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B AR I Fe gk R K A A A B e R BT AR A R e AR AR T
FRNATs 89 #F 5 it &, AIE RARIA T A= 1 RATIA T BAS 7 @48 T NATs B SLgE K 69 %57, A
RNA%#%. RNA-FH#. RNA3H . 4% -F#H. DNAT EAL0 & G 15465 7 @i 818 8 7 NATs
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Abstract

which are generated inside the organism under natural condition and widely expressed in various species. NATs

Natural antisense transcripts (NATs) can represent coding or, more commonly, noncoding RNA,

play important roles in the regulation of organ development, cell differentiation and disease occurrence. By review-
ing the latest advance about NATs in recent years, this article described the effects of NATs on sense transcription
by discordant regulation and concordant regulation. The related mechanism of NATSs was also introduced from RNA
editing, RNA interference, RNA blocking, transcriptional interference, DNA methylation and histone modification,
and the relationship between NATs and disease was also described. NATs may represent a potentially abundant
source of biomolecules for use in epigenetics and have great potential diagnostic and therapeutic value in future.
Key words natural antisense transcripts(NATs); concordant regulation; discordant regulation; DNA his-

tone modifications; methylation
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IEFER, LT ARG IIRNA TS T 58 KA
HE) R, ARG A A AR th fE/NRNA . 2K T Ine-
RNASHIBFFEARXS K Ui I8 be e/, 8+ B it oA
BRI —. Ygt, WILshP R4 7
H 1 4%~9% ) P> 51 7= 4 1K) e 5 A & IncRNAs, AH W
(¥ 45 11 2 BURNA Y L) 72 1%, LneRNAss& — 41
JFETE200 ntF1]100 000 nt- 5] EH 5 P Ta] XA ER P 75
I ST R 1) 5 JTTRNAS 7 F-o - LncRNAs WL 15
FERPE F s LG sk J iR 45 2 J2 1l IR
SRRl Rk

K AR [ X% 5% #(natural antisense transcripts,
NATs) & — 28 H % () IncRNAs7> 1, 1] L5 H 5 &b
(FIRNAsIE 3 il 5 Fe X, 2 R IE = CRNAsXL
(dsRNAs), 52 FEmRNA (1) B fift BB PRI . WFH
RIANATSTE A W) b % 3k A7, 2 sh P Aka s ) —
P EESiIRNAYE, A At — Fh 2 1) L PR Rk PR 45 U7
Ko AIURNATsI AP 2 Dae. EHPLEI RIS
I ) G R A — R

1 NATsfEf

NATsF&7E FARTOL N AR AN =R 1), fE 2
WP T2 2Rk 1) — ARG i 8 1 B IRNA 1147,
A E TR Ao A R0 A A 25 % A FRTR
PR R AR AT E R AR S AR ARG ) e X
sk Ol 2 N 145 € B 15 . NATs
SR A% A b IR, S — b YRR IR e sk,
1M B 5 1E S s W3 43 e 20 BN i Sk A
23 g 43 M7 $2 AR (cap analysis of gene expression,
CAGE). it K Rk 7 51 7 #1 £ K (serial snalysis of
gene expression, SAGE) L Az cDNA ] K AR - 47 I

J 45 vl AR VR R, UIE SENATSTE J7 4% A 2L
L DR A1 b S M A A Y o LEAE IR S BE DR 20 v,
7%~30% K FE RH AELENATS' (R 1) 75 AR/ Bl
S DR A R IR 72% I i s AT [ SURNATOP, g
H, IR ZNATH Bl & gl ok T,

NATs K LI H AE100 2] JLTAMIEXS o AR K
U5, NATsIHl & 1] LLor R 2 TN ATs(cis-NATs) Hil
% FUNATs(trans-NATs)!',  cis-NATs 5 trans-NATs ] =
BTG T Ui o cis-NATsH: 53¢ [ #0HE [A] fr) 5
JE 1 [ BEDNA, Tiitrans-NATs#% 5% H A [7] [ 5k
JE o PRI, cis-NAT 5 LI [R]J 1) 58 4 H AN 3 2
BRI R), Mitrans-NAT HH T A58 4 Tk o] DLEH T
Z AR IE S ), TE U 2= R I 2500, cis-
NATs 2 7E 0 55 A I I A1, B 70 I At
DA ECAZ AU eh R Ak R T . R 5 PRUKF ) 7 o7
HERE, cis-NATs7 h kX Sk(5' 215 Xt &3’
F3). EAESUMLFESNATS S (E). 412
FOLDA 2 I BRI USRI RN R A2t d 5 i (1) 7
T, AR B DXk 11 g B 985 i, NATs v] LAy g G
2wt Gnhd—AE g b A E g i — T g At — SR04

2 NATS{ERAR
NATs7E 25 38 DL S o5 B35k A5 o i a6 0 L, 6 P

HLELELHE: FE 4L E)IC (genomic imprinting). JEFEE
BIY) . XYL O AR JE « mRNAFE MELERR . BT .
RNA%TH . DNAFHRAL LR A S B4R, JE
ZLENC A — i E SR AR YEAN [F) 17 S B A BE R A
ZEF ) R LS o IR ENIC I R 4y JE A
ML 1%, 2 FL a0 A AL sk B % .
K43 B DR B 40 A fE B e B R g, 3L Al

R —LEBZEYPHRA R XERY

Table 1 Genome-wide natural antisense transcripts in several eukaryotic species

T RIR S B H SR H 143 L (%)
Species Transcripts involved in overlap Total transcripts Percentage(%)
Human 5 880 26 741 20

Mouse 12519 43 553 29

Rat 548 11332 5

Chicken 356 7390 5
Drosophila 2 054 13379 15

Rice 1374 20477 7
Arabidopsis 2 680 29993 9
Nematode 76 14 406 0.5

Yeast 610 7598 8
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(A)

(B)

Az SRR (5B S, 08 5 HER B CRIZR i 41 bt 1 B: FEXT R/ B3NS C: RS . ALK T, M EHEACR AR X

A: head-to-head (5' to 5") overlap involving 5'-untranslated regions and coding exons; B: tail-to-tail (3’ to 3") overlap; C: fully overlapping. Stripe boxes

represent exons and black boxes represent untranslated regions.

E1 cis-NATsBYFE XS AL

Fig.1 Relative orientation of cis-natural antisense transcript pairs

1. Concordant regulation

Antisense transcript ‘

Sense transcript

Antisense transcript *

2. Discordant regulation

Antisense transcript #

—

—)

—

‘ Sense transcript

* * Sense transcript

f Sense transcript

[l 2 NATsH9IE R IRIATI G R IRIA TS
Fig.2 Discordant and concordant regulation of NATSs

Ko B AR FORNAJE K, NATsiE 2 5 & & i 72
TS, X 25 Tt I 5 14D I AR XS 7 4 P g 221

NATsil ot 54 19 Je X—1F XRNAAH HAEH, 8
TH g 5 1E CRNAsHL 0k (1) 8 R R 99 1E S
S, TR IE XRNAsI g i e, e
YRS IE SUEE ;) I RE M S IAE LA R PRAN J7 T2 (1)
AN SO B R Y, RS s s g v R
5 AUTER B Y I X RNASE R (A5G (2)— B0
B SRR, IE SR e SRS SRR R IK, T SUFE
SEWIHEIN T IE SCRNAS7K P BAH NV [ 2 11 KT
21 SAIRIRIAT

B Tt W T R R S SR BT B B0E X

e SR T 1S IN(IE2) 0 9 AR R R T
B AR LA T8 P, 3 G R A IR 52 AR CDYTHE )
FLG 5 1) S XHC HEDDX 3945 ¢ 3k 15 1 5 (¥ 455 5140,
P15(cyclin-dependent kinase inhibitor 2B, CDKN2B)
e MR IR 1, B IEE W EANRAREE, E i
IR L A0 A A R B I 15 s SCHE sy, {H & pl5
ARG L ENARAR, P7s7E AR Hp1 555 3 S S o
YK AR IR HE S5 IR RR, NATs ) L th
V55 I e 00 T BT I R DR 2% DDA G, NATS A fig
R AT XS mE 1 HAB LA o
22 ERIRAT

IE Rt 5 7 A 4R O HMEE 1) e URNA
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FHE XmRNA T iff; 80@ [ XRNAFIIE XRNAJA
By, DT ASE 3 R 11 1 S PR 3 3K e B s bl )
F(ER). sk PR TNKx2. 278 # 21 41 i 2344 %
SEA S I AN A R ol S e AR . WFSER B,
Nkx2.2[\INAT S 6 i5 ¢ 3Nk 2.2 mRNAZK V-3 5 4
I, FEHG SR T2 A R 1) SRR SR 5T A M R 1) 4y
TR BER . 2 5 IR AR 20 T 11 3 Y. F) e 4 175 5 A
T-1(HIF-1)2 — N e SR AR s R, 3LV JEHIF-
Vaft={E 3L Sk IR 7 B 40 1 5 i o v 0, (W] IRFHIE-
1affINATE i5 P, Wrap534&p5301 fe S 5%
RNA, ‘&0 LU ) S AERI 2R X, MAmRNAF & 7K1
B INA R EpS3FIERY ., LinZERVR BL T JLANE F
TR 40 B 23 A6 T IRINATSs, IXSENATsI 5 T 4 2%
% 3 % JIi 25 [ S(interferon induced transmemberane
protein 5, IFITMS) (1) 218 FI e 4 i 704k . % T1X
S6IE RASR T, NATs#A A v] B e — M TE IR IT
2 T (1) 2 P 1

3 NATs{ER# &

NATs v] G i B 325 1F S AR BAE R, 5%
I X mRNAR, Sk SRAF . Iz Fy AR S5 40 S ) 52
M) 4 R 5 5 PRI 6 A0, NATS g i 15 44 FH DL WL e
RNAs kLAl HoAE R AL AL FERNAZG 4551, RNA
FPRBA, RNASS ORI SR . A 5 A 2
IR, NATHJE )1 A — S SR 145 5 a5,
— LENATSHIAATTAR Y. ) 1E SRS S04 v RE LA 5%
Grah 5 AR S D7, SEORNATs FIABAT 1) 1E X%
KW RE IR AR BRI B ARPY b A, DNAFEAL
R/ A B S S TIRRERIETE, Fi,
NATs 5 DNA 54k 141 2R P& M 2 1) ] e A7 76 B
B R
3.1 RNA#E

1) A% G PO RNA R 15 RNAXUEE X 58 (1) Ji nae
W It 28 B (ADARS) A& —ZSRNA G H il . 1% L2 il 77 fif
S ARG S REEE, Al A mRNA T 56 1,
i I DR 4 rp g B 45 B 2 FE . ADARSYE B AR
) Dl e 7R 1K LE i ot 22 Bl SO AR 2
A W)3E 1 o
3.2 RNATFif

5 LRNARE % 5% WmRNALE 9 8 44, (1 f5; 5 44
RERE, G RGPS Y AR G R B SR G R BT 1A%
FE ML AP 1 LT B, RNA T S — S LB S

1 )2 X mRNA(sONE) F i n T stk —E A
A (eNOS) ik, P 24t i, i 1A [F)sONE
HIS9 TeNOSKIA. 4i 4L/, SONES Y T #5¢ )5
eNOS[HII 4527,
3.3 RNA$HA

RNAF P 2 BT XRNAS IF L RNAFL %}
TERRURE, $5 T 1E S 5% W) (pre-mRNA) (1) BY 1) 47
A, Alipre-mRNA K A2 18 $6 10 BY 4 203, sl 1 J
FAEH 7 Hpre-mRNAZE 7, i 4 G EHImRNAIZ
LTI CERR R
34 HEHRTH

Sk 4 1 TNATSTE sk i, 1F Y- X
RNAsXE(dsRNAs) | 1 5 PNRNAZR & IR 42 2%
BRI 5 1S IR o A 1] SRR AR AR W, A5 TR
1% BE(Saccharomyces cerevisiae), 1F &K ) Hoaf$ 0
A2 18] R T A B S Rl 1T 7 A R e S AN T
B (1134
3.5 DNARE{L

DNA H FAL K AEAECpG By, I FLl I Sk H 564k
fii(DNMTs), % 1 DNMT3AFIDNMT3BK F 3 A8,
Dnmtl LA FBEALDNA Y IR oK 4 FFDNA F AL 4L
I8 (1) 2 R 52 A% b A ) A S A4 DR 41 DNA H I
SEAk,, T AE R I DR R AR, L, R
FEPIDNA R SR LA IR AN 28 . ImamuraZ5H]
I8 B 2 BE PR 1 (Sphk D IINAT I £ 18 155 S CpG &
2 WAL, TAE IE CBE3 HECP G i FE BT H 54k . 7
AL b A R T 0l v I 21 4R (1a2(HBA2) g 4R 5:CpG
5y AL, NATA 3 1ICG 25 3L AT HECG 4
A 7RIX AT A R (1) — AN B LI
3.6 HEREIM

AR VB RE FIL . ZBHL. ik, 2
FEAb. NZ BB AR AL . AN FEEE T A
A FECE R EGE R EE A G Wik
TG AR A VF 6 DNAE 52 R DR e s A7 B2 1) 5%
W, G, A CEEEE B (HACs) I 4 B 11 2%
LRI R B (HDACS) N T 4L 1 S A — A
FEDIVE AL I bR R4 2B 1 R A 4 B 1
TR g AN 2 A AL W P 15 . 2H 2R T HB 544
MR (H3KA) [ F . BURT = H Ak S i Ab % 1)
FHOE, SR T 21 B T H3 S5 947 6t 24 FR (H3K9) (1) XA —
AL B Sfc A 3 DA OGS, i B, 48R T HB3 2R
20107 H 24 R R AH 5 7 S AR 2 DDA OR1S). Xise ik [



540

XGOSR AEEVIRR, 15830 T IX 3k, Xist
FEH I S e Tsix B SR A R B iR I 2 5
Y] LA X st imE . EH3KAGN i rhp 1511 e X5
ST G ITH3K 9 — FE AL Ak /D H3K 4 —
Wk T fplS. 728l TIX, IR R X542 ]
(1) &5 A T T B AT e 1 B ) 2 P i e o) 41
HH- M EAE GG G, B, NATSHIA
FIB i [0] R AH LA F ARk OB A 2 B AL T8 1)
BN

NATsFIDNA I JE4L . NATsHIZH 85 1116 i LA
DNA F AL 5 41 8 B I 2 ) 1R 25 D) 6 R 3 Bk
R TEEREE) T X CpG R 8 H R 5 1 T R
AR 1R 2 O WAL . H3K4AR £ WAL 5 R 801
FHJE AU AR G, SRIMAR S BE1L 5 S T DNAF 401,
DR, 76 R R I AR R, AN R R R I R W st A% 14 1
SR B FE

4 NATs57%%
4.1 NATs5RhiE

P E AR o, K BRI R AR T A
1k, B SN 1 N AT 8 kS S SR S A, T U
ST R e OGS L DR T e, e A S BUMR
PEFAL . Orfanelli% 175 HE 20 TRPM2A i R I —
FHT R IF L TRPM2-TEFN J¢ LS s TRPM2-AS..
7F BB 2 P TRPM2-TERI TRPM2-AS % ik _Eif, 1y H.
A ATT IR 75 A 5 CpG By R IR ST % . TRPM2-TE
g o Y A2 RATRPM2 — FE RS I T 28 225 989 06H 8 172 A
NI 5y AT

B4 i S I T-1HIE-D — A & L)
aHIF O 28 4 1F BH 76 1E 5 NG )2 RIAPY, 7615
g TR VR IE R 98 AR 5| S aHIF 7K A 1P sk A0,
Ak, 7E SR thaHIF £ 1A, HaHIFR A K 75
JH IR T S A A SRR A K AR Ak U L 40 R
IR T LA SaHTF = 2E 2, SR BHIF-111) R %Y
aHIF 5 HIF-1att[f] 2 5 7 AU 4200 2%

Survivins AN Hr L P TR, L bR A
WL R IE, T 7E 1L S R AR IR, WA R —
FRARAT Y 7 P IRE VR 7 A A ARl AR IE 1)
E Nl A i A P, 55 Fsurvivin i) — NSNATSEL WY 41
Ji 4 1 52 AR (EPR-1), 5 BsurvivingZis T i, [l
5| A A B, U T o, S e R sl ) A
WHIIN. Ak, EPR-1R]AS R Jigd ROs) 2 220,

W S PR 255 Al L IX R Y 2 35 . Xt
gE JALoR, Wit 1% FEPR-1 cDNAK i isurvivinth
VEa& —MPEEE A0 ) 67 45 e 10 7P, Ca-
paccioliZEB VR T —ANbel-2/TgH 1) J S W) R i
TN UE MO I 98T 41 i ZR t(14;18) DOHH2H bel-2E 4]
2k o
4.2 NATs5 AL H AR

5 H T2 N DT BRI DR B 00 fEmRNA
BYRE T G T VEAR B, A PN o S 1 R AT ) b R e i
WBIT AT AN ] & 1) H bR Modarresi 2 H [7]
FEONRE ) R T Y ph 2878 5% PR (brain derived
neurophic factor, BDNF)Z ik, fthifl 1 ik #1BDNF
) —/NNAT R BH 7 55 1% 17 1R 1n) /) B TP K AP 42 R 4
iz, Ml T BDNF/KT, XK & KA iR
AT IR T I — AN T R, W AR /N Bk
microRNAFHF, A 0] fig T BOAH T 158 K S 1L .
T I BERE (Huntington’s disease, HD) A& —F# it
PER A 22 IR A PR, A2 7 T I(HTT) 3 K 40 2
T —ANCAGEEY WM 5. ChungfFPI%5E
HTT /% XRNA(HTTAS), Bl —AN7EHD & J7 147 14,
[\INAT, HTTAS M4k HE AT st 4R e 5, fEHDK
412 R 2 AN HTTAS BY ) S e A4

JUF P A 1 N 2Rt A% 953 38 2 el T ol LA
AHORHE PR B 42 e 41 I A2 T 5 T2 1) o TufarelliZsE)
WEFCR I, 70 BEDIRE AL /N B LA A A iR T4 i
RNA S s W) 3 AH K CpG &y I T BR R AL
XL IR T — AN N AR VR R A BB AL
il o

5 REERE

ZE L RTIR, W FL S MINATs ) 5 8RR i R
(1)NATsLt DR % 1 Fh 28 58 25 QNATsAR R T —
Foft 5 DR 5 I % (3)NATSHE 3 3 114 J2: 1% % Ak 4 7
RNA; (4)NATs U (5 AH B 1 S 5% P76 AH [ 47
SO (5 AR Y. 1E SR SRR RS — B iR B9) B U
W ) AR D ENATS I REBL 7 FE; (6)17 —LENAT
Z: 5 B E B RE T (T)NATAJ RE & — K7

2RI

NATsE 2518 FTRNAs, fEmRNAFI/EK 5 117K
S b, S IE SO SR SRR S I Y-
2 SR a) 25 K6 R i, NAT BAIE B i s 47 5 1ty =X
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WA IE SCRE e o AEIE IR T, JE Rk b i bR
01 3 TN AT SR P75 A S 5 0 BR %0 g 0 it S A1
FH I, AEIE OB, o B2k ) JsUim BE DR T Lk
T INATSUTER . 0T AN RETN 52 4097 25 1) 55 1 1) 2
FoR UL, NATs i g2 o —FloBr B a7 Ji. i H,
FE R A2 NATs [ 3Rk K 5 IE# A AT
PRI, NATsH] DA by 08 ke R 190 2 T A i) o

FEMIB AL 1A AR A v (1, I HAEB 1 R AR
AR BE G T EW. RWIEAL R B
H AR S AT ik — B fdln, PR
DNA AL 5 AL 5 11 S We A () R M st 4% 29 L4
AT, A FEDNMTHI 1 55 (151 20 5 - 52 2% B 0 4 7
fth ). HDACsHI IR 5 B ERAL FERITIR), #8
S B N 5 IR, (H L wE TR B, —
Lo ONREY 2 2 . R, RS A A AT R
(K254 510 o 1R T RNASTE 6 W0 3o 4% 1o F2 it
HEEAEH, X et SRS TR R k. 1R
2 YR 1T RINAS T 25 1 24 fidh s DR k01

H M S5 1) BB s B sy AR S i 2% 25 40 i
AR STIE A C20R 4 T, IR 2GR /o7
RSCHERZATIR . MG E AL T RIS 755, & Al
#EMRNAs. 7ERRYH— L8 )2 254 223t NI IRt
R Bt #8 K5 A2 (Vitravene) 2 5 — N 4% & [ FDA
LR s L2454, -1 300699 NS5 ()36 7100,
G3139/EBcl-211) Jx L5 AT IR, fe MmRNAF 2 [
KB R B2k . G3139C 4 ]+ NP5
I R = AR A6, NATs A& 4 i oA 8 1 1 5 64,
B ZAFAE, LA R R 5 16 77 = 1 A
I DG T SUH sy i HLEIE /IS, e A& N LT3 A 2
PEo NATsH] REZ —FP =8 I AED 4> B2 s, v T
FMIGAL 7, AEARRAT WAL NS WG TT (i
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