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BIE T DEEE - il POBKN 7 a4 23, DNA & & v 328 DHBEER
Zleic X viflfla g, i E T, invitro SRR W 721952 5. DNA L
DT — R —=HFAET 2175, DNA ZEH 2 AMEOZl (- Alth)
ZHE L, DNA KK T 2 2 v 0 BOREEICHEL RITT T EBRINTE 72,
L Lo, SHEHRRERD 723 7ES 2HlldNICE T, DNA D "&b
AREE D ZELT BHREIIRZH S 2 Thv, ATk, BPESEED 12
THEMRICEH L, B/IMEAND N EEREGICEWTDNAT YV A RT 4 v 7
(CHEHLEADRUNADED) HEL 2EBEMHT 2L 2HNE Lz,
DNA 7Y VART AV IHBELE7-01CE, P27 OFEICHNZ, DNA O
HHEIRA R SN L 7 B, AR TR, B/AMERICBE VLT, RNA R Y AT —F
I (RNAPD) ICX2 FLZDFE BLW, 2V 0BELEEK~DT v A ) v T
IC X 2RI R 3 375 2 & C, VRV — 2L DNA (DNA) O7F vV 4 R
TAVIDBEL S LDREMEIL T, insitu 4 A — v ZICFD ERRGEEL 72,
9. MIIEMNICFETET % underwound DNA (ZEH S A DR CNAL/NE »
DNA) % in situ THIEEFEFR L. Z OIERVFFEM: 2 MEE L 72, Underwound DNA
ST RS T CThLIEAT VLY ZJL v 2 fMilGICEY AT E7-0b, 4k
TEY VT K VL 72, Underwound DNA % fi#ii4 X ¢ % 3EH O MBI IG L T
EAF ALY T L VA L DNADEER, B XU, S04 A -2 v 7icEs
F 2 HOLE AL L 72 2 &2 b, RFEOEBR RIS DD bz,
R, BIMEWNICE TS IDNA OT VYA RT 4 v IR ERT 2729,
underwound DNA & & % 1C, tDNA X3 2 HC in situ ~A 7 ) XA X —2 3 v
ATV, IS TREE(C ISR I X 2 BIREA A —Y v 7R FEL 72, Z DOfE
B, DNAIKBEVWTDNAT VYV ART AV IHREL DT LRI N, /MK
. VARV —LRNADIE - BHinsfTbndaT e, VEY —LDOERBTD
NEY ALK INE, a7 - oGk s vos gL othfuta %
3



17 o 7245, underwound DNA (I#%/ME= 7 2 d.0ic i L. #/MEy = v X
D AMETC X ENC e~ T underwound DNA 237 W Z &L 2 & o7z, &
NHORERL L, B/MEa 7B bv7oREL, BuMEY 2 vicB T 5
DNA DRI R E KT 5 2 & T, B/MENICE LT 1DNA O T vV 4 R
T AV IBEL AR TRR I N,

EHiT, HIMENICEWT IDNA 287 vV A4 2T 4 v 73 2B % BGE L 72,
/MK 2 7ICJHTES 2 RNAPL OGRS 3 2 BB EEE % 17 o 72 /5 5R. RNAPLIC
L2 M7 OFREDR, B/MENICEIT S IDNA OT VYA RT 4 v 7 %EL L
LARENT, E£72. B/MERICE T (DNA OBfilEfE#ER %24 5 KT & L <,
oMk s = v DR 1T 5 nucleophosmin (NPM) & H L 7-B#%EE., *
KO, 7 n=F v ElEERZ{To7, Z DR, NPM O EA{K7 1DNA L
D77 = vIHEH (G4 ICHET S L T, DNA OBiEEEHE % /L T,
IDNADT VYA RT 4V 7 RFEET L LIRS NIz,

LLEDOFERDL S, /MK 7 D RNAPLIC L 3 P L7 oF4E, B XU, /ME
22D NPM EAKR~DT v 7 ) v 27 X 5 DNA ORGSR A58 5 2
LT, IDNA DT VY ART AV IBREL D EBHL 2L TRo72, RIFEIL.
il 2 DN HEE R IC B \ TEIICZ L 3 2 I EBREL D b L TN 7 1 & 223
N EEEEZRBLTCEY, 250y 7 F b UMidast & o
HEOEREE 2 AT 2 —Bhe kb, 7. EYELOBERICE VT, S
BB ICH L 72 8BS FREDFEBT % X 5 1C. DNA 5 & & AR % 12409 il
TALMHAIERINCELEELOND, S5k, ElboFAEERET S
T LT, DNA OFEFRFICMZ. JIOEHAT D DNA —&E 5 ¥ A& &t
CEBHLAET e —FoRE1MRFE NS,
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IDR
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qPCR
rDNA
RNAPI/II
RNAPIIS2P
SSC
Topl/11
UBF

5’ external transcribed spacer

actinomycin D

Psoralen-PEG3-Biotin

bleomycin

bovine serum albumin

biotinylated trimethylpsoralen

chromatin immunoprecipitation (7 B~ 5 v &%)

camptothecin

CCCTC # &K+

dense fibrillar component

etoposide

fibrillarin

fibrillar center

fluorescence in situ hybridization

G-quadruplex

granular component

intrinsically disordered region (CRIAZSPERAIER)

Lattice-pattern structured illumination microscopy
(K& TR AL A SRR

nucleophosmin

Y VIR RIEK (Ca?', M@ REaH/&H)

NIENVLT AT RN

putative quadruplex-forming sequence (£ G4 JLEKECH1])

quantitative polymerase chain reaction (7€ PCR)
YR — 2L DNA

RNA KR U X7 —% /I

Y V2 U VLB RNAKR Y X 7 —% 11

HTALF PV DL - 2 VEEF P Y Y LA
FRAY AT =¥

upstream binding factor
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1-1 HICLB DNAZESBABEDZTL

EETFOES - HHlh YoKN 7 av 23, A Rl o ELE ch 2,
Bl z 3. Aok, SCIRER RN 2 BE TSR I N 5 & & TilEa,
M o BE%E X, FMIEFEEICHE > T DNA 238X 2 2 & TEHRT S [1], W
7 uk ZDHIHIC BV TIX, £ v X7 H L DNA DRIOH AR EE 2 E %
HY, REMAFE LT, e+ L DNAOHEEHALIET b5, B
ICBEWTIZ, DNAICE R Y REEL L TX 7L A Y —LE2BRLTED,
HRFAEIE CHERALE AY DNA ICHEE 3 2 BRI (REE & L)< [2], LA L.
t X P VOREHHBT e F LR EDLEEMiEZ TS L. e APV EDNALD
[l < FEMAERAT 2 0 . G HEECHIEBE A DNA G T 52 L
DE[REE 725 [3]le TDXHIT, DNA & X v 2 EOMAERDOELE AL T,
BT O - HE AL ON 7T r 2 AAHIE T TW 2

zvoXyE L DNA OMAERICEE 252 3% KD 1 2L LT, hic
DNA —H L ARE O Z(ICEH L 22 Th N T % 7z [4]-6], Hlz X, S
vty FEHWT DNA KK 10 pN ML EDF[RNT#EH & ¥ % &, DNA —HbH
FARBEITHOPREL L LT, X VYORERTONS Z LA bNT
W5 [7] i, ~UH—¥LRNADNAKY AT =¥ LDHTFE—X—H
DNA K Z{EHE e BAMoNTED, fHlziE, RNA FJ X 7 —
(RNAP) % 15-25pN DR ZFE X 5 [8]-[10], TDZ & H 5, EBlnTHs
FICHE\WT, RNAP FHOBFHAESE25RNICE Y e X+ v ofiéa 2 s
58T, X7VLAY—LICXB[EEERT YA B OBEIL T3 & HEH X
nzd, UbkoXksic, TFE—2—0349 5 1C X ) DNAZHEL & AMED
ZAST B LT, 2V 2HEDMHAEEM, D TEIEN 7 v 2 22354 & h
bLEFEZLNTND

INE T, invitro —3TEBOFREICLY, HTE—X—ICL2T)DOFEL,
DNA “H b AMEDOE., 2 L TE v 7 EORADOBIRABMEE LT X 72,
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L2 LD, in vitro EERICEWTIE, D DNA 07— X — 2%
REMBEINTWDE—HT, Mil@NICEWTIZ, BADDTE—X =07/ L
DNA LK CchHiEFELTED, I HIC, B4 7 DNA G X v 37 B0
DNA DilfiifE - FIEES) 2 /ATRICHIR L Tnws e E2bN5, TDXIHIT,
DNA IZfFF3 %715, DNA ZHUY & < R G238 k& 42 B 5 Ml © 7
FIREICHE VT, DNA “H L E A OREEAZ T 2 X R7ZIHS 2 T,

1-2 DNAZYYART4 & 3BA7 0t X0FIE

DNA IZAE T 2 [hta] iF, BIREHROFEAL LICER S 2 BEAHEEEL
TH b, BED DNA ICEWTIE, | HENH 20 obinfg (AUnA) 114
343°CH %, DNADLEABDFE Y IcHioE—X v b (FAr7) BMERATZ L.
LA HAZA L. underwound DNA (72 U 4L 23/N & v» DNA) % 7 13
overwound DNA (A UNAARKE W DNA) 234 L 5 [11]. A I, HiF D
WEZLEZ DNAT VYA RT 4 v 7 BEFEOWEZELE DNA A — "=V [ X
TAVITEMNRT 5, BT 25 X5, FFICDNAT VYA RXT 4 v 7 IEN 7
1 2 DHIEANC B CHLI R EEZH > Tn b 2 e h b, R TIEDNAT
VYART 4 v ICERT 5,

DNA 7V VA RT 4 v 27E, DNA “AREHOFHAZFHEES 5 Z & T, RNAP
[12]°°. BREHT [13], [14]D 7' v £ — X —fHI~ DG 2 RET 2 2 L 23 5
nNTtwz (K1E), Bz, c-Myc BIZ D 7 v ®— & —fHIBICIE, far
upstream element & FEIX L 2 LS AFEAE L. DNAT YWV A 27 4 v 702 X 0 B
T5[15],[16] STICT 7T 4X=2—BXR) TLyHd—»EAT LT,
BETFHREORBEAHI#E S L Twd, 51T, DNA T YV ART 4 V7%,
Cas9 mEDX I LT —X¥DfEAEZIBET 22 AL TH DY [17], [18].
LAREDA 7 2 =7 v PIROFERE L CHEH I LT3 [19],

F72. DNAT YUV A RT 4 v 27k, #4739k B DNA OJEKICEH S35 C



L2HILNT WS (K1HR), flziE, DNA TVY YA RT4 v 7 %MHLT
DNA —HEH LB ADRHEN ST = v ER RO EWERERS| CE % 72856, —&KHE
DNA NOPUDD 7T = v 07— AT 4 — vEDKEFKAEEZMLT G An
T v b EHIN S FERGE R & B [20], [21] £ LT, G AT v L BREAER
b lT, REWNZRIEBE DNA TH 277 = vIUEHE (G4) MR EI NG,
ZOficd, DNA T vV A4 AT 4 v 7%, R-loop [22]. cruciform [23], [24]. Z-
DNA[25],[26]7x &, #4 72 JEBHIDNA DK # T 2 2 L b T w3
JEB A DNA 3, BERTOMEAOEENE LT, £k, DNARNAFY X7 —
CYOBEICE T 3EEY L L@ & T, BETEEPEMLOHIEICEFS T
2 EEZLNTNS 27

IHIC, DNAT VYV ART 4 v 7k, oA LIRS EREEDTEK %
HET 5 28] (K1£H), flziX, xevty F2HWT DNA T vV AR
TAVITEFETLE, BORADBERING [29], BOEAZEL 721
I3 DNA OEERRFFTNICE K 722 72%, DNA OHNAEZRINT 2 &, #E
OB N E LTBIET 22 LA TE 2, & O & HOGCIAMERIC X b BEF
BET 2 LT, BOTAD - BH) - R &0 X4 F I 7 A OBEEHGE
B HNTW S [29], [30], MfEZEANICEWTIZ, BOLEADERKIZ, = v v
Y— & TuE—2 -0l [31], [32]°. B Mbp ¥4 XD 7 v~ F viEiEHAL
THBEFKRaTHN RN AL vOFEE [33], B4)ICH ST A A[REEN TR I N TV S
ZRIC XY Y OSEIC BT 2 AR RN BE TR OIEE 2 HIEH T B &
Ez b TWw3 [35],

UEDX>ic, DNA 7YV A RT4 v 271%, DNA & & v 27 EOBOMHE
ER%ZZE e 2373, JEB A DNA (~8+ bp) BLUHELEA (~
¥ Mbp) D %ZS LT, 7/ L DNA O VifkfExR ~ Vv F A7 —VICE{L &
#3Z¢T, BN7 a2 20fliHlicES L Tw3,



Underwound DNA
(Helical angle < 34.3°/bp)

Torque

A Y

Protein binding Non-B DNA Supercoiling
formation

1 DNAT VYA RT 4 vk 2N 7 0 X 2 ofil R
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1-3 RNAKRUAZ—¥%BFENHEL-DNA T VYA RT4 VT

HIRENICEBWTDNAT vV A R T 4 v 70 E L 2 EOHEZHIE L. 8%
S DOMERITHLNTE T, Liu & Wang [36]iZ. DNA 7 VvV 4 AT 4 V7' )
RNAP ZEX&E) /1L LCTHEL 2L T 5T AERIBL, BETREFICEWT,
DNA @ L& AH % FL e L7z RNAP OEEESHR X T 3R (BRI
RNAP 25454 LTV 2RI 7R &) 1B\ Tid, RNAP 13855 DNA # 5t 405 7=
DIC_HOLFAZRIZEL, TOLE RNAPICX Y P BRET L, Thiz
\F Cl¥ DNA 2355 2% 7215 TH Y underwound DNA 34U 7w (K2 E), L
22 L7235, RNAP D% 51235 T DNA OBh[EEE2 ) & 2 BT FEAE T 5
6. RNAP & Of#T underwound DNA 28%4£9 2 (K2 ), 37%bbH. DNA
TYIAAT 4 V7 IZ@ORNAP IC X % L7 DFA L | (DDNA O Hili[al#s o )51
PGELT 5 L THEL S, £72. RNAP DRI ICHE T DNA Dffi[al#E 25 3 &
NTw 3546, overwound DNA 2378435, 2D X 51T, RNAP O%&Jj LT
ICEWT, ZNENDNAT VYA RT AV EDNAF ==V A RXT 4V
BELDLLEEZLNTVS

DNAT ¥V A ZRT 4 v 7IZEF 25 RNAP DEEICOWTIX, —oTHEEB X
OHIlE R IC X 0 B8 b hT\wd, e vty b 2w DR R,
RNAP 3R T5-11pNnm D bV 7 ZFHEIE L2 LT, DNAT VYA RXT 4
VI RFBET LI EBRINT WD [37], [38], MIEEERIC B W T,
underwound DNA IAEA T 2K FTHEY FL VY ERWET 70 —F23MThH
NTE 7 [39]-[48], ¥ 7L v IZ DNA “AfHoMIcHEA T, UVEE TFTTIIiC

FIVvELERAEEKT 249, V7L v, BXU, ZDFFERD DNA IC
EATBERIE DNA 7Y VA XT 4 v XY ERT 32 BMbNT W3
[45], [46], MHACICY TV v ZBML 7282, ¥V 7L v HfiG L7z DNA ICXd 5%
=T VAR EIT) Z T, DNAT VYA RT A VIBELTWB Y ) LGHE
WMEHOL»ETH e TES, ZNICK D, EEEYCIRIRERIEHE X

11



FHRFI10kbICD72oTDNAT Y VA RT AV IDBELTHWE T ERREINT
F Y [39], [40]. X 5IC, RNAP OiEHDfHEIC X b underwound DNA 2343
52 EHMEIDONT S [40], LA EORRIE, BEFIREIC XY RNAP D%
HIZBWTDNAT VY IART 4 VI HRELZZE2ERLTHY, Liu & Wang
DET IV [36]DZ Y EZE T T 5,

RNAP motion
%)’ zié
Underwound
DNA
%g;l' j) §§§
\
Constraint

X|2 Liu & Wang [36]IC X o> CTIRIEX L7z DNA 7 vV 4 A7 4 v 7 HERE
DET N, T ZTIERNAP OERE BEIAHIR I N T R EZEE L T
W5, B TIEICK Y DNA 2342 bLEICHEEIT 5 & &, RNAP D)7
(KAl i b v 23%4E$ %, DNA OFhEERH R A TEIE L 720
% (B) Tl DNA K’ g 27217 TH Y, DNAT VYV A RT 14 v
ZIZEL R\, ZD—J7 T, RNAP DO%J71C DNA Dli[al#si) sk 237776 3
2546 (T) Tl DNAT Y VA RT 4 v 7 B%EL B,

12



1-4 DNAZ7YYART 4V TICHEL L3 DNA OEEEEDHERE

DNA 7V VA RT 4 v 7 DFAEITIE, RNAP IC X5 M7 oFgAIThn .,
DNA OEhREIHRALETH 5, nF T, MIENICE T 2 DNA Ofifi[Elixi
ROMAHA L LT, DNA DV —FHERATEH SN TE 2, FKEMICE T,
77 b=AARuvD) Ty P+ —Th5Laclli. DNA LNz 2 S L Hie
TR TA—T %K TS, %D Lacl DFES AT CIZ. DNA Oif[aldE 75 #)5
INBZLBHMBLNTW S [501-[54], B2 (X, in vitro BEERICHENTT 2
P —RAAm T Lacl ZEiA I 72IRET RNAP IC X 25 2 HE T2 &,
RNAP DS TDNAT YV ART A VI BAEL BT ERRINT WS [54], &
bic, 77 F—ABERDOHFEET T Lacl 287 7 b —A2ARu viciEAaTE AW
IREEClE. DNAT VY VA RT A Vv ZIZEL RV L DEID LN TS [54],
Lacl BI# i &, HU [53]%° Fis [55]72 £ D DNAFEE & v X 7B, Vv— T %
7t L C DNA ORI RICHF S35 2 L AR I N T 5,

HEEAEYITIZ. VY 7RO 2 v X7 EEARTH 2 a2 — 2 v H CCCTC #i
AT (CTCF) EEL T 2 & TDNAA—THRER T NS [56], [57]. F
DL ICHABDE o7 2D 3 v — 2 CTCF #5 4 DNA EMHEEHT 5
Z & T, DNA Ol[a[#si i34 U 5 LHEH T T 5 [34],[58], Lo L7Zadd b,
VL ViEA DNA IKf§ 3> —7 v ARITOMER, ae—2 itk 3 DNA
N—7 (>1Mb) OWERIC, DNA 7 VY 4 AT 4 ¥ 7 E XU DNA +—"—
ART 4 v 7 OFETR (F) 100 kb) PEEFET 2 2 LRI LT3 [39],
L72h3o T, BEZAEMICE W TIE, v — FTEEASNC & DNA D il [aliiE % ) 58 3
ZHMADBTFLEL, DNA T YV A RT 4 v 7 RAEBEBOGIEICEHE S LT3 &
EZLNB, ZDOFFMIIARZH L 22T,

13



1-5 BRBEFE~ADT7 A 712 & 3 DNA OihiEEEHTR O AT gEft

MRIENICIZ, A==y NV HF = h =R, ARy 707 & D%
WIEEIRDTFET 5 [59], £ NZE N OENEARIC X, BT DS, RNA &
fiii 27742y 7k EOREDHRICHES T 2AEBDFHAERL TS, %
ML AR B T 2NRAE L T 2 fllfa A IC 5w T, BNEEAROTERIC X b
FrE DA XKl E g & & T, o 28R VP RIS A A RE & 7x
5LEZLNTWS [59], BEEAH S WEARESEERREES T % XE{bd % 2
H=ALE LT, W—MADEEE N L 2O 2 EH S hTw 3 [60], L
SIFERNRIEER T, 27277 4 _X—=%—, RNAK Y X7 —+1 (RNAPID) 7
Elx. RAZMMSEE (IDR) &FEEN2FEOHE X2 fFflza v F XA v ERL
TWw3 [61], [62] ENHD XV NZEH IDR Z LT, fhox v 2HP,
RNA. DNA & % St EE T 3 2 & C. HE O AR5 725186 & N 7- 1
DI S, NSRS LCBET 2 2 L3I b T 5 [61], [62].

RELTIE, V=TI L 13 E 7 2 DNA OhRERR O A & LT, BN
WEE~DOT v A ) v ICER L, BMNBEEERICDNART v A ) v 7 ding
L. BERRx v BEAERORE RN L CRAESEMNT 22 L T, DNA D
e dE I U TR & kR L 2 & PRI NS [63], [64], THiTX D
DNA DHi[alfiz D 23 /[ATICAR T 3% 2 & T, RNAP ZBX#) /) & L7z DNA
TYIART 4 v IHBELZARER S E 2 b5,

1-6 ZIMMFRDAFIRE

ROMELED DN TV EENEEERD 125, VAR Y — L& EEREZHE S
B/AMERTH 5, B/IMEIZ, 30D LR aT —v oM EEERALTED,
fibrillar center (FC) & dense fibrillar component (DFC) 72> b 72 % 2 7 2%,
granular component (GC) 267 % vz icNEEINTWE (X3), VKRV —

LOERRICEWTIE, £9. FC/DFC DRIEICHEAET S RNA KV X5 —% |
14



(RNAPD) ICX 9 V&Y —2 RNA (rRNA) 2EEE X115 [65], #iv>C. DFC
ICFHE VT tRNA I fibrillarin (FBL) 72 &2 X% 7 mt v v /s X ML A EHi%
%5, I, GC 1B\ T nucleophosmin (NPM) 7z & DHfiBhic X b RNA
TV RY — LRV NIEEHIRT 5 [66],[67], FBL IE N KEHIC, NPM IEHyeic
IDRZHLTEY, TNEN% RNA & & DI in vitro TRAT % LR % 2K
35 [68], EHIT, FBL & NPM ZiEAT % L. X VB/KAY7Z: FBL 25 NPM I N
WINaT - o MEZIZRT 5 2 L3N O LT 5 [68],

W — WA B D MED 2T — v 2 UfiiiE I, VAR Y — L 0L B O
BT R RICBEBWTEHETH 5, HlziE. FC/DFC HMiCETHE I N
rRNA (%, 5’ external transcribed spacer (5°ETS) # /"L CFBL ¢ fEATH 2L T
BESERYIC DFC ISEITN., T uk s v 7' X MLHEMiZ %\ T 5 [67], % Dk,
GC IZHBWT rRNA BV RY —2% 7=y FiAATND &, NPM & DOHf
HERZ R, MR~ EEH I NS [69], 2D XHic, VARV —LERD
BICIG LT, HED & v o2 RNA OHEERAMPET 3 2 & T, /N
a7 h»o/MEY 2 v~ Z L TR/AMESE~ & RNA 2358 IE N 5,

/MR O 1 FERERICE W TIX, RNAPI I X 2HREIC & b 7\ b v 27 AAFA
TrLLbic, HMADR VAN HESEDREIC LY, DNA OHlEEEA R X
nTwa effllansz, Laro>T, B/MED YKV —2 DNA (IDNA) IZ3F
WCT VYYARTAVIPELTORAREEREZOND, LHALEMEL, T
NETH/MENDODNAT vV 4 25 4 v 7#ICEH LRI iThbh T i
otee ZDJRERD—21%, V7L VEFADNAICK T 2 & — 7 v A g Tli.
ZVYTLYIE— 2B DNA Zf#T3 2 L BREECTH L 2 LBETFoND,
T 7z, MEENICEWTY 7L Vi DNA 2 HUER T2 2L TDNA T v Y
A AT 4 v 7FEEBZEE T 52352 DTN T Z 7228 [34], [39], [47], [70].
SRR ORI T T cHEE S T L F ., BB ERE COBEIIRSL Y
LTz,
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Ribosomal DNA
(rDNA)

e

GC | Shell

. DFC
Core
O

Ribosome
subunit

Nucleophosmin

(NPM)
i)
(DFC) (FBL)

N ‘.\AL\‘. "\q~

M3 BMEoaT7—v alitis X ) R Y — L5808, BAMEa T
BT, UKRY —L RNADIEE - Effi - 7ok v 7 iTbh, B/h
Ry zricsnT, VRY —LRNAWRY RY =L 2 v 8L EHKS
%, SERL7ZYRY =% 7T2=y b 3MIL~EHERE N B,
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1-7 XWX DOEHB

KL Tld. BU/MEN D ¥ BREEICE WCDNAT VYA R T 4 Y 7H4L 3
PR ZRIHT 2 2 L2 HE L7z, Fric, WRNAPL Ik 3 Fv7 DF4A, B X
K, Q& v IHESKR~DT VA Y v 7 Xk 2 DNA ORI R 2358 5K 3 5
ZET, DNADT VY IART AV IPEL S EDIRGERE LT, in situ FBIFEA
A=YV IICHDERGEEL 72,
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2-1 Underwound DNA DENIZHE & CIZRSFEHE DR

2-1-1 Bio-psoralen |ZX$9 % in vitro crosslinking assay

AWFFEClt. underwound DNA OHNA XA =2 v D720, ©4+F LY J
L v C® % Psoralen-PEG3-Biotin (bio-psoralen) % FH\>7z[34], [39], [47],[70] (X
4 A) . Bio-psoralen @ underwound DNA ~ D fE & Z ML T 2 72 % . in vitro
crosslinking assay % 1T > 7z [45], Bio-psoralen ¥, DNA AR DMICHEA & 41,
2ROFRY X7 AF VHEHICEENETF I VvRELILAERGAEKT 2% (XI4B),
L 72235 T, bio-psoralen 234&& L7z DNA Ik W Tk, 2AKDFRY X7 LA F
FHAEEIN S, KEBTIE., ZoWEZHMMHL T, bio-psoralen 23 L 72
DNA OB ZMET 5, LU ICHEED FIHZFL S,

9. 7721 FpBR322 (42kb) KN LTEFKRA YV AT =T (Topl) HX
CY v A L—A%MMA, 37°CT IRHIS E € % 2 & T relaxed DNA GHF D 1
U D DNA) & & O underwound DNA Z{EHIL 72, % D%, NucleoSpin® Gel
& PCR Clean-up kit (Macherey-Nagel) % F\>C DNA ZfE# L 7z, Bio-psoralen

(EZ-Link® Psoralen-PEG3-Biotin, Thermo Fisher Scientific) % f#&EE 200 uM T
DNA ICIRM L 72, KT 360nmUV (3.6kl/m?) % 20 7rfEllSI 2 C & <,
2KRDRY X7 L AT FEHOLEELZFHEE L 72, EcoRIl (Toyobo) % 37°CT 1
BULEE L, DNA ZHURIE L 720 F v I DR 3fE L, K2 E00% v 7
I3 100°CT 5 LB L 724, EHICKKPTHA L 72 1%T7 Tr—A T vic
BULPR - JEBVUILEE DNA ZiEA L 721, Mupid®-exU (Mupid) Z T, 50 V

(#14V/em) OB T 1 RRIEXKEI 21T o7, 0.lpgmL =F ¥V L7 0
~ A FVAW (Nacalai Tesque) 1€ XY 30 43fE7 V% Yt L 72%%. ImageQuant™
LAS500 (Cytiva) ZH\W T L7z, HRULEE Y 7 b Fiji [711Z HWT, 4.2 kb
DALE DNy IR 2 JE L. BULHEY v 7' I B 1 5 0 % JRELEE 3~ 7
MBS BHECER$ % Z L T, bio-psoralen #ii & DNA O E|&ZHH L 72,
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Psoralen PEG3 (Spacer) Biotin

B PEG3-Biotin

Thymine ©
Thymine

4 Bio-psoralen ® DNA IZ4 3 % #tif. (A) Bio-psoralen DL A,

(B) Bio-psoralen & F I VoMo IEHHEA,
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2-1-2 #HfRESE

~ v AP H R A AL BRI IS MC3T3-E1 (RIKEN CELL BANK ; fiffR4X
25-34) ZEERICH W/, aMEM (Gibco) 1Z. 10% fetal bovine serum (Gibco)
B 1% FIEYE-VIERARAAR (Nacalai Tesque) % 780 L 728540 % F v
T, 37°C, 5% COx DM T THE L 72, HOLRE (5 2-1-3 1H) <TlE, 1x10*
cells # @35 mm /77 AR+ L7 4 v ¥ 2 (O7 mm glass, MatTek) ICHEFEL., 7
/ L. DNA O (5 2-1-4 JH) Tk, 1x10° cells % @100 mm 77 A5 v 7
7 4 v ¥ 2 (Thermo Fisher Scientific) ICHEFEL, 7 m~F v OREIL (55 2-3-21H)
Tl 2.5x10° cells % ®150 mm 77 AF v 77 4 v~ =2 (Corning) ICHEHEL 72,
ZNEN 1624 RRIEEE L 2%, EEcftL 7=,

2-1-3  Bio-psoralen % F3\ 7= underwound DNA O & 18

Bio-psoralen % F\>7z underwound DNA @ #YEAFERIC DWW T, JETHFSE [34)],
[39], [47], [70]D FEIEEZMA AT OFIETIT o7, T4 v 22 b O
HORHBEZFG 72z, ¥ ¥ b=V X U bio-psoralen DFRIE & L ThHLv Y
Lo =7 Ay LEf ) vIRREAMRZEK (PBS (+) M L7z, PBS (+)
IZoWTIE, U vEskEE A A K (PBS (o) ; Gibco) ICANLT T L -« =%
v v LR (Nacalai Tesque) % 1:100 Tz 3 2 & TER L /=, £4°. 50
ug/mL ® ¥ F + =¥ (Cayman Chemical) % 37°CC 1 7[R L, HAEE 7
IR % AT 5 72, PBS (+) T L 72, HAIREE 20 uM D bio-psoralen % AN/l
L. 37°CC 20 /3 [HiE L7z K ET365nmUV (3.6kI/m?) % 30 2l fifs L .
bio-psoralen & DNA DOZUEZFHFE L 724, PBS (+) THH L 7z. 4% X7 H
L7 N7t F/PBS (-) (PFA;Nacalai Tesque) %z 1573fEEE L7z, #EWvTC,
0.5% TritonX-100/PBS (-) (MP Biomedicals) % fll 2 30 73 I BEALER % 17 o 7= 4.
1% bovine serum albumin/PBS (-) (BSA; Sigma-Aldrich) # /il x 30 4[]l 7 v v %
v 7R % 1T 572, % L T, NeutrAvidin Protein, FITC conjugate (Thermo Fisher
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Scientific) . ¥ 7z (X . NeutrAvidin Protein, DyLight™ 488/650 (Thermo Fisher
Scientific) %#. %N ¥ NRIKIEE 25 ng/mL B X X 2.5 pg/mL T 1%BSA, 0.03%
TritonX-100/PBS (-) WAL 72%&. ¥ v 7 Cimhi L, B TICT4oCT 12 FF
I EEHE L 72, RNA B X DNA B0z v 7z (Fils 270, il
% * % ) —nC 55 MEE L. 0.5% Triton X-100/PBS (-) %A, 15 5[l
&L 72, 1 mg/mLRNaseA (= v Rv ¥ — ) XU 50U/mLDNasel (Takara)
WML, 37°CT | BEEE L7z, ©4F v -7 Y VHAERZHEEL 29
VINEERIT 20, TuyF v 2r%icilE T v v (Avidin/Biotin Blocking

Kit, Vector Laboratories) Z i L. iR T 1 FfalifE L 7=,

2-1-4 Bio-psoralen % A\ 7= underwound DNA O EIINE L NEE

DT o FINEIHE > T, #MifEt% 2> © bio-psoralen #f & DNA Z BN L 72, &5 2-1-3

FICHCHK L 72 FNE T bio-psoralen Z DNA ICZE4& X ¢ 722, NucleoSpin® Tissue kit

(Macherey-Nagel) % F\»C% /7 2 DNA #[EI{ L. 100 uL @ Tris-EDTA buffer

(pH 8.0) I L 72, 1 mg/mLRNase A (= v Rv ¥ —v) ZFEML, 37°CT
1 iU 3~ 2 & & © RNA % 43f# L 7=, Bioruptor® II (BM Equipment) % F\»
T, JKIKH T High power IZ T 30 FfE] 0 #E & IR & 30 BRI IRIEE 30 -4 2
AT\, DNA ZWrhfb & 27, WiH{b L7 DNA % 2xBinding buffer (20 mM
Tris-HCI, | mM EDTA, 2 M NaCl, 0.1% Tween 20) & iB& L7284, 100 L D7 €Y
VA e — X (Magnosphere™ MS300/Streptavidin; JSR Life Sciences LLC) 1Z 7l
L7co EOETFCERICT 1 FFHRHR X 2R304 vFa—F L, ZDk 4°C
TR ERRX 20354 v F 2 _—F L7z, 1xBinding buffer % Fi\» Clg
[ — X %P L. IERi S DNA ZBRrZ% L 72, Bio-psoralen fiti 3+ DNA % fgz 5 & —
R & i X & 2 729 1T, Elution buffer (10 mM EDTA, 95% &V A7 AT & F)
%% 95°C C 10 7 [EIFHE L 72, 21T, Qubit™ ssDNA Assay Kit (Invitrogen)
F X U Qubit™ Fluorometer (Invitrogen) % FH\»C—7A#H DNA &% HIE L 7z,
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2-2 Underwound DNA & &K U'BE X » /X7 BDZERE 9% DfET
2-2-1 REERARES I OMFRE

DNA 7 VYV ART 4 v 7 DR v~ BDEMNI R IR T 5720, )%
LR 2 T 072, & 2-1-3 HEFRRD L CHEE, BEE, 7oy ¥ v 7%
1o 72t —R¥iA%E 1%BSA, 0.03% TritonX-100/PBS (-) THML THIA .
4°CT 12 KRIA A v Fax—F L7z, —XPUAE LT, Anti-RNA polymerase
II CTD repeat YSPTSPS (phospho S2) (5095, Abcam; 1:500). anti-topoisomerase I

(85038, Abcam; 1:500) . anti-RPA194 monoclonal (48385, Santa Cruz
Biotechnology; 1:100) . anti-fibrillarin monoclonal (2639, Cell Signaling Technology;
1:500). anti-NPM 1 monoclonal (32-5200, Invitrogen; 1:500) % FH\>7z, PBS (-)
TR L 7288, T RFUAE%E 1% BSA, 0.03% Triton X-100/PBS (-) I CTAHML T
Mz, BWTIREIA v Fax—1F LA, ZXPifkE LT, GoatAnti-Rabbit IgG
H&L-Alexa Fluor® 568 (175471, Abcam; 1:500). I X U8, Goat Anti-Mouse IgG
H&L-Alexa Fluor® 568 (175473, Abcam; 1:500) % 7=,

DNA DRt D /2%, 4',6-diamidino-2-phenylindole (DAPI; Invitrogen) % 1:500
DRPRERICTIMA . KPR L & BICERT 1 KA v Fa~—F L7,
RNA O¥ttdd /2%, StrandBrite™ (AAT Bioquest) % 1:4000 O 75 fRAF3R I Tl
Ay 300 MZERTA v F¥F 2=+ L7z, MIBOETHED 720, mALEKE 1 uM
® SYTOX Orange™ (Thermo Fisher Scientific) ¥ & NEA&IEE 20 pg/mL D
bisBenzimide H 33342 trihydrochloride (Hoechst33342; Sigma-Aldrich) % 55Hii
Z Tty 37°C, 5% CO» DS T T30 04 v F ax—F L7

2-2-2 YUY —L DNA 239 % FISH

Underwound DNA. /N % v X7 B | 1DNA % [FRICEHE T 5729,
Immuno-FISH [72]% 1T > 72, ¥ 3. bio-psoralen ¥ X "/NMk % v 378 (FBL)
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DHENCFEZH 2-1-3HE LU 2-2-1 THICEKH L 2 FiETITo 72, 272 L. 4%
PFA 1T X % [EERENE 15 20612 & 20 0 ZEE L 72, £ 0. il % B 4%
PFAIC X D 10 R L, Hifk% ¥ v 7V ICEHE L 72, 0.05% TritonX-100/PBS
(-) T3 [EPEH L=, 1 mg/mL RNase A % 37°C T 30 r[MILBE L 72, RicC,
0.1 N HCl Z /I z. =i T 2 A HNE %2 1T 5 72#. 1% PFA T 5 7 E
L7z 70%5 XN 100% T X/ — % 5703003 25 2 & TF v 7 & ik
L7ztk. 5 7rfJAE L7z, (DNA ZHERy & L7 Cy3 & FISH 7 v — 7
(Chromosome Science Laboratory; BAC 7 ® — ¥ RP23-225M6 2> HAFHL) %+ v
TNATHIZ . 40°CT 2 IRFEALEE L 72, 70°CT 5 3 IBAVAEPEILEE % 17 - 7214,
37°CC 12 RERILAEA4 v F 2 _—F L7z, ®&#ZIT. 0.01% TritonX-100/2x SSC
buffer (Nacalai Tesque) % F\>C 3 B3 L 72,

2-2-3 BAWMESHRES L CEGRER

N7 S BEMEE (1X-83, EVIDENT) % H\W CHOLY v TV O 2 1T - 72,
I RA A =Y v 7iIcBW»Tid, BT EE(LIRBAEMSE (Elyra7 with Lattice
SIM; Zeiss) % FV 7z, 40 f5 % 7213 60 i5 @ Plan-Apochromat iR X)L v X % H
WT, AT A4 A 0.2-04 pum D =RICA X v 7 Bilg % BUS L 7=,

HUS L 7zt % d &g, Mg N D bio-psoralen D H KR % E & L 72,
WfRfFENT Y 7 & LT Fiji [T1]2EH L7, £9. MlaZowmI 2557290,
DAPI J 4 Hi{5 1< %f L T Rolling Ball Algorithm (CF:-D K R OJRE % 1T » 7214,
A A ERWEERARICE B ALV v I %757, FEITHREL M
filfl 2 € B 24T o 728, R8T 2 7 Wil e olwsl 2 IS L 72, #iw
C. bio-psoralen D HFEMRICHT L CTHEFRZ A L 2%, Ml ozl o NEfC
BT 2 9O O FEZ IS L 72,

/IMAIZ 351F % bio-psoralen 35 & U8 NPM (B/IMA Y = VDR % v X7 8)
ICXNST2HOET 0 7 7 A MR 2 AT OFIHICHE > TITo 72, £3. NPM HOL
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BRI LT LD TETE R DA 21T 5 7212, "Default”7 v T Y X LIC X

D BE L7-BRE A v C fEi{ft 247 o 7z, RIZ. 3D Objects Counter [73]% >
T NPM ¥ 7 FVOELEREL, ZHE2EAMEOELE L7z, 3D suite [74]%
o CTlE/MERDOEL O BIE 2 572, HO»OLEHICE Wz 100 ¥ 27 VDA
#t £ > NPM & X U bio-psoralen DHEE 7' 0 7 7 A L BHUS L 72, NPM @ #1EHE
& DK 5 % Find Peak BEAEIC CIAIE L 724, B0 OBKS F COMREA 1 &
725 £ 5. NPM I XU bio-psoralen H¥: 7' w7 7 A v Z IEHUL L 72, L2 D
D IERULEREE 4 12D WT, (d<0.5) DHPHAZMEOANM, (1.5<d<2.0) D
HiPH 2/ MEDIMAT & LT, ZNFNDOHIPHIC I T B bio-psoralen D HIYEHEE D
FIGE & IS L 72,

2-3 B/MEARDOHFRBIEADEHE LUV ZDOMEDOHESR
2-3-1 MBI T 2 EEXILIE

Bio-psoralen @ underwound DNA (C Xt 3~ 2 B FF R 2 AL 3 2 722
bleomycin (BLM; Cayman Chemical) % fA%#E 100 uM CTHIMUC I 2 37°CT 15
IrEIREEE L7z, BLM 132 DNA —A#HB X O AREOUIW 2 & L . underwound
DNA % relaxed DNA ~ & &2 L X & 2 Z L 3HI LT 3 [39], [75]. HlfEkZ
WICB T2 FRA VA T7—=XTBLOI (Topl/ll) OHENZBKIET 5720, 21
ZNoEMEHER TH % camptothecin [76] (CPT; Cayman Chemical) ¥ X O
etoposide [77] (ETO; R LE) Z. & dICHRARELE 10 pM TR L |
37°CT 15 774 v F 2 ~—} L7z, RNAPI I X 3§55 Fh s X NIEGHE %
FHEJ 2 72, CX-5461 [78], [79] (ChemScene LLC) ¥ X U actinomycin D [79]

(ActD; Nacalai Tesque) % Z 12 WERALEE 3 uM 35 X OF 50 nM CEHLIC T 2.
37°CT 15 rfRFE L7z, NPM & G4 D AFEHAZHET 2729, G4 &R Y
v K T&H 5 TMPyP4 [80] (Abcam) 7% fxA&URAL 100 uM I THEICHN 2, 37°C
T 15 I EL 7.
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2-3-2 /0T RELRE

TMPyP4 QLB /IR T IC 351 52 NPM & G4 D AER Z T3 % 72912,
ryma~F v RELK (ChP) % 1T > 7z, EBERICE Simple ChIP Enzymatic
Chromatin IP Kit (Cell Signaling) ZF\»7z, 3. LT DO FIEICHE > T, Hifjf
Brbrua<d Wi 2EINL7Z, dA LT AT F &2 KR 1% T
CHANL, 10 HEEET 2L Tx V327 HE DNA 2GS €72, 10X 7Y
V% 10 ERIRTZ 5 2EEE LAERIGZ Ik 7212, K L7z PBS (-)
T L7z A7 LA =% CHllid % #I# X €. Proteinase Inhibitor Cocktail
Z A7z PBS (-) UL L 7z, ¥ ¥ 7 iC 0.25 uL D Micrococcal Nuclease

(2000 gel units/uL) %Mz, 37°CT0 7[EET 2 LTy m~F v 21t
L 7z, Bioruptor® II (BM Equipment) % FH\>C, JK/KHC High power 2T 30 b
OB E IR & 30 P OIRIEZ 394 72 v fT\0o, BRI L 72,

o, UTOFIHICH > T, NPM ALz u=F Y IHih 25 DNA %
BN L7z, 2a~FvBikz&LY Y 7% 500 L I XA AT v 7 L7, 10
uL ZHIOF 2 —7WHE L, AV Ty b v Tl Lz, BRY DY v i 10
g O Anti-NPM 1 monoclonal (32-5200, Invitrogen) Z Mz 7z, & 51T, KT 4
Javitae—A2BIFAHNT 4 7av bua—Ee LT, Anti-Histone H3
monoclonal (4620, Cell Signaling) % 2 ug. Normal rabbit IgG (2729, Cell Signaling)
10 pg WML 720 PURZTML 729 v 7% A5 X 72055 4°CC 12 KRHEILA
EAvF2_—1 L7, Protein G fiais e — X2 HwC, JilRiCHELZ2
n~F VWi & B L 72#. 1X ChIP Elution Buffer %Il .. 65°CC 30 43[4 v
Fax—}FL, Zu~FUrihzHAE — X072, 20tk 1V
Ty P EEULTRTOY Y I ATHT LT, NaCl X U Proteinase K % #s L .
65°CT 2 B4 v Fa =322 ThI/RR) V7 R2FEL L, RIZIT,
AV VAT LEFWT DNA ZRELL 72,
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2-3-3  EE PCR f&#T

ChIP IZ X 9 Y L 72 DNA ICxf L CTER PCR (qPCR) f#T 21T o7z, F 3.
T IA4~—%FHitT 5729, IDNA ICB T 2 GATERKES % H#EE L 72, G4 hunter
web [81]1C~= 7 & rDNA %! [82] (GenBank: BK000964.3) # AJiL. &b 7=
FEH2 5 | G TREEIC B T B 4 0 DHEE G4 RS (PQS) % EIR L 7=,
Iolc, AHT47avba—ne LTI PQS ZMA a5 B L T, 7
TA~—%ER L7z (1), %\ T, ChIP B DNA 5L U4 » 7 v + DNA
%$ L L C, TB Green Premix Ex Taq GC (Takara) 35 X U StepOne Real-Time
PCR System (Thermo Fisher Scientific) % F\>T qPCR @i 21T -7, ZhZ N
DYV TN DNT =Y b v T v b (%) %KD, TMPyP4 JEULE Y
T3 B A 2 B L 72,

Target region Strand Sequence (5°-3°)
POS-1 Forward ACCAGTACTCCGGGCGACACTT
Reverse AAAAGAGTCCAGAGTGAGCCCGC
PQS-2 Forward AGGAACATTTGCAGTCAGTCAGT
Reverse TCTGCCTCCGAAGTGCTGGGAT
POS-3 Forward TGGACTGACTGGCTGCCTTCCT
Reverse TGGTGCCCTCGTCTAGTGTGTC
POS-4 Forward TGGCCAAAGCAGACCGAGTTGC
Reverse TGACGGGGACAAGAGAGGGCTT
Non-PQS Forward AACGCTCCAGGCCTCTCAGGTT
Reverse ACGACACCATCTCCGAGACGCT

# 1 1DNA LD PQS 3 X UIEPQS 2RI L L 727 T4 = —
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3-1 Underwound DNA OEXIRHICH 1T RIS RIEDIREE
3-1-1 Invitro IZ$# L\ T bio-psoralen |% underwound DNA IZfEE T 5

KL Tlx. underwound DNA DHNA A =2 v 7 D720, ¥4 F v &
L7y 21V vCT® % Psoralen-PEG3-Biotin (bio-psoralen) % > 7, Bio-
psoralen 2% underwound DNA ICHE &3 5 & & MDD 5 728 in vitro crosslinking
assay [45]1%1T-72 (KI5A), T DFEERTIX, bio-psoralen 7 DNA N®D 2 KD R
UYX 7 LAF FHZRES ¢ 2EE ZFH L T, bio-psoralen ® DNA ~Dif&
BEMAET 5, £9. 77 A I FpBR322 (#J42kb) % Topl &£ ¥ ¥ 4 L — AT
WS % Z & T, relaxed DNA & underwound DNA % Z 1L Z 1U/FBLL 72, KIC,
bio-psoralen Z AN L. UV ZHRET3 % Z & T bio-psoralen Z /M L 72 2 KD HK U X
7 LAF FEHOGERHE L o, iR, HIRESRAHEICX Y 77 231 F DNA

ZRRILL. Y TN DEG R ZOE LTS VITEAL, KD E501E 100°CTHI
AL 7 viciE AL, EBXUKE) 21T o 7z, Bio-psoralen & ity L TW 7z
DNA lZ, Buc X 0 —ABHICFMET 2 720, #13.0 kb DfZED N F & LTHR
% —J7C, bio-psoralen & #&& L7z DNA (X, ZABEEEARIFFE N TWE 729
#1 42 kb OfEO NV F e LTHNS (K5B), Bio-psoralen 23 & L 72 DNA
DEG % 3 % L | underwound DNA 7° relaxed DNA ICHERTHEWEZR /R L 72

(K5C), ZDfEHRH 5. bio-psoralen 23 relaxed DNA I b~ underwound DNA
ICERNICRE AT 5 2 LD MEIO LT,
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A B Control Topl Gyrase
Control (bp) Input Heat Input Heat Input Heat

Topl Gyrase Sk -
C
d AN

100

,

Relaxed Underwound

4

Bio-psoralen crosslinking

T uv
v

Linearization & heating

rfr e ;
It
s [JJJJJ 0
Ve Control Topl Gyrase
(relaxed) (underwound)

5  Invitro crosslinking assay IC & % bio-psoralen @ underwound DNA ~ O

50

Fraction of bio-psoralen-crosslinked DNA (%)

HOMEE, (A) In vitro crosslinking assay @ FEERTFIEH, (B) JEZLE DNA

(Input) ¥ X OEVILE DNA (Heat) IS5 3 7 #u— 27 VERKH,
42kb DILIED N v F I3 ZAGHMIE % fREF L T % DNA 27" L T\ %, Bio-
psoralen #5& DNA 2 RDKY X7 LA F FHEPEEINT 05720
PR IC BT D ARG Z R L T3, ZO—J7T, #3.0kb DA
DNy FIFEMLEIC X ) —ABICEEEL 72 DNA Z7R L T3, (C) &PV
7 VT BT % bio-psoralen #i&i £ DNA O E| 4, Bio-psoralen # £5 DNA O E| 4 IC
DT, BVLHE DNA O3 v FEEE 2 JERVILIE o o~ v FEECHIZ 2 & T
B L7z, 3EOMIL7ZEREZT>72 (n=3),
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3-1-2 B3 D bio-psoralen #&4& DNA % HEIEH L 72

In vitro 12 3> T underwound DNA IZf55 3 % Z & 232> ® & 4172 bio-psoralen
ZHWWT, MifEENICE T 5 underwound DNA D HEHRER % 5l A 7z, HOGAT
DEBRFIEZMO6A IORT, £3. REEHEAITH 2 F F = v 2w Cillig
D i LI % 17\ >, bio-psoralen DHY D 1A & % {igiE L 72 [47], [48], KIic. A
% bio-psoralen THULH L 722, UV ZHiH 3 5 Z & T DNA X9 % bio-psoralen
D& AE L7z, PFAIC X 2 [E%E S X O TritonX-100 I & 3 G % 17
72 . NeutrAvidin-FITC IZ X Y bio-psoralen % Ak L 72, ZNZ DD
WA - ALERIKFFE] I3 e TTITSE 2 S L 7= [34], [39], [47], [48].

RO REZMRAET 5720, % b = VALHE bio-psoralen #SMll, UV
B4, NeutrAvidin Protein-FITC JABED &2 7 v 7 & Elg L TR %7572 (X
6B /1 —4%), LaL7%A0, ¥VF =L bio-psoralen Fl, UV H&
EEM LYY INicBNTh, BraRT v T2 2 TR v 7L (M6B K
L)) ERBEOHIN Y S F BRI N2 &2 b, IR 7 F XK
B ThsZepPHLP RSz, T2, VF P VIICK D IZE A D
Ha3 7 4 v & ah bR 2D 4 Ui,

IND OREZ RS 570, HAEROSEEFOURZH 72 (R2),
TT, UF P VAUEREAMKS TS L L D IR A E 35 2 & T,
bio-psoralen DY iAZ D fTHON OO blldOREEL Mz o s K5 L7, £
7oy WRAETICEWTIE, ¥ P =35 XU bio-psoralen DFRIK L L T PBS (-)
FROGTOWZDE, WREBTIE, ALY YL <722 T LEHD PBS (+) %
vz z e, fle—#iafs X Ol —7 4 v & 2 oEERMAEPRF SN
5 X 91T L7, RIT, bio-psoralen DA 157 TR WAIREMEDRE Z bz 729,
UV BRI 2 LR U 72, HA2I1C. NeutrAvidin-FITC 12fUb 0 . X D SHOLIEE A
f > NeutrAvidin Protein, DyLight™ 488 Z FH\» % & & bic, FEFFRMNFES 2 M 2
5728, MR % 1/10 12 L 7z,
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D EDR %M A 72 FiEIC X Y bio-psoralen D H AR Z 1T - 72458, Fa R
Ty 7Ty I (M6C mAH) THBWENY 7P Anilo i
—7i T, TN OV v I TIEME REEy S LI e oz

(M6CkE1—-4%5), ZofiRr5, REBLAZFIEICL Y., bio-psoralen 23 H{
I NTWB I LRI NI,

Bio-psoralen D HUCAERIC BT 2P REZRAES 2 -0, W7 € v D
AMckyeA sy -7y vHAERZHEELZY Y7 (KT7TA). BX,
DNase | LEHIC X ) DNA ZfRL7=% v 70 (M7B) #{E8 L7, chbo
Vv 7ATlE, 2 Y b= THIEEL D bio-psoralen & 7 F VMK L 72
b, ©AF YT Y VHAEMHZN L T bio-psoralen ##r DNA 238
TR I N T VB L BELD LT,

% 72, bio-psoralen |3 underwound DNA 721 7 < K& Z AL L 72 RNA (T
biEAT B L5 [83]. ATiKICH T bio-psoralen 2% RNA ICHEA L T
W A[EEM A MREE L 72, RNA ~— 4 —C» % StrandBrite™ & O G th % 175 7=
fti 8L, bio-psoralen & StrandBrite™ ¥ 7L & OMICHEE R LRTEIFBE I ik
o7 (K8A), X HIT, RNase A MLFRIC X U RNA % 40 L 72 45 5.
StrandBrite™ @ ¥ 7' F VI EEICK T L 72—/ T (X 8B, C). bio-psoralen D%
N 7 FricEBAZLER oA -7 (K8B,D), bR, L, Ml
NEEZN @D bio-psoralen #ii ey DNA 23FFERIVICH R I N TV B 2 L 2MEHID
niz,
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A Mild ) Bio-psoralen ) uv ) Fluorescent
permeabilization incorporation irradiation labeling

Digitonin A e% NN —
Ol @  @F (@ *rewmne
— Fixation and
MO permeabilization M
B Before improvement NeutrAvidin-
Digitonin (-)  Bio-psoralen (-) uv (-) FITC (-) All (+)

C After improvement NeutrAvidin-
Digitonin (-)  Bio-psoralen (-) uv (-) DyLight™ 488 (-) All (+)

(o0}
oo}
<
=
E
=
<
2
-
>
(@]

6 Underwound DNA O H AL IC 1) 2 kO Z Y OMGE, (A) Bio-
psoralen % F\» 7z underwound DNA # AR D Fik, (B) ®WERATOFEIC X
% DAPI & X U° NeutrAvidin-FITC D@ lR, ~ ¥ F = VULH, bio-
psoralen 75/, UV IAET, NeutrAvidin-FITC LD WS N DRE 2T v 7%
fTorwd vy 7 (Erbl—45]) LR TORBRT Y T i{TolV v
T (&RAH) Z#FEHLE, (O KRBEDOFIEICLS DAPI B L U
NeutrAvidin-DyLight™ 488 & 1 5 4 ta Hif4,,
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Staining step

Before improvement

After improvement

Mild
permeabilization

100 pg/mL digitonin
in PBS (-)
5 min

50 pg/mL digitonin
in PBS (+)
1 min

20 uM bio-psoralen

20 UM bio-psoralen

B PBs nPes
P 20 min 20 min
uv 360 nm UV 360 nm UV

irradiation 12 min 30 min

Fluorescent
labeling

25 pg/mL NeutrAvidin-

FITC
overnight

2.5 pg/mL NeutrAvidin-

DyLight™ 488
overnight

7% 2 Bio-psoralen % F > 7z underwound DNA O ‘H YA RIE DX R R,
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Blocking by B
Control free avidin Control DNase |

C | c
QF Q
© @©
— —
(@] (@]
n n
2| &
el e
m m

7 Bio-psoralen % f\>7z underwound DNA @ HEAEGKIC 3517 2 FERY R E
PEDWEE, (A) DAPI ¥ X UF bio-psoralen D HERAHR, 2~ o —1 D
VYT, BROL T eV VIc XY ATy - T eV VAR
ZHELEZS Y IO ZERIL 72, (B) DNase I FFLB/ALEE Y~ Z' 0 icxt 3 5
DAPI 3 X U bio-psoralen O H{ S GL 0 {4,
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[0}
=
—
om
©
c
)
—
-
w

Bio-psoralen

StrandBrite
(RNA)

9.0

-8.0
~7.0
6.0

5 10
Distance (um)

4000
% %

3000

2000+

1000+

==

Fluorescence intensity of
StrandBrite in the nucleus (a.u.)

Control RNase A

3000 .Ll

2000+

1000+

Fluorescence intensity of
bio-psoralen in the nucleus (a.u.)

Control RNase A
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8 MIHEEZNIC B> T bio-psoralen 28 RNA & #4392 Al REME OMREE, (A)
Bio-psoralen 3 X % StrandBrite™ (RNA H¢aA3E) oy taimifg, g+
D FARITIA o 72 bio-psoralen 35 X U StrandBrite™ O HH. 7' v 7 7 A L&A IC
7~ L 72, Bio-psoralen ¥ X U° StrandBrite™ O # G D v — 7 DA E % KEH
T/n L7z, (B) RNase A FEALBHALER Y-~ 72 xf$ % DAPIL StrandBrite™,
bio-psoralen D HIEH M, (C) RNase A FEULER/LER Y- v 7 v o Mgz I
F1J % StrandBrite™ O HEHEE (n = 150 i), 2 BER] 0 FHEED 7 13 3
ZHAEL LT, vV - A4 v b=—D UMERFT 572, P7<0.01 (P=
5.53 x10%7) . (D) RNase A FEMLFALIR 4~ 7 O IR IC B 1T 2 bio-
psoralen OV HIHMEEE (n = 150 MIE) . 2 BRI FIMED 2 I3 2 #ia!
MEELT, vV KAy b=—D UME%IT> 7%, ns., not significant (P
=0.38) .
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3-1-3 #fEZAICZEH LT bio-psoralen (& underwound DNA [ZFEE T 5

fEv T, ML IC 31T % bio-psoralen @ underwound DNA ~ D & % HEGE L
72o DNA O —AREYIM B L O ARKHEYIM 2 E AN 3 2 3 HF|TH % bleomycin

(BLM) I%. underwound DNA Dfi#iH % FHE T 5 C L 3 FI 6T 5 [39], [75]
Naughton & [39] (. b MAHAZICH L T biotinylated trimethylpsoralen (bTMP) %
W78 A4 X =2 v 7% 47w, BLMAIC X 25062 7P v Db 2R3
ETARA—Y Y S ORREZHE» DT, BIMP L 1382752V 7L VEFEARTH
% bio-psoralen # 724 A =Y v 7B W T O ENFFRE 2R3 0 RGEES % 72
%, Naughton & O FiEICfivy, BLM WLEEEFD bio-psoralen #fi &+ DNA Hi X O
bio-psoralen H L D EL ZMRALE L 72, % OFER. BLM B IC X - T, bio-
psoralen i DNA & (KI9A), XU, EZHNOD bio-psoralen HICHEE (X 9B,
C) PHEICHAD T2 R Iniz, TnoDfRro, MIEKHNICE N T
bio-psoralen %% underwound DNA IZ#fi&5 LT % Z L 23D ® b L7z,
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% = DAPI Bio-psoralen C
< 60 5 - ~ 30007 XX
Z - e » - S
@) — . % » ® * a Y— (U. J—
2 D 50 R « + _ « I
£ — O ® ® ® é‘ 3
e < 2 25
S g 4.0 = S S 20001
) =
o T o2
S 5 3.0; § £
2o o £
[ = O
qc) o 20 8 o 10004
< S S a Y
© oS o5 :

— 3 o]
8 c 1.0 % o 8
Q= T
S @ ke
v} o 2 ol —

DMSO BLM DMSO BLM

9 MifERZMIC BT % bio-psoralen @ underwound DNA ~ D #E & DIRGE,

(A) DMSO/BLM ZLEIfe 2> & AU L 72 1000 ng © %7/ 2 DNA D bio-
psoralen fi & DNA &, 3 [ L72FEE%E/To72 (n=3), 2FEHE DY
EOECK T 2HaHREL LT, Nibod 2 (BMEEZITo7, P* <005 (P
= 0.0366) (B) DMSO/BLM LEH v 7N icxi3 % DAPI & X U bio-psoralen
D H R E R, (C) DMSO/BLM WLEE Y~ 7 L D Mifldf%ic B 1F % bio-
psoralen D F¥JHMEEE (n = 150 M), 2 B O FIGED 2103 5 fieat
BELLT, vV - FA v b =—D UREZITo7z, P** <0.01 (P=3.05
x10%0) .
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3-2 {RABAICBITBEDNA T VYA RT 4 T DOREEBORE

3-2-1 DNATZYVYARTAVIIERNARY XS —FEELIVNFEA Y X T —
Yt orETEL S

AN ICE TS DNA T VYV A ZT 4 v 7 REEBE2RIET 3729
underwound DNA D EYta 4 v 7 icxf LT, Lattice-SIM % i \» 7z @8 fi#{% 4
A=V T B{Tol, £ DR, bio-psoralen IZ X V15, X #7172 underwound
DNA &, —f%#7 DNA $1il3ECH % DAPI & 3B 2 023 T & Ak
oo (K1 0), ZHid. bio-psoralen & DAPI DA EER D& I LK 4
2L#z25b1%, Bio-psoralen 75 DNA “ASHOMICIFAT 2 THAT DI
X} LC. DAPI X DNA O EIEICHE G T 5, DAPLIZ, RI#EDIEA S overwound
DNA [84]L B MHAMEH T 2 AlREEDS RB SN TE D [85]. THIT X D bio-
psoralen & DM DEWHE L EZ LIS,

BN v 78 ot ofER | underwound DNA O —i23, G R H
D RNAPII TH %tV v 2 U VLA RNA R Y X7 —+ 11 (RNAPIIS2P) Diff
FICamT 2 e or ol (M1 1A, ZOMREIE, EEMEPIC
RNAPIL D% ST TDNAT VYV A RT 4 Vv ZHREL B L v i & —89 % [39],
[40], & 51T, MIEEZNIC B> T underwound DNA 23E R 2 SHIBASFAE S % C
LERHLZ (K1 1BRHD, Zh b OffElkiE. under/over-wound DNA 7% fi#H
TRERVNIETHEEEA Y AT —% 1 (Topl) [86]&BEEL THAML Tz
(K1 1B), UEDFERDLS, DNA 7TV VA RT 4 v 7 ORE - RIBICHFS
TENE v 7B TH D RNAPIL B X O Topl DEf51C underwound DNA 2377
T B EHBHLL LR ST,
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Bio-psoralen
XY " L1.4

F1.2

. A ,/—Nucleus :
) \ 1.0

L I-—’-&- __-)__'.] MRS

o
oo
Fluorescence intensity of bio-psoralen (x10%, a.u.)

0
X1 0 DAPI (/£) & XU bio-psoralen (f) DY R, XY Fim

(k) B3I, oo Sigiciho72 X2 il (T) Z/7”L 72, Bio-

psoralen D H G EE{RICOWTlEe — b~y TR L 72,
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DAPI RNAPIIS2P
L- ! ‘

. :
‘ -

11 DNA TYVART A VIDORE - RHICTHFG T BENE V28
& underwound DNA D% N4, (A) DAPI, bio-psoralen, RNAPIIS2P D H1:

Pettil{R, (B) DAPI, bio-psoralen, Topl ® 5 tl|{& , Bio-psoralen D
W 23 3 W NI 2 RETCoR L 72,
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3-2-2  FERAY AT —EPEZEICLY underwound DNA (143 %

DNAT ¥V A RF 4 v 7 OHIHNC BT 5 Topl & F FA YV AT —% 1 (Topll)
DIEHNEZMIET 2720, ZNZENDOEWEHEACTH % camptothecin (CPT) &
etoposide (ETO) ZALEEL 721%. underwound DNA DH A A =¥ v 7 %fT -5 7=

(M12A), FFAY AT —XDHEIZ underwound DNA Z NI X ¢ 2 & & %
b7z [40]. FHERUEME ClZHAY 7P mms & THL Twz,
Lo Lads, PRICKL T, ERLBEMECEa Y P r— i kTN
D bio-psoralen ¥ 7 FABENZ ERHL Lo (K1 2B), ZOREHEDR
b, PKRA VAT —FHEICX Y underwound DNA 23543 2 RJREME 23 /R e X
Nl HATHTRICEBWTD, PAA YV X7 —FHEICX VIEGHIRHSICE T
% bTMP fEGEHAD T 5 2 & 3T T LT 5 [39], DNA #H D UJHi[87]<
RNAP & DK T [40], [88]7% & D Topl/II FHEAIULER I X 2 BIXKIZHIRIC X - T,
underwound DNA 237/ L 72 AJREHE 3 E 2 S 5,
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oo

A Camptothecin Etoposide
DMSO

—~ 12000
10000+ —
8000+
6000+

4000+

2000+

= <&

Fluorescence intensity of
bio-psoralen in the nucleus (a.u

c
Qo
[
—
o
D
Y
Q
o

0 :
DMSO CPT ETO

12 b+FFRAYV AT —FHED underwound DNA DIFTERICE %2 5 2,

(A) DMSO/CPT/ETO ALEEAHAEIC 351F 2 DAPI & X UF bio-psoralen @ HI G2
B, (B) DMSO/CPT/ETO LA DAHAELEL N D bio-psoralen D - i
BEEE (n =100 M), 2 MO FEEOZICN T 2HMEHREL LT, X
T4 = Fo 7 AREEITo 72, P¥*<0.01 (DMSO vs.CPT ¥ & I DMSO
vs. ETO & %12 P=0.001) .
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3-2-3 DNAT7VYARTAVZIFYURY—LDNAICBWTEL S

% 3-2-1JHT/R L 72 X 9 1C, underwound DNA 23 %189 % fHIH 2% Topl I [#5% L
THEL Tz, Topl E/MRICEWTHFICHFET 2 ZLBHoNTW5 -
» [89]. DNA 7 VY 4 AT 4 ¥ 70 %/MED tDNA IZ B W THE L T % A[RelE
BIREI NI, T OREEN ZRGES % 72, underwound DNA Dt WelE ik & 1T
LT, DNA #FEME L7 —-7%HwT (K1 3A). DNA-
FISH %17 > 72, % DfEH, bio-psoralen D > 27" F L3 1DNA D ¥ 7' F L & —E(E
BRBZLEBHLERS72 (1 3B), 2D L5, IDNAICEWTDNAT
VIARTAVIBEL B LRI NT,
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rDNA gene array

m

m

=

Intergenic spacer

m

5.88

(13

(A) FISH 7'm — 7 OfEFHIH, (B) Bio-psoralen 35 X U rDNA O H th[ii]

FISH probe (BAC clone RP23-225M6)

Bio-psoralen

IDNA ICBEWTDNA T VY 4 AT 4 v 7 H4E L % Al RetE O WG,

—»18s / 28s
[ 1

4.0

3.0
2.0
1.0

Distance (um)

R, Merge HI{R I/~ 3™ mARICIH © 72 bio-psoralen 3 X U tDNA D 7' v

77 ANERHITRL T,
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3-2-4 Underwound DNA (ZB/MEK2 7 & MI DT 5

B/IMEN DO NI ZBREICBE T BDNAT VYA RT A VI DAN=Z XL %ED L
Wah LT, MEDaT — > 2 AMEICE T 5 underwound DNA D 34T %
A2 2 &% HIEL 7z, £, underwound DNA O HI AT K ICH VT D,
BMED a7 — v s VIEEPRFFE T 2 DD D 72, FFIT, bio-psoralen
DI IAHEMRHET 2 72DICHWZY X b= vid, BERNEZ V7 EDRTEICH
BhEz ZA[REEREREINTVWE 729 [90]. YF L= vVlERa T -2
WEICE 2 2B EZMIFL 72, 50 ng/mL DY F + = v % 1 S L 7-#ifa & .
FEMBRMAL I L, B/MEa THE % v o278 (FBL) & X U/IMEY = v
W % v o328 (NPM) O RfEd et % T o7z (K1 4A), Z DGR, KE
IKHEWTE, YFhP=vHICX Y FBL XU NPM O ¥ 7 F UMK T L 72—
KT (K14B,0). B/MRickwTid, V¥ =V IUHOFEII» b 5T,
NPMZSFBLZWNET %27 — & = WEEDXBIEE I N, Lzdio T, KEICE
T 22V 2 EHSO—EATRE L T2 AEEERS 2 b 00, B/MEoa
T =Y USRI TV B 2 L DEDP D b,

[f LY F b= VBT ©, RNAPI (FC~—7%—), FBL (DFC ~—7—),
XU, NPM (GC ~— 5 —) & bio-psoralen Z 3Lt L 72, % OFEHE,
underwound DNA (3f%/MkD 27 (FC & DFC) ZH Lo 2 2 LS 2
7o (M1 5A), £7-. NPM I X U bio-psoralen DN 710 7 7 4 L% 1E
LU 7GR MRy = v o W e B/ME S = v D SMAIT I bio-psoralen
DHFEHEE MR Z &, T7bH underwound DNA DFFERED D 70\ T & A3
birklot (M1 5B, C). B/MEY 2 A %55E L T underwound DNA DF7E
BICAEREVRONTZZ L6 /MRS = v IT 3BT DNA DHfi[EIHE 25 H) R
INT W B HREMED RIR X L7z,
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>

Digitonin (-)

Digitonin (+)

v

200 200 -

150 150

100 100

0 1 1 - 1 0

0 6 12 18 0 6 12 18
A Distance (um) A B Distance (um) B’

Intensity (a.u.)

K14 YFr=vUEPMIMED 2T — v AMEEICE 2 2558, (A)
VX b= VIR (B) B X O (F) s % DAPIL FBL,
NPM DR E S, (B) ¥ ¥ b = VIFUEEHINTIC 351) % FBL 35 X U NPM @
#HH7 w774, FBLE XN NPM QHEHEE DO v — 7 ZRIATR L 72,

(C) V¥ b= VULHHIIZICEH T3 FBLE X UNPM OHN 707 7 4 1L,
FBL ¥ X " NPM O HOGERE O v — 27 % RIATR L 72,
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Bio-psoralen RNAPI

RNAPI (x10%)

FBL (x10%)

Bio-psoralen

NPM (x10°)

Distance (um)

7.0 3.5

S 60 3.0

(x10%, a.u.)
o o o -
~ o o o

o
(V)
)

Fluorescence intensity of bio-psoralen O

Fluorescence intensity of NPM (x104, a.u.)

=

T T : oL =
0 0.5 1.0 1.5 20 Inside Outside
d (Normalized distance)

15 B/MENICETZ DNA 7 vV A RT 4 v 7 OFAEMHEK, (A) Bio-
psoralen ¥ X U8 RNAPI (_EEY). FBL (FFE). NPM (TE) O HiEye
%, (B) Bio-psoralen 5 X X NPM ICXfF 28717 7 4 v (n= 68 /MK
/A, (©) B/MEOWHl (d<0.5) B XUIMIl (1.5<d<2.0) BT 3
bio-psoralen D P H NI (n = 68 F/MA/11MAE) . 2 FER O P fHD 2 1
N AMEMEEL LT, =V ~ KA v b=—D UMEZITo7z, P**<0.01

(P=1.58x107%) .
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3-3 BIMEICHEITBDNA 7YV M4 RT 4 v THEEDIREE
3-3-1 B/MEAT7DORNARY XS —E LB MILIZFEEADNA T YA X
T4 TICHE5ET 5

MMEa 7 #PDICDNAT VYA RT 4 v IZHRELTWZ &b, B/ME

ITICHFES 5 RNAPLIC K O P v 23583 2 a[REEAE 2 b iz, T DH[RE
% REET % 729, RNAPLICXT 3 5 FHEA 2 WL L 72 #ifgic & L T underwound
DNA DA XA =3 v 7" fT o772, CX-5461 X WWactinomycinD (ActD) %
T, RNAPI DIEEFAM B X CIEGHRZHE L 2, 272 L. Mtz 3
729, PHER O NIRRT 159 & L7z, Mo EHE 21T /8 (K1
6A). FYT 4 7avir—n (RERE 30 uM D CX-5461 % 24 IR L
eV v TN) TIRAEFEDN 10%EKMTH o 72D LT, RAKEE 3 uM D CX-
5461 F X ORAKIEE 50 nM D ActD % 15 0 L 729 v 7 Tk EFRIZ
100%CTH H ., ML E C i L2fEr® b (K1 6B),
Underwound DNA IZXf 3 2 #H KA X —¥ v 7% (T - 7245 5. RNAPI D #:E R
15 - R ZHE L ZZ/ilic s v, B/AMEN D underwound DNA 23§43 5 C
ERHAL Lo (M1 T7TA), HETO 77 ANVDERBEIToMERLL D
(1 7B-C). FHEAILIEMAL <X, #/IMEMNIC 31T % bio-psoralen D HI I
DEEIEWZ L2 ErO LN (K1 7D), 2o DFERD2L, B/MEa T
D RNAPI IZ X2 P27 DFREDN, DNA TV VA RT 4 Vv 7ICHFLET 52 LH
BHS 2> & 7n o 72,
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A DMSO CX-5461 ActD
15 min 3 UM, 15 min 3uM, 3 h 3uM, 24 h 30 uM, 24 h 50 nM, 15 min
. ., -

SYTOX Orange

Cell viability (%)
3
|

N QD QDR
& &\0 Q}\ qP‘Q q,"“\ <°\(\
SN SRR
O\ A\ A © o O
@ LA~ R
< o + ) g &
» L O oF F W&
T & N
QU XS & 6
o DY P 9

1 6 RNAPI &I 3 2 BHE A 2 JLE L 7= Ml i 0t 3 2 A 50 HE

(A) DMSO/CX-5461/ActD ALHE Al A i Xt 3 % Hoechst ¥ X ¥ SYTOX™
Orange HEH AR, Hoechst (I AMAE & FEAMAL D i /7 % Jeti 35 — 75 T,
SYTOX™ Orange 13 FCAIfE D A% et 32, (B) EMildoEE (n=3 Yeta
%), FHERICOZ 45 AL oM LCitll 21T o2, =7 —~—11
R 22 2 R 3
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: 8.0 5.0
Bio-psoralen A
6.01 [\/\ 4.0
@] I\ a ., 130
; N\ I\ A .
2 a0 |V N\ Ik —
= : I\ VYUY rz20 5
&) > 204 | y 10 ;w
-0 a0
, x
; T 8.0 5.0
Bio-psoralen T
< 6.0 4.0 =2
- ) o
L3.0 ©
g = 40 . =
Lfl) f‘»" 2.0 2
é 5 2.01 ";’ s’l ,,‘)\ ‘ 1.0 g
0 / . ~—f 0 §
. 8 8.0 50 &
Bio-psoralen ) 8
3 6.0 4.0 5
, 30 2
aQ S 40 -
<L(> - Aa N 2.0
201 WA N \| F1.0
0 1 2

& 15 % *k
© k 3k
= = —
o o
- @
x e
- o
= a
% “5"10 n.s
>2
=@
2.-
fog=
X
s
o
0]
c
— 5]
< (2]
& 8
-
s o
o
Z
0

‘ ; : 0
0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
d (Normalized distance)

Outside

1 7 RNAPIIEWED R/ IMENICE TS DNA T VYA RT 4 v 7 OFRAEICS
% 558, (A) DMSO/CX-5461/ActD JLERHHAT IC X 9~ % bio-psoralen ¥ X O
NPM D HOEHLE R, Merge HfRIC/R 3 AR IR > 72 bio-psoralen 3 X UF NPM
DHAT BT 7 A NEHIR LTz, (B) CX-5461 LERAMHAEIC 35 1F % bio-psoralen
BXONPM OHNET 07 7 40 (n=135/MA/19 M), s#RkIZ DMSO L
Mg (= v br—u) IZEF 3 bio-psoralen 3 L X NPM DN 7 v 7 7 4 LD
FEEE TR T (n=89 B/ ME/3 M) s (R_—TITHi )
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(C) ActD WLEEHHIE D bio-psoralen X INNPM D7 v 7 7 4 v (n=120%%
/IMAET HERE) . s L DMSO ALY (=2 F v —)v) IC51F % bio-psoralen
BLXUONPMOEN T w7 7 A VD FEfEZ RS (n=89F/Mi/134lI0), (D)
MMEDPI (d<0.5) X O4MAI (1.5<d<2.0) ICFBF 3 bio-psoralen D
ML (DMSO: n=89 %/ MA/13 AL, CX5461: n=135F%/MAE/19HIME, ActD:
n =120 B/NMENT7 MIIE) . 2 BEFR O FIEED 2 ICH 3 2 #EHRE L LT, X
T4 =+ Py T RMEZE{To7z, P** <0.01 (P=0.00118 for DMSO vs. CX-
5461, P = 0.001 for DMSO vs. ActD) , n.s., not significant, (P = 0.9 for DMSO vs.
CX-5461, P =0.353 for DMSO vs. ActD) .
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3-3-2 RMEY zIADT > AY v IIZ L D DNA OEEERHR A DNA 7 >~
YARTF 4 TICHET S

HIJETIX DNA 7YY ART 4 v SR EREGED12THE [ rr 0%
421 % RNAPI 235 C e 2L 22 L7z, 20T, 39 1 D05 TH S
[DNA D#EEEDHIE | 2SE/MEICBWTEL 2B 2 WEEL 72, 55 3-3-1
TR L& )T, #/MEY 2 v %55& LT underwound DNA DTF{ERICEAL
BROLNZZ DL, /MRS 2 L ITE T DNA DR S R X 3 & T
L7zo 50T, /MK 2 VDR & v o8 7B CH % NPM (E, 1DNA ICIERL
N5 G4 LMHAERS % Z &2 5 [80]. NPM-G4 DIHHANEM Z 9 L 72/MEk > =
NA~DT VY V7 H DNA Olfi[El ) o 2 H 5 AIREME AR R X 7z,

ZONREME AL 2 720, NPM-G4 DI AIER ZHET 3 G4EIRK ) 77~
FT®H % TMPyP4 ZAAEICULE L 72 [80], AMHAEDAEFEHIE DGR, TMPyP4 O
PR D MR EF L T IO b7z (K1 8), TMPyP4 LEHIC X
D) NPM-G4 DHANEHAMRHE N TS Z L 2R T 5720, NPMUAZ
7z ChIP 5 X N qPCR fi#HT 21T o 72, % DGR, TMPyP4ULERIC X - T, H#EE G4
JERECHNIC N 32 NPM OFE G AT bz Z eama iz (K1 9),

X 51T, TMPyP4 WLERANAE 3 X O FEALERMIAG I L C. NPM & bio-psoralen @
NP EITo72 (K2 0A), TMPyP4ULEEHINE C 12 NPM D H#GHEE 23K 2>
e, T G4 ICHEATE K I o 72 NPM 2/MED St L. BB IHRER
L7z LIClEKRT % &E 2 5% [80], Bio-psoralen D H{YEHEE % i3 2 & |
TMPyP4 JLIRIC X > TRUIMANIC 513 % bio-psoralen >~ 7 F A SHEICHA T 5
CEDBHLER o (K2 0B, C). ZOFEEDS. NPM-G4 DHEAERADIH
FICK Y, DNA 2HHICHIFHECTE %5 X 517 572 Z & T, underwound DNA
DR X N REE DS R S Nz, L2 LA S, TMPyP4 LI X D rDNA
DAZETHTBLL 72 2 & T, bio-psoralen @ .2 1J D HCHEE 25D L 7z 1ci@
BROWAREME D E A b Nz, ZOAREMEARIET 2720, K/MEZ v 28
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(FBL) & tDNA X139 % Immuno-FISH 8% 1T -7z, % DR, TMPyP4 4L
HL D iDNA /MR ICHEIET 2 2 e Mo bz e b (M21), 2o
AHETE R S N, 2o DFER D 5. NPM-G4 HHAEER %/ L 72 -/ME
YINNDT v HY VT H DNA OHiRFZEZ RS 5 Z LT, DNA 7 vV A
AFAVIRHFEETEILRML DL o7,

A Water TMPyP4 B 100
15 min 100 pM, 15 min B

Cell viability (%)
(9]
o
|

(0]
o i
. .
S DD
> . N
e o o
S ANEENN
()] & ™
 of
N &
S
o
S

1 8 TMPyP4 FEALERALIEHIAE I 3 2 AEFEHIE, (A) TMPyP4 FRALEY
JLEEAHAE I X3 5 Hoechst 35 & U8 SYTOX™ Orange #5644 A H[{%, Hoechst (%
AARE & FEIfE O T & Y3 5 —75 T, SYTOX™ Orange 135EAIIE D &4 %
s 2, (B) EMEOEE (n =3 FEOHEE), FERICOZ 45 HU Eo
MR L CERl 2 T o 720 T 7 — N — 3R AR T,
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(-31813) (-24321) (-18092) (-2155) (-1918)

PQS-1 PQS-2 PQS-3 Non-PQS —\ [ PQS-4

I I | [ 111

Intergenic spacer 185 —/ 585 28S

%* 1 * 2 % %3 % %4 n.s.
1 1 1 1 1
41 (eee Ll 1} L L X 80 L LT ]

N
o

=
@
)

|:| Water

[] T™PyP4

B oG

<
~
L

o
(M)
N

Normalized percent input
(relative to water)
o
[=)]

PQS-1 PQS-2 PQS-3 PQS-4 Non-PQS

19 TMPyP4 FEULE/ VBRI N 3% ChIP 35 X O qPCR filbt D5,
qPCR fENTORERI & L7z 42D PQS &, 1 2DIEPQS % EXIC/R L7, %
NZENORANICO VT, BEREH R O OfE (bp) ZFHIMAFICEH L
2o BHF VY TNICONTHN—k VY L v Ty b (%) %KD, TMPyP4 JEUL
B (water) ¥ v 7T AMHMNEE R L2, ML L 2EE% 3 BlfT- 72

(n=3), FHEDVIGMEICH T 2HEHEL LT, 1 R t BEZTTo 72,
P1<0.05 (P=0.0132) ,P?<0.05 (P=0.0177) ,P™<0.01 (P=0.000997) ,
P™<0.05 (P=0.00175) , n.s., not significant (P =0.185) . T 7 — N — |3fEHE
fRExRT,

56



. 4.0
Bio-psoralen 3.0
= o 2.0 %0
C * N A\"h;‘;» F20 s
= < 1.0{ [/ \ ©
. | 1F1.0 3
5 o o X
: >
: = 3.0 40 @
Bio-psoralen - 5
< r3.0 =
e s > z
e 1.0 =0 2
= oo [\ o
/ N
0+ , =0
0 1 2
C Distance (um)
—~ 5 40
3 R * %
W] e | —
B ’
o Q
x o 307
X 3 . "
£ o3 . —
z e : ¢
=
5 2,- 20 :
> 82
B Ex .
g 3 :
= 2 1.0 : .
) ] ]
2 3 ==
e & 0 ™ < ™
S o R N N
: & & Q@ G
0 : . . 0o i { < { Q
0 0.5 1.0 15 20 N N
d (Normalized distance) Inside Outside

20 BMEYzA~DT VA Y VITHBEIMEND DNAT vV 4 X7 4
v 2 B8, (A) TMPyP4 FEULER/ALERARAE I X 3~ % bio-psoralen 35 &
" NPM D H R IR, Merge HIfR ISR 97 AR I © 72 bio-psoralen 3 X T
NPM Q# N7 v 7 7 A L EFICR L7z, (B) TMPyP4 JUEHMIAZIC 51T %
bio-psoralen 33 X N NPM D #7017 7 4 v (n =84 B/IME/16 #lIIE),  mikR
I3 water LA (= v b v —)v) IZF 1T 5 bio-psoralen 35 & U8 NPM D H{:
7w 7 7 ANOFEEE RS (n=108 F/NME/15 ), (C) /Ao Al
(d<05) BX M (1.5<d<2.0) ICHJ S bio-psoralen D35
(TMPyP4: n = 84 1% /IMA/16 M, water: n = 108 £2/NMA/15 #ifd) . 2 BEfH
FHEOEICNT 2MEMREL LT, vV - A v P =—D UME%RIT-

720 P7<0.01 (P =3.35x102%), P*<0.05 (P = 0.0148).
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Water

Bio-psoralen FBL rDNA Merge
L2

TMPyP4

Bio-psoralen FBL rDNA Merge
h q

2 1 TMPyP4 FEWLEE/AWLEE A A i 5f §° % bio-psoralen, FBL, rDNA @

Immuno-FISH % {f /{4,
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4-1 ZIMERDOHERIBICEITBDNA 7Y A RT 14 THEiE

RIFFEClE, H/MERN D BRI EB T 3 DNAT VY 4 2T 4 v T HERE DR
Hi% Hi5 L. underwound DNA ICX 3™ % insitu A A=Y v 7 %fTo72, ZD
R, OB/MEaTo RNAPT ICX 2 A2z oREL, OB /MEY 2 v~D T
YAV v 7T X 5 DNA OFEZOHHRERK T2 2 L T, (IDNADT VYV 4 &
TAVIDBELBZ RO L L (M2 2), DNA OHhEERHRIC BT
X, MRS 2 VDR % v 87 ETH L NPMAERREEIZHS L FE 2 bh
%, NPM (I N Kl At F A 4 v %, FUC IDR 2, % L T C K I G4
AN AL v EHT 5 [68], [80], [91], [92], tZ/MAY = vicEsWTid, NPM A
ER2S IDR Z/ L T rRNA ©° RNA B#fix v X7 H AT 2 L &b,
NPM HEAEE S LTREAT 22 TERAEAEREEKL CTEV91]. &5,
NPM 41K 13 1(DNA ED G4 LHEAE L TW3 [80], L7=48- T, /MK L

ZEH T rDNA 28RS 2 7291213, NPM E£A4KD DNA @ & 8 A8l % Hul
ELTCHEET 2 0ELRH 2B EEZOLNL, EEPE um I EE K% NPM E4
R (68123 HEiE T % & &, A O Tk L OfICIZAE RSP 4E U 5 & #HEH
XD [63], [64], THICT X D, rDNA DEEIHLEDEE D FATNIE T T 5 2 &
T, RNAPI ZERE /1 & L7 1IDNA DT YV A RT 4 v I BEL B EEZLN D,

DNA fih & v X7 HIC X 2 BEAEERDOIBKIE, R— =2 v v H—[93]75 &
D, RNAPII IC & 32 HE 2 MTHON S AEERICEWTHIAS RO N2 BHR T
Hb, L1=doT, BRNEEIKR~DT v H Y v 27 X % DNA OBli[RIEEH 5 13,
B/MRICEED L DT, DNAT YV A AT 4 v 7 ORAICHS T 2EE
WA =ZRLTHELEZOND, MIEADONFEEREICENTIE, 7/ A
DNA 2505 ONIEERICT v A2 ) v 735 2 & T, RFTIIC DNA O]
MRS U, DNA 7 VvV A 2T 4 v ZOFAETERHIEH S T 3 & el &
Nz, 7z, BREEROTEK - 28U, 2 v X7 E D) VR{E [94], [95]%°.
U7 FOfEA (6211 U CEIICHIEl TN T w3, ZHIiCX D, DNA Diifi[a]
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BRI AEL T2 2 & T, DNA T vV 4 A7 4 v 723 R5REIIY - 22 R0 1 il &
NBZEFEZLND, Ledo T, RIFFEIE. il 4 OBARERRIC S W CEIIC
ZALT 2 NFBRBEO FOBN 7o e 23l h 3 et 2 "k L <H 0. 4k
Hh oDy 7 FA)E U MRS & OE B BF T2 —Bheh b,

Shell (GC NPM
Reeling of rDNA EliEs ¢ /"\

\ N i —_- Constraint?r‘&
* Y s T

Core (DFC)

Core (FC) RNAP |

X2 2 BIMERNONFEREICET S DNA 7 vy 4 27 4 v 7HiE, 8
THFICH VT, 1DNA 3% /MEk= 7 (FC/DFC) ICfE{E$ % RNAPLIC X b
BEMonz (MhciarokmME), TDL % RNAPI 77D DNA IC b
o BMERT 3 (FRAD. & 51T, NPM-G4 HAERA %L 7= /Mky =
v (GC) ~DT v A ) vZickh DNA offilnlizsm s, UEick
h . RNAPI 23{FTES 5 f&AT & . DNA O#ifi[RI#E 2 ) 57 X 41 5 & O [ © DNA
TYIART 4V ITDBEL B,
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4-2 GAFECHDDNATVIART AV ITADT 14— K75y 7 DOAJEE]

BMEY 2 v~DT v h Y v 7 %4 L7z DNA OffiEEEIHRICE W Tk, G4
DEBEAREEZHS Z e BHL 2 Loz, G4IZ, BETOToE—4—1C%
CTFHET B2 L2256 [96]s DNAT VYA RT 4 V7 IZIDNAD 7 uE— X —%
HFcAELTw3 e ELZLNS, FMmic TR~72X 5 i, G4 DIEALIZ DNA 7
VIART AV IZICEDREI NS [20, Lo T, DNAT VYA RT 4 v
7T XD GADBEE I D Z & T, DNA DFFEIFIRZ AL T,  HICDNA T
VIART AV IBFEEINBIED 7 4 — NNy I RFET L EEZLND,
G4 |2 IDNA LU D 7 7 LIS S IR FET 2 “XETH 0, flzide + 7
J LATE G4 TERECH 23 30 I LA EfFTES 5 LHEE I T 5 [97], [98], L7z
BoT, GA4THICE D274 —=F "y 2713, DNA T vV A4 RT 4 v 7 DOflfHIC
B TH L aEEIZEH LE2 b5,

4-3 ZIMEFICH LT DNA BHRIERRICE ST 5 HER - £LENEF

NPM-G4 HEAER Z M L 72/MEY = v~ T v A ) v Z7BAMNT S . DNA @
fhAEEA R IC TS T AT AFET 2 L2 bN 5, 213, BERT O
T ® % upstream binding factor (UBF) ¥ rRNA @© 2 — FHEIRICHE A L.
enhancesome & M- XN 3 140 G DL — FREEZTER T2 2 L AN T
W% [99], Lacl [53]7% & & [EIERIC, UBF I X % v — 7HEAAS DNA O §if R Hiz ) o
ICHE L TCO AR E X bND, 72, G4 DI AKRD DNA i [olis 2
HR T 2 AMREES IR I N TV 5, BlZIE. G4 TR I35 Z & T DNA T v
VART AV T DIERT 5B Z DS in vitro EERIC X D /RE N TEH Y [20].
DNA O JFFTHI It OBMAHEK & LTEZ LN TWE, B/MEkY 2 v~D 7
YAV Y ZITMA, TS DI - AL 23 DNA O fifi[RIR{ 5 FF 5
TH5ZLT.DNAT VYA RT A VI OREFEREREL TDEEEZ LN,
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4-4 RNARYAS—EIBELEVCINDDNA TP VYA RT 4V I~ADEE

RIFFETIE. RNAPI 2%/IMAICE T2 DNA 7 vV 4 A7 4 v 7 OEkEN ) ©
H5ZLxWHOLHL L7z, RNAPI ZIEGMREZEET 29 72 =y F2HL T
0. RNAPI X Y bEEEHEAH L LA SN T WS [100], X 5, HEE
R HIC RNAP DR YD (backtrack) 23 & 72FRic, IR HS ¥ 2 &
TOR D RNAPI D3N ERAHA LN TS [100], THd DFERD S
RNAPI (3 RNAPII & U HZIRIC b v 27 2 RAE 2 2R RS L TH Y
[101]. B/IMEICFB 1) 2 underwound DNA DEREDO—KE RoTnd Lt EZ LN
%, RNAP OFEMUMNICD, ZNENDOEIETICH T 2FEED DNAT v
ART 4V 7B 52 5FEz20N5, HlziX, BEXMED tDNA $ 100
LEDXYTFLYIE= 20505, Z2D 5B 20-50%D ARG IGMEZ RS
EHRHILNTWS [102], 2D X HIC, tDNA VU v — F OHEEEICIES D & 23
HbHZET, M13TRLEZLS %, 1DNA ICIH - 7z underwound DNA O N5 —
BOMBELBEEZLNS,

4-5 PFERAY AT —+FIZ& 3B under/over-wound DNA DfZ;H

DNAT VYA RF 4 V7 RNAP D 7' 0 & — X —~DfE &% ets 32—/
[15],[16]. #&F 72 DNA T vV 4 2T 4 v 7 3G MEH 5 @ T © RNAP O %
WRETEFHET 2 2 RN T35 [48], MIFEZENICE TIL, under/over-
wound DNA 13 F K4 VY XA 7 —®IC X o THEHE X 1L 5[39], AL TlE. Topl 2%
B/IMAIC BT underwound DNA DEfFICHf$ 5 e 2L Lz, 5
o, o AZIET 5 Topll b, B/IMRICRIES 2 2 &M LTV [103],
L7223 5T, B/IMERICE W THAE L 72 under/over-wound DNA %% Topl/IT I & 0 15
WIS T 5 2 & T, IRNA OIERERL T3 EZ LN, Fi&.
DNAT Y YART AV IDREL, PFRAV AT —VICXBBHARED XD IC
Ry TV TINTWEDOEHLP L T IRLENRD S,
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4-6 FMRTRAVWEFEORER

ZZTlk, eAF Ly 7L v EH\7 underwound DNA DA A — v
FEOYERICOVWTIRNS, FH—IZ, KT, 45 Ly 7L v
(bio-psoralen) ZMIAZICHI D AT ¥ 27201, YF b=V EUH L2, Th
IC XY DNA & v 7 HMlaEL 2 w3 2 AlREME A3 & 5 [90], FEFRIC, ¥
F b= VI T, FRLEEHIIC R T, BBt 1T 5 FBL ¥ X U° NPM
Dy IR LRI N (M1 4), WEKRD LI DL LT, HEH
Homwy 7L viFbkoffAREzbhd, flxiE, TrxFvEsIivTry
FEAMG LY FL v RYF P VIC X 3EEANBE 2 72 & b HIIZICELY
AENE LRI NTEHY [104],[105]. 7V v 7 RKIG[106)% S L CHAT &
FBXUPEAEATALF VICKVIE#TEZ 2 EZONE, FIC, V7L Vv EH]
W72 7 78a—FTlE, overwound DNA #iH T2 C L BANEETH S, L7zd-
T, F/MENO T B ICE VT DNA 7 VvV 4 A7 4 v 7721 T7h <. DNA
F =RV AZRT 4V ITHLELT B3O EMKARE LTARIPTH B, EFKL
L CTlE. GapR [107]7r & D overwound DNA IZHEE T2 X v X7 H%FIHT % C
EBEZOND, GapREHIN X v AN F LG I RECTHRIAIE S5 2 LT,
M AIC BT 2 DNAF — =V 4 2T 4 v 7 OFATE % 854 5 2 & H37]
RELmBLEFEZLND,

4-7 AHh/N"A4FAS—9BA0OEH

AN N4 Fm Y=ok, il fan a0 GIRD - B 72 )
IC XV BIEFERE G X . MIERSRIE I NS X=X LDMELITD
NTE 7 [108], [109], TNE TOMTEL L., 44 v F v 2 eMllaEE STk
EDAAN Vit oS - iHEOZMNE N L TH¥ERE M EEI NS Z L
<., MiEGZ G 2 EETHOBESGIHI NS Z Lo o T W5

[110]e 5T, T, 7/ L DNA HIEER A A ) v v I a1 e L@z, /1o
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T CHLE % BRENICE(L X ¢ 5 C & T, BB TG & 2 ATREM: 23R
INTWS 1], L2 Lo, fldkicafmrInsszs, Loksicl T
FiE DB FHEICE T 5 DNA DREZRL 2 FFE S 2 D2 13 REZH O 2T,
AR TIE, IMEY 2 v~ T v Ah ) v 7ic X 5 DNA ORlE#EH#IH 25 DNA
TYIART AV ZICHEET LI ERRLED, FRO X=X LI XY i)
EF T © DNA DREEZLAFIH I N T W A AREE S E 2 b b, Thbb, T
B OAEER~D T v A ) v 7 OFBER, A JIERT © DNA —H b £ A&
DEACICHEZ RIT L, DWW TTELRTFONAINEEZREL T2 D00 L
N, $72, GABRYEDT v H ) v I BRI 2, NEISEEE RS
BETHICI—FINTWRAEREDEZEZ NS, ZNb DR ZIRGET %
ZLT, A" AFuey oo 1 5Th b, /1O T TRIEDE
GTRRREBT 2 XA H =R LR »N S LI NS,

4-8 ELLEMESBTANDBRKRIHE

EYNE. 77 LDNADORARZER L ARNERZ#E VRS LT, BREICGHL 72
WEEZERLCE, 20X RELDOBFEICE VT, DNA O H 5 ¥ A
Z NHFHNCHIEAIT 2 A A= XL BREICSCTRLL TE e EZLND,
Bl Z &, SR L BOKIE AL 7 & O - SEOBRIE F T, DNA “HEL
ANT—ARBHICTEEES 5 [112], LA L. Z000BRRICAER T 2 MR XY N
A% AL —R%EHFLTEY [113]s DNA A==V [ X T4 v 7 %FET S
e TC—ARPE~DREEEZT VT WBE 2 EAA LN TS [114], 2D X 9 7,
DNA 8 b &AM D N HIE 2 ) = X L DHELIC DT, X HICH#RT 5,

VL DNA 7Y VAR T4 v Z7OEZHE A2 e nTE 50E L
T. 7/ . DNAH D G4 TESESE % AR YER] CHE L 219523 5 [20], Zhang
Hid. [HREYIO 7' 0 £ — % -5 B T 2 HEE G4 TEARECHI DR 2Y, AR
PNl EnC &R L e, ZiREIY) A S EIREIY ~ D IC B TR, R
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HEE X v oRBEOMINC X ) . RROEEEIHERIWZEEZDL
T3 [115], [116], EREW)IZ. G4TEHKEZNL7ZDNAT VYA AT 4 VT
D7 4 — Foxy 7GR OF 4-2 #i) 25952 LT, RNAP D70 E—
Z—~DfEEEREL [12]. AHBLEER T OB 2T % FEHL L 72 " Retk
BEZ LD, £72, DNA T YV A4 AT 4 v 273 DNA O & &8 % (LT
22800 [17]119] BREROHERD LRICHFETEEE26N05, DNAT
VIART 4 v IIE, BREROMEENL T LEREOIERE D 7256 L,
OWTiE, FieednEOER T SO RKENLZIRE T2 D0 Ltz [117].
G4 EDYARTFICMA, FHRA VAT —XRED L 7 v RAT b LD
BTELCELLEXLND, 2, KBRS YT /N7 TV TREDR
BAPICIE, DNAT YV ART 4 VI %FET DL IPRAVAT—X¥THEY ¥
AV —ZAPBFIET 5 DI LT, FRAEVNTITERICY v 4 L — R FFEL
W [118], L LZans, BEAEYoFTHHIIC, v u A XFXFRED
mEEYI DT ) L DNA 1Y v 4 L —XDMHENELR A2 —FIhTwn3
[119], EEMEYIZ. > T /"7 7V 7 EOJF&EEY &ML E 2 ED 28
BT, V¥ AL —RBRLRETFEZVAALEZ LN THWE, V¥ L —RDE
BZNLTDNAT VYA RT 4 V7 OREINRFENA[REL 7o 72 2 &3, fH
VI DBE~DFIGIC & D X 5 ICTEBk L 72 D 2 13 BREWRIETH 5,
PIEWCRLZE S, DNA A==V A RXT 4 v 7 E£7IE DNA TV VA4 R
T4 v 7 ORI OS2 U T, RAREROEECBIE TG OR)FENE
b3 2 T, BREZICIE U2 EVEL A IRE) S T X 2[Rt E 2 b h
%5, $£7-. DNA “HotADn LS H . #iT - Ok & ofEzts
SRS HIEH 2 B S AL O EIE TS I AR D T icE AL NS, &
NE CoOEMAEYFEII TIE. DNA ORI OZIC X 5 % v o378 D%
BE - I — Vv OBEABERINDE Z 23S0 o7, Stk WL A
HzEDLKRTFL LT, TOTTODNAZEHLHAMEDZALICEH T 5872
BT 70 —F ORELHFFEI NG,
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