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BT AMOE LR O R IEAA AL, 418 SRR AL DNA XURTE BRSO BARO A MAERL. B/ MEER B
BAESCAEFE N e 1% DNA 5 EE . Wi SR a2 i A (. BoR Qe (R B LU THE - A5 1 (ChIP-chip)
LR B 3L UE - D7 (ChIP-seq) 5 my il BRI BL, CIE T 2 R Q) 4 A IS R B 3%, 90 T — i
RN RILDIREIIBE UG, JFIBAS T MR, RSO TR, REE TR/ MARAE A 315 gt D
WEALFEARL. FEULIERE b, S0 TR/IMACE AR B R . e SEM RE PRI B 2 A DU T AR B 45 7 1T ) 2D
REWTFTRL .

KR MMRGERL, ForiERE, WARBR, JRPIRIL, Rt

ZR9ES Q34, Q71 DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1206.2011.00252

¥ /IMA (nucleosome) A& 4] Jil B0 A% 2B W G €6 )5 1)
FEAR LR AT, I DNA ZEE8/E AR )\ BB 4K Ky
B, BSEAE4H 1 E Y DNA F) o4 K% 0 DNA (core
DNA) &k # 1% /MA& DNA (nucleosomal DNA), JAKJE
146 bp, FWZE B L 1.65 &, EBAHALAZ /N
&2 8] ) DNA #R 4% #% DNA(linker DNA), £ J&
75 20~ 54 bp AZEI2, K& 1 BoR T H/MERIEEA 25
¥, RO B 4 B4 H2A. H2B. H3 A
H4 % 2 M TIB I — MR AR, %R
M HI 75 /\RA S DNA Z [ nfEfE 1, #hk
Z il 3 linker DNA HE 82 B S BRR 4544 . A%/
A %€ A7 (nucleosome positioning) ¥ 41 £ 11 J\ ZE /A LE
DNA BUZJiE I AEiAr &, B AT 3 A Hi iR A% M A
DNA ] 7Ly s5OAH X T G (8 4 B A7 18 7 B e AT
(translational positioning) F1 4 & DNA X2 jig 5 41
H A\ R k45 A R I E € 7 (rotational
positioning)®. ELAZ AL N 75%~ 90%[H] DNA 2%
LR b, ALER A R AT PEAE 2 HE 7 S Ath A
FUTR S T 5% /A DNA 454, Wi BE IR £ 355 5 4%
o A AR A (. RNA REH . 5
SKIR T DNA S 515 555 ) 55 DNA (145 fil L
5. MR/ MR ERZ X 5 8% Nk 2 ] 1R 3% 4 DNA
FRVFIX SR (R FHE, S0 5 o 4

~—— %3 DNA
f\’ﬁ 54 bp
ﬁ\\ 417 HI

AL\ R

Fig. 1 Illustration of nucleosomal structure
B1 #hEERTERE
1% /A B DNA 28 2% 7 41 8 1 (histone) ¥ i, 4 FP 418 [ H2A.
H2B. H3 fil H4 % 2 Doy IR — AN E H\RAE, 20 146 bp
DNA XU JiE 5 B9 4L 1\ RAK 1.65 B, JEHE41 5 HI 15
J\ZRARS DNA i e, #/MkZ i@l linker DNA ¥z
TEIE HRAR G .

* [ 5 S IEREIT AT R 7H51(973)(2010CB126600), [EH 5 H ARl
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B 25 TTIROUE 97 3 1) (IIPL-2010-01 1) R 4 K 257 18 1 5% 5 35 4 % B 33
H(CCZUPY1001).
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A, AN, {1 DNA LiEEfs B LR
ikEe, R, A%/NMATE DNA 41 E A8 % B
DNA J¥512 5 T3 D Re#l 4 7 AL T 2L 5 91,
SEbr b, Bl F TR BRI 7 A R TR S 1
70, DNA Rl 5552, Al AR By e SR A ik
PR s EE M, F 2% DNA JPHI 5 3L
TR B AT 3 EE Mo, Ak,
AP B B B S —— 2R B A B A S 5 R
TR REWARERR. Bk, &0
PR TENL S LT RE T TEAT B T 487~ G (0 45 R b 5
DRIZIA (RN, ok E R e il SR R IR VA 7 B 1t
HEMMLE. AR, Z/METE DNA F e 7 355
T, DNA BEEEZELAE 20 8 A L HEAT 0 B 10 R 45,
N B R R IE AT R IR, B AIMATE
DNA b2 i e 47, DA A J PR e 3 ok it A
BRI RENE 7 H AT IR TS RATI G M b m ]
XA [a)

DAL, A% /M e 7 S LD B 57 A2 — TS Ak
BNXEKMTS, CELEENIMKE T — Rk
WL VP2 TCE M ARSI A R
LTI RAR R A AR AIMATE SRR AL b 1 o AR
JICThRE. FEREEOE S R, Yt e e -
57 (ChIP-chip) 5 4 45T 498 L TTE - P (ChIP-seq)

SR BRI AR, 2P ) 4 R A A%
ANASERE EIRE I E I AT, A2idE TR MASE AL
WEFL, IF R IRERIZ AR, S AR R L i %
MIZHRESE 1 HLAtl. AT 2 H AT AT %
IMRERLIFEANI, RIRERE TR/ IMAE AL AE R
SRSAR S AR LRI 2 B LUK T AR BT
RREFARICH T (exon) I T BE.

1 FBIMKELRAF R PR

AT, AR AINMER 2 AT T BEA A
W oa. FERENIESIF. KRN P85S
{7 SL(TFBS) DX 35 P % /M br A e = 137191, 7y 4 i X
WAZ IMEFIG 4 b, fESED S iR i S
e SR LA RN A 43 AR AR — A MR Z X 8
(nucleosome free region, NFR) 5'NFR 5 3'NFR,
H 5'NFR 1) BN A +1 Fl-1 PIASAL & 5 P A
SE WIRZ/MAE, 3'NFR IR A —AN A 5 A% 2y
AU, L it DX A B AN AT R P
BE# 5 S'NFR 5 3'NFR [ i 25 14 K iy B 08,
Wi 2 fros; d. linker DNA K 2 5 AL 11,
LK E MM (10n+5) bp B X F iR i Mg e
A7 B ARBLE] H AT 32 ZA A ERIW A DNA
FEHE RN T e o

-1 |+ <
- - © OO0 OOODEEEN  <WIROOO00 |C U EEIEIXND
kA \ %N{jé% )} —

0 500 bp

5'NFR M/ >

3'NFR

Fig. 2 Tllustration of nucleosome positioning'
B2 #&MREMREES
Fke DRt SR A U AVT 5555 e S 2 LA BRI 99 AT AE — N /AR B 2 X 35 (nucleosome free region, NFR), 5'NFR ) L R A& +1 F-1 BAL
A E A ME, 3'NFR BB A — AN AR B MA s G i X AR AT A /A E A R i PR 55 S'NFR 55 3'NFR [#1#EESHE K

M FEARR.

DNA 341527 28N F DNA J¥51 F B 5 4l i
RIS JIAN], HA) A% /MR (R B8 D A7 N U 1)
ZE, MIMHRE T A% /MK EA . Segal 43S [
GUN R SEHE T DNA 341 58 A7 IR 25071, Al
1146 )5 R H ChIP-seq £ AWM & T BEBEA P (in vivo)
FUEAN in vitro)2E4L ] DNA AZ/INAE g A7 3, Kk
AR Sz MEE R BEA RS ESE, Hix
IMEFIRZ O X AA/TT/ITA — A 5 CC/CG/GC/IGG

TR B, (R 5 bp. B IX PR RP R
I P AT R rT 30V, Sy TE % /M. TR 3)
T X DNA K ik 4a X ek 55 3 X 37 3 Poly
[AAAD)PHEBRZ, T HINITERR, A5
i, BOXLEX AL/ MG =, XA AR T A
HEFU T 5H ERRAL 455, Segal 57 DNA
JF 8 BIIE TR PERR R A%/ MA T 51 i 11 (nucleosome
sequence preference), Jf- B LA W7 4 A A% /N Air
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T DNA 81 sE 1. i), A PHASEE SN 15 TFBS BI4h4r, Mm%

Ge vk e A LT bE BRI ALR, L) NFR. +1
51 #/MAEE DNA 45458 (IR T 45 bk, 4k
T DRBE A B b A AN A v B e ), i G
by X355 P (94 /0N o i L7 BELAE 17 R A 8 o
Ppz, UV B (1) B 2 A5 A% /N T B R A o
A, Fu %25 Schones P95 #T T I BE S N A%
INMESERIIZE S, SCRF T GEih e I . Zhang
S HE— 2 He L, DNA 80 I i 32 B v e
(NN ) AT E AN N B s AR AN A T
BRI, Stein RIS R — P FF T Zhang
EINEAR7ON

TR (R I e A R A AR A5 R 100
WS AR A (in vivo) i /MAE AT B HE TR FEA, H
BT 2 R0 h B0 S5 T K H k22, Zhao
SV 22 FEER S UK o R RE . AR
Sl 3 ANYIFIAZ AR L7 5 5 HE R R AT 4
%, ERGR S Bk F] 94.94% . 77.60%F1 86.81%,
Y HFT DNA FEAERLIIM . Liu P93 H T —
A i 2 A A7 (curvature profile)FE 2Y Fi] - F #% /) 44
SENE, RILAE TSS 5 TFBS 74 H R A%/ MA, SNP
P75 BT AT —AY NFR, 17 H. miRNA $E A7 & ) {5
) T B A% /M.

R LAV = - DN (DR N N DA A b
P41 NFR 5 ployA J7 412 A% 55 S0A% 2R 4 (19 B
S dy i MR E AL RN R, (HERSED
1, DNA JPHI e T —iB 0 % MEsE b, 5
Z IR AMEIR MG e . BeAl, CpG 5y i) 3%
AR 2l B AR e B RS BRI, DA K G (U
SR B2 BTN [ 2 St S A /M S 7.

2 MAERIBIERERIZ IS RE T KRR
WaAE 2 PP AR, B FE B (Saccharomyces

cerevisiae) " 2, 2 M (Caenorhabditis elegans) .
B (Drosophila melanogaster)™*)s 7N i (mouse )™,
N (human)# 5%, 4L DRI 20 A% /N s A 1 28 T
VI 2GS /I A 7 5 DRIk T 8 vh 1 )
THABATIRER . WIS RAEN], A%/ MEE AL AE R
HESRRIRMT B s e B B JEDI R 2
¥, (expression pattern divergence) LA S 7] AF BY $%
(alternative splicing, PR A LM 8 #2) 45 1 # vp
RAFAE EERHEER, iR
2.1 MRS E5REREIRIFE

A%/ IMASE N T A B X A I B #s TFBS

DAl 5% . Yuan S5P23R H] ik A0 J (tiling array) il &
TP RE AR T et AA DL B0 A 223 AN X 3
L2278 MEE/NMEI E AL, RILK 2 BT Re
TFBS A7 TR /AIMAGZ X3k, —1 #Z%/MA 4 &40
RUBHAL TS LR ) R AR RS b, X
W I ST Ui B (5 4 T TEBS (R4 /)M 3 i 23 BELAS
s idlf. Bernstein SFU0 T T BEREA S 81X
BRI A A, RIIUE B X 3 MA 4
W5 )R 80T PR S R 2 A C. Lee 5509
D5 7 Mo e R A 3 DR 21 (R /N s A T i, R IR
% /NIRRT 5 2 SO D R S AR T 2 5
PIARDG,  JF HR BT BEAH G 3 R 1 47 T AR 8 &
BB RIRA R AMAET AR o — 25 T B
A L BL IR R AL T UUBRRAS RS, 3 8 7 X I A7 A
FaSE [l NFR, X W] NFR &3 8 7 (10— Fh P ks
SEIPIRES. W FEZ O B PO sEN, #sk
524 W 08 B IR T U e SR B AR A
(TSS), 1H TSS H+1 B /AMATE [Fl— W Ff i 52 soxy
HH I HL AR AR S5, 31X 3 B A S LI AR A T e A2 A
HE NFR SR FE S I AR 07 2. Leimgruber 554
YD) A /I Bl = T 5 5 6 DR R TA 1R R R AT T
5T, RILAZE MHC I 2534 K HLA-DRA 15 3+
XA N E R, W R e NFR (HAS A8 %
DTS, K38 TSS KA MY, Xk
AW 7R, HLA-DRA 3 PR B 119 e S ML I 2 08 1ok
NFR, i A& 3 37 77 F1 k100 TSS 1. tk4k,
Wan SEMGETF o0 0T T 2 AN REIAZ /N e 47 28
R, RIE ) FIXIRAZ MA ZEUR I 4, B
JE BT DX 3 P AZ /NS5 A () S B i, PR i
KPR, Rz FIEAFERGS, X 38 31 M
(A% /M 5 A S R DRI SR 7K

R 3 3 158 DNA P51 (1K 5 DL K e st
WA, TR A2 3 W) (metazoan) 1) 3 3l 7 43 4
“CIRERHL” 5 “orEU” PZE. Rach SR TR
S Bl DRI R AMAE AT, RIIE AN [ 11 )3
I ARG ORI B HE)
T TSS iM% M e AL B, NFR X385 6ff 5 5
CIRAEM” 38 PR /AMEHES R SS, (H RNAPII
HILOME 2B s, H2A.Z 84K H3K4 HE bty
ZE5. T XS 7 IR FLEN A 5 SR 2 ) LR AT
(17, A X PRl 28 Y (R AR B B AT 4 2,
LEH CpG B IS 52 5k % RNA A 4 (1)
TERKI 5 IR )7 S B, S RE SR R INARTE e s
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FEHER. Poirier S5EHE i Al F %€ Y6 I 4ie e 4
(FRET) 1) J7 1 W %8 K i #1144 15 5 1K) 8 & AR 4k
RGN AT BAT “RiE” 5 “RAEC WAL
MM GORE,  “RE” IR /MRS 2w
FESIAATARI, 7E ms~s DKL YA =AM 5
R, R R ER A AR, A TF feds
A BIPAZ /MR 35 (O REAL S, SR S 45450 TF
A%/ MAEL DNA fif &, fif “ %7 WEm “m
B SR

IR RN, R MR E 5 T S DG
F A T (5 RNA B4 0. TF. 40 5 ik
MWEAEME)Z AR EECRN, 1R
O ol W IR E A S NI 5 ) N
Raveh-Sadka ¥ 4% /MAE L. TF. RNA P .
TFBS S5 $ 45 31— AN a2 12 T % /K1 (R 4 ) 24 48
v, PN A% /A e 7 e S A Aff b 0000 56 R %
IR
22 #ZMASERREMIFE

BATFFCR I, B ML s AR By
BAAREENMO, (5B EEAE
M. Belch Z8U I, I RERE A A1 - X I8 1) 4% /s
BRI, /D ERREPR AR B S A, T
RNA B GBI A M. gwhd X DNA FE 51 i b1
M AMEERT RS R EH, (AR IMEE A%
BESAH OCIA F B TR - I 2. e R ) IX
K, RAMRERSZ AR RR S B RRAZ% /IMA A S
WA E AR A I AER R, L G
TFBS [ AT &5 A P, AT 428 5 R 1) % S oK -
Fan WAy, B B €050 %o 95 HL YU TE (ChIP) SE 46
H A PR ER R A% IR ifF (MINase) {4 ] T-7E R 8h T 5
Zb P XS TUIE], e e R EaE O g EI )
WM SER A 5'NFR 5 3'NFR FL S0 B 3%,
TR ] — Fh e ddt (0 VR e T BERE A% /M
SENLEE, GESC T 5'NFR [I/7E7E, {H 3'NFR JEA
WPOR R 2, ERIL 37 e 4k X A% /Mg
LIREARSEDRIG g ) P 28 DA KRR (9 A KA AT
BEORIP A SEPE. 1 H RNA P IT G M FE 5 28 11 X
W, fE T A% NMARRGEE R, &P 3'NFR TE K
AL RNA P JEEARAT G, 1 H 5 37 s A 4
FH2C. Hodges “5Ma i GEESE S0 LA .4~ RNA P I
TERESRIEMPBT BLIAT Ay, RIS X A% /M Ss 2
L RNA PIT £ k45, RNA P IR 52 A0 Fros o 4
%, FEEFIEF TS Belch ST S 25 1
AN HE, RNA PII7EZEMFY B A2 530 DNA

MALEE [ A, T GBS —FEv o SR 1)
DNA [ RiHESE, 4flE 2% /NMARE, DNA I 25 i
FRIRARAL L B 7 BRI T4, Tl (E L &
e/, Al W, RNA B8 4B S A i B2
[ B S AE K% /M | DNA IIFLEI M ATE 28, %
EEATISN
23 BMERERRMHFEHESERRIEERNTUE
L ES

FLAZ AN A A% MR AT S Sh AR, T X
Pl 25 1k 5 66 DR 3R TR A 5 (1 AR A0 3 D AR Do 15052,
ZAIF TN 2 AL TATA &5 R (T FR A
TATA L) a8 F XA &M 2, A
TATA & EE (R A IR TATA 3L JH 8 11X 35
H/MAI B Z . AT, TATA FEDRH A2 N
RONEE DR, e s KT m] 98 Pk (plasticity) B, 3
U 45 A R AT T AR TATA JE K % 2
“ER” N, HEFACPESLR e B EE. X
WA AT B A% /MA LS TF Se4 254 %) TATA 7 818,
ffi#3 TF 5 TATA 4G AtaE, FEEFKEH
LPRIE (LR, Tirosh SE2150 4 T B RES 21 X
S A% /N A A5 2 R IR B S AT R P 2 T ) K
R, BETEH R —8Wg R, XL AME
SEAE A R 45 O I )7 Y 4 5 DR SR (1 P e S g <
H—M a3 ) NFR 858 HEEE TSS,  RiiF %
AMASE T R FERE, TFBS #1404 fE NFR 1, iX
RIS IE SRR e 3B MR8 TIX N
NFR 62, %/IMEYSIEN AN H 5 TSS If5E 25
B, TFBS 43 #U7EJ3 2 FIX N, TFBS ] 3 )%
YIS AT LA B TE ik /AR, IX LRI 55 /KT
BRI, IR, XS 3 THREIELE
NS, R MARTEX AR BT 2 A
FREIE S P 2 R ) 3R A AU — 80, U A /M
(P2 2 A3 5 T 3L R FRA BT i, AR T
AP A IR O, R SRR IR R A ) —

Vaillant 55 HL, 8BRS it X A A% /N4 E A7 A 7Y
R s s B, PIAP LA #S & i 5'NFR 5 3
NFR 2 [A] [ BE B e (). 2 —F2& S'NFR 5 3
NFR Z [A] [P IEUF 2240 n ASHEMHE S A% M, 1)
B “RERART SRy B R BECTE K n AU
AR IMEECE na 1l DB RAR R M5 1), ]I
e n 5 n+l MEAMEPIFPSE RPRS 2 A, R
AT 4kt AR 505 RO ah&
PEBUAHOC, AHXTT “REIA” 458, “XUFas” 2
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X%, . e MRERIEERIBET M Rt R *847-

FE AT T s nl 93, XLt i E A
TR, JF H R A B I H3 5 4 R
H2A.Z FRE. XL RER], Gnhd X A%/ IMA E AL 5)
BYE Rta AR E 5 R g o e —Fhi%
SRS FBL. He SFSUR I, 17 41 11t 40 A rh k3
AR F LGS B AR 9 1 (enhancer) X 35k, 17T BRI
RIRTT = FEUMER R ZARLE G AL R — AN PO/
AARES . Schones Z5LVEL R LA FT T 1% /IMAE AL
(1) 2 A& W PR 2 AR ATIAE ) Solexa 18 =0 7
O e TSI N ZE CD4+T 40 B () % /)
oy A, R IIE A A0 B T+ 1 R /R 7 1 2R
7E+40 bp b, TR S AN MO+ K% ANMA E AL I IR I AE
+10 bp &b, BBl 40 MRS R 8 A% /N e o AH
N b)) A A oy — P HpIRAS. RN, b
IR TCR 5 515 CDA+TA MK IA G S8 T #
AMEEFENL, FFRIEFEE I+ 542 Mo
A 3w, A1 B/ AOE A7 8 W A4, T
TCR 15 S HIHI40 fu ik, MR +1 H-1 &%/ MMiog
PR . IR I 20 S v A Al R Dl e
BB IO Al 5 CNST X M e AL R I
HRERZER, JA3 IR dlE Bt S 55
K MAEALI AR . Nie 0 R IL, CD4+T it 5
41 H 1) NF-kB &5 & 7 f X 3% /N R 4R, 4
CD4+TAI VAL 2 5, NF-kB &5 A A7 55 X 38 1 #%
AN LSTE U

IRAFTTR I, R AMERE T ) B A S R A
FISHEA IR Z 2 UG, B AMA T
(1) 503 AN 2 TR A DR e SR A o 2 R 46 3 )
R /b S it e DRI TR A 1) e e ok 2 i o
JELE B 7 DX 3 N SR AL TF 45447 sl 5 5 1 oo Ak
B VR A SR G 0 T 1), AR DT (1) 3 SRk 238
[liFs2Srsliop
24 #ZNMEEMERTEERRIZIEF

T FUIR R B A% /MR 5 DR Gy X pAy i ) o A7 T
SN b, AR ICANE I DhEe. BRSSO B
% /INA Al B 7 5 RIHE e 7 51 (R B HS 3 AR ik, A3
2 FEPE RGBT OCH ) U7 72 (IDQD) X A% AR A N 2K
FE R 21 BY A7 55 (GT/AG) BRI 7 51 1) 43 A =k
T TWEIT, RIS 5138 1 ) 2 5 % /MA )
TERG, TR RNA F B B A RBm IR T, 8y 4
A7 5 R HLARIT 1) N5 7 (intron) 7 21 U HE 5 AZ /M)
JE R, RN ) RNA v BB A Bt e v, i H
DNA JP A A% /M U / Bt F1 RNA FIRIPE / 22
P HA G AN, Tilgner Z58 LU0 M7 T 75 10 B

FFEk 5 N A0 27 A% M e AL, R IR
B B AMERZ T IR AR M
Z, 0 HAZ M ) T3 7 A A1 S 1R Lo X3
EBYEE M. DUBREEDR b /M s 7 AT 25 4BL
M, XEegi IR, Z/AMEER W] e RNA
BIEEIMS 5. Schwartz Z5040 4 7 A, B 54
H BRI A Y Az MASE A, WA 31T RIFER
iR, I HORILAN T IR AL M b KT S
GC A, MAE AN 1 DA U8 BX Ff
AHOCE, 1 WA /N A 1) 308 A AR A0 81 IX 3GV
R Al R R, T2 5 4 (B A By e
K. AW, AR, BMER RS
B BTN A A8 7 e el e b, P &
T R AMEE R D, RPN B
AL /N, T AL AN T B TR A N A B
% . Tilgner 58 & LR A1 2 7 (pseudoexons) 1%
AMEARRHERZ. itk el WL, AR TR ST R
AR A 2 AT B T BN AR 2 F. Keren
PR T AN AT B AL, Wil 3 TR, RNA
TR A 2 3 b R P I S A% /N AR e =2 X o 3 2
P, BRAZ MR B DX SN L S TR N e, an ]
3a lizn. 4 RNA G HE S MER, 5 RNA
S8 A5 TR TG 1 BY 422 K] 1 (splicing factor, SF)%E 45 %
mRNA Fi& LAMNE T 375 55 1) B 8247 54 (splice
site, SS), (T BYEALHIUIN AN G 7. ik, %
ANARGE AR SEIL T bRt A T g, anliEl 3b it
7Ix. Hodges 5K B6 SI2 56 W 5 2135 R A% /A IX 35
FERNA P I 2 A5 Hok %% S5 10 3 5 AR 2%,
A% /I T B AR T ) RS

AT AR N ARGE T8 Tk 2 B 1 A
F . 5 B BY ML LS 5 1R 25 2 R 0 A fi s on,
Kolasinska-Zwierz®E K I & AN B 1 FIAHE A
A 5k E H3K36me3 & 1fi . Schwartz 25 1 i ]
ChIP-seq HEARME T AR5 /MR /IMEER, Kk
Az M e A T 3734 2 |, H3K36me3 &
i 5 RNA P IT AR AR i [a] T~ AE AR A0 27 B A%/
&, NRANE T8 5Tk 4 H3K79mel . H4K20mel
5 H2BKSmel =4l A&, 17 HAX R & i1
FE BRI RS (1), X el AR AN B 1 B4R
FI A 5 BY A IR R G &, Chodavarapu %51
T T R B R PR T 0L 7 T % €00 I R Ay B % /S
R, SRJ5H Hlumina GA T3 A B4 K%
/A DNA BTN, JF H R BRAAZ TR A7 553 9%
1) DNA HEAUE T LU, RIAZ Mk DNA
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(a) mRNA i {4
O
L Ng

mRNA i £

(b)

Fig. 3 Speed bump model of nucleosome occupancy™
B3 % MRREE RS
()R /ARG i) 58 A7 7E A ik F (Exon) i 43 RNA 245 W5 (RNA P 11 )38 241 il B G 8 R B s (b)55 RNA R4 BERL IR 1 BT 42 X - (splicing
factor, SF)4fi7+ %] mRNA i {4 (pre-mRNA) F4ME. - 3755 5731845407 s (splice site, SS), ML/ NMATE R BT Hep A FRd A2 1 1 1E.

[ FF AL K LEIE$2 DNA [ S KP . 01X
B ] 4 KL PRI ZH 0 A R A% /AR E A7 5 DNAL HT Bk
S, R DNA FHEAR R ) T 0 S8 AR 4 2
1) DNA AT, 1 Hax A e N2
g%t o b PR SF ). Chodavarapu 55t 0 5% 21 4%
AN 1) 7€ A7 TA 8 XA, FJRAEGRT RNA B &
Pt ) TR AEAEAN R B AFEIRE, A
n] TRE AL AEAN W 5 W & A AL T A A B
Lo RUEW, R A R EEA 20,
T /MEELT 5 DNA AL A PR oM 2111
YER, T H 52 m RNA ZEG I TG PE. Luco 25OV
WFFTEs FEE AL T S B e, A e i o 1
WA bR 4 e (PNT2) 5 RN B i 1) 5T 40
(hMSC) ' FGFR2 # [A (1) H3K36me3 1& 1fi /K - Ji5 »
SR G WL 52 41 R A B i S nT AR BY $2 (alternative
splicing, AS)=#)H & HAEFAN 7Py, AbATk
W, B S B ) R ROC R, M
HR#E A 5 BT 5 S AH N b 3 SO A7 R ek
AF, IR R I A R T 2 R NE T )
454 B 1(PTB)SE Wi B4 1 7251 (10 55 8 i ik 24 1.

X110, Dhami S A BLIFA R WL, AbAT]

IIHT TN R a0 i 2R (K562 4i e, U937 4 i
CD14+ HAZ 41 ) iz /MEEfr, KIAEA = A1B
ii5 RNA P I AU brid T 4h e 7, 7E K562 5
U937 L TR NS T, R
SENTARIAAM WIS ANE 2 AR R AT
5T,

%/ IMASE R T A1 27 (R B LT RE AT AN
BT BRPrHE R, i, S8 T gRsefEA% MALE
—EFR P LRI /IMA DNA %52 58 S 2k it A
HoAb R G, IIBRAC T 2278 F1 AR S id %
B T LR,

3 REERE

LA BT 45 578 43 Ut AR /AR AS AU T 4
DNA 4 SEail, i HLAE JE R e o vh e 45
BOVERL. SR, A% /MA A S i s 2 AN &
— PP SRMEIIOCR, M SEHSRAH R E AR
FAHEAER], A R4 5 DNA 3411 w]
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Abstract Nucleosome is the building unit of eukaryotic chromatin, the location of histone octamer on the DNA
sequence is called nucleosome positioning. With the advent of high throughout technologies such as ChIP-chip and
ChIP-seq. large-scale nucleosome positioning atlas of multiple model organisms have been measured, which attract
many researchers to investigate nucleosome positioning and its functions on transcriptional regulation. In this
paper, we first introduce the concept of nucleosome positioning and summarize the regular patterns of nucleosome
positioning on genetic region, then review the major advances of functions of nucleosome positioning on

transcriptional initiation, elongation, divergence of expression patterns and alternative splicing.
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