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Abstract: Oxygen is an essential element for life, which is mostly consumed at mitochondria for energy
metabolism. For the genome inside nucleus, oxygen conducts structural regulations and chemical modifications
through multiple pathways, where reactive oxygen species (ROS) serve as important messenger molecules. The
highly activated ROS have the ability to produce different kinds of DNA lesions, while ferrous ions provide
supports in many forms. Under the combinatorial action of oxygen and iron, almost all the genomic biochemical
processes, such as replication, transcription and DNA damage repair are affected. Moreover, the variation of envi-
ronmental oxygen concentration, particularly hypoxia that presents in many major diseases and critical physio-
logical stages, provokes the responds at the genomic level. While the factors that lead to these genomic alterations
are potential drug targets and deserve systematic investigations, herein, we collect the existing knowledge in the
effects of ROS, ferrous ion and cell hypoxia on genome, along with brief discussions of the related drug molecules.
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GH A, RS I A RS BRI, 2 ek [ B, 4y
fift e B ot 77 AR = 1 R iR 1 (adenosine triphosphate,
ATP), e 54554 oK.

AT LR AR T BGE 4 (reactive oxygen
species, ROS). 437 71 41 M & A~ X 3k 1) 2 Fh il B %1%
LT Re, GG SokifAk b WP IR S AH DG B B A
T Jiz i WA 4 k% R 1 R 5L AL B [nicotinamide ade-
nine dinucleotide phosphate (NADPH) oxidase, NOX].
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AH G S NADPH 4 fifd £, 25 PA50 ik J5 il 55102, o,
PR e o v M P AR 1 2 B I, AR A ROS E 40
A B T G S E (H,0,) AERdE b s,
B B T AT LLTE R SR Ak 9 B 1R ¥ (superoxide dis-
mutase, SOD) ¥ H T TR 5% 4k H,0,; T 7E A 8k
o — 4= I AE A R, H,0, 7] iE i Fenton X &
Haber Weiss Jz I A= i = FE R AL I F2 38 B B 26 . v
B 7 — AP =R B N B e A T
W JF MRS, WA BIIEAFIA . fe] WL, 75408
it ROS T 2 AE FH I FE b, &8 B8 1 ke 31 2 LA
H, Rl AR N & =R d & m ks 1.

764 TR AR R B ROS X 41 i 3 i A 1R A
E R ER S AR EH, SRRt Jd&
ROS 77 £ AT DL 2002 it 48 A0 3, 328 1 PT 6 5 ke 4o il
BRI BAT MR AUERE . [, ROS K E 75
L7 B g ], 41 R & B R (SOD i ik
L R B SE) FE R (B E IR 4EE R C
85 B xof AT AR e R

AR 2 B4 & 7 3% ~5% ZR, B j2 Hh sk 4]
ZUn] LLAL T8 A 1) PR EE B (1K T 2%), a1 5 4 i e 4
Ff 1) 78 02 T 40 B R G B R R B A B L B o IR S
NI PR AH A . 4 A ET DUAS ) 3 i A B 1 HY
B, 8 2 MG Tl B AT AR R T, e S BT A
A X6t 37 W 1 A2 B4R S A1 (hypoxia inducible factor,
HIF) {5 % . 7EBE MRS b, 0 M 3R 0 — Ly
R IR R R, 95 ROS IR FE 9284k . A WF 70 2
TESA A EE T, ROS 78 41 i o 34 B AR fb 2 A3 — 11,
I 1 X040 A AR A, R 2 R RN A S (1]
[F] B ROS ¥k i 52 B b Tt 34, 1 £E B2 R 4 58 Joi R I
NBEAREII R,

X F KRR N E AT I S T T AR R,
YRR T B A A L, L 7 2 DR 4 2 T
A, [F B I SRR E S R R . TR, (R
w7 A AIE ROS. 5 ROS & & AH I 12k B8 7 K 4R
AH % (45 S 38 % 3> J7 T R 6k R 4L R B2, A B T
AT 3 R 37k &5 g B Ak 2 P R )

1 ROSXEEBLEHHIFN

1.1 Y%A ROS LA W 7T &7 ROS £ 4 i o mf
R A7 A X 38 20 A PR AR AR, He v 2R 4 R 48 i % 1) 4
IR AH SR AR, SR 28 0L i 2 R 48 9 77 £ ROS 11
FEI . TELORLAORI A M A% B, 2 IR R RO i ALk
O T 0o 4 R LR (1) R A R E A,

9 i 9 ROS A LA vT e 1 7= A2 7 e B 0k,
ROS v] DL i 537 1F F BURs i 1 /Kl 3% s, 78 A
0 19 BS540, T 41 A P RS B A 408 B Al i A, A

5t 27~ ROS 0] LLVE 2 b ik 5 41 i A% 2 i) 1 4T 15 5
) —30 0, BN MR o MZR R R R 2 K & A AR
B 57 I, £ SOD #5464 ) H,0, # B i, B 13iE
NN, SR R B RIRE . B
WLEE R I, X H oy H b B TR gt R umbr |, JF
I8 Fi DNA ‘42 0URE W 284, 177 X6 G Ak L Ath 35 70 ¥ A 4%
FE Jufh PR b B AT DL S K R 4R R, X
J2 20 i 22 Ak B0 AR I — ANFAER,. H vk, ROS A BATE
AR RN AR TR S R B AR S AN TR R R, 4y i)
T U T A% B R RS S TR B E B K T
M= AR, Sy Ah, TR IE 7R B 40 B A% B, T RE
3 3 A A S N T 7 AR HL,0,, 15 RN B2 A B IR
)5 ], B AR 2 R P g ANV A

1.2 ROS{ERTFEEREE &AW LLR2 w4 fu iz 11
KANGTES, T8 T X EAZ 42 (lamin) 0%
IR0231, ROS W] AR % 21 J2 41 i 55 lamin A f 3R 2
ity 2= JHR 0 BR 11°) 3 J E (A AT SR AAB 1, T T 7R 3
AR R AL, AR B A T 08 A 4 R TAE
M. HEMRT AT ZREORMELERSZE LB
AT 8 B £F 2 45 & 3k (lamin associated domain,
LAD), J& T — Bl Z& R 40 X 38 . A% 45 )2 52 B85 3R,
T Gt JORE AR, ER U 1 ES A A A R S e 5 A

RS Y A% A A58 A T FE R JFOR A, i & ROS
A LA 5 B 42U B 4% 2 (deoxyribonucleic acid, DNA)
R 4 0B 2R W3R . 7E % Fl ROS 1, 8 4 B 5 1 1E
JKIEE BL6T DNA 445 78 F A5, i d@ i Fenton %
N7 A (R R B B R AT DL DNA IS IR KBk . %
D] 5 5 20 G 1) 1% /AR &5 7 W] DA B DN 38 4 ROS i
B4

ROS % DNA (145 14 5 3 H AL Bl EE b — Ml
BRI LA T AP B, A4S 84 -T- A
1 14 (8-0x0G) i A Fl JE 21O, 8-0x0G 7 & Ff 4k
5 B H L (RS20 M LA LT AN RS, B A5 47
FERENE 5 AR (A) T BB FE X, T AN 2 1 I S
W /R g (G/C) B, (Rl mT DA 5|k 3t — 25 [ 3 [
AR R — M A BRI 75 A 5 SR 4 R A
J ) 1 D RE, A A YA R R BB S, axX
RERR I 4505 L A R e A R — Fh R I8 A% i A 2 A
42 BT 0L,

X} 8-0x0G 7E 2 i A% H 14T 75 ) 5 Ao R I, e 2 B
YA CEGM D IE R B = (A7 B, HAE =5 [A] 5 LAD X 5
ARG E BT, 2 R B VE R B ) 1) LAD &b TR
PRI, IX A 25 N A & L BT 4R, ROS @i 4
B NGB AZ IS, B 2 38 B 7E K% 5 B I 1Y) DNA, AT
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51 D b A A B S E RN . AR R IL, 4
TS S BB IR S, B R E 1 o A A S
DRI PR A DG o X 13 BH 3 P o 0 26 IR 7 450495 5 B 7%
Giig B A, WL 2 B 110 5 HAs B ROR & R A
Ruel, SRR - R ET RS R
(base excision repair, BER) AL i, L Hp 2% HZE 0 e & g
(apurine/apyramidine, AP) P U] i £ 5] k2 DNA 25 il Jf
HAEBERR — BRSSO V) F A% B B 42, TV J 8 ) 1) PP
DNA I zine,

AW TN ROS 5 2 1) DNA FL 5 W 53 75 1 FL
YDA S R A, A A A /NI 2 R A2 440 2 300
KR, S 35 2R 2 P FR O 2 K AR IR R B A
L 2 B D TR LR AR L R 24P, DNA UBE B
Z410 J5 SR Dy ™ E, 1 ROS W 3 T4 52 DNA
UEE W 24 () 38 . — 5 T 2 R ROS B 21 A 72
DNA B4 E LR EFF; 55— 5 T2 i TR it 1
B 51 K BER KRNI I 4 A BER M. 7E A
I L SR, AP P 7] B[R] B 70 ) 7 2% B el 2 7 A XU

J 1 ROS Ft v Al LA 5 2 41 8 [ H2AX i iR 14 7K
F I Tt . 139 07 22 B R (Serl39) A AU IR Ak 11
H2AX #E 7 A yH2AX, 2 o H IL7E XU DNA B 2247
B, HE —R2yEAR T EHER. PIBKKEE
H ¥ ATM . ATR.DNA-PK fit 57 ff iR 1k H2AX, #H 5%
FI B 1) F7)R 2 75 B R (wortmannin) 7] DLBH 15 % %
FRALEA, KA KT ROSAELE MBI T, 40 i w] LLE
it E3 & B2 RNF168, Xt H2AX 1) 119 A7 # & B2 i3k 17
KBz i, sl izE A REBEmg. HERTH
DNA #1716 5 1 i 3K, 5] & 2 R 41 52 e 1 1 B4
2T, 75 B0 ) A2, 1F N XUEE DNA W 24 11 i 7 AL i
M) — B3, 76 H2AX B R 1k 5 , RNF168 23 % H2AX [
ISfE R IT Rz R ei. XERFEEHABE
B AR [R5 K iy 7 B A2 S AP IR, & F ROS i
I AF 4 & 4% 52 RNF168 /i 3 1 H2AX iz Z AL
v A L B IE o

BOE ROS (7= A W] e S8 At T, BUF R T35
ok P98 400 ;v et FL 30 A mp R T R JRE G A0RE I R R
A B G P g A, RO P SR A I IR . W L
() — 875 F2 70 5 & 75 ROS I Ty g, -8 2 & B P
JH B B il A 4K S N TG A4 S- IR R AR &R (S-adenosyl-
methionine, SAM) It & [\ A {444 & 4, 72 ¥ By DNA Al
Getty Jii 418 (1 F AL AKCF 3R T TR, 2 S BUE R
WK T i 2 C ORI E #3] LLAZ 3] b fl ROS (1
YEFH, T 24 FHAE Y 3 YD 35 K %5 (protandim) 1A AT
PLAE T+ SOD Filid % At & B (catalase) 13k, HH I [

ik ROS ¥k @1, [ B 2 £ X ROS 2 4k, ¥ % 4 i)
DNA & 5 M % 5 A I 259 © & 75 ¥ I7 98 5 I BFF 52
320 772 % 0E, an: BExd R 2 2 4L 1) ERCCI-
XPF 4 [ [8) A0 B4 F BUTH 0 )L B R & VEE s 2
B A= AZ 52 1K) AP PN 1) A 1) 1) L B 6T (] 5 2 2H 1) Rad51
U751, A S I THT 2 380 PR A 0 XU 7 2 11 PISK 1 1 711
& . Xk Gavande SEPIHEAT TR RGN 4
2 BRXTEFE A LEHAIRND
21 SWMAEIMERTERNEA SXENAKIEHKE
AR E T B . BRTEgH i = ZDVBRER AR L 4L
L B R B AR A, e P BB A% 0 IR U, T
e ELHE R A 72 DNA EARCER B E T, s 52k
[R5 1] () 62 45 W (primase) AT K H 40 T 3 s A 1
FNR. &2 4 B B 9 AN 7 58 20 . (R W 35 AL/ T ), 3
KIEHE PRIM2 1] C 3t 5 — 45 7 4Fe-4S Bl 1% 0 .«
41 g SOD 22 45 i, PRIM2 45 & 4 Bt 7% 52 R, 1717 ¥
A BRI A 1 L 4R B8 TG R B R RNA 514 1 T RERT.
FNR [ FEZE & 14> AFe-4S Bt f%, I8 ik i )97 480K 52 1)
AR AR A T A0 A RS O A TR ) R . 7E K
A FF B R, AT BT B 4Fe-4S B R 1 16 2Fe-2S
T, W51 FNR Z RIAM e, S BEA L&
DNAfE I kP8, 3 AR &, £ A K&
Z 5K E B MMEE B8 S A SRR (K1), B
DNA £ il Hl #% DNA % & i o (DNA polymerase a,
Pola). DNA % 4 fif ¢ (DNA polymerase ¢, Pole). DNA
R4 0 (DNA polymerase 6, Pold) {4k ¥ 7¢ POLA.
POLE1 Il POLD1. % 45 177 DNA % & f# ¢ (DNA poly-
merase ¢, Pol{) [ {# 1k 5. oo Jo {538 3 2Bl [ (rever-
sionless 3-like, REV3L). DNA & 44 i} () PRIM2 il 3 |
fife JVE I DNA 5 i) fift JiE B /% 2 1% 2 (DNA replication
helicase/nuclease 2, Dna2).D ZH% ta 4 T % 9% (xeroder-
mapigmentosum complementation group D, XPD).
DEAD/H-box fi# Ji¢ liff 11 (DEAD/H-box helicase 11,
DDX11). %ty fif 4iE {4 i e B 1 8 45 Kl 7 (Regulator of
telomere elongation helicase 1, RTEL1) Al kb A& J 4 3a
u] JE& 4 M. (fanconi anemia of complementation group J,
FANCJ). DNA 5 155 12 & 1f) 4+ 1) g 5 (exonuclease 5,
EXO5), PA A ETFAZ S HBEE BN DIRG 118 H 1
(endonuclease IlI-like protein 1, NTHL1) 1 MutY.
AN HE PR ARAE SRR DL R, B R H 2815 A Fa e P,
£ %1 5t DNA & 1] 4 /> B Ji DNA % & 1 Pola.
Pole.Pold F1 Poll fiE AL BT, #A 14> 1 BB IR 7
R Fe v, A 2 & R B 1 45 & 5 CysA Hil CysB.
Horh, CysA G5 & T, 1 CysB — N & 45 &2k
%o RARKREYmIESS G0 RGBS LR —
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Table 1 Iron-containing proteins involved in gene operations inside nucleus. REV3L: Reversionless 3-like; Dna2: DNA replication heli-

case/nuclease 2; XPD: Xeroderma pigmentosum complementation group D; DDX11: DEAD/H-box helicase 11; RTEL1: Regulator of telo-

mere elongation helicase 1; FANCJ: Fanconi anemia of complementation group J; EXO5: Exonuclease 5; NTHL1: Endonuclease Ill-like
protein 1; Hap1/2/3/4/5: Heme activator protein 1/2/3/4/5; Bachl: BTB and CNC homology 1; HO-1: Heme oxygenase 1; NPAS2: Neuronal
PAS domain protein 2; NFxB: Nuclear factor «B; p53R2: p53-inducible ribonucleotide reductase small subunit 2-like protein; TETs: Ten-

eleven translocation proteins; KDMs: Lysine demethylases; 4Fe-4S: Iron-sulfur cluster; 2-OG: 2-Oxoglutaric acid

Protein Iron form Function
POLA 4Fe-4S Catalytic subunit of Pola in DNA synthesis
POLE1 4Fe-4S Catalytic subunit of Pole in DNA synthesis
POLD1 4Fe-4S Catalytic subunit of Pold in DNA synthesis
REV3L 4Fe-4S Catalytic subunit of Pol{'in DNA synthesis
Dna2 4Fe-4S Gene replication and homologous recombination repair
XPD 4Fe-4S Transcription and nucleotide excision repair
DDX11 4Fe-4S Sister chromosome cohesion and DNA repair
RTEL1 4Fe-4S Maintenance of telomere-length
FANCJ 4Fe-4S DNA crosslink repair and double-strand break repair
EXO5 4Fe-4S DNA repair
NTHL1 4Fe-4S Base excision repair
MutY 4Fe-4S Base excision repair
ELP3 4Fe-4S Polll transcription
Hapl Heme Transcription regulation of genes related to respiratory and oxidative damage
Hap2/3/4/5 Heme Transcription regulation of respiratory genes
Bachl Heme Transcription regulation of hememetabolism
HO-1 Heme Transcription regulation in response of oxidative stress
Rev-erb-a/p Heme Transcription regulation of circadian rhythm
NPAS2 Heme Transcription regulation of circadian rhythm
p53 Heme DNA repair
H-Ferritin Fe** Storage of ferric ions
Pirin Fe**/Fe? Transcription regulation through NF«B binding
p53R2 Fe?* Ribonucleotide reductase in responseof DNA damage
TETs Fe?*/2-0G DNA dioxygenases
KDMs Fe?*/2-0G Histone demethylases

SE PR SRR S 1, (H AR AL BE 0 R R,

Dna2 & — N Z Ui E A, & H LML B A 1
AN i e T 3, 7 2 DR A ) it her 4 47 R () 9 B 418 L S
JrHEAERER . HARRREEE A AR AR A S
RAL BRI AL 25 6 2 1R v DL 3 B0 A 1)l 2 e 1 iz
g%, TR B A1 2 B R L fde e i PR o IR R R A
Ih e 3 A7 76 M R BXBO, XPD & 1AMl ie B, 5
DDX11.RTEL1 I FANCJ & [ 41 5 — A fift & g 0 5%
o RFKIRHE S A 2 AR TE R 14> Arch B50RT 1AMk
i % 46 & 8. A N %5 55 R LI (transcription factor
[IH, TRIH) [ — 2R 5, XPD 2 %% s 25 4% 1
BE . BT RS SRR A e B TFIH L.
BRI FE A 2 8 AR Sk, HE X BB E
Wi = . DDX1L R MG E 7 4 B 5 XPDH — &
BRI BAYE . A B 9T B s DDXAL 7 7 55 fh Ik % € 44 kG
# DNA & il X Fa e 5 e o )i 25 [ 4 40 ) DNA & &
J5 A — 2 BIE FABY. Bk 7% 7E DDX1L i1 F
W AN A8, (H B 0 AR ABL 1, PR %E 5 7E XPD ()
B AT . RTELL 3 BELE ORFF i R K FE L B 1 (7] Y 3

21 % ) DNA XUEEIT 242 2 7 HEAEH . AR
LR i R AR 7 45 A X 6 ROS SRR, %30 K 46 4
ANE A FANCIFR 1 4B S5 ¥ 30 Ab, 7252 i ik
H 1455 BRACL I 25 f ek . 1% 8 1 78 XUHE 7] £ 19
16 5 RRUE W 245 52 iR /R A B9,

TE S BRBR R I K B R, EXOB A& — AN 7E DNA &
A2 AR B B 5 DNA X TR) A U0 Bl . kB 7 E
THEBTH . RE WAL 5 R T AR R, R A
BRI R 520 H DNA S5 & e ) Jis B, NTHLL A
MutY 2 L0812 5 (BER) 1 HIBEH /KRG, 71 5T M
it SEAZ R b KA 52 4547 BB T R B o 4 AR A L
HIRANR B Z R S TR H IRV E . R
PRAEIX LB 1 R [F R A B Sk, T2 th Bh
1% DNA [ 45 41859,

Ik Ah, fiiJ2 - (elongator) & & W01 4H i & 111 ELP3
ER M Gk ZEEMASKZ A INEE,
AFELERNARGE POl 4562 55 . RETRE
SR IR i T 10 e M K SRR T 45 SR, (H 2
X SRTE PR B S A AT ANTE R
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I DA B4R T DU B, AR X e R R A
% (1) & AE O HARE AL Dh R gk AT 0 1) AR 6, T
HIEZEZH2EA T 0. XANIR TR RN T 2R ai kiR
Toh JRSZ S P AR A S i 1 AT R T PR A
22 MARERTFERALA MaORTLLSH,0, %M,
FEYEAE R C S50 R A 1 1K 44 B T A A% B ROS 11 —
B, AH R AR R R 8 = FE O T, 1% 8 AT B
Sof M40 R R A I BIRE, fEYR i b i 4 R 45 A R
F 32 DU s R 7 1 T U7 AE [40 BTB A1 CNC [A) Y5
# 1 (BTB and CNC homolog 1, Bach1)], V4% K i i
CLER [ SRR S 98 R AH DG B R IA (R )B4, —
AN BB IR B RS B A LA K A ALEE 1 (heme oxy-
genase 1, HO-1). XML [ — M 7E N 52 X HH 6 I 41 3R
BT AR, PE A — A AR . ST A SR I
W IAE AR b, AN FAT AE A, TR A e
SR T 2 R U 2 IR 3R 0k, WP AL SR, il A
A ML AT 28 Ab 3 40 P, w] DLSE 40 B A% o Il 41 3R S AL TG
HIKT o FAN, — AN B R R A R O 1) O
HAPSSEAHINMARE S A SEMARSM
p53 5 DNA i &, & (5648 4l Mo AZ, 328 O\ 41 i i - P
fiEEt 4, BT p53 K E A A\ %A DNA B EHLHIH, k2%
P53 7 47 (1) HL P 20 25 e T DNA $545 189 %2 f I, G 1es461
23 HSBEFIERTERSEA KR4k
KB, B MG IR RS TR AR MR AZ R A R T A
J RN SR AR i B 1)K B - T DL EL 455 DNA 1
G (ZPEN) Bl FE 1 7 A7 5L, VB H,0, 76 — Lok 52 1
F b (4 RTGR, RACZREENS) X il i/ it 2R 4 0 BT 1),
53 DNA BE W 24081, 3 0 A] LR 4> fid B 11 1 B 12 2
M), H BRI AL 26 21 40 R A% 1) AT A5 5 HL0, FE R (1
Psibifr B 2E 17 DNA BT DI IR, TR 2 — Bl 2 A
LT F B I

X A 20 O AZ R o A BRI LRI, RV TR A4
LRk B S AR AEAR R 22 57, TERZ R B il 22 v
LA 18k 55 134 BE AH S Bl e 9, 3k AN R IR 5 ik
P H B LE 5 3 A% B LAD Bk R AE — 2, LF 38—
AHEA E B HEL, B H,0,iE 155 3 N g%,
TR BB 30T (1)K B8 1~ 2 1k Fenton S S 554k, i i P £
PRI p i, R AR X DNA B4 i B AN HE 1S
FRCST, TS K F  E A0 M A% o A BB R A 3 gk
— S, A AR RS FAAMED--REAN
HE2E (H-ferritin) GEA% 2 N 4B 4%, H. AT L5 DNA &5
G0 S5 B ER B A AR, %456 Bef® 5] )X DNA
B MW RER VR AR (RAES) 1% BRI RIS,
G PRBE H OB NG A% 2 1 A 42 Ui 5 K B 5
FSEZ IR %7

Rk EE A, 4 B A A O R B ML 4T E
M B4 & BB 1 1 8 HIE A Pirin p53R2 Al — K 2K
AR (R 1. PiinE—INFBESEH, &FH
INMRE T UEME T R B A SR R
Bk, FEEAWME, B NF B 5 — e gE g
DNA £i7 5 ) 45 451, p53R2 #& — /M v DNA 15145 1)
%L 5, 9 DNAE 4t = mE I i Uil . 1%
FUE L4 5N 1, 580722 51k
IR R

R A — RS A A, 1 T - TR
— & (2-oxoglutaric acid, 2-0OG), 7E &k & T Il AL T %t
JEY)E A SRR BT IEM . X AR A SR
ARSI+ — %% B (ten-eleven translocation, TET)
& FR Jumonji 8 2 2 2 H 3R 4L (lysine demethyl-
ase, KDM) &531, TET &5 H 230 B B4 B ik i — 22 3
ATE R Ak . X B0 /2 DNA Bk 25 R4 o
TR — 25, OIS i 2] RE 4 DNA 512 E &R
SR T LA — AN B A AT AT 0 B Bk B K. Jumonji
25 KDM fit 53 % 4 2 1 B R A0S A 1) s R iR AT 2%
HE AL B o SR A RS A BT DA 5] RS A% /I Ak 45 R IR AS 11
Ak, WIS M 4 G 7 b T 1) 25 R 4T F BRI

A, At B 5T I 2R F2 AG E (prolyl hydroxy-
lase, PHD) £ [ [A] ¥ J& T 1% 95 & Bk S AL g, ] DA XY
HIF Lo b 45 a8 1 i 20 R a2k 47 S804 T T 1 38 3 5 121
HE T I8 I 2 2 AE N B Tl A B A . 7R AR B
B T IR PRI E L T, PHD 1R FH B4R, HIFla fasE
PRI, AHLE 5 HIFIBS &, HENA %, B % 5
W N R RIA, SR BE N B N . 55— AN AT L
XF HIFLa #E AT 2-0OG 4K #i M A2 4 1) /2 HIF 4100 1) ] 5
(factor Inhibiting HIF, FIH). iX 4> & A % HIFla Al
HIF20 8 1 C i 1) — AN R A& Tk i #E 47 #2254 A2 1, AN
1M BEAS B AT 45 & 4L B 1 SR 3 2 il p300, S8V 2 A
755 B DN 1) A 2 PH . 75 ZE UL I 2, PHD AT FIH
ER T AR M pT b AR A (BAE G R b A D &
GYAT, AT A — S8 HAR I D e 56

A I T s R E R ) N P G e, 1 HL
H KR 5 A TR 2 U AR T 3 AH G0, b 7 71
S e PR 5o Rk 14 2 ML R VAR T 24, i L TR A B IR
BORE SR k. o S Bk 4 5] R g B 4, X
Tl 490 H IR AE RO SR v, G S e ot ) AR R
) B B b R VBT I AR R . ARG B AR 2 BB AR T
VLA FI6I7 %280, W24k % (deferoxamine, DFO).
1B N 5T T, i Fl DFO A LLAF &4 Hb 401 1] Jumonji 28
F L EE ) ThAE, 4 DFO AL HE X 40 i 2 £ B0 40
1% A DNA FUREWT 29/ B B9, e Ah, B R Bk A0 T
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BILH 1) 25 M0k 930 B4 52 B3 22 OyERS . i TR OE T
Hi SRR A E ol 487 iR B =, fE#H A
TR AH G2 R 1 AR
3 BREXEFEALEWHRIMN

FAEENHRATA R — ). BEE— 4
ZUrh FEANR B AR FDIRAS T8 IR IS 2 ik ) .
AN LA AR FHUIR 5 2 SRR, A0 2 i T e 32 4 B TR
TE R X . FEBR IGO0, Bk R4 ) 45 4t 2
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Figure 1 The effects of hypoxia on genome structure. PHD: Prolyl hydroxylase; HIF: Hypoxia inducible factor; FIH: Factor-inhibiting HIF;
CTCF: CCCTC bhinding factor; SWI/SNF: SWiItch/sucrose non-fermentable; BAF57: Brg/Brahma-associated factors 57; BRG1: Brahma-
related gene 1; BRM: Brahma; NuRD: Nucleosome remodeling and deacetylase; MTAL: Metastasis associated 1; CHD4: Chromodomain
helicase DNA binding protein 4; KDM: Lysine demethylase; DNMT: DNA methyl-transferase; SAM: S-Adenosylmethionine; TET: Ten-
eleven translocation
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