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The present study focuses on the involvement of reactive oxygen species (ROS) in the process of mesenchymal stem cells “waking
up” and entering the cell cycle after the quiescence. Using human endometrial mesenchymal stem cells (eMSCs), we showed that
intracellular basal ROS level is positively correlatedwith the proliferative status of the cell cultures. Our experiments with the eMSCs
synchronized in theG

0
phase of the cell cycle revealed a transient increase in theROS level upon the quiescence exit after stimulation

of the cell proliferation. This increase was registered before the eMSC entry to the S-phase of the cell cycle, and elimination of this
increase by antioxidants (N-acetyl-L-cysteine, Tempol, and Resveratrol) blocked G1–S-phase transition. Similarly, a cell cycle arrest
which resulted from the antioxidant treatment was observed in the experiments with synchronized human mesenchymal stem
cells derived from the adipose tissue. Thus, we showed that physiologically relevant level of ROS is required for the initiation of
human mesenchymal stem cell proliferation and that low levels of ROS due to the antioxidant treatment can block the stem cell
self-renewal.

1. Introduction

Tissue-specific stem cells (SCs) are undifferentiated cells of
the adult organism, maintaining both a self-renewal capacity
and an ability to differentiate into mature progeny cells of the
host tissue. SCs have been identified in many organs (colon,
small intestine, stomach, breast, skin, pancreas, etc.) and
tissues (bone marrow, adipose, umbilical cord blood, skeletal
muscle, etc.) [1, 2]. Some SCs have been proved to be a source
of physiological tissue renewal and regeneration in vivo [3–7],
while others have demonstrated so far their multipotent and
self-renewal capacities in vitro [8]. In a living body, SCs may
remain in the quiescent state for prolonged periods of time
entering the cell cycle in response to local signals of damage

and other regeneration needs [9] or, alternatively, may be able
to proliferate actively during normal homeostasis [1].

The self-renewal process in the SCs, similar to the other
somatic cells, is orchestrated by the cell cycle regulatory
molecules, cyclins, and cyclin-dependent kinases (CDK) [10].
These “leading players” are assisted by a wide variety of
“supporting actors,” such as proteins and small molecules
that regulate production or activity of the cyclins and CDK
complexes. It has been shown [11, 12] that reactive oxygen
species (ROS) are essential components of this regulation
in human and mice fibroblasts, as well as in different types
of cancer cells. The role of ROS in the SC self-renewal was
also recently proved [13]. For example, hematopoietic stem
cell population with lower ROS status was demonstrated to
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have a number of characteristics of quiescent SCs, whereas
cells with a higher ROS level were associated with a more
proliferative pool of SCs [14]. Similarly to that, proliferative,
self-renewing neural SCs were shown to maintain a high
ROS status and pharmacologic or genetic manipulations that
decrease cellular ROS levels interfered with SC function both
in vitro and in vivo [15]. In addition, recently, it has been
convincingly shown that in lung stem cells intracellular flux
from low tomoderate ROS levels is required for stem cell self-
renewal supporting the process of tissue repair [16].

Mesenchymal stem cells (MSCs) are adult SCs derived
from themesenchymal tissues, such as bonemarrow, adipose,
dental pulp, amniotic fluid, umbilical cord blood, placenta,
skeletal muscle, pancreas, and endometrium [2, 17]. Due to
the MSC ability to home to inflammation sites following
tissue injury, to differentiate into various mesenchymal cell
types, to secretemultiple bioactivemolecules, and to perform
immunomodulatory functions, these cells have generated a
great amount of interest in the field of regenerative medicine
[17]. MSCs have a remarkable capacity of extensive in vitro
expansionwhich allows collecting the desired number of cells
for in vivo therapy. At the same time, there is still a lack of
knowledge of the fundamental biological properties ofMSCs,
including the role of ROS in MSC fate.

Currently, two main aspects of ROS function in MSCs
are discussed. The first one concerns damaging effects of
ROS, which are believed to be the main factor of MSCs
aging [18]. This hypothesis is based on the observations that
MSCs can be expanded efficiently under hypoxic conditions
in vitro while retainingmultipotency [19] and that exogenous
H
2
O
2
induces the MSCs premature senescence [20, 21].

On the other hand, intracellular ROS have been shown to
participate in the regulation ofMSCs fate [22], for example, in
differentiation [23] and stress-induced premature senescence
of human MSCs [24]. In the present study, we confirmed
that the physiological role of ROS in the MSCs is not limited
by adverse effects. Our research was concentrated on the
positive role of ROS on the MSC self-renewal and focused
on the involvement of ROS in the process of MSC “waking
up” and entering the cell cycle upon quiescence exit. We
showed that transient increase in ROS level of synchronized
MSCs is observed upon the quiescence exit before the entry
to the S-phase of the cell cycle and that elimination of this
increase by antioxidants blocks cell G

1
–S-phase transition.

In the experiments we mainly used human endometrial
MSCs (eMSCs) [25, 26]; however our main conclusions are
supported by the results obtained for human adipose MSCs
(adMSCs) as well.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Cell Culture. Human endometrial mesenchymal stem
cells were derived from a desquamated endometrium of
menstrual blood fromhealthy donors using themethodology
described in [26]. Adipose mesenchymal stem cells were
isolated from adipose tissue of healthy donors in accor-
dance with the procedure described in [27]. The MSCs
were cultivated in DMEM/F12 medium supplemented with

10% fetal bovine serum, 1% L-glutamine, and 1% penicillin-
streptomycin. The MSCs from 3 to 10 passages were main-
tained at 37∘C in a humidified chamber with 5% CO

2
in

75 cm2 culture flasks and subcultured twice a week. MSCs
were synchronized in the G

0
phase of the cell cycle by

serum starvation for 24 h followed by stimulation of the
cell proliferation with 10% serum. In some cases, the MSCs
were synchronized by contact inhibition at high density
(40,000 cells/cm2) followed by replating at low density (5,000
cells/cm2).

2.2. Antioxidant Treatment. We used three antioxidants to
vary intracellular ROS levels of the synchronized MSCs
cultures. N-Acetyl-L-cysteine (NAC) is a widely used thiol-
containing antioxidant, a precursor of reduced glutathione
(5–20mM final concentration range). Tempol is superoxide
dismutase mimetic and a free radical scavenger/spin trap
(1-2mM final concentration range). Resveratrol is polyphe-
nolic phytoalexin (20–40 𝜇M final concentration range).
All antioxidants were added to the growth medium after
activation of cell proliferation at different time points, as
indicated, and incubated instantly.

2.3. ROS Assay. For the measurement of intracellular
ROS level we used redox-sensitive probe 2,7-dichlorod-
ihydrofluorescein diacetate (H2DCF-DA, Invitrogen, D-
399) as well as its carboxylated analog 5(6)-carboxy-2,7-
dichlorodihydrofluorescein diacetate (carboxy-H2DCF-DA,
Invitrogen, C-400) with additional negative charges that
impede its leakage out of the cell. Carboxy-H2DCF-DA
staining resulted in lower fluorescent signals and bet-
ter intracellular retention in comparison with H2DCF-DA
but showed qualitatively similar results. H2DCF-DA and
carboxy-H2DCF-DA were dissolved in DMSO to obtain
10mM stock solutions and further diluted before use. The
eMSCs were incubated with 10 𝜇M staining solution in
PBS in the dark for 30min at 37∘C, then harvested with
trypsin-EDTA solution, suspended in a fresh medium, and
immediately analyzed by flow cytometry. To compare results
of independent experiments, ROS levels were expressed in
arbitrary units 𝐼 = (𝐼∗ − 𝐼

0
)/𝐼
0
, where 𝐼∗ is a measured DCF

signal, and 𝐼
0
is a background autofluorescence signal.

2.4. Cell Cycle Analysis. The adherent cells were rinsed with
PBS, harvested using trypsin-EDTA solution, and suspended
in PBS. For the cell cycle analysis 200𝜇g/mL of saponin
(Fluka,NY,USA), 250 𝜇g/mLRNaseA (Sigma, St. Louis,MO,
USA, R4642), and 50 𝜇g/mL of propidium iodide (Sigma,
USA) were added to each sample tube. After incubation for
60min at room temperature the samples were analyzed by
flow cytometry. The cell cycle analysis was performed using
WinMDI 2.8 andModFit LT software (Verity SoftwareHouse,
Topsham, ME, USA).

2.5. Flow Cytometry Analysis. The cell fluorescence was
measured using a flow cytometer (Becton-Dickinson, Epics-
XL) equipped with an argon laser (488 nm). The cells were
detected by size and granularity using FSC/SSC and cell
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Figure 1: Correlation between the reactive oxygen species (ROS) level and the proliferative status of endometrial mesenchymal stem cells. (a)
ROS level and cell fraction in the S-phase of the cell cycle measured by flow cytometry 48 hours after the cell seeding versus seeding density
(1ML = 30 000 cells/cm2); (b) ROS level and cell fraction in the S-phase of the cell cycle versus time interval after the cell seeding at 0.3ML
density; (c) and (d) show ROS level versus percentage of cells in the S-phase in (a) and (b). ML: cell monolayer; 𝐾

𝑝
: Pearson coefficient for a

linear correlation between the ROS level and the S-phase cell fraction; ROS level is expressed in arbitrary units 𝐼 = (𝐼∗ − 𝐼
0
)/𝐼
0
, where 𝐼∗ is a

measured carboxy-H2DCF-DA signal, and 𝐼
0
is a background autofluorescence signal. All data are presented as mean ± SD (𝑁 ≥ 3).

debris was gated out.Mean fluorescence intensity from 10,000
cells was acquired.

2.6. Immunofluorescence. The cells grown on coverslips were
fixed with 4% formalin in PBS, permeabilized with 0.1%
Triton X-100, incubated with 1% bovine serum albumin
for 40min to block a nonspecific binding, treated with the
primary mouse monoclonal antibodies to Ki-67 (Abcam) for
1 h, washed with PBS/0.1% Tween-20, treated with secondary
antibodies for 1 h, washed with PBS/0.1% Tween-20, and
counterstained with 1 𝜇g/mL DAPI. The coverslips were
mounted with 2% propyl gallate and visualized under an
Axiovert 200M microscope (Carl Zeiss, Germany) equipped
with a Leica DFC 420C camera (Germany).

2.7. Statistical Analysis. All experimentswere repeated at least
3 times. Data are shown as means ± SD, when indicated. All

FC histograms and microscopy images shown throughout
the paper correspond to themost representative experiments.
Statistical significance was evaluated by 𝑡-test, and 𝑃 < 0.05
was considered to be significant.The degree of linear correla-
tion was estimated by Pearson product-moment correlation
coefficient.

3. Results

The experiments with the asynchronous eMSC cultures
showed that there is a positive correlation between the cell
proliferative status and the basal level of intracellular ROS
(Figure 1). In one set of experiments, the cells were plated at
different seeding densities, and both the cell cycle distribution
and ROS level were measured 48 h later. The low-density
seeded cells showed higher proliferation status and higher
ROS levels in comparison with the high-density cultures. In
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Figure 2: Modulation of the reactive oxygen species (ROS) flux, preceding the transition to the S-phase of the cell cycle in the synchronized
endometrial mesenchymal stem cells. (a) Time evolution of the cell cycle distribution after activation of proliferation in the cell culture
synchronized by 24-hour serum starvation; (b) flow cytometry histograms of carboxy-H2DCF-DA cell fluorescence at different time points
after activation of the cell proliferation; (c) dynamics of the ROS level and the S-phase cell fraction after activation of the cell proliferation;
data are presented as mean ± SD (𝑁 = 3). aFL: autofluorescence; 𝑡 = 0 h: the moment of the activation of the cell proliferation; ROS level
is expressed in arbitrary units 𝐼 = (𝐼∗ − 𝐼

0
)/𝐼
0
, where 𝐼∗ is a measured carboxy-H2DCF-DA signal, and 𝐼

0
is a background autofluorescence

signal.

another batch of experiments, we measured the dynamical
changes in the eMSCs cycle distribution and ROS level
during the first 3 days after the cell seeding. Again, the
positive correlation between the percentage of proliferating
cells and the ROS level was observed.We calculated Pearson’s
correlation coefficients (𝐾

𝑝
) that indicate the strength of the

relationship between the ROS level and the cell fractions
in G
0
/G
1
, S, and G

2
/M phases of the cell cycle and found

the highest coefficient (0.99) in the case of S-phase in both
experiments (Figures 1(a) and 1(b)). Correspondingly, the
dependence of the ROS level on the percentage of S-phase
cells was linear (Figures 1(c) and 1(d)). As shown in Figure 1,
the major part of the ROS level is tightly correlated with the
cell proliferation.

To elucidate the role of intracellular ROS in the initiation
of the eMSCs proliferation upon the quiescence exit we used
eMSCs cultures synchronized in G

0
phase of the cell cycle

by serum starvation or contact inhibition. After activation
of the cell proliferation by either serum addition or replating
the cells at low density, we measured the dynamical changes
of the cell cycle and ROS levels during the first 24 h.

Using both synchronization methods we obtained similar
results. Figure 2 demonstrates the evolution of the cell cycle
(Figure 2(a)) and the dynamics of the ROS level (Figures 2(b)
and 2(c)) after the stimulation of the cells proliferation. The
dependence of the ROS level on the poststimulation time
(Figure 2(c)) shows a transient increase in the intracellular
ROS in the beginning of the DNA synthesis. The addition
of NAC (concentration range 5–20mM) to the cell medium
at different time points after the stimulation of the cells
proliferation, but before the S-phase initiation, blocked cell
transition to the S-phase, as it is evidenced from the cell cycle
distributionsmeasured 24 hours after the activation of the cell
proliferation (Figure 3(a), left part). At the same time, NAC
treatment implemented after the cells transition to the S-
phase did not affect the eMSC cycle distribution (Figure 3(a),
right part). We examined the effect of NAC on the ROS
level before and after the initiation of the S-phase in the
synchronized eMSCs cultures and found that treatment with
NAC decreased intracellular ROS level in a concentration-
dependent manner (Figure 3(b)) and that this decrease was
almost equal when NAC was added immediately and 16
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Figure 3: NAC treatment implemented before the S-phase initiation in the synchronized cell cultures blocks proliferation of endometrial
mesenchymal stem cells. (a) Cell cycle distribution of the cells treated with NAC (10mM) at different time points after stimulation of the
cell proliferation; cell cycle analysis was performed 24 hours after stimulation. (b) Effect of the cell incubation with different concentrations
of NAC on the carboxy-H2DCF-DA cell fluorescence; cells were treated with NAC for 4 h; NAC was added to the cell medium 24 hours
after stimulation of the cell proliferation. (c) Effect of cell incubation with 10mM NAC on the carboxy-H2DCF-DA cell fluorescence in
the comparison with the control cells; cells were treated with NAC for 4 h; NAC was added to the cell medium immedeately and 16 h after
stimulation of the cell proliferation. ∗𝑃 < 0.05; 𝑡 = 0 h: the moment of the activation of the cell proliferation. All data are presented as mean
± SD (𝑁 ≥ 3).

hours after stimulation of the cell proliferation (Figure 3(c)).
Addition of the other antioxidants, Tempol (1-2mM) and
Resveratrol (20–40 𝜇M), to the cell medium before the begin-
ning of the S-phase also arrested eMSCs inG

0
/G
1
phase of the

cell cycle (Figure 4(a)), and the similar effect was observed in
the experiments with synchronized cultures of the adMSCs
derived from the adipose tissue (Figure 4(b)).The viability of
the both types of MSCs, monitored by flow cytometry using
the propidium iodide staining after 24-hour incubation with
antioxidants, was not affected by the antioxidant treatments
(data not shown).

To check whether antioxidant-arrested cells exited from
quiescence, we used Ki-67 expression assay. Ki-67 is a
proliferation marker protein that is expressed in the cell
nucleus during G

1
, S, and G

2
/M phases of the cell cycle and

absent in the nucleus of the quiescent cell [28]. Status of
the eMSCs arrested with Tempol was examined by the Ki-
67 antibody binding assay 16 hours after the activation of
the cell proliferation. By this time, control cells untreated
with Tempol initiated DNA synthesis, whereas Tempol-
treated cells remained arrested in G

0
/G
1
phase of the cell

cycle, as evidences from the cell cycle distribution dynamics,
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Figure 4: Effect of various antioxidants on the endometrial (a) and adipose (b) mesenchymal stem cell proliferation. NAC (20mM), Tempol
(1mM), and Resveratrol (20𝜇M) were added to the cell medium 6 h after activation of the synchronized cell proliferation; cell cycle analysis
was performed 24 h after activation. 𝑡 = 0 h: the moment of the activation of cell proliferation; eMSC: endometrial mesenchymal stem cells;
adMSC: adipose mesenchymal stem cells. All data are presented as mean ± SD (𝑁 = 3).

presented in Figures 2(a) and 4(a). We have found that
the antioxidant-arrested cells expressed Ki-67 (Figure 5(b)),
being very similar to the control cells (Figure 5(c)), which
exited quiescence and for the most part expressed Ki-67.
Contrary to that, serum-deprived cells did not show any
Ki-67 antibody binding (Figure 5(a)). This data indicates
that eMSCs treated with Tempol immediately after the cell
stimulation exited the quiescent state andwere arrested in the
G
1
phase of the cell cycle.

4. Discussion

The experimental results presented in the previous section
evidence about the involvement of ROS in the process of the
MSC self-renewal and confirm that the role of ROS in the
MSC fate is not limited by the damaging effects. It is evident
that modulation of ROS flux is required for initiation of the
MSC proliferation. Low levels of ROS are associated with
quiescent MSCs, whereas the increased ROS level is typical
for proliferating cultures. Antioxidant treatment prevents
initiation of the S-phase of theMSC cycle in the synchronized
cell cultures, blocking cells in the G

1
phase. Similar effects

have been observed in hematopoietic [14], neural [15], and
lung [16] stem cells, and earlier in fibroblasts and cancer
cells [29–31]. Based on these observations, we suggest that
ROS do not play some unique role in the SC self-renewal,
but, instead, are a factor, regulating proliferation of all kinds
of dividing cells. This hypothesis will be proved or denied
after researchers identify the whole cascade of the signal
transduction pathways, which is responsible for ROS-assisted
proliferation. Now several segments of this pathway are spec-
ified in different cells. In neural stem cells, ROS-depended
proliferation is associatedwith the posttranslational oxidative
inactivation of the tumor suppressor PTEN, a negative regu-
lator of PI3K signaling pathways [15]. Modulation of the ROS

flux in the lung stem cells was shown to activate nuclear factor
erythroid-2-related factor 2 (Nrf2), which, in turn, activates
the Notch pathway to stimulate cell self-renewal [16]. In
human and mouse fibroblasts as well as in human cancer
stem cells, ROS-dependent properties of anaphase promoting
complex (APC) protein were demonstrated to control the
initiation of the DNA synthesis [31]. As for the source of
endogenous ROS modulation, activity of the NOX protein
family in the neural stem cells [15], as well as the MnSOD
activity in fibroblasts [32], has been named to be the critical
ROS-regulative factors. Whether these different segments of
the signaling pathways, like mosaic fragments of the whole
picture, will be brought together to compose the general
scheme of ROS-mediated signal transduction responsible for
cell self-renewal will be shown by time.

5. Conclusions

In conclusion, we have shown that the basal ROS level
is positively correlated with the proliferative status of the
asynchronous MSC cultures, that transient increase in the
ROS level of the synchronized MSCs precedes the initiation
of the S-phase of the cell cycle, and that elimination of this
increase by the antioxidants blocks G

1
–S-phase transition

and prohibits MSC self-renewal.

Conflict of Interests

The authors declare that there is no conflict of interests
regarding the publication of this paper.

Acknowledgments

The authors thank Dr. Sergey V. Anisimov for the collabo-
ration. Dr. O. Lyublinskaya, Ya. Borisov, and N. Pugovkina



Oxidative Medicine and Cellular Longevity 7

+Tempol −Tempol

DAPI, Ki-67

0h

(a)

(b) (c)

16h

Figure 5: Tempol treatment blocks endometrial mesenchymal stem cells in the G
1
phase of the cell cycle. (a) Expression of Ki-67 protein

in the serum-starved cells; (b) expression of Ki-67 protein in the cells treated with Tempol (1mM) immediately after activation of the cell
proliferation; cells were fixed and treated with Ki-67 antibodies 16 h after activation; (c) expression of Ki-67 protein in the control cells. 𝑡 = 0 h:
the moment of the activation of the cell proliferation.

acknowledge the support from the RFBR (Grant no. 14-04-
01903). Dr. E. Burova and A. Borodkina are supported by
the Grant no. 14-14-00718 of the Russian Science Foundation.
Professor N. Nikolsky thanks the Program of the Russian
Academy of Sciences “Molecular and Cellular Biology.” Dr.
O. Lyublinskaya, N. Pugovkina, Dr. V. Zenin, Dr. A. Shatrova,
andDr. I. Smirnova are in part supported by the Grant no. 14-
50-00068 of the Russian Science Foundation.

References

[1] M. Grompe, “Tissue stem cells: new tools and functional
diversity,” Cell Stem Cell, vol. 10, no. 6, pp. 685–689, 2012.

[2] D. Baksh, L. Song, and R. S. Tuan, “Adult mesenchymal stem
cells: characterization, differentiation, and application in cell

and gene therapy,” Journal of Cellular and Molecular Medicine,
vol. 8, no. 3, pp. 301–316, 2004.

[3] N. Barker, J. H. van Es, J. Kuipers et al., “Identification of stem
cells in small intestine and colon by marker gene Lgr5,” Nature,
vol. 449, no. 7165, pp. 1003–1007, 2007.

[4] N. Barker, M. Huch, P. Kujala et al., “Lgr5+𝑣𝑒 stem cells drive
self-renewal in the stomach and build long-lived gastric units
in vitro,” Cell Stem Cell, vol. 6, no. 1, pp. 25–36, 2010.

[5] M. Shackleton, F. Vaillant, K. J. Simpson et al., “Generation of
a functional mammary gland from a single stem cell,” Nature,
vol. 439, no. 7072, pp. 84–88, 2006.

[6] J. Stingl, P. Eirew, I. Ricketson et al., “Purification and unique
properties of mammary epithelial stem cells,” Nature, vol. 439,
no. 7079, pp. 993–997, 2006.



8 Oxidative Medicine and Cellular Longevity

[7] H. J. Snippert, A. Haegebarth, M. Kasper et al., “Lgr6 marks
stem cells in the hair follicle that generate all cell lineages of the
skin,” Science, vol. 327, no. 5971, pp. 1385–1389, 2010.

[8] C. Nombela-Arrieta, J. Ritz, and L. E. Silberstein, “The elusive
nature and function ofmesenchymal stem cells,”Nature Reviews
Molecular Cell Biology, vol. 12, no. 2, pp. 126–131, 2011.

[9] T. H. Cheung and T. A. Rando, “Molecular regulation of stem
cell quiescence,” Nature Reviews Molecular Cell Biology, vol. 14,
no. 6, pp. 329–340, 2013.

[10] K. W. Orford and D. T. Scadden, “Deconstructing stem cell
self-renewal: genetic insights into cell-cycle regulation,” Nature
Reviews Genetics, vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 115–128, 2008.

[11] E. H. Sarsour,M. G. Kumar, L. Chaudhuri, A. L. Kalen, and P. C.
Goswami, “Redox control of the cell cycle in health and disease,”
Antioxidants & Redox Signaling, vol. 11, no. 12, pp. 2985–3011,
2009.

[12] E. H. Verbon, J. A. Post, and J. Boonstra, “The influence of
reactive oxygen species on cell cycle progression inmammalian
cells,” Gene, vol. 511, no. 1, pp. 1–6, 2012.

[13] K. Wang, T. Zhang, Q. Dong, E. C. Nice, C. Huang, and Y. Wei,
“Redox homeostasis: the linchpin in stem cell self-renewal and
differentiation,” Cell Death & Disease, vol. 4, no. 3, article e537,
2013.

[14] Y.-Y. Jang and S. J. Sharkis, “A low level of reactive oxygen
species selects for primitive hematopoietic stem cells that may
reside in the low-oxygenic niche,” Blood, vol. 110, no. 8, pp.
3056–3063, 2007.

[15] J. E. le Belle, N. M. Orozco, A. A. Paucar et al., “Proliferative
neural stem cells have high endogenous ROS levels that regulate
self-renewal and neurogenesis in a PI3K/Akt-dependant man-
ner,” Cell Stem Cell, vol. 8, no. 1, pp. 59–71, 2011.

[16] M. K. Paul, B. Bisht, D. O. Darmawan et al., “Dynamic changes
in intracellular ROS levels regulate airway basal stem cell
homeostasis through Nrf2-dependent Notch signaling,” Cell
Stem Cell, vol. 15, no. 2, pp. 199–214, 2014.

[17] S. Wang, X. Qu, and R. C. Zhao, “Clinical applications of
mesenchymal stem cells,” Journal of Hematology & Oncology,
vol. 5, article 19, 2012.

[18] D.-Y. Zhang, Y. Pan, C. Zhang et al., “Wnt/𝛽-catenin signaling
induces the aging of mesenchymal stem cells through promot-
ing the ROS production,” Molecular and Cellular Biochemistry,
vol. 374, no. 1-2, pp. 13–20, 2013.

[19] C. Némos, L. Basciano, and A. Dalloul, “Biological effects and
potential applications of mesenchymal stem cell culture under
low oxygen pressure,” Pathologie Biologie, vol. 60, no. 3, pp. 193–
198, 2012.

[20] E. Burova, A. Borodkina, A. Shatrova, and N. Nikolsky, “Sub-
lethal oxidative stress induces the premature senescence of
human mesenchymal stem cells derived from endometrium,”
Oxidative Medicine and Cellular Longevity, vol. 2013, Article ID
474931, 12 pages, 2013.

[21] E. Ko, K. Y. Lee, and D. S. Hwang, “Human umbilical
cord blood-derived mesenchymal stem cells undergo cellular
senescence in response to oxidative stress,” Stem Cells and
Development, vol. 21, no. 11, pp. 1877–1886, 2012.

[22] P. Chaudhari, Z. Ye, and Y.-Y. Jang, “Roles of reactive oxygen
species in the fate of stem cells,”Antioxidants &Redox Signaling,
vol. 20, no. 12, pp. 1881–1890, 2014.

[23] K. V. Tormos, E. Anso, R. B. Hamanaka et al., “Mitochon-
drial complex III ROS regulate adipocyte differentiation,” Cell
Metabolism, vol. 14, no. 4, pp. 537–544, 2011.

[24] A. Borodkina, A. Shatrova, P. Abushik, N. Nikolsky, and E.
Burova, “Interaction between ROS dependent DNA damage,
mitochondria and p38 MAPK underlies senescence of human
adult stem cells,” Aging, vol. 6, no. 6, pp. 481–495, 2014.

[25] C. E. Gargett, “Identification and characterisation of human
endometrial stem/progenitor cells,” Australian and New Zea-
land Journal of Obstetrics and Gynaecology, vol. 46, no. 3, pp.
250–253, 2006.

[26] V. I. Zemelko, T. M. Grinchuk, A. P. Domnina et al., “Multi-
potent mesenchymal stem cells of desquamated endometrium:
isolation, characterization, and application as a feeder layer for
maintenance of human embryonic stem cells,” Tsitologiya, vol.
53, no. 12, pp. 919–929, 2011 (Russian).

[27] V. I. Zemel’ko, I. B. Kozhukharova, L. L. Alekseenko et al.,
“Neurogenic potential of human mesenchymal stem cells iso-
lated from bone marrow, adipose tissue and endometrium: a
comparative study,” Tsitologiia, vol. 55, no. 2, pp. 101–110, 2013
(Russian).

[28] T. Scholzen and J. Gerdes, “The Ki-67 protein: from the known
and the unknown,” Journal of Cellular Physiology, vol. 182, no. 3,
pp. 311–322, 2000.

[29] S. G. Menon, E. H. Sarsour, D. R. Spitz et al., “Redox regulation
of the G1 to S phase transition in the mouse embryo fibroblast
cell cycle1,” Cancer Research, vol. 63, no. 9, pp. 2109–2117, 2003.

[30] S. G. Menon, E. H. Sarsour, A. L. Kalen et al., “Superoxide
signaling mediates N-acetyl-L-cysteine-induced G1 arrest: reg-
ulatory role of cyclin D1 andmanganese superoxide dismutase,”
Cancer Research, vol. 67, no. 13, pp. 6392–6399, 2007.

[31] C. G. Havens, A. Ho, N. Yoshioka, and S. F. Dowdy, “Regulation
of late G1/S phase transition and APCCdh1 by reactive oxygen
species,”Molecular andCellular Biology, vol. 26, no. 12, pp. 4701–
4711, 2006.

[32] E. H. Sarsour, A. L. Kalen, and P. C. Goswami, “Manganese
superoxide dismutase regulates a redox cycle within the cell
cycle,” Antioxidants & Redox Signaling, vol. 20, no. 10, pp. 1618–
1627, 2014.


