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INTRODUCTION
Many of the basic mechanisms underlying the changes in shape and
form that occur during animal development are well characterized
(Davidson, 1986; Wolpert, 1994; Dow, 2007). Molecular biological
techniques have allowed researchers to characterize in great detail
the networks of interacting genes that underlie developmental
changes in morphology (Davidson et al., 2002; Davidson and Erwin,
2006). In contrast, the regulation of developmental changes in size
(i.e. growth) and other physiological processes are not as well
understood, despite the obvious importance of these processes
(Conlon and Raff, 1999; Nijhout et al., 2006).

The phenomenon of growth heterosis (Shull, 1948) (‘hybrid
vigor’) provides phenotypic contrasts that have been used to study
differential growth in many animal and plant species (Shull, 1948;
Chauhan and Singh, 1982; Strauss, 1986; Griffing, 1990; Gregory
et al., 1991; Bentsen et al., 1998). Despite the obvious advantages
for commercial applications, as evident in the 5-fold increase in US
corn production resulting from the introduction of hybrid corn
(USDA, 2006), many aspects of growth heterosis remain poorly
understood. The genetic hypothesis of dominance (the masking of
deleterious alleles from one parent through complementation by
alleles from the other parent) is widely accepted (Roff, 2002), but
other evidence supports the overdominance hypothesis, in which
heterozygosity at certain loci confers innate fitness benefits
(Crnokrak and Barrett, 2002). Presently, the biological basis of
growth heterosis still remains unresolved.

Bivalve molluscs have provided a useful model organism for
studying growth heterosis in animals (Singh and Zouros, 1978;
Zouros et al., 1988; Bayne et al., 1999). In natural populations of
adult bivalves, growth rates are positively correlated with the degree
of multi-locus heterozygosity (Koehn and Shumway, 1982). More
recent studies have shown that growth heterosis can be
experimentally produced in bivalve larvae of the Pacific oyster
Crassostrea gigas (Pace et al., 2006; Hedgecock et al., 2007). This
species is of interest because it has a life-history strategy typical of
high-fecundity marine invertebrates and offers the advantage of
using established genetic lines that can be crossed to produce larvae
with reproducibly different growth phenotypes. Certain larval
families of C. gigas grow up to 5-times faster than other families
(Pace et al., 2006), which is comparable to the growth advantage
reported for hybrid corn (Betran et al., 2003). In adult bivalves,
growth heterosis has been variously attributed to differences in
ingestion or assimilation rates, energy allocation, or resting
metabolic rates (Koehn and Shumway, 1982; Hawkins et al., 1986;
Griffing, 1990; Bayne, 1999; Bayne, 2004b). For bivalve larvae,
Pace and colleagues (Pace et al., 2006) have shown that a complex
set of physiological processes regulate differences in genetically
determined growth rates, including differential feeding rates and
protein metabolism. These comparisons between fast- and slow-
growing families of larvae provide clear experimental advantages
for understanding the mechanisms of growth heterosis during
development.
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SUMMARY
Growth rates in animals are governed by a wide range of biological factors, many of which remain poorly understood. To identify
the genes that establish growth differences in bivalve larvae, we compared expression patterns in contrasting phenotypes (slow-
and fast-growth) that were experimentally produced by genetic crosses of the Pacific oyster Crassostrea gigas. Based on
transcriptomic profiling of 4.5 million cDNA sequence tags, we sequenced and annotated 181 cDNA clones identified by statistical
analysis as candidates for differential growth. Significant matches were found in GenBank for 43% of clones (N78), including 34
known genes. These sequences included genes involved in protein metabolism, energy metabolism and regulation of feeding
activity. Ribosomal protein genes were predominant, comprising half of the 34 genes identified. Expression of ribosomal protein
genes showed non-additive inheritance – i.e. expression in fast-growing hybrid larvae was different from average levels in inbred
larvae from these parental families. The expression profiles of four ribosomal protein genes (RPL18, RPL31, RPL35 and RPS3)
were validated by RNA blots using additional, independent crosses from the same families. Expression of RPL35 was monitored
throughout early larval development, revealing that these expression patterns were established early in development (in 2-day-old
larvae). Our findings (i) provide new insights into the mechanistic bases of growth and highlight genes not previously considered
in growth regulation, (ii) support the general conclusion that genes involved in protein metabolism and feeding regulation are key
regulators of growth, and (iii) provide a set of candidate biomarkers for predicting differential growth rates during animal
development.
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The recent application of high-throughput sequencing
technologies to the study of growth heterosis has brought new kinds
of data to bear on these questions of growth regulation. A set of
genes differentially expressed in association with growth heterosis
has been identified in hybrid corn (Song and Messing, 2003).
Transcriptome analysis of fast-growing hybrid corn and wheat
families has revealed non-additive patterns of gene expression
reminiscent of the non-additive phenotype of growth heterosis (Wu
et al., 2003; Auger et al., 2005; Guo et al., 2006; Swanson-Wagner
et al., 2006). Comparable data for animals are scarce, but
transcriptome comparisons in hybrid fruit flies have also revealed
non-additive gene expression patterns (Gibson et al., 2004).

The use of high-throughput DNA sequencing technologies, such
as massively parallel signature sequencing (MPSS) (Brenner et al.,
2000a; Brenner et al., 2000b), makes it possible to characterize gene
expression profiles of organisms for which no prior genome-wide
sequence data are available (e.g. C. gigas and many other species).
We recently extended this method to describe quantitative patterns
of gene expression associated with growth heterosis in larvae of C.
gigas (Hedgecock et al., 2007). From an analysis of 4.5 million
cDNA sequence tags, ~23,000 distinct signatures were identified,
of which ~350 were candidates for growth heterosis in larvae. In
the current study, our goal was to identify genes and processes
associated with differential growth rates during animal development.
To that end, we cloned and sequenced a set of growth heterosis
candidate genes to aid with identification of their physiological
functions. Additionally, we confirmed the expression profiles of
selected genes and evaluated the reproducibility of these profiles
within each larval family using an independent set of crosses
produced from the same genetic families. Our findings establish a
connection between the physiology of differential growth for
contrasting phenotypes (Pace et al., 2006) and whole-transcriptome
analysis of differential gene expression profiles (Hedgecock et al.,
2007) during early animal development.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Experimental crosses and culture

The same genetic families (lines 3 and 5) of the Pacific oyster C.
gigas Thunberg 1793 that were used in our previous studies (Pace
et al., 2006; Hedgecock et al., 2007) were used in a reciprocal cross
designed to produce larval families with four different genotypes:
3�3, 3�5, 5�3 and 5�5 [genotype names expressed as paternal
line � maternal line (‘sire � dam’)]. A series of 200l cultures were
each stocked with 10 larvaeml–1 and maintained at 25°C in 0.2m
(pore-size) filtered seawater that was replaced every 4days. Larvae
were fed 30,000 cellsml–1 with the alga Isochrysis galbana at 2day
intervals. All cultures were mixed by gentle aeration. Larvae were
collected from cultures at each sampling interval, beginning at 2days
post-fertilization. Growth rates were measured as increases in shell
length, measured using a calibrated ocular micrometer under a
microscope (N50 larvae measured for each sample). These data
were used to calculate growth rates for the different larval families
by statistical regression of average size (shell length) against age.
Duplicate independent crosses (i.e. using gametes from different
individual parents belonging to the same genetic lines) were
generated as described above for analysis of growth.

RNA extraction
Samples containing known numbers of larvae were collected for
RNA analysis. Each sample was centrifuged and the seawater
supernatant aspirated. Larvae were homogenized in denaturing
solution (4moll–1 guanidinium thiocyanate, 25mmoll–1 sodium

citrate pH7.0, 0.1moll–1 -mercaptoethanol and 0.5% sodium
sarcosyl) using a mechanical (rotor-stator) homogenizer, and
immediately frozen by immersion in liquid nitrogen. RNA was
extracted using the RNAEasy kit (Qiagen, Valencia, CA, USA)
according to the manufacturer’s instructions, with the following
modifications. Samples of homogenized tissue were thawed on ice
and centrifuged for 5min to remove insoluble material (e.g. shell
fragments). The resulting supernatants were diluted in a 1:1 ratio
with RLT buffer (provided by the manufacturer). RNA was eluted in
1� MOPS/RNasin (40mmoll–1 3-[n-morpholino]-propanesulfonic
acid, 10mmoll–1 sodium acetate, 1mmoll–1 EDTA, 100Uml–1

RNasin, pH 7.0). RNA was quantified based on absorbance at
260nm, and precipitated with ethanol where necessary to achieve
the required concentrations for subsequent analysis.

Probe synthesis
Four cDNA clones associated with protein metabolism were selected
to measure transcript abundance during development of embryos
and larvae with different genotypes and growth rates. Clones 68,
76, 124 and 278, tentatively identified as ribosomal proteins RPL35,
RPL31, RPL18 and RPS3, respectively, were used as templates to
generate radiolabeled (32P) probes specific for each transcript.
Template fragments were prepared through restriction digests of
pCR2.1-Topo constructs with EcoRI, and gel-extracted using the
Qiaquick gel extraction kit (Qiagen). Template preparations were
quantified by absorbance (OD260). A size marker template
(Millenium Marker Template; Ambion, Austin, TX, USA) was used
to generate probes for hybridization and these size markers were
loaded in each gel. Random-primed radiolabeled cDNA probes were
synthesized using the Prime-A-Gene kit (Promega, Madison, WI,
USA) with 1.85MBq 32P-dCTP per reaction to radiolabel the probes
(Perkin-Elmer, Wellesley, MA, USA). Following synthesis and
purification of radiolabeled probes, the radioactivity of each probe
was measured by liquid scintillation counting to ensure equal loading
of probes into hybridization reactions containing equal amounts of
RNA.

RNA (northern) blots
Blots were prepared using RNA from all four larval families. The
expression of four ribosomal protein genes (RPL18, RPL31, RPL35
and RPS3) was measured at 6days post-fertilization. This time period
was chosen as previous studies have shown that genotype-dependent
differential growth can be statistically quantified in 6-day-old
larvae (Pace et al., 2006; Hedgecock et al., 2007). The expression
of RPL35 was monitored throughout development (1–6days post-
fertilization). For all blots, 5g of total RNA was separated by
electrophoresis under denaturing conditions (1% agarose, 6%
formaldehyde, 1� MOPS buffer) (Ausubel et al., 1994). The
intensity of 18S rRNA bands was measured by staining with
ethidium bromide and quantification of digital photographic images
using ImageJ (NIH) (Abramoff et al., 2004). All radiolabeled-probe
band densities were later normalized to this measure of RNA gel
loading. RNA was transferred onto nylon membranes (Brightstar-
Plus; Ambion) overnight in 4� SSC (750mmoll–1 sodium chloride,
75mmoll–1 sodium acetate, pH7.0) according to standard downward
capillary transfer methods (Ausubel et al., 1994). RNA was cross-
linked to membranes by exposure to UV light (Stratalinker,
Stratagene, La Jolla, CA, USA), and membranes were stored at
–80°C to await further analysis.

RNA blots were pre-hybridized at 42°C for 1h in Ultrahyb
hybridization solution (Ambion). Probes were added at a final
radioactivity of 17kBqml–1; molecular size marker probes were
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added at a final activity of 0.8kBqml–1. Hybridizations were
conducted overnight at 42°C in a rotary hybridization oven
(Bambino; Midwest Scientific, St Louis, MO, USA). Un-hybridized
radioactive material was removed from blots by two, 5min washes
(300mmoll–1 sodium chloride, 30mmoll–1 sodium acetate, 0.1%
sodium dodecyl sulfate, pH7.0), followed by two additional 15min
washes (15mmoll–1 sodium chloride, 1.5mmoll–1 sodium acetate,
0.1% sodium dodecyl sulfate). These washed blots were exposed
to PhosphorImager imaging plates (Amersham Biosciences,
Piscataway, NJ, USA) and the resulting images digitized with an
FX Molecular Imager (Bio-Rad, Hercules, CA, USA). Band
densities were quantified using ImageJ and normalized to the 18S
rRNA band density to standardize to RNA amounts loaded on each
gel.

Analyses of candidate growth genes
A set of short cDNA sequences associated with family-specific
differences in growth rate was obtained in our previous study
(Hedgecock et al., 2007). In that study, gene expression was
profiled in fast- and slow-growing families of larvae by cloning and
high-throughput sequencing of 4.5 million cDNA molecules using
MPSS (Brenner et al., 2000a; Brenner et al., 2000b). Comparisons
between the expression profiles of fast- and slow-growing larvae
were used to select a set of candidate sequences, based on statistical
procedures that we fully described previously (Hedgecock et al.,
2007). The candidates identified through that process included four
patterns of non-additive expression: overdominant (OD), i.e.
expressed at higher levels in hybrids (3�5, 5�3) than in either of
the parental lines (3�3, 5�5); underdominant (UD), expressed at
lower levels in hybrids than in either of the parental lines; dominant-
high (D+), expressed in hybrids at equivalent levels to the higher-
expressing parent; and dominant-low (D–), expressed in hybrids at
equivalent levels to the lower-expressing parent (details in Results
section). Of the 4.5 million cDNA sequence tags originally analyzed
by MPSS, statistical contrasts suggested 349 candidates for growth
heterosis (Hedgecock et al., 2007). In the current study we have
focused on a subset of candidates that were expressed at high levels
and were detectable in the majority of families.

The cloning procedure used in the previous study (Hedgecock et
al., 2007) produces cDNA clones whose 5�-ends begin at the 3�-
most DpnII restriction site (GATC) of their respective transcript,
an approach widely used in transcriptome profiling (e.g. tag profiling
with the Illumina Genome Analyzer; http://www.illumina.com).
Each of the resulting cDNA clones represented a fragment delimited
by the 3�-most DpnII site in that transcript at the 5�-end of the
fragment, and the poly-A tail at the 3�-end. Each 17bp signature
sequence obtained from MPSS corresponded to the 5�-end of a
particular cDNA clone, enabling the specific amplification and sub-
cloning of these candidates and their subsequent annotation based
on sequence homology.

Amplification, cloning and sequencing
cDNA clones were PCR amplified from the pLCV plasmid vector
of the library (Brenner et al., 2000b) using signature-specific sense
primers 5�-GACCG[N17]-3�, where N17 represents the signature
sequence from each clone, and a vector-specific M13F primer
(TGTAAAACGACGGCCAGT). The specificity of each reaction
was evaluated by gel electrophoresis of PCR products, and the
products purified by gel extraction using the Qiaquick gel extraction
kit. Fragments were cloned into pCR2.1-Topo using the Topo TA
cloning kit (Invitrogen, Carlsbad, CA, USA). Multiple transformants
(N3–10) from each PCR reaction were screened using restriction

digestion (EcoRI) and capillary DNA sequencing (Beckman CEQ
capillary sequencer, Beckman Coulter, Inc., Fullerton, CA, USA).
Correct constructs were identified based on the presence of both
the 17bp signature sequence (5�) and a 3� sequence specific to the
vector used for the MPSS cloning process (AAAAAAAA -
AAAAAAAAGAATCGTCTCAATGCGGGC). Selected clones
were sequenced repeatedly for accuracy. High-quality consensus
sequences were obtained from multiple sequence alignments using
the VectorNTI software package (Invitrogen). Consensus sequences
from these alignments were trimmed to remove vector sequences,
producing cDNA sequences bounded by the poly-A tail at the 3�-
end and the 3�-most DpnII site at the 5�-end, which formed the basis
for all subsequent sequence analysis.

Database searches and sequence analyses
To identify each clone, cDNA sequences were compared with the
National Center for Biotechnology Information (NCBI) sequence
databases GenBank and EST using TBLASTX (Altschul et al., 1997)
with a significance threshold of e-value<10–3. BLAST reports were
parsed using the BioPerl Search::IO module (Stajich et al., 2002).
Annotation information for each identified sequence was obtained
from NCBI and gene product names extracted using the BioPerl
Seq::IO module. On the basis of these analyses, candidate genes were
grouped into three classes: clones showing no similarity to existing
sequences, clones similar to ESTs that lacked annotation, and clones
similar to annotated coding sequences. The tentative identities of 37
clones were assigned based on the gene name annotation of the most
similar subjects (based on e-values) returned from these analyses. To
assess the biological significance of the differential expression of these
candidate genes in fast-growing larvae, Gene Ontology biological
process terms (Ashburner et al., 2000) were assigned to candidates
using the Java applet Blast2GO (Conesa et al., 2005). Based on these
results, biological process terms were assigned for 24 of the 37
candidates identified by sequence similarity.

RESULTS
Growth rates

Genotype-dependent differences in growth rate were evident for the
larval families of C. gigas reared under similar environment
conditions of food and temperature (Fig.1A). Measurements of
larval size (shell length, in m) were used to calculate growth rate
from regressions of shell length against age (Fig.1A: comparison
of regressions by ANOVA, P<0.001). Growth rates for duplicate
larval cultures of each family (Fig.1A) were not significantly
different (P>0.05), so these were pooled for further analysis.
Pairwise comparisons were performed between families by
ANOVA, with Bonferroni’s adjustment for multiple tests. Hybrid
larvae grew faster than inbred larvae from either family 3�3
(P<0.001) or 5�5 (P<0.001). Hybrid larvae grew at 9.6mday–1

on average, with no significant difference between hybrid larval
families (P0.90). The 3�3 larval family grew significantly faster
than the 5�5 larval family (7.2 and 5.6mday–1, respectively;
P<0.001).

In agreement with the above comparison of regressions, a
comparison of size-at-age for 6-day-old larvae revealed that hybrid
larvae were larger than larvae from their corresponding parental
families (Fig.1B). Analysis of variance revealed significant
differences in mean shell length between all four families of 6-day-
old larvae (P<0.001). Pairwise comparisons between these families
revealed no differences in size between the two hybrid larval families
(Tukey’s HSD; P>0.05), but showed that the size of hybrid larvae
was 14% greater than for inbred larvae (Tukey’s HSD; P<0.05).
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These analyses demonstrate differential growth phenotypes among
the larval families used in the current study and confirm the
reproducibility of these familial growth phenotypes across four
generations.

Isolation of candidate gene clones
The list of 188 candidates selected for analysis includes
representatives from all four modes of non-additive expression (OD,
D+, D– and UD). Representative examples from each of these
expression patterns are shown in Fig.2, and an overview of the
selection process is shown in Table1. Seven of the 188 candidate
genes failed to amplify by PCR and were therefore excluded from
further analysis. A complete list of the 181 candidates characterized
in this study, which includes accession numbers for cDNA sequences
and MPSS expression data, is shown in supplementary material
TableS1. These selected candidate cDNAs were successfully PCR-
amplified, cloned, and sequenced repeatedly to obtain high-quality
consensus nucleotide sequences. The lengths of these clones were

determined from the distance between the 17bp signature sequence
at the 5�-end and the cloning vector adaptor at the 3�-end. Insert
sizes ranged from 38 to 855bp (mean 219bp), similar to the value
expected based on a random distribution of the target 4bp DpnII
restriction site GATC used in the cloning process (i.e. 1 site per
256bp) (Brenner et al., 2000a; Brenner et al., 2000b). Most clones
(N104) were between 100 and 300bp in size, with the remaining
19% (N34) <100bp, and 24% (N43) >300bp. Canonical
polyadenylation signals (AATAAA or ATTAAA) were detected
between 10 and 30bp upstream from the poly-A tail in 76% of these
clones (N137), supporting the conclusion that the cloned inserts
analyzed represent 3�-fragments of transcripts. The consensus
sequences for all these clones for C. gigas were deposited in
GenBank. Small clones (<50bp) and those lacking BLAST matches
were deposited in the EST database (accession numbers
EW688558–EW688566, EX151492–EX151622), and the annotated
clones in the high-throughput cDNA (HTC) database (accession
numbers EU152921–EU152961).

Identification of candidate growth genes
The 181 candidate sequences were compared with public databases
and significant (e-value≤10–3) matches were found for 43% (N78)
(Fig.3A). For 22% of clones (N41), all BLAST matches lacked
annotated protein-coding regions and so were not informative for
gene identification (e.g. clones that matched only ESTs, ribosomal
RNA, or other non-coding sequences). Putative gene names were
assigned to 20% of clones (N37) based on coding sequence
annotation of BLAST hits (Table2) using the best numerical match
to a GenBank annotated gene (i.e. the lowest e-value) for each clone.
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Fig.1. Comparison of larval growth rates between genotypes produced in a
reciprocal cross of families of Crassostrea gigas. (A)Growth rates
calculated from regressions of mean size (shell length,m) against age.
Values shown represent means (N50) ± s.e.m. Growth rates calculated
from regressions (m day–1) are: family 3�37.2±0.6; 3�59.6±0.5;
5�39.6±0.5; and 5�55.6±0.6. All regressions are significant (ANOVA:
P<0.05). (B)Shell lengths (means ± s.e.m., N50) at 6days post-
fertilization compared among duplicate cultures of the four larval
genotypes. Bars sharing a lowercase letter represent cultures for which no
significant differences in average size were observed (Tukey’s HSD:
P>0.05). The average sizes of larvae from all hybrid crosses (3�5, 5�3)
were significantly larger than those from the parental lines 3�3 and 5�5
(Tukey’s HSD: P<0.01).
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Fig.2. Examples of the four major non-additive gene expression patterns in
fast-growing larvae of C. gigas. Each of these patterns was selected for
further analysis. Expression levels are given as transcripts per million,
based on MPSS counts from GEO accession number GSE3596. For each
comparison between reciprocal hybrid families (3�5 and 5�3) and larvae
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(overdominant), clone 72; D+ (dominant-high expression), clone 34; UD
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A total of 37 clones were mapped to 34 genes by this process; each
of three ribosomal protein genes (RPL7a, RPL37a and RPS17) was
matched by two different cDNA clones (Table2). These tentatively
identified candidate growth genes are herein referred to by their
annotated gene names.

Ribosomal protein genes were the most abundant class of the
clones analyzed, comprising 50% of all candidate growth genes
identified in this study (N17; Fig.3B). The remaining candidate
genes were distributed among several gene families (complete list
in Table2). In addition to the 17 ribosomal protein genes, several
genes associated with other aspects of protein metabolism were
identified, including DC2, peptidylprolyl isomerase (PPIB), and the
proteosome subunit PSMD14. An additional five candidate genes
were associated with energy metabolism, including mitochondrial
genes (NADH dehydrogenase subunits ND1 and ND4L) and nuclear
genes with mitochondrial functions (ATP synthase -subunit OSCP,
and the putative mitochondrial components with coiled-coil-helix
domains, CHCHD 2 and CHCHD3). Another candidate gene
identified is the small cardioactive peptide precursor SCPb that has
been implicated in the regulation of feeding activity in molluscs
(see Discussion).

The likely biological processes associated with these candidate
growth genes were determined using Gene Ontology annotation. A
total of 24 clones were successfully assigned to biological process
terms (Fig.3C). Of the clones for which Gene Ontology terms could
be assigned, 63% (N15) were assigned to protein translation (GO
0006412). Two candidate genes were assigned to electron transport
(GO 0006118). The remainder (N7) were each assigned to a unique
GO term (see Fig.3C for complete list). This analysis suggests that
most of the ‘identifiable genes’ that were differentially expressed
in fast-growing larvae are involved in a single biological process –
protein translation.

Ontogenetic changes in gene expression
Comparison of ribosomal protein gene expression during larval
development to 6days post-fertilization revealed an increase in
expression that differed between genotypes (Fig.4). RNA blots
conducted using a probe for ribosomal protein RPL35 (clone 68)
revealed specific hybridization with a single transcript of 800bp in
all developmental stages analyzed (Fig.4A). Increases in the
abundance of RPL35 transcript during development were apparent
in larvae from all genotypes, with a 5-fold increase, on average, in
6-day-old veliger larvae relative to unfertilized eggs (day0) (Fig.4B).
Averaged across all genotypes, a significant 6-fold increase was
observed between eggs and 6-day-old veliger larvae (Student’s t-
test P<0.05). These data reveal an over-dominant expression pattern
by day6 for RPL35 in both families of hybrid larvae.

Non-additive expression of ribosomal protein genes
Comparison of ribosomal protein transcript abundance between fast-
and slow-growing larvae confirmed the non-additive expression of
these genes in the majority of observations. RNA blots were
conducted using probes for RPL18, RPL31, RPL35 and RPS3

(Table2: clones 124, 76, 68 and 278, respectively). The radiolabeled
probes used in the analyses of the expression patterns of these four
genes hybridized specifically to single bands with estimated sizes
of 400, 600, 800 and 700bp, respectively. These transcript sizes for

Table 1. Selection of candidate genes showing non-additive differential expression in fast-growing hybrid larvae of Crassostrea gigas

Non-additive expression pattern Total signature sequences (N) Selected (N) Amplified and cloned (N)

Overdominant (OD) 127 69 68 54%
Dominant-high (D+) 27 15 15 56%
Dominant-low (D–) 139 65 62 45%
Underdominant (UD) 56 39 36 64%
Total 349 188 181 52%

No matches (103)

Uncharacterized or
non-coding (41)

Annotated genes (37)
A

Ribosomal    
proteins (17)

Coiled-coil-helix domains (2)
NADH dehydrogenases (2)

Adenosylhomocysteinase (1)
Caveolin (1)

CHERP (1)
DC2 (1)
Fasciclin (1)
Histone (1)
IQCG-domains (1 )

ATP synthase subunit (1)
Peptidylprolyl isomerase (1)

Peroxiredoxin (1)
Proteasome subunit (1)

Cardioactive peptide (1)
Transcription factor (1)

B

Translation (15)

Electron transport (2)

Membrane processes (1)

Protein folding (1)

Protein glycosylation (1)

Protein catabolism (1)

ATP synthesis (1)
Chromosome assembly (1)

Transcription (1)C

Fig.3. Annotation of candidate genes from fast-growing larvae of C. gigas.
(A)Summary of GenBank database comparisons for the full set of 181
cDNA clones analyzed in this study. Clones were scored as showing
similarity with known coding sequences (N37 clones), similarity with
uncharacterized or non-coding sequences (N41), or no significant
similarity (N103). Assignments based on TBLASTX searches of GenBank
and EST databases with an e-value threshold of 10–3. (B)List of 34
different genes identified based on similarity to annotated coding
sequences. Assignments based on gene product annotation of the subject
showing highest sequence similarity, as determined from TBLASTX
analysis. (C)Biological processes associated with the 24 candidate genes
showing similarity to genes annotated with Gene Ontology biological
process terms. Assignments based on BLASTX search of GenBank using
the Blast2GO application, with an e-value threshold of 10–3.
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C. gigas are consistent with expectations based on the open reading
frame sizes for these genes in humans, Saccharomyces cerevisiae,
and the nematode Caenorhabditis elegans (HomoloGene Release
48.1, NCBI).

Comparing the quantitative estimates of expression levels
obtained from these RNA (northern) blots revealed that expression
in the two fast-growing families differed from the expected mid-
parental value (represented as a dashed line in Fig.2) for all four
ribosomal protein genes (Table3). For six of these eight comparisons
(four genes in each of two fast-growing families), the direction of
the difference measured with RNA blots matched that previously
obtained from MPSS analysis. For example, RPL35 was up-
regulated 47% in the 3�5 family in the previous study, and up-
regulated 42% in the present study (Table3). For the remaining two
comparisons, the direction of the difference in gene expression did
not agree with the previous study, although the expression data still
showed a marked deviation from the expected mid-parental value
(Table3). Despite these differences in the direction of gene
expression, the RNA blot results demonstrate that the non-additive
expression of ribosomal protein genes is a reproducible characteristic
of fast-growing larvae of C. gigas.

DISCUSSION
Growth rates of larval forms have been well characterized for a
wide range of species of marine invertebrates (Thorson, 1950; Crisp,
1974; Manahan, 1990; His and Seaman, 1992; Fenaux et al., 1994;
McEdward and Herrera, 1999). Most of these studies have focused
on the effects of environmental conditions such as food and

temperature. In contrast to these exogenous factors, the endogenous
physiological processes that regulate growth rate during early
animal development remain poorly understood. Additionally, there
are genetic factors that regulate growth, one example being growth
heterosis (hybrid vigor) associated with multi-locus heterozygosity.
This phenomenon has been investigated for several decades (Shull,
1948; Singh and Zouros, 1978; Koehn and Shumway, 1982;
Hawkins et al., 1986; Hedgecock et al., 1995; Bayne, 1999; Pace
et al., 2006), but a comprehensive biological explanation still remains
elusive. The contrasting growth phenotypes produced by genetic
crosses of the Pacific oyster C. gigas allow for comparisons
between half-sibling, inbred and hybrid larvae. It is important to
note that the majority of physiological processes are
indistinguishable between faster-growing hybrid and slower-
growing inbred larvae, leading to the conclusion that these larval
families are physiologically ‘normal’ (Pace et al., 2006). In the
current study, a set of 181 candidate genes for growth heterosis were
analyzed based on transcriptome-wide analysis (Hedgecock et al.,
2007) of differential gene expression in fast- and slow-growing
larvae. Our goal was to elucidate the biological processes underlying
differential growth rates by identifying the genes involved.

Many of the candidate genes identified here have not been
considered in previous investigations of growth regulation. For
example, the primary gene expression data for clone 4 show that this
candidate gene was expressed at 1.3-fold higher levels in faster-
growing larvae. Sequence analysis identified this clone as caveolin,
a membrane protein associated with endocytosis and exocytosis (Drab
et al., 2001). In contrast, expression of clone 145 was 4.2-fold lower
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Table 2. Putative identities of candidate genes associated with rapid growth phenotypes in larvae of C. gigas

Putative identity Accession number Clone number GenBank match accession no. e-value

Adenosylhomocysteinase EU152929 62 AY278950 5�10–04

ATP synthase  EU152935 78 NM_169631 2�10–35

Calcium homeostasis endoplasmic reticulum protein EU152929 64 NM_006387 5�10–04

Caveolin EU152921 4 BC104689 7�10–08

Coiled-coil-helix-coiled-coil-helix domain 2 EU152954 255 BC003079 9�10–10

Coiled-coil-helix-coiled-coil-helix domain 3 EU152940 98 NM_214804 8�10–06

DC2 protein EU152932 73 NM_021227 1�10–33

Fasciclin-like protein EU152944 145 AF454399 8�10–04

Histone H2A EU152938 91 BC028539 5�10–26

Leucine zipper transcription factor EU152943 126 NM_001078533 7�10–05

NADH dehydrogenase 1 EU152956 260 AF177226 1�10–70

NADH dehydrogenase 4L EU152923 40 AF177226 1�10–70

Peroxiredoxin 2 EU152937 87 NM_203670 5�10–15

Peptidylprolyl isomerase EU152928 59 BC061971 1�10–39

Proteasome 26S subunit EU152933 74 BC003742 6�10–11

Ribosomal protein L13a EU152947 162 DQ206347 6�10–54

Ribosomal protein L18 EU152942 124 AJ563457 1�10–37

Ribosomal protein L24 EU152941 118 AJ563459 5�10–13

Ribosomal protein L31 EU152934 76 AJ563466 1�10–44

Ribosomal protein L32 EU152927 58 AJ547617 5�10–41

Ribosomal protein L35 EU152931 68 BC125656 3�10–43

Ribosomal protein L35a EU152952 250 NM_021264 2�10–25

Ribosomal protein L37a EU152939, EU152951 93, 249 AF040712 1�10–06

Ribosomal protein L7a EU152924, EU152949 43, 235 AF526226 1�10–11

Ribosomal protein S10 EU152950 239 AJ561117 4�10–09

Ribosomal protein S15ab EU152922 30 NM_136772 5�10–06

Ribosomal protein S17 EU152946, EU152960 158, 276 AJ563483 8�10–17

Ribosomal protein S23 EU152936 83 AY852246 7�10–15

Ribosomal protein S26 EU152945 150 X17303 7�10–29

Ribosomal protein S3 EU152961 278 NM_012052 3�10–15

Ribosomal protein S8 EU152953 252 AJ563461 3�10–21

Ribosomal protein S15 EU152959 275 BC053812 5�10–14

Similar to IQ motif containing G EU152948 169 XM_001185155 2�10–55

Small cardioactive peptide precursor EU152957 264 AB185493 5�10–27
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in fast-growing than in slow-growing larvae; sequence analysis
identified this clone as fasciclin, a membrane protein involved in cell
adhesion during Drosophila embryogenesis (Elkins et al., 1990). The
list of candidates shown in Table2 includes numerous other examples
of genes that would not have been predicted from classical
explanations for growth heterosis, and represent novel candidates for
possible future study of the regulation of growth rate.

Other growth candidates were associated with processes that have
previously been studied in the context of growth, including feeding,

energy metabolism and protein metabolism. For example, clone 264
showed significant sequence similarity with the small cardioactive
peptide precursor gene (SCPb), a neuropeptide expressed in the
visceral ganglia of adult Pacific oysters (Hamano et al., 2005). This
neuropeptide regulates contractile functions in molluscs that play
obvious roles in feeding, including gut motility and radula activity
(Lloyd et al., 1988; Miller et al., 1994). Studies of this signaling
molecule in different mollusk species have suggested a stimulatory
effect on feeding for some species and an inhibitory effect for others
(Lloyd et al., 1988; Elliott et al., 1991). The SCPb peptide shows
clear potential as a candidate for regulation of feeding activities. In
our study, expression of the SCPb candidate gene was only
detectable in slow-growing larvae, with no detectable transcripts in
their fast-growing counterparts. This observation, in the context of
previous reports showing increased feeding rates in fast-growing
adult and larval bivalves (Bayne, 2004a; Pace et al., 2006), suggests
a possible role for SCPb in genotype-dependent regulation of feeding
activity and growth in bivalve larvae.

Energy metabolism has been extensively studied in the context
of growth regulation (Koehn and Shumway, 1982; Hawkins et al.,
1986). Several genes involved in energy metabolism were identified
here, including two mitochondrial genes (clones 40 and 260: NADH
dehydrogenase subunits ND4L and ND1, respectively) encoding
components of the electron transport chain (Lenaz et al., 2006). In
addition to those mitochondrial genes, nuclear genes with
mitochondrial functions were also identified, including clone 78 (the
ATP-synthase ) (Walker and Dickson, 2006) and two coiled-coil-
helix-coiled-coil-helix domains (clones 255 and 98: CHCHD2 and
CHCHD3). Similar CHCHD domains are found in nuclear genes
encoding mitochondrial products (Mootha et al., 2003), and in a set
of genes expressed in proliferating human cell lines (Westerman et
al., 2004). Previous studies on the growth advantage of adult bivalves
with higher degrees of heterozygosity revealed differences in the
metabolic efficiency of fast-growing animals (Hawkins et al.,
1986). These findings were supported by studies of experimentally
produced inbred and hybrid adults (Bayne et al., 1999) and larvae
(Pace et al., 2006). In this context, the differential expression of
these candidate genes with obvious roles in energy metabolism
suggests that the previously reported metabolic differences might
reflect a level of transcriptional control of metabolism. The
occurrence of both nuclear and mitochondrial genes in this category
is noteworthy, because the fast- and slow-growing larvae analyzed
here included half-siblings that were derived from the same eggs
(e.g. larval families 3�5 and 5�5). These larvae shared a common
mitochondrial genotype, but differed in paternal genetic
backgrounds. The growth advantage observed for these half-sibling
larvae (different sire, same dam) suggests the possibility that

Table 3. Reproducibility of ribosomal protein gene expression
patterns across different generations and analytical techniques

Cross 1 (MPSS) Cross 2 (RNA blot)

Gene 3�5 5�3 3�5 5�3

RPL31 24% (OD) 26% (OD) 74% (OD) 98% (OD)
RPL35 47% (OD) 73% (OD) 42% (OD) 17% (OD)
RPL18 –21% (UD) –22% (UD) 59% (OD) –14% (UD)
RPS3 –100% (UD) –81% (UD) 200% (OD) –40% (UD)

Expression data are shown as the percentage difference between
expression in fast-growing hybrid families 3�5 and 5�3 and the average
expression in larvae from their slow-growing parental families (3�3 and
5�5). OD, overdominant; UD, underdominant.
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Fig.4. Transcript abundance of ribosomal protein RPL35 during
development of C. gigas measured by RNA (northern) blots. Expression
compared for four larval families with different genotypes based on
hybridization of a gene-specific radiolabeled probe for ribosomal protein
RPL35 to blots containing equivalent amounts of RNA from a series of
developmental stages from eggs to 6-day-old veliger larvae. (A)Digital
image of RNA blot showing relative abundance of RPL35 transcript at
different developmental times (age in days shown above each blot) for all
four genotypes (3�3, 3�5, 5�3, 5�5). Probe bound to a single transcript
of ~800bp. (B)Relative abundance of RNA for ribosomal protein RPL35
calculated by standardizing the amount of bound radioactive probe (shown
in A) to the amount of ethidium bromide-stained 18S rRNA. Relative units
of band density calculated from digital image analysis.
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interactions between nuclear and mitochondrial gene products play
a role in the growth advantage of hybrids.

Among the candidate growth genes identified here, more genes
were associated with protein metabolism than with any other
biological process. In addition to the ribosomal proteins that have
obvious roles in protein synthesis, other candidate genes were
associated with protein folding and catabolism. For example, clone
59 was tentatively identified as peptidylprolyl isomerase, a gene
that increases the efficiency of protein folding (Young et al., 2004).
This gene was only detected in fast-growing larvae, and not in their
slow-growing counterparts. Clone 74, identified as the proteasome
subunit PSMD14 (Penney et al., 1998), was expressed in fast-
growing larvae at 2.6-fold higher levels than in slow-growing larvae.
Clone 73, identified as the protein glycoslyation gene DC2
(Shibatani et al., 2005), was expressed at 2.5-fold higher levels in
fast-growing larvae than in their slow-growing counterparts. Because
of the complexity of protein metabolism, these expression profiles
do not lead immediately to clear predictions of physiological
function (e.g. increased protein degradation). Nevertheless, the
identification of a suite of genes associated with previously studied
determinants of growth (feeding, energy metabolism and protein
metabolism) provides a potential new set of molecular biological
indices for studying the regulation of growth rates.

Ribosomal proteins were the single most abundant class among
the 34 candidate genes identified here by searches of GenBank,
comprising 50% of the total (Table2). These 17 different ribosomal
protein genes included nine components of the large ribosomal subunit
(prefix L) and eight components of the small ribosomal subunit (prefix
S). The direction of the difference in ribosomal protein expression
varied among these genes; six were more highly expressed in fast-
growing larvae, and 11 were more highly expressed in slow-growing
larvae (Table2). All four of the non-additive gene expression
categories (overdominant, underdominant, dominant-high, and
dominant-low) were observed among ribosomal protein genes. A
significant finding from these analyses is that while the mean
expression of ribosomal protein genes was the same in all families,
the distribution of expression levels across genes differed between
fast- and slow-growing larvae. Despite the differential expression
between families for each gene considered separately, the average
level of expression across all 17 ribosomal protein genes identified
here did not differ between fast- and slow-growing larvae (ANOVA
P0.89), indicating a lack of overall up-regulation or down-
regulation of ribosomal gene expression in fast-growing larvae.
Interestingly, the different ribosomal protein genes were expressed
at a more uniform level (i.e. closer to an equimolar ratio) in fast-
growing larvae than in their slow-growing counterparts. This
important point is illustrated by comparing the distribution of
expression levels across the 17 different ribosomal protein genes
(Table2) in each of the families with the expected equimolar ratio
using the chi-square test. All four families showed significant
deviations from the expected ratio (P<0.001), but the magnitude of
the difference was substantially smaller for the fast-growing hybrid
larvae. The 2 statistics for families 3�5 and 5�3 were 16,607 and
19,104, respectively (units of transcripts per million). The
corresponding statistics for the slow-growing inbred families 3�3
and 5�5 were over 2-times higher (34,160 and 57,231, respectively),
reflecting a greater deviation from the expected equimolar ratio.
This comparison highlights the more uniform expression of
ribosomal protein genes in fast-growing larvae than in their slow-
growing counterparts.

This finding suggests a relationship between the stoichiometry
of ribosomal protein gene expression and whole-organism growth

and fitness. Such a relationship would support the recently proposed
‘balance hypothesis’, which predicts deleterious effects for an
imbalance in the abundance of the constituent proteins for essential
multi-protein complexes such as ribosomes (Papp et al., 2003;
Marygold et al., 2007). In proliferating cells, ribosome biogenesis
accounts for a significant proportion of the metabolic cost of cell
proliferation (Schmidt, 1999), so any perturbations in this process
would be expected to affect overall energy metabolism. The
abundance of different ribosomal proteins is tightly regulated to
ensure their availability in equimolar amounts required for efficient
ribosome assembly (Warner, 1999). Ribosomal protein production
is primarily controlled at the level of transcript abundance in yeast
(Planta, 1997), and any free ribosomal proteins are rapidly degraded
(Moritz, 1990). In general, protein synthesis and turnover consume
a large proportion of the energy budget at the organismal level
(Hawkins, 1991), accounting, for example, for up to 75% in
growing sea urchin larvae (Pace and Manahan, 2006). It is likely
that synthesis and degradation of proteins also represents a
substantial metabolic cost in bivalve larvae (Pace et al., 2006). Each
of the ~80 different ribosomal proteins comprises 0.1–0.5% of the
total cellular protein (8–40% in total), so these are collectively some
of the most abundant proteins in cells (Warner, 1989). Any changes
in the degradation and synthesis of ribosomal proteins can therefore
be expected to have a substantial metabolic impact. This highlights
the potential for metabolic inefficiency in synthesizing and degrading
excess copies of the more highly expressed ribosomal proteins.
Ribosomal proteins have been extensively studied in the context of
ribosome assembly and growth, in organisms ranging from bacteria
to mammals (Tao et al., 1999; Jorgensen et al., 2004; Mayer and
Grummt, 2006). Clearly, the synthesis and turnover of ribosomal
proteins affect overall metabolism and growth. The ribosomal
protein expression profiles observed in the current study for fast-
growing bivalve larvae suggest a hypothesis for these genetically
determined differences in growth rate. Non-uniform expression of
ribosomal proteins (i.e. deviations from the equimolar ratio) in slow-
growing larvae might lead to degradation of these proteins, resulting
in metabolic inefficiency and slower growth. This expectation is
consistent with the experimental evidence of more efficient protein
metabolism in faster-growing adult stages of bivalve molluscs
(Hawkins et al., 1986; Hawkins and Day, 1996). Because these
ribosomal protein expression profiles suggest a plausible explanation
for the growth differences that is consistent with previous studies,
this class of genes was selected for further analysis.

The association between growth heterosis and non-additive
expression of ribosomal proteins was tested with independent larval
cultures obtained from the same genetic families used in our previous
study (Hedgecock et al., 2007). Notably, the individuals used for
genetic crosses in the current study (Fig.1) were four generations
removed from those used in our previous study. Measurements of
transcript abundance by RNA blot analysis for four ribosomal
protein genes (RPL18, RPL31, RPL35 and RPS3) revealed non-
additive gene expression patterns similar to those apparent in the
MPSS dataset (Table3). The previously observed growth heterosis
was also observed in larvae from these new crosses (Fig.1),
confirming the reproducibility of this association between rapid
growth and non-additive ribosomal-protein gene expression. In the
current study, all four candidate genes selected for validation showed
non-additive expression in fast-growing hybrid larvae, consistent
with findings for larvae from our previous study that were obtained
from adults of an earlier generation (Hedgecock et al., 2007). There
were differences in the magnitude and direction of these non-additive
expression patterns for specific combinations of genes and families
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(Table3), but the overall finding of non-additive ribosomal protein
expression was confirmed. This demonstrates a cross-generational
heritable association between growth phenotypes and gene
expression profiles, suggesting that these genes are involved in the
mechanistic basis of the rapid-growth phenotype.

This analysis of candidate genes was based on expression
profiles in a single developmental age post-fertilization (6-day-
old veliger larvae). The predictive value of gene expression
profiles often depends on the differential timing of gene
expression during development, a process that can be complex
and differ markedly between genes. For example, during fruit fly
development many genes are expressed at peak levels for a brief
developmental period, while others increase gradually to a stable
maximum (Arbeitman et al., 2002). Similarly complex patterns
of differential gene expression have been observed during
development of other species of marine invertebrates (Char et al.,
1993; Marsh et al., 2000; Hinman et al., 2003). Differences in
gene expression at a particular developmental stage might reflect
differences in the timing of a developmental peak in expression,
or differences in the overall level of expression throughout
development. The data reported here for ontogenetic expression
of RPL35 (Fig.4) show that a dominant-high differential
expression pattern (i.e. 3�3<3�5, 5�3, 5�5) was established
by 2days post-fertilization and persisted throughout the
subsequent period of development studied. These findings confirm
the expression patterns previously described at 6days post-
fertilization for this ribosomal protein gene.

The relationship between gene expression patterns and growth
rates suggests the possibility of identifying molecular biological
‘markers’ for prediction of differential growth rates. For example,
the expression profiles analyzed in this study include several genes
that showed linear relationships to growth rates (Fig.5). The
examples shown (the three most linear examples of positive and
negative relationships, based on R2 values) include two ribosomal
protein genes and four genes of unknown function. Obviously, these
relationships alone are not sufficient to show the general utility of
these particular markers, because the growth data shown were
obtained from the same crosses used to identify candidate genes.
Nevertheless, the existence of these relationships suggests the novel

possibility of predicting growth rates in marine larvae from gene
expression profiles. Previous studies have used RNA/DNA ratios
as an index of growth potential (Buckley, 1984). Our findings
significantly advanced the use of this simple ratio by identifying
specific candidate genes involved. The availability of such
‘biomarkers’ has obvious applications for defining physiological
state, for understanding the adaptive significance of variability in
growth rates, and for modeling genotype fitness under changing
environmental conditions.

Recent advances in the genomic analysis of marine metazoans
(Cameron and Rast, 2008) and the application of such approaches to
longstanding questions in comparative and integrative physiology
(Cossins and Somero, 2007) are offering new insights into systems
biology. The application of these ‘discovery-based’ genomic
approaches is leading to new testable hypotheses regarding the
mechanisms of development, growth and many other biological
processes. The biological phenomenon of hybrid vigor has been
studied for decades (Shull, 1948). Although our study has not fully
identified the mechanistic basis of hybrid vigor, our findings have
provided new insights into this phenotype during larval growth. Half
of the candidate genes identified by sequence comparisons are
ribosomal proteins associated with protein synthesis, in addition to
other well-characterized protein metabolism and energy metabolism
genes. The remaining candidates include many genes not previously
considered in classical explanations of differential growth rates. These
findings provide a new set of testable hypotheses, and potential
molecular biological indices, to enhance understanding of the
physiological bases of variable and rapid growth rates in developing
animals.
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Table S1. Accession numbers and signature sequences for
candidate genes differentially expressed in fast-growing larvae of

Crassostrea gigas
Clone number Accession number Signature sequence Category

28 EX151499 ATAGGAGAAGGTG OD

38 EX151504 AGTTTTTGGTTAT OD

39 EX151505 CCTTGTCTGTCCA OD

40 EU152923 AATTGTTGATAGC OD

41 EX151506 ACAAATGAAAGTA OD

42 EW688558 ACAACTGTCCTTA OD

43 EU152924 ACGCCAGATGGGG OD

44 EU152925 ACGTAATTAGTTA OD

45 EX151507 ACTATTGTACTTT OD

46 EU152926 AGAGGAGAAGTTA OD

47 EX151508 AGCGTGTAACAGG OD

48 EX151509 AGTCCAAGCCACA OD

49 EX151510 AACGACTGAAGGA OD

50 EX151511 AGTGTGTGGCTTG OD

51 EX151512 AAACTAGAATAAA OD

52 EX151513 ATAGGAGAAGAAA OD

54 EX151514 ATATCCATCCTAC OD

55 EX151515 ATGACTTTCAAAA OD

56 EX151516 ATTTCTTAGTGCA OD

57 EW688559 CAAAATGTGCAAT OD

58 EU152927 CAACAAGAAAACA OD

59 EU152928 CATCATCCACCGC OD

61 EX151517 CCCAGAACACTAC OD

62 EU152929 AGTCCGGATATCT OD

63 EX151518 AATTGATGTTATC OD

64 EU152930 CCTTTGAACAGTT OD

66 EW688560 TGTTATAAACCTG OD

68 EU152931 TTAAACAGGAACT OD

69 EX151519 TTCAAGTGAGCGT OD

70 EX151520 TTTTGTGTCTCAG OD

71 EX151521 TGTGAATTGACTT OD

72 EX151522 TGTCTGTTTTCAA OD

73 EU152932 TACAACAGATGAA OD

74 EU152933 CGAAACGTCATCT OD

75 EX151523 CGATGAATCTAAG OD

76 EU152934 CGCAAGTTTGCTG OD

78 EU152935 CTACAGAAAATGC OD

79 EX151524 CTCTGGAATTTCT OD

80 EX151525 CTGTATTTTGACA OD

81 EX151526 CTTCAAACTTGGA OD

82 EX151527 GGTGTTATTGGAT OD

83 EU152936 GTCAAAGTGGCCA OD

84 EW688561 TGTTATAAACCAG OD

86 EW688562 TATTATAAACCAG OD

87 EU152937 TATTTTTCAAACA OD

88 EX151528 TCAAAAATCAAAT OD

91 EU152938 TGAAAGTCAAACG OD

92 EX151529 TGCAAAGTGGTGA OD

93 EU152939 TGGAGCTGTAGTC OD

94 EX151530 TGTAAATGTTTTA OD

97 EX151531 GGCATCTATTTTT OD

98 EU152940 CCCCGTCTGTCAA OD

99 EX151532 AGCAGAACAGAAA OD

100 EX151533 TATAAGGAACCTT OD



101 EX151534 ATATCAACTGAAA OD

102 EX151535 TGAACAATCCGTC OD

103 EX151536 TTTCCATATCATT OD

104 EX151537 TACTGTTGTGTTT OD

105 EX151538 AAAATTATGAATT OD

106 EX151539 AAAATTATGAAAC OD

107 EX151540 ATTCCATACAATA OD

108 EX151541 TGAGAATTTTGTG OD

110 EX151542 ACTCCTGTATGAA OD

111 EX151543 CCAACGTTATACG OD

113 EX151544 TCATCATTGTTAT OD

114 EX151545 CAAAAATATCTCT OD

115 EX151546 CTTTGCATTTTGC OD

116 EX151547 AAAACTGGAAAAA OD

117 EX151548 TCTCGCCAAGTTC UD

118 EU152941 CGGTCTCTATGCG UD

119 EX151549 CATCCCAGACAAA UD

120 EX151550 TGTTTAGTCAATC UD

121 EX151551 ACAGGAGCCGTCA UD

122 EX151552 TGTGATTTTGTTT UD

124 EU152942 AGCTGGCTCTCAA UD

125 EX151553 CGCTGCTTGCAGT UD

126 EU152943 ACGCTATATTCGC UD

127 EX151554 TATTGAGACTAAG UD

128 EX151555 ACAAGTTTCAGCA UD

129 EX151556 AAACTGGTTGCTG UD

132 EX151558 ATCCCGGTTGTAC UD

133 EX151559 AGCTGCTGAATGA UD

134 EX151560 TATTGACGCAAAT UD

135 EX151561 TACTTTGCAGCAC UD

136 EX151562 GTCACCGAAAGAA UD

137 EX151563 CAGCTGCTTTACC UD

234 EX151591 TGATAGACCTTCT UD

264 EU152957 TTCAAAGTCTACG UD

265 EX151612 CATCCCAGACAAC UD

266 EX151613 AAGTTTATCAGGT UD

267 EW688566 TGACACCAACCAG UD

268 EX151614 AAATGTTAATAAA UD

269 EX151615 TCCAACATCTCTT UD

270 EX151616 TCAGGATATTCAT UD

271 EX151617 CTCATTGATTTTG UD

272 EX151618 TCATCTTCCAATT UD

273 EX151619 TCCGAATTTTTAA UD

274 EU152958 ATAGCAGAAGTTA UD

275 EU152959 GGCCATTACCTGG UD

276 EU152960 TCAGTATCTAAAG UD

278 EU152961 CCAGTGGCAAGCT UD

279 EX151620 CGGTCTCTCTGCG UD

280 EX151621 CGGTCTCTATGTG UD

281 EX151622 AACTGCGGAGTTT UD

2 EX151492 TCTAGTTGTATGT D+

4 EU152921 CTCACTCTGTGCT D+

8 EX151493 GCATACAGAATGG D+

9 EX151494 GCTTCTTCCCACC D+

11 EX151495 TACATCAAGTGTG D+

14 EX151496 TCTCGGTTGTAAA D+

18 EX151497 TTCATAGCTTTTG D+

21 EX151498 TATGAAGGAACAG D+

30 EU152922 ATGAAGAAGCCAG D+

32 EX151500 ATTATCCATTATA D+



34 EX151501 ATTTACCTCTTAC D+

35 EX151502 ATTTGTCTCATTG D+

36 EX151503 CAAACACTCCAGT D+

225 EX151589 ACCTCATAGCTCA D+

227 EX151590 ACATTTTGAAGGG D+

130 EX151557 AAAGTAGGAAGCC D–

139 EX151564 CCATCACATTCTC D–

140 EX151565 AAGAGCACTTGGG D–

141 EX151566 CAAATTCTCAACC D–

142 EX151567 TCTATAGTGAATG D–

143 EX151568 AGCACAGGGAGGC D–

145 EU152944 AGCACACACCTTT D–

147 EX151569 AAAACATCAAACT D–

148 EX151570 TCTTTTCACATTT D–

149 EX151571 ATTGCAAAATGAA D–

150 EU152945 TGTTCCTGACCAC D–

152 EX151572 CACGAATCTTCAT D–

153 EX151573 TAGTTTTCTACAT D–

154 EX151574 CGATTAATCGATT D–

155 EX151575 ATTTGCGGACTTT D–

156 EX151576 TATTTCTAGTTTT D–

157 EX151577 GTGTTTTGTTCTC D–

158 EU152946 TACTCTGAAGAAA D–

159 EW688563 AAATAAAGAAACA D–

160 EX151578 TTAGAAAGAAAAT D–

161 EW688564 CCGACATCATGAA D–

162 EU152947 CCCTCGAACACCT D–

163 EX151579 AAGAATTCTCCGA D–

164 EX151580 CTGACACAGTGTA D–

165 EW688565 AACCACTTTATTT D–

169 EU152948 TGCAGATGAAGAC D–

170 EX151581 TACATAATTCACA D–

171 EX151582 ATAATAACATGGG D–

173 EX151583 AGGGAAAAGATGT D–

174 EX151584 ATGACGTTTCCCA D–

177 EX151585 AAAGTCTGTTTCT D–

178 EX151586 CTCTTGTATTTGA D–

179 EX151587 AGCAATGGAGTTC D–

182 EX151588 AGCCAATGTCTGG D–

235 EU152949 AACGCCAATATGG D–

236 EX151592 CTTAATTTGGCAC D–

237 EX151593 TGTGTATTTTAAT D–

238 EX151594 TGTGCTGGGTATG D–

239 EU152950 ATCTGCACCCCCC D–

240 EX151595 AAAGTTTGTTGTT D–

242 EX151596 AGAAAAGTGGTAT D–

243 EX151597 TGGCCCCCCTCCA D–

244 EX151598 TGGATAATCAACT D–

245 EX151599 TGGAAGATGGCGA D–

246 EX151600 AGGTGTCTACGTA D–

247 EX151601 AAATGTCTCTAGA D–

248 EX151602 CGTTCTCCGGGGG D–

249 EU152951 GGTTACTGTCGTC D–

250 EU152952 GGGTTATCTTGCC D–

251 EX151603 CAATGGATTTCTT D–

252 EU152953 TGAAATCTCAGTT D–

253 EX151604 TGGAATGATATTT D–

254 EX151605 GGCTGATGGCTGA D–

255 EU152954 AGTATCAACAGGG D–

256 EU152955 ATAGGAGAAGTTT D–



257 EX151606 TATTCACTCTATG D–

258 EX151607 TAGTTCTGCACTT D–

259 EX151608 TCTCCAAAGGTGT D–

260 EU152956 TTGACGTTCACCC D–

261 EX151609 AGTGCCAACACAG D–

262 EX151610 AGGTATTCATCTC D–

263 EX151611 TACTGCTCACAGC D–

NCBI accession numbers are shown for cDNA clones. Signature sequences
correspond to records in GEO accession number GSE3596. Expression
categories are shown for each gene: OD, overdominant; UD,
underdominant; D+, dominant-high expression; and D–, dominant low
expression.
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