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Generation of AG-haESCs
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AG-haESCs AG-haESC Pronucleus Semicloned
synchronized injection stage mouse
at M phase into oocyte

R R MR A Ay /N BRFTRS T, 45 30 R SRS T R 2 ) S AL SR, S AE AR A ST IR B0 44 R R T4 M R AG-haESCs; R ;4%
AG-haESCsPH A EME G, K FE 55 SIMITOR A v, T8 25 A MERE JSUZ IR 32 KGO0, IR 2R A A R~ se B /N B
Top: injection of sperm into enucleated oocytes generates haploid embryonic stem cells; bottom: AG-haESCs injected into oocyte support the
production of live animals(SC mice).
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Fig.1 Generation of androgeneitc haploid embryonic stem cells(AG-haESCs) and semicloned(SC) mice
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