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Abstract: DNA methylation is an important epigenetic modification that can effectively regulate genome
stability. In order to understand the impact of DNA methylation on plant growth and development, this article
summarizes plant DNA methylation patterns, concludes the physiological functions of plant DNA methylation,
and reviews the research methods of DNA methylation. At last, this article sums up the problems in the study of
plant DNA methylation and points out the research directions in the future, providing a theoretical basis for
subsequent plant genome research.
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DNA H! 2 {f,(DNA methylation) & H #1j 3& W & %
FREFEOVEW LS L —, T ZAE T A A, 2
FUAZ A de 9 I B — 3k PR L8 1 5 5K B A T
9 3[R 41 Th 8 1A [R] IR AS 25082 DNA B8R 7 51 o FEAE
Vb DNA R AL 32 S0 45 DA Sk Y40 M 4 55 H 4L
PRI . T IR A 32 B I AL B (CMT) AT Ak
1 ¥ il (DRM) SR AME A M 4E 55 DNA HI R AL . BT 58 R B
DNA HHEAL K- 5 38 70 B0 B R A R A R, Re g
UM HEYK S BRI A I, 3 BiE Ykt
T, A A 4 2 DR AN ORAIE 5 R 2 A AR E 1k

X AR S TR A AR BE 238 , S A% 1)

A S o U HE Y DNA W G, AT 2038 G (0,57 A2
JR PSSR IS BT LR A ER . FFFURIL, A
TG A= 40 W 38 R0 A 2B P iy 3L B, A 4 35 DR 4 H DN FH
S S R4 AR, I xR gt 45 5. 48 b
Frids , DNA F 2540 1 o4 4% e 68 3= & A A 0 1) %2
(EINEEY =Y/ NEZS =S i VA S I N T < S I e
SKAE ) DNA H JE AL B85 X AR 2 D g LA SR 72 7
15 UHATRON T fif DNA H B AL R A (1) 521, AR )
BRI ZH IR AN e it — 2 B IR K
1 #E¥DNA BELER

TE ) DNA B0 2 M Sk FERAE 2 RF AR AL AN
P25 F A Zh A TR T S5 51, X 835 B e AN [R] ) 1l
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1, I AN F S ARAE TR e R R 2 X 3. 1)
K4 DNA H AL 1) i s g /7 41 : CG, CHG #11 CHH
(HAEKA, TEHO"", HHECHIEY DNA F &R
T A EZGPR, — Pl Pk AL, 53— Mg 4ERF
HAb.
1.1 Mk 3L

Mk B 4K (De novo methylation) 2 i i A [A] (1
DNA HI B EL RSN DNA HEAT (AL, 48 2 2K FH 1LY
DNA #f FF AL . 5L FE IF (Arabidopsis thaliana) ™ , I\
Sk H AL 2 8 I RNA /1 51 DNA H 546 (RADM) i
SR 1ZIB 1R e SR RNA(scaffold RNA) /NF
P RNA (siRNA) 1 — R 51 (1) 85 F ot , £ 2 A 5 W
1. fERIDM &%+, B L RNA B A IV(POL 1IV) )
2 5 55 4L 1 R 7 A O 45 K 3 oo 4 IS T IR 9 Y
RNA(P4 RNA), £ RNA K& 2(RDR2) /5 T & B
B RNA(dsRNA), # DICER- LIKE PROTEIN 3
(DCL3),DCL2 fI DCL4 V)&, 7= 42 24 MEFF R IF /N T
L RNA (siRNAs)™. Bt 5 ,siRNAs 5 ARGONAUTE 4
(AGO4)5 AGO6 4 & , 5 RNA K &1 V(POL V) 5%
) H % 32 42 RNA 2 Xf , AGO4 5 DOMAINS
REARRANGED METHYLASE 2 (DRM2)# H.1E H ,
DRM2 5 DNA M3k 34k

SHH1 (SAWADEEHOMEODOMAINHOMO
LOGUE 1)/&POL IV /=4 siRNA It} fir s 75 (1Y, SHH1 7E
RADM A H R EIiEfE 5282 POLIV LA{2 2 siRNA
A& . [E N, SHH1 SWADEE 15 & % FH 2 4% i1
£ B¢ Tudor-97 & 5 20 28 11 H3K9me2 45 &, SHH1 1 1)

DTF1 # 3% T f¢ % 5 SNF2 DOMAIN-
CONTAINING PROTEIN CLASSY 1(CLSY) H.{F /i,
I POL IV 22 5 RdDM i& 41471 CHH H Z:4K"'. POL
II @ i DCL3 ] #| 7= 4= 24nt siRNAs"", 5% 3 il i
RDR6 iR 5] POL 11 fi74 /) TE mRNA #5847, 7245 2 Int/
22nt siRNAs 2 5 M Sk H B4k, fil % 1 57 TE F R
161, POLV A28 RNA FE DDR E &M1& 5, %
= & W) & il DEFECTIVE IN RNADIRECTED DNA
METHYLATION 1 (DRDI1). DEFECTIVE IN
MERISTEM SILENCING 3 (DMS3) f1 RNA-
DIRECTED DNA METHYLATION 1 (RDM1) 3t [F] /£
% , Bt %% 5 SUPPRESSOR OF VARIEGATION 3-9
HOMOLOGUEPROTEIN 2 (SUVH2)#1 SUVH9 45 &,
M 5542 POL V & #% DNA 4L 1E FIU9, RNA &5
4 25 1 RRP6-LIKE 1 (RRP6L1) A1 INVOLVED IN DE
NOVO 2 (IDN2)- IDN2 PARALOGUE (IDP) & & ¥
(IDN2-IDP complex) ] LA# 8K POL V # 5 [f) RNA 7
fREE Gt b, 35 SWISNF e th i EIPE &)
(SWITCH/SUCROSE NONFERMENTING chromatin-
remodeling complex , SWI/SNF)AH H.AE A , il it f 48 1%
IMAFIZE R R 2 5 POLV /- S DNA F AL,
1.2 %37 &AL

YEFF DNA F I (L2 75 DNA XU — B R4
FRIEAL, o) — 2 R BRI B4 FR 21k . %) DNA
FEAC I R O T B g 77 51, 9 B AS [R)J F AL  EY)
DNA F R R B i AL (LI 2)07,

Ye o 5T F LR (CMT) A2 FE 045 A 1) DNA H 3

‘POL IV | | PoL I |
CLSY1 SHH1
RDR2
Y H3K9m92 DCL3 RDR6
24nt siRNAs | 21nt siRNAs |
DCL4 DCL2 — 22nt siRNAs |
DCL3
| 24nt siRNAs |
‘ AGO4 | AGO6 AGO4 | AGO6
AGO4 | AGOS
AGO4, __ [IDN2-DP|
g v AGOB o RRP6LA1 complex
| POLV | - |DDR complex | R
‘ " ! ! _[swusmﬁ
5 SUEVH o |complex |
DRM2  SUvHe"

El1 #UE 7 RNA /589 DNA BEE LR ERyER
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Dematbdation

2 1EYDNA BELBIENZSIAT

R, 5/ K Dnmtl .JMET1 Z5 #4110, 5 MET]1
AR Z AEAE T, CMT RES & 1M 5 4 €4 5i DNA. £
MR B4R T 34N CMT £ [K29, Htf CMT1 7E )
FATT &4 B R ERIA KR, B A 2 A ThRe i,
CMT3 Fl CMT2 = ZEAR6 T 2H 5 1 H3K9 & H 3, 4R
1 B I CHG H 2 L™, 5 H3K9me2 & & 1) £ K
CMT3 [F] Y& ¥ ZMET2 #f 4 45 ¥ 2 B , ZMET2 & i
BAH % 4 3 (bromo-adjacent homology , BAH) 5 4 &
FI H3K9me2 540, LT H3KO 4 57 14 FH AL FE 1l
SUVH4(SUPPRESSOR OF VARIEGATION 3- 9
HOMOLOGUE PROTEIN 4) J H 5% & SUVHS5 #l
SUVHS 1) 578 W % 7 H3K9me2 ik, 3F K KBRAL T
CHG HE ALK,

MET H % 3 % il 5 )i (MET1) HH Finnegan %55 M\
AR TT R 2, R f R DL A B L A I,
/INBR Dnmt1 H S5 RS Wi [R5, — 3 85 K03 50%
(IR o e 32 BEAE A2 A B S R 1 4% UL DNA T
FIh e RE CG A% T IR M ms e F Ak . BT R 24
B 5| 17 A A, R0 A FE A e FR A 11 M g e , i
Bt A% 1) B2 1) S, A L AE S A 2 B AL AR LA
FEEFRE . Kankel S50 i fo G BE PR B4 LR
4R 7+ MET1 Dy Re 3240, K ILFL CpG A7 211 H AL AL,
KPR I A KK B W23 7 — s .

T A7) 355 A Y D 2 7% 1 (DRM) X IR .45 Zmet2
DRM1 A1 DRM2, 7£ T K AU, I b & I 50 L 3))
W) N S B L B 7 B (Dnmt 3) 45 KRR BL , HAE HE AL 25
I AR AR HE I AN [, DRM & 7E RNA [ 5,
YEFEAE CpG A7 a5 19 e g Y5 4 AR 4 e g M Sk
FRJEAE D, CHH R A4k ey 5 1) 256 DR 40 X3k BT e e
ik RADM &% , DRM2 1] LA7E RADM H A5 [X 35k 4 7
CHH H' 34k , RADM H A X 5 S A T 4F 5 1) 2 e 1
bR R e S e Rl P S i e (VA BB 2 NN

Jit=, A EEZ R, CMT2 JUJ £ RADM 3& 12 ¢ 4k CHH
FHEAL .
2 1E1 DNA REL R S FThRE

DNA H R4y 2 25 2 ) M AL B i e —, iz 90
AT T e 05T B JRE T IX B SR AN TR R R BT 69 ) 3l 1
X DA S et o (X, 1 11 SR8 A% 45 2 AT SRAS
2.1 DNA WAy £ K& F o9

FEAE AR W18 LR R0 1) A i J) 400
AN [R] 2H B4 2 78 A (1) DNA F 346 KT 52 21 ™ 4%
], X R B DNA HEE A0 78 fi ) A B v R 4 o AR
.

WFE K I, DNA FEAL R IA 7K I K, 25 52 R
MR ERKRE . EXT S FIPERE(Prunus mahaleb)
BEAT BT FEI Bk PRI 20 Y A K A 4H R A K
S TR B B A OV o R AR AR
(Dwarf Ornamental)DNA H AL 7K 1HEAT 0 78 IR
B WL E A2 AR DNA HUEAG KT A EF A2 42 KR J DNA
R K P 22 57 R IR 2 35 /K . ZRBRan &R
FFHER A (Ginkgo biloba var. epiphylla) ) i 3E AL /K5 1
BRAY, JF H 3 2 Ta) B AR B AN (BO R IR AT
Z A2 5, 3275 DNA HUEAL KPR S A Kk
BRMEA K.

Z AR FEAEY) B E TR R AE A
DNA H AL A E Z A FH . DNA H R4 Rk
TP 1) BTG BE 0% (2 BE AL 46 ISR AT, Jl o ) /) 22 4T
— B WKL 5- B M B T R B A PR A Y 22 il
R AE AR AL A B 1 R PR, I AR AR 2R
FEARRFE 5. RN IE R, & & P DNA FEEK
FREMEAE — AR _EIGIN/N R B B R AT
KIL, DNA HEAAMUAEAE S PR B AR TP 2 1
Hr gt , HAETHEEY h L ae g e AT ks, A BT
BIRERIKE ST
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DNA H A2 5 7Y I R Lot 72 . &
HAE A IR R AR T LS, 22 F 70 % I DNA I B 4L AN
DNA % IR0 ER 25 PR 45 7 3 3 S0 Rl
AP R AR R Y S5, Cheng 55K IL7E B
A ARG DNA H R4 KSF T R e B 2 5 5 5
PEHT R, I R IUX AR I A2 B T RADM i 2% 3 7 F%
K51k . {5 B A sRF A FAE A, HoAh R 4 SR Stk
BT 5 DNA FELRIB KA G, DL RS
Y F S A ) BARALE AN R 10 T B AT IR
W5t
2.2 DNA VP 3 AC AL & 4y Wit P 6945

AEYIRE R TR AAE S KB AR &R A
PRI 26 PR o BN T HRAEDS i B 1 AR, d i
FE4H M DNA R4V B RIE K, DAAHRAR 4 S5 A4
SRR LA AE P I RE B

B 17 22 5 S A DNA AL K P 84k R
B0, 0 L A M B A P B (TMIV) JER Y S5, i 2 1)
DNA HEEAL 7K T B3 Jolpa v )97 25 K] Nedliacl B3
P2 B E 15 (Medicago truncatula) ™ FFAR I 75 22 W6 FH AL
%X DEMETER(DME) 1 H , 7£ 8598 % it #2 7 , 24
T A J DR 2 X 3 R AL, B0 4 — /N0 0 5 9 o e 1
LA B DAY, 5 — N7 TH S5 R R e R R 1 Rk S G
0 50 1R A T ORISR L E — 30 43 B U TR
H3K27me3 /KB , 11 H3K 9ac 7KF-F =

TE 4 B )i 28 B (Heterodera glycine , SCN)JE& % [1] K
R EE TR RS2 3 DNA AL 7KCSP BRI, K
B B (Cercospora sojina) 2 28 K., A F B UL I BE
s 1K 521 ot S5 RH P i e ek A KBRS T I aE R
KGR ZH 1) DNA FF 407K & B, 5 DNA FF 4L
FIEKF R I%H B, DNA H F JE AR DL 25 i I A0 N
. RO, P A OGS R A B AL A R T
VPR R R IE , B 15 B PUR LR, 4 B S
T o

T F BB M E i R AL M (Pseudomonas
syringae pv. tomato, Pst DC3000) % 22 L F§ 7+ I = 5
IR EH) 2 10 % 5 DNA H 354k, 2 3 H AL
W% 0 2 BAEAE T CG A CHH JE K] & 48 X 48, 5 591 = 1
5 g 5 2 R ) 5RH 3 K g o kA1, Pst DC3000 M
I [P 90L R TF DNA H JE Ak 55 B A 5k DR 26 4T L (R 3R
% K P B AU A 55, REPRESSOR OF SILENCINGI
(ROS1)¥) DNA Jiit. H 5 i [ 18 44 J¢ H [7] 3 W0 2 s i
#FE(DME)-LIKE 2(DML2)F1 DML3 Jr i i 25 B 4% ikt
DNA F =AY, , 3[R 1 75V 22 A2 4y de ey )87 & [R) ™, 3K
KR AT LA AT DNA B LAk, AT I = B e 3k

BRI () R 95
2.3 DNA WAL {284 3 & My pkit o 69 4 )

W 5 T 7 A, R D38 I DNA S0 R 2 H 3
AT AR AE R B St . FERKRAICIR 2+
T, VEEES P 3K 11 DNA H A K F T B 40 T i
DNA H ALK R B, £ B AR BEA W, 75
ZEARH [ DNA HEE ALK 28 TR B
R, RAE PRI KR, VIS e RS
T[]+ DNA FEAG KP4 R 2 2 T B, RN o fE 4
PqFTAEFFAEIAAN B & ik K PgDDS 1E 4% 53 A
RE H B S R i 0K, T3 i 2 7= &, 4 e P 7
Z 2R, T hhH L A DNA B R0
U B YA 9% , Zhang SESMER AU R KL, ZEAGIRCIRAS
'~ , DNA fiit 1 5: /i DML2 #4011 , 5 U DNA F LA
FE 25 AR T RS R B RS R 0 A i 3K i
BT NAE A AT i B S A TS 2 KR B AR RUBR
J o

b [ O B H 28 (Pinellia ternate) , 75 155 i
R EIR S T, 3 8 ZH DNA R34k /KT S 25 A, ()i
R, DNA F A4 7K P A 2 [ AL Ak 17 58 0 vy B 4 24
A XU B 2 BT v I A A T N . X
)28 S5 AR AT 43 B )5 o] DA B, DNA FH BE 40 Al
DNA % R P15 T R A AR EREAT & i
8, R IFLEER 21 DNA HEAL AN 2 AL RE RS [RI I %
Az AE ST I R 2 e R R T R AR TR
el R, 25 FR AR U R A A R I BB R AR T
N SECIRI FH RGBS 1 2 A R R (MSAP) 73 B
RO, mrR e T 8 TR ) DNA 840 K A2 B
AR i R AL AT T B R A s H R A, AN #AhA
PR A . 2% BRTIR A Re i i 1 DNA A
e DS St A TR A R, AT A v iR ol () 4
JNE Y DNA FIEAG KRR S 5 Rb (i FA 0 5%,
RN FAEDIS R e it T — e 5% .

FRR AW AE KD AT D 2% 2 —  (H R &
I G RGN TR ER, 2 HILOIHIIE”, F3
TEPESAE HEE(ROS) A 2=, A A i AR KB L
U o B AT AL PR IS R I, M SR E
K ZH DNA H B 7K, [R] I FE R 2%/~ , DNA H
Fetb 5 T DNA % B EAL % (32.51%>16.25%) , #iE 7
JHE T U 4 8 4y E DR 1) A VT R JE T DNA H AL AB 1
S

JH I X 58 35 B (Mongolia Astragalus)3E4T T 5
B, 40 MSAP 237, & B H: DNA FF L AL FF o 5
T REREER 2T S, 5 PhiE R R E 5
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KO, $E7r T DNA WAL S H1+ R Z WAFE—E
(SRR , (E FL BT 2 R R AL v ANV 2, 75 EEadE
Tt — DA . T SR T R B, /K 2 DA 4 A
T RPEIRAS T, FE K4 CCGG A7 AR E T DNA H &
e, BARIK F 197K -F B2 3G, AR AR a e i W
Ay DNA FUEALAT — 8 I 2Ry e PR AR e 1, 5
il PR T PR RN DA OG0 Xul 7 B S 43 FE 3 K
- b2 T M e B EEAR IR R IR A T R UK
AR 55 ot o £ A 8 1) R DR R AR AR A, IS B))
F-AE A A R R BRI 7t B R B R A I B R B
AL IKF o Zhid % 5% [Kl 1 (transcription factors , TFs)
&% ALK 1~ (transposable elements, TEs)2& K] [ B 240
3 RPUEHLEIA K. Z AR RERNA FRR T T
518 T BOE R R A B R A A B TR
Wi J8%7 = A P 2 ) Y AL TR T VR

FET BT EIRAS N, HA (1) DNA 2 FBA) 32 BHK
55 AL B 3L [ /1 5 1) Ros 1 (Repressor of Silencing
D YIBR 5-meC (1) B0 2L LB, Rosl B A5 DNA
R BV 1 A AP AR N V) Bl E M 5 0% D7) IR N-RE
R 2R fige P A 7 R, 2 S e ) B s AL
(Base excision repair, BER) DA }2 DNA % 4 i . DNA %
FEll— [FM2 2 58 B DNA % IR {iE R . 78 L i IR
&, M2 LR (Halostachys caspica) ) DNA F &40 7K
SFFIRos1 [RIEFEEE , KL DNA F E: AL 7K 5 Ros1
(235 B 5 W) S A7URH 58, ERECIRAS T Ros1 I 1
I, DNA FREAL 7K BEAR, AT 3R & 1 S AR i i 21
PRSI, LE AT SR S, B R AT RO R A A
(Medicago truncatula) 7325 | MYB ZX ik ¥ 5 K 1 2
MtMYBS1,iESEH 2 2 514 3 iE 1) B 2 D) e =
» SR BB T MiMYBS1 (3255 5 DNA H AL K1 2
MO, 5 8 H H3K 9ac 217K 1 2 IEAH G HH kAl
DL, M) RE A% 18 1 U5 DNA B 46 K F DL A SR A
ZIATRRL , SR Y Bt aE /) .

AN AR FE 1) Cd - Cu 38 2% 3 B0 B I &) 1 2k [
0 DNA HUEAL KBRS s % R 414E Pb [y
18T DNA 4 AL BTy, R B A, A

[A¥RFE Cd Wil , FL#E i (Tagetes patula)?& [F 2 DNA
A FRAL R A AR B ()38 iz Bt H A Z R H
S AR SN = R AR, oK dE E 428 P AT Cd
(e T, JE K4 DNA F S0 I B AR KPR AN K,
H 4 H R AL K T B8 B AR, 2 F 2R K ig A E
T BRI, KGR NG T L K 20 DNA H 5640
(R TH , A F R 2 St A T, B S
R A A B B T A DG, b B AR T AR T DA
ZHEAAESY, MR, EEJEhIE T Y
DNA HEEA K5 H 4 8 1R A 08, /N EZ 4R &
[t DNA FF AL KF Bt 35 Cd A EE 38 i £ 80 %6 b
THE FREMEA . FIAH AR SN 8 48 s 5
T4 H B A 7K TR S T A7 7 5 22 P RO ATLARD S (EL A2
X} EE 4 R ol A PRI A 2 B B X RE A DNA 246K
-, TR R SR R 4 2 5 DNA IR 7T b .
3 #EYDNA BELHHARFTE

DNA H AV s I B 5T 46 T 1980 4F , Kuo ™%
FH 5 ROA € 38 A3 (HPLC) % 25 [K1 41 DNA H AL AT
TWE . K, DNA F LT 5¢ e = A E D)
WS T E R R R AR W R R . — R U
HE ) DNA H AV ARG WU 2 43 Sy AR A W0 A o 1740 617 241
b B RE 8 A RUE AL AT R ARAS R . IR T
T DNA F B I 7R H G GR DITE

HPLC & —Fl i I 5 1) DNA F AL RS I A
Tz TR AP ) 4 35 K 41 DNA 3640 7K P, AL 3
MRAE S ZSH AH B LT A ST, Gao™ 45 il i ALk
(1) HPLC £ AR X 2B (Camellia sinensis L)ALZR, i FAl
A K HEEAT 7 DNA F ALK 3 52, & 3L DNA
FEAIKTAE &N H LS A AN, LEAS [F] 1R AR K 2
AR B T — N 28 25 Ak
RAEATRESHILR A FM4 T, st s a7 4
FPKZH DNA HEAGZKF 10 58 , sk SRRV E IR RN
E%‘%[xl]o

FH AL BUSY 16 22 A5 7 (MSAP) /& —Fl LA AFLP
FEAR N J5 G I DNA FJEAL[ PCR 45 AR , 38 i PR il
P YT Msp 1 A Hpa I1 iR 51 CCGG J7 %1 L g s g

%1 EFREYDNA BELEMFE A

Jrid: S S T S B THESHEILR S5k
TSR NN L ol SR A & [71]
AL RS 18 2 A 1 PR 2 3 1) # CG X 3% & [72]
A 3 DR AH AR R R MEAR R £ Ak 3 A2 2 [73]
(i H A QP MU R e U P e R P B A FE+ PR Py JA )T CpG P [74]
AL DNA G e SLUTIE M AR EIRENGES 5 CG X 15 P [75]
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Al , T ol o A S D L i PR A HL A AN TR ) A
JE&AE, et Hpa I A B8R %1 "CCGG HJJ #.5E DNA Fh il
HIEA AL AT s Msp T BB R C"CGG RIVXUEE Bl # B i
DNA ) A AL AT 5o Ko AH A DNA 2 3197 3 H
AN T FA 3 A LTI 57 -CCGG Az s 14D i g e B LAk 7K
S HATIZBOR KB T 8% = T S8
ENRE K7L EE X S v 1 o R 1 SR
MSAP AR [P AE T4 5% 3% o 1= » A » BE B
e/ 3 PR AL P (AR A A 5 8 RE S L 2 0 28 P
W EE R P () RAZFN AL . [RIRHZ AR A — 5
JRIBRE , R R )44 A DD LA — S e B0, BT LAPT
SR 2 AR

4 DR 2H VB R 2R 0 (WGBS AR 2 438 % 1)
eI B BOR 5 AR R Eh R A T VE AR A RERE XY
BN ) DNA F A0 AT BB L fff b7 £ 4 55 XL 4 70
A 53, BT LA AT ESZ 21 DNA FE A0 AN A 3640 31
ARSI B FE R, 2 5 AT AR ) 4w A
Sun % " R B WGBS i R ¥ @& 7 74 JK (Citrullus
lanatus) 1] 4= 2 K 240 DNA H 2401, 454 RADM Ji #%
SRR AT R 3R B, w0 TSk B 5 A8 T 25 (Cucumber
Green Mottle Mosaic Virus, CGMMV) J&& 4% [¥] 5 JIX ,
RdADM 3 [7] [¥] CHH P 2= AL A7 175 BT 99 25 B 1 o
RIEHEANEH . X5 ZHI 8 2 A2 (Norway pruce)
A I 25 FAHTF A0, WGBS A — & 15 BR 14, i
THAKEG S, AT T A S RESHRER AN
Yo S A, AN BB 2 N TR S B Be vt R )
R RAUE YRR 4

fi] AR M Mt R S R W PP H3OR (RRBS) PR —
PR G AR SN I7 v, W T A 2% L AL AR
W, 9% B E ART I ST AR ic i ik B s o R
108 3 FH PR ) 2 A 7)o i R ZE gk AT B, FH e
HEAT DU, %k 285 [RLAH PR A 7K AT I o AR B
W12 D9 FLsh Vit 7T R i DA AR v T
GC X35 (CpG B Iy 4L . Matin 58 AR AL I
R ) 1 A% TR N VT B AL, v BeR s AB B, 1 1%
B, WAL ER A Sh 3% 1k, PCR 3 3 AHT — 4RI /7 (NGS),
HESL T M K R A R B A R DR 2H 43 A7 U7 V5 (Plant-
RRBS), 1% 77 % = Z R K AR € 1 )5 31 X 80R
AR DX I (1) i g g HH £ 4K . Plant-RRBS 3@ i 5
AL AL A VI BE2H & M\ n] 25 52 78 2 IR B DR 40 By B
SRAFA BOLIECR SR A mnl & Lz 1 R 4L H)
FREEAR AL, TR 2E 1 22 BEASHT T/ EE B o BT 5 PA )
AT SR AL A7) v 10 s g R A0 A0 2 AR S PR
FEARE o

354K DNA 5 3% JL 30 3E T P $2 R (MeDIP-seq) /&
I G s ST AL FE DNA , i FH BT FF 35 it 3% g 2%
F PR E 4 F AL 1 DNA B B, it X CpG % &1
PR A DX I AT v 308 52 0, A T A A 10 R 0 4 6 A
1) H A AR S R 40 A R AR, AH T MeDIP-
chip, 1% 77 V% R B HE &, B0E & T KA E 1t
9T, Vining® %} & R ¥ (Populus trichocarpa)7 FiA~ 7] 41
ZURTUHAT 7 DNA H A AR S J 5 BE R 3Rk ok
R TR T %07
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