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Abstract

Somatic cell reprogramming is one of the research focuses in life sciences and regenerative

medicine fields. At present, several methods such as somatic cell nuclear transfer, cell fusion and transcription fac-

tor induction can achieve in vitro reprogramming. A large number of epigenetic modifications play a key role in

the reprogramming process. Therefore, understanding the dynamic changes of epigenetic modifications and their

respective roles helps to better comprehend and apply reprogramming techniques. This article briefly reviews the

development history and research progress of somatic cell nuclear transfer technology and induced pluripotent stem

cell technology, and discusses the epigenetic mechanisms existing in these two reprogramming processes.

Keywords

H R R R M A B fd iz 3k %, i
2 18] B ZRAC I G 20 B PR A, BB RS A e v i
ZHETERE R . E g HOR IR R TG T4
MUK IRRR > AR 2 St KSR I, FEaE e T IR
JVR I 1 R B — R B A B 2 G, TR T A 95 0 A5 4D
Wi AMERATE T DL R BRI G B B
FUEE T ) B SR A R R s, O T 4 4
WA TR . RN DR, W TR E AT 2 R
FRF BT AR 58 s E a2, HIUR T — RIIR
et Rt . HulE AR E g T R
B = K41 B A% % A (somatic cell nuclear transfer,
SCNT). HFZ At TAME A (induced pluripotent
stem cells, iPSCs) IR fit & 7 AR (cell fusion). FHH,
FAAET 192260 70 AR 20 i i i HoA T b
FEECE B B, R R S R T A E &,
MARAT 2 Bett. A0, HT a5 =4 48 oy Iy
FEAA, A ME LS T IR B 7T, 1X —HAR IR LA
™o A, ARZEIRW HE S A BRI A R
M5 F 2 Re T 40 MR B A 78 7 s 7ot ke, JF
TV IR P B G R 3 R R i A R LB AL ML

1 (RYARERISERAR

IR LB I KRG 55 O 5 R B O R 4 5 T AR
SEHGON, SR U BE A eid 2 IR AN AL iR &
KB RCRA BT BT R SR B A, AR K
BRI B BRI A R 37 N R BEAS
AR RE e OB ARt . BARIT R
FOUER, /N B 20 B AR AR 9 A SRR 10 57 o 1k L 4%
RE T R IIIE IR R B AR A ar s, (E R R
FE19594F T4 UE B /N B — 20 J0 R 16 4 > B 2R BR
REWE M 3L F A 5E B I AR AR, i A DY 550\ 40 i
39, /0N SRR B 1 O 2Rt 23 2k 1 X AR E P
PR s 2 5 Sl A A E TE /D BB AR B i A

cell reprogramming; epigenetics; somatic cell nuclear transfer; induced pluripotent stem cells

WA 2RGS0 AR iR & B e REvEm . 2K S,
R RELH i B8 05K O oAk RS 7 B w2, 4k 315
A A REVERISZAE O

B T IEH Z2HE R B Z 4b, K 7B (cloning) i #
NATTHT RSN AR A0 B AZ A AN T AR A AT DL SE AN
M4 BEVE 345 . 201 Z8604E AR, 7 DL /R AE 3 24 6l
= 2742459 32 John Gurdon® @ it SCNTH; R 45 IE
R T PR R S A 11 Ak o e 2 4 Tk (Xeno-
pus laevis), T UCIERR 73 A0SR 48 i v] DAAE 4% 5%
& U0 b B g FE RS A RE I, HETT R B ON W AN
19974F, 3 [H F} 2% K Wilmut® ¥ 11375 51 1% &b 38 3 1)
FRAESEFLIR bR A 5 A% 1 U BEAN M i A, 3RAS
T SRS R CZ FE, 1 UGIE B sE R R AT DL
N T FL 2R B, 20184E, 45235 T A A 41 fitd 5 45
FEMLH I TSR 12, o R 2 B b 22 B 22 00F ST BT
FINiiR 5 K1) LR P A BRI ) L R JoR B AT 4 4 L 3 A T
KRR, BCINERAR T P R ) s B AN AR, 1 TR
FASCNTH AR HIE & S ESLl T RN i .
R F 0 T 24, @I SCNTHAR BN 3545 % Fil 7
e FLEh 1229, (ERE, #ESCNTHEA I S B FH 47
SRAFAE — LAY, FERDUNLT-Fra Ykl it vo e ik
RERME. TGRSR B 75, DL
o [ B HE AR S I G R b A R BE T A
WO W 784 B SCNT 5 4 A i 72 HH 1)
BEEAS, AL S 0 o P R — B 15 2 e A
Bl JUAF, W AR R RO (6 A3 T FUSCNT =
2 300 ) U i 2 < 2 R 28 WL 308 A 2 (R0 A8 A ROl T T
R, W 5E 3 1A% R AR IR G R B LI N AL Bl )
o R BT, LS T R AR () H A R T IR ST AL
MFR IR . AL B G R B A o 1 40
By ¥R R A LA
1.1 SCNTHEREHI A BHLHI

SCNTH AR [ 4% 0 1 BALFE =35y, KR4k
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A: SCNTEZFEL P 4 EAE; PGC: JRATEANN; PPN: (BJEH%; ZGA: & R4S, ICM: WN4IER]; B: SCNTE i FEE L o (1775
15 B E GRS, DA AR SONT E R FERCR (1) — /N T &4 . RNA%E,

A: cellular events during SCNT reprogramming; PGC: primordial germ cells; PPN: pseudo pronuclei; ZGA: zygotic genome activation; ICM: inner cell

mass; B: molecular events and major reprogramming barriers in SCNT reprogramming, as well as some methods to improve SCNT reprogramming ef-

ficiency (adding small molecule inhibitors and RNA, etc.).

El AERREERRR % B S Eh @RS FEG

Fig.1 Cellular and molecular events during somatic cell nuclear transfer embryo development

G B 2 i 5552 A B9 )8 AE 0 5T, 1 St AR 4 A% B
BRI S EAZ AR A R A, DL 4R B
o

P20 B AZ I R R AE 1N 25 A% B B4 i f s
2L, T R4 Ge ta ik, IX AN I AR RO FL e ta
R 4fi(premature chromosome condensation, PCC), /& H
YPBE2H A 5T P M 2 32 Rl 1~ (M-phase-promoting
factors, MPFs)/ S 1™, PCCid 72 /2 SCNTE G H 2
R TER, A& PCCEFEMISCNTIMG = MK &
FERGCO . MPFs BN BRI H a5 22 10 B o 52 R,
LY P AE G140 L DA 7 2 MDY RTMITY 3% 1) e
fi. FESCNTSZ RN 3L+ -, K HIMII 31 1) 51
BEAH M LE SR AZ A )& 1 ROR BB 4F, BRI MITE 1 B0 B
41 Hh s ZKF IMPFs AT LU R0 3 A 41 i iz &
HEPCC, 1M JEAZ I & T FIMPFs i P [R 52 K 5l G
HOEIF IR N R, B SRS I AT, KT
417 11 1% IR B CZ 1 (phospholipase C zeta 1, PLCZ1)
T I 51 K G BRAH A P S B AR, (R R B
MPFs i, 16 50 BEAH MO yE A IR ah e 2e x 50 |

F AL A0 M R AR AFLEPLCZ L, W% /N B SCNTH 4L ik
B R N TEAE A, RI7E iR 8 77
B i NEAL B DAL R (5 5 -
FEIEH S2RG &1, ok B RS+ F1 90 BESE 1)
PR3 IR N SR R BEA J5 4%, B A% I — ANl
ZHERABFECK . NRIEIGSZHKE Je 6/ N I, & T
FHEKIETAS /N FIDNAE il it #2590, I FL 30 &
TR, R BEAH MRS 1 1R e s A2 DU BRI, B
Je TR AT T 06 5 s I AR AR O & 1 R R AH
% (zygotic genome activation, ZGA), X — it 72 £
it A B JRRNAR P B AR, & T RNABCKE 5 .
/NRZGARE S T — 4R AG I SHA, 78 — 48 iy 31
BT B43, FESCNTHEG H, b4 248 Jfa Jik R 4H AE
GUTE BAZ 3 1 T2 B 5 A%, AR JEPCCHL LA 1
BEAL 73 A7 1 0L, SCNTIVR R IE T i — A~ B ME R
%o HIEHE MK EZ—F, SCNT a5 1
AR LE AR A A% KA 209, RAESCNTR IR i)
DNAE | X ZGAZh AL A5 IEH MG A L, (225
/MSCNTHEJIf A2 ShDNA S ] fl) I 7] 2 A — i, JF
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HSCNTHE G H R 2 5 [ FEZG AR 8] A Be 4 A 2501
EU IR BAREE AR B, SCNTHERGAREE T 15 %
K& WG AR SN 32 K (in-vitro-fertilized, IVF) IR iR, 1E5%
S R AL ZH DL S G 0 51 S5 44 7 TR A7 AE — 4
S, X L6 BH A B g £ 1Y) BE £2 1T BR K LUK BR )
i 7L B4 v FE VR G R Dh 26 1 = LR AL
1.2 SCNTHER 5 REERIZ

SCNTIR G Re 15 IR K B 1R RFEFE EHR Tt
P20 W e S ZEL IR 7 ) B g R, I R TR R I 1 AR AL
T L5 ) B FL I AL R B 5 g ST, R T 2 A 2
JHOAH DG R TR A B AH IR AR ZGA R BB R Ao /I
B SCNTIE G & TG 03 i) A1 Bl AL 42 4 A T R
) — LA 2 i AH 5% 25 D] (1) Ak P40 RIAEAE Bk B 1)
TR, A VF 2 H: RE — 20 Bt I SCNT
JVR G AN B A R, 1K L PR 3R S BELAG A A I
e ERAERI AT . 25 W I R B SE AN BE M A RK
DUER B0 1 H g AR AR BT X (R ) 5 Rt AL &
i e B I AH QU121 AT TR R 2 P S e o
A B I 7 52 ARAS AR B B BEIISCNT R R #E4T T
TEARIR s A oM, RIS 1E% K & IISCNTIE iR
AH L, R B S R 1 R R M s A% A 2 R 12 K B FH
T (I SCNTHR G HR %A B s, (R i ik oW ist i
8 % A 7 Kdm4b I KdmSb ] LUAT %% 42 i SCNTHE il
M FEM 28 DL S pa /N BRI HY AR 2. ISR, SR et
A& [ 1E By 25 2 A2 12 32 R SCNT A iR il T AN g 22
M EE R R
1.3 SCNTHERS SDNAFREAL

— I\ 9, DNAH 2 4% #2 B (DNA  methyltransfer-
ases, DNMTs) &= ZAL4H P 25 MKBIDNA K il 3 H %
F|Uhefl 3 H4H 55 X T 2 Hld 2 b 7 ADNAF 3
1 4 FF 22 06 A Dnmt1, DL AN K IDNA S )
AJ DAY E 7 s AT 2 46 M Mk (de novo) I ZE4L 1)
Dnmt3aMDnmt3b. f5E FATUR @ 4H 7 5 b [E B}
Bt 2 ) W BRI 5 BT A UK IR AR BV AR W FE 00 K
A SRR DNA H BB LI B, IR AR N
(in vivo)ilE Sk | Dnmt1 7] PA{E YDNA 45 1% M Sk
F IR R 1

M 4 IDNA F AR 25 AN 56 4 E g FE A
JEPRFISCNTIR G D 2 ) FE RN 2 —. IR
AN NFTIRAG K & i3 F2E , DNAE IS 9 5) Al 3 5)
AR T AT R R 2 B, fEZE IR
JIDNA F AL /K P18 B R IR, DNAR 3l 2 1 2k

A2 48 T Dnmt1 3R A Bk 2%, 380 & B FIDNA
AN BE A 35 Ak T A 75 5 X ZH DNA FF 2 46 7K~ Bl
5 DNA S il F14H i 43 224110 FEAIS; DNA 30 2% H &Rk
& 16 HDNA F L A LB Tet] . Tet23k Tet3 Mk 7 i iz
W i DNAFE 2 10 BE Tdg X DN AT X & 5 14 1% 4L [
1EH, % BRDNAF B AU AZ IR, 5 1E & WG AH T,
SCNTE i 7 FIDNA F AL A7 AR 5 1, U4, 3 40
FATRB AR I, fESCNTIE R B A& B i+ ik
TE(EA i DN A P H1 340 (DNA re-methylation) i
G, BE—5 s, DNAF H 340 & S SSCNTHE
I o 2 DRURI 8 70300 e 1 AN BE AR 58 4 UG R 5%

TEDNA LA J7 1, 11 | DNA H 25 5% 4% il 1)
TG PE DL R HIDNARE B 3230 25 F R4 s 12 K B
fIRSCNTHE G A1 (IDNA =y 467K, 242 mISCNT
JVR 6 B0 B D 28 ) AN i AT 5-2% L HF (5-Aza-2'-de-
oxycytidine, 5-aza-dC)FIRG108 & i F' % W, ft/Dnmt
P, {4 FH 5-aza-dCEXRG1084b FE ] LLFE FSCNT
VR 6 1) 3 IR 2 F 2 R MR 2 R 1 R A, fE
Drnmt] %% 55 55 (1) /) BUVE G B 2T 4 240 A Ak A, w]
AR 25 32 15 19 B SCNTE I 40 ML 9 300, 34T
TR IR B 1 /)N B S2ORG O o e S A% 1) E 2 12 i
FIRAKIFRI, e R LA e FAZ N, T
IVF it HDNA H 2 S5 Ak Bl Tet3 1E /2 37 T 52 K )5 1
T A%, AT DS B E g £ R S 2 R AL A7
£ T SCNTM it i 5 4% H i Tet3 [A) A 1T LU 12 25
FE AP, X AR B, Tet3/r T IDNA X 4L 75
SCNTHEMR A B A5 A
1.4 SCNTREBR 54EEREH

SCNT 2 153 J Ly i B e T A4 4 A 1) 20 2 12
R A RE 75 w2 K OP A SR RS . T8
o O e Y i R B, SCNTIE iR AR E A 4
P A0 F0 B SIVERR I A2 5 22 = diln )L
A, /b & i e 9% LT vE I R (ultra-low-input
micrococcal nuclease-based native chromatin immu-
noprecipitation and sequencing, ULI-NChIP-seq)™ Fll
CUT&RUNPEG A I A B LT, A F 22 B it 48
a0 1 5O EA A G JC 2 SCNTIE i 1 40 55 1 %
MR RE SR At 1 AR S,

20144F, 15 K 27 ok 380 UR a2 R H it A 4 i
B[R 41 (FTH3K 9me3 14 1 & SCNT ey 44 7 4 £ 1) = 22
PR i, J%5 0t H g A2 KT X 3 (reprogramming re-
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sistance regions, RRRs). 14 4h & IAH3K9me3 2 HI B
M EEK dmad ] PL 2B/ AL AR 4 i s AR H3K9me3
fJRRRs, & 3% $2 5 7 SCNTHIZCR; thAk, 15 F 4]
H3KO 5 7 7% Wl vif PE 1) A4 4 PR i A T DA I 35 92
RISCNTI 2528 . FRATT IR G 4H e ok 2 57 /) B
SCNTW I i iz 18 W & 4¢, A& I P JRH3K9me3 %
BE AV AH ¢ 5L K Kdm4b 1) R 15 5SCNTIE R I R &
B REE VA O, 3 — P50 E T H3K9me3 & SCNTHE
Jif B G P2 1) — A R B AT . Bl BRI A R R R B,
H3K9me3 % H 3L Kdm4d 5 KdmdefE 2 [ SCNT
JVE i H g A2 HP A 22 00 EE O, R T H3K9me3 & 1,
BATE I, H3K4me3 tH /2 SCNT AR B 4w FE 1) — A
W 15, H3K4me3 25 H 3 AL BFK dmSb 1) 3 15 7K 1 X%
/N ERUSCINTT VR Ji N A1 31 3k 44 it it 3] 25 5 B 350, 7F
JEITUES (R SCNTHE AR .75 31 7 UL 45 SR, 3k
—PAESE, H3K4me3 th 2> BHAS HYm 21 R A=

T3, TR B AL B — b S H3K27me3 &
B AH 2% A 2 R 2 ERE WL . H3K27me3) 32 40 A T
REJFEERIH, 76/ R AATEG ., s 2 A5
RSN R () T8, {2 AESCNTHE iR 1) & IR 34, B
AR 21 [FTH3K 2 7me3 1 it 1 B 525 DR 6 A #  26
IXFMEIRER L, RN AL DA e 6 K1, 31X b
B AR Bt A N A2 A A4 41 B HH H3K 2 7Tme 32 i ) 5t
RGFE HFH3K27me3 il 1358 4 BP0 2 K 6 F
BN E MG KB BA EEME, X5 K il
F R 6T BN R SCNTHEN J5 MR A 1 % B BT
H3K27me3 &M AEIVFRE N J G A 2L R 5 2h 5 X 33k
SO B R B BISREMAISCNTIRAG ¥ 5 5))
T IX SR ke, X S HE 5T R B T H3K27me3 &
Tt EC LR (1 1 4% 235 52 T SCNT E 4w I 72
1.5 SCNTHERs54EZEBTHF

BT LR E WA R, — e B AR A ]
PAZ 5% /MRIGTE i, KORIEIN T A% /Mg T 2 e
R ZREVER S J4 . XSS R AR R 5 4 il
HEAML, BA BN EERRE R BIImR
TR IR AH S AR, 3 B8 I SO A% MR R %R AT
EAFAE S ThAg . 78 AR AN H AR i DA & =2 K i
FErp A AW 22 3 R4 g2 B R R K E B AR A
BH, XERERE. MRS s k.

1B G 32K Ja, Bl ok 8 2R RS T 2R A
HRAGOFTEY, LA EARARS S TR
R DR 2 B ER RS, 9 AnH3.3. H2AFX, fF

SCNTHEGH, [FIFE &I T ALk i Ak 2 it 41 25 1
e BRI A A7 (1) 2L 2 1 PR 5 ) S 000 o (AR ok
TR 21 B A H3AR 4 DL X H2AFITH2A.Z, {ESCNTE
I FR) 2% €0 Joit v Al PRH T B RRBE X R B, DR BEA
Jf Fp i A7 1R 2H B ETH3 R AR FTH2 AL X35 A\ ZISCNT I
JiG i 28 B A% 0, ZH R A2 A macroH2 AESCNT
JVR i o MBE AR 4 B A mh A R 25 RN, A4 b )
28 SRR B T 1 e O BR A Ry e MR 2 R AR
PRHIFOO 43 B 1), 7ESCNT 2 11 g 4 21 55 11 4%
PRH3 .32 520 % fig 1 525 IR (1 30 DA S SCNTHE G 1
JE SR B, X LR SR B, N BEAH i fig A7 R 2
B AR fu 40 5 1 /ESCNTE I (1) 5= (K 4H =
I8 A R A A O BEAE FH, X T SCNT K ) H 4 F2 22 %
HEL, [ BRI Le A B AR AR DR 4 1) 4 AT DL AE
SCNTHRfiG A ) T e A B T FRAT T 50 4 Hh B i SCNT
AL RE.
1.6 SCNTRERE S XistHiE

SCNTIEHG 5 XY A 16 2 AT B
R, V5 2 XYe 04004 B 25 IR FE SCNTIE i o 5 57
PEHLAN G, B S50 R0, 7R IE® AR, XYt
AR R 17 2 — TR P e e () R A MEE AL, Jd 5 LAEE
TE 2K IAE M N BT VR 0 IR & 2L 23 F) AQ W X e o A
b, AERTE AR 1R 2 20 i Hp 22 BE AL BT, X
0 A R 3 2 R XS A2 B0 110 A YR A5 22 TR E
TBRNA Xist¥% fill (1, Xist# o B Ak X P iR H N T
S0 ) 1 4 B A B IH3K 2 Tme3, HE 1 fd 45 8 X
Yoty A S e 0 AR, REEXS AR U AS 2 R AR
LIRS 150, AN T A5 73 7 0HE 1 XX A P (XY ) 41
RXES R R R IA BT £ — 2R E R HE N
SCNTHE A H WL %% 31 Xist ) 7 8 15 44, BRI A1 S U5
ZXYLOARER R A DU, IX 1T e A RS MISCNTHE AR IF
WORE R E B . A A% S R R Xist ) At 1 4
HEATSCNT R LA 5 X Fib S 0 (X e A 2R, AH453
SCNT e [ W i ¥ H A 2R 42 w1 1 8~915 7. fE 140
N 39 %) AP SCNTVR i Hh il B Xis ik [R] 4 W] LA OKOK 42
FISCNTHE R () & B 0, X etff 73t itk — b R
A SCNTH g f R4t 1 i ik .

2 FE ZEETMBE(induced pluripotent

stem cells, iPSCs)F R+ SR EHRIE
SCNTHE A I i fik -5+ AR 7] AT A7 A4 1 2

Mo g FEIRAF R B A Re EDTTT X B R AT, UPBE
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40 R 22 R Mt 4 M b A AR A T, 15
SFHRMMRE Z Rt E R 2 aetr R B E
ZAER] . 20064F, H AU K ¥ Takahashifl Ya-
manaka™ i 7 Hi 244 5 T2 U BY 22 BE 11 AH OC 1 4% 5%
Bl 7, BeDhifs S 40 i = g #5212 e MoIRAS . i
HEBRVE, MATTN244 R 7 R 4R 3 T 5 E R4 A
FOSKM: Oct4. Sox2. KlfaFlc-Myc. FlHix44~2
BLF¥y YamanakalK -1 R AKE /) BRI RSCET 248 248 i
SN BRRET AE A M T O B 4 R 5 I 22 e
iPSHH i, [A]FE AT LAZRAG N HIiPSHH ™1, iPSHH
MIETEA . HhERE 1. ZReth R RRIE ., RUWEfL
AR . RN 596 AF B Re 77 DL 73 i e
J7 THI#5-5 FE G 141 M (embryonic stem cells, ESCs)#H
Bl 20094F, FRAT I ZH SN o [E Bl 2 B sh 0T 51
J JE B PR AH ) 5 ol e o DY 35 A S R B A D S0 B
13 2] 7 584 HiPSAH B & & 1K B9/ R, 1E B TiPS
NP se 4= 2 et . iPSHIRE AR &L, FT8E 7T
A BT 0 TS IR 6 AR - 28 M R ARORSE, Dh e N R
SEVET A5 A AR R 2 LR AL T B
SRR R

BIRA M IJOSKMIE Sk R ] LIS B B A &
RE TIPSR, JF Honr Dlidd AR vl R L ik . (HAEAE
KRR TS SR R, 20 20% 80 G A /N BRUK
AT R, X5 AMEEE S I T e-MycfEiPS4H
L R ATS SR AR — E R R, 5 i K e-Myc )
SR RO TR S EUM R L W S B 1S H FNPS
I 175 5 28R AR A TR 25 AT 4 iPS A i PR i PR S FH
ok T EORMIRERG . PRI iR, [HoeE 7% 3 A
TR AR S SR AR N T BRI
S FETTIH, R H 2 FHPSATE SR R, A%
PR TIPS 1 B S NS R, U BCA B
ANE TG S TR R B, 55 0iPSYH i # g i
BLUHI B Fe e it 7 IR AT 2 o
2.1 ZHAIPSHRIFE SR KA

Yamanakall§ [X| FOSKM7EiPS 4 i 5 4 £ ' 1
YE RIS &A1 AR 3 T 7870 OB FE AN Re . £
&5 g FEWI I, JMROSKMATE 2 (K 20 b A 1R 2 W 7E 1)
AL, B RAERIGE SR A, 2Rt %
DR - 1) &5 & A s A B0 2 AR A% /M, I B 0] A
B EMAH E AAZ M LA S i g 5% 605 45 7 R
T e RO RS, OSK ] PAAE A SE K Rl 7 5 % /s
P dF AL R AT, FRATTHE R FLOcta 75 H 2 F5

TR SE 41 i 32 % A L I R B, Octa 78 K2 5 20 E
4 G0 T B gm AR AR Hh 22 REME I 2% B A7 S B
HEEEH, HREO0cUME A2 EEFA FEA R
BRI FE Y, IX W], B s R 7 MR M 1%
B AH B G IRAN AR, LR ¥ B gm AR A E A . 3T
W T IR 7 IRAT I A5 18, OSKER T 7l LA E #£
G5 AE 2 BEM A 5 DX 300S G 00 J5T ) AT M 4T 5
G AR, AT DLEL 4 S A 1R T R B A 4 P 5
X ek, 8 5 A 2 AR HD A C L il 4441
I AH 9K 2 33 DAL -1 R PR Y, 3 W] DLIE i 0 Sap 3011)
R T[] 42 5 P A 241 i A 5 35 (8] DX 3 i BEiPS 4 i FY)
HYAE . Sap30m] LA B2 40 A & LMtk Bk BE
R AR it e B K] [X S H3K 2 7Tac MBI 7K T, FE 4 fE
R FE AR /b Sap304 5 SIH3K 2 7ac i) 5 # T, A
T B A0 P AE O e DR Y 455 82 R A TIPS A g B 4 2
O, LRI 7T A WY, OSKSE M 7] T+ 45 & £E 1
SR DX, T ) R 2 R A R AR A O 2 B
W R 1 RS 5 22 Re MR AH O EE R 1 5T I WO A2 B
OSK 5175 3B Bt 57 M e s DX 7 AH THL WV L[] 56 B
PO, c-Myce T2 B 45 & 78 5 3 X7, 7E B 2
R B0 L ST B 4% A1 14E 240 R A i AR08 B ) A B
c-Myc5 OSKAE & K 20 45 & X 38 1T I DNAfEE
FHEAE R, IX R B, o-MycAs 5 AN B A S Ik K+ 1)
TEPE, RS MPE SRR R AEER., FHEL
EAEAEGMycHI SR T, AT PG/ e
AT A 200 )0 B 2w A2 N T 285 BE N B — HiPS AT, {HLF5
TG, SRR AR, AT 4 40 2 TR
FEIRAHML, ESA A b R R, fEiPSANS T i
o R A A ) 78 J5T 4 i ) b 2 40 i % A% (mesenchy-
mal-to-epithelial transition, MET) & & 2 [ & 4 £ 5
9, OSKMHE#2% 5 TMETId 2, OSM=[ ¥ 4>
9l R LA T 1 ) TGF-B A5 5 4% 3t 1M 4 ) Bz 17
8] 78 5 % A% (epithelial-mesenchymal transition, EMT)
{10 5 L T K] 7 Snail {2 A, KIFAR] DA ELHE B0
b R AR AE SR FE R Cdh T 2R IE P,
2.2 iPSYRAEIS S ETFE R R LS

N T 3 Gee-Myc/EIPSEH Y v A B0 iy R BUR
KU, MyeZZ I 1 % 72 L-Myc FIN-Myc 7] BAF5 2040 B
c-Mycis T 3k 43 A A/ B iPS 4 i, A L-Mycn]
PR =riPSAN L IE 5 B AT A2 TE 2 A% 8 R /D B E
73, FF H S 200/ B BN 2 REMEAR
KA FGlis1 8 7] BL & AR c-Mycfie 3 A F1 /N 5 TIPS
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Y EE AR, BTS2 1/ SRIPSYH I AR B 1R A R
HAEE R EBIRE /. Glisl BT 520 £ Fh #H g
P42 SR AR BEPSAH M ) 75 =, A 4G (2 i 2k I Myc.
Nanog. Lin28. Wnt. Essrbi)Z&IZFIMETEFEY,
KIf4F% 7 7] DL KIf1 . KIE2 FTKIFS B AL P2, ik
A LA AN 32 AR Estrb 5 AR FIOS P [ -1 — 2 S BiPS
Y A )5 S, Esrrbifiid b 22 AE 40 kR e 1 3 R ok
I FEEWE . B IE R A Bmp4th A DL ARKI4
e 3k B g A%, HAR RG] & 22 (2 dEMETE F21,
NanogMLin28 7] P # f{c-Myc FIK1f455 45 A ffIiPS4H
U0, Nanog & 4E £ /)~ 5 G 41 i 22 RE 14 1) 25 2L
K12 —, H5Oct4MISox255 % s K -1 ¥ [ 1 775 % fig
P /R 4%, RNAZE & 5 [ Lin28 1] LA TR % 8 5 c-Myc
[ #£Sox2 1] LA# Sox K ) Sox1+ Sox3+ Sox15
FTSox 18 AR, FRATTUR G LH MOSLL H (1) F 9T AE B
Reor27E /)N BN FIIPSHH i 375 5 v AT LA R AR
HNESox2, B FeAlT SR I, IR YE B F-Obox 1 7] LA #
FRSox2FR1FPSAML . Obox 1 7] LA 41 J& J4H 5%
FE IR R IA, V80 2% B G AR A M () sk P 3 5, {2 EMET
Toh R R B A T B B g FEUO . AR AT AR S AR R
16 IR F-GMNNH A DL #Sox2 75 21\ (iPSZH o7,
B REZH i o K 8 3R 0 2 28 1 AR R TH2 AFITH2B AJ
L% AR Sox2 Flc-MycK i J#EiPSAH A (1) 5 4 £2, AL
B RAEX Gt fh b5 SR X G fh e g 108,
IR 52 AANrSal FINrSa2 5375 ] P AR Oct4 347
iPSZH A 175 5, HALHZ BOE W IEOct4 1) k™,
Oct4t 1] LARE b 5 40 B 1 3 ZE 45 K745 86 5 I E-
cadherin# 1, i %A E-cadherinZs 521 B-catenin ) 7%
e, AR 2 Re kB R AN, 7R N HIiPS4H
M5 5, 2 B8t AE O F TCL-1AT] LA AR Oct4{Y
FIOMP K] 7~ 58 BN BRET 2 40 i 1) 2 w2, 75 2111
iPSYH AT LA A S S 20 4R5 N ESAH A ARALL,
HEA SR =ZE R M kK7 Bma K B
A [FFEPOULE I8t o] L AR Octd™ . Jb 5T K22 XS
7 Bk VR A O AP LIPS AH e E 4 A2 AL 1] BT
BRI PR T BRI P Y, 1A RIPS
I E gL 2 — DS R EiSE L. M E S
AR B T RS 2 eIt B R o Al TRI 9 B,
GATAG6. Sox7. PAXI. GATA4. CEBPa. HNF4afl
GRB275 i i3k 24 Jfid 1] 7 PN R JZ (mesendodermal, ME)
I3 A0 B R AL R R ] DL G A BiSox2 51 L 1 A8 I 2

(ectodermal, ECT)4H il RAFAL LD, AT HUAR Oct4
SERE g, [FAEAA T A I, ECTHRHLIE K GMNN
Al DL 4 B Octd 5] /2 FIME 2 R 1 B X Sox2 56
B 2 A LA R A FIMEFIECTZH i 1% 2 45 7 3k
PR T LA 5E 4 AR A% 0 155 5 Rl T Oct4 FISox 238 i #5471
P 56 AT D g A, W0 PU PR F-GATA6. GMNN,
KIf4Flc-MycZH B [115 FR KU, AT PR
B, Tet1 v] LR 3 N JROctd 2 H SR LA v 10
1M B ROt FEAT R4 M B g 78, I HIRA RS 191PS
1 L Fi 6% v A5 T2 B DY £ R B R /IN BRL

J R FATT X I IR, Tet] AT LLAE 44 48 i, 2 4 2
AR A 3% S R 7, M8 Octd A Tet] 9 A% 5%
PR 7t P A= 2B LA v o S PS4 A, DU £ 1A JE iR
FANSE A3 B BIiPS/N R R A, F H R IE
A A, Tet] RE 05 45- FF LAk i mas v 4804k My 5-
2 F LAk M i e, AT A R 46 R 41 A T DNA 2 3y 2%
H AL, X the W], B 4nfeid FE - DNA FF 3L (L Az i
FEAV AR Ak 1 4= JE DR 21 26 W 3o A% J5 98 rp e 4 B B
F o 52 b, BAFIOCt44H i K715 SR RIS
K A 2 B AL EEThdm 1A 5 3£ K1 Bmil, Jhdm1b
AT DATE 56 g 2 1o R w40 1) 40 5 2 5 5 Octd S A1
FH 0T 2 B P2 AH 9% microRNA302/367 1] 2 k019,
Bmi I 7] LR ZSox 2 HIN-Myc ) ¢ 35 T 15 544 20 i
FI KPS L (1) EPR AN GilA T 0 B s S
£ I VP16 /f1Oct4 B Al B AT 58 B PS4 A 1) 2 2 2,
X2 T VP16RT LU A S 4 Sk R A4 BE 1 &
Tk 2 7 il o Z 0TS PR 22 Re R R TR 2k 1,

B %55 SN T {EiPSAN I S i A2 Hh A F ML
HIZH R, 28 LOSKMVY AT 52 & BRI S
R I, BT, Sox27] LLJE ) £ Rt 3
BRI () 26 35, A3ESall4. EsrrbMLin28%%, H: rhSall4 X
A LS L3S Octd e N I Hofth 22 BEVESE R . TR e
5 4 B AROSKMIT 75 T4k R4 i Sall4. Esrrb.
Lin28 1 Dppa2 & Nanog2H i 1 VY X - 7] LA 52 AliPS4H
M5 S8, (HRIX MR R 115 5 8RR, 36
i R A2 TR A A OV 33 (1) 5E 4 B AROSKMIFI 7S (R 1
% 34k Z245 Glisl. Sall4. Lrhl. Jdp2. Jhdmlb.
1d1, 7] LARE N e b AP S . FLrh o 0 R 1
A& 1dp2, Jdp2 &R i 4% 5% K F-c-Jun FIE P A 7
2.3 iPSHHRERI L IF SRR R ALH

H T A5 B g R R T 45 5 A 0 2N i R 4
W, R H M ERER TS5 TS 5 8%
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(R F, TR L oK PR T R sk 20 5 5 R G S R 1Y)
R i miPSA ML E Y e AR — 20 . D
FFAEDRE B FE R T 258 =iPSYH i 22 4
RAGIPSYE BEE AR IR L7 Ml 2 — . SE4aff LA
INFTFHFRRES R T H2 5155 2 A8
IS 5300 R 2 IR AL AL
HHE H £ LA B 40 1] 77 (histone deacetylase
inhibitors, HDACi) A X B (valproic acid, VPA)REW
B AR e-Mye 58 BRI BRUSCET 4E 20 L 1 g U2, B
Z ] DL AR e-Myc AITKIf45¢ BN B 4T 4E 41 A 1Y) 25 2
TR, o R CHe I B A I T DL AR e-Mycdig i /)
BT N IPSEH L () 75 5 250, 32 Sl i PR AR FE Rlp 5 3
Fip21 (1) 323K 12 EDNA & H 54k DL KMETL 72
TR AR AE U, 428 RCAT DA B 2 L
fiff Thdm1aZAC KIf4. c-Mycbl & Thdm1b# AL Sox2.
Kif4. c-Mycit 17 & g% F£1"%, GSK3-BFICDK 4
il 71K P(kenpaullone) 1] LA # AAKIf4 33 171PSHH Mg 1)
7B H X P 3R R A B HARGSK3-pAI
CDK H) #5555, HALHI LA . #0HI TGF-B
55 L TR WS P R I Nanog i) 2% 3k T B AR
Sox2 flle-Myc!!?125) iy “FTGF-BIK) i FEME 43 1k i
P s HEAEH, #IHITGF-BrT LM & Sox2 (115
SR R AR SRR T iPSYN i E g R R AR AR 0T
4 1 1 H B A ) ) 7RI BIX 0129440 475 18 1E ¥ 5)
7 BayK 8644t 1] LA 25 £ 4L Sox2!"20,
BARAT AR IE T IR 2 Mk 5Ny TR B 5%
K7 AT 35 SR R, (BT IE /DN TAHE RS
Oct4 I Ji— B A BT R o 8 FH TGE-BHI 1 741
HDACH 751« MBI 1) 71801138 22 T I 4k st 24 i
PDK 1affl/Nr 2GR 2R, 7] AFIEAAN B S K1 Octd
S HIPSEH A ST Jb 5 R 50 2 B R
B HUUE FVPA. GSK3-BH10 il 7/CHIR99021(C)-
TGE-P411 1] FE-616452(6) FTH3K4 2 HI 3L Ak, filg 171 5]
7| ;5 K B8 TN % (tranyleypromine, T) 4% /N 70 7 4 &
VCOTRENS 7E AN Sk [ FOctd i1 2 5 T F H /)b
B iPSHN M . B Ji5 1% R 40 A F SKM — [R]85
{11 7)N B T4 41 M 077 346 e 6% B AR Octa /N T &
W, 85 K e AMPI ) 771 T W5 2 (forskolin, F)AJ LA
AIVCOTIF 5 7= A 7o B AR 41 I 5 H1%5 SMETAR &9
5 2l 5 (I E-cadherin ) % 15, {H /& P JH Oct4 M Nanog
() JE 3l 1 XM AR A7 55 1y Y B KT, B S At AT S
i 10 1) & W0 35 4% 1 15 [K 7 DZNep(Z) 1I LL . 2 41

TeOct4H 1 FIVCOTF I T 44 5 IR, e & AhATTi
e N PR RVCOTFZAS B i1k 2215 TiPS4H
fid (chemically induced pluripotent stem cell, CiPS 4l
) 7E % 5% 2H 2 5 458 0 5 ESYH i LA R OSKM % 53¢ [l
T IPSHN KU SR 0L, JF H. AT DA% v 25 = A
AR JERMATRIL, COFZIYAN Ny FAb &
P ARG CIPS A Y, H 2 B BRI COF=A>
INGY T RS B Sall4 1 Sox 21 3% 1%, DZNeph %
Oct4 1315 NI AR A A2 AL . XA e 4 ik
TN T RS R RIS B 2RI B3 A
KAHMICIPSYH i 2 Re PhA 7= S5k i, JF HIA 3RS A
(FICiPSHHfL .

XS 7 ek 2% (41 BA U005 1 %k CiPS4H Ak 57 15 5
AR M HE— 25 0 7 R IR, CiPSHI AR v b J LT 4 ok
H 75 3 A AR B b R AR A v G, X LG B R AR
2 IE IR A i JZ (extra-embryonic endoderm, XEN)
FHOGHE R, A FH A0 3 R C A< 8 77 AMIS 80 FTH3K 79
3 % 3% BiFDoltl 141 1 51/ EPZ004777 5 SGC0946 1]
U 25 B I X ENAE G i 60 7 A=, AT 312 v CiP S i
SRR, gk d 3 0. Bo b ATE a5 gn i
W BN FEAA 221 3 g B R AT T VR
73 M, R ILCIPSIF Tl 72 Hh (40 i MXENFRIR 25
B A0 M IR AR REIR S B0 B AR A R L R AR
b, FEALSREL IR G 2 BEVEAH OC B S 4 A AR
14 J K ZHDNA 25 FHJE A 28 W0 388 A% SRR AR 1R 5 A2
VPAR] LABGE R 2 — 41 i i 6 AH 5C 8 BR 1) 3R ik, 3
IR BEAL 27 VPATR A BE 7732 AT AR 1 40 i
JVR VA 2 D ) 5 SR AL o R AR AR, 15 I
) 4 J — 2, B I &R g2 ] BLIE20K N 3R 19 38 € 1Y
CiPSHH ™", 2 oy U 2452 PR 064k 2715 54
FAM T, ARATTR F A S B B E B TE LS
SR IR ICD1, fEVCOFZZ AMNEUNIN T 2 R kiE it
R DL 2 (2 BEPSAN 5 S AL 2 TR AE R
C. Bmp4. BrdU. AMS580F1 ] LL{E HEMETRE 72 1)
Doltl 1 11 il FIEPZ5676 % SGC0946. (1 X115 /N 43
TG E A B AL 57 15 5 AR F ] DL A CiPSHY
75 3 A 01 I R4S A T B K CIPSAt L. Al AT T
ATAC(assay for transposase-accessible chromatin) il
FPEOR I, BrdU & B 22 35 4R 2 N IR 8 e i
SN ) S R T, BrdU AT DL 3 4 41 i 4 O 2
AL AP TSI AE FH % 85 X 48R 1) 5GP A K 22 BE M AH 5K
PR G 1057 DX IR T T8
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XIS 75 gk 4% VR 2] I % % 5 22 B M AR O OSK = [A “F-iPSHH il 75 T4k R AR, 3G Wt

2N oy T FE ORI, A8 R B A R A R
LIF. GSK3-BHI I #CHIR99021. G2 [ fif k32 1A
P FUDIMAZ # 5% 7 BEPARP (1) 417 1] F5IMiH VY A
PN oy 7 85 7R /N BB I 2T 4E 4 L. ESAH e
2 R RE BT AT LAAS 2 —FoRr 14 2 98 Re T 4 ML RR A
EPS4H ffil(extended pluripotent stem cells), & & A 5
B9 UE B, EPSZH A o] LU & BIRAG, & 0] DU &
FIIRSMH LGRS T, DU RS R B AR SE S
TERA, BT 8 Bk A AN BREE AR B R AR I8 1 RE

N EPSHH I ] Ltk A 21 /1N UV G 19 P R0 IR #h 20
gl (H R IR A R ST/ RIEPSYH . LIFA]
PLIUE JAK/STATAS 5 18 2% a3 1 4 45 40 L 1 B 3k
FEHTRE A7, 0 HIGSK3-Br] LA B AR 4 3 £ A E 2
A B-catenin ¥ [ ff . A HAMGE BB BZ AT
1] 77 AR DM BA B A FH At PARP 1A 40 i) 751 35 A
MiH ¥ ] LLAS 2 B A R N IR 2 k& B8 27 16/ B B
N BJEPSHH A, X 2% B ] _F 3 P ANE 5 8 2% 7E 4
FFEPSAN ISR A Reth v R EEAEH .

B s K 2 X B 5 R A 2 0 3k B ) /N o
TACE YA A AT LUK /N BREAG T A0 e PS4
A\ G0 B AG B0 4 BR5 S o B A 2 G
FEANREFTEPSHI M . ARATT 5 T 44 R A4 (1 1
T I R - LIF AN /SRS 58 2 /N 43T 771): MEK
HNH77 PD0325901. GSK3-BHIHI7 CHIR99021. INK
I FIVILL p38410 il 7SB203580-  Srcifk Al i) il 711]
A-419259F1 Tnks 124111 71 XAV939. X B, MAPK.
SrcAIWntZ5 {5 5 3l 4 (EEPSYH AL 75 5 th 2 ¢ 8
0

AR R AN G 2 23 S 4R 1R SR R 1S
F1K /N BREPSHH M #1 A 7= 25 WA 140 il 1 A 77 )2
T-20 M &, ARFRATT 43 BT N Bl AS [R) 2% 448 R IR EPS 2 Ji
B A I FLAE 42 5L DR 7 S 41 O T HEAS AR ], Ix R B
i A FE N T A S E AR me
EPSHH i B A 25 AN [F 7 FEMLE o
24 iPSHIfRS(ES 1B

% FPPSAH I 5 R 2R 3L [FHIE B, — 28 5 B0 g
I PO B ) AT DA S A 4 G R R AT
5 R B PSR .

WOEWntfE 508 B ] DU SEPSHH il ¥ 75 2
87 F Wnt3aif 5 Wntf5 5 18 % 7T DUE £ RE P &
Oct4FNanogJ3 5 ¥ X 38 % W B4, & 352 &

5 5 T LA GSK3-BER 15 B-catenin [ B BR 1L
YEH, B-catenin® [ NAX IS 2 A8 1 AH DG L [H 11 3R
K TR R0 g AR (HAE N FUEPSHH L 55
SRR R, I MWt 5 38 B8 0 8) FITWR-1-endo
A] LA EPSAH A (1) 4346131

FIHIMAPKFIGSK3 {5 = il W] LLE #EiPSAH I )
FHS. i FIMAPK I EEMEK #0151 77/PD0325901 1127
BLGSK3-BI il FICHIR9902 112 122 B24R 1] L I3 2% {12
HEPSHIE . R B A A3 AN 301 ) (21) B, BB
% A R =P S AN M 15 T 1) R D M, 0P S 4T g
I3 AR 3 H e A BEPSZH L 0 486 5 L K AR 53 v )
75 3= B 2T AP S AT 2130320 TR 2 B T
S 1D A A B R AR R, BRSO IR ARG R, A

1) 24 5% A A 85 37 2 /)N BRE ST Y & A= AN RT3k ity 2
WAL, B3 /N RESHI I K& & B Aeleo 14,

NI TGF-BI5 5 3 i 7T LA 32EiPSAH L (175 5
TGF-B2& FIE4H L o AL N 4H M 8 T ke 2 S B R %
YEFH, TGF-BI 455 7] LA AR Sox 23 47 1PSAH i 1)
i Splia1as027129.032) - fifi FHTGF-BIY #1 1] 711SB431542
FAIMEK F #0151 77/PD032590 7] LA . 2 #2 v A iPS4H g

5 TR,

HIHIpS315 5% vy LME i iPSH M 115 F . [
Jofh J2 K c-Myc fEiPSA iR 175 T I FE H & BTG pS3ME 5
P, IR AR A T DR A p 538
HAREE R p2 11 221K 7K P v DA m=yiPSAH M 1 175 5 2
R, FE&p53 & A KA Octd F1Sox 25 7] 3K /= i

(PIIPSAH AT, 4 Az 25 CH i=riPSZH A 175 5 0 1AL
il 2 — R FRAR T pS3Mp2 1 H)RIEI,

2.5 iPSHIRRIES SFRMIEL

1 3% S DR HEATiPS UL 55 SR B,
TIN5 W8 A% R 45 FH DG I PR 7 Ak 27/ 401 D
AP K s Ym0 . X R, ARl i IR A

(10 2% W 38 A% A i A 52 3 4 R SR A8 22 R 1 i
T APSYN AR T ik AR A 1 3R WS AL AR ML A
Bl T RA 13845 5 5 ot = PR iP S 4H M

Z e VAR G R A 3l 7 X IDNA A 58 4 &

B AL PS5 5 I B A% 2 — 1), Nanogifif %
T2 il % fig M 9 28 (9 /E FH AR T DNAFE H AL Il
Tet 1147, AT IR AR ZH VR Lo 4 Tet 1 7™ 25 52 M iPS
Y 5 S, 1 R A Tetl AT DA i Oct4 1) 25 F 4L
FNE, 325100 5 2 A2 BEPSYH I (1 15 5 [ RETet2 th
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AT ATEIPSAN A 5 10 7 12 5DNAZ AL, B0S
Z e VR () R IBI), Tetl, Tet2. Tet3F0TdgHk
5 ) /N BROBCAT 4E 20 f JEVE T BIMET I 2, 3X 2
T Tetsl Tdg 1Bk 540 T miR-200b miR-200c. miR-
429%5 microRNAJE [K i 3 ) 1 X i) 2 H 34k, &
A PR ICT2 R A METHE T PHAS T 40 M S g fE07, i
Dnmtfl il 7 5-aza-dC 1] LL/EIPSHH i 55 5 1) 5 2
it E g R0,

i FHFHD ACHI 1] 77 fn VPA R AY fig & 35 312 vy
SRR AR, M HE AT DL A, s R 1 E TIPS 4H
()15 S (1201201271291 B g B KDk 1-Dio3(D-D) [X 15
FR O 3% 2 LB 5 P SN AN RE TR i DU 135 1A B IR 1
A BRI R B B 2 —, A FHHDACH 1) 771 v LAY
BB k1% X 3 H3K 2 7ac i) & 2% A4 =y iP S A il 1) 5

04

L SCNTH 4u ik 72 —FF, H3KOH 2 4L th Z&iPS
A i 5¢ 4 B 4w AR ) B A 2 — 1O S INZEL 2R 1 R k5%
% W40 861 7500 T DA S iPS A Ffl 135 5 A R 029 4 R

125 B A0 Bl o] DA A s R 1 E A7 PS4 a1 15
S0l f 5 g AR B R JHH3KO A 3 B R il
Suv39h1FIH3K 79 H 2 % #% g Dot 111 3% 14 mT L. 3%
PEEiPSHN M 115 TR, 7 H YRR F A HI Dot 1 17]
DA R B AR R T Nanog MTLin28 (1 #7815, 15
g AR R P R 4 B BB R 4 A R
iPSAH L5 5 80 0 o5 — &L 5 SRR R
YELE 2 C, — 7 T Al LAY D-DIX 3 T H3K 4me2 & 1ffi
DA STH3K Ame3 B IR, ) — J7 s 4L 8 A
J2 F B A B Thdm 1a(Kdm2a) #1Jhdm 1b(Kdm2b) 2 (&
T 4 FE PR RS H3K 36me2 8 11, DA % 0% 41 2 (1 &
LA B K dm3 FITK dm4 25 FRrH3K 9me3iX — S HE (1) 32
W I8 A% B A5, AT 2 HE S 52 4 55 4 B2 1) pre-iPS AT
T R AL A A PSS Al Y iPSAN RIS T4k R
faj 2 g R 1.

3 it
SCNTHIPSH AR rT DL i 5 2 742 R 5 22 4 g

*1 iPSCsiESHR
Table 1 iPSCs induction system

AR T Bl Yyfh 275 R
Reprogramming factors Mechanisms Species References
0,S,K,.M Directly involved in the MET (mesenchymal-to-epithelial transition) Mu, H Takahashi, ef al., 2006
transformation process, c-Myc enhances the efficiency of iPSCs generation Lowry, et al., 20081
0,S,K Directly involved in the MET process Mu, H Wernig, et al., 2008°%
Nakagawa, ef al., 200817
0, S, K1/K2/K5,M Same as above Mu, H Nakagawa, et al., 2008"”
0, S1/83/S15/S18, K, M Same as above Mu, H Nakagawa, ef al., 20087
0, S, K, Glisl Glis1 promotes multiple pro-reprogramming pathways, including Myc, Mu, H Mackawa, et al., 201111
Nanog, Lin28, Wnt, Essrb and the MET, thus effectively promotes the
direct reprogramming of somatic cells during iPSCs generation
0, S, Esttb Esrrb mediate reprogramming through the upregulation of ES-cell-specific ~ Mu Feng, et al., 2009!'")
genes
0, S, Bmp4 Bmp4 promotes the MET process. Mu Chen, et al., 20111
0, S, Nanog, Lin28 Nanog cooperates with transcription factors such as Oct4 and Sox2 to H Yu, et al., 20071
regulate the pluripotency network. Lin28 can indirectly regulate the
expression of c-Myc to complete reprogramming
0, Rcor2, K, M Rcor2 can effectively replace exogenous Sox2 in mouse and human iPSCs ~ Mu, H Yang, et al., 20111
induction
0O, Obox1, K, M Obox1 regulates cell cycle-related gene expression, slows over-prolifer- Mu Wu, et al., 2017""%
ation of reprogrammed cells, and promotes MET transformation to pro-
mote somatic cell reprogramming
O, Gmnn, K, M Sox2 can be replaced by lineage specifiers Gmnn which involved in ECT Mu Shu, et al., 201317

lineage specification
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Reprogramming factors Mechanisms Species References

ME, S, K, M Specialized genes that promote the differentiation of cells into ME Mu Shu, et al., 201317
can replace Oct4 by antagonizing Sox2-induced ECT cell lineage
specialization genes

ME, ECT, K, M Simultaneous use of ME and ECT cell lineage-specific genes Mu Shu, et al., 201317
can completely replace Oct4 and Sox2 to complete somatic cell
reprogramming through antagonistic balance

0, K, TH2A, TH2B TH2A/TH2B contribute to the reprogramming of somatic cells by Mu Shinagawa, et al., 2014
inducing transcriptionally active open chromatin

Nrsal, S, K, M Nr5al can activate the expression of endogenous Oct4 Mu Heng, et al., 20101

Nr5a2, S, K, Nr5a2 can activate the expression of endogenous Oct4 Mu Heng, et al., 20101

E-cadherin, S, K, M Overexpression of E-cadherin affects the nuclear localization of B-catenin, Mu Redmer, et al., 20111
which in turn promotes the expression of pluripotency genes

TCL-1A, S, M The pluripotency-related factor TCL-1A can replace Oct4 and SM two H Picanco-Castro, et al.,
factors to complete reprogramming of human fibroblasts 201100

Bm4, S, K, M Brn4 can also replace Oct4 due to its homologous POU domain Mu Bar-Nur, et al., 2015

Tetl, S, K, M Tetl promotes endogenous Oct4 demethylation and reactivation to replace ~ Mu Gao, et al., 201301
Oct4

O, Tetl High quality iPSCs can also be produced using only Oct4 and Tet1 Mu Chen, et al., 20144
transcription factors

O, Jhdm1b Jhdm1b inhibits cellular senescence during reprogramming and interacts Mu Wang, et al., 20111
with Oct4 to activate pluripotency-associated microRNA302/367

O, Bmil Bmil can increase the expression of Sox2 and N-Myc to induce the Mu Moon, et al., 20111
somatic cells to reach the intermediate state of iPSCs

Oct4-VP16 VP16 can strongly activate the expression of endogenous pluripotency Mu, H Wang, et al., 201117
genes by recruiting transcription factors and histone deacetylase

Sall4, Dppa2, Esrrb, Sall4 can activate other pluripotency genes including Oct4. Lin28 can Mu Buganim, et al., 2012!"%)

Lin28 indirectly regulate the expression of c-Myc to complete reprogramming

Sall4, Dppa2, Nanog, Same as above Mu Buganim, et al., 2012!"%)

Lin28

Sall4, Lrhl, Jdp2, The core factor Jdp2 is an antagonist of the somatic transcription factor Mu Liu, et al., 2015

Jhdmlb, Id1, Glisl c-Jun

0, S, K, HDACI HDACi can effectively replace c-Myc to complete reprogramming of Mu Huangfu, et al., 2008
mouse fibroblasts

0, S, HDACi HDACi can achieve reprogramming of human fibroblasts by replacing c- ~ H Huangfu, et al., 2008!""
Myc and KIf4

0,S,K, Ve Ve reduces the expression of genes p353 and p21, promotes DNA Mu, H Esteban, et al., 2010!'?%
demethylation and MET, thus replacing c-Myc

0, S, Jhdmla, V¢ Ve can replace Kif4 and ¢-Myc with histone demethylase Jhdm1a, Mu Wang, et al., 20111

O, Jhdml1b, Vc Ve can be used in conjunction with Jhdm1b to reprogram Sox2, K1f4, Mu Wang, et al., 20111
c-Myc

0,S,KP,M KP can replace KIf4 for generation of iPSCs Mu Lyssiotis, et al., 2009!'*]

O, TGF-Bi, K Inhibition of TGF-P signaling activates endogenous Nanog expression Mu Ichida, et al., 20091

Maherali, ef al., 2009!'*
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Reprogramming factors Mechanisms Species References
0, BIX01294, BIX01294 and BayK8644 can effectively replace Sox2 Mu Shi, et al., 2008
BayK8644, K

O, TGF-Bi, HDACi, The small molecule combination system can produce human iPSCs witha ~ H Zhu, et al., 2010!"?"

MEKi, PDK1a single transcription factor OCT4

0,V,C,6, T Small molecule combination can produce mouse iPSCs with the Mu Li, et al., 201118
participation of a single transcription factor Oct4

F,V,C,6,T,Z C6F can activate the expression of Sall4 and Sox2, and Z can activate the Mu Hou, et al., 2013!'*!
expression of Oct4 to reprogram somatic cells

F,C,6,Z Same as above Mu Hou, et al., 2013!'*")

F,V, C, 6, Z, other Same as above Mu Cao, et al., 2018!"3%

0,S,p53 ! Decreasing p53 protein levels enables the production of iPSCs using only ~ Mu Kawamura, ef al., 2009!'*)
Oct4 and Sox2
0, S, Dotll } Inhibition of Dot11 during early reprogramming can increase the Mu, H Onder, et al., 201217

expression of alternative induction factors Nanog and Lin28

O: Oct3/4( X FPousfl); S: Sox2; K: Klf4; M: c-Myc; Mu: /M ; H: \; K1/K2/KS: KIfI/KIf2/KIf5; S1/83/S15/S18: Sox1/Sox3/Sox15/Sox18; ME: {i£ilk
S 1) o TR 2 (ME) AL KRR Bk JE K], )1 GATA6. SOX7. PAX1. GATA4. CEBPa. HNF4a. GRB2%; ECT: #MIEZ(ECT)iE %3 [K; HDACI: 41
AL SR Ve: 4E4E 2K C; KP: Kenpaullone, J& HH 2 (8RR CDKOAM15; BIX01294: 418 [ HIEEEAL A1 57); BayK8644: £5il
T WA, TGF-i: TGF-B il 5]; MEKi: MEK I 75]; PDK la: BEER VIR it B V: VPATRER; C: CHIR99021, GSK3-BHlifi|; 6: E-616452,
TGF-BHMIF; T: AIRA %, H3K4Z: HIEREHNHIF; F: B, cAMPIANF; Z: 3-Deazaneplanocin A, 285 [ H FEFEFEBEEZH2 M 57; other: Ve
Bmp4. BrdU. AMS580. EPZ5676. SGC0946; |: fili[# .

O: Oct3/4 (also called Pou5fl); S: Sox2; K: KlIf4; M: c-Myc; Mu: mouse; H: human; K1/K2/K5: KIf1/KIf2/KI1f5; S1/S3/S15/S18: Sox1/Sox3/Sox15/Sox18;
ME: specialized genes that promote the differentiation of cells into mesendodermal (ME), such as GATA6, SOX7, PAX1, GATA4, CEBPa, HNF4a, GRB2,
etc; ECT: ectodermal (ECT) cell lineage specialization gene; HDAC:: histone deacetylase inhibitor; Vc: vitamin C; KP: Kenpaullone, cyclin-dependent
kinase (CDK) inhibitor; BIX01294: histone methyltransferase inhibitor; BayK8644: calcium channel agonist; TGFBi: TGFp inhibitor; MEKi: mitogen-acti-
vated protein kinase (MEK) inhibitor; PDK la: phosphoinositide-dependent kinase; V: valproic acid, VPA; C: CHIR99021, a GSK3-p inhibitor; 6: E-616452,
TGF-B inhibitor; T: tranylcypromine, H3K4 demethylase inhibitor; F: forskolin, cAMP agonist; Z: 3-Deazaneplanocin A, histone methyltransferase EZH2
inhibitor; other: Ve, Bmp4, BrdU, AM580, EPZ5676, SGC0946; |: knowdown.
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