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A SEARCH FOR NEW XYLOSE METABOLIC
ENZYMES IN SOIL METAGENOME BY
GUIDE CLUSTERING AND NETWORK

PARTITIONING.

Kensaku Nemoto', Harry A Moesa™ °, Hirokazu Chiba® *,
Haruko Takeyama', Wataru Fujibuchi > > ¢ 7

Metagenome analysis has provided a gene catalog derived from unculturable
microorganisms but it is difficult to identify origin of retrieved gene; where do they
come from? To address this problem, we developed a new method that combines a
general clustering with a network partitioning algorithm named BRIM. xyl4 gene
encoding xylose (glucose) isomerase also contributes in the productivity of bioethanol.
Using the method, we estimated a genome that contains xy/4 genes. We will report these
results in this conference.
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1. #&H

BIE, KIGHECEERIEE &\ o 7ol 2 2 N PFEE LT FE IS L R & T
5. FEE, BAEMRFOREG TG EEICHIH AR R EER O AEWE 7 EMEO &V
WENER ESNDEFNIZ (1], £ O—J5 TAHENHEEE %4 2 FR a2 A ik
AR RERD 0.1%IC b2 WVENMSN TV E[2]. HEEEMAY OB EIC
IR R R BRI O EERAN AR THD. LTzRn o> T OBERITERNTIE
SEEFR M AE D B R OBEA OISR L [FIFSRE 2~ L7 3 B B /g ZIE SR Mo BRI E
EIRTEEZLNTWVD.

RETICEEND T ) M(A XY ) D) EMBERICHE T2 A 257 ) AEITIIE R T
BEEERVWENIFENRH VEENNETCHLIMEN THLZEDBLEFEZNET D Z
LR LARETH B3], EBRDOMHTIZ2 oD 7 F o —F DHEFIHEYE, 2)iEME LT
Fhi S5 . BLAIFEVED L CIER BB T ORIFEE N S 7 7 4 ~— %%t L, PCR
EaEHAWTAZS ) APICEBET 2 RFHEEZ OISR S S 5. BEMELSI Thil
R EA X5 7 AL EENICENER T ENET DI ERFEETH DH[4]. Rk
U CIIAERY G 1 & 38 B &7 72 O I EE S U7 AR B AR 1 O RS RE T ONEPE DML
ENTVRVWERH T B, EAEETEZIEL THOEEMORESE LY TEMITE - T
W — AU FET 5. —F, IEHEEOFIETIT DA X5/ L DNA 9B i
Rk, 77 AI KT 4 75U —IEA, 3)PEEBEEEDOMER, 4)5F R CENER
TEOLREEIEEZRE. DO FIEER TENERTEZIET 5[5, ZOFET
VIEE TR A SR D & FH B L T2 O THEAL I 72 SRR BEAR 2338 W VB G 7 2 IR
TLHIENHRETHDH. 221, AT BEEBEREEL - Tt s v — 2 OEREE
IEFEFITIR N Z EABESE LTHh T OND. FIxiE, KIGEZFER LZERTIET
IFA—PTIL23,000 7 m— 1 7 m—[6], HUEWE T 113,700 7 n—2 2 7
0 — TN EEEZ R THRER L o T0D. AXT ) AFENLINE SN EE TR ED

D ERAR KRB Sl B R R
PHREKFEREER & MY Ak 2 —

SRSIATEOR N BEREHANRATIZERT AR IR & —
CIRNIATBOEN BB TE A SR A S e T

P BURIE R R R 22 KT 2 1 R - O

O HURIRF: BRI AR AR K

T AR R iPS MR 5E T

' Faculty of Science and Engineering, Waseda University.

% Human Genome Center Institute of Medical Science University of Tokyo.

3 Computational Biology Research Center, Advanced Industrial Science and Technology.
“National Institute for Basic Biology, National Institutes of Natural Sciences.
*School of Biomedical Science, Tokyo Medical and Dental University.

® Graduate School of Frontier Sciences, The Univ. of Tokyo.

" Center for iPS Research and Applicaton, Kyoto University.

(©2012 Information Processing Society of Japan



TP 2T JE R S
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

7 BCHRTDEON? R AR O Y OES| DN DN ? Z o M & iR
DFREIIEFEICROEN TS, BT ) % Bk 2 ORI A M O 855 138
FIOFFRIE X 0 W5 7212 BLAST[8]D T — & N—Z MR Y 7 MM D LFEMR
MNONBURTH 5.

TRV — MG T B T 2 A R O AL B0 HIERIR IR AL DR LML & v o T RIRE O fif
WRO—2L LT BRAEETH Y “BLRFBOFEHDO D=3 L F =03 KD b,
NAFTH ) —VRER SN TS, JFECTHDMP A 4~ 2 EERKIZE Y CO,

ZWRUL L THDIZDICHIERIRIRAIZ 5 2. 2 BN D R BRI RER = RNV F—Th 5.

FEREMTHIREZFEEE T, A H ) — )VAEFEDOMFEIL LRI BT TV
L0, FEAEA SN AERIIARE O~ B 7 — X RS 5 T EBE, D-xylose
PRGSO, ZOdAR, G )= VEESRO FRAREL, X TUTIC
BT %5 D-xylose fNilEERIIUER T xpld ZEERN TRISEDMENITONLTWND
[9](10].

ARWFFE T, LEEX 257 7 50 G HBERE RO xpld & I3TEMHESRE D R 5 #Eirs st
WAEMIZHRT D xpld BT ERET D2 & &2 B L7, BAHIEEYED FIECIHUEE N
Lo T LER OBLS & [FE T A MEE R T 572027 T A2 ) 7 Ex
v FU—=27 8T Y X5 (BRIM) R L-FEEZREE L (K 1,2). 612
RPEEEH LA XS 7 A0 bEAG LT B8ETI2B LT HSET 2 4EWHE/EOHER %
AT

2. EBAE

21 YU TILDER
g ol 2 EGEr (T, T2) KOEHE (S1) THEV 7 LVoORIEITo 7.
WFNHBANET L TWA HETHY, TLIZT T, T2IEAE, SLIZT T h A RN
B 5L ERE L7,

22 T|Y O TUHEOFRM xyld4 BEFOHH

KRS T D 3 ST CEL B L 72 15872 & ISOIL(NIPPON GENE)% f#i /] L T DNA
L, 9 5kbp OWTHICT T 0T 4 v 7 L3 FEEO M DNA V> Ve T v
L— k& LTPCR 217272, PCR 77 A ~—I3 xyld BARF OURAFREIE A ST LA R D
2 #1%& #%FF L7=( xpld degenerate forword primerl (20bp) 5'-TGGGGNGGNCGNGARG
GNTA-3', xyl4 degenerate reverse primerl (21bp): 5'-RAAYTSRTCNGTRTCCCARCC-
3", xyIA degenerate forword primer2 (24bp): 5 ‘-TGTGTTTTGGGGCGGNMKNGANG
G-3', xpld degenerate reverse primer2 (21bp): 5 ‘- ATGGCCCGCCADNKKNKCRTG-3'

HEY I RE (2.1
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FHyADE (2.3H) 51165 rRNADIVEE (2. 59H)
(Yo ff— Abdi — 5 T —) (4543 — B T2 )

.

NCBI J: ¥ $#Hy FHeyid l’
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K2 7524 —fFM N OBRIM 7 L3 Y XLAOBEHICHBITLHFv— b
A) BB T — 2 DU T AZ—fFENTOFEIT.  B) fEkSies FAF—FRLD
taxonomy ID (2 L 2Bt L O BRIM 7L ALK D%y B U —27 45,

Vol.2012-BIO-28 No.11
2012/3/28

). PCR EWITZ NVERIKE TY A X &R L &8 B UHERAZ 1Ty, pCR-blunt
TOPO NI X7 % —(invitrogeIZE A L, bt — b g v 7 ETHEELEEZITV SOC i
T37C, | B OBEIEREORIAME &1 LB EREMICHE L. 77 o—
=k o T ran=—%2 4+ DNA VU VB TR2EE y 7 7 v 7L, fikEY
BRI LB S CREZR L%/ Ea— LA hy 7 BER L. BB L=
TNET T AI FHIHIC L > TA o — b RREESNTWD Z & 2R L.

23 YO TUH DS DOERM xlp4 EE%EE?IJ(DIBI%

Ia—=VTHRANLKONT AT Z Y —IZIX E.coli EC100 (Epicentre) % H\ 7=, LB &
REZH (10 g/ L Bacto trypton, 5 g/ L yeast extract, 5 g/ L NaCl, pH 7.0) & Hi/EW'E »
FeATy (125ug/ mL)TERLE., 79 A3 oA ¥ — M &S H—ikE
Pyrosequencing ¥4 TURE L 7o (ARFEHTIX TAKARA BIO (2 THEf). WIZHRE L 7-EsT
‘—5 BxylA ThHDHI L EMRTHLDICIFEHOaT R 7 L—ATT I JBICEEL,

W& N &S TRl i‘%&Ulﬁh? LB LR BRME. BT class] THAE &
NTWDESIEF —7 1) GREG[YSTA], 2) [LIVM]EPKPX[EQ]P ([YSTA]iZ YSTA @
WIFNDLOT X8, X IHMEEDOT I/ BERT) 25 @@aﬁl %R L xyld AR T &
L7=[11]. 7=, BFRONMi%x LY I AEICHHN5 - O IR % O &Y T — 4

WXL 7 Z A 1 OF v u— AREIEE OTEMEHRAL(181E, 183K, 217E, 220H, 245D,
255D, 257D, 287D)D A A il L7z,

24 T—RR—ZXHDD xyld BIEFERIIDILE

NCBI (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) @ GenBank 7 — % ~<— 2 (600,752 &, 286,73
0,369,256 FLAIDBIE T —H#X—R) KL VBERD xyld BIE1OT I/ BESIE# A
AF L7z, "xylA"K UV"xylose isomerase"% ¥ — U — K& L CHEFIEHR AR L, BEn
xyld 7 2 BEERS 935 A& UL L=, RIZ [DNA 5 — ¥ ~<—Z (DDBJ/EMBL/GenBa
nk=INSD) #%& L3, ¥ 7> u— K] (http:/lifesciencedb.jp/ddbj/download.cgi) &£ ¥
ABLFIEH O A ID (Accession ID) & AEMHE K UL L~ LD EFH ID (taxonomy 1
D) OXHET —# %X 7 m— KL, NCBI ® FTP ¥ — SHKOMAEY TG (cat
egories.dmp) & BEE AT T, 2 TOREH xyld BT IZFE D taxonomy ID %15 L, BE
Haxyld BIET L ER L.

25 TEH U TILHS D 16S rRNA ERFI DIRE

16S rRNA & {51 DERIFHEIE 2> & PCR 7° 7 A ~— %% 5+ L72( F8 : 16SrRNA forwo
rd primer (20bp) : 5-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCAG-3', R357 : 16SrRNA reverse pri
mer (15bp) : 5-CTGCTGCCTYCCGTA-3'). {EkL7=7"F A ~—% T PCR {&IZ
XV 5kb RICHHIE L=+ DNA 3 F A bHIEMR ZINEL M uy—7 3
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— (454 v =7z —) RV THRERSIZFE L. RICIEE S VBB 16S
RNA BT Th D Z & 2MERT D20, HWERY|T —Z ~X—Z nt 2% LT BLASTn
B RAT L, EAIFRIRMED 80%LL FORECHI &2 HIBR L=, EAIE % 250 ¥EiIcHizx, HV
T LT

26 T—RAR—ZHSD 16S rRNA EEFIDINE

2.4 TH L [AEEIZ GenBank T — #X— 2 L0, BEFID 16S rRNA OIS EH %2 A
FL, "16S"}KT"16S ribosomal"% ¥ —U— N & L CEAIEREZBE L, 2.4 HOBEM
xyld 7 X 7 BRERS & 38T 5 taxonomy ID % £FOBEEN 16S rRNA O FEES 333 A%
IN4E L7,

27 OTU M OD#EE

97%LL D FHRIVE & #E5E L 7= 16S rRNA BLF X [FIFE I 3R D 16S rRNA & E# L 7-[12].
BENTHED T ICEEN D4 16S tRNA IZK LT, FRIFEDEIGERIT 5%
DR T-O R Lz, 97%LL E O REMERHERR S 7z 1 8EH kD 16S rRNA ElF1 %
—2® 7 )L—7 (operational taxonomic unit, OTU) (2, OTU Ok & L 7L
HOAEY DFER A 3T T 7. BAETENT Y 7 b mothur (http://www.mothur.org/)
A LT == N rarefaction.single()!Z & ¥V 1:3EH 3 16S rRNA O A% L © OTU #%
FHE L72[13] [14]. 7=, rarefaction.single()iZ & Y ZEAK S #17= rarefaction curve DT —
% J% Y mothur f+fJ&® =1~ > K rarefaction(calc=solow, size=2000) (7= size=5000,
size=10000) ZfEHI L, 168 rRNA 7% 10,000 A#I L 72456 0 OTU O Z i@ L T
Yo TN AEPICE £ D 168 rRNA SR T OFEEOHEE 21T - 7=

28 VSRAYVY

Bt U 72 B2 5kt LT Y 7 b clustalW2  (http://www.ebi.ac.uk/Tools/msa/clustalw2/)
EEHLTNIECEDT IA A MEETL, T4 A0 MEOBESIZ 2.2 1,
25HETHMLIZPCR 7T A4 ~—IZBEPETHY I 7 L7z, WIZT v 7T A mothur
A L C dist.seqs(fasta=7 — & 4 ,output=square) & FZ1T L 7=. xI4 CTHIFIFELLEE
(idnetity % £ /) &2 B H UIEBEITS %2 H 1 L72[15].

HEEEITHNC R L, R SRED /Ny 7 — stats (ICH TN DB T A &2 — AT 3217 RS
U helust(,method="average”,...) &3 ] LEEEENEIC LD 7 FAFZ Y 7 5B FIT LI,

FEEWRIZ 7 SAZ Y T OREO—D2THY, 5OV FAX—OEHMd % A
WD T AL —DRERFE L OREEES L5 FET, e LT

1
A€, 00 =5 E E di(xy,Ee)
I:: 1#+~7 |C1||C:| I:: 1042
H,EC, X L0
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LEREND. BL dx,x)lE7 T AX—DHEE x,, x, MOBEHEETH Y, |CliLr T %
Z—CHNOEHZEDEBTH 5.

29 U SR —FOERS

AR ENT-xpld 7T AH—L 16STRNA 7 T A X — & R BERICIES W CHES T
D712, BESI xpld & BEA 16S IRNA % taxonomy ID 24 L CTATAIE R TRIUSAHT 7=
EARBZIZBERN xpld #1712, BEAD 16S rRNA %32, FE O taxonomy ID 73 —E
THEMIGENDEE 1, —BHLARAVEMMIEENLMEE 0 & LIZATHI 2 /ER L
TNIY XL~OATNZHEH LT,

WIZWH 7 Z A2 —IZ%f L BRIM (bipartite recursively induced modules) 7 /L= U X A
Z@EHA L7z, BRIM 73 Y XADFEHIZUTO®EY TH5D.

THR LIRS A Ry T —7 OGENZBWT, SBEIOBEOTES DT HIC
xtL, ES QO (modularity Q) BNEREIND (K3). QEIFUIK SILAILOEI DR
ThD72, ZHEODEWET 55HIE Q WA E <, #2720 0tz X5 5%1X 0
EAMELS 2D, QEEE/NCT A0EFEERDT 20Ny hT—27 O4EIMET
b%. Ry NI =7 RBOBIEROTER ij OARZEEND &35 L, QT

0 :LZ(AU _Pij)a(giagj)

2m G5

LEREND[6]. AL miTxy FU—27 LOTHEDOEK, Aij i3y MU —27 OTEM
ij ZRESUOFMEE 1 L 0 TRUEITH, Pij iIF 00O E I £ THMIEITH, 6 (gig)
VETES i, BRI D7 T AX =B ENT=ZHEE L, F—07 7 AZ— 2R &
N7=HE1T 0 237,

B/AND QEEZRDD Z LT, HEMEDEWESITHRSNZ2 5 2% —% X VR
HEOBNZ DD I T AX—ZHETHENARETH Y, BEMEELERITY 7 A4 —
WCIEET D 8B XSS 1 O 5, BEAE R DOIFELRWT T AKX —IZEE
D BB % HEEE R A OG- L HER L 7.
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A
e l ~ B
/ A
o .I e o :TEM (xyldE 7121651 RNA)
i e, — 10 (RAREOECEREERY)

M
3. Xy MU= DOHEIDEIZLD O EOGIK
A DO 72 < QDR SE] BA OGN 232 < Q fED @&l

3. %%

31 TBASS ) LICEBET S g4 BEF

3FIHO LY TV TL, T2, S LY U —v—7 o — X 0 EFIE 200aa DR
Fxpld 72 BRECHI & 140 K, 112 K, 1124, 454 3 — 27 =% —J Y ElFIE 200aa
DRI xyld 7 2/ BEECHI A 17,524 A&, 16,000 A, 12,512 A& AL L7=. [BX L 7=
FIF—Z wifie L xyld BETFORFERE W27 4 V2 D T a2 F T LT 20k
B, Hx0O+HY LY 6,156 K, 3,720 &K, 3,046 ROKE xpld T 3/ AL %
5=,

K1 xyld BI5FESNCE T D IE MRS O+ 3t o ik

{EE SRS (1)
tmy T |2 3 4 5 6 7 8 [
T1 91 | 2711 | 244 0 0 0 0 3046
T2 155 | 86 | 5674 | 241 0 0 0 6156
S1 107 | 332 | 273 | 3308 | 0 0 0 3720

32 TEASL ) LYY TIILOFEE
SO TR AN BE S U BB 16S r(RNA @ OTU i 354, 457, 397
72 7=. Solow’s estimator Zf# i L 72 %I TiZ 10,000 A<D -5 3k 16S rRNA Z 5B N09
HZ LT, FNFNRO OTU #id 893, 944, 936 LHftHlsns-. /=¥ 7 +Hin
5D 16S rDNA OFMHRIT 39.6%, 48.4%, 42.4% T - 7-.
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# 2 16StRNA BE{E 7O OTU $ M OELFIENFD OTU L OHE &

YT 16Sr RNA OTU # BCFBANRE OTU | fhiH =R (%)
Tl 1280 354 893 39.6
T2 1584 457 944 48.4
S1 2170 397 936 42.4

33 RH xpld DHEEDEHDTIRPOD xpi4 DEE

A EIE T & 168 RNA Efs 12V v FNT =2 L LTY TAL—f@ii &4 -7,
ZOFER, 470, 837, 1225, 190, 454, 819 {HD xyld @inF 27 7 A X —& 853, 858,
859, 888, 887, 888 {H M 16S rRNA s 17 7 A X —MNEFHNT-. xyld4-16S rRNA [#]
OHBENZ SN T T A X =275, 72, 57, 74, 68, 49 0T, H%% T 584 ADOEHI%
Bl A BRTH TN D I T A —=BELNT(K3). FARERIZBWVTL16S
RNA /5B DT —Z _X—2EFH LI 247 5 72 16S rRNA &> 7
NDT T AR — LSRR E ST A BIE TV T ND 0 T AKX —%BEH xyld &5
FH U TINDT T AL —, HGEREE LN ST xpld BIGF7 T A X —Z R
WA BETYH TNV TR —L L, TR OELEEZITo7. BRIM I L > TH-
xyld, 16SRNA D427 T AL — a1 R/ifekf, BlsT —Z QT4 BEARdsc
BT 2 taxonomy ID (2 K o THRHSAT T, REN xpld OTEFEOHEE OFEHE L L, BEA xpld
LRIL Y 7 AZ =28 ENIROKRI xyld & BERER A O xpld L LT 16S tIRNA 7
T AL — L OB E{To Tz,

#3 7T RAE—MEN K ONBRIM 7L =Y R A A 5

TiES T T! a1
Ml EEIEEE B0% 90% 95% B0% 90% 95%
BERBIZ T 75 2 2 —#| 7506 72(85) S7(80) (T 63(78) 49(79)
A | FRENEIETF S S 28 — ) 1450380) | 308(752) | 39401175 [ és(111y | 173(376) | 275(740)
9528 —#HEEt) || 2200470 | 3800837 | 45101255 | 14201900 | 241(454) | 3240819
BRRBIET 7S 25 —#| 3160 32(33) 31(36) 21(79) 31(78) 30(79)
168 |FREBIEF 2 5 2 5 — | 208(773) | 208¢775) | 208(773) | 253(30%) | 253(809) [ 253(809)
528 —#HEEt) || 2390857 | 2400858 | 239(859) | 274(388) | 234(337) | 283083

X O W1 AROESNITER SN2 7 AF =2 G0 fiK

(©2012 Information Processing Society of Japan



TP 2T JE R S
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

4. $#8

AR TENRAFA L T AT 4 v 7 ADT Ta—FEHWTHEEA X7 ) LH
SROELFND xpld RAVEIFHBET OB E RS T=. xpld 1 TTEEIBAICHESNTY T R
1 (Streptomyces #8), 77 7 A1 (Thermotoga T&, Bacillus licheniformis, Eschelichia coli)
O 2T EEIND. BRONMIE LE VT VBICRRD 720, FiR% OS]
T=RIK LY T AT DOFm— AR OTEMEEAL(181E, 183K, 217E, 220H,
245D, 255D, 257D, 287D)DA AR L7=[17]. £7=, 7 7 A I TIXTEHMEEAL I/
FENTET 2 VBB LR OIBEEEL LTERA L2 ho 72,

7T AL — AT BIE, BEEY T 0 Bl & xold BB I3RS T 1,255 7

JL—7,16S IRNA /= FEHTHxZ 876 /' V—FICHHETE L Z ERAHL NIRRT

%72 xyl4-16S tRNA [ C taxonomy ID |2 & o THISHT BT 7 T A X — X HEE T
P TND Y T AL =TS 15 @5 LT, — TS bR o T2 xyld B
FHoTNDI FAZ—IZELTHEEARD xyld BETH L TAREEND T TR
2 =L,

32HEDOMERED OTU L W T A X 7 ) AHKD 16S 1RNA Ein > F v idmxd
T354fll, kZTAST DI FAZ =% T HEEZ, LD DT —ZIZBEAD 16S
RNA &I5FV > 7/ 333 KEMZ T, 16S RNA BInFH > TV EBIETHDT T A HF —
13354 A5 790 [HOFPHDOEIC 2D & TR LEZ., FReELTHFEEMU Eo s T 24
—BESNTLES72, ZHEBRIM 7T XA LA ESBNORRTELEZ L
N5, xyld BETY > TV LTS wld BB T E2EF 2R OVBAEM L FEET L7290,
/oD TAF—FT16StRNA DV T A2 —$ L0 /L7 LB 2 54, 16S rRNA O
FHE EEGDET, 0%DOESIFHFEIMNZ EKUEL LT T RAF —ZERLIZT —F N
YA BT ORIEIZHE L TWD & L7,

90%DESIFIRIMEZ AL LT T A X — 2B\ T, EHOESI L VRS, »
OPEMOBIET L BRI oy FAX —IZH T S1 T8, 7 TI T
2 EESNTZ. ZRHDT7 T AL —TEZINTZ R xyld Bos % BRI AEY DT 5
OBEBETIZEHE LT, Fo, FERICEEORS X 0k S, 2 OBEMOBRET &
BRI Do Tzr S AZ —13H 7L S1 T 173 fH, > 7L T1 T 308 f15 5
NI ZNHDT TRAZ—ICEENDBET & HEEEMAEM OBETIELEHE L.
PbXv s 527 —BroT7T Y XD XD xpld @in+3 7L, 16S 1RNA &
fBFY L TNDT T AL —OXIAfT ORBKIIHEDE ZARDLTNDEETZD.
{ERR L 72 R BAR T o T AT — X DA S, ¥ - 72 taxonomy ID TXPG T
o s T2 Z —[FRLOXHEBROHERE 21T 5 ENRAHEOLSHDOEETHS.
WFIEDFERIC K > TE A X 57 ) AEFTICEWT, KT AT X A%HH LT8G T
OWAMFEREE AR TH 2 ERHR SN 5. 5% 138G RS ORER R L Tic,
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BREE D> & OEEUAEE LW EEES B YA D xyld BIEFESNZRTL, RO ) —
WHERE BRI LTS A 2 ) — VAEREEAR O ZEICFIAT 2 TETH 5.

5. BHEE

AT EED HI2H- 0, HIEE L HER 20 £ LM Sr T BE NEEERTRE
WFERr AR TR 4 —  HWINRRERERR R — 2 WP iE BRI o e < JEG
DEEERLET,

AR EED HICHT- VL ZITFANTWEFE X, MBS, % HEEW-RF—
LDOERRIZE S BFLH L B E9,

SEXH
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