Y E FRFAR 2013,25(10) :2192-2201
Chinese Journal of Animal Nutrition

doi:10.3969/]. issn. 1006-267x.2013. 10. 002

XEEFRSTRUEERZF

Mg /N Bk

B XU REH 0 AT

(AR A B AL at & B BE T TS BT, S8 IR 2 K i S8 e %, JE Rt 100193)

B OE: AT FEL, ARV INAYRNERZZRHINEEFHARE LT AR
MR REETEEAR FEZFRETENRRA  RETEESLES ., R FRB LT
FRABAEBELER LR RME S HIERENERAFT AR T T AN KL LA T RGEHE
Ao RAWEEFRFREZFRFIIREAFEALT, AR AKX TR TG —THEFE Y L
P, AXEZFHT REEHRAT DNA WAL 6 7 v, vA BRI AP 75 vk 18 i & 78 40 I 09 & L%

EERT VAR HAT BB G RGILE
KW : RE; T AL ;DNA ¥4
hE 5 ES:Q38 N ERFRIRAD : A

WFL 3 Wy b, BER B 3R R LT (nutritional
programming ) 1 # 2 2 38 BN P %52, % T &
& BERG AT DUE i 2 0 R A2 P ok 8 5 e AR R
B, 3 Hoal RE X e AR A TR 25 A0 A = P i 7= A
IS AR - SN P = B R L (R
R X 1, AR P RE KPR B ROK R VR
PR ZH 73 IR A2 A2 52 WA RE G 1477 B R AL R R AR
AR 8 L iR T AR A R B R AR . AE 7 T oK T
b E IR I AT L g e UL DR 2 T s
SR IR AN K R . A ML I 2R iy ad
e, ] H B 2 Bl L % AR Ak, R A B AT Y
PO A AT K A Ml R AR i i st e, O
HALLefE BonT gt 1% 25 T — A, AT )™ A= S 0 3% B
TIBALALARIL S

1 RMWEEERS FLERER
Waddington'"’ F- 1957 44 ) 35 W35t 1% 2 (ep-
igenetics ) M /E:, B AL HETE DNA JP 51 K Ak ol A8
MG O T, 55 R A 26 3k A D) e & AR e 22, IF J 7 A=
AR R IS . R st E 2% E 2 2 U7
T NES, 73 0 R E e - AUE R B R 8T

I #s HHEE 2013 -04 - 19

XERHS:1006-267X(2013)10-2192-10

AR PR 3 308 el A 1) i DR e S ok R g R 4 R O R A
FEH RNA 4 (B R4 R BF oy X 54
Hi7E DNA WAL 4 8 (i i g o i 8 98 F R
Hfiy RNA S5 ] 425 77 X 48 il 3¢ 14 DA T 52 i) S5 [A)
FEARFETTIH o FEU I 1 2 W A% 1 17T I 28 A8 1Y) 5t A%
R, XIE R SRR F R e L 2 A
AR ZAL . G35, ik BA 4 i I ALk e J7 (81
Wit E 1) e 2 66 40 M 23 18] Fi s e 45 £h 9 i 2%
FRAE

AL VRN T ML 22 A 2, BN
Bt R R S 2 — A DR TR A SR
BB EONR B RN B G R ME R KT .
Al R S AR Al R R VA G R Ry R IR T
RIS 7R ] DL Sk A i 2% 58 R 0 T R .
FNL B AL A B T A B 485 2 A [R) A% 1 12 7 91)
1) 24 B XA AR TE AN [ B R W 22 5 1 7 A AN TR
MBLER . TEXE T, EFRNBUEEHTHE, A
1M 5 |40 g DNA B3tk 4l & s i sl & e o
o R A W s A% 1 s Ak TR R B ST e W,
ANGE T PR R 340 2 B X ) WK SRS, XY R
A AH 56 3 R g & (1 A5 W5 B ( lipoprotein lipase,

EEWB B EKE LIRS A EPFR N (2004DA125184G1101 ) 5 [ 5 A ™ Ml FE AR M R 2 52 T Il ( CARS42)
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LPL) Fl 3k 4 Ak W 6 1K 185 58 ) ¥ T 52 4K ( peroxi-
some proliferator-activated receptor, PPAR) f] |3 3
T IXFN R X ) DNA FEEAL K P& A ol 28, Hox
25 mRNA LIk g A7 — & LR, HEXF
U B A 5 R SRR 2 5 Y Al B A DGR
B RR

X i 25 IR % A, A S 1) B A B R
FEAAS I TS o oA S AN A BT R 2 A
( glicocorticoid receptor, GR) .PPAR FNFt L4 A
SH AL (acyl-coaoxidase , AOX) 3L R )5 3 7 FF 34k
PR A 2 AT mRNA K-, 76 2 1 53 B
Z AN IR JE R AR B PR R B 7 AR U
TEH 2R A — B, AT 22 fifp B 18 37 B E AR
AR RS mRNA K55 520, %00 B 0] 1
BRARGS I B2 2 T i )L RAEK KB A R4
THLH

2 EFYRERMEEZZEHXER
2.1 AMEFEMEFLMERERIEUK DNA
REW

TR FR 7 U, R R & &2/ E W
L, RN 8 3R AT BRI )RR AT LT A o
WO fiEfk DNA FEAL 0 il , 5303 38 2o 20 28 8 i
VERT, B B R 3 3k, el 72 8 W 35t 1%, DT 332 Wil 1%
o RESYILBA T LY, W 85 F R (WIRN
MEAR) EEFRR (A R) MRARED I
PEAL AW (A 2R I T IR B N R R KRR
PIRBLEE ) #8 2 5 PR 45 R WAL . R rp R s
W5, 40 S — iR H A e R ( S-adenosyl-L-methi-
onine, SAM) J& — it i 3 Ak 5z i ) fiE A&, S — i 3
& 2F bt & 2 ( S-adenosyl-L-homocysteine , SAH ) I
& L5 72 1 ( DNA methyl-transferase , DNMT) [
PN A AE T SAM B SAH, AT AR
DNA FIZLE 19 ALK 55— ey i, 4
NBG8 25—k SR, W SR {5 5 1% 3 AR
Ye ST A5 A, DT ) 422 52 e i Rl 1 Rk . — A WF
FHEONIR IS5 R WK, ok 8 45 Bk B S 57
g (RHRm G IR AN GEAE 3R B, ), Al (e
Bt ali & 1 5 MEvE A & 35S I AR I A AR U B
A B a5 R A R B LK
A R R AR X 2 ] 1 DG R IR W Bk A Y 95 5
FRBPR O 22 i A AR I R AL, E AR 50 35 W] 1)
MR IR A™ e PR R A 7 R T 5 e B (8 1 L

el . Waterland 25 3238 Wi 173 15 /1N B AR 3
m) figs 5 2% RE A= K KT 2 (insulin-like growth factor-
2, IGF2) JE A i) Y JEARAR 2 SR AR 52 IGF2 ik
B3k, IR ik 2 IR 4E4: R B, % H1 AL
PRI T S 350 AR B IGF2 1) 55 IR B ( gene im-
printing) 2% , fiy DL 30 F O (1 4 1 b 78 % IGF2
R R IE B OCH S,
2.2 WHMREFAKEZIWE FFRiE LK DNA
REWL
2.2.1 kAT DNA HEEAY 1) 52 i

LA A RE A B HY B, 20 70 i A R At 25
DNA A 3ok 5 JC e T Ak v iy Y66 66 A1 0 il
B, N2 5 & A0 kA’ . EEARE
— T E IR, T HL R K 1 S — BRI
M, A2 P AR AR R X B g e s, H
AR FE N FE R 1 ek 1k SAM, 7E 4 {1k F it
SEHE Ay SAH, iz ) P56 72y [R) 2 ey 2F e
1% (homocysteine , Hey ) , —J5 1, Hey 7] LI 5 22 &,
MRAEZE LR B, MO B — DEmR kS iU AL T B
BB , 28 5% B B 1 2B K e 2R 5 g — 5T,
Hey 7835 2 /2 & B i ( methionine synthase , MS)
YEFIT AT 9k 05 A E R R . 161
44 R B MR R AR fi 5 - F R DO A R
( N5-methyltetrahydrofolic acid, 5-CH, THF) %% iz fy
VU M g ( tetrahydrofolic acid, THF) , 41 fit B &
7B &L Y & R 18 IR i ( methylenetetrahydrofolate
reduetase , MTHFR ) fiit {4 X 50 25 ) F 1% B i A7
TET R Z 40 b IF 52 i DNA HEE AL, 75— fik
PP B EEE (K1),
2.2.2 MEREMX B EYEAE RS DNA HUELALRY
KE

MR- M EER B AR, ES HIHE
BT DNA 5 B A P Y AL R0 R 23K 45 A1
Kbl — B B B a5 L B AR MR Y R 8 % DN-
MT MTHFR F1Hf 3 i 5 2 bt 20 B2 1Y Jk 5% 7% i
( betaine-homocysteine methyltransferase , BHMT ) 4
(520 ., DNMT J& DNA AR i) G B il , 3R ik
FHE 0 DNA 3540k 45 . Engeham 2517 i ff
R W], BE 1A %D 58 0t B2 N, DNMT . MTHFR F1 MS
LR IB R Z M, X — IR R/ 5
M — BB — R M EEN RS, &
28 PN IR BT A 18 95 AL ] el AL AR R g I 2 A A
PG AL T — e R Jioh, dis FRARG
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S

25 4

F/NEU MTHFR e DR e B 36 3i BH  1E DR dkok
S FE RN SAM 5 i a4 & SAH &% i, Af
A S E0E DNA HSEA R B FRAR T o [, 36
ABTTEFR WL, 2% A A M/ 7 ) MR R I IR ) A

Protein
SAM <«—— Methionine

Methylation
reactions

Choline —» Betaine
SAH =<—5 Homocysteine

l B,

Cystathionine
Bs

Cysteine

ethylTHF<«—— Methylene THF

I 2% 5 52 B 1ML 3K Hey 5 i =i 19 52 00, MM 5
HE R 21 21 DNA LA Y () i 2 1) 55
R B A L VA B P g

THF <«————— DHF

Glycine Thymidylate
‘> B, synthesis

|Purine synthesis

Methylation reactions ; Fi 3£ 4 )z i ; Protein ; 75 (9 Jfi ; Methionine ; 55 24 i% ; Glycine ; 2 %4 Ji% ; Choline ; IH i ; Betaine : & S0 ;
Homocysteine ; [i] % & 2 Bt & iR ; Cystathionine ; A7 Bk ; Cysteine : 2 it Z 2 ; Thymidylate synthesis ; [ 74 i, ; Purine synthesis
IZ 44 % ; DHF : — & MR dihydrofolic acid ; MethylTHF : N5 — 1 3L U & i N5-methyltetrahydrofolic acid ; Methylene THF; [
FH 3L U &2 methylenetetrahydrofolic acid, B, :4E4: % B, vitamin B, ;B,, : 4E4: % B,, vitamin B,,

1 —®RBA ARG DNA REY

Fig. 1 One-carbon metabolism and DNA methylation[ll

BROTERSL, Hofth B 44 R gt A R B, i
B, i % B, &[4 % DNA H 34k (%
1), —R A AR, 5,10 — 7 5 pg &t iR
(5,10-CH,THF) % 5 MTHFR (/] f {k % 25 X
5-CH, THF (¥ [A] i}, MS fi# b Hey T H 3L T B 4R
R Kt B R B, MR N IR 48 H S AE
REEEH A BN, R R S = n] 5 88
PIHLRT IZ A Ak, KRBT R0, K 18 o
AR Bz, 5| KFEHN 4] DNA IKH 51k, 5
1B TR 40 AR R AN T IR Y R A YDA
ST SR OB, e Z AT 5]k AL K [
I 50 DNA #5455, 8= 45 % B, M iR =
REZEL, d > SAM A A 4, B0 MS 135 1k
T LR ik, I —E R i2E DNA (i B 384k
R R IIE S, 4 K B E B 10 A
J& , K EEE W 1 2 21 DNA Hp i s g (1 H 30
JEFRE35% . W 1 BER , Hey #5728 o I o7 ik
T B TE K D 2R 1 1 AR T 2 A SR it
Wl (4R By FEMEMEIE ) HOmi e, BY B —
OB Bk £ Y B~y — IR ok g A Ak T4 R B,
F B RAE Ny B B 2 R HA% 1T R (flavin mononucle-

]

otide , FMN ) 13 2 it 1214 — 4% 7 J#% ( flavin adenine
dinucleotide , FAD ) LA S Mt 25 5 25 & T A4 4) ot
XLLEEE S SR GE A R B, W 484 & B,
Bz, 4 R B, 74k S HR E AT A ) i e AT
AEZ 24545, 1F DNA IE % & 6l 50 & 54 B, B
G4 R AR 5-CH, THF 25 H1 JE | % 7% 55 THF FI
5,10-CH, THF, DI f#1F DNA IF # F 346 Al 4 15 5
FE LT o HABAKEVER B R4EAE R, AR |
2R K e RN £ 525 5HE AW RN B, &
WRZHE ALY RBEACH —FIRY), 12 B 2 5
fitg A B)—&B5r. RRMRANS 54 EE ADP - #%
WERALYE T, OF B AR 2 R (ADP - &% 0%) R4 i
[ poly ( ADP-ribose ) polymerase , PARP | fJ il ¥ , iR
Y&y Sirtl (—Fh B A7 NAD — HOfi i) 28 B 5 St
TEBHEVER Z e sk I 7)) IR 2 54
% 1Y 25 Z T 1k (histone deacetylase, HDAC) "',
DI B R R, R HY O 1 R A, 4E A & OB, (4
HEF B, HEE R B IR T B AR 2 0
YEM . DNA ZHE BB b AUSHR R 2
B IR AR 28 7E — & 2 (W] A4 B0 17 2 00 0 P R K
I3 B M RS AL L]
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F1 ERFMEMBEER SRS EEELRE

Table 1 Epigenetic roles of nutrients and bioactive components in physiological processes“(’J
EEisit BRR TEM®z
Nutritional types Nutrients Action pathway
R — TR ) R 2 A R AL A
42K By, MS (46 B
I YR B, SHMT CBS % it Fit it 114 4t g
Vitamins HHEE B, MTHER [ 5t
JIEL B i BHMT 2 2 2 P AR 1L
MR #458 GNMT f935
IR S AT Y HRAR S — IR H R SAM BT
Amino acids and its deriva- THEmR s# 5k BHMT =28 bt &0k 18- 31k
tives 225K it SHMT 24t THF (1% B B it {4
7)) oIS B MAT 46 il
Mineral elements fir BSRFERLAE s R
AR 5 B DNA F LR 7 il i) 400 it 751
REW DNA FHRL G 7 I 9 410 1t 571
AWETEE S LR 2L T P % Rl 300 71 7]
Bioactive compounds FIBR M i HE R BIE CIAI 7]
i IR K S i 77
TR DNA H AL HEH OB
LRSS PR T el i HER CmEfk
Other factors i il 2 F TR DNA W5y 4 F B

CBS: B - it & M cystathionine-beta-synthase ; GNMT . H &l — N — H J:E£FL [iff glycine-N-methyltransferase ; MAT .
FH 7 2 MR IR T BL 5% 72 fiff methionine adenosyltransferase ; SHMT ; 22 % i #2 H BL 4% #4ifi serine hydroxymethyltransferase ,

2.2.3  GIERRE F AL 4 DNA HSE{L 1Y
Al

SR I e = T A4 0l DR 3 DR 4 10 o k5
540 DNA H LA K F , 8 4R R SR R K7 5 2
ik UL Kz DNA HEALI 258k , A F) T LR 5
B F5 3 AR FTHUE P2 A 0 IR 3 {75 4
MR 2 5 JE R 2 34 P 755 T2 DNA 564K 1 BF 52 i
YW FRBE S B S . Park 250 S N 4
A0 £ WL 7 5 R e 2 194 4 L, T A T BHMIT
G A X TR 7 R AR B MR TT,
[l if BHMT mRNA 23k /K VA0 5 Fh 5, i W]
TEH AR B Z 19 25T, BHMT 3% 1 55 mRNA %
PRIEAR G, 3 Fh 7 38 T Hey 75 H1 L 1L 5645
ERATRIAE 1, T4 5 T 2 & B AR o 1 1 Y 2
PRI A ORI %, Lin & KA T RRER
MR fe Z A £ 3 36 5 30T K BUIT DNA 2 {K f9 4%
F AL e PERRE B9 B . Waterland > BT 5215
T RN BB AN RN SR R R T R R
P S [ X Sk DNA 53 1 B AL 2548, sl
WF5E B, R v 4 35 1R /K - 1 185 AR S AL 2 3 T

PR B AE A [A] P 23 52 T 1R) 39 4 41 3 [H 4 DNA
R R L, R P R Bk = SRR nT BE = 3
HOULA JTFAESF2H 20 DNA R 64k 1 4l o 2
MR 2 S EUULA L JIFHE SR 4141 DNA i 3
A, DT 52 Wi PA) RS £ 2R A R 2 PR RE . i A ok 4
WFFEUESE T & KL n] DL i 41 41 DNA 3R fp e
P S 5 DR 14 30K, 2 TR W) sl 4 1) A 7
RE, 9 BT 50 28k R 70 1 19 A 42 L B R I T Hg
Henl
2.2.4  BLEEFREXT DNA HIEAL AR
UTAFE R M DNA L AL ffy JE BT 58 it IR &R
PRI HLEEE O BT OB S . B % &
PR B 7 (Cd* ") 26 AP, B 461 3 25 1
AL X SR 1 B R 0 > A i A B TR
Cd* " b3, F T AL K 4] DNA I SLAL X 48Kk A4 —
SE A, T BE B — S UL R 1 5 R
B4 S — Bl bo i R DU &K, W RERZ I DNA Ay Y 3%
IR o /N BR AR e = S 04SP ) AP
61 p53 . p16 FEPR i 8l 1 X (0  FOEAE ™ o kel
ik = BE % [ IR XS UL Y 41 20 DNA L 5% 7% Jifg %
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% 25 %

I, FE 2] DNA B I8 AL KT B AIG, AT
BN & B B LB & A AR Bl A=
VRN RERmEANSE, SBmMEA S LA
PRI FE R 5 W, AR 29 2 e 20 e 1 % &, T
WGBS 2K e iR 2 SAM [, R i e e £
B AT REIE o I 38 4% (8] 22 52 ) A 4 K P9 DNAH 3t
PRI i K L S0k 4 T S AR S MR T
REEXANF &7 B B QR g 5L [ 41 DNA H
erysgm, R\ KN ZFE T L FECAR AT
3T Y 1% SR i 36 [ 24 DNA H 3 b 2 85 & 4
A BT R B X DNA H AL iY 5% i 7 [
AN A 1% Z 8 . Sciandrello 5™ #F 57 & 31,
S 1T P A SRR 6T DNA AT K 19 52 ), 8 B3 A
FE PR AL B AIC H FE AL, 3 2 5 Bl 3 PR AN B2 1) 2L
JEH . Chen 45 BIF5E % 3R, K 3097 52 52 N RE S R
LAY DNA H I ALK, BE1E 8 X & 1R BHE
I YIRS AE K R T NS A &
TN . Ashwell 2520 g iR T 5L 1) X6 @ 1) 43t
2557 PRI, B R A A s 25 38 i i (P) I IR ISR, I
HERZ G WiE 5 PACH R SO 3L 79 mR-
NA (1) 235 2 5 E R, 3t ok 8 3% 2 0l A% 28 W st
EE MR AL T RE M B S 3 5
2.2.5  HA PR ZE 6 W 4 152 R

3 1 PR 4R R A & 8T K R 52 )
1 & A 2 26 W35t 4% 1 35 3k AL . Shimazu
S LKA S SRR AT B -
T iR £k ( BOHB) RPJ i 4 A= 5%, BOHB Jj& HDAC
PRI -, S8 AL 8 1 ek, DT AR AL
RZM A fiv i 7. Romero 257" DI [A] 14 B & 1A
BHE IS W (Ross ) 344 A%, A K & 22 B C
MR AT 25 5, I AR EAR I A X 5 L F 42
HS B AR E B 32 & THRERMER. RUIKE
I ARG B AR 5y, dEmiREAR T A Bk
W AL 2 ™ — AR J1 o il e ) B 3R U0 3t
L3N 5 ol X6 ) ek B 8 A S B, I 38 L A2 RS O E
FAG L IEAR

T3 A1, X 1 R ) A R R A R T
B ARDRHEC 77 121 B B B, 51 A A 28 5 SR W T 1Y
BRI, XF XS & 0 8 FR R 0L A B E S
Kidd"“ {8 T RS H YR R R e A R
BRI US N fe o A X A K B B A A T A
AE. Peebles 25" W £ 7] 44 b 4 4] M2 K 3tk 15 4%
EME SR EE MR, e R R s 21 H

W B A E [ ho 38 0 B S R R T SRS AR AR A
PR o %09 26 RDAR o 22 A 0 0 i 10 7R (
SR ) X R RS Je A 1 A A R R AR bR e A T
AL I R 6 Ik B R A S . Kidd ™ Xt 21 JH i
B39 43 51 RIS I 0,25 mg/kg L — PR ) i 56
TR, MR 3 AL B B (30 .35 .37 JE 1Y) AfE XS ok
DA S5 AR B AN [A] P i 1A 2R 7 A R A A
PEARBZ A, 45 58 Kk AN AR AR AnfaT , B X8 4]
HHEs i L — R A RE s D> 7 AR E R A Wi DR . %
R 25 I SRR R AR W SR W T AT A S BRI
IREE R TR G oA g, el As 3L R 4, w] DL
PEAT 2 L3 B ) 3 AL AE 1K

3 BEMRRERESRNEERER

F B WAL IR G 04 R R B A o RS
I E oA i BRI A R B O B e 52 R A
JH #5185 B AR S0, A o7 5 AT 38 LA 1 1 2 7o 1S 8
SEAEA, RN R B R ER Rk BF
0ot 2 WLt 12465 W 1 3t A% 2 16 W 3 (] 90 2 7 0 e
MRk AEMAETH
3.1 BRMKREERES DNA RENY

FEPC T A A s AR b A AR FE 40 i (PGCs) (1Y
i A 1 DN ALY 1B A 25 F A . 2 iR A=
BEL 2 MO B B AR B U i B R R A T A R N AL
FBIFF 43T Y SEAL ™ DA R A A% 8 WL W 77
TES 25 25 5, AEE AT BRofs D0 341 1R 1 A3 ) 5 TR
i 25 Je Ao FR AR BB 240 i 5 D 4 % PP A e 2
BORG T R T BEA  FRE MR T 5, 520K i 802
T S TR B R LA AR 1 KR 43 TR R
T MG FE AR ARG K, A EEZ T 0 SR 5 A fi
i) TR AL 8 LR ok BIR 4 U A 8 Ja AR A R/, A
T AE B AR 1) S5 ) A AR O . DNA FH &AL (&
Wi (CRE A2 EDC ) 32 88 AR A S 1 T2 iR 1 o
K55 MR T~ 15 il & 802K B0 AT, #4540 AR B AC
7 EE AN [ ) PR AR AR S, 32 65 )5 , DNA JH 46
KA. 7R IR FIY], R 20 B3 1 Bl
B3, TENE AR 1 o A v e o T R R AR SR A B
I B OR 4P LA A 5 H T A 0 R R O (1 2) .
AR 2 M ST AR ) Bt 2 PR R A T g A, AN X
TEAE A BTIR G % 75 o 4 S A A, i EL7E BT
BEPA ek fa i LA R 4z R PEAZ O M i P A FE A
TEH .
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A Somatic cell Adult

Sperm

/ 0 F%rtilized

Degree of methylation

I
I
I
germ cells :
1

De novo . () I—

me(}hyl'ilti 1 J ™

lg%rr?l@@ﬁé?l ; Egg | [Demethylation
Primordial in early embryo

Blastocyst

>
/ Maintenance

56 11110}/6. : methylation
methylation in

somatic cell Pgﬁe]sgg
lineages y

/{V

oerm cells

Gonadal Germ cells Fertilization

differentiation develop Morula

Early Pregastrulation Gonadal >
blastocyst

differentiation

Degree of methylation ; Ff §:{k 7% & ; Primordial germ cells ; Ji 6 4= 58 40 if] ; De novo methylation in developing germ cells ; 4
B A A A DA Sk B AL 5 Sperm A% T~ s Egg : Bl T+ ; Fertilized : 527K ; Oocyte : B ): 41 g ; Demethylation in early embryo I
i 2= B 34k ; Blastocyst ; % iff ; De novo methylation in somatic cells lineages ; {4 40 it /7 M\ 3k F 4k ; De novo methylation in tro-
phblast lineages : %% 3% /2 41 i 7 M\ sk H &1k ; Maintenance methylation ; 4 357 B %t {k, ; Placenta yolk-sac: Jifi #% Dl 35 %% ; Gonadal
differentiation ; £ il /3 fk, ; Germ cells develop; 4 5 2] Jifd & 7 ; Fertilization ; 5% %% /F Fi] ; Morula; 3% 2 Jift ; Early blastocyst; % Jf 5.
1 ; Pregastrulation ; Jit I I fij 3 ; Somatic cell {41 fif] ; Adult: il 4F .

2 FAEXREHERDNA RENREE

Fig.2 Degree of DNA methylation during various stages of development"

3.2 SNEEHEDIERE BN

BRNG IEH 09 K AR & A T 2 7
(P SE= S 7/ )5 tE - i I e TSR N
A I R i o e T e 7, PP AL X, T
Lt S R IS 00 ) 30 0 2 ) 2 5 e
F AL S T 5

A PR S TP 0B SRR IR kK F e
—E IR, I Ho A B AR 2 0 5 A% (5 B AL
SIE RIS . BEXSTE 7 ONET 7 d K KE S IR
Vg RV R & P KRS R EE AP,
TR BIT R, & VR IR G 5 SR A,
ALY IR IG I FE KSR BT FE W
EER E R KT RME YR, R E A
5 T IR R W e S i 11 2 W3R AL I M 2 . Al XY
e R, 2 R O Ak 0 0 T R R A
AT 2o A AR o 2R O 18 4% 24 i S0 s ) —— R 2
F 26 I ARTE FRI, ] 320G B i A MR E SR, AT
AR5 FE LR 25 S 7 - Ferket 25 3 1o 1] JUR A 114
B v A A T B XS IR 25 57 (in ovo feeding,
10F) ¥, % BUIR R 75 I AL 1T 1 28 14 W Ui o0 9 5t
HE SR, KRG C SIES2 T TOF # J2 0
R A AR 4% 26 M AR 9 028 . Tako 4510 AR
e XS IR ZH , IOF B4 1 W) A AT 4 3% ~ 7% (¥ 4t

40]

I HX P 2 > — B R 2L BB J5 0160 14 d.
MRS KB, A RERE R B - R L
HIIET /R K AE 5 1 S R I B 45 8 Y TOF
EFRIRER T BB AN ARG 0 T, 4w AL R s
MBI A5 T Z Ahab B 25 56 1 & 8 A B B AR
Gl CE SR s R B BRI S0k AR e T
Ve, BEZ AR T /NS R R SRR 45
TR X R G SRR A s AR A S R
& B I, WO R 25 IR H R T S8 W] R 2 2 5
R kAR

4 FRMHZWERITHHRMEEIH

JLE W Sl A5 O, 2 R Sl Rk A N L AR
ATERE R — A ERINR, et FHRIRD
1o EERAAE S B, PR A R B 5 T
FEINA, f 4% DNA H AL A 3 4 5 (9 34 8 1
BT 1 3l 2518 Wi s A6 0L A BRI 38 I ) 4 2
g5 T B AR A AT Sy AR Co 3R it R T 3 i A AR Y gt
el o KT R, AR BRI R, 46 %
B RO PE U EE R AR SO R A S A R 2 e i
PO IE A A0 B A2 iy AR R ARAT D AR TR
TCFZIR o ER AR X T REXG B PR AT Dy 0 WL it A% 4 e
X AR WL I A 14 2 1 S A 408 RO T — &2
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% 25 %

BB IEZ BN T Z T N T AT
S IV 5508 7 A ) 7 38 488 2 22 i % I AR 4 2
B 7125 57 T M\ WL 38 A 25 11 ) FEE 18 283 Tl 501 114
TRZ UKL , Lindqvist 251 36 UM R B % 9 110k
L AT J5 M N BE S % 15 F A IR 41 R
12 h/12 I 58 5 006 BE 5 A, T 3 36 4L SR A
TR A BE A, (R AL AE 2 24 A 1 Ol IR B
— 3, 2P b AR I AR TG T R
AL ARAGPE, T Xk IR 2H R OE B SE S WK E
HFARAEAT I RERAT g B2 1] 2 S R 1, 9
FRTATEA BT TR A0 T . 25 S R B, S AR B0 I B 3
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Poultry Nutrition and Epigenetics

YU Xiaoqiong ZHAO Guiping LIU Ranran ZHENG Maiqing WEN jie "
(Institute of Animal Sciences, Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Beijing 100193, China)

Abstract; Over the past few decades, the theories of biological evolution founded by Darwin and genetics es-
tablished by Mendelian laid the theoretical foundation for the poultry breeding and the improvement of breed-
ing, which significantly improve the quality of poultry meat and enhance the poultry productivity. Genetic se-
lection not only is able to dominate the parental gene, but also can transmit through successive generations.
Mounting evidence suggests that environmental factors, such as nutritions play an important role in the modifi-
cation of gene expression. However, epigenetics refers to the changes in gene expression that occurs without
any change in DNA sequence, which has become an important subdiscipline within genetics. The article fo-
cused on the influence of poultry nutrition on DNA methylation, and the phenomenon that this influence can be
successfully inherited by the offspring through the genetic remodeling of germ cells. [ Chinese Journal of Ani-
mal Nutrition, 2013, 25(10) :2192-2201 |
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