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Abstract

Drug screening is the process of extracting physiological active component by establishing a

suitable screening model for specific requirements and purposes. And it is well known that efficient screening

models would shorten the developing period and cut down the costs. Stem cells are unspecialized cells which have

the ability of self-renewing and multiple differentiation potential. In recent years, more and more attention has been

paid to the stem cell research as a model for drug screening. This review summarized the application of embryonic

stem cells, neural stem cells, mesenchymal stem cells, and induced pluripotent stem cells as drug screening models,

in order to provide reference for future study in stem cell drug screening.
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Fig.1 Scheme of small molecule screening (modified from reference [26])
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