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Epigenetic events, including covalent histone modifications and DNAmethylation, play fundamental roles in the determination of
lineage-specific gene expression and cell fates.The aim of this study was to determine whether the DNAmethyltransferase inhibitor
(DNMTi) 5-aza-2-deoxycytidine (5-aza-dC) and the histone deacetylase inhibitor (HDACi) trichostatin A (TSA) promote the
hepatic differentiation of rat bone marrow-derived mesenchymal stem cells (rBM-MSCs) and their therapeutic effect on liver
damage. 1 𝜇M TSA and 20 𝜇M 5-aza-dC were added to standard hepatogenic medium especially at differentiation and maturation
steps and their potential function on hepatic differentiation in vitro and in vivo was determined. Exposure of rBM-MSCs to 1𝜇M
TSAat both the differentiation andmaturation steps considerably improved hepatic differentiation. TSA enhanced the development
of the hepatocyte shape, promoted the chronological expression of hepatocyte-specific markers, and improved hepatic functions.
In contrast, treatment of rBM-MSCs with 20𝜇M 5-aza-dC alone or in combination with TSA was ineffective in improving hepatic
differentiation in vitro. TSA and/or 5-aza-dC derived hepatocytes-like cells failed to improve the therapeutic potential in liver
damage.We conclude that HDACis enhance hepatic differentiation in a time-dependent manner, while DNMTis do not induce the
hepatic differentiation of rBM-MSCs in vitro. Their in vivo function needs further investigation.

1. Background

Liver development from the endodermal layer is known to
proceed via several distinct steps that involve extracellular
signals induced by growth factors and cytokines [1]. Numer-
ous cytokines and growth factors have been shown to have
potent effects on hepatic growth and differentiation in vitro
[2–4]. The importance of the sequential addition of liver-
specific factors in a time-dependent manner that resembles
the secretion pattern during liver embryogenesis has been
demonstrated [3]. A variety of biochemical cocktails have
been developed for promoting the differentiation of adult
stem cells into hepatocytes [2–5]. However, the potential

of differentiation attained using existing methods remains
low. The mechanisms through which mesenchymal stem
cells (MSCs) overcome lineage borders and transdifferentiate
to hepatocytes are unclear. Initial attempts at improving
differentiation methods focused on mimicking in vivo con-
ditions and on the addition of soluble medium compo-
nents. Recently, epigenetic modifications during differenti-
ation have received much research attention, due to their
fundamental role in controlling differentiation [6]. Epige-
netic modifiers, including DNA methyltransferase inhibitors
(DNMTis), such as 5-aza-2-deoxycytidine (5-aza-dC) and
5-azacytidine, and histone deacetylase inhibitors (HDACis),
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Table 1: Protocols for the induction of hepatic differentiation with chromatin-remodeling agents.

Step Time Condition
G1 G2 G3 G4 G5 G6

Pretreatment 24 h 5-Aza-dC 5-Aza-dC 5-Aza-dC
Conditioning 48 h
Induction 7 d
Differentiation 7 d TSA TSA
Maturation 7 d TSA TSA TSA TSA

such as trichostatin A (TSA) and dimethyl sulfoxide, are
commonly used.

TSA is an organic compound that specifically inhibits
class I and class II mammalian histone deacetylases (HDACs)
by directly binding to the catalytic site of HDAC [7]. TSA
interferes with the removal of acetyl groups from histones
(i.e., the function of HDACs) and thereby alters the ability
of DNA transcription factors to access the DNA molecules
inside chromatin [8]. Histone acetylation is generally asso-
ciated with gene activation. Studies have shown that, after
exposure to TSA, the phenotype of normal primary rat
hepatocytes wasmaintained in in vitro cultures, implying that
epigenetic alterations could represent a method to develop
phenotypically stable primary hepatocyte cultures [9, 10].
Chromatin remodeling plays a central role in the regulation
differentiation and stem cell functions during organogenesis.
Studies have demonstrated that when cultured human bone
marrow-derived MSCs (BM-MSCs) and rat mesenchymal
progenitor cells pretreated for 6 days with hepatogenic
stimulating agents were exposed to 1 𝜇M TSA, functional
hepatocytes were obtained. This indicates that TSA can
function as a stimulant during or after hepatic differentiation
[11, 12].

5-Aza-dC is a strong inducer of DNA demethylation.
It is an analogue of cytosine, which when incorporated
into DNA irreversibly binds methyltransferase enzymes as
they attempt to methylate cytosine analogues. This deple-
tion of methyltransferases in the cell results in passive
demethylation, which is known to reactivate epigenetically
silenced genes [13]. 5-Aza-dC has been used to maintain
differentiation in normal mouse primary hepatocytes [14].
Exposure to 5-aza-dC for 24 h prior to hepatic stimulation
successfully induced hepatic differentiation of murine BM-
MSCs [15], rat adipose tissue-derived stem cells [16], human
BM-MSCs [17], and human umbilical cord blood MSCs
[18]. The above results showed that 5-aza-dC can function
as a preconditioning agent prior to hepatic differentiation
[6].

Until now, HDACis and DNMTis have usually been
applied separately, and no study has compared the effects
of combined and single exposures to 5-aza-dC and TSA
on the process of hepatogenesis in vitro and in vivo. We
aimed to determine and compare the effects of single and
combined exposure to these chromatin-remodeling agents
during hepatogenesis on the differentiation of rBM-MSCs to
hepatocytes in vitro and their therapeutic potential in liver
damage.

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Hepatic Differentiation. All animal care procedures and
surgical interventions were undertaken in strict accordance
with the approval of the Laboratory Animals Ethics Commit-
tee of Suranaree University of Technology. We isolated rBM-
MSCs from 8-week-old femaleWistar rats and cultured them
as previously described [1, 19]. The standard hepatogenic
protocol was used [1, 19]. In brief, rBM-MSCs at passage five
were serum-deprived for 2 days (conditioning step) in Iscove’s
Modified Dulbecco’s Medium (IMDM) supplemented with
10 ng/mL basic fibroblast growth factor (bFGF) and 20 ng/mL
epidermal growth factor (EGF). We followed a 2-step proto-
col. In step 1 (differentiation step), IMDM supplemented with
20 ng/mL hepatocyte growth factor (HGF), 10 ng/mL bFGF,
and 4.9mmol/mL nicotinamide was applied to the rBM-
MSCs for 7 days. In step 2 (maturation step), the cells were
treated with IMDM supplemented with 10mmol/mL ITS
(insulin, transferrin, and selenious acid), 1mmol/mL dexam-
ethasone, and 20 ng/mL oncostatin M for 14 days. The media
were changed twice weekly. Different chromatin-remodeling
agents were added to the standard hepatogenic medium at
different time points. The culture conditions (Table 1) were
as follows. (1) Group 1 (G1): rBM-MSCs were pretreated with
20𝜇M 5-aza-dC for 24 h, and 1 𝜇M TSA was added during
both the differentiation and maturation steps. (2) Group 2
(G2): rBM-MSCs were pretreated with 20 𝜇M 5-aza-dC for
24 h, and 1 𝜇MTSAwas added during thematuration step. (3)
Group 3 (G3): rBM-MSCs were pretreated with 20 𝜇M5-aza-
dC for 24 h. (4) Group 4 (G4): 1 𝜇M TSA was added during
both the differentiation and maturation steps. (5) Group 5
(G5): 1 𝜇M TSA was added during the maturation step. (6)
Group 6 (G6): the standard hepatogenic medium was used
(control group). All reagents were purchased from Sigma
Aldrich, unless otherwise indicated.

2.2. Characterization of Hepatocyte-Like Cells. Assays for the
expression of liver-specific proteins and genes and to deter-
mine liver function were conducted using our previously
described protocol [1, 19].

2.3. Cell Transplantation. Liver damage was induced by
dimethylnitrosamine (DMN) in rats. After being detached
from the plate by trypsin/EDTA treatment, the differentiated
cells from each experimental group were suspended in
LmL phosphate buffer saline for each donor aliquot at a
concentration of 1 × 106 cells/mL. The DMN treated rats
were randomly divided into seven groups after 4 weeks
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of DMN treatment and injected differentiated cells. DMN
untreated rats were regarded as normal group. DMN treated
rats without injecting differentiated cells were regarded as
control group. On day 28, venous blood was collected and all
rats were killed, and liver tissues were harvested for analysis.

2.4.Histopathology of the Liver. Frozen liver samples (approx.
0.5 cm3) were randomly taken from the right, median,
and left lobes of each rat liver and embedded in optimal
temperature cutting (OCT, Sakura Finetek USA, Torrance,
CA) compound and sectioned consecutively at 10 𝜇m in a
cryostat at−18∘C (Leica Biosystems,Nussloch,Germany). For
Hematoxylin and Eosin staining (H&E), the liver sections
were mounted on slides and air dried for at least 20 minutes
followed by fixation in 10% formalin for 30 seconds. Then
these sections were stained with routine H&E according
to regular staining procedure such as hydration, staining,
dehydration, and clearing. The stained slides were finally
covered with a cover-slip using Entellen mounting medium
(Electron Microscopy Science, Hatfield, PA, USA).

2.5. Assessment of Liver Function. Blood samples were
obtained from each rat and centrifuged for 30 minutes
at 600×g and serum collected. Albumin (ALB), aspartate
aminotransferase (AST), and alanine transaminase (ALT)
levels were assessed using conventional laboratory methods
[19].

2.6. Statistics. Thenumber of cells positive for a givenmarker
was determined by counting the number of cells positive for
that marker at least 4 fields and among a total of 1000 cells.
All values are presented as mean ± SEM, and the data were
performed for statistical significance using one-way ANOVA
with 𝑝 < 0.05 considered statistically significant.

3. Results

3.1. Morphological Features. We found that 5-aza-dC did not
affect the cell morphology in the treatment groups (G1, G2,
and G3) during the pretreatment and conditioning steps.
The cells in these groups presented a fibroblastic shape
(Figure 1(a)). In the induction step, the cell morphology in
all experimental groups developed to an epithelioid shape.
The cells in the 5-aza-dC-treated groups (G1, G2, and G3)
exhibited a 3-day delay in showing these morphological
changes, as compared to the cells in the control group (G6).
As the differentiation progressed, the change in cellular
morphology was gradual in all experimental groups. In the
differentiation step, islands of adherent round or polygonal
cells surrounded by spindle-shaped cells were observed in all
experimental groups. During this step, remarkable changes
in cell morphology were observed in G4 (TSA treatment
during differentiation andmaturation); the cells in this group
displayed a hepatocyte-like morphology, characterized by
cytoplasmic granulation and a central nucleus with promi-
nent nucleolus. This morphology was not observed in the
control group (G6), which indicates that TSA promoted
hepatic differentiation. In the maturation step, the cells
underwent drasticmorphological changes in all experimental

groups, as compared to the morphology at the beginning of
differentiation. However, the size of the cell islands differed
among the groups. The largest islands were seen in G4 (TSA
exposure during differentiation and maturation), while the
smallest islands were seen in G3 (5-aza-dC pretreatment
only).The cell islands in G1, G2, G5, and G6 were of the same
size.

3.2. Liver-Specific Protein Expression. To determine whether
the morphological changes in the cells treated with 5-aza-dC
and/or TSA were associated with changes in the expression
patterns of proteins, we conducted immunocytochemical
tests to determine the expressions of early (hepatocyte
nuclear factor [HNF]3𝛽, 𝛼-fetoprotein [AFP]), mid-to-late
(albumin [ALB], cytokeratin 18 [CK18]), and late (HNF1𝛼,
CCAAT/enhancer-binding protein-𝛼 [C/EBP𝛼]) hepatic
differentiation markers. Cells from all experimental groups
chronologically expressed HNF3𝛽, AFP, ALB, CK18, HNF1𝛼,
and C/EBP𝛼 (Figure 1(b)), but the patterns and levels of
expression were different in each group (Figure 1(c)). The
positivity rate was calculated by counting the number of
positive cells out of a total of 1000 cells in each experimental
group. In the induction step, the number of HNF3𝛽-positive
cells in the 5-aza-dC-treated groups (G1, 10% ± 0.78%;
G2, 6% ± 1.85%; and G3, 8% ± 1.03%) was significantly
lower than that in the control group (G6, 13% ± 1.38%)
(a,b𝑝 < 0.05), but the number of AFP-positive cells was
not significantly different. This is consistent with the
morphological changes observed and indicates that 5-aza-dC
delays hepatic differentiation. Expression or low expression
of ALB, CK18, HNF1𝛼, and C/EBP𝛼 was not observed in any
of the experimental groups. In the differentiation step, the
number of positive cells increased for all analyzed markers,
except AFP. In cells treated with TSA only (G4), the number
of HNF3𝛽-, CK18-, ALB-, HNF1𝛼-, and C/EBP𝛼-positive
cells was significantly higher than that in the control group
(G6; 45% ± 4.23% versus 33% ± 3.07%; 32% ± 2.35%
versus 14% ± 1.71%; 35% ± 5.83% versus 18% ± 2.66%;
25% ± 3.66% versus 18% ± 1.02%; 24% ± 2.74% versus
18% ± 2.14%, resp.) (b,c𝑝 < 0.05). The number of positive
cells for all analyzed markers was significantly lower in the
groups with 5-aza-dC treatment only (G2, G3) than in the
control group (G6). There were no significant differences
in the number of cells positive for ALB (17% ± 3.1% versus
18% ± 2.66%), CK18 (15% ± 0.78% versus 14% ± 1.71%),
HNF1𝛼 (18% ± 2.33% versus 18% ± 1.02%), and C/EBP𝛼
(14% ± 3.5% versus 18% ± 2.14%) between the group that
was treated with a combination of TSA and 5-aza-dC (G1)
and the control group (G6). In the maturation step, the
cells in the control group (G6) expressed AFP, ALB, CK18,
HNF1𝛼, and C/EBP𝛼 and low levels of HNF3𝛽, indicating
complete hepatocyte differentiation. The number of cells
that expressed HNF3𝛽, AFP, ALB, CK18, HNF1𝛼, and
C/EBP𝛼 was significantly higher in G4 than in the control
group (G6; 10% ± 0.99% versus 4% ± 0.86%; 49% ± 1.85%
versus 32% ± 4.86%; 41% ± 4.29% versus 30% ± 3.85%;
45% ± 6.02% versus 27% ± 3.96%; 34% ± 4.39% versus
25% ± 1.68%; 33% ± 2.39% versus 28% ± 1.08%, resp.)
(b,c𝑝 < 0.05). The number of positive cells for all analyzed
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Figure 1: Characterization of differentiated cells. (a) Changes in cell morphology during the hepatic differentiation of rBM-MSCs. Scale bar:
500 𝜇m. (b) The expression of HNF3𝛽, AFP, HNF1𝛼, and ALB on the last day of hepatic differentiation in each experimental group, assessed
using immunocytochemistry. Scale bar: 200𝜇m. (c) Expression of hepatocyte-specific proteins after cell exposure to chromatin-remodeling
agents. Immunocytochemistry was performed for HNF3𝛽, AFP, CK18, ALB, HNF1𝛼, and C/EBP𝛼. Values represent means ± SEM. Bars with
different superscripts in the certain step are different statistically (𝑝 < 0.05). a,b𝑝 < 0.05, b,c𝑝 < 0.05, and a,c𝑝 < 0.01. (d) RT-PCR analyses of
the temporal expression patterns of selected hepatocyte-specific genes during the hepatic differentiation of rBM-MSCs.
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markers in G1, G2, and G5 did not significantly differ from
that in the control group (G6). The group with 5-aza-dC
treatment only (G3), however, was found to have lower
expression of all analyzed markers than that in the control
group (G6).

3.3. Liver-SpecificGene Expression. Todeterminewhether the
morphological changes observed were sustained and asso-
ciated with the induction of hepatocyte-specific genes, total
RNA was isolated during the induction, differentiation, and
maturation steps. Reverse transcription polymerase chain
reaction was used to analyze the expression of early (HNF3𝛽
and AFP) and mid-to-late (ALB and CYP2B1) gene mark-
ers of hepatic differentiation (Figure 1(d)). Undifferentiated
rBM-MSCs and rat adult liver cells were used as negative
and positive controls, respectively. In the induction step, the
cells in all experimental groups expressed HNF3𝛽 and AFP,
but not ALB and CYP2B1. In the differentiation step, ALB
expression was detected in G6 (control), G1, G4, and G5, but
not in G2 and G3. In addition, CYP2B1 expression was found
in only G4. HNF3𝛽 and AFP were continued to be expressed
in all experimental groups. In the maturation step, the cells
in the control group (G6) lost their HNF3𝛽 expression and
began to express CYP2B1.The expression patterns of all genes
observed in G1, G4, and G5 were the same as those in adult
liver cells. Moreover, the cells in all experimental groups
continued to express AFP, and ALB expression was detected
in all experimental groups.

3.4. Hepatic Function. To evaluate whether the rBM-MSC-
derived hepatocyte-like cells also acquired typical hepatic
functions, we analyzed ALB and urea secretion, glycogen
production and storage, and indocyanine green (ICG) uptake
on the last day of hepatic differentiation (Figure 2). Cells
exposed to TSA during both differentiation and maturation
(G4) exhibited significantly increased glycogen production,
ICG uptake, and ALB and urea secretion when compared
with the control group (G6) cells. The lowest levels of these
functions were found in the cells treated with 5-aza-dC
only (G3), which is consistent with the previous result that
TSA promotes hepatic differentiation and 5-aza-dC does not
improve hepatic differentiation potential.

3.5. Cell Transplantation. To evaluate whether these chroma-
tin-remodeling-derived hepatocyte-like cells also had thera-
peutic effect on liver damage in vivo, we transplanted those
cells to liver damage rats’ model. The effects of chromatin-
remodeling-derived hepatocyte-like cells on DMN-injured
liver were evaluated by histopathologic examination of the
liver sections by H&E staining (Figure 3). The G2 and G3
(Figures 3(c) and 3(d)) exhibited the hemorrhagic necrosis
and disruption of tissue architecture compared to normal
liver (Figure 3(a)). Hemorrhagic necrosis was rarely observed
in the G1, G4, G5, and G6 (Figures 3(b), 3(e), 3(f), and 3(g))
and showed to be similar to normal liver (Figure 3(a)).

We also detected serum levels of albumin (ALB), aspar-
tate aminotransferase [3], and alanine transaminase (ALT).
As shown in Figure 4(a), the serum ALB levels in the G1, G4,
and G5 were significantly higher than control level indicating

the transplanted cells restored albumin production but these
were still at the same level compared to G6 which did not
add any chromatin-remodeling agent. In contrast, the serum
ALB levels in the G2 and G3 were close to the control level.
The G1, G4, and G5 were shown to significantly suppress the
serum AST and ALT levels to the normal level indicating
the transplanted cells suppression of inflammation; however
these were still not significant compared to G6 (Figures 4(b)
and 4(c)). The serum levels of AST and ALT in G2 and
G3 were significantly higher than normal level and close to
control level.

4. Discussion

The objective of this study was to determine the effects of
5-aza-dC and TSA, separately and in combination, on the
differentiation of rBM-MSCs to hepatocytes in vitro and in
vivo. Our results showed that 1 𝜇M TSA enhanced hepatic
differentiation when it was added at both the differentiation
and maturation steps (G4). Specifically, TSA induced early
and obvious differentiation to hepatocyte-like cells, caused a
prolonged and stable increase in the overall expression levels
of typical hepatic proteins, and enhanced hepatic functions
(albumin and urea secretion, glycogen production, and ICG
uptake). However, these changes depended on the timing
of TSA exposure. When cells were exposed to TSA in the
maturation step (G5), neither hepatic maturation nor hepatic
function was improved. Our results are consistent with those
reported by Snykers et al. [11]: the addition of TSA to cultured
human BM-MSCs pretreated for 6 days with hepatogenic
stimulating agents triggered their transdifferentiation into
cells with similar phenotypic and functional characteristics
as primary hepatocytes. Similar results have been obtained
with rat bonemarrow-derivedmesenchymal progenitor cells,
which when exposed to TSA from day 6 of hepatic differ-
entiation onwards exhibited significantly improved hepatic
differentiation [12]. TSA seems to have the potential to
overcome cell fate determinism, cross lineage borders, and
favor lineage-specific differentiation [6]. Stimulation with
TSA failed to promote oligodendrocyte differentiation in rat
neural progenitor cells but could trigger neural cell differ-
entiation under neural stimulating conditions; this indicated
that the timing of exposure is an important factor affecting
TSA function [20]. Our results showed that exposure to TSA
during only the maturation step failed to promote hepatic
differentiation, possibly because the timing of exposure was
incorrect. Although mechanistic insights into how TSA
regulates the transcription of lineage-specific genes are at
present largely unresolved, other studies and our own results
have demonstrated that prestimulation of cells towards the
intended selected direction prior to the introduction of
TSA may be a key determinant of the crossing of lineage
boundaries and promotion of transdifferentiation into a
specific lineage by means of TSA exposure.

We also found that exposure to 5-aza-dC only did
not improve hepatic differentiation potential (G3), as evi-
denced by the low hepatic maturation and function. This
result contradicts the previously reported finding that 5-aza-
dC functions as a preconditioning agent prior to hepatic
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Figure 2: Comparative analysis of hepatocyte-like functions on the last day of hepatic differentiation. (a) Periodic acid Schiff (PAS) assays
showing glycogen-positive cells and ICG uptake in each experimental group. (b and c) Number of glycogen-positive cells. (d) ALB secretion.
(e) Urea production. Bars with different superscripts are different statistically (𝑝 < 0.05). a,b𝑝 < 0.05, b,c𝑝 < 0.05. Scale bar: 100 𝜇m.

differentiation [15–18, 21]. In addition, TSA more or less
compensated for 5-aza-dC treatment (G1 and G2) in a time-
independent manner, as indicated by the improvement in
hepatic maturation and function. This indicated the syner-
getic or synergistic behavior of 5-aza-dC and TSA in respect
to hepatic differentiation processes [14].The reasons for these

controversial results are unknown but might be related to
differences in the sources of MSCs and in microenviron-
ments. Successful cell fate manipulation highly relies on the
cell microenvironment (cell-cell contact, cell densities), the
appropriate type of epigenetic modifier, and the optimal
fine-tuning of its dose and timing (onset and duration)
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Figure 3: Hematoxylin and Eosin staining of liver sections. (a) Normal liver; (b–g) G1 to G6. Original magnification, 100x.

of exposure [12, 22–24]. The suitability of HDACis and/or
DNMTis to promote hepatic transdifferentiation requires a
delicate balance between proliferation and differentiation,
between biological activity/pharmacokinetic properties and
toxicological characteristics, and finally between apoptosis
and cell survival [24]. In at least some cases, the failure
of lineage-specific differentiation could be ascribed to the
inaccurate timing of exposure to and dosage of chromatin-
modulating agents. Basically, althoughnot generally, prestim-
ulation of cells towards the intended selected direction prior
to the introduction of HDACis may be a key determinant
of the crossing of lineage boundaries and promotion of
transdifferentiation into a specific lineage bymeans of HDAC
inhibition [11, 12, 22, 25–29].

Our latest results indicated that transplantation of rBM-
MSCs derived hepatocyte-like cells effectively treats liver
disease in rat (unpublished data). In this study, we aimed
to study whether transplantation of TSA and/or 5-aza-dC
derived hepatocyte-like cells had therapeutic potential on
liver disease based on our current report. Our results showed
that transplantation of 5-aza-dC alone or in combinationwith
TSA at the maturation stage derived hepatocyte-like cells
failed to treat liver disease, consistent with the fact that 5-
aza-dCwas ineffective in improving hepatic differentiation in
vitro. The lower number of transplanted hepatocyte-like cells
led to inefficiency of treatment of liver damage. Transplan-
tation of TSA alone or in combination with 5-aza-dC at the
differentiation and maturation stage derived hepatocyte-like
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Figure 4: Biochemical analysis of blood sera. (a) Concentration of albumin (ALB), (b) aspartate aminotransferase, and (c) alanine
transaminase (ALT) in blood serum of each experimental group. Bars with different superscripts are different statistically (𝑝 < 0.05).
a,b𝑝 < 0.05, b,c𝑝 < 0.05. DMN-injured rats were considered as control group.

cells suppressed liver fibrosis; however, the efficiency was not
significantly improved compared to the control. The possible
reason may be because of the heterogeneous population
of TSA alone or in combination with 5-aza-dC at the
differentiation and maturation stage derived hepatocyte-like
cells. Our results showed that TSA alone or in combination
with 5-aza-dC at the differentiation and maturation stage
increased and prolonged expression of the immature makers
HNF3𝛽 andAFP. Normally, AFP expression is known to drop
down along the progression of hepatic maturation [30]. The
continued AFP expression in TSA alone or in combination of
5-aza-dC at the differentiation and maturation stage derived
hepatocyte-like cells may indicate the cells have different
degrees of maturation phenotype. Additional investigation is
needed to purify hepatocyte-like cells before transplantation.

5. Conclusions

TSA enhances the hepatic differentiation of rBM-MSCs in
vitro. TSA caused early and obvious induction of hepatocyte-
like cells, produced a prolonged and stable increase in the
overall expression levels of typical hepatic proteins, and
enhanced hepatic function, in a time-dependent manner. In
contrast, exposure to 5-aza-dC, either alone or in combina-
tion with TSA, did not improve hepatic differentiation in
vitro. Yet, further in vivo investigation is needed.
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[4] R. Taléns-Visconti, A. Bonora, R. Jover et al., “Human mes-
enchymal stem cells from adipose tissue: differentiation into
hepatic lineage,” Toxicology in Vitro, vol. 21, no. 2, pp. 324–329,
2007.

[5] T. Kinoshita and A. Miyajima, “Cytokine regulation of liver
development,” Biochimica et Biophysica Acta (BBA)—Molecular
Cell Research, vol. 1592, no. 3, pp. 303–312, 2002.

[6] S. Snykers, T. Henkens, E. De Rop et al., “Role of epigenetics in
liver-specific gene transcription, hepatocyte differentiation and
stem cell reprogrammation,” Journal of Hepatology, vol. 51, no.
1, pp. 187–211, 2009.

[7] M. S. Finnin, J. R. Donigian, A. Cohen et al., “Structures of a
histone deacetylase homologue bound to the TSA and SAHA
inhibitors,” Nature, vol. 401, no. 6749, pp. 188–193, 1999.

[8] V.Medina, B. Edmonds, G. P. Young, R. James, S. Appleton, and
P. D. Zalewski, “Induction of caspase-3 protease activity and
apoptosis by butyrate and trichostatin a (Inhibitors of histone
deacetylase): dependence on protein synthesis and synergywith
a mitochondrial/cytochrome c-dependent pathway,” Cancer
Research, vol. 57, no. 17, pp. 3697–3707, 1997.

[9] T. Henkens, P. Papeleu, G. Elaut, M. Vinken, V. Rogiers, and T.
Vanhaecke, “Trichostatin A, a critical factor in maintaining the
functional differentiation of primary cultured rat hepatocytes,”
Toxicology and Applied Pharmacology, vol. 218, no. 1, pp. 64–71,
2007.



Stem Cells International 11

[10] P. Papeleu, P. Loyer, T. Vanhaecke et al., “Trichostatin A induces
differential cell cycle arrests but does not induce apoptosis
in primary cultures of mitogen-stimulated rat hepatocytes,”
Journal of Hepatology, vol. 39, no. 3, pp. 374–382, 2003.

[11] S. Snykers, T. Vanhaecke, A. De Becker et al., “Chromatin
remodeling agent trichostatin A: a key-factor in the hepatic
differentiation of human mesenchymal stem cells derived of
adult bone marrow,” BMC Developmental Biology, vol. 7, article
24, 2007.

[12] J. De Kock, T. Vanhaecke, V. Rogiers, and S. Snykers, “Chro-
matin remodelling, a novel strategy to expedite the hepatic
differentiation of adult bone marrow stem cells in vitro,” in
Proceedings of the 6th World Congress on Alternatives & Animal
Use in the Life Sciences (AATEX ’08), vol. 14, pp. 605–611, Tokyo,
Japan, August 2008.

[13] D. Mossman, K.-T. Kim, and R. J. Scott, “Demethylation by 5-
aza-2-deoxycytidine in colorectal cancer cells targets genomic
DNA whilst promoter CpG island methylation persists,” BMC
Cancer, vol. 10, article 366, 2010.

[14] V. Rogiers, T. Vanhaecke, E. De Rop, and J. Fraczek, “Title of
invention: stabilisation of the phenotypic properties of isolated
primary cells,” International Patent Number PCT/EP2008/
056706, 2008.

[15] S. Yamazaki, K. Miki, K. Hasegawa, M. Sata, T. Takayama,
and M. Makuuchi, “Sera from liver failure patients and a
demethylating agent stimulate transdifferentiation of murine
bone marrow cells into hepatocytes in coculture with non-
parenchymal liver cells,” Journal of Hepatology, vol. 39, no. 1, pp.
17–23, 2003.

[16] M. Sgodda, H. Aurich, S. Kleist et al., “Hepatocyte differenti-
ation of mesenchymal stem cells from rat peritoneal adipose
tissue in vitro and in vivo,” Experimental Cell Research, vol. 313,
no. 13, pp. 2875–2886, 2007.

[17] I. Aurich, L. P. Mueller, H. Aurich et al., “Functional integration
of hepatocytes derived from human mesenchymal stem cells
into mouse livers,” Gut, vol. 56, no. 3, pp. 405–415, 2007.

[18] Y. Yoshida, T. Shimomura, T. Sakabe et al., “A role of Wnt/𝛽-
catenin signals in hepatic fate specification of human umbilical
cord blood-derived mesenchymal stem cells,”American Journal
of Physiology—Gastrointestinal and Liver Physiology, vol. 293,
no. 5, pp. G1089–G1098, 2007.

[19] Y. Danna, T. Waraporn, T. Kanjana et al., “Discrimination of
functional hepatocytes derived from mesenchymal stem cells
using FTIR microspectroscopy,” Analyst, vol. 137, no. 20, pp.
4774–4784, 2012.

[20] J. Hsieh, K. Nakashima, T. Kuwabara, E. Mejia, and F. H. Gage,
“Histone deacetylase inhibition-mediated neuronal differentia-
tion of multipotent adult neural progenitor cells,” Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America,
vol. 101, no. 47, pp. 16659–16664, 2004.

[21] P. Stock, M. S. Staege, L. P. Müller et al., “Hepatocytes derived
from adult stem cells,” Transplantation Proceedings, vol. 40, no.
2, pp. 620–623, 2008.

[22] M. J. Seo-Gutierrez, S. Y. Suh, Y. C. Bae, and J. S. Jung,
“Differentiation of human adipose stromal cells into hepatic
lineage in vitro and in vivo,” Biochemical and Biophysical
Research Communications, vol. 328, no. 1, pp. 258–264, 2005.

[23] S. Shen, J. Li, and P. Casaccia-Bonnefil, “Histone modifications
affect timing of oligodendrocyte progenitor differentiation in
the developing rat brain,” Journal of Cell Biology, vol. 169, no.
4, pp. 577–589, 2005.

[24] S. Snykers, M. Vinken, V. Rogiers, and T. Vanhaecke, “Differen-
tial role of epigeneticmodulators inmalignant and normal stem
cells: a novel tool in preclinical in vitro toxicology and clinical
therapy,”Archives of Toxicology, vol. 81, no. 8, pp. 533–544, 2007.

[25] B. P. Enright, L.-Y. Sung, C.-C. Chang, X. Yang, and X. C. Tian,
“Methylation and acetylation characteristics of cloned bovine
embryos from donor cells treated with 5-aza-2-deoxycytidine,”
Biology of Reproduction, vol. 72, no. 4, pp. 944–948, 2005.

[26] D. C. Hay, D. Zhao, J. Fletcher et al., “Efficient differentiation
of hepatocytes from human embryonic stem cells exhibit-
ing markers recapitulating liver development in vivo,” STEM
CELLS, vol. 26, no. 4, pp. 894–902, 2008.

[27] T.Kawamura,K.Ono, T.Morimoto et al., “Acetylation ofGATA-
4 is involved in the differentiation of embryonic stem cells into
cardiac myocytes,”The Journal of Biological Chemistry, vol. 280,
no. 20, pp. 19682–19688, 2005.

[28] H. Mizumoto, K. Aoki, K. Nakazawa, H. Ijima, K. Funatsu, and
T. Kajiwara, “Hepatic differentiation of embryonic stem cells in
HF/organoid culture,” Transplantation Proceedings, vol. 40, no.
2, pp. 611–613, 2008.

[29] A. Soto-Gutierrez, N. Navarro-Alvarez, J. D. Rivas-Carrillo
et al., “Differentiation of human embryonic stem cells to
hepatocytes using deleted variant of HGF and poly-amino-
urethane-coated nonwoven polytetrafluoroethylene fabric,”Cell
Transplantation, vol. 15, no. 4, pp. 335–341, 2006.

[30] S. Cascio and K. S. Zaret, “Hepatocyte differentiation initiates
during endodermal-mesenchymal interactions prior to liver
formation,” Development, vol. 113, no. 1, pp. 217–225, 1991.


