i E A AE ) 2424 3] Chinese Journal of Cell Biology 2023, 45(7): 1116-1126 DOI: 10.11844/cjcb.2023.07.0014

B2 MEREHE S EDNAIAN &
RAZE PHRVINRE SRR

B! phikdE? Ao ROET REEN

("W R 22 A B 2208, Bl 310058; 2GR 22 AR dn Rl 22 220, 24 A8 /KRG I 2% 8 f st ==, i 430072)

WE  DNASM A Z(DNA damage response, DDR)XF 2 44K 4 35 2K [F) 28 44 2 e o 72 514
EATE, A4 YT A H B FC(replication factor C, RFC) & H X 4 (RFC-like clamp loaders,
RLCs) 4 i 2h k F R AR, EDNABG S S A2 b RAEF A, 7 Wi sk LR LA
G LEMAFAE . A F T e BAEDNAB 15 B F 04 L4 3 A 50 bR AT 4238, A it — F IR A DNA
R LB BAE T AR PRAE 25 B An g oAt

KIS E Ak DNASUIRZ, DNATRGIEE,; FAZAEDY

Research Progress of Eukaryotic Clamp Loading Complexes
in DNA Damage Response and Repair
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Abstract DDR (DNA damage response) is essential for organisms to maintain genomic accuracy and
integrity. RFC (replication factor C) and its analogs RLCs (RFC-like clamp loaders) are sliding clamp loading
complexes that play important roles in DNA damage repair in eukaryotes. In this paper, the research progress on
the structural characteristics, biological functions and mechanisms of the four sliding clamp loading complexes in
DNA damage repair were reviewed to provide comprehensive information and references for further exploring the
mechanisms of DNA damage response and repair.
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FLAZ AW T DNASE ] (1) 370 i 3 e 5 4 2%
& RFCTLER M . RFCHE AR H 11K RFCIH 4
AN/NTEIE RFC2/3/4/5 4 1%, EATI#T /2 AAA+HATPases
associated with a variety of cellular activities) ATPHf
FIEWI 5 T AR 4 /N R 1) 531 o =
BI7E36~41 kDay, SR K FERFCL) 70 TR AEA
A AR AT AR R B 22 57, 141 95 kDa(FRE B EE ).
109 kDa(#AFg7F ). 110.8 kDa(ZKF&) /% 128 kDa( A 3%).
RFECHE &R (1 S BEAFTE T Frfs 0 B AZ A=
HAR b2 e B IR S i EE P . SR AR e 3
KR E M RFC, U Iy E A TAWR B 14
gp44/gp62 1 1 LA S 41 T 1 ) RFCL/RFCS E & 14
TESE AT RE B3 m AR SF 0 5 40 B A 40 B
AN, FALEVE A 550 3M RECE SR 2R AU
(RFC-like clamp loaders, RLCs)( 11 1)1,

RFCH A1 54335 65— BLK 29 22014
ELIR 0 = B R SE R, T 5 IR T AAA+FNR X 35k,
A LAY TR S5 K8, BIBox [I~Box VIII, £ HAF
FETN-0 X 35k, A SR P FIAAAE LR, A5
AN EEHR T il — AN e BB A ThRERI 2 G 14
R . Box L& bR sF 2R 7, BPATRFCIY 544
Ty Re 2 ¢ B E B IR 45 & 3 (P-31), Box V&2 —
RPN, & 5 RNAMRIERS 2 % ) DEAD-box i
138N, Box 11, IVAIVIZ RECH JFA% A= 118 5)) Re 4e
WE SRR I ATP/GTPSE & X 18, RFCI I
(1) CA Uity J7 B A2 R 57 1, 2 2 oD e 2 A, 6F A2

LR TF AR FE H RECE SR AT T 45 R BRI, CR
i DX 3 A 5 56 [B) P LA, I B A AT T 4 75
U, BT IX 7GR A, RFC LA AL 5 N-Ji
HC-3i ZE A, RECTIIN-i 4 A A, 5 — AN EH 90
ANFIEFRA K Box 1, ‘B 5 R DNAER I A H R
R RIR A, H Bk = SE B REE P, RS Box I = O
HMIF)DNAZE AT HEIEH ERE S DNAZ AU,
RFC 1 [ N-3ii ZE o1 355 2 40 M v 1 T 06 735 1), AN A2
VB Bl I B BRI 1 T 6 TR (R (B 2)0 e

22 L[ RECH A4 IR 54N W 3L 2% ) 45 4 22— A
WEHEIR 1) CIE , 759 I —AN 1T F T DNAZS & 11
CHLDE”, X SRR IR B fr 4 8 AZIE, A4
TAZHE R EE , AFN BV I 2 8] 775 A 7] 4% B R AR-IE
DNATF AN, W8l Je e & 2 <rpo =" 5,
WEBETR, 4308 2)) Je 3 30d F2 B 4 ATPI 2
Y. B4, 65 ATPE &, MiRA . 4547
FITFHE BN, SR 5 1 18 B Je 2L 32 51 W AR B2 5k
b BhJE, W3, PCNAS REFC23| RFC52 [A]
(RTE R A VT LT ATP /K iR, RECEE 3 &1k
MIEBh I EBE ST T — 5 DNAG K, EIigshk
B N TE R R HAN ) RLCs |/ A R 1 A
A A AWEA, (HEA#EG 51449 RFC
AL E AL . 54K RFCE A 1AM
Et, Ctf18-RFCAIEIgl-RFCHE A A2 PCNA I A%
WA, PR AN ] RETE &5 1052 11 2% A T AT 26 3k = B,
1M Rad24-RFCE A 1A 54 $L RFCE A1 (1) 5 2L |

®1 BEREYTATRRER)REH R

Table 1 The four distinct clamp loaders in eukaryotes

HEZIPS =% o] AT FL [ M 3 HEETIP Thig
Clamp loader A subunit Common subunits PCNA Function
RFC Rfcl Rfc2-5 PCNA Replication, Pol &
Ctf18-RFC Ctf18-Ctf8-Dccl Rfc2-5 PCNA Replication, Pol &
Elgl/ATADS-RFC Elgl/ATADS Rfc2-5 PCNA Unloading PCNA from DNA
Rad24/Rad17-RFC Rad24/Rad17 Rfc2-5 9-1-1 DNA damage checkpoint activator
RFC Ctf18-RLC Elgl-RLC Rad24-RLC
Rfc2-5 Rfc2-5 Rfc2-5 Rfc2-5

Ell EREYEHREHRENTERIRTESE THI9SIER)

Fig.1 Schematic diagram of the structure of clamp loaders in eukaryotes (modified from the reference [98])
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Fig.2 Schematic diagram of the protein structure of the RFC complex in rice
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PCNA 5RFCH & 4; RECH & J#41 FFPCNA; RECHPCNAKEH FIDNA I; RFCMPCNA [ #HI#.
PCNA and RFC complexes; RFC combines and opens the PCNA; PCNA is loaded on the DNA by RFC; RFC is unloaded from the PCNA.
[E3 RFCE&FS5DNAEHIBIEIEAER

Fig.3 Mode of the RFC complex involved in the DNA replication process

e AR AR

TEHE R RB LT[R, R 2 (A R 4
IRFC/RLCHE I, B 12 5DNARIE i, REC/RLC
25 DNAMGIIEE . 42485 . DNARS
TR F00e DA G 36 w428 1) S5 A O AR ) i R

2 HEZEYIDNATKGNESEE

AP ) — A U AR B A PR BN P R
F TR DNA T, PR 2 72 AR AR AR 72
W R AR B L TR A AR P U e I R B 1 R
ALFE TG M T 20UV DNAS AL BT . DNAE | X
ARG IR R R TR B e B Ak B DL SR MESh )
Th L i S 2 BR i 1 DR A e AR A T AR ER
BRmils, Ak B RKPHJEI R AR . H B o 45
) R AG5 F0 R R R R B A A R i R T
145 =, R4 1 DNABA B LM, e
DAHE IE b 52 ) B 5%, AT A i D e, 48
THREAN DR B IE R K E B T N IX L
Fily, 40 B — R Bk A DNA #5147 3 25 (DNA damage
response, DDR) MLl R I A FAZE 45, DAY4ERr L
ZH TR A A e R

2 i H DN A5 28 20 R B053 Ty B Wi R X
BEWT %4 (single-strand and double-strand DNA breaks,
SSBsHIDSBs), A 1 {AH4HAE FTDNAS 1, SRIEAD)
R IEE K E, i b 2 ARG, sz
BARIRMEIDNAS I . H AT O 2H N5 DNATR
e SR E, BT ESE 751 Tk
AR E ORI AN [F) 18 4% B EE IR 12 5 (base excision
repair, BER). MR VIFR1ZH (nucleotide excision
repair, NER). #4AC12 & (mismatch repair, MMR). E
[ Y5 7K ¥ 3% £ (non-homologous end joining, NHEJ)
A1) 5 2 2H (homologous recombination, HR)!?732,
FEM LB, DNAWT R 1S 516 5 32 L8 A
Tt i TG UL 3-8 (phosphatidylinositide 3-kinases,
PIKKs)Ff 25 18 ATM(ATaxia-tELANGIECTASIA
MUTATED)HIATR(ATM AND RAD3-related). — i
1M, DSBIEIEI Mrell. Rad50. Nbsl(MRN)
HEYEE ATMBEEE 7E B, 1R 2815 L~ ATRH
S il 25 1 A(replication protein A, RPA)EL#E 1] H 5
DNA (single-stranded DNA, ssDNA )i B34, XU
WL, ATMBS R {4 2 8 CHK 2(checkpoint ki-
nase 2), 3 — DR L CDC25A, ZAEH T Cyclin
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uv Virus

Chemical substances

N

DNA dlamage

[El4 ATRFNATMIE 3= B E(HRESE 3C#k[43]12250)
Fig.4 Schematic diagram of ATR and ATM pathways (modified from the reference [43])

A/ES CDK2[E AW F 2 Gy/SHARH A B2, 17 L%
Wik 4 J5 , ATRIE T ATRIPER 4748 5L 3 RPAL 5
[*)ssDNAKL, B4 & E i CHK 1 (checkpoint Kinase
1, CHK1), #Emffz it CDC25B/CHAE T Weel,
ZAEH T CyclinB5 CDK 1 E &5 3 Gy/MEH
e UEA, ATRH W] B #2281 P38/MK 2B i F b
CDC25A LM 1 SIHBE A (Kl 4)*2) . Ik 5 5 45 & [
“F 2(telomeric repeat binding factor 2, TRF2)F Z i
B AR ui R G 52 ATMBE VR, T i R0 CR 47 B
1(protection of telomeres 1, POT1) 3= %2 5 ATRI# %
FIFIHIET, fERRI R BE(Saccharomyces cerevisiae)
ATMAI ATR 4 [F]5 4 73331 /& Tel1 F1 Mecl, ££ DNA4
D15 5 1L R IE R ZAEH Y, ATMAT ATRAERE
Y B R BT AR S K, %48 355 5 10 DSB = M.
W, H2AX BRI T ATM A ATR, ATMAE H
HECERBAER B Bhah, 1K Fh X 48 555 S 10
DSBI#JHi BAR AT MRN S 54410,

X DNATR A& Z I 5o A B T 1 i 40 4 4
HE PR ZH A% M B BAR L], XS4 DDRALH R 5
AL AT R I 1 BOR R AR ) B PR S it
G FEREEY, hAh, DDRW A 5505, 55 B2 B

(1R A FR B JIAR G, % T DDRIIIFFLAR AT LUK
JIRE (9 T SR AT I B (20 AR SO Ay I B AR
rH RFCLA K % Ff RLCs7E DNA$R 518 & L F2 v (1) /8
R#EAT T RGNS, JFRE AR RO T
Al AN A G IR TR 5%

3 EMZEHIRFC/RLCSE A7 DNAR
HIEE hrI{ER
3.1 ZHBPRFCESRK

RFC i 72 M 2K 1) 5 26 HeLaZ i $2 B )
A AT B, R 2 BIEE R AR RLE)
Py RECH & WAE S e it & AR 7 kb vh ife o H 2E
TEFH, GONGZ VR L, RFC3 it ik 5 S5 B
MR RRZZFT AR H . fFE ARG, RFC4
BNy e DR 45 B Wi 20 0 % 3 4 5 15 3 ) DSB i
R B SR BTIR 1, PR SN RIRR B 45 B e 57 A
T AL DR 25 B M e 4 D B 52 i 5 75 5 1) DSB AT
T2o BbAk, 75352 neoCRTIAYT I Ja il it FE B e
LARC(locally advanced rectal cancer) 34 /1, ¢ 57K
1) RECAZIE 5 %5 55 1A Ji e 7 218 R 22 1 T3 AH
K, HnT FAERE IR T A5 £ . PENGEE ' A
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5t # B, FOXM1(Forkhead box M1)/E F T RFC5() )2
B, ARk 2RIk 3 3R R 2 A b B S 2
RFC2 1 53 i 315 55 25 T JI g 1) a3k Joe R e 4% 2 DI AR
%, KM¥E CRC(colorectal cancer)Zl 23 H ) REC23%
LT, 5P E ) CRCIG R TR BLAEIR A 6, HRIE
&R B H CRCA ML IG5 . RFC211 5+
ORI RHE T A0 P R (hepatocellular carci-
noma, HCC)ZZEFIITAE . ZHAOSE! IR T i
T REIRIT AT LR B, REC27] ME N —ANATSE 4R
W R A A TR 57k T8 A 8 i) J 5 g ) T A R e 92
FRIE. —RYIFFAEKY, RECRE G 54 WIS 7E
20 o [ 98 ) 2 e R A o R bk B AR Y, R L
30 A 3k R 40 L R ) DN AR 49518 82 3K P T IR
ST AR e 77, FFAE IR 48 M 1) e 2 PR OR R AR
H, B RFCH] T2 A 2 Mo i 12 W S 6 y7 #E A2
IbRE

TEREYI, B I RARK atrfel -2 Fp )™ &
WE, ME. MERC TAKE R, PR RN,
AtRFC I )k B0 73 24 5 A AN AZ SOTW Js DA S I 77 3
R ) DNAXUBE W B B R 2R, 5t
A, AtRFCIAE IR A 3 1 [R5 A R vl
FIICHEAE R, RARK atrfe3- D /K R UK HLooT
FH PUER 58, R ARFC3IE RGEHAT PR 1
W R, HAEGH MG 56 A DNA S fi| o JA B 224k
FH W, U0 RS T B S L R 5 6 1) RECARAZ AR R Iy
MR FAELL S 7 AN E R, AtRFC4EE (1)
B T EAN A BE IR BEATDNAZ H . IR a4 2
BT S, AReHT IEW s 2. X DSB
75 3 (R A% 75 2 BB 1 o DL A 2 ) B S 3R
U =], AT WARFC4iE 5 4 F I+ [ DNA
TE S, AEHRPT I AL B A 20 i G 4 b 4%
PERPOY, Rz, fEREYI4Ei T, RECH) &I
FEAAR I S ) 5 DNAfR i B /e R, FE Y
IPUHN Iy, e IE R AR KR B .

TEREREA | Scrfel(D513N) 28 A8 44 7E B 8 i £
Hh R I 4 S RE R L s e KSR, Serfel
A Scrfod AR5 ¢ It xf H AR Y I8 (methylmet-
banesulfonate, MMS). #£3&/IK (hydroxyurea, HU)%
DN A 453473 771 R 240 i 0 53 -490 1) 7] 0 g e i 523,
GAUBITZZ 2R 3, RFC5p/t-DNA%; &, RECE &
PR — Ao B R T LR AL 51 4011 3 5, 2 B ]
A2 5455 A F ) DNAZEK) . 7£ DNAY)FREE I

XUEE W 245 2, RFC15 PCNA I AH B A F 4 E B
BB S AR 1) b 2R B, RFCLIGH# IS DNA
SEL X -3 357 [ caspase-3 ¥ EI47 A2 5410 T,
VAL A B caspase-3 88 B VT, 47 DNA &
RO HEAH A T2 %), RPAYE DNA S il A543 K 25
HIBOE TR R IEE RN, RFCANE T 5 RPAM H.
EHZ 5ix st #2530, 5HORFER, ARglig
(1) REC4 1] BE AN 520 DN AT 17 25 (1) S0 , HA]
REfE B 5 M DNAIEE ), RFCS 51 A AIDNASE
PR F D RE 0 2 I, S HAEAS [ o ) 1 S
P,

2 L (1) RFECH AR 11 S WL E DNATR 152 5
WP E YA IRIE. ERLFE I, RECITEBE
I (abscisic acid, ABA)/5 i) HR H i S B 1 HH 1481,
RPAH i 4] A\ 2540 g (1) RFC27Z % fL.7E DNA
153 225 R R A FH B9 REC3#IA A DNAH S
2T AR A AL G 4y 2 — 1 7E NHEJME B ig
7, O E A Y H Ku80(XRCCS). Ku70(XRCC6)
FIDN AR 2 3 2H 1, Ku70-Ku80 55 — 2R iA
1T R LA K B 5 5 DNA R DSB R 3 [ 45 45 /& NHEJ
fJa sh$F . RFC4E T 5 Ku70/Ku80E &Pl HAE
R 3 NHEJ/ S I DNABE , (A5 [H] 5 5 41
' FHIDNABE W), RECSHIRIE 56 2 520N 2%
RADS3¥ M (7L sh %0 1) Chk2). RAD244H BAEH
Z: 5B I B DNAS 7 K 25 A 42 P55, RFCHE
B RE) SA T TEA[F ) DNASI B Zig e i f
25, 1£%A> DDRIEFE FIAS [FIBY B R 3EAS [ (1 4
A

RFECHE AR TES 45314 52 38 % Hp 4 FH Fg i ) B
NVER . Mus81-Mms4 5 &9 52 — Fi i R <7 [ 45
s R N VIS, & R XPFE AN — 7, 1
YEFR L DR 20 SE B U7 T R R B R E IR, %
SEMEBEHAP AT 5. B RIDNAZ B E
DA R A5 ity 58 LT 1) 52 o6 SO R B G . FE TR B S0 00
H, RECH AR 38 200 Mus8 1 & AW %R A 1)
5 M, RECH & W) I\ ATPEE I 14 UL X DNAJKY) 1)
PCNA i 3t — D158 7 X Flofl . Elgl-RLCIRE
FAlThfE, FHRFC/RLCHIMus81 & & W1E 15 8 it
1505 T B PME SRS . RECHKEMus8 12 444 $E 1] 25 Bk
CTDNAJRA, [ 35 Bl & i) R bk &2 50 1) 52 1) S
[ 2 JA %, OVERMEERZ:US) i 5T & B, fENER
R PR VIR 5, XPGRIRPATH ZEPCNAAIREC,
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RFCZEFPCNAJG 7 85, 98 J5 45 B TEAL IR W 11 1) 50y,
i FEBRAT 5 #4540 HIR AD 174 85t 0 15 5 388 1% LA
JAR B2 58 S PCNA ) EI 2K

7 BRI BN HUBE 1] B Y DNAJZ DN A A5 17
Wl 545 0 % R R B B A5 M, RDNATR 45 R ) 5

DNA4E & A7 i A B T 3 57 Bk B80S A /) B [R]
B IDNAZE &, %A 55 fERFCHI T JBUM % R K 5 Th
fiE, 7] LS FE FFDNAFEAERFCH H 0 5 T il — A
B ] B, ] T-ssDNA ) 45 & Fl Bt I (1 AT PR (1) 384
O, RFCE Ak Fix /N3 R B 45 407 S 5 DNA
(573 45 £y, %A s AL T BRCTSS #4458 frN- 3t AR fe 1
KO HE (FJAAA+BL R 2 [8], 23 T RFCIEDNAT 1
75 5 1A B AT PONATRI 2% 8, DU 25 3E 0 R) B 1) 2%
&l 1A I AR 3 T PCNATERPA £ 22 304 il JE
IDNAA] B _E {2538, IX R BIRFCE A1 TE I o B
DNA & B R 22 1R 2, RECHE Al id 5154
P 2 A B A, RN RS AR
2 ) X 5 AIDNAS B 5 B B ZAEH

T34k, RECH A AR 7E W 7L 3 0 20 Jf sty Ao 1) 4 45
Wi AR, 2k ERFCE A R pRidi 2
ITPCNAZ iR 45 4 W da A% 148, K DSBIR A 5
REAS AT I 4175 T 1) o obaL £ B I AR B A2 A Ak 1) 4 20
R R RO,
3.2 CTF18-RLCE &K

Ctf18-RLC/Z — P & R MIPCNAZE 3 25, 5
b Vi 5 Je 25 % 3% 4 L, CHf18-RLCHL 55 9 AN 441
T HITCt8 I Decl. EAI15CH18HIC-4i 45 &, T ik
Ctf18-1-8#8 i, 1% B He 45 & 7 T 4 Pole ) 5 K T JE
Pol2 f¥IN- iy A4 45 KA 3k, X Fft A A [ B 38 5 17
Ctf18-RFCHIG S,

CHf18 T R % 78 N 2F B2 B v et R B L 11
FO 1) R0, % B [ Cef1 858 48 41 iy P HU AL BE 5 2
(10 52 1) IS 38 v RO, 7 il [k CTF 1 1) T B 441 g
R, BT HU AR B 5 B0 2 ) SCFLY ARG, 25 A5 0S
FEIRIT, Crf1 ik /I B W A735 11, AEFE DA o 24
FEH PRI GOSN, R PEEAREH R
IS, cf I8ATAF AR R I Je o fh T k. AR
FEER L KTMMS Ak 334 5 R i e o A7 i A2 25 I
M. 2 )5, CTFISAEH Ik e th PR Bt 5 . A & Ui
TE FIPCNAT 7 HH (1 18 F 7 B RE R L34 h 43
B TR, MR Y, ACCTFISH Sk N T

QR Gk G 1 AR [ PN 58 D IRk 2RO,

A7) ISR A — T T G 8 A A 1 s B 1)
TR ML), F T 4R EAZ AN A S D A e 3 . S
R 2 505 5 FES 9 A2 DNA £ B W5 R A2 1) S 3%
N, CTF18-RFCAZ'EAMIE R A ¥, A B T it i
TR e 0 BRI P R

% B AN CTF18-RLCH LUK PCNA N %
FIDNA I, (HECRTAR T4 M ) RECE A R V47,
KANEKO% " aff 5t £ W], CTF18-RLCE &%}
T PCNAP 25 BRI EI A2 2 75 1, (HHAT) v] REAE
X R R IE AT ER, Decl Y 1) CoR v 7
= B2 (three-winged helix, WH)Z5 #4935, nf L5
ssDNAFI dsDNAZE &, X Legh iy s m] e R TR N
JLa i I HH 25 3000 T 25 i BOE EAE

WEFE R B, N4 NERBE], KZ150%111&
24 KT 2 246 PCNART XRCC1, LA K 2 il
[ RFC-PCNA & & 1433 32 [#] Polifl Pold, PCNAF
XRCC1LL K RFC-PCNABH MR G E N TG
a4k e E, 55— 0 #H CTF18-RLC-PCNA
HE RIS R Pole e i, B 1T F4E B 445 7o
TEARAMAL I N R EE BB E H Rgid, tikse
Pole/& DNART F4E & G, KA SHEEhZ
FH CTF18-RLC-PCNA 1 57 58 ¥, 1711 /= [t 5 1 52 |
T FHPola. Pold5 FHRFCHIZIPCNALE & 5E 7

ks, CTRIS/E AT & b (S S
fEi3, fEMrcl fllssDNA 2 M AL 345 5, B15E & H X
HOE RadS3 NG MEHEAT 5 S 12 2 197, )%
R AR, 3R A AN Decl T4 5 Poledfl HAE
Ctf18-RFCHI Pole ¥ Bita & I BT 585 58 & g /1 5h 2
RHRE AW, LW R X s L, E
Lar S8R A8 Pole4s &, Ctf18-RFCH] LIPLIHE K H
S XS5 5 LLBOS SHARG 7 A, Ak, Jior 4%
A TG AR N 2, Ctf18-RFCH Chl1 fliMrel 3
FIVEF, PR3P S0 SO s ™, a2, CTF18-
RLC: BRI R 25 s B0 . B (5 S5 DL &
DNAHT S8 1A s EZEAE R, AT PR3 3 R 41
(AR E 1, 4ERFSHMLE /) o

AR, CTF18-RLCH & Mt 4 & L5 1 3.3
VI RPA ARG, &, 1% FAH ELAE FH7E 52 RLIOR
AR A 100, M HUANFE B SR ANk R 2 5l
il SN, CTF185 RPAIEE A, CTF18FIRPA
Z AR AR FH 30 71% 5 Chk 1 B IRLIRZS 2 1E
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AHIK, 1X /& DDRH ATM A Rad3 AH JC 8 B 805 (1) 18
Fro XFEH RPATHESE CTFI8-RFCH— 3248
0 S5 3 1 52 ) o X S A1) A0

3.3 RAD17/RAD24-RLCE &K

RADI7/2 5 —FHUCRFCIHE S RLCE AR 1)
B, APAE TV AEA)FIRLGE R R T RS P
H1 1) RAD2472 & I [FJEY) . HEITZEBERGH: '™
RIN, AtRADI17(%) 578 S 2 1 MR X DNA5 774k
BB RO L, (H AR L e 41T B 1, XK
RADI1 77 GEEAU R ST IR R h AR EZAER . A
., OsRADI1 7% /K FE I8 o 2 () DSBI2 & 22
KER @ilbre FEUERIERNR G ik 2 [ 1) 75
I DA R R i G B AR 1) i 45 P I 24 U781, 78 oK
ZmRAD17 7 I Jk i 73 2 S 1 1) DSBS B BT b 75
1), ZmRADI 73R EFRAEKIEH , MM E ,
TERH R HATF 46 A W WL 8% 28 e R e, B AETR]
VRS AR 8] () 5785 e AR OGE , HEM ZmRADI1 71E
FORBEME A 2 i R R T A RS 5
DSBIEE AR P, 555, /R4 RAD17/E DSBZ
5 B E e AR S, (HRAD 7R VIME
MU P BEFEAN R AR ARl AT BT AS R 9, 8871, 76
N, WANGEE NS I, RAD1 78015 7 MRN/ATM

55, 12 MRNE &Y ATM A DSBISE4E, XF T
Kl DSBsH1JE 3 DNA i {5 5 2 OCE Z ., Al L
RAD 1 71EA [P Fh oh 3R A — 2 IR = 1
{HE R EAEDNAS T R 5 DSBA& S il i &
FEAEH

ANETHAD I Ak, RAD17/RAD24-
RLCH &AM 3192 2% PCNARIZRY) , tHIF AL sh 4
A2 P ) Rad9-Hus 1-Rad 1 BB £ ) Ddc1-Mec3-
Rad1 74K, #FRON9-1-1 2 Gk . MEEREDNA K A= 4%
i}, 9-1-FIRAD17E SR AT 5 Y X 1) DinB 22457
AR Y, AN[E] T PCNA N E DNA I 51 4 /454
HE3 i 1 4 ARFCHE A4, ZHENGZE UM 76 W],
RAD17/RAD24-RLCE &4 9-1-1 8 &R N4k 2
DNA 5'UIE AR 3, 5 ATMAN ATRIL [F]2 5 DNA
R .

TEFTE BAZAN M, P 32 ARG Exo 1 A1
Dna2-Sgs1 %] DSBAR ¥ # AT BRI 77 4 ssDNA, H T
ssDNA IS FER R ATl oA 3, BT DARR 229715 Exol
A1 Dna2-Sgs1, X EEifi /£ DNAFGIE Z 7K, A
Ja 2 A7 B2 2 BT R AL U RADT 7 A A%

i i P 5 1 R, i, NGOSE UMy if 51 R B
9-1-158 & A3E 1T in 5% Dna2-Sgs 181 exo | 1% FR BT 1
AR X DSBA by HI VB3, AR IX Aol i 75 22 4E 9-1-1
5 G E DNA B A RE AR AL, 3 ol 2 2 4 it
RADI17-RFCEEE A4 . Xt SFBEREH (1) A2 4k 5256
FW, 9-1-1 8 &R MA7 T scMec 1 (ATR) % #5251 1 [+]
JE ) #(homothallic switching, HO)% R PN VI B - Y
RUEEWT AL BT, 1 BAOSE TIHIE B ATR X hRad17
(1) R Ak /2 DNAS A 2 fi (5 5 1% 5 1) DG B L 44
k. BITE 2, RAD24-RFCEE#id hn#o-1-15
B AARLER AR A I 2 W R i 8 H R s
KEER.

3.4 Elgl/ATAD5-RLCE &1k

Elgl(enhanced levels of genomic instability 1)
T IR S T8 DN B B B e e A S ) 4 ) R 19,
AROYAZE ST | 1% R 1) SR I 1 1 40l 35 (1) 2
DRI AH AR MR B, 0, o e €8 4k B HE /K T
BHAMBEI. R ERF S HIRG AL
B SRLE K DA S DN AT A% 7B S . T)
Elg | 75 4ERFJE R 4 Ao R i 2R .

W FLa 4 Elg 1 [RIVE 3£ K N ATADS, @
ATADS /N BRIE RS, 244G/ BUEAE 2 8%, ATADS
sIRNAGR K 4 AR 2 17 B R B DNASAS , IFAES
BRI IR B8, A BE R S TR W, ATADS 3R
72 L e R0 B S 11 5 SRR IR R, A S — iR 4
HIEE 7, R ERFEF A AR E R R E B B,
NEFRE . P Sm. FEARE. BEAREE
i 40 21 Hh 00 5 4 T B ATAD SR 9 B9 3% Bl
ATADSTEAK K G I E EAE R K 5 R AR

{EM BErh, SHKEDY S5V Ji, Elgl-RLCE &
S T1247 55 R B PR AN MRS T ATRAE % B v 1) [ Y54
Mecl, T 682 12 B 1) B4 50 i, Elg 1) % B2 1 xS
AR R (R BN B2, VR T B IR AL 1 58
RN T rad5 54K FIDNASR G BUSME, = 1E
T S )5 1) 55 % i 4%, SR HEIg1 2 & 1 B fR A 7E
DNAEE V&5 (1) B EAE .

DNAKY 2 fi A& DNA % % 18 2 b 1) B 240
RGBSy 22—, T i Mec 1/ ATR i ER 1k Elg 1 DL J f57
$% 4K 1 Rad9/53BP 14l Dpb11/TopBP 1447 5% # DNA
AL CAROKAS £ 5505 5 TEANETE Elg L 15 00
~, Rad9f Dpb1 18 5548 , (FOR R BERR AL, RIGAE



B FURAEI 3l R B R S R AEDNA T B2 B B P K DD RemT Fu it e 1123

SARSHIRK , X W] Elg1 BT DNAJSAG 46 7
(1155 T RIDNAB R b R FEAE 3,

£ DNAE HIJF 50, RFC12E4H, PCNA, 7E4E D
BRE . BRERVIREE KBS E TR E 21
(] B3 3 70 25 9 DA B L ZH e R P B 75 ZLPCNA; DNA
A GEAUG , POCNATE I RFCE AR 8% . SR1m, Bk
T P B A SR A5 ) SE SR UE AR 2 B, K N PCN ARSI 2
2 2 SUMOALE 1 J5 1) PCN A IR 51 2 32 % i
ATADS-RLCE &AL, 1T iX S &1 08 1 b 5
SR X5, ISR Elg-RLCAE DNA R {715 5 i %
T ) E A

ATADS-RLCAHI RFCZ [A] [ 4544 22 St 520 1 eAT]
1E PCNAZL & J5 ) DNAZE G55 1 7). 5 ATADS-RLC
ANE, HRECA 51 PCNAHIEL 7522 ATP/K AR, RECAY
F PCNAEI 52 DNAZE 14 (1§00, T ATADS-RLC
A LLEIE, PCNA, 5 DNAZE k™, ATADS-RLC
M DNA FEI % PCNA ] §E /) 7] 5 {K#i T- ATADS
(1) 5% /N PCN A1 3 45 1 58 (PCNA-unloading do-
main, ULD), ULD#J C-3 /& ATAD5%5 & RFC2-5
A EENEGERILFEN, N-iiz 5 7T
PCNAKE SR IITIT, £ ATADS ] ULD4S
MR R F 25 T PCNAFI BT FE 14— 504,
T2 L[ RFCE &4k, ATADS-RLCE A 1A
TSR PCNAEIEAE /), H RE6E B4 2 Pl 1511 1)
PCNA.

ATADSFE 1) 41 g% DNAE E B (poly ADP-ribose
polymerase, PARP)#1I1fil] 7] /51 B BURK , iX 5 PARP/ 311
&5 0 HRERFELHHLAZ TS I ZER — 25, DSBS
HRIFA I AE H 2 BRI R4 7 4E)S ATADS(Elg1)ifi
B#AIG, TE NZRATADSFEME AN, H R HRIG N, HX
55 DNAK 24 (DSB)i% S HRy /b ), ATADS-RFC
SN EIE PCNAXT T Y 1 ROS 5 3 1) HL 42 SSB
EH EE, M PCNAR A P& I B, DNARA
FCER B S, IX ] BE 2 0k AR AR AL DNATR 1 4k
(") DNAZE & B 45 1 o] et , R BCESE K DNA
B 2R, i ATADSHR R M H PCNABZ R AT
5 5 8 DNA S G B A5 i ARG O Skt
ATADS(Elg1)7£ HR 1 AR A FH 2 B S 1), (R H 53
TR R 45 1 B

KIM&E S0, 40 jd - ATADS(Elg)FER T,
R EEE R, PCNAR B IH & 7 R i a1
(RIS T A, AB IR R AE 1 Y PCNATE SHA S 475 0 B

FERL )5 T2 DNA K ] /& 5 6k e A3 S0 R H A
BRI, th4h, SHEMESHZ " EH], Elgl
24 Pim it N DNAH I SUMOA (1) PCNASK 1]
DNA G % KUBOTAZE!M )i 58 ] & 3, ELG 1) 58
AR I O VE I I AR G R AN rad 55 AR X DN AR
3 TR

KEWFFR LY, Elgl-RLCE &V i 8 5454
16 53 38 % A 1Y) B B[R] 7 DA RO I A S i b D AR
PCNA, 7 4 RF 52 P8 41 R e 14 77 T R ¥ B A .

4 BRESRE

FLAZ Wi 3 S 3 B A R T 2 A DNA
ST AL AR 1) 5 B 2H BGED r BEE A, O AR SR EATIAE
DNA$ 1% 1& 5 38 #% Hh 1) 2 2 AE F gl gk — 5 R 3R
RECHIZ5H F TN ReAE FAZ ALV AR ST, (HRFCL
WEERIA[F S8 T 5 A A E S i R LS
ZE 5, RIEMEY)EThRE A R AR, XL Thfe & 1
P AT A Rt — 2D B2 R AR 5T

X DNA$R %18 538 B (100 58 AUE B F A1
THAEMERR THFERNAREMEREKET
iREM L, WA VFZ R HME. RFCKRLCSEN
117 368 B 1 B LA RS Ay, KB AE KR B S
HEENEM . ENRMZFER, R
T, RFC B H 2 M AE i i 72 SR T
MBI RE T, AR EEAMSIT FBAL
TR, RREA AR 2R ST R
VEEEAE . BT, RECHIRLCsE ALY
DN A #5345 N 25 38 % K FL A5 R & R Sh el 7E 477
AT RES M B . VAR Z E 2 R KRS
U DNATR A, B AR (45 4 B2 AL /T e A
SR gt B AR AEE A0 DG, AN, IR e, B
FEAEV I HTIT MERT T VR & SR 7= B I v 0 A B
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