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Abstract: The early development of the human embryo includes three important stages: (Dthe pre-implantation stage
from the zygote to the late blastocyst; @) the peri-implantation stage from late blastocyst to pre-gastrulation embryo;
and (3 the most mysterious post-gastrulation stage from gastrulation to early organogenesis. The latter two stages are
collectively referred to as the early post-implantation developmental stage. During pregnancy, infertility (implantation
failure or miscarriage) and birth defects of the fetus are largely due to abnormalities in human early postimplantation

development. Human early postimplantation embryo, due to its small size and location in the mother’s uterus, is
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difficult to observe and study. Therefore, the embryonic development process at this stage has been in a black box state
for a long time. In recent years, with the emergence of single-cell omics technology and extended in vitro culture
system of human blastocysts, as well as the rapid development in the fields of embryonic and extraembryonic stem
cells, organoids and embryoids, the mystery of the human early postimplantation development is gradually being lifted.
In order to help understand the mysteries of early human embryonic development, this review primarily introduces the
lineage diversification, key developmental events and known developmental principles during early human
embryogenesis; summarizes recent progress in the research on human embryonic and extraembryonic stem cells
(including totipotent stem cells, embryonic stem cells, trophoblast stem cells, primitive endoderm stem cells and
extraembryonic mesoderm cells); presents the effects of cell communication, lineage interaction, signal gradient,
adhesion molecules, biomechanics, and extracellular matrix on cell sorting, migration rearrangement and self-
organization in embryoids and organoids; reviews the current research status of human early post-implantation
embryogenesis, stem cell-based embryo models and organoids; and finally proposes the prospects and possible

solutions to the problems and challenges existing in the research of human early post-implantation development using
stem cell-derived embryo models or organoids.
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Fig. 1 Schematic overview of early human embryogenesis

(Some of the modules of the figure were created with BioRender. D—Day)
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Fig. 2 Classification of human embryonic and extraembryonic stem cells
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KA X 4K & F 1 ESC 5 Primed ESC H. 45 ML)
Yf U7 AIE « Primed ESC 7E % 5 F1 3R WK P B2k
NERIGHE I EPLSY, fERE BT —Ma =
ET7 AR “ R AR
222 J&4 2 (Naive) ESC

2009 4%, Jennifer Nichols 1 Austin Smith & X
& i Naive Fll Primed FI#E&, WA NI FL 3090 I8 i
FEAEM B 2 BRARAS . AAFRFE KT EPLIY Naive IRZ&
AR 2% % IR J5 EPI ) Primed IR 75 ", 2014 4,
Austin Smith 52 %6 % 1 Rudolf Jaenisch 52 36 = 43 5l
JFR T ©2iLGo " F1 SiLFA ™) 4k &, B e R
A E R Th 8 57 N B Naive ESC. B 5 JL 4,
t2iLGo Al SILFA & R IR1F 33— DA Ak 7, 5 Ib ]
i, FoAh LA SR8 = BT K T 1 Naive ESC 1 5%
F RS, W AIC-N ™', HENSM " F14CL ", {
HERENIZ, AIC-N SCHRTE R A N @Ay 35 A
Naive ESC. Naive ESC 7E ¥4 5 fl & W /K ~F b 21k
NEIRRT (MEIFENR) EPI, % EPLK & HIAL LA
BB, B, JEHF9T EPL 2 e 4 ) B AR ALY
Naive ESC 7E3K it J& RE 6 7316 = iR JZ %k 7 1) 48 i
R ™, W H, #HE Primed ESC, Naive ESC ¥ %
Rk R e YR TR N IR VA (TN
Naive ESC, fF/E4 Rt & B3tk Eliddt

DRI 25 2 A G £ A S o 1) 7 i ) R, BB IR R, 24
HUBE 744 F 1 MEK/ERK H0 1) 71) 25 Bk BB A A FH R
B, £ B 2% Naive ESC ) 42 €6 4K Fl 38 W 5%
b, EE I FEE, 2419 Naive ESC [ £ fg
M. R, 53k MEK/ERK #0570 (0 & A4, ik
WL BE 4E+F Naive 2 Beth, AN il G (A iy A48 1 5%
M, ¥ & Naive ESC 5 975 1K & 104k (1) B 2 58
223 &M (Formative ) ESC

Austin Smith 4] BA 73 5] 7£ 2014 4 7 Rl 2017
4 BB AR IR Formative 2 RETEROME & . ZhetE
e NMELANE BT FE: Naive X B I 2E ik
EPI, fREZREMEMEIGH B Primed X 8 45 K 5
Wi EPL, AR 2 Ret R BT Bt Formative X i
—MoE I Z aekEs, IR EPLR B REF B, R’
4k F Naive Fl Primed 2 [8] ] — Ff 47 6] 25 . Naive
ESCTE =4 =M EE Rk, TELED
— N RREI A B & kg 71 . Formative £ fig
RAHH 24T Naive ESC ISR RERY Bt —— H M 5% |
KW 55 REHZENL, AERZEZER
A 1R 1 2R REAAS 5 e B A4 A Y TR
., ERJEFE4H (epiblast-like cell, EpilLC)
Xt b Formative % fg IR 45 ™, Kk, PGC 41k i
FI8AE 9 FI W Formative % G814 10 B Z AR 4 ™,
AN A BA A B 45 18 3895 T A ) Formative ESC,
{H IX 26 21 g 48 2% Formative & 43 {1 1lE ¥% 6 b 55 K
B, wEEAE— P E Y A, A N RE 1)
Formative % B I bR £ 2L [K, SOXI11. OTX2Fl—
LG ZNF 3R P, SRR AN IR IR G IR EPT o (¥ 04
WoR P JE g R —— M HE K E B EPL (X
Formative f} Bt), X 6 JE R/ & IR Ji5 W EPT (X
% Primed B BE) o B EmERIE . A, 2
i G 37 (1) — M (8] 25 1) RSeT PSC,  £E Naive br &
B FRIE . X P EAEIL . DNA B AL AT R
A %5 J7 M AL T A F Naive ESC 1 Primed ESC 2
] 2, & & X B Formative AR & 75 2 ik — 2P

2.3 ARRSMFARRE

NIESNT4A0AE, FE4RER EPLZ AN AA TR
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flr e Mo 2R A . Y T RGE N R AT 40, 035 U
I )2 T4 (trophoblast stem cell, TSC) Fl £ &b
WHEJZ T4 (extraembryonic endoderm stem cell,
XEN) (E2). bk, fix s & 2 ik oh b IR = 4
e (extraembryonic mesoderm cell, ExM) 1 7R
ARG RE /1, R — IR A
2.3.1 TSC

N TSC %} B I i 19 TE K AT 49 (B 2.
BMP4 £ 1% i 5 Primed hPSC /= 4= 4 97 JZ £ 41 i
(trophoblast-like cell, TrBLC) , Jf H i@ i ) i
Activin/Nodal A1 FGF {5 5 B8 % $i& i 175 3 2% P07
SRIM, X 48 TrBLC PRk 2k I8 FERE /1, ANRefEAE
SMERFRRE IR TEH T, ik, BMP4 %S
A2 ) TeBLC ASBEAE N — MR EF I TR ORIR AW
WM EE K E - M4, TrBLC &4 i 5
AT RE A Z A0 M YRR R A e . R
BENATT LA W BN TR BN S8 R 1Y TE ARSI G At
i = /A R S e w1 O 2 < A (BB G RO 9171 LS
WG AL 20 B8 TSC B 22— E %A BTh 'Y, Sk H
H AR BIF 5 1] DA X i A 306 77 = 40 1) e 5 2H ik AT
AT, FREFHOC EWATT WG S, AREE
IO Wat,  #0# Activin/Nodal. 4 & 1 % &
1 4k B A1 ROCK, I %l BL 3% Bz 40 i A= K B 1
(epidermal growth factor, EGF), B XL I A
TSC H3E TR R o Jf il & PR AT S AT R AR A
RSN SL AT DLYE SR E 3SR AR A AT e
AN TSCH™ (B 2). ik, JUAAFEBIHEF N
4, sy A i Egm FE . Naive Al Primed ESC
175 5 AR IR T A1) TSC feves o7 1o AT
J9TSC HIRIY 98 1 oRIE, FE NG K& KA1
ewr st 7 AT RE. H2, HATEILH TSC A
I FFE IR TE 145 E4) CDX2, 4R IE 5 35 IR
Je R ) CTB AR foes o 1o 00 (] 2), PRIARER
W57 2K B 1) Primed i Bt,  ASfEH T4 TE 19 &
gahA ™. RIEMHABEFE R, fE Naive ESC
N TSCHIEREH, BRI 22 P TE R R B Bir
B s, R, Naive ESC 434k TSC ) v o) 41 fid 7
Yy, WTUMERE IR TR, AT ik AR e B
TN YERF TE #4055 748 R o
2.3.2 XENf= ExM

N XEN %t B Jf i 1 PrE K AT A (B 2.

Z AT IS FTH Wit B35 7. Activin/Nodal S35
71 F1 LIF 4 2E Naive ESC Al RSeT ESC, 437 7= 4
Naive it #F P It JZ 41l i (Naive extra-embryonic
endoderm cell, nEnd) " F1 5[ 35 %&£ 40 i (yolk
sac-like cell, YSLC) ", #R1fj, —LLfLsbN it ZE
()R BE# E F, 1 SOXI7. OTX2. FOXA2 A
HNF4A4, {£nEnd 8L PARE ™, R0 L0
Al AE AR HOIE ) XEN.  — T 858 (1 B 70 4 52
nEnd 7 £ 77 1 £ o & #7321 ExM iz U
ANFF nEnd, YSLC kMR Ah A IR 2 1 5 B i s [A]
T, FEFFRIEE R R G G AVE Y, (H
Hv) e T EE— P %E. ki, WM
AR %, RN XEN: Wei & M il
BOE FGF. # AL A K K 1-B (transforming growth
factor-B, TGF-B) Fl Wnt {5 5, #F 5 AWM
Naive ESC Al EPSC 7= 4= 1] LA % 2 4% X 8% 7% 1)
XEN, {H 338 58 5 i LU AH [F) 44 R R 2 57 19 /) BROA
£ 8 XEN ¥ 18 ; Okubo 2 ™" i f it % i&
GATA6 B L HT R &, D153 Naive hPSC 774
FHIRHTH PrEFEAHN, I3 7~ BMP/FGF {5 5 %] PrE
FEAH BRI ARG 2 D0 B B2, (HVR A HROE X L PrE A 41
M2 SRR AR AN K IR e B R I3 . Bk T
hPSC 704 7= 4 XEN 41, it A 8k ARG B
P 7 XEN [4RIE . ExM HIHF 7T EL e 5, 2022
£, Pham %5 " 7 ] Naive ESC 434k TSC i 72
W, 7E TSCHIRE F=Y) R B AN R B — & CDHI1 B 11
FRan, Eid%E, KPUX B R A ExM
RRAE. S s £)5, XHF4MTE TSCH
Bk R B R e By R My i it 1448 (70 KD S
Zi b, XENFIExM I 58 i b T 2 0 B

3 TS HHEAN

B N i N S S S T U R A
PE, IRAEE, FAUMTE NI IRIG IR 38 B 7 H
(8L U TR AR R R (B3 . T4
2, RMNAE TR B R E 28 AL 48 B B AR
(WITE. EPIMPrE) 73 B 4lifh >k, TEARANEAT
PR R R A (2. Mk, BT
MEFNE 38 B &, R i — KA ) — Fh B 2 i
T AT 3, bR T E RHLUAE
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Self-organization of stem cells into embryoids and organoids
Cell communication. Lineage interaction, Signal gradient, Adhesion molecules, Biomechanies, and Extracellular matrix

Gastruloid

Micropatterned colony

Sequential somite-like structure

t“‘. CA
" _—

Asymmetric epiblast model

2

Amniotic sac embryoid

Non-integrated embryo models

Complete post-implantation

Blastoid Bilaminar disc model

Pre-implantation

Trophoblast organoid Endometrial assembloid

(Coxe),

embryvo model Post-implantation embryo models

Organoids

Integrated embryo models

B3 NIRRT Tt
(FF Fu%s [5) Rl Zernicka-Goetz M FOFERE 1317 B4)
Fig.3 Research progress in human embryo models

(Adapted from Fu et al.""* and Zernicka-Goetz!"" with permission)

Fr IR R B A8 B AR SS 1 (E3) . — A Eli— T 4H
M, FEREE AT RERS TR R A A P LA S5 K
KL EEASE, iR, s, R
AR ESERE. FiMta T £ man st
B R R IS ROE . RSB IE A AN
HRHALGEE CEER (B3,

3.1 HREEMEREF

MR MARBERELES Y, £ ZH
Y BRI AE AE R EAE. KRS AfEE “organizer
(HEHE) dHif” st ", H Wnt-3a F Activin-
ABRA I EEA KM E F R ESCAE%, 374t
AT i 2% (anterior primitive streak) K 8 8 2118
JE R BN B T R 2% 40 i il 1 73 3 BMP. Wt Al
Nodal #1177, 54048 09X Ik 20 B i2E 4715 5 BAE,
HEFHIERATFH. GFEEMME R 0RE
£ % (secondary axis) . Fl BMP4 4t ¥ U Z£ 7F
hydrogel (ZK#EfZ) /Matrigel (GEFIR) (50 1)
i) Primed ESC Bk, 0% 452 401 J5L 7 32 46 B B ) EPI
B RS PRI A s AR S R, e i IR
JZ 2 L R] B 20k Wnt 380 77 Wnt-3a AT Wt #6757
DKKI1, IXFRFER I R Rk, HEIR 5 Z AHAH

S M 10 R VR 2 R R, 3T T R B 1) EPT R
JE AR A Y SRR BRI T, T
JIEE b R A RS A AR 5ty 43 BMP AT Wit {5
SER, 75 SRR EPTAY 4 M Rr 1k 7= A= Ji7 i 20 i
M PGC ™. ik M ANEEFL, 4 3L IR 440 i
(SNC A1 xEM 41 i) [F] Naive ESC 1 Primed ESC i
ITHEEN R ZH 251K (embryo assembloid), 1EE
MR FE R I %% FR B it #2H, SNC 1 xEM 41 g
Y T OB S S g A P . SNC 4 ifd 4 ik
BMP R Wntf55, i T 4125+ ) Naive ESC H 3K
YUY AT P 1) 3D 23 (A1 45 0, 038 = J5 s A B 3
%, R AELRRZE . BAANIEZE . AR IR
2L R R AR PGC S5 IR iR AR b 41 i B &
ZA A — P IR, PRV Nodal 15 5 72 I i Y
THE IR Ah N IR 2 0 B4 4F 0 XEM 40 il 3 1
BMP {55, T4+ 1 Primed ESC & 2E R )5
B FRET A, JEARRAL AR TR 2K R IR 2 g0 i T
REMF, EPISWMEIFZENES TAE, £tk
Wk 75 20 0 R AR 2R IR G IR (W T4 s[RI
T E WIS W E A BAE, 2 2R EK
KREMIERHIRFMKE WH T ™ Btk
B, &R EAIAE N RSN PrE J8 i 73 WA 4 i 4 Ik
R ZREER D 06| EPTHGE Y, 1 A PrE
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5 EPLfg B AL N UL EL L5 4, H PrE#E— b
FEPUERCE R, fEdLEal I, TE# — Pt
LB 235 1 ) 2 1 80 I fre i3t EPT G B AT = B ffs 7
Kk M. BeAh, YSLCREWS I AVE A8,
EPIL [ o IR JZ e A6, fie 2t EPLRF AL 9 AT 4l
iz Bz, IR E RS, A0 A
ROAR AL R IR .

3.2 ESHEMMMSF

M SZ K BN BB TE B, G B 40 1 X6 FR A 43
I, XA RPN B TE R (pattern
formation) . 1924 4, Spemann Al Mangold % I 4F
PHTCRE R 6 500 6% — /0N A 20 B g 40 b B 0 1
55 000 1) 4 e 7 A — A SE R R IR G, IR IR
fEth “organizer” MIMEE, organizer BEHE 43 WA T L
P+ (KEESEES ) 520 A 2 8 F 4 i
) fiiz 127, 1952 4F, Turing 4% H JE T S B -3 Bl
(reaction-diffusion) IR F U, &4 B 1K
HNIEAZE (morphogen), N NKIEERIRKIENEH
B, 2FEFAE “DIEe” FS5ZMERAD—MESER
I, AR AEARBUEN (activator) I
77 CGinhibitor) LAANE]THEEAEA 5T H BT BUE
FSCHR P B, 5 3 A L A4 e RN 4H 2R R T B B
PR 45y U2, 1969 4, Wolpert M #3F— 5 #2 Hi A1
15 B (position information) P i&t——H & 4 1
“VEEEE”  (Franch flag) #ACREBEMIG A E
SRR RE AT , EIRXRAEA A, AR g
J PR A B PR A [ 5 5 DX 2 TR ) T S 3R R
WERGFE e, A5 Y I % 0 N %5 8] organizer 1
o DL LB R AU NS AR, N — BERE E 4
SRR ETEAS R, Be 8 78 4 i [a) 97 5 DL A SL ik
PR B, i I M N AE 5 B A e A ) O R R
I R 5 o) JE LA PRI B B . AR RS AT O
T2 R S PR A A = R A B R I e Hoarig
B AR LA B S X I T 4R b, A
T BRI AZ 0o 2 0P FRFT A, T 6 PR F T 08 1 S A ) 2
TEARMWRERE . Kk, JBESRMNIREEL
FKIEE R T T B FE ol & O E AR
Mo Blan, =FBEEEMARR G &L i, A B ok
&R, £ N ESCERIHM L) H BMP4 K FE R

B, i v VR B2 BMP4 1R 75 I T s otk = 8 1
T B2 BMP4 1) G 4EHF 2 ge AR B, &
LT BSOS VR 38 (0 X FRAT B Y5 FGF/Wnt #1148 H
T2 Ffr 2 30 FR) AH A 5 AR BB R 2 N TR) 328 S84 1
45 1) (Axioloid B¢ Segmentoid) & i 1) 5 g 21257,
£ H 2D £5 9% 1) N ESC 7 (e i & 4 IR 2 il A2 o
1 i A AR 8 ) Wnt {5 58 B2 BE 05 400 1 22 1)
Rl J5 Bl e A CR 7 06 - v i - i o P 3 sk A 4
TE A5 25 (00 TR P 0 5E (] AR 2 X PR HT i 1 Sk ety {HLAE
B RHAL LR, BT HERSRIIKRE
BREE, R EHAMMMrENHERES S, &
Ae SRR E A PSS
IR RELE R, B W] MESP2 3% 28 4% 6L i
salt-and-pepper 15 X, B J5 7E 40 f 4r & 3K T
MESP2-high )41 id N MESP2-low (1) [X $80GE Hi B
LSLPLRT R SR A T R NI A BRI (G Fl
B MR RGN Hl AR, R
AL — ML IRESHENIR &£, FEEK
BIE, A NABIMESRIKREMEXMET,
AN SR () 40 2= 2 AR M o) ik J5 B K SRR AE — 2
HRR = A P 2 g5k T 2 B — Tt
ik e 1 TR e o i i 0 v
BLI,  Be 8 4 3h B AR 52 3G 20 2345 1 1 %
J T, 1Z W R 1970 4F Steinberg £ H (148 il %
BB oy A R T — B T ik, Bao %
/N A UG, PR S 2 R R 1A
A A # MO /N R TSC. XEN Fl ESC 52 HL4H fi
oy IERE BT B A LU R IE #4501 AR
WG . 25 b, TEas 20 B Bh i 0 2H 238 =% 1l 1)
FEIRFE R, (HERESRE T MM sk
i, SARAE— € ML EORS 7 B2 AN, S 3
5 5E H LA JR) B DX A7 AE AN [R] K B 48 Jifg D salt-and-
pepper 177 LA, 3 I {5 75 L2408 HC At 40 P 2 i
LS8 248 1% =2 1) B EAT G0, 4 4 i 3% T )
B o 1 R IR B (0 40 PO A AT E A, A A R
ST [ BSORH Bk 20 i R P AR 3R

[130]

3.3 &¥hE

MR R B BR T RAEE S IRE, B2
TR, WA, BB ARG R, R R
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T B R A, IR ERII LR . T
Js & 77+ Rk 7 WAk 77 2 A i R T ) )
W ENHRZ 5 7 TE. ICM. EPIAI PrE 25 K [A) %
(1) id P g FI s (A B oy BB HE. thah, ZEIR
TE %f EPLI) /1 A H B V€ T 46 IR J5 EPLIWJE
R——/N B TE 5 EPY it in #E 3 48 3 5 9 #0IR
YN AR £ R, A AR TE X EPT it fin iz 4 7 4 2 i
RXZ B G5 Y, AR, EWlEE
ERMAG R T E At R HEEAEH .
NERA R RA R, =R gl B R I R Ak D 2
SEMEFF IR A S M A UGS M ) 0B T fE AIRRR 4
Fefkrh, SNCFR 1 730 iME 5K+, &4 Naive ESC
R TR IR iR IR A 20 2R B LB S AR
L TR B HR U) F 2 s R B B FE S A ), SRR
AE SRR, TR R A,
FJRARIR T 2 Re e i RE Y RE S 150
G R & A BB, HIHAEHLE 7L
THRAH B .

3.4 MEESMER

4 i A0 5 5T 7E 40 1 AR B B B B E
M, AR BRSNS E, = 59001E 51%
T HITRMAE KSR AR IR
WEMG ARG R R, 40 AR 5 BTy TR
HEHEMME . AN ESCHELE BN KA d -
bRt th . BCBRAE PR BT BOF s i kA=) o,
Matrigel $2 {1 F¥) R J 5t 2 1H1 42 TV il = J5fl 1 0 5%
PR FEEBARTTREE MR IR, 5%~10%
Matrigel (€ AT M F K AEK MR E, FIB{E
HE I AE A PR R A TP R B A RV R
B HINEBR 4 2 44 B0 RO T K & 1 L i A
(peri-gastruloids) " B J& 4= K 7E Matrigel $2 £t (1
3D IRBE A R P B T 4 AR R IR A [ I 4 AR
% Matrigel fl I BRI WR G, Rehl& S 78
WIS AL RS T (B3, FH T ARER
(56 PREN A FAMLE] B 2 W37 2R B A KR
KE, WM Matrigel #2 f1¥] 3D A 58 T il
ORI, NI R o E kR E R E
CTB H1 STB ) #1F 41| J7 [a] ——CTB £z T 2 Jftd 41 = J5i
WEE S I — M, STB 7 T4t &1 35 Jofd 94 B i 1) —

e (B 3) . XA T B R A IR NG A IR 35 956
MIZEBRRFAL : 35 PR MR AR A IR AN NI o, o A
KB RE 5 70 WA 4 A 2k SR YR S ob I JZ 2 g BT
(1D, SREEZB B A 75 K& 0 i 4 Sh 2 I
R A 7, ik, CTBAL T Ao ik )=
2 ) B RE S5 4 ML AL, T STB U B % £E CTB Y
S .z, AR IR AN IR B R IR I S S R BT
I

4 TANEAEN R & RS EIR ke
Jre 2

AR, &R R R E . IR AR AT
S PR D F 9 Ak T PR R R T B, T 4 R U ) 2
JUR i R 2K 4% B 0 9T R AR TR RO 1 R R
(B3, i, RTAMIGERERKE F4 1
SRR, EECSRE TRN IR ILE AR AR
figf 1) 2 5 R R L0 PR A 2 T e AR,
LI REA L ARG 2 g5 R RN BT i 4 A A
AR HE A B 45 PR S 5 W i R B B 2 30 3
S FALH . 2016 4, A RAR A A ZE K
BEFRBARMEA, R KA 7E B N Semf
MERE KRG R RI K B A, FHMEIT 7 &R
Ja B IR TS R AR R RSB A, B
i EREMAL, . %, WERE. Al
JE AR R, WHRERE, ZRRERK#k,
AN e I AR SRR S 2] T AR K S IR
JG TS 2R R 11356 DR 3R 0K 1 2 ) 4% F1 DNA H &L 3))
A e vl AR R ERE B, BB T A
) 240 Hf 1 2R 0 K B B A 4> FRHIE, 878 T FGF.
Wt Fl BMP 15 5 76 A~ [A] 41 #d 1% 2 554k o 1 Th BE
A T REKMG R E KA WA L
i) e BN BRPE A A RL, 2R AR
W B AR BRAL, (R I e BT . B
s S5 R A B o A5 B ) RO T v R AT RN
MRS R B HUEIWTFT . T 20 i Sk I8 1 25 B figs A
KT, MKEE LT LB “MART " Frim
I 0 R B o B JLAE, T 28 M N B 2R IR iR
MW EEAS T —RIIRB R (B3, #Hi
TANERE R RE W5 s F i, il
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R B 5 IR R BE iR BLAE D, PR RS R OR
» BIREMA P, ZERIR A R 0,
RS . SR T RE. XUZ SRR 5 RO A, DL &
ExM. Ji % . PGC. &Il & 4 & & = I )2 4F
A P29 33 s, pean B el R R S RE 5T Y
BT YEKRE, E20060 NIRRT B AR
WAL TR B B, A AR 2 % B M R A S L A
) RS A g — D R R AR, b

(1) X o7 5P 24 BR B2 IE = 3% & 00 T 40 B i R
FEAEY (K2 T2 @RI MRS
EEal, M4u7, ASCHAM ARt ER I, HE
T . RMKFAE . KB IEREHA Fridk— D
€ ; Naive ESC (1) 5: R H A7 70 B 2 A Bl
BRI E R MYtk 5 s 6N NG R AT TE 1 TSC
ARG RE AW FRIE 5L T %R KR
PrE [) XEN, {H I 75 ReAa E By 72 Ay 48 i oK o

(2) WERGAN T 5 P A2 (47 3 A A i —
AR CUHT R L H A IR S ARG 45 R
TIE 1) 58 R R A R AR, HARE 58 A B 22
JV 380 Ji5 g i VR I ) S O B A, A BRI
JiE B PR R T SRR B B VA 1 1 A5 SRR AN
W2, G THREBERTRE, HY
TSR FENL, KRS, B
L2 R 5 5 IR G 3D 223 45 /) A 2R R4 1 i) 2
RE, HREERIC T — D5 b v vl
F T 1t F IR 6 o6 R A0 BE IR ELAE )7 5 IR A8
58 TR 1 5 P (%) 41 4 pig FH AR B 5 40 H 22
o I, Tian %5 "R H AR S TH B 7R
BAERAN L B A BT ENREESEE, N
LG A F T RS EAE W A0 T P AR B R it
TOHT B

3 ERBAEFGES RENEE BERK
B IS 5 U 425 10 2 72 R w2 R A0 R 48 i B R A
Sl St . BLAE C &N, Hippo {5 5 1% TE Ml
ICM 73 8 ', Wnt il FGF {5 5 i #% EPI fil PrE 4y
5 " EPI 43I FGF {5 5 {2 4t TE. PrE 1 EPI 1)
A7 ARG HE 0 2R 5 WA 1) BMP Al Wt 15 5 1
T EP1 5 5 J5 [l J5 ) Al PGC ¢4k ™. SR, A
AVE S} 11 J5 Bl B an o] R HE D Rg 2 BB =F K AR
IBMP {55, LLI&IRE) ExM &L BMP Al Wnt {5
5ok E R 2 2B A 1 & 2 TE. VE/YE fl ExM

25 [134-137]
H

ﬁ [14, 19, 120]

Xof At Bl R AR AR RO AL a0 T R 3EAE L 2 TE SRR
{10 2 B 1% 2R AT SR B PN IR AN [ S8 2 4 P g AT
HAE? LA RASIR T 2 8] o] iy [ A S 30 AR 3D
HANGERI R XL ) AL T2 IR

(4 RERBEMFAINENERE RGO
BAEXMEMIG R B Fies 2 XEENEM,
PGC /& 4E iy BEAT R Al , HIR KON i, ExM Al
PGC MK B RIFMFF IS B 5 RIH R .

(5) i sh MR T R AR T R
TFIRA 48T, BAT AR iz sh i B3 Bk
A R R A2 R TR D VR I ) i 2 A R R 2
Jf B s AL B, R I i S 1 B89 T R A B 3RAT
HRFEHZsh M BB TR K B A Wz
Bl o R ORI 98 R LA S8 IR IR A 400N 1) J5L 1
MRS T RA, HIXAUY R R T W %2 5 5
% TR JE R AN IR R A A M R AL T, JEAR
Rt /NG U —FE, BILE s M=K E
Frtb i FE R 0 P 3D A4 450 . diiLE B EHEH
BT ARG R RGO S R D

A d BRI R ORI . SRR AR
RIRRE B, ArEkigE, EHAK. HEaRMg
FIUN =R, W Rk, KA R OET
AN [5] VR G 0 IR A0 2 RS S R 2 D 3 DL K e s A
RIRAE, AR TR &R, F A B I G 5044 41
0 o 2 57 5 O 2R R BRI =0 AR o FE A BL R
20 M LA s @ T A R A B
GEBEREMUEMYER R, WEERIKRERH
FE. M AMESR . R E . AW AR
%, RAMILEETR. 3DITEHMZS B A 4HAR,
M T T4 m i REM I MERE: O
A TR R G o PR A IR S
B, PLE 2] BN RORER. CRISPR-gRNA
DA b O R T P R S N = A =Y 7
MRS, BrE i HRRBAESRERE T~
RIS REAE. 5 RIE. RERE. F s,
B DRI Ty R AN i R 48 X 4 4

2 £ X W
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