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Abstract

Background: Cell therapy is a potential therapeutic approach for neurodegenerative disorders. Human umbilical cord blood-
derived mesenchymal stem cells (hUCB-MSCs) are an appropriate source of stem cells for use in various cell-based therapies.
Objectives: In this study, we examined a real-time PCR approach for neural differentiation of hUCB-MSCs in vitro.
Materials andMethods: MSCs were cultured in DMEM medium supplemented with 10% FBS in a humidified incubator equilibra-
tion at 5% CO2 and 37°C. For the neural differentiation of MSCs, the DMEM was removed and replaced with pre-induction media
(retinoic acid [RA], basic fibroblast growth factor [bFGF], and epidermal growth factor [EGF]) and basal medium for two days. They
were then cultured in nerve growth factor (NGF), 3-isobutyl-1-methylxanthine (IBMX), ascorbic acid (AA), and basal medium for six
days. We also monitored the expression of markers for neural differentiation with real-time PCR.
Results: The results of real-time PCR showed that the expression of the GFAP, MBP, and MAP-2 genes after two-step induction was
significantly increased compared to the common induction protocol. In addition, our study showed that RA should play the main
role in the neural differentiation and fate of MSCs compared to other neural inducers.
Conclusions: Taken together, the combination of chemical and growth factors in the two-step induction protocol may improve the
efficiency of MSC differentiation into neural progenitor cells, and may be a new method for the easy and fast application of MSCs in
regenerative medicine in the future.
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1. Background

The development of stem cells for the treatment of
neurodegenerative diseases is currently the subject of in-
tensive research efforts. Embryonic stem cells (ESCs), neu-
ral stem cells (NSCs), bone marrow (BM)-derived mes-
enchymal stem cells (MSCs), and adipose-derived adult
stem (ADAS) cells have been shown to generate differen-
tiated neural cells both in vitro and in vivo, which can be
used as substitute therapies for various neurodegenerative
diseases (1-5). However, despite the differentiation capa-
bility of these cells, ethical conflicts, legal restrictions, the
invasive procedures required to obtain them, and graft-
versus-host disease (GVHD) are major challenges in their
development for clinical applications that emphasize ex-
ploring and evaluating different sources for use in various
cell-based therapies (1, 6). MSCs have been shown to be
ideal candidates for regenerative medicine (7).

In the present study, human umbilical cord blood-
derived mesenchymal stem cells (hUCB-MSCs) were se-
lected due to advantages such as lower immunogenic po-

tential, lack of GVHD, higher capacity for differentiation
into neural cells, quick accessibility, and easier and non-
invasive collection after delivery compared to that of BM-
MSCs (8). Furthermore, hUCB-MSCs are more primitive
than BM-MSCs and MSCs from other sources. Moreover, in
contrast to BM-MSCs, the differentiation potential of hUCB-
MSCs does not change during frequent passages (9).

In recent years, more attention has been paid to MSC-
derived NPCs (MSC-NPCs) for the treatment of neurodegen-
erative diseases (10-13). To date, it has been reported that
MSCs could induce neural differentiation through many in
vitro methods, such as chemical inducers, growth factors,
and co-cultures with neural cells (14-17). However, due to
differences in MSC isolation, MSC culture conditions, MSC
sources, and other factors, the results of the previous stud-
ies are not compatible with each other.
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2. Objectives

Based on previous reports that showed transdifferen-
tiation of MSCs, we designed a real-time PCR approach for
the neural differentiation of hUCB-MSCs in vitro.

3. Materials andMethods

3.1. Isolation of MSCs from Human UCB

The collection, isolation, and propagation of hUCB-
MSCs was performed as described in the literature (18-20).
To summarize, the mononuclear cell (MNC) fraction was
obtained by Ficoll-Hypaque low-density gradient separa-
tion (mononuclear cells < 1.077 g/mL; Cedarlane, Hornby,
Ontario, Canada), followed by ammonium chloride lysis
of red blood cells. After being washed twice in phosphate-
buffered saline (PBS; Gibco, USA), the collected MNCs were
re-suspended in high-glucose Dulbecco’s modified Eagle
medium (DMEM; Gibco), and supplemented with 10% fetal
bovine serum (FBS; Gibco), L-glutamine (Gibco), 100 U/mL
of penicillin, and 100 mg/mL of streptomycin (Gibco).
MSCs were cultured in 25 cm2 tissue-culture flasks (Nunc,
USA) in a humidified atmosphere of 95% air with 5% CO2 at
37°C.

3.2. Flow Cytometry Analysis

After the third passage, the cells were trypsinized with
0.05% trypsin-ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid (EDTA),
washed twice with PBS, then stained on ice with phyco-
erythrin (PE)-conjugated mouse anti-human CD44, CD45,
and CD105 antibodies, and fluorescein isothiocyanate
(FITC)-conjugated mouse anti-human CD34 antibodies
(BD Biosciences, USA), according to the manufacturer’s
instructions. The cells were then incubated in the dark for
30 minutes at 4°C. To remove the unlabeled antibodies,
the cells were washed with PBS containing 2% FBS (stain
buffer) with centrifugation at 1300 rpm for 5 minutes. In
the control group, PE-IgG1 and FITC-IgG1 were used. The
stained cells (10,000 events counted) were analyzed with
flow cytometry (Partec Flomax, ver 2.4e).

3.3. Neural Differentiation

The differentiation potential of the cells was examined
on the fourth passage of the hUCB-MSCs. For the induction
of neurogenic differentiation, 20,000 cells per well (on a
24-well plate) were cultured in DMEM supplemented with
10% FBS in a humidified incubator equilibration with 5%
CO2 at 37°C. For the neural differentiation of MSCs, first the
DMEM was removed and replaced with pre-induction me-
dia containing basal medium, then supplemented with L-
glutamine, 5 µM of retinoic acid (RA, Sigma), 10 ng/mL of

basic fibroblast growth factor (bFGF, Sigma), and 10 ng/ml
of epidermal growth factor (EGF, Sigma) for two days. Af-
ter 48 hours, induction was improved by adding 10 ng/mL
of nerve growth factor (NGF, R&D Systems, USA), 0.5 mM of
3-isobutylmethyl-xanthine (IBMX, Sigma),100 µM of ascor-
bic acid (AA, Sigma), and basal medium for six days.

3.4. RT-PCR and Quantitative Real-Time PCR Analysis

In brief, total RNA was isolated from undifferentiated
and differentiating hUCB-MSCs using an RNA isolation kit
(Qiagen, USA). Synthesis of cDNA was carried out with the
Moloney murine leukemia virus (M-MuLV) reverse tran-
scriptase (RT) and a random hexamer as primer according
to the manufacturer’s instructions (Invitrogen), in order to
confirm the expression of neural-specific genes by RT-PCR.
PCR amplification was conducted using a standard proce-
dure with Taq DNA polymerase, with denaturation at 94°C
for 15 seconds, annealing at 55°C or 60°C for 30 seconds
based on the primer, and extension at 72°C for 45 seconds.
The PCR products were separated by gel electrophoresis on
2% agarose gel in 1 × tris-acetate-EDTA buffer and visual-
ized with SYBR Safe staining, and then images were cap-
tured using the Bio-Rad Gel documentation system. The ex-
periments were generally conducted in triplicate. The nu-
cleotide sequences and the amplicon sizes of the designed
primers are listed in Table 1. In order to confirm and evalu-
ate the expression levels of neural-specific genes by quan-
titative real-time PCR, the cDNAs were used for a 40-cycle
PCR in a Corbett Rotor-Gene 6000 Analyzer (Corbett, Ger-
many). Quantitative real-time PCR was performed in tripli-
cate by SYBR Green Real-Time Master Mix (Takara, Japan) in
the Rotor-Gene 6000 system, followed by a melting curve
analysis to confirm PCR specificity. The cycle threshold (Ct)
was calculated automatically and normalization was car-
ried out against the β-actin Ct value. Relative expression
was quantified using REST 2009 software (V2.0.13).

3.5. Statistical Analysis

Two-sided paired t-test for related samples and Fried-
man’s two-way analysis of variance by rank were used to
analyze the flow cytometry. All data were analyzed using
SPSS software.

4. Results

4.1. Fibroblastic Morphology and Surface Markers of hUCB-
MSCs

A fibroblast-like phenotype was obtained from cord
blood after three passages in vitro (Figure 1). The flow
cytometry analysis of cell-surface markers in the MSCs
(10,000 events) showed the expression of CD105 (84.85 ±
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Table 1. Amplification Cycles, Sequences, and Amplicon Size of the Specific Primers Designed for Assessing Expression of Neural Markers

Cycles Amplicon Size, bp Reverse Primer Forward Primer Marker

35 97 CAT TCT CTC TTC AGC CTT CTC AGT TCC AGC AGC GTG ATG MAP2

35 127 ACT CCT TAA TGA CCT CTC CAT C GCA GAC CTT CTC CAA CCT G GFAP

35 179 ACT CCC TTG AAT CCC TTG TG ACC CCG TAG TCC ACT TCT TC MBP

35 96 CCT CTT CTT CCC ATA TTT CCT G GAA GGT GAA GGG CAA ATC TG Nestin

35 85 GGG GTC TTT GCG GAT GTC CAC CTT CCT TCC TGG GCA TG β-actin

9.40, n = 3) and CD44 (94.45 ± 4.9, n = 3) (P < 0.05), but
not of CD34 (1.80 ± 0.35, n = 3) or CD45 (2.5 ± 1.40, n =
3) (P < 0.05). The surface-marker patterns corresponded
to UCB-MSCs. As was evidenced by flow cytometry, the iso-
lated cells were positive for CD105 and CD44, but negative
for CD34 and CD45 (Figure 1).

4.2. Differentiation Studies of MSCs

Neural morphologies (a sign of neural differentiation)
were observed on the second day, when some cells were
stretched in one and/or two directions. The control sam-
ples showed no changes in shape. The MSCs were differen-
tiated into MSC-NPCs, with this characteristic being iden-
tified through morphology, RT-PCR, and quantitative real-
time PCR assays (Figure 2).

4.3. Neural-Specific Gene Studies

Neural-specific gene expression levels with real-time
PCR showed that Map2 was upregulated in the sample
group compared to the control group (P = 0.000). GFAP
was also upregulated in the sample group compared to the
control group (P = 0.000). The nestin sample group was
not different from the control group (P = 0.680), while MBP
was upregulated in the sample group compared to the con-
trol group (P = 0.000).

The report produced by REST 2009 indicated that the
neural markers in the differentiated cells were upregu-
lated. In this study, the maximum level of gene expres-
sion was related to GFAP and the lowest level was related
to nestin (Figure 2).

5. Discussion

Despite the advantages of ESCs, they are not practical
for neurodegenerative diseases due to several problems (6,
21). Recently, MSCs have been the focus of intensive inves-
tigations because of their relative advantages (22-24). The
generation of MSC-NPCs from hUCB-MSCs can be used for
basic research in order to develop effective cells for regen-
erative therapy (11). In addition, recent reports have doc-
umented that MSCs can differentiate into MSC-NPCs (16,

17). These studies generated MSC-NPCs under culture con-
ditions. In the present study, consistent with previous re-
ports, the expression pattern (Figure 1) on flow cytometry
over 10,000 events showed that CD105 and CD44 markers
were positive, while CD45 and CD34 markers were negative
(25, 26).

There are different methods of inducing MSC-NPCs.
Tio and Wang used the same culture protocol, with some
differences (27, 28). Woodbury used a culture protocol
by adding in the first week of culture followed a simple
medium with serum (16). The present study was conducted
with a two-step induction protocol. The first step was pre-
induction with basal medium, RA, bFGF, and EGF; the sec-
ond step was induction with NGF, IBMX, AA, and basal
medium. The time-duration for the emergence of MSC-
NPCs and various types of neural markers depends on the
culture system used. Tio and Wang’s method showed the
longest duration for which no basal medium was provided
(27, 28). In contrast, we found that if B-ME was used imme-
diately from the start, MSC-NPCs failed to form. In agree-
ment with previous studies, in the present study, using the
most common growth factors, as well as the selection of
basal medium instead of FBS, was found to be an efficient
method for inducing cells to be selected.

In our protocol, a significant increase occurred in GFAP,
MAP2, and MBP expression, especially GFAP. Undifferenti-
ated hUCB-MSC cells did not express neuron-specific genes
and did not stain positively for neuro-specific proteins on
quantitative real-time PCR and ICC, respectively.

Previous studies showed that RA combined with other
factors, such as NGF, β-ME, BDNF, Forskolin, and IBMX, is
necessary for the neural differentiation of MSCs in vitro
(29-31). In the present study, it was found that after the
combined treatment with a low concentration of RA, more
than 30% of hUCB-MSCs were differentiated into GFAP-
expressing cells. RA should be a main factor in the neural
differentiation of MSCs compared to other inducers.

In brief, the importance of our simple method will
be clear when it is compared with other methods that
are complex and time-consuming. MSC-NPCs share many
molecular and cellular characteristics with neural stem
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Figure 1. Flow Cytometry Analysis of Cell-Surface Markers in MSCs Showed Expression of CD105 (84.85 ± 9.40, n = 3) (P < 0.05) but not of CD34 (1.80 ± 0.35, n = 3) (P < 0.05)
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The surface-marker patterns corresponded to UCB-derived MSCs.

cells, and on a cellular level they have the same morphol-
ogy, with the formation of a spheroid body structure that is
stretched in one and/or two directions after in vitro cultur-
ing. In contrast to MSCs, the use of MSC-NPCs for cell trans-
plantation results in more effective cell-based therapies; in
addition, the tumor-formation problem is avoided. These
characteristics suggest therapeutic uses for MSC-NPCs as
a new and unlimited source in regenerative medicine. Fi-
nally, further and complementary studies are required
that include identification of neural proteins with western
blot. The functionality of MSC-NPCs must be carefully as-
sessed in animal experiments before being used in clinical
applications.
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Figure 2. Neurogenic differentiation Capacity of UCB-MSCs and Morphological Appearance of Neural-Differentiated UCB-MSCs

A, Before differentiation, the UCB-MSCs showed fibroblast-like-shaped cells; B, The UCB-MSCs progressively acquired a neuron-like morphology, a large nucleus, and long
processes. Magnification = x200.

Figure 3. Neural-Specific Gene Expression Levels With Real-Time PCR
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mean factor of 9.714 (SE range 6.611 - 16.880). The Map2 sample group was different
from the control group (P = 0.000). GFAP was upregulated in the sample group com-
pared to the control group by a mean factor of 54.569 (SE range 39.909 - 84.713). The
GFAP sample group was different from the control group (P = 0.000). The nestin
sample group was not different from the control group (P = 0.680). MBP was up-
regulated in the sample group compared to the control group by a mean factor of
3.063 (SE range 1.692 - 6.649). The MBP sample group was different from the control
group (P = 0.000). The boxes represent the interquartile range, or the middle 50%
of observations. The dotted line represents the median gene expression. Whiskers
represent the minimum and maximum observations. Report produced with REST
2009 V2.0.13.

Funding/Support: This work was supported by the Ira-
nian Blood transfusion organization and the stem cell
technology research center.

References

1. Aharonowiz M, Einstein O, Fainstein N, Lassmann H, Reubinoff
B, Ben-Hur T. Neuroprotective effect of transplanted human em-
bryonic stem cell-derived neural precursors in an animal model
of multiple sclerosis. PLoS One. 2008;3(9):e3145. doi: 10.1371/jour-
nal.pone.0003145. [PubMed: 18773082].

2. Ben-Hur T, Idelson M, Khaner H, Pera M, Reinhartz E, Itzik A, et
al. Transplantation of human embryonic stem cell-derived neural
progenitors improves behavioral deficit in Parkinsonian rats. Stem
Cells. 2004;22(7):1246–55. doi: 10.1634/stemcells.2004-0094. [PubMed:
15579643].

3. Einstein O, Grigoriadis N, Mizrachi-Kol R, Reinhartz E, Polyzoidou
E, Lavon I, et al. Transplanted neural precursor cells reduce
brain inflammation to attenuate chronic experimental autoim-
mune encephalomyelitis. Exp Neurol. 2006;198(2):275–84. doi:
10.1016/j.expneurol.2005.11.007. [PubMed: 16472805].

4. Hellmann MA, Panet H, Barhum Y, Melamed E, Offen D. Increased
survival and migration of engrafted mesenchymal bone mar-
row stem cells in 6-hydroxydopamine-lesioned rodents. Neurosci
Lett. 2006;395(2):124–8. doi: 10.1016/j.neulet.2005.10.097. [PubMed:
16359791].

5. Ahmadian-Attari MM, Ahmadiani A, Kamalinejad M, Dargahi L,
Shirzad M, Mosaddegh M. Treatment of Alzheimer’s disease in Iranian
traditional medicine. Iran Red Crescent Med J. 2015;17(1):e18052. doi:
10.5812/ircmj.18052. [PubMed: 25763264].

6. Knoepfler PS. Deconstructing stem cell tumorigenicity: a roadmap
to safe regenerative medicine. Stem Cells. 2009;27(5):1050–6. doi:
10.1002/stem.37. [PubMed: 19415771].

7. Chen FH, Tuan RS. Mesenchymal stem cells in arthritic diseases. Arthri-
tis Res Ther. 2008;10(5):223. doi: 10.1186/ar2514. [PubMed: 18947375].

8. Jung KH, Shin HP, Lee S, Lim YJ, Hwang SH, Han H, et al. Effect of
human umbilical cord blood-derived mesenchymal stem cells in a

Avicenna J Med Biochem. 2016; 4(1):e29066. 5

http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0003145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0003145
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18773082
http://dx.doi.org/10.1634/stemcells.2004-0094
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15579643
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.expneurol.2005.11.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16472805
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neulet.2005.10.097
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16359791
http://dx.doi.org/10.5812/ircmj.18052
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25763264
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/stem.37
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19415771
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/ar2514
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18947375


Rafieemehr H et al.

cirrhotic rat model. Liver Int. 2009;29(6):898–909. doi: 10.1111/j.1478-
3231.2009.02031.x. [PubMed: 19422480].

9. Park DH, Lee JH, Borlongan CV, Sanberg PR, Chung YG, Cho TH. Trans-
plantation of umbilical cord blood stem cells for treating spinal cord
injury. Stem Cell Rev. 2011;7(1):181–94. doi: 10.1007/s12015-010-9163-0.
[PubMed: 20532836].

10. Cao W, Yang Y, Wang Z, Liu A, Fang L, Wu F, et al. Leukemia inhibitory
factor inhibits T helper 17 cell differentiation and confers treatment
effects of neural progenitor cell therapy in autoimmune disease. Im-
munity. 2011;35(2):273–84. doi: 10.1016/j.immuni.2011.06.011. [PubMed:
21835648].

11. Harris VK, Yan QJ, Vyshkina T, Sahabi S, Liu X, Sadiq SA. Clinical and
pathological effects of intrathecal injection of mesenchymal stem
cell-derived neural progenitors in an experimental model of multiple
sclerosis. J Neurol Sci. 2012;313(1-2):167–77. doi: 10.1016/j.jns.2011.08.036.
[PubMed: 21962795].

12. Liu S, Li C, Xing Y, Tao F. Effect of transplantation of human embryonic
stem cell-derived neural progenitor cells on adult neurogenesis in
aged hippocampus. Am J Stem Cells. 2014;3(1):21–6. [PubMed: 24660111].

13. Yang J, Yan Y, Ma CG, Kang T, Zhang N, Gran B, et al. Accelerated and en-
hanced effect of CCR5-transduced bone marrow neural stem cells on
autoimmune encephalomyelitis. Acta Neuropathol. 2012;124(4):491–
503. doi: 10.1007/s00401-012-0989-1. [PubMed: 22526024].

14. Jiang Y, Henderson D, Blackstad M, Chen A, Miller RF, Verfaillie CM.
Neuroectodermal differentiation from mouse multipotent adult pro-
genitor cells. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2003;100 Suppl 1:11854–60. doi:
10.1073/pnas.1834196100. [PubMed: 12925733].

15. Sanchez-Ramos J, Song S, Cardozo-Pelaez F, Hazzi C, Stedeford T,
Willing A, et al. Adult bone marrow stromal cells differentiate
into neural cells in vitro. Exp Neurol. 2000;164(2):247–56. doi:
10.1006/exnr.2000.7389. [PubMed: 10915564].

16. Wislet-Gendebien S, Hans G, Leprince P, Rigo JM, Moonen G, Ro-
gister B. Plasticity of cultured mesenchymal stem cells: switch
from nestin-positive to excitable neuron-like phenotype. Stem Cells.
2005;23(3):392–402. doi: 10.1634/stemcells.2004-0149. [PubMed:
15749934].

17. Woodbury D, Schwarz EJ, Prockop DJ, Black IB. Adult rat and human
bone marrow stromal cells differentiate into neurons. J Neurosci Res.
2000;61(4):364–70. [PubMed: 10931522].

18. Greschat S, Schira J, Kury P, Rosenbaum C, de Souza Silva MA, Kogler
G, et al. Unrestricted somatic stem cells from human umbilical cord
blood can be differentiated into neurons with a dopaminergic phe-
notype. Stem Cells Dev. 2008;17(2):221–32. doi: 10.1089/scd.2007.0118.
[PubMed: 18447638].

19. Kogler G, Sensken S, Airey JA, Trapp T, Muschen M, Feldhahn N, et al. A
new human somatic stem cell from placental cord blood with intrin-
sic pluripotent differentiation potential. J Exp Med. 2004;200(2):123–
35. doi: 10.1084/jem.20040440. [PubMed: 15263023].

20. Lim JY, Park SI, Oh JH, Kim SM, Jeong CH, Jun JA, et al. Brain-
derived neurotrophic factor stimulates the neural differentiation
of human umbilical cord blood-derived mesenchymal stem cells
and survival of differentiated cells through MAPK/ERK and PI3K/Akt-

dependent signaling pathways. J Neurosci Res. 2008;86(10):2168–78.
doi: 10.1002/jnr.21669. [PubMed: 18438930].

21. Piao J, Major T, Auyeung G, Policarpio E, Menon J, Droms L, et al. Hu-
man embryonic stem cell-derived oligodendrocyte progenitors re-
myelinate the brain and rescue behavioral deficits following radia-
tion. Cell Stem Cell. 2015;16(2):198–210. doi: 10.1016/j.stem.2015.01.004.
[PubMed: 25658373].

22. Kuroda Y. Mesenchymal Stem Cells and Umbilical Cord as Sources
for Schwann Cell Differentiation: their Potential in Peripheral
Nerve Repair. Open Tissue Engin Regenerat Med J. 2011;4(1):54–63. doi:
10.2174/1875043501104010054.

23. Zhang J, Chen GH, Wang YW, Zhao J, Duan HF, Liao LM, et al. Hydrogen
peroxide preconditioning enhances the therapeutic efficacy of Whar-
ton’s Jelly mesenchymal stem cells after myocardial infarction. Chin
Med J (Engl). 2012;125(19):3472–8. [PubMed: 23044308].

24. Zhang YQ, He LM, Xing B, Zeng X, Zeng CG, Zhang W, et al.
Neurotrophin-3 gene-modified Schwann cells promote TrkC gene-
modified mesenchymal stem cells to differentiate into neuron-
like cells in poly(lactic-acid-co-glycolic acid) multiple-channel con-
duit. Cells Tissues Organs. 2012;195(4):313–22. doi: 10.1159/000327724.
[PubMed: 21828999].

25. Rebelatto CK, Aguiar AM, Moretao MP, Senegaglia AC, Hansen P,
Barchiki F, et al. Dissimilar differentiation of mesenchymal stem
cells from bone marrow, umbilical cord blood, and adipose tissue.
Exp Biol Med (Maywood). 2008;233(7):901–13. doi: 10.3181/0712-RM-356.
[PubMed: 18445775].

26. Martins AA, Paiva A, Morgado JM, Gomes A, Pais ML. Quantifica-
tion and immunophenotypic characterization of bone marrow
and umbilical cord blood mesenchymal stem cells by mul-
ticolor flow cytometry. Transplant Proc. 2009;41(3):943–6. doi:
10.1016/j.transproceed.2009.01.059. [PubMed: 19376394].

27. Tio M, Tan KH, Lee W, Wang TT, Udolph G. Roles of db-cAMP,
IBMX and RA in aspects of neural differentiation of cord blood de-
rived mesenchymal-like stem cells. PLoS One. 2010;5(2):e9398. doi:
10.1371/journal.pone.0009398. [PubMed: 20195526].

28. Wang TT, Tio M, Lee W, Beerheide W, Udolph G. Neural differen-
tiation of mesenchymal-like stem cells from cord blood is medi-
ated by PKA. Biochem Biophys Res Commun. 2007;357(4):1021–7. doi:
10.1016/j.bbrc.2007.04.046. [PubMed: 17466951].

29. Kondo T, Matsuoka AJ, Shimomura A, Koehler KR, Chan RJ, Miller JM, et
al. Wnt signaling promotes neuronal differentiation from mesenchy-
mal stem cells through activation of Tlx3. Stem Cells. 2011;29(5):836–
46. doi: 10.1002/stem.624. [PubMed: 21374761].

30. Taran R, Mamidi MK, Singh G, Dutta S, Parhar IS, John JP, et al. In
vitro and in vivo neurogenic potential of mesenchymal stem cells
isolated from different sources. J Biosci. 2014;39(1):157–69. [PubMed:
24499800].

31. Deng W, Obrocka M, Fischer I, Prockop DJ. In vitro differentiation of
human marrow stromal cells into early progenitors of neural cells by
conditions that increase intracellular cyclic AMP. Biochem Biophys Res
Commun. 2001;282(1):148–52. doi: 10.1006/bbrc.2001.4570. [PubMed:
11263984].

6 Avicenna J Med Biochem. 2016; 4(1):e29066.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1478-3231.2009.02031.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1478-3231.2009.02031.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19422480
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12015-010-9163-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20532836
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.immuni.2011.06.011
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21835648
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jns.2011.08.036
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21962795
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24660111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00401-012-0989-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22526024
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1834196100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12925733
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/exnr.2000.7389
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10915564
http://dx.doi.org/10.1634/stemcells.2004-0149
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15749934
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10931522
http://dx.doi.org/10.1089/scd.2007.0118
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18447638
http://dx.doi.org/10.1084/jem.20040440
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15263023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jnr.21669
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18438930
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2015.01.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25658373
http://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1875043501104010054
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23044308
http://dx.doi.org/10.1159/000327724
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21828999
http://dx.doi.org/10.3181/0712-RM-356
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18445775
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.transproceed.2009.01.059
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19376394
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0009398
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20195526
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2007.04.046
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17466951
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/stem.624
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21374761
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24499800
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/bbrc.2001.4570
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11263984

	Abstract
	1. Background
	2. Objectives
	3. Materials and Methods
	3.1. Isolation of MSCs from Human UCB
	3.2. Flow Cytometry Analysis
	3.3. Neural Differentiation
	3.4. RT-PCR and Quantitative Real-Time PCR Analysis
	Table 1

	3.5. Statistical Analysis

	4. Results
	4.1. Fibroblastic Morphology and Surface Markers of hUCB-MSCs
	Figure 1

	4.2. Differentiation Studies of MSCs
	Figure 2

	4.3. Neural-Specific Gene Studies
	Figure 3


	5. Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	Footnotes
	Authors' Contribution
	Funding/Support

	References

