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FXHE
BRI R BCEM B E R AR TN N ' A
% ey RE > o4 e BB HA 0 E > ERVE A 6 4E > DNA S#1ER » AW
AT Ayt AR T E 2 HIE > 2 A DNA B ERE - DNA 43
ERJIE P ATM fuv ATR 45 7% & £ ¢4 A &> Matsuoka & A#] B =T #1338 ATM F» ATR
H PR EAT IR B TR S BAITE RO B RA B SR
A% &4 ATM #u ATR #i B4/t > PHRF1 3% 48 3.2 ATM F0 ATR &8 1bay % % >
{egh e K 4a o
KA K A PHRFL Ai%.0 > RIFIEEE >4 > PHRFL EAHF %24
EaE &k > 4 PHD domain ~ Ring finger ~ SQ/TQ cluster domain - iz
s Z A A2 B T PHRFL £ DNA BERE T HEOAE - 2%
BALELERBETPHRFL 2 — B &S g AR HFMRE 185> PHRFL
GH BT BB R ET o MNP S ATM & 36 b fo bk AT i 5B
EER O B PHRFL 22| AR FHEBRAZ OB TR LETOBGHEA N K Bk
ATM #t PHRF1 &8/t & 33 PHRFL # $ 2| & H a4 )
f£ 2011 F > Fnu % A 45 3 H3K36me2 ¢ {% & JF Bl /R R 3% %6 &
( non-homologous end-joining » NHEJ) - 3% & % 7% st > PHRFL % %] T A3k
H3K36me2 ~ Nbsl A& Ku70 R Z/EF » M K3%Z4 Em L& —F % E PHRFL 7T
SAE % NHED » B sb 42 483032 & PHRF1 % 2 4 H3K36me2 #u Nbsl & Ku70

Ak tm o2 DNA B ZoF & T FLR Rm 36 61544 o

M43 : PHRF1 > ATM > H3K36me2 > Nbsl > NHEJ



EXHER

The role of histone methylation in double-strand break repair by non-homologous
end-joining (NHEJ) is not well defined. Previous studies indicate that H3K36me2
links Nbsl and Ku70 to promote NHEJ, but which protein is responsible for this
connection is unknown.

Human PHRF1/KIAA1542 contains a plant homeodomain (PHD), a putative
methylated histone binding domain, and is identified as a phosphorylation substrate of
ATM/ATR kinase. However, very little is known about its function in DNA damage
response. Immunofluorescence and subcellular fractionation results revealed that
PHRF1 mainly localized in the nucleus prior to genotoxic stress, but PHRF1
increased onto chromatin upon DNA damage in an ATM-dependent manner.
Immunoprecipitation suggested that PHRF1, Nbsl, Ku70, and dimethylated H3K36
(H3K36me2) were in the same immunocomplex.

In vivo end-joining assay using a linearized luciferase reporter suggested that
end-joining efficiency was decreased in PHRF1 knockdown HEK293 cells but
significantly increased in PHRF1 overexpressing U20S cells, suggesting that the
presence of PHRF1 may link H3K36 methylation to non-homologous end joining by

interaction with Nbs1 and Ku70.

Keywords : PHRF1 » ATM » H3K36me2 > Nbsl - NHEJ
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APS: ammonium persulfate

ATM: ataxia telangiectasia mutated

ATR: ataxia telangiectasia and Rad3-related protein

CE: cytosolic extract

Chr: chromatin

CPT: camptothecin

DAPI: 4'6-diamidino-2-phenylindole

DMEM: Dulbecco modified Eagle’s medium

DTT: dithiothreitol

ECL: electrochemiluminescence

EDTA: ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid

HEK?293: human embryonic kidney 293

HEPES: 4-(2-hydroxyethyl)-1-piperazineethanesulfonic acid
HRP: horse reddish peroxidase

IB: immunoblotting

IP: immunoprecipitation

MEM/EBSS: minimum essential medium with earle's balanced salts
MG132: N-(benzyloxycarbonyl)leucinylleucinylleucinal Z-Leu-Leu-Leu-al
Mrell: meiotic recombination 11

MRN complex: Mrell-Rad50-Nbsl complex

Nbs1: Nijmegen breakage syndrome 1

NE: nuclear extract

NHEJ: non-homologous end joining

PBS: phosphate-buffered saline



PFA: paraformaldehyde

SDS-PAGE: sodium dodecyl sulfate polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis
TBS: Tris buffered saline

TBST: Tris buffered saline with 0.1% Tween-20

TEMED: N,N,N',N'-tetramethylethylenediamine

WCE: whole cell extract
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1.1 DNA A £ R & (DNA damage response )

% £ 8 EEAL B (deoxyribonucleic acid » DNA) 4 # 8% » E L 23 &
IR FACE R FABE AR AR 2 S B S RIRA M IR T
G AEHEBERARL RS RERTRBELTH Bk £2F
BAMEET c Bk HLR K@ RE — 2 4% TOLEENER
IEFE QY3 BE 0 AT T 09 EA > AR A T AR ARG - AR
ROEERTE @I RER > S HF S8 B2 A DNABERE -
DNA HEREFT » ¥ TRy £E A > &5 iR BHNRE  B5FR

Gy PE 0 %k RIE > DNA 1548 R & » LA R %= i 8 = (Zhou & Elledge, 2000) -

1.2 DNA #47#% R &
AN ANRASMERENVE ARR 2 S Eay2ti  DNA
1540 ROE R A T B8 %, Ak B 48 4 4 04 2 4 0 44 25 DNA 1548 R B 72 A IR 7k 84 4T
Al AR ey AR B & & & RT3 6 K XA L8 #52 A R4 (mutation) » F R
GTReAE G A R R S A A RE IR I K st & £ F Uk E (cancer) -
Rt gtmpp 8 ARFLR % B DNASHRELFEF 26 -DNAREE
7o o DNA a9 BT Rk AR E > e % 71544 DNA 09T R - R E T
wRFE A % ¢ JER R R ZE4S (Non-homologous end-joining » NHEJ) A & R &

% % ( Homologous recombination » HR) °

121 ## DNABERE
= DNA 4 g #1720 > @ 4% Mrell-Rad50-Nbsl (MRN) complex #%3% » 3t B
#—FEit ATM > {# 4 i 47 B JR = 42 - 1548 DNA &4 4 ik By 2 (Williams,

Williams, & Tainer, 2007) -



RAD50 Z &% SMC R¥%w&kG’d > B# 7 ATPase #97& 4 » 3t B3] LA fu
MRE11 % Z4F A it B 4 674 g 7 # 69 DNA R 3% (Williams et al., 2007)- MRE11
B# 7TWir8s (Endonuclease ) #ishtn8s (Exonuclease) #9zh4e > @ 4% DNA
A% BT % R 69 DNA 4738 % 69 37 300 A A 2 4% Bl R & 4809 & 47 (Williams et al.,
2007) - NBS1 =T ;x¢2 MRE11 44 > 3 B8 ATM A & G-Za X LR > &9
LU ATM 3 % 2] DNA & Bl 2% 0 48 ATM & R a1 e) B RE 48 4 s 7B Ak ey A
#& (Jazayeri, Balestrini, Garner, Haber, & Costanzo, 2008; Kanaar & Wyman, 2008;

Lee & Paull, 2005) -

1.2.2 R R K354 (Non-homologous end-joining » NHEJ)

FERIRAIGEFE SR FIEFIREAR RN Z R RENTERF BIEMME
FREH B b — B B R G T S A R R BT e Rk sbdn it 0 A
DNA #4685 (ligase) 9% B/ T - METR O RRENES -

% DNA & 4 4 Bk iy 2 o5 7 2 R € R B ey 4k Ku £ A 4 F( Ku heterodimer »
Ku70 and Ku80) % 4-(Mahaney, Meek, & Lees-Miller, 2009) » & Ku & 4 2] DNA
AT 2 R 0 2% DNA k%1546 (Roberts et al., 2010) » i 7%/t DNA-PK #4481k

7t (catalytic subunit of DNA-PK > DNA-PKcs) i — 4 3| 45 Ik 5] R k% 55 A
14 445 &R & (Mahaney et al., 2009) -

HIERIRRHFESRET DNAPK I ETHFERNAE > €T R ds
BAL3F S e9%& B H 0 #R3k DNA gl Xk (DNA-PKcs B & 4T BRIL R E
(Meek, Dang, & Lees-Miller, 2008) ) » #fu it 47:# & &9 DNA R 1546 (¥ RKap15 45
B % > ARTEMIS » #4758 1t > (Meek et al., 2008) ) - % DNA-PKcs &Lz 14 »
XRCC4A/LIGA 7l a4 23 & 5] DNA i K - M7 R a9 ik DNA #4786 R
J&(Mahaney et al., 2009) - 7 ¢k » ATM &7 2248 5 ARTEMIS &34 18 47 JE Bl /R

Rpgb4 0 46 T K% 10%84 k4] (Jeggo & Lobrich, 2005) -



1.3 PHRF1/KIAA1542 (PHD and ring finger domains 1)

PHRF1 % —{B4 & 1649 fEpz Aeke & o d > £44# L A% T Ring finger
domain (a.a. 107-152) > PHD domain (a.a. 185-233): Xt % SCD domain (a.a.
925-1649 ) =18/ #E & 3% * Matsuoka 2 AF] A =T 33k ATM Fv ATR % 8 e s &
TRBENBEFRT LTS HECEAEDNABERET > €52 ATM fu ATR
7 % /b (Matsuoka et al., 2007) - &£+ > PHRF1 fr B8 G BE A EF &0
4 Mzh e > Ring finger domain #% %5 37, /& iz %1t (Ubiquitination ) & J& ¥ 4% E3

(Ubiquitin ligase ) #%:z % (Ubiquitin) #¢ E2 (ubiquitin-conjugating enzyme ) &
BB BRI ENA G W2 EIbe) BAR & G &4 a8 o #4(Hershko & Ciechanover,
1986) » K& 2 % B A ey & M3k s (Deng et al., 2000) - PHD domain #% #i =T 14 4
A F Ribeyak G (methylated histone ) » TR TR 4 TR e fi ey 448 > &
— 35 A $E 4a i 1 2 B 89 % 35, (Mellor, 2006) - SCD (SQ/TQ cluster domain) &4 # &,
B A SRR B B L G4k ATM o ATR Jw AR ER AR 64 2 AE & 3% - 4% ATM/ATR &1L
MEAERERZOEAELCHEGEEE > B @RAY  HSER > ek

J8 = % (Zhou & Elledge, 2000) -

15 B Eh
DNA i3

i}

REAAEMBIETER O > o RBAEMELIRIFOAES
HAEGRLERHFSAE - ATM fv ATR @i 24X DNABEREFIEF £
BH)R R G E BN 122 ATM fn ATR T BT ik G WA T #HE
ARl Te X EAF A &M E 4 e o RIE > B AT AT 4o &0 - PHRF1 2 ATM/ATR Ff
AEHET—EBEGE MARGTHRFTSEZNEATARER PENE G
FEHEE > KR PHRFL £ 4 TH X84 > 48 T #2 PHRF1 £ DNA 8 £ &
EFAiiniEe A e -
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HelLa Fv HEK293T %a iz LA 4h A 10%85 4 4o 75 (Fetal bovine serum, FBS) ~ 1%
L & % (Antibiotic/Antimycotic solution, Thermo scientific) 89 DMEM (Thermo
scientific) ¥z %& » o U20S %mfin 3z H 79 10%846 4 d i ~ 1% Hu 4 % 49 McCoy’s
5A ¥ &% - Ataxia-telangiectasia fibroblast simian virus 40 #= A MEM/EBSS
(Thermo scientific) 3Z%& %40 0.1 MM JEs2F Z B (non-essential amino acids) -
1.5 g/L & & &4n ~ 1 mM JERE 4N ~ 10%85 4 it o 1% Hid £ o ik i
37C ~SN—f LAt > B_EZRTMMOBRR - Fafdib o ek
R"RH o %4 PBS (GIBCO®) # 3k 0 AuA 0.25% Trypsin-EDTA (GIBCO®) » 37°C
BAMIER A S > SHB A EmBR 4w\ S 28 PBS > RERZE 15 %
s > A 1,000 rpm #s 5 548 0 AR EFREWAEEREIR 0 LAITH

BB EE RS o

2.1.2 ta i it

o ) AT P ER B i dm B 0 BES TF AR 64 e iR m NGB B 38 R R R 0 R 100 pl 64 4
JoL R % e he 300 pl 89 PBS #5424 R4 14 » B 20 pl puBlém st $0 5 » 3t
HRARREFT » st BB AT P e e hn i B B 4R B N o B dw IR S R 4

SRR 2 nx100/ml o RSE R AR 4V e B Rk E R AR R e B T -

213 /m#ERE

camptothecin(CPT)#= N-(benzyloxycarbonyl)leucinylleucinylleucinal
Z-Leu-Leu-Leu-al (MG132) (Sigma Aldrich®) &4 J& ;& % 24 dimethyl sulfoxide
(DMSO)# #44 > o 15 EH B ERBE ERRRAD RS EWERATRE -

¥ 18 40 9245 ¥ 18 & 3, PHRFL ¢4 HEK203T 4m i 14 6x10° 18 4m iy B 38 7> 6 2 5012



Fm o T2 REEMWA RS FR@BEGE o @ 5iEe) HEK293T e - 3 1
oA MGL32 ty3% K ikt & 16 Nk > X Rafa&ka g -
22.1 wmpe%k G % 3 (Whole cell extract)

4m iy LAPBS# 763814 © Ao i@ 80.25% Trypsin-EDTA » 4k A 4% 16 4a o %6 5%
Ao il EPBS 222,500 rpmak s i B e i 0 B Ao A8 E AL BUR o 2T 48 i LAPBS
HikiBE 0 BEMANALFEBUR » e i 91 FBUR —ALE] TR o K EAFA 15230
DEES > AR E ok AT R I (amplitude: 60, pulse on: 1 minx3~pulse off: 20 secx2)»
b ¥2.4% 2413,000 rpmag.s155-42 Y BR LR 0 M AE-20°C ho sAGRAF o ALZEBUR AR,
4+ 1% Triton X-100 » 1% NP-40 > 150 mM NaCl » 25 mM Tris-HCI » 1% protease

inhibitor cocktail » 1% phosphatase inhibitor » 5% Glycerol > pH 7.5 -

2.2.2 e % & ¥ A (Fractionation)

B o6 8 pa kR B AT AR (Mendez & Stillman, 2000) » f§ifi4n T >
45 2y 2x10° M sm B 3e AN 6 A ssgm o 2L Trypsin & 22y IR Bb i 4m B 4o AT @ A7
o A 150 pl Buffer A (10 mM HEPES, 10 mM KCI, 1.5 mM MgCl,, 0.34 M
Sucrose, 10% Glycerol, 1 mM DTT, 0.1% Triton X-100, 1% Protease Inhibitor
cocktail) > #23434 4% MKk E 5 4% > 22 2,000 g 7 4°C 8 5 54814 45 4a BL A%
T fm Y & G R EAIAE L #ER (CE) o WoBUTF 469 fa B oL Buffer A 200 pl
FHikwmR4% 0 mo 150 ul 84 Buffer B (3 mM EDTA, 0.2 mM EGTA, 1 mM DTT, 1%
Protease Inhibitor cocktail) > #z3434 4 4% # f£ K £ 30 4-4% > 24 10,000 g # 4°C
o5 MMM EREEE  LERAMERAE R (NE) » s 200 pl
Buffer B #F 7t k4% > Aw A 250 pl 49 1xSDS sample buffer (5xSDS sample buffer
&7 : 0.225 M Tris-HCI, 50% Glycerol, 5% SDS, 0.05% Bromophenol Blue, 0.25 M
DTT > {E A AT A X BE-FKMHFE 5 13) > ERBH U T RKRIE (40 W, Pulse on: 1
minx3, Pulse off: 20 secx2) » & &1 L 100°C hu#h 5 448 > Al 4 & %& & 24 1,3000

rom # 4°C & 15 44 > YL B _E sk (chromatin) £ 43 4% R %472 7-20C -
5



2.3 R

B & g B H 4w F] AT - anti-HA agarose beads (Sigma-Aldrich®) %1 1
%4+ PBS i =k » 24 6,000 rpm #% beads & F & » o A% g5 44 PBS #4473
Beads » Bz 20 ul g4:R A0 R AR By min Rk 6 H FBUR » KA ACEB R
A 1 ZF Lysis buffer 757 beads» % — =k B 4 CEnsk 15 548> F —RF| Fwk
B ACEE14 5 548 0+ 22 6,000 rpm 2 448 1% beads & T 4R > /g — R
7,000 rpm 3 44 4% beads &k F 2k Tt B F R Aw A 50 ul 89 2xSDS sample
buffer (g5 5xSDS sample buffer # #) - # £ 100°C Aok 3 4% & %& 14 £A 7,000 rpm
# beads #t.0 3 5-48 > B B R EN-20C AR A7

Protein A #= Protein G beads (Sigma-Aldrich®) %44 PBS ¥ % /b 30 445k
k1% - # anti-HA agarose beads [5] #k &) 77 X & ¥2 - L Bt Protein A 10 pl £ Protein G
10 pl Au A ta % @ 8 3 BUR > B# 4°CE1dk 1 /) o5& 47 Pre-clearing> x4 6,000 rpm
B 3 5482 beads £ v Bk 10 pl anti-Flag (Sigma-Aldrich®) oA il & &4 4 i &
B E EEUR > BN 4 CEIEERKR > Ao Protein A 20 pl ¥ Protein G 10 pl 4% 45 £33%
2 £ 3 \BF1% 0 v g anti-HA agarose beads B 4 7 R, /& 7 beads 74 » Au A 2XSDS

sample buffer 3t Ao #h g BAR A o

24 BBARE

e Al I RN H A A NFLE 0 A PBS FikiBig 0 AL A 4%
Paraformaldehyde &y PBS (pH=7.0) " %% ¥ Bl € 4a jig » 15 4844 LA PBS 5% 5
s — R jlm A4S F 0.5% Triton X-100 &9 PBS 4 % /8 # 4T permeabilization 10 45
4% > LA PBS ik 5 4 =%1% » AsuA blocking solution (3% FBS in PBS) # 37°C
RJE 30 548 0 S ECGE B3k R ke parafilm B 0 e A — B4 E (o4 PBS #% 4
1:200-300) 4 37°C R JE 40 748 » LA PBS Fk 5 nég —R1% > mmASH — Rt

BESARAAE S —%IEE (Dylight 2 Rhodamine> xz PBS #% %% & 1:200-300)
6



J£ 37TCRE 40 548> LAPBS ok B ndE —R1% - AK8EFRKIZMEE nsg—K -
haneh DAPL Bk #FK (1: 10000 ##) TRELRIE 2 248 » A EEETFK
FhRS e REB o DNCEREERR  URELAKREER SR SHBRE B
LEAHRBORILR 0 B AR LBMSERE (Lieca) -

251 R E#&F

2 13 SuperFect ® Transfection Reagent (QIAGEN ®) g4y #3435 B 4T - fifidn T
$ 1.3x10° ey Bas A 6 A Ahkm o AR E Gy 82 DNA s transfection
reagent $A 1 : 4 (ug:pl) WA 150 pl RemiF ~ R AE Fashin HE
10 n481% > N 1 EH2H LF B RRAMLEER » AR Em L 3

R HRE R R RRBSEIE A

252 REXRR&BIHRZE L

2L Hela #21 U20S 4 e 22 31 A & % 3 PHRF1 &4 stable clone - ¥ HEK293T 4
o A 4x10° ¢y tm B3 A 6 LA - AF N 3% HA-tag & PHRF1 cDNA # 4%
pLenti6/v5-D-TOPO vector (Invitrogen) » 22 31 3k B 4 7 4% 82 pLenti6/v5-HA-PHRF1
# package vector pPCMV AR8.91 ~ VSV-G vector pMD.G -~ pLenti6/v5-HA-PHRFL1 »
X pCMVARS8.91 : pMD.G @ pLenti6/v5-HA-PHRF1=5: 1 : 5 (ug) #4tbfs) e 4
HEK?293T % fin > 3% b i % 32 2k 3s & K12 45 H 7 3 09 32 & & S o4 1,500 rpm
B 10 gk R iFmis g R o R F ) LA RIE B M &) eppendorf £ 0
30,000 g 7 4°CH#e 2 /185 > EFRBRE > RARGRIFA 100 ul » vk k1
NB% 0 45 10 -4 ds3n eppendorf > 244 fua4F polybrene (Sigma-Aldrich® > %
#E B 4 ng/ml) 93 AR 4 900 pl o 4% Hela F= U20S 4 i 24 3x10° & 4m s $ 35
6 FLAE 0 Au NS % 81 polybrene g3 AR 0 & 2 R4 UL Trypsin & 582
A 10 A3 km > [ B 4% £ 44 Blasticidin (Spg/ml) 893% Rk EATH M

A T 3 10 X > 24204 10 ul tip BuE 4a JBF % > oA 1 Z 69 PBS M8 » B
7

o



WBEAmP] 24 7L 0 AR B %L 4 A Blasticidin 932 R kI AR 0 LB U ER R

H4 & PE K IR T bk 5 49 clone -

253 V¥R R@BHREL

A HEK293T 4m fin 3 31 /) 2 % 31, PHRFL & stable clone - ¥ HEK293T 4 itz 24
4x10° 4= i B33 %7 6 7L8% - 4% package vector pPCMVARS8.91 ~ VSV-G vector
pMD.G -~ p-sh-PHRF1 & # DNA > 4 pCMVAR8.91 : pMD.G : p-sh-PHRF1 &
B DNA=5:1:5(ug) #ythfs|sk e HEK293T 4 > 4 L E ¥3x Atk K1k
H oA e AR 1,500 rpm gEeo 10 Ség AR R IR mandiar R o KR F
& b % ik 3 8] 3744 eppendorf 44 > 24 30,000 g A 4°CaEw 2 NBF o EFRR Y -
RARG R 100 ul 0 Bk 1eF > 4 10 443 eppendorf - 2% Ao
44 polybrene (Sigma-Aldrich® » & #&EE 4 pg/ml) w93z kikd 900 ul - %
HEK293T % i 24 3x10° &4 4a i B3 7% 6 7L4% » Au A5 % & 5 polybrene #4332
Bk AR 2 K& Trypsin BiFss £y 10 A5 Akm o A% LESH
Puromycine (Spug/ml) 8932 H R EATINEMEFHEL 7 2] 10 X > 244 24 10 pl tip $&
a0 e N 1 £ 49 PBS 5 - BB S wd| 24 L - NRBBEE UL H
Puromycine g3t £ 838 % X B U SR B AL IR B F B EELBRE » LK

‘b4 clone -

2.5.4 In vivo ubiquitination assay

4 HEK293T 1% 1.3x10° gy tm o $L3s % 7 6 A i A m > 718 B #2 Flag-tag
Ubiquitin &4 % 2% DNA (8- — % hu A\ 2 pg) » 24 /o544 32 3t HA-tag PHRF1 &4 % 52
DNA (& —# Ao 5 ug) » 48 /\8544% tA 4 A MG132 (proteasome inhibitor) #4332 %
R3EA& 16 B IR ek B H X 55 A anti-HA 2 anti-Flag %7 70
WCER & 37,69 Ubiquitin s, PHRF1 3 % 3 SDS/PAGE 1% x4 %8 7 X, £ 257k (anti-Flag

and anti-HA) BERE LS REHUE -
8



2.6.1 SDS-PAGE B 28 & ik

W= B ExEe (FEB > Runninggel) &y 4 T :

Percentage 6% 8%
ddH,0 5.3 (ml) 4.6 (ml)
30% Acryamide/bis-acryamide solution 2.0 2.7

1.5 M Tris-HCI pH 8.8 25 2.5
10% SDS 0.1 0.1
10% ammonium persulfate 0.1 0.1
TEMED 0.008 0.006

LB he AGERE B 4% 0 LA Isopropanol Bk & o BEtsE g o Bl ik

BEFRFR ~ RAKKRIE WAL BEIE & o LR B (Staking gel) &7y

4o F
ddH,0 0.68 (ml)
30% Acryamide/bis-acryamide solution 0.17
1.5 M Tris-HCl pH 6.8 0.13
10% SDS 0.01
10% ammonium persulfate 0.01
TEMED 0.001

L RBEE UL FREAE W EHR AERETF R EERELEE
s A SDS-Running Buffer » su A 4-% sample buffer &4 % & & 4 & #1 marker » % oA
Bl & EE 70 R4550%] marker $24& & B AR LARENT BB > 24 200 K454 30

E 40 et T AR -



10xSDS-Running buffer & 7 % TF : 30.2g Tris » 187g Glycine » 100ml 20% SDS >

MXNEBETRE LS oy # % % 1xSDS-Running buffer -

262 BF BEE

# b it SDS-PAGE &9 g2 B T 44 » B i sk Ep it (Nitrocellulose membrane) >
Sz sk Ep sk (1xTransfer buffer & 7 @ 3.03 g Tris » 14.4 g Glycine » 150 ml &
BE 0 MNEBETKE L) B EIEE > BRXEH=ZHE  RNAB—EH R
7K 4—SDS-PAGE—# Ep i — R /K 48— 45— E AR 09I JF- E RN B EP Bk > BT
TMAE 300 ZR¥E> $Ep 3 BRI EUH MEP I IR 5 A SYRLAE ¥ Ay 69 TBST
# 4°C #47 Blocking fa & R JE © 4 F4% b4 F Hugh ey 5% Skim milk in TBST 4%
F 90 o4 - SRS A FRAS SR IR SRS 45 M4 10 1000~1 : 15000 R % > 45 A %44 >
A TBST FiR s =k » BRE 548> HFH E0H —&Hua o) 5% Skim milk
in TBST 46/ 75 4% » & k4% 0L TBST Fh B =k » BRAENE » KAEH
LA TBS 7%k 5 o484 0 AR Ep B8 sk b 3639 4 % LR Eey ECL (Millipore™) » 2
NEBR F > £S5 ECL R » ZafEBA -
2.7 X3 354648 (End joining assay )

JE &I B4 Luciferase cDNA > 3t B F| A [R]85 15 43 35 B4 4k 0 2] Ak 41
T &R &% E Luciferase a9 B F £ ;R o 3 BM B LB ot (KR
FAuymp M AN KER3E PHRFL #ymatk U20S Lenti-PHRF1#1 » U20S
Lenti-PHRF1#2> P9 4 14 /b & % 3, PHRF1 ¢4 4a ik sh-PHRF1#1 HEK293T g
sh-PHRF1#2 HEK293T i > sh-scramble HEK293T 4a & » pLenti-6/V5 U20S %
B ) o 4 BN BRI B 6 DNA € B E) DNA 1538 e 4] » 5 735 69 4 5% DNA 3
R ARG IEARE A8 0 sbEF H A X B T & 3 Luciferase 8958 ) > HfM A B i fE
) Luciferase A7 48 4 AR 6974 & » 338 & 693 ) 4 B tb ¥ > B 7T LA H 3% fm B 34T

I RIR AL S RIE 092 & -
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$=% Fw&EXR

3.1 PHRF1 & & g & K-

PHRF1 & 1649 f& A%z K& 4 5%, > #¢ cDNA & 3|88 K/# % 178 kDa
(http://www.basic.northwestern.edu/biotools/proteincalc.html) - % 7 T # PHRF1 &
A SR fm bk 00 R B BAVHI R A K47 R 3wy PHRFL € 4% 6 (a.a 1297-1649) -

WA TH PHRFL & & B4k LA - AR M Hela ey 2 tmfln k& H R HUR -
WATE Y BB X & REAPHRFIEG EZ K RMEL A 160kDa( B — ) »
$LIARMEAR L

3.2 PHRF1 & 4m B P9 84 5 A
Z T8¢ f% PHRFL £ éafom e o - &RAIT4H Hela taflpi8iT R B & >
S AN PHRFL £ &5 £t B R4 % 7 HA-tag PHRFL #o
GFP-tag PHRF1 & & 3.4 # - 4% % 824 % HEK293T 4 fit » #1F oA S L 80
2 AT B R E 8% g HA-PHRFL 34 & GFP-PHRFL 2 48 40 i 4% N & 5,

(B=) &#&o6u &R~ PHRFL 5 —E2%&kG -

B3PHRFL 22| AR EHR AL FHmERALFETORE

FI R fm B % 3R BR 04 BT > > BB 4 i B 3 EGR (CE) > et § 3 BUR
(NE) > AR $ &g 30k (Chr) e FiBdEy B850 0 43 PHRFL £ 24
A da AR E BEBUR 0 A D B 5 AR S &8 B BUR - Camptothecin € ¥ 4 iR &
AR FWRES o 33 DNA #acl H - FI R ba e 5 & By Bly - BB B
REEESN BRI B AR FMHE 1% > PHRFL gt o i E#4 82 % &

" (B=)-
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3.4ATM T A 42 # PHRF1 &% 8

4% Matsuoka et al. 2007 a9k G35 4 > 4 fn i % 2| Eat#@ 414 » PHRF1
& ATM/IATR hEgft > ¥ A wiEshi b B G T E o R > 252
S925 & S1389 o [ pt#& M4t a] PHRFL 238 % K B # 11R /1 4 ATM/ATR #; B 1t
B FeRmEBESR e ATEHASERNAR KA ARZ N AN
ATM R R uytafstk > A CPT R34 - BEfTalon & X WER - @ B2k
BRET HEZNANATM R eRE R & CPT RE > R ERENE
R4 PHRFL 958 (Blw A)» i34 R 8557 ATM %% PHRFL i % %)
LN - A TE— S imskiEBkH > &ide HelLa wmfipLkiE ATM
inhibitor ( KU55933) (Hickson et al., 2004) » #k 4% A& & 32 CPT » 44 #4740 /0 2
J& BB RAE TS B I ka4 R TR, 0 R I8 ATM inhibitor #94a s » PHRF1
ARG EBOR AR ZLEAZR A KR IE ATM inhibitor 85 HelLa @haf F K ayi8

% (BwB) #ETATMETAH BT PHRFLBHII L EHHES -

3.5 PHRF1 7T 2Afu Nbsl fu Ku70 % Z4£ A
ERAEE T PHRFL £tafo < 2| AR FMHE % > i aloin 8 583 4
&% > B PHRFL 94 83k ATM A B - [ 8584477 % 5§ B & R385 3 PHRFL
TRk aGR AR 0 BT AEM S T LB & PHRFL-4a% %) DNA B E R
Je ? RABEE R — B R4 2011 F PNAS g9 E R F Atak &
H3K36me2 frtmf 2| AR HMHBE /1 1%% ¢ 454 DNA #ERETH R » M A
H3K36me2 & fo Ku70/Nbsl J sy % 7% 4 &4 > 12 & 3k B R R % & R &
( Non-homologous end joining » NHEJ) (Fnu et al., 2011) - #17:#% HA-tag PHRF1
%8 2 HEK293T 4mfg > #]F anti-HA agarose :#4T & 7% sLk » BB K BB L oM
2533, PHRFL =T 0438 Nbsl R 246 (B & A)- % — 7 & /4] A Flag-tag Nbsl
3t HEK293T % fiiL > #] A anti-Flag agarose 147 %, 7% ek » B A&7 B2k H

#4538 Nbsl fv PHRF1 3R 48R & & iu#en (B2 B) > #8% 7 PHRFL =T 24
12



# Nbsl X ZA4E A -

B2 H 853 PHRFL 45 % 5% H3K36me2 i & Ku70 X Z 45 M » Rl iieh 8
HA-tag PHRF1 % 2« HEK293T %= j > #| A anti-HA agarose 4T % 7% ik > 2K 1&
BB H LEE A 0 £ RBE T PHRFL 97 2432 H3K36me2 1 & Ku70 #4734

A (BEx)-

3.6 PHRF1 T A E xp 34t £

% T % PHRFL 2 & #EIE R K36 #4877 &3 Luciferase &) # 42
pGL3-promoter #| /A IR | & F (Hind 1) £k » £ 5 B 5UTF » Brie 6g & R { A8 pGL3
7k IE¥ &3 Luciferase 4% G > 2% 4o R bm L AT IF FUUR R3m AL 6 RIE » 3k
A TR A B4 o R R A A Ae R 0 3 B T BUE # & B Luciferase > A A T 24
B4 69 B 58 B AR B e B P9 TR B IR K3k 3 B RE By R o RIVEME T WA M
PHRF1 i #p 4] 6948 € fm itk > 30 B A A 38 0 B 2Lk sE 30545 T4k 09 PHRFL & 3
FEHABATHE (Bt A) EFETRMEEESW5%  # A sh-scramble & 1F 42 4] 4
(R e P Emipn PHRFL #9 %31 > & Luciferase a9 &K E% & % 100% ) > # %
AT M B A pGL3-promoter-Luciferase &4 &% - #] A bl B2 F i1l 1g - HFBHW
B G B2 575 #2 2 sh-scramble ~ sh-PHRF1#1 ~ sh-PHRF1#2 =4 HEK?293T %3 -
24 NEFAR MR AR B B BUR 0 ArRla B i Luciferase A7 4E i 694 % o B RRE R
3, sh-PHRF1 HEK293T #m iz £k &4 Luciferase & J& & 3% & tb sh-scramble HEK293T
b 74 30-40% (B+EB)-

ABEHAY o FRAFIAI A Lenti-virus 22 32 K & & 3 PHRFL 948 T tm otk - @75 &
25k#E X PHRFL A8 R mfatk M K E R A& (B A) BT T Kb 435 >
SRBEARERI PHRFL 0948 T dm otk - L ARRZE S0 R 4 B 2] BB AH

EEANEE B Lenti-6/V5 ehdE 4l (B AB)-

13



t\-

FwoE pifiih

WRETRHRER  PHRFL 22 0 h it > @i ARERE S
Ale i mfiz 4822 e  PHRFL 898 84 /1 £ % 8] ATM & & 4 51 B; % Bs
s MBS L EE S B ERA T AL B4 H3K36me2 #i2 Nbsl » % 4= i

F .48 DNA 4 ir HegR 8RR T & - S REWmBETIFRRIBHESR

_*.

P RAS A A & 78 DNA ey ikl R (B A) - #6958 43 T H3K36me2 1218

W& G % AT i i PHRFL 530 81234 DNA 48 F R JE + 49 Nbsl » i i —
A

SACIERIRRMFES > RIFEFERNER ERERAAHF LT ERMN—F T E
e

1. PHRF1 s 8% & % 45 &) I 3

B4k A E 85k Z PHRFL o7 s 4% H3K36me2 i3 18 41 7%% & & 45 642 8. 1% &
# Nbsl » 3 B 3|4 JERR RIS RIE - 2R ETRELEIR - PHRFL 7T 24
¥k H3K36me3 £t & HAK20me3 47X Z4E A > B A7 H3K36me3 &4 o At $1 44 3% A
#1542 (Mismatch repair) #8 B (Li et al., 2013) » @ H4K20me3 & 2 & X H & 3],
(Stender et al., 2012) » %% PHRF1 22 HBABE G FH TN ELEHNAL &

MELEF -

2. PHRF1 2 H3K36me2 & Nbsl & Z 4 A 7 X,

#4038 PHRFL T 1442 4m o, P9 8% H3K36me2 14 & Nbs1 ) & .72 iU BAR &
Wy o 2R KAV B E Ak E > %% PHRFL #2 H3K36me2 fo Nbsl & i# 47 B 4 49
Fa-kasdt EXMEBENEG-ZTAORLMER - A TELERA  KIFARRM
#F#ATRE N (invitro) &k > AIH ABFHE &AM PHRFL 4% G > SLA
TEme T AL E G % ke T E 9Tz (pull down) 38 > AR K B2

14



B & Ie Nbsl 4%k g #ATRE N TR #— 5 #£3 PHRFL 2 H3K36me2

Fo Nbsl &y R ZAF A K -

3.ATM # PHRF1 & B/t ey sk i B

Matsuoka et al.Z 25, ATM ] 22 ¥t PHRF1 &9 S925 & S1389 & &/t - #47 A
T ATM =T L% 4 PHRFL & 4o jo 4% 5 #5 8 B 4 & 4 69 A5 77 - $ufr1 4k 3% PHRFL
BA T HE A B Ak ATM 5§ S925 s & S1389 #iEtitiz » £ AL EAE S - B L7
— AR AR E A ERY PHRFL 8 eBlses: ? A TR A ERE - BIIRRE

# 4% PHRF1-A925 14 & PHRF1-A1389 ¢4 B 25 % 4 » RefRa @4k 2 5 B4k

4. PHRF1 2 Nbsl 9 X 2 A R EH EIERRREEE

AR5 Matsuoka et al. #4928 3, PHRF1 % 910-913 #% 2k #% 6494 & & SDTE motif >
A A TE R A 7T LAZR Nbsl #4735 Z 4 A 849 & 3%k (Wu, Luo, Lou, & Chen, 2008) > ] &
PHRF1 A %y S925 1 & S1389 L fR T AE 1 Nbsl #9 FHA/BRCT domain 44
(Lloyd et al., 2009) » #1148 & — %285 S925 ~ S1389 14 & SDTE motif £ 5 & %
BENHE): & 7T &S @A fAFR T AR B RE TR &iF 244 PHRFL-
ADTE #j deletion mutant » sk #k3% PHRF1 #1 Nbsl &y X R #ETUBE

NHEJ -

5. PHRF1 T e & & B 2 %1t

45 PHRFL 89 &% & 4 5-7) » #4943 PHRF1 :2 A — 8 £ £ &) Ring finger
domain » $ A % F 24 7 HA-tag Ring » #5315 4 g2 3 HEK293T e (HA-tag
PHRF1 > HA-tag N4 » HA-tag N6 & #4142 ) » 3t 5] 8% 3£ 3% % Flag-tag ubiquitin
e ¥ MG132 (proteasome inhibitor) » i 47 in vivo ubiquitination assay %»#r * #| A
anti-Flag agarose #4T % /& B AR E G » AL A BRI RBE > P ER

A8~ PHRF1 &4 Ring finger &5 # % &2 F/beh45 M (B — ) BB TR R
15



T PHRF1 &9 & &M > —EBE T APk H3K36me2 48 % & %45 » 3k % sb 33 5
# %] DNA damage response * BB X T 2 EH iz 5 mAZ b E
FHAXGREOEE—RETA FFLTRAXEE LEZA i EDMRL
B bk R H 1082 PHRFL #8472 BILHAE AT RS K BELEZ % -

6. PHRF1 & SCD domain 4% X B4 # 8 4E /1

47 PHRF1 i A 8 & %) 45 38, PHRF1 B %4 Ring finger domain (a.a. 107-152) -
PHD domain (a.a. 185-233)#= SCD domain (a.a. 925-1649) - % 7T 7 #% PHRF1 “R4&
HEEBEX AR FHBRAGE OB SR L aY ARMIEAET
PHRF1 #4 deletion mutants( ft B = ):HA-tag N6 (4= % Ring finger #» PHD domain)-
%A HA-tag N10( 4= % SCD domain )» j#% i W18l & 37, % 2% 2% o HEK293T %= jin1% -
Fh 32 CPT # 7 DNA iR » B EiT@in k2 RER » EREBETHZ
SCDdomain # N10 B & &h R FRECPT - AL T RMATHHA TN
BARE £ & ; #a¥ey o A# SCDdomain &9 N6 R B4 A B2 A EHFHENHR
TEANEIHALECEERE  — Bl AR FMHRES » HANNG @k
BRTREHRAARET FBR(HE = )24 R~ SCD domain & & PHRF1
HERABFWHREN G R EBE 2R EE - @R AH SCD domain & N10

Rl Z BARB9RE T -
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£2¥ ERERXBR X

180
W% ¢ PHRF1

130

100 =

63 —

48
35

B —. PHRFl & 4F € X/h
#% Hela % i A PBS Fki@1% » v Nt fg B0k > #1 A /N B3 PHRFL g9 ¥

PRIUBE AT BB 0 AR %) PHRFL A — K %) 160kDa ¢y % g 4 »
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DAPI  Merge

oPHRF1

HA-PHRF1

GFP-PHRF1

B —. PHRF1 £ & 47 » ta o %

# Hela a8 /T £k B A% & > 3N A M PHRFL £ &40 £t o
#3#5 A HA-tag PHRF1 ~ GFP-tag PHRF1 &4 % #2 DNA #& 3t HEK293T #mji » & 5%

SR#45H PHRFL 2 —ERE G -



CE NE Chr
- 4+ = + = 4+ CPT

input

-— abeme - w» O PHRFI
—_— N St o Spl
— e O hPuf-A

w o p65

B=PHRFI %3 ARFNRAZLEEBLGHII L EH
FR by e 2R BiEBEKY BEE M 0 33 PHRFL £ 2 5% 7 %a 4%

HERA (NE)» D &5 5 & M B (Chr) - 1241 CPT fhtmsyil & A H

mED

FME S (DNA 4 iy 2)e5 PHRFL ¢ ¢ o fa i B X IR E 82| L & 0 IR
h-PUfA 2 % & '8 thihl4a > Spl A% E agdEHl4 > p65 (NF-xB) 2 fmpe 4 b4

H4a o
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(A)

CE NE Chr
-+ = + = + CPT

- . o PHRF1
e — o Spl

o= G ®= - - o hPuf-A
- - o p63
- o H2A

Bvw. ATM 2% PHRF1 ## 2 &%
(A) MAMEEX ATM ZR ek IE CPT & » 7@y B XY
o B RBETNAMNSS ATM e R E 8% CPT REAT > %6
g 3R ERE AR & x5 37 PHRFL -
(B) #|M ATM inhibitor (KU55933) % ¥ Hel a 4= jiv 14 & 32 CPT » B 47
/e 0 W BELMNERER 0 R B ATM inhibitor &) % fe >
PHRF1 £ 4 & 8 3% 5 g ¢4 & tb A2 % A )& 22 ATM inhibitor & 4 fi A 3%

20



(A)

= = =
: ‘-
> =&
< < < < < <«
= = =i« =R« o i«
- « HA EEa S
s s tubulin input IP:HA
WHB:nbsl
(B)
@ @ @
& = =
= = =
80 80 B0 B0 b0 &P
= = S 8 8 =
= = e =
— Flag — —
wws s  tubulin input  IP:Flag
WB:PHRF1

B %. PHRF1 7T 2A$2 Nbsl X Z4F A

(A) #% HA-PHRF1 ## % HEK293T 4= iz » #| A anti-HA agarose beads 4T %.7%
I Tk BERR A 0 53 PHRFL TR Nbsl X 48 A -

(B) % —% @ #| A Flag-Nbsl #2 7t HEK293T %= jitz > #] i anti-Flag agarose beads

AT R IUR 0 B % R BERA B Nbs1 7T 3k PHRFL R Z4F A -
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HA-PHRF1

<
T

B 7. PHRF1 T 242 H3K36me2 #» Ku70 X Z4F A
#& HA-PHRF1 #2 3 HEK293T 4= fig » #]F anti-HA agarose beads i# 4T %, 7% /it
B 78 BBk 553, PHRF1 o H3K36me2 A &% Ku70 IR AEAEE) #7548 4

e

22



(A) (B)

S 120
=
)
5 100
z
S 80
z 9 2
- .
S S E 40
= = = ”
w o W S 20
- o. PHRF1 %
- s e 0. tubulin =

_ [
sh-PHRF1#1 -
sh-PHRF1#2 S

sh-contril

B+t. #% PHRFL R R THRERMES OB R

(A) PMAM PHRFL ¥ #l 0948 T stk - 3 B AR & 7 B 2R R B 48 M
8 PHRF1 %R 2 A AT ¥ -

(B) %33 Luciferase # %% pGL3-promoter #| F FR | B2 Z il » 45460 H 32
g2 2 & sh-scramble ~ sh-PHRF1#1 ~ Fv sh-PHRF1#2 HEK?293T 4= j@, >

24 B AR WU 2K B FEBUR > Bl e B P Luciferase AR5 a5 b & -
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(A) (B)

X 800
=
= 700 T
2
= 600
= o E 500
= = Z
e E 400
w K O %
S f £ Lo
T E % = 200
T 7} ) g
o e | 'ﬁ 100
~@N o rurri 9

s s w4 tubulin

Lenti-PHRF1 #1
Lenti-PHRF1 #2

Lenti-6VS

B REXRRPHRFL T RmiEL 698 F

(A) #A Lenti-virus Zx K g &3 PHRFL g943 T tm otk > B BEILFE R
PHRF1 42 € mfioth I K& & A,

(B) %% Luciferase %2 pGL3 #| /A Ik 4|8 F vl > 452 Q@M ey H a8 o 5l 8 %
2 RERAPHRFLEYAE T ta ok Lenti-6/VO B2 EANZE T AR IEH 4

24 JNEF 15 B AR & FBUR 0 #iB 4a B 9 Luciferase ARl a9 4 L & o
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B /.. PHRF1 %% NHEJ 248 T~ & B

ERHEAT PHRFL X S a0l 8 > D rmaefed k-

™

=) Cos
MROVUVUN

e i, 38 2 KR MR 7)o DNA ZE A 4 A%l 2 > s B MRN complex /&1t ATM >

B

>

M & — F & # 16 PHRF1 -

PHRFL #% e 8 1b & B 81 8| e &7 - 3 B4R da o i 4T NHEJ > {243 B 49 DNA

ML

25



w“\

Flag-ub
PHRF1 PHRF1 RING N4 NS N6

+ MG132

B 5 + o+ + o+
IP:HA
WB: ¢-flag
RING (531 bp)
—&
N4 (2311 bp)
— —a—
& NS (2637 bp)
——
NG (3627 bp)
e @ *

M B —. PHRFL T {2 % 2 %1t

#1247 HA-tag RING 518 % 82 DNA » 3f 4% gb % 52 % 3 3] HEK293T %
B o F)B5 53] #47 HA-tag PHRF1 > HA-tag N4 - HA-tag N5 » HA-tag N6 - 48
NEEI% 46T MG132 % 32 16 /N8 > #) A anti-Flag agarose i 47 %, 7% LB B & 3,
%G %hihBBEN BER 5 0 3 PHRFL &y Ring finger B4 % i2 f1bayse
51 o Hd o B e ring domain v 3 & 32 PHD domain » 4 & 3 &

NLS domain » 4k &, % 3% =& SCD domain -

26



PHRF 14967 bp)

N4 (2311 bp)

N R

NbD (2637 bo)

t

NG (3627 bp)

l

N10 (2501 bp)

- i

M B —. 2. PHRF1 deletion mutants #4924

#F A HA-tag &9 8 2% > 2514 £ 7 2 &o) PHRF1 cDNA > X & 2 &4 T Ring

finger & PHD domain &) N4 | % > #:/0 SCD & 349 N10 R & » LR @514 F &

SCD domain & N5~ N6 R £ ; » 5453 sb X308 B2 ek 7 Hela % o 3 3 & 7%

Bk ek izt PHRF1 B4 Z G IR L @Bzl -
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CE NE Chr

N6 N10 N6 NI10 N6  N10
-+ = + = 4+ = 4+ = + = + CPT

—--- 'o-.‘— (XHA
O — i — o Spl
— —— — — Oﬁp65

Mt E =. SCD domain 3% /e PHRF1 4 £ B 84
M8 T PHRFL Lay M EHEGIRREE @t AR EME A% > %
PHRF1 Z A # &2 L e Eahs ) > Bib&24 T PHRFL & deletion mutants
HA-tag N6 (#&% Ring finger = PHD domain) » 4 HA-tag N10 (4% SCD
domain )> #4435 W B G 82 38 4 HEK293T tmpfn > K4 A1A CPT 2 A X R HWHRE S -
HEHE L@ BT @S & Tk &R1EH T AH T SCD domain 45 N6 =& 4
By PHRFL 28 2| AR EH B A% > HBh e @B 23R > #8321
YRR 0 MmErZ SCD domain &9 N10 > st R A4 & 8 g A » A > 123 CPT

_'i_‘rt:‘
B R T2 BN REUR B -
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M4% 2. PHRFI/KIAALS42 & & % /7

61
121
181
241
301
361
421
481
541
601
661
721
781
841
901
961

1021
1081
1141
1201
1261
1321
1381
1441
1501
1561
1621

mdddsldelv arspgpdghp qvgpadpagd feessvgssg dsgddsdseh gdgtdgedeg
aseeedledr sgsedseddg etllevagtqg gkleaagsfn sdddaescpi clnafrdgav
gtpencahyf cldcivewsk nanscpvdrt Ifkciciraq fggkilrkip ventkaseee
edptfcevcg rsdredrlll cdgcdagyhm ecldpplgev pvdewfcpec aapgvvlaad
agpvseeevs llladvvptt srlrpragrt raiartrqse rvratvnrnr istarrvght
pgrlgsslld eaieavatgl stavyqrplt prtparrkrk trrrkkvpgr kktpsgpsak
skssatrskk rghrvkkrrg kkvkseattr sriartlglr rpvhsscips vikpvepslg
llradigaas Islfgdpyel dpfdsseels anplsplsak rralsrsalg shqpvarpvs
vglsrrripa avpepdleee pvpdllgsil sggslimlgs sdviihrdgs Isakraapvs
fgrnsgslsr geegfkgclg pralpsgspa qgpsgnrpqgs tglscqgrsr tpartagapv
rldlpaapga vqgarnlsngs vpgfrgshsp wfngtnkhtl plasaaskis srdskppcrs
vvpgpplkpa prrtdiselp ripkirrddg ggrrdaapah gqsieipsac isrltgregt
gqpgrgtrae seassrvpre pgvhtgssrp papsshgsla plgpsrgkgv gstfesfrin
ipgnmahssq Isspgfcntf rpvddkeqrk enpsplfsik ktkqglrsevy dpsdptgsds
sapgsspers gpgllpseit rtisinspka qtvgavrcvt sytvesifgt epepplgpss
amsklrgava aegasdtere eptesqglaa rlrrpsppep wdeedgascs tffgseertv
tcvtvvepea ppspdvigaa thrvvelrpp srsrstsssr srkkakrkrv srehgrtrsg
trsesrdrss rsaspsvgee rprrgrskak srrsssdrss srerakrkka kdksrehrrg
pwghsrrtsr srsgspgsss yehyesrkkk krrsasrprg recsptssle rlcrhkhqre
rsherpdrke svawprdrrk rrsrspsseh rarehrrprs rekwpqtrsh sperkgavre
aspaplagge pgredlptrl palgeahvsp evatadkapl gappvlevaa ecepddldld
ygdsveaghv fddfssdavf iglddmsspp spestdsspe rdfplkpalp paslavaaiq
revsimhded psqppplpeg tgephlirpd aaekaeapss pdvapagked spsasgrvqge
aarpeevvsq tpllrsralv krvtwnlges essapaedra praplhrpgk pregawdmed
vaptgvrqvf selpfpshvl pepgfpdtdp sqvyspglpp apaqpssipp calvsgptvqg
filqgslplv gcgaaqtlap vpaaltpase pasgataasn seektpaprl aaektkkeey
mkklhmqgera veevklaikp fygkrevtke eykdilrkav gkichsksge inpvkvanlv
kayvdkyrhm rrhkkpeage epptqgaeg
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