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mIREE CFEMEZRINgE RS FHLHIF TR

THA,IH,HE

2N IRFAGHTE IRFR, 20 730050

#E CFEM (common in fungi extracellular membrane ) 8 [ 2 ANAF7E T H 3 09— Fh Al B MBS 71, 78 BR
HRAEAE R BN T A VE R o A SCIRIR T AR IR CFEM 88 1A 4504 R IR | 24k J A FR 23T L], 5k
PH T BOR M ELE T CFEM & AR IR T R (40 BLTH I RE SE 3 M S LR AE KR T VR Y451 i K 5
RAR O PE SN AF S T AR . WX e # 0) CFEM 28 T AE (R 2.2 0, T EE X Ak CFEM
AR IEOR P RVE R By FHLHI SRS AT e MR, B it — 25 AT CFEM & AR R 4 80w T i 1
FHRN G FAILBE, Ay By 42 s i T s 3 4 (L B Rl N 2%

KA CFEMZUNE 5 fR IR 5 fa b AR SE T

HESES S435 XERARIRE A

o it L T 2 G R ) o it L T A BT 22 4
T SGIN B TEAR Y 3R B T Jee S A 2 R i
fiff (cell wall degrading enzyme, CWDEs) il P8 A ¥ (1)
Y3 E b Bl S R AR ) 00 8 IR o L TR e — 20
TEAEY NS BRI A o LA JE B TR 23 43 Wi —
SN B R8O ), 5 4 % 1 A DG 32 PR B
P B ) A A DG B B B, TR 0 AR AR
3 R D A A0 OB e R AT 1) 558 T
Ji L TR A T 0 A2 v i L T AR R AR G I I A
PR MRS A e BE RS Al 2R S 42 2

R B SO T REZAES K, DBERA . &
TS A R As R AR A A R
PEFIE S 208 32 243y i o R A ks 71, i
AN R PN B0 - B AT A o A T SR SO T
T 30 3 A A DR S I R R A2 A T 45 18 32 4 M 2 s
RSP S5 A U3 o 0 A 3 A R A 2 5T P
515 EAREE EAE RSB, Forhl 70260 1 B N AL
TFHEM BT e BB b 50N R A
e fik 2 He % (PAMP-triggered immunity , PTT) A%
JN; R F figh %2 B 9% (effector-triggered immunity , ETT),
Je 5| SR s AR N BE L R LB i — A
. B0 PfAvr4-2 THRAE Y A0 I RE 25 KT NIN B
% 1'% (NIN-like proteins, NLPs )i S 4 IR 5L F1 2

Wk H B3 : 2024-05-29

CEls

XEHS  1000-2421(2025)01-0156-12

W tE Y Tox A 532 AR 1 Tsn M AR H S 2040
FET-U00 . BRULZAb B UL A TR RN TR
LysMJLT g4 400 ) Al CFEM (common in fun-
gi extracellular membrane ) 55 . CFEM J& —F A7 1E
TREENROY T, % T EERIMEE N, Cf
I A CFEM FEC B 1) 350 1 %5 U1 AH 3¢, (B X F
FEAE YR N I BUR AL DR B D A T — A5
BIIR R . AL FE B LR IR F L E T CFEM 800
RS  FR8 5 A AR AR B B0 T rd 7E H &
SFALEE, B 7E N AT CFEM 2 [ /) D RE 2 1L BLie
WA

1 CFEMZEHBW LML

CFEM Jit —Fi LR LR A7 £E AL 60~75 1
FAEIR AT 8 [ B vy BE R ST 1 2F e 0T & A
CFEM Z5 #1111 (1 1) il BLAT 5 5 0k, 5
el 4 K (epidermal growth factor, EGF ) 45 4 3
Fh A KRR T LR ) M AR 7 AT
BVER . CFEM 28R (e 2 BT Bk 512
(Coccidioides immitis) , Wi J5i 16 (1 (4 &2 B (Can-
dida albicans) FEIEE" (Magnaporthe oryzae) .1
M55 (Aspergillus fumigatus) A RIEE S (Col-
letotrichum graminicola) . KN ¥ B & (Verticillium

IEETH .« [FEK A RPF R4 IX B 5410 H (31760494) 5 22 MM 5 AERHE A A G138 H (2023-QN-64)
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dahliae) . 7] 7] B {0 1 ¥ (Lasiodiplodia theobro-
mae) /DA AL (Arthrobotrys oligospora) R
B8 J1 WS (Fusarium graminearum) ¥ & £ — 1
H Y (Marssonina brunnea) B2 (Metarhizium
anisopliae) T BIH W2 (C. fructicola) % P ¥H
K Bl HERA 7 (C. immitis) 10 Ag2, F 4
BB (C. albicans) P A 64, 5 (A. fumigatus)
oA 34N, RHIE T (M. oryzae) A 194012 R HOH
W (C. graminicola) T4 24 4>, ¥ 5 & — AW (M.
af

3

Bits

2

—

brunmea) A 114, KA (V. dahliae) £ 45 9
AL RS TTH (F. graminearum) hAg 23180 af
Al B0 B (L. theobromae) F A 1441 (s
(M. anisopliae) HH 134>, I K& FHE H ( Beauveria
bassiana) AT 124124 55 4% 60 B (Alternaria solani)
A 12450 35 BT e A i A W 15 B 2 i
R PR G R s IR LA Y 7T R (Penicillium expan-
sum) A 9 CFEM 4 1 3k P, 2 B2 250 M 88 %)
133045 (3R 1)

FEH )74 Protein sequence
Bits : BN AR UM R B A0 L R IR B R#K . Bits: frequency of each amino acid,, where higher values indicate a great-

er probability of that amino acid appearing.

E1 CFEMZEAHSMRTFHEMER"

Fig. 1 There are eight highly conserved cysteine residues in the CFEM domain

®1 G REBEPELEENIN CFEMER
Table I The 9 CFEM proteins identified in Penicillium expansum

B B ID Bpgpip  CCHRREEERERAIL IR SR

Gene name Gene ID Protein ID No.of émlno Precents of SubCfellu}ar Sp cleavage GPI-anchored
acids Cys localization (AA)

PeCFEM1 PEX2_024290 XP_016596466.1 204 4.9 Extr. 18~19 S177/G179
PeCFEM?2 PEX2_026860 XP_016593608.1 1330 2.71 Extr. 20~21 S1300/S1307
PeCFEM3 PEX2_028320 XP_016593518.1 171 4.68 Extr. 18~19 N145/G146
PeCFEM4 PEX2_029630 XP_016597360.1 88 7.95 Extr. 18~19 None
PeCFEMS PEX2_029710 XP_016597368.1 217 3.69 Extr. 18~19 S190/G195
PeCFEMG6 PEX2_035730 XP_016601140.1 646 1.55 Plas. 23~24 None
PeCFEM7 PEX2_043920 XP_016603369.1 644 4.04 Extr. 15~16 N622
PeCFEMS PEX2_054470 XP_016600972.1 268 2.99 Extr. 20~21 G244/A245
PeCFEMY9 PEX2_092030 XP_016600189.1 472 4.66 Extr. 21~22 None

7 Note: Cys: &g Cysteine; Sp: 155 JIk Signal peptide; Extr.: Jfi#h Extracellular; Plas. : i/l Plasma membrane.

WA CFEM R [ 75 5 A B LS /30T L 4y oy
2, TR TA B A B 25 L Pthll &Y (the
Pthll-like type) CFEM & H #1 dE Pthll & (non-
Pthl1-like type) CFEM 43 3 # 1'%’ . Pth11-like
CFEM & H 2 Z R FRE AN G EAMIKZ
PRUS H AR RSEOG I (M. oryzae) Pth11 LA KR4 T]
& (F. graminearum) () FGRRES_16221 . FGRRES._
02155 Ml FGRRES_07839 ¢ 12 Y £ Hh & 28 56 i %2

ST, R A JLRP R Pth1l 8 CFEM & 1 L f2:
LA B 7 T I, TR A 250 D B T K AR R
# (V. dahliae) H1 CFEM %& 1 VdASCP76'%" | Vd-
SCP7734 FI R4 # 0 5 CFEM11S . 3 R % % (P.
expansum) P 1Y 94~ CFEM & H ', PeCFEM7 J& T
Pth11 % CFEM & M, H4y ¥ &8 T 4E Pthll 2 CFEM
HEHE2),

CARIE ) CFEM & AU A SRR (C. albi-
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XP_016597360.1 PecCFEM4 m-Gm——
_|:xp_0166011401 PeCFEM6 pm—@mm—

XP_016596466.1 PeCFEM1 m-@m—SG—

B Signal peptides
@D CFEM domains

Transmembrane domain
GPI-Anchored site
@ N —

XP_016600189.1 PeCFEM9

XP_016600972.1 PeCFEM8
XP_016597368.1 PeCFEMS5

XP_016593518.1 PeCFEM3 mm-gm—NG—

XP_016603369.1 PeCFEM7 g
{Xp_oms%sos.l PCCFEM2? m— oup eup @ guuS. S—
[

mom—— GA—

ma—S G—

BETRG AF 5 KA : CFEM S5 3l ; WORFEIE - 25 LSS R 8l VO IR] - GPIZS B i JLrh, S 225008, N RA MG , G &
R, A:TNE IR . Black areas: Signal peptide; Gray areas: CFEM domain; Shallow gray rectangle: Transmembrane domain; Shallow gray el-

lipse: GPI-anchoring site. S: Serine, N: Asparagine, G: Glycine, A: Alanine.
2 P. expansum 1 CFEM By 54313
Fig. 2 The structure domain of CFEMs in P. expansum

cans) I Csa2 8 H 1 SRS F 9 BT (K 3) . Csa2
J& T WAL I AT 2R 25 L AT DA I £ 28 v 4R i 21
3P R B A M N ERAE S R R R . HERHT T
—F 1 6 4> o~ BEE 2 AR 1) BTE TR 254 , i 8 MRS
CysTE Wy 4 > iS4 HRFAe e (K13B) o % il
L1257 T B8 E WEIR THUER )1 35 5 7K - 65 Ak ]
N 3 “ AP SiE ffi X 322 ] 270 LA Asp80 Bk FEAE Sy
CFEM fli [l e f& , W7 1 Fe® T I £0 R M EL AL, (H AT
T Fe* ML R WAL (B 3C) o X AR SF 1) Asp B
His B G B3RS Fe? 2T R 45 A IF 8 7 Ml 21
AR UM LT 2 A RE T, (H AR EL 20 B R P I 21
Ry, EH IRk TEARS RIEE (C
graminicola) 1 24 4 ANE BT Csa2 1Y 18R i 1
ARZEH ) CFEM 25 [, LA 1 N- AR i FRAE A
H h , CgCFEM3. CgCFEM7, CgCFEMS. CgC-
FEM9,CgCFEMI15 fl CgCFEM20 &4 44~ o- 12,

CgCFEMA4 .6 #l 14 &4 34> o- 8 , 1Ml CgCFEM1 X
A 24> - WRTE . FRATTE AT R B (P. expansum)
RN S 5 A9 9~ CFEM 25 14 45 F4  2 JE R e 41 I
& %8 Phyre2, 2 [a] 5 445 73 H1 & 3 CFEM £ [ PeC-
FEMI1., PeCFEM3, PeCFEM4, PeCFEMS5, PeC-
FEM6 ., PeCFEM?7., PeCFEMS, PeCFEM9 5 Csa2
(FE S BR B TP A Cy7sC) A 5 = BE AR UME o BR
PeCFEM2 2 4, 44~ CFEM & H i % Csa2 1) B 15
JE#E T 95% , H PeCFEM1 , PeCFEM3~9 #8 4
M Csa2 AHUT L) «- 1206 (K 4) . Hda 24
CFEM Z& 1 (PeCFEM7 il PeCFEM9) &% 4 34~ a-
12 JiE , 31 CFEM # 1 (PeCFEM1, PeCFEM6 ,
PeCFEMS) & A 41> o-181i€ , 31 CFEM & [ (PeC-
FEM3 .PeCFEM4 . PeCFEM5) &4 54> a- 12 JiE

2 CFEMRJEEFNZL
CFEM 2 F{UAF1EF 2UR T, FIRT M A H

Asp80

A Csa2 BYHARIY = ES5H 5 B Csa2 JRif = 4ES5H 5 C: Csa2 FHENS LS A L0 2 A0 Asp80 5%k . A The overall three-dimensional struc-
ture of Csa2; B:The local three-dimensional structure of Csa2; C: The Asp80 residue in Csa2 is identified as being capable of binding heme.
B3 Candida albicans ¥ Csa2 = 545"
Fig. 3 The structure of Csa2 in Candida albicans
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Cay7sC: IR MY Csa2, I I T 85 BB 5 B, 85 2, BRI A5 A AR L. C4y7sC is Csa2 from Candida albicans. The
figure displays both confidence and coverage, where higher confidence indicates greater structural similarity.
B4 P. expansum™ CFEME QW= 4414
Fig. 4 Three-dimensional structure of the CFEM proteins in P. expansum

SR A TR A S TR CFEM # H A
VL, B ELU A 100 A EL T (6 JE D AL A 4R S
CFEM Z5Hsi 1, 45 2R A LA 7E 3594 CFEM
B HATE 64 M A D R 28U T 1R A
FH. AT 2T CFEM 45K 3801 73 A i =X
FERIER | 2835 W e A BAGE B2 T8 1] (P. expansum
L. theobromae. Aspergillus nidulans, F. gra-
minearum, C. gloeosporioides . C. albicans) F1HH ¥ T
I"J (Coprinopsis cinerea . Laccaria bicolor) #) CFEM
FA LA MEGAL0 P L I R G L B, 25
RERY HEH T 9N CFEMERERK R R
W2 B BCIRAS BARTER — T2 RAE B (E 5) .
117 5K LS R James 252 3 HUHH TR 1] T4 BT

PRI REE T ) CFEM 28 (45 f M i 240 %

BRAR, KRBT HE TN FRE TR T & A 5
CFEM &5 3 7F A~ R 50k & Wb 228 oA, AN
T [6]— 43 26 1T v 7 Ui s R, 5 28 38 T 7E A1 BA A
HAY4EE —50, U CFEM 8 L B TP A T iz
7 LA A S7 A I, CFEM 25 4 35, 1) 8 — 2 5 v
Si=Ry EEI R A I A B E e I e S 0 O A i [ 2
5% B L B T CFEM 2K (1R N0 2 T R
B, R AL 7 1 2 B>k B CFEM 2 Lk fk ] fig
FEAEZ AL « 2540 S i A R Ik PR T A2 R 25 4 348
SERIRINFE PR e 4055 . R T AR SR MR 22 R LS
WFFE R0 T AR LA S BB 1] (R & T 4 74
1) FE 3R A5 19 CFEM &5 ¥ 38 (4 5 H Arac 21 =X 3 4
Fir b A7 5087, S5 SR R A AR BOR Ml b, R
144 CCW14 1 CFEM 8 2 5 41 e N 2 12
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o TAEECREEE bR T AAES CCW 14 [RIE )
CFEM & H 45, HA A [F JREN CFEM & Hid A 1R
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W Penicillium expansum
¥V Lasiodiplodia theobromae
A Fusarium graminearum
® Aspergillus nidulans
@ Botrytis cinerea
*  Colletotrichum gloeosporioides
V' Candida albicans
L(.@"* Y Coprinopsis cinerea
g o A Laccaria bicolor
A ) »\C‘f“}@
» T e >
10 ocFEMIE
paCPEMA
LACFEMO
43 FgCFEMT
AnCFEM14
LICFEMI2
42 5 LiCFEMg
Licrpy,,

Pe: ¥R E B Penicillium expansum;1Lt: 0] W] B _HWE Lasiodiplodia theobromae; Fg: R4V I B Fusarium graminearum; An : ¥4 51
T Aspergillus nidulans ; Be: JK 4 %548 Botrytis cinerea; Cg: JK 35 B Y4 Coprinopsis cinerea; Lb: WAAHEEE Laccaria bicolor; Rbt5,Pgal0.,
Pga7 .Csal Fll Csa2 J& H /& Bk ( Candida albicans) F1) CFEM £ 4 Rbt5, Pgal0, Pga7, Csal, and Csa2 are CFEM proteins from Candi-

da albicans.

5 AEHMFHCFEM RELER
Fig. 5 The phylogenetic tree of CFEM systems across different species

3 CFEMZERMRIEEXKEMN

3.1 CFEMEAMRIX

CFEM 2 1 & A B 76 AN [R) B 1 v nl e AT i 22
S5 HAE T AN, CFEM_DRI~CFEM _DR6
TERBRAL T (Fusarium oxysporum) A [7) 4z Y& B 1 (1)
Rixw|AEZES, Y Focl (F. oxysporum f. sp.
cubensel) 1z & H W B, 7] DL I 2] CFEM_DR?2 |
CFEM_DR4.CFEM_DR5 . CFEM_DR6 3£ [H {1 %%
S A A 2] CFEM_DR1 Hl CFEM_DR3 X 24
FE DRI 2 5k, T RE R PR Ry IR 3 2 A4 3 PRI oK B
WS M EREERMED ., BAEmME, X 44
CFEM_DR 3 R FE 4= 3 J5 B 55 3 K R ik b 35 3
TNt e K #5 % #11 (Botrytis cinerea) ', BeCFEM1
TE IR R 5 B, LR 60 h B 2GR UK
-2 1K i KAE Bl e 2 7 BEAR , H 3R IR 7K v T AE

B 5 1 #35 K F , CFEM-Bein07g03260 7£ 16 h
TR AR, R0 WA 352, Bl 5 #ih g i
FEAR , 48 h Rk B J& 0 hiF i 2 /5125 RIELE T
EET 4 8 (L. theobromae) CFEM & H 1 F 15
%4 % 5%, LtCFEMI1, LtCFEM2, LtCFEM4, LtC-
FEMS #il LICFEM7 £ 30 °C i} 2635 K F Hb 4 i 5 5
25 °C # M, 7 30 “Ca% 35 °C i}, LtCFEM6 il LtC-
FEMS 1235 7KF |4, LtICFEM3 | 5 2 41 24
flRBR 51T, B 22 % £k b CFEM 4& 11 CFEM2,
CFEM3.CFEMS6 fl 4 &2k B H CFEM # 4 Csal
Pga7 .Pgal0 Fll Rbt5 ¥4 15 T i ik s e Ah 1 &2k
ETE pH A P B F) T CFEM 2R H 3£ K RbeS 1Y
ik, WKW T AE M 2R 5 B (M. brunnea) 1= 34 %
W13 (0~6 h) MbCFEM1 . MbCFEM6 . MbCFEMS
M MbCFEMO #7155 , 76 4 h Fe ik ik 2 i
A4 IIE (F. graminearum) 1 114~ CFEM & H ,



o511

FHFY 55 NI CFEM 85 H hRE & oy T LI AIF5E 0 i 161

Y K BN YL I 1 18~48 hINf 2 1k 1k 5 g 5 4
Bt Bk B W T L (B SR TR AR Y B
ok fi W (M. anisopliae) H' , MaCFEMS81, MaC-
FEMS5 ., MaCFEMSS il MaCFEMS9 7 43 4= 78 71
A B BE(60~96 h) (1) 2635 /K - 5 2 v/ T4 B 43 A 4
TF-(0h) A0 AE Y B (0~12 h) FIE T3 & K 8 224
K (12~60 h) BB . /N 445 1 (P. striiformis 1.
sp. tritici ) T Y PsStCFEM1 FEAR Y /NAZ i F 48 hif 55
TRIKOF 25 3 f 5, 8 5 T 0 h AR A8 T s 160
(A. solani) "' iy AsSCFEM6 il AsCFEM12 2 76 1= 4
AL B 8 h Rk KRB 2, A 2R H AT P.
expansum 12 Y TEE SRR I & B PeCFEM1  PeC-
FEM6 . PeCFEMS £ = 44 9] 9] 3 35 F 4 , 1 PeC-
FEM2 ., PeCFEM3. PeCFEMS % 35 47 fit T 3400
DL ARFE S R, 25 Fhovs Jil 5L R CFEM 28 FLTE AR
[F] FF 30 R A < 2% e 1) 22 SR S 20N [) ] B 4 7 FLA 7l
F LA YR ThE, I AN K 250 CFEM # £
s JL ELTRTR e A IS S R UL LR R e 3k
i b B v R AR AR E BAR S AIL R
AT
3.2 CFEMEA#&EFTIEMMHPIIEN

AR A S L e AR S
W58 CFEM R0 ¥ 19 5041 it 2 o7 A6 B Al ) 1 = h
L mEMEM . Qian % FE A4 8 £ B (M. brun-
nea) P YE T 114 MbCFEM & [ , T 3f-31F 52 1
1 44~ MbCFEM %& 4 (MbCFEM1 .MbCFEM6 . Mb-
CFEMS #1 MbCFEMY) H A {5 5 Ik 73 W ik P . 4
M. brunnea 1= 4 ¥ #% it , MbCFEM1, MbCFEMS6 .
MbCFEMS #l MbCFEMY B V. 4 il 52 37 45 - i 7 &
153500 5 5 TEAB B W o 4 LRSS 200 B A | i (kT 4
MR A b, Bai 2550 /N S T R R BE RS 5
K4 3R & 45k B PstCFEMI #9135 5 ik EL AT 23 I 0%
P, Cai %2 SEH (M. anisopliae) FYEE N T 13
A CFEM & F, &4 W15 B # 0 ik e & 555
Jik ELJC 5 I 45+ 1) CFEM 2K (1 7 17 37 40 Jifd <2 57 20
Br o, 45 3 2 B . MaCFRMS81, MaCFEMS5 ., MaC-
FEMS87 . MaCFEMS89 #l MaCFEMO0 #4 {37 F 41l ity fis
I, MaCFEMBS8 WA, T~ o B A 40 ff A% o AR A4S J¢ S TR
(C. graminicola) KR53 1) CFEM 800 -8 TR 2%
B4 5 Ik (no signal peptide,, NS) Al 4> K (full-length,
FL) BB e 8 L ARRL, o 7 T4
i b By A CgCFEMI1 ., CgCFEM4 , CgCFEM7 ., CgC-
FEM9 ., CgCFEM14 . CgCFEMI15 1 CgCFEM20, {3/

T4 RE YK CgCFEMI(FL FINS) . CgCFEM4
(NS)FICgCFEMI(FL) o BLAk, & 057 7 40 A% 9 1
 CgCFEMG6 #il CgCFEMS!® . 8k i, Ak Fr A 1Y
CFEM 800 8 111 414 7 91 5 T 55 KO 371 7 o7 #68
AR, B 40 CgCFEM15 Fil CgCFEM20 78 2 55 5 )ik
Ji, HEE 6 2 DA 20 B R 2 5 A2 B R 20 i (AL 5 4
JR RS 40 A% I ) e e kT R 5 e T
(Neofusicoccum parvum ), CFEM % H MgCRP1 J&
— & CFEM 25 k3800 IR 26 11, R 8B i v i) 2
A~ CFEM & 4 VASCP76 #1 VASCP77 ¥ 43 #i 115 &
JR AN 3 2R A L SR A, P expan-
sum "1 94~ CFEM 5 13 & A {5 5 Ik, Bk PeCFEMG6
V240 i 5 57 AE BT A1, o4y 8 1 CFEM J4) 5 7 75 4
LN E P

4 CFEMZEBWIhgEFN{ERMLE

41 S5ERMEENTK

LA A0 M RE R 2 FPAS ) 3 2E 0, AR B T
LM AN AE W) 4y T CFEM 2K [l % AE e T
20 AL A1 R RT RESE It S 5 A M RE 4 ke AN A FE Y T I
WA AL MG . Fl40, Perez % B 5E & Bl
Bk gt & 47 CFEM 25 /38 8 (1 3L Rl PGA 10 .RBTS
I CSA J& , 28 7% 1A bk 40 1t B8 % B J7 T8I A 76 6 06 o
Vaknin 25 78 J0 #h 55 (A. fumigatus) BRI T 34
CFEM & [ 114 XUk PR RN = i R ffe 2 28 A8 A, % %)
V55 £ 24 2%/ B SR BE AT 4k A Ak A I I R 4T (Con-
go red , CR) F1857%¢ Jt: H (calcofluor white, CEW ) [
SR R B, 2 BHAE AW i B h i CFEM & 1 2
SRE AN REE . TEREN TR Y, WISH B Zi il 1
[F] B & A CFEM #1 G 2 H B K 32 1R (GPCR) 1Y 25
I, Sabnam 254 5 8 WISH 3% [H 5 , % 90 B 1K 41 g
RE P SRE T 5 SROH R AR A% TR 17 R
FERRAK, FBH WISH 3k 2 15 i 4 41 i B 1) e 38 Pk
2 AN TRl 45 P o A B S, RS9 % B CFEM & 1 5L A
MGG_07553.6 {3 IR K52 B i 2 Ay 520 . HAh,
MGG_07553.6 i 2 578 T AR 4715 238 i 351 T B A=
RITAHR , WAL PR RIE . VW MGG_07553.6 %f
Y ECTR 2 M e A AR E A A T
42 HFEBEENBKTE

BROEAY s M A A K kB L
oozl M SRR MR P ) e
BRORHER A A W& P ARG TG o, s A K R E
. HETEWIK RGEAE A HWE P, W Fe”™
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A IR A, 30 Jit R ] Ak R SO K i 41 2% L B Wi i
Fe? "R B s I 29 IR, Bk B T S0 UL
Y S Z B AR,

F5E 2 B0 CFEM 2R 14 % 4 3555 J5 5L B8 20 A P 1)
e R A EEWNER, B 7 &5 1
AREE USRI ER S51E ENEAE. AEEKRE
(C. albicans )" ) CFEM # H Rbt5/Rbt51 i 15 O-
H#E A AL GP 4k 2 76 40 M B b 0 1l 41 R 45 &
F1, X I £ 28 0 21 26 114k i A R R A EAE A
B S IE T Rt B ZU0E 223501 5 5 i 21 22 A
LA H BRI A & 45 08 N RbiS1 7 IR Y % &F
(Saccharomyces cerevisiae) 1Y 12 F I8 2 HE 1M1 2184 M
BRI 5 24 R I 35 59 Roes KK I Rbes 1 3R
Wapl B WS 5 ML KRR/ FREREKY,
Rbt5/Rbt51 A i 13 i 1 21 2 3F A 40 i % 5 i 21
FHE s BRIV FH o 4 15 40 i P9 (0 kA5 150 BRI
BRI 32 R Als31E R BR 3R 11 32 AR RB B A0k A 1
PN T2 1M 3% B 40 i 2 T, AR 3 CFEM 4R
M Csal 1 PgalO 5 Als3 P [a4E F e 32 M 4 4k
BRAE T i B 20 I R T, 4 v R AR R Il 21
FIRFIFHBE ) . CFEM 8 115 g R R (1 b B
BRE ML ZR , PR AL 36 20 A I PN 1) 32 4, AT
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W R BB . 1 MGG 050262 4 S [ 25 i
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(L TC 1k 2 2 AR 2 32 28000, T2 2 Eomt

LA 0N 38 8 43 5 | R A S AR i R P 4 At
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preventing fungi from multiplying
and allowing the lesions to spread further.

protein synthesis and degradation

Fe* Csall
(Rl Csallpes
A —"RUS| Al -
q&o T T Als3 =
. X . Fe
Fungi cell Pga7/l0}(Fe)—
Pth1l CFEM Cpem CFEM CFEM
Pil | WisH
v \ '
i - 1i
pignen e ll i Allaclm:cul cells » Melanin synthesis
3
OsWAK25 YaiavaT
(OSLRR) P11 -MACI Host cell
v
CFEM (Intracellular effectors)
-\4 DNA damage
SWAK16 ROS
\l Hormone metabolism
cAMP passway Y Molecular chaperones
) MAPK : Inhibits ROS
YRR S ‘ Fgf L Interfering with immune signaling
R ’ [ZmiRRS ZmWAKI7ET
| e PTI BT
| Phenolic compounds l
Alkaloid Second taboli 2
| Tz ccondary metabolism - PCD
| Plant hormones l The fungus continues to multiply,
. . glycolysis and the lesions spread further.
\ Plants develop discased spots and die, o oxidative phosphorylation

Fungi cell: 7 JiL 5 B 1A N CFEM # 45 8% 8 T T -7 19— 2.9 43 7 #L 1 Molecular mechanisms by which CFEM proteins within pathogenic
fungi chelate iron ions; Host cell: CFEM 1E R {5 54> F i ik A %5 5 406 PN 518 25 35 41 B 50088 [ (19— R B ML Series of mechanisms by
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Fig. 6 Schematic of the function and mechanism of CFEM in pathogenic fungi
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Function and molecular mechanism of the CFEM
protein in plant pathogenic fungi

WANG Yanling, GUO Yong, GAO Jie

College of Life Science and Technology, Lanzhou University of Technology, Lanzhou 730050, China

Abstract The CFEM (common in fungi extracellular membrane) protein is an extracellular mem-
brane protein that is unique to fungi and often founctions as an effector in various fungal species. This article
elucidates the structure, origin, evolution, function, and molecular mechanisms of CFEM proteins across
different pathogenic fungi. It highlights the critical roles of CFEM proteins in pathogenic fungi, including
iron acquisition, maintenance of fungal cell wall integrity, influence on fungal growth and development, fa-
cilitation of infection structure formation, and elicitation of host immune responses. Additionally, a bioinfor-
matic analysis of CFEM proteins in Penicillium expansum is presented. Future research directions on the
roles and molecular mechanisms of CFEM proteins in fungal pathogenicity are also discussed. The aim is to
enhance our understanding of the function and molecular mechanisms of CFEM proteins in fungal infection
and pathogenesis, providing a theoretical foundation and reference for controlling plant fungal diseases.

Keywords common in fungi extracellular membrane protein; pathogenic fungi; pathogen-associated

molecular pattern; signal peptide
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