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Abstract: Deer family is one of the most abundant mammalian families in the world. Deer species are distributed
in wide geographic ranges including the North Pole, tropical regions and high-altitude mountains. Of these deer
species, China accounts for more than 40% of them and is the main site for deer evolution. Besides the common
phenotypical attributes for ruminants, deer family is evolved to possess the unique head gears with periodic
regeneration, i.e. antlers. It is currently well accepted that deer is a very valuable model for the studies of ecology,
behavior, evolution and biology, especially for the study of mammalian organ regeneration. Reference deer

genome is the basis for systematically illustrating deer evolution, deciphering unique
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biological attributes of deer species, and is significant in protection and utilization of deer genetic resources. In this
review, we summarize the recent progress in the field of deer genome research, including data of deer genetic
variation, molecular basis of adaptive evolution, and key genes and functional genomics involved in deer antler
origin and evolution. The overall aim of the paper is to provide the reference neccessary for in depth investigation
of deer species.

Keywords: cervids; deer genome; genetic variation; adaptive evolution; velvet antler; functional genomic

JERL (Cervidae) fu¥E 4 NARL, 7l 2 REAE (Cervinae) &AL (Hydropotinae)-
FeEL (Muntiacinae) #1755 FENE AL (Odocoileinae), %16 JE%) 52 fh, 164 HE, b
FEART AR (Bovidae), FEARACHLIX . Hhtty s X AN g dho s X #0870 A o o 2 JiE 2K )
Y FEEMEE L —, SRR 4000, 2 RS RSN, BRI
T EA AT AR R AR AL, SR A I AR e e —— A . BRER
N, RS AR A INE R AR AT R A 22 T SO TR, Rp)
W LB A B AR OB SR, B R A

AR R B RN P BOR B A 5, HESh 1 Sh AR 2 1) K e, DR 21 5k 72 5 9k
WAEAWHBEET A S0, XA RIS YR R A 20T SRS 1 AT AR A VLS, kR
SRR A HET, ARSURMH AR O T RE R SRR A A 4, et
BEnts b A AT SRR B 3 LA A 431 A PR T AR VR AL R A B A R B AR
I RIS R O AT RE o AL, SEPRI A=A F0E A R T I SR TR R sh il Fhis B g A%
oS R BERE o AN SO SRR RE RS )3 PR A A T T s i A 1) L FR AT T R Gt A A
A BN JE A T AT T REEE, YN RE R s ARy 1 AR S PR R g A
IR A SRS H KA

1 EREh Y R AT IR

1.1 EFRASE2F5

JERI SN EER I 7 RE M, 2011 A vk ph 36 [ DU R % /£ NCBI GenBank 24
F T AJERE (Odocoileus virginianus) &[R4, HAE W EKFK. 2014 FEHEAM T E TR
(Capreolus capreolus) F[K2H Contig /541, 15Kk WL F4RE . 2017 4F, Li % EI7E GigaScience

AR [E E 5 B (China National GeneBank, CNGB) | ’&% % T Ul (Rangifer tarandus)
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FEPRIAH . A 9 ANAS R FESE N BO S SCE, 25T lumina HiSeq 4000 7 &l /7, de
novo 4% 2.64 Gb (911 i F: K 21 %5 P, Contig A1 Scaffold N50 ik /N4351 A 89.7 kb #110.94 Mb,
TR T 21,555 MR AL B R K AL A PROE FEAIG,  BRlT 3 4F, R A
PP R RACE R, ik 16 MER GR D, Wk 7RSI E 4 MR, A1
[KZH 2H & K/INE 2.5~2.8 Gb 2 [], AHX 26 i HE ] A A7 A T B R 7K P, o i i — 25 T
N T S L ] P DR A 50 e AT RE RS D R RR TR, A SCAAN 1 1K 16 DRI R 4
BELOC R, IRk — B T A g Az A RS s (B D BRI A (B 2D,

A, A 5 AN RERF 34 1) 22 B 2H 20 266 31 G (A K F, 73 9l S B HEUOR 5 i (Cervus elaphus
yarkandensis). 7~ (Cervus elaphus). /)M (Muntiacus reevesi). 758 (Muntiacus muntjak)
1 Mg 1€ B ( Cervus Nippon) . Ba % WIF| I i 38,083 /™ ¥ 4% H R £ & ¥ 17 s

(single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP) ZH Bt iy 2 B 1845 122 40 1wl D 5 B K 1 g L R 2
95.9%)7 HII 45 3 34 St Getifk, Hrep, 35, 8 58 31 54k {h 1 4> Scaffold /&, iX
34 % e (R A RN AL S PRl R/ SR R B IL 0.987 . 1 T R P AR sl A%
Pl 73 R 3, A1 Hi-C BR de novo 2H 2 R R4 G (Rt 2 H Al e /I BOR Bt . Mudd 45
B ] Hi-C SR TERK /N FE (2n=46) MFREE (2n=69/73) H K2 Y iR %% . 25 10hh,
M AE R R A R R Hi-C FoRHAF) 33 pf etk b, (HR WICHRIE.

LR (Cervus elaphus) A RERISHYH s R IIZRAE, 22 ASEFPZL R, J9 A7 72 BRI
PRI, AESEW . AFMAEEAE I . FEAERS S AR 2 AR VRN ) A A2 St AT e
GRBEWT TUR N 2 M 32 RE . B BRI R TACH KA, il i i sdn A,
AR, e AR KT R R A IR Oy S SRR 2R, T B BEA KRB R
SR TSR R A B 1 2 25 Bk DR 2 B8 B
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Table 1 Information of 16 cervid reference genome

R [A] I MFFEREE  Contig/Scaffold
LUpE W 120 28 R (B Gap J&) Scaffolds % &
(4F) (X) N50 (kb/Mb)
(Gh)

M (Odocoileus virginianus)? 2011 Illumina HiSeg/Allpath-lg 2.38 (2.36) 150 122.0/0.9 17,025
74754 (Capreolus capreolus)® 2014 Illumina HiSeq/SOAPdenovo 2.78(2.74) 24 4.1/0.01 3,088,511
Y1 (Rangifer tarandus) 2017 Illumina HiSeq/SOAPdenovo 2.64 (2.54) 220 89.7/0.94 58,765
FRRE (Cervus elaphus)!® 2017 [llumina HiSeqg/AllPaths 3.40 (1.95) 74 7.9/0.27 34,724
BEfE (Elaphurus davidianus)® 2017 Illumina HiSeg/SOAPdenovo 2.52 (2.46) 82 32.7/3.0 46,381
&S (Axis porcinus)[t9 2018 Illumina HiSegq/SOAPdenovo 2.68 (2.64) 197 172.8/20.6 136,093
R (Odocoileus hemionus) 2018 [llumina HiSeq/BWA; SAMtools 2.34 (2.34) 25 113.3/0.8 838,758
/INEE (Muntiacus reevesi)L® 2019 [llumina HiSeq/Supernova; Hi-C 2.58(2.51) 34 225.1/9.4 29,705
FRE (Muntiacus muntjak)I®! 2019 Illumina HiSeg/SOAPdenovo 2.57(2.52) 68 215.5/- 25,651
FJER (Przewalskium albirostris)t? 2019 Illumina HiSeq/Platanus 2.69 (2.64) 214 39.6/3.8 171,874
¥ (Hydropotes inermis)i*2 2019 PacBio/FALCON 2.68 (2.67) 116 8.2/1.3 21,052
H R (Muntiacus crinifrons)2 2019 Illumina HiSeqg/Supernova 2.53 (2.48) 76 131.4/13.8 22,246
T¢ /& (Alces alces)° 2019 Illumina HiSeq/Supernova 2,74 (2,54) 35 131,8/4.1 48,219
Z7J5% (Capreolus pygargu)*sl 2020 Illumina HiSeg/Supernova 2.61 (2,55) 100 -16.6 92,100
HEHEALDRE (Cervus elaphus yarkandensis)i! 2020 Illumina NextSeq/Supernova; Genetic maps 2.60 (2.56) 63 275.5/31.7 19,010
HEAERE (Cervus nippon)¢ 2020 PacBio/wtdbg2; Hi-C; Optical maps 2.50 (2.50) 58 23,600/78.8 588

a: GenBank %35 GCA_002102435.1; b: GenBank %3%'5 GCA_000751575.1; c: GenBank %35 GCA_007570765.1; d: CNGB 3% ‘5 GWHANOY00000000.
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BE: 3B
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Fig.1 Phylogenetic relationships and phenotypic data of 16 genome-sequenced deer species
RGN KRS H LR [14~16], RAEIRS A ChEERSI) " H (The Biology of Deer) ™,

MRS T ") mREIE A kI T Wikinedia J£5 (https://commons. wikimedia. org/). &
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Fig.2 Natural geographical distribution of 16 genome-sequenced deer species
HHEKYEF TUCM Red List W% (https://www. iucnredlist. org/).
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1.2 EEEATREER

BT RIS S RN B, T H B A S AT KPS R 4 0 5 2 SR A KBRS
HAT, RERShY R AR 5l 32 B S ZL SNP 705, 34 38 BORUE T i Ab 356 R 4 ) 5
19-231 ARRISE SNP GO B R A 73 Y24 2810 K AR <7 21 A 21 H ARl e (SIS o 32 B
7. 28] (3% 2), XEEMIL T RSP EE AR S 1 AR AR . b, R E A
SR I A A A0 24T 1%~2% 1 = R ZH 1) SNP 2221, 5y A1 4 2k DR ZE0 0 e 4 e 1) SR 28
i, 28 IE G T A28 5 550 SNP A7 £ 18 A #1290,

TEES R SNP 4374 I, Haynes 254K H 2 BovineSNP50 it Fy % 63 (1 2 eI 2 R fE

( Odocoileus hemionus ) #4773 &, 73 Bl T ALy 38.7% . Kharzinova 45 251 5] A
BovineSNP50 41 OvineSNP50 -t 4 % Y EHEAT 73 B, 73 4 B D 28 AN 0y 43.0%71 47.0% . Shafer
SERONE R TE AR AR (MU RIRY) 2~3 T4 Z B SHA M BEAEER, MU
TIRIHZAR, T H 2 ARLECH 1%.

Brauning S5280%t 5 /R BE A 8 RAMARFERI AT TR SR K w4 R R4
{278 LEX IR 5 M 1) SNP i 5EmE, HE3RA3 T 1.8 X 1054 SNP £z, 47 Illumina
CervusSNP50 % Fi . Rowe Z5BUF ] CervusSNP50 i A %f 9 A3t 396 HAMAHE T SNP
GrRURTIN, S AU TRy 82.3%, i T AR A 4y BT % . Johnston A5 EIF
CervusSNP50 5 J7 R T T i/ 7 S A IR B AR B R, FObm 1 28 FE R I 1 ) 5 B kit o
T Slate ZPA7E 2002 42 R LI E 4 600 AN ic ) e 1 F i .

RE RSB TIE T E e, RN EENFEIFEHFNY. Hu FBIRE 5 4
FERERN (B 20 ANEREEAD EAT T A BRI, P I TR 16X, 3k4F 197,543
A~ SNP A7 £, FEREAT Ttk Z BRI R GUEAE A0 M7 . Ba SR FRE R L 7 ML X G %1 42
PUHGAERE AR AR BEAT UG V) AL IE I AN 7, P38 PR BE 23X, Lt 98,166 1~ SNP
B T HM A SNP 209 0.74 SNPs/kb, i i 128 [y iad 7™ S ARSI B #E (0.51 SNPs/kb)
B4, fEACTRRESE (1.32 SNPs/kb) BEVRIfT 3 @4 (1.35 SNPs/kb) €12y 2 4%, iy H. 3
B TR X LR I AT LB F Ry B — Rl B b, SREL AN L B S S e
JERAFRREAR G T 7™ B AL R AR AR . Hu 270 5ot 56 DR 4 5 00 5 o M g 2 v ™ A
P HARIEAT G AT, 3L3RAT 94 /N5 B H H BEAOCHRIE SNP 7,5, Hu 5B —5F)
JHIX 94 A SNP A7 s 341 RAMAHEAT 43 B, 45 B e AR i et s 20 27 R TR s 241 181,

ikt 16 4> SNP AL i 5 B E MR B2 A %
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BT AR EMZ AR HERATE, My T EEmm IR R, 2% e
FEJERN By REZ ) BEAT 2558« Ba A5POLF Al MM A6 JEE AN 55 JE S22 58 Fo 3t 30 RAMASHEAT XU
fAi AR 2, P3P R FE 15X, 3R1S 2015 ML AN EFhRr 7 SNP FR%%, IXLehR
BNARN AN AR s 5 B T e (RSP E 1, Xie SO I i 44 AL A B R 4
Trsy BS540 LU BAAAE RS RS [N, 2L CEP295NL JE[A 351 P A 1 X
BahP PCRIEHGIY, SEMEERSIWHLEL, @RI E TEZRAIY .

FEFERFEN DAk BRI Py 2 BT, BHA 58 W R LA L2 2 35 (short tandem repeats,
STRs) #ricxf FERIESI#EAT 28, B ThnicsED, 2HEEEAL. A SEENF
HORKE, RIS STRs M P b &I A& . Jia SEUOMEHGAE JE 2 Fh 2 238 5 4 Z s i e
TFR T 294~ STRs, *f 140 AAMABAT BB MR Hr, $R3) 8 N2 KRIKKIFR1C . Wang
SEUALE MEFE RESE RN B P IT % 1 29 4 STRs, Horp 10 ANEE £ 410 STRs MM
FTSENMC, HFRRUERZIE 99.99%., S, FERShYDE LA S A I3RS AU R
SRR BN, tLREIITT R AR P2 B (B 3 11 R 57 2R 3 B AL 5 A 70 384 43 Rl e
RTH.
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Table 2 Datasets of genomic variation in cervids

BRI 1) \ . N . o
LyEi ) W~ 6175 MEHE Fric 20 Fric

HJERE (Odocoileus virginianus)i2 2011 Roche 454/ a1k 3 K] 4. 16 SNP 13,734 ¢
HJERE (Odocoileus virginianus)24! 2012 Illumina BovineSNP50 10 SNP 4692
IZRE (Odocoileus hemionus)?4 2012 Illumina BovineSNP50 4 SNP 4292
HJE R (Odocoileus hemionus)?4 2012 Illumina BovineSNP50 14 SNP 4342
I (Rangifer tarandus)/! 2015 [llumina BovineSNP50+0vineSNP50 4 SNP 4572+1471 @
FRREITRE (Cervus elaphus)28] 2015 [llumina GAI-X/ = 7 7 SNP 1.8X105¢
32 (Odocoileus hemionus)2! 2016 1llumina HiSeq2000/ 4} & T 3k 7 SNP 23,204 ¢
MEAE & (Cervus nippon)td] 2017 Ilumina HiSeq2500/ XX fig 1] fa] 1k 3 X 21 42 SNP 96,188 ¢
HMEAE & (Cervus nippon)27] 2017 Illumina Hiseq Xten/ =5l ¢ 100 SNP 38,319,467°¢
& (Axis porcinus)[23 2017 [llumina HiSeq2500/M 1] 1k 5% K 41 1 SNP 11,155¢
HMFAE % (Cervus nippon)/ 5 JiE (Cervus elaphus)/F1120 2018 Illumina HiSeq2500/ %3 i) fiii Hr. 3 K 21 30 SNP 2015°P
TEJE (Alces alces)l2 2018 Illumina HiSeq2500/ ] &7 4k 3 K] 26, 34 SNP 336°¢
MEFEE (Cervus nippon)i#2 2018 Applied Biosystems 3730/ K41, 96 SSR 292
3% )i (Odocoileus hemionus)/ 4 & & (Odocoileus 2019 Illumina CervusSNP50 30 SNP 400
virginianus)/F1/F[t
¥ (Capreolous capreolus)t3] 2019 INumina HiSeq2500/[ 1] ] 1k 5 K1 41 250 SNP 83,893 ¢
MEFERE (Cervus nippon)3l 2020 PCR ¥4 478 Y-SNP 9¢
MEFEE (Cervus nippon)i0! 2020 Applied Biosystems 3730/ %41, 140 SSR 292
78 (Cervus nippon)i4l 2020 PCR ¥4 123 X-IY-SSR 10/52

a: BAZEME; b: YFMFERE SNP; ¢ B/NEANZE L/ KT 0.05,
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2 HeBIEHA

2.1 $EEZBHN

Gt 5 HEZE DRBN A0 (VR F — B2 R AE W K ) . Farre SEWSTE ) T 2
YIS G O T, ORI AL 5B 5 H (Cetartiodactyla) 73 25 f5 4 (1 {4 =
FERAELJEMRNE, e H (Ruminantia) (M FH (Pecora) il &, #fh
PRE R R AR ARG (R 2 1] 2Bl G (0 PR b i DA B 35 DR AE A T, G R AE 2T
R B 2 ) 22 R A, I BAE R HR T RO h 22 R R, X el nil KR R Gk
PRI — B IR A SRR 5 et R B HE R A 0 R R R R T AT RE S T A BT
it I A s (A B D REfE i

FERERIE, BERs BRI R S TRV A (B 48D kA T ERAR A
Br/NEE (2n=46) 4t HAMR SR G A B HIE® A 6~9 2%, HH/RBE (2n=62/73)
T P G AR R H e b RO . DRIEE, BRI S ORI TR L s G R I R AR
TR BLAEAA R o 30 I 240 B N T Gt SO R 9 't SR S AT ST T BRI Bl 2 1) A e o kL
B ARERE, W€ 1 BEE s g tk 1 B REL A 4 77 0651, B, Mudd S50 5
DRI ZEL 00 e R G A L2 , 0 — 20 S /N R AR iR PR A A0 5% JPR Sk 5 A 2 22 e R A R TR
KA T ORVE Mt A B BRRR A S0, T 2 SRR 0 R B e CpA R s L/,
ZEIERE LA TS 5 GO AR 3 R FE R R 2D 7 ARG BE A (RIESE o 3 T AN 5] A 0y e €
Rt tk, Huang Z5C2HESCHEAERE (2n=33) FITE (2n=34) YL ta itz Ak fh it F2 rp A7 AE
ME— ) 2 H 38 A o

TIAh, G AR R AL — LR R AR 2 S R OB IR R R 2 — . Huang
SEISIRE ST R A P PR FRIE R 2 b 1 5 et AR AL (1p) 1 4 S et iR AL B i S ir,
ZJE XA T A A EE HETE SRR P etk 1p+4. Zhou S04 5 K I 8 BE 55 7.3
Y Y G ARREAL IR L, W AR S S Ik G CATRAL DT TR 2 ST . SR T B
PG O ARAZ LBk, Huang S50917F 2012 4EEAT T PRALEA, PR RIRIRE], ASCAH
LRIk
2.2 ERIMEHA

JERI B YIAE LR AN A 0 A, — SRR IREA T D@ N 1 w3 A e . il
Lin Z5EBSHE R 1 Y G S AR IR 7 AL - il EEBE R 2 R I RE 42 2K D AR il o

10
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RPN RSB (POR A CYP27BL) 23| 1 SR B H AR HE,  Jik DRI 20 Al il FA)35% 28 L 1L 2 A
¥~ (Capreolous capreolus) s, 1% 1 GEAd 9 FEXHES (1) WU g 77 R K458 . B 5 11 #% 12 (APOB)
FUBR B B (FASND AN B8 L R AE DI RE rp R AR T B MR AR, XA S 5 T &
5 (Pygoscelis adeliae) Fl1-L 4% A& (Ursus maritimus) g B4 S HEAL, B HbEN Y fE B A2
TR . DI EERE T A O R R (PER2) RAE T YIRS R AL, ‘33 PER2
FPR 5 5 — DAL IR (CRY) TEikgh &, MY T BB HE 15 & bk
R AR PR A o I e 25 AT NATTR B sh W )& SR AE 205K A T SEER A4 THT
TR, WONMRUR NS — Sl e i BRI T AR R, R R D XU MR . A
P 5 N MBI AT K R

534, Weldenegodguad 451571 3 8 A1 7R MU A Wi b 6 ¥4 365 17 24 i R 76 91 g 66 PRI 2 A
T RN ML R, Rl B 7l 18 52 AR T i kA, 40 TRPVS Al TRPVE
%, XA RE R BURGE BT R . TESBARBE T, Yang SEO8D A [F] T SR 5
T HIEHESI ) B (74 IR 5 5 TRPM8 HEAT [ IR R 5 51 A I = 4S5 i T S AR 10
5T, &I TRPMS il TE [ D) e 25 M 7E B AN 7 4888 (Aptenodytes forsteri) 5 JEJ K F 1)
JEPISR (Loxodonta)  [HFFEEE KZES:, ARSI TRPM8 WU IE BB ICTHE M G . 7E1E
FEhd, BB AL T I T4 RIFIRRZURK BRSOV B3R 58 . Ababaikeri 45059
M o LA T R PR DRI A 2 O 90 R BIAZ DR B D SR B S A i JE (], 2 T4
R Koy B, e AR, PRI, PPICRGTES . DNA it A S5 Lyt e
RIS, X LE e I PR b5 AR YD IR A 8 1 35 P B0 B e, R VD T Al e Vb YA 5 i 7 2
VINg <ICheZ i

JSR FEE RN e BRI S R 5 o L WG s R 42 3 1) 1 o FRIET BT BB A SR B T3
EzhE ) 18 AAMEAEE RN, ZXHURE ™ BRI AL R . Zhu SEBIRFT L AL
e PRI 20T BR R A ARG S HEAT 1P Al A BB R A A AE AN S AR, (H R A
BRI 2R, IE KT SR BT R R B TS R F R RS A R, R, 2R
W, WEG R E I RAH R 17 ANMER B w7/ . 5i5h, BRI & i e i
FEIE N AT AL HI T SCNNLA JER 2 B5R ZUIELLFE, S 5EHIRNNERYC. S5 29 4N IE
BRI KRR AT OMERE  MEE B MR f R AR AR R G R X Rk
PRI LR T B AR S L 1 R JEE o e 0 R I 5 e

JEERL S AA A DAL R S PR B R T T, Ba S50V B RE AL 2R 403 8 1k kAL

11
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M s . A 51 MREMMIEN 5EZHTMMLE (cilia) HIH K, [FR, SLHH
ML B TEThREMHI R A B 2280 H A (dynein) FIEEFERERERERA LRETH K, H
KILT 14 AD0R5E 2 AR LR b 89 ML R FE B T IR £ T EARAE 2 AL KRk, #K
RNy T RS 22 TR B TR 25 SR, R R SRR 15 B R It i e
B WA R 7 E MR R T

23 B4RE (BER) BRHAUXEER

JEB T 1 2 L 5 v M — R R IR 2EL A TE B IS R IR RO, R R W B A K O
RO A . SEEE S, A AR A L B AR R R PR, B0 R RS
YIRS AR R — 2B Q0% Bedlt, Wang SR s 2 24 # R gk A4 ) L 35 2 DR 2L e
TR, FEEFHA T IRIERBHE S A AL RIRALL, Rl 4VR 2 AU R . R
B IEEFRIE D I O DL R A B R AR R 2 5 T M A A I A, 1
AR T2 LE SR A R EUR B rh B A (09, Price SFIOSHBARIE T A EH SR R
RIS T A PRI REIREY), 101 SNAIL 45,

FERIE Y P ACESRAE AR A T RAKE MM, BN R B R T HMER
(641, PRIk, I B ARC T [RT A A 0 90 OB P A R IR, M — P . Waing S5 IVR 4R
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N RXFP2 82 ¥ RERLZh W H A AR A G BE IR o Lin ZR050V A I 91 FEg 2 PR 4 - (i 4t 334
FE I A 1R - CONDL i PR3l on 1 — AN PEISOR 52 AR G5 5 X, 3 P R A IR AE S
KRR AT T B A E DI A« SRR, ERIEN A AR, 4 ) A OG5
R 45 JE8 A1 0 R AR 5 T A ORI R

A2, IR R A A AHEAL BRI A 25 AT B2 2% B AR o e REURHR TR P 3 R . Bl %2
A JREFE R ZEL 5 5 P, 5 DR 2L o Bt R v, Rt — S I R B S 0 L 5 R 2L 2 gk
T2, PRERIE R AT S B RS UR I BB

3 DiheAEPH 41

HAT, sy se it R AL 20t L SR P BT A0 R AR DU B Al
PP A KR BRI IT, AR BRI LT AT T 4.
31 BRETHM

JREB R AEAN AR I R e A R BR B, BRONE BT 40 Cantler stem cell, ASC)

12



168

169

170

171

172

173

174

175

176

177

178

179

180

181

182

183

184

185

186

187

188

189

190

191

192

193

194

195

196

65,661, [&] N /b AN S50 2 TF ASC HAT T 48 B %0 , HOAERIE 2 F sk T4t i dr 1t B
1 CD73. CD90. CD29. CD44, CD146. CD105. CD166. STRO-1. Vimentin I Nestin,
IRy R TR bRiC R 1, G0 C-Myc Al OCTAL7-70), fir, Wang 2569058 it ik 2 (9 40
R RXFP2 7E ASC rh ik, TIE XS B I B IR Am i vh J L P ANRis, ZE A S 4 E)
VI MA R, ATREVE N ASC S I — N Hbric. 7£ microRNA 7K 1, Ba S I
7~ ASC ik /N BRI 1R 5 26 14 1) miR-296.. Ba 5072149 %) 15 3% 1) ASC #E47 5140 fiid RNA-seq
WP, FWY ASC TEF TR FE AR ORI I THEA F ST . Wang 250700 A4 IR AR K &
SR REAIESE T ASC ANR] T WA 40 M k5 208N E R S, WAN[R TR 78 5 4
SEATE R, TRA bR A B —Se 1, RER R & 3] T AR R G . X485 5HIESE ASC
AU AT, 3 B BRI T4 o R

TUMLA TR A I 5 BT AR O A 6. W FOR LI K AT REN ASC
PROET RAUMTIRRSY . fE B ER A, HEME R ASC IR BE AN A4k, T A
LA S B R A Hefid o SR ARG, R JBR4h ASC HRAE T ARRBRITIORSE, XA S fl
KT ASC PRIEIGEE (53 ZLHE LUy 22/ 0k 10 £iF) R Mk, BASBUREMRE.
Holdth, MBALMRE MBS G, RS, ASC FRIRS Bk S B I 8, ASC
I SUBCIR A A8 OB R A, BB 4 . Dong ZE04-7003@ 1 2 19 i 41 S 7T R WA R 3
ARG B — RIVE AN, RS b R-M RS A ¢, R BRRE A
BB, VT ASC S b4l R Sl v B 52 B s RS, ARARIII ASC R S A g i)
B A AR LR Lo S 4 T4 R R BRR 25 o Sun 50705 78 57 ASC 5 Bl Skl i JL % 324
R, %EH 128 NS, 60%LL ESAMNBAKER, (5K EESTRHIXES TS5
PI3K/AKT 155, A RERZIN ASC R HE 20 M 73 HRI L5 A= . Li S5 0781 X 1) Bk 77 v 6 ASC
5 TS B PR LA T 25 (R 2L 27 LU 9T, ORI T PIBKIAKT 15 57E ASC 4l 72 - &k
B E . Liu Z00R N FH0H1 00 PISKIAKT {55 FO40 M A 45 Se 363t —25iF se
PIBK/IAKT {55 1E ASC A=41% D RE b 4y B 244 11

FMEA CALR R—FhZIheeE A, ENTME RN FERSE FaaREAamEm,
5255 KRG, B0 EE TS AN 1R AR P ORTUEE R W, CALR AT /E4H
MRz SRR ARG &, IR R AR T R 5 B, Dong S8 2 1 5 4H A
FORIL CALR TEFFIR MUY ASC HhisdRik, FETEE A EAEMS h#E iz L (hub) FEHE
FA €8, Akhtar 25 B FE i DA AN EPE R , R DUREME R TEIRK P ASC FF 4640k,
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XA R R B I [ R F AR Ol AT 1 S AR 2 A A 188 85870 R, BT R EAR K
DL Z R R RS, XL TURIAE SRR A AR, M LAYEAN[H] (K 72 2 18]
HAT A B L

Li ZFOURYE & & A R B A KO AT T ALUZ AR5y, B Az 113 v
X5y 5 NMELLRERAMALE, QAR fTcE R SEE. KRRy, &
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Z ) B R B R AE, ) H L RIA S AT S e T 9 AMERIFIA R, Horh 370 ML

Chub) JERRZ 5 T HCE . MM LR, ARHEEKPOERKERTEUE 1715
fitto Ker S5O0 [ REH TG ASC I IA] 78 T 40 M 1) LU AL, disd e s LN e S Ak A sl
BU0AIE I I UHRFL of fi FE 40 i RO I B e R AR, 1T S100AL0 J2 REEEA 1 1 G HE A
Chen Z£PU5HT INcRNA 7EfE H A K O ) 78 i H R BB A A Rk B & . SR 4T
HIEL, TRIFEFHZIFF 1212 /> IncRNA F1 518 4~ mRNA [ 30K kA T BAENAS, £
INCRNA GBI A T4HIGTE . IERE AN B A OGTE ], (Rt T 0] 70 o AL 2R e i AL A 1 4
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Hu S 03805teh 2L A FROsR 5 538 5 A 2 2 1) A KRB AT microRNA RIS LE#, R IA
5 REEPGEAE KA 18 > microRNA 73§, % microRNA-mRNA iM%, e 14 A5k
PR 5 DO AR K AR G . Yao R0 I 32 T AE SC AN R T OB TR SR AL R, TR
RIFETHEKFORECE K EHFEE FF, 41 SOX9, COL2AL I ACAN %5, i & fb F:H
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MR EEW R T tERAAL,  BEREXS LA Y 2R IRGA RN s RE AT 2= 0 ) 7 A
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