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including DNA methylation, histone modifications and non-coding RNAs. Without altering the DNA sequence, these

heritable modifications can affect gene expression profiles by changing the chromatin state and play an important role in

regulating the growth and development of plants. When the specific epigenetic modifications are changed, crops can obtain

excellent phenotypes and stronger environmental adaptability. Therefore, artificially changing the epigenetic modifications

are expected to obtain high-quality germplasm resources more suitable for agricultural production. In this review, we

summarize the main types of plant epigenetic modifications, highlight the research progresses of functional plant epigenetic

modifications on the important traits and responses to environmental stress, and identify the main problems that need be

solved in the application of epigenetics in crop improvement, thereby providing new insights for the functional epigenetic

modifications on crop breeding and improvement.
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TEEZAEY R REH, B T DNAfE R £
H AL T AN, Jea Rk DNA FIZHE 1 i WL
B 3 AL (5 . RWBAE B %
fU % DNA HZE{L(DNA methylation) . 2H % A&
(histone modification) FE 25 RNA (non-coding RNA,
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Fig. 1 De novo synthesis, maintenance of DNA methylation and demethylation in Arabidopsis thaliana
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Fig. 2 Epigenetic modifications are involved in the
regulation of Arabidopsis thaliana flowering
activity
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H A BIUIRAS , FE R Y N Ak A ok A vp ki 2 B
FTYEH . DNA H AL 5 B AT — @& it B fa e
M, AP I AN Bz 2 a8 J5 , AHAY Y DNA H 3E
e S WA T fE M, ARG TF, ANE
b Bir <7 B FE LB L I A AL DA — 2T, Y
IKFEATL IR 22 8 TP R . ER A1V a0 46 R i A A=
Yl T RE, HAE A OB BRI R AR Al
2R[RTPY 2 540 A T (Xanthomonas oryzae) )
FWRAELE, ¥ & 3 DNA 2 W 5L A48 g rh
(20 38 1 25 H Ak AT A0 AT a0 45 0F R Y
TG A e B — A A, Hrh i
W B LH AR B H3K4me3, X A& il RE 2 i
WA T RBERERWIRC . BE AT YT
S5 FE R 11 S8 2 RN 6 R BRI AR L A AT, L
T A% B 6T TR 174 ) 07 Ay A S8 A 40 () 3 2 1 . SEEER
PO AE SR AE T —ASBT A SR, T o e 4 5 X
P — o R 1) W38t A% 1B 28 S A B oA S X
— SR W A AR AR

2.3.1 RIS AR AR AL A B A8 R B P 6
(i

et B2 B 40 U AL RE X L A K R B 7 AR AR R
W, — RIS . A BY TAE ) I R AR B
WEMAER LT IR, franfetmyt AT —4EK
9 B a5 PRIRE W RE T, 30 AT RE T AR T AL R A
VR Al Fif o X BRI A HL AT SRR 7 11 2 W3t 1 1
VA e 7 3 B R A R B T R R ME T AR SR
3B A28 T T X e SO ) AR Ml 7 A A S,
ARy 2 Xt R B ik AR , BRI 0 A7 —
ficdz e, FRREaCAZl ™, Zuther U0l It ik
WM IR KB, $rEIT P A I TR 40 114 2
KA, REMETE—E R LA YU R IR R TR
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PE, SRR 37 B RS 1 42 . DNA HEE
et mlE ot R R AR R UM XS 5
itp e g 1 U790 5% (Fagopyrum tataricum) i ik 7 % I
T, BRI R Z R, HAR AL
H7 3T T S5 R K B BL R e AR TR0,
& (Citrus sinensis) 3z 2R M0 J5 , B HEF B %
B L EALIE S TGS . R Ruby SR Bl 35,
SR T AR A A B LR TR S R AY LB X Ruby
M ZRIRTRAR, AR B FSC AR H ARk
RAEY LR =82 Liu Z180E JE 75 (Brassica rapa)
Yz &I, Ja 3+ & H 4L 25 BramMDH1
FikTHE, RetE RS FE T A, IR (R
PEEAERKR XFERRN 2GRN, RIFEY) 9
TR AT, ATREVE SR R — s X
oAb e g 2

A v S 5 AT I 3 8 9 1) 2 WL it A% 1 A
WA HE B, L E P L BLES HAT il HDAC
il X PG JRL P 300 5 S IR 7 (0 e ik b AT sh S A 182, 7
HYR I B ALH H, CBF(C repeat binding factor)-
COR (cold responsive) W02 2H 43, Kwon Z:B49HF 5
&P, COR-15A Fil AtGOLS3 (galactinol synthase 3)
h H3K27me3 &M 75 40 g I 52 1) B AR 30 /5 Uk
A i E X AR SRS T R 3 K, K
e Ak 1 20 28 R B A A A T R — RIS TR a1
FIPRIC . R IF T PKL(PICKLE)ZE [ /& CHD3 4
@RI IN T, 1 R s BB 1 A, Yang %59
KIL PKL 8 ARG BHE i 4 H3K27me3 7K
s Y TR A, IR COR JERI L, M
S Bk e AR MG . EERE R T, Bleird
EHECWALEE HDALS F il — & 51 T IR h fif
KASEEE A ) 3 7B, SR e A2 W 75 B AR
A A2 (HEAT SHOCK FACTOR A2, HSFA2)4iF;
KB H3K4Ame3/2 &40, S, Liu ZP0E %
PR HSFA2 BEHE ) 3% H3K27me3 2< B 3L4L il REF6
(RELATIVE OF EARLY FLOWERING 6), REF6 %
5% A HTTS (HEAT-INDUCED TAS1 TARGET 5)
ERIA, BEAATRYERATIFAE , R T3
W4 7% T REF6 I HSFA2 AJ I il 1F S 4kt 7] % o
HeFEAEY T E RS2, B REF6 L% INEE
AR HSFA2 37 5 H3K27me3 &4 K -, AT s 55

H3K27me3 X HSFA2 % 5t 4 kI/E 1 . JE4i % RNA
W25 R BE M AR, BAN Guan ZREO1%
PR It 32 2 iR a8 B, miR398 i VAR T A
¥ HSFA1lb (HEAT SHOCK FACTOR 1b)#I HSFAT7b
(HEAT SHOCK FACTOR 7b), JFJ% i n] 4 5 ifis Bk
A TE S 5 o

2.3.2  ERMIEAREAREAA T F Wi vh 8 4

(i

AL 6T 1 50 iR A6 1% o 7 R 35 7 3 5 3 e s
ARSI, Horh N S S e MU e SR I
R R 8 1 FM R LK. TRBBET, 1EY
it PR 2 5 DNA HEAL K P FEAIRA G . Gonzalez
R0, haE BT RIEE, F i ABA i - B
W i 25 1 (Abscisic Acid Stress Ripeningl) CHH H J&
LK F il . Gayacharan 2P B, TRE&MGT,
T AU Y KA i &R IR20 Al CO43 TR I 4 3
A AL, it &R PL il PMK3 A2+
TR 2T A B4k, HIXRE A H 3R 1E K
WUAR XS A —E ISR, KRN F R
K IEAESG, MR . Bk, B Aok A
kR i B A O DG, BRI SZ BT S Y
TR UG RS 4 DNA HEEKETH &, AT
BTt S RAR M RAE S 0 I P 3k 5 AL
RARBL T 5 aE T K R AR B A 0 BEEL A D
FEOKEER “AAFRmE” RGNS, SR LR KR 1
CLEBH NG Z A o R Se i i R IR AR L 3R
WMBAAE M RN, BA LS, 7L 30
ARV AR, — 20 5T e WA % 38 S 1 AT
ZARM A R AR A B AE S A AN A A 2
PP, BN BB S T AR A 77 . Herman 2617
TEREM-2E (Polygonum persicaria) 7 % #i DNA H %4k
IS BT 5 e e B BB a IS BR T
T S EE Y AR 2, 3 Y R R 2 B4R R
FH S Ak it R0 2 R R ke 087 AR KO- o FE KR
FE RS I 25, Wang 252 PYEEfT + 5 b i T4
361 (moderate soil drying, MD) & 8, /KAES &4
FH AR B, I U D RO O 3Rk
O VE M O i 5 MR 5 O H aR Ak Aif 25 0T A%, ORI
Wl g, Ah, Benoit 298RSk IR R G T
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Rider " ZfF7E T 2R b, HAT 50580 1 2 W35k A%
UUBRMER, e SRk 22 SR 55 I 2 Fl RADM 342 1 14
T, WA, W T RIE S A s
ST 0 ol 26w L TR AR S A L peAh, AR A
Wit 2 5 A W4T SR 7, Sukiran ZEPSE SR I T 5
Jira s B, 2 S E A Y H3K27me3
KRR, HE5AHE A PRCL B AWK,

AT DL B 6 T 5 R AR & B L ANACO19

ANACO55 [kl . T5Ea T, SR TaEH
i . B HDA9 =5 ABA IFLZE, HDA9 5
Powerdress (PWR)JE & &%, #idrE) AP2/ERF
51 ABIAAERIE B CYP707AL BL X 11 )5 3
T LBALKF, SEGURTTT ABA B, DT i 157
00 2 5E A ABA TR 52 0 13 3 A 2% s 14 ] T
A H3K4 HIELEE RS Bl ATX181, ATX4 FiI ATXS5 i1
EF—E EAL, Ding &MTL B, TRME T
PIRG I FE RARK atx-1 ) H3K4me3 /KF T [ 1fif
TEEF AR TS ET I, 15 DNA LA A6 i o 17—+ 552
B B A B IC IR AL, K P B H3K4me3 &
F1 Ser5P KA 11 RRfE 40l B T F-GH 52 T - e
I 8 2 A 1 o 17 6 PR T8 R RS B AT 9
Guo 251025 $ OsCHRA J: [K [ 1 % 7= T i A7 6
R LA TR VR R LAAE 3 38 3o 5% i 4 2 118 0
P AR R R RS A S R R 3RS, IR R
S BRI SEZ S O, (R aE R Li R
# 8 T ¥ B (Populus) 41 % 11 £ Bt 1k B 2 & 1K
GCN5-ADA2 % s [ F AREBL 22 [a] () A B4 FH Al
LR VR . DNA F A& R4 2R 8 i 3t
VR T A A L N A 28 5 . Mao S5Okl &
Kt FEIE A G KL NACL1L TEREYIML S A T %% s
JeE MITE, ‘B fER£HE i+ RADM & 42 Fil H3K9me2 11
il NACL1L (33K o 75 ifi e 1 T~ 52 FBip 61 B, H3K9me2
5 CHH I B:Ab 5 A i 5 Ars2 19 234000, i B4
#(Populus trichocarpa)sz 2|+ 2 WHE Bf5 55, H
DNA H LA /K-SRt 2 ik 2y, 1T el AR 18 21 5L
SEEEDR 0 R kAR 108 [ 2H A 1 2 I RS B sk
FAZE 2t R NAC ZEM5 L5t 14 ) 2 F4b , H3K 9ac
B S HARRIS, Qe ik mIB N F S 5HY
A . I T RENA S, SWI2/SNF2 By
SN ATPaseBRM (BRAHNA)ZE 25 {4 i 7 47

0 SWI/SNF #%.0:414y CHR12 VE ] Tl B 1l
R AR K5 MIynarova ZEBOYE I R ST T R IR,
SWI/SNF 53858 G-y vl 3 3ok 1 717 G A AR 45 14 Sk 15 Bl
ARG IF = AL T Pk R SWI SNF 2 5+ 5 iy
RS R HLHLZ W & B, 40 Yang 2108 R
TKFEHRZE B A H NMCP1 (nuclear matrix con-
stituent protein 1) SWI/SNF (s (o i E A & 59
SWISC MHHEAEM, i EAT7E T e X Tk
SRR 28 A K A O B4 6 PR 43 i) 81 O R 4 R £ R R 1Y
TER

2.3.3 AR EAR AR IEAL D w3 P e 1E R

[EEE YU RAP ORI L7/ JRalachy $iiy) SIER =2 al ) SIS
(oI N ) S S T s e e ) S SR e O T
PEEAR Y VI R R B iR Z — . Baek
25 095 BLLL R T DNA H LA B3l 58 25 & met1-3 i
R B R, JEPRUE—AS/ N RNA AL 81 K i
mE g F BB, BN R i IS R SR Y e R R
K ¥iz 8 1 AtHKT1 (high-affinity potassium transpo-
rterl) 3 K ik F1#E . Dyachenko &ML 8, 75+
BARE M T, ket H $ £ (Mesembryanthemum
crystallinum) L2 DNA 2t H 4L, WTREs 5
JABHY AN C3 & CAM MYEAS , M 1
I 3% . Wang 250UWRF5E 320, /N (Triticum aestivum)
M fh A SR3 53678 INL77 By H AL KPR A, A
FEFRHRAE 5 VA it ol %) 5 PR 2 HH AR KR BT BRI
SR3 it T H Ak Bl AR i M 20 i AE 2 a0 5 3 Je R B
BB SR Y TR R PE . Ogneva 25025 11 DNA FH L4k
il 7] 5-%8 2% i1 1F (5-azadeoxycytidine, 5-AZ) kb 3 it
IKAEAR R, SN R R A s B, i ER
PERE IR, Bharti ZF0V% Blid Rk AtROSL JE K #A
# (Nicotiana tabacum) "2 B il A1t 4 £k AH ¢ 35 A
(9 PR BEA KT BRATR 2 2 DRI e ER T 52 PR 185

SN ER WA I, AL AR B A A A e A
o PR EE K 7. Duan 45 MMk 3 B O R
H3K4me3 25 H SLfifF IMIL5 Gl 2K 114 58 45 (4% £k 1 31 5
InagER, T Sani ZEIMOIZE B BN g I PR KF 1)
H3K27me3 4 i#ih HKT1 LKL, HFkE L
BT, BEHARZESR NaT B IR e . &
HEA AL RN W2 5REmEY X ABA I



% 91

FEAERG AT BV 0 Vi e A JE BT 1 1 867

R R, GRS ST AR 1 25 2 AR Bl 5 A 1A
hda-19 ¢ B H 4T ABA Flh k301 s FE Sk ol e Ak,
WA W, dEE E R LA mn ez
2k, S MEIREE N AR, 23] AR
300 SR 38 15 5 AR R 0 23 1 292 B AR AR S B 1 3
i fie e,

2.3.4 R BAEEAR ALY TR LR P a9 R

A Y DNA - R RE S S B A A=
Pl A W R, RSO PR R I B Rk, I

HAT B 3L R e e bk AR T e Sl i 2 ik A h

DNA LA P pL I B — 2 i P2 yu
AD0OR T M ST RAIDM 272 5EFIMRE 5
B IETETT, REAEXT K H % 18 (Botrytis cinerea) il
# JI Ak 25 i (Plectosphaerella cucumerina) % 564 &
FEVEE AP . KRN X B R £ 58 AR I i
(mungbean yellow mosaic India virus, MYMIV)H, i#

A FERE PR IR DX A T DNA 5 PR A s it LR,

KA PU T, A B AME B ACS R 2
T L AL R B DRM2, DT 10 Skl A 4 2 5k v P
A R A B0 5 B T B 2

DNA % H AL ML 26 A8 P b = g -t B i
FNEZENBIEEN . UM ITTEZ 2R AR, X
HILAE AL vT 330E TEs K 887 51 b I B s #H DG 3k
W, 25y, Bl RE RMGL F8) k&
oAb AR ¥E E THLRE TF T A R B (Pseudomo-
nas syringae) DC3000 FY e f g, He b 200 2
T e i i S RN A TR RO S AR AROR T 25 HY R AL Tl
ROS1 Ay 3% P20 i 480 g I Bt 0 38t A% 4 g T
RADM & 42 AR CG o 25 AL, Btk
5h, AGO4 WHRA N FAEYHRST T R HLiE i DC3000
FIVERT, Hohsr T RADM 3 % A H A 20 il s o 1124
Geng ZEU2IE B2 R FU0RY I (Blumeria graminis) (/N4
H ke B — SR MR R, T ST R X LU AR R 1Y
CHH HIJEAL K- [#4%, AeGlu/PR2-like %5 B f 3L K]
(R IRIG TR o ML AZ 0 BRI, O R A DG Y
REREE I X kA LW AL, PUREERE
B 11200 ] LA AL VR 5 A TR B ANl 1 7
KL R BE B AR AR T2 ok R R JE I
Xa21G % WAL BRI A AN AT o Al B ™ R Bk

IRt i IR AR, P AEPUR MG SR R AR R Line-2,
1 DNA H AL 57) 5-%( 24 i 1 Ab 28 n] 48 538 7K A
UM AR, FEAKRE R RS RN, BT
DNA EHEALS 5PN, 415 H 25 4 BERF HDT701
BHIESBEAAHCERZ G, LRI KTk a8
KA X A T BT TS H3K27 2k B SRk
IMJI705 38 o T By A R 1S TR 2 5 4 s K RN
A B A BT, IMI704 25 H3K4me2/3 25 H
FEACTRE , DT R A B AR Y R, RIS B A
YRR A AR TS Lee Z5E1M27AN Berr 2128
B, TELEE T LR AR R H T, AR
340 SDG8(SET domain group 8)#1 SDG25(SET
domain group 25)if i 77 H3K4me il H3K36me 7K
SR BT e i T B R AR R R i Rk o —A
JHT H3K4me [y LG B il ATXRT W2 S5 HKHT FC &
o JE AR I AR BRI Emwall?, Zhou ZE 00 41
MRS E T R R L OB LR HDAL9,

HDA19 1] HJ5 i 121 4% 4% 761 1 (Alternaria brassicicola)
WRRIE, Hid RIBSREARIIRE I 3 4 1) 4 28
SRR, FE3E In X B A% F o i bE . EOKIR
B i (Cochiobolus carbonum)/E& s £oK 5, B =
A= 1 HC 2 3= (HC-toxin) 44 410 il A8 Ak Hh 19 25 S o AL il
HDAC, PR I S B K- FEAR I 2 B X e
9 5L T B 5 T2 Shi 25192 5% R XA R Y
) Kz FT 4 (Liberbacter asianticumjagoueix) {= 4% Y
M 17 ) fEAZ B 20 8 1 L ISR RS Tl 1 FE D (CsHAC) il
HEAEEANMEEE AN, FHCEH R R R A
P —E R, 9100 HDAL9 Y5 ik 2 S 5
(2B i R R LU WA 3 s N VA 113 A ST et
RAL,

30 o A AR RO B T AR e SR R R AR
ELAT B F A0 Pk B3 97 ) . Deng 251
KRR AR TEST — AR TR A S AR
H & %K (nucleotide-binding domain leucine-rich repeat
containing, NLR)) Pigm 3 KAz , {5 7K 8 X6 e 5 Bl
BARR A BA G 7 i, 3 P PRAR ] 2 i ik
BT FEHT NLR 3244 DT 52 21 7™ 4% 1) 2 W18 4% AL ] 34
., FIH Pigm H5 & (HUKFEIL B m A e Wi 3189)
TR AN 7] R 250 2 B0 A s A o Tk R

ARGt RNA A2 A 4 i 1 35 S5 B s o7 1Y) o 22
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% 5%  Navarro 5079 v & SRR ST miR393 5@ i
¥ A4 K 2K TIRL, ABF2 Al ABF3 /L K&
55, YR T X T &R AR DC3000
P ELRE I . Katiyar-Agarwal 250815 31 S0 1 (5 24
MR AR B R IT IS, i = R R RS T R 4
na-siRNA ATGB2 ] i 1 H i 2 Kl RPS2 YK i5 . 4
TN R FEARIR 16°CRISME T A S e /)N
ZZ £ 9% 7% (Chinese wheat mosaic virus, CWMV),
Andika ZE0FUF TS KB, FERIRIREE S, HE RNA
4T RDR6 7 [ (RNA-dependent RNA polymerase
6, NoRDR6)7EMR #B 2 CWMV siRNAs {144 ji LA
il CWMV BLE

24 RU\BEEHFEEDEHMABIARFH
R

Z= Al # (heterosis) f& 72 &8 FARIL AR AL 58 1
G, REYE R E R R, Xk
RO AR S britE . R M
&, JERBNE R NI R B ARl A P I £ 1 R 8

FWB LB R AR ARG B E R Z —.

FHEE T Y s, 2428 HRES | DNA H 3Efb I
TR ol g DO M R SR AR R 2 ] i R [
TR R LA A% R IE T DL 4 i ) 4 o & 400 R T 4%
FOES T B, 53 R 4L P31 A8 k05 3o e
(Sorghum  bicolor)!** | 27k (Cunninghamia Lanceo-
lata) VR4l 5 (Oryza sativa. subsp. indica)™*If i
GERI, TEFRARGREM I, R Ar i n 34k
A5 5 KT DNA JFHNAE R [6] B 2% 22 1 R A 8] (14 2 00
AL AR Al AT O E AR LB A R IR . Seifert 4510
X} 21 AN EKFEAR HAL R/ RNA SCENF R,

ha-sRNAs 1] #l ] 45 2 Wit (& B ifidric, s m
Ze A EKA A . DNA H IEAL 19 Mk & & 12
RADM 2:Z: 575 Fy S0 BE R SRk %, 7E40
FEIT FIK RG22 A8 Fh A B % B SIRNA X R 4 ) 2
AT BRI Barber Rt K ot %
B, TTREH 7 —E& DNA H A @&, RFER/ERAE
AT RADM 342, siRNA TEAN A 9 Fh B 2 5 &
Z BB RIRKPFEA BRI 2E R, PR 1 IX
AR A £ 3 SiRNA s fb . Ng &% 3, 2
5 HOEA Z (0] 1) 25 SRR A8 5 | e 457 56 [N 2 A A

KX Peeds, JEEmERAfRErE. ih, JEmk:
MIRNA # 5EARMAEF F ZH LT RIELRE
POt Isal - R SR AR 6] Y SR 406 R AN ] miRNA
1 SIRNA fy k88t bt 2 322 R 1%,

2 P i 22 R AL Al —E AEH . Ha
gy R B, PRI P AR AR ESE N CCA AN
LHY J& 37 X 58 A9 H3K9ac Fll H3K4me2 &1 & A ik
Af L ST AR AT AR A DG L R I 2R 3k
il 2B E A0 B AR KA. Wang ZE1550% A T 41
BT IR A AR F R A B, FLC 3R 8T IX
UL T —RANMAE B, #ln H3K9 &
WAL A H3K4me3 7K P-4 . H3K9me3 &AL, fiif5
DU s R 26 30 A A T AR AR IR . He ZEMUAT Mog-
haddam 2100 3o iff — BB 5T R B, S ) AR 2SR
TR H3K4me3 Fil H3K27me3 /K FA ki 2
5, PR ITRUKRE & A 2238 5 A8 4l 2 3
PEFAE AN (M AR R . T 4% b Wi AL & i e
ZeR RS E R . HLE B B TR A
A S C R, R 4438 B YAk B A
AT HERER

3 ML EIVERGEE R P O 8L e 1% Ui AT 2
W T EPSC R 7

AR DNA {5 B AL, IR AR M4 15
it DNA BYFMINEI , X e 1 BH RL i A 1 —48,
HARZ 2 B YRS IR BRI . A R Lg
Bt ZhE, (HE TR B/ AR Sl fE
T D A W AR R PRE I SR ) AR A7 o sk ST AR
RS T ML T ITBOCH], 20 DNA i 307 5
DRI TR] DA e O AR, O HAR S 45 110, 155
T AL 1 TR RE R BRI — U B 2
[l AR AR B A R BOT SRR S . NI, AR
A GIRE , RISULIE AL A8 Wi A ) e o SR B ) 4 v
AOBLTR AR, R4t 7B B S iz R T B
oA R R E G o R ULE LB T ) SR T AR AR L A
R WS R Y b BA — 2 3, e
AMRZ T IS BATH AR R | R E O B R AR
[ei] ik AN [ A AL ol Jes 1 55 P B B X AR A TG 3l Y
FrSetE L . SRR RGOS R AT . L
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il AR AL 8B A AR [ A A MU A s, B Y
TR BA —E WS H MR XLl
FAFIEA AT AT 5 7 5 5 07 U F L R AY
WRAEP AR, SRR A

3.1 RUWEEMEIHEEY P EME B RIZIZ

TR B B A e R E v, [HARX T4
(5 AR UL, T REXT RS Mhae i s iy, B
— 58 A AT B R B X BB AR L AT WF AT ] DNA H
FEAAB M i e e A 38 b AR AR 1 R AR
TEAEYIE T, X S 25 (075 DNA FHBAb 8 4 i A
KK FEZ P, B S A8 32 2 han
EIA A ] B A S 2 AR I X 39 15 Pl 20 A i) 9 08 35k
P i A ST SR (0 HE 4 1T R B 25 A 220 2L R
A3 R N i TR | ) STE R TRR VA
“Wriaa s feicde” BB Liu SRV 5T 6 B i 2
DNA 2 H AL DMLs J8¥, 578, RIEH LR FE
RISBEIA AR, KFEZATRERE,
FEAE TN T R A AERENL DNA H 3 bR AE , R K
Lo JE AR DR T X APk 28 ) DNA - AR S
Zheng 250230 — g F S B K AT T 08T, M
iR MHLE] AR T BT DNA bRz
FNZ R T EREM, Mathieu 251 WE D B 7 Whin 5
RACIZIF g ke B, B B 4 AL Fa e b O AR T RY
J& CG ZEAIR) DNA WAk, [F] Bt A7 7E X R i
WCACIHR MG, AERKZREWEE S, Y
& o R I 1) 2R X0 38 A% 46 i L 4R BT /55 1) A B 34 7
DL BB R I, 4L ISR HA S R B &
N B MR AEAT 22 53 S BT DL — e FR B b fe e it
&, I o] B AE 5 FE 9 % BREE S RN & I BN
o SR PO BREE a0 R B 0L A 18 ik s
KA R E X TRAED S A AL T oy B2, fff
P A O b 3 7 B 45 119 2R WL s A% B A B RE AR
Wi, DUSCRE 75 FE PR T PR AR AR B 7 AR T 1)
5 LS RGET R IREE, AR REE— T

3.2 RMBEFEHAEEDPRRTHE

T IEAL B A 1A [F] ) b 2 18] 77 A — 5 B PR <
P, —SEAE W) PR AR T 58 R T R A AR )
ESVR Ll IR QSR ERL /s = NEE 7/ L

P35 A5 1 1 DR~ 1 S S A R A R Y
TEs #H5C. TEs j2 DNA HIEEAL TR R I,
MR 2 T B, R B0 AR Az 2 B
JE AR EEIE R 55T TEs AR 2 AP
%o RS RPN TE S R2Z SR, HEY
Ffrep TE #6347 50 9 B 24 iR 4, Pk TE
IR P E R AR B IR sF Y Bl 22— A
[F) 4 o 22 ] £14) 2 X3 A% 1B A S AR R 4 MLt LA
PRAFPE, B A ) K A OB AR P 0L R
HRFL 5 e w0 0 W AH T S ARG AR A
Zemach 45U % B 25 SLAR T ShAL I AT g H A 3 )
MR IR , X —E BE L3RR it B AR At
T RO T A ) Z (6] FT RE SR PR SF Y . TESRZ G R
AR BAE P, RIS A2 A8 i ML 5L AR X T i Y
PRAFME . TR L BT R, DNA L H b
R E] T EEAVER, B — 501 i Az
DNA H AL (3L R, b AR 22 3 R i) & A ok
BT R 5T DNA H IR Rl 1 2 41 [+)
PSP AT E o heg SR S B IO ) 56 DR 2 2 PR AR AL 1)
PN F AR R SRR, R R
i, T T RO = AL SRR R A AR 2R T,
M ANVE A W58 R B SR S A B AR, HR W
AL B 5 LR SCK S AR 1 (9 A DGR 5T 42
S A U018y BB R E RS S AR L
PEIRAG B WAL AL, PR B A7 5 HAE TR
FG K FR A & B R AL VE R

M AFEH L) DNA F AL B 1ifE 5 A, FH 3
k24 5 [X 45§ (differentially methylated regions, DMRs)
1A KAk Z AR 7 5 (single methylation polymor-
phism, SMPs) 54 & BIHRA 2 (A G, UiBA
DNA HIEAGA ST VE S R B R (L bn il o TEJE
PRI SR 2 0C R AR A v, T B A Y o3 A A AR 2
HAMPIE, H Sk A BURN 2 55 185 428 78 9 F 1] s 2L
APRSFE, NIRRT RMEM S5 5 P Fh R R ik
PP SCBEPE IR AL T SRR . Lin 20T
WL 4> HE A 2H 56 € 43 BT (epigenome-wide association
study, EWAS) K DNA F LA AR 5 548 40 1A 45 2% 1
APEARXE L IF 40 B, A BRI B S 2%
PERIPLEL, DA TR AERK R B M2 . N
JH EWAS 4347, Ong-Abdullah Z5:E7E ik b & 91—
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FhKFERY LINE 285 86 ) 1 Karma fIXF 384k, S5

WA R ST TOE &R, P E A =,

3.3 FMEETREMEB WY TN A
Morrell ZEM00Ig 5y 7 —Fh 6 WL gt 14 78 SR 4D A

A, BRI T IA B RO AL LR, A

WAL bR i A bR B AR, A AR AR S, PEA
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FEH 4] DNA H AL | PR SRk R4 2 18] i A0 B4R
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A AE BN P A5 T RS Tt

BRI RIS F A6 T T R AR IR B 1) 7 R
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