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Abstract: Studies in Jrosophilastemcell regulation have brought novel insights into the field of stemcell biology,
due to the powerful genetics of Drosophila and the basic anatomy of stem cell systems. In this review, we
introduce five well—-established stem cell systems in Drosophila, including germline stem cells, neuroblasts,
hematopoietic stemcells, intestinal stemcells, renal and nephric stemcells. The signal pathways that regulate
stem cell fate as well as the molecular markers in these systems are presented and discussed.
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{1/ BrdU Skdsic IE7E 7 24 40 ..

g4 il 52 31 Noteh 55 Wnt Y4545 510
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.
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