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% fe TR L4E R R AR E M B R AL

waAE A T
(FF BB} 22 B B9 AT, 200 650223)

g % &6 40 eu(pluripotent stem cells, PSCs)fe LIRIG 78 BB A &L F % Hfekt, ERAE
P A B KGR A, (2K EAY 342 o T A 6 T AR M R AL B AR B M TR T s R
A BN S T mIo AN AL e H XA AR 202N AR x. @
T oh e s o, AR TR @R, % a6 T middeaF i th o RAR L e it ) B3R, FHA HaR4s 9L,
X EER T HFRAS T WAy | ARt R, @46 T migofTA 2
J3TDNAE %I E A1« doATH 245 2 DNAF S oA B AEDNAARAS 5 DL T 49 40 0415 J 2 AU,

FIE L RE TN S iR e 1 DNAJR Y 8 ; DNAK Hil K 77 % v

Safeguarding Genomic Stability in Pluripotent Stem Cells

Zhang Weidao, Zheng Ping*
(Kunming Institute of Zoology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Kunming 650223, China)

Abstract  Pluripotent stem cells (PSCs) hold great promise for cell-based regenerative medicine. However,
genomic instability and tumorigenicity hamper their full applications. Understanding the mechanisms that regulate
their genome stability is critical to address this issue. Due to the specific functional purpose, PSCs possess high
competence to safeguard genomic stability by employing specific strategies. In this review, we summarized the
current progress in understanding the mechanisms that the PSCs utilize to cope with DNA replication stress, to
repair DNA damage, and to determine the cell fates after unrepairable damage.
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% R 41 [ 35 IR 116 - 48 i (embryonic stem
cells, ESCs) A1 i5 T £ H& T 4Hl fid(induced pluripotent
stem cells, iPSCs)|RETCIRIESH, JF R A B ZREME, /£
N5 1 A0 AR B V8 T oA B ORI B BT 5%
Z e T M2 e, B 402 15 5] & ME R
A, J YUE T M B 44 RE AT LD L () DG B . gt AR
V53 B RS E T R VR T A e A PR EE B AR bR .
fif 2 ReT 40 M an ] 4E R AL V) o AR E Ve A B T
Haz R,

T-40 M BT DO e R R v, A IR R 4ERF
BAEY AR € BIRE JT . MR AN 37 B /N 5ROV G T 48
J AN 15 A% T SR [E] /0N BRUVR A BT 4 40 Al b g,
A RAF A N J5 # 191/100M . 41 g vl ik 2
Pl m AR B AR Y AR g . Bln, T2 Ee S
Tk FEEDNAS 5 15 2 K 1, g X DNA$R % 7 4=
RN R, A BB EDNASAY . T4 &4
IHER AR AR I DL IJG S AR 7 2R 6 &0 6, RIS
ROS(reactive oxygen species) ] 7= 4= f& F X DNA
T HAN, T ME G 58K FIDNA K 1| & 774k
PEHE 17, M e 25T P R DN AR A% 1 A
T-40 Bt fs A R S L 4 e b A B2, 49 2, T gt
Zscand A 3 1 i A (7] Y 2 20 7 O T ZE K iR, A
T 4 o v A T RV O A B TR A 4 o A
RS S RSP AL (SRS PO ¥ ST
VLI AR AL TP P B AR SOR B ma A
T A RAE 22 e T4 M st A& 1) oA e P R 4% R AT
pri

1 ZRETABAIDNAT R 2
1.1 DNA%5 & N (DNA damage response, DDR)

o1 M LA 22 A AL ) 4 L s A ) I AR e
P, L HDNAT 5 2 B (DDR) 2 41 il 4 £ 153 1% 4
JR Rasg U Y B 2 5 30, DDRJZ $5 40 A1 Py IR [
G EDNAS G W 2 5, 41 i 7= A 1 R 24 B R 8
SL o AR 6 AT 8 A I 2 By 2 I AR A S A
T, WOE ARG — BB S A 0 A0 M A% AN A o R
I, 3 2120 e JE A P B P A, AT DNASR &
52, JE/EDNATR A Jo iR & Z G LT 8 30 T2
J7> DAY B 2 A0 4 i, DN T e R R 55 O e 4 A A 1
1) J53 ) R g D12, DNA XSS I 24 6T 41 i f 2
FEME K, 2 A i (I DDREGE R &, B, %o X4
W7 22 3 I DNASS 19 [ B IR AFF 78 RN R B8R 3=

& o DDRF:#5Z PIKK (phosphatidylinositol 3-kinase-
related protein kinase)#K [ ¥ B 1 %, PIKK 5 % £
}& ATM(ataxia-telangiectasia mutated). ATR(ATM-
and RAD3-related) fIDNA-PKcsi#fiff. HH, ATMAI
DNA-PKcs FIDNA XU W1 %2 175 5 W0, ATRI
DNA % Wr 24155 S im0k AEDNAXUSE B 24
i, FiMrell/Rad50/Nbs14H Al MRNEE [ 5 & 4 B8
0 B XUEE 451005, - HE SEATM B B4 A 4. 1E 3 1
BLR, ATM L R AR AFLE, A 054H % 2IDNAS
P r i Ja, ATM SRR fif 5 oy F AR i o H
ol B A T s, R BB AL PO IR . Hoh, AR
AR A H2 AX IR 55 13947 22 5 18 % A B IR AL (B AR Ay
YH2AX) & DDRIET [ R B2 5% . yH2AXIE I 1F
Tt 200N A K B A ATMAFTDDR 28 B[R] 1 58 48 51 XU %
B A, AT S AL SRR G e = o, ik
I 7L L, DDRW KA M I SRR iz, B T
ATM-Chk2 /1 2 11 4 DN AT 55 [ B Ak, b4 7
] 2% 1 AR AL AL 409, 40, DNASRG 25 S
IR FEAR YR AT T A5, s R A 1) AT e
DNA$ A% [ N 3 EEDNA-PK A 5 AR 2 . 21 i 2% 11
Ak A2 41 FRDDR [ 06 2 4 U, H LR FH R AL
B — DA

DDRAL & 2 Bl Z IR 73 1 4%, and& PR oK
SERTE . Bt JEmRNAR AR 8 % DK R R
(I 5 1 1SR, RS X DDRIVHE 7t L& AT
TR, AR T AN [F) S P 200 B (a4 248 e R T 4
Ji) G AT AR AN [ 25 R (RO DNAS %+ A 7 A i 4
FEA BRI E 54 T Wl R aE g i & 1. andfer
HATDNAE S UL K] J3 Zh 40 B 1245 5 55, 1A
RAREIER . BT 4HDDRI R 58 LB HIK
A B AR S iR R AR HATRIBR B I E K&
Thfe S 2522230 IS DDREEAN AT 1 & AR Bk
EWPLLE FUDIR, REMLE S TS 52
PR S T AR R
1.2 ZETAAIDDREHE

124 791k, XTDDR IR F 3 B R AR AR GH M |,
M T2 EDDR A T ED . AR,
ESCH/DDR B AL & 4010515 5 =R FfE 3. 4
Ji JE SR 4% . DNASS A5 18 52 5 453 405 48 B %) 9 T 0
T, (E B IR 7 SRS i dn, /N ERFIA
ESCHIDDR%H G40 i Ja A A a0, 1 32 220 F SHA
FNGHABEAT 240 i J&) TG #5527 7E DNAXUEE W 24451
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Pafe 52 77 Xk, ESCHE il [a] T~ K FH v £ 22 1) () U5
21 77 ={(homologous recombination, HR)XfDNA XY
W SR ATAE 5, T AR 48 i D T R R ARG PR B 1 R TR
Rt k4% 77 2 (nonhomologous end joining, NHEJ)f&
SONUEEWT 2820 Gy 46, ESCX TH T2 A H U, 7E[H
S MIDNASR 15 5L, ESCHE B il R AR T,
T B A 250 3 B A DNA S5 (1 4l AN, O
AU PR AL SRR e M. WEFUER B, ESCR A
R (1) VR 4% 08 T 1) 23 T HILRIE . — T T, ESCHR£k
Fifg 2 Hlhigh priming kA, priming [FIFE B H 4o R4
PR T AR A T R 2 ) AR S R AP A
REPT, F4H R P T R T e TP T
o, Ik, gkt I8 T &k AE 10 1 R (threshold)

T T I —J7 1, T4 IS5 S EE Bax
R T2 B R g4 A T BRI . Bax R H
HEWEAMA T, DEEE RS BOEHIRESTE
1. EAETEHIRAS I, Bax 8 19 C-dii FITN- i B i
EEALSHNE. ERTESES T, BaxiAM
R, C-Ui MIN-Ui B g £ 4h, 21 H A BL45 5
T2 Bk, C-vibifi B4 N ZRRL AR S, 5] S i
A2 M R C VR, MUK AT R A 5y
tegm i, Bax AARIE MRS AL T4l i i ob, AXAE
TS 5 MiE S T REFRL. H2, AESCH, Bax
IR AR ARAE T - ek B, AT 50 % F
e R ARAR EBUR AT R APY, @iz oy 5,
T-40 . I Bax ] DARH I A5 i, BRIt 48 M O T4 HY
RBLe 55 4h, ESCR AP EEDNA S foid w] LAk 4=
g3, oAk a B4R B pS3 i ST T AR PR
1.3 FEZEETHDDRIVIER 7 FHLH

H T 265 T4 /e DDRIA % F A 18 245 itk
FEAR A i 3R AT FDDR YA AILHI, FATTAS B ] 5
P T2 R A, TR R EN 40 B FIDDRIEAT R4
T, MM 4 T HE AR 2 fe T 40 B ks I DDR 1A 92
77 RBLE 71 i o

N T AEA TR A KF EXTESCH 2 51 ##DDR
()T 7E DA 1 SR AS R PR IR, FRATTAR 48 S 76 /) B
ESC_EEAT IR P9 T 4H 27 J2 3 i T AR (B4 & B
BERR AL BT 73 A . BRI RNy At E o B 1)
AE FIRNAIZ 1), 456415 B2 ik 7 nl g
Z 5DDRIATE I R 51 iz 1% R 1 LA K 431 W) 4% A
By, IH4R th & S Wnt(S 5 #% 5 p53 1A B0 TR
PR T ESCZ 2 DNA A% J5 1 i 18 1 58 (AE A7 5L

HHCTHC A S, IR B2l 22 R IR e IR T AE
Nt RS FEESCIIDDR 2> AL 245 T B
i

HE 120114 Pines %5 P /N ERESCH i i H 11
TE{EDDRIFAYE K T, H 45 & 3ATT5 BILE /N B 9P A
PR VR G HH BB 70 25 5, FRATT M 2R 21 ik 3 25 [ v
Phik 7 ESCHF 7+ # 1A 3 N Filia(‘E )7 & #rKhdc3, X
4,2410004A20Rik. Ecatl. AI467128. OEEP48)>
THE T RN T ASFI 2 FIDNALG 5 0] 75 5 /)
SUESCH FiliaZh ik F+ iy, HFiliafm 0 Catl & 1
AN B AE 43 A7 19SQ/TQES Ky 18 (motif) (1% 45 W 45 2
DDRFABFATM/ATR ¥ 7 B R A AE A7 A, 24
HLDDR & A £5 19457 E)E7, K B Filia £ i T-41 /i
5 IDNASR A% S VR o ThREWT 70 & BU, Filiafk
/N FRESCHIDDR A 5 2L 1) 4 € F, Jsr 2 5
5 %2 ANDDRI& 12, 1 5 ATM-Chk 235 i 1) 1% 1k fi {5
SOl AR R 41 M A BT . DNATR 18 S K4l
Jadrig ke . IXEThAE T EARNE QSIS 5,
HPN-# 2 545 ATM-Chk215 538 1% 10 4+
S DNA 1B, C-ii 75 20 J 8 1 B 40 il o i 4
FRHAANE] 2, FiliaBk 2k 5, ATM-Chk2 AR it fTEDNA
PV BE A SO, (R RS RES . S
HAIGo/MBA () 28 P i BA RS A R 2R 20, {3 A9 DNATR
51 DR A M B B JE VR AR . 53 A, DNASRTI AN RE
BEFERBE, SETHRM R ™ ENDNAIR .
Filiatift & [ 41 i 28 7™ B I DNA 1, (H X DLid
b B R T IR A AT R ROE R . DA, B
RFiliaff G T E A . AEKRE A1 3 R
(P14 b AT AR AR B A X ), (H2 R )i &
SARAETHANE R, XA R FEERDN: EH
R EAR S SRR AT B S
R YA R W LRI T RS o A% PR e iR S 56 Sl e,
XTI A mEUE . Rk, TR RIA
[P Filiaft il ¥ DDRFH 4 F5 T4 B 15t A% 4 o feoe Pk p
L KRB 2 Dy fE ™.

it — 5 HLEIE 58 R A, FiliafE T4 h B £
g hr, R A AFEPEAY. Fillalk AR T
YR, AT TRz . AN, Filia® 24k
SENLT RO b, FERT R A I A B I NumaZh
A, QERFHR ORI IEE iR ORISR
22 5y R A%, 1R 2 WIS 5 0 T A T
O b, AR RO A O B RGBS .
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U, ATM. Chk2 L K i 42 40 e J) B3 ) dei il #45 ] 5 iz
TPtk BB, BRI, Filiafe Bk b E S xt T
HPUT 2 M Ihee BA EEE . g4I H HFiliaik
A E AL TR b, (REZ KA IR 531 SZ DNA#R
RS EMEEH T, (AR ER
FiliaZ) i T2 0tk F . MDNAK A ™ EHG. 141
Ji e Sl TR I, 2Rk AR T 2 A I Filia k1 &
G . B, FiliafE 2Rk b 1) 40 A0 5 R 42
0 R E T 1) Dh A% U1 AH ¢ . Filiaik 7] 5€ f7 #|DNA
U W 24 Ak, R AR S B ORI 2. Filia A\
1252 3 A B G W, 34907 22 TR I R L 2
FiliaZk [ AAZ [ AT $2, 1208 R Ak A7 15 5% A8 J5 FiliaAs
REHE NGB AAT Shie. R, I % A7 A i B R
PR, FeATT 0 ) 46 58 T FiliafE 20 o 5 A0 41 B A%
PATHIIIRE, K IR IEAGE AL I Filia 2% 22 4 48 il
HIE 5 I ATM-Chk215 5 B0& @ B 40 Mo & Bk
S IhfE . 4B L ANgH B T ThRE, (H A RES
TRV E AN FHIDNAIRGIEE . KL, Filiaifis
DDR A {15 5 38 % 4 5 . 20 i i 3 1 42 K 40 i
18 YT & R AEAEGH M IS4, Filia 42 DNATR 1
1& 5 M) 75 B3k O\ 41 J A% I 5 A7 BIDN AT 3 A7 45
Fy Ak, Filiald v DLLE 48 ot o Al — N # DDR ¥ 5
IR (&l ——PARP145 &, 98 PARP L%
P, 18 i PARP 1 12 /1 5 H AT DDR Y o 2 i 45 )
fE. i b, BATVIA, Filiadk AIEN A HiRE M Z
W, BAE T T4 IDDR, SEHL 7 HAE N A
TR D e

B T FiliaZk H 46, BF 70 D1E R I T 40 f s
R RIEXH H A 72 5 EDNABT N . 1,
VA T-4H TP 1) 4% H Sall4 ) 2 5 #%DDR. Sall4
TEDNAXUEE W2 (R 15 O0 T, RER Gy (A4 45 44 3 28 [A]
“FBaf60a(chromatin remodeling factor Baf60a)4H %3 3
XU W 2447 15, F4 € MRN(Mrel1-Rad50-Nbs 1)
AU, I 3EATMIE S 1) 75 (L FVE 545 5 DL
DNAf&&E M,

2 ZEETMEaALIEDNAEFIE R K
2.1 DNAEZHIENRMN

DNA K #| JE /7 £ 6 DNA K #il i 72 b i £ Fh
Z(WNDNAFE R 45 K. DNA E454 K& E . DNA
A R YIANTPHY B = K DNAWT 24 45) 5 3 & i) X
% Bl I % B AT I TR B R, 2 41 7 AR Y R T DN A

A 0 2 R 2H A Fae 1 32 SR YR, A Rk B AT A
JE 77 R A M 4 RF s AL P AR g e B s AR L —
DNAE f#ill [ 77 )< N(DNA replication stress response)
F2 20 i N 6T AR R 0 () EE AL . 2 R AR AT
f7 ik 72 R B B RS, DNASR BE B (helicase) FTIDNA S
& B (polymerase) AR I T B AR, DNAf# e g 2k 52
fift JiE, T DNAZE A B M5 1k /AT, A= A K 1
HBEDNA A Bt . HAEDNAZL & 5 FIRPA (replication
protein AR 45 A B EEDNA F B L, 3305 ATR-
Chk VI 11 S = U ) — Z 505 546 S i, TR
P52 BEL 1) SUAN A 3P A HL 0 A 52 o P e A o
Ja PREERTATH,

ATRJE 1742 52 il FE 77 ) B7 I A% U e, ATR B
Wos ZDNAS il B ) BL G820 1% . B EEDNA
HRPAL & W U & 5 45 ¥ — J5 THI G 1% 43 3£ ATRIP-
ATRE & 4, 55— J7 If 1 §E 41 5FRad9-Rad1-Hus1 &
HEAGEAR-1- 152 51K). 9-1- 15 GR4kMH S
ATRUEBE ) 70405 & A TopBP1, {15 TopBP1fE5
HEYIATR LA I 80 ATR¥ . [ T TopBP1/9-1-1
W@ B AL, SR AR S T AN S T
TopBP 1 ATRIEE H H——ETAA1™*, ETAALH
TP NRPALE & 45 13, e85 RPALE & M T JE Air
FIZPHAEHI X _F. ETAALILRE BB FIATR-ATRIPS:
&, HEBEIEATR, H 456 ATR-ATRIP ) 45 143807
5115 TopBP1 L I ATR PG 25 F 3k AR AL 1441,

W FUDNA K il k77 R 18 FH 77 7 AL DNA
2122 53§t (DNA fiber assay)! fl iPOND(isolate pro-
teins on nascent DNA)“!, DNAZF22 501 H T Bt 5%
DNAK il X474, 1MiPONDII A T % 52 A 5¢ &2 il
X EWEA. WE1ATR, DNALE 225472 F i+
FAUPIAUFICIAUNG 5 5% 4 s DN A S 1l i F233E AT 4
() IS 1) R AR i, SR 0 A B 1 1 20 R AT 2R O 45
LR J5 RE TR DNABEAT 7 22, 55 Ja I F o e 5% e e
BT DNA S I FE B 20 H K. HRAEA
A 25 R DNAFR L BT 5 1 EE 1 P X DNAFRC 1K S
BEAT G vt 43 A, AT B i 2 1) AT 917, iPONDSE
56 R FH B 7 S A Ed UK 0 i & R DN A BT
B AR 1 (R B 5 SO AT RRAg), ARl 58 S F
F S ¥ DNAFI £ 4 fEDNA _E 0 8 3k T30 Bk, I
T 20 37 16 )5 Vs I A=) R S EAUBEAT AR BRSO Y, F
T 7 EORK B A IR i 6T 22 R S IIDNA/R A B
G UAT B B AR B, BRI SRR 5AEMRD
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DNA fiber assay

o
o ©

Cell culture %

o

@

rRaa

1dU labeling (2,22

CIdU labeling | &,2 &/

Cell lysis and
DNA spreading

l

Progressing fork _
Stalled fork [

iPOND

EdU labeling

Formaldehyde
crosslinking

Biotin binding to EAU

Micrococcal
nuclease enzymolysis

y

Streptavidin
%/ affinity purification

’

\J

\G
&
Ve

Mass spectrometry

Western blotting

oCell oldU eCIdU [EdU e Biotin Protein
L

treptavidin @Magnetic bead

Ell DNAZFZ 53t FIiPONDSEIRAZE
Fig.1 Schemnie of DNA fiber assay and iPOND

AN MR B X R AT ARl . ainAS
B EE 0T AT BT A Gy EaZe A AT L
22 ZeeTHREARSNHIDNASSHIEHR K
AR 58 F U i

50 AR EL, 22 56 T 20 PR 240 e ) R e
DNA S il 5 Z5C4H M 5 5 9 11~12/8 s, SHA 5 48 2
60% [FIZRHLIE 1) 2R A AR G+ e, Sk
Z Gt B J] B A A, 3 BE R AIE 48 15 41 il /EDN A
Bl A BRI E S 0, HEZ, T40
AE TS v 28 LA S an o] e %Ak 38 52 1) R ) AN T 4 st A%
iR e, HAE R . B, FRATELEE % DN UK
e T4 AL, 457 7RG 120 M e ) FH 140 i
FE AL S e R ), R AT A B X,
T4 R AE Y i Aa e P, FRATTIE I DNALF 22 73 #r
F G0N LLI T VR IG T 2 M A AN () 288 B ) s oy 2R
{140 3o 248 i (0L 955 10 A% 7 S5 A (] 7 = 248 £ 200 L)
Xt T2 3 MR (hydroxyurea, HU, B85 241 WDNA S

FURPIANTP SR = 1) i T FIDNAK il [k 1 B 3K
TIRIL, 2 GET-40 i HL A 55 3 i R &2 i) s g ab 22
A 77, 045 RE = AU R BT G DNA T BRI AR E . =
R JA 52 B ) SCUL K v 2503 B RHIR(dormant) 52 1
X, M\ 7€ DN A & ],

N TR A0 v R B AR R T R
FEHLH], BATRHIPONDE A H: 25 & 5 (A iU 1% 4
AT, A ILAE R JG T 20 B 1 B o X A7 AE T 40 B RE
FIK 1K A FiliafFloped. 1L R 4t hBE D HT &
I, FiliaflFlopedE it B &4k, WAL SHER
il S b 245 ) X 52 A5 B, Filia-Floped £ 1 5
G KR REBNS R I 6 X b, FF7E 8 H
ATR S R, Filiaff) 5515147 22 & B ) A= W B Ak,
fiiFilia-Floped & & 1A X oA Dhae T 22 . 1%+
R3S I P AR O RIS AR R R P A X E S .
—J5 T, B 288 A SEE31Z &R AL E B B Trim25 %)
52 BAA 1 X, Trim2538 i f# 4k H R 2 BIm(f2 2 &
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i) SCE S 0 SR B R R B T R AR B ARB I, AT
i R EBImER A 252 fH & 1) X s E ) X E S
5 H, BB I8 B I AR En L) o RO
ATR G W2 5 X EF 7. 404 i AR
[F] 38 I Trim25-Blmi #% DL S ATRIE AR I 45 5 1) S
A, {H i1 T A ikFilia-Floped i1 T 22 8 (4, Trim25-
BlmASGE# AT 250H 552 2152 BH & 1) X b, ATRIEBE 7%
R AR AR DR, 22 8 40 il i 75 &
X &3 ¥Filia-Floped Il 48, & DL &ALk 4% 19 1 H
W E 2R E NS R X4 B E N T 32 E
i b, AT v A R 52 ) SRR R S AR . 3R
T TAEIE R, B2 T Filia-Floped i1 2841, £ 6
4 38 A7 A AR AR 0 R R PR A B s O 4R
DNA S il & 77, dERpistfE ) miAe e .

3 R4

W5 PR 87 FE 2 51 14 22 5 40 A 250 7 i e ik
TEWIR IR E P WS R, 2 Ae 40 i T i
TR A R RS L B AN AR, LA TG R
TEREY R B b, A0 2P AR B2 A
P EDNAZEAS A . R, 7R N EE AR £ B T4l
R AT 7 Ak 43 24 op 4k FEDNAR SE 1, S e 98
8 42 38 00 T R 1 T 4 PR R 0 1006 B
T, W IR TR HE SR A B 75 5 M 2 D ] 543X 1
T () F 5 R Th B, ¥ B T35 £ B T4 i p ik
YRR E Y. BRI B A R R e TR
B 90 2452 31 7 [ Bk iR %1 60, (5 H i 2
SR LB A AR R, A T I S ) A 2
R BT 010 400 PR S5 (VR 2 2 T M e s e R 4
% . TR RR BE AR P4 T o R A R R e
N6 T il PR AR S 2 2 Aok o S O 5 7 1«
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