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Cis-regulatory mechanisms and biological effects of translation
elongation
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Abstract: Proteins are biological macromolecules essential for cells to maintain their metabolic activities. Proteins are
synthesized during translation elongation, a synergistic process in which ribosomes decode the genetic information
transmitted in mRNA, using tRNA. Numerous human diseases, such as neurodegenerative diseases and cancers, are known
to be related to abnormal translation elongation. Translation elongation, as one of the two critical steps for the central
dogma, used to be the focus of research in molecular biology. However, limitations in methodology had hindered further
investigations on the dynamic process of translation elongation and its regulation. Recently, breakthroughs in methodology
have revived this research field. Studies in the past decade or so have revealed that, beyond simple decoding of genetic
information in MRNA, translation elongation entails sophisticated regulatory mechanisms and multifaceted biological
consequences; such insights have provided a novel theoretical framework for understanding the maintenance of protein
homeostasis and the development of diseases. In this review, we summarize the most updated methods that can be used to
investigate the processes of translation elongation and highlight the mechanisms by which mRNA and protein sequences
modulate the local rate of translation elongation. We further enumerate the consequences of dysregulation in translation
elongation, from various aspects such as mRNA stability, protein synthesis and degradation, protein subcellular localization,
and co-translational protein folding. We anticipate that this review will serve to draw the attention of scholars in various

research fields to participate in the study of translation elongation.

Keywords: translation elongation; ribosome; ribo-seq; co-translational protein folding; codon usage bias; RNA

secondary structure; nascent polypeptide
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MIDIRER) FEIATH o AR N BT A B AR AR 2
PMEME RNA (MRNA)E 8% 15 B Y 28 1A d 1o 42 h
A, X — o BB FR A BIPE (translation) . BHPE
RS T Y EBRRANSR, 3 (i EEBl
% Holley . Khorana #l Nirenberg FE1 % = B AR
PR % % (codon) AR ¢ T-/E T 1968 4F3K715 1 i U
IR R

B s 4 N APPR: R LA (initiation) |
FEfifi (elongation) . X [| (termination)F4% B A1 21 F]
Hi(recycling) o, FFA G54 A LOEBEIA R 2 —
% MRNA FA7ER] G B R iy 3 20 A
U 2| EPRE 4 T . Shine-Dalgarno (SD)F51
2T RS . SRR IR R, BHIRE

fii——AZ A DN mRNA 19 535 51| 33 2 ) % 21 (14 |7
AE R = IR T TR 25 05— I A 2 A A Sy 2 B 18 7 41
1) 3k R ——[FI A 52 2I0KG 240 EL™ A A R 42 . BRI
(957 1R 1 & mRNA Y R | 158 00 28 11 507 44
SE AT B LA S B R A AR A SR 4P R R
MR R B S AE R IIRedERy, MR EoR Xt
S E MM X Qe RZi A 1E (fragile X syndro-
me) . 4B 1710 (neurodegenerative diseases) fil
SR AE N B0 22 Fh NP I 22 28 A 6D

PR AT i i B AT DA 3 Ml e (L)Y
S FE—FER AT mMRNA F A =B T 9k
532 RNA (tRNA) I (1) 2 L% 5T (anticodon) AT iR 51 ;
(kA Bt BE——0 1% tRNA L3 0 2 L iR %
LRI ISR S, RIB R S R AR s s (3
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Fig. 1 Schematic of the translation elongation cycle

Si—2 . S5A RSN T GTP BYBHIRLE M N T EF-L(EF-TU)EH A BE (RNA (aa-tRNA)SEAREA A {37 5 2547 % 65 7 B X
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BREA: . B=2 BT BRI mRNA (Y 32— B0, IR K % B3 i A7 EF-2(EF-G) BT 19 GTP 4 i
HERE R, MR E ZV1R14 . ElHF Biorender.com,
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F W] MRNA A (7] DX Fr) fige A5 3 B8 - ANEE , AR
IR S AR AEAZ R TE mRNA R (o7 8 1) 5 1918
(pause)#t 2 ik (stall) S5 F, 5 /R 35 BH I AE (1 A
ZE T R IS ACSCK AR R
PN AW "2 00 3 A BE A 27 Bl 1 45
Sy TR

1.1 iR SRR

RS Ry 1) i BT S F 9 B i e Y T 2 T B

FEALHE X L AR AT (X-ray crystallography) .
% 5 38 3% I %2 ¥ (nuclear magnetic resonance
[NMR] spectroscopy) LA J ¥ ¥ L #5 $2 K (cryogenic
electron microscopy, cryo-EM) 3 K35, X 52k i A i
Bk 3145 BB A 45 40 20 W R A% 1 (2.0~3.5A)°, Jf:
FLH R P T B0 2 M 3G & A 1 1 45 4 g i 81,
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FI B9 Yonath DL X 5 4R fib AR i B ik kg Ltk 4 A% 0
PRESFRE T ARAT T DURAA Y . X 4R b AR g pr
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PRAE A PR A e — Se e s AN AR I Th RIS 42,
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TR AR WE R S5 R 1Y 4T S PR AR AT . AR P
I 5 5, T Ko A A A 5 e Vi 3 A IR 1) 5 4
B 12U . RAY Nygaard 25 M5 i [# 4%
NMR J7 8 7 KA I (Escherichia coli) e # 4%
WER A2 2 A F A BEARE T, (A R 250G
UL NMR & X R 649 K/ R BR T 500 kDa JE 4,
A R LSt A 58 8 1Y ISR A OME K (2000 kDa) 5 B %
WA (3200 kDa)Zi#) . feilt 10 4Fk, FRBER AR %
e, VURHBBEX AL R e & X
SR AR AT A I S B2 (R 2A) . B VR AR
THEE R, AT R A FUIR SR Y 5% 5T 1k Ay
fE5 B B p BRSOt , 7RIS A%bE
TR B CH 5 P SE Af R - 250 L R AL A5 ) B 454
b, AT R b e A A A
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ANBIIRAR ZR | AR R AL TR AR P T BT A ALy,
I ELAT A as i P TR A 2R sl e X B A 2R B
YIHEAThRC A BE I 38 I A I 22 B T A AR
F A, oI LA hI R 2, o i 4 B R R ik
819 il hn Wohlgemuth 2529 T BF5E ANl
IR PR FE B UK %, FAE B R R
FA T BERS 55 2 (puromycin) (&l 2B). WA 7S 2 0] L
YE R BE (RNA R ARBER A S S50 F P
A7 15 10 JUR A A A AR KRR 1 R AR AR RO, A R
ST 26 1k BRI S A I RE BRI S W o A O AR I
WA B 2 VA A RS 3000 A o S TR 5 W4 5 R T
TR ) R R R, R I R TE B AL R e B 1 O
TE R A (AR = KER) > WEmR >
278 > (RNAMR = WEAR) > RELAR >> [
R -

1.3 HREEE®RNZE

fift N A Y i 45 JE R38R, B R A 31
A E R e AL, AT DL S A e 2R
1) 22 3R AR PAG B4 A5 5% T B RE B A A 52w 451
u, Chu Z5PR DO Z i (luciferase) it i R 48, Wi
A B4 e 547 A B 3 K SO 3R i (firefly-luciferase)
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NS B F W) IR T ¢ 6 ZE il (renilla-luciferase) £ 4 4
Zx, I PR EOGAF S i B HE I R A D
B0 X 16 S A 3R S )
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FUHT AR IR, AR A )0 [ N R 22 10 sk B PR A
Mg HEREE2] 0 fldn, Yan 25305 ok 4 dh ) BEL b
VERGS, RGBT R N N mRNA B A
PECHRIC IR B, 2850 H BRI 2k 25 B
PRAEARERPL , X mRNA P &k, W] DLk
— RS B R AE e R p IS 4 P &R (K] 2C). %
J7 ik HET YR BRAMEAE T HOE B T — R R
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Fig. 2 Methods for understanding translation elongation
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&, KT Biorender.com,

FEZEAIEEY, MR lmEEitR P,
1.4 1ZHEMENITN FF (ribo-seq)ik

T 4 3 R A Y FEUE 52 R R % mT DLl 3 ribo-seq
B, FLTE 20 4 60 AR, Steitz V& i it
P RE M FE SO i B OBE AR 45 5 8B oy B OB K
-mRNA & & W55 H A (polysome profiling), FH
TG mMRNA B FIPERAS . PR il Y R
A HAE & &, polysome profiling $7 AR 5 R ARA I ¥
FARWA DE5A A T ribo-seq FEAR ., HEIAR
F RNA b B HE R S mRNA E &Y, KBk
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T e 3 O ) SCEE AR A 845 B H (& 2D).
ZF AR AT DL S0 B — Bf 2 48 B o8 T A e SR A A%
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B BBEIL B 3 BT IR, A A R B IR B S e
W A AE 5T ek 2L A AR S A #. B ribo-seq

F AR SN, Pelechano 252814 37 () 5SPSeq £ ARt i] LATE
FABEIE AT HER T il AR AR B SR X
—HARMIFEILT mRNA FhBIERE 0 5 i ——
mRNA 7& 5L IE Gt 5'/MIEE A 5% 2 35341
SEREAR , th T MR T B AE R, 5" il
SR IE AR AT IR T — 56 B R (R AZ M AR A 7 8 HL A 1)
. DG, XTJCHE mRNA B 5 s A7 I B Al
PAFIX LA B A5 R . R Al R EORE
Sy S A3 S o Yok RG] 5% A e R U R 0
g%&[zgﬁo]o

UG — > L PR P ) 7B 0% A e R T 25 5, DU
A VA L 122 KB 5 A T8 S AR ) X1 454 X
o RZ, QnARA I SRR AR A I B gt X L
HER, U IZ X B A 7E B A A R . AR X
—JEH, laT ribo-seq SEH LA KSR SIS AT T LA
T A g5 1 o BB i — 2 (0 TAREE S ribo-
seq B B Tk, AT L 2R Gk b ARG B 1R 4 i1 5R
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i IR 42 R 2R, O O T T A5 61 A2 A 24
FEFR 1 A T 45 [ B0 f Ay e g B2

T BRI RS, AT B AR A A
R TE mMRNA _EiE— 20 e, AT 2 A%
AR 2 JBCH X750 o A 3R A e o) o) ) —— il £
fii] (cycloheximide) . . i Fiit i /% £J: (Saccharomyces
cerevisiae) ¥ ribo-seq S5 i H A £ 20 A 5 R TR
WifE =R F I E A B, RER g, FikE
T P R 2 TR R Ak B AN R 56 4 B L R R A e g AR
11 52 XA R B 5 7= AR AN R A AR T, AT 2
N FEE i 3 0 12234 R, RG] ribo-seq #F
5 TR O A 3R s T 7 L a4 i 5 £ T
FEER N AL E .

MG R A B R A e, AR
T X 8 0B A P A AR B B AN, AT e L R A il
1# (ribosome collision)FF-7E mRNA & i H3 Bk i AL
R REE . THIL, iS5 K mT LUEE Sy e S5 b S ik ikl
PRAEGRM S kA . BT —ML, —2eif5E
TAEEE iE ribo-seq SLHRIR R, HEIL T EREOOUL
WA (disome) K 2 A disome-seq (& 2D), Fl
Ty i 7E A0 B P A 31 T B A R I (A S . il
TE e 2 55 5 R T 22 52 IR A 5 97 3 v AR KA KB AT T
W, FTTE St 5 E IR 5 22 2 R 1 4% i b W5 31 R
R ISR R AR A AR TR, MR R Y 41
FARRAE AN I, AT 7E S i 2H 20 1R 19 2% 5 1 4b W
251 S U A A5 5 0

ribo-seq AI LA H] T B 5% [] — 25 PR AN [] DX 358 ) 8
PRAEAHOR | BRI I — J7 WA AE R FEAS [R) 56 5 ) %
FEA ORI 23 R, R BE, AFEEE oA
(o3 A B T pR A R, 52 3 B 4 B
RS o FEIMEARE R, 7ETHE s il
% MRNA 7KF 13— A I AN BEffpe i A [al i, A
ribo-seq U4 4R 43 13 R U 3 30 0 A el R A O
B AR —E WM, BRI A e 5 TR

TSR Tk R G M LA A (] i DAL B R R S i R

4, Ingolia Z5EU7E /N BL(Mus musculus) 4 R G T4
L5 R V8 R A 0 T TR R A 0 ) ) D LA L BT AR A
7E mRNA FRYFRFELRE GG, 7525 09 24> I ] 5504331
HEAT ribo-seq 43T, T 3 00 AZOBE AR BT B [
YA MRNA - AR R E R Al B3 B PR S i 3 it
Hh, Bt ribo-seq 5 ARG A4 AT AL BB AR

I, HE T (] 32 B T R A o 2 T

5t X R sz X PR 340 % B 5 A2 e A B B ) R AR
Mo T 2 R T A A 7 BT small
RNAD A28 3 F 3% SiE A %) 3 45 V6 ) © A B PR 40
gifitie, TFICEEMNMATTAAE S L, HEAN
2 MRNA 5 Z LR 51 %] 135 2k A TR 0 s L

2.1 mRNA FF 3 X 80iF EMa R ER
2.1.1 B SUE BTk A 305 1A 49 A 42 4F A

ERZEAEYF, 20 FhE R H 61 M+
it Hrp, 18 B EERR AN 1k —Fh B i il
AT Gt B 7] — 22 2 1 S () 288 R S [) S %85
F(synonymous codon). #F5EKFL, ARHFhZE
(] — A4 ol ) AN ) 35 R 22 1) DA B[] — 4> 5 P A A [
DX 38 =2 ], ) S A T PR A S5 b 17 A 2 S 1900
— ™ R 21 PR PR 22 ] [ S A 25 S R R B
G TR A HEA 0 i 47 (codon usage bias)“®*71,
o % T8 5 DR ) ol P 1% 1) S %86 R~ 9 Ay D 2%
fh ¥ (preferred codon), FoAth i i Ak o i A3 %5 5 1
(rare codon),

W RGS S TR, e
AR i 452 ) L AT B 0 A e o T 9 i LA
Ikemura 1R I — Uk 2 38 A fh 47 25 1+ L
7 T P R A R (] 3A), DR LR AR T A%
PR GE ARV 2 “HeR” B H, 7E4l
i H i - % A - 38 6 N B AR R A [A] T. tRNA
(cognate tRNA), i PR 51 i A1 2 % 19 [F] T tRNA I
5 DUBCBAR B A B B2 SRR A 0 1 B A%
PR A 7S, T ) 2 Bk tRNA 7541 i
TR EEAR , A% AT 248 2% T A IR 1H] A BE 52 B tRNA
PN SR, BRI, FRA B B AR R
FiE Aif i R %1

Curran I Yarus®415 b i3 14 lacz Fl RF-2 43
[Fi) E il 5 S PR R A R A T 29 1 YNIN(NARER AL
C. G, TWUMmFEZ—, Y ftF CuH T)HEB TR
WA . RE-2 [ R N B AF7E 3 3 7 9 (slippery
sequence), AJ LU ABEIR LA — 2 Bk S8 755 22 6
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Fig. 3 Regulatory mechanisms and biological effects of translation elongation
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C: JKHEG A X B AR A . ZHERR P LA 5 PTC WAL AR IS RS 5 83 . D B AR IKEE 3 51 %o B 28 42 Ao g 81 4
B A SR P 9 TS 5 AR A UK TR A R A B AR . B BOBAOCHR 1Y 2 1 B BRI (RQC) . i T IR AE i e
1E B B SUZOBE R T B E3 T FER M I AT IZ AL, T T R AR /NI B AR 25 F RQC 3 72, 1£ RQC i fErh, TR e
BRSO M 6 v B30 A JIRBE 7 E3 3428 Ltnl 1 Racl & A AR T 9oz R Bthic F. AETTEEVEREE(NGD)., AT EE-U) ) &R
BRI LE 5 AL ) mRNA 741, FRARH mRNA R BB . G JA A I BTA G A . B3 i Y 9 4 (AN ) SO 85— 1 8 1)
MHE ARG REE R A EEY ., H: W mRNA BUEME . A A% T 1 mRNA il T BA AR RE . 1. P38 A B
JHLRE A o 3 A R 1 s i 14 £ 57 71 (6 02 402 B3 ) W 28 5 1 1 R R 45 2 I 0 G 54545 JOR AP0 PR = 114 245 -5 T 5 B0 1900 1) . 400 o e Az
Jo VR AT BT & . 5] SCB D 00 R mRNA S8 W 5E R 0 R R R R AR AT S . 4, BRI
P45 53 A I 1 45 & T DUR B AR 1 B S ST . B T Biorender.com,,

KA PR FAS A 1S . Curran 1 Yarus $4iZ 4 8
(23 MAREE) FliEiEdE YNN i1, JREIARHA
lacz JEH M L. RAA MTERMBESFs) LR E R 3
i Y BB S AZ A AR RS T I, lacz BER A LR IE AR Y
T A r RHIE o T AN A R B M AR 1 RS A 152
A B S ) N DL — 52 R & A, S IEH A B
PRAE AL 5w G o PR, 5 2505 F YNIN Bl st U1
MBSO R 2 K, 3R lacz k=t UisE
FEH; MET YNNG, W& A AR
AR BT, A B IE Y lacZ . flf]
S B AR - B ) B R R TR A,

HZ W 2Z [Al R 48 22 5 7T =3k 25 1% . Serensen
255N, % BUAE NacZ FE IR PN 37 A D g 2 A - A6 00 591 1

Bl A R LU AR AR S T IR 6 £, %
TR ERE, DRI T B R,
egeitef ek st e HERR mRNA 254 | pldk
GC Fa LU LR PSS T &K . il X} ribo-seq
B AT 43 B AT LA DA TR B A 9 35 PR v 0 4 2 T
A7 i 4 ) TR0 38 2B Ao ) S P VR FH o Qian ZEBB2F 1) T
MR ribo-seq FiH v A2 A T BH R LE (R 1Y
e, KRBT R SCEHF5E T tRNA 1P 5
ALk A% OB AR 1% PR) 2 20 PR AR ) B P
B o AR B 5 2 B T 005 8 Ty SR 5
K R 25 (flash frozen) =4 Y ribo-seq % s P 1
SCRET R B R 5 2 SR —— R 4 A T
F14) o8 FH AT 12 i BRI B AR o R, [) SL 288 X R 2R
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SE {424 ) B2 M AEL L AT SR A7 AE S T L2 34500,
212 mRNA =28 25 A 3035 3E A 69 R 42 4F A

RNA 245 M 245 RNA 43138 o B 3k B 4 AC
S B 22 28 (stem loop) B 1% 45 (pseudoknot) %5 4%
¥ o 52 F mRNA 5 -UTR [X ) 4% 4% k6 v LABEL RS2 b
PR/ X R 2 B - 43, AL T 3-UTR XY
TGRESH N AT RE S5 /N RNA A5 B B i 57581
T EIPRAE i FEIEAE GTP rh s RERE MRS Y fE &
T2 BN A A B HL 25 A B 1 AT LA BT P
T X 1Y mRNA — 25409,

SR, — e 438 R T g f X HY mRNA —
QA5 k] Be HA B 0N (181 3B), filan,
PR e ASHL 5 DR 4 i 78] 4 52 e R 6 114 7 3% TR
T, % AR 2 A AT T 4
BEANAL Y, SR R X b B 1 ST A AR P A7 2
ASHL Zifis X i) mRNA 245 i % 3 R F-HF
20 5 SR A B B S BRAGOY, AN, BTl
TR ARG AR BHATE MRNA R 8h R A 45 R
R, FARE M) mMRNA 2540 mT DL B0 R A 4
A28 BT ribo-seq 4 3 A HOHE 4 BT 4 5 )
s, LR ARA TTAR ) mRNA 2 4545 X 4k fif
SRR A ok B BT L Rk S s T A
TR B mRNA 5, AT LU o [ G R o A fif ik
R R BR AERPECT B AR
MRNA G50 ) 47 E T G i B 11 0 45 44 1 i) 122
2 X (protein domain junction) &% G J% IX (disordered
region)®> % it Tang 4E L B, Y RME AT
HE 2 XSG DI, A AR 25 mRNA 2454
TV, B AE IREE A T A A B ) S AR RS R
B IERIT S

R, mRNA "5 W 51 s F 9%
X YA AT A mRNA ZEIR SR 454 —
PGB I 2 B AE L B AR I shP o X, IF
PR A — 2 MR A I DX A AR I RS 7 132
A A48 35T 1) TS A A ol 20 9 R 0 % R A A
[ 2 B BRSSP, I, R
T T 1 FH A IR A 35 DR 201 5 e o 22 2 1) 2 1 0,
5 208 6 fiti % (COVID-19) £ 1% 14 38 76 %% 7 (SARS-
CoV-2), 7 A —~FF jik b 2 HE (ORF Lab) H i A7 7
— ARV RS RS 07 5 07, DA R %

[H 25 A% ) ppLa AT pplb P B2 ik B4 371 H -l L e b
WA G R 76 A S EAZ A W i R A A e
VA R B (o7 B TR 0808 R & IS — £
FERB T —26 mRNA 2055 kX B 1% 4 A (1 30 7
YEH .

{EBA WFIE 45 146 R 28 mRNA 4514 %t
B R AE (1 52 ) T REAC S o N, KA AT B 0 A
N MRNA Z 225 1% 734 iR, mRNA 454
Xof PR PR A FALPAUR BR T B PR ah A, X
B 2 (R LT B A 5 O S i Ak T K R
(Oryza sativa)fy) mRNA 245445 ribo-seq i [ 1
FEBE AT 45 R W], mRNA 2045 kg i ik 75 5 4
75 T BIRAKEAE Ak G 3 4 U0 Beaudoin 25:0%
FEERM T AR BB B R
AR IATE T mRNA B9 2258, ik mRNA —%%
SERHE T T RBER G B A AR . R AT 45 R
17 & 2 A 3758 mRNA 2045 b 78 B PRSE A i 8 ep
MR PE T RE ATk B, A AL iR A i — 2P
05 2 TRt 8

22 SEBRFFIIXHEFEEMEREIER

Bk mRNA JF5I51, 5L 5 — TR A
A LA P A SR 22 R 1 K BT B LA B Ao
% B AR JIK B i ) T 38 (exit tunnel) PN B 3T AR IR B
Bl I AR B A R ) R

221  RREETYS ARk F A £0 35 AEAb 4 A 4545 A

F T 35 PR ) B %) 2 () 235 4 AL 2 1 R A A 22
5, HOE BUREE R R A R R (B 3C). 2R 2
20 Ffr A= W 1k 32 B R P R ON RRIR 1 — B, HEE
(-NH,) 5 M55 55 A J5 A AE AR W 2k (-NH-) 4544, Ltk
HER U 2 R . X AR A TR AR A {7
AL IA R BT B 55 2 AR PO, A A
SO A T EBE-tRNA AU I AZRAR S A0 i — 20 i
N, TR R AE R I W e KL FE B il b o0 (peptidyl
transferase center, PTC)P &b T AF 1) 23 [a] fiz #1731,
BEAh, ARFNEZS 7 B AR TR P {37 s kb
P4 i 2 5 A RIS B A 55 (R ARl T i 2 R B
JE BT B A 55 (IR 2 55 2 A, 24 R B o B
Xt 0 P ol 4 A 1 P I g A g 4700

BRAGEFRAL, 55— 400 AT DA R A R S T ik
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R E R HZMREY ., KB N ribo-seq 45
WoRE S H AR I =KL A o B B i
PRAEm IR AT, tedh, xt/NEL ribo-seq K Y
SRR, TEEMHA P AL EENAIERY, H
FR BRI AR Z 585 =, W T HO R PE 1
i I 1 Y

2.2.2  FARKEE P A EEF AR a9 R = A R

EL A JOR B AR S0 ) 2 ik I 1o 3o 5 A AR IO T T 7%
T DX 318 AR EL AR P A 400 ) B 28 S A, o A 2
A U P ) JU) T LA e A B A O i L 3 4 A
AT TR I B A A2 1 8 % (1] 3D)(°52)

UK i 14 308 T AW A BSR4 P A — B
PR A TE A5, A A R AL B A N AR IR A — B

Horb AR /NI DX BB PRV B A8 B (constriction site)

5T A S AT 38 3k LA 45 R i A B A 3 3 T 41
il BHPEAE A 5 AN AE— A8 2 A5 B9 40 R 4
SecM EHM & —BK R 17 NEIEMAY FPOXXX-

XWIXXXXGIRAGP (X 113 7 48 1) 42 L 18 7 5181

U 30 A Sy 3 A A 3 3 A% W R 1 K % i o 3 3
LSBT , e G (FHRAE P LA A
BB ER S| & mRNA a5 niEE, R
i secA JE K AR SRS T 25 B0 P ) BH PR A BA 007 o5 [H I 22
FEicke, Mmfedt SecA A MA RS, EZJE N
WFFEH, ASOR 22 (1 20 TR 22 K7 31 4 e Bk 6 4
BT SR . BN, 3 I s A% 0 e ) O v
FXXYXIWPP £ JIK B ¢ 46 %2 Sy 0 155 28 foft (%) 410 ) £
ST S A BT, — RAIFEE R4l
FRARROSTE B0 A e A B e B LA 40 ) 0 3 S A 1Y
PR,

A UL A TA A AW 174 JOR B o 14 30 2 i
AR BHIRAE M A . A R o, IREE S
A PAYRE 4 3 R A OR ST, A I A e A
(191 K 2 T R0 TR ) 1 A A 3 et A 97 i ) O
SE G A A DR R T A SRR AR VR A L AR TR
BER B SEMEE fidn, 3T 4314 K (molecular tape
measure) (ARSI LG B, 15 % Sk SRR B = R 1Y
JURABE 7 5 4308 5 B i 0 2 R T | R A AT
1520880 R T B TR T R ) A P S 4 SR R
TESEC R TS HE R 5/ A DX 37 A T 258 1 i 4 1R
T (AAG B AAA) T I 25T I 4f 4 5L DA Y 2 1 5

A IR, e LN /K |, Charneski AT Hurst!*
XHERE EERE ribo-seq KUHE AU W, B IREE
{14 11 P i 22 356 R e 2 R (A TR 136 S8 {11 38 556 14 1 241 71
s ELAAT] 2 B0 IE R Aoy G2 FE R 6T B 9% 42E e A1) 41 11
Ve HA BANakon; , BRI i ey 28 6k 19 2% T s U A
PR LR B i o SR, AT LI XS,
P T AR s Artieri Fl Fraser®I4& 1, Charneski
A Hurst F)4E 7T BB B0 14 (107 56 2 S 20 e
PE45 5 Sabi F1 Tuller®®%} 9 4~y ribo-seq X
PEAT THEA T, EALAE 3 AR R AN ] T IE
o G BE R Xt BRI A A RIAE T, AT TE 5 A
Wb % B0 07 R ey g R Rt T 0 ) R E A PR,
JoR i H 3 G PR AR R EE 2 A RT 3E o H ey A ELAE
PR B A AR AR, M OCHLEA TR — 2
SRT ST

T 21 BUAR T BE S BUR MR JC IR gk STk, 9]
WML T RFCIRAS T, ZE5E son T A5 1R s ik 2 4
Pl mRNA [, 324 BiR 2 kA8 1 A A 7 ik
% 3-UTR HE poly(A)RR . ey, W8 R4k
V- T A L P P B AR R G, FERAASAR mRNA FI
i Sl DR (R /N TV 12 0 s 8 =% N B U F 22
FEAep R S, 20 P B s A7 T Y T RE R R A
BT DA SZ A7 08 1) R A AT 452 2 1 . X SE R
B R A R AR e A B AR v
BUP B E5REZMS T AEYFSR, mEA R
FkKF . mRNA BaE k. 8 R 40 2 37 A &
HEA AL,

3.1 EIFERAIEATAE M F RN

YA R B AE b kS, AN R SR R
I Y 2 1 R = 4% ) (ribosome-associated  protein
quality control, RQC), i i 4 i 1l 47 i [ o i v 7
A EMHEKRSE; JFFEEG 30 34T 2 R 7 (no-go
decay, NGD), 5 b [ fiff & A 035 4 it v 1k 1)
mRNAP,

3.1.1 EBAXBEGEG R MRE44 RQC
FEAR A F A A AT RE 2 5 07 T H Al — mRNA
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U IR LA Rk B B, TEREEEN
ERERZER . IR A 3R, BRI AU A
BB G| & RQC 1) 25 #4 F T (8] 3E) . 12 R FL R
SRR, AR OSBRI AR A 40S /N
VI 2 [a] B, b E3 32 KB REEE Hel2 $24E T
RIAFAIED U5 o FEEEEERET, Hel2 7]
FERHER 40S /NIEJE LRI M M 2 Rz %
A58 2 AR B i i RARHA 1T 8 RQC fil % &
41K (RQC-triggering complex)il i, I S3 K/
e S RQC ALY, 7 RQC S H,
TARZRER 60S I ()8 AL IKBETE B3 12 R iE %
g Ltnl A1 Racl & H By PEAVER B8z R
(& 3E)P7, [Rlit, Rqc2 2K 11237 12 20 IR B 1l #2 Jik siig
TSN 22 58 DN S L AN % 5L R (CAT-tailing) ), &%
Lz ZALZ IKEE B Vmsl MAZHEAA KT 56 B
J 910 It Cdca8 B 15T HE A SR 1 B (protea-

Some)lg%%[gmomoz]o
3.1.2 ATt HEM NGD

IR ALE S| Rk RQC MR IR &5 5] &
NGD. 7 NGD i3, #5727 ZALB i HAZ Bk 40S
/NS 5 T 375 2 440 i PN 1 R R 1 P9 B0 it A R L

BORRIRLS &9 mRNA FF 81 RHE T DI 8I(R] 3R,

ZJa, DT UIEIW S 5 — M AR BEACK B Dom34-
Hbsl % {5 & & AR o100 5k 4x 19 5'-NGD
mRNA 5 B # Ski &5 A F1 5T (exosome) F
fift s LT ORI 30 % 452 s A2 M A T e e R
i, WATREEH A S e e B R . ZE,
FRAYH 3'-NGD mRNA A Bt Xrnl AN i)
HAE RIS, 25 MIEgUEEIR NGD Al
RQC S K& 4K A T & A N A it i B ffirh

1EF B A R G sAL T8 9 R 25 1F R B v

B0, Doma U7 EP EEEE R KRB NGD i&
A28 Bt it P %) 2 7 A R R 25 PR 2540 ) PGKL-SL 4 75 2%
o R, SHSHBEZERIFRI R A
WA T CGAMO | 5 iF i S SR T A K ot
AR mRNAMUZE ] 5 B A5 B3 4T 10 45 E T
Sz TN TS REEHF5E NGD Fl RQC,
BN, TERFEMRIVRET . (RNA B = 2514 AL
30 A 2 R R o AT A ) NGD 2k RQC B4 . £ 1E
FAERK AT A0 N IR A AR NGD 5%

RQC AN/, o 1 sk — &5 5 1 5 R nl e
FEIEF AR R A, KA BFEE M IR mRNA
Pk, HHE A PE =M mRNA X2
NGD F1 RQC g A2 iR BB A%, L H iR T Bt
1) D ARE w8 Tk B e A AR e v i) ey, S A S
LS IEH AR K AT NGD 5t RQC 1y Hir
PRIEDR 5 AR = 40 N & AR B A A bk
MR SE 1 NGD B2 &A% 1) mRNA Lol bRk
4L 3KV A% U S O B P A B T (U Hel2
Dom34 FiI Xrnl %5) M T 96k 22 AH 5 2 2 W g 2 52 X
— HbRA R F B,

32 EFEMIEEHEYNFRN

TETEH A K4, ribo-seq SEE S E] Tk
o B AR AR R R MRS, SR T RHE AE
WA T A ERY S S A A L R
HBIPEM) mRNA ¥HE AREf&R, K2 R R I 4
Mg IRIR B It 25| L e E R A AR R L. Blan,
A 25 10% ) HAZ AW R AU A 2 BIE R 515,
UNAEIX 10% A 4K 14 5 359 PR 22 SR M R 910 X B 198 4iE
A 0 S5 A P o 2 R v 0 O LB A, Yo 4
K B R0, 7E AR A1 B0 T X 26 22 B i 21
Fe o BN E HE AL T B SRR R IR ., B, 2H
it 2 1 P 470 ek T8 128 S e (10 410 ) A FH T e T8 00 A i
HF elF5A (JX45 N4 F S B IR b IF 1) T 22
fr oM FERHEIG , BB T mRNA 4k4:1 73,
R SRR L, RATE XA S B fih
WA X AY, R Z R BRI A T 05, A O% A e T 452
SR A P 3 38 A AR s HLEL T R R
F, SO 53 5 R (B 2235 7K 7 mRNA B 1
AR AW A0 B R o RN A AT & SR 2 4 A4
D5 TR AR T A P2 3500

321 ABEGRAAKT

BRI — el e B R R IR B, L
PR WA T A I PSR R 22 1
UEHE I, BHIR 2 o o R o A R et L
(1R (5 3G). Bt Carlini 40Tk v 1 S ieg
(Drosophila melanogaster) Z Bl % it 3 K (ADH) , %5
B 1A 6 ANEL 10 M LF I TR i A B
T, RN IS R AT B T 6 IR IK T ADH 2R
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Ko SCZ IR, e A ZE (Homo sapiens) HEK-HT
A b Y SR LR KRAS Zi 5 X A Rl A 6 0 7 e
A bF 2 5, AR R Y KRas 2 FH R IA 7K
- _F i, B AR AR K S R iR g RO chu 4
IBESE TAESS A S E T AN FB, R4
PEHLAR DT T BHIPER 4G 5 S A X A 1 J5 45 B 38 1
IR o 2 o At 22 DR 43 ) oy 4 A At
R S T N 3 N S A S| D Y e A D UG
A SN T 3 MR, TIERER, Y
S B T B LA R, A S T RO Y B
P15 o B A B RS T RRAS s i R R A
TREH IR IR R, 3 AN WRAS (19 85 11 5™ 45 0 C
EXRF . XREERERY], A SRR T LI AE
AL AR B 5T Uit DR A o B, R ) B R
RAMRERG E FEREAR Y, S0, 5EEn
TR RN A DT 114 2 2 %) TR 198 A2E {5 i Ay B A5 T
WM BRI, AR ER, R IR a5
PETF AT LA G 2O R E tRNA AYHREE , R X%
T 1 R 5 B e R 3, R 30k b o 5 1l 5 32
AR R, PR EEE B

54, Zhao 4181 % B 4Ll B 5T (Arabidopsis
thaliana) mRNA ) poly(A) & & £ 3 g 1 4 4% 1 iR
(C.G HIT), 1fij FLHRMERS 41 (B — & mRNA poly(A)
FEHBRIERS BT 5 poly(A) R 4K Y He ) i T B 7T LA
TR A . 3K T RESE PR O R NS R4 4l 185 38 1
[ poly(A)J& vl LA iz 5' i i - (5'-cap) 45 & & I
(eIF4E) . I T- 42 1 (eIF4G) FIl poly(A) &5 & H H
(PABP) 4 L £ 11 57 52 5 A2 mRNA (115 2 U ER
(cap-to-tail looping), &7t Bl IREE 5 9 Bl 1 A% b
PREE T B0 TSR3, I e T o R
A BGE

3.2.2 A4 mRNA #& 2

FH R A RN AT R AR (R ik i, 0
I 7R X mRNA ZKCE By iR $a « R SO S A 1l
JHAT B4R 45 mRNA B9E2E P (&1 3H). #iln, Chen
25 D935 3o by A4 4 32 PR ) T4 ) S e A8 M o 3
A g B A A B DR T LA B R S mRNA R
EMEMFE XK ; EHER T mRNA 4505 GC
TR N R M S KSR ANt . Schikora-Tamarit
1 Carey™HA Jyix Je—Fh 40 IR 5 “Fet” Bt

I FLR A A ML, DR Bl S AE B 0 I i e 25 1
4 el I AT BE 202> . Espinar 212Uk — 5 % B4R
HYF IR 1YL T mRNA 7KF-32 265 15 - 4 19 52 il
TR, HALH S RNA f# e Dbp2 4 ¢, HABWF5E
) TAER SRS R A . mRNA Rt R E
PEVRE 3 Jr AT R . 7EREL a1 (Danio rerio) F1JT
I (Xenopus) i BREE AN AL 7] & T 056 AR i AR, &
i - 2 Ry - 1) 6 PRLELAT B i 1) mRNA B2 1k L R
(9 poly (A FIHE 5 i) B iR 122y Ry e £ v 1
WG AR, i 4285 A 76 H A 5Py B i 4E
R R, WEA E R mRNA B tEr,
X — BBt Dhhl & S, 55— 55
R R TAEE R s, WA im0 S0
MRNA R figtid B T mRNA BIIF—24 AR
BHWT B PR BRI, & S Fi A %515 119 mRNA R Ff
Pk e A 120

323 Pk G kel L

T 28 B AR 3 W] AR 8 B O 1% TV 4 e Ao (1
30) o FEALT N TR Y 43 6 2 R 7R A B B
A 5~30 e FER I {E 5 I 51 (signal peptide), 4
T 1) 0 F 58 B 22 55 5 IR 51 B 5 (signal
recognition particle, SRP)45 4, 5 I A IHE 5 ik iR )
20 A B id AR A 78, 38 BH 1k 20t
tRNA AR 7 208 5 B E AR, 2 B
MRNA-ZHAR S S P ER E N 2NN E, B
A T I A2 112012 — sl Al W 2B AT PR R
= $E 1% 4 4F (Huntington’s disease, HD)J&: i &l 15 4
R ZE LG R B R A R B . TR
LEAMEMEUREN Htt 5 I BT M S
WK Gt 17 P Z IR A ENAE T IR(NLT) . 19 DA
FAMENE 0 BT L A FE Ry 38 AN R 1Y &
SR P A28 v 2 S R R A A K e AR
(=35 MEHM) 51 KB FEIEE 1Y Hit
H, IR Y AL TR Sk N17 P41 R i#iY 30~57
A G BE TR ) 5 PR B R A5 B A A, R N7 WY
DI DA AR A oA i 1 3 P BR R ok, AR T IR
SR B AL T Ee A4 A IR BE 2 A0 7 2 i U B ]
15 Htt 2 AT LLZEAR 5 BRI X i 45 B R 1E 4
JER VAR = /102 NN D I S % A NI (1 42 Y 1
Htt H B N7 551 AW 1A oA S i 30 1 B
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FOJF T B A It g DX 3o bR e 39 (Gl 6 L
T2 AR 2~6 £iF)7HU PGS 5 BRI A T4
AARERIITEIS N17 254, ZEM SRR Hit FiiR
A F AT R B

324 AEEERIFE

3 A R 4 TE A 47 8 X 2R 1 B OE W BT A T
IR ZSCHEE, 4K AR A A IR IT B R AL ) )
B EH NI, BT i B (Alzheimer’s
disease, AD). Mt/ %5 (prion)HH IC % 5 H1 A 4 2% Sk
(Parkinson’s disease, PD)4&134-1%61 | 4] 43 #r 45 B I
N, A U3 MRS EARAELEBMETERS
(co-translational protein folding)!®"), i 7 T il 4E i
R AT BEXT 8 1 BT & & 15 E B PR AR H (1A 33),

WM R AETR]— 4% MRNA | 2 {5 5% 1) 5 5 1tk 7]
RE B BT & R AR 4 . 64 ik, K&
HORA e APIRIE 35 45 2 0 7 il Pt o680, ol

T AT B T R BRAE 3 1 B A AR a0 B DX R B

P S SO BRI 15— MR\ Ry T o L B U AR R
by S5 ) T R AT 8 4R 3 7 AL e [ 9971420 i it g
7 [ S ol P 194 7 e A 72 T 36 A i R T A g
PG N i S A &R R D R R L S TR
fliFAZ A, —SE R UEHE s mRNA 2254

3 g 4% T A SRR R T T il

AR I Y mMRNA 04540 i 1] T 76 8 1 B4 4 e
FEIXBUTC P IXHE 5, 33X AT B2 38 4o U 9% 9% A fif
UEHT A IR EE A 78 M 04 B[] 47 B L0 TE 6 1 2 1 BT 45 4
1R S [ R A W RS B bl (National - Center
for Biotechnology Information, NCBI) Koonin /21
AT ELAZ A YR 3 A A% AR W B B 4G
PR th A 3 T 2Rl g TR,

AT Y S PR S A R AR IR A RORE A IR
S G 3 3 G — 20 B AT RRTON OB AR IR A
E R YH 30~40 LRI BRT A IKEE, S0
(10~20 A)—BiA M RN a-B2E(a-helix) 55 /Nl
B A A LA & A ke

B AR B AR TR DU AT L AW A S A B AR

33K Tl R R A A A U0 T A
T TE A1 0 A T A 2 2 flh 381 DK 20 i I o P A
Wi 4K ¢ B % 11 [ T (ribosome-associated  protein
factor) 57> 7115 (chaperone) , X275 14 N 5 1% 4

A KB A RS 1) 2h 45 45 G gl S % 3 1 5 ) 4
VAT B 2 T B A R ST i, Liu 200
WFFE R, 200 b e — A R R A oG 2 R ——
fith % [R ¥ (trigger factor)n[ @it 454 EF-G B9 A4 ik
B A T S5 K Bl (o] B R AH AR, OB 1k R AT
B DX 22 IOt 2 T B 5 A R A IR

B AE (R I AE mRNA b %500 1 fiffih 1o A5 A faf B
H, mRNA 457 51450 19 (5 B It9E LA &
HEIRFH] ., M, mRNA F5) B2 & %5 £ 5 e
fFE, WREEARNEGR . 1. THHE AL
F mRNA [FaE . FEbEE IR T B AW 2t 5
BUHr, B LE (%) I8 s HLER AN A B 24 000 T BB A
PEARHT S I . % R B A MR EAR R SN RS R
AFRE R S A2 E 4240 MR 2 6] T
ZE [l — 4 PN B R 7] mRNA i, B AE fi it R )
REZ BRI IR, PR AE AR FE (0 sh At 5 2
PE AT BE A I o AT H TR

KT BHPRIE M Y NV 2 A fr it — PR
Ko B, A0H R 5 1 ST R S 5
7 B0 AE A R A AR g X 43 R P R SR
A 1 ER ISR R I 51 SR R T M R 7 200 i 2
3 o W 2 fiz XA R DR ]2 0 00 A fofr o o A B B
AR 7 B R AL AR R A S5 N R
(stress granule) % JE g M T T8 i 1 #h S5 B 55 A5 £k 2
T S o 8] 4 1) ZE L 58 T R AT 2 5 i 2R AT PR g
W R A5 R TR 7 K C A I DU R I 5
24549 32 5 ] LA T 0 TR 1R A o o R 1R A B AR
FIRE ) IE BT & 73X — R 51 ) R i 25 s B
1 B AH BN I 12 W 5 3R 7 B AT 1 DL

SN, WITHTAEY RS . T A M T AR
Y O Re R & BUE W5 07 MR 3. A — R Y B
PP AOC I A R B . B, il fk mRNA J¢
B LA 3t B 70 125 0E e 3R U X AZARE AR 19 o5 FH R 4 i
PRBHI PR RS 2 Al Ak mRNA 751 DL AR i
EHEARMIESIT S SWAREN? Wik, %T 5
R HUE AV 8 42 0 5 A8 2 A 2% 1) 3 T WL 1) i T 0 0 6
BB LA 2 ST AR N T T T R
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