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Research progress on epigenetics regulated neuronal differentiation in the

treatment of spinal cord injury
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o 2R RSB, 2 AL P AL BERR AL Az R b
S, DHMARABM S5 T NS/PCs - L 7P, Zhi ik
HAMH & 41K 2 (polycomb-repression complex 2,PRC2)
HREB TR, e ] DUE 8 Y (0 57, 4l 58 & A W
AL LIRS, Zeste 2(Ezh2)y PRC2 MYTEHE# 43, AT LLAE #E
B R B PR AR 1 3 A 27 AR i = H
Ak (H3K27me3) , 1 1fi U0 B 5L K19 Hirabayashi 5575 /)N
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(Neurogl) i Ja 3 + , i1 o J5 3 7 K 3 & /4 H3K27me3 &
M5, T ] Neurogl 923K o Neurogl J2 fill 2 43 £k 1) G 5t
W N Z — ., Hirabayashi % ' AN ,PRC2 1] DL i i
Neurogl J& 3 T 10 H3K27me3 &4 , Wi 41 il 4 22 56 431k
RIS W H3K27me3 7K 3 Fh i il Neurogl AL,
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DNAZE G 37 i o S 45 5 B ARG, 4000 ik P g e S T TR
(valproic acid, VPA)J& HDACs #1 il 71 , v LAid i [ 9 K
SR 270 73 A0 R S5 PR SR TR 11 3R K R AR B NS/PCs ] #if 2 7C
G3AEE, l AT UL 20 AR 1 2 A K COE R T 4 Ak B TE AR
KB I — G F W SCI i 44 52 10 40 i 1 785 2 ok Ak
KA B F SCLE R IREWK &
1.2 NcRNAs X128 56 34k 1 9 45

NcRNAs F Z A3 45 microRNAs (miRNAs) #1 long
ncRNAs (IncRNAs) , 75 H R A4 e s R 3 i 7 ol 428 o & 4%
HEBEM ., —2 NeRNAs B BIEH 2 5 &0/ 1k,

Aristaless 1 3¢ [a] 5 7 %1 3% K (aristaless —related
homeobox gene, Arx) EEAFFE T HMRM & Rg b, H R
Dihe 223 NS Zr b Fid 2 e i i B0, SR Lepko FF 1R
W, s AR miRNA-204 DL Arx R 80 85, 76 1 92 NS/PCs
S4B 5 23 A v D 45 B SR T, 2l 0 BRI Jok 2% A IXC
i miRNA-204 I Arx 235 F B IFH6 8 220050 1k, R,
miRNA-204 1R EKFRLFAEM T dm PS5 T
NS/PCs H4 585 70 A Z A1 KP4, LR 5T 34 miRNA-204
12K W] LIS NS/PCs [ 1 2 78 434k

IncRNAs 125 T 25053 b (W W # . Dlk1-Dio3 EP
TCIR P B B A B A AR S SR R A AR X R ST
TM3Z DX I8 A Ine RNAs & 305 # 28 5T 19 73 A0 55 D0 AR 5612,
Yen ZE030% B/ DIk 1-Dio3 EFic 38k 4 11 51 IncRNAs , 6 H:
JE Meg3, W LAKS SR Ezh2 M RG-S M, M5 2 HOX £ K
37 X H3K27me3 ik FiR, R S8 HOX HE M &£
KPR, HOX ZEPUE— R LT TR AR AL T IEER Kb
WS5 T NS WIS M, L, 67 F DIk1-Dio3 {3 5
i IncRNAs, Jo H 2 Meg3, o] LLiE o 0 il HOX & A 78 i 22
T34 BT 48 T R P OCHEAE T

2 ##E NS/PCs ia¥r SCI By Rk W iz 15 FiFE

Ak A EBH A B 1955 208 T 407 22 19 NS/PCs
(induced pluripotent stem cells derived NS/PCs,iPSC-NS/
PCs ) A7 A e 2o f 25 HF 5 112 2 4R B2 10 ) A0 30 4 0
X AR AR R A BRI e TS i 3h i A
A2 M A% A 2 52 05 16 SR RS b SR TP A AR By g ke Ok 1Y
g L. 1 SCLIRYT 1, BSAE Y iPSC-NS/PCs Bl & B n]
VLA 22 il 400 32 Y, 445 22T, 23 4k TR /Y #2858
T AE AR £ DR B A O 5 4 32 AN T R B A, W
AFUNKE IPSC-NS/PCs #% 41 31 SCI R Hv , % ## 9 iPSC-NS/
PCs 43 fb A 41 2 S0 -5 IR i 28 0 T8 1L 28 fih, LA rh 4k 1
J5 3 A2 A R A 28 ST ] B R 2 T RGOS RIS B D) g
WA . Meta 201 B, SSRGS WM, £
iPSC-NS/PCs 4b 31 SCI 2 ¥ 7512 2y 75 T A i 3 3617,
RN T iPSC-NS/PCs B AH RIAT R , IF A 3
R ML T RE WA IR T B 240 0 B A R vk o SR e 2B
IR — 6 5t 4 (i) AL 50 2m e 6 % 404 S BT 4 S R
i T Bk i 93 T2 SRRz 18

TE SCI R 19 LR AR, KAR 4 B 48 19 NS/PCs #853
i RGBT A, R 7 s RaX — R 8, 2 E TR T
HDACs # il 57 B¢ A5 4 22+ 40 i 82 4# (HDACs  inhibitor and
neural stem cell transplantation, HINT) ) J5 7% , F| H
HDACs R {21 & J0 50 b A T, T LUK B A8 19 NS/PCs A1 4%
b 234k Sk #2550 Tabeshmehr Z509% B8, 35 4801k &L (H,0,)
Ak B B B E NS/PCs 78 283 HINT {697 )5 ,NS/PCs 43
LA M 22 LR RE I S8 25 4400, 10d /5 24 78.1%1¥ NS/PCs 43
Uk 2TV

i i miRNAs fie gk # 28 500 6 iR J7 SCI 2 28 47
TS50 . miRNA-124 2 —F il 5 4 miRNA , £ 40 225050 1k
F S A A 28 R e v B 2 BSR4 44
W W R B 1 (small C—terminal domain phosphatase 1,
SCP1) J&—Ah7E R 2 o0 41 2 rh 3k i BT 22 P51 5 7
T AR S B A 2 T BRI M U L 2 S g o s ik
AP, Chen S50 3, 764 ME S P 1) A A 28 R e,
miRNA-124 A L) 58 5] SCP1 #) mRNA Jf B4 SCP1
MRk, NMiESFMHaERE, ZREREXLEEGENA 1
(polypyrimidine tract —binding protein 1,Pthpl) J& — &
RNA 256 80, 10 48 K A AR DG R T A5 57 U1, 4]
265, Zhao P pre—miRNA—124 % e 1] /N B
BB FE B A b R B, g 3k miRNA-124 ] BLF i
Pthpl B3Rk, AT {2 #E 28290731k . Song S5 & I, 75
FLT NS/PCs 19 SCI K B, 76 miRNA-124 {2 #2850 70 1
RIPEHITR , e oo o B 4 in L e 5 40 i 45 i 9 8 0
D B AR R MGE B ) RE B BCE K

Qg s 1 o A S Hi28 O0 JE BS A NS/PCs R 9T SCI i
B —HER, RS Ty b3 W, 300035t 4% 2 ) 4 ] LA
AR IE 5 SR A Y NS/PCs 4301k S il 28 98, (8 32 45 1
P2 ] B A IR 3R 0 35 A% 2 R 455 30 W] A A% AR 1Y
NS/PCs 534k g J5E 5T 240 JfL | DA T 400 61 i I A9 02 e

3 “HEEHREET SCI WRWIEEFIFIE

T A R R T R R e S
YA M AT LLAE S 7= A2 iPSC R B0 B3 e Ak D BT 04 40 e
A Yang S0 B, 0 AT 40 M6 9T SCL R B, 14
e X Y HEE 1 2 (SRY related HMG box-2,S0x2) Y
B3R W] LATE R P A B2 TR e J5 44 L 3 0 g P S A 206
Du SERexF A 28 IR 5 T 48 Jf 47 0 5% R B, M & o0 o AL e
S Ve S B 7 RS AL 4 AR 1 H3K9 Z e Ak 19 W] LLAE
BEH 5 Sox2 W45 G, T A2 1 22 50 4048 I R B 2 Tt 4
R0 Kat2b v LU IR Sox2 SHEAL A9 2545, il # & 50
34k Su W R LA F LA T T Sox2 5400
AR S PEE I S5 A, 2 Sox2 U5 10 1050 A6 A O I I
2 it T 4 Ry B RE P2 T I A, VPA (9 AT DL — 2D AR
HE 20 I R

BT kst R I, B g B T VA AE R SCT i —FhiA
IT AWK B AZ B, 7E SCI G I, 458493 FB AL 11 R e
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20 BT O IR 2 S B A 8 A SE S, A AT X — SR
L T R B R T LA A U 1Y 20 N R A e 4 Ol Ty
PZET0 3 SCI BIVR YT AL T B

4 FERIMERTT SCI K&k Wi & FIRE

Tt 2 4K 1 2 £ 11 2 8% (Chondroitin sulfate proteogly-
can, CSPG ) >k [ Jis¢ J5T 5 Ji 0B 9 AR OC 4 1, 2 AR K 3
il 1 -F~A (neurite outgrowth inhibitor, Nogo—A ) . #fi i #H 5
1% 4 11 (myelin—associated glycoprotein, MAG ) Fl 2> 5& ¢ Ji
1 i 5% 5 B 25 1 (oligodendrocyte —myelin  glycoprotein,
OMgp) . CSPG 1T LU A7 #1122 50 (19 RhoA |, 2R )7 i
RhoA F4 AR 5 06 IR il 58 26 < 19 20 g - 2P, miRNA-133
A LU 3 0 ) CSPG 1 3R 3K 2 3#E SCI K BR Al 28 7 il 2 S
KPI, Theis A0 % B, K0 G 5 T miRNA-133 (91805 25 1
553 SCI /N LA 3 3 52 7T LAY 4k 2 /)N B D) R IR A2, ik
T 42 B9 74 e Sl 450 400 30 2 K ek 3k miRNA-133, Jf-f%
B4 AT ST A ALY B A, 5 B0 CSPG Rk KF T R,
DA AE E B 28 S0l 2 B4 . miRNAs 38 AT Lh i) 15 41 56 % 5t
PR 1) 2R 35 KT, 490 1) e I i R T o, 18 326 A € P A A
F K B, SCI K Ui 2 1k B P I 5 240 i ' miRNA-145 7]
LI C—myc 08 5= N Y 235 1000 40 i 14 58 k> 2B
g DR SR NI AN i d5id 3/ i NN

R B it SCI il 28 FRAE A B TP B i, 1E
Rz O P R a2 -
(regeneration—associated genes,RAGs)#% 1, LA s Bhph 22
P g, WK A H 43 (growth associated protein
43,GAP-43), /NE T EE HE 1 1A (small protein-rich
protein 1A ,Sprrla) , #1 Z& ik Y (neuropeptide Y,Npy) il {i&
AR EMZLAK (galanine, Gal )™, P300/CBP AH ¢ H F
(PCAF) AJ LI E GAP-43 JE[H )i 37 X H3K9 Z Bt fb &
M, B 3 PCAF B ZKSF A LRI GAP-43 X 5 3+
X ) H3K9 LBEAL B, 02 Bt T GAP-43 H A i) 3 ik 4
ZInor AP, I A BE IR B S IR IR A A 1 He 2
BEAL L T1, T2 E RAGs 3R35, 9K, 78 PR M 28 R 48
i B S R I RAGs A2 kA WLt AE B2y 1 5
JIR AR # 22 R GE X RAGs I FRFSE M HIVE T, —LeAfF 57 2%
ffi FH HDACs 4100 il 5 X} RAGs #F 17 58 il Ly o, 51 4,
Demyanenko 45058 35 WF 58 3iE B, 76 i 25 o /0 BUP  MI-192
(—Fl HDAC2 F1 HDAC3 #3570 ) A LAsg il 1 GAP-43
TR T DLt 7 AR 1 2 OR3P VR

00 I 110 il 5 A X 450 0 98 6 1) Bl 5 AR R REURE
R [ A A1 38 9 e B, 36 W3t A% 2 9 4 T LA R
il A 2 A A BT (A0 CSPG B RAGs 55 ) I B il , A 1 2
HERIGEIE K  HDACs #0570 3565 miRNAs $ [7] 98 55 22 0035
& AB A, A AT BESRIAYT SCL I — A R0 AL,
5 R

15y EA

SCLJG , i FoET-Fm JFAAEZ BUukEm Hl)E 2%,

O 28 WA Ak 22 R TT 2000 A9 HE R IR A (] B, BB X NS/PCs
WEFERITR A, B Al NS/PCs 97 SCI MR B 32 51 A ATTHY 3¢
TE o BARIE S S5t A% R 47 T LA U B 4B A NS/PCs [
Z2IC A, A BT 0 e FE S D RE B S AR R
% A — R E T R MR T UE )5 50
MR R B 20 M 2R R T, R b AT N — R HOR
T BIF S Y — 2R 2 T B TR K L AR T A T
3 IR N DRy — i B R 7 AR 3 2 B AR 2R T R
L 5 B A 4 2 PR IS 14 R T 458 403 0 6 TR PR 5T 1 e
BOMETT T, Al A R ) PR A O B TR IR Y TE
I, AT LA S e WL £ 2 R AT B s WL 1L IR Pk
9 SCI J& H4F 19 DI RE K 52 - 18 6
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