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Current state of research in the microenvironment—derived senescence—

inducing stresses for intervertebral disc nucleus pulposus cell senescence
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HE ] 1R 7% (intervertebral disc degeneration,IDD) 4k
R AN S HE A P 7 g R M TR 1) R R,
Ak %) B A% 40 L (nucleus pulposus cells, NPCs ) 7£ 3 728 (1) #fi
[ RAL T Z RAE, XL EH NPCs BB 5 I I
IDD®, 55 20 Jfo R P 1 08 T AN T 2 Ak A B AT A A T
T by ZEIGTE RO b SRR PR A S I i 1
ik 38 i 8 W& A 53 W 3R 7 (senescent—associated secretory
phenotypes , SASP) i Ak 418 3T 200 il A= £ 1) SR 52 A% 40
by NPCs MG B4 B FR B2 m IR LA B S 39T 4
T2 U S R BT R RN St R i 3 AR st AT
BA O AL B DO A DT T S R 5 IDD
IR S 41 3 8 PR A A AT B Jk S A HE ) 45 SR R R R
i 50U NPCs 24k, BRI B R 8 0T e & 3 5
IDD, SEH A T NPCs & fLAF 58 B9 A STk, AR 1 3
o ARE L EIREEZ . MUBAL ) (DNA 45 55 i gk
NPCs &1t TR 58 I 3%

1 NPCsHIZHLIRE

2 it 2 A i A N 48 T 22 WA 22 43 B BN 52 R
PR J5 AN AT T B GRS DR AR AT Sy 4 i 3% 2 M
Gy BT, Yl fA iR T BE PR 4 A, R S O pS3-p21-
pRB i& 12 JE W & il ¥4 2% 1k (replicative senescence,RS) , ffii
pl6INKda—pRB i 1% 32 B A 3 AR AR A s b 1< J3E 1 1 0175 5
130 7 2Z Ak (stress induced premature senescence,SIPS)Pl,
ZALAnE LA O B—L FUBE T (senescence—asso-
ciated [-galactosidase,SA—B—gal) i 1 , K| itk AT 38 4 SA -
B-gal Ye ok 5 (5t AL AN M2 AL, (AT 48 12, — 2k
W RTR  A R M A S A 2 i R AR R SR 1 SA-B-
gal Tk TRLIH 20 M0 3 A0 N 4 308 20 455 78 G1-S a3 |
2 NG SR A DG AR IO 1B 2 R R 4 S R S M
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fiK . ZBAAHERF p53.p21 .pRB Fl p16 #ih 4 K 25 A 1F
e,

2006 4F Roberts %5 1 YCFE A ME ] 45 20 24 v 46 ) 5]
SA—B—gal BHYE M NPCs, H & 3058 H M 18] 4% b 40 1 & 1k %
(8.5%) i 3 1 T AA T IE 5 (1.5% ) LA BB A% A0 o™ 58 2 iy e
()45 (0) o H FJUT 42 38 119 3 A8 i T 5% P 1) R A 8 b R 22 5
BER X AT g S A AG I 7 s R AR /N DL % 928 B
W7 o o S [ T 8509, (H R4 B 95 2 TR, Bt 5 TDD B A5 %5
G HTIN NPCs B R B IR bR iy R B W 2 LI
ZAL I NPCs 1] F PR AE R, FEIR AP G S NPCs 24011
SRR AR B e A R AR I 4 . A kA
IPERAETRSLUTFTREERA K (1) HRANKARKZ
R RO DM R L AR R B M R A L SV 2 2
N 55 R AR 3§ B R S NPCs % i & 2E SIPS; (2) 7
W IDD KA, dACeE G A R E Rk B ER A T
TE 11 B PN B T BE I T RS BYIE B 5 (3) 4L 14 NPCs i
o A2 1 SASP ARSI I T AN M 0 AR AR SOER 8 DA
rhCs 1) A1 JRL I BT 1 AL A A A PE SR 4R
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A1 3 i Ir 2 RGN A T 5 R K R 4 2 RS
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Ja SR A i G T A, pS3-p21-pRB i i
pl6INK4a—pRB 3 J& 5 R, Ak, D2 AT J8 25 A ] 45 43
BHRIUY NPCs TERIME RIS IR | BETE R & A 4k, X
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B 7 i ) 8 PN S A SR R 1 TR
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i TE) 28 09 98 % i 7 R sy B T i 8 Al 3 1T RN A )2 £
Y34 DA Ik NPCs I It — /> X i 48 9 B = DA A K
R H 20 19 AR AR 5B, K AR ST 98 2 IE 92, NPCs £
ERBALEE T T (hypoxia—inducible factor, HIF) -1«
I 52 Bl A FR 0, M AE 48 A 58 (20% 0,) N, A NPCs I
PE F AL B A T 2 A 4k (reactive oxygen
species, ROS)®, 5 2 5Bl {IR0E 1% 352 1), KBl NPCs 3448 R
U T8 U R 1 20 e DAY T VR B IR R T 4 34 At it 45
W £ [ ROS, I #47% pl6INKda—pRB 15 5 8 4 ifi fin
NPCs AL, FaRWF e 4 7R | HE ] 35 40 1t B AR 47 b 1 52 )
BTSSRI O 1) R B 35, 3 55 40 1) 4k 2 i O 2 fe T
SR TR A 118 R 5 A DG

SRS RIS AN 7], 13 %0 45 (¥ 4 NPCs 5835 in &
P R A K R = W] RS2 NPCs & fh i) 32 284 Jiit 5
filt o PG B 2R 58 P B9 48 R 2 B0 o) 7 o vk oE AR LA fR B9
HEM &P, B AL NPCs 7T A 32 ZEAKEE IR M A R H 7 19 A
G300 B 55 43 WA A 2 R I R B T RE I, T B AR I 8
A A K I+ (transforming growth factor, TGF)—@ | Ji & %
FeAE KT (insulin-like growth factor,IGF)-1 KA
FAEME] 5 N 3R 35 L 3 R RN,

JSAEHE E] A PN ol 2 i E AT I IR R B A A )
Al G IR AT L LRSS ST BT A 18] 4 A M
H ROS FFHTT p16INKda—pRI 3 6 T 1 o 22 4L, i
A0 AR AR A ) B P R AR R Y T BB S e AR A
AU i AR B e AR A A ) T REAE AL R B
LA A3t ARy PR A W B SR 0 9 T A AR
i S 1 | 7o SR Qs i B e €8 2 2 2 N o 7 e
IDD HEBY LA K N 58 HHE [H] Bk 74 25 B
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AR Ay A A TB) 0 3 B e A D) 5 R 2 R Al
HLFAF 2 gm0 A WFFE R 8L, 58 2 1MPa SR 0.2Hz
P B 285 457 7 A ) 5 T 138 7K 32 1Y) e A A P A7 AU,
JERE I IR ZE LA B g 27 B G A 18 A5 SO ) 4% 9
P BCAE A5 021 R ) T A5 5 I L0 ) 250 i ity el
BEEZNEY S 1IDD. Xing SF07E LA B S KR
IDD A AL i e B, K B A 3 7 T 38 0 8 A Bl 1) 4
fig W3 F ple MK i I N NPCs &1k,

B HEe TR A AL AL, Ty 2 ST ik Al sE R
A IEE NPCs &b : (1) 9 B g 2 B 48 e Z0HE 0] £ 25 4
B, 5 AT 18] 28 20 4058 R M | L 28 5 SOME i) 4 28 o,
H AT O E S B ) 0sT s 52 S Al e i S O L0 R
4 5 HEHLRE Y G A T TSR 4 S O 45 52 1 1
i 3 38 oM ) 50405 5 2 L KU G R A A M ] A T 9
AL RO I AL, (2) 2 5 Y HR 41 A2 BRI 4 S
IR 45 Ty 2 A AT R M ) 48 P A6 RE PR 1 R 8 2
ST RACH . AE D AR A D 2 O O O A
BAF T AL E B0 A0 2 A, [ B3 2ok B A 200 i 1 5T
453 B ifs T A2 Ak LR SRR, (3) e B ) &

1055 1DD [RIFF7E M PEIE 2R 0C R 12, X Fh R 3R IF 46 TR 4=
PR g 2 A0 A g S RS S i AR R AU B S SR K
P 4 240 IE A1 5 IO s e b 59 0 T R A 2H 200 il ) s g Y
HEPURE J7 , Wil 0B 56 0 IR 0 B 4T AE SR AL 2rh A S
RGP A IR ST BRI 52, DRI, AR W T 2R R Y AR AR
HE [10) 358 B 25 ) 280 32 FLPE ) 2 0 er 453 405 , e 44 0 o 4 Y
1k K DD,

2.4 DNA #ifs

DNA {5 e R EFFHEZ P, Bw
1955 i Ve R 5% R R GE U5 & DNA $i 51, B¢ ow
DNA i 1 1& &2 6 & BRUZE 33 B2 19 DNA 8405 PR 3R 1 8 o ik
NPCs & b3t . % 75 5 IDDPY,

E 5 HE [V 45400 4% 4 20PN 0 5 18 B A o oy Al B P A
D Fe SREOBI A B A 02, — o AR B 1 i B R A R T o
9y U i) A D % P9 SR SO AU R ) B, 2 NPCs J8 5
B RIS N VO A SR DR PR 4 3R 45 5 K B (tonicity
enhancer binding protein, TonEBP)®! TonEBP £ M T B1,
3] 4 Bl W L A R - 1 2 K8 B 2 11 (aquaporin ) 224 3
LR AE (aggrecan) P 7 3 T I W J5 & ik, R4
TonEBP 11 32 2 T B8 & 5 A 55 28 35 2% 7K M 48 i A0 3k i, (R
A WFFE S B B RE T NPCs 15 & DNA 845 5 I 8 0%
p53-p21—pRB 3 % , B 41 A J 30 36 E), 88 T 75 aggrecan
WENERMEZAN P2 GRE, RSB THK
B9 DNA #0509 75 1 5 A 18] 8 A T 8 47 55 1) 1 6 A 1] 5% Y
%o — ELEE AR BEAL 2 U U6 45 4 A 50 aggrecan & & il
AT IB A T B 1 B A 800 B 55 NPCss 38 A b 9 1 B ok

RAES DD, ARG I RSy U121,

Brim B R A, AR KM MR B ROS SR AR 2
DNA #3455 19 73 Sb— A PR B TR bR 5 1O 2 45 451
A AfE ] 5 P, AT AR S AR 2180 7T 7 A i ROSI?, 3o
JEE ) PR 45 J1 L BB V8 S IR S R 1K) NPCs 43 1L ROSPI, % T
ZALAIML A B E VA S 2 ROS, & Ak 41 A i DA 3R 4R
() A W DA o R AR A [R] 3 ZH 4L ROS & 1,

YE DNA Sl 05 o5 5 R Z —, A 1 IR I T o 3
NPCs &AL I 42 2E K Bl IDDM 8K 1M 75 W 4437 5 9 IDD 458
Al PR T UK DNA B4 HO2hing 10D Iz — 1
Ml BRI R Qe T3 S 08 WAl ARE S A
Gl e o B R Rl 7o o (SR M S R 7 A T PN g AL
Ty 8 B Ak ] 5 5 SIPSP, i F NPCs IR 32 35 5l AS 3 3K I b
i 1401 s A B Bk 2 R 75 3 3 ) Ak NPCs (5 DNA 45 473 1fii fin
WA RFRAKRE
2.5 B-EHEH (B-catenin) HKH 2 M Wnt 15 538
(Wnt/B-catenin ) i i

Wnt/B—catenin J2& W 5 40 1 3% 58 | 446 A6 2401
PR W Y 0 A I Wt B AR SS A B I Wnt 324K
5500 NG AR 1A OCAZ A4 576 T 0 | BTG IS 1Y B—catenin
T VE 3 I HE A 20 A, 0 BE AR £ T Sk il K T
M7 3 B—catenin | ¢ H0 5& [A (14 5% S Rol 7 A A ) 4 40 g
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N EIESE, 0% 19 Wnt/B—catenin 1755 DNA $i4% If € #F
ROS & i, MY p52-p21-pRB K pl6INK4a—pRB %1k
AR IZ AP,

K EUHE [E] 8 9 Wnt/B —catenin 78 IR Jify e H Az 10 5
FIRS I8 A5 A (8] 5 04 K T R e L 2 R I P, i
TE % AL 53R A8 (R MEE] £ Wnt/B—catenin 2 8% T3 U 3G Y,
T BE S CE R O RO I HER] £ K B, Wnt/B —catenin
B AR T AE SR 3 A0 i 2 Y B0 P e R R
FE NPCs o, AL BE IS Wnt/B—catenin, 5 5 NPCs &1k
I HE s AE R fy e Al L , Wnt/B—-catenin REZERF B R
i w2 SRS R EE R, B RN Wnt/B-
catenin I 55 fi2 H 7% A8 B HCH #E NPCs, 1l Wnt/B—catenin 7F
OB RE NPCs /Y 108 ST 7 48 it 2246 . H AT OC T Wnt/B-
catenin TEHE ] & & & & Ak R A2 5 R b o] b 2 25 T A
A R 2

WEGE W, 2l A sUE A 45 ) w] AR 3 A 2R At 1] %K
THE NPCs #6748 P, % T 45 R 41D B9 76 VR 75 25 W/B-
catenin K FFEEP) T BE Y 4 % 1 v] 8 38 T BRI Wny/B -
catenin {5 VET T FEBEAZ A EUrP A R AHAR . LT 0L A5
N HE 18] 25 4 2 200 PO 1 o B3 G PO R 5 S AT E R A
BT R SE AHE R B BT A G, Hiyma SERk
K B NPCs #' Wnt/B —catenin 5 JIf' 3% I8 #€ A 7 (tumor
necrosis factor, TNF)—a 2 [B] f7 75 1E S5 1, [5G Bl &
IDD T I 98 0 TNF - K Ho 32 44 1 72 30 1% Wnt/B —catenin
M55 40 i 2 Ak e BT AUF 98 275, NPCs 11 i Wnt/B—catenin
Al 5 TGF-BPY caveolin—13g 3@ |, [7] Bf Xf it S0 4 55 7 A= Jg
Bl AT UL IDD i FE AR FE NPCs Y Wnt/B—catenin
B BB AT BB S caveolin—1 MR8 AP TGF-B W15
5 B AT L L M 8] 35 4549 5 Jma 988 4 5 1y g VRS 4 AR
X,

IR T NPCs A0 & R BT 45 R R ] 45 1%

B I 2 ) TR A R L PLBROE g 4545 . DNA
#1155 \Wnt/B—catenin {7 5 NPCs ELTFHEE 22 £ o0 K
FCE 1), AR BT AR A A R M Bl LA R g 4
i \Wnt/ —catenin ¥ 1% 55 ¥ o] b8 ROS, #F i i
pl6INKda—pRB & fbik 12 5 R 40 M & Ak, 9 B g 2% 1A
JUT 5 1R £ i (i) 25 95 R A58 A5 TS ok L 9 R R L L
AR R 3 A2 A ) AT 0 A AR A A IR o T 5 1R 1Y
S A7 P S A T M IR, 3B I R B B 5 L 1Y
DNA 543 , Wnt/B—catenin #{ 7 45 M & X ] il i 0% p53-
p21—pRB 3 [ A BHL ity 40 it S 098 i

3 ZILNPCs BRI EEINAE

20 1 2 A S WL T B 52 450 B S A D Y B A L =2
Tt B B Y 0 2 e S BOR AR PR e,
A A0 A5 11 0 408 B DAL 0 S e 200 ) 2R A 9 T el D 3
0 K R R R A AR B B R AR A ) A Y
EACSEHR B 1R 5 A0 G AR AR A TR A OCE,
AR AN AL b 5 R T B K TR AL SASPE, H i C I 5
A NPCs ' pl6INKda—pRB E M55 1930 5 AL it 43 ) 2
I i (matrix metalloproteinases, MMP)—13 . 4fy A IfiL /1> #z %
I SRR TR AR R R R R 2R R AR (a
disintegrin  and  metalloproteinase with thrombospondin
motifs , ADAMTs ) -5 11 b 3 % D7 AH 51 76 B0% Wt/ -
catenin 1 K i & & NPCs #* MMP-3 MMP-7 MMP -9,
MMP-10 TNF-o KA, Hy g ol UL, 22 1 20 i 14 2 4k
TR 5 B JoT 7 g AT ] IR 908 Jm) 388 5 A o 1o 1 i — 20
SCARMER] BRI, B Ah S A0 S AR R e A A AL A
928 20 JHO A 3R I 52 A0 0 i, L A 2R A A ) A R Mk A B
A 7R 3A BB, SRITAE IDD S0 A i, 5 Ak iy A 8] 4
15 BEL1%: 92 200 L 2 30, DT BEL A5 2 Ak 4 I A T B, BE A
IDD B E— 20 S Ji | J A8 A ) 2 58 4 P 18 e R I mT 42 E 1

g

+ Pl

B 1 Al NPCs BRI 2R i A
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AN PR B 2 A R A i R T (8 B AT G
TR % W] 2 AL NPCs 7] 8 13k S e 40 MU0 B . 5 2 AH
B, AAESE s R A AN T AR S S R S8 AE B i
IDD, J- 7% A A 1] 455 54 93 4

4 HREALMRT SMEb

ALK, 40 2 A BN g 2 AN AT 30 4 0 A= A
. BEEZAE SHUR TS0 A, BB 4l 2 1L 2
— IR A o8 4 M AR B AL AR W B A AR L A
TE AT S0 R R B 2 A7 DR RS20 0 A i 58 4
AT RE TR VCHE N A0 S0, R O G RS, A TR T T
I7 15 LA UM AL 5 5 07 22 % NPCs & 46!, {H 2T 4k 31
5 ) K A AR S 2 24 R A AT ] 28 e A R O IR
058 245 ) RE W AR I D SSURE 18] 23 T ROS 323607, (H A
LR IR 73 1) HE ) 2 P BB AT B B I, e I AR
G A ] 2 9 40 25 R B P AL AT BERCRAR R o R, X
S g7 S A SR 1O T 80 6 PR AT A AR M JEE . A 4 5 T
AR A8 L A5 T 3 e R AU i 2 PR S O VR % A A
i 2 o121 ok 6 5 7 3 S a5 2 A TR B R 2 AR
SRR IDD B A 7 3,

5 REZ
GRS IR A IR T e,
AR pS3 2105 2 A 15 5 AT BROM #R % NPCs %1k
BT B SRR AL TR, A, K 4 T A T 5
I 77 CDKN2A-CDKN2B 3 H £ 45 2 5 B /R 2 i 2R .2
RUME BRI | 3 ik oks B B 1 55 2 1h AH DG 2 5 5528 AR G R0
XA A Z B SS IDD 1 & 4 & BAF A CIA ik
— W, AR, R B EANES STRE & 32 0w,
AN AL R 7 2 5 R R I U A% A1 2L DL B 5% v iR
2R E RUET i IR 405 R AR A AR (E AR AR
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