
����������
�������

Citation: Vangelisti, A.; Simoni, S.;

Usai, G.; Mascagni, F.; Ventimiglia,

M.; Natali, L.; Cavallini, A.; Giordani,

T. In Silico Genome-Wide

Characterisation of the Lipid Transfer

Protein Multigenic Family in

Sunflower (H. annuus L.). Plants 2022,

11, 664. https://doi.org/10.3390/

plants11050664

Academic Editors: Gianni Barcaccia,

Alessandro Vannozzi and Fabio

Palumbo

Received: 29 January 2022

Accepted: 25 February 2022

Published: 28 February 2022

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral

with regard to jurisdictional claims in

published maps and institutional affil-

iations.

Copyright: © 2022 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license (https://

creativecommons.org/licenses/by/

4.0/).

plants

Article

In Silico Genome-Wide Characterisation of the Lipid Transfer
Protein Multigenic Family in Sunflower (H. annuus L.)
Alberto Vangelisti *, Samuel Simoni, Gabriele Usai, Flavia Mascagni , Maria Ventimiglia, Lucia Natali,
Andrea Cavallini and Tommaso Giordani

Department of Agriculture, Food and Environment, University of Pisa, Via del Borghetto 80, 56124 Pisa, Italy;
samuel.simoni@phd.unipi.it (S.S.); gabriele.usai@agr.unipi.it (G.U.); flavia.mascagni@unipi.it (F.M.);
maria.ventimiglia@gmail.com (M.V.); lucia.natali@unipi.it (L.N.); andrea.cavallini@unipi.it (A.C.);
tommaso.giordani@unipi.it (T.G.)
* Correspondence: alberto.vangelisti@agr.unipi.it

Abstract: The sunflower (Helianthus annuus L.) is among the most widely cultivated crops in the
world due to the oilseed production. Lipid transfer proteins (LTPs) are low molecular mass proteins
encoded by a broad multigenic family in higher plants, showing a vast range of functions; these
proteins have not been characterised in sunflower at the genomic level. In this work, we exploited
the reliable genome sequence of sunflower to identify and characterise the LTP multigenic family
in H. annuus. Overall, 101 sunflower putative LTP genes were identified using a homology search
and the HMM algorithm. The selected sequences were characterised through phylogenetic analysis,
exon–intron organisation, and protein structural motifs. Sunflower LTPs were subdivided into four
clades, reflecting their genomic and structural organisation. This gene family was further investigated
by analysing the possible duplication origin of genes, which showed the prevalence of tandem and
whole genome duplication events, a result that is in line with polyploidisation events that occurred
during sunflower genome evolution. Furthermore, LTP gene expression was evaluated on cDNA
libraries constructed on six sunflower tissues (leaf, root, ligule, seed, stamen, and pistil) and from
roots treated with stimuli mimicking biotic and abiotic stress. Genes encoding LTPs belonging to
three out of four clades responded specifically to external stimuli, especially to abscisic acid, auxin,
and the saline environment. Interestingly, genes encoding proteins belonging to one clade were
expressed exclusively in sunflower seeds. This work is a first attempt of genome-wide identification
and characterisation of the LTP multigenic family in a plant species.

Keywords: lipid transfer proteins (LTPs); sunflower; genome-wide; multigenic family

1. Introduction

Sunflower (Helianthus annuus L.) is an annual plant belonging to the Asteraceae, the
largest family of the Angiosperm clades. It is an important source of vegetable oil and is
extensively cultivated worldwide. Historically, H. annuus was initially cultivated in North
America, where it was domesticated by Native Americans before being exported to Europe;
after breeding, it became a globally important crop [1].

Because of its importance as an oilseed crop, lipid metabolism and accumulation
in sunflower seeds have been largely studied [2,3]. More than 400 genes involved in oil
metabolism were detected in the sunflower genome, which encodes for proteins implied in
metabolic pathways leading to 160 different oil metabolites [4]. In addition, as in other plant
species, lipids play important roles in growth and development, building and maintaining
energy stores and membranes necessary for the compartmentalisation of different metabolic
pathways in the cell [5]. Furthermore, lipids mediate responses to stress by being involved
in cell signalling, constructing the surface cuticle layer, and protecting cells from water
stress-related desiccation. Finally, membrane lipids mediate cell signalling associated with
responses to the environment [5].
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Lipid transfer proteins (LTPs) can bind a variety of hydrophobic molecules, such as
fatty acids, fatty acyl-CoA, phospholipids, glycolipids, and cutin monomers [6]. They are
encoded by a multigenic family in higher plants and are characterised by a generally low
molecular mass spanning from 7 to a maximum of 10 KDa [7]. Since their discovery (about
40 years ago), the list of proteins belonging to this family has expanded, especially in seed
plants [8]. However, the classification of this family has often been simplistically reduced to
their molecular size [8]. In fact, LTPs have been classified by analysing molecular mass data;
for example, in Arabidopsis thaliana, two groups of 7 and 9–10 KDa were distinguished [6,9].
Another frequently used classification is based on the occurrence of conserved cysteine
domains with the general form C-Xn-C-Xn-CC-Xn-CXC-Xn-C-Xn-C [10]. However, both
classifications consider only partially genetic features, being based exclusively on biochemi-
cal properties and not considering the genetic structure of LTPs. In addition, these methods
can more accurately predict the so-called non-specific LTPs [6,9], which are implied princi-
pally in a biological role in the plant cell cytoplasm (e.g., signalling, and defence), excluding
other possible members of this family that could have been generated by duplication
and subsequent divergence, a common occurrence in complex genomes, such as that of
sunflower. Thus, a comprehensive classification for LTPs still does not exist, and possible
clustering of these proteins could change for different plant species [8].

Lipid transfer proteins have been localised by using biochemical and immunolocal-
ization approaches specifically in the apoplast of several plant species, even though many
LTPs were also detected in the intracellular position, in particular in the glyoxysome matrix
and storage vacuoles of seeds, such as in the case of Ricinus communis, Vigna unguiculata,
and Helianthus annuus [7]. More recently the expression of members of the LTP family has
been also detected in different vegetative tissue, especially in leaves, stem, and seedlings as
described for barley, rice, and Arabidopsis thaliana [10]. In addition, the regulation of LTP
of type 1 and 2 has been observed during the development of anther and microspores in
Arabidopsis thaliana [11,12].

Many possible roles have been proposed for LTPs, including wax and cutin forma-
tion [13], antimicrobial defence [14], signalling [15], receptors for defence response [16],
secretion or deposition of extracellular lipophilic material [17], and mobilisation of seed
storage lipids [18]. This vast range of functions could derive from the occurrence of multi-
ple LTPs that are encoded by a multigenic family, whose members share partial sequence
similarity, encoding proteins possibly involved in distinct biological processes [7].

Recently, the sunflower genome was completely deciphered using third-generation
sequencing technology (PacBio), which exploits longer sequences, allowing the assembly
of reliable genome sequences [4]. In this context, a total of 52,232 genes and 5803 spliced
long non-coding RNAs were discovered in the 3.6 Gbp large genome [4]; in addition,
the high abundance of the repetitive DNA of H. annuus was confirmed, with about 80%
repetitive elements, composed mainly by Gypsy and Copia retrotransposons, as already
observed in previous studies [19–21]. The availability of a reliable genome sequence also
allowed the study of crypto-polyploidisation events within Asteraceae genome evolution,
which occurred over millions of years and passed through two major events of palaeopoly-
ploidization [4,22].

Only a few members of the LTP family have been retrieved and analysed in sunflower;
for example, the protein named Ha-AP10 was identified in the seed where it has been
associated with possible roles in signalling events during seed germination [7]. Five copies
of putative non-specific LTP genes were identified in a single large bacterial artificial
chromosome (BAC) sequence of sunflower [23,24].

Considering the importance of sunflower as an oilseed crop and the implication of
LTPs in several biological aspects of plant development and adaptation, the aim of this
study was to identify and classify all members of the LTP multigenic family in H. annuus,
exploiting the available, accurate genome sequence of this species. We performed a genome-
wide characterisation of LTP sequences at structural and functional levels in several plant
organs and during treatments, simulating biotic and abiotic stress. Our work represents
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one of the first attempts to classify at genomic level this multigenic family in a plant species
and is the basis for future studies aimed at establishing the function of different members
of the LTP family in plants.

2. Results
2.1. Identification of LTPs in the H. annuus Proteome

The amino acid sequences of LTPs previously identified in the sunflower genome [23]
were used to retrieve candidate LTPs from the H. annuus proteome [4]; in the first step,
22 sequences were detected using BLASTP. Then, to retrieve more candidate proteins, the
PFAM database was used to find common motifs among these sequences. The only motif
found was PF00234 “Protease inhibitor/seed storage/LTP family”. A hidden Markov
model approach was used on PF00234 alignment to extend the search to other putative
divergent LTP sequences (see Materials and Methods). Following this procedure, we
retrieved a total of 101 candidate LTP-encoding genes of H. annuus. Among these can-
didate genes, 75 were unique, 8 were probable pseudogenes, and 8 genes had two or
more copies. Moreover LOC110877546, LOC110884099, LOC110908581, LOC110912707,
LOC110922502, LOC110930696, and LOC110937439 had two isoforms, and LOC110921897
had four isoforms (Supplementary Table S1).

2.2. Structural Characterisation of H. annuus LTPs

On average, putative H. annuus LTPs (HaLTPs) were made up of 155 amino acids (aa),
ranging from 88 to 408 aa (Supplementary Table S1).

To examine the structure and relationships among putative HaLTPs, a phylogenetic
analysis based on the occurrence of structural motifs was performed to identify possible
gene clusters. Overall, we were able to classify putative LTPs in four groups (Figure 1).
The first group was characterised by the presence of at least two of three motifs (Motif1,
Motif2, Motif3). The second and third groups were both marked by the occurrence of one
motif (Motif5 or Motif4, respectively), and the last group was characterised by the presence
of two motifs (Motif2 and Motif4) (Figure 1a, Supplementary Table S2), even if in some
cases Motif2 and/or Motif4 were not highly conserved (indicated as Motif2 and Motif4,
Figure 1a). For three HaLTPs, it was impossible to retrieve any motif (Figure 1a). The
consensus sequences of each of the five domains are reported in Supplementary Table S2.

Figure 1 reports the exon–intron organisation of genes encoding identified HaLTPs
(Figure 1b). In particular, Group 1 of the HaLTP genes was the most uniform and showed a
gene structure formed by two exons and one intron, on average, except for an LTP gene that
displayed a total of seven exons and one that had three exons. Groups 2 and 3 had one to
three exons. Finally, Group 4 was highly variable, displaying one to four exons (Figure 1b).

The four groups of putative HaLTPs were also characterised by calculating the molec-
ular weight and isoelectric point of the putative mature protein. Regarding the calculated
molecular weight, Group 1 showed the closest range of values, ranging from 9 to 15 KDa,
similar to Group 3 (average 11 KDa); Group 4 was slightly different, with an average of 15
KDa. Conversely, Group 2 had the highest variability, ranging from 11 to 44 KDa (Figure 2).
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Figure 1. Phylogenetic analysis by maximum likelihood of the lipid transfer protein (LTP) family in 
Helianthus. annuus. Proteins were split into groups following phylogenetic and structural analysis: 

Figure 1. Phylogenetic analysis by maximum likelihood of the lipid transfer protein (LTP) family in
Helianthus. annuus. Proteins were split into groups following phylogenetic and structural analysis:
Group 1 (red font), Group 2 (blue font), Group 3 (black font), and Group 4 (green font). The asterisks
at each node indicate bootstrap values > 50%. For each sequence, (a) the structural organisation,
based on the occurrence of specific protein motifs; (b) on the expected exon–intron structure of the
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corresponding gene (CDSs are indicated with yellow circles or ellipses, introns with black lines);
(c) the occurrence of genes putatively originating by tandem duplication (blue arch) or by whole
genome duplication events (red arch) are reported. MEME consensus motifs are as follows: Motif1
(Red, CCNGVKGLNAAAKTTADRQAACGCLKSAYSSJSGI), Motif2 (Grey, YAEASTCGQVLSSLSP-
CLNYLTGGGSVPP), Motif3 (Green, AGNAASLPGKCGVNIPYKISPSTDCSKVQ), Motif4 (Purple,
NGGGSSLGLNINQTLALELPKACNVQTPP), and Motif5 (Yellow, QKEZQLLQQCCQZLQNVEEQC-
QCEAVKQVFRZAQQQVQQQQ). Motifs in a pale colour are similar to Motif2 and Motif4, but lowly
conserved and identified with a motif scanning algorithm.
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Concerning the calculated isoelectric point, proteins belonging to Groups 1 and 2 
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Considering molecular weight, Group 1 may belong to non-specific LTPs of types 1 
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Figure 2. Box plots of calculated molecular weight (KDa) and calculated isoelectric point (pH) for
each lipid transfer protein (LTP) group in the Helianthus annuus genome. Statistical differences among
groups were detected by ANOVA and Tukey’s test (p-value < 0.05). Black lines represent the mean
value for each group. Boxes include 50% of the values for each group. Letters “a” and “b” indicate
significant differences between groups.

Concerning the calculated isoelectric point, proteins belonging to Groups 1 and 2 were
mostly basic, with an average pH of 8.5 and 7.5, respectively; Groups 3 and 4 covered a
vast range of pH values from 3.6 to 10.7 (Figure 2).

Considering molecular weight, Group 1 may belong to non-specific LTPs of types 1
and 2. To classify Groups 2, 3, and 4, we searched for sequence similarities on the Swiss-Prot
database. In particular, Group 2 HaLTPs showed similarity to 2S seed storage proteins,
whereas Groups 3 and 4 shared sequence similarity with DIR1 and LTP G-anchored-5
proteins, respectively (Supplementary Table S3).

2.3. Chromosomal Localisation and Duplication Events of LTPs Encoding Genes in the H. annus Genome

All putative HaLTP genes were localised on the 17 chromosomes of H. annuus. LTPs
were distributed over all the sunflower chromosomes, although with different frequencies
(Figure 3, Supplementary Table S1). Chromosomes 11 and 15 bear the highest number of
HaLTP genes, with 17 and 14 genes, respectively (Figure 3).
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Putative duplication events involving the HaLTP gene family in the H. annuus genome
were investigated. Two HaLTP genes located within the frame of 200 kbp were considered
duplicated in tandem. Following this approach, we identified 11 pairs of HaLTPs for Group
1, 3 for Group 2, 1 in Group 3, and 4 in Group 4 (Figure 1c).

Furthermore, we observed segmental duplication events for nine HaLTP pairs
(XP_021973854.1–XP_022006327.1; XP_021981388.1–XP_022009213.1; XP_021984981.2–
XP_021992525.1; XP_021992525.1–XP_022035551.1; XP_021993622.1–XP_022013239.1;
XP_022000196.1–XP_022022835.1; XP_022002419.1–XP_022029738.1; XP_022002421.1–
XP_022029740.1; XP_022010101.1–XP_022034230.1) (Figure 1c). These results indicated
that tandem and segmental duplication contributed to the diversity and expansion of the
LTPs gene family in sunflower.

The non-synonymous/synonymous ratio was used to consider possible evolutionary
constraints. Putative HaLTPs mainly underwent purifying selection, showing a ratio
between kn/ks lower then 1 (Supplementary Table S4).
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Putative HaLTPs genes were also analysed to identify putative pseudogenes. Overall,
8 of the 101 HaLTPs might be pseudogenes (Supplementary Figure S1).

2.4. Analysis of Putative Cis-Regulatory Elements in HaLTP-Encoding Genes

Cis-acting elements located within 1500 bp upstream of HaLTP coding sequences
were retrieved. The abscisic acid (ABA) and methyl jasmonate (MeJA) responsive elements
were the most abundant cis-regulatory elements in each HaLTP group, ranging from 23 for
Group 1 to 8 in Group 3 (Figure 4). In contrast, the gibberellic acid (GA) responsive elements
had the lowest frequency in each HaLTP group, ranging from 9 to 2 genes (Figure 4).
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Figure 4. Number of lipid transfer protein (LTP) genes per Group (1–4) with at least one cis-acting
element in their promoters responsive to abscisic acid (ABA), methyl jasmonate (MeJA), ethylene,
wounding, auxin, drought, salicylic acid (SA), and gibberellic acid (GA).

Other abundant putative cis-acting elements were elements responsive to ethylene in
Group 1, to ethylene and auxin in Group 2, and to drought in Groups 3 and 4.

2.5. Expression Analysis of the HaLTP Gene Family

Expression of sunflower LTP-encoding genes was analysed in six organs (leaf, root,
ligule, pistil, seed, stamen) and in roots of plantlets subjected to various treatments: abscisic
acid (ABA), methyl jasmonate (MeJA), ethylene (ACC), brassinosteroids (BRA), gibberellic
acid (GA3), auxin (IAA), kinetin (KIN), salt (NaCl), polyethylene glycol (PEG), salicylic
acid (SA), and strigolactones (STRI). Group 1 genes showed the highest expression values
in the leaf and stamen (average RPKM 828.54 and 1400.7, respectively). The expression of
Group 2 genes was high in the seed (average RPKM 9157.43) and very low in the other
organs; Group 3 genes had higher RPKM values in the seed and roots (average RPKM
6123.23 and 527.76, respectively) compared to the other organs. Group 4 genes showed
lower expression values compared to the other groups; nevertheless, the highest RPKM
values were detected in the leaf (average RPKM 44.94) and pistil (average RPKM 35.14;
Figure 5).
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Figure 5. Expression values (shown as the square root of RPKM) of each lipid transfer pro-
tein (LTP) group in six organs of Helianthus annuus. Red dots = Group 1, blue dots = Group 2,
yellow dots = Group 3, green dots = Group 4. In each box, the average RPKM value was reported.

Finally, cDNA libraries of roots of plantlets subjected to different treatments were
compared to respective control plantlets to identify differentially expressed LTP genes
(DEGs), considering only HaLTPs with an RPKM > 1 (60 of 101). Significant activation of
genes encoding Group 4 LTPs (19 DEGs for ABA, 5 DEGs for IAA, 4 DEGs for SA, 3 DEGs
for NaCL, and 1 DEG for ACC) were identified, followed by genes encoding Group 1
(3 DEGs for ABA, 2 DEGs for MeJA, and 1 DEG for IAA) and three proteins (5 DEGS for
IAA, 1 DEG for ABA); no differential expression was found for genes of Group 2 LTPs
(Figure 6). The complete list of HaLTPs differentially expressed in sunflower roots exposed
to biotic/abiotic stimuli is shown in Supplementary Table S5.
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Figure 6. Volcano plots showing genes differentially expressed in roots of plantlets treated with differ-
ent substances (ABA: abscisic acid; MeJA: methyl jasmonate; ACC: ethylene; BRA: brassinosteroids;
GA3: gibberellic acid; IAA: auxin; KIN: kinetin; PEG: polyethylene glycol; SA: salicylic acid; STRI:
strigolactones) for each lipid transfer protein (LTP) group after treatment. Red dots = Group 1 HaLTP
significantly regulated; yellow dots = Group 3 HaLTP significantly regulated; green dots = Group 4
HaLTP significantly regulated; black dots = HaLTP not significantly regulated. FC = fold change.

3. Discussion

In this study, 101 putative LTP-encoding genes of H. annuus were identified, a number
comparable to that observed in other plant species [10,25], considering the complexity of
the sunflower genome. These genes were characterised and subdivided into groups using
phylogenetic and structural analyses (Figure 1), providing a robust and reliable characteri-
sation of this multigenic family and considering possible divergent gene sequences that
originated during sunflower genome evolution. Protein sequence comparisons allowed us
to subdivide the family into 4 groups, based on the presence of five motifs in the protein
sequences (Figure 1).

Lipid transfer protein sequences in the sunflower genome that mainly correspond to
Group 1 could be associated with non-specific LTPs of types 1 and 2 [9], considering the
range of molecular weight shown by this group (Figure 2), whereas HMMER [26] was
able to retrieve the most divergent members of the LTP multigenic family in H. annuus
(Groups 2, 3, 4, and partially Group 1).

As for genomic localisation, putative HaLTP genes were widespread on all the sun-
flower chromosomes, although at different frequencies. Overall, nineteen of 101 sequences
were retrieved in regions with low gene density. In many cases, HaLTP gene copies were
grouped in chromosome regions (Figure 3). Actually, many HaLTP genes had a possible
origin given by duplication, namely by whole genome duplication and tandem duplication
events (Figure 1), indicating the proliferation of this family along with sunflower genome
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evolution. The genome of Asteraceae, including H. annuus, evolved in a million-year
timespan through multiple polyploidisation events, creating patterns of duplicated genes
and chromosome synteny [4,22]. Our results agree with what is known about Asteraceae
genome duplications [4]. However, our data indicate that many HaLTP copies originated
through tandem duplications of small genome fragments. Some of these genes were pos-
sibly subjected to mutations and subsequent inactivation, resulting in the formation of
pseudogenes. However, a low number of putative HaLTP pseudogenes were identified in
the sunflower genome.

By measuring the Kn/Ks ratio between duplicated HaLTP gene copies, we observed
that, in many cases, duplicated HaLTPs genes underwent purifying selection. Conser-
vation of duplicated sequences, which showed minor amino-acidic substitution among
HaLTPs as suggested by the Kn/Ks ratio, might underpin a preserved function for this
multigenic family, explaining sequence conservation during sunflower genome evolution
(Supplementary Table S4).

Concerning regulatory sequence diversification, eight cis-regulatory motifs related to
different stimuli mimicking abiotic and biotic stress were detected in each of the 101 putative
HaLTP genes. For each HaLTP group, the analysed motifs were detected in at least one
member of the group, suggesting that each HaLTP group can be regulated by different
stimuli, although some motifs resulted more frequently in certain groups than in others.
For example, drought-responsive elements were highly frequent in Groups 3 and 4 and
were less frequently represented in Groups 1 and 2 (Figure 4).

In the last decade, sunflower has been the object of many transcriptomic studies
intended to analyse gene expression in different organs of the plant and in response to biotic
and abiotic stress [27–30]. Nevertheless, after the release of the sunflower whole genome
sequence [4], a few studies have focused on specific multigenic families, such as WRKY,
GSTs, and NACs, and on their expression during different environmental conditions [31–33].
In this work we analysed the expression of the HaLTP gene family in different organs and
under different stimuli. We observed that sunflower LTP genes were mainly activated in
the seeds, stamens, and roots, as already reported in other plant species, including barley
and rice [11,12,34]. However, genes belonging to different HaLTP groups were far more
expressed in some organs than in others, such as Group 1 genes in the stamen and Group 3
genes in the roots (Figure 5).

Group 2 HaLTP genes showed high expression values exclusively in the seed, with
no response to any of the treatments mimicking stress. The presence of LTPs in the seed
was observed in several plant species, such as maize [35], wheat [36], and sunflower,
in which a specific role has been hypothesised for the fast mobilisation of lipids during
germination [37]. Group 2 HaLTPs had a major similarity with the 2S seed storage proteins.
The 2S seed storage family belongs to the prolamin superfamily, which includes LTPs. Both
LTPs and 2S families share a conserved motif of cysteine sequences and are required for
seed development and maturation [38,39].

Regarding treatments mimicking biotic and abiotic stress in the root, we detected
several HaLTP genes that were specifically regulated by such stress. In particular, the ABA
cDNA library showed the greatest number of overexpressed HaLTP genes belonging to
Groups 1, 3, and 4 (Figure 6). These data also reflect the distribution of ABA cis-regulatory
elements in the upstream nucleotide sequences of LTP genes of sunflower (Figure 4).
Abscisic acid treatment rapidly induces the overexpression of non-specific LTP genes of
types 1 and 2 in bromegrass, which is likely due to the activation of a signalling cascade [40].
Furthermore, similar activation of LTP genes in the same classes under ABA stimuli has
been detected in rice roots [40,41]. In addition to ABA, IAA treatment also determined the
extensive regulation of HaLTP genes belonging to Groups 1, 3, and 4 (Figure 6), which are
also the groups of genes in which IAA cis-promoting elements are more frequent (Figure 4).
Indole acetic acid is a plant hormone of the auxin class, and stimulation by auxin can
largely affect the expression of LTP genes in bean roots. This increased expression might be
correlated to a role in cortical tissue development [42].
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Concerning MeJA and SA libraries, we detected the regulation of Group 1 and 4
HaLTP genes, especially through overexpression, except for one gene belonging to Group 1
that showed a negative fold change (Figure 6). Previous studies in other species reported
activation of LTP gene expression by both stimuli in various plant organs, indicating a
possible role of LTPs in plant stress resistance and defence to the environment [43,44].

Finally, sunflower roots exposed to salt stress showed major overexpression of HaLTP
genes belonging to Group 4. It has been demonstrated that NaCl treatment upregulates
the expression of LTP genes in the roots of Arabidopsis thaliana, and this activation seems
to play a pivotal role in preventing osmotic stress and reducing susceptibility to a saline
environment [45].

Group 3 HaLTPs show high similarity to the DIR1 LTPs of other species. The DIR1
proteins are regulated in response to the systemic acquired resistance (SAR) pathway in
Arabidopsis [15]; many genes that are activated by SAR are also regulated in response to
abiotic stimuli, such as ABA, IAA, MeJA, and SA [46].

Group 4 HaLTPs, which show sequence similarity with GPI-anchored LTPs, are not
generally identified in the literature as possible targets during abiotic environmental
changes, which contrasts with what was observed in our analysis; nevertheless, some
GPI-LTPs have been described as activated by cold stress in Arabidopsis [47]. Interestingly,
no response to any of the treatments mimicking stress was observed for Group 2 HaLTP
genes, which are activated uniquely in the seed (Figure 5).

In conclusion, considering the expression analysis in the root and consensus motifs
detected in HaLTPs genes (Figures 2, 5 and 6), we can hypothesise that Motifs 1, 2, and
3, which are specific to Group 1, are typical of LTPs involved in the response to ABA and
IAA, whereas Motif2, associated with Motif4 (Group 4), is specific of LTPs activated under
several abiotic stimuli, such as ABA, ACC, NaCl, SA, and KIN. Notably, Motif4, which
is distinctive of Group 3, is present in LTPs that seem significantly regulated by a few
biological stimuli, including ABA and IAA treatments (Figures 1 and 6).

The LTPs belonging to Group 2 was characterised by a specific protein motif (Motif5,
Figure 1, Supplementary Table S2), and it can be hypothesised that Group 2 LTPs are
specifically involved in transferring lipids in the seed, a role already reported for some
LTPs of other plant species [18]. Once this hypothesis is confirmed at the biological level,
Group 2 HaLTP-encoding genes could be of relevant interest for breeding in an important
oilseed crop, such as sunflower.

This study represents the first genome-wide identification and characterisation of the
LTP multigenic family in a plant species, the sunflower. We performed a detailed structural
analysis of the LTP gene family, which led to the identification of four groups of candidate
LTPs genes. Functional genomic data suggested that the different groups of HaLTP genes
have specific expression patterns, depending on cis-regulatory elements in the promoter,
and possible different functions due to protein structure. Group 2 HaLTP genes were
apparently regulated specifically in seed, whereas Groups 1, 3, and 4 were more prone to
be activated in different organs and in response to biotic or abiotic stress.

4. Materials and Methods
4.1. Retrieval of LTP Sequences in the Sunflower Genome

The H. annuus v. 2.0 genome, proteome, and annotation files were downloaded from
the National Center for Biotechnology Information (NCBI). Putative LTP sequences were
retrieved through a BLASTP homology search [48] against known protein sequences of
sunflower LTPs reported in a previous study [23]. The parameters for the homology search
were set to a sequence similarity of 60% and an E-value of 10E-3. Candidates were identified
as H. annuus LTP (HaLTP).

Sequences identified by the Blast search were further investigated with InterProScan [49]
to find common domains. The PF00234 Stockholm alignment was downloaded from Pfam
and supplied to HMMER [26] to expand the LTP selection to possible divergent protein
sequences. HMMER was used with default parameters, selecting full sequences with the
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best domain E-value below 10E-3. Sequences that had obvious errors in the description
were discarded.

4.2. Sequence Alignments and Phylogenetic Analysis

Candidate HaLTP protein sequences were aligned by using Muscle on MEGA X software
with default options [50]. Alignments were then used to construct a phylogenetic tree using the
maximum likelihood parameter on MEGA X with a JTT model and 1000 bootstrap replications.

4.3. Structural Characterisation of HaLTP Sequences

The Gene Structure Display Server (GSDS) was exploited to retrieve the exon–intron
structure of HaLTP gene sequences; gene and CDS sequences in FASTA format and the
phylogenetic tree in Newick format were supplied to the software.

Structural motifs in HaLTP protein sequences were discovered using the web version
of Multiple EM for Motif Elicitation (MEME) [51]; default parameters were used except for
the number of motifs, which was set to 5. Structural motif domains were visualised using
both MEME and motif scanning algorithm options supported by the MEME website.

Protein sequences of putative HaLTPs were submitted to SignalP 5.0 using default
parameters to remove possible peptide signals [52]. Subsequently, mature proteins were
supplied to EMBOSS-Pepstats [53] to calculate the isoelectric point (pH) and molecular
weight (Da) using default options. Differences in molecular weight and isoelectric point
between groups were assessed with analysis of variance (ANOVA) and post hoc Tukey
tests with a significance threshold of 0.05.

The sequence similarity of putative HaLTPs was analysed using BLASTp on Swiss-
Prot, a manually annotated and reviewed database, with default setting. Proteins similar to
HaLTPs were further investigated by searching functional domains on the Pfam database
using InterProScan [49].

4.4. Analysis of Chromosomal Distribution, Gene Duplication Events, and Putative Pseudogenes

Lipid transfer proteins gene locations in sunflower chromosomes were obtained using
the annotation file provided by NCBI, and LTP gene density was visualised using the
“Rideogram” R package [54].

HaLTP duplication events in the sunflower genome were analysed using MCScanX [55].
The input annotation and protein sequence similarity files were generated using BLASTP
and GFF annotation files of sunflower, as suggested by the manual.

HaLTPs genes, which were located within the frame of the 200 kbp, were considered by
MCScanX as duplicated in tandem, whereas MCScanX algorithm detected whole genome du-
plication (WGD) events evaluating genes’ similarity and different genomic position in order
to create anchored loci, which are used to estimate collinearity region between chromosomes.

Information about HaLTP paralogues was obtained using perl scripts provided by
MCScanX software.

The ratio between non-synonymous and synonymous substitutions (Kn/Ks) in the
pairwise comparison of HaLTP protein sequences was measured using both PAL2NAL [56]
and SNAP [57]. Clustal Omega was used to generate the alignment for PAL2NAL, as
suggested by software.

The occurrence of putative pseudogenes among candidate HaLTP sequences was searched
by supplying sunflower transcript sequences to Augustus [58] using Arabidopsis as a predicting
species; H. annuus lipid transfer protein sequences showing altered frameshifts, missing start
and/or stop codons, and truncated translation were flagged as putative pseudogenes.

4.5. Expression Analysis and Identification of Putative Cis-Regulatory Elements

Expression of HaLTP sequences was analysed in available cDNA libraries from dif-
ferent sunflower organs and from roots exposed to treatments mimicking stress. Illumina
libraries were downloaded from the Sequence Read Archives (SRA). cDNA obtained after
treatments mimicking biotic/abiotic stress (abscisic acid, ethylene, brassinosteroids, gib-
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berellic acid, auxin, kinetin, methyl jasmonate, salt, PEG, salicylic acid, and strigolactones)
are available under project accession SRP092742. These cDNA libraries were obtained as
described by Badouin et al. [4]; libraries of H. annuus (cultivar SK02R) organs derived from
ligule, leaf, root, seed, pistil, and stamen are available under accession PRJNA483306.

Reads from cDNA libraries were trimmed using Trimmomatic v0.38 [59], remov-
ing low-quality reads and adapters. Then, high-quality reads were mapped on the sun-
flower transcriptome using the CLC genomics workbench (v9.5.3, CLC-BIO, Aarhus, Den-
mark) with the following parameters: mismatch penalties = 2, gap open penalties = 3,
length fraction = 0.9, and similarity fraction = 0.9. Reads mapped for each gene were
normalised with reads per kilobase of exon per million mapped reads (RPKM) [60].

Regarding libraries from roots exposed to treatments mimicking biotic and abiotic
stress, differentially expressed genes (DEGs) were retrieved by comparing treatments
versus respective control libraries. DEGs were obtained using EdgeR [61] with a quasi-
likelihood statistical test. Genes with an absolute fold change value over 2 and false
discovery rate (FDR)-corrected p-value under 0.05 [62] were considered differentially
expressed. Transcripts that showed an RPKM value < 1 in each library were not considered
for differential expression analysis.

To retrieve cis-acting regulatory elements, nucleotide sequences in the frame of the
1500 bp upstream of the putative HaLTP coding sequences were analysed using PlantCare [63].

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/plants11050664/s1, Supplementary Table S1: List of lipid transfer
proteins in H. annuus genome; Supplementary Table S2: Amino acid motifs discovered by MEME
among HaLTPs; Supplementary Table S3: Blastp similarity of Group 2, Group 3, and Group 4
HaLTPs on Swiss-Prot database; Supplementary Table S4: Ratio between neutral mutation and
purifying selection for each HaLTPs combination. In case of impossibility to estimate Kn/Ks, HaLTPs
combination was not shown; Supplementary Table S5: List of differentially expressed lipid transfer
proteins in sunflower roots exposed to biotic/abiotic stress; Supplementary Figure S1: Possible
pseudogene belonging to lipid transfer proteins (LTP) family in Helianthus annuus.

Author Contributions: A.V., A.C., T.G. conceived and designed research. A.V., S.S., G.U., M.V.,
conducted experiments. A.V., A.C., T.G., L.N., F.M., analysed data. A.V., A.C., T.G., L.N., F.M., wrote
the manuscript. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This study was financed by the University of Pisa.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are openly available in Sequence Read
Archive (SRA) at BioProject accession SRP092742 and PRJNA483306.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no competing interest.

References
1. Zukovsky, P.M. Cultivated Plants and Their Wild Relatives; Commonwealth Agriculture Bureau: London, UK, 1950.
2. Mantenese, A.; Medan, D.; Hall, A. Achene structure, development and lipid accumulation in sunflower cultivars differing in oil

content at maturity. Ann. Bot. 2006, 97, 999–1010. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. González Belo, R.; Nolasco, S.; Mateo, C.; Izquierdo, N. Dynamics of oil and tocopherol accumulation in sunflower grains and its

impact on final oil quality. Eur. J. Agron. 2017, 89, 124–130. [CrossRef]
4. Badouin, H.; Gouzy, J.; Grassa, C.J.; Murat, F.; Staton, S.E.; Cottret, L.; Lelandais-Brière, C.; Owens, G.L.; Carrère, S.; Mayjonade,

B.; et al. The sunflower genome provides insights into oil metabolism, flowering and Asterid evolution. Nature 2017, 546, 148–152.
[CrossRef]

5. Cassim, A.M.; Gouguet, P.; Gronnier, J.; Laurent, N.; Germain, V.; Grison, M.; Boutté, Y.; Gerbeau-Pissot, P.; Simon-Plas, F.;
Mongrand, S. Plant lipids: Key players of plasma membrane organization and function. Prog. Lipid Res. 2019, 73, 1–27. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

6. Carvalho, A.O.; Gomes, V.M. Role of plant lipid transfer proteins in plant cell physiology—A concise review. Peptides 2007, 28,
1144–1153. [CrossRef]

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/plants11050664/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/plants11050664/s1
http://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcl046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16675608
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.eja.2017.06.003
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature22380
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.plipres.2018.11.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30465788
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.peptides.2007.03.004


Plants 2022, 11, 664 14 of 16

7. Pagnussat, L.A.; Lombardo, C.; Regente, M.; Pinedo, M.; Martıìn, M.; De La Canal, L. Unexpected localization of a lipid transfer
protein in germinating sunflower seeds. J. Plant Physiol. 2009, 166, 797–806. [CrossRef]

8. Salminen, T.A.; Blomqvist, K.; Edqvist, J. Lipid transfer proteins: Classification, nomenclature, structure, and function. Planta
2016, 5, 971–997. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9. Kader, J.C. Lipid-transfer proteins in plants. Annu. Rev. Plant Biol. 1996, 47, 627–654. [CrossRef]
10. Zhang, M.; Kim, Y.; Zong, J.; Lin, H.; Dievart, A.; Li, H.; Zhang, D.; Liang, W. Genome-wide analysis of the barley non-specific

lipid transfer protein gene family. Crop J. 2019, 7, 65–76. [CrossRef]
11. Xu, J.; Yang, C.; Yuan, Z.; Zhang, D.; Gondwe, M.Y.; Ding, Z.; Liang, W.; Zhang, D.; Wilson, Z.A. The ABORTED MICROSPORES

regulatory network is required for postmeiotic male reproductive development in Arabidopsis thaliana. Plant Cell 2010, 22, 91–107.
[CrossRef]

12. Zhang, D.; Liang, W.; Yin, C.; Zong, J.; Gu, F.; Zhang, D. OsC6, encoding a lipid transfer protein, is required for postmeiotic anther
development in rice. Plant Physiol. 2010, 154, 149–162. [CrossRef]

13. Cameron, K.D.; Teece, M.A.; Smart, L.B. Increased accumulation of cuticular wax and expression of lipid transfer protein in
response to periodic drying events in leaves of tree tobacco. Plant Physiol 2006, 140, 176–183. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Molina, A.; Ahl, G.P.; Sànchez-Monge, P.; Garcia-Olmedo, F. Inhibition of bacterial and fungal plant pathogens by thionins of
types Iand II. Plant Sci. 1993, 92, 169–177. [CrossRef]

15. Maldonado, A.M.; Doerner, P.; Dixon, R.A.; Lamb, C.J.; Cameron, R.K. A putative lipid transfer protein involved in systemic
resistance signaling in Arabidopsis. Nature 2002, 419, 399–403. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Buhot, N.; Douliez, J.; Jacquemard, A.; Marion, D.; Tran, V.; Maume, B.F.; Milat, M.; Ponchet, M.; Mikes, V.; Kader, J. Lipid transfer
protein binds to a receptor involved in the control of plant defence responses. FEBS Lett. 2001, 509, 27–30. [CrossRef]

17. Ouvrard, O.; Cellier, F.; Ferrare, K.; Tousch, D.; Lamaze, T.; Dupuis, J.; Casse-Delbart, F. Identification and expression of water
stress- and abscisic acid-regulated genes in a drought-tolerant sunflower genotype. Plant Mol. Biol. 1996, 31, 819–829. [CrossRef]

18. Edqvist, J.; Farbos, I. Characterization of germination-specific lipid transfer proteins from Euphorbia lagascae. Planta 2002, 215,
41–50. [CrossRef]

19. Staton, S.E.; Bakken, B.H.; Blackman, B.K.; Chapman, M.A.; Kane, N.C.; Tang, S.; Ungerer, M.C.; Knapp, S.J.; Rieseberg, L.H.;
Burke, J.M. The sunflower (Helianthus annuus L.) genome reflects a recent history of biased accumulation of transposable elements.
Plant J. 2012, 72, 142–153. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Natali, L.; Cossu, R.M.; Barghini, E.; Giordani, T.; Buti, M.; Mascagni, F.; Morgante, M.; Gill, N.; Kane, N.C.; Rieseberg, L.; et al.
The repetitive component of the sunflower genome as shown by different procedures for assembling next generation sequencing
reads. BMC Genom. 2013, 14, 686. [CrossRef]

21. Mascagni, F.; Barghini, E.; Giordani, T.; Rieseberg, L.H.; Cavallini, A.; Natali, L. Repetitive DNA and plant domestication: Variation
in copy number and proximity to genes of LTR-Retrotransposons among wild and cultivated sunflower (Helianthus annuus)
genotypes. Genome Biol. Evol. 2015, 7, 3368–3382. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

22. Barker, M.S.; Kane, N.C.; Matvienko, M.; Kozik, A.; Michelmore, R.W.; Knapp, S.J.; Rieseberg, L.H. Multiple paleopolyploidiza-
tions during the evolution of the compositae reveal parallel patterns of duplicate gene retention after millions of years. Mol. Biol.
Evol. 2008, 25, 2445–2455. [CrossRef]

23. Buti, M.; Giordani, T.; Cattonaro, F.; Cossu, R.M.; Pistelli, L.; Vukich, M.; Morgante, M.; Cavallini, A.; Natali, L. Temporal
dynamics in the evolution of the sunflower genome as revealed by sequencing and annotation of three large genomic regions.
Theor. Appl. Genet. 2011, 123, 779–791. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

24. Giordani, T.; Buti, M.; Natali, L.; Pugliesi, C.; Cattonaro, F.; Morgante, M.; Cavallini, A. An analysis of sequence variability in
eight genes putatively involved in drought response in sunflower (Helianthus annuus L.). Theor. Appl. Genet. 2011, 122, 1039–1049.
[CrossRef]

25. Boutrot, F.; Chantret, N.; Gautier, M.F. Genome-wide analysis of the rice and arabidopsis non-specific lipid transfer protein
(nsLtp) gene families and identification of wheat nsLtp genes by EST data mining. BMC Genom. 2008, 9, 86. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Eddy, S.R. Accelerated profile HMM searches. PLOS Comput. Biol. 2011, 7, e1002195. [CrossRef]
27. Chaki, M.; Valderrama, R.; Fernández-Ocaña, A.M.; Carreras, A.; López-Jaramillo, J.; Luque, F.; Palma, J.M.; Pedrajas, J.R.;

Begara-Morales, J.C.; Sánchez-Calvo, B.; et al. Protein targets of tyrosine nitration in sunflower (Helianthus annuus L.) hypocotyls.
J. Exp. Bot. 2009, 60, 4221–4234. [CrossRef]

28. Fernández-Ocaña, A.; Chaki, M.; Luque, F.; Gómez-Rodríguez, M.V.; Carreras, A.; Valderrama, R.; Begara-Morales, J.C.;
Hernández, L.E.; Corpas, F.J.; Barroso, J.B. Functional analysis of superoxide dismutases (SODs) in sunflower under biotic
and abiotic stress conditions. Identification of two new genes of mitochondrial Mn-SOD. J. Plant Physiol. 2011, 168, 1303–1308.
[CrossRef]

29. Ramu, S.V.; Paramanantham, A.; Ramegowda, V.; Mohan-Raju, B.; Udayakumar, M.; Senthil-Kumar, M. Transcriptome analysis
of sunflower genotypes with contrasting oxidative stress tolerance reveals individual and combined-biotic and abiotic stress
tolerance mechanisms. PLoS ONE 2016, 6, e0157522. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

30. Vangelisti, A.; Natali, L.; Bernardi, R.; Sbrana, C.; Turrini, A.; Hassani-Pak, K.; Hughes, D.; Cavallini, A.; Giovannetti, M.; Giordani,
T. Transcriptome changes induced by arbuscular mycorrhizal fungi in sunflower (Helianthus annuus L.) roots. Sci. Rep. 2018, 8, 4.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2008.11.005
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-016-2585-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27562524
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.arplant.47.1.627
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cj.2018.07.009
http://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.109.071803
http://doi.org/10.1104/pp.110.158865
http://doi.org/10.1104/pp.105.069724
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16361524
http://doi.org/10.1016/0168-9452(93)90203-C
http://doi.org/10.1038/nature00962
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12353036
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0014-5793(01)03116-7
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00019469
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-001-0717-x
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-313X.2012.05072.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22691070
http://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-14-686
http://doi.org/10.1093/gbe/evv230
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26608057
http://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msn187
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00122-011-1626-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21647740
http://doi.org/10.1007/s00122-010-1509-0
http://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-9-86
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18291034
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1002195
http://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/erp263
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2011.01.020
http://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0157522
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27314499
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-18445-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29311719


Plants 2022, 11, 664 15 of 16

31. Ma, L.; Zhang, Y.; Meng, Q.; Shi, F.; Liu, J.; Li, Y. Molecular cloning, identification of GSTs family in sunflower and their regulatory
roles in biotic and abiotic stress. World J. Microb. Biotechnol. 2018, 34, 109. [CrossRef]

32. Liu, A.; Liu, C.; Lei, H.; Wang, Z.; Zhang, M.; Yan, X.; Yang, G.; Ren, J. Phylogenetic analysis and transcriptional profiling of
WRKY genes in sunflower (Helianthus annuus L.): Genetic diversity and their responses to different biotic and abiotic stresses. Ind.
Crop. Prod. 2020, 148, 112268. [CrossRef]

33. Li, W.; Zeng, Y.; Yin, F.; Wei, R.; Mao, X. Genome-wide identification and comprehensive analysis of the NAC transcription factor
family in sunflower during salt and drought stress. Sci. Rep. 2021, 11, 19865. [CrossRef]

34. Blilou, I.; Ocampo, J.A.; García-Garrido, J.M. Induction of Ltp (lipid transfer protein) and Pal (phenylalanine ammonia-lyase)
gene expression in rice roots colonized by the arbuscular mycorrhizal fungus Glomus mosseae. J. Exp. Bot. 2000, 51, 1969–1977.
[CrossRef]

35. Sossountzov, L.; Ruiz-Avila, L.; Vignols, F.; Jolliot, A.; Arondel, V.; Tchang, F.; Grosbois, M.; Guerbette, F.; Miginiac, E.; Delseny, M.
Spatial and temporal expression of a maize lipid transfer protein gene. Plant Cell 1991, 3, 923–933.

36. Boutrot, F.; Guirao, A.; Alary, R.; Joudrier, P.; Gautier, M.F. Wheat non-specific lipid transfer protein genes display a complex
pattern of expression in developing seeds. Biochim. Biophys. Acta 2005, 1730, 114–125. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

37. Pagnussant, L.; Burbach, C.; Baluška, F.; De La Canal, L. An extracellular lipid transfer protein is relocalized intracellularly during
seed germination. J. Exp. Bot. 2012, 63, 6555–6563. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

38. Allen, R.D.; Cohen, E.A.; Haar, R.A.V.; Adams, C.A.; Ma, D.P.; Nessler, C.L.; Thomas, T.L. Sequence and expression of a gene
encoding an albumin storage protein in sunflower. Mol. Gen. Genet. 1987, 210, 211–218. [CrossRef]

39. Berecz, B.; Mills, E.N.C.; Tamas, L.; Lang, F.; Shewry, P.R.; Mackie, A.R. Structural stability and surface activity of sunflower 2S
albumins and nonspecific lipid transfer protein. J. Agric. Food Chem. 2010, 58, 6490–6497. [CrossRef]

40. Wu, G.; Robertson, A.J.; Liu, X.; Zheng, P.; Wilen, R.W.; Nesbitt, N.T.; Gusta, L.V. A lipid transfer protein gene BG-14 is
differentially regulated by abiotic stress, ABA, anisomycin, and sphingosine in bromegrass (Bromus inermis). J. Plant Physiol. 2004,
161, 449–458. [CrossRef]

41. Vignols, F.; Wigger, M.; García-Garrido, J.M.; Grellet, F.; Kader, J.; Delseny, M. Rice lipid transfer protein (LTP) genes belong to a
complex multigene family and are differentially regulated. Gene 1997, 195, 177–186. [CrossRef]

42. Song, J.Y.; Choi, D.W.; Lee, J.S.; Kwon, Y.M.; Kim, S.G. Cortical tissue-specific accumulation of the root-specific ns-LTP transcripts
in the bean (Phaseolus vulgaris) seedlings. Plant Mol. Biol. 1998, 38, 724–735. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Wang, C.; Yang, C.; Gao, C.; Wang, Y. Cloning and expression analysis of 14 lipid transfer protein genes from Tamarix hispida
responding to different abiotic stresses. Tree Physiol. 2009, 29, 1607–1619. [CrossRef]

44. Chen, Y.; Ma, J.; Zhang, X.; Yang, Y.; Zhou, D.; Yu, Q.; Que, Y.; Xu, L.; Guo, J. A novel non-specific lipid transfer protein gene from
sugarcane (NsLTPs), obviously responded to abiotic stresses and signaling molecules of SA and MeJA. Sugar Tech. 2016, 19, 17–25.
[CrossRef]

45. Jülke, S.; Ludwig-Müller, J. Response of Arabidopsis thaliana roots with altered lipid transfer protein (ltp) gene expression to the
clubroot disease and salt stress. Plants 2016, 5, 2. [CrossRef]

46. Biswas, C.; Dey, P.; Karmakar, P.G.; Satpathy, S. Next-generation sequencing and micro RNAs analysis reveal SA/MeJA1/ABA
pathway genes mediated systemic acquired resistance (SAR) and its master regulation via production of phased, trans-acting
siRNAs against stem rot pathogen Macrophomina phaseolina in a RIL population of jute (Corchorus capsularis). Physiol. Mol. Plant
Pathol. 2014, 87, 76–85.

47. Takahashi, D.; Kawamura, Y.; Uemura, M. Cold acclimation is accompanied by complex responses of glycosylphosphatidylinositol
(GPI)-anchored proteins in Arabidopsis. J. Exp. Bot. 2016, 67, 5203–5215. [CrossRef]

48. Altschul, S.F.; Gish, W.; Miller, W.; Myers, E.W.; Lipman, D.J. Basic local alignment search tool. J. Mol. Biol. 1990, 215, 403–410.
[CrossRef]

49. Apweiler, R.; Attwood, T.K.; Bairoch, A.; Bateman, A.; Birney, E.; Biswas, M.; Bucher, P.; Cerutti, L.; Corpet, F.; Croning, M.D.R.
The InterPro database, an integrated documentation resource for protein families, domain and functional sites. Nucleic Acids Res.
2001, 29, 37–40. [CrossRef]

50. Kumar, S.; Stecher, G.; Li, M.; Knyaz, C.; Tamura, K. MEGA X: Molecular evolutionary genetics analysis across computing
platforms. Mol. Biol. Evol. 2018, 35, 1547–1549. [CrossRef]

51. Bailey, T.L.; Boden, M.; Buske, F.A.; Frith, M.; Grant, C.E.; Clementi, L.; Ren, J.; Li, W.W.; Noble, W.S. MEME SUITE: Tools for
motif discovery and searching. Nucleic Acids Res. 2009, 37, 202–208. [CrossRef]

52. Petersen, T.N.; Brunak, S.; Von Heijne, G.; Nielsen, H. SignalP 4.0: Discriminating signal peptides from transmembrane regions.
Nat. Methods 2011, 8, 785–786. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Rice, P.; Longden, I.; Bleasby, A. EMBOSS: The european molecular biology open software suite. Trends Genet. 2000, 16, 276–277.
[CrossRef]

54. Hao, Z.; Lv, D.; Ge, Y.; Shi, J.; Weijers, D.; Yu, G.; Chen, J. RIdeogram: Drawing SVG graphics to visualize and map genome-wide
data on the idiograms. PeerJ Comput. Sci. 2020, 6, 251. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Wang, Y.; Tang, H.; DeBarry, J.D.; Tan, X.; Li, J.; Wang, X.; Lee, T.H.; Jin, H.; Marler, B.; Guo, H.; et al. MCScanX: A toolkit for
detection and evolutionary analysis of gene synteny and collinearity. Nucleic Acids Res. 2012, 40, e49. [CrossRef]

56. Suyama, M.; Torrents, D.; Bork, P. PAL2NAL: Robust conversion of protein sequence alignments into the corresponding codon
alignments. Nucleic Acids Res. 2006, 34, 609–612. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1007/s11274-018-2481-0
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2020.112268
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-98107-4
http://doi.org/10.1093/jexbot/51.353.1969
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbaexp.2005.06.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16061294
http://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ers311
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23162115
http://doi.org/10.1007/BF00325686
http://doi.org/10.1021/jf100554d
http://doi.org/10.1078/0176-1617-01259
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-1119(97)00137-6
http://doi.org/10.1023/A:1006008117795
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9862491
http://doi.org/10.1093/treephys/tpp082
http://doi.org/10.1007/s12355-016-0431-4
http://doi.org/10.3390/plants5010002
http://doi.org/10.1093/jxb/erw279
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0022-2836(05)80360-2
http://doi.org/10.1093/nar/29.1.37
http://doi.org/10.1093/molbev/msy096
http://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkp335
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1701
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21959131
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0168-9525(00)02024-2
http://doi.org/10.7717/peerj-cs.251
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33816903
http://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkr1293
http://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkl315


Plants 2022, 11, 664 16 of 16

57. Korber, B. HIV Signature and Sequence Variation Analysis. Computational Analysis of HIV Molecular Sequences; Allen, G.R., Gerald, H.,
Eds.; Kluwer Academic Publishers: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2000; pp. 55–72.

58. Stanke, M.; Diekhans, M.; Baertsch, R.; Haussler, D. Using native and syntenically mapped cDNA alignments to improve de novo
gene finding. Bioinformatics 2008, 24, 637–644. [CrossRef]

59. Bolger, A.M.; Lohse, M.; Usadel, B. Trimmomatic: A flexible trimmer for Illumina sequence data. Bioinformatics 2014, 30, 2114–2120.
[CrossRef]

60. Mortazavi, A.; Williams, B.A.; McCue, K.; Schaeffer, L.; Wold, B. Mapping and quantifying mammalian transcriptomes by
RNA-Seq. Nat. Methods 2008, 5, 621–628. [CrossRef]

61. Robinson, M.D.; McCarthy, D.J.; Smyth, G.K. EdgeR: A Bioconductor package for differential expression analysis of digital gene
expression data. Bioinformatics 2010, 26, 139–140. [CrossRef]

62. Benjamini, Y.; Hochberg, Y. Controlling the false discovery rate: A practical and powerful approach to multiple testing. J. R. Stat.
Soc. 1995, 57, 289–300. [CrossRef]

63. Lescot, M.; Déhais, P.; Thijs, G.; Marchal, K.; Moreau, Y.; Van de Peer, Y.; Rouzé, P.; Rombauts, S. PlantCARE, a database of
plant cis-acting regulatory elements and a portal to tools for in silico analysis of promoter sequences. Nucleic Acids Res. 2002, 30,
325–332. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btn013
http://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btu170
http://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1226
http://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btp616
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.2517-6161.1995.tb02031.x
http://doi.org/10.1093/nar/30.1.325
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11752327

	Introduction 
	Results 
	Identification of LTPs in the H. annuus Proteome 
	Structural Characterisation of H. annuus LTPs 
	Chromosomal Localisation and Duplication Events of LTPs Encoding Genes in the H. annus Genome 
	Analysis of Putative Cis-Regulatory Elements in HaLTP-Encoding Genes 
	Expression Analysis of the HaLTP Gene Family 

	Discussion 
	Materials and Methods 
	Retrieval of LTP Sequences in the Sunflower Genome 
	Sequence Alignments and Phylogenetic Analysis 
	Structural Characterisation of HaLTP Sequences 
	Analysis of Chromosomal Distribution, Gene Duplication Events, and Putative Pseudogenes 
	Expression Analysis and Identification of Putative Cis-Regulatory Elements 

	References

