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Genome-wide survey indicates 
diverse physiological roles of the 
turnip (Brassica rapa var. rapa) 
calcium-dependent protein kinase 
genes
Qiuli Wang1,2,3,4, Xin Yin1,2,3,5, Qian Chen1,2,3, Nan Xiang1,2,3, Xudong Sun1,2,3, Yunqiang Yang1,2,3 
& Yongping Yang1,2,3

Calcium-dependent protein kinases (CDPKs) as crucial sensors of calcium concentration changes play 
important roles in responding to abiotic and biotic stresses. In this study, 55 BrrCDPK genes, which were 
phylogenetically clustered into four subfamilies, were identified. Chromosome locations indicated that 
the CDPK family in turnip expanded by segmental duplication and genome rearrangement. Moreover, 
gene expression profiles showed that different BrrCDPKs were expressed in specific tissues or stages. 
Transcript levels of BrrCDPKs indicated that they were involved in abiotic and biotic stresses and that 
paralogs exhibited functional divergence. Additionally, we identified 15 Rboh genes in turnip; the 
results of yeast two-hybrid analysis suggested that BrrRbohD1 interacted only with BrrCDPK10 and 
that BrrRbohD2 interacted with BrrCDPK4/7/9/10/17/22/23. Most of the genes play an important role 
in pst DC3000 defense by regulating the accumulation of H2O2 and stomatal closure. Our study may 
provide an important foundation for future functional analysis of BrrCDPKs and reveal further biological 
roles.

Calcium, a universal second messenger, plays an important role in the signal transduction pathways that were 
developed to survive developmental and stress stimuli in eukaryotes1,2. In plants, Ca2+ changes are sensed 
and decoded by Ca2+ sensors or Ca2+-binding proteins that transduce signatures into a series of downstream 
effects3,4. Four classes of sophisticated Ca2+ sensors or Ca2+-binding proteins exist, including calmodulins (CaM), 
calmodulin-like proteins, calcineurin B-like proteins, and calcium-dependent protein kinases (CDPK)5–8. CDPKs 
are unique in having both protein kinase and calmodulin-like domains in a single polypeptide that directly result 
in Ca2+-binding and Ca2+-stimulated kinase activities without independent CaM9,10.

CDPKs forms large multigene families; 34, 31, 26, 35, 25, and 50 CDPKs have been identified in Arabidopsis 
thaliana11, rice12, wheat13, maize14, canola15, and soybean16, respectively. A typical CDPK protein contains a 
variable N-terminal domain, a catalytic Ser/Thr protein kinase domain, an autoinhibitory domain, and a CaM 
domain5,11. The variable N-terminal domain may be important for substrate recognition17 and usually has pal-
mitoylation or myristoylation sites that are related to membrane localization9. The protein kinase domain is the 
catalytic domain containing an adenosine triphosphate binding site and lies adjacent to the autoinhibitory junc-
tion domain. The consecutive calmodulin-like domain always contains four EF hands for Ca2+ binding and is the 
reason why CDPKs rely on Ca2+ and not calmodulin11.
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Many studies have reported that CDPKs are involved in plant responses to biotic and abiotic stresses and 
signal the transduction of hormones11,12,18,19. In Arabidopsis, AtCDPK1 and AtCDPK2 mRNA expression were 
rapidly induced by drought and high salt20. AtCDPK4/5/6/11 regulated microbe-associated molecular patterns 
(MAMPs) or pathogen-associated molecular patterns that triggered immunity and phosphorylated WRKY tran-
scription factors to regulate gene expression21. Moreover, by working together with their substrates22, CDPKs 
have diverse functions in carbon and nitrogen metabolism, phospholipid synthesis, defense responses, ion and 
water transport, cytoskeleton organization, transcription, and hormone responses23. Many transcription factors, 
such as abscisic acid (ABA)-responsive element-binding factor (ABF), repression of shoot growth (RSG), and 
heat shock factor B2a, are confirmed substrates of CDPK. AtDi19-2, a drought-induced protein family member, 
was strongly phosphorylated by AtCPK1624. AtCPK32 regulated ABA-responsive gene expression via ABF425. 
NtCDPK1 interacted with NtRSG and phosphorylated Ser-114 of NtRSG26. Additionally, Rboh was a substrate 
of CDPK27. In Arabidopsis, AtCDPK1/2/4/11 phosphorylated Rbohs to induce the production of reactive oxygen 
species (ROS)28 that played a positive role in resistance to various pathogens by regulating the initiation of pro-
grammed cell death or by promoting the salicylic acid (SA) signaling pathway28,29. Furthermore, NtCDPK2/3 
and StCDPK4/5 were biochemically activated and participated in the induction of early defense responses by 
phosphorylating RbohB after exposure to biotic stress30,31.

Turnip (Brassica rapa var. rapa) is a subspecies of B. rapa32 and an important traditional crop plant in the Tibet 
Plateau. The tuberous root of turnip is used as food, forage, and medicine. It has been used for human consump-
tion worldwide33. Turnip can also grow well in cold regions34. CDPK genes are promising candidates for modifi-
cation of plant stress tolerance. However, few studies on turnip are available. Thus, we initiated a study to isolate 
CDPKs from turnip. In this study, we determined the number of CDPK genes in turnip and analyzed phylogeny, 
chromosome locations, divergence time, expression profiles, and transcriptional levels. Furthermore, we studied 
the relationship between BrrCDPKs and BrrRbohs using leaf inoculation with pst DC3000. Our results provide 
important information on the evolutionary history and the biological functions of the turnip CDPK family.

Results
Identification of the CDPK gene family in turnip.  To find all CDPKs in turnip, a genome-wide analy-
sis of the CDPK gene family was performed with the assistance of the Turnip Genome Database in the JBrowse 
website. A total of 72 proteins with a protein kinase domain and at least one EF-hand domain were identified. Up 
to 17 of them that were similar to CDPK-related proteins, calcium/calmodulin-dependent proteins, and calcium 
and calcium/calmodulin-dependent protein kinases were eliminated; the remaining proteins were considered 
to be BrrCDPKs. We then named the remaining genes BrrCDPK1 to BrrCDPK55 according to the position of 
the genes on chromosomes (Table 1). Additionally, we obtained detailed gene information. Of these 55 genes, 
52 BrrCDPK genes contained four EF-hand domains, with BrrCDPK5, BrrCDPK25, and BrrCDPK45 having 
only three, one, and three EF-hands, respectively. The BrrCDPKs identified in our study ranged in molecular 
mass from 38.45 kDa to 106.2 kDa, and all contained the typical CDPK structure. Furthermore, 38 CDPKs con-
tained myristoylation sites and 47 of the 55 BrrCDPK proteins possessed palmitoylation sites at their N-termini 
(Table 1). CDPK proteins possessing myristoylation and palmitoylation motifs are related to their subcellular 
localization and substrate specificity5,35.

Phylogenetic relationships and exon–intron structure analysis.  To investigate the phylogenetic 
relationship of CDPK genes, a neighbor-joining tree was constructed by CDPK protein sequences from turnip 
(Fig. 1). According to the phylogenetic tree, all CDPKs from turnip were divided into four major subfamilies 
based on the tree topology (Groups 1, 2, 3, and 4); this agreed with the classification of Arabidopsis CDPKs11. 
As exon/intron structures and the types and numbers of introns can demonstrate the evolutionary history of 
some gene families36, the exon/intron structure of all 55 BrrCDPKs was analyzed to gain further insight. As Fig. 1 
shows, most of the members of Group 1 had five to six introns except BrrCDPK17, BrrCDPK32, BrrCDPK36, 
and BrrCDPK37, whereas those in Group 3 contained six to seven introns. Additionally, five to seven and 10 to 
12 introns were found in Groups 2 and 4, respectively. In general, BrrCDPKs that clustered in the same subfamily 
showed similar exon/intron structures, indicating their close evolutionary relationships and suggesting that gene 
family expansion occurred via ancient paralogs or multiple origins of gene ancestry.

Chromosomal distributions of BrrCDPKs.  To understand the genomic distribution of the predicted 
BrrCDPKs, the DNA sequences were used to search the turnip genome database. As seen in Fig. 2, chromosome 
8 was the only one of the 10 chromosomes that carried no BrrCDPK genes, while only chromosome 3 had 11 
BrrCDPK genes, the maximum number found on one chromosome. Meanwhile, chromosomes 4 and 7 contained 
four BrrCDPKs, chromosomes 1 and 6 carried five BrrCDPKs, chromosomes 2 and 5 contained six BrrCDPK 
genes, and chromosomes 9 and 10 had seven BrrCDPK genes. Interestingly, all BrrCDPKs were located in front 
of the chromosomes and most adjacent genes were arranged densely. Moreover, a large number of segmental 
duplications were found between genes and chromosomes. For instance, BrrCDPK12 was close to BrrCDPK13 
on chromosome 3 and BrrCDPK54 was next to BrrCDPK55 on chromosome 10. Furthermore, BrrCDPK12 and 
BrrCDPK55 were paralogs, as were BrrCDPK13 and BrrCDPK54.

Evolutionary history of the turnip CDPK gene family.  To estimate the divergence time of turnip 
CDPKs, synonymous (Ks) and nonsynonymous (Ka) mutation rates were measured between predicted ortholo-
gous CDPK genes. We used a divergence rate of 1.5 × 10−8 mutations per Ks site per year37 to estimate the diver-
gence time of 21 pairs of CDPK orthologs. We found that the estimated time was between 5.740 and 28.343 MYA 
(Table 2). The divergence time of six BrrCDPK orthologous genes (BrrCDPK2 and BrrCDPK30; BrrCDPK8 and 
BrrCDPK53; and BrrCDPK16 and BrrCDPK31) was not included in the next calculation because the estimated 
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Gene Gene Locus CDS (bp) No. of EF hands MW (KDa) pI GRAVY N-Myr N-Pal N-Term

BrrCDPK1 chr1:1427121..1430241(−) 1638 4 61.16 5.48 −0.347 Y Y N

BrrCDPK2 chr1:6395129..6397523(+) 1722 4 64.88 5.71 −0.525 Y Y N

BrrCDPK3 chr1:7348109..7350449(−) 1578 4 58.8 6.09 −0.541 Y N N

BrrCDPK4 chr1:8994725..8997312(−) 1461 4 54.99 5.29 −0.298 N Y N

BrrCDPK5 chr1:22510976..22514438(+) 1581 3 59.79 5.28 −0.452 N Y N

BrrCDPK6 chr2:3018873..3022140(+) 1542 4 57.66 5.69 −0.416 N N Y

BrrCDPK7 chr2:4702301..4706984(−) 1746 4 57.73 5.56 −0.487 Y Y N

BrrCDPK8 chr2:4737776..4740369(−) 1605 4 60.14 5.99 −0.445 Y Y N

BrrCDPK9 chr2:25412374..25416270(+) 1467 4 55.34 5.25 −0.357 N Y N

BrrCDPK10 chr2:25416270..25420163(+) 1281 4 48.02 5.37 −0.26 N Y N

BrrCDPK11 chr2:25420163..25422289(+) 1467 4 55.41 5.17 −0.42 N Y N

BrrCDPK12 chr3:795109..797500(−) 1800 4 66.74 5.23 −0.398 Y Y N

BrrCDPK13 chr3:2194413..2196401(+) 1572 4 58.23 5.66 −0.486 Y Y N

BrrCDPK14 chr3:7345714..7348731(+) 1746 4 66.04 6.36 −0.437 Y Y N

BrrCDPK15 chr3:9231301..9233800(−) 1701 4 62.86 5.45 −0.385 Y Y N

BrrCDPK16 chr3:12406317..12408965(+) 1503 4 56.28 5.21 −0.362 N N N

BrrCDPK17 chr3:15992546..15997951(−) 2880 4 106.2 5.67 −0.318 Y N N

BrrCDPK18 chr3:18412320..18414842(+) 1629 4 60.71 5.64 −0.513 Y Y N

BrrCDPK19 chr3:21931910..21934109(+) 1587 4 59.45 6.2 −0.413 Y Y N

BrrCDPK20 chr3:25161436..25179997(−) 1599 4 59.48 6.31 −0.52 Y N N

BrrCDPK21 chr3:29788001..29794408(+) 1647 4 61.58 5.68 −0.344 Y Y N

BrrCDPK22 chr3:30065232..30067756(−) 1626 4 61.54 7.2 −0.584 Y Y N

BrrCDPK23 chr4:4423201..4426117(−) 1587 4 59.51 6.67 −0.416 Y Y N

BrrCDPK24 chr4:14104630..14111261(−) 1770 4 67.48 5.86 −0.421 N Y N

BrrCDPK25 chr4:15518281..15520338(−) 1548 1 58.28 5.22 −0.605 N Y N

BrrCDPK26 chr4:17611402..17613847(−) 1596 4 60.16 7.62 −0.413 Y Y N

BrrCDPK27 chr5:1238237..1240655(−) 1599 4 60.27 6.57 −0.381 Y Y N

BrrCDPK28 chr5:6815494..6817962(−) 1755 4 66.3 6.41 −0.482 Y Y N

BrrCDPK29 chr5:6846637..6848824(+) 1290 4 48.25 5.64 −0.465 Y Y N

BrrCDPK30 chr5:8688703..8691245(−) 1563 4 58.65 6.16 −0.463 Y Y N

BrrCDPK31 chr5:13486470..13488611(−) 1494 4 56.13 5.22 −0.355 N Y N

BrrCDPK32 chr5:21874565..21880352(+) 2841 4 104.74 5.54 −0.349 N Y N

BrrCDPK33 chr6:7326856..7329517(−) 1638 4 61.31 6.08 −0.333 Y Y N

BrrCDPK34 chr6:16110279..16113027(+) 1746 4 65.7 9.34 −0.65 Y Y N

BrrCDPK35 chr6:16346677..16349111(−) 1620 4 60.57 5.19 −0.373 Y Y N

BrrCDPK36 chr6:16558944..16564439(−) 2763 4 103.93 6.53 −0.497 N Y N

BrrCDPK37 chr6:26153739..26159782(+) 2688 4 101.89 6.38 −0.289 N Y N

BrrCDPK38 chr7:10206195..10208957(+) 1584 4 59.61 8.75 −0.489 N N N

BrrCDPK39 chr7:12333863..12336698(−) 1617 4 60.84 5.88 −0.534 Y Y N

BrrCDPK40 chr7:20243361..20245669(−) 1641 4 61.94 6.35 −0.411 Y Y N

BrrCDPK41 chr7:20745194..20750493(+) 1584 4 59.51 5.76 −0.473 Y Y N

BrrCDPK42 chr9:4100343..4103209(−) 1617 4 60.81 8.95 −0.531 Y N N

BrrCDPK43 chr9:4562547..4566596(+) 1653 4 61.64 5.22 −0.363 Y N N

BrrCDPK44 chr9:17398820..17401327(+) 1446 4 54.34 5.48 −0.364 Y Y N

BrrCDPK45 chr9:17401578..17404101(+) 1038 3 38.45 5.42 −0.427 N Y N

BrrCDPK46 chr9:25902015..25904900(+) 1587 4 59.43 6.5 −0.405 Y Y N

BrrCDPK47 chr9:28600885..28603862(−) 1626 4 61.34 6.25 −0.475 Y Y N

BrrCDPK48 chr9:32643372..32645805(+) 1596 4 60.15 6.63 −0.378 Y Y N

BrrCDPK49 chr10:10265097..10267598(−) 1485 4 55.75 5.04 −0.373 N Y N

BrrCDPK50 chr10:10687217..10690252(+) 1437 4 54.17 5.6 −0.402 N Y Y

BrrCDPK51 chr10:10715953..10718319(+) 1554 4 57.67 5.45 −0.451 Y Y N

BrrCDPK52 chr10:11422385..11427765(+) 2676 4 96.97 8.81 −0.565 Y Y N

BrrCDPK53 chr10:14191675..14201474(+) 1599 4 59.46 5.92 −0.418 Y Y N

BrrCDPK54 chr10:14320716..14323063(−) 1569 4 57.84 5.82 −0.444 Y Y N

BrrCDPK55 chr10:16497118..16499567(+) 1776 4 65.76 5.38 −0.394 Y Y N

Table 1.  CDPK gene family in turnip. GRAVY, grand average of hydropathicity; N-Myr, myristoylation site; N-
Pal, palmitoylation site; N-Term, N-terminal acylation; N, NO; Y, Yes.
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separation time of these genes (28.35, 28.3433, and 27.0867 MYA) was much earlier than the known speciation 
time for Brassica and Arabidopsis (14.5–20.4 MYA)38. The orthologs of BrrCDPK5 and BrrCDPK45 had no Ks 
value, indicating that they did not show synonymous substitution. Thus, we cannot estimate divergence time. 
The average time of the remaining orthologs was calculated at ~11 MYA with a standard deviation of 3 MYA. 
Additionally, the Ka/Ks (ω) value of all the predicted CDPK paralogs that had average values of 0.076 was less than 
one, suggesting that the 20 pairs of CDPK proteins were under strong purifying selection pressure.

Figure 1.  Phylogenetic relationship and gene structure of turnip CDPKs. A neighbor-joining tree was created 
for 55 turnip CDPK proteins using the MEGA7.0 program with 1000 bootstrap replicates. Four subfamilies 
were labeled Groups 1–4 with vertical bars in specific colors. Exons and introns are represented by yellow boxes 
and black lines, respectively.
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Figure 2.  BrrCDPKs’ chromosome distributions, synteny blocks, and the turnip genome duplication event 
caused paralogous relationships. Chromosomes are shown in different colors and in the outer circle, where the 
numbers represent the chromosome length in 100 Kb. The BrrCDPK genes are marked at their approximate 
positions with specific colored lines on the circle. Filled blocks in different colors denote the syntenic 
relationships of turnip CDPK genes.

Seq. 1 Seq. 2 Identity (%) Ks Ka ω T(MYA)

BrrCDPK1 BrrCDPK21 89.07 0.4562 0.0179 0.0392 15.2067

BrrCDPK2 BrrCDPK30 75.39 0.8505 0.0444 0.0522 28.3500

BrrCDPK3 BrrCDPK20 92.29 0.4073 0.0025 0.0061 13.5767

BrrCDPK4 BrrCDPK36 46.85 0.5267 0.0431 0.0818 17.5567

BrrCDPK7 BrrCDPK51 94.43 0.3429 0.0051 0.0149 11.4300

BrrCDPK8 BrrCDPK53 88.62 0.8503 0.0459 0.0540 28.3433

BrrCDPK9 BrrCDPK11 90.78 0.1722 0.0338 0.1963 5.7400

BrrCDPK12 BrrCDPK55 91.69 0.4279 0.0127 0.0297 14.2633

BrrCDPK13 BrrCDPK54 93.88 0.2903 0.0141 0.0486 9.6767

BrrCDPK14 BrrCDPK28 88.87 0.2955 0.0483 0.1635 9.8500

BrrCDPK16 BrrCDPK31 93.6 0.8126 0.0102 0.0126 27.0867

BrrCDPK17 BrrCDPK32 87.95 0.2939 0.0051 0.0174 9.7967

BrrCDPK19 BrrCDPK23 97.16 0.3988 0.0102 0.0256 13.2933

BrrCDPK26 BrrCDPK27 90.04 0.3548 0.0284 0.0800 11.8267

BrrCDPK29 BrrCDPK44 53.27 0.5418 0.2349 0.4336 18.0600

BrrCDPK33 BrrCDPK48 89.8 0.3311 0.0179 0.0541 11.0367

BrrCDPK34 BrrCDPK52 58.14 0.228 0.0282 0.1237 7.6000

BrrCDPK35 BrrCDPK43 93.45 0.2464 0.0076 0.0308 8.2133

BrrCDPK38 BrrCDPK42 92.57 0.1915 0.0051 0.0266 6.3833

BrrCDPK39 BrrCDPK47 91.33 0.2968 0.0102 0.0344 9.8933

Table 2.  Estimated divergence time between turnip CDPK orthologs. Ks: synonymous substitution rate; Ka: 
nonsynonymous substitution rate; ω: Ka/Ks; MYA: million years ago.
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Development-related expression profiles of BrrCDPK genes.  Transcriptional profiles are typically 
closely related to a gene function. To investigate the link between evolutionary and functional divergence of 55 
BrrCDPK genes in turnip development and growth, the expression levels of turnip CDPK genes were analyzed in 
four different tissues (root, stem, leaf, and flower) by quantitative real-time polymerase chain reaction (qRT-PCR) 
and using publicly available qRT-PCR expression profiles of three root development stages39. A heatmap was 
created using Genesis 1.7.7.0 software. As shown in Fig. 3, most BrrCDPK genes were specifically expressed in the 
root, leaf, and flower, whereas only two BrrCDPKs (41 and 47) were highly expressed at the stem. Additionally, 
BrrCDPK46 was highly expressed in all organs except the stem. The root-specific CDPKs can be targets for the 
breeding of flourishing roots and waterlogging-tolerant cultivars because of the need for tuberous root and tur-
nip’s vulnerability to flooding.

To analyze gene expression in different stages of tuberous root development, a heat map of different root 
development stages was made using the transcriptional data generated by Jingjuan Li39. Samples were collected 
on day 18 (the early stage before cortex splitting, ES), day 28 (the cortex splitting stage, CSS), and day 64 (the 
stage of root thickening, RTS) after sowing, respectively. Additionally, every stage had two independent biological 
replicates. The samples were labeled as ES1, CSS1, and RTS1 for the first biological replicate, and ES2, CSS2, and 
RTS2 for the second replicate. As Fig. 3 shows, most BrrCDPK genes were expressed at the early stage before cor-
tex splitting (ES, day 18); six genes (BrrCDPK5, 11, 20, 21, 22, and 25) were not found in the transcriptional data 
because of their low expression levels in the root. Additionally, 19 BrrCDPKs were expressed in both replicates of 
ES, three genes (BrrCDPK35, 36, and 39) in CSS, and six in RTS.

To observe the functional divergence between homologous genes, the expression levels of different tissues and 
stages were analyzed. As shown in Fig. 3, BrrCDPK4 and BrrCDPK36, BrrCDPK7 and BrrCDPK51, BrrCDPK13 
and BrrCDPK54, and BrrCDPK34 and BrrCDPK52 were expressed in the same tissues. However, other paralogs 
were differentially expressed in different tissues. For example, BrrCDPK1 was expressed in the root and flower. 
Its homologous gene BrrCDPK21 exhibited high expression in the root and leaf, similar to paralogs at differ-
ent root stages. Orthologs such as BrrCDPK8 and BrrCDPK53, BrrCDPK17 and BrrCDPK32, and BrrCDPK33 
and BrrCDPK48 were highly expressed at ES, and two paralogous gene pairs (BrrCDPK35 and BrrCDPK43 and 
BrrCDPK39, and BrrCDPK47) had relatively high expression at ES and CSS. However, some orthologs exhibited 
rather different patterns of expression. For instance, BrrCDPK12 and BrrCDPK55 were expressed at RTS and ES, 

Figure 3.  Heat maps showing the expression profiles of turnip CDPK genes across different tissues and 
developmental stages of tuberous roots. Quantitative RT-PCR was used to assess BrrCDPK transcript levels in 
total RNA samples extracted from mature plants, root, stem, leaf, and flower tissue. The developmental stages 
were based on transcriptional data generated by Jingjuan Li. Samples were collected on day 18 (the early stage 
before cortex splitting, ES), day 28 (the cortex splitting stage, CSS), and day 64 (the stage of root thickening, 
RTS) after sowing. The relative expression was log transformed and visualized as heat maps.
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respectively. Overall, some homologous genes were involved in development and growth of the same organs or at 
the same stages, whereas some showed functional divergence and were involved in different areas of development 
and growth.

Responses to abiotic and biotic stresses.  Plants are regularly challenged by abiotic and biotic stresses. 
While CDPK may be involved in responding to abiotic and biotic stimuli37,40, information related to CDPK 
involvement in stress responses in turnip is limited. To gain insight into the functions of BrrCDPKs in abiotic 
and biotic stress responses, the expression levels of 55 BrrCDPKs were examined by qRT-PCR. Seedlings were 
harvested after being exposed to cold, salt, drought, ABA, pst DC3000, 1-aminocyclopropane-1-carboxylic acid 
(ACC; the precursor of ET), jasmonic acid (JA), and salicylic acid (SA). As shown in Fig. 4, each BrrCDPK gene 
typically responded to several treatments, with each relevant treatment altering expression of multiple BrrCDPK 
genes. For example, BrrCDPK1 responded to seven treatments (cold, salt, ABA, pst DC3000, ACC, JA, and SA), 
and eight genes (BrrCDPK1, 4, 24, 33, 38, 39, 42, and 47) were induced after 1 h of cold treatment. We also cal-
culated the number of significantly expressed (>2.5 fold) genes responding to every treatment. We found that 
BrrCDPK38 and BrrCDPK47 responded to all abiotic treatments. BrrCDPK38 and BrrCDPK42 were significantly 
expressed with pst DC3000, ACC, JA, and SA treatments. Interestingly, BrrCDPK38 was upregulated with all eight 
treatments, suggesting that the function of BrrCDPK38 was very wide. Generally, 39 BrrCDPK genes responded 
to pst DC3000 treatment, which was the maximum number of upregulated genes for any treatment, suggest-
ing that most BrrCDPKs were involved in responding to pathogens. However, the cold and JA treatments only 
resulted in the upregulation of 19 BrrCDPKs. Additionally, we analyzed the expression of homologous genes in 
the eight treatments. Three pairs (BrrCDPK13 and BrrCDPK54, BrrCDPK26 and BrrCDPK27, and BrrCDPK38 
and BrrCDPK42) were showed consistent expression, with both members of each gene pair upregulated or down-
regulated together. Among them, BrrCDPK26 and BrrCDPK27 were downregulated in all treatments, whereas 
BrrCDPK38 and BrrCDPK42 were upregulated under all conditions. The remaining paralogous genes showed 
different expression levels with at least one stress treatment; BrrCDPK35 and BrrCDPK43 responded to the seven 
treatments differently and only had similar expression patterns with JA treatment. BrrCDPK12 and BrrCDPK55 
were expressed differently under salt, ABA, pst DC 3000, ACC, JA, and SA stress (Fig. 4). The remaining orthologs 
responded to one to five treatments differently. These results further suggested that homologous genes in turnip 
showed functional divergence.

Interactions of BrrCDPKs with BrrRbohs.  The Rboh gene family is one of the substrates of CDPK27,30. To 
date, no studies have reported the relationship of CDPKs and Rbohs in turnip. To investigate the relationship of 
BrrCDPKs and BrrRbohs, we selected 15 BrrRboh genes in turnip (Fig. 5A). Of these, we cloned seven BrrRboh 
genes, including BrrRbohC3, BrrRbohD1, BrrRbohD2, BrrRbohE2, BrrRbohF, BrrRbohG1, and BrrRbohH. After 
sequence confirmation, the correct CDPKs and Rbohs were subcloned into pGBKT7 (BD) and pGADT7 (AD) 
vectors, respectively. According to the results of the yeast two-hybrid assay, BrrRbohD1 interacted only with 
BrrCDPK10, and BrrRbohD2 interacted with BrrCDPK4/7/9/10/17/22/23 (Fig. 5B). Furthermore, Fig. 5C shows 
that BrrRbohD1 and BrrRbohD2 were upregulated with ACC, JA, SA, and DC3000 treatment, with BrrRbohD1 
upregulated by 5-, 2-, 7-, and 3-fold, respectively. BrrRbohD2 was up-regulated 2-, 3-, 4-, and 2-fold, respectively.

H2O2 level in guard cells and stomatal aperture of turnip treated by pst DC3000.  Interestingly, 
most CDPKs were upregulated under pst DC3000 treatment, and BrrRbohD1/D2 were clearly involved in pst 
DC3000 defense. Additionally, rapid generation of H2O2 during the oxidative burst has been recognized as a 
central component of plant defense responses to pathogens41–43. Moreover, a ROS burst is involved in stomatal 
closure associated with defense and cell death responses44,45. Therefore, we analyzed the H2O2 level in guard cells 
and stomatal apertures at 0, 1, and 3 h after treatment with pst DC3000. As Fig. 6A shows, the level of H2O2 at 
both 1 and 3 h was approximately thrice that at 0 h. We also observed the state of stomata and stomatal apertures. 
As shown in Fig. 6B, the stomata were opening at 0 h and almost closing at 1 and 3 h. The concentration of H2O2 
was much higher at 1 and 3 h than 0 h. Additionally, stomatal aperture size at 0 h was almost thrice that at 1 and 
3 h (Fig. 6C).

Discussion
CDPK genes have been found in plant genomes, such as Arabidopsis11, rice46, wheat47, cassava48, and grape49. 
Moreover, CDPKs play important roles in biotic and abiotic stresses. In this study, we identified 55 CDPKs in 
turnip through a genome-wide database search based on conserved domains and similarities to known CDPKs. 
Only 34, 31, 26, 35, and 25 CDPKs have been identified in Arabidopsis, rice, wheat, maize, and canola, respec-
tively, much fewer than the number found here in turnip11–15. Similar to turnip, however, the CDPK gene family 
in soybean has been expanded to 50 members16. A phylogenetic tree was constructed that divided the turnip 
CDPKs into four major subfamilies that agreed with the subgroups of Arabidopsis11. However, every subfamily in 
turnip had more members than that in Arabidopsis. Even the simple subgroup had five members, more than the 
three found in Arabidopsis11. Additionally, 15 pairs of orthologous genes in turnip were located on two duplicated 
segments. This indicated that they were derived from segmental duplication because most paralogous genes were 
not physically adjacent to each other and were instead located on different chromosomes, such as BrrCDPK12 and 
BrrCDPK55. This result indicated that segmental duplication and genome rearrangement occurred during turnip 
evolution50. This phenomenon may be the cause of the expansion of the CDPK gene family in turnip.

Gene divergence is a significant process in the evolution of novel functions51. To investigate the functional 
divergence of BrrCDPKs, we analyzed the expression of 21 pairs of orthologous genes. In this study, all the Ka/
Ks values for 21 homologous genes were less than one, indicating a functional constraint with purifying selection 
on the genes52. In different tissues, only four pairs were expressed in the same tissues, whereas members of other 
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pairs were expressed in different tissues (Fig. 3). Three pairs were expressed at the same stage of root development. 
Others were expressed at different stages or not expressed in the root, similar to the patterns observed in other 
plant species such as cucumber53, soybean16, and pepper54. Plant growth, development, and response to environ-
mental stresses are regulated at the transcriptional level55–57. We, therefore, analyzed the expression of BrrCDPKs 
under different stress conditions. Our study provided evidence that most BrrCDPKs had remarkable responses 
to both abiotic and biotic stress, which was consistent with the results obtained in Arabidopsis11,20. Many CDPKs 
were able to respond to several stresses; BrrCDPK38 responded to eight treatments. By contrast, multiple CDPK 
genes could be affected by one stress treatment. For instance, 39 genes were upregulated by pst DC3000 stress. 
Additionally, nine pairs were differentially expressed with more than four different stress treatments, whereas 

Figure 4.  Differential expression of turnip CDPK genes under different stresses. Quantitative RT-PCR 
analyses were performed and expression values were calculated using the 2−△△CT method. Data are 
mean values ± standard error obtained from three replicates. Red indicates upregulated genes and green 
downregulated genes. Asterisks denote statistically significant differences (t-test, p < 0.05).
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three pairs remained the same. Interestingly, one pair, BrrCDPK26 and BrrCDPK27, was downregulated in 
all treatments, whereas the BrrCDPK38 and BrrCDPK42 pair was upregulated, indicating that these two pairs 
showed no functional divergence. Through the analysis of these results, we found that different BrrCDPK genes 
were specifically expressed in different tissues and developmental stages and responded to different stresses, 
showing the functional diversity of BrrCDPKs. Additionally, some homologous genes showed functional diver-
gence, with their responses to different stresses potentially extending novel functions51.

Many studies have shown that some CDPK genes are involved in anti-pathogen responses; Rbohs, one of 
the substrates of CDPK, played an important role in plant immunity27,30,58–61. StCDPK5 also interacted with 
StRbohC27. Studying the interactions between BrrCDPKs and BrrRbohs, we found that BrrRbohD1 only inter-
acted with BrrCDPK10, whereas BrrRbohD2 interacted with BrrCDPK4/7/9/10/17/22/23 through the yeast 
two-hybrid assay. This result confirmed that BrrCDPKs interacted with BrrRbohs. Moreover, according to our 
data, we found that most CDPKs were upregulated under pst DC3000 treatment. Multiple BrrCDPK genes also 
responded to phytohormones such as ACC, JA, and SA that participate in biotic stress signaling pathways62,63. To 
identify the function of BrrRbohD1/2 in defense against pst DC3000, we determined that both were upregulated 
under ACC, JA, SA, and pst DC3000 stress, indicating that they are involved in resistance to pathogens and that 
BrrRbohD1 was redundant with the dominant BrrRbohD2 gene. Additionally, BrrCDPK4/10/17 were significantly 
upregulated under pst DC3000 stress where the expression of each increased by almost 2-fold. We, therefore, 
hypothesized that BrrCDPK4/10/17 interacted with BrrRbohD1/D2 to facilitate resistance to pst DC3000.

The accumulation of H2O2 is one of the earliest events in the hypersensitive response (HR)41 by which path-
ogens are recognized. Additionally, H2O2 is rapidly produced after pathogen infection41. Previous studies have 
demonstrated that AtCDPK1 and AtRbohD produced greatly increased ROS to protect against infection with pst 
DC300060. CDPKs may also function upstream of ROS production30,64 and may regulate RbohD to accumulate 
ROS. As Fig. 6A shows, the H2O2 content at 1 and 3 h was almost thrice that at 0 h suggesting that H2O2 accu-
mulated after pst DC3000 inoculation. Additionally, the stomata are a natural entry site for harmful microbes, 
with many microbes invading plant tissues through the stomata. For example, pst DC3000 enters plants via 
open stomata on Arabidopsis leaves65. Similarly, stomatal closure can prevent disease incidence; leaf inoculation 
with pst DC3000 decreased stomatal aperture within 1 to 2 h of inoculation65. H2O2 functions in both MAMP- 
and ABA-induced stomatal closure66. As shown in Fig. 6B, the stomata were almost closed within 1 and 3 h of 

Figure 5.  Interaction of BrrCDPKs with BrrRboh proteins. (A) Phylogenetic relationship of turnip Rbohs. A 
neighbor-joining tree was created for 15 turnip Rboh proteins using the MEGA7.0 program with 1000 bootstrap 
replicates. (B) Yeast two-hybrid analysis of interactions between CDPK and Rboh proteins in turnip. The yeast 
cells of strain AH109 containing the indicated plasmid combinations were grown on either the nonselective 
(SD-LW) or selective (SD-LWHA) media. AD is the empty pGADT7 vector. (C) Expression profiles of 
BrrRbohD1 and BrrRbohD2 under ACC, JA, SA, and pst DC3000 stress. Quantitative RT-PCR analyses were 
performed and expression values were calculated using the 2−△△CT method. Data are mean values ± standard 
error obtained from three replicates. Red indicates upregulated genes and green indicates downregulated genes. 
Asterisks denote statistically significant differences (t-test, p < 0.05).
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inoculation and H2O2 was found in the guard cells. Moreover, as seen in Fig. 6C, the stomatal apertures at 1 
and 3 h were smaller than at 0 h. We, therefore, concluded that H2O2 can be induced by inoculation with pst 
DC3000 and that increased H2O2 can regulate stomatal closure to prevent pathogen entry. Previously, MAMP 
and ABA have been shown to trigger ROS production by activating Rbohs, especially RbohD67,68. Furthermore, 
CDPK signaling is known to occur upstream of H2O2

69, and MAMP-triggered ROS production has been shown 
to regulate stomatal closure21. Consistent with these earlier results, we hypothesize that pst DC3000-activated 
BrrCDPK4/10/17 activated BrrRbohD1/D2 to produce H2O2 that induced stomatal closure to prevent pst 
DC3000 infection.

Conclusions
At present, few studies of the CDPK family have been reported in turnip and the function of CDPK family mem-
bers remain to be clarified. In our study, 55 BrrCDPK genes were identified that were phylogenetically clustered 
into four subfamilies. Chromosome locations indicated that the turnip CDPK gene family exhibited expansion 
by segmental duplication and genome rearrangement. Moreover, gene expression profiles showed that different 
BrrCDPKs were expressed in specific tissues or stages. The transcript levels of BrrCDPKs showed that they were 
involved in responses to abiotic and biotic stress and that paralogs showed functional divergence. Subsequently, 
our data revealed that BrrRbohD1 only interacted with BrrCDPK10 and that BrrRbohD2 interacted with 
BrrCDPK4/7/9/10/17/22/23. Additionally, most of these were involved in defense against pst DC3000. We also 

Figure 6.  H2O2 in guard cells and stomatal closure. (A) H2O2 content in leaves of turnip treated with pst 
DC3000 for 0, 1, and 3 h. Data are mean values ± standard error (SE) obtained from three replicates. Different 
letters within a column indicate a significant difference (p < 0.05; Tukey’s test). (B) DC3000-induced production 
of H2O2 by turnip leaf guard cells. Epidermal pieces of turnip leaves without (1 and 4) or with 1 h (2 and 5) or 3 h 
(3 and 6) of pst DC3000 treatment were loaded with 50 µmol/L H2DCF-DA for 10 min. Photographs were taken 
using a laser-scanning confocal microscope. Pictures 1–3 are fluorescent images, 4–6 are overlapped images. 
(C) Changes in stomatal aperture of turnip leaves treated with pst DC3000 for 0, 1, and 3 h. Stomatal aperture 
size (mean values ± SE, n = 90 stomata from three leaves) of leaves treated with pst DC3000 for 0, 1, and 3 h. 
Different letters within a column indicate a significant difference (p < 0.05; Tukey’s test).
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observed that the accumulation of H2O2 and stomatal closure were induced by inoculation with pst DC3000. We 
predicted that BrrCDPK4/10/17 regulated BrrRbohD1/D2 to increase the level of H2O2 and regulate stomatal 
closure to assist in disease resistance. These results may lay the foundation for further studies of turnip CDPK 
genes and provide candidate genes for the development of plant immunity.

Methods
Identification of the CDPK gene family in turnip.  To identify CDPK genes in turnip, we obtained genes 
from the Turnip Genome Database in JBrowse website (http://www.bioinformatics.nl/brassica/index.html?data-
=bras_tp%2Fdata&loc=A01%3A11418033.17127994&tracks=DNA%2CGenes%2CTranscripts&highlight=). 
The protein domains and functional sites were examined using the domain analysis program ps_scan.pl70. Protein 
sequences, including protein kinase domains (PS50011) and EF-hand calcium-binding domains (PS50222), were 
extracted and used to search against the GenBank nonredundant (Nr) protein database. Then, we excluded the 
sequences that were CDPK-related proteins, calcium/calmodulin-dependent proteins, and calcium and calcium/
calmodulin-dependent protein kinases. The remaining proteins were regarded as BrrCDPKs. The number of EF 
hands was predicted by SMART (http://smart.embl-heidelberg.de/)71. The molecular weight, theoretical pI, and 
grand average of hydropathicity were predicted by the ProtParam tool of ExPaSy (http://web.expasy.org/prot-
param/)72. Myristoylation and palmitoylation sites and N-terminal acylation were predicted using PlantsP (http://
plantsp.genomics.purdue.edu/myrist.html), CSS-Palm 3.073, and NetAcet 1.074 software, respectively.

Sequence alignment and phylogenetic analyses.  Fifty-five full-length turnip CDPK protein sequences 
were aligned via the MAFFT 7.0 program and then used to construct a phylogenic tree via the neighbor-joining 
method of MEGA7.0 software75. Bootstrap values were estimated to assess the relative support for each branch 
with 1,000 replicates. Gene Structure Display Server (http://gsds.cbi.pku.edu.cn/) was used to analyze the gene 
exon/intron structure76.

Genomic distribution and synteny analysis.  BrrCDPKs were mapped on chromosomes by confirming 
their detailed chromosomal position supplied in the Turnip Genome Database. The segmental and tandem dupli-
cation regions were obtained using the MCscanX software77. For synteny analysis, synteny blocks of the turnip 
gene were visualized using Circis (http://circos.ca/).

Divergence time estimation.  Synonymous (Ks) and nonsynonymous (Ka) substitution rates were calcu-
lated using the codeml program of PAML478. The divergence time (T) of turnip CDPK gene pairs was calculated 
using the formula T = Ks/2r, where r represents the divergence rate of 1.5 × 10−8 mutations per Ks site per year.

Plant growth, and sample treatments.  Seeds of turnip were germinated in sterile culture dishes with 
wet filter paper for 24 h in the dark at 23 °C. The seedlings were grown in perlite and Hoagland’s nutrient solution 
under controlled conditions (28 °C day/25 °C night cycle, 200 mmol photons m−2 s−1 light intensity, and 75−80% 
relative humidity). After 4 w of germination, the seedlings were subjected to different treatments. For cold treat-
ment, plants were exposed to 4 °C. For salt and drought stress, 250 mM NaCl or 20% (w/v) polyethylene glycol 
was sprayed on both sides of each leaf. After 1 h, the leaves were cut and frozen in liquid nitrogen immediately, 
and stored at −80 °C. For JA, SA, ET, and ABA treatments, 7.5 g/L JA and 1 mM SA, ACC, or ABA was sprayed on 
the leaves, and sampled after 30 min16. Seedlings were soaked in Pst DC3000 (Pseudomonas syringae pv. Tomato 
DC3000) bacterium solution for 10 min and the leaves were harvested after 1 h.

Development-related expression profiles.  The roots, stems, leaves, and flowers of mature plants were 
sampled from the greenhouse using scissors and stored at −80 °C until use for tissue-specific expression analysis.

For the three root developmental stages, the expression levels from RNA-Seq data were obtained from previ-
ous research39. Samples were collected on day 18 (the early stage before cortex splitting, ES), day 28 (the cortex 
splitting stage, CSS), and day 64 (the stage of root thickening, RTS) after sowing. Additionally, each stage included 
two independent biological replicates.

RNA extraction and Analysis of quantitative real-time PCR (qRT-PCR).  Total RNA was iso-
lated from turnip samples using TRIzol reagent (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA) according to the manufac-
turer’s instructions. RNA quality was determined using a NanoDrop ND1000 spectrophotometer (NanoDrop 
Technologies, Wilmington, DE, USA). Then, DNA-free total RNA (5 μg) was used for first-strand cDNA syn-
thesis by Superscript III reverse transcriptase (Invitrogen) following the manufacturer’s instructions. The 
primers were designed by Primer-BLAST (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/tools/primer-blast/index.cgi?LINK_
LOC = BlastHome), offering the following parameters: 150–200 bp of PCR product size, Nr database, 57–63 °C 
primer melting temperatures, and B. rapa (taxid:3711) for ‘Organism’. The turnip tublin-β gene was used as the 
control (Table S1). Each sample included three biological and technical replicates. PCR reactions were performed 
under the following conditions: 40 cycles of 5 s at 95 °C, 15 s at 60 °C, and 34 s at 72 °C using FastStart Universal 
SYBR Green Master (Rox, Roche, Indianapolis, IN, USA).

Yeast two-hybrid analysis.  The full-length BrrCDPKs were cloned and subcloned into pGBKT7 (BD) vec-
tors. BrrRboh gene sequences were also obtained from the Turnip Genome Database in JBrowse website. Then, 
BrrRbohs were cloned and subcloned into pGADT7 (AD) vectors. The primers are shown in Table S2. The plas-
mids of CDPK and RBOH were transformed into yeast strain Y2H and Y187 separately. After being plated on 
three kinds of media, namely, SD-leucine-tryptophan (SD-LW), SD-leucine-tryptophan-histidine (SD-LWH), 
and SD-leucine-tryptophan-histidine-adenine (LWHA), the yeast colonies were grown at 28 °C for 2–5 d before 
being photographed.

http://smart.embl-heidelberg.de/
http://web.expasy.org/protparam/
http://web.expasy.org/protparam/
http://plantsp.genomics.purdue.edu/myrist.html
http://plantsp.genomics.purdue.edu/myrist.html
http://gsds.cbi.pku.edu.cn/
http://circos.ca/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/tools/primer-blast/index.cgi?LINK_LOC=BlastHome
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/tools/primer-blast/index.cgi?LINK_LOC=BlastHome
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The transformants were cultivated in yeast extract peptone dextrose media and were then diluted to 1/10, 
1/100, and 1/1000. Two microliters of the serially diluted yeast cells was spotted on SD-LW, SD-LWH, and 
SD-LWHA media and grown at 28 °C for 2–5 d before being photographed.

Analysis of H2O2 concentrations and stomatal apertures.  Seedlings were soaked in pst DC3000 bac-
terium solution for 10 min and the leaves were harvested after 1 and 3 h. Leaves were sampled before treatment 
as a control. The measurement of H2O2 concentrations was performed following the manufacturer’s instructions 
for the H2O2 assay kit.

The leaf abaxial epidermis was stained for 10 min by H2O2 probes (H2DCF-DA, 50 µmol/L)79, and a 
laser-scanning confocal microscope was used to observe the state of stomas and the concentrations of H2O2 
in guard cells. The fluorescent light was excited with the 488-nm laser line and emission was captured using a 
505–530 band-pass filter. Then, we calculated the stomatal aperture. The measurement of stomatal apertures was 
performed using an eyepiece micrometer. The size of a stomatal aperture is the maximum distance between the 
inside of two guard cells. For each time point, we analyzed three leaves, with 30 stomas evaluated randomly per 
leaf.

References
	 1.	 Hetherington, A. M. & Brownlee, C. The generation of Ca2+ signals in plants. Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 55, 401–427 (2004).
	 2.	 Lecourieux, D., Ranjeva, R. & Pugin, A. Calcium in plant defence-signalling pathways. New Phytologist 171, 249–269 (2006).
	 3.	 Sanders, D., Brownlee, C. & Harper, J. F. Communicating with calcium. The Plant Cell 11, 691–706 (1999).
	 4.	 Sebastià, C. H., Hardin, S. C., Clouse, S. D., Kieber, J. J. & Huber, S. C. Identification of a new motif for CDPK phosphorylation in 

vitro that suggests ACC synthase may be a CDPK substrate. Archives of Biochemistry and Biophysics 428, 81–91 (2004).
	 5.	 Hrabak, E. M. et al. The Arabidopsis CDPK-SnRK superfamily of protein kinases. Plant physiology 132, 666–680 (2003).
	 6.	 Kolukisaoglu, Ü., Weinl, S., Blazevic, D., Batistic, O. & Kudla, J. Calcium sensors and their interacting protein kinases: genomics of 

the Arabidopsis and rice CBL-CIPK signaling networks. Plant physiology 134, 43–58 (2004).
	 7.	 McCormack, E. & Braam, J. Calmodulins and related potential calcium sensors of Arabidopsis. New Phytologist 159, 585–598 (2003).
	 8.	 Zielinski, R. E. Calmodulin and calmodulin-binding proteins in plants. Annual review of plant biology 49, 697–725 (1998).
	 9.	 Roberts, D. M. & Harmon, A. C. Calcium-modulated proteins: targets of intracellular calcium signals in higher plants. Annual 

review of plant biology 43, 375–414 (1992).
	10.	 Hamel, L. P., Sheen, J. & Séguin, A. Ancient signals: comparative genomics of green plant CDPKs. Trends in Plant Science 19, 79–89 

(2014).
	11.	 Cheng, S.-H., Willmann, M. R., Chen, H.-C. & Sheen, J. Calcium signaling through protein kinases. The Arabidopsis calcium-

dependent protein kinase gene family. Plant Physiology 129, 469–485 (2002).
	12.	 Ray, S., Agarwal, P., Arora, R., Kapoor, S. & Tyagi, A. K. Expression analysis of calcium-dependent protein kinase gene family during 

reproductive development and abiotic stress conditions in rice (Oryza sativa L. ssp. indica). Molecular Genetics and Genomics 278, 
493–505 (2007).

	13.	 Li, A.-L. et al. Evolutionary and functional study of the CDPK gene family in wheat (Triticum aestivum L.). Plant molecular biology 
66, 429–443 (2008).

	14.	 Kong, X. et al. Genome-wide identification and expression analysis of calcium-dependent protein kinase in maize. BMC genomics 
14, 1 (2013).

	15.	 Zhang, H. et al. Identification, expression and interaction analyses of calcium-dependent protein kinase (CPK) genes in canola 
(Brassica napus L.). BMC genomics 15, 211 (2014).

	16.	 Hettenhausen, C. et al. Genome-wide identification of calcium-dependent protein kinases in soybean and analyses of their 
transcriptional responses to insect herbivory and drought stress. Scientific reports 6 (2016).

	17.	 Ito, T., Nakata, M., Fukazawa, J., Ishida, S. & Takahashi, Y. Alteration of substrate specificity: the variable N-terminal domain of 
tobacco Ca2+-dependent protein kinase is important for substrate recognition. The Plant Cell 22, 1592–1604 (2010).

	18.	 Lanteri, M. L., Pagnussat, G. C. & Lamattina, L. Calcium and calcium-dependent protein kinases are involved in nitric oxide-and 
auxin-induced adventitious root formation in cucumber. Journal of experimental botany 57, 1341–1351 (2006).

	19.	 Wei, S. et al. A rice calcium-dependent protein kinase OsCPK9 positively regulates drought stress tolerance and spikelet fertility. 
BMC plant biology 14, 133 (2014).

	20.	 Urao, T. et al. Two genes that encode Ca2+-dependent protein kinases are induced by drought and high-salt stresses in Arabidopsis 
thaliana. Molecular and General Genetics MGG 244, 331–340 (1994).

	21.	 Boudsocq, M. et al. Differential innate immune signalling via Ca2+ sensor protein kinases. Nature 464, 418–422 (2010).
	22.	 Klimecka, M. & Muszynska, G. Structure and functions of plant calcium-dependent protein kinases. Acta Biochimica Polonica-

English Edition- 54, 219 (2007).
	23.	 Reddy, V. S. & Reddy, A. S. Proteomics of calcium-signaling components in plants. Phytochemistry 65, 1745–1776 (2004).
	24.	 Curran, A. et al. Calcium-dependent protein kinases from Arabidopsis show substrate specificity differences in an analysis of 103 

substrates. Frontiers in plant science 2, 36 (2011).
	25.	 Choi, H.-i et al. Arabidopsis calcium-dependent protein kinase AtCPK32 interacts with ABF4, a transcriptional regulator of abscisic 

acid-responsive gene expression, and modulates its activity. Plant Physiology 139, 1750–1761 (2005).
	26.	 Ishida, S., Yuasa, T., Nakata, M. & Takahashi, Y. A tobacco calcium-dependent protein kinase, CDPK1, regulates the transcription 

factor REPRESSION OF SHOOT GROWTH in response to gibberellins. The Plant Cell 20, 3273–3288 (2008).
	27.	 Kobayashi, M. et al. StCDPK5 confers resistance to late blight pathogen but increases susceptibility to early blight pathogen in potato 

via reactive oxygen species burst. New Phytologist 196, 223–237 (2012).
	28.	 Gao, X. et al. Bifurcation of Arabidopsis NLR immune signaling via Ca2+-dependent protein kinases. PLoS Pathog 9, e1003127 

(2013).
	29.	 Coca, M. & San Segundo, B. AtCPK1 calcium-dependent protein kinase mediates pathogen resistance in Arabidopsis. The Plant 

Journal 63, 526–540 (2010).
	30.	 Kobayashi, M. et al. Calcium-dependent protein kinases regulate the production of reactive oxygen species by potato NADPH 

oxidase. The Plant Cell 19, 1065–1080 (2007).
	31.	 Boudsocq, M. & Sheen, J. CDPKs in immune and stress signaling. Trends in plant science 18, 30–40 (2013).
	32.	 Choi, S. R. et al. The reference genetic linkage map for the multinational Brassica rapa genome sequencing project. Theoretical and 

Applied Genetics 115, 777–792 (2007).
	33.	 Liang, Y.-S. et al. Identification of phenylpropanoids in methyl jasmonate treated Brassica rapa leaves using two-dimensional nuclear 

magnetic resonance spectroscopy. Journal of Chromatography A 1112, 148–155 (2006).
	34.	 Fernandes, F. et al. Chemical and antioxidative assessment of dietary turnip (Brassica rapa var. rapa L.). Food Chemistry 105, 

1003–1010 (2007).



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

13SCIEnTIfIC REPOrTS | 7: 15803  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-017-16102-0

	35.	 Martín, M. L. & Busconi, L. Membrane localization of a rice calcium-dependent protein kinase (CDPK) is mediated by 
myristoylation and palmitoylation. The Plant Journal 24, 429–435 (2000).

	36.	 Boudet, N., Aubourg, S., Toffano-Nioche, C., Kreis, M. & Lecharny, A. Evolution of intron/exon structure of DEAD helicase family 
genes in Arabidopsis, Caenorhabditis, and Drosophila. Genome Research 11, 2101–2114 (2001).

	37.	 Yang, Y.-W., Lai, K.-N., Tai, P.-Y. & Li, W.-H. Rates of nucleotide substitution in angiosperm mitochondrial DNA sequences and 
dates of divergence between Brassica and other angiosperm lineages. Journal of Molecular Evolution 48, 597–604 (1999).

	38.	 Koch, M. A., Haubold, B. & Mitchell-Olds, T. Comparative evolutionary analysis of chalcone synthase and alcohol dehydrogenase 
loci in Arabidopsis, Arabis, and related genera (Brassicaceae). Molecular biology and evolution 17, 1483–1498 (2000).

	39.	 Li, J. et al. Integrative Analysis of mRNA and miRNA Expression Profiles of the Tuberous Root Development at Seedling Stages in 
Turnips. PloS one 10, e0137983 (2015).

	40.	 Kudla, J., Batistič, O. & Hashimoto, K. Calcium signals: the lead currency of plant information processing. The Plant Cell 22, 541–563 
(2010).

	41.	 Lamb, C. & Dixon, R. A. The oxidative burst in plant disease resistance. Annual review of plant biology 48, 251–275 (1997).
	42.	 Tiedemann, A. Evidence for a primary role of active oxygen species in induction of host cell death during infection of bean leaves 

with Botrytis cinerea. Physiological and Molecular Plant Pathology 50, 151–166 (1997).
	43.	 Wojtaszek, P. Oxidative burst: an early plant response to pathogen infection. Biochemical Journal 322, 681–692 (1997).
	44.	 Khokon, M. et al. Involvement of extracellular oxidative burst in salicylic acid-induced stomatal closure in Arabidopsis. Plant, cell & 

environment 34, 434–443 (2011).
	45.	 Vlot, A. C., Dempsey, D. M. A. & Klessig, D. F. Salicylic acid, a multifaceted hormone to combat disease. Annual review of 

phytopathology 47, 177–206 (2009).
	46.	 Ye, S. et al. Expression profile of calcium-dependent protein kinase (CDPKs) genes during the whole lifespan and under 

phytohormone treatment conditions in rice (Oryza sativa L. ssp. indica). Plant molecular biology 70, 311–325 (2009).
	47.	 Li, A., Wang, X., Leseberg, C. H., Jia, J. & Mao, L. Biotic and abiotic stress responses through calcium-dependent protein kinase 

(CDPK) signaling in wheat (Triticum aestivum L.). Plant signaling & behavior 3, 654–656 (2008).
	48.	 Hu, W. et al. Genome-wide survey and expression analysis of the calcium-dependent protein kinase gene family in cassava. 

Molecular Genetics and Genomics 291, 241–253, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00438-015-1103-x (2016).
	49.	 Zhang, K. et al. Genome-wide Identification and Expression Analysis of the CDPK Gene Family in Grape, Vitis spp. Bmc Plant 

Biology 15, 1–19 (2015).
	50.	 Gill, N. et al. Molecular and chromosomal evidence for allopolyploidy in soybean. Plant physiology 151, 1167–1174 (2009).
	51.	 Hughes, A. L. The evolution of functionally novel proteins after gene duplication. Proceedings of the Royal Society of London B: 

Biological Sciences 256, 119–124 (1994).
	52.	 Yang, X. & Tuskan, G. A. Divergence of the Dof gene families in poplar, Arabidopsis, and rice suggests multiple modes of gene 

evolution after duplication. Plant physiology 142, 820–830 (2006).
	53.	 Xu, X. et al. Genome-wide analysis and expression of the calcium-dependent protein kinase gene family in cucumber. Molecular 

Genetics and Genomics 290, 1403–1414 (2015).
	54.	 Cai, H. et al. Genome-wide identification and expression analysis of calcium-dependent protein kinase and its closely related kinase 

genes in Capsicum annuum. Frontiers in plant science 6 (2015).
	55.	 Baena-González, E., Rolland, F., Thevelein, J. M. & Sheen, J. A central integrator of transcription networks in plant stress and energy 

signalling. Nature 448, 938–942 (2007).
	56.	 Baena-González, E. & Sheen, J. Convergent energy and stress signaling. Trends in plant science 13, 474–482 (2008).
	57.	 Buscaill, P. & Rivas, S. Transcriptional control of plant defence responses. Current opinion in plant biology 20, 35–46 (2014).
	58.	 Yoshioka, H. et al. Hierarchical regulation of NADPH oxidase by protein kinases in plant immunity. Physiological and Molecular 

Plant Pathology 95, 20–26 (2016).
	59.	 Torres, M. A. & Dangl, J. L. Functions of the respiratory burst oxidase in biotic interactions, abiotic stress and development. Current 

opinion in plant biology 8, 397–403 (2005).
	60.	 Torres, M. A., Dangl, J. L. & Jones, J. D. Arabidopsis gp91phox homologues AtrbohD and AtrbohF are required for accumulation of 

reactive oxygen intermediates in the plant defense response. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 99, 517–522 (2002).
	61.	 Chaouch, S., Queval, G. & Noctor, G. AtRbohF is a crucial modulator of defence-associated metabolism and a key actor in the 

interplay between intracellular oxidative stress and pathogenesis responses in Arabidopsis. The Plant Journal 69, 613–627 (2012).
	62.	 Durner, J., Shah, J. & Klessig, D. F. Salicylic acid and disease resistance in plants. Trends in Plant Science 2, 266–274 (1997).
	63.	 Dong, X. SA, JA, ethylene, and disease resistance in plants. Current opinion in plant biology 1, 316–323 (1998).
	64.	 Ludwig, A. A., Romeis, T. & Jones, J. D. CDPK-mediated signalling pathways: specificity and cross-talk. Journal of experimental 

botany 55, 181–188 (2004).
	65.	 Melotto, M., Underwood, W., Koczan, J., Nomura, K. & He, S. Y. Plant stomata function in innate immunity against bacterial 

invasion. Cell 126, 969–980 (2006).
	66.	 Sawinski, K., Mersmann, S., Robatzek, S. & Böhmer, M. Guarding the green: pathways to stomatal immunity. Molecular Plant-

Microbe Interactions 26, 626–632 (2013).
	67.	 Kwak, J. M. et al. NADPH oxidase AtrbohD and AtrbohF genes function in ROS-dependent ABA signaling in Arabidopsis. The 

EMBO journal 22, 2623–2633 (2003).
	68.	 Mersmann, S., Bourdais, G., Rietz, S. & Robatzek, S. Ethylene signaling regulates accumulation of the FLS2 receptor and is required 

for the oxidative burst contributing to plant immunity. Plant physiology 154, 391–400 (2010).
	69.	 Mori, I. C. et al. CDPKs CPK6 and CPK3 function in ABA regulation of guard cell S-type anion-and Ca2+-permeable channels and 

stomatal closure. PLoS Biol 4, e327 (2006).
	70.	 De Castro, E. et al. ScanProsite: detection of PROSITE signature matches and ProRule-associated functional and structural residues 

in proteins. Nucleic acids research 34, W362–W365 (2006).
	71.	 Letunic, I., Doerks, T. & Bork, P. SMART: recent updates, new developments and status in 2015. Nucleic acids research 43, 

D257–D260 (2015).
	72.	 Gasteiger, E. et al. Protein identification and analysis tools on the ExPASy server. (Springer, 2005).
	73.	 Ren, J. et al. CSS-Palm 2.0: an updated software for palmitoylation sites prediction. Protein Engineering Design and Selection 21, 

639–644 (2008).
	74.	 Kiemer, L., Bendtsen, J. D. & Blom, N. NetAcet: prediction of N-terminal acetylation sites. Bioinformatics 21, 1269–1270 (2005).
	75.	 Kumar, S., Stecher, G. & Tamura, K. MEGA7: Molecular Evolutionary Genetics Analysis version 7.0 for bigger datasets. Molecular 

biology and evolution, msw054 (2016).
	76.	 Hu, B. et al. GSDS 2.0: an upgraded gene feature visualization server. Bioinformatics, btu817 (2014).
	77.	 Wang, Y. et al. MCScanX: a toolkit for detection and evolutionary analysis of gene synteny and collinearity. Nucleic acids research 40, 

e49–e49 (2012).
	78.	 Yang, Z. PAML 4: phylogenetic analysis by maximum likelihood. Molecular biology and evolution 24, 1586–1591 (2007).
	79.	 She, X.-P., Song, X.-G. & He, J.-M. Role and relationship of nitric oxide and hydrogen peroxide in light/dark-regulated stomatal 

movement in Vicia faba. Acta Botanica Sinica-English Edition- 46, 1292–1300 (2004).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00438-015-1103-x


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 4SCIEnTIfIC REPOrTS | 7: 15803  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-017-16102-0

Acknowledgements
This work was supported financially by the Major Projects of National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 
31590823) and the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 31601999). We thank Emma Tacken, 
PhD, from Liwen Bianji, Edanz Group China (www.liwenbianji.cn/ac), for editing the English text of a draft of 
this manuscript.

Author Contributions
Designed the experiments: Y.P.Y. and Y.Q.Y. Performed the experiments: Q.L.W., X.Y., Q.C., and N.X. Analyzed 
the data: Q.L.W. and Y.Q.Y. Contributed reagents/materials/analysis tools: Q.L.W., X.Y., and X.D.S. Wrote the 
paper: Q.L.W.

Additional Information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-16102-0.
Competing Interests: The authors declare that they have no competing interests.
Publisher's note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2017

http://www.liwenbianji.cn/ac
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-16102-0
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Genome-wide survey indicates diverse physiological roles of the turnip (Brassica rapa var. rapa) calcium-dependent protein  ...
	Results

	Identification of the CDPK gene family in turnip. 
	Phylogenetic relationships and exon–intron structure analysis. 
	Chromosomal distributions of BrrCDPKs. 
	Evolutionary history of the turnip CDPK gene family. 
	Development-related expression profiles of BrrCDPK genes. 
	Responses to abiotic and biotic stresses. 
	Interactions of BrrCDPKs with BrrRbohs. 
	H2O2 level in guard cells and stomatal aperture of turnip treated by pst DC3000. 

	Discussion

	Conclusions

	Methods

	Identification of the CDPK gene family in turnip. 
	Sequence alignment and phylogenetic analyses. 
	Genomic distribution and synteny analysis. 
	Divergence time estimation. 
	Plant growth, and sample treatments. 
	Development-related expression profiles. 
	RNA extraction and Analysis of quantitative real-time PCR (qRT-PCR). 
	Yeast two-hybrid analysis. 
	Analysis of H2O2 concentrations and stomatal apertures. 

	Acknowledgements

	Figure 1 Phylogenetic relationship and gene structure of turnip CDPKs.
	Figure 2 BrrCDPKs’ chromosome distributions, synteny blocks, and the turnip genome duplication event caused paralogous relationships.
	Figure 3 Heat maps showing the expression profiles of turnip CDPK genes across different tissues and developmental stages of tuberous roots.
	Figure 4 Differential expression of turnip CDPK genes under different stresses.
	Figure 5 Interaction of BrrCDPKs with BrrRboh proteins.
	Figure 6 H2O2 in guard cells and stomatal closure.
	Table 1 CDPK gene family in turnip.
	Table 2 Estimated divergence time between turnip CDPK orthologs.




