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EAT LTR S5 sk e+ PHRES WY €
55 gt =My

gz 1 1,2, = ; 1 y M1 JA 4 ]
= ' AWE BEHE A B RIER
(VHITT AR PR 2 W B PR B B R E S S0 =, WivT B 311300
2T AR WA A TR R OB DR R B s VT BUON 311300)

B E.LTR RAEFH)ETFRIHMDARE T ELWARIAY, TEARE I ALEAD TR LAE TS
YER . ARTEAT T BA BT LTR RAE T4 2T | AT LTR B4k F 5 2 T 4 RS puh), AT
RAEAEB AP F | A ey LTR R4 T4 8T 55, % % % PHRES, % %354 T PHRES 94
MBFIE A AL £ R A R %R E & PCR 40 PHRES f£2 DNA W L34 #) (S-SR M) |
BA . HE KR, HEER A T KRR, %R KA, PHRES & T Ty3-gypsy B X ik, & K
5296 bp, A T GAG 5 POL % M3, N R 29 4 123. 07 7 55 2 LA B 2 & M) 45 )8 F
ERBE ML T 554 %A WAk PHRES 6948 %% £ ik & 34 A Pr 38 hm 450 PHRES 42 R ) W38 4
HTF, AL EFTER Hrams EARNAEHF AR ARG T, AEFIPRIABTERE, KR

ZRAM—TFTRRENERA P ERE EFHHRETT -T2 b L,
4. LTR R4 %36 87, &, ®AZ % PCR; #¥ i, #FKF
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T LTR e 38 JAe - 32 B ol 1R i 1 52 ) 971
(long terminal repeat, LTR) . 5| %) 4% & 37 45 ( primer
binding site, PBS) | Fll J& % 5 $L Ji ( retrotransposon gag
protein , GAG) ¥ [H | F 4 M ( polymerase , POL) 3&[H £
2204 - 371) ( polypurinetrait, PPT) %*’Qﬁim o Hif LTR
AR i B 1) A PR AL T R sk R G AR E S
WS AR R T, N g s A T,
PBS { T 5" % LTR T iF, 256 i 1 K RSG5
tRNA 255515 cDNA f 8 (9 4 1, GAG , POL 14 R
T o DD G5 A1 5 ol R R AT S R
LR 5 R S BN TESSFARALL, PPT 32T 3'% LTR |
W, ME NS5 58 =4 DNA AR . POL
FE A R A B K G 36 ] (pepsin-like aspartate
proteases, PR) N }i —tﬁ'z: 222" @ﬁ% ( reverse transcriptases s
RT) RNA P2 A ( ribonuclease H, RH) I 4% 4 il 5t [H
(integrase , INT) AR POL FE R R I 4 1) 48 1 R

75 HHA:2018-10-08 #:3% HHJ:2019-02-24

WY, LTR | % 5% %% JE T L 53 i Tyl-copia Hl Ty3-
gypsy 2 MEEZIE o 3% 2 S8H e 1 IX ) 2 EEAR R
TE INT JEH 08 E

WESE B 5 )38 1R OR iy B 52 P 9 AT 83+ 14
H5 THRER 4l AN 28 TS T A Y = A2 1y v]
R, 56T B SR JBE 4 AT 0 T ie B AR OR g I
KRR, Woodrow %5 AR 3 7 Bk A 3 R 41 %4 5
Tyl-copia K% Tmel % JEF RURHIE 1T SSAP FRic 5]
Yy AREFHLIX S T 4 DEHEAR R AR Rl M E
B BR - Tanl BRI A SR Z R GHY)
PR A G R 8 Tenl 1R 3L R BR 2 BIF 5T K
A P A A SR A SR A AR
B, KRB N LTR 25 s i e 1 b TR 1 4R
A&, —FRr TR A A ) ik TR Al i 7 e A T
AT PR T B HEDIRE PRI PR O IR B e
T34 W BT A W R 4 e R DAY RS e MR

E2WB . EHER A RREEL 4T H (31870656 .31470615) , #Wivl. [ SRR 5L 4 T 405 H (LZ19C160001 ) , Wi V148 K22 A4 BH 7 Q07 16 23R B8 i v

AA TR B0 H (2018R412004)
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DNA LA 0 48 o ) 45 T Be it 5 80 1 5% % 1 10
BRUOT BRI, 2R ) BT Ab IR B 2% A & A U I — 2
LA VAR A 1) S SR B DA 1 S WO, R A B e O
T HE BE R, HL 2 5 e A L AR AR TR i 3R
kM Butelli 2512 % R 5 554 8 T Copia-like
FITE MRS AL TR A R $2 T3 i o, 2 me 45 46
TSGR 33k R EAE T T A& 0, RS R AT
i BRARZE DRI 5 /N7 B8 S5 2% 58 AN 3R TN Sk R
Krl W R, KBTI A ST/ E RS E
KA AASHL A Krl SRR

FEAT ( Phyllostachys heterocycla cv. Pubescens) "N 7K
ASFHAIA JE AR R S TR ACRAT A, TR
D s R SRR TR )T 2 T (B B R AT R
—, R T BT R F RN E A EEE
S HRTE A G T AT R Rk R4 O i R 5T
Wil , T AR AT S T NF-Y RS Y
YEFNRIB T Z B, R RIE A 2 5 T BT
AR FRET JHEREE DA Sk LT
AITRFE . LTR B2 e s i JE T e BAT R A vp & i
W ESE R R R T EEAEAYY (R TEAT
LTR J 3 S PR - e 300 AL 180 BIE 52 1 ik DL 410
I, ARAFIG P LTR SOie s B8 138 1 A LTR S e s
e VAR TR ML, PR SR AT T B R R AL T
B ity BT A B LTR B i e ¥ ik
GO 1 ZR BTN EY LTR S e SR B JBE T )7 9, A 4
PHRES, AR % PHRES W45H: 43 A A6 DL K
e som AT RGNS, BTEIRTT PHRES W15 1
i CCIIN iU SE ok AR LA B S S R TN o g L A g W
BN oe ST

1 HREH®

1.1 ##

RIS I BT RS P8 21 B W — R e
BAT, N BEBCR/N—3 LT RIEFRF IR
BT
1.2 RImigit
1.2.1 *R(CK) &2 R AR EATF 7 SE FHZE
AKuRPE 13, P 70% 5K T4 5 30 s, TR K ik 3
W, FAJCH 25 K2Rl 24 h, Bl 5 76 BB IS 4% 14
(25°C) FEFLRHMBZ AR &, IR R 58 2 10
IKAr o PP & IR 2R S R AR 2 R = 0 AR b
F5 RRKY R . BRI LB ekt g
fi=1:1:1, FRZE5~6 F 5 BUZAL FESL AT 1)

53 AV R R, —80°C AR A7 & H
1.2.2 DNA WA dph) #4322 P87 2R BB ATFP T
SeZE K rhYE 13, T 70% RS 1% 30 s, THEK
sk 3 Uk, FHMEEE 43 51°h 50,150 A1 250 wmol - L™ ()
S-FMAT R 24 h, BEETEREE SR (25C) T &
T R AUZIRAC i & WA HF e A 5 - A4 M
B, AR AR R R BRI E B R, A R
HEALER  FFRE 5~6 A I 5 Bz b B 52 A4 1 i i
Jr i R A R, -80°C IRAF .
1.2.3 %4 & & &2 KELE EREKH—,
RE RAFHBATSEAE W 40 0E LT b 38 76 5 5 7)o
A1 Gy -min™" FRG 5390 R 30,50 F1 70 Gy 1Y
T Cs—y SR T R AT 48 S A L R vk 43 M 0.1,0. 2
F10. 3 mol - L™' NaCl ¥ IRHE 72 h;42°CIE A7 h #5597
4 h;ACEFER 3R 16 h, 2 S EBURR AL B ST A P R
I VR R R, -80°C AR AR & H
1.3 PHRES WEMERES
1.3.1 ZME 5 THoM 7 hitp://www.
bamboogdb. org/H T # B 7 & N 4 % ¥, A
LTRharvest 741" S8 B AT HE 4 LTR J2 56 5% %% g
F s I FH LTRdigestion 2" M BAT LTR S5 5%
JEF-25 44, I BRAB B ; R ed-hit 8004 01 8
P LTR B st e - 09 98 DL 80, A4l BAT LTR %
SR VAR - A RE) 1) S M RN 4 DU, BRI — > 254 o 3
) LTR Ji2 % 5% &% e 1E S WF 00 42, 8% Hodw 248
PHRES, PHRES % /> %5 #4381 LTRdigestion K 4 %
FE I UL Y PHRES K45 DL P 5 (S50 I, i 2t
X 75 BP0 A 2L R 7 41)id 1 NCBI i BLAST HoXT
WA, IR RS S 5 5 sh A O, A TG TR 7%
JEEF 5% LTR 19 U3 5 18 3 A7 A6 3¢ 2 1) I =R 4% ot
4, #IH] PlantCARE 7EZ 8/ 53 PHRES 1) LTR 7
G 1w T
1.3.2 AR 694 F B LTR S % s 5% i+
LTR ##553 HAE B 5 1 =5 00 A T 2 o ol 3 A B4 A BT
], PESR I LTR St 53 3 e 7 AT I S i, LG
Ui ) L-LTR A1 LTR-R #H [A]— IR A A, I LTR
ST EIEYE R 100% , {H 2 Bl & FE 4 55 K20 1 22 4k
LTR #5023 & A FFERE ML, S BURIEPE R R, R
Wit 3 0 R G B e o R T A AR R R A
MEGAX %12 He %t PHRES Wi LTR J 41 4 [H) &
PESROMEEE K, AR E AT,
T = K/2r (1)

AP, T N AR K 506 s v O LTR 751

(P-4 3 24 1. 3x107° bp/ AR



434 B4 LTR [ 5455 61 PHRES By %58 5% x40 by 707

1.3.3 #MX Z245# T Gypsy Database (http://
www.gydb.org/index.php/Main_Page) T %k Ty3-gypsy &
1% ( Reina W& Gloin ,Gimli il Reina, CRM V5%
] Beetlel Al Cereba, G-Rhodo V. Z ji% ) G-Rhodo,
Galadriel Y Z % Y Tntom1 F1 Galadriel, REM1 V. 5 ji%

i REMI1,Del W% %Y Tma . Del F11 Retrosat—2) %% Ji&
F RT & ELMRF 5 (£ 1), 5 PHRES ¥ RT % 5% )%
GILEXT, #IF MEGA6 #4419 4B #2 1% ( Neighbor-
Joining ) ¥ EEHEALART | 43 B I e DA - 5 7%

x®1 EYMHE LTR REREETFER
Table 1 The information of typical plant LTR retrotransposon

s Genbank ¥R 5 e Kk
Name Genbank accession number Organism Family
Gloin AC007188 ARG IF Arabidopsis thaliana Ty3-gypsy
Gimli AL049655 PIRTT Arabidopsis thaliana Ty3-gypsy
Reina U69258 K Zea mays Ty3-gypsy
Beetlel AJ539424 HSEAR Beta vulgaris Ty3-gypsy
Cereba AF078801 KF Hordeum vulgare Ty3-gypsy
G-Rhodo 114386440 #4553 Rhodomonas salina Ty3-gypsy
Tntom1 AJ508603 M5 Nicotiana tomentosiformis Ty3-gypsy
Galadriel AF119040 i Lycopersicon esculentum Ty3-gypsy
REM1 29423675 WA Chlamydomonas reinhardtii Ty3-gypsy
Tma AC005398 WM IT Arabidopsis thaliana Ty3-gypsy
Del X13886 B4 Lilium henryi Ty3-gypsy
Retrosat—2 AF111709 IKHF Oryza sativa Ty3-gypsy
1.4 PHRES HFRIZEK N k2 S5
1.4.1 £A4E KR RNA 9380 7E{RIRSME T s it Table 2 The sequences of primers
PR ZE T M, R Trizol 357 42 B RNA, F 31445 FH1(5'-3")

PrimeSeriptTM 1st Strand ¢DNA Synthesis Kit ik 7 &
[ TaKaRa( HA) A E] ] skl eDNA, -20°CARFAERTH
1.4.2 W5k E & PCR 24 X} PHRES 1) POL
FERE 53 RT RH INT PRAF X IB 51 (£ 2) o
PLEAT PheACT2-1"Y AR S 3 N, X 76 AS (7] 306 45 Fip
1N PHRES f) RT .RH F1 INT 3 A4t daf HE 7 52 1 5
e T PCR 44T, 2¢06RE i PCR W AKZR (10 pl) :
SYBR® Premix Ex Tag™ II 5 pL,cDNA 0.8 uL, I'F
51445 0.4 pl, LHK 3.4 wL, WV FEF;95C 1l
APE 7 min95°C 78 10 s,58°C 1B Kk 10 s, 72°C ZEfifi 15
s,30 MEIR, R 2704k PR 3 AN S TEAN T
AbFRR B SEPRAR R ik i

2 HBRE5H

2.1 PHRES HIF 55 #7
2.1.1 PHRES A E # N w4 #  PHRES & K
5297 bp, 345 P 3 F4 LTRs X 8% A1 4> 458 4K 4 T 7k )

Primer name Sequence(5'-3")

PheACT2-1F GATCGAGCATGGTATTGTTAGCA
PheACT2-1R TTGTACGTCCACTGGCATAGAGG
PHRES-INT-F GTTCACGGACCTCACAGATA
PHRES-INT-R CCTCCCTCCTTGACGACTTA
PHRES-RT-F CCTCCCTCCTTGACGACTTA
PHRES-RT-R ACAACTAGGCACGATAAGG
PHRES-RH-F GACGACGATGTTGAGACG
PHRES-RH-R TCGACGACGATGTTGAGA

TEAE ( open reading frame, ORF), 45 ¥i LTR K
388 bp, Zedi LTR K& N 394 bp, G5 UFH Ky 57-
GAG-PR-RT-RH-INT-3", J& F Ty3-copia KIEM I, Fi
X 4 244 bp ) ORF, I 4mi% 1 414 NEFEER, 1
450~1 558 bp i GAG #%.0>1X,1 738 ~1 969 bp & PR
Wla1X,2 286 ~2 955 bp o RT #%:001X,3 099 ~ 3 444
bp & RH #00[X,3 681 ~4 590 bp by INT #.0> X,
PBS [#4)}y 5'-AATCTGGTATCAGAGCTAGATTCGG-3',
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34 %

£7F 5'¥ LTR T, PPT fIF51K 5'-ACCGTACAGG

TATCCTCAGTTGCAA-3',fiiF 3’34 LTR ¢, I

cd-hit FRE%E H PHRES A 5 A48 DU K &4 48

D544 (6 3) . LTRdigestion ¥ 5E 5 N2 D11 H
SERER LR (B 1) o

%3 PHRES RE¥ENKMGE
Table 3 Naming of PHRES and its copies

1.2.2 PHRES % 3 #% W #9346 N\ 6F 18 xF b b X
PHRES W %y LTR J¢ %1 0 [A] J6 1 1% 2] 43 1L B K 2
0.032, FIFHAHFRI 7 E452] PHRES HAl 5 448 DAY 4
AL K AKYH 0. 039 ( PHRES-5) 0. 038( PHRES-4) |
0.016 ( PHRES — 3) . 0.047 ( PHRES - 2) I 0.051
(PHRES-1) . i@tz (1) 1155 PHRES {36 A E] Ky
123. 07 JI4EHT, PHRES HiAth 5 -4 DL A 4K A
150. 00 JT4ERT ( PHRES-5) (146. 15 J7 4ET{ ( PHRES -

R DHETF S Al 4) . 146.15 J7 4E Ri ( PHRES - 3) . 180.77 J7 4F Hii
Copy name Scaffold Suquence region .
( PHRE8-2) f1196. 15 Ji 41l ( PHRE8-1) , HX HA
PHRES PHO01000001 649882~ 655178 YE U1 PHRES 946 AN 15206 [ I PHRES BE36 - 17
PHRES-1 PHO01000685 50832~ 55982 TR SETE P AT REME S (18] 2)
PiREs-2 PHOI00I014 21207526369 1.2.3 PHRES 6 X Ak B M 47 i fELR B
PHRES-3 PH01002289 4784~10051 PlantCARE 4347 T LTR #43 Wred & wini=CAE oo ([
PHRES-4 PHO1003755 1596533 ~ 1601804 3) . LTR #5& Si=CAE FHoeE  ang shF kg es 1 X
PHRES-5 PHO1000685 129794~ 135063 b LB AR T T CAAT-box , S b M= £ ]
JelF GA-motif , YA W =CAE H IT/4: TCCC-motif 45,
AATCTGGTATCAGAGCTAGATTCGG ACCGTACAGGTATCCTCAGTTGCAA
PHRES IR [T B D | [ 1 15296 bp
PHRES-1 I [ N s [ [ ] [ [
PHRES-2 I | [ || N [ I [T
PHRES-3 | [ || I [ [ 1 [ TT1 |
PHRES-4 I [ [ || || [ [ 1 [ [ |
PHRES-5 | [ || N | [ 1 [ 11 |
EL-LTRE PBS [] GAG ll PR [l RT [JRH [J INT [ CHR @ PPT @ LTR-R
Bl 1 PHRES B E#¥MEEH#
Fig.1 Structure of PHRES and its copies
W (4F)
| |
PHRES |
PHRIS-1 ]
PHRES-2
PHRFES-3
PHRES-4
PHRES-5
0 500 000 100 000 0 150 000 0 200 000 0 250000 0

2 PHRES R EH % N HEN KT8]
Fig.2 Insertion time of PHRES and its copies
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BAT LTR S 5% T PHRES B %58 556 0

+ CTAAGGTCCT

ATTTGGTAGA

GTGTTGTGTG  GGGAATTCCT TATCATAGAC  GCAGTACTCG  GCAGGAAATA
- GATTCCAGGA  TAAACCATCT CACAACACAC CCCTTAAGGA ATAGTATCTG CGTCATGAGC  CGTCCTTITAT
+ CAATCAGCGC  AAACAACATG AAGTACAACT CAACAAGAAG ATGAATCCGA  GTCTGTITACA GAGTCCGAGT
- GTTAGTCGCG  TITGTTGTAC TTCATGTTGA GTTGTICTTC  TACTTAGGCT CAGACAATGT  CTCAGGCTCA
+ CTATTACTTA  TIGTTGCTGT CTTTTAGCCG  TAGTTACATA  CTTGCTTTGA -AA ACTATAAA.
- GATAATGAAT AACAACGACA  GAAAATCGGC ATCAATGTAT  GAACGAAACT  TATCTATTIT TGATATTTTC
+ .AAGCACT ACTCATGTAT CGGTACAACA AAGCAGTAAA  GTCTATITCC CTGA-G'ITCTCTGT
- CCCTTCGTGA  TGAGTACATA GCCATGTTGT  TTCGTCATIT CAGATAAAGG  GACTAGAGGG ACAAGAGACA
+ TCCTCATCTT  GTGCTTGCCG CCAATTCCGT TCGCCACGGC TCCTGCACGC  CGATCCACCC GGACACGATC
- AGGAGTAGAA CACGAACGGC GGTTAAGGCA AGCGGIGCCG  AGGACGTGCG  GCTAGGTGGG  CCTGTGCTAG
+ ACCTGTGAAA CATCGATATC CATTGCATTC  GCTGAGACAT ACCA
-TGGACACTIT  GTAGCTATAG GTAACGTAAG CGACTCTGTA TGGT

[ Jcaatvox[ | rca [ ca-motit [ stre

. TCCC-motif D TATA-box

3 PHRES LTR FF5IRIAE R T4 #
Fig.3 The analysis of cis-regulatory motifs in LTR sequences of PHRES

1.2.4 PHRES 34t % % 5% H/3#r PHRES 5 H:
5% JAE - 22 1) R AR AR B 1Ak 56 & R A 2
HiL Y B LTR S &% 5% 5 JE 7 B9 RT X 38 & 3 1R )7 %)

99%

98% PHRES ]
99% I:

(% 1)5 PHRES () RT X3 & MR 7 51217 Eb X, ¥4
FEVEIL R ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%‘%lﬁ, ¥ BE 7 PHRES J& T Reina 47
Y, B Gloin WREYE R (K 4)

Gloin
Reina

99%

Gimli

Reina |

Beetlel |
9% 4| CRM
98%

98% —— Tntoml

G-Rhodo | G-Rhodo

Cereba | Ty3-copia

Galadriel
Galadriel

99%

REM1]REMI

99%

98%

Tma

Del

Retrosat-2

4 PHRES LK RS
Fig.4 Analysis of the evolutionary relationship of PHRES

2.2 PHRES ZEARRIMEAMET 3 MM RILE
2.2.1 DNA P HEACHpH] F) 4 22 2b 25 M3 R A B0 %
oty S Al INT RH A1 RT 3 E5Hael it 26 35 B A
XFTEPA RIS A W R T, RH 5 INT S5 K BT
FER AU ERRE YR T RT 454938, ELBESF DNA H
FEARAMIRI e B O B4, RHFN INT Ab 3520 1] FH % 26 35

BHZEF AR E, BEE DNA AL 06 50 e 5 i 4
T, RT S5 AR AR S 2238 BEHE IR AR, 7 250 pumol - L7 ¥
FETT AR 0k f dnd 2 A R EE

2.2.2 RREBHAESENREAATOYw HE
6 T, 5P A S A AR HE, AS TR] 4 S Ak B 4% 465 g d
BRIk G T T, Horh INT F1 RT 2549 501
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ot 4%

BCK & 50 umol-L" H150 umol-L* @250 umol-L!
99 c

v

X RIE R
Relative expression level
wn

AT

INT RH RT
Z5#1% Domains
T ANRYING B R R AR R A B AN [R] 39) o i 22 5
3% (P<0.05), T,

Note: Different lowercase letters indicate significant differences at
0. 05 level between different radiation dose under the same
treatment. The same as following.

BE5 DNA FEALHNFIFI43E T PHRES
SR RIA KT
Fig.5 Expression level of domains of PHRES under
DNA methylation inhibitor treatments

FARS A B ITE 30 Gy AL B R A B KA, 4k 224 m
i A 0 PO O 2 ki B R R, JEILAE 70 Gy Ab
BN R IR SR A SR W O B E 25 R . RH 4
AP A 3 0k i 3 T A 7R B O 1 S G248 b T
s AR N R E LS

BCK B30 Gym50 GyBa70 Gy

X REE
Relative expression level

Z5#3% Domains

Bl 6 IEHtAIET PHRES Z5#BiHIRIEKE
Fig.6 Expression levels of domains of PHRES

under irradiation treatments

2.2.3 AkiBAR IR M A AT MR AL B0 H

HE 7 AT, 76 4°C RIS 42°C B iR 4b R, 3
ANGER A Fe k3 W TR A SE AR T AR INT
55 RT 535, 42°C 5 T ok a6 A B0 A0 4 %o 26 3 2
BT 4°CARR MO AL B INT 45 ¥ 30H0 % 3¢ 1k i
TE 4°CARIR S 42°C = iR Mt Ab 3 F 2% T RH M RT
SEFER, BEAN , 4°CARIE AN 42°C T IRALBE R RH 455,

FROARDOT Rk i P A i, ELARPHIA] TG i 5 25 5

BCKE4CIm427C

HAXTRIE R
Relative expression level

INT RH RT
Zi438, Domains

B7 BEFMEELET PHRES %14
BRRIEKF
Fig.7 Expression levels of domains of PHRES

under high and low temperature treatments

1.2.4 SHEMaLENERNREETHHm HE
8 A H, FE R ERALBE R | 3 N4 Ay el i A X Kk i 5 T
A RUSEAE A LU AR 4R T, INT S5 H S X 423k
TP NaCl ¥ B (9 35 in 222 5 15 5 B AR 4 i 34, 7
0.2 mol-L™'NaCl Zb ¥ NikE| e K{H ., RH Z5H49 304
PR B AL A S INT 45 #y 3 3k AR — 2, 7F
0.1 mol-L™" NaCl AbFE T, A X} ek m ik 8 i KAH, &2
J B2 Ve B0, HCAH X ik B RRAIR , {H b FHLA 7] 22 57
AR E, RT S5 XT IR EAE 0.1,0.2 mol - L7
NaCl Zb# F 7 52 5T 0. 3 mol - L' NaCl Zb# |

B CK B 0.1 mol'L"' M 0.2mol-L" @ 0.3 mol-L"!

AAXT R AR
Relative expression level

INT RH RT
538, Domains

B8 Sii4IET PHRES &HEIHIRAKTE
Fig.8 Expression levels of domains of PHRES

under high salt treatment

3 itie

PHRES J&— M 5e B 45 1 LTR B 55 76 ok



41 BAT LTR 55 5875 T PHRES B %58 5 1 sl 711

T AU KR i R F 8 GAG AL X PR & H
A% 0o X RT A0 IX RH #.00 X INT 454450 PBS £
WS F A S PPT 525 & 8 R4 POL JEH
PR RT .RH INT #%.0> X (457 B, 30 PHRES J& T
Ty3-gypsy ZHE 5 . PHRES HItE AW E] 4 123. 07 J7
A Sl AR A 700 J7AFE BTG P Tos17 %% sk e
FHIEL , PHRES J&— MR 12 0 5% e 1, % 18 817X
B A S OB DL 4540 131 5¢ %, PHRES 1R ] fig )& — 1~
LA WA TG 1) S SR T

AWEFE & B PHRES () 3 A~ 254 3% (INT . RH F
RT)7E DNA FEALAMEIFA] A 5 | e R AR A s i Ak
PG, HAZ O 25 AR S 2 B0 R [ L i e ik AR pk 136
W] PHRES & — > HAT 7 s i Y LTR % 5 i Jig
T, 7632 B il A8 g e AR L SR KOV B R B AR

5T R, 76— SR A Wy e T 40 d AR L &
ih AR SR, MY RENS I i AT 2% ) ik DA AL
AR EEAS L S DNA H EAL A A8 4620 %
TG R ORI R RS B AR
] S EOKRE P RECE UL BEF mPing R ST (N
T, DNA H AL AR — B g 4 4 T B, vl 3%
T A F 58 s TR BT 5145 & Wl B ke =
(1R ST A A VR 4 B DR 3k | 30 T 3 o il A8 e £ 5 119
SERGIN B 0 S ek FE SE PR R ik A s h R AR
BREADY , BATEREA P ARSI FFEE 24
B R ST B0 E 7 DNA R LAk 25 5% Wi B i 114
WEPEFR IR, e Y R I ONO Ab B K RS 3R R A
DNA, &I HGB 0% 2 17 15 SR R SE R B A — i R
DNA 2 H A0 AR S | [ I AT — S B e~ 1 2 A 3 M
T, UG R F A 3G 5 DNA 25 H 3Rk — 2 iy K
F ., ARWFTER FHAS IR E 1 HR Ak B il 7)) 522 v ik
b3 259 % AP & A= T AR REEE Y DNA 2 H
LS5, PHRES 1) 3 45 H6 3 i AR G 22 3k 2 938
[KIIEREAR DNA H IEALFR BEFT e 250k PHRES [V TE
FEVETEE

TR R y BT FOKOF SRS KA
B, 25 RN A5 S 2 5L 1L DNA AL,
W BEIIE e 6 1 mPing K G FEAK£E Pong™®* . AHF
i, S SRR G, BATZ: 30,5070 Gy 4RGTAbHE
J& PHRES fHXT 33K 5 Y38 i, Ui W] PHRES 1% JAE 1%
PERE W &, HIEH TR &t T s &k T
PHRES DNA H A As 5 SECLAXT Rk A&, b
ARSI AR N, PHRES B X 263504 Fr B I, H
JE R AT i 2 a5 1 s S SO ) A0 R 25 A SR s 1k
TP, R T A A B BRI

R REEYEREE MR EENERZ
— DO ORI R, BT LA T AE IR 42°C SRR
4°CHEFRR ,PHRES 3 ANG5 40 B i A 4 ek e 1
fr Tt , B PHRES 7 = i AL BE T AH X k0 g, U
BB Py S0 A 0T e T TR, A ) A2 B T A
Ja& S RS, AT SR LR N, PR LR B 1k 20
PG PR R A =AY . PHRES W& 5 6
AR AE e, HEA PR EA R MEA
HSP20 ,HSP70 . HSPOO FE P % I 75 4% i ¥ B 1
PHRES WG 252 BT IR A& il S a5, &
L A i I 7 225 ) — 43

T TR /NGE ER I N A B RIS R R, 2
S TR A, 28] T DNA H 3L 816
¥, WA R, AR a 50T TSRk A
JEERE A B A3 He R Y ek ARBIRGE R, BATSE
ATZ0.1.,0.2.0. 3 mol-L™'NaCl 4b#iU 5 , PHRES ' 3
AGERG I ARG 2235 5 BT T LTt R T S
57 e R A B, 5 PHRES S 114 A 52 i
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Identification and Transcription-Pattern Analysis of PHRES
Moso Bamboo LTR Retrotransposon
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Abstract:The LTR retrotransposon is an important component of the plant genome and plays an important role in
biological research as a genetic tool. In order to explore potentially active LTR retrotransposon in Phyllostachys edulis and
analyze the transposition activation mechanism of LTR retrotransposon, a typical LTR retrotransposon sequence from
Phyllostachys edulis genome named PHRES ( Phyllostachys edulis retrotransposon 8) was cloned in this study, its
structural characteristics, insertion characteristics as well as evolutionary relationship were systematically analyzed, and
the transcription level of PHRE8 under DNA methylation inhibitor (5-azacytidine) , irradiation, high temperature, low
temperature and high salt stress was detected by fluorescent quantitative PCR. The results indicate that the PHRES
belongs to the Ty3-gypsy superfamily, has a full length of 5 296 bp with a complete GAG and POL domain and its
insertion time is about 1 230 700 years. PHRES is a theoretically active transposon. Compared with wild seedlings, the
relative expression of PHRES under different non-biotic stress increase. It is speculated that PHRES will stimulate
transcriptional activity under different stress conditions, which may affect the changes of host genome structure and gene
expression patterns to adapt to changes in the external environment. The identification and transcriptional pattern analysis
of PHRES laid the theoretical foundation for further exploration of active transposons in Phyllostachys edulis.

Keywords : LTR retrotransposon, activity, fluorescent quantitative PCR, adversity stress, transcription level





