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F—F ALERESIEMmEEE RNA

1.1 AL EESIESREG RNA #k

%A RNA 2 —f &7 DNA # 5%, 1283 & & 8 RNA
NFo. BRBEWARLIAERDG RNA HEEZNAENFGE.
i RNA # K% %, H 4 44 rRNA, tRNA, snRNA, snoRNA 7o
microRNA % % b 2, 4034 6k 89 RNAMY, [ % =38 8 3 R i T i 2 B,
H A1 RNA 4 F oh ek B4R A T HrailiR.

AT R AL F R KR, HL&F S 5585k F - 88 /1 KK
. £afFrELEAENFEAS EWALE, EEEEAA
TR AHTITAE, a8 RNA X% ZE & 6B ¥
EEABEAZ—, MNMATEREANATHRTERD RNA &
EERAAMEE. FRD RNA WIHERASEAA T ATEEHEA
S HH . fAlan, microRNA(MIRNA) & FF 4l A 2R/ 55|, (2
HIREDEWIEL G, KAEME LI mRNA 5 £ 5 £ a5 5048 %
o, miRNA #RFAFTAIA— R eI By FAH, E
MIRNA BIREH R R K EMH . EMEHRRTFESHE, £5
Bt EIR A 7 A FEE mIRNA RAIEK, SURMEZ%EA, st
miRNA R 71 8 52 3 7 ik oA B A KB, ATH e AN BI, £
Y ERMTERA T, REEREE N (1) 44T mRNA 48X
MBENFREHEEHEAEMBEL, RESFE. Q) aBEHESE, Bt
MBS E NG K BER, (3) AHEEH mIRNA F 7| #HAT4
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AERB, @itk BSERHTIIN, 2 HBENRLTFI . TEEN
NKBA: XFHEEENSVYM), B ZEAM, T ol Rk s, R
% %% RNA @31 RNA 5% g ey ZAE L eI EE T ge.
M, £XFERD RNA 5ZaELERAN TEBEERD RNA #
HEeT & LA D —F, AW, BWATERERD RNA 5&
B AR B AR R B A A SE IR BN B AR Y R 5 ELAR R, AR A T4 R
BEAMERE RNA 5& G ey EEF#HATIN, HERRAEH
AR A X K

FHERNA TR 5EGRRE R0 FEEEFBEFE X
AR, dmkBERERRXERNERN. JFH, FEREDRNA 5
MR R ER K, THE A RS RNA R T EED . kE
B R TH S, B A TEEHANATERD RNA L4 14

B R B .
1.2 AILE&S5IE4S RNA 15
1.2.1 miRNA #it&R 5

MiRNA i ¥ 5 ¥ 2 H 3'UTR # & I A B2 AT ok 2 45 8 45 2 gL,
B mMIRNA Fo|F#igm A EH AP LA 2% L, © mRNA 5§
AR G0 TP 5| AR AR T B TALEF 3 B 7 TR
BT FF R, BB miRNA fE 4 FEMESE, 3 miRNA /£ %
A%, BEaeFHMEMNFE, WX XENNR/DNEHRE, 2
Fol. AKERFFHELZS, IS REEE, BERZATIHE
HIBCAE, AT T T 8 miRNAPY, R8T, 2 T AHLE 5 3] o7 & v o
EwmERBT LA mMRNA, BEit, AHEMEEENEEEXEER,
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RNAmicro 7 i i 1 % & /7 7 4 7 o 25 7 T 5 98 A7 B9 miRNA, &
it RNAz f1 EvoFold % T B £ & % A 41 E 4 s H1 neRNA i 41t 4 &,
B pri-miRNA, R 7] 1 & # & k21 pre-miRNA, 247 % & &4
Fudh Ay S P AR, SR FUET A9 miIRNAP, MiRFinder 77 i thix 7
XM EFS, AR 18 f L FWRAE, Bl RANBEEE, RH
MIiRNA By 3B A . Z R E W T MR %, MREH mIRNA &6
BRFIBAKEN, BT AREHFF LU REMT mRNA 1R E
K I, BT R AL R TN mIRNA 41t % B 3%
Ve, AT FEAR 7k e PR &, ProMIR ik FIa D RAT KA,
3 F 7 At kIR Al miRNAPL,  F 3R 77 5 4 86 b B0k 4 R )
MIRNA, 18 % 5] 89 8 58 70 i | i 18 8 69 I £ & o 2 & @4 miIRNA AT
EHR L KGN, XE—FRE LRH T X R T ERER K.
1.2.2 IncRNA ¥+ 43R A

T ALE S S 8 7 2R 5] INcRNA &% ey F 5, &k
R A INCRNA B % 2 4 b 52 s i v 7 5 An RELE . CNCI 77 & 2
AT FFI W AR E R X & AR o dE il s KR 4 KA AR
BEH & T FARSEIR Z AR I 5 A, M 64x64 By = Frik
WA RAFEFF, HERBAE DA T UREE ] 094
ZP CNCI 8 =R 2 %8 FRERN GG KERDH TR, Y5
5|k = JEREET, CNCI BE%% A 20 2L/ [7] 7. LncRNA-ID 77 % =
B TEEALFRAMIRA INCRNA By 4 RAE AL, (F ] B8 AL 2% Ak Bk 9 R AR
o, EHEEGAELFENIZEKE. LncRNA-ID A& 11 ML,
XS AFAE B[ AR BB AT A AR . MR A B R R T AT & K

3



T N T RE AR 81 AR ——R Re AR {5 B AL 2019

LncRNApred 74438 7K 2 2 81, KA BHFARABMGREKAEE
ERREEHISEESE, X E—E&2E LR T LncRNApred )t
B . LncRNApred £ £ & K# ORF fn B %% H. GC & &. k-mer. ¥
FIKEFAE N RAE, AEHEEANFMAER . LncADeep & — 1 37 41
#7 IncRNA iR 5l fnsh g i B T AW, RS H LR E B W4+
WY R T 5 B R R AE 0 B IR R AE R R M R B ¥ S AR A DR
INcRNA. LncADeep £ % — N EFREF A KMHMrKENTE, £
MAEWER A A KEEIAXE RIT ) KENEIAR, I, Z
77 ik E 4 KEGG A1 Reactome & 4 41 B 4548, H 1% 157 IncRNA
B o e UE R R BRI Fush g SR, F o v A TN BT e
INCRNA. PLIT 7 &2 —MF T A, @A L1 EN 31T
4, £ B AL AR Ao K B3t 7 21| 04T o 2T, 177 % I AL LASSO
A Sk 7R RE AL R AR R HEAT 2R, LASSO b fhAg 3 I 45 % Fn B4
ERETRERMSESE, SHHXEET 4 ORFKE. ORF & =
. GC 4 B A58 F M RFAE 4 31 MFAE . PLIT 77 3 2 T RNA-seq
WA W T T IR ARG INCRNA, #£4 7 EREEIE, & —FF
TR A Y 2 B AL R,
1.3 AL &8 53E4RD RNA IS B R R AR

R RNA E AR N R ER EEMREER. 2N TR
e RNA H7ZE X R o DI ik B &R E % . 2 4% RNA
A FREMAENEN G FH. FL2RF, flEE, #5
A RNA KA &EE T <8k, FHE RNA REFEEKE. - %
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B ER U AT EREE, FREANERD RNA E A%
NEERANB R LA A Z RN, MEATEERANL R, B
EWHATIERD RNA 12X R TN DL A #3454 RNA 45 )
BOERAT . S5 BRI TN R A S FE—RABIEE, 7F
B B 3 A T4 6 BOR TN MR 45 % R #ATRAE

1.3.1 miRNA V¥ F % Wty &

B MIRNA 2 — KK & 47 22nt B9 48 7 7, i 3 s &
Hekirs 52 2 M egFLE+T. flin, RAH mRNA TLL5
MRNA #) 3'UTR B 44 4, #%] mRNA #7835 5k 14 # mRNA, A
T34 B 40 4 3 B kA R W, G B 77 5T LU I miRNA 5 82
ERWEAEXR, AT B ERENLERS. e ATE#
PO A B F TR 4 B, B RTEJT A £ miRNA E 5 5 %
TEURREXZLEE, FloE A mRNA B FNH %
targetScan, v it FHEFH 3'UTR 5 miRNA # F % 7| #y It B &£
A& IRA MIRNA & A&, Tl miRNA $££F ., PITA Tl & & AR
2 (0 B 4 S B9 AU Ao Ay A4 2 8] 4R F P R AT £ miRNA 2 8 E, %77
BERITT —AFT mRNA-2EFHE N LS HHER, HHEN
MIRNA-22XEFH Z 6T R BN E B SRR X RN E
EF AL AR

Ak, A BE ET DUF|F CLIP-seq 2k 42 Tll miRNA #2 & [,
micro MUMMIE 7 L4t 3¢ 44> miRNA Fu & /> 7T g6 B9 #2000 & 3T 5 B 40

5 miRNA % ST B £ 4 41(miRISC)F miRNA ¥ &5 = [& i 48 B 1k
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FIERAED), £ 44 7 miRNA #3# 0AR F M4 2, miIRNA 8 F 5 1T
BH KA, LARAE CLIP HIEMEH FFIH MK, FIF LK 2GR K
# AR A miRNA #2 & . PARma & 7% F| F| Ago-PAR-CLIP 256y 5% %
WIBH KBTI, BE4SF R E microRNA By 88 5 DR B ix e
B4 A B microRNA, H¥ Zhpy B ERAEE A EHA b, KEE Fo
FOCEHERERME A THERG AT EARE. REECER
o F 4 BB VT A B9 mIRNAT,

Bz, T FE# miRNA 3 & T 7 & &£ T AR B R R, i
ol mMRNA-MRNA M EE AT B g £k B RHBWER, 4T, H
BT MIRNA 22 T 5 7% 7 B A & B P 3, miRNA 52 8 0 A8 B 1 I B
BTN RAT R EA PR . e, SO AAR A & AN TR T B A B
AW E IR, B mIRNA SEFEBE X R, WEAETE
A T 89 miRNA 45 W 4 .

1.3.2 INcCRNA & J & iy 2

INCRNA & — XK E AT 200nt By K #5445 RNA, BATEE
EawmE s, EREHMAKXLEEEZREER. ICRNA L5
MRNA #= MRE (miRNA v i T #) , 14 miRNA sponge [8] 2 1f
EHEF BRI, starbase HKEEF A THREA, WET IncRNA
& 4 ceRNA(competing endogenous RNA) & i 4z 3 Z 07 i 4},
INcCRNA £ 7] LL{E 4 # 5 F scaffold % 5 # F e £+, HiE
ERWEIIE, ATREEEHRIRL,

AT EHE AT LU ICRNA 14 scaffold #iE#E % &
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LncReg # 18 ZE Y& 7 InCRNA 5 2 [ By 15 X %, 1 $04E  Ji & 1081
2B IEH INCRNA A8 X B 15 % &, @1 258 /-4 TU4 IncRNA 77 571
AT AN, R4 INCRNA 845 W & fn A 5 ¥ H RS 63
&, XXEMINCRNA b A A +HEXMER. BuAF 2548
FE 8] DL #2 IncRNA, fil4n IncRNA2target Yk & 7 & 14 = it & ik
INCRNA &£ # 4, ¥ INCRNA BB EHN Ny 2 kA EH,
HIFALT —4 4% LncRNA2Target B9k 18 & R k. Hi LR BT
# INCRNA-MRNA 2 2 2 8] i K Br ok R o X NOE E A B Tt &
B A R FF B INCRNA 2 5 # AT 48 A B 7, T B fE 3L 505
BE#EFNeE LA N X EEN TR T2 E THEE, KAk
INCRNA &y 58 5 [F oy 5 50 #H A2

BRI A2 AT IncRNA 5 £ F WL AR HET ceRNA
B, AT INCRNA ¥F £ H e B e EA — S 28, %,
INCRNA 1) 3 8¢ £ 4 ] B 4 6 45 8 42 P 46 22 1 & 2%, IncRNA 18 i
ETHS 5L NMEMFRBRAFRLABFENKE.
1.4 AIEEESIEHRID RNA —REMWEER A

RNA W —Z &M EZERET &, IT&FE HF LA &,
RNA 345 2 09 A K IEEMF b FE 58 RNA B — R 44
EE LTI ARG RFEELS, ¥ATH R INCRNA £ 7[5 4 # 2 2] i
U, o, RNA R E A oy — LR (motif), #lanx K%
H, MUEXLEYFRELRE T L EEERRA. RAE LA RNA
Bi4632 RNA, A= ELY, cEaRHETIRFREETEY
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ER. ®ILEy RNA — R &M KA F: ZI3 %M (stem-loop). £
(pseudoknots). % - (hairpin-loop) % . & B — 2% 45 A TN 77 vk 2 F
B RNA e REEEHA. BWAS —REMTM 7T EE
EREHMARTHESAATEREE, A d T RS RNA 877 RF
MRE, EREEHATEME, MEATERIANZE, FATT LA
AANTAEG#ATERE RNA Z R EHTN. & FEHD RNA =
% 45 M TN 77 % = RNAfold, 2 7 ik B T o SR H ok AT # A2, R
b I B BTN RNA By Z R 464, JRH TN R &M T &
/N8 e R,

RNA & B HEARN Y R E & ZREMABTEY, EES
LHE £ ZRIAE - MREWRA, AT UBERL R/ E dRE, RE
FFHRAETRI RNA Z R EH . ttE7E—THM, —ZBLAFEN
BENEMANTN, — R EBIRE|—HEIRTF RN - REMNE
Rt A T . S Ah, B Ak 3T B9 77 s v DA R TR A 4R A
RNA B =R &M, FRAEF 3 77 ER 2405 3] 77 5 2|
EREMEH.,

RIS, MR A THERANKL R, REFIELAR R,
Bl AT DA A T AR m A RNA By Z R A T, Tl RNA By = R 48
WA THREGGHEEREE, HHE RNA —REMEH — 2R E,
R A E X B 46 B RNA B9 = 28 4 A #E 4T T . DMfold & — % 2 T
B 3] BTN Ak, FT LAAE B 2 A o 2 3] AR LB RNA SR TIUI RNA
W R EM . 2T S R R AR LR RNA R 3T A& & E R

Hp
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REIFF, HIR D A H B FFI M %K. £ DMfold &, R&FZEH A
BARF IR e LT — R 4, HITESHBRREFI BT 4R
B, T LLE R B FE ks W E S E A, WENT AP EE
X 5 #%5 5 £ 7Y, Hotknots B # 2 — A8 & X 8 B % T 4E 4%
WRNA R &M, @FMN_REGFORERE, CEATHSAX
MR RBENEN, FREHGRIMELRATREN _REME
PAMREZERREH, SHHAERFHRKE GRETHT, XHTU
T LA B ZREMFRATRN L, FHEFHNZE RNA =
9 45 A v v A AR,

ETEZ, AIAAISGEARTNERD RNA = R4 H 77 %
KL, KEBRETRNEHGEFMETFIREBN &, XEATE
RER A 77 T LUK TR AE 4R 70 RNA B9 Z R & H, HRME
a7 5 AR GRS RNA B Z R 454, ¥ XA R ERD RNA
SFhEeERESE, NLTNEZRET EHERD RNA &4, #
RREZ A RNA B EME 2, ERMZFRTURNER A G
H RNA &, #t—FH % RAX RNA Feb e, X Xa %
4 RNA e A & T EXMIEA,

1.5 JEZmAS RNA 5SE B EEEREAR

RZFEHS RNA B EE AR EERZICIIWEES &,
i, RAZEHRE RNA 5& g witd Z1E A TEMERS RNA B9
MEERREEERA. A, B A TEEERE RNA 5EGRHEE
eI B M I AL oA Y B 5k AR (G, B —AMEA T
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FIMER B2 kIR A E SR RNA 5 & G 48 B 15 R A ¥ S sk ey 77
B R ERATERBAELEGHFRARPIRAZ, ERES4
W13 B RLA T AR AR R T R AR LR A

NFEX, BAREFIMEREFIWM T %L RNA 5& G4
HAERWAT K LAEAE T RFWER, B2 CNMIARE 6 2 LR L
HHW=E, KEFARXLIA, ERERNA SEZaREELIERERF
Pl P, X — B R R AT 7 R AR R B R T IR 4
BRNA 5EamEEEA.
151 REREEEWFFRER K

Eal A THATNIERS RNA SEGHEERANE —FEEE
a7 A RNA F7 5 & g 7| AT R AE R B, — R T REL
fE(SVD)H E 4R A RNA F 5| A k-mer # 4B [ 25 (L R AE I B . 0 7

— PR RRE & SRR B, 7 LU F KR E ¥ 3 + SAE(Stacked

Auto-Encoder) £ £, SAE xR — M LW ERE¥ 7k, ©5
REBREF]—HZEFIRBHEFENEMREX, ETH— 28
RIHE, T—EFRIHERR. EEWELRE, Uik —%
G R E % SAE BB N R I KA F B 31 F 3 B R, ¥k & 4 RO,
CH Bt ¥ K LA SAE 5 REALARAM A K % T K AF A RNA 5% & FiAe
AR A B,
152 WETEEANHEALFARL KB

BB FNRMLE, CEBcENS RS, NFLEHTHE. B
WEFESB R ERT X FREEN, HEME, AF TR
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MFRME . TN RNA 5 & v B E B, 5745 0 548
HATHEE, FELEERER, LERTN L KE. MALKMD KEE
Az A rEMIN Gl EES, REATHNESRS RNA 5&8
J e A8 B AR R BT R 6 3k 28 IE R B AL AR A IPMliner, —fb it 51 77 3%,
Z A A SAE & B 3E 5 i RNA B 5 7 4H R AFAE o 4238 IR T 7
R EEA, BRI L RBERER NEINRMS L E, 52 RNA
Fo kg B R APL,
153 MERIZERANERHEMNE

NJLFER, REFIERLIUE (. EFRA, #FE. BER
A% BRT EANERY, WELEGHFRARARMAT Z. ERM
GW%z—MRARRENBENREN RPN L SN, ZH SR —
ROV A%, FRAEAEIE B9 P AL AT R 4, LB fE L ab 4540
GHEEHE ., SRMENEEET DRARMERE, XARKE 7R
WHBREFFT . REFANFAR T EEEMERFIRMMAT
iz . DeepBind | % B & R4 P 490 ka8 < 7 5, 7] DU Sk Tl
RNA EZ g R&6F7 R ElY, XETREFIN T EEREE
Fb £ R A A A AR, SEIR R E AR R R A R R
B 3] J ik EHL A R A RNA 5 2 & g 48 B 18 A B9 T
154 WetH Ak RA R RNA 5 & g Wy A

N HE et FT 2 —MHEFEZN L KT %, ERETH
NERBREENEILTHA AKX TN EREE, RIEFZ
HERMELFELFRAMBYEMENZAZN LT BN EEAH
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FRAE B S RNA AR B (EF 8y Dot o 2k 77 %, 0 7l = A & Dot
Hr(NB) K 77 i 5 9 BAN K L HT(ENB) 22 % 77 ik X P b8 0 K 77 %
HARFwAEZAGRE RNAWMEFI, THFEEFMEEER. A%
Mot p KBRS — A rE R, EHTUIE G M5 RNA # B 1E A
Bk g, JFERAEZ A R ARSI EY, XA AN E T T R AR B ROR
GO, T AN F Tt KB R BT AR B AE K, KR RE AR
Fe bt B A AR K R AR B AR T o AN 3 DU Pt T A B AR A ek S B9 RO
BAMERT 2 RENEXEE, #E T EHHSRNTEE, Fil£
LA BEREZT ANREENA M URERR, it 580
Gl N R A SRR UL AR Z B R — R AR X
Ve, TOF R AN R Do H e 8 A0 B X AP AFAE 2 8] F A R e R IE &,
TR TN E & 5 RNA (A B R evy BAN = et 2k 28, B4
W T AW F ERERIE.
1.6 ALEEEEIERE RNA PRV A BRI =

A RNA 5ZaZ AL RRAERS AT ETREER
HER, FHEZMRRIRELERMR. Alt, AAFE%HE RNA
EEOWNEEERANTH-PHKERT RNA SR AR EZNE
Xo MERBWAK, NITEERARFTIHETNESRS RNA 5
EOHNELERRGE A ERE, ZHBRRT EALEFFHAEYER
HESHA, EFEREENATEREATNES RNA 5& G0
HEEREFER, RFEAMAETARE, KEREIHINEESH
WRNA 5EaRMEEERANT &, REANTEREAEENERF
R — U AL

12



T N T RE AR 81 AR ——R Re AR {5 B AL 2019

F_E NITESEERA

2.1 ANITEgESREREARE

7 £ TH 4H (Metagenomics), 81 B 35 fik A& 497 £ 1R 40 =k o 2 ] 4
EIGR RN E A% T 2 AN A DNA B E A, X THAST =,
GBI B R 7 i A LI B R R A #EAT FE A A 2K, {E 99% LA b
W EN T EEAR EREFGTHTER. B EEFHERA AN
BZWMAEPHEFRET —MBANAA, & & E N JFH A (High
throughput sequencing technology)#Z 45 48 2| &£ E @I 0 95 %, A A
KA TN o R EE A E  SORN AT (15 0 £ A S5 1Y
RIS ZARANN LEREFREAMG (. T, KKE) . K
w. AR BAKURSIEIE N O E

= i BRI A AT R, AT XL E L
B /74 DNA - T H#HATFFIE, JEJLE 7 4B (read), F&3&
HARBEURZ A B R R AT 50, B, &/ ENEEEFHN
A—AH, gREMNFNEFZSHRETGRIANEKEES. T
A AN T R L TR AP % BN s o B A 4R A R
JE1R BB B B R Fr, WU Tk IR BURE iR Sk AR B R AR 2
B AEE X R,

MEMBENS RN FRERAANZ: FHEABZLL 16S
rRNA 7 R Z 83 38 F 0T . 165 rRNA £ 3 & 4 + 2 8k RNA B —
AE, mTHERFET —WEREMERA, £EYREZ AR

13
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&, BELET LUR T 58 R v ey A L B . WA Bl Y HE R R DL R OB TR
W12 A, (B0 ATAR B 70 7k 34 B # (species) i K F o {8 I F Ak
AR, HA BN R F AR (gene marken) $3E B, EHR AN AR
BB T g AT AR SR ER B HAL, RALEEH 18S rRNA 1 ITS
M. RIEWEZEFENFREZNAFEE e T2 UEDH L
DNA #ATE#E BN F, = H AR BB E 8 & EE R £ BB BN,
BRAR T R E . KRR ZAEIES, L7 DLHATH F v 3 6
BEHENFRT, KB FE E R (strain) KT M E . HlL, AE
R E BN G ATUB N 7 vk A R R AL F AT B R

A A 78 AL A R AR oA (Blan, BEEMR S
) BN ES R A, BANFEENA/NE 100-101GB
. HmAeEmBEEf ZEE. ey, MEXA. HE Rk E5R
EEE TIFE R B KBRS AT 3T, TUN 5 A, =R 8 K HED
WA MERANZMAET R, LEFT ., #EARAAE
5 3] % N DA AT B AR A vk AT 2 7 T JE R B R

E TR RN EEEERE 27BN RN S wE 2-1
Frm. HEEQMEFRE: (1) Beta Z ML, BV EZ M4 Yo% H
W EREE SR, o IR B CR BB T B ER 6 5 A
Z A 8y Z 7. (2) Alpha £ B4k -4, BIE/N Gk A g 2% 5 79 5T 400 0 e
F 8 AL A, PT LU AR A R U B B — R A SR
HEIOMA. SRR LBMEERZ D, (3) RIBM AW E N
Witk o928 o it TR S Z B A AR K R . (4) RIBIKEDF

14
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Y TR R BHE 5 B KT B AT R T TIOM, AN T AT B IR R e T
REAAT. () HikEMmBENA LY. A FIEREEHENRT LR
BAFMEAE R BR, AT REHARBKME LN, ETER, M FIE
B, WA A 15 4L A B 190 A g % 9% JE] B9 28 A e e AT A 4, 81 e R 2R I
GRSl

P e e e e e e T e e e e

L N Tt i
oV _ . -
I I !
I .'A".\ ] | I
| I : !
[ | : !
1 : I ’.7 - :
1o I -
| -"«\—/; | = :
| mmR :I i |
 (Eeneoesn WAt __ __meme |

\ 5

[ o ‘_ —— _‘_ — _‘ _________________ ' ___________ 1

| AR A0S Br -

1

| BE ———

1

| AR

, 10

1

| BRI

K21 ZEFEAREENFHRERTXAL
UERBNEANFRAL, AR ZRENFTHEN LK KK,
B E R e R, TR F R, EXp k. FRAUPMEEF
S ETIEHAT R AR, BEREEMERT, BB BN FHE(
A HEABERN D, ARTHEEEERNBAEEAE, HEAES
JHBIAANRR, Frfnt, RN IR FEAMKE, &34

AR R T E
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2.2 Bt B A ERERARIEFHINA
22.1Beta HHM: REFLANNEREEE

Beta £ # & 4 41, X # & & |8 9 £ #£ 1% (between-habitat
diversity), &35 4 F A 7 2 |8 4 Fr 4 AR OB PR B0 T 5] B AE 1 B A
BT EE N E AR, BT H L MR R B =
#HTEE, EAREETHEAZNFEEWE A HE/77(reads), EE
TR ER AR 2 8 £ R
2211 ET)F7|RENHEREE €

BRHFH R EZE T FFEE, Fl4ar Smith-Waterman 5 %
Bk BLASTE%, BRMxt#E, (ERHFAEUTRAS *. (1) &
MTEEEFERF AR FIEEF. B THET T AWM HEF
EHMRIRE T TE, 2P ERGEHERZTEM, AFHR
KW, B ANERELE SR BROAB TN ENFE, 27"
19-429%11 | 102006151 & 34 50961 A a7 % B ok B B 5 B dE
E. 2 mBBNFHEFINZREEE, FEHLFIRKHTT
(contigs), @ THAMZ A FI M ER K& HEIT, HHEHAAT)/FIIERE
ReGZEEFALNTEFABEAN LS E R, (3) £ /77 At
A& NP o] o, [F] B B4 5% K & BV AT [A] ik R An it B E R, FE AR F X
NI R R & TREN ZEH AR EE E F k.
2212 £ T kmer Rt REEE

HAMFFF], U EE 2| kmer Btz B kmer (4474
k-tuple, n-gram %) R Kk KEWFMHE, EMFHEF I KKEN
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BEFH, ERATAAENFHEE. £ T kmer it £ 5 & 80771
BREREREUNETRANARETE ik HIEZAELRA
YA ] X B kmer AR XA 4 A R AR LB, T B 2R T 4 2 B
kmer 4% U & 2 A B9 A< 5],

ETAEKEW kmer tH 8015 &, K WAL 2 Kk b, B £ Fr i,
FERHUTILE,

1. ETHE A R A 77 ik

AT kmer it #0158, REBAEE B LT EA kmer EFTH T
Pl B IEE, AL T EmRNRE, ARAKXER. 2
BEER. o, BEESEHERMNALFI 2 AR EM, KFE
BN EREFA T XEREF HAWBEEEE 22 CwEF7
H R, HFI A ET XA, BEANFHE - EEANE &
A, hEEEFE, B2 kmer MENIEE, HRFELTEH
R By AR F] KA RO A 3 R R U T BAE F kmer B A 18 ) il 4
r SR ABRERERSHIARECHE r MIEKRERE
Bk, BIP(X Xy X,y ) =P (XfX, X, ) Fe Xy X R FIX 4 8
PR BB, KEA K R EFF BT 5 /RF KR 75
RAUBREEREENEELAFMEAR T E AR B A
CVTreel**®1l % Fengzhu Sun B\ 2 H i a5, dF**°%. CVTree A T I,
REEHERL, RERMEREEAENRARENN &, &z
B2 T3 A F 2 4R 2 R A P m e AN b dr, DUR
wELEEXRMLEN L,

17
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2. T K kmer % £ (intersection) 84 /7 7| b 4 4 A

AT kmer Wit HE RE L ESTEEA B ER F, FEGITEA
kmer By 4 Ffo & A EE, FEIERITHEET AR, BIYK
Bk BB A B, ok At kmer 2 SLAF A ML T AL, E kmer K,
HAEWERRBL, ERELRA, EARERHRENZEHEN
B E g #. HIEIT T kmer TR E W F 7, TR
SRR KT R E A s TR BT AT 5 2 1 A R
E

B & kmer K E B K, kmer W E EH MR (G)VE I, M E
FIRA T H BT B TR A B K. 4t iE L, REARKENEET
F R MashP®, 2ot 7 A0 [ 3 B 208 MinhashPl A& 32 F &
FHIHE F . UIK kmer (k>20bp) 37 B 1F 4 4F4E, 43 &AM 74
AR, #ATK kmer FEALI B, 44 1% 5 A 09 48 ¥ (sketch) &R, L&
A b AT T A B A E B Jaccard $5 40, B E R MF AR Z A WES .
T Mash 894 5 o, KWIPCOR| B & &R 06 1 9 I E, 7 A3 44
REFAEREFAERDFEAT HIW kmer BT EAE, @A A
TRt RE A 8] B9 BE % . Skmer®™ F Mash 1+ & = [ 28 5 % 4% 42 (genome
skimming)#y kmer #7518 Fn H AN FE AR B 22 &, UGS IR 7 iR = Fo
WEZENTE, ERA G AR AR E. K kmer &
HFFI RS A FERHAMERE T E+ XA N EE %5,
Mash . Rz Jf| 75 4 2R V& 32 0 44 A~ K R 2 7 4 4048 58 DLR A 14 888
TR EEEALKES, HTHMET Jaccard IHHHW T A,
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HEIHE B o B A E et ER KWIP B TR L4
Hi B B KRR AR R BB B 16S IRNA JIF $UE +, HiHE 2w
P2 B AE T R A UniFrac A1 /m 40 UniFrac, ¥ &6 it L or L3R4
o, o 3 2 A Y

3. ETHREMEWEAFEE S BA ¥

WEREFINAMALRE, B, BRESAESFAEMNE XK
AW IINE £ E BT, #TZRMEER. BAE W AH 4
FREEAMFETERNARR T, B SENSEPIT X T R M AW
By 16S rRNA U 7 248, 33 7128 A B AR A 2 W 4 36 1 [/ v 2
B B L SR R HYAE R S 3 16S rRNA B F 7t 3t it B R
BRATERRA AP EEN RERA RS, B ERERERR
®TEERE X,

4. FERBELAEFZHEFEE &+ HF

HTEREL TP ELETUEEFIAMTEEHE
B, Bl BRUBAANFIIRR L LA NERESL B8 A £
FTattEReEN X, REEANFIEL EAEEANER, &I
HEFRM. HAE (BKLE&E) UREAEELSTEFR. EE
B A A E AR DL A SO A s 00 e b AR s I T
PRMER,
222Alpha £ ##: ZEFARAFBEENIE

Alpha Z #1%, R ERXBRAESRAANNS I, FHY
B ERMEEERER. FEAFANFRES, Bk TRMAE

19



T N T RE AR 81 AR ——R Re AR {5 B AL 2019

Wielm e EHE, DB RELAERE T2 BN R AHE
Alpha % #MH % —% . # & (Assembly) ZRIEBZHZ W EE X Z
132 B B B K BN 7 (contig) o B T 7 7 5k B A B AR T 4 o i3 B Y
e, FEFANPRIBE MR L. FFROEBZRB S HAUT =R
[65]

1. #F 444 & (greedy-extension)#y 5 7| $f %

REY EAEANF — L35 B A T (seed), 33T B A B Ay
WA ERFINESKEN M THTY R, Ak RENFF
SRR EBERAFHMT, i EE, EERAFNEET UmNE
BEHLEE G T HEY RELESN S REABEXN YR —F BRI
W ks, FTURZBANRHRE, SERAETERNIRER,

2. # T # &4 B — 2% (overlap-layout-consensus; OLC)#y JF 7
i

AT OLC HERCTMFAHEEES A =AFH: H L IRA AT
A B Z B 8y E & (overlap) X 3%, 7 &l (graph) &% BT A 2 BB AR
/a1 (layout) o 15 b 2 18] 09 2 & X35k, 5 5 AR 98 52 BX 2 [A] B A B A0k & 3R
Al — Bt (consensus) 9 7 71, BIERF F K —F LT EFAN TR 8%
55 /R4 % 42 (Hamilton path), X2 NP # 5 #, [F Mt OLC E kit
BRARK, — AT EEEANHETS, BHTEERANFI|H
A, N E TR AT H R E At E R

3. T de Bruijn H &y F 7 $f &

5 OLC A~ [F, de Bruijn F & 5t % reads 3T W7 sk K E H k B9AZBL Fr
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B, BN kmer., F|/A kmer [8] 9 & & X £ 492 de Bruijn &, 7 & (node)
B kmer 4 g, w0 FE AT A kmer Z 8 F 7 (K-D)mer 4 ILH, i
BN R U AEE . fldm ACTG, CTGC, TGCC % k=3 B # kmer
ACT, CTG, TGC, GCC, ¥ L&k # ACT->CTG ->TGC ->GC, 4
T A M de Bruijn B & F 4 B hr % 72 (Eulerian path)ZE 3 1 ¥ g6 89 7
7|, HtET de Bruijn Bl #H XX B I FEZL I EER R, MILH
ZEHME kmer iR, mTHUHFEER, Fie e, AH5
FEREEFFI SR T EARF K, (HEE RSN FiREEHE
FPRAELENTAE A, EEXBARTRIAA S, WFRERF
H 518 PR T & (false positive vertice) . 4 #T Il F 1% 2. SNPs., & & |
A X VL BB & AL, % B metaSPAdes™, Meta-IDBAM,
MetaVelvet™ 4 B8 R &k oy Z R FAKEH E T,
2.23Alpha ##H: FEFHABERBRNEX

REFERTREEREFFWRE, B E R ED % N
HARGRE, REXTHBEEG T AL EL 2R REHEFIET
HE A, 2 RH % Dypit. AR EETREMELFHN
MEETERNER AR, ZRANFI BB REF A, £5%E
FIA F A4 binning. EREFAWREARTES, RANFLEEE
EIALUT = %,

1. £ T 57| 89# m& (composition) 7 45 1E

G AE A T AN ] HY 9 % (taxonomy) 2 5 5 A ki A A ] B R
5 R AR R & kmer 51 E, l4m dmer WIS E 477, 2# GC &
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B4, ¥ B T 48 El 4 # 2 75 (Operational Taxonomic Units, OUT)# /¥ 71
MAK BHE L FHRNE, 3 MCMC A M AR HE
BRB ARG R AN S M, AFBLET IR XSG E
J 5\ B AR S A TR 2k 4 R AT R A (B R X K T AR BT R
KH B W R AT R SR, B M R R AR R B — R AR
M. B, T B4 485 (self-organizing maps SOMs) 77 Fn 4 F
Stochastic Neighbor Embedding (SNE) V&g 77 3 Fl T34 & 4 55 4E 1
B A= AR RESE A TREL RN

2. ETFFIET R FEARIE M FE N

ETFENRERRMER TR : &2 —F#LR, &
RBT R — WA S ik T R o F B A — Bk, A A
LAY R B4R B S BUAM S BT 5B TR — MR e T,
T EM HE#ATRA MK GO, & —frstxt — 27N FHA, B
Rk BB RE TR, RETRBEARTEENEERENIZL
B BIAR & M o Canopy ™ 2 # SE B O\ HE T L B Ak A A T A9 AE
KUHTRENTE, RTEMNERAGEWFIIM K E 75+ B 4%
EHHENERARET EENSEER

3. BT FFIMME FF *EMAE N

PREEWNHORER T LN, ETHAFEANENFERNR
ARUREZNSEER, HUHAREITE kmer MEELSFER
REL RGN ME, BReEHELNRELKEAATHI, FHEL
ETHRAERAFAGRHEWEREE, RAL 0 Nt & 7 kx5
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IR A S RHFTAE PR EETHHETE LR T B ET
MEHAWEEN, B AR EEAG TRESEN AT EEN

Mok, ETFIIMEEFERER, ¥HFIGERAANREKESH
PRS- BANE, BILE L BRA L, #7753 LBk A 25
EAgr %, ZIAFHMRERTANE . Bar, 45 EA%E,
ET5ERELAFA)NGRANERNE, TLURA B 4E 5 R EFR
&7 5 o v & U,
224 REBEBARMAM KR WEME

MNTMAEmBERDN, AN RZRIMENNFEEIME
MATZ BB AERS KRR, Pl £, B, B, FEF. Wt x
AW LA s Ar B U A TR, MR Z BB IE SRR A, 2
E) 0 8 P A AR B A A L Z R B R R o T A TR AR S R
RAORBNWRFAAN MM, AFEWA I ETELIEAFHEAY
Fl % E e ELFEEX, MreMNzElFE— MEHEXKR; W

ERHERNFEER, LL2EMNZAFE-NTRABERKR RE

WIAE R F P48 FT DAY BT L Aok A2 0 B T 0 A2 SR K, AR B BT P K R A
FEEZNPERR, URFQT REERWEN, MR E W%
EMARAAEREA,

AT RERANFRERI NI AL TNFERFL, Fit
il FE A FR & R W 409 T B £ B4 SparCCP, MENAP®, CoNet!™ 4,
HEBZHHARSREADT,
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1) BTUFEZEURFESATREZFTEE, AANNEIHF
BRIk B R FE BT RML
(2) & T F B #4E 2 i 4% 45 (compositional data), & i xf £k H &
7 ¥ (log ratio transformation) & 4 F] 4 2% iz 1y 5 B S0 7] 2D,
Q) AN FERENNECERFENTEREMEAZMEZ
[ AR ke, HLFI @ A INE, EEE, RFETRNERE R
AAMNEHFEHNEZERFEHE KM, SparCC E I WMlE., =5
HAMZEREE TR, D60 E A E e E LA x il
CoNet i i 7 [5] 47 # 7T £ W9 1AM & 1 S al # Ab ey o & %,
(4) BHEAEATENEGNRENT REERLK, T RIM X
F M %, MENA 33 [ AL 45 1 2 16 B 20 % 3% 438 B9 W,
225 REHBWIH RN
MNT—MREmBE, YHREmEBRE TR LMED, €11
ZEB KRR WTZ)E, HEFPH AWM REREZETRE X TN
Al ZINAMARE RN, EENAERNERHESZRAE
. THaEa i, REENTANEREARREER, HNEE
B 4L 7 #4038 o 94T £ F T (gene calling) & 22 5 [ 48 o g8 4 A7 B %
IR,
ok TR 4L R O — AL 4 TR TR T A AN K B o B R T A 2
5 AR FE W ERFF A, RAT Ry R A K, HRH ey £
5 R B FEHAERAMN I E R IR o o ST R N % 2 o %
57 B R R RAE, AIRNLEF I SRR TR,
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AR, MR EE#ATHN, ey e mformiR, H
T H R IR AR, BREITE SR D, HARFE — AN KR A AL

1. E T it A ok 5 B T

Bk EE R X EE I KRR LA E, £ T o AEa
B, DA X . Glimmer-MGE# i+ # 18 & /R 7] £ A%
A2, kmer 47 B9 ] R ok B /R K g RAE AR, HFEE S ORF X
BAKE AR T AR IE S SR, T EEE A £ EH T,

& — 7, % DNA F 5|37 F F A o AL 4 & T 2 B
WA & B AT D M RR SRR, T LRI R AR
RHRAEA kR % E A, i Viterbi Bk ATRME, EEKER
WE 22 fior. AR ELEFHAEM T E MG-RASTPUA F ) &

FragGeneScan®2#y £ 4 JR 72 ,

RSP F
EHRERT [A2A | [AsA | [AsA |
I 1E43 [TGA | AfGca |
Q‘A / TGC cee | [TAa |
— iﬁTGT \Yoece| |[TAG }—
P . 117 | YlecT | [ToA |
C T
(" 1 ‘\) [Tea | [ccA | (1T |
| firt fir2 i3
}

B 2-2 MRS RMRERTONFA =i % E
2. ETHEF 8y & H TN
ke & KB P 28 -2k R R R B AR T, BT R (T =K A
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R R F o 3 1 4 9 2 B T . CNN-MGPP34 )| 4 i 2 A 5 71) A 2
b (one-hot) T A ko, 38 3 & AR A0 22 P 48 (CNN) SE SR AR 3 B, 2
B 0 R 25 P 45 (MLP) SE 3T 20 5 TN,k T e 4k AR ) kAT 2 I
Mo, FE A, DeepARG it iR E W& E T ZEHALE AN NE Z M
M £ F (ARG, Antibiotic resistance gene)# 47 TP, #r A\ M\ & % S48
P Y 4333 MR, M KEHEFII N FHEEZLAAN GRS
e B AEES KXW, #4T ARG TN . U _ERREEREY
Wl 2-3 TR, RBAMP HIER T RENE 5 KT, BE
FZRATEERAMERTNER —REH.

1000

ATTCGCGTAATCG

BIRFRE R SIEER BB

B 2-3 FU R ER B W 4 3 F 5 B A 0 7 Bode AT 2 T B

226 FEEREXBELHT

7 & B 4 K B £ 2 AT (Metagenome-wide  association  studies,
MWAS) & 7 # L il A= W3 g R AU i SR AL ek s oA 7
5|09 KBk B BT A BT B R 5 R W 2 18] Y K Bk
aifr. EEREHAF, RO ERERE 5 RRFHE LM RAAHX
HAT S, [ RT DU A -2k H R

M L AT, 5 AR B AL R BR K R MR B LR AR AR T e
FE.EANFESEFREFINEZE. F, B EDFEZR
TR EBESA, ¥ihEDEE. AR FEREREFIINEEZE R
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ARAE, B EFEF U RE X2 ITWEE, AR E RAAEXH
R, WRER, REEHAXKI NN RLENERE S REMEX
AR EY, FTRIAIHWHIRE S RBRRBTHMELE,

ERNBEF TN G REE G ER N AT XK+, £
B BE RO (T2D) o £ £ 4 X BR 9 AT P 1), s 28 3L PCA 5%, o
M &R AR et o, FUELFRNFEARE, —HFE
= A K B Y B At = X & A T Bk 25 4H (metagenomic linkage
group,MLG), R T2D # A8 MLG # ol E £ H, FoERE
R, B R, EMIE, FEMN. e UK KRB X KRR+
UL, SR UL R E W E A RAEHAT T REFEA XK. F
B, AR 1| K kmer (K=40bp) 957 B 4 5 4E, 13T kmer B3R E
EARERE FHESR, BB A kmer 2% £ > kmer B4 A1E 947 &
1, 83T kmer B3R B BIAR R KR & 7P,

WE W% R Baw i i 2 ER 02k, FIAT 5T & 10 58 L E
W43 [l R A e R B A B AT 3k . & T OTU + B A7 OTU
B B[R A RAE, TR AR G R £ AR E M 4 (Phylogenetic
convolutional neural networks)xt IF % A 5% A B 2 &£ F A #H AT 4 %
O, A#ET OTU &, ARFLRAEIRERNEET ARGEE
A AT F R TN A B E A 5 R KBk R, & Xk + i
HITRINIR 2 % 3.94 419,

2.3 BaeB A RERA ST TPINA
231 ABREFATE

2007 FJk, xEET T ERATIEERHA LIS CETEFA %K

T A 1 28 1t X (HMP) ™ BIF 5T B3 A2 00 W81 7 25 4 2R A 3 N 2K 8 R Y 290 o
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HMP E£#4TT T4 4, TR TAANMMBENIE, EF—NEHEK
A HMPL, & Z BB N iHMP (448 % HMP2)

2008 4, BN 7% 2120 77 BTG /B B0 A K i A T AR

2016 &, XEHAN 121 LB ERMEMAITX], BEF ZH
e WA LA

2016 48, BRI “F i kA AL B A AT BT R

2017 4 J&, “F E A IR MR A AR, o AR R E R BT
Bk, AT ARG TR RN ENALERRATR, REAKTE.
o 4y F 1 e T VT R A A AR R R

(MEAFZEANZER R E L RBWARTF,2019 45 A 30 H,
Nature #7 Nature Medicine % & % & it X A1F R X &, NAREEA
R AR Z 8 IHMP B9 E AR . IHMP K& T ARk A KM A&
W % FRF R ER, RESEEWEELR, FCETHEESEH
BE-HAEMHA BN XEAFEESARMEDEIR] IHMP
g2k 9 g U0 = 4 WO B 8 o B, SR M R 0% %Ry i
WAL, BRFEHHNEESHHREL TR B 77 %ES
AR TIOIE,
232 FEHAL AEE

AEEEMENCRBDNEEERFEFTEZNNEEF. AKE
EMAEMEANRER, B, WEEHR. RE. £K. AEURRKRY
PR % SRR R B R e o KA £ B AE A, K20 95%FH A K 3t 4
ML T M A RO N RS AR R g &
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", ANEBIfpE., Eik. DiEREWNEERAZREZE X EHLZ
WA R AR RN E B 9% . I\ 2010 4 £ 4+, nature, science F7 cell
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Brouns et al, target DNA via DSBs complex with guide RNA and
target DNA

Garneau et al ;
Nishimasu et al.

/&l 4-1 CRISPR-Cas £ H B R AN R KR

1987 4, Ishino % A #£ 24T iap B £ 5 A I 4T T %00 Mk 3 FR Bl [F] T
PR AL AT 2 TR RE T Eiap ZFE W TR I 29nt A EE £ T
MERTFI . 5—HNWERELZFIIAE, EMELZFIEFLATF
FAENE 32nt FEEFHI HAENFMAENERANE v, R
EES AR EHE W R ERAF LA T KM EREE)FF.
2000 4, Mojica % A X L& A i I 78 # 1L 40% 8T 48 B LA K 90%HY i 2
WHHEAREE FIHATT 2%k, FEHPRA MW EREL
75 7ot 7 #1971, 2002 4, Jansen #1 Mojica iF 5. CRISPR (Clustered
Regularly Interspaced Short Palindromic Repeats)Zt — T it X f#
LA S 2 AL i (R PR M BT 7 B A i D, B R
R A5 CRISPR X [ B E £ 75| L8y & T 4L 7 5 CRISPR )
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REAR KBy PR F A, B Cas 2 FF 4 1 F £ A CRISPR 2 4imy £ E 4
KR4, 2005 4, £ AR IIEE RG24 T CRISPR # B JE oF
# CRISPR [ %, %% H 7 CRISPR [ 7| & |8 % T & & 7 7| 2 |8 89 7] &
AR BT R S SR AR S A R R A £ R T L i
flu g A KA RN A I E CRISPR 2 AWM AN TR, B LHH
Hy CRISPR [ 7 & |8 fg 0y =] & 7 5 &8 & A L AL Bt 6 F Bl R 26
U REEL AR L ZHAE, X L5 J£H CRISPR £
TEA A M o AR B T AT AT e B A A A R, TR G g 1F R T RE R R
i CRISPR [ 7 o i [8] 1% o & 7 7 5 w8 W 4k oF B9 46 55 DNA #1738 3
B Xt & A > 1% 5t CRISPR 2 FH M E A& =, HFR R H
T#THM, &3 CRISPR 57| & ¢ 8] 1§ 5] & F 5| G K& ¥t
BN RNA THWHE KX EE, IR EEIMREEREEEEX
A, PLK CRISPR [ 7] &ty [a] [fg ] & /7 7 18 1€ 5 /1712 5 % DNA 2t
T A B X 5k 51 % B CRISPR A8 2% £ [ & 38 89 Cas 1% B2 B xt MR 14 77
# DNA 347 475,

2007 4, Barrangou % A& 7 5B IR E F LI Kk By
Il # CRISPR KA N %7 R 5, ZHRIIET XM ET CRISPR
T EF CRISPR [ 7y [a] [ 7 4 7 71| w2 Ho4T B0 4 2 M 0 0%
G, KA fmik T CRISPR K 4% 3E i 1 4. 7% % 4t 9 #F 52 8 42 . Brouns
SANEIARAMAE FH | B CRISPR R4 # F JE, % 2008 F#f
# 7 CRISPR [EF| 4 4 5% #4047 &7F 2418 & 7] & /7 789/ RNA
7, XA crRNA, i fi crRNA RE# (£ Cas ik B 7= 4 jE P, 5
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I [ B, Marraffini % A & 31L& & 4 % 2 8 F &4 111-A & CRISPR £ 4
FIT /-5 R 2E B S AL T DAPELBT AR X AL RO 4 &, X TAEEH 7
Cas A2 BL B #1975 M 7t % % DNA 17 3F RNAP 20k 2k v e 58 b &
A SHH I-B A CRISPR # 457 LU i1 crRNA 7| 55 RNA 4]
F|7E LS, B & CRISPR # [ EE#F % B N\, CRISPR R 4t #y 4 #y Fo
TEFIALEI W 3t — F 487~ 5 2008 4, Deveau % A 33T %75 & A X H
% # By PAM 7 7| & % AT 74| CRISPR Z e 7] £ B9S2 3 52 7 PAM
%% CRISPR Z4try EE M, 4h, 7 1 &4 11 & CRISPR %
G A& &2 CRISPR [BF7| W E R 75| N & H PAM F7, RAMED
87 CRISPR # 4t %, 7 B F 3 8y 85 R 71 8.

H % 2010 4, CRISPR-Cas # 4t 7 4 14 K & 4 W F £ 40+ 1F 4
R R R G EAR T R R R AR B, X EILT £
2T CRISPR-Cas 2 iy £ TEFE A, EXBHEAFEN A TH
AR, WS E R ARE U R AW AR SRS, YR T
A Y, AT XA E LR R FFEL A KA B . Garneau. Deltcheva
SHRFEXNAEF 1| A CRISPR R4 zh b NI IR T 1A
CRISPR % 4t ey A a1 4H 5 2 AT £ 2 T i1 RNA /-5 87 R £ DNA
R G M B E By 2L B M . o Garneau % A EE R EEIRE
HAT AR KRt F L& P Cas9 & & & Il & CRISPR % 4t T & & #4
cas £k [F] #£ & 7 — /- % H 47 DNA 7 2| i 2 8% B8], 77 Deltcheva 4 A
MR T/ENETT crRNA £ 46 AL o fr = £ Wy x g d 5, BY

tracrRNA (trans-activating crRNA), — ## 5 crRNA 4 A #4544 15 3E 45 75
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RNA, A LR # T crRNA 5| 5 # CasO 4% B e iy 20 ) 1 2%
tracrRNA 5 crRNA 45 4. Cas9 &L BE DL & RNA B 1 M 8& 7 #
CRISPR # [ [ 71| 4 3 = #1 4L 3 7 ik 3 crRNA B 20 F 4 4P, i
TH R AHXM T Il & CRISPR 241 &, AR HY crRNA. tracrRNA
LB Cas9 LB UE R HATHE X ARG = AN LEA, ETXMTE
#| e RNA 5| S #y /B DNA B8 B 7 DL 2K 4R 45 A 1 477 B An 25
o B ] T AR A% R e A ELAY R A 4 B T A b AT R R
H R % FF 464 CRISPR-Cas % 4t i A T B 47 28 4 550

2011 4F, Sapranauskas % A & 7 1l &L CRISPR £ 4t iy /[ #AE 1%,
ATE R BB AR BT EY 1 & CRISPR R A B AT E &, &b
B B A TE MR 1 A CRISPR % 4:%7,2012 4, Jinek % 5 Gasiunas
EMAELRNARARERT K BB REED T DLRCER IR 53K W Y
Cas9 4% W B 7] DL R 4 i A T AT B0 orRNA 5| R 478 3¢ 57 8 E AR
DNAM* 281 & Sy F By 2, Jinek £ AWA R REH#—FBEHT X
Il 2 CRISPR A& #4T T, B KA I B CRISPR R4+ Y
tracrRNA 1 crRNA Bk A 7 —# 245 RNA, X755 RNA (sgRNA),
BB 4% Ak T AT 1£ tracrRNA-CcrRNA % RNA & &R E A, /-F Cas9 %
B B 17 %] B A7 DNAM, X f# % F 5 & RNA # CRISPR-Cas9 % 4t £

E ¥l CRISPR-Cas9 # F 4% 2 i £ E &M =,
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I
5

linker loop

3

crBNA-tracrRNA chimera

Bl 4-2 #F &5 RNA B CRISPR-Cas9 % H %% 2 4

A 4-20%E KT CRISPR-Cas9 # [ %48 A iy 5 MK, X fb
EHRERAEEGES =14 ®WF RNA, B crRNA 5 tracrRNA
FEBET A HY £ 85 RNA; Cas9 % &, Bl# DNA %W 2B Bg; PAM
F%l, BNE 4 DNA # R4 m X G 7 — NREFEFF, AT
CRISPR-Cas9 # 4i5 E A7 DNA 8 #7362 7 Fo 3 fak

2013 4, Cong 4 5 Mali 577 % & 8 T ¥ R IR T8 ek 2k 3 A
FER B EE B B 0 K 4% 11 & CRISPR-Cas9 % 4t. 7~ [l 3k IR By ik
tracrRNA 5 crRNA 4 A &% RNA & A& LK & tracrRNA 5
crRNA Ft 4 i 17 F RNA(sgRNA) A7 /-5 89 A T CRISPR-Cas9 # 4t Ak,
T R A . R @ E AT DNA DL~
A 4E B JR K ot 2 1 B -S89 DNA 154 LU H AT DNA #4747 2
M 7= A& [ R 2 A5 9 DNA 5 229 29, 2014 4, Sander 4 A {£ /]
T4 m% RNA Bt T2 AN EAREE, T T E4 8+ 5
LA H R FRER R EPY, Z ), CRISPR-Cas £ FH%#E R4 T
GR A BT HE AR P B A 2k $ SRUE T AR A% B B X 7
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READREBARNTHF —ROFRAEERERA. B
CRISPR-Cas £ %% A RO AWK A AEARXNMER, HATZ
MNRRATBR, RADEEHAFRHR R ERFEA,

422 CRISPR-Cas £ H wE R AW EE XA

E A 11 & CRISPR-Cas9 # 4t 4 52 4o o ik o] DU 1 26 [ 4w 48 LUk,
HrREXFEENTAAEEHAE FRR. KR T £ CRISPR-Cas
Ao THERERE. UTEANS CRISPR-Cas RGN EELE .
AR IE LR & b o AR BL B4 R

4 Fn o 41 F B9 CRISPR-Cas 4 [ 2 & T # L iy, Mt el
£ T = , X £ CRISPR-Cas 4 B JE H 4R A AT (£ T 36 I M 40 0% B 1B
H #I¥ A £ % CRISPR-Cas # 4u#y 4 BUK#E = E & it i & & K ik U
F CRISPR-Cas # [F] £t #F4E, 1 3% X 277 78 CRISPR-Cas # [ i
XN HFEMAR, RBERFRE, AEXM SR TECEERT
CRISPR-Cas & EHIF A Ak, AAMRBUR+MTERE, RE
E oI B A+ A K, B4R 0 # CRISPR-Cas A F E A& T
XA R TR AR, Hhma BmRA#— 5 5 Ed s g,

# 1T CRISPR-Cas # Zuiy 4 AU B, *f cas £ [ Fr /= £ ¥ Cas & B
BAT KRR R EEW . Cas & & K ik 7 Lo 4 AT 6 B9 o b AR S
&R AR, AT IREUE FR R F I HE N CRISPR [£71; &ik#k, H
T crRNA By im T UL R E A7 DNA 894 45 TwiEsk, FA-T HAr DNA
HIIE]; H B, AT LR H f CRISPR-Cas # il KX HY 34 BE

TFEk, Bt RFAEZS Cas & F(Casl-Casl0) &g R ek Al k15 T
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REWFRBER, XHEF Cas & B £ L A7 G A 5 o 0y 4 K45 A
LI

MNTENBERTE, BERETE CRISPR-Cas RAFHA £
— 5y, HAZm Casl #n Cas2 & B4R, T REGFEEWF M R84
B T IR %10k 4 177 B 48 Kk B9 A% T2 B8 Cas4 #n £ 11 & CRISPR R 4
H IR Cas9 & &P 2, Casl & & — M A T8 ¥ 548 18 fg 7
% 77|46 N\ 3| CRISPR [ 7| fh % A B, H — P45 [ Rk 4R 3k,
H B K CRISPR (7 o gy 45 2 B & 7 5L £ 718, T4 4R 8] R
B[ % F 5% N %] CRISPR (7| %, T Cas2 & & Frin &Y f &0 7 &6
= MRNA T3t Hg 4 B JR & & i, HAEF B al it T2 % E %, {2 Cas2
WEAARATE | 2 CRISPR 2 4 x5 Casl EEH & RE &
RS AR DNA BB S E TR, 23— R P RAIRE Cas2
& B AH RNA Bzl % DNA Bgey s iE, (B EEA T X T2 AE N
W R 2 E R AT, XA Cas2 ZEHTREHES 5EE
Bz M Tk iy 1 A2,

RS T HER N BEA LN TR TH corRNA-Z L % £ 41
216.2171 {B 2 11 & CRISPR % 4 # U 2 — /M5l 4k, 72 11 2 CRISPR %
Gd, Cas9 EEFEEET RAMEHIAMTHERNIER. ERLH
BX, CrRNA ml 1Al % 8 2 £ LA £ AT 20 crRNA-R AL & 2 &4
# 7 1l & CRISPR R4t HHy Cas9 & & L&, ik B4 A E A &
B crRNA. HALE 7R A A, — 2 RNA 78 Cas6, X

FREEE HIAE | A Fa 1 A CRISPR Z49; 5 —#f 2 tracrRNA
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5 RNA B I A8 B4 s I E B 2 R PP, & TSR+, crRNA-
Mg g Ak (HILAE I A 1 A CRISPR £ 4 ) =k Cas9 (43
£ 11 2 CRISPR A4 ) # 2B v 15 5 4/ 2 B9 RNA 85 = X 4 &
A2k, 14 B ATR R AR BT 18 18 T & 5 7] e Ak A A . T B AF DNA
WY1 E| £ 7[R X A 8y CRISPR-Cas A ¥ £H AT AR &9, Flint | A
CRISPR-Cas % 4t %, Cas3 & B f& (L' B 4= DNA #y47#], T Il
A CRISPR-Cas A4+, FF#IaEAZd Cas? 5 Casl0 & HHF4A
b P, 52 sy, 7 11 A CRISPR-Cas Z 4t +, H 4% DNA
H 1% £ B Cas9 & &4 7 52 s Y

Wk E SN EOR G4 BN E s, EXLEGRFRT
Cas4 &, # 1t CRISPR-Cas % Zi vz 0 & 536 % > .. Makarova
% NHET R T1ERHA Casd & g % CRISPR-Cas 5k 1942 /7 1 40 B 3T,
TR RE—EERAP, WL AT XM EEWALE, 258
T 1 % CRISPR-Cas 7& 1% #y & H CARF (CRISPR-associated
Rossmann fold) £ #3819 & & R P DL R 4 /& 89 P 3R ATP B Csn2i%4,
Csn2 7] LU g — AR R I RAR IR, I8 0 3L 24 &k 79 DNA
W, XAEREELEE I & CRISPR £ 4 #1228 ) F R #%
BRI LLE W, Il A CRISPR-Cas % 40+ iy Cas9 & A & Cas & H Kk
PRE-REFHANES, XFHEEFE RUVC LR EESE LK
HNH 42 B2 Big 45 44 38, X 77 /N 454 384 ¥T LU DNA UGk o iy — A~ 24
HATYE], FEEME Cas9 EEEH LAk, ¥ RRITHES
W ek, @AEEN ., KA TWERGHE R, FHib, Cas9 & &
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B,k A 2 [ 4 48 o 5 % ] B Cas & iy 2 — 74 1991801898 cas 7 i

H 4 A L B 4-312,

Expression Interference Adaptation Ancillary
[ L] ] ] |
Pre-crRNA - Effector module (crRNA and target binding) Target cleavage Spacer insertion Regulation Helper or
processing role unknown
[ (e | | |

o (D (D D () ) o ) (D D
P COEDEEHEE - ) @S 8
(5]

w (D (D =3
[ e D IEEE
e ISR S

& 4-3Cas BEH4 B

CRISPR-Cas 2 i AN A£P, AL ZGWEER B ET —
% CRISPR-Cas % 4y £ BEAEFl jutr A 1 £ T2 oM i B9 crRNA-
RN g E ARk, T =2 CRISPR-Cas R 4t E(EF Ttk h 2/ 2
ToH B ET CrRNA-Z AL % & A1k, —2 CRISPR-Cas A = E & 7 |
A CRISPR-Cas % ;. 11l &L CRISPR-Cas % %t L % IV & CRISPR-Cas
#9080t i, — 2K CRISPR-Cas 24 £ £ @4 7 11 & CRISPR-Cas
A4/ V & CRISPR-Cas #%. TR KETEALETRAEMW
CRISPR-Cas # 4t % B 1~ # crRNA K& . PAM %L K& Cas
BH. [HEE LML CRISPR-Cas £ F1E LA

1. |1 # CRISPR-Cas % 4t

Br A 89 1 & CRISPR-Cas # 4t #fi & Ar S MY cas3 2 [, X fp &
Bl 4w A T — 7 % 5% DNA # ik 1| AL AF je B8 | T oK W85 DNA =

RNA-DNA 514 W32 e #f e 224, 3 o L e g B 45 A 3838 % & o & B
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HD X ik W% B2 A V1 Bg A8 B 4 &, T X A HD 44938 L T Cas3 & B 1
N 3% K B 8 # 4% 5 —f cas 2 7 #Z thgp B4,

2. 1l & CRISPR-Cas % 4t

T | A CRISPR-Cas % Ztar S8 cas3 A FH, I A
CRISPR-Cas # 4t #9475 M 2 [ £ casl0 & [F . casl0 £ FH 4w T —fF
LZEMBE AR, Z& 8 4eHF— Palm %438, X Palm %544
B & RNA RAEFH—NER, BE4E S SRR 45 E
B EMIEENR. Mo, XAGEAM A & T 11 AL CRISPR-Cas %
G By crRNA-B L & 2 &R R AL ¥ 70, Casl0 & A& £ F 1
Al CRISPR-Cas 24t ¥ w2~ T ) 28 751 % 7, F e LLF T3 —
¥ 4k 1l & CRISPR-Cas % 4t. & 7 Casl0 Z& &, 11l & CRISPR-Cas
R YuHh 5 — TR & Cash & B LR #F £ AR kIR By Cas7 & & &2,

3. IV # CRISPR-Cas % 4t

5 | & CRISPR-Cas % %: 4= Ill & CRISPR-Cas % 4~ [, IV &
CRISPR-Cas # &4 F kit #. IV A& CRISPR-Cas % 4t & & % & 41
HEk T LI, 5 N-B A CRISPR-Cas #4420, EEA TR
CRISPR A A 4544, H w o9& 7480 IV & CRISPR-Cas % 44w 25 7
— MR/ 2 L # T crRNA-B R # B A1k, XMEERE A E A1
RAgeEE —NMAR T E T I MM =41, Csfl. Cass LK #A
Cas7 & e M ik iy, H o csfl X FHZX A IV Al CRISPR-Cas % 4LHY 4T
FEHE, £T%K CRISPR-Cas 24+ crRNA-B L & Z 64K 5 | &

CRISPR-Cas % % . 111 & CRISPR-Cas % 4 #y £ 7 , X 2 CRISPR-Cas
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F G4 % X H IV A CRISPR-Cas % 427,

4. 11 & CRISPR-Cas % 4t

Il # CRISPR-Cas 245 | & .1l & |V & CRISPR-Cas # % &
ERANTE, EAATERE Y cas9, Z&EFHwH ik, HE7T —H%
SR G R, 84T SNE DNA 3 5 A % B A7 DNA 7% 48 18
Rl % et e /Y. Rl 243 HE 11 & CRISPR-Cas % 41
“F casl A cas2 EFH, A% 4 Il & CRISPR % [ F 8 4% %7 A5
tracrRNA, 5 crRNA # & #4a EAMIE AR, B0 FEa M
£LH#HEM=, Il & CRISPR-Cas % 4t £ H il # [& #£# CRISPR-Cas
4, RURARNENEERBIRAGHEERRENY,

5. V & CRISPR-Cas % %t

V # CRISPR-Cas # 42 —#5 Il & CRISPR-Cas % 41~ [l #y
CRISPR-Cas — %4 &, T ENREKE cpfl £, —EDHHHf
HAEEFE P LN ERH, cpfl ZFE ¥ 5 casl, cas2 LA X CRISPR
EHMET A4S, cpfl XHRLH Cpfl EARE —MHRAWEEFR, —
FFH A4 T 1300 M EEER, 5 Cas9 Zamth, a4 T 5 Cas9
EEMHME RuvC #EEEE AT DNA 8%, FHik, % 1
Al CRISPR-Cas #Z4im ¥ BEwi T mAH BT A2 GF, V &
CRISPR-Cas % 4t i # % 72 T #1417, Har I 7 £ T Cpfl R &

iy A I g 4 T R0 22T,
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4.2.3 CRISPR-Cas # F 435 & 20 1 A AL %

EFAET CRISPR-Cas R4 EE SR, KT IFMNEH
CRISPR-SpCas9 # %t ok i% T % #9 CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F 4 48 % 4t #y 1k
FI AL, H o SpCas9 2 15 B ik 4% 2k & (Streptococcus pyogenes) 5k J& #y
Cas9 & & . WHEIFr#X, CRISPR-SpCas9 £ H % AKBE =N FEE
a7 A T RNA, PAM J7 5| LK SpCas9 M B, M4 & X £
I, 1% RNA Z 3§ CRISPR-Cas # [ 47 %8 £ 4t # 19 % 4> RNA # 4,
Bh T HAETXHA, NXEF4, mF RNA £355 B DNA 4
&8 RNA 34T A~ GEATE S MR TR LM RNA oo 3T
CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ 4% # 4t =, -5 RNA ByK &3 % % 20nt,
PAM F 78 = Z# X & NGG, D&KW T#EF NAGH,
CRISPR-SpCas9 # [H 47 %8 % 4t 49 1k I AL 7T i 1 4-4%% pr %R

Increasing lifetimes

3D target search <« ————

| /’f /é /ﬁ} | /g@ /ﬁff

Complete target PAMs plus partial complementarity PAM only No PAM

PAM recognition and
local unwinding .
Sequential R-loop PAM-dependent DNA cleavage and stable
expansion nuclease activation " product binding

& 4-4 CRISPR-SpCas9 * % %% 2 4t 16 F AL
CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F 45 5 # 4t 7 40 j + 1 % & I ¥ RNA-SpCas9

YK E B A AR, £ DNA Mt 113 % # RNA-SpCas9 i & v &
HARKESTHHNFEEEDNA » FE=SZE KA E, Y
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A XA S H PAM F5) 8, RNA-SpCas9 #HEZ&E 5 & A k&
HE5XEMER DNA BB, B4 EXE4H PAM 77 &,
RNA-SpCas9 ¥ #E % & B & & 1K+ 1 SpCas9 & B & = 1A K Al & X 33
iy DNA Sk R 22 e, Bl B (2 F 5 RNA 5 # #2519 3 82 2. DNA
FEVEAT B Ah, Ao R AR X B 1677 4 1% RNA-SpCas9 Z ¥ % & & £ 41k
Y El AT DNA X3, A2 fo oy 2 52 e DNA 25 5B 4% 5 A+ 1y 20nt
F 5 RNA B AN kA S 0E, X A 53 A W32 & A8 ik 4 A
& 45 5 SpCas9 & & V1% B #~ DNA X 5, # E & DNA X 5= & %
4 iy 4 2282300,

CRISPR-Cas £ [F 445 2 4t 7 LU B 47 DNA 4051\ DNA B 3 5%
WrEe, Z EEAMAT Redt N A DNA Nt R 2% 2. £— 4
3 [5] JE K 3% 3% # #& 12 (Non-homologous end joining, NHEJ), & DNA
B G AN EER N KR AT RKELC DNA FAIEEBA
AL 2 By DNA. B T% 8 22 DNA 77 1E R, X6 & 77 R
¥ 72 DNA B AR T 2 AL PR TR ALG I A B3 N B Ml TR . % B A7
DNA ZEANKFRI T FoE, X BTN BRI NS H M %
AARRFEBERT, BRZIDFRELNEGRNAE, N6k
FRI N ZEFIKE RNA T 25 AT TN RNA 5EF#
FHHT T RE RNA AT Wk % &, [ b3 b 1E RNA 23 R B9 3 &t
flin Bl E K F HE ek, FHi, RNA THEACEHZEWETH LA
AEI T RE RNA B 7= &, xF B A7 % B 347 TP, 7~ 4 4 B IR K
EH®AEB AW CRISPR-Cas £ F R A%, 2% DNA EHHEER
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TRIERE, FERERKARKE, XEREERR. 5TEAHL

v DNA 77| 1E 4 hi oy 3F [F B R 9w £ B #4248 K, CRISPR-Cas #
FYmis A7 £ DNA W R EHE M6 & 7 A& e H
DNA J7 7% B #7 DNA &5 skl R0 m $EAT 6 B o XA 1B A AR BY
DNA JF 7| Bt 7] LLZ A IR DNA 77, %] LUZ kIR T4 #0#9 DNA
| 28 iy e e DNA FFIEMR, o = ek f i 5 — ARl &
W RENRE R e, T UE NG EEMR, B 2 kT 2 B BT 5]\ B AL
HR AR R O\ B Bk, T 2N TE 1 DNA JF 5| B R A ¥ L= KB 3 R
E/ERN =, SNEMER DNA FHIE R LS R 4% DNA 7518 fr
TR, EEBEERZSENNINFE DNA JF 742 R AE [F 235 418
B, XfEE &%,
4.3 # Il CRISPR-Cas EAHEBRAEMUTE

CRISPR-Cas A%t A AN JLFN LK E) 2T %75

AT, TMERARERATEATUTUANEHEENEE: &
A &% % (gene knock-out). # & 4% A\ (gene knock-in). [ & 3£ 47 #
(CRISPRI) LA B [F] 5 3k g 7511891902331 4037 B ik, 72 CRISPR-SpCas9
EHRBERAT, F+ RNAWEEEHZ5F SpCas %L B £ H Ar
DNA {r m # AT V1%, T SpCas9 #Z B B *f H 47 DNA X 35 iy 47 42 iR A
ZH PAM F Ak E R, HX R H PAM FFI# X E NGG., 1B KA
Hy Cas9 & HL N & B A TR B PAM FFIER, k41 BRT 4%
JLHY Cas9 #B% B B 4 4 BT 2t 5L iy PAM 7 554,
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k41 %N Cas) BB B R E L ARFTX AL PAM 75

Cas9 BB BE &K £ K& PAM J7 5| # X
SpCas9 NGG
SpCas9 D1135E NGG
SpCas9 VRER NGCG
SpCas9 EQR NGAG
SpCas9 VOR NGAN 2, NGNG
SaCas9 NNGRRT = NNGRR
Nm NNNNGATT
St NNAGAAW
Td NAAAAC

E ®7, k& CRISPR-Cas % [ 4 4 5 A Hy T W7 & &, CRISPR-Cas
ERmEERNBELETYE S, 5l LR E £ ¥ bk 2
#. CRISPR-Cas # H %% A AT HFmls, EEEN, £HX
35 40 R DL B T A sk v S A T R MR A IR Y £ B KR T kit
R B B A R BB AL B 5 RNA, X B RN R T R
I #£ 1T CRISPR-Cas % [ 47 %8 5L Jo 9 5 42 . & T CRISPR-SpCas9 # [A
WAL T RNA LT EERGITREREREEHFRHE,
BURE(R Bt S % A MERA T E, Hik, TXHEANBIHNEL L
# #) CRISPR-SpCas9 # A 4m# Z St v T H.

4.3.1 CRISPR-SpCas9 X A#E A AT EX R TH

%% CRISPR-SpCas9 £ FH R AT HREFWNHEZERSL, W
PAM JFZIMILE . 17+ RNA 5 B #F DNA 89 52 IR 7 7 LR 2| 5 &
DNA 3 ER KBk E 6 2 AT £ 8 DNA A SMGRENL. &
4h, EAF DNA KRB RN FEFMR, wREeRAKEE, AT
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Ak %7 CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F % 45 7 Su xT El A7 DNA #y 77 %1 2 5 2% 29,
Xu % AW #5451, EAT DNA F7| 2% Cas9 & 5 5 B i~ DNA
Z B A O BRTT S, EAXKUR/NRAAF, 4B DNA
T PAM JF 5| % —fr s &% = A & %% G B & #2 % CRISPR-SpCas9
EFHmER R EA DNA BT8R, WA M, YRIREE T
H#7 E AF DNA % PAM J5 7 Il % M (L B 4 % 2 CRISPR-SpCas9 #
% 48 & S %t B A% DNA B #1202 T %1, Z4h, E4F DNA 5
5] F RNA X R X 38 1y T i 4 5 5 77| b, 7] BE % CRISPR-SpCas9 £ [ 4
R GEAT S A P 20 B E R or H AT DNA
5 15 5 RNA o Jf X 38 By b i 3 25 7 7 % CRISPR-SpCas9 % [ 4 45 7
RN AT H AR E R £ B, T Chari & A0t £ AN F A 3 £ ML &R
Y15 RNA 373820 5 B 4 58 R BH B AT DNA L 5 By € 5 I A2
VLB 1% RNA B 7 5 48 ik & %/vF CRISPR-SpCas9 %k [ 4748 2 4547
woE i E EH &P,

73— 77, CRISPR-Cas9 £ [Fl 445 2 4t A~ 7] LUA T & E &z,
TR LLAE O % AT ] TR B R BE T, XA TR E 4% Cas9
& G B B VE 14 45 A K VE Y dCas9 & &, 45 #X fi dCas9 & &
58 R Rl B % A IR % . X AP CRISPR-Cas9 4 [ 4k 45 %
G0 R AR LA AR A CRISPRI (8% 4% T4 ) DL K CRISPRa (5 i
B o EXERG P, Cas9 EE E AL HTIMNEE AR TH
BEAEGNEGELK, REELEF RNAGISHE S HEAAER N
MEEETHES T4, NTARIBETERER. &
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CRISPRi 5 CRISPRa R4z, JF7|H &5 8A E A7 S0fE %
Wy H B L AR B, HJRE A a2 H 4 CRISPRi 5 CRISPRa #Y
TEEFEEHFTEEHFAETHMELEENRDX, X2 T 4
%t CRISPRi 5 CRISPRa 1§ RNA ATt /T RAESRE S
CRISPR-SpCas9 £ H# % & & HELETE. & CRISPR-SpCas9 % [
B & &KL, CRISPRi 5 CRISPRa % % 417l i T B A~ DNA & 1 | Z vb
#i 1 5 RNA, (B [F 2 4 #T, CRISPRI 5 CRISPRa % 4t & {1 PAM
Mey%E =fr&H HIAREENE L. 75, CRISPRi 5§ CRISPRa
WL M5 CRISPR-Cas9 XHAEBAZWAEERAZR, M
L E B HAT DNA K A& FF B9 A B fE R v HAT B E ik &
M &P, g a R R > —# 4 T AR KT CRISPRI 5 CRISPRa
EHPEER LW E T RNA Rt TN N, XRTAEEHE
CRISPR-ERAP? fu ssC® s M AW = E R H £ H #l
CRISPRi 5 CRISPRa L ##E IR R A&, Tk £ AR T H =
RNA AL, FrLl4F*f CRISPRi #2 CRISPRa % 4t 161 5 RNA 4
AR T Bt — S BN R A E A R G o AT A AE
ETHHZ NI RENCZ K %KM CRISPR-SpCas9 [ i [ 52
B ¥ 4E, TR #H 5 CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F 4 48 7 4t # #9171 5 RNA
THHE, RAETT TR RS RNA RN T R, %
s B RNA Rkt T AT U h =%, £—AFHH A, Rk
T PAM F7¥ T3 RNA 5% 2 rg £ FE#ATE LTI at; H

ZAANTHNA, BIA T#E#F -5 RNA #9&5 TRAE, @0 GC &=,
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SR FAES, FLIT L BEF UM% 2 W7 RNA BT 88 E;
H=AN#HEFIH, WEFEEmF RNA WAL ESFEET
CRISPR-SpCas9 # 4t # [F &y ¢ L fo 44, M L& % 3 7 R N S AL &
FAEA, e E T RNA BWIT A EHATHN. EHRTHTE
FEMTE —RIE, RERETERAAEEEZRT EL WAL, @
BT FIVRFAE UL R B A AR K AFAE . 5 4h, T ERIE T RNA (4 T A4
EAERT A HWMhES, 0 CRISPRseek® 51 Cas-OFFinder®*
ERTHET PAM FHIEX AN H T RNA %, HXFAHITEAZH
% PAM F 7| # X, 3# 71 B RT CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ %48 % 4t 7
W NGG AW PAM F 7%, /i, HEFIJIAITE, W
sgRNA-designer®!  CRISPR  MultiTargeter®®,  WU-CRISPR*],
sgRNA Scorer®? sSC%®l CAGE®®1L % DeepCRISPR™134 7 F| T 1
F RNA T8 E TN, R BT E B 55 RNA. H a1
T A, 4o E-CRISPR®Y CRISPR-ERA® Protospacer Workbench!?*!
LA % CRISPR Library Designer .32 £ 7 A~ [ 89 1 7 RNA £t B 47,
o E-CRISPR & | F k22 il 5 RNA T ¥3% %, CRISPR-ERA
¥ i T CRISPRi UL % CRISPRa % % #y 2% &= ¥ Il , Protospacer
Workbench # =5 RNA B3 B2 T Ak 5/ R LUNE K £ %
g EE 4, CRISPR Library Designer & A T 5 RNA EWZE 7,
HH—# o wT RNA R IT T ANER THEHSA, o
CRISPR-P®43E | F ity 2 F 40, flyCRISPRPAE | T 2 45 £ [ 4 A
K. EuPaGDTY*l:E | T J& o & FH 4.,
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4.3.2 CRISPR-SpCas9 £ FH B A LM EL T H

CRISPR-SpCas9 4 [ 4 %8 2 4t fit S h Aoy — = Z /2 = ] LA
%t CRISPR-SpCas9 % [ % 48 % 4t B 7= A B 55 PR Bt 38 (L B AT 2 I 40
M. Bul, EEHEATETHEIREARATUN 2 EFHE T &
CRISPR-SpCas9 % [ 4 45 % Sr 8 i By B 38 s #AT 10 0, X B AR
REZAALE, Ao AZETNE DNA #4174 68
CRISPR-SpCas9 A F 4w R P EE & 54w SpCas9 & 5 #ATH
%, WA R X CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ 45 %5 7 4t A7 7= 4 #1 DNA W 4%
T 4 AT A PO, B i b R 3 T AT AR T LN R0 AR L B B3
AT B L EHANRECEELE. RETANEARE, TH
ML A A B AR &P T FWRE L0 SR KEWA RS
R $E AL 8 B B A R B 8 5T 5 0 35 T I 7 3 A (ChIP-seq), X A3k
AEERNMT 5 DNA 44 H SpCas9 & &, ChIP-seq 5L 746 Ml #9 i
#. 7= DNA 5 SpCas9 & & e 4 AL & i1 7 3F SpCas9 % B. B AT 777 £ e
DNA J5k W7 ZE fir g 190230255257 e 12 ChIP-seq L b R R 5 &
SERCREEIE —REA. Bk, £8 %A 5 % DNA X R IT &
T AH B2 #1445 A, 4 Digenome-seq®®, Guide-seq®®>, 1DLV # 3£ 201,
HTGTS (B & 2 X HA S i) PP K BLESS (R fr i Z AR
BEMNFRAD P,

E #l K % % CRISPR-SpCas9 % FH 4w A A 8t T AR ZH
B M AR D L X 48 R B AR R B R, SR X B T P B R
P30 K S AT TR R i i, 7o v A BB L B RO 3B K AR LR HEAT
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By TR, A FTATERBHAATHMYTETE RPN 34
Bl B4 & % #) CRISPR-SpCas9 A Zifii M T AWM &, LT
B xt L E R AT LR IH R A AR E R, R AEHE
AR, A BB T T B w1 I 38 B R Ay A R TR0 AL AT
B Bt $E AL B 5 SR ST IR BT SR AR Y ST B SRR B T A R R AP
PV FETETMABEL A AT ERANZER. THAE L AW
e RAwT, -2 RN T EE#ATHERULSRER T 8
BRHERLG T H-REM e EFAMES LB HKELH K
HE,

& 4-239% % 7 % W, #y CRISPR-SpCas9 £ [F 47 %8 Z 4 (bt T &,
% 4-2 % . CRISPR-SpCas9 £ H&# A Lt T B

TAA%K kKA & R e T
sgRNAcas9 J7 5| g A =
CRISPR/Cas9 gRNA finder J7 5| A &
GT-Scan 75| e A =
CRISPRdirect JF 5 He g A =
CRISPR RNA Configurator J7 5| e xd A &
CRISPRseek JF 5 He g A =
CCTop J7 5| A A =
Cas-OFFinder 55|t xt & =
SSFinder JF 5 He g A &
CRISPR-P 7 7 He 2 A =
CRISPRer JF 5 He g A &
CRISPRTarget J7 5| e xf A &
CRISPRfinder Fr 2 Ho A A &
flyCRISPR J7 5| e xd A =
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TRLHK KA AR R TR
CRISPR gRNA Design tool 77 tat & &
WGE F7 7 b A =
coD F7 7 bt A =
CRISPOR J7 5 toxf A =
Protospacer Workbench A T AL A =
E- CRISP AT A A =
CRISPR A T AL A =
CRISPR-ERA AT A A =
CHOPCHOP AT A A =
Cas9 design A T AL A =
EuPaGDT AT A A =
CROP-IT A T AL A =
Cas-designer A THN A =
sgRNA Designer HAEF A &
ssc HBAEF A &
sgRNA Scorer HAEF 3 A =
CRISPR Multitargeter B R £
CRISPRscan HEF A =
WU- CRISPR HBAEF A =
CRISPR Library Designer BiEFA =
CAGE HEF A =
DeepCRISPR HAEF A &

4.4 FEFREZFSIH CRISPR FTEERI R T

CRISPR-SpCas9 # [H 4w 45 # 42 H wl b & 4 ) 2 iy A [ s 45
A%, ZBRACHABNAT S MHAMAZ PHTEHBRGEERE,
EXMEERERG Y, FE—NE4E T B DNAFZH AT RNA,
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£ PAM FHINE BT, X F a5 RNA 7 LL5| & SpCas9 & v 7% B
# DNA. % SpCas9 Z& &4 E #~ DNA ¥1%]2Z /5, E#r DNA # 17|
X 354 7= A T R o R 4ty 4 119, 191, 298,263, 2041 gl for 8 % AL F B AR
DNA #3t PAM J7 7| — (| 8 4 = {7 5 % 10 i 22 |4, 1 A F K 3% #9 DNA
FAEW G F BT — SR E G E TG E, BERRA R EE
iR, H4R WS A £ DNA 77 tE A Sl %, AT
AR BHRE, mAKEHKE, T E2%ET CRISPR-SpCas9
A U0 8 R G0 AN A B R M ST I A A R 3R S 28 28] oy e T
CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F &t & LI 1y a2, RAREE EIRH T -5 RNA
5 B AT DNA X320y B2 4 7 5| LA J SpCas9 B2 B 4 H 47 DNA V1% f5
i 4F B JR K o 3 B 6 BT 5 A B9 DNA JF 7148 A\ s e 000 291, 3 %
W UL T 4t 2t A2 H % i CRISPR-SpCas9 4 [ 4 %8 2 4 Fr F o 1] &
RNAK % ft 8, M A FE W ES RNAWT R RT R FERAZ R,
I RE & BT B AL A B 4T 22 A E 89 19 7 RNA 5t 2 CRISPR-SpCas9 #
9w %8 R gt & 4 B A DNA AT A RIMEINEZF &2 —,

Bl .4 H MR AL %KT AT CRISPR-SpCas9 # A 4w %8 & 4t
ITEE AR AR AL 77 B AT 7T . Wang % A B9 8 58 48 i 11 7 RNA By 3T 224,
FHBER AT 55 RNA L PAM U7 5| 12w 5 v v iy 48 A Ay 1 2510,
Doench 4 A #fi# 7 B 4% DNA # {r T 15 RNA *t 57 [X 35 T [X 35 8
WA T 5 RNA TR ENE RPN, Xu EARGMEETET
£ HL60 47 fg & DL B /N K R fie T 49 fg (mESC) # # 17 ¥y
CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ & & 5L %o [ 5 RNA JF 7| S AE X 2 4T B2 1y
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o, Chari & AFF & T —F TR AR B EXT B 77 %, fE
% ] B % 165 RNA 78 £ /5 B 41060 B AT SE R R HEAT 16 . L4,
Chari % A48 H T 15 RNA F 7| %f LB B A DNA B & W3k % 5
BT B 5 5 RNA 3T 8 7 2 B R P,

RE Bl # CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ 4 % & Fu 4T S F A0 A 77 H v
HREGBRE—Z#E, ELRFRIEFFIGNE A
CRISPR-SpCas9 % [ % 45 % 4537 #220 F 1y DNA JF 5| &5 4E A4 71~ [5] o 1]
FRNA E. #AREARREFREEAEFSERME AN, H
XA EI £ R E 2 H Al AT 2 kA 28y CRISPR-SpCas9 %
FarEh#HFELERRK. A, BELT AT HREMW
CRISPR-SpCas9 2 mi s LR HEHF F RBET RN ZLR-F&. Lk
FHUURA Bl M R AR, Ban, & Xu % ABYHE 7 A HLEO 4 A
A5/ NRPRAE T 40 CRISPR-SpCas9 #: [H &t 4 2 I 4048 + 5 B #y &2
o5 5 RNA TR EWFH k2 HE LR, 2 I 5 L0 R
RV T PR AE I 1 e A R R R A AP, Fusi & A £ A
o] RNA T 22 80 2 T 42 2L 72 7 & 1~ [5] #9 CRISPR-SpCas9 £ [ &
SERBEEFHTT WK, P —BEA T A 47 RS
SEHCENE RHAT T A, T F—E NGRS SRR HEAT T A P,
EROTARBEAEENEFNTRNERAFTTES, XEH
CRISPR-SpCas9 # [A &% [ 52 1 #9 5L B0 45 R IE 40 RNA-seq & 521 — £
BFAERMARL ., ZRETRFAHHRRE, REFEHHIRFHET
ERMGHE R RNA R It A REX TEHEH — W HH. BT #LH

69



T N T RE AR 81 AR ——R Re AR {5 B AL 2019

CRISPR-SpCas9 %t [ & I & JL A M 77 v, — R 77 & g 48 1
i SpCas9 i EL B 71 %] fr 5 2 Hy DNA FFI &M, Wi FERE S
R, FAEASHBURBELES, 2R TAERL L RAFR
2R il X 2 CRISPR-SpCas9 £ [ i [ 52 Jo vy — R 7 048, 4

Bk B i 498 R B E 15 RNA By IR I e B0 2072081 R
CRISPR-SpCas9 £ [ fx I 52 Io iy £ A 4H M 7 20 48 *F 4T B R Rt 4
M & BaR 3R AR, {E 25 BT B 1+ 4 T B X3 R 2K AV S4B By o T P R 8 2
PR B
441 BREITERETNR %
4.4.1.1 RGERBI

ETLANBFIRE, TEREXAMAGZETE G0 T EAH
P mF RNA LB, AXFHREAEER. BERTHEX L
HrAE S, 155 RNA FFAE 2 35 37 30 80 T AR S DA RORRAE o] LG AE
B

TEFEFTMNRAANTERREEEARS . §—RTNRE, £
B &2 2 L # 4T CRISPR-SpCas9 £ [F 4 %5 52 %o iy 11 5 RNA 7| & = H
A E AT R R HATIM P T, REABR R T RNA fFY
S R CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ 4 45 52 o o 4 7 6 7] 5 RNA. 1% T1Eu 2

R B LE 45,
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Users without prior data for sgRNA design
and KO efficiency evaluation

sgRNA ranking list
‘_accord_i_r_lg to the predicted

45 FARETREE
EXNMTHEREF, TEREHFNA R 2 RENLTH
[l 4 45 52 B0 T G2 ] B 28 B R SR F B BUILRAZ ¥T &

CRISPR-SpCas9 # [
T HTITERETMNAZLFITNER ZE T AE AR HET

| R AL, T b an R L #EATHY CRISPR-SpCas9 % [ 4w 45 52
B E R A T E AT ERETONA S + LR EAA SRR, Tl

MGRAE BT vk 24T, RZ WA DA, TRITRZETMA L 2 E L

w5 RNA A B @ A\ 85§ RNA 7| kB TMAE, &34
2E R JE 3T ¥k TN 2 208 155 RNA RRAE 2 B 3T #8240 2 70|
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B, {#FARAEMIATH CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F 4 45 52 16 A7 1# A 48 FE,
R LB TR 5 8 58 RNA #HATITER RN, TLRKE
T 4 &,

FoANATHREZEANGRE, REWZERLEFHST RNA
1T %8 2% R 47 & B9 CRISPR-SpCas9 4 [ g4 52 I # #8 # 1

CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F 4% 2 Ze 47T #e s MR, 2 T/ERAE N E 4-6.

Users with prior data for sgRNA design
and KO efficiency evaluation

Sequencing-based Assay-based sgRNA
sgRNA data data with clearly
defined KO efficiency

sgRNA-Indel Table

" Update the back-end

Update the back-end database with the new
~evaluation model for the existing species or cell

& 4-6 Y% R FTRETRE
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XA TAERE B Ex CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F &t [4 52 3 + Ay % 7]
HY 20 J R BEAT 4 AT, R B R EARE WS R S = RN 7 4E
REBETEHHAES L. RN FEN - RNFEHE, ZHELE
B\ A R R E A A S | BB T B 4 A PRI AR B DL RS RS R AR
R AT E R EATHSLEURE BT RNA ITBAERL, WA
B S RNA F#E 5 RNA A B S HATTAE, SR FxLL
BRERG, TEXETNAALETRLOCAEFNEEEAR S
RNA RFAE 42 B 5 37 58 3% & TR AR Sr 34T R AE 42 BUDL AR AL )1 25 Ao il
B, RAHKBS UM AN CRISPR-SpCas9 # H 47 %8 £ ST k%
MMEA RN FEES, REFMEREFHZ AR R
CRISPR-SpCas9 £ H % R T AR MW E EH £, B3 LUE AR
A A S AT R AR R
4.4.1.2 155 RNA A2 #5%

5 RNA B3R 8\ 4 75 RNA 7l %, #X 4 fastg K. &
2 RNA 4 # # 3 4 # 5 BWA (Burrows-Wheeler Aligner)®® g,
Bowtie2®™ % 5 7| B # £ F K AW & 5 RNA E # 3|
CRISPR-SpCas9 % [F] 4 45 52 %o BT 1 7] oy 28 i 22 % b oy 22 [ 40 |, [B] s
G RRABH B0 & #HATILIR, B s E RN R £k, T
JEHEINE S B Aw R R HER S RNA A%, EFH M ESE RNA
HIAE A M5 R, @3 B r DNA KT £ gtk 447, DNA & 771
E #= DNA 8 F 5| LA R 1% B A A7
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4.4.1.3 A FAHENLERE S

A FF A HAE TRy £ F & 24 CRISPR-SpCas9 4 [ &
PR 52 3 BT £ i B9 = R BB S AT AL B JHF 5 X R EY R 5 RNA 71| %
HATEA, NTKEENEF RNA x5 B AF DNA X0 7 &
4, ZEHRHNRAZES RNA LEERAT A KK E S RNA £ &
# LA % CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F &y [ 52 %o T A & By — I 7 2048 7 46
fastaq O . i 2 = R I 5 # 9E 4 4 215 2| CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ &t 4
SR P AR R AT R g B B, AR H T RNA AL A
TR E Y 7 vk HAT IR ME, HIREMER MM RNA R 5 Fr
4 R E R RNA 5 B R#ATES, XMELANKEZNFHIE E
R+ DNA B S MRAL 2 A7 5 17 RNA 2 & F A48 B =
F RNA #9477 2| 2 A AR AR S BL o W7 29 B i 25 R o To 7k 5 1\ 7 RNA
FRRFH AT RNA LR R 3B m b g, Fib, REHReE
2 2 81 4 175 RNA 5 CRISPR-SpCas9 £ [F & % 52 ¥ — R 7 4k 48 &
MR ESE R,
4414 BEREER A HTHER

¥ 2 A [ 20 404 A0 B2 A R BT A Y 1 RNA 5 CRISPR-SpCas9
ERmBER —RNFHEES BN EGEREIRN, BEEEL
B ER AN F KT DNABEABMGBE—ZTE L, TEER
AEBEBRENZBERE  EOR TN EBEKEURRE —F it HE
H #9720 55 4% L (out-of-frame ratio), BIASA R L BB E 52 M5
RNA Frxf 5B BT i B 3k & 2 th. 51T CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ 47 % 2

NN
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GLHYAT B R AR T B DNA et 25 &l = s B a R %, Hib
#2058 A8 L ] LR & — b £ F CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ & 14 52 % — A ]
FHREHTEREHEFAPS, BERTHEI T ERAREER
AHEERNAGREERABER TN EFEANELA AL, HPBER
THEZ FWALEE ] EARE TR A5t 15 RNA #74T
B RS, MREAEREKIENMT RNA FERBR G EHE
RO AR S my e A A ] SR 22 ST AR AL
4415 175 RNA FFAE R BL5 37 820 X T E

5 RNA FERBR ST R ETME S+, RETRES
IXHAEASATAARS, H—ARBEEAREEAF IR HR
RNA 7| 3% s & H # AT FUll, & = % % F 2F CRISPR-SpCas9 % [ &
Y LB SR HEAT R AR R B L RN A,

1. o 6 4

X — o, AR R GRS — R A E HE
i T RNA B ERFTHREE-F RNA 5 ERSTHON, 7
—MEETHEAHFRENEFELE (WAKEFA hg3s, — 5%
&k, 241 E 10000000 #ATHM . £F KB+, KEREL
RIFRALEy £ F AL EE T PAM FHIER (i NGG) H# % B E 5
RNA 7%, F4HE% N5 RNA AL EZE S+ %S H S RNA £ &
k, 2 EREBEREF—MEBHEEN T E, AEXNET
CRISPR-SpCas9 % [ 47 %5 52 1o BT i 19 20 it 2 T A2 AL 3T 7] 5 RNA
AT BTN, T L B AR 3T B 5 RNA B9 E 8.
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2. BAZEH Y

75 RNA AFAE R B 5 4T S AR T AR Sy AR AL 22 o 3 - =
MTFESR, 2R AFAERR, RIEEEURERET,

b N\ BV 1 7 RNA 77|15 8 38 % 7 F] 2= # 7% (one-hot) % 1] 5+ RNA
BN ENRE AT URG, XH 7728 U BIER LB RD
Fik, FAT HEN R RGN ENREHATRE, REELE
4-3,

% 4-3 15 RNA BERKD

A C G T N

1000 0100 0010 0001 0000

K¥E % 4-3, w X —> DNA J77| % GCTA, N X %4 7= 4 % 0010
0100 0001 1000,

SRR, FAHE R EFEEANES RNA H
= DNA LR THEKE. £z G, AERNEFHA T K EA
7% RNA FTxf b ey RPAE4E B4 5k, &% B 4% DNA LiF/F7]. 20nt
K %t B 47 DNA. 3nt K& 81 PAM 77| LUK J5 7 89 T )7 7l i i
FAZ J5 4RI & 4-3 P RN HAT R F R, HigmaD e~
B0 a8 RNA BT R E&E 4. 15 RNA Mt AN EE A5 H
A Ry CRISPR-SpCas9 # H i fx T R T KX X /7 &, &
CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ &k [k 5L ¥ B & XY AT 8 F | BB R EHE X 4
MER T EERABEGRT U URITEREL R, —AHRT TEHS
RO ERE. TEBESHE L NINEERNRE, HPVEERT
FE SLRFAE 1 FE LU Fe | R T AR AL, T R B R T I AR AL B b R
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o

FoSRBAELE, X— P REHFEFELEBE TR L HFHAL
Box, - A HEEHKE, WE s RNA BEEFE N
CRISPR-SpCas9 # F Bk 5 B & X TR B E X BB R R LR,
MRERITERINBEERE L, EX—RE ST, KERFENA
LASSO 77 ik #ATRAE L £, HAETH 0 W EHR L H RIENET
EIMNERERNRANFEES. T A IMEL) X, T
RNA W BB KA G 45 KA, RS2 K AT L1 ENfL#
HFEFHATRELEE. § L2 XHE, Ko XFEFEFELEEL
BHRAEA A O WRFAEB & 1 5k 18 4 T T8 & 3L T AR 2 B 2 ] oy
NFIEE A

WE—FREAE, B LASSO FEURAET L1 ENfwWE
BT EERNEERESE2BAM TS EZLTNER, X
7 2R A AL B A s £ my TR A AL
4.4.1.6 HFAE ¥ ALALBE SR

Bl SC 3R B T A 5 RNA RFAE 3R BUS 47 98 20 T S 7T DL AE
A EFRAET R, M ZEMASET WAESR, IR FEESR
WEESEANTREE, B T KEREURTEFENEFHASE. B
4-1 A 275 AR E
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Upstream Spacer PAM Downstream
351t 20nt 3nt 32nt
TEENARNENANA  HEEANNAREEAN  BE  ANNENENAAA
CERERENECHRERN CCHECHECCHIEC [ ) | ERERCCHIEN
BGGGEAGHEGHEGIH ( AR NRRRERR GG BGGHENGGNH
RN RRRERER EERTERTHETHNR (N | EEREENNN
MOoON—AOo<HtMNDE0LUWw AN WD OONHOWS®D ~— N oW N S oD 0
NN~ — — o A NN

B 4-7 J7 5 RAE B 2

4.5 FETREFSIHY CRISPR FTEERLE Tl

AT CRISPR-Cas £ i A5 &M EH B LR H D45
BTz, Hshat EEAFARRET RANFHE, Hiw, #
— % {4 CRISPR-Cas £ [ 448 £ %, gz hae £ EHAF 6 R A
I FEMFRABNAREEEERE N

CRISPR-Cas % [H %t A S & LR A F £ EH lm A Fl . —
£ B 155 RNA F5| 88 CRISPR-Cas # [F 4% %8 7 #F 7 72 U E X T8
Bl A, — £ % RNA 3| 58 CRISPR-Cas # [H 4% 48 7] f 77 1 it L Y
E B, Fl, 85K HEE CRISPR-Cas % [F 4 88 2 Sr 09 4k & fu sk
RUERAXHEHRERAAGTHINE ZNAMEENR,

F—FNBTETEHR RN &N ZH CRISPR-SpCas9 % [F] 47
BRAGHRIETREFINERRBTERETINAR £ AL
M, XA R GG T RBENEF TE, % F R EHRRNY
CRISPR-SpCas9 £ A #i & L Je 4548, T4 X012 40 fd R 3T SR %
W EF, KB EF A RE ST A E R TIUE A, Xk E
[5] A 40 A 72 79 CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F 4 48 52 16 F 14§ RNA By 4T 8 % %
BATTOM, FHEEE it ES RNA B E ., (E& BT R ETMN A
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GhHEEUTY: EXEARAEET, & TE —E4HER—HAER 4
Ho R B P A — AN TR AL, [ T A TN AL B ) 2R B8R & R
SHENFNEE QTN ZBRANRE . EREESHET
E, RERT B DNA KB F7| Z@mHE L, 0 EHAF DNA REJF
7|, H#F DNA X3 i 75 LR B AT DNA K8 T 77 %6 &,
BEEENREFEREREN. EFEFEHE, B THEANERY
B XA, B LASSO DLEET L1 ENR % # 5 &% =
7, HREANTHE, SHREENARBEGEN TR, #mEETN
RE A1 1R
ATHAEXEEARBTEXETNRAGHARERZ L, 5F
Chuai 4 A B JF 4 th DeepCRISPR % 4t %), 4R34 & T 5 % S e 2 A
AT E TN R G FE T E TN R G A% BT 2 E TN
RAWER L, RUT RAWRITEE, RO@BAT ER=AREN
BHETIN R Goshia. EHEAFEE, RETEZERN R ZK
EF #) CRISPR-SpCas9 A @il L i #4T 7 ¥ 4, EAE G
BHRATEAT LR, KARATHENBEANF X, EREEEMET
H, RETEFERIN R G S R w5 RNA 589 E AT DNA
X8 71z &5 B #r DNA X8 & Wikt %15 £ 4, 3% 5 DNA
FHEREXRNREFERAMEANELERENRIEE S EIE
P HTEEY G, EAEFEE, RETEHAETNRAENKE
FIHA, FBT EAKFETN R CRISPR-SpCas9 4T #83 E il
MAER, TR T A ARR R AFALA N THAWRS, FHE
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7 #7 CRISPR-SpCas9 # F a3 A T U EWEEZH £ .
451 #5 RNA RE#EA
RETEBERMNRAGER T —HEMUEARWRDFEN HSE
RNA #4177 44, HBEAHNELEET W5 RNA X H E+r DNA
515 B . PAM 77|15 B UL X E A% DNA X5 i & Wik ¥ 15 B, &
WA ENZEFER, kETE%HFH CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F &
SHIEBEREERES. ERREEE T, HiF DNAH#HE N —4
BITWMEZRER ., FRRV O EEME A 3N EEE, B
Y, FAEEAERE, MWHAREXHWDNA BRE”, H£F75ER
BAENAEE, BPA#EE, CH#E, GHEUK T ##, XNk FH
FERbEELNEE, EMENREFERAFHINBL LT,

L 4-824,

>

C T

PO~ . AGACCGCCTCCAAGTCGCCGA
C channel [ 1 0 ARl El0 0 0|00 -
0 0 0 clo oo 1 g 0

X _ ) c oWo c 0 n

T channel Jb 0 1 N 0 K 5
. . CTcF ([0 0 © c 0 0 0
Epigenetic channel 1 e IR SRR n
Epigenetic channel 2 Hakames [ERENNEI 11111 1

RRES 0 0 0 g 0(0|0|0
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23

Epigenetic channel n
sgRINA encoding schema

B 4-8 15 RNA %&& 75 R

HE T X8 T RNA 4R 77 R, % [ 2| ENCODE # & W 1% £ %
BEEAEAMEK, FETEXETN R LT UBRMET R LM
2 i 2 B A
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452 REFTERETNR %
4521 FEITEBEINN R G2 AT

B0, £AMEY FikiEd CRISPR-SpCas9 # H &%k 5 I 4k
EETWTEREFTNEREUT =AM & —, HERFEFEMA,
B &7 T CRISPR-SpCas9 % [ i i 52 Jo B 48 ok VR T A [F] #9 48 i 72 DL
TEMERFE, XL HEFERANNFARTES F2, &
EHGEFE R, FSEFEABENHS RNA fHtL, SWEHMH
CRISPR-SpCas9 # @i fx LR HE+ 7 RNA A gL D, X F
BALBE I EAWE S BIE A, 6 =, KWk ¥ T A
Bl & Wi f5 % B & 4 F CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F 438 R ST £ E W ¥
o B BT L R B AP0, R B e B BT, R E AT SRR TR & SR A
B aE AR, FIAAEFNAREABENTH AL ES RNA
WA X8 RIEA WA K ENABE T — N E R EEEURKEH
% RNA X fE B R RR. XAYIG % L0 B 545 7 % 7] LLE A
T F S M7 Bl T B CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F] & 4 52 30 47 S %
fE AR 5 RNA AT EEA W) %P, NER R LEK
SR f, MK EWTAALES RNA F BAT IS0 B o A & xt
CRISPR-SpCas9 £ [F 4 5 # 5t 37 ¥ 4% £ F A & 4T 09 4% % 3] R
YR AR S B BT A

RETBEBERNZZEAWTEME, §—, LRI TEHA
A ENZEFELR, BkETFE4H %K CRISPR-SpCas9 # [
B I 48 i RNA XF ALY E A DNA KB AR T — /N —
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HIRFAEZ B 2 F, AT kB AFE MM A CRISPR-SpCas9 3 [ &
xR E. B, ERATCRANBEEN L ERABENTATER T
RNA HXERAINAT — A EsREEFE LT R XFME, Bk
AL AES RNA HXERAME AR &, HABHELAT
CRISPR-SpCas9 # [H %38 2 ST U R ME A B4+, $=, &
BT RENBETHER, £RTEHENFEXAALENITER T
RNA A, A AT CRISPR-SpCas9 # [H 448 2 45 47 8L 3 £ Tl
BRI EBEE, ARSI EE ERE CRISPR-SpCas9 # H
B ARITERETINER, £, #F 7H CRISPR-SpCas9 # [
B LB IEAT AN E S RNA AR, ETEHRGENRDE
oA T JE LT CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F 448 & 447 ¥ AL R 7
WA, NTER D> BAFEHNE ST RNA BAKER T BT
METNAER , FIH, % E0EEH CRISPR-SpCas9 % [ 47 48
ARATHRE - EH MM E ZRE, A5 DNA F 5B 1E D F & W &
&S B E, 3T AT CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F 4 38 2 4t + 11 5 RNA 8 54L
& it % CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F 45 %5 & 4t AH < ALl Wy B 58 1= 457 Bl
4522 > EHAZE T RNA B 95 A
RETEREZMMNAZTUEBLETENENETRE N RG E
A5 RNA # %15 & (&4 B 4% DNA X775, PAM F7| LL B AH
KWENREFER) X%, ZEHRDELE— N REHEUR
—NEEE, EAREBEMANNEEENREFEANAEEHER
% RNA AR, TLYNAHARBLIR AREFTH T HF 4

I+
v

>

&

>
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CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ 4445 7 4t PAM JF 7| # X NGG H Fr B /7 712 B
Bk, REREENHEAEET RNA F 7895 FH L AR IR 5 X A&
MR EFEREMRGN, B EER, TURAETERENE%
B, MTKAEES RNA #ARB R &R,

Genome-wide unlabeled
sgRNA sequences

B 49 BERRBBLENTRE
B 4 A 2 o A AL 45 M B 4-QPPVBOR, AL T EhR Y Tk
NELWANTETESpARERE BT —HENRLE, X
MERENRLBEERIHNEEANERETTENAERT,
B # AT 5 P o4 A 25 3 0 R A5 W 7 RNA BER B k0T,
AR I Gr A B B9 AR RO AR B T 25 B AT B AR R AR AL e )|
G
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4.5.2.3 FTEAETNN A
ETHERENEREARBENE T RE, 7 UL XA 24
45 A B o 2 W % DL AT CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ 45 #8 7 45 47 % 2% F T0
ZR G S GG R wE 410908, TR R TR B
GRS vk, B BN GIT £ B 3 %A 25 B9 4 A 2 A ME
THEERWI R ERRE, B EENME ML ENERZ,
£ A A8 CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ i [ix 52 Jo 4T LA A7 X 89 1] 7 RNA #
A EMERGRERTINHEE, THFHAELTLEETF RNA
A S BB 5 RNA 5 80T DLAR 747 88 20 5 TN AL B9 75

M PERE

Labeled on-target training samples Genome-wide unlabeled
sgRNA sequences
| [Encoding]

;  Feature LGGETGT
irepresentation -

I AT
propagation
"""""" 0 Softmax Autoencoder

Back

A 4-10 FTEFEFTRNEA DN S TL
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4.5.2.4 3T 3R TN AR B RRAE 52 B AE R X

ELY KT EMTRERE ) ETMNER TR W
CRISPR-SpCas9 £ [A 4748 R ST ®A X WAl XS ERE, KA E AT
FEEPA, AR A R BRI T R A R T A DR — A4
REIRA, 1EFEES ETEE— MR T RNA B 7 DNA X
£ 4, S RNA B4F DNA XEE AR KT i s £ A
PR LT, HEFRERXN:

X,=argmax,S,(g)

HecHWEMNE, gF— T RNA BAF DNA XHEHE A,
Sc(Q) AT EME ) XTNMBEA KT 57 RNAGE g FEIHE c kW
1,

DEEZEHENR AN T HE A g 4% Sc(Q)IFRAE. &
FREAT, BEAHWBNEARE, ERAKE LA ZER, BITEE
XAH B 5 RNA B4 DNA R 8. ¥ cikd 1, it &7
#1828 115 RNA B A7 DNA 89 X Bz KBl 4 & 3T 2 40 % 11 5 RNA B
7 DNA X85 B BER, EAFE S FHN AP T ERENERER %,

ZSFPAATATZIATIAT LSCCCe

] =t e == V= LA s e =
A B 1.0
C
0.5
G
T - 0.0
CTCF
Dnase -0.5
H3K4me3
RRBS -1.0
12 3 45 6 7 8 9 10111213 141516 17 18 19 20 21 22 23

B 4-11 TEREFNEDRELZE
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REATERETNER kB L EE HwE 4-11%950%, L+
AUEARHEUTE R, F—, ERTELENET RNA BT DNA
Xz &+, PAM F5|#E A NGG + N (it Fi8 % b e C 5
b G, XNMEREEWE TIRAF{R s CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ &x 4
STE AR AR g~ R T HILAE B PAM FHIRIE
HE (EBNTET O 2ERTERE, ZER0WE5LREREY
4. CRISPR-SpCas9 # H & s Lh A F, LT RNA BT PAM
GAEANRER U, HITERELREREPY. £=, 58N
% 17 7 RNA E A7 DNA X5 # 0y 5 18 o4 f %5 C B B B a1l
W, HEREBHERT LRIELPOPN, g, e RFHS T4
EHRENRAAEEENY . FL, DNA FEATF T
CRISPR-SpCas9 % [F 47 %5 % 4 & H 47 X 3% DNA W1 %, X — Z 4%
B 7 SRy s
4.6 ETREZF A CRISPR fi#0 o T

LA e A E A F W %+, CRISPR-Cas % [F 4% 2 K B4 &
A—MEEFEEZNEATE, TIH CRISPR-Cas £ [H 4% % 4t 7 LT
BArEH#ATER G . RERREEER ETHh T, AE
FABK T e H A ¥ 5 AL

WH fTA, CRISPR-Cas XE B AL EEH REL LT TET
e 7818 AL, 8 — /M L2 1/ 5 RNA 5| 58 CRISPR-Cas % [ %
BYRRFEREFRTHEA, F - FEALZEST RNA 75l &8
CRISPR-Cas % [F 4w %8 ¥ ab 7 /£ R SE 9 7] AL . AR BB B £ A A
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CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ 4 48 % 4t #t 1T A8 % BF 53 e 5L o o 4 & 3 12%% 254
M A A A RE IR E R A TRATH, B e E 8
o Bt e R HEAT 3 A0 TN R — AN E A ] AL,

72 CRISPR-Cas # [A %% % St #y SLFT f2 Al #, CRISPR-Cas % [
REAGHHBEFNAERRH T ZRRABIT R LN ANEKR A,
4k, @ FH Kk CRISPR-Cas £ [F] 4 45 52 56 o 52364 4 B 70 Fif 50 B 4%
L E FEAE AR AW E N, CRISPR-Cas 4 [ 448 L ho 7
AMERREAREERNAZESZNHRRE, boRMERELE
HRr = Am T g2, HEERERNAR., REERGRERT
T, ZERBHRELRBCEEERERRHON, MERR T EFE
FARYEFELLERT, REAFREMFT EHRARE A G 4%
RE &, EREIKR ALK, B4 CRISPR-Cas % B 448 7 4 B L
MBS E A, RItEFREERNES RNA TUHABWREE
CRISPR-Cas AFHHmE LR R I ERZL2KE, BHAAESF
CRISPR-Cas # [A %748 2 4oy R UE FvE s e, F2h gk 2 [ 4 % S 47
B REEEERE X,

HarF £ E AT ERAT %8 DNA FHIE T, RIER
EH LR S E UL PAM FHIMEK, £ F 40 X 89 DNA 57t xt
ST 2 2 4 R BT R 5 E AT DNA A fLE DNA {2 fE 4 Fit 884
B, B E DB T B R a5 E AT DNA AH LAY 7 72 L 88 40 & AT I
BRI, X K AR DL CRDP e MITR G R %, R 45 52 10 $9E &
2 B 1815 B B9 40 B M A DU 2o o8 A RSB L B BB R A EEAT T T
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AR 5% B R 30 50 B B9 4B R R T 4 25 T 41 DNA JUEE T 2446 1) % 52 1
# 3%, # GUIDE-seq®¥ . Digenome-seq®® #® 271 HTGTSE,
BLESS?"1fn IDLVI®I%, (B3 ff T A T AU e it 88 % A T T &
ARAMBBRME, /8 %R A TH N & & 725 K8 IR #
CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F 4 48 52 o 25 48 1Y A Al =K 4%,

SEERE B B X X DUAL TR 50 2 A B TR IR, [ T SO E

RERETREFIN2EHARE, AN A L. XEZTEEFT

Chuai % A B IT 4 t DeepCRISPR % %, @ 4 3f % 5] 77 ok, 4
7 1] 7 RNA B 47 DNA J7 7| A8 0L i 78 72 it 58 0 =2 HE 4T B 38 &2 A T,
FHE IR E S 3] PR E R B A, 15515 CRISPR-SpCas9 % [ 4
WL R AR E B,
4.6.1 HERE

MM ANBBENRENE, AWHERAE L —F+ CRISPR-SpCas9
A 4 4 A e AT SR T B 58 o8 AR Bl B9 4w AL 3, BIKE 115 RNA X A2
HE A DNARB@mE A — M BT L RER ., RFFEL AT
MNEE, BA#EE, CH#E, GHEEMURT ##E, EWREFER
B4 AB R H Mk ST, {E5 CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ 448 2 447 #£ F
FRAFHZ, BREEFE A TR T FEX EHAF DNA RS #AT 44,
A FEXNEEL+ 5 EH AT DNA JF 7 A8 L8 78 09 L 88 AL = #E4T SR A5,
T A 77 A 5 £k 77 kAR [E], R v 78 B A 384 2 X3 1B “DNA B
R, BRABENRELENFIERMENEEFEREL NS
WHEEE R, ZADNA BR"EGETE E—FHINE, #F

88



T N T RE AR 81 AR ——R Re AR {5 B AL 2019

)m_.l@ 4'120

N AGACCCCCTCCAAGTCGCCGA
C channel «-000000 1 00 - 0
. c oo oFEN o R oo ol 0
c oo o ojfMolo 0 1
T channel | T ODOOGO OO O|0[0 0 0
cter 0 0 0 0 0 ofofo 0 Y 0
Epigenetic channel 1 [_ P 0 1 101011 1 1 1 1
Epigenetic channel 2 (/&8 Pereel 1 110111111 1 1
RRES 0 0 0 0 0 0|0|0[0 0 0
? 3 4 B B 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23

Epigenelic channel n @’Z;ffﬂ.
sgRNA encoding schema

B 4-12 15 RNA %85 X
462 REAEFNARELSFTNR S
4.6.2.1 W E A % H A BLIEA T R AR
Lal, EAETHRENNEF IS FEEIWNAER

CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ & 4 52 %o it #2 4L 22 40 48 # i1 CRISPR-SpCas9 #
F4%%E 25 w5 RNA L3 2 A TNER A U THA A, E5i=
/M 5 CRISPR-SpCas9 %k [ 4 48 & 48 4T 48 20 2 FU o 2 1y =] 72
HE, BFHERFEEE, BldT CRISPR-SpCas9 # F & 4 5L 1
BB EBERBET AN ERAMTRNEZR- T &, BEX EHE
FERARIT N E AT RET A RERREE A, NS5 EFHEH
W RNA 2848 H, %4 5T 2.8 B9 CRISPR-SpCas9 % A & % 52 %o

B S HIEF ST RNA HEREMEL, AR+ EHS RNA
HEH 30, XEBENEFIHEANBETHIARANEE; RW&E
SR I 4 5 2, BB AR DNA X3 55 v 2 i 38 A 5 X 358 % 9
EEREARELA AN T HMEWNLETAR, A — A FEAR
CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ 45 28 2 4t fit ¥ & A& T AT 4 1 89, B SCHE 1~ #r
5] AR, 2% 17 AR 09 R BTG O & A Fid S84 I 52 30 BT IE 52 B L SE R AL B
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By B I /> F 18 31T DNA 45 B b 3t B 45 21 19 4 3 T 4158 [ H o A i
ALK E. Yk, AFEFARE LA TN R G AEE R RH B
WMABER A RO REEERT & BT E N AT #HETARE
"% RNA E#r DNA R &85 R #ATII%, FHae% B 50% 3 15 RNA
T XHE 4T DNA KB 5 R R & T, B TAEFERENBEER
BB IR RS AR S RNA B4R DNA K, Hibx A%
T ARG EANE R TIERETN RS, BERERA T4
EH AL A TR G, 257 U EHE S 7 Ei A £
B 5 4 B 25 B YR AL 28 4 L L T4 Fl 2 CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ & 4
SE B Pt B8 AL PR AR B TR SR AT VISR ML 3B K A TN BL g I 4R o

REAEHABBLIHTNRAAEA LT LANEE: §—, A
HEANENREFEERRELBAARARTE LR T EH
CRISPR-SpCas9 # [F & & s e i e (o s BB AT T A EE 4. &
L, AT R B ENAEFABAENTATLE S RNA HARH
DNA XEEENGHMETEMEN R ENRDE, ATAERES
RNA B #~ DNA X 38 LR AR RL 8 7 78 it 38 . X B8 i SO AE, 74
H J7 1T CRISPR-SpCas9 £ [F] 47 %5 % 41 fii 2 2 A& Tl AR AL 89 )1 5 oF
%=, {7 A% CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ i % 52 b it 811 S AT 2 1 3k
BE, AT LR REEFERIEFIELT CRISPR-SpCas9
HRERARBERETNER, AR T P EATENERATET KE
VRIS R A TR, W, EYAMITEFERT —MH 8
PRk, MOAMEM T & T BB T B R i R A T
MR ERE AL, BT, BEY% H o E W4 CRISPR-SpCas9 % [ 4
BRAAMBL AT EFHNEERE, X LEE AT DNA T 7R 1E
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PALR R W 3% F 45 AE, 3 AT X BeAF4E, 4 CRISPR-SpCas9 # [
JR%E 7 G 5 RNA BRIk 3T BB SR AL G A 0 3R (3 B

e SR TR P, A B 4B B A TR R 4L S R Bowtie2'
#n Cas-OFFinder™4x & [ 48 th »t T AL 3% 3 3 \ B9 £ T 19 8 RNA £
FF 4 o 9 B AT DNA iz i DA R 2 BBy 78 A8 i 384 %, 1 i3 ENCODE
SRNREFHABE, REXLMAENENEEFHE, FHILH
T AR L A TR, RARFE% E HS RNA B4 3 F A i #
AAEN. XTAEXBHAMEL, AENNE R wE 4-13°9 8., H
PO AATHEF BN K 24 AR e ik, B ANBEN—NEBE
WIS R B A EAL G RE, Nz R b b e & & T E R
TEAN BB RS, B, 2e X80 FERERE
X4, T4k e X8 1R 3 R X4

& 4-13 4 X H A L Ao
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4.6.2.2 A TR Sk oA AT i AF B 0%

CRISPR-SpCas9 £ [ 4 %8 # 4 i 2 & A& Tl BT 62 By I 2R 4 R
A BAE AT MR Pl L. AR AT F #9 CRISPR-SpCas9 4 [
BRI R B AL M R, BRI R R A R R ES
HMER L ABEHREMAANRL ELRBEFILNCRNREZ
I8 % m T 1:100. B T4 B 4o £ B 5 7 RN AL E T 18 0%
(Stochastic Gradient Descent, SGD), [ 1t 2 fir N\ 89 )| 4 4 A K A ] £
FAHE—RBBEARR, BENEHLARANRE, HHEEFEIHH
T[] o4 ] KB [ W LB R A, T A AR M BT B A R A AR AR AR B B
AR EFE T | XM IFIANFEL TR KX T HEMRD H
HRBB TN EE 77, TG R B RF A NG+ K EEAN KR 5
CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ 4748 2 4t ft ¥ & £ T & , 2w R B4 248
TP R R, w2 AR AR AL 2 of B N\ BT v R B SR R AT A
TeZERE, MEMBELENTN S, RAZHELINEEZRLX
AETREERBHBERELSE, FBAIANEANBEET,
WA FE B LR H I B m B e 77, A se s fre
1 fi 3B R A HI BT A T2 R EBLEE

AT BEZAER, —MHATTHTEEERNETRHE
(bootstrapping) i 4 A< - 7 4 A B v oF A 2 AR AL SR Bt O\ B 2 R F
REAE o 1 b 50k 0 5 A B B R A A R R R B SR DK
Bl AR A E R L A A B, B A BT
ENFEARKER DA FHEFEAR, RILFRINEH B R RHR
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WEFNEMRARERNKEZIL Y L1, BNZIT P, B
R A 7 A, A A R B\ B 2k AR A K (mini-batch) #4E EF AH [E
BEWEHARGARER, QT UAREAKEENH T AEAEAKE
MAXANRZ, RATEES T IERERENHRE,
4.6.2.3 fiE R ATNEA

ETHERENEREARBENATRE, KRALERNEMET
F TS AT B R A TN By A 2 P 46 AL b O 3T #E A0 S AR AL TS
R R, L A TSR A AN G 0% 8 o9 % 9% 5 25 3 4 A1 [F]
EMHREE, —MNEAEBURZENERARSRE, XAHE
ZETMNEREARAANM N, XFHMHLHELABNE ARG EZ
P, IANRDENREERERSGBHITAI, AT EE T
Mo & EMERZERHNEHMMERNEM G KE, RAEWBHE
Ko

Genome-wide unlabeled Labeled off-target training samples

sgRNA sequences G C _
A G
l l Encoding

encoder

jOﬁ'—target ’

LT LT LT LT LT L7 Featur

representation

Channel-wisely __
concatenation i; gigi

1
Classifier /27
- l Back |
Autoencoder Softmax @ .| propagation

K414 PERXEFRNEAYNESIE
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Z G EN S GT R wE 4-14PP50R, FA BTN 2
<+ RNA E 4 DNA X B 15 & 5 T R iy — A~ 78 12 1Y i B84 . By [X 33
B RAEA — BT, RIS R A TR A By ) SRAF AR . BN HE AT
BEANE 2, L — A5 RNA X8 E 4 DNA R EE &, &
#% DNA FolE RU R RN L FEL; £ =45 H4 DNA J¥7|4
H B ER A R X BB &, B a4 % XE 8 DNA 7711 & A
BOAE BLEN R LR 1F A5 Ro X BB 70 2 4R AL VT LA VE R K 1)
RNA £ 7 B 47 DNA X 845 & 41 5 E 47 DNA JF 7| 48 L iy v 12 i 22
B8 BA I —MNERETR. AR S, YISHEARN G540
SHN—AF X% B 3 9 & Y 2 0 A8 B B B R A 2 DR R
EH/WMERT, MEEFRINANRLDEERBEANNHECE
BRAETRFIRET ZREIREBE P RDGEN S INE, EHZ
G, NREGE PRI ERFM S RFENBR T2 EREEFIER
77 E AT A, SIS R PR AA T BAF DNA RE M F &R,
XAaT BEREMEXBH#ERT BZEREANE T H AN
Mg KRS, B REREHTUNE R,

e & = TR eI R T K% A~ CRISPR-SpCas9 % [ #t
P 52 00 Fd B8 o BB R VR BB AR IR AR WP 8 T SE AR AL I SR A
HIBEA TR AL, FERAT L — /N NBHE TR R T
Sk DA A B 3)1| G5B ] B 2 AR SOk B9 AT P B (AR 8, & AR AE R
A FHFE R, o, ERENTRAETRNEARMER, 2R aHRDE
HY 4 A 25 30 4 TS B B8 K AR TR AE AL B 70 AN e A 2 P AR M & R
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EAEA |G HATHE, L& ZI A CRISPR-SpCas9 # [ 4k 45 &
Gk 2 MR
4.6.2.4 Jii B8R A T A AL AR AE 52 BURCRAE B X

X B R 5TB BREE K o 2k TRONAR B R AT B 2 AL 5 B AR K
FAE$R B, R BBV AR 32 BT ok 5 R 4T 30 0 TN AL BT (3 R Y 4
R BT EA R N B FEE, R X7 & UAMAEEE L E AR
DNA X $;, 20 MIE By 16 F o £ T L F E. & T 15 RNA K
BERERD, FUFEEAHRS IERER RN EEZE T &N At
ATRTEERRRFEGBZ Rt R ERNEEL, BENEER
W 4-15P9FoR, WEF T UREUTER, B—Ho4 % B2
SERESE, WA A 16 (Ui BES G B E C AT LA R B F
G BRI T T WA & B 2 MR8 2 ¥ A 8 K A L 38 1 XU
(235,209 g AL B R R T E E LB R IE.

.|_|ch

=l -=-1=-1=-1-1- -l - - - - A=G
- - - - - - - - - - - - A=T
- - -l-1-1-1- . C=A

- | C=»G

- C=T
- G=A
- G=C
-1 G=2T
- T=A

-0.4 -] =-1- - | - - a ||| =]=]=]=-|T=C
- P N B - - =l =-1-1- -l =-1=-1-1- - T=G
CTCF
-0.8 S —
| Dnase

0.0

H3K4me3
RRBS

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20

K 4-15 BEXAFTINKDRFEDFE
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4.7 NIEeEERRETNALRAIR

REE B R R TR LR, LB ¥ S BN B R B R —
MhE, BN BEFIE LA EE RNA LTS 4, BT ER
T CRISPR-Cas9 My A M 2 £ FH AR e L H fFE LB HIEET
MBEF A, FIF X SHENEF I ER BT %, HTEE &K
SR, 3BT 10 M A GE X(R 1 B 1A 5 RNA ST 80 SR AN
T, wAKREMMAHNET RNA. X R 4038 I 5 77 vk B9 A 37 M =2 R
BHBEMNEAWEE Y BLHE B AHTHE R ESE RNA &t
HMEERE K, WA RN B, A TR & E R
TR . XN AE )T 458 CRISPR-Cas9 # [ 448 A 4t &
HEREE L EAZR G —FRURESS, TNER Ky 2k
P 5 RNA IR ITRESGEMAN TR, HEF—LFERTRFN
B E LR IR AT e T T EAREN R — F M T
2R, ERFBRUHEAE L RWITGER DR, XA BTN g
SHNENE AT ERS, EEERAET LA RZAAAET S
TR AN ERHETNSRAFEELEARE S, URNEF
HkmE R s, Hit, ERMARET A ARA S AN TR
BRI BFLENHROAEF T FEXEZIER RNA Bt AF
R EEWER, XA MH CRISPR-Cas9 # [F 448 A 4 xf T3t —
FRANEEAAFERENFFENFABNARGEEER
X

AT ELERRETHARELSEN L T:
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(1) ERIHT 5 B F R B S R R AR 5, A4S S
AT R, USSR EREmERWEREY, LB RILF.

(2) AT =X H A TN CRISPR-SpCas9 # [H 4 48 £ % 3k & &
KRB AR T LA S 5 RNA B RAG R AE 7T L — R A R E ¥
BA, N R—ERERmEFGHNRTF, t—FREEE I
MRE A7 6

(3) = iE & CRISPR-SpCas9 # A & % L I #iE & H F R 7.

(4) ERIEEH CRISPR-SpCas9 A b Lz + A — <2 &
EENFE, MEANEELST E—EWRE . IR R
CRISPR-SpCas9 % [F] 4 4 % 4t 52 Io 3R 45 A7 10 & m o 3 oy 1))l 2R 40 98 , 4%
B A B A,

(5) HulfrZ LWERAKHTENEEFELR, MEWDAHE
Wk % ¥ 15 REUE i B = 0k BA IR, XA IR )4 & R Wk %
¥R RBEENBEHNIN FEMIEEER.

(6) MTHREFIEAMBZNIR, AFPRIWEERZHFTA
THEME, FATRXHENEE—ENENSH . RETUZER
ETBRMFINEHNREFIEREMAET &, TS A KR AL
BIM AR R B, o BE 45 3T BN A 22 BT A SR o TR M RE R
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EHE AT EESERSEILN

5.1 NLEBRESERE sEiZHifit

1956 F, NME T HELRRFH AW ERET ATHE—1,
I A TG RRI LB NRFAT N RSP, AT H
REERAEURDER ST (wilEA. BGFRA. BAEZTER.
I, BNV, EX A%, EEE) RR/TS A, —+i
LW+ ER, FARARZRI LN EFA 9T ENEF, FLL
W R E IR 9T TR, R A TE f 7 EF UM & 2R,
ETHNMA SRR, ATHHRIAT BANKELER Y, HE
A T B BB R A A B A e IR B0 B AT

RN AN R, TEERARER. ItHEE. #
AIUES, A RREA G F R T iR R AT TR, BB
BERFEEFZ VA RAERE, F bR Ak — 4% & 20y 7 &
B2 M AR S5 o 52 R B T o

% F A% Yu(Expert System, ES)& X470 N A H & Z KT #E
BERG, RATHRBEALET OO THRER RREMRE
BN A, AAlEmRE, mRRBAN ., Fe8EE. BENL. A
MED, BERLHPHER, RARFHEWESL. MEFLH£
F % % (medical expert system, MES)Z & H ¥ X Z 4tk it EE 5 7

i, RRT RENMRFER, BEUEFLT XU £ & LEE
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W, BEEARER BN RN T . CIURBBE £ E 3
HEF A, T LUE A EEVUTHHEEI T A £ - T2+ 5K,
PRAFRBLENARERBRAEF AN &, LT ZHEAWN
5 %%, flaw PIl. MYCIN, CASNET ## INTERNIST, k&4 %
RGER AR EERIE L TA B AR E R AFR, EAlE
PR 52 B o B 1R LTS K

A-HLED
miRgmAe | e | R
2 Y 4
A R G A BRI
R4 S R 5

51 ¥ XRGWAREN
A T2 W % (Artificial Neural Networks)# 45 4 7 R A2 & F

57 AR, e LA 2 T o R A 25 2 Ak o A I S R AR M AR T
BAp AR, B LA T E R a0 X PR #E R H A 5= X
ZIREKAE, WM & o] UL EE fook & R R LB A # R HF B ERHE
&, FERFERBTARAERANZOZREER, BACINITZ b
HFRX, REMREMBEZTAZEEZELE. GE5GITENE A
ST EEEM TR, AIMENZE— MRS EREER, K
EREMAERNE. BYUMETEMGEH E= 5. ATHEK
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BETT—ANRFET, BNRMBEE THAHELEET ULIELN
ot (B 5-2) o ATMEMBAEAMEKE, —M&FEFE ANN %
AR S ERMEMLP), ZRE—AAHENE, E+F—ERA\RHE
R LRBAREE, REEMEE. &£ 1988 &£, Szolovits %
APRIR W R EME NG Z R TREN Y G, WE, MEATERE
MAR, MLP AR T2 TER#AR, RANF+ BHEHILT NG
ot i P 25 o W i g R B4 255 i 4 o e 4 P20 28T, MILP B
A0 IE A R TR e B2 ST BN R A AT S A T A R AR R,

™
/ \—_, Nodal
\ / status

B 52 ATWEMEHER

5.2 BEEIZIAHIR I SEf
52.1 FRVEEHMRRLR FHNA

TXEEHFRT ZMATIBEBEAEHELRRIRFLIET R
Ao

®—. FFHEKmmisib. 2014 4, Streba % APy B 37 g 4 4
P45 2 05 & A\ 0 Goit 3 fulls )R E0HE DL RO R 2K IE X 486 A AT By M
MR R #HAT LR W, DR R ERILE| 92.7%, (FFMENEEE

\
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ANTBHETHEN ) R AAEREETEES ATERBEARRT
RES R0 W ATV, L a6 L T AT I8 CT Bty =% 421, 2017 4,
Vorontsov & AP T —AET £ 2R WBH T RERF T kB
Fok. BHOELN, ZHEAT UK, MEHRERBLRNE
AMEELR, EEMBHEEE, TEMBEM, ATEEHEA
EAEFYUW EEEEAMENRE. BE, L 2 APYHE LI,

S5RBERKEZ LM E AW TR, 2%#ER X HE B g4
G MAZI KB HAT R, NRBEAEEENN, 2 KEHETK
0.811+0.029, EX 4 E¥ Hfe G Emo B e, RAoRENEE
ERANERREANENSHE ., ELCEFFENDUAR, Eb
SHENBREELSANTEREIAGFAEMHETHR, Fo 28 TE
BHEEOP FEPPISH L ERR A RARERAMEN T H. EF
4T, 2014 45, Gao % APPSR BT A B 4 A 4R 1 0 AR 2t
M KB R BB T SRR AR R A R B A P 3], T T AT 4
1k - #1 (SO~ S4) B v 7 = 4 B A 100%. 90%. 70%. 90% 77 100%.
2017 4, Chen & APPIl& T K #1468 % . £ E AN, MALAE
Moo AN DU Sk X F LR A R W I A
R, BREFARNANBELEZALHRTRITF S TEEAS4T, £
bR ARAM G R R S . FEEF AT P, Lemoine & AP
& 2017 FHATH RS R BN y-4 S50 4 KB/ /MR LR (GPR) Y
T JFF £F 46 10 o 0 Ao % S A B 3 B /AR FE S (AP R 1) A2 Fib-4 1
BA T &, =& Vi T3 W AT 210 ey AUC 47 4 0.73.0.62 #1 0.57,
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VT IRIE M RT AT 440 B AUC 4515 0.93. 0.89 F7 0.71. Lu % AT
T 2018 FHNHT L AR B 4K GPR B A — E WS T &, (B2
1 vE 5 e & DL SE IR T L 2T

# . BERWIY M. 2011 4, Johanson & APOR| B A T &
REASTEERFREER, ARHEIT Barrett £ % (BE)IW Y
W7 22 Fu 7 2 2 2 . Chan % AP %007 2016 4 40 2017 48 H T — 4
FM BE FrUME A, Wi e-nose” 5 EH " HWE LAY
HATHEEHR, NEREETESESA, FEAATMHE LXK
WBEHAT AT, LU#E BE BE B THFESARIE. “e-nose”
BABRATRNEEFEARF EEIEHA#HN LY, [E2%EBE X
AL G & A W 7 T bR R N A B B R A 3. IS, “e-nose”
VU WT P 8 R R AR TR RK S B R M R R M R S . | R T R 5 A
FHAEREEREX LWFHEAR, AUEXELRERFHE—F TE,

F=. RERRFIW. LU R R AR A0 8 8 M R AR 3R 4 A
HalElmR L% A e A2 EET 2 TaE4 F R ER, E2H%E
MEBRR. AHTERREE, EEFRNER BN EE KK, 7+
T REHE I B BB B9 7T RE % . Saftoiu 2 APOUAE 2012 £ #ATHI BT R B &
AR EARZ P A LR F AEBEE G R R 32 Fl ik iz A
11 BB EHERE R ERN S MERS, IIHREAETL 97%,
MR E# R F 1k 90%., B, REATER AR EENLITE LK
HAEFRNRFREEE LN EF,
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522 BV BETRR TN T A

PRAGEREYHMERFNEERNEEZRRZ —, ATHGE
BB LR MR R KR TR, A HETRREG KRN
EATEFRET ERAG, EFRRARERAVE . 677U 7
ERETRFNERESER. UTEEANXAEE wmLH. FED
7. MR IT R T EAR KA .

®—, XAEHEEEFI DN . Burge % AP & T BB 4
B A R W BR MY M o e Y B B W B Oasys AR T BRIV M
&R R IFEI G it ik 2 I Coté £ #3E8, % 755 Oasys H I,
Coté By REKE . R 7 E A0k # £ 4 7 & 100%. 50%. 60%, T Oasys
W REGUE . R RO E 7| = 69%. 94%. 86%. It 41, Oasys
EREEWEHRE., N T I Eme ™ B, “Emt RE LT Al
WA R E, HE5ZMIFofma TR, XTAREET 100 Fl4E
TS #E — kBN EHAFRAER, XA BT ER R %
FTEACFH A, Al IFp R ZFIF AR 2 B B (5 E iR Kappa
1 MacNemar #AT#H R0l &. 45 R KW, B AL NE 5w~
BRI EE L E i ArER, MacNemar o 10 £ 7358 B F 4,
WAV o AT BRI W v B P E AR R,

F, RNV, WEEENR. BWMEHHTLEALH,
2002 4, Matsuki F APF & T —F AT AR R, BRMETHE R
VR ARR, ARAREAAIHEWE LA G2 HE CT TR
FreE e . B, FRIBERETERE (L) 247 FIFNMA

103



T N T RE AR 81 AR ——R Re AR {5 B AL 2019

THE WA E LN E. ZIA R EHET 155 MNTEFTER
/INT 3em By EE (RE 56 7, & 99 D AT ER, ML
12 AT F EIFH W A @ S A THEWNEH W@ 2 HECT f FHE
R, R RWAZRATHE W% A TH W ey /E# 4% . MuCulloch
GEANCEIF LT —HETEXN T ENBE L RS, SARGEH
ECTHE T aaRAl MM E T, B AARE B LB ERE,

%=, MU WIEIT . “Artificial nose” 4 fE 4 i 2 BV H Tk
EEI | TEFE, EREF. WP EZREREH, FIAZHFEART
B EZEREE, Baa A& T &R L IET &R %
G, RAGRER =M. DHIET R, REEZWOMER LG
TR ERVWoee, LA LNHERE; BmREEDE,
EAEW, . k., TS, B, #HENERPESS
FMNMERGAT, TXZRGERAERE EWTBTF, ETR AL
FRmE TR . S AE T R EEE WA
5.2.3 & 8 B FURMIE F 8 B A

'R RAME £ — M F KA R E, REEE T 475 E 1KR(BMD)
FE A PMEN T, FRE MM, NS ICE R,
BRGAE S K EETENRD L AR E R B, BEERE
ABTRE, AATERTFS, AARERTESALEEEAS
B BN TR R B BT AT T B % . 1997 4, Ongphiphadhanakul 2= A
BV B R R BE R 4R A R B & 5 A T4 B 4 (ANN) B A Bl
THEERRMAEFITE NG TR, ZRHAMENFE BMD T4,
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E—MAHTRSEFNAHRRNFELL, AXTHE T, RIET
ANN % 88 75 4 W7 K B 5 4 i 8 (BMD) B % #1511 77 i 0% B & 3L
AR,

fE AT AR ANKE, TENEARNLHTF R ERRS
o E M, AT JLFMATE G S & R EL BTN R ET 247,
2014 4, Tafraouti % AP'42 i 7 2 F 9% A7 BA 12 5 4 AL B L 42 5L
5 X FFEEN(SVM)E &% 6 & F R E S & PR . ZH I
ETEEHRERRERTT ZEEHNER X HFLER, EBBEGRESA
TEGIFEUAE O i s:, NIRENESTEa s R A ALEE
B, B EENA TERRNRERT T 8 MNEGRWSERE, FX
B MANTMZEH (£TA, RBF, K&, &M B, &Kt
Z A EHENE T E RN mE, LR A A 95%H 93%.

lliou % AP 2015 48 ) % i A BF 42 B0 T — 41 589 4 #9103,
HATTFRMEZREFENI0E, AL ERME S, REN TR
¥k 77 vk HATH A - % R B T & i BuAn i R By 3-5 M4 [ &,
Krix T T AT, FREDAEFRRMRE =%, FF, LiuFA
BRAREA R FERT 725 flasmEnEFmEAELR, LFas7
EEAFELERK 228 Gl &%, F—FURQUGH X IR &4,
215 Bl R X AR E FHITH0 B Fn 282 BIRANL L FH B R XTI R+
HITIN R B 60 # DL B A, FH0E T IR 830 F 47 K
oo AR BEHATT B AEE, KB \EE,
HEREZNR BN THRMSMAEERE., A%, R
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BEEURRNTESE, HET W0NEZELTE4 A4 E BMD, X
FEgEl. H%. BMI, gmifi/E. AEAEMHT, LLXERRT M
MEEHEFAT 2 k. EXTHREF, ZEWMEEHERN ANN &
AoRMFTEEALERE, T TEMNELAEERK, RIAM
T4k, 2016 4, Yu % APPILL 119 AlEIR B E HHEA, EF X 4
LR GRS F I i B AT EANRHEKEEN W EDRE A
BAET WA B B IR, X LA EA &R & R T £
MR R U R B B 1T NS4 6 AR RABAFE, 6 M sk At
MERFEMEELERREROSE, B THENMEEHFWNERF. £X
LRGN A K7 94.5%7F0 63.6%, 144 Al 96.9%F1 87.5%.

DLEZ R A TH G5 AR 2 W & BB AL IE 8y — 2B 50 . FATH R
TREHEFIEANATEREANRE, NeEEZWHRE. &

B EAEA|, & 51T
51 ERATERENFREMENDHHILER

Year Al VAR PAC Gender
2014 SVM 16 77 M/F
2015 MLP 35 589 M/F
2015 MLP 10 725 M/F
2016 ANN 17 119 M/F

SVM: support vector machines, MLP: Multilayer Perceptron, ANN:
artificial neural networks, Al: artificial intelligence, VAR: amount of

variables, PAC: number of patients.
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5.3 ALBRAEKRBIZATHARIIR

fE it ENRA, ATHENEEAF - LELERA. ATH
REBCAR . 17 B IR B A A R, & AR R 1 B B9 8 R AL AR AR 1 A%
AR ATEEANAERMRRERE . "TRERE MM E R K
OB PN ARG T RASE, AL — LRFHSETFRAT
BRARH, BEXEERROBTFOERELAFRS. oA AATL
BREANESESNETRE, TR EHEE. XA RF
SeGRAMTKROMEE, RE VRN EHEMZAENLT
B — SR, R TR A . Wb, BT EFTRNFHRIE,
HEX oW SR A LA REE K,

WRAE BN T RE SO B0 B 5 B9 A BRI, Ak B A DA
THHEANATEEEARARFOHONLRE. ANTENEARTETE,
HNAABRBZ N TR, RELTWEIL, L2 R EFE %,
B EmREAER, fFmEmoBTEERE, b, A ERE R
BB, MARAEERENRRATANTF, FREFWIFERME
B
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BB ALERSAMHL

6.1 ANILEESHUIF LML

HYRRRE—NRETRE, B AELHYESNRIFRIE, &
FhEI R A A, RENEWNFLERT R, UWAKEHENIE
RARFRLE. ZEEAARFAS. FEHK. WAL AT
R ST AR 4B 3K K IR 25 4 T & B 2 0 (Tufts Center for The Study
of Drug Development) 4t 11, — ## 37 25 T & 0y -F 4 ik A& % 25.58 2. % 7T,
R A2 10 FEV R[], AT R A 10%~14%#8Y fR £ 25 4y re B 3T
F—N BNk AR TS, ZREE, ERRELYHN LT E,
REEHNELE, N RIALREA. GREGIWNEIH 7% U
BUUBAKH £ = A, BIGHABEF - RE, Bul, KEE
HIVAEFNARFHFSENGRRS, B AT S TG
PO, BN RAEFRRAEMRT, SREERNKFLER - £,
=z BA B E IR AR R R R AR R R R 2 —
k& B I A iR AR P AR R 2 B E A E R E R P AT, 3 H
HE EQFT ML R EE,

ATERANELG I K P e F 23 MR AT, 3 g s
BRI R BERTT RGN E %, fNBF IR RU—TE
tmERFE AN T RE LR, B TNEF T T ENLREURMF
FHBEFHFEHRE, ANTHREAEN—HEERG T H T,
EHY AT R ETNEFINFTE, EAANTERH
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— M X, GEGFERWFA KRBT AR B A FE LR REN
B, T2 F AnE B A A 2 R SR 4 A 00 BT R R RE Ay A el
BB aiR, MBS WE A E LA E#EEALR). A E s %
(NBC). K m#T<F(KNN). % E &k EI(MLR), S #F M 2 HL(SVM).
BE M Z P& (PNN)., =T £ 7|(BKD). &% #7447 (LDA). AL
FM(RF). A TH02 W 28 (ANN). 17w /N = F(PLS). £ ik 4447 (PCA)
B, ek, NIHBEA, BARAEFIHEA G THRAW
BAMRIERRES, EARTLTRTH MR ERAN
B3] RN TR RAE, TR E % X 7 5% U N B03E oF
BB ¥R, B S ZRERE, BEEFMEEAMNE LB, 1
o, SEGHNEFI TEMAL, REFI TENERIZEZRN, #
FHE-LEENRAREFNAFREELAFRNER, Bk, &
% 3] TR — PRSI T i, BT AR BN E AR
. REF] & ZREAFEREWE W E%DNN), & RE W%
(CNN). # )3 2 F 2 (RNN), EBzi4ma . <R3 K% 2 HL(RBN)
[317]o

ERXEWLEF, FHTEHPAEE TGP ZEA, tE
MBEAENR A EE T RERA, W ELRTT BE#RNER, K
ERREXAEMERE (WEE. XAGE. TZEEE. Ll A
RS EFHE) MR EUR R ENTR, RARE LT
BEINEREPY, N\IHEGRARAELLXFBN LA EENAE
HERH RS EEF LR BMEFRWEN, FHARFAB~ET A
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EHE, RULATEGAET ARZH. ATEREH AT LAEN
TENAAEREFITNEERTE, TaR-Zafid L RN
B, g R, EMRE. EENIES . gear, £ ERER L B
Jintt. SR d- A - R A HE 24T, FE 5 ADMET £ (£ 54
Z W %5 % %, 3k B Tech Emergence B9 &8t % £ 8, A T& &4
WH R R BN 12%5R & B 14%, A £ GT LT EHT1LET, K
EHE NS AT AR LN SRR T ER . KR A+FT A 2 B
23 N KA
6.2 YR ERETH

BB R RHAT 2 B0 A AT AT o A8 % 37 7 ok 42 7t
HTEKE, BATH A EERGTLNA LR E, BRI
FAHRE. KPR, YT RBESNE ONE —Hh Bls Rl
B2 ahog) £ BT T A AR AT LA AE K. EA TS E
B F, StAnit B AR AT I RN AR ERER, Fl2
AT b 55 Sk BB R IR s A T R A BB, DAFR AR B i 45 4 A
A B, NITEREEAMRIA T RERKRBEZNEM. £4
MR AT RE B B, A ERAE, BaFHAMAAALE
AR B R F A RR RIS S HEMRRARREER JIEE. K
BN FAE IR AT Rt BN T MR A LS, AR R
Fode o R AV IR, TG . 2R A 4T BTT R TN AR A
6.2.1 HPEATIRA

HymEERcRERA A CEREAAYEFWLE & ET
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BIT gt e 2h B AR T DAGE AT 25 4k TR B 18 S 4R T 2 WA K B
R H ., B YR GRS KA CATT LR A B a2y, B
B 5B G RIS A LRI BT AR, xR R BT AR R
irmeE, TRt emiTEEEamN It EXEE. B4
AIAFHEEZNRAZTRGY (: ANgT, K, uksE) , @ty
118 2 T EEAFHYE R R R R A, B A AR A AR HY T 4
FEEFRESWEE, RAEIA B L EZ AR A EARR A A1 5
o AREGFHN N EZTEF AR EMBELRRFE, BHEA
MBEAFFIAREEERE. BEMRUIF RERIHETAY, &
ERAFMRBAFRE. REXEABREE AT NEHEESE
X BB 4E o B AR AT IR B A AR 1 T B AL B, s A s AT el
RAEN R IR RGN AT AR EERA, AW R A %
WA R TR A R T R E L, — B RS2 S KR
BEERIAFTE: (1) 48 RNA REEE 5L E AR EMERR
BEX. 2 RS 5XMAHBRE S, THEERAMNE., 3) 24
ERmthtt. ) REFAR LR G HREMIDHEXE.

BT R IE AN AR RE, T F A 0Lk
ERGYEAT. EMERRAN IR CETHANERE, HAD
EFHHAFHRAEMEY, FE. HHE. NEE LUK 2 AE .
&K 6-1 7% T B R T IRA BATHY AL T %
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& 6-1 HRTRA AR £ LB T %

EMHEA WAHR
I BN 8 - AT RAEFUR FUAR R A B R A M A0 B | L =
o o A AL WEME
AR 5 EREMFMFOERT, £WEH#TEREZY
EaLS R E R AT R E B U R B R T S
B BX 2% B R B &2 E
Matrigel &85 A7 R Bk 2 LB IR 0
wpE A il R X N SR
A A g R vk O\ 2 i B $5 1E

RT-PCR 2-#7

ot B A PCR A2

ZRrEARAF RIATEEHEFIRNEARKLENEZR
w3 AR R 2 AR R
BRE £ R R AR,
& B R bR s R A

B RKEEHG EMF A

W %

A T 3 e S I AR R #E 1

ey, ERABMNERFLENF

bo ZEMIRZRRE EMEAN - EENREEER, AEkEZ

EERE RN EA, EETZENF D EWTH. BE AR
IR VB B 09 7 R MEHUR LR R BRI, BRI R R B2 RS K
&6 MR R, AT LA#AT R 2 . RT-PCR 447 4 %< ¢
HERAMEIPCR R A G, A ERAKREES
A&,

R

SZEF Y A PCR

ST, AR AREFAFMEERANRKRRELR, RABRALS
MR F R ERANBEF I T T ERARGYERT, FEERER

HEMA LT (WERE.

B, B%) W ZEEMBREANT, RAY
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WIRT S0 T AT . R B R A AT B IR A F AB R R — A = n 2K 1

, AT AR R ER ARG, WEFIEE &
BT X P RBEAT . s ] SR RE 7] DA 3T R AT Y AR AR 12 88
B ENBEFIHET, FHRFE, GFAERM _KEE R,
AT RINE & R BRSO, S E A AR G R TR
HF P HATITE, BF R T RHTNE A R, b, B4
BRAKRWR, CRNAEALA RN, E8. mEAFP RN
RO, M AR MR AE . A SR A R AE A T 4 B S R b 2 )
GBSk AR, TR AL SYMSP® 4 E )T
R, A RE . R e BB L B 3
B & MR T B AR A TR, HEALE S X 7 ik TN & & 25
BAAE =R BAABREEMELE, RREFFIFE, &h
P A A A B B A4 Bk

TER, EMERANE T E 7 EEER GO FGE LR TR
FRR BT Z o WK T kTR B AT R A W F W T ACER &
NEVT R, BB A R E R AR R E RN, KR T R R
w, EMFEEFS T, Eib, THER FE A R
WER TR MaamREREENESMERE T T A, 1L

BENEERANGHE T ENEEHARIA . BE, aF—HRE
AR TN A A AR U I 3T 20 BE o E BT 2 (2 B AR 1 B 46 )7 7
FebE. P4 mIMF. EMSEUR T HRLE., & TESF T &M
REZ, WA URKRAFTELS S EFWRETER, AP RBE
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MHEEELFELNEL, BANBFI T RERES, KRR, K
ARG T HR R N AT B, (BB B A S T #E AT B Bl
T, A BH A R £ F LR ANEF ] Tk ek, UE
70 e Y R R B B AT . I AL A 3] 7 iR A 5 TN B AR Y 25 4 E
W, BHAT ARl X RN ERE, XERELEEF R
WA, ATMETHREENFE, TZEIFELEETETTE, £
Wit BT A £ BRI, A E W R R T E ATt — P A
Ko THEEWANLJLA LR AL EATRA KA T % LR A 7
6.2.1.1 £PUFFiE

KEILIR, BAE9EEa/ N g ey f R mE£mitE,
Bl B X & £ F R TF BB R R A UVE L & i 45 - 384T,
BT BTN FIERBEATE B & A LR RN T EZRMAEN, B
AT R o T Bl R 4 B MR R R B AT W L -  4E
1k, (Target identification in chemical genetics: the often missing link). 3
ST ik ) MR T RS A A e e R B AR IR A,
EBEEZA M TRAGEMIREKSeFELEONE S, FHH
TrsrEl st gEkaRAmE. i, FAXARLRBLAF
SN T 0 R BR T R R A SR A #EAT A BT, R R R SR Av Al
AR R FEEAWEE S . 5 E T (Affinity chromatography) 5
Jit # (Mass  Spectrum) % 37 % A B % & 6 F A SR B G B9 32 & 5 IR
AT ER BB X lEHFREN AR, XR7TECETH
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R B E AR NOTE R, WEMFERF 7 EsH A AR
AT ERIFZMT AR E, HFHARTRA TR,
6.2.12 &G P 77 A

8 % EL U6 T BB B SEAT T B R R B AR A R 2
fi, BREEmEa Rk REBP R EETEEAM, AL
WhMma FRFEEN, —FE, MEAXEFE RN TR, TEH
ERAF AR E, AMUERE T fTRE WA ERENER, A
KA H A TG B AR K BB BV BT R 3000 £ A4~ LA,
REEMEAREREWA T £ EGHE, M7 LUE A BE
TEIT B2 A SEAT o AT AE X R BEAT R IR BB R ] R 2y ELRE
W B AR B 2 R AT, [ TR A X e A o B B 2 A SEAT K A 2
WA % BT W B — A B kK . Hopkins £ %7 A 33 447 )7 20 BE AT Y
AR 7 FRETET & a4, 27 kA A InterPro 3Bk 4 5%
5 TR T AL A Rk 25 3 B9 T Ry 3000 A v& U7 #E 4R (The druggable
genome), M4h, AR FL T A TAKBTHED Z£4H, THFH
REAZENTHETERRATGEG. T HEGNE -5 2T
BHEAMEARTREEEN. BRRHSEYH TEA, EREZENS
ERMNNEME S RATEMNFFRFE, HTRA G /g T HEK
BARA, EZ7aFEARERANGMZRA LS A, B, £T
# w45 (Nuclear magnetic resonance) iy 77 = i 6 Fr BX 2 & F & 82 &
BB EKGERAT EETT &,
6213 B ERF 7%
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241 B TN BEAT B 7 i T Ll A B TN O A
e RFBN T & AW ERFTINTE5ERGER. 2T EWF.
HEXEFARETLE A, H) 2N AT XA IR A 2, &
A5 BT Tr ok £ BRI AR R, B2 & M AR LB &
1 B AR L IR AR AE o A E 1, A B B A AR VE R (R R R
AL AN S DAY RB. R R T ERE X
H T FIROCRAE AR MBI EN B R, &AL E LR
Tl 1E & 4 7 3 SEA(Similaity Ensemble Approach). Keiser 4:3%813# 3¢ %
FIEIESE Y A5 GPCR. & F I DR HIV ¥ 2 B 7 W EY £ |~ BEAT
Z R FETMNE 2 EHEXEK, FARERT 5 ETREAM KLY
REMFTE 4 M TE AT . Mestres £PFVAB & T A THRE G2 724
2 B — R T E iPHACE, 2 tFR i 7 £ i AR R
RAE Bk #HATIHH
6.2.1.4 E T M%7 %

¥ R G FY R B - B AT Fo B K- B AT P 45 B T 4 0 77
, BEMRZARAUFENF", “WENEFZ" R RAHEF",
R ERTE, AMEATEFRT— ALY, —MRFHWESR,
ANNEAGELERNEYNLENL2FAER, ATMAFENHAR
DR AAEEGAERNAERAMELLERTSARE, FE X
WEHNEIA S N ERNT TG 2H, FHit, -4 %W
BB "Rt Es . BEEFRFE oy W& EA 2 E
KA, AUTNFHS e E g R A-EREEIER, XA
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FA R LR T Hr ey Fus B B AR T 44 B AR A
7] 41 977 17 # 48 P fm ik 6-2 BT o
% 6-2 B RA T 24 BARRA 0 R 4 7T 3 F i

ENAEE §3:2 " 4k
L F R www.pharmgkb.org
BEL Y B AT E http://www.dddc.ac.cn/pdtd
ERit - &/ www.t3db.org
EafikiiEREEE www.proteintalas.org
BT B AR SRR E http://bidd.nus.edu.sg/group/cjttd/
254 B AT AR AE www.drugbank.ca
&R E www.pdb.org
EHhRERAKEE http://ctdbase.org
PDBSite http://wwmgs.bionet.nsc.ru/mgs/gnw/pdbsite/
LigBase http://guitar.rockefeller.edu/ligbase
SitesBase http://www.bioinformatics.leeds.ac.uk/sb
MSDsite http://www.ebi.ac.uk/msd-srv/msdsite
AffinDB http://www.agklebe.de/affinity

(1) ETHBEEN T &

REAERAREAF ZHHE, AAFPEELTRERNE
Wlo 1B 2 A W4 90%, NG BAZTE, 2 AU a5 BN ) AL
ARFHEETREZNNEZ—ATH, TUBMEAERF-NHE XA
P& TN T REF R e, B, FTDUK B ER 7. BATE(EX
&, AF-MHEZRATMEEE, MG LRI, HHmE
HHEMEI, Cheng FPH A — b4 25 5k Rooh i R B 24 %
G, AHH-ETELERTNRS, ZEERAETHERE
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(Network-based Inference) X #f A LR &£ # . Lhe 4 REZHIZ T %<2 —
P A — s R E R - AR TN 7 v . st A B, XWIAT 7
Hm AT B W 4 4 32 77 % (EWNBI) o 77 5 A A (NWINBI) B 7] 25 4 22 77 3%

(2) ETHMIER &R *®

i 8] 3 98 B vk AR R R B 2 g I A R TR Vi 7 B 2 - BEAT
MEAER, %77k R e EAH NBI J7 ik FoA (U3 & 7 R e e, 3t
ARABEARNFECHNNGY-EREIER M, TFE— LHEMN
WE R, HERERM T ERET 2948 (L% 18 2 77 3% (Drug-based
similarity inference, DBSI) #n % T £ 47 48 il % ¥ # (Target-based
similarity inference, TBSI)# 25 47- 2 4 A48 & 1k I Fl 77 % . DBSI 77 i
B EE AR R R AR AR AL 5 S5 AT B 25 e T 5 AR (L BEAT P A AR
EAER . TBSI 7k i B3 & A 48 U7 51 B 3847 & B 191 1 T 4% A48 il
HIZh R 1A

(3) A T HEALi & 0y 77 ik

ETHENEANFTETRTURTHRER G, L LUATEHE-
s KER . M- B AR A B AR A BT, Chen P AR W T —F &£ T
[ AL Vi A B 2 - BE AT AR B R BN 07 vk - P 4 b BT B S T AL ut
A(NRWRH), %7 #E%2 6T G4- B EEER %, s sy
U, BAAFIIENESERE, MET RRAMNE, REELEZN
4 b SEAT B B AL B B AL i A R BN 25 A - BE AR AR EAR AL M R B9
R, BEGINREY REBEREL. ZEHREEL LR ROCS 2
Frit Euy JUA R A 2 AR LE, 45 NRWRH 77 315 33t — % it
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(4) W44 A HLE% 3 W7 &

A RAFERLEA S RAZ A ERKIR. R X AEL
FRIUEABFHEY SRR~ AP, ik g BRLE GEE)
S SO R AT I T LA T BT T LLUR R AT BB B AT
MEEE R ABES, UTNBEENERXARBEH XL, BEUK
77 KA AR E T A 'R T L% 877 %, Costa %
B 7 —AETREMNTHEE, BLCIEEER-EE R,
Rt Fo 4 AR B AR LY W 45 3 S 2 Ay, DA RCAEL 4R Sk ki An S0 4 L A
DTG & s AR x g 2 1, X EH b AR i, Bk ER
FHt, EUL SRR E F(TF). A8 B o o0 1 F 20 B4 B
KRESHFATER,
6.2.1.5 & T X AR T %

STk A $EAR G R A K AR £ B R UR, SCHR B o A0 2 AR AR
FEMUXATHER, EUXEEREELETE., BAEEAE
(NLP), —# R F X A#EME ML 773k, 8 AZHF R A4 %4
X .BeFree % A # i NLP 4% 77 i 5 iR 7| Medline 1 % = 09 25 - 5 0
EHE-FmA - xB., XMEEFI FERBTFAEBENKE
B 254 KR (EU-ADR) %038 B % 2 15 # B o 4k T 35 £ K B 4038 o
+ B8 S EBE A ER,
6.2.1.6 /N F IR 7T &

RIS E R EaNREGYEFFERL
MBEEFTACENEN IR TR BN TR EATHE, REH—F
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BRATEREEMURGESOFREREEE, URAEALEEK.
KR FFEFFE. BEENE, 9 THNFRZEEERE
W BE, o E K E- 1 86 R(PROTACS) fn A S04 &4, #04E #Y
BRZRATHABFITHEZUF I MNP R, BAHCET AN THE
BRG] BTk, o % 514 8 W 45 AT 2 T AR B i 9% i
o R — e, 71 DL T 5 05 kR A B R AR L 2 A B AL
&4, BEXAGROGE T ERFATRE, ELEFREWE N %
(DNN)#EBRR BB R B 4, A 2B WT /N o T 090 B 05 M At
DNN *[LLBH R & TG 1. —RMF T BOR a8 K AR D 3 5L
WRE P TEREHATH BTN FTFEOLEE
6.2.1.7 X TR EMB KRNI i

REGCRARN T =L EEH 0 THEMSENER, BLHF
FREEHRTAN NG TREN A FZENHEEER. BREEN
ERAMEMEEHE AT EEERR /DRI ERLEWEL HEAL
fhgAt LSS ] BEAT R a0 T M AR EE 0
77 338
6.2.2 HAME AL

2 41 & € {i (drug repositioning) X #1253 A7, “Zhap B A A7,
“EHIHZ", SNE 6-1, ¥ AT HE LT TIERAT TN &
HEMBEANEEARBERREFERACENFT A L. GWERMLE
¥ %t 25 4y 2t 4T = & U (reposition) . E & Jf # (repurpose) . E I 4
(reprofile). T #7 & 377 77 14 (redirecting) 2= 4638 | b4 & = fr py 3
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BEERELHMAER LA REES, HhEsRAYTHAT A8
THE, RATRAMERRTRTREE . 4 FREMERD, B
WERATRLESERRNGY I RAE R T 2 MWERF. STTREHAY
M, GMERCARUTHRS: (1) EXCREARNLRK. HX
EERIAEFANANGERRIEEMARFELEREZ L, WR
FHRREE TR, WEMEN R RR T ED NZ2NAEKET
R RERK. (2) REHB WD Tt R B E . B 9 A % Bla )R BT,
ZeBIFEURERLERTREATLXCE T K. 3) FEHEAR
Do REFRMAMZ EAARAER, CHBOURT EHA A KRLLY
B R R B A AR T R . X T B ] 3 B9 2 A A B S AL E BT 2
g A N HA 3R LRI RE A B L, (Bl R AT A | A 1 AT AR FT
UTEAERA . AW E R ALZ H R T A e 2 ot & Fes + N

138 3 Vo s 4T B SRR 2 —
5
o dle

— EWMENXR
- = XRHHMX%

B 61 B R
R, AMBRCESAEZASE, ¥ ARAA TSR L
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HRE T (BRIR &), HRHAT I R AT E R 5 2597 505 B9 AL F
&, RETE I HERARETR. EX=AFTRT, FR—FHT
EHAGMELES TEERERZN, B HTRI RO T EEZELSH
SRt E k. RN R T ER TR F AN T HH
Wk, ERBET TN RE . FF WG &2ATN AT R T
T HKE QAT G T e, o7k EE RS IG R R aExt 80 s 2 4y 2t
ek, ERIXAMAFER. REEFERDH. HHNTEEU
RERERH, TN KB ENBEI N7 A EE, wEH KL,
s, 28, FaRE e TREILEKS, BT LLUHTY
2 B AR, T B 7k B R DT LAY B LR A
Wit B A £ B RS R R e R S DT BEALE IR R R R R
Y1, BAA R ES—F k. N&mEBER LV, GWERH T ET
A VAT UM 2T & g -5 204 B0 W 4 TN Bk 25 4 3 &
Hy 77 R BTSN 3 AT Al 2l 1 U B B R AV R TN 24 4
HIRT R R Tk . BT el ME A AT TR e kB0 Rk
b 7 AR P AR 2 AR LI & B vk, DT [ 3R JUA B R A
LB 245 4 & R AL B T
6221 ETHAHEMNGWE 2 M

&M o T R T e W eyt A g ae, ok = AR A 254
MR ETheWENNANER M T EEER 2B LRI %
EHG S L e F EMRE, ATTRIANFE EHUNEE Ek
EHEWEEE. 8%, 2N THWEEER =AHK: KA
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S FEENFREMAHFLERZN., FEETINELT., B4R
15 B0 A E 5 HAE DM B B 2 AR U R 3, Keiser 4 A 3E 3¢
NG EBRN Y REEFETRITHUFE FETNT 878 A0
2 F 2y e BE AT A0 2787 Mk A 4,
6.22.2 ETHYBIER MY EZ M

WYRMZINEIEREEFEENEK, AW EZERA, [
AR T AT AR AR AWEE R BES A E R
A EER N, Tatonetti ¢ A& TR EARENZITRENET 44
1F i #4548 JE o 24 4p- 25 4 A8 B 0F R B B 0 R 4098 B, AL R % KRR
AT Hmsear, TN T 2 4aE e R,
6.22.3 ET o FHERGYE (L

o F xR AT A5 AT 5 S SR TR 4 A B AT 2 B B 4
B, Ba4— S ETHENYEMRI RN EZE, AR
A EER R R 2 F X #EEHE A f# (forward docking) F [
Ja % E(inverse docking). EF, HE M ELEIF L MHEME — A EAT
HIAHT, T JE X E R — M b 5iF £ e TR0 B A
BB A, Dakshanamurthy % A 75 FDA if £ 7 3671 A~ 25 477
2335 MAKREEAREM LHT L TG UE, FRATRFELY
M B AR ek B AT i R R K T % R 2(VEGFRR) R 4 A v 7,
JEH R M E RN, Z 5SS T & — 4 R8BI,
6224 XT 2 RBEECHWHMERM

BRI ASH T ENERE—HER, MAENKELAERFRE X
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AR B A A 23— BB IR BT P A2 R, [ M i S IR B8R
EORTHNERCRAMEIAMEE T2 Y, SRKENY
MERMY BB BABENES, EZNEFRERE TR LA A
% # 4% (primary data) #0474 4018 (derived data). B 4746 %% 98 38 ' 45 &
ek T3 P i EiE . TESE AT RA . MAUKEIE, o
FAieHEEIRA. THA. Rt REEFROEE, Fi, %HE
BEoW BRI EM ARBNEKE, 2 BEeURRMN L7 2 S
BEEENA. LEAETEORLEMNE X ALRELER. BE
RAYEENEREMERFEFNAY-EaEEE, FET— Mt
HAR TN T AR 240, Iwata 5 AEHH W E NG RE S KA
HEHRTRAFTOGMERN, ZHEANRAT EAL -5 E X R1E,
48 P R AR AE (U 97 1B L A gl 1k D v sk B % E BT 4 2% ICD-10
HUR A& Fh o FRAE (BURERE . DWAREH. &R A8 A8 % Fo3f
BEHE &%) B,
6.2.3 244y ¥ 1= Wy AH L 1F A TR

2o It 5 ¥R G4 B Ot B H T R VE IR T A AR S AR,
I, 2 B8 1 AR TR R B AR A R T2 e ok B A i (LA 29 B AR T
BINAIFEFERNIE) MARERN s FEFER. A5k, FLH
REFEFFANEF I HTHYEARLERATN L AHEEHEL
16 e R 3 2 AR LB 25 A 1 1 T S F AR B AR A 2, RZAF R Al
A —RE, TN &R A — N makES, LENETUNE

EHEELY- AR, XA RFEE NG yEmE T ERN
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A FEEATAS, FHEF 25 ey 3 21 Ao 38 % & 89 DNA JF7U1E A
FAE (St B, Wb, 4 m b alERA G RSB p XER +,
g el i P R H R IAEDPY kmEth 2P R A B T a s B
9091 3 ke B 38 Oy 2 My B v A LR R TR B T £ AL 2 S i B R,
74w, 1% A kernelized matrix factorization 345 & % f X & By 38 (BF
WED , BEMHERBAATENAZ, URBHENABRTEE
SFE TR RED, B — M W T R A A XA SR T N R
M4, FRENBFEATNEFEE, X7 EBLY 8o 7R ITEN
BoeEANT R (BaF) WiEg, NIERLS KREZ LI EE
FEEEES, e T BALIE S TR 2 4, ] DUE R TR N A
BERBRAYIEGRERE, KEHC118 A\ 0 kB0 7 EHAT
e,

ERNMH T EFEEFETIR T AL URF ViR,
o T DA 1R E R R B IR K EABUE R, I LUK F 2B I AR Bk R
F ARG B ERES B R AT F T NEEREZ T
WA IR H BT T AR W%, AR B WS R T
WA E LR ZHREESBEBENNERZ —ZEH
FI &N MANER. HEFEE - RENETE KA FEH K
%, WaZAFA XL RARANER, AZTELSZNA, BHRMK
B T AT R IR, DLTRIN 2 4 de AR 0 RSOOSR T A
oM R CREFEF S H D) 24, E¥ LUE R RAAEF S &, B
WRENREERERGGWHERNGER. REEFIHEABES
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TR EM A E G AR NMRIERE, REGHIE GRS,
KE NG E R EERZE AN RERT . REZERERTZ [+
S Ean VA AR Ed R R#ATHT, AT s 22
Wy B AR B . 2 TN R SR a2 0 R e AR LR R I R TR B
By TR 2874,
6.2.4 HHHE LR EHWEELTN

W o R — A E L Ie Y ik, R 2 RE R IRA £ 7
YRGB RR BT RER. dTaWA A T T LA
WA EEa ReE s, B2 6 7] DA 1F 58 AR AN B B A A 3t A2
W ARBET RS, BRER S M AT R IEIT £ kmih—
FRITHE, EXNEETE, AWALNEERBE R T M E4Y
B A R R A EE R R RS B B X A B AR I e T a
W, EA R MG E 57—t E B RA, Hob — A 24 s
HYMERTRRARE, XBEREBREAG2FRELTELER
R, T A RO AE W T AT R A HEAT 2 M AE 0 R TR B L T TR
R R. Hik, YR EERRGHAR FH—ANEEFM, —F
% R e E| R T LA 3 I R R Ok, T H B AP A S X
KENEETEAR. AT, HWEE TR L8, JUEAT AN AT
BT EER S At AR AR BN I R AR 2 LA 1 R BT,
KT HHEEE N %, ST xd 4 A Bl 52 3 9 A 72 B A A B 1) B AR Y
T —AMNEABE,

KT RFZIE R, FER T AR KB S 77 B R R T BB AR AR LY
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T . 24425 AR B A R B S R AR R AR 9 A 1R R B A R 2 X
BT, 8 ) & 7 B R i 40Tk v A BTSNk AT A ¥ R
B, WHITHEREMF R EHKERRATRALERNLGHE S,
R AT W, R R — X e B R AR S
RN -2 A EAER . AW HE T EZEXETHRIAMNY
B, E£THkEHEE AP-Prophes i\ % 25948 B 16 T & — /=
T4 25 8 BRI 30N S ] B n oy 4 AR R 2 M % 1R S BRI T
HM it AT AR, §RRFEX A FELT, KEHA
Ay EmER G, UREEH TN EARIERNE, RERITZ
TR, W EETR N KB R B AL L W 4 X2 A R
ITRAER T . AT, TS 77 i B2 AR 25 4 B AR L e
HEAERHERI Wk A T e LA S A T AR
gL, HWEIER . BABMER Ay TR AEE LR XMW E LA
AR DU, 3 R R AT D R A AR B AT, TN T 2 40 1 RIS
384]

T TN 5 2 AR B AR R B RT RIS, IR R T 4
A B AR R I R R, m T AR EEH
18R TR 5 foxt 244 9 B 46 I, 1l 4 Decagon®® 45 # 7 & & i -
EEFAALAER. S4-& G o B Fo g -2 o Ae B AR R i £ AR
AE, BEMEREWEERRT AT NLEE, A A ZEXET
BT —MEERAE WL, FT I8l E .
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6.3 ALBREAYFLTHLRATR

WP ERAFE - ERETTLIHNERIRZL —, #EZL, &
Wt R KPR EXMRE LR T ETTLYHERES. AT
£ LA, AMERET T MR, A e B TR A E A
fif 6 = MO B moAl, BEALIR 3 24 4y ey 32 A% = 38 I A R R R A
HAKETREEF, KMBESWAMAR. BELEHFH T
W, AT UL & KA EH A, &R D125 E 2 FEw
AT A 9 i, (B2 X A MUK BV B R E B RLE T AT R KRR
B BT HEHEM AR LB, AT R AL LB iR
eIt AR, BN e T e R E I, AT S AT B B AT R I B SEAK
i, THTUARBDGYITLERAD, ATHEERYAREY
EXHAN—Ha, BRNEEHIT F L7 UEELF LW EFHE
RWTTE, REFTEEERBTAERENEREN . WERFARH NN
EMEFRGWNEMR, ATIRBRENFH = TERM. RETRER
T —F0 2 — B i R AT AR TR [ R, (B A TR R 7 iRk &
ERFHIANA N EMEFRERREHRT H B B, FERE
TREBGUHNF R FRARNBEM TR RBEEFE
AREFELENNE Tk, MAEBERUHAWER, REEHFM R
FEFRTRERA —ANFORFR, DY KL 5 A0 B 5 98T 40
Wo Wb, EMEFWEERETI LT FGTILNATEERCHE,
HHREANTHE M ARKEEN T2, ERAZEMERFHNE
EER AN TR RN A T a0
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ATERBANE DM ASHETF T, ZTEREF R EE, £
A, FsiEE. ey, BERSEE. £MERBMRRE, K
M HAT WA R 2 L. BEAT L £, AR ek, R ERD
I R SE I By R IR R 2T R N AR BUR T AT AL
BN AL, TERT Y ROFH (mREs. EMF. £
. HEFE) WER, Al Wbl g i s A4l A T4
RRENY T A ARCERAT JL+F, FRNINEFIEECLE LR
ik % fh AR, 4 Combi-gsar 7 Hybrid-gsar, F EL1754% & #F 58 & Ft
WY R E A E B k. REEERH T P RANSEF S 7% (W
gsar) EHEEMEAES M, EAFR, REF I EZRHRANEL
RER AN AT ABEAR . REFI FENRARZAREENMESF
BEHREM GPU BABATIHHHE A R, FEEN =, KE
FARETLFATRAFTUAEET AR FHMEERKEENE
REFH. REFECHILACF S EBMFLEAFRET S 2N
R, BEARAFTE,

ERGATL, HENRGEASRITTHNELEAZE WS L
. FEZHMAARBEKETUE, 2 Deepchem. DeltaVina. SCScore
%, & Github HEMITREF& EEFMNTNETF, MATLEEREH
MIT R TS a Rk, FlinET ATH N AR ITEAWITEF&
BUl B R TR E R A T R AR A . BE
SANTHGLYHFRERATZEER Al AR E . Y5 7TIH
FABA A, Al AL B W F 5 KB ZNE NIRRT, EA]
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T E Y, A RN AR RS RER S AR
WA A A B 2 4 B s e A 2 KCF, AR B3R o 2 20U T TR
FA A AE S K, RE RN SRS K B # B,
flan, 2019 4 % [E & A W6 [F At 50 421 2 — Charles River Labs 5 7w
£ RATA] A B Atomwise A1, B Al IR 8y 77 ok b TR T M
W1 % 3.(SBDD). % K5 Exscientia &8, F|f E&E T Al 89254 4 3,
F & Centaur Chemist™ 1% it llE R BT &£ 2547, T Lundbeck 25 .
a2 A5 Al Iz B 24 & FL/ 5] Numerate 3£ & 0, A A 2 & b 4o
PAF G IR AET P E RS (CNS) R/ (BFEIMAE) Wa &2
By It PR AR i 2 0,

ATHEGBEA, AERREF I ik, AURARAKENLHEK
o 3 i anif (Bldn, gsar FetbF 44D o 885 H BT iR R
TRIAFRITERMFERN ST, R THR, &0 FTHlER
BAR, NITHRBRALRTBANKEZEE T, FHihit B4 8
HYRITENT HHE . BEE, —EEAbaBZ B, — 7,
HTHENGHNRAINGEETERRT A2E8E, Hib, fFA—FE#KE
CREA, TEAREEN S VD EED WM RWREF I ER Wi
fE, BUFIBEANLRTTREAMBAL —F AN —MHBEELERE, 7—
i, B R EE R R E A AR AT AT R B e,
MEMBBEUVNINEY R L M5 HRE, LLhrwssLERD,
X o8 A AT AR A B R I R R R R S, L AR K R BN K
A ARKWHBEN ., ETANKER, ATHREAKGBEEIAK
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A, FRWFATE, ARBEATREL- A REGHAERTHEER

(Plan g Fr 8. 2 FAANFEHPFETFHETH ( A5 HKE. L
FREMEMEFHEN AT MANG T RATERF &, LIEHH
W1 I A
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FLtE ANTERESERATH

7.1 AILEgESERA S A
711 EEAMEX

AHEREERA A EEEL, IMEEELURTRTFIH
R T EERBEMKT, —F 7B 2RO E LT Fey A0
A EEFHA

EHEE EaRENEREM, & 30 Z0ARESHRHALE
HE, BREEa B2, AREEFFFOAA, EFHE DNA (A
PREER) o7 LERRERNNEEZERFIINENR, 2LF R
BB HI DNA T 8. BREMTRER L, FELEKRLEE LM%
ol EETRAURL ZREEEERERL TR, L7 LUFER
BEERE KL, ARFZxABwke., I5. KATEFHIA,
3 | A 2 B = R BT R
712 WREARHXRT

DNA Il 77 B T o 2 BT ey EAFEHE 75| BRAWEE
X (BUEFEZRE) THE) . TEHLEARREANELFEL. DNA
NFHERT RNA JUIF. BEl, DNA WFE R EHF. EF.
EEF . NRFFFRORRLTBEA.

RERXAWSE, DNA R FEAT UG A=A B .

% — RN FHA, A Sanger M5 % . & Frederick Sanger & B
Hy Sanger ik REZHRAXK —E 28y R he, FALE X MEEH
AL, FHBLAMERTRAFEE, LU AL T, C. G
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R EETEKEWN— RIZHR, A5 ERELEN PAGE ik £
R AT, AT 3R AF 7T L DNA 5 7 7 8y — % 77 % . Sanger M|
FReE®, &R .

FERMFBA, SHEmREMNFEA, UgE—RFATHILTA
2|JLE 7% DNA 2 TH#HATFFIMEA R KREAEERT. KEX
ik o AR A T — R F 3 A (next generation sequencing, NGS), & I, £
XU BB R o (7] B 38 2 0 7 6 A — A4 b ) A S L A 4 AT
90BN AT AR A T BE . il & 7T & VR AR 2 F K F] (Roche)
By 454 | 71X (Roch GS FLX sequencer). Illumina /2 & #J Solexa # &
A A4 (Ilumina Genome Analyzer)f2 ABI #7 SOLID il 5 3 (ABI
SOL.ID se-quencer).

FE_RMFBRAEREED T FRA, S MKMW FEA, B2
4T 528 DNA JIIF. DNA I F i 1% £ 43T PCR § LI &
— 4 DNA 7 F oy 24 7 o A& B 7 80N B & A e IR 4 5 5 BT
EERAFE, FRNFEAZAREELRTH. F =R FH
AHBRARELES H R4 FRAMNFFHKANFE, 2o F
I AR AR BT A & B ¥ e 4 41 (Helicos)#y SMS £ A fe % [E
A F ¥ A& ¥ (Pacific Bioscience)#y SMRTEH & . A % KAFIC I A%
BB, B B MELRIDRRACBEN RN . LU B S
M5 N DNA BEEVES R, T HYtRE [ BT BE 75 DNA & E 52,
4 ¥ 5 DNA 270 R A F ey B iR, € HY7t 2 A st it DNA R &

Tk, ROHHEK. XMW EZ TR T 2 %7 DNA X 4 b

%
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HE T, JFEHERKETRZ )G, 6 RH DNA § 5 KA 8 DNA #
A= ORI FRRELE Y EEFEHRILAF FAEHX
FLI 7 3 (nanopore sequencing)P®LE XA Bk A, & B B ik A 2
M FER—BIPAARZIANF ., E THRANEREFHD, K
RFENMEBRRE AW ER, T ATCG BB AW Bk F T —#, B
AT ERRERN BT AMERR, I 7T,
T FEMEF F, DNA WA 50R T8 A4 H A R L Gm e &
B AIANFREHER, ARARESRANLEREMA, £HE
BB AR AR BELYESL. 5T DNAEEFTHRER
REIA T, E#EMEYFF, DNA WFHFATHETE £4HE
8] B AR %P AR E AT R A T A B
FEHA¥RE-VTEERENRE T A REY AR TR
FERRT ALK, FA. T, UWRAES F g o eE g s &
PR K EHHER, THRESEXETFETLENESTESE. R
TR%. MAENFAEETABHAREXRERE. DNA I FEFEA
R 4% B R A A B T RE AR AR S K R BN AR
ETARTELIGEHERNFERFEZEH R THEW &
EHRFIRE. FEEENE, AR TERAN, EFLEH
91 4 F 2| DNA U7 # A
7.13 EERK AL FR
7131 EFEEHE

BTIARNNFRHATER T ZBNEFAFI, MAKRFA

=

N

el
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EHAFN R, BRFETENMERARET X, $xEAEH
BREFHEN TENEHA,

EHALE o =/F%: contig 2. scaffolding = gap
B 7., contig &N A A AN F 72 875 F &, B4k (reads), M
ROl B KRB E K — 2 o) B % — P 2
A FH 352 3% ST ik E K B9 contigs. Scaffolding 2 T 7 [ £ & 1y 3%
BB (Wsmiz#, Kz, Hi-Ci#%) , FlA 5% 0% contig
Z B AR K, #E contig EEEA FW T mA LT, REAF
A& — 4 scaffolds(supercontigs 2. meatacontigs). 4 4 scaffold & — 41
#a® T 7 AR UF e contig 2B HY JF A, E AR <R B BT A contigs 2
B8 gap X3 JH N k3E %, &G _E—F 55 89 scaffolds [7 # gap
RBHATHE T, Bk E W TENFI,
7.1.3.2 B AR A

AR ZNFHE SRR, & RN FHEEL TN
G, BERA . FHIEX. RERANFoy g o4 LA, 5
ERANREFREZ N —F, BRWEEMEEN I opmen L, £
WRERKGETIXGRARE., WFREALERARE, 54
BEUWE. mERAN. RERELRMBRERE T2 FHH.

=R T A B A R A g R R KR T R A B T
MRA X —1 %, TEAFERKE (FRAKRE) . ZHIRA. KA
RIE CGE#¥K&KIE) . phasing/prephasing (¥ & E) . # &£ 5. PF.
FREFGEETANMHE., wAL G (basecalling) T ZEEZ S RERIE. &

-
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X 75 B % [ (cross-talkmatrix) . ft.% 4% iE (phasing correction) 1 4% £ 17
Ale EESHELEF, EMtile FEEA. G, C. TX4MEKL
LB R BOERK, 2AALEKX 4HRE (B Etile EWp e

o EEGAELEY, FERX4KEEME—L, £R—IKEN
WEEE, WERRNEeX 4 MEKBER. EFFEREE Y, £
FEREA tile W ENY € B GZEEIIFHY, AERRENEE
ENMNFRANESTIE, NTATRERA, ERMEEHEFER
BB, ERENLTRFERETE,
7.133 & FRA|

TRl 2 EFAHEITNEEESZ —, BARR TR H
MEERR, TERFRAZEELRE XK, — W=, XRTELL
TEBEZHNMEHERARF S R, —REESREFRNE N
BEAA, #MSEEFRRLENRE. @A RL LR E S HE
HEEFF R mEE LN E LR, — £ REFEH, FAEE
T (REWR, XE@A) , #WTAZHFERH. W, TH

KA E A B o ME B R A R o R AR

EANKREFA EnE FRA, KB U4 A SNP, INDEL A2 SV
=EAMKESNP TEZRAEXFHANF EHEANMZTRYE FHT L
# DNA 771 2 50, R Bol & Nt B 20— M EFRALT R P A
INDEL -2 35 % 42 ¢4 Insertion #¢ Deletion, K Z 3 % 7 50bp LA T,
E LR & E A8 100p.SV 2 EFA K T BHEF I EHEF

B 1% 8 % 4 M (single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP)= % 2 3
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EEFAAKF L BN ZHFR L FTIZE DNA 755 5k,
SNP Z AR PR R 7 F s & ey — A R A, G PrR O & N1
90%UA b . SNP £ AR EFHA ) 274, ¥4 500~1000 445 %
MEHAE LA, G EERTA300FNMEEFE S, SNP eIt %
SHRYRBEANFRENE R, KHAE R b2 %%
IR, WA ERMEARNEANRRKFR. BEMH SNP F a5
FAIEL. ik b, SNP IR T g R 2 N £ A, AR 3
N ANEMC LN, ELFEE, EREEEZOR, LTT UL,
F b, SNP#E® 45 2 NEML LS. XML FaEEH%®CT, £H
Ak EN A GA), S EEH#CA, GT, CG, AT)., ¥%#&H
REZRRALHTHE/IM R R, A GEE T RH SNP 45 2/3,
B LEZ TG, THEEN CpG —HH®R FH i me kiR
ANEEHAFRGEERTWNMAE, BFASHEZFENMN, TEL
Mt = BT R IR e, EEFEE DNA F, EAmEHNH
RAEZF, FHik SNP RATaEEEFFIA, g TaEERENKX
. B9k, T4 X A H SNP(coding SNP, cSNP) % />,
AESETFH, EEFERRLAEFFN U5, BEEREERFH
RPHEFEERN, B cSNP H R E & K,
7.1.3.4 FEARA

HENMZRANBEEFENGY (W S-REFEFRAR) LK FE
BAELI AN WL R, I RE M EN G R X EE
B RS REHATHF B RT EMT Y. EEMAGN, FEA
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https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E7%A2%B1%E5%9F%BA
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E5%A4%9A%E6%80%81%E6%80%A7
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E4%BA%92%E8%A1%A5%E9%93%BE
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E9%A2%A0%E6%8D%A2
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E4%BA%BA%E7%B1%BB%E5%9F%BA%E5%9B%A0%E7%BB%84
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E7%94%B2%E5%9F%BA%E5%8C%96
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E6%B0%A8%E5%9F%BA
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E8%83%B8%E8%85%BA%E5%98%A7%E5%95%B6
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E5%9F%BA%E5%9B%A0
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E5%A4%96%E6%98%BE%E5%AD%90
https://baike.baidu.com/item/S-%E8%85%BA%E8%8B%B7%E5%9F%BA%E7%94%B2%E7%A1%AB%E6%B0%A8%E9%85%B8
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E5%8C%96%E5%AD%A6%E4%BF%AE%E9%A5%B0
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ELBELS, XHFENYRESRBIF. EERRAWIAE. &8
JR 2h g B T L R A A BR(RNA) IR T, FEMREE & R IR —
MEENBE, ATERENERRRE. RERE. XE. EFRER
SHLHRAEVER, RENFEFHEERRAEZ—,

WA EE DNA FEMSE g i FEMN. B9 8 DNA F
B — MK EAE CpG L/ (M7 -8R - 5 2L 7, B DNA J7 7]
bR o R B E B ) . 2 DNA F R SR R 1L H o 4
. 4 5 fE v e o A K T o 2 809%-90% 1Y CpG o & EL 4% F & 4,
ERAF LR RS, g &R TRl BESH CpG &N AW
W, X584 TR T iz a3k 2 B 1R M B 56% 1 "8 Lo 47 & [+ 6 )5 5
FA XK. 1%-2%M A K EFH 4 Z CpG A, FHH CpG ¥ E M54 FiE
AR, EaRFEN—RIEFARIBEAREE G FUTFI T
. HERTURTFEM—%) Ry —FERAR) ALK BA
B R EE, PRMTs) , 7 A 7 5 ] it #7246 85 £ R s
A—ANERFLANEGFEFERARSEEE N AR E W — A
R RO AR F AR . AR A A B S R EE B AL VT DL
EU—R. HRBE=ZK. EHEEF, ZEARFELZRAARELH
— R, EHEORGIRNELT, SHEEFRARN T EEEIAE
Ho XA &g 7R F AT AR BO8E & Rk, AT
HENEE, EEARTFEMRME EBmN—ME X,
7.1.35 EFH a5 X HE#ELA

R W B A mRNA BT R E S AR ET R~ A TR S
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https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E8%B0%83%E8%8A%82%E5%9F%BA%E5%9B%A0
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E8%A1%B0%E8%80%81
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E8%80%81%E5%B9%B4%E7%97%B4%E5%91%86
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E8%80%81%E5%B9%B4%E7%97%B4%E5%91%86
https://baike.baidu.com/item/%E8%A1%A8%E8%A7%82%E9%81%97%E4%BC%A0%E5%AD%A6
https://baike.baidu.com/item/CpG%E5%B2%9B/4811316
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MRNA 58 R AR, AT EE — A E = £ 2 A1 F B mRNA #5%
X, HMEBBERLHARNES, TEHERATER KL
NEARSHENERZRE, RARENETAE £ ER L HHNE

(RN BERAZAMERTEET LR —FIAR. EAFEY
4 AH 27 95%H 60%E £ Sh T T AEE « K AT A HE, BT R
WEARTRE. EENETHAREEREA. TR TBEESIH £
KELE. W, A ErTaEAERER. TR EEMNE
PEELE, SHBLELREEEX. ARLATREETE L
WEMBEFEERERRNEOERR R, #MREMEHEXESE
BrmEa-FaMIER, VTR T bR WA K e — A
7136 HEEHLF

EEAEREEMENEHERRANNSG, RAWEEIRR
HEHEM T EREZRMRNA) B ., EHEEEERLEE=
AAF L, BT DNA AP b #y46 ZREf B 426 s i L &
PEEA LR ERM A AUELFFERN, XEXEFRFE—RRETH
For g, SaM e EREER AR, BEKERMNMREE
WA, XEWEE—REKH, TEEEETTEH,

EFABHNAREA ZHENFREX, RE EREF o Tk
EEHEERRAR LAY NEENARAN A EERS
H I H B AR B AR AL BT $e T A KRR A R 45 A
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BaomFrE. BEMRAAE LT HPTREERXBNER, 247
VA4 e R AV B A 0, TR 2 3 T R E AR A AT
A TEERE, ATEESERE T RE Fok @ 412,
7.1.3.7 Jkm E F B

o e A o AR AR A B A B A B 2 B E, AT T AR
A D] B B E R AR £ KB T7 i AR A A 4 K BR A %8 (Genome
Wide Association Studies, GWAS), GWAS & 42 £ F A B At B# 5
X RRFEARHY SNP L R #AT IR, KRR RFMwAR, ATW#E
T RIxEER RS —HFEMEBREBOFEEGNE A, FA,
GWAS FT 7&K 2| T 5 £ NBT R G L ey FH LR e kX, 4 & #
A ZANGRET ELW AR, 2B RARE, FERR
RIES% F kx5 RmME R ERFATIN, YANTFT —BHARE
RIEAAFEAT], HTHREETERFEAR X,
714 ANITERAEEFEHA T MA

b & AR A B A XIS A F A (F =08 = R FEA)
Mt LR, mETAENEFRHAKE. HI-C HENE=EEFHA
FPHE R A ] B . BEE AT R R A R AR R R, AR
45 M 7% F TN Ao o g IX 38 & B Ak A7 2 AL B8 o AT B9 A0 B KO
DLk, NITHEREARATEREARF, UNEFIARKHAL
BB AR S 2R EERAH R, wARR, FEARAFERA
B . TEK, DREF 3 RENATE BB AL KA AR
BR. REREFIELFANBERAZCINE R, REFIBEAT 4%
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WARE RN AT EBEEA %, 4 DeepVariant & Google 2 T & & %
WA LT R — R R AN T E, #3X% 3§E OArinsk E At
HBE R RER, LI ENFEAE P FREE X 72 T & EE
4 1 &k . DeepCpG & — /A KT £ -4 i F CpG i . F Z AL
BB E AR Z W 4, P LRG0 )3 90 1 52 # 19 DNA F A0,
DL AR TR X B 75 R, Bl B ] DLE LT 7 & 5 7 SR B
e, DeepGO & — /N T IR B & L8 4 W 4 FF & 89 ) F 7 3k T & A
fiEa Rk TR, #dEA GO £ FrE R, FAA GO %
B RBARREATERGRRMAEREF IBEE 0 E 3] KA,
DeepGS EE T HEESHEMMANEFF LA RTINEF A XA 4 T
B, BMEHREEERKEFREEHBFITF R, 5 T U
MaE, WA RENMRERAUFID T EBH & — S RE .
DLk B B AR AT R I 4 R A T4 RE T B A AT BT BUR Y R R
Bkl — . WEFTULEZ, ATEEDEEAET & EEF A5
FESZERMTE, EAERAATEREA, ARERALAEK. &
AR S O 5 o e DX 8 R B4k R R, R DA AT Amof o o i 3T A Y
BEANRERNE, BAEFERZIALIT L
7.2 ERFBEK
7.2.1 EFEAHFERR LR
it B ZH B (DNA) 7 7 i H g 454, 3l S EMA TS £a il
REIEfE, B, RETEAMEFHD DNA T2 ZEMEGENEL
Pt A oy A Ak A F A A 2 73 289 A& DNA 75| 7 B
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¥lread) LB &K —TEE DNA F7| HiT42, de novo HEHFE

mAEWE 7-1 BTow.
g ™
= Overlap reads

g AAAGIC... — e

$ v ACAAAG —_— — e

:ﬂ T —  — — ———  —

= p— '__b_ ——

&) —_ |

>
. P /
] *
| |

=N | ——— i ——

= -

= / i ———t— Large-insert

L= o - | | reads |

3 : >

v . scaffold -

~ -~
. * )
. L7

,,E_n \ reads L7

= —_— . 7 —

=3 — A . . - . ———

S gap .
| * |
| ]
| [}

& N

{;) - - ——— —

5] Unfilled gap

o . >

= —

= B ——

a ——> chromosomes

_—
o /

B 7-1 de novo 4 ¥k = Byl
AP HE R EE EH A AR R IA B E SR A A RILA X7
WESM . TEEAERENER, RiITHAERE. AFEANNA
RH k. RFEAARNER GHEANFRATTE R £F =K
FRAWE =T, EEAH R E IR EZRNANFHER. 0
A, ERRME AW I ERIREAZR TN E. WA E =K
FRAFZTWERAHERT =, & THNF B FHKE T LIS
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10kbp 24, ArLLRE e M E & X W Rk oy 7] 71, (B & 274518 28,
KE| 15% A4, HIEE s fkik T ERIAENFHEREERE. 77
ot fnF 7| A BB A B EREFRANITE TR,

FRMFRAFENNFFBERER S, KERE, HER
Z, BWEATE -_RNFRBARN AT EZEARTM, F—ME
OLC(Overlap-Layout-Consencus) 77 i, 1% 77 &4 Br g 7 B B2 AT H
A, WRERALAFTBEZ AN EEXBKEEL — W EE, N
ERF R B #Es — &%, kg EEEEOverlap graph),
REEEER LABE—FRBRTRAFHA T RBERERE
R4ER, % FZ De Bruijn graph 7%, iZ 7 & A LU F B B A FE AR
HH Rk, MAKHE 2 R EmaE Ny EA, R K k-mer, H P
k & %0 /N 5 B9 R ~F . De Bruijn graph # Ll k-mer X % &, SYHEE
& k-mer B E R SR EZ 88 k-1 W EE A8, NAREHLEEINF
W 4 k-mer Z [8]# L — 4K 18] i, F+ LAk k49 # De Bruijn graph,
RIEAEZE FFH—4 Hamilton B2 % 4 k4 £4 2, De Bruijn
graph 7 =ER TEE. BRENEFINREAE, T2/ TE =K
MEFHEAFENFHEEE, KFR. BRAT=ZRNFHFBRAENE
EA AT OLC 7T i%it,

MR AT FREFIRANRELR, MAGERMTERE
ANREFHEAFLOCRARRENERFRBRHLAESD . REF &
ATARE. SENEES, RRTYESL RGN LK EREEN
WM, EF RN FEARNRELE, £T DLEAHFH Y
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E o U ANEE = REEW g, F = RN FREFHKER
% 3% 3| 10kb LL £ FF B FT LU0 4 % 2% 5 DNA J7 51 4 3K A2 o 38 2 1y
TR QU F A4 fE S X7 &) , £ T OLC graph 2 DL # A
SEI U L 3 T R T R e A K B A T M
722 ZEALAZFMATEEH S

fE & DNA IS A #5, BF 50 A RO A Wy el 15 4k 24T
TRABRGFT — LR, RAEEREMNFTEH. ATN/FHEHE
FMEFE T VLIRS B F R, B 2 — ROk B SRR
Fr =Mtk B9 DNA, XA B 3 A NP & (JE# 2 2 TUA R R 3]
A, A FEe ST ERRE TR, BRlER T LA T WE Er i r
FERARHFT X MR LR SHAM NP R H—H, AT
LR T RN R TR B DNA A KR MM T A2 —,

RAEFAAZE, WFHRENESNMERES T R B, X
REHRIEF T AR U ZE AT B EHRATRESE, WAL
W TP B e, XA AR R E L ETXAEW,
Angelerit®*®1e A F| i 3 I3 4 5 W 4 % 3 5 5 2 1 B9 AR ke, TR 22 3
FE 5| B iEa Fr B R AR BB T H R, EFFI o EHNER L,
I F DL R 44 AT T 5 R A, Krachunov! 4 7 % 7 — ##
FEERANE R, RER— 248 FEH T EENMLE AL
2, ARG F A F TR T EAE =R AR EERRER U RE
A RSN TR,

ARAAXTAEF, REMNFREFH R INESEFEEE

;%L s
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REKWFF . Pamer™ % A B MEX I HE XTI FIES
B, NTIABRERES, drRREXIBETHEREE. BT
TREEX, IRARLEA KBNS CEELR GIEF I FE
M4, KL TREFETEL XN FHIR . Zhu" % AR A SVM
A, HM contig & 2| - X B EWT T L 2 M S Y BERE, TNERR
KE| 99.7%, FEEBBEFEKE AL contig. Wang %14 A K4
F A H de Bruijin B[R Z RA ARG L L, BHERERAERTE
% wycontig, A EAFEENEARE =X,

EAEER TN RS, Lanc™™E AR AT R ER LT %, K
BRERNENH G HATHA, BENRRAZRNERRBEEAHKX
BaoBETk. ETALEAXBELNEAHLERIESE ROV R,
Kuhring"®14: A2 44 7 — & T ML % 3 contig 42 #73%, *T contig
HATHF PG, NMEAT S MERZEEAAT AW ERNARE
B
723 MERAWATE RE R

AR A R EEE N5 S~ £ E T FA 20T R E 7
Fleyt . TRREXHANRATE, 2aFATREKE, REMKE
W5 75 s Z AWM FA lumina % & 7~ £ R ER & EREHRT
KEEFF, £ =RMNFH PacBio %&£ REREZERKHK L
F5 7%, % =RNF P Nanopore 1% &N > &£ ERZERKHWE
mESF. TRRENGEESAIAREENES, G REMERE
WA AR A ES R R AR EENESF IR &
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REMBERT| BERNZEFNAZE ZRANEEEREMSNN
Ewt, RERAFENEIEEERTEEHE., YT RFERAF
— I F O Mumina B4 7 &£ 81 (5 5 BB R % 98-99%, RAIF
= R JF DL PacBio % & A1 Nanopore &4 7= 4 1 5 W B # R 49 4
70%-90% .

AT REHERANGERE, £ L +FFHAT — AL RS
Hiko H7-2 I ARF ilinumina % &1 5 F I EHEATT 4 %,
XUHFFRAETHRIUTEAN T &, GAEETNEFIN T Z, £ F
Bustard & Illumina & 7 Fr & A B0R B 77 vk, M= T 2 1 6 77 %
CEETESEEVWF %, BRERNCE T - FT R E S HH
SEWT TR BAE, REREMRERE, /D /R KBRS
M, G R $A% RE I A LA B o R R R R R

Technique

/ “‘—‘_‘_‘_

Model-based Hl:l?vrlic'la”
“_,_-/-’" H"’"ﬁ--h._ "_}_

Parame tric Nonparametric freelbis | | Alta-cyclic

Bustard
— madification |
— e ——

BlindCall TowlReCaller

Bustard . X
with alignment

rfim E&cslc\:u‘ lRM—BCl

BayesCall | | naiveBayesCall | | OnlineCall | | Softy | | ParticleCall

B 7-2 Hlumina 45 5 F 5 5% 238 51 8 % 4 %1
R 7| Nanopore W& W E 5 FA M T EEES KB K, ETHR
MABAN T EMETREFIN T & BETLRY AERW T EF
Metrichor ## Nanocall. X 77/ & ik # K HRA L RHAER, R
WA B A F 5], 3T Baum-Welch H kit H M E 1, BREN
ENETHEREFY ., ETREF I8 %A albacore. guppy.
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Chiron, DeepNano 2. T 1894F & & N EHE + % S A 4 5 3T 1R
Bl A, X% 7 k% R IR A Nanopore % & W15 5 F 5| £ R 7
BREPANAFR RS KFEA. AIEELEEARTNS LK
&, Bl O L RN F S AR 3] o R A E AR A
HabtUREmHxERZE, FRIFX Nlumina 5 RERE, &
TR T AT ERRIBR, &% FErg T LR
DHERBE, EEKELA ELFE MM, Alta-cyclic & > £ A 15 /T &
REEEEA, R SVM 3 R D 8 5 R 2w o R AR T F
lbis T3 &l e 94 IR R R HAATHEE, MEEENRENENRE
551 1l % 4261 SVM & £, Nanopore & W E S F7 4 HE 41
BRAT RN R R R E ¥ % 8 o) BB S R B &, ¥
DLH SR D S iR Fo T R e R R o T B TR B 5 S WA R A A
E & #4117 Nanopore 1% %15 5 /7 7| £ Z #9 & 3% . H 7 Nanopore & 77
bR % 2 17 5] T A albacore 7 guppy #5 X A #93% £ 2 3] # #9 RGRGR #
A, XA —A5 B KA GRU FIE [ GRU Ay &4, 4wl 7-3 A

o

RGRGR

(378 497 parameters)

S tiabdEe$a reverse GRU + tanh + softmax

GRU + tanh

reverse GRU + tanh

Hidden data CEEoCEEEEEEEEEeEEoese

(n/5 x 1025)

GRU + tanh

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE reverse GRU+ tanh

Conv (kernel=11, stride=5)
+ELU

e N W
K 7-3 RGRGR # & £ 4
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BARBE—PMEREN R E T HAT TR, XM B
N5 AN E W IR I P 4 2 4R BUAT (8] 7 5 B A R ARAE, & e
H RN E 5 IR S, & & = 7 FF 5% T & B9 Chiron, XA
WA —HEREm L —HEREWEN, wE 7-4 fior. SREAXR
RMERETTNRITRX, EHEHRIEAL &AM EBE,
BATEZ CTC i &, RFEBE - £ R LHHE T,

Fully Connected layer

Bldlrecno nal LSTM layer

J
)
Bldlrectlonal LSTM layer ]
J

Re5|dual Block ]
f

Residual Block

J

.’
Residual Block ]
J

A

[
[
{
| Bldlrectlonal LSTM layer
[
[
[
[

Residual Block

t
relu

Global Batch
Normalization
A
1x1 conv, 256, no bias
#relu
L4

1x3 conv, 256, no bias 1x1 conv, 256
e

1x1 conv, 256, no bias
*
]

Signal

& 7-4 Chiron & 3 £ #1407
7 3 271'1/\%”

731 ZRRAHR

ERE—AEMEMA, TERBERNAZNHNFFZR. B
KT AREHAR FW 0, Ko LA RE B E X"+ i
KHAWARERAEANSBY, Hobg XA EE AFNEFAE
KB EARERA LW RRE, KRBT UL H T ZAKE,
Ik 7-1 fT R
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xT7-1 AXEFATZTRAXA

ZRER R B X
EHEAKTF L HENZTRAT RHTIR
SNP BEHR LS
# DNA 77| % &%
EHEAEAME EXANKREKEN L
INDEL Insertion #= Deletion
FEBENESCE MR 5
TEAEFEAEZENRKKERFI LT AL
sV ST R
BXRRETN

EHRRF AN SVs MEFAWZTHE SNP EX, —BRAX
REEASEGEERBANE ], ind £, BEEY, W
HAEHT SNP, X EHA F#y SVs FabREAKBIRN L FFHAFE,
AW —SEMETREESER (BFBIE) WA EML R, &
EXRAAEREENBHEFRE. thin, £ (RTAEAMWH) BPFRE
W E e, CAERANSEMERREEMAX, CER THRF
W22 SRERKEE 9 S RERKEMRE L, F3 ABL EFH A
BCR @4, WRT — 12T H ABL #% KXW/ ReEk (5
WHEER) MA LN, XHE—NERHEREL FBEH T,

KA F] DNA F7| 4 72 XA ¥ —TEZW A RS
W EEHAFH—MEREAEREENEFRAFHEAS T E5FF
FlZH®RE R, BERRA. BRE#HEZMRALREEXE
B, UEESEdpNEEZRMRFNERNALT R, A, &
T F 4R BB, AL B AT INDEL & 597 B 47 48 AL A bk e 108l
732 ERRANEZERE

Hai Lzl EELMm T EEHRS, #lan: GATK. FreeBayes.
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SAMtools. 16GT. Strelka. Sprites. Delly. Lumpy. Pindel. SVseqg2.
TIGRA %. GATK A7 Z#E I, RE /R AER . A& It
AREBA, XEFEAFER GATK £ lllumina N7 -F & F &8y x
BE. 16GT &% —/ME A 16 & F A LR A 247 & 7R R W5 %,
SETR#AKNE FIRFAE N, 16GT £ SNP iR 5| INDEL 2 7|
AR FHREE, [EEE 16GT R A TH AL R RA. B
B FEMTERERREER 4 M ET NGS HIEWE 7 H %
by SR fn 77k, A A (1) Read pair (#1#7 % Pair-end Mapping, f&
# PEM) ; (2) Splitread (&4 SR) ; (3) Read Depth (& # RD) ;
(4) # T de novo 4 289 7 %

KT UBERAT 0 EME 7, B TA BLASR,
Minimap2. NGMLR % 7] LKz b xf 2| X HA 5 F 57| |, FX
Z PR EMZ R, B KT LU & 5 A U 45 & 7 0y BT g AR
AR, F LY 77 3E A4 Sniffles. PBHoney. SMRT-SV. SVIM
A1 NextSV %,

733 XRRAMATE RE R

# 7-F | 7 (Single Molecule Sequencing, SMS) 4 A # 1 FLA% A B9
mRT o FEMFNRRE, HEHTEENHTAE. DNA JF7%
e EmER EE AT —IEE HARRKENES . X 2 A
D7kt A H e, EZEREIREL A 5%-15%. FRF &L=
ABWE N FEIRE, LEEFEAE Indel RBHHEIR, AT
22 P 2 (ANN) & T 7 2 8 F ey ZAnE FEm st P a4
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oo KA AT S P R R MR A E B, R A A W 45 A AL AT DT
g B, KRR HE AN

R EM R R ARNGSV)ZEFAFFHEEZRTRA, Bl
GRREF LT ERSN TR ZNFHE FORERE S AR RE
HENEEEIREEFENEERRERIE, XHERET AN
GBI RV AHR, FHAFFHTINE R

LET, REFIE65 - RN FHE LW EHEEH T RN
B, ETFH 4R, GARFIELD-NGS 4 xf 7 Bl % & 4y 4 4 % a3
TRE LM TRBEN—S5E, KRENARIGHENT R LAY
R 5] A, DeepVariant 77 CNNdel #7 2 2 F % A4 2 W 4831 4
M RBENIRNEGHT LK, REFERNE R, CNNdel T
BREMANRES—ZMER, XATAMEGRERE &, ERAKE
H 4 A R 5 88 R 48 21 A8 Bl BN K /D 5 1T Google FT & H B9 DeepVariant,
WK FF A& RN R f, TR R E SR HE W& It
SNP Fa/NHy INDEL #y /#4631
7.4 BREAIRA
741 EFEHFEME QM

AL AR TR DNA FFIHATR T, Bt Ly
IR EENEE R L REEENAE N EZ N, DNA FEAMELRE
e RN EE T KEEEER, 5mC M 6mA & & & ik 1 i
JTEREFEAE EMER, 5mC EHIEHERB LT SIREAL.
FUURE R R EAEERA. 6mA BILHERE X EF#HE

)
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REFEREEMEM,

F T AL 25 9 7 3% A (Bisulfite Sequencing)/” iz 3 i Fl T CpG #
BEAAL AR o TR 2K AF T AR B B o R R R RE , HE T R
AEFEEY P TR EE, FEMNEEERFELL, E4ETL
MR ELBA, WMEFE FmAFE Z RN 7 A A RHEAT CpG
FEMEWAAN, EEEHEAR: (1) %% A (Bisulfite
Sequencing Microarrays) , 7| &+ B4 fo il 2B A A T T LA
RIBAE, FUKEERS4E6E, AERRWEREY R, o
MEREEAFLEHFE T UFEFEAMCLEER, TRRELFE
ATFEPCR I, AMAUGHEME AL S, EELFHE
SRR TR, UK R ER R Bk E, AR AR
Mt FEREEmE. (2) 4% FH4A TR %N F 3 A (Whole Genome
Bisulfite Sequencing, WGBS), % it T 5 #: #h 4 3 /5 # DNA A B3
PCR #73%, 3L = M7 HAATM . M7 /56 reads f1 55 2 F 4
FHIHATHR, BEAEAAEHEREKFHFEMEL, 2 £
BT AR EAZER AN 5mC Weairg, KMENFIEF, &
THEHEAETZ42, DNA BZH5ERERH, 2SR TFE—X
B PE M A B . (3) W E L DNA 9% I J& # A (Methylated DNA
immunoprecipitation, MeDIP) .4 | 5k #o-J1] DNA ¥ ZE AL 2. ZHE A
KAFASRF EN DNA & akmkE &7 AW DNA &, %
EMEFE R = RN FEAR, ZEAT Uil 2 X FHA S EF £
K 3, B RE AT £ A AT B 24T
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FZRMNFEAHNEBRARNZEFHIRXERT ESHN 2.
PacBio ¥ 4-F sz el JF A7 Oxford Nanopore |7 #7729 /7 K 4
DNA(Native DNA) R & 3% % & W £ L 5. £ 5%, F| A PacBio
WF DN e, BE QAR EEILER DNA ST IR 1 3E -
Jii o i8] #r 2 B[] (InterPulse Duration, 1PD)3R#60 B AL fr B, anf Y
WA HFRE GBI, SEREGBESEGT —IMETRZ A Y F4,
M5 B IPD B9 AT AR 8 R AL o Bt R, IR AL R e R AL R
(8] B fi sk (8] BE B AN [B) B9, F EL A AL 2R AR — AR AR Rlod
E . R %I Y4 DNA 4% % 3¢ Nanopore | 7 U2 i 44 >k M F L, £
F= A B9 AR 5 % A R B R LA A R AR
742 FEAMREERNA K

AT ZRNF o2 5 HE TR ENFEA LGN 5mC B # 2
FrvE. BRI, Bismark & 5L 52 B4R 4 B T A T A ER T
A B B AL A 3t 4 7 310, Bismark & 48 I F H 3 T B i 4 b 1
A e EEFA L, RYAAE—WNWER, ABEREHL
ERARM B ET T A, A E (L2 T4 89 motif. Bismark #y f #
MEERMTHNOERLE, LN SHRENTEA L2 FRERNT
ER

B w0 ALR = RN F S8 v AT BB 1 A R T 9 77 v 1 AR
BRI S F EFHE A G TR AT E SR SR
AR BURE 0 T/, KT U A& T RATer s T
77 R K2R
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ETHRIUTH G % — M FEEH FEMAAC LB Case FAM T4
B A B A B % R T 4L RE AR . PacBio 9 BaseMods! ™ 4 ¢ 1 4 4 4%
AN AW B S E EFA b, 45T Welch's t-test 3| i
BEMIEaERAEAT 2GR D EMEER., 4% Oxford Nanopore %
B T AL, 0 F AR T St 8 77 %, nanoraw!**? A7 NanoMod!*?!
4R 1 . nanoraw £ JE| Mann-Whitney U-test & #| i X (1 &5 &2 & 6
o ¥ & IA A nanoraw B LUR 4 H & I A B AT T 4048 F 89 4mC,
5mC F2 6mA. 5 nanoraw -~ &, NanoMod % & 7 Kolmogorov-Smirnov
test it & Control # A fv Case A FHMN ML AW EEFREZR. ET5H
W T EATEINREKE, FETURMNERRAWFEMMLA,
E, ETRIUTWFT RN FELHFEMM AR Case FAMT AKX
HEEMH SRR, T EKR T E— RSN FHRENEZEARS
M1 B K. P, PacBio 221U fl & 1 500X & 2 & il 5 238 & 46 ]
WLy 5mC B &AL,

=¥, A7 # A Oxford Nanopore | /7 %k #4624 fr &, #F
FAFRARE T A5 £ FHA 7%, Nanopolish*F1 Signal Alignt**™
B TR T 1A T R KA A (HMM) B T 77 % . 7 Fk 77 i 208 Sk &
A HMM # R Y 3, 45 A R4 H B4 AL TIUN T 4048 o ny i &
Bififr B . 28 KB, Nanopolish &t 4% 4 i i T A 26 338 =+ i
5mC ¥ & fr & . SignalAlign # = K K A 5 & 1t £ (hierarchical
Dirichlet process, HDP)# & 5 HMM 4 &, ¥ LR Bt X 4[5 — L & 8

SRR EMRA, N =% (C, bmC 7 5hmC). X 7T
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Nanopolish # SignalAlign, Mclntyre % A 42 H #7 mCallert**®1 4| i % #
HL 25 % ] # A (neural network, random forest, naive Bayes, logistic
regression) %t A AT B % 32 + B9 m6A i B ¥ AT T TN, 5 &£ T Sit iy
FEAL, ETEMN T EENGFEN 25 R FE RN N7
AR, B2 TR T X T A BBy A R AL AR E ) SR
WA AL, B b, TRk, TR EEAR I GKEUT R
AR R 5 Fr KRB o9 B B SR AR R 0 — AR
743 FEARANATE REE

ANTEEAZC AR L oI R B F AU m il S+,
Angermueller 4 AMIR B 7 —fE T HEEME WL Wt E 7+
DeepCpG, JI & T 2 47 fg o o9 B AL fr 5k A . DeepCpG A T
DNA 77| # X A B AR A Z (8 LLRAEAR CpG o /2 [ B K Bk .
DeepCpG # DNA #3k, CpG 5 fnik ALk = M i, DNA
SR B DL B ARG R 0By 1001bp DNA 5 7 e X\, A & A7 4
2 W 45 (CNN)# Bl DNA 7 7| B 1E . CpG A& 3k DL H 4% CpG 1L & 75 40 Jfy
A AE<REY 25 4~ CpG L & By R AR A A\, AR I e 48 354 42 B 4
(BRNN)IR BUEL#FAE . % AL H 45 6 DNA #5fn CpG # 5 iy i i,
Ji sigmoid & B # i F B AR CpG i & 75 7 [ 28 i B 8 W R A&,
18 18 7 I T SR A AR B T PR 40 B R AL WY B AR LR AE YT
-3 &R, DeepCpG L E AW 7k F Emm AL, Fu &AM
RET —fMahe s MAEWE RWEESF I EA MHCpG, A & Tl
DNA i & #7 ¥ 2R A5 . o DeepCpG #H [, MHCpG # %t Bt 1001bp
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K Z #7 DNA J7 715 % CNN By \ . 2Kk, MHCpG i\ A R A 7715
B, MEAAEKRNAREBNER, T REFHET R, FHit
MHCpG g4 7 BB HE g ¥ £z &Ff MeDIP-seq Wz &, 5%
FlfE R—RfEA CNN Hir A, £if CNN #RIH B4 5 41,
MHCpG F| JH 4% 5 W % Fu sigmoid 31 7E B8 %k 21T B 4% CpG fr B #y 7
EURETN. XREREHA, BLLELLMEL, MHCPG fEt
MEA T EREEG R ERE AT HI-C 203 71 DNA 7 &4 - K%
¥, Wang £ AR B T 4 AL FHA M5 Ef DNA FHIH# X
DNA ¥ 2 AL T 77 %= DeepMethyl., DeepMethyl % 7 7 4" & 45 #2 %
EA, QERIMNE. F-NBEETEETIIEN &, 7% 8E
FAMERSE, F_NBEEESNE, Z0BEAANERERTEEK
. LIERKH, BIAFAREFIER, DeepMethyl Z 4T
ETHEFEIW A%, FJH Nanopore = RN JF ¥ 75 5 B AL
BAEMG R, Ni FAYIRETETREBAME % (BRNN)
A1 CNN B93E E % 3 7 i DeepSignal & Tl DNA ¥ T & .
DeepSignal BU& & B AF L A8 17 MR8 7 5| R H i1 B 1E A 4
£, EFMA% CpG By FEMAT LT EH 7%, Liu &AM 4,
# 4 7 2T BRNN # 7 3= DeepMod. DeepMod 7 6mA H 4 il kBl
BT REHERE

f T T AL BB R AAOR S 24, WE X g Rk T A
X P T EMERX, Peng £ AR R T HE B TP T EAA
ERE KRR 04 P e F R L Z B WA K, HFTFRT —
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FETRE ¥ S FER E2M, E2M £ T CNN o2 B 2 P 4, 8 L
KB A R G R MR T LA A AT B B 2 T IX
PR AL EHCR A 3671 AMBIEEANBIES, E2M HE
A 82%.
7.5 ERINGESAIEEES R
751 EFEyERL R T ETN

AFRWAEEREGREN, EaREEaERFRELR. A
w) R ART, EHRNEELRI S, EHREE TS LA
KT A EERATEME T —EREZNRE, £MH) THRE
EW—kREAR, SR LE—MEa AL 5HRNH. F1Rizz)
FEM T, THREORRARGERNNGE, EFHTL. HED
FE EZEMBRECRENUFRHFLEENBEATEL T E
REEEEMA.

EENETUNRE, s BETREBEH#THER. KT REFHE
TEAE AL, AEARGRGT WA R. £9TEA D T 6
RSk, HERLRET EEGENEM RS ELE.
EMTAERBTEE AR EE R, FFATFIE 2 4 M A E i
o TR T W RARGEER Y. FANEH TR T &, W
EEEGR. BERRERNHERREHNFERTRENAA YA,
Mg A, EEREAKBENAZE N, AITERRARE - FRE
HE TN .

BB, SURRIE # 0 BT # (Alternative splicing) 2 % [F & ik 89 7

157



TN TR e RS H R HB—R e 5 B AL 2019

Ro. AZAMEEREFF|F, @& T N4 T(intron)5 4k 2 T (exon),

HERXELFHE. HFYA&TEEFE®ZF K MRNA whE — 2%
RNA 5 & &SI, R THNT T4 2R HFET & mRNA # £ F
F#. —4REZHHEW RNA, G AR RAWTETE, FTHF
—EHEFWSAETFULEH T AAEGRIE &, £ EEHETF
. TEFFEFaEF S TRNEaR, 55T ENIKARE.
AR BN EARKA WET-5 Fion. HEAKRKA (L) Exon Skipping,
AT F B . (2) Mutually Exclusive Exons, #2 4 & F4h 2T, &
AA AT F HIA KRB mMRNA F 81 JL. (3) Alternative 5° donor
site, A% ASSS, Z¥5 5 H B IR AW R NI BN TRKEZ .
(4) Alternative 3’ acceptor site, & # A3SS, =15 3" B & XL R TR
% B exon K E & 4 7 & 1. (5) Intron Retention, # A W& FHRH.

AN S AN
5’ I I3 Alternative 5° . mm ==

donor site

5 M 3’ Alternative 3’ B

acceptor site

5 M 3 Intron retention NI =i
B 7-5 % WEE A& IR

AR WEN N T EEER AL TEHEE RNA-seq 218, MUK —
do X HAFAE Ao fE B #0F FE T BB AR, IRA & AR R A B
B, 245U ERAEWEET A4 MISO, rMATS, CASH,

leafCutter, IRFinder, iREAD %,
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752 EFEGRTNNATEBE R

HMEBAELEMBANRELE, CEFAETAENENFH
¥, LLHFEATMNEFISREETANENEL. B EEEHE
[H A< & (Gene Ontology) k friE £ H R E G iz gb . £EH AR B E4E
TR A R, R EF DT ee. 2 F AR F T 40000 4~ 68
KAl T F+FF—LETNEFINTETEH A TEES R
M, e+ Barutcuoglut™@FF % 7 — A et HiESR, FTHRIED G4
KNFH A LA 4 %%, Vinayagam P & T — A A ML 095 B 2
., FEITNA LA SVM ko K EHMERTN, #L Gene
Ontology(GO) A & # i B, Li M2 1 T % L] 2ok F % (MIHC),
B EEERET ZAREFE S f ik B AR R R &M B R AT e Bl .
Troyanskayal™ 3% i+ 7 — ## & F UL ot 47 89 77 3% (MAGAG) & % 4 7 44
52 8085 B A R AT B 9 . Guan®® Al GO 2K 4
M ETXfEERE T — M ET SYM 8 & R4 2K 8 77 ik Tl &£ H =
ft .

AT LU TR R AP EE R, PATIFS TR hee. B
EE ARG 2R T Ea e et B, BUR & E o et kAT E & B
Firyee, EESGRTNEEa Ry RMNEFZENEE LR, —&
B9 R AE R B 3] 7 R TN E & Fith k. Kulmanov! 29138
T — MR R R E 4 B AT & A R o 8 U Gligorijevic!®
FIR R E % 5 i % AW 415 B3 AT & B R o g T . Caot™E A A
THEGEEAKG TN A EEHFEA, NEaRE R EREAR
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K E RN, MERNINBF I FENE, ANAEE FWEIE T
RERAERZ — M RENPE, TRERA AN EEIEFEGRAE S
Moige, M EE RN EY BT EENFIRETEdEANEF
RAEEE LR, AE S MEEKEGRIEFER. BitER
REBRARTNE - AZHE, 20 KAM. XHEREIEF
RRTRAZ—NERNPEK, TFRREFIRET REO LK, &
NEABEARIFMEERTDERR REF I T EN o K IErkE
BAE SR s R R &, W% S oL 8 5 3 75 ok N BE & 209 & HY98
mE—EREFTH—FREME. EEANINESF T TEML,
REFIFURRE &, FaEry B2 EERE, #—F RS
RETRIEY A # 2 o &7 EFr R, REF I el kon #t— P & £ X
R e ey — A R g A

753 AANETNMATEEH %

TR TR TETRN A T4 H %A spliceAl. DARTS
PLR Hui Y. Xiong % A 2015 4 7 Science % &1 — MHL& 2 3 it
A, &, spliceAl Z s R F o+ b T2 LUAR BT R AR B £ A8
T AE AL A H AW E FER A, H b Kishore Jaganathan % A 5| A\
T—ANREFIIWE, TULEHBTN EZERFIWT &, #—F
WA EFSND T RN E FTEXAR £ K E R ER
A4 A5 27 . DARTS MU f# & 7 I RNA-Seq #E4T o A& B 5 /-7 ol —
MEERF— BT HINFEZE. Zijun Zhang & AR T —4
&R ETHRE 3 f it # Bk Al g it BAER DARTS, A A2 TFF
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HIAE RNA-Seq #(#F, #RHETHE AWM RE, FHARARENF
H Al RNA-Seq # 48 & 7% 18 7] & 57 82, Hui Y. Xiong % A 2 H B9 HL2
FATHEA G AL FEHRATHOMN, THTFEEERRS RNA H
BWYHEE, ARG —F T RTHMEENZSEE. ZEEEFEAN
RHE AR E FE S RBEN R EEMRET EANT .
7.6 HIEEREES
7.6.1 AEEEAHR
EREEEEEMANEREERLNNG, ERAAZZEEE
B 5 2% DNA = RNA - F Z B[iW A EE A, £ EE % £ T DNA K
F LR R AR, WA AT R S
3 A = PR ACT o A A A B 4 B E R T R DA EE
EREN LN, RRAEREG TN, £ ARAENNEEFEERE
M. BATN., ML EHER, XAAE—REKS. R
# . 1961 4 Jacob F1 Monod & i # & W F i, £ EFEEN
WREBB A FREFWEENE.
FEEEARAFAREAEETN AN E X EFEET LETH
EMIEER . RERZ KA K, THRENEMLATL8T
W, W E ARG, BlinE YR A AR AT (PLA) AL TR 1R
IR, BEEF, EEHRENEE, BEUTRaH. EWEERS
BRARAREMEREEZ—, EERGEHIIE, ROZFHMAAK
Wt NR@BERAESTENDH, F5, HRERBFHE EERR
WG R ET T AR R EREER . iz, EERKEEE
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HERP. 2HTZ. AAFREITLFOEEENNLA.
762 ZFRNMATEREE

UAVAE- PSR o e 7S I RN Ve a7 = oSl R = I
Kz —, B2 EFHATELZHIANFIER, EHFTHTHE S
AL, MEATHBRNEGRNTAEXER, EFo M R#EEFE
NhERApIREFEER W, RXEFEAAETURLL
e Bl A E kN E, & PBM, SELEX. ChIP-F2 CLIP-seq
A TFEX, EFRAEEEZEDAETRITRBAET ATE®
FIAWALK ETRITHERNARANERE, &7 =23 TRAJF
Gl Rf — % (=) EMAKH RNA E6&e. REFIEFE
ERTERAS, 2% B UEWE TR RS AE A 0L E Fo
% 1z &, DeepBind #u DeepFinder 2 £t B ## 51 2%/~ # 2 7 1 7
5k

Alipanahit®™®4 A sk 5 & & 5 3] 8 & 52 ¥ 3 R B\ %] DeepBind
HIF R . 2o EBEE S RINE G M5 DNA = RNA 77|
LA FAS, AEE R AR S AT RAR ¥ 3] Ao R AR AR 4 A TR
. Deepbind MR %8 7 7| o 3k 46 64 4k, 38 3 2 LT Y F 51 motif
HHAANTE B AR TN 24, EP A 2T (GPU)A T B 211 %
EmREMEAE, TMEETEXKE M. DeepBind Byt & £ fE4% B o6
WA S g Fn B R E, RKEFIEINSE T A _LW# F#1F DeepBind £
AmSE A . DeepBind X 4Z{E £ A S #E L% F A, w0 ENCODE #

Roadmap Epigenomics.
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Leet®14 A 42 i DeepFinder f& il B4 5 4 A & 48 3 5 (E #Y
REFIMENE RMBEEFRAEE, XA -MRIH=ZNE
DNA E 7N 7%, XM rEEARAHSE: F—, XRA—4HE
FRITE, AT AaANFITREFMTANELESE LR, &,
RBEGHEB IR ESE 6L REAXNRE, ATEREHEMNEF
] DeepFinder it HMER A =AM HEEW P RK: (1) HEEX ;AL
FEETE. Q WHFWEFAATIALATET -0 K TE,
DTNBE N EF g amEeus, EARKEEANENTELE
WE = ANETHAT AL E, REOFET SRAH L AMERH
76 MEFAE, SR EATHEX aREMENE ¥ . (3) FIAMEW
2 F T TN AR K By 46 AL R
763 EFEAEMENRIATERER

A H B4 (GRNs) B X A R A HAE~ £ Lk, —HEEYER
FHRNAR M EF EE TR ER R EBAENE LS ERTL+
ok IRy — TR R PR M 09 1 5o R A2 F e AE B AE R R B T M
GRNs Wy s M & fn G AN EFH MR, X RBMERREFTANE
B A LA E A E B,

WEARRHT AN EEARENENTHE. FEEMEEF
Nk, TIHEEA T E S A /RER, Nt gEa, Mo rEsi
AEREREANMELA, Mo 7 RERS ZEAN—KG HFE
A, Jiguo & AR et 7 Z MR E BT R R E R B (8 B
oo F WEFIHRAERFF AN EFATRATICHEE T FIHR
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F 77 % . Patel & AW I T —fhE FHALAM(RF) 2 SVM B34 K
7k, B EYGRTTNEAN T FHREY . Jisha &£ APE AR
KA ENRTICHEEFERTENXA, RENEEFIETEHR
SVM Fuif E A W%, W% FEREERAHIE D e &£ H A
YA, BRI B A ok E A . Sirenel™ U X B a5 W 4 4
W B [5] 2R ARy KB W — TT A R R, B AT IR LA S 4 S T AR K
B, T SVM T Hll GRN. compareSVM™ O HT LR 5 s & b, &
#7, Sigmoid fr £ A AZ WA SVM A EE, HEFEMM, iR
FF A B REMENE R —NZAWHE W% B LB BAM
A, HVEREAE S Z BN AR F ELA KR B1R . Mandal & AU A
Fe XM RS R R—T0 M Lk (FPA)UI R — AN i VT4 2 ) 45 ok i #5 E TF
R EL A
7.7 FRRREE TN
771 ERRRE R LKA

EAET, ERERE. REMRNEEFLAE TR A 6
Sl K. R AR A A B 2 18] g % 2 °T DUSS Bl 3k AT 3E AR R o B AL
B, SRFEOW ., HYAFT LG EEANENL. REFIRERH
EFE A, B ERE T U4 4 i B 5] R & R R R A
AAEFAMEGIROELER. R ERRRE YL EERGRKNE, R
AEBUREAM R BEREE EXE @ ENA RN Z, &g
(linkage analysis)# = & g * b B 25 [H . B 2% o WA R, (189 BUR
EFRHERSL, F—MWEFELEBAZ EH DNA & 74 7 RAH
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B, BEAFE— Mok mERNEEIER, 8783 LER,
B, B 58 B2 B B et R BN o = A — AN E R
772 BRRERTNNEE 7%

Hal, ERERAMNEEFERN T E@L 2L HEXBKRHIR
(Genome-wide association study, GWAS) sk # 1T FlLll . GWAS 3# it 45 1t
¥ oFE, RO EWNEEE®R %A K (single nucleotide
polymorphisms, SNP) 7 J@ A fa IE % A o & £ BT, R R AH X i
SNP. ix £ SNP B %t iz e Ak ] U 45 4 1 o] /b o 5 [, 38 3 o — 25
WL kIR LR 5K, — K GWAS L5 % 2 I 4 3t
—H /1~ SNP, &G E|JLEMEEAHEKXH SNP. B4/ GWAS E£4
WA e /N T b ey e B, (B3t —F Il 2 SNP B xd AL #y 2 477
TEAFAEWE B Fe R BB, I = PR B 5 E 1 K B R R A
ALl GWAS & 2|, flansEM R rf ik, B, RitH %S
Hr GWAS % 12 5K A& 1 3T 45~ A 2L 1 5 7 48 o5 B 2R3E B 82 T < o AR A
xR A B A AR EAME.

773 RREFRTANATE#EH %

B, S AT E L DR 209 b T 5% & F oy i
P o X 0 B kR 5 o T O By )RR AL A — A R A AR, i A
MBEFIWFE, GrRAEEFMERFERAT) L. RUTHMS
KA, THES . A EESF S B MR TR m & E
o

TR EFINFEEERARKAZEEND THEFRE S
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RREIAAANE (TR , FRRFHERTN Y RmEE, &
FEREKW, SHRAMEANEE I GWAS HEMEH T RAHIE
SR RS M F AR TR B AT U R A A AT P 4 o 4
BHRLFERERGEENTNE, & ANRKEZEZ Seed-growth
ik, B ENEAT R A, KKK & g g & 1 Al (protein-protein
interaction, PPI) M 4 F ey 7 & m N Bk &, AR EFTHE.,
fo, EW_dmGWAS & 41 5l GWAS #(3E #n 4 [ & 38 #4048 %+ PPI i %
AT AL, Z 51t Seed-growth H ik, #HHEH &K/ p Ef&KAZE
RERKMTRE, AEEFWERTRN Y RRER"., BT
Seed-growth Sk 4h, ] DU 3T A 58 2K 77 vk ok A B R A KB T
P2 . B, Wu % A B /R A K 5K & R IR EAE m A E PPI
W 4 EVRAT R K, KB g A K B R R 2 T

TREFINAZAFTEC R REENE R, 57 LU kmE
H AT, A7 % & B T DA . GWAS 338 #9447 AT 3
TEEWER. EaTREACHNEREREER, THE¥JHE
FEBK. FE, TNERFEEBLEEFRER, BT L
AL A, BEE ORI R A EEA K EW L, ELM R HIT 46
B b B 5 3 fu g WEE 5 3] 89 77 A5 e AR T AT T

% 18 2| Jk 7 A F T & — A~ positive unlabeled learning |5 #1, &
Can—# o hom A E W4T, FATER T LAE R 85 3] 09 77 ik ot
e AR B AT T, 0 4m 68 VLot 7 -2k 28 sk Al R 2R T B A R
T H [F S5 2 45 F| Manifold learning ¥ 77 i T &k 7 & H 481, 4, ¥]

166



T N T RE AR 81 AR ——R Re AR {5 B AL 2019

URX—#admmER (AA) , fAR KEF w7 AT
Mo RXAFRMEFRN T ER L, ¥ W EEEINLE o) KW
EFEHEERFERE, 33T bootstrapping B 7 =k £ £ 4 A EE A,
RIE % B AR 2 3BT 4 B X kw2 H AT M, BREAL
e R A R R A A R A i B A, (B2 R B A B
A0 /N T ok S0 A B A8, 4 4 bootstrapping 4K |E BT DAk 4548 2 &
BRI T AL EFRRFEES, — LR WRIE R ZE W
AR BB AR AE 1 B 2 18] B R X BB B R R 3 R o AR B 1 4,
HEl, REpRSHHBA TN RFER, FlwBEEE, &
HENAMEANEL LT %, ERETRWEREEMFET, &4
GRBHERZRAAE, ERATNEHZN X ELERTHE LA
X 7 BRI AFAE . LA B9 77 % B4 AT Bl oY A A 4048 o A 2 T 4R BUAS
IE, 48 PPl P4 . 2 R A HHE . R 40 o R L4048 . SOR#IE . Gene
Ontology ## . #%, A7 #ATNEHE, RA1FL2HTFEHKE
HATH G FIRBUFAE. PPI W& & TH B Hovste, & LAt 4 X
I RBERE. BEENNEOELMENER, HEEA TR
% W& A TRAT R T R B A N ENRAE. 740, W R P &R
RBE LRBUA FAAE, #lanF|F node2vec A PPI M 4 & 2 BURFAE
S T o A [ 100U e g, £ R B PPI B4 By 20 5 M LU FLA PP
P25 8 RIRHI AF R, — AT R A B R BB IE R PPI
%, BMLAE RN % P REUFE, i Guan & AR S HEEAEL
JB B W ok TR o A A, Rtz 4, R RAE PPI M4 A

167



T N T RE AR 81 AR ——R Re AR {5 B AL 2019

foddE & metagraph, ¥ SR BEEHE LR G EE AL T,
Pl RBE AT L2 £, W UREFRMEXNEMNER, EAT
metagraph HY4FAE 4% BU77 vk 7] LA R ok O AR I 42 BURFAE, AT S ALk
wEEHTAM, BT ET PPl REWKERSS, F—MELH
Tk A B R R B RAE E B — A, B R 1E & B W R AE R
HATEBWIN G, BEFEEENRENEEERS, AIXE2FEAR
fE$2 B 77 A B AR X 4 EHRAE, F8E (TR & & 2 8y T
¥, #l4n PUDI R4 GO A ik & i 2k By B 48 $2 L 47780 /ML )G,
B I RPAE R BAE 5 1 4000 AMRPAE I X AR AE ] T X Fe m EALEY )|

é/éf: [449] 3

T RET PPI P& 0y AL B AFEE B HIERE, HEL T
FlBIE A MRE, TRKE R NI LME LR TR X LA ¥
Bk KT MR ANE R, — R 5 R 3] Sk Bhe T B AR R e
B, ERFELENBERRF I AESERNGELEX R, #HTTT
BB FERI RS, Plin Luo % A B R B B 15 W % (Deep Belief Net,
DBN)&@ & M PPl W 4 F1 GO # 3= BlHy R 4 451E, FH ¥ @6 J5 B RFIE
T 5RmARENTN. 5 DBN XL, K E E % # & (Deep Autoencode)
A, 7T DL SR 2 3] Ay Y 4 o B R i A Y,

UENBT —SrmEETNB A TERH %, E A TE AR
By &R, HTHE kT DU B FONE ST Hy Bk S T B AR 2K B9 A M BUHE,
R B £ E e E# R, MEET ARk, AR R U By
BNEF T MEmMERZE XA, MR GWIF L, R
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7.8 ALBgAEERESTPHNARAI=

P4k, FE % (Deep Learning, DL)JT #& & #f iz JF| 8| & [ 4 %
WRE, FERRRL, BXEE, TRTEXEERR T HBAT
&3 H R . 3 2 3 % 5] (end-to-end learning) B T AE 45 ¥ £ A TRAL
SREREER P A RIAFE, AT REFIN—ATSH.
REFINA—RBETREERAESLESHE, FEEEGHEF
HEFWFF. EERE, Uk G55 T RBERTES S,
T EHEE Y RNER. &AM, ERGREEINTTE, BE
¥ EA B B R RAE A A, X R A E R AT AR EAE T
T L B E B E R 2 — o AT R T, &4 TensorFlow ., Keras,
Pytorch £ WHER B # RAE & EE A, EFARAREER
BT R B REFIARE, KRAWRHET REFIBIAA.

REREFI RN TERHEAS;AN, EHEAXEHHAFBMLT
MM, MREEEE LK. Bl AREEAFH—Aeskik
A HIERA, A AR EFOATE T %, EXHEETF
Wi R ey B F N S Bk g A E B AR B E, BRI EE
FETRERDN—MEE, 7N EERKETNER R, X
Wt RER AR ENEFH LR, REF IR Z 04, %LU
B R 0 R Ve Ak AR B b B AR AR AL R T PR R

REFICRAZEIAFEELANOE A TE. RNERBEEF
S TABMAFE Y F g7, R REF G2 T & R
HEMFEA, ¥ RAEZFHAFHA RO LN FTE, #31EFHEL)TH
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