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Pluripotency candidate signaling network and transcription
factors in domesticated ungulates: a review
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Abstract: Domesticated ungulates embryonic stem (ES) cells have great significances in biology and wide application prospects.
This review compared the key signaling pathways related with pluripotency between mouse and human ES cells, and the difference
of transcription factors in mouse, human and domesticated ungulates ES cells were elaborated. Finally the pluripotency candidate
signaling network and transcription factors related in the derivation of domesticated ungulates ES cell were discussed combined with

practical experience of ovine embryonic stem cell derivation in our laboratory.
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MR 4 v PR ) TR

SR, A 1981 AF/IN BV G 14t M 1 2 1 & DA
ke, AUA/NRP KEREYIRE T B A R AL R
JIHY ES 4, HRHHIL T ESC FiRIERF il
FRP R SN, BET, ENSMERE ESC
WE o, A BN RO IR T 40 M (Mouse
embryonic stem cell, mESC), AT 40 (Human
embryonic stem cell, hESC) BRI, 50
mESC. hESC #4451 . /ML R, WiEFRZ400
FAPRFRAE . A AE R L SR L IR I3 A I
R FEHATAENLA A, K mESC. hESC # 5K
bR, EAEN IR BSC @&, M iat &1 ik
HiE &K & ESC ZREM AR S5 4540, SRk
AL, K E ESC HRARMMEH Z —&H N
mESC 1 hESC Z ReVE4ERFHLEI Y 2251, fEFH L2
BT R AR A WME; N, mESC 4 F i
M 4% BMP4 (Bone morphogenetic proteins 4) 5
LIF Dh[Rl 4R 2 fEdE, IMi7E hESC H1, BMP4 215
S hESC LML, HAh, %% ESC ZREME R
Wz, 2SBERKBN S —FHE; U5 R Y
mESC . hESC W ZHEPERRE, W1 SSEA-1. SSEA-4,
POUSF1. Nanog. B&PEBERRFGHE MR, AMUAES .
L ANNIE N (0 A SN Cil i & NI S S
2 EAFFRET B EAR R, SRR
ANEBEKE ESC B4 RAER, LH NG %N
mESC . hESC %A 12 A B gl A4k T8 3% ESC
(53 F IR EE N e T X BB ARG 5 & ESC A
FC B B Y R, SO T AN 5 =2 ¢
(38 7 Bl R D 22 R 40 s A S T T
RN —FH5% & BESC “#Emia” 2 Hik, B
RVF 2058 4 ol ik AR . K& ESC MIRFFE 240
M ZREMEAR R E Sm  A T f5 % mESC,
hESC ZREMELAEREM 43 FHLHI, TH#X L& & ESC
5 mESC. hESC ZREMEMENLHINRE, XKEH
ESC #F5E HA 4 2 MAE

1 ESC % st s hll el 7 oy kBt fR T4 =
iy

ITAEN , BEE X mESC . hESC R 2 AR A

mESC. hESC ZRetE4ESr i 7y 7 ENLH & & 20
s /N, mESC 2 RE 1k i 4 15 7 Bom i
LIF-LIFR/gp130-Jak-STAT3 & 4&H1 BMP-1d P[] %
SEI, HZARFEMSE, hESC ZAedk i 4k 5 7
B Activin/Nodal #l FGF fy4t[i£ 5. mESC 5
hESC & 7E Z et dE R e 1) 0 FIRPEHLE] - 276
EES

1.1 LIF-STAT3 i&{%

H I I K F (Leukemia inhibitor factor, LIF)
JBFANE 6 (IL-6) AN FZIETH—R, &—Fh
Z IR Al R . B #iAF 8 UE S, LIF-LIFR/
gp130-Jak-STAT3 &8 2E mESC A Ik 58 1Y & Zik
o X mESC RAP U REME R AERE, PRFFA LR
BREHEBEERTO, 758 %P, LIF 5 LIFR 45
&5, LIFR 5 gp130 (glycoprotein 130) R 5
RS U R ARSOE TR Janus T Z0RR B 1L
(Janus-associated tyrosine kinase, JAK). {5 54 51
%% SE#45F 3 (Signal transducer and activation of
transcription, STAT) i&4%. STAT3 ¥ i% & mESC
AN F TR R A RN T b TL-6 R L
22 MEF, ¥4 53 STAT3 &6 1 mESC 434k ; ZMJA
LIF N7, IMiis, 754k STAT3, W& LIZER: mESC
M ZRErE" . K RIREG T40M (fESC) #F5E£MI,
AR hLIF BB R tESC £ 75 I 8%, K It Buehr
HEMI, LIF-STAT3 hizse “HIE” & X F ESC B4
AR

£ hESC #F5¢H, & WIIA N LIF X hESC %A %L
RO R LIF A F] T hESC Z AR 445", bl
HWFFEME—B R, WFERB, SME hLIF HFRE
F R fd hESC-STAT3 1Y Tyr (705). Ser (727) K LW
MR 1L (p-STAT3), {H p-STAT3 JF ARE4EHF hESC £
feEL02223) ) Daheron ZHF5E K H, B mLIF 5
hLIF [FIRFE R m (AR 75 —8 N 78%),
B mLIF A0 B FhJE &¢ 5w, JCikfli hESC 1Y
STAT3 % LR 1L LIF-STAT3 {5 53l J% £ mESC
5 hESC FWRFEZES, WRRSHEAEKRKEE
H AT & B B B 6P,

I, Intawicha i, mLIF AEA SOMTE 2
JRJGT 400 (ES-like cells) F{) LIF-Jak-STAT3 i&4%,
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IR mE A RERRE I Wi ES FEAUMRATI R
B, ZEER ICM ., K ICM JFEAR RS 355 4 b O B A7 A
LIFR } gp130 {55 %S, {0 LIF X4 ES #4013
B TCHH AR, 534, dWil LIF-STAT3 i&4%,
Xt AMIRZ N 2 et 0 B E ™ {0 Brevini
G LI, # ES FEANM P BARIEASAEALE LIFR, {H
LIF HIBEA %M ES B4R B9 TE 51252,
1.2 MAPK/ERK &%

W55 %, LIFR 5 gpl130 B 7 R A5,
gp130 [ T REMTG STAT3 A IREHEE LIS, BfE
W% MAPK/ERK 28K 5 i P4, 17 Erk-1/2 28K 1
%t mESC 4L HAT 4y EE R IEEE Y, #F5T
W], Erk-1/2 fEA [R5 F /NI IG & B A v
TP R 2B KO AR — BP0 RN B9
BHIBT ERK-1/2 9B, 129Sv/ter, CSTBL/6 i &
mESC # & KB £ 76.5% M 47%5", 3 HAT
M Z /N R ST mESC (41 CBA . MFI1,
SCID ., NOD it )P4, {1858 & 2K, %/l FGFR
MEK # S HEHF (SU5402. PD0325901) FH KT
ERK-1/2 /bR 5, REA Rk IR ES
(KM-ES) 4iffl, # %K 81.48% (22/27), KM-ES 4
HAERRE, WMERE R RS D R, e
WA (B 1), AR T RmIRE .
TR A H LS R R R b KM-ES 8360k Ak
ARGEMIE, 520U, BMP4EEMEIA,
1E 2 AR BMP4 @ i3 SMAD 1/5 5 SMAD 8 i&12i%
5724 1d #£H (Inhibitor of differentiation), Id % H
EMII ] MAPK 205 [ 1 , I 55 LIF/STAT3 Bipln] 4k
Fr mESC 1L REMER T, Li 25 R H] FGF Z 1A B & R

1 KM-ES ¥ M4 B BR B E 142
Fig. 1  Alkaline phosphatase staining for KM-ES.
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PAEA ERK-1/2 ZH SO R S A 1l 57) SUS402 F0
PD0325901, PFHWr MAPK/ERK 485, MIh@dsr T
tESC &Y, STAT3 5 ERK-1/2 B AHE WM, X4
¥ mESC. rESC 4 i (1) B 57 A1 534k =2 [ 1) ~F- i
HARZE.

5 mESC A 42, hESC A MR R MR+
T ) ERK 35 M, MAPK/ERK 142 %t hESC f 1
7o B A b R LA — TR, iR R
B, R AT 4 A0 M A K 7 (Basic fibroblast
growth factor, bFGF) J& hESC H & B # L H 4%
LR bFGF SR Z RSB I5 , #%
1% M2 MAPK/ERK ZE 52 i, % hESC 2 BE P4k
Frfe )+ A R AR P BT KB,
e R 43 A6 hESC 3 fg & W ] FGFR-1 .
FGFR-2, FGFR-3, FGFR-4 %k, 1ML FGFR-1
1 238 i dw = U SR FGFR AR 5 410 il 571
SU5402 52 % #, FGFR 2 24l 49 %4+ F , hESC
W 2ok & A oA hESC £ BEM: il 2 15 2 B
X FGF Ay oK « 24 bFGF IR 7E 4 ng/mL R,
hESC M4k F5 7 214 3 Z 40P 24 bFGF % i
ik F| 8~40 ng/mL i, KiFs RGN R E AR IR JZ A0
JitL, 175 22 Noggin 925 (Noggin & BMP4 54T
)AL M bFGF 4% 100 ng/mL A, hESC 1]
A FARMERAPY, RH MEK/ERK {55 2% 056 5 ;.
5 PD980S9 . U0126, £ i# T3 hESC K /L4
fEPY) X 5 mESC., rESC ZREM: IR L A7 7E B %
2250,

HATHFFR &, 7% ES FE4IfL 5 hESC B A
104, bFGF R8A RUAE 5% ES £R A1 AR SETETE
B K F FRTE T IR BS B4 £ e A 4k
FeHAT —EERPY,

1.3 Wnt &%

UTAESR, WF5E &M Wnt i727F mESC 5 hESC
ZREVELE SR P KA Ty EEAEN, X ESC [
k. MRS . MRS AR B R 1R B
5 LIF-STAT3, BMP4 A2 A&, Wnt B
mESC 5 hESC 1y 1 3387 i/ HIPL A 2 — 3
fRIBY, R AE I A % 3 (Glycogen synthase
kinase 3, GSK-3) WIIGE, f#EFRXT B M8 F IBE
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Mk, 4iFs ESC i AR EHT, mESC, hESC A &
AT LA A &80 Wt 3842, 1M 244003 %5 35, Wt
ik IR IR HCY, SR GSK-3 s St
T3 6-bromoindirubin-3'-oxime (BIO), AJ AR
Ml GSK-3 WML, BN piEHEAF
R, TGS Wat 0TS S S8R, &L
4% mESC. hESC MIZREMRIRASFRILERE . Wnt
FITE REWS VR c-Myc 7K, T e-Myc MIJ2& STAT3
EEA L, 2B Wnt 38425 LIF-STAT3 HhHEIfEH
T e-Myc, LA mESC By £ fig 100621

HAR, Wnt B8 7E mESC., hESC Z gtk 4kt
PP IEREEA —5, AR E ESC R A, RH
Wnt BARBIEH (BIO, Wnt3a) I AREILAMNIEZ
e fA
1.4 TGFp/Activin/Nodal i&1E

TGFB & — MR ZE R, Bl 40 Mo,
& TGFP. Activin, Nodal Fll BMP %:0%64  BMPs
J& TGFB B GE coRI O, BETEfE# ESC A
B P ERARB R, (R0 Ll SMAD 48 i
I 1 fe3k, T 1d 2 000 RE A2 0 i e 28 T A e sk
P bHLH A3k, RT3 i ) i 28 3R G2 14 53
ARIO991 S HMEE Td 2R PR 23R40 BMP4 (1 4 B2 5
P, 4EFF mESC M ZRENES) (1R, BMP4 7E4EHE
mESC Ml ZREMERITE, 58 AE LIF MAF7E B A
RESCHER, X /A BMP4 BEif T ESC 41l i P iR 2
b2 504k, T LIF 3@ 3 LIF-STAT3 s 24l 1
BMP4 13X —fe 0L VER, EIE X BMP4 75 511
Id A RIREAIEM, Wi LIF-STAT3 L[ 4R
mESC 4l £ 5etE"), 5 mESC A IR H4EHFiL
Tl #SAAE S, BMP4 Jf N RE4ERE hESC /Y H FRHTHT,
R 2143 hESC [ 97 )2 40 M 7 5 hk R 2 40
436!, hESC Z kTR 2 BMP4 14554 Noggin
55 bFGF B4 A REAS LAAERFY . BL4l, TGFB # K%
BB Activin A Nodal 7EAR MUY hESC ik
7, hESC W5t % M, Smad 2/3 25T TGFp/
Activin/Nodal {555, fEAR LT Smad
2/3 WEHE L 1M Smad 1/5 £ THNHPARES, BEE -k
4z, Smad 2/3 {55855, 1M Smad 1/5 553505
SN TR BIO, W] LIRS Wt 3248 T

TR3F hESC AR EARAS, LAY Smad 2/3 W& fk
IR BR AL T 45 w8 7K

TGFB Z 5 % mESC. hESC ZAEMEAY4ET:
HATAEZNEM, (AHEX%E ESC Mi#EEH
HIFAT 0154 . Pant W5 LB, U Noggin 411
# BMP4 425, 24 ICM JRAREETS Nanog ik & i
F IRV R, Alberio FEWFFE AL, W BMP4
W 25 T EOR VR 20 B 1 % 77 2 A L A B 4
6434k ; M Activin/Nodal @48, $44MMR)Z 40 g i
AT AP AL, IR Activin/Nodal {553
12 S TE IR L 50 40 400 L 22 B e A o A v R R s 4
MRS, M A PRI R, RN Activin J¢
Noggin JFABERH I3 . DAMNIRE 404k, B0
Activin B2 SN H BMP4 {5k, XK & ESC £ g
(14 AR G A R LY
1.5 PI3K/AKT &%

WG EENLEE 3 3 (PI3K) = —Fh i B ik it
XPAHM R . A . RE . B S A I SR A
HE B B oy mE MR E T PIBK/AKT %
#24bF LIF, bFGF {55 i, 7E mESC H', 4 PI3K
SRR EL D PTEN SRS, K2 023 20 A JA 493 e
G1 W1 S WARHEAE , Wi ffi £ mESC #4585 k"™,
W PIBK HESPEIHIN, R BEOE LIF A Y
MAPK/ERK 4%, &% LIF Xt mESC [ 3% 53 1y
FEVER, 175 mESC 4aH 18 7, [R] i g A 1k st
TR AR T, i hESC #WF5E B, PIBK/AKT 5
MAPK/ERK 42, I AFFTEAZILAE M, &%) hESC
3 T (0 4 R A AE B N B BT PI3K/AKT
WA, g hESC HYFH, fEgmfitEitr k4%
ThE B BeAh, BFIE & IR A PISK R S HEA il 571
BHIWT PISK 3425 , K2 388 o b 0T B AR I S P21 2
T KR,

[T 5T %68, PI3BK/AKT &4} ESC ZAEME
AILERFVE 8 35 . FE VRN LIF iR 33 2 4 5544 F
i PI3K TEPEK & 38 mESC. hESC &Lk,
F W PBK/AKT 752X ESC (n: /MR . AN)
ZREMEIR A M AERF BAT T4y BB R AR R 747078,
Storm ZEMF 5% & B, I PI3K/AKT 4244 2 T84
& Nanog M Zscand FIEAE N 646 FhEEH 1 Rk &
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KR, M Zscand R IF AR 5 Nanog %&
PR OGIRT S AR 98 S B, — 40 i S 01 R i & ESC
HAEABE KR Zscand , T Zscand FeP¥G 2 T3
PR TCIEEMHE S, It PI3K/AKT 4%l g i i
Nanog 5 Zscan4 WiF 7 X Ji#: mESC My Z gt
HariFsR 28, PI3K/AKT @&42% 4 ES BE41 i
ZReME MR A T EERELEN, 5 hESC
FABL, e ES FEAA B I IR A b PI3K/AKT i&4%
5 MAPK/ERK &8I RAETEICAEH™); Brevini
SR IN, B8 ES MR MR AAAE LIFR, {H LIF
Al g PIBK/AKT &A%, #0154 ES FE4H 2SR fA
FITE AL, AT 4EHS % ES BRI Y 2 A 12820841
Bt B3R5 mESC. hESC ZRETE S VI K15
S, FRATAELRF ESC HFE ik b, il Xt 6~8 d
PR ICM AR AR B ML A% 405 , S N LIF-STAT3
Wnt 5 Noggin {5 5i&EMARIEH T (mLIF,
hLIF. Wnt3a. Noggin), {HZ5 R R4 ES H4ETR
JE D A R AE R, DR R W R PERR AT, 4R
HEL BT, BRI (B 2), wi Rl
R TF IR REA S LR 482F ES BRI % A= 50k

E 2 mLIF. hLIF. Wnt3a. Noggin F& 7 B L4548
KRR TR B R ER

Fig. 2 mLIF, hLIF, Wnt3a and Noggin fail to maintain
self-renewal of ovine ES-like cells. (A) The 10 ng/mL mLIF
and hLIF fail to maintain self-renewal of ovine ES-like cells
(Alkaline phosphatase staining). (B) The 100 ng/mL Wnt3a
fail to maintain self-renewal of ovine ES-like cells. (C) The
100 ng/mL noggin fail to inhibition of differentiation of ovine
ES-like cells. Scale bars=50 um.

2 XEESC % e bR AR

HHT, 2% 5 ESC BT M — A0 I )
JEEZ % F ESC W ZREME RS, X W HHFBWITE
AR TC I RN O R e R B R
# ESC. T4k, W53 M POUSFI (POU domain 5
transcript factor 1), Sox2 (SRY-box containing gene 2)
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1 Nanog %% 5% 1%t mESC . hESC ) [ 3 5 Al
SMERA T EEREN, HENRIER, ESC By
AR PR, Rz B e, =
BRI, R EiREZ R ESC A IR B AL
AR 5 o> TR R, ks ESC 1 A 3
SR SRR, RZIE LT ESC ZREHEAL I 1Y
¥ k——POUSFI . Sox2. Nanog®™ ™,

POUSFI XN OCT-4", A ARG L&
A E ST P, R R A T 2 2 Re A0
DNBEANA . DR AR ARG AN . BT ARG R A
SRIRJZ . ICM FI ESC 4R, J& mESC Fil hESC
A 2 RetE o FArED, HAr, £8 POUSFI
LA C 25 20N, fdE Fgf4. Uifl. Opn.
Rexl/Zfp42 . FbxI5 1 Sox2., H, Sox2 1£/N R
TR A B Ak AR R B AT, AR/ N R
IRk, A 2 7E RSN MR JZE 1 2 BE P40
M ik, Sox2 Fik & FEARK 32 mESC )% 57 4h
JURJ A3 A R A5 R 0 1t B Sox2-/-28 78 ff /N
B 00 B G R RE R A IR 2 3 5 R IR iR P 720,
KW Sox2 JEHERe /N U WIIR G K 5 BT b i 18 e s [
T o Sox2 5 POUSFI BRIV, JE[IFH 1L ESC %
FEIMIRIE S Ak, TRl LI e ffh 3 %) Nanog %&
KlJe ESC Wist i A i 7 — A Z et £ 5, &
AT NG & B L FE o ICM Z REVE A0 TR 13 ke S B4
HI, [RVEE 34 m] A 45 A1 PR )2 240 i 22 R 4 R0 B 1k JH: ) i
U NRJZ (950168, AT #E ESC .EG (Embryonic germ)
F1 EC (Embryonic carcinoma) 45 22 RE 4 21 g 4Gl
FNOOT LA mESC . hESC 2 A M: Y G B i S R
FUU, B EW], BAR mESC 5 hESC 7B A%
FMAR AR AAE AR R EARTE 235 22 50, H2EA]
H) Nanog NSRS A SS i

WA, S L T4 (Induced pluripotent
stem cells, iPS) WK JGH#] “Yamanaka [HF”
(POUSFI ., Sox2. c-Myc. Kif4) IRERYZHT A,
HFRFE ESC ZREME ML S N e BRI T B =%
K #5 . 2006 4F, Yamanaka % FH % %% 5% 9% 55 8
POUSFI1., Sox2. c-Myc. Kif4 5 A/NEIRIG T 4
20 L SRR /N B TR B IR T AR A b, S TS
mESC AEH MR iPS 40P, Z )5, Yamanaka ¥
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iR 4 D ESRIN T AR RR AT A, A
WIS T iPS 4, 5k [EAY, Thomson 5
N ARTE T i TG LT dE A i Ao B
hESC FEAEFAEAY N iPS 4, JIFAS ] A 2 At A1 8
R EEE MKk, ®EE T POUSFI, Sox2. Nanog.
Lin28 %5 4 AFENUON | park 25 % B POUSF1 1 Sox2
TEE R EN iPS AR BB, ERX 2
ANEE SR T4 H T K iPS dI LAY 220 REVE L 1T K1f4
Fl e-Mye BIVE R 2 A4S Ye o i i 2544, FF POUSFI
M Sox2 W& A, LIRSS SRR, Wik —2
HIEA 1 iPS Z WG REME VS ik Btk POUSFI. Sox2 1Y
BHEAEM . Huangfu 55 R FHZH 2R B £ 196 S il 41 ol
N, ¥ POUSFI 1 Sox2 3 5 A FI A J Ik i £F 4
A, T3S T iPS 4!, Kim %% 0CT4
5 Sox2 Bl OCT4 %517 AR/ 2+ 20
i, BLZNARAS T iPS 4UAUOT, iPS M EARAER
&IPS WIS RN, A%< E ESC Z gtk ik A
M BEARAIL T S A6 . BFER W, SRAT iPS HiA,
S AHLHE POUSFI ., Sox2. Nanog TEMNBIZFEMA
A LAI3RAS 5 hESC £ TA: )= RR R AR R 3 2
REME T4l e A @ iPS 4RI ik A 1A
MR ARE

HHTAZE# ESC WF5 %W, mESC. hESC Zfi
Y3 THhrE POUSFI . NANOG ., SOX2 TER & %1
S R Y PEE B Y Hein, POUSFI . NANOG .
SOX2 FEHBRAEA . . ILFERIRK) ICM KKk,
FEESEZANAE . PR 40 v )R g g 175121091100
EAFEENE, LRZRMES iR ICM 5% 5%
J2 4 M e Y s L AEAE 22 0], Pant SERFSE K R -
NANOG 5 POUSF1 764 ICM 5 3% 2 40 %1~
ik, 1 NANOG BRTE ICM i~ 3Rk, 18 ICM
¥ 5 A BT kU0, W9 KB POUSFI |
NANOG 1) mRNA N H IRy E AL 407
ICM ik, M7ERNEE TR 240+ mRNA Kk i
F AR Hall S5 %) 11 d BB IRBRANIRZ 5 2%
FRZAMMNT LLIFFT, % FL POUSF1, Nanog, SOX2,
FGFR1 7EAMIR 240 P iy 2k e e s gty HAR |
M ICM 5 AMIRZ 4 i & AE B W54k, POUSFI .
NANOG . SOX2 W&k A W] i Asfpro-1e -

AR AT IR I % ESC ZREMEAR IR PEF 4R 1L
TR, A, EAREENE, RERK
POUSFI . NANOG . SOX2 W 3E [ Rk 7 id 27 2 SR
BRI, B Chio S5 K BL, SIRIMEIGHH
e, SRNARG ICM W POUSFI. SOX2., NANOG
35 i 3 TR 24t ™Y S ah, IR iARSh
B e, BRI nERE (KSOM 5 SOF) [al+:
X SRR R A G A 3k R R A 3R Gk R AR —
PEEE RO, L, ik N B AR REEE K
# ESC Z Rt TARME T, (EAT 5 ik — 20 i LU
N, IS /N Nanog #IX ], X% ESC ) NANOG
FER N RS SHAFRER IR

3 HE

HBARFZFH ESC IR CHIRT 20 24, HHETH]
WG MMM . L LX) mESC. hESC £ etk
Iy TR 225, 4% mESC. rESC &
B, WHIE A& ES FEAHMAE Y2 E Rk, X RIS AR TE &R
b Re % E ESC HA HrEEfis R L it
4h, W& mESC HFRIZEALIRA, —FRIEH mESC
W F R AR 4L (40 FAB-SC., EpiSC 4
L) BRI, BEFEERNY, X SRR B 4i i RT L
10 3 TR BRL ) 5 35 A5 PF R e 4 AT B 48 mESC 2 R
(A W R S R e b K B ES BRI
FAB-SC. EpiSC AW stk 22 5, ¥ 23 W % & ES
FE A 7] 22 RE 1 T 1) i e A8 S (B O R i 425 5
Hh, {EBI iPS BFREAUR , TFSEAHE iPS A2
FRPE I ZRetEdERF R A2, Koo Eg . HigR .
YeoE s B R LR 1% % ESC HA HrE
TR SE L,
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