294 S
20174E5 H

E AR Vol. 29, No. 5
Chinese Bulletin of Life Sciences May, 2017

DOI: 10.13376/j.cbls/2017056
XEHRS: 1004-0374(2017)05-0421-06

BTRE SHEDNAAIZE PRV IAR

LM, 2 W, x| BE*
(P[] 25 2 e Bt A o B A 1 22 B TS I 2 9 B R T SO B8 2 5 40 T A% 5 24 FE A S =8, R 300192)

i 2 . Bloom Z & 1E (Bloom syndrome, BS) J& —FpJe (i fk 2 fL B 44 9, BS &35 B FE R A Fa 58 1.
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BLM % [ /&2 —# RecQ DNA fi#jigfiff. BLM & (115 DNA ¥ b 5% #Jfif Topollla. RecQ /i3 15 K 40 A Fa i
A 1 fl 2 (RecQ-mediated genome instability protein, RMI1 1 RMI2) K% 458 BTR E &Y. ZE &Y
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The BTR complex in DNA damage repair
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Abstract: Bloom syndrome (BS) is a chromosome instability genetic disease. BS patients are characterized by
genomic instability, predisposition to a wide range of cancers and elevation of sister chromatid exchanges (SCEs)
frequency. BS is caused by mutations in BLM, which encodes one of the RecQ helicases. BLM associates with
topoisomerase Illa, RMI1 and RMI2 to form an evolutionarily conserved complex. This complex, which is termed
BLM dissolvasome or BTR complex, plays critical roles in maintaining genomic stability, DNA replication,

recombination, and repair. In this review, we discuss the interactions among members of the BTR complex and their

roles in DNA damage repair.
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RecQl. BLM. WRN. RecQ4 FlI RecQ5. BLM.
WRN I RecQ4 4y %l 72 Bloom % & 4E. Werner 23 &
i (Werner syndrome, WS) Fl Rothmund-Thomson %
A 1F (Rothmund-Thomson syndrome, RTS) F) 350 &
B, RecQ fif 1ie i fit 18 ik 410 i) 35 DR 20 K e sz ik ]
PER A R R A, AT I R po A e [
i, RecQ ffielfre 5 A O E &), AT

Z R T)EE P RecQ el BLM 55 ¥ $h 57 44 iy
Topollla (topoisomerase Illa). RMI1 (RecQ-mediated
genome instability protein 1, BLAP75) L &z RMI2 (RecQ-
mediated genome instability protein 2, BLAP18) }:[H]
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ZH AR ST ) BTR 244 (BTR complex B¢ BLM disso-
Ivasome)'’. BTR & &) e fif 25 [7]5 55 41 (homologous
recombination, HR) JZ N2 [) 74, 41| 4 4ok G (10 B2
s e, 4RI faeEt: ", 7€ DNA &4, &
PR E b R EE R .

1 BLMZEH

AR BLM &K R AL & BS £5 4 1IE (¥ 38
FEEUR R 2. BS ZEE1E 2 — Fh o LI G2 o fk B
PR AL, HFERIGRIKREF RN SN %E )
&R HYSBUBRME B, BHAE. Wt d
JINBE, CAJ 5 JEWE R A0 2 MpeiE, AR E A &
JWREEJR (non-Hodgkin’s lymphoma). [ I35 « FLHRIE «
Fi e R R Jiges 5 s e S BS BB AETCH 1 B R
R, BB PYER AN 24 %, 27530 % 2015t
T2 1% BS ZEAHE U REAE 4 12 i 45 A Ol 4l ok e €2 5
{RAZ #e (sister-chromatid exchanges, SCEs) 1)1, BS
BE A SCEs & A0 2238 5 O IEH AN 10 £ .
BS 4l B Qo kA tE, FERIH G A
b 2R R b A B, B HE O FR M DY S 4K (symmetrical
quadriradials). ¥y %% (telomere associations). J&
H#A#F (anaphase bridges) Fll¥ir fi Y .44 (lagging chro-
mosomes) & ',

FEIEH AEFRA T, BLM &AM T 41N
FL gy ki 4l i M I 9 /N AR (promyelocytic leukemia
bodies) Flui i I, DNA 5% )5 #7 iV 4 35 5 DNA
B s B U BLM & A B — AN O 0 i e g
SERI — N RS 2 D) fE RecQ C Ay (RecQ
C-terminal region, RQC) &5 ¥ 35k F1 — /> it JiE i RNA
fitf DC K i (helicase RNase D C-terminal, HRDC) 45
P 1 BLM (0 A e i 45 M 3k & ATP 45 & &
DEAH box 35, Nfiie XU DNA $#24t5h /7. RQC
GERIR A Zn’t 45 A A — > WH (winged-
helix) W HE4L R, A fi BLM Hf 53 1 25 45 31 52 1) X
B R e 45 (Holliday junction, HI) 8¢ G- PUiEAK (G-
quartet DNA) £5#4)_F ", HRDC £ #6)dsk gt 37 () Bk
TR R, AT 25 & 2 PoRE S 1 I A AT 1 DNA
e U, (HIFEA A AT 'Y, Bh4h, BLMN
it DX 3EL 5 TN R T ER %R T (acid patches) DA S —
ANEAZ X T, AR R A . AR
] BLM @k = RecQ f#t el P4, MM As B A 4% IE
H#hfe U

BLM 5 7K~ 4 6 T 248 ff J5 3 1 o8, 7E S
M GyM A 2 ™, 78 G, k2. Wang 25 B 1f

F W], E3 E4%EF MIB1 1 TopBP1 354+ BLM
EAFL, HEMEEE SCE. £ G, ], BLM f MIBI
2 FZACIMHE 26S B EIRRIEREfE, £ S JIF1 G, 1,
TopBP1 BRCTS5 45 #4185 BLM N 3 Ser338 # ik 1k,
BrsgE S, MRS BLM &AM E . BLM 78
G, WIH B M mT BEALH A2 : BLM RESE A 30 A i 1)
B, 7E G, #A BLM 4 B g A i BR oK o D) Bk, DA
fAEIE I JF [F] YR K i iZE 4% (non-homologous end-joining,
NHE)) #2155 DNA XUEEW 24 (DSBs). S51t4hie
— 2, MIBL SR AR S UK, 5 G,
1 BLM [ i 2 3 A 0%

BLM ] 3# i 2 il IR Ak e B i 4% H B Rk,
7E DNA &l #5560 21 DA K i R R 2H 35 K556 14 (spindle
assembly checkpoint, SAC) ¥ 1% H ¥ it = 2 .
Kharat 25 P Bff 50 W], 7647 223 2410, BLM 17
TEWE B AL P 2 B s B, e T i ik v Ak s A b
Befife, T A 5 6 DR 2 AR 1 o A 2250 R TA), B 2,
Chk1/Chk2 i & #% iz 1t BLM Thr182 fi7 s ; #%,
GSK3p i g2 1k, BLM Thr171 £7 /5, CDK2/cyclin
A2 I E B2 AL BLM Serl75 £ . E3 72 25i% B
Fbw7a iR B2 1L Thr182.Thr171 1 Serl75 o7 5 ;
e, BT K48 iz Rk 2 M BLM. 1E G, i1,
% 4% i) BLM il it MIBI i 1% 9 F4 f##. Leng 25
WFE R, 2524 E SAC WUSH, SAC H
MPS1 g1k BLM Serl144 £i7 &, BEg{bH) BLM 5
PLK1 ¥4 AH EAFFH, PLKI #t— 5 @kRg ik BLM H
A7 . MPS1 8% 1L BLM 7] #i {5 SAC B I 4
BARIER B, BhbSE AR A 20 R, i e
FEA R H AR0E , (HUPP B ER (X SCE 1% 520 o
BLM [ | 7E SAC &2 1E F, 7 DNA & il 5% i (5
iR . DNA Sk 56 A58 40 i 0 R
&1k, %S DNA #{5 B & 3 R =AW 7R L3N
Vi, 4 DNA SR S0 a5 B A 32 B 2 L5
P e BN LAY 5K E A8 B H (ataxia-telangiectasia-
mutated, ATM) 1 ATM 5 Rad3 #15¢% H (ATM and
Rad3-related, ATR). ATM F1 ATR 4} 5] /& 4 5t J& LA
J A E F7 10 BLM 5% BR AL B4, BLM Thr99
A1 Thr122 9 08 1) B B2 4b A & 2% 4] BLM
Thr99 A1 Thr122 fi7 g B IR 4 A~ 2 52 i BLM 4111 il
SCEs [IZhfE, WA BLM 5E f7 3140 i 1% 58 £ 4k
(nuclear foci) I P, BLM 1 7] 4% £ 5 & Chkl
A1 Chk2 BEERAL, 7B Hl L A NS S REM.
Chk1 A1 Chk2 ¥ B2 1L BLM Ser646 117 £, # B
BLM 7 2 DNA {54 4 F P72,
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2 BLM-Topollla-RMI1-RMI2#8 B 1£ FB

BLM ] 5 Z ME S BAEH, £ DNA &,
HAMEE P REEEDRE. FH, BLM £ %4
MM XABE . A 2257 FE G R oy 25 DA K S b 4
i R AFE B AR PV, Topolllo. RMI1 1 RMI2
3 FEER) BLM 4568 H, LRI BTR E&5Y).
£ BTR E4&4)74, RMII H# 5 Topollla 454, RMI2
B 5 BLM 454 P, RS s 2 i i R W,
RMI1 5 Topollla 2 [f] #1455 A A F DNAP, RMI1
5 BLM 2 W45 & A FHEILME AR T, HH
AT DNA [0S

Topollla Jy I B4 #h 440, BLM N i [X 5 5
Topolla 45 &, W & {2 T PML # 14 (PML nuclear
body) b *'. BLM-TopllIla (] A H. 1 F A& 4% 55 1,
BLM fg#4 3% Topollla | DNA |, {£i# Topollla f]
AN SR B NS PR BY, R, P R A A A 0
SCEs J7 it EZ M ™. 7 HR 85 B K
Kim Pl d fE ., Topollla 5 RMI1/RMI2 i i TR
(Topollle-RMII-RMI2) & & #1, TR E A Wit 5
DNA2 LR BLM 51, Mk BLM fi# g W
%% DNA™, 7£ HR &£ 4 J5 #], BLM # Topolllo 3t
[\ VE F F X0 F) idi Bk 45 (double Holliday junction,
dHI) 4544 B9, PR A e A e BT, YRS IR AL
FasEME. RMIL [ N 5l C 5ty A SR / &
¥ 4 A (oligonucleotide/oligosaccharide binding, OB)
SE I, W45 4 3 DNA I3 i 55 4 8 R i
Topollla f#13F 1t B¥, RMI1 2k < 5 3 3 hin SCE 7K
-, JF 52 Topolllo, 2 [ 1 BLM & [ & 15 K F,
ZEH RMI1 %}-F BLM/Topolllo/RMI1 [¥) & 5E 1 A
T B, RMI2 & 76 RMII 2 J5 R I — Fh & A,
& — A EN OB T & 458, 5 RMIL 4547
B RMI LS &%, RMI WE & Y)4F BTR E44)
[ K4 5E k. 76 BTR & & % v, RMIl. RMI2 fiI
Topolllo. 7544 P JE i fe € IR A4, {H/Z& BLM %
ST LA B 5y . A7 AE DNA 47 4% 71 5 5 il
HlFET, RMI1 A RMI2 £ 5 BLM & {7 2141 i % 5
FEAR |, 24 RMIL B RMI2 B2k, BLM 782 jo A%
NI ¥

3 BTREA&YIEDNARGIEE FHERED

FEEAZANM T, 2K DNA #1475, H
r DNA XU 724 (double strand break, DSB) 2 /™

H ) DNA 5 )i. FHLESHRST AT 25455 2 Rl &

YIfeis k DSB, RN A A . AR T LA K&
DNA #5185 % 2 Fh DNA i 8% . fEmFL3h
Yo, DSB #4512 5 A A5 4 (HR) AE[H
JEK it 3 (NHED) PiRh £ 212 H 0. DSB IH
WG ST R R R A AR e I, TEAN AT VS A
R DR i G - (S A

of H, B 5T 52 350 DSB #5145, HR A1l NHEJ
B2 BEA EAMER . HRAEE DL— AN Gk g o ik
NBREAR, AT R RAOEIRBE, URELE S IR
G, ], AR R4 5 B i £ EH LK . NHET
M 3 AT AE T B A FLA A R, e — AR
SEAE AL . NHET 12 538 % A 32 [R5 7 41 1 PR
i, FIFHE A EAER, B2 umE
%, JLP ] L& AT S5 ALY DSB Ko, [,
fEME R FErh 5 LA 1 ™. NHEJ & 5@ s 76
A2 B R A 35 R T BRI, R S AT G, B, 2
DL R HR 2R N E, 5 DNA R ) FRRES
ﬁa\% [45]0

HR & 2 & &2 645 5 K VI BR. RADS1 # &
H£F4E X B D-loop JE L J dHT fRES B E i F2 .
BLM K BTR E &3 825 5 Kl Fl dHT fi#
B SRR R EEEN. £ HR BERES,
MRN(MRE11-RAD50-NBS1) & &%) 1 5¢ 1 51 3 45
4 DSB Wi j3 2 HR 15 &, CtIP (CtBP-interacting
protein) 5 MREI11 & 5l 5'-3' K ¥ VI B, 724 3" it
S K U5 DNA. DNA2 iR 4h)EF EXOL Ay 5'
R VIBRE R %R RS, BLM Reif a8 EXO1
XA 45 A RE S Y, [FIF, BLM 5 DNA2 454
I 3 H v . 7E K BE B K i V) B (long-range
resection) i & #1, BLM-DNA2 £l EXO1 3t [&] iff #2¢
5'-3' s A VI, a4 ssDNAYY, Pinto 45 B
W9t & B, DNA2 #1 BLM %5 & A8 {ie #f DNA2 )
i T g 1, AT E A i DI B RO AE . A NHED
B S AL, HAE BS 40 b B E i KCr B,
BLM [ 3X 5% 5 20 4F H 7] ik % DL NHEJ i& 12 &
2 DSB, [FRf, W5 ARE& ke DSB B RIgEN
%2 — P 33, RPA (replication protein A) ift
JH 78 75 ssDNA Wi, 7E BRCA2 (breast cancer type 2
susceptibility protein) 1 RAD52 )45, RADSI #
21 I B AR RPA JE it RADS1-ssDNA 1% 2 19 £F 4 ™,
B )5, 4E DNA 5 RADSI #% 2 (A £F 4k 2 [ ff] DNA
5 E 6 T B D-loop®™. BLM 5 RADS1 #H H.4E H,
FHIT AL i€ D-loop, MM £/ D-loop i& A T~ HR
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&@» MRN DNA2
- =@ (a) CtIpP RADS1
_.‘
s & <Tll» BLM
o 1 — o «all» rXxo1 - BTRE &
Bl..\l: é RADS1
[ X ©
dHJ e pla —>
A
X X d) e R BT
l e v
>X< X >
[
g 4 BTN
lBTRE%%
X HB=Y

(a) DNA DSBR#HiIF%, BLMAEBFEXO145 4K, 3 HEGDNA2, $r4:4:ssDNA; (b) RADS17E o ssDNA K it I Bik% &
Fer4E, N FAEEER N () RADS14)5D-loop/ i, BLMIE# JHfi#iED-loop AR IE FH THRIEE ; (d) dHIfR A W %%i&
2. HIF SR RENLUIE] = A A AR e B 1) ;. BTRE S WAL - it 7= AR AR A 4

El1l BTRE &5 5HRIEERNE

BE 5, HR BE 5 dHI, BTR 84l {E
T dHT P2 A RS B R 7= 4, DT S 2k & 1 5 2R
(loss of heterozygosity, LOH), LOH 5 BS 3% i) J& i
Sy EPEROC BT, At dHT AR EEIOME T
DB s e A B AR AT He AL P ) Y. RMITL 2R (A 7E
HR & 5 % 1 1 DNA i 2 71, HA 42 & BLM
Topolllo & 14 1 B BEAE B0 ARG & 2 Wi (K
TR, LIRS A SRS R 15 S RMIL &
R L, ATM B ATR F 5T BERR L7 7r RMIL 3 H,
HAE v S 2 IR I i 4t g b, RMITT 76 280 i i v 1)
TE AN R AR, W HH 55 2 DNA 1545 3007 T R 240 g
R AEAR, HEN RMIT AR AT REAE40 iUAZ R A AL S
55 DNA $iifi e

4 #EE

AR FHF S BLM LA BLM. Topollla., RMI1
A RMI2 #4 [ BTR &%), ¥k BTR K54k
PR 22 18] A ELAE T DA K HAE DNA 5147512 2 19 4R
H. #£ BTR Z&¥4, X 4 F i A FA AR
JE T LR B R RS A AR E R AW, T HAED)
e LA EAE, JF HIX A TAE RIAE B BRI
R ERZAED AR LR © HAT, 7E DNA 43
i it S MR 2 12 BTR £ §4)7E HR &
2 DSB g2 i dHY I (HLE]. BTR &M%
AN R 53 22 18] R T i A2 0 A 2 Pl A i A R AR
Mo R, A 5 E A5 9 e R A H
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Ftk. KT BTR BEW) KA K61 2 8] 5 2 1 1EH]
HL LS e R rh (0 HAR AR 2 D s i A g ik —
BRI TR BL RIS AR R, AR
45 IR AL W) 5T DNA I B0 S 4455 RO AR R, 3
WAATRENS S T K2 HCGIE R AR AR

J&.

HETHEF I, BTR B aWIEgefrdt K AHAR E

PEJT T R HE EEAE AT I, BTR EEYAI{E 9l
FERACTT #E R, O RETR YT SR BEHT IVR T SN .
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