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Abstract

Female fertility gradually decreases with age, and ovarian aging is one key reason for female

sub-fertility. Women generally begin to experience ovarian aging around the age of 35 years, which is manifested as

decline in both the number and quality of oocytes, leading to female sub-fertility or infertility. Genetic factors play

an important role in ovarian aging. With the development of high throughput sequencing technology, the important

role of DNA repair pathway in the establishment and depletion of ovarian reserve has been revealed. This article

reviews the progress of DNA damage repair and ovarian aging, including the role of DNA damage repair genes in

primordial germ cell development, oocyte meiosis and follicle maintenance and development, and their mutations

in premature ovarian failure. In addition, this review discusses the related research on targeting DNA damage repair

pathway to delay ovarian aging, hoping to provide new insights for female fertility protection.
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1.1 PGCHLTRILE

AV 9 A2 B 40 W 9 BT AR 4 i, PGCAE /N BRIE iR
6.25°K (embryonic day 6.25, E6.25)a8k AL JiG2~3 f /£
A HR E A GE BRI R, B S IR T A% O E 1
TAGHIEY . FEREAFEE AT S, PGCIE A 22 77 ¢
HEAT PROEIG B, 72 A K AR A, 2 A B i A T
M JER . AE PR G S A ], PGC IR & AR S 7K 1)
DNA K il AL 500, 24— ANk DRI 20 [X 4 ] ) A2 4
S5 E I, sk 2|k 9% (transcription-replication
conflict, TRC)Ht 2 A~ n i fa & A=, 5] ke 52 1) SO
RS AT, B 3G, 2 B PR N TR
A7 17 1 B R
1.2 SRR EI S R

b5, TEMETE/ N BUEIGEL3. 58 Z R 55 104
Jeki, PGCHFIEA 22972, TR HE NIy 4¢, DNA
Sl — Ik, AU REPIIR, AT AR B AR 1
Y R AT R S BRI A, AR g

‘ Mitosis

Meiosis I

PRAT AL, 35— R 23 24017 0 S 53 A 4 34
IR, LRI MR 2 R — IRk L
Sy LTI, AR B 20 M T 40 2 BA 1 A R R A YE L
A2 FE P DNAXUEE W22 (double-strand break, DSB),
FAEAB LI IS HRIGAHATAE S, T (i ik 7] YR 44
T RELN A2, R IAIE A 5E i DSBI& &, RV 4
AR T U2 I T A X, PLORAIE 28 — R ek 8 o 22
N 353 % 4 5 (%) 2 45 R R G A B EE R 20 5, Bl S
XU HA [R5 G o A3 B i B 2, AR A8 XAH L
R, B GO ARIR YR I ) AR TEMRFE B 1. DL B
SRR AT, 277 A B A E AL 1) it OF REZH
Mo sEnt . ZRT0, F2/5 1 DSBRY ™ A 1 2 sz K &
T2 38 0 R BF 240 e 2 DR AH AN AR E B RV o
1.3 UIEHARERSEKAE

56 % HR I BFBE 20 4530 58 — R0 8 oy 2T
BRI, 5 FiORL 40 A 2H 266 T RO AR B, AT
BT O IRAR I JEL46A OF L AE /DN B 9 AT BLAE

Meiosis IT

PGCs Oogonia Primordial
follicles

\ L J

-

Prima
folliclrey

Ovulation

Antral follicle

Graffian follicle

Active proliferation Meiosis I prophase

4 4

DNA damage Germ cell development

Meiotic arrest, oocifte development
and granulosa ce

|

Replication stress  Programmed DSB
_ 4 1
A | HR |

FANCA, FANCM,
FANCL, etc

DNA repair

SPO16, SPIDR, NUP107, etc

EXOI1,RADS51, DMCI, SPATA22, MEIOB,
HSF2BP, MCM8, MCM9, RECQL4, HFM1,

Meiotic resumption
1 proliferation and ovulation

1 1

Endogenous metabolites, oxidative stress and environmental toxicants

1 1

| HR, NHEJ, NER, BER, and MMR |

ATM, BLM, MRE11, BRCA1/FANCS, BRCA2/FANCDI,
ERCC2, RAD51/FANCR, KU80/XRCC5, XRCC1, CSB-PGBD3,
etc

Ji Gty A 0 8 o B P AT 22 53 S A R R DRI, A I A A, S R A I PGC AP A7 T KT S A 7, AR A 6 4 o 56 DR 2 R 1k
PRI A O AT A B S B o B, A VRIS B P AR R T DS B, T HRGE % 51 S 55 SR A6 UR 6 I B REAT A5 S K
IRE o BRI, (6 A SR BE SR Bh P BEAN R &, FF1 B SORLAN i 75 BRI A, 76 ki AR e, O REZT M A PR AT K AN AR B S R,
DNAGA W R, K#IHR. NHEJ. NER. BER. MMR%Z Fiiiffie 5 i R 4eFpie R e . W R T 5 A0 Z A S IDNA

B R .

Primordial germ cells undergo rapid mitosis to produce a large number of oogonia. During this process, a high level of replication stress exists in the
actively proliferating PGC, which maintains genomic stability and rapid proliferation through the FA pathway. Oogonia initiates meiosis and generates
programmed DSB in the prophase of meiosis I, which are repaired through the HR pathway. Oocytes in primordial follicular stage arrest at diplotene
stage, and initiate development after birth, accompanied by the active proliferation of granulosa cells. In this process, DNA damage accumulates in

oocytes due to exposure to endogenous metabolites and external environmental agents, and genomic stability is maintained through multiple damage
repair pathways including HR, NHEJ, NER, BER, and MMR. DNA damage repair genes associated with human ovary aging are shown in this figure. .
El AR & BT R P RIDNAA KGR DNA 5 £ SR 2 (R ES E STER[7,911220)

Fig.1 DNA damage and damage repair pathways during female germ cell development (modified from references [7,9])
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WIT Zin e 245 3 . AR ) RIS , DNAXUEE [H] 7]
KA, PG R A SRR . ICLKRE 5 FAIE
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e B I R, 5ok, iR — R4 XA
sk A RN ) 2 A R Rk K A TRCIE, &l
PRI B AR A, S ECE I R 7138 0. ki FAGHE

PEWOE ARFRTRC, MIMRAE i IR 77, 4R R4
Fasg 1Y, HRGE B A NHEJIE B8 2 DSBIE & 1) - 8L
ARSI, MR T NHETE 5, HRIE B D[R] PR YL 44
BUAHIR G (0 AR R AT I B2, SN HERR, FiR %
FALU, HREE T WIEFAIBEE RS 55 2 %49
JICLIE & , B IREFE ICLALET L) DNAXUEE , 4R 518
SR A R HRIE B 58 Az 217, NERGH# B 3
B2 5K DNAS U« A BRBUA 1507 55 s Al
DNAXUIE Jie 25t H M 3R 18 5, 725 S PR U3 45
il s 5 , KR N DI U) Bk DNA$R % 67 50 FEl 304
FEAERR, bE)E EH G R %R . BER#
P 2 A S A A P AR AR 5 20T DN A AN T 2 45
13, 1n8-48 1% =14 (8-0x0G)? . BERGE % i i DN A
FEACEE R RE R I35 Bl 2 I SRR , 7 2R e
B p, B S IE AL RE N UIEG . DNASRE & B AN
i 55 52 AR 3 B 24 1 B AR 2. MMRIE S 2 5 DNA
A2 i) o A FE P A AE O DNASEHC . UM N /iR
KEER,

PA b % Fh DN AR 47518 AL HI 3L [R CRAE T 1 R
M IE W R AR S, DNATRI 15 E B4 51k e
REH R A R B Wl , S 8O0 B4 £ 3 S A R B
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1E N UE S MR VER 25 T8 T 45 5 7= £ DNAS %, 7t
TR 06 B 76 O BEZH 45347 J5 7 2B (1) DSB B A )
FETHRIB RS, T 4E I R 20 Fa e 124,
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IR, FEPGC DNAF 8 I AE s g B2, 5
H AT A 1k, 191 FASE R 5/ B2 H ISR PAPOIR Y,
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JARAE SR S A £ T G K SGBRE A
HFARE RGN A — 3, FARRE B AL
FREEG, £150% FAZLZ B E AT, RIAPOIP., HH

BMTFAREM™ERN SR, FLEAMER POLES
LRI T ZAFARERI R (K 1) FANCARAL 5
BEARIBKTFRIL, XM LRERIE SRS
BRUBPERG I, AR A4 & RAB/NR A B TR, O
ob G2 B e LRI Y, FANCLZR A S 5 FANCL
HEANREEN T AL, 2 R EEMIENE TR, FA
PR RRAT P, A, FE— ARG AERL POIK
RARHPRIL T FAMCMAE-S R RAR, 1% 838 W41
R ARG RN, FAIE B SEFERS Y, LU BB
JU 3% I FASER BB A ST A 58 R Ge 8o i, H
S PGC K B 3 85 AE FE it 4 22 3 AN 2 2 B B (M B0
B
3.1.3 PGCX % LHHRi#%  FRFAMEKAN, WK
IMZA HRIE K G T4 PGCIEH K B WAEH E 2.,
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9, MCM9)ZHRIE E &2 o< K 1, BA ATPHEAI
DNAfREBFEYE, 2 5 DNAEH|. A L0 2 ImE
SYHDSBIEE . Mcm9 ™ /)N PGCHEFH I [E Ja 1%, %1
IR, M DNRAFEE. HATRILZ I POLE
FAE MCM9BER TEAF | FEAZ AN il DNAF 512 5 fe
J1 R B DNAWKH ATPHE RADS4 4 & —Ff HR
EH, TS 4R RADS I HEL S, K IR E
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HIE1L.SWER B PGCELE /D, A 5 UM B 25 =
WD, MERAEE SRR, CAIHRERE T 2 58
B IDSBEE, (HLL B0 74 s HREE R 7 4E
FFPGCIEH KB EHEEIEMER , HEMKERL
HE A RN T

K2, PGCK A I F& W I 17K -~F 1) DNA# A%
PR, 75 2 25 ) DN AR 518 AL 4 Fr HL SR R 41
FEME. Z P DNATRIE S, (I BERERE . FA
TP S HRIE B, 3850 52 2% AL 4R PGC IV IE 3 K
H, MM ARAIEIE 5 O $i45 & 0@ . DNASIEE
BB LG PGC K B Ftis K B B kb, 5 800 8
i LA RIS
3.2 DIEARBE A HEHRIES

PGCE A 2/ 2438 5, T MEVE /N B iR
E13.5FF 46 JH sk B oy 2, i HRSE RO /7 74 DSB
MBS . SR, DSBIWTE RIS S R 3G I 1 56 A
AT K, HRAS B 5 fe 22 5 3000 BE4H g DNA
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1 5S5POILEHEXHDNABRGESHAERE
Table 1 DNA damage repair genes related to POI
B kS BB Sl B/ T g =it S5 30k
Genes Alias Damage repair pathway/function Phenotype References
FANCA - FA/ICL repair, replication stress response PA, SA [34,64]
FANCL - FA/ ICL repair, replication stress response PA, SA [35]
FANCM POF1I5 FA/HR/ ICL repair, replication stress response, DSB repair SA [36]
FANCU XRCC2, POF17 FA/HR/ ICL repair, replication stress response, DSB repair SA [64]
EXO1 - HR/MMR/NER/DSB repair, replication stress response PA [45]
STAG3 POFS8 Component of cohesin complex PA [64]
SMCI1B - Component of cohesin complex PA, SA [64]
RECS - Component of cohesin complex PA, SA [64]
CI140ORF39 POF18 Component of the synaptonemal complex SA [65-66]
SYCE1 POF12 Component of the synaptonemal complex SA [64]
PRDM9 - Meiotic DSB formation SA [67]
ANKRD31 - Meiotic DSB formation SA [67]
BRCA2 FANCDI1 HR/DSB repair PA [52-53]
MEIOB POF23 HR/DSB repair SA [57]
SPATA22 - HR/DSB repair SA [59]
HSF2BP POF19 HR/DSB repair SA [68-69]
RADS5 1B - HR/DSB repair PA [70]
RADS1 FANCR HR/DSB repair PA [45]
DMCI - HR/DSB repair SA [47]
PSMC3IP - HR/DSB repair PA, SA [64]
SPIDR - HR/DSB repair PA [71-72]
NUP107 - HR/ DSB repair PA [73]
MCMS8 POF10 HR/DSB repair, replication fork progression PA, SA [40,62]
MCM9 - HR/DSB repair, replication fork progression PA, SA [40]
HFM1I POF9 HR/crossover formation SA [74]
SPO16 - HR/crossover formation SA [75]
MSH4 POF20 MMR/stabilization of double holiday junction SA [60]
MSHS5 POF13 MMR/stabilization of double holiday junction SA [60]
NHEJ1 - NHEJ/DSB repair SA [76]
CSB-PGBD3 POFI11 NER/transcription-coupled DSB repair PA [77]
BLM - HR/NHEJ/DSB repair, DNA replication SA [78]
RECQL4 - HR/NHEJ/DSB repair, DNA replication SA [79]
ATM - DSB sensor, DSB repair, cell apoptosis PA, SA [80-81]
TP63 POF21 Oocyte apoptosis PA, SA [82]

PA: JR R VEMRIZ; SA: #kkPEMZ . — T

PA: primary amenorrhea; SA: secondary amenorrhea. —: none.

T2, 1 B gl i MR R B 50, SRR A
R BRI ARRE A5 (A 2R 8 o, 7™ B 50 G REAH PR = .
DR, HREE R 0 5o 24 E k4T, AR R o i
L ST

WHE O HREFEF, )7 % DSBH L #t
MRN(MRE11-RAD50-NBS1) & &% £ fi % &
Wi N T J% fi% ssDNA, & 5 #% 52 il 25 [ A(replication
protein A, RPA)SFZ5 &, DRAF H G S2 AL BRIl P2 i 2

B )5 , [R5 2B RADS 1 A1 DN AR 7324 5 2H i
1(DNA meiotic recombinase 1, DMC1)PAALRIEE H
2(breast cancer 2, BRCA2){K#i [ /5 7045 & £ ssDNA
b, R e SRR G AR B RNET A, DA
MR S DSBAE K ., HF 5t R L 2% A HREE [A]
S i A 5 e O BE A MR 2 o A R 2 5 R R O
By kA (&), B, YMIEE 1(exonuclease 1,
EXO1)s2&—H 5'— 3R AN UIME , X % 7) % DSB
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R 3 10 T % ssDN AT B 28, e i) 42 i 3 o S,
Exol ™" /N SRAEFEAN BT 55 — RIS 24 1 AR )
VR AR R B, 5 IR o 2 S R A B 4
HT, A GEUNRATW, BATEH EPOIE
RILT — A EXOLIF 5 LRAR | 1% 578 FHIRPA K&
RADS 1 A 7E DSBAL &S G/, [APRE AR T
B, Sl E R, RN, KB AFEGWAS
IR I, EXOIFE R 5 LoV | SR 40 28 47 6t 25 D) AH
KM,

DMC1 5 RADS51 4 HR H 8 i) 5 A ] Y5 2 41
filg, Horh DMCUERE R bR Rk, 5
RADS 1L [FIfE#E B85 N1, Il HRISR1E Z IR
ZDSB. Dmcl™" /N GP BRI A 7> Z DSBIE &
S AR T A — IR 2L AT, 5 SO0 BT A
B, TN RAEY, E—BIPOLE Al —fE
A5 BH P4 TGS iE (non-obstructive azoospermia, NOA) &
HIL RS R R RBL— N DMCIAE LR,
ZRA FHE AR S PRI NOA B K
REEH it BEL i 76 55— VIR o 24 BT I B 30, $R
ZZK F oM POLE 5 2 FHIR I 7 2453 5 S DR B
YK & RS TEU @ RadST/NRIEIGEOL, 16
PSR B 52 AL A B A0 M HH % RadS 15| ST 0N RE4H
Nk 2 DSBANRE SE A B 5, A8 BRI , 2R
RADS UM JEEUr F4EFE 28 G EE B0, AT T 7E Hp [
KM POLEE R I —A~ RADS 12 &5 URAR | 1ZR
25 SR RADS IANREE AL T4t , HRIS R BCRBEIK,
FERRADS L5 B REAH 98 A0 7 221 DG B E L

BRCA27£ DSB HREH HZ 5{£i# RAD51 5
ssDNAZE AT RADS 1-ssDNAZ] 22 | Ff4EfF Hfa e
PEE, BT Brea2 B2 R i /N BRI G E5E, A i 5218
ILAE Brea2 " /N AR 5 N BRCA2FE R MY I E
FA AN AL A PR R R R 10 /N RS ) &8 R B ORZ R R T
WA ARG E P R EEZEEH, H Al o 7EPOL
BE ORI T BRCA2W AN A Je B AR FA 4 &
GRAR A ot 255 A A SRR LB 4l A AR
Wty B RIUA R AL, R /N SRR 25 4
SRAVFGRE . B FOR R 3 i 25 b
Jo R, FA 3N SRAR Ay AN R I R R M Bl 4k
PEIZ . DL ERFFR U T BRCA2EEIRAE O 5 Kk & Fl
e deFE P I EEAEH , AN[F BRCA29AZ 5| e A
HAEANFIFEFE LR, nfg 2 SRR R R R 2 RE 1 IR
58

IRy 2% ¢ OB & 81 H (meiosis specific
with OB-fold, MEIOB)7E 2 — IR Jak £ 7 24 iy 391 4=
A R e R i R, SRS TR AE A DG B 22(sper-
matogenesis associated 22, SPATA22)FMIRPAJE I E &
g4 T ssDNA L, SHEEHE % RADS1 X DMCI,
fe 3k B 2 HRIFE . Meiob™ J Spata22 /)N,
YU RFH IS R AR R B R HRIE E R H, SEUPE N
G REZH 0 52 4532 2 5559 243 I 4E — 1] POLZE & M
— & 1 POLERE h Kk I MEIOBZ & 5378 | G5
MEIOBAHI SPATA223) AN i & fi7 T- DSBAL, 5lif2 DSB
SR B8, FRATAE— /N PO/NOAZK R KL —
AN SPATA2246 4 987% | NOA 3 5 B 41 Jifa BEL ¥ 76 565
— IR ZEFT A, PR %K R L POLEE # 2
PR 73 2445 i 5| S R REA I R & B i 2 7 O
HEATE—BIHOR M POLE B R B T SPATA22
HE ARG RAS, BINULE 7 aZHE D 8 1 80w 1P,

TN G AR 24 57 B 1 8(minichromosome main-
tenance 8, MCMS8)TEIHEL 77 ¢ HH i i MRNE &4/
T ssDNAMN T, 25 5 41 Hp ) A4 (1 25 B 28 X
Fte Mem8™ 35 A= E B UN 55 P4 B9 B 240 fif K i 1Y S ik
b, BUEHER TS RANE 5 MemS™ e SRR BRI [R5
RIS S, M BEL LE 58 — RO oy 2 R A
BN, f BT 2015 AE — NI SR ISHL POIK R K
WLMCMSZATEEE LRAR, 340l DNAT 12 5 fe
FFE, PR TR RAR R BOR Y. BETSAEZ A
FIEAEFIHUR M POLE 3 R I MCMSFRAZ 631 3f:
HRHUARE N BERE 78 R B ZHE R 2 5 Aot | AR 4 &
SER BP0 EER O, DL ERFRER T
MCMSEBERITE N S 5 22 R AE R I OB

FIHACONIE, SF T 750 FE E AN 2 POT
(ST O FE R, Hoh 24 1/3 035 R 152 5030 22
HRIGFE (K 1), [FR, SR HREER S Lotk B R4
SR B YIAR OGO, HARATX 1 03041 POLE 1
WESHI 7T & PO 7848 i R /£ HRIE #% 51 2 &
£ DL R 1 ks R HR S R Dl e ik fea s
B §3% 22 R AR I B DTMR
3.3 DREfEZFEIBESDNAKGIES

15 35 TE 55— IR R B o0 R U I (1) 59 BE 2 i 5
T ASURL 4 i 2 2 T B4 OIS, IR A T AR RRCR
Ao REIRIRLE NV 3Fdris: R RIRIRES . 18
PRHR I A2 R A RS e PR R B - K
I Fa B O AR AR R R A B, R DS O
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AT LR & BT HESN . B SR IE PR S HEOE, O
Bk &R W ke, RAELL ., @ IR
FAS T FEAE K HARHIR ) R 46 IR % A K IRV AE Y
TR AR P S A 3R 85 (V) 5 ) THD I 21 FE DN A5
P ALK, T 46 B V6 A AE K IR AT 2L 451X DNASR 5112
ST RE 77 S AR A W AL %o T 4 e O RR AN A S
BEREES,

3.3.1 9B DNAMGIS A IRIRM R LG I
Y REGH A 1 4 58 — vk sk £ o 24 3 1R R 2R T
S 0 A7 A R G R B, 495 51 S TR O R4 L P
DSB = % DUUH ok e € 50k 9 15, 3@ i HR& 15 3
ATAB AL, DT 4 R OB 400 it 35 [R] 40 A% 2324, i
TR, B E R, JFAA O 51 B 40 g ) 2 Ff
HREE T W RAD51. BRCAIMIMRE114% 1%
AR BE B[R] I DN AR5 3% 8 B8 B9, $2 8 HR
&SR8 70T [ 2 A 8 AH G T 46 O Y60 8 v Jin T 1) —
ANEBEFEFE . 54, f7HRIE HRIE G55 H LR
Je 3£ [A 1 (breast cancer 1, Breal)Z% 4 9748 /N iR 46
YUY A DNASIG R AR, B AR IR & ik, JF BAE
DIV R B R DSBS T, IRV AR hnig ™,
TE /IS B 46 91 96 519 RE 200 B H 4% 14 P R bR Brea 2 2
A, 53500 REAH i DN A7 SR ARFI K IR AL, ¥t
P 2H e S B — AR 3 R B S, A —
3, BRCAI/2F R RAG W 5 AL A AF R 1T, BRI
FEu I 5, DL B SR OR, HREERBR T2 59
$ oy S48 25 P Sk 2% F T 2 A, FE JEUAE O 6 4 R A
Feum bt R I E AR . BhAh, NERER th S 54
FrOnRE B R A RS e 1 . Rl & 2 R ERCC Y R
1B 3K 6(ERCC excision repair 6, ERCC6/CSB-
PGBD3)4wiy—MNERE A, 25 EEDNA
WEE, R E &M BN mRIE . &
THE— AN HEE B IS E POIK & M Bk POLERE ik
I 3/~ CSB-PGBD3 il & FE K 4 & AL 5 34 RAZH
SZWAZ R [ /E DNA 5 X 381 6 42, 512 DNA#R
it E e 11 N %, $EoR 1% HE IR 28 48 5 k2 O BE 40 i
DN A #5193 & 52 6k ¢ T 25 91 6 6 385 Ji 3 A PO
AT,

332 JPEamfeDNASSG MR BT mEDNA
BB EBE N4, 15T E R DNASAT 97 BELH A )
DAL HRI 0T 7= A 382 A 40 T e 110 B - ik e P 5 AR
WEKEE ., 752 M PN IRME S AMEERE T, 905
S 7= AR 1) DN AT 5 P DASOE 3 5% 2% 0 B 40 1

¥k 2248 85 [ (ataxia telangiectasia mutated, ATM)ak
ATM 5 Rad3#H2% 5K H (ATM and Rad3 related, ATR),
53 M BERR AL T Ui B RS 2 AU 1 (checkpoint kinase 1,
CHEK 1) FES 25 5 35 2(checkpoint kinase 2, CHK?2),
HE— D IR b % S WS p63 % I atrans-activating
p630, TAp63a), 151 H: M 2 3 1) — SR AR % A% I 1)
VUERAA, 5o i e a2 8 T2 2 1 p53 R
T2 15 % [ (p53-upregulated modulator of apopto-
sis, PUMA) Il B -12- 5 7 /% - 13- 2/ 1 SR A
I(phorbol-12-myristate-13-acetate-induced protein 1,
PMAIP1/NOXA)%, 55 UF REAHM A T2, AT
DNA#5 475 ¥ GF B B 2) . TAp63asg TP63%E
D1 et 0 18] — N ME Y, 7E JEL 40 B0 B R D o R S
IS, fe DNASG e P REA L ) 5 B ot B 42 1]
TP, SR, FEBA DNARRG RIS DL T, TAp63ost
AR AL G 2 S BN BRI T
10, 5P SEAE g DU RE R . B AEPOLE A Hh k1A
ZATPO3A G RA , (HBURTEA FFIESL P2, i —
A, JATEED 030BIPOLEE H R I TP63 %45 K
A2, s A M NS P S E SE L 6 R AR 5| S A
F C-di e s AM IR D e 32451, 53 TAp63ats A
P P 2 0% 20— SRAR G AR TR I 0SB DY SR Ak, |
RBOE TR TSGR R 1 Fe ik, kT %5 UR B 4H
MO T, I FEPOI™. DL B AR R T DhRE
RAF I R AR T PO F b, BE N L E )
TRAPFRAE 1 BRI A HE A FRE A

333 BAmIeDNAMRMGEE BT 90 RE4H R
At L [0 UKL AT 0 T 4ERF DIV K B AR &
B, REEFRIGK, ORI DNAS B R e J18%
ik, DSBRH, RIL A Bk 40+ BRCA1 R &
mECED, BRI A H2AX (phosphorylated H2AX,
YH2AX) TR S . AT B 90 R AR S
11 POI(biochemical POI, bPOT) &3 FUk £ i v K ik
k40 f% RNA(LncRNA) HCP5 A DDGC#ik N if, it
1M 43 73 B AR MutS ] 54 5(MutS homolog 5, MSHS5)
FMRADS XK, 5141 DNAH 1B =
AEJ) T BRI RO 2R T, RBOMER B R,
fie 32t PO A A2 P40, HoAh AR 25 i RNA BT miRNA-
127-5p~miRNA-379-5p%%, 14 1] LA idisk 52 0 S50 241
DNAMEH #E /155 POI R A, DL 5T
S BRI DNAS B H 8k th 2 5 1 O L
IR .
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Inhibitors
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YD 5€
DNA adduct/SSB Hongh
Activators

JEAE O I 1 O B 400 B 7 P9 R K% SRR PEDNASR A5 3 77 4EDSBL SSBEKDNAMN &4, NEREFE AL DNAIN A4 0 T M DSB. DSBi% &
ATM. CHK2#%E2{L, DNANIEY/SSBIEFATR. CHK1EE AL, MR ILIICHK] . CHK2HE— D IE i TAp63afff i (b I, J& # e sl i
TFFPUMA. NOXAZE, fe 3t UF REAN A 12 I, B MR AL MICHK L. CHK2 AT LR £ FDNATR 1548 & 0 B, {230 1 17 18 5 A gp £}
HARAEE . — 5 TH, S /NG T 40 R B T ATM-CHK 2-TA p6 3 oot S S0 R LASI I G BEAR BRI 125 53— D5 T, I P /0N 707 00 77 33 5ik O 1 4
DNATMIMEE 687, A AR BEA 18 AN RF 40 A7V -

Oocytes in primordial follicles generate DSB, SSB or DNA adduct under endogenous and exogenous DNA damage stress. DNA adduct can be pro-
cessed into DSB through the NER pathway. DSB induces the phosphorylation of ATM and CHK2, DNA adduct and SSB induce phosphorylation of
ATR and CHK1. Phosphorylated CHK1 and CHK2 promote the phosphorylation of TAp63a, which activates the transcription of downstream apoptosis
factors PUMA and NOXA, and finally promotes the apoptosis of oocytes. Simultaneously, phosphorylated CHK 1 and CHK?2 can activate multiple DNA
damage repair pathways to promote damage repair and oocyte survival. On the one hand, blocking the activation of ATM-CHK2-TAp63a pathway with
inhibitors can inhibit oocyte apoptosis. On the other hand, the application of activators to enhance the DNA damage repair capacity of oocytes is ex-

pected to promote damage repair and oocyte survival.

E2 DNAA THIONELAa G IE BT IRIESE SCRK[89]182%)
Fig.2 Regulation of oocyte fate under DNA damage (modified from references [89])

4 DNAMAEE SO MR EHS

bR T H2 DA, OF S L P A N B 5T
B RE, AL S E LS K. DNAT
B KA RAE S e 71T B % T B0 RS U REAH T
TR EZEERE. BARERR, m AN GV
YR BESH i A DNAS 3 A58 GV 3 O B 20 i B . 1
buﬁﬁ%ﬁmmﬁﬁ%ﬁl%@mmﬂ\mmm\
MRE1146RIAKP NS, BAEEIFERA, &
m%i%%@ﬁmmh%%wﬁhﬁwo%%mm
TGN B AE L RETT T B, e % BN BESH M AE P9 R 1
JANEVE DNAS LRI T B8 5 K AEW T . k4,
PR T AR = ) ROS 11 S AR T DL S50 41 i ity r 44
i, TR AR I 58 2 KU T2 0%, e O REZm i i
T Lt A U iR B ek K o S B UR 4 0, R B3
KIARAR L 2 H ROSAN T RAR, Houir K B 4 Rk 4]
JiE R A B REAR B SR, 5 e B RE 4 B S R 4
AFaE iR R BRI,

UEAh, Bl RS I AC R IG R £ R Z i T T

?ﬁ,%[i.%ﬁfﬂ FERA AR H AR SR A RN, X 5

U5 OB 24 i ek 73 SR R v e R B R o B AR R
BASREYIMOG . WL 26% UGS, UNRESH G
TR 73 B8 R R AR FR I A S T 3 i 1Y A

FRW], DNASIE B A K2 5% T O R0 AL
BT AR A I e AR ERR 2 B . /DN BRI R0 i R R
Breal B[R 5| i 9 BEAR T L 5, SR B 1R 70 59
V7 A O BRI B 5 B S 1G n 1Y; Rad51[R] R4
C(RADS5]1 paralog C, Rad51c)3E Rl B /)N B3, IR RELH
TESF IR 7 24 b B GH ok e 2 R T 0 5,
BAGARZIG N, Jeta R W RG22 U, R, e e
BEZA i DNASR 12 52 68 71 0 T P2 5 ke B R 4H A
R YR S AR B AGAR R T, S e B 5T & AT
RKE-

5 ¥EDNAGIEELEINERTE
2% 40P A B AR R E@%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ?
RS T NS R A EEE L. &
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T DNAT B EAE 2 kAT EE(EH, 7T
DASR R L (1) s Tt R 4 B0 S D) REER R AF AR B .
e, BB ATE T 2, R B YRR A S )
DNAfiff . REREE. HilFQl10. A HEL
FPUAAFULE S S50 RE % ZE LR P S5 2 H o8
YR RESH M5 &, (H I PRIT A8 R UE R0, R,
HERMRBTA, 8> 2 5E T AMEEDNAS A R 2 (a0
S EIFEY)SE), 7] LS OP B0 I DN A5 177 X,
R BAh, X FF EREAT BT BT ARG YT (R ]
BRABI R, TEIRIT ATA RS0 BEAN O . oY BLAH 2Bk
JWhG, & H Al A E IR E 2070, 2R, H
TIRNERS . AR NI AE RN RGN M8 2 i S5 R
i, G REANAG . P S SR IR A R BOR FH R A I
RS 2N . % EFIDNASGIEE E R0
Z R EEAER , B ) DNAT 712 528 % 1 2%
GP L 2 W FUR AR R LA B IR R T 2
%
5.1 @RS ge s HIHI DN B 4RARE T

H AT, AAITHE I JE K] 2 54 1) DNA#1E B
T B G 27 U JL 3 07 kAT 1z B gL . — 71,
W58 DNA 5 12 5 Th e nl LALR 4 OF REZH B 503
OP S 2%, RERARFE AR . 7 Ry id /)N BR B B g A
M SO S # 7S DNAS A 12 52 52 5 RADS 1] LA
/0 YR BEAH L A DSB AR, $) 9P BRI T, KR
HHANRRG & & fe 77104 1 H 5P BE4H M - #h S RADS 1
B A 1 HE 8 #1111 2% 2% (doxorubicin, DOX) % T 1]
DNA$ A% A1 GP BEA0 g 08 T2 004, i Rk Chk 13 58
DNATG1E B 58 /1 S B0 A /N R0 ELAE 38 00, =
W /N ERHESR A 0, H HonT LR AR R S AR, AR T A
WK, Sy —J7 1, #H] DNAGA% 5 S T
T8 P IO W] DLAE 2% BN LA 2 FE . Ch2RFR 4%
/N ERAR B A A TG B R AR AL, H BRI AR T RIS, I
LGP P B R BB N, AR B i R
TE/N B R R Chk2. TAp63. Noxai¥Puma=:v] DL,
D TBATT 51 Y 5P BEAH Y DNAJ 1 S i T 231051071
It HAFWE TR O BE4H M Hh ) DSBH] A2 &, B
BEA M RE 8% 15 28, 1 B G 2GR & K&
ARG R i P, SRR AE s O BEZH P B 1R
SR DNASUIE L RE 7, T ORUESAE P 5t (R A2 8
P o IX SRR FT R B I SR DN AR 7518 & 58 71 54 ] B
REZH A R T2 nT DLOR O S D) RE , 927 O 31 5 2 4
7R

5.2 ¥EEDNAHRIEEMZAEFEIR

B 1R iR T Brz Ah, NTEo i) 5 BE 20
JHL R T3 B O AT T2 B 2 B A A (1A
2)o RLHJATM. CHK25%Z i), n] LA
DNAF A% 51 2 1 TAp63 ol A T e T2 (K534
P/ G BEZH R T2 PAS0R1090 ) 38 H 77 T O BEZH B R
RS IFP=HEFA/NRE, [F], A HIECHK 24
AT ARG D0 B ia T I 20 U, Rt CHK 24
HIF AT REId FH T2 i T B AR 1Ry 1,
SR, BT CHK2AMHI A6 = R 4, 24
CHK2¥)[F] Bt RE M 1] CHK 1, 51 2 5N 53 A 5 % 14 5
1) 44 241 B o) 2 UKL 4 i DN A5 407 B AR RH I T 3
I, 2w SRR E , IR SR RERE H T 51 S D Re R
PR S v CHK2 AR5 E R & U, —Fh N T
BETE AR KA1 77) DARPins(designed ankyrin repeat
proteins) fE AR FERE 5 14 45 A TAp63 otk H H-HIH|
T T, AE LR A BEAE A P ) O B ) T
PIBOE R Fedt— R 9T . A, B 1 3 o BE4H
MO 1240, B RE 6% 3 58 DNATR (718 R B8 )1 11 259
W AR R RS-1. FERESERSENN, A BRENS AT
7% G 0 v 1 4 v O BR AN RO B, SR UM i
o A, RFAF R 2 5 A Fil DNATR {415
SIS m L E A, I e et kA
R AT I RIS, A € 2% 5P S 32 2 FR AL nT AT (1) )7
%o

6 UNEZEZSMELE N

% T DNAR 18 52 358 DR 7 4 1 256 IR 2 e
R EEVER, 3 4840 POLEE ¥ 17 /F DNA$
s S wkie, sk 2R 3G N . tedn, BRCAI.
BRCA2FRAG 55 G 538 2 3 YIAH G, 1 & R IR 5
SRR, FL A5 A 2 (10 L s A O SE e XU BH 2
RS, AN MCMS'5 MCMI9FE X %2 584y
ZHRZ AN, TEARANI DNAK H] . DNA N Z
Y11 A ) 1R T Atk EE AR ] B0, MCMS A
MCMI9ZA: 5.3 AL il DNAR 5 15 E B8 1 M FE A
HFENE TR, )R A Z Rk g 1), Rk,
Xof 248 25 K POLER 35 R J1 o 1 5 DG 1 L e 2 Ak
A o

AL, B 532 1 T it 1T B 2 35 1 DNA
T R A AR o 4628 A i 22 P AR A A 48 PN 23
DR AL, o R i B A YT (hormone re-
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placement therapy, HRT) PAZZ fift AH IR , 55 2R 1
. AWHEIRE, MR I MR-loop K, 7l
DSBAHMIGL AR 5y A 54738, In g B R 20 ANAR 2 12, A
T 38 T e o A AU Y [T, X454 DNA 5 45
153 R[N 945 () 46 Z FIPOLER 2, HRT W] g & 7E—
E R bR R R A U . R4 48 AT PO
AE ARSI HRT A, #5417 DNAS 18 5 B R A48
i 25 B DI REVEA

7 EESRE

P BEAH i 75 K A2 R B G R A T I 22 ol pg O
J ARV DNATR G A, A RLH, B9 BF40 A i 3 0A
Z P DNAB 18 52 FE D, T 3L = % (1 DNAS 3 &
Hhe/1. Z T DNATR G 5 18 B 41 FAIR % A1 HRO@
PR, 2 5k RE AR FE AN M 3 DR 2R e M, 3R R 4
HAH & @ T AR ) &1L R, B PGCR A« IR
SERRVE SO RE e R S R E . RE W, DNA
A0 A2 3 R 4 A B AT R T ) AR B BRI ) T
HUEI A BRI T o AL, P25 i 3540 WE S AL 1)
T YR O T O R R S A T O BRI, AT DR E
BRI A, dERRBAE Y T AR E . DNA
P 16 S B B A5 40 s DU BT Ao P8 3 2 O 3 22
RA I EEHLH

3 gk 35 K] g 6 A 348 5 O RE 4 g DN A A3 1%
A2 % 77 m BEL KT DB 200 P 08 T 308 B T AT RHE 22 B 5
2, NARRLWAE IR R e Eat. B
HIT TR I 22 Fh B 41 1) 52 457 O 5 20 B T2 1 /N 937
25, B2 e KA ROHEATY 75 33— 25 (W s R Y 5T
UESE . [ 7 DNAS 48 S %, &V 7R I AE 2%
N ST 1A RORE . AR R R DAL B
F IR PR 1) % 2 M 2 Y AE 2 B0 BL35 2, 3 v ok
A= 7y Az g R KF

4T DNASIE F IG5 90 S 2% UM G,
VO L4828 )2 POLE T H#E4T DNASH 5 R LR R
ARG A BN R VAL, A BB U S AR 5 A1 3 1 iR
KA. FA6, MEMER R — e 2 b
PR AR 52 M B g R AR UK, %o T A7 7E DNA#HR
116 S Bk I I 4a 20 N BT S K R R B R
I

g FRTIR, 20 DNATR B I8 B@E i = 241
Mt S 5T EEZRRE . KREERIEZ
DN AR %518 52 FH ¢ 5 DR 7 O 55 5 52w 1A L

], X BB B XS N ) 0T 0 a0 e T TR A
EIR TR L. [FR, BE X DNATREE 5 00 §i5
R FTCIAWIIRN , TR 22 476 300 RE 6 B i)
DNA# 518 A8 22 U1 S 5222 1) 2510 05 & F AR sk
(KB 75 18, 92 A R SR ST R U 5
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