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Abstract Oxford nanopore technologies ( ONT) is an emerging third-generation single-molecule sequencing technology, which offers
various technical advantages of ultra-long read length, direct sequencing and real-time sequencing. ONT has made significant contribu-
tions to the life science field, especially in addressing the technical limitations of short sequencing read length with breakthrough pro-
gress and is widely used in genomics research. This review briefly introduced the principles and advantages of ONT sequencing, with a
primary focus on the application and research progress of ONT sequencing in the de novo genome assembly, genome structure variation
detection, study of three-dimensional genome structures and base modification detection. The future opportunities and challenges of
ONT sequencing are also discussed and prospected.
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el 80 AR HH AR B R 2 if DI R 24K #5- 4 Neher F1
Sakamann FIRFEH , £ JILTH4ER AR, HE Ox-

ford Nanopore Technologies 2y F] T 2012 4 % 7 Min-
TION S FPA, AW O, T 2015 445 HR
fb.(Wang et al., 2021), )5, PE[E Oxford Nanopore
Technologies INEIIR R KA GridION A1 PromethlON
DFFA, A, ONT I 4 A 7 35 PR 20 2 v i) oz ]
A T KiIEHE K (Leggett and Clark, 2017) . 1ERHH
— AP AR, ONT MNP AEN P K B T 8%
PEF:, JF HAEFL A M K 2 2he | RSB A I |
PRI 2 45 ) 700 S5 M M = A4 DR 20 R 5 4l v A 4 T
AR,
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1 NEFHERBERE

WFEAR A e 70 R R ES, —3k%
I T =W RAR S RN R R R A Y e AR S
B THRIET, 1953 4, K 7% (James Waston ) Fll 5g
L5 (Francis Crick) 7% T DNA XUBRGES S, H i,
TRV ER R, By — BB T
5% DNA WU HE 25 44 v (1) ATGC Y o i 5 1) HE 51) it
Fr, BERIR TR 1, JF HEERe 5 WE Z (8] 1Y
A A Ak i BEARAL, HCEE I 7 R U Y MERE , B
X—MERUAE T T At SN 1A W) E 5T )
PHARBIRNE, TE—E PR EHESh T I F HoAR i &
JE, MR R 27 B 89 8% & 1k 5 (Sanger and
Coulson, 1975) LIS IRAE - i /R1A%E( Walter Gibert)
W BB A 12 (Maxam and Gilbert, 1977) bribi &
S — AR PR AR IE A, AT B H AR B 15
—EEGK (phage) SR AFH, B ETFE 73
HAFFERIRT], LR IR O R ddNTP )
2'F 3 AN R AL R EE ARG Y i AR b e iR
IR TR, MM 1L T DNA G U N, 7
LR FF SN, 1) SO A 28 foin A — & e i) A
SHEPRICHT 4 B dANTP, I DNA S5 AR GE (i 45
BIEFAZIRENR 519, 3B A —FMEEA 1L
AT AL, B3 3 41k Y1k — 4K 45 A
2 NIRFEAEE , SRS F P i 0 B AL 1 BRI L K
PEAT IR B PR A BEHE P, e AT X0 R ik
SFA B IEATRIN, M H AR R B i e Sk
HEFGF 55— AN P AR 1 3 24 s I P
B (K AE 700~ 1 000 bp ), I HERH F 0] 1k
99.99% , T . AR, (AR — AR HOAR I
Jr e AR, AR AR A5 A e 2 I AR A 5

NEFEH AR B 58 e, AR i D REE N 4 g
RIGFE, SR P AR B 2 T0 1 0 2 K AR A
PRLZEL 0 o X6 1000 il 1 B ARCR I 5 oK . i T R fb—
AR 14 AR BRFE , 76 Sanger I £ AR AY JEAE 118
PR A T AP EOR, AR AR
WP+ K (next generation sequencing, NGS), #x E
PR AP 64 AT EBR I L %
F&(Roche) 454 U F7F-£3 . L IE Tllumina 23 7] Sol-
exa YT 5 K 3615 ABI 23 A ¥ SOLID )5 F- 545
BEE A T i AN e 4, SEIE Tllumina 23 7]
HEH 1Y HiSeq W77 5 SR F i, Haz.o B8R
& A B ( sequencing by synthesis, SBS)
(Fuller et al., 2009) , F|F PUFAS [F] B0 € (1) 58 S brid

dNTP, YHAMELE DNA REBERME T &M, &
AN —Fl NTP 502 B A [R) 97980, dad 4
JE TR BRSOGE S, MRS F7ll DNA Y
FeofE R 5 AR P A BOR S 2l iy, T
FER A 99% , AH[R]Bf A77F — & B9 AR, BV Tllumina
B LER reads BEKEE, — BN 150 bp ZEfT, R
KAEIAF 250 ~ 300 bp, I H — A0 H AT B 1)
GC P, FEHLL I (G+C) & BELE 50% A2 A7 1Y X
WOERS WA IS, BB reads HE, 1ER (G+
C) FaEUIR(G+C) & & IX I 1 7 55 2 ) 452D ( Tilak
et al,, 2018) . HAREE A P H AR T8 — 1R
FFEARA TERM S, [H2 A B8 2 S 7E
PCR P39 FERE I, 78 PCR iR A — iR &5
AFETCTEEE

ZE[# Pacific Bioscience 23 &) &5 T SMRT %l
B F NG FF &5 PacBio RS( McCarthy, 2010) ,
JF 2011 FEHEAT R & 8, JEE Oxford Nanopore
Technologies INE)HEH MinlON 1 F & ( Eisenstein,
2012; Jain et al., 2016), JfF 2015 46 H gl 1k,
2, AR AR IR 55 =AU R AR TR A
T RLAR AT R 1) DR A B XA D B sl B T
e T PCR 7SR B i 22, SMRT I 5 HAR
SR P G20 I B4 SR, B A i PR ) I (0 25¢
JEARICH ANTP FIZARE- T FL5E A DNA #9735
M 1 ONT ~F- 55 W] L Tk 3K 3 A3 38—
AR ALK SE Y, 5 ZARF AR, 5 =AR
I P H AR s T2 AR B B0 1 S e, D
HFETAHAT PCR 744, JF HAED P34k E RA I
WAL, ONT W& 7= A/ reads AT i5JLH kbp
2 Mb 25,

2 ONT MFREREENEES

2.1 ONT MlFHRE

ONT 7 2 35 T4 K AL HLAR 5 9 B S s
JFFHAR,, HAZ O — Ak ) 5 1 BT AL (van
Dijk et al.,, 2018) & T W~ FL M == 2 ], 1 e oes
Fr PR A AR ORFLAEE 1 B OS534S 7
FL AR SRV TR A B 25 B T, DINA XUBE 78 T 1K 75 1 1 7
I SHEEAYE LR\ RBIRGKRILE 455
FRIBIE, P AbE T BORTR], N ) B 3 o 44 K AL
B, S5 RARF AR AR, 38X X i {5 5
ARAEHEA TR I FNAR AT, DT 58 J80 0 55 7 91 ) 52 s
E(E ),
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B 1 ONT JFEE
Figure 1 Sequencing principle of ONT

2.2 ONT MFaES

BRI K . ONT M F r= A 11 reads 4 A 52
FPi& £ BB, reads B AT LA H A R BERK BE AR5
— 3, JEU AT LRSI i 4 R LAY AR 51
PRI, R LA a2 S il 4 1 O S8 R4 B
B, Hig K read I35 Mb 251, XK reads A
WL, T LA b IR 4 g o A A DX e, A T 3R
CN= g =T U s 40 SIS RA TR

B SCHEINE . ONT 0 SC 7 il 4% a7 B e
FE, TR AT PCR 734, AT DL B35 DNA B
H RNA SCESATINY, I HLAEAS 58 5 Pt B i Ik (& 1
AfE B, BERE G T PCR I 34 5 72 v HE B A Bl 2k 5
fic, thrE—ERERE L2 T R RS AS i L AT L
TN R T s S, SEER K e a0 A SR AT

ARG, B A 2 MinlON 44K
FLIN PP f B, B AR 100 g, HARIER G
B AT DATEAS R 22 IR EE T SE USRI

3 ONT MFBIFARNHA

3.1 ONTNFAEEFAHESRHNA

SER AL & TR A I A AL Y B, A
AT A Y e fe e 2 (R EE 45, 2018), %€
RS BT o DR A AR e 91 A T R DR 2“2 5T Y
BLfifh, PR 2R — AT LU EA R IR B,
JeR AL I P A SR P 81 e BE (reads ) 2 T HL &
DXIREA T PR %A A 1 2 25 1 BE (contig) 5 HLIK,
T AN BE B9 K R B ( Mate-pair ) SCEXT contigs #F
TTHER TR B K 1Y scaffolds; )5, il gap IH

FELA R AR Bh st A 1 | Doy B s g (0 SO G A 3R
H A& ( chromatin conformation capture, 3C), ¥ scaf-
folds 5 E BIHL @R L, DT ZH 2K H e (PR 9501 11 2
R,

PacBio Al ONT M FF H A 1 AR AR H 22 if, —
AR - AR T ER 531 i 174 e P 2 20 3% A pF 4
TAE, ZBRT AR i R, R T ARy
HEAT LA 20 A AR ATD SR AF AR B B IR A, bE T 4 Ak A
I A5 2 0 R S e /N R PR A S BR RK BE
0 00 A 3] 98 R e Kl 2 B BB A A T 3
INCA RS EBCR A FE B, I ELER o3 W) 0 B PR 21 28
i 7R E g ek EHE, RRUKAERET
IRy skZ e, RERASEEE HmERG
(R, 2021) , AR 2 1Y reads Tovk RS
FCRE A 2H B AT P 91 B A DI, AR I 2t BLR
543 3 (branch ) FIFA AL (loop) , TR B4R H
Befl, 1 ONT P B2 K AT s LA kb, 8 AP
BE TS, IR HAHEE T PacBio =00 P4 A |
ONT ¥ &4 B9 Ultra-long M ¥ BE A% 7= A= 8 I
FrBe, ATLARS B R A e A X, AN A S
FRNAFAEN KA gaps, TLHIEAEA 225 A 80
By b ke AR T4 2200 X S 5 20 i e A
KysibL X, I FLAE LAl A 2 5 2 A AL
i, FEORUEAER AT [T, RS ECAT b L X DNA J7
G, DATZE 2 e o | e S0 R B A ) BE PR 2

fEF Bl ONT W7 HARTE R K 2 e b i L, i
7 3 v k7 B B ( Telomere-to-Telomere ) $#24L T H Rif i
HEEE NFES % B 4 T2T-CHM13 ( Nurk et al,,
2022) , HIH AR BT 275 B N 41 BTk T GRCh38
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NFEHEIA 8% HYAS H o AT TN K AL MinION )
J¥ N2 CHM13hTERT A ER , FRICT 50x[) ONT %%
P, IR T 2.94 G YL, contigNS0 75
Mb, FESEHEEMERZELME F R T contigN50 4 56 Mb
) GRCh38 4 &, LAk, Miga 55 (2020) f& B ONT
Ultra-long P BLIN5E BT X YLl T2T 41, 78
AT, X YR i 29 A~ BR TR 81 B 4 i 4
F&, 11147 861 bp, FEFFAAEM 3.1 Mb U2
22k FE CT-X Hl GAGE 45 5959 & A2 A 6 Y X
IR, XS B A AN FEAR E TN 2 DR A A O
JERE A A ML S BT, Logsdon 45 (2021) [RIFF A 1
ONT Ultra-long (48 5¢ 1 7 A2 8 S5 4L A {k T2T 44
B AR T 5 AR IWIAFER gaps, L35
2.08 Mb 5 22075, 644 kb 1) B-Bii1H 2 L K #%
J¥51, 863 kb I A% H 53 K 5 5T 51 A KA R
BEAR s X, AN, %A SR AR ) 55
RS T iL5E A T BRI (Pan troglodytes) | JE12
( Pongo pygmaeus) FVEIME ( Macaca mulatta) i 8 5 4%
GRS 2ok 2R I HLW H Rk D7 s AT 1@ A,
I BT R G R B AT R LR R 5 8
Yo IR0 R G50 5 N AL, X ey
Hrgft T 24 R 283 ) [R) U5 e (0 A 2 220 DX 311
FEA, AR ST v B o A 110 35 R 4 X 38 ) s 5 AR
SRR THESR

FIFH ONT W75 5 [ A (A XA Wy A R I (Ar-
abidopsis thaliana ) 3 [ 41 BUAS B K &%, Naish 55
(2021) B 55T ONT Ultra-long reads 5 1T AR5 It
Y@ RMESR , JF HA5 G HiF BRI T §RE B9 I
B AL A T RS JF T T2T 9 2 K 41 Col-CEN
vl.2, S54HIF TAIR10 FERHAH L, Col-CEN v1.2
LA 5 AR R0 35 220 X i pk Se B gl 4,
1S 3 SRS 5 Y AR T AT sk B R 11 8
A, 25 4 S Y ORBR IR [ & 45 S b
X DNA FIARIT (A X IR0, AL e 78 A, A
TIRBL, BAEIT 226 DNA (1 178 bp 1 /& B
P31 (CEN180) 1AL, [l A 3 T 4 2 (14 25 224 11
BIPH, W58 N5 & AR Y ik 1) CEN180 J7
S EAT I W RE M, A 0.3% 1Y CEN18O J7 41 &
SEAARE Y, TR AR N 57% ~69% i) CEN180
HEA ZAFE DL, U T LR ST IRl — 45 G e R P )
CENI80 JFHIAFtE X A ta®s, Btz ok, MhfiTid
KB ATHILA 3 5% sk 5% 14l A SR T
CENI180 J¥ 41| 14 38 15 11 A0 ¢ WL 18 AL 4 45 0y, 4 ok
CEN180 JPHI ) Z 1, EB T HL /e T & 22 0 1 it

12 B A FZ R L W] e 1Y .

BEA ONT ) 5 H A B Jlt s i Jie B A B DA 4 4 2
oy B AR, SR AN ( Brassica rapa) , H
HUIHSE ( Brassica oleracea ) F124 F 42 ( Musa schizocar-
pa) (Belser et al., 2018) . & 5 ( Sorghum bicolor )
( Deschamps et al., 2018) . 24§ & ( Chrysanthemum
nankingense) . 3€ KA 3 ( Chlamydomonas reinhardtii)
(Payne et al.,, 2023) . #ZBEWk ( Juglans mandshurica)
(Yan et al,, 2021) A5 Rh AL R A HKEE ONT Iy
EEBLIE R, £ K (Zea mays) (Liu et al., 2020) .
IKAE (Oryza sativa) (Zhang et al., 2022) . P4 ) ( Cit-
rullus lanatus) ( Deng et al., 2022) . & # ( Musa acu-
minata) ( Belser et al., 2021) 9 FK5E Nanopore 1)
Ultra-long S Ef B A B 40 25 3T T2T 7K

3.2 ONTNMFEERALEHTREEFHINA

FHHAAEFIEA R, BRI
B R Y 3 DN 4 45 8 A 5 (structural  variations,
SV) ., SVl HZFEK B R T 50 bp WFHIE S,
TR FEAABK | IEA | R EIN
% 5 (Roses et al, 2016) . M THREZHFREZE
4 (single nucleotide polymorphisms, SNP), SV 73
A S 5 K, Tz R g R, 2
Rt LR S R R 22—, DRI, 2R 40 1 v Aff 40 M
BRI ZERAE S, XM Fh R Ik S A% 2 REE
HATEZMIEM.

JERT, HRZH A RS AT e SNP |, iX
S TE AR B2 A, SV R4 A PRI ME, —
FHT SV Al L, RAZ MIEREK, &
BT AR RIME, 55—, R BE SV AT LAIA#|
JUE kb, XFF AR R 48 A Bk, M DL S i A~
SV, [, FF ARG R ARG M 25 44 48 5 2 o ik
Ttk /& BRI B i 25 1 0, 98 2K, T ONT I e AR
TE— BRI LR T IX—MERT, ONT I 77 AR il K
TP BT DA Ay S 4 1 sk i A o o R R BE IR X
AR R, KA BEA SVt ] LU o 52 B 1 1 ff b bk

I ONT {0 7 104 7 235 A0 708 5 65 R E 0 1l )y e iy
FHTHERER I A, Gong % (2018) I ONT + AR AL
D% T NFUIR 58 40 i HCC118T 3 [H 21 25 44
RS 155 T 34 100 4 SV LI AHITHY 66 660 W
A, i@ PCR LA £ 8 PCR MHES & 10 ik 50
WET 200 24~ SV i, UESE T ONT %22 SV HA K
I RHERG Y, LT E S SV, TR BUE 3T IX
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Sl R 4 DI SV AT e 1 b 5T T ik PR ET g
SEC R D B 235, DT 3 S R A A
HEAb, AT ONT I g AR S T R 45 1 722 S e Bk ]
P S I REIBIE i R h KA AR, Quan 25
(2021) AT ONT U F B AR 73 1 BB (9 5 17
L 55 Ky 28 e ol T 7 7 o R A PR, AT
RS 25 AN AZEREAR (10 DU, 15 AR ) i1 T
10x 1 ONT P, 22 1 v [ DO A 25 4 2 5
Kl , 2l ik, BRZARAT 38 216 4> SV, X Ui B
KM SV e a5 2R, 450728 5 BIG A 27% 1
SV S UHHAT, AATTE— 25 AR KL A6 I 21 11
SV bRife, ¥ 276 A AU BRI FF AT T SV 41
TUIFAg A 7R RERIRAL 50, e 17 80 5
e JELPR A5 3 M A OG A e B Y, I F SRR S T
ONT %7€ SV HA S @ i R, I HABR T SV 7
FCIGE N g i ek R v R R EE AR TEOKE A
SV 52, Beyter %5 (2021) IESE T 450 A8 S 6 A2
FAVPMER, AR ONT 75 %) 3 622 447Kk
NIy, s it 98, ek BE 133 886 -]
FEM) SV SEALEE X UK B N B 2R AU 5 403 K
T HEBAFAT (linkage disequilibrium ) ) 77 R R
SV X HLHAB MR, Z55R R T 2452
RAEVE R SV, 4nIH [ G5 35 K1 PCSK9 5
— AP0 2 DL i 2 5 AR AR AP % s A P AL
[ ( low-density lipoprotein cholesterol ) 7K 45 &5
T R AL 11 B (aggrecan ) F ACAN &K v A8 %0 H
HMEKER ( variable number tandem repeat ) 5855
K,

Mz, DL EZEREH], ONT MUF7E SV A LA &
NZRBEAIFFE b o ff Ok R 1 LU B, g fp 2 5
e S EE R L R R T U R

3.3 ONTHFE=Z4EFAHRIPRINA

SGHIT, X A SRk A P A 5T 32 B DL A DL
PP TR AR R N H A, (R 25 Mtk e Thfg”
Ce— IR I AR R, SRR R GR
YIRS SRR (A SR A e MR P G 2R, TR AFAE —
HYezs [ R R 22 M 4%, Frlh, BFoE 4L A i) =
A3 [ 25 F A BE & LA B R 20 27 1) — S & i
. Dekker HIBASR Y T H T HIFSE = 43 PR 20 7 i e
A G A A AR (3C) ( Dekker et al., 2002), T
A6 e €0 Jo R B R 2 [E] S AR, Bl e Sk R
H 4C(Simonis et al., 2006) . 5C( Dostie et al., 2006)
AR, I TIE — S8 2 S UK Z GBI 2 A0

Pt SZ HAE N . O T REAE 42 Ak K 20 Y R P T 5T
a5 A BHAEH, Lieberman-Aiden 1A LA 5 18 & )
J¥ (Schmitt et al., 2016) F-Bt, L 3C AR JyFLh,
AA T e e 68 5T 3K H R (high-throughput
chromosome conformation capture, Hi-C) ( Lieberman-
Aiden et al., 2009) , [F4F, Fullwood FIBA K T 55—
T R BIVEC X 2R g s 10 0 3 AR 43 A G £
AHHAEH ( Chromatin interaction analysis using paired
end tag sequencing, ChIA-PET ) ( Fullwood et al.,
2009) , Hi-C I ChIA-PET A B 0 7 = 4 3 P
YU TSN, AT T IS BLE A (Tao et al,
2017) . /K i ( Zhao et al,, 2006) . E K (Li et al,
2019) | 4L ( Gossypium ) (Wang et al., 2018) 55 7E N
fy AR e (5 B AR S, fHOZ Hi-C AT ChIA-
PET HARWAFTE— & 1Y Ry BRPE, B AR5 324 Y
IR A LA K i ) P ) A o, — W R REAS I 7
FEPNH AL 2S [B) BAE, (2 RiEpr R R, B
23 [AAFAE B B (A LA R B R 4 A ) B
(=

N T Rk —FOARR S, 2019 47, e[ Oxford
Nanopore Technologies 23 FJ A 3 [ FEAS IR B2 27 Bt
ONT KB I 7 B AR 5 G 8[54 G 470 3R H A AR 45
&, & T Pore-C | Ji* £ &K ( Ulahannan et al.,
2019), SEBL T AREUEE KA N = B BARAE B i Dife
f T #) - Pore-C £ AR X N & B ik 12 40 g
(GM12878) DNA ZEATIIFY, JF-5 S Al A A (9 25 4 b
#E Hi-C B AT UL, % B Pore-C fE A/B X% |
TAD FAREMA J i L% 15 Hi-C 25 5 A Y
EHU IFH, Pore-C il 76 I 36 A 2H &5 By B AE 1Y)
PR E) 1 79% , ik i T BUAT 19 s B = 4k 55 P9 41
AR SPRITE,, MeAh, flfi1Hs Pore-C $i RS & A F
FF &) Chromunity 53 i 2] A2 B ik EL 40 i 3R
GM12878 ) =HERE AT 5T, Jfad i v By B AT 4L
PR 1 398 RS 1 Z 1A AH BLAE S 89 Bl ) A 5
P AEXT 7L R E 41 FR HCC1954 1) = 4k 35 X 241 fF
FEH K G 58 1 B I ] B0 A FLIRE Tyfonas
HYZ5 45 7% 5 ( Deshpande et al.,, 2022) . 7 AH ¥ 45 35k
59, Huang % (2022) B Pore-C i R K ZFh =
YESLIRIZH A BT B8R, A T H ARG 2 o e 1Y) i b
( Gossypium hirsutum L.) TM-1 = 4 FLH 2 & 3%, 38
AT R, Pore-C FORREME TN HE 240+ MHICH Y
B2 [ EAE(TAD clique) , 3 HZ B TAD clique
KNSR B compartment XA IE LB E R, 5
B FBA R L BIOCHR . At BFFE N Gl 22
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BB T, S T A L A AR g s PR 2 o,
FElL T 12 S S E d 1 FO  E PS v N TR k¢
FEH 5 22 S AAH M (Huang et al, 2022)

3.4 ONTNFEHREXEEHHNA

R B R i — Mg X, 27T
B B T 1) R AL T o HY R AT S i 2 DNA =
RNA 731 b, JERGHA H RE Ak Tl B ik AT 0 HY Bk Ak
REHEA AL RS 1 W AL LA ) —Fh R
DRAF R ZILBAL BT (Zhang et al,, 2018) , 57k
YA SIS R DI G, AR, P TE
FEN £ 5 1895 ( Roundtree et al,, 2017) . FE K EI2
(Bewick et al., 2016) . %% & ¥ UL X ( Wang et al,,
2019) R B AR, B IR H BRI 1 2 DNA
AL AT RNA FELAL

TR TEM AL sh Wik R TE Y b, HacE Wit
BRI DNA HH 35 A0 08 17 J2 76 i s I 1Y)
TS AE BN H AL DI RESL AT, FETTE A SmC
A B, HET, 56 R S R ¥ (whole ge-
nome bisulfite sequencing, WGBS) ( Kernaleguen et al.,
2018) —EAE N SmC A B9 BT G hn i, HIEA B
SERFIAZIR 15 e 28 ad o WA R Sk 50 R A7 Ak 2
P RE A 1 i v A 1250 9 A T R AT B 2 2
L, FFEEA R R W WE , H T Ak 174 i s E AN 23 AR
N, PRWEREZ S PCR 9 1Y ZJ5 23 5 A Ay M g s
WE , Fh I PP Al 3 W 5 oA Y A e g w75 D 1X )
IF o ABSE KRR 05 EE W AA A — E R ik i, RIER R
TRIR A ER AL HE 285 DNA 4> TREfR, 30 DNA 5
T BAk, JF B WGBS J& F ARIT, A
reads B8, ML MELIE S B E LA WEE P
B, T ONT {0 F 38 o A8 1 Rl R A A W il i ) 49 K
L reads 77 A A4 HEL IO B2 2 S R AG N FHY 64k, SIZBLPR
B AR e A LR R B T R U RO T
K LI R 007 £ (AL 5, g,
ANEE, BEE B L, I BARERKEEK

B PLFAAT L i Bl DR 2 v o AR DU, sl 1 PR
FEXT i, PRI HY A A8 i A DU rp B A e () A
e, HT ONT P BORER T RE%E5E SmC H AL &
Wiz 4h, ShmC. 6mA 45 1& M o BE 9% 153 2] i 5 7Y
YE

HAi, &A TJLR AT THAH ONT Wy 4%
6l DNA FEEAL (52 1), A0 T R e T B B Y
Tombo ( Stoiber et al., 2016) , F&F a5 /R A] Fe AR A H
74 Nanopolish ( Simpson et al., 2017) . 3&F#1 2: %
2RI () Megalodon, Guppy . Deepsignal (Ni et al.,
2019) . DeepMod( Yuen et al., 2021) , DI &£ T HAH
4541 METEORE (Liu et al,, 2019), X& T HAKZ
TR S SFE M FL 30 Y DNA CpG A qid 1Y F ik
1k, H2AR THFLY, Y hi DNA HEA
{URAAE CpG AL g, T HAL e TAEX FRYE R
CHG ., CHH i, JFAEEY n A g fe . i
Pix —[m] L, U T BAAE J5OA I & 1 T A Deep-
signal AYFERN I, iF— D821 TG A A DNA HI 3
ALY 5E 1Y) Deepsignal-plant (Ni et al., 2021) T.H., H
AR JEUBR M) XU 47 2040 22 R 45 BILSTM 4 i T
JEE 2 2D BRI R A 0 K LI e A b 5 AR A A k-
mer P55 RAAEFIF SURHE, JF H B REAS - i F1
ZMEIRE AL PN GRAE A s, KB 1 IRl b i)
R BRPEREAS ) 53 1 B2 AT A5 MU 2R 88 s . i 4
BT . IKFE . BIT (Brassica nigra) %5 50 4 X5 I 25
B TPEREIA, 455 &P, Deepsignal-plant 7F 3
A~ motif (CpG ., CHG, CHH) Fy TN 45 R 5 WA R A
RIS R RS IR B S A A DG . I, 5 AR
PR SR D7 AR AH B, ONT U P S8 1 1 e A 45
FERIRE TR 25 BT 1% 1) SmC 7 5, 7EKAEH
ZHTER] 5% (19 SmC AL, Beoh, ad XU R T A
KR A DB Bt AT W B S e i, R 25 57
ALK, 3R] ONT Bl 7 5 51 52 5L R 41 19 DNA
I A S e v B A

&1 ET ONT MFHELEEREUHRELEST
Table 1 Comparison of software for identifying methylation on ONT sequencing data

TH 7 Jx N B Yyt

Tools Motif Principle Advantages Disadvantages Species
Tombo 5mC/6mA/dam/  Giil2E HEETR, fikZ (YR e= NN i ]

dem Statistics Fast and versatile High false-positive Homo sapiens, Bacteria
Nanopolish ~ 5mC/CpG Fe IR ] Fe AR R PR = A
Hidden Markov Model Fast High false-positive Homo sapiens

mCaller 6mA/5mCpG TS R 2 Tk P = Yy ol B i KIGFF B

Neural network algorithm  High accuracy

Species restrictions Escherichia coli
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Continuing table
TH 7 J 3 Pesi R Yyt
Tools Motif Principle Advantages Disadvantages Species
Decpsignal  6mA/SmCpG RIS D MRS AR x
Neural network algorithm — Fast and high accuracy  Inconsistent accuracy Homo sapiens
Deepsignal-  SmCpG/5SmCHG/ #4125 M 4% 51k BB | MER R HAD IR A PRI, KA
plant SmCHH Neural network algorithm — Fast and high accuracy  Reliance on other software  Arabidopsis thaliana, Oryza sativa
NanoDisco  6mA/4mC/5mC Bl RIGIE T R0 e L A il
Machine Learning High sensitivity Narrow test range Bacteria
METEORE ~ 5mCpG o HE 25 s AD R A
Snakemake High accuracy Reliance on other software
Megalodon 6mA/5mCpG LTI =R7S R N | FE RN A
Neural network algorithm  High accuracy Slow and resource-intensive Homo sapiens
Guppy SmCpG/6mA BREER Kk Z FEBRTT IR KGR . A

Base calling

ety of bases

Detection of a wide vari- Resource-intensive

Escherichia coli, Homo sapiens

ONT n] LIXT KB RNA 007, DLSCEL RNA
HILALBI %2, FIO1 A& — 1 F S AL RS i 45+
B, 5 AR B METTLLI6 R, Xu %
(2022) &P FIO1 2875 35 mRNA ) m° A 1&4fi /K F-
R RE, b TSR FIOT WBEE, ffi15r 5%t 3 4~ 5%F
AR FIOT 58 78 1K 1Y 400 B I 41 1 i 4T Nanopore
Direct RNA Wl 7, I H Hois 7B ALY FIo1 28751k
ZEZE A m®A B, TEB T FIO1 EL A ke 1)
m°A LB EGDIRE, JFULSETE CDS XBEAT m°A
HILARIEME , #8781 FIOI /- S0 mCA FH 354k 45
FEAERTI] . ZWF2E B m® A B IR EFE ) i R )
“ETIRE PR AL TR LA

LS UE B T AR A8 i A 3 DR A v 1
VEFE, X Bt — R E ONT U5 557 AR AE %6 1 F
A A i A g BB

4 Wit5RE

ONT M7 F AR 5 55 — AR ¥ B AR F PacBio 1)
AR PR AR AL, BA RS BRI e A
MPERAE S, ALk, TEAE IR
LN TR 2ot (HR AR AT R A A —
B8 H R I IO U B E R B AR FR A AT
Hlumina & PacBio OG5 B, ONT il i ¥ Hi 5
5 BRI O L S T 97 58 BB A DU ), (E2:
THAGSREMER 2, I H M55 R LR 2
A0 TR 0 B 7 AR — R e, T DL 3
ONT ZEI 7 HERR BE LAY T AR KR, i ik
AR PacBio M, I HHAN T 7™ A= B R 15 0T
AEREHL, T 3 A TP 2[R 2R W) (homopolymer ) F11
R X, R Zeat | B alds T RBdERLE,

ol DR B = 1 MER I, 15 BT 9]l i A L S AR
SMELLIX 43, B E Oxford Nanopore Technologies INH)
R T B AER T, SRECT R N SR, EL AN e g oK
FLAPRE, Bl Bk 8 1 B T Ak 2E i), PR
AR 1) B 5 TR A DG B A L A T i RO
Fiegh K LA Kitl0 38 7 &, 78 29 P AT Y B[] £
92% I i IR A MER BE % AR 98% , 2021 4F, &
FHEL A R10. 4 40K ALA Kil2 iR 7 &, B R IR R
A B4R = 21 99% LA L

ONT )3 7E e 4 b i 38 00 F LA 9 3 F 5.
MERIE FoRUE, HE DNA BEAN KA W3, wlhn] LI—
JERIIPUE P N N (o 7 R R s 7 N Oy < E e
WP R AT AR R 2 e LA — 845, ONT ¥R
Healifb s o0+ DNA | 7EJF A R 1Y 5Ll F i i 5
BKALIITE , AT A G A2 3300 45 Dy vk
PR AL PR ol 5, i — 2D £ 0 I R A 4
WS, fif He Ji K e DL IR e 19 52 24 T T4
Xof 5 DR 2 8 g 72 S ) 4 EL A R A P 3

FESFDE T ER 2R 1) () BT L R 4 o A s R AT 34
ZJ5, GRALI R B AR E N N R S,
L ONT ) J3 4557 iy = AR P i i s ok ik ok, e 3k
DR 20 4 26 I J 62 1 4o A7 BF 5 o g FH A 2 R ik
Iz,

& Tk

BN RS SOA B DL S B A SR | I S
B R L VT S 3 SO A i 7 DL D g ke
SERAER, EOSCRE B R R,
BIGER; TS0 3R SO R AR 5 W AL 4k
o5 T MM, SEHEE IR
BRI SR
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