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EITMFE5R T (enhancer) DRSS TTHTIRTF
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REIHFEEY (preinitiation complex,PIC) R
DNA F3I kR s FIF iR s R B, PIC
BX T RNA J-4 88 Il (RNA polymerase Il ,Pol Il )5},
BEE—BFEFET (general transcription factors,
GTFs),GTFs % #E TFIA, TFIB,TFID,TFIE,
TFOIFF TFIH &0, BOB3IF—E TATA &
FZ A F (initiator, Inr) ,TATA B EA FHFERAL

* B (transcription start site, TSS) b #¥ %y 30bp &k, -
' TATA &5 TF I D f— MM E5SHIRL TATA 45

47%B (TATA binding protein,TBP), TFIID [T
TBP WA 4h, B A % TBP 454 B T (TBP asso-
ciated factors, TAFs ), Inr i T RABIRN S M, 7
5% PyPyAN(TA)PyPy, K Py fARERE(CE T),
N RFEEWED, ARBHE.LE3FRMAFE
FAEEG B, H WA EM—F, T
WE T ¥ )2 1 F (downstream promoter element,
DPE)R & H#EZ SR 1),
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{& BB 4T BT (Swiss institute for bioinformatics, SIB )3k
RS ERNIETREABGEYREBIEH TR
B, UBARETA MR S FHIZ — R FIMEL
BIFEsC. R EFNEY RNA REB I B3 T 2F
ERSEBAYPEEYEEE RESEEEP
AR 3 FA RS, EPD SHALMMREE
WEFEER N T MIR4ERE, 40 EMBL.SWISS-PROT.
TRANSFAC %, 7£ 2003 £F | A RTGH% 73 fReh,
EPD #EME T4k 6 X3 MYWREZT &
BT R E ST RS E s F O
SR FREEsIYEs T, 2997 M&E H
PEHEDYRHAREBITA 18714, 585
i) 62%. ZEEEERAA SHE FRIUFEME
BEIMKIEZ—,
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WIRE S FRMER T R ERPIE MG, 8
R E 4 Y115 B 2 (bioinformatics )X | 57338 X
FRHXGEFED KR, SR BT H IR
PRSI FAI LK E S TFHES. SEERNTRT
REEMW, EVEEESNMRATEANITY S
pig MRS E RIS N V) e 21 R
s, BRARER D FHRMARTH—IEETF
Bo UTR—&EFAMTEILBNE 3 FR5F
%o
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{F 5 LR ( position weight matrix, PWM) , &
— MRS AR XTI . PWM B I7E)S
ghFH P, BXHREE S 3 F oo, RE AU S
HASHBENYLE, REHIEMAS S E,
Bucher™ & T —/MiEL)E PWM, 8 /T8 3
TP HER, —BIAN PWM X RE T4 400
KREENE RS TG T PIRTILE, 4P
ZHEZEMBKRE PWM ZMFREEY, LI PWM
T B i FW 3K 47 Solovyev 1 Salamov FF &
TSSG 1 TSSWH, ‘7 1K 2 Al 4R 3 5 o 5ok Hl
S P H BT BB T BRI AN E AL, S0 JE B F R A
THEMRE, HP TSSC hHEZHEFHEAMEAR
T TFD™, T TSSW JUSRIHTF TRANSFAC®, TFDF
TRANSFAC #8245 % B FHAEFE . Zhang S 1 =Y
J& 3-F BBl 314 CorePromoter W2 — YK 51X 4
BT (quadratic discriminant analysis, QDA ), A% &
3| TSS BHERYTTH: , B0 IR T MR Tt
ZREXMFT S,

32 RILRFTABH

Ba Dy /RATFRAEE] (hidden Markov Model, HMM)
RUBSENEMBSHBLETHEER, B ERTR
FoHren, fnEEE R BT H GENSCAN'™, Z& [ i3l
BRI R 2175 OXTHAEBE Plam™55

HMM H P/ B B A B BB ML R 4 AR
WIFEF X=X "=(x1, %7, *>** »xr) » LA BRI %
ﬂﬂf?ﬁ]%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂ H=H1T=(Jl1,llz, """ ,ilr) ,X
I ZEER R A 2,

2 XM O ZERR
. ERM, — AR HMM AT A—4 =584 M=(5,Q,0)
SR, 2o: T HFER, A NI Q ARBEHRAE
A, 88 NPORE:0=(A, B)WRMBA M RA, Q1 REHBE
B A=(au,k,l € Q), REMES B=le,(b),keQ H be3)

FF HMM fEJa 3 F e, | 2=(4,T,C,6),
LR FIBCA B BFF] , TR 5 MUY & Fiif
BErM(mEsT R T BRETESMLSSE).
HMM MRS 2 1 NS 5 T BB
EFIGER, FERLHSHUNEEL EMBRE
FEIE 0 PSS, HOREBILFH HMM
SRR B HTE L B . TE TAERYEE, M = B4
A Viterbi B 5, RIEC KK DNA FFHIRIG BT HE
R F5 (BPBIIY & IR ETA 1)

Audic # Claverie FF % 8 Audic & HMM 5
454 Bayes ERAAN BRI T SIEE T RRZLE
L S 2 J5 EhF UM, Ohler 1 Niemann FF
J% B McPromoter tH /2% i HMM BRI HZ 4B H
A1 2 WP F AR E DB AEE (40 B-DNA
TUZHe 2/ A% DNA 254 BEA Z-DNA TE R
BES )W HE#HTIE 3 F ARG,
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METZ RS A TLENEEXR, FSTLET
REERNI—BHE0E4%E, EB NG HEY
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MRETTEMFEE— N ER ML, T8 %
R R B efE BAEIAULEE . BAKST A 3 Hll
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H,—BR5 DNA FFFERAREZTT, X B
4 FjEE A.C.C.T It F~, RGBT HEN
HPEMERB ISR, XN ERSENT
— M2 RZ RN ESHITAW, B Mg
RREFAN B FREIIFERSHTF.

55 HMM A3, #2 Mgt S 5 TR
ME, FINBREEEIHE TRESHRMLRE
VRS 2T AR TR R B & BN TEIR B
FPBAERERS AT O ME T TR T .

Knudsen™ff F & § Promoter 2.0 & — 111
MATHZMER#AL DNA 75, ERBERE
¥ (genetic algorithm) SRFTRAMBERES T
Reese 09T % () NNPP 2454 B [ 23R # 42 ) 4%
(time—delay neural networks, TDNNs) F{ s 46 B 1
M EEHMEEAEYNRE S FHTEIN . BRER
TEXT TATA &0 Inc INREOZEERE ERRS B9, B E)E
BHE M AR RS A RO EH T2
NNPP B5CEM M E R T , FUE YR B LM
HABATRRR N B S FHRFS REMEMEER
BHE, XH RN, —HEWRBERMEALL,
3.4 AE4k(hexamer) PRI

B S FRRIUULR— B 8N4 751, B
A Claverie Fil Bougueleret &5 31 ¥ #3155 DNA
FA X —3% B 5k S 30T, i
}mi—fﬁﬂ’ﬁ?ﬁo Hutchinson ZFF % Y PromFind
REFHTX. BAGRDGXMIERGX Z B3R he-
xamer S5, ANTiEBHE R BRI FRIIGEH,
Scherf S & B3 4 PromoterInspector /24 1U-
PAC (international union of pure and applied chem-
istry WAEIE R A FFI 2K, B— LR FFIH LM
BRESWES, ENdERF(ANFZR, AEZA
BiERE)REH. W—MEREZEW(ACC,CCA)
BRAEER, XTAEME(AGCGCA, AGCNG-
CA,AGCNNGCA), B XERE-SYWZE
FIAREHRIEHFHIFIER. BRERT
SR UREB AR, Matthias 583X A 22 5
RekLERANMT, TS 465 MESHFH,E
4 40%E 85| TUEL™,

35 CpG &

CpG BREBWER RN ALEZANE CC
HSERNFF, A 500 ERURILEHIENERE
BIABLE 5' #5 F SFETE CpG 5™, X CpG HMHIE
A LT F A g™ QK F 200bp; QKT 50%49

G+C & &, B pG+pC>0.5; @XM E/E 0.6 iy

CpG 5353, Bl pCpG>0.6 x pG x pC, Hannenhalli
ZeEE R CpC B 5B FHER, RALS
CpG ST & 577 IR B MR, ATL CpG &5
RIANES FREERINES .
3.6 mRNA 5 X B4 A7)y

BT HATENEFH %R, B Coleman
SEoiE B3 B A H A B K mRNA FRIEEE
HPHATRFILLR, $# 5 % 500 ~ 700bp ZEE A
FHI#tTR FERMOR, SRRAAHEY
75% i 35k PR 7 3 B X3, o W7 ARSI 3 )3 3 F B0
¥, R HEEE oDNA 5 gDNA LA BE K
AR EARNESI TR, BXMHTEZRTE
MERN S NMTEE, FERXS S EHFX
(5'-untranslated region, S'UTR ) #lJg 30 F, RE %t £
B FEEOTELE.

37 BeSHI*® .

KR, ERAABFERYMHEZE, T
PAZRA DA B SR LI TS 30 F X, Lin @9 R0
CONPRO R4S T PWM B M% U REKESE
AYETEHEIRAE BN, BELEE GEN-
SCAN, AU WA ZEEKNEMER, THNAZ
B0 EST FIMET S Hr. ZREBEAYH—F
(37% ~ T1% ) B HFF PRI B R B 37, 1P
F 85% ~90% R HIE M 3IF . Bajic ¥ K
DPF(dragon promoter finder) . & —F & [R5 4
Wk, ERX—BRMFIMRI ST R IETE
¥ PWM {57 5 B AL T A T2 M4 (artifi-
cial neural network, ANN ), Bt/ BITIMEE R .

Fickett 25000 24 N8 8 F FA A I — S8k 44
T LR SRR B 9, B Bk 1 BiR
RIZER . 45 R0 BRI T R AR AT A
B, PH A 52 7 Sk 24 80%, T 2L PR 4 KB A i it
50%. %2 B2 E B S B F I AR A8 ko

R1 BRI 24 T EHRITFHBBLRY

TP %TP FP 9oFP
Audic 5 21% 33 87%
Autogene 7 29% 51 88%
Promoter2.0(GenelD) 10 42% 51 84%
NNPP 13 54% 72 85%
PromFind 7 29% 29 81%
PromoterScan 3 13% 6 67%
TATA 6 25% 47 89%
TSSG . 7 29% 25 78%
TSSW 10 42% 42 81%
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EANES B2 2005422 A 15 HE5 28 #4358 1 ] Section Genet Foreign Med Sci February 15, 2005, Vol 28, No.l « Qg o

F2 RBIHFEMEERSFRG

& Fisk
Audic fip:/figs-server.cnrs-mrs.fr/pub/SELFID/
Autogene fip://fip.bionet.nsc.ru/
CorePromoter http://argon.cshl.org/genefinder/CPROMOTER/index.htm]
CONPRO http://stl bioinformatics.med.umich.edu/conpro/
DPF http://sdme lit.org.sg/promoter/promoterl_3/DPFV13.htmi
MecPromoter MM:IT http://genes.mit.edu/McPromoter.html
NNPP http:/fwww.fruitfly.org/seq_tools/promoter.html
PromFD ftp://ftp.genetics.wustl.edu/pub/stormo/PromFD/
PromFind http://www.rabbithutch.com/
PromoterInspector http:/fwww.genomatix.de/software_services/software/PromoterInspector/PromoterInspector.html
Promoter2.0{GenelD) http://www.cbs.dtu.dk/services/Promoter/
PromoterScan http://bimas.dert.nih.gov/molbio/proscan/
TSSG/TSSW http://www.softberry.com/berry.phtmi?topic=promoter
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4 |4 ﬂ—% RE http://www.softberry.com/berry.phtml?topic=promoter
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