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Study on LINEs in Pig and Bovine Genomes
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Abstract; This experiment was conducted to study the distribution, origin, transfer pattern and
interaction of L1 and RTE in bovine and pig genomes. Using the software of RepeatMasker and
Censor, the content and distribution of L1 and RTE in bovine and pig genomes were detected.
The average content and length of L1 are 7. 89% and 529 bp in bovine genome, and 10. 64 % and
608 bp in pig genome. The average content and length of RTE in bovine genome are 11. 83% and
433 bp, and the pig genome does not contain RTE sequence. According to the nucleotide diver-
gence, we divided the L1 in bovine and pig genomes into 6 families and 14 subfamilies. The con-
tent of LL1 in bovine and pig genomes reduced with the increasing of the GC content of every chro-
mosome, same as the content of RTE in bovine genome. The RTE in bovine genome originated
from an unknown species by horizontal transfer and did not from the antique mammals vertically.
All the content and category data of .1 and RTE indicated the appearance of adaptive evolution in
L1, RTE and between L1 and RTE.
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XiF K B TR 14 ke TR AN A% a3 5K 35 3 A Sk e L
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WARiEA RTE, A4 ix % RTE M ] ifij >k . o4 fi G
FEA LA & A 27 J7 & 80 g 4
FESE AT IF R A RATE DL b n) 4 it T
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Retrotransposon-1)",

1 #MRtERE
1.1 F5IRIEFMT ARG

# (Sscrofa 5) FI4f (Build 3. 1) 3 [ 41 ¥ 31 F 4
H Ensembl f % (http://www. ensembl. org/info/
about/species. html), L1 il RTE #%| T # H Cen-

&1 M Censor Wi T## RTE F 5

sor Chttp://www. girinst. org/repbase/index. ht-
mD Al NCBI B i, A L1 FE3CfF o 5 3 48 B
L1IMB3, LIMB1, LIMA9, LIMA6, LIMA4,
LIMA3.L1_BT # L1_SS, RTE F5 03 1.
AW BT B B0y R B R Jal-
view2. 4, BioEdit7. 0, MAFFT6. 624, RepeatMask-
er3. 2. 6 .Censord. 2. 13 #l MAGE 4.0,
1.2 MRFE
L2l AR AR L1 & i f oy A oy i
LA Cesnsor 3l T #8194 g L1 FESCIR45 &
R 2 DY RREA B L1 AT 8 O AR
51, #| [l RepeatMasker fl Censor, L) & — 2% Y {4, /&
N AL AT o3 B A A A T BRI
1.2.2 M EEFEAS L1 1ok fit 2
F Smit FXF A L1 #4028 J5 5 Bl ] Repeat-
Masker #1 Censor, Ak L1_BT 1 L1_SS JF 3% — 4~
P B BEHE CORF2) 1 fie J& 600 bp %y 75 ) 3
B Xof £ A e TR 2 SR AT 8 R WS B R AL 2
B A 51 90 Y0 19751, B MAFET X 5% 7 i
W5, I 1 Jalview 48815 2| 34 ¢ 51 . SR )5 LA
WA 7 51 Sy A T 81 U0 A R TR 2H AT
R TSR B2 AR B R AR 5 90 20 1 5
RO FF 945 B2 S5 51 . an B 06 PR A L 2 3
3R 125 58 Ry O I, B AR AU ) B E R AR 5 A7 23
FoOARE BTy ik g 54k B i i A
HARBLPEAR F 58 — U I 2 P 101 70 %0 R 1k

Table 1 The RTE sequences downloaded from Censor Website
WYy b 44 B 731 45 %% Wb 24 71 J¥ 51 44 % LUL RS 751 %4 FF
Species Sequence name Species Sequence name Species Sequence name
RTE-1_NV JE I . i
RTE-2_NV A. gambiae RTE-1_AG V. ammodytes BOVB_VA
Vi % os TR / I 1 i B a
% _ RTE-3_NV o] ﬂl@ﬂ!ﬁi%éd\ﬁ NAVIRTEL _Fﬁl% g B BovB_Plat
N. wvectensis RTE-4_NV N. wvitripennis Ornithorhynchus Plat_RTE1
RTE-5_NV b B3 <P) Expander] Cis RTE0_MD
RTE-6_NV C. savignyi xpanderi s 7 B RTE-1_MD
i iEl RTEIX SP 21 16 4 5 fili EXPANDER M. domestica RTE-2_MD
S. purpuratus - T. rubripes EXPANDER?2 RTE-3_MD
2 TEHES R o RTE0_ME
C. elegans RTEL X. maculatus REX3 Ajﬂﬁ% Eﬁ‘ RTE-2_ ME
F AR 1 1% st SR? BT 4 EXPANDER1_DR - cusent RTE-3_ME
S. japonicum ! Danio retio RTE-1_DR
BDDF2
PERERE-3 4
= I
% Bl &E SR3 * 4”% RTEI_LA Bos taurus
S. mansoni L. africana BOVB

SR2
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1.2.3 RTE 4#r Lk BOVB f#§ ORF2 iy & J5 Flde 1K 1 4 K 2 51 o 28 (9. 4700 A1 18 5
600 /™ B 5 A 25 18] 17 51 6 A R R DR A AT R (5.59%0) s L1 P35 i d5 4 05 2 1) e € 1A 4 031 Dy
BHRE AR EIZE R R 0 575 k. R4 TR 6 %5 (583 bp) Fl 25 %5 (460 bp) . ffix GC & &34,
N RTE J¥ 5] 5 B Y RAE Jalview A4 g ik 1k L1 3R REAR 3. 88 A 40 s PR BE B 2D 123 bp.
B (UPGMA) i Fe 4R SE AL i RTE SRUE R 53 A JEHE 4 b RTE & & fie = AU AR 09 52 60K 55 51 oy
YR RTE FAIH LR, 26(13.95%)F1 1 (8. 08%) . RTE F#¥ K fF i K
B AR BN 2 b ) L1 5 (Family) 6y 44 Fldge J 1 G o 44 4y 3] Sy X (489 bp) Fil 1 %5 (332
% L1_BT1(family 1 in Bos taurus) . L1_BT2 4% bp) . Bz GC &N, RTE L REM 5. 87 I H
DASL2EHE, 542l 8 B AE s SE I 4l b iy L1 g3 m P EE D 157 bp,
K4 L1_SS1 (family 1 in Sus scrofa) L1_ OB IR RE AEHFERAH,GC & & &K
SS1 4545, %t F 4% K W 9 W (Subfamily) , 40 L1 Al @& A9 3 4 4k 4 51 15 (39. 24%0) fi 17 5
BT1 ¥ 2 A~k . A 444 L1_BT1-1 1 L1_BT1-2, (44.74 %), L1 & 35 fe i I AIK  4 8 0k 43 03] X

HA Z 5 Z KA (16.25%) 1 17 (7. 76 %) , L1 -3+ BF £ K il

B gL A5y 512 X703 bp) Fil 17 5 (489 bp) , B
2 # B & GC EFE, L1 HREAK 8. 49 DA 4L
2.1 LIMRIEEGMEERATHESE REEW A 214 bp., A M4SN A Y RTE

L1 fl RTE 7E4 MR 4 h g4y i tnge 2 i FS1(BOVB H BDDI) #3537 51 ik 24 FH A e W)
. REPAIT . GC SRR e ik sy PR RTE AR 283 5 81 75 5% 4k 241 vh e — 45 B
WK 6(39. 86 %) Fll 25 5 (47. 14%) , L1 & & 5 &5 PERY IR [ 285 5 L R e 2k R 24 ok & B8 RTE 741,

F2 SHMNBEEFREAHLIMRIE EERFHKE
Table 2 The content and average length of L1 and RTE in bovine and pig genomes

RN A4 FZL K 4] Bovine genome ¥ 3N 4H Pig genome

. GC &/ % RTE &i/% RTEFIKE/bp L1 &R/ % LIEHKE/bp  GCEE/ % L1 &/ % L1 KE/bp
Chromosome GC content RTE content RTE length L1 content L1 length GC content L1 content L1 length
chrl 40. 20 8.08 332 8.18 556 40. 10 11. 64 644
chr2 40. 81 8.27 370 7.78 541 ND ND ND
chr3 41.62 9.45 377 8. 38 579 ND ND ND
chr4 40. 56 8.51 384 8.07 541 41.41 10. 18 611
chrb 41.71 11. 28 388 7.80 546 41. 00 11.07 599
chr6 39. 86 11. 69 394 8.08 583 ND ND ND
chr7 42.10 10.93 395 8. 64 544 42.98 9. 30 570
chr8 41. 20 10. 37 398 8.61 544 ND ND ND
chr9 40. 02 10. 00 408 8. 04 553 ND ND ND
chr10 41.50 10. 95 409 8.13 522 ND ND ND
chrll 42.99 11. 38 413 7.50 497 40. 39 9.62 602
chrl2 40. 51 11. 25 416 7.30 527 ND ND ND
chrl3 43.65 11.47 418 7.00 486 39. 83 11.16 638
chrl4 41.15 13.03 420 8.12 540 43.16 10. 19 573
chrl5 42.02 9.61 421 7.99 550 39. 24 10. 35 617
chrl6 42.33 12.93 426 9. 20 499 ND ND ND
chrl? 42. 31 11. 44 433 8. 01 500 44,74 7.76 489
chrl8 45. 60 12,32 441 5.59 488 ND ND ND
chrl9 46. 22 11.63 443 6.43 472

chr20 40. 87 12,27 443 8.99 543

chr21 43.16 11. 60 445 8. 33 495

chr22 43.53 12.02 449 7.51 490

chr23 43.70 11. 25 449 7.26 492

chr24 41.77 13.18 450 8. 54 540

chr25 47.14 12. 46 454 7.52 460

chr26 43.02 13.95 458 6. 88 498

chr27 41. 29 13. 04 459 8.43 528

chr28 42.30 12.75 466 9.47 563

chr29 44.58 13. 83 466 6.74 489

chrX 40. 54 13. 24 489 6.83 531 40. 08 16. 25 703
11l Mean 11. 83 433 7.89 529 10. 64 608

ND. FREA LEE ND. No data
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Z 8 Smit FXF AIEE AR L1 43 iy or ikt
4 L1 i ORF2 )5 600 A0 3 1 4% 15 i As 5 78
FEANTR] W A= A S R 4] A5 30 19 L1 3645 )3 91
BHY N6 AR 3, Hd L1_Artl 1 L1_
Are2 R Hsh WA p 5], m L1_BT1-4 F1 L1_
SS1-4 Jy 4= FRE AL JC ) Bl 43 25 J5 & B TR A T
H, RIGHAE L1 i 3'UTR A [F . 4k 806 x 2 )
) L1 &£ Ha N 14 AR D, P4 REe
PAF I EEH AT 9 B = A — 2 B DA X 2 9
i) L1 S %) %56 AT A B ¢, Bl 2o 3 55 i
100 Mb FEFE 4751 v L1 (50 Sk i 47 L3 .

B R ERENH TR 5X 2 YRt R AE
B2 LICL1I_BTL # L1_SSD) A5, R34
WL AR S T L R AL R L1, A

x3 LIEFMBEEEARHSE
Table 3 The category of L1 in bovine and pig genomes

Ha A m 75 L1_Artl #1 L1_Are2 15, L1_
BT1 #5520 0.221 F1 0. 231, 7 L1_SS1 24 0. 168
0. 173, 725 B R34 N AT e B T 4 G 45 B LG
YIRHE S A R T A B8 05 R L (BG5S 44 T AN [
(D 2 P8 (A L1 32 B W] A 6 16 0 BT 35

— 57 5 B ) S5 A8 A By AR ] LR AR B L
B (ds/dn) & F R A i )7 51 52 2 3K 7. ds/dn
=1 ULH P51 52 3 1F 1] 36 85 1 FE J7 5 ds/dn<<1 5 B
F 51 52 2 67 5] Y 4% L 1 ds/dn=1 i e 9 %A %
FIEBEMAEM. NIRAMTFREERKEE N L1
BT1 % L1_Art2 D J2 A L1_SS1 %] L1_Art2, fif 5t
(4 1] LG AEASBOIUF- AR [R) 1 A 7] S5 728 i) %5 i 20
2T 59.5% . MiFFEFEAF L1 ) ds/dn LG
THE 50 %0 F 431 B A4 3k PR 41 A K IR o 1 I IR
PEME T — ARy TEAS IR E

L1 Kk ¥ TR 5 2 ds/dn L1 % A TR = T ds/dn
L1 family Degree of nucleotide divergence ) L1 family Degree of nucleotide divergence )
L1_BT1 LL1_SS1
L1_BT2 0.061 6.761 L1_SS2 0. 049 7.356
L1_BT3 0.124 6.167 L1_SS3 0.097 9. 544
L1_BT4 0.169 3.317 L1_S$4 0.133 5.649
L1_Art2 0.221 5.277 L1_Art2 0.168 11. 882
L1_Artl 0.231 4,871 L1_Artl 0.173 6. 320
SF-#4{H Mean 5.375 7.952
W AR 4H i L1 Y ORF2 ) 600 i
BRI R RBA 5 MRS XL B T RS 3 3w i

10~41,49~74.82~101,119~137 F1 178 ~218 [X.
B R 08I 4 5 B 0, U B 3K 6 g 56 oy 25t 1) 149
P A RE R RT 45 0 3000 2 B8 17 5 Bl 4t ¢
RT 25 4 355 2 S 25 W9 1 0 BERG 1F . 5F5 329~ 334 fif
RO T LI_Artl F L1_Are2, 75 4= F8% 0 A 4
PR L1 bk T 6 D iJE (CAAAAA) , 4
R L1 2 k%85 F AR 4098 TAG H 1
o TAA T 20T 5 5 AR TAA,
2.3 RTE ZE&¥#iE Bt

FIFC F1H RTE J7 31 A 4= 2 P 21 rp 75 31 1Y
RTE FF31 , 78 8 Jalview #, fl UPGMA J5 4
s . v LUE B B b — 52 H g 2 (BOVBL
VA) 4 B B (RTE-3_MD) . 4= (RTE_BT) . 1 %
2 (BOVB_Plat) \ A % (RTE_LA) fil & (Horse)
F 8

3.1 LIfMRTE Z4fMEEFRATHEIEMHE

2 R, B E Ak GC SRt m . H LI
1 RTE Jr o 19 b9 b 7 244 B 1 52 /0 e %, i
W L1 Jf A2 g sh s A7 /e TR A v, R R 2 &
PEPEIE 7. J R AT B A 3 DR A v 5 PR 4% A 1) e £ A
B AR IX Br GC & iy 763X 26 X B A7 1y
e SRIE A 5 7 A EAE AL

XA B 20 RTE MR R & P #E W T
1995 4E1), Majewska %7 RTE #%0& ft h 45 8
IR FE R 41 & 4 50 000 &M, Modi %5k J
200 00045, Shimamura 28\ Jy && 270 000 457,
1T B AT RS I ) 45 SR 277 265 25/ GbCHl T I % i oA
SERTE 254 & |2 £ F 665 437 4) B i
I T A

H i b A i PR 20 2 19 07 ik 0T 50 28 R g 5 DR 4]
R LY R R X L1 A4 38 0 ) 3 AR A
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=]
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L1 553-1 (80/1366)

100

L L1 BT4-1(1010/56)
L——L1BT4-2 (444/93)

L1 Art1-2 (422/518)
L1 Art1-3 (1128/763)

L1 552-2 (29/248)
L1552-1(10/398)
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BE
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100
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L1MB1(440/422)
—
01

155 P B BT B 100 Mb S R 21 7 91 v i 0 ST A GREZR 220D R GREZR A D 6 R 2L vp BT 35 A A 26 4

The number of every L1 subfamily (per 100 Mb genome sequences) in bovine genome (at the right of solidus) and pig ge-

nome (at the left of solidus) is presented in brackets
Bl LIETKRMEEMHUXE
Fig. 1

3.2 HEEAEF RTE gI3kiR

i A R4 RTE (48 & fii @ 4 oA )5
5. KRBT RTE J750 5 AR/ T 1006, 1 L1
S R 5 AR ABLBE AR 20 B0, I 700 51 90 6 R A7 AE
7@ T8 H a4y, A4 B4 11, 83% i RTE J3
B g ST 4 26 DR 2 9 R e BB IR AE A L U R A R T
Py RTE SR I T 5 5% iy 36 R AL I8 4 1E
35 DR 2 PN T 32 RE 0 B HORGEE L R R A T B2k
AATREX 458 4. g LA EARIEATAG H4hie . 4
S RTE F7 81 3 A 52 A 56 9 T 1 1% 3

The content and evolutionary relationship of L1 subfamilies

T A T K U T e A X 5 Kordis 25 1 W —
S G

RN H ) RTE J3 91 2 75 ok I T g 2808 A
REH 2. N IE R RTE 731 5 g3 sh ¥ 7
HI R AE — & T ELG W 8 R ARG S
FPAER g 2R 9 RTE #8103 % . Bir KUK BE 1 52
SN H g RTE J3 51l g2 K I T 028, A al g i
eIy RTE SR I8 F 5550 7L 3 CHLn ), sl g
FAFL S YR N AL 9 RTE 7804 & 3L [ 1926
ORI DL IR R 1 T 2 W A S TN 2L B
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Fig. 2 Phylogeny of RTEs in different species

DA TTHEAT B0 )32 1A R A RE A
3.3 L1 # RTE 4 EE AP EFEIHL

S fu TCAT 3 4y B8 Ty 2 1) A Bl 4 R TR 4 v A
R N E S S ARSI C o5 o RN S i 1 =
G MLl Py S N 4 e HAEAE 3 Fp, H L1 oy
FEHAL XA R E A . Boissinot 4§ & 3 7E
ANZEFE A L1 R 7R #1: 2F 1k (Adaptive evolu-
tion) Y B 47, Furano 45 1A iy 7] B /2 1 7L 2h 4 3%
PIAL R L1 B A7 76 & T A Ao 1 25 1k B0l i
ST A7 A AR TR 2 N IR A S e — B R M
b, T AT BT o & 1 S KA e R R 2
) A BRI

SEES I S R O R e e 1 S R
AR B 3 AR 34 O TE 43 S (Nonbranching
phylogenetic tree) , B ZE AT AT i B3 B A9 Fp iy L1 H
A — AW A f 5 1 R ) 12 1 2R T
Pk, W& WIGE MR BF PRl 5r 25 5 . L1_SS
027 i PR 2H b 00 B0 e, L B RIS B W AR L1
BT 7655 5 4 i i e b 2 o E . Ui
WY L1 75 25 FHRE R A0 v iy o Bk 4

3 UL L1 78 4 FUMg 3k R A rp AR R A2 45 OE 1)
WEMES JFEEMEREERE T ER T4, B L
—AEXT AN B BR B X T L1 A RTE W 52 A
FE S SRR A= FE LA iy LSk i3, G5 S0 A1 IE 47
. L1 FEA SRl v iy 7 3 & & ok 7. 8920, °F
BIRE 529 bps L1 7245 5L A b i 7 2 & & ok
10. 64 % 3K Bk 608 bp, thAESEHE4h L1 £
2,75 ANE A S A 79 b, 1 H X R 22 B
ERAETE 2 YR B Z G . G 2 SR TE
HEAR I Py s IR A A B A e AT 3 A
L1 4 & JLF — 5. LIMB3, LIMB1. LIMA9,
LIMA6.L1IMA4 L1IMA3.L1_Artl-1 #l L1_Artl-2
TEA= FOAE B D A i S8 5 =00 ) o 4 728 il 4 804
LU ZE 1. 6%, Gead BT 0 AF R E AR, X 8 L1
P DAL P RO I R B — 8O 5 % BAHAT Y
L1 (& AR 2 A Fi 55 R 20 o o B L 1 25 5 DA
L1_Artl-3 FR4f IF G 47 R, 5 2008 3 I A b
A L1 BRI T4 27.36% . X FiX—M4,
FRATHEMIAAL L1 P8 7E 52 1 A A% 1 o 72 Hh AR AE 58
GrELG, L1 A RTE Z [A] A7 76 40 519 52 i B oA
RTE 1 LINE-1 [dJ& F non-LTR 3 # 5% s 7, &
FEABEAA A L 30 5 5% 07 AR RTE A] g 7] LINE-1
— FEHBAE A b [7) ) R A 300 2 S e JBE 7 A T R
TE e AN TE e Al AL B S T AR T R

4 & it

RS SE N AL L1 B QR GC
A T IR AR R R AL b ) RTE & & 5 ik
AR FRENA PR RTE oA ALY
b2 i A5 328 T R T SR A A 1 A% R IR T B R
HP A AR L1 AL, 4 RTE AR LL KA 2
WA L1 Al RTE Z [ 3977 e Stk
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