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embryos or pluripotent cells, offers exciting promises in basic and applied research. Adult cells can be successfully
reprogrammed into pluripotent stem cells through various ways, including culture-induced reprogramming, oocytes-
mediated nuclear transfer (NT), cellular fusion and induced pluripotent stem cell (iPSC) by expression of Yamanaka
factors. Supported by grants from the Major Research Program of the National Natural Science Foundation of
China, we have carried out a systemic research focusing on oocyte-mediated reprogramming and obtained the
following achievements, including optimization of the oocyte-mediated nuclear transfer, establishment of haploid
embryonic stem cell (haESCs) lines that can be used as the sperm replacement for producing health semicloned
mice (so-called semicloned technology), establishment of monkey and human parthenogenetic haESCs (PG-
haESCs) that allow large-scale genetic screening, revealing that the important reprogramming factor involved in
oocyte-mediated reprogramming can be used for generation of iPS cells with high developmental potential, and
establishment of the oocyte-mediated gene therapeutic strategies. In this review, we summarize our original works
about basic and applied studies of oocyte-mediated reprogramming, and discuss our future research interests.

Key words: oocyte; cell reprogramming; nuclear transfer; haploid embryonic stem cells; semicloned technology
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EEMEEY, BTFMWTEs, AR
R B A AR TC T MO B T A R R ) — A5 AR 52 b
9O, R—FhERKA R E RIS ks I
W ot PEAR SO F DhRE I AR ARG . IE
AR DL AN [FR 2 ) 4 B AR RS (AR S R 3R
MIBALAEM, B IRFA AR G HAh 40 ff 4
ek, WA WE P 0 AT B Bk B At I R
eEgmAE Y, WEMEENTEE 2 M, B
1495 (cell explantation)”™ ¥ #% Hi (nuclear transfer)™ ',
Y1 Jifa i & (cell fusion)” 1 iPSC (induced pluripotent
stem cell)™™ S H AR . H wT B A 20 4 i
YnFE TV LA PSC HR . 2006 4F, 111+
SR UR R AR I i 35K Oct4. Sox2. c-Myce Al
KIf4 DU s R SN/ R AF 44, 5 5%
IRZ R T4, MULI I iPSC HA M FE"Y., &
10 219K &, iPSC 15T 5 XZ i 2 1L,
AL miRNAMY, ELE A UL e g Y
7 0, (HiE T iPSC HARFE S £ 68 T-41
ML A Ra e MY, A R AR 1)
#2455 U (copy number variation, CNV), 5 ¥ [¥]
TN AL 280 1 B, 4T iPSC 7R AR R 2
DL IR MR IG T S T TR S, SR AEE LR
AR TR . R, N bEroR, 72—
BE o 2 78 9 B iE I g R 7 5. 1997 4,
“Dolly” 2 {0 [l tHFF J5 7 40 & gm FE 0T 70 TR AR P,
e e B2 T NAZAEAE IR G 140 M 1R va o7 e e B At
P 1, NEAE SR T AR R . AR
HEKIAE G0 TN S E A2 R I, fELLF
JUJT T HUAS T — SR 5T AR

1 BIFNSH&BE

I A HE 2 18 ) 0 A A o AR Ak 4 200 i 1y %
LA it fE . S O 72 i AR A FTUE
WOE G T e G, AE— DR NAR N KB
B AR B R P 85 R T O G T4 M &R . 1952 4,
Briggs Al King®™" & V¢ i Th HiuUKs 5 JE 41 B 1) 20 i 4%
R EuEonh, wRE AL 38U (Pipiens Rana),
MR TF T R 5. 1962 4, Gurdon™ 4
JIVifs (Xenopus) PN IV J2 41 B (1) 1% e s A% A% A3 N O
o, NMERAS 7 2 AT & s, S 241k
F1%) 24 B P 240 A% 0w DA 15 25 A% ek B O B O RO
AT VI BF 2 ) 23 T DA AL 1. 1997 4, o
&£ “Dolly” [ntHiERH 1 0l L0 20 B A th e iE
IR AE SRS B, TR T 40 2 g AR AT KT
Q. 2001 4, Wakayama 2 & ¥ OB A% R 48 7
TR /N B P A 200 i o o 12 PR 16 48 i R (nuclear
transfer ESCs, ntESCs), H A 3 N JZ 4340 Fil A= 5
W5 B A I EE T AR, HHTARBEANECR PR, A
¥] ntESCs #rZ& AR Ae R Thd . #2, 2013 4, Tachibana
2 Ui o R A RS AL A T R g1 i A% RS A
(somatic cell nuclear transfer, SCNT) HJViiRE, B R
AL T NH) ntESCs, MM A3RAT 4 1) ntESCs LAAA
ARG T 40 Bl AT AR ia 7 3R 4L 1 nl .

IR SRR, P AR R R AR
R, A1 O A IR A 20 B B 2 B ok A IR
MR A S FL4H M E g FE G K B B 2T
%, (HAZEARBEFE R, FEIBRIPFISEYR,
SRJEVEN ARG A% TR v B R IR (100% 1824%4))
JRVRE T HEAR A ). N T P AR Y,
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2010 fFEA LG SR TE 7 — A7 5 i R B g 1 5K
B PICHE 1A, BB /N BRI N R 22 4% 1 1
T, AT R A 3R 45 DU £ 44 (tetraploid, 4N) BG#
=AE1E (triploid, 3N) [IARR T4HIE R, A 30% [E
KR BE 8 T2 B IG T4 M0 2R, X8 12t iy TA% G ()
F 2420 1 10% FE R 20, AT B 50 25 4 12
AR R g B SR AR TR N B LR T
2011 4F, A< S0 5 38 ik v HI0ME T B0 515 A IR iR
) 2-cell IS S AN BR 23K 73 13 AN BRI K T (round
spermatid)( &l 1B), 3R73 1 1E% B9 G T 40 i &,
I3 DU A RN E AR B PR A T IE R /N, E
B 2-cell By BV G B9 79 A4S O 2R 1 5 A7 5 9 142 F9)
Abjj [27]0

PRARGR M TR R AR B0 2, W HEIA
N % R T A AR A R R T AR A Ak 3z v T A 4
VE g B (A 20 o 5 o A% B *EAZ}?EI’J JRARE %%,
BFRBAETE 5L RS R RUE. R TR S
IR, ARSI E HARIE, /MR B R HSURIER
il (white adipose tissue-derived cells, ADCs) +,
ficf 73 25 1 B M i R 41 i (lineage-negative cells, Lin")

AT DA k% F% AR 00 LA 20 e, 1 BE PR B R 4
(lineage-positive cells, Lin") F14& 4k 5% 7% ) ADCs 1F
R A s ek e A e b AR, AR A
RBAT BRI THLHEI T, AL T2 5 SR EUH
R,

VA2 FUAE o B e A A 03 AR 1 Ji IR T e 5 4
MR B ki R X- QiR IR A . DNA H
S o6 B ST A TR RO A i A R A ik
FE I AL (9 25 5610 EF KDM4a™ . KDM4b il
KDMSb™ A] 55 2 42 o 4% B8 M 10 2R, Mk 4 i
H3K4Me3 3 W15 45 15 1 111112 7T B8 A2 52 el 4 248 fifg
AL E SRS PY. Wakayama SZI6 28 1 A4
M E PR R T FERH T “WFRINEZ 6t
| NS i PN TP 2 St s 2/ I LN R A 2
MR, R o e 1 350 8 A4 1 2 S W iG T-4H
fl & (ntESCs), 4R J& K5 ntES 41 ffd 7F A DU £ 74 2 iR
H RS TR /N B PO I AR DO A5 AR M R ARAIE B T
ntES AR 2 Rett, (H2& s PRI R AR 2 =
A v MG B R W ) B I DR IR R — ELUR Re A
FIEBAIF I, ARSLYE 2011 4-7E Cell Stem Cell 4%

A
lCIz
|=:>
EGFP Donor nucleus Pseudopronuclei blastocyst
R ,77',','!“'”" S
srclz mlz @ @
+CB
EGFP Donor nucleus Pseudopronuclei
7‘ {no CB)
B 18h
s ICI, mjecuon
—(f)— ®‘®=>
MII (2n) 1PN (1n) 2C (1n) B(2n)
C
— B
@ /
aggregated embryo aggregated BL clonal mouse
FD-4-cell (4N) without ZP

Az MIIGEFH EBIE AR, HEZANSGH INA/N IR A0 R Be BRIERS FIEA /N R AT R IR HI2-cel I 11, 48
SEANFURRAG T4 SR Co DS AMRBARNE S SE B AR i B TR MR 2 A L e s o
Bl IRFNSREEE
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B ERIE T AT s BT, did ke e e A A
Mg 5 P A DR IR AR 2R 4T R & (1B 10), HEAY
JRRE RS HE J5 A R T IE 15.7% 5 (B2, IEFIRfR
R P9 20 A 5 o A T B DU AR AR R EAT R, A
JRNG RS G AR R 3.7%. X PIAS ELANH 45
REFHMIESE T 50 B BERRE TR AMIE 2 G 5 /2 70
WERAR K B R B B R, [ TR $3AIE B e e 3
WA AR i (% /iR )L, FEVRSN AT B A T4
i) HAIEH IR BERE.

2 IFNESHEGEERTARARNEILS
Rz F

TR AR AR T 10 G A AR B B N B AR
BRAL (< 2%), (H2, GP-F FiEN B T
(intracytoplasmic sperm injection, ICSI) & % £ /5 H
A RCRATIE 30% A B B A4 R A AT LA SR A AR Ak
BB AR R e . LR, BEEFATHAE
B 2SN R AR R A i R B, AR AT
FIRAAE L5 T7, v LASRAG /) R AIOHE B2 IR
ARG, AT LUK E B, (H2 h T 8 fik
HRRAE R B R o T ARk, Brb— B R AR
BRI BRAF ARG R . 2009 4, Hong SE46 % %,
DL T i (Oryzias latipes) JIMEFRA5IR 2 BE
2l & (parthenogenetic haploid embryonic stem cell lines,
PG-haESCs), FFilidyE A Gl I o7 3k 45 1R H 1R JE 4GS
ek R R U NS R e AN R R T C ISR AL SN
AT FR 2 N2 Fi 4 A (semicloned technology, SC)™*,
XTI TR 1 5 2 R 58 2 @ ST FL BN I
AR IE T4 5 o

2011 4F, Wutz S24628 ™) 1 Penniger 925 55 Y
S JE 8 BT ST /0N B AIOE B A4 R i 4
Z, ABATTR A M 2 % 19 7 7% (luorescence-
activated cell sorting, FACS) 231 T 444k B 4 R i
T S ARy . XA bR T B A IR G
TA IR E 2 A, (RIS AT DA B G B A5 AR 1
ATIE R P AL 1% « (HA, /N B AIOHE SR A5 IR fia
T2 55 8 AN, ORI s AR R AR
T £ TP AN AE SR DR B C R I, /) R IO B
AR VR Jiea = 440 JR A N O J5 45 21 17 DTOHE G 7T e
FHEHE AT i vk R B 2 B A RAN
AT 75 AT DA ST/ BRAITHE AR PR B A 44 VR G -4 B R
(androgenetic haploid embryonic stem cell lines, AG-
haESCs) ; /) B (1) AIVHE B A% 4% JV 16 40 i %) 2 1 D
CYERE 21 5KE 12800+ /I Bt AR IR B35 A A i

TN OGP F o2 e R B T AFE R

2012 4F, A S0 5 00 ik i R R WS B IR ST T
/N BRI BAE AR IR TG T4 i 2R %), s —Fd, 17
FEALI OF 7 P S OGRS TSRS - BB M, K%
R G R A T HEAG e R A% 2558 (I 2A4). BiR
TFER R EM IR, RE&E —ERIE T AR RS
eI, BOPNHE S A5 R G o ) IO S A5 44 i i
RERGBERE T4 R, @ik
BN, RABNBR T 5 PRIUME A ARG
T-AHA R o JE I O BRSO\ DICRE S5 A VR i T 44
Jitd (intracytoplasmic AG-haESC injection, ICAHCI) J7
% (KB 2B), BANRZAZETEE, LUK E S
FREINER (~2.1%), TATRRX BN R« N
fit ” (semicloned mice, SC mice). NA Z J5, JEH
S 5 RIS T A AT FH AU SR A B B T A e 3R
L FE DR /N BRBE AL RO F 70 R 2R B

FE I 95 1) TCST 7 A R 45 i 7 /N B & 9
~30%, A SIS S5 5l it ICAHCT £ AR 315 48 iR
(1924 5 B /N BRI CRARAIG (~2.1%). BE# AG-haESC
FEARIREI I I, X P “ 2057 BIRe 1B & R,
Fel R RN w2 5, 1X%e AG-haESC V£ A P
TR M A S AR ICAHCT 35 AR 72 28 1 2 5o 5 /)
BEEIT 50% LR BB MBS, RATRIIEN
TFHASFRIE (e EDIC 3 K] H19 78 5 A5 AR 40 i Fl
FiREHFwE AR I EmRIENN R, XA
B ic 2 R 1 o SR A T R S Bk SRR /N R G K&
B R E OB FE R, 27T DO i B R
KiESEm b/ N R AR, 2015 45, ALK
FRSE R EIC B R HI9 F G2 Rk
(1] H19-DMR F1 IG-DMR b Je, K13 T efssE M
R AR e B /N BRI AG-haESCs, Sl /N R H
AR EIE 20% DA B R, AR X R
Rt v+ R 55 CRISPR/Cas9 S e A B
MgEE, B — 7= RS I A [F B R 4l & R
s BN, AT I /N R K [ 38 4%
e Rt T EAR SR (K 20). A B, &
AT i b /) BRAIOHE S A5 AR IR G T-48 i H19-DMR A1
IG-DMR il /e, [FFESRAG 7 H& “IkE 74 1
71, MITTLERE LB Szl 1 msk e & & B,
ZJa, HABSLI EWRE T 5 FIR AN S0 45 R A
FAA I TR BT

FARE R IR G T4 B B A MR AR A . o
HTHREF—EREMA, 7THTRMEEF DGR
i g AL 78 HL Uk, B CRISPR/Cas9 4 A B
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Generation of AG-haESCs
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Oocyte AG-haESCs

enucleation

Sperm
injection

Haploid
blastocyst

“Fertilization” with AG-haESCs

B
“ PPB
PB
-
@ —_— —_— QPPN —_—

AG-haESCs AG-haESC Pronucleus Semicloned
synchronized injection stage mouse
at M phase into oocyte

A NI AR IR T 40 R (AG-haESCs) HU%EST; B: FIHAG-haESCHEE S IIICAHCIH A=A 2 i /N ;. C:

C —~\

—

\M“/
— -

‘-““‘:d OKo-Aoln-Esc. W é

Biallelic Heterozy, us
mutant mice pool  mutant mice pool heterozygous mutations  multiple knockin

A

RO B = IVICAHCTH: AR 45 A CRISPR/Cas O AR HEAT AN 7K - 38 % ik
E2 FNSHNRERERTHABANELS KA

AU RO AT L R g, gL 2s N —4K: 5
Ab, BAERIRTG T 40 B/ 5 0 s Ak ICAHCT R 45
% CRISPR/Cas9 S i itk $5 AR BEAT /N BT
DRI it 38 ot BB Dh e i BT, S T/h
R 1% B A IV I 1 24 L %) e 37 DA R R FH R 48 A
PR, TR R A AN ) A5 AR VR G 41 A
MRS, —BEAAERARMGENIRE] . 2013 4, &
SIS = T ST TR B ) A R AV i T 4
M, FFHEAT T R Y, B R A I B
WR B T4 2 H AR B BR 1], 24 R AeE . 2016 4F,
Benvenisty Fl Egli #5140 7 DA e A 520 = ), 4
JE BN TN B RS G T A &, AT
NNKEEH Dhae 7o s 4L 7o TR HArxT
N PRI B A R i T A M ) 2 57, ARORAEAE AL
FiAR CLRACER P PR )

3 UIFNEMERIEZENATIPSCHEA

BB AR S 2%, (HRE AN ERG
TR S = RN R B RE. 1PSC A i
B, {HJE T K iPSC BRI 3 10 2 Be T 41 i /7 7
SRARFE M, AT RREE L B
S PSS R RSB AL 2 A i 1) e A )
[Rltk, iPSC A B IEAFE RS T 25 (] . Ak
W S ARG R T E G T 40 (ntESC)
iPSC 7EZ REMEFERIFIE . EICIRAS . DUfEIARAMERE
TI~ BERRE ST B8 7 DA B 35 R R0 O T ) 25 S 1Y,
R IR AZ e 1 KR I R G T 48 MR N R B T RE L

iPSC .

N7 SR RS, WEEZBET SRR
H AT BE N R AR TR B 2 RE T A A kS B AR 1 A
T, IRATEE T 10 NEIE 7 EE IR RS B R =R
BRI, KIL Zscand Ge B3 ¢ 5 iPSC FITE AL
I PR S R A I ) DNA #3455 e o #E— 2Bt
FLIN, Zscand BN PO AE K HE 2 2 240 M 1) o AL,
F A2 e 12 4 PR s bz X DA % S i A X 384 ) 5
tH T Zscand W1/ NFa € 1 55 4 F5 4H Mo (1 JE 5] 44
iPSC [ i 15 3] 7 & & Mok 3%, 19 bk R A 11 #k
(58%) 1t DU s 44 3 iR 3 5 e 6 3k 453 58 42K B iPSC
B/ B, Tl A% 4 iPSC J7 53R 15 (1) iPSC 11
A 1 PRRE S 3RS 58 455k H iPSC /MR, IX 4k
SRR, AR ERESRES, BT 2Rtk
2, IR R e e R TR R BT
REMZ R T-AIML s E X EEAMEM @ X —45 %
R YRR iPSC, N T HEARSARME T E
IR K .

4 BIFNSHELRBRATT

W5 T4 5 ARMERSZRON, Hm
AR T EmAR R AE, s T A . W
TEBEAENT OP T Bl 2 A i A2 B B T o (1) st AL
TRRE, W2 A AT B AL B 1) SRR AR AR R AR,
o6 N g e B 2 1) 5 L. CRISPR/Cas9 %
AP B RS R R A 7, BRSSO
i} Cas9 mRNA Fll sgRNA 1] LA — 5 R 1555 K 4 1)
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ZINER PO R 3K Al B2 B o IR B R S A
DR SRAE S 38 45 505 2

T Wy iF CRISPR/Cas9 4 A 2 75 68 FH T 15 3%
BRI IBEGR, FRATIE R/ BR (P B 3844 e A 2
HHATHFTE o 2R/ IN RS B TAR I Cryge LA,
PR A PRI R B T R AR VR L, R AR
AR A /N R EDR B REAR . FRATTBETT T £
A% Cryge JE R () sgRNA, i i B # %% sgRNA
Cas9 EAZE TIZAEI G, RIA 13 FFiE
/NER (24 H) I E W BRER VA & (1 3A). BERNA
7 ATAE 1 — AV TR RS 2 BB A% S, B Cas9 7y
F4E Cryge FERFIAL AT T RETIE], IR T
JEAIE W IR . FRATHRIE sgRNA [FIVRFE B, i
DAF-AE 10 A8 7 10 B S8 47 p o 6 I 28 457 557 HEAT
DNA Wl PRI, 12 HE@r/hRd Jf 2 AfE—
AL EAFTERCEE I G . YR AN BRORT DU i AR B
ML CRISPR-Cas9 RSB HE 1 Cryge FEFL £ E|
TR, R A N S RS R TR Y, i
9 CRISPR-Cas9 $i AR T BN FBAE BT VR TT 0 7
PRALT 2B R

SR, I BB R AT 56 0 7 VR AZAE P A ) 8«

A

WT allele I -——— ——

— R RE 13 KA DNREEE . R AEIEE D
(R LRI G o 3K PR I S 72 I PR S, AN F8 1 4
R T FRRIR LA, FRATIE SR RS R T A 20
WAL BIRIRIT HISEmS Y E e, M A BEN R s
RS T RS R T4 M R (spermatogonia stem cells,
SSCs), MMl 7 4LFI 1B AE R AL . SSCs 1J LA
EARAMC B 77, IR Re 4 RFAR e R B A R,
FEHE 23E I 1V e AT B T AR B 20 L) S AR /DN B
SR ERENE A DI RE M HEVERC T A . FRATTKE
CRISPR/Cas9 # N SSCs v, il i 5. 41 g 14 58 1) 7
NV T —RIBKRE B SSC gl &R, b, XF
XECA ) RFEAT TIRAHT, EEEH L LT =A%
PRI AN RIFEAT R R SEES ¢+ 1) Ji sk B PR 2R o i iy
PN RARNL (T35 OB R 5 2) Jm st Pl B S A7 500 7
B A L DR ZEL 0 7 58 ANAFAE B 0] R 5 3) iR
SE EIC 2k DR FH A 45 o B 4 R 4H HR A 0 1
SENE 1) SSCs 4 +F IE 7 R WL st AL Fe 1. &),
WXL A BN RAR NS, 3R15 T 100% fiE FR
/N B (& 3B). CRISPR/Cas9 37 AR 41 3 1 A4 JE 4
ML AL A8 5 9 NFEFL G T4 4 7 5 — 208
o A5 BIRE R B IEIX —H R B e N BT

——
e ALy 2 :l)ml, oo wvlinmu

Cas9 mRNA+sgRNA

¥ L

X \ <530, /v Repaired offspring
~0—-@
S

Wild type Cryge mutant
(Cryge”)

o)
/ Cataract offspring
— ()— .
- 9-@7

Wild type Crygc mutant
(Cryge”) ?
Cas9 mRNA+sgRNA+Oligo /‘
Repaired offspring
01ig0-1(89bp) «--veve-e- TACCGGCGCTTCCAwennennes
HDR based on
e exogenous oligonucleotide
Dﬂrﬂoﬂ

B

CRISPR with or w/o Oligo

to repair Cryge
¢ g
B P 4 Pick single colonies =
N e N

J Crygc* -8SCs \w s o

FACS of SSCs harboring
CRISPR plasmid

Cryge* male mice

G2
(\\ﬁ//

Y.

| N —

/| 000

FACS of single cells

5-GC - CTTCCAGG-3'
3.CG-GAAGGTCC-S'

SSC expansion fro

Off-target analysis
=>| Genotype confirmation

)

Imprinting analysis

s )
@ AL
—ry

RS without EGFP

ROSI
Embryo transfer
......

FACS of RS

2 months later Transplantation into testis

A: SZFEINH CRISPR/Cas9 yEHf = %A @ I W Bist /&7 ; B: CRISPR/CasOFUE J5 41 f /it S8 AL R Va7
E3 BIFN SRS EERAET
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