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Abstract: In order to survive all kinds of stress conditions, plants have evolved complex mechanisms to
sense external signals and respond to environmental changes in the best way. Epigenetic mechanisms
regulating plant responses to external stress are one of the important mechanisms discovered in recent
years, among which DNA methylation is at the core of epigenetic modification. In this paper, the biological
function, mechanism and future prospect of DNA methylation in response to plant stress were described
in recent years, so as to provide theoretical reference for the research and application of DNA methylation
in plant genetics.
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FERRRE TR, MR EKE AT RS YRS 5 I8 R AR R R I 2 AL
5 IRZES, NMEEIREN L3 B MR A RIS Z—o HAT, AMT—BOANRME AL 2 0 T0R
5, Rt R 22k AN AN S AR Y g
() 5 (kR 4> 252018). 9 T REMS 78 e &4 T Yk 2020-03-12 fEFE  2021-01-26
HEE R B 2 WL SR SR A B 2, M ®EY ERAREIEREE(31571585) YLHE E SR RIGH

RRk) BE2019377F1 E 5K & s fF & 11X H (2016 YFD-
T 0 A 158 A% A A8t o 4 e B2, G H 3R 08 388 A% AL 0300501-03).
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DNAJFHI AR AT A% 1) 2508 5 R e ik g ) 2
(WufliMorris 2001). DNAF &4k, Yeti i 8 98 K /N
RNAZAT &R ML 1 EE &E 2 —, HPDNA
AL AE 120 1 Hh AT A% 0 37 (Grrativol 552012) o
A SDNA FEEAL (T 72 25 SR 2 5 b T3 Al I
AU, T 6 AE PIDNA H AL (1 BIF 5230 47 5k A T
U2 B EMN, BT AR EY A aE s E
TV, TN IARIE A 22 AT 0 BT S I A

1 DNAHEL

FH 24k 2 DNA I — R oR AR B 1 5 2, 75 A%
Arh, B A R AR A R i S S ALK IR T b
FHDNA FH L2 i (i Ak, DAS-JIH FH i 24 R (S-ade-
nosyl methionine, SAM) A4, K B JL 44 % 21| firg 1%
WE T AR RS- FR 2 O I e (5-methylceytosine, m5C).
19254, m5CH IRAE 45 1% 50 B B 1) S5 4% B 22 7K il
P4 K B (Johnson A1 Coghill 1925). B &, 7644
YRR I T B R K IRmS C H RS i (Bewick
H1Schmitz 2017).

DNA fifg ez g B A0 A& 2 B ALFE A X R (mCp-
HpH) B E£ AL A6 FR (mCpGAImCpHpG) H 34k, . 78
T, DNAF AL & A TE T A i e 741 -, A
FE3FP2E A, HICG. CHGHICHH (H:FH=A.CHT),
5 FLAN YD AR LL, R A 35k DR 26 S C L 451 A
&, ASIE) Fh R G BB AE 6%~25% (Steward 2£2000),
HAEMM. AL, REAREY B IR P (Vany-
ushinHl Ashapkin 2011). 4511, E4U ¥ T+ (Arabidopsis
thaliana)™h, CG. CHGAICHH 1] B ZAL 7K P43 5 A
24%. 6.7%K111.7% (Dhar%52014). B 4= I fk %
FEH)AH24.3% 1 H s e AL, LA R I mnd s,
CG. CHGAHICHH [ H JE Ak 7K ~F 73 il 157 155 44.5%
20.1%F14.0% (LiZ£2012). #EH%73E K 4 DNA 3
 EBERAEENRFICGE & X VLI & EEL P
b, LR E LR EE X . ZHARNA il EE
[X DL f %% & -1 (transposable elements, TEs)%% [X 15
(ZilbermanZ£2007).

2 DNAREMHEZRMTTIE

DNA HEAK RN 71 3 B AR A G 552019),
B — P oy H AL BURY 1 22 35 1% (methylation sen-

sitive amplified polymorphism, MSAP) PCRy%, H[1 4>
5l 4 ] [F) 24 Wg MSPY. Hpall 5 N V) EcoRTZL &
Xt 52 N 2L DNAREAT XUEE D), AT A5 2 KA RN
DNA v B, SR J53E EARRI R A UIRE#2 3k, AR E 3k
Fe TR N 51 0 HEAT T S AR FE 1, 1X
il 7 2 2 BEAE RO DNA B AL B 5 TR (B 42
~£252007; Aina%Z52004; CorreiaZ$2013), 5 Ffhly
fif X 50, 9% 2% (enzyme linked immunosorbent assay,
ELISA), 1% J7 2 32 52 X FF i 7 I mSC it 478 1
€, HAEH 5 mSCHRy 5745 5 1 S e FE TR R A
RO T B — Hoox B Ak R i i g BE AT € B (9%
T2011). 2 =y I HE AL DNA 2 e I 5 72
(methylated DNA immunoprecipitation-sequencing,
MeDIP-seq), % J7 % B o 24 A m5C ¥ 1H i 7 9t
7, R PUARRT e H 4L IDNA . LSS &
15 (methyl binding domain, MBD) &, Hth 25 4 Jiii 45
SRR AT S e IR UTTE, SR K3 L8 Fr 51 AT v i
B (Stelpflug262014; Xus2017). &5 —Fh A%
SROTES R S iU, TREBL, MAAZ.
5 VU M A VA 2 & 8 00 7 V25 (bisulfite sequencing),
2710 15 F LA R S 6 Ak B AR 1 1) B R HDNA
1 B R e rh R R R ) e 1 A AR PR R E, 1T
e HY A0 1 W e s A e e e . el
PCR e S35 22 Ji= (17 51, 5 o v e 2 e g g
JRUENE, F45 & il E I HOR, REE AR H 2
MR E iz J L v e S AR I 2, B = Ak
I Py 5 AR H L FH AR K, 3% 72 H I H ] T DNAKS:
M J792:(Liu&52017; BianZ5£2006)

3 DNAFREAL M R i 352 Bl o iR F

W E, WA A [F A AR AR a2
T BORE R R R A n, AT A 0 R 29 A ) B
Ko — BWMHB AR, K2 HOX N IS S M2 i
BB R K, 0SB T DU 22 5 3
L2 o 2 B A, XM RS2 R DA
B ) S5 A b B0k B S 1 e, B s A AL
(Dowen%52012; Chinnusarmyf1Zhu 2009). H1{LE
IF LLS- H i s g DNABE J 40 iy 55 (R )y oo, 38
ik FE R A A B DR A [ B, e 7 3, AT A S
5 A5 A4 (Williams A1 Gehring 2017).




782 TP A B 244 www.plant-physiology.com

3.1 MR AEEE

B — R AR N, B R A DB R
R 51 R, K 2 B B T DL i R A A
By 1) 5 2% 5% 2 48R 158 (Muthamilarasan £l Prasad
2013). A AEIEIEDNA FEAL B AR (1 2%
A3 G B DL B S5 AR I A B R B R .
oL 7 ] R A - DNA 25 H 64 B0 2 B 25
DR DA R — 6 577 A 5 TR A 2 =3, AT PR 1) 17 40 7
T3 S A AR P B T —— T A (R R A P g 8 A
Y RN BT, RIPURA R IE(YudF20132). XLk
55 75 B R 5 A DNA B AL B 2548 A6 AT DA
7K A% TR R, 15 48 30T ik Rl (Dowen £5:2012); 1)
BT AR FE2 (elongator complex subunit
2, ELP2)i& v} 5548 4 o % 5 B 3% ) 0% IR £ (non-
expressor of pathogenesis-related genes 1, NPRI) H.
&, A AENR SR B 5 5 e e B A o B G 0 5T
2, Va4 D7 EE R ) 3 A5 22 1k (Wang%52013a) . /)
# (Triticum aestivum) 5 AR e /N B 3 (A egilops
tauschii){E 5% A X} B (Blumeria graminis £. sp. tritici,
Bat) &Y 5, MRk M ARGONAUTE4a (AGO4a) 5.3
T, B AGO4a s 1% 1) 24nt- 58 5 T PLRNA
(24nt-short-interfering RNA, 24nt-siRNA) /K - [ &
Z A, e A R T R B AR B, HoA A
CHH-{I% R Ak 22 e PP LA XU P 2 o 1 < L
WO D RETol, WG 2R o AL g A
FUWAH SR N S, wd i B B & 5 BgBi A K
1 B0 AH G B R 40 B-1,3- 761 SE pE g 2 K] . DNA
FHAVLEF(DOMAINS REARRANGED METHYLASE 2,
DRM2)i% 3 R R UUER, MY 5 A 2008 Bt (it
(Geng%52019).  AN[F) 2 AL {55 i & W1 Psc (Plectos-
phaerella cucumerina) ! Hpa (Hyaloperonospora
arabidopsidis) % 1 7T 2 G b, K %2 #DNA-
directed RNA poly-merase V subunit 1 (NRPEI)#F
REPRESSOR OF SILENCING 1 (ROS1){& #t (1 |5 7
FE R R 5 35 52 DNA F 2 4F 1 4% (Sanchez 56 2016) .
TE-siR815/2 o3 — P A fx [7] 5. 52 % 2 76 A (minia-
ture inverted repeat transposable element, MITE) £iT
A [siRNA, B WRKY45-1(1N & T 774, X2 R
(Oryza sativa ssp. japonica)[f) KINEAR, TE-siR815
A] DLiE i RNA A 5 1 DNA F & 4k (RNA directed

DNA methylation, RADM)#1#| WRK Y45, M1 7 4
A B P R AR . WRKY45-1HE R
1A AT DL 58 06 A5 0 B B 1 (Zhang 55£2016a) .
KR8 2H & % i, 2. Tk B (histone H, deacetylase, Os-
HDT701) /& H 218 £ 7% Bl F1 2H 28 Mt <. 5% Iy
(histone acetyltransferases and histone deacetylases,
HDACs) 3% A, B2 8 Y% 7 (HD2 5% I —
A, JE s B KRG HR AR 2R 32 44 (pattern recog-
nition receptor, PRR)FH [ 1l AH 5¢ 3 K] ) 4H % (1 H,
LA IR, X 7K FE 1) G5 7733047 41 4% (Ding 55
2012),

)15 ] HH sIRNA A 5 [FIRNA P B A 9 06
BEMIBT ML . AE XA SR BRI GY R, i BEDNAKE
) 3% SR 7K, T 93 B AT AE TR e S A e 0 B ) A i
JE 7K MUTER . 2% 5 U2 UKL 25 (Mungbean
yellow mosaic India virus, MYMIV) 1] ££ K 5.(Gly-
cine max) "' 5| EC T AL, I I L5 #E A K2
MYMIV £ L () siRNA ) 730 A1, WEEERIEDTME RS
i ZAPK4169, J55 2 DNA 1)L K] [B] X 382 A2 1 B i
KPR H AL, HOK 2 HO)E 5% 55 1 siRNA 5 5
FE R[] X 4 F b, HRE S PESIRNA T RN E
24 nt, M {E 5B RIS3351, KZHsiRNAXS B T
T B Ak DA 2H () i i X 2, AT AL, J BEsiRNA S H A
X5 R X I 22 S 5 1 A A0 B ) Pt
L% Y] % Z (Yadav FliChattopadhyay 2011). #f—
B HZE 065 5% (Tomato leaf curl virus, TLCV C2)
T T8 5] 152 AE ) A S ) 33 AR e Ak 3 it (Lycopersicon
esculentum), M52 F| TLCV 1] il i M Sk & B 1) 4 FH
FE AL DNA B {4 16 38 1 3 7 18 (Bian552006) . i it
M B A % B8 (Tobacco mosaic virus, TMV)JEK
YL [P (Nicotiana tabacum)H ¥ S R 5 (R 40
4K, L5 21 5 Ak e 1§ % R NeA lix 1 3R 05, FF
¥ H 5 DNA B IR H R BE, 7R 1 0 17~
AR U i S ) 1) 9 B 15 3 SR DR TUER, W DARE O
ITEATART P9 Y53 R 5] NDNA B4R 1A 20 A,
N T35 IRAEH 99 55 (Cucumber mosaic virus, CMV)
1) FE PR U B R 8 (Kanazawa562011) . L A6 55 4k
K5 7 (Hop stunt viroid, HSVd)[FJRNAFR 1A 52 15
T DNA F 4k (Castellano®52015).  [A]Rf 3,
K AR % 7 35 DR 4 ) PR R A 0 27 A 1Y) 3 i 4 ot




K AE 48 4% DNA AL AE A i 32 B ad v FORIT S ik fe 783

A AL AR, 2 B A P il 2 1t
75 F 1A Mo A Jik R 32 15 48 4k (Rambani 552015), %%
Ji 24 2 A 5 5 T AR R R i R 2 1 3R R 1 A%
A5k (HeweziZ52017).

DNA H A0 AN 2 5 )05 0 A0 25 1
N, T HIEZ 55 A @A 34, W
JBE 6 5 3 B 85 (Funneliformis mosseae) & 4t 1 g 4%
16 F AV R 235 (Geranium robertianum) DNA FH L
k(VargafliSoulsbury 2019). DNA FF JEAY, 1) 28 4t £
X} 3% 2 (Ananas comosus) AR K B UL R LA
Y LB o0 Ak A 06 75 B (Satgé %52016; Nagymihaly 45
2017). L AR A A M W ) I 983K (Phelipanche
ramosa) I TR 35 S 4 P B 000 S 52 AN 8 i v
I (abscisic acid, ABA) ) DNA H 5 {f ¥ fil] (Lechat
£52015), #1307~ T DNAH AT 5 A P 3t
AR EEEN.

3.2 MR IEAEEE

DNA H AL B 25 A AE ) 52 A= P oy a5
YRR, T HAE w82 E A= Py iy 38 % o B AR
XEeRAE Y e E AR, . TRUKE
3.21 iBE

A EY) A AE KK B EE RN R
Z—. CAHITMEER] i AR 5 5] &2 DNA H
TR o eyl 2 M U e S DNA FE B AR
A (Naydenov552015). % iy il BUSNE A [B] (1) 18 46
(Gossypium hirsutum) ') DNA H JE AL 7K 7 AN [A]
TE R, ML UR R (HO5) /8 25 DNA F 34611
AT, JGH 2 CHHF B (P H=A, CE(T),
Hrf 24 A R 1 sIRNA KT 11978 1k 5 DNA H 3
WK B35 5, HLAE 25 (s A % 28 (reac-
tive oxygen species, ROS) AR i i85 12 Hp 1) 2 [K] ik
e E AT, AR RN AN S BAE 51 FiE
AIEA AR (MaZ52018) . 14 2 #k(Quercus suber)
FES5CCRy iR MR, DNA AL 0, %Rl is
ot B A R AE R 2B HH3 S WAk, R IR TR X
FEn LU ()38 R (Correia52013) . %8 4% Jit 5. (Lablab
purpureus) n] il i DNA H 346 2% i B 7K 4 12 FINO
I 5 il T U AP 18 1555 (Rai%52018)

L [F) #F 5 BOME AR DNA B BE LR S 5028, 78

KK (Zea mays). HHE (Solanum tuberosum). 4
4 5 (Antirrhinum majus). + 7 A6 FL I 75 (Brassica
rapa) VA } 3 fiti (Solanum lycopersicum) P 24 it 1E
(Steward %2000, 2002; F 75%52013; Liug:2017;
ZhangZ$2016b), W1 F KZmMII B &H — A HE A
2 R Y A0 R0 AL e e 33 e SR 1 R 43 P 4, I
TE WA S5 AT T 4ERF 25 EAIRES, AR &
(1) T K AR AR 57 1t Ac/Dis B 82 1~ X ek (1) IC HH 24k 72
HIMET 1R (171 i 51 2 ¥ (Steward 5 2000). i3t
— B SUR I DA 3 I ZmMIT 3 I 3Rk 5 %
INAFZ 0 [X DNA H B 40 K P FE AR A 5% (Steward 55
2002). fIGiRALTRS, 4 R — N A Tam3 £
CpNpNZE: /7 i H IR AR KA T 22, AT
5 7 Tam3 [ #% & (Hashida252006) . 4175 535 i X
WA )40 2K 5 48 R W0 5 () 1 DA S DNA T AL B2
1) 2448 % U AH 5% (Zhang %6201 6b)
3.2.2 Ehimie

SR IaAE 5 RN A F XY A R
KAEE 2 OCH B, O 2 PO 0 3 55w
B DNA BB, WIkR 18 (255 #R552009; Lu
52017). PEEE 15 (Medicago truncatula) (Yaish%
2018). I & (Kovaiik 25 1997) F1 7K #% &5 (Wang 2%
2015; Ferreira®$2015), (HAS[FA)FPE 25 Mpie T (1)
DNA I EALZ A RIAE . Wik b5 T 58
fhFhRusset Burbank’ i [XIDNA FH 34k K F &I, {2
I AT 5§ T H (Sabbah 25 1995)., 1 75 7E e £h b
18 N DNA H A0 38t A B S (Al-LawatiZ52016) .
HE— 20 M5 33 FRIBAtROS 1 1) F DR B 1 2K 8
il A= 0 AN T S A IS R R B X 3k R R Atk
ADWAR, FECT IR R FRIA KT, B T
5 iy 30 FR) ) 52 P (BhartiZ52015). 0L RE T+ 4 15 4%
4R 1EIE RADMIR 22 18 15 35 15 5 1 #7% 5% K F-MYB74
(XuF52015). $DLFG F-DNA H EAL ) S AL A met 1-3
X R R U N, IF R B /NRNASEAL R E
e F AL R B R D, SR R s R
5 K (AtHKTT) K 32 1K (Baek 552010) . DL B 7T Y
EE ML AZ A 2L R 41 DNA B B AN FR e fr
R T, FF5Z DNARE ARG VE P BRI (Wibowo 55
2016). /Mg J H AR Sk 2, KFE [ DNA H A&
7K 52 5 DR RS RN 2H 2R e 1 72 7 (Karan 552012,
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Wang%5:2015; Ferreira%:2015). £ ihi8 K, /KHE
R2R3E A MY B &% 55 [K 1 2 K (OsMYBY91) J5 3)
T BIDNA F RSN Y 7 AHOCIE A () 314 (Zhu
£2015), — A /KFE % 5% B ¥ (INDETERMINATE
SPIKELETI, IDS1)i# it H 5 87 £ & HGCCHEM
FE 7 ) DNA H 348 2l 5 5 transcriptional corepressor
topless-related 1 (TCTR1) LA 2 2H 25 (2= £ Ik A I
(Histone deacetylase, HDA 1)) FAH H.AEH, 15 N7
WA, 25 7 A e B2 BE DA ) X3, (045
LATE EMBRYOGENESIS ABUNDANT PROTEINI1
(LEA1) fl SALT OVERLY SENSITIVE! (SOS1) ]
W75 (Cheng®52018). OsHDT701 i3 2634 7] #4 Jn
ERANVBIE a1 52 M (Zhao%52014) . W WL, 7E2h
JpiE T, AR A0 E i DNA H 34k 2 500 75T #h
FEDRIBLI 2 AN [E] 1 o

323 F&

TREEWEKKESES —AEERMIEE
YiE R 2, N T IE NI, EYENIERS T &
M ] - 5 B AL (Zhang 2:2018a). 7K 7 - 52 1 )&
B PR ) H A O 25 19 0 (Yan 252010), Jf LADK151
HAIIR6A NI FEA B 1 /K FE T 5 B R Mg A &
i (Shaik flRamakrishna 2012), & Bl i T 5 g i
7 DNA F A AT 7 (1 202 o 42 Bk P 41 DNA R 6 4L
2 R 12.1%, T H.29% B4 FF S A0 AE 36 A B3k 147
SRR B (WangZ5:2011) 0 £ 7K 73 Joiy 38 A0 EE R 2%
N, B2 R KR b AR TR20°A1°CO43°, BAK
2> FLAT T 54 0 1 7K A b A pmke3” AT Paiyur
local’, & IAE I 3% K Fg i A 3 1 4K (5'-Cm-
CGG-3") L%, KA IE/KFEDNARS'-CCGG-3'f7
Fir, 5mCpC % H R AH L, mCpG 4% H & [1) 41
. MRS, SREMEXT AR, T R 8UR
FHAR20) K4 T DNAZE H AL, T 5 A pmk3°
F¢Paiyur local’ | /& £ T DNA HH 34k, B SE T
R 1k 1) 2 A% (SujiFl Joel 2010), 7E % #t (Euca-
lyptus camaldulensis) 1 J& W ¥ (Eucalyptus urophylla)
FF) 25 28 bl (1 BB Bk VMOS AT 7 ik VMO ) 30
ZLE|DNA AL JE DR A 22 S R R B, T A bk 2R 1
ABAEW& i ABE J5 HPYRI-ABAZ AR E SV
T ABA MR 0 15 S 4 0. T AE K P iE
ZAETR, SRR AR IR R I 7K o e 8 1 i S R

EgrDREB2. 53 [R (183 ABA AR 6 1t 47 156 AN ATS 44
B (B R K EgrCPK26 (55 LT UM A &8
KRB, H—5H, AT &4, T8
JE Pk & # DNA methyltransferase 1 (EgrMET1) I
DECRESED DNA METHYLATION 1 (EgrDDM1)
FE DR (1) 2208 7K 1y T 52 14 1, 3% BH ABACRI 1 25
TAE 5 AR R B AR Bt 2 5 ke 7K o3 e =
Kot i 52 14 R 52 ) (Martins 252018), ] WA Y 18 T
FLINF, N DNA R AR 1 2% I AF 78 o Bl 7] 22 57t
HItFRR, /£ T2 a0 BT, AR KAE M AR
LAV FE B A R T B0 25 R 3Rk, AT 32 =K
FEI 5 VE (B HEIR 252009) . K (Hordeum vulgare)
R AR B0 .2l (Chwialkowska52016); 7K 43 fifr i
75 3 Wi 5. (Pisum sativum)F3 9 3 [K 25 H 1) o i i 1=
AL, T H 5 CCGGHEFHIA %, JLH &% —
Mz g R e R R R A IR 25 1 N (Labra %$2002), 7]
JLDNA H Ak 1 2% B A2 R S 1 22 3t R AR )
JE - A il A ) L . Asrl R B A AR
e g HE B g i R IR, AR R ST R = R
[FVEY), 5 %A 3 B Fr Asr] DNA b i e g
FI 110 A FR(CNN) AL s R 27547 R 117 H Ak
Fric 2 B, FEREE P P H3K2 Tme3 % M i 4% br
TE IR FIRNAZK P (1) R ERIA T 7, XL H
A F B RN X8, T W, £ TR,
FE T Mg B R FOU S B R (1) 77 A (Gonzalez
&2011). FFEWE B EIE ST 7 4MKFEHAT A H
(OsHAC703. OsHAG703. OsHAF701F10sHAM701)
(1) 218 (Fang552014) . ) A b AR Ja AR FF 147 B4 bk
I T-DNAT] % & B Y 3 AL R AL, 7228 T 85
VIR AR e B R BOR, et B8 R IR R ABA K P
Hr] /- FDNAF AL, H TS 5T S a Ry
HE R ) 715 (Gohlke452013), 27 1 ASKIEIIDNA
FH R A R 508 2 R AR T R IR B A 5
3.24 E€EIME

BRI T O A W B B E & 8 WA i Y
DNA FUEAG K038, (HAR LA A . Hp AL
Cd™ MICr™ 2 3t 5| #2332 (Brassica campestris)Hil
% N (Raphanus sativus) DNA H 3E4 7K F- Tt 51 (Labra
Z52004; ¥4 2£452007). 1M = 2 (Trifolium rep-
ens) M1 K J#k (Cannabis sativa) % Ni**, Cd™ F1Cr* 2%
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HEE R G, FE K Z4IDNA B A K S B
(Aina’%2004); 1 FOKAEPL™ T, FHICHE R (1 H L AL,
M A IK(Ding%52014) . &5 A4 P45 (2002) AN A
WIEHIC™ . Cd* FHg™ # 4@ 55 T R B /KRG AT/
%, R ILHE 2 DNA 340 K P B 2038 I8 777 77
BN . KRG 1F T DNA H 40t /2 H
B A5 L] Z — (Bocchini 452015), 2= A 21 4%
(2012) R ILSO, Jilp it 5 B\ 7 T+ NIT, 22 [ i 3 1 X
AL KT FRAR, NIT2RE R #5% Bl 25 L, DNA
FR 614 5 25 ot AL 420 4 i ) o o2 o 420 i R 4 i
T 5
3.2.5 HfthIE%4RmE

CLAIROS12 —FIDNAB E HEH, @it 531
DNA % FBE {400 1) [ 58 A4k ot 1 9 S 5k TR 2R
TR IRAUTE T+ ROST A AR ik D] 5 4 2447 FH 6
ik 1% 3 0 3k 4 1) 0% 12 3 5% (Gong %5 2003)
CL &k IR ) B 2 FT B0 A8 DNA F3EAL /KT, 7K 7
(KouZ5201 1) MI=EHi(Leymus chinensis) (Yu%52013b).
FR P —MIRBE R T (N 51 )35 Mutator
JGAF (MuDR) 1) H 546 7K P B, AT 38 0 mudrA
HMimudrB ) 215 5 (QianZ52010)., [FIFEH:, L IF
BB YL TR, DNA FF AL o B B i 5 5 2
—(Yong-Villalobos%$2015). 7K 7518 i bk 7 71 4b 3
Jei W %2 1) 4= 3 R 417K SF [ DNA H 3E L B 25 (Lu
2016). L7 7F EFFECTOR OF TRANSCRIPTION
(ET)IHREAINE R AL e T 802 2 k& B, i B
et TSR TE R 4 T Y DNA FH S04 5 1k 25 B R ik
SRR FL R S 2 S R B IX S AT % IR A
117 H# S DNAME S RN T 48 AR RIS B (Tedes-
chi%$2019). 7E AR P AL IR 0 R, K FE
T AR 28 R o FE B U 22 2 DNA H 36163
A (Narsaid:2017).

4 DNABEALTEN s A B s 7S AT HL&l

VD4R A% N, FERNAK #i [ RNA K 4 1 (1)
TERR, Alf B RNATE SO RNA B AN R
e 5 B 5710, T OWUBERNA, B /5 7E Dicer-like
3 (DCL3)HMEH T, XL K XUEERNA (double-
stranded RNA, dsRNA)#{ Il T i% 24nt-siRNA,
AR T AR R P2 R, 580

[K % 4-DNA H H4k . fH ) DNA ) H B LA 2
P 2 WAL, S E) oo 1R R AR R R L
IR S oo A, 0 4 R I R ) 2 IR B i N 2
AR EEEREE, —MFEDNAF IR
B HMEL AL H YRR DL S 2 L T
AR T, X L FE 52 B 2 AN B (AL,
I B 32 20 A [ I 45 8 2% (1) 7 4% (Zhang %5 2018a)
(K1),
4.1 RNA7T 5 AIDNAE £ 1L (RNA directed DNA
methylation, RADM) % 31

MK AL BT PEDNA S il 5 18T AR B, DNA
FR ARG AR A FR BB R 7 s | BB /L DNA
H 34k, RAIDMIRZ EDNA AL SR 58 — 4
R % (MatzkeZ52015) . #iLAY (U RADMIE % 32 52
f04524nt sIRNAs ) £ ) 2B (75 22 Pol IV, RDR2
HFIDCL34 43 2 5) LA S M Sk F AL (75 22K Pol V
I CZARNA . agod4h 4 1) 24nt-siRNAsFI M Sk U
fIDNA H B RS B 2 5) 524 KA TR Britt
2N, FEIEAFAE Y K Pol TI-RDR6-DCL2/4 1) fit
U@ B, Tk #121~22 nt-siRNAsIE 32 5% 5 )5 il i
SEHE R PTERE R . RADM AL @ 11 Pol IVAKHHfH) /N T
PLAEFH, B0 T2 R A s X 3, RIS 4E[X Pol VA%
SIS AERNAM BAEH MRNASL 5. i o #r T
EEAEY) AIMEY). ALY BT A
TR EARH . NRNALL B ADNA G )
i e v PR A, R LA 1 R A 2 B A R ) e —
{7 4E T RADM i 1% O% i 5 K] 1 70 P (M %5:2015)
ALY 19w PSRNAZE &% Hi B H, # s IFALY 22
I8 i 45 7 M RADM& 4 H ARGOG6 flTPol Vi 4 1]
W, 2 5% i mRNA (Choudury242019), Pol IV
18 3k SAWADEE [F] Y 380 4% 47 55 21| H b 5 [8] 4 25
(SAWADEE HOMEODOMAIN HOMOLOG 1, SHH1),
— PR U IR 45 M Bk B 1, i L Tudor 45 44 380117
B A B B AL B H3K AN B 34K fTH3K9., SUVH2 AN
SUVHOE it 25 & & 3L CG % 1 BR [ SRA
(SET and RING finger-associated) 45 f4) 43, 18 5%
Pol VX445 CAFfEDNAH JAL A7 s i RS54, —
LERADM R AR ik 5 30 23 DU ER F1 4 i) Rl FROS 1
Z, ROS1 H A DNAME ALK i B v v, e /B T
DNAJTER S T H SWIAGOsH E5) 2 F3tfL. X
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Fig. 1 Dynamics and regulation of DNA methylation in plants under different stress

> AH# § Zhang%(2018a)—XL .. BER:

U — (1) 20 7 F0, 45 Snf2 G £, Jifi 2 9 AH SC L R K
JtA(DEFECTIVE INRNA-DIRECTED DNA METHYL-
ATION 1, DRD1)[F] % 51, % %6 7544 5% Pol IVAIPol V
(P S L B . B4, Pol VINRE T B —suhh 57
DNA & 5 # 4, i1 RNADIRECTED DNA METH-
YLATION 1 (RDM1), DEFECTIVEIN MERI-
STEMSILENCING 3 (DMS3). SUPPRESSOR OF
TYINSERTION 5-LIKE (SPT5L)#ImicroR-CHIDIA
C (MORC), 1X %t A EFAeta Yy i BE Kk, W Re
TEFFACHEY) KA RERAEH . AR 4 X RIDM
W N HFEIOHA T REARRWR, (B2 AR
S oy, X IR 2 ok H AL R A0 FE T
HEHE, IR R A T A A, = T 2 (1)
HEHE o AR 75 X 5 ZRNA K H A% g i %t o
()18 o3 T A B, JC H AR RADM A [A] f7 55 H 1)
Pol ITFIPol VA A #EsiRNA A 5 114 22 PR T BR Bl A
A2 Pol IVHTPol V, $)4345 B 2 B Ao E I, ok
F 8 WHZILFE AN R (CastellanoZ52015 ).

BIARAS 5 (base excision repair)i& 2,

4.2 DNAREALRI4ESRS

TEYIDNA H AL HEHF th o€ T MO i 1 77 31 A K
X} BifYIDNA 4L . RADMI& 1Rl 257 RNA-
DNA 1 JL-F- A (4 LW i€ (CG. CHGAICHH,
FHAAA. TEFHC)F . ) T &€ 332K 45
R A [R] ) s we F L B A% Bl 20 0] 2 P L A 7 Tl
(methyltransferase 1, MET1). 4t 5 H 5L AL B (chr-
omomethylase 3, CMT3) A 45 14 35k 8 H H 3L 4% 4 iy
(domains rearranged methylase, DRM) (2575 2 45:2014),
FLRMET1 32 2 2 556 Fr CpG i 1 i H =4k 1) 4
FF(Lindroth%52001); HEYHREA FICMT3 1 B X 45 22
L Bt 3 = A2 DRI )iz 1 7 41 1) X FRCpNp G kAT
F1 34k (Lindroth2£2001; Tompa%5:2002); A%} Fx H1
FEAL I YERF th 7T 58 52 FIMET1AICMT3 (i 521,
JNSUVH2HSUVHI A LA JIIMET LK A6 ) Y Ak,
MM #E — 26 RADM A7 i B4R ZEPOL YV, JF H i T
CMT3HKHiICHG AL I 7 H3K9me27KF-, M
MERE T CMT2ME4LIFECGH 244k . DRMH 4L
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AL AE X FRAL A CpNpN I M Sk B 4k (Cao il
Jacobsen 2002), £ 5 DRM1 I DRM2 (Zhu 2008).
CMT3 5 21 & [ 1 & % # il [SU(VAR)3-9HOMO-
LOG4, SUVHA]Z 5 A% R B[R] TAE, fEH3K9 |- 4 HF
1 B TH, 1) AL, I 2 S 40 ) 42 65 [ bR & (Du
2:2014), CMT27E &3 48 A H, 1) 57 G (05 _F i
1L CHHH B4, #IHIRADM, Ff52 Ju )7 5 4 5
DDMI1 5%, DDM LYE X} FR 5 1 /57 41 4E RFDNA
A0 A A2 DA T I
4.3 DNAKXHEL

i = DNA H 38 A0 i DA R H 56 A ARk 4k ) 5 35
DNA 7 24k, DNA 2 L R © 48 Ak FE AL
(1) R s g Jd 25 R K BT ARSI R . A H
FeAb oy B A S PR 3, B30 2 B R A
T DNAK il J5 M3k B JE A RS FRAE 5 (1) F 640 4
R MR E 52 R 8T — A Re b
AT N 2 A il B0 PR A i b g ADNA - sl 2%
Y] B 15 & (base excision repair, BER)i%& 4% 3K 5231
1] (Morales-RuizZ£2006), fEflFEIFH KL T4
Pl Th BE FIDNAE HE 1L, 737 yROS1. DMEI
(TRANSCRIPTION ALACTIVATOR DEMETER)
A & DML2 (DEM-ETER-LIKE PROTEIN)FIDML3
&5 J: H L (GongZ5:2003; Ortega-Galisteo%5:2008) .
L5 7 ROS1/DEMETER X J#& ffim5C DNA ¥ 1k
Fil & FUR AP 3 — N BB RFAIE A DNA 25 H B4k
it (Gong52003), ROS 1L 4/ #H [r) % i 1 11 K& [A] [
X, KAET %2 TROSIE £ DNA GLYCO-
SYLASE/LYASE 701 % ) % i ¥ Tos 17 [ # for
(Tang%%2016). 1FLF5 7+ # APURINIC/APYRIMI-
DINIC ENDONU- CLEASE2 (APE2) 5 ZINC FIN-
GER DNA (ZDP)# ¥ Z)DNA 2= H 5:4L FIDN A5 45
15 v k5 B B A (Li%52018) . fEmSC] 3 1],
DME 73 51| 38 ik 3% 25 1) B- A1 8- 91 e 77 A6 3- B iR -0, B-
AN R R 3 -l 1 K i, AN IR B g (1) 40 R T APU-
RINICOR APYRIMIDINIC SITE LYASE (APEIL).
APE2HIARPZ 51X SE 4% 11 R 4L 1 (Lee 52014). Tiff
FL i — 4 K IMZDPHIROS I LEA&AMHE HAE I, IEAE
P S e 7 FAZ A A5, 7F £ B DNA 2 L
B AR — 4 32, ZDPTEROST 1) Ui S A H
(Martinez-Macias %£2012), I\ 5§ 7% 7 DNA 2= F %t

A& 118 77 R 7 IDMIFE ik = 2H 2 FTH3K4 = kL
B = H b et T AL A, 45A FH L DNA JF
LTRACH,, DAL= A 5o 7 5- H 2k i % i DNA BE JE 4L,
ity EC VR I Gy €0 BT IR B, A T ik DR D 2K (Qian 55
2012). ROS1 14 FH HE [R] B 0 4% i, AT g2 2%
JAEF-FOHE DR 2 [A] R 7, DARHL ik %% )32 Bt 1 ) DNA
AL RN FE KT ER 97 2 (TangZ52016). ROSTEF:
DRI 20 IX 5k 1) s A R — S i R EE A E AN =,
WIDM (LangZ$2015; Duan%:2017). 1E L5 7%
W S8 [ — AN [Rl T~ (ANTI- SILENCING 1, ASI1)
B B AT IR AR 1 TR IR &5 R S8R RNAGR 31 38 7,
Bl SIBMI A& Rt B E o4&, JR4
G R s, DM I3 R 2 SR IR AL, 1
FRIBM 1 4= K FE S A 1) IE ffy 2 15 (Wang %52013b) .

5 RE

TEAEY)H, DNA AL D) e 2 26 2 5 3L K
HENE F RET RN A B DNA T 51 TR DL K
PR BE R Rk R T H S sh AR, fEREY .,
DNA F 35 A4 bR 745 1 H 2 A 1 2% 48 43 4 g 0 S il
# J5 4K 4k & (Akimoto %5 2007; Boyko Fll Kovalchuk
2011). {HZAEHYIDNA F AL SO2 IR 5 2 4% 11,
Rfp, FEEA, AL EAEH oM. B8R
Hf X EYDNA R IEAA | K& RS,
L2 1 fir DNA F AL 1) AR DL K= A R AR ) 2
7, B RAR Z B 7T Rk B LR I R TR . (A1
B2, BT /KRR R A (0 5 e 1 ol AN I 4
[ 7 G 0 5T AN T 32 43 A IR DNA F 264K (Li%52008),
BT X2 T KT A e B R Rk . AR R
B UL b 3w )97 A ) DNA H 3646 B 1 (Zhang 25
2018b), 5 HALM P FAHLL, KRB ER T AA
AN [) P 2 WL a8t A% 1 42 WL A1) R0 26 0 38 A 22 1
I, AR CAEY A SRR DNA H B AL AL, K
F8 NI 8 AL HL AR, Sebr b e
YIDNA H B AL B A2 FE A 2 ALY, 72 DNAZK
B — 5, B H RS R . RNALL
KMHEABMBWEIRZ H TR, XEE
MUIBAE B AE 75 A “cross talk™, RPN TE A ELALH,
RN T D B =, PR T g R R BhART R B A
i B SRAF 5 7%, T LA B IR R B, o2
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138 553 U5 48 TR A2 A R R A DR TR F IR I A A 0 A
Grfefh, TN IE W R Y PR 9 DA K B )
PR TAR AR 2800, FEYIDNA FIALE) /K15
e A5 ) R AR OR B R S P AN AR A 30 35 A
Lo AR A%, ISR AIT 7T 22 1 HoK-F BpL], 7T PLE=
B YRR AR A AN IR BT T SRS . AR
oK, I 2R A K I RIEARAWE I, i e Ae
T R AL B 25 7K1 DL A R L8 A% 45 2, o
AR FELRIFRIE, TG H B 24 2R B AR
PIRIZ KA SOR AN 1o
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