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ABSTRACT The organization of alphoid repeated se-
quences on human nucleolus-organizing (NOR) chromosomes
13, 21, and 22 has been investigated. Analysis of hybridization
of alphoid DNA probes to Southern transfers of restriction
enzyme-digested DNA fragments from hybrid cells containing
single human chromosomes shows that chromosomes 13 and 21
share one subfamily of alphoid repeats, whereas a different
subfamily may be held in common by chromosomes 13 and 22.
The sequences of cloned 680-base-pair EcoRI fragments of the
alphoid DNA from chromosomes 13 and 21 show that the basic
unit of this subfamily is indistinguishable on each chromosome.
The sequence of cloned 1020-base-pair Xba I fragments from
chromosome 22 is related to, but distinguishable from, that of
the 680-base-pair EcoRI alphoid subfamily of chromosomes 13
and 21. These results suggest that, at some point after they
originated and were homogenized, different subfamilies of
alphoid sequences must have exchanged between chromosomes
13 and 21 and separately between chromosomes 13 and 22.

One of the models for genomic change that mediates the
evolution of new species or generates major changes within
a species involves periodic reorganizations of the genome
accompanied by amplification of different families of repet-
itive DNA. The alphoid family of repetitive DNA is found
exclusively in primates and has been studied in human and
several monkey and ape species. It is believed that different
families of this repeat arose prior to the emergence of several
of these species, after which the alphoid families have
remained relatively unchanged (1). Although the separation
of the branches leading to the great apes and humans took
place 6-8 million years ago (2), the most significant human
evolution has probably taken place within the last few million
years. One might therefore expect to find within the human
genome families of the alphoid repeat that have been ampli-
fied relatively recently, and evidence for one such family has
already been reported (3). Recent studies (4-6) indicate that
human alphoid DNA is organized into chromosome-specific
subfamilies, formed by the amplification of segments com-
posed of tandemly arranged related copies of the 170-base-
pair (bp) (monomeric) or 340-bp (dimeric) repeat units.
Chromosome specificity of subfamilies of alphoid DNA
implies that transfer of sequences between nonhomologous
human chromosomes occurs very rarely. However, one
group of chromosomes, the nucleolus organizing (NOR)
chromosomes, appears to undergo recombination between
nonhomologues more frequently than do other chromosomes
(7, 8), and thus some alphoid families might be expected to be
held in common between the NOR chromosomes. We report
here studies on the alphoid repetitive DNA in three different
human NOR-bearing chromosomes—13, 21, and 22. These
chromosomes hold in common a related subfamily of alphoid
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sequences that has diverged =25% from the average se-
quence of alphoid repeats. The sequences of tetramers of the
basic unit of this alphoid family are indistinguishable in
chromosomes 13 and 21. Another subfamily is common to
chromosomes 13 and 22 but not present in chromosome 21.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Hybrid Cells, Isolation of Genomic DNA, and Gel Electro-
phoresis. High molecular weight DNA was extracted as
described (6) from normal human embryonic fibroblasts and
from the mouse-human hybrid cells C121, PgMe25/9, Thy-
B1-33-6, and PgMe25/8, which contain chromosomes 7, 13,
21, and 22, respectively, as the only detectable human
chromosome or subchromosomal fragment (9). The DNAs
were digested to completion with various restriction enzymes
under conditions recommended by the supplier. Restriction
enzymes (Xba 1, Taq 1, EcoRl, BamHI), T4 ligase, and
Klenow DNA polymerase were supplied by Boehringer
Mannheim. For Southern blot analysis 15 ug of each of the
digested DN As from the mouse-human cells was loaded on
each slot of a 1.5% agarose (Sigma) gel, and 1 ug of Xba I-
or EcoRI-digested total human DNA was loaded and the
alphoid fragments were used as length markers. For the
isolation of restriction fragments of different lengths, gels
were run overnight at 1.5 V/cm in Tris acetate buffer.

Isolation of Restriction Fragments. For isolation of restric-
tion fragments containing human alphoid repeat sequences
(680-bp EcoRI fragments from DNA from chromosomes 13
and 21, and 1020-bp Xba I fragments from DNA from
chromosome 22; see Fig. 1), up to 50 ug of digested DNA
from the relevant mouse-human cells was loaded in each slot
of a 1.5% agarose gel containing ethidium bromide (0.5
pug/ml) and run in Tris acetate buffer containing ethidium
bromide (0.5 ug/ml). Xba I-digested total human DNA (15
1) was used as a length marker and was loaded in one slot.
Slices 2 mm thick were excised from the gel lanes at positions
corresponding to the relevant lengths and placed in pre-
formed wells in another gel (1% agarose). A slit was cut in
front of the wells, a piece of NA45 membrane (Schleicher &
Schuell) was inserted, and the excised DNA was electropho-
resed onto the NA45 membrane. The restriction fragments
were eluted from the membrane, ligated into a phage
M13mp10 vector (Amersham) and cloned, and recombinant
clones were screened for inserts of alphoid repeat sequences.
(For details on the isolation, cloning, and screening proce-
dures, see ref. 6.)

DNA Sequencing. The DNA sequencing of recombinant
clones containing alphoid repeat sequences was done accord-
ing to the dideoxy-chain-termination procedure of Sanger et

Abbreviation: NOR chromosome, nucleolus organizing chromo-
some.
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al. (10, 11). The sequence was read on one strand unambig-
uously in two or more independent preparations of single-
stranded DNA of each clone to be sequenced.

32p_.Labeled DNA Probes. The probe used in Fig. 1 con-
sisted of a 340-bp alphoid repeat sequence isolated by EcoRI
digestion from clone aRI-6 (6) and represents the average
sequence of the alphoid repeat family (12). The probe used in
Fig. 2 consisted of a 680-bp alphoid repeat sequence isolated
by EcoRI digestion of clone aRI1(680),13-5. This originated
from chromosome 13 and represents chromosome-specific
alphoid repeat sequences. The alphoid repeat sequences of
the two probes were labeled with [a-3?PldATP (Amersham;
specific activity, 3000 Ci/mmol; 1 Ci = 37 GBq) by chain
extension on single-stranded recombinant M13 DNA using
sequencing primer (6). The double-stranded labeled inserts
were excised by EcoRI digestion and isolated by gel electro-
phoresis as described above. Specific activities of 3-5 x 108
cpm per ug of DNA were obtained.

Southern Blot. Southern blotting to nitrocellulose filters
(Schleicher & Schuell) was done essentially as described (13).
Hybridization, using 10% dextran sulfate (Pharmacia) (14),
was done in sealed plastic bags containing 1 X 10% cpm per
ml of hybridization buffer. In Fig. 1, the stringency of
hybridization corresponded to =~20% mismatch and was done
in6x SSC at 55.5°C (1x SSC = 0.15 M NaCl/0.015 M sodium
citrate, pH 7), with posthybridization washes in 1xX SSC at
54°C. In Fig. 2, the stringency of hybridization was raised and
done in 6x SSC at 75.5°C, with washes at 82°C in 1x SSC.
The filters were air-dried, placed in plastic bags against x-ray
films (Fuji) with an intensifying screen, and exposed at —70°C
for a few hours to several days.

RESULTS

Hybridization of the average alphoid probe (Fig. 1) to EcoRI
digests of DNA isolated from ThyB1-33-6, the hybrid with
only human chromosome 21, shows two prominent bands at
680 and 850 bp, with a lower level of hybridization to the
340-bp fragment and those of molecular sizes greater than 850
bp. Bands at these sizes and with the same relative intensities
of hybridization are also found in EcoRI digests of DNA from
PgMe25/9, the human chromosome 13-containing hybrid
cell, with some additional fragments of larger size also
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hybridizing. The 680- and 850-bp fragments on both human
chromosomes 13 and 21 also hybridize at high stringency the
tetrameric repeat derived from chromosome 13 (Fig. 2),
suggesting that these fragments carry closely homologous
alphoid sequences.

In contrast, the patterns of hybridization of the average
alphoid probe to Xba 1 fragments of DNA derived from
chromosomes 13 and 21 (Fig. 1) are clearly distinguishable,
and there is only limited hybridization of the chromosome
13-derived alphoid tetramer to Xba I fragments of 1020 and
1360 bp in common between chromosomes 13 and 22. It also
hybridizes to a Taq I fragment of 1870 bp that is held in
common between chromosomes 13 and 21 but is not found in
chromosome 22, and a Taq I fragment of 1360 bp that is
common to chromosomes 13 and 22 but is not present on
chromosome 21. Taken together, results from hybridizing
alphoid probes to Southern blots of these three chromosomes
suggest that there are two separate but related subfamilies.
One, the chromosome 21 subfamily, is shared by chromo-
somes 13 and 21, and the other, the chromosome 22 subfam-
ily, is shared by chromosomes 13 and 22.

Assignments based on hybrid cells need to be approached
with some caution because of the possibility for undetected
translocations and rearrangements of DN A sequences occur-
ring during the production of the hybrid cell clones. From the
point of view of the results reported here, the only hypothet-
ical chromosome rearrangement that could affect the inter-
pretation of the chromosome 13 and 21 comparisons would be
that which had specifically translocated a subset of human
chromosome 13 alphoid sequences into the human chromo-
some 21, which remains in the ThyB1-33-6 hybrid cell. This
is because all alphoid sequences disappear from the cell upon
loss of the human chromosome 21.

Potential artifacts resulting from undetected translocations
common to both PgMe25 hybrids are more likely since these
hybrid cells were subcloned from the same parent cell line.
For example, at first sight the 2.0 and 4.0-kilobase (kb)
BamHI bands found in the PgMe25 hybrids could represent
material derived from alphoid sequences originally present
on the human X chromosome (4, 5) and could have become
integrated into one of the mouse chromosomes. We feel that
this is probably not the case because the chromosome
13-derived alphoid probe will hybridize to the 2.0- and 4.0-kb
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FiG. 1. Hybridization of alphoid repeats
in Southern blots of various restriction en-
zyme digests of DNAs from three different
mouse-human hybrid cells: PgMe25/9,
ThyB1-33-6, and PgMe25/8, containing hu-
man chromosome 13, 21, or 22, respectively,
as the only human chromosome. Each lane
contained 15 ug of total genomic DNA di-
gested to completion with one or two restric-
tion enzymes, as indicated at the top of the
lane. Lanes A contained 1 ug of Xba I-
digested total genomic DNA from normal
human embryonic cells to serve as length
markers. Numbers on the right refer to
molecular size in bp. Hybridization was at
low stringency, allowing for 20% mismatch
(55.5°C in 6x SSC and wash at 54°C in 1X
SSC). The 32P-labeled probe was prepared
from a recombinant M13 clone (aRI-6) with
a sequence nearly identical to the average
alphoid repeat sequence. The letters at the
top of each lane indicate digestion of the
DNA with the following restriction en-
zymes: X, Xba 1; E, EcoRl; B, BamHI; T,
Taq 1. X+T and X+E indicate double diges-
tion with the corresponding restriction
enzymes.
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BamHI fragments present in both PgMe25 hybrids under
conditions in which there is no detectable hybridization to
fragments of this size in hybrid cells carrying only a single
human X chromosome (data not shown). Thus, although the
hybrid cells carrying chromosomes 13 and 22 have alphoid
repeats in BamHI fragments of the same size as those on the
human X chromosome, the sequence of the alphoid repeat
would appear to be sufficiently different from that on the X
chromosome to be distinguishable by hybridization at high
stringency, although it will cross-hybridize under conditions of
lower stringency. The presence of BamHI fragments of ~2.0
and 4.0 kb containing alphoid repeats on chromosome 13, and
cross homology of chromosome 13 and 21 alphoid sequences
with those of the X chromosome have been noted elsewhere
(15). Whatever the origin of the 2.0- and 4.0-kb BamHI
fragments, it is the EcoRI, Xba I, and Taq I fragments that
indicate homology of alphoid sequences between human chro-
mosomes 13 and 22 and these cannot derive from putative
contamination with X chromosome alphoid-repeat DNA since
equivalent digests of DNA from a single human X chromosome-
containing hybrid cell do not have fragments of the relevant
sizes that hybridize the alphoid probes (data not shown).

The fact that the three NOR-bearing chromosomes have
some fragments in common that hybridize the chromosome
13-derived tetramer at high stringency indicates the presence
of related repeats in all three chromosomes. To explore this
further, we have isolated and sequenced four tetramer (680
bp) units cloned at random from EcoRI digests of each of
chromosomes 13 and 21 and four dimers from each of two
hexamer fragments (1020 bp) picked at random from Xba I
digests of chromosome 22. The sequences in Fig. 3 show that
the EcoRI tetrameric fragments in chromosomes 13 and 21
are indistinguishable. Preliminary sequence data on cloned
680-bp alphoid repeats from another and independent isolate
of chromosome 13 indicate the presence of the same
tetrameric sequence. All the tetramers that were sequenced
consist of two closely related, but distinct, dimer units
containing both an Xba I (dimer I, 2’ monomer) and an EcoRI
(dimer II, 2’ monomer) restriction site. As shown in Fig. 1,
a double digestion of chromosome 21 DNA with these two
enzymes liberates alphoid homologous sequences in bands of
=510 and =340 bp expected on the basis of the tetrameric
sequences. This indicates that any fragment longer than 680
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L FiG. 2. Hybridization of alphoid repeats
in Southern blots of various restriction en-
zyme digests of DNA from four different
mouse-human cells: PgMe25/9, ThyB1-33-
6, PgMe25/8, and CI21 (6), containing hu-
man chromosome 13, 21, 22, or 7, respec-
tively, as the only human chromosome.
Each lane contained 15 ug of total genomic

~ —  —2720 DNAdigested to completion with the restric-
tion enzyme indicated by a letter at the top of

— —2040 the lane. Lane A contained 1 ug of EcoRI-
— —1870  (djgested total genomic DNA from normal
“ human embryonic fibroblasts to serve as

__ s _ 1360 length markers. Numbers on the right cor-
o 1190 respond to molecular size in bp. Hybridiza-
tion was at high stringency (at 75.5°C in 6Xx

— —1020  SSC with washes at 82°C in 1x SSC). The
— & —850 32P-labe'led probe was prepared from the
recombinant clone aRI(680),13-5 (Fig. 3),

— @ —e680 which contains alphoid repeat sequences

isolated from chromosome 13 and identical
to the sequence of the subfamily shared by
chromosomes 13 and 21. The letters at the
top of the lanes indicate digestion of the
DNA with the corresponding restriction en-
zyme (see legend to Fig. 1).

bp in either the EcoRI or Xba I digest may also contain
sequences related to these tetramers.

Fig. 3 also shows that the sequence of the 22-73 cloned
insert of the 1020-bp Xba I fragment of chromosome 22 differs
slightly from the 22-82 cloned insert. This shows that the two
original Xba I fragments may have been located in separate
domains, each containing a slightly different amplification
unit. Nevertheless, the sequences of these chromosome 22-
derived hexamer fragments are clearly related to the se-
quence of the tetramers derived from chromosomes 13 and 21
(=60% homology in subfamily-specific positions, see Fig. 3).

The sequence of the eight EcoRI tetramers from chromo-
somes 13 and 21 deviates from the average alphoid sequence
by =25%. Setting aside examples where at least two repeats
have the same changes in the same position (subgroups of the
subfamily), and counting the deletion of 4 bases (positions
84-87; clone 21-208,I-1) as one event, the extent of deviation
in non-subfamily characteristic positions is 0.3%. This com-
pares with 0.6% deviation among the 18 dimer members of
the chromosome 7 subfamily (6).

The majority of the alphoid repeats on chromosome 7 are
present in EcoRI fragments of 340, 680, and 1020 bp, but, as
shown in Fig. 2, these do not contain sequences that are
homologous to those of the EcoRI tetramers of chromosomes
13 and 21. Hybridization at moderate stringency (75.5°C in
6% SSC and wash at 74°C in 1 x SSC) showed the same results
(data not shown). When analyzing the significance of differ-
ent levels of hybridization between complex repeated se-
quences, it is sometimes difficult to distinguish between the
relative contributions from differing quantities and differing
degrees of homology. Nevertheless, considering the strin-
gency of hybridization used in Fig. 2, the faint band at =2.7
kb could indicate that small amounts of sequences similar to
that of the subfamily studied may be present in chromosome
7, and the faint ladder of bands in the EcoRI-digested total
genomic DNA also suggests that small amounts of a closely
related subfamily may be present in other parts of the
genome. If this is true, the concept of chromosome-specific
subfamilies would have to be modified accordingly.

DISCUSSION

From our data, it seems clear that the alphoid repeats studied
here conform to the general pattern of organization being
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1' monomer chromosome No. 13
10 20 30 4«0 50 60 70 8o 90 100 1o 120 130 140 150 160 170
av.oR! seq. AATTCTCAGT AACTTCCTTG TCTTGTGTGT ATTCAACTCA CAGAGTTGAA CGATCCTTTA CACAGAGCAG ACTTGAAACA CTCTTTTTGT GGAATTTGCA T T GAAATATCTT CCTATAGAAA CTAGACAGAA T
oRI(680), 13-5 1 C A *°T T*oC **AceC T GAT®®eCeeT **T 6T C®®G A®T®*C®°G® T***°Co*® *CGAG ®**" *#eTeCeTC **%GA®*A** T CoeoA G G
aRI(680), 13-74 I C A *°T T®°C **A®eceCeC T GAT®*eC®*T *°T 6T Ce*G AST®*CeG® TeoeseCoe® *CCAG*® S*OGAS*A®e T Coo*A G G
aRI(680), 13-206 1 T AT®eoCeeT T**6 6T T ASTe*C®*G* T C *EOGACSAS T Coe oA G G
oRI(680), 13-228 I T G SAT* T**G 6T T C ASTeeCe%G* T C! CA*GA®*A®® T CoooA ¢ G
oRI(680), 13-5 II eesspeTese eopspARCEeC G AT**GC**T *TT 'C CT*G! A*TGeC**G* ecee C GeeG Co oo G
aRI(680), 13-74 11 AT **A®AcCeC G AT®*GC**T *TT C 6T A°TGeC**G C C GoeeG Coo oA G
aRI(680), 13-206 11 eesepeaTese espepnCeeC G AT®*GC**T *TT C 6T ASTGoCo"G* ssesasCecs aGGAGes=se TeC*TT GeeeG c G
GRI(680), 13-228 II CCCo®eetep otstpsTass eapepecesC G CAT®*GC**T *TT C GTeGeoeee A*TGeC**G C *GGAGeee*" TSCOTT® ***GA®*A®*® *G***G Co®*A G
2' monomer chromosome No. 13
0 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 10 120 130 140 150 160 170
av.aRl seq. GATTCTCAGA AACTCCTTTG TGATGTGTGC GTTCAACTCA CAGAGTTTAA CCTTTCTITT CATAGAGCAG TTAGGAAACA CTCTGTTTGT AAAGTCTGCA AGTGGATATT CAGACCTCTT TGAGGCCTTC GTTGGAAACG GGATT-TCTT CATATTATG- CTAGACAGAA G
aRI1(680), 13-5 i G AAG T 66! C Go*6C T eeeey SGoAA TG**TAG®*C *A®T*AT ACA® A *COATAAT _tooee .
aRI(680), 13-74 I GooAAGeese T 66 c GoecC T T eGrARTeeTS TGO oTAGSC *ASTSAT®** *eosecessc eospspeeps saeCopsAR] Sosssncscs o
aRIC680), 13-206 1 G AG T ACessGeeas 66 GeegC T T GoARSeeT TG*STAGESC "ASTOAT*® #eesecssss Teopapeeps sasCoAsAR] Sesssceses o
GRI(680), 13-228 1 eesssscscs sesppgesss T AC*eeGeeps o6 c GoeGC T T SGOAASSSTS seassssese TGesTAGESC *AST*AT ASAssA® *eeCOASAAL Sseees .
Xbal
GRIC680), 13-6 11 C 16 T ACC®*GS*A® AG Goe oA Ass G T T GGoAAA®S*® ssecsssess TGEeTAGE®® GOSEeATSs SesssecCes SSapL.GOAL ~oas_ACAS. GossesseCe
aR1:680), 13-74 II C TGeeee T A GOOA® AGEoteoGe® SAsSeeCAR: G T T GGoAAA="* TG**TAG' G AT Ge® SIOAS-CRAR -G0S -ASAC- .
aRI(680), 13-206 11 C 6 AG G A A®® G T TC**TAG®** G SOAC-C°AA -A%AS- .
aRI(480}, 13-228 II eTGeene sescssssaT ACCHSC AG G A A®e G T TG *TAG** sesneseges .
EcoRI
1" menomer chromosome No. 21
10 20 30 4«0 50 60 70 80 90 100 1o 120 130 140 150 160 170
av.aR) seq. AATICTCAGT AACTTCCTTG TCTTGTGTGT ATTCAACTCA CAGAGTTGAA CGATCCTTTA CACAGAGCAG ACTTGAAACA CTCTTTTTGT GGAATTTGCA AGTGGAGATT TCAGCCGCTT TGAGGTCAAT GGTAGAATAG GAAATATCTT CCTATAGAAA CTAGACAGAA T
oRI(680), 21-208 1 C A “CTeseTesC espsccCesC T T €T A TeC*T*C T CeeeA G G
GRI(680), 21-368 I C A **T TeoC ®sAcesCeeC TesoA T 6T eeeToCeTC T CoooA 6 G
aRI(680), 21-437 I C A SeTeesTesC sepsseCesC T T GT C®G A®Te*C**¢* T C "CGAGe®ese cosTeCATEC seaGAReAss T CoeeA G G
aRI(680), 21-534 1 C A *eTeseTeeC T T L°28 CP®G ASTo*Co"G® Tee®=oCo®" *GGAG* """ T*C*T*C ®*°GA®*A** T CooeA 6! G
oRI(680), 21-208 I1 CCC A A°T A®AsCeeC G AT®*GC**T *TT**G***C GT*¢ A*TGoCo*G C *GGAGeeoe® eseTaCeTT® GA® A Ul CoeeA G
ORI(680), 21-368 II C°C A A*T A®A G AT®*GC**T *TT C GT*6 A*TGoC**G C: TOCOTT® *°°GA®eAs® sGeeeG CeeeA G
GRI(680), 21-437 11 CCCO®®®°%A *oocspsTrss sope G AT**GC**T *TT C 6T A*TGoC**G C Te*C*TT *CA® Ge*CG CoeoA G
ORI(680), 21-534 II CCCPe®®®%A *ecopcTece eupopeCecC 6 A SAT®*GC**T *TT C 6T ASTGeC®*G C: ToCOTT® ®*°GA®®A**® *Geesg! eeConepces G
2" monomer chromosome No. 21
10 20 30 «0 50 60 70 80 90 100 Mo 120 130 140 150 160 170
av.oRI seq. GATTCTCAGA AACTCCTTTG TGATGTGTGC GTTCAACTCA CAGAGTTTAA CCTTTCTTTT CATAGAGCAG TTAGGAAACA CTCTGTTTGT AAAGTCTGCA AGTGGATATT CAGACCTCTT TGAGGCCTIC GTTGGAAACG GGATT-TCTT CATATTATG- CTAGACAGAA G
GRI(680), 21-208 1 eAAGe® T ACeeeGeepe GG c GeGC T T SGOARSSITe seseascnns TGESTAGESC SASTSATS®® sescescece sospspespe SSeCOARAAL Sottossens o
GRI(680), 21-368 1 1 66 c GoesC T T SGEAASSSTA esessssece TGeeTAGHSC SASTEATSS® eeessssces seepepsape SSeCOATAR] Seees .
oRI(680), 21-437 1 T 66! 6eecC T T *GeAASSeT TG**TAG**C *A®T*AT A .
ORI(680), 21-534 1 T 66 G*e6C eer T SGeAASeTS TC**TAG®*C *A®T*AT SOCASASEpS seeCeATAAT o -
QGRI(680), 21-208 I1 C*°G 16 T AG G A A*® G T T GG AAAC e eesess TCH°TAG"" .
aRI(680), 21-368 11 16 T ACC®®G°CA® AG' 6 A A®® G A TT T T GGoAAAS e TGOSTAC®®® GeseoATe e .
aR1(680), 21-437 II C T6! T ACC®*G**A® AG' G A A®® G T T GG AAASC e TGO*TAG®** G* \Tee® .
aRI(680), 21-534 I1 C TG T ACC**G*CA® AG ¢ A A®® G TT T GGoAAA® == TGO TAG®*® Go***AT"* ®SS-ASAS- GuesesssCe o
1' monomer chromosome No. 22
10 20 30 4«0 50 60 70 80 90 100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170
av.oRl seq. AATTCTCAGT AACTTCCTTG TGTTGTGIGY ATTCAACTCA CAGAGTTGAA CGATCCTTTA CACAGAGCAG ACTTGAAACA CTCTTTTTGT GGAATTTGCA AGTGGAGATT TCAGCCGCTT TGAGGTCAAT GGTAGAATAG GAAATATCTT CCTATAGAAA CTAGACAGAA T
axI(19201,22-73 1 C A GeTC! AsesCesC G CAT®GOCo*T oCT®eescte (Tececese; esccncnces paTe oeveseCGee SeGrARG SSCATC®® "UCGAT®A** °G CCe*C**G A G
ax1(1020),22-73 I1 Ce*C A T A C 6 AT Co*T *6T°C T C AT . A®C*** AGGA®A** SCessesTee CCtGAGTATT CAASScpcee G
aX1(1020),22-82 I  C***T*G**A T*¢ A ] CT*T T G°TT T G Ase eseeseTass SGGAGTeee® senssCeTes G**GA C® ®AC®A®A®e* G 9
aXI(1020),22-82 11 C**®**G*"A ***GG°I*** *IC c C CT*T T G*TT T T*C *6 Te** *GGAGA®*C* **G**C*T seeGeetAte G
2' monomer chromosome No. 22
10 20 30 «0 50 60 70 a0 90 100 10 120 130 140 150 160 170
av.aRl seq. GATTCTCAGA AACTCCTTTG TGATGTGTGC GTTCAACTCA CAGAGTTTAA CCTTTCTTIT CATAGAGCAG TTAGGAAACA CTCTGTTTGT ARAGTCTGCA AGTGGATATT CAGACCTCTT TGAGGCCTTC GTTGGAAACG GGATT-TCTT CATATTATG- CTAGACAGAA G
ox1(1020),22-73 1 C 6T 16 T ACeeececAs G T°C TT T * *GeA G **G TG**TAGA®® °C***AT ReA A®AAT ®oC .
aX1(1020),22-73 11 C T T6! A A AC®®eGeeAe sesesgecGe T € CcT A® SA®eT TG*A C TG**TAGA®® ***A®AT*** ACA ®eesSCoAAT .
ax1¢1020),22-82 I o ssssesTope Ge* A A®® GeoTT T *°*TTT TG**GC G A® -ASSeA *TC®*A®AAA .
ox101020),22-82 11 C G T C A AsA G Ge*T*T TT *GooGGA**" AG A TGG®CA®AAT G .
Taql or Xbal

Fic. 3. Nucleotide sequences of alphoid repeat sequences from the human chromosomes 13, 21, and 22. Four tetrameric a-repeat units
[aR1(680),13-5, -74, -206, -228, and aRI(680),21-208, -368, -437, -534, respectively] were isolated from EcoRI digests of chromosomes 13 and 21 by
excision of the 680-bp EcoRI bands (see Fig. 1) and cloned in phage M13. Each tetramer consisted of two dimers (I and II) and, by using the
dideoxy-chain-termination method of sequencing, the complete sequence was obtained by sequencing one dimer from each enc of the tetramer.
Asterisks indicate identical nucleotides, and a dash (—) indicates a deletion of a nucleotide relative to an average alphoid repeat sequence (12). The
characteristic EcoRlI site in the average sequence, which is normally used as endpoints of the alphoid repeat dimer (6), is absent because of a point
mutation at position 1, changing A to C. A new EcoRlI site in the tetrameric sequence has arisen in the second dimer (II) at positions 141-148 by a
point mutation at position 144, changing T to A. To facilitate comparison of these sequences with that of the average alphoid sequence, the sequences
derived here have therefore been rearranged and aligned with the average EcoRI dimer. Similarly, two hexameric alphoid repeat units [«X1(1020),
22-73 and -82] were isolated from the 1020-bp Xba I band of chromosome 22 (see Fig. 1) and cloned. Under the cloning procedure in phage M13, the
1020-bp insert in clone aX1(1020), 22-82 suffered a deletion of 90 bp. The clones were sequenced from both ends to obtain the sequences of the four
dimers shown in the figure.
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built up for alphoid DNA; namely, large amplification units
composed of a fixed order of several different but related
smaller repeat units. Such an organization requires that the
sequences in families of repeats are maintained closely
similar by a process termed homogenization, suggested to be
mediated by unequal crossing-over or mechanisms akin to
gene conversion (16, 17). Counteracting this movement to
homogeneity are the effects of sequence divergence brought
about by normal mechanisms of random mutation. There
must also be rare events that bring about occasional disper-
sion of subfamilies of repeats between two or more nonho-
mologous chromosomes. Each of these processes operates in
dynamic organisms within fluid populations and thus might
be expected to have very different effects, depending on the
precise biological and temporal contexts in which they occur.

It is possible to imagine several possible ways in which
identical tetrameric alphoid sequences came to be present on
chromosomes 13 and 21, but we will consider only three.
Firstly, by chance, independent homogenization processes
could have resulted in identical sequences evolving in these
blocks of alphoid DNA. Secondly, homogenization pro-
cesses could be operating between different homologues to
prevent divergence of blocks of alphoid DNA. Thirdly,
following homogenization of one chromosome, a portion of a
subfamily could have been transferred between nonhomol-
ogous chromosomes by recombination. If this hypothetical
recombination event had happened recently in evolutionary
time, any independent homogenization processes operating
on the two blocks of alphoid DNA, now separated on
different chromosomes, may not have had sufficient time to
cause the isolated sequences to diverge. Although our data do
not allow an unequivocal distinction between these possibil-
ities, we feel the last option best fits the available data.

The Southern blots in Fig. 2 show that, although the
sequences of the cloned tetramers from chromosomes 13 and
21 are identical, the overall structures of the amplification
units in these two chromosomes cannot be absolutely iden-
tical. This is because the patterns of hybridization to EcoRI
fragments of > 680 bp from the two chromosomes differ.
Thus, if the explanation of the near identity lies in the
translocation of a portion of an alphoid subfamily from either
chromosome 13 to chromosome 21, or vice versa, the
translocated portion could not have been identical to the
portion left behind, or the separated portions may have begun
to diverge.

In contrast to the close homology of alphoid DNA between
chromosomes 13 and 21, chromosomes 22 and 21 appear
quite distinct. None of the four different dimer sequences
found in chromosome 22 can be present in chromosome 21,
as none of the chromosome 22-derived dimers contained
restriction sites with positions characteristic of those found
on all the fragments from chromosome 21. In addition, stringent
hybridization of the chromosome 22 1020-bp Xba I fragment to
blots of chromosome 21 DNA detects no alphoid DN A (data not
shown). However, chromosome 22 is related to chromosome 13
by the observation that about one-half of the alphoid DNA on
chromosome 22 is closely homologous to about one-half the
alphoid DNA on chromosome 13 and would appear to form a
chromosome 13/22 subfamily, which is related to, but distinct
from, the chromosome 13/21 subfamily. If chromosome
translocations are the basis for between-chromosome similar-
ities, the chromosome 13/22 homology must represent a sep-
arate, and earlier, recombination.

The only way to explain these results on the basis of in situ
homogenization processes would be to postulate that homog-
enization can occur between each of two different blocks of
alphoid DNA on the same chromosome (2) independently’’
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with blocks of alphoid DNA on different chromosomes (21
and 22). We feel that ‘“‘cross-talk’ between the different
NOR-bearing chromosomes may occur at a higher frequency
than for other chromosomes, but not selectively so. For
example, Robertsonian translocations are not especially
frequent between chromosomes 13 and 21, being of the same
frequency as those between chromosomes 13 and 22 and
between chromosomes 21 and 22 (18, 19). Our data suggest
that homogenization occurs predominantly on different
homologues, establishing independently chromosome-spe-
cific subfamilies with different characteristic lengths of se-
quence register (6, 20). The chromosome 13/21 subfamily of
alphoid repeats has 0.3% deviation among the different
tetrameric sequences. Assuming a drift of =0.13% per million
years for neutral mutations in hominids (2, 21), this would
mean that the subfamily was amplified some 2.3 million years
ago, presumably on either chromosome 13 or chromosome
21. Occasional exchanges between nonhomologues must
occur, at least in the NOR-bearing chromosomes studied
here, to ensure some homogenization between nonhomo-
logues. The fact that the alphoid repeats on chromosome 13
are indistinguishable from those on chromosome 21 would
suggest that the transfer of alphoid sequences between these
two chromosomes has occurred very recently in the evolu-
tion of the hominid line.
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