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Functional metagenomics: One of the most robust tools for
discovering new antibiotics resistance genes

HE Rong' YUAN Ke' LIN Li? YANG Ying'  ZOU Shichun'
LUAN /Tiangang™”® CHEN Baowei'™
(1. School of Marine Sciences, Sun Yat-Sen University, Guangzhou, 510275, China;
2. School of Life Sciences, Sun Yat-Sen University, Guangzhou, 510275, China;

3. School of Environmental Science and Engineering, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou, 510275, China)

Abstract; Antibiotic resistance is one of the greatest challenges on the public health in the world.
Currently, antibiotie, resistance genes ( ARGs) have been regarded as a group of emerging
environmental contaminants. The main analytical approaches of ARGs include isolation and
incubation of 'bacterial"strains, PCR, and new generation high-throughput sequencing-based
metagenomic methods. However, functional metagenomic approach is a robust tool to find the new
ARGs that have never been identified. This approach combines the high throughput of new generation
sequencing platforms with function identification of constructing gene libraries, which is able to
efficiently seek the novel ARGs without any of prior knowledge about the function of them. In this
paper, we reviewed research progress on the application of functional metagenomics in the discovery
of novel ARGs and summarized the advantages and flaws of current technologies and methods related
to functional metagenomics. In final, we provided the perspectives of the future improvement on

functional metagenomics.
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PUERRAREL S FRERMENZ—, A 1928 FiEEI L BT HEZ LK, A 3 it IURE#
Bl A AL X R A R 2 S STk R R BRI RIS 1950 4F 36 H Bt 5 25 Y A R
(FDA) B UL A: 22 m FHVE S AR BRI L At B2k R 3 o FH 1 A2 5 3h 0 4t o 1 e s 11
AR YT R PR R G TR B RTEME G 204 30%—90% i ik N My 2€ Rk, BEJS
YU REAFIREIEATRE, FEAHE  T5 KB FRbi s BRI Y (BE B 2| IR K S8 ST E R
KA IZ R B B (A0 38 REKIR) P R & B E e m, SR e iE S T
WS E B E R 25 (e RV ) T 3 B (IRVR BE DU AE R 258 10 d J5 , KIGAT I ( Escherichia
coli) FT 2 PERE IR AR 25 24 1000 A5 PTAE 3 A Y1 TS BOKR S ) 25 18 19 7 A, AL 0 ZRh bR R
P EAT BRI 2 (0 RGN B ) R, AR RN A e 25000 A BE T 295 SR B o S 9 S e A
T 2050 4F A ERIE T 1} 245955 J5E v B 4% A BCH B — T-77.2006 4F Pruden 55 BB 5 it 8 38 T 25 3L A
( Antibiotics resistance genes, ARGs) &—2Hr RIFREE 5 YLy e)

BuA: R 2 5k Y 43 B 7 1 SR A TR o B RN 8 R kL RS T BE U ( Polymerase Chain
Reaction , PCR) 5 12 FIHE T 38 1l )5 (19 2 DR AL 43 A7 5 070 3 o0 BT v A A IR 4« A0 8 43 188 R s
TR A8 LB W 43 B TR AR O T 24 T 5 53 PCR ik A 1 2R 4 R 20 R B ( Quality Polymerase
Chain Reaction, q-PCR) J7 7% EL A 1R =55 1) R AR, o] XF RS FE b A 9 ARGs 3877 A 19 5 14 A o 49
S Rk S IR AT T ARGs YT AE B JERBE R BB ARGs ' . T B 7% 56 PR 4 24 7k e & 48
BB ARG, 1207 R T — AU AR el i R, 45 5 001 AR 2 BOR R S RE 0 1B 4 AT 54t
A FRA T 2 S R i S 3 3k A WA B 2 4 T ke BB B ARGSY Y B AL ARGs 19 R BLANUA T
{2 xR B 2GR W RE A BY TR LA R L

ASCEER T IR TR 2 5L A BORAE T e B AL ARGs S 58 i Ji | 25 1 is D e 2 5k H 22 e 9
BB ARGs W5 ¥R HAEA AR AN 1 7R, FRBEA0HE 3 07 T« 2 A DS 4 SO RG22 ik PR 2 SO
FR LI RETH 16 S S5 2 0 A W A5 B 240 .

43

Vector

PR 5 b

Positive clone

DNAZIX

DNA extraction e e PCR ARGs

DT >
SR N . e T =
ﬁf;ﬁ'zfii TULRIE . —RWE |
Transformation Antibiotic The next geheration
screening
| 2% Assemble into contigs: | ( 142 Filtration:

o HFoverlap 3 LRI - .

Based on overlap algorithm ﬁ%ﬁiﬁw_ uality reads SR IR KR

o 3t T-de Bruijni Tt % 5 ‘:ﬂ% Y Raw reads

Based on de Bruijn algorithm LSS

Remove host genome reads |

S WHHTIEIARG
o ﬁiﬂﬂﬁﬁ@ﬂ WHE | Novel ARGs idZntiﬁcation
pen Reading Frames o NCBIZ [ 5#fi 2 b %)

(ORFs) predication BlastX against NCBI protein database

| EEERAIARGS
ARGs identification by gene annotation:
o ST A P BAR AU BE M B R R

Based on sequence similarity alignment

oL LS RIS

Based on domain alignment )

1 IREZEEENHTE RSB ARGs T AL Al

Fig.1 General procedure regarding identification of novel ARGs using functional metagenomics
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1 ZEEAXERHE (Construction of metagenomic library)
11 PRI ZE R

T 0 A ZR 24 PR AR PR BT rh i A7 BEFH T ) 68 2% 5 DR 2 1 AU e A 2 i 24 56 DX 9 B A A AR
Z AgE . NS iE 2 V5 KA RERR T BT R K FRAEKAR N BRBEARRE O e
HHE N 1 PR AR, Bl TR DL IR R 2 3 R A S, DR v Hh 2 A BT AL ARG. 40
Wichmann 257205 2F iUHE 2 BT 80 ZHh ARGs, HLZE 17515 GenBank 151 (- AL EE Ay
50%—60% , H. &K I—Fh i BB A 5 R Leclereq 25098 1 AL 3746 v O 2B RE S, | 1l FH ZhBE
AL 17 P PUSR IR HorhAy 2 Fpog 288U ARG, 53 52 tet(59) \tet(W/N/W) ).
Amos FFEIU T V57K AL L FUERIZK o DNA {5 FH D RE 22 JE PR 21 22 T vk e I 1 — 6530 R (1) e s Ot
R B AR 2R BB R 2 ML R A TIESE S R S I S R R R O I AL R R
TP BRI SE ALY 5x10°—5x10° 6577 J& R BB b A K it 24 3L R 0 — 28 S ZERE ) 3l o ol ) 8
FEAKYFE A FE D 20 SO | SRS Ve H 22 Fp 2 A ARG %) — SO BIF 5% B 122 MR 24 T Bk sPi B DNA | A4 7t
35—45 kb K H BERR S P ve A 3 kb SR SCIZE 38 2o T i ik fee 2 2 B R ARG 41

R NRERIEN AL AT AL LB B ARG F9)

Table 1 Application of functional metagenomics approaches in exploring of novel ARGs

. . A DNA K Ji
B ik e i _— BE R Arcs
ampl .ctors Hosts ’ 1 ARGs
Samples Vectors osts inserted DNA Novel ARGs
442 pCF430 E. coil EC100 AHN blaRm3 3!
M SR 28 RS L 3% B- P Bk
CC1FOS E. coil EPI300 25170 kb . A
P W25 9 BT ARGs )
T N B-INEE M S BTAE R Ok
pZE21 E. coli DH10B 15 kb WIS - LB R PP R AT
A ARGs!
pWED-TNC/ E. coil EFI 100-T1/ -
- 5] [34]
PITU2554 E. coil JTUO0T 38/30 kb 21 fiff MFS transporter 3 [H]
Hett ¥ pCCFOS2 E. coil EPI300 ~40 kb 1et(59) , tet( W/N/W) 2!
pZE21 E. jcoli DH10B 1—5 kb HRL D-35 22 S iR LR 35
pZE21 E. coli DHIOB 2—5kb 16 S rRNA I JEAL 136
pCF430 E. coil DHIOB 2.3—3.2 kb AR
":ﬂ"'\ I\,\\II Il Wﬁ\{jﬁ - Iﬁ.%?
K PZE21 B coil 2—4 kb T PRSP DRI 2 A B —
IEAYH ARGs 7
pCCIFOS E. coil EPI300 PR R BN At L8
R4 RE L 40 B T
igg” BT pUCI8 E. coil TOP 10 el tet45' %)
RN
. One marine-specific ampicillin-resistance-
pZE21 E. coil TOP 10 0.7—5 kbp . [40]
conferring 3-lactamase
1.2 DNA #2Ht

H AT, PREERE T DNA EEEO VA B4 . A M3 R0 R B e A7 k. A0 it B LT 2 0 FH 0 A i s
Tofs B B0 A5 1 ST B A ) A IR R v 40 5 R R, e Ak 5 R A T 1 vk SR A A R T
DNA, HAJ s & DNA A BEK (20—500 kb) H2GRE &, B DNA ] TR s e Rk SosE Y 8R i, 41 i
SE T R 2 SRR A WA BE DA S b A 3003 B, HAZOT T — SO 2 g BE AR 1 2R ) DNA 42
BUSCR ALK , DNA AU 3R — i e T4 2 L IR 20 100 15 TR Sk R f IR S0 b O P I B TR A
402 v A T PRI AL A2 AR R UR  ERER S NARIR [ DNA 77 TR ML B R LT U
YEF S U DNA R BB (1—50 kb)), BEAM IZ 070 By 2 ot (0 R AR ) 25 BRaeRAR, B E
() DNA 75 iF— 2l A REUEAT FUFSCEe ) B I Mk O T IR AT A W 05 5%, L8 REIORE L A0 1=
INRERE LS, TS DNA RE BT 4f b S WOAE R B A W BV 0 2 A6 1k H A O 3 0 i T R S5
DNA FIHREC

TR K BT B A LB R, A LSO R B BE B AE DNA SRS R o DL B R R
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% T HRHUY DNA B, 8 T4 7 40 DNA %4 PCR 25 N #5280 %) 78 DNA $E BT T ke 5 34T 1
Tk, BE PR L A A A LS, (R4 S EU AN DNA #1206 A 0758 & B B 3 34 56 A CsCl-EtBr
5 PR PR R OOV BB S BRRHS A I A R, SR EUAY DNA BT A s p 4l 2 Y R R P S s e
(oA 22 QBRI AT, S Rl B SDS A FH T A5 i 7 o HLA B2 29 DNAY

HAT, A V207 200 T HE BG4 b A9 DNA | Q0BT SRR Ik  BUK AR R G812 | -5 09 ) SR i
XL T AR S 2 HE W v 4 T A DR A B R) R S rh R AR 28 S . Li A5 R IR FE Rl R
(QIAamp DNA Stool Mini Kit) BEA %A 2 BRHRM Y a9 2% T, IF Rk it — 2P Al AL B2 HOR 9 DNA, I/
JIE DNA HEEU 5 i, (HR 12 A A AR X e g 7

T 2SR K T HE S (B DR VE 25 A AN ), SR I DNA 42 BT v5 g A5 R [R], JH H ) #8 k
& DNA SEBEFI T, I g f KRR B (R PR FFRE it R E W) 2R T RIS 583 1 DNA |, I A S L
ib AR e R IS — 26 DNA i (0 DNA 89 YIS ) 220, Bj 1k DNA B R5 A 5 Il A W) 4 I, v s 4 ) 2 41
¥, b7 1k DNA MU G ). — S FREEAE i ) DNA 7= 3R ARG | = 2 [ DR I — S 200 i 58 M2 1Y) 11 e oK o8 4
46 Ry T AR PRI ARAT ZREE R Y DNA | TR FH G 24 A0 BE 24 A, DA SC IRER BE AR i
[ 7853 B
1.3 DNA H Bk

A TR 2R 46 AR DNA K EEORTR], Ik 1 s, BORE (plasmid ) 7E R 2044, 3 A Y
DNA FBLZ5°8 3 kb, EE K E ARGs J&: AN LR i i, — R 253 KL ILE 2 1 T8
FES It fosmid AR, 3 A DNA F BeZ)k 30—70 kb, B K 5 DNA A BEA FI TR 5] ARGs B3k
T8, B A T2 R G (R b sl iokr b i 2k PR IO A DNA R B — & 1—50 kb, #72&
ELE TR R A SO DNA 7 Bt B R R B AR 2 (AR 42 808 R (LR it AL it — 20
DNA FBefb (293 kb).

DNA i BAL I 5 B AL FE W B (75248 U) A8 b0 K J1 8500 ) (il B U032 (PR A% R P VG
JERR SRR 55 R ) M fbaik (AT A BT ) ) H vl AL ) B 2 i R AL S I R
it U AR P BT R S R R DA IR KR BB % 6 8 7 It 8 P I8 R AE VKV T 7= A B B IR /N
WL, Bl B 2 SR BT P AR AL E T DNA R Be Ak, S EEUI AR L A IR T O fRT B B
AN, B T R HoaT A, BT DL H A0S R B R Dk vk 55 U1 T A T BE 7 S I 4 S
i) DNAL'S: 33401
1.4 RMORTE 5 B A

Tyfit 2 5 R 4 8 P g e PR B DD Ao 1 = b H A 58 IR A 8 AR AE RN D) BB 1Y) 1E 5 2238 H i A T
FEHR ARGs RYZRAARAES , /INE BE DNA $i A SCEE A (TR 84K ) ok H Bt DNA 3 A SCPE R4 (41
HA T OR(BAC) ™ Fosmid #4K 33 58 ARGs [Tk 8K 4 pZE21 . pUC R 4K pHTO1
BRAR A ] T2 2R pZE21 AR 00 p7E21 #AE i 3 AN ( Xhol/Aatll, Xbal K Sacl)
I3 3 A TIRER R M 1 A5 Z VAL, AR A ARGs, Z V0L 5 FIF S PLieto-1 5 SR B &5
WEMEARGE B0 0, X B AR IE A A A 3 DR B 7 T 8 Pl I 3 08 s BB 2 37 38 T KT 1 9 G &2
LA 7 A B DA A SRR REAE K AT B 1 3 AR AR JT B2 M s B 3 A R T ik 24 25k IR B A 7 1)
S SRR S S0 5 (BT BHYE e R i k. pUC R H0 24 1 EARHLH TP/, BLAEfE b s ¥
DUAFEAEDY B H 5K BE DNA 3 A SCRE B ARBRA (. pHTO1 J2—Fh Mgk, & A A R4 R A
(2 IR 46 A5, REAE AT R RN AT B R b e e A7 16 ) ok AR w6 L TF 98 ARGs PS5 B, C
ARt ARGs WSS LA A A5 S, KR Bt DNA 4 A SCIE AR TT 5 00 B b BAC R IR BE 05 52 0 i Fo b
FEEEER T 70 kb A9 DNA F B Fosmid 24438 F T 35—45 kb A9 DNA F B 5 BAC #ikHM L,
Fosmid #MAEA DL LAY . (1) Fosmid ZAREEH E. coli 1 F K, Al PR 3E PR35 DL o B 1) e A e 1k
(2) Fosmid ZRM A = #5 DU A iR A7 o5, 75 R 40 B8 1 5 N H bs 3 PR S L3RR 9 &2 41 5 (3) mI A 350
HERA I FE A A DNA Fr By BE (35—45 kp) |, FEAIR Fosmid A4 £ i) 2 5 PR 4 SC P A BH P s e il
5 Fosmid 24 i A 5232 0 4 K SCBER B 38 AR 22 — K F BE DNA BEARIEIE R 1 52 24 1, A AT ARGs
P ZERE 5D RE AT AR T, KR BE DNA Ji A SCPE AR S RERICRAR, 4 A JE AR MEAE 1 £ 18 T IEH sk
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B, H T DNA B T2 e B MR 2 ARGs BT 2 5751 1.

HAT, 5 H IR ARGs MNP T £ R KIAFFE S 2 2 i F pZE21 L& KA B & fil ik
TR A, (A5 F 2 R RE AE K AT B T RS AEAE RN A2 ). pZE21 1 45 4 e oS A LR ) FH i 2 40 A 1) e i
PR R 96 AR BAR I IR A Sk, B TR EEA BI04 KRk, 5635 10 564 4
BT H R RS E-pZE21 ARIA R 2 T T ARGs (D) REZ: SR 41 )7 ik 8k, BiF 5T 26
WK AT B H AR R AN R Y 30% 2247, % T8 & GC BITER B DNA, KA FF AL RE Rk 7% .
S pZE21 AR b E A RERAE IR A SRR AR ZE GO0, DRIE SN R A 5 s 55 BSs  (HR I AT
PRI 2 — BB R AN 22 KA 28 0 1 5, AR LB ARG L o T PR AR AR 45 25 SR S B — BB AR IR Y
DNA 7ERMAFT B N ASRE A , HLAMEMESE PR RE -0 K B AT o P A A it A 7 R 9 & B, o PR 24 [
BV TR AR TEAT IR A & GC IR B B v S e ik i 3, vl (KA AT 1R v AS BB e 3K 1 SE IR IF 8 36
HIAEDY Biver A5t FIAS SAT I A 1E 3, 01 18 ) EAT PUBIR ZE R B4 75 1 A0 8 400 I, 3k A 49 Joie ok 2 1
it K SR (B A KA AT rh 20 T 2235 ok s my o 2
1.5 bk

V4 20 R AR T A TR B T 1R A A e A R R A A2 T A S R S A G i 7 Uk
ZASNBE A B HEAL R AR, — AR T 10° CFU/ pgDNA. HEL LAk (14 A T T2 40 B o T
HLI | B R G AR VR Bl R TR, TR R e A Ak, I e 200 B 5 ) 7= 2 e 37 25, XY Ha 7
2 B, o Rl 2, T A — S iR B A LR, FLAR RN IR DAl AN 3 R A i B ) 51k
BEAL AL | BRI L AL BRI 100 43510 IR I , TR 22 3k PR 20 9 125 3 3t P el 5 1 o J 4
B4 SR S AT TR

AR R R A RS, TR R A M BT iR fm B8 400 1 B A KR
SO AR AL TR B TR B A B TR R R R OR O R B K B 10% HH PR TR R A [
R P 1 8 U B D L L /) | ol A i e A R P A AR (AR BIGE 22 | 233t it 2 TR R
ATG YL FARSE R 5 ORGSR IR TR S C17, Na ™ 253 B 7, 5 X Lk A7 B0 £6 /b B8 | O A0 4%
RERAE AR BT, 5 5 IR ORI A B0 3—5 15 1 45 K T T T a2 25 40 M 1) de 335 3R R BE o
25 C, 33 B 2 B AN FRL R 107 1R 19 5 i T, B v FE 1 D 3 P, DA T 42 35 A A % AR R DNAL A £ i
B KGRI AT A Y B S P A A H R ) |, R R AT RE A, B R R R B s T, B
HL AL BCR BRSO A | e i i) 75 2 25 4 T 1 A K I 2 B W B AR BOR I S B IR R 8
A U T 19 B A i 5 B4 A7 2 T G AL 0T R 5 50

2 EEEFEAEXERINEE T % (Functional screening of metagenomic library )

H T, P44 7 7 BT 2 S 20 1 32 AR 1A R 22 0 FH o 2 TR B KR v 64 5 0 26 2R T 24 D e 0 e T, 17
ST i G % B PRI AR RIS L R IR RS VB el 28 A K T B e RNl e %
FEIREE HP R R R AT AE 2R, WNDU IR S R 2 | IR P TR 288 T T 2 1O, T ke 43— 0 70 (1
Pk 2 AN £ B- N A 3 BAR A K (H AR 3R 58 v B K i, DR DA, SR A () T g
TR A TE HEAT B0 A 3R 25 1 O e st , — s ol PR B A 3R A B/ NI T 00, BRIV e 35 451 T e D
il 90% B (37 °C ) A B HERE ™ AN BRI we b (P Wl REAF T A8 218 ) #0454 ARG, Yt
PR SOk, I DAL AN, 15211 PCR 5194 1 Be Rk b A i 254 A4 A SE IR, DU T 5 22 9 e 8 i
¥R A AE B 2= AT

3 A5 E¥E 217 (Bioinformatic analysis)
3.1 EpEE

H A H ) & 5 DNA I3 R 2 2 AL 35 AR B R I 7 55 R (454 life sciences 23 ) | Solid Ml 7 £
AR (ABI 22 7]) Fil Solexa 74 A (1lumina 22 7] ) 33X 3 Fll 5 H AR BEA R L, 4200 SR MR 2 30 6 ik
DN, BIA: T DNA B AMEERT AR ANTP 38 i B2 9005 SO A A0 I i & i 9k, sl B3 A ¢
JEARIC Y ANTP S8 H-5 19, 76 G il 22 A4 il B A M B B 215 5 Wi o5 5 R b — A
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I P, oA B AMEE 7 9145 B 3% 3 R 5 & A 0, SR BRI I 7 32 A e B A K, RE A 2
400 bp, Solexa Ml 5 HARMEAN HedR & , AL AL 25 B B A AR ELiz AT UAS W AR, 0 A A A il R
FPE Y 3 22— Solid W 3 1) TR B d5e e , Dt 4 B BE AR ) HEAf 2 T 99.94% , T AE 15 74 i 8 A HERA
JETT AR 99.999% , 2 H R B 5 i —ARIT - 517 AR B AR BRI 3 . T A R
KHL(30—450 bp) , P74 i 72t By 51 A Fh 5k PR 4 E. Bl A 808 i Ay 200k, HE R T Helicos
Biosciences /A Fl B 5. F DNA Jll JF ( True single molecular sequencing, tSMS) | Pacific Bioscience 23 F] ¥
PRS- SIS ( Single molecular real time sequencing SMRT) A M oxford Nanopore A4 KFLEAFH A
AR =AM T 1 A AR PR AR R A i e PR e B AR A S 2 R 5 A — 1R
P HA , Hole R4 U2 TEWT PCR 978, il BRI B AR 81, A B ORI D ik # 1 PCR 471G rh
LI BB A K i S O AR LA B (I T AR P B L P A R A B 159% 7 H T,
AR FPAT A T 25 e e i B , AR 4TS 7 5 DNA 5 1) =0 111 7.
3.2 EWMERA T

DY T304 raw reads 28575 b UE I 22 BT 57 91 5 A7 20 2 . 2 ik DR 2 20 2 A P s DL ) SR, —
FRILTFI overlap & RIEATHHE  IRERMA phrap; 55 —Fh kT de Bruijn 458 4G
Velvet ,megahit .SOAPdenovo. & T 531 overlap 5 W& 2H 2% 77 7 75 B0 114 5k PR G B PR bt X v o6 s B0
A T i B R A ke B 7 R R S vh A2 AR R SR B R Y T E. i T ede Bruijn BIRYSTIE SR SG
8 reads 73 #| i — 2 K JEAY k—mer, 2R G MR G k—mer 2 [0] AR B EC X2 REFI 4 de Bruijun &, i J5 01T
de Bruijun P& H & B S B 25 5 1207 2 PR B i R i 28 077k, Hirp velvet 7] T4 reads B
ZH 2% (25—50 bp) U Ty RE 2 DR 2H 0 %k 17 47 2H 3% 5 7F B (Parallel Annotation and Reassembly of
Functional Metagenomic Selection, PARFuMS) 454 overlap Fl.de Bruijn PIFP AL | B 87 2h FHF L3 FnHE
WP B ARGs HOWFSE 2 FELBRANT 1) B 78 h i 3R 741 52) T velvet #£17=
UIERA 2 ;3) e Jo i phrap 3% 4G 2H 26 P IR K2R . contigs #F 47 3 PR 9300 3545 I ik 15 132 4E ( Open
reading frames , ORFs) ¥ ORFs i i Dy fig i B0 de HAA oA Eiid 25 M BERY ORFs. H Al ARGs Tl J7
A LT A e S ARARLBE FEE T 25 A8 Sl 50 B (0 07 v L TR SRR AL EE 09 D7 vk S il it 5 e A R B i PR B8
E:F( Antibiotic Resistance Genes Database, ARDB) m 27 A3 ZHUE E (the Comprehensive Antibiotic
Research Database , CARD ) S5 3E47 FbXT , (B IRANAY 25 aa 1Y bR 191 BB K R 52 el 23 B 235 SR 1) ME
PR R T BE TR A 0 A R G 3 T A5 R B ARGs TR U7 2 i FH HMMER $07F 5
Resfams [ 7 /K A S5 R ( Hidden Markov Model HMM ) #EAT b Xt 7. 5 42 B BLJEE 43 B7 77 W A
HMM A5 5 f) 23544 St NG B WEAf 1) T8 B ARG, 8 1) 2 5 PR 2 0 7 58l , B ARGs & X3 91 AN 58
3 HELE A AR A s, REFIN ARGs M9 DI fE. Resfams %40 %2 LA CARD (W40 14 3k PR R Sy SE A, 45
£ HoAb BT VESE PI%E R (Plam , TIGRFam ) #4221 HMM BEAY | $2 55 7977 ARGs T () v 2. +- 38 A
HEMA) 2 HE AR ARG BEFE R, Resfams XHi 4 N ) ARGs F28 5 T8l ARDB/CRDB 4 1
gL e A B Pk R i 25T BERY ORFs &5 GeneBank JETUAY R F1BR JE MEAT X HL o0 M7, %7
5 M A: R 245 FE AU AR T 60% 3012 7 9 1A Bt AE 22T 25 D REE R, T 1 2 4 20 BT (9 1A oy
I ARGs ™.

4 R (Perspective)

Be s HE A 2= A BT A BUHT B ARGs WY B K T B i FORTE T B ARGs B 58 v 9
FH AR K3 & 1 X BUAIE oA R 25 A e VR | 2F Ak B A% 38 AL A J5 T AR = A5 % 1)
REZ B A e H R — 2D 3

(1) A B A SO b #2 v, DA DNA SR HRE J5 22 1 7% Ak, — S8 X 7 B ATk A ) st 2k 32 300
DNA [F] FHAAAR, anfaf 5 25 DNA B3 IBORIEL (L3505 3 6 DNA Y3825 K 2 2 52 B 8 ARGs 1K
PR

(2) F 22 B R BT BT IR RS, W g e 245 W IR 28 S5t 28 2 BT 24 1 | 300K BR il Kz AT
PRITE & Ik St A 2R it 25 56 DK B 0, R I RO G A % R AE 2R 258009 1 18, R R i HE 30
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X ik B A= i 25 1 A 9T

(3) RERIGITF R A PZE21 Brbizk ik B e — 847 00 B AR R H i D Re Rk R &R (ARG 1A
ILREFR IR 30%ANIRIEFEN X T8 GC B DNA FIARCRN AR (20 7% ) , R A BT K 0 2 RE 0 3
I fERIAIAR R #1153 ARGs 7E0E A T5 F W5 fEIE 7 £k,
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