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Abstract

Pluripotent stem cells, such as embryonic stem cells, induced pluripotent stem cells and adult

stem cells, are unique cells with great value. Pigs are considered as a kind of more ideal biomedical model in hu-

man xenotransplantation and regenerative medicine, bearing similar properties with human in genetic, metabolism,

physiology, biochemistry and gene sequence. However, limited information on the sorting, derivation, characteriza-

tion and mechanisms of porcine pluripotent stem cells impairs their application. Herein, we briefly reviewed the lat-

est progresses about the derivation, current status, interrelationships and future perspectives of porcine pluripotent

stem cells, in order to providing a useful reference for researchers’ working in this filed.
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AN MuAZ R A F G AR AR, IR T VA IR AT AR
A AR 40 PN PR IS T A7 A R 9 K ) i, 3 A
BANIAEA S F H . @13 ILTHFERI%% 1, 2006
4, YamanakaZ5U & I DU Fh K F-(Octd Sox2. KIf4.
c-Myc) 1k a8 ] L /IS BRUIG ) L 4T 45 41 g (mouse
embryonic fibroblasts, MEFs) & 4 fi ) 5 ESCs T 4
G A ARRA T 40 i, X A 40 i A A4 A AR S 23l
RE JE B TS JiEs 958 A1 40 1A 44 (embryoid bodies, EBs), it
Rebk & 20 WA T, AR F 2T, X
Tl (10 5 G 1 7 VR AN D e T PR S N R Ji
A8l FH A5 777 T8 PR A6 B e 8, Lk 9 B PR AT 40 i 4
ReHE iRt Trr et R, iPSCsAly IHAFAEA
WA, R LA e HE 755 )
. ASCsfEA 2 fie M i) —Fp, 24870 A5 17
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ANTE B AE R NP I BEARRL A, iy LR A b 22
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PUBRAET7 5 N BAT 1 2 AL AL, I B NG 2%
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2R

BRI, A5 R R RS ARG 7 N S 90 A 2R 3t 37
Ji, FEAE R — BB AR AR, R R
ReT 40 M e T L e ) FAR T H . HUAR, H4
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X2 e Al M IR R 28 2 S e Fia b J ASCs IR 5T
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FEFR AT LAV 0y LU JLAP: ()58 5% 1 B (alkaline
phosphatase, AP)JiG MK II; (2)2 A8 141 iU 2 1 Axid
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PERIRLI, 2 Be140 M AR E R AL Re T BRI, FoRE
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H, ESCsll g R APSCs 4l il & n] LU i dehridkAT
S, T ASCsAE A — R 4r Ak fie A BRI 40 i, LA
eSS T AR o LLASCsH 0] 78 5140 il ok 451,
MR 48 1 o 40 B Y63 7 0 2 TR A VEED S, LA I A = 22
AFE L =AN 5 (DB RS9 00 9
RIS B LA (2)3RTE 53T A iRIECD73. CDY0
FICD105, 31X CD14.CD34. CD45HIHLA-DR; (3)
AT RE: AR AN IR IS8 n) I8 07 40 ML A0CE 4 i R
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JL, B 077 190 e 0T A0 R A R 70 5T 40 g (bone
marrow mesenchymal stem cells, BMSCs) 13 IfiL -4l
Jfd(hemopoietic Stem cells, HSCs). 1% 41 My S Ak T
Ot B AL, (R B TR B b R 54 1k
PR, FFREFERT R S AT T 23 A R R o DI e IR 4H .
U FAE AR R FE AN G b (A3A, $ 2T
FXAMSCs. BMSCsHIHSCs% i & 141 il () B AR A4
Kl

56, AMSCsRATIUM 4 5 B4(EM R, %
A ] 2 T T R S LA, T8 M R T AEASCsH (1)
R AT . F20014FEZuk M B ) 37 7 ANAMSCs,
SN 53 A0 B Dl 43 5 I 37 T W ik 2R B ) I AM-
SCsP21, 20074, Ji KT SFPIE T I AMSCs, I
UE T AT 1 B A . B AN, LA i
I . 20084F, SheynZ5235 i JT] 61k B %
AR 1 IR TR e YL % AMSCs, FE ST 40 i 2 5 4 20
T B S B BBE 1 /N U P, R ILAMSCs g 5 207346
TE R A2 5 /0 SUSIUAE R A= i, 3k SR0AE 5 T
PEIR BB YT Aok T HE . BRI, IR IR 1A
RS A A, Forb i) I Ry FELAS T
AMSCs[# 11 K N FH o 20114F, i [H Schwarz25 P48
FUH T AMSCsII L LS B 77 R4, 54 M35 15
FEAGE T AT L, 8 AMSCsE B T AL 4R
PE, M AMSCsH Il R Y 32 it 1 AT fE. 20134F,
Dariolli%5 2% 3% #% AMSCs [ K B [ i 14 A7 & 5
LML EIAT TIRR, AT IS AMSCSTEE
WBEAF3EN2AN A Ja, Gk, A, af sk
HIE W 5 2554808 5 URAF AT A I B ) 2200 31X
Ui I AMSCs 1] LAFEAR MG I ) (1) 58 BT i AR A, A
JEAMSCs[WHE— 0 N 85 7 34T, JLK, BMSCs
P HAT 2 1) /AR i e 3 il =23 S (i k1 40 i A
A s R R B BRI A R 0 25 52 BAT]
(567, JFAEME BRI TR R . e R
F= 7 11, 20064F, FaastS520k WL 5 5% 8 21 4 4 o 1
S SCNTHE 1A 41 g AH EE., K5 55 BMSCs il 4 1L 44 4 g
AR T EMAMG R E 2RI, w4 s B i
o 20134F, 4= H AP JOUE WA BMSCs i
HISCNTHE AN b, HE LM AGLEAR N K E R RN
(10 00 L 50 A P VAR O A PR BT ), S 3 v 1A
W AT e AR I SCNTHEAR AN i 7E B ls 2%
J5 1, 20094, Liska R I8 T T TKEA T 25 HL Ak
PRSI ke 564 I BMSCs g 5 I Ab 115 ik &

A, XA TR FA . 20114F, Groth% )
E I FEBMSCs XS A [k B 40 g L A7 — 5 1) H 92 T
ey, nIReLEAKIETT NSRS Hh R HEAE R
5, ASCsH P T4 M Bl T4 e, s
TN AT TR .

HARASCs A IR R I FH i 55, (R S PR
S AT REBR ) 1 e P A R A A T T e — 2 N
N 2 e 40 L) A e T B 2R,
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3 JBEESCsHIMIRm &

JVR 6 4 6 DA TV P 4 1 AT v 4 T —
FETRAN MO, AT BB, CRRMEM AR E
AR SEREAERY T B8 0 T A LA 4 R 23 (1)
NI, ESCs Mtk ASCsAT BRI/ i i d it T
nlfg, PR RN HMME. B, Wi
SRS T N KK RS2 T A A IESCs4l
W2, X LA i 5 2K 22 B0 SR T AR S 3 2 ) 4
WL ) 5 R34S 1. SR, SR RIRE D7 23R 13 I
SN FLENWIESCsAl i RAEAE H FREAL S . AR
BOBE . REA AR ik A BE SR i L RERR
“IRESCs”, Y& THEAEWF TN B0 e,
ML FLE I MEESCs At i &, WAL A FI T RE, W]
4 JEhESCs4l Ml F A2 4 i 1697 M ZH 2318 &2 55 I IR
MAHRMIEH SRS TR, BATEMIEREG T
MR . S PR bR A TR 2R = 7 T A 2R
6T 40 i I A R AT I I

T 5, TR0 Mk 7 T, ST T S SR A
N FEIR > EFEESCs. 19904, FHEvans®5P it 1
BT, WAR A K E7~10 dif AL 2 AR 3R
TR TN, [F4E, Strojek P2 4 I i B
FEHRIRAG T 28401 40 0, Piedrahita®s:35s [ %o T
RIEIEZRG G 7~8 AV FENE N 4l A v, B 3RAS T 7%
MRS T 4. DTN B — PR R T AR K
B BUGIRRR, Wn4-40 i3 2 e-an e I IR G . SR
A ASEI AR BN, [RIFE RS T U0 +40 .
SRIM, FEHE TR ML ARES 7R rp X S g AR PR 25 T
ZAEME. HF20004F, MiyoshiZEP 4 M A S 3 i 43
BRI T ERFERIERIIG T MR . XA R TE
PR AMEA IR B 1 304X, VE A SCNTI 4441 iy, fig
SCRFE ARG R 2 FEIEIY B . 200545, Brevini %
N ARG IR IR RS TR T4 R .
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LR, 7% Fa br Jy T, FA A9 32 2 2
A AR XA 1. Sk, AATTZ 8 & B0 40 il
AL B ae IR BB RE K, TR0 T
540 K R I SliAk N aE AR T . 19934,
TalbotZ5 P ILAPEESCs ) — AN 4> T b id, Bl
Ji HoAth AN & BT — LEESCsy SRk i K 1,
SSEA-1. Oct4. Nanog. IXLEH ARFIJ7vkM5¢ e
BTG T A0 B I R R

5, TR FRAR R 5, SO 4lk 2 %
HZEAL T/ ESCs 3G IR, 32 ZEAFR ILmRE IR
DMEM. H& L. ik O, EDFRIER. b
ARG 5K, BN AR I/ FESCsHs 77 14
Z [ 10975 490 41 X ¥ (leukemia inhibitory factor,
LIF)X JEESCsI1 43 B3 4F FH AN K, hESCs#% 7% & &
IbFGFHI A R T % 28 W i 1 41 M 11 43 25 B =070,
B2, 20114E Telugu5C4i ik M i Oct4. Kif4
LR R IE ARSI P8 40 A, 2 BS e T O
FRESCsH M F o 124H M 58 7 A4 40 (1) A5 AR B ik
504X, I FLAE Y Bl fiGJ8, (H 2 B Pk (1 4 7 75 ZLLIF,
KA HAR A e A, 2 eI R I8 FIESCs 3 1M1 br
1) &5 U T BT T/ BUIMESCs. 20124, Hara-
guchi S5V Py S0 A4 A1 B2 I v 7 25 L TR 5 1 2R ESCs
15 7% ThESCsH) 35 72 4K & 1, JF i ACHIR99021F1
PD184352 M Ffdliihil A, by 744 I 2RESCs 4l
MIZ . ELARIZAN R AE 4 v B8 7 T L REAE AR AN E
JREBs, AN fe7E A4 N B B i 76 55 41 21 (H2, 14l
W R AEARAN R FE TR AR 2210040 L L, AT R AR VK )
N MK AR L AT AP S ity ot 05 1 O 308 AH SG 1 £ g
PEREIA

BARIT LA AATTHERE 0 2RESCs AT T 48K
B, AR TR FOH G & B R e 11
PFHLEL G2 b, U T b s D 2R R KR
ZNYIESCSE L I N Z W #7285 b, HIRINAHE
7 B IE ISEESCs, ) 72 B A 4 i A5 AR B
4, SKESCsk 271k, FRESCsH A g % A1 73 21
KUE. ShAh, MERRIOAT . T REAF L6 1) o % 4 7 55
) AR AE 2 FE R L BHAS TESCsI RN FH o 1% L6
RT3k B e P EESCs i R K N BT 18T I i)
R T 1% o

4 JEIPSCsEUFARIERE
20064F, Yamanaka 25 "% Oct4. Sox2. Kif4 Fll

c-Myc DY i i s DR, i ok 3 2 5505 58 5 N /D UK
RUAEAN I, BCYIEREL T — R 2 e T A Ml FR 2 R iP-
SCso AN K & — MR = 8 PRk T 54
NGB R 2 e T A0 LB U7, T B A PR A A
FERE IR R 1 S 5 HE 7 A IR i A ok T
e, P2 3 T A8k 2 0, 51K TiPSCs
PR FIG . 124 A1k, O DR RS L HE
Ao e Ry KA L NEEZ P B PiPSCs ik
i R HGE . H AT, iPSCsHE AT 1 AL EYR
KA. BRI, L RRIL. iPSCsHEE
oz, W IR AR R MIPSCs N A5y T (K1) i T8 7E
b A= 7 RGN 20 55 7 T LB, JEiPSCs
R IUE A R W 503, B2 0 FEESCs 4 i AR 11 2
RYANE Y ik SN 2 )G SR Y T RSN L & 4
(R J& « 29T NN PRI 5 7 A VR PR 52 1

1T JLAR, FPSCsIBT S IR 1 BOR (R
1), FATHE MAPSCsEEA LA I PR > 7 T 0] 4
iPSCsI k2 AT 40 #1 . AEHARALAL T 1, 20094,
WuZEH s Dy iz F v] 155 5 (Tet-on/off & 40) 1% i 25
FIERGE, B UCKHE R 40 i 25 9 A2 4 iPSCs, X 72
A EE LKA B S IiPSA L &R . 1%
20 Ml R S hESCs4 il R B A VF 2 AHURAE, WEAS.
IR )40 bR A A ) B R B 1, I HLIxX e
AR AR N B A 10 A, Py A=A )R
ST RE T . [ 4, Esteban®51*VHIEzashi %, 73
FIRIE SRS T 35 iPSCsoe =AML ALK 2 — AN X
A, FE T ARG MU e e . WaSE I iR AR 444 it
SE N DR AL S AT 4 20 RO g I AR B 40 i, 17 Es-
teban5 FEzashi %5 I 487 H ) A4 41 i 73 7] A2 54 IV
Jiy 1% £ 4 41 Jfd(porcine embryonic fibroblasts, PEFs)
A PG )L 2T 4E 41 Jd (porcine fetal fibroblasts,
PFFs). 55 AN, 75T 35 5 55 32 4#5iPSCs it
35773 . Esteban 1 HI IR 25 L35 I35 IR Ak ik
AT FHRUEAR, 11 WusE FlEsteban %5 BT H (1) 52 25 IfiL
1518 P (knockout serum replacement, KSR)[1) 15 77
oo BB AN, FE T REIPSCs &8 5 I BT I A 8
bro Hirp 225 i K I A REPSCsI R T Fric 4, JF H
Esteban % [T 3k £53 35 1PSCsTE AR AN GE TE AU A

R NHIESCs/iPSCs, S “F-FE v, AN 1%
/NEBSCs/iPSCsHf [ &3 B v [ . IXn] g f 11
HARANRE FR SRR, B85 7555 A 8 In ThESCs/iPSCs
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The identity of iPSCs
Octd  Sox2 VPA - TSA
Kif4 c-Myc BAY' Wni3a Morphology proliferation and AP-positive
Nanog  Lin28 PD0325901 . ) fle of pluriotent
Others CHIR99021 xpression profile of pluripotent genes
Others The differentiation in vitro and vivo

Chimeras and tetraploid compensation

+ Others

Vectors Cultures
Virus-gene The mechanism of iPSCs technology
Plasmid-gene ESCs/iPSCs
CPP-protein culture conditions The comparative analysis of iPSCs and ESCs
Others
@ ‘ Select ‘
Somatic cells Pre-iPSCs iPSCs ESCs

El1 iPSCs AR RS TR
Fig.1 Key protocols of iPSCs technology

#1 JEiPSCsHITF R R

Table 1 Recent progress of porcine induced pluripotent stem cells

g EREEE WL R BRAE BIGHIE o
Author/Date Reprogramming Vector Type of Feeder Cultl..lr.e lefere.entlatlon Pluripotent markers
factors source cell layer conditions potential

Wu et al. hOSKMNL Doxycycline  Porcine MEFs DMEM/F12, Teratomas AP, Oct4, Sox2, Nanog,
2009 inducible ear fibroblasts Doxycycline, Cloned pig CDHI, SSEA-3, SSEA-4,

lentivirus BMCs KSR EBs Tra-1-60, Rex1, Tra-1-81
Esteban mOSKM Retrovirus Tibetan MEFs bhFGF, mLIF, Teratomas AP, Oct4, Sox2, KIf4,
et al. hOSKM miniature PD0325901, c-Myc, Nanog, SSEA-4,
2009 porcine CHIR99021, Rex1, Lin28

fibroblasts 39°C

Ezashi ez al. hOSKM Lentivirus PFFs MEFs hbFGF Teratomas AP, Oct4, Sox2,
2009 EBs Nanog, SSEA-1
Yin et al. hO+pSKM Lentivirus PFFs MEFs mLIF, hFGF Teratomas AP, Oct4, Kl1f4
2010 SSEA-1, c-Myc, Nanog
Montserrat mSKM Retrovirus Pig ear MEFs hbFGF, Teratomas AP, Oct4, Sox2,
et al. fibroblasts or Gelatin mLIF EBs Nanog, SSEA-4,
2012 only TRA-1-81, TRA-1-60
Kues et al. mOSKM Sleeping PFFs MEFs KSR, Teratomas AP, Oct4, Sox2, Nanog,
2013 beauty or hbFGF EBs Rex1, ESRRB, DPPAS,

transposon SNLs UTF1
Wang et al. mOSKMTN Retrovirus PEFs MEFs KSR, bFGF, Teratomas AP, Oct4, Sox2,
2013 hLIF, BSA EBs Nanog, Rex1
West et al. hOSKMNL Lentivirus PMSCs MEFs KSR, hbFGF, Chimeric AP, Oct4, Sox2
2010, 2011 TeSR1 offspring

EBs

Fujishiro hOSKM Rertovirus PEFs MEFs pLIF, Chimeric AP, Oct4, Sox2,
etal. Forskolin offspring Nanog, Lin28,
2012 EBs Stella, Eras, SSEA-1

OSKMNL4M {8 #0ct4. Sox2. Klfd. c-Myc. NanogHILin2875FI s M+ Higim. pv har iR B 206, AU SNLsfRFRFRIA (1 1l
FHI PR (K 21 B £ 2 40

OSKMNL represent Oct4, Sox2, KIf4, c-Myc, Nanog, and Lin28, respectively; Prefix m, p, h represent murine, porcine, and human, respectively; SNLs
represent mouse fibroblast cells with expression of leukemia inhibitory factor.
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A4 B35 77 P 5 IR Js 2T 24 4t 1 2B K R 7 (bassic fi-
broblast growth factor, bFGF) ] 2 »

b5, VF 2 WS ALAH 4R IE T 4% iPSCsH k15 .
20104F, JBCEHESE IR S0 15 /1 3 Rk SR BR 2
F(Octd. Sox2. KIf4. c-Myc)5EGFPI] il & &
F R T S5 % 19iPSCse X IRMFSTIE 92 T fil & &
1 TEGFPAS 52 M 4k 4 i o 4 R 0 72, b PR e TR
TG AN R M R A G R BT T R A
20124, V4 PE A [fiMontserrat 54 X 1E T £ G
Octdid IR P 4AF FAUH = AN F(Sox2 Kif4 c-
Myc)TE TG F% 2 B 7 28 oV O () 41 4 40
i A2 HIPSCse XM 7 AT AR R OctA7E 48 74 41
0 T g P RV i R e R ke B, RN A
FRIZMEFRAR RS T IR AW 3, AR TR
PSCs 7 4% Jk RIFH 24540 0 126 55 7 1T R JH o 20134F,
7 [H [f Kues 55 4F| FHCAG YK 5)) 1) Sleeping Beauty %
JAE - IR AL Rk 28 ) BV DY R 7 (Octd Sox2.
KIf4. c-Myc)¥s 35 (1) T 4 40 )0 55 4 F2 iPSCs.o 1X
FiBr B % 12 35 AR e Bk N4 J, L3 B 10 1 =40
M SE PR ZH A, 25 3 2 40 3 DR A R AR ARG, AN
23 R DR B G aok i s 2 TR IOE TR AN 22 4 A
2, NS N A G IPSCs i R T 75 3. JFH,
oA ) AR AR AT AR PR PSCs I FE 1, Thx3
MINFSa2 Py R 5 2 7 B ZAE M. AT e W] Thx 341
Nr5a2 PR FAMY e i Egn R 30R, FE 2 st
FIENr5a2 R 1wl e AL 4 R JI6 1 2T 4k 40 10 5 2 B A
JEIPSCs, 1X A J#PSCs e 55 PR 1 113 5 1 T G FE L
TR ST B A 758 1) 7 VA0 L

78 N 5 T, JEiPSCs 32 B4R o 78 ARV N F A=
P 2% (¥ 8 B, AR AR b N 3 AR I A %
Tl BE DRV 1 26 77 LT . 20104F, WestZ5 941 A
N W) 7S Fl e 5 IR -7 (Oct4 . Sox2. K4 c-Myc-
NanogH\Lin28) 5 54 If) & i W) 78 5+ 40 MO 31453 T
JEIPSCs, R ix LC i Ja i 565 HERE BE W I e Dh AR 21 T 1k
GG I H20114F, WestZ5H S 3 36 #5351 A i
YRR A 55 15 (R HEPE S A RO AT S, DR
W7 AR B AR A T, X bR R R 5 1 o 5 A
FEAE B0 T Al AR, & NGBV &, West%
AR FHRCRT VE N A B ik G (R B0 AT 58 €, 2 it
I 71. 20124F, Fujishiro% 0 & IAEGFPI¥ i ki
e ANNaivelR 25 [1iPSCs, T K5 H v 5 355 1) IO 5%
FEIR TR S SZ KGR S B R b, 23 A i T v 4

RS bR d KA FE I R L, 368 T NaivelRZ& 1
FIPSCs B A ik & B M K& G L IBE 7. 1997
AP E A= 1) 22 R 2 EOUANSIE B T 283 434k 1) 40 A% AT
HA AR, Ul TR B EE R &30 bk
N EC NI PN PR e A 0 il IR B EE = A
20124F 14 %2 A1l R 2 S5 U421 51 S — 0l o oK i
iPSCs 744 1Ml 2K ¥ 41 Ji AF i SCNT I b A 4t e %, 4
SF201 1AE F20124F i D 85 & T 2 3kiPSCsk I
(8, XA R S B RIS E AR IPS Cs R 5 1) e B
Mo b, TE RS 040 HAZ K 2 HORIE T Y AR
4120094 R T 75 5 IR0 18 095 B 28044 A 7= 1R JEP-
SCs, XIUFW] T YT ERIGIPSCsH 181 40 5 55 R 145 )
TR S I A AR . AR AR AT, 2011
F, Zhou 5Pk JEiPSCsE F 58 &+ T T tb A
PRAT 240 1L, o 3K 6 24 6 % A 1) DG A A 40 B 1) 7 A
P PN, A 3R 3K L6 41 L 9 5 4 6 1 A0 IR e Aot 28 R
A Ry, KA R A AT I ) T R T
20124F, GuZlShKs 35 1PSCs 23k 1M 5K (14 L85 1A 1z 4
JL A% AR 21 AR AT O JLRE ZE /N B P, R IO 26 4 iy
RS /N UL Dy R, HEE T KB AiPSCs IR
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