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Abstract: [Objective] Miniature inverted—repeat transposable elements (MITEs) , some of which are known as active
non-autonomous DNA transposons, can jump by transposases encoded by the autonomous DNA transposons. It has been
reported that the transposition of MITE influences the expression of host’ s genes. In order to study the structural
characteristics and transposition characteristics of MITE, and to analyze the impact of the transposition of MITE on
expression of its near genes in Phyllostachys edulis genome, the Tourist-dike MITE PhTourist] which was homologous with
mPing from rice was chosen to analyze the role of transposons in genome polymorphism formation and gene expression

regulation in P. edulis. [Method ITIR (terminal inverted repeat) and TSD (target site duplication) of PhTourist] were
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identified and the insert preference of PhTourist] was investigated using software of MEGAS. 1, DNAStar and WebLogo 3-
Create. Then the insertion time and distribution of PhTouristl in the P. edulis genome were calculated. PhTourist]
insertion sites in the P. edulis genome were tested by PCR in the 24 seedlings to test their insert polymorphisms. With the
real-time fluorescence quantitative PCR (RTFQ PCR) technique, the expression level of gene downstream PhTouristl -3
was analyzed with PhTourist/ 3 exists or not. [Result ] 30 copies of PhTourist] were discovered. Their TIR
(GGCCAGTCTCAATG) , TSD (TWA) and insert preference sequence ( (C/T) T (C/A) T(T/A) A (G/T) A(A/C))

identified with bioinformatics tools were consistent with previous reports. The insert time of PhTourist] in P. edulis genome
was relatively concentrated. PhTourist] also preferentially inserts near genes. Each of the insertion sites of PhTourist] was
verified correct, while only PhTourisil3 has insert polymorphism among the 30 copies. There was no footprint at the
excision site of PhTourist] 3 which was in cosistence with mPing. The analysis by RTFQ PCR of the expression level of a
downstream gene PH01000402G0860 of PhTourisil 3 revealed an increase by 8. 04 times with the missing of PhTourist] 3
than the existing of PhTourist]-3. [Conclusion] PhTouristl 3, one of the identified PhTourist] homology with mPing in
the study, could jump in the genome of P. edulis. It was the first active Touristdike MITE discovered in P. edulis and had
significant influence on expression of its downstream genes. The results showed that transposons as an important part of P.

edulis genome could participate in the formation of gene polymorphism, regulate the gene expression and involve in the

regulatory of host growth and development.
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% )% - (transposable elements, TEs) &) V2 £ {C
FTEHZEY P K XK LB 5 K DNA B
(Feschotte et al., 2002) , & & i1 McClintock 7F & K
(Zea mays) W % Bl (McClintock, 1951) o %% JE T 4R
P BERLRI P 20 1 VT2 28, 2880 1 4% e+ XY )¢
B S B T (retro-transposons) , LI RNA hy tfy [a] 4%
Ao AR AL - RGN T R Ty 5 R I B R
X Y DNA #: % 7~ (DNA transposons) , il if DNA
() A 0 A7 e e AR BT UD - RS TR B RE U7 5K
(Shirasawa et al, 2012) . AR B 32 % AT
DNA %FJ@ % 53‘ 7'7 E EE %@ % (autonomous
elements) ~IE [ 3= % J# ¥ (non-autonomous elements)
Fitg 7Y B {8 & & %) (miniature inverted repeat
transposable elements, MITEs) 3 28, H T %k T H
B3 T i 0 A e I K ) A B B R AR AR A
B % A S R AR A R R 8O
A% O B0 B e Wt 1) ) 5 AR AR N 8 e e R i
JE T B B0 R W] LA R A B B (Shirasawa et al.
2012) .

MITEs j& — 28K MUHE [ T8 e b dE A 5%
JAE 5 JEL IR e JRE 5 K Dl 100 ~ 800 bp, A i fih % e
W, 45 %5 R i & 7] 55 &2 JF %1 (short terminal inverted
repeat, sTIR) F1 58 f7 &5 B & 7 4 (target site
duplication, TSD) , & A/T & &, £ # 1 (1 000 ~
15 000) » 5y 7 B — 4 45 K » b 4f 47 £ 5 DA 1A 8
P 3 (Kidwell et al, 1997) o #4314 TIR A1 TSD
AN 5] 20 D A i) K06 A2 R D) TP A7 AE B 2 R

Phyllostachys edulis; Tourist-MITE; mPing; transposition; gene expression

Stowaway-ike MITE (2 bp TSD, TA) Al Touristdike
MITE (3 bp TSD, TWA) ¥ K %K K. Stowawaydike
MITE 5 Tcl /mariner #8 5 ji& # % 7 £F TIR F1 TSD
o E YR IR &, Stowawaydike MITE #E Tel/
mariner 8 i B 5 ¥ R T G 65 1 B AR i AL R AT
Pl % 4k #% 8 (Feschotte et al., 2000) ; Touristdike
MITE Y PIF/Harbinger 8 5% J%4E TIR F1 TSD I 1] [A]
J5ME AR &5, Touristdike MITE {f PIF/Harbinger ¥ %
JB BB JRE T G R A R T LR TR R A e e
(Yang et al., 2007) -

51 ANPAE W A N MR MITE 2 mPing , mPing
KIR T KK (Oryza sativa) 3K 41 (Jiang et al., 2003 ;
Kikuchi et al., 2003; Nakazaki et al, 2003), J& T
Tourist-dike MITE, H. K ¥4 430 bp, A 15 bp ) TIR
(GGCCAGTCACAATGG) 3 bp fy TSD (TTA &
TAA) o mPing ffi I 1 75 DA B 30 =5 B X1 P9 35 (Naito
et al., 2009) , £ /K TG AL B 7+ (Arabidopsis thaliana)
A N D 47 81 5 YTMTWAKAR (Yang et al.
2007 ; Naito et al., 2006) » mPing {F % [ 4 () Bk
PRIEFAT 2 AN PE: 1) AR b B B R L 3, 49 A
M B 3K R 41 B JRE B, 99% I U0 BR b RS W D) BR
(Hancock et al., 2010) , 7& 48, B FF 5t K 41 %5 8 1
82% V) KR A KE 1 VI % (Yang et al., 2007) ; 2) fdf
N M 3 HoAS 4 78 5O R R P Ak A7 Y I
(Hancock et al., 2011) o X S6485 14l mPing 15 H
KRR 25T AR F W W) Ae/Ds R GERT Tnl,
ST N T K& (Glycine max) ~ 7K 15 %5 K 41 ) fig
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WA BTG P S B BT PhTourist] () U FE 5 5 A 129

FLIH 1 % 52 5 4 M1 (Hancock et al., 2011) .

EAT (Phyllostachys edulis) 5 8 4EAT, & T H &
TE O AE B v B AT R o 4 AT AR B 2/3 Lk
(VLR E, 2002) , HAE 4% (Bl 4, 2010) . &
7 R ST A A, G DR 2 R 1] e T s A R e
Hh [ bR O R 2% 0 5T BE bR O BF T BT AR LR 2 T
2013 4 2 FH A Aii (Peng et al., 2013) .

AW G A © A mPing (%5 55 AE B AT 5
b G5 mPing AV ) Touristdike MITE, % 45 4>
Bt 7% KB Tourist-like MITE [ &5 145 11 M AE 5 A
AP IR 4 N R PR BE TSI B AT A KR B R
) 2 A 1 100 o RORS A 3 B RT3k = 2 1R S 1

1 #MH5HZE

L1 dRHS s prin 24 sRBrrsebwit)
R)NFE— BRI A BT R 7 57, TR = PR K
WS A 1,2,3, 0,240 BUAK 3 A H I HE
AAE IR -

JIT FH 5 B 2 A4 B K W A B (Escherichia coli)

DH50, J A 52 3 % R £F o DNeasy Plant Mini Kit I
RNeasy Mini Kit Jlj [ QIAGEN, 7% [ #% {4 pMD18-T,
Ex Taq Polymerase, Prime Script™ RT Master Mix Al
SYBR® Premix Ex Taq II (Tli RNaseH Plus) ¥l [
Takara.
1.2 R 1) BTEREAF mPingdike MITE
(245 5 M G5 R Rp AL 0 M AR K R mPing 1) TSD
F TIR 4% 5% F¢ %1l (TA/TggccagtcacaatggA) (Jiang et
al., 2003) , F] FH transpo ¥ A (Santiago et al., 2002) ,
75 TIR F 41 b SRVFERCORE 2 2 A, KR H b5 7 51
K B E O 100 ~ 800 bp, At 2 BRIA 250 42 BAT
SR kR Y mPing £ TIR, TSD J 41 L 7] 5 1k
= ) MITE .

FH MEGAS5. 1 +f MUSCLE #% % # ff] neighbor
joining BLE 4 ¥ 15 B 1) mPingdike MITE J3 31| 2 [d]
B TR 5 o HG b i 52 4 — B e A1 4 o — 2K, 3
17 28, &Kk 1 438 17 & A mPing — 2
DNAStar % {1 9 47 [7] Y5 Lo xS, 7] i 15 2 mPingike
MITE #)— Uy %1

MR 5 75 21 1Y) mPing-ike MITE £ & 17 scafold
[ B X 28 mPingike MITE [ 95 1 01 32 /5 51 »
F A MEGA5.1 # MUSCLE 72 & # ] neighbor
joining 513k 73 A Ho TSD &) Y P K 4l A i 4 5
WebLogo 3-Create £ & # £} (htp: // weblogo.
threeplusone. com/create. cgi) /£ &

2) mPing-ike MITE [ AW E 2347 76 1)

457 mPingdike MITE [] — 3% %1, 1| Clustal W
XA A A A — BUR A1) BE AT B, SR A A
Kimura2 Z $ORE M U1 SR il 03 B — 30 41 22 18] 1
R RS B0 (k) AR A T = k7 (2r) TS AEA
mPing-like MITE ] i A I [A), 20, r o 4% 17 R & 4F
AL AU B % (1,56 x 10 ™%, Han et al., 2010) .

3) mPingdike MITE % J& 3% ¥E 20 A R ¥
mPing-ike MITE ] 3 3 51 73 51 B¢ v+ 514, LLSG UE
X 4 mPing-ike MITE 753 K 41 v (¥ 07 5 (51415 &
WE D), RNAAEZRIM T 0.2 pL Ex Taq Polymerase
(5U+uL™"),0.8 wL primer5 (10 pmol*L™"),0.8
pL primer3 (10 wmol * L™'), 2 uL 10 x Ex Taq
Buffer,1.6 L dNTP mix (2.5 mmol*L™"), 100 ng
DNA, i JE K #h 55 20 who e 46 A 0 TRAZ 1
94 °C 5 min; 4L 94 °C 30 s, i K 50 C 30 s (fR 4
51 A 1 IR KR ) S SEAR 72 C 30 5,35 A
¥ ;72 C 2 min,4 °C 10 min.

PCR 7 ) 35 g Bl vl ko, 310 o] e, 3% 45 21
pMD18-T # Ak 1% -

4) mPing-ike MITE "N 5 K 3 1% “F B 23 #7
6 KL R o ) — A7 0 2 SR G 0 b B R R Bk
RI 6, 11,15 SAHPRAN 2 5 Ge (i BB 5 A a2k 1
8,13, 20 ‘SAE KK (B I 1 D 44 KL 23 53 $2 BUIE RNA,
S ¥ 3 ik cDNA, i@ i %¢ )¢ € 8 PCR (real+ime
fluorescence quantitative PCR, RTFQ PCR) Z» fF H F
Ui B TR 1K) 20k A2 B O A2 2R B R e A48 U W1 45
EIEZAEPSYIE S

2 HRESH

2.1 mPingdike MITE §J %% i i transpo 15 3
30 4~ mPing-ike MITEs, [m] J5 Lt % & I 3L AR AL FE
1% 99% » AT AR & ATk A T W — AN, kol
PhTourist] » 5 — %< 4> 3 fir %4 &3 PhTourist] # (#:1 —
30) »

e P4 5¢ 4 — 8L PhTouristl 5y 4 — 38, 36 17
KGR 1 4,17 4755 mPing [5] Y5 b Xt
45 R W ox PhTouwrist] 1 A7 3L A 1) 7 41 A
GGCCAGTCTCAATG ] 14 bp ) TIR, Lt mPing H)
TIR (GGCCAGTCACAATGG) /> 1 bp, H N A 1 4
Bl 4L () AN [7] » PhTouristl Jy T, mPing & A. 17 47
G5 mPing MILLIEAfEAE 3 AL B B 00 B Ok, H 4
A7 E B EE X &I PhTourist] 5 mPing 15 57 ¥ B [5) Y5
P T 37 g, o B AH AL B AE 68% ~ 69% X 1]
(K1)
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Tab.1 The sequences of primers

514 % B

Name of primer

14 51

Sequence of primer (5°—37)

514 % B

Name of primer

BlEZ gl

Sequence of primer (5 —3")

PhTourist1 45" AGGTCAAAGGCAGCGGCTAA
PhTourist1 43" AACTATCTCCCGCCGTCCC
PhTourist] 25" GCTTACGCTTCGGGTTGC

PhTourist] 23" TTGGTGGCGATGGATACG

PhTourist] 35" CAATGTTCTGTCTTTGGCTGAG
PhTourist] 33" CGCTGTTCGTCCGTCAAG
PhTourist] 4-5° TTTTCAGAATAAAGGGAGTC
PhTourist] 43" AATACATTGAGCCCGATA
PhTourist] 55" ATTTATTAGGGTGCTACATCAG
PhTouristl 53" AAGTTTCATCTCCCAGTTT
PhTourist] 65" TATCTGTGCTCCCTTTGC
PhTourist] 63" AATGCCGTGGTCGCTCTT
PhTouristl 7-5 " TTCATCACAGCACCATAC
PhTourist] 73" GATAGCCAGTTCTTGTCC

PhTourist] 85" TTATTAGGGTGCTACATCA

PhTourist1 83" AAGTTTCATCTCCCAGTT
PhTourist] 95" TTATTAGGGTGCTACATCA
PhTourist1 93" AAGTTTCATCTCCCAGTT

PhTourist1 405" AGGTCCTTGTGCCTCCGTAA

PhTourist1 403" TTGCCACGCCTCCACCAT
PhTourist] 415" GTGATTGGAGAATAGGGATG
PhTourist1 413" TTCCACCTTCAACTTACTCTTA

PhTourist] 425" GTCTCAATGGAGGTTTCA

PhTourist] 423" GGAGTTGGGTTGCGTTAG
PhTourist1 435" CGACTCAACAACCCGTAT
PhTourist1 433" TTCATCTCCCAGTTTCCA
PhTouristl 445" AAAACAAAGTCGGACAAGA
PhTourist1 443" ATCGCTATGTTTGGAAGGAA
PhTourist] 455" AAAAGAAGGGACGGGAGA

PhTourist1 453" TTAGTGCTTGCCTGGTGT

PhTourist1 46-5" TTGGATAGCGATAAGCAG

PhTourist1 463" GACGCATAGCAGTAGGTGAT

PhTourist1 47-5" TTATTAGGGTGCTACATCA
PhTourist1 473" AGTTTCATCTCCCAGTTT
PhTourist] 485" ATCTCGCCATTCACCTCG

PhTourist] 183" GTGCGTAGTTCCTTCCTG

PhTourist1 495" TGCTGCGAAACGCCAAGA
PhTourist1 493" TTATTAGGGTGCTACATCA
PhTourist1 205" AGGATAGATTGCGGTGTT
PhTourist1 203" GCAGAATAAAGGCACAAC
PhTourist] 215" TTTACAGGAGACGGAGCAA
PhTourist1 213" TCGGGTTCTTCAAGGACAAG
PhTourist] 225" GTTTCATCTCCCAGTTTC
PhTourist1 223" TTATTAGGGTGCTACATCA
PhTourist1 235" AAGTCATGCCACGTAAAT
PhTourist] 233" GCCCGATCTAGCAGTATG

PhTourist] 245" GTTTCATCTCCCAGTTTCC

PhTourist]1 243" TTTATTAGGGTGCTACATCA
PhTourist] 255" TCTGAGCCAGTTCTTTAC
PhTourist]1 253" TTCATCACAGCACCATAC
PhTourist] 265" GTTTCATCTCCCAGTTTC
PhTourist] 263" AATAATCACCGCCATCTA
PhTourist]1 27-5" ACTCAAATCTCCTCGTCG
PhTourist] 273" TTATTAGGGTGCTACATCA

PhTourist] 285" GATTCGGTGTCGTAACTC

PhTourist]1 283" ATGCGATGTGAATAGTAAAG
PhTourist] 295" AGACGCATAGCAGTAGGT

PhTourist] 293" GGATTGGATAGCGATAAG

PhTourist] 30-5" CAATGGGTATTTGACAGC
PhTourist] 303" TCTCCTTTCCGACAACTA
PhTourist] 32-5 * TCCACGAAGACGAAAGCC

PhTourist] 323 CGAGCAAGGTGACGATGT

PheUBC18 4 ** CTCCTCGTCTCCTTCCCGAA

PheUBC18-R ** GTCCGTTGCTGTAAATGTGTGG

D“* 7 H B iiF 47 5 mPingike MITE ({4788 5145 “ %k 7Jy RTFQ PCR 43 #7 PhTourist] 3 F i 2= R K5 FEREMIBIHE  “ % Ny RTFQ
PCR N 3L K UBCI8 (iz % 45 A i 5= X)) 514« One asterisk indicates the primers for amplification of all mPing-dike MITEs in Phyllostachys
edulis genome; Two asterisks indicate the primers for RTFQ PCR of the gene downstream PhTourist] 3; Three asterisks indicate the primers for RTFQ

PCR of the reference gene UBCI8 (ubiquitinconjugating enzyme 18) .
2 MEGAS. 1 70715 2 1) 45 3R 3% B PhTourist]
) TSD 24 TWA,9 bp M4 A &f 77 51 LA 2, 4
(C/T)T(C/A)T(T/A)A(G/T) A(A/C) (K 2) .
2.2 PhTourist] £ BT 3 K 41 b (149 48 A\ 0 18] 5 23 A
NI )R v 55 45 5 (3% 2) 278 PhTourist] [1) 46 N\
1) L A b, 14 AN AE 19 JT 4R T8 N, 10 AN 7E 10
JIERTHRAN2 NN R AEAE NG T 26 J74EHT .4 N

ST SN, B S AN

C A R IE R W, mPing T 17 148 A\ Jk DA MY 3
(Natio et al., 2009) . 43 ¥71 30 4 PhTouristl 7E AT
Fe A 41 scafold 5 FE KM E X, BBH 6 1
PhTourist] 7L ¥ T 7T 3 B 4 scafold K J, ¥ ik 3K
5 B 3 B PR A B A R AR B 24 A PhTourist]
17% PhTourist] fii T PR 253K TN E 2 kb y5 Hl N,
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A BT BG5S 8 T PhTourist] 1 58 B 5 43 131

21% fir. T~ B B L KB R 4 kb e A, 8% i Tk

BN T (&3) .

Najority GGCCAGTCTCAATAGAGG TTTCATGGGG6TGTCATOCACATTTATTAGGGTGCTACATCAGCAAAAGAGAATCTTTGCATG ARACTAGGAGGAGAG AGAAGGAGAAAG
oPing  |eeeee... LN It SR 4 ¥ RO A....GTAAGAC.G.AT.....AT..T.A.......... T66...Teueenenen. LG.. 109
PhTouristl-3 . 109
PhTouristl-4 109
PhTouristl-{ 109
PhTouristl-12|. 109
PhTouristl-13[... 109
PhTouristl-16 ... 109
PhTouristl-17|... 108
PhTouristl—27 ... 109
PhTouristl=9 |... 109
PhTouristl-10[. .. 109
PhTouristl-$ |... 109
PhTouristl-20|. .. 109
PhTouristl-14|... 109
PhTouristl-1 109
PhTouristl-5 |... 109
PhTouristl-24|. .. 109
PhTouristl-28 109
Hajority TTTCATGGGCATGAACTTATCAGCGTTGTTTCCARAACGTTGOTAATCG TG TG AMACTCCCATTGAGGACTCAAT TOGTTTCAT ~—mmmmmmmmmmmm e mm o=

wPing ... CCL.G....... Cooonnn. s GT.C.C....ChA . ..... Cootbunnnen G, TCACCGGATCTCTTECETCC6CCT 216
PhTouristl-3 o S o . 134
PhTouristl-4 194
PhTouristl-7 194
PhTouristl-12 . 194
PhTouristl-13 . 194
PhTouristl-16 . 194
PhTouristl-17 . 193
PhTouristl-27 . 194
PhTouristl-9 . 194
PhTouristl-10 . 194
PhTourist1-6 194
PhTourist1-20 . 194
PhTouristl-14 . 194
PhTouristl-1 194
PhTouristl-5 194
PhTouristl-24 . 194
PhTourist1-28 194
Najority ACAGCACCATATT—AARATGTGATTGGGCAGATORGACCCA-COANTACTARAATARGCTATGARACCGTGCARTG

Ping COGCCGTCOGACCTOCGCATTCTCCCG, 6. C. . G. . GG, T. TTGGGT. C. A, ... CCCA. .. AC. T.T.T.A. TTA. . . G.. TTGC. T. . TCT. . 6. . A, . = . A. 324
PhTouristl-3 : i, . . 270
PhTouristl-4 270
PhTouristl- 270
PhTouristl-12 270
PhTouristl-13 270
PhTouristl-16 270
PhTouristl-17 269
PhTouristl-27 270
PhTouristl-9 270
PhTourist1-10 270
PhTouristl-6 270
PhTouristl-20 270
PhTouristl-14 270
PhTouristl-1 270
PhTouristl-5 270
PhTouristl-24 270
PhTourist1-28 270
Najority AAACTTACATTGAGAGAGAGCCCTGTTTCATATCAARATTTCACG TG~ TTGGAACTOGAGATGAAACTTGOEATTGAGACTGGCK

Ping TG. AACC. C. CC. CT. T.G.GAT. ........ “A.Cree. TT. . AGACARGATGGTATAATATTT. G. . T.C. C. T.CA....C. ACL . T 430
PhTouristl-3 o I 357
PhTouristl—4 356
PhTouristl-T ... T 357
PhTouristl-12 ... 356
PhTouristl-13 ... T 357
PhTouristl-16 ... 356
PhTouristl-17 ... 355
PhTouristl-27 ... 356
PhTouristl-9 ... 356
PhTouristl-10 ... 356
PhTouristl—§ ... 356
PhTouristl=20 ... 356
PhTouristl-14 ... 356
PhTouristl-1 356
PhTouristl-5 356
PhTouristl-24 . 356
PhTouristl—28 ... 356

1 PhTourist] 5 mPing ¢ % [7) Y5 Lt Xt 45 5

Fig. 1 Sequence homologous alignment result between PhTourist] and mPing

HAMERRIC ) TIR. TIR is boxed in black.

20p

5
WAL Bases

4§ Bits

2 PhTourist] i N I 7> %1

Fig.2 Preference insertion sequence of PhTourist]

2.3 PhTourist] [1%eME%E TE A1 X 24 MREBAT 924
B 30 A PhTourist] [ 47 mi3EAT PCR 564 JF il
7 49 B 1 25 2R W OR % A7 5K PhTowrist] J AN 3
FEH IR AR T 1 B AT B R 7 41— 3. {3 30 A4
AT 29 A7 AR 24 BRBAT A H IR A T B R
WMAHN, LZ2E&M%. R PhTourist] 3 2 I 4H A
ZATE 24 BEscAET T 12 BRFR LA PhTourist] 3 1F
1 0] [] Y5 Bt A B ARG 2%, BT o LU 8 50% 5 6 #Rk
Lok 1 &9tk b PhTourist] 3 5% 84, IR Y8 4% o 44
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SR B AL PhTourist] 3 82k, BT v LB 24 25% ;
Pl 4% 6 BRI N PhTourist] 3 7 1 % [H] Y 4 (0 44 #
TR B i el ok 25% (K 3) .

{1 e JRE A 3285 K L PhTourist] 3 (¥ V) Bk 2 3 K5 i V)

4 M1 PhTourist] 3

®2 ENEEBAS 30 A PhTourist] §iH N [E]

B B B 5 g DI BRSNS 1 bp TSD (18 4) .

Tab.2 Insertion time of thirty PhTouristl in the Phyllostachys edulis genome
T IR 4 K P 37 N\ I [ W R K7 47 A I [
PhTourist] 4D The leve}l of In‘sertion PhTourist] 4D The leveil of InAsertion
nucleotide time/a nucleotide time/a
substitutions (k) (1) substitutions (k) (1)
PhTourist] 4 0. 006 192 307.7 PhTourist]1 46 0. 006 192 307.7
PhTourist] 2 0.003 96 153.85 || PhTourist147 0 0
PhTourist] 3 0.003 96 153.85 || PhTourist1 48 0.003 96 153. 85
PhTourist] 4 0. 006 192 307.7 PhTourist] 49 0. 003 96 153.85
PhTourist] 5 0. 006 192 307.7 PhTourist] 20 0.003 96 153. 85
PhTourist] -6 0. 006 192 307.7 PhTourist] 21 0. 006 192 307.7
PhTourist] 7 0 0 PhTourist] 22 0 0
PhTourist] -8 0. 006 192 307.7 PhTourist] 23 0.003 96 153. 85
PhTourist] 9 0. 008 256 410.3 PhTourist] 24 0. 006 192 307.7
PhTourist] 40 0. 008 256 410.3 PhTourist] 25 0. 006 192 307.7
PhTouristl -1 0. 003 96 153.85 PhTourist] 26 0. 006 192 307.7
PhTourist]1 42 0. 006 192 307.7 PhTourist]1 27 0. 006 192 307.7
PhTourist]1 43 0.003 96 153.85 || PhTourist] 28 0.003 96 153. 85
PhTourist] 44 0. 006 192 307.7 PhTourist] 29 0.003 96 153. 85
PhTourist] 45 0 0 PhTourist] 30 0. 006 192 307.7

%3 30 A PhTourist]l FEMEREAFHNH

Tab.3 Distribution of thirty PhTouristl in the

Phyllostachys edulis genome

2.4  PhTourist] X N3N K AEEFER MW

PhTourist1 4D P50 %@fWE
No. of gene Location of transposon

PhTourist] 4 PH01000072G1310 57270
PhTourist] 48 PHO1000116G0910 3461
PhTourist1 49 PHO1000199G0530 576897
PhTourist] 2 PHO01000399G0080 5-408
PhTourist] 3 PHO01000402G0860 5°4585
PhTourist] 20 PHO1000581G0780 579750
PhTourist] 4 PH01000624 G0480 540298
PhTourist] -5 PHO1000651G0650 3°424522
PhTourist] 21 PHO01000702G0290 3°46913
PhTourist] 6 PHO1000718G0720 5-41406
PhTourist] 22 PHO01001014G0590 intron
PhTourist] 7 PH01001095G0560 intron
PhTouristl 23 PHO1001137G0480 548475
PhTourist] -8 PHO1001156G0580 3-3144
PhTourist1 9 PHO01001294G0310 5:42229
PhTourist] 24 PH01001328 G0500 5725271
PhTourist]1 40 PHO1001372G0040 52051
PhTourist] 1 PHO1001631G0390 342837
PhTourist] 42 PHO1001754G0170 335277
PhTourist] -3 PH01002468 GOO70 5°53137
PhTourist] 25 PH01003283G0220 32119
PhTourist] 26 PH01003283G0220 3:2622
PhTourist] 44 PHO01003574G0160 5:2198
PhTourist] 45 not find not find
PhTourist] 27 not find not find
PhTourist] 28 not find not find
PhTourist] 29 not find not find
PhTourist1 46 not find not find
PhTourist1 47 not find not find
PhTourist] 30 PH01005567G0040 547835

PhTourist] 3 i A A7 £ A7 T PHO1000402G0860 J [4]
37 1 585 bp &b, Xt PhTourist] 3 4 A AV 5 % 7
Ve, 43 W7 T PhTourist] 3 4775 5 75 % F Wi 5 M % 34
FEMF . RTFQ PCR 145 R B /R, PhTourist] 3
B 2 J5 N e TR A A A R B R TSP 3 1 i T
8.04 fi5 (Kl 5) -

3 ZwhHihie

ABFFAI A transpo FAF 3L -4k £ 30 4~ mPing-
like MITEs, [ ¥ Lt %F 2 J5 #f & e AT 98 A 1 3t 7 41
g, G — 1ty %4 N PhTourist] , %7 H TIR.TSD . 4fi A7 5
Iag Mﬁﬁ%ﬁ NI ) F 5 A BEAT T R G o

PhTouristl ff] TIR 5 mPing (f] TIR (GGCCAGTC
ACAATGG) HE A — 5,  GGCCAGTCACAATG, TIR
B G/IC & &N 57.1%; 9 bp W i 4 1 511 4
YTMTWAKAR ; %A% PR 1) PhTourist] 3 A i L, %
BT A B e BB 38 B 1 bp TSD. X 28 8 3%
B PhTourist] E. £ T Touristdike MITE [f) B 7 4 /5

B4F 30 4 PhTourist] 76K Y5 T [6 — BEA 1) 24
PR BT S AR R D A b R A A7 S RILE N 23S
PEARAR, AT PhTourist] 3 A7 A4 N 2 &5 1%, 15 75%
SEAH P PhTourist] 3 K& AE T ¥, NI i&E & T %
7 RAE 24 R A M EERA P MmN Z St &fF
RIERW] > mPing £E MR JJAE R R 2 R A R
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1 2 3 4 5 [ 7 8 9 10 11" 12 13 14 155 16 ™M 17 18 19 20" 21 22 23 24

SS—3800 bp

400 bp

K3 24 RRBAT A A M S A o PhTourist] 3 PCR Bk 45 R
Fig.3  PCR result of PhTourist] 3 in genomes of 24 Phyllostachys edulis half-sib seedlings
PCR ") K J5 2> F 400 bp (K478 PhTourist] 3 % &, 1K L AE 800 bp /A7 (4 R PhTourist] 3 BAEI%ALE “* "HR UK
73 RTFQ PCR ATk «
The PCR products less than 400 bp reveal the transposition of PhTourist] 3. The PCR products about 800 bp reveal that PhTourist] 3

still existed at this genomic location. The seedlings whose ¢cDNA used in RTFQ PCR are marked by the asterisk.

Species/Abbrv
1. PhTouriscS flank

2. PhTouristS foot

4 PhTourist] 3 %% Jg & 8
Fig.4 Transposition footprint of PhTourist] 3
M HEFR B K A PhTourist] 3 f1f7 & - Black box marked the location of PhTourist] 3.

2.50
= 2.00
1.50
1.00

0.50

0.00 L !
6 8 11 13 15 20

FEf Sample

Fx AR
Relative expression

5 PhTourist] 3 F i3 X RTFQ PCR 45 %
Fig.5 Result of RTFQ PCR of the gene downstream PhTourist]1 3

YT R K R S 4 B 2R R AT 9 94k (Jiang et al.,
2003 ; Nakazaki et al., 2003 ; Naito et al., 2006 ; Lin et
al., 2006) ;T AR 5 (¥ 24 B 5 28 O T A1 A 1Y
RSN B IR, HE AR KO R b 2 B 8 AR s )
HAT— 31k, Rt PhTourist] 3 1 %% JE 1] BE AN &
TANER I AE T SR I e A R E 78 mPing ()%
JAE A A R IR A E B B MBI AR I S 3 o 0 e
JRE <A W A 2, (E L B ) B R R A A AR D
(Hancock et al., 2011) ; % F& 31|47 5242 1 09 R G &
BB AT K 5 PhTourist] 3 1] 76 Fl 1 H % 1 Fi v
BT B R N T 8 PhTourist] 3 1) i N 2 251k
ARG 24 BRI A A BEAS, REACEE A L —
B0 AR PRk Ak 25 SR 98 AN g A 78 T G VE A e L AL AR 3
DAL A SC R A TE b ) 2% A8 23 AT mPing e M5 % )
(Yasuda et al, 2012) , 23 ¥t PhTourist] 3 11 %% g 5 A]
BE A& HI T SCASR AN A 51

RTFQ PCR i& % W PhTourist] 3 )i Kk xf 5 F
T F PHO01000402G0860 % iXx & f W 3 5 MW,

PH01000402G0860 ] 3% ik & fE PhTourist] 3 &% 5
Lok K BTG 1 8. 04 % JKFEH 5§ mPing 4
NS W AR B W7k > mPing $fi A6 55 PR B 3T 2 A 98 25 3
il 12 K DR P s 36 22 B R i DR U AT 5% i (Naito er
al, 2009) » {5 mPing {55 K _E i i 2 1 DX A0 4 A
23 5% 0 5 AR P e A A0 e A Y oo 2 1) AH LA
(Yasuda et al., 2013) o AR F PhTourist] 3 11 %%
JA AT 9 i DA 2k 1 0 s W) e 5 IR 2 PhTourist] 3
) A7 A5 A G B 3T 1) 1 e A A 7 30K A T AR A
49 1 7 PHO1000402G0860 T[] & ik, PhTourist] 3
B g RS OJT . X Mol R W R T, AW
PHO01000402G0860 [t ik = 1 B . PhTourist] 3%%
JAE R Vi DR 2 (1 R 2 AL A A 0k B T .
AW TN E B 2R mPing v FE [R5 ) e e
f PhTourist] , A1 & 77 H X 41 vh ] LU ST e A4
P R AE TR R AR GE R T R R . X ME 4
W] A b B ke D] 2H T A S 0 e e T
DLl d B 5 % e 2 518 A A 2 B M8 i R
W BRI, S BT EKKE I

2 % x #
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