e E 40 i 2B Y022 24 Chinese Journal of Cell Biology 2016, 38(1): 110-122 DOI: 10.11844/cjcb.2016.01.0282

ITm5E L5 BT K LA e 0 A

BEF HER FRK

(WA PR OR 22 30 el ARG 77 [ 2 B S0 5 7 B, I %2 311300)
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A R B/~ R R (Asp-Asp-Asp/Glu, DDD/E)E 45 #13% . Linker. 4% % 421z 5 (nuclear localization
sequence, NLS)Z K 3% K 6 & & /5 7! (terminal inverted repeats, TIRs)#9 5 7| 4 4E. 4R KA, A
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ITm Active Transposons and Analysis of Its Structural Characteristics

Pan Chunfang, Tang Dingqin, Zhou Mingbing*
(The Nurturing Station for the State Key Laboratory of Subtropical Sil-viculture, Zhejiang A & F University, Lin’an 311300, China)

Abstract The I/Tm transposons superfamily is one of the most widespread transposons in eukaryotic
organisms among DNA transposons. They jump in the host genome by the “cut-and-paste” mechanism via a DNA
intermediate, which results in recombination and mutation of host genome. More and more /7m transposons have
been developed to the genetics tool for gene cloning, gene expression and functional analysis. We comprehensively
investigated characteristics of the active /7m transposons, including their structures, copy numbers, distributions
and transposition characteristics. The features of HTH (helix-turn-helix) domain, DDD/E (Asp-Asp-Asp/Glu)
catalytic domain, Linker, the NLS (nuclear localization sequence) and the TIRs (terminal inverted repeats) sequence
were characterized. The results show that only the /7m transposons which have complete transposase structure and
TIRs sequence could independent transpose in the host genome. The modifications of above mentioned domains
of transposases and TIRs sequence would regulate the activity of transposons. This study would lay the foundation
not only for the identification and functional analysis of /7m transposons, but also for artificial regulation of
transposition activity of these elements.
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# J& 7 (transposable elements, TEs) X #x B ik
Al ¥-, AR 1EAE 40 M BE A A — 2% G AR i — A~
B RUERE B 7 — AL, B A — SR e iR i i 3
B &G EAR EIDNAF AN, B Ty
— & RE 0 M A B G AR I — A7 AU (3 J82) 31
— AL R, 5] AR A R DR A B TR Y A RN AR
I A=) 2 A6 AL A 22, RIDNAK 1, 157§
BT UKL G4 FE ML S B £ AR ) 3k R 4
KEYHHEI, &—RBRER", PIRNAK JET,
TG SR AL T

Tel-Mariner i 78 1% & HA% A2 55 R 41 o o3 A
)2 FIDNAL 1 52—, Mo IR e TR
PRI RS R AR A B R0 TR & E A
AR - — R Tel-like¥s FET-, Tel el &
ERGIRRE M2 AV — DN EHE 75 K, W
& 2 HU L DR AH i IR S 8 [DNARS 18, 5Tel
HL A ML &5 M (1) %% B T G Bk R Te 155 B T-(Te I -like
elements, TLEs); & JSmariner% & ¥, marinerf 5
FEAERTE 5T B LI JE WV R W (Drosophila mauristiana)
AR 22 (R (1) — AN AT AR I R IS, e, AE HA
Yo 55 e BIIX — R B B 1 AEAE, FF HE A
HA R PE I, T R iX S8 P TC A FR Ny Femariner
¥ )% “F(mariner-like elements, MLEs), T8 ¥R NMLE%%
HEF; =& Pogo-like’% )4 ¥, Pogo’% ¥~ 2 (T R JIE R
W (Drosophila melanogaster)+ KB, I /5 RIS
HL A AL B a5~ 359 N e Pogo’f I ~1-(Pogo-like
elements), ULemil'®. Tigger"%% . 2 J5i, Shao%5 ¥ I,
TLEsFMLEsHIK |5 4 B FIIS6 30K 4, TAlitL, ke 2K
AL T IS630FN AL JF A% A= W) A 2 H rh 1) R Y
4, 8t 24 NITm(1S630-Tcl -mariner)i# 5 Jk . Rl I,
TTmil 50 32 S 55K B B AZ AN A% 5= R 41 (1) DU 2R
WK RIEBE, BL¥ETel-like% BET-(TLEs) marinerft
Jif-(MLEs) Pogo-like'#% Ji& ¥ F11S630, SLA F B}
Wk B BAZ R A P ET = A5 .

1 ITmEMEEEEF

FEENR ) Ferh, BOR B %08 A 2 1T i1
WIAFEAE, (HY R 5 BE T H b7 BAE Rk
KILG, PITAHA ¥ BETEPEP), Feschotte S Ml i
XK FE A LR 2H 4, 3558 5 34 A Rl mariner
FEPET, 27 MR R TG B B
TS RAR . FRYE SCHRROE, B AT/ 7R FIE MEI Tmig 1

AR IR, WNTLEsHh ) Tel Te3 SB(Sleeping
Beauty). FP(Frog Prince)%s; MLEs H 1] Mos1 .
Himarl. Hsmarl. Hsmar2. Famarl. Osmar5%%,
Pogo-like H 1) Pogo. Lemil. Tiggerl % . X% 1Tm
e Y- ARG AHEE, 2 A RAT AR £3 °E
%l|(terminal inverted repeats, TTRs)A A [&] i) - 55 58] 132
HE(open reading frame, ORF). (1)TIRs/F %1+ & —f%
N10~40 bp, HA2NE AR E Il (2)ORF/F 4
K —M N1 000~1 500 bp, &1 4wi LA DNALE &
G35 K SR A 25 M) B R 2 e Bl Y R TR o R N i
IDNASS & 45 1 48 A7 1~2 N HTHSS #4318, 6848 13
TIRS™; 4k 46 kg 35 B % &5 5 fhE AL B o0 5 1) — 4 B
BS Mg EMn, AL 45 14 35 41 STDNA ) BY )R8
& [N DNA S & S5 K 5 (A S5 0 2 T A 14
Linker45 1), 47 51 1 15 % e il 5 W) 45 441 (2 5 e
fig b, IO 1> 5DNAGE & S5 W I 7 ES ) — 70
5 43 A% 5E (245 5 (nuclear localization sequence,
NLS)"™, ‘& e 5 AL EAR M AR, A5 3 fly e 1
peapri i1l
1.1 TLESEM4#REF

TLE%G -1 B LR FEALE R A1, FE2 N HTHZ [H]
AT TLER RS 5 DNASS 75 [ B ) 2EGRPR
ZERU) Couity— M LA “DD34E AL 25438 TLEF:
JoEF ATl R P R R i %, o3 A ) ) — K09,
TR T M, Rl &, B ARG
RS, BIRZTLER- B TEFEEE LB
Kl DLOA AW F LA A Joa 1 T IR
I, WISB. Minos<5. 24X, TLE¥S /i1 th A7 £
RARIE L BT, InTel s Impala®s .,
1.1.1 SB  SBEFRFE T, £&— M AN LI
MITLER JEF . 19974, TviesZ5U3E T F B R 4
KA, FIHAYE 50T B, MAAE T
BRI — AN B RIE M TLERS e R GE 34T 7 40 1K
SR, MR O S M . SBAE AL KU R T
HHTA, WIATA TAT AT. 75/ &R AEFE 41 il 7 SB
FNANL S AEAR B AR AL 5513 MbYE A, AN
TEAH AL 55 75 B N5~15 Mb, A7 S AR I R 0T BE 2
TLEsH)—/>E R e,

SBREAE K Z BUR MEBh Wy b A A e g, HOLHE
Jo ik AR AR T4 A2 R R I RS #0%E BE H 1(high
mobility group box 1 protein, HMGB1):& 52 M SB¥ i
(e PR 2 — PO, B i e AR DNA R 25 46 ok 1 %
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DNAK | B 41T R, SBEE PRSI (£ HMGBIFE A ik
B BC) /0N B L Rl B, T B A B /S B 4 o
Tk R e, 5 AR HZRBIEA FHLL-SB
A7 BV 5 -4 IBANF 1 (barrier to autointegration
factor 1) FIPY, 2 5SBi% Jik iy 32 18 S 4t 7 3% 1)
HMG2L1 5 AL S48 ESBY )i fa B U1 2UTKu70.
DNA-PKesS5 . AN [FME SR 70 B2 A48 B AL A [,
FH G 2B () R B AN TE AR AP, YusaZ5 %) SB ) 8
HEATCpGH 24k A H1 R 38 98 L A AU 3R . fE/NRRLAL
1 I 4 AR P9 A () 35 DR ST e b ad it e e fR ELZH N
CpGH =44 5 ECpG I B AL 19SB, CpG L4k [11SB:
JE R 2 /D AR CpG AL I 100f% . [, CpGHIJE
A1 BB 1 AR B Jo2 B DRI 20 B e I Ah,
SBAFAE IS §: 1A (overproduction inhibition, OPI)H
B, TE/IN R 2 D P S I B P 303 ke B 24 P i i
558 T R FE LU N 1:10~1:250, %5 B RCR B i, AR
T 2422 JRR A B A4k 2w T, B PR A0 ) 2 PRI

Davis% PR FHSB#; Jié 1 2 4t MR ) LR 2T 4

A A Y AR N 215 5 2 BE T 4B i (induced pluri-
potent stem cells, iPSCs). IXFiPSCs¥RER I H £
RE T 40 M 1) R, AR AR A 70 A N3N IR Z AT A
(116 77 . HammerZE PSR A 1% 2 48 SCHL 1% /) B
T2 J A% A 4 0 7 % B TR . Been®5%00y T i 2
2141 Bl 1A 984 (histiocytic sarcoma, HS)) Jpy 2 27, A
FASBYE 522 FILE /AN BRAR N 04T 7 —A> 1F ) 18t 4%
i e >R M HSIE AL B0 170 (RIS, oA T 3d 3t 73 4% i
AN RS E 193 2284 5 REAHSC S ], 045
Nfl. Myc. Jak2. Pten’%. Xt Lt I3 N R 4,
SBEAT JE A} 4 NI AL R, I8P T 48 A RAR
BIRSE . H T, SBOAE T 2 FH AR 3 R PR R L RV 97
) T ABO,
1.1.2 Tel Telte ] 2AE N 5] 75 TN Fa AT 2k e
(Caenorhabditis elegans) 275 M) —/ B2 751 i 4%
I, 2 2 H R R A b OB 2 E ) BOR SR TE M
(R TLE% o111, - Te IR <7 48 DUV R 22 B 26 e B Ak
getr ik B 2830, TN AE P RRZE R PR E o B AE
EHOE U3 ¥5 DL, WiBergerac B £ 11 N400.

Tel7E 5206 B A 7R TR bk 1) A2 5 40 i v 25 AR
A2 o, 514 N RAZ, I B — & 4l N\ 4
P, WTel i Nt gpa- 252 R, 3 AL UONTAPY,
Te IFEBES ARG b (BT D00 2 A= FH AR LA 1 000
F502, o Az sy ) B A VR 5k, ARBR T 44

Jorbe BR1IANPE DA K 2 B Te l o R AE AR A L 3d /2
A B A S 4 7 A AN R R 70 ok P P R i 8 (5 i CA
13" GT). 7 = #% VLA PRt BergeracH?, Tel 5
DIRZAR o JRE bl B IR A U R o 1) 5 K]
AL B AR, XAR AT B Al B AN R it A%
Frid, Tel © 8 T2k Sua B3OS A% 3% 1 4 22,
Files%5 CL 204 2k UYL Eh d B4 D o T3 B AEV,
Blumenthal 55544, £ 28 47 51 35 4 F 2 R € 07 T 1 430
FEX, ARATT#02 R FH 7EBergerackt IR Hh Te 1 ) A7 75 Fit
51 FDNA Z AT EALE -

1.1.3 Minos  Minos & F Franz2™ 7t Sl (Drosophila
hydei) R4 ALY, € — A N TRy g B A s
FRE e -, #5 DLEN5~30. 72 R ZHUEHL T, Minos
U R Tl T R ORS00 1) ok R RE 5 0 I B2 DN
25 45K 2 FiMinos’% Ji g o F e 70 32 7 1) 1)
B BN AR HORS (B U a1 P A1 IE W Al AR ),
B B R — A>3 96 bpf) B T 2 75 (5" R TAC
GAGHI3'5iCTC GTA), £ 45 48 £ 51 F 5 /5 41 (target
site duplication, TSD) )2~ TAR I A1 A ity At 44> ik
B,

Minos#t 2 P B HUVE G A8 56 40 B G (4R B TR Ak
FASE AN, TR PEAE /) B 20 i A0 A B 4 N
H R IPY, MinosTEVF 2 15 £ 41 J b v & A2 = 80K
B, JUHORAE ALY b, BE R B H R AR,
K W Minos & — Ff Ty BE J= X 41 7 Hr 3 ] T AP,
Minostl N S Pk 4N TTA, IEN & T H M
T EHEHEREARE. EREBATHEF A
ST ER RIS, BN FBHITINE T
FIERKET,

1.1.4 HAWTLER T TLEFSSVERETRR T L
RN 2 B3N BE T4, & Impala Te3.
FPFIPPTN,

Impalazé N ZE95 H (Fusarium oxysporum) 58
AARF24 0 73 B A4S B R ARG VETLER 1, FLA% e
ARIBIANT Ted, AL AL T ARG X R TARY
20034, Queiroz %5 PYE T 5 1 (Penicillium griseoro-
seum) "PHIF FiImpala’s %, IR B )9 e 328 5 4% A AL
MG E — B, HF IR M T R T
HIFR 25 28 GRSl A= 7 B o B A 5 3k PR 2
7R .

Te352 75 N FRAT 26 HU(C. elegans) AL FH FETR679
5 S BRI R AR T VE TLER 67, ¥ DIKUNS, H
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NABLRUNTA, 5 P 2 78— RN 1~2 2 (5 5 C/CA
M3'G/TG), (HAESELLE R b h, A2 B ML
SRR,

FP# At J7 38 (Rana pipiens) ™ 7 5515 2| &
N I B ) S T B A A R 3 1 PR TLE e Jie 140, 4y
NAL 5 1) T4 H I TA, B i 2 78— N CTG
HCAG. FP{E T EH HERN Y A 0 AR 40 i o 47
Bim e, FLA RS 1t AE Lo A i b v T SB.

PPTN, 5§ Passport, j& 1L (Pleuronectes
plattessa) & K 20 w1 %5 58 W TLER; 714, & 32 4 Fir
I 6 ME B P v e — A TR SR e R v A ) B JRE
5 DUECH200~300, i AL S IA) T2 51 HH I TA.
ENRFER A, 25 1 AR BN, e
KHEE1F GOk B3l NS4 N0, T 7E 65k G
& N6, TGtk 15 K265 2, XA FT
PPTN%% Ji& 1~ BN — MA RO 7 Dy i 2 D51 2 B H 1)
T HRB,

1.2 MLESEMV¥%EF

MLE% i ¥ FE A G5 K0 Ak, 3% je i Bk 24
{# 57 ¥ %1| Try-Val-Pro-His-Glu-Leu(WVPHEL) Al Tyr-
Ser-Pro-Asp-Leu-Ala-Pro(YSPDLAP), )7 1] K
1501 2 ik 1 7k B2, C-iii H 47 “DD(34/37/39)D”
gt is. MLER: JeFAFAER T 2, 181N 2
FEVE DL ACEATTBA 2 () AN 1 3= 1) % e ML), A Ut
HA RN AR TG BE, JFis FH T2 NG T, B
BT N8 AR SRR RE B A A (A 1 T A, WMosl |
Himarl. Hsmarl 2555867,

1.2.1 Mosl Mos 172 \E B JE I 8 i (Droso-
phila mauritiana)™ 53 55 15 B 1 B A R MW
MLE; P, ¥ DUHCH20~30, 46 N AL A5 A T TA
P& X, e R — R N 2~3 AN (5 5 CCA I3
IGA/TGA), B ZAET ZMAEY+, it
5, ft1(Barchydanio rerio)~ Flft 2 Ji i (Leishmania
major) WA FHANNL AR S AP (Aedes aegypti) .

Mos I8 %611 41 SE 56 v BfF 78 H &3 40 7E H,
RIARA S5 e AN 75 IR K % 45 K (YREKK),
R T L A T A AE B AT R A B R, [ IR R T
Mos1{P) 52 e 1,48 B 214, I B fh v T 3 R Vi 111G,
HEEZLZWE IR E R EFEA A,
Mos 178 T2 i B R 43 AR B N M S e 0G0 AN 28] 3% e
A, TN R 3 B Mos 13 8 Il 7E 4R A1 BE A
MEE 5TIRsES &, BV BG4, KW Mos 14

SO R v A R T 2 52 B M REAK B 1 AR ) )

N T 4 i Mos 1 i 135 1%, 20094F, Germon
SFHIEMos1 b3 5 7] — 7 i B T A7 SR AT 2R 5
FEA . FH K W A T 077 1 38 8 L 3R AS 5 i vl PR R
AR FEHAT2A 2N LA EIIBE LA, (565 A2
T VE SR R 2 TSR 1200~800 1, L 28 B i, (R &
() AT T 2 P AR A i B, S B RAE T H A,
F F Mos 11148 N 928 5 P TR 28 H(C. elegans)
[RIZH e g 1 GRS AT, 3 Ik 6o e 26 DR A7 4 N
RARK WL EE R B TR . Ak, Mos1id R BL
T 258 0 B B (Mycobacterium marinum) 52544
JE AL 41
1.2.2 Himarl = HimarlZirritans V.5 1R 2
—, 77 & T f g (Haematobia irritans), ¥4 DLEZ) N
17 000, &5 I8 T PCREA H A K AR5 AL
13- 21 ) BT i ) o

Himar I’ JEFREE 52 16 R KNS I JRE T 5 R Ui
FE TGS E] . Mg R T I JAA IRAR J5E DA B Bt A ¥ e

SR, Y e PR A R I R B T 2 A | Himar 1
1 A3 JBg, DT BAAEK A% PR AT 2 Himar 155 FEATAE 2%
B o e B2 1 1 3 OK S 4R 2R B 4F, Lampe &P
1 Akerley %50 A ¥ Himar 1 #% i B 317 5848, 72 K
AT R R 000 8 EL e B v 22 R 1) 10~50 7%, R 7t
T —FhHimar %% W5 2 48, C& T K NP IE
73 JiR e 2 (R 4H AR 1 TR 22—, AT e o — F
B R R IIRER TR Himar G NALSAL T2
HHDNAXIKHITA, I A7 i DNAM 3 5 517 4=
—EMIFM . 20084F, Yang %20 Himar 47 MUE,
FF I U Y5 5 B e AR (Treponema denticola) 525 {4
R LU= A, 3K AR a3t A B S W e A A 4 2 R0 R T L
H LB E 1 A
1.2.3  Hsmarl Hsmarl & & — >4 N\ 2K 3%
H i K B Wcecropiall. Z8Jik ¥5 B 1, ¥ UL 520 R
200. 20074, Miskey3&* I AW (5 B 2 U5 V5 T
ey gt 1 1% R I B[R] JF: i 44 N Hsmar 1-Ra(Hsmarl -
reconstructed ancestral), ‘&5 — MEB MY A TE
VEIMLE: -, 1% 3% ¥ Z 4t 0] F T B HEZ Y 1)
FE DRI 7T DA K 2 R R B 1 22

Hsmarl % S pHAR % )i g A< BE 52 a4 [
o I pHAE A8.541, HAh ) pHAE 2= FEARBY ) 2k %,
[T, oA E P 2 I il 2 bR T I JR2 iR O P18 453 B V) &%
FEUHEPRAR, B e PR 2 J925~50 nmol/L . L4k,
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DNA 71 88 B2 e 25 #4045 F| T Hsmar 1P 3 56 15 72 1
I JRRISY Bt i~ AR AR IV R ) P 1 85 ) 1 B 52 e
Hsmarl%% &+ F1 8 AP, Hsmar I 636 NAL SN
HETAL
124 HAUMLE# 2T  MLEREMEFERETRRT
IR R BONTTZ B3N e R4, A SRR T
W 3L TR 4 B Osmar5, KI5 T 54 3 K 20 1) Hsmar2
Mboumar-9F Famarl .

Osmar57& MIKFE(Oryza sativa) b 53 3 1 B AR
SR P IMLES% 211, 20064F, Yang%5EP77E B i
I¥ Bf(Saccharomyces cerevisiae) ' Xt Osmar5 1] #% &
7 RGHTTL. OsmarSTES SRTAMIE ICTC ChEA
A BI)HBR T 1~4 bp 4% 2 8, 3% U EGGA G
KA BB R 1~4 bp )% e 2 128, Osmar5H) K I
N A JoE - B RIAR RS TT R AR AT I T

Hsmar2/& 5% — A48 N 383 B2 b kB )
irvitans U X JR 56 e 1, $6 DLELZI M1 000, & —& 24N
T gt T R A R A RS AR [RI R AL T
40 A, Hsmar2 ) i 8 358 X6 1 32 40 i 7= A= AN [\ 52
Wi, fEHeLaZfi i v, 1o F 275 Hsmar2 2 % 4 fid
A EEE, TR A AL A i i R IA AN S .
Hsmar2 5 G 1E 4 B A AZ A0 M A2 % AT 9, R
B R R AN SRR B

Mboumar-95& M K Sk Wl (Messor bouvieri) T\ /2
DNAH & 3 1) B R R & P IMLER: & 510, 4
AL s ORTAE A7 5. 78 A1 [F) 1 5% e 2 4R R,
Mboumar-9%% AR H 5 Mos 'Y, HimarI #824 .

Famar I K5 T BRI (Forficula auricularia),
2 F| FHPCR-ligation-PCREZ A X1 00045 DL 47 &
Bk T B PEMLESS 1, 3% VU2 0944 00017
Barry %S5 5 7 REANE M Famar 185 DL, RILVEATH)
B A VE MRS EAR T, MHimarl 35 YERI1/53124% . M
T [R5 IMLE R 1 2 [A] A 2= J AE A BLAE
R4, Famarl v} ARy — Mg 281844 T H ORI 5E
T2V SR HAh gL e, $R%E 1R T I BE AT
Y. 52 RN L HE 1A K B WO # i (Apis
mellifera)ffJAmmari .
1.3 Pogo-likeiEH5% FE T

Pogo-like’% i — Mg g 2N W6 e s . A
LA Jo - AT 3 ok B e Ty FOR 2 AN B e Bl B R AL
I EAL T, G0 Lemi 1% P21 7] 3 I RNABY U] 1 i1
AN B A ST, T Tigger 1% JAE ¥~ 9w i R 24 JRE Bl AN i

BEATRNABY V)Y B 2 e B, C-ai — i A 14
“DD30~33D"fi . 25 K 4k . A XTMLE. TLE Jie ¥
1M &, Pogo-like®% J& - 1F A W) ik R 41 v 43 A A7 PR
PR, WAL I Pogo-like® )i~ A fR -T-Pogo.
Tiggers. Lemil%s.,

PogoH IR /& 1F
i W W8(D. melanogaster) 11 MM white-eosin9E A8
ORI L R, 4R 2 R I R 22 9190 bpl
Pogo, 1.1~1.5 Kb #% N4 N10~15, 58 % ] Pogo 4
K H2.1 Kb, 1H1ZH5 R4 DU D, A Z P
A oy APl 1% 7 B TIRs 21 bp, HA24
ORF. IX2/ORF [l T RNABY VI il 14 5 8 11 %
JRE il %3 R fifg th EL A DN A & &5 # 4k f1“DD30D”
AL 45 K 8. Pogo® FERDNALE & 45 /3 b H &
A IDHTHS ), BeRr 5 PR I 45 & ETIRsH i)
12 bp'®s,

TENFREE R H i I T 5 Pogot 5% (1) HAth
¥ RN Tiggerl . Tigger2™, "EAITHIFE DLEL 5N
3 000411 000, X245 7 B 424 ORF, {HiX2
4~ ORFIA 1R Pogo— B i RNA BT VI Bt — A~
738
132 Lemil  Lemil /& )\EHE LUV A AU HU R I
(Arabidopsis columbia) 5t F 15 £ 1] 51 $% Ul Pogo-
like® JoE 11, & 2 B — AN FEAE A 5 (R 20 vh O B
PogoZZ R i% i ¥ Lemi 145 1) 4% R B H R Hp A7 —
BNE T, HERILBR3IN K385 AFIEL LT IS
T RAZ . Loot%§ IRt 1% 7% e Big it AT 1 B AL, ffiLemil
BAVENE.

1.3.1 Pogo. TiggerlFaTigger2

H;

2 FEMITm¥: BEFHFHE ST

R G T P T 88 S5 I e e - 1 e R T 225 4 (P&
1) S TIRs/F FIRFIE, FRATMNCBIH T 3% bk 5% i 1
JPA(CE S5 W) AR O AT SCHR 1 R0 S
I3 A FRAFIX ey P B FHTHEE M3k, DDD/Ef#EAL
ZERJIR. NLS. Linkerlh X TIRs/F41, Jfil it ix 7
FIME B3T3 305 1 2 a1 1) 4% 5 AL SRR
2.1 FEMITmER EETF LS

T 5 WIS M I TR 50 5 i FHTHSE
¥4 DDD/Ef# b 45 #48. NLS. Linker X TIRs/F
FIREAE, AT FINCBIE O33R A5 B0 LR s 4%
A~ 1) A R Tl 2k R R 3 P R R IR I 471, M PR~ 3 I
TIRs/¥ 41| HDNAMANG AT L X, [A] BF, F Weblogo
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Table 1 The structure of active I7m transposon
RIRELAN ,
2 . , LRI E P
B I . el SRV e Ty 2 H] 275 3k
Accession . Structure /N
Transposon Class Species Natural or . Applications References
number L characteristics
artificial
SB — TLEs Fish Artificial ~ Two HTH, DD34E Tools for gene therapy [30]
and gene therapy
Tcl X01005 TLEs C. elegans Natural Two HTH, DD34E The actin gene was [3,33-34]
located in linkage
group V, and the egg
yolk protein gene was
located in linkage
group X using Tc!/
Te3 M77697 TLEs C. elegans Natural Two HTH, DD34E — [39]
Minos X61695.1 TLEs D. hydei Artificial ~ Two HTH, DD34E Tools for functional [35-36]
genomic analysis
Impala AF282722 TLEs F. oxysporum Natural Two HTH, DD34E — [38]
FP AY261371 TLEs R. pipiens Artificial Two HTH, DD34E - [40]
PPTN AJ249085 TLEs P. plattessa Natural Two HTH, DD34E Tools for functional [41]
genomic application
Mosl1 X78906.1 MLEs D. mauritiana Natural Two HTH, DD34D Toos for construction [47-48]
of mutant library
Himarl U11646 MLEs H. irritans Artificial One HTH, DD34D Developed as a tool for ~ [12,49,51]
the human respiratory
tract pathogen genome
mutation
Hsmarl Us2077 MLEs Human Artificial ~ One HTH, DD34D For the study of [53]
genes and dynamics
of transposition of
vertebrate
Hsmar2 U49974 MLEs Human Artificial One HTH, DD34D — [58]
Osmar$ GQ379705  MLEs 0. sativa Natural Two HTH, DD39D — [10,57]
Mboumar-9  CAH03740  MLEs M. bouvieri Natural Two HTH, DD34D — [60]
Famarl AY'155492 MLEs F auricularia Artificial One HTH, DD34D — [62]
Ammarl AY155490  MLEs A. mellifera Artificial ~ One HTH, DD34D — [62]
Pogo X59837 Pogo-like D. melanogaster  Natural One HTH, DD30D — [5]
Tiggerl HSU49973  Pogo-like Human Natural One HTH, DD33D — [7]
Tigger2 S72489 Pogo-like Human Natural One HTH, DD33D — [7]
Lemil ACO006161 Pogo-like A. columbia Artificial One HTH, DD32D — [6]

TE 2 WA AE B, 20 Wi PR T 55 1 16 Jo 1 s R Wl
HTHZ; #38. DDD/EffL &5 #4358, NLS. Linker &
TIRs/F F1l ¥ 45 F RFAIE o

2.1.1 HTH#: # 3 #7 9 PRI Tmi 5% e %
Jik ¥ Wi Pogo-like™ % Ji: ¥ % & 4 IR, 18 YIMLER: K
F-OsmarE5 5 (1 [R5 1 5 i, A SCANS TLER 3) )

MLE%% /i i WHTHZS #4380, ffE 1 45 #4380, Linker
MINLS(N FNHEAT 20 #ro  TLEFIMLE & BEN-3i5 4
DNAZE & 45 k38, T AEDNAGE & 45 i3 4 & %5 &
BLTHTHZE #)3

TETLEH (E2), DNA%E & 45 14 38 A2 NHTH4S
FJH(HTHL . HTH2), 73 547 T N-3ii 5520~50 1 2 5t
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¥l *2

HTH1  GRPR-like HTH2

*x3 k4
NLS

Linker *5

18 -

DNA binding domain

Catalytic domain

K G MTEITm AN R K R AFTE 2 5 1 TLEYW B 2AHTH, 44K 2 BMLE 1/, Pogo-likefi 1/~; 2: TLE" {7 TEGRPR-like4f 4, NLE.
Pogo-like N A7 1E; 3: NLSTELTmAS [F] W 55 J % Je g 1 i1 B RS G 2 575 40 AXMLEY 7 7E Linker45 #4; 5: TLEA 6 &5 ¥ 38 = L R 25 14

“DD34E”. TLEN“DD34D”. Pogo-like4“DD30~33D",

% : the differences in the structure of /7m in different subfamilies; 1: two HTH in TLE, one HTH in the vast majority of MLE, one HTH in
Pogo-like; 2: GRPR-like structure in TLE, not in MLE and Pogo-like; 3: the positions of NLS in different /7m subfamily transposase are slight
different; 4: Linker structure only in MLE; 5: the TLE catalytic domain is “DD34E”, the MLE catalytic domain “DD34D”, the one of Pogo-like

element is “DD30~33D”.

Bl ITm¥% EESLEMIRE

Fig.1 Modular structures of I7m transposase
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SB10 MGKSKEISQDLRKKIVDLHKSGSSLGAISKRLK.VPRSSVQTIVRKYKHHGTTQP . SYR. 68
FP MPRPKEIQEQLRKKVIEIYQSGKGYKAISKALG.IQRTTVRAITHKWRRHGTVVN. LPR 68
IMPALA MPRGKELTPSLRSRICELKKQGYSYSQIHKHFPYIPLGTIKTTCRREAQRGAENTTLPR. 70
MINOS MVRGKPISKEIRVLIRDYFKSGKTLTEISKQLN.LPKSSVHGVIQIFKKNGNIENNIAN 69
PPTN .MKTRELTKQVRDKVVEKYEAGLGYKKISRALN.ISLSTIKSIIRKWKEYGTTAN.LPR 67
TC1 SVGCKNLSLDVKKAIVAGFEQGIPTKMLALQIQ.RSPSTIWKKSVALR. .. ...... Is 60
TC3 MPRGSALSDTERAQLDVMKLLNVSLHEMSRKIS .RSRHCIREYLKDPVSYGTS. . . .KR. 65
Consensusm r kels r i q isk 1 sti gt r
4 4
|22
52 %2
H ol 1 P L
et o L osmah o]l M
NCK-Il  HTH motif (TIR-b ) C N Bipartite NLS C
SB10 ERTLVRKVQINPRTITAKDILVKMLEETGTKVSIS. LYRHNLKGRSARK . KPLLONRHKKARL 132
FP ORRLIQEVTKDPTTIISKELQASLASVKVSVHAS . TIRKRLGKNGLHGRVPRR . KELLISKKNIKARL 132
IMPALA RDQIYDTVITDPHVETRDLLDSVDN. .. .VIKKRSLRYL KRKWIQKK . RVAL[TPLOARKL 131
MINOS KRQLAKIVKADRRQISLRNLASKWSQQLAKLSSE . SQRDKILKS IGY|GFY[KAKE . KPLLIT LROKKKINL 133
PPTN RRKLIREATRRPMVTLEE[LQRSTAEVGESVHRT . TI HKSGL{YGRVARR . KPLLKG I HKKS)L 131
TC1 DRNILRSAREDPHRTATDIQMIISSPNEPVPSKRTVRRRILOOAGIHGRKPVK . KPFI[SKKNRM 125
TC3 ERNVIRAAS . NSCKEARDIRNELQLS. . . . ASKRTILNVIRRSGV|T VRQKLRPABPLLSADHKLKIRL 126
Consensus r 1 r v dp t dl v tr 1 gl gr kpll kk rl

Weblogo B P> fir B A HE R 7 1 i L AR Y DU (T )

The height of the amino acid letters represents the frequency of occurrence of the amino acid in Weblogo (the same below).
[E2 TLEWFEBSHTHEZEH 54 E
Fig.2 The HTH structure analysis of 7LE transposase
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Nck-1t

MOS1 MSSFVPNREQTRTVLIFCFHLKKTAAE 70
MBOUMAR-9 MSSFVPENVHL) HALLFLE‘HQKKEJAAE 70
HIMAR1T ..... MEKKEFRVLIKYCEFLKGKNTVE] 65
HSMAR1 .MEMMLDKKQIBAIFLEEFKMGRKAAE 69
HSMAR2 . . .MNSAKIEARTNIKEMVKLGWKNGE] 67
AMMAR1 . .MENQKEHYSHILLEYFRKGKNASQ| 67
FAMAR1 . .MENQKEHFRHILLEYEFRKGKNASQ) A 67
Consensus m k r 1l1f f gkaeh 1 ygd ap rtc wf kfk gdfs deersgrp
4 4
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|22 (113
B~ 2 .‘:2
& D 3
L | El E |. Iy HL 1
=R
0J=ELESHE | c2Banll el et hn 0F
N HTH motif (TIR-bingding) C
MOS1 RYEDAE. . . . LQALLDEBDAQTOKQLINEQLEVSQQAVSNRLE] 132
MBOUMAR-9 TFEDAE. .. .LQELLDEESTIOTOKQLIEKLNVSRVAICERLQ 132
HIMARL EVVTDENIKKIHKMILNBRKMKLIEINEALKISKERVGHIIH] 132
HSMAR1 EVDNDQ. . ..LRAIIEANPITTTREVIEELNVDHSTVVRHL 131
HSMAR2 TSICEEKINLVRALIEERRRLTAETIEWTTDISIGSAYTILT] 134
AMMAR1 EVDDDL. ...IKAIIDS@RHSTTREIMEKLHVSHTCIENHLK 129
FAMAR1 EVDDDL. . ..IKAIIDSERHSITRE IINEKLHVSHTC IENHLK | 129
Consensus ev dde a id dr t eiae 1 vs 1 g gk gkl
Linker
[E3 MLE%:EEEEHTHZE 53 HE
Fig.3 The HTH structure analysis of MLE transposase
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=i MVW ool ol Vet
L T TP % 1 L BRI, )
N conserved domain C
SB FATAHGDKDRTE@IRN HNDHRYVWRKKGEACKPKNTIJPTVKHGGGS IMLGCFAAGGTGALHKIDGIMRKENY VDI LKQHIKTSVRKLKLGRKWV 108
FP FSTTHLDDP! @IS TKVELFGRCVSKY IWNRRRNTAFHKKNI I[PTVKYGGG: EAASGPGREAVIKGTMNSAVEQEILKENVRPSVRVLKLKRTW 108
IMPALA WAIRYQG...I JMCMVRRGOGMRPIWTFLSPREALRVODVQEARRLGAVROMFMARFGHRSRT PLVPLVGNVNAIGIYELYSFILUPWFLQSG. . . . . DI 100
MINOS WARERMSWTQROW 2K DVSVIGDTRKRVIRKRSETYHKDCLKRTTKFP . AST) GCMSAKGLGKEHFIEGTVNAEKY INILQDSULPSIPKLLDCGEF' 107
PPTN FARSHVGDTANMEKKVLWSE {LNAKRYVWRKPNTAHHPEHT IJPTVKHGGGS IMLAIGCES SAGTGKLVRIEGKMDGAKYREILEENI]MOSAKDLRLGRRF ] 108
TC1 WAKAHLRWGROHEIAKHIWSH {SDGNSWVRRP RYSPKYQQPTVKH ETSTSMGPERRIQSIMDRFQY¥ENIFETTMRPWALON . VGRGE 107
TC3 FAKNNMG. . . TNQSKVVESH K PDGCRYYWRDLR. . . KEPMVFISRRNFGGGT /RIGABTEKKKLEZQFVS SKMNS TDYONVLELELUSKYLRAY . SRKDF] 101
Consensusfa h w v wsde k 1fg yvwr a ptvk gggs mvwgef g gl igmn y il 1 s 1 r f £
4 44
23 3
OEQ N-Mgﬁb!‘v&A!‘ \x
i pEidnnsatRasennabs o
SB D BITISKVVAKWLKDNKVKVILE[SS O3 Rs NI LRI\ - T KKRVRARRPTN . . . . .. ... LTQLHQLCOEE@HKZHPTYCG! /EGY PKRILTOVKQOFK@NATE 206
FP KSTTEWLKKNKMK TILERIZS OShguiNipnat L)Y DLKKAVHARKPSN. . . ... ... VTHLGQFCKDE@AKIPPGRCKSIEIARY RKBILVAVVAAKEGPT S| 206
IMPALA IARIVKALLEELGVDIJ {LVLAAMEARDNIEDRVLKNIICE TMPN]| T ITAESWYTK 207
MINOS KRTKNWLQYNQOME VLDRIRS NEseiehll < iepiaiN Tl  LMKNQLRNEPQRN . . . . .. v u s KIKLOEM@DS I SQEHCKNMLS SMPKRIVKCUMOAKE@DVIQ 205
PPTN RATKEWFGLKNVNY RIODLKIAVHRRSPSN JLHLECOEEQTNLSISRCA ETYPKRILAAVIAAKE@GSTE 206
TC1 LEVRSWFQRREVH LERRLGGIRASN. . (KENQLENAMKATPMSVIHKIT.DSMPRISCQOAW I D. HK 205
TC3 AT I NSTRDYFXKLKKINI| RIVYAQNKTYPT hKQGILDMKSIPDNQLKSW\/RSMED.LIEIIRTQINPIN 201
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[E4 TLE:PEBSDDERELLEHIE 47 [E
Fig.4 The DDE catalytic domain analysis of 7LE transposase
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Fig.5 The DDE catalytic domain analysis of MLE transposase
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