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XA

Z MM AR R B & — A AR RS A 2 R iR
MR, 2 20 M AP 1A DB 41 RS2 R O 31 B 4 4
ZUIRE N 220 Z R0 L4 B RS, R AR tE)
RE RN DR Z BT R, 2R OB A [FH 1)
ZReTE T4, BIRTARGN, P EIA R A AR 4
M, B — % B8t S5 G 41 B A A LSRR A R RS,
ik Waddington 25 AR H T TR IE ORI, UCNANTE
PR M40 B MR Fe s, AARXHTAS
B2 5 In) HoAth 20 H A AR e AL

AR S A — P R R A 1E o 5 — &
M RRIAE R LR, N E YRR — e iR
S RE T BRI FRIATE, B R T MUK R 2 1 IE
KERF. | X EREL BTG, B85

RufE R, BB, GRS, FREE TR

PRI AN B AL o A RE 22 AN . R T
FRAF ARG 54 BE e B 0 47 B0 Bk 1) A
HE A YA

IR B A RS R AR e 1), HE I S8
FBT DU AR B sk i E A2 ) 2 KB
IRE. B ERENZSMTER 4 F EEE
(nuclear transfer, NT). MU E . gAMmlo . DAL RS
KR T IE RIA. SR ON 2 A A R A re R i s )
YL, DRI G A e AR A DR 5T i B o B R TR 4 e
HIRFEMTB. MERIT R KR, % EE YR
FE— BB A AT, FE LR e (1 R G 4 e, 51 4,
/N B (Mus  musculus) & JE P9 40 U [4] (inner  cell mass,
ICM)4H il . IR fifi T-(embryonic stem, ES)4H . JIE fifi
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(embryonal carcinoma, EC)Ziiff, HA RN HIKE
Brae ., B GIR T ONATTIE  2 Rl S B g
FORIEFC. AEAH L b5 7 A e A A s M i, AR AT
PIME N BB AT AL REFARL, JEH OS ARk F
N P R 21 1) 253K, EARAR AN RE T R A IR T,
RIBFEF RN T FRAMEFALE 1987 Egtc & B,
i 2006 % Takahashi A1 Yamanaka“i%S £ gEtET
(induced pluripotent stem, iPS)ZH i ¥ i Th JC %€ /& 5 g
FEATR i BLARA%. BT iPS AT 5 ES il —5
IR A Re R, i A AR 4, B R
HAE N B AAKRIE 5 T IO B A TEAE G % HE 5 I B,
D] I AR PR B A T AR 2 2 S A0 P B4 . B o 2 1) R
A RO R B, TS A E AR T S
X g &, FT RO ER, NFERRE S, oy
HATFERFRIHARGE /1, Kbl T E
gnfE;, —L B IS SR AL ) I RRIE R A Ry
TR T4 iPS 5 803 FH 0 A I S s S L
) poly (I:C)1i%5 3 = K ZH T T8 RE v A (2 i3k 42 i 4 R 1 2
F1(OCT4, SOX2, KLF4, c-Myc)i# 5 iPS®. X H & i
e RO 22 A B 30T T PS4l B R A+ E
2O, RG-S 2 60T I 77k DL A e EE o
FEMIBLHR A X

A LRIR NG 53 A A Y R ) PO, RV E
G R P 2805 B L.

1 BB

2K O B R B A A A Y eh B A e Az e
(IR, RS R A SRS i W A 10— B[] HL R 2R R
HA, MAEEANAHEA TSR, LX) DNA X
RGP, A B RV B B . SRR
FORW, MEFAZ M 2R AR 3 3 25 AU X s R
SIS T AR MR E R AR, 4R 4L X RS B 4
N EINE b o4 =t-S i SRT R S o s T8 1 D S R G4 o)
G A P R AR

L1 AR

BRI SIS W T 1952 45 Briggs Al
King" ZE W W 2K 5h M 3 ST 1), B K Bk 224 4 i 3R A5 1)
YUARAZTEN ZAZ AR SZAE U . 1958 4E Gurdon 25 A
BRI SEI T B E AR AR 5 RE 4B
PITWE (Xenopus laevis)SRFFIR KT, KA i M

FHRGEY, fope BRI Ed BB ARE, &
KR E NBAR AR T . Gurdon &k FILAS [7) 43 4K A5
o5 P B AZ 2 o 1 B g R 2R 2 AR ORI
S i (2 R 40 B ) I AZ E AT A2 RS RN, BV A
32%, 1HRE AR TS R 7 R OK, e
Ak 30%; 448 FH oA an i A A T R N, B
FERCRARTAR, Fan, R Bk 2 M A A 440 i by 2 ik 2
1 5% 1 HoR#R 7y NT JRIGHEASRE K B T R i),
BARA R E B AR AR IS, PRtk kx40 i 71k
FEEEER S, NT E AR SCRRAC. LB T LA
e E AR ROCR. SR A AH M D R R A A, (A
1.3% 88K B N Re ik riehieh; (A g5 — IR NT 15
RN M AE AL A0 A, 28 Ik NT 159 2 5k
AR )RR SR 2 4391, B ESE B K
AMEAR B, P2 20 M B g R D T e 1 VLA R
240 (R BB 3h BORRHEL) A 2R 2 3R R B 30%).

Hh sk 2 5K B 5 B LR 1963 AR ptil i — H e
P S8R (1) 38 A% 4 JO A N R A R (%) 9 R T RS D e B
TR A X PR E A v BE A R — 2. IS B
) o B S50 35 SR P e S S5 P A SR 3l 0 Dl SR B A L,
H A MR AR, LA SO SEIG MR, ik O T
Ft BT R EROR IS — N 1973 4F, R AR
37 5 — LB AR AL A 1, I R B 4N M 56 AN AR 1)
KEG—Ewm. WA RUFIESCERE 1973 F
WA (Ehdky b 1977 48, B N E %
N AMRIE T XPE RS RS HE. 1980 4F, =
R ENIREAE T EEYRSE T E AR KEE
RetE I vl P L X TS B HROE 15 — R E A
(%) S ] ) VR i 40 P v B B 4. 1981 4, IR B
IKAE AWt F BT ) — AN 5 /N ALK R = R il £
(1) 5 U 4 B A A% A 21 — A5 ARl f8 A B O b, 3R
37 A RE e RE L, R E BOSAA, IE B R )
YR Mt ] L& e M R P4, B KB Ak
A RE . Xt A b 28— URRE B 7 40 i v B B
W), LU BUFARGE B e B ) 2 R T 15 4R

1.2 BEHYEAH

VIR FLEN VR A MU AZ A AN MIT 3 O BESH At
BEFFEI NT IR 1997 47, Wilmut %5 \@E ik
A% 1 OF BE 20 H 5 137 1L Gk A R 1 4 B AT R G
WG TR B REE2F, REEmEREAR
AT DAN T L2504, 1998 4E Wakayama 25 A5

5
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B 78— HUNR, BG4 (Bovine)"™®") 112 (Capra
aegagrus hircus)®®. ¥ (Sus scrofa domestica)?' .
Wi (Felinae)®. %u(Leporidae)™. 32T-(Equus ferus x
asinus)? . I (Equus caballus)?®? . K 8 (Rattus
norvegicus)™™ . M (Canis lupus familiaris)*'. % 3
(Mustela  Pulourius Furo)m] 3% 3¢ (Camelus
bactrianus)[al]%*ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ%. SR T A1 7 B 1 R 2
AR, — A 1%~3%.

AVAEPH TR — B, AN [F) 70 A 72 2 240 D ) B 2 5
RORZFIRK. 29 50% 17N R R AT 4E40 i NT It
HRER BRI, (BIRDEER F BT Wi S E R
FERR K ES [0 NT BRFREEIE 44%, FIHF FEIE
2.4%% ES-NT ZEMIKA ES 40 RIBEL N
50%, T RET YA L NT Jm 252 ES 40 i R AR 21
30%77. ES-NT 3k73 NT /b 2 A X & 20
(<2.4%)%, W REAMEAN L NT D)5 3 ARAR

NT £ MII G EF4H 138 % — £ 51 DNA & il k48
JH 53 R AT, AN BE B ERBOE sk, AR MR E Ao A
NT 2= MIT ] 5 BE4H i S5 Hh 5 sxe i = 2 A2 1O IS 1)
Bil4n, /) B 20 A% B R R AT A B A0 7 P8y 25
KA %, NT J5 Ocrd B=RIBOE 2 1~2 IR40 IR
BT R E i ICM A £ R R BRI T R K Xa(RiE
1 X G o ) IO R AEAE T LR 3 3 ) B0,

1.3 SEmA RS AR 1 R 2% AL

IR, R A A% OP BR A i SR B 1) 3%
fi6 5 DNA HEEAL A 6. NT iR kK & 5 # fE41 5 DNA
FH R b BB A 51144 i Sl 66 A ) i e e bl 4
5-Aza-dC AbFE HEA R I A RESE B NT AR K & 2614540
1M A Dnmel 572 1) /N B iR BRCZT 4E 40 1l (mouse
embryonic fibroblasts, MEFs)fi{fit#&, k1§ NT-ES f
BRI INY) 3 5197,

2H H B S A 1 AE Ik DR 3K T 4% T T 4R H
FEES R LA T AR RO R U B N A
ghER), SR PR SRR TR S 530
gi i S, M6 4 E A 2 4B B (histone
deacetylase, HDAC)RE {2 2F 44 4 )7 E#4 . DNA &l
i 5L149.50]

BRI R R RO B AR R . TF e R R A
fEREmER 5T XS, (8T Je )i E,
NG FER L LA, Gurdon® VR I, AN AZ RIS,
G Bl 5 REA A 2> = 005 5 A BATLEE B A i IK A e

6

JR RS, MK T REE Bh T E AR AR Ringlb
SRR R T G B R B, 3T A BT
iR ipt gt 4 2.

DNA HHEAL. HEABM. Y mmEERu
K&, T AEREREREE. FGEEO8H8 T HT
2R W BB EAT TR g R A
WIEANRIERN, SEEERERPRERES S HY
£ 40 B B8 1E 5 R IR AS — 250 UL P 40 B A AN 79 A 20
YIon G FE Rk MyoD, HEHRYNMRGUNIEE)
FRERin, A W R VDR A 10 5% A2 iy B,

T [ JVR it 2 W R B 1) 57 — S 4 >R 1 55 MR 1 /DS BR
AR Xi W FE. MEMEN RARAII NT J5, BEE RS
R R AR RO EEAT, Xi FEZBER ICM Tk B H
OO E R, Xi M AR R NT R 3H
SEA RS S HES X YR KT R AR g Y
RNA (Xist)7EZ b H 1) E IR Z 40 b 58 Rk, 40
B Xist RNA B 0~2 MARZED ZE a2k, arfe
T DNA HIEALKEE, v MRS e fu i Xist
(=R EER V) pUE N

Y FE ROCRAK T fE 2 3R W H G 72 AN IS 3 BT
B DR P B0E ROCRAR T 2 S W R LR B A7 7E. NT
J i 22 R 2 R AN 22 b B B T R S5 R IR s Bh 1 2%
AL AL T R ),

14 Ry TORE

ATV TR i TR Y 1A A B A DA R A
P20, 7% 524 0 BEAR L 2 AR, RS IR
PR L ESHE &R, 5T ES Y E M e
It R 2 2R A i, T 40 M B AR T . 2004 4
Hwang % ACT@SL 78— MEE ES T4 &

(embryonic stem cell line derived from somatic cell
nuclear transfer blastocyst, SCNT-ES), & 77 1t 7 &

A HL AR T

2 MmEE E AR

DR A MR 2 = S = A ]
K%V ST 21 AP 2 B0 4 B — IR 2y 2R T3 O RE4H A
A= K il (germ-vesicle, GV)APY X & T IR H
SEEEMNTEBE. GV HZ A D @ IR, Tk
oA G GV A iR BN F, X THEKE R
P S USSR b ¥ N Aadecy e it e
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M. FEN GV NI IAZ AL T DNA & A 41 i
5%, (HRNA SRR B, X5 IEH GV AT N 2
— B, 22 AN FL B W 4 A RS A B T A 2 O R
b, ACAESE AN I DNA S5 5L W g
B4 41 H A% A A T 0 R A R R B RO, R
TPAEAR 22 DNA S 6| TIabh B . BBy it
A 20 AR 25 10 25 O BF 0 OIR A5 35 A8 1T 6. B
RV K 14 T OAR BB e B TR SR 1 B g R

GV HAFE I JTCE BN 2 2 A2 4K 20 I 174 225 BR300 1
AR FNICR SRR =, WA HeLa 400, 18°C 41
T Oct4 WHBOERTE 8 ' Sox2 () FE R H 5
48 WM R, AR TURES O N — 5 A AT T AOA S
W AL AR T, 2010 4E Jullien 25 A2 R 55 6 B,
P BEAH B R S S SR B4 1A T S E RN
DT NT J5 B4 BEE H1 195 KBS NG00,
R4 S B H AT R I 90% I K% HA TR o 5 4 L %%
2010 4F Murata 2 N '9V% BUAA L Moz N GV #A4EM
JIE B 5, Gy th it 4 8t A 3 ok a1k Ak A R R A
S E

Y I 4 2 R T2 O 7 R A I AR R A RO A7
70 OF BEAH M P () R AR R, I S8 R - 78 32 8% J5 ] LA
100% 55 2 FE 1 S A% . FH B Hh B2 470 B9 5 25 1 S 56 UE B,
B9 2R 2 S 5 K5 A% R 21 MO A At 6 46 1) B5 TR
1 LR 1 M Bk B R A0 53R R 4 A R
FRMAERENE IR —. A AT U9 MR
WOE Ya AR AR R BEAT TR R, @it A
B HA R R 40 P ) B VS A s T R I L g AR OC
7,

3 MAERLE EARE

PHumh &Rk AEERE. MR A AN ZZ
YRR A AR, R AN Al R — AR S A
I S SCECE A, B SRR SR I T 55— A4l .
1967 4 Harris" V& B, R 24X 41 201 i 77 5 P 33 384 i 1)
HeLa 4G & )5, MSL040PAZ TR, FFiH RNA #5%.
FRAAEAR P ZLR RS L B A 5 S se p BRIL K &
gnrs, B, ANZSARWUMEE A 5 /s Rl o
JG, W40 IR a8 s R A, BRI EREAR
ORI ) —— —RAER A G 1~2 RN RIS E
gnFE, T HE DNA & RAE M 5 —— F 40 g 5y

FLEMHIR 2 R B R C AR /N ES 4 fl 5 #h 4T 4H
Jfd(neural stem cell, NSCs)fh & J5, KIREETS T 2 AE1E:
bR Octd HIZRIET.

SEAZ AR AT G 0 oy 2R B A RS 2, VN A M A R
A, RAEAMa . Mid5 BS. AR A
(embryonic germ, EG)4Hig. EC 4 1 55 % HE 14 41 g fh
IR R A, SCEL T R AN e g FE UYL Z
40 1 T 22 BE 1 4 I Ak T G v AL, AT A4 2 i 2 1)
KZ et AL, NSC 5 ES fltd 2 K vl ka2
Octd TR /KTFFRIET. 2 G 1tk 5 Fh 240 A o 1A 4 g S A
Fak ) H LR e R R — 2 UUER . (AR R L
N 2H SRR e R AN UUER, X H R T 4 A SR Y
A R RSLHT I T Bildn, N B ik BT /N RV
21 5 T ) 25 A RS 2 T BR AR 4 ff TR 71,

6 e 240 P S R A S5 BG4 BBk 5 A R WAE A
FUUF 2 aerEan iy, w2 et RN E . Xi
BT BIREH . DNA ZHEMAT 5ZaerEa
it s T RS FR) 2% ol 40 i L A 22 e 4 T P ) 1
FRAE. BRI RIE A o, DU A5 A 24k b 40 i At 3 R
HETS 5=KZPO0N T HZ AR E
(R, DRI O 3% 1 0 200 0 2 75 /2 2 1E 1 4 e 4
A gk — 2B R

Silva % N0 58 KB, NSCs 5id %1k £ Atk
Kl -¥- Nanog (1) ES 40Ul & 5 1) 2 Fh 40 BT iR 3 5
¥l ES 4R =4 200 £4(<0.014%3 %) 3%); R
21 YL AN iR g R, R PR AR R R R AT
FEEEAREL. 2010 4F Bhutani 2 N*RF 7t £ W], Fa%ik
F 7 DNA W B AL & 24 3 0% v M Mt 2
(activation-induced cytidine deaminase, AID).

MR EEIRZ HH, Flw, (1) s RE
&, —MAH 0.6%~1%; (i1) 75 E 5 Z 1) 4H B i e 4
By, (iii) HAYIMRE T AR 4Egn il 5 /R ES
YA S 2 REtE R N IS SR miE 709%™, 2
MO SN ES BhG 53R FE0E KU ES
A Ocr4 KT 11 0.019%~19%"4; (iv) b 40 i iy 17
fEZEERA, Al TREEGIT, HeABERES
AL A 2R EAR kT 40 kA e
AR 2> 245641 R ED R A 5 DNA 25 H R4 25 5 4 7S
R, Fim, N B A5/ ES 4 RS i 2R A A
RO i) £ GEEFE R Oct4 Al Nanog HIJE 3T, fERIE )G 1
KN RAE DNA 2 ALY, R a0 i & 1 58 2
T A B 2 B B S5 H g FEATL A 1 R4 A,
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4 FHREERE

FLAE 1987 45t 4 It I8 #e K K 115 3 7%
MEEIRIED, MyoD KIRBUTIE T 75 S 5B 40 FE AT,
2006 4F Takahashi 1 Yamanaka“h@idid ik 4 N
SEEIT, Octd, Sox2, Kif4 F1 c-Mye, J&Y1¥ MEFs % S
N % R T GPS)4H i, 1X TG 5E 2 B g £ U 1) FEL R
W BT iPS 4 A 5 ES 4 — Sk B R D,
M HAAEEAS B 418, B 8 2 2 HAR v B AR IR
Oy T WO BAAEAE S 2 I B, S A5 AR PRl
PR IR 22 A5 AU R A R

41 TS

REAEYFREZ ARG HE R ERIE Al
JUR 3 55 IRl 7~ 0 DATR ZI 5 M 20 o = 284 K R . 1987 4F
Davis 25 \PHl i id ik MyoD ¥ 541 4 41 i A 505
SEANNANM, RN 25%~50%, X 2 E A E
A TR R Rt 2 —. 1T RIE C/EBPav] UfH
AT T 40 % o ko E VR, oK s 60%™). %
125 S DR 3 ol 5 4 2 O A A T R L IR At i 43 3
e, (HABAT AN, B, 5537 00 S AR A0 2 30 4
I FRIE C/EBP oS T3 423 4 43 F4 B R 45 234 A T 41
JO), 33t % SN g R A 4, B IR O R R
o, B, 7B 4l RIA C/EBPa4 KIG, BRI
Mudr & Macl FREUE K5 E VR4 Macl FRiA/KF
—FT E, A A0 R AR R R R AR VTER,
R E LR R AW,

2010 4, Vierbuchen 25 A\ ™8 4% 52 K 155 G /N B
JS& £ 4 41 B (MEEFs) B 12 5% 43 4k 0y T B o ol 46 40 i,
19 A PRERE K 56 R 20k 5 mT A8/ BRIV A i 2F
YA L AL R A g . B BRI it Rk
B % o 1 240 Jf0 B 2 P2 M AF AR AR A MO 2K R, {E A
B S IR 73 30k H gm A AR T AN BR T JURP Y e 41 i,
FLEH 0 RARUT A0 ZEEY, B, MyoD i3RIk
RNEEVE S T4 i E 2 o NL4n it 2012 4, @it
7 52 LSRR A M Fp ok 3R 0 R 5 e SR IR T ok L
RS T A, X2 8 Ok R g i E B
e s B Ry = o S e R e = TR N 211 )
CIEVEI R R VNI S & DN Ok Sl N
FEA R X B R T W RCRAR I R, X T
P R BA B

8

2008 £, Zhou % NP'iE L R d ik Y, W RIA
5 R IRAG & B W DR L % VIR OCH) 3 Nk
FE[K Pdxl, Ngn3, Mafa, 7N SZELT B R AR IR VE 40 i
A HE 5 B AL 5% 704, R Rk 20%. Bk 3 RE
AN ) 77 IR B 2R A TR ) R B R R B KT ARG, 1 A
HECETEZ K. BRI RS R, AR
5 B YRR A R IRRE. 2R A A J BT
PR LI 3. I FAAKE 8 41 M B A% B LR IR iR
RE R R R R R T, 2 SRR A A
IR R o — B AR M AR A I S5 1) SR

42 FSLAEk

2006 4F, Takahashi F1 Yamanaka™ {175 & T
VE——id ik 4 ¥ Oct3/4, Sox2, Kif4, c-Myc 1§ /N,
AT 24 2 0 T 2w R 92K ES 2 Re il il —— o e L
GRS AR, 5 S 028 BS 4@ T KAy
TEM 2 e MEAG I, AETEA S, MhEtE. Bt &R
WA SE 7T B AR Z /NR BS RHIE, Hkadr 4 ik
SLZAEEMETAPS)AH M. iPS dHA DL RE: A Xi B
TR SR R i e R B K R L RN A A R A
B S ES — 8. R, Rk e ®] AL
BB — R B[R RUR (1) M 41 B 2 g R 3K 45 22 e 1k
2009 FiEEE il iPS 4HfE s 3 R FRAR R kA T
B LE— N4 h iPS 415 2 K DU £5 A kb
NNV FRESE IPS AR SE AT PERER, R
bR EE BRI T iPS 4 4K,

2011 4F, Anokye-Danso ¥ miR-302/367 ¥ N\ l.4F
e ML, 7EAM AT AT 3 R F B LT, BE T
Oct4 F Sox2, K157 iPS 4, HZAetEtricRiE
TG BRI TR i 56 1 B A 5 22 L 4 R 13K 4514 iPS 2
ML, HLEA AT R A B /1Y, % oK
TAMNERE B SN, 18 TIPS 4 i 25 I PR 40 i ¥4 7 S8 i
T

N T T G A R R TR G R TR A IR R, 2 AN
R 4 N FRIEAZAT PSS, BE T Al 81K
SRISSIN 0013 4E, MR FCA e T — 2 A8 0
iPS 5 35— UE /N> FAA Y SR G0 i
SERE. N FFESIPS SRR T AMNEIL K 16
A, KKFBEICT iPS 5 S ik R R AZ R, A&
I RME M 1) iPS 40 B R 152 iPS A [ I R B FH 1)
Ky —.
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43 FFLZRBMMBERE KA

AR EIRFEE iPS YHML IR — B AW
s MR RS LU MEFs ¥R 4 7 2 J 5 3175
f) iPS 1A 70 B Bt S . S R AT, 2 R AU
0.01%~0.05% IR LG E LN iPS 4™, X
TN Y g AR A A R R LA A0 M v B T 4 R 1 A e
BERITTEETE. AATINA iPS 40 S A2 b 2 e itk i
SRBEHLIN®Y, B RThIG, TE R 2 BE I N %
WAL, ZREEEISIEE ES /KF, ARIAYH R 4
REERIPUBR. Al NT —FF, A UH 40 o 1 72 5 el v,
B S5 IR -5 5 40 M i B 2 AR R IR IR, R
AR R E R AL R B i T ARt gn ™,
MR 4 FNFETEEHFFRERG FALME, ERfE
R 0.05%H mF) 5%, IR 5% SRR,

FH T 3 o R 4 A S IR - o 4 R R A B P o R AR
K, [AIHAR e 22 iPS 21 B I S P40 A, 2010 4F Smith
2 NUOMSE i 4 L SeR % MEFs ERFESE iPS
Y1 f ) 3 FEAE T T A% L. %26 T Ll R B E
E 5] BN MEFs () iPS 40 v b, R I AEAC 2 B g 2
FIRREAL R, SL3e R B, BR T AEiB B4 A MEFs
(1) iPS 4 i e %, K5 % FE v R A7 7E A REIE IR &5 A
MEFs [k TR iPS 4, XA GeR T E 4w 2
E Y

RNy o] BRERmEREICET. Ny E
¥ HE A X OB EE R ) 7 T K BR (valproic acid,
VPA)!'2 DNA L R B i 7701021090 A g
FELRS BN HI R BIX-01204", g & ClO1% iR
TN F AL e 2 35 52 i E R 0%, 1 HoaT DL
R—2L[HF, Fla, "TLLH VPA B1X Kif4 1 c-Myc.
2008 4F Huangfu 25 N2 78 & B, VPA 1] MEFs
H) Octd FRik/KFH 0.03%3E =% 11%, A HDAC 41
HlFA A EE S5, iPS 20 A IR R S ORI R . iPS
i P 7E T g FE A AR P S B R Wk FE, Bl an, Epad
DIk1-Dio3(D-D)IX ki, 1X 5% iPS Ak BERES
B, FBHE% & A(hachimycin A, TSA)ALFE ] LA e
XANEG, BT 3R A 4 Ret iPS 41"

T p53 HEHE B MEFs #E 4if£ Y Nanog FH
PEAII I RCR T 0.2% R FE 20911 (A{E 5
B, p53 Bi&) MEFs B4 A Cdhl BATEH
Nanog PHE [ 58 B (8GR AR, 102 0.2%"°".

3%, Anokye-Danso 25 APY# miR-302/367

B NERETAEAN MY, 76 A S T A 3 S R 7 1B DL R
WOE T Octd 1 Sox2, 313 1 iPS 4fiffl. miR-302 RES
0 15) 244 ) 34 3 4% A OC JE Bl (Cdknla, RbI2, Lats2,
Cdc216, Tgfbr2, Rhoc %), il M i 5 Kl (Mecp2,
Mbd2, Smarcc2 %), P #l40 f 15 5 8 B (Aked,
Arhgap26 %), HHIJEIfIZ % (Rab5e, Rabllfips %).
{H miR-367 fI1E A FiffiE. 5 miR-367 25 PIAH <
) miR-92b 1] LAHI] 5 ES 41 f A HiAH < Cdknlc,
ULH] miR-367 A4 AT e ik {2 i3k 41 f 43 5 >R 4 B 2 g
. Anokye-Danso HJSE4Rit K IL, I VPA i
Hdac2 38, ] LAk— B4R iPS 4H i 5 R0,

2014 4F, Shinagawa %5 NV BLEHE KT TH2A
A TH2B MY S5 T A Gk Egmfe, 1 H L
5 Kif4 1 Oct4 — 2 =305 iPS 40ff. fEE gLl
FErf TH2A F1 TH2B 76 X 4efafh B R, 0 X 4L
EARTEACFERE, i ELRRR Xist A% TH2A F1 TH2B
K 4 NFILEE S iPS I RCR, AR RESE Mk
4 7153 iPS MR 80%, Ui TH2A #il TH2B 1]
REFEEMEL X etk 5 E gL

FH P 8555 e (1 7 v BRAR T LB 205 5 iPS, HE
PRSI AR, FH 4 DR ) 26 4 B AR B T A SR 7
AR S PS4 M AT LAfE pR &5 3 DR 4 N JE R 2 1)
] R, HRCRARAR (2 0.001%) 577, F 0 A U5 4
JNE ) poly (1:C) 75 5 32 [R 4L FF S RE o 2 (e 3k 445 it 4
TEAFES iPS UM, FIFT R0 R 42 &
YRR A I .

PN YR B SR R S 1 S BS I Z REEIRSH R
KWAERE RO 31T iPS (i SRR . &
SN APS R, Oct4, Sox2, Kif4 4x1F 43k R 4 5
M i%% HERVH 5% IncRNA, 1 IncRNA-RoR, B3
EKFEE TN ES KT, EHELERE
HERVH J& % £ 2] N ES 7/K*F. F4 IncRNA-RoR 2= %
FiPS HER M E N, bR D ZEIA
iPS # HERVH ik 7% i mRiA K LML 1
11, AR FRIE RS i 2. iR IAS T HERVH
LA BN ES /KF )5 2 ek iPS M4tk fig 1112,

F 4 7 5 iPS I R & & Py 1) i b R e At
#£ (mesenchymal-to-epithelial transition, MET). 2010
4F Samavarchi-Tehrani £ A\ "5l i RNAI F ik 515 S
IR G I, RILT A Smadl, Smad4, Alk3
5 BMP4 {5 50 4H 73 J5 ) iPS B AR, IRAWHIL
IR, BMP i % P38 i 0% miR-205 & miR-200 ZK %,
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i Zedl I Zeb2, MIMifEit E-cadherin %Kik, it
MET i 8. 2015 4EX8 2 fbat 7o SR8, /N1
75 iPS bR Ao tH LR 4h IR JZ (extra-embryonic
endoderm, XEN)FE4H BN EL, 1H 4 HFiF T iPS id 2
MIAS PP B, X258 AN BL XEN FERESE N TE
br, AT Ny TS E RN A DR, R
FRHEFI(SGC0946 25) K RHEm 1 %K.

75 iPS R RHE Yk D-D X ik F 3R
PIFFCIRAS AR R H A R RS, & KB4y iPS A
RESCEL 4 MR R SR R F e R PR
ndesE & C, nl LA BT 1k % X 3 H3K27ac K
H3K4me2 [F)EK, A LA RCE S H3K4me3, P
1E1Z X 45 4 DNMT3A H 346" 2015 4 Das 25 A LA
/NELES MBI ER I, Gii2 fn s 45 A
PRC2 A AR D-D [X 452 DNMT3A [ H &L 1R
R, A iPS % S FE b D-D X F AL 56 B BB R 2%
L N R

4.4 L RB IR K E bR DA R & A A

iPS 4B 7EThRE 55 [F T ES 48, 5 ES 4iffu &
FRIFEMZ RS, A2 RENNRERL. =KE
ST RE AR R GRS, AR I ARRMERE ).
SRTM iPS 4HMfl S ES 4HfE B a—F, ENEAM
6] {22 4k, iPS 40 AR P ) 5 B il

BEEZRATE T iPS A BS 4 s 64
EAMCAEEMYL, #sT iPS 4l 5 ES 4 =
S, X iPS U A A e A e REAT T IR AR
KT iPS 4l 5 ES 4H B AR AYE 2 2 3R, 28
—FELINA, iPS 405 BS 4 814775 BIAf 1k
NS, T UL B X 2 o HE AR S
D-D XEZHUNR iPS 4N 2B, XAl RER
iPS A 10, (HiE LA R R B Re R iPS 4
Mi, iEB] D-D XHIPLERE E AR T RIE R HE FH
(1), 10 5 D-D X [ ORI ER T LALE 4 0 iPS 4 i
BE 75 A DU R kM Ay bR DS, 55 R E A
9, iPS 4H A ES 4 A /2 AN 78 3 PR 2 7K P SR A 40
KPR R AL BB A2 2012600 5 = F B VRN
iPS 4 Jfa 5k S s i LR 67 s ) R 4L LA mT AR 1, 3K

S 3R

SNy SR AR R IS, AR ATE I iPS i iTE
B X e R XA AR 0, 3 R A A4
HIERR T iPS 4UBE I R . X R TE A S
A A7 T bz i 2, 5 ¥ B 3 B IE (ShmC) /K 7 57
R X RIAKTFS ES g 2 ik
AR AR 20 DGR S H T g U5 &
i H3K9me3. 4t NI 4 [ F7E 24 h A ARESIX
UeE & H3K9me3 XIS &, EikA L EHEA
LHIEAEG. % TET &1 X DNMT3a/b #4175 H
B, A FEUX LA SCON E R FE S AL 2R
b, X iPS 48l BS 40 i & A LA SR T iPS 4
1) 22 4 1 1) R T IR aR 282 PS4 AR AE 17 B 1
WA R RS, 6T iPS A T A TR 5
MHRE.

5 ARAREPE

2012 AEMI UG DR AE B2 i IR S MR 4 T
Shinya Yamanaka I John Gurdon {7 F}2% 5% DL R %2
A AT A 4T D EE R AR B R IR, A 2006 4E iPS 4 i
SLEA OH KER TAEX T4 A 5 4 #2510 72 AL
TR R, BREHRELSEZ —NE R MEILT
PMEEFE, HATUAA KER SRR, M1
Y FEAL I AR 70 2 %0 P AN JE AR I R B A 2 il 7
PUEE R (1) ZReMER TSR, T4 ariz
SMORUMAT R E R, (i1) PRYHME gu AR R I Y R R
TR I 3 A2 T o] 5 F T, WAL DR 3R 5 1 B 4 78
IR, QAT 3RAS 5 ok e ORI 22 4 11 iPS 21 i 5.

BRI ) AR E 2 — 2, v LK
Fae R N R I i &, F DAIEAT AN R 2
L. H—AERKSEANEET, KA
Y1 B R4S B A T VR S 4l iR 9T I R A AR
SR, T4 YR T A 20 M AR AN 75 78 2 14 i i
1M HL 0 202 A FR (9 A2 ) 2 Dh e, B8 B B 2 N R
AR RS e A L R, T O ON B A g AR
2 DA R B8 0 56 38 AN AT I H R, Ak SR A2 B 2 A Ak
AT EGE . W IE RN, R AR SR S A W o AR
FRITIF 9 B A M S5 R
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Review of Somatic Cell Reprogramming

LI Xin'?, WANG JiaQiang'? & ZHOU Qi'

1 State Key Laboratory of Stem cell and Reproductive Biology, Institute of Zoology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China;
2 College of Life Science, Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin 150030, China

Every single differentiated cell situates at a stable and potentially irreversible state through a series of dynamic
regulatory mechanisms. Transdifferentiation from one kind of differentiated cells to another can never occur under
natural condition. However, the highly stable, differentiated state of somatic cells can be experimentally reversed
reflecting in gene expression from one cell type to an unrelated type, which is called reprogramming. Reprogr-
amming has been achieved by nuclear transfer to eggs, cell fusion, incubation with ooplasmic, and overexpression of
pluripotency transcription factors, by which somatic cells would achieve a pluripotent state similar to that of
embryonic stem cell, which can be differentiated into all kind of cell types. Reprogramming is a bridge connecting
differentiated somatic cells and the regeneration capacity of stem cells, thus it makes a great prospect for
regenerative medicine, individualized disease treatment, and drug screening.

somatic cell reprogramming, nuclear transfer, cell fusion, ips cells
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