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Abstract

Secondary and tertiary progenitor cell lines of Entamoeba
invadens (s-SRL and t-SRL lines) are unipotent. In
controlled OCB cultures both cell lines proliferate
asymmetrically giving rise to a minor cell fraction of MAS
cells and a dominant cell fraction of MAT cells. While MAT
cells re-enter mitotic cycle MAS cells switch into a
developmental endopolyploid cell cycle (encystment/ex-
cystment cycle) that includes genome amplification,
nuclear reprogramming and totipotency recovery. Each
unipotent MAS cell gives rise to eight totipotent
amoebulae that are the cells with the most differentiating
potential. MAS cells form in cultures ATD cysts also
observed in polyxenic isolates of E. histolytica and
improperly called “spontaneous cysts”. In contrast,
axenically grown E. histolytica proliferates by symmetric
cell division and complete self-renewal; it gives rise to
identical daughter cells. None of these cells enter the
developmental endopolyploid cell cycle. Axenic stress
hinders “spontaneous” encystment. However, we can
distinguish in axenic cultures between minor and
dominant subpopulations. While the dominant
subpopulation cycled normally, cells belonging to the
minor subpopulation undergo defective mitosis. They lose
duplication fidelity and form multipolar spindles. As a
result, the minor cell fraction becomes polyploid and
multi-nucleated. Endoreplication by defective mitosis is
reversible and has nothing to do with the process of
encystment.
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Endopolyploidy: Goals and Purposes
Endopolyploidy is highly conserved in evolution and wide

spread in eukaryotic cells. The origin and purpose of
endoreplication, its function and relation to terminal
differentiation and mitosis has been much discussed in the last
years. In most cell types it evolves as a normal developmental
process, linked to terminal differentiation or even part of it.
Many authors considered polyploid cells arising from genome
doublings as cells acquiring developmental features. Indeed
endopolyploidy is in many organisms a late step of cell
differentiation or a late aspect of the life cycle [1]. In
conditions of stress and hypertension monoploid (haploid) or
diploid cells develop higher levels of polyploidy (4N-64N) or a
state of reversible hyperploidy [2-4]. Polyploidization was
observed both in axenic stressed protist cultures [5,6-10] and
in mammalian cell cultures [2,11,12] at early growth time
points. The appearance of polyploid DNA contents in primary
cell cultures suggests that endopolyploidization in culture is a
common phenomenon analogous to natural ploidy states
occurring in vivo [4].

A recent review focused on the differences observed during
endoreplication and the multiple mechanisms used by
monoploid or diploid cells to achieve a state of polyploidy [13].
A wide spread form of endoreplication is the developmentally
controlled endocycle resulting in cells with a single polyploid
nucleus that contains multiple copies of the normal DNA
content. Endocycling is defined as a variant cell cycle in which
DNA replicates but daughter cells do not form [1]. It consists of
successive rounds of DNA synthesis (multiple S and G phases)
occurring without chromosome condensation, mitosis, and cell
division. Endocycling is a mitotic variant controlled by the
same G1/S regulators that drive the normal mitotic cell cycle
[13]. According to the most authors, polyploid cells are less
suitable for classic mitosis [1]; Endocycling takes place only
when classic mitosis is suppressed. However, after
depolyploidization by reductive divisions progeny may return
to mitotic cycles [3]. In contrast, endomitosis is an
endoreplication process by incomplete mitosis. Endomitotic
cells begin to condense chromosomes but do not segregate
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chromosomes to daughter cells. They enter a G1- like state and
reenter S phase. Finally, re-replication is considered a more or
less aberrant process of endoreplication, characterized by
uncontrolled continuous re-initiation of DNA synthesis within a
single S phase, leading to an indistinct DNA content without
recognizable genome doublings.

It is evident that protist pathogens of the genus Entamoeba
can proceed through different forms of endoreplication. One is
the developmentally controlled endocycling linked with the
process of terminal differentiation (encystment); it occurs both
in E. invadens and E. histolytica. Developmental
endopolyploization is part of an endopolyploid cell cycle that
includes encystment and excystment processes [14]. The other
is multipolar mitosis, the result of a defective mitosis by
spindle defects occurring in axenic populations of E. histolytica
experiencing environmental stress and nutrient deficiency
[6-10]. Developmental endoreplication to mononuclear
precursor cells containing eight whole genome copies is the
precondition for terminal differentiation (encystment). For a
better understanding of developmental and non-
developmental polyploidy we first review encystment
competence and cyst diversity in E. invadens and E. histolytica.

Encystment Competence in
Entamoeba

Recently we described in detail the primitive stem cell
lineage (protolineage) hidden in the life cycle of E. invadens
[15] which includes different processes of cell differentiation
and cell line conversion, self renewal of stem cell lines by
asymmetric cell division and complete self renewal by
symmetric cell division. In our opinion, encystment is a process
of terminal differentiation (TD), while ex-cystment is a process
of de-differentiation generating undifferentiated
reprogrammed totipotent amoebulae that give rise to primary
stem cells. Encystment and cyst dissemination is a requirement
for survival of pathogenic and free-living protists. Since each
protist cell represents a single celled organism relying on itself,
the wisdom above applies to every cell of the amoebic lineage
regardless of its developmental stage, cell potency and cell
cycle position. Most cells in cultures cannot encyst directly to
ATD cysts. This is especially true for the dominant quiescent
MAT cell fraction and its producer cells belonging to the t-SRL
line that do not form ATD cysts. ATD cysts are produced only by
the MAS cells exiting mitotic cell cycle. As a rule, only cells
withdrawing from the mitotic cell cycle are capable of terminal
differentiation [1,14].

Our understanding is that encystment is not only a
mechanism of protist dissemination; at the same time it is a
form of asexual reproduction, genomic reprogramming and
totipotency recovery. Developmental processes lead in
Entamoeba to eight totipotent amoebulae that re-start the
stem cell lineage. Many innercyst cells excyst already in the
host or in OCB passages [15]. Thus, the key role of
endopolyploidization and terminal differentiation in
Entamoeba is totipotency recovery by genomic
reprogramming. The reorganization from unipotent MAS

precursor cells to totipotent amoebulae takes place via
innercyst cell and metacyst cell development. The cyst wall
protects the amoebic cell while reprogramming its genome.

Entamoeba invadens
As mentioned above, Entamoeba has a primitive stem cell

lineage (protolineage). It starts directly from the totipotent
amoebulae. The primary p-SRL stem cell line converts
optionally to s-SRL or t-SRL lines and the s-SRL turn to t-SRL. All
cell lines proliferate in OCB cultures by asymmetric cell division
differentiating mitotic quiescent cells (primary MAP and
tertiary MAT) and definitively arrested cells withdrawing
mitotic cycle (secondary MAS cells) (Figure 1).

Figure 1: The primitive protolineage of E. invadens as
observed in OCB cultures sediments [15], (http://dx.doi.org/
10.7243/2054-717X-2-2). Green represents the moderate
hypoxic stages of the lineage, yellow the most oxygenic
stages and red the strong hypoxic stage. p-SRL is the
primary multipotent stem cell line. s-SRL and t-SRL are
unipotent progenitor cells lines (secondary and tertiary cell
lines) producing cells capable of terminal differentiation
(encystment). All cell lines proliferate by asymmetric cell
division producing non identical daughter cells. One of them
is the cycling self-renewing D1 cell and the other the mitotic
arrested D2 cell (MAP, MAS, MAT cells). MAP cells are
reserve stem cells (RSC) that do not encyst. Primary MAP
cells and tertiary MAT cells are reversible differentiated cells
capable to re-enter mitotic cell cycle. MAS cells are
irreversibly committed for terminal differentiation forming
ATD cysts in cultures. MAT cells are long living quiescent
cells capable to produce ITD cysts when induced by hypo-
osmotic non-nutrient media. Depending on the oxygen
content of the OCB sediment the primary p-SRL converses
into a secondary s-SRL (oxygenic P/S conversion) or into a
tertiary t-SRL line (hypoxic P/T conversion). S/T conversion
occurs when OCB sediments become less oxygenic.
Checkpoints (switching points) are: (I) switching- point for
asymmetric proliferation; (II) checkpoint for RSC
reactivation and cell cycle re-entry; (III) switching point for
fast or slow proliferation; (IV) checkpoint for symmetric cell
fate; (V) checkpoint for T- cell (t-SRL) return. ISH cells: strong
hypoxic quiescent cells by T/ISH conversion.

Multi-lined populations growing in OCB cultures show two
distinct pathways of encystment. One is the autonomous
encystment pathway (ATD) that gives rise to ATD cysts in
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cultures and the other is the induced encystment pathway
(ITD) that gives rise to ITD cysts in encystment medium AaEM.
ITD cysts occur in triple dose OCB sediments (3xOCB)
immersed in the hypo-osmotic nutrient-free AaEM medium
(Figure 1). Consequently, encystment competent cells are:

Secondary MAS (G0) cells encysting by ATD: MAS cells are
mitotic arrested cells in the G0 state (definitively arrested
cells) produced by the secondary s-SRL cell line. They are the
single cell type of the Entamoeba lineage forming ATD cysts in
complex cultures and nutrient-reach environments. These MAS
precursor cells exit the mitotic cell cycle entering the
developmental endopolyploid cycle. In our opinion this cell
cycle variant includes endopolyploidization, encystment and
excystment, de-polyploidisation and totipotency recovery.
Repeated endocycling leads to eight whole genome copies.
The polyploid precursor cell finishing endopolyploidisation is a
mononucleated cell. Its conversion to cysts is dependant on
the oxygen level in the culture. In optimal oxygenic conditions
polyploid precursor cells form ATD cysts. In less optimal
conditions they stop development and wait for oxygenation
[16].

Early G1 cells (tertiary cells) encysting by ITD: The
dominant tertiary subpopulation produced by the t-SRL stem
cell line does not form ATD cysts in cultures, however, cells
residing in the early G1 and the G0 state respond positively to
encystment stimuli and form ITD cysts with a ratio of 1:1.
Temporarily arrested MAT cells (G0 cells) re-enter the G1
phase at the same point as they exit it. In contrast to these
early G1 cells all the other tertiary cells are mitotic cells
involved in mitotic cycle progression and cannot leave it. As a
rule cycling tertiary cells do not switch into the polyploid
developmental cycle so long they are engaged in the mitotic
cycle. The mitotic cycle suppresses terminal differentiation.
However, encystment stimuli forces both G2 and G2/M cells to
transition into the early G1 state thus becoming capable of
terminal differentiation.

Thus, it becomes clear why cells of the late G1 and S phase
exceeding the restriction point RP are not capable to
endoreplicate and why G2/M cells generate cysts with a ratio
of 1:2. Extrinsic encystment signals switch G2/M cells into a
pre-encysting symmetric division. G2/M cells transfer
encystment decision to both identical daughter cells and push
them out of the mitotic cycle. Daughter cells encyst both from
the early G1 state. These findings show the presence of a
bifurcation switch- point that controls the fate of cells residing
the early G1 phase: hypoosmotic non-nutrient conditions
switch early G1 cells into the developmental endopolyploid
cycle, while nutrient-rich media promotes G1 cell progression
through the mitotic cell cycle. As reported in previous papers
ATD encystment occurs in the first period of growth (t0-t30/
hrs) or in the pre-stationary/stationary growth phase (t96-
t120/hrs) [15,17]. In the book “Anaerobiosis and Stemness - an
evolutionary paradigm” published by Academic Press 2016,
the authors Zoran Ivanovic and Marija Vlasky emphasize the
key role of the O2 concentrations in eukaryotic differentiation/
terminal differentiation including protists as Entamoeba [72].

Entamoeba histolytica
It is generally accepted that axenic cultures of E. histolytica

are not good for terminal differentiation (encystment). In
contrast to polyxenic isolates and OCB cultures, axenic cultures
do not allow amoebic cells to form ATD cysts. It is not clear
why a significant number of cells at the end of the growth
phase produce cyst-like structures (CLS) via intermediary cell
forms (CLS precursor cells). CLS measure 8-20 µm in diameter
[18]. They are sometimes bi- or trinucleated, however, they do
not possess the characteristics of full normal cysts (thick
protection wall, RNP bodies, four nuclei).

In polyxenic isolates E. histolytica form ATD cysts: As
observed in cultures from clinical isolates - grown in
Robinson’s old agar slant medium including rice starch and
associate intestinal flora - E. histolytica possesses the capacity
to form “spontaneous” cysts (ATD cysts) [19-23]. Moreover,
long term populations of clinical isolates grown with
commensal proliferating bacteria maintain for more than three
years the whole developmental program forming cysts in
cultures (Ehrenkaufer G, Singh U and Clark CG, unpublished
data) [24,25].

Ehrenkaufer et al. [23] rightly supposed that cell populations
generated by complete (xenic) clinical isolates may contain all
decisive developmental stages of E. histolytica. The rare cysts
observed by these authors are mononucleated juvenile cysts
(ATD cysts) which have progressed sufficiently along the
developmental pathway to form a true thick cyst wall and
incipient chromatoid bodies. Moreover, cell populations
generated by clinical isolates have high expression of
developmentally regulated cyst-specific genes, homologous to
encysting populations of E. invadens.

In other words, E. histolytica expresses encystment capacity
if it is grown with living oxygen-consuming bacteria. There is
no doubt that ATD cysts observed in polyxenic cultures are
formed by MAS cells produced by the secondary stem cell line
s-SRL. We assume that polyxenic cultures contain both stem
cell lines (s-SRL and t-SRL) which proliferate by asymmetric cell
division.

In axenic cultures E. histolytica form CLS: Said-Fernandez et
al., reported that the HK9 strain of E. histolytica grown in 16 x
125 mm culture tubes filled with PEHPS or TPS-1 media
generate a small proportion of viable, metabolically active
specimens with an immature thin cyst wall [26]. These
specimens are considered by the authors as “axenic cysts with
an incipient (defective) cyst wall”. The reason are: (i) the mean
cellular diameter of these specimens is of about 18.3 µm (1.78
times smaller than that of throphozoites); (ii) their cellular
density is similar to that of true E. invadens cysts and less
among that of axenic trophozoites and encysting precursor
cells; (iii) the number of binucleated and tetranucleated CLS
were two times higher than that of binucleated and
tetranucleated trophozoites; (iv) the thin defective CLS wall
contains chitin and binds calcofluor white M2R; (v) it is
resistant to environmental insults as NaOH and hypothermia,
however it is permeable for small molecules and completely
deficient towards double-distilled water.
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According to the authors in the first 3 days after inoculating
axenic cultures the population increases by logarithmic growth
(LG phase). It is a total of eight mitotic cell cycles and an
average cell cycle of about 9 hrs. Within the next three days
(days 4-6) cells enter the pre-stationary phase (DG phase) and
growth gradually decreased. On day 7 the population reaches
the stationary phase: 32.5% of the cells belong to a middle
sized cell fraction of CLS precursors (“axenic precysts”) without
a protective wall. Only 1.2% of this 32.5% fraction was
tetranucleated however, the percentage of tetranucleated CLS
was almost two-fold higher than that of tetranucleated
trophozoites growing logarithmically. The authors considered
these specimens as “viable axenic cysts”. During days 7 to 12 a
massive vegetative cell death occurs (D phase). CLS re-
incubation with fresh PEHPS culture medium does not
generate hatching or new vegetative populations.

Cyst wall structure
As described by Samuelson and Robbins [27] the cyst wall of

Entamoeba is formed in two phases by a wattle and daub
process. In the first wattle stage specific Jacob lectines are
bound by the lectines of the plasma membrane and chitin
fibrils are bound and cross-linked by the polyvalent Jacob
lectines. During the second daub stage Jessie lectines - which
are synthesized later - cells form the daub that makes the cyst
wall of Entamoeba hard and impermeable for small molecules.
We assume that CLS produce only the permeable wattle layer
occurring as a rapid aid and counter measure against toxicity
or nutrients consumption.

It is clear that specimens called by the authors “axenic
cysts” are rather immature phenotypes representing an
alternative product or a block in the differentiation process.
Unfavourable environmental conditions switch part of the cell
population to an incomplete differentiated phenotype; those
cell that do not switch die [28-31]. Similar processes are
known in other eukaryotic cell systems where differentiation
programs and massive cell death (apoptosis) are tightly linked
together [32]. In these systems cell death occurs preferentially
in the G2/M phase while terminal differentiation occurs when
cells exit the mitotic cell cycle or arrest in G1 [32]. This could
be an explanation for why a minor part of the population
produced specimens protected by an incomplete cell wall layer
(consisting of Jacob lectines and chitin fibrils), while the
dominant part of the population did not.

Methods improving CLS formation:

Preconditioning: Amoebic populations of E. histolytica
grown in a more hypoxic TYI-S-33 culture medium
preconditioned by bacterial metabolites give rise to a high
yield of surviving CLS similar to the specimens observed in
PEHPS cultures [18,26,33].

Oxygenation by H2O2: Aguilar -Diaz et al., cultured
amoebae of the HMI-IMSS strain in culture flask containing 50
ml medium for 72 hrs [33]. They added H2O2 to a final
concentration between 2-8 mM, re-incubating the culture
samples for 2-24 hrs at 37°C. The greatest CLS conversion rates
(~30%) occur in cultures supplemented with 4 mM H2O2 and

then re-incubated at 37°C for 6 hrs. The viability of the
amoebic population treated with 4 mM H2O2 decreased in
time. It decreased to 96% (after 2 hrs), 65% after 6 hrs and
10% after 24 hrs. About 35% of the induced CLS possessed two
nuclei and 15% possessed three nuclei.

CO2 treatment: Barron-Gonzales et al., used the two phase
hypoxic culture method of Morales-Vallarta et al., to culture
amoebae of the HMI-IMSS strain in TYI-S-33 medium enriched
by bacterial metabolites [18,34]. The first growth phase occurs
in 18 × 150 mm tubes with 10 ml medium (72 hrs), the second
phase in Erlenmayer flasks containing 30 ml medium (96 hrs).
After inoculation, cultures were treated by CO2 gas for 2 min
(first culture) and 6 min (second culture) respectively. 72 hrs
after innoculation, the first amoebic populations were
harvested and centrifuged, then washed and transferred in
Erlenmeyer flask containing fresh medium without glucose.
Flask medium was supplemented with sterile bacterial
metabolites from E. coli and Enterococcus faecalis. PBS
washing and amoebic transfer into culture flasks meant a
period of aeration between the two hypoxic growth phases.

96 hrs after starting the second hypoxic culture, 92% of the
cells are CLS specimens. However, the data do not reveal the
number of doublings and the duration of amoebic cell cycle. It
is not clear, if a massive cell death takes place in the stationary
growth phase (72-96 hrs) or not. This would be essential to
know the origin and the actual rate of CLS formation as
referred to the total number of trophozoites at the end of
logarithmic growth phase. CLS with more than one nucleus are
in our opinion not necessarily mature cyst specimens as
suggested by the authors [18]. They might rather be a semi-
differentiated phenotype starting from multi-nucleated
polyploids after multipolar mitosis.

Hidden encystment by hypoosmotic pressure?

Said-Fernandez et al., investigate the effect of a hypo-
osmotic extremely diluted culture medium (55.6 mOsm/kg) on
tubes containing CLS (“axenic cysts”) and CLS-precursors
(“encysting amoebae”) which were previously incubated for
3-6 days in PEHPS and TPS-1 culture medium. Specimens from
the logarithmic (day 3) and pre-stationary growth phase (day
6) were sedimented by gentle centrifugation, then exposed to
the hypoosmotic shock (24 hrs/4°C) and then re-incubated
with fresh culture medium. Tubes were then re-cultured for 7
days in fresh medium at 36°C and observed daily by inverted
microscopy [26].

7 days after re-incubation, some of the hypoosmotically
treated samples containing the CLS/CLS-precursor fraction
gave rise to a new vegetative population, while control
samples (not hypoosmotically treated) did not. Samples of the
3 days old PEHPS cultures free of CLS/CLS-precursor cells and 6
day old TPS-1 cultures containing CLS/CLS-precursor cells are
not capable of generating vegetative populations when re-
cultured. Only the 6 day old PEHPS culture containing CLS/CLS-
precursors can do this. Hypoosmotic shocks lasting more than
24 hrs prevented vegetative cells restoration.

We believe that hypoosmotic treatments shorter as 24 hrs
and a more rapid exposure to fresh culture media may be

Insights in Stem Cells

Vol.2 No.1:8

2016

4 This article is available from:http://stemcells.imedpub.com/

http://stemcells.imedpub.com/


beneficial for vegetative regeneration. Similar to the
encystment of E. invadens that begins in AaEM encystment
medium (1-3 hrs) and continues in nutrient-rich media for 24
hrs the CLS/CLS-precursor fraction would lead to ITD cysts [16].
These cysts probably remained unobserved by Said-Fernandez
et al. [26]. In other words we believe that the new vegetative
population starts by hypoosmotic treatment induced ITD cysts
that excyst in re-culture.

In our opinion, hypoosmotic treatment and medium
substitution by PEHPS implies oxygenation of the CLS/CLS-
precursor fraction. Submersion in hypoosmotic nutrient-poor
media favors encystment [15,35]. We suppose, oxygenation
and hypoosmotic shock are effective inducers for ITD
encystment in E. histolytica.

There is currently no evidence which cell type was capable
of forming true ITD cysts. In any case: hypoosmotic treatment
of pre-stationary PEHPS populations containing CLS/CLS-
precursor fractions could be a consistent method for
producing true cysts of E. histolytica. This technique is quite
similar to the method introduced by us 1974 to encyst whole
populations of E. invadens by oxygenation and hypoosmotic
treatment in nutrient-free encystment medium [35]. However,
the method of Said-Fernandez et al., applies only to cells from
the stationary growth phase (6 day old culture) containing CLS/
CLS-precursor cells and has no impact on younger logarithmic
vegetative cultures (3 day old cultures) lacking the CLS/CLS-
precursor fraction [26].

The Irreversibility of Developmental
Endopolyploidization

Each cell switching in the developmental endopolyploid
cycle (MAS cells in nutrient-rich media and early G1 cells in
hypoosmotic nutrient-free media) passes a point of no return.
Consequently, developmental endopolyploidization is
irreversible and developmental endopolyploid cells do not
revert into mitotic proliferative cells.

MAS cells are precursor cells of ATD cysts. They switch in
OCB and xenic cultures into the endopolyploid cell cycle. MAS
precursors amplified their genome to the eight genome copies
needed for encystment. The resulting polyploid precursor cells
are mononucleated. After a phase of cell maturation the
mononucleated mature polyploid precursor cells cross the
checkpoint of terminal differentiation (TD checkpoint) forming
juvenile ATD cysts. MAS cell development is an oxygenic
process that needs appropriate environments [15,17].
Terminal differentiation continues by cyst maturation and
partial genome segregation to four diploid nuclei. The final
product of maturation is the tetranucleated mature cyst. The
endoployploid cycle finishes by excystment and final genome
segregation into eight monoploid (mononucleated) amoebulae
(Figure 2).

Quiescent MAT cells in cultures do not exit the mitotic cycle.
After passaging to subcultures they continue proliferation by
asymmetric cell division forming cycling cells that replenish the
t-SRL stem cell lines and new quiescent MAT cells. However,

appropriate stimuli from hypoosmotic nutrient-free media
revert MAT/G0 cells into G1 state and promote G1 cells into
the developmental endopolyploid cycle [15,17]. G2/M cells
were induced in hypoosmotic nutrient- free media to
symmetric cell division. These cells give rise to identical
daughter cells in the early G1 state. Both identical daughter
cells enter the developmental cycle and form ITD cysts.

Figure 2: The developmental endopolyploid cycle of E.
invadens as observed in OCB culture sediments [14], [doi:
10.13140/RG.2.1. 3555.4005 ]. MAS cells exit mitotic cycle
switching to the developmental endopolyploid cycle; the
double arrows represent check points for terminal
differentiation (TD checkpoint) and excystment. The
developmental endopolyploid cycle is completed by
genome segregation and totipotent daughter cell release
(eight amoebulae). D1, D2, non identical daughter cells;
SRS, cycling self renewing stem cell; MAS mitotic arrested
cell.

Cells entering the developmental endopolyploid cycle do
not revert to mitotic cycle; their ploidy is irreversible. From a
cell biological point of view, the developmental cycle is a
mechanism for totipotency reprogramming and lineage
rejuvenation. Unipotent cells, such as MAS and MAT cells and
undifferentiated cells in G1 state, generate totipotent
amoebulae capable to start a new amoebic stem cell lineage.

Non-developmental Endopolyploidy is
Reversible

Cultures of Entamoebae are multilined and geneticly
heterogenous [15]. Several reports in the literature show that
axenic populations of E. histolytica contain a minor cell
fraction of about 11-15% cells cycling by defective multipolar
mitosis and a dominant subpopulation ~90%, free of mitotic
disorders [10,36]. Both cell fractions proliferate in axenic
cultures by symmetric division giving rise to identical cycling
cells (complete self-renewal / logarithmic growth).

We suppose that the minor axenic cell fraction represents
the s-SRL stem cell line switched in the complete self renewal
mode. Consequently, none of the axenic grown cells switch to
the developmental endopolyploid cycle. Thus, axenic stress
hinders asymmetric cell fate, mitotic arrest, cell differentiation,
mitotic cycle exit and “spontaneous” (ATD) encystment.
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Endoreplication by defective multipolar mitosis observed in
the minor cell fraction has nothing to do with the process of
encystment. It is a non-developmental transient polyploidy
induced by spindle defects.

Defective polyploids may be easily induced to ploidy
reversal [10]. They undergo successful de-polyploidization
leading to mitotically cycling survivors that restart
endopolyploidization by multipolar mitosis. Analogous
processes are known in mammalian stem cell systems and
rejuvenated cancer cells [37,38].

Multipolar Mitosis in E. histolytica
Mitotic disorders begin by abnormal centrosome

amplification that give rise to abnormal centrosome number
(3-4 centrosomes instead of normal duplication fidelity) and
dictates the formation of multiple spindle poles. Multipolar
spindles lead to multinucleated cells. However, these
multinucleated cells are cycling mitotic cells and not ATD
precursor cells (definitively mitotic arrested cells).
Consequently, the nuclear DNA content of axenic cultures is
higher than those of xenic cultures [6-10,36,39].

Synchronization experiments using serum deprivation and
serum re-addition performed by Mukherjee et al., revealed
that the nuclear cycle of this minor cell fraction of 10-20%
lasted of about 9 hrs (t1-t9) [10]. The authors found the lowest
DNA content at t1 and t10; 10-20% of nuclei were polyploid
accumulating DNA contents greater than 4N; the number of
binucleated cells increased between t0 and t9 progressively,
however not exceeding 19% cells (average value ~16%); About
12% of the cells formed multitubular spindles (MT assemblies)
between t4 and t8. Their number is halved at t12. The increase
in binucleated cells corresponds to the decrease of MT
structures and the reduction of the nuclear DNA content.

Improper environmental conditions cause often mitotic
disorders in eukaryotic cells. Mitotic and cytokinetic
disfunctions generate high rates of segregation errors by
supernumerary centrosomes and MTOCs (microtubule
organizing centers) [40]. In consequence, polyploid cells
undergo multipolar division or cell fusion [41].

Depolyploidization by Promeiotic Cell
Division

The asynchrony observed in axenic culture of E. histolytica
between genome segregation and cell division can have
different origins. Environmental conditions compromising the
fidelity of the inherited genome activate checkpoints that
delay cells progress and finish the mitotic cell cycle [41]. In
various systems cell exit from mitosis is controlled by spindle
assembly check points and specific proteins that allow
chromatid separation. However, a broad class of agents
induces the loss of cell regulation cycle [42-47]. Other cells
conserved mechanisms of ordered polyploid genome
disassembly by promeiotic pathways that initiate
depolyploidization [41]. One other pathway of disregulation is
the abnormal centrosome amplification which creates

multipolar spindles [42]. A normal cell has two centromeres at
mitosis, which dictate the formation of two spindle poles.
More duplication events lead to multipolar spindles and
disordered genome segregation. Elimination of regulatory
mechanisms that governs centrosome duplication leads to
centrosome amplification and multipolar mitosis [48,49].

According to the observations of E. histolytica researchers
axenic mitotic defective cells tend to hyperploidization (16N
genome) and multinuclearity by asymmetric nuclear division
[6-10]. Tripolar and tetrapolar spindles were observed [10].
Some of the nuclear segregation patterns are not surprising;
they remind one of the segregation patterns observed in
amoebulae genesis by Dobell and Dutta [19,50].

Reductive nuclear division is common in cells possessing
intrinsic control mechanisms for genome segregation [51].
Such mechanisms are activated in the developmental cycle of
Entamoeba during innercyst cell maturation and genome
segregation. The eight monoploid amoebulae originate by
reductive intra- and meta- cystic nuclear division.

The ability of polyploid cells to undergo depolyploidization is
wide spread in mammalian embryo cells and cancer cells,
present as an internal control mechanism for genome
segregation [41]. Molecular analysis showed meiosis-specific
genes that were activated during the depolyploidization
process. These gene products allow reorganization of the
genetic material giving rise to viable descendants.
Depolyploidizating cells acquire pseudo-meiotic properties
switching from a promitotic to a promeiotic division pattern. In
this way descendants stabilize genetic alterations and acquire
a stable growth state.

Meiosis-specific genes DMC1, SPO11 and MND1 are
reported for E. histolytica [52]. Singh et al., found increased
rates of genetic recombination in Entamoeba under stress
conditions and during encystment, suggesting that Entamoeba
might engage in genetic recombination at different stages of
their life cycle. Molecular mechanisms of depolyploidization
assure polyploidy reversal in both endopolyploid and defective
mitotic cycle of Entamoeba [53].

Polyploidy, Genome Reprogramming
and Totipotency Recovery

Restricted developmental reprogramming vs.
reversed pluripotential reprogramming

According to Gurdon and Melton reprogramming is “a
process by which the differentiation state of a cell is changed
to that of another state” [54]. During mammalian
embryogenesis developmentally plastic stem cells become
restricted to particular highly stable cellular lineages;
differentiated somatic cells very rarely changed from one
differentiated state to another [55]. In the last years the
differentiated state of a somatic cell has been reversed
experimentally to pluripotency by nuclear transfer, cell fusion,
pluripotent cells extracts, transcription factor overexpression
or transdifferentiation [55-58].
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Genome reprogramming is a natural unidirectional process
characterized by distinct epigenetic modifications [59,60]. It
involves resetting epigenetic mechanisms (epigenetic marks)
that maintain stable gene expression, such as DNA
methylation, histone methylation, phosphorylation and de-
acethylation that represent key events in differentiation
processes [55,61-63]. Epigenetic changes alter gene expression
and chromatin organization without changing the DNA
sequence. Genome reprogramming by “epigenetic patterns”
occurs during development and differentiation as a response
to intrinsic and environmental stimuli (http://www. rockland-
inc.com/Epigenetic-marks-cell-cycle-control.aspx).

Successful nuclear reprogramming involves fundamental
changes in cellular functions such as DNA replication and
nuclear organisation [55]. The authors consider “the identity
of any cell to be determined by the expression of the lineage
specific genes that confer cellular identity (cellular phenotype).
In order to change a particular identity a cell has to turn on
new lineage specific genes and turn off the old ones”. The
most common structural rearrangements play a role in the cell
cycle control, creating a G1 checkpoint [64].

According to Jaenisch and Young the gene expression of
pluripotent cells is the product of regulation by specific factors
such as chromatin- modifying enzymes and signal transduction
factors. Multiple interacting proteins likely coordinate and
control pluripotency as developmental regulators [65,66].

Multipotency restriction and totipotency
recovery in Entamoeba

In single celled eukaryotes as E. invadens the epigenetic
restricted unipotent cell state of secondary and tertiary cells is
not irreversibly fixed and can be reprogrammed to an
undifferentiated totipotent cell state that starts a new life
cycle. Genome reprogramming occurs in all cells that enter and
progress through the developmental endopolyploid cell cycle;
it concerns both secondary MAS cells and early tertiary G1
cells. The developmental endopolyploid cell cycle of
Entamoeba likely contains a sequence of epigenetic events
such as chromatin modifications or changes in DNA
methylation controlled by intracellular reprogramming factors.

The mechanisms of protist reprogramming by genome
amplification and subsequent segregation are largely
unknown. One could assume that the most common
epigenetic rearrangements occur in the late G1 phase before
genome amplification. However, chromatin changes associated
with reprogramming appear to happen progressively from one
state to the other [65]. It would be conceivable that epigenetic
rearrangements can also occur in the phase of polyploid
precursor maturation [16].

After ex-cystment, totipotent amoebulae give rise to the
multipotent p-SRL stem cell line. Similarly to pluripotent cells,
the multipotent primary cells of E. invadens are poised to
rapidly differentiation in culture. Molecular circuitry allows
their differentiation into the more specialized progenitor cell
lines s-SRL and t-SRL in response to particular signalling cues
[15]; unipotent MAS cell produced by the s-SRL line, in culture,

form ATD cysts. Similarly, spermatogonial stem cells (that are
known to be unipotent in vivo) give rise in cultures to distinct
ES-like cells (ES, embryonal stem cells) [67]. The authors talk
about culture-induced reprogramming. Pluripotency recovery
evidently activates ancestral mechanisms of the protist life
cycle.

Endopolyploidy and stemness
Genome reprogramming and endoreplication seemed to be

linked together. In some cases somatic stem cells could be
reprogrammed to pluripotency by modifying cell culture
conditions and the resulting iPS cells are polyploidy [60]. Other
cells can revert through induced polyploidy and
reprogramming for totipotency even from terminal
senescence [68].

Authors studying the immortality of cancer cells after
genotoxic treatment, found evidence suggesting polyploidy as
a link between genotoxic stress, cellular senescense, cancer
development and cancer renewal after treatment [69-71].
Erenpreisa and Cragg hypothesized the existence of a “cancer
cell life cycle” presuming the activation of germline-like
mechanisms of unicellular organisms (via polyploidy induction
and ploidy reverse) and the subsequent appearance of a stem-
cell-like phenotype; this reversible polyploidy activates meiotic
genes also [37].

Conclusions
Developmental and non-developmental ploidy of

Entamoeba is fundamentally different. In contrast to non-
developmental ploidy, developmental ploidy is irreversible; it
precedes terminal differentiation and is part of an
endopolyploidization-depolyploidization cell cycle outside the
mitotic cell cycle. This developmental endopolyploid cycle is a
developmental cycle hidden in the processes of encystment
and excystment. It includes genomic reprogramming and
totipotency recovery giving rise to totipotent daughter cells
(amoebulae) capable of starting a renewed life cycle
comprising a new stem cell lineage. During the developmental
endopolyploid cell cycle chromatin changes associated with
reprogramming appear to happen progressively from one cell
state to the other. It would be conceivable that epigenetic
rearrangements occur both in the phases of endoreplication
and polyploid precursor maturation.

Two cell types are capable of exiting the mitotic cell cycle
and forming cysts by terminal differentiation: the secondary
MAS cells and the postmitotic (just born) G1 cells before
entering the mitotic cycle. MAS cells enter the endopolyploid
cell cycle forming ATD precursor cells by intrinsic mechanisms.
In optimal growth and environmental conditions mature
precursor cells pass through the checkpoint of terminal
differentiation and form ATD cysts. Older G1 cells must be
induced to exit the mitotic cell cycle by extrinsic stimuli. These
cells enter the developmental cycle and form ITD cysts.

Genetic heterogeneity observed in cultures of E. histolytica
is caused by the simultaneous appearance of several stem cell
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lines in cultures. Long term amoebic populations are usually
multi-lined. They consist of a minor secondary s-SRL and a
dominant tertiary t-SRL forming minor and dominant
subpopulations. In contrast to the OCB and polyxenic cultures,
axenic populations proliferate by symmetric cell division
(complete self-renewal). While the dominant cell line (t-SRL)
performed an apparently normal mitotic proliferation, the
minor cell line (s-SRL) has difficulties to preserve mitotic
fidelity. The result is a genetically heterogeneous population
containing multinucleated cells with a ploidy of 1N to 14N. 48
hrs after starting axenic cultures consists up to 92%
monoploids and 15-20% polyploids greater as 6N.

Extrinsic cues (axenic stress) disturb the mitotic fidelity of
the minor cell line. Defective multipolar mitosis by spindle
insults leads to non-developmental transient polyploidy and
multinucleated polyploids unrelated to terminal differentiation
and encystment. These cells are not the normal precursors
(“precysts”) of tetranucleate cysts as suggested in the past.
Similar disorders occur neither in the dominant cell line nor in
the minor cell line grown under xenic conditions. All xenic cells
perform normal mitosis.

In light of these findings, in Entamoeba, one cannot speak of
inherent amoebic features decoupling nuclear division from
cell divisions or missing cell cycle check points as has
happened in the past.

Acknowledgement
The author expresses his gratitude to Dr. Dennis Thomas

(native English speaker) for reading of the manuscript and
excellent support.

References
1. Fox DT, Gall JG, Spradling AC (2010) Error-prone polyploid

mitosis during normal Drosophila development. Genes Dev 24:
2294-2302, (doi: 10.1101/gad.1952710).

2. Ravid K, Lu J, Zimmet JM, Jones MR (2002) Roads to polyploidy:
the megakaryocyte example. J Cell Physiol 190: 7-20, (doi:
10.1002/jcp.10035).

3. Erenpreisa J, Kalejs M, Cragg MS (2005) Mitotic catastrophe and
endomitosis in tumour cells: an evolutionary key to a molecular
solution. Cell Biol Int 29: 1012-1018, (doi: 10.1016/j.cellbi.
2005.10.005).

4. Gordon D, Mohai LG, Schwartz SM (1986) Induction of
polyploidy in cultures of neonatal rat aortic smooth muscle cells.
Circ Res 59: 633-644, (doi: 10.1161/01.RES.59.6.633).

5. Seyfert HM, Cleffmann G (1982) Mean macronuclear DNA
contents are variable in the ciliate Tetrahymena. J Cell Sci 58:
211-223, (PMID: 7183686).

6. Gangopadhyay SS, Ray SS, Kennady K, Pande G, Lohia A (1997)
Heterogeneity of DNA content and expression of cell cycle genes
in axenically growing Entamoeba histolytica HM1:IMSS clone A.
Mol Biochem Parasitol 90: 9-20, (doi:10.1016/
S0166-6851(97)00156-4).

7. Banerjee S, Das S, Lohia A (2002) Eukaryotic checkpoints are
absent in the cell division cycle of Entamoeba histolytica. J.

Biosci 27: 567-572, (http://www.ias.ac.in/jbiosci/
nov2002/567.pdf).

8. Lohia A (2003) The cell cycle of Entamoeba histolytica. Mol Cell
Biochem 253: 217-222, (doi: 10.1023/A:1026055631421).

9. Lohia A, Mukherjee C, Majumder S, Dastidar PG (2007) Genome
re-duplication and irregular segregation occur during the cell
cycle of Entamoeba histolytica. Biosci Rep 27: 373-384, (doi
10.1007/s10540-007-9058).

10. Mukherjee C, Majumder S, Lohia A (2009) Inter-Cellular
Variation in DNA Content of Entamoeba histolytica Originates
from Temporal and Spatial Uncoupling of Cytokinesis from the
Nuclear Cycle. PLoS Negl Trop Dis 3(4): e409, (doi: 10.1371/
journal.pntd.0000409).

11. Guidotti JE, Brégerie O, Robert A, Debey P, Brechot C, et al.
(2003) Liver cell polyploidization: a pivotal role for binuclear
hepatocytes. J Biol Chem 278: 19095-19101, (doi: 10.1074/
jbc.M300982200).

12. Gentric G, Desdouets C, Celton-Morizur S (2012) Hepatocytes
polyploidization and cell cycle control in liver physiopathology.
Int J Hepatol 2012: 282430, (http://dx.doi.org/
10.1155/2012/282430).

13. Lee HO, Davidson JM, Duronio RJ (2009) Endoreplication:
polyploidy with purpose. Genes Dev 23: 2461-2477, (doi:
10.1101/gad.1829209).

14. Niculescu VF (2015) Axenic stress leads the minor stem cell line
of Entamoeba histolytica to defective mitosis and aberrant
reversible endopolyploidy, XVIII Symposium on Amebiasis,
Campeche, Mexico, 13-18.10.2015; Conference paper: (doi:
10.13140/RG.2.1.1851.4648), Poster: (doi: 10.13140/RG.2.1.
3555.4005).

15. Niculescu VF (2015) The stem cell biology of the protist
pathogen Entamoeba invadens in the context of eukaryotic stem
cell evolution. Stem Cell Biol Res 2: 2, (http://dx.doi.org/
10.7243/2054-717X-2-2).

16. Niculescu VF (2016) Low-oxygen environments slow down
precursor cell development and oxygenic ATD encystment in
Entamoeba invadens.

17. Niculescu VF (2013) Growth of Entamoeba invadens in
sediments with metabolically repressed bacteria leads to
multicellularity and redefinition of the amoebic cell system.
Roum Arch Microbiol Immunol 72: 25-48, (doi:
01460749/87/020272-13$02.00/0).

18. Barrón-González MP, Villarreal-Treviño L, Reséndez-Pérez D,
Mata-Cárdenas BD, Morales-Vallarta MR (2008) Entamoeba
histolytica: cyst-like structures in vitro induction. Exp Parasitol
118: 600-603, (doi:10.1016/j.exppara.2007.11.002).

19. Dobell C (1928) Researches on the intestinal protozoa of
monkeys and man. Parasitology 20: 357-412, (doi: http://
dx.doi.org/10.1017/S003118200001177X).

20. Cleveland LR, Collier J (1930) Various improvements in the
cultivation of Entamoeba histolytica. Am J Hyg 12: 606-614.

21. Balamuth W (1951) Biological studies on Entamoeba histolytica.
III. Induced encystation in several mediums, including an
account of a new procedure. J Infect Dis 88: 230-236, (doi:
10.1093/infdis/88.3.230).

22. Chayen A, Avron B, Nuchamowitz Y, Mirelman D (1988)
Appearance of sialoglycoproteins in encysting cells of
Entamoeba histolytica. Infect Immun 56: 673-681, (PMID:
2893775).

Insights in Stem Cells

Vol.2 No.1:8

2016

8 This article is available from:http://stemcells.imedpub.com/

http://stemcells.imedpub.com/


23. Ehrenkaufer GM, Haque R, Hackney JA, Eichinger DJ, Singh U
(2007) Identification of developmentally regulated genes in
Entamoeba histolytica: insights into mechanisms of stage
conversion in a protozoan parasite. Cellular Microbiology 9:
1426-1444, (doi: 10.1111/j.1462-5822.2006.00882.x).

24. Singh U, Ehrenkaufer GM (2009) Recent insights into Entamoeba
development: identification of transcriptional networks
associated with stage conversion. International journal for
parasitology 39(1): 41-47, (doi:10.1016/j.ijpara.2008.09.004).

25. Clark CG, Diamond LS (2002) Methods for cultivation of luminal
parasitic protists of clinical importance. Clin Microbiol Rev 15:
329-341, (doi:10.1128/CMR.15.3.329-341.2002).

26. Said-Fernández S, Mata-Cardenas BD, González-Garza MT,
Navarro-Marmolejo L, Rodriguez-Pérez E (1992) Entamoeba
histolytica cysts with a defective wall formed under axenic
conditions. Parasitology Research 79: 200-203, (doi:10.1007/
BF00931893).

27. Samuelson J, Robbins P (2011) A simple fibril and lectin model
for cyst walls of Entamoeba and perhaps Giardia. Trends
Parasitol 27: 17-22, (doi:10.1016/j.pt.2010.09.002.).

28. Murakami Y, Mizuno S, Hori M, Uehara Y (1988) Reversal of
transformed phenotypes by herbimycin A in src oncogene
expressed rat fibroblasts. Cancer Res 48: 1587-1590, (PMID:
3345529).

29. Uehara Y, Hori M, Tackeuchi T, Umezawa H (1985) Screening of
agents which convert ‘transformed morphology' of Rous
sarcoma virus-infected rat kidney cells to ‘normal morphology':
identification of an active agent as herbimycin and its inhibition
of intracellular srckinase. Jpn J Cancer Res 76: 672-675, (PMID:
3930444).

30. Uehara Y, Fukazawa H, Murakami Y, Mizuno S (1989) Irreversible
inhibition of v-src tyrosine kinase activity by herbimycin A and
its abrogation by sulfhydryl compounds. Biochem Biophys Res
Commun 163: 803-809, (PMID: 2783121).

31. Beere HM, Hickman JA (1993) Differentiation: a suitable strategy
for cancer chemotherapy? Anticancer Drug Des 8: 299-322.

32. Mancini M, Anderson BO, Caldwell E, Sedghinasab M, Paty PB,
et al. (1997) Mitochondrial Proliferation and Paradoxical
Membrane Depolarization during Terminal Differentiation and
Apoptosis in a Human Colon Carcinoma Cell Line. The Journal of
Cell Biology 138: 449-469, (PMC 2138196).

33. Aguilar-Díaz H, Díaz-Gallardo M, Laclette JP, Carrero JC (2010) In
vitro induction of Entamoeba histolytica cyst-like structures
from trophozoites. PLoS Negl Trop Dis 4: e607, (doi:10.1371/
journal.pntd.0000607).

34. Morales-Vallarta M, Villarreal-Treviño L, Guerrero Medrano L,
Ramírez-Bon E, Navarro-Marmolejo L, et al. (1997) Entamoeba
invadens differentiation and Entamoeba histolytica cyst-like
formation induced by CO2. Arch Med Res 28 Spec No: 150-151,
(PMID: 9033049).

35. Niculescu VF. The primitive cell system of E. invadens as related
to cell differentiation. 3rd International Congress of Parasitology,
Munich1974, ICOPA III, Section A11; Conference paper (http://
entamoebainvadens2010vfn.wordpress.com).

36. Mukherjee C, Clark CG, Lohia A (2008) Entamoeba shows
reversible variation in ploidy under different growth conditions
and between life cycle phases. PLoS Negl Trop Dis 2: e281, (doi:
10.1371/journal.pntd.0000281).

37. Erenpreisa J, Cragg MS (2013) Three steps to the immortality of
cancer cells: senescence, polyploidy and self-renewal. Cancer
Cell Int 13(1): 92, (doi: 10.1186/1475-2867-13-92).

38. Erenpreisa JA, Cragg MS, Fringes B, Sharakhov I, Illidge TM
(2000) Release of mitotic descendants by giant cells from
irradiated Burkitt’s lymphoma cell line. Cell Biol Int 13(9):
635-648, (doi: 10.1006/cbir.2000.0558).

39. Sharpe PT, Knight GM, Watts DJ (1984) Changes in the DNA
content of amoebae of Dictyostelium discoideum during growth
and development. Biochem J 217: 839-843, (PMID: 6712600,
PMC: 1153289).

40. Vitale I, Galluzzi L, Senovilla L, Criollo A, Jemaà M, et al. (2011)
Illicit survival of cancer cells during polyploidization and
depolyploidization. Cell Death Differ 18: 1403-1413, (doi:
10.1038/cdd.2010.145).

41. Ianzini F, Kosmacek EA, Nelson ES, Napoli E, Erenpreisa J, et al.
(2009) Activation of meiosis-specific genes is associated with
depolyploidization of human tumor cells following radiation-
induced mitotic catastrophe. Cancer Res 69: 2296-2304, (doi:
10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-08-3364).

42. Pollack A, Grignon DJ, Heydon KH, Hammond EH, Lawton CA, et
al. (2003) Prostate cancer DNA ploidy and response to salvage
hormone therapy after radiotherapy with or without short-term
total androgen blockade: an analysis of RTOG 8610. J Clin Oncol
21: 1238-1248, (PMID:12663710).

43. Mackey MA, Anolik SL, Roti Roti JL (1992) Cellular mechanisms
associated with the lack of chronic thermotolerance expression
in HeLa S3 cells. Cancer Res 52: 1101-1106, (PMID: 1737369).

44. Swanson PE, Carroll SB, Zhang XF, Mackey MA (1995)
Spontaneous premature chromosome condensation,
micronucleus formation, and non-apoptotic cell death in heated
HeLa S3 cells. Ultrastructural observations. Am J Pathol 146:
963-971, (PMC1869268).

45. Lock RB, Stribinskiene L (1996) Dual Modes of Death Induced by
Etoposide in Human Epithelial Tumor Cells Allow Bcl-2 to Inhibit
Apoptosis Without Affecting Clonogenic Survival. Cancer Res 56:
4006-4012, (PMID: 8752171).

46. Jackson JR, Gilmartin A, Imburgia C, Winkler JD, Marshall LA,
Roshak A (2000) An Indolocarbazole Inhibitor of Human
Checkpoint Kinase (Chk1) Abrogates Cell Cycle Arrest Caused by
DNA Damage. Cancer Res 60: 566-572, (PMID: 10676638).

47. Hirose Y, Berger MS, Pieper RO (2001) Abrogation of the Chk1-
Mediated G(2) Checkpoint Pathway Potentiates Temozolomide-
Induced Toxicity in a p53-Independent Manner in Human
Glioblastoma Cells. Cancer Res 61: 5843-5849, (PMID:
11479224).

48. Borel F, Lohez OD, Lacroix FB, Margolis RL (2002) Multiple
centrosomes arise from tetraploidy checkpoint failure and
mitotic centrosome clusters in p53 and RB pocket protein
compromised cells. PNAS 99: 9819-9824, (doi: 10.1073/pnas.
15220529).

49. Trachana V, van Wely KHM, Guerrero AA, Fütterer A, Martínez-
AC (2007) Dido disruption leads to centrosome amplification
and mitotic checkpoint defects compromising chromosome
stability. PNAS 104(8): 2691-2696, (doi:10.1073/pnas.
0611132104).

50. Dutta GP (1960) Metacystic divisions in the life-cycle of
Entamoeba histolytica Schaudinn, 1903, in man. Digital library of

Insights in Stem Cells

Vol.2 No.1:8

2016

© Copyright iMedPub 9



India, (http://www.new1.dli.ernet.in/data1/upload/insa/
INSA_1/20005b6f_108.pdf).

51. Storchova Z, Pellman D (2004) From polyploidy to aneuploidy,
genome instability and cancer. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol 5: 45-54,
(PMID: 14708009).

52. Das K, Ganguly S (2014) Evolutionary genomics and population
structure of Entamoeba histolytica. Computational and
Structural Biotechnology Journal 12: 26-33, (doi:10.1016/j.csbj.
2014.10.001).

53. Singh N, Bhattacharya A, Bhattacharya S (2013) Homologous
recombination occurs in Entamoeba and is enhanced during
growth stress and stage conversion. PLoS One 8: e74465, (doi:
10.1371/journal.pone.0074465).

54. Gurdon JB, Melton DA (2008) Nuclear reprogramming in cells.
Science 322: 1811-1815, (doi: 10.1126/science.1160810).

55. Halley-Stott RP, Pasque V, Gurdon JB (2013) Nuclear
reprogramming Development140: 2468-2471, (doi:10.1242/dev.
092049).

56. Takahashi K, Yamanaka S (2006) Induction of Pluripotent Stem
Cells from Mouse Embryonic and Adult Fibroblast Cultures by
Defined Factors. Cell 126: 663-676, (doi: http://dx.doi.org/
10.1016/j.cell.2006.07.024).

57. Graf T (2011) Historical origins of transdifferentiation and
reprogramming. Cell Stem Cell 9: 504-516, (doi: 10.1016/j.stem.
2011.11.012).

58. Vierbuchen T, Werning M (2012) Molecular roadblocks for
cellular reprogramming. Mol Cell 47: 827-838, (doi: 10.1016/
j.molcel.2012.09.008).

59. Gan Q, Yoshida T, McDonald OG, Owens GK (2007) Concise
review: epigenetic mechanisms contribute to pluripotency and
cell lineage determination of embryonic stem cells. Stem Cells
25: 2-9, (doi: 10.1634/stemcells.2006-0383).

60. Surani MA, Hayashi K, Hajkova P (2007) Genetic and Epigenetic
Regulators of Pluripotency. Cell 128 (4): 747-762, (doi: http://
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2007.02.010).

61. Pasque V, Jullien J, Miyamoto K, Halley-Stott RP, Gurdon JB
(2011) Epigenetic factors influencing resistance to nuclear

reprogramming. Trends Genet 27: 516-525, (doi: http://
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.tig.2011.08.002).

62. Ellis L, Atadja PW, Johnstone RW (2009) Epigenetics in cancer:
targeting chromatin modifications. Molecular Cancer
Therapeutics 8 (6): 1409-1420, (doi:
10.1158/1535-7163.MCT-08-0860).

63. Jones PA, Baylin SB (2007) The epigenomics of cancer. Cell
128(4): 683-692, (doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.
2007.01.029).

64. Rao-Bindal K, Kleinerman ES (2011) Epigenetic Regulation of
Apoptosis and Cell Cycle in Osteosarcoma. Sarcoma 2011:
Article ID 679457, (doi:10.1155/2011/679457).

65. Jaenisch R, Young R (2008) Stem Cells, the Molecular Circuitry of
Pluripotency and Nuclear Reprogramming. Cell 132: 567-582,
(doi 10.1016/j.cell.2008.01.015).

66. Wang J, Rao S, Chu J, Shen X, Levasseur DN, et al. (2006) A
protein interaction network for pluripotency of embryonic stem
cells. Nature 444: 364-368, (doi:10.1038/nature05284).

67. Kanatsu-Shinohara M, Inoue K, Lee J, Yoshimoto M, Ogonuki N,
et al. (2004) Generation of pluripotent stem cells from neonatal
mouse testis. Cell 119(7): 1001-12, (doi: http://dx.doi.org/
10.1016/j.cell.2004.11.011).

68. Serrano M (2011) Cancer: final act of senescence. Nature
479(7374): 481-2, (doi: 10.1038/479481a).

69. Ivanov A, Cragg MS, Erenpreisa J, Emzinsh D, Lukman H, et al.
(2003) Endopolyploid cells produced after severe genotoxic
damage have the potential to repair DNA double strand breaks.
J Cell Sci 116: 4095-4106, (doi: 10.1242/jcs.00740).

70. Mosieniak G, Sikora E (2010) Polyploidy: the link between
senescence and cancer. Curr Pharm Des.16(6): 734-40, (doi:
10.2174/138161210790883714).

71. Salmina K (2014) Activation of self-renewal and meiotic genes in
tumour cell lines resistant to genotoxic treatment. Doctoral
thesis, University of Latvia, Riga.

72. Ivanovic Z, Vlaski-Lafarge M. (2016) Anaerobiosis and Stemness.
An evolutionary Paradigm. Elsevier Inc (Academic Press, 2016)
Amsterdam, Boston. ISBN:978-0-12-800540-8.

 

Insights in Stem Cells

Vol.2 No.1:8

2016

10 This article is available from:http://stemcells.imedpub.com/

http://stemcells.imedpub.com/

	Contents
	Developmental and Non Developmental Polyploidy in Xenic and Axenic Cultured Stem Cell Lines of Entamoeba invadens and E. histolytica
	Abstract
	Keywords:
	Abbreviations:
	Endopolyploidy: Goals and Purposes
	Encystment Competence in Entamoeba
	Entamoeba invadens
	Entamoeba histolytica
	Cyst wall structure

	The Irreversibility of Developmental Endopolyploidization
	Non-developmental Endopolyploidy is Reversible
	Multipolar Mitosis in E. histolytica
	Depolyploidization by Promeiotic Cell Division
	Polyploidy, Genome Reprogramming and Totipotency Recovery
	Restricted developmental reprogramming vs. reversed pluripotential reprogramming
	Multipotency restriction and totipotency recovery in Entamoeba
	Endopolyploidy and stemness

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgement
	References


