR R
Cry2A 5 Cryl A 258 d 8 (1 BA AR 09 4E H LI
(Wei et al.,2015)

HABE G2 B A R S R HT§E (2
SEEIABRE MR E A ZA, FIHE P APNI
J2 CrylAc IZAKEE 11 (HAE Cry2Ab (321K (Wei

et al.,2016) . CrylAc FI Cry2Aa % FRENS 55 77/
AEYE Orius similis Zheng I VAR Y IR EE 1 70 #H
e SN N B R RS G (Wang et al.,
2018) . WLBhEE M actin EN CrylAc AL GHEH
B I MR B H AR 1 B 4 P A B S8 AR IR I
IS Aedes aegypti (L.) P TTYER Cry4Ba U455 & &
1 ( Bayyareddy et al.,2009) . WIZIE S Cry EHBY
G54 T BERR VR 4 M B A2 1E H I HE (Chen et al.
2010; McNall & Adang,2003), HALEI & 12 & N
Cry WIZ IR A EASE A, Qiu e al. (2017a) )
HI RNAi mB5 2 N2 KEG NV ZE (APNT 1 APN2)
FECARIEXS Bt KA i &R TT51( CrylAb #1 CrylAc
FAlAIER) A1 TIC-19( CrylCa 3ER) RLEMEREAR
(B4} T2A-1 §h & (Cry24a KR A 850U TG 18 2% 78
1k, AWFFE AL, Cry2Aa A% U8R (A 0] U5 R %k
M _ALIE R i APNT Z K Bedli G, H S Cry2Aa 2
(] ) BAE S R ATy e — 2D AR 5T

S 3Lk
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