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DNA R EE SR TE 54 B RIE 12 A B9 E B R ALl

KREE HEE

Eow

(HP R T 2 Bt o L {58 B A S 30 2 (P B2 B D BRF ST 9T, dB AT 100101)
(P EBL2EREREDHER, 0 100049)

# E DNA RMBAEE4 2615 DNA FAHEBEBA-F6) DNA FA4F 10-11 H{28A-F4) DNA £ F
HAb, XA R YL AEAS AR AR T Aok BLIRSE R, AR R, SRR AT AHNGRE. OH XK EARA
A9 DNA F AR I RIE LI EE2HH Z —, iE 54 LI DNA & FEAA L 45 BT BOR B AT
#, £ DNA RILIZAESAF A mIBITIC T 946 A & B #1746, ALHEE 53748 DNA TRl fefex F T
fb 3k B RIS AT, AT EEAE, FXBIRETEANARTEZ.

k4R DNA FA4L; DNA & F 51k, HHmiiaitic

SEKE  B84S
1 518§

245 40 BB P9 A O AR I R B o8 42 5 K S0 BT
R 1R W RAK SRR 7 (Berke & Hyman, 2000),
R I TE L R A AE SR IAE SR o 2 AH G
BT R (S HIEL, conditioned stimulus, CS)5
SR 259 (IR 2 F 1 )3, unconditioned stimulus,
US) 5| Ay KPR S &2 DTS, 2 5 24 ) 8 A4 6
0. WEMARET CS LMyl 254 1E I i
Kidfz, e R I 8 W (Fuchs et al., 2005),

B ICAZ BN AR T 22 ¢ — 10 12 I I 58 i
A ¥APE Yk 2E (Kauer & Malenka, 2007; Robbins,
Ersche, & Everitt, 2008), ifii # £ 70 A] ¥4 1 F 2
AR T B PR Rk I K B AR T, st 2
AR % 2 S i B R GA R AL, Hop
MFSER) DNA AL #E A N RERS 1715 2 304K 6t
B FE Tk, AT 5| A B 28 T RE ANAT Sk Y ek AR
(Halder et al., 2015), ALK DNA H AL #T B
WA UK AR L R (Day & Sweatt, 2011), 1H
PAER IR B, WL S IR N AELE TET (ten-
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eleven translocation) 1k # 3= 8 &< H 1k
R, R SY A EOH A DNA F S LR 4
SR AR AT PR HL . DNA WS L1146,
5 DNA FSEAL AN 25 B LAk, mT i ) ) s O e
[ 215 (Ito et al., 2011; Tahiliani et al., 2009), 7
SCHHEIR DNA - 2 05445 1 76 ) 45 245 1) g i
T2 AR F it 58 o R o

2 DNA RUEFIZIH

DNA (1 F W58 AL M S 75 AR PR A £ i) DNA
JPHNAR B A S S LT, R AN E BR80T 7
A% DNA P9I, 45 DNA H ALk, LA
FORAER K LA DNA 2= L 2. DNA #93%
Mg LB HE I — A gttt 288 | BEIEL
BE S LT 6, BENE IR SE RFE S AT 015
M ITIIRE, #EM AR A . B, DNA 3£
NI AT AG i B A T 22 2D E I B4 T AL
2.1 DNA BE{ K DNA REZEHE

DNA WEALIE# L&A T %1 R (CpG) T A
WEWE (Cytosine, C)INEE 5 Miik T I, 7F DNA
FLFEFL i (DNA methyltransferase, DNMT) 41k
T, MUmsiERaZz S-R - H o A R (SAM) R AL ) H
I, YIS 5-F SE MBS E (5-mC) . WNAR B
Ak X sl R e SR TR () S 3 F )¢ 51, DNA H
FACAR MR R VLR, FEpimifl, | REK
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SF-4:F [%(Tuesta & Zhang, 2014),

1L DNA &AW ALy DNMT F2 A
DNMTI . DNMT3a #1 DNMT3b = Ff i # ,
DNMT3a/3b HE{E Mk & ili(de novo)fit HY FAL (R
B B A 1 L e 7 A 34k . 1fif DNMT1 %
5% LA 1 - 3F (maintenance), Bt DNA B
A — PP AL, DNMTI 6] — 585 & 4
B4k o B AEAS B I b — 2% DNA 55 ) B 2k 35k A1 9k
FBR, DNMTI R R 5 B A0, JFiad B 3
A7 A AR K PR FERR S . R, K IBIR
R NATIA A LA A M A L A 5 s PR # L) B
AT EE, I HRES 55 2 10 A
By I A5 94 455 (Halder et al., 2015; Miller & Sweatt,
2007),

2.2 E3MHY DNA AR ELK TET Bk

DNA AL B Bl o —Fh ol 5% 1 . A
AE & AR PR MU R E B AR Ak o AHL I AR R Bk
WEMUEERM, DNA kAT AP L. ©
AR R, TEMAE RS T EE N DNA 3
FPIALHLE], ZH TET 4L 5-mC S kA=K 5-
¥ W L M 0E (5-hmC), #F— 202 B 5- FH I A
E (5-fmC) I 5-32 F& il 15 g (5-caC) (Ito et al., 2011;
Tahiliani et al., 2009). M/ BELE DNA B 5L AL
(thymine DNA glycosylase, TDG)¥f 5-fmC #ll 5-caC
ST BB 8, PR A DNA B &R 7 4
— A B B 85 E (Zovkic, Guzman-Karlsson,
& Sweatt, 2013). AR FHINH 5-hmC AR
DNA Z AL A9, o mT DU S S5t 14 27
RS SE bR ), A KR PR Rk e rh R 4 E AR
(Li et al., 2015; Song et al., 2013; Szulwach et al.,
2011),

WA Y BE A =F TET B, /%%
TET1, TET2 fil TET3. TET AL 4 5-hmC
TERMK N KA TE,  H 2 m] B PE RN AZ AR G 1Y)
2P b 5-mC 7KF- A A PR | AT RO,
W] TET TE A 2235 2 A2 10 A2 T rpra] B 45 ¢
BEVEF (Kaas et al., 2013; Rudenko et al., 2013;
Sultan, Wang, Tront, Liebermann, & Sweatt, 2012),
5 TET1 Al TET2 MLk, TET3 7EiCAZ T &5
i X —— B¢ J= Fifg By i Ay B 2 (19 3 1K (Alaghband,
Bredy, & Wood, 2016), 2R AR TET &Y
YEF AT BEANIR]

3 DNA RN EFEIHEFIIEIZHH
e

A A2 o) 1 3 AR e A2 O it #, US
M CS ZMEN IR, IDICETE UG R 4TI
B g 7] AR KB IC 2 o A A PR R ER T US
B CS I, KEHCIZHEARER, 23k AFILE R B,
WICAZATRE, ST, Wi 2 W )
M BB CS, ZETIE ALY 1012 23 3 W T IR
(Sandkiihler & Lee, 2013),

BUREICIZ 5 AR B . AR ICAZ I A
U FR 3% 5 43 F ML (Hyman, Malenka, & Nestler,
2006; Kelley, 2004), 455l /A7 AL DNA H 4k
PEEALE] . Ee AN DNMT Xt aiaic 12 5 2 0
LB FE LIS #BAT R F (Liu, Zhang, Li, & Sui,
2016; Maddox & Schafe, 2011; Shi et al., 2015), 41
Tl 245 0 1R 9 O B fiki DX e i 0 B 5 X (ventral
tegmental area, VTA) ) DNA H 34k, d&iR
WK BB 12 M B (Day et al., 2013), [H i,
DNA R WLt (& i e 2% 1 ic 12 b AR I BE A B
T T R AR R AL T R R REAEH

Miller ZEWF5T A L& HE, HIRME 23T 7]
P25 PP1 (FE FIBETR AR 1, e IZmMEFF)E 8 71X
BRI DNA HUEEEALK P, (H2 2 5 58 ful il S P 1 2
F reelin 1Y J3 8+ X IH & A T 25 B B Ao /2
(Miller & Sweatt, 2007), I DNMT fHW; T PP1
FEALFIRHE & T reelin 1922 5L, RMEIC
TCHIE AR o B IR L S8 03 s
PTG A 43 BE R AL B (Alaghband et al., 2016).
AR, Fh Y H i RN AR S LI DNA FEfRoK
VR AR AL, SR ICACTE B AR Y S AL
(N5 3% S PR 2 R 19 DL T ) A /2 DNA H5EE
F2E P REAL B AR I OCHE . Miller 55 A YRS 25 2R
Wi2/n DNA WAL AN 25 AL T fE sh A A 4510
JCHIIE L, AH 2R CHE AR >, TET B R WfiE Al
DNA 25 HUE AR AR T R IE 52, AR 3t HE 3 17 X
DNA WA 7R 2 2T i A2 AR T B BIFSE o

OB %W TET1 M TET3 ¥ & 5% 54012
. WE/N R TET1 &5 M4 & kM a5
PR I 3l 1 DB AR s TR AL, B S, K
T T ¥ 1) i 28 T 2B O 400 3 2 ]I AZ i T8 1
(Zhang et al., 2013), i A] LI3E 38R 25 R0 12 FRLE
AL A JLEE AT 1 R (Kumar et al., 2015), {HAlL
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AWFFERWY], MR TETL I %8 MHC I Fid
PACIZ T B, T2 ] T 2 EHEAZ FRRE e AL
M7 E (Rudenko et al., 2013), XL RE4—FH
WFE A R R TET1 LEICAZ AN 6] B BE 430 k4%
Ve R B — B 5 . i 3&ik TETL W)
FEAR M RACAZ I i, Ha ] T 2HRS 12 1)
K45 (Kaas et al., 2013), TET3 &524Hi0Z
FEIR . RYEICIZHIR S, TET3 7ZERTAR N K2 )2
% T X (infralimbic prefrontal cortex, ILPFC)f .
F T, @8 ILPFC i TET3 S ERTHIR(Li et
al., 2014), XA 5T 45 R ILFHE/R TET MFRAK
SERC A R E P AR OG

DNA 2 W A% A& i X 24 2 12 12 1% IR 42 1T R
T R PR A B 2 AR BRI A2
T DX P B P28 Bl B 58 mT B M ok SR Y
(Nestler, 2014; Robison & Nestler, 2011), i
DNA W53 A% 16 1 5% 1 1ft 28 305 2y S 5 ik ] 98 %%
FER /N LAY DNMT1 F1 DNMT3a &, #iZ0H
DNA HIEAV/KOE 25T R, A mT 288k 3 K (MHC
A Stat))Feik Fif, WD CA1 RYZfknT 8P )
iC1Z e Z W (Feng et al., 2010), i3k DNMT3a
AT LAKE N NAc 1 28 T 5 i 1Y) % B (LaPlant et al.,
2010). DNMT 3 i3 5% Ml 5 fil 7] 28 P4 AH DG B Bl e 1k
DL WA 22 TG TE A, B R UUAE T 48 T 1Y 2% fih
T@ﬁ MO T R IR B 4T TET3 fRefg
3 3 S 5 fih 2 T GluR 1 114 3 35 7K S 43 5] 386 i
RAAR DS A P A3 2 R 28 Ml A5 338 (Yu et al., 2015),

FEME Sy, PRAZRI 25 M X N, DNA 3Gk
s B IEAR XS 2 S A AT I o R AL Y
T BRI RS TR A AR T 35K 28 fiy X R L 3 % 34 422 %
4% FHl (Robbins et al., 2008), %26 X & £F 5 fish
A )R Y A R R LI T B o A PR
filh . DNA H 540 25 B I Ak 3 5 s 35k M Rk ok
TR K S i X2 fish v SR R A K R E, RIS
5 9 ¥ BWE 1T A M G IE 12 (Nestler, 2014;
Robison & Nestler, 2011),

4 DNA RWIBEEIFEAMRMBEICIZHH
1€ B HL |

B el 28 3o 4 S T, IR A R R 2R R T
2 AH DGR R AMKIR 2k 25 ) O A DG ia 4L, 7 AR
R FU K I S 302 W (Fuchs et al., 2005), Ktk 24
V) R AZ S RIS JIIR T T A TR I S A

FEL5 W BURETCAZ I SCBE H bR 2 — 2 R LR A A7
TE 4> T UM . DNA W& 181 vl e 2 g
SRR E MG SRR R ORI K AR TR R
FIHLH O — L5 e~ T DNA H 3L A0 il
AN T A B B R R AR, i o
W TET B#ELAY DNA 2 I b 2 5 it e .
BB A B LG S 4 F WA DNMT Al
TET MFRiEEAMAS, SRS E T N5 556
2 IR BRI P DNMT3a 363k, 18 7En] K [ 2
L2 5] DNMT1 23k (48 (LaPlant et al.,
2010), $#Z/RAFWR DNMT 788 al GE7E AN
[ B R EARFRVE R . REEA T H LA S-HRtY
H AR (SAM), T LIS NAc WA REFET
B> FF B DNA F 1L 7K (Anier, Zharkovsky,
& Kalda, 2013), &2 AT R K5 86 2 R BUMNR
FEEE NAc H1 TET1 A9 mRNA FZE /K TR,
{HANHZ 0 TET2 Fl TET3 i3 34 (Feng et al., 2015),
T DNMT #1 TET 80 SREic 2 im T,
JHSRAA B 2/ AR Han S8 A0 TAESR
%@QCAl%mﬂ%ﬁF¢mDNA$%m%ﬂ
Z 5 BUBE R 5082 0 TE B/ DL R 32T (Han et
al.,, 2010; Zhang, Han, & Sui, 2014), & F#2
PP1 J& DNA H 3LAbVE A %) £ 240 45 (Zhang et al.,
2014), &0 Al (agranular insular) ¥ X DL K i A1
751~ ¥ (basolateral amygdala, BLA)H /i) DNA H
B DU BSCJR BT R G B 15 2 e A2 1 P L
RYEFEBA/EM(Liu et al., 2016), ZEBIHF5ERFE
FHA, BLA H11) DNA H S FRE S 5 iR bs o
FACAZ T B 4 FR(Shi et al., 2015), XLk
R LB AR A i X 19 DNA - H AL 7E iU iC 12 19
TR 3k R % HE PR 4 FH . DNA 25 B 32 Ak 76 iiE T
T2 VR T LT 55 DNA B A A4 P A I o i
NAc ) TET1 & T 0l B sosaic iz g i,
R, 7F NAcil 33k TET1, 5546 T BEicIZ e g
VLI NAc ) TET1 X sUREIC 12 T i & 45 7 1k A
P (Feng et al., 2015), T DNA H 3L Fn2:
FI AL 23 5@ 2L 7E. DNA 1 78 sl 8% 14 F 3 DA i
VUERBROG FE R 2Rk, Br AT BB 1e A2 AR B i)
A FITT RE S AT T4 FH R I 1) B PR A S
TET 7 i i 4% 5 fi R T GluR 1 17K F-#E 11
S filfE# (Yu et al., 2015), ZEfilhi4F ik (synaptic
scaling) B 4 J2 AR 1 il 22 V7 B ) b 48 0 58 il 5 %
PEAT A, 4 28 0 19 36 B0 7 1E S RN I B,
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HEFEFE— DA RE FPRES, BTFRMA SRS
AT HEALE . LS 50T B A . il
FHT RKEE 2 (TTX) 0 4 355 3% 19 K B B #h 42T Y
TG PESS, DNA HIEEAL KT BEAIK H 9w 45 2R 52 1A
PEREFREFE, sREMBCRIS, it A
DNMT BH W73 RG108 5 #J DNMT1 Fl DNMT3a,
YIRE B B TTX AR R R 09 2 faloi R L 4
(Meadows et al., 2015). A#RAYE, @K TET1 g
FHKTH RG108 55 Y 28 fil i K L4 (Meadows et
al., 2015), —F Al fEJE: TET1 J& DNMT AYFEIL A
Z—, S—Fhn] B & 7E DNMT Ml TET (93t [ 48
T, FHFEEIEE FREENNREA T T R A
IEHIIEE. %5, DNA H IR b2k B R b5 aE i
P 5 Ml vl SAPE 5 e 20 B o

DNMT 1 TET X 25 B g ol 4 4 B LA S TR
S SRR R RRIE o 7 7T R BSUR A2 1 PR R
It AR, DNMT B B | A4 551 b R 3 i
T E L K (Massart et al., 2015) , FRIR [ RS T 24 5]
RE 5| 3 i85 I pe 2 %) 5 R 9 T il 5 () (CaN) kA
A, HagweRrsi—AH (Miller et al., 2010),
Ptk n] KRR B RIS TET1 B3R, Hi2/D
LR P 244 1 5-me F1 5-hme BY7K IR BE A
b, 5-hme HAEF = BIAT 2 vk 2 DG VE A 2k
R S IXH R, — 2RIk 5 (Adeyl, Hrk,
Nurk2) % 5-hme B8 L ZEHESL T 1 4~ H (Feng
et al., 2015), XLEUEHRIL[EHRIR . 76 BORICIZ N
TS AR, FB A B A A R AR R A, )
— S SE P v a5 A 2 R S h, Hr D g e e
FE Y B Ak sl 2 F BRI A AT BT 0 A R 1Y
5, DNMT F1 TET B& T A #5433 [\ i #1235 4,
WA HFEF BRI . X EEPLEIRA T RE
S BURICAZ A I AE A P 28 2 BRI

TEREICIZ N T A2 5 DNA H b 55 H 3
T & A R A A TE 2 E A . — T H AR K FE 2
HIBFSE & B, DNMT1 F1 TET 7E 2 H)-2k R B4 1
23 kA JE 1 h 33k BT 24 h FZik T %, DNMT3
165 h EFHE 24 h mIERIEL K, % DNA H
FEACA L W AL F S 58 Fide B R, BA
[75] P19 i A (3] P B (1) o5 72 39 [W] 1% 4 F (Biergans,
Giovanni Galizia, Reinhard, & Claudianos, 2015),

5 MIREE
TET 76 MUK IE AL v i Ve FH 9 B 52 WU 191 9 Je

PRI ST #7 B B A0 DNA 2 008 A4 18 1 e 2 i
FEICAC B BL, Kok mT RETE AN R Uy 1) b AT B R
. DERICIZHIAFRIBrBL, DNA k{5 2L
S 2 R FEANF RIVE T, o A A — W 5
[ A% 48 DNA HERAb R 25 WAL VR T 2) U
AL A FIBr B, DNA H AL 5 L P A kA K
AR LA, DNMT 5 TET Z A& G REAH 5 S/ T
Rk, BEAAAEE N Z EHAER]; 3) DNMT
M TET B TAERI TR R Sb, S A5 i i o & 1
A T F9 R DX 98 45 iR iC A2, W HMIST-Seq
(Hydroxymethylation and methylation sensitive tag
sequencing)FE AR, [F] B 43 B 2 PR 28 AN ) X3 ) HE
FEAL K3 FREAL 7K 23 A1 R R S A T iE
Hli; 4)RAE 5-£C il 5-caC X IR BT 1625 2 42
BRI Z H /> (Song et al., 2013), HEFE
HIH5ETF 5-mC 1 5-hmC H1EF, 5-fC il 5-caC
RATBES SR S i . 2 B Ab iy o i) 7=
Wy 7 i PR 38 1A 4 e (R FH 0 2 AR WF 5 19 5 1)
Z—s

S Rk
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Therole and mechanisms of DNA epigenetic modification
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Abstract: DNA epigenetic modification includes DNA methylation, which was catalyzed by the DNA
methyltransferase, and DNA demethylation, which was mediated by the Ten-eleven translocation enzymes.
Both of them induce the changes of neural activity and behavior through responding environmental stimulus
and regulating gene expression. Massive studies suggested that DNA methylation is one of the most
important mechanisms in the drug related memory. In recent years, it was found that DNA demethylation
involved in controlling fear memory and addiction behavior. As a result, the effects of DNA epigenetic
modification on drug related memory should be reassessed. This review focuses on the co-regulation of
DNA methylation and demethylation in drug related memory, then we discuss the probable regulatory
mechanisms and try to put forward the vista of further study.

Key words: DNA methylation; DNA demethylaiton; drug related memory



