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GATA % FEFREEMEMmIZAEHIEA

OFD AR ALY
O AERURE, B - SR G L, JEAT 100871 2 JERURS R ARl B, ML S TR A, Jbat 1008715
VAR FERINBE S LB, A R RS, R S R e, R 518055)

WE AR IERT, SR E B AT T A0 A = 8] L I TR) R IERRIRE e B0, DO 4R i . 0K
4 i ds P R R A TR AR R M R R, T ORAIE IR I A L R T 4L SN TR AT DU e R AT AR SRR RE
GATA e PR7 FIRHE 7AW a8 A, EAHEIRE e 3G IR GEATCETE B B RN 13 A 7 LA B o8 e 2 v 1
BT RN, ASCE S H AT GATA B K3 SR KIBE M AR A LI 45 R, AIE T A e ey, Loe
AT 240 P T 2 A5 PTES P A1 .

XA MBEE, THM, GATA #3tN 7T, HWHEmE
ZRHES  Q28, Q254 DOI: 10.3724/SP.J.1206.2014.00260

GATA 37Kk —ILB 5 T M GATAL #]  N-finger, #£1T C ¥ [ FR A C-finger, Jf HiX 2 4
GATAG6 1) 6 ARt . BIIRES T 2 MLREEE B4 M 7 7 AN [H 1 A9 2 Dh RE () 1).
45 K9 1) DNA 454 % 5 R ¥ 71 (Cys-X2-Cys-X17-  C-finger 1= % J2& 11 37 4% 5 11 7] WGATAR(W=A
Cys-X2-Cys), MIM#IATEIREAZRKRIE 1). ) T, R=A 5t G)DNA L5, Miifl GATA &
2 NEHRES AL E A, ST N R 45 53R E I GATA 25547 5(; N-finger W3- 22

N\ 7N

Cys Cys Cys Cys
| I |
Cys Cys Cys Cys
| I I
N-finger C-finger

GATALI REUP\CG ATATPLWRRDRTGHYLCNACGLYHEMNGQNRPLIRPEERL IVSKRAGTQCTNCQTTTTILWRRNASGDPVCNACGLY
GATA2 RECVNCGATATPLWRRDGTGHYLCNACGLYHKMNGONRPLIKPKRRLSAARRAGTCCANCQTTTTILWRRNANGDPVCNACGLYYELH
GATA3 RECVNCGATSTPLWRRDGTGHYLCNACGLYHEMNGONRPLIKPKRRLSAARRAGTSCANCQTTTTTLWRRNANGDPVCNACGLYYELHN
GATA4 RECVNCGAMSTPLWRRDGTGHYLCNACGLYHEMNGINRPLIEPQRRLSASRRVGLSCANCQTTTTTLWRRNAEGEPVCNACGLYME
GATAS RECVNCGALSTPLWRRDGTGHYLCNACGLYHEMNGVNRPLVRPQERLSSSRRAGLCCTNCHTTNTTLWRRNSEGEPVCNACGLYMEL
GATAG6 RECVNCGSIQTPLWRRDGTGHYLCNACGLYSEMNGLSRPLIEPQERVPSSRRLGLSCANCHTTTTTLWRRNAEGEPVCNACGLYMELHGY

Fig. 1 A schematic diagram illustrating the structure of GATA family members
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W5 GATA M EAEH S A 1456 K 15 C-finger
(1) DNA 254 68 02 Jl b ) 24 Fog #E gh 4 b
GATA FEKIWEA 1, WG I 1K) GATA
FEROT LA 224 6 ISR 73 SO, AEFHESI ) -
WA T PIRGE IR S, S5 — IR T
GATA2. GATA3 Al GATAL, % ~IkE#HI-ET
GATA4. GATAS5 F1 GATA6. H.r" GATAS {EHEAL,
g LAt 5 R PR T IR R e, R — R
GATA 4, 1 GATA2 /& 6 Flt K1 e oy Z 11—
ANBA HRIX 6 Bl GATA B 11 £k Ju &
TN =2K, GATAIL. 2. 3 FEEFLTEMAL:
GATA2 I GATA3 KIA T HAx fift 48 28 28 A IR 5
GATA4. 5. 6 EERIATOMES 1 HE PR,

1 GATA AFHEIERAZEHRRITIEESIER

1.1 GATA1l

20 4! 80 AEACAK, Evans Al Tsai ZE/EWFIT 4L
S b Bk R R A BAE R R, RILT
— MR RRETAMMP M ED, FAE Eryfl
(erythroid transcription factor 1) 8¢ NF-E1 (nuclear
factor erythroid 1) B GF1 (globin transcription
factor), FLE| 1990 4F, T 1L DNA 45607 fU4E
AR E 4 ) GATAL, HAE/N BRI e (44
EECEN T X G048, GATAL T A MRS
LA, EAZAN . rERRPEAn . R4l i b
K2 LR AN Rk, VR T oT S AR
GATA1 X T2 4 i b AT D[], GATAL ik
SR 40 B BE 8% 70 A0k BT A 0 AR if 40 B L &
FIA0 M, ERUCAS B8 AR BB P 040 ™. Pevny
VR B IR SN S5 ORI GATAL SR IEA
S LT 20 N A 4 AE i, B A T T4 i i
FH A0 H 3 A R R L 0 B ek R b B S 2 B
GATA1 FEEEPR/IN R SE S0 E SEAE R IR R & W FE
S A () A2 G AT GATAL [ IEH %i5. GATAL
BRI R N R AEIRIG ) 10.5~ 11.5 RAE T ™ EK3E
M. 1 B A GATAL IE ¥ K I& & 5% F1 20% (1)
GATAL P/ B AR AN RE L T 1~3 K, H
e AR HE T VR S 21 4 o #HL 440 B 20 Ao 555 B T 365
A AL,

GATAL fERETRIMEAN M . EAZ 40 i it A A K 41
Mo P E EEAEM . /DR B b
GATAL 1548 45 1 Bl /IME sk /D LK OK 5 B A% 4
MIFIEAS e, AR T 150 /N RURE K T 1l il B
(). 3K AR A B K8 43 A fie 1 M B AT 7 42 53

2, JIF H W3 M b T EAZ 40 A O mRNA 3R
15, UL B GATAL 7 k% 40 Mo sl 24k 72 v ) o 22
PRI, GHEIER R GATAL JA 31X 181 GATA 4
A ASBEAT I B, T IX — DX A A A GATAL (1)
H BT DI, g5 R AT AR 2 S EUE IR
YRR R /D09, GATAL 1o 835 T 1 B i i K 4
M, SRR R A A0 M ) Fk B LA RE A
TF], K57 GATAL 76 K40 HE sl Fe rp R 45 T
JEEER]. EBUR T GATAL JER S — 50 1 Al
Uit JA B T IR /N L, GATAL M TARR ISR,
TGN FRLAR R I I A M 1) B b, BARSR IR
BT IR RGN, LA RAE 25 4 A 2R R i 4
VPR K HTAAR G M T, AEARAN S5 b e SE T
X GATAL I 1) 40 M B A7 IE K 40 Jw 43 44 ik
B, SR R 7R IX He 58 4 b i R ik GATAL,
JL S fe M 5208 B IR K 40 i i RE B
GATAL TEE R GH M A4t AN ] Bl s,
1.2 GATA2

1990 4, Yamamoto %55 | GATAL [1J cDNA
PR L0 XS 40 i 2y 25 AN Bl GATATL 1 R JR
), ® A NF-Elb #1 NF-Elc, J& 3K 4% 5l ¥ 1k
GATA2 1 GATA3U7S, GATA2 7Fi& I & 48 B &
RIS T M AHA0 . 04 . IER 40 A e
W0 o). 75 2 40 f A 40 i i 3R ik GATA2 REf
PEEA0 B rf s, IR 4R . (RIS SR
15 GATAL 53 GATA3 FEABEHN I L4 40 A 1)
I CL SR E 1 BB, DRI B E 2T 40 A 4n
Morh GATA2 P35 17 H e EH i 4E . 4t
5T GATA2 fEIG R & HIRAER], Tsai & 20H) H A&
Nt B £ R 3R 13 7 GATA2 4l & il B /D B
(GATA2"), XL/ HATEMIGI 10~ 11 RIET ™
FIGBTAML, BB P 1003 2 1 1 (8 L R AR A 5%
B RE. E—BUEKI, R GATA2" /)
FRUAE T BCIE S TEAS IO 2 A 4 e, H 2 2 41 g 5%
AN I /N D 50%~85%, MAKNENE T
GATA2 X1 i AH 40 5 i vk, B s, 76
JR I 400 A & A S 36 R O S 2 A A R Rk
BRI, GATA2 [k I T 2 e i #H 40 e
(1358 DA SR A LR T R, AL 0) £ 40 i (1) de 2%
IR B WA B IR B AN AN T Bk )22, 268
I i A A0 B GATA2 (18 2 AN T 40 i 38
e, ELAREE T R T, B DRI LR R
L, GATA2 F1 P53 [A] I i FR(GATA2 P53 ) 1) /)8 B
JVR i g i AH A0 B £ A 3 T R, Ul
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GATA2 77 3d M AH 40 Mo i 34 58 A - 5 P53 i i
AR PR, 1 GATA2 Ak U s
I AE0 B ARG T 15 /N BT BT R R, R H
FEREE AT 2, Ui GATA2 7E IR F 4
HP (PR P 08 2 A o AL 490 i g 486 e A R 3]
i yE T,
1.3 GATA3

[l GATA1 fl GATA2 —Ff, GATA3 Kk T
T A0 M b, IR HAE T 40 M 0 B kot R
GATA3 J& A 0] D[R] — AN e s PR 7240, I i1 4
0 8 A s o 4 B AT R ) T AH 4 T
BRIRNR G, AEIXANREC IS N 305 301k
REANT AR, XAkt GATA3 A
h o M T 40 M T B O BED . CD4 L PH
(CD4/CDS8") J CDS8 H.H ¥ (CD8*/CD4)T 4l i 1) JE
REBE)TT UL U EEN B a. BB, T
LM B 1 18 S I T 40 L T o i g 1 S5 i e
B 40 b IR E L, T 40 R LR e
b, S TRBG BT A TRk, gt
CD4/CD8 ¥ BH 1 (CD4/CD8) i 39 1) 4 AN By Bt
(DN1/2/3/4), DL J E Wik £, ¢ 55 =By B,
CD4'CD8 LA f CD4CDS8" [ f1 [ ik £ 9. i
GATA3 WI{EX AP Bl 2 T EZ/EH, FH
OSSR AT RRAE MG 40 fu b Linv/c-kit™ 46 i #F 1
JVRJIE T M 4 B -kt 40 BARE T i B GATAS J5 &I,
EMENG T4 Mo e b T 4l ik & =2 20 24, i
0 0 B 20 AR b 52 BRI, 53— A4 s
Korf, o B AT Lacz #ft#5 3L K 1) GATA3 Bl iR
T AN, WL R ERES). 45 R
BoR, GATA3 Gk FE 41 A fE 40 TE 5% T 40 1,
HRAFEIE K CD4/CD8 H 1 T #H40 P, JXLegh
RHEE R T GATA3 7Ef 510 T HH40 M T b e
BT EEAEM. WS B BT GATA3 (11E
M, AH LCK 31/ CRE 5 4B/ & 1)
I} 25 4 A ME R B GATAS3 LR, 76 Rl 6 /N B b
I, GATA3 {EIEmEREFE AT LU TCR 13
KM EN pTCRIGEHE, BEMTREmIAE T 40 M sk
2, A E CD4/CDS8 (1) T 4i ff FE il vt J& A mp
BRI — AN B . 7R 4% CD4. CD8 £ ik
W b, Bk CD4Y/CDS (1 T 41 i & % ik
GATA3, |fif CD8/CD4 %! T 4 ig b GATA3 )£
KNG/, A CD2/LCR B8 46 T 4k & ik
FE il GATA3 Fr&imakil, ffif3 CD8Y/CD4 ¥/
BT 240 M i 2k /bR, iR CD4 R 8 A

T 1) CRE E 4 B§ 4% 1 1k @l B GATA3 ¥ 73
CD47/CD8" {1 T 41 M %t & pk > ®. 15 %) #E
CD4/CD8 & T 4l a4k %734 4 Thl F1 Th2 A4 41 i
Pyt FEd, GATA3 7E Th2 4i furh s Rk M E Thi
R RIE, i RIA GATA3 &Lk Th2 41 i)
AT Thl 0501k, FZHEIT GATA3 5
IL-12 AHE A0 A AR FHC. 1454 PR Bk GATA3
W] T Th2 40 B 2046 1 AS 52 Th 40 fa 1) B
R, DL SR AU GATA3 76 T 41 il 3241
B R TR E LA, Bk Ab, TAE
e AT PERHIESE GATAS3 76 R A T 41 ffafil B
S M 1T B R HE A DA A
1.4 GATA4

TER ] GATA B 45 4546 X I A2 R PR 0] /N Bl
R3] 6.5 K (E6.5)cDNA SCFE kb, KT
— MBI GATA 45 & 8 A, 4 O Bl Bk A
GATA4EY; i J&5 % /N B iR 39100 IE cDNA ST JZE 3
AT DIREPESRIE IS g, I T 54PN BRUE GATA
H ., GATAS Al GATA6BY, GATA4. 5. 6 %
T2, NIRERERAZ, Wit M.
il AR PERR. B BESE, HH AR e 29U
R is B T HEZA/ER. AL iZiE K E
HFET GATA4. 5. 6 #ifrkik, WUt T Ef17E
XKW RGP EENE, DA R
AT e S A A B PMERI DIRER. s Sk, &
XIT GATA4. 5. 6 FERIZE/N R T e 2 B2k () i
FT, A B UE T AR SRR X e )
GATA4 JE RS /N B0 I 40 i 7 ot A ot B e
WL 72—, GATA4" /NRAE ES.5 KRAETS,
F ELAA 7 2 (10O R RT W T R BB, AR
X LLGAR /N RO BN ST Sk, B I — 4y
X, AR Z 25 . AR MG
4 1 % P19 it KI5 GATA4 HEM AL 3/ B %
Bk O A ML, AH B, 0 GATA4 [ 36k <5
FOAICo U 40 1 ) 234k 5 B R 40 R T, 4 B
GATA4 X T O LI 20 4 — A B i s A1
I HAE GATA4" /NRAE, GATA6 [FRIESAHN
HUIIN, WERTEAR N GATA4 Thfg i k2 7 g 25 i
At GATA BBk iy gh. SRR F W G B 72 1)
SE AR L FFIX — I RE L AMW R B, RN e o —
NI E A GATA4. 5. 6 B A1, LUK N
R GATA4. 5. 6 =AM 1 HUAR S i O I
R R IE S, RALT GATA4 /NRLERR, HE
TSR BEAT T MO LA I A, 2 I T 5 —
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P B, GATA4 B R FTas B (100 IE T J 3 72 R
TR M A PRI, AT GATA4 fEJIG T-40
56 1)\ 4l SR OB I AR N A4k, RIS
/INERAR BETE BCIE 5 B0k, FF H GATA4" 40 B vt
oYL oL 5 R0 35 B BES A 3, i
X A /N UG M (GATA4S B AE 20 40 L7 O
WRNIWEMG T AR E R RE), KI
GATA4 /N Lo I R AR 2 T IR 2 1R R &
BeaTiy JE O R S B B 2 3, B GATA4 it 9k
S PR PRI OO IR R AR E I R
TR RIS T GATA4 DK 1))\ 5 e (O AR 46 i
Uity (8p23. 1) i 77~ it 2% 43 1 il GATA4 IR IEAN 2,
M7 A2 S R oI BIA8Y. 6o JEE 5 1) B 95 1)
s NKI R B, 7F GATA4 RN SR C ImbedR &
FH T R AR T R4S, 296 A H R IR R AS 4L E
(G296S), MIMHIGS T H 5 DNA 254 1 fie J)Fl 4%
sadtk, JFHER T HEMEAEHER TBXS 44
IR, o9 —FRsRAR, 359 47 7% & % 1 2k
(E359del)th i it GATA4 % 3635 P 1 2R 356, T it
SO I B 1] B G5 463 17480, 3t A I IR Bl (BoR T
GATA4 FERGF T I & AR ) FE T
1.5 GATAS

EPE i, GATAS (VRS SHOMRE
S, RELT GATA4 G2k /N B IE =50 X R
R, AT O Mg gD R, ARmTAE /N R
GATAS [ R HI AT 0 E & & Few, i o
FEMETE /N B P A WA PR AR B R B R, B
BRI R E B, B AR 2E A R A R
GATA4 1 GATAS 7] fig 8 W 7 A [/ 11 2 fig
GATAS 75/ UG & & i B b i e R I8 T 0k,
B o A2 il R IR AR 2 48, IF H GATA4. 6 fEL»
IER B ISR R GATAS IR IATE I ARL, 356 B oAt
GATA K- 0] fEX) GATAS ThHEMIEL K AE L 7R #b
EFH. HSR GATAS Fl GATA6 72 R & It R &
T AT ILRIE, R D) REAE W] REIFAN S8 4 0)
JVESUSA R E BE A TS R I, GATAS Al
GATAG 3 8 By [7] V5 FH R 18 45 0o JIE 4HL 40 B 11 A2 il »
5 AN R R IR A GATA JEP, OB A BEIE %,
M 5B PR R 1A GATAS 3 GATAG #fSHE MK &2 Lol
9 % B RE D L R B A R G b ol Rk
GATAS H1 Smarcd3b fig i A4 [ 311 77 X fe ik

Oy UL 40 B PR 23 Ak, 7 AR 3O R B AR
GATAS" /N L% A B & O fF 6 B, (H &

GATAS"GATA4" /N R HIAE NG I B B T ™ 5 11

o ER B iR, R DRTAE T LA B ) 38 5 52 3140
S, ] GATASGATA4" 1 GATA5"GATA6"™
(/8 BRARER I T ORIt 1R R A B, A =X
th 1 (DORV) F1 =5 7] B e Fatel. AR AR A1 %) /N B iR
T4 o A sEg Rk GATAS Be L kiR
5T 40 234 A O LA M 5 308 00 UL A 0 A A 2
1, [R) e X S 40 i B % 2 T HA O UL 40 A 1 A= B 5
P, 1 H GATAS K3 ik fefll GATA4 F1 GATA6
PIFk T, IR e BRI T AR T 5
H, /N GATAS (1) D) gl 2K B RE % B GATA4
H1 GATAG6 firwxth, I H GATAS Al figfschy —A %
BEIIA T [F) GATA4 A1 GATAG AH H.p[a] Sfe i 5
DEIITE AR
1.6 GATAG6

GATAG6" /NRAET- T E6.5 # E7.5 RO IEIE ik
ZOHT, 1K e S AR I iR 1) N OIE NI JZ (visceral
endoderm, VE) Al it #F Iy I JZ (extraembryonic
endoderm, EE)/-CESSZ 3 T 401, 7= 2B & fa 1)3E
FEI#85 GATA6 F 7 R i A IR J2 1K R I8 Ya AR —
2, FF HIREE AR /N § P AN T2 (1) N 2 S A
T GATA4 Fil HNF4 [f) & I8 #0 ™ & F R . 4%
GATAG6™ IR T- 41 i 5 /> BRI J5 L BT T A 11
A/ N, GATA6™ 41 SRS BEAE 7 AL T 1 Y
R YR LA, IR LS A1 i A 8 1R 4
2 50 E I T 1 CA RO LA IR 404K, GATAG™
JV T 40 PR 5 RV I A 23 A B B LA B 4 A T
BRI AT IR s 5 H™ AR 7 — L 5 3 R 111
W 25 7 1K I8, W GATA4. HNF4,
AFP. HNF3®, Z24& () GATA4"GATAG™ /)N L 4E
T E13.5 K, RILH ™ E PO M K EHEE, Wit
MAZE . BRSSPIk E 28 MmE, 4 A
MEF2C Al 3-MHC [ & 15 # 8] W. F FESL 75/
e, R DY £ AR Rh B2 R 5 Ik GATAG™ Fil
GATA4" /N RIRAE N 2T e e, LA O
RETIVER, RIL GATA6 AT LIUL4H i & & i
Tt o 2 3 DT 7 D 8% 1) 1 T AN AT g/ 1)1, i)
JUUE SE, GATA6 REf 45 & T BMP4 J5 3l 1 1)
GATA 45 &AL 55 7Y BMP4 (1255, 1 HAEBE
I fr i BMP {555 I BE R I [F] GATA6 BE 5
AU R, Uil GATAG6 ] i@ it i 47 BMP
55 RFm O E MR EE X W ERu Y,
GATA4™" 5 GATAG™ JWR JIa 40 Jfa A 3 5 281 By A= 2
TR G RE IE W S 50K, ArlRetm T
IX 2 5 AR 41 AT LA JE L AN s i i gk AR
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BMP4. Wi dr (RIS, e TG ML R 97 4 A
T, GATA4 Fl GATA6 #Bfe A e 2k 0 LA A
B IR AL M TR, AT a3t O LA 1 1) 7
FR. GATAG #1312 it A5 /Co LA 410 Ja 1) 23 AT
K%, ULEH GATAG [M1E A vl g 2 4ERF AR 70 Atk
A, ER Dt Rk GATAG #H T 0o H 40 i
(oAt AT O A I R, FEIX e 3R
K [ 40 B TR B GATAG, /O JULZH i () 404k SR
IERHAT, NRERI O a i £, wiix
S A3 Ak 52 P () 40 P e Ak SR THY. LRI IR B
RIEFR, GATAG6 ML UK AF BT (PTA)K
PR, T ORI GATAG HRE k£ TS5 %
(SEMA3C) K H3Z AR (PLXNA2) I #E 5 0% , i #
7~ GATA6 1] LU ik semaphorin-plexin {5 5 >k i
T ) R A,

2 GATA BEFiFSHMERIE

2.1 GATA EF5HREES L

AR LAY, AT AR I A e R %
DR -7~ ST T 40 ol 2% () PR 458, A Sk — o 25 1)
WEFC A f i is e PR AT AR BT T T B, A kbl
T2 IR T4l FGPSCWF U R A, 4wy
53 b (transdifferentiation) 3¢ 40 Jfl % & % k&
(transdetermination) [} BF 0B A3 T EK e, H
T GATA Hes K77y 2 4% R Pk ik, &
AT FRAIE T AR 20 s R4 b VR, B
1995 “E A HRIEF GATAL 1] LAyl T 5k 5 g FL 1y 6
LR N U D RARE: R = 8 o v D O
GATAL RIA T FU 138 i AH 40 B, i 70 A%
RYERAENRKIEZR TR, (A4, IR
PERLAN M AT SR R R R . TR BE A A L R B i
FIK GATAL J#if T -FHE Faz 40 R 5 1R B R 36
ik, MBI T Hr A A B il x4 i, #m o4k
h 2140 M B TR MR A BRI, GATA4 3% [7) 4 sk [A]
- MEF2C #Il TBX5 — 2 RE AL /)N BB £T 4 41 i 7.
P FE A A O LA B, X g R O UL
S M ELAT TR A4 9 OO AR AL R BE R R s i, 5 HL
TEFRMIBAE BB TR O LZ0 B, 1T H AR
HEH O ULAN SR AR BT e REPEET. GATA4 g
% 3% [7) 5 AN AN % 36 51§~ Hnfl FT Foxa3, #4 /i
JSCET 44 4 0 E i R A A7 D) B ()40 A 4 T, 3K
6 O 1 (100 240 P LA () FHT- 200 PR A AL P 5 R 3Rk 1
It BAEAAR N RS HE S RE A8 7 AE 15 1) 40 i D e e,
LBV GATA e s A1 70 40 il i iz e e Al &

e A T AR, (R I AT SEE AN [
I S Y ) % S A R HL S A AR IEFE, DA S GATA
SRR S P R A LA 1 B AR [RIAEAT AHABAY
oA R E PR R,

22 ‘HEREYRIE

2006 4 H A F} 2% 5% Shinya Yamanaka 55 @13
1, 7/ RURET A i SN Oct4(0)s Sox2(S)-
KIf4(K)~ c-Myc(M) VY Xl (OSKM)H E i S T 48 4
AREER A i, H B RG4S £
REPENE BT, XL gt g Fx oh 75 5 2 Dhiie T 41 i
(induced pluripotent stem cell, iPSC)®. [ J5 i £
SIS /N AH SRR TE 22 P e B 4 Yamanaka DY PH1- 11
#4, b Sox2. Klif4. c-Myc Aelg#iH: A 5 5k
TP R S D AR, MES Octd ANfgdk
B H S F R E O SR, BARBE S R I Nr5a2,
E-cadherin. Tetl BE# 4 Octd 56 /) B FE G F2 1)
BT, RSB AT AR I 53 7 Bk e ik A
JE B, DT Octd 76 g ik B vp (R4 T 2 A5 00 R
EEUSJS]'

G INA, TR R T4l b
ik, IF HIFEPOE 74 10185 2 s -1 AH BLRS BrIF 4l
TR, IR 2 Re kN Mo i et — AN THEM
MR ZRerE, Bl & K1 s R A S ATk
W9 245 22 BE PR AR LT 46 7046 . 1T Octd HIA Ok 2 4E
a2 et s mEZmN 72—, Easiht
H ) B 22 R A0 IR 8 b S AN mT i 1 1,
SRIMAE 2011 4 Kyle M. Loh 1 Bing Lim™42 H 7%
REME DA 1 AR B HAT A0 22 e Pk 40 it 1) 5 1% R 20401
REJ), IXECIRF7E2 BerEAN b AR B RS0 T, A
A4 M 2 #5 7 2 e MERES . [ 4F,  Sharad
Ramanathan 5256 % RIESE, Octd Ae{E HEIR G T4
ML(ESC)HEH IR 2434k, 1T Sox2 REfEiE ESC 11
PRAANRIZ AL, AEYERF IR IR T-20 1 22 REPER A N
Oct4 F1 Sox2 MIAHEL X J7 (2 IA T,

23 GATA EFES~EHBE R

2013 AFFRAT LI = ORI T WD N )E
(mesendoderm, ME) & & 43 4L 1] A -7 GATA3.
GATA4. GATAG6 HENS 1L /] bl /A 20 o 7 g 12 25 4t
Yamanaka VY[R 7+ ) Octd, F H HA TR OSKM Y
DRI -FAH 2 LA B S ) G R %, [Nt T
FEM “BRiet” BiRL. EUbpi A, oy iR )2
(ME) i & 70 16 I 1 1) GATA3. 4. 6 5412
(ectoderm, ECT)& & Al 404k DA+ BE 1 g £ 1o 2
R B AR A, XM BAE IR DG R e T 4
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M I8 I FE AR PE R 4R (B 2, 1) 1X it
RUFAHE H OO T ARG ) E bRl R A i
Bk H AR MRS 2 M K7, bl i dmia i
BB TR, W4, Montserrat 550
38 76N R4 i R AR Tk R 4 R
GATA3. 4. 6, AeUEEH OCT4 ¥ &40 iy i oy 5
FE A Z DR T ANM, IXBUFI T “BebeAR ” AR
FEAN[FI) ] (185 0

-
’\

| -
m—

GATA %ilﬂ? )

v

Fig. 2 A diagram illustrating the roles of GATA
transcription factors in reprogramming to
pluripotency and lineage specification
B2 ER GATA ¥REAFEEREFIERREPHER
1 : GATA #3875 T g Rt o 7 op 4 B S IR J2 181 5 1) 434 0 A
gk N 2 BEMIRAS . T GATA ¥ 1 I0E 2 g It 3k R gt 37
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Abstract

the correctly temporal-spatial differentiation and proliferation of stem cells, as well as apoptosis of intermediate

During the process of embryo development, formation of tissues and organs is strongly dependent on

cells. The processes of cell fate determination require sophisticated coordination, in order to promise the
appropriate morphogenesis of tissues and organs during embryo development. GATA transcription factors play
essential roles in this process, for example, in germ layer determination, hematopoietic system and cardiac
formation, and also function in the genesis of thymus, intestine and tumor. Based on the current findings and
combined with our research, this review will introduce the important function of GATA transcription factors in

maintenance and differentiation of stem cells, as well as in cell reprogramming.
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