&
mr
Hlo

N

11-1543000-000938-01

01’ d=E M 2IAAALY

H 1l A

A
~

2015. 7






Xt

]

AT K] B vevverssreressse s

A QATE B] ] ceerererereet s

q

XA

o

1. v =

2. T A E GAA AFY T AL oo e

13

13

17

17

TP A B oeeeeeseeeeis e

17

17

18

19

20

21

23

23

%L_—ﬂ_l-i_@_

A4

29

29

RTZD A B cvvevrsseerssssis st

30



30
32

2. Eo] AZ L G T AIE e

33

33
36

40

AL

Ho

Y
il

K

alg

w9

) 1:1] }\g% ?j:ﬁ%%}

(

43

w44

)
al7)
B

z

K

A5

49

N;@%ﬂg@@%ﬂﬂ)%;%@MWMWWMWMWMMWM

49

TP T R evvesreeeessseeemss s

50

A2d = <

50
51

59

A3

59

63

V. ARAIIA] B QBT oo

63

ATTD TI) QL weeveessreereesssseeeesss s

63

64

AL

A3 = ATE

65

AL

o] A5

9

44

70

L

ASE e A

71



.75
75
77
77

78

.- 86

.. 87

.91
91

. 92

. 94

1. U3 U] E W EFGAA] QG

A2A % T AE WEFS AR GATFIETE e

A TAF TN Qo vreeereeeteet

A3

94
.. 97
... 08

_.OO

Ho

AR AT AW

oF
5

109
109
110
112
112
113
114

e SRS

A
pud

H

g

A

)=
=

A

1

°
il

°]-&

=

=

A2d AEHE 2
2. NGSE &&

A34 NGS

VI AEA B G GEm B v



4, FAAFA] BLAL e 114

5. Q] AIE A H ELAL e 114
AT TS HE i 115
X. EHAA vAE(RD) GFF G 119
FPTTZL I QL werereereeesseerssteiise st 119
A28 FU]  TEE G cornreemressssresesssssssees s 120
ABH F 9] U TEE G corrrmrvrrrsssmssseessssmssssees s 124
R4 BEZE FI T v 125
ASA]L FEFLIEF] coeveeereeeeess e 127
X. SEHUA UAEMT) QBT 131
FYTTEL I QL wererveeeesseersstsiise s 131
A28 GTLIETE BLA corvoeeiinsissnneessssssssssssees s 131
1. T QITEIETE coereriereresesese s 131

D, F] Q] QAT T errererrerserssniesies et 133
RNBA BEBL T weveeeeeresesssssssssmssssssssssssses s 135
o S| T errerseesesesseet ettt 135

D B Q] TEBE  eeeereereeneni 136

AT FTT AT cevvreereesssseeesss s 137



W

1] Y544 F AERAAASATALATEE] HATA T BIE o 5
2] AAZA BaE X FARFY G A A H e 19
3] 2013W % F5 AAEAZF D BT T 31
4] ABEZ I QEA] QIIEO] H|FL -wrereererrereerersesseseisamsaisis i 40
5] ZU AEBIE A EZF Ll e 50
6] ZU F8 AEHT F2 7|5 T T O] E 51
7] AA] AEH] T AJAE JF B reereerserseessesssert st 52
8] TSN A] AJTHO] TFIETF AL EE cooreeessmeissnsissee s 65
9] A WFA B =F 3560 A AFH Bacteria FF e 68
10] B FOFH F] Q] B et 79
11] 2 S B AFE Z 7] 32 0] e 86
12] 24T L 3AITH NGS ZEAIE H]J eeererereereresemmmsesemimemse s 93
13] HEZAQ G729 FAA AA HIO]E O] 2 95
14] Génolevures dlo]Ejmjo] 0l A] o] & 7Psd whald FHE) FHA Ao 96
15] AAZAA LBA Qe TR W Fao] Al AAA A B %
16] AEA R AFQ AIAF JFEL oo 110
17] 38 Z30] B0 TARC HFQFE T creererrrsnereriniessisesise st 121
18] Bioinformatics tools for prediction of secreted proteins::::-:s:sssseeeeseeiiieeennes 124
19] ZEQ OJOFZ O] A AlAF TEE Z20] e 137



<1 8 &5 z>

1] Housekeeping - 2K (dnak, rplA, rpsB, rpmA)E2] AAAX DS o] &3 fiko

FTEHA BLA] crrieesestimsissestiiiiiisisistsiissasiii sttt sttt s ssast st st 18
D] FATEZE HEF TP cereerrerssereseres ettt 32
3] F59 Ax FAY FE T FF YO HJAYE e 32
4] 2 1097 A5 28 ngE §AA B ATET BA 34
5] A 1037 7 v AE F24A B AFTT A 35
6] A2 1037 28 ) AE SAA BE ATESF HA s 35
7] A2 10497F 25 mAE SAA TE 53] HA e, 36
8] Genetic relatiOnShip Of S CEreviSIiae STIrainIS -=«-----vrerreererrerrentemieiiiiiiiiiiiieiiiianen. 37
9] Number and hierarchical clustering of up- or down-regulated genes during

HRE FETTNENEALION -++eveerreerersrersrersreiieirt et ettt e st st bt s sn e e b s raesbe e aeens 38
10] Comparison of transcript levels in strains T73 and MCY730 --xwseeereeeraeees 39
11] Phylogenetic tree of larger brewing yeast and 8 yeast species::--«:+wsseee 39
12] microflora profile of nuruk collected from various provinces in Korea---- 41
13] Fungal community dynamics during the fermentation of rice beers::::: 42
14] Bacterial community dynamics during the fermentation of rice beers--:-- 42
15] Bl EA A O] & Al B E e 50
16] A4 45 o] &3 LREAQI bacteria®}l archaea®] w3 & 4 EA&%- 54
17] Scopusoﬂ ZE25 AMEHE B8 =E FHG i, 55
18] Scopusell 528 AZsh FHo] HAA BA BA BB HG e 55
19] Mauve aligner& ©|-83} Enterobacter cloacae NCTC9394¢} CPCRI-12]

SAF Y TFE A G EA] o 56

20] Tn5 A3 EAL 0|83 A tumefaciens CCNWGS02862] o} W

SRR HFE] A et 57

o,
1)
e

21] Allomyces macrogynus®} Glomus irregulare WA v++2] atp6

_E./}ﬂl-% %‘(:5‘_]_— Glomus sp LH D]E%EE‘ O]— 'IQF;S_X]' 1%_]—?:]_ Q—?_]_ ......................... 57

&
>
it
osl



}
58

XX

3.

AYA
a-

} Rhizophagus irregularis V) A o+

s

°

6_]1]94 Top 100 proteins Sequence group...........................................................

[2¥ 22] Markov clustering 2 7138 o] &

64

3} Aol A <]
[12 24] Probiotic AT =0l Al AP B A] THEIA] crevererereremereenesenieie s

4

[18 23]

66

66

A e

El

e

4

T
[ 26] A ATA AT =Fo] VEhd 7]1Y95 ATA BEA e,

FAA, AA, v g 29tA], m A=

[ 25] HA A+ =&olA

68
69
70
76
77
.78
79
.80
.80
81

O T T T eeeeeenee e
}_\jl %:—_IL‘Q] timeline.................................

NAE PR

9
il

°]-&

=

[28 35] W] S9+e] uhe|g]obe} TATE] TR H B,

[23 27] A AEA AT = JeElhd 719 =52 Word Cloud e eeeeeeseseeeeenn.

[Z2¥ 28] Probiotic A7 =i° Genome

[25 30] wEkf2 A

82

7‘(:]_]]_ EStID2 ceeeeeeeiecenainiianinnnas

oF

- 83
. 84

ol A2 utelelolet TAlF

=%
L

s

J=

A
ax

1=}
Rl

[ 38] WEt4-2A st WErS R AR S o] &3

85

W

A st A vy

S

40] Jasmonic acidol] 9]

a9

[

93

)

o)
R
ml

—_

o

[23 41] A

95

@j}] }\-] o 13] o] Eﬂ uﬂ 0]1:

o

98
109

=
T

o] SAA AMd do]EHo] 29 S8 Hon

¢}

o F9

[e)

LN

[13 44] DNA sequencing H]-8-9]

[25 43] JGIel| A

Hg—lﬁgl o_ﬂ /\]

i

=
)

—
o

el

[13 45] NGSZF-E Genome 4]

113

S|
~

il

[Z29 46] Genome data



47| Fusarium isolates®] EF1A %} RPB2 &7 E & o] &3 AEEHEG oo 120
48] Bacillus licheniformis®) chitinase B4 H) TLEA] oo, 121
49] Fusarium graminearum  EA)|5h= DNA-binding motif ¥ HALZAERIALS] H]-&---- 122
50] Fusarium graminearum®| ¥ HE T st= AALZHRJALY Tham v 123
51] ALz AR ALEAMO)A ] 7] EA] ZA e 123
52] Fusarium graminearumof ] protein KinaseQ] 4Tk« wsswrssessessssesussissasensens 125
53] Phylogenetic analysis of protein kinase genes of Fusarium graminearum-- 126
54] B R} g dwdaydt g A HdHE A4 24 7l #3492

0] AT AR] T B e 134
55] HEAle) @ Awdeld rd A WA 79 71ed BdE =ge

S M A A B BP cverreenrerertrtretnetet et s 134
56] TEOJOFE UJZEAIAE S50 rererrerssereiseeeis i 136
57] Y SELR QOFE Fhul] 0] e 136









A1d A&

Hi A
7] Y = gl v;.n %
— - H 3 R % T W R < o X
w R R ® g B o RE
T W B o R %l%% Jo v L
p TR RN
o = Y R Y % © S
1_11_ ) —_— KO i
.._._o of ,:,._ N O# M E =0 .W_._U. 0 UT.C ,Xl AMWE ._Q.__ = w Eo _.E
T AL IR LS B ko
A] o ® M o i = | o R T o X f oy ) % ﬁ
WD — ) = * n = 9
£ w o N Eztﬂ%uoﬂ ® = Q
g 2 X O ) G d o=
e XN o iy o vy w oF T T N o
g T o B N oy 7 w:.u o_n B Jl _,._
S o o = N B g T < B ) M o
g ® m; " R Moo mﬁ mr oy o & o}
sﬂMmﬂ ﬂmﬂﬂﬂa%ﬂ”%% 20 R o4+ X
c 1_.:._ ~X 0 N )| —_— — X
sz A T B e i WOk
S D oo oo o U i BB o o
5 Jl ﬁ_.n AT.__ =z o B < o8 oF Mu .Uru_ ~ H._ o)
nmaﬂﬂ = o Eil %Nr w W m K i C
e T umo%gwﬂ_t?wﬂr SN SR
¥y oo @ iﬂﬂ@ﬂﬂﬂ?i o= R T
) ) ﬂl o T E p
n%%/N\ﬂi%%ﬂaﬁ&raﬁlﬂ " F g T o
A S T ¥ X V%@ 5 X oW
w3 ﬂ@yﬁ%muﬂﬂ@ TR 3 X
XXy & ?.46@%% T 7 o ™ o
~ — X ~ — dﬂ_ X — AN
20 R o T WooF X T M- & o V!
< R D = & g [ A
g E _aiolg%ﬂﬂr B ok i
R o T Mo g o%mo%o - 8 o X
XXy ~ ™ ol oy ™ ! - H T o & = .
T2 N o TE W4T oo &N R Exogw
ToopW g o T X wo P ¥ o®m ol T = o
K W Mo wo N 3oy R nmbﬂ _mo < o of Him o B oF o
AR oﬁawr_lﬂm%%ame_a 5w <o T
) ~ ! ) of =l
%E G MT 9o MU woN Mw TR W X oW 0 _MT. oy < ® ° Nﬁ_
%wﬂ.méﬁm%me%m%ﬁma T O™ D i
J_.NE o 0 ;00 g A »A.._ m _.I.O .AL _ M‘H
= (Y Lnuu o= . Bo BN T = . N
g R g B W T T R W i
I TS R
M HE

T34

AFe @ Rl

al

Z_l

]

g ol
14

IT o

L

—

gt 3E §
T, Technology Transfer) A -§-3}-4+Y
e €2 gRHE g8&F F4A4 B8
NGS 7=



JRE WMPOE T 483 D HAAE B FEULE
371 915 FAA ARE FY BYSAL BHSHE A2
PN

AR A end-user)7F E=gA olsfsta & e FEHE B4 -7h3st] AFIT

. (G, Genomics Research) &3 A &Z vAE FAA AF9F 23
NAE fAA Bo A2 wepdowm wAshi 9o} Hoo

A AAA g Al A A TheAel wTh webA 57 A A

%Haction plan) EF< T3l FAWAY Aokl AAH ol 24

o2 Fag Aot FHFAAAF 2ok AE, AE T I A

A AR 24 AFHE o8 T F8& o #F g Ase} wpole AR

e W B4 AZS Eof A nhdFh

ry

oF AAtEl HopEH
ol A< Ay

EA47} Aoy
&

A theFet stEEoke] HEZHF Qs BTIT'NT 52 €% 71€S 5% TFH
I 5L AFE FeE I o Frlste fAA FRE JtE-AEsa
AA ARZRE AdE AARE Agstete 2o

2 WS F3A A P4

“FHF & TAE FAA AR AAF AAs P &3 AYAA 7 AR
FAFE AE FAA BE 28 A& AHE T AWPAY S 7 npar ol

HAZTERE AF7 A B AdES 1) 2U|8H ZE, 2) A79F 4, 3) F
HAA FEAT T A 7HA HA A Eoke @ES R8sk o

GEEERE
27] 4437k bed UAE AU Bt V10l B8 FU 48 VAR 4R 4R

g BRsn FAA AR BN A0S EGE U 2 FAgRe] A§s AT S



U A79F 23

0] A

915

1 Jre] =71 Ad3E

%

oF

5}

B2 2%

o]
=

=]

2z

I &4 8= AFUE Y WE-FA A (metagenome) 2t

% A (reference genome) TH

0

S5 404 29 o 4L

MRSl webgAA P 24, 2) %

[
X

,3) FAREHE AL Zle AT 5 3 A

A% BATHAZ 1) B

._OL
Ho

Ho
Ho

i

fveel

K
o

|

A
Lhld

e =3

270 A7 A E o

[€)

=

W

A
=

27|

I FATAIATY ALY YT SE
CHOITHR| OFT

H|2 £OF 0|4
9N 23

A4 1)
SUYBYL

=
o

1

T
AMEHE7A ZO0F O18= U4 A+

Al
Y F8014=2 HERHA T2 =4

393
(83 25)

Host-Microbe
Interaction &3

HAA FEATALE 92

3|72
ZORIE

_Hi_
=



A2d FFAAAF TAE FHA @TEE
A

1. %2 HAF 475

7}, 2]
1) 7=

- A A EA ZZA E(Human Microbiome Project; HMP): Hl=roll A} 1P =3 )
gzAQ mAE §A4H4 AT ZZ2AEE= %aﬁ_zj%(NlH) F= Slo] MyH
© frarvfolazntelE Z2AECR, o] ZrAEE 5d3 F 1,60091de] ot
2 2008 AZET H= 549 Z3H(E = 2007~2012L4) 5o AZE 21A)
ZF Fojo EAsks MdE 3EAY FAS e dofste ATl
3, AA(AAEE 2013-20159) & 1Tk WAE fE Al glojA]
nAEe] AEHEE SRR F5ote A7 Jdsta Ao

rr
\ZH

xo

o

]
™

lo
P
o

Fl

d
o

0

s

b

{(

- AT+ wlo]aEnlo]F ZEAH E(The Earth Microbiome Project; EMP): w]= AW
Fol duAF Fr= 2010d AZE AT wlo|Azuloly ZRAEE Ao 3
HiF 27 Ad A mAdEe] e A AFH AERE 24 FEsHlH
oF g 7MA3 AET gtk o] ZRAEE A AlAl °F 200,000 71 <]
< 7K mAEe] g Zlsde Y Adstes Hde
ZHA I ZYE I k. 2014 78 71H 2 30,0007 o] Fe] MES olr] 4 A
gttt o] ZR2AHEE 27| nAWAT AUAFAA A dFHIE ATsAL
U 201335 & BElEY(John Templeton) A©@# A (Keck) AT & /NSl Ak

=
=
SAHAE AFHE AT AT

2
FBL o,

2
off

rr

o>
29
o
=4

>
re
ol

ol
>

H
=1

il

- ZRE AFATL(Joint Genome Institute; JGI) A58 Hl= oA o XAE
AEdTLe & MAEA ZE2EHAEE M8 FJAY I F sturt 99 v

Y
=4 A5 S8l WErt: FaE ST Aol =3 1000 fungal genomes

u
i)
(m
rlr
—
o
S
S
=
lo
il
ol
N, O
Jo
=
é
>
12
o
Ao
=
ol
=
j&
N
=
lo
o
N
Jo
=
2
it
o
~

sl WAT= A8 sl 3y
Mol Ao tiiEe Fdlste
Z Zlo 2 7lgEn

- Zg2Hlo]  H 2 (probiotics) A5 AT vl=, Y T A=A ZEulo]eH
2ol {3 #Alol =AA Frksta Au. 53] =y oA 2 sHAl B (National Center for
Complementary and Alternative Medicine; NCCAM)+= ST7E2EY J&A| &
Fall AFste ZEulol 27t QIZF mAEfFAA RA s FFS AA L

rﬂl

J



THHoE B dAFsidve AYs A3 AFAE 2011-2015" RIAE T
LA TH. ol A FHHAYTHME(NCCAM)E =HEAYNIH)S F3
o] AR ulo]l & ZZAHESL AAE ATE IPste T FTHEALNIH), 2 FJeF
A (FDA), Pl 54 F+(USDA) 5% 3 e F5dTE APt Ak

AT ¥ 22 (Agriculture Research Service)oll ¢F 1223194, I HAFsdATd

(National Institute of Food and Agriculture; NIFA)dl ¢F 126199, 2% A+
o] YA E] H(Agriculture and Food Research Initiative)oll ¢F 3539l 5 F2F

Aol AEsHAQl dide HAsa Ao

- R EoF % v=e A 2 AR ¥ oyt 1 AIYeME s3E, TS
of AAF SHE AT ATl HEFAHR] Awe FASAL e e 7HAL 3
t}. ¢ & =49, BASF, Bayer CropScience, Chr. Hansen, Novozyme, Monsanto &
B AIdEC] & A SIS AT ES vAE ATl oF 229 ATH
S FAsta Adn w4E A SAAE Adsts A1Y AgBiomes E3HES
Arde A FAANE F e d= rdese Folde d7E ¥ ol F
o AN ES A 1559 D] AL Awe FHRIUATE TEE AT
TE3F Arinos A WIS S FaA 3009 €Y AT AaS 2013 T SR
st 5 olek 22 47l ¥ol A

- 718 3% =Y FESoF € vw Wl 4" T stue 20149 94 2 Pl IEH
St 7lE AE AdsleA FAA AFE EAE A7) BIA, “Report

to the President on Combating Antibiotics Resistance” & W %3t1 T3S L33
B okl A2 5“3*1] AHES AT EAlE Aol A AREo] AT
%Xﬂr‘::‘ AR, o= do= FFAAF Aol A & ¥

& oarstal Utk

- A WA EAck #dE E gE AT HEES U A e EAE
siastx X A 2050 A0l A AT A ALE 10029 ] WL dHR e A
HS wotol 7= T AAT A ARA EAE TS F Jvha Baskal v,

2) At

- AENYUtHGenome Canada): lUths 7hg 02 21ASHEQ] {4 4 8 (genomics)
ATE AZA77] S8l QBB F Ak Assiutiet 4 A9 2 AFAEHE 4
Hote FAA d7E ALY A AY AFAEe AsEIEHAZFEHo



(Genome British Columbia), A|5%HEHGenome Alberta), A% 49 (Genome
Quebec), A &FETE (Genome Atlantic), A& X o]o](Genome Prairie), 2E}&] 2
A A 4 (Ontario Genomics Institute) &©] AY o] S}

sUTE 8, duR, &4, FA, A, A4, B 5o Eokd 474 ®
ATAE= EX% I Atk 53] FHde 9F 200099 AFHIE 157] ZEAE.

ol 2]
o
o W, A o) BAED sbrel fAAT ATE ALST Y5 FAA

flo 2%

30 ot & Hn oro X
ret
N
N
A
o

2

=

A Al E (Genome Center) A

=2
o
g
Ir
0
—‘,.l
N
B
L
o
s
ol
ol
2
Jo
=L
o
ftlo
offt
e
off
A
>

Fsta Jot 45 %E, A& B2 H 4 &5 1 °HGenome British Columbia)

23 b BE, AW 71E 59 dATE FAlA wE=H ks A

At =S M2 WA FHEN 713 A

ol ALk S 2 AR AF JHERS A7 d7E A¥Ysta Ao @A A

I JE o o A A B 2E ¥ 7H(Evaluation of Genomic Testing of

Dairy Heifers)” Z2AEE 240 © AEY G4 np7] 45 FalA 79
A

A 5w g e Ak S oukEke e ge e 530 e A

off

& 242 F == Adsta g

e o rr 4 2 Ho
Ll

o
oo

E 02 A9 FAAAMNE] AF2Z# o]of(Genome Prairie)= <3l 62 “fA%
7 2 &l v (Genomics and Feeding the Future)” ZEZAE &
THIE ZEal AZtetgith o] ZRAEE QI St wE mife A 2AE S
Aastz] a3 F4F, T 2 FHAY Eokll Ao FAAS AT

ExE sa ok

WUttt wlolmEHlo] & oYM E]H (The Canadian Microbiome Initiative): ®]= 2]
ZHRALA A ZE QA vlo]TEHlo] e ZaAES o) W w3 syt =
HE A AT YU (Canadian Institutes of Health Research; CIHR)< ©] &ofollA 7iu}
o AFAEe] FAHoE FEAHo|A FRF A4S T F Ue AT FE S =4
At 1409 Abgo® 2007d Ayttt wholAZubol g o]UAMEEE WHEITE ©]
E S8l o] &oF AdTE AT d7AE FH T T8F Jd= APyt At



o

o

4
o

- A% 2020(Horizon 2020): A% 20202 2014314 202037k 737 F 80%9 2
itg 7H FHAHED) He A7 MY z=adolr. FAENUL o ==
9o F2 2ok T stuEA AR AF gH, I8 Y % dFdd T A
719 BA Zoke] AWkARl d9e) AFE FIk @1 2AN Ve =s A4
At o] AFAH/ES] FAELY HoFRo H&3E FEE I3 Uk
#EY 2~ (QUANTOMICS) ZEA E: EUx HFo] 2 7 Al (bioeconomy) #-oFol] o+ H-&
ZRAESS APsta doh vo] e BA EoF Wl AF, w9 H 94, oY ¥
FAY, A= 59 A W Bokz uH AT MES Adsa g FEY-
T2AEE 59 2 99 2ok ZEAE F stuE V15 F3A 7S FEA
Hold A A& zte 715 FF ML 5 A71He2 FHY F4tdol AAZAQ
BAARE FA HE F UAEE N2 FHASY Jed A4S AS AL &&
stz st HRE FYPHI Yo
F0) =9 ~RUMINOMICS) Z2AE: fryx Z2HAEE & O 59 2 ¢
Y woF ZEAER 7= FAA, & VA= A T ATE T wF9 v
=9 A ZE&S SAATIAL WETt: BES Addete AS FRE T AT
£ gt Aot

A AW wl e A (Metagenomics of the Human Intestinal Tract; MetaHIT) %
2AE: A7 A WesAA Tdss faddel o8 AF AU wop

2008-2012 XY@ ZRAER IZF AU wA=o] FAA Lt 1 14 5 AWt
AVAS FHetdeE FRE JHAZ JFHJAT. =4 JA HAAEA HEAA
(International Human Microbiome Consortium; THMC)ol| 3Fo{3ta Sl

= A Azt vholAZubol 5 X
IZb vholZEubolE HFES FHATS AA Ad= 3] 2011201591 Pl
At A7 ZERAEOY. o] ZRAEE 4 HAGY Z2EZO ZFIE FToiA
AU wAAEATE AZE A7 el WA= SAst= PHe HHFsta st=

HATHEEE 2 Ao

# F(International Human Microbiome Standards): = |

Ow‘
mlo

nlo] @t *] E(BIODESRT; Biotechnology from Desert Microbial Extremophiles for

Supporting Agriculture Research Potential in Tunisia and Southern Europe) Z =

AE YA FRE ZRAED Avte] 39 zdd A NAE F 4
2 A Ao MY B4R QNS FANY F Y ABES Fohfa o] of
g3t 5o ATE FASIL Yok 59 o] ZEAEE A= AY JFE 2



A= Fotzezk HUAY sde Adsaid st 525 /AL FPHL UTh
- WEAI = E 8] 22 (MetaGenoPolis; MGP): WEHAI = E 8|2 329 A& A 3}
2012358 201997kA] A8 sholl A= vt o] A7 ZEIH ] M HFE=

AZF A FMAEATE A% Aol e PR A FPshLA sk ol

o}, opAlo}
1) =
- BGI(:rL ol A& ATF4; Beijing Genome Institute) 753 BGl & 542 F

2okel A g tE #AA A ZEAES Y Foll AT A

A, ‘?—-_]73 MY AEF} FE(,000 plants and animals), =A A FHA AT
(international potato genome research), % LRt FXA ZEA E(the rice 10,000
genome project), A EW AT Fo|EXED AN EZZAE(Phytophthora genus
sequencing project), 7HAMHE o] ZRAEES IUYPstal STt

- AAE FAAS dHAE A AR rAdE FEAE sl=st
microbial genome project) & ’kﬁgﬁ}_ﬂ Aed, ol LR
stz st AlE kol 20090 AlAFHAT w54, AEduA, &4, 9%
T OYT Lok mAdEEs st Utk

|E}A EZ =4 E(Meta-GUT project): 7] A7-H 15902 A2 IZF & #]A4
FAA A7 ZE2AEo|t

=2

w3 2o 3309 Fuo| WES| EMetaHIT) T2HES f8% ¥Fo02 AP35
3 glow, mE FEoR AT who]ARulol

do
|
f
2
[t
=
<
3
il
>y
09;,'«
pi
K
o
o

- FEE 20050 AIERE “FR WERAE 24419 A W(Human  MetaGenome
Consortium Japan)” & thd plo]az2Hlolg Z2AHEE F3sta oy dA Z4
Zeo] A7 @9 AT ZRAEVE FRE O|FAL A ATl AN

A5 =% 20191 3,000 R AA AF FERE FHL Aom AFEHs FH
telazutolg Ae FEE T8 A T sl oFF=2E EA 59 A
I A& olgst AFLRIKEN) 52 =H 74 55 ToA mlojazulolE ¢
7} ek M= AT

2

4L

.

e

-



2 el 9 eAopo}
1) B22+4
- BepEe A AA sAEe] 20% B=7F A4Sk e B Aw IS THA
= YEEAN 20129 229 AEUYdAH AHE 77 (Global Biodiversity
Information Facility)ol] 7Fdste] Babd W AE tgA HolHE FRE 9F9
Nt AAT vy E gl AT dE= A G Hdt. Bad e 3
A B W e gl tiet RS FS5sta E45h7] 97 B2 v ER
AA A7 Zza3e WPstn 9, BHebd vlolaZnlolS 24 E(Brazilian
Microbiome Project; BMP)&= Hzhd uUloA X3 F< B WEAs Z2HAES
< S8t Bepd wgA s daAd/delEnol2E FEIATE B S
Zl

a3

B Toin7. @A BEepdolA Iy T vlolamnblolF A ZERAE = o}
& YAE vholazutolE AT, AR Ao vlo]l a2 ubel & AH(ATT]H:
CENA/USP), &= 5 =3 3719 nlo|a=nlo]e A7(AT7]¥: USP), 7% 1t
9| mlolaEuto] g AT (AT7]¥: EMBRAPA Meio Ambiente), S12 ZF7] W

kel
vlolAzulel & AT(ATAT: LNCO) 5 4 B& Thdd nelazulelg A7)
S EEIDEY

2) 3F
- 3F EY$H vlo] & (Biomes of Australian Soil Environments; BASE): &5 =
#3718 Q0  CSIRO(The Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research

Organization)ll 9|sjA FEHI A& o] Z2AHAEE AAH AY, F2AH, A
A, Y BAAYS T OFstar FEI 79 A AHomFE £ Jjo B
AE U HAdE FAAE B4t rds bdddS A8t ok

- 7FEol o W't A T4 (reducing livestock methane emissions) ZEAE
CSIRO®N JsfiA F=HI = 7k & vAE F44 95 Z=2I0jt. 359
A Q] o] AAStE WErtAE IUsS A s = A oF 10%E

- 3 HEZ2EE FH vlo]a=Enlo]l g ZZAH E(The Australian Jumpstart Human
Microbiome Project): CSIRO7} A7 Aw& =4 AA RAEA 44 A IHMC) S
AEZR 20099 AlZHE T2 AEo|T)



re
-
Ll
o
l-ﬂ—l
Ed
(m
o
X
o
[
)
~
pury
)
=
=
)
lon
g (
f
T
o
=}
aQ
o
&
i
N
Au)
N
do
==4‘
ol D
of I
Hor

o
o
o
3
H
2
Lo
:(’)g
2
X

f
Rl
%0
rr

ZRAE Qo] o w7} 3t FEOE P
Fo ZRAEZ A AA vBEA A2ALe] Aok FA AA mAYEA
AL Izt RS AL AWE 2] 8 F5 dEe A4S B
 mpolAmutol g2 ATFEAE HE st A AA 24 Ut 25E 2,500
AT FAHIE R3] 2008l A ZHE AT

s

= a D
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2. = AT %
A A AAHLR AT vAE fAA ATl & gH SuielAE 2000 2
B mefgzAeRe] ARl HAsr|eR 5 oy AR FAA €Y FOy Z2AE
£ st Ak
A7l sR e rAERHA 7% 7% 2 IRVPHA uAEAde] dE &8
A AN FYS SRR 200295 E 20129714 F 1,1049 99 AFHIE
8

Zbste] TR EFAA LS E/NTAY ) & 21ICEEH Y dsto g FXs 3T

I o

BABAFAME BAYE7|SAT/NIAGSE 2001 dd A 2007A7kA] F 1279
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4 38 gdddge] HddndE w4 drIME & si=

SEA v
FHFANER A= FHIIESNEAYGSE THHA E4E &8 A5 daaFo
54 T3 AF, FAE AASY 20093 FE 20143712 F 259 Qo] AFI) )]



# 2A v ES AAolH of o nrt YFH<
o FA7L et £ AgHoE HEEI e AES G8FAA BT U
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Ao NGs 7l<9] 22e 53 s FdA A7 s544F Ad doiA
AR FHS olF F A= ThsAe] Anh AAl 2 AX=SS NGS 7o 2
of 7FAM& 7leA voke AAl FFAAF AdH AE AP EoklA e S8&& Tt
of ml2f F5 AHAA FFA 2 A= Aol And EHe =R A% ATE
Zodoz JAPA7IA Ao 2 = F AXTe TAHLE AAH e A
8ol B fHot oo FAZ A, & A TH T FFA AY EokolA
dojuta = Aos AW 13 old st AE BE, A AR, 7HE WEvks
Za T g s 84 dTE FAA FHe F e 2 dolFa
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citreum Leu.

Bt Leuconostoc (Leu) mesenteroides, Leu.

%l

©

o
34

BhLb A

carnosum, Leu. gasicomitatum, Leu. inhae Leu. gelidum, Leu kimchii, Leu. miyukkimchii,

Lactobacillus (Lb) sake, Lb plantarum, Lb brevis, Lb. curvatus, Weissella (W.) koreensis,

o
=



W. cibaria, W. kimchii, W. soli, W. confusa, Pediococcus (P.) pentosaceuss= X o4 ¥

sHAl BAEE AT FTOE AXTEY T8I 4L ste AoE IdHA JATHKIM

and Chun, 2005; Lee et al., 2005; Jung et al., 2011). [Z1% 1]olA R nfe} o], 7

A FAHES T2 AZ, §7F, FFY Z2 g 2E8AE, a8 AA A EA)

st bt de AlSH o E & X EAete AL & ok e A A
o

AR o] AU AgE FF, K77 obd AEF

Jo
[
ot 4
o |

Oenococcus oeni PSU-1 (food-plant)
Weissella koreensis KACC 15510
Leuconosioc mesenteroides subsp. mesenteroides J18
Leuconostoc cifreum KN 20
1 Leuconostoc carnosum JB16
Leuconostoc kimchii C2
Leuconostoc kimchii INISNU11154
Leuconosioc gasicomitatum LMG18811 (food-spoilage)
E Leuconostoc gelidum JB7
Lactobacillus delbruechii subsp. bulgaricus ATCC11842 (food-dairy product)
Lactobacillus gasseri ATCC33323 (Human GI tract)
Lactobacillus johnsomii NCC533 (Human GI tract)
1 Lactobacillus acidophilus NCEM (Human GI tract)
_Elar:fo bacillus kefiranofaciens subsp. kefiranafaciens ZW3 (food-Kefir)
Lactobacillus amylovorus GRL1112 (pig GI tract)
Lactobacillus fermentim IFO3956 (food-plant)
Lactobacillus brevis ATCC367 (silage)
Laciobacillus plantarum ST-II1

Lactobacillus rhamnasus GG (human GI tract)

Lactobacillus paracasei subsp. casei N1115 (food-dairy product)

Lactobacillus casei BL23 (food-dairy product)
Lactobacillus sakei subsp. sake 23K (food-meat)

Lactacoceus lactis subsp. cremaris MG1363 (food-dairy product)

1 Lactococcus lactis subsp. lactis IL1403 (food-dairy product)

Streptococcus rha‘mophrlus CNRZ1066 (food-dairy product)
E Streptococcus salivarius CCHSS3 (Oral cavity)

Enterocaceis faecalis V583 (clinical sample)
_|: Enterococcus faecium DO (clinical sample)
Lactobacillus saliverius subsp. salivarius UCC118 (man GI tract)
'IE Pediococcus claussenii ATCC BAA-344 (food-Beer)
Pediococcus pentosaceus SL4

01

[1= 1] Housekeeping S AHdnaK, rold, rosB, romA=2 AZ2MES

O] g3t S| ASEY £
w B2 IME Ux FAFS XEFY

2. AR Ak 1A A7 d@F

Leu. citreum KM20 L Leu kimchii IMSNU 111548 71X 4k 7}
FAA BAe] & FolH(Kim et al, 2008; Oh et al., 2010), ~1

_L: N~—"
~

AE 2471 (next-generation sequencing technique)®] %



e

—
{
A

a5 A 9r1Mde] BAEI AT AR, F 1652 DA FAF
FAA F7IA Lol EHA A=H[E 2], AA e HEH $HFTU Leu mesenteroides,
Lb. sakei, W. koreensis ©12|°| Leu citreum Leu. kimchii Lb plantarum Leu inhae Leu.
gelidum, Leu. carnosum, W. cibaria, P. pentosaceus®] €714 Eo] HIEFATHKim et al.,
2008; Oh et al., 2010; Wang et al., 2011; Lee et al., 2011a, b; Jung et al., 2012a, b, c;
Dantofta et al., 2013; Lee et al, 2012; Kim et al., 2011a, b, ¢; Jang et al., 2014; Lim
et al., 2014).

o

(B 3] AM7A| E0EH Z2| fabde] g4 g2

Genome size

Species (Mb) plasmid  G+C (%) CDS  NCBI accession# Ref.

Leuconostoc citrewn EMN20 189 4 3388 1,820 DQ480736 Fim etal, 2008

Leuconostoc kimchif INSNUL1154 21 5 37.91 2129 CP001753 Oh etal, 2010
Lactobacillus plantarum ST-IIL 323 1 46 2,996 CP002222 Wang et al 2011
Weissella koreensis EACC 13510 144 1 3352 1337 CPD02890 Lee etal, 2011 a
Leuconostoe kimchiiC2 188 0 ErRY 1,833 CPOO2E0E Lee etal, 2011b
Leuconastoc mesenteraides J18 19 ] 3777 1.803 CP0O03101 Jungetal, 2012a
Leuconastoc gelidum IBT 1589 ] 36.68 1,796 CPO03839 Jungetal. 2012b
Leuconostoc carnosum JB16 L.77 4 37.00 L4691 CP003851 Jungetal, 2012c

Pediococcus pentosaceus SL4 L3 7 373 1,709 CPO06E34 Dantofta et al., 2013

Weisalla koreensis KCTC 3621 173 0 335 1.672 AKGGO0000000 Lee etal, 2012
Weissella cibaria LACC 11862 - - 45 - AEKTO1000000 Kim etal, 2011a
Leuconostoc gelidumKCTC 3327 = - 36 - AEMI00000000 Kim etal, 2011b
Leuconostoc imhae KCTC 3774 s = 36 = AENTO0OMM0 Kim etal, 2011c
Lactobacillus plantarum wikim 18 - - 443 - IMELGOO00000 Jang et al., 2014

Lactobacillus sakeiwikim 22 - - 40.61 - JRFY01000000 Lim etal, 2014

3. A #AF FAA 358 57

AA bt FAAS] gurEl EAS 23e GC(%)E UERH O HAE W
koreensis KCTC 36212] 3550%°N A Lb plantarum ST-I12] 44.60%% JERdTh 34
A7) W, koreensis KACC 155109 1.44 MbeolAX Lb plantarum ST-1112] 3.25 Mb<]
AE v el 39 FAe] A, of 135770004 o 299671 WelE Hel
o R A A FRAE dYaTt TR AL 8 S vgER
FRAA S4d BE &2 FH4A Z71E YEAT. W gbaria KACC 11862, Leu.
gelidum KCTC 3527, Leu. inhae KCTC 3774, Lh plantarum wikim 18, Lh sakei wikim
229 fFRAAL] A, AT FHA Aol BAHA Fob FAA EAES & F sl

27449 @71M D B0 Was



4. 1A GINAME BAHES 5% F8 AXEE AT Y A
7}. Leuconostoc mesenteriodes

| Frabt Q] Leu mesenteroides®] +3A| HE = Leu mesenteroides sp. J18%
A(Jung et al, 2012; Jung et al., 2013). s|H=-4F 7|27 AHAH F3
zkan Qlo] ZARER oYzl A9 AFE U vtol]l &L olitsEAaEs

Aibste SAS ST o =3, AA9 dula Aldd ste] 9 rAs Ty

A = class 11 H—],'Eﬂ?/]_‘?_ﬂ A, AR A D g AES Ao #

Y. Leuconostoc citreum
Leu. mesenteroidesSt &7 A & 2b7)d sE AAFAT LR 4HA Len

citreum’= L. citreum KM20% 3| A AR7F dHA AHKim et al, 2008). Leu

mesenteroies J18% VYA 2 phosphoketolase A& B3 slEH| 248 7| 2t7 &4

H FRAAE EF BFsta vk et @shE(sugan)d VR 4 2 olF #

AAEES Z¥al Y. Dextransucrease 2 alternansurasedl #HdE

& 2 AEFAESS AT FAPES IR %’*U]%ﬂ]

[e)
B2 dmz By §A 27 E2A)8S  Lactobacillus’t %

g 54 shed A FHol TS olFo] WYty 2slso] 4YS YAE nE
T A BelFu, ot FTAFRENE AZE AEFTHE S8 AsHE U
Ehaich

). Leuconosotc kimchii

Leu. kimchii IMSNU 11154 33X ZxlolY EA 7l&d < 5 =
fFAF o2 delA JTHOh et al, 2010). ©] FAHFS FIARZLx UiAS HHH
invertase, sucrose phosphorylase, dextransucrase #49 FHAE EF3oh =
(exopolysaccharide) &4 2 YHUE A FHAE BEfstd X9 vta gns 3
g F s ASE YUedt BE Leuconostoc sp.9t W7EA E catalase ¥ superoxide
dismutaseE R 3tA] ZAT 9] thioredoxin reductase 5 4F ¥ oxidative 2=E |
o A sh=d F83 FAAVE YEdt. §F34 B #AF JECIEE FEsse A
AA7E o] vt g e A BdE Fadd Vsl J9gS & AoE B,



AXNLE Tuty|oAx F2 $HS= FAMF OS2 AR Lactobacillus sakei wikim 222
A7 RAE JATHLim et al., 2014). oF2 43 FHA FrIAAde] B =HA Lo}
A3 EAS & F AN, 53] beta-glucosideE ©]&3t7] 9% T FF 849

phosphotransferase system (PTS) #¥ X AK(IA, 1IB, 1IC, BglG)7} ¥

n}. Weissella koreensis

Leu. mesenteroides 2 Lb. sakei®t 7 A9 EH $HFTOZA A W, koreensis
KACC 155109] 1A AE7} &#1x ATH(Lee et al, 2012). ©] f4bd2 1.4 Mbe] v
T &AL FdA 2718 BAYy Leuconostocdll 7 b8 AlESA XE UER Y] ol
o, Leuconcstocdl &3t= #FE3 3540 548 A ARAAE Yeit. 53],
SE|Z-4& 7|2 #HE pentose phosphate pathway®] HA| FHAE HFghch

Az D QF2ES} e FAF(dairy food)E Ax Al HEFEHE ElEFFd 23
F4do] et F2 2EH #59 A 434 A g EHES E45)

% x=go] &3A o] FojA L JYtt. Lactococcus lactis, Streptococcus  thermophilus,
Lactobacilli= A% A4bs A3 tixd 28y Ao ®, 2 §H4 d7144 &
Al g o] &2 BS Uy dAdE F2 FAEFS AL A NEE EHFCE
AAEIL ATh 53], FAAEA 2GS 2BEH ikt 2E, I E, ofveAl A

EAE AF3] olafistal ol& AZststet vl oSt

FRAA 22 Y] AANE JHsEEE s THMills et

WEAQ dairy 2EFEIQl Lactococci®] 739, BEQZ o] &4, 7HAIQl &3, F+E
A4, drelgl e gtolA] A, FAA A, dihEFATtetelE G T 2EBHE EA]
T8 g B0l A EAS B3 ¢E A h(Bolotin et al, 2001; Mills et al.,
2006). EH FAF 2ElEFF2 Staphylococcus thermophilus®] 73-5-, 9A -FE 4,

Qutolx] AP #AF CRISPR, daZeAzletel= A #d EHEC]

A Tl RAHAF(Wu et al, 2014) 872 A ZZhfo] @
2Bt w59 13758 SHANA wg Fasty fFAA 249 FaEH F shtol
%!

O %
oz
o A #F21 Lb rhamnosus GG (Lb GG)-/] %, U2 x=Zulo| ¥ Jactobacilliol



e g Azs B A W @AM AEAdo] Wi ¢ Aoz LA U
(Kankainen et al., 2009; Lebeer et al., 2010). F2t5o] k3t Lb rhanmnosus Lc705919]
HFAAENS T8 Lb GGY pili AF A7 A4

& A2 EAHJUIL knock-out =AM AXE T3l
3} A th(Kankainen et al., 2009). L& GG Wol A 9] pilie] T =

Bifidobacterium®] 7§ 253 BHH pili 729 YA =S FASH(Foroni et al.,
2011), ©2H837 & host-health®}o] HHAFC A3 AF% ALKHo= AP
. Lb helveticus 9N HEZ AT 2BEH dF=2, 53 Z2Hlo|eE 8l 7|4 4
= W A4 237t g EASY BrleAd fadeE Fe4de JAEY An
(Giraffa, 2014). X=X E&|¥ Lb helveticus DPC 45719 7%, #3A

i gl AR 2ot 22 8 WA e #dEE tee] fAAEe] yE

(Slattery et al, 2010). ©] == Fs] Alx=glo] 3] AAHH FHeol= AEE
angiotensin converting-enzyme (ACE)o| A& 7e} 2 Adde ZHA Hol ¢a
wuk olyet X553 JheAdE UEtues Ao® LA At (Cremonesi et al., 2013).

1. 2}21(Wine)

Oenccoccus (O) ceni> €418 F4, 53] #sAdd dFS WA= malolactic
fermentation (MLF) ZH&o FH 4TS ste 7= 941 AxY 2BEIFE &8&
HH(Toit et al, 2011). MLF= #53 54 S7HERF oYz} o4le] 43t 3k 9w
AE 79 A} o Fo3 ZE&E she AoE delA tH(Henick-Kling, 1993;
Bartowsky and Henschke, 2004). O. oe®] +34 #4<& &3 F8& A2 @4
FAzEo] #FH AT Mills et al, 2005; Capozzi et al., 2014). O. ceni®] pangenome+*4]
= B3l A4 O o EFET GUAL, ofmat AR, daZeAbtetol = A
gL ol THE Fa7 FAAES] Woldo] BEEHIAEH, ol FHAAH A=
2 AgHeR F8% +F dPdH WHolE olsfistAY ZEHTFEA Y FF

E4E

3’_—'}_
o 2o Fxdo.

T}. Fermented vegetable

ko] A<} A A Fe sauerkraut, fermented olive, picked cucumber+= T]3EZ
ANAELEXFOE Leuconostoc®] tHEZA Q] EBHFFo|th. L mesenteroides ATCC 82932
fermented oliveZ2FE F2]H ALY E AT =E(Breidt, 2004, Makarova et al., 2006), 3l
HZ-4g 7]72S yedes Mdez 48x Jdu. dHZ-#ae #dER
6-phosphogluconate phosphoketolase pathwayol]l 83 2E FHAE BEfsiy, da
A= RS Fste Y pyruvate ©]-8& FAA, 281 3 T H o] &S 8
QP Y FAAES BEfste A2 Uehg o] B2 TR NA A&
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(2004)
wine-diacetyl-desirability, spoilage and beyond. Int. J. Food Microbiol. 96: 235-252.
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A+ 74 (‘pathogen’, ‘infection’) T Ao Bol &E&HAT. {4t
T genuss SHYRl ‘Lactobacillus= 1Zt(human’)< ZE3 o2 =04 A=A A
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203010 FH S 12} Ak}lo] Hiole rleo FAlol & Ao Hwgste], A 4%
el ol 36% ool AAA 7IHE & ASo® o F3 OECDY HiAer tEo]
(4 : “The Bioeconomy to 2030 : Designing a Policy Agenda,”, OECD, 2009), AlA|
Hog AT ge Fets aviAEe] A A Iuol= 35t Fof ¥
MR E ARESHA 2 AF9 avZl SUFskEA 2010 7HA] &3 sAabE o) Aibol
S7F FAC JAATHE 11]. HAT 34SHA A Aol Hls) rB =S o] &3 A=
= ‘2 A7l EA7SIAY B v ES ol &str] wEel 40 ©
Ao RIARE, 7hA o] mIRLL WAl ETE =il $40l wel a3 gEA
A= G o] Qo] opA 2 BtehA AA|e] Abgo]l B Zlo] Abdoln. o]
d o] F XA FAkE At wUFe] U o€ ol d2E + dH o 2
FHAO T =oly] 93] AR SHA AR szt nAYE
ATE T =Y Ve A3 dasit.
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7 8 9 10 11 12 13

A 1,786 2,188 2,358 2,216 1,852 1,498 1,181
A =AF=THH[ (%) -9.7 -11.9 -12.2 -12 -10.6 -9.6 (7.5p)
e lies S 7| 107 115 109 122 123 168 117
259 444 554 880 1,040 980 842 693
&2t 1,235 1,519 1,369 1,054 749 488 371
A 131,460 172,553 198,891 183,918 160,628 143,083 126,746
AHAF S 7| 7,507 8,460 9,403 10,790 13,376 16,733 13,957
&7F 25°F 31,540 45,089 63,653 83,136 89,765 90,325 89,992
-&5F 92,413 119,004 125,835 89,992 57,487 36,025 22,797
A 122,882 174,107 | 201,688 194,006 172,672 164,289 141,651
| CHH| (%) -6.9 -9.9 -11.6 -11.3 -10.2 -95 -8.3
;g:_:l S 7| 9,739 12,033 13,343 15,518 19,311 25,467 21,206
F50F 27,288 42,938 71,039 94,533 95,253 101,657 98,237
A& 85,865 119,136 117,306 83,955 58,108 37,165 22,208
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VIL AmAEe F2FdA A7

A1d A

A A 8 (genomics) ol A EA L] AAAE o] F JE AA AlE(genome) DNAE
<] £ dAF3ete S ®oFE A=Y DNA -8, DNA AA4d Wi, A=
T2 % 7% B4, A2 gl g HdEAHES 55 23 %71‘15}9] gk #ofol
o FAAS 7R Ags ABAL] vAl R A g 2 AAe] A DNA
NHA=E 2Aste AH As WHY #&FF74A (heterosis), %14 ’B]'—r](eplstasm) oA

& W e @ d(alleles)¥ A (loci) Abole] ZZ 2&3 22 AW A

&3 AEE Adet ot A Fd FAA Y Jle T UM
718o] == DNA AlE4 4 7]<2 1975 9] Edward Sangerel] &3] A A|#AA
7]¥(Sanger sequencing, A% FTEH)OZ A DNA A|dx FRE dold &
71& Mol Alzboldlth. T3k 19831 d Kary Mulliol 28] 22 k2] DNAE 714
A3t 779 DNAY & FFAIZ 4 U+ Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR)9]
S8 A B4 dve ds 7HEESEAA, 19909 fIkke] HA DNA AEE
#1 8 Human Genome Project”} A|Z}= I TH(Lander et al, 2001).

F

A

-

rr

e Moo
ol Ol'l'l

N,

oleld fAA AAAY e gEAS AUE 59 FA459 AEE Uxd
2

Holy wlo]x2 FEdte FE FHA ?i:rL(reference genome)®] Az}

Ak A

o AN 3 AEFTY F=FAA dHolEuolx 752 DNA AJEA Hgo] E
AXIL Mz AA Alm AEAY 7lecl Eg HUA Soue T WY A=z A
Alw AldAo] o] FolfEs v IFx FAAE AT AEAS Erk A4 o w23 A4
Fo02 Ax B4 & F A & F=d 9ort AtH(Wheeler et al, 2008). A E A2

ZAALA| & (transcriptomics), AR S o] &sto] Tl d e WA EH = FFEo o]
9 F A & (proteomics), G E4E FaAgo s A He EHE
+ OIAMA & (metabolomics) &3 2
(Tyers and Mann, 2003; Rochfort, 2005, Wang et al, 2009).

1996d MNP EZE H2E AT ERFT Saccharomyces cerevisiae +7A A Q4]
o] ¢+5 HAHGoffeau et al, 1996). ©]o Wz} = KA JHE o] &3t 23 A
FE AFolA BHEA ol &He AR 9l FR, A EX, W X T oUT

o\



o] AlHAJo] o] Fo] Fom #FIHe AolE EAst 7 AFY FE AE Ths
Al 3+ th(Salinas et al, 2010; Akao et al, 2011; Noguchi et al, 2012). ©]¢} 22 FA|
of wel B T3 B4 HIuAdAs FA B4 Wiel digh UE AAHH AF4
thafi A EAet o]F o] &3 Xd mAER] EX W AMIAE F%o] #E FdA A

@ tfste] w3tnA Ak

gt A AT EoRollA
1990 el Al
< 483k ¢
A = 19759
of ddE AA AAAeth A WA AL Alm AE2] 95 o]FE ¢ W= AA|
A AlEA 7le Bl 277 Sd HIAsd olEd a7l weEl 24t AJEA 7]
< (Second-generation  sequencing: SGS)¥ AT AIAA 7]<&(next-generation
sequencing: NGS)©] 1Lt= % THGrada and Weinbrecht, 2013). SGS 7]&2 iEZ o=
37FA Alz="lo] ok A WA A2'l2 20051 7NEE 454 Life Sciences(d A RocheAk
7F 197) 9] Genome Sequencerfith. F+ WA E 1QbH A 2~EIQl Genome Analyzer+
2006'd SolexaAtol ©fa] QFEIIT Hlumina AblA 71€8 S 2 AR Al HAZ
a9k Al 2ElE 2007 Applied BiosystemsAt7F 7iEHgE SOLID Al 2=®lo|t}, SGSo| &
Ae DNA AZS golBagldl 3 & DNA FZ, A8, 28 ZEE(QC) ¥ do]
B 49 @AE AXE 4, llumina Al2®ol| A= solid supportdl]l 34 ¥ PCR %
Z5 sl W& AESHAITE Roche 4544 SOLID Al ~Hlo| A= PCR S

supportel] 123t A|AA o] o] FoITH I 41]. o] SGS 7IEE2 1At Ad4
el Hlal o2 &°] il read 2|7} #oH100~200bp) Hl°IE FA ol ojEzo] UA
T oBlgo] AAAelH wmEgs e 7HAAL Stk o2’ SGS 7wl diHlw
2 dH&S AAA read 5 58 7AW A (coverage)E Eolv WHOE HsHH
ZS read ZAolo & DNA A2 alignment®] ©1#3%-< long-mate-paired-end A&

Aoz Heksty Als Adds SsAH

A

ol

3 solid



DNA sample

.

Library preparation

2> <1
Distribution on > PCR
solid support <a amplification
<1 (g

Sequencing and imaging

¥

Base/color calling

¥

Quality control

¥

Data analysis

[AF 41] A 29 2

® d242 SGSolM ssHel My 2 LE0 3|M et EE Roche 4542+ SOLID Al
AHM ALE == CHA|, EA M EE lllumina AIAEIOAM ALE == CHAIS LEERHCH

SGS 7] el A

A 7)==

Z DNA A2 alignment?] oJ# 3 PCR
o] HA ¢e FES AFA] & HA deve HS BEg NGS ol /MdEA

iz
=
N
L

ol o= 2011l *4-83% Pacific BiosciencestAt2] Single molecule real time (SMRT)

Aol tEFoirt. 24t AlEAH 2] SMRTE FJE7I7F A4k7]ell H o
g2 gt 1, 24t AlEA
NEY AYAE Hekst

&4 Al EolA

I Hlwete] 13 ¥ Al o &S

™,
o] 3} THE12). ©]

w4l W

O

Uzt Q4719 F3uAE QA AEE
o} - &
oA/l SGS Xt} A AHo]a 3] read

213k NGS 7]&2 2= s v A

go2 B oFAT Atk

[E 13] 2M|0f F 3M|0 NGS EF H|iL

91}

g alignment £4j¢] &

ASe) §RA o] Aul

Read length ~ No. of  Output No. of . .
Instrument (nucleotides) reads® (GbY* samples” b Runtime Advantages Disadvantages
Roche 454 GS FLX+ 700° 1x10° 0.7 192¢ 23 Lone reads, short - Homopolymer
run time errors, expensive
Ilumina HiSeq 2000 100° 3x10° 600 384 11 days' High yield It‘;‘;'s ‘fniﬁ?;;‘
Life Technologies g 9 £ Inherent error g
SOLIiD 5500xl 75 1.5x10 180 1152 14 days correction Short reads
Roche 454 GS Junior 400° 1x10°  0.035 132 9 h Long reads Homopolymer
' errors, expensive
Tllumina MiSeq 150 sx10° 15 9% 27 h She‘;rste“:; ;g:e EXpeﬁzlsf per
Ion Torrent PGM Ion h 5 Short run time, Not well
. > 1 1x1 .1 1 2 h
316‘ chip o 00 *10 0 6 low reagent cost evaluated )
Iljllzi;(é(;ip}zlo&lences 35" 1%10° 35 4800 8 days SMS, ;Ie\:](ilences Shot;rr(;eradrz,tehlgh
Pacific Biosciences b 5 . SMS, long reads, High error rate,
PacBio RS > 1,000 1x10 0.1 ! 90 min short run time low vyield




Most of this information is subject to rapid change, and the aim of this table is not to present absolute numbers but to provide a
general comparison between different sequencing systems.

* Numbers calculated for two flow cells on HiSeq2000 and SOLiD 5500xl.

" Calculated as no. of index tags (provided by the sequencing company) x no. of divisions on solid support.

¢ Average for single-end sequencing, paired-end reads are shorter.

4 No. of reads decreases when the PicoTiterPlate is divided.

¢ 36 nucleotides for mate-pair reads.

" Run time depends on the read length, and on whether one or two flow cells are used.

¢ Second read in paired-end sequencing is limited to 35 nucleotides, and mate pair reads to 60 nucleotides.

h Average.

SMS = single molecule sequencing.

R FHA AT7E 19%d Fd AEZA s WA AL BAoe] daEHAG A
B S ceevisiadGoffeau et al, 1996)«= ©lF 2@ AIZF &b AFAF QL 9421, W,
WoAgEE A9 vyEolt. A% A® E

cerevisiae Genome Database (SGD; http://www.yeastgenome.org/)
g 494 @3, 193 oA Bed @35S ojg=i ned AEed s

cerevisiae TRAA MDI FA o] A FAHA JRE AT AANMAE I B
3
&

rr
oy
A

X
4
N
=2
R

AEs 828 +F B oYzt A]dH, oz #8FT 4y HIFER
A 24 A7 LA P v g e =
AA 713 ZEAR  FF] GandidesT Gryptococcus  neoformans, 2 &
Schizasaccharomyces  pombe(PomBase;  http:/ /www.pombase.org/), ™&-&x}3 &

2

non-Saccharomyces) ¥ EE

=

Pichia pastoris(Pichia pastoris Genome Browser; http://www.pichiagenome.org/)s
ek &8 deolguolxrt #5550 glon, fAAl drIMd AR R F Hlal 4,
Al olE TIWte® st AAMA|, S EA|, AR S eulx BA Ag7F Sdst
A 3= ATh(Sazer, 2006; Liang et al, 2012; Engel and Cherry, 2013; Breunig et
al, 2014; Janbon et al, 2014).
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[B 14] HEXQ T H9

Species Genome Database
Saccharomyces cerevisioe
Candida spp.

Cryptococcus neoformans Broad Institute

Schizosaccharomyces pombe  PomBase

Saccharomyces Genome Database (SGD)

Candida Genome Database (CGD)

FHA ME HIO|EHo| &

URL

http://www.yeastgenome.org/
http://www.candidagenome.org/

http://www.broadinstitute.org/annotati
on/genome/cryptococcus_neoformans/

http://www.pombase.org/

Pichia pastoris Pichia pastoris Genome Browser http://www.pichiagenome.org/

53] dtAd o fF(hemiascomycetous yeast) 184 Fo tig vl {FHAA &4 AT
gt =79 AHEE AFst=  The Génolevures online database (URL:
http:/ /www.genolevures.org)= XA Ado] M Q4ERE ofe} o] X

FE Q5 FABAC] BE 3

BE A-F3IdH(Martin et al, 2011).
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HZoll= S cerevisiae S285c TS HERAAE sto] o YL ATEREROIA 2
°of ar #FEe A 24 9 FAA vl B4o] FHH gt duFos
o53te] FEH3 Aol Ty elements®] ¢ X ¥, sinlge-nucleotide

polymorphisms (SNPs), 574 #F%F Ay A= @Y fFHx 24 2 47 F4

2 T2 o] WHolAof| 7lgk thgA el AThH(Borneman et al, 2008). S. cerevisiae 3

FAA A B #3F FAZHA FRE SGDAIA AlFsta on, g2 Sanger

instituteol A 33t Q=  Saccharomyces Genome Reseqeuncing  Project

((http:/ /www .sanger.ac.uk/Teams/Team71/durbin/sgrp/)E &3l dN== S

cerevisiae 37 Tt S. paradoxus 27 w+° WhE iR FAA Blu £ HE7F SR

Hol Atk ¥ €2 vu f3A4 &4 At 4 25 54 o A8 +34

HolE qtshe Ao] 7hE3 E Ao JEA 9l

A
°]

ﬂllﬂ o}m

[E 15] Génolevures C|O|E{H||O| A0 O] 7535t HIRIE FEE(hemiascomycetous yeasts)2|
QA Y=

Number of protein coding genes in:
i Asembly  Genome sie (b) [ER L bocke. fusons amaye
Candida glabrata Complete 123 5210 4869 4850 152 120
Debaryomyces hansenii var. hansenii Complete 12.2 6286 5213 1155 194 344
Kluyveromyces lactis var. lactis Complete 10.6 5088 4810 43844 150 96
Kluyveromyces thermotolerans Complete 10.4 5105 4898 4937 117
Saccharomyces kluyveri Complete 11.3 5308 5048 5177 133
Yarrowia lipolytica Complete 205 6456 5036 699 162 148
Zygosaccharomyces rouxii Complete 9.8 4999 4802 4884 112
Candida tropicalis Partial 15.0 1130 18.1%
Kluyveromyces marxianus Partial 14.0 1546 49.8%
.Pr'chia angusta Partial 9.0 2502 18.9%
lPr’chf’a sorbitophila Partial 139 1593 59.2%
Saccharomyces bayanus var. uvarum Partial 115 2887 97.9%
l5aca:harom yees exiguus Partial 18.0 1600 70.7%
Saccharomyces servazzii Partial 123 1535 70.2%
Saccharomyces cerevisiae Complete 121 5769 5381 5450 172 187
\Eremothecium (Ashbya) gossypii Complete 8.7 4718 4474 4584 146 79
Pichia stipitis Complete 15.4 5816
Schizosaccharomyces pombe Complete 141 5004 152



o) Rhizopus chinensis®]
3l dENAE F7 Az
oryzae 750 Wt P Ft F3s, Tl sl #d
Al AFE F3] $Th(Hata et al, 1991; Maeda et al, 2004; Machida et al, 2005;
Machida et al, 2008). <, ¥=9 =dg, dBY £4F Azx T AEHE
Aspergillus %0 ThFeE A A E2ggold A @UIAEE A8 oY
EREQ HAAE W Fokroty FHFFol A9 A o] ntdEH AT (Hong et al,
2014).
NetE A4S A% FFo= v I+

()
2000 tioll Be F8 AA IdER[ = Aspegillus nidulans,

=3 A
o §2A7 A7
Neurospora crassa &
2005) A7t &)
UAs #74 o
Institute(JG)& AHstA, 7 HZ AEol TFHA FFol FHHA A
MycoCosm (http://jgi.doe.gov/fungi)< T35+ “Fungal Genomics Program”-S A2}
3} A tH(Grigoriev et al, 2012).
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TP ATk "= A HAF(DOE, Department of Energy)e ©l
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Exploration of fungal diversity

Fungal Genomics Resource

Pucciniomycoting
Ustilaginomycotina
Agaricomycoting
Panizorycates
Orbileomycetes
Eurstiomyceatas
Dothideomycetes
Lacansromycates
Lectiomycates
Sordarismycetes | Saccharemwcoting
Xylonomycetes ! Q Search
Saccharomyecotina] S[E BLAST
Taphrinomycotina | 357 Clusters

Glomensmycota &, Momvinade
Ascosdea rubescens HRRL YITESS v 0

Mucoromyooting

Ashbya gossyps ATCC 10895
Zoopagomycotina il

Bakpenela mostovedra WAL ¥ 12658 v1.0
Enlumunﬂ\thurom‘vl Candida arabincdermentars HARL VB-2243 w10
Fungs” @ Kickxellomycotina | Candida casenciybica Y-17756 w1 0

Blastocladiomycoty Candida tanzawasnses MRRL V17324 v1.0

Chtridiomycota Cndida beruis NRRL - 1458 v1.0
Cybetlindnera jaging NRRL W-1542 v1.0

MNeocallm Ty Db arysemyees hanseni

Mecrospondia Dbk ara Beuxolienss CES 2455 42 0

Cryptomycota Hanseniaspora valpensis NRFL ¥-1526 w1 1

Hansenula potymorpha HCYC 495 lewt 1 v2 0
Hyphopichia burton HRRL V-1533 v1.0

Fhuysetomyces laclis

Lipermyces starkeyi NREL ¥-18557 v1.0
Riehichedkowsa picuspedaia MRAL YB4803 w1 0
Madsonia fulvescens var slongats DS 6955 v1.0

|- Comparative genomics
= Identification of metabolic pathways
. Analysis of evolutionary relationship
- Application of production of useful materials

[13 43] JGIOM 2F ¢ &80 fH4 ME HO|EH|0| A2 & =OF

3. WAMAE i FAA BH7IH &F

ANE B4 7lec] EEdel wel W3 ngEe] Al #d HEart H 2000d
FHkell 2o AR oy Ao 53] AG7kA Hid ZaR 5 AR T30l As

2 24t AEA 24 7les AHEste] FRHAT. 1AHE ol &3 A
w ANEAEL &R 4T AIA T80l 3F A=V <EA loen o 3AY rRtow
AR R mAdE S EBE dE vl i =3 24 AEA Tl FolA
Roche 454 GS A|2=®l HTh= Illumina® Hiseq, Miseq &4 7€ AHES Fo] diF
e ARG AF7HA Y As AlEAde] Ao AR F2 tFE 10 M base W]
o] 2715 7FAH AW 20 M baseF =2 Z7|E JHAA T AMFAH FHFoEL HEE
30 M base ©]&¢ Alm A71E 7HAH &9 HWAT-S 100 M base’t & A7 7}
A Aoz HiuFo Unh. ol Hel Fofste] W3 mAEY Alm AdEe &
o, d3 mAE uF I FHA 27 3 F2F Ao)HE e A A

q

A3 A 4 Zlee st AlEAdS @ 2aAo] ATl AFREYH[E 15].
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[E 16] BRIR| LB Qe 52 U

80| As AEE 2

Species s%;:g\l,}l;) g)]t)aé GC(%) sequencing technique ref
Yeast
Arxula adeninivorans 11.8 6,116 48.1 Roche 454 GS FLX+ a
Candida glabrata 12.3 5,210 38.8 [lumina HiSeq2000 m
Candida orthopsilosis 90-125 12.6 5,700 37.46 [llumina MiSeq h
Candida orthopsilosis AY2 14.5 37.31 Illumina MiSeq h
Candida orthopsilosis MCO456 13.2 5,756 34.42 Illumina MiSeq h
Candida tropicalis 15 Ilumina HiSeq2000 i
Cyberlindnera fabianii (Hansenula fabianii) 12.3 5,944 44.4 Ilumina HiSeq2000 c
Debaryomyces hansenii 12.2 6,286 38 Roche 454 GS FLX+ a
Debaryomyces hansenii 12.2 6,906 36.3 Roche 454 GS FLX+ a
Dekkera bruxellensis CBS2499 13.39 5636 39.9 Roche 454 GS FLX+ f
Hansenula polymorpha DLI 9.06 5325 47.8 Roche 454 GS FLX+ f
JAY291 (haplotype of s. cerevisiae) 11.6 5880 Roche 454 GS Junior n
Kluyveromyces lactis 10.6 5088 38.7 [lumina HiSeq2000 m
Kluyveromyces marxianus 14 Illumina HiSeq2000 i
Kluyveromyces thermotolerans 10.4 5105 49.2 Illumina HiSeq2000 m
Lachancea thermotolerans (CBS6340) 10.4 5094 49.2 shotgun sequencing a
Pichia angusta 9 Illumina HiSeq2000 i
Pichia pastoris 9.3 5313 41.1 Roche 454 GS Junior d
Pichia pastoris GS115 9.22 5040 41.1 Roche 454 GS FLX+ f
Pichia sorbitophila 13.9 [llumina HiSeq2000 i
Pichia_stipitis 154 5816 41.1 shotgun sequencing i
Rhodosporidium toruloides CECTI1137 20.4 8206 61.9 Roche 454 GS FLX+ ]
Saccharomyces bayanus var. uvarum 11.5 [lumina HiSeq2000 i
Saccharomyces cerevisiae 12.1 5769 Illumina HiSeq2000 a
Saccharomyces exiguus 18 [llumina HiSeq2000 i
Saccharomyces kluyveri 11.3 5308 43.1 Sanger sequencing m
Saccharomyces serevisiae 12.1 5807 38.3 Roche 454 GS FLX+ a
Saccharomyces servazzii 12.3 Illumina HiSeq2000 i
Schizosaccharomyces pombe 14.1 5004 [llumina HiSeq2000 i
Wickerhamomyces ciferrii 15.9 6702 30.4 Illumina HiSeq2000 c
Yarrowia lipolytica 20.5 6,456 49 Illumina HiSeq2000 a
Zygosaccharomyces rouxii 9.8 4,999 40.2 Sanger sequencing m
Fungi
Acarospora strigata 27 [lumina HiSeq2000 b
Arthonia rubrocincta 26 [lumina HiSeq2000 b
Ashbya gossypii 8.7 4,715 52 [llumina HiSeq2000 m
Aspergillus oryzae 100-8 36.7 11,187 483 Roche 454 GS FLX+ i
Blumeria graminis 120 shotgun sequencing g
Dibaeis baeomyes 35 Illumina HiSeq2000 b
Endocarpon pallidulum 41 [lumina HiSeq2000 b
Eremothecium gossypii (=Ashbya gossypii) 8.7 4,718 [lumina HiSeq2000 i
Erysiphe pisi 151 shotgun sequencing g
Golovinomyces orontii 160 shotgun sequencing g
Graphis scripta 36 [lumina HiSeq2000 b
Leptogium austroamericanum 46 Ilumina HiSeq2000 b
Lichtheimia ramosa 30.71 11,510 41.2 Roche 454 GS FLX+ k
Peltula cylindrica 32 Ilumina HiSeq2000 b
Physcia cf. stellaris 59 Ilumina HiSeq2000 b
Sordaria_macrospora 39.8 10,789 52.4 Roche 454 GS Junior 1
Sporothrix schenckii ATCC 58251 32.23 8,674 55.2 Illumina MiSeq e

a. (Kunze et al, 2014), b. (McDonald et al, 2013), c. (Freel et al, 2014), d. (De Schutter et al, 2009),
e. (Cuomo et al, 2014), f. (Ravin et al, 2013), g. (Raffacle et al, 2010), h. (Pryszcz et al, 2014), i.
(Sherman et al, 2009), j. (Morin et al, 2014), k. (Linde et al, 2014), 1. (Nowrousian et al, 2010), m.
(Genolevures et al, 2009), n. (Argueso et al, 2009)
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AA sfFeol g5 = ARE B Hlgo] friFer oA HAowH, oo wEt gk

A

& L8 AF T SEEFY FHA Aol §E5EE gy, FdoeE wd
Cost per Raw Megabase of DNA Sequence

Moore's Law

i I National Human

i
ﬂ"' lilgy Genome Research
Institute

genome.gov/sequencingcosts

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

[ 44] DNA sequencing H|-82| %0|
% DNA 1 Megabase & sequencing HI&<2 F0|& AHEDM Moores H®H=EZS w=d
sequencing H|-& stk FM[JI NGS 22 o|=Z2 FZ3| sequencing H|&0| st=tstn QUcCt
(ZX: genome.gov/seqguencingcosts)
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Ay =7 K (Bioinformatics) A& 1zt
b =egel wet §43) Adsih AYHD gom, vA gl “19 1H=E A s
2o 12 15AA AAA 7 2dlste, o] &3 2152 o84l e] W3y B}y

g Aoz HEIESL st ok

I e, AEAR Jes 01%3}04 99 BE&AES TS s, MAES 2
37439 Y ZAE AABAEZE oldfste] aHAQA FAES A & = oy, I &
75] S

(Sanger Institute), A7}E 2]
A7tE2 FAAAT2(CIS) Sl tﬂxﬂ A G141 #AE A7E Fxsan Qo &
Tl (AMAEATAEH KRIBBAS2] 7M™ A 724 4 B A B (KOBIC), A<
dTE EHska ok

H
Lo
o
2
R
= 4
B>

¢

A2d EZR 4G AR

AEAHR AL A Data 4 2 ALZE o] A&, Bioinformatic tool¥} database
A8l A& 2830 IT hardware 9} infrastructure A1 5 37} Hofg FRI 4= )
oMl Fx), AW 186%° =S HARES BY o= d4FFH 20124 329 E
TEONA 201730 = 2¥i7F He 759 E FR7MA ARV S AR JiE
AT

[ 17] d=28E g A A2

[US$ billions]
201244 201743 (zofz/iGzFém
Data analysis and software market 1.1 29 20.3%
Bioinformatic tools and database services 15 34 17.9%
IT hardware and infrastructure market 0.532 12 17.2%
Total Global Bioinformatics market 32 7.5 18.6%

¥ & X: Bioinformatics, Technologies and Global Markets(BCC Report, May 2013),
http://www.prweb.com/releases/2013/5/prweb10707641.htm
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T FAAEA B AEAE VIdeEs viaEA, HepA, dddeold s, A
SDS, & So] Atk mAEAL NGS £4S TS F84 &4 Aulz=ef AA
FAA B4 H Y AES AP Foll Aot falolo|F A= A
AAEDZ AAsk o, Bl JiQl FRA AR ARzl deAEH 23

AT BF ok A OFS AETRVIe, A ad, AHdsDset A s S
okoll gk A5 A3 st
o7 =xzFo 7 T3 HolEuHolx

rﬁ

ki
rlo
S,

el
=
2 dHAL AT AP =R HEV
_]

224 FolZEelE o] &3t mAE THEA, +AA B4, AAA Y 5= 7Y
3t o, TANAE BN Aady &4 A /¢S visualizationd] E3H A
TE

AAE AFstes & BEFE Fokoll Ao total solutions A|F3kiL STt

slele] 7oz E oA AL AAT, fEFoR Had A FE AR T
=2 23andMe$}t NavigenicsgE 5 Ut F ARlEE F7I0HF A E (GNP #24)9

71Zst] £ AW AAAZ S dSFste AHIEE A FAd, &8 AES A
3t Almeto]l= o o](genomewide SNP array)E AMg3le] |7|dGAHRE AL
St o] FHAARE ALEStY gkt AW Ad &4 Ui 5AZHA ARE

gZ o) AHl2 FAREE =T ¥ 2 (genelex)Aet FH Y =3 (Eurofins) A7}
AT A 2As F2oe-ofE A HolEMol2E Fote] & FAE #d

3t BHAHIAE FY8a i, FYed 7WE fFEAAE GEY 5, BE,
AL, Hl4(ADME) #d 5318 7|€2 oE A d"d AuaE F3sta 91%
= = 2 /T FAet FEor Y Bes =
ol WS EASE Hl2YU~ BEls HG3ska Qlth

AEAR AZE S JILALEE CLC bio, DNA nexus, Softgenetics 52 &4 7]
A ANz" LxEYO AE 3AEC] AL, Muminaol A< ofrfE %= Al=HlS
o] &3t sequencing 71719} AAIZ cloud AZE | platform?] Basespace A]H]2:
218 Foll At

T
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- — i
Genome: DMA — contigs [gename fragmenti)

LIy

wal s
Fl =l W
e e diaft geacme wequence
mvame — =m -
= -
B .. e
ey ; 1en L ( = -
e ' S ===~
S = _,.-’ = -
o e 2 =

High guality geivbme data

Comparative genamics Gansme annotation

[1F 45] NGSEHE Genome #MZ 5t EAE,

A3-d NGSE o] &% yEAHAR 4

1. FAA 4

< TR okl A ARE Thsstth wAA B4
MZL FHAE E43H= de novo 43 71E9 4" FAAE v SE SNP &
<= ZE Resequencing 402 Us & Uth A=Z2 A4 £42 NGS dataz5-H
U2 500 bp P]¥H(illumina platform® 749 100bp A %)e] #-2 read sequencesw +
B 71 sequence®] FHFAQ contig® ZF3t= assemble THA|, assemble® contigol A
FTRAAE Frota FAe] AR E 343t annotation THA|, annotation® A data
E ¥ 84 st AR ZA UE 4 Ao Resequencing 412 7]E9 {2 A9
mappingdtil, &4t GAE UE F Ut 4 GAEE HEHH AZEo9 A
H 219 high performance computing power’} E 23t} oA B4 H FHA data
T I AARE F44 dolgulolx Ao ourt 9lal, oA S HIj F Ee UE
ALt v BEAM3E Fe  evolution, XA variation, SNP  analysis,
epidemiology, functional analysis & B2 AEHE o] 7}5sA Ha o]& 4HY
Zow olgstA =Y, /i BtE AT AR AHAE o] &3 Ao AHlx 59
dHer &8 THssHl €
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e gy e s R
N ,
Gemomic islands B4

' ' 28 83

‘ e e
L

High quality geneme data LU WAME =Y

.. -

: \

& : i

Aot
H L e L T e

FET} e, Metabolism 84

Ewalution

_l-
L}

Epidemiclogy

.

Maker developmant UM 52 U 29

[1% 46] Genome dataS O| &%t CHAFeH A HEEHO| Of Al

¥ Genome dataE 0| &3t0{ it Bof 2/, =4, R#EUAN H7IME &4
3

(=)
(L T
HlI SMA 47 marker discovery, epidemiology, 2at 47 &9 2A2 +d & = UC|

2. NGSE &83F 74

)
i
2
el

AEAR 7es Z83 F9 AlE(Human Genome) AHY 2 IHAlE ZE2AHE9 A
HE ol &dte APIY AutS Tt FAA A Mulx, gkE o8, AEiet 5
of oo ST FHA I AMnlz=es FHA Holguo]~E Fste] e marker
£ 2=k, JiQl NGS datas T3tk oF & 4% 2ol 22 AFEE H7istal 9
5, Adsts Aulzolty. Ho gy SE7F el 2E fdE Jde T2
T Aol A e AAles e Ao I dAt & 5 T BEoE &l
A ool EolAl fxdx W ulAE NGS datags &3l w43ted, 7/iE St A A
star F2kgo] gl of3 A5 WS AYstA she Aulzolt. Alsilere |71Hd
o] 9wt 75S st A A e At AW wMAUSS dATFEH,
AEA eholut A=A 22 GAA oA 54 9 BA8S HLE e A=
- %3 A5 e MEste As 9udt A AL 0w A A §de
2 BEd EAE AR, dihbole Ay 94T A2 AEWH AL, 1T 7<%t
AAsH A e EUE PGS FHIABEZ 2A0] EoF o2 AL g o

i
&
o2
o
o
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3. 4 ulo|aZulo] g B4

NGSE o] &3 & EokZ&= FW¥ nfo]aZulo]l(Human Microbiome) #4 5 v
A THEYNS & F Anh ol &4 AE = AFe Bu, 7 S EAse

o
n &0 F3& 165 rRNAS NGSE sequencingdte] A mAEe] BIXE %ﬁ%li%
Aot HZ AW mAgEo] HIvt B o=y, A T T A ddEH 9
= d77F Bagel wet 2s] A7 o] FolAA e FAlolt HA ?L%J‘:‘“
S 37 YA e NATS ©] 83T libraryE THEoIA A3 oo =, NGS 71&3
B &

WEAR M%) g e Azt B bolE BEio] spseiHh
4, AAA B4

NGSE o] &3 =02 872+ A E4RNASeq)S & & Uttt ZE AY
= FAA7F mRNAZ AAF & 39 protein®. 2 MY Eo] FHA7} 253 EE o
=, °] RNAS] TAFEE NGS 7IE= ol &3t &438h= Zlo] 7hsall it RNA
ribosomal RNA(rRNA), messenger RNA(mRNA), transfer RNA(tRNA) 528 U=
A=, °]F mRNATHS EE83l NGSE sequencingdtAl # T RNA-Seqd A4
712l Microarray®ll Bl3ll | o]E|7} sensitivedtil, technical replication®] & $l&
, A¥=o] digital FEl2 EHH o] TlolE o] AAE B Hlo]EH| o] 2317} Jhs sttt
Aoty = FHAe] MH(Gene expression) ©| 2% XA} FZ(gene structure)
gt F7HA R FEIF Thsstte 532 7FAA Slth

=L o

4

N

%2

olft rlr 2 ro % |

5. 34 AE AR Y

e A AR Aozl dFe] AEdHe] FEES wola &3 AT

2 ddstr] faiAds AAY A &4 7le, FAANEAN D 24 2 A2" e
St & LY Z(omics) 71& 7NEe] Qs o] WE ATV el 3 Hi Utk F
AE ok Azl AEsSe FAAL, @i, AA 42 5 =@ #dAse a4
o) WA Z47he) TeS qrHst] AWEIAY 849 H45AES AAHSE A5t
+ A EEe AN 9 F stuolth AESHH AAE Al AETY A-AA A
o37] A AlzEl WY BE A A tiE) RS Y AR ZES et
I RIAEe]l AR #ASte A TE WEY Y 728 w4 ¥EE Wele Aol
a3ttt H ol 29 22(Omics)d] o] WE /8 FAASY SAERG A2 A
Zol Aol MARIAS} FAAY &S sk ol FasH HAT /A AT
o AAA A5 T E4T wEtA A HARIAS] daAbg U ES o #iE
2 A & (pathway)E 38t E&4%0 /& 7548 228 A4 & 5 ot
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HAD A Al B4 Zlee] EeR Y Jhed T
st PAE SR ol el

AR
o MARe ABO TR Eoe B/ SH(EW, £, 58, A §7-5)

Q_}:
o §% B)el met B W VYol Jold Ao BuHm Ytk AT J1Fus}
% BR0Y FO2 UBE BAAZ} FAY AR A I whef BE Y

o
AT} WS- FEs] Y Folw wlEo] A g M E /& FAES Ve
o7 A e AE7F sk Aol

U7 W&ol 114459 computing powerE & T3F= /\134 oo Eajo] FPE ook
s, ol AEUle Tt HFHE Ado HLst dste wE 2y 2= ITrE
AFHE 7le2 2 & ¢ e Aoz ZjgEa 9o IAAHer Sk A=z}
T3 B4 2ZEd] /o g2 FAVF JdHL AT 2Hy, @A mldle o]
2o Eghte Jdzepr) mEdk A 40]‘34, EI E4T F Ae AANE LAZEH o=

BTS¢} ITES O'%L“S}Oﬂ Big data® wAdt= H=AE AFS F&53F AAE B A
o8 AFHI o, o] 22 AR Foks A AAIA 7] dAClER 27
il

1
of 53 ofo qowxb AEE) R aZEC], O tobt FRFL L@
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X. A=¥Hd4A &) dT75F

AEHdee] dEy Ao A3 A= ABEAGd e #AstH olsf B A A =
Aol Al el Altol] B3k A2 BAZIY JHded Ao #¢ Fastth A
=9 WIF st #}A9 “one gene one postdoc” ATHIToNA, A=
T MY FHAAE FAA E43F= “integrated genomics” ©.2 AT o] A
AT ol e WHIE 7ML JPE F 2% DNA 7174 7& #okd
ey I8 Q1% Wl ditolgt & o Qlth 1985l 319 4 DNA A7|AE=E T
AE JIAES siEstae Ak, O GA f7] G 1289 HEo] SV Wi,
HESHA QD vl 8ol == AAG AT AR JIZHAlE = A3 AE d7IA
stol QAzHAlE sEo] " 2003del= EAHWEe 97
=

5 WEHnste] Hoke BE

Mo

Z o
_’;L_l‘
_[9_‘(‘
N,

o Iy oo

iﬁ

Ao QoAM= signaling pathwaysoll #ste ZHAFAR T4 ATolA
hypothesis-driven transcriptome©|4 proteome 79} o] &

HhE = GAE Fo fAe Ve er BT B HIZd S04 @ rA
=9 FAA EAss 22 =
AU dE S B
< high-throughput 2] 02 B8] A}, kinaseE 393}t
93] = kinome studyﬂ AP Atk HAo= 2 AARIAL kinase 5ol A

o

familyol &ate FRAE i 715S EA8E AFdA o F548 2z 2

O

N N
— -
o ™
Og{:",
i

ofr

ml
oro e off

[
o} E3SH transcriptomeiﬂ- metabolome®] F&& < A4S = unknown genes

BRI
9] 71%5& W3 AY MEUolA gene-to-metabolite 2] correlations ZAA 3= ATV
AP Qo). BEaoAx= oA A5 dF A Eoko| tiste] Alstaix; st
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A" = 7T

7120 PCRUM 2 real-time PCR W& o] 88 229Uy MRS A&sha 4
38 AEshy] 9% Azgo] ABHUL, o= Fejsra A% ol ofFAL
2 A9 Qo= A9 2 A FFAA §olshl AEH: Atk 53 o Px2HL o] §
3 direct PCRW S #l%, Belule, 2eja Aol o= 3ol o] Lase
B B3 W AR W] Qo] st Aol Utk HEPUA MAYEY B
3 AEol UFATSE ClBol, HHAY A5H Fo PAT 0@ AFERAE Hn

of #3 ATVt = s FHHI Utk [AF 47]2 Fusarium fujikuroi species

complex®l| 43k= Fusarium species ] multilocus sequencesE ©| &3 ATEFE

Mgk Ao &, 7k7e] speciestoll subclade& 7733l isolatesE H o511 Qlth.

48 54 — V66
_BEE c14v12
c12-v26
52

F. proliferatum

F. fujikuroi
< Fusarium sp

F: concentricum

F. subglutinans NRRL 54158
F. subglutinans PUF016
€2-v33

F. commune NRRL 28387

F. oxy NRRL 26360

F. subglutinans

e F oxy NRRL 26387

:30-\110
44— F. ver FGSC7606
F. vert FGSC7600

10 — F. vert ITEM 2841 PRI I
F. vart MUCL 51366 F. verticillioides

9—cl4

F. vert ITEM 2537
F. vert FGSC 7603
11 = F. vert MUCL 49884

cs
[~ F. equiseti NRRL 13405
35— F. incarnatum NRRL 31160

[1& 471 Fusarium isolates®| EF1A2t RPB2 F7|MEE 0| &%t AlsEZMEY

% AtZtedo 2 EAIEH W2 2 species?| subcladeol %35l= isolates® EoiF 1 Uch

AEHUAR IF FAE A AETH dAA = vEH=E b5 2 ) &9 A
o FHAFTHO Qo o|ERRE FIAHYEAHS Hole= Edo] EIFH FAHIFHL
At} AEHAN FHol|o AEXZFAHEL chitin® 2 FAEO ¢lom, HIZo chitinase



Dol ¥ Bacllus licheniformiss $EZFE £2]38taL, chitinase #HZ A4 x=3
TSt X3 AAZ o]l 8D F UheAe BN [1H 48] FEAAA T
licheniformis stains®] chitinase &/4do] 2T HT 2 E4S Hole A HAH=x
stol| A v ¥t B licheniformis®] chitinae &4 W3}(b)E HAEH vAdES 83 3
A sAA S AASE A7 A7 st AYAFE T &) IPHIL YTk

o
.m o

R

=

a b
1.2 15
I [ntracellular
[ Extracellular 14 T ATCC 14580
1.0 T —o— CUo1
- e —— CU02
L 124
g 8 > 101
= Z
o __ =
oE 8= 08
2 E 06 S
5 o E
0 = @ 5
é £ 061
= =
&) 0.4 5

0.4

02 0.2 A

0.0 4

00 - - - T - -
ATCC 14580 cuo1 cu02 ! T T
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Strain

(1= 48] Bacillus licheniformis?| chitinase &/ H|WEAM
¥ (a) Bacillus licheniformis strainsZt2| chitinase &4 H|W
b) =™ st=l k=2 Stoll Michenformis strainsel chitinase &A1 Bist A}

—_

AgE2 ARs 2 BE 53 FAA o A7 52ATA, Ak, fgt
TaE FHoR B YR dor] AF Sxw FHABNE 22 A o
NE, AR 5L AASY) 97 AP FRFoH, BAN FAAS LR 54 A

%ol 54 IARC WoIS3+
OtZztEAl B Group 1
OfZZtEAl M1 Group 2B
RIZEA A Group 2B
=LAl B1 Group 2B
T2 E4 Group 3
I ERBEE Group 3
A== Group 3
&2 Group 3

* Group 1: carcinogenic to humans
Group 2A: probably carcinogenic to humans
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Group 2B: possibly carcinogenic to humans
Group 3: not classifiable as to carcinogenicity to humans
Group 4: probably not carcinogenic to humans

S Aerold s F3A A7 F=2 e B d7aE AR A9 IAYHL
I~

lom, AAdE BAL Holk ABAZTZRE wlo|g

1= 4 4 FH i FRAE A
S22 PCR ° 2% cloning W< S8 /HEAJ] A=ntolzl = FAA d57F 13
At HZolle NGS < o83ty B2 /7Y A=rtolg2=so] 4L o,

207l RE 7N DL WO BA PCR o 9% cloning® FAIA FAA AT
g Systa gk

27 2 ue)Rel dsol wgste Bad fuade BEL =Y

AAtz-E A A= A !
o=x B4 AE 9 £3 aga S 2-sE v a3 9T S5
FArolt}. Cereal head blight®] |1+l Fusarium graminearum 7340 EAst=

A AarzAJAAY T)sEA o]l ATl ofs) 3= o] PLoS Pathogen °f T3
W& /it AE¥dartt Az & e AAzdJdAE 7HAaL e F
graminearumr®  QAA FRAAS] 61% (657/M)7F HAIREIAOIH, [1d  49]<
DNA-binding motif ¥ HALzERIALS] Hl&S YElWI oW zinc fingerdl] £3h=

=E]
=
AAZAAAT 2 WFE AAST 9eg nelZy o

ol
o
N

Zincfinger, CCCH-type (12)

Homeodomain (14)
bHLH (16)-\ -\
Myb(19)-\ﬁh_
bZIP (22)—f

Zn2Cys6 zincfinger (316)

Winged helix repressor
DNA-binding (27)

HMG (37)
~ C2H2zinc finger (98)

Nucleic acid binding, OB-fold (47)

y

[3=H 49] Fusarium graminearum®| Z2ist= DNA-binding motif &
HALZHQIRS H|&

¥ zinc fingeroll =st= MAIEZHECQIXIIL 2 H|E2 XX|std A2 2o AUch
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w -
L 50
— 45
o
S 40
S 35
g 30
[} 25 -
‘5 20 -
— g
8 15
10 -
=
5 59
Z g4

>2 11 10 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Number of phenotypes

[ 501 Fusarium graminearum?| BHFPH HO{S= HALZHQIRIS {4

® 2R UE Zede S HEH L, M2E2 TR i

o] 7l'ee AESAHCIAE ol &3t AR 23, B2 =9

N AARRIAZY Eol2Ql TEel B e <

sd¥oAE B2 2HFES B I 0 1 7
d

Jo
50]. AAFZEQA ALEAMo| A J)5EAZAE 2L familyol

2, E
3= ANRHEAR YolHNE EAP Belss s mAFo] fl= FAAR
TEHS ¢ F UAT[1H 51-a]. Pearson’s correlation coefficient (PCC) #kell o] A%
YO dBde At FAEAY, MY, A, 54 Y Tl =2 dBAdE
= g A%aL, 53 AN NAM AT e, Adara At w2 ARA
<+ B F JJT[IE 51-b]
a
100 4
o 907
w804
" 701
S 60-
8 50
£ 40
2 30
20
10 4
0 3
228352 85£222882382%5238%%
2 s3goce g TgE O §EZ
TF subfamily
[1F 51] MALREAR BEFAHHOIH Y 7| 5= ZA
# a) MALZHRIA family 2 Z S 2ols 2 RUANLQLUX[A)LL 2O[X| b2 RUANFEM) 7H=.
b) Eeigdzto| Ao Z=AL QXM M2 positive correlations LHEFY .

- 123 -



A3A & AT
Fusarium % E%018 4oz 24, FU Ao MEAYFAAL B o F
Ao kg Zetolmyt Asw glom, tet v HBABSAEE FHo 4
2yA4 Aol o A B PAM HE viRrdo] AMHT vk T ATF
G g, AEEAE Aol @ A D AES BEF PAA Ago] o] F

AaL AL o] gl AZ7|Ee] thE At &ds| YT v JAFE FAAE 7
o2 TATY F& AL FAAE 28] H4=IdLASAE AFst] Hol Ui A%

2)
sequencingS Ea A Enlolglx HHA =
A RuEs 2 Enlo)lgl s 2371 dAab
o] §&t] FHA S 7

de A58 A <

o
z
o
il
ol
fz
e
g
S,
o
fz
£
AN
£

[F 19] Bioinformatics tools for prediction of secreted proteins

Tool Features Websites

PrediSi Signal peptide prediction http://www.predisi.de/

SpScan Signal peptide prediction http://www.csd.hku.hk/bruhk/gcgdoc/spscan.htmi#local
Signal-BLAST Signal peptide secretion http://sigpep.services.came.sbg.ac.at/signalblast.html
WoLF PSORT Subcellular prediction http://wolfpsort.org/

LipoP Lipobox signal prediction http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/LipoP

NClassG+ Non—classm_al _secretlon http://www biolisi.unal.edu.co/web-servers/nclassgpositive/

prediction
Subcellular localization http://linux1.softberry.com/berry.phtml?topic=index&group
ProtComp - _ _
prediction =programs&subgroup=proloc
TATFIND Twin-arginine prediction http://signalfind.org/tatfind.html
SignalP Signal peptide prediction http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/SignalP/
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kinome #2402 FQ 2EWAFNA HA kinase BFE UFOZE AEEHWH
o =
AR =

i
=2

7HE0o] high-throughput® 2 £3F S dA73etes Wao= P

ol
2
b}
P
i

Fusarium graminearunr= °F 11671 ¢] protein kinase’} &A13tH, o] &el
ARolAE wEo] 17719 EFF S tidez 243t HAddd B

kinase o] H|&[1¥ 52-a]¥ 2E@ 2o FAst= YF kinaseE HAFI U1
52-b]. 123 A protein kinaseE ©]& 3t phylogenetic trees WS #44 3
< AT LE 53]

b Fg04382

= no disease

= disease indexess1
= disease indexes between 1-5

PDA

= disease indexes 25

[OA= 52] Fusarium graminearum©|| A protein kinase2| 3L
% (@) WAl Z4ETE CHE protein kinase TEFE S| H|Z. (b) oxidative stress Ehsoll Z&2 EHOol&=

o= T L

protein kinase mutants.

- 125 -



DT T oA
m“g%%%éggggm%
¢ 5552228588288 580
SN a8 P0G RERE °’°’qg§g¢ 2
A Y DT, ® o9 o O
PR S ©
2, @
< %, %GR S § & @
& 92 S SN
PR S e G
& 0 %" Q’éébdb(b %
Q/kgoo % Q\ \‘b
§ ’?90%5 %@@1
A 2 %!
90z, 98 de
Fgos > ) 0,.51&"
83 70>
A N
9050, % o1
54
£ 95 S oo
907, o®
2 2
F 0 0’5’\3
90554 ) "
Fa01554 9054,06
:9012?1 ‘f 4
906420
Fg0577 06793
Fg00792 EgaraLy
Fg10196 ﬁ9(1)12132
901137
F90951
50337 913504
L 9077,
g e o025
< 07_?:?-’ 2753
2 oo 905, ° O
A N 5 97 R
o ?gg(ﬂ“\% V00087 fg
. ¥ N
S 05, %2
N p 97, 3
QQ’ pr ,\V & 70\5:9 6‘5
© ov& S s
& &° %, %, ©
&) 2, %
& C? > 6\ A (2 00 ~
LSS 5% %
S & & T 8% 2D
E$ESedd 2% 2%
SO N8N S99 @ v v
‘Lé»bto%;cgr-.w@m%ag)o%é
CESs8IEERBIRZG
CeEsEoEaRBE”
L oo =

[ 53] Phylogenetic analysis of protein kinase genes of Fusarium graminearum

% Different protein kinase groups, AGC (PKA, PKG, PKC, bARK, ribosomal S6 family PKs and
their close relatives), CAMK (calmodulin—regulated kinases), CK1 (casein kinase 1 and close
relatives), CMGC (CDKs, MAPKs, GSK, and CDK-like kinases), STE (many kinases involved in
the MAPK cascades), and other (with a conserved kinase domain but could not be classified)
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