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EREBOHDEYET

X1 TT
o R 2 g g MBS VA WE ST T, B X 210008

WE LB T (Gene Transfer Agent, GTA) /& — Fir iy 41 B B 51K T 25 F1 A7 R s 7 28 0L 1% A= 49 ML o
GTA UKL A% 7 1) 158 A% 40 Jot A 1 5k DAL K BEAL /D v BT AN G0 55 G B GTA 8 5 19 2 A sl R FE DA 2 . AR 9
4 M CRPRRE ) GTA BIBESE, GTA FLAT iy 2, Bl 1) A 55 K P 56 A2 10 D fig 3004 R K AR 40 1w A
DV > S B ) GTA FR)JE KRR ) V2 A7 AL T v 40 1 3 DX 20 B, GTA S 8 g o A 35 b R 2B 7K JE D e
(BRI o AR CAE 4 4 AR E RRE BN GTA [ R R Bt b, 25 T 403 U 3 S 1) 40 vl R T 11

GTA [IHFAL, WR AR M LA R G, GTA X 7K 5 VRS 1) Sk I 6 AR OB 98 14T T 2R

KR GTA, /KPIERERE, v 40
hESES: 0933 XHEKFRIRED A

K3 K % %% (Horizontal Gene Transfer, HGT)
i B2 A AR NG B 2R A L SR IRCA 5 D
B A S FERA EIF RS R E DB — A IS
HGT A 4 M i) 5 DAL 21 500 22 F A B 4 % 7% 7T LA
BB PG A 3 Y B e SN B R R A
S5 o HGT WAE 40 M 3RAT 1 5 4 10 70 158 3 1 11 g
{5 a1 HG'T 33 38 T 40 ik o 2 i 5 e ™ AT #8547 AL
i B IR PR (038 B fi

—BOA A 3 L T A 8 ¥ HGT,
E2 For Ay 28 HGT [ HL I &0 DU K A B 5 A2 e
W VE T A T 1R ) HGT o i, B Ak 7 & 41 40 T A
FR355 eh W U 5 9 DNA™  EL B 9 DNA fE K i
A5, 1) 9 B ARAIG (0.6 — 88 g /L) 7Y i i IS 1
U 25 DNA K E AN BE A 2 v S ) “BEAL” “a5 &
e 45T LLTORE I 8 20, G 1k B R 40 ) ) B0 4 i

X ZE 4S5 :0001-6209 (2012) 010601240

T 252 74 0 400 L i 2 R % A i Lok L (ELZE R o
o B A R A A ) R 4k Bk B (Prochlorococcus)
H Pelagibacter, & A1 #5 % A FoR "0, Br LA 1)
RER AL “Be R “He 37 i W TA A 4 G e AN
JHO» K % B 1) A R DR R B N T A RS B e
X 40 M 5 AL B i bR A4S BLR A I Ak P R ML
70 AT T R R O 2K IR HGT [
UL B 0 o A MR A % i e 7 Y i
ELTE K 5 VF 40 R IR DR AT B A R R B A
(prophage) & [& ff 75 1 717,

30 T, AITAE G & 58 0 JE 6 4l B Rhodobacter
capsulatus "R I T — 2 K HGT HLIE, 12 AL H 26
BLT 0 B A1 3 010 0 3l 1k A s AH A S e I 2R R R R
w5 ok B Sk BLE H M OB
Methanococcus voltae PS, UL N 22 2% BL 4l B4 171X 28 3

EEWE P E R B B W EE ST 51 A R 3 BUH (NIGLAS2010QD12)
PEE B 8350 (1977 =) 5 53 80d0 N B BRI 5T 53, 19 -k, BF 9805 T o B AR 7R 36 %% . Tel: + 86-25-86882210; E-mail: hycai @ niglas.

ac. cn

Y55 H 7 :2011-0720; &8 H £ :2011-09-28



g oA RN —

R AR SR R RS e e IR AR (2012) 52 (1) 13

PR R AL ™ Y o AT X R A S HGT 1
Wy R b R #: B I T (Gene Transfer Agent,
GTA) o F CFE f9 113 AN i 26 40 4 1) 35 R 41 4 #7
KL, by 64 AN 41 B 1 e AL S A TR R T 1
DAL, T 64 AN 4 4 () A T4 Ak ik IR b A 21 AN A 4
GTA [RFED P o R ok 25 /> 1/3 (9 7 e i ki 1) 2
Gifh GTA [ KL, T LL GTA 47 ] fig & i v 2k 45 BF
ik HOT () LB HLE . ARG IAS T g4
55 GTA MK BF TR, 45 T 16 b 15 26 77 0 40 1
[f) GTA M5 4E, AL S Th e %, 4o fEH BT
() AR R T A TG WA R R faFs

1 GTA %\

GTA Lk &0 501 1 A5 ] 95 75 1 16 B B 4 (O T35 i
BA R BLSEIRSE ) L A B D AR 2 5
RN, N RE R RO BT Y . B T R
GTA Sk 5 £ 75 10 2 9l B LY 1 1) 5 32/ ) BE DNA
A S GmfS GTA | 5 (3 ™Y, X £ W) GTA 3 %
() Dy B S e DR B B 4 2tk i ™ ™ o i EL GTA
IRE SR T A 5K 7 3 R A8, 152 AR 41 L A AT
A BIAE o X Rhodobacter capsulatus & [K 20 73 #1 &
WY, 75 GTA 7 % 15 AN, 49 5 dn 4 b orfgl -
15 P 4 AT 1 5 M R D (7%, R ) R 2
B AL T 5 DNA S 3 IR, L J 1 ) 4 A
Ao

20 v R A0 R H AT AR R T KR R
i, 9 4 AE NCBT Jgi 8% 248 9 36 R 40 30 e 0 i b

(http: //www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/genomes/lproks.
cgl) » WoRAT 1747 N4 B 41 O 4 A Y
5230 /™4 17 s DR ZH T AR e Bl BOR B 2 1)
A DR U 1) 56 > GTA & DAL (1) [) 95t &5 A4 ik A
TEVF 2 40 S R 4L e e BT . — A B L
RRRAE Bt R % 0 S A GTA JEBE: (1) #i7 An
Rhodobacter capsulatus GTA 3K #% R Y 1) 15 4~ GTA
ERPED 8 A (2) R RNAL W L, M
Rhodobacter capsulatus GTA K X #% 1) £ #1) i 37—
S o IR AR BN G CTA JE [ T2 A7 4 T
a-Proteobacteria [ FE K 41 ], 4575 Rhodobacterales
(& F5 Roseobacter F Rhodobacterales ) ,
Caulobacterales, Rhodospirillales ,
Rhizobiales FI Sphingomonadales. T 1F i ¥ B 2 [¥) 2K
Bt Roseobacter ™, [ T — Bk HTCC2255, H fiiy
Roseobacter #4055 % 57 GTA F: [ #% 45 #4 far-22, 25
(B AE LAt 2 0 o v v O R P R AR BR
B Bk B ( Synechococcus ) F
Pelagibacter, H Qi iE %A KL GTA FE A

Parvularculales,

( Prochlorococcus ) »

2 FERFR GTA B ST HE

AR GTA FE DK )2 A7 A5 T i v 41 1w 1 5 DX 20
b AE H ETS GTA FRARR AE A1 )y i 16 A PR U T X0 58
1o A B 4 Rhodobacter capsulatus, ™ % K & W
Desulfovibrio desulfuricans Kl
Brachyspira hyodysenteriae ¥ B GTA K37 (F

18, 23 - 24, 26 -33
Nt ),

Methanococcus voltae,

%1 GTA By451E

Table 1 Characteristics of gene transfer agents (GTA)
Size (nm) H ack: : T .

GTA Head diameter Tail length Slzg[);pr(dl((I:j;ged genS;Z:h(l):lfil(ih) ll\rjl(iltl(l)(n(jjn:)ny Host Ref.
ReGTA 30 50 4.5 14.1 No Rhodobacter capsulatus 24, 26, 27, 30]
VSH4 45 64 7.5 16.3 Yes Brachyspira hyodysenteriae [34 -36]

VT A 40 61 4.4 - - Methanococcus voltae [20, 37]

Dd- 43 7 13.6 - No Desulfovbrio desulfuricans [3]

-, Unknown

2.1 RcGTA, Rhodobacter capsulatus 7= g GTA
Rhodobacter  capsulatus J& T 4. 12 B
(Rhodospirillaceae) , J& — R L O AF R & M HE . 1L
Ve 2 SNV S B U Nk < it (N4 N S
BRI A5 BE B o R. capsulatus 90 B 7E N 2B K
fa 52 W o (stationary phase), JF 25 B & FF i

ReGTA ™ o ReGTA JEH 119 % 1A 2 45 T 41— Jofi
TR R GE S A B R R A R AE T B DR A4
W FE K (Quorum sensing gene) » CckA il CirA 3
Pl 2 ) 1) 4 B TR -RK & = R 17 5 B H» 42 1H) ReGTA
BE DR IR e sp RN ik o[]S 38 ek i 4 I R R DR A 5%
CekA I CurA B[R B 25 15 7 f 411 ML #4937 ) E 1)
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PP KB R L 42 H RN T (long~chain acyl-
homoserine lactone) £ & B 44 J8& N 4 )i {id 3 ReGTA
[ 7 A FIRE ™, {1 22 585 3 C (mitomycin €) 5%
FEAI L AR T 5 S U A T A R T
BEAL T AL D 7, AR 2 ReGTA H ™ A2 MEE
Jilo ReGTA KA & ALY I 4.5 kb K, 2k
BUEE DNA J o A— AN 40 1 40 JiRE TS0 ReGTA 1
DNA SURT LU FE At (4 R, capsulatus 41 3 JiT Wi 0 OF:
KA HGT, B LLX Fh HGT B A5 Yl 5 53 1 3 A %
BMBER N 3 x 107 5] 4 x 10 A2 (k4 jfg =7
i ReGTA Y& Ry 3 N ik 3L 15 AR, b 2
ANEE D5 g 6 55 Sk R ORT R S AR ) 2 DA JR)
RO (R A S B R A S D 4 A D )
s T LI AE I8 ANTE 28 ReGTA Wifif )\ R. capsulatus
a MR BT
2.2 VSHA, Brachyspira hyodysenteriae 7= % Hj
GTA

i W2 e 75 )8 (Brachyspira) J& — 38 ™ k% IR 40 8 i
B e A R AR N R B W 1 T B . A R R
Y2 WE 4K (Brachyspira hyodysenteriae) W] 5| & ¥ i ¥ »
GHBEELREREY . 2 RERTHES B
hyodysenteriae ;=4 VSH- o 4fifb ) VSHA ki T A H
ARG KN E R R RN F B 7.5 kb
K A DR L P B R R VSHA
ALYk — R 5 5 5 A 3 B hyodysenteriae 4
2 1) 1) JE D R RS, SE DB RS (K A% 1.5 x 107°
A GTA ki 757 . il VSHA 19 45 1) 3
16.3 kb, A VSHA k#6105 12 DNA J b
KRR 2 £ . VSHA G5y 5 D20 U8 R8T 25
(1) 55 DRV, A e 5 5 1) by A U g A 3k 3 2 (7
ANFERD B f (7 AR AR A (4 AN d
R (3 % Y o 5 4% ReGTA i 45 4 3 AR )
75 VSHHL [ &5 1 5 D o e BUAT 9 Tt B g8 200 1T ik 2%
WL DR, F T VSHA A0 B 1 P R i 0
2.3 VTA #1 Dd4, Methanococcus voltae Fn
Desulfovibrio desulfuricans 43 3| 7= 4 B GTA

Methanococcus voltae & —FR % R 4R, , 4 W5 78
PESR 6 K BFBE P Sk 41T TR, R CO, B L )
CH, . Desulfovibrio desulfuricans W) j& — ¥k /™ ¥% K 4
A AE SR K BR E b Al RS A B S AT AL
(E80# H,) &2 el H,S.

M. voltae BET K] GTA (VTA) , £ 4.4 kb K15

THE N 41 DNA BEFL T Wr. VTA X DNA g bk,
AJ DA H 40 A AR A 6 RO B0 AT CsCL B E Y
ORI e 2R FLK SRR R 1939% 9 0T . VTA T
DA 33X S 40 T 40 M 2 8] 1) HGT, 1y B 4% %% (1) & K
PR S 107 A (AR 41 g

Desulfovibrio desulfuricans & J{ ] GTA (Dd-) ,
T 40 M Ak 145 HoA 5 A O 20, JF 4 B ko AR
IR AT 4 HELZESY . DA KBTS
(f) DNA W7 K )% /& 13. 6 kb. Dd- 4 5 HGT 1
WA 10 7B 10 A Z AR o B, B
AIEBAE A o< VTA Al DA 5 PR 40708 .

3 AW GTA K H B AW
ik fE

3.1 BEMAE GTA EMEMRIHARE

AT A K RIS 2 R A R R IR K R
a-Proteobacteria £} 7| /& Roseobacter ZE5#E ( > 40 ¥k) 14
O 4 DR AL AT RS () GTA BE DR ™™ o it L bk
R B RR B TBCI GTA [ AIF 50 5 45 9 0T 5 0 3 4l 1
RETBIR) GTA $E 4t T H AR Iy B F0 2518 %) i, DLt 26 78
fiti GTA UKL L 77 ) 2 AFAE THFVEIR B, GTA 77
MR TP A 3 HGT 1 = 2L A8 H 1 X g
VEANE K GTA BT ST A W NIE 25

Roseobacter & —25J& T a—Proteobacteria [f] 7 FF
B W A AE TP S R T HL A A R
25% FeAi s JEHAEIT Bk, Bir by R0 T O B E B
#7077 o Roseobacter Xt 4 R B % ¥, G118 FF LA K 4
HRAEAAE o mE RS oy e A elr -+
o3 BB AL 4 AN SR S AR T S & R
M CO T I P A 7 i R0 7 26 192 38 s 3 1Y ) 5 i
P G AR R R R A O

Biers %% = X Roseobacter 25 FE ] — R T A
Silicibacter pomeroyi DSS3 1 Jy W 57 %t %, Wi 5%
GTA IR IAF X HGT o1k, DSS3 &4 GTA X
PR 15 AR 13 A, i HAE LR R 41 B Kk
I A A AR D AR FR B I, GTA 1 B — )
& F Silicibacter pomeroyi 4N EL & 11 2 MR, H
FI40 M B & IEAH 2% X5 R. capsulatus 774 GTA
(115 SLA — 4 ReGTA — fi 7 1~ iy 13 25 1 14 31 3 K
{E, 17 DSS-3 {EHE A1 57 W (0] 2 3235 GTA ) o3 JE
Pl i e AL A 48 204 1 3, e IR O 93 Bk K
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Bires 25 2 B 364F T DSS3 W LAf B GTA %/
HGT. J7ikj& ¥ B AR PUEZ Pt DSS3
AN AR A X AL BE Bk GTA (¥ {44 il 52
A W RAE R IS A X PR PR MR R BAEK
Hh v [ A I R AR T e AR R DR R K IR A
o 1EEHWRPUAE R FRIEN TR B A K 40
O 12000 CFU/mL, H K& 58 48 (1) 5 % Ak
10 CFU/mL. ZSUA, 8L if 38 J5 0K GTA i 3§ 1
K, AR 5K GTA RS2 44 41 v & » 7K VR & )5 1) 4
PRER 75 LA F R B IR R T A L ORI T Bt
R B K 5 7%, iIX R WAl i GTA ¥ HGT Jf
AN 75 M 2 ] R e AR 0 W I DSS-
3B GTA 4 3 1) HGT (¥ 45 %, LL{F Rl ReGTA
ot VSHH L. 5 2045 i s, 8 o 1 98 7 vk 3k 45
A GTA (¥ 3 98 75 22 J DNA iy 4 #1, LR i 3%
A8 GTA LRI 1)U B DNA, LB 1k H At 1) HGT (1
P R

Chen 2% f1s) LEWF 7 Roseobacter 25 BE 1F] 5 — B AR
F A Silicibacter sp. TM1040 B K 4H KA 5 A
W3 B R DL [N %, e AT 3 e R AR AL
FEE IR R IE N 22 2455 2515 T JF Bl UE B I I A A
FEDR o BB 5 ST B A D8 LS R AR (prophage 5) &5
ReGTA 1) 4 ith 3 DA ] 95, {R 45 JFH 22 4 55 25 3 R
()90 7 R HL 3 A A I 3 3L g h9 JE R o Silicibacter
sp. TM1040 Ff B¢ I GTA 45 w] fig F1 ReGTA — Ff,
Wt e W R S R, B0F M VIA —FF, 76 1
CsCl B FE B 0o 2lifh, GTA Ri1 I, GTA R 1 AN
PN e 26 AT B A Y oK o 1 2 prophage 5 ¥ i 4w
7 GTA, RIff GTA nf AP 2 R E H T, B2k
JHCH I GTA Sk 3840 2 (0 /2 1 5 56 DR 4116 Bl B
B, B prophage 5 [R5 5 51 4 1 & AN g Bl A% 9t
8
3.2 BHFEMAE GTA PFETSEHRER

W o 1 HEW) % T B iE O GTA [ 4l B 57 4
AR I A 5% GTA A 5 10 HGT #F 58 &K 3L,
GTA /3 [ HGT [y 45 % 328 3% 5 T Ho Al 1) HGT i&
o GTA /S50 HGT (A% J 6.7 x 10 ° % 4.7 x
107", J2 “BEAL T LUK I N MR 1.9 x 107 &
4.59 x 10° 5, & “B G VI N HE B K 6.5 x 10
%3.1x10" 5%,

T GTA Sk & 12 15 = L 4L i BE AL

W, FATTA AT 8 ] [ 7€ AR B 25 0T 90 R TBAE K A
(1) GTA [ fE ZAE 1. H 2 b GTA 1357 45 14
KD 202 AR ST 1 AT DA UH R 5 B0 91 ) 25 8 R A
PRI b5 A GTA BRI 40 T8 ¥ 22 R 5 DLt R #E DU
GTA 7 BEAE W A 58 o O EAE I

Lang il Beatty ™" 2 K GTA 45 fiy 3 [H——4K
5o AL K (major capsid protein, g5) 1E 4 4> T Frid
BEDR R WFIE & GTA KL 1) 4 3 1K) 22 4 1 » 45 R I
WEEA A g5 BEDR B R 2R AE — e . ASUIEH K
M GTA I Al 1 &5 Ky 55 B, ) fn 2% s W 5k X
(terminase, g2) , ['] /" # 4 3% K] (portal protein, g3) ,
J2 2 A 35 (tail protein, g12) 25 K 2 1 BEAL R, AT
Fil g5 KNI o Zhao 45 ™ DL g5 SR E N 5> T
Frid I OBF 98 4 GTA K 140 @ £ % H
Chesapeake Bay % 2K (1 2 FEE o A4 7 514
Xt 22 Bf Roseobacter FI Rhodobacter ¥ B FE ) g5 & A
BEATY 18 o Rhodobacter & HE — Bt AE ¥ /K ¥4 By 5 ]
FUER G p 2 A e ™ L AT LR R I R
B8R w o BEI LYY o [ Roseobacter 25 Al AL
Rhodobacter BRI W7 GTA K%, H TiENE
% TV PR BT R B B O S Ak s R
SO0 85 IR 0O T AR A R R R AR S g5 BRI .
g5 K7 kb 43 BT K W /E Chespeake Bay H1
A 12 A4 g5 B Roseobacter F1 Rhodobacter [1]
B, Hrp 11 AN W #E R T Roseobacter, 5 4k — AP
HEJE T Rhodobacter. {EiX 12 AN H#EH, HAT A
VA TP AT R IR AN T o A 1 U AR R R AR
1 g5 PR ZE s (<90% % SE 1 [t
v 9 Bay ™ ff /£ — & 4F 5 1
Roseobacter

AR g5 RO 2 ] TR B ARMK B
BAT GTA JeP 4w 1) 2 #E 1k, (A AR 22, A
102 i il Ak (terminase, g2), [] J* & [ %
(portal, g3) , A< 7% & 1 JE K] (major capsid protein,
g5) R HE ALK (tail protein, g12) , &A1 5 41
B DRI B 1 s B 1) A 0 R DR [ U, A o R o R
20 E 5 AR T A R DR 40 Ak 2 S GTA S
DT FR) 40 BT o T IR T AR ) B BT T 32 A7 A UV 40 AT 1
JEDR AL L, 481 dns Paul P CLUI B 113 A E 4
T R B ERL A 2 T R L, B A7 64 A 40 B R Ak R 4 &
AR P AR DR DRI B A B o i [ U5 A R A
PEF NN KT GTA AT 5L BAE 8 41> B RE B %

Chesapeake
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EHIX gl W 5 GTA J& Ko X EL R [ 41 3 1
GTA JERK, — MR IIELR AL, PJrfi (11 GTA J [A]
WS — A BUBCK T K A0 2k g5
LR (Wt Rhodobacter capsulatus [f) g15 FE KK K
3912 bp) » I 75 17 W 1 AR 10 5 DR 2 o A R LA
o AR08 Hir NCBI K b O g 15 B AR i
AR, K1 . A EEMZE, 5 Lang F1 Beatty
(2006) FI T g5 Hk R4 4t (R b AL WS AR LE » g5 Sk R 4
G R B GTA 45 kg JE DA (% 41 p 28 7 L
H 4 A, 4 B & Rhodobacterales, Rhizobiales,
Caulobacterles F w
Sphingomonadales, Rhodospirillales, Rickettsiales 25 Jf

Parvarculales, Tm

M Sphingomonadales, Rhodospirillales, Rickettsiales 23
e BE A2 B g — B A JUAT B 3 1) GTA &5 4 5k
F

44 GTA A 1) Rhodobacterales F1 A 1) a—
Proteobacteria & 1 {1 -4l 41 141 76 i F 2L 5 0 v b oy
198 e 1 e MO . R gk GTA A 5 1 HOGT W fig
seiEE R HGT [ EZ LG 2 —o % L GTA-
GI5 & A HI4E I K51 41, Rl BLASTX 783
1F R = H KK IR 5 4 % ( Global Ocean
Sampling, GOS) & A %1 #% J4 (http: //camera. calit2.
net/) 8%, IR B 294 45 G15 AR IFH1 . KA
[7] (%) 77 ¥, Paul ™ LA 26 3t W 25 (R SUAE R 51 F
B AE B P TP 3 2 B 249 SRR Y. A R
& Ko R P 510k B GS033 5l 47, Fr Al AN I 48 A
ANJ& GS033 il o7 F L Ath 388 A7 (1) SR A 5 5 AN [F) 3 ik
[0 Howard 45 A ™ KR4 20 7 45 X1 41 1 i) o 95 004
recA ££ GOS H4Js J7 v 1) B0 KAl vF 4 s B, 45
% GOS M [ 44 PE b GTA [R] Y 5 DR 1) H i s o ¢
7310 2. 9% 1 4 R R AL B GTA JE A 1Y
Zii o SRIMTIX AN 45 W A1 Rhodobacterales 5 4 411 1 7
R B b AN B A AR TS
GTA JEDN 40 W i # i o AE GOS SRAF I 72 v ] g
R T XK Gy AL A2 0.1 5 0.8 pm ™),
Pk & A7 GTA 40 B 5 53] 2 Roseobacter , 75 5y I
U ILE, GOS SR I T2 v BRI UKL 25 4t s
MR d 7KK W Bl Silicibacter sp. TM1040
73 H W8 Pfiesteria piscicida 41 g J& [l U 1) % i
(phycosphere) (EZ3: A » Pfiesteria piscicida/TM1040
7 T — 1) S5 R R R A ) R R T R
BERR

4 e

BUR GTA FL76 1974 i & LY 8 78 3 (R K
b B W OGTA [ 45 R Th g H 2 7 At A
B E HEIE PRSI B E T U JLAE K
AR T 3 20 BT B DR AL 00 IR 2 S 5 R I GTA JE A
JUZARAE TR S A BB X R TR
F AR ERSEFEN) ZEMN. 3 GTA 1)
BIF 9 o 0 01 2 VA 3 40 T4 01 GTTA (¥ BF 9 L AE A W I
o fEHEEA KT, AN GTA B 5E Y
LA DL 1)

4.1 ZT&EE GTA EHMEREMINGE

HARFE R AL 7 & B GTA 5 RN 2 15
T AN B S 4L H GTA &g — AN 45 #4511
HREFH WA E A T M CATERMIAEILIN 22
AL B 10 45 b B TR 051 T s A £ i B 1) 7 BRI
FEER A5 B IR, 3E A7 At 56 DR 0 B A i R (9
gl5) » PRl Ay 3% 6 JE R 75 NCBI ) % 48 B b 8 48 3] A1
AL e v 1) IR 3R TR o A T i O 4 356 K] o il ) 3
A LA JF GTA S Wi ] Bt L U) %1 45 3= DNA, GTA 4
] A A 1 41 F R 11 45k 141
4.2 FIMEE KRR GTA Xf7k & FE A STk 8
o 2

% Roseobacter 113 K 40, 1) I )% % F. » Roseobacter
A3 2 B HGT [f T L, 9] ol i W o8 44, GTA %5 A7
YA B 5 LE A Silicibacter pomeroyi DSS-3, 78 H: 5L K[ 41
ERRBLA GTA 3 E 7, 0 5 4h — 2o 40 w4, 451
Silicibacter sp. TM1040, %& K 41 |- [A] I} 77 7 5 W 5 44
AGTA SR ™ o it 2 W%, E A4 I A Y
FAK DR 775 5 0 M 0 K R A T A A e Rk
Ay A [ 95 5 R TR R R o T W A B
(1955 BT o AR v, Sk B 2 (K 9 i IR IR AT AT g B
BLAE 5 /D o 1) 1 2 3R DN T AR G 3 A i i, R A
HGT. [fii GTA 3k 4 % I it A& &) Jit 4 3 2 15 &
DNA Jy b, 2 4= 50 (%) 1y fig o 45 56 D8 36 7% 45 2 16 4l
P s I FLBE B GTA (1 [R] I 5 A £ B 5 4 = 40 M 1) 24
fif o FLDRIZH L RIS AR LS GTA F0H A B 4K K 40 1, &
A HGT St &5 T 5 M4l B KA GTA [ 40 1% ?
HI W TR A 60 GTA [ 3R 0A5, HGT [ 45 3% 2 15 47 5% i,
o] 5 i 2



Tp oA s BB —— AW T AR SRR e A AR (2012) 52 (1)

100 r Phaeobacter gallaeciensis BS107
Phaeobacter gallaeciensis 2.10
Ruegeria sp. R11
Rhodobacterales bacterium Y41
Roseobacter sp. MED193
Roseobacter sp. SK209-2-6
Silicibacter sp. TM1040
Ruegeria pomeroyi DSS-3
100— Roseobacter litoralis OCH 149
Rosecobacter denitrificans OCH 114
Oceanibulbus indolifex HEL-45
Roseobacter sp. GATI01
Sulfitobacter sp. EE-36
100 Sulfitobacter sp. NAS-14.1

99 Sagittula stellate E-37
7 Eoseovaﬁus sp. HTCC2601

Oceanicola batsensis HTCC2597

100

56(62 Roseovarius nubinhibens ISM
100 Roseobacter sp. AzwK-3b
3] Roseovarius sp. TM1035 Rhodobacterales Cluster 1
100 Roseovarius sp. 217
7§| Rhodobacterales bacterium HTCC2150

Jannaschia sp. CCS1
Dinorseobacter shibae DFL 12
61| Rhodobacterales bacterium HTCC2654
Paracoccus denitrificans PD1222
Rhodobacter capsulatus
53 Rhodobacter sphaeroides ATCC 17025
100 100 Rhodobacter sphaeroides KD131

100~ Rhodobacter sphaeroides 2.4.1
69—Rhodobacter sphaeroides ATCC 17029
Octadecabacter antercticus 307

65 Oceanicola granulosus HTCC2516
B I: Loktanellla vestfoldensis SKAS3
100
100

Roseobacter sp. CCS2
Methylobacterium nodulans ORS 2060
Methylobacterium sp. 4-46

64 Parvibaculum lavamentivorans DS-1 Rhizobiales Cluster 1
Nitrobacter winogradskyi Nb-255
70 Hoefiea phototrophica DFL-43
Caulobacter sp. K31 Caulobacterles
Oceanicaulis alexandrii HTCC 2633
ﬁiﬁ Maricaulis maris MCS10 Rhodobacterales Cluster I
Parvularchla bermudensis HTCC2503 Parvarculales

Fulvimarina pelagi HTCC 2506
1007 Brucella ceti str. Cudo
L Brucella ovis ATCC 25840
4,—Agr0bacteri um tumefaciens str. C58
100 Agrobacterium vitis S4

99r Methylobacterium extorquens AM1
100[L Methylobacterium chloromethanicum CM4
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Fig. 1 Phylogenetic tree of amino acid sequences encoded by GTA-gl5 genes. Amino acid sequence encoded by Rhodobacter capsulatus GTA-gl5
gene was used to Blastp against NCBI database (http: //www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/) . To obtain all amino acid sequences encoded by GTA—gl5 genes
in the database, the max target sequences of the program blastp, was changed from 100 to 250. All the obtained amino acid sequences were

phylogenetic analyzed by MEGA 4.0 (http: //www. megasoftware. net/) .
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Gene Transfer Agent—a novel and widespread occurrence
mechanism of gene exchange in ocean—A review

Haiyuan Cai
Nanjing Institute of Geography and Limnology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing 210008, China

Abstract: Gene Transfer Agent (GTA) particles are released by bacteria and resemble small, tailed bacteriophages. GTA
particles contain small, random pieces of host DNA rather than GTA structural genes or a phage genome. Gene transfer
mediated by GTA is efficient and species specific based on knowledge of currently best studied GTAs produced by 4
anaerobes. Genome sequencing projects have revealed a remarkable distribution of GTA gene clusters in the genomes of
marine bacterioplankton, implying GTA may be an important mechanism for horizontal gene transfer in ocean. On basis of
characterization of the 4 best studied GTAs, this review described GTAs released by numerically dominant marine
bacteria, discussed their properties that were important for horizontal gene transfer in ocean, and gave future perspectives
to advance GTA research.

Keywords: Horizontal gene transfer, Gene Transfer Agent, marine bacterioplankton
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