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FEHT Phyllostachys edulis retrotransposon 7T(PHRET)
RETHRESERE
R, AARXD, 3 ®, F M, REE

(L BRTCAR MO 4 L P AR AR B R S0 %, WiV B 3113005 2. WiV R AR Wi T
A TGRS ORI PR PG, #TTE BUM 311300)

WE: KABETLF7)(LTR)R2EFHEF 2 HETHMGARE Y, KA —BTH 369 58445 (DNA) 5
5l KEKLUTR R FHETF AR RE TN TRGEBFEHE, SHRETRE DR, AFRTEHLBLA TN
LTR R FH EFHHFIERREELEDREBE TERE TN EKRTR, LBFREETT 1 A 24 Phyllostachys
edulis F_ % F #: )25 PHRET, %% )2 F 4% 4 6 073 bp, /& F Tyl-copia % #% ¥ ¢4 Tork % %, LTR & 7| 480 1 A
96.7%, BB A 126923 77 a 77, 324 % A ¥ 4 5 #4748 B (30, 50, 70 Gy), W AtdpHl A (50, 100, 150
pmol-L™), i (42 C), &% (4 C), & #£(0.1, 0.2, 0.3 mol-L™)% 5 F R E it 452, @it 7% 9% kB O X,
B R (PCR)#&:m, PHRET f2 INT, RT 4= RH % 3 M2 M3 P 69 £ 3k BAAEF B A 0.2~0.3 mol- L™ & 4 22 F a4 22
BREW LI TR, EAPAAE(FEAMLIH A, HE, KB, H20.1~02mol- L) Ak SAMAEZEE L
FRAE Y, XL REW . PHRET 3 5 F 2 —MEAHFEMS LTR R F BT, BIrREALADREME T L E
BRBEXABRRH 0, W PHRET # & 4% a mr R ARB T, B 7 &2 % 42

KiEE: T B4 LIR REEFHET,; AME LS, XM, $HxEHR
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Cloning and characterization of a long terminal repeat retrotransposon
(Phyllostachys edulis retrotransposon 7) in Phyllostachys edulis
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Abstract: Long terminal repeats (LTR) retrotransposons, a type of mobile DNA sequence widely found in plant
genomes, could be activated and transposed in response to changes in the environment. To study the transcrip-
tional activity of LTR retrotransposons in the genome of Phyllostachys edulis and to determine the specific
changes of their expression under abiotic stress, an LTR retrotransposon in Phyllostachys edulis (PHRE 7T) was
cloned and characterized. The total length of the transposon was 6 073 bp, belonging to the Tork branch in the
Tyl-copia family. The homology of the LTR sequence was 96.7% with an insertion time of about 1.269 million
years ago. The experiment had five different treatments including irradiation (30, 50, and 70 Gy), methylation
inhibitor (50, 100, and 150 pmol L"), high temperature (42 C), low temperature (4 °C) and salt stress (0.1,
0.2, and 0.3 mol L") on Phyllostachys edulis seedlings. Real-time fluorescence quantitative PCR was used for
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the analysis of relative expression of transposon domains including RT (Reverse Transcriptase) protein domain,
RH (Ribonuclease H) protein domain and INT (Integrase) protein domain in PHRE7. Results detected by re-
al-time fluorescence quantitative PCR showed that under the conditions of low/high temperature, methylation
inhibitors and the salt concentration (0.1-0.2 mol-L™), the expression level of three domains (INT, RT, RH)
of PHRE 7 were increased and the expression level under irradiation dose and the salt concentration (0.2-0.3
mol - L") were decreased. Thus, the PHRE 7 transposon was a transcriptionally active LTR retrotransposon, and
the abiotic environmental stress had a great influence on its expression pattern indicating that the PHRE 7
transposon could respond to external environmental changes; however, the specific response mechanism, not yet
being clear, means further research and analysis are still needed. [Ch, 7 fig. 2 tab. 42 ref. ]
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EAT Phyllostachys edulis 7 RASFE} Gramineae WIATJ& Phyllostachys T W—A~FF, fEREAT =LA
T BB, B TR HAZ AR Y — R E B AR T, TR A Iz 0 A o B TSR]
PREEERA 7, HSL B B s a0k Fae A 35 6 FAL RS 1) — BOB AR A A% B2 (DNA) ¥ 41, W] DLE#2 0
BN — LR RSB Iy — A Or M, R AR AR 22 B0 B L Y 0 A () 4 DR 4
o PR AR A A A T SN [R] A] g3 S DNA % i 5~ (DNA transposon ) FlAZ W8 A% R (RNA ) S e 55 6 e 1
(retrotransposon) , DNA %% e 772 LA DNA Jyrh a4y, il “syd)—Hing” wor X8 sh, f&F1aEER
Zea mays PRI, RNA S SEEG )& DL RNA Sy et Ay AR F 5 e Sl , % sk DNA J5, 38
o RN T R g, T 1984 ARAE EOR T el R B, RNA UG S R SUAE RERE R B )
SRR B, 5B SCAEAE ) S R b Tz AP e ™ . I INAE/NZE Triticum aestivum J R 24 v 5% )3 5
Tk 60%, K FEPR 2 oG - H 1) i ik 85%'' RINA I ik si T JA 1 AR 4l JEL 485 449 S AT LA 43 Ry K A oy
525 4] (long terminal repeat, LTR)FIE K A ¥ 852 /751 (non-LTRs) ™', Horh 3% A K R 3 8 42 )¢ 41 ) LTR
J e S G TR HRTBE SR 2 0 — B R G k55 7, JL TR SR SE R AL R R o A, X
YLl 250 . DhRe MIdE b B EEMAEH . — S5 588 LTR [ §% 5% 5% P K B 3@ % h 2~18 kb,
Wi &A1 BE S 100~5 000 bp 7741 W] 5 A9 A i 85 52 )7 51 LTRs, LTR Ko S 1n) S 2 751, 4544
WH R 5'-TG-3"F1 5'-CA-3", £ 5'F1 3" 2K diig W i 7 B A5 4~6 bp (192K 5 #8007 14 55 52 )7 5] (target site du-
plications, TSDs)™', LTR Ji % 55 % JA& B W4 vt 14 B2 1) 76 520 19 4 R oty 5 42 9 40 A, L4549 201 L A0 436 5|
Wy 25 4 7 A5 (primer binding site, PBS), £ 1% ¥ %] (polypurinetract, PPT), it 5% L6 4G & 1)
GAG (gag protein) JF i[5 BZHEFN POL (polymerase ) JF B BEHE . H A, ©7EZ FHEY) Hh & IHA B sk 1 1
(1) LTR S5k s B JE -, AR AT TG PR LTR 5% 367 91 . 4 ¢ RAGEH R AR 20 0, BTG LTR 2
B SEIL AR G5 R B BT AT A 24 LTR K, gag FER X | pol JEH X (pr, int, rt, rh);
LTR < FUAT | Ak AT ¢ 4614 000 L A0 10 6 R SRR R 9% 16 T 19 K
LTR (4 B2 Fp o3 A, AH A i Tyl/Copia 2855 ) 1 7] 43k 4 #h2ERY, 435028 Tork, Retrofit, Oryco
F Sire; Ty3/Gypsy J85E 0] 43 fy 6 Fh2E W, 4351 &y Tat, Athila, CRM, Reina, Del #il Galadriel ™,
LTR S % 5% %6 JE S 1 32 e PR 235 0 A0 S R0 66 TR A Ak i) B B R4 I 71, S Mo R e b A 6.
TEEH AR R, 28 LTR RS AR, BRI, 7652 2130 55 B a 5t DNA
F LA K- I B TR B0 I 00 S S Bl TG A Jag , R TT RE A B S TR (R 638, DT i #4382 P 998 P of 3l 7 A
[FEREE 55 BN, =m KA Oryza sativa &0 5848 “Yuelianggu’ (fE4E5F, Acuche) 4]
WAE AL G, R 3 A B i i AR OC R I I Rk K-, RIEm#RE T, 3 MRS S
PRGERE S, FakE I B AR Gossypium hirsutum fh % FERE 157 ‘Zongcaixuan No. 1’
FEARTRIEN G T, ARG R S5 AR I i T10 A1 T18 %% s 1 AEAR R85 ¥ 2 LA, RAFE it
T -5 Festuca arundinacea 76T WA T, EATH P BRI, T 515S T10 A1 T18 % 1 H1
oAk o DNA FH L AL 2 00 i % J3s 7 08 MR B DAY AR W 52 30 A AR W SR 030 B, 0 Jn g v i L IR
AL REMSEEE AT, LTR SR s % o 1 s B0 I 40 A B B Y B R b BEA TG e, 52 el ] 3 kTR 1Y)
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FORMEA RN LKA, B B A R R . AT A SR A S o TR W] . LTR SO S )i
TEBMRNA S RRER, SENENAN 37.3%(Tyl-copia, 12.3%; Ty3-gypsy, 24.6%)" . JHELE
P LTR 2% 53 T i 570 B 7 A A 32 3 30 5 3 i g i O A 2, AR W S 78 B A 6 PR AL B e v, 1B T
S HA TERRAEM LTR G S5 )% T, @4k PHRET, X PHRET 5T AT sibe S 5%, REDHT T
PHRET T i B By FRIB B . AT RN O R G0 M LTR SR s 3% 138 1 AR 2R W k8 1 B8y iy oz AL 1 S
18 78 B TR BRI I L 1K) 20 LA B8 R

1 M5 &*

1.1 ZIedst

FEYIAPEL: BATHIM L AT TR E WL AR AR 2248 PR AL W RS B B R R R AR
e, HEPTRARLE . BATEA NS H E—RENRFREF R, B FHECE )94 Z )R — %I
TEB/AT, FRANIEA — BT T

SR . T HEHC RNA 5 RNA Trizol i, vak PHRET [ % 5% % it ¥ 1) pMD18-T 3 B 4% 44
LA Taq i} %5 5 45 B £ 28 520 (PCR)R ] S RNA (1 2 %% 5% i 35 19 Prime Script™ RT Master Mix #il SYBR®
Premix Ex Tag II (Tli RNaseH Plus),
1.2 SSWHEaE

NEE 75 5% w7 S DR SNV NE % NS QK /W 8 3 o1 B 1 SN 0P~ 7 2 1 1 I AN (19
R AE S FORR AL B, IR A R RR

25 N B2 A A0 3 e JC K IE UERN 7, 5 TR R B0 70% CREEEINE 30 s, FETIJCRK
MYk 3 W, SRIEAETCH K FPRIE 24 h IR M 5-05 0y o ORI IR, A JC IR IS 405 I JC TR KT
PRI BR T, BT B k. PR R 3~4 g (2~3 F)HHERE 2 m(BHE )m
(A7 ) m (P 1 )=111 i HE BT rp AR

FEAR AL . PRVEOL R AR BB AT RN T 450 R, 150 k-2, 43 RlEEsZ 30, 50 Fi 70 Gy 25 3 ASHhE
() TCs-y BF 4 R, i IR O W VLA RO B 2 BE VR ) 5 B BOR B IR I8 i A B b, A0 A TR B
MIbRIC, S5 25 BT AT A B 45 ok IR AL ZEAH IR 45 1 T 85 B B 5 k7

HEAE gl R AL B . BATFR 74350 H 50.0, 150.0 1 250.0 pwmol - L™ () S-A ML 1112 Fl 24 h, Fi+
Ko [ RRAL B — 2, RO AR R 150 K, (HAE S-R A% M Ak AT w5 PR FR 43 B0l 70% 11 35 30 s,
TR e 3 AT I REAL J . BlJS 52s B0 BREHFE AR R) R P R G A

e T FIATR Ah B . T B B O R W B B A, R BT A K 3~4 e, A BITERE R
FIPEAT il 42 CALPE 4 h AR 4 “CAEFE 16 h, A Ab PR VEHUE KR DL R AF B AT4h i 10 vk, JG2iab ity
25 % BT AR ] o

AR AL TR . AT R B X BRAH B T AR, Rr BT AR K 3~4 it e Bl 0.1, 0.2 F0
0.3 mol - L™ G AL A M 100 mL HeE 3 d"™, b 3y oA KRB0 R AFBAT 40 10 Bk, G2 5%

FI X B A ]

RAEZS FX IR e S BB B AL BE R (Y BAT AW A R, BACPIE R 3 Bk, FWEE A, T-80 C
A7 o
1.3 FHik

1.3.1 PHRET B % F 4 5 £ RN bedk = P IR AL EL (CTAB) 3L B A7 i b 52 OB AT 56 R 41
DNA™ | 4% PHRET W)ME fp 5581t 1 % sife 5|4 (PHRET-F fMIPHRET-R, HAKRFFI LK 1), LLEAT
FEH DNA fEh se it , 2 PL Biit iy so e s | 9T PCR 9738 o RS 34 B AA R il : LA Tag
fit; 0.5 wL, PHRE7-F f1 PHRET-R % 0.8 wL, 2xGC 2% s (buffer) 25.0 wL , = i 2 i 5L 6 AR 1 IR TR
AW (ANTP mix) 4.0 wL, DNA 100 ng, MICH K455 50.0 pL, BAKS &R #EHE 95 °C 5
min; Z5PE 94 °C30s, Bk 44 °C30s, FEfH 72 °C 5 min, 35 PMEH; ZGEM 72 °C 10 min, 4 CLE1F.
5 PCR P2 W78 i 0 BN 1%B I8 B e vk 40 25, PCR 7= % # 21) pMD20-T 32 B84 F, ik H iy
F BOF kA AT
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1.3.2 PHRET B # F ¥ T % A3t A0 3t £ 2 2 041 4000 =1 s19F7%
PR AT A 2o b B F LA AL AR L R BRI Table 1 Primers sequence
WL AR S R PA AR S S5 0 Y 0 RNA, 76 ek A SIS

PHRET-F GTTTGTCTTTTGTAGCACCTGGG
PHRET-R TAGGCGACGCCTTAATAACCAT

I HEARAE R S e ) cDNA 5idz, AR 7 155 B Trizol 157,
III:E RT, INT, RH Eﬁu 3 /I\m‘gﬁﬁg‘[‘% E%mbszﬁ%Uiﬁi+¢%ﬁ PheACT2-1-F  GATCGAGCATGGTATTGTTAGCA
YEGI9 (1), X PHRET ) 3235 K AT 98065 5 PCR ) 4 o | 2 F1GTACGTCCACTGGCATAGAGG
(qRT_PCR)%ﬁ ’ Wé}ﬁ ﬁ\j%ﬁ PheA CTZDIO %%%éﬁm PHRET-RT-F  GCGCACTTCTCTCCTCGTC

AR it 10.0 pL: 5.0 pL SYBR® Premix Ex Tag™ Il , 0.4 pyre7.RT-R GAACTCACCGCCGTTGTCC

L ¢cDNA, 0.2 pL EY -5 (primer-5), 0.2 pL primer-3, 4.2 wl. PHRET-RH-F GACACGAGCAAGAGCACCA

T KD, M &M T 95 °C 7 min; iy 1 95 C 10 s, PHRET-RH-R CCACAGAGCCTGAGTAGAAGC
58°C10s, 72°C 15s, 30 MEH ., FIEENESE 3k, #i PHRETINT-F GGTGACCTCTGTGGCCCCGTAA
i) 7 -A ] 7572 i+7/§r HR Ia Hj}iﬂ fib 3 /%,ﬁ:—F PHRET ) *H it % PHRET-INT-R TCCGTGCGTAGGACCCGAAGC
ik,

1.3.3 PHRET B4 F 48 2 T e ¥ W oA T RCBATHEF LR, i LTRharvest {2 (http:/
www.zbh.uni-hamburg.de/forschung/genominformatik/software/ltrharvest.html ) % LTR %% Ji T ) & B . 7 51 45
HAT 08, KB BTN LTR 551, FAIH LTRdigestion #{F® (http://www.zbh.uni-hamburg.
de/forschung/genominformatik/software/ltrdigest.html) , f## ¥ BT LTR S %% 56 5% JEF 45 #) IR 52 1l B sh s i,
It ed-hit AP @A AR AETCRFE R, 00 &7 50 AR B, 2 BAT LTR f4% St ) 1
A #E DU . RS BAT LTR S 5% S 5% 548 DL DL Sk e 4540, e 1 D E5H 58 88 nY LTR [ 5% S 6 e+
YERWFFEXT S, # Haw 4 PHRET, PHRET &A>454 5t LTRdigestion #4F %85 , o i it X ) 51) 8%
1 R e ) ¢ 22 B TU AR 2R 11 BT 2 (NCBID) , il 3o blastp #5647 HE XS fiiA, JF di Sz PHRET ()45
O]

134 PHRET R % F#: BT 36 A0 8 547 ¥ PHRET 1) LTR J¥ 3145 A MEGAT # {2, 3@ i3 Muscle J5
L WX PHRET %% ¥ Wisi LTR J3 50 9 [RIE L, THEAR 0 ko ARIE A 0=k/2r (0 g4 ABSTRL, oy
LTR FHI P28 e, 1.3x10° bp-a™®), 115543 PHRET i AW}

1.3.5 PHRET B 4 F 4 2§ LTR 50 541l se B4 BT 5% 90 et e e 91 58 42— 2otk
BI A CPE B S AE Hh Y &% 8 1 4 5 X (PR, INT, RT, RH %)/ & . LTR S s % e 119 5% LTR 1)
U3 XSRS AT 42 5 iR e E o O 1 0 e B e - TR DX 3 T 90 422 e 14 1) b 2 1 20 A 5 00
# LTR X 3k 2 i 7 51 it A PlantCARE 7 28 4K /4 (http://bioinformatics.psh.ugent.be/webtools/plantcare/html/)
W, RIS R XA B A AR R T IR AR AR g .

1.3.6 PHRET R #: F 4 )& F 3t ¥4z o #7  F| FH Gypsy Database 2.0 (http://www.gydb.org/index. php/
Main_Page ) #% $£ 3 T 2§ Tyl-copia Fji% HiAth i, 52 (Oryco, Sire, Retrofit, Tork) {0 1 2 % 4% B 7 RT
RAEMRITY), 5 PHRET ¥ 1) RT 25875 Xt , R MEGAT 34 v 5 Muscle J7 35 #E47 [F I e
XFEY, R R AR, O R Y B K AR 1 (maximum likelihood, ML) 4 2 #E AL R, 43 #r
PHRET T {E(# Tyl-copia Z I K W o

2 HER G0
2.1 PHRE7 Hy5iE

LAEAT DNA /84, 5l PCR 4% PHRET %6, PCR 417~ Y76 50 KOl 190 B3 I8 Wl BE 1K
WK, BB H 9 B, A DA Al Y o o UkOR: I 45 R R PHRET e J% 5 B i) /)N
(6 073 bp) F:A—H (& 1),
22 ERBFINSH
2.2.1 PHRET % #3442 PHRET ¥ )% 74K 6 073 bp, W45 5 5HM —5. PHRET # % 748 A
5" S A1 3" i (49 F A o FE A P B ML 5 ) % 2 T R B AE (ORF) - S5 A IUFP AR ¥y ' -L-LTR-GAG-PR-
INT-RT-RH-LTR-R-3" ([ 2) . & 45 KRBT . Zedm LTR(L-LTR) K JE 2 959 bp, 3% LTR (LTR-
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R) A 3'%i LTR () e m E &2 )7 41, KA 959 bp, AL M 1 2 3

PEN 96.7% ., THEAFE AR 29 4 126.92 J7 a Hi. HFik
EHERZ T IR 2 1 X AR o 1524 bp, g i & Bk iz 507
A, GAG O XA B AE 1 030~1 744 bp, T % 5 5% i 5%
JEF RNA (1 BRI OG5 PR %0 DX 2 7K A it 114 4
X, fEfE 1 978~2 224 bp, 5 F )52 REARK
VIEI N DI REME 2 IR A 565 INT A%.0 X2 3 45 6 0 G 11X,
fLEAE 2 365~3 004 bp, T4k S 5% of 4% i 74 A e
SR AR R A TR RT B0 K2 S FE 55 il 1 4 B X,
fiE 7 3 580~4 312 bp, i THEfLEEE RNA 5 DNA 4 %
DNA (b 8, 2 5% JBE -5 e i s AN ] 0 B B s RH B0 X
fLEALE 4 624~5 020 bp, F T omf % m g Ho %05
R H &K A e —F, TG RNA B K i o AR 2 5 X 45 ¥ P GAG-PR-INT-RT-RH, A
FE PHRET [ % 4% a2 Tyl-gypsy ZKIG M o B aE ed-hit #0020 H B A7 58 DAL i 5 JBE 1, S5 7
PHRET #IL %5, BRELHE 1, 255 oK . PHRET fEZEARRIAY Il 10 AN#% 01, ARH % D17 B A, 4>
S 10 N 016y 44 (3 2) 5 PHRET-1, PHRET-2, PHRET-3, PHRET-4, PHRE7-5, PHRE7-6, PHRET-
7, PHRE7-8, PHRET-9 F1 PHRE7-10, 10 4% U1 {14 2 ¥t A5 % 52 %% (& 2) .

222 PHRET % )&-F LTR 53 4% 1£ LTR J¥8er, XAEH O S F 5 fahfs, #%O0R3T
4 TATA-box, CAAT-box, CCAAT-box, . TATA-box 5 6 4~, CAAT-box f 21 4>, CCAAT-box f5 2
A, BRa s Foet b e 2 A B e (4cl-CMA2b Fl chs-CMA2b) , 2 4> 5 1 7 B2 Al OC 19 94 45 o 1
(ABRE), 3 A4~HJyma o (SIRE), 1 4~Z 5 & FACHT R 1 A=A ook (02-site) (K] 3) o X BAT

Mo FRIT: 1-3: [l B AT 2 DA AL 5
B 1 4K PHRET % 2§ PCR &3¢ & ik A
Figure 1 PCR result of full-length PHRE7

PHRE7 I N [T [ I 1 [
PHRE7-1 I T T [ I 1 I 1
PHRE7-2 I T [T I [ 1 [
PHRE7-3 N T T I 1 [ I
PHRE7-4 I T T T |- I I ||
PHRE7-5 N T [T [ I [ 1 I 1
PHRE7-6 I N 7 [ [ [ 1 [
PHRE7-7 HE T T T I [T I ||
PHRE7-8 N [T [ I [T I ||

PHRE7-9 NI T [T | I [
PHRE7-10 I T [ | [T I ||

H L-LTROPBS EHGAC OPR EINT @RT ERH [OINTER B LTR-R
B2 2#4ARAY PHRET B3 10 ANF N M5 =& B
Figure 2 Structure of the PHRET and its copies in Phllostachys edulis genome

#x2 PHRET REENEEMERANGRALAE

Table 2 Names and locations of PHRET and its copy in the Phyllostachys edulis genome

A5 Fe o B S A7 R Fe o Bl i o 5
PHRET PH01000609 256 585~262 657 PHRET-6 PH01001295 475 824~481 878
PHRET-1 PH01000184 227~5 444 PHRET-7 PHO01001742 36 010~41 384
PHRET-2 PH01000747 76 552~82 573 PHRET-8 PH01003022 52 957~58 176
PHRET-3 PHO01000851 338 020~343 621 PHRET-9 PH01004243 161 656~167 548
PHRET-4 PH01000860 62 168~67 744 PHRET-10 PH01009135 362 134~367 394
PHRET-5 PH01001053 12 140~17 800
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P2 LTR S %% Sk %% )8 PHRET J L 10 A5 D14 A RS (R 647 70, S5 R EoR . PHRET W46 AT [H]
J 126.92 J5 a §ij, PHRET-1 %% U145 A B8]y 223.08 J7 a fif, PHRE7-2 %% U146 A B8] & 150.00 J7 a fij ,
PHRET-3 4 AWFA] N 142.31 J7 a 1, PHRE7-4 i AR [a]2N 261.54 J7 a {i, PHRE7-5 4 ARFH] Ky 126.92
75 a §ii, PHRET-64fi AWFA] %y 403.85 75 a §if, PHRET-7 4 AW} (6K 442.31 J7 a i, PHRE7-8 i A H}[A]
k1 238.46 7 a fiif, PHRE7-9 4fi AWf[8] 219.23 J7 a §f, PHRE7-10 #fi AW}{a] Jy 307.69 77 a fif . &i1E
A FEIX 11 AN P80, PHRET 5 PHRET-5 Wi AR AR, 4 126.92 77 a i, 7€ 11 550 i A
BFIa A, BW] PHRET J& b 250 56 8 H e R AR5 00 S sk e e+ (K1 4) .
223 PHRET % 2 T34 5#r  R 7RI PHRET Ui 536 - FURE ) vh HoAth LTR S5 5% ik % J3g -+ i 44k
KFR, RS RT XIS 40057 5048 @ T PHRET F1: i A# 4y J 8
WPs gk (B 5) 1Ml . PHRET J& F Tyl-copia KW 4 1~ 3% (Oryco, Sire, Retrofit, Tork) ¥ Tork

V-

2.3 PHRE7 EARRAEHHRIERKX ST

oM PHRET [

+ GTTGGGCTAG
- CAACCCGATC

+ GTTGATTGCT

AGTCCCTCCA CATGGAGRAG
TCAGGGAGGT GTACCTCTTC

CTATTGAT EANEGGET TGAGA

S CAACTAACGA

-+

-+

+

-+

+

+

+

+

+

+

TTTCTTGAGC
ARAGRACTCG

AGAGGGARAR
TCTCCCTTTT

TCGGAGTAGC
AGCCTCATCG

TTGTACGGTT
ARCATGCCAR

CAGCAGATTC
GTCGTCTAAG

GAAATTTGGA
CTTTAARACCT

GGTTTGTGAG
CCAAACACTC

CCTCTTGTTA
GGAGARACRAT

TGATGTACCT
ACTACATGGA

TGGGCTGTGC

GATAACTAGT

TGCTGCTGAR
ACGACGACTT

GAAGAAGAGG
CTTCTTCTCC

RRACGTGEZC

TTTGCACCAG

GGATTGAAGA
CCTAACTTCT

AGCGCTGAGC
TCGCGACTCG

CAGTCTGTTA
GTCAGACAAT

ATATGAGCTG
TATACTCGAC

ATTGTGTATG
TAARCACATAC

CTAGATGTTC
GATCTACAAG

AAGCCCCGTG

TGCCAACTCT

AGTTTGGGGC
TCARACCCCG

AGATCTATTC
TCTAGATAAG

GGATCTGCCT
CCTAGACGGA

TTGGTTGAGA
ARCCAACTCT

AGATTTGGTA
TCTAAACCAT

GGGACTCGTG
CCCTGAGCAC

ATAACCGRAG
TATTGGCTTC

GTTATTGATG
CAATAACTAC

TAGAGAAGAC
ATCTCTTCTG

GTTTTTACTC

AMRGCCCARAR
TTCGGGTTTT

TGCCTCCTCC
ACGGAGGAGG

TGAGAGGAGA
ACTCTCCTCT

CATCTCGGGT
GTAGAGCCCA

CARATTTGGT

TCAGCCCATA
AGTCGGGTAT

TTGGTGAGGE

TTGTAGGTTC

ARCTTAGRAG
TTGAATCTTC

GAAGARARAC
CTTCTTTTTG

CACAACCARA
GTGTTGGTTT

AGTCTTCATG
TCAGAAGTAC

CTGACTCGTA

G rrAAACHENSEN AC TG AGCA T
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