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BRREAEERAEENFEMEFPRINA

THE, TRE
o BB AT TR, R E R A B T IR Y E S s =, dbE 100093

WE  BE sl RN PR SRR REEE, TR AR Z BRI EOR, Jyik 2 B0l R o LW XU it 7 g o Ts
Ko Hrp, R RIS BORRENE AL S 5 R AUKCH R AL IR S MR M A A (R R S0, A T e s AL e A B R 2L
I A o A B AR SRR AN BENS 4 5 A TR IR IRNAZY 1, IEBEWEKE € fERNAZ T B IEAE R IO HF
MR, HEMAEFREZRNAZS T ERFO B . Bhdh, G567 AL r s, ORI B BRI T DURA 52 BN e s A B A%
BERECER, AT TR SR A B RCR . HAT, AR BOR SR T-3h W A YA ) s, iR T
MNATDxE B LR AR SR, b A AR AN AL LR, AR I B BORAE R~ B TT e (S T R A7 AE R R

OCERIR TR B BOR I SEI0 J B], DL AERE ) 2 BT S b AOAR SR E R

KA APERERE, B, RSO EAHE

EBRB, EBHE (2022). Zh A EESAREEY M RN, B2k 57, 673-683.

SRR BB s AR % k. BEE e
JaAEAN AR Z . TS, X # R E f
i 5 T H e 3M AR T e B R RS
RNA (messenger RNA, mRNA)HF H 8 £ 15 5. 9w 13 1%
PRBER SRR . ERPEIE R, AL & EmMRNASY
Tk, KR R E R T I N R TS, &R
HE.

I B 0 AN RAFE S SRR R
B oA, Tk SR 2 2 R 00 S R4 IE 7R
PEMIMRNA. AR, ARG I8 & 0 2R R A AR
M /¥ (next-generation sequencing, NGS)#i A, ##1%
HAHARCHAS TR RAIN A . #ilhn, 2bEk
K i (polysome profiling) « 4= K # % mRNA & i
(full-length translating mRNA profiling/ribosome
nascent-chain complex sequencing, RNC-seq) X ##
PR SE F4tifk (translating ribosome  affinity pu-
rification, TRAP-seq) (& #1575, 2017; Zhao et
al., 2019). AT, IXLEHARN e %5 5E b T R PR 1Y
MRNA, ToiZEf A & #eR, RN A%
MG B P ) R A RS 2 (5 B . Ingolia &
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(2009) PARR 7/ £F (Saccharomyces  cerevisiae) AT
AR, R T —MERZER PR L REg A
T P A 1 e U B R, DA B A4 ] 3 (ribo-
some profiling), 75 #x 1% §E {4 B 2 (ribosome  foot-
print) 5 # Ribo-seq. ZH A M JEEZ, 7RI
W, EBEALE A EMRNA LIS 1T, HFaA 4 54300
¥ B2 (nucleotide, nt)ImRNAF Bt. 418 FH HHi%40
1) 701) (A FBC R D ) A B AT BT, A B A RS B R A A,
IEIT A RNABGZEAT 4L, 1X224530 ntiJmRNA
BRI A R A 78 i i S PR, DRI R AT TR AR O A
& % 3 #) mRNA F B (ribosome-protected mRNA
fragments, RPFs), TRFREZMEIALNTE . )5, 456 =
AR 7 £52 R %5 7€ RPFs, &AM B AR A AN A b
PEIIAL B, OB R BV ANE R B T IR LR B PR R %
A, EARE T EFTERIG T A R AL E, R b
A BB AR 2 R R0 08 B AL R K. AU,
AW AR B0 35 1Y) S A 3 B B R e SR AR 1) B 1R
ORI L EEE B AR A R E . Ak, ZbE
P PRl 5 RO e A A 356 DR 4 Y T P s e L R 1
2 RE PR 10 7 I 8 B2 A (upstream open reading

HEIHE: Aua( B AR 24 (N0.6212024) A0 [H 2 A 28722 42(No.32172638)

*

JHWAES . E-mail: wangweihao@ibcas.ac.cn



674 HiYAR  57(5) 2022

frame, UORF). UORF; £mRNA 5'JE#H1%[X (untrans- PR TS 75 1) X 3, T R A% # & (monosome) . [l
lated region, UTR)¥—FEl A ofF, 8% N3 Jo B A PR R B, M A Al AL RPFs A T 4 2 S0 A
X 3 1 a5 [X (main ORF, mORF) [ &# 341 1 F TREEMN R, W7 45 487 T 7ER € mRNAZ T F A b
(Ingolia et al., 2009). A B2 [R5 B AN B (P 1) o [T, ok [) 1 S 36 1
HEAT#E AL (RNA sequencing, RNA-seq), #tf
1 BEEEESARRNERFSCI R W BT LI AR, T %
PR B R IRPFS B AR HOR IR BEM P AR AR FORACHIRIERCE . JEAh, RS EIV IR R 5 o7t
GEATIR. (AN T, FEMEMMRNAB 4 BEWESERHKT EEEORF.,
HZNEREER, TEZ BZPER (polysome) (FRAE-F, BEEOT, b B R 4 AR AL b
1984). £ FMHER Y Jo 4 RNABEALFE DL JH 1L A 4% . iEREIZHEARNA (ribosomal RNA, rRNA). 4iifh

A Ribo-seq B RNA-seq

LREHEER Q Q mRNA

l RNA Ffpab 3

@ RNA R Btk
e @ g @
| RPFs 4iifk, mRNA F Bt
RPFs e
H#BE. WF BE., Wr
B 54 BRI
5UTRA ORF A3'UTR 5UTRA ORF A3'UTR
RIRELT LILFHET BREHET LILFHET

BL b R s R s B

(A) TERZHE B H R (Ribo-seq) 1, 2 R ME 1k 4 RNABEH (GRS BEIR, 2930 ntif) Z R R £ 3 (I mRNA A BE(RPFs) A 4
RNABERE AR, ¥ AR AR B, IR 5 B AL RPFs T =@ &7, AUmRNARE ARmIGX AN FE S, (B) Bk 4im
J7(RNA-seq), A THE H R FE AR B R 0K, TER S e PN R LIRSS . SUTR: 5 AR X; 3'UTR: 3'if
JEBH X ; ORF: FFUF AR

Figure 1 A schematic diagram of ribosome profiling

(A) In the experimental procedure of ribosome profiling (Ribo-seq), polysomes are degraded into monosomes by RNase, re-
sulting in the preservation of the ~30 nucleotides of the ribosome-protected fragments (RPFs) owing to the resistance of the
ribosome to the digestion. After isolation and purification from the monosomes, the RPFs are further used for high-throughput
sequencing. The ribosome footprints typically show precise positioning within the coding sequence of a mRNA; (B) Ribosome
profiling is usually accompanied by a parallel RNA sequencing (RNA-seq) to calculate the translation efficiency of the tran-
scripts. RNA-seq captures mRNA fragments covering the entire transcripts. 5'UTR: 5' untranslated region; 3'UTR: 3' untrans-
lated region; ORF: Open reading frame



RPFs. RuiifE& . Mk, ks, 4ifb 3 fFE. E
ML 7 BB o S5 fe . RN R, BRE 4R
A N Sy A SRR AR (e L (IR N RPN
WA TS E AR, Hi, S0EESEWERER
AR 2 AT A PR e R 1) R

1.1 RNABSH)IEIE

TEAZ FEAR B R T, RNABE W AL 2 61 & RPFs 1] 5%
HOPIR . RNABGIH AT Z00 220 5% (1) Bl
bR L A0 B LLAMAIMRNA, EDE 2 B R AL
NERZHEAR; (2) DRIF AL WE AR 25 40 1) 5 BE 1 o A% 4
& HAZBE R A FIrRNAZL R I B &9, 1T fAIRNAFE
AN T Tk A HL T AL rRNA, B3R BAZ B A 25 44 1 52 3
P, T8 ) & A 2l 4k RPFs I ik 72 7 5] ArRNAYS
G o KRR I AR S5 4] AR % BF 98I 5806 B 58 B
TR, TR — PR AR SO A R, A RE R R
i 52 RNAFETE AL, FFAS 23 PR 32 210458403 10 52 i A% B
PALERE SERENE o SR, AN [EIPD AR R AZ B 6 RNARE 1)
i 52 P H A . A T ARAAZRE R G S2 58, BN
FORE T A% E DL (L RNARKF(RNase |. RNase
S7. RNase AfIRNase T1)i41k A% #T % (Escheri-
chia coli). BRIGE#EE, 75N FE AT 2k Hi (Caenorhabditis
elegans). 41§ (Drosophila melanogaster) 1 /)y
(Mus musculus) 5 AEY) 2 R RE, K
TRLAN [ 4 T K Y ) A B A 0 AN [5] RNAE R TS 52 AN
[} (Gerashchenko and Gladyshev, 2017). £ KfizFT
B, RNase 1% H 751, {HRNase S7. RNase Al
RNase T34 F T VH 40 2 SR04 76 BRI % BF
. AFHRNAPRE Y IE H T4 2 SRR R AR, 26 R
FUE ) 2 JE A% B AR AL AE 7 FH RNase T1EAT T AL ;
RNase S7HIRNase T1i&H T b/ R 12 BAZbE
o AEARE M/, RNase 130 F 9 A0 B T8 17 B (1)
Z R HEE, RNase TAAES NI FH 1 3)1E H
HAT, S8 AR VRS TR A 25 A RNARE LE AN [3] 14 %
B A P 3 s 56 13 I M, {HRNase 175 A 2 W 50
R R B AT FEE R (Lei et al., 2015; Merchante et
al., 2015; Hsu et al., 2016; Wu et al., 2019, 2020; Li
and Liu, 2020). B4k, AS[FIRNARG D) E 5 A [F],
UWRNase |F1RNase S7fE% 85 V)4 5l 1% 0 &% H 1,
RNase T1{Y5E% 87 1] S EEI4(G), RNase AREE B 1]
Ji g g (C) AN PR g R (U), (H RNARE ) D) ) f 45 % 1%

EBAEE: R BB 2O T KR 675

HE A4 P i 2 56 245 R 96 £ T 2 1 (Gerashchenko and
Gladyshev, 2017).

1.2 BBREERRNEE

HAT, AHILEFE it b i & AL WEAR ) T 200 . 281
o7 ol i 0 E R 2 R, FEHRNA
Rl I AL 2 JRA% R AR 453 21 B A% B 14 (Merchante et al.,
2015; Xu et al., 2017a). FE2F 7z N EEHEAE, |
B RRR AN IIRNARBE, R R R 0 2 5
RZHER I AR AZ S 1 (Ingolia et al., 2012; Hsu et
al., 2016; Wu et al., 2019; Xu et al., 2021). FE1FF 5
AR IR FHE BB, (HREE RNARNG 178 16 [ B
PERERRE PR B, BB 20y A R A E T 5, H AfE
RSN 2 o 2B 7 EAE Z Pt 7e b B A i, J
BRI T BM B 2 7. R, ALk = EEHE
FEWHAEINE & 208 22 19 (1) SR S it v ) % B B A
HIM AR, X R B RNARGEPE T 5852 2IFF 5 2% i
4.

1.3 B

EH T RNARG F7H A H A7 AE — LERNARE J, DR A
AR S T A — DA LA AR 24k
JIEAEE 2 — T I R R R O Al R
Bk (Ingolia et al., 2009, 2012; Merchante et al.,
2015; Xu et al., 2017a); — 2 FMicroSpin S-400
HR (Cytiva)Z it 4ifk iz bk {4 (Hsu et al., 2016;
Wu et al., 2019; Xu et al., 2021). MicroSpin S-400
HRZHT A J A - Wi 25 1 51 #0(<32 mer)Hhidi 4l
HPCR™¥)(>200 bp), H T/F 52 R FE H T2k
BRZHER . 4RNABEREALBEIR A ZZNTHE RS, RNA
TP A JEATRE IR B, T 56 8 1) SR AZ BB AR U 22 JE T i B
Bt o B2 alifl 77 ik R LT lumina 2 7 A % b
A P S8 K 1R 7 £ (AR Tseq/TruSeq Ribo Pro-
file Kit), Zulifl & i W1 H53&0], i HIRNARE ELTH L
2 Ar-MicroSpin S-400 HRJZ M alifh sz biiiA, AT
DA B0 88 B oL BR 1, HLH 4l RPFS AR 5
WRERARE B0 2. B AT ZEK lumina Pisiil & o
77, AEATSR AT DL B S MicroSpin S-400 HRIZ#THE: .

2 HBEEESEAREEYTHMRER
WML HoR B W HE DR, DA CTE RN IR T 7
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1 E AR T AE G Y 4 2RI 2 0%0E, IR
N TEY L. BT, R E RS OR © )
N T 4L F 7 (Arabidopsis thaliana). #jifi(Solanum
lycopersicum). £ >K(Zea mays)Fl/KFE(Oryza sa-
tiva)ZFtE Y (Lei et al., 2015; Merchante et al., 2015;
Hsu et al., 2016; Xu et al., 2017a, 2021; Wu et al.,
2019; Li and Liu, 2020).

21 H#EMEE

Liu%s (2013) i 1 400 /e I &) i 72 TR IS A BSR4 F
MR RS, 48R T IR TF 4l i e T A i i FiE o
BRI 0 23 7 JE A, UF I 25 DR 3R A 1 R e R 4% 2 U
FA R4 E A R — DR A2 . BRI, Ot
R B8 38 9 2 5 i S A 45 R A Ty B AH DG R R R 38 5%
JEHIE AR T — S R ) B BT AR A A, BT R R
1T RS 5 IRk 25088 T e 2 1 PR 4 e o AR i
PR Pt A, 2B T S BT “ATG” iR
UORFAI “CTG” i24fJuORF. “ATG” #Z4HFIUORF
BB AT N UFMORF MBI BEAIS], M “CTG” AR
uORF I JE AL e -

BRI B 38 i o 5 O ) A SR AR A S 5
BT . KuriharaZs(2018)H 5 YR 4 m 7+ 4h i ),
RIR 22 SE IR R 5 S L AR 0 i R AR O A, B i i %
A [ 5'UTR o AN 42 & uORF 5 41, [A b 38 40 1
UORFXf mORF (¥l JE ] Bt Ah, WG HE SR A B
R T A2 BRI SR KT o 1K P AR A FE AL TR 3 %
R PR KT EARE T N B K TR IE
(Kurihara et al., 2018). KuriharaZ£(2020)#x i T
FIEKI, EGIZRNA (non-coding RNA, ncRNA) -
A7 1E B8 8% B0 1% B0/ B 9 /N FF 755 5] 132 #E (smaall ORF,
SORF), HHBIBEMR M2 .

20184, 7T A\ Xt K E (Glycine max)Ffi—F A
) 8 B B 7 AT R BB AR B b, R
52 B A% R R . 194 R R T R A
S i L DR 2 S P AE v A B ey, (R HCRR R 280 e )
T W 21T 1) 5 1 1 0 216732 [T OB 8 R AT 25 /01
MREMBEEF R, P12 "5 R EREARE
Bt R . 1642835 & A AV E 7 2 b 2 R 1K
o T R B R R A R DR R R, 1K LS R
FIER 7R B R CEE R . AR, 437012
B R B DN R B B E R C, 1548

MZHER S AR 954 5 SRR AN ZRL AR T BEAR 5%
kR, I s S DR ) 3R 08 A2 0 R KT 1R 4R
(Shamimuzzaman and Vodkin, 2018).

Wu%s(2020)i8 i 5% 20 % . bR . e
R A A A 22 5 2 H PR & i, RAEWET T %
B (Camellia sinensis)#i 2 & & i 2t I A AU
L. ZRRW, B oM R Bk AR
R, FAEY) G B 5S35 TR (R 3Tk /b 52 BRI K
SFRAE, A e S X Ee R N B uORFAE B R 7% 7T
PR H K. AR, FERMGET 2 R B PR
% 2R 2 RIX M sORF, B 412 H I 7/E mRNAT
S5UTRAMIBUTR, LA KEEAEgISRNAY, AIGES Y
ek AR .

22 EYHR

LIFRE—FN o FAGED), VN B Al O NS5 i ] 5
MIEYD R, ERE AR B AN e 32 Hh 4 B
YEF(Zhao et al., 2021). HHl, %t ZMEHED A R
FEHFBRECHBNRGEIR, HX R, #
S S FIERH R I KT BTS2 P YA IR NIRRT 5, (LR
Xof R 7P 1 R 4 i D A S R UL K. Merchante 55
(2015)H AL BRI G TT 5, I P AZ B8 4k B 1% 45 R fe
BT T 275 B B R 2 0k (B B A S LR o 20 Jb R 5
Wi % 25 Jik [R] FR) e S AIVBI 3, A T S AR 3 PR A D A2
Ao LRGN s R F——EBF2, 5% H 4
WAEAERTE LT, 75T Bl s 7 EINS,  BHIT 206
G, O T IE S SO B EBF21
SeIK V32 2.9% 75 5 (Konishi and Yanagisawa, 2008),
1M & /K152 2.4 40 (Guo and Ecker, 2003),
MmMRNAZEE 15 2 (8] LRI ANE 2 . 5
R FOAZ R A S B R, 0 Ab R S EBR2 11
SEACET T 1.56%, MR RCR AL T60%LA .
Kk, EBF2EHIERCE T B IE 2 HE E KT R R
FHERR . BB RiE K, EBF2H3UTRA S 4
175 5 B R A, HAZ B K T EIN2EE A
[FICHi(EIN2C). £ LMBAAAERITEHL R, P R
EIN2#: & (A B 85 1), B Ui 25 I EIN2C, — 34
EIN2CE A, 17 Tt omfES; 55—
#4r EIN2CTE 41 Jf Jii 66 % 5 EBF2 ) 3'UTR 45 &,
HIHIEBF2)EI R, Mt — P HFREBF2X] LIF1E 5 8k
FIBHLINT o A, 200 Ab P Hh I3 2 30 EBF LA B0 % 2%



K, {EEBFLFEBF2/3'UTRHFIEE — B £ IR EH
TR SRR, 12 G5B AR  BLE e R KT 32 206
WA F3UTRA, B/~ %45 i3 nT 582 EIN2C A
SRR o

2.3 JEEYSE

TR RE WL H R K EZ —, WRIEMfEEIA
FEEE , Lei%F(2015)id ik A BE ik I g M KB, 7R R
FHP B T K AR 2 e R A SRR IR R A T 83 U,
(B A B ACE BB A —8, RT R hian
A SRR R N A O . T A SR T A
B BB B R AR B AL, BERI5'UTR. CDSHI
JUTRM K E . GC & & M IH— L&/ A H R
(normalized minimal free energy, NMFE)%: 7 514
TR 55 28 S SL B AR . WERIE KRB, MIE® 4K
RS T T Kb % e 8112 558 3£ [K] 473 0631
EHIUORF, &k - uORFHI#] H 5+ B mORF f #H 7%,
HmRNAZ ¥ FuORFHI 2 & %, X mORF ¥ #Hl &%
PO ORI 2 ME T R a4 T, uORFAE
PR SCR R ET .

B R FEH R FEM AR K FELZ —. Xiong%E
(2020)48 7 T T -k 55 58 B 2 A T il R KRG 7
PRSTIIBI PR B o 3 S 2H 00 3 FOAZ R 4k B VS A
SELR O, it 3 R 682 J [A] 1 B S /K S R
845N A FIE PR /KT, FL A 2910 % g i [ 25 [
TERESEAEI PR AT A8 b — 38, IX R WL R RIA e
SRR PR 24 22 T e [R]  428 it 8O0 7K A 7 2 R I
ERHRZR G, LRESE, BRMEFKFSH
BIPE AR AU O, RIURL SRk Pl var, 0 PR AR
fi%; (R %0 0T LAS uORF BB B 0% T Bk, sk 35 vt
mMORF BN HI/E A, M2 EmORFHIE 1% .

e i B 38 R A AR R B R B . Lukoszek 55
(2016) 3 1ok 27 4 A P il 4 A R 8 3% 2H 00 ) o T 0
P TFAERESE T 8 T ISR DR R IR AR A I 2%, R B
30 N7 5 LR % SRR 3R KO R R IR L A — B
Poidevin&s(2021)fif b 1 el B 38 S 288 i A L 72 1Y
SR RBH PR, R I S DR 3R A TE 3 SR R R R /K P [+
FERIUN I AL . EAERMZ, —LncRNA LS
HERFES, BriXncRNAT AE 8 i 40 19 /N ik 2
S B3 e B B AR AR A0 1Y e i N o A
SERESR R, (HIERGEN SRR, e gm s 1) &

EBAEE: R BB 2O T KR 677

HA 5 8RR HLE] (Trosch et al., 2022).

T8 VR 2 2 400 7 T A B AIC SEU E R  rhiR EE EE
£ Fl(Juntawong et al., 2014). W5 &I, (K5 4bHE
B ok /> 21 i 9 2950 % 1) 22 SRAZ MR AR, [ B B A2 i A
FIRZ W A4 Y BE ¥ 2 B P i o A AU 2 & kb 1
ZHEPRTE L 46 %505 7 BT tH IR A%, 1 3R WA A
1B 2 BB PR R AR R o AR A R SRR L B,
fIREEE 2% T mRNARIERE . uORFXI mORF
B E . mRNAR AT 22 5752 BL A ncRNA) 4 i
.

Mt ERTRAL KT A ERAE ) AR 7= 1 ™ H 200 . Yang
Z5(2021) 1 FAZ B A Pl 45 R 43 Sl o) L 85Uk (Nippon-
bare, NB)#ilfit £ (Sea Rice 86, SR86)/K & i fh it 47
T RGN, RIRH R E w2 KR k1 de B )
TN AR IEARAS T, JE D5 spoRn R 1R /KT (AR
IR, HNBFISR86EHH 1% /K - L1 57 £ et
BN A AR [F] . A ECAETT &, SR86EA B £ (1) £
3L 35 R A2 B0 KT RO, T NB R R R A (5 5
(ribosome stalling)7K1- 5 /&, X 1] g2 i8 2> 7K H
an AEE SR B8 TN B RES) ) 2 R ) R

2.4 £
TEAIAE AR S I 20 T I 5096 i B AR s, ML) S50
JRB I AR R RIRLRWT TR, ARk T Y HUw
J N R R A LA TS H S A S . XusE(2017a)
M FH A2 b A T e B3 AR S TR AH 5% 2 7 485 A & 1) B
% (pathogen-associated molecular pattern-trigger-
ed immunity, PTHREAT T RS0 0. DFFUREL, W
JRAH 4y F AR elf18 b B R IF J5, R R RIAFE 3%
SRR B SCER ZE, HR TR B B
HIRTE . EFM8ALFE S, Ba R B EReR KA T
BEUE, BRI S mRNAR F . KA
GCEHBEEZHUM KM/, 15 mRNAKSUTRH
T —BUE S I R-motif 5 5% . fEIEFIRE T,
R-motif # il] & 5] ) 81 1% T elf184b #Efi# kR 1 R-motif
HOR S E R, R T ER B ES R . BAR
R-motif 1 Fl 77 30 5 uORFE L, {EE A T0 15
W 245 BN, R-motifili it 5 poly(A) 45 & & H BAE
IR, 229 R-motif fTuORF I ik AN [A] (AL il 1 42
fiEd iR

WS, TR SO FHAZ A 1 5 A X 288 vz R
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il % (1) % 7% (effector-triggered immunity, ETI)i
17T R0 #71 (Yoo et al., 2020). £ 1 R4 i 25 A
THE I AVIRpt2 (1 T AR B T f5, 00 T B IR e s
HEEEACT A A R IR A G, RIAFEETIE
T H 0L i 3k I ) SR AN B R TR R R I R . AR,
AR — Se B[R B 12 2 BB 3R 4%, X R 2
FEREIERR . R B TRRE A S R AR
i, EAEETIE R b R EZAE M . %W 745 RO
SET AR A DG 2 DR R IA I RE B R A R E T B
kT

25 FiL

FR LA RN AL G R FoE PUERLER
VSR TR T o6 A, A B A T E
FEEE L PSRRI SR (R IE AR, 2017).
ZAR, BFFEFIRH T 2B B SRR A iR
B, ARIEA R IEAEA — ML REE 58 A48 T AR
Fi B 20214, [H P 2 A0 FC I BAR A s 4L
1% 0 1 B S R 2R T A5 2 A R R ORSE AR
B73. Mo17 S I F 258 JARHEAT 04T, AT 1 £ 2 At
BT 7 TR I AR 15> T HLEI(Zhu et al., 2022). #
ST AL RIRR 1R 2H (R B A PR 8 8508 SR, Fa A8 R R 52
AN AR ] BRI B R I M R IR, (HEH R4
AEIN P TE I E ) v T s A . AR 2 BRI R
PR YA IR IERI, (E7ERH R4 Hh e 4y AR
PERIAB, HIX P /e maizet WAL R 4H H B 3%
B AN, S22 EAME, F e SRR — e
FERM PRI FE AP e T AR, XA BhFF 2258 fE AR
B BB T AR AR . X LU B T R A R S TR A
maize2 .= 5 28 b W 25 4, T PR 3 0 2 AR AN AR
5 R U FEmaize 17 & R 4 b 535 4. iR R
B, K0 DR 2 PR B 1R 231 T e 5 2 PR 34 1O T
A% (Zhu et al., 2022).

2.6 HRRBFEERENIF[E

TERED AR, - R4 R 2 Rk 1) B DR 3R 08 T 4t 2
A EEE Y., ZoschkeZE(2013)F H itk J5 1 4% bk
PR 5 AR BT AR AT 1 T K S A e DA ) 38 98 P11 o At
TIN T KM B b & ERPFs o, AN A2 i i v B il e %
ERPFs, 1 /&% X $sRPFs 5 £ [ F (plastid OR-
Feome) 1T 2428, PLUL#R &5 B A mRNAT) &

K FE IR RRRAS o I X M T Al #atpl. atp4d.
pPr1OFHCrpLAs J8 A% A v i £ A4 JE DA S8 1 N P,
HESE TR e R R . eAh, ZF R
R (1) ESE [N atpB/atpE #8127 1M
AR, (2) X T W& TS AmRNA (40
atpF), W& FBITIHFA R H BRI 1 e k1.

M aR AR R AT S A ER I, RS
FRIET AR B MK BT FoKEh A R R 2
PG Z g I s, AN SR oK G
B SRR B AL, T I AR AR Tl R 2 S 4 0 e v
LRARAN 3 AT B B DR R IR AT T R G fE AT (Cho-
tewutmontri and Barkan, 2016). 7 &8, MMH-F
TRR IR, SR A A% A4 BRI 0 G, 2 i 5T 3
PEAFIN 15 L H99% T P 2157 %; K 2 Kt ¢ ik [
PR A tH B SRR R B HE N, B SR R E TR
B o AEM 2R H LY, IR Ja#IERIMRNA (rpl. rps.
rpofimatK) 3 B 2 5 it S 1) JE R R 0K 5 T E A
FrFaik A Se i HIMRNA (psb. psa. atpflipet)
FEZE5EEH AR B DL 2 I - G5 /e AAAE,
[ — MR IO R, HEmRNAZEE AL, AN H
B RIUIN R, mRNAFEFEN ZRB K. 4k p
BEANEARTAGK, ARiXEsEAE AR E
ANEHIEE SR TT, EATRMRNAZKS 2 5850k, (Hil
HREREAERE R E - EAE SR & A
EAF IR A K. HRAEmRNATE G
FEAEB L AR I 5, K5 0 I B g (C) B G 6 1 IR 5
WE (U) . RNAZ #5475 AR BEAA ENIZE R W, SRR 1R %
WA T8 5 o) O 5 0 A O 8 ) RNAATIG i 4712 - {ELX T
rpl2 FindhAW AN ZE (K, 4 48 i mRNAL 26 8 1% .
rpl2 2 45 % i 1 AL ACG 3 AUG 1) 4 B8 2 HL 0 %2 4R
MR, BARACGHT LAHE FU o aa % hg 1, (HE K
P S A% 18] A2 B A I AN R K 2K 9 8 1) rpl 2 5 IR [ ACG
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Recent Advances of Ribosome Profiling in Plants

Yuying Wang, Weihao Wang*
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Abstract With the great development and progress of high-throughput sequencing (HTS) technologies, many newborn
techniques have provided solutions to unresolved biological puzzles. Ribosome profiling has emerged as an HTS-based
technique that facilitates the genome-wide investigation of translation at single-nucleotide resolution, and it resolves the
missing link between transcriptome and translatome. Ribosome profiling not only identifies the mRNAs in translation, but
also provides precise positions of the ribosomes on mRNA to help identify the coding regions of the mRNAs. In addition,
combined with the parallel RNA sequencing, ribosome profiling can determine the translation efficiency for each mRNA by
comparing the rates of protein synthesis and the abundance of MRNAs. Based on its extraordinary advances, ribosome
profiling has been successfully applied in animals, plants and microbes, and has thoroughly enhanced our understanding
of translational regulation. However, due to the restrictions caused by the physical characteristics of plant cells and tis-
sues, there are still considerable limitations in the application of ribosome profiling in plants. Here, we introduce the ex-
perimental principle of ribosome profiling and review the recent progresses made in botanical researches.
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