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WE: tR T NLAEMNIT R BRESEARLXE 2K cDNA FH#ATT R 2. ZEHE
1042 bp s 24 /R, A A EAEK 411 bp, i 136 N A A RA RN E G, L EHHE 54
HAE 113 bp(5'3%) #1518 bp(3' B ) W AE B E X . RE ST KM, JLNEXN I BB E 4K B
AERFVERT MM RELCEAEERN -, Z B REMTRAN I HF X EA
FlgEe @ KTFESE G BAmA, @it T & RT-PCR X% 3 B 7 F B 4 R oy KK 27
F W, % HEE A£G IHANV 38 B R BB A AR P RE e, £ F kAR, £
IRAR Ak ik, Rz & E A& IHHNV 3 #f fo THHNV 5 & 3 dF o0 fF AR B L B L R A Ao
MAALERALN, ZEREFRASTO F ERNAARFTNEATAL 257, BEEFER
H 4 IHHNV X 8F 6y k35 B9 B % T THHNV 5 & 89 k35 &, L %2 &£ H 5 5 30 3o 47

] THHNV R Ze iy %k 142

KEW: LPEXNT; BERE & G; FETE; XTI & R 8K T Kl 4 87 s %

RESES: Q785; S917

NE W7 iR 45 4 2 1 ( fatty-acid-binding protein,
FABPs) J& T Mu N g B 45 & 8 B K, 2
— AR T IR R L, ooy o A SRR
BoAF 126 ~ 137 4, 40 T HAE 15 ku £ 4,
FABPs |17 {716 T35 i F1 TG H HE 31 9 19 41 2L 40
F P, AT LR S b 25 A 40 P 8 K T 3 A
Ui 25 s SE I , 17 5T M PN B IR 1) g s PRI, 2
5508 10 R 1 AR T, I T R DR Y e 8 RN 40 B 1 AR
K FABPs 75 A L Wk 40 0 . 842 200 i 45 4 g3
20 P A ) R B A Rk, R TR T BE 2 5 4L
TRBg g 1 #2120, KR BT 55 % W, FABPs
AT NN IE W & &M 2560
A TLPN R R R R A R AR R R — A
B AR, IR L 7E & B0 7 o E o FABPs fE 45
il LA i o ) B A e S 1A

Yo, MITxF FABPs £ 47 3 40 4E 32 A
PIBIFSE , fH i SR 32 2 4 b T X5 HE 3 0 f

550 0 LY I XFEE ( Litopenaeus vannamei ) J2:

W #s HH#3:2010-06-11 &6 H#3:2010-07-18

MERARIRED A

FFRH i 1 = ORI R Z —, 2 O 3K
IKFRFH Y SCHE . FABPs 3 o8 38 55 i 9 i 1y
PR 12 A, 70 TR 1 AR M A= | Sy Rz il JUL N
NEWT AR S Iy T B A SR E . B, R L
YRIEXT IR FABP [ 1 R D REWT 5T, % 48 7 X AF
AR BURAILA & F PSS Dy B 5 R A
FEHH . BRI, HFT i JC LAY X IR FABP J: 4]
JPHNMIE . AT s T FLYI X EF FABPs
FEPI Y42 K cDNA FFR 51, 300 H s i R e R AT 1
3N, WESEHAEOR MRA% Ytk B R B 1fi 20 2L R
%E9% B (infectious hypodermal & haematopoietic
necrosis virus , IHHNV ) X} #F 1 5h J8 et dF A ] 2H 28
MR, Ay i FFE FABP 520 % BR A 1K
PO A A Tt 5 55 75 T ) DI RE B JE Al

1 MRS IE

1.1 #8
W 5 k5 5L ( specific pathogen free, SPF) Al

BRI B : B Z R SR H (2007BAD29B01,2006BAD01 A13,2008BADBIB03 ) ; £} 3 (0836028 )

BIEE : BRI, E-mail ; chenxhan @ yahoo. com. cn
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Pt IHHNV FUANERF AR Hy 7 P4 7K 7 A5 BT [ K 9%
JUZIE XS R 35 4L B A b O S 42 5 S RNA il 32308
& (SV Total RNA Isolation System) ,RT-PCR ix
# & ( ImProm-II™
System) \pGEM-Teasy # 1A 2~ H % & . X-gal |
IPTG I F| Promega 23 ] ; BRAR M 5E I DNA [l 1l
& A A RAR A A B2 W] 5 SMART™
RACE cDNA Amplification Kit ,Advantage® cDNA
PCR Kit & Polymerase Mix LA TagDNA 5 & fiff
Ll DNA Marker Il § TaKaRa /&), Hoeid50 14
g P a3 BTl R AT i Topl0O AR 2 fRA7
1.2 2 RNA B3EELS cDNA &5

SIRIARET 5 g (9 SPF AT IHHNV i
A FLGA TR (4 B IR T8 Lo LR L RTER
WA BOF RS TR R RIS ] o %R
SV Total RNA Isolation System #{F 156 ] 472 BB
RNA, j# 5 1% BilEHEEIE H vk Bk 5 RNA 58
HebE, {fi ] DNAse £ R RNA HhEkA7 ) DNA, £
Smartspc plus #%FRH I E X E RNA HRE 5,
#i2 B8 ImProm- Il ™ Reverse Transcription System
EEAEULHI G L cDNA 25— F] T 5L vh A P 4147
W4 f & RT-PCR 1, F| i SMART™
RACE ¢DNA Amplification Kit 7z % 5% & % cDNA
S5, FIVESER 37 F0 5" s Iy 81 Rk 7 3 B4R
1.3 BERRESERAERE cDNA RERHEER
iR

%% GenBank 2\ 1 1Y BE 15 %F ¥R ( Penaeus
monodon ) FABP JL K 4K CDS J#%1] ( DQ459988 ) ,
M A Primer5 3 4 % 31 — X 5] 4 FABP1 Fi
FABP2, fh bt = i i A B R A IR R A AR,
T34 FLYN =X IR FABP (35 Br, H5 19
W % %) & FABPl: 5'-ATGAAGGCTCTGGG-
TGTTG-3', FABP2: 5-CCGTAGTCCCAGTCAT-
ATCC-3", 2kH] 50 pL PCR S AK 5 #E47 i 1D R
i E AN cDNA By 1, 76 PCR [ &
A :cDNA 1 pL,10 wmol/L (¥ | R 5]
#4% 1 uL,2 x GC Buffer 25 pL,2.5 mmol/L ff
dNTPs 8 pL,5 U/pL ffj La TagDNA B 457iff 0. 5
pL, KEBEEK N 50 uL, & T PCR L hikfTd"
1 PCR P 3L 4 94 C 3 min, (94 T 30 s,55
€ 305,72 C 1.5 min) x35 cycles,72 C 3 min,
HUPCR § 38 7=4) 2 wL 78 1. 5% WIS HHEE I FL vk
BRI ARG B ERE I DNA [ 507 &

Reverse  Transcription

ERAEUEH2lAL 91 PCR i S R4 34 74, O 4 45
% pGEM-Teasy # {4, & 21 JFURL % 1k 2 KW #F 14
Topl0, PP FERE LR TR PCR 4]0 %€ J5 b st =
T A AR PR A
1.4 [EIBRESEBERE S 3 ik cDNA FE
B 52 BE B il 7

PASRAS I B IR 25 G B 1 L TR Fr B A 5
T T 5 A 3" i RACE Jir 5 19 51 #) FABP-5
RACE #1 FABP-3'RACE, H.5 | ¥1)F 453 5N

FABP-5'RACE; 5' GCAGACAACGTCATCA-
ACCTTGCACTC3';

FABP-3'RACE:5' GACGGCGATACCTACA-
CAATGAAGACG3’,

DL SMART™ RACE cDNA Amplification Kit
B % 55 i cDNA 55 —4E KA, 735! F§ FABP-
5'RACE #l FABP-3’ RACE 2| ¥ 5 SMART™
RACE ¢DNA Amplification Kit 777 (1438 F 51 4
Bt XF, 3 52 4 #it '8 SMART™ RACE cDNA
Amplification Kit #E75 Y 5 W 442 8 F 52 1 2% 14 ik
17 FABP JE[H 5" 1 3" s B 5] 3 4 (9 47 4 . PCR
P Al opE Y S 1.3 BRI
L5 FIMHREEMEREST

#IF] DNAStar ) SeqMan 4 Fy %l
SORBATHAF I LR DR . BT o1 iR
A% NCBI BLAST #2547 ¥ 41 L X (htp: //
www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/blast/) , # Fij DNAStar
Bl ) EdiSeq & R A7 T B BEAE (ORF) #Y
TIN5 B R P A R . NHHE S L B 1 A
W3t Protparam % {4 ( http: // au. expasy. org/tools
protparam. htm1 ) it 47 & 1 BE AL F5 P4 B0, i
Interpro Scan % {f ( http: / www. ebi. ac. uk/
InterProScan ) #£17 2 [ Jit 2 8 25 #9373 A, 8 i
Motif Scan F¢ ¥ (http: // myhits. isb-sib. ch/cgi-
bin/motif _ scan ) 43 # 25 11 7 2 BE £ 4, 1
DNAMAN #4474 [r] ) # FABP 2 5L 1R )7 5]
Fb X AR A
1.6 7FE=2 RT-PCR

PAEL R4S 1 38 X Ty 9 R Ak, Al - Primer5
At it — X 51 4 FABP3 Fl FABPA X 2% 4
THHNYV FHt H xsf i e it | 17 18 25 20 21 vh FABP
FER I FEB TR, 2 B A A FLTEEXTIE B-
actin KR BB —Xf 514 actinl Fl actin2 JE1T
P IGVESD FABP BEP 2 i A i N 2, BT o 5



11 4] AR DT, 45 « FLATE X RN R RR A &

HHEBMN 2K cDNA K 5EkE & F51 01 1683

W % 5 4 W N FABP3: 5'-GGCAGGA-
GCGTCAGTTGT-3", FABP4. 5'-GTCGCAGCG-
TTACCCATC-3'; Actinl: 5'-CGAGAAATCGTT-
CGTGAC-3', Actin2; 5'-GATGGAGTTGTAGGT-
GGTCT-3', ¢ & RT-PCR [ 4" 4 (K & 40 45
¢cDNA 1 pL,10 pmol/L )k FilF5#45 1 uL,
10 x Buffer 2.5 pL,2. 5 mmol/L #) dNTPs 4 pL,
5 U/pL i) La TagDNA &1 0. 25 uL, K #
Zli7Km% 25 pL, PCR #3474 94 C 3 min,
(94 C 20 5,55 C 20 5,72 T 30 s) x25 cycles,
72 C 3 min, B PCR ¥ 1472415 wL Fil 1.5% HY
B AT K T o

2 R0

2.1 AMEXMNHERBRESEREREK
cDNA FIIM RS F SIS

Pl 3@ 4 ImProm- I ™ Reverse Transcription
System 1 7 & 5 M HY cDNA Sy AR, 1 I 519
FABPI #il FABP2 " 4k15 T — 4K 2 616 bp 11
RSt , 5P R/MAR (B 1) o

F oy

Bl AMENERRESESER
cDNA FERHIHHBER
M :DL2000 4> F & #57E; 1:FABP S5 [ cDNA H B,
Fig.1 The amplification result of L. vannamei
FABP gene cDNA sequence
M.DL2000 ladder; 1:cDNA fragment of L. vannamei FABP

gene.

L SMART™ RACE c¢DNA Amplification Kit
I EE A B cDNA 5 #k , | FABP-5' RACE
# FABP-3'RACE 5473 %] 5 SMART™ RACE
c¢DNA Amplification Kit Fir7 5938 5| ¥ fic %, 43
HBRAG T — 245K 25 490 bp F1 790 bp HRF TS
(B 2 FE3) .

o

| D g
iy

a1 Kby
i1
ST P

B2 FAMEXNIMEMEBESERERES'RACE Jig4R
M:DL2000 43 F 451 ; 1: FABP B[R cDNA FBt,
Fig.2 5’RACE result of L. vannamei FABP gene
M:DL2000 ladder; 1:cDNA fragment of L. vannamei FABP

gene.

1 TETi
7 i
I g
Tl
= LLE- -]

B3 FAMEXIEMEBESEBERE3'RACE Jig4ER
M:DL2000 43 F-ftARHE; 1:FABP 3 [H ) cDNA H Bt
Fig.3 3'RACE result of L. vannamei FABP gene
M:DL2000 ladder; 1:cDNA fragment of L. vannamei FABP

gene.

AT R B ey o R BR IR TS R
F DNAStar H1ff) SeqMan & )7 #E 17 HL 7 PF 2, 3k
13—21K 1 042 bp 7 H1, #1Z% 7 51438 2 NCBI
BLAST &7 st 47751 b X, & B FE GenBank %Y
a2 B PLAR I X IR IR D R 45 6 B 1 A P 4
cDNA J751, B R A 2 47515 $2 38 17 51 [A) 5 ik
$ 80% LA I, — 2% Jy BE 1 X6 R G B B 45 A B L
K (DQ459988) , 5 [Al I ik 5] 94% , 73— 5%
G R TR AR ( Metapenaeus ensis) ¥ 88 BE45 &
AR (AFA58289. 1) , 5 Z [al Ji 15 5] 82%
HIHE Kozak BN NCBI 7E4ZE FF i 17 152 48 54k
PEXZIE R HE— 25 T, i B PR ke s
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HERE 9 411 bp, HPIFL5 047 1 113 bp (5" %)
1518 bp(3'Br) BRI X, 7RI N Y PolyA
FELLHT 13 NREEAL 77 e — > nl BERY IR AS 5 7

51 ATTAAA o XoF JF 1) 52 A H i i 28 ) o #r A
B,G, C W FE & i (47.93% ) IRT AT
(52.07% ) B 51

b+
Eii
[, 5]
LJL
¥Tl

O Al Cad DTG TUGGeCA LTS, (O GG CARGLGEDGT TAGTTLTIA
MATCALDDGE CALGUEAGTT CATTLCACG TOTTEDGUA CHUCAGCALL DDCCCAG TG
.u..l.:.lulhiﬂ R ATT A L Gelih AOTTC kil ATEEIAG SOTC Ol ok CTTT L
W & K | E & E F E M E & &E E X F D
EAGTIOATG ALGOCTCTE GOTOTTGET TTEGTHATG Ok GATS H Tk & ClT
E F M E & L 4 ¥ L L ¥ EHN E E H & K &
GOERCOIT T AT OTC GRS ATCADC ARG GACGGOGAT ACTCTACATA ATOAELL 0
AT PP T ¥ E 1T B ©O & pF T T T B ET
AOCAIT AT TR AMGER O ATRGEG KTC UG TTUAR D TTiEHEA S GLATTT LA
T 7T 7T F BT T E § E F kK L W kK kK F LK
GAGALTALA CUTUATEGIC CiaUTT TR ARE TOARLDE ATTAUTTIL GATLLCAAT
E ¥ 7 & b E ¥ ¥ E £# 7 1 7T L D G N
AMECTRUTT UAUAN AN TR G0, DA, B LR SRS, L LATTUTAE
E L ¥ W Eg ¥ &# I E E E E E E [F =2 E
ETTCTOCGA GLATTCACE CACOACALD ATCITLATS JLGTGCLW STTOATILE
E L B E F T DD E EH LHE E C K LI R
OTTGTOTD AAADENGETT TACTOTUGT TTALL ATHA ATUCAGULA CTTATUTLL
¥y v ¢ E EVY ¥ ® E L E *
AUUUANRCTA TUERASSETE UTTACTTTA AATUTTARE LATT RUADT ATASTEGAN
UATALE ATT ATAATTTLUT ATGTUAL AR TRAATTUAL TTHTARA UT TTUUAALY 6
ATNGG TITT EUATTTIT T ACATTOATC OTRAAGUAGE TUTLGOATT TEATGG ALK
GOUTEGTTC OO TALGGEA S GTALDDACAE TTATCCTAT TCACATODD ATETTGLTIT
GCTCARLCT GTCTTHOALD GUTTCATTA TTICTTCALT GTICTCTTIC AAATTGTLA
Gefiidn ATT CAGTTOATGE TOTTITT GTG GETATHCTT TALCT LAL G AAHIL &L &
ECCCTAS BT ACARTTTAT GATAMIAT T TACCAMI AT TETTTETCC ATTEALA CA
MeTTTALUET L AT AT LGOS ARTUL AN TS0 O STIAS CATT TATATUTLT
TaRETUATTT TTAL LCTT TATATATEA AATTGAALLD AL ATTUAL A AL AAARNEL &

PEET ok R o o o N R

4 NAEMIFERBRESEAERMESHNEERFT
RIGET T (ATG) T HER R, 4 35T (TAA) AT T RIZRR .
Fig.4 Nucleotide sequence and deduced amino-acid sequence of L. vannamei FABP

Start codon ATG are framed and stop codon TAA are underlined.

2.2 wEEAHEMMEESH

FIJ1] DNAStar Hr(%) Edisequee 72 )7 44 1% 3k A
Sty ¥ 5 BN A Y 2 R 1Y 4, R i
it —A~H 136 2 SRR AR L 20 s B 1 T, HL
TN 15.493 ku, LR 5,583, i H A
25 DI E LR (K, R) (27 R PE & LR
(D,E) 36 Mo /KERAHEK (A, ILLL,F,W,V) Fil
20 P EEEETR (N, C,Q, S, T,Y), i
Interpro Scan {4 X 1% 25 11 i A7 45 49 43 B &
PR IZE I 4 ~ 26 .63 ~79 I 114 ~ 134 & IR
B AL B i 7 R 25 G B 1 45 A0 R AE, 38
Motif Scan FELL R 773 BT (1 45 R b 7R A~ 2 FE R
JP AR IEA 5 IR IR 45 G 1 A R & R 7 41

TEAHFF G, HAE 73 ~76 133 ~ 136 24 LR M /£ 7E
FIRE By B AR S WORE I ®E R Ak 17 A (CK2 _
PHOSPHO_SITE) , 7£ 50 ~ 52 .56 ~ 58 SR 1E
e ] BE Y RS C W R Ak AL s (PKC _
PHOSPHO_SITE)
2.3 REEARFIIEXTIARFLREE

i3k NCBI Blast 35 X] 12 5 R 4 5 1) 24 B 1R
FPAHATTESAR R IZF 4 S BT XU FABP
f2)7 51 ( ABET7154. 1) (1 [R5 85 A 98% , Lk
5 TVEHOM IR L B RSS2 B R 4 1 [m]
TE(AAL68638. 1) hy 88% , 55 7 K Fi| % i (Apis
mellifera) (NP _001011630. 1) . K 78 ¥ fd: ( Salmo
salar) FABP Z L2 741 (NP_001135371. 1) DA S B



11 44 RAK T, A5« PLAN IR IR AR TR SS 15 8 1 24 [ 4 1< cDNA [ 36 S 51150 Hr 1685

it ( Danio rerio) (NP _999972. 1) . %Y ( Gallus 49% 51% 50% 50% . BEALB AT FE8] , 1% T 5
gallus) (NP _990639. 1) . %% (Sus scrofa) (NP_  HBEWXIHRIENIIRES S 0 BB RN —3, 2%
001020400. 1) FIA ( Homo sapiens) FABP 7 ZJE/2 TR TIEUHOMITR R B K
JF3 (NP_001437. 1) B[R IR HEARICH 57% 50% . PUE 28 FEFACES) .

A [ HBE i faprnare comamrn
F = Pesas sl i
S B ) s e i i i

R i ra
S T
i ) B s
Flarata palian
L ]
B R )

5 ET FABP ERSEERFF I M R LK

Fig.5 Homology phylogenetic tree based on amino acid sequence of FABP genes from some animals

F I DNAMAN BT iZFE i i @5 57 ~ 82 Al E MR 7 91 o JE AR <1, P SRk
FEHIE BET O IF  ROR M S e RV PEf FABP & ] O SXNFDXXMKXLGXG, FKXTEIXFX-
BRI L BE St 3G fE M FABP 7 E % LGEEFXEXTXDXRXXKS, Hi[a] (9 & 73 v 51 2
BRI BEAT LUXS, BT W TR 13 ~26 Ml JEPTA FEW P a) e 2 — 2 (181 6) .

Bl B T it e e i s i i § S
AP Froura e | P
SR T e wr LrEdE A
B A e | i L R ¥
e sy i LY RLL " il
i i e LY LR O
A 1T W el ik 5 o A
T e o il | LY RLT L R
LT TRy L AL
o P

FFEFFFFEELE

L P e ey
W Press s el s

A P s g s s

L oo b o O Y
T
I T

¥

|
|
]

L
L]
L]

6 JFLANEXTER FABP S ERF 55 8 #i4Y) FABP SEBF 5 b5t

Fig.6 Amino-acid sequence alignment of L. vannamei FABP with different animals FABPs
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2.4 JFLYEXTER FABP £ E B RIFHFE

i 32 22 i RT-PCR Xz BE PR 7 A IR Yk 75
XPURAS LA 38 50 BT R W) 2 R R L
JHF IR AR AL 20 4 e iR 3 i, FE O L e ik B
G AERRA AR GR, F— 2 B B IR e Bt
IHHNV XJ4FFI THHNV 5 J8 % R0 i I
B IRAR R L IR ZH 2 Ay 3 J B, 1% 35 TR A 1
FEGTIRC B FILA SFZH 2 B RA T0 W] 2
255 ABTEFI AR, 1 THHNV 3 i1 2 5% & 3
185 T IHHNV 5800 R 9 3235 i 5 7691 THHNV
XTURHRAR Hh JC 2235, 76 THHNV ) O iR IR A o
s RIE(E 7).

7 FERRRZEAEBEREE IHHNV 5 &7
Uik AL R B B R B E 2T
1:B-actin FEPFIFE THHNV HHERTURA [ 4 2L 8 SR 2520
2 NN RS, &5 3 LA 7E THHNV $p P08 MRS ) 41 12 52
K 2524 5 3 :B-actin FEH 7E &G THHNV X 0FAS 6] 41 242 58
HAINEE R s 4RI ERES & B 1 FE A I B THHNV X i

) L2 A 45 2R
anOIE; b PR c: il d: 5 e IRAN; £ LA,

Fig.7 Semi-quantitative PCR analysis of FABP gene in
different tissues of IHHNV-infected and
IHHNV-resistant L. vannamei
1: Semi-quantitative PCR analysis of B-actin gene in different
tissues of THHNV-resistant L. vannamei; 2 Semi-quantitative
PCR analysis of FABP gene in different tissues of IHHNV-
resistant L. vannamei; 3 : Semi-quantitative PCR analysis of -
actin gene in different tissues of IHHNV-infected L. vannamei
4 ; Semi-quantitative PCR analysis of FABP gene in different

tissues of IHHNV-infected L. vannamei.
aheart; b.hepatopancreas; c:intestinal; d.gastric; e:eyestalk;

f. muscle.

3 Phe

Ockner Z£1°1 43 B3 44 T 45—~ FABPs L[, it
40 A H A 275 X ES Y FABPs 5L 7
B Gk FERDRE VR 1 SRS R DL S oe R A
R T Z TR A RESE, Tk To B HESh )
FABPs (W5 AR TG . B8 — D TCEHESI Y

FABP Yhy e v (desert locust, S. gregaria) H)
FABP FTuf LUK, 164 B % ) 30 ZAJeHHEsh )
ff) FABP'™ AR5 LA 32 %ot AT ik A 2. 41
FEkAS—BL 1 042 bp ()75, 1%) 751 5 GenBank %{
PRPEOCA 1 2 5HF2E FABP 28 3k Pl ——5 5 4 ff
BEIWIERAS & 8 1 5L (DQ459988 ) i1 ) 4 Xt MR A1
HORELE A B L (AF458289. 1) HA B 1 (] U5
PE (5 BET 0T IR I R4 A 25 1 i PR g ] Y e B
T8 94% , 5 T RUHT T AL S A A R 1Y
G A 82% . 1ZFEPTF IO EHE K 411 bp, 4ifid
PR BAESS 4 ~26 63 ~ 79 Fl 114 ~ 134 ZFEIRGE
FETE) EAG WS (0 B W BR 45 £ B A A5 A SRR AE .
FEPRF 9 LT A B0, 1235 5] G R 1 2 1 o 5 R %)
HRAR I RRZE A 8 2 LR P8 9 [R) RE ik 98%
[FIREEAT L B 2S5 B TR 158 — a — IRiE
SYESERY L B E AT SRS Bk FLAA
{EXTHR FABP & [H 741

FABPs J2 21 it P4 i 5 B 45 5 B 2 3R K
JRBLIA T2 AEAE A R T HE 3h i 21 2 400 i
P, TE A HE Sl RN TG A s oA B — A~ L[]
(OB A AR, SRR N 1 S EA N e = e[l
SUIEBR T 55 B X R L R 2 e RV e
BEh XY B AI A FABP HEAT HU AL A 43
Br 2P H SR TR IR T R ES B I R R
— 3¢, ZJa AT Ry TIERTRTAR 3R 2
e BE A KV EE XS N, R E AN
T B sh W BV 1l A B 4 2 i 7L 3h i Y kA i
P, 56 stk A ARG 55 31 2 S5 1 st AL R o

WSR2 70 7K A B A A i 40 i e i AR
BRIl T s A KB N 1 R A0 HAth
B PERCEE , 1T S5 40 9 I W R e iz T A A
FRIN & FABPs St A A W2 ¢ Tife . HHEShY)
FABPs 7EALE T i UL A 160028 41 it 25 22 Fh 241 21
A A AT HR R EhAE™ o ABIFFER T ML
VTR R [RI 440 7R FABPs [f38 3k , 135 1% T
JRAR A Rk Fe A, FE IR R 3R IK 5 B )
W AH S ZH AR ) B2 SRA — 3 TR S 4%
SEAZLIE R E RN O AR 2 4 rh 3R 85 5, T2
BERTRLR AR R Rk, TE4E IS5
S S W), AR 3 BH L (1) FABPs L K R ] 1) 32 35 7K
S LAEL PR TR A T FABPs
FEPLANEEXT IR LA 423 b sl ik (HIZFE I
HEHRREZ N FBK TN ZEREE SRS




11 #

R DT, 45 < JLANTE X R A R4S 15 3 1 B D 41 cDNA 1 5 1% 5 1 7 B 1687

NI TR SR /s 2t — 2P AT o

THHNV J2 £ 5 X R 55 5 28 T 500 23 1 3 229
BEZ— , 0 S 0 B A M ) TR AR L
o U PR R 1S M % /N B Bt 28 A ( runt-deformity
syndrome ,RDS) , H:ili i & B FI 7K F- 1% 4 J =48
TRREAL A T — IR A AR BF 5T LA X
HRXF THHNV (470955 BIL 3R ELAT 3 28 19 46 0 2 S
{H H AT TR THHNV 86 2 4138 5 T /9 AF 57 £
/b, FABPs 75 B A 9% 15 14 1 45 HE 20 1) e 9% 4
Harh ek B 0 Zeng S Aok 400 4 9 O
ZR A%+ AR ( suppression subtractive hybridisation ,
SSH) #ff 5% 7a [C#E MR ( Procambarus clarkii ) ) JE Y%
P BRE 9 7 Fip S AL 98 L2 v ) e PR Sk 22 S, R B XS
WREGE THHNV J5 Ik EL 41409 FABPs [ 3855 I
V), Zhao %" i 1 SSH HARBESE (1 BELE A E
7 (white spot syndrome virus, WSSV ) 5y APtk
JUAATE Xof BF JFF I it v 22 S 55 TR /) 3R 35 I B,
FABP JE 5 75 Bt P4 % R 0 JHF 5 g v i) %58 13
X BRI SE 45 G o8 FABPs 1] fE ELA 0% 7 1 1Y
fE. AWFFELAT P4 B R LAN R 5245 5 Tl
ORI B NP PLANE RTINS bk, B
TR B AR AR H 2L FABPs YR IATE L,
25 HL Bk DR TR PR ROt R AL PR v ) 3R G8 TE I i 25
S, UEIIZ R R A 2 5 THHNV g g ol 41 ] Ja&
PRI Je AR AR R Ak & . SR TTT, FABPs 72
P THHNV Xf SR AT B b 4 208 & B 2 T1E 5
TR SRk il R RE B 2 5 bt
BRI THHNV [ 8 ok 72 , (H BRI RE 5 24 0
RAIBESE

SE L
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Cloning and analysis of full length cDNA of intracellular
fatty-acid-binding protein in Litopenaeus vannamei

ZHAO Yong-zhen, CHEN Xiu-li, XIE Da-xiang, WANG Da-peng, PENG Min,
YANG Chun-ling, YANG Yan-hao, WEI Pin-yuan, CHEN Xiao-han "
(The Key Laboratory of Aquatic Genetic Breeding and Health Cultivation of Guangxt,
Guangxi Institute of Fisheries,Nanning 530021, China)

Abstract; Full-length cDNA sequence of fatty acid-binding protein was isolated from hepatopancreas of
Litopenaeus vannamei. The full-length cDNA sequence of fatty acid-binding protein is 1 042 bp, which
contains a 113 bp 5'-UTR (untranslated region), 518 bp 3’-UTR (untranslated region) , and 411 bp open
reading frame ( ORF) that encodes 136 amino acid residues. There are typical fatty acid-binding protein
domains between 4 —26 and 63 —79 amino acids residues of Litopenaeus vannamei FABP( LVFABP) , and
these sequences highly conserve in L. vannamei ,Metapenaeus ensis ,Italian bee, zebra fish, Atlantic salmon,
chicken, swine ,human. The phylogenetic analysis based on amino acid sequence shows that LvFABP has the
highest similarity (98% ) with black tiger shrimp FABP,and has 88% ,57% ,50% ,49% ,51% ,50% ,50%
identity with cellular retinoic acid-binding proteins ( CRABP) of Metapenaeus ensis, FABP of Italian bee,
zebra fish, Atlantic salmon, chicken, swine, human, respectively. The expression of the gene in different
tissues was analyzed by semi-quantitative reverse transcription PCR ( RT-PCR) , the result shows that the
expression of the gene was higher in intestinal, gastric, hepatopancreas, muscle tissues, and the expression
was decreased in myocardium, and undetectable in eyestalk of normal shrimp tissue. Comparing the
expression of the gene in myocardium, hepatopancreas, intestinal, gastric, eyestalk, muscle of THHNV-
resistant shrimp to IHHNV-infected shrimp , there was no obvious difference in myocardium, intestinal , gastric
and muscle tissues between two kinds of shrimps,but the expression of FABP in hepatopancreas of IHHNV-
resistant shrimp is higher than IHHNV-infected shrimp, which showed FABP involves in the immune process
inhibiting shrimp from being infected by IHHNV.

Key words: Litopenaeus vannamei; fatty acid-binding protein; gene cloning; infectious hypodermal &
haematopoietic necrosis virus
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