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BE  ARAEWERNA MR ZIIAIEE) oA, B Sim RIS 0 Y 5 25 M AR ST AA B EL 2 T B A 4 G, X X
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Yett A K ik, 4B 1181, DNase-seq, ATAC-seq, %o

ZEER, BIFE (2021). Jefim & SEYERFRIEAE. B2 56, 664-675.

FLAZ AP B R ZHDNA L H 5 A 45 6 2 58 Y %
AN, R Rt B A S GRS R B AR BT . BN
/IMARK 21147 bplYIDNALLA M2 i 75 X 48 S8 7F 41 B
VR AR b, TR/ & 22 18] 1) DNAFK 1 % 42 DNA
(linker DNA) (Luger et al., 1997). ALK E# /N
PRI A0 TEANES5), e AR IR ) 57 G (5 X A% /M
FIHEF ARG B0 AR — Lo SR X (W B 3 3
S AP0 TEAE e SR PR 2 R DX ) R /N Ak B R 270 A R AR
2 X A% /) K (5] DNATE AT B 3% 5 K T FIRNA R &
BESE T EE A A, AT BCEE 52 A ) G (o s R 46
¥J(Lee et al., 2004; Thurman et al., 2012). FX 4
HCH. 2 A Y B A B O TR I (s X, R
Al RS ECRE i Y- WSE eI DA G L P Y RN
SERL SR - 25 G A et 5 S B R 1S SR A VR I
4 (Klemm et al., 2019). 40 e (0 i v] f e
KRB A FREOE R T RIS . R 1)
UEFE R, Bett B n] Je itk SR R i s % . Ak
1R B A AR S e B A %5 U1EK & (Thurman et al.,
2012; Sullivan et al., 2014; Qiu et al., 2016; Sijacic
et al., 2018; Zeng et al., 2019).
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1.1 BUEARELZRHIE

Yoy Jii v R M X I DNA 2 IR, & 5 N
R TR T P B AR AL Ao e €80T AT R P o = s g £
J5i DNAXT % 24 1% 1% T e e A FH 1) S0JRR R 2 SR 1l &,
X LE R I Bl 0 45 i S L PR A% 2 | (deoxyribonuclea-
se, DNase I). Bk #ZIREF(micrococcal nuclease,
MNase)f1#% i fiff(transposase) 2 . F.7E201H 40 704
R, TN Gt is I DNase 1FIMNasex e 2 i it
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AT WHACETT B FE 24, 45 R R INA i ey ik BEAZ TR Tl
AL JE I Ge (5 B 100-200 bp ) JE I A EE(Noll,
1974; Lohr et al., 1977). Jett )i AN [A] X 3k X} DNase |
PR AE AR, 24— AN FE R A T s s RS B,
XfDNase [ fiftE H i BBURE: LU o % s 1 [X ek e
10015 LA I, #xyDNase LS 5 (DNase | hy-
persensitive site, DH site), Bl JF i %% 4 i X (Wu,
1980; Keene et al., 1981; McGhee et al., 1981). &
1, BIEFEN G306 B ) P AR B G £5 5 DNA T Bin LA 46
1k, KHSouthern blotif i 4 i€ /37 71l R ERE X D) El4r
FUEEAT 34, AT SIEEIRT AR 7 s ) G € Jo ] VA
M (Nedospasov and Georgiev, 1980; Wu, 1980;
Conconi and Ryan, 1993). 2 J&, fEiiEPCRE A
I\, — 25 qPCRAMI b [ S P # E 1) 5E A I 7 ¥
AH 4k 4% I & K (Mueller and Wold, 1989; Rao et
al., 2001). 20044, Stamatoyannopoulos#iICollins
PRSI 70 AT A 7301 SR FH 4 i DR 2H DH A, 55~ AT S 7
2, RTG53 3 4% 2 K] 4H 7K P (Craw-
ford et al., 2004; Sabo et al., 2004). Boyle%(2008)
THEIE K DNase 13543 B fig J5 1 e 5 Fi DNA EL#:
T AP SCEE R, FEEAT sl E T . 2
13 W7 CRCEN AN I/ o1 T 5= W i NS S et A S o =B T
BN, ISR R BICR 4R T El
WP HEARBRRE, #EZh T 2R BT e ta i n] VA
M5k B, inDNase-seq. ATAC-seq. MNase-
seqfINOMe-seq (K1),

1.2 DNase-seq

DNase-seq (deoxyribonuclease | hypersensitive
site sequencing)/&F|f DNase |54 1% Ge o )ifi it
ATER oy MR, FF0E IS BFIDNAEAT — A5, AT
TE 4 FE PR 20 7K1 3 B G 0 57 R P 1) — b 7 3 (1
1A). 7 VE LA IE ] $]20064F, Crawford%%
(2006)F1Sabo%¥(2006) [A] i Fix i 1 ) A & R Fr B¢
ARSI 24 DR 41 2% X355 ) T I g € o kel o B
J&, HEBE AR PP BRI R R, X PR G 51 i) A
o 0] SR At I FH 3] v e AN, AT IR SR ) A
DRI ZE 7P (R G € o m] B MEAS I o 3 199 o SR ) 7 A
F5 N A i 3% (end-capture) (Boyle et al., 2008) 4!
XU (double-hit) (Hesselberth et al., 2009). #
i il #8921 Boyle 25 (2008) 42 i, 1%y i@ i 1

A el IS LR A VI 665

Fli& & DNase | &b R 40 A% Yo i, A HLAETF g
5 X B BIEIAL i, AR 1 B BRI A D) EEMme |
e S E I BIE R, 4 3R Y 10 2K o K B2 220 bp T
BT Gt 1 n] S oA o XUBRED1E U B Hesselberth
% (2009) #2 H JF B X M H T B B (Saccharomyces
cerevisiae) i % & 1 45 & F1 12 /F Bl (Hesselberth et
al., 2009). %Jj ki ¥ DNase I H &2 HI £ —E
J6 BB P, A G R T AR R T O T, T K
DNAVI BB/ BOBE R Sk, 3 — 2D X ix 28/ Bt
HEAT T 53 BT SR VE A% 12 DX 3 % 68 53 T B 1 o ARASCTT 55,
AR Ui B2 T 3RS B O T A R 2, URFDE
DU AL 7 — o A T 7 88 114 458 A1 A0 2 R B vy 115 14k L
(Klemm et al., 2019). [FHF, XUEE)E R T 5 1)
DNA A B 5 (50-150 bp)iz kT A fi il 353220 bp),
A7 20w R A 2% i TR A4 L ok AR el . R Gtk
TR RGO AT B i — B

1.3 ATAC-seq

ATAC-seq (assay for transposase accessible chro-
matin with high-throughput sequencing)J7 i i —
o 8 v 3 T (1) B AR i T B4 FF T G 2 )53 [X 435 T DNA
FrBetk, 30 Bk (®1B). %75 HBuenrostro®%
(2013)7E N 40 e b ¢ 37, J5#E 5 DNase-seq 1 X
g UIESEARL, 35 R0 T I G 4 )5t X DNAY) B/ Fr
BT AT M. RHATAC-seqj i 70 ety
J5i AT J M 45 B 5 DNase-seq A& 5t fifi 35 72 A0 D 7%
B4 1R T AR AL (r>0.75F1r>0.8) (Buenrostro et
al., 2013; Corces et al., 2017). {H{EFERNZ, 1F
15 53 HE R 7 55 R 1 45 4 EDE(TF - footprint) 23 4 ik
2, ATAC-seqfliDNase-seqy R I H — & F) I iF
P, Ho &5 17 21 2R 20 0 R A PEAS [R] 1T 57 (He et
al.,, 2014; Meyer and Liu, 2014; Schep et al,
2015). ATAC-seq#f# T -DNase-seq /7 i (14t # 7£
T, Tn5¥% BERGAE A T 4L 5T v B Ak 1 [A) Bt I
FIGEN, XA O PR i AR A T B AT
R JEH, TR 2/NNHEEA] 58 RO PE AL I RN AR,
FLRE SR 4 4 A 2 B AT IR 22 5004 41 g (Buenrostro
et al., 2013; Corces et al., 2017). £F LR34,
ATAC-seq 7 % 89 G 60 51 AT S M Aar il 453 iy 747 ) 42
RZ—.
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(A) DNase-seq/j %R HZEE N VIEFDNase V4L FF 4
Ji XDNAFHEAT @ B 1 7. Fodr, R 3Rk i i S B il
YIJE B4 FDNAK A B, G il 543k 1. Mme 1850 A0
JP k2% IR, SERLE AT BE20 bp il SCEE R, W
Fig 7732 )3 et B U e 5 N e B, I 4 3k
258 L SCEE IR 2. (B) ATAC-seq /7 A F Tn5 ik
e A g 1) ¥R A5 PR PR E 8 T RS €2 57 X DNAT W (149 18] Bsf
I8k, SEPL RO EM . (C) MNase-seq /7 i%&F|H
MNase [1] 4 11 B FH 480 B v P44 T 750 5 X DNAYITIT, R
I fklinker DNA, #7%/MEDNASCE, W S8l /MA 54z
Ko geta 5w K AL RIS . (D) NOMe-seq /i 124 FIGpC H
FERL RSB TP G (557 X GpC A% R BEAT PR 3L B . A3
41 i H AN AFAECPG™ 7 s 17 JE N IR 1 GpC™ iz i, 4 TR IR A
Th AL TR 5 AT A L D AL R, BT[] I ARG O R X R
4[R2 FIDNAFR AL A7 A

Figure 1 Principal methods for measuring chromatin acces-
sibility

(A) DNase-seq uses the endonuclease DNase | to cleave
DNA within accessible chromatin and constructs the DNase-
seq library. In the end-capture method, the large DNA frag-
ments from open chromatin regions released by single cut

are collected, and then processed by several steps including
adding adapter 1, cutting 20 bp of the DNA using a type Il
restriction enzyme Mme |, and adding adapter 2 to complete
the sequencing library. In the double-hit method, the small
DNA fragments from open chromatin regions released by
double cut are collected, then processed by steps including
adding adapter 1 and adapter 2 to complete the sequencing
library; (B) ATAC-seq uses a hyperactive transposase (Tn5)
to simultaneously cleave and ligate adaptors to accessible
DNA. The efficiency of library construction is thus increased;
(C) MNase-seq uses the endonuclease/exonuclease activity
of MNase to both cleave and eliminate accessible DNA and
linker DNA. Therefore, the DNA library from nucleosomal DNA
can both detect the nucleosome occupancy and open chro-
matin; (D) NOMe-seq uses a GpC methyltransferase to me-
thylate GpC dinucleotide in accessible DNA. There is only
CPG" sites but not GpC™ sites in human cells. The DNA se-
quencing following bisulfite conversion of nonmethylated cyto-
sine to uracil nucleotides can simultaneously provide the ge-
nome-wide measure of accessibility and DNA methylation sites.

1.4 MNase-seq

MNase-seq (micrococcal nuclease sequencing) &
) Pk 3K R A TR T Y AN % /) R [) S22 422 DA, AT Xof
/M EAL G BLHAT AT IR (BIM1C). ST A%/ MA
o L AE e €51 m S PRI S B R R A 4 B A
F, MieczkowskiZs (2016) #il Mueller 25 (2017) F| F
MNase-seq /7 iEMF 5T 1 et i nl KM . MNase ] 1E
8 WU DI R % MATE] i linker DNA, AT /E 1%
1% S0 T A A 2 BT fR 3 I DNAER 73 o (H 344 T
&, MNaseX|#Z/INMAEDNAR T E 34 ZAK T 1% /M A ]
DNA (Chung et al., 2010; Lorzadeh et al., 2016), iX
WL R iZ T A% M AL ST 5L . (H Miec-
zkowski % (2016) i 7t & B — L6 4% /N ik 11 3R B0 Xt
MNase 7l &= U, F|H MNase 1) iX —REPEAA T &
TMACC (MNase accessibility) /7% (Mieczkowski et
al., 2016). % J7VE Al X AN R 20 b A% /MR o5 67 J
et T n] S F B AT RN, P TR ST R A A 1 AR
* % . MACCH:{Z 5 5 DNase-seq4h H Ak —5,
T 3 S AL S (U0 3% S A 46 407 s (transcription start
site, TSS). J& 2l DX MG 51~ X ) Ky ar il 3 F i 4
i {5 & (Mieczkowski et al., 2016; Mueller et al.,
2017). AFERIZ, 7% 1EX (transcription ter-
mination site, TTS)FH3& ] [X AR /Al 2 FF 5 g
G, FEAIX — 2 R JE R AT Re 5 T Y ) DNA
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Fr B S5 i i FE Bt DNase 1FIMNase 9 Fh A% 1 i 45
TR KNG K. Ak, Zhao%(2020)8F 7T LW, Fl
FiMNase rJ 1511 #|DNase 158 Tn5 4l A 2] 1 FF i e
5 X35

1.5 NOMe-seq

NOMe-seq (nucleosome occupancy and methylome
sequencing)fi BiGpC H ZL# # il (GpC methyltrans-
ferase, MTase) M.CviPIXf FF U4 ()i [X GpC % H
PR EAT WY AL AB Ui A FH SR A I G €0 57 AT S 12 (&
1D). %77 Kelly%5(2012) 7 A\ K40 b ar, JR
P 5jDNase-seq. ATAC-seqfIMNase-seq /7 V%A A .
NOMe-seq A~ X} 4« 4 Jii DNA AT U1 %1, 1 A2 ) H
MTase Xt T i i € i X GpC — 4% 1 I i) 14~ 12 i fie
JIRA WGt mT V. BT ARG M A A7 LE IR

FeJa, Al [A i 3K 4540 i P9 GpC A CpG W Filt — 4% 17 1R
[IAH 515 B (5 512k F MTase X Ff i e e i X 1 GpC
(A J 4 35 DR 2 DN AR AT 1) o DRI, 077
A LA [ B SR A5 G 5 n] R PR 4 i DR A R LA B
(Kelly et al., 2012), {EFFEEME, ZTIEATEXS
Pt FIDNAZEAT VI, AR ZEXTDNA R BUdEAT &
£, TRERE I HcHhs LASRAS 2 0% (00 8 B 1 ik R
AR, A e B FE KT (1 e € ) ] S
Bl MR, IER BT HADIEIDNARIRRE, %0775
A Rl G T UIE AN B AT SR I AR 4 )

2 ®RERAIRMERHEE

FAZ A3 R 2 DNARE 4 8 1 s E DNAZS & (K 1
(BT ROFERR MRSt ES
LV . RO MR R S S EAS TS
LEET NG R . T pE Gt o AT R A S B PR R
(Bl MRERL. AEABHMERET455%)5
Gettn o m] R MR AE LR RIEAT S 4

21 BMEEMSERGBRARLE

R/ AT s FUZ AR AR 0 Xk, DL R
AR T7 AHRSIE G 5T b (EAZMAFESERIA |
MU AOFAE— AR, RIS . XFhs)
BRI AZNMETEDNA LIBT3, AR

A el R IS LR A 667

KA o4 ## % (Lai and Pugh, 2017). #%/Mk
FEAS A Gt o7 DX I 1) e SR T e AN R, R I TE BRI JE
B UG 5 DA% AN i 3R T R W8 s T AN T BRI
ST X MR EM AR ST 2 RN RS
K, BFEDNAFFRE R, AEATHRNISS. it
JREBRE G TR AT K 7% (Rando and
Ahmad, 2007; Klemm et al., 2019). #WF5 &I, 7EHR
PR BF 3 21 DX 38 47 72 1A 1% /MA R 2 A7 R (nu-
cleosome-free region, NFR), % /M (1) dk 3G 58 T
(A UASNOR SR O S N S I S R E b A
AR TF-H4% E E 454 (Almer and Horz, 1986; Yuan
et al., 2005). NFR b Tl 5 & AAE AN E %/
IRZER, A4 =1+ 1% M . + IR /AME E AL T e %
ERLR AT AN U I e B R, EL R B AR AN [ A
KEAIF(Yuan et al., 2005; Mavrich et al., 20083,
2008b; Schones et al., 2008). #3511 X & /IMAT)
HEZ 1% 0L 5 RNAR & g 111 ChIP-seq 45 R #EAT B &
¥, RIS EhT X BRNAK A B I 5 8 7K 7,
+ %M ST U R /AR S A I R B W] . (Mavrich
et al., 2008a), ¥iU+1Z/MEERNAREEEIZ 51
MR EEEM . M- /MR B EEAS S
SWI/SNF (switch/sucrose nonfermenting)& &4 (Dut
ta et al., 2014). SWI/SNF /& — &M 705 A 4= THI 42
tREBEEY, B8 —RKBATPIE AN, W H)
MATPKfRIREER . Bahslal N EH, Mk
A5 % /MK ) %2 AL 5 # % (Ribeiro-Silva et al., 2019),
HETT R U 4% 701 DNAFF 71 B 5 ok, DL - 3% s K]
T 5DNAME & . RO EREEYSWRI
(Swi2/Snf2-related1) ] /i T 41 & [ A /A H2A.Z1E 4
st EUTRR, NI B U H2AR B, fERERE. R
I (Drosophila melanogaster). A (Homo sapiens)#ll
1l ¥ 77 (Arabidopsis thaliana) s B #% 4 ¥ v 1 & 91
H2A.Z T+ 1/ MEA B R E TR (Clapier et al., 2017;
Kumar, 2018). It 4h, Luo%:(2020) Al Murphy %5
(2020) K IH2A.Z 5 A TE 3L R H R 58 X I A3 5 7%
Bt m]oof g i 45 4 - AR LR, IS5 2 M A
W) R v P R R SR A

22 AERBIHSRERTTRE
W/ M R B 1 FRE 41 2 1 % 65 (histone code),
AT A B P R R SR A, AT e R ) e
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J K B 45 ¥ (Rothbart and Strahl, 2014). Kitt, #
AN R B IR S A AT 15 G € 5 T e (R0 40
il 2 UIAH O o LI 4R VB RS LR R 2 Tk
o WAL FIZ Ak, RS EURR 1 R AR Ak DA R 2 R 11
Wiz 1k (Felsenfeld and Groudine, 2003). M4
YA AT, AR AT e — e AR RIS R A
5 DNA% 18] 1A H.1E H (Vogelauer et al., 2000;
Bernstein et al., 2002), M iRz ML & H I f#
R, mge @y &, SRR TERE S SR
B & . WFFRRIL, LBEAABE & 55 5 im vk
R BT B R ORI . Bln, S 3 H3K9ac
BH7KF 5L RE N4 A 7 A AH DG 3 IR (1 7K
LIEMX(Du et al., 2017). 5 ZBALBHIAR, 4HE
A B MA S B A 4 A infae, BF
A B — WAL PR = AL 3R A
(Rothbart and Strahl, 2014). A~[F ) H FAL B HE
ANF], AL BB TR A k. B, H3K4me3
TEN 40 f o = 03 A T35 R SR R (9 3 3l 7 A
(Vallianatos et al., 2020), X Fi & i R+ Xt i 3¢ K]
THIRNARSERIMASE. Foh—Le ik g s
B JU) 5 0 R PR v B DG BK . il ln, H3KOme3 L &
H3K27me3 72 I 7L 2/ ¥ 48 Jf % 4% (2 i3k G 10, )i ek 4R
{4 H (Nair et al., 2018).

23 ERATFHESFERTRME

AMERENL fREEFE ENL, DR E A Z e
T3, BIEERINFIEG A — 8 Rk, A2 K
DA ) ek 7K T o A DR 3 s IR 1 T A A RAZ /M 45 6 r
BIHENIR 2 o Horp—F g ] B R RO A 4%
MBI ER AR, H N1 5HE R w gL
A DNART £, A% DX 3 5% 605 (R FRORE FE H 5, AT
R H T B s DAL B DR 1R D N B it 2% A4 (Workmian
and Kingston, 1992; Svaren et al., 1994). X Fh i %
BERAE S 3 1 52 MR BERAEH, Jv— M
B354+ (Workman and Kingston, 1992; Svaren
etal., 1994). Bt b, PR EE F TR e o
Jo7 X s IR I 25 AR, RN S e 10 )5 XA /MR (1)
JA G R AR B ARG e R TR RIS 5
G5 51 /MADNA (Bao et al., 2015; Swinstead et
al., 2016). 7 —Fi i Qe ta i 3 516 S 5k IME
il SR X G B R T TRORN A% S (R F I 4 S B N LB

Zad R e i 45 7 AT, R rExS
/MAEIE Flinker DNASZS &, it — il it w4 e gh &
BUAE R A B N LI MRS, T AL
X I G a5 B] S P (Mirny, 2010). e 0% i 5
IS RV Rt By — B s DR 4 6 (R T T80 0. 5
X, 12 XA e e s N T BB AR R IS B T, A
H AR G 051 XIR I AZ AMARGZ T R AR e 0 o =
¥ (Almer et al., 1986; Taberlay et al., 2011), HtHLiH
SAPLIZE By 1 5 ) A5

3 REBRANGESEVMEKAETMINE
F M) Rz

I JUAE, FEPD A % Gt )5t mT R A ASr I U 3 1A 18
HIS A3k R A P2 o i 42 38 DL R et in] ke 2 5
TR AR T RIS 0 7 PRI FEAR ki . BRI
JUSFE AR SRR SO S 45 00T

3.1 HEYTEEERARMEENAZEZNEAS
iR

AL 40 A3 AT O Y% £ )5 T B M IE LR R A SR
Southern blot77 %47 . H AR} %% Kodama&#(2007)
fiE TR 5 T Ytk - —Bi480 KbIX [A] 4Lt i 1)
DNase EEBBUEAT 5o 1 4% FE PRI 2 7K e i m] J
Rl 2 fE 20124, FH 3% g fi 22 K 2 Jiang [41 A
PA/KFE(Oryza sativa)Fi4bh B 7+ a4 kL4755 (Zhang
etal., 2012a, 2012b). i% B\ X H i¥)DNase-seq Jj i
72 1 Boyle 55 (2008) JT & F oK i 4 3K 12 K Je 1 K .
20184 F120194F, 1% I BAAR kR IE 1 He o it vl Lo 4k
7f KK (Zea mays) 1 44 2 (Solanum tuberosum)s
KAWL _E 3 A F1E(Zhao et al., 2018a; Zeng
et al., 2019). Sullivan%%(2014)#] I DNase-seq X! fi
IR T 400 R TF 4 556 DR A 18 42 o 1R R0 B SR IR 1 45
A B, IR DL R R S AR e th i i) PR Bl
AT T 7087 LuZs (20175 i i 4 ik e R
5ATAC-seq /7L M4 &, HFER 1 41025 DNAXT 4L 4
JFR A Ry T T3 . Zhao%%(2020)% MNase-seq
T3 N B0 R I G o mf R A b, R Tt
DNase-seq /7 ARl 21 i g 6 AL s . 2 H |
N1k, DNase-seq. ATAC-seqfliMNase-seq% & H 11
Gt 0] Je AT 7 2535 L4 Ak S B A A7) Ak .
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3.2 EYERAFREERXIEFIE

MR N G i o] PR K2R, H AT U H
ST TG €0, 57 1R R AIE 15 0 32 4 o 7 4 B DN 41 40 A
FRIEAS T SN P25 6 KRB AT 5 R 1B
WRIIAR G AT S5 7 T . 5k, BRI &, MDA A
TG 5T I 4 AT 5 B BE L £ i (Caenorhabditis
elegans)f1 A 40 i i AH AL, 32 B0 A T8 e ta i
X, DWFFRaX . BN GBI et
o i HR ARG G i J2E DR (9 667 B AT 70 2%, RILKZ 4L
FFCG AL T SE R L 1 R E1-2 Koya B, o4y
AL TR (R X ELFF ISR 45T 114 43 A L A8 5 2k A
ARG —E R, B, NZR40H A 2939% KT
Yt 7oA T N A T X (Thurman et al., 2012), i
FOLRE T+ A K RS S5 R A 32 TR AL 25/, A 4 3 A6 0 31 5%
1% B TF TG & 54 T & 71X (Zhang et al.,
2012a, 2012b). 5L, MEIERIAEROR, fEH BAG
D7 55 TR 18] DX PR S 4 €05 LU Bl 8 55 (Zhang - et
al., 2012a, 2012b). FHk, Gui )i nl K 43 nT DUR
U3 78 6 B s DR AN e R 5 2R (1 ChIP-seq B
g5 . Zhang s (201 2a) 14 3 (1400 R T8 25 T A )5
B 73 ) 78 5 1 A6 R B R B A sk K1 AP (APETA-
LA1)#1SEP3 (SEPALLATAS3) ] ChIP-seq % #i5 44
f1195%F190% . FFIX, BIFF0 K T IRCG ()i [X 320 Ft Ak
AR T 4G iz Mg, e B4 A g s ic st
ZIX SRS R Rk EEETER . KRS ] X T
Tt 5T 5SH3K27me3 4 B & 1 ¢ Bk, MTH3K27me3
F&— R LA E 1 E 518 (polycomb protein comple-
xes)¥& il (4 B4 B ARl (ERLRE I R R B L AT
ik K E I K K #KiL(Zhang et al., 2007). M, —
S R BRIk L R R 0T o 2 o AR — S B A B AR I
il 4n, H3K4me3 i BLTE 5% L dh 7 s B, MiH3K4
me 1 FIH3K36me37E 5K X 7 i % . A 7N A
B A H3K9acHIH3K27actr ick it 2k K] 1] X FF 504 )i
IR e & — eI fE I IS 5 1 oM (Lu et al., 2019).

33 RERAKMSEMEREE

WK R E W K— R 5 HSUR 145 5 R 1) &
ik, Fed N7 5 IRE TS EN 45 60k 7 AR B
BEATHISRBIT K. HRAEW PN R T 524
PR TTAR 45 A T % 2 AN B R 1 3R0E R, 14
VI AT 2 A RS AL TR . Ik, HIE K
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ok v R R SR A R A N A SR Ok, RGN
ChIP-seqi A R G H 14N Bl LA € (1) 7% 5% K
SEG AT AT 44T, T LADNase-seq AR 3R il L (7
AT R A A DU A T AT DA — 1 3R A5 2 AH 2 Bl e
KB WA FE O A5 A5 B, AT S8 I A B PR 2 9
W AT e 238 0 0T - 45 45 RNA-seqf1ChIP-seq
SR, A BERARIZOK B I B 2 R v
B KR R IE M %KL R . i, Pajoro%
(2014) % I DNase-seq /5 ¥ A5 il 2 40U g 7+ 16 &K B i
Qe i B, R A BN R IAHER Mg T
TEIR T ) B S ) L DR SRR TR A5 P 285, [ i LA S
K7 AP1RISEP3HI §E 2 5 Gt it v] Je kY. 3%
FERITPIEAAAT B TR AU 7, AR T
1%, B14n, QiuZ:(2016)F]H DNase-seqH A KM T
7 i (Lycopersicon esculentum) 5 52 & & i 72 1 i)
DNase MBUAL AL, 3R1F T — R A1 5 &l - SE Al
KT AE R FZ IO, [R] I I v e S 3 P 1) 2 P B 3l
FETBS i X 34 AE # H3K4me L & A brid . BEJS,
N AW R I MNase-seq /7 V548 70 41 5 A AR 1A
et ia] K PERI % & . Dai%%(2017)F i MNase-
seq /i iEIESE, M ER BT, SWR1EEY)
A 52 R AR R H2ALZTE JE B R B T X 3,
=+ VRN B PURR, 121 Y815 12 X8 G 6 )5 m]
KN, s B BN Rk, NS 5T EE®
B EHF RGN KRR MRRRG . o 2. M
Be T4 % B VL S HE ) G 2 25 1 72 (Qin- et al,
2014; Cai et al., 2017, 2019, 2021a, 2021b, 2021c;
Zhao et al., 2018b). ¥ GL )i n] Jz A B A R
THPE ISR b, ATk — P IR AA X e — 2 A
i v PR A X 2 BRI .- Sjacic®$(2018) 45 &
ATAC-seqH1INTACT (isolation of nuclei tagged in
specific cell types)77 &4 ARG I+ 2220 A 4H
2T O A PR (R PR S SIS 20 ) 400 i 1) 4 6 TR 4EL
TG0 o7 B, I e B A TR T A R
R 7 I SO €0 5 X 3, 38 i motif 7 #r A it 1
S o 2 TR S 1) e i DR A R 6

3.4 FBRA R SEYBIIRGER L

TENE B L REIAY), MZH Sl 2% f 2 FE 4
YIAnARE Y aa, DA, AR R TR IR
TYFZWNALE] . BFFCRI, — L T A
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W55 2 5 R B PUIE R ST 0 B[R I, R R 22 11
UEHER B, FOUE AL A2 1 A0 G € 57 51 9 S5 FE AR W 5
M 97 5 [R] 14 2 ot 2 o b B B AR A . SO AN R
DN A 5 PR 2% ] e ek 15 3 AR M s € o 1) 45 M R
T 5 M 8 75 B 1 5 AR T A B S5, T S A 5%
FERIFRIE o Yot m] St R (1) H B 4 B R 4 K
1 G 10 it 50 745 AR A DN B O B T8 5 g 1 3 4% 6 A )
AR AL T AT AE . Sullivan%(2014) %) FiDNase-seq
TIEAERL G Ir A T e WA ) TR TR o
I I A LB A R 3L 1 400 FE T e ' I o e 2%
M R 5 P o 4 A B A T 4 . Jégu
%5(2017)K HIATAC-seq /7 i35~ T SWI/SNF 2R e 4
JR B A W) (I BAF60IE it i 15 Ye i i v] K P S
5400 B I )y e R A A LR R et
A Bt SR BB A A, TSRS B
B IS B . Zeng®:(2019)F| I DNase-seq /7 12:7F
LG % S8 HL 2K rh S 0 3 O & e . 74 I3 ) TR )i
JPEAE R TOAT, IR IR 43 ¥4 M 7 5 [R] IX [ B
B H3K4me3FH3K27me3 Wi Fl 21 & & b id . It
Gb, SRR S G BRI FT AT DUASE AT B R 20 b 3L g
B HEA [F MRl A5G R . Han%§(2020) %) A
DNase-seq /7 £ 1E — 85 4% ¥ (Brachypodium dis-
tachyon). 3¢(Setaria italica var. germanica)#il &%
(Sorghum bicolor) 34~k Z R AFHEY) %5 5E 3 — &
B2V 175 T I FF TG €5 DX 3, %o L3 4 kA Ok
RHAT T W Ak, XA R PREE 2620 T s g
B ECEL A BT A B, R A S8 AN [F) B 15 4 B A7 7 G
o R shA2 1k 2 5 . Raxwal:(2020)F) I FAIRE-seq
HIDNase-seqfsi RFRAF 1100 B 7T 4 B AR S #4474
RN 5L A 3 S AR B TR B AR B, R4
WhEihiarh, AT HMTR, A AE R
Gt BT [FIFE, 73 BSHREE (1 40 B S8 2 nl RS HE 40 AT
2R M T Gt T ] RV SZ IR B SR AR I . Tians
(2021)¥ ATAC-seq R INTACT 77 i M 45 &, f#HF T
0 FE I I P 4 A A 2R RS R A A e S JE A e AR
HH R AN [R] G 1 BT B A AR AL 15 O

4 HESEE

21 DICR, BRI B B A e, 0 e A
KB, HZAAGINEA SR —F 70 % H B BoR F

E{. DNase-seq. ATAC-seqflIMNase-seq%s % R
Gl £ v R 7 ik 1 A 4 3 R 4L Y R P et
IR RT R P A A 5 15 5 L v 28 o A7 B e A R 1)
DRI ZH B et o7 i) TR IRORE 2 IR AR 3 2 o0 A, /MR sE Ar
WIFAE— AR, eI 2 Bl A I R)R 23 ) (1) A8 4k AR
AN . Gt AL I RS A% /IMA g A7
HE BT S KR T4 655 EAEKEE
VB 58 e 73 5 e 30 G £ 5 ) R A R B AT
M AE AT R TG I 5 3 K R T 45 G, (ki v i
BTy SRR AR, Rk, e RshA RN S5
FKIETEA VIR AR .

43k, DNase-seqMATAC-seqBi A C ) 72 N
T AV A skl 2 — FhE S o SR T
3238 7% . Zhu%E(2015)F) FH GUSEE Ml 15 R4 1E
U IF 6 E T 1444 DNase-seq 2 Hr 7l i) 3 76
158 7 o, HrF 104N (71%) B B 5 T 45 51—
Bo SR, MY URGY 5T AT R MERE AT AE — AR
B iR, B OK 2 Bt AU ) SR A R L 2 Bl
MR PRA AL . Fe— R o T R AE— 2K
S B b b T IR BOIRZS, T E B A e SR A b IR A T
e R R A SR o0 LA TR B, FRAT13R AR
(&AL R TE T AR R R 2R G 25 3, T — a2
Jf 2 2R A S 1) B B RO R DR A R o RO
Y4 B INTACT 45 4 DNase-seq/ATAC-seq /7 i
LA S %ot 520 i 5 low-inputht: I 7 25 i & B A3 4
WL, R, B sl E ORI K R, 10X ge-
nomics 44 & ATAC-seq I 5 41 J 77 R 2wk Ak,
3 I o A B4 B AZ B I ATAC-seq 7 T th /2 fif 1R 1R
A 2H GG 5 AT R oy b sk AR o A B S 5 e R
FMEZ — o FRIR, GL )i i S 45 M 7 e s R 45 7
I [FIFE R AE AR EERER, SRR A G iE
I+ 2ER. ¥DNase-seqat ATAC-seqii R 5Hi-C
(Lieberman-Aiden et al., 2009)&%ChIA-PET (Full-
wood et al., 2009)H; R4 &, iz iz o2 5
SRR L, KA R T AT S e b PR e e
Jo1 7 [B] 5 K 0] HE R R s I i . Sz, BEE
FERAWT R RE, AT Gt T sh &1 2 55 R &
R B 5T LR 2 B IR .
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Abstract The topological organization of nucleosomes across the genome is non-uniform. While densely arranged
within constitutive heterochromatin, histones are depleted at regulatory loci. Chromatin accessibility is the degree to which
nuclear macromolecules are able to physically contact with regulatory DNA. Following the development of next-generation
sequencing technology, a variety of quantitative methods, including DNase-seq, ATAC-seq, MNase-seq and NOMe-seq,
have been developed to measure genome-wide chromatin accessibility easily and efficiently. In this review, we first in-
troduced the technical principles of the four principal methods for measuring chromatin accessibility. And then we sum-
marized the critical biophysical determinants of chromatin accessibility, including nucleosome occupancy, histone modi-
fication and TFs combination. Finally, we described recent advances of chromatin regulation during development and
stress responses in plants. Our goal is to provide a reference for researches about genome-wide chromatin accessibility
mapping, identification of cis-regulatory elements, and the dissection of epigenetic and genetic regulatory networks.
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