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DNA methylation in stem cells
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Abstract: DNA methylation, an epigenetic mechanism, does not change DNA sequence but instead suppresses the
transcription factor-DNA association, thereby regulating gene expression and a variety of cellular processes. Stem
cells are undifferentiated cells that can differentiate into specialized cells and self-renew through mitosis, and are
highly involved in epigenetic regulation. DNA methylation plays an important role in stem cell regulation and
function. Here, we review the current knowledge and highlight the most recent advances about DNA methylation
and hydroxymethylation in stem cells. Our current understanding of stem cell epigenetics and new advances in the
field will stimulate further clinical applications of regenerative medicine in the future.
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H30%:

“XMIBAEF” (epigenetics) J& Conrad Waddington
TERZ) 80 T FIH2 Hh I — T oRAE, T4 st
f 2 MR B AEY X AN BB AR Y. H AT R
W I8 A% 2 (1) 58 SR A 20 DNA 7 91 (1) B R 36
KRNI BE R IRAE AR A B, 2 0 A T 4 T B
DNA I EAR A (an g FHaEfh ., 32 IR A0 A i
AT EHT I R N FE AR ) 2R R IR S AR AT
(WH A, Z =M. LB A BEER 1L 55 ) A1ESw
fih RNA /S itz Y,

HumEng 25 5 AL H 2E4L (5-methyleytosine, SmC)
B MESH Y b i B ) DNA H AL B4, 76
FERFIE. GeREm . FERENIZE, X etk ki
AN I R 20 % 1k 2 i o ke o OB 1R B
DNA W EEA 38 5 5 Je DI AH OCBE,  4ERFE 4 1
DNA HEALIRE X THUAIE R K H £ R HE,
I, 5 I DNA R4 X5 V8 22 9500 (1) R AL
AR, AIEMZRAERE 7,

EM ALY, T4 R4, wred
SR AR IR A 22 i R E R, — K
Kt AWM E) TR« RIE TN PN 48 i [4]
) VI = 20 JHLRT A7 A b 78 08 5 i 2H 43 ) Rl
F4uf. T8 E R AP AR E T - K
TR AN 3 A — P a2 PR 40 H 2R 2L
AE /7o 164 B Rk M 5 0 W a8t A% T 4% 25 DT AE O
4 DNA FEEA . 2H 85 B A RIAZ /) 44 B2 3 X

)z W RGBS B IRAA K E . PERe ik
UUBR 3001 3 B PR R TR B ) 1 0 222 (R R
WAL RIS AR £330 K 1 2% DNA H LA
TG AT ) foc TR FURE SR HEAT i 2R A

1 DNAREALH#TA

DNA HHE AL — i IR R 4% 7 30,
Fe HEYRAE 52 2N [R] A U5 S A5 BT 7 ) SR 3£
T, PLS- IR AR Z R (S-adenosyl-L-methionine,
SAM) Jy F B fit &, il 3 DNA F5E % §2 il (DNA
methyltransferase, DNMT) FIAEW) AL, H H 2L 5L 4]
e ¥ 2] DNA Bl 5 R R € 254 b0 SmC 3l H & A4
LB R H b S A CG AL R X A
P #B. DNMT 5 J# ) = 4> i 5% (DNMT1, DNMT3a
A1 DNMT3b) 971 57 f- A1 AE % SmC (& 1). DNMTI
i 7E DNA i) i 72 b 8 30 A7 1 2 B 52 4L DNA
FR A X S 1) 380 G 7 b ol 44 R 4 L A 39 Hh i) DNA
AL, M2 N, DNMT3a f1 3b il 5 A F A
AR 7 (B HE BB AR SO s i) 1)
TSR B EERT  FH A R R X, DAl Ry et
M B2 46 M (de novo) W IEEERE Bl I VE s
DNA HURE AL AT DL — 2 40 ) 52 4% £ B 5 il il
411 MeCP2 (methyl-CpG-binding protein 2) 1 MBD1-
4 (methyl-CpG-binding doman protein 1-4)°"'%, ix &
WA AR RIS BA M EHRE R, e R

(o}

NH TETs

;
NH,
ﬁl «— HO | /g | NH
e
TDG, BER
Al A
|

NA

TDG, BER

DNA
C g9,  Shmu T
DN""TSl b\@{;ﬂ) TAID/APOBEC
NH, NH; NH, O NH
HAC TETs TETs TETs
3 | SN — HO | SN — H | SN — O | =N
e o e o
DNA DNA DNA DNA
5mC 5hmC 5fC 5caC

DNA F I # RS BEDNM Ts G dCfE 4L A5SmC, TETFH KR 4 SmCE M AShmC, Ik — B Al SfCHIScaC;  ShmCH AT 7E it &
i AID/APOBECYE ] F #6748 JyShmU; X S8{{k =W #8m] AR TDGIE R, bk J5 4 MIBERIEE 45 NdC. h4h, TETstn]

LUK ATHEAL A ShmU

&1 DNA SmCHENY R ERRENIFITESME
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GU AIEIE, XL R S T DNA H AL 1) &
E‘ri [11-12]0

TEARK P — B (Al py, SmC ER# N A A2 ME—
A IHel) DNA 218, E 3| 2009 4, WA
1 AT\ 38 1 5- F2 H L g 15 BE (5-hydroxymethyl-
cytosine, ShmC) 1] fg 7E & B FH#H £ J6iE 30 1 ke 21 9E
WEBERIEM Y, ShmC 41T 1953 4EAEME 1 74
gl ok B ", R BLAE 1972 Sk £E W FLsh i 3
Mo kI T 5ShmC, {HX} T ShmC 7= 4 ML 7E 1R
Ke— B 1E] A A R 2 U Rao A [A) SEATTAIE
B T TET1 (ten-eleven translocation 1) #& — Ff 2- i
% R RN Fe?' f fi 1 g, T LLAE AL SmC AR N
ShmC ", BfJE R FLEN], TET KEEE (TETI,
TET2 il TET3) v L% ShmC #F— 55 ALk 5- H ik
HE g 3 g (5-formyleytosine, 5fC) Fl 5- ¥4 3 Jifo 1% ng
(5-carboxylcytosine, 5caC) """ . 5fC 1 ScaC frI#BA] A
5 i es e DNA FESEAL T (thymine DNA glycosylase,
TDG) 89 V), I fih & J5 45 (1) B 5 V) B 12 & (base
excision repair, BER), 1Xfdi AATXHK#H SmC F i
BAEAE T AH IR PO D). ShmC AR K
SPAEH L Z (B A F B, HAE T 1 BP0 20 o0 S5 i 21
LA K IR JiG T 4 i (embryonic stem cells, ESCs)
HEEE, KARLMAS 10 4% ', ShmC —
FEAEHE N AAL S 25 A A2 g — > ) 2R
A1, SR BE JE W FCUE B, ShmC fg 8 A2 € Hh A7 7E
FRMi, FEBEE R A T RE AR RS 1 K B
1 5mC AH{BL, ShmC 7] DLy 5 () 28 (iR 22,
HHEA —E a2 ThEe .

BOTAE RS ALY, BAEShEE. 4l R,
iR, BEE ML AN IR A, KT —
Folt 75 J5 R A2 4 o A7 0 NO- HE 3 IR 2 g (N°-
methyladenine, m°A)***", R4 X LB 1ff 5% % B m°A
HABAERIBEER, (H Y £ D aed)
SRACTEVI IR R B o

2 DNAREALERIR T4 % sE T4 A
HI{EH

2.1 fERsFARAR PRI R FIIPSCsERiZ

U LB [ CpG HY BE Ak 2 — Fil s St R R 0
BALHLE], 7T Lt R AR AA IR Y. BR T CpG
AL Ak, B TT LUK BB S I 21 A 72 S RS | i
R e E b, X A R 30 ) DNAHT JE 46 1 B Oy AF
CpG AL, IFHAEMED R Z A . ALY
i, WA AR CpG AL RIE, anefa T4 B

Dnmtl XfF/NRIRIG R G BATT D, 1 Dnmel 7%
/NP ESCs A IEW M AIRER, HEr %
B B, Dnmt3a R Dnme3b &/ AR W% B b 3
(17, 3L i) OEL D 3 788 o 25 K] 2 BEL BT VAR 163 T 4 0 234
JR R H T R R R AL, (ELR I R R A
XM dERE B A Em ®, SRif, T 7 mESCs £
5 LINE-1 j58h I EE 741, (L DNMT1 X}
AL 4ERE R~ AL, T DNMT3a Al DNMT3b 1]
PL9R % DNMTI1 ) A 2 P9, DNMTI1 5 DNMT3a/b
(1) DNA H IRV 7E Kk & H ol & ¢ HEZ 1 E A,
{H & 7F = 5 i % Dnmtl”™ Dnmt3a”™ Dnmt3b™ ]/
B ESCs H1, REE5E42% A DNA HIE:AL, /MR ESCs
sk 4 BAT B R EH I hag B,

DNA H &AL 1) 20 A8 % T 15 5 M 2 e 1 41 il
(induced pluripotent stem cells, iPSCs) H Ji £ /& D A
/b, BORVEZ 2 BEJE R IR R 210 20 B A H
{2, BIZ:HI AL BV, DNA W R ALY K 47
iPSC ERMJFH 7, R LR8N DNA H AL
B0k, g LR Em AR . RSN
B FD N 2R 1 iPSCs A7 75 B A R s 4L 10421 1)
DNA AL, XA F) T H ek 40 f & 404k, 40
BR ) T FE 1 oAb 4n B 2R A o4 B FE E gm AR
& {5 T Y DNMT 1) 7] 5- %60 20% I 0 22 4 A2 2
RPEF 7410 %5 W, e LI ERY, £HFHEIE
WHEBEMEPREZEN, DNA ZHRE L&V L
REPEMRACL B, 5 DNA % 3L, DNA H
F b x} iPSCs HE 4w f2 %A &% vimk . Dnmt3a Al
Dnmt3b 75 W JiGF 40 M b s Rk, EZ Rtk @ )a
WeomZ 5 T . SR, ACahPE DNA H b IR A E 3,
ST RN RN 2 fERE — AR E R P, 1
B AR 4 g 5 D] (%) 30 BR T R 3 EE i A R L) S
&), I H3K27 FE LA B H3K9 B %24k, PRC2 (polycomb
repressive complex 2) Fl H3K9 F 3 4% % i X 55 g A
Hh ) A P R AR R B,

2.2 TETZEBFShmCE% T ERIZTINER

ShmC #4A& /K F-7£ mESCs F1 A\ 2% ESCs (hESCs)
& . B, 7 mESCs 1, S5hmC /A% B IR
() 0.04% B mC ) 5%~10% ", #E4RiE, ShmC
25 744k 8 % TET1 M1 TET2 7£ mESCs
KEFiE P, TET1 Al TET2 £ mESCs H T4 A
[F FREAE,  Gn TETT 2k 2 B AR IS (8] A i e U 7 s
i) ShmC 7K, 1 TET2 &kt %k 3= 22 5 B K &7 ShmC
(A5 5 B TET1 Al TET2 XEE i A ShmC
W SEAMBRETELZ RN, HE2SSBRE MR
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SRR PP, tkAh, TETL1. TET2 Al TET3 = #H k%
(1) hESCs 1, RAMMARA TR RE Bk B E
FARLJED, AR A 8 37 R A W35 kL, R
TET & AR A 8 30 7 52l JE H &4k, [FR
BRI T R G T 40 M 0 15 46 B ShmC AT gt —
A AN SEC Al ScaC, % ¥yl it TDG 55 /=
A KRB s U520 2 R T ke
Z 57X, HX—-PLS SRR sE R R
oK. B, 7E mESCs H, TET & /2 B 3 145
5 1§ (calpains) [f]JK¥). calpainl 7E# 3% J5 N+ 3
TET1 F1 TET2 [ 5E 1, calpain2 7643 4k id 72 o i
T TET3 (K7 B BRpmsne stz 4, 4niis
EH 5- FHRREENE (5-hydroxyme-thyluracil, ShmU),
ERIE AN Y. BOLIE SR, TET %S0
SAAASBR T SmC, i iR i e — R R A, TR
4k ShmU. [H, B T fil & DNA 18 R 452 41,
ShmU A RE7ELNAR - 2L A 7 4 ohag B,

# ;€ 3| DNA % H 54k v] fE 8 i TET-BER i
BT RRR, W2 RN EL % T TET
A5 5hmC & B2 5 HEmE, LU & W fE i
X1 AR T TET1 5 NANOG i [ 4 51 5 4
TR . b NANOG Hil TET1 13L&k il # &
H ¥5 5 H A7 £ Esrrb 1 Oct4 1) ShmC ) 7K F B,
15 S5 — I 5E H, TET i 36 ik 12 3 i 41 4 40 i 7
FRE g FE I e BN, F HAE# A TET1 il i Xt
H 3 37 1 % B AR BRI Octd ¥ 3C30E K
Hhge B X ANBIAR AL T TETI B84 U Octd
PLF=AE 5E 4% B iPSCs [ E ESLIRUEYE . TDG Bk
R AT 4 0 i 1) E G FE A2 BR ,  E  E  F
/R4 S T — % miRNA [ Bk B B0 5] #2111,
XHHT i TET A1 TDG ek i 25 F 34k 1, 254
T2 HMAS, EmMEWNG TET HE S ~EA
HE WAL, I miR-22 BE2 TET & H
B, ORI R M RS — AN S
s R % miR-29a/b 42 5 TET [y % ),
1T miR-22 Al miR-29a/b 7F il £F 4E I F1 iPSCs
ik Z R 1, RILX L miRNAs A GETE
3 JE KPR AT TET 3Rk, M 0 i 44 40 g 2
Ty

AR PR R (4E4E &R C) BERS Y TET
WP, —URE R, 4E4E R C {F ShmC K T-7E4H
fft DNA 30 3~7 £ 1, $5 e TET iG 11
TR BT R 3E DNA 26 LI 7. ML
Hil Bk, 4EAEER C nl el 5% ShmC 19T R A it

55 1) 0 P RO B 2 ) DNA 2= R 354k, i 1 o
5fC A1 5caC I BCR IS 4 DNA 2 Bk, 78
iPSCs E i rf, &R C il Nal LUy iR 3 Il
W, A3 pre-iPSCs #5#t , = H3K36 i H1 5L il
s 1, X LR R P R R E BN K,
W E R TETL X H g2 A BRI . SR, —
TR 3B, MARTE ) iPSCs £ 75 3L 54 30y & 4 4
A C IS BB TR 3LF, TETI™ MEF 40 i ) 308
REEE. X—rERNRRER T 443 C Al TETI
HWEZHRIR R BB MIRE, —E AR
e % C MAEAE 575, TET1 A LLIE [ 85 6 1) i
TR E g e

3 DNAREMEMHZTHEIRTHER

M4 T2l (neural stem cells, NSCs) & H &5
HRZ BRI = A R AR A 2 R G E a4y U
A NSCs RIS T AR A Ko vl 38 1 () — A L
FERg, FUNEEE T BAER AN IR S RFEA
FEAB ARG T, Mg RGP T
P A 2SR T G 7 DX 350 £ P B2 4 i A K% T
PR B IR R X 777, ek NSCs 32 B = A
TURIRR L5 R A, 455 2L T 2 S 4 R /2 5 e I
A VY. WA NSCs 724 & Fh o g bt 2 4 e i)
DEFEM 5 SONBMA A e A 7, plddpp e 2B T
DAB A A2 T4 A FR (G 22 g 249, 3 A A
FAAE B T 0 2 ) L A b b 4 A A 22 400 g v O i I
Ik, F ke M T4 8 5 o1k .

3.1 BRAHETHIEFDNAREL

DNA F & Akl 1o 15 5 e B Rk, 72 S
AR SR b T BB RAE AR . N T
%% DNA HILALTE CNS FfER, 244 T
2 %A VE R /N B, DNMTI 7E /) BRI o 3 3k
Fik, 1 DNMTI1 7E 402 o040 i 2 S8k
DNA i 54k, [A] B 0% JAK-STAT 2 % K i
YN M AR R & R I N A 4 R R o Ak e AR B,
DNMT3a 7E/]N R £ TG HT AR 1) E10.5 B3 B0E 4,
FHAE ARG 0 22 B gt P s 1 B, A
rh X i 22 22 4 B 2k DNMT3a /)8 BB S SR 11 R,
Hid BIET & B s . B % DNMT3a (1) 6k 2%,
FEAN A 2 DX R S U bR (BRI X X S 4 BT
R B IERT, M DNMT3a /) NSCs #1704k i
K #h 2 e BRI > T 90% B, Ik 4k, DNMT3a
38 o AE i v 5 3 F B 4L 5 polycomb i 4, I
A F55 o 2 S 35 (R FE P OB 7 % 1)
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MBDI1 & — 5 iy AL B R B 3l 45 & 1
H, 72 DNA H AR (1) AR NSCs A 7] ik 2>
HHs S A S5 8. Fef2 (fibroblast growth factor 2)
S BRI AH AN > 25, Fef2 R 5
A LA MBDI1 254 . ik, MBDI fEkiES
Fgf2 J& 21 R F Ak, 38 98 HAE ifk NSCs
2Rk, FHNSCs 7l #EkiE, F3)
DNA FeA / 5 HEALAE M e A v R BV E
H:rh Gadd45b (growth arrest and DNA damage-inducible
protein 45b) # I\ ARl ik BRI 48 5 AR 1) S S
-, M A 28 76 Hh MeCP2 7] LL7E DNMTs Al
Gadd45b £ I ¥ N 1R nTigifl) DNA &Ly 57,
4k, — 4 miRNA, 4 miR-184 Al miR-137 #J 43
HIAEy MBD1 Fl MeCP2 1) ELHEEAR, IR H B
A NSCs (1) #4878 73 4k . MeCP2 4 T 1) miR-
137 SR 15 A% 4530 92 R i 3k~ 41 P % O e s IR
T Sox2 LT SRR etk NSCs iz P
32 DNARFENFITETERAME T rER

ShmC £ W L 307 K o R R 78 A7 A H A
KR RER R, ShmC EMZ ok il &
FUER, TR T R IRE Y. Rk
B, #RZE el ) ShmC B M/ BRCHE A S e A
2R B M BB S B B W B n Y. %F ShmC
FER Pt = K A 4G A O, ShmC
BN AL & DNA 2 B AL B A R4

TET1 4~ 5 1) SmC/ShmC %% #: % W], ShmC %
X 5 # AID (activation-induced deaminase)/APOBEC
(apolipoprotein B mRNA editing enzyme complex) 5
25 ARG IR P, EdE D Uk B o 354 TETI
B0 AID 30 MG TTIE A OCEE R Bdnf F1 Fgflb
()8 ) F CpG F I Ab /K 2 35 BRAR P2 7Rk 11k
RAZR/NE 1, TET1 k2R 5 SO0 i =T X A )
NSCs J&/> 45%, FHM TETI" NRAB A2 T
WANEK ThEZ R P PN A, TETI /)
1 2 5 NSCs #4581 VF 2 J5 DR #0 2 wa FR BEAL R 3%
KRR P A, TET2 Ml a2 e ik NSCs
A 5E, RIS 0] 4346 . TET2 & Foxo3a (transcription
factor forkhead box O3) # HA/EH], 3L [F 4% NSCs
HERERNM R, EMe kAT ERHED K
HEEER Y,

4 DNAREALAESEETFAEFHIER

FEREN 5 [ LA VI IR G K & 1 1E) . B6.25 1)
— /R R S ARG 2> B O LR B A

TIE. BEAA, XL b ARG SR (S
SR, (E E7.25 ERON R A B A0 A (primordial
germ cells, PGCs) ™, )\ PGCs i # %] £ fig & 1
(E7.75-E12.5), AFEHA R ML kAL, 1F
ML FE R PGCs M T A4 dv iz, K15 T KA K
NAEVE T4 (germ stem cells, GSCs) [FHAEME K B
Brhe U KT A AR S B AR A T R,
GSCs AR HIER “AF 8T ” " 1
P TCEHESIY, W FE0E A0 75 T Fa 26 dodr, K3
B 5 9T 16 GSCs A7 7 i M A0 e v U0 720
FLEhP R, MEYELE 52 huh 4ERE GSCs BSR4 1,
T A S e 2 AT GSCs T3 ARFEAE il U,
/N GSCs T4 I FE AR SME 77, ] LA A= 5 4
MFER M AW E LT RS 1 AR AN TR /N
Bt GSCs & 7] LA 7= A2 B 4% 73 Ak BAS (7] 40 A 25 24 1)
ESCS %Méﬂﬂﬂﬂ [106, 108]a
4.1 pRIREFETRARAIDNA R REL
A HEFC ) TR M AR B T 40 Y (adult GSCs,
AGSCs) flfs ¥ K AIFEF SmC, 5hmC. 4lEHE
M A RNA-seq [R5 7 1 i 0 R 0 U, i ek
B, fE4E%E KR & fEd, AGSCs Al ESCs ) DNA
TE R IAAL S EAA 2 7, #id X} AGSCs 5 ESCs 1)
DNA H 3447 S AT e xt, RILT K21 330 2%
S AL B X . I 28 X 5 4 7E ESCs YT ER 5
a3+ b 7E E16.5 [f] PGCs 1 AGSCs 2 |1,
5500 SR R IVT 2 G FE R 2k 2 DNA H AL,
V2 ST AN BT A8 ) OB B R i B . (AR B
&, P RAEMREIFR KA EE K DNA LR
b, i A ShmC. K& & CG LA & & H3K9ac
A H3K4me3 (1)) 3+ B s J R A2 B 284k, Itk
4, Nanog. Sox2 Fl Prdml4 %5 % g 1 5L K] ) 48 5
FLE G a2 K R R A, xR
& F AR EBII0 DNA % H 3k U,
4.2 TETFDNARZHRENERIGEEMEHHIER
JE U, PGC 2 4 F2 0 20 [ B 410 k1) 1F 76 3k 47
(1) A 20 B R 3 R 350t 2E BEL A0 B e e R 4%, DU R
GSCs FL—MERI R ThIR, il S8 7R P,
IR, 76 B4R PGCs A 5t 41 i 55 4 72 1 3 78
t, 5mC Ml ShmC %2 73 A T AR X 45, 5] DNA
FR AU 3 224 1 A B A M 24 e o ) B AR AL R AR
= U, PGCs [ 2 H Ak ik FE AN ERE (T
B2 B & M SmC #% #: Jy 5ShmC, X F %2 H
TET1 #1 TET2 4+ S5 "7, gb4h, TET3 £/ T K
A J5 1 (E16.5) VLK AERE ¥ & A2 A1 BR BEAH il 3Rk,
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T E LS VE 2 /)N B IR B 40 i o TET3 H)VH BRSBTS
A2 R A PR 2 P i B S

5 HitGRE

JLAE DNA B4 % 25 6 A0 78 IV G - 48 A
A 230 P B G 2 R T 20 P S R F LA 2
Wer -z g (B 2), BIHEAETAHM R VR R L
il B J B W5 5 7% 3 07 T AR B IR A BR . 3k —
IR % DNA H AL 5 2 B AR U1 -1 AL
DNA F AV 5 H A R WAE 4 2 18] 1) B % 58 & e B
R AR T AN P 4 e 5 o A FE R T RE RO LAl T
TX A AR SR S AT T 1 AR )8, 3 5 T (1 HE

AT SRS B LA B AT B 2

FAEBR A A ARl T AR T 105 611
AT R A F WAL E, a2 he
20 B E P 5 5 — L AR T4 R A BR 22 AT AT
MM . —J5im, N AR IT 5 %, A
DNA FF L A0 068 41 i 73 4o A6 1) 128 0 52 0 7T e A B T
SKHL APSCs [I5E 5T 5 53— J5T, A kAR B
il FH T B S AT AE AT VR T B R R R A
IR AAE A AE e P . ARAS X7 T A B WF 7T BT
BRI B L 35 2 HE B 2 AU 1) e »
WK NI S AR SGRAT R St 1 B ARG
I M o

NH,
H3C B
5mC | N
’go
& R& T 4k Bk T4k FSZET4R
~,
) ’ WET@p EETam ... é%é%
L
V \} \‘// @\
Adult o

\

SmCAERIG T4 %S 2 R TA0 S R TR T4 . AT TS R4ERr. LIRS A EEEH .
&2 DNA SmCHE BT T4 S ik

(& £ X #
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