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Advances in the Functions of NANOG in Mammalian Early
Embryonic Development and Stem Cells
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Abstract

ulatory networks of transcription factors. The master transcription factor NANOG, that is found in embryonic stem

Early embryonic development and stem cell pluripotency in mammals are regulated by gene-reg-

cells in 2003 is the central transcription factor in gene-regulatory networks and is crucial for the second lineage
segregation and establishment of ground-state pluripotency. Based on the biological characteristics of NANOG, the
paper summarizes the functions of NANOG in early embryonic development, embryonic stem cells and induced
pluripotent stem cells.

Keywords NANOG; early embryonic development; pluripotency; embryonic stem cells; induced

pluripotent stem cells
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ik -

e Wb TR 1,

M AL 2 W) R BG T 41 M (embryonic stem cells,
ESCs)KIE T HEAATRAG I ICM, TRRIGE . B
FoEFR B 2Rtk T CLEEARAN A T B 2
i R O, A AT EPLE naive % REtE, 14 IEBY B
5385 B/ BRUEPTSE MR S 3 5 — AN FEIR R, )%
ROV G B A 4 i &, AN AT EPRJE 1) /N B ESCs AR
# naive EPIERAMY IR IGTE , HAEHE R kG K
At 71, H B naive EPIFIR W IBALHFAE « MEM:40 i
XYt AR B 1, 4ERE/N R ESCs naivelRZ& 191
M 2% B 12 % O e T4 R OCT4. SOX2.
NANOG. SALL4. KLF2. KLF4. ESRRB. GBX2
AITFCP2L1%, NANOG/ T-1% % e P 1 45 9 2 [ v
O, HEE5ESRRB. SOX2. OCT4AHH i#%, LAl i
5 R TFCP2L1 H A0,

T i NANOGTE N A sh ) SR g & & A1+41
L 2 Bt R R T RE T AR L 3 A G T 40 P
R L5 RIAMAG & 8 WL i g by B B
B, ALk MNANOGH W24 471E , NANOG
ERHRIERE . B T4I5 %S 2 e T4
HH D REIX LA 7 TH 16138 NANOGTE R AR R &
520 2 e 1 T 4% AR DGR T

1 NANOGHI 5> FHE I HFIE
NANOG iy 44 KI5 T I AHF (Celtic) % 15 H (1)
H1 4% “Tir Na Nog”, N [F) YR 45 A 38 1) % s R 1
ENK-2 RIS Z RS, G 2/ NANOGAH K
WIER %, /N E NanogFE R B A 4MNMNE T, K716
Stk b, K27 Kb, gah 3054 SRR AL 1)

1 94
Human N

1 94
Mouse 58.3%

1 94
Pig 83.2%

N: N-3iis g kg3, He [R5 25 #4038 W: WRIX; C1/C2: C-3i 5 # sk

Z Ik, NANOGH [ 1 4 187 5 th 3 3425 e 4k N-3ify
SRR, FIVRGE IS, C-ugh iR, N-uhghiisE
T BRI AR, J R ABOE L. C-Iim 25
BT H 7> NCD1. WRAICD2, H s As il & N-
Ut ) 645 L. WRAMES HLARSE, B 10N TikER
¥, FERME T =R, Thae i KB, WRZ—H
5t S I T, BB SRR R 4E R WR X 383 P 7 T i
HEEA/EA ; CD2J2 C-ii 45 /385 1) 7 — A I X0
AT, WR5 CD27E NANOG/ 3 11 S 20t b B
FEEAEH U+, 5/ NANOGH L, ANANOG H
A C-ui S M A R BOETE P, WRIX H— MR
PR S B T ACE: (I DS, AN FEH 4 NANOGH
TIAME R, 43518 NANOGP13| NANOGPI1, Hor
NANOGP2E| NANOGPI11 N T &K, NANOGPI
FEHMRIEE N, FENANOGEE R AL T 15 e thfk |,
FH AN G TR AR . 1 2R R 20 H NANOG B A R
A, 43> W NNANOGPIRINANOGP2 . J4NANOGHE
IR SN L2y AR A O £t (ARG AN i) oy /Abe
NAENANOG [FJ5 &5 K A AL 111K 95%, T HeAh
SERL AR AL R A AR

A AR B R B S R B MR I — R, KE—
- (1R 7L 3 ) e R 32 T AR BT AT IR I 4%, /N B Nanog
A DLIE S S Bl 1 e 9 1 Hb B ST 7 A R PR B
PR NANOGBHI NANOGC. 5 NANOG#H]
., NANOGB [ N-ify 25 14 380 A7 75 94~ & 2 % 1)
725, NANOGC ) N-3iis 25 M 38 2k 25 MR TR
NANOGBHI NANOGCH] LA 5 NANOGH it — T4k,
I H5 H ALK 2 B M AHSCR F- 41 OCT4. SALL4AH
HAEH . NANOGH ], NANOGBHI NANOGCHE

155 195 240 305
o W o
155 195 240 305
66.7% | 59.6% | 54.8%
155 195 240 305
75.6% | 16.0% |  71.2%

N: N-terminal domain; H: homeodomain; W: WR; C1/C2: C-terminal domains.
E1 A, MR FENANOGE BZEMIEE MRS EL IR 1B TR [18]1582%)

Fig.1 Comparison of NANOG protein domain similarity among human, mouse and pig (modified from reference [18])
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g $Mhi| PrEJE K U1 Gata6. Gata4 Dab2. Pdgfrafil
Sox 171K,

2 NANOGTERHIEf & & FHIThRE

LA R MG K E 2 LN, )R
PE AL 45 IR, /N B Nanog mRNABUT 46 T-4-24 it
FNS-4H i U LR K1 /- A b, b SRR FEAR
I B REAS I 2 Nanog mRNAPRY, G2 5 4k B R,
NANOGH [ 7E8-4H il R L Bk MR, TP Bt
BIResR i #21, 7EFEREFY B, NANOGH R IL R T
ICMH, TMTEH LK IE. B JFICM 71k EPIS PrEH
H#hr I, NANOGTEEPIH 1A, #EEPIR I b,
NANOGHF 5 MR A (H b f5 2205 Sl R =,

NANOGYE /NI — Ik iz v g h B AT &
AR, R ISR BENANOG I GATA67E ICM
SRk, B S5 WIWM R 7188 R 0 R A, R
NANOGHI GATAG6 5 “&h —#HACIR 743 #i - EP15 PrE
A, EPIRS 7 1 #5 NANOG, PrEFE R MERIA
GATAG6FIGATA4+2,,

Nanog " WG1E K G LR H LVETE B EPI.
MITSUIE %] H [F] 5 5 20 @ B Nanog, %} ES.5 I
HEEAT LSRG R B, Nanog™ WA i i R 4 4H 23
Mk, EPIAIRANMNIRZ 73 HEATE ,, HIRGHEIK G
TR G L. 20094, ALK, Nanog 1)
E4.5ME 5 OCT4RIEFMK . GATA4H, #4 OCT4
RH P4 20 P+ 3 7E IR i 2 17 HL 383X TROMA, 31X 13 B
Nanog™ W ICMASBEH i EPI, PrEANTE I ER AL, ,
L RETEAN AL TEAMEL B T, H EED% )% ¢ 45
KRR, Nanog (] E4.5 18 i Y 41 Hg ] X%t 0k F- 3
TR, HAEERN S A GE 3RS naive [T ESCs™ . 25 LAl
i, NANOGX T-naive EPTHITE e 06 75 1 o

NANOGYE /) bR - FE T PrE ) B H R4 i
P E EAE R . MESSERSCHMIDTZ%: PI7E 5256 v i
i 3 PR il VR R NANOGHER 25 19 /N BRUE AR , K3
E3.5HM1 E4.5 Nanog M5 ) ICM4H il GATA47% 14 B
PG, XK B NANOGIPHR AN 2238 B PrEfHE |
oAk, eI HANSEIR 45 K B, EP/NANOGH] @
i 55 43 WAE 5 R0 4 R TR AH ELVE D AR A R B
HLI S PrERITE i, I FLWF 70 & A 1HEM 55 4 WA (5
57T FGF-ERK/E 5 i@ L. 20114, FRANKEN-
BERG% P 5Lk sE | Eib W i, FGF-ERKAS 5
% T FGF4 3K A 7E EPIRT A4 i , Nanog™ ik

JE H R AS B FGF4W 2R3, W InAMJE FGF4J5 1T 5
5 Nanog "W 2215 SOX 17H1 GATA4, iX % B EPIRH(
A NANOG % T FGF4 3% , FGF4IE i 55 4r WA f)
77 454 PrERIR Y FGEA2 44 | M5 S PrERI ™
. 20194, TAKUYA % PIEHT 58 Erk {5 5 38 B E /D
UVRIG & B H A FH B 33— DAIE S, NANOGH] 155
FGF4F1 Etv5 LA 5% 733k 1 77 A2 30 AH A8 48 i [7] PrEFY
o34k, B A W EFFEPTRI A st . DA EWTAT
0], NANOG/EPIi%s F FGF4 ik | il 55055
ELR L 1S SPrEMIE K.

KA AL SR G o 55 T NANOGHIHT 7 i 2,
EE B R IR RG T, NANOGEE (A ] 1E I 2L B ) 8-
S M IR LBk FHFE IR B B ICMORTIG BAFR IR B
() EPTH 4 A& 51 B30, 20194F , ORTEGAZE BORI ]
CRISPR/Cas9Hi A 2F IR it NANOG K 3., NANOG
FH R I VR i EPTAR 052 [ SOX2HN HA2AF Z3% 15 8 i
AR, TEAMCIE R CDX2F1 KRTSEA W ARk, | X
B NANOGX 4= W ity B IR 1 7% 2 ml A vl ey,
(B} F2F EPI T B2 2 75 1, 75 L 2E R ARG
NANOGHIFIARE AL /NRAF], H mRNAZKFAE 6-8
YT Bk B 5 ey, B E SRS FE R B %
i, NANOGHUK G W37 a0 />, 2 Re ks +
OCT45 SOX2( ik F i, XK NANOGZ 5 1L
JRJiE TEZH U )35 58 I 0% 2 gt e s R 7 B2,
FHE NANOG I DR T b, ARF IR TG 54 f il 77
R, NANOGHIRIBHR A S5/ NRAEEZE R, &
FERI BERI A 3] NANOG mRNA K5, JEE G
NANOGHZNRE R BES /N RAFR,

AN [ 40 b B3R G R I NANOG 3K I B =04
F], HIhae A B 2 5, £/ R4 0 5 G
NANOGX} T EPTJE & 24 75 (1), {HAE L 2 I ff
NANOGZ 57 Z A M35 . X 38 7EA 4
T NANOG ) T i 3 R 42 0 2% 1] BEAS []182032)

3 NANOGTERERs T 2mRa Y Th e
NANOGYEZ e E IR RA LN . VR fiGF40 Bf LA

S FLBN ) A A A i R R 24 R IE B4, Nanogid
FIE /N B ESCs ] BLLE [ If 55 #0181 - (leukemi-
ainhibitory factor, LIF)# 2 BI1E 0L T 4ERF 5 3 E ¥,
Tif 2K 2 A A L 1) e 470 P VR 5 4 i 2R 23 AT HY SLOP
& BRI /N TP RNARER A ESCs 1 ) NANOG & K&
I, GATA4. GATA6. CDX2. GATA2Z:E&iA i,
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YT A 17 IR A0 Y IR J2 R0 TEGH I R 404 . (H AT #F 5T
K, NANOGX T 2 fe 14 ) 2 37 AN 447 7 A% K
FAZ T B, CHAMBERSZPY K I, Nanogisi 5 1Y
/N ESCsE# 5 44k, (E ] LA4ERE R EHT, £/
ESCs"H NANOGZRATF —Fl i 15 8%, 4 Nanoghfi
BR G, 20 P G P A, 3R AR PR
NANOGTE ESCsH 2 2 JE R [ 318, 4EHF T
YRR H R EF S LR . /R ESCsH Chip s
F W], NANOGH 175/ i ESCsE: K20 13545 3 006
ANGEBAL S, Nanogrs K )G 2 264N 6K Rk K AEAR
b, ¥ KT OCT4. SOX2. RIF1. RESTZ &3
i, Nanogid 1A J5 OCT4. ESRRB. FOXD3.
TCFCP2L1. NRBI5BMP4 i % 1E % /)N L ESCs i
150%; /N ESCsHHESRRB 5 RIF1 NiflJ5, T4l e
ARAEAA, A8 N i I AT T, B i R FH
PEA LK ; Foxd3%wm e s M| 81, #8440 i 4] 5 41
W2 2 Re M I 4ERF AR 4P ESH IR R IG g v rh B
BEEE P, 78 NESCsH NANOG I #% Je i # 98
&K SMARCAD1. MYST3. SET, #5¢ i
[A-F-REST. HESXI1AISTAT3[) %Kik, £ TGFRi&E
th B TDFG1 5 LEFTY2/EBAF i ik, mlid it
SKIL )42 1k SMAD2 FISMAD4/[(] #1558,
/INRESCsHFENANOG 344k, #£CHAMBERS
SEDVFRIWANGEEI) 556 R, 38 1 WRIX 104 8%
P& 5 45 TN 2R 3, R A% [IINANOGAN g 5 1R 1Y
NANOGH FH 54k, 1X i FINANOGHE [ 2 [H) 8 i
HE S IR (WR) IS A B SR, Bl ol i il
SGSLER R, £ LIFBRI 6T T, NANOGH H 2 [7]
FERR I — SRR AT 4ERE IR/ NER ESCSI 2 e, 73 4o
IEPTIE LS AIFSE, SALL4. ZFP198. ZFP281. DAXI.
NACIHI OCT4% % et i 5 R 7 ik 56 5 NANOGIH)
TR EAER, XU NANOG K 7E ESCsH
H IR BH R 2 fetE b B EEAEH.
SMITH/INEF]H “3E 2 (ground state) SR ZE M
naive’lRZS (1) EP14) B 3RAF B AR 00/ NER ESCI 2 e
AR, ARG/ ESCs IS 77 4614 NI /LIFA R
20084E, WF TR I, AINLIF 0 5 A B3 (glycogen
synthase kinase 3, Gsk3)[#401l|57 CHIR99021 Fl14 2
o S4B0E 5] B (mitogen-activated protein kinase,
MAPK) #4117 PD0325901(two inhibitors, 2i), /)N &,
ESCsH] DALE TG L35 AT 3% 2 1 2640 R 4 e B 3R
B, BAARASZ AN, HARMITEAHTEPI ., 1

& /LIFE; 754K 2 F NANOGTE /M i ESCs 1 £ HL 7+
e, HAERTA ESCsiH 1A NANOGH 4, 2i/LIF£;
TR R T NANOGH R IA#E 1, H ESCs#ymRik
NANOG™*!, HHiEFR i, NANOGH it (1R 1A
SR AR A B R IA MG, B S R &K & W B
(IR AN B, 4-20 i 31 57 I FE IR B Nanog#
BN AR LN, T {Enaive EPI Bt Nanog ik N
WA IER . 20/LIFMR R 2085 1 3 F 1 = FE R A6
1% 4(H3K4me3) 5 RNAZE G 1 LI{E Nanog¥%s ¢ iEdlh
K7 15 % 5, MEDL2 5 NIPBL4S 5 1| Nanogs et b s
A B3R 5 KbAbfrdag 1 b 8t o2 Nanog AN 241
FEPR A G5t RIS AT B T Nanog (P 3R32 , 3X 35t
B Nanog () XU B R 208 5 HL 38 22 REPEAR I 120,
2i EFTiR , NANOGYTE ESCsH ] EL 4t 5 £ 5
() 42 X 4EFF T 4B B i B 3R S 2 Retk, T
ik RS S K et R E T, B
Nanog [P XUEA B R 3Rk 5 FL 3 2 Re AR ..

4 NANOGHEIFSMZae T+ rITNEE

FRIRRET-4H M4t , 2 66 1t 20 it vT DLIE e 44
MO A . A Bl A UV EI e Je R s i S IR 3R
. 20064FE, YAMANAKAZZESOEESCsI RS F2 5614 R
IR AT Octd Sox2 c-MycH KIf4 I /N B
JBE BRSO BT 4E 40 B 75 5 O 2 RePE T4, 0
HAn 4 Nk S YL 68 T4 P (induced pluripotent stem
cells, iPSCs). £ i (1) VU K+ H- A4 Nanog, HEYU
SN szG | 5l N Jdp2. Jhdmlb. Mkk6. Glisl.
Nanog. Essrb Sall4-t R 1/ 54T 4E A 175 5
NiPSCs, 5PUKFHIiPSCsHLL, LA FHIiPSCs B A
WA FhREIEFI VYR BAMARE 7T, HARLE Nanog
JEAPSCs™ AR R R IR 4h, FE RIS H, A
iPSCSHHNANOG. OCT4. SOX2FILIN28%S, Hb#
FEAEL /N B EPTT- 20 B 28 AL 21 % 1] 78 S5 148 e 5
ANOCT4, SOX2. NANOG. KLF4. LIN28F1C-MYC
Ja TR S 8 A A e 1 BIiPSCsP,

NANOG 5k 2k 2% i iPSCs 3 45 £ fig 1t i 57 2%
o SMITHEZER 52 2i/LIF 45142 75 7] LL N5 iPSCs
(175 T R S B, AR AR L5 ] P B g R i R A
TES T IR RN B, 2 2 se vt BE PP HIbRE
KRR, A e e RIE L RetEbrc, M4l
o XYLt AR O3, St LIFTE R 25 BLASRE T itk A4
SILVAZEPTR I, FE20/LIFZAE R, Octd c-MycHIKIf4
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A5 AP 20 P El R g R R B R S S 2 e
AR, 7 %4 R HINANOGRT T-iPSCsi= A= [ -4
M BoR AR F 10, B0 175 3 B Ym R AR B ) 56 4
HRFEMES Z AR RU TR 2ULIFRZM T,
I\ Oct4. Kif4. c-Myclf] Nanog ' #H2T 4 I A
REWR SN iPSCs. MIB, FEARIIZAE T,
WS IN Nanog{E A B g2+ )5 , Nanog " #4 T-4H i
H 755 R H I B B RS 2 Re A

5 BREERE

gx bR, 75/ ROV FE I 28 — IR dv 18 g
NANOGX} TEPIIJE Rl 2 04 75 1, His ik JE4m i 5
FAEFH 2 5PrEME . ESCsHNANOGHE B —
Rk, 5HABN Z et SR A EAE A, O] Bz
gh M B R iR X R T A B R E R S 2
RetE; NANOGE & Z Re tEAHEL &, 2/LIFIE & T
Nanog{EESCsH R IA & FTF, o H 5507 5 R Rk i
ARG LR 3Rk . 7R PR 4H i 2 4 75 -FNANOG
YRS Z AR A A HEAEA .

BR3P, A KNANOGI) RE 1)
T/, X 5 S H AR A AT oA ST A B IE IR
FaT4iM RAH G, NRE KB AL TE G K &
NI = P R vy Eaw Y [ R S DI N RS
0 B 9 3 7 22 REME AT R AR IR R A I 22 IR i 42 )
SRR 25 5, BT ANANOGYE K B 7L Zh 4 1 5340
WHG R B FI 2 e s R ) D) e a3 — PR E
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