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Whole genome re-sequencing analysis of two cultivars ( ‘Liuyuexue’
and ‘Huangpixiao’ ) of Pyrus pyrifolia in Shangrao
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Abstract: A whole genome re-sequencing analysis was carried out with plantlets for two cultivars ( ‘Liuyuex-
ue’ and ‘Huangpixiao’) of early pear (Pyrus pyrifolia) in Shangrao using a common variant analysis for nsS-
NPs  (nonsynonymous mutations single-nucleotide polymorphism). Results showed a total number of single-nu-
cleotide polymorphisms (SNP) in the two samples of 6 171 357 for ‘Liuyuexue’ and 6 140 603 for ‘Huang-
pixiao’, and a total number of nsSNP within the coding region of 335 659 for ‘Liuyuexue’ and 332 280 for
‘Huangpixiao’. Using the common variant analysis for nsSNPs, 2 282 nsSNPs were found associated with
2 067 genes. The total indel numbers of the two samples were 800 388 for ‘Liuyuexue’ and 799 603 for
‘Huangpixiao’. In the coding area, 15 509 indels for ‘Liuyuexue’ and 15 274 indels for ‘Huangpixiao’ were
obtained, and 5 115 differential indels were associated with 3 682 genes. Key genes of the tobacco mosaic virus
resistant protein N and the disease resistant protein as well as others were mutated. Enriched gene ontology
(GO) terms of differential nsSNPs and differential indels were consistent. Results of this study could provide
important references for the development of SNP and indel related markers and the extraction of excellent
genes for the two cultivars (‘Liuyuexue’ and ‘Huangpixiao’) of early pear in Shangrao. [Ch, 5 fig. 2 tab. 36
ref. ]
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BOAN AR BN EASEEN ", BB LK, DL ‘8% ‘Huangpixiao® fil ‘NHZ’  ‘Liuyuex-
ue’ 2 AR S RO P R X 1 B AL B R R R A T R AR B kIR b e BAE T LY
LR RGE AR CONAE M RN AR RE KT bRiC (SSR) MY b B K 2 S
(AFLP) 73 FARICHI R R 1 25, AP EMR . REHERFR LS IA — w27, B, 4%
HP R R DR 2 S X b A R R AN TAE Ty E . [ 2000 AR ELAAE Y LR IT Arabidopsis thaliana
PSR B oe T, CA SOk Z R g LAy BFosilh, B4R . RE P AREEF
(18 4 S5 DR] 2] B 000 ) 7 3 o P R O B S R 19— S B N T AR R I 1 S g v o )
BRI PR A, (1 B4 5T 9 U 04 4> R 20 78 S A M )R AT RE T 4 26 DX 20 A% 1 R 22 K2 s (SNP)
il AR AL (INDEL) A SEHRIC I T K, RHVEY) 70 46 B & R AR A 2 b B e . SR s
X Eab AL WAL’ Pyrus pyrifolia *Huanghua’ (8358 s 00 0 R B 6 S 40 854l £ 17 SNP 4y Fhrid &,
LG R 1178 A nf G5 5 K A TE BUAH G 1Y SNP Aid . 22035 DL 6 AR AP RL L Rl 385 P pyrifo-
lia  *Cuiguan’ BRSNS I T | ob B A0SR AR S EAT LU ARG SR A o b, SR B 4 121 Dk Herk sy
PIf7 55, 30 560 4~ SNP i 55 i1 7 443 4~ SSR A1 . WU %51 MONTANARI %"7f1 TERAKAMI 45
38 5 SNP Fric i i 7 AL L i . HALR INDEL ARig i 5880 . ARESE LA e B AR T 4H e AL
HIVERZF SHET R BT AL, s e A E N, WA E A H LR 41 SNP, INDEL #i
SR L (SV) AL, BB R ALOL BT it M AR I IF A L IS BRI A2 R 4 it 2%

1 AR A7 ik

1.1 ##

LR BT B R ALE M R G AR SN H ST R SRR U P B A AR A R A
B ) 2 2 B 55 = ARl
1.2 FHik
1.2.1 DNA 3 SR ki st = LR B (CTAB) 2 UL H2 HUFE 5 DNA,
122 @5 DI D(260)/D(280) F1 Qubit 2.0(Life technologies, USA), Bioanalyzer 2100 (Agi-
lent, Germany )3 {53 H7 5¢ B DNA B 5 1 BT #E0l . FRIC 1 g ZERI 416 DNA Jr Brfk b # % 300~400
bp, #fTRmERE . Kumhn ‘A” ¥ 2k (Adapters) B H N, 3E# 2 Mlumina 23 &)W 75 ~F- & 6990
o453k e AT R G B X S (PCR) Y34 o 3 452 7 W) R B 45 40 80 2% WO S BRI F Uk, %6 4% 400~500
bp )R BL, BJG HEHAF PCR(LM-PCR) #E47 974k 1% DNA SC/% . #% I8 [lumina 22 7] HiSeq 2500 i
J¥ % 4t (Hiseq 2500 ) f#AE U W6 TE )89 DNA SCEE 47T 800 125 bp 9 i 38 5 7 .
1.23 %454 % T lllumina Hiseq 2500 4515 Z 0025 52, 4 R UG B0 47 B #2  (QC) . 5
R VG E AL FE [ 4 Pyrus communis Genome v1.0 54 %2 o 43 0l % B S FEA AT ] bowtie 2 3 F#E 4T
M 77 45 77 %)) DL i (reads mapping), Jf ] UnifiedGenotyper #{f#£47 SNP A1 INDEL At 2 52 K Ff] AN-
NOVAR %4 %F 351519 SNP #1 INDEL #E473hEE B>, SNP & U728 843 # (common variation, CV) % 22 &
INDEL Z3 #fr 1 J6 3R B 2 N4 S AH R 37 & i SNP/INDEL,  F5-#R 4% 3F [7] X SNP (nonsynonymous SNP, nsSNP)
/INDEL FRBUH OCHEH 2, 4522 5 SNP Fil INDEL 43531 55 6 S 4 85080 647 QA B, 43 3l %5 48 25 55 SNP Al
INDEL #H ¢ 23k B0l 2. M 56 R & 22 0 M 58 &2 AgriGO #1441 48 JE IR R {4 R 1 (gene ontol-
ogy terms)®', P& DUBUAE A7 25 (CNV) 402K ] VarScan #4F k47,

2 HERG M

2.1 T FFEAE T AL 18

L HiSeq 2500 0 J37 7 2t 2 (4t ) 362 00 00 7 5080 A T 6 B3l . P25 A N 1 75 21 1Y) 82 371 (readss ) B0 &%
B 3 K, A5 ) 275 092 822 AN JF A RN 34 661 695 572 g A, Hh ‘oA E & EF
140 696 312 4, AL 17 727 735 312 4>,  “#EW P F 5 134 396 510 4>, L 16 933 960 260
Ao R HIER Nllumina Hiseq 2500 #5425 R 520, 55 0 506 B 2617 Bt 45 il , A48 R PR AR it it )3
G, bRk, DI TIG S TAE . s Hl )5 15 2 232 434 654 ~JE J7 51 F1 29 286 766 152 ~iddk, &
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AR LBk 84.5% 5 Forfr ‘S A SRS 119 056 332 4, gk 150 010 978 322 4>, A &EL
WLl 84.6% 5 R IH T S )E A 113 378 320 4>, B KL 14 285 668 320 4, A7 A Lk
84.4%

2.2 5EFF 5 EE (reads mapping) 4t it

S MF R EF NS 22 F WA . N A S A SRR T 5 ECh 68 859 074 4, i ir
AT IV 57.8%, & ME—DCREC R BT FNECk 31 889 494 A4~ ([ BT HCELY 26.8% 5 7 55 4 KL IR
iy 2435, HESEFMHANE SN 93.0%; MBEHEE=3 0, BHESEEANTE S LR 89.4%,
CEERZIN AR UCEC Y KT 5 ECh 66 580 757 AN, i A KT ALY 58.7% , Fr ME— VT L 1% JE T 5 Bk
32 165 247 4>, 5 BVCECE 28.4%; i R RIRE Ny 23.89, Him KA E 5l 93.0%, #H
MR =3 0, EE eI E 3k 89.5%,

2.3 SNP %ito#fr

NS I 2] SNP 6 171 357 4, FEdm i IX () JC LR A4S 335 659 4>, A LA 281 871
A~ A SNP RASIRIFL L 6 001 4>, RRZ L+ 1226 4> FEAEH 5'4E#IFE X (5'UTR 1% SNP 24k,
1£ 3'UTR iy SNP S5 M i F S"UTR 1 3"UTR [6] () SNP S 3470 05 FEAS [] A A% 85 477 i 38 DA 41 X 35
$F) SNP 3 383 4>, W& FIXE AR 1298 966 1>, J7 31 XA E] 1 301 726 4>, FHEPA ] X 48 Ay
$H] 2 942 525 4,

O IE T 315 2] SNP 6 140 603 4>, FEdm A IX U0 LR A AT 332 280 4>, A L RAEAL 278 064
A5 B SNP RABFRAFLEF 6 034 4>, BRI+ 1210 4 7EHEP S"IEBIE X (5'UTR) N 9 SNP &
# . 78 3'UTR Ay SNP S8 A7 F 5'UTR #1 3'UTR (8] ) SNP B 504 4 0, 76 A [a] n] A8 35 4] 1) 56 41 X
BN SNP 3 274 4>, N EF X 1285 052 4, Hah XN E] 1291 598 4>, LA [A] X 45§
PR E] 2 943 091 4,

2.4 &R (common variant, CV)4&

XFARAG ) 335 659 A (7N HE )M 332 280 A (“EEBZIH ) nsSNP AT R WLAS AT A B, 2
A7 2 282 4> nsSNP CIK T 2 067 A3 K, nsSNP X 3 K {9 B R a7 1o o, J s 78
B M} 24 & ©3 N (PCPO17781) , fl & M HitH RPPIB FEE H 1 {00 -
(PCP007357), W RERYHLNG RPPS £:7E (42(PCP030706), W] BEfH
LRR 23 (K 22 S W/ 7 A R 8 130G At3g47570 (PCP021305) 8OO I 7
K yE B H 1 (PCPO08176) , NH & A6 M & if 25 2 (A N
(PCPO07457), HH & 46 955 2 it 25 5 FIN(PCPO18815) , i3 B¢
1 2(PCPO21753) , & & & 4 & 1 & H BT At5g0262 0
(PCP022078), %46 M35 £ 1if 2 2 AN (PCP030478), i & 200 F
1 RGA2(PCP014224), W fE) LRR 2552 1K 22 & R /77 & R 45 1

600 I

SN -

400

Wl Atlg5342 0 (PCP031574) , R & W) it 7% & H RGA3 O—4 =2 0 2 4 6
(PCP023580) 45 & 11 4 i 1y & PRI U 5166 1 10 A~ EA_E nsSNP, 2l log 2

SE R LI R Sy, XEAR I 2 067 AL B 1 4 A ) nsSNP/R) LSNP s bl
nsSNP 5j[a] & SNP ) I {H (nsSNP/synonymous SNP,r) #1735 %%, 27 2, A

BB 7 HOAPECR BUIE &AM (B 1), U200 2, GO L Fiewe 1 Cume map of nsS\Pymonymous SNP
#ﬁ?_ i 1F Fﬂ iﬁ?% E jj . ratio distribution of candidate genes

2.5 nsSNP XEMEZEEERNEREXFIEERES T

BT AR 2 SCIR LI SRR, A TR %) A2 0 27 80808 P T BB 2 TS I R T o o 1 g pleax A>Tl , Bk
KA AR BE 4542 (Gene Onotology Consortium) N7 T “FERARIE” (gene ontolog, GO, H Ay
MG A1 . AR TE 5 S — A& TR A Y ok R KR BT D RE HEAT A SORT IR, JF HL
RE W% Bt 25 WF 9 A AS R TR AT B8 A8 5 AR TE . GO Bl R & 3R S 5 0 AW ad #2 . Fr Ab 40 fig 07 '
FEA WG FIRE 3 A D mfE S, HE RGBT X B R S RE#E T B . GO i 35 1% ' 4 40 A DA PRUAS {4
AR (GO term) JpHA, B 22 57 R B FE AT A EZ AW Ihie . AT &) GO TRE 5 fi e B A iy ik
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ROLHRE S B, AP . 4545 SN A5 D) RE B 2 DA 15 S IR (1 306 4% ) & 4R (181 2) ol 22 57 0 A i 46
TFEIH GO terms (8] 3 K3k 1) nIl, 42 25 698 Z& {5 B, ADP Z54 | 3 H B = BRI G 1k . IR A%
BERIRES & . BRI S  Bai G IR IRES &« B RN . 2R E 22 E R/ IR & BRI 1
FeRoWHETE | BRI WL BERY MR . TR & . W IR A . EEMEEE . RNA
S DNA RAREYE . O REEVE . MR 2R . DNA R HHE L . RNA fKMBE DNA &l |
B R EE R, WEREARER . Bl EA RS ESF GO terms HA W E PR o

80— ik EE 32— kR
— Y 5 A

e =5
=

60 24

16

— 5
40 |
20 | ﬂ ml 8
O mrm .,.I]n. o [I[I:..[h[l[l :ln.El:.l:l[l 0

i S 4P 4 B A A B L P R R R R H 3 o 2 FR AR R 21 0 5 21 48 R A SREH R 3 it s 3H 38 dn it dnqu it o 4o dn 4o
40 51 B 4 IR R R S A e B B S S T g S KA B E ) I E A ) B ) ECAE B AR A R TN T TR (R AT SR IR T TR 4R

F A /%

3 SEFErEDd SEFR2 #rPhbENS BEIRLEEIR IEGRE SSKEIXRERESC B aREsBRREE
2R HIEHEZH HE HE 2REREim BEHOREHARREY  Ziouaisim s i < i < doidin DI IS
28] j ® ok BRBEt HED  NE ESE IR NEREoE SXER A Hy R
Fq =2 K Ry i s g KIg I EER & SRImRE WS
] E Fuidii 2 sE BA ) ¥ RSN @
#HoooW i E ] & g; = ?ﬁ *gg i
Narg a4 W B
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A2 nsSNP X By E ik A H EK GO 4 H B3 nsSNP (F:a9i A B GO 5§ EAKH
Figure 2 Overall GO distribution of candidate gene (nsSNP) Figure 3 GO enriched histogram of candidate gene (nsSNP)

2.6 INDEL %it 47

‘SHE HEALLTS 2] INDEL 800 388 4, Fifth X A% HH A B 6 092 4>, Bk B4k 8 884
A5 G XN INDEL 878 RG24 1 1 426 4, BRZ (LT 107 A5 fEH:P] 5'UTR N INDEL Sy
314, X 3'UTR A9 INDEL A% fifis 7 5'UTR F1 3'UTR i) (9 INDEL S35 0, fEA [7] o] 25 57
VI 2 P 41 X By $2 3) INDEL 786 >, W& F XN F] 201 635 4>, Ji5 3+ X Iy 4k 2] 198 924 4>,
HE A [] DX 3y 31 383 503 4~

W MEACILTS 3] INDEL 799 603 A4, gafith X N RS A A S ECR 6 021 4>, B Rk 2k Bk 8 708
A5 Gt XN A INDEL 2842 3815 28 1k 440 4>, KR ZE¥ 105 4~; £ H S'UTR A4k 3| INDEL 26 14,
B2 3'UTR . AFEEEE A S'UTR #1 3"UTR (0] R R E] 5 £ A [5) n] 22 55 D7) %) 5 P 24 X e A #2 31) INDEL
758 4>, WEF XA HE] 199 949 4, J5 3h+ XA F) 198 089 4, LA [A] X I A #6 3 385 507 4>,
2.7 1% INDEL £R 9%

2 A I3RS INDELLS 500 #1015 274 4>, X%fix & INDEL 1922 5 0 #r &< 3, 6 5 115 4> INDEL
KHRH| T 3 682 NHePH, Hor 24 A28 E 1 % 2K (stop-loss ) INDEL IR 1 24 e, 165 4 2% 11 73115
(stop-gain) INDEL ZCEBL T 160 ~FERH, 1 901 NF AL JH A (frame-shift insertion) INDEL SCHK T 1 629 /~3&
B, 3 025 #6552k (frame-shift deletion) INDEL SCH¢ T 2 453 A3 20T &30 1 276 AN JLH P 11
INDEL % & # i 1 4> {RE m$iH RPP13 A 2 (1 1 (PCP007357) , MH % 46 9 55 i 25 25 (3 N
(PPCP015254) , A i1 B4 1 1 (PCPO15680) , A FL 4k I 5 it 25 2K 11 N (PCP0O30478) , {1 5 11 Mt fic ity
C869.01 (PCP023678), ATP {#ifi i) RNA ## i ilf DHX36 (PCP003694) , H &0 50 o-1,2-H &% 0 17 i
MNS1(PCP005093), AR 2(PCP017985), & A 22 & Bk = B2 (1 43 %L [H ¥~ SC35(PCP000011 ), >k
% JAE 1 3 5 S FEAH G ) Pol SRR 1 TNT 1-94(PCP032808) , R it #4113 (PCP031973) 55 25 [ i i
R HA 7 ASLL E INDEL,

2.8 INDEL XBREZEEER GO E&£ 7

Gt a )Ry GO Difig B8, INDEL SCHE e LR v, R B . 454 . LIS MRS D Re AR 0 T35 &

FEH (1 306 4% ) R U6 5N 4 5 INDEL JCHE i) 22 5 K B & 4 00 A (T8 5 B3k 2) 45 5 5 nsSNP SCIK 1 i
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&1 nsSNP XEHRIEERE K HINgER) GO BE& 4

Table 1 GO terms enriched by candidate gene (nsSNP)

GO ?&{E‘E:P"P“E GO term % CO T H A 5 MAKEA GO term % GO term ?‘ﬁ?%ﬁ}’ﬁﬁﬂ' ’féuti}ré‘
— PRI fE B ERRABEEIE B IR RS FEEKE O REE
G0:0043531 A FIUifie ' ADP &4 60 415 920 E-13  9.60 E-10
GO:0004713 A FIIfE ¥ 8 {6 R B S 145 1 649 1.10 E-09  2.50 E-07
G0:0032559 AT INREF  MREERIZIRGS & 297 3947 930 E-10  2.50 E-07
G0:0001883 sy FIhREF  BEMSEITL G 310 4170 1.50 E-09  2.50 E-07
GO:0001882  /rTIIfie F  BH4ZE 313 4 181 6.50 E-10  2.50 E-07
G0:0030554 4 TINfEF  WREFEHRL A 310 4170 1.50 E-09  2.50 E-07
G0:0006952 A=Wy IhfE P B 52 402 1.50 E-09  2.10 E-06
GO:0004674 S TFIIfe ¥ B L2 SR/ I R B T 118 1331 1.90 E-08  2.80 E-06
GO:0016772  4»TINRE ¥ WLH8 A0k 3 A1 00 56 B i 75 1 213 2779 290 E-08  3.80 E-06
G0:0032555 4T INREF  IEIS AR IRLS A 309 4320 450 F-08  4.70 E-06
G0:0032553 T IUIfieF BB S 309 4320 450 E-08  4.70 E-06
G0:0017076 A>T IR P EEMEFF L 4 323 4552 5.10 E-08  4.90 E-06
GO:0004672 4y TINREF  FE S 153 1 995 1.50 E-06 130 E-04
G0:0003964 4+ FHifig ¥ RNA S i) DNA 34 6 v 19 106 1.70 E-06  1.40 E-04
GO:0016773  4rFIhfg F DARESE g 52 44 1) 5 R 2 6 Wi 0% 1 168 2 246 220 E-06  1.50 E-04
G0:0034061  srFIhEg K DNA R4S M 22 138 220 E-06  1.50 E-04
GO:0006278  A=Wy2FIhiE P 4R# RNA ) DNA & il 19 106 1.70 E-06  6.40 E-04
GO:0043687 AW 2ELfe PR R B PRE 18 4 170 2 265 1.60 E-06  6.40 E-04
GO:0006468 AW ThEE PR A AL R 1L 153 1979 9.80 E-07  6.40 E-04
G0:0006464 LW FIHE PSR 1 BB A e 178 2429 3.80 E-06  1.10 E-03
G0:0016301  srFIhEg ¥ EETEH: 164 2277 2.00 E-05 130 E-03
G0:0005524 4y TIhfEF  ATP 454 240 3538 240 E-05  1.50 E-03
GO:0016779 4T INREF B RRE NS vk 36 335 270 E-05  1.60 E-03
GO:0005515 Ty EAREH 395 6182 330 E-05  1.80 E-03
GO:0043412  HEYFIRE P mor FEM 180 2513 120 E-05  2.30 E-03
GO:0006950 A4y fiE P P mi Ry 76 882 1.10 E-05  2.30 E-03
GO:0016310  A¥y2=Thfige P @Ik 158 2 160 1.20 E-05  2.30 E-03
G0:0030246  »TIIfE P BOKLAWLE S 36 353 8.00 E-05  4.20 E-03
G0:0000166  4rTINREF  HHREH 362 5 741 1.40 E-04  6.90 E-03
G0:0016740  4»TINREF WL ARHEE M 303 4 740 1.70 E-04  8.00 E-03
GO:0006796 A= ¥y Thie P BERREL AU T 163 2319 6.60 E-05  9.60 E-03
G0:0006793 A=W ThEe PR R 163 2319 6.60 E-05  9.60 E-03
G0:0051704  A:¥2=Thge P ZHEW il 2 18 129 1.10 E-04  1.40 E-02
GO0:0050896 A=Wyl R Pl R 87 1124 1.30 E-04  1.60 E-02
GO:0009875  A:=¥y%Thig P ALK -ME S AH H.AE 16 122 5.00 E-04  4.60 E-02
G0:0008037 A=Wy IhEE P AR 16 122 5.00 E-04  4.60 E-02
G0:0048544 W2 IhRE P 4GRS 16 122 5.00 E-04  4.60 E-02
GO:0009856  :WETfE P R 16 122 5.00 E-04  4.60 E-02

WM GO B &M —3, 48 25 698 KfFE P,
2.9 M H (copy number variations, CNV) 447

FH VarScan 24 XF 5 DB S (CNV) 40 81, 63543 CNV 37 039 4>, Hr§leZ CNV (deletion CNV)
20 629 14~, " CNV (neutral CNV)7 577 />, ¥ 44 CNV (amplification CNV )8 833 4~

3 b
UTAFER, TSR R 14 R DAL P BOR © W) 2 0 T R i DR 2 0 R AR . SNP R R R 4
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%2 INDEL xEXMIREEREREINEERN GO EEXSH

Table 2 GO terms enriched by candidate gene (INDEL)

GO iﬁz%}%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ GO term CO BRI HR 5 B MAKESA GO term 1% GO term ﬁ%ﬁfﬁ%ﬁ‘ R A
— R cE B RIS R R EREFRTE O REE
G0:0043531 4y FHigg F ADP 454 60 415 920 E-13  9.60 E-10
GO:0004713 A FIIBEF & 1 IR 2 PR S Tk 145 1 649 1.10 E-09  2.50 E-07
G0:0032559 A FUIfEF  BRIFRBERIRL & 297 3947 9.30 E-10  2.50 E-07
GO:0001883  4rF IR F WEMSZITES & 310 4170 1.50 E-09  2.50 E-07
GO:0001882  JrTUIfi F BH4ZE 313 4 181 6.50 E-10  2.50 E-07
G0:0030554  ZrrUIfEE IR R RS S 310 4170 1.50 E-09  2.50 E-07
GO:0006952 LW IIfE P i dE 52 402 1.50 E-09  2.10 E-06
GO:0004674 ST IfE F FR 14 AR/ A IR VA S Tk 118 1331 1.90 E-08  2.80 E-06
GO:0016772  4FFIifie B 5ERS S i 5 1 10 56 R WIS 1k 213 2779 2.90 E-08  3.80 E-06
G0:0032555 4y TINfig P SRR R A A 309 4320 450 E-08  4.70 E-06
GO:0032553 4 FUIfE P BBERERS A 309 4 320 450 E-08  4.70 E-06
GO:0017076 4> FIifg F BB RL 4 323 4552 5.10 E-08  4.90 E-06
GO:0004672 4> TIfE P K 0 153 1995 1.50 E-06 130 E-04
G0:0003964 4 FIjEEF  RNA S0y DNA 54 iE v 19 106 1.70 E-06  1.40 E-04
GO:0016773 43T INfE F DAWESE g 32 (4% (1 W 1R T 7% I 7% 1 168 2 246 220 E-06  1.50 E-04
G0:0034061  4rF2ife F DNA RS RS 22 138 220 E-06  1.50 E-04
GO:0006278 A=W PR RNA 1 DNA & il 19 106 1.70 E-06  6.40 E-04
GO:0043687 A= ife PR R BPEE 18 1 170 2265 1.60 E-06  6.40 E-04
GO:0006468 LW Tifie PR A A R R L 153 1979 9.80 E-07  6.40 E-04
GO:0006464 LM IIfiE PR A AL R R L 178 2429 3.80 E-06  1.10 E-03
GO:0016301  4rFIjfE F G 164 2277 2.00 E-05 130 E-03
G0:0005524 sy FHIREF  ATP 454 240 3538 240 E-05  1.50 E-03
GO:0016779 A FUifig b IV ERSL B EE G 1k 36 335 270 E-05  1.60 E-03
GO:0005515  4rFHIfE P EmARLE 395 6182 330 E-05  1.80 E-03
GO:0043412  AWEIIRE P E Ay TE M 180 2513 120 E-05 230 E-03
GO:0006950 LW LfE PO mi 76 882 1.10 E-05  2.30 E-03
GO:0016310 /=W Ife P B 158 2 160 1.20 E-05 230 E-03
G0:0030246 > TIIfiE P BKILAWL A 36 353 8.00 E-05  4.20 E-03
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