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Progression in Formative Stem Cell
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Abstract

Embryonic stem cells can be divided into two states, naive and primed, according to their plu-

ripotency during developmental progression. In order to grasp the regulatory mechanism between two pluripotent

states, such as transition, lineage differentiation, and epigenetic modification, AUSTIN proposed a hypothesis that

there exists a novel intermediate state named as “formative”. Moreover, AUSTIN and WU successfully isolated

pluripotent stem cells with formative characteristics from mouse and human embryos in his recent study. Compared

with naive and primed pluripotent cells, FSC (formative stem cell) have unique features of gene expression, deriva-

tion and developmental pluripotency in vivo. Here, this review will introduce the characteristics of formative stem

cells and its recent progresses.
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(mouse epiblast stem cell, mEpiSC), mEpiSCH#{#x N
Wi R 237 (primed) % BE T- 41 fu. mEpiSCE A £ fE
PEFIAN[E]E 2R A I RE 7T, 17 B — 2o R 7 1
W EmEpiSCH D& IR FRIAPY . XU, £
AE 1 20 i MR Hinaivetk 25 I3 46 128 N 40 i 4316
B, IF H T fese 2 5e T4i Bt AT 1% R L2 a6 .

TEARANES 22615, naive M primed ] 2 g 14 4
e BRFE eV BA — BN E R BRI,
Ml OB R AR R B B S T B
X primed?iR 2 ) 48 L 2F A7 15 3 I, 48 il §i2 M primed
R FInaive RS FAT HgIEFEMAT. RECHKE
(RHRTE A T IX A 22 BE AR AS 2 R R A B e L
], AH 2 B XTI AL SR e R B I R T, X A
RS TR B B RIS AN Be vH: A b R L I A
REWERE, N T2 T MR 2 Re MRS 15
L AN AL R R, BIE AT N G RG Sed s H L AR Ak T
naive’lR & Flprimed R 745 71 8] 1) 2 BB R A, DARRE
T2 i 22 B MR IR A3 &R A R B LR AR
s T, AUSTING AR D36 AIE 1 fthfi 142
H ) —Ff b Tnaive RS Flprimed R 2 2 8] (B B S
Z e tEARAE, RO/ BN S IR G o 2 B 35 77
T RS £ g T4 Y (formative stem cell, FSC), J7-4 H
TR B R SEER AN 22 2H 2 3 A S S0 IE T FSCIY AR 5y
o FSCHIR I T AAT T 140 M 2 se 118 th J¢
2R WA+ EENE

1 /ERARER T 4HABE naive 2% GE4 2l primed
ZEEMERE T

FE/NBRVEIG R B L R v, IR P P 440 i A e A
NEA Z RN, T A 40 AR IR T R 22 id 4~5
RFFERE, HZ AL RE. E5H S,
B AR AN FERRFAE S5 7 T AR 2R T AN AR L 1 3R
o XA AN A 400 i [T v 2 1 3R A 22 e PR 4T
PR “naive” 2% fe PEIR I T 40 ML, 17 A& R JG 12855
R AT SR L2 0 e 7y 3 R4S 1 T 20 0 e
Nprimed” % G TR IG T4 . Hprime % GE 1441
NIANIR], naiveZZ e PEAN N EAT B0 B RFAIE, RUE A 7E ik
MR ERES), FIE AL AR AR AR RSN IR
mESCIF, FE 46 27 il 73 WA 1) 35 77 25 o i A GSK3-B
01 41 7 (CHIR99021). Mek/Erk1l 1] 71(PD0325901)
L% A 1 g5 #01 5 F-(leukemia inhibitory factor, LIF)
= Rh R T2 BU21/LIF(2 inhibitors/LIF) 5 5544 &, B¢

% AT mESCHE FFnaive % AE IR 2 S B 5 B g
1P I HIX — 35328 RAEAS [F] it Z /N BRLUSOK SR P
A R DT, 5 mESCAH B, primed % fE 1
HFImEpiSCTEHEAT R 415 TR I 75 ELI0E 2 A(Activin A)
1% AT 4 2 K IR F(fibroblast growth factor, FGF) & 4%
YEFHM. JF HmEpiSCAS BE 5 F& IR P 4 2 ] (inner cell
mass, ICM)R Ik &, B mEpiSCE ST 23 5, JF
ANger A A fa AR

18 flinaive Mllprimed % e M & F IR KR 2, &
Jo WN4EFE Z RevE IR 2L R T &, /R mEpiSCIRIFE
RKIE T %0 2 ae kA 1% K 1 2 K Ocr4 MiSox2, {H 72
B AR LG A A7 A8 2 M. o, fEmESCH,
Oct4 1315 #5078 7 3K 3, M mEpiSCH )
Oct4 11715 7 T vy 14 58 1 I 41, Ik ok, — 62 5
PRI R 3E R, K2 KIf4. Tfep2ll. Esrrb. Thx3.
Prdml14. Nanog 1 Rex1(X 4 Zfp42), WA 1E naive %
etk R R R IEM, MEBRRAEEIRG, B
Oct4F1Sox24h, HAh 2 fie Jik D] 1) 2 18 128 9 ik 55 4 22
UiER. SRR, —ueit RN, WT. Foxa2
M Cer 1 55 J [R 3B ¥ T 46 7 45 PR & (¥ epiblast4H fig
Tk, FRER W RO HY, FEBEE, £
AT Menaive R 2518 H AT 7T, 40 M0 A (3 555
13 K (N Sox I F1 Foxa2){Enaivetk 25 1B H i 3% H
SLRIFRIA, T fEnaivetRANIR H 5 200 — Bt [A] 4
RE e o 00 381, X L S 56 3% B, 20 M AE 1 AT naive R3S
[MprimedR & AL FE R, 3 R LIEARBES
naivelk 2518 H 17 57 BI & AR, 0 A& A7 15 26 2 B
[E) [T R, DAREAT JEERI 42 X 2% ) B 2H 02 Oy 1 ke
X —I %R, KALKANZEPHF| F Rex 1 :GFPHR 45 R R &
G hnaive % A M A2V LIF RS 75 & 525 h A I 2
REVEEE R R IX AT IB 5, 73 HrnaiveZ REVEIR H - L.
SRR, S5k R IR b, — SRR IR S 1
PRCHEHON2. Oct6MFGFS%5: 1 Je &k i, i
FLIX R AR AR AT 1116 h~25 hyP /& AT i ). B
Bf (8] 4 %2, Nanog. EsrrbFIKIf455 3L R 1) 215 &
I/ IEUTER, T Oct4 A3 e PR FR BN R E I R IB IR,
2 7 i 3B HinaivelR &K, FGF5. Sox3. Dnmt3afll
Dnmt3b[1) 3215 W 2312 W i, b B 7% i Dn-
mt3a M Dnmt3bHIFIE F YR 14k R4 CpGH
fKRFE,

KALKANL BRI 5% 45 etk — Bk s, B
ICMAER N K E it #2 9, IICM fnaive % fg 14
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(P3RBT R R FRIA R 3, B R E #
epiblast.Z §if 47 1£ — 5 [ s 8] (8] g, 753X A 8] B P 1)
20 o m] BE ZRAL T T4 B Monaive R 25 Al primed IR 25 1
Fetb i M. R ) — Se T 78 1 IE SE, naive M primed
WA Z A1 SEAFAE 6 2 Re I AR &S . MOR-
GANIZERR T b (R AS: G 6 IR 5 1)
stage 1(ES.0~E6.25)F1 I i 2 41 g 171 J5 Jizg IR 7 4 1)
JEEUA IR Astage T1(E6.25~E7.25). £ 3% WA o [ IR 26
2 P ) % g 2 R R IA A 3043 ) B naive £ fE 1
IR AN R 2 R SR IA R AE A — 3. DUZE!N]
RILT — P T 1SY1 e Ho A FmiRN AR 45 141
ZREIRES, X F-PATIRAS AL T naiveF 4618 H I )
R BAOFEEINTE3 SEIMHAT2IR 5 F G T AEH —
T 84 1) 2 it T4 i (advanced stem cell, ASC), ASC
FHEE T mESCE A 5 = FDNA F LK, HEZ
AE M E0 B 2 = FmEpiSC. M AUSTINZE ! IZE i K3
W FLHE IR R Ih 3RS T /N RN IFSCHN i &, I
R DR T mESCTE 4 71 1: 77 14 72 Mnaive %
REMEIR AN R b e RS RDIRES o

2 NRERSZETHRARNEILRE
FFIE

AUSTIN] BAPHA K, formativelR 25 & £ fg P
I B BTV R A RS 5T, AR Fnaive Mllprimed £
ek, formative % AEPE R 1% H 44 DL RFIE(R D). M

FL R 1k KK F, formativel k&S N & A4k Fnaive f
primed.Z [A] () TEPRAS, BT 3% &R 20 GRS 46 1 52 ),
S B P G 0 5 T OK P FmESCHE N AA B, o8 =2
naive 2 A 1 192 2k R I 2 3 R 04 JE IR, #AN R 2
W m R IE % {Enaive MlprimedIR 25 o ) Ny
0V R R IA I 2 B8 1 R 4% R T 5 Rl Oct4 Al Sox 2,
FEmFSC ) £ fit 5 IR R 4% W9 4% vt % 4% 17 55 32 1)
TEH. O22/NROR B fEH IR iG 5 R J5 3% £
R 1 (1 D B DR 3120, A 9T 3R BH, Oce4ize /3 Ui 3G 7 1
1 25 e 15 5 R 5 Onx 211 26 38 28 1k 55 1) H e,
A4, 5 mESCHIEL, mFSC 1 DNA H AL 7K1 Fl
H3K27me3 &M /K T 2514 Bt F+- i, G o)t B 2 AR
W 353 A% 5 1 04 500 R 1 400 9 % R A R TR
(1) 6 e AR, (R E, AT BLACA 7E formative R 45
WIlE), F40 M08 T naivelRZS, IEIELE RIS 1E R4
TRIIRE J1. T IXFhELS, AUSTINE AR A
e FmESC, mFSCH %% 5 AT 1% R /-4 R 52 17115 5
a4k

T formativelR A X 2 BE 4 RF1E, AUSTIN
FAZSA R, FGFAINodalf5 5 i % 2 {2 i naive R 45
BHIFHATIE R EERE R, N T HFREW3
XA R 17 SR g IR 23 4K 1 5 e, AUSTIN ] AT
TE B FR AR Zrh VR N T Tankyrased 1] X AV939355 73
E5.5~E6.0M)/N R _EJR =0, e 2% D3RS 1 RERS
FasE AR IImESCHN L R . Bl 5 B 78N B3] £ 74k

1 MR RET R EIM BB HEHE

Table 1 Properties of mouse pluripotent stem cells in different stages

BB JRah 2 TE RS Bk
Stages Naive Formative Primed
Embryonic development stage E3.5 E5.5-E6.0 E5.5-E8.0
Expression of Oct4 and Sox2 Y Y Y
Expression of naive pluripotency genes Y P N
Expression of lineage-specific genes N N Y
Expression of early post-implantation genes — Y P
Chromatin accessibility L M H
DNA methylation L M H

X inactivation N P Y
Dependence on FGF/Erk signaling N P Y
Dependence on Nodal/Activin signaling N P Y
Formation of blastocyst chimaeras H G —
Homogeneous Y Y N

Y: 2 N 5 —: TG He & M A LA P g G — .

Y: yes; N: no; —: not dected; H: high; M: middle; L: low; P: partial; G: genal.



884

5k

RIEAT T Ak, R A M A B i A R P FGF
15 5 H A6 AT 2 mFSCHY [ 35 B 6E 77, 1Mo HLARIK
J& B Activin A(3 ng/mL) B AT 4EFrmFSCHI £ RetE, &
Ll 52 i TR R B [ Nodal/Activinfa 5 41l ¥, LA &
XFWntf5 538 B (1 4 1) >k S /N BRES. S _EJIR =
Y o o 55 9 B 7EmFSC. 5 AUSTINSE 15 S
PLHIAS [\, WUSEME /N BRE3.S I iR BmESCAE
NG A, 38 SFGF. TGF-B/Smad bl A2 Wntf5
5 18 B TR IO Y5 5 ) — P A formative £ BE
PERRIE () F-40 0 2, BIFTW-ESC. AWM T VEA
Fr AN ), {H 2 P Fhids AL R T FGFE 5 18 2%
FINodal/Activin{5 5 18 F X mFSC 1) #H £

3 MRS ZRETHEMZEMLER
RAKRIN T 1L BE

EmESCH, 25 £ GE Pk % 1 2 8 F AL 3%
Oct4. Sox2. NanogZs, H. % GE Mk 4k #r F ZAK# T
BMP/Smad {5 5 18 #% Al LIF/Stat3/5 5 18 i (1) 1 4%,
YINGEP#ha@ i i 50k B 1 E20/LIFR 3G -k R R

Naive Rosette stage
E3.5 E4.9-E5.0
Inner cell mass Epiblast
| — 0

N\~

W _F IR 15 5 8 B BE 0 4 FrmESCHY B B B fE
71. mEpiSCHJ £ §& P 4 #F ¥ il B 55 Activin/Nodal
& 518 P A FGFE 5 B ¢, AUSTIN A BA B 72
S5 R, FSCHEZ RE M I ML 123, 56 (R 4 Y 3
KSR, G iy Jo7 T R RO KR AE 75 TH 5 mEpiSC
BN (E). fEmFSCHY, FGFflActivin/Nodalfs
5 368 S Ko 4 B ) 1 R TR R e T A AR
AUSTINTE H 85 784k R b 281 1 AMEEFGFIA 7, JF
1 FHFGF3Z 44 11 1 7/PD173074(0.1 umol/L)B% T i
MEK 1/25Z {4 $1 1] 71PD0325901(1.0 pmol/L)i 47 &b
HLE R I, A0 TC k4 Sk FE B IR EEH, WEW T FGF
XmFSCZ REPEAERF A B R EH e NI E TN, 5
FGF/{5E 5l %250l 140 B (1) Nodal {5 5 18 % 4 417
il J5 2> T EmFSCHI /L inél. 1 T3 is &
HidFEF Nodalf5 T i@ K T EERERPY, T
AR 4 i AN 2 i formativetR 2465 1) 7 26 #AHE— 25 1k,
203 2 RS JE I € T IRV B I Activin A(3 ng/mL)
A YEFFFSCHIZ BEME . mFSCZ et 4E R 6t Wntf5 5
3 5% ) A A A7 X, AUSTINZEUIRfF 58 K B0, E

Formative Primed

E5.5-E6.0

E6.0-E8.0

-cy Nanog, Klif4, Rex1, et al

‘ Early post-implantation genes

’ Lineage genes

‘ Methylation

‘ Chromatin accessibility

WA NG K B FRIEAT, V2 2 P DR 28 PP A 7S R e € 5P B k838 7 v, 0 M PAY ) DR SR RAE R R A A8 o maive 2 fE P8 425 2K R
FABAPAGIB AR, AR I3 PR i DR 1) 254575 formative s J3A 155, #E Blprimed’RAS )5, 1 &R /G EE RIS IR R IL .

With the embryonic development, genomic methylation and chromatin accessibility of the epiblast cells gradually increased, and gene expression of

cells also changed. In formative stage, the amount of naive pluripotent genes decreased progressively, and the expression of early post-implantation

genes reach the peak. As the subsequent transition to primed pluripotency, lineage differentiated genes initiated.
Bl NREERREZ Rt R E

Fig.1 Developmental progression of pluripotency in mouse embryos
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mFSCH X 58 4= ¥ Wntf5 5 18 % 7 58 FH 15 3Ly
o HBBRZ, AEWUEPG S| FFTW-ESCH, BHAAR
Hformative % e PERFEN LI, (HWntfE 5 il #g A
TR IRAS, IXPTREHH T IR S 7 EH 7 A
A MBI AG AT . Ak, Wntf5F 5 18 B X formative
% Re 4R i BARAE A 7 S — B B IE . b AT,
IR EKALKANZEPIE 20194 () 1F 58 R I, PEA3SK
W e26%% 53X - (E26 transformation-specific, ETS)
Etv5 Snaivel R FIB A VIEL R . 4EFEmFSC
HESHIENV4Z Jo, 20 AR v LT B JR B8, (H
G M primed R A& J7 171 704k, BPRIA k2 T
PR IIRE JT o AmFSCHY il b W G 3 PR I 5
A REAEH P F o2 )5, Toit £FSCHI H 385 8
e 7, 38 R &R A RE Ty 3552 3 7 EL 1 s e, 3R B
Otx2WFSCZ REVEYERF 4% T EHEIIER

VR G T 48 B ik & A T8 BRE 7T 2 X 4 naive Al
primed % BE M H E R E 2 —. WK, mEpiSC
AR A 368 o T VR v S SR AT R A A /N BRSO B AT R,
mFSCH] DL ZE IR v S 7V 3R A5 ik & A /N B, (H2
RCRAK T naivelR S HImESC. A 1 56 E R 5 )5
MImFSCA2 75k & T naivedlR 74 156 73 R 4E, BF LA
GRS U 2 RV 524 Wi (0 BRG h Oct6 AKIf4 R 3255
TH 0L, 45 R R I, mFSCLEFEIE IR B [ formative
RETERFE. WUSE!HH B D A8 FHFTW-ESCAH i i 47
THRA RS, FFIKIESE T formativelR 25 1 41 B g
WA A TTER BN A A K B iR . A Z, WU
UL K MFTW-ESC5 41 i /% #F 48 Jfd (epiblast like
cell, EpiLC)Z& 1Bk, &8 iy RIBMP/E 5 (1) il 375 5
% R R 46 A2 BE A 41 (primordial germ cell-like cell,
PGCLC).

4 ANEERESZEEMHAR

19984E, THOMSON [ BAP*E 77t A & AR fif
I3 B3RS T N 2 BeE 40 i (human pluripotent stem
cell, hPSC), HTH AR TF/E, NTEVIIAIYIXAE
fenaive RN Z B E T 40, 20124, OLEARY
LGB HIE FEAE SEX AR IR T NICM A0 R 7E 2 e
PR 77 TH] S S 3 T/ B W primed IR A . BB A1, T8
oo 5 T MR T 2 B8 T 48 i (induced plu-
ripotent stem cell, iPSC)tH #% iIF 52 5 mEpiSCH A
LR, ERNIL LA, BFFCN Gl 0 21/LIFS: 7718 5
HEATARAL, BES2SEEL T AnaivelR 240 i 22 R 14 1) 75

SRIEFFEST, HHEBOROVIAKZEPYHE H frIf L3
VIR N Z BeVE4ERF DR AR, TE ARG R B I AR
N4 A fE formativelR &5 . 2L T 31X i %, AUSTIN
LGN = Fh A fnaivetR 75 40 il &, BcR-H9EOS.
cR-Shef6 A1 IE iy K5 THNES 1 & /)N il formative s
TR VTS, BAFRFERE T LA formative
% He M 3 K R IR KR AE FThFSC(human formative stem
cell)s TEWUZE' 5 4k & o, WAE AHiPSCIf 4
naive hPSCAE N1 F L i1, REFTW-iPSCH) #5541
I BT BRI, A0 R B IR A 4 Fnaive hPSCA!
primed hPSCZ [H], 1H I A~ R K R H e 8
formativetk 25 FJhPSC. It #h, AUSTINIE % Ih M A
(P P 3 85 5 85 7% HUhFSCs

1 RhFSCH) FE M3 75 Bt — B w5t R4k

BRI 2H AR BUAE RN Y )R e 1 AR Tk
Y, RIChFSCTERSME RN BE G . — 7,
T Gt i n] fo i B s s R A AR K, Hinaivedll
HuAH EEhFSCX 5 15 5 I R N 2= B IR BG F7—
i, A AformativelR 25 40 i i R B A R ok, 5
primedZil g A bk, hFSCTE %2 245 2 5 515 5 131 B
J&i, X SAE T e B SRR, T T )
W N —F. W 53R P fEnaive hPSCH1, it FH 310
(I FH 2 S5 400 i B 25 PR ol — 8 [ 4 352t T
hFSCE A 5 i 1 H 3L R BTG 1, OC 4 i R ot P
AT 52 2 (1 EDE B A% B A BT AR, R X —
P, ¥hPSCH gnf MnaivelRES J5, MIdi T NhFSC
REAE A7 R0 0 B HR A3 B 1 B 5 55, oA PR
SEREENCIRAE T R R3ERL . 7E4E NORIIBE I,
Toik 2 M AR FRICM A B #2155 T 3R1FhFSC, 172 F)
F A4 B3k 47 4 A% 177 SRAFhFSC, EBFF 27T 7
KR TR E S —

5 WiLSRE

H AUSTINFIKALKAN# /X 42 tH formative’lk #
PLSRE! | koK 2 B F0IE B, naivefllprimed R
8] £ {E formative’lR 25134, B SR FEFSCHY, Oct4Hll
Sox2FL R T 2 Re vk 4R A B R E H R HE T O
YE, (HRR AR R R IS HE R T, A0 A S ()5
TETBORE RO HY B AL 7K PRI 2R 73 A2 THAA 3
BT A FE R . FSCy B i Hh BE iR R ig K & I 2
HE RO FR L T R AF W SR, T AE L
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ZH, oW naiveflprimed R3S, IE2 15 T 0L TE AL
PGCHI FYIEpIiLC, #TCIERFSC—HREXS /U5 5 =4k
BBURRR S8 A formativeltR 25 X — 4 0, 85 xf
VR J2 B8N IR 2 B 55 DR R R 4, SR s B e R P R
JEHEAT R 1A SR T A R BB AT R

b EFSCAH i 3 (1) 3K 15, 5% T formative % RE 1%
IR FEREEN T — BB Bt SnaiveMlprimed
RS [ 41 B AR LL, FSCHE £ se i 4E KR AL A S 5
FEE5 5 T A S A 2 NI 46, A JE 198 75 2258
2 RN B SO st ) B LR LR . e,
FEFSCH B 33 B 4e 47 77 1, BAR CAF B0 IR,
Etvd. Etv5V) 2 Otx252 A ] Bk (1) R 22252, {HIX3
AT Z RetE AW 4 H, 50ct4. Sox2 (A H
1ER R4 33— D B, 5546, AUSTINFIWURE H 1)
PR AN F B 5 G 05 &, & 4815 3] T A formative
% Be MR AR I 20 B, TR PR AR 5 07 B A R 2
AbTHEAT BEIR N IR B T 3RA 1B AR G K & 1
HARMLE . tbAh, CAMBTRRM, 7T L@ %S
B s B H primed R 75 A naive R 725 #Y 5 2 F2 4% 36, 10
PP L i BE 5 A7 AE T formativelR 25, (H 5 AT 2
EAWFFE . M2, formative T A FRATTFTIT 1T B IR
6k B i FR g R R KT, RSN S IR %
PN BT ANATHG 2 B8 T4 i 52 17 40 o BB R e
e .
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