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A& —, L, ARXFEAPHFFRMLA. A M 2005 FAK,
—ANRFEHBARMF (R ) ARKRRA K9S &G R A oMoyt rrt
%, KILT #7149 DNA 16 248 %% & RMI2. Rifl #= XLF2 & . i&4-% LA}
FEXATHRLLINT H—NEA A2 4t RNA 64 FH48, /£ Nat
Neurosci~ Mol Cell. Genes Dev #2 EMBO J % SCI 19 % £ X 10 &5
FE T ZHR GG LLE: (1) E15 DNABEAXGEE RAEIEAR
%, 2 FREDNAGE A ()AL ERM XN EE R 3) T M
RNA 4&4h 7 M B RNA Kttt X 3 &R 42 E-4E (Fragile X syndrome,
FXS) ¥ 95 f&.

DNAX T RBVIEEIR R ImERIZE
iR,

(AEsntRZA R 22, bt 100871)

5 OFE . 0P A7 TR ) DNA XUEE W% (DSB) mld it [A) Y5 85 40 (HR) 85k R AR i 1% 42 (NHED) 12 5
T HR A AE A7 7E A [F) e AR A 9 BEAR B s 2k 4T, Rk, NHE) 8% h EZEMEE ). 7 NHEJ #,
DSB K iy & 56 B Ku iR 5, $#:45 B K B 2K & B 75 Ku 5 DNA-PKes B B F i 1, 3 3% B2 0 1v-
XRCC4-XLF #%E#:. NHEJ KRB 28, R EH O REM LHERE, SEUEE s ka5
WRTHIF S . BARTCVER (R ER 152 DNA, NHEJ {755 4 Fr 5 R 241 (O e e Pk B S E & . % NHEJ
PRI 75 A B T B A e i 1) 2 AR AL 1) HE I R RE PRIV T

FEEA) - WHEWI ; ARFER UG£ ; Ku ;s DNA-PKes ; 82§ IV ; XRCC4 ; XLF

FESES : Q343 XHEFRER : A

Role of nonhomologous end joining pathway

in the repair of DNA double-strand breaks

YAN Zhen-Xin, XU Dong-Yi*
(School of Life Sciences, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: As a deleterious but common form of DNA damage, DNA double-strand breaks (DSB) can be repaired
by both homologous recombination (HR) and nonhomologous end joining (NHEJ) pathways. As HR takes place
only when an intact homologous chromatin is prepared as a template, NHEJ is the primary pathway to repair DSB.
DSB is initially recognized by Ku. With the help of DNA-PKcs, Ku recruits nucleases and polymerases for end
processing and ligase IV-XRCC4-XLF for the final ligation step. Although the structural diversity of break ends and

iterative processing of DNA ends together make NHEJ an error-prone pathway, it plays a significant role in the
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maintenance of genome stability. Research on the mechanism of NHEJ will shed light on the mechanism of

oncogenesis so as to develop better strategies for cancer therapy.
Key words: double-strand break; nonhomologous end joining; Ku; DNA-PKcs; ligase IV; XRCC4; XLF

V&Rt AL W 5T, DNA KR4 K A4 A [FH
FE A 45, JHoop XUEE W7 22 (double-strand break,
DSB) i 4™ H il 7 (£, B MR K&
JJi 10~100 7k DSB!"?, i & DSB ) 46 A & A 1
SR FAEAE ¥ H BS 45 5 (ionizing radiation) DL Az A A1)
BAs /it UG R (X 4. y 52 ). b
ST AR 55, YR DR 2 B A AR T
P45 (reactive oxygen species, ROS). i #5744 i 5
TEGRRE DL AT RN Y (single-strand break, SSB) 4k
& U MR IR AR E . R
") DSB, H} V(D)J B4 A1 54 2 (class-switch
recombination, CSR)'” . DSB F 4% i Y& % {0 44 1) 4
MRS, HIENMNEE, FIReRE RGOk T
FRIME R EEE . T84 »7. DSB il
LM EE - [FYEEZ (homologous recombination,
HR) A1 [F] Y& A ¥t 7% % (nonhomologous end joining,
NHEJ). HR DL5E 4 AH [7] {4 G2 o AR A N AR SR AT K
WRIEE, B A 1E DNA £ 5858 2 #11 S
A G2 W1 ™. NHEJ ] 7EBEAN0 i Ji W R 2B (5 425y
ZURVREZANE] ), FIABEATERER, RET
U SRR i (1) S5 AT 25 B e AR R R (ELFEBR R . HRN
A 5 AR P L B W 4 B R ) DSB 3 Bl it
NHEJ 85 ¥, AV S5 E A B D E S
ANl FLsh 4 b 4 L NHET 2 238 4%, JFfE A B 40
NHEJ i 4% (alternative-NHEJ, aNHEJ), V(D)J & 41
Jo CSR W EEATE#E, #5J5 70 # NHET 1) 14k DL AL
NHEJ 5 HR (B R .

1 NHEJRERTFE

NHEJ (AL « XUEEWTE ™ A5, Ku iR
il B 24 K 3 I A Se 5 Wi % DNA 254, Bl 5 Ku #
%< DNA-PKcs(DNA-dependent protein kinase catalytic
subunit) 7575 8] _EHEF I FRE PSR K S, DNA-
PKes i i [ 0 BR AL AN BEIL AL 37t AL BB R A5
5, DNA RiminLHE A (R Kams) ki
SR S N Tl & R IS5, 5 IEFR I (Ligase)
IV-XRCC4(X-ray repair complementing defective
repair in Chinese hamster cells 4)-XLF(Xrcc4-like
factor) & A& AT B Th g " (B 1), Ku. DNA-
PKcs. Ligase IV, XRCC4 A XLF 4H % NHEJ #% >

A Hoh, Ku 7E BT IR IR 5 K AE 55 1 F2
WAE BN, T — RN TAE BT W
BRI , o —AN R AT i A 1

2 NHEJWFES5ER

2.1 DNA-PKE &K
2.1.1 Ku

Ku /& Ku70 Fl Ku80 ZH s 1) 57 — ik, Rk
VR H 4 (8 TR KUY B R AR 1K (70
kDa/83 kDa) fir % "', WA (3 g 4L
BUASE AR 3R Ak, DL IR E5 M 254 DNA I
A I RE A I Eh U RN 1, Ku B
TERUE W 24 7= 1E 5 B Rb 2 N 5 2 Ml 2 oK o (i
Ko oF AR ) 454 U, i X RS AR T
K 3 () DNA FE 41 U9, Ku 758 N i R 58 DA K
DNA SERIEA 2 BN FEAR ) DSB 252 2%, iR 7l
I 45 4 5 & 18 bp [ W EE DNA®Y, 454 DNA J5,
Ku G87E 25 0] b hz i FHED AN B 4 K o, R OR3P
K2 AL BRI T, Hn Ku B8R 1EAZ R S 1)

DSBF=4
!

KuBHIDSB :66:
4

DNA-PKcs | e

&&

R T

o i T B

NHEJE 2 H, Kufgb il 455 DSBRum, H4H3E T
EA. Artemis 5DNA-PKcesTE R &R K% 1EH, XLF-
XRCC4-Ligase IVTEZS [A] b A58 94N Wr 34K o I F Ligase 1V
PATER RS, S0 A ik p = H IO HHh2:2:1%", Ku
TR OIS AR A R, AR AE R

E1 NHEJERYE AT T2
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filf (exonuclease 1, Exol) 5 DNA f i 44 & [,
T Ku B 5§ NHEJ #.08 H K2 % DNA
At i L& A HAE, fE454 DNA JG, Kua[fEA
NHEJ (X4, 48 5 H A 2 52 8 3 IR 52 (64 F )1
& " HEERNZE, KuilRelE N3 AR E B
T. DNA A3t (W 32) Y. Bk Ku70 8t Kus0 K
40 /N B AT DSB BT ARURS, kN BRA T A
ki B2 S = A g P 54, Kuid s
Fe s R A A I o A, X LD RE AT RS T
Ku 7£ NHEJ {1 17,
2.1.2 DNA-PKcs

DNA-PKcs J& T PIKK (phosphatidylinositol-3 (PI-
3) kinase-like kinase) Z %, & EMAA N B R K i
(469 kDa), /2 ME—ilid 5 DNA A iy &5 & 1 S
Vi P 1 B 20252, DNA-PKes (19 N 33 40 6 J—
NIFIARI “H# 77 458, Jy DNA f2fft [ 455l
i PN, Ku 15 DNA J&, {85 DNA-PKes £
WrZd oK i, — 3% 5 WEE DNA 454 5 DNA-PK &
SR, 5 E I, Ku /1 DNA K ) N # 50,
DNA-PKcs [ C iy & A2 ) G 0088 I 0 e I g v
P B, 4E 4 JE DNA-PKes 5 Ku — 2 i 5 A
Z AR vty JFPH T AZ BR B R & 85 DNA A Uiy 1) 45
& BYP1 DNA-PKes 7] 7EAK A 2 F Ku, XRCC4,
Ligase IV, XLF M HAh¥% NHEJ #Hx5EH, {HiX
SeREIRRALAF I RE NHEJ fras 7 " fdft )R I DNA-
PKcs X} WRN (Werner) {5 B2 £k 7] {12 it NHEJ B9,
AR VEZ N Z, DNA-PKes [ B2 fb 34 ATM.
ATR 1 12 1k v] i 4% NHEJ P, Eb i, %5 2609 fif
INRATR M T A7 m 22 208 /| TR AR M R A AR 1t &
55 Ku 43 B9 DNA Ko Begd ¥, R REREER L
F4 A Artemis, (233 5 & PO EREEEME (LR 30)™,
2.2 Ligase IV-XRCC4-XLFE &1k
2.2.1 XRCC4-Ligase IVE &4

NHEJ #; % 7 # 8 ik DNA Ligase IV 58 f % 4%
S i. Ligase IV A0 45 N sy R i 44 45 #4350 AT C g 1)
P/ H 15k BRCT (breast cancer associated carboxy-terminal)
gt M, A5 XRCC4 2 5itf, Ligase IV fgi%E4%
DNA FLEE R H 0, a] 7 42 BN 00 98 R
U (4 MR Y. fE XRCC4 2 5K, Ligase IV
REERE S 2 bp WRITE 21 LA S 1 AL IR Bk 2K 1)
A, Ku 25 58K K 58 0% 192 805 I fe i %
AE B AN A 3 U9, XRCC4-Ligase IV A DLZE X4
Wi 4 1 — 25 BE R 38 A e B b — 4k
XRCC4-Ligase IV ik 1] 44 52 % Fi DNA 2K b il T. 25

H, EF Ku LR AL S E T
2.2.2 XRCC4-XLF4f4i

XLF ( 1 Cernunnos) £ 2006 45 # % 4~ F 5t
21 53 ) 38 Ik I BEXU 2% 22 9 e XRCC4 HAE 2 1 A0S
a8 BRI R ORE ST R B, /2 NHET I8 240
FAP RGO ER " XLF Rk 2 i
DNA 185 ks , {38 4 At 4 565 K oges 24 ik %)
XLF A G AN B A S, (HE1E DNA B3Rt
FACBEME H AFR € Ligase IV-XRCC4, i@ s
HF MR R 1L Ligase IV {233 DNA Ry, Rl 25
B A (34 B0 AR S R FRBE B 7S R B XLF
5 XRCC4 JE MR e I £F 4tk g5 0, JEREdt— bl
B A P TROIR 2 AR i B, e g M B it
T IE FLAT RO TUTRE DL 45 & DNA FEHESI B 28 A o B
A VER N E, DNA LLA T8 e i 7 i SR 7E 1%
AN B A R 2B 1 1, XLF-XRCC4 4 22t 2 i
FUEE, FrLLJ5 & vl BeAE A% /MA R 2R 5 #e € DNA
fif B, DNA-PKcs [ B2 1k /E Fl & Ligase IV #5 1J
DIfELF4E R 5, TR IS T AR 4ERIBh A 3 B,
Ligase IV ] BRCT £tk 55 XRCC4 & 7E 1) PU SR AL
X 358 7 B &, B DL 2R 4E 1) 40 3% 0T BE K s T
XRCC4 (FPU B AL P, AT E A Ligase IV (K 4k
SERIESRE] T XLF 5 XRCC4 1454 Y,
2.3 DNAMiZKinMTEH

T SRR 4% 2 DNA K 3 il 8 32 1) 5'-
BER (5'-P). 3'- ¥23E (3'-OH) [ 45 #) 1, IR 45145
18 B DSB R Ui 38 5 AN A2 A R 45 18 . DSB K diij
PRI A B e i 2Rt 2 BHL T I 42 . A R A7 PR TS 2 1R
I 57 53R W7 2 A ity I TR T i B2 0, R %
W& B 7 57 V) E 4507 DNA, B4 8 050 i N B i
2. XL P HH Ku 3k XRCC4 4355 100,
2.3.1 APTX. PNKP. APLF

APTX. PNKP. APLF X =/MEHAMFK 25
B3 ) B 15 52 (base excision repair, BER) Az F 4 ¥
Z4f5 % (single strand break repair, SSBR) i1 % ¥, =
¥ EA N b FHA(Forkhead associated) £5#)3%, HEL
XRCC4 4545 (255 BER }¢ SSBR i 454 XRCC1) Y,
HT ) Ligase IV @452 AT DNA 57 2K o [l 1 5%
k., APTX(Aprataxin) W # [ it 1 B2 I 5072 4 i
BERL AR M, IR B¢ ROS A it il 6 0% B B i 2 110 5'-
R, 3- BERR T2 K i, PNKP (polynucleotide kinase/
phosphatase) ¥ 45 14 S8 RE W FR AL 5" R, FHo
T Ity 225 A0 S35 0 R % o 37 Ao B B R, PR Ut = AR
B EERER A 5K . APLF (Aprataxin and PNKP-
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like factor) W] {9 A UIIEAN 37 AU BN W7 2R K i »
V5 T 530 22 1 1 % % ADP- 4 (poly ADP-
ribose) MY i, 5 Ku. XRCC4 —il2FsE &
s155H 0,

2.3.2 Ku

IR A 7£ DSB A ¥ = A= Bl B ik S A7 0, A0FE 57
Ji6 48 4% BE -5- 1% R (5" deoxyribose-5-phosphate, 5'-
dRP) 1K i B T 1) Bl FE 6k 25 (apurinic/apyrimidinic,
AP), z&5 K2 BER B () [A] =4, FI{E BER
H T A R AR 2R, L S ER AR (11 CSR AR
BT R Ku B4 5'-dRP/AP ARG 4, W 7Rk
KA R 3 — AT DR B
2.3.3 A DNABEER —Jl5EH(Tdpl. Tdp2)

M) (Topoisomerases, 4% Top I Al Top
1) 3d 3 V) R - AT B AT LT T DNA B IR e 45
¥, A% DNA & il #1#% sk #2453 DL AT VIS,
b AN E AR R 5 IR A 37- B 5 IR I
et (43 BIxERE Top I, Top IT), #J& DNA-Top I/
LA 0 J S5 A T P 0 s 55 v o o) 2 42 S o
MR R I B =4 7 &t DNA B R —
5 (tyrosyl DNA phosphodiesterases) {1 % Tdpl Al
Tdp2, —H A4 al#Fr5 3'/5'- WElRIE 1) Top 1/
I ) Tdpl i& AT [k Hofth 3- B ER 45 K, 045 IR
JEH UL 3 BEER L BERR TV
2.3.4 MIREF(Artemis. Metnase., WRN. Mrell)

Z 5 DSB KimM L &E A KZ B 2 M)
fit. Artemis A& & HA 53" SMJIEIEE, 5 DNA-
PKes ¥ 2 & 14 -4 J5 2 W R AL 5 7T 3k 45 A U il
WP, BeDIEI S R S B A V(D)) AL I R TR B
RICEER W Artemis i) FoKE 5 S DIEIA A
g, CRF 3R VI EI N 4 AR R I 3R H
Artemis i AEFE Bk 3'- B IR £ B2 R VY. Artemis Btk
2% 5| L S U A BRI & A E B (radiosensitive
severe combined immune deficiency, RS-SCID)*, {Y
T RKEENYIH Metnase HA N 1) B AN L%
g e, v ) E FEE DNA K B XUEE DNA &AL,
{H £ NHEJ 1 ff) 2 % A 4 Artemis”, WRN A
35" SR UIRE AR e RS 1, 5 Ku 2 XRCC4 45
A OE AN IEEIE T T, Ak, DNA 840 N & 1
2 4% [ Mrell (Meiotic recombination 11) t1f K
3'—5" ShUIAE KX A YIS 5 NHET 7.

2.3.5 RAMXFKPEPolh, Polu, TdT)

NHEJ A 75 8k 71 4k & B H AN ) T e H 2R £ i

X FEPHAT , B Poll(polymerases ). Polu (polymerases

[75]

w) A1 TdT (terminal deoxynucleotidyl transferase) . —
R AT - 7 51 LA R 75 SRAR IR A«
Poll )& Rl Th fiE = FEAR AR BE, 5 22 51 1 S AR
FEE AN ; TAT 54 SL TAEAREE, AN ZERIE AR |
Poly B RE MMt REA BRI BEREAT & 1, REAE A
53— W7 B A i A1 A RSEARC S % om N LA A e A T
g5y b, =M NIt BA BRCT Z5#3, mEYH
Ku } XRCC4-Ligase IV JE & &4k U, =& phsr
I B AN B A B IE DI RET 7 23 A, R A7 A2
Ku f1 XRCC4-Ligase IV I}, Polh BESEATFEHA 15 A
Polyp JU 8 DAAN % S 5 g BERCE AT 1 45495 4 i o™
TAT AL T 0 LB Be i B/T kS gfert, pr
LLRZ 5 V(D) E4A ) NHEIT,

3 NHEJEE RN EHixHE

3.1 ABEEANIEEREE

DSB A i i H R B4 T. Byon TR
AR TR i O ME 2R 841K, BT DA NHET W RERLF “ 5%
WOER: - INT - FEERS -BNL)” NREHE
AR O, IR R 2B L. 5, A 5Py
3'-OH R v b B B i B R AT Bkt A6 20 . [RIA,  E
T Ligase IV 7£ XRCC4-XLF fl Ku 112 5 FRei&EHE
JEHANA G (RAREME. B, WK
i Al BEAE RS, MEIRFIRRL L, A BRI A A AT
B BER #E—B 158 ", Ak, JEFF AT TE K 52 %
PG R0l - S BRIRE I TR MU, R i
AT TR, FRS MRN (Mrell/Rad50/NBS1).
Exol {218 Ku MR B, 7= A K 7 B 3 R
DNA JfHi aNHEJ 8¢ HR &5 5 id e 5,
32 IRFFEEFESKEIEE

BT R o i T2 R R E SN (s ) EE A
W YIEE ), AH IR R o B8 B AS [ (9 B0 T2, NHEJ M
YrAA] 7E I Sl Rk B, A0 Ar 7E D E DL R S 1 45 A
% (Polp) ik #E. R W RER L IR HET - Bk
SRAAE M T HEER ; HikFEET N APTX |
Tdp1/2 #EREAIBIE, 51N Ku B BRAEIE G R A% T
1% 5 22 LB i & i s e 25 e AR B2 AN
P U) B REAT 2 B R 2 K Be DI B IS AT E
Beo IXPIEBRNGUT 1 DA R B KBRS R BE LA 15k
B A (B B Hfh R n T s
—MEEAL ) 7 &R, N T8 (A 7E DSB IR
FE BN IR A (B2 A Sy ) P 5% 0 R 5 1 X ol AT
PR eAh, AT EEAE NHEJ S ik 14 F i Kus,
XRCCA #4572 R 25 R SR e M n & H,
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1% 7 B 2 A AR
4 725MDSBRENHEJ

41 VDJIEZR

V(D)J E 41 il CSR # /& 4 # 1. 2 5 W
DSB &4 & NHEJ 2 & ik #8, & it AP
ZARFE 2 RENE . V(D) ELUAEE T WK
B 4HfAN T g, Zid R n] 2 AW R Bz 5
BBt . B, ke 20 B R 57 1 RAG1/2 (recombination
activating gene 1/2) &4 R & R 2H_F 75 [A] B 1
#2015 5 ¥ %1 (recombination signal sequences, RSS)
FELEW AN RSS 5 41 B9 A3 AT VI3, 4> RSS 4b
BT B RR N i R g, W 2RI = A2 e iy . 5
S WrBth T Artemis-DNA-PKes & &6 4T I K R 45
¥, BEJE PRI RASA w In TFdsE, Wimgef
RAFLE B ER W B RSS Z MK RS E (S
S, A AMKE Artemis # NHEJ &8 s F 1,
42 FEHEHMELH(CSR)

2o 3 V(D) A i B 48 AR AE B 5 R T
A CSR, JE ik )1 AN B 3 i B ok HR HE S S s Bk
WA EGESR, JFEEEE K B DNA #HIER 2. B 41
i e S 1) O v i B 2 B (activation-induced cytidine
deaminase, AID) 43 7 7E P AN [E] B ) S (switch) [X K
Jitd 5 g (C) % b N JR 5 g (U), 4% UNG (uracil
DNA glycosylase) % U V] %, B J5 APE (apurinic/
apyrimidinic endonuclease) 1] 1| 1% i 5 6k 2% £7 11 7
AR, PR SRR I A I S e A R AT
724 DSB( F] g A IR IE ik 5 5 30P)™. 1
FUE S X4 NHEJ AHIE 5 Bp = A= MR A s 2H, fdimT
X VD) Fr B T g i 1gG. IgA 8 IgE 1)
ANEMESE X AR TR, B A AR GRS,
A1 AID RAEWAE RN CIRAEE S X)), B = A4
P DSB, %5t g ek hr .

5 aNHEJ/Backup-NHEJ/MMEJ

& 7 MO T Ku70/80 1148 JLf¥) NHEJ (classical/
canonical-NHEJ, cNHEJ) #I, 4 Jifd o i 17 75 A 4K it
T Ku70/80 ff] H: 4th NHEJ % 1%, #% A # 18 NHEJ
(aNHEJ) 84 F] NHEJ (backup NHEJ). H § I AiH
2 aNHEJ H A —figfe, @& ZMigs. wiF
P8 K Uiy 3% $2 (microhomology-mediated end joining,
MMEJ) & #H X} L %5 i 28 () — Ff aNHEJ BT, 5
cNHEJ #iEt, MMEJ =AM k. 55—, Al A
Z i NHEJ B2 & A, B S i A K Ku,

Y Ee 4N Ligase I/ 1 #4% Ligase IV #4758, 4 —,
BEERETE LR, WK BEMEE, HEEEZS
gt pd S or B9, S =, T 4 A R
XA A% ER i 1) ) BR Polp ISR 18 H 7 A, A
Y5k 2 AR i 24 e NHEJ 25 [ ) 45 44 R ity 10,
I 4, HR & 12 1 24 R 3 MRN & & & J2 CtIP
(CtBP-interacting protein) A {2 #f MMEJ U, 41\
4 MMEIJ 24 ¢NHEJ ¥ #b 78 T 20 HAXAE 6k % cNHEJ
W HEAT, BEJE & B MMET RE LUK L 4] 5 cNHEJ
A A2 e ™. 5T MMEJ H & NHEJ f— Fh 4% 7k
i, BT cNHEJ ()i 4e, HujibEeE
Gl

6 NHEJayi#L

T KB FF B TR B L AL I R, B
WIIN A JE A% A W) R 4745 NHEI® . (H B Ji5 76 40 B 5
IR ZH H % B Ko O [RIJE 3 (R, 5 7R 7 NHED f774E B9
Ku 72 415 0 [R5 2 2 FRO0R 1 S 95— TR A 45
P BT 4B R RO ATP (R38N LigD, A5
—ANRERELE R — R IR g A R — AN
PEEE Ry Y, SRR TE A 41 T TR R A 3 TR 4
(¥ 77 75 1 % R A HR 185, NHEJ | £ 4775 T 41
Fr e SR SRR S I e e A g gn e v Y
BRI T AL 3h ¥ £ Hi R A HR &4, NHEJ fir
b e M. B2 BF () NHET & 45 A 77 /£ DNA-
PKcs [ Artemis, H ZE I EEH ] MRX & &K (Mrell-
Rad50-Xrs2, Xf NI FLZNY) MRN) #rBl Ku 2 Ligase
IV 3347 NHEJ Plo @ RF PR D MR 7 K oy, &
% 1L AR AR St R VR M BE AT R, BRI R AE
aNHEJ ¥,

7 NHEJ5HR

A RV P A SR [T AT g, X
FAEfIZE S48, HR S HGH, E3AT R TS (17
FEMIRI Gtk ), NHEJBE 54, MXTT HR 45
KA HBETEETT (RY) R ). X = fiEE ]
DRN=AZEM. F—, SRR - A2 REH
J (GO 3 ) NAFAE Sl i Ge ik, Ft L NHEJ 2 M
e PR, TR 7 A i ) DSB HT gAY H1 HR
0 S, AR T - Ol K 53BP1
(p53-binding protein 1)-Rifl (Rapl-interacting factor 1)
5 Breal (Breast cancer 1)-CtIP #H B #5510, 21 Rk #f
TN E WA B, 22 507E G1IIAT S/G2 Skt
&5 T 17 NHEJ fl HRPY, 58 =, 45 4+ 2 10 -
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Ku 5 MRN fg5a 4 PE4E & DSB A Ui, Ligase IV &
EARAT 0] HR R A b 75 i AR D)) B2 gkt
THEAFAENE, EOCIR R Ligase IV Sl %
W, AT MRNCRHEE F A HR, 25 50K G1 1)
BGR R % S/G2 e & B, Bikig Ry T A1,
S [ 4 B DR 40 ) A

8 IHIERHSRE

8.1 EBEEREFENRZX

JRY) ) E &, B0 E S U NHEJ 5 BER,
SSBR & aNHEJ f77E) 2 (128 X X AR Al A
S E 2 RME R T, W TR T K%
BRI E M. X IR AT R HA EARAN RN
ThAE, BEAE—FPRAR ok IE % BEAT IS 00 R i 3L
fhigte, WAlREU R IR TUR . HIFRWLEH T
WA EAR B R R AR kR, BEL XAEEE
R E IR A B, X ) A AT A B A
82 BEEAMZINEEM

K LEAZ A NEEE L EIEE, W
Artemis ( N UIEEF4N DI ). Metnase (P U A1 H
FEFGFENE ) A PNKP (BB AE R IS ). PIFP )R
Z AT AR R B AR ? X AT A A e Ak S AL
BEMLLE B, (EIXFP LA BB B IR ANTE 2
8.3 V(D)JE4ZH/CSRAEL

—J7 T, X J&HF7¢ NHEJ (f158 K & 4t NHEJ
B T 3 R e B E,  BT LAK Ge 2 R ) BR Tl R
HEAT B A4% 43 ] LU 2 B NHET H 1 387 28 (1 ik,
Artemis, XLF gftif i ix foy i R 3 ¥ sERf 1
WA SRR T — AN R A — R R £
FETERIA N R G M. 3T V(D)) 4H R B
V(D)J 41 J5i ki Z& 45 0 nT A Bl A RS s R A LE
NHEJ /£ P9 55— 51, %t NHEJ §#F 78K
1 Bl 3 A O S g2 R LA R bk IR ) R AR ML
WFFTF R T a7 T B 8 5 K 0% 28 40 i 1F
NHEJ it 7 IR G B b, 38 3k BE W& 40 A ) NHEJ
% BEaE A LA B bk 28T
84 (EEMEAIME

FEBEREA, O AR A U [R] i ok 1 Ak
YT 245 12 ff o 25 KT 1) 79 1 4 A B 944 78 DNA 4%
15N %5 (DNA damage response, DDR) M A& & M 45 1)
WEoE . S5 ABhHh, 7E N G A A 3 i AR
RNA F# (siRNA) #f% C. 41 DDR 3K, RN
ol 53k 4 L £y TR AR K s AN B 1 R 1) EL AR O
e & 7 DDR W28 (R 78 P B 22 1 i e 3 7 3k

170 BeAbh, 1B MLE T iE m il R A AR AR
(BEREX AT S ILYTIE ) SLI M . FE Ml
S AR AN S AR BRI, S5 S I 1S
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