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B IR A% (somatic cell nuclear transfer, SCNT) A7 4611 b A4 f frt 2 DR 20 3 ok 7 4 72
WA BRI IR R & A BE RS . (102, MR A2 R KM ERAERN, ZES - MCEy
A AR 200 it o 4 P A A e MRS, AR AR AE I 1) RN RR B A IR AN 8 A 1. [N, DNA I3
PRI S S 5 s B R iR R B RE R R IA M OCER 3 2 — o Rk, IRAWESL 35 DNA AR 1 1) 4y
THUEE, RITDNA 2 H A0 AR A A 40 P 25 g Rt ol B2 wp oy 6190 A €0, AT 38— 20 38 va (AL Ak 4 i 2 4 2
2, femum MR A, O TR0 MAZ A R R 1 B E L .
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DNA-methylation modification in somatic cell nuclear transfer
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(1Shanghai Institute of Medical Genetics, Shanghai Jiaotong University, Shanghai 200040, China; 2Key Laboratory of
Medical Embryo Molecular Biology, Ministry of Health; Shanghai Laboratory of Embryo and
Reproduction Engineering, Shanghai 200040, China)

Abstract: Reprogramming of a somatic nucleus to a totipotential state of supporting embryonic development is
thought to be essential for successful cloning by SCNT (somatic cell nuclear transfer). Due to the evolved
capacity of oocyte in normal fertilization, SCNT-induced reprogramming of a differentiated nucleus to a totipo—
tential state is suboptimal in comparison with adequate and appropriately timed maternal and paternal genome
reprogramming ensuing normal fertilization. Meanwhile, DNA-methylation pattern is one of the key factors
which affect the development of SCNT-reconstructed embryos and gene expression profile. Hence, thorough
understanding of the molecular mechanism underlying DNA-methylation modification and grasp of the knowl-
edge about the role of DNA—demethylation in reprogramming of a donor nucleus, further enhancing the efficacy
of this process and the developing potential of SCNT-reconstructed embryos are likely to have a significant
impact on elevating the SCNT efficiency.

Key words: DNA methylation; SCNT; reconstructed embryo; epigenetic reprogramming

LRI, A AH 25 5300 1) A4 4 v 50 40 T i o
B AT AN R AE T AR AR ),
WARELR . BERIL. BB E . D ILE M
WP R G0 5 . sl fa . IERE. S Dhae =
ATABE A L I 2y PR A5 5%, ] L &5
hBE R ILEGEEHE” (large offspring syndrome, LOS) [,
H, A H I e B s ) HS AR AT IR
AL XA Ve AT XA e U A T s B s &

MR ALAE A, Mo AR R AP 8™ . H A
N, XA S AN M FE g RO, ANRE SRR IR
RIEH KB AR R, X TR IR SINE T et

ks BEA: 2009-05-11; {&[E HHER: 2009-06-19
EE&WB: EXAREERESIH (30871379)
Bif{E# E-mail: yanhaojustin@yahoo. com. cn; Tel:
021-62472308



554 Bl 5 DNA WL S R A AL AR 1 K R 543

PRHEAT B A A O RELH MR, K A4 4N i T g e
PSP (1= 3 w7 A28 1 /ST e/ U 0
A b oA BRI A A AT . I,
B Fh G HE I BESN M T g FL ARG i ok A et
W& T, Mg EEBEN R RAEENE
X
1 TWEEIEIHHLHI

YRR IEH K GBI TRe G E AR G
B B HLIE R R M TR R A R o 761X HL T 325
H— M ——41 03812 (cellular memory) . — M
Yo () BT 40 R BRI AR R s P, 3
SEHIEH S AARRIMRIFIThRE, T L L
RN R ea B & T, WEs) 7—4&
HIEEIRIANN >3, HIRIRAE T FK. Feng %51
St an i f7-/EAME (apparent) MIAFE (intrinsic) P
FMILNZ (epigenetic memory) : I 752245 T
RO 4 R FCRp 8, T JE 3 WIANTRZE . 40 o1k
S G MR A7 T A 5 s N 5 AR s DR I T
BR, HAMEICAZRN DT i AR R AZ RN ) £ B
X SR TR FE PR TR RE S R AN i e Ak S R TR
MIUTER . PR M L AR o P2 80
Z T CARRATAE, RMBALAEMHLHI AT E . X
FEL AT LAZEAS SO DNA SR A B O T, CRAIE A AR
R B RE S ik . o, DNA [ H
FEACTN AL FHE M SO A FEZERPLHITS . AR,
ANF T4 B, DNA R A & ph—JE 1),
R EReMAT. FEA 5 [N o fafifn &
2, RS L AN ACIZ RN, WAL A& M
HURIANT, #tnl CLE BN M i) SE R B A, K4y
A4 M2 A2 SCRF IR G K B A Re RS . Al
W B 95 VR DNA 1 HE IS4k 5 A4 A RS A2 TRD 1 5%
Ro
1.1 HEABEm Ed4pzh, dEaMued
A% MR SE RISy 2, W s I R R I &
BB, Wdl A p) R i MK, FERITE
JE G IARFREH, Womth. FIitth. B
by ZFE A ADP— AW AR IR B A J
YD RE ) 2R E R AT — R A B . 41
HHHEWEKRFEE THERBEEHEBNEL SR, X
Horpr, 41 A SR B B S B IR AL 2
—o DLW SE G bR, SkHIgsBmsRal
H 15 DNA 2 RS, AT Y C T IR A2 ot alde 4
RE ERAEN—FME S, SUBHHA M F4l

5418 H 2 TR B H S R 2 1) B AH AR
R, Mg e B8z MR ZRE, T AN ST 1%
A e gL o AT, 3 1T e BE DR R SRk T
8 28 W R N A [ A I 2 DR SR v R 1) b
&, M2 S A AR S A
1.2 DNA WEALEM (e FLsh#h, DNA FIJE
Ak AE DNA F L #32 F (DNA-methyl transferases,
Dnmts) FIMEAAEH T, fEAERIZH CpG A% 1R (1) i
WENES BcAr AN GG — A ORI T SE IR o L A
Y1 E 5 CpG )P FIRER CpG Bo Hflith, En
FLAWIERA L) 2. 5 AR AE G 3 )T — 4 T4
CpG 5™, P4k 2 e /6 T4 AL 5 3))
T, (HE A T AL e R R . X T
WAL 5, CpG B F AR 2 v
kBT RET, ERAREEIE T Egmft. Frw ik
AT IE T RIS OGP 22 2 — 17 AS[A 2 ) DNA
LA LA AR ae. Hrb, Dnmtl Hi377E
DNA EHIE R, LR E I A DNA GEE 3
fR 354 BR A DNA L FREEAL 45891070 Dnmt 1 X T
FEDRI A ORI S I e Fr R 2R . P RE4H
Ji e )V 2R Dmt 1o 1) 471 93 24457 R 2R B8 DAL g PR G
PRIk . Dmnt3a A1 Dmnt3b £E ES 40 AR AN
AR, MSTES M. FIIRAG. M
N VRS R A 5 20 1 e B0 2R S DR A MGk RS A, X
TAEWARAE R E R ARSI @A AR H B
guiniel 4R, Dmnt3L 5 Dmnt3a A1 Dmnt3b AH
HAEH, L2517 MM AT 5 5 5 R B )
Tk B2, I F A fE RS 7 0 & A0

ity LB A7) 2 DR 20 1 F AR A vl e A S R A
W, BPEPIE ARSI AL PP A, T
R R RIR AR 2 2 HEOIRES o ARG A
M, DNA [ HIEEAGIRAS S B0 i i B DA K
H g g (1) AL S T e U R AR . WAL
DNA 234 FH AL s ng 455 R T VO IR 45, W
MEHEMEEMES, FHEGANAEA L OB
fifg ] E— 2R R Rk . AR BRI DNA AT 4%
UG VE, B A i a L, SR T i Ik
{6 DNA H QL8 R 25 805, AR TRk 4.
MNIXAS S A, s 1) FH AR 21 1Pt S BEL A
B MAER . B, S5 Ak — R A ikl
hy 0 JTUR G IR AR AL SE N £k € A5 DNA (1) AN G
ZHEAL.

ZAEK, —HINNH T DNA HELEB R A7
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76, DNA [P HIEARAS S R4 iy — 2, A
A, Wate i, —ANERMMEEI AN AT fE
e A o — R A R R OGRS e Rt R S . (H
ST, WISV M R ORI S, Ak T
XA, 5 FL U R 41 v
FERTEAVE,  AATTA 30 DNA () Ak HE sz 2 A mp 3
RS, AT BEAM RS A 5 AR A AR A Y. 1)
AR XIS A A A 4 A A R MRS 1
TRRR AR P EL A o BRBR 22 1 BE DR B e L s
HEREMRESBAEE BECR, RIEA R0
JE KRB ARG RIS Y . AT LU DNA AL
T DR 2048 i R 3k A 4 U THD (2 2 FEME AR 4K

PL IR LR ey BRI i A 20, (HAR ey
FIYL T IR G A CpG By (1) LA A2 41 i ac AZ g
FRAN M IR I SE AL . ERERE A, R AL AL
il HEE A DNA R 5 A5 AL PR 20 i (1) EE 2 R 1
L, XK E R A REMIRA, $E5 SONT kR
HAREZERE .
2 {KYMAEIZFE1E S DNA ERE{L

BARUL, BIHET NI, AR AT
A0 1 2 W35 A% T G it e v SE IR v, (HAR BRI
W SR ARAT IV IG BT BAT B 708 9 R e g4 T 1A
JR / BEJSESE N2 I YRR G, AR R R VE 1K T A
JVR 1) T Gt PR A IR Tz A TE B R . MK e B IR AT
(MR R LA &5 T LUE Y, VF2 000 1)
FR R FIEAIRSHA IE W, SR e H 2 8]
() LA AR AR A F] o Dean ZE00VRIN, AH4H
N3 B R AEAN ) R B WY B4 L DNA FR AL 1
DU o RF 1SR B2 R G 0 o I IS 1 Lt 0
B, P DNA H AR DO AR o BRI
DNA AL O ST s TR 40 i, B IL AL A4 40 i i
I EIRFEANTE A PR i IR 2 W AR AE M AN B 4

e bR, AAfE LLIKCR B 1 A i i ax e IR
&

RERZHINERIRARER T 58 I &R
selE R . (HEETE AR T L pa B IR IR ) Te e
o IXHZAL T LR AR AL 2K . X
AU, PRI DNA e R R RAET
R B RSB HEAT ISR R B, AR DR B
ML AR, A M B0 Al T T
FEDO o JUE, eI R YR I H A U F) R 2t A o
FERG DL 7 ARk AR TEATREHLE .

DNA FREEAL W] 3l 1 B4 5 e s T IR 7 A

BTt e i PR 7 5 358 DRI 1 428 X DNA A AR G B 1 1K)
ghitys s s ok AR e TR 5, 1 T
TG0 X Gt A R i S5 DR B R A B ik 8 4 ik
B, kel 3R L R AA 1 H 1.

2.1 X- YefafkZRyE  DNA R FHIEARAE A 7E X- Heth
IR I R T e LA . X- R EARBENLR
I R BT X P AR RIS O I XS TR R 51 1
Eh. TEFLANYIMEE G R A R, BENLT R
4% X= Yetr AR [ XISTAE L S5 1 RNA J5 FEANEH %
T A2 B A R X 45 BIK 2R3 1) X e 44 (inactive X
chromosome, Xi) I, F4fLA—RFI ISt A,
A2 K 22 UL DR R S S i ik o 7 2R $2 211
ST, ORI X YAk b XISTIER 57 it AR 554k
(1), TAENEPE X e ta kot Ak s i B A
P 4 i AT ) 40 B G X G AR S B ATL R0, 1k 1130
FEE A S IR B SR X - Je R R yE 1T IX
ABLT- 2 BH IR 4% X— Y% €8 A 2% S A2 b 22 DR B2 i e s
Mo PR 4k X- Jetith, JfF—&K B AT
P, FRA VR A 20 1 5 T ) — A RIS ) X- et
e, AReREWE 2 — FIRRE . AR R B R,
JEAS R IR X— Sl BTSSR, 7EBE)S
IR E T, RS AR S SRR R L T X- e
AR L DR (1) S TR 180, 3R X— B L IR 1) S
RiE, BN IR E AT AR gmie),
XIST RNA HIPfHHE — BIFAG, 2R3 X- Qetofk batss
RAE— RN B, W H3-K4 L H 51k
H3-K9 FIH3-K27 bR AL, BEJS 35 K e s TR
SR IEIR 200, 2 AE 2 R HA AR i I S i v
RIL, B XISTHITIR, Wk X— Ge RS filiae
PIAFL T o feRE BRI, AHEMEIR G r)— L
SRRt B T IR S X- Bk, BEE IR
MRS E, XM IR a2 2 T2 (UE
PHFHH, R N V5 6455 v B AT P IR AR S 2 [R] 7
T AL FG AL )y MAFAEAE 22, ML g%
FAF R FELE MR FE 2, BAE 1993 4F, Yadav
SRR I, FH LS HEE MG, R G 2 SR
KRB BIFEM ., ARS8 (in vitrofertilization, IVF)
F3 B R S B S B0 ) B i ) T R 200 3
A FORIN, ARINEFEHE I AU R G &
BORE S ) AT S . EARANERE SR IEE 7 d,
M 2 B S R S & R T 2 I
R AR 200 fERE IR I I LIS I 5 R 40 iR AL RE 5%,
SHAEVE 2 PIEVE IR IG B A T B IS ok
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e, XA FRAMEE A THEEMR R E
M HEYE G IR B AR T H, AR
i, AR TR R E T i, B
R JUR 2 — SR AR AR R B IR A A R A T X
TR IR IE 3 200 R X — SEBH L R 3Rk o

X R T LASE o i G 5 IR R A vl
Bt e R BAE AT s K IR R K
e AEAAR Y RN T I M JU R A e U 2 i) 2 5
TR BIED, AL ALE], IF R 2R H B S
o, U S 4 A R RAA A 5 A A 45 5 i TR
#, A H IR & EROR .
2.2 JERENEE  JEPREIEE A FR R A S REXUT AL
S R 30 RS 7 A OR T AR b oy AR R 2R T B4,
A A SR AR B I8 1 S5 A e DR A AN [ 1R R R AE o
WAL, AR T oR AR R R st . [
FERCRIB AR TG AR R SE A AR ], 45 EZEAS [ b
TE AN RN, . — e o, BRI TR L+ &
A FEITAR T, PR AN TR IR B RS R T 46 T R
B35 [ I 1) 55 AN AT [R] o AEL I %60 1) B8 22 R A
—ANLFRRIE, BIARAET DNA HIEAG. Jd@%, B
TR PIbR AT A A E B2 X (imprinting control
regions, ICRs) [l DNA ) HIEALARBL H k. &
Dnmt 3a [, 7E CpG AETFIR Las 4 [ ALt
W, SO AE R R S5 BE R . R A AR (155
PRI, fECLS AT IR 1, B 24 5 2 b
SUREMERE T, 5T —FAIKH S BT, KT
THB, TR TR s AR . 7R3
Ja LA /NI, SR G e AR 2 H AL, 3R
PRl A SRR SR A ) 2
TR A 2253 24 G AR I ST EAT 1R, 5
IR BN RS 2 FEMTFLANIIRIG & G I, R
Z1 DNA [ F IR AR S SORAE T 808, BRI SE PR 41
DNA BT ML H AL, WAl DNA A& A
R A, B R TR A R JE 0 A I
FHIEACRAS 29 o AZYS RN BRI A5 2 IR R AN [RME A 7
X FETAFEBRIE R G WO BRI EDZE IR ik
G IE R B IU N E L, i SR E L PR ) vi% 57 A
WERIFA L E R KBSk nfiL, MR RE
M, SRARGENFERGER R RIE R CEER, 4
— RPNy, DR BN ) — R AR L 2
B TWHELSG LR E T, FEG ) LIIXG JLE 7
YL A AR AT IR . Jl, bRk
T8t AE [ AL FR I A 5 DRI ) -4 BRI AR P 15 5%

SIBER LS G L TR R 5 A5 S DR B 1) B
HIXFNEAS , DUORUFE REAR AR o S P g
BT, A2 MG B R R IR T e G LR &
PR EM A ERIEEEZET . MG R
PE, AP BERIA A 0 R M R 5E A 4 AT
TE P SRR . T LAy, iAo 5 2R
I EgmFEEM . Kim 557 el 2 R0 N 152 R 25 1)
JafEh R T 60 P2 Ik EE A . ATLAUE, e
FEZN P I VE 2 R sk A G B R B Dh e
WHIOCEY , Far b, —SREgE L R HUAE R A R
PEH IR EBEE (13557 A0 2 41 i rh Rk 1 5
RHBAE AR 7 o Wrenzycki SEBOMSER], (R TR
J G PR SR IR TP tau i DR AR — a2 1) T A
b Kk . Jouneau ZEPTURINL,  [m) R AL HRREA
/N B vt B PR S N VR G 1 4 R ) 4 i 1 4 B I A
e B E TR R RS ANVIEAG N, Hinl
PUAEMER G H 1. e AL i B i B A K
SERENR L, WAHKIRSS RIS IR BT A ) i 1980
ERULK, VR 2R RN I e B S A
AN [ B3 35 DT HE AT Y ) e i 1
2.3 R GRCAEERE R S 2 M Je AR
i P 5 A RN 7 b e B Ak 2 ) R AR R Sl 45 5 TR
FER EENIVE R o 3L b R sy 1 52 7 91 R AR S e i ot
B SE R 2 A% R A SR . O A BRI nT
DUF T SO R AN [ 40 Pl 4 2R ) A% 4
W s b B AR AR 220 00 o FEAR I e B SER
LS DAL PRI 40 B A A 4t i, ) A R o o
LA AR08 B ool B4R Y Wik sk A Ll
UL AN M, TComr it 25 I 245 R o Enright 250100
FIF 5- FMEF, —Fh DNA FH L EE RS B A 30561 4 b
FROEORAN M, IS0 4T 40 i 22 b1 41 i ) 3 1)
Go/Gy W1, RKRIE, HEPUEHAAHG mix il
WK Z AL+ S #1, HMmsEes, %% %A R
A E . Belloch ZFUVARE], AHLLE AL T H A&
HARZS 40 H e Ut A% A0 R B AR 40 B ko B9 1) 4
60 %) 2 AR A S IRk, L A T R R B Ak
., Beyhan 25V {ESE RIS Y B IIRFSER I, A
[ (A% 40 P %o B0 BF 40 B R R BUR AN, &%
FROAS ] % 240 >Rt P g JVA ) g P2 28R AN [
M EEE AR GG 2= 5 1 HRIEAS R A 40
LA Y5 ) B T L DR A 1 LR AR, R s S5 B M )
Zr W aSIERBEMEE R EKTPAR. 2T UL
TR, BATT LA BT A RIS Y AN [ s
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AFFR) 240 1 PR 6 17 400, 3 2 WA A 412 1 2% AN AH
[, A 8T XIS A KA . Schaetz]leinSE I
ARy B S R, A SRR VA ) B SR
AFAE— Pk 2B A (telomere elongation program) ,
FH SR T b A R I e AR RN, AARARE
JR B I (1) e 2 AN T IR B I 23R,
HETFGR T IRBG I B a4k, TR T P9 40 i A R g 7
J2, RIS A Bl A i TR A RIS DR 0k T THI 1R 1 22
AR . T LAIACA,  on S I I SR R A i 5 K T G
B, aRCEg AR S, 2 5 ) 380 vy bor A R 1) B
B, WM R Z AR I A SRR E T
FRNI(TR- AL DE N 7 &

BE SR TE b B S5 Hp SR A4 AR T 2 AR S e
RN SRR KGR e netE g i, X
BEPRA 1B S B AR AR A BRI 4 B 5k PR ZH DNA (T
CpG &) MR RE, & m A d e, BEAIRT
HEHPERE, IR ERERE . TR E
MDA WEMRR R TG, RN, H
HAHEEEME L.

3 KIMESONA EREMRINEBHAERIE

FIEHF AL, KT L4 DNA E i LI (4]
A EIRTE 2 . Simonsson Fl Gurdon ™ A B, i
SUREA M A 2 Ak ae o, HROERA —
ey BR A, U0 I PR A PP R s 1) AR AT A AL
WA K, ONREGR AR X b 25 FE AL R ) AN E
TR, Mt f & ks,

Byrne SEUSUR I, R bl K R 0 i e N gl BN RE
GRS 4 d, Octd FERA 1S DS, HIL T B
WHIER NG, W SR AEAZ S A AR A 40 v )
HIPEE AN %, XMERR SRS 2 d,
T KK F AL 1 DNA (3 AN 40 B ik ) B A B
BRI, A XA IR 5 o 3K AL T3 ],
S SRR A A AR B AR B, e
s IR R GE IR Ak I I L. AT 4 DNA 582
LA, BERRRIEA ST .

TE SO BESEIGHI G » 70 D A 240 i AR A VR it
DLW AL B, I o 2 R 0 B4 v B ) B
ff)o Enright 2518753 ji] LA 5- &M 1 Bl LA A2 )
5— A -2 — AR A TSA b PR AL A 20 i 25 3R WoR,
PLTSA AbPEALR AN 2045 3 75 m ) # M, {e
5- A 2" N M AL BE AL vh, EEAA IR Im) 24 Bl B
BRI, (HEERER I W & S . Blel loch &5
NN, IXIFFAER I 5- A 2" - A M A b = v B

R, 5 2 EA A R EEEAR ¢, Kishigami 4517
TE/ AL S A S50 v DA— i B2 1 25 S LA i 1 41
R AR R A (TSA) PR BRI R I, S5
ML, SCImAHATMEERS T 2 — 445, IEH7F
RILFNT 6.0% . HLARXSAN [R5 1 AL A 4 it R 2R
ANAHR, AHEIAN R — R 073 . 0/ B
A it LA TSA A PR BEAS (2 10E 1 - 40 Jia S5 A
2- MM E A P AL B, RN TR E
P& 180 Betthauser M [WRFFTRI, R %=
(nucleoplasmin, NPL), —Fp it Jeth i 38 12y
Yy, Retgdt MR, R AR . fERE AT
Ja. anlELh gy, AR AR LOBKI, it
R AE NTTEAN 100 ng/uL 3K 5, L4l pr4e
HIKE|T 42.9%; AL EA 500 ng/pL %%
%, SCICA PR FIAF] 48 % 1 [F LR 4] LA
28.4% . HARILH PIHLHIEA ARG 4, (HALT-F
P RF 40 i 7 g B T 1R 3G A K .

BAREEE M2 AL BERE S A — P2 Ll 2
EAEAR AN i 25 AL, 2 s B RE 40 i T g R AR 1)
ER, BT A st e, SUlmiG k& o
AR K, Eilertsen®EB50R) [ s i RNAFE AR
PO Domt 1, &P 2— 20 o 391 5 44 ik h
Dnmt 1 (NFIEW Bib, FMFER T 50%, 1M
STBAHRAE 21% . BlellochZEMKRIN, FKik Dnmtl
(AP 25 PR S A BE R (B2 23873 Dy e BRI 4T 4 4 i S AK
FEAL, MR 452 1 512 40 i (65 %);
T ASE FH A4 28 R 2 A 4 L 0 B AL U 25% . A
SCIGAE], RER Dnmt3a M Dnme 3b fE5F ES 40
SELHIEARSPY, i, Lluis f1 Cosmal™ #JF5%
KO, 7T Wnt/B-catenin, MAPK/ERK 1 PI3K/Akt
{5 50 g J—Be i S R - [k RIA, P A [
P40 M ) T gw A . Bui 5062 B0, A=k i
G REA0 i i M 2 A (e AR 40 L T g, A

Wieia R & DRk, Ho A Ae B B g s IR sl Ay
W42 r B RCR
4 g

g LATIR, ANMTOLBEHIAHE] DNA HE1L
ABAAE W 1 A= ) 5 DR B 25 08 U T P S S o
KR Z AR, DIATEA 2 A ARR IR
JiEa 25 DS 20 g P R B A 5 B 2 TV i B S B B )
I RO R 2 —, e w21k
IR RS A AR A 1 25 RNV AT )32 . IR
FH BRI BTAE o S IR N b 1 A 87 40 i 25 a4k
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