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Abstract 

Selection strategies are performed post-fertilization when the random combination of paternal and 
maternal genomes has already occurred. It would be greatly advantageous to eliminate meiotic 
uncertainty by selecting genetically superior gametes before fertilization. To achieve this goal, haploid 
embryonic cells and embryonic stem cell lineages could be derived, genotyped, and used to substitute 
gametes. On the paternal side, androgenetic development can be achieved by removing the maternal 
chromosomes from the oocyte before or after fertilization. We have shown that once developed into an 
embryo, haploid cells can be removed for genotyping and, if carrying the selected genome, be used to 
replace sperm at fertilization. A similar strategy can be used on the maternal side by activating the oocyte 
parthenogenetically and using some embryonic cells for genotyping while the remaining are used to 
produce diploid embryos by fertilization. Placed together, both androgenetic and parthenogenetic haploid 
cells that have been genotyped to identify optimal genomes can be used to produce offspring with 
predetermined genomes. Successes and problems in developing such a breeding platform to achieve this 
goal are described and discussed below. 
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Introduction 

Animal selection has traditionally been performed using phenotypic records and pedigrees 
in which superior animals are chosen as parents according to an estimated breeding value 
(EBV). Such traditional strategies have been successful for traits with high heritability, e.g. 
genetic improvement for milk yield, which has increased consistently for many decades. 
However, progeny testing and pedigree information have proven less effective with traits with 
low heritability. Moreover, an accurate EBV is costly and time-consuming to obtain due to the 
recording and analysis of many individuals and the long generation intervals in cattle. Indeed, 
identifying elite dairy sires by EBV relies on a tedious progeny-testing scheme that takes 6–7 
years at substantial costs per bull tested. 
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Advances in molecular genetics have enabled a novel selection strategy for identifying 
genetically superior parents by the use of DNA markers associated with quantitative traits 
(Meuwissen et al., 2001). A key breakthrough in marker-assisted selection came with the 
sequencing of the whole bovine genome (Gibbs et al., 2009), which has led to the discovery of many 
thousands of DNA markers in the form of single nucleotide polymorphisms (SNP) associated with 
production traits. These novel molecular tools have dramatically reduced the cost of genotyping. A 
second breakthrough came with the demonstration that it is possible to make accurate selection 
decisions when breeding values are predicted from DNA markers alone by calculating genomic 
breeding values (GEBV). Moreover, the implications of achieving accurate GEBV for animals at birth 
are profound. Potentially, genomic selection can lead to a doubling of the rate of genetic gain 
through selection and breeding from bulls at 2 years of age rather than 5 years of age or later 
(Schaeffer, 2006). Although more genotyping is needed to increase selection intensity and thereby 
increase the rates of genetic gain, it is expected that cattle breeding companies can save a large 
majority of their costs using GEBV instead of the traditional EBV (Hayes et al., 2009). Genetic gain 
can also be improved by employing genomic selection strategies in combination with advanced 
reproductive technologies and the largest increase in genetic gain can be achieved by shortening 
the generation interval and it is now possible to evaluate the genetic merit of a newborn calf or 
even a pre-implantation stage embryo (provided that a reference population is available) with 
comparable accuracy at a much-reduced cost (Georges, 2014). 

Meiotic segregation is an uncontrolled source of variability 

Due to the random nature of meiosis, one can never accurately predict which set of parental 
genes will be transmitted by each gamete to the offspring. Although cattle generation intervals 
can be dramatically decreased and selection accuracy can be greatly improved by using the 
genomic approach and selecting genetically superior offspring very early post-fertilization, 
selection programs are consistently limited by independent assortment and crossing over of 
parental chromosomes during meiosis, causing uncontrollable genomic variability before 
fertilization. Genetic diversity is ensured during two meiotic events, i.e. crossing over and 
independent assortment of chromosomes. Crossing over occurs during prophase I of meiosis 
and enables homologous pairs of chromosomes to recombine and often exchange 
chromosome segments. This allows genes from each parent to intermix and create 
chromosomes with a different genomic complement. Independent chromosome assortment 
occurs during meiosis II when sister chromatids separate and are randomly distributed to the 
daughter cells, i.e. gametes. In cattle, independent assortment can yield 230, or 1,073,741,824, 
unique ways to arrange 30 pairs of chromosomes. 

To date, selection strategies are performed post-fertilization when the random combination 
of paternal and maternal genomes has already occurred. It would be greatly advantageous to 
eliminate meiotic uncertainty by selecting genetically superior gametes before fertilization. 
Therefore, we believe that haploid cells derived from sperm (paternal) and oocytes (maternal) 
can be obtained by androgenesis and parthenogenesis, respectively, and then genotyped to 
select those carrying superior genomic markers “beforehand” so that only the most promising 
haploid cells be used to ‘reconstruct‘, i.e. fertilize, zygotes, embryos and offspring with 
predetermined optimal genomes (Figure 1). 

Derivation and developmental outcome of bovine haploid embryos 

Diploid genomes (two sets of chromosomes, one maternal and one paternal) are typical 
among most living animals, and haploidy (a single set of chromosomes) is generally limited to 
gametes. Although a diploid genome is thought to increase fitness by masking mutations, it 
also leads to the accumulation of mutations with time. To counteract long-term genome 
degradation, mammals created adaptations that include genomic imprinting, random 
monoallelic expression, and X chromosome inactivation (Wutz, 2014). Haploidy is normally 
restricted to the post-meiotic stages of germ cells and represents the end point of cell 
proliferation, which means that physiological haploidy is incompatible with self-renewal. 
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Figure 1. Strategy to produce cattle with predetermined genomes by reconstructing zygotes with 
genotyped haploid embryonic cells of androgenetic, parthenogenetic, or bi-parental origin. 

To date, few studies have been performed to study androgenetic development in cattle. The 
first report came from Galli’s group which produced haploid and diploid androgenotes by in vitro 
fertilization (IVF) and intracytoplasmic sperm injection (ICSI) of enucleated metaphase-arrested (MII) 
oocytes. Although cleavage rates were similar to controls, haploid embryos developed poorly to 
the morula stage and most arrested before reaching the blastocyst stage (Lagutina et al., 2004). 
These results were confirmed later in androgenotes produced before and after oocyte showing a 
small advantage of the former group (Vichera et al., 2011). Our experiments showed that when 
using IVF, regardless of whether enucleation was performed before or after fertilization, the levels 
of polyspermic fertilization occur quite often as indicated by the identification of 2 or more 
pronuclei after fixations and DNA staining at 20 h after fertilization even after shortening the 
exposure to spermatozoa to 6 h during IVF. In contrast, when using ICSI followed by removal of the 
oocyte’s spindle during telophase, polyspermy was no longer an issue since zygotes with a second 
polar body contained only a single pronucleus (Aguila et al., 2021). 

Once the reliability of the ICSI approach for deriving hAE was verified, we compared early 
developmental rates of haploid and diploid control groups at different times of in vitro culture 
(Aguila et al., 2021). As reported in mice (Latham et al., 2000, 2002), our studies in cattle showed 
that androgenetic embryos produced using Y-chromosome sperm rarely support development 
beyond the 8-cell stage whereas when using X-chromosome sperm 9% develop to the morula and 
3% to the blastocyst stage, respectively. However, compared to ICSI and haploid parthenotes, 
haploid androgenotes produced using X-bearing sperm show significantly lower development to 
the morula and blastocyst stage as measured on days 6 and 7 of in vitro culture, indicating that the 
paternal genome fails to provide appropriate conditions for normal development and 
differentiation beyond embryonic genome activation (EGA). In contrast, haploid parthenotes 
produced by the activation of metaphase-arrested oocytes that extrude a second polar body after 
ionomycin (5 min) fand cycloheximide (4 h) exposure develop well to the morula stage (24% vs. 
31%) and, although cell numbers are similar, slightly less well to the blastocyst stage (16% vs. 26%) 
when compared to diploid ICSI embryos. Together, these results suggest that the maternal genome 
is more effective than the paternal in supporting development beyond EGA when in a haploid 
condition (Figure 2). However, compared to the androgenotes that showed consistent haploidy (30 
chromosomes) at the morula stage, parthenotes had a much variable chromosomal number, with 
only a third showing haploidy, while the remaining contained either 60 chromosomes (diploid) or 
were aneuploid with intermediate chromosome counts, indicating complete and/or partial 
diploidizations. Aneuploidies and mixploidies have been previously reported in porcine and bovine 
parthenotes (Cheng et al., 2007; Winger et al., 1997). Although the causes of aneuploidy in haploid 
parthenotes remains unknown, one possibility is that haploid blastomeres fail to undergo 
cytokinesis or that they fuse after cleavage. Another possibility is that paternal centrioles may be 
essential to obtain proper chromosomal segregation during the initial mitotic divisions. Humans, 
pigs, and cows are among the numerous mammalian species that lack maternal centrioles in 
mature oocytes centrioles (Navara et al., 1994; Sathananthan et al., 2006; Schatten et al., 1991), 
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which may explain why parthenotes develop aneuploidies. In contrast, bovine androgenotes 
maintain stable chromosomal haploidy throughout early development, which may be due to the 
presence of the paternally inherited centrosome carried into the oocyte at fertilization. 

 
Figure 2. Schematic outline of diploid (ICSI-derived) androgenetic and parthenogenetic haploid embryos 
and their developmental outcomes (in percent) to the morula stage (day 6; middle row) and blastocyst 
stage (day 7; bottom row). Representative images of androgenetic (left) and parthenogenetic (right) 
zygotes (pronuclei), embryos (light microscopy), nuclear staining, and karyotype at day 7. 

 
Figure 3. Imprinting and X-chromosomal expression in parental-specific fashion. (A) Non-coding 
transcripts responsible for the inactivation of X-chromosome (XIST) and the imprinted gene loci KCNQ1 
(KCNQ!OT1) are significantly up-regulated in androgenetic embryos compared to parthenogenetic and 
biparental (ICSI) morula-stage embryos; (B) Schematic of the mechanisms involved in regulating the 
KCNQ1 locus and of the X-chromosome according to parental origin. 

Transcriptional patterns of bovine haploid embryos 

To further our understanding of the causes for the poor development to blastocysts of 
haploid X chromosome-bearing androgenetic (3%) and parthenogenetic (16%) embryos when 
compared to diploid female ICSI (26%) embryos, transcriptional characterization was first aimed 
at identifying differences in parental-specific transcripts of imprinted genes and the X-
chromosome (Figure 3). Indeed, after analyzing the transcripts of genes from the X-chromosome, 
we found an overexpression of XIST (for X-inactive specific transcript), the non-coding RNA 
transcribed from the X-chromosome in mammals that acts as a major effector of the X-
inactivation process. These results indicate that the XIST gene on the paternal X-chromosome is 
preferentially activated at the morula stage and could be responsible for downregulating the 
expression of X-chromosome genes responsible for early embryonic differentiation leading to 
the poor development beyond the EGA in haploid X chromosome-bearing androgenotes. 
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Moreover, in contrast to the maternally imprinted genes IGF2R and GNAS, androgenetic embryos 
showed overexpression of KCNQ1OT1, the long non-coding RNA (lncRNA) that controls the 
imprinted KCNQ1 domain localized on the bovine chromosome 29. Interestingly, methylation 
patterns of the differentially methylated regions regulating XIST and KCNQ1OT1 expression were 
consistent with the parental origin of the allele, suggesting methylation of such DMRs cannot 
explain the overexpression of these lncRNA in the haploid androgenotes (Aguila et al., 2021). 

Having analyzed the transcriptional patterns of imprinted domains and X-chromosome 
activity in haploid embryos, we next focused our attention on performing a global assessment 
of the transcriptome of haploid embryos using RNAseq (Aguila et al., 2023). As observed by 
principal component analysis (PCA) and by the heatmap of the differentially expressed genes 
(DEG), we observed an isolated clusterization and diverse pattern of the haploid androgenotes 
in comparison to the diploid (ICSI) and parthenotes. In contrast, diploid and parthenotes 
clustered together and showed similar heatmap patterns (Figure 4). Numerically, androgenetic 
genes contained four times more and eight times more DEG than ICSI and parthenotes, 
respectively. Immunofluorescent assessment of ICM (SOX2) and TE (CDX2) markers indicated 
that the androgenotes had fewer total cells and that the difference was exacerbated by fewer 
ICM cells. However, exposure to the CHIR99021, a specific inhibitor of GSK3ß, led to a 
significant increase in the SOX2/CDX2 ratio, suggesting that the WNT signaling pathway is 
involved in the impaired cell fate of androgenotes (Figure 4). 

 
Figure 4. Transcriptomic patterns and pluripotency markers in haploid androgenetic, parthenogenetic, and 
diploid ICSI embryos. (A) Principal component analysis (PCA) plot and heatmap of differentially expressed genes 
(DEG); (B) UpSet plot illustrating each group’s DEG number and intersections between transcriptomes; (C) 
Representative immunofluorescent images (red=CDX2; green=SOX2) of blastocysts and cell numbers for each 
category, including an androgenetic group exposed or not (DMSO vehicle) to CHIR99021, a GSK3ß inhibitor. 

Use of haploid embryonic cells for parental replacement 
Further research is required to improve the development of androgenetic and parthenogenetic 

embryos to enable the multiplication of haploid cells of characterized genomes to enable storage 
and continuous usage to obtain offspring with predetermined genomes of paternal, maternal, or 
biparental origin. Nonetheless, having shown that haploid cells of androgenetic origin could be 
obtained reliably from morula stage embryos, we undertook experiments to reconstruct diploid 
embryos by injection of haploid blastomere nuclei into parthenogenetically activated oocytes 
(Figure 5). Haploid androgenetic blastomeres were isolated and genotyped to determine their 
haploid genomic value, which enabled the identification of haploid embryos with genomes ranked 
above the average genomic value of the sire. As a proof of concept, these results indicate that 
haploid embryonic cells can be genotyped using appropriate genomic evaluation pipelines. 

Although cleavage rates were not affected compared to ICSI controls, significantly fewer cleaved 
embryos reached the 4- to 8-cell stage by 48h, indicating a delayed mitotic activity during early 
development. Moreover, fewer reconstructed embryos developed to the morula stage at day six and 
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to the blastocyst stage at day seven of in vitro culture. Together, these results show a retarded 
development of zygotes reconstructed using haploid androgenetic nuclei, indicating that the 
developmental abnormalities described in the haploid embryos may interfere with the early 
development of the diploid reconstructed zygotes. Nonetheless, although the ratio of inner-cell-
mass/trophectoderm cells was lower in reconstructed blastocysts after freezing and thawing, the total 
number of nuclei was not different from ICSI controls. Twelve reconstructed blastocyst stage embryos 
were transferred to synchronized recipients resulting in 4 gestations at 60 days. Although fewer 
recipients transferred with reconstructed embryos remained pregnant at Day 60, crown-rump length 
ultrasound measurements at Day 30 of pregnancy did not differ with control gestations, indicating 
that post-implantation development at early stages of gestation did not differ from controls. To 
further evaluate in vivo development at later stages post-transfer, reconstructed conceptuses were 
collected at slaughter between 92 and 106 days after transfer. Morphological measurements of 
conceptuses from control and treatment groups showed similarities in fetal size, body weight, and 
organ weight, indicating that reconstructed embryos show characteristics of viable gestations. 

Development of haploid embryonic stem cells in mammals 

The advent of haploid mouse embryonic stem cell (ESC) technologies opens opportunities for 
numerous fields (Kokubu and Takeda, 2014). Recently, several studies have derived ESCs from 
mammalian parthenogenetic and androgenetic haploid embryos. Initial studies were focused on 
mice (Elling et al., 2011; Leeb and Wutz, 2011; Li et al., 2012; Yang et al., 2012); however, similar 
techniques have also been applied to monkeys (Wang et al., 2018; Yang et al., 2013) and rat haploid 
ESC derivation (Li et al., 2014). The original versions of haploid ESC lines (Elling et al., 2011; Leeb et al., 
2014) were generated by parthenogenetic activation of unfertilized mouse oocytes with chemicals 
such as strontium salt or ethanol. These haploid mouse ESCs contain only the maternal set of 
chromosomes, show pluripotency and self-renewal capabilities. Androgenetic haploid mouse ESC 
lines containing only the paternal chromosomes have also been generated by removing the maternal 
pronucleus from zygotes and introducing sperm into enucleated oocytes (Li et al., 2012; Yang et al., 
2012). Thus, pluripotency, self-renewal, and haploidy can be incorporated together in a single cell line. 
Future studies aimed at and succeeded in deriving parthenogenetic and androgenetic haploid 
embryonic stem cells in humans (Sagi et al., 2016, 2019; Zhang et al., 2020; Zhong et al., 2016). 

Haploid ESC lines have been shown to function as gametes and support further embryonic 
development (Li et al., 2012; Shuai and Zhou, 2014; Wan et al., 2013; Yang et al., 2012). Metaphase 
oocytes were ‘fertilized’ with haploid ESC by intracytoplasmic cell injection resulting in producing fertile 
pups. Although most of the pups developed to adulthood and gave birth to the next generation, some 
newborn pups died shortly after birth due to developmental retardation, suggesting an abnormal 
imprinting state of donor haploid ESCs (Li et al., 2012; Yang et al., 2012). In another experiment sperm 
were injected into an enucleated oocyte, followed by the activation of the reconstructed embryos by 
chemical stimulus. Pups were generated, albeit at low efficiencies, suggesting either loss of imprinting 
of haploid ESCs or effects of enucleation during zygote reconstruction (Wan et al., 2013). Therefore, 
maintenance of maternal and paternal imprints is key in enabling the normal development of 
androgenetic and parthenogenetic haploid ESC lines (Hu et al., 2015; Li et al., 2014, 2016; Yang et al., 
2012), highlighting the importance of verifying the imprinting status of haploid ESC lines when 
developing strategies to generate viable offspring. The occurrence of spontaneous diploidization has 
been a major hurdle in the application of haploid embryonic cells. Although the mechanisms by which 
haploid cells undergo diploidization remain uncertain, it has been proposed that it may result from 
either nuclear re-replication or cell fusion (Kokubu and Takeda, 2014) and the use of cell sorting 
together with the exposure to molecules that control the cell cycle has become an important strategy 
to overcome the gradual propensity for diploid cells to overtake the haploid cell population (He et al., 
2017; Li et al., 2017; Takahashi et al., 2014). 

Derivation of bovine haploid embryonic cells and their potential use for parental 
replacement experiments 

Several groups have reported the derivation of diploid embryonic stem cell-like cells (Cao et al., 
2009; Cibelli et al., 2002; Pashaiasl et al., 2010; Singh et al., 2012). However, to our knowledge, no 
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previous report has focused on the derivation of haploid ES-like lines in cattle. Our unpublished 
results have focused on using haploid blastocysts derived by androgenesis and parthenogenesis. 
Parthenotes were produced using a protocol involving 5 min exposure of secondary oocytes to 
ionomycin followed by a 3-hour exposure to either cycloheximide (CHX) or anisomycin (ANI), 
protocols which produces between 10 to 15% blastocysts. As a control, we utilized diploid parthenotes 
derived by adding cytochalasin B to block second polar body extrusion during activation producing 
between 30% and 40% blastocysts. Approximately 95% of the haploid blastocysts attach within one 
day of plating and 30% establish an outgrowth with approximately 300 cells on Day 5 and 4000 cells 
on Day-7 of culture (Figure 6). Seventy percent of the outgrowth colonies (P0) are viable and can be 
passaged (P1) a week after plating. Moreover, most lines that can be maintained to passage five or 
beyond are positive to alkaline phosphatase and OCT4 immunostaining, indicating pluripotency. 
However, analysis of the established parthenogenetic lines derived from haploid parthenotes showed 
the presence of a Barr body, as indicated by immunostaining to H3K27me3 in the nucleus of most 
cells. These results indicate the presence of an inactive X-chromosome and possibly the duplication 
of the single X-chromosome present in haploid cells. Since previous karyotypic analysis of 
parthenotes had already shown a high percentage of aneuploid cells in haploid parthenogenetic 
embryos (Aguila et al., 2021). Therefore, we performed FACS and karyotype analysis in haploid 
parthenogenetic lines at different passages and showed a large percentage of aneuploid and diploid 
cells, suggesting a progressive diploidization of haploid parthenogenetic lineages during in vitro 
culture and passaging. Experiments are currently being performed to develop strategies that revert 
and/or avoid such diploidizations. 

 
Figure 5. Reconstruction of diploid zygotes, embryos, and fetuses using androgenetic embryonic cells to 
replace spermatozoa. (A) Haploid total performance index (TPI) of genomes from individual sperm as 
compared with the TPI of the sire; (B) Images of individualized haploid donor cells obtained from morula 
and embryonic outgrowths, reconstruction of a diploid zygote, and representative examples of 
blastocysts, day-100 conceptus, and fetus derived from diploidized zygotes. 

 
Figure 6. Establishment of haploid embryonic stem (ES) cell-like lineages from haploid (A) androgenetic 
and (B) parthenogenetic blastocysts. Haploid parthenogenetic colony outgrowth at (C) Day-5 with (E) 
around 300 nuclei and at (D) Day-7 with approximately 4000 nuclei. Positive staining for (G) alkaline 
phosphatase and (H) OCT4. Immunostaining for H3K27me3, indicative of the presence of Barr body, was 
(I) absent at P0 and (J) positive (arrows) at P5 in established haploid parthenogenetic ES lines. 
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Conclusions 

Although the derivation of haploid embryonic stem cell lines remains challenging in many 
species, major hurdles remain for producing stable lineages of both androgenetic and 
parthenogenetic in cattle. On the androgenetic side, success in obtaining viable conceptuses 
from haploid androgenetic morula-stage shows that it is possible to multiply the male gamete, 
i.e. sperm, to a level where genomic evaluations can be performed to decide on whether it is 
desirable as a paternal genome for the forthcoming offspring. Although initial attempts to 
produce embryos that developed to the blastocyst stage, current protocols have improved 
blastocyst outcomes to a level in which embryonic outgrowths and early passage ES-like cells 
can be consistently obtained. Moreover, although haploid male lines remain challenging due 
to the lack of the X-chromosome, attempts to produce Y-bearing early haploid embryos have 
shown that the development to the early morula stage can be achieved, which enables 
genomic characterization and diploidizations to produce a limited number of male offspring 
with predetermined paternal genomes. Although development to blastocyst and ES-like lines 
can be readily achieved, diploidizations and aneuploidies remain a significant challenge in 
obtaining haploid cells for deriving viable offspring. As shown in the derivation of haploid ES 
lines in mice and humans, FACS sorting of haploid cells may be the best option together or not 
with the use of culture conditions that are more permissive to maintain haploidy. 

References 

Aguila L, Nociti RP, Sampaio RV, Therrien J, Meirelles FV, Felmer RN, Smith LC. Haploid androgenetic 
development of bovine embryos reveals imbalanced WNT signaling and impaired cell fate 
differentiationdagger. Biol Reprod. 2023;109(6):821-38. http://doi.org/10.1093/biolre/ioad124. 
PMid:37788061. 

Aguila L, Suzuki J, Hill ABT, Garcia M, Mattos K, Therrien J, Smith LC. Dysregulated gene expression of 
imprinted and x-linked genes: a link to poor development of bovine haploid androgenetic embryos. 
Front Cell Dev Biol. 2021;9:640712. http://doi.org/10.3389/fcell.2021.640712. PMid:33869192. 

Gibbs RA, Taylor JF, Van Tassell CP, Barendse W, Eversole KA, Gill CA, Green RD, Hamernik DL, Kappes 
SM, Lien S, Matukumalli LK, McEwan JC, Nazareth LV, Schnabel RD, Weinstock GM, Wheeler DA, 
Ajmone-Marsan P, Boettcher PJ, Caetano AR, Garcia JF, Hanotte O, Mariani P, Skow LC, Sonstegard TS, 
Williams JL, Diallo B, Hailemariam L, Martinez ML, Morris CA, Silva LO, Spelman RJ, Mulatu W, Zhao K, 
Abbey CA, Agaba M, Araujo FR, Bunch RJ, Burton J, Gorni C, Olivier H, Harrison BE, Luff B, Machado 
MA, Mwakaya J, Plastow G, Sim W, Smith T, Thomas MB, Valentini A, Williams P, Womack J, Woolliams 
JA, Liu Y, Qin X, Worley KC, Gao C, Jiang H, Moore SS, Ren Y, Song XZ, Bustamante CD, Hernandez RD, 
Muzny DM, Patil S, San Lucas A, Fu Q, Kent MP, Vega R, Matukumalli A, McWilliam S, Sclep G, Bryc K, 
Choi J, Gao H, Grefenstette JJ, Murdoch B, Stella A, Villa-Angulo R, Wright M, Aerts J, Jann O, Negrini R, 
Goddard ME, Hayes BJ, Bradley DG, Barbosa da Silva M, Lau LP, Liu GE, Lynn DJ, Panzitta F, Dodds KG. 
Genome-wide survey of SNP variation uncovers the genetic structure of cattle breeds. Science. 
2009;324(5926):528-32. http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1167936. PMid:19390050. 

Cao S, Wang F, Chen Z, Liu Z, Mei C, Wu H, Huang J, Li C, Zhou L, Liu L. Isolation and culture of primary 
bovine embryonic stem cell colonies by a novel method. J Exp Zool Part A Ecol Genet Physiol. 
2009;311(5):368-76. http://doi.org/10.1002/jez.535. PMid:19340839. 

Cheng WM, Sun XL, An L, Zhu SE, Li XH, Li Y, Tian JH. Effect of different parthenogenetic activation 
methods on the developmental competence of in vitro matured porcine oocytes. Anim Biotechnol. 
2007;18(2):131-41. http://doi.org/10.1080/10495390601096148. PMid:17453653. 

Cibelli JB, Grant KA, Chapman KB, Cunniff K, Worst T, Green HL, Walker SJ, Gutin PH, Vilner L, Tabar V, Dominko 
T, Kane J, Wettstein PJ, Lanza RP, Studer L, Vrana KE, West MD. Parthenogenetic stem cells in nonhuman 
primates. Science. 2002;295(5556):819. http://doi.org/10.1126/science.1065637. PMid:11823632. 

Elling U, Taubenschmid J, Wirnsberger G, O’Malley R, Demers SP, Vanhaelen Q, Shukalyuk AI, Schmauss 
G, Schramek D, Schnuetgen F, von Melchner H, Ecker JR, Stanford WL, Zuber J, Stark A, Penninger JM. 
Forward and reverse genetics through derivation of haploid mouse embryonic stem cells. Cell Stem 
Cell. 2011;9(6):563-74. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2011.10.012. PMid:22136931. 

Georges M. Towards sequence-based genomic selection of cattle. Nat Genet. 2014;46(8):807-9. 
http://doi.org/10.1038/ng.3048. PMid:25070799. 

https://doi.org/10.1093/biolre/ioad124
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/37788061
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/37788061
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcell.2021.640712
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33869192
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1167936
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19390050
https://doi.org/10.1002/jez.535
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19340839
https://doi.org/10.1080/10495390601096148
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17453653
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1065637
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11823632
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2011.10.012
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22136931
https://doi.org/10.1038/ng.3048
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25070799


Use of haploid cells for bovine genomic selection 
 

 

Anim Reprod. 2024;21(3):e20240030 9/10 

Hayes BJ, Bowman PJ, Chamberlain AJ, Goddard ME. Invited review: genomic selection in dairy cattle: 
progress and challenges. J Dairy Sci. 2009;92(2):433-43. http://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2008-1646. 
PMid:19164653. 

He ZQ, Xia BL, Wang YK, Li J, Feng GH, Zhang LL, Li YH, Wan HF, Li TD, Xu K, Yuan XW, Li YF, Zhang XX, Zhang 
Y, Wang L, Li W, Zhou Q. Generation of mouse haploid somatic cells by small molecules for genome-
wide genetic screening. Cell Rep. 2017;20(9):2227-37. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2017.07.081. 
PMid:28854370. 

Hu M, Zhao Z, TuanMu LC, Wei H, Gao F, Li L, Ying J, Zhang S. Analysis of imprinted gene expression and 
implantation in haploid androgenetic mouse embryos. Andrologia. 2015;47(1):102-8. 
http://doi.org/10.1111/and.12222. PMid:24387305. 

Kokubu C, Takeda J. When half is better than the whole: advances in haploid embryonic stem cell technology. 
Cell Stem Cell. 2014;14(3):265-7. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2014.02.001. PMid:24607398. 

Lagutina I, Lazzari G, Duchi R, Galli C. Developmental potential of bovine androgenetic and 
parthenogenetic embryos: a comparative study. Biol Reprod. 2004;70(2):400-5. 
http://doi.org/10.1095/biolreprod.103.021972. PMid:14561645. 

Latham KE, Akutsu H, Patel B, Yanagimachi R. Comparison of gene expression during preimplantation 
development between diploid and haploid mouse embryos. Biol Reprod. 2002;67(2):386-92. 
http://doi.org/10.1095/biolreprod67.2.386. PMid:12135871. 

Latham KE, Patel B, Bautista FD, Hawes SM. Effects of X chromosome number and parental origin on X-
linked gene expression in preimplantation mouse embryos. Biol Reprod. 2000;63(1):64-73. 
http://doi.org/10.1095/biolreprod63.1.64. PMid:10859243. 

Leeb M, Wutz A. Derivation of haploid embryonic stem cells from mouse embryos. Nature. 
2011;479(7371):131-4. http://doi.org/10.1038/nature10448. PMid:21900896. 

Leeb M, Dietmann S, Paramor M, Niwa H, Smith A. Genetic exploration of the exit from self-renewal 
using haploid embryonic stem cells. Cell Stem Cell. 2014;14(3):385-93. 
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2013.12.008. PMid:24412312. 

Li W, Shuai L, Wan H, Dong M, Wang M, Sang L, Feng C, Luo GZ, Li T, Li X, Wang L, Zheng QY, Sheng C, Wu 
HJ, Liu Z, Liu L, Wang L, Wang XJ, Zhao XY, Zhou Q. Androgenetic haploid embryonic stem cells 
produce live transgenic mice. Nature. 2012;490(7420):407-11. http://doi.org/10.1038/nature11435. 
PMid:23023130. 

Li W, Li X, Li T, Jiang MG, Wan H, Luo GZ, Feng C, Cui X, Teng F, Yuan Y, Zhou Q, Gu Q, Shuai L, Sha J, Xiao 
Y, Wang L, Liu Z, Wang XJ, Zhao XY, Zhou Q. Genetic modification and screening in rat using haploid 
embryonic stem cells. Cell Stem Cell. 2014;14(3):404-14. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2013.11.016. 
PMid:24360884. 

Li Z, Wan H, Feng G, Wang L, He Z, Wang Y, Wang XJ, Li W, Zhou Q, Hu B. Birth of fertile bimaternal 
offspring following intracytoplasmic injection of parthenogenetic haploid embryonic stem cells. Cell 
Res. 2016;26(1):135-8. http://doi.org/10.1038/cr.2015.151. PMid:26680005. 

Li H, Guo A, Xie Z, Tu W, Yu J, Wang H, Zhao J, Zhong C, Kang J, Li J, Huang S, Shen L. Stabilization of 
mouse haploid embryonic stem cells with combined kinase and signal modulation. Sci Rep. 
2017;7(1):13222. http://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-13471-4. PMid:29038567. 

Meuwissen TH, Hayes BJ, Goddard ME. Prediction of total genetic value using genome-wide dense marker 
maps. Genetics. 2001;157(4):1819-29. http://doi.org/10.1093/genetics/157.4.1819. PMid:11290733. 

Navara CS, First NL, Schatten G. Microtubule organization in the cow during fertilization, polyspermy, 
parthenogenesis, and nuclear transfer: the role of the sperm aster. Dev Biol. 1994;162(1):29-40. 
http://doi.org/10.1006/dbio.1994.1064. PMid:8125194. 

Pashaiasl M, Khodadadi K, Holland MK, Verma PJ. The efficient generation of cell lines from bovine 
parthenotes. Cell Reprogram. 2010;12(5):571-9. http://doi.org/10.1089/cell.2009.0118. PMid:20936907. 

Sagi I, Chia G, Golan-Lev T, Peretz M, Weissbein U, Sui L, Sauer MV, Yanuka O, Egli D, Benvenisty N. 
Derivation and differentiation of haploid human embryonic stem cells. Nature. 2016;532(7597):107-
11. http://doi.org/10.1038/nature17408. PMid:26982723. 

Sagi I, De Pinho JC, Zuccaro MV, Atzmon C, Golan-Lev T, Yanuka O, Prosser R, Sadowy A, Perez G, Cabral T, 
Glaser B, Tsang SH, Goland R, Sauer MV, Lobo R, Benvenisty N, Egli D. Distinct imprinting signatures and 
biased differentiation of human androgenetic and parthenogenetic embryonic stem cells. Cell Stem 
Cell. 2019;25(3):419-432 e9. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2019.06.013. PMid:31491396. 

https://doi.org/10.3168/jds.2008-1646
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19164653
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19164653
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2017.07.081
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28854370
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28854370
https://doi.org/10.1111/and.12222
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24387305
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2014.02.001
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24607398
https://doi.org/10.1095/biolreprod.103.021972
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/14561645
https://doi.org/10.1095/biolreprod67.2.386
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12135871
https://doi.org/10.1095/biolreprod63.1.64
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10859243
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10448
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21900896
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2013.12.008
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24412312
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11435
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23023130
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23023130
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2013.11.016
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24360884
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24360884
https://doi.org/10.1038/cr.2015.151
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26680005
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-017-13471-4
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29038567
https://doi.org/10.1093/genetics/157.4.1819
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11290733
https://doi.org/10.1006/dbio.1994.1064
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/8125194
https://doi.org/10.1089/cell.2009.0118
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20936907
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature17408
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26982723
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2019.06.013
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31491396


Use of haploid cells for bovine genomic selection 
 

 

Anim Reprod. 2024;21(3):e20240030 10/10 

Sathananthan AH, Selvaraj K, Girijashankar ML, Ganesh V, Selvaraj P, Trounson AO. From oogonia to 
mature oocytes: inactivation of the maternal centrosome in humans. Microsc Res Tech. 
2006;69(6):396-407. http://doi.org/10.1002/jemt.20299. PMid:16718650. 

Schaeffer LR. Strategy for applying genome-wide selection in dairy cattle. J Anim Breed Genet. 
2006;123(4):218-23. http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0388.2006.00595.x. PMid:16882088. 

Schatten G, Simerly C, Schatten H. Maternal inheritance of centrosomes in mammals? Studies on 
parthenogenesis and polyspermy in mice. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA. 1991;88(15):6785-9. 
http://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.88.15.6785. PMid:1862101. 

Shuai L, Zhou Q. Haploid embryonic stem cells serve as a new tool for mammalian genetic study. Stem 
Cell Res Ther. 2014;5(1):20. http://doi.org/10.1186/scrt409. PMid:24499606. 

Singh KP, Kaushik R, Garg V, Sharma R, George A, Singh MK, Manik RS, Palta P, Singla SK, Chauhan MS. 
Expression pattern of pluripotent markers in different embryonic developmental stages of buffalo 
(Bubalus bubalis) embryos and putative embryonic stem cells generated by parthenogenetic 
activation. Cell Reprogram. 2012;14(6):530-8. http://doi.org/10.1089/cell.2012.0032. PMid:23194456. 

Takahashi S, Lee J, Kohda T, Matsuzawa A, Kawasumi M, Kanai-Azuma M, Kaneko-Ishino T, Ishino F. 
Induction of the G2/M transition stabilizes haploid embryonic stem cells. Development. 
2014;141(20):3842-7. http://doi.org/10.1242/dev.110726. PMid:25252944. 

Vichera G, Olivera R, Sipowicz P, Radrizzani M, Salamone D. Sperm genome cloning used in biparental 
bovine embryo reconstruction. Reprod Fertil Dev. 2011;23(6):769-79. 
http://doi.org/10.1071/RD10252. PMid:21791178. 

Wan H, He Z, Dong M, Gu T, Luo GZ, Teng F, Xia B, Li W, Feng C, Li X, Li T, Shuai L, Fu R, Wang L, Wang XJ, 
Zhao XY, Zhou Q. Parthenogenetic haploid embryonic stem cells produce fertile mice. Cell Res. 
2013;23(11):1330-3. http://doi.org/10.1038/cr.2013.126. PMid:24018377. 

Wang H, Zhang W, Yu J, Wu C, Gao Q, Li X, Li Y, Zhang J, Tian Y, Tan T, Ji W, Li L, Yu Y, Shuai L. Genetic 
screening and multipotency in rhesus monkey haploid neural progenitor cells. Development. 
2018;145(11):dev160531. http://doi.org/10.1242/dev.160531. PMid:29784672. 

Winger QA, De La Fuente R, King WA, Armstrong DT, Watson AJ. Bovine parthenogenesis is characterized 
by abnormal chromosomal complements: implications for maternal and paternal co-dependence 
during early bovine development. Dev Genet. 1997;21(2):160-6. http://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1520-
6408(1997)21:2<160::AID-DVG5>3.0.CO;2-5. PMid:9332973. 

Wutz A. Haploid animal cells. Development. 2014;141(7):1423-6. http://doi.org/10.1242/dev.102202. 
PMid:24644259. 

Yang H, Liu Z, Ma Y, Zhong C, Yin Q, Zhou C, Shi L, Cai Y, Zhao H, Wang H, Tang F, Wang Y, Zhang C, Liu 
XY, Lai D, Jin Y, Sun Q, Li J. Generation of haploid embryonic stem cells from Macaca fascicularis 
monkey parthenotes. Cell Res. 2013;23(10):1187-200. http://doi.org/10.1038/cr.2013.93. 
PMid:23856644. 

Yang H, Shi L, Wang BA, Liang D, Zhong C, Liu W, Nie Y, Liu J, Zhao J, Gao X, Li D, Xu GL, Li J. Generation of 
genetically modified mice by oocyte injection of androgenetic haploid embryonic stem cells. Cell. 
2012;149(3):605-17. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2012.04.002. PMid:22541431. 

Zhang XM, Wu K, Zheng Y, Zhao H, Gao J, Hou Z, Zhang M, Liao J, Zhang J, Gao Y, Li Y, Li L, Tang F, Chen ZJ, 
Li J. In vitro expansion of human sperm through nuclear transfer. Cell Res. 2020;30(4):356-9. 
http://doi.org/10.1038/s41422-019-0265-1. PMid:31853003. 

Zhong C, Zhang M, Yin Q, Zhao H, Wang Y, Huang S, Tao W, Wu K, Chen ZJ, Li J. Generation of human 
haploid embryonic stem cells from parthenogenetic embryos obtained by microsurgical removal of 
male pronucleus. Cell Res. 2016;26(6):743-6. http://doi.org/10.1038/cr.2016.59. PMid:27185278. 

Author contributions 

LCS: Conceptualization, Writing, Contributed to manuscript revision, Read, Approved the submitted version; LAP, RVS, RPN, JT, FVM: Contributed to 
manuscript revision, Read, Approved the submitted version. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/jemt.20299
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16718650
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1439-0388.2006.00595.x
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16882088
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.88.15.6785
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/1862101
https://doi.org/10.1186/scrt409
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24499606
https://doi.org/10.1089/cell.2012.0032
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23194456
https://doi.org/10.1242/dev.110726
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25252944
https://doi.org/10.1071/RD10252
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21791178
https://doi.org/10.1038/cr.2013.126
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24018377
https://doi.org/10.1242/dev.160531
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29784672
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1520-6408(1997)21:2%3c160::AID-DVG5%3e3.0.CO;2-5
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1520-6408(1997)21:2%3c160::AID-DVG5%3e3.0.CO;2-5
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9332973
https://doi.org/10.1242/dev.102202
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24644259
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24644259
https://doi.org/10.1038/cr.2013.93
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23856644
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23856644
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2012.04.002
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22541431
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41422-019-0265-1
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31853003
https://doi.org/10.1038/cr.2016.59
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27185278

