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Advances in Cell Sources for the Treatment of End Stage Liver Disease

Sun Xiao, Yu Bing, Chen Fei, Wang Minjun, He Zhiying, Hu Yiping*
(Department of Cell Biology, College of Basic Medical Sciences, Second Military Medical University, Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract

orthotopic liver transplantation is considered to be the only effective treatment for end stage liver disease. However,

Liver diseases caused by different factors can develop into end stage liver disease. Currently,

it has been restricted by shortage of donor liver, immune rejection and other reasons. Cell therapy has emerged
in recent decades as an alternative option for end stage liver disease. Especially, the lineage reprogramming
technology, which was used to induce hepatic stem cells and hepatocyte-like cells, not only offers a new strategy
to solve the shortage of liver cells, but also accelerates clinical transitional process of cell therapy. This review
introduces the present situation on source of cells for liver disease treatment, and highlights the progress of hepatic
cells obtained from lineage reprogramming.

Keywords end stage liver disease; cell transplantation; hepatocyte; hepatic stem cell; lineage reprogramming
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Bl A 3 AR T N N R U B B, A ) 4
JAE 52 AU 5 A, A% R 2R AR 23 I 2
HRAEHMOI L T . AR LA TR A, 4 T e
TR s AT (DA RLHERAE 1 5 (2) F B 40 e nl BLIR
17, Re A RN AL, G)RIERZ IR,
T LLOR B AR DR (4)— SRR AT A2
AN o DR Ay ik BAT FE AT S E s
A LA LI BOR A R ME L, SRS 1 R
Toft 1 A M A S 5 T ) R

2 BrIBERAMAREKIE

H A, FA I R S A8 %) 48 i A ok U6 T [
b el e B AR (R R 40 M VRS T 41 g (embryonic
stem cell, ESC)f1i%5 3 £ fit T- 41 it (induced pluripotent
stem cell, iPSC)k 5 1 JH- 58 40 i DA % 1% 2 o 2 2 oK
I R A0 AE . AR U ) JHF S 5 40 i 32 2ok A
IHAET IR . O IEZET 4073 B LA N (R IR+
T2 AR IR LA S AR AR 43 V) B R 4R ik
SO0, TR A S o A i AN AN KR AT PR, i HLB
IR, St VR AT o A S ) R0 BE e ) # A
R RE AT AR R G I e KA
IR e R AR A, SRR/ S AR, Y
J3u, W LAA b A JHE S 5T 4 AN IE A 4 i, AR T
FJG B4 BRI e R ARG L 5 e /N T
NI, BRI FcE G 4 IR A R 2 2 A
IR, HAX T A i 22 B = G L, 0 A 0 B
A e A A FC I DR Y 52 B BHLAS

S A A YA PR S 5T 4 g A G Al 4 b g R
AT 697 40 B b T S ke 5 T s e 1)
oM T s HE R O BA R A R K S B W A BE D) e
ANGEA A, X R H i E T AN T
I 5C. & i 18] 78 0+ 41 ffd(bone marrow derived
mesenchymal stem cell, BM-MSC)KJ§i LL i 78 /&, 14
B B8 7 800, I RIS 1 R R A R LT A E, fig
5 05035 I K, B N 1) AR A7 I [R)P=T, - {H JEBM-
MSCTEAEAJHNE 5, B 1E 340 oA JHE 552 5t 48 A i LE 43
FEAR/INE), AHEGHE Ok, BM-MSCHE £ )5 il i 40 b —
FRA (1) A A DR~ F 41 R BR 5, 06T JH A 453 43 358 1 sk
IANEGHEAT 0 AT A HE A 2k 40 P 3 DL A i
RERIAE T T80 = A7 R0 RS R 40 A4 9 1 UL A6,
i) AN B & BM-MSCREAT 7E 44 A 73 A HoAl R Y 11
4 1, BM-MSCXT £ 4 A4 (1) 33t Ji 50 5 A2 P W7 i 2

et LA AR A PR SE i AT A 3k — 0T 9T

ESCAEn] /b A W iy AR =N AR 41
JROZRE Y (1) 4> e 40 i, FLAT R SR B 3 SR A
fit J1. iPSCH A HESCHLM 41 L& £ Re k.
LR FRIETE DL Ry FhRak e IXPIRR AN M #5 nT LAAE A4
AN ST I RN, BT, ESCHIE S350k T
DLk 2 70%~80%", {H 23X Bt Y5 ) JH 5 41 i D i
AR, Wik = CYP450(cytochrome P450) 4% 1k 45,
HAARN G H AR iPSCHE FRCR B
i T90%, HAWHREE B T AR TH2F
P, kUL, H AT RESCHIPSCS 3 1 HAE4H
Jfd(hepatocyte-like cells) A fig 58 4 AR JE AR H 55 5t
MR AR, BN S SR AR
BREW, ESCEEH AV~ IMG, Hotn —HE2Z 30
Bz A OF B il R ik B BESCAHIPSC
AR JE HATR K BoR e 2,

3 ETiERERIZIONAIAT RAAAYHI &

TEWRIG KB AR B, 40 AR 408 T A FR B
B UL AT 5 03 1 B % 22 e R IA FE B I I, AT 7=
AR BNy g, IE o0 A6 R g 28 8L 1) 4 e,
0 3 L6 40 it 1) 40 JH A% A5 9 DR B AT 0 IR st E A R
F b, B e U AR DR 1) ek, 5t Ak AR 40 i 1 4y
Wetiris. BRI B B AR 0 5y — Fh R AL
A i G #H 40 M 1 7 VPR R 1 5% T 9 B (lineage
reprograming), 4 il 4% 40 4k . i 5% HE g Bt 1) 7 V%
W T A R T R 2 I D R, A i e L
W BB AR, G T e e S SONIAS B2 1)
A [l IRk T 4 ) 2 RS, FRAK T BUR I
AfREPERI SR e DRI, D 2R g R R A A
2RI AR 1 2 ST AR 2 3 SV

EH TR e i DAL ) 208 2 40 i 23 A T O B, %
FR G P K 22 30 T o) DAL PR TR 5 ke SR, R FH R
MIARANHIR . 2 A2z N1 Fesk R B
JmicroRNASE J7 15 B4R HE PR 32 3B R B9 5 2%
I TR A0 A 5T R ) £ U 2B 2 A ) 1) 4 40 i,
FEAT FLATAH I R DR e s 0, DRI B AH 22 TR] R 55 Ak
S Sy S IR, A5 T JE R 0 LRSI 5T 40 1 SR U
P VR 2 PR T M 0 i, 3 R B AR R IR e s R e B
WIRRIEFE T, S0 L I ge 200 1 o 30 JH A 40 i £
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Fig.1 Reprogramming fibroblasts to generate hepatocyte-like cells

DK Ak FH /N LB S 40 Jf 2R AR421-B13, 15 3 i st A
¥ Cebpb(CCAAT/enhancer binding protein beta) ('] &
i, WK FLAEAR SN AL D JH RN I, MR 41
IO JHFHE AR S R DAL, LR 2 S SR JHT S5 5 4 IR P 5 73
Thie; 1 FLE MR AN B SR Lb e R e, DRI X o vk 9%
BT 2B (0 N A1

A AT 2 i DL IR, A B A B BRAS O A
JRLACYS AL LT YN B BB A, A7 AL o o 1) B %
AN BEAT S AR BT 90 T AT 4R 4 g A
B 2N M5 25Ok FRIe, T g A 1) SE IR ARG PR
PRIME, 6 i 2 o i) 3 Ry 8 i e s R 1
WA 2T A 40 P T 4 A2 0 T R A L BF 9 b, K2
MFFIE 77 1R 42 DAL 7 i S B IR 7, PR T
BEBUAAE AT H ISR G R AT A . H, 2k
R 2 L MRS IO R 40 K E0nT B3 A JH 4
JAEAH B LA T4 L P (I 1) o 4 A 4 i
AR IS Al D RE, RN 2 AR I J5 T LA EL
BAB S RN B T 40 R BA A
FREBRE S, LASAERE 7 BTG T 704 ok JH S5t
0 P A0 LS 40 8 00 1) 730 E
3.1 FrempetEZmae

HuangZ$*3 1% Gata4(GATA binding protein 4)+
Hnfla(HNF1 homeobox A). Foxa3(forkhead box A3)
=AM S D Tl R AR RE /DS BUBET YRR I, [
IS R 53 1 p 19 BHL I 40 B 1, AT 4 gk, R I
o 2 B2 8 /N BRI 5 I 40 K 41 )i (mouse induced
hepatocyte-like cell, miHep). X FH4f iy H A 2 2

BB BRI LR R T A da gD 75 416 1 S 5
AN DRE, RAh A WA E kB T AR S 5
A1/3 . miHep E I BRIKF FAG IR T 5 W JH4i
N AR BE ) BICYPASOI) 35, JFAELE L 3- AR IH R
%D IR T A CYPASOM 3 o Suzuki %I
Hnf4a(hepatic nuclear factor 4 alpha)fFoxa(forkhead
box A)ZJ%(Foxal. Foxa2#lFoxa3)H 1) 1T — A ¥
A, R/ T Y 4 i T 4 A 0 B A D RE T4
JRLAE A0 i (miHep)o 3 9 ol 2 44 A 05V T 3R A5 11
miHep#% 1 #| Fah(fumarylacetoacetate hydrolase)Ji
ATl o F) JH 38 38 /) RSB v, 8 BB A6 5 A O 328 T
2 Bt BGRB8 K S U Fah B 2 2
I = 1] 1A80%. Bl Ji, Huang®5*F{Foxa3. Hnf4a.
Hnfla— > % 5% & 45 4 SV40(simian virus 40) K
THU, e CET 41 o 7 4 12 0 B A7 60 6E ) Y
T 40 i A 41 B (hiHep) o 33 3 4 72 5 ¥ 3R 15 1)
hiHep [l FE H A 5 JsU AQUI SE B4 AR LR B &S 2
PR T 1 DA K BT JH S B 4 g B g, AL 45 CY P450
T LA SR HEE B8 D) 45 . hiHephE A f 2 Bit [ 1)
Fah™ /IS B dse s A7 204% 0 8580, IFH 201731
/N BB AL PRI 305 o T S L J 3341,

b G R V23 A4 I miHep AhiHep, 40 i
TEAS . DRIk LA 40 i o) e &R A T-ES/iPS 5 3
ARAT I 0 PR A 0 P, L 5 D AR A AR EE AT A7
ZE . W1, hiHepfE AR b AN K IECYP3A455 3 53 JIT
SR AL, AN B BUTHIE N S, CYP34447
EARIK A B 2R 15, miHep 47 8 41 il (hepatoblast)
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Fr &) AFP(alpha fetoprotein) )15 %5 . Huang %5 ¢F
75 F'miHep I i bR 1 40 M 3 22 05 5 1l Rp 19,
1755 FhiHep K] T 1 RIASVAOKTHL 5 7
15, v T miHepAhiHepfE A& 20 34 (1) 1] 8, {H &
Wl T VAR BOR M o 3K 0 4 ) A 5 iR e A
BeHk e, RnT UM 2B N R B DA SR T
R RIS o

HTFENEREE N ZR TS5, £
H A B R R R, A UAS R A
JI AT BE AL LUAE H 40 M 3R BUSCA D RE . 7
XA B, A REFCR A AR, JF S R4
JSGA ) e S D AT B /N 73 1 o Zhu SRR T
N BCET 4 20 1 5 2 R R 1 — A 22 e 11 b TR 25 4
JfY (induced multipotent progenitor cell, iMPC), X
Tl b T 2 40 o 389 58 A ) FE R, W) BAAE AR AR KR
o4, Wt ae A% 1 1PSC, P B8 1k K K vk
5. Zhu% P OCT4(octamer-binding transcription
factor 4). SOX2(sex determining region Y box 2)
A KLF4(kruppel-like factor 4) =/ sk K1,
EGF(epidermal growth factor). bFGF(basic fibroblast
growth factor)%s 42K A+ LA &L CHIR(CHIR99021)
SEACREF G AL AN T, RN T Y A g R
2k WK Z 41 kR & SOX 17 (sex determining
region Y box 17)F1Foxa2 ({IiMPCYs P IR 2 HiF 44 41
2 (IMPC-derived endoderm progenitor cells, iMPC-
EPC). iMPC-EPCYEARAR A5 5 I ] AS 212K, IfRE
R 192540 0L Fo 1E— 2D HI 2R 8L T-iPS-Hep ¥
% 3 J7 7%, 1l iZBMP4(bone morphogenetic protein
4). DEX(dexamethasone). OSM(oncostatin M)%5
/NI §EA S A83. Notchitl i# 4 il 71 /2 i iMPC-EPC
53 46 R iMPCYE T 41 il A 41 f2G(MPC-Hep). iMPC-
Hep B A Uit Y (4 F 410 iy 2 34 )8 B 245, & iAHnf4a.
ALB(Albumin). AAT(alpha-1 antiproteinase)“s T 4l
Wobrs oy 7, JEA R GEAE . R PTEI. JRER 0
S M AN M Th BE . iIMPC-Hep 1 1185 114 WA 7K 1
LA S CYPASOS PEAGT I 45 SR A5 Js AT A0 A L 7547
2P, (R0 TiPSC-Hep, 290 5 & M1~26f%. 1
o L 281 G 5 % e ) i 22 P2 T P 308 3 /) BB 2R o
J&i, iIMPC-Hep 14 58 fie ) U0 T~ AR 40 0, JF A8
TEAR N BE— 2D s, 928694 F A 598 BE VL 5% 21 1 5
WIER o IXFP 7 ATAS LT 4R An f [l 3] 7 — A 2548
TAPSH AR A Hrh W] B B, AT AR A 17 5 22 4

S 5 755 O SR A0 P P b1 4 1

FESREL T B P I SE 54l L T 5, DusEEons
=PI AN 0 iy 2 w52 K FHnfla. HnfdafITHnf6( 3 44
OC1, one cut homeobox 1)2 & B4k N\ Al £ 4 41l iy,
] i5F A1) FIMYC(v-myc avian myelocytomatosis viral
oncogene homolog)F1P53 siRNAsK fif /b i 4 i ik
P 40 3G GE A5 B RIBE TS, R4S T BT N
0 JH0 5 AL AT Ty BE PR 0 T 25 40 M R 40 e, s i
N 3HAN M. 3HAN B H A AR o 1 58 5E BE ), i
Y T TSI 5T AR I AE AR A4 8 DR R TR) 8. 3HAH Y
W20 ik FR K 40 i D fig J8 A Rl -F ATF S (activating
transcription factor 5). PROXI1(prospero homeobox
1)F1CEBPA(CCAAT/enhancer binding protein, alpha)
J&, A3 T Dhfie A N T 8LH SE 54 g (human
induced hepatocytes, hiHeps), %5 30K 8 1190%.
X FihiHeps FL A7 B 1 JTF 41 i T g, R4 B 8 2y
s 5 JEUAC T 52 T 40 AR 2, JF A R 25 AR
FRE ) FIRE ZR U . B RE S A ARk 2 X
W22 JLCYPASOLL S AR S B A0 BRI e is IR 1.
CYP3A4. CYP1A2LL K CYP2B6I# i Pk 5 N AR
525 A A 24, CYP2A9RICYP2C19() i P ik 5]
T AR SE BT B IRI30% . 3X L6 24 ) A il 13 1k
FEESCUE T R ALK 100152 2 o FEAE A S| Tet-uPA/
Rag2 " /yc /N, REBSIEBI30% 1B AR, H.
TCIIRE T o 1X FihiHeps S T i 2 Bt A5 1) JH- S
JOT A0 I Dy R 1) v SR 3, A AR AR SR AT KR 1) T g
P JH S5 Am i ek m e, AR o N JH I 250 A 0T
FULL K ARSI 25 ) v 3 0 B 4 1 1 AR 4 1) 4 ok
3.2 RFT4HAE

iz 2R ABLT 40 e 2 B 0 U7 V5, Yu BT i
i Hnf1bMIFoxa3 W4 N s X7, K /0 B 2T 4 41 g
. 2 A DA AT R S T4 i R JEL A 40 D X 1)
b7 BE 15 5 Y T T 44 il (induced hepatic stem
cells, iHepSC). iHepSCHA =% i bb &5 141 fa (1) JE
ARHE, 3k 40 M1 53 1 AR S PLGR5(leucine
rich repeat containing G protein coupled receptor
5). EpCAM(epithelial cell adhesion molecule).
SOX94%, JL[r] 2 & JH 1) A1 JH i) ) 73 5 A5 75 ATb Al
CK19(cytokeratin 19), 1 A~ 2 1A B 2048 i 1) b ik
AAT. G6P(glucose 6 phosphate dehydrogenase) %5 .
iHepSCHIMYI e J) W, T DALEAASMEE 7 193048
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DA b d 4 i PRk % 1) B AR, iHepSCH4 JHHE I
JZ #H 40 Jfi(liver epithelial progenitor cells, LEPCs) A
P A 6 JHE U i A 4 2R AT AL T 4 A
T, GiShhilfl %, Wntiil 2% DL S A —LE 57
JEACH I B 45 . RSN T o0t SE g, A HIOSMA
EGF& K, 7] LLFtiHepSCs 7 A4k B A7 Bl J5L it 17
SEDNRE A0 MR AR I, 2R v IE 2150% L by 7R
IR S ) = e 55 5% 5 A0 T, W RAS -5 2 FLAT B ol
2 It 1k DA R a1y e R IE A 41 . iHepSCH# 1
Bl Fahk DA i B 109 - 38 oy A5 28 /N B PR JHEIDE S, g
A DR vE I 40 M, f 2 2 Fah/s UM D) fig )
P& 5 A A7 2, {8 B\ #DDC(3,5-diethoxycarbonyl-
1,4-dihydrocollidine) 5 3 1) IH 4 43 47 /) Bl A& 9 )5,
iHepSCnJ 7344 A IH A5 40 1 I 2 5 F 0 IR A5 148 42
HLS8 K WL 1 e A o iHepSCAE h — Fvi 44 40 i,
B R e HAL T [R) 8 JH 28 40 M ) 5 K S 5 g
71, VLR AR 5 00 73 A g . iHepSCHIT
SO I W98 [ A B v 7 A 23 TR 4 (1) R S 4T I
TR R

4 FERYEE

T 2R G A A 2 A ) — TR T B
A, EIAERIBUE AR e 4 . 75 LA BBt s,
FH AT Sy B 6 R B A Rt i DA Aok B AN ) S 56 =
(R TR M EAH TR LAgEAT oA, HakZ 48—, Mt
T VEN AR R B, MorrisZ P Cahan 22 4t 37
TR T W ) AEE B G, BRI RN
VERAE A 0 0 i L () 40 A S PR 24 ok M S e =
SR TR 25 5 H 40 AR, JFAR X
SEAE SN R 40 M PR B DA R oy AR B AT =
A SE A7, MBI T — b RS 40 o o 5 1) 4 2 7
5 I HUnT LG ek o6k H ) 4H f 110 55 8] 2 R0 i 45 kA
o, R ER AR F K 1. A H XM E
1%, Morris %50 # 43 048 K 3% 1 o g 12 07 V2 1B AT
TIE, RIUAR 2 FE g R SR A ) 4 Ak O AN 5 4,
TRBE TR 22 5L 0h 40 i B RF AiE . W Suzuki FHnf4a A1
FoxaZX 1 21 £ 3k A4 IfmiHep 5 N 1] - —Ff 4 IR 2
A M. TEFEAE 2005 B 4 i R 1/ AR N i, X
R w340 i R i, 2 SR R4 2.
TE R 1) EL AR 1 3t F2 R, MorrisSEBSn AR A8 AT T 1
% A ¥~ Cdx2(caudal type homeobox 2)[f] % ik & £
miHep /(1) F g fE it F b A 35 E2E HE A MEH .

WK 7K () Cdx2 A 45 miHep 25 2% [y i) 45 41E 111y 56
)1 JF 2R 40 L, ifTmiHep I AN 23 Bl A5 Cdx2 (1 w5 1fif
RRIETINZR . Morris 5P IX i 7 k0t 5 g A 1 1%
BRI 7~ I 0 3 AL R S B At T — i K W 4 B T
H, (HR R T O U R E B, B
P (19 B0 00— 16 57 % Bl SR S ) T G R L o R
WG Morris S8t T REAH 5 2 R4S 45 SR th 2
AN T BATI4N M i is R S 2% RN T I ) PR

I 1 22 5 g R 1R 7 ¥ SR IO T B AL -1
A0 W B AT B PG AR . TS J7 o ik g R R AT
T, B T W A3 2 A I R G AN, B VE 2 )
B, LEtya sy FH 40 i 0 bR HE AL I S 45 0, 4l
I 4D 248 TR R0 B B TR I8 6 R A SR 11
AT IR DR PR PFE 2R 400 B ) D e, 4 v 4 g
THRFEAE ). H RN BE T 2 A (0 1E 5 g N
UM, I A% HATAH 2 AR N IR N B ) kAR
EHBRIEIRITAE R . DA BT BORSK A, FRAT 0
A f v is (1 TR — B S K IR 2k
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