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1A 4 0 55 B ST BT 95 A #481 o 2000 4E Onishi (1 76
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M R Bl 2 09 O R L AR £F 4 40 B 4 R AL A,
NS HERBER, KB 7 R o, 3-FHE
HRHERMBREBAETE, F1E 4 R De Sousa
axlolys ie JL R & 4 40 1 7 51 B TVM 49 59 £ 48 g 59
FR, BEAR2h BREHK EMEBES A%
%,3 RIER(37.5%), — RBIH, =4 1 RAEE,
Yin ZUE R LR = VM B 0P8 41 AR, B



3

BN R R R BT S B R 157
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BRILBEr 4R &5 W 18—22 5 yes Park, et al. Ani Biotech.2001
R LR £ 4 4 e *®r WTFES 5-36 4 yes Lai, et al. Science, 2002
BRAEC VLA &4 WTHESH 24—48 8 no Yin, et al. Biol Reprod, 2002
R LR EF 45 40 L N7 WS 12—36 2 no Boquest, et al. Biol Reprod,2002
R L ER 4T 4E 48 e b W E R 1 1 no De Sousa, et a]., Biol Reprod,2002
R JL R £F 2 40 M & 5h R HE S 12 1 yes Lai, et al. Mol Reprod Dev, 2002
G L BLET 4 40 i R sh T s 12—36 28 no Walker, et al. Cloning Stem Cell, 2002
B LK MM hh HT S 18—22 4 yes Park, et al. Biol Reprod,2002
R L R £F 4 4 B & 5h T 12—48 6 ves Dai, et al. Nat Biotechnol , 2002
)L SR A 440 g & sh W 8—24 3 lyes; 2 no  Hyun, et al.Biol Reprod, 2003
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WA R TR AR . MR LA 4
ST AR BT 4 40 B UL 40 YR O R AR R
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BOME R, EH B R 8, 4 Hoechest33342 B
BN, ERERE 85% (RAXK KM A ), Spindle-
view REUMBI % BRE SRR EHF BERTHK
BAOKEREL,BE THEONSHARSAERL IR
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HMBERBREAZEHT MW, BUHERE T —¥8
IR, B B R AR EREE T —4
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FAEBERRERE ERARB I ERRBHERE,
ETFhEYRESHERATAEAREN, EF FF
FTH—EWER. REGBHAELSBPI ZRATAL
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RHITTREME , W RANA T ZRH
2.8 ESUMERRE

HEARAZERBRECEDY AT REHN
BT REAY IR, o w2 U0 3R B 1 40 T A At A R R
SERVR IE F 320 OR AR 4% BT 52 A B0 & BB 4 IR A B
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RECENT PROGRESS OF SOMATIC CELL NUCLEAR TRANSFER IN PIGS

Xu Xiaoming Dou Zhongying

( Northwest Science and Technology University of Agriculture and Forestry , Shaanxi Branch of National Stem Cell Engineering and Technology , Yangling 712100)

Abstract  Research in the field of somatic cell nuclear transfer (SCNT) and transgenic cloning in pigs has been become
global hotspot, because porcine organs probably become the first source of donor organs for human xenotransplantation .
Recently, great progress had been made in porcine SCNT. However, the efficiency of nuclear transfer remains very low
( <1%). It is necessary to improve the procedure of nuclear transfer and to further investigate some basic problems. Re-

cent progress of SCNT in pigs and some existing problems are reviewed and analysed. The aim is to offer some beneficial

illumination for researchers.
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