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DNAR AL AT LR PRI R

TARK, W R, o
(R E 2 N REERt-H BT — ANREEBE, HE 443099)

1 E . HOLIRE R DR S BT I R E I BCE PR, LBURLEI R 2, B LR AR 4
Ha TR HLEI M A e A0 T o Rk, ORHR VR IT VTG EORPkAR . DNA B R AE Sy —Fh 8 B (1) SR A ist
fE& 7720, MIEYE DNA 707 LU R [, vl s IR R I RIE . ITHR, 5 ke K 4
LR 4 R AL O S H7R T DNA H AL AE 35 6 IR BEERE A (0 G B/ FH . DNA A i 1 2 5 ]
Kik, 25 T7TMMEHG . IRAERT . MBS AR E S SRR, AR T B
IRAHSCH) DNA FIEILATSE, B SR 72412 DNA BRI R RS OCIR Am SR P EH, §1E
TR EE 75 6 AR 73 R o () SCRRE I R o {5 I 8%, N YEIR I R 2 Wi 5 1 FUG 7 S AL Ak 45
KHEIR . HOLIR ; DNA AL s HEME o RS, o FEEgmEHA

FESES : [Q341]; R775 NHEAFRER : A

Advancements in research regarding DNA methylation

in the context of glaucoma

JIA Da-Dong, HU Hao, LIANG Liang*
(The Second People’s Hospital of China Three Gorges University*The Second People’s Hospital
of Yichang, Yichang 443099, China)

Abstract: Glaucoma is a blinding eye disease characterized by progressive optic nerve injury. The pathogenesis of
glaucomato-related cell function regulation is not fully understood. Therefore, the treatment of glaucoma still faces
great challenges. DNA methylation is an important epigenetic modification, which can regulate the expression of
glaucomato-related genes by adding methyl groups to DNA molecules. In recent years, studies on single gene and
whole genome methylation have gradually revealed the key role of DNA methylation in the pathological process of
glaucoma. DNA methylation is involved in many physiological and pathological processes such as optic nerve
injury, intraocular pressure regulation and retinal ganglion cell senescence by regulating gene expression. This
review focuses on the role of several genes regulated by DNA methylation in the pathogenesis of glaucoma, aiming
to further understand the key genes and molecular signaling pathways in the pathological process of glaucoma, and
provide theoretical basis for the clinical diagnosis and intervention treatment of glaucoma.

Key words: glaucoma; DNA methylation; demethylation; epigenetics; gene editing technologies

BRI ARG LR P ESCE IR, B RSP WIS, SCRTARE S R 43 A SRR PR 4k 1
THpEE RS LR WPERA WIS, 2HEEE FIR ™ EOLIRMIG YT AR T IR A E
HZ I CAET BRI ], ML RE 2 )™ E iR,
4 BFAR T BRI GERLOEL G A o i

IS HER: 2024-09-24; {E&EIHEA: 2024-12-04

P U o, A2 40 5 LLERI AR, FEIR ESTIE. [H%K ARSI H (81770920) A}
IR L9 3.5%, HBUE F 4L 30% . AR 2 ] 5 5 9200 % JF G AL(303060202400383)

MR AT 5 A RS, T OGHR AT 20 AT A A0 PR A 2R *BIEVESE: E-mail: liangliang419519@163.com



394 B

374

(intraocular pressure, IOP), & F 7 AL HE 49016
I WOLFARRAMRIFARS . REXELSIRYT
JIRAERE ) 10P Ty AR T — @ J7 R ABAESIH )
S W AR D g OR3P D7 TP 75 3 — 25 G AR
Ko TFR, B I 0 A0 DR g 4 R 1)
K&, WFFHEFFAR DT DNA HIREALTE & IR K
HUA B E/E T 7. DNA H 3 b 2 268 0 30 4% 27
ML T Nz —, I AR E R A1 R s
IESEREEH, W] LA SR IR (K kK B H R
SR Z A B0R FE 5 HOGHL M R AH K,
MYOC®' 1l OPTN"™ %%, 1 Sl B[] [ 5 #e1 1] LA
SR N R AR e M. SR, IXSFE DA 1) 32 7 JF A
B LASE R IR A AR AL o BRI 22 IR 5
T, BT RERRARSN, KWL R, W DNA
AR M, JE4mAD RNA OISR " &, ArRsfEd ot
IR RAETREREEEH. Z2HH R, FI6IR
BRI E AL, Pk AN I A A7 7R E R A
(e TR A IR, IR LB ] BE R Wi i [ 1) Rk
MTRE, BET S ER A s 58 MAL il . XL
T OGHR o 5 ¥ DNA B4 188 20 mT DU i 22 1
I PR A= b 4 . T E B, DNA HEGd
T2 A& AT, AT i IR g e R U R 2 R R
2i N TR R RORE, AEORIR IR IT IR
BEFT ) SR

JFE R METT M GHR (primary open angle glaucoma,
POAG) 1ENE IR B WIS AL, H 3 B i) 3Ry
AESEHEAT M TOP Fh i BT M 2245145 1, and 1
Fr~. I Y6 IR (pseudoexfoliation glaucoma,
PXFG, X % PEXG) J& 4k & T 1B 1% % i 25 & 1k
(pseudoexfoliation syndrome, PEXS) ff]—Ff & Y HR 2
A, PEXS /A S B ol P28 /N R, 5l
AR EFH#, 2 S8 PEXG!. B4R POAG Fll PEXG
TEIR BEALH] B BT A, (HIX P9 A 28 R 55 6 R [

DNA H AL FEARN BORIR N, AR ST B s o
WX

1 DNAHREFEREA

DNA F Ak — P ol 28 11 58 s A& AR AR AL
FEAEAE DNA 78I B OLR,  A] i 42855 e 5 DR
5", DNA HUEE(L EERAE T Mg, B DNA
2L ¥2 #2 i (DNA methyltransferase, DNMT) fi 1k,
DL S- IR AR Z IR (SAM) Ay HA 22k 25 [A] 1 e ot
AR 356 3 5 b A o B B o v o L
MR Y5 HALAS ML (AN F], X530 5- AR
BE IE (5-methylcytosine, SmC). 6- F At Jifg 1 04 (Ne6-
methyladenine, 6mA). 7- Fi & & 1514 (7-methylguanosine,
7mG) % P, DNA F LAkl # & 4 7E CpG 17 14 (DNA
J A0 H i s i R PR A AT B AR T RR T ), (RS
R, CpG AL s i B2 TRk A CpG 5 1 X 3 21
CpG B2 TR I B 3+ X4, IX L6 [X 38 1 34k
FREEAG, DAMRFFEE D RE TR ARG . Bk, B
B X F AL o] S B DR A s O BR T 2 L
) AT i R K GA PP, DNA H JE A X, 32 AR i
P35 DNA FEEAG G SCo, BP4ERF DNA FEAL 3%
TN M 3k FH AL il ),

4EFF DNA HUEALEEF2 i (20 DNMT1) Al iR 51
I B 1) DNA FUEAGRE L, R SR AHE Ry
SRR, R AR BE b R SR B AT H 2
4t BY. T M Sk F R AL (DNMT3a/DNMT3b)
FEAEMNG K B FNGH 53 A I R v g S HT Y R AL
B, ML CpG A7 ss i 31k 2,

DNA Z: R DI M 87, Phzh 2 H 2k
AN 3l 2 F AL B plish 2 R A R A 7F DNA
SHd RS, RS R, B EEAKF 2B
& B 1 323 2 F AR @R TET K& 4 (ten-
eleven translocation) F4% 2 & AL f e g, TET

PKHEHGEESEZE, SEERN AT, HOBMARZE, XL oA AT .
Bl BAR & FEHLEIE
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TR 5 R R e e Ay 5- R s g,
JG @it TDG (thymine-DNA glycosylase) 2& [ 5¢ %25
F AL AR (1 2)2Y,

2 BAREXEEBDNAREL

T OGHR 0 F A AR 32 B I 5 4R e AL AH 5 1)
T PRI R IR R AR, LR /N TR X AR B 4
(9 T RE 2% P20, 1€ POAG 1 PEXG 2% 28 7 o,
LT YA S SR P ETH R AR oL 2 — B X —
A 38 H 5 R DG HE IR R B DX ) A KR T B
HK, R TIHRMKRIE, W TGFBI™. GDF7™
AN LOXLIPY %%, Ak, 456 DR 4R I Ak i T g B
DA AE R 5 R I R 3R AR AR AL B g — 2 i
TS AR YA 4 IR 3 i B R e 4T 4 TR A G
FIoCBR LR [ 3R 0A . XSS F AL S SR FE T,
[R5 0 5 7KLt I BHL 77, b T 430 7 YR 1 3
2.1 TGFBISDNAFE(k

TGFBI J&—F 5 40 M 21 4 4k A2 A0 D% ) RE A
AL F NGk 19q13.2, T B4 A5 40 4 K
¥ -B-1 (transforming growth factor beta 1, TGF1)*",
TGFB1 ] SR 1 AL A0 11 B 2tk gh &, 5l K
SMAD 5 Jik %% 53 R 7 (48 S A0, AT 15 27 4
A G R 3k B Z TR R B, E POAG
BEINER ., K, TGFBL R0 % 5% T
i PP, TGFBI (it BERIA S8 T /INE M 4 44k

PR A R A A e AR PR R B0 1 X CpG i

40 B b 3 5 (extracellular matrix, ECM) ) 1 2,
HEMR I K HE I ), X2 35 POAG B3
IR A TR I E R N 2 — P, 10P THaE Al Rg &7
A MU, 77, 3 R AR &% 8 BB A R AR RS AL
M SR 2T 4k, BELRS 5l 5 1) 1F 5 ThREANE 9%
PR, R FEORATH M Sk ¥ k4t PEXG
FE 5 K TGFBL [ 7K 1 I8 3% 1y T i R X JE 57,
TGFB1 23k 1 B I 58 400 S5 75 /N G2 X R i s 1 S5 R
BT 5 45 K b e Y, Rk, TGFBL £ POAG Al
PEXG IR Lk Hh ) R SR, HRH R
A G855 K A2 B BRI TR, IS E Rk
S 5 T A& R i R

McDonnell £ " BF 78 & B, 75 6 IR % 1/
I [ 20 R A A B S I N R A, A B OE
WONNERNE, HA KR4 DNA 3L KCE A
DNMT1 FiE#S# N, H TGFR1 #ik L, $ief4:
LR F RASALL RIA T, SKF DNA H AL 40
) 5- G 2% A A 7 O R AR 1 /N 2 X 4T R AT A
# DNMT1. TGFBl. COLI1AI fJZEi5, fEit RASALL
Rk, HET SN G0 £ e Ak . BIF TR IR
RASALI #] 3] Ras & [ RI3EHE 2, Ras i #ik
A2 3E DNMT1 R it ™ A2, el
S B TRAR A0 S AR R SR AR A AR L, A R
4 DNA H ALK T &, TGEBI Ja 3l ¥ X 38 1)
FAL KT F#%, DNMTI £iEmn B FiRwF 7t s

H
5-F AR L

S-HREE U e

[E2 REEiER) AL ERELRE
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FRM, BREEAE T AE M T O AR A /N R
I B 7 A A L P R SRR AR S B L AR A AR . AR
IREEE L 43 R 4] DNA F 3546 K P Fl DNMTI
22k, Mk TGFB1. COLIAI ZE4F 4Efb Al
SERPFRE, (kT MBI 4 N (K 3).
2.2 GDF7S5DNARE1L

GDF7 —Fh 540 27 4 Ak /2 A A0 % i L R 1,
BT NG ifk 19q13.2, FEEgRILEALE KR T -7
(transforming growth factor 7, GDF7), GDF7 s&—#f
B A T, A2 UL 4 R B v 1] e 22 7T
Iy A b ok 1 L OEAE ] . GDF7 AT 45 & £ fh 2k
B TGE-B 324Kk, S 172 K FRIAH SMAD %K
W SR TR F (R SRR AN, R g i Ah St . B
ISR RIE M,

Wan %5 PH R TR B, NREN A S GDF7 )8
B F X IR AR F AL 2 S8 POAG H 4 55 /K H it
BN R, GDF7 HREALKFFE £ S35 GDF7
RAMEFRE, FmEEE BMPR2/SMAD {55l 4,
YN AN <R N Sl | i = A T el =
N-cadherin. a-SMA | FN 2% 1A 5%, BEAS 57K H
S 10P 5. M4h, POAG E#H /NI GDF7
Je Bl T DX Sk A FE S A O T TET B 1036 7, K

,_
I
|
|
I
I
I
L

W% TGFp/ SAMD pathway Lﬁk‘{(ﬁBMPRZ/ SMAD pathway

F TET g #1171 — I JE 25k % (dimethyloxalylglycine,
DMOG) 4b#E, w30 GDF7 Ji 81 X 38 ) B 36 4L
K, FRE N (AT 4EACERE (B 3).

2.3 LOXLISDNAFE(

PEXS & — B LA i DR iy 22 168 1% JHC Ath IR 55 40 27
Hh BRSPS e R AE % BT PEXS R HR #8
FROER I A B A 4R R B AE IR A2 T,
A i FLAZ G5 it PR AR R THD AT DAL B 240 P 70 6
oy SRR AN R Y. BEE R R, 23
PEXS f# & 2K JE N PEXGH,

LOXLI 7% PEXS ) £ ZHUw LN, i T A3
Ptk 15924, F a8t SRR B2 1 (lysyl
oxidase like 1, LOXL1), LOXLI1 7£ ECM {4 B Al
HEIAP A EE/E M. LOXL & 3 EHE &1
e R A R R A Wl S R
FRE, LOXLI A= ik gk, 1% S I ] 5 41030 (1) 46t
AR BRI IR R R AR LN AR, IF 5 HoAth
ECM 2 FHIEAEH B ik, LOXLI f5RH Rk
AR SN R E R, SERIBY
TE R, R IR A R SR ThRE, SRR A
JETHE ™). Greene 25 PV HETT A I, HXHIR4LMILL,
PEXG B W MLEF/NE M AL+ LOXLI JH 3T X

A - S 7 )
Wl — 5k

FELRTTHE N R/ INEE A Y R AR AR RN, AHE N TET R AR IE N IR E .
E3 TGFBIACDF7HAfHEE S ERENMENETARPHBHFIER
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B (%) DNA H R A K F 22 15 m, ) R A0 40 ]
7 5- FARE WA S LOXL1 &ik.

FIRBF G R KW, LOXLI J3 51 X 8 F A&
A 7K R A 23 50 ECML (4K RT3 2 4 (1 T
. X tH2& PEXS 5k N PEXG 1) H 5 K 2 —
(& 4).
2.4 HSPAIASDNARE1L

HSPAIA 5&—MICN & TREER, A ANEG
ik 6p21.33, FE AL F 70 (heat shock protein

70, Hsp70), Hsp70 fEN—FhprE4n, FEATTH
Bligh & A B A B ER T &, 4S040 i P I B

Fads B, ENRG%%@%*EEE%%%%(M
R I K ), 17 Hsp70 W] ek 2 28 1157 1) 8 4
e 5RE, W ERE LR AE ™, Hayat
2 VR 9T R B, 5 3 PEXS %) B AH Eb, PEXS Al
PEXG H3# 4N M HSPALA {141 57 [X 455 5 3 i H
RS

IR KK, AME L HSPALIA A+
DX 3 1) H B X T 1 S i2 W PEXG [ 2E bR 54
(E4).
25 HMEEEFYISDNAREL

Chansangpetch 2 P4 Bjf 5% & B, 7£ POAG. J&
RNV F BT G IR AN 4R & P T O IR 58 /N 4
A, Alu 790 0 F AL AT T G R . T 7E
POAG 3571, HERV-K J3 41 ) H A 7K U 1 o
X TR R A 1) S8 R A AT RE /N I ) 1

Ytk RRAE L, AP Fi HERV-KP 2 & & 7 71 78

!
I

I

FRENEXETLRPIBHIER

E4 LOXLI1FIHSPAIAFFEFEF

1
| e [ ] e |
r

I

SN P D RE A E 2 B, (B H AR

Nk PR TR P2 ) EE ML o F TR L8 5

SACARACH B TR OCIR A 7> TR B L], JFRT
REN -2 Wi B OB I AL bR 5 o

3 ETDNAREMWRATT AN

3.1 BEEERmESANOSKERERHFHIRZ R
HREE

R GEFAE — MR e R R AR
%, EAERAERNE. R R A ARG R T
ZRIF, F§5IZ CRISPR-Cas9 ZHi AR HIL, KA
MR & 17 AMEEE R SN B R T, (15D
Pk Py EAT BE R i oA TT B B ST SNBSS
DR AT B3 7 R R £ DNA FR SRR g B X 7,

WAL, EHF RN RIREHHNAH A
OSK F[K], ] $ i He 32 45 AL A & 48 i HL 45 5 /K F
BAEMF R, Zidiay7 5 iR/ R A7)t
BEH KA Y, OSK FEHFE /& Oct4 (octamer-
binding transcription factor 4). Sox2 (SRY-box transcription
factor 2) Fll KIf4 (Kruppel-like factor 4) iX —FfiFE [,
I 2 J5 DR 7 200 it 26 G R R 20 e 22 R At T k4 L R
B P, Octd 2 4 £5 IE iR JFQHEH@ (embryonic stem
cells, ESCs) Z RefE M HEZIL, viddfizs £ ae
PEAH SC I R R0 %JJ:?HJH@LQ/\@C, T 4+
S M R AR S Y, Sox2 TEZ REME4E R S
Oct4 T [ 1 F, i 4% ESCs I B & 5 57 fE /1 ',
KIf4 & —MEMMIETE . 7 AYERE 2 et b R 4%
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VER R EE IR T B /RS0 I E 4 2 Re i 30 1 71k
FERFRIA, 5 Octd Fl Sox2 F:[FE 52 fifd =5 4w
£, @it CRISPR-Cas9 i A G NI S T,
A B e % 343 25400 ESCs B4R, AT B 443
R 2 Rl B 2R AL 3 g 1

EAERERE, X— BRI EIR T
TR IIEIT R T B, B, HORIR B
JH 2 LA X R 22 5 41D (retinal ganglion cells,
RGCs) 45, XS5MRPNETHE Bl RESE R
F YK ™, 1 RGCs HI45145 18 % £ i % DNA
(17 24, DNA W 2 2 5 8o st 4% ik 38, 115
DNA HEAB R R A, R T ZAE, 7
Xl R AR 5 I 3 2 RN T O R 2 1)
KRRz — ", @R H OSK F K% RGCs it
AT IR E G AR, T LA o3l i e [R] 5 2 A4 47 5 |
2 1 2 VAL AR, T B T 6 IR BB 1
W A1. WFFCRIL, TEH IR/ B RGCs 13N
OSK A7, itz DNA 2= 34k EE TET1 1 TET2
HIThRE, BIBRMIERNA, WEFEREIT DNA F
B, MR 2 i R A, B E
I /N BRSSO gt 2 %)

R R LY, WIS L R AR A
B R IBAL (S B AT DU kR s 1 52 DR 900K 208
W, MM GE AR IRk A, N IR AL
AP IB AT MBI VR IT HRAE T T IR AR
3.2 DNAXEEWAYIETT

HAT, 4 % F DNMT #1170 78 i g 16 97 o
FAFHEE BUEEHAT IR ARIRE 7, (MR 7EH AR
RS RIN . R, X2 2 R AL 1E
N CHRIA TSR T B R S 5 . B, 5- B2
JEFE T 5 DNA 45 & 9F 2 3L 4, 40| DNA
L FE RS B G E,  AATT P 1 DNA B 3E4E “, TET
Tt 0 1) 75— P 3 R A th 2R L H o) R K KT A
TR, A Y M S 56 5 X R 25 A 1 BRI R
BT A — @8R, BB IR SR
HAETF VIR A sz R P2, Rk, R 9K ER
25 22 0 U B v I e 2 ) 1) B e R AR R
A HEPETH BT E ORI EOR, HEshE IR IT R
BRI S R
4 REE

4 ik, DNA HIILILEF IR AR &

JREfE AL iR AR . RE H AT 2R
AN ) R B4 8 S ORI ARG, B

ANBERAE AR BRI RR R A . F IR
KAV R E A KB AL AR B AL 3. DNA HI3E4L
I BE 5 R0 5 T O HRAR 5C IRF E AR 2, 3K
SR A MLAL AR 57, 3 AT DA 7 A 85 PR 300t
PR FE I . JCHGRAE ORI B B, 7
W[ DNA F AR Q] O ;B SR B ARAM R 2 T 15
B AT R RGBT . RAEILAERAE
T OGHR WU ) DNA H LA TE IS T 8 25 3t JE,
B3I I — 2Pk hl . H AT, 47 DNA F A0 iR %
T OCHRAR IS R R BIE T ASH A SR M IR IRT 5L
Bl HAEA R R B 4L VR 40 i 25 7 i) DNA H
HACBZE R B, K E B B SE R R 53
Wi, AEAFAEYE R AR . BARAIL T W E 5K
T AH R 1 FR A bR, (R HL HAR T RERIAE A AL
S SRAR VR 9, ELX A i ) X 35 R B BT L B =
o il R BRI R R, AR B R s th i ok
TR AT A S Pk R H AT — 22 DNA
F R 2 I 40 1) R E s ) B g S 36 b e B T R
UF ST R (BRI S Z Ry ek, BIEFTR,
I PRAFT TR D o AE LA OR B3 6 IR AL AT 7T
K5 RIER 2 POAG M PEXG, 1 H A28 AL ) 75
JeiR, W ARE LR EFRET RS, Mk
SR EMEHIOTE. R AT e 5K AR F IR
FENR R PO L, HLH R0 I ) /N 2 A A
2R L PR BE AR O R Y, 5 T AE F AL AT T
BEATER AR VYo K1, BEEBTICHIR N, R
WIIESE R, HIEALHE AT RE 2 A A TR R 2 A
RIS e R B B, ROR AT RE 2 ¥h 9E W TT I
WHl. B2, FILIRYULN DNA F AL ST 4k
TP B, ARG 7 B T 2 1 SR HE IR A
NRRFAETOCIRAIRHLE] - 0 BARAER, IFIT R
SEORSHERTZ AR T T
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