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BWE RBEFREERNAMEZHSY, MmERNAKSEHSRE. KEEEHIBRNA (IncRNA)YERE 3 M3 G /KTFREZ A
B R T 5 IncRNAZ Y Rt A I S B ORB) /) o 5 3% e 17 5 IINCRNATE H AR FE T 2 A2 1E o S HEIINcRNA
() % 0 MG AN BERI 7T HEAT LI, Bl S8 A s o 7R UK INCRNA (TE-INCRNA) 194 4 F1 Th B8 T 253K, 350 # A TE-IncRNA

IR pLR L RIB & E RS S AT IR S R B

LR T, KEEIERILRNA, FEE 7 RIFMKAEIERIDRNA, Y
ERE, EEW, BRIEAR (2020). T RIFHEYKEIEMIDRNA. Y% 55, 768-776.

e P B R AH AT B B oA o AR AN [E] 1R
JELH, el AT 73 i 5~ (Class 1) FIDNAK, i
F(Class 1) (Feschotte et al., 2002). ¥ %% iz i it
RNAH M), FEI 4% HEBGAE T AT i Jog o 1009 Jo 1
T B K K5 E 4 (long terminal repeat, LTR)
TG A AAEL TR RS 1 o LTRIS % 1 32 B0 5
CopiafliGypsyZ. FELTRUH A KHAEE
Juf(long interspersed nuclear element, LINE)F1%5
BUAi 8 & ot (short interspersed nuclear element,
SINE). DNA% Ji&-T1- /& ADNAFIDNA J7 207E R A7 B
fRE, S ERES, fHAc/Ds. Spm/dSpm Fl
Mutator ¥4 i -1~ %% (Dooner and Belachew, 1991;
Bunkers et al., 1993; Cong and Li, 2020). Helitron
B AT — PR R IS Y Y DNAKG P 1, 1% 5% - AN
BRI EEFH], BAELEAEE T,
Helitron PL & 38 & % 79 75 20 #% J# (Kapitonov and
Jurka, 2001).

RNAR AN (Pol 1) 5% 7= A 2 Ff 2R AL [T RNA:
HIZRNAS E45RNA (noncoding RNA, ncRNA).
NcRNAH ] LAHIRNAR ATEL. 1L IV. V (Pol I, 1l
IV. V)24 (Ulitsky, 2018) . ¥ =M 59 K/,

e fe H #A: 2020-05-26; #:5%2 H #i1: 2020-09-03

ncRNA% A HE4 5 /NRNA (small noncoding RNA,
SRNA) f K 8% 4F 4% 5 RNA (long noncoding RNA,
INcCRNA). sSRNAK: & — i 20-24 nt. AN [F R4
AN A I SRNA . FUE AT A7~ 4= microRNA (miRNA) fi1H[E
miRNA. SUEEF/NTHRNA (small interfering RNA,
SIRNA) Hif 4 77 4= ¥k 2% SIRNA AT 7 JE SIRNA % (Axtell,
2013). INcCRNAMK & KF200 nt, HAZAEWE3T .
$E 9 AN KL PR 1) 48 X 3808 7T L ZEIneRNA. - R 3
T IR MR R DR T X S g i 2 1 R R A
S5 = AR A Bl B S K (promoter upstream
transcript, PROMPT). 143%FRNA (enhancer RNA,
eRNA). #:[AEIncRNA (long intergenic noncoding
RNA, lincRNA)FIRAR [z 3L A (natural antisense
transcript, NAT) (Wu et al., 2017).

% - FTINCRNA By 5 PR 41 b =122 1) 3 4% 0
. CHEBEFRY, AT 551 KIncRNATE H 28
FETZAFAE, FRIE TR IR IncRNA - (transpo-
sable element-derived IncRNA, TE-IncRNA) (Wang
et al., 2017; Golicz et al., 2018). 7E/K#H(Oryza
sativa) . & K (Zea mays) Ml ¥ 7% (Gossypium rai-
mondii) 254 &, TE-INcRNA = Bk Y5 351 54 i 1 ¢
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%|(Wang et al., 2017; Zhao et al., 2018a; Lv et al.,
2019). 5kUE T gnfith B 1 HE DN e S S T IncRNAAH
b, WY TE-INCRNATK Zh e 5T f il #2200 F I
(Arabidopsis thaliana) #1 1 £ TE-IncRNA [ it 5t %
B, TE-INCRNAR 2 ik Al 38 28 0 38 3 25 5 (Wang
et al., 2016, 2017; Zhao et al., 2018a). HE A
Y KFG . /N F (Triticum aestivum) #1 E k) TE-
INCRNA T B TRk G 2> . % T TE-IncRNATE
YR 2 0 A, RAFIT FETE-INCRNATE I EYIRR L
PR TR S IR LRI T . A SCSRR
THEYITE-INCRNAWF 7L, H 55/ ZHTE-IncCRNATE
YR 5 D88, FHEXHE P TE-INCRNARK] E:Ail i
Fi RN AT T R

1 HEMEEBREFIR SN

BT R R R B A gy, S PR ) R e S
o AR AHEU/NYIF G I+ (~125 Mb) 53R 4
BRI EK(~2.3 Gb) A, A2EHEY) 3R 4H
B JRE 3 AT IRV R R DA B PR 1 e A R DR 2 AL
BIVE o 22/ 10% 400 R 7 JE DR 267 1) B 2 JB2 144
Forp g JE 1 . DNARE i~ DL K H e R a1 1K
I3 Eb 2 29 938%. 39%H123% (EI1A). 14 BB i
T, LTRIH B 1-4 528% (The Arabidopsis Ge-
nome Initiative, 2000). &R KPR EK, 4
859% (1) Ik [ 4H A% e BT 5 . AE AR RE v, 1
e JFET- FIDNARE 1) 1 73 EE 73 il 49 89%A111%
LTRIY % i 1 o 433 4% 1A 1 11186 % (&1B) (Schnable
etal., 2009). i i 73 M40 B 7 A1 K SR e J3 1 1
WL, RINASFIRE ) A AE R B e 2R A B e
THEH T AMAEAE —EER. W, LHZ
LTRIS S e 11 “ S HI-RG0G 7 Xy 1 T 8 — e
FERA KNI

e A AN M e DR ZHL K0S, T L 2 ) 2 PR 2 1)
Ae. ldn, @0 EKzZICLAL SRR aE AL, R
Helitron % Ji 1~ 465 7 Jil 1 i 2 Bl 55 X1 ZmCDA3 (Xu
and Messing, 2006). CopiaZSLTRIY % & T #fi A\
MADS-box#% 5 [X 7% [KJ2 (JOINTLESS2), S
Ai(Solanum lycopersicum) A% 2 X 71 25 (Alonge et
al., 2020). W] UL, iy oma R AR S TRE,
YAk 1) B LR B ) .

T F 4 FRE T RIERIE Y K EE TSRS RNA - 769

5|
23% LTR
28%

Class | LTR
89%

B LR I AN R K R 4 A e T 1) A3 A (BHE KR The
Arabidopsis Genome Initiative, 2000; Schnable et al., 2009)
(A) U0 T 25 PR A o e e 201 (7 W) RO R I KR B B 5
FU(LTR)W e ja-1 5 4 fB 4% P 1 I L9 (A ), (B) EKEERIAH
FR G SRRy A5 (7 ) R R OK LT RIS 4% Je 1 1 A3 3 a7 1) L 451
(fiEl). Class I: Wif ¥ Class II: DNAFL ¥

Figure 1 Transposon composition in the genomes of
Arabidopsis and maize (data source: The Arabidopsis Ge-
nome Initiative, 2000; Schnable et al., 2009)

(A) Transposon composition in Arabidopsis genome (left) and
the proportion of Arabidopsis long terminal repeat (LTR)
retrotransposons (right); (B) Transposon composition in
maize genome (left) and the proportion of maize LTR retro-
transposons (right). Class |: Retrotransposons; Class II: DNA
trotransposons

2 #EIncRNAK IR

2.1 HFFSMERENRFLIEEYINCRNA
o 38 B RE e 1 RNACSE P2 I 3F 47 % 5% 44 0 7 (strand-
specific RNA sequencing, ssRNA-seq), *fIncRNA
T EEE R, S5 ERNA-seqiitl, ssRNA-seq
A LAIX 4y reads i - 1F SUEEIE & R SUEE, fERE AR
€ BN AT DAHERR BAME R SRA RIS BT, (R E
B . AL, sSRNA-seqH B T lincRNA) #
S5 [H](Zhao et al., 2015).

KFssRNA-seq, 2&XTHIRG T /KA KT
INCRNABEAT 14355 o 4H 11 < [ B 1% A A K] - Tu (tran-
slation elongation factor Tu, EF-Tu)# % &8 5 45
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A, WOE RN, elf185E EF-Tuff £ 7 ik Bt (Yang
et al., 2020). felf184bFEHIFEFT4h T, i#idssRNA-
seq & i elf181% 5 (I INcRNA, i3k T il #1748 4 5% K
5 KL (Seo et al., 2017). i@ EH A K.
T2 R A ABA KL 3 55 38 2% 4 T 140l e IF 42 4l
M. 4HREAZ . 4R ZH 5 1) 2B . poly(A) FEE
poly(A) 3L, % FlssRNA-seqiL /& 3 #6 510N Ul e
FFINCRNA (Zhao et al., 2018b). #H [ H-H497% 12
PRI K B K FE K FHssRNA-seq il #1567
AN A A5 B 0 S FGINeRNA (Yu et al., 2020). Xl
PNAR R FE(O. sativa) il i8 B 4= 5 (O. rufipogon) & &
FLHA 1 4 7 3 47 ssRNA-seq, & ¥ 3 3634 Inc-
RNA, 1452 5174MincRNA. 200~incRNA (intronic
noncoding RNA)F1646NAT-INcRNA. 43 #7371l
RERE A 3 B AR R IncRNAF IR R IA AR 72, H BT
578 75 J8 YA 2 2t IncRNA ) 1 #:8 : (Zheng et
al., 2019). @i £ ZPEACERIssSRNA-seq, K4 £
TR BB = 1% SR 75 5 0 B ¥ IncRNA (Du et al.,
2018; Wang et al., 2018b). i i & FF 3 A 1)
K&, i3l ssRNA-seq T 4 & i1 3] K & 1 W
INcCRNA. FET & 38 IIINCRNABEAT Ty E 56 1iE R 3241
H AR AT R AE I INCRNARE 7 45358 1) 25 22 Bk ik

22 HMERESHLEEDINCRNA
NCBIFEBIZE £ 2 O A M E R R R IAEE, B
iR IEFF 5 Fr% (expressed sequence tag, EST).

®1 YK EEIERMIGRNA (IncRNA) 68
Table 1 Function of plant long noncoding RNA (IncRNA)

tiling arrayfH% sk AR S5 . B T 4008 e A (i 2L Rl 3%
REE, AT RAE I AEYE B AT IR KPR INCRNA. K H
RepTAS (reproducibility-based tiling array analysis
strategy) % 77 1%, B AL F SFEST. cDNA. tiling
array Fl 5 R L £ 45 15 2, K4 316 4801 lincRNA
(Liu et al., 2012). i#id 7 HTESTHI 4K cDNAJT 51 %L
PEEE, RAEB)KAEFINncRNA (Liu et al., 2018), %
HHE R ARERANF . BRANF. SAeK
cDNAHJEST # 48 45 5 &, &K 4 120 163> £ K
IncRNA (Li et al., 2014).

W& ZMASRIE, AEEMTEaFEENA
FJLHAR AT HEINCRNAK R - B3 2 o 1 00 o & B
SN BINCRNAK IR K T 52 . InCRNAZ 3 Fir FH 41
Fh AN R B8 2 52 INCRNAT R IR 45 3 . t4h,
TEYINCRNAERA 79 R -7 PR . 3= AR EL SR H R
R MR IA SR i (Huang et al., 2018), sl 84
ANERVEEAR 4T InCRNA K i £8 1 7 B Bk ik . 78
B A A B R IR IncRNAR) i 2, i
e, PUERE R . REZHEIE, KaT
PAFE A1 BT EE P YINCRNATE B

3 E¥INncRNARIIHAE

5T ssRNA-seqfIAEME B4k, CRIE
FIREIEPINCRNA, {HIhRE A& HLH 1S DL
FriJIncRNAK /> (21) . EIncRNAF 4 K &

YFp INcRNA 1D INCRNA %38 1% 22Uk

I  COLDAIR (COLD ASSISTED INTRONIC NONCODING RNA) FRAC AR Heo and Sung, 2011
COOLAIR (cold induced long antisense intragenic RNA) FRAE AR Swiezewski et al., 2009
DRIR (DROUGHT INDUCED IncRNA) FEMIMERNZ  Qinetal, 2017
ELENA1 (ELF18-INDUCED LONG-NONCODING RNA1) Se RGP IR NL Seo et al., 2017
MAS (IncRNA from MADS AFFECTING FLOWERING4) F A B Zhao et al., 2018b
T5120 NOs [k Liu et al., 2019
TE-lincRNA11195* ABAII |8 Wang et al., 2017

TKHE ALEX1 (An Leaf Expressed and Xoo-induced INncRNA 1) A P Yu et al., 2020
Ef-cd (Early flowering-completely dominant) FAEEAFI = & Fang et al., 2019
LAIR (LRK Antisense Intergenic RNA) FEE Wang et al., 2018a
TL (TWISTED LEAF) R RS Liu etal., 2018

Tk PILNCR1 (Pi-deficiency-induced long non-coding RNA 1) IS EIES Du et al., 2018

iyia XLOC_409583* i Zhao et al., 2018a
INcRNA-314* TR S Rl Wang et al., 2016

& INcCRNA16397 W28 o Bt 1 Cuiet al., 2017
INcRNA39026 W T P Hou et al., 2020

* AT RIEFINCRNA (TE-IncRNA). * Transposon-derived INCRNAs (TE-IncCRNAS).
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3.1 HEMINCRNABEEKEE

L9 T IncRNA D) B8 0 58 (9 I 6 v AR 4 b 1 4%
FLC (FLOWERING LOCUS C)#: [ (1 IncRNAHF 4T .

FLCR BRI B ILR, IH4% 40l B I 1 i AE 372 .

FLC 5% %] £ /> IncRNA ¥ iff % . {1l #§ 7F COOLAIR
(IncRNA cold induced long antisense intragenic
RNA)&FLCH Jx 5% A, COOLAIR 5 polycomb®
EREAE, XFLCH#EAT XM A6 (Swiezewski et al.,
2009). 5 COOLAIRZEL, K H W& 1l I+
COLDAIR (IncRNA COLD ASSISTED INTRONIC
NONCODING RNA) 5 polycomb & &1k B AF, i
FLCZRiXL, gk H 1k E(Heo and Sung, 2011).
MBI MAF4 (MADS AFFECTING FLOWERING 4)
X UEE 2 EINcRNA MAS. IncRNA MASZ: 5 #4k
WS, YMAFAES S0 Bl 75 (Zhao et al., 2018b).
IKFEINCRNAEEM R B R &% . Kig
R2R3-MYB# 5 [K 1 5 [F OsMYB60 [ % 5 7= AE TL
(INcRNA TWISTED LEAF), TL#/KREH HF KB
(Liu et al., 2018). Ef-cd (Early flowering-completely
dominant) 4 {7 % i3 INcRNA, % IncRNAK I T 1
Bl 3 A OsSOCL I Je S e =% . Ef-cdA2 7 1] LAfie 2t
KRG R IFAE A0 7~ & (Fang et al., 2019; K7
FZE R, 2019). LRK (leucine-rich repeat receptor
kinase) #% /% [f] # 3% 7 42 LAIR (IncRNA LRK An-
tisense Intergenic RNA), i FiALAIRT$EE/KFE~
#(Wang et al., 2018a).

3.2 HEWINcCRNAZS4YSIEEMSENE

it &AL FFELENAL (IncRNA ELF18-INDUCED
LONG-NONCODING RNA 1) ] 38 5 41 5 11 3% %
PutE, ELENAL R X 40 B 1 % s 1 Bk, 3R B
ELENAZL IF [m] i 25 48 B ¥4 9% 9% & H1 1% - IncRNA
ELENA15MED19a (Mediator subunit 19a) 5.1, i#
T PR1 (PATHOGENESIS-RELATED GENE 1)
H 2R IR 2 5 K S g% [x M (Seo et al., 2017). TFRIE
ALEX1 (IncRNA An Leaf Expressed and
Xoo-induced INCRNA 1) Rl K AR & 12, 158K

T F 4 B RIER Y KBRS RNA - 771

A FSR I PIE(Yu et al., 2020). FHiSIGRX22
i & X % 77 4 IncRNA16397 . it R ik
INcCRNA16397 5 T SIGRX K ik, #1i F£{KROS KA
B, AN SRR, $8 5 X 7 0 M (1 BT (Cui
et al., 2017). ##HIncRNA39026+ 77 miR168alt il
HUFR . 1T FIEINCRNA39026 1 2 miR168ak A & |
%, miR168a # b & [A SIAGO1 % i& & L Ft .
INCRNA39026 7] Rk “51H” HEu& il #ImiR168a,
75 IR A DG B AR R Rk, 0 7 4 7 0 M o P
P (Hou et al., 2020). IncRNA K AEA= 41 iy 16 Wi B2 87T 7
F A E L RS 7 INCRNANT - 52 0 25 Jilh 16 87 25471 1
) & ¥ . . B 7F DRIR (DROUGHT INDUCED
INCRNA) 1E 1] i # F 5 F1 &5 iy 18 B 25 (Qin et al.,
2017). #FIFINcCRNA AtR8Z 5 Hf 11l & 3L F2 i )
Eh 1 e . (KA S, 2020) .

3.3 #EMINCRNAIFIEFR S T4
FEYINCRNAZ: 5 4% B A 558 R e R 1P . U
B FFNLP (NIN-like protein) % i i it AINLP 752 %
N () B i 3% K 7 (Wang et al., 2020). IncRNA
T51201F T AINLP7[#) T Ui, H#NO; [F4k, §
FAEA % (Liu et al., 2019). 5L E I+ MK 75
INCRNAGF FEAH EE, oK D Re it I IncRNARL />
miR399/PHO2 (PHOSPHATE2) 5 b i 42 ik it =
Mo WEBRkZ S EKPILNCRL (IncRNA Pi-defi-
ciency-induced long non-coding RNA 1) il #
miR399/ 3 [1JPHO287 1], PILNCR1YmiR3991} 7]
Y45 T KIS (1)3& B (Du et al., 2018).

4 FRETRIFEFEINCRNA

4.1 HEFRFEIINCRNARNS T

PR A3 2T Y INCRNAZ SRR T4 5 2
3L R 1) e S 55 (£1) - il 1t ssSRNA-seq M AE Y15 B
2O TS, AEREE T KRS Rk, KE(Glycine
max) A8 A A R R B — 2EIncRNATE R
oK E bt 2 L PR S S S AR, T 2 SR 9 e 1
J¥ 31, 3X 28 IncRNA #% #5 4 % J - >k U5 1 IncRNA
(transposable element-derived INcCRNA, TE-IncRNA)
(K2).
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60 -

40 -
20 - I
0 I

MEF kg Fk KE

TE-lincRNA (5 2#lincRNAH L A51] (%)

B2 A A T SRR A R B TR K B AR S RNA - (TE-line-
RNA) 5 4= # lincRNA ) b i (B4 Sk 5 Wang et al., 2017;
Golicz et al., 2018)

Figure 2 The proportion of plant transposable element-de-
rived long intergenic noncoding RNA (TE-lincRNA) (data
source: Wang et al., 2017; Golicz et al., 2018)

it ssRNA-seq, 7EUFITT. ZKAEFI E A 735
Y EF|AT. 611F1398 4 TE-IINCRNA, #) 4= #fInc-
RNAF123%.50%7%151% (Wang et al., 2017).£]18%
K ZINCRNAS A % e 1 F7 51), SRR T 18 5% i 1 1)
TE-lincRNA £ F- 3k i T DNA ¥ i -1 (1) TE-lincRNA
(Golicz et al., 2018). #tT-PacBio fl-cDNAFIFE 41
SRR, R B EIRAINCRNA, 45K, 4
65%HINCRNAE H #1741, J& T TE-IncRNA. &
KTE-INCRNA S A 1) 5 1 5 51 32 R I T LTR I
BT, LTRIS 5 TSR YR ) TE-INcRNAZY (5 4= 3
TE-IncRNAF#86% (Lv et al., 2019). %A ssRNA-
seq. NCBIFIEBIH fpoly(A)#: 4 B, AT &M
INCRNAK i . 455K, 85% MiIncRNAS 1 #%
JoE ¥ 51, 7 it DR 2H A A R LT RO 5 e - IR 1
TE-INcRNA (Wang et al., 2016). 7Eki{ETE-INcRNA
F1, GypsyZELTRI % & T R (I TE-INCRNA 5 32 %
#B4>(Zhao et al., 2018a).

TE-INcCRNA) 7341 55 & K 20 o Jog 1 2R B A4 H
FHOR . KA TRk K HRAEFIE 7t I TE-IncRNA
FERYE T BT (Wang et al., 2016, 2017; Go-
licz et al., 2018; Zhao et al., 2018a; Lv et al., 2019).
FEIXLLffeh, 1009 Joa 155 H ()36 0 3 35000 g 1ok

JEFINCRNAZE #ANTE-INCRNA (5 1L 3 47

4.2 FHETRIFEEPINCRNAKIIEE

T4 1 INcRNA) Ty e BF 7 48 o T 9 i 2 1 56 DR e S
S = A2 IncRNA, B TSR YR IncRNAT) D RERTF 7%
iR D>, FEEFERETT. B EHEY .
TE-INCRNAE PRy« RS2 AN AL P i 37 2 55
AR (KL

FEE TE-INCRNA XLOC_409583 3k I -T- 2= FH 2
L ILINEZS 3% a1 . 5 X REAH B, 73 815 S TE-Inc-
RNA XLOC_4095837/T B [ HE K i w3 i, R EHTE-
INcCRNA XLOC_409583 1 % #ff {£ 1 =i (Zhao et al.,
2018a). INCRNA-314KJ5 T LTRI % e+, 57 i 3
St R EIE . INCRNA-314 5ABCH ig 3L K 3L Rk .
TE 3% i SR S A S fRrin AlfulL/ful2H, IncRNA-314
5 ABCH iz B D5 () R AR AMH] o LT RO e - >R U 1)
TE-INcRNA IncRNA-3141Ji 4% 5 fili 5 5£ i #4(Wang et
al., 2016). @i, K. 2% TREAABALFEEE
A ia i FTE-INcRNAZK 1A (Wang et al., 2017; Lv
etal., 2019), SEFARIAALL, SRKIETLTRISFE % 1 (1)
L FF FFTE-INCRNA TE-lincRNA11195 58 48 {4 Hi K Al
4l 2R I, XTABABUBME T [, REITE-IncRNA
TE-lincRNA1119534#% ABAF 5 . TE-lincRNA11195
W R F L TRF F1 Bk 5 SABABUS I T [, R
BT LTRF % N TE-IncRNA TE-lincRNA11195
WA AR Y e B2 BT 75 (Wang et al., 2017).

TEHATYINCRNAF, TE-IncRNA /& F % 4] 4y
(E12). filtn, FoKEERAF, it —FKIncRNAE T
TE-IncRNA (Wang et al., 2017; Lv et al., 2019). %A
M, ThAES UM I TE-INCRNAZ /b . JT fE il
YITE-IncCRNAZ) Re I 8 A AT B T 3 & IncRNA
B A, 10 H A8 — PR R IncRNAR R IR 5
VeI o

5 HiESRE

51 #HEIHEFSIncRNAREEER

O A AR R ) B RGER , E OR A P 4
5% % (Kidwell and Lisch, 2000). INcRNAT] LLE#%
3K RNV SR J5 7K P 0 DR 3Rk 4T 42 (WU et al,
2017). fEVIFR LI RE S, B BT 5 IncRNAH FLAE
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Mo —J7H, 12 E2IncRNAR =4 . Y24
YIINncRNAE A # a1 )7 51 (2) (Wang et al., 2016,
2017; Golicz et al., 2018; Zhao et al., 2018a; Lv et
al., 2019). ™ T 3E% 7K 5 i IncRNA L TE-Inc-
RNASZ 2| B aR k£ 5 Jy, e fEd, #4Y)
INcRNA i 5] T & B # & T v %1 (Khanduja et al.,
2016; Zhao et al., 2018a). I4h, Y FET IR
B INCRNAR A2 3G M. 40, HRELINESS 3
B pE T L WAL, A B e S ME R TE-IncRNA
(Zhao et al., 2018a). TE-INcCRNAH )% 861 7 51|
R 2 45 R (5 IncRNATH EAH 9%) (Khanduja et al.,
2016). 53 —7J5 T, INCRNAFZI#4 - T 15 1% . IncRNA
AT LLE Hysmall RNART &, small RNAT] 5 8% 1
“yrER” (Kidwell and Lisch, 2000; Yoon et al.,
2014). FEPIEE T DL R INCRNA A B AE AV 3 58
THASMSRe M 2R, A BT IR APkt
A i R o

5.2 HEYITE-IncRNAIBIEHLEIEHT
LR ISUE £ TE-INCRNAL REfFAT I B BL N 25 . JE T
CRISPR-Cas ] 4 [X 2 48 £57 AR O B B A 5= R D g
B5IE () B )5 (Liu et al., 2020). A TE-INcRNA
ST IR AR IE ISR 2, AN
TAE# R T ik . TE-INCRNARMICT FI{R57 1, 7T hE
SEAE IR Z PR PR T, AR 8RR
ARG EE AR 2, T2 gRNA (guide RNA) B 4
B AT DA R 2 B TR 5 B n] SEMESE . TE-IncRNA
(AR = 52 R 2 B 0% o AR FE I I TE-IncCRNAZE
SR 22 B AR R B N A S B

BT Iy B8 3 F A HT INCRNAT P #2018, S Inc-

AR . R, BAR A A2 INcRNATRFE AL
FRHT B DGR . CARE T HLHI A Y INCRNAZ KR
T E g i d H L s s AR, IncRNAT AL
il (I 5 22 [ % 0 0 g e 2 1 i TR - 0 0 g ) 2 1 0
(A [z SUB% ST R INCRNATX — BB J I . 76 % b
H1, InNCRNATLAESE 5 oy H R Y AR 4 80 9 A5 2 1 5% A
(3R1). HEMTE-INCRNAKYE T ¥, i1, IR k4w
FEARERPFEFA, v LUETRNA pull-down A i
i 73 B Sk 3545 45 ¥ TE-IncRNA ) 42 b5 (Barnes  and
Kanhere, 2016). &4 IIAEY) TE-INCRNAE bR A J8 i

T F 4 B RIERE Y KBRS TS RNA - 773

RIP (RNA immunoprecipitation) # — 5 & iF
(Gagliardi and Matarazzo, 2016). T %4 I #HR,
FISETE-INCRNA S AEFR BLAE, T TE-INcRNA
R

5.3 EMTE-InNcCRNATN &

e PR TC A B R T B PR AR RAR, Sl IR BRI )2
PR 1) i P, ELR DR M 0 AR, I SR T A
IR RN & B — N sh & (Martin and Garfinkel,
2003). EYIH RNAKK S [FIDNAH Z /L (RNA-directed
DNA methylation, RADM) & i J& i P ) 5 B ik 75 )7
. (Deniz et al., 2019). TE-INCRNAJZ KI5 T4 36111
INCRNA, TE-INcCRNAH %% Ji - [F) DNA F S AL F2 B
7 DNARF HEAL 5TE-INCRNAJE P FRIAH S ) 2 38
Tk P A6 Py 2% A8 Fofr v 4 5 (R 41 3% JB2 - DL X IncRNA
R UR % JE T IR DNA P B ALK, 4 R W AR AL F, A%
R, BT TE-INCRNA 3 55 5 2 H 34k (1)
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Transposon-derived Long Noncoding RNA in Plants
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Abstract Transposable element (TE), core component of the genome, influences genome structure and stability. Long
noncoding RNA (IncRNA) modulates diverse biological events at transcriptional and post-transcriptional levels. TE and
INcRNA are major driving forces of evolution. Emerging evidence has revealed the wide distribution of IncRNA that har-
bors TE. In this review, we first briefly introduce the methodologies of identification and functional analysis of plant
IncRNA. We focus on the distribution and function of transposable element-derived IncRNA (TE-IncRNA). Finally, we
discuss the regulatory mechanism, epigenetic modification, and breeding potential of TE-IncRNA in plants.
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