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WE: [ B8] A L4 Phyllostachys edulis % B 41 #5 ¥ K% & &£ 5 7 R 4+ % 4 & F (long terminal repeat
retrotransposons, LTR-REs) #9454E, 4~ #] A LTR BU4% 4% B F 3t 45 3K B 2069 2 g fo 3t A5 AP TR 45 2 H MGG BT R
ek, [F#k] @3 A2W1E 855 %, AN LTRharvest 7= RepeatMakser 243+ % 2 ig £.45 L B 40P ¢ LTR R4 %
R F AT ARER LK, AT EM LTR RAE R 2T 0 5 A AE . SR A Mt iTodr. [#R] &
AR E A LEBESFE) 1014 565 AN LTR RAEF 3BT, 1562 ARk, &EAAEME 5497%, HF solo LTR AL3%
Fi T 5 7 LTR Rk F 4t B F (S/F) #9423 (49 1.77:1.00), KL L4 LTR REEF4H BT P T A 4 T AasT4x
B EGEE TR R A EU, £4F LTR R4 R4 2T 4 4 Tyl-copia #7 Ty3-gypsy & 7%, Tork. Reftrofit. Sire.
Oryco. Del, Reina, Crm. Tat. Galadriel. Athila % 10 A~#% %, £.4% LTR K% 4% -9 Tyl-copia #= Ty3-gypsy # %
#% 5 PBS 15 09t dF ik ZABR AL, 25Ky LTR RA 45 2T AA # Kt LTR 53], ML Bz s, £4 LTR R4
F A EF OGN R 22 P E 020 Ma, HEL TREZREKGRE, [4#8] ForEALAFAGZAEA
K, EFRHER S LA A RA P LTR R4 T4 2T, A T4 MM 4 LTRharvest 5, At F A5 b FM £.45
LTR R #:45)2F, RF# R 69 E45 LTR R4 F 4 BT A2 BA R o tAed 3 E K, £4F LTR B3 R4
JEF E LA TR RS, izri%ﬁ%%%azﬂﬁkéﬁié%azm B3A3%52
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Genome-wide characteristics and evolution analysis of long terminal repeat
retrotransposons in Phyllostachys edulis

CHEN Yaxin, ZHOU Mingbing
(State Key Laboratory of Subtropical Silviculture, Zhejiang A&F University, Hangzhou 311300, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: [Objective] This study aims to analyze the characteristics of long terminal repeat retrotransposons
(LTR-REs) in moso bamboo genome, so as to promote the research on the function of LTR-REs in moso
bamboo genome and the genetic diversity of bamboo resources. [Method] Based on bioinformatics methods,
LTR retrotransposons in the second edition of moso bamboo genome were annotated and classified by
LTRharvest and RepeatMakser software, and the distribution characteristics, evolution characteristics and
insertion time of the obtained LTR retrotransposons were analyzed. [Result] A total of 1 014 565 LTR
retrotransposons and 1 562 families were identified, accounting for 54.97% of moso bamboo genome. Among

them, the ratio of solo LTR retrotransposons to intact LTR retrotransposons (S/F) was relatively high (about
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1.77:1.00), indicating that a higher frequency of illegitimate recombination and unbalanced recombination
might have occurred in the LTR-REs of moso bamboo genome. LTR retrotransposons were divided into Tyl-
copia and Ty3-gypsy superfamilies, and ten lineages included Tork, Reftrofit, Sire, Oryco, Del, Reina, Crm,
Tat, Galadriel, and Athila. The preference of Tyl-copia and Ty3-gypsy superfamiles for PBS sites showed an
opposite tendency. The longer LTR retrotransposons had longer LTR sequences and more complete structures.
The insertion time of LTR retrotransposon in moso bamboo was mainly concentrated in the 0—2.0 Ma region,
and it was still in a state of slow growth. [Conclusion] The high-quality assembly of the second edition of
moso bamboo genome can better annotate and analyze the LTR retrotransposons in moso bamboo genome. The
LTR harvest method based on structure prediction can more accurately predict the LTR retrotransposons of
moso bamboo. The LTR retrotransposons of different lineages have different differentiation and amplification
activities during evolution. LTR retrotransposons are generally in a state of continuous amplification, which is
one of the reasons for the large genome of moso bamboo. [Ch, 3 fig. 3 tab. 52 ref.]
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%% )+ (transposable elements, TEs) /&—Ff A FARYFE AL “ 2B d” |, GRS IS DL EOF o0 HAE 1
FIRHEA TR EY, AR T HARZWNTRE, SXPERERZE - EBENEE, BV ER
FHE, X I P 2 A AR TR BB B R AR R L R ) PR ok 2 28, Hib | 2R LTS
2 i 28 XS e SR G R (retrotransposons, REs)!, 11 2855 8t 1A 15 55 DI BN X F5 BE 7100, T 2855 it 14
P& H A9 45 # AT L 4 & LTR 2§ (long terminal repeat retrotransposons)l®, DIRS 2§ (dictyostelium
intermediate repeat sequence elements)”’, PLE 28 (penelope-like elements)®, LINE 2§ (long interspersed
nuclear elements)®” . SINE 2§ (short interspersed nuclear elements)!'”, H:H LTR Sz 5% 5655 e 7 42& £ 4 R 1IEWF
k20 —KO, LTR ¥k BA 4 MRS B —, T8I Mama 1 X846 5 52 7 5
(target site repeats, TSD), #J4~6 bp!'"; 25—, 5'¥A1 3" 1 XF K KAJL+HBLT bp A& EHLIAK
KumdEE FH; 5=, LTR £ ZE M5 GAG K 57¢ & [ e 15 X il POL £ % 11 4% 5% [X. (polyprotien),
Hovp POL 4345 RH &M 4% 1 B2 B (ribonuclease h, RNaseH). RT JZ #% 5% [ (reverse transcriptase), INT %%
4 W (integrase) il AP & [ [ (aspartic proteinase), if £ — 2£ Retrovirus Al ENV # %% (superfamily) /%)
LTR %4 ENV J¥41 (envelope protein, EN 3 ENV)™s 5500, 7 Susffhis Ay 1 N5 149945 G (primer binding
site, PBS), AJ & H I K 4 RNA 8% 5% fr b 75 ) tRNA 519, B LAY A (R 42 DNA (extrachromo-
somal linear DNA, ecIDNA) [ 2" A LTR % s i s 1A= R i A . 76 37umiBfhiE AT 1 /> & RS for
& (poly purine trait, PPT)!, BBl s 7% 5% 1 58 il R4l LTR S % 55 %% JE 7 FF i R 2 HE (open reading
frames, ORF) 1958843 H 32 LTR S k4% e+ FIdE B £ LTR Sk v0%, H 3 LTR etk
JEF U] LUAR S POL H RT. INT Fl RH 4% )55 19 4E51 75 X, 434 Tyl-copia i % J (5'-INT-RT-RH-
3") il Ty3-gypsy #8 5% (5'-RH-RH-INT-3")!" MR8 454~ 88 S 16 14 77 51 W] L4 (80-80-80 114 2 LI U7
AT LAY ISR B G35 o AR AR LTR S s i Jig - R [l . BRI 44 . iR DG &R T LARI 43 A ) i) i
%, WAL Pyrus FE K 20 b 9% & 4>~ Ale. Ivana, Bianca, Angela., Tar, Tat, Athila, Renia, Crm.
Galadriel, Tekay 55 11 % R, LTR [k 555 18 T 000 AL FEFE S5 00 M A e v M o e SR R ) 5
1, 7% LTR R SR EFTEARIAAE . A5 BTE R PR T e S AL, Wl sk os ™. #%
VI PE AN AL AE 3 SR PR, 1032 i SR AR, QR A R DR 4L SRy T A A AR 1 3 A e A SR DR R
(transcriptional gene silencing, TGS) HLEIHIHIEATHIEE P, Wik TGS 1581565, WAz 21~22 MEEHRIE
FH B %% 5% i B T B ML (post-transcriptional gene silencing, PTGS) 2344 ¥ ] % J38 - ;W i 47 WA 21,
It ATESEBG 554 T LTR S sk i JE AR MERI S B J0NG o 7R3 A F I b LTR B3 s i e+ my i AL R
IRy, AW SR, RECERNARNE N, REARS 2R fFE YRR AZ B TILA
LTR [ i st i T RGP 3, 77— B KL . fa 2 400 Mb £ 2K Zea mays™* Fl 400 Mb
IKFE Oryza sativa™ FFERI 2 H LTR B i G P R EOHITR] , (HOR FORIER 4L 5 A5 R B LTR %
SEFEEHE DB R . B R SR R AR A A FR, LTR [ i T S e 1R N g5 = B
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KRER . MEKGKAH Zea mexicana Zii 7%, HREKRAFRYHEFILAL L EARR 15, LTR Sefs s 1
FAEAE Y A b b T BBy B, MUY, wa Rk, AP EA (illegitimate recombi
nation) FI3EILH 4 (unequal recombination) {1 sl 2 25 2Kk 1 E B R K20 AP e 2 AR R FE AL A 7=
FEAFE A TSD £ A9 solo LTR, A TSD {i 5 9 Truncated LTR®?. Fil] LTR S % s& 4% )3 1 7] LA
Wt 4 For P, AL 41 (comparative genomic methods)® . & 741 M Sk B (de novo repeat
discovery)®” . [R] Ji LL X} 7% (homology-based methods)®'"!, F& F 45 44 1l ] 15 (structure-based methods).
FE T 45 0 W0 2 8 5 LTR S % s 5% VA —F 19 5 9 45+ A e AL 23 A R i 3K, 4 LTR_STRUC
LTR FINDER, LTRharvest, LTR par. LTR Rho %%, FAT Phyllostachys edulis A8 5 B 257 RS
YA, Hh R AU T AT B RS (443 JThm?) Pl 73.76%50 . 2018 4E5E 2 RRBATIE AL 2
ATEY RN BAT R LTR S i 324k 7 R A7 A 554k . AHF58E T LTRharvest #9775,
XA 2 REAT SR 2 i LTR S s PR AT BN, JFXT LTR S skt e F- I 4kt . SRR 4l b iy 43
AR . 46 A BRI ST RG 0T, DAVIRE 1A BAT LTR S i JAE X7 35 R 20 i 52

1 #MEEF*

1.1 EffLTR REREETHEESHE

52 MUBAT I AT A . B AL E RSO ok B B AT I 4R 5 (hitp:/bamboo.bamboogdb.org/#/
download)™ . SEF| H LTRharvest 240 fii il & 47 FE P 20 LTR 5% sk % 8+, I cd-hit AR 4% 80-80-
80 HY 4RI 47 P 5 [m] P SR 26, SR J5 AT H] LTRdigestion™ VE R LTR S % s i 6 1~ 45 F
TEE Y LTR S 5 1) POL 4 f [X. RT. INT H1 RH i8I 65 Hi 4> & Tyl-Copia(INT-RT-RH) il
Ty3-Gypsy (RT-RH-INT)2 M8 K 5", #4057 51t ) GAG 1 POL 4R A% X 5 Gypsy Database 2.0 [ i}
(http://gydb.org/index.php/Phylogeny: POL_LTR_retroelements) 5 4 # % f Tork . Reftrofit, Sire, Oryco.
Del, Reina, Crm. Tat, Galadriel F Athila 1% X B bt IX Y [R5, i — 204 2 SRR 73 10 A3
ZP) )5 FF RepeatMakser ZAF70HT LTR Ji &% 5 5 JE 15 BAT FE DR 4 ) 5 1B
1.2 E7 LTR RERFEEFRANNETE

i1 MA 2887 4 25 450 58 B 1 B AT LTR S Si i Ve 1 (4 AT RIEEA 1158 . QDX SR 2 ) o 3
(9 LTR S5 2% 552 6 7 B 3 3 LTR J5 40 F F] MUSCLE 51080 (fif FHER A 280 47 e Xt ;. @FI ] TUCKES-
CANTOR 5 P R AR M % (K); OFIHAR T=K/2r) IHEAHARE], TFRIRER], r R4
Yeh, =1.3x10"bp-a 7,

2 HEREAM

2.1 EfH LTR REFREEFHEEMHE

2 1R : 153 1014 565 5% LTR GG skt e+, (BN BITEFEAR 54.97%, BT LTR 2
B SRREET LU 5 HAM L AR LE , T FOKRIE ALY 701922, AL T 55 5 Sorghum bicolor %5 41 1)
559", dmim FAKAEEE A 269%™, Ho W B AT 528 LTR JP 41, dniai il o8 iy LTR S sk
J& T (full-length LTR) A5 7 731 4%, Wisii HAT 528 LTR JE51), %4 A R 52 % i LTR f % 544 1 1
(solo LTR) A 13 656 55 (FiAx A& TSD i s Y LTR S % st 55 T Z M i), SR J5 Fi 1 WICKER 2509 4
W R EURZ AR 0 T TR 43 2607 1, 5 blastn(all-vs-all) (47512 F1 80-80-80 FURLIIARLS &, X 7 731 4588
[ LTR e G e il AT 02, 3640 1562 A5

BAT LTR S5 555 1900 Tyl-copia Ml Typ3-gypsy 2 MR, £ 1562 4> LTR % S5 JHE 15
Wb 819 IR T Tyl-Copia #8515, FAudE 433 137 &)351, KJE K 400 788 135 bp, (5 BATIEA
I 21.01%. 743 DFKIEET Ty3-Gypsy %, A4 581 429 55751, KBEN 647 905 081 bp, (&
Yy B 1Y 33.96%(F 2). Ty3-gypsy 5 Tyl-copia £ Z b~ 1.3:1.0, KT K Glycine max(1.4:1.0)"
MEAK (1.6:1.0)2, AL TF/KAG (4.9:1.0)Y Al (3.7: 1.0)Y, (Hiti T H 715 Medicago sativa(0.3:1.0)%,

HRE LTR 2 53 76 JE T AN R 05 22 (B R 1A G R N5 A RRMIE, Ty1-copia #8 %% Fll Ty3-gypsy #8 4K
W] LU 53 2N RS R0, R4S Gypsy Database2.007 iAf ) HiL 7R () 335 2R 7 I HFRAE , X BAT
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Table 1 Classification of LTR retrotransposons superfamily of moso bamboo genome

TR R FI 45t /A~ 4K /bp HAr /%
Tyl-copia Tork 236 GAG-PR-INT-RT-RH 145 708 124 219 995 6.51
Retrofit 342 GAG-PR-INT-RT-RH 41 965 43 615 815 229
Sire 136 GAG-PR-INT-RT-RH-ENV 223 386 210097 734 11.01
Oryco 105 GAG-PR-INT-RT-RH 22078 22 854 591 1.20
Hit 819 433137 400 788 135 21.01
Ty3-gypsy Del 207 GAG-PR-RT-RH-INT-CHR 295222 334005 916 17.51
Reina 249 GAG-PR-RT-RH-INT-CHR 27 803 39235939 2.06
Crm 47 GAG-PR-RT-RH-INT 40 781 44298 955 232
Tat 238 GAG-PR-RT-RH-INT 217288 230 055 053 12.06
Galadriel 1 GAG-PR-RT-RH-INT-CHR 23 51248 0.00
Athila 1 GAG-PR-RT-RH-INT-ENV 311 257970 0.01
it 743 581 428 647 905 081 33.96
Bt 1562 1014 565 1048 693 216 54,97

W] aFOR TR RIEE; bFRRTE BT AL A L TR SRA T o5 1) L 31

F2 ETLTR REFREETFILRFHE

Table 2 Structure of LTR retrotransposon family of moso bamboo

R K HSY%  2KLTR®  SoloLTR®  AKLTR/SoloLTR £ LTR+SoloLTR  H4rtt/%
Tork 236 28.82 1169 1492 1.28 2661 28.76
Retrofit 342 41.76 302 1158 3.83 1460 15.78
Sire 136 16.61 464 3139 6.77 3603 38.95
Oryco 105 12.82 521 1 006 1.93 1527 16.51
Tyl-copia 819 100.00 2456 6795 2.77 9251 100.00
Del 207 27.86 2102 2992 1.42 5094 41.97
Reina 249 33.51 495 1245 2.52 1740 14.34
Crm 47 6.33 510 1352 2.65 1862 15.34
Tat 238 32.03 2168 1251 0.58 3419 28.17
Galadriel 1 0.13 0 7 0 7 0.06
Athila 1 0.13 0 14 0 14 0.12
Ty3-gypsy 743 100.00 5275 6 861 1.30 12136 100.00
ESaN 1562 100.00 7731 13 656 1.77 21387 100.00

VI 2R B NS RAVECE; cRARE M RTEA AT S A LLBI; dRRE5H 588 AL TR 5% 544 )88 T (full-length LTR), 275
PISGLTRIF I SE A G 25 F R0 s e 3n XA A PISRLTRITS , St 25 H A S iYL TR % sk % )36 F-(solo LTR)™; £
JNEEM 2 P full-length LTR Fllsolo LTRAEM 5% H I o5 B4 L9

LTR S S EF 0474335, ¥ Tyl-copia B G4 R 4 ik &, 4374 Tork, Retrofit, Sire, Oryco;
Ty3-gypsy H K43 M 6 itk &, 4334 Del. Reina, Crm. Tat, Galadriel, Athila, H: ™ Tork f &
236 MG, Reftrofit 175 342 N FE M, Sire 17 136 N4, Oryco 7 105 MKW, Del 65 207 4
K, Reina 7% 249 KW, Crm L5 47 K5, Tat 7% 238 1K1, Galadriel i3 1 5K,
Athila 6155 1 56 . 7E Tyl-copia B ZEN 4 M1 R, Sire (& i (G5 11.01%), BREH S 2
Tork(6.51%). #& Ty3-gypsy #8 K 5 HY 4 i &b, Del B9 & B & & (5 17.51%), 5B H )5 9 72
Tat(12.06%)(F% 1), Tat Fl Del 7E AF ¥ 5 3 47 76 JF H 2 M 9 T ¥8 A 19 . ENV BU7E Sire H 8% iR 51,
CHR 187t Del il Reina ¥R 5 (3% 1~2).
2.2 ELTR RERHEETFH PBS BIFMER LTR FKESH

TERGEE I FE T, PBS & LTR S st i S s P IR I SR 2 4, (Rl LTR St st i e 7 Uf I
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e ST IRNA 23454 2] RNA 19 PBS &b, A5 i S i ;A il cDNAM, R [R)EE S5 F % & 1) LTR
i S R X PBS AT RIA B . i3 3 TR . MetCAT24 J&: ik 1 S i asd 7 v (i A 3R e i 1)
PBS i £, 5 4.05%, HHAbRA S B R, HIROE LysTTT F1 LysTTT10. # 3 " Tyl-copia fl Ty3-
gypsy # Z E X PBS i s f) i 1 M 2 A S #a 3, MetCAT24 2 Tyl-copia #3 %% i i il FH 5 2 1 PBS i
M, LysTTT /& Ty3-gypsy #B 5 Al 2 1 PBS {7 ., {HAE Tyl-copia #8 5 E HATRARAL, 1A 14,
LTR /751 & LTR 56 55T Rs A B, BT LTR Sk S5 T8 50 FN 3/, 2 — X 5 B AH B
(IR, B LTR S5 5+ HA KA LTR 41, 45 inseg s, Frdde 5/ LTR 75N
S, X LTR PAIRK AT 4eit, S50 a0 1 Won. Xt LTR RS, LTR FPAlKE 5 H 4
KPP H K B BRE H o

o 16
£3 LTR RERBET PBS A% 5
Table 3 Usage status of PBS in LTR retrotransposons %H 121
i Tyl-copia Ty3-gyps >
WNA B R e e % 8
MetCAT24 1383 4.05 1.70 0.83 ~
LysTTT 486 1.42 0.00 1.10 5 o4
LysTTT10 285 0.83 0.31 0.03 ﬁ . . . . .
LeuAAG21 131 0.38 0.00 0.15 0 02 04 06 08 1.0
LysTTT3 11 0.32 0.16 0.01 5" ¥ LTR 751K )5 /kb
LeuTAG9 66 0.19 0.07 0.01 A1 L/JT)E i%%%ﬂé%é\% 5 LTR B9 Kk &
9 48 M

Figure 1 Correlation of length between LTR and LTR retrotransposons

2.3 ETLTR REREEFRHIEANRES

XF 21 387 A7 TSD i f3 BAT LTR B s i i+ B4l A BT [ #E1 74811, anl&l 2 fnlEl 3 s, &
T LTR JC5% 555 A F 104 A1 BE R 5 0~2.0 Ma, Horpdfi A RS 2FE 1.0~1.5 Ma, A 4426 1, 5
21.06%, HHABDHRETE 3.0 Ma ZHi, A 8911, Ui 2.61%, HiABIEN 0 B9A 508 41~ (5 1.4%), i
X4 LTR B % 16 a1 1T BEA AT 6 JBEVE: 17 o Del $5 RN R e, 43 4777 501, 15 22.62%, H
TE 0.5~1.5 Ma %% JE 75 sh i M RE RS, HK A Sire A1 Tat, 1fij Retrofit, Oryco. Reina, Crm ¥4 & i R AR 45
fik, Retrofit fe Mk, 1A 1527 4501, 5 6.91%. DL 8 U6 B AT 36 [ 4 v LTR S 5% 55 1 1 7
0~2.0 Ma N REEHIMG K, HBLF ARG K AR, (K EEAmES

1200 5000
— Tork
1000 - Sire 4000 -
Del
& 800 ¢ — Cm < L .
= 600 — Retrofit = 3000 W Tyl-copia
X — Qryeo = O Ty3-gypsy
i Reina 3o 2000
= 400 — Tat RN
200 1000 r
: 0
0 05 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 3.0 3.5 40 45 e o v 9 v g n Qo
R S = — o o oen < < n
3N []/Ma B Y = Y MY
S —- = & &N o on < <
{6 A ] /Ma
B2 A LTR R4 T4 BT &A1k A 6935 0T 1) B3 B4 LTR R4 R A5 BT A F k46N 7]
Figure 2 Insertion time distribution of different lineages of moso Figure 3 Insertion times of superfumily of moso bamboo LTR

bamboo LTR retrotransposons retrotransposons
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3 4tk
30 F2HEMERAMNAGRESEN T LTR REREETFERHET

HU 2519 F 4 1 BREAT S 8008 00T T LTR S5 55 5 T 10 A A 5 M gt A= (H il T4
1 RR B AT S B e A ™, BRI T X LTR S 5% 55 e T 52 B W . B4 80 2 R R Rt i 7
VLR RSMEREAE R, SEREMEIR 952968, FHEHLE K (92.2%)* B, S5UKFG (95.6%) Hk, B
DAARIFIE A 25 R HER A0 R o SR, LTR S SR G TR —RhE G P AT, SR TR R 400, 7=
AABBAYE . TEARF RS A1 LTR SO SR EFr di IO EL BN TR], Ange etk Rl b 5 3%, 7 £k
SRS 70192, AR S mAa rES, HIEHNAPRFEMES R, B mRZ 5 e A5
Mo L, FIFRRSERA BT 2 BN, fefr—a B Bk iRds .

TEAMEE A, @ XA 2 BT R R A RIS 31 1 014 565 45 LTR UG sk G+ (R 1), 3
AR 54.7%, 305 1 BT A EBERE R (1954 616, 39.83%, ANUFGEAM LTR) £ i T
e, HOBIE BT LT X7 731 545 5248 19 LTR SOF6 SR 55 I AT R 2, ERI43 R 1562 MRIE,
B 1R (959 ) WA i B X LTR S st e 1 O 45 0 e B VEFIT, solo-LTR 256 % LTR X
T SRR FEF LU B = (S/F R 1.77), UaBH AT BETAT LTR Sk stk ) A1 8 40 AN A 2 5 4 n9 36 sh R
B, X A RESE T B AT IR R LA AR B AR o R R T R A, R (HAEEE 1 BT
LR ZH P52 2E 1Y) LTR S S5 71 5 LU &7 (S/F R 0.28), X2 T4 1 kA A SE BT LG B 5.
INANAETH . R, 5 2 MREBAT LA TE R AT R . SE0E . BRI S (1) 43 2 55 7 T #1AH EL AR
1 FRB AT Ehnfenfy, (HRARIRAFAE RO AL B, ARG X BAT LTR S5 SR 5% R 1Y
TERA R PRSFE, Bl BATIE AR SN 58 36 54 21 LTR S 6 e T 2 3
32 ARERMEN LTR REFRFEFAEHFLIEFEGARMNS LY 1EiEHE

H 4% Gypsy Database 2.0 % 3§ Hp 1) #0781 3% 22 )5 B 4R, B 4T LTR 4% 53 7% 16 7 3643 Sy Sire
Oryco. Retrofit, Tork, Crm, Del, Reina, Tatol, Galadriel. Athila %5 10 f~3% % . H: "' Retrofit, Reina
M Tat 2B R Z M 3 M R . Galadriel fl Athila ZEAHYI A P BRI AEEE™, (HAEBATI N & B
A, — )5 T ] RS2 Athila (K /NEE R 8.5~12.0 kb, I H ELA MM ALK 1 LTR 541 (1.5~2.5 kb), RHE
B LTRhavest FEFFR B S—J5 1, BATRERAMN AR L, THE2)E Galadriel A1 Athila.

W BAT LTR G 56 e 7 13k R 5K AEYY . RS I Arabidopsis thaliana™ 47 0E, kK ILEATH
10 A% Z2 A0 & 7 AU I 4 R 2 A 0 3G [ B AR RS AIE R B AT 43 2 A AR G 25 SR PO o
Tork JEFISN, BIEBAT. KFE. MEIFHIF IR 225, X R Tork AT HALRE R EMAESF. JFHE
5K FEWRHE LTR JFE 56 3 T #8 245 DU Z 34035 R I0A7, MR I 09355 22 B0 AH X g5 01990,
XA RESE i TSRl R B 25 5

EARRIERZ ], LTR [5G TG0 22 53K . #EBAT Tyl-copia % H, Retrofit i LTR
RS T R IR % (342 1), (HEEIUBULY 15.78%, MIHLZ R, Sire A 136 55, #0UEH
K 11.1%, (5. SXFPE BLFE Ty3-gypsy MGk 3%, Reina 7 249 %, #5 DUECAIYL &
2.06%, Crm AT 47 DR, $£ VUK 5 H I L Reina B 5 —2, £33 2 i LTR F2 % 555 6 T 0% i
BT E TGRS L, WA R Th R AR T DT AR SO, I, ARREERT
LTR S 5% T Akt A v LA R R 4 43 Ak A 16 0 12 o
33 EMLTR REFRFEFRANMEEEZEEPTE 0~2.0 Ma

LTR J 5% 55 5% i Wi i 19 LTR JF 32 AH R A, (BN Wr e le i f v, LTR P9I 25 kA =248 553
1k, MRYEBTHEE AR, AT LIRS LTR SO S5 R 1 (036 ARTRIBY, BAT LTR SR S5 R 1 (1 3 A B
[ 7E 0~1.5 Ma 22 A1, HAERT 1.5 Ma 29500, Sk L 2IMMY LI, H5/ANE Triticum
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