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Bioinformatic and Expression Analysis of Fasciclin-like Arabinogalactan
Proteins (FLAs) Gene Family in Peach
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Abstract: Twelve Fasciclin-like arabinogalactan proteins (FLA) sequences were screened from the
peach (Prunus persica) genome database. Protein structure analysis of the 12 FLAs revealed that PpFLA7
seems not the classical member of FLA family due to the absence of glycosylated sites. PpFLA6 showed a
significant difference with other ones because of a distinctive composition and distribution of conserved
domains. Phylogenetic analysis indicated that PpFLAs family could be classified into 3 groups: Clade I,
Clade II, and Clade III. Expression analysis by qPCR manifest that 12 PpFLAs were differentially
expressed in various tissues, and the highest expression of PpFLA4 in firm-ripe peach fruit suggest that
this member may play an important role in peach fruit during ripening.
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glycoprotein, HRGPs). FilHiff> L1 (Arabinogalactan proteins, AGPs) &2 m Fu itk b 5

o, 8T8 SR e B E A, B Ak & BEWE R0 I K A7 5 T HE ) 40 i B R 4 i e o
(Showalter, 2001). AGP fR&5#4) th— Ml 10 7Y BTy A < SRR 0B FE A R0 B R S, AR

HAZOEATFHI S AGPs 704 7 MK (Gaspar etal., 2001; Showalter et al., 2010).

FCACIR BT h2 A - LB 8T 1 (Fasciclin-like arabinogalactan protein, FLA) & AGPs &5 [ 5 H 1
— 01, W ReS PR BRI IR EE 55 A IS N A5 o TR, SRS I R I U R SR AR sos5
(1) FLA4 7556 2 AN B AR T mRAe, SR MRZN M se Az, M40 i gan fuse iz oK, JFH
B0 T 6 R R U (Shietal., 2003); AtFLAII (BARIF) PFLAIL CWif) R ZeFLAIl (T
H%) #1225 Tk BRI % (Lafarguette et al., 2004; Brownetal., 2005; Itoetal., 2005;
Persson et al., 2005; Dahiya et al., 2006), H GhFLAI £35WR3A6A0 ML IEAR K vk A4 40 B o 7 I
W MIEAZ A (Liu et al., 2008). XHHUFIT flall/flal2 WEGEAEAR MBI TR, AtFLALl FI AtFLAI2
A BE LRI ZE K ) BERI#E (MacMillan etal., 2010); $IRFT flal SEAERLEZE PR BC R A %
RIGEE, R flal " RES UL T R E (Johnson etal., 2011). 7 fifidk R 2H P2 60 25 i
SEHEE R 5 A FLA JEPRIEAT THFST, R s oF RE A R S e 8 3l 2 WK IR B B, IX R W] FLA
J 53 ] REAE R S IR AR A T R R IS F M A 4 (Tomato Genome Consortium, 2012).

Bt (Prunus persica) & LY PR BRAS R LS, i I B 2 a2 21T, SR PEIRAR T
HEAE, WU T RS, 2320 IR B R i 5 R KR (BRwe ] &, 2013). HBKR S
JE& TV RS, AR NI o R AR v, FUEIRAR I O AR . R AR A BOBRA . SR ok
b, FEE SN SRR AN (Nilo et al., 20105 REW 5, 2015). DU T 520 55
ARG 7 55 R AR AH G i 1 IR 32 4 v T 4 B B B At el 1 R 2 22 11 (Hayama et al., 2003),
1M FLA {Fh0— R A A MR S /E R R 1, 215 Bee U 92 40 M i (R ARG 20, 2 1T 53 i SR SI2 (1) ol
AR AR WARIE . ABFFTH BL W E R SRR SR TIN5, SRS B2 7R N
Pk I DRI 2 54 R i e HE (1) 12 /MEE FLA P AIEEAT 2041, 4878 FLA Rk 5 S st A A AR v4 75
KA R AR SR B R AR

QY VR SRS DARES

1.1 MR RAE

SESCE R MR R B M BER S B WA T T T K BRI . A R A
fea (201543 H 14 H). 46 (201543 H 24). M2E (2015 4E 4 H 3 HO. Bz T WIRSz (eks
35 A Fkz AL S (HEJ5 45 D Rz LS (FEJ5 55 d) PRS2 (fE )5 85 d) 4T 73 At (Gabotti
etal., 2015). HSEAEMBIR ARRSNE FES, BERRSSRAE 54, B 3 K. HEER)E LA
AU, - 80 CHAEEH .

KA S R S RNA 2GS (Omega) FREUARIAZIRE R R B SE1) A RNA N
ATJG RNase JiEPE[) DNase I (Omega) Z:FRFRMIEHFZA DNA, H NanoDrop2000 2 1%
(Thermo) LG RNA AL, I 1.0%I5 IEBE SR k2R G RNA 562 . BLE RNA 8
BB, K SuperRT cDNA 2 —55 & ik & (CWBIO) & cDNA.
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1.2 PpFLA RiEERE KR EBLEWFES T

FLA JEPIZH P91 il D1y Getafk Lo A fr B 455 R E 2 M\ Phytozome 4% (http: //
phytozome.jgi.doe. gov/pz/portal.html#) 3k#5F, iz H] ClustalW2 Fl GeneDoc 4K fiE4T PpFLAs Kk .
P AL EE T FIFAEZE T H (http: //www.expasy.org/tools/protparam.html) 7 #7 85 [ )i FE A
PE ;1 H SignalP 4.1 Server Chttp: //www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/SignalP/) F1 GPI Lipid Anchor Project

(http: //mendel.imp.ac.at/sat/gpi/gpi_server.html) Tl {5 5 Ik A& GPI 4 7 5 K] SubLoc v1.0

(http: //www.bioinfo.tsinghua.edu.cn/SubLoc/eu_predict.htm) HEATNVAN M EL7; FIFH NCBI $24L1)
Web CD-Search Tool 1. Chttp: //www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Structure/bwrpsb/bwrpsb.cgi) %2 FLA &1
(FIOR5F4 (FAS domain), Jf i1 ClustalW2 #A4F5¢ %2 JP 4 LLAT 43 #1; A Python (3.5) FE/F 4k
FI S R (AG 30 4] MEGA 5.10 #4882 (Neighbor-joining) £ R ZeEL A,
HRE{E (Bootstrap {H) & E A 500.

1.3 EFREEE PCR 247

JH Beacon Designer 7 #5211 PpFLA ZKIGHE R RS 9741 (2 1), KA SYBR Green ¢
TG RNEREA T 980 € & PCR J W, #:E 2 BRZ: i DyNAmo Flash SYBR Green qPCR i 7] % ( Thermo)
(R3] P E4T . qPCR FEFRE: 95 CHIUEALYE 7 min, 95 C#HF 15 s, #EAT 39 MEHR, 45~60 C
Bk 30s, 75 CLR¥F 15 s. TMAEMER 3K, UL PpTEF2 fE NS A (Tong et al.,, 2009), Jf
K 278 i AR R KT

®1 WHKEEPCRSIHY

Table 1 Primers sequences used for gPCR

S GDR EERS ey (5-37) FHRKEbp R JGHIEC
Gene Accession Forward and reverse primer sequence Ampllcon Anncaling
No. s1ze temperature
PpFLAI ppa023463m  F: GAATGTGAGGCTCCAATC: R: CAGTGGGTAGTATGAATGG 82 52
PpFLA2 ppa022851Im  F: AGGTGGCTTCAATGTCTT; R: AACGGTGAGTTGGCTATT 97 49
PpFLA4 ppa026177m  F: AGGTGGCTTCAATGTCTTA; R: AACGGTGAGTTGGCTATT 97 47
PpFLAS ppa024648m  F: TCTTGTCAACACCTCCATT; R: GAGCACACTGTCAACTTG 76 51
PpFLA6 ppa023379m  F: GTTAAGGTTGCTGCTAAG: R: ACAAGTAGAGAAGTGAGAAT 96 48
PpFLA8 ppa005721m  F: CATTCCACACCTTCCTTA; R: ATAGTTATGCCTTCCTCAG 91 50
PpFLAY ppa007675m  F: CTGCTGAGTCGGAGAACA; R: GGACAAGACAACGGAGGA 119 57
PpFLAIO  ppa010321m  F: CACTCTGAAGACGAAGAT; R: TGTCAATGGTGTAAATAGC 83 49
PpFLAIl  ppa006158m  F: TGGAGACACAGATCAACA: R: ACAAGTCATTAGGCAACAG 87 50
PpFLAI2  ppa006726m  F: CTTCCTCCACTCAGCCACAG:; R: GACCAGCCTTCTCAAGAATAGC 95 50
PpTEF2 ppa022313m  F: GGTGTGACGATGAAGAGTGATG; R: TGAAGGAGAGGGAAGGTGAAAG 129 59

2 HiR 5

2.1 PpFLA KixEEREREMFFIED

M Phytozome ##4is FE 1321 12 MBI FLA 4l X J¥ %1 (% 2). 12 /> PpFLA FKJ% 01 533
IIATAERRIE R ZL 5 S et fh b, Fohsl 6 SR Ok EA 6 4 Bk PpFLAG &1 2 /> FAS {R~F1k4t,
HAb R A 5 AT 1A FAS CR5738G [RIUEPE A4S AR W], PpFLA KK R 51 (Prunus mume)
PmFLA RIS ZSERAUE /3 HTK : PpFLA2 5 PpFLA4 WA i, 153 83%;
PpFLA4 5 PpFLAS FUAHLAEEIE 2 80%: LAy bd Z (B AR FEAXAIC, T PpFLAG6 1 PpFLAS [H)
FBLBEAN AT 3% (K 3).
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F+2 M FLA RIKHEERE
Table 2 Information regarding FLA family genes in peach
3 61 BRE  RER FAS BB - FAS UM RERER G
Gene JGI-locus Chromosome No. Number Of. Locat.lon of FAS Highest homolog Accession No.
FAS domain domain

PpFLAl ppa023463m 6: 5305129..5306208 1 205 ~ 341 Prunus mume XP_008223499.1

PpFLA2 ppa022851m 6: 6870334..6871230 1 93 ~226 P. mume XP_008225430.1

PpFLA3 ppa026177m 6: 6872740..6873911 1 77 ~210 P. mume XP_008225421.1

PpFLA4 ppa024648m 6: 6890515..6891390 1 90 ~223 P. mume XP_008225441.1

PpFLAS ppa023379m 6: 6899754..6900584 1 77 ~210 P. mume XP_008225462.1

PpFLAG6 ppa005721m 7: 12806403..12809812 2 37 ~172, 295~399 P. mume XP_008241098.1

PpFLA7 ppa007675m 3: 15418733..15420402 1 226 ~ 329 P. mume XP_008229928.1

PpFLAS ppa010321m 3: 15945162..15946867 1 50~183 P. mume XP_008229843.1

PpFLAY ppa006158m 2: 16807728..16809005 1 195 ~ 326 P. mume XP_008232692.1

PpFLAIO ppa006726m 4: 18113925..18115189 1 225~329 P. mume XP_008227156.1

PpFLAIlI ppa022313m 7: 21167588..21168409 1 47~ 182 P. mume XP_008242761.1

PpFLAI2 ppa023999m 6: 21947112..21947849 1 45~180 P mume XP_008243923.1

%3 PpFLA BARKEEBRANET S
Table 3 Percentage of identities among PpFLA proteins in peach %

s’: o{?ein PpFLA2 PpFLA3 PpFLA4 PpFLA5 PpFLA6 PpFLA7 PpFLA8 PpFLA9 PpFLA10 PpFLAIl PpFLAI2
PpFLA1 13 14 13 14 5 21 13 23 22 11 13
PpFLA2 64 83 77 7 13 22 15 15 28 34
PpFLA3 67 66 5 12 22 14 14 35 36
PpFLA4 80 7 13 22 15 16 30 35
PpFLAS 7 12 24 16 14 32 38
PpFLA6 4 3 6 5 6 5
PpFLA7 11 34 57 12 11
PpFLAS 14 13 30 23
PpFLA9 37 14 13
PpFLA10 13 13
PpFLAIl 38

PpFLAs 8 (174 K BE{E 245 ~ 447 bp Z (8], pl 5.05 ~ 8.67, AHXT 4> 1 5 & 25.40 ~ 49.83 kD.
KPR Z B (GRAVY) £B, B PpFLA3. PpFLAG6 Ml PpFLA11 /K PEE (4, HAFIRK
FBINFKPEE . B PPFLAG 4F, AR R EH | M5S0k, H4X PpFLAT #i1 —/ GPI 4l
DX o VAN A A7 T 45 S B, 7 AN e A T A A e, 4 AN EDEAL T4 fukx b, 1fi PpFLAG
W ERLF2eifh I (3R 4),

%4 #kFLA BARIENISE

Table 4 The characteristics of FLA proteins in peach

B HIERK E/aa 4> FH/KD o SROKPEE fE90k ESMAIA GPLEE A V40 52
P;otein Amino acid Molecular pl ¥JZH  Signal Most likely GPI-modification ~ Subcellular

length weight GRAVY  peptide cleavage site  site localization
PpFLAI 360 38.38 6.06 0294 1 27~28 4 i 4h Extracellular
PpFLA2 298 30.82 7.78 0.151 1 27~28 il ffiA% Nuclear
PpFLA3 276 29.16 5.66 -0237 1 26 ~27 411 ff1#% Nuclear
PpFLA4 291 30.23 8.48 0.122 1 23 ~24 40 ffu4h Extracellular
PpFLAS 276 28.60 7.78 0.111 1 19 ~20 il ffiA% Nuclear
PpFLA6 447 49.83 737 -0413 0 £ ki {& Mitochondria
PpFLA7 359 38.35 6.50 0.186 1 27~28 341 40 ffu4h Extracellular
PpFLAS 254 26.81 5.05 0.135 1 19 ~20 4l i1 7h Extracellular
PpFLA9 425 43.62 5.47 0225 1 23~24 4N ia4b Extracellular
PpFLA10 398 42.21 6.30 0.043 1 25~26 4 4b Extracellular
PpFLA1l 249 25.96 8.67 -0011 1 25~26 il ffiA% Nuclear
PpFLAI2 245 25.40 6.16 0.264 1 23~24 41 i4b Extracellular
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2.2 PpFLAs EELEFHESR

FLAs A& & P i —28 8 H, RIILE 5 Pro B8 Hyp 1AK 2 8 T B AR BRI - FUBE S . th T
FLA ZIGM AR Z, T2 508 EORE RS 1 DX B L D B, DRI AR 4t i A4 th i “Hyp 2P
Ut” (Schultz et al., 2002), FIH] Python ¥ F 45 T — Bt SR H T4 BhAIFST FLA 25 1 Rp i
st FET “Hyp ZELEMARUL”, & [Ala/Ser/Thr]-Hyp-X (0,100 -[Ala/Ser/Thr]-Hyp X1 %)
B FUMEESEAL, & [Ala/Ser/Thr] -Hyp-Hyp 5% [ Ala/Ser/Thr] -Hyp-Hyp-Hyp DX 382 7 B #7411 % B
BEMBHG . 31X 3 FMAL I A% O R IE 5 4 : TASTIP(?2: .{0,10} [AST]P)+; [AST]PP; [AST]PPP,
B A S BT “x.group O, x.span O7 THRESEI. St 4 (K 5) KB, Fk PpFLA7 4k, H
ARG AAT 1~ 3 Bt AGP 3.

%5 PpFLA EARKERREYE
Table 5 Number of putative glycomodules of the putative PpFLA proteins

irdS| AL 50 Number of putative glycomodules AGP Y54

Protein [Ala/Ser/Thr]-Hyp-X (0,10) -[Ala/Ser/Thr]-Hyp [AST]-P-P [AST]-P-P-P  Location of AGP-like region
PpFLALI 2 0 0 146 ~ 153, 352 ~358

PpFLA2 2 0 29 ~81, 231~244

PpFLA3 3 2 0 28 ~64, 215~230, 251 ~262
PpFLA4 2 1 0 30~77, 228 ~241

PpFLAS 2 1 0 26 ~62, 215~228

PpFLA6 1 1 0 211 ~240

PpFLA7 0 0 0 —

PpFLAS 2 0 0 24 ~38, 194 ~226

PpFLA9 3 1 0 168 ~ 182, 260 ~272, 333 ~386
PpFLA10 1 0 0 337 ~362

PpFLAL1 2 0 1 20 ~32, 190 ~202

PpFLA12 2 0 0 25~33, 188~217

2.3 PpFLAs RG24

23t ClustalX2 [ Z P A LEXT, 3 3 ANMRFIETE IR 75, 425008 H1 [YFIH AT H2 (& 1, A).
H1 BA RS H Thr, H2 BAZEELT Val. Leu 1 e B /KTEEEERE, [YFIH 35040 T H1
5 H2 Z[a] (Showalter et al., 2010).

1T PpFLAG 12 FE MR 415 Hofth PpFLA B3 22 S350, 15 06 Nl 71 BE T I JE vkl s SLAR ST
B, DRIMRs e HOE G AT (L T AtFLALS. AtFLA16. AtFLA17 fil AtFLA18 34T Lbxs (& 1,
B), KRIILFFESAIX 3 AN m IR 0 Z ik

FETHE S5 R T B L 2D FERR R L~ 12 81 B 23 A A DL il BT 1 173 734 3 2%, PpFLA1 . PpFLA7.
PpFLA9 Fll PpFLA10 34—, PpFLA6 H—3, HAH N5 —%K.
2.4 PpFLAs BE SR

TS PpFLA S5 A BIREAL G FR, R T8 B 03 () 2 SRR A A i T RGE b, JEpkit T
UFGTT 21 A~ AtFLA KGR E NS . RBARL R B8, PpFLA2. PpFLA3. PpFLA4. PpFLAS.
PpFLAS.PpFLA11 il PpFLA12 %4 Clade I , PpFLA1.PpFLA7.PpFLA9 Fl PpFLA10 2% Clade Il ,
PpFLAG6 2 Cladelll (18] 3). Johnson %5 (2003) ¥4 F+1¥ FLA 02734 4 41, AWFFTI 40 A 45 3
52 WA 25, AWESTHOK PpFLA6 S54RI IT C 415 D 4L 51 1) AtFLA19. AtFLA20. AtFLA21
RIAT —2%.
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A H1 [YFJH
70 * 260 1 280

PpFLA2 AR sARSRT < - - -TGSI NS CDEQRV B IONFORLENDVR yNT Shig 0225
PpFLA4 AT SAISKLS - - ~TGSINSWSDEQRV B3 LIMONFQULENEVR YNTSHE Q : 222

pFLAS L] BNG3SQLE---TGSINSHSDEQRV 2 QNFQWLENPVR 'VNTShIS K : 200
PpFLA3 EAETH DASNLC- -~ TGTINS SDEQKG 4 ICNFOUISNEVR SGIVNTSHS C o209
PpFLA12 Fi SSLK---SGTINSHSEQQRL. B SQFQUVENPLH VNATYR L: 179
PpFLAI11 Fi TSLE-—-AGTINTHTTOQCY. XK YINTSLLUVENBVR SQUVETCOMNN L : 181
PpFLA10 FCJeMIDAIKAF--——~LPREKNUTRAGRA, BT ATLEENNGLQN iKY TAENT g : 327
PpFLA7 FETIAVINGF----LPRYKNMTTSQRY BV QMLEENNGLYN LB TAKMT 0 : 328
PpFLA9 sFA NI EAR KAK G- -~ VPDE SEETNAEVY iGTLR@SKSPIS-JIRT DSEREAL L : 325
PpFLAS AEVj3Ts SRS STF - - ~KPSISNTADQIK S B SDFRNLEQSSP-IFTFAG---G CWTDIERYS L : 182
PpFLA1 EVls T TAIYSNL ES - -NVRL QS AR DREAT HSp Y RIGSLEEIVNEY QB B TEDMGAG ich 1 L : 340
PpFLA6  vyDALASGESLAPAPAPGPGEPHHHF DGESCYKDF IHTIMEYGGYNEMADILVNLT SLATEMGRLVSE LTEDQISEPGAEE. Yy : 337

t Pd f h6 ta 6 6 5 vé
B
* 20 *

AtFLA17 ERBIYGGSA“.’IELFLFESVLIFSAiALSKNQSPSS

AtFLA1S RCIYCCSVIT---IFESFFFLLNASALESCHANT TG e

PpFLA6 --MARLQLQAQFRRRRRRRRTTTY A

AtFLA1S 3 LSKLLF !:‘LLLT;.EITT.&LPE—KP

AFLA16 - ATKELLELFLTTE IATALCCNEDV LV E

s gQINSNSVLV;
140 * 160

AtFLA17 = GRV. 5 Ol R - ——-LENCCCKRRM]
AtFLAI18 GRV GE -a FIRGTNGERIg
PpFLAG6 RTLLM SHPCEER - k
AtFLAIS g AV
AtFLAl6 s 5 LSH

1 8k (Pp) FAREIF (AD) FLA EEMREHFEIER
Fig. 1 Alignment of multiple sequences encoding the fasciclin-like domains of PpFLAs and AtFLAs

pprLAl ([ || I |

pprLa2 (N T W)
pprLa3 (N D N )
PprLA4+ (N I )
pprLas (I I N W )
C I S )

PpFLA6

pprLA7 ([ I [~
pprras BN TN e )

PpFLA9

(|
pprLAlo ([ 1 I

pprLall ([ - )
pprLAl2 (T T )
- {55 ik Peptide signal - JE I Fasciclin-like domain

I AGPH; AGP region 4 GPLiE X GPl-anchoring region

2 #FLA EREHEE

Fig.2 Schematic representation of FLAs in peach
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57 ® PpFLA2
98 ® PpFLA4
100 ® PpFLAS
o4 ® PpFLA3
20 AtFLAL2
87— ® PpFLAI2
96 AFLAIl = Clade 1
100 ® PpFLAlL
99 08 AtFLA6
99 AIFLA9
AtFLAI3
100——® PpFLAS
L—  aFLa7
100——® PpFLAl )
L——  AtFLA4
08 100 AIFLA3
— 461|£ AtFLAS
AIFLA14
2 e a [ Cen
o7 ® DyFLA9
472|:' PpFLA7
93 AIFLA2
480|:' PpFLA10
AFLAL —
49 AtFLA20 )
06 AtFLA19
54C AFLATS L e
41 AFLAIL6
48 ® pyFLAG
89 AIFLA17
AIFLAIS —

3 # (pp) FHIAEI (A) FLA ERHIRGH LK
AN R BTN A R
Fig.3 Phylogenetic relationships of FLAs in Prunus persica (Pp) and Arabidopsis thaliana (At)

The bootstrap value showed with the number on each node.

2.5 PpFLA RiEHR

TR 3 RT-PCR KA 5] PpFLA3 R PpFLA7 Wik, W50 7 2 488 10 A PpFLA
TEARRNAE K R E N WA 25K (K 4). PpFLAI R PpFLA9 {fE4ts. fe M ZErh 445 ik,
T A SR i v () 220 B 26 B G R T 3BT R B e PpFLA2 A 2Fvp IR IE K dei, T AE S SE 10 %,
R TR A . PpFLA4 ikt ARFI 2frh B 300k, (RSt B W B3R, A&
T ZER A R BB, PpFLAS Fl PpFLAI2 FRIEAL, fEAEEl. fEFIf 2f RIS ERAL, HE
PAZ IR AP IR RIS . PpFLAG6 et M ik & T 2F, Ho% TR i RiE
RN R BB« PpFLAS R PpFLA10 53 MATACRIAC AL 1 Rk e ey, 17075 5 5 e e F o
AN T o PpFLALL TEACEFIAE ik 3 iy T 28, iR 408X 11 RTE R 0 S s b J L P e R,
R R R A R s b SO B B R IE .
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VE R —Fh i BB S 1, BRI FLERBE R ) (AGPs) JLTAELE T A K AL Rt AR R4
AT M, ACIR BT R FURE AR 1 (FLAs) 2Bl hrArr = U R 8 S % . i A AET
ST E 21 Mgt FLA (2R, JF HAeA140 8 4 41 (Johnson et al., 2003), G XA
SN ZERUK R %255 T 34 M1 24 A FLAs (Faik et al., 2006). M KESEH &S 17
AN FLAs ¥J547 H1 A H2 {35738, o 5 AN FLA #% GPI &€ T4 i, 1y H. BrFLA6/9/22 W] g
0BT AtFLALL/12 BATMRIAER], BIRefedt e 40 ket AR pifk (Li & Wu, 2012). A
REERELW, PpFLAs S SEIF IR FLAs AR ORI, nl A A UM A= B 68 . PpFLAs
FGR A A 2 (R SRR AL i 22 K, Jedld PpFLAG,  HATAVRR 1O <38 o0 A B -5 oAt gk 14
(SRS uE, PRIt ] DAHE L v] B2 B AN [R] T I e 03 1) o — 4R AR PP 9 e A5 A8 S >k b 4h,
PpFLA7 A& AGP FRAEPERIBEIEAGAT 55, BRIAS S T ) AGP, (HIL C sidl GPI &g, it
AN REAN B IS A MR A AL R, TR A A A0 SIS R R B 1A A M S e O R 4R R 4
SR S5 R Fa e (Lietal., 2010).

h Tk PpFLAs WFGRRHE, W T H S50 7 ARk R S et B b R ik A8k . 25
REW, Clade 1 8 1K) PpFLAS 1 PpFLA12 R AR A% PR R SErbiRe e 3k o AU R I, ZeFLAIL
Fl PopFLAs ANAEARGFRIA, IS5 IRAERERIRUER, b (e 48 IR JZRE T TE i (Lafarguette et al.,
2004; Dahiya et al., 2006 o 5A% 11 2Bk AR% S o) A% SR 3 A8 B s 18, DRI HE PpFLAS F PpFLAL2
AR B Y5 ZeFLALL M1 PopFLAs RALHIVE] o PpFLAS AE4% b S I B e (R R 35 7K, X S I
AtFLA3 PZIEAHRL (Li et al., 20100, ULHAE AT REE 5 AFLA3 ML DIRE, RS2 SIS N
BEITE o

FSERAGE R, A REE I S MR AL 2 e A B AR Ak, AT SR TR 40 i R 22 i £
SRR T 55 A 1) 0 B R SR ) 5 N (Dumwville & Fry, 2003). 767 A SR 92 @l fi v,
i M BE P-C-H W26 S50 A A= o0 il TSR SR B 5 40 I e 22 [B] PRI R 3% (Orfila et al., 2002). FLA
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R, KR T D, Ry R R S CEMERIK L%, 2001). Clade 12+, PpFLAI
I PpFLAY9 #AE % 1 IRk IR s il 30k b, P E AT T AT GBS S5 IR 3R 52 A i 41 4 1) A K
X5 HAEH GhFLAI Rl GPFLAS (/EFI22LL (Huang et al., 2013; Liu et al., 2013). PpFLA4 {Ef#
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