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AHHOTALMSA

CoMaTnyecKoe KIIOHMPOBaHME — CMOCOD MOyYEHUS FEHETUYECKU MAEHTUYHOTO NOTOMCTBA, 00/1aAaoLLMiA No pAaY NPUYMH
KpaiHe HM3KOM pe3ynbTaTMBHOCTLI0. Cnocobbl NoBbIeHUs 3QPEKTUBHOCTM AaHHOW NpoLefypbl HanpaBneHbl Ha ONTUMK-
3aLMI0 KaX[oro M3 eé 3TanoB, OAHUM U3 KOTOpPbIX ABASETCS MOAroTOBKa Kapuonnactos. B 6onbLUMHCTBE 3KCMepUMEHTOB
Mo MOMy4eHUI0 KIIOHMPOBAHHOTO MOTOMCTBA B KaYecTBe KIIETOK-PELMMUEHTOB NMPUMEHSAIOT 00UMTHI Ha cTagun MeTadassi I
MeMoTMYECKOro feneHus 6e3 npeaBapuTeNbHOM aKTMBaLMM, YTo 0byCnOBNMBaEeT BbIOOp B KayecTBe KapuoniacTtoB coOMa-
TUYECKMX KNeToK Ha ctagum GO/G1, Haubonee onTUManbHoOW AAs MOCNEAYIOLLEr0 PenporpaMMUpoBaHus Ux agep dakro-
pamMu LMTOMa3Mbl 00UMTOB. s OCTAHOBKM KNETOK B AaHHOM (ha3e Haubonee 4acTo MCMOMb3YHT METOALI ChIBOPOTOYHO-
ro rofiofiaHus W/WaM KOHTaKTHOrO MHrMBMpoBaHUs, No3BonsAlLmMe ocTaHoBuTL A0 90% KneTok Ha ctagum GO/G1. OpHako,
HecMoTps Ha 3hdEKTMBHOCTL AaHHBIX crnocoboB, OHKM 06M1afalT pAAOM CYLLECTBEHHBIX OFPaHUYeHNH, B CBA3W C YEM MpU-
obpeTaeT WMPOKOe pacnpocTpaHeHue JobasnieHne B CPeAy KyNbTUBMPOBAHUA COMATUYECKUX KITETOK KOMMOHEHTOB, NPensT-
CTBYHLLUMX MPOLBUMKEHMIO KIETOK MO CTAAMAM KNETOYHOMO UMKNa. penMyLLecTBOM NPUMEHEHUS XUMUYECKUX MHIMOUTOpOB
ABNSAETCSA CNOCOBHOCTL HEKOTOPbIX M3 HIUX OKa3biBaTb MPOTEKTOPHOE BO3AENACTBME HAa COMATUYECKMUE KIIETKW U B pe3yibTaTe
npeLoTBpaLLaTh MHAYKLMIO anonTOTUYECKUX U3MEHEHWI. TakuM 06pasoM, B HacTosLLEe BpEMS CYLLECTBYET LUIMPOKUI CMEKTP
METOA0B 3PPEKTUBHON CMHXPOHM3ALMM KIETOYHOMO LMKIIA KapyMonnacToB, M npu Bbibope onTUManbHoro cnocoba cnepyet
obpalLaTb BHUMaHWe Ha TN KIETOK; BUAOBYK NPUHALIIEXHOCTb XKWUBOTHBIX, OT KOTOPbIX OHU MOJYYeHbl; LOMYCTUMYHO Mpo-
LOJTKUTENBHOCTb KyNbTUBMPOBAHMUS B 3aflaHHbIX YCIOBUSAX C LIENTbI0 MUHUMW3aLMM HEraTUBHOTO BO3AENCTBUS 3TUX YCIIOBUM
Ha }M3HecrnocobHOCTb KapuonacToB.

KnioueBble cnoBa: SCNT; comaTtuyeckoe KJIOHUpOBaHWe; CUHXPOHU3aLUMA KNETOYHOro LMKIa; POCKOBUTUH; panaMULnH;
CbIBOPOTOYHOE roniofaHne; KOHTaKTHOe VIHFVI6MPOBaHMe.
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Methods of karyoplast cell cycle synchronization
for increasing the efficiency of somatic cloning
of farm animals
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ABSTRACT

Somatic cloning is a method of obtaining genetically identical offspring, which for some reason have extremely low efficiency.
Methods to increase the effectiveness of this procedure aimed at optimizing each of its stages, one of which is karyoplast
preparation. In most experiments, to obtain cloned offspring, oocytes are used as recipient cells at the metaphase of the second
meiotic division without prior activation, which determines the choice of somatic cells as karyoplasts at the GO/G1 stage,
the most optimal for subsequent nuclear reprogramming by oocyte cytoplasmic factors. Serum starvation and/or contact
inhibition are the most commonly used methods for arresting cells in this phase, which allows the arrest of up to 90% of cells
at the GO/G1 stage. Despite the effectiveness of these methods, they have some significant limitations; therefore, the addition
of components to the culture medium of somatic cells that prevent the progression of cells through the cell cycle stages is
becoming widespread. Some chemical inhibitors have a protective effect on somatic cells, preventing the induction of apoptotic
changes. Although the efficacy of butyrolactone I, mimosine, and aphidicolin application is controversial, several studies
have attested the possibility of using these drugs to synchronize the karyoplasts. Thus, several methods can be employed
for effective synchronization of the cell cycle of karyoplasts. When choosing the optimal method, the type of cells, species of
animals from which they were obtained, and permissible duration of cultivation under given conditions must be considered to
minimize the negative effect of conditions on karyoplast viability.
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[eHbl 1 KNETKK

BBEJEHUE

ComaTtnyeckoe KnoHupoBaHue (somatic cell nuclear
transfer, SCNT) sBnseTcs TexHonmorven noyyYeHns: MHoro-
KINETOYHBIX OpPraHU3MOB C MPUMEHEHUEM OOLMTOB, FEHETU-
YECKWU MaTepuan KOTOpbIX 3aMEHEH Ha COAEPXUMOe Aaep
LOHOPCKMX KNeToK (kapuonnactos). B 1952 roay Ha amdu-
busax beina npoBeseHa paboTa, pe3ynbTaTOM KOTOPOWA CTao
MoSly4yeHne MEePBbIX KIIOHUPOBAHHBIX KUBOTHBIX U3 KIETOK
Ha cTagum bractoumctebl [1]. 3aTeM nocnegosan psag uccne-
A0BaHWM, MPUBEALLIMX K POXKAEHWI0 MITEKOMUTAIOLLMX PasHbIX
BM0B, OHAKO MX 0ObeMHANO UCMOMb30BaHNE B KayecTBe
KapuonnactoB 61acToMepoB paHHUX 3MOpMOHOB [2], Toraa
KaK nepBoe KJIOHMPOBaHHOE MOTOMCTBO, MPW CO3[aHMM KO-
TOPOro OblAM MPUMEHEHBI COMATUYECKUE KIETKW B3POC/IOr0
XUBOTHOro, nonyyeHo B 1996 roay [3]. B HacToswee Bpems
nyTéM SCNT KnoHMpoBaHbl pa3HO0bpa3Hble BULLI MEKOMU-
TaloLWyX, BKIYas 06e3bsH [2]. CnesyeT 0TMETUTB, YTO LaH-
Hblii METOZ, UMeeT NOTEHLMANbHOE NPUMEHEHWE B Pa3fIYHbIX
061acTAX cenbcKoro X03aMCcTBa U MeAULIMHBI: MPOU3BOACTBO
reHeTU4YeCKU MoANMMLMPOBaHHBIX UBOTHBIX [4]; pa3MHoXe-
HWE LieHHbIX U COXPaHEHME BbIMUPAIOLLMX BULOB XUBOTHBIX;
noslyyeHne 3MOpUOHANbHBIX CTBOSIOBLIX KNETOK [5], obnapa-
IOLUMX [J0Ka3aHHbIM TepaneBTUYECKUM MNoTeHuManoM. He-
CMOTpSA Ha BOCTPeboBaHHOCTL AaHHOW npoLenypsl, 3bdek-
TMBHOCTb €€ OCTAETCA Ha HEBbICOKOM ypoBHe [6—8]. Huskas
pe3y/bTaTMBHOCTb BO MHOrOM 06bscHsieTca TeM, yto SCNT
BKJTHOYaeT B cebs KOMMEKC nocnefoBaTesbHbIX 3TanoB, He-
ONTUMarbHble YCNOBUSA Ha JIBOM M3 KOTOpbIX MOTYT OKa3aTb
CYLLLeCTBEHHOE HEraTMBHOE BIMSIHWE HA Pa3BUTME KIIOHWpO-
BaHHbIX 3MbpuoHOB M noToMcTea. bonee Toro, B psage cny-
UaEeB Y KMBOTHbIX-PELMMUEHTOB BbISIBMIAKTCA HapYyLLEHUS
(GopMMpOBaHMA NNALEHTbI, a KIOHWPOBAHHOE MOTOMCTBO
HepenKo MormbaeT OT MOPOKOB Pa3BUTUSA, HE COBMECTUMBIX
C *M3Hbi0 [9]. OCHOBHBIMM CTaMAMM TEXHONOTUN KIOHUPO-
BaHWA ABNAIOTCA NOArOTOBKA 0OLMTOB M COMATUYECKMX Kile-
TOK, 3HYKJleaLms CO3PEeBLUMX OOLMTOB (LMTOMNAcToOB) C Mo-
CneaytoLLMM NoJly4eHMeM KOMMIIEKCOB 00LMT—COMaTUYecKas
KJeTKa, C/IsIHWE LMTOMIAcTOB C KapuoniacTaMu, aKTMBaLms
MOMYYEHHbIX LMTOrMOPUAOB, KyNbTUBMPOBaHWE 3MOPUOHOB
1 ux TpaHcnnantaumsa [10, 11]. B pe3ynbTate MHOrOYMCNEH-
HbIX UCCNeS0BaHWIN, NPOBOAMMBIX C LIENbH0 NOSTyYEeHUs Kio-
HWPOBAHHbIX }WBOTHBIX, HAKOMEH BOJLLLON OMbIT N0 COBEP-
weHcTBoBaHMo TexHonoruu SCNT. CoBpeMeHHbIe cnocobbl
MoBbILLeHNs IDHEKTUBHOCTU [aHHOW NpoLeaypbl BKIIOYAKT
ONTUMM3aLIMI0 Kaxaoro 13 eé atanos [11-23]. bonbWwKHCTBO
nybnMKaLMi 0TpaxaloT JOCTUXKEHUS npu paboTe ¢ ooumTaMm:
MOJEPHU3aLIMI0 YCTIOBUIA UX CO3PEBaHUS C LieMbH 3aMefle-
HWA NPOLLECCOB CTAPEHMUs, CHUXEHWS anonTOTUYECKMX W3-
MEHEHWI U NPOLYKUMM aKTUBHBIX GopM Kucnopoga [13, 21];
COBEpLUEHCTBOBaHME TEXHUKU 3HYKIeaLuy BnoTb Ao pobo-
TM3npoBaHHoM [19, 23]. Beaétcs nomck cnocobos BoCCTaHOB-
JIeHUs UMTOMTIAcTOB NOC/Ie 3HYKIIeaLuy, B TOM Yuche nyTem
MHBEKLMIA LMTONNa3Mbl JOHOPCKWX ooumnToB [14]. Bepytca
TaKKe paboTbl, HaNpaBneHHbIE Ha PerynALMK HacneLoBaHuUs
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mutoxonapuanoHon [HK [17]. BaxHoe 3HayeHue ume-
10T UCCNEeLOBaHMUs, LeNbl0 KOTOPbIX SIBASETCA MOBbILLIEHWE
MMMIaHTaLMN KITOHUPOBaHHBIX 3MOPMOHOB Kak Ha 3Mbpu-
ofioruyeckoM 3tane [15], TaK 1 Ha 3Tane paboTbl C KMUBOT-
HbIMU-peumnueHTamMu. 0TAeNbHOTr0 BHUMaHUA 3acnyKuBaeT
TOT (aKT, YTO YCNI0BUS, ONTUMabHble Ans npoBefeHns SCNT
O[JHOTO BMAA XMBOTHbIX, MOTYT OKa3aTbCs He BMOJHe Moj-
XOAALMMU LIS [IpYroro BuAaa.

KntoueBbiM cobbiTEM, onpeaensowmM 3G HeKTUBHOCTL
SCNT, cnyuT penporpaMM1poBaH/e sLepHOro Martepuana
Kapuonnacra LMTONJasMon 00uuTa, B pesynbTaTe KIIeTKU
npuobpeTaloT CBOWCTBA TOTMNOTEHTHOCTU [24]. B npouecce
oMb epeHLMpOBKN COMATUYECKUX KIETOK M3 CTBOJIOBBIX
MPOMUCXOAMUT METUNIMPOBAHWE YYaCTKOB MX FeHOMA, KOTOpbIE
OTBETCTBEHHbI 33 CBA3bIBAHWUE C TPAHCKPUMLMOHHBIMM (haKTo-
pamu, 00yCnoBNMBAOLLMMM NOLAEPMKAHME NIIOPUNOTEHTHOIO
cocTosHmMA [25]. HecMoTps Ha cTabunbHOCTb 3NMreHeTUYecKo-
ro CTaTyca COMaTU4YeCKUX KIETOK, B TOM YMC/IE TEPMUHAIBHO
ambdepeHUMpPOBaHHbIX, METUAMpOBaHUEe He QUKCHUpyeTcs
HeobpaTMo, a MOXeT ObITb penporpamMMmUpoOBaHO B 3MOpMO-
HasbHOe cocTosiHKe [26]. V13BecTHo, uTo MpoLiecc penporpam-
MWpOBaHMWSA BKJIIOYAET 3NMreHeTMYeckoe M MeTabonnyeckoe
pemMofenvpoBaHue, 0fJHAKO MOJIEKyNsipHas perynsauus, ne-
Xallas B ero OCHOBE, BCE eLUE OCTAETCs He A0 KOHLA W3-
yyeHHoi [27]. NoTeHuman K pa3suTuio 3MOPUOHOB, NOJTyYeH-
HbIX B XOA€ K/IOHMPOBaHMs, 3aBMCUT OT CMOCOBHOCTU Aapa
COMAaTMYECKOM KIIETKM K penporpaMMmpoBaHnio Gaktopamm
LMTOMMa3Mbl ooumTa. B xode u3MeHeHWi, HabnoaaloLWwmx-
€S Mocne CAUAHUS 3HYKIIeMpPOBaHHOMO 00LUMTa M JOHOPCKOM
KINEeTKW, MPOMCXOASAT pa3pyLUeHre AAepHOI 060/104KM Kapuo-
nnacta u npexaeBpeMeHHas KOHLEHCcauuUs XpoMocoM (4To
OMOCPei0BaHO BbICOKOW KOHLEHTPaLMen CoAepiKallerocs
B LMTONNa3Me oouuta dakTopa, crnocobCcTByloLLero cospe-
BaHuto (maturation-promoting factor, MPF) u npeacTaensio-
lero coboi Komnnexc p344?—yukmH B [28-31]), a Takoxke
nocnegytowas penaukauma IHK. 3ameHa psaga CTpYKTYpHbIX
KOMIMOHEHTOB XpOMaTHHa Ha COOTBETCTBYHLLME KOMMOHEHTHI
0OLMTapHOr0 MPOUCXOXAEHUS, NMPOUCXOAALLAsA NoCne Cin-
fHMA MeMbpaH KapuonnacTa M uuTonnacTa, Heobxopuma
ANA yaaneHus anureHetudeckux Metok ¢ JHK, nexauwero
B OCHOBE PEnporpaMMMpOBaHuUs LOHOPCKMX SLEep B TOTMMO-
TeHTHoe cocTosiHue [32-34]. [laHHble nMepecTpoiiKM BaKHb
B TOM uucne AAs JeKOHAEeHcaLumm XpoMaTuHa, HeobxoamMoii
ons bonee addEKTUBHOO CBA3bIBAHUS PErYNATOPOB TPaHC-
KpUMLMKM C UX CalTaMu y3HaBaHus M bonee 3ddeKTMBHOrO
penporpammmpoBanus [35]. 3aKOHOMEpHO, YTO MHTEHCUB-
HOCTb 3KCMpeccum 1 ypoBeHb hochopunmMpoBaHUs KIKOYEBbIX
TUCTOHOB U LUANEepoHOB, CTeMeHb aLeTUNMPOBaHNA U MeTU-
NIMPOBaHMSA TMCTOHOB 00LMTA OKa3blBalOT BAUSHUE Ha 3(-
(eKTUBHOCTb penporpammmpoBanms [36]. Ytobbl noBbicUTb
AaHHbIN NOKa3aTeslb, UCCe0BaTeNM NPUMEHSIOT pasnnyHble
MoAXOAbl: MCMO/b30BaHWe MHIMBKUTOpOB AeaueTunas [37, 38]
u metuntpaHcdepas [HK [39], HayKumio runepakcnpeccum
AeMeTunas [40], KoppeKumio aHOManbHOro peMeTUIMPOBaHMSA
OHK [41]. TeM He MeHee 0QHWM M3 HEODXOAMMBIX YCNIOBUI
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ABNAETCA KOOPAMHALMA KIETOYHOIO LIMKA JOHOPCKOM CoMa-
TUYECKOM KNETKM 1 00LMTa-peLUnmenTa, MOCKOMbKY UCMOSb-
30BaHMe [JOHOPCKUX KIETOK B HEMOAXoAasLei hase MoxeT
MPUBOAMTL K MOBPEXAEHWI0 XPOMOCOM BCTefCTBME WX Mpe-
[AEBPEMEHHON KOHJEHCaLMW U HeCBOEBPEMEHHOMO pa3py-
LUeHUs aaepHoi o0bonoukm [42, 43].

CornacHo pesynbTataM WCCieoBaHWiA, MPOBEAEHHBIX
C LeS1b0 BbISIBNIEHWS ONTUMANbHOM CTaAMM KNETOYHOTO LKA
Kapwuonsacra, pa3suTue 3MOpUOHOB 0TMEYAETCA NpU UCMOSTb-
30BaHWUM cOMaTUYecKUX KneTok B dasax GO, G1, G2 u M [44,
43]. NMpuHnMas Bo BHUMaHWe TOT (aKT, YTO B MOAABMAIOLLEM
BOMbLUMHCTBE 3KCMEPUMEHTOB MO MOJYYEHUI0 KIOHWUPOBaH-
HbIX XMBOTHBIX B KQ4eCTBE KIETOK-PELMMMEHTOB NPUMEHSIIOT
ooumTbl B MII-hase Melio3a (Mo NpuynHe BLICOKOW aKTUBHO-
ct1 MPF) [46] 6e3 npenBapuUTe/bHOM aKTUBaLMK, 4SS Nepe-
HoCa CneflyeT UCMofb30BaTb KIETKU C AUMIOMAHBIM SAPOM
B ¢ase GO/G1, oxumpaowme pennukaumm [31, 47]. Lew-
CTBUTENBHO, Pe3ynbTaTbl MHOMOYMCIEHHBIX WUCCNeL0BaHMM
BbISBNAIOT bosiee BbICOKY0 3addekTnBHOCTb SCNT ¢ npu-
MEHEHWEM B KauyecTBe Kapuomnmiacrta COMaTUYeCKUX KIeTOK
B AaHHoM dase [48]. MepeHoc KneToK B dase G2 npuoaut
K HapyLLEHW0 pa3BUTMS IMOPUOHOB BC/IELCTBIE PENIMKALIMN
reHoMa, HampaBnseMoii LIMTOMNIa3MOoN 00LMTa; NPUMEHEHME
KapuonnacTa B dase S BbI3bIBaeT GparMeHTaLmMio XpOMOCOM
[42]. Ecnv KNeTOYHbIN LMK LMTOMIa3Mbl peLmnueHTa BOMAET
B a3y G2/M, Korpa Kapuonnact Haxogutes B ¢dase G1/S,
MOXET NPOM30MTW MHULMALMA NPEeXLEeBPEMEHHON KOHAEH-
caLymm XpoMOCOM M pacnaja sepHon 0605104KK, B TO BpeMS
Kak cuHte3 [IHK ewlé He 3aBepLuéH, YTO B CBOI 04epeab
NPMBEAET K NOTEpe XPOMOCOM W aHeyniouamm [49].

OcTaHoBKa kneTok B ctapguu GO/G1 pocTuraetcs Heckosnb-
KUMM NYTSMK, Hanbonee pacnpocTpaHEHHbIMU Cpeam KOTOpbIX
ABNAKTCA CbIBOPOTOYHOE FOSI0AAHUE — KYJbTUBMPOBaHUE
COMAaTUYECKMX KNETOK B Cpefie, COAEepIKaLLen 3KCTPeMasbHO
HU3KYI0 KOHLeHTpaLMio deTabHoi bblubei ciBopoTkM (PEC)
[50-53], KoHTaKTHOe MHTMBUpPOBaHMe (KYNbTUBMPOBAHWE CO-
MaTUYeCKMX KIETOK [0 MOHOCN0Sl C KOH(IIHTHOCTbIO,
6nm3kon k 100%) [52-55] unm KombBUHaLMA AaHHbIX croco-
boB [43, 56]. Pap nccnepoBateneit NPUMEHSIOT XMMUYECKUe
MHTMOMTOPBI KNNETOUHOO LmKna [57, 58].

CbIBOPOTOYHOE r0JICAAHUE

CbiBOpPOTOYHOE roflofaHne — 3QHEKTUBHLIN MeTof 00-
paTUMoli 0CTaHOBKM COMaTUYECKMX KIeToK B ase GO/G1: co-
rNacHo pe3ynbTataM MHOMMX UCCNeA0BaHUHA, KyNbTMBMpOBa-
HWEe COMaTUYECKMX KIIETOK B Cpefe C IKCTPEMANbHO HU3KUM
copepxanueM ®BC (0,2-0,5%) Benét Kk octaHoBke 70-90%
U3 HUX B AaHHOM dase umkna [43, 58-64]. IToT nokasatenb
MOBBLILLAETCA NPU YBENNYEHUM MPOLOSIKMTENBHOCTU Kyfb-
TUBMPOBaHUS KIIETOK B YCNIOBUSIX CHUXEHHOTO COAEPXaHus
®BC [43, 59, 61, 65], npuuéM B nccneposaHum F. Sadeghi-
an-Nodoushan c coaBT. noBbllEHNe KONMYECTBA 0BEYBLMX
KIeToK rpaHynésbl B dase GO/G1 npu KynbTMBMPOBaHWM UX
B TeyeHne 48 1 72 4 BbIN0 CTATUCTUHECKM 3HAYMMO BbILLE,
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4eM Npu 24-4acoBOM KyNbTUBMPOBaHUM B YCIIOBUSAX CbIBOPO-
ToyHoro ronofanus [61]. BocctaHoBneHue copepxaHus Cbl-
BOPOTKY B cpefe A0 3HaYeHWI, JOCTaTOuHbIX 1S aKTUBHO
nponudepaumm (15-20%), NpUBOAUT K SBHOMY YBESIMHEHMIO
KO/M4ecTBa KNeToK B (asax S u G2/M [59, 66].

HecmoTps Ha LMpoOKoe 1cnonb3oBaHWe aHHOr0 MeTofa
C LEMbH CUHXPOHM3aLMK KIIETOYHOMO LKA KapuomniacTos
Mpu NPOBELEHUN KJIOHUPOBAHMUS KMUBOTHBLIX, HE0DOX04UMO
NPMHUMaTbL BO BHUMaHue TOT (aKT, YTo KyNnbTUBMPOBaHME
COMATMYECKMX KIIETOK B CPeZie C MOHWMMKEHHBIM COAEpPIKaHM-
€M CbIBOPOTKU B TeyeHue 48 4 BeET K NOBPEXAEHMI0 3HL0-
MnasMaTUYecKoro peTukynyma [67], a B TeueHune 72 4 u 6o-
Nlee — K HapacTaHWKO B KIETKaX NPOAYKLMM aKTUBHbIX GOpM
Kucnopona [57], usMeHeHuo Mophonorum MUTOXOHAPUI
[68], HapacTaHuto dparmenTauum OHK [59], noBbiweHuto
coAepXaHua anontoTyeckux Knetok [60, 62, 69]. OgHuM
U3 MOCNeACTBUA UHAYKUMM anonTo3a ABASETCA M3MEHEeHWe
MeMbpaHHOro noteHuwana Knetok [70], uto MoxeT npuBo-
IUTb K CHUXEHMI0 3PQEKTUBHOCTU 3NIEKTPOCNUSHNSA B XOA€
nonyyexus umtornbpupoB [71]. TeM He MeHee, COrnacHo
pesynbTataM paboTbl [72], ucnonb3oBaHWe B Ka4ecTBe Ka-
puonnacTa aHHEeKCUH-NO3UTUBHBIX W aHHEKCUH-HEraTUBHbIX
KIETOK He OKa3blBasio 3HAYMMOr0 BAUSIHUS HA KONMMYECTBO
MOJTyYeHHbIX LUTOTMOpPUA0B.

0 HeratuBHOM 3ddeKTe NPUMEHEHMS KapWOMNacToB
B CTaAuM paHHero anonto3a Ha 3ddektmBHocTb SCNT cBu-
LEeTeNbCTBYIOT pe3ysbTathl, nosyyeHHsle Mdos S. Miranda
C COaBT.: COTMacHo NPOBeAEHHOMY UMU UCCTIef0BaHMIO, Npy-
MEHEHME aHHEKCUH-MO3UTUBHBIX (MbpobnacToB B KayecTse
AOHOPCKMX KneTok npu SCNT cHwKaeT moTeHuMan K pas-
BUTUIO MONYYEHHBIX IMOPUOHOB, BELET K COKPALLEHMIO KO-
NIMYeCTBa KNETOK B bBiacToumcTax v NOBbILIAET B HUX YMCIO
anonToTUYECKUX KNETOK [72]. B aaHHOM KOHTEKCTe cnepyeT
OTMETUTb, 4TO CTATUCTMYECKM 3HAUMMOE MOBBILLIEHME YPOBHSA
anonTo3a Npy CMHXPOHW3aLMM LKA METOAOM CbIBOPOTOY-
HOro roslofiaHnsi 0TMeYaeTcs Npy KyNbTUBUPOBaHUW COMaTH-
YECKMX KNETOK B Cpefe C MOHWKEHHbIM cofiepaHneM OBC
B TeyeHue 48 1 72 4, B TO BpeMSA KaK CbIBOPOTOYHOE r0f10-
[aHve B TeYeHue 24 Y He BbI3bIBAET 3HAUMMOT0 MOBbILLEHMS
KOMMYeCTBa anonToOTUYECKUX KIETOK B KyJbType Mo CpaBHe-
HWIO C KINETKaMM, KyNbTUBUPYEMbIMU B Cpefe, CoAepIKalLiel
10% ®BC [61].

CywuecTByeT MHeHWe, YTO MOBPEXAEHUS COMATUHECKUX
KIeTOK, Bbl3BaHHbIE Ky/IbTUBMPOBAHUEM B YCIOBUSIX CbIBOPO-
TOYHOTO FONOAAHMS, MOTYT BbITb MPUYKMHON HU3KOTO MOTEH-
Lmana K pa3BuUTMI0 3MOPUOHOB, NOJTy4eHHbIX MeToaoM SCNT:
B uccnepoBakum H.J. Park c coaBT. BbISIBEHO, YTO KONinye-
CTBO 3MOPUMOHOB CBUHEN, pa3BuBalOLLMXCA [0 CTaguu bna-
CTOLMCTEI, MPU UCMOSb30BaHUM KapuonacTa, CUHXPOHU3N-
POBaHHOr0 METO[IOM CbIBOPOTOYHOMO FO/I0AHWA B TEYEHWE
72 4, HWKe NO CPaBHEHWIO C APYrMMM METOAMM OCTaHOBKM
KNneTo4Horo umkna [69]. B To e Bpems, cOrnacHo pesysib-
TaTaM Apyroro uccnefoBaHus [65], uucno Koposbkx bnacTo-
umcT, nonyyeHHbx MetogoM SCNT, npu ucnonb3oBaHUM Ka-
PVOMNIacTOB, KyNbTUBUPOBAHHBIX 24 4 B Cpefie, CoAepIKalLel
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0,5% OBC, 6bin0 Bbile N0 CPABHEHMIO C COOTBETCTBYIOLLIMM
MoKa3aTesieM MpU CUMHXPOHM3aumn ¢ubpobnacToB MeTo-
AOM KOHTaKTHOro WHrubupoBanus. [laHHble pesynbrathl
MOATBEPXKAAKT, YTO YBEJIMYEHME MPOSOMIKUTENBHOCTH
KYNbTUBMPOBAHWSA KapWoMiacToB B YCNOBUAX CbIBOPOTOY-
HOro rosI0flaHWs HEraTUBHO OTPAXKaeTCA Ha WX COCTOAHUM
W, KaK CNeacTBue, CHUMKAET pe3ynbTatBHOCTL SCNT.

KOHTAKTHOE MHTMBUPOBAHUE

BTopbiM pacnpocTpaHEHHBIM METOAOM CHUXEHMS Mpo-
ndepaTMBHON aKTMBHOCTM, MPUMEHSIEMbIM B HacTosLLee
BpeMS, BNSETCA KOHTaKTHOe WHrubuposaHue [54, 73-76].
B pesynbTate hopMMpoBaHUA MIOTHOrO MOHOCNOS NJIOLAb
KOHTaKTa NOBEPXHOCTU COCEJHMX KIETOK HapacTaeT, Bbi3bl-
Bas MHrMBMpPOBaHWe KIIETOYHOrO LMKIIA, HECMOTPSA Ha JoCTa-
TOYHYK KOHLIEHTpaLMi0 NUTaTeNbHbIX BeLecTB U (HaKTopoB
pocTa B KynbTypanbHoi cpesie [77]. M3BecTHO, 4TO OCTaHOBKa
kneTok B pase GO/G1 npoucxoauTt BCleACTBUE MOBbILLIEHNS
akcnpeccum p27Kip1 — MHrMbMTOpa LIMKIIMH-3aBUCUMBIX K-
Ha3 (cyclin-dependent kinases, CDKs) [78], npuHuMaloLmx
yyacTue B AeNIEHUN KIETOK, @ TaKKe NoCPeLCTBOM AWUCCOLM-
aumm umknmHa D m3 komnnekca ¢ CDK4 [79] ¢ nocnenytowen
€€ MHaKTUBauUMen. BaXHO OTMETUTb, YTO MPU KOHTAKTHOM
MHIMBMPOBAHMM CHUXAETCS YPOBEHb BHYTPUKIETOUHOW NpO-
OYKLMM aKTUBHBIX (DOPM KMUCIIOPOAA MO CPABHEHMIO C KIIET-
KaMu, pacTyLLmMMu B ycnoBusx bonee HU3Kom naoTtHocTy [80],
n oTMeyvaetcs aktueauma PGCla — kntoueBoro perynsito-
pa 3HepreTMYecKoro 06MeHa, y4acTBYHLLEr0 B CHUKEHUH
KOHLIEHTPaLUMM aKTUBHBIX GOPM KUCIOpOZa M 3aluuTe Kile-
TOK OT OKucuTenbHoro crpecca [81]. lNpuMeHeHne paHHoro
MeTo/la MO3BOJSIAIET OCTaHOBUTb 65—84% KNeToK Ha cTaguu
GO/G1 umkna [61-63]. CnepyeT 0TMETUTb, YTO B COMaTUYe-
CKUX KJIETKaX, CUHXPOHW3WUPOBAHHbIX CNOCOBOM KOHTaKTHOM0
MHrMBMpOBaHMs, YPOBEHb amomnTo3a COM3MEPUM C TaKOBbIM
B aKTUBHO fenswmxcs Knetkax [61, 63]. ®akTopoM, orpa-
HWYMBAKLLMM NpUMEHEHWE [aHHOro cnocoba, ABnseTcs
TO, YTO B pALE CNyyaeB He YAAETCA AOCTUYb KOH(IIOIHT-
HOCTU MOHOCJI0, JO0CTATOYHOM 1S BO3HUKHOBEHWUSA KOHTaKT-
HOro MHIMOMPOBaHWS, NOCKONBbKY OTLAENbHbIE KYNbTYpbl Kie-
TOK, MCMOMb3yeMbIX B KQ4ECTBE Kapuonnacta npu npoLesype
SCNT (HanpuMep, nocne pefaKTMPOBaHWs reHOMa), MoryT 06-
NajaTb HEBLICOKOW NpOSIM(EPaTUBHON aKTUBHOCTHIO.

KOMBUHWUPOBAHHbIW CMOCOB

Mo MHeHUIO psAaa ccnefoBaTenei, KynbTMBUPOBaHME Co-
MaTUYeCKUX KIIETOK A0 MOHOCNOSA C MOCNeAyHoLLei CMeHoM
KYNbTYpanbHOM Cpefibl Ha CPely C MOHMMKEHHbIM COAepKa-
HueM OBC sBnseTcs cNocoboM MOBLILIEHUS YMCNA KIETOK
Ha cTagun GO/G1 umkna. Tak, cornacHo pe3ynbTaTtam L. Ma
1 COaBT., KONIMHYECTBO 0BeYbMX GpUOP0bNIacToB B fLaHHOW (ha3e
BbIN0 CTAaTUCTMYECKW 3HAYMMO BbiLLIE NP KOMBUHMPOBAHHOM

*
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cnocobe CUHXPOHM3aLMM MO CPaBHEHWIO C FPynnaMi, CUH-
XPOHM3WUPOBAHHBIMU METOLLOM KOHTaKTHOro WHrmbupoBsa-
HMA W cbiBOpOTOYHOrO ronofanms: 80,07% npotus 66,82%
n 71,24% cootseTcTBeHHo [82]. B To e Bpems uccnepoBa-
Hme N.A. GOmez u C0aBT., B KOTOPOM CpaBHWBaNM CMocoob
CMHXPOHM3aLMW KIIETOYHOTO LMKNA Bblubkx GubpobnacTos
(CHIBOPOTOYHOrO TrOMI0AaHUS, KOHTAKTHOrO MHrubupoBa-
HWA U KOMOMHMPOBAHHOMO METOAA), HE BbIABUAMO 3HAUUMBIX
pasnuumii B KonmyecTse ¢ubpobnactoB B pase GO/G1 [65].
PasHornacus B pe3ynbraTax MOXHO 0OBSACHWUTb Kak Heoau-
HaKOBOW MPOAOCIIKUTENBHOCTBI) KYNbTUBUPOBAHUS KIIETOK
B 3alaHHbIX YCNOBUSAX, TaK W, BO3MOXKHO, pasHoii BULOBOV
MPUHAANEKHOCTBIO XUBOTHBIX, OT KOTOPbIX MOJTyYeHbl KIeT-
KM, MOCKOJIbKY CYLLECTBYIOT JaHHbIe, MOATBEPKAloLLMe pas-
JIN4Ms B BOCMIPUMMYMBOCTM COMATUYECKUX KNETOK, MOJYyYeH-
HbIX OT pasHbIX BULOB MBOTHbIX, K O[MHAaKOBbIM METOAaM
CMHXPOHM3aLmMKM Lmukna [83, 84].

IhPEKTUBHOCTL CUHXPOHM3ALMW COMATUYECKUX KNETOK
BO MHOTOM OMpefeNisieTcs TakiKe TUMOM KIETOK, UCMOoMb3y-
eMbIX B KauyeCTBe Kapuomnniacrta: pesynbTaTbl UCCef0BaHNS
S. Yagcioglu 1 coaBT., NPOBEAEHHOTO HA 0BLAX, MOKA3bIBAIOT,
yT0 deTanbHble PrbpobnacTbl 1 GUbpodNacTLl, NoyYeHHbIE
OT B3POC/IOr0 JXWBOTHOrO, MO-pPa3HOMY pearupytoT Ha CUH-
XPOHM3aLMI0 KNETOYHOro umukna [63].

XUMWUYECKWK CMOCOB
CUHXPOHWU3ALMW KNETOYHOIO
LIMKTA KAPUONJIACTOB

KneTouHbIi LMKN — 0fiHOHaMPaBeHHBIN MpoLiecc, B Teye-
HWe KOTOPOrO KIeTKa Nocnef0BaTeNlbHO MPOXOAUT pasHble ero
nepuoAbl, YETKO pa3srpaHuyeHHble Mopdonoryeckn u buo-
XMMWYecKM, Be3 ux npomycka unu Bo3BpaTa K npenblayLinMm
cragusaM. OBLLenpuHATO pasgeneHue LMKIA Ha uHTepdasy,
BKJTHOYAIOLLLYI0 CMHTETUYeCKuH (S) nepuog, Koraa npomcxoauT
YOBOEHME XPOMOCOM; M MHTEPBabl, OTAENSHLLME ero OT fefe-
Hus: nepuogbl G1 v G2. B dase G1 cuHTesupytotcs benku, am-
NAMPULMPYIOTCA OpraHensibl, YBENMUMBAETCS pa3Mep KIETKM,
Ha cTagum G2 ocyLeCTBASAKOTCA aHaM3 KOPPEKTHOCTM penin-
Kaumv IHK v nogrotoBka K muto3y. Knetku B ase G1 Moryt
BbIATU U3 KIIETOYHOTO LKA W BoiTU B a3y GO — obpatumoe
cocTosHue nokos [85]. MpoasukeHne KeTKM No GasaM Kie-
TOYHOIO LKA PerynMpyeTcs CocOBHOCTbH) aKTUBMPOBaHHbIX
CDKs docdoprnmpoBath cneuuduyHble cybcTpathl, MpuBoas
K UX aKTWUBaLWW, MHAKTUBALMW 1 NOKaNMU3aLMW B KeTKe. AK-
TuBaums CDKs nponcxomuT Npy CBA3bIBAHUM UX C LIMKIIMHAMU,
KOHLIEHTpaLMs U aKTUBHOCTb KOTOpbLIX onpegensietcsa hasoi
KreTouHoro Lmkna [85, 86].

Wcxoas 13 noHMMaHMs MPOLLECCOB, NeXaluux B OCHO-
Be MPOABUKEHUA KNeTKM No (a3aM KNeTOUHOro LMKNA,
LSl OCTAHOBKM UX B TOW WMAM MHOW hase NMpUMEHSIOT UH-
rnoutopbl CDKs (pocKOBMTUH*, OYTMPONAKTOH |*, CTaTUHbI:

3fleCb M flanee — npenapar He 3aperucTpupoBaH B [0cyaapCTBEHHOM peecTpe JieKapcTBeHHbIX cpeacTs PO.
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7I0BacTaTUH*, MeBaCcTaTWUH®), MHrMOUTOpPLI pensMKauumn
OHK (admavkonmH*, MUMO3WH*, CTaTWHBbI), NonMMepu3a-
UMM MUKpOTpPYboYeK (HoKkoaason*, kKonxuumh) [87], cuHTe3a
HeobxoauMbix 6enkoB (umknorekcumng®) [88]. MnaBHbIMK
MPUHLMNAMU CUHXPOHW3ALMM LIMKIIAa COMaTUYeCKUX KNETOK
ans SCNT cnyxat ero 06paTMMoCTb M OTCYTCTBME TOKCU-
yeckoro 3ddekTa, B CBA3N C YeM HEOOXOAMMO NpUHUMATb
BO BHWMaHWe, YTO CNEACTBMEM BO3AEWCTBUA pAAa UHIM-
BuTOpoB NOMMMO OCTaHOBKM KIETOK B Heobxoaumon dase
UMKN1a HEpeLKo SBNAETCA MHAYKUMA anonTo3a. B tabn. 1
[57-61, 63, 69, 89-93] npencTaBneHbl CBEAEHUA O XUMU-
YECKMX MHMMOMTOpax KNETOYHOr0 LMKNA, MPUMEHSIEMBbIX
OJ1S CUHXPOHM3auMK AoHopckux knetok npu SCNT cenb-
CKOX03ANCTBEHHbIX UBOTHbIX.

CornacHo [aHHbIM NUTepaTypbl, CpPeaM npenapaToB
AN CUHXPOHU3ALMM COMATMYECKUX KIETOK, NPUMEHSEMBIX
B KauecTBe KapuonnacTa npu SCNT, Haubonee YacTo aBTOpbI
BbIbMpatoT pockoBUTHH. [laHHbIN Npenapat cnocobeTByeT 06-
paTUMOii ocTaHoBKe KieTok B dase GO/G1 nyTéM uHrmbmpo-
BaHus CDK1, CDK2, CDK5, CDK7, CDK9 n MPF [65, 94-96].
Pap mccnepoBaHui nokasanu, YTo Konmuectso ¢mbpobna-
ctoB B dase GO/G1 npu pobaBneHun pockoBUTUHA B cpeny
KYNbTUBUPOBAaHWS COM3MEPUMO C COOTBETCTBYIOLLIMMM NOKa-
3aTeNIAAMM MPU CUHXPOHU3ALMM KIIETOK METO,0M KOHTaKTHO-
ro uHrnémposanus [60, 63, 69]1. MposenénHoe N.L. Selokar
C C0aBT. MCCNeAOBaHWe AEMOHCTpUpyeT bosee BbICOKYHO
KOHLieHTpauuio deTanbHbix Gubpobnactos B ctapgum GO/G1

NpU KyNbTUBMPOBAHWM WX B TeYeHWe 24 4 B cpefie, coflepia-
weit 30 MKM poCKOBMTKHA, MO CPaBHEHMIO C COOTBETCTBYH-
UMMM NOKa3aTeNsiMU B Ipynnax, rae CMHXpOHU3aLms LyKia
OCyLLieCTBNIANach MeTofaMW KOHTAKTHOrO WMHrUbupoBaHus
WK CbIBOPOTOYHOrO rosiofanuns [92]. [aHHblid nokasaTtenb
Obin COM3MEPUM C TaKOBbLIM MPU COBMECTHOM MPUMEHEHUH
METOLL0B KOHTaKTHOr0 MHrMOMPOBaHUS U CbIBOPOTOYHOIO ro-
nofaHms.

OTHOCWTENBHO NMPOTEKTUBHOTO BO3AENCTBMA POCKOBM-
TMHA Ha KJIETKW CYLLECTBYKT MPOTUBOPEUMBLIE [aHHbIE:
nobaBneHve ero B cpefly KyNbTUBMpOBaHUS 0BeYbMX, de-
TaNbHbIX CBUHBIX M (eTanbHbIX GubpobnacTos npusoauno
K CHUXKEHMIO YnCa KIeToK B CTaguu anonTo3a [60, 63, 69],
0[lHaKO WHKybaums drbpobnacToB nyMbl B cpese, cofiepa-
wen 15 MKM pocKoBMTMHA, He OTpaanacb CTaTUCTUYECKM
3HAYMMO Ha AaHHOM noKasartesnie [62]. ObpaliaeT Ha cebs
BHWMaHMe TOT (aKT, YTo Mcnonb3oBaHue Gubpobnactos,
KyNbTUBMPYEMBIX B MPUCYTCTBUW POCKOBUTMHA, B Ka4ecTBe
KapuonnactoB npu npoBefeHuu SCNT npuBogmno K yse-
JINYEHWI0 OTHOCUTENIBHOTO COAEpMaHus 3MbpuoHOB, AO-
CTUrLUMX cTaguu bnactouuctsl [69, 92]. B uccnepoBanuu
S. Hwang u coaBT. 41cno CynopocHbIX CBUHOK-PELMMMEHTOB
Bbinio 6onblue B rpynne, rAe B KAYeCTBe LOHOPCKUX KIETOK
npu SCNT mcnonb3osanu ¢pubpobnacTbl, KynbTMBUPYEMbIE
B npucyTcTBUM pockoBuTUHA [91]. Takum obpasom, cornac-
HO pe3ynbTataM 60MbLIMHCTBA MCCNEA0BaHUNA, NpUMEHe-
HWEe [aHHOT0 MHrMbuTopa AN1f OCTAHOBKM COMAaTUYECKMX

Tabnuua 1. MHFM6MTOpr, NnpuMeHAeMble ANA CUHXPOHU3aUnn KIeToYHOro LIMKia KapnonnactoB npu npoeefeHnn cCoMaTn4ecKoro KJ1oHu-

poBaHuA CEe/IbCKOX03ANCTBEHHbIX KMUBOTHbIX

Table 1. Inhibitors used for synchronizing the karyoplasts cell cycle during somatic cloning of farm animals

WHrnébuto Bup xmBoTHOr Tun knet Konmuecrso Knerok WcTounun
P A JUBOTHOTO KIIETOK B dhase GO/G1, % crotui
OBUbI ®eTanbHble ¢pnbpobnacTbl 54,85 3]
OBUbI B3pocnble ¢pnbpobnacTs 63,51
Koposbl OeTanbHble ¢prbpobnacTbl 82,8 [60]
OBLBbI HeT paHHbIX 66,64 [89]
PockoBuTMH
CBMWHBM ®eTanbHble pnbpobnacTbl 76,3 [69]
Koposbl ®ubpobnacTsl 91,1 [90]
CBUHBK ®nbpobnacTbl 84,6 [91]
Koposbl ®eTanbHble pnbpobnacTbl 96,43 [92]
CBuHbU ®unbpobnactsl 93,6 [58]
Panamuumx
Koposbl ®nbpobnacTbl 90 [57]
BytuponakToH | CBMWHBM ®eTanbHble pnbpobnacTbl 81 [59]
OBl OetanbHble ¢prbpobnactel 74,28
TpuxocTatnH A [63]
OBubl B3pocnble ¢pubpobnactbl 68,93
OBUpbI lpaHynesa 85,2 [61]
Mumo3uH B
CBWHBM lpaHynésa 85,7 [93]
Adunankonuu CBuHbM ®eTanbHble ¢hnbpobnacTbl 82 [59]
Hokopason OBUpbI lpaHynesa 74,6 [61]
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knetok B ¢dase GO0/G1 knetouyHoro uMkna He obnagaet
MpenMyLLecTBaMM M0 CPABHEHMIO C KOHTAKTHBIM MHMUOM-
POBaHWEM W CbIBOPOTOYHLIM rOI0AaHNeM. B To e Bpems
MMelLLMeCs AaHHble 0 MPOTEKTOPHOM BO3[eNCTBUM POCKO-
BMTMHA Ha COMaTMYeCKMe KNETKW U bonee BbICOKOM KO-
yecTBe IMOPUOHOB, Pa3BMBLUMXCA O CTaAMM BNACTOLMCTDI,
NpY NPUMEHEHUM KAapMONACTOB, KyNbTUBUPOBAHHBIX B €r0
MPUCYTCTBUM, ONPABLLIBAET UCMOJIb30BaHNUE LAHHOTO UHTU-
buTopa B KayecTBe CNocoba CMHXPOHM3ALMM COMATUYECKNX
KneToK npu SCNT.

PanamMuumH — Makponup bakTepuanbHOro NpoMCXox-
LEHUsI, CMOCOOHbIM NYTEM WMHrMbMpoBaHust MuiieHn mTOR
(mammalian target of rapamycin) perynupoBatb pocT Kne-
TOK, KOHTPOJIMPOBaTh TPAHCNALMIO OENIKOB, 3HEpreTUYecKuii
meTabonmsM 1 popmupoBaHue umtockeneta [97]. Panamu-
UMH NOAJEPKMBAET (U3MONOMUI0 KNETOK MYTEM MHAYKUMM
aytodaruu, HeobxofMMON NS CBOEBPEMEHHOMO YAaneHus
COCTapeHHbIX DENKoB, NOBPEXAEHHBIX OPraHess1, TOKCUUHbIX
MPOAYKTOB MeTabonmaMa 1 nepoKcncoM u3 Knetku [98, 991;
OH crocobeH CHWKaTb aKkcnpeccuio umkimHa D1 [100-102]
W reHOB, OTBETCTBEHHBIX 33 CMHTE3 TPAHCMOPTEPOB [JIHOKO3b
M aMUHOKMCAOT [58], MHrMbMpys TakuM 0bpa3oM nponude-
paLMio KNEeToK 1 ocTaHaBnmBas ux B gase GO/G1. CornacHo
pe3ynbTataM ucciefoBanus H. Hyun ¢ coaBT., KynbTuBupo-
BaHue ¢mbpobnacTos ceuHen B cpepe ¢ 1 MKM panamuumHa
B TeUeHue TPEX JHel NPUBOAMIO K NOBILLIEHUIO KOHLEHTpa-
umm knetok B dase GO/G1 po 93,6% no cpaBHeHuto ¢ 61%
B KOHTPOJIbHOW rpynne. ABTOPbI 0TMEYALOT, YTO NPW UCTOfb-
30BaHUM JaHHbIX KIETOK B KayecTBe Kapuomiacta Yucnio
noApobuBLIMXCA 3MOPUOHOB U 3MBPMOHOB, Pa3BUBLLMXCS
L0 CTaguu bnacToumcTbl, BbINO CTATUCTUYECKM 3HAYUMO
BblLLE, YEM B KOHTPOJIbHON Tpynmne, B TO BpeMs Kak dpar-
MeHTauus [HK bbina MeHee BbipaxeHa, a aKcnpeccus re-
HOB, CBA3aHHbIX ¢ pa3suTueM (COX2, COHT), HanpoTuB, bbina
BblLLIe B pynne panaMuuuHa No CPaBHEHWKO C KOHTPOJIbHOIA
[58]. UccnepnoBanue, npoBeaeHHoe Ha OyiiBonax, NoKasano
CXOXMWe pe3ynbTaTbl: cofepxaHve ¢ubpobnactoB B cTagum
GO/G1 coctaBuno 90% npu KynbTMBMPOBaHWM B CPefe, Co-
LEpaLlen panamuumH; Konndectso ¢ubpobnacTos, nMeto-
LUMX HOPManbHbI KapuoTun, 6bi1o BonbLue, a uMcnio anon-
TOTUYECKUX KIETOK U YPOBEHb MPOAYKLMM aKTUBHBIX HOpM
KMCNOpOJa, HanpoTmMB, BbINK HUXE N0 CPABHEHMIO C FPYNMOi
KINEeTOK, NOJBEPraBLUMXCA AEACTBUK CbIBOPOTOYHOIO rosio-
Aanug [57].

B uccneposanum Ha deTanbHbix Gubpobnactax nopocst
[59] ybeamTenbHo nokasaHa cnocobHOCTb ByTMponaKToHa |
ocTaHaBnmBaTb KieTku B dase GO/G1 umkna nyTéM mHrmbu-
posaHus CDK1, CDK2, CDK5, CDC2 [103, 104]. OTHocuTenbHo
B/IMSIHUS [LAHHOMO MpenapaTa Ha JXWU3HecnocobHOCTb KIeTOK
MMELOLLIMECA CBELIEHUSA NPOTUBOPEUMBHI: TaK, NpU UCCNEL0Ba-
HWKM JelicTBus ByTuponakToHa | Ha onyxoneBble KNeTKM no-
Ka3aHa ero MHAyuMpytoLlas anonTo3 aktueHocTb [105, 106],
B TO BPEMS KaK ucCrefjoBaH1e AeNCTBIA JaHHOrO npenapara
Ha rpaHyNsApHbIe HEVipOHbI HE BbISIBUMO CHUKEHUS UX KU3HE-
cnocobHoctm [107].
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AMUHOKMCIOTa PacTUTENBHOTO NPOUCX0XAEHNS MUMO3WH
obnapaet uHrMbupytoLmMM 3 PeKTOM B OTHOLLEHWUM UHULMA-
umm pennmkaumnmn IHK n cnocobHa Ao303aBucMo ocTaHaB-
nmBatb Knetkn B $ase G1 uam S knetoyHoro umkna. Mpu-
MeHeH1e MUMO3MHa B KoHLeHTpaumm 0,5 MM ocTaHaenmBano
coMaTuyeckue KineTku B hase G1, B To BpeMs Kak bonee Hu3-
Kue KoHueHTpauum (0,1-0,2 MM) He nmpedoTBpaLlanyu BXof
B da3y S [108, 109]. CornacHo pesynbTataM MpoBeAEHHbIX
uccnefoBaHuiA, L0baBneHWe MUMO3NHA B CPey KybTUBK-
pOBaHus No3BoAseT ocTaHoBUTL B pase GO/G1 85,2% knetok
rpaHynésbl oBel, [61] u 85,7% KneTok rpaHynéssl cBuHel [93],
uTo NOATBEPKAAET ero 3G(EKTUBHOCTb B CMHXPOHM3ALMHU
KapuonnacToB npu npoBeaeHun SCNT.

Cpean WHrMBMUTOPOB KIIETOYHOTO LMKIA, B OTHOLLIEHUU
KOTOpbIX MOMYYeHbl NPOTUBOPEYMBLIE AaHHbIE, CNIefyeT OT-
METUTb adUAMKONMH U HOKOAa30n. AduankonmH — obpa-
TuMbIiA uHrMbutop JHK-nonmmepas. Cuntaetcs, 4to OH ocTa-
HaBNMBAET KIETKM B paHHei S-tase [110], ogHako, cornacHo
pe3synbTataM nposegéHHoro W.A. Kues c coaBT. uccnepo-
BaHMUs, KyNbTUBMPOBaHME CBWHBLIX (eTanbHbix Gubpobna-
CTOB B Cpefe, Cofepalleit aPuauKonvH, NMpMBENO K ToMy,
YTO KOHLeHTpaums knetok B dase GO/G1 coctaBuna 82%,
B TO BpeMs Kak B dase S octaHoBuiucb nuwb 3,9% du-
bpobnactos [59]. Kpome Toro, obpaluaet Ha cebs BHUMaHWe
MpOTUBOPEUME UMEHLLUMXCS AaHHbIX 00 WHrUbMpYloLLEel aK-
TMBHOCTW HoKoAa3ona. CornacHo pesynbtatam F. Sadeghian-
Nodoushan c coaBT., fons KNeToK rpaHynésbl 0BeL, B CTagum
GO0/G1 npx KynbTMBMPOBaHWM WX B NPUCYTCTBMM HOKOAA30N1a
coctaBuna 74,6% [61], B To BpeMs Kak B ApYyroM uccnepo-
BaHuM [111] nocnepoBatenbHoe NpUMeHeHWe apuaMKONIMHA
M HOKOJ,A30/1a [ CUHXPOHM3ALMW KIETOYHOTO LIMKNA CBU-
HbIX MHAYLMPOBAHHbIX MIPUNOTEHTHBIX CTBOJIOBBIX KIETOK
MO3BOIUNIO OCTAHOBUTL 77,6% KIETOK Ha 2-i AeHb KyNnbTU-
BUPOBaHUS U 72,2% — Ha 3-ii feHb Ha ctagum G2/M, a Ko-
nnyecTBo KneTok B ase GO/G1 coctauno nmwb 9,4 1 11,3%
Ha 2-W 1 3-W OHW COOTBETCTBEHHO. B AaHHOM KoHTeKcTe
cnegyeT OTMETUTb, YTO MeXaHW3MOM [eicTBUS HOKOLA30/1a
CIYWT HapyLLeHve MosMMepy3aLmn MUKpOTpyboyeK, 1 3To
cnocobcTBYeT 0CTaHOBKe KNeTok B dase G2/M [112]. Takum
06pa3oM, AaHHbIN Mpenapat He MOXeT ObiTb peKoMeH[o-
BaH AN CUHXPOHMU3aLMM COMATUYECKUX KIETOK C LIeSIbio UX
UCMOMb30BaHMs B KA4eCTBE Kapuomiacta npu npoBejeHun
SCNT.

3AKJIO4YEHUE

Ycnex npoueaypbl KIOHWpOBaHUs Hapsay ¢ duavonoru-
YECKUM COCTOSIHUEM U XKU3HECMOCOOHOCTBIO 0oLMTa-peLy-
MWeHTa BO MHOrOM OMpefienseT MoTeHuMan K penporpam-
MMPOBaHWI0 SAEPHOr0 MaTepuana COMATUYECKUX KIETOK.
[lokasaHo, 4T0 Hambonbluen CMocoBHOCTBIO K penporpam-
MMpPOBaHUI0 00N1aaloT Kapuonnactbl Ha ctaguu GO/G1 kne-
TOYHOTO LMK/, B CBA3M C YEM BbIDOP OMTUMAsIbHBIX YCIIOBUIA
KYNbTUBMUPOBAHWUS COMATUYECKUX KIETOK, 00ecneymBaloLLmx
BbICOKMIA YPOBEHb CMHXPOHM3ALMM UX KIETOYHOMO LMKNA,
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ABNAETCS OJHWM W3 HaNpPaBfIeHW MOBbILIEHMS Pe3ysibTaTuB-
HOCTU COMaTMYeCKOro KIoHMpoBaHus. HecMoTps Ha pasHo-
obpasve CylLecTBYIOLLMX METOAO0B OCTAHOBKM KINETOK B (hase
GO/G1 umkna, B HacTosiLLee BpeMs CPeaiy UCCrefoBaTeNell HeT
e[MHOro MHeHus 0 Hambonee onTUManbHoM criocobe. [1pu BbI-
Bbope cnocoba CMHXPOHM3ALMM KNETOYHOIO LMKNA crieayeT 0b-
paLLaTb BHUMaHWE Ha BUL XMBOTHOrO, OT KOTOPOro Mojyye-
Hbl COMaTMYeCKMe KNETKM; JOMYCTUMYI0 MPOLOIKMTENBHOCTD
KYNbTMBMPOBaHMUS KIETOK B YCNOBMSX, HaMpaB/eHHbIX HA ero
OCTaHOBKY; BMSiHWE BbIOPaHHOTO METOAA Ha JKM3HEecrnocob-
HOCTb KJETOK M MHAYKLMIO B HAX anoNTOTUYECKUX U3MEHEHNN.
N3yyeHve BANSHWA XUMUYECKUX UHTMOUTOPOB Ha KIETOYHBIN
LIMIKIT KapMOMJTacTOB 3a4acTyH OrPaHUYMBAETCS JIULLb OLIEHKOI
COLLepXKaHMs KITETOK B OMpefieNéHHON (ase LMK, B TO BPEMs
KaK HaubombLUMIA MCCNeL0BaTENbCKUN MHTEPEC NPeLCTaBNSAT
CBEZIEHMSA O KONMYECTBE NOJTyYeHHbIX IMOPUOHOB, UX MPUKMB-
NIIEMOCTU U POXAEHUM XU3HECT0cobHOro NoToMCTBa.
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