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B K AR F S AES: 32170888) J /M i J:fih 5 B FH B A 70 00 H (HEAES . 2024 A0413326)F1 5 % 2k A RHIF . 45 6 (R ifE 5
23yxqntd001) ¥ B

HE IMERRGRERLNEFRXREEH AW TR, o UG A KK R A E N R, BT 158 IR R
BB/ T (L MRI/MHC)E R A R R A, HIBOANZEmBENE T AN B EA, X T
ENERRRFGHRE - ARBEUENFNERFHAKAKRENERZFAA AXEARET BNSIFLFLF
REGREZEER S U ENGREECETAHTRGNAR, LEEAEV(D)IEHAF 0% ETRER
RAGL#: JE FHIE £ Y UALH L. AL REE T RFAXF ARSI MVLR Z AR RBEA A BAFH B9 0% 5 B 1K

HF AR RERARETEL AR RFERNAN, U ETRETRFRGHNEREEEA.

X8R R ZIREF, RAG, VID)JEH, EL

R RFHRERE . T AN Gk T4
B A N A FH 7 SR AN R AT 23 R AR S e Al i
LG, R AR A 3 R F b 28 ik DR g el P A5 R
W52 AK (pattern recognition receptors, PRRs)1H /%5 i
R4 T 2 (pathogen-associated molecular patterns,
PAMPs) 80 # 157 47 AH 5% 73 115 X (damage-associated
molecular patterns, DAMPs), J& B3 ) G s N 2. &
82 2 D) 2 R T/B bk T 4 i i 3oV (D) 2 HE AL 1
A B B 2 A BT R e R 2 A, kT I
T BAH A T B AR TR G 28 FOT 20 M A5 000 40 i 9 38
FEAE . RGN N AEY TR A OR S5 A7 CE, T I B 1
o g% W — FERON RAUAAE TR R E S . B2

20044, F[ERER K2 HIMax D. CooperZi#% A"
FETCHIZE A HESh P -C RS R I T 5% M AN [ 1)
T P G g5 ET AL ) —— EH 9k E R 4 f (lymphocyte like
cells, LLCs)if i 21T~ 3 K #% # (gene conversion, GC)
(149 75 2 A T A8 bk B 40 i 32 44K (variable lymphocyte re-
ceptor, VLR)IZFATHU LRIl i) S e B L. VLRI K
WA AE 7R T — Fh AP BRI 3 S S L,
M3 A e P R B AT AT HERE T — A2 4. [, Al
KEAE AR 22 B AR 22 e B0 B AU A T 68 HE
BN 1) HE S I Y R ) A —— R B D TR AT R S
BHEAFEP RN R, WS RE AN S 5T
BEALNE S0 S RGN IR S A EAT T SRR B
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To/b AR PUR S AL 22 A AL AL B IR 5 T A

BRI, I T B HESH P S8R IR Sz H DR K
BV RIS, FHUESE T V(D) TEHENLH 4% R 7 IR
s, Ak DURAE B 5 B0 ER 2 23R A5 38 R )1 32 (Sus-
umu  Tonegawa)$e Hi T4 S5 HEA LI (1) % e - P
VIR 7 BB UEE . ASCE Bih RS2 R R 2
FEAENLH P RIR S AL, YIRS N 2 R
HLHIBEAT B, JRAE A b, BRI 98 e
JET7IA).

1 VO)JEHHLE] I R A58
1.1 V(D) EH AR 2

W 7L B DL 5 52 A4 5 AT 1) 22 A1 FH V(D) TEE HEBL
HlAF. V(D) EHE R A AE A4 40 B 5 (K] 20 K P (1)
DNAEHFAF, HEHBEE R RAG(recombination-
activating gene) 2 5T/ F. RAGE &4)& HIRAGI
FIRAG2P AN HE RV 737 2H B i S s DU S A4, e AilmT
R RN B IR 32 AR R R R TV, DAIISE R B
F I FE Y55 7 ¥ (recombination signal sequence,
RSS). RSSFHI 1 — B A s¥ L% 1 82 7 1 (CA-
CAGTG, FRAheptamer), —E AR HIE AR IUZE
27 51 (ACAAAAACC, FRAnonamer) LA f HA (] JE LR 55
{#118] b /5 51 (spacer) L (B 1A). - Spacer #IH: BE # Hy
128423 bp, [KBLRSSF 514 70 il iy 44 W 12RSS &
23RSS. —/M 2 1 2RSS AL 7 Bod # R g5 —
A3 2 23RSSH LR Jy BridE bz, XA A i B
BT HE 12/23000(12/23 rule)™.

VD) EHFE R, RAGE &9 8 26k 5 I
SRRSSFHI, FFAERSS/FHI A g [X 5 51 ()& FE 40 D)
EIDNA%SE, J¥Hpair complex(PC). RAGY]#IDNA J5 %
F& 3 -OHE I etz Bily, FEEAMEWTRL, =4 —X)
SRR AL IRSSF AR 5 DNAJF #1(FR Hsignal ends)Fil—
X3 R G5 S X DNA(FR Hcoding  ends)”.
BiJ5, ZmiSXDNATE N YIEGArtemisITER T, FTIF K
Je gttty FFid it A YR A i & 52 % #2318 448 (non-homolo-
gous end joining, NHEJ)IEHZAE—id, EE] IEH bl
FiJE Z AR B fcoding joints'®; i # A RSSHsignal
endsIl| H B IMUTE filisignal joints, 7E 205> 2410 72
iz 2 2k (E1B).

I LB PIRAG LRIRAG2 365 — AN A% 0 [ 45 1)
W(E1C). RAGIZ LA A A/ FDNAKYIY)
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1) K AR, 8 NBD(nonamer binding domain,
NBD), DDBD(dimerization and DNA binding domain,
DDBD), RNH(RNaseH, RNH), ZnB(zinc finger-binding,
ZnB)FICTD(C-terminal domain, CTD)%5#3 (K 10).
NBD %5 #1532 B 47 57 5 RSS [ nonamer 5 41 45 & 342
HRAG1H — %L, DDBD, RNHFIZnBZ: 2
HRAGI I ELAZ L, AT 254 RSSH [heptamer )T 41 IF
PAT IR N VB D Re. AL O &5 #3801 I DDE
(D600, D708FIE962)4E /7 X RAG 1 3 M 22 ¢ B 22 (1A
10)". RAGIHIAER 0 P BIE L B4 1 T A AT
SRITIIRE, WIRAGI Nig I 07 51 W] 5Ku70/804H .
YEFY, AE4% 0 91 Hh BORING S #4938, 7 % 25 2 [ H3
112 EAk, $EEan i i VO EHER R,

RAG2I) % O 85 #4380 1 75 keleh-like  motifZH A
(F1C), HA G g e, 55754
- SRAGUHIEAE . RAG2(IARKE T 4 45 R
PE4% X (acidic hinge, AH). PHDZ5 4415 (plant home-
odomain, PHD)MICuf&E#I8(K1C). S5RAGI—FE,
RAG2HE#Z.L F H) BA AN sl sk 1) Th g, PR
B X X V(D) EHE P NHEIE B g 2 10 # H £ K &
30 T 2 30 35 TR 201 A £ (R 6 — 25 38
coding joint@#EHEALII P51 Z . RAG2I\PHD4E 14
AT 5 iR UEE FTH3K 4me3(histone H3 trimethylated
at lysine 4)454&, FEVD)JEHES 2R R IF EEAFIMEH,
BN AR R AG2 3T H3K 4me3 iR 514349 V(D) I 5 HE i 2%
TR

1.2 VD)JEHER S

RAGHH 3R IE 7 (R 3k G AR A R e 1k,
SR AR EE, R RA GFE DR ZE K B2 40 i [ 2R 04
Z R RAGIFIRAG2FE R/ S 40 | DA
tail-to-tail {77 [ AHARHEAR' Y. 7E RAGHE R 4 #8347
TE—ANEA ARSI ENWC!) AT RS 5 RAGH:
ek %P0 RAGEE BRI R & i fE 4>
IR Ik B TR AR ABZE A, RAG
A SEREEEA N KEE LT, EREHEREE
%, B EHN BRAGHERN A i H— RIS =
W, HERERERAGRAGERFILE NS TFED. Hi,
RAGHE R 3R1E 52 ) 2 Fh A F o R A i X8 F A
T AN A R P R R A, (A RAGE & iE P
N AEFFE V(D) EHE AT % e e i b, e, fE
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A B

12b
Heptamer p Nonamer

12RSS:CACAGTGNN- - - NNACAAAAACC MmMURAG

23RSS:CACAGTGNNS- - - NNACAAAAACC
—

RAG1/RAG2
HMGB1

- - >] €« —
23 bp 23RSS
27 bp

TR2 TR5
5TIR:CACTATGAAAACTTACG- - - NNGCCATCTTG

ProtoRAG
3TIR:CACTATGATA - CTTACG - - -NNGCCATCTTG
|

31bp

Q

Synapsis

13 bp

STIR:CACGGTGGATCGA 2
3TIR:CACGGTGGATCGA ' 2eTransi 5
-

Cleavage

C Core RAG1
y DE D R ES

MmuRAG1 ——{NBD [pDBE] [* "RNH"] B~ [1H
ProR cto
DE D M __EA CTT*

DDBD' I. .RNH.l nB I"I . y Signal ends
[o 5"

HDDBd I. .RNH.l ZnB Coding ends

N

BbeRAG1L —— NBD|

N

HzeTransib

loop
acidic hinge

Core loop v PHD 5.:|:[|:':3.
MmuRAG2 | [({{ | H 3 5

B 1 RAGNHSHIVOIEHHH. A: /NE12/23RSS, ProtoRAGHI5/3TIR M HzeTransibf)5/3TIRFFFI LI, 4K 7 EER R
heptamer/F 41, Z4(a ()7 B nonamerF51); B: RAGNSHIVD)EHGSFE; C: NRRAG1/2, S Ef1BbeRAGI2LFIFFH
HzeTransibs MR ELEL. Z0 O 2R RSP IDDESEFP, 5Lt s R RRAGHUE B YN 5 R &R IR AL 51, Bbe, 3C&
1 Hze, %% 48 Mmu, /MR

Figure 1 RAG-mediated V(D)J recombination. A: Sequences of 12/23 RSS and TIRs of ProtoRAG and HzeTransib. Heptamers and nonamers of
TIRs and RSSs are depicted in red and green, respectively; B: schematic of V(D)J recombination mediated by the RAG complex; C: protein domain
organization of mouse RAG compared with BbeRAGL and HzeTransib. The red and purple dots represent the evolutionarily conserved DDE motif and
the residues mutated during the domestication of RAG, respectively. Bbe, Branchiostoma belcheri; Hze, Helicoverpa zea; Mmu, Mus musculus

Signal joint

Coding joint

RAGIFIRAG2IE R ik B HID3, Ep, EragflASE
(antisilencing element) 25 A H o4l LLA#ERAG
FEP o Fk ), BB F IMFoxO1, Foxpl, Gata3,
Pax5fllTkaros %5 AT B[] 1 17 RA GEE R 75 bk L 4l i & &
AR I HAR, RAG2 BN 516 R 42 515
RAGHE AW 1T Pk B 1) 76 20 B R A G L. 4 B R
A EF CDK 1 7] B FE 1L RA G2 5 A 149047 75 &,
w2 B LINRAG2 WS E3TZ 2% B2l Skp2-SCF 5| &
BENE AR AR Y. RAG2UFEMRSS, RAGIR
SRPTTEAN A% N 2R 4, HA 5 V(D)JE HE 0 i& PEAK
e,

AMIYRAGHIRIE V(D) EH, RAGA FH
it 3% O 4, T B2 V(D) EE HEA 2. TCRPIHE A Jo

H1V-23RSS, 12RSS-D-23RSSHI112RSS-JHE [ F B AH R,
MR 122300, FCVEE R A BT BB I RE R gk AT
HEHE SR AEAE IR N AR/ ILTCRBTV 1 By B4 AN
T B, X2 NRAGIHE D FXFRSS 4135 35 1
UFPE, A3 TCRPZEE A T DRI EHE, X AR A
1223805 Ak, RAGHTRSSE 15 51 th 45§
b, BET S0V (D) EHE R D, mﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁn
KW, RAGHEHIICTCFE &N FIF R 51/
(DY EHERIRE, MG 'éf%k%ﬁﬁﬁ?mmﬁ?ﬂmzt
= (IgH) 2 HE o 1 7207,

55 P3N W RAGHE R ) 30k 52 B 7™ 4% P 45 AN TR,
REBEMINVRAGHR N M FRIE T RE A A F & H
JE,  UnBE - ORI E P TOES ¥ RA GRS IR ] 78 L A B i o
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To/b AR PUR S AL 22 A AL AL B IR 5 T A

LIEPAPL AT T AR B 0 9 SN AT AR R
HERAGH &I S IR, X FUR, RAGH
EHRIE NI R B e 3, I
e E FE IR AR s RE 1R BB BL

1.3 V(D)EHA IR 55

FEIE MYE S A T O 2, tHRAGE &4
N FHVD)IEHALEEE 7w R IIEH. mTv
(D) HHE 4 H509% S HORH S PN A AE T i
KT, HEIEAEY T FHRRAGI LRAG2H 7]
BER, FEEREAVONEAZ FFIRR, WA NIE
W3E R G R G YR I B

H T V(D)JE HL G5 A% A4 o DN A% BEAL
HAEHE AL, V(D) EHEVLGIBE R, HEEEER
928 %% 5% Susumu Tonegawa 2] A" B 613 PEHE 32 - V(D)
JEAFT G IE T DNA% BT (5L petd N 0F. BES,
o 5 FAERE FEV(D)TE HER 70 F WL B, AR )
FH TV (D) T EHELIE T DNAKL -7 IR (KE2).
T 5%, 1£1989~19904 ##[H], 3¢ [H % 4 4 ¥ % David Bal-
timore A1 A" "% L T A S V(D) E HEKI BTN 04>
¥, RAGIARAG?2, FHH/nr 7 eIl ifn2/
23RSSFAIN FHUR SRR Z REER P24, BT
RAGIFIRAG2{EFE N A B XF M) o041, FE HImiLIX 2

9&%[39]‘

20054, Vladimir V. Kapitonov
Z RIRAGS Transibz4EER

RNEAMNE AR, B ST AR B e EE R A
i, 3t— B3R T V(D) JEHE i 1 R JR ((E3).
F201H£0K, David G. Schatz [\ 5 A &1 i sz
BRI, WIAIYIRAGI/RAG2EEE WA A SV
(D)JE A A U1 R R FIRSSTE 5 R v i AT A6 R 747
S P2, RV (D) E R e e R R AR AL T 0GR
(11 S 3. DreyfusFGelfand™ 3@ it 77 51 43 b7 4% S0
FLAMIRAGE A EZ YR FIRSSEAL T DNAKE
JEFHITIR(terminal inverted repeat)/ 41, Kapitonov&s
PR T A S b K BT Transib 155 Fr i
1% B 5 RAGIZ 0T 5 A FJEME. Hencken®s
NV AR A D) S R RE S 2 B, Transibi R
ERTTIRME RSB HEINYIRAGE GW1EH TRSS
JERE SR, 35T T AR 3 P & 1 (A DNA =47,
B—PHUR RAGLIZ LS5 H I FIRSS [ 51 AT RE i
T Transib JiE-T-. 20064F, Jonathan P. Rast[# B\ 75 i
1% B RE (Strongylocentrotus purpuratus)3E R 24 I
RILT Bt BB, I Rtail-to-tail i (A RAG1-like 1
RAG2-likeB: IR (E13). HIREKIGHRAG-like 3k R 7E L A
H R AT 2R B A A i C S AL B YIRAG
H DR e FE AR, AR AE 568 IH RAG-Like = R ) B I O R
R OLEE PR THREAE 78, EL AN TSD(target site duplication)
KTIRFH. Fit, RE L@ V(D)I E IR

20237, FRMVINPARAGL_AFLEE
SRARI, H—H57eE T RAGHES
SRR,

19794, Susumu Tonegawal7IpA
RIVDNEHANGI, FiRETUER
SHINRE RS RIRRIZE.

2016, HLLANENESED RIS
ProtoRAGH:HE S, NV(D)JE HFBIHEEE
FRRRGRHEREE.

1980 2000

2010 2020

1989-19904H#7|g], David
Baltimore A &3 5 'S
V(D)JEHHRAGEAIEE

St

2019-2020F8), RAGEEEESHITE
20062013, FRstgERs | \ THRIABRBERS
RS & RTRAG ke BE".

19984F, David G. SchatzFA R
RAG & A B§EVARSINEEE G IR,

B 2 RAGHPEIFR SR TR

Figure 2 Timeline of the studies on the origin and evolution of RAG
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20224F, RAGHEESBYTIR
WenEanfMimERe.
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Tss

Tss

o TS (470 aa) (850 aa) SR y
AanRAGL ~ — 3 AanRAG2L ~ e—— AanRAGIL e&— J4——
5379 bp .
SS,
5 | (983 aa) (499 aa) 3
SpuRAG — — - SpuRAGTL e—e SpuRAG2L — —
Tss (1136 aa) (366 aa) =
. aa aa ;
g s | ITR
ProtoRAG —.a - —-BbeRAGIL e—e  BbeRAG2L— — =
7630 bp <_|
Tss
Tss
: |—' (1040 aa) (527 aa) .
MmuRAG E— MmuRAG1 o— -MmuRAG2 -———
Tss
Tss
5TIR l_'(507 aa) 3TIR 3
HzeTransib —} HzeTransib *— }
3518 bp
} 5 bp-TSD TIRs 5-/3-UTR eePoly A coding exons

& 3

BTN RAGHRFE R A _E A~ . Aan: Aureococcus anophagefferens; Spu: Strongylocentrotus purpuratus; Mmu:

Figure 3 Schematic of the genomic organization of mouse RAG and RAG-like genes in several representative species. Aan, Aureococcus
anophagefferens; Spu, Strongylocentrotus purpuratus; Mmu, Mus musculus; Hze, Helicoverpa zea; Tss, transcription start site; TIR, terminal inverted

repeat; TSD, target site duplication

TRAGH: Fa 7 B UARAL T — & M SCFE, (Hl TR E
BHESI G DR AGER [ 11 3 K] 88 K R Rz 2 40 ¥ JIEL 9
TBRAG-like(RAGL)ET [ 1 2 K] Jo2 #5AS . £ 3% )i - 1)
SR, (H15V(D)TEHHLH IR T RAGH 111
B AT AR B = HAZRIAE F1EE.

20144F, Hp [H B} 22 B AL M)A 2 5 20 i AR ) S0
T B 01 /N 250852 0 o LK 2 B A 22 e B0 B A e
B 5% R A R R RI973TH RN SRR R, AE
8% Bk SC B i (Branchiostoma floridae, bf)3& [ 41
HR I — B S EHES IR AG L% O 7 51 [R5 A 471,
FRONBFRAGIL. ZHAESZIGUEH, bfRAGILE /DR
RAG245 A JE T IRBIRSSFHI NS V(D) EHE, &
WAE LB MY h R IRAGI I FIE S 7 B A S50
FLENIRAG UL WS M. BE S, 7E20164F, el
BAU3 i A b [ S B f(Branchiosto-
ma belcher)IERIH I, FrX 3B 43R H 4T
RGP 288, RILT — O B M DNAR; -7
JCtt, #RAProtoRAG. 5¥FRH AN FLBhYIRAGHE K 1)
TR GER 5, ProtoRAGHS BET L5 — Xtail-to-tail

SR IRAGI-like IRAG2-likeFe R, B[R,
ProtoRAGL T ifib L& —% M EE FH|TIR, LA
J—%F5 bpfITSDF A (E3). HLEIBF RN, S
FIYIRAGE &N T WV (D) HE i 72 & B AL,
ProtoRAGHi 4t [IRAGIL L RAG2LEE At 7 E
WEAEY, ARERHE S TIRFE S 3 S5 B KT8
FDNAMEESE™ ProtoRAGI R I % Fo 1 FEHL
I FL V(D) E LG I T RAGH: e 1 IR
VLERAL T I E B Y. Bl S, BF5C N RAHETE 5 1
W R B AR R B 38 R E RE T RAGL
i TR AP FE20224F 1 — T o, 12 e 1A
BN Vi 3o 49 2 68 T AN K I R 4L B, 7E SR
M A% AW & 3R (Aureococcus  anophageffe-
rens)FEF AP RIL T 124 &t 2 HE B FIRAGL
AT, WIS V(D) HE R YR B 3 25 540 i %
AP(E3). b, BN G X Transib,
RAGL X RAGE AT RGBT, 1H T 847
B Transib% e T F1RA GL¥: FEF Y Y8 T 40 W Tran-
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To/b AR PUR S AL 22 A AL AL B IR 5 T A

14 RAGL% ¥ W16 E£YIL

S Transib 5 RAGIL XRAG X0 B 741 HH
UTHEARAR, {2 =35 #60 & OR~F IDDEME AL A% O 7. T
HEAUTRSS, Transib¥ FE-T TIRFF A& A (R 55
B4 (heptamer), 17 512 BT = AN o BE (R~ [ L CAC?,
AN, Transib’e 1k = JmhS RAG2-like ) 3 ],
HH P R 56 A OB T Transib’e FERG(123). H pim:
— R IE B 5 L BE T B Transib s a2 RYR TR 4%
(Helicoverpa zea)(tHzeTransib™*"*"*". HzeTransib%
i SRAGUZ 07 51 LL B = N FINBD 25 A4 35, AH %)
i, HzeTransibHITIRJF %! /1 5k Z nonamer-like ¥4
(I TAFIC), 3% 15 ] Transib 5 RAGTE AR (A |
BHRErER. BTN HzeTransib S5 DNAJEYI 45 & 1Y &
MRgER], K2 David G. SchatzF B\ R B, A1 LT
RAGI1, HzeTransibfE45ty k= S5RAG2H HAEH 1
X1, {HHzeTransibE A — /NE A loop s
(328~334 aa), ZloopfE % i ()2 T REE A5 € FEDNA,
BN 72 Transibfilt = RAG2 I #M.

E IR 1 R Bl W b A P B R 1,
R JRa - (1) BRIk B 2 1 T L R AR e
I, ESEFEKAREAE RS, w2
A o0t i A R 2 R A T A B iR s,
945 7R ProtoRAG R A 58 W 15 1 1 v A ik 2 v R KR
TETE, TR IEHINE 7R T ProtoRAGR:—N 6% H
WG G e 7. 3k — 2P iE i X) RE A 45 & ProtoRAG TIR
7 508 ) AR BBl 2E47 ik, BRI SC &
YY1(Ying Yang 1)A-F A4 ProtoRAG )% Jo %
JETE T, MITTE4ERE ProtoRAG AR YE R R RHE 375 &
R MR e, oYY 1R IEE H A] §8 & Proto-
RAGTEAL T F T P e A2 E 245 5 Bl 2
—PU SRR, SRSSHILIAEZEM, ProtoRAG
TIR/F F1 [R5 R 7 P K 7 F1HK BE % ProtoRAG I i 14
BEREHE, JUHAZTIRF IR FCAC=TgHE, Hr
AT B — MR 1 2R AR AR 2 7 5 W Proto RA G I G e
WEHEPY 5 — AN T ProtoRAGHS FET D g Ak 1 B 22
70K F David G. Schatz/Yong Xiong/44: % & AR K&
PEP Mt X S Bt RAG LA PR BG 5 & W I 45 44
BEAT AT, R FLENYIRAG] H HE649F1S963 17 £
HIAFAEAE A H A T XA T (coupled  cleavage) (1 fiE 7]
BERT, HRAGIZE ARS48(7 5 L X RAG2EE [ Clify
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P M B BE X A1) T I LB YIRAG R &N 556 R 11
WEIED David G. SchatzHI B\t it —H & 3, RAG2
1 0 G5 1 35 i loop(333~342 aa) B XTRAGE & 1Y
S T AT R TP HIE . AR R A, R
DNARY 2SR, WIALSIYIRAGLEL HNBDZ 1
AR BIRSS H ffinonamer/7 %1, 13 & RAGILTE R
SR FE D, U CTT 45 Mt v R 45 & 11
F e R B AT T X FDNAJE YR BB R A £
MU ASTE I, (HOX L6t 735488, FHRAGLA. HEfE H]
RAGH AR AL FE T, E649, R848 K S9635: 1
fR3E B R4, RAG2ERPEESBEIX X RAGT CTTL)RE,
PI3R1F/ 5 A RAGLFL BEFG 4 1 R I HRAG H 24
Tty P D

i #, David G. SchatzFI#4: 22 8 F A — 54
&, TRk R(Ptychodera flava)t KB T AZK
RAGL¥5 T (PAIRAGL_A), #t—35 NRAGHITELIR AL
THREED. RARKEINERY, ARRAGLEHET 5
BHENTHIRAGEA HILMELE KR, PIRAGL_A
CLA & —SERAGHIHFAE, HLWIPIRAGIL AfFEAE S50

TR, AWBZ, PRRAGIL ARFECEfM
RAGILHIBLICTT 45448 % 5 W FLE IR AG 1 AR AL
FINBD4; 435, L TIR 7 nonamer-likef /3 71, 1% L&
FEERIR A PAIRAGL_AV] fghb T RAGL¥L FEFIAIRAG
A R R R DR ALY RSN PARAGL AT AN
THRE IR FOK HE— D H 7RRAGLA. JE R M) RAG = 2H i
AL

75 _ERAF AT A b, AR BN B T V(D) &
HENLH F IR S AR R (1814). B, HAZE
YN Tranisb % % - 18 1L 3R — AN RA G 2-like [ 2 [ T
R IE I RAGLYL 1. 1Ebf J5 b i #EH, Transib
WA F B A2 KT JE R %5 7% (horizontal gene transfer,
HGT), IMRAGL¥: FET-1E Z M 3Py b e B s AL, A
B M VMBI AL I B, BL T 58 HESD
YIRAGEA T & 32 0 AIARRAGLEL i T A%
RAGLLFETlIT B4 2 — BRI Mg VERFHIN
0, TR VAITEE R B, B S, RAG1E HE649,
R848F1S963 554 55 F13E b 1 i3E 1k, RAG2LER H R M8
B A I3RS, 0] T RAGLE: LR 2 &4 1S FaTE
P, &5 TRAGE GWXTEYINGAVIEI I 6e 71, M
et T RAGE A/ AP 1E £k,
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Figure 4 Model for the origin and evolution of RAG-mediated V(D)J recombination
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Origin and evolution of antigen receptor gene diversity

YUAN ShaoChun, HUANG ZiWen, CAI ZhenXi, HUANG ShengFeng & XU AnLong

Guangdong Province Key Laboratory of Pharmaceutical Functional Genes, MOE Engineering Research Center of South China Sea Marine
Biotechnology, Center of Evolutionary and Synthetic Biology, School of Life Sciences, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275, China

The immune system can be divided into innate immunity and adaptive immunity. Since key organs and molecules of adaptive
immunity, such as the thymus and the major histocompatibility complex, are present only in jawed vertebrates, they are considered an
evolutionary innovation in vertebrates. Their origin has attracted substantial attention in the field of evolutionary biology and
immunology. This review focuses on recent advancements made in the mechanism and evolution of antigen receptor gene diversity,
specifically in the transposon origin of V(D)J rearrangement and host domestication mechanism of the RAGL transposons. This study
also summarizes the research progress on VLR and other immune receptors with diversity in distinct evolutionary stages. This study

delves into the evolutionary trajectory of antigen receptor gene diversity and provides new insights and technologies in the healthcare
field.

antigen receptor gene, RAG, V(D)J recombination, evolution
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