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2. 5B AT HRAEFR ribozyme A1 IEAL, DNA 454 15
1 MBD2 HAT EL VI SmC B BE sk, (HaiiE
W HR A4S 2, %1 2009 4E Rao A1 Zhang SZ 46
=56 )5 K TET %5 I (ten-eleven translocation) 1iJ LA
Mt SmC DNA A= 5 5- ¥ B 2 4k Jfg 8 g (ShmC)
DNA®, B f5 Xu Fl Zhang S5 = 7 A iE T
ShmC W4 TET & F3F— 5 A0 AR i 5- F 2 i
WEIE(STC) AT 5- FRILMMENE(ScaC)!'' 7. ShmU(ShmC
it U5 AR )~ SfC LA K ScaC 3 n] 7F DNA B 34k
fiff TDG MI/E T e pide A hE, 7= AR TEOREEAT A5,
1 38 B3 D) B 15 & (base excision repair, BER)
I b—ASEr i g, SEI 2 O R, AR
MAAE— N EAE R MG, 7T LUK ScaC b [rR AR
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Fig. 1 Possible pathways of TET-mediated active DNA
demethylation
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2.1 MBD Ki&EH

MBD (methyl-CpG-binding domain) % ji& & [ /&
B ORI H AL DNA 855821, Bird BREI41 R
71 1989 55t I 22 BT 313040 40 B Hh & I 31 MeCP1
H A AW MeCP2 # 1 7] LURF 7 B 45 & 1 3640
DNA, HH1 MeCP2 2 H 55 — ANt 4l Ak 7 oo [ ik
MR AR, 2 JF it MeCP2 DNA 45 & &5 #4) 4§
(1) [A) 98 L6k SR BT % KR I 53 40 JLAS 1R
MBDI1~4, H MBD2 J& F R LK MeCP1 4
A i B 43 (8] 2a). MBD 5% A %
MBD 25 # 3k AL AR T e, 0 ik 4 S5 AN [ 1) L4
53 A PR 21 H AR DA ) FR BT o5, 0] E AR LA
175 (K 2b).

2.1.1 MeCP2 EH
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W W RVUAE F RS, R UIETT .
Rett ZEAE IR W L100 1/10 000, HAL41T 87%
B LR R AT MeCP2 FERISEAR.
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BT BR L DA S R GA . MeCP2 B 1 E AL S
ANgERlEk, FIEAL DNA 4545 45 #6585 (MBD) Fll % 5%
F11) 2 #4)35(transcriptional repression domain, TRD)
(Kl 2a). WFFCERW], MBD 4585 i 45 & 76 i i
WA AT BR3E 0 H 3L CpG A7 £, — 2R L
MeCP2 BURsAL# K 4/ MBD [X1; MBD fil TRD
SRS T R SR LA &2 5 K Sin3 A Complex 627,
Sin3A & & R & 4 8 1 2 LWL RS HDAC LA &
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Y1 HR 2 R AL HRKMT, 38 3 418 (B
12 112 CEA S I DL AR 5 A st B ) TR A 18
Wi, SE0 G0 TR (M 5K, TR S e ()
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associated protein 2)5 41 8 11 £ LWL 5 & 4 A]
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Fig. 2 Domain architecture of MBD proteins and model of their functions on gene expression
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2.1.3 MBD &5 fg3iR ) 54k DNA 145 fg L

MBD 45 #6458 AT 3 s 1P A R, —
YEL5 KT o3 R 57 . MBD 25 f30& —Fh 88 1) o/
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B-strandsZ f¢, 1 IA] ) 2 4% B-strands B2 HI B3 X
K, 7EPTA ) MBD £5 s i ORsr s PRI 2 4%
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loop TEAAELE. J3—JZH A o BIE ol FI—AC
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SERIIR B A YT RABLIR &I loop, T S&A ) T 4H &
(1) — (&l 3a).
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A1) MBD 45 #9158 5 mCpG DNA & 4 ¥ (1A% 1
4iky, HH7x 7 MBD 4R F AL DNA 1) 45
FFERET8. il 3b fin, MBD &5 f3lal & 75
i DNA [ K8 4b, HEXTFRHL S DNA [P 45 +H
HAER. g2 F1 B3 LLAEAT]Z £ (1) loop
L1 5 DNA —&KEAAHEAEH, B4 5 ol Z M1
# loop L2 BA & ol [ N i X 38 5 DNA 19 55— 4%
HEAH HAE (& 3c). MBD &5 #3158 o 5 5 i 5
mCpG 17 3 R LB FE Val20. Arg22. Tyr34 DL &
Argd4 Fl Serd5, T EIE I HK FEAEH )1 5 W
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ANFRIEELEFTAT ) MBD g5 3 i 8 0R 55, &5 EATT]
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MBD4
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5l 34K 1) mCpG i 55 6 2 21 2= 0% 5 221 1 H
(Kl 3c), AILARP48E B mC B2 4 A& R T
TE BP0 . P S RS AL Sy R TN 2 IR 2= Pl N
f¥edE, MBD A 545 & mCpG DNA.

MeCP2 £ [11[1) MBD &5 438045 ¥4 5 - 4 Ad AT,
{HE #2008 4£, H MBD 25 #3855 ¥ 3E K Bdnf
J5 3 DNA & & 7RI i A4 25 1 A ik 4 1 2,
MeCP2 (] MBD #4145 % DNA #7575 MBDI
HAAEF L, HE R mCpG A7 55 R 3R 5L A
5 5mC KAEBEBEWAHTAEN, 12 DNA JH
il 45 & 17K 2 75 T MeCP2 i F 3L 4k DNA (1)
.

%} MBD2. MBD3 Il MBD4 #& [ (/) MBD 4 #4)
55 DNA &5 1 1) 45/ A i), g4
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J&, MBD2 5 MBDI1 %} I EEAL 1K) CpG A7 st 1555 Al
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RIS N gEiz, w454 5C. SmC. ShmC Al
ShmU &5 22 T E A7 ) W g PR,

\ mCpG DNA

Fig. 3 Structural bases for methyl DNA recognition by MBD proteins
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2.2 SRA #HEER

SRA 45 #J 43 (SET and RING finger-associated
domain) & 7 — 2K nl LL &k & F 4L DNA 145843k,
DR LA 410407 Ei 0 0 7 4 B 1 LS SET 4544
Wz FIEENE RING 45375 4 (K 4a). AHXT
T MBD 25 3URE = 100 CpG 7 s 1) 4> AL &
M, SRA £ ke300 H A DNA )R 1) 5 2 4> R
PE, BR7T CpG f7si, nliR% CHHELH H AR
A, T 8% C BgHE) A7 U A B M, DL R
MG JEXIRRIEM) DNA.
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DNA WAL CMT3 35 ™. KYP & H R T/
o C i (20 8 1 R i Ak &5 9 35 SET 4b, ik
B — N I AHAR ) SRA gE#3k. #E— DRtk
L KYP 1) SRA &5 #43kn] iR J1] CHH A7 x5 40 (1)
DNA, H H3K9 HUILALREGE G PE S FEH i1k DNA 45
HHE YA, KYP 3l 2 SRA 45 by ek i Y
HE4k DNA 51 fE 1% DNA H AL B 15 4 & A
H3K9 BB IR S —ke, N5 TIXPFIA
IFi) 147 2 LT3 8 A i 5 DRI BR RN S % €00 A B 11
AEHAEH (crosstalk). 3 —ZRLEAEY R I SRA
gk W) R A& LR I VIM 2R [ (variant in

595 624

9
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VIMI [[PHD] Rivg]
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(b)
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Fig. 4 Domain architecture of SRA proteins and a model of UHRF1-mediated DNA methylation during DNA replication
B 4 SRA £ 5E B &EMIEA R AR 4+ DNA BEKENTRER
(a) SRA 45 Kl 8 (1 10 G5 MR AL AN 43 Aii . SR KSR SRA S5 i3, RE AR RMEAL A MK, B 403R PHD finger, Z2M (AR IZ L8NG
RING kg3, HRERIZ FEL5HMI0 UBL, LT Tudor 54438, (b) UHRF1 £ A 7E DNA 5 Hilid & vh 4EF781 4 55 DNA H AL KF 1)
B EOFEBE SCpG L, TORRARAEF I, HOSTONEAEFIALEM. UHRF1 B 20T 4586 16 5% A 45 8 800 1560
Pitilrl(a). dEA H3 L KR, HFFEM LG NAEER R, UHRFI f SRA S50 R 5] DNA 2 LU 07 5, B35 4EFe 7Y /i 34k
DNMT1 5 887 £ BE L ) Ak S 8, i HW Tudor 45#4938A1 PHD finger U415 H3 L 34L&, /5 DNA A& Fl

2 2R VB ) (928 HLAE FH (crosstalk).



* 1068 SMFEEMYIRER

Prog. Biochem. Biophys. 2014; 41 (10)

methylation) ¥, L4 & B2 R E K] VIM1~ 3 =N
G BN T AN IR K SRA 25, PIIAE
A1) 2 A RING vZ 25 1E I 45 /80 1 A4S N i 1)
PHD £5 43k ( &l 4a). VIM 2 111 SRA &5 #e 4 th n]
P F LA DNA, FF H X CpG A7 s H A FE 7
Ve, LERIEEITIEN 2] CpG DNA ) FH LAk 4 45 DL R
BEPRICER h o  ERAE A
222 THFLEYI) SRA LR

Wiy L3 P b [R)RE A7 A5 o] R0 36 4L DNA 1
SRA £5#3k # 1. UHRFI (ubiquitin-like, containing
PHD and RING finger domains 1), VIM1 & [ 1 [A]
JREA, AR Np9s Al ICBP90. 7F DNA f-{#H¥
S, UHRF1 85 A RTHA 3548 FE 8 DNA HIEAL G
DNMT1 % ¢ HEEAL DNA £7 £, 5e 0 & % DNA
B R R B, 4ERFEE 4] DNA ) H 5L
IR/ SPEE 3 22 0C EZE 1)/ I+ UHRF1 & [
WE MGG Z s, H N
(1) UBL 25 f 3t — ARz 2850938, AL Tudor 45
Py LLRSIZH 2 1 H3KO i = Rk a4,
[8] fr) PHD finger 7] iR 4l 85 1 H3K4 17 £i, SRA
g Ry s ) my AR H BRI CpG DNA,  C i (1)
RING 25 W32 21 B 112 Z53% 820, UHRF1 25 (111
SRA &5 #4338 ik 1 ) o B ALk DNA, 35 1)
DNMTI & 762 3L CpG A X 38, e iopi Ak
B L WS4 s . [, UHRFI 2% (08 o H
Tudor £5f43F1 PHDfinger 15 41 2 (1 b i 3L PR ¢
BR155, /5 DNA FIEAAE 1A 41 8 A& 1 1] 11
A HAE M (crosstalk), A 4E K5 Qe (4 T TE A%
2.2.3 SRA 45 M3 1R ) FH 4k DNA 1 451
BLER

UHRF1 & 111 SRA 45 #4310 5~ H He Ak CpG
DNA E 5K f AR S5 1 JE7x T SRA & Ryl i 1R
5l mCpG DNA (145 FHE £, SRA 45 i34 &
B AR R, AR Ay 2l S A B-
strands 14 %18 B il SREEL T 4 Bt o BRTEAE R 25
4155 (&l 5a). 5 MBD iR A, SRA &4k
[F] I &5 45 7E DNA [V FI/NE AR (] 5b). A1 R0
(R, ANECH IR SmC HRIE R ok 456 7 SRA 25
PRI — AN B K A rb, X i B 4 L Tl (base
flipping) ifi % 7= DNA £ 1fi lf§ 5 DNA & &)
B, TS B e AL AR R U IR E AR, P B G
] loop~ Finger loop A1 Thumb loop, %%l &% & 1E
DNA [F KRN AL, 5 mCG @ GC A% X}
R A = AN R A A BAE R, BER T CpG Ar

MR PE. LD Thumb loop 1) V446 Bk 5 )
RAE] DNA W, 3 T IRA mC AL A7 &,
1M Finger loop "1/) NKR %k 32 5 B AMiE A
FEACT C B EE R A AR AR T, a0 R mC AR
C, WJ£:BHAS Finger Loop 5 DNA 1454, Kbt
A PR T UHRF1L [f] SRA 45 #4388 51 2 B JE fk
DNA [ 5.

W, TR i) SRA &5 5 3 fk
DNA TR IR 25/ HLERAIE S B AT AN DA, AR IT
HZ 2 11 H3K9 HI3E1LMF SUVHS ) SRA 45 k3K
Sl H R 1L DNA e Sk 4 22, AT DA X 3
b 2EHHAL LU AR CpG HIJEAL I DNA, X 55
FC ) 5 25 1 KRYPTONITE (8 % ) SUVH4) 1R 2%
L. 7& SUVHS [¥) SRA #1522 Fp F 3 AL A& 1
DNA &G4 fb AR 454 h (B 45 4 1 564k CpG.
34k CpG LA CHH DNA)®, H: SRA &tk 5
UHRF1 (1) SRA 45 #4358 45 #4913 AH AL (Dali LX) &5
B Z-score 18.8, RMSD 1.8). A[fff)j& DNA %)
15 SRA 4 &t 102, SUVHS B4 SRA
SR 1843 9 454 7F DNA XURZ i (0 w0, [+) I
mC N H 4N E ) mC/C/G B FERI A ok (K 5e).
SUVHS5-SRA 454 DNA 17705 UHRF1 &A%
FABL, BHAEIRIEE 25 G A — K HAEH, AN
)&, SUVHS5-SRA [¥] Finger loop A~ {415 NKR 5%
B, 1% loop 75 &5 Ky v SLBL— U FEIR 2
AT DNA AH B AR 6 A7 = 24 7E Thumb loop
X 4. Z5L UHRF1 ff) V446 5%, SUVHS [1)—4
Q392 FRILI M EE KN E DNA ', (588 T 8% 6k
FLIRATIALE, X DNA 45 &2 CEE. HT6k
= Finger loop X %] CpG A% FF B0+ 11 HoAth =
ANBREEIIRS, B SUVHS R 51 CpG A7 55 (1 =
PEEHIK, X CHH HIEALI DNASY T4 4. TN
i SUVHS 45 [ fig K FH X FeloRURR 6 AL i (1) — A5 B
itk &, L Finger loop 17] %8 % fo¥F—> DNA 43
TR 4545 P4 SRA 73, TfifE UHRFL 1, I
Finger loop #7 & A X 8 (1) 45 ¥4 45 5 75 DNA [
KB A, 4n % P5> UHRF1-SRA 4y 1 %) 4% %)
SUVHS %511 DNA 70 7], WI{E Finger loop
R g R I VA SR DU IEE P S| A5 At b - W
&R (Kl 5d).

KRYPTONITE/SUVH4 5 H 34k CHH DNA &
G AR ISR 1 RS T fid A, L SRA 4f5#4
5454 mCHH DNA 177 X 5 UHRF1 73 284,
W R EE R e, S NKR FR3E . A e 1
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Fig. 5 Structural bases for methyl DNA recognition by SRA domains
B 5 SRA £ ERIRABENL DNA BIEHHE

(a)UHRF1-SRA (%} (%) 5 2 FF 34k DNA(BS (1) 2 &M 0 454 . UHRF1-SRA it 2 AN EH ) loop, Finger loop(5%4% (7)1 Thumb loop(# {f1)
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Structural Basis for Methyl DNA Readout by MBD and SRA Domains”
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Abstract DNA methylation at the 5 position of cytosine is one of the most important epigenetic modifications in

vertebrate, which regulate gene expression in conjunction with specific protein readers to readout the methyl

marks. This review focuses on two major classes of methyl DNAreaders, MBD and SRA domains, and discusses

their structural bases and molecular mechanisms of recognizing different types of DNA modification marks.
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