Genome-wide S XA HF BERBT @FE 0|87

LSS STUMEY 2iAgEeTH

use

Of= NIHOIA KA[EH 1471 2lAE|
£9| ohf0l 2SR (Shizosaccha—
romyces pombe, fission yeasti= micro—
mamma\ol TS VAL RIOH, XK

JHRI= Ascomycetes 20| &5h=
E%(fungus)O[Ef E0fot M2 REaRe =0fs
(Saccharomyces cerevisiae, budding yeast) 2Z0| 2
ARl 5501 =of RUCks Z0ICKntp:/ www,nin,
gov/science/models/). Ol2fet Olfe 29829 &0}
B2 Z2H0] synteny(FAK HojA SR HRI| HiGaA)

r Paul Nurse BIARRF H=2O| The
Sanger Centre'e] H%O\ QIRDIEA AT Val Wood
HIAlOl 2I5t0d 2002 Z0ke 20l Fo| AHMZ SFF|
TRIE SIMEIACY, 37HO] SHAKIQL 138 M Z719] A
HE 74X el o 5000749 STXE 7KL Uk
wefd SHRTRE 7HY &S % MHE 7K Tt MR
2 2EH ot 28eD= S0ta20l Blah RNAIL cell
cycle, chromosome dynamics, epigenetic, DNA
repair, meiosis, MRNA processing S00IAf &1 ZHH
= 7 ]l

Genome—wide knock—

m Sicelidrotiyces Cionpme TIiss b
2 i “ . o
i deletion® 1M

Email: kimdongu@kribb.re kr

selection theory'O{I 9\5@&
o pe Owr o

40
)
>

ox

o 2

ron
40

O

fr

1w €L ko
j

~
o

5

ikl

i

N
M

HO om

s}

<l

el
oo

I

8% 4 Uk

SIAT#(KRIBB)

MZ (targeted genome deletion) 7= 2o 2=
=501 AR Y

T 9
T =
[n o
z
ox b 2=
M © Io
<2
=
E

0
1
e
0
o
2 A

gal
pal
o
mE
ra
I
U
_EI_
Lo
S oo 4
e
g
el rir
Lr% Nc
S o 2
53
=

0o
njo
ne
njo
o I
o
:Q
-8
A
re
40
gl
i
bl
M

rug—-induced haploin—

= QP2 OEARAMS EIMEL= SLIOZ A}

HEETTE a0




i
i
i
i
i

HT| Th7121 Ronald David 220] 28t 20t 2E 0
ot ME0) | HH o K20 Qaltd FARE Q&
Cl= SR 42 100~1,00088 e “*XIEf Al
=

x50 H“:AI L2t KXYl HEE2 010 7%
HO2 1% ZARALL mRNAS| L3S A 2 4

microarray chipE 0185t XI=0i| BtSat0] TAt

x0 o
rir o>

7t REEE RAUKIE TN DUt & AP RESE &
TR B0 R HF(gene deletion)A] MZE & 4 of
= RUAIE MR, 0)2/8 de 2 QA HE
S SoIACE & 4 Ql= YHR0l ZI0IUCt £ 2 &
T2 7|E8+= YRR Ofd FF0] 4R Akt
(spore germination)tiS 0l 1EiXS MIZatH, STIA
7t BEERS Al LELE MZo| 2Y HEE 30jze
Z MHol= Aoch ofEt BE Sot] & ~1,00001
&O FURE 22e| Halof 20| USS FHEIAUCE

=0IE2 FHRE 6,0005 F0A 20%2) 1,20050] L
A0 ¥ 1,0000450] 2t #20| o] QIctH

LIHX] 3800%2 |AA= st 7|58 st= HU7?
Ol Z20| thgshy| faiie =2 2xst
O{0F ofCt. Aol 7HH2 &+ &7 KAt

[=]
ZI0f AOIA BF 7HOf ST MBS

1
09
njo
K
ro
g\l

iy ol
<o
o
ilis

<
H
}_n
_I'_|_ \J

FEAL

7H 2 715 Uitk Aoict Wetd B2 7159 271
RIS SAOf RMBAA MZIt =71 otz QULE XIAf
(synthetic lethal)s SE5IC0FCt SIQICP £ 12 yHe
MZE7F=RITE kg Heol F5t XSS 7ketn, WapM

=g 7
X7t OF Z450] MBS 1) et FHS WX

i

H
=
4]
<
>

n
=
>
T
1o
3
(@]
(&N
€
[©)
rlo
rE
Qﬂ
ﬁ
>¢
)

sl
e

A2 module AS Zto| (g2 = iringO\ Aﬁ
Sy §E7f ALE_ %E\ E@% S 7YY 4

| UCSF&| Nevan
%&If é!i 749 OJE%HI digital 2}
= visual deciphering E4~ AH|9} &
2IHE LSO epistasis S SEGIRC

KOGD NEWS

22 88 G ASAESHH

7 M2 ffafé.%ol I*%W‘J%

=51t 0459! HE7|1Te] mer glol: of=rt U=
= Mot g 4 W I= SR, 2A=29) AHEH
| AEe £L AT, AL F5S SHAIZ

O 22 o2 MHEE 4 A=z 72e /ARl M

4 r
0
rr
=
=)

7IEO| OFEAET A YR &
(affinity binding) 2&iE AE3tH
H PAdHS SR S ©

EFAH
=r2h

ro
2

N

4 mo g
un 0 oR A

o SR i R .
1) Metabolic enzyme
assay 2} Immunoprecipitation
1) Biochemical method 3) Calclum assay 4) Kinase assay
5) Phosphatase assay
1) Yeast model 2) RNAI
2) Cell-based assay 3) Drosophila 4) KO mouse
CEEXIRE 5) Nematode
HAIl& 1) Mass spectroscopy 2) Blacore
3) Biophysical method
3) NMR 4) Proteomics
4) Computer predicted 1) Virtual drug 2) Statistical algorithm
protein-drug interaction | 3) Prediction method
. 1) FRET 2} Fluorescence
5) imaging technology
3) Real time monitoring

1452, 47%

Protein-drug,
109, 3%

Y THOAN 20|, REMHAE 0[st= in vivo cell-
based assay®| 2 80%= 2/t AIX[SICE 0]t 0|
EME 27 1) ZIMSO|TA HMIRHIE0| Thsstn,
HOH, 3 RASH AL
E E|01 Rl 4) microarray chip 0I20| JKssith=
&9 AFZ LT U7| WR0IT), 0lRfF FRE 018F

2) REN ZHET} nL]|




AIHES] in vivo cel-based UBEEH EM giHO 5
A 1) smal-molecule three—hybrid, 2) microarray
pattern matching  3) drug-induced haploinsufficiency
o X2 2Rl S JF Hol AtgTle e

T odi
A R ooy

Mg gene expression

mteraction of
the theee hybrd
components

Binding site

A SRRl small molecule three—hybridis yeast
two-hybrid®| /HEg ol2de= SFAIZ! JHdolct 1

S0 NEE E0 oLt false—positiveZt HE SRS 7}

of“lj

o=
AU QICHT BRI S5 0] WS S5 52 HBAf
A7t BTE Ho| ooz 0RHoRE Jissit S

OB E7lse Yoz Ay

(a} Diatabase of profiles
Mutant 1
[ T
e
o EEN
Compound of EL T 11
unknowsn
mechanism Kutant 2
. 1
m e | BR
EHEam g a
e ElaEE
Xutant 3
B ]
L] B
s
e
S O] 22 2001 Merck MSD HIHBIAIO] At3|AL

(]
2 &5 Rosetta Inpharmatics A A I E[Qi=|,
microarray 7|#H0| EHSE FHM ARfE HEtol digio)

O

Cf, 7189 ASAMEHE €I U= HE=0 oiet
HBE SAHO| M=ol

tH8t microarray profles reference2 0l2] &0 11
LYSMEHS D= AS0| et microarray profile
ZIE AT H|XGI0 7R pattern0] SAISH 22 A0tA

o
0 20| Bt ASASHEE Fols HHoln ol &

S
TAAl fluconazole, EHSA0IA ZHhst Zat XIZX|
ascididemin, 222 HDAC XX splitomycin S2f 74

= S 4 QUCL ofAIZE H=Z0| 2o HEHo| K2kA

T
o

9| microarray profied] Zefil= Rt »H

ua

N

40 4

o my wm
]

g

0

CHH[BE 71& relerence microarray profile o
A FEO| YR XIH0] ARECE HES AU

2
m
=s
=

]
aS)
i

A Urug-nduced Haploinsufficiency

7hE &=l M B W2 0= Stenford st
Ronald DavisBtALl QfshA TRH=IR{CH, haploinsuficiency
Helef HE2 10178 2| S9f L1l Tomas Morgan
SIAN] Qlotd FAIEIRICE T 2 19850k Davis HHARH
t A RAL RS 2fo|E2e|
71 20 2EFMC! Tunicamycind A2k
oHel HEHez fdge=
W A Metdg 20l |V 29 2EEY

TSI SiRIZH 0l2fer WS AEld AAY

o

i

H
00
oA
]
=
o
ol
N
o
=

d

o oo
il
=
o
>
=}

Zoox U o4
HT
i=
rr
30
el
>
i
il
[l

Dm

ox o HE mo =
I
1]
Hu
R
0
ol
I
=
ol
> A

<

=
psiell
1O
LTS
1o
o2




i
i
H
i

ol Z&ds 201= R U420 A8 0l2k= drug-

induced haploinsufficiencyOICt, 0] 7|H2 SEA X
SEHAS O AS0l M=MY UIUNS 20l 2FE 8

OlstAl EMatt lahA, =30

DNA bar codeg A28 4 U= microarray 7i&el &
EO| ERSI%CH w2t drug-induced haploin—
sufficiency /HEE 0188 in vivo cell-based USEIR

H EANEE TRy FEH Mumst Jla2 TN

Capy 81

Upidowrn & PMIKM

Copyis?

4,000 negative control

Microarray0ll 28t growth finesse| MEHS Cient 22
YHo=Z LB olzf -9 AN 250 2 g
HolM ARt #rE BIOIM GMHE HS f SRt
ARRJXIZLE 20| oiXfel &7 it C) STAH =& 0iA

| /2= HUE STK 5014 barcodeS ES primer
£ 0|25l biotin@=® HXlatm PCR ZESsiCH D)
microarrays St 2= Mzl Al signald] AlRtX=

|10

M © 2 [/
R T
e
CorEon
‘}SLI_or&"
= o &
_riz%na
==
rlrEFIO
oo A
o ro
)
= |0
>
=
> A
ol 0
% X
T njo
2 o
I
ooy W
R 1o T oo

o
Bl

0
mo

N

]
X
re
1o
>
o

Y
]

K
20

o T
=]
o
r

=
HI
(@]
2
oy
o
o

0
lal
o0
HT
o

o ox r

0o

_O'ﬂ

rr

th

=

&

i)

0l

LN

©

microarrays

|
=
gl
re
M40
1l
k=)
a
i

H

Ir

(m}

0
[l
=2
fim]
ro
il
]
1z
o’
o
ru
<
N
or
é)é
>
>

o T
=)
18
>
o A

T re
HU o

Compstitive growth of
ous deletion post
in the pressnce of drug

B iscfation of genomic DNA trom G-0 and G-20
g
Coe

"’""‘” ) R

Cyagreen

G0

€ tag ampificationlabeling \
I eo

&

¥
%Mwa{ OR

S IR ¥ 6ot

D Hybridization of lebeied tags
10 DNA microarray

?
¥ B>
s o £ N E
3
Gasewatics * £

Yollow spot = equal abundance ¢ green and ted lags (e, no changesl
Redapot = move rad 18gs, Le., strain is etviched
Greon spot = more Gresa 18gs, L., sinain daplatad

0

EDH O] YHE JIE A=0| A AUSHEHE

repositioningsgte 2 40| & 4 Qo 7[&2
2 M2LH 5-flucrouraci(b-FUQl AUSAIREQ
3 0B0A & 4 U0 DNA &4 Al RARZ
0 YMZS BAIZ AR A0[2F MG
2E 0olgT USHEY BM A o U=
exosomed| £0/82! rRNA processings
RRP ARl Z40| BEIQILE Ol2f3t AFM2 7|
|Biet 22 RRP

4
oo oRF
o o
)

Mo
o0 oy
or Ho

el
Ral
e

A

2

o
ox
rr rjo ok

12 4
Pl
S

b
lo
a4

0
Hu
>x
r
o
Ral
o
59!
(i)
=
|0
Hu
o
ro
NE)

o

e

4>
30
nr
-
ro
sl
0f0
[l
(@)
o
Ir
b}
0
4

<
M9
el

12

o nu
=
U

N
S

Jor oo

4 02 mX O0E
ro

oo
02 08 >

njo

Ral
e
o
r
Aim
As)
5

@ 3 g
i
b 2 &
E:J?’_ HHH_'I—E
im = 0 QM bop
2 = o o 00 R
ﬁ—'—,ojrﬂruﬂHl'u
o © = rr
NIV
O B 30 =
oo N il
—-—_'_H-l rOIw_lTl_rI'H
0 o gF o2 7T A9
oo WO i
10 ﬁmoher\L'_(o
B e g0 g
o oW
-l>_rﬂ§‘5ﬁ"ﬁgzlir9
o ol o K
ooy U g
— Hoom 2 £ o
e Wir o ¥ o &
= W o Sy
e o 02 2 3
Mo = ror > px

]
i
0z
i
2
>
0z
2
Pl
il
1ok
ofl
roi
lo
19
ot
o
on
H




ZYH= 0|E2HCRE SR0IMz A2A8H0| L2 & (functional genomics) = systematicet S92 1) &
SR SR AT B2 =40 Sz AQ=E Y Alof Of2) SAIXIE SA0f CFRO{0F i, 2) 24240f Cet
Rosigitazonedl| H|5HE oEs| 2 &2 HISO0IH % FHEN RA: E0[ot0i0F slH, 3) Halchz FTUAIE
BHS HORCL of2fet M2 AR IRy Uald ZAE 4 QL= microarrayZ e 7|E0] AEHEO0F &
2ol HRot= 2HES Uele ool 'RUA ME 2Ys Ch o[2I8t 2E A7t HIe &K 0l8 7rsdh Kt
HE 0|28 ASAEY HMAAH 0| T =20 € DHMBEAE 220|0H
= UHE A AARIT, ‘Genome—wide EESR RUA Mg Z2ME = =
MHZSHTH| JI0| MARRI 220 FMAx Al
=] Holl A3 =5 295 A
I 28 @H%Oli%ioﬁl XEez gAo| Zx = wET 2
M20|H, Sxf AAQ) 257 HATEL SEAFE 28 &
off Qlt ei=e] HElt Meks|AL ol S &
QIRMA| HEMEIL  Sefol 1) BEe| AN ROk A2 JENEuS
2 X100 o =Y efalstod dofg e 4 s VIRIE 8L 2) Al
Xgt |Hxte v AXRl Merie] ZF5HTE Sott plag BEEREE O
7= X Hdse molttn & 4t R 71s%l+ 8% U757l 7[= BEVIE TSt
(31 29]
[1] Sipiczki, M., Where does fission yeast sit on the tree of life? Genome Biol 1(2), REVIEWS 1011 (2000).
[2] Wood, V. et al,, The genome sequence of Schizosaccharomyces pombe. Nature 415 (6874), 871-880 (2002).
[3] Giaever, G. et al., Functional profiling of the Saccharomyces cerevisiae genome. Nature 418 (6896), 387-391
(2002).
[4] Winzeler, E. A. et al,, Functional characterization of the S. cerevisize genome by gene deletion and parallel
analysis. Science 285 (5429), 901-906 (1999).
[S] Jorgensen, P. et al., High-resolution genetic mapping with ordered arrays of Saccharomyces cerevisiae deletion
mutants. Genetics 162(3), 1091-1099 (2002).
[6] Hillenmeyer, M.E. et al., The chemical genomic portrait of yeast: uncovering a phenotype for all genes.
Science 320 (5874), 362-365 (2008).
[71 Roguev, A. et al, Conservation and rewiring of functional modules revealed by an epistasis map in fission

(8]

yeast. Science 322 (5900), 405-410 (2008).
Lum P. Y et al., Discovering modes of action for therapeutic compounds using a genome-wide screen of yeast
heterozygotes. Cell 116, 121-137 (2004).




