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YOI, MORIZRCHER O M & % kiE 3 2 R 23 56 & 7
%o T ORI IC X, JENIC BT 2 FE O BHERER T (£ ¥ 7 B mRNA)
DBIRIEST 52 & THEL 2IENREDBHHATD 5, WICIENEREL 2 A H =
XLZEVEG DD DTH 20, % L OBY THIEKITIKEL T»w5b C &2
HoNTwb, fiEo T, BRI Z MRS 2 7z 1k, MIIEE&KERN 7
YIEWHEIC X > THRICIENFRERE U 2 A A =X L2 M3 2 2 & 23m ko
b5,

FYRZEIN T, HERER 2 Fio72 2 2D AT AT F A4 v (2 b o
Y FIT7HLW ER) % OMIBICHFES 5 6 mRNA I X VT 5
myoplasm & W41 2 A E REI A3 IR JE T CRUREPRICATE L. A8, 1 Al
NI DRI i~ E BB 5 2 & TIENIML T 2 2 L3I T3, fliE
FECE & X0 5 2 oG ITRTERETE R eMildrtichZ HTH 5 2 e b, F
oD VIIAICR O N2 EMILERE L ST d, £72. ERAMIETH 501
DR CHIAEE O B2 1 MR & v S IR cEEi 2 2 L 2. FiEOMIIEN
PEEHEA N = AL L LTCED AN =X LDFHIZFERE NS, LirL, “T7
F VAR 705 1 BRE & UINVEREE N 7026 2 BR B IC X U myoplasm |3 &1~ & %
B9 578 w0 M EHKEE ORI 2 AN =X L0MEIZIN TS H D
D, BENCED 5 2 o MIEES OS2 ORI R, A mRNA OFHERF]
Hx ERHI N TRV FAAZXLBL EI N TS, 2 2T, #ilfg
HHREED DT A=A LZHL2ICT 5720, Alf{bEMfT o R ZH.Lic L
7o W 1C X 0 | MR A5 ° myoplasm ZHERKS 5 AV A2 7 FPE mRNA O
220 7 (G- AAE R %2 X 0 RSl 7 0 s gt L 72,

¥ 9, AE AL E OBREN ) & A A T HEE S E R O I 5 01T,
WUNEBIRFEoRELZ TR o272 COFEZHWEEBELL, 5F 2 BRI
BOTHEMBKECIEREINEFEL 2L — VRO UNERE Cortical Array of
Microtubules in Posterior-vegetal region (CAMP)° X v ¥ 2 7 — Z{RDOBUNE B35
BT EERE L 72 Deeply Extended subcortical microtubule Meshwork (DEM) <
Transiently Accumulated microtubule Fragments (TAF)Z ¥R L 72, $#ic., CAMP @
ZEHNILEE 2 EXFSIC 351 % myoplasm OZEH) & IEFIC L KHHBL TH Y | Hii~D
BENOEEN ) 2 A TGS LCiffEnsdoTch s,

KT, FR L -HUNEREE ORFZL Z5rllic s 5 2 & T, UNERLE
DG & HR B BE A L BB ZR > Cnwa Z L ZHL I Lz, T DG
2o, MICEHACE IC 3 2 HUNERE S O FlH 239880 K O B &2 & LIl o



BUEL EBAR L T W3 e s FRANAE -0, BHEHEFRORMFERIC X 2>
TF VKRR DI 2 TR o720 £ 3. ZIEERD Ca?'v 7 FALH | BRIk
J 37 7 F AkHE O HEYING C D RTES DEM % TAF OIEE S L T3 2 &
ZHO I L, 6T, CAMP (Il fEEHERETR 7 CT&® % Cyclin dependent
kinase (CDK)3 X U Mitogen activating protein kinase (MAPK)IC X 2 fillffll % 32 \J C
WL EEHOLDIC Lz, (6o T, ZNEZ G EEL T 2L DY 7 F MBEDN
DIRTEL 2 HIH T 2 &I, MEHEREICE W CTHBUNEREDIER & HEA %
T2 R=—2A A==t hoTnB I ENnELZLND,

T, BEN T ZRIFFCEHEZRT 2 2 LA ARER Y GEZ RS 2 2 & T,
CAMP & myoplasm Z T 5 A N7 A4 7 CHEHE mRNA ORRZ T L 72 & Z
5. CAMP | myoplasm ® ER SEINICIZIK X 41, 24 b OZE) 358 ELUE %
NTZEEFHLPICT L2, ZOREIZ, ER D%IGB~DBENICIZ CAMP 23B8(% L
TV LERBTEHDTH S, £72, 5 1 BREF T LAFEIC myoplasm N T ER
D& L FHE mRNA ORTERRKE LT 2L HHL T L7z, ER IF
FROG L 2 AN T AT TH Y, 72 mRNA OFFERERIIFHEREIME & %821
BfRd 22 L6, 2o OFERIZEHE mRNA O FHERGIH o BEfigc EZ AR
Th b,

72, T FVBRETREoRELICI Y. F 1 BERECE s 7 2 F v
WHEDRTED S 2 BIBERIARE E CHERF SN w2 2 e 2 RRA L, HERICL 2
DO ZDREDRE 2 BB ZHIH L T w3 2 L 2L LT, 2 DRERIT.
T FVBHEDF - R BEZ O 2T L 72D D TH Y . myoplasm 23T 27 F VK
MERTE 7028 1 BB O IUINEIRTER 7028 2 B~ L U] 0 B b 2 ER e ©.
Z D2 0 DMALEEE TR O O AERBFEEL TWE T L 2B L T 5,

L EofERIE, B & v 95 ERAMIBIC BT, ZIEICHE S & 7 F U GED Y]
mRA LY I CHIE A FIE L. A H 5 5% mRNA 237 20F 1udaty) 74l i
B E TR D 3 2 70 03 O Y] R G T~ L BB T 2 M T ouE S L)
BWERPTFELTWE I 2R LTWS, — 5T, WHEEE IR E T
TEAICHONEHRTH Y, FYIINICE T 2 MI0EFEED X 0 5Hl 75
FANZXLEHL»ICT 52 LT, TRERIERICET 2 L WHEZEON S
ek, Rl EERICE T 2 RKMDO X =X LEHICEHRT 2 2 &
bAfFEI N5,



H2E TR

2-1. SNIERK

2-1-1. FRHERIE

REERDRIE, INEEGERE CEB I N0 7 7 L2k e T 2B TFEY

(BEER ) 25, FEAEdIE Cfl o 2 D8 2 LT THRTH 5, W 20D T
X AHERFOREIC L YR RE I NS Z L PREINTE Y, TR
T IRIFEHRROBE G CTIIHHERERT L DI, 2 DEEK L FTEL A
N=ALHHLPICT B LD, BEBERKZHEEST 2 L CHHD DL >T
W% (Miller et al., 1999; Lyczak et al., 2002; Tao et al., 2005; Prodon et al., 2007; Nance
and Zallen, 2011; Tran et al., 2012), F 7=, HIlEDOLIREICD KE L FHE L, FF
ICAETER AT~ D LR E ICBE 3 2 45 HEE I K % v (Lyczak et al., 2002; Shirae-
Kurabayashi et al., 2006; Nance and Zallen, 2011), 45 % 17 5 8 o 45l A
2. RE W LIE X 1 5 iR A FEMIAE (Primordial Germ Cells: PGC)
ZZ DOEJR & 3% (Johnson and Alberio, 2015), it o CT. fEOKEESHERE S
% 7-®I1ClZ. PGC DHMEFFHERICITONS T L BMEARR L 725, —JTT,
I cH 5 5 PGC DFECHLIRE ICE 2B DE WL, EYOLERIECHE
fLDfF~DAR O L 7%, PGC ~DMLIREFRNIZIPIEH TH D =256 b U
ToZfEICKIENG, 1) vavyav A "TehI o X ) ICHHERERT
ATV IAATZHIIED PGC ~ & 591t 2 83X (Dansereau and Lasko, 2008 ;
Johnson and Alberio, 2015), 2) ¥~V X% XL ® & T 2WFLE . FIRIMLEE

(Epiblast) D239 % BMP4 2 D% 4 F 14 VIZ X b PGC AL EI N3
30 (Saitou and Yamaji, 2012), #FICHTH Tl B mRNA R X v o8 7B %
RERT T2 e, 1 MIHOINNCT TICL kA Tof % ic X vikER
T IEMEIRENL S E 2N OE E R A LN L 720, RHENROFE L KX L
T LEZLND, ALY BEMRICEE T 2 A0 EREIT AT
T ENEZED SR EFCHEBRZ KA S 2 2 L BRI NS, AET
X, TO XS B R> ORHENRICEET 2 ME, FrichVICER L TGk 3 %,

2-1-2. JRpRBER

PGC (FAEJEMA RS DML TS v . M~ & HEIRGE X 72 G 1 I REH
f2 (Oocyte) DIt & 7% 2 UHJEMIAE (Oogonia) ~. Jkff © ;& < 13 K5 JF Al A



(Spermatogonia) ~ & 53t 3% (Spilleretal.,2017), AfGCldAHERIFICEH L
T3 b, £FUNEMAEL & AL, SRR~ & i3 2 @2 ICBA L <
Ak 3 % . JUFEHINE I AMIE 2 (Mitosis) 2B 72> TH D JIENTEAIC
¥E5ES % (Spiller et al., 2017; Fig.2-1), < OIFERH % #& 2 72 I E A AE 12 0580 50 24

(Meiosis) ZBi#a L. SNEEMIAE & 70 2, I8BT4 1 [l DNA &K DI 2 [1]
DEHE L KB ETT 52 T, BH OO L 2n 226 n ICHE X ¥ 5597
A ch 2, 1 HHDOHEBDHDOFIH (Prophase ) IZHWT, Z DiEfTIE—
P41k U BRBHIEAE I3 R~ L 173 5 (Ferrell, 1999) . DRI TlE,
IEE TR & Hc IR D% T H 2 I AE  (Germinal Vesicle: GV) 03B X 41,
INEERIAE X B K 2 fifg~ & B3 % (Ferrell, 1999) ., 43 ik &= L 7= SIREMIAE 1%
FVE VORI E Z T TR R FR & v, SN D R (Germinal Vesicle
Breakdown: GVBD) 234U, BEEL 7227 v~F v & Z Ofth GV material & "X
% K7D IS E R IcfEE 3 % (Iwashita et al., 1999; Fig.2-1), GVBD % C
L7280, F R (PrometaphaseI). HH (MetaphaseI). % (Anaphasel). #&
] (Telophase 1) & 1T L. % D1& 2n D Fettufi % Z—H{& (15 Polar body: 1% PB)
&L ChHifast~ e 3%, 2otk, 2 MHDOWED A E D Telophase 11 %
Mz, X HICHEMBA (2"Polarbody: 2MPB) % AXHI L €. AHZ n AT &
72 % (Marston and Amon, 2004; Fig.2-1), 7272 L. Bl& L CTH T & OZIETHE
KB 24 IV 7 IEYEIC X > TR, HlzIEFY, & b7 Metaphase 1

(Moriwaki et al., 2013; Levasseur et al., 2013), 77 =)L, WFL#H (% Metaphase I C

(Tripathi et al.,2010; Sato, 2014), 7 = TIZIE DK KT L-EHE D Gl HT

(Azeetal.,2010). ZNZIEILL TWE Z EHHNT W5, LLEAIIEETAE
2 5 AN CRZKEIN) 122 £ CTOBBRETH b, JIREGERE & FEiXh 5,

2-2. HE L SR oIEHEAL

Mitosis Meiosis

Prometaphase | Prophase Il
~ Anaphase|  1elophasel  _ porotaphase | | Metaphase Il

> . Mature "\
PGCs Oogonia \\ Oocyte A

Differentiation
Proliferation

Prophase |

Vitellogenesis
GV formation
GVBD Protrusion
of 1t PB Meiosis
arrest

Meiosis
resumption

Protrusion
of 2nd PB

@e@@ ) O » O

Figure 2-1. SR ZERE OEHX



2-1-2 TIBAR72 X5 TN, ZhZ o BYfE ClEE OB 2RI o 2
T — Y TEIE L TIRIFIREE 2 HERF L T\ 3, 3285 13, IRIBIRFED IR & i ML & &
25| &4, ZOBRICHREDRBICHERRRTH 54 B2 HET
%, ZTOEAIZINDOIRIGI (eggactivation) & MEIEL, ZHEORIBIC X Y Ak 7x
T FNGTOWEENZLT B LTl g, BiE ftick vz 54 Ry
FOREKH D DL LT, BEOHOBRCLHIAN AV Y L4+ D R %
FEIER 72 &322 5% (Horner and Wolfner, 2008) ,

2-2-1. BEICX2 eV FAve vy vy —DEE

TR, BT o) Ay FRIMEEICHEET 2B TL e 72—t/ I
52 & TR E 208, MREESLHRANEN,E 2 LOXBEOFRKIED o % DFf
BB L VSR CTH S, 22 Tlk, ~v R ZHNICLATICEEZHIR 3 5,
~v APNKREIPE L X7 ED~ ) v 7 RTHLZEHFICENL TS, BT
XET. ZOINEHTFOR X v X7 CTdH B ZP3 (zona pellucida 3) % 58k 3 5 C
ETHTDREBICE TN EWF 2 RS 2R TN 5 (Tokmakov et
al., 2014; Georgadaki etal., 2016; Fig.2-2), T DA )G (Acrosome reaction) 1€ X
D, HTIEHE ZEE L, IR e Bt 5 5 © & 23R[HE L 72 b (Georgadaki etal.,

Acrosome ~ Sperm
reaction

ZP3 ) pH regulation

A4
[ Zona pellucida ] [ ] Brought @
Sperm receptor from sperm 2 'r

[ Egg membrane

GaBy PIP2 NHE

PLD PA Src PLCC T
IP3] | DAG PKC

Figure 2-2. 1 b h v FAyv vV ¥y —EEE TOY I FNEERE

2016), Dk, WTHlEE LD Y Y PRI Lo L 2 72 —icZBEI NS,
WA B W TR EFNEFNE Y # Y F e LT lzumo. Il L £ 72 — L LT
Juno 2MEM & L CHES ¥ T\» % (Bianchi et al., 2014), L 2> L. WHFEELI D
BICBI2)VH VL2 72— T LCEREAHALELI S L, LT X —
EUHAYFDOEENRZEDY Il LT T~ Ebd e, IINTIEREED



FAIRIC B AL E U B, UNRICHIE T 21 TR B DIE T T G-protein H4%
BL & 7 % — (GaBy)<° Phospholipase D (PLD) & Phosphatidic acid (PA)%Z /1> L T
FurL VI F—¥TH 5 Src ZiEMHAIL X4 5 (Tokmakov et al., 2014; Fig.2-2), %
D%, Src I¥ Phospholipase C zeta (PLC () % U v [#%{t 3" % (Tokmakov et al., 2014;
Fig.2-2)o PLCL A TN EZREL L DFYIIC B W TR FREMICHRILL <
BY.ZREERTHETFLVINCEBIATND 2 L E I T3 (Kashiretal.,
2013), PLC L i3 Z D%, MINIHEHE KB 53 T & % phosphatidylinositol 4,5-
bisphosphate (PIP2)% Inositol trisphosphate (IP3) & Diacylglycerol (DAG)IZ 7K 57
9~ % (Parrington et al., 2007; Tokmakov et al., 2014; Fig.2-2)o IP3 ¥, ER LICHHTE
3 % IP3 receptor (IP3R)ICHE & 5 Z & T, ER WICHFE S LT Wz fifg A v o
7 LA F v (Ca?) ZMIEEAN~KRHE X2 (Yoshlda et al., 1998; Stricker, 1999;
Dumollard et al., 2004; Fig.2-3), % < OEYDOIITIEZ D X 51T IP3 BEE K+
L7 O MIIE N Ca S LR T 2, LA L, —HoEM (Y= e +F) TR
cyclic ADP-ribose (cCADPR)Z[E U { ER LICHEHET 2 AL Y LA TV F v H L
Ryanodine receptor (RyR)ICIEF 32 & & TCa DM ZFERT 5 &G I
T\» 3 (Stricker, 1999) . % 7z, Ca? IR LA ORI EYHIC X > TEHRTH Y |
FHTOHEARIY CPRED LRAPIHME Y. Z DRIND KO~ &R IR 23
% Ca?'yz—7%, ZOHEZKZICHOLNS CaREIPBEEORIFECc LTI 2
Ca¥*f L —va v Ao T2 (Stricker, 1999), SN TIRE LA L 7

Sperm
lon influx
l :
Early response Late response
0 ° ° lon channel
MP change @ @ @ CG exocytosis ’

Egg membrane \L F-Actin >§9\
'T‘ )

Ca2* |=>| CAM MLCK PKC Syn

IP3 |=>{IP3R ‘ DAG T T
cADPR |=>|RyR

Figure 2-3. R ICH T 2 BV RIG & B G O HlHEE

Ca" 3 Z Dk, WA > T LG X v X 7B OEH L Z AL <, %&b 3 2 % EER
LB DR & &2 ilfH 3 % (Ducibella and Fissore, 2007) ¥ 7=, PIP2 DNl
IKFRIC X 0 BB L 72 DAG b ONDRGEAL 2 HillfHl 32 o 7 F A AnZ#E I/E 3 5,

10



D% D, DAG *° Ca? UL ETITON 2 ZREDO KL Z NI R 8¢5 2
VEAvERVvIr—ThH, TNoDOHMIEENTOZEH I IZINDIKIELICE T
JEFICEETH 5,

2-2-2. HREHER

IHOIEHEAICE T 2 REH & L CRBOTHO B L HICLBIER1SE T 5N
%, HIGIER ITER OB AT 2 L BIREZ T 2 EcH 5, 2 i,
2ODANZRLBEATE Y RS IHIES L BEVWSKEG S ohTwns, 7
WEHIFHES I T IC X R RICEBD T4 U s EEMoZIc L VERK T
% (Iwaoetal., 2014; Fig.2-3), —HiIEWHIFER I3, ZAERICINKIER. (Cortical
granule: CG) 23HIAEIE & @& LAAEE S 2 & & CHBYIABHIMEN IS & v, 5%
I TER X 4L, & 72 %2 OZKEE T G~ L BT % e EEBOERIC X
pElER I N3,

BnISIc s T 2 MIEEEMN O Z X, Caic X > THIZR I, MlaE
Y VIEE CEBICX VBRI N T WA 20, RN L Mg » 504 4 v
MAFEZ S, L2 L, Na/KIR Y 72RO & T 3HERX VX7 D@ % I
L0, MAENIEMES LD b Nat23D e d KIS WIREBICRR 2 TWwW b &D A4
A v OREAZ4 U, BELIZ B IR T % (1L N ; Wozniak and Carlson,
2020), L 2> LZHE%. MIREBEICHEAEST 24 A v F ¥ 2O L, FEDA A
Y SRAT % T & CHEENL (Membrane potential: MP) 13 1E % 7~ 3~ (i 4 #8; Wozniak
and Carlson, 2020), T DZMEEOMIEEO I oM E D 7253 A h =X L, EY)
Ik oTHETH B, 7oPHAFTIE Caicxt L T2 Ho4 v F
¥ A VDRI X 2 Na'° K ORABHBEO itz 5| 2 925, hz
JICIE CIrF ¥ AMIC CaZME T2 2 L TF ¥ A L OROFHEE X, JHJEH
D CIPBIINICTAT 5 Z & CUNKHDIEE M EE 2 2 LIk VEIZRI I
% (Wozniak and Carlson, 2020), Ti¥. JNDEE 2T 5 2 & THEII L
FORIABITTHONEDH? 2D A H =R LICE L TIERZ A Z A% s (Jaffe,
2018), EFEA T NMICB LTI, FHFIRIWEBICHEEST 2 XY —FxnfEs 572
DIT, SR IC matrix metalloproteinase-2 (MMP-2)Z H L T\ 5235, Z D MMP-2 O
BHBEFEDT I BEVIBIEICHEBEL TWwWb 720, HEMSEICHEEL TV
IIANIENE & Ttk & o HEI NS 2 L AME I N T WD (Iwao et al.,
2014), 2D XoIT, ZHE. A A O VI I X VRIS HEIER M Thb
5729, THIFFRWEHEESKIGE LTHbNTWS (Fig 2-3),

EWRISIC BT 2 RIER DA & 13, RIFR O & il & 2Rta L, KER
DNEYIHINENICH X3 2 e Th b, RIEh L Ml B+ 2 45

11



BB, 2O, MEECETH & LTS 57T 7 F ViR HEST %
TEICXDMMAEENE YA P A~ BT 52 e THREL 7 5 (Beckerand
Hart, 1999; Fig.2-3), Z D@ TIEE T, CaM KEFW & ¥ F —+€TH % Myosin
light chain kinase (MLCK)7S Ca?" i FRIC X WGt b e, 7 27 F VIKIFH
RE—X =RV XIETH % Myosin Il ##illf#l 3 % (Ducibella and Fissore, 2007) .
Z @ Myosin I I X > TT 7 F vl INRE 2 O Ml Eflic 2> TEAL.
TNICEVELLET 7 F villffticZ L WRBHEE CRBR SR~ T 7 &
295 Z ENA[REL 72 B (Becker and Hart, 1999; Ducibella and Fissore, 2007), X
SIcKER OMIEE~D T 7 & Rlx, Ca** v 7 Faic X Yl chilfl T h 3
protein kinase C (PKC)*° Synaptotagmin I (Syt D23BAfR L T\ 5 Z & HHHS 2T X
T\ % (Eliyahu et al., 2005; Leguia et al., 2006; Fig.2-3), Z D X 9 ICEE WL KEE
BORIGIE Ca* > 7 F %@ L CHlffl T 5,

2-2-3. BRI

ZAE DR A Z T, N TEL 2B bD—>2 L L CTHIEHN pH O LR B2 5
N3, 2O pH OEFIIZHERD X v X7 EEBRICHERLRETH D, pH DE
ftix. DAG #* PKC ZiEE{L3 2 C eic X W #lfl T % (Grandin and
Charbonneau, 1991), PKC Ix DAG IZ X b &M L 2 7=, HIAERE LIcHFES 2
Na'/H" exchanger (NHE) % U V[#{t3 2% Z & CHIlEN © H % et~k X &
% & [ARFIC, AFENIC NatZ it A X2 % (Grandin and Charbonneau, 1991; Rangel-
Mata et al., 2007; Fig.2-3), ZHUC XV, JIND pH 28 EH9 5 & & THEDMEST
IR X v AN EOERDBBB I NS (Winkler et al., 1980),

2-2-4. W E DO

2-1-2 Timih L 72 X 5 ICRZIGIN Tl I A0t i R A o fl e A #H <
T — Y TfEIE L Tw 3 (Whitaker, 1996; Hoshino et al., 2010), 21X, 57T,
FLEE O KBRS M B CfE 1 L T3 Y | Z #1113 M-phase promoting factor (MPF)
T® % CDKI1 (Cyclin Dependent Kinase 1)/Cyclin B D#E &R m o iGPE % #Efr L
T3 72 TH2 (Tripathietal.,2010; Sato, 2014), MPF i1 D#fEFEFIZ. Cyclin B
D E3 2 *F v U H—+TH2s Anaphase promoting complex/Cyclosome (APC/C)
BIHI X, MPF ORIz 53 2 ik 3bDTH 5 (Levasseur et al.,
2013; Tokmakov et al., 2014), APC/C ®i%itk:l%. Mos/MEK/ERK1/2 pathway D T
5y ¥ CT» % Ribosomal S6 Kinase (RSK)7Z% Emil/2 %° Bubl Z#ilffl 3§ 2% & & <l
HilZ 3% (Tokmakovetal.,2014), ¥7-. RSK ¥ APC/C ZiEMAL & & 2 Mytl #®
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Weel #1325 2 & DI TN T2 (Tokmakovetal., 2014), KiC, DL &
AT 5701, JINTHERF S LT\ 7z MPEETEIZ T 280 . JE R AR 3
208 HH B, MPF DREHALIZFIC o 0flfElic X - <ftbn s, —2HD
Ca?*v 7' F NIT X % APC/IC DIETELTH 5, HiiE Tk~ 7z X 9 I, KRR IC Ca??
BEFEAL, chicX b Ca'vr 7 FadiEtfbainsg & a1 I3 HlfE
XN 3 (Ducibella and Fissore, 2007; Levasseur et al., 2013; Tokmakov et al., 2014),
EHEAL XN B T T D 1 2& LT Calmodulin dependent kinase 2 (CaMK2)723%¢
7543 (Ducibella and Fissore, 2007; Tokmakov et al., 2014), CaMK2 I% APC/C
ZiNE3 2 Emil/2 Z BICHIfIT 5 2 & T APC/C %3Gt 32 (Ducibella and
Fissore, 2008; Tokmakov et al., 2014), ¥ 723T4E. Protein phosphatase 2 A (PP2A)*°
Ca¥y 7" F iz X 0 iEM L E 13 Calcineurin (CN)2S APC/C D iEME L IcE 53 %
Tl hME TN TS (Levasseur et al, 2013), T3 6 DEEREZ /> L CiEMAL X
7z APC/C X Cyclin B O3 fif % 5553 % 72, MPF iGMEMET L, WO R
Hhl3 %, —DH?P'. Feedback #AIAAHILS Z LI X 2HTER 72 APC/C DM
f£<TH %, Mos/MEK/ERK1/2 pathway |3 MPF % positive Feedback sffilc £ - T
HHI L T2 2 A T b (Levasseur et al.,2013), 7z, Cell Division
Cycle 25C (Cdc25C) % 41~ L 7z polo like kinase 1 (PIk1)IC X %5 MPF @ positive
Feedback #fflid 5T LT3 (Ferrell, 1999), L2>L., Ca¥*v 7 F i kb
Cyclin B DA IRE 2 &, 25 D 2 DD Feedback Fffi (Fig. 2-4) 25HAN 5
72 ® Mytl ® Weel OiEMED LA 32 (Tokmakov et al., 2014; Kishimoto, 2015).
PAEX Y. MPF OiEMED Ca¥ 2 e e T2 EBORIEIC L v ilfEnz LT
WEOTH DB MEES NS,

2-3. BiYISRIc 1) 3 (AEHER EBREE

Mos MEK |=>{ maPK

| Bub1 | [ Weet |
CycB
PIK1 CDK1 !
Positive feedback

Cdc25¢ €= Activation
I— Suppression

Figure 2-4. MPF {EYEMERF 2 4H 5 Feedback RS
CDK 1 /Cyclin B (MPF) D35 £ 13 Mos/MEK/ERK 1/2 pathway (C & % positive Feedback i & PIK1
IZ & % positive Feedback i IC & » T REEZRHEFF S T 3,
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B O K X, MO BRI O & % g 3 2 REhE I i % 565
%, ZOWEEERKICIE. MANICE T 250EDRERT (X o827 E, mRNA) &
2V IIHIIEEEAS A —ICRE T % 2 & T4 U 3 IERE: (k) 2R ZETH 5,
o T, BV 2 BifR 4 2 -0 i3, IRICHtESE L 2 XA 7= X 0% H
fs 2 2 LNEETH B, MofkihEiciz, EVEEORERT 2S5 L Tk
D, ILICEFNEZBH S ERENRTEDZ A= L0 2 NF DLW R
TH2IEBHLNTWS (Fig.2-5), Hl 21X, #ricix 1 MAEHic PAR % v 3

Polarity establishment

Cortical flow Cortical rotation Cell migration
Caenorhabditis elegans Xenopus laevis Mus musculus
Par 1, 2 Dorsalizing factors Nodal activity

2 ). ¢ ¥

o
Anterior Posterior Ventral ﬂ Dorsal Aﬁl@ﬁerior

Figure 2-5. Caenorhabdities elegans (C. elegans). Xenopus laevis (X. laevis) .

Mus musculus (M. musculus)iC 3} 3 R AK

BEINC BT 2R B OB XX 2 R L 72, C. elegans @ 1 fEHATIE. Actin #HE23
KT 2 SN | 2> o THHERK X 1, 2 Sih - 72 E B 2542 U % (Cortical flow;
Nance and Zallen, 2011), Z#UIC X Y Par 1, Par2 X v ¥ 7 EDJGEICIERFREDL A UL itk
AR X 115 (Nance and Zallen, 2011), X. laevis O 1 MfEHA CIIHEY)EBREREICRIEL 721
— MR DIUNEREE 2N ER X 115 (Elinson and Rowning, 1988), & OU/NE & 23 8KE) ) % 4
AL REH 4 30° [BlEEF % (Cortical rotation; Elinson and Rowning, 1988), Z DFR, fMU/NE
g e X 0 FHFZRKIA T (Dorsalizing factors : Dishevelled, wnt-11, GBP) 2k s Z &
TG 2SEE X 715 (Miller et al., 1999; Tao et al., 2005), Mus musculus C 13RSI IC B
T Nodal % ¥¥1 9 % Distal visceral endoderm (DVE) cell 25#%8)3 % Z & T, DVE cell 23 F1E
L CW 72 fEIRICHT 72 1T Leftyl % %313 2% Anterior visceral endoderm (AVE) cell 23K & 115
(Takaoka et al., 2017), Leftyl I3 Nodal Z#lffil| 3%, X HIC. T D AVE cell 23HiiHHR ¥ E fEIHIC
B#)3 % T & T Nodal DFEBUCH A U, Bkl T X 41 5 (Takaoka et al., 2017),

JEBEDRIENZ =V, T 7 FVOFBKICE bR nwELT 252 & CTHOF]
B2 E ¥ N3 (Nanceand Zallen, 2011), £7-. # T A-Tli 1 HIAEHIC war-11
mRNA % Dishevelled % ¥ X 7 &L — A EEOBUNERGSEIC L > Tk I N 5B &
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I X FIEEI S X LD (Milleretal., 1999; Tao etal.,2005), ~ 7 A TldJFH &
IR IC 35T, Nodal ZHIHIS 3 Leftyl % FH$ 2 #liafE (Anterior visceral
endoderm cell) 2SHitR T EEIK ICFEN 3 2 & & CTHiRIEMATEAK X 115 (Takaoka et
al,,2017), T D X 9, EYEE O LR RER T & Z D/ERABH SN TE
D . % DREACIZHIIEE KR CTH 2 Z L BHL I I N TS, o T, B
BIEEA N =X LR X DL RERRAT 2720101, RERFDOEVE ZD)H
Tt % §il{Hl 5 2 MBS O FEIEE D 2 AP EE L ERE 1 5,

2-3-1. MHREB#& DLHE

M E R TN ICTFE T 2 kiR D 2 v 7 BEERTH Y . Mo E)
PIRE, MIAAYEERE R &4 ch7- 2 iE2H6 3 5, MEEKIZ. UNE
(microtubule) & #1527 4 7 A v } (intermediate filaments) . 7 7 5~ f#li#ff (actin
filament) @ 3 DIC KAl X415 (Pollard and Goldman, 2018), fU/NE 1X. a-. B-F
2=TVVDNTREAT—DOERINTEY, TO~T 1 XA < —5558
LZE#EROBETH 7T b 74 AV b RERT 2, b1, 7 b 74 7
AV B BABEROFICR S Z Lic XY 25nm BRE O NROMMERIEETH 2
WUNE DB E 115 (Goodson and Jonasson, 2018) . f8/INE 1T 13 PE 2 FAE L.
~Ta XA —DEGEELPFE Wl Z 77 A5, EWlz~ A FRbEe 5
(Goodson and Jonasson, 2018), Z 156 ORI IIFFEN R0 T BFELTE D,
WUNEDEGLMEAZGIHT 2, 4 FRIFETIEX, y-F2—7V volgikiE
iETdH 5 y-tubulinring complex 23 HE L. I HICHMRICT v A ) v 7rEdns Z
ECUNEEE, MEASHIE I NS 2 LM 5N TWw5 (Akhmanoval and
Miche, 2019), —/ T, 7' 7 A4 Tlx EBl %21x L &3 % 7 7 RIGEMIK T
(microtubule-plus-end-tracking protein: +TIPs) Z X 0 E& - EA I X L2
(Akhmanoval and Michel, 2010), Z D X 9 Z=BUNE O & EiEIZIER B
BHDTHVUNEZAF I 7RI, ZDEEIZZIKICH Tz 5, WUNE D
BERE & LT, I 420 off) < Uik o iy NVERSSE © H 2 B A2, fRIE o
R I BT 2 /MMEEEIC RSN D X 5 RUNE DB L 72 v — VEREEE 03 T
535 (Lasser et al., 2018; Vukusic et al., 2019), fUNE X Z b DERER SIS
2720, B2 EARTE— X -2 v X7 EDORG LD, E—X =R VX
78 1% ATP OHIKFRIC L D T AV F =2 B CTHUNE E2BE L, 72, BEH)
DS AED & Kinesin (7' 7 R~ E)) & Dynein (=4 F R~ 8)) 10 ¥H
I3 (Woehlke and Manfred, 2010)
R 7 4 7 AV i, 10nm BBREOREZFFoMiaE&cd v . MAILEAE O LR
RO N SR E DR TEMERE 72 & Bk 4 72 1% &I %2 4H 5  (Sanghvi-Shah and Gregory,
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2017)o £7z, BB 74 7 XY PR THY, 60027 FRICEZNE NN
SN BENTHEHEL LD 2FFET % (Sanghvi-Shah and Gregory, 2017), il & L
C. Keratin % Neurofilament, Nestin, Vimentin 7% £ 23251F 5% (Sanghvi-Shah
and Gregory, 2017), ¥ 7=, ':PFEEJ;f*7 A4 T AV MTHMBFRRICREET 5 2 & A
bhTsh, Mildomnft~v—h—IcHwHNS Z & d %\ (Sharmaetal., 2019),
E—RX—RXVYRNJEORG L VBN 2 AR T oM EK S ZERAR D,
BRSO N 3~ 2 R Z MR 5 5 720 OBEBEZ B72 L T\ % (Sanghvi-Shah
and Gregory, 2017), ¥ 7z, MOMALE & 8x ) HEICIE ATP ZfEHE T, A4
F ViR pH K6 CHEAT 20 FRENZEAGKRKXZH T 5 (Pollard and
Goldman, 2018).

T 7 F VML G-T 2 F v H ATP DK fEE AN F —ICEAL, 10 nm
LUT o 0ifii # #5532 (Blanchoin et al,, 2014), 7 7 F viliitix. 727 F v
HARTFICKFE L CTERIMEZER L. Z ORHE IS U CHERE RS <l fi &
B3FEi X 15 (Blanchoin et al., 2014), 7. 7 7 F vz, v 7 F L0
Fic B 2 2 LA IC I, MU &4 IR D 72 5 E IR Ol
HICB D > T2 2 AR IN TS (Blanchoin et al,, 2014), 2415 DHERED
HlfEIC X, BUNE L FRIfRICE — X — % v o3 78 (Myosin) 1 X 2 888 ) 23R8 5- L
T\ % (Blanchoin et al., 2014),

2-3-2. MRS BHRAKTER e REhERE A 71 = X A

HIEE Cib~7z X 5 ic, 1 fR A I H R B A AR /Y 7 ARl R OE A 7 = X L & FF
DEPIL K HEIN TS, AETEHZOFTHHARAIRSERL T3
770 AV AT (Xenopus laevis) W& H L Cimih 3 %, Xenopus D ARZHEIN
k. MAE. RJE. I L O Share zone & MEIXN 2 KJE & MifUE O H ICFEET 5
INEZEERWEICKH X NS (Gerhart et al., 1989; Weaver and Kimelman, 2004;
Fig.2-6), W HEEE EE T 2 BIRRIZEATECH b | B ERIT N8 R 23
BB 7 S b a vy FITAEDFALT X FICEATZHIINE S X CRBOH
RNz EOCRBE» ORI NS —T7. EYEERIZINE R ICE A 72l E 3
;wé%%ﬁ%@itmifﬁ%%&énfzb(%MMauJ%w\%%&
@Jﬁﬁﬂi EFNITIYy o T2 IERFRIEDSIFAE L T B, & o BEhffEh 1%, Tk o iftkihic

EHIGT 5,

Xenopus T AT LM (G HH) 1B, HEYIRD share zone
THUNEPERB L., ko BTHicm»> CEEICKM TS ETHRELZL —
VR NE W& % 2K 3 % (Elinson and Rowning, 1988; Houliston and Elinson,
1992; Elinson and Ninomiya, 2003; Fig.2-6), T DL —fklifiE s € — & — &% v 3

16



JHED DR AWUNE R ZWE L L, EYBEE 3 X O Share zone (XE)PHR I
a7 > TH) 30 EE[#E 3 % (Gerhart etal., 1989; Weaver and Kimelman, 2004) , %/
m§E &M EN 2 ZoHRICEL Y, RKEB=HHRDOEK I L HFHIIEKKE T
(wntll mRNA, Dishevelled protein, GSK3 binding protein) 23k X5 Z & T
HRIDTERL X 115 (Gerhart et al., 1989; Weaver and Kimelman, 2004), F 72, X X
NRET T 74 v a0 k) aEFRABECORAKOHKRIMEI LTV
(Abraham et al., 1995; Jesuthasan and Strihle, 1997; Tran et al., 2012), ¥ 7 7 7 4
v 2l B W THEYIRRICHIZE L 72 L — VRO BUNEREE DS T AL & 4L, Xenopus DR
JEeldis & FRRDBR 2R3 & AR ICE R ORERFTH 5 wnr-11 LI 5
(Tran et al., 2012), > T, N6 1HfEHIICER I L5 L — UV EBUNE R
Eix, RHERT R IC X 2 REE K ICHERETH 5,
TlE. 2OV —AERBUNERSEDTERIL & D X 5 s A A =X 202 XY il

Shear
zoon

Sperm .
aster Ar.l imal
hemisphere

Cortical
microtubule

Yolk rich vegetal
hemisphere

Animal

Ventral Dorsal

Vegetal

Figure 2-6. Xenopus D3R J& [Ol¥x

Xenopus 13 1F 2 RGO AX 2R L 72, ARPUMITRER/NE LSRR O —5 %2 7R
L. IERBMZ AR L7z, JERBIC X, BUNERTE S TS RIEWUNERSE 2 TR 3 2 A 7
= A L%R LT3, tripartite motif containing 36 (Trim36) (II/INE 7' 7 Rimfk& % v X7 'H
T& % End binding protein 3 (EB3) % Shear zoon ICJ&j7f & & 5 (Cuykendall and Houston, 2009;
Olsonetal., 2015), UNEKIFII 7T — X — X VX Z7'EHTH % Dynein 25HlIfZE X U Shear zoon
ICHUNE 2 M L. W U UNE IR e e — 2 — X v X 7B CdH 5 kinesin related proteins
(KRPs)25BUINE % FidlAl & & % (Marrari et al., 2000, 2004),

X5 DTH A 9, plus-end directed motor protein CH % Kinesin Related Proteins
(KRPs) 25 0/ NE o B 7] P o il 18l 2 K8 23 Bl 853 2 BR O Ry /1 2 2 A 5
(Marrari et al., 2000; Fig.2-6), [El U =% — % v %278 CT&d % minus-end
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directed motor protein dynein (XAHAZE 2> 5 share zone ~DWUNE DA% 1T 5
(Marrari et al., 2004), ¥ 7z, cortical rotation [ELfif I tripartite motif containing 36
(Cuykendall and Houston, 2009) IZ X b . End binding protein 3 (EB3) % & O iU/ E

D 77 Al D FEES Share zone ~DEEBITHON L L BPWMEINLT WD
(Cuykendall and Houston, 2009; Olson et al., 2015), ZD X 5T, L — L EREKE

INEREEDIV S T AN =X LEFHL IR ) 205 35, AHAED S 5K

INTHY, FRCHUNE 2 Gl 2 Eia FICBAL ToME I Tnk,

2-4. FY OFIEARE

FY DRI, BB LN Y Y IARIBETH 28, hEEA 2~ v 7
CKEDIBRER L ), BREEL TS I L0 BRMYIMEREY T IC/HIE
IND, T, FATHAIADBRWC LR, T/ 070y 27 PR TLTWL
52 L7 D5 (Dehaletal.,2002), AP CETAEYE L TEHLS2HH
WwWHNTW3,

2-4-1. FX BT B3IDFEHLL ¥ S FiniE

I D IEHALBFEEIC O W TIZ R YINIC B W T HIFEREA TE D, WS e
Ca¥* v L—v a vaHIckkL s ZAIRSHRE T3 (Fig.2-7), Hibo X
ST, Y DORZIEINTIE Metaphase I TIEIEL TH Y. Mos/MEK/ERK1/2
pathway D7 (MAPK i&E) < MPF i 1E2* feedback FAAIIC X U @\ iR AE % #E
Ff LT\ % (Sensui et al., 2012; Levasseur et al., 2013), ZFEIC X v, T3 Ca2*v
T — 7k 5 CORED—EIICK E 72 LA %2R L 72 1ERICK 10 47, Ca>* A
YL—vaviAbil (Ca2*F L —3 a3 v series 1: Russo et al., 1996; Yoshida et
al., 1998), TN 6D Ca¥* D EFIZIP3 DAEKICL Y ER 2ot ang 2 & ¢4
U% (Yoshidaetal, 1998), # LT, Z®D Ca¥*A ¥ L —2 a ik ) CNZAHL
7z Cyclin B D fi# 23447 L. MPF iGHEM I S v 3 & & CREO A FHT 5

(Levasseur et al., 2013), F7- Z DFE, PP2A I X b MPFiEMEAIIdIE 5 2 &
RS XN T3 (Levasseur et al., 2013), X 51T, Ca** ¥ L — 3 v seriesl
&b, b T 7 F vEAERT RhoA KR ICHEYIMR~D T 7 F v ik
MEOEMBPFEINS Z EXMEINT WS (Yoshidaetal, 2003), 2D X 9 I
FYIITIE, Ca? > 7 F NI XY BT RO HBAC T 27 F v filitfe D PR K 233758
INZ LB INT VS, Tz, RN 15 72004 10 77fE. HY
IP3 ZA L7 Ca¥*' AL —vavdpg|xz 3 (Ca¥*Fv L —3 3 v series 2:
Russo et al., 1996; Yoshida et al., 1998), % L C. [FfD %X 4 I v 7T MPF i&tED
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BEABS XU MAPKIEEDOK T 23EE SN S (Russoetal., 1996), Z @ MPF i
PEDOF EFIC X 0 B HA~ L BIT L. & 5 ICHE MPF IEPE2 6] < 11
22 & CRBOI T $ 5 (Russoetal., 1996), BLED X 912, AVIITH Ca?
> 7" MPF &tk MAPK J6 1 D BE3E 72 Z28)1C X 0 N oG PE L 23l £l & T
VB ZEDBIEINTW D,

Sperm entry

—— Standard pathway Q’ﬁ’w

Reported pathway in ascidian IP3 pH regulation

/ Cortical change\/Calcium oscillaticmmeiosis resumptitm

—> Polyspermy block
PP2A Wee1
e
<

CycB
[mic |<—|MLCK|<——4-|- caz* || cN APC/C L= o
| |

CDK1
—TT
F-actin |~ Rho [cavKk2]—| |— -+ | MAPK « MEK
A
1st phase of reorganizatith j
v. | / \ ‘v
., ? v o*
¢ z .

. .

? ... “ ?

CAMP formation

Figure 2-7. DR OIEMAL Z 5 2 o+ 7 F M GEREE

IO L Z b ZHlfH 3 5 & 7 F MR OBIA M 2R L7z, BRI ENZ N
EAx OBYINTME S N TV ARE, BXEFYIICELTHREIN TV IRKEEZRL T
50

2-4-2. =¥ DEIRETE K

AYOIicid, 1M ICHIIE FHACE & M0 2 R M E o 8) %
L7, S M £ ISR Thi 5 25, 16 MIFIHALARE:, HEYIEER O & D
BRUCAIE S 2 2 DDEERCD A 3 [Ml 0k 2 REINE AL L B, FY DY)
WREICEITE N DOBSRIT, 1905 4EIC E. G. Conklin IC X - CR#E X 11T W»
% (Conklin, 1905), ¥ 7z. Conklin i%. NP OMIRLE IC 35\ TR 72 (LR FERL
POXTEINDG S DODOMEBPBPHFET L ERLz, TORND—DOTH S
myoplasm (%, 25t 1 MHAEHIIC KRB 2 5 8) (MIAOE HECE) %R L. &I
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BICHEE S NS 2 L2EHE & T\ 3 (Conklin, 1905; Fig. 2-8) . £ @ myoplasm
OFFELEIC X O I Tl E U 2 2 & CHIRENE A3 TH I 5 (Sardet et
al., 1989, 2007; Roegiers etal., 1999), ¥ 7z, FACE X #1172 myoplasm (ZIPE] 23T
T B UHE > T RE DEER~ & 43 & 7L 5 (Prodonetal., 2007) . D%, myoplasm
% ST R 7B ER A PARAR 2 WK 3 2 Mg~ & 43{k 3% (Nishida and Sawada,
2001, Prodon et al., 2007), T D myoplasm I (ZHTE K7 TdH % KFE mRNA 238 £
N Tk Y (Nishida and Sawada, 2001), =¥ OFIAFAETIE, 1HAHICiTDON
2 M E FHBCE IC X - THRERF23UNN D 1EHE 22 55T ICECE X 41, invariant 7z 5
Fox =i X o CTREEDEIEKICZ TR N 5 & & THEFERD FiEEdn 3 RIE
N EnbLEYA 7N RBEKRSEZTRT,

2-4-3. MR BERKERN ZMEE B L R ERTFOBE)

AIE TR~z X 9, MlEHEE IR YOEREERO BT LS 23
RTH b, o T, MITEHHFEEZBEST 2 2 L ix, FYOREIEKZ HFS 2
ZLICBVWTRERARTH 5, mYDRZIFINTIE, INLPERE T X L7z
PRy ZAAEE 2SI D R Il iE & T\ B (Prodon etal., 2006; Fig. 2-8), T DX,
B HEBEE DL E X 723 Bk, W 23R & 7 b BRI SR 23T K X
N5, myoplasm IZEIIGR{TE D Z < —H % Fr < RIS ICE T, B
PRICHAES %, myoplasm (X I P2 v FY T ICEAZMIAERERCTH Y. 7.
MREER F XA v e DI, FER 74 7 AV F2oEREINE 2 DDHEHR
(Lamina ##:&, Lattice &) 25 Y 32> (Jeffery, 1995), myoplasm ® X Y 3KRJ&
A X, M/ MERTH % cortical endoplasmic reticulum (¢cER) 7 7 F v D
2w b7 = BEEL TS (Sardetet al., 1992), Z D cER IZ 13 mRNA %
ribosome % & LEIFUCES D 2 0 FRFEL T 5 2 &AM & LT % (Sardet
et al., 2003; Prodon et al., 2005; Paix et al., 2011), myoplasm IZF7E 3" % FEE mRNA
ZEE MR L IC B TH 2720, FYDTBREIZRA 1 = X L% L 51T
T 57201, ZOMRCRHEOHIA A =X L2 MfEd 2 pmikdoi
%o
A E FACE A B AR I B CiTb i 5, Y OZIFTIE, Bk
REVIETF2EANT 5, ZHEERICIE, 77 F VB TEMR I 2> > CTEBE T
5 Z I X0 INeERERT 5 (Cortical contraction: Sawada and Schatten, 1989;
Chiba et al., 1999; Roegiers etal., 1999), Z D 7 7 F vV ilk#E D LR 1T X Y . Myoplasm
© cER. BWIFEERX VRA LB THRkOK IR~ Eobnd (5 1l
Ha’E P& : Sawada and Schatten, 1989; Chiba et al., 1999; Roegiers et al., 1999), %%
FG72> 5 20 0FRE ©, MG TR T IC X 0B & T BINIC R B A F 7z Hhuivsk
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2O FIE L I BIRIRERIUNERGE CH 2 FERESTER & 115 (Sawada and
Schatten, 1988) o % D&, HTBRAE I & HITFER Dbz~ & JIFRE i - T
BE)3 5 (Sardet et al., 1989), ZAEHL 30 70 C. KBRSk OB~ & H|
E L. WS D S ARRE > 2~ L BT D 72 O Rl AL 2 O O B AT
Hbitd (Roegiersetal., 1999), % D&, 3ZHEH 30 532> b 45 77 DRNTHE T 2K
B L OHEERTZ L, IO RE D SFO~EHEA L, WO HOKT L 7= MR
ClE 3 % (Sardet et al., 1989), myoplasm DEIGIESE~DBEIL, T R2IRE
DEFMBEEN Lo T b EINT w3 (5B 2 MIlWEHEE: Sawada and
Schatten, 1989; Chiba et al., 1999; Roegiers et al., 1999), % D&k, ZkH b4 50 77
THRMINE S E ST X 31, myoplasm (3£ ERIRE IC 35 CHLRI Y 7 = H A Bk
DAL v EFKT % (Roegiers et al., 1999; Fig. 2-8), & DARICHIILE FALE D
ERRIZEATIZEIC X 0 BEERIVICEH S 221 T 41T % 25, myoplasm DFEE) I B
b 2 AT e s 2 O RN 2 PRI LT WRA L CERIL T 5,

2-4-4. Bz 3 RERR 2T RMRER T

Yo 1 MU TlE. myoplasm 23~ & FECE X L 72 5HI X Posterior-
Vegetal Cytoplasm and Cortex (PVC) & MEIX 4L, % OFEIBIC IR ERER T 23& £
N5 Z DAL DI X T 5 (Nishida, 1994, 1997; Prodon et al., 2007; Fig. 2-8)
ZDPVCILEEN L RHERERFDOEERD 158 LT, &OIN %72 i#ic
X U posterior end mark (pem) mRNA 23¢] & CIEE & #1172 (Yoshida et al., 1996).
X HICZ Dk, PVC IR DMUFEER T CTH % macho-1 mRNA 23& £ 5
Z & 2878 & 7172 (Nishida and Sawada, 2001), Z L5 D PVC 14 F 11 % FHE mRNA
1% postplasmic/PEM RNAs & MEIZ LTI 0 JHRIETIZ T/ LENT-C in situ screening
7% 8T X 2 MEFERIMENTIC XD Y 40 FEEHD mRNA 23[EE T T % (Prodon et
al., 2007) , postplasmic/ PEM RNAs DR D 1 2 & L T, 8 MIEHIcFE ST % B4.1
CHREINZEIERICHBLI NG Z L BT oNs, C OEIERIINEDZIAEYIG
ICAIE L. Z OROINEITAEINFBITHONEEIEKTH 5, B4.1 1Tl cER ¥
postplasmic/ PEM RNAs, U/NEB L P F v v 2 L X115 Centrosome
Attracting Body (CAB) & FEiXL 2 #EiEATERL X 115 (Nishikata et al., 1999; Sardet
et al., 2005; Fig. 2-8), Z DEZDOYNE|T, D CAB ZEDOBIMICHIE L ads b =
Bl OARFEINENCHF G535, CAB ICE T 415 postplasmic/ PEM RNAs D% < 135z
HINCHED B8l & BS.12 &%\ BS.1l OAICHEIE L5 (Prodon et al.,
2007), B8.11 AfEILAMINE~ & 73k 3 % —J5 <. BS.12 Mifidid A5ER I T H
b AEFEMIAE~ & 521t 3 % (Sardet et al., 2005; Prodon et al., 2007) . postplasmic/ PEM
RNAs DIEEEIC DO W TIE WL 22 DEE I TREINT WS, 2T,
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pem-1 1XNEICEF 2HUFTTORT 4 — 77 v = v 7efildnit., INEE= o
HllfE 7e &R B BERZ B L T\ 5 2 L BME TN T3 (Yoshida et al., 1996;
Negishi et al., 2007; Shirae-Kurabayashi et al., 2011), —/ C. macho-1 1% zinc-finger
REEHIEIN T CH Y . Tbx-6b, ¢ DB 21T > & & THMIE~D Lz FH
B3 epiEIN T2 (Nishida, 2005), vasa [34EJERYITH % BS.12 @
AN /3 BE E N7 R ICRHER T . B~ D AT 2 & 5 5 A TEf N
DHLICEFE T 5 2 & PRB I T % (Shirae-Kurabayashi et al., 2006; Fig. 2-
8)e 2D X IICVK DA DBIETICE W THAEDHS 22 & 72 V) | AR IC M
TH 5 EPHE SN TS, postplasmic/ PEM RNAs O K5 DBIEFICE
WT, REZZ DERREIZII D I T RT W 7R,

postplasmic/ PEM RNAs (X, 1 #ifgiic 1) 2 J{7E- X% — v 525 Type 1 & Type
I I 4EE 5 (Sasakura et al., 2000; Fig. 2-8), Type I DfRFEH] & L T pem-1 <
macho-1 232\F b L, Type Il Tl vasa < pet-1 3% b 5, JIEKFGERE CHRE
X 7= postplasmic/ PEM RNAs @ 9 B Type 1 (3. RZFEINHIC I\ T cER &3t
ICINRE IC/TES 5 —77C. Type 11 (AR (7E%Z R & 3 ALK CTHEEL Tw
5 eI N T3 (Sasakuraetal., 2000; Prodon etal., 2008), 3ZFEt% (1T
5 ZNF N, Type I Tl cER & IIcHIWE FHECE & Mo BBt %2R L7
25k~ & #8) L (Sasakura et al., 2000; Sardet et al., 2003) . Type IT 1355 2 filfe

Unfertilized Fertilized egg 8-cell 64-cell
Meiotic |2
apparatus [RSENEES

Larva

Anterior Posterior
—

Animal

Anterior | Posterior §
1 Unequal

Vegetal cleavage

< Type 1 mRNA
O Type 2mRNA
< Mitochondria

Intermediated
filament

Figure 2-8. * Y O # I FZ AL BB IC 5 F %2 myoplasm O B B &
postplasmic/PEM RNAs D JG7E

myoplasm DZEE) % AR L7z, RIUAWNICIH T 5 myoplasm %S 2 MA/NRE ©
postplasmic/PEM RNA D JGIEZ LA L TR L 72, Y DEZIEINTIE myoplasm % cortical
endoplasmic reticulum (cER). Type 1 postplasmic/PEM RNA 23U FHFMICIFE L T %, —J
Type 2 postplasmic/PEM RNA (SMAZE ICH)—ITHAfE L T %o ZIFIRIC S o 3R~ & 1
Bj) L Posterior-Vegetal Cytoplasm and Cortex (PVC) % JE T 5, 8-cell #Hic PVC % &L EEk <X
Centrosome attracting body (CAB) 23K & 4L 64-cell #i % TIC ZRIOAREDH B THI S,

EEEE I~ L BT 5 (Sasakuraetal., 2000), %= Dk, UIEIDMEITS 5
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&, 513 myoplasm & [AfEIC B4.1 ~ & 43L& 41, cER ®fthd 431 & LI CAB
RT3, LA L. T4 Type LI LT Typel & [FIFEICRZIEINCERE I
JREL. % 1 MR8 BRER IR A IR~ BT 2 2 L dmEI T
% (Shirae-kurabayashi et al., 2006; Paix et al., 2009), fit o CT. FFE mRNA D %Ak
~NDOBEIA 71 = X LIIREZAHERB L A EINTw 5,

2-5. R BB

YO MEEI ik, 2 coEdR D X 5 IZ myoplasm ° postplasmic/ PEM
RNAs 23l Bl B A2 I JRfE b3 2 A E HRCE S Tb T 5, TOBRIC
L0 TRt (ETEMIAE ARG 23558 I 2 L b, il
BRRE IR YOREICKHABRRTH 5, HEHESLH T EfhoBY)IN
THHULZZHERPEONE Z L ZFHE7ZA, TNOLDOIITMEINTWS X
9 7B B 2 BEE DR E R DR AEAC IS 3 53 2 BT 7 M- B R 13 & v < 1
TEI TRV, ZOERKD 12 LT, FVINCE W THIaER o Bl
PRELIN TN EREIT L5, il 21F Chiba &1, & 2 MA0E FHidE
ICHBEWT PVC OXRFICHU/NE DR ZFl# L T 523, Z O REKRIZIAHKEC
HY, HHEMEICZL WL DTH o7~ (Chiba et al., 1999), % Z T, % 3 ZETIL,
AYINCEH T 2 UNEBIESEORELZTT Y 2 & T, MIEEHFREICED 5
W& ZAHT 2 2 L2 HWE LR EZIT o 720 —J7 C. MgE e RHERE N T
D JFEACICZ G- 2 HFE R UNERE DS HRE I N TWE X777 4 v ¥ 2 (Tran
etal.,2012) 5 T/ (Weaver and Kimelman, 2004) DSIICEWTH ., Z DR A
=R LEFREHLICEIN T, Jido X 5ic 1 fifaflclx, ZFx5l
E BT D HOFR® Ca?y = — 77 ER A BRIl LA R o, 2D
RO EWAL X, MIEEIAFAGIK T2 Ca2y 7 F A7 L OB EE 2T 5
Zrick vl T g, ME A RER T ORENL & OREIZ AT
5, 2T, B4FETIR, ZHHEDOY 7 F AT o2 MEEHEILE E O
Bfpz o IcT 22 L2 HWE Lz, 3B 5 ETiE, MEEHS myoplasm % #
B3 %A% 7B XD postplasmic/ PEM RNAs D RfZ2 [E{E# % = fE #l 1< S
L. 2o 0EHClREZEET L2 E2HMNE Lz, 2T TrIELEITOIR
R b, o ZEEIFRHC AL L. @R T 22D ZRIThVICRe# & 7=l
B DT AN AL 727 7u —F RRERBIRTH B, 2 2T, B
tEMizRR T3 2 Lick VEEo TR ERICAEL L. sl cro=X
JCRICHEIER T 2 & L AT RE R Pk DR # 1T o 72, KIT, T OBAFE L 72 Hiffi il
L., THETRINTH - ZMIIWEHIEDO D F AN =R L~T T —FF 5
ZEZRHNE Lz, dYOMIINERIE I L E TOWTEL L, “T 7 F VKF
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72565 1 BB & U INERAFERY 72 56 2 BRFEIC X D myoplasm DA~ D E) 2358 T
T37E VIR ARHERICE T > T3, Lz2-> T, B 1 MilEHAE > S
92 MEERE~OBITOA N R LRT 7 F Vi % EICE L Tl A
AL\, X ZCH 6T, BB S B L 2L X v . BUNERE
EOEE XL A VA4 7, postplasmic/ PEM RNAs 7 £ DJFFELICEEI ST 2 7 7
F VIHED B B 5 2 ic 35 2 & ¢, MIIE FEALEIC B 2 ML EE o5 E
EHETLICLZHME Lz, U b X oo, MIlEHEED S T A =R L%
fREAS 2 2 & THRY DK A 1 = X L OHERSTREER IS 2 & 2SHIFE X
N5, T Mo EY ol E IC B\ T RHERE R T % ik 3 5 ik o i 2
H=RXLDOIEWED 5 WIS RO 22103 5 2 kT, FEEIGEE A B
3 FCEEAMBAE R LBHKI L EZONS,
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FIE FYINCE T 3N HRILEY O Bt

3-1. Frim

AYON 1 MBS T 2 UNE OB 2O 20T B 72D 11T, MUNE B
DEMHET#1T 9 T L BREARTRTH %, 2-5 TRz L S ICHYIDOKE T
RoNBBUNE ZAHEREEEH L2, AZTAPXT I 74 v aDX 7%k
W S IRl S TR\, 2 2 TARETIE, S YINCE T 3 i RE o
WMUNEBIR DM 2 ET L, 1 MU B30 2 UNE O 28 % i ICEd# T 5
LR HME L, BUNEBE ORI B LT, [REE T & 3 2 AR EAR
DEFHITH 3 Scale i3 (Hamaetal, 2011) Z~X—2Z & L., [EED S fyEge
tEcoEfEr REL, S YIlcoM/NEMEZ T 5 FikoREEt %
1otz 72, ZOFEERH T, MEFICETE L 2EAZBETZ 2T 1M
NEHHIC 3510 2 UNVE O 28 % IAFEICRER L 72, & 51T, fUVE & myoplasm D
Tz RN S35 2 LI X 0 M E FECE I 35 1 2 U/ INVE o5& El 2 HEHI L 72,

3-2. RERRAF

3-2-1. ERREWY)

Y AR (Ciona intestinalis) %, National Bio-Resource Project (MEXT, Japan)
LRGN D DE[MAL 720 A YHED DRI, 2V 4 v ZFREL (shii
etal, 2012,2014). 7 4 M 2 — @B % 1T > 72 18°COWKPCRE X 7=, D&k
R CFAE L i, 5% 30 29 (minutes post-fertilization: mpf) T2 —Hif0E
HHECE. 60 mpf CTH—INEIZHIET 2, ZHEICIT. AEE> OB L 7%
INNaOH T pH %## 11 12§ 3% < & Tifithfb & ¢, kb o2 ¢/,

3-2-2. EFHEEE

HW DR T =Y TREI LM% 100% MeOH % FH\ > C i < —REfHIE E
#1To 72, %D, HEAIZ 100% EtOH ICHEH L, -20°CTIRIF L 72, Jetulf, 12
Al 0.05% Tween 20 % & T phosphate-buffered saline (PBST) % > T\ >, Triton
X-100 WEL 7' ) v v —VREH R L 72 Scale i3 GITO (4 mol/L JRF%E [MP
Biomedicals, USA]. 1% 27V tu—)L) T4°C, 90 /LB % 1T > 72, Scale AL
HMZiT oM%Y PBST T W, —XHifA & L T anti-a-tubulin mouse
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monoclonal antibody (Sigma-Aldrich, USA; 1:100 %), anti-MnSOD rabbit antisera

(StressMarq Biosciences, Canada; 1:40 #5H0) %/l L 7z, anti-o-tubulin antibody
IUINE % | anti-MnSOD antibody 133 b2 v F U T 2EET 2PUkE LTEN
Z N7 (Ishiietal., 2012), XA & L T Alexa Fluor 488-conjugated goat anti-
mouse IgG antibody (Molecular Probes, USA; 1:1000 #i fR). Alexa Fluor 532-
conjugated goat anti-rabbit IgG antibody ~(Molecular Probes; 1:1000 #fR) % F\»C
AT Z AT - 72 PURDFHIRIAEW 134T Blocking one (Nacalai Tesque, Japan)
W, 2Dk, ¥V FURE A F L (Nacalai Tesque, Japan) CTREA D& A AL
ATV, 274 FA 7RIy v b Lz, B8, HESIEMEE LSM700 (Carl
Zeiss, Germany) % F\ 7z,

3-2-3 EERMENT

BRLERII, A A=Y 27V7 b7 =27 ZEN (Carl Zeiss) % Fi v CTiEi{§
fbL. AU R, AR L 723D ET v 22 NE NG L 72, % D% DFNT
V. ERENT Y 7 b v = 7 Image J Fiji (Schindelin et al., 2012) % F > 7z, AT TIE
& LT, I, KIC myoplasm DILE % SH 10, B %Z LI L 72 IEH R
ZER L 720 Z DR T, T E2RE0 F 0 S X O myoplasm & FRJEHRUN
EREOBELEEZEH L 72, BTHE2REoFLEBE RO FoffiE L L7z,
myoplasm DA IZINFLICHTFT 2 10 DO T4 v Tu 774 Y v 7 %2iTwv,
myoplasm DO HifH % —flHL L. % Z 2> bR LA R L 72, RIEHUNERE 1L,
Z OFIE O G EHIF O rh ez A L L CHLY o 72,

3-3. EBER

3-3-1. FVINC BT 2 BUNEBESRH OREL

T3, AVINCE T 3N EBIZESLM DRt D72 %, Scale A DOKE % 1T
577, Scale IR IZETHEEADEWLAI & LRI TE Y, THHTH DR
RVBE Vv RTBERENEI S22 L CIREDRECKNIREZF2 2 & TAMRER
Bz @ 2, 7207 0 GHEIAR Y v 7B SicR, A~ &
A=Y &R E 3% (Hamaetal., 2011), 2 & T, 4 Y ¥ F LD Scale
2R3 ScaleA2 (4 mol/L FRE. 10% 27V 2 ua — v, 0.1% Triton X-100) D £FH K
BEZEZ DL CRELREEOMET 21T o 72 (Table 3-1), T DR, JRFEIF £
VR E AT 3 %E EH - TE D Scale RIWICF VTR DEELLDTH
2720, FAVISFALDOMETHS 4 M CIEEZET L, —HT, 7V tu—
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)L, Triton X-100 (ZAEFMB~ 0 REELCRELEZHEH T 20 TH H, MHkT
BRI EHOEARERICEWCIRRORMBE B 2 EE2 LN, Th
b DRERGT % 1T - 70, AWFFE I, BHIERBUNEBHEOREH A HIVE LT3
720, ROMUNEBIMERFIEL T B R T — 2 Ch 2 H—INEERTICHEE L 7=
g (60 mpf) % F\ T, R Scale i3 DI % FFAM L 72,

Modified ScaleA2 Urea'

Triton X-100" (%)  Glycerol" (%)

Original 4.0 mol/L
G10T2 4.0 mol/L
G1T0 4.0 mol/L
G1T0.7 4.0 mol/L
G1T2 4.0 mol/L
G1T5 4.0 mol/L
G1T15 4.0 mol/L

0.1
2.0
0.0
0.7
2.0
5.0
15.0

10.0
10.0
1.0
1.0
1.0
1.0
1.0

TUrea, Triton X-100 (w/v), and glycerol (w/v) were dissolved in

distilled water.

Table 3-1. 2R Scale SAFE DMK [from Ishii et al., 2017]

Scale AMDOEILAFEK L LCoshBRiz, s AL CEZY Y FLlE
XAFNLDNBDIEIBEmNT EBbho T2, — T, FERAORTULEEA] L LT
Hfd 2L, eafb R 2B X ¢ 2 2 L 23bd -7 (Datanotshown), Fikod X

C
1.5 -
%‘1.3
c G172
9
€ —G10T2
Loo
-
)
(O]
A 0.7
0.5 T T T \
0 50 100 150 200
Centrosome Distance (pixel) Cortex

Figure 3-1. 2R Scale ¥ D 7' Y & v — ViEE OBET

(AJB) 60 mpf DFEAICH L CELE Scale IR A M L . UM% et L 7= SR MBIBBIR,
(A, B’) A,B, D RARAAZDILKE, (C) A B DERHID X 5 icH.Lfk bR E T 100 v 27 %
2 DURDHOEIRIE % FHI L 7, ORI D SOCHRIE <0 3 3 HIRE I S 2 © &
KR DR Z T o 720 R —AN—[ZZNEFN AL B T50um, A . B T 20um, [from

Ishii et al., 2017
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9
3 60 -
S @ Control
o 50 A |G1T0
k) mG1T0.7
£ % 40 - aG1T2
2 S _l_ BG1T5
w o 30 - OG1T15
(o)
o 20
Ke]
E .
Z

0 - . :

1 2 3

Line number

Figure 3-2. 2R Scale FAFK D Triton X-100 B O REET

(A-F) 60 mpf OFEARICH L CHR Scale iRFEZ R L. UNE % et U 72 JLEE s BAMER IR
(A’-F’) A-F @ S A DK, (G) A-F @ X 5 icduifks b KEE CoOMEEIC 3 2D T 4
VEREL, 2hEND T4 v EodNEEEFHIIL 2, SOz EHEREARZ Loy
— 2% 1 KOBUNEWHEL LCEHAIL. 79 7IZ/R L 7=, Errorbars (2 SD #%&K 3 (n=3), 7
727 Eo*ip<0.001l THEEDOH DL LEKRT, AT =N N—FZNZ I A-F T 50 um,
A’-F’C 20 um, [from Ishii et al., 2017]
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91T Scale IR IIAK, FEADE LA HIE LR Tch | REREELTT
so7-1%, BIEOBERMICHWONE Z 2 23% s, Ld L. Scale iR3KIIIRED X
N7 —nA%E&A, JUKOPIR~D T 72> vl 74 A ExfFE 2
b, KT REROOTIRIREZ BV & L7z BT & L -CHIA
T2 HMET L7z, % & CARMZETIE, Scale i3 CHILIE % 1T o 7242 T
INE DRIEG O EIT O, ZOREHERSRE & 725 X 9 Scale MO UE 1T -
770

7 u— LOBEERI AT DI, SEEDZY) vt —L% 5T GIOT2
(4mol/L JRFE. 10% 2V +tw—i 2.0%Triton X-100), {KIEED 7Y 1 —
NEET GIT2 (4mol/L JRFE., 1.0% 27V -kw—)b, 2.0% Triton X-100) %
#8172 (Table 3-1), 60 mpf THEIE L 7212AK % Scale sAFRIC X > THILEE L,
INEGE AT o TR, GIT2 Tl LA % RUICIER ICHEE L 72 BIRIE O U
EMHERREEE TEL TV 2 03I ICBIZ I 7 (Fig 3-1A), —J5 T,
G10T2 TIIMUNERRHME D FERE DA R b7z (Fig. 3-1B)e £ NENLDH
HHRE DR EER T 5 72®IC Fig. 3-1A°, BO XS 74 v LoEE*EH L 72
& ZA.GI0T2 IZ B % HL5RE 0 Jl b % B IC R 37 2 & A3 C & 72 (Fig. 3-10),
INODRRNPG, 7Y 2 u — VB RIRED 1%L L, Triton X-100 DR
i1 o 77,

Triton X-100 DEFED 0%2 5 15%F TDF7x 3 Scale 3L (Table3-1) T Xk o
CTHIMLE % 1T o 72455, Triton X-100 O IRFE DA 3~ 2 1 fE V>, KT o B
RWUNEBMEDR IR cE % X 5 Ici o7z (Fig. 3-2A-F, A-F’), % Z T, Fig. 3-
2A-F O X 5 icHuiE s SHliieRE £ cofEsics T, 3 2D 74 v~ (Line 1-
3) LOMEEANE L2, ZOMEMHEDS T4 v EOBUNERME DA S % FHIl L
7RG, RJIEMHEE % /R 3 Line 3 13T, Triton X-100 25 0% T® 3 GITO 7 5
b PUNERRHE 2 I Ic B T % 3 2 L AR & 7z (Fig. 3-2G), i€ > T, GITO (4
mol/L JRKFE. 1.0% 7'V tu—) 23K YIIEU/NE O SE G 1 35\ TRl 7o i
IIRFICH 5 LIRET DL LN TE 5,

3-3-2. F¥ 1 MEHic BT 3 HIRMINEEEORR

AV IO MAE FECE IC BT 2 UNVE oRtdlE. HED L Z AT EREL
AR g O RNEHIE U INE D JRIFED A TH % (Chiba et al., 1999; Roegiers et al.,
1999; Ishii et al., 2014), % Z T, % M EHACE IC B F 2 BUNERE DFlHE %
1972012, 45 mpf CTHEE L ZIEAKOM/NEBR %2 {To7- & 2 A, EHOLE
Yettik 35 Z 72 o 72811 (Control) T3 &ARAZRE 1 A HARS 22 80 INE D JRITE D B 0381
"X NBH (Fig 3-3A 1 KFL) . KE Scale 3K GITO THIMLME L 721 EATiZ, [H
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R D RIS R WIUNE 23T ISR D WA 72 L — VERERE R R S 7 (Fig. 3-
3B:KP). DX BMUNEREDTFHEIC OV TIE I N T WA o72 2 LA
5. T DHTHIELE % CAMP (cortical array of microtubules in posterior vegetal region)
& HAfTH T 72,

Control G1T0

Side view Optical section

3D models

Posterior view

Figure 3-3. SR Scale 3838 G1T0 ZFM L 7z 45 mpf DIFEROBU/NEREH O

L RBEMER

(AB) XY H % LRI TR L7z, RO EXEWIRR, E2FiRICNIGT 5, (C-F)A. B %
SARFERK L 72 3D = 7V, (C,D) 2 b DX T EAEWIMR, LRI )IGT 5, (E,F)
B2 o B2K, 2R, KA ERE. RAIREBOMNEZRLTwb, R
r—)boN—(%, 50 um, [from Ishii et al., 2017]

KT, 1A IC B T 2 MUNE DB R AL 2T 2720, KREZFINE L 0%
K& DUN & MERFRYICEE L. GITO I X 2L Z 17w, UNEREE 1T - 72,
REFEINC I35 T, BIIRRICHEAE 3 2 BB A O 7 S48 & (i 2 RJE i
2> B MBS [ 2> 5 T 15-20 pm DIFEZ LT THUNERBTEL Twb Tt %
FER L7z (Fig.3-4A,G,M,M*). T OUNEIE, IIESE T ORI & 25T
EEICHb> THEELTE Y, ILRER (Fig. 3-4M*) 22b X v ¥ a2V —7kkoD
MiECTHD e pBEIN, AR TCRRLZRZHEINCETE2 Ay 2T
— 7 Bt % . Deeply Extended subcortical microtubule Meshwork (DEM) & 4 £} 15
72o —J7 15 mpf DINCIH T, FETFRRME (KD P HEPIRRATT CRIEITHE Y
REICHKELTEY, TR UNET7 Z7 7 AV P BHEYIMRICERL Cnwd Z
LRI N (Fig3-4B,H N N), 2D7 727 X FiZ30mpf TIEEHEIN
T, MHARICER. HETIHMETH S, AN THRALZ 15mpfickiT 5 C
DW/NE 7 7 7 A v b O %, Transiently Accumulated microtubule Fragments
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(TAF) & £ 1T 72, 30mpf Tid. REMHLICHTES 2/ F2RE IR E FE
LTw3 (Fig. 3-4C,1,0,07), —/7C. HYMHICER L T\ 7 TAF I3k L.
REY) 1 3% e RS IS U INE DIl 72 N v FAVIEE DS TE K & IR T 7z, 45 mpf
T ZDOMUNENY FAVIIFELZHHE L 72 ) CAMP 2P L T35 2 & A3
I’ (Fig.3-4D,J,P,P’), CAMP (%, Bt/ mICilm L 72 L — A Bk D UNE
NV ROV HHEYIRR D> D BRI R 2 £ COMYIE R A IO KE CHFEEL T 5
T BRI NIz — 7T T RERIRIIRE 2 SN, 3 Ciciio i~ L
ALTHEED, CAMP & DHHIERBUNE DR Y ZHERT AR TX b o7,
50 mpf Tl. CAMP DFE A RIBHKIE /NI 5 2 L ABIZE I 17z (Fig. 3-4E,
K,Q, Q). TDIE, UNE Y FviZ 45 mpf & LR CIEFRFRICHIT T X D HE <
EARICER T %, 2, ofLTld, REERIEKE N T W, 60mpf T
IZ. CAMP 133K L | 55— INEI 0 53 24 E 2 B K X 11TV 7z (Fig. 3-4F, L, R, R’).
GITO % 7= R 2 i NS BIZR I X D . UNE A v o 27— 27 % CAMP %
G 1 MIC s T 2O/ NEREO BB A IHEICREEH T 5 2 e R TE /=,

Unfertilized 15 mpf 30 mpf 45 mpf 50 mpf 60 mpf

A

- C
©
82
29
Ow

Side view

3D models

Posterior
view

Enlarged
posterior-vegetal

Figure 3-4. 1 FRIRHICEE L 7z (0 mpf - 60 mpf) D% FfELLt DH
IC R Scale A G1TO THUE L 7-BUNE o £ 5 TEMERER

(A-F) IEHMrm oAU R, Ko L8R, L3Iz 2 it d 5, (G-R)A-F %
SIARERERC L 72 3D £ T VX, (G-L) {2 & DX T LB, /2 25HiR, (M-R) A
o R, LM, (MP-R’) M-R @ B A OILKK, R FERGEZRL T
bo AT —=NN—IZNZIN AR T 50 um, M’-R’IF 20 um, [from Ishii et al., 2017]
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3-3-3. 1 MifEHIC 3 1F 2 FARBUNEREE & myoplasm D FeZ2 fHRY 7n ST

FYON 1 A E T 2 UNE DEE A O I mo/el 8T, TRETA
BH 72 5i23% s myoplasm OFEE) A 71 = X LBHL 2 C 7 5 2 & #MFF L. UNE
& myoplasm DEE)DBHEIC D W TN 21T o 72, 3-3-2 & [AIRRICHEIREAY IC [EE
ZATV UINVE & myoplasm W77 O “EREREEZIT 9 T LI X 0 TEBUNERS
& & myoplasm & DBIRZ AL 20T B2 XK BIRET o 72, RZIEINTIE, AT
W9 & [FABRIC myoplasm 23 EIYIRR (A SHELEITGE) ZBR X IRk DRGET
ICFETE L Tz (Fig. 3-5A, G, M), DEM (¥ myoplasm DFF{E 3 % FKIEEIKIC (X
HHF ., IONENC HERIIRIL CHFEL Tz, 15 mpf Tld, &fTioE L [HE
FRICEE 1 MIAEE BEACEIC X > T myoplasm 35 X KT 2RI H3HEY) 1Bk D 2K g
ICIFEL T3 2 L 2R L7 (Fig. 3-5B, H, N), 35 & TAF ORfR% AT
A5 L. TAF (3 myoplasm & HICHEYIMRKE ICRTET 5 23, K2R MAEHE <.
myoplasm DL Y X O FRCHFIPHTEBEL T 5 2 L AR I N7z, 30mpf T
X, FEFERE (KR 33 CICRERE CEEIL T 223, myoplasm [3HEY)
FERICEE o72F T TH o7 (Fig. 3-5C,1,0), —FH. ZOEHAL» L X it
U® 23 KEOM/NE NV Fovid, myoplasm DJA 2 Y O HRRERATICIE & 11T
W7z, 45mpf TlE. myoplasm IZFERDZMR~EFE) L T 523, A7 =H
ABRDO F 24 v iz FE S Twind > 7~ (Fig. 3-5D, J, P), Z DFE. CAMP
(TGRS IC 350> T myoplasm £ D b D F I A W HEIE T myoplasm %
P XD BRI THEL TWB Z LB I N7z, 50 mpf T myoplasm (%, #&H5{H]IC
ERHMLCEHHAKED F A4 v %FERT 52 (Fig. 3-5E,K, Q). Z DFE, CAMP (%
myoplasm D KJFEIH CTIH L T35 D | myoplasm OFH) & Wt s 5, —FH T, M
TEIRRIE T TIZ 45mpf 2> 5 50 mpf THID FLITHEA L T % 729 myoplasm
DB L —E L CWwin\nwZ ERB I N7z, 60mpf Tld, myoplasm 238 EBR~
OB ENT WS Z LRI N (Fig 3-5F,L,R), M EDOBIRLERI Y, 30
mpf 72> 50 mpf IC 3T myoplasm &AFFREIRKIZE R 288 2R T 2 & AR
e X N7z,

R, FBMIE FHECE IC 51T % myoplasm, fE TR, CAMP OZEE) % E
BRI L 72, 30 mpf 205 50 mpf IC B 3 2N F N oiE o dui % Il [Erh
Wrii bic 7’'a v b L7277 75 513, CAMP OB E)H myoplasm DFEE) & xJIG 3
% —7C, BTFREREETCiIcilof.OIcfFE L Tz (Fig. 3-58), X b,
b BEENC T 2 AL LT, BT T 2 77 7ic ks 5 2 & T,
CAMP & myoplasm (% 45 mpf 2> 5 50 mpf OfEIC, [FEROHEE. > F Y HER}
Kt AHC, FREOMEZLZ R L CTHEIL T 2 &2k X L7z (Fig. 3-5T),
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Z D CAMP OZAt & myoplasm O ®E)IX, 5 MA0E FECE % a1 1Bk & 1%
M~DE L | SINER~ BB L CEHHBED F X4 v 2B T 2 B icn
J5ZERTES LS Roegiers b (1999) DHIR & KfgIC X —& L Tw»
5, TS DN L. myoplasm O = HHABK F X 4 v DEKIC, CAMP 2% 5
LT3 a[ReER R I N,

Unfertilized 15 mpf 30 mpf 45 mpf 50 mpf 60 mpf

© o
Q9
Ow
£ L
2
S
[
- B
o wn
o
Els
all
ol 3
e
n 'S : t .
(o} e : RS % -
o . Y
S Animal Animal
e . 180 1
‘ 150
05 1 '*45 mpf %Postlrzlgr-
portt T, = 90
50 mpf - .30 mpf 2
Anterior ; —6 —a— Posterior & 60 1 N
-1 -0.5 ( 0. J T
50 i < .?50 mpf Vege?a?
05.] 45 mpf. M 0 e : : ,
30 m— of " .30 y: 4] 30 40 50 60
+#-Sperm aster--.. * Aji 45 mpf +Spermaster  Time (mpf)
+®-Myoplasm o “ 30 mpf --Myoplasm
-#-CAMP Vegetal -+CAMP

Figure 3-5. #RIFHICEE L7 1 #MIAEHA (0 mpf-60 mpf) DE%Z KR Scale i
3 GI1TO THIALE L 725UNE £ myoplasm O —E Rt 0 U BARGR A
(A-F) XU R ZIEHRBE TR L7z, RO EXREYIMm, EHBEIRICZNZE NGS5, (G-
R)A-F % S AREHERL L 72 3D £ F AKX, (G-L) 2 & DX T ESEWIRGE, /22505, (M-R)
il 2 & Bz X, L23ER, (S) M 2R, myoplasm, KIEWU/NE O Hh.LEE % 30-50
mpf T7 ey b L7277 7 ZER L 72, *30 mpf Tld CAMP IZER S LT nizo, fiki
RO RIEM/NE % FHAI L 72, Errorbars 12 SD #%K % (n=3), (T)S D27 7 7»bFEA%ZH .0
WK L7=78ay bOAEICEIRL 72, RFIEFERAEZRL T3, Errorbars (X SD %K
(n=3), A7 =N "—| 50 um, [from Ishii et al., 2017]
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3-4. EE

AR T I NE CAREKETH - 72 1 MlaHIc BT 2 UNE 2B 28, B
SR RELT 2 2 ik o THL 2 & Tr o 72, AiFZETH W 728 Scale 343
GITO Ix. FrICKEFEIR OB/ NEMMEZ BARIC T2 Z LIl L CT»wd, TNET
ICHRE T T B %R E O AR 22 U INVE D JRTE & CAMP D JRTE L. RFZE
Mic—LTEY, INTTCOMNEDREDERIZI CAMP THEZ L EIRL
T3, BIETCHABLZL I IKMNERF 2 -7 ) v X f~—T B+ 747
AV IERTEREING, 20D, 20X it 2R3 ¢ NTEAHEHRKL
LT, GITO D&IRIC L b, BUNERIBICHEST RGBT 2 —T7 Y v X[ ~=—
LTBPT4TAV I REORENEETE L T L T, MUNE Y & BETEL &
T3 EEZLNE, 2D T MOBUNE AN Y PAL EDORED5E - T
WAAREEDR B D, 2 D720, T E TR X LT 72 BRI & BB EE O A
UG & OEFMENEE I N2 o200 Lk, 5B IS5, F2—
7V VD1 TR E oA EAEE NS, DT, GITO IC X 5K\
WMUNE N v P o RTELIZ. BUNE T 53 5 AN & & o EmE YT E
ARV OBIEICHICHBRF I N 5,

A 1 MEHIC BT 2UNE BB ZH L 201 F 5 2 L T, CAMP &
3 O DOHMERFRIMUINERE Z 81535 Z LI L 72 (Fig. 3-6).1 2 H I,
REZFEINC BT BHNE A v > 27 —2 DEM TH %, DEM FIEE 2L E %
B < ONFRE 2> b HOIC 2> o T 15-20 pm DEI I —ICFET 5, ZHERIC
DEM (3 2 AR £ CTIicifk 3%, L7225-> T, RZHEIND 3 I35 | Mo H
BLiE 12 35\ C myoplasm OBE)RCREICEHE AKH ZH-oTwa 2 En3EZH
Nz, 2 0HDOHETH S TAF (355 2 MAE FHECEK 7% (15mpf) ICHEYIRRIC
ERETIMNE 7 77 AV b TH S, TAF 135 2 M E FHECE © B4R (30 mpf)
ICHEL TR Z e BBEINTEY ., H 1205 2 MNEHFIE S BT
BENCTER E 5 720 M E FHACE & OBSE I AHTH 5, L 2> L 30mpf 1.
YRR RE UG N v FADBTER S NRD, B TRERERE L RET
LRACTH 5, o T, 30 mpf URFICTER X N2 BUNVERSE IC B 1T 2 BHETE K
5T ARTE LTINS,

3 OHIZ, B MIEEE CERENDE CAMP TH S, UNE Y FAR
30 mpf T S AUIR® ., 45 mpf TH D FEL CAMP & 725, X HIT 50 mpf T
B O IEFRRFEIRTIE X D Ky FAREE IS 2, SO
2o THECAI L 72 28 & % OFEIE & /N & 2, 60mpf TldHk+ 3, 2ok Hic, 1
MR I — B IR S 2 L — A B FE L - REMUNVERbE I, Fidoh
INRET T 7 4 vy adINcE T 5 FEATICHY] X N MUNEREE L FEIL <
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Wb, AT AIITIE, T ORBRUNERE I IMIE D/TE N & — v 222 L &
#2721 Th{, FMORERTTH 2 Dishevelled DA ZAT 5 T & 238 &
NTw2% (Weaver & Kimelman 2004), [FIERICE 777 4 v v 2 Th, HFHIRE
K7 CTdH % Wnt8a mRNA & DILJGIENTER T T 5 (Tranetal, 2012), ¥
D R E PR T % & T Type I postplasmic/ PEM RNA D&~ D RTEIL. UM
BIIKRIFTH 5 2 L PE I N T3 (Sasakura et al., 2000; Tanaka et al., 2004) .
L7235 T, 1 AAEHRIC 35 1 2 RIEHMUNERRE IC X 2 IR e RS 13, Feisi s
JECETIHRFENTWE Y AT LATH L Z EAWfFEN3,

INE TOME TlE. myoplasm DFFRDEMGE~DIEH L, KT EIRAEDHE)
ICEET 2D D LEZOLNTE R, KK, UMNERE L L TR 2R
fthic CAMP 2MEEL T3 Z & 2L 2T L7z, ARBFFECTH W72 & BIfED &
Y CH % Phallusia mammillata Tl¥., T E TOME T myoplasm 1355 —MifE
HEEICE VT, 25mpf 2> 5 40 mpf 12 B 5 $&fli~DF%E) (Slow translocation)
&, 40 mpf 2> 5 45 mpf IC B 58 (Fast translocation) D BRSO % R L
T3 ZEPHEIN T2 (Sardet et al., 1989; Roegiers et al., 1999), AHfFE T
%% X 1172 myoplasm DFEE)IC—I L 7= CAMP DU X Phallusia mammillata “C
F. 541 % Fast translocation & X < MG L T3 Y| Fast translocation \C CAMP 25E4
H3 zrlgetbs it I n 5, o T, SR M E mACE <k, B EREC
CAMP % & ® 7= N ORUNEREE 2R D myoplasm OFEZ X 2 TW\»5 Z L
REIND,

DEM (Deeply

extended subcortical Unfertilized 1st phase of 15 r‘ninuras post 2nd phase 9!
microtubule reorganization fertilization (mpf) reorganization
meshwork)

Actin filament

dependent Polar

body

/ Me-olc
: apparatus \
\
g 3 § ,,‘ Sperm

Microtubule
dependent

I:l Myoplasm
TAF (Transiently accumulated CAMP (Cortical array of microtubules
. Microtubule >y _ . . i
microtubule fragments) in posterior-vegetal region)
- Actin filament

Figure 3-6.7 ¥ 51 1 #AEHA i 351 2 FripUNEREE

v o 1Miflasic & o n 2 Ml E HACE OB M S & ORI ICTZ & 12 FisiiuNVE
xR L. RPN HTRMUNE RS G o L ABEMEREER T 5, FEBICH O THUNE
(F%)F & O myoplasm (JR)D Gt % /R L T\ %, Scale bar=50 um, [from Goto et al., 2019]
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FA4FE Y 1 IEHIC BT 3 BUNERBE O HIEEERE o BT

4-1. P

A TR L 72 R YINC B 1) 2 iU NERSE (DEM. TAF. CAMP) (% 1 4
HEHA & 5 PR IRERENICTE R, TR 3 2 — i e & T & % (Ishiietal., 2017)
Z ZTCARETIE, UL 1 M CoEE 28 2R I iEicHF S5 5 o~
TFNGTICER L, FEBUNERE & OBIE % T3 % 2 & RIS & i
322 L2 HIE Lz, Wik X 5 i, K Z 5 2@ ISk y 7 F 0T 0O
WEHEDZAL L R ORI IC A IO G 2 T2, 2 by 7 F gy
F130i B X M Ic B LT, FHRCEBUNEZHIE L Twa 2 e dEINT
W3, REME LTES., C'o VY FAnEITFon s, Ml cizrry Y A
{7 * 72 conventional Protein Kinase C (cPKC) 2 MBUNERHHE £ v X 7/ CTdH % Tau
DV vigfbEHIE L, BUNE o LEWEZTHITHIT % (Callender and Newton, 2017),
¥, R ROKRZRINCEWTHLY Y LA X V2 ECH 5 Calmodulin
DI RHEEBITHEEEL T B 2 e bR TN T2 (Lietal,2016), — . <
7 A DRZAFINC BT ERK1/2 DHE & 72 5 X %27 E MAPK interacting and
Spindle-stabilizing Protein (MISS)23[F7E & L CH Y | I HEEE D L EL D BEE
ZHOTWDE Z EPMEINT WS (Lefebvre et al,, 2002), X 51T, LE DU
ERES TP E— X =2 Vv N0 EBRY A 27 ) VIRTFEWMF F — €8 (Cyclin
dependent kinase: CDK) IC X D #lfHl & T3 & & bfiiE I LT3 (Errico et
al.,2010), #&-> T, WOIIE L IC BTy 7 F Ao F ik, T E TIKbRTE 72
SN D ZAICh 2, SN OBUNE OFIENC D BETH 5 T L BRBRINS, £
T, RETIIRAEDOFIRICLE R Y 7' F MEIES T 25HHR U INE g o filfEIc
DAL LTWBZ e ERMAFL, REEIT- 72,

4-2. RERRAF

4-2-1. EEE)

R YR (Ciona intestinalis) 3. National Bio-Resource Project & Y $2fit X 17z
bDOEMEHL 72 FYEAED LI, 2V 4 v %2 FRZE (shiietal, 2012,2014)
L., 74V Z—JEE% 77 18°COMKhCREZE-, ZOLEETTHEL
79X, Z 1R 30 mpf O MIAE FHACE. 60 mpf TH—INEIZ IS 5, %
K12 iZ, PMEMAR D 580k L 7285 1% INNaOH T pH % 11 14 % Z & CiftAk
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&, KT I,
4-2-2. TEPIEAE

PAEAICH W E~ A, 7l 7 Ay P BX U, 78 H 7 A<y bIC
AEAEFTET 2 H 7A=Y IH 7 AE (Microcaps, Drummond Sci. USA) %
OB LIz, ~47m AT ARy PIIMUNG 7 A ERIZEE  (Sutter
Instrument, Novato, USA) ZHWTIERIL 72, fEHIL 727 7 A=y F B XU~
A7vah7Rxey MEBLCH W24 7 ZF I ZECBBREEEH L 72, dkcd
% Heparin (Nacalai tesque, Japan) % ZX B 7K1 3 mg/ml ¥ 72 1% 25 mg/ml CTIEMF X &
Too iHEERELZ ~ A4 7 FH T ARy MICTESE, EARBEMEE (Stemi 2000-c¢, Carl
Zeiss, Germany) IC[EE L7z~ 4 7 v ~=t 2 L — &% — (Model MN-151, Narishige,
Japan) ICE:E L7z, 2 VA VR RE L7 RZHEINE 1.5% Agar gel L ICHEFI & 4
FAL i Bl EREBINOERED 1/5 BEICAR S X5 EBREIC LV FEAL
Heparin |3 IP3R @ antagonist & L T & A ¥ DYNTIE Ca?>* A L — 3 v series
2 DRHE#HE TN\ % (McDougall and Sardet, 1995)

4-2-3. FEFIGFSMEER

MEK PH#E#] U0126 (Sigma-Aldrich, USA). CDK PHZ##| Roscovitine (Merck
Millipore, Germany), X v »¥ 7 E & B HEAI Cycloheximide (Sigma-Aldrich, USA).
7 7 F v EAEREA Cytochalasin B (Sigma-Aldrich, USA), X 4 =¥ ® ATPase [H
% Ciliobrevin D (Sigma-Aldrich, USA)% > 7z , Ciliobrevin D, U0126. Roscovitine.
Cytochalasin B |3 DMSO ICVAfRE X &, Z N Z VR 2 30 uM. 1 uM, 20 pM,
2pg/ml IZ72 % X 5 ITHM L 7z, Cycloheximide 13T % / — WV ITVARE L, KR DS
0.4 mg/ml £721% 1 mg/ml 725 X ICHRML 7z, FHFEFRICETS2a v Fo—
L& LTDMSO $7203x % 7 — A Z HEAMLHRE DR U B OREICR 5 X5

ONIL 7z,

4-2-4. JRDIRIEAL

I D BRTEAL 1% Calcium ionophore A23187 (Sigma-Aldrich, USA)% DMSO I & fi#
T, KIRE 8 uM 1T 72 5 X 9 ITREZAEINTIHNI L 7z, Calcium ionophore iﬂ 17
BEDAN T T LAFVFX VT THY, IOV T L4 F v ZMIEAIC
MAZH 2, Swada F5 XU Schatten DT (1988) Tlk, FVINTH L T 55
DR 5 1 M FBERCE . MR o i 238128 X 11T \» % (Swada and Schatten,
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1988)
4-2-5. RFH G E

HWDR T — £ THRAEI LM% 100% MeOH % W CTEIRT 1 RFfEEE
®{To 72, %D, AL 100% EtOH 1T [BHat%-20°C TR L 72, Bl A
1% 0.05% Tween 20 % & s PBST % I\ T, SR Scale id3 GITO (4 M JR3%
[MP Biomedicals, USA]. 1% Z'V w1 —)L) T 4°C, 90 7L % 1T > 7=, Scale
W % 4T - 72 % B U PBST T, —XPifk & L T anti-o-tubulin mouse
monoclonal antibody (1:100). anti-MnSOD rabbit antisera (1:40) Z#I L7z, 24
5 13 % L% 11 anti-a-tubulin antibody (Z8/NE . anti-MnSOD antibody (¥ Myoplasm

(Ishiietal, 2012) Z 3 2 Hifk & L THIv 72, “R¥ifk & L T Alexa Fluor 488-
conjugated goat anti-mouse IgG antibody (1:1000). Alexa Fluor 532-conjugated goat
anti-rabbit IgG antibody (1:1000) % > CHOEEGERZ 1T o 72 PUADO IR 1L
4= Blocking one ZH\ 7z, F72. 5 ug/ml DAPI IC X 0| Ptafi% SEER L
726

4-2-6. E{RFENT

2 DYt ® (T - 72 2EEAIZ BtOH O _EF %5 (35%. 70%. 100%) 12 X Y
Wik, Y FA F L CELLEZ TV, A=AV R T4 FH T RIC~ey v
b L72o Rl BIZR T S BEMEE LSM700 (Carl Zeiss, Germany) ? % F\»C
fTo7ze BUSL2H{RIZ, £ A=Y v 27V 7+ 7 =7 ZEN Black edition 3 X U0
Blue edition (Carl Zeiss) % F\>CHIRIL L. JeFUI R SARFER L 72 3D %
T NZE NS L 7z, SEEUI R I IR (B O BRS8N, A A3 )
TYESL L, —75 3D WRIZRIRWIIE 2> & SZARFHERK L. side view (Hi{R o E{H[23
gk, HEI2 %) B X O posterior view (HIfR D _EHIZSENYIMR) . vegetal view
(B D LRI 23 % AN ZVERK L 72, £ 72, ZEN Blue edition % F\ > CWI 3D [H{R
ZVERR L 720 HREEAT IR ATV 7 b ¥ = 7 Image J Fiji (Schindelin et al., 2012)
ZHWTHERML 72, Fiji & v 72 B§ T © TR IZSRICE W TR B X 06
BH % 5dab L 7=,
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4-3. REHER

4-3-1. FRBUNERE DEE) & B RET OHHBIENT

HIECTHAL 3 00HHBUNEREICBL CTIT 2T ICH720, b
DOREE A T O T2 IC DK % 22t (DEM: 10 mpfANICIHS. TAF:
15 mpf T X 4130 mpfE TITiJ. CAMP: 30-50 mpf CEK & 1, K&  JEHE
B D) BRI 720 D IERE AR FAERRICE 3 2 HERMLIEL TR TH %,
INE COMFETIE. B D & 59314 %> % 7R F minutes post fertilization (mpf) % F
HICBIZ % 1T > C &7z (Ishiietal,2017) o LA L. BHEH & EERICZHE 0L
T2 ECICET LRENICIIINORICEBEL 2720, mpfa I LTLE ) &
NIV XEEAEBNTEIT) C LIk b, RIFROWM/NEREDHIE A 7 =X
LOMRER AT 2 & ) HINZERK T 2 -0 icid, Kb 3 X Y IEfE 7
HERRKD LN L, £ 2T, Kb 2L L CHllEEIcER L7z, =¥
DYNTIEZREH, IEMEICEH IR A. 20 2. [ % % CARH e 0 2430

CGE1IIED) ~e 173 %, ZOMAEIHICNIGT 2 0ZEH % b LIC LR T
— N AL T2 2 L ORI D &4 2 v BTN T,
L LBAEETHDE LEZDLINSD,

XL, IR (mpf) I 2R oE &2 ERB L, COTEEDL L,
FREIC B CEBOMIEIIR 7 — U BREL TWw 5 2 LRI iz (Fig 4-
1A,B,B*) o 7. WEOGAZKT L, Rllas A~ & %173 2 RO < l3
PERIZ DIRFEDSIFRTIC X W K& ( Bn 2 2 L B S L7z (Fig 4-1A), % T T,
AKiFETlE Z DRI % Pronuclear stage & FEOY, % 7z, MEMERTEZ D282 & HifXIE
B (Pronucleus formation : PNfo) | Hif%f%Ei] (Pronucleus migration: PNm)
ATZEL A (Pronucleus fusion : PNfu) 1C[X43 L 7= (Fig. 4-1A) . Ric, #ififaE
AT — 2 Ic BT 2 HBMNEREDTEKEIG Z ER L 72 (Fig.4-1C) o % Off
B BWUNERES IR R O AT & BAE MBS B D Tz, REZABINCHAE S
% Ay a2V — 7 EEDEMIZ Anaphase T (Ana 1)2> 5 Telophase I (Telo 1) ¥ TIZiH
L., WO M/NE 77 7 A2 v b ©EFETAF 13 Prophase 1T (Pro 1) 2> &
Prometaphase I (Prometa IN D, & < FWRFEERE L5, —F. L— A RO KE
WUNEREECAMPIZPNm 2 5 55 —BE]IC 35 1) 2 Metaphase (Meta 1)iC 35\ TIZEK
ENd, b X0 FEmUNERGE 028 IR O AT L m W HHBE 2R L
T, INFTTORMETH Zmpficfb v, MIFEEI 08T % eI 3 5
C & CIEMERMNTZITA 5 C EDRB I T,
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Figure 4-1. & ¥ BT 2 BED R OHET & FHRBNERE OMHE
A) FYINDORZGINE X OZRKIN % 5 M ICZEH 60 70 F TT a3 — VEE 21T,

anti-o-tubulin mouse monoclonal antibody CTHU/INE (f%)& DAPI CTHAAK (F) 2t L 72,
Gt L 7Rt oo S 58 RUBAMER R L 7o B A E O LK 3D HifR 2R LT\ 5, JEEK
77 5481% Prophase (Pro). Prometaphase (Prometa), Metaphase (Meta). Anaphase (Ana), Telophase
(Telo) % FFCHEAT L. FHA (Pronuclear stage) T MEMERTEZ D25 Eh 2> & Pronuclear formation
(PNfo). Pronuclear migration (PNm), Pronuclear fusion (PNfu)IC[X4533 % Z &L 25 T& 5%, Scale
bar=20 um, (B,B’) ZfH% 04 (0 minutes post fertilization:mpf) %> & 60 mpf £ T 5 73 # IC [E E
L7z vy 7 ic s CiftE & 2 7 — Y ofla 2 F L7, BI& 137 L 72 3 Mo %EEgic
BOTHREHIZO % 60 MU LI ZFHIIF 2 2 & TRk, £/, BOS I 7ILB T 5%
7'a vy O —7 2 b EH O R RZE{L % B’ IC/R L7z, Prometa 1 IC35 1) % B (0 AR 13K
FHkoH.OARERIIZ RS, (C) &Ml ICE T 2 FiBUNERE O TR Z BT L
7o HIEIIMAZL 72 3RO EERICH T ZifafEHic> % 30 E LoIRZEHIF 2 2 &
TR 7z, Dotplot & Bargraph 13 ZNENFFEFRICE T 2T L BB OFEEZR L
T\ %, Errorbars (X SD #% 3 (n=3), [from Goto etal., 2019]

4-3-2. ZHAEREHIC BT 2 FIHRBINEREOMUNE X4 F I 7 X DT

2B T Lz X ) ic, il CRMUNE R ES. MEAZE VRS LT
UNERRE DR, IHRPTEREEEZ R ITMNE X4 F I 7 AT w5, )
INEREEDTEREIZ H B ORRECHITIA 1 = X L LB ICHBLTH Y., MNEX
AFITRAEHLPICT S L IIMINEMEDTFEZHO 2T 6 ECEHET
b, % T, FEBNEBEOMNE XA F I 7 2EHLPICT B 72012, M
Jiel BB & JLHE & L 7= T 2 (T o T2

T Ay a2V — & DEM ICB L TR 21T o 72 & 2 A, RZFEINTIZ
WA 7R XA v > a7 — 7 &% /R 3 — /5T, Telo 1 ICH T DEM (3B X I ix
7= (Fig. 4-2B), & & ic, FKEEICF T 2 MUNEHE O A% R FHIlS 2 5k
ICE D ER LR, Telol CIIEBEICHMUNEBHENRDLCWBEZ RN
7= (Fig. 4-2A, C, C’, D), LA L. Ak DEM A TERK & 41 2 FEIEIC 13 FLERIBA 2
WAHHIR 2 U INE D et 2558 7z (Fig. 4-2B), it > T, DEM (% Telol £ T
ICHREEL ., F2a— TV VE/ ~—H30VIEMINE 7 I 7 Ay FE LTHEELT
W3 ZEAIRBEIN G, RIT TAF IR L THT 21T - 72, Telol IC B 3 4
ERcix, 5 1 MEERREIC X BB L 2B FHRo b IE s T 2R E
B LTH Y., Proll 7> 5 Prometa Il I1Z 2> 1} THE T EIRIRUT 62 1T TAF SRR & L %
(Fig. 4-2E), % D%, Metall 25 Anall ICFH T TAF 2k T 23— T, BT
BRI BFICHE LR 5 2 B3 7z (Fig 4-2B), X bic, #Ala)E
Hicks T 2 BREBUNEOR X 2ZFER L 2FEE, Anall TRERICHIML TWw3
ZERENTS (Fig.4-2F,G), > T, ZOHAMIC TAF D E X Ok, 1
TRREDOFENTONDE Z L5, Proll 2> 5 Meta Il IZ 3T % HEY)EBR Tl
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Figure 4-2. DEM ¥ X UF TAF MBI = & 0 2H)

(A) DEM IC 517 2 U/ NERRME DT 7T iE O A 2R L 72 BIERFNT 123X T Excel 72
I Imagel] Fiji %\ CEML 7z, \NATBORE LR, B XU 2RETERK
INBALE % R O DHERE ZRE L 7z, dCEEIZIER IR O L TR % v 7 A CfE
WrL7zo B)T V2 — VEE % 1T - 7230k %2 JT a Tubulin LA THUNE ()2 Yt L 72, KX
e BRI CIR L 72 DEM OFAK 3D HifR %R LT\ 5, FRFRIZHOEEE OBIEN & I
X OHBE DRI DOl %R L T %, Scalebar=20um, (C,C’) B I35 1) % HIE5RE % i
SR D HOEHRE O th LS CHHEL L 7215, 7 4 X 28BN 2 72 o ICBiEo B FEE % &
Hi L 72 (Relative intensity), % Df&. relative intensity=2 Zfi& L T — 27 O & FHHI L 72,
BRI Y — 27 2T, (D)A-C DFE T L 72 v — 27 D% Dotplot T/R L 7z, % Plot
FI—H 720 OFHEZRLTEV@ T4V x5 A%y 7)., &t 6 HOUITEHEIL 72,
Errorbars I3 SD #K 3 (n=6), 72, 2EAMICE VT HIREZEMT 5 2 L THEAZ XK
B72 (0=120, *p<0.01), (E) 7\ 32— V[EE%1T > 723kl % $T o Tubulin LI THUNE (F%)
TY L 72, MUF R L 723k % L8 S BEMEE O L 72 TAF DK %2R L Tw3 (L
B YR, Bt Vegetal view), KJLIE TAF #7893, Scalebar=20um, (F) 2IRAEHN
BICBIBMNEBHEOR X 2N+ 2 TEOBERKZ2 R L7, BTEREREENS 61K
DAZy 7 EREER L. K RREZER 70um O it L7z, i L 2@z = v b
7 A b O X U Bandpass filter %\ 5 & & TEIRIKRBUNE % 58t L 72, Image] Fiji ©
Plugin X U Ridge detection (Steger, 1998)% H\» % C & T it T 7z BEIRAEBNE DR T D
At L 720 (G) F O FETRHAAIL 72 BIRAEBUNE D K & D& 5% Dot plot TR L 72,
% Plot 10—l H 7= b OFEEEZRL TE 0., &5 6 MDINCEHII L 72, Errorbars % SD %
KT (h=6), T72. 2EARMICBOTHRELZEMET 2 2 L THEAEZRD 7 (n=120, *p
<0.01. Tp=0.07), [from Goto et al., 2019]

WNEXAF I 7 ABERILL T B BRI N,

1% IC CAMP IZB8 L CH#lT % 1T - 72. CAMP (% pronuclear stage 2> b {&#HAE 5>
KT I N 2NERETH 5, TWKDERITH 5 PNfo TIIFEEL 7281
BRI DHEYEERICHETE T 2 (Fig. 4-3). C O, BREBUNE 23R G Ic il L
TV LR I N7z, PNm TR TFEREITRGB~ L FEST 5, DR, f#
VIFRZEE CEIR D ERBP RV L 2 Ny FARSEZIER L, * v P 7 —72
FHEEL T3 BB Iz, PNfo T T RERERKE D LI .~
HEAT S, 2O, BIGHYGEE TIZ CAMP ICHY T3 RKEL 2L — kD
WUNERBE DSBS N 5, FMl B 5 5 CAMP OFEBIZ YRR D JiA v
FEIRIC D22 b DD, FrCREMNEDIEPRERICRWERZRL T 2 &
DR E Nz, Z DR DOARMIIESZEA Prometa 1 ICA 5 &, JIDH.OAHE T
MRS REESEK LIZ LD 5, ZDEE. CAMP O IFEFHRFE T 13— DU
BNy FADELMEICEEN ., N LIZL® T W3 2 & MBI S N, BRI
I NDREEBE DT T % Meta 1 Tid, CAMP DOFEIITBEE ICHi/N L. IERERE
BTEOWAY FAREEICRAL TS I ERBEIN-, UL EX Y, 3
HBUNERGE O ZBREHH O 22 L 2 0 E 72, Z o HIIEEIA © LT ICHE W
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Side view
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Prometa 1

Figure 4-3. Pronuclear stage {351} 5 CAMP ¥ X W TFEREDZEE)

7 v a = VEFERICH L CTHL a Tubulin FUECTHRUNE (§) % B4 ta L 725k o JL 68 s BEMER

HE{§ %~ L7z, £ EBIXIZ Side view. T E(XIZ Posterior view. 745 [X|1% Posterior view IC 35 1
3 IRPUA S DIERK % Z L ZF R LT3, 20um (FX), [from Goto et al., 2019]

4-3-3. 35 1 MIFCEHECE I 3517 2 BUNEREE O HIEIBRE o T

i, oBIELICE G5 T 5 v 7P A FrH U NEREE O FlEc B G L
fw% 2> % G235 7= O IR HH % B HE IC /AT 2 1T o 72, £ 3. DEM 23H K
TERX =R LITE Lfﬁﬁﬁbto DEM D ZALD R E 5 Metal 2> 5 Telol T
I Ca2*A > L — 3 ¥ series 1| ® MPFiEEDIK T2/ 5% (Russo et al., 1996,
2009; Fig. 4-4), 72, MAPK iGtEIZE WIREER MR SN Tnw3d, 22T, K%
FilZ T ons kAL, DEM OZ L Z it L 7=, £3. Ca2tt
L—ya v BT 2701, REZBIVICH L CTHLS T L4 4 v 2N~
E A EH 2 calcium ionophore A23187 (Cal)% i3 % F8k (IiE{b) % e L
7oo ARIIHINCIE DEM 2MfERE S N7z —75 ¢, B3 2> 5 10 43 C DEM 3 A
LCTWwd Z e nsz (Fig 4-5A), 7. Cal ONEIC X VIIND Ca>'iE
FEEIZ3a 3 % & [ERFIC, MPF ®° MAPK iEMERMET T2 2 e lmE SN2

(Russo et al., 1996, 2009), % Z T, MPF % MAPK &t DK 25 DEM @ R Ic
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WH T 50 xlfER T 57291, CDK [HEFH| TH % Roscovitine (Meijer et al., 1997)
F X ' MEK FHEA]TH % U0126 (Favata et al., 1998) % RKZIEINICHM$ 2 2 &
T %2 1T o 7= (Fig. 4-5A), Z DR, &5 L ofHERITH DEM O i ILEH
BINGEh o7z, fE-> T, DEM DFHEIL Ca?iBE D L FRICHES Ca¥ v 7' F i
Lo THFEEINTWEZ ERRBING,

1t polar body 2nd polar body Pronuclear
O @ formation

TN N e

Calcium oscillation Calcium oscillation

series | seriles ]
| [ \
2
> A A“" LA
5|\
0 10 20 30 40 (mpf)
Mos Ca?* «—IP3 PP2A
[ 1

MEK CN =*> APC/C—-ICDK1-CycB
‘ |

CDK1-CycAk Erlz1 12

Figure 4-4. V¥ CHE I N TV B INDOREL L HIHICHFET L 7 F AT
DIEEE X VY 7 F ARERRK

RIT, TAFDEEAIE A /1 = X 2B L CTRNT %2 1T 2 72 TAFIZHREYIIREKSE I
BRI 2 MUNEETH 5 (Fig. 4-5E), % T, FRICHEYIERE CRTE%Z
NTT 7 F UL OB VICEH Lz, T 7 F v l#fEIXCa? Y 7 L D 2L K
T, %S I c8EME 3 % (Sawada and Schatten 1989; Yoshida et al.,
2003), Z 3T X Y GNERE HHEY)GRIC [A] D> > TULHES 5 Cortical contraction?’ 57538
XN 5 (Roegiers et al., 1999; Chiba et al., 1999), % Z T, 77 F vEAHEX <
% % Cytochalasin B (CytB)% H\»TCortical contraction# [HE L 7z RO MUNE D&
BT L7z & &5, TAFOERHAHE X7z (Fig 4-5B, CO), #iC, BRIGE(LIN
ICBWTIITAFDO K AR S 7z (Fig.4-5D), L 72285 T, TAFDEK 1ZCat
7 FMIT X Y EEE X 35 Cortical contraction THEYIR~ & R L 72l & 2> D
Tl Lo CTHIfI TN T B2, TRBBUNE L T 7 F vk O M S & EHH A
TERIC X DI X 0 il & T 2 aREME DS R IR X 7z,
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3D models

B
Side view

»

o

°

o

£

o

™

10 min _ﬁ.," 15 min
Roscovitine U0126 . Cc *
% 100
A = 50 . T

< *p<0.01
S 60 L

©

S 40 .

& 20

o

0 +

DMSO  CytB

Figure 4-5. WD HRMIC BT 2 WOBFENICHFE T 5> 7 F A+ e BNE
& n%E)

(A) RZHREINCxT L T Calcium ionophore A23187 (Cal, 8 uM)¥ X U8, roscovitine (20 pM) .
U0126 (1 uM) T 15 3 DU % 1T 5 72, #EERCT7 v 2 — VEE %17V, L a Tubulin HLik
THRUNE (k) % Jet L 723 Bt o B R BREREIR 2R L 72, &R IZIEFRETHi o 3D #ig %
RL T3, Scale bar=20um, (B) ARAZIEINITH L T cytochalasin B (CytB, 2 pg/ml) % 7213 =
v a =¥t LTDMSO T 10 7N % T - 725210285 & 2, Z4E% 20 9T T v a — L [H
ExZ{To T2 K, 73— EEMICH L TH a Tubulin FUA THUNE (fk) & DAPI TH:(h
R (F) 2t L 7zl oo S £ S BEREEIEI{R (3D Hjff:Posterior view)%Z /R L T\ %, KHIEB X
U rRHL, R Z NZ WG 2IRAR, B REEE. TAF 278 L T\ 5, Scale bar=50um,
(C) CytB £ 7213 DMSO THLH L 7200 51 % TAF OFEEE R L 72, BRI L 72
=D EERIC BT 90 ELA LD ZFHHIF 2 2 & TR 7=, Dot plot & Bar graph I3 % L%
NEERICEB T 2R L 2D FE[EEZ R L T3, Errorbars 13 SD 2% (n=3), F7-.
2EARICEWTtRELZEMT 2 2 & CTHEELXZ KD (*p<0.01), (D)Cal T 15 5rfEULE
L 7= R3ZFEIN %2 7 v a — VEE L. §T o Tubulin Fii& CTRHUNE % 3ot L 72508 o L8 S PEIES
H{§ %R LT3, WmRIZZNZ I EBD Side view, B Vegetal view # /R L T3, &
HB X ORRIZZ NF BB R, TAF Z/8 LT3, Scale bar=50 um, [from Goto et
al., 2019
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4-3-4. F2MEEHERE < 3 3 BUNEREE O Tl © T

2 CAMP DOfilfEl L SN IRTE(LICEH 53 5 & 7 F o FIcBA L TRt 217
572 CAMP IZIRE AT L 72121IChE ¥ 5 pronuclear stage 7> & A 73 2L
Hic» T OB S N2 UNERECTH 5 (Fig.4-3), £ 2 CTE T, HEHIC
Ronz s 7 F g0z s CAMP EEICEEG L CTw 2 2 it L 72, 5,
Ca?* v 7' F MIC B L CHUEALIN &2 I 72 0T 2 17 o 72 BB X 51, BIG(LE
BRIIOND Ca2 B D FRZEMT 2 2 & 23 T% % (Sawada and Shatten, 1988),
FATHIRICE T, FYDORZIINCH L TRIU < Cal % 4 pfELHIC L 723
Bz o HZCRILIE A Z BN L IZIEFRC 24 I v 7/ Titbihs
L ARE T % (Dumollard etal., 2011), —77C, [0 H OB HDBRIC,
MPF JEYEAZAEINC LR T 20 40BN C ER T2 2 & /R &N T % (Dumollard
etal,2011), 7z, IP3 ZPEMIEAT 2 & & T CaRE% L7 &4 2 G L ER
T, IP3 207 e d 20 0 ED A v 2 — A Zfesr “HBEMTEAL R TN
X, OB EBET LanZ EHE I N TS (Yoshida et al., 1998),
& I, Non-metabolic IP3R agonist T % adenophostin B Z BEfiE A3 % Z & T,

A C
1st polar body 2nd polar body
/9\ /EK »
Series | Series I 3
o
£
Q
™
0 10 20 30 (mpf)
B
0 5 25 30 60 (mpa) 3100 BP01
I ] 1 o
<[] P ; = 80 Po2
o : o=
2 ' > £ ig mP03
5 03[ l > a apo4
o T : o 20 oPos
@ 04 >: : : o 0
[« ]
05 ] ' - li
:> D 0 Periods of calcium ionophore reatment CAMP- like structure Female pronucleus

Figure 4-6. FRIE{LIRIC 35 2 UNE DEE)

(A)Rosso b DR (1996) % S L 72 Ciona intestinalis \ 51} % Ca¥F v L—vavE I
AR DR X % 7R L 72 (Rossoetal., 1996), (B) Cal DL % 1T 5 ¥ v 7L (P01 2> & P0O6)
DA Z R L7z, 7 vy 7 R %2 7R3, (C)P02 I B W CTHRIE{L % (minutes post
activation: mpa) % #LZ 41 10, 30, 45, 60mpa T7 /L 2 — L[EE %17\, §L a Tubulin AT
WUNE (§%) & DAPI CHfufk (F) Yt L 7=, [ITYet L 7= 50k o MR S BEMEEER (3D
{5 Posterior view) Z /AR LTW3, HEEHIEB XA, KH. FIRITEENILZ N F RIS ZE%E
&, CAMP s, mit%%7/R9, Scalebar=50um, (D)60mpa iZF ) %&H v 7LD CAMP
FeiE B L ORI O 2 B L 72 TEEERIIENT L 72 =Rl o %5 35T 100 A Lo
INZEHIF % Z & Tk 7z, Dotplot & Bar graph 1% N Z NEFEERICE T 2K & £ D
Y%/~ LT3, Errorbars (3 SD #%3 (n=3), [from Goto etal., 2019]
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EEM 72 CaZ A L — g vASHEE XN, OB OHEIKT T2 2 &2
HEIN T3 (Yoshida et al., 1998), LA D JefTHFSE % JTICARIIZE Tl POL %
5 P06 DY v T NEAERIL 72 (Fig. 4-6B), POl I3—fEIVICIT D 5 FKERE (553
) W% (T o729 v 7 LTh hH, —J7T P02 IE adenophostin B D SE 5 % 1{il
LR QD) WL 7239 v 7 Th b, K% v 7V CTRIFFIICHUNE ©
Z ) & T L 7285 5. P02 1T\ T CAMP BROBUNERGERTER I hTwnw3b Z
&R E 7z (Fig. 4-6C),

ZHINCIE M ocat Ay L —va vyp4 b (Fig 4-6A), % 2 TRIC, &
DCa* A L — a VECAMPIEKICEH 5T 2 0% @3 572012, Ca?t v L
— a v series 2% L 729 v T ER L 72 (Fig.4-6B), 7z, X b IEEIC
ZHREUN T DIRRE & B3 2 7= 010, RIS TRATIFEIC S T 251 1) Z2HFIN©
iXCa* A v L —va VEMPFEEDO LRDO X4 I v 7 RIEFICRAMHBET 5 C
& (Levasseur et al., 2007). 2) HRFH(LINTIX2050 B L CMPFiGEMED LR35 C
& (Dumollard etal., 2011),  3) IP3D BEME A % 2057 [EfE < ZEHI{T 5 & & THEL
DHRPET T 52 & (Yoshidaetal., 1998) %5512 L7-P03 (5 4L #205
THO45 BN ZER Lz, ¥5i1, PO3Da v e — b LTPOM4B XN
POSZAERK LIENT 21T o 72, 256 DPO3A HPOSICHE VT, Ca¥* Ay L —v g v
series 2% 1Efl L 72P03 T D ACAMPER DREE AU & 7z (Fig. 4-6D), % Z T,
Ca¥*F > L —v 2 v series 20HE A /R 2 & 23 11T\ % Heparin % B
FEAL, ZHBINCHE T 726 HR,. CAMPOERAHE S /- (Fig.4-7). U

D.W. injected 3 mg/ml hepalin injected 25 mg/ml hepalin injected

/

)
<
9
B
@
o
2
(e)

3D models

Figure 4-7. Heparin OHUNERE~DRE

Heparin (3 mg/ml, 25 mg/ml)® % 32 v b a—u & L CHRKERZREINCH L CHMEAL. %5
% 45 mpf TT V2 — VEEERIT o 720 BEEEEARIIHT a Tubulin FUARTHRUNE Z 3B L 72,
g L 7250 o JL R SUBEMER ISR (BB TR, T B Sideview)Z R LT\ 5, KHI
B LR, ET oMl Iz 2 2 UG T 2IRE. CAMP, CAMP JEZ %R L 7200 0% 7R3,

Scale bar =50 um,
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FofER LY BIELIN CCAMPEROHETEK T 115 2 & 25 CAMPDIEK
BT IKTE L WS R E N7z, T2, Ca¥' v L —v a v series 2ICfE D
Ca*y 7" F A DBCAMPIERICEES- 2 2 & bR E iz,
I, MAPKIEM: & CAMPIERICBE L CTHET 21T o 720 A ¥ TIRIRE 03K

T L 72 % L pronuclear stage™~ & %173 % 72010, MAPKIGEDIK T 24 ETH 5

(Dumollard et al., 2011), % Z TAWFFE TiE. MAPKIEEDIK T & CAMPEL D
B2 %2 B 5 22103 3 72012, U0126 THLEE L MAPKIEME 2K T & & 72320500 %
W Z 1T o 720 % DFER. ZHRD107H12> U126 CULEE L 7200 Cld, 2k
%4557 1C B W TCAMPOIRBSHE S LT3 2 L 2R E N7z (Fig. 4-8A, B),
—J7 T, MAPKGEPEDS 3T & 0T 2 245123053 2> HU0126 THLEE L 72§
TIHCAMPAIEH ICI I T3 L A% S 7z (Fig. 4-8A,B), 20 C
o DFER I, MAPKIEE 2 CAMPIZ K O FIlfEHNCES G- L T\ 5 2 & R L T
3, % 2T, ZHEHID O L 200 B LT 2B L - L 2 A, ZH»
5107 CTa v b e —VICHAETFRRERFEL T b 2 LB I (Fig
4-8C)o % D207 Tl KT ERMBIIZHEZ307 O IEFINC B 1 2 T2 RE
CHEBRORE I ETHIEL, 7. MHENMKOBERSHER SN (Fig. 4-8C),
T HiT, X 53077 TR A% TE B X 'CAMPOTE K 3815 X 4172 (Fig.
4-8C)o —/ T, XV N EHEREEREIC XY MAPKIEHINH o BHE Sk
B ZLET B EBE T 32 2 &Rl & TE Y (Marino et al., 2000; Russo et al.,
2009). 2L & DHF-ICERIND X v 37 EBMAPKIEE DIHIc %S5 L <
WRZEDBEZLND, £ T, XV NI EEIAERTH 2 cycloheximide T10
S L 722 ICZE X2, BUNE BB 285 L 7=, ZHkIR#Eca v e
— LTI IINEIAFB L T b 2 LBl I iz (Fig. 4-8D), 72, 0.4mMD
cycloheximide CHLER L 72 91T 351~ T (RHMINE 73 R AL E L CAMPD#E/NA R H 1 5
50 mpf, 1 mMCTIEHTZEIE LCAMP DL % 7 3745 mpfod [EH YN & B2 L 7251
BENZTNEE I N7z (Fig 4-8D), T DFERIX. cycloheximide D i K71 1
FAEDEIERELE L B2RBL TS, Y EDOHERE X Y . MAPKIG D Z5H)
B 5\ LA O HETT S CAMPIEZECHITENIC B 5 L Tw 5 2 & 2R I Tz,
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B
DMSO (Ctr) uo126 uo126

-10 to 45 mpf 30 to 45 mpf = 100.0
S
‘g E 80.0 oDMSO
2 % 60.0 - mU0126 -10
b 5 to 45 mpf
3 g 40.0 4 @U0126 30
g & 200 A to 45 mpf
a 0.0 A :
CAMP Sperm aster
c D

EtOH (Ctr) 0.4 mM 1.0 mM

DMSO (Ctr) Cycloheximide Cycloheximide

v
S

34/42 o Y 32/45

3D models

U0126 treated |/
from -10 mpf |

3D models

R0
34/37 o

Figure 4-8. U0126 ZLEIC X 2 #U/NE DZH)
(A)SZHE 10 93T F 72 13528612 30 992> 5 45 53 T U0126 (1 pM) TR L 72, £/, a2 v b
g —L& LTEEE 10 212> 5 DMSO T AT 572, b DY v I L% 2Ntk 45 73T
T3 — VEE %17\, §Ta Tubulin FUATHUNE (k)% . DAPI THEMAK (F)ZRREL 7%,
FYtn L 725Uk o LR SBEISERIE R (3D [Hf§:Posterior view)%Z /N L T\ %, mfRKHIES X
O, RHI, RUTZ NE NWRE O 2EEE . 2R E. CAMP %783, Scalebar=50 um, (B)
A DEH VT NITE T B ZKER 45 57D CAMP B X R TEREIMEDIERZH B L 7=, K
NI L 72 3 O EERIC IV T 100 LA EoIN %2 5HII3 2 2 & Tk 72, #tdihld CAMP %
0 IIE T EIRR DR D FEE %R LT\ %, Errorbars (2 SD #% 3 (n=3), (C)5%ZH
10 43 Hi 2> & 45 43 % T U0126 (1 pM)F X I8 DMSO THLEE L 725 % 52 K54 10, 20, 30 9 CT7T
U3 — VEE Z 4T\, §Ta Tubulin FUAETHUNE (%)% . DAPI THREK (F)2REL 7,
1. SR SRR CHUS L 22 IE R 1< B T B RERREE A oK 3D HifRE R LT B,
YA PN RTR% % 7R 37 Scale bar=20 um, (D) Cycloheximide (0.4 mM, 1.0mM)& % (%
a v ba—& LT EOH T 10 472 SR L 7290 % 2 K5t 45, 60 79 C7 b3 — L [#H
TEZ{T\>, aTubulin PUATHUNE (B 7% . DAPI THEAME (F)ERM L7z, KITRE L 72K
Bl L S PEMEEER (3D WifR:Side view)Z R L T3, KRB X VCETORMEIXZ L E N
CAMP, CAMP %R L 72000 % 7R3, Scale bar=50 pm, [from Goto et al., 2019

INETORED L CAMP & MfEEI O ETEREICEAR L TWwW b 2 LR
BINTWwb, £Z T, CAMP L & MR EIAEREIA <& 5 CDK & DR %
et L7z MPF JEMEIHTIA D X 5 1B HP i3 o v— 2 B X O
R~ L AT B BRICH U v — 27 2783 (Russoetal., 1996,2009), % Z T,
CDK [HEH|TH % Roscovitine # W TEFNENOEEY — 7 Z[HE L. CAMP
AR L% 2Kk 45 7 CREE L7239 v 70 P06 205 P10 Z1ERL L 7= (Fig.
4-9A), P06 1T v b a—nDH v FA T, POT 1FZHE 10 20Hi2 5 45 5 £ T
HLAEF Y IALTHDE, P8 IE. ZHIHDO Y — 27 B8R 51253284 10 530> 5 45
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-10 0 10 30 45 (mpf)
5
=
< |08
&
& 09
10 > . PeriodsofDNiSO(reatment

[] Periods of 20 uM Roscovitine treatment

3D models (45 mpf)

C

100.0 - .
£ 80.0 - =
c
2 60.0 A mP06 mPO7
S mP08 OPO09
§ 40.0 - oP10
o 20.0 -

0.0 - )
CAMP Sperm aster

Figure 4-9. Roscovitine LB iC X 2 BUNEHE OE

(A) Roscovitine DLER % 1T 9 ¥ 7 (P06 2> 5 PIO)D AR Z /R L 7=, H7 0y 7 LH#
Jayzidtrnrhay be—id LTHWZDMSO B L U Roscovitine DULIRRGR %2 733,
B) &V v I NEZfER 45 7 TT 3 —VEE Z{TV. L a Tubulin FUA THRUNE () &
DAPI CHEARE)ZGRE L 72, Kz L 72508 o L HE S BEER E{&RGD [#H{4 Posterior
view) &7~ LT %, FPUA RIS RT3 X OB S E DI R 2R L 72, mKHIS
XU, KHL Eh. RO R Z W WIBEOr #EEE . KRR, CAMP, ik xR,
Scale bar=10 (HPUF), 50 um, (C) %tk 45 D ICHB T 5% 3 v 7LD CAMP B L VK T2
WIEDIER 2 B L 72, RIS L 72 ZE 0 EBRIC BT 90 fHLL Eoilz5Hll3 3
T L TKk®D7z, Dot plot & Bar graph 13 Z N ZNEFEERICE T 2K L 20 FHfEZRL
T\ %, Errorbars 1Z SD #% 3 (n=3), [from Goto etal.,2019]
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DETUHEL =S 7L TH 5, P09 & P10 1F. =2 AHIfES 2 Ic BT 2
v — 7 O] (ZHE% 30 7325 45 97) L HE D FIICE T 5 v — 27 o] (ZHEHT
10 532052k 3047) IR L 2% v T L TH b, 2NLDH Y FATlia v
Fa— &R POT A S PIO DY v 74T TCAMP DIEE 2 HE X 17z (Fig.
4-9B, C), L7=2%> T, HMREMAHEIR T 25 CAMP JTERICEH G LT3 Z &
MBI N5,

A Ciliobrevin D B Embryo with CAMP or
treated embryo at 45 mpf sperm aster at 45 mpf

DMSO (Ctr) Cilio 10 to 45 mpf

100 P —

Mid plan
(Optical section)

@

o

(=]
o
"

H
o
A

Population (%)

20 A

0 =1
CAMP Sperm aster
OoDMSO @Cilio 10 to 45 mpf

Posterior view
(3D model)

Figure 4-10. Ciliobrevin D T X 2 UNERE D LEH)

(A)ZH§2 10 732> 5 45 73 % T Ciliobrevin D B0 uyM) TLER L 72, %72, a2 v bu—n e LT

DMSO CTRBOUE Z 1T 572, b DF v F %2, 45 53 TT A a —VEE Z1T0,

P a Tubulin PUiARCRUNE Z Yt L 72, KIx3eta L 72Ukl o L 66 s BEMER IR (LB IRl

[Hi. T E:Posterior view)Z /R L T\ %, RAKMHIB L, KHI, RFUITZ N E B SL3EE.,

WA, CAMP %753, Scale bar=50 um, (B) A DUUHRIC 351 % ZAEH 45 57 D CAMP

BLOKTREREOBEEZFEH L 72, TBREIII L 72 ZRIOEBIC ST 100 A -

DINEFHHT 5 2 & TR 7z, Bar graph (ZHEFERICH T 2EREOFEEZRL T b,

Error bars (2 SD #%& 3 (n=3),

RZIC, CAMP JERICEREMICEE D 5 2 & 37l & 1 5 iU NE B 571 BY
LCIT 21T o 720 PR TR~72 X 9 1T Xenopus UITH CAMP & L L 7-K)E
WUNERGEDER X T Y (Elinson and Rowning, 1988), & 5T 7 7 R & v/
NIBRE—Z =RV ANTENRZ OREEICHF ST 5 LB L I I T
Vv % (Marrari et al., 2000, 2004; Olson et al., 2015), % Z T, CAMP iZHBW\TH 7
FRUGR VR TERCE— X=X AN EPIEHIENICE S L CTw b 2L 5
ICT 272010, v 4 FRHKGFNRET—2 =2 Vv X7 ETH S dynein ICHHL
fERT % 1T > 7= dynein DFHEHITH % Ciliobrevin D % ZHE1% 10 0205 45 70 %
T L 7290IC BT CAMP OEF 2@t L 72, % OfEH. Ciliobrevin D DL
I X0 EFEREITER T 325, BHEREOBEIP CAMP OEKIEHE
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a7 (Fig. 4-10A,B), L7225 T, CAMP OZEKICIZ dynein 34 TH 5 T
EDIR I N,

4-4. EE

3 F T, AYINIEN c3o o U NVERLE (DEM, TAF. CAMP) %
FRLTHY, FFICCAMPICEI L Tldmyoplasm DB 53 5 T & 2> b (Al
JTEHICIER ICEEREETH 2 AL AICL T 5, RE T, R <&
L2 R THHBUNEREO X Z RN T 5272010, T E TOHRAETH 2 I
2 b DR mpfD o 0 ICHIREEA O EST Z 5 iR IciF (L35 2 & 3 R[RETH
D DR AT 2 720 Z DFER. FRIUINVE RS O 258 & LRI O #E1T & 3IEH
CRAMHBELTCWwWE Z L o7z, 2F 0, MIREEIEH O LT % FLHE 12 1F
MR HTHHRBUNEREE OB Z T T2 C L B[EETH B Z & iR L7z & [AIRFIC
FORMUNE RS R B 0 AT ICEE - 7270 A & 2 DfllfHl 7 52 1 T 2 A REE
iR L7,

RV ORZIEINTIIE—RBNED A v v 27 — 7 HEEDEMBIEK E Tk
D, ZRHRICHEKT 2 EBHLPICINT WS, RIFFFETIE. DEMIZTeloTE
TICHREE L T3 Z oSl v, £ 72, iS5 b Z DR Ca? v 77 F
/V@@ﬁ'[ﬁﬂﬁ EHRVFEEIND T L HBRBI NIz, Xenopus DARZAEINC B>
THINREICHNEDRELR O, ZIFRICHKT 2 2 e PMEINT VD

(Houliston and Elinson, 1991), X 51Z, Ca?" Y 7' F v D il AL IC iU NE B i
RURNRTEBRY VBLEINDE & TCRUNESARENT B L AEINLTL
% (Correas et al., 1992; O’Brien et al., 1997; Callender and Newton, 2017), —/5 C.
RZAEIN DI HHE % FH > 7zin vitro B <13, BUNE 23 20E Znturnover 2 7R3 C &
DS LT\ % (Houliston and Elinson, 1992), M7 E TlZ, =¥ DRZIEIN
LB THUNERENHITH 2 Taxol ZIRIT 5 Z 12 X V. DEMZS IR IREERE
ibf’\é’.j“ﬂﬁﬁ‘% ZEERHL2ICL TS CRFER - B, Lo T, FVI

Z &) 2DEMIZturnover D W A BUNEREETH Y, Ca¥P AL —v a v
series 1IC X 5Ca2 v 7 FADE| &L R VENFEINTWE LEZ NS,

TAF (3, HEVERE BRI NEBUNE 7 7 72 v F DR TH 5, AT

2 X Y TAF i Proll 2> & Prometa Il I3\ C—EAICTERL X 11 5 FEF IC turnover
@?W%mf%%u&#%%#&ﬁotoit\MF@ﬁ%TéMmHu%i
D KEVIERRICHAE T 2R F BRI QBIC K E XIS 2 2 b, B
BOHIAIC BT 2HEYERCIIBUNE X4 I 7 AEFHTH Y. TAF 23U
BRSO E LRI T3 2 8 Affad s, £/, TAF 3727 F
VHAEIC X 5 Cortical contraction fKIFHVICTEL I LT W B 2 LRI Nz, L
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L. Cortical contraction |3ZfE5 H#) 5 TR ONZHHRTH Y (Roegiers et al.,
1995). T @ Contraction 2SEHZHIFHIL T2 L iFF 212 v, L7285 T, cER
< myoplasm & [FlERIC contraction IC X D fEMIMGRICEE D b7z H 2 DR FIC X b
PRI TO AR EZ OND, £, 7 7 F Vi & U NE 23 a#&1E
DHAER%ZRT T & PG I Tk Y (Waterman-Storer et al., 2000; Nagae et al.,
2013), FMREHEERZD 77 F vl mEE 35 2 & T UNE ICEEE
HAER 322 210X ) TAF BRI L5 2 & biERI NG,

Al D X 9 12, CAMP 1% Pronuclear stage %> & {5728 (PNm 2> & Metal)
IR E L5 L — VRO REWNERE CTH 5, % 2 TARIIE T, BEG 24
ICHDHID Y 7 F DT OWEWZL CAMP JEKICEES L T\ 22 2B B A C
T 572010, £3 Ca2 v 7 FNMCEHR LI 21T o 72, Cal % F\ 72 BRTE(L 5254
I X YT 2 AT o 7R, Cal T 1 KFELIES 5 2 LI X ) CAMP BROBUNE
FHEDSTER I NS T LRI NI, E 72, L DRk A 7 LR € D 5255 > Heparin
IC X BPHEEED L., Ca¥* L —v a v series 2 28 CAMP FERICERETH %
EBRBEINT, L7z o>T, Ca2* AL — av series2 ICX > T Ca2v 7
FADBEEALTNSE T L2 CAMP JERICERE TH 5 2 L BRBI N5, Ca¥'dt
YL —v a ¥ oseries 2 03H b NS IRHATIZ, MAPK iEMEOKT ° MPF i& D 2
FEHD =723 6% (Russoetal., 1996,2009), 2% Y . CAMP JERIC IZ Ca2*
Iz O P ClilliEl X s MEE AR TR oEESZ LT 5 2 LT &
D, AT E N T W BA[EEEDH B,

AYOUNTIE, REZMIND O 5 WG AR £ T MAPK & PE23 & IR AR
DHEFF I N TH Y | B B ZIH I TS 2 LiEtEsHIfl T 5, T D MAPK
DAL DY CAMP JTERICE 53 % 02 % T % 721, MAPK &4 0 HEA
TH % U0126 % 7= FBf % Fh L 72 #55 . CAMP DTG ARk D e,
TET DT 75 & pronuclear stage IC R ONBHRP 2 v b v — VIl ~EAE
CERIZENBIERINZ, 51T, TNOLDOERVEZ V7 EOEHEER ©
H % Cycloheximide DAMNC X W HITELT 5 & L 3B I iz, MAPK iGtED
KT IXRET R 23584 T L. Pronuclear stage ™~ & 4T3 2 72D ICMHATH 5 Z &3
I NTWv3 (Dumollard et al., 2011), T 72, RV X7 EHOAEKHEHRTH 3
Emetine % SZAGUNICAAN L 72 F2 58 < IZEHERINA %2 /- L €T MAPK JG IS 23 FH
INDZERMEEINT VS (Marino et al., 2000; Russo et al., 2009), f& - T,
U0126 DMLHIC X b Ak X 0 B wvRpic MAPK iEMERIIG s 7z,
pronuclear stage ~DEITHF £ o7z LM TN 25, —J7 T, Cycloheximide DL
Hcld, MAPK iG] 23 fHE & #1172 72 ® Pronuclear stage ~ DT A3 EIE L
722 enFEZLNSE, 72, Cycloheximide I X % FHEMRITREMKFEEZ R L
THY., EEEUHIC X ) FER~DRE S KT 5 2 LT, MAPK i&PEDHH]
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ZHET GO 2 v 7EOAERBHEINZEEZONS, Lo T,
MAPK &P 2 1 5 L8 D orF 25 EL T 5 2 &1 X Y | Pronuclear stage
~OBATHHE N CnwE EEZLNE, UELY, AUFFECR L NZZERIT
MAPK & D N A1 7 Hlf#HIC & b 72 5 Pronuclear stage ~D TR DL TH
5T EBRTRBING,

CAMP IG5 T 2 IRIR DIZ A3 FEAULH IC X % Pronuclear stage ™~ DFE{TIRE[H D
EEIGEREL TWR 2 EBBEINT VRS, L2 >T, Th b DEEDEK S
MAPK &M IC X b &IcHilfEl, & % I3 Pronuclear stage IC 5 W\ CIEMERZLH) 3 5
I XYl X T B A[REME SR X 41 5, Pronuclear stage 1C 35\ TG {23
F5H325rF & LT CDKI/CyclinA < Mytl, Weel, PIKI 7z E 23 RE S N T 5

(Kishimoto, 2018), —7/5C, #IC Pronuclear stage ICiGTEDME N 350 F & L C
cdc25. Great wall kinase. Aurora kinase 7z £ 235 X 41T\ 3 (Kishimoto, 2018),
¥ 72, MAPK OiEMHEALIC X D CyclinA, B DA Mytl 23if| S vCcnwz 2 &
DE S T % (Okano-Uchida et al., 2003; Costache et al., 2014; Kishimoto, 2018) .
Y DZKEINCIE. Pronuclear stage ICE VT Cyclin A D ERVBE LN TED
¥ 72 U0126 THLHE L 72 KRZIEINCHE VT D Cyclin A B LR T bifitiah
T\ 3% (Dumollardetal., 2011), > T, LAED X 9 724323 Pronuclear stage ~~
BATH %\ i3 MAPK G IC X W EERZB) 2 2 & T CAMP JEK 23l
HEXNTHWBZERRBING,

Itz I M E HARAER IR T % CDK & CAMP JERK O BI# % f#iT 3= 2 72 9 1,
CDK FHEAIT & % Roscovitine % F\» CTHEERZ 1T - 72, 7 ZH D Roscovitine
EEIC X Y CAMP DI HE S vz, £ 72, MPF i&ME DX\ Pronuclear stage
IZF 1} % Roscovitine DIREMICEWTDH CAMP DB IHE R X -,
Roscovitine (¥ CDK1, CDK2, CDK 5 iZx} L CHEHERHER R 2R3 (Meijeretal.,
1997), 2% b MPF Tl 7 < I ICiEMEA EA 3 % CDK1/CyclinA |
CDK2/CyclinA, CDK2/CyclinE (Longo et al., 2008)%% CAMP QUK ICEE TH 5
TEDBTRBINSG, L2 Lk, Xenopus Tlx MPF OIS HEFF L5 2 &
TRBEWUNERE DA EBIEST 3 2 L2 E T3 (Schroeder and Gard,
1992), D &k, MPF DD CAMP OB Z B ICHIfHIL T2 2 & %R
BLT\W5, 7, WEODRMICE T % Roscovitine DILERIC 351> T H CAMP D
TR DRHE X Nz, FVYIIOREE D ZIHICE T, MPF iEMExRHET 2 2 L1
XD C*AF L —v 3V series 2 RIHFEINSL Z ¢ HEINTW S

(Levasseur et al., 2007) ., AfffFETlE Ca2*4 > L —3 a ¥ series 2 75 CAMP TR
ICEHBETHDL I L EZRLTWS, L7 >T, CAMP JEBICH 3 % Roscovitine
DIWHSTZIAIC BT 2 HER R X, MPF iEE0MfilZ A L7z Ca¥ Ay L —v =
v series2 DIHFICL 2D DTHZ L EZLNS UL XY CAMP DIEEICIE,
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JRDIRIEAICHFE T 2L 7 F AR THARICET 3 ODKFE: 1) Ca¥* AL —v
2 v series2 I X % Ca**> 7 F L o3k b, 2) MAPK iEPEDIK T, 3 ) Pronuclear
stage IC ¥ 1F 5 [ CDK OGP, ZFY B2 2 L AHEECTH 5 (Fig.4-11),
¥ 7. [ CDK oG 737 TdH % CyclinA 1. CAMP JERHIENICEE D 2 FH
NERSFD 12 LTI N3,

@ w""/M’eHs‘rx/' ) (hf—e_lm Pronuclear stagée Mitosis I\
—— T ———— -
Cell Cycle Progression

I 1. [

oy MAP kmase actlw i
] — '
: T ]
= @Icrum oscdlatlon Ici osc:llamhi__.
! 1
S Sanas I J_ \« Series Il »/ P
E o7
© ( CDKs activity _ P
= Fertilization ol
o — . = - 2!
>
° N
N
8 | [, pEM [ TAF s X |
s breakdown | accumulation CAMP | .}
\ formation <-f----4
Sperrn aster ’ CAMP
DEM Actin contractlon -
=: Actin filament =: Microtubule <« : Meiotic apparatus @ : Female pronucleus © : Polar body

Figure 4-11. Y58 1 #ifEHA I 17 2 FrAMUNEREOFIEH A 7 = X 2
HDIRIECICET G35 &~ 7 F AT I X 2 HHIMUNERED T V2R LT, BRFUIEE
I DFIEH A 77 = R 2% FRRHNFAWITE T O 2210 72 o 72l A 7 = X L %2R S, Ca¥'v 7S
wk;UMWKé@(mKé@imﬁ”ﬂ®@ TRINEE DL 2T 2, 253

ICHTHBUINE GG CTH % deeply extended MT meshwork (DEM), transiently accumulated MT
fragments (TAF). and cortical MT array in the posterior vegetal cortex (CAMP)Z illffl L T\» % Z &
%ML T2, [from Goto etal.,2019]

ARIFFETld CAMP DFERHIE A 1 = X L ZHS 2T 5 7280 1C, [ELFEHY
ICB5 3 20T DT DT - 720 % D E minus-end directed motor protein T &
% Dynein 2% CAMP D J&Z il 1< E’Ej’j—i LT3 Z & 2R X 7z, Dynein I3 Xenopus
LB 2 KREBNEREDTERICEHLG L T0d 2B MEINTH I TTH
% (Marrari et al., 2004) . Xenopus D FRJEWU/NERGEHZE I IXMthIC D, plus-end
directed motor protein 'C& % Kinesin Related Proteins (KRPs)*° End binding protein 3
EB) 2 BUM/NED T T RIHRA VN7 EPBEETH L 2 EPMEI LTS
(Marrari et al., 2000; Cuykendall and Houston, 2009; Olson et al., 2015), L 7z%%-
T.Dynein & [[FRIC 25 D575 CAMP DFEICEHT S L T3 [HERH %,
FY ORZEINEHF LR ZRF-F. ZBICLXVETroRbiAEnsdc LT
P13 THOMRITARAFRI U INERER TR I N 5, Z D720 REZMEIN TS
% DEM {0 HEEE 13 DR IMR A 2 UNERSE CTH 5, T HICKRE TR
Cal W7z FERICX V. TAF B XU CAMP 2 KT oBG % LICTBR I 13 C
EBREINTZZ L b, AL THR L A BUNEREE 13 DR IERAE R 7 0
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EWETH 2, TFE, 2D X5 e OMRIFMAFI e U/ INE REE 23 . AR REAH e o Hil
K (Kingetal., 2014) 2 LRI o MR (Noordstra et al., 2016) 7z
R InBERERE T 5 C LI L E T o T\ % (Bainesetal., 2009), UNE X
% L DI BV CIEF ITRIFED m W TH 5, AWFETHS AT L 7250
DIRIEICEHE G T3 > 7 F AT X 2HHBUNERGE O FIE A 77 = X 2 DB
i, fthoMifEic s T 2UNE Ol A h = X LEHICHF G35 2 & 3 HFF
na,
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FSE HMEEHBEEICEIT S myoplasm ZEHKT 3 ERB L UM
/NEHEE DB

5-1. Frim

ATl nE Tic, 1 #IEHIC B W TRUNE DFRIREE DTFE 7R D TNC,
Z DG A S = X L% 6512 LT ¥ 7z (Ishii et al,, 2017; Goto et al., 2019), FF
2, REOWUNEWE CAMP |X myoplasm OEENCE 532 & & 2 AR
ICIEFICEE & TH 555, CAMP 28 £ D X 5 I1C L T myoplasm DFEENICE 5
LTCWBDPICOWTIEAHLREE TH o7z, F7-. myoplasm ZHEK T 5 I b
=¥ F U 7% ER, BHE mRNA HlliaE AACE (CBES 2 Milgdisa &, H 5w
NS OMAFERICEET 2 IR R HERZ L v, MIdE HEE O
[ 72 A h = X LIFHERE I N T WD D DDIT A H =X LI AR SRS Ik
> T3,

MACE FHACE I X % cER D&M~ DRBE)PEIER~D AL, CAB JEK 7 & DfiE
FIZERZRET 2 2 e B TE AL VR 7 = v EFEZINCBEBITFEA L,
myoplasm ICFATES 5 cER DEJHE % time lapse oz IC X VBT 5 2 L B EIRT
% - 7= (Speksnijderetal., 1993; Prodonetal.,2005), L2 L&A 56, ZDOFETIE
b+ &t 32 2 L RNEETH 2 720, - FRIDOAIERR % fEbT 3
5 L DNEETH B, —J5 T, postplasmic/PEM RNA D RA[fEALIC 51> Tlid, RNA
probe % fI\>7z in situ hybridization 52N A K o NTE Y . T E TICHIIFE
BT BB A 7B mRNA OO AR E N Tw 3 (Yamada, 2006), L2 L Z
N b | insituhybridization I[CIE X VN 2 H R X4 5 TIEPEBEEN 2720,
cER & [ARRICF—alRCfth o+ L HLICEE T 2 2 L B L WEDRS 2 o 7,
Z I TERIN-O), HEtREZH W -RIRROETH 5, ZOFikix, Ik
BOTK —Hn% A7 ACEE IS L2FETHY, FaRFIC X v X7 H 225 E
B TREEEMET 52 LH0[EETH D (Sardet et al., 1992; Prodon et al., 2005),
ZOFEICL YD, mRNA & ER D[RRGS ZER X 41, Type I postplasmic/PEM
RNA & cER 3G 7EL T3 2 & 35 0> & 72 o 7 (Prodon et al., 2005), L 2»
L. BBERE I & — o Tch h . 2 DEA D 1 um Kiifi ©H % (Prodon
etal.,2005), L 722%> T, BRI BIER ICRENTH V. EHFRICZ LD
DBRERE LTCEF NS, Lo X 5 ic, Ml HhdE Ic Bl 3 2 2k % H—
TRIFL S 5 2 L IZR[RETH % 23, EHE . N RICHF AL L, SmfEl <22
ZRITTVICAFUL T 2 2 IR > T o 72, £ 2Ty AWFIE TIE R ALHAf
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DR ZFRT, BfEM T2 ZRITH BT 2B+ 2 2 & T, CAMP Z &%
FRE PR E ISR D R ORFZERA /MBI 280 52N L. I B RCE 04y
F A= AR A B LT,

5-2. KERBRAF

5-2-1. EEREY)

R YR (Ciona intestinalis) 13, National Bio-Resource Project & Y $2fit X 172
bDOEMEHL 72 FYEAED LI, 2V 4 v %2 FRZE (shiietal., 2012,2014)
L., 74V Z—JEE%1To7- 18°COM/KhCREZ®-, ZOLEETTHEL
-RIE. K51 30 mpf T 2 MlAE FFECE. 60 mpf CH—UNEIZ BT 5, %
K12 iZ, BHEMAR D 582k L 7285 1% INNaOH T pH ##J 11 I3 % Z & CiftAk
R, KR CEFE R,

5-2-2. TEHEAE

PAEAICH W~ 77 Ay PBX U, 78 H 7 A<y bIC
AR ZTET 27 A=y MEAH T R%E (Microcaps, Drummond Sci., USA) %
DOERIL 72, =~ A4 270 H T Ay PEMUNY 7 2 SHERIEEE  (Sutter
Instrument, Novato, USA) ZHWTIERIL 72, fEBIL 727 7 A=y F B XU~
A7vah 72y MEBLCH W24 7 2 F I ZECBBEEEH L 72, dkcd
% 1.1’-dioctadecyl-3, 3, 3°, 3’ — tetramethylindocarbocyanine perchlorate (DilCi3(3):
Molecular probes, USA)IZ KT (Ajinomoto, Japan)IZ BIFIEE CIAfE X ¥ 72, i
Ak E~ A 7 T 7 Ry MCRER, FERBEME (Stemi 2000-c, Carl Zeiss,
Germany) IC[HE L7z~ A4 7 B ~v=t 2 L — % — (Model MN-151, Narishige, Japan)
TG Lz, a VA v ERELZRZFINE 1.5% Agar gel FICHY| X4, o
1/5 FEE DERE T ER % A[fR{L T & % DilCis(3) (Speksnijder et al., 1993) 28I A I i
AN XHETC X Y BEREEAL 72,0,

5-2-3. /N B LTI Fa v F Y 7 OFREERE
HWDO AT =V CREZEMNE L UM%EZ, Prodon & (2009) 23k L 7=
B ER % SE ICR L 72 [E & Fix Solution 1 (3.2% formaldehyde [Polysciences

Inc., Warrington, Pennsylvania], 100 mM HEPES [pH =7.0]. 50 mM EGTA., 10 mM
MgSO4, 525 mM sucrose) % F\>CHEE L 7z (Prodonetal.,2009), [&7E 1% T
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1 REFEIAFT V. 2 O 100% BtOH (i L, i £ T-20°C TR L 72, EIEEEAR
% EtOH T FERH (100%. 70%. 35%) i< X b FE/KFI L 72, PBST T¥Ei# L GITO
BB ZAT 5720 GITO LB Z 4T o 72 AEARICKH L, 6 M JRFER & 0.1 M Tris-HCI
(pH=9.5) % /il 2. 80°C T 30 73 [HI TR B (LWL % 1T - 72 ,Hayashi & O #i5 (2011)
T3, C OPUFRIRIELALELIC X Y ER ICHHET 2 & % =1 v o3 F D HURREE A3 ]
E$2 2 2RE N T3 (Hayashi et al., 2011), HURBRIGCALEEE PBST Tk
L. —XPUA & L T anti-NN18 mouse monoclonal antibody (Sigma-Aldrich; 1:100),
¥ X UF anti-Bip rabbit polyclonal antibody (StressMarq Biosciences, Canada; 1:100)
ZUNINL 7z, anti-NN18 antibody (37 X2V L A KX ICEWTIPa vy NI TN
® F1-ATP synthase alpha-subunit (Chenevert et al., 2013), — /7 C anti-Bip antibody
I ER ICHTET 5 ¥ ¥ 1 V53 Bip ik 3 % (Terasaki and Reese,1992), —
XYtk & L T Alexa Fluor 488-conjugated goat anti-mouse IgG antibody (1:1000).
Alexa Fluor Plus 555-conjugated goat anti-rabbit IgG antibody (1:1000) % F\»CH{Y
T AT o 77, £77. 5 ug/ml DAPILIC X 0 Yt iR % 2GR L 72,

5-2-4. /N s X OCBUNE © FR &

HiDO 27— CREIEINE, 20°CTHH L 72 EEW Fix Solution 2
(70% MeOH. 3.2% methanol free formaldehyde)% F\ > CHEE L 72, [EE 1X-20°C T
1 RFfEAT V. 2 OF%REIR T 51 1 IRFHIT o 28212, 100% EtOH ICiE#a L,
H & T-20°CTIRIF L 72, BEERAZ BOH FREARS (100%. 70%. 35%) i< X
KM L 72 %, PBST Tyt L GITO B 21T -7z, GITO WH % 1T - 7 EAIC
L 6M KFEZET 0.1 M Tris-HCI (pH=9.5) % Jill 2 80°C T 30 7 FIHTR IR G L AL
W %47 o 7z, PURBIECILER: PBST TP L. —X¥UfA L L T anti-o-tubulin
mouse monoclonal antibody (1:100) ¥ X UF anti- Bip rabbit polyclonal antibody (1:100)
ZRML 72, ZRPifk & L T Alexa Fluor 488-conjugated goat anti-mouse IgG
antibody (1:1000). Alexa Fluor Plus 555-conjugated goat anti-rabbit IgG antibody
(1:1000) %W CHAEFEEZIT 572, 72, 5ug/mIDAPI IC X Y Fetufik % H
Tk L 720

5-2-5. Whole-mount Fluorescence in situ hybridization
HWO R T =Y ETHRAEZEIIE 0.5 M NaCl X X 0.1 M 3-(N-morpholino)
propanesulfonic acid (Mops: pH=7.5) IC 4.0% & 7x 5 X 5 K &M L 7%

paraformaldehyde % FH\ > CTHREE L 7z, EE X =T 1 KFETT - 724212 100% EtOH
ICERE L, £ T-20°C TR L 72, BEEEA %L EtOH T 251 (100%. 70%.
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35%) 1C & D FEIKAI L 72#%1C PBST ¥ L. 5 pg/ml Proteinase K C 15 47fi], 37°C
T L 72, 2 mgml 7V & VEH T Proteinase K K& % 1k ® . 4.0%
paraformaldehyde T 1 Rff#], #2[EE %177 572, PBST Ty, 0.1M2,2°,2”
Nitrilotriethanol ¥ X U° 0.27% /K EElE 2 & LiRAER % F W CEIR T 10 27
& FOALILEE % 1T o 72, % D&, Pre-hybridization /A (5xSSC. 50% formamide .
50 pg/ml heparin, 100 pg/ml yeast tRNA. 1.0% Tween20)% H\>"C 50°C, 1 K¢ Pre-
hybridization % 1T - 7z#%. Pre-hybridization A& IC 0.5 ug/ml 7 ¥ -+ ¥ 2 RNA
probe (Ci-macho-1 ¥ X U Ci-pem-1. Ci-vasa) % il 2. 50°C T 16 Ffft] hybridization
#{T > 7z, Hybridization % 1T > 72154 %, 5xSSC ¥ X U} 2xSSC wash buffer (5x &
7213 2xSSC. 50% formamide. 1.0% Tween20) Tt L 7214, WEHED 7' 10 — 7 % Bk
53 %728 37°CT 20 47 20 pg/ml © RNase A W% L 7=, £ Dk, 2xSSCT ¥
L T° 0.2xSSCT (2xSSC ¥ 7z 1% 0.2xSSC. 0.1% Tween20) THE# L . peroxidase
conjugated anti-DIG fab fragment (Boehringer Ingelheim, Germany, 1:100)% F\>C 7’
o —7® DIG X LT HRP % 1T o7z, Z D% Cy5-Tyramide (Akoya
Bioscience) TZE iin 30 7 ELHE S 2 Z 12 X D mRNA ZH R L 72, Z D,
5 ug/ml DAPI I X Y Betfkz s ARk L 72,

5-2-6. FFH R L Fluorescence in situ hybridization @ [FIRHL

HiDO 27— CREIEINE, 20°CTHH L 72 [EEW Fix Solution 2
(70% MeOH. 3.2% methanol free formaldehyde)% F\ > CHEE L 72, [EE 1X-20°CT
1 RFfEAT V. 2 OF%REIR T 51 1 IRFHIT o 28212, 100% EtOH ICiE#a L,
H & T-20°CTIRIF L 72, BEERAZ BOH FREARS (100%. 70%. 35%) i< X
KA L 7294, PBST Tk L GITO WU %17 5 7=, % D, Pre-hybridization /&
& PURIRIE LR DR AR (3.78 M Urea, 0.063 M Tris-HCI [pH=9.5]. 50 pg/ml
heparin, 100 pg/ml yeast tRNA, 1.0% Tween20) H'C 80°C. 30 4 MR HRIE L AL
M%IT o7, % D%, Pre-hybridization {A#KIC 7 ¥ -+ » A RNA probe % fill 2 .
50°CC 16 W§fE] hybridization % 1T - 7z, Hybridization Z 1T - 72#5£AK %, 5xSSC ¥
& TF 2xSSC wash buffer (5x % 7z 1 2xSSC. 50% formamide. 1.0% Tween20) Ttid
L7-t4, Wt 7 v — 7 %RE$ 2 728 37°CT 20 571 20 ug/ml © RNase A AL
A L7z, 2Dk, 2xSSCT F X ¥ 0.2xSSCT (2xSSC F 721 0.2xSSC. 0.1%
Tween20) THEF L. peroxidase conjugated anti-DIG fab fragment (1:100)3 X Uf anti-
NN18 mouse monoclonal antibody (1:100). anti-Bip rabbit polyclonal antibody
(StressMarq Biosciences, Canada; 1:100) %35 2 & T, 7 u—7® HRP 1
k& —RPUAR LB Z 1T o 72, ZXPUA L L T Alexa Fluor 488-conjugated goat
anti-mouse IgG antibody (1:1000). Alexa Fluor Plus 555-conjugated goat anti-rabbit
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IgG antibody (1:1000) % V> CHOEERZ 1T o 72, Z D% Cy5-Tyramide (Akoya
Bioscience) T i 30 /LIS 2 Z LI X ) mRNA Z a6 L 72, £ Dk,
5 ng/ml DAPI I X b Qetafk 2 gORAERR L 72,

5-2-7. BRI IC BT 5 BB EEEE L Fluorescence in situ hybridization D [F]
e

FYIND 5. Sardet H (1992,2011) DFKICHE > THEERE 2 F8 L 72 (Sardet
etal, 1992, 2011), HIID A7 — & THFE I #7290 % /K2 5 Calcium free A
Tk (0.46 M NaCl, 9.4 mM KCI, 0.1 M MgSOs. 5.9 mM NaHCOs, 0.2 mM EDTA)
B L. 2ok, ANLiEKeHIZH% 20 pg/ml poly-L-Lysine T2 — F I L7z
18X18mm D A NN—H T A LIC#ie 7z, TOR, WEIZH N—H T X EIC#EK DK
HORAREZEHE T 5, 2 pEFHERIC, IAEN R WERICESEO ALK
ZH T Ay bTEUILL ., FE D Buffer X (350 mM K-aspartate, 130 mM taurine,
170 mM betaine, 50 mM glycine, 19 mM MgClo. 0.01M Hepes [pH=7.0]) % {&i# I
MATRAE L7z, HOWRZ 3570 2 BEUL L, BufferX Z iz 5 & & T
DN % NTiEK A © Buffer X ~ & 27 E# L 72, Buffer X D 2> 5 3 70D 2
BEUL, 77 A<y FZHWT Buffer X OFELHARKRE, AN—H T R
kol FTZLICXVINEHRIELZ, A N—H TR LIGFEL T 7Y &
#5775 Buffer X Z UL L. -20°CTHH L 72 [EE# Fix solution 2 H L < 1% 3.7%
formaldehyde & 0.1% glutaraldehyde % CIM buffer (800 mM glucose. 100 mM KCl,
2 mM MgCl, 5 mM EGTA. 0.01 M Mops [pH=7.0))ICiE& L 2B ER Z H N — 7
7 AIHEA D LTk Y BT OREERRIC B\ CTER T 30 0l BEER)E 2 [
E L7z,

Fix solution 2 CREE L 7z BAHERIE 12, 5-2-6 & [FFRDIR(FIC X Y. mRNA D
R L BB R (TR o 72, B T DR, —X¥ifk & L T anti-a-tubulin mouse
monoclonal antibody (1:100). 3 X Uf anti- Bip rabbit polyclonal antibody (1:100).
anti-ATP5B chicken antisera (Sigma-Aldrich; 1:100 dilution) % . —X¥TAIL Alexa
Fluor 405-conjugated goat anti-mouse IgG antibody (1:200). Alexa Fluor Plus 555-
conjugated goat anti-rabbit IgG antibody (1:1000). Alexa Fluor 633-conjugated goat
anti-chicken IgG antibody (1:1000) % fEifl L 7z, % D% FITC-Tyramide (Akoya
Bioscience) TZE iin 30 7 EALHE S 25 Z 12 X D mRNA ZH L 7z, — /5 T,
3.7% formaldehyde ¥ X T8 0.1% glutaraldehyde DR &R CHEE L 72 HEEFRE <1,
PBS TUEf{%, 5-2-5 L RAMRDFIEIC L b mRNA 2 HAF# L 72, 2 OFF. FBk
7\ b airs XS S RIEERB L7 77— A R CER L
720 Z D%, Hib & FIROPiAE v Mic X b REREEFHEIEL 72,
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5-2-8. Focus ion beam-scanning electron microscopy (FIB-SEM)#1 %%

H DR T =V FCHREZEZINE X UM% Fix Solution 1 1C 2.5%
glutaraldehyde %ZiE & L 72 BIEM % W CHEE L 72, EEIZ=R T 1 KT - 72
12 100% EtOH I B L, i £ T-20°CTREF L 72, FEREA % EtOH TRE%
1 (100%. 70%- 35%) 1< & 0 F/KAI L 72%% L 7214, PBST Tt L. 2.0% osmium
tetroxide (Nisshin-EM, Japan)¥ & U 1.5% potassium ferrocyanide % A T.#/K (420
mM NaCl, 9mMKCI, 10 mM CaCl,, 24.5 mM MgSQOs, 2.15mM NaHCO3, 60 mM
HEPES [pH = 8.0]) M CH#*E L =12 EEW % H T 4°CT 1 RfEIEEE L 7=,
[EE %1778 o 72K % . 1% thiocarbohydrazide (Tokyo Chemical Industry, Japan) C
20 4rfEl, EE U L. 2.0% osmium tetroxide % & & A TH#E/K CHOVEIR T 30
FRRIEE % 1T7% o 72 N LK T2, 3% Ti-blue (Nisshin-EM)T 4°C. 16
Rt 2 TS 2 LT, 7 uy I Qta i T o7z, 70y J Qa2 {775 o 72 FER
% 0.03 M aspartic acid @ 0.02 M lead nitrate &% C 30 77fH. 60°C TULH 32 C
CICX VIR EITR o2, 2 D% EtOH EHZRF (50, 60, 70, 80, 90, 99,5,
99.9%)1C & Y Bik#z. Wik T & b v CUBR L, SER2ICHiKZ1TR 572, BiKL 72
A% TR ¥ UHE (CLEARPOXY Resin, Sankei Co., Ltd, Japan)iC @2# L, FIB-
SEM (NX5000; Hitachi, Tokyo, Japan)iC C#I% % 1778 o 72,

FIB-SEM %2 T3, 15000 {5 D 5% T 50nm ¥ v F ORI % 17\ EF 100 2
DAy 7 EBREIGE L7z, S LZHEROAN 10 BEZHWT, ER 3X I b
IV Y7 E2FECHEEBRIH L, 2o %, HEmGE L CEEEEET L
(U-Net; Ronneberger etal., 2015)IC ASJ L, ETVOEEZTho7z, FHET L
%, Python 3 %MW/ a2 — FIC X W{EK L. TensorFlow 2.0 X 7 =¥ F D
THEITLTs FEHLZETVICFIB-SEM BIZ X W 22T RX v 7% AT
T2522¢CTItav P 7 eEROEEEHERS . BB L 72, 2 D%, ER
HBEME Xz 2 & v ZHifRA & Image J Fiji (Schindelin et al., 2012)? Plugin
Volume viewer % FA\WC =Rt T A ZIERR L 72,

5-2-9. HEAEMESRE B X CHERENT

A DYt % 1T o 7= 28IEA L BtOH EFRH] (35%. 70%. 100%) < X b i
Kk, ¥V FLEE A F v (Nacalai Tesque, Japan) CT@EI{LALEE % 70, R — L
ZAFNH TRy v b L7, Bl BI53 L5 SBEMEE LSM700 (Carl Zeiss,
Germany) ¥ 7213 AIRHD25 (Nikon, Japan)% F\»CfT > 7z, HUS L 72X, %
NENDA A= v 277 b =T ZEN Black edition (Carl Zeiss) 3 X UF NIS
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element imaging software (Nikon) % F \» CTHfS L 7z, Image JFiji # W CTHUSR L 7z
T =256, KAV B X OCARERER L 72 3D Hiff % 2 2 WER L 72, e
UIR X IEH T (RO EEI2 R, Al %) ofFRI L. —J7 3D mifRik
Side view (IEH W O ZARFERK) 35 X O Posterior view (Side view % #&A{H] 2> &
DR AIC [BIFE) TERL L 7z, Wi OFEl I 2 e o X DFRBHICRE L 72,
HAEERE X, 80% Glycerol # Fl\WCH AL, #lZE %177 > 7, DilCis % BAMGIEA
L7200%. A58 18°CTHAE X 4 30 4712 1T Time lapse ¥ 217 9 72 ® . /KT
Wiz L7e AT AR LT 4 v v 2 ilB LT, EEROEMIZXT oI
L7z,

5-3. EERER

5-3-1. 1 ffERAIC BT 2 ER BL U F a2 v F I 7 OEZEER T

AWFFEClE £ 3. myoplasm ZHE 3 2 HE DN ER ORFZERIIHERICEH L T
%17 o 7o IR D X 510, 2N E CICHREM A VR 7 = v 635 % BARLTE
A L7000 time lapse R~ HEERE %2 H 7281582 5 myoplasm DFHIKIC 1T
cER 23fFFEL. 26 2 MAE HACEIC X VB~ BET 2 2 L HL 2 ICI N

45:00 TR 46:22 47:03 47:44

Figure 5-1. %5 2 MR EHEE ic 31) % ER D&EE) I X VTHEE{L

(a) DIIC18 ZEEMEA L 7200 % 45 205 55 mpf CTHELBAMBEZ T x4 47 7 2 %
2T o7z, RUFIEFBHCRL TH Y LA B (A: Animal pole). T /7 23EPH% (V:
Vegetal pole) . /&4 23Hif4kili % 7~ 3~ (Ant: Anterior pole, Pos: Posterior pole) . [XIH /=T DB 1%
ZAGE D O DR %/~ 3 (mm:ss). (b) DIIC18 % BAMIEA L 729N OREVIGIRE % 45 2> & 47 mpf
TRA LT T2 % TR o7, RUTERITHEIRTH V. PP (V: Vegetal pole)
EJ7 137 M (Pos 1) #7/RJ . Scale bar=50 um, [from Goto et al., 2021]
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TWwb, #2°C, %2 MlEHREICH\ T ER OB 2 HiERT 3 -0, Jlic
ANKRTT = v (DICISA3)) ZHAMIFEA L, 24 L7 7T AR %177 > 7=,

ER (A0 E 2IRICIADR 2 —#HD A v VT — I EETH D720, Nv o 7TV
NI E 2R 2 E > T, BRI TR FE I N ER F A4
v HSUARE ICHERR X N/ (Fig. 5-1a), & @ ER F A A4 v, HEVRE I - THM
~LBEL, BEBICEEL 2RI F A4 v e h i L E e S X0 Ml
FOEMI~ERALE N XA vEe LCBigE 7z (Fig 5-1a), YR O OBIE
ICE D TD ER FAA VIZIEF#ED b EFRITIAD 5 O 72k ok L 7- i T H
5 LD HER S 7z (Fig. 5-1b), VA EDOFERIZ, RITHFERIC L VME I T
% cER OZ%HE) & X { —E(3 % (Speksnijder et al., 1993; Prodon et al., 2005), 2%
D, RIFFECEIZEN/ZER FAA Vit cERICHIET 2D THELEZLN

a

Unfertilized A

120 Odense ER OMRC Meta

. PNfu

)

2

o

c

< PNfo

04 0.6 0.8
0 Normalized time
c PNfo PNfu Meta
ER Mito Merge ER Mito Merge ER Mito Merge




Figure 5-2. 1 fifgfAiICE T B ER & I Fa v F Y T OEEE)

(a) R3ZHEUN (Unfertilized). Telo. PNfo. PNfu, Meta I3 \J % L EIEA D ARG g % 7R
L7z, BB LU, K, oPidznZ i, ER, 2 ba v FY 7R, KIZIEHRHEIICE
F AU R R L, RZHINCE T 5 L5280 (A: Animal pole). /5 23E4fE (V:
Vegetal pole) %33, PNfo 2»5., fETEREOMEICK Y, HifE (Ant) -#£& (Pos) 23HH
L 7%, JREHNZ dense ER #78 3, Scalebar=50 um, (b) fEYIG (V) 2> 5% (Pos) ~
® dense ER (7F) 3 X U'MRC (f%) oB8i%. RICRT X 5 ICEEBMICHIE L7, ER B X
', MRC, CAMP OfElk% a2 v + 7 2 MR L —flftic X v L., zoELEHEBL 72,
IEFRWTm O YA R ic BT, dense ER 7213 MRC O FE.L (ZNZF R E - i3kkoM) &
gyt e oo AME (0) ZHEIE L. TR 7 7 7 TR L7z, Rl Normalized time T/
L. RZHINZ 0 & L72BRic, SMiieE EH Metal, Telol, Pnfo. Pnfu, Meta (3% 1% 41 0.2,
0.6, 0.75. 0.9 x5 %, 2 MIEHADBIETH 5 Telo & 1 L EF L 7=, Error bars 13 SD %
%9 (n=3), (¢)PNfo. PNfu, Meta iC ¥} % dense ER fHIK D &5 KR, ER, I b v F
V7., BLUI~—Y I N HRER L IR L7z, dense ER FEIIZ I Fa v F U TAZ L\E
el T3 (HEH, Scalebar=5um, (d)PNfu O%FRFEIKIC 3515 % FIB-SEM HfR,
myoplasm (E L DOMHR) 12 MRC ¥ X U dense ER fEIK (RBEDKIH) 2> SHEK X415, Scale
bar=6 um, (e, f)dense ER O —& (e:d D[TRTHERI. dANER) DILKEEZRL 72, KK
FLd/NEfR s — s B3MEE L 7= cisterna IROKLEE R, — 5 T, FRRHNIE MRC fEIICTRLE
T LM cEIE 5 ER /3T, Scale bar= 0.6 um, [from Goto et al., 2021 ]

5, L22L,cERAZD &) ICHIIEEME CHEIAVAALRETH 5 2 LITHT
LWHRETH D, KRiFFETIX. 2D ER F A4 V% dense ER & AT, Z DOKf
ZERIER O Z S 22103 2 2 & 2 HIICIT 2 £ 72,

dense ER DRFZERIEMOFEMEZIH S 221 2 7201 1%, BEEHRIC X b /ERK
L8R CEBMIcBRT 2o L8 0EER %, LAL, ER 2T 5 72
DOPURIZ ER NICIEET 2 v v _u vt afilit 35720 fhox v 78
B L -IREECRIEI NS 20, VDR T 72X T2 LR CH 2 L X
T 2% (Hayashietal,2011), % Z T, JRFEFH 7 DU BIE L % FH 4
HbEb eick ), BFEEARICE T 5 ER &+ nitee ol b 3 % gy
EEFAK L, COFHICI D, Yo 1 HlilEHHICE T ER 2 &#EEATH]
fbT 2 L 3AlREL e o 72 (Fig.5-2a), 72, I Fa v F U T L oEKRED
AJREL 72 o7z, % T TRIT, myoplasm DOFHIK % denseER & I Fa v F U TIC
& ATSHIIE  (Mitochondria rich cytoplasm: MRC) IZIXAI L. % 45 % #l e B3
DT (4-3-1 S) ICHDLETHENTL 72, REZMINEKE D ER et i3 —7
T, 1 MIE EECE T8I CHEAE L 72 dense ER 23HAREICEBIZ X L7

(Fig. 5-2a: Unfertilized, Telo ), & ®ZEH)jid, Sardet & (1992) 23FC#E L CTWw 5
cER DR 2 55\ EFELLL T % (Sardetetal., 1992), —J7. 26 2 M0 E B E C
IZ.dense ER |3 MRC & 17 L TR~ & #58) L 7= (Fig. 5-2a,b; PNfo 2> © Meta) ,
INHLDEE D cER L[EFRTH o 7223, PNfo LA, denseER I3 X DV JEA DD 5
Mg (5-10 um) & L CEIZ I N7z, EfEEOMmRA &, MRC & dense ER D
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Figure 5-3. 2 MIHEBEREBICB IS ER LI a2V P Y 70X

PNfo. PNfu., Meta O &EFHRERDO A ZY R 2 HE S K 4pum @ 3D T AV %2{EKL 72, ER,

TPV FY T, BIOY -V INLERER 4 ISR L T b, PNfo TIiEYIME (V) %

e, BlE#ET (Pos 1) 12 LTRL TV, PNfu & Meta TIZ#H (Pos) % Hlic,

EREBEAE (A1) ICLTRLT B, KR, I MIREHICRA LD 72

dense ER DIk % 7R3, Scale bar=5 pm, [from Goto et al., 2021]
WU ICE R 2R o T b T e BBIE I Nz, BB L OBIEKRICE T
o D R JRfE X &2 — VA ICEE I T 5 (Fig. 5-3)s —7 T\
MRC HICHEWTH ER DI F v MROJEEE Iz (Fig 5-2¢), MIEE
M@ ER FE#EHH afETH Y. T OFtal dense ER 2> O A B {HI 1 fifr Of 7z 5
B 72 ER TH 2 e PRI NS, ARWIFETIE. ZTD ER % Loosely extended
ER & %4 ff1F 72, 2D X 5 7 dense ER LAZL D ER 28 Z O YEFiKICEH T, dense
ER 0T 2Ny 77Ty P LTBIHEINTHwEER®BINS, —FT,
dense ER IZFHME i & L CHEIZ I, FFIC PNfu TO A—BIIC R b 7 4 78k
DIEEZTER L T\ 5 2 LB SNz (Fig.5-2¢), % T T, FIB-SEM %W
T, B2 MEEHEKEICE T % dense ER D EHGHIHE & % 8122 L 72, PNfu & T4
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INBIAMEEGETIE, T ba vy FY T L ER 257 % myoplasm D REIH A3 BHE IC
Akt & 72 (Fig. 5-2d). X bICEMGEEER2 S, Z OWHAD dense ER 134T
ICHEAEL 572 ER v — F 2 LK X L 5 cisterna KOFHETH 5 & & BEIEL X
7= (Fig. 5-2e, f K)o —7/7 . Loosely extended ER & # % & 41 % dense ER %>
S U7z ER & MRC WICTFEL T3 2 & AR T % 72 (Fig. 5-2e, f K1), K
IC. dense ER D & & I FAMl e #i& % BH & 2212 9 % 72 I FIB-SEM 2> & =KJT
ETNEER LT, TOET D6, FETTAIOWIIC IS VT D YL ER & —
N OHERED R E N7 2 L H 5, PNfu lCE 1T % dense ER 13 cisterna Kk DHEE TH
% Z L gL R I Nz (Fig. 5-4). LA EDFER 2 5 | myoplasm | MRC & dense
ER DHHthry 838 2 SR X v, HLicHifE B o ST & L ic iz~ L FEE) L |
dense ER ¥ PNfu IC 35\ T—i#YIC cisterna ROFHEZTE T 5 Z L BRI 1
726

Figure 5-4. FIB-SEM RIC &1} % dense ER D =RILET IV

(A) FIB-SEM fRICEWTER & I bav Y 7omEMH L., £hLRERTRL, (B)
ER O & 255EEHH & 7= FIB-SEM 8% 40 2 & v 7 HWTERICET A ZIER L 72, [Hilg
EX-YFHTRLTWS, (C,C)B% XYZTAALHETE S XS MEIL (C). HEHE
DM %R L7 (C).

5-3-2. 55 2 MIFEEHERCE IC 1) % ER & REBUNEREE O W22 BT

I dense ER & fUNEREE & DRI 7 41 B % 2 HUEAIC X U T L 72,
fENT %47 5 L CER ERUNE L ORIFFRBIIMETH S, LA L, 2TE TOH
FEICHE W TIINDOHUNE & ER OFIREETO NIz e A &7 < [AlRS
th7ikEB L ER & UNE ORfRICEAT 2 MR I 7w, 203 e LT, BIE
EADM/NE 2 Pm T 2701, Tra—nic X aiiEs X OBk ik
D WEEEDF 2 — 7Y VORBRESRCTUEDT 7 A% X 30BN H B, —)
TER IREE» ORI N ANT A T TH 5 7=, AERBEICR L CHHER
WG eIEZ R, A ClE NS OMESR AR L2, BT ra —-
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Fob~ ) VEE L PURBGE LB 2 A S DRI X b SINIC ST 5 ER & U
EoRE Il I L 72,

ZogtEikE AW » b, 52 MIl0E FHRCE I35\ T dense ER 23K &
INERHETH 5 CAMP L FIBROEIBICHEL, HEZ S o THEILTws T L
DR X 7z (Fig. 5-5a,b) . 7z, BIBRE 2 b OBIZICIH T H[FBRIC, dense
ER & CAMP 2SEIREDFEIICIFE L T3 2 L AEE I N TS (Fig. 5-6), X
SICEERMEE 2 b, REICHUNEANY A IS PNm ICE T, 2D
NV FL2S dense ER DREIL T E N T3 2 & AVRE L7z (Fig. 5-5¢) % D
%, FE L 72 CAMP 2SR & 715 PNfu TiZ., CAMP 7% dense ER NICTZEK & 11
TWw3 Z & (Fig.5-5¢). %7z CAMP /N3 % Prometal 2> 5 Metal IC 5 W T D
CAMP %, dense ER PICTFELE Lt 5 T & 238158 & 17z (Fig. 5-5¢) BA_EDMUN
B & ER ORIFFREGDFEED 5. CAMP 28 dense ER P TIEAK & 1. dense ER @
BENCHELG L TWB I LARBINSG,

a

b c PNfo PNm PNfu Prometa Meta
Odense ER OCAMP : “ S

Meta
90 PNfu

Prometa

Angle (8)

(2]

o
Microtubule

w
o

[}
2
(7}

=

Normalized time

Figure 5-5. % 2 MIEBEE ICB T % ER L EZBMINEREEDEH)

(a) PNfo, PNm, PNfu, Prometa, Meta IC &) 2 28EIEADFKREHEEZ R L7-, T LU,
. ORI NZ L, ER, UNEZ R T, KIZIEREICE T 280 2R, B
DSEWIER (A: Animal pole). /5 23S (V: Vegetal pole) %K, F 72, MTERIKoHL
X0, HifE (Ant) -#HR (Pos) %7~ L 7z, #KHIIZ CAMP %7~3, Scalebar=50um, (b)
IR (V) 2> 518 (Pos) ~® dense ER (FR) ¥ X OMU/NE (fk) o8 % & &I HIE
L7ze ¥72, MR ZITNR S 7 7 TR LUT-, ITTEOFEMIZ, Fig. 5-2 ICEC#E L 72,
Error bars (X SD #% 3 (n=3), (c) PNfo 2> 5 Meta ICF 1} % dense ER FEIH D S fiF K H{R,
ER. f/NE., B X N~ —Y I N7 %ZFI| 4 178 L7z, denseER fHIIZ I b2 v F U 7232
L WiHl & /S L CTwb (HKHD, Scale bar=5 um, [from Goto et al., 2021 ]
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Microtubule

Merge

Figure 5-6. %6 2 M EBEEE ICH T % ER L EZBM/INEREE DEH)

PNfo. PNm. PNfu, Meta OB DAY 2> HE X 18 um @ 3D ET7 L ZER L

726 ER, S Fav RV 7, BXW~—YINHIERE 4 IR L TWw5, PNfo, PNm Tl

Yk (V) i, Bl &S (PosT) ICLT/RLTW3, PNfu & Meta T34
(Pos) ZHulvic, EMIZEfET 1R (PosT) ICLTRLTW3, KhlL. IIERED Sl

BHNCR A LIR® 72 dense ER DI % 7R3, Scale bar=5 um, [from Goto et al., 2021 ]

5-3-3. 1 MIEEAIC 381 3 ER & £ mRNA D B2 Ry #EHT

i, BHE mRNA (postplasmic/PEM RNA) & ER® I b v FIU T, &5
IC/NE & ORFZETEIR 72 tHES 2 BH & 221 3 5 72 ® 1T, Fluorescence in situ
hybridization & ER, I F 2V F U 7 ORERELZHALEG D285 L ek
EEFE L, 3. AWML CHIEL 72 FEDPHEEK D Fluorescence in situ
hybridization % & FIBED mRNA ¥ 7' F A ZRT 2R T 27201, ThTEh
OFFExE W CER L 723k % [ UCBlgE 5 cleik L 72 (Fig. 5-7). Type I
postplasmic/PEM RNA @ 7’1 — 7 & L T macho-1 %\ 724t % 1772 o 724G R
BT & b ICABRDERIC 51T 2 JRIER B X L 23, FTHECIEK L 23Rl C
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X, XY 5EW Y S FABEEE %R L 72, Type Il postplasmic/PEM RNA © 7w — 7 &
L Cvasa % W 7815 C b [FIRRIC CHTRLE I30ERIE CE L 72808 X 0 &v SN
aRLoD, FDRTTERZ TR L7z, 2O DRFED S JRT7EEE % B I 85
TEOFBFEZRFETE 2 w7,

Conventional method Our method

Enlarged

macho-1

vasa

Figure 5-7. Fluorescence in situ hybridization IC 8 1J 5 fekikE L VHFHED
mRNA ¥ 7' F )L D HEk
macho-1 & vasa D 7' v — 7 % H\w T, fEkik & H8lik T Fluorescence in situ hybridization % 1T
W, A UEERIESAE T TR L 72, 205 DIl 4 T Meta IC35 1 5, IEH I O AT
FxRT, ¥55070—=7BXPFRICEOTHBBICHET 3 > 7 FArkiti s ns
(F 1 KEOEFD), Tmage] THH X NN DR % RER TR 3, PERE L HEL L T, macho-1
Tl 7l SN EAE O L, vasa TIIMIIWE Ny 77777 v FOFELWEDHERE S
7z, Scale bar= 50 pm (JIEKRENER). 10 pum (PEKHEER) [from Goto et al., 2021 ]
ZZTRIC, AFEEZHGTER, I Fa ¥ FY 7., postplasmic/PEM RNA %
[FRFICEEIEAR TS T2 2 Lic kY, INefkcolRZER 2B o gt %
1172 > 72, Type I postplasmic/PEM RNA ® 1 2T % macho-1 mRNA & ER, 3
Fa v P U7 ERERHICEZE L 268, ER B X O macho-1 13INRJE <3 —1C J/H7E
L. Z OfIgEMENC X MRC 23F7E L T\ 7= (Fig. 5-8a; Unfertilized), % D%,
B MEEREKEICLY, SRS THEYMA~LERL TnWd 2 LR
7= (Fig.5-8a;Telol), T DE]. SATHIFE T E LT3 X H 1T (Prodonetal.,
2005). macho-1 1% dense ER & HLJF7E% /R L 7= (Fig. 5-8a; Unfertilized-Telo I,
ER/macho-1). —77C. & 2 Ml E FHECE 2 FIG 3 % PNfo AR IC 35> T macho-
1 1% dense ER 2> b L. L b Mifl@E I~ & ZAD D> MRC ACRIELTW5EZ
&P I 7= (Fig. 5-8a; PNfo-Meta, ER/macho-1) . Type I postplasmic/PEM RNA
I I N 55D mRNA TH % pem-ImRNA IZEWTD, macho-1 & [FERDZ
g% R~ L7z (Fig.5-9a). & I, macho-1 & ER OIHTEN: % R T 2 701,
Sardet & (1992, 2011) 235 L 72 /5151 L7225y (Sardet et al., 1992, 2011), 45
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mpf (PNm 7* & Prometa) DUNA O HifEREZHE L, HUNE. I hav F U7,
ER. ¥ XU macho-1 \ZOWTHEREZITo 7, £72. CAMP ODUNE NV F
VDS EE T EI R AR T . RRMREYIAR o R T8 & 8125 L 7= (Fig.5-10) . macho-
1 ¥ 7 F N fERES L OARIE ToFiEIC L 0 IS X N7 iy i o Bk
KIFICH W, KFICIEET 2 ER Tl MBS IC B 5 MRC FEIE i <
X7z (Fig5-10). T35 DFERIZ. macho-1 2355 2 MIEE FHECE IC B\ T
dense ER 2> Ll L MRC I C/RFET 2 L ) 2 L %5 ZFfT 2D TH 5,

a 1st cell cycle (macho-1mRNA)

Unfertilized Telo | PNfo
Enlarged

Meta

32-cell CAB

Signal area of mMRNAin
dense ER vs total mMRNA
Signal area of mMRNAin

dense ER vs totalmRNA
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Figure 5-8. MRC ¥ & Uf dense ER. postplasmic/PEM RNA D% E)

(a, b)1 MfEHHICE T2 ER (F) & I P2 v FU T (#) B X O postplasmic/PEM RNA (&
macho-1 (a). vasa (b)) ® [RIRF {5 (fﬂiﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ X FICR S 5 KRZHE. Telol. PNfo, PNfu,
Meta). MIZIEHHEHICE T 27U R %2R L, B8R (A: Animal pole) . T /7 23 HR

(V: Vegetalpole) %3R3, 72, BTE2RAEONME L Y, Al (Ant) - (Pos) ZR L 7z,
Mo FEZIIAAR (7172 L) & HEis X O FBHT dense ER FHIR DL K (5%F v v AL %

Kid) ZRL T2, I DAPI TR L7z (LB H), TERARKICEH W TIX ER SO
2 (RER) & mRNA DY 7 F ot ERAEDE = (ER/macho-1. ERvasa) . HEE L KB DR

X2 N Z ., dense ER & HFHE I % macho-1 > 7 F b Lirwnwy 7 F %789, Scale bar=
50 um (B2 AE) . 10 um GEKRBR). (¢, e) 32 MilEHICE T2 ER (OF) & I b2 v FY 7T
(#%) ¥ & U postplasmic/PEM RNA (7: macho-1 (c). vasa (e))D AR, HXICLEKAN D
FKJR TS CAB D K& % /K L 72, Scale bar=50 pm (Z£Hi{%). 10 pm (GEI{R), (d, f)
mRNA &I A3 5 dense ER FEIN D macho-1(d) % 72 1% vasa (f) mRNA @ > 7" F L IHifE
DHRZEHT 2 Z LITX V. postplasmic/PEM RNA & dense ER O 3L F7EM: % T & 11 77l
L 7z, dense ER & mRNA ¥ 7 F VD[ E N T 572010, £ 5 RO R 56 1E
i D 3D €T A EER L 72, Ric, /A XBRE, 2 v b 72 MR, ik E2{Tv, A
7Yz b YA XEHIRT 5 L T, dense ER fHI Z fhH L 72, mRNA > 7' F v i3 —ffifbic
LA L2, 20k, ZhZThomEZHEL., ¥ 7 FAaEOlELRE L 72,
MEtrA R IR, —JCBCE S BT ICHE ¢ Tukey-Kramer #UEIC X 0 RHT L 72, HEZEIZH
AlETTRLE (Ns CHEAER L, * i p<0.05, **:p<0.01), Errorbar i3 SD %% ¢ (macho-
1: n=3, vasa: n =4), [from Goto et al., 2021]

a 1st cell cycle (pem-7mRNA)

Unfertilized Telo | PNfo PNfu Meta 32-cell CAB
Enlarged )

Figure 5-9. MRC I & Uf dense ER. pem-1 mRNA DOEEj
@1 MAHICE T2 BER (F) & I ha v FI 7T (#) XU pem-1 mRNA (5) O [FRiG
g IR EicRd 5 R3ZKE, Telo . PNfo. PNfu, Meta). [XIZIEHHEICEH T 5%
PUR %R L. EAEYIMG (A: Animal pole) . T /7 23EPER (V: Vegetal pole) % £ 3, %
7o T EREOME X Y. FifE (Ant) -#fE (Pos) %R L7z, KO EBIIIIRGE (7~
L) LB XU BT dense ER FEIOYEK (£ F v v AL %ER) 2R LTwd, i
4' 6-Diamidino-2-phenylindole dihydrochloride THta L 7= (BB : F), TEARICEHE W TIE ER
FEOEEL GR#R) & mRNA O 7 F At BEREGDE (ERpem-1), # L KD RFRIZ
ZNZ ., dense ER & HJRTET % pem-1 > 7 F e Lig\vy 7 F V%R T, Scale bar=50 um
(IN4fAR45) . 10 pm GERER) . () 32 MIfHICHE T2 ERGR) & S hav P 7 () &
X U pem-1 mRNA (F) D FRIRE a4, HRICEKHN DK TRI CAB DILKERZ R L 72,
Scale bar=50 pm (/EH{R). 10 um (FHHEf&R), [from Goto et al., 2021]
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—77. Type II postplasmic/PEM RNA T»H % vasa mRNA ¥, RZFHIND 55 2
MR E PG E A ¥ CHlREE HIc ¥ —1c 9 L T\ 7228, PNfo Tl HEYiRIE )=
ICEME L Tz (Fig. 5-8b; Unfertilized-PNfo), % D%, Meta ¥ TIC Type I & [Al
BRICEMR~ L B8 L T\ 72 (Fig. 5-8b; PNfo-Meta), — /5 C. TypeII X Type I &
TR Y 1 MIAEHIIC BT dense ER & IXBIMEZRILIRTE & 7' U IEHERE & e B>
- 7z (Fig. 5-8b ER/vasa) . % D%, 32 MIEHAIC 5T i, Typel 35 L OV 1T Id dense
ER & H/FE%Z/R L CAB ZHERK L T3 2 & 29K & L7z (Fig. 5-8¢,e, Fig. 5-9b) .

¥ 7z, dense ER & Type | & X ' Il DILJGTE Z EBIICHENT L MR 2HH, Z
o ORFEINZAL 258 K XFFF 2 R b Tw 3 (Fig. 5-84,0).

Conventional fixation Our fixation

Merge MT Merge MT

Solid square

Enlarged image

Dotted square

Figure 5-10. B EERE 1T 351) 5 Myoplasm, B mRNA. #UNE O ZZRIEHR
45 mpf OYIZ & HEEL 7290FKE % . ER (JR). macho-1 (f%). I+t v FI 7 (H). BUNE
(MT 5 H) %%tk DJ7iE (Conventional fixation), d L { IZAMFIE CHIFE L 724k (Our
fixation) T4 BERE L7z, KPAVIR D OERLZE S 4um D3 RITCET AV ERT, v —
H{R (Merge) 3L PUNEDHRD Y v 7V F v 20 (MT) %R L7z, 245 O HEERE I3/
b2 b DIKFRIC K o THERE X 41, Myoplasm <° macho-1 134 Tl LIRET 5, Skl
KEH 7 OHRCTH Y, RFREIMIMAE ICHY 3 2, S & BRRREIR O fL K iR % Bt &
TEICR L7z, EREREBUVNE ICEALZEB CH Y BRI ICHY T2 L PHINS,
FRAEI I 5y ©H ) MRCHEIICTH % & P& D, Scale bar=50 um (EBE). 10 pm
(5 KEfR) , [ from Goto et al., 2021
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5-3-4. JREIHAIC 31T 5 ER & B mRNA D B2 R

HIZ X b | TypeIpostplasmic/PEM RNA 355 2 #fific & FHACE ¥ I dense ER 2»
bRt 543, 32 MAEIICIZTF Y CAB & LC ER IKHBTET 2 Z L Abho
72o 2 2T, 2 ML & 32 MfEHH £ TD ER & postplasmic/PEM RNA D Z5H)
Tz T, EORHAIC dense ER & FHILRTERZ R T D2 Z R L 72, 2
FIHACIE. dense ER Itk E 2> b M EMNICHE O H7EL . £ 7. dense ER N
I macho-1 D> 7 FiE, LA RPN h o7 (Fig 5-11a), —7i. 44l
foHAC i, dense ER 23t fE@ IR IC S L. macho-1 @ dense ER fHI CTDJF
TEDAE ICHERE S 7z (Fig. 5-11a), % D%, 8-32 flllEHA TIX. dense ER I3 fR 4

It~ & ARG L T CAB % TEE L. macho-1 13 % D[ dense ER ICJHTEL T\ 7z

(Fig. 5-11a), EBNREN 20 b ZOBFKITM "B XI5 (Fig. 5-11b), &
7z, Type II postplasmic/PEM RNA T®H % vasa \CBWThH, 2 fifldii2 & 4 fHig
HADMIC, dense ER ICJFTEL T3 Z E3HHL 2 & 72 o 72 (Fig. 5-12), X 51T,
AF 22 B2 & macho-1 DFRJFTEIL 2 MO S ZUAD SR E > T 5 2 & 23

a b

4-cell 8-cell 16-cell 32-cell

Merge

Signal area of MRNA in
dense ER vs total mMRNA

Imacho-1

Figure 5-11. 7R HAIC 31T % macho-1 mRNA & dense ER DZH)

(a) 2-32 MAEHAIC 1) 3 ER (R) & macho-1 () @ [FREER (IREHH O ERIZX iR
3 :2,4,8,16,32cell) . 2 MHAHA DN E A (X RHH. 4 AR HA DARE oo e R A 13 59 2 o ik ¢
HY, ZNZ CABIEHEK DL KGR Z BT L7z (Merge), BHRAHNZEER (pos)
ZRd, FEIZ ER fEHIROERES GR#) & mRNA O 7' Fu (1) 2E&bE 2GR %R
L Cw% (ER/macho-1), Scale bar=10 pm, (b) Fig.5-8 & [AEEIC macho-1 > 7" F v DRHIFE
12Xt 3% dense ER fHINN D macho-1 ¥ 7 F VIHBEOLEFEZ2EHHE T ic kD,
postplasmic/PEM RNA & dense ER D @ 7EM: % & BAVICHHM L 72, #aHHAEMEIR. —Ioid
BT BT ICHE < Tukey-Kramer #7E 1S X O fB#HT L 72 AR 13505 THR L 72 (*:p<0.05),
Error bar 1% SD %3 3 (n=5), [from Goto et al., 2021]

75



Bl I 7z (Fig.5-13) A EDRER X V| macho-1 1355 2 MRLE FFECE 2> & 2
Rl o 73 248 & Tz —#YIC dense ER 2> HARBES 2 25, % DIRICHILRTET 5
ZLTCABZBIT 2 Z e mENTe, E72. vasa 1B WTH 4 ALK <
dense ER ICJHTET 2 Z & A5, UIEIHAICEH ) 5 ER & mRNA OFTEA /1 =X L
1% postplasmic/PEM RNA [H] CHu@EPED S Z LRI NG,

4-cell 8-cell 16-cell 32-cell

Merge

lvasa

Figure 5-12. 73R HAICF 1T 5 vasa mRNA & dense ER DZEE)

2-32 MifEic B 2 ER(OR) & vasa (F) © FIFEgEG ONERHOERIZK EicRd ;5 2,

4,8, 16,32 cell) . 2 AL O MHALEHA (X REIHH, 4 MR LA o #ACE I 12 0 2 o IR H b |

ZNZ N CAB JERGEIR O L KR % FEICR L7z (Merge) . HIERATHIIZHE8R (pos) 2R3

TE 3 ER fEI OGRS (L) L mRNA O v 7+ () 2 \ERSbE-EEERL TV
(ER/vasa), Scale bar=10 um, [from Goto et al., 2021]

1stcleavage 2nd cleavage 31 cleavage

Mitotic phase Interphase Mitotic phase Interphase Mitotic phase
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Figure 5-13. F—2 0B =IREI O & 2RI E T 5 macho-1 mRNA &

dense ER D&H)

macho-1 & dense ER D ILFIEACORHAZ AL 22 ic 35 72010, 5 1 22 55 3 JNE| o &
DEICE T 5% ER (UR) & macho-1 (). DAPI (H) TH% L7, EEIIREmRD
HFUR BT 2~ -Vl EZ RS, EERAGHNIER (pos). TEIZ CAB JEHHE DL K
Hif (Merge) &. ER fHIEOERTE GR#E) & mRNA O 7 Fnu (H) 2ERHbHE7-HEE
% LT3 (ER/macho-1). Scalebar=50 um (_EEL). 10 pum (FE), [from Gotoetal., 2021]

5-4. EE

VI D myoplasm 13, IRl E LAHMR L OBRICEHECTH 5 Z & 55, 100
ELA BT D 72 o THFFE & LT & 72 (Conklin, 1905), & DR WIFFEDEL O HI T,
myoplasm (C | postplasmic/PEM RNA & W (34 2 BEE mRNA 237FE L, %2 DEE
PE & BHER GRS 23 sl o L M (L 2 & & R Y DIBRBIE K I M EA R R T
BB EDHSL NI 5T % (Prodonetal,2007), % D—77 T, ELIEWTH
% BE mRNA 232 OfERER IR T 2 7201, BRI %ZES ER & VRV — A4
DIFENRARAIRTH 225, FYIID ER b L < i3 ER & £HE mRNA OAHEH B
LCIEEHN AR L 2S5 Tuwind o 72 (Sardet et al., 1992, 2003; Prodon et
al., 2005) . RHFFE Tld, Z ORISR % ik 37~ {  2HIEA T ER % & T Myoplasm
ZHN T 2 EFE L HLT 57200, 3 BEHOEULTFIEORFEICHKIL 72, 2
DT ER & X P a v P YT EEHUNE 0 “HEGEREE, b D UL DI insiu
hybridization & HiCREREZEN T 2 HiETH L, chbD 7 b arzHn
T, TR CTHS 2 I E LT\ % myoplasm N® ER TH 5 cER ICHY T 3
23, X VA EM A~ SR AL 72MEE %D dense ER TH 5 Z L AL 72, %
72. T @ dense ER 3% 2 Mif0EHEE IC BT, —@ICERB X7 ER v —
k2 OREE B cisterna IR~ L TEREZA L3 5 Z & % FIB-SEM % i\ CTEfT %
7o T, MEUCKET THOAICT 22 LA TE &, ER E, MlWE M
IR B L7 AT L TH 508, TBEOENICK YV R 2iELxHT5C
EBMEINT VL, —RIICIE, VA Y —L23%5E& L7 ER & — b HRERK X
N5 MM ER (rough ER: tER) & VAR Y — A% FF/27R 0 ER F 2 — 70 bR &
% ¥ ER (smooth ER:sER) I 8HX 5% (Westrateetal., 2015), AR X 9
IC. TND DIPRERIZRNY T — 2 a V3% OfRe L BRICBIE L Tw 5, Bl 21,
£V 7EERKIT ER TIThh, Ay v A4 A v OfF & P sER TEL
11cfTH 35 (Lynes and Simmen, 2011; Schwarz and Blower, 2016), —/7 C. rER
© sER L3RRy, MlEEfECF a—T v =D A7V v FRBRER
9 cER 1 (Westrate et al., 2015). 4 2@ TS Tk Y (Terasaki and
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Jaffe, 1991; Kline et al., 1999; Estrada et al., 2003). cER & flllf@fiE & o Befili o < 1%

BHE AR HiE 7n & DRFIRRREE 2 FIT L T\ % (Tavassoli et al., 2013; Quon et
al., 2018), WHFLHMNLIC & cER 23R L, JE#E & & v o8 7 H Ok ic EE e ik
HleHo Tz B REINT S (Foxetal,,2013), T HIT, cER iT7 7V X
oY =F TIRIEWVEDINCHFEEL TE Y, ZFEOILC T LY =2 —TIC
TE5 5 2 & I T B (Terasaki and Jaffe, 1991; Kline etal., 1999) , F 7-.
AR D X 51CHYIITD cER B MEINTE Y, VARV — LGB L 72T = —
Ty = oMEEINE Ay P - EERT AR IN TS

(Sardet et al., 1992), AHfZETld, FIB-SEM ¥ X UL fiBAMER IC X 2 8152
5. dense ER ¥4 v P 7 — 7RO HEEZ R T 23, B~ D E)RFIC—#iYIC
cisterna IROTEENEEL L T B Z e RHL o7z, T2, Z DEICEKSE
DWUNEREETH 5 CAMP 2° dense ER N TIEE N2 Z L dRT T enTE
770 ER IZTEHE L MEREDS B ICBE L T3 72, 2D denseER D4 b7 — 7
k2> & cisterna tR~DZEAC X, BUNE & DR ER A V4 2 Tk 7 & OFERE D ¥
HICEETH L Z EHFE NS,

X BT, in situ hybridization & HIC gLt % F i3 2 T L W AL FEIC X
5T, dense ER & postplasmic/PEM RNA D ZERII 7 HBE 24 F 1 v 7121k
T 52 L EAHTE 72, macho-1 & pem-1 (type I postplasmic/PEM mRNA) 1355
2 LB FACE £ TIC dense ER 2> ok L. & v AR EHI© MRC & HiI/7ES
52 E0BIEIN, BT EZEEST 2L, EFOSLEHEVI oD
Halocynthia S0 D HrPEM & macho-1 mRNA, ¥ X O Ciona Y1 D pem-1 mRNA 235
2 MUEBHREIC B TRE» SMLEM~ S REZ Y 7 F X825 & v ) fEiR
PR EN TS (Sardetetal., 2003; Paix etal., 2011), 415 DJEITHFZE IR, AHF
JeCBIZE X N7 FHE mRNA @ dense ER 7> 5 OFEHEICE L 2 b 0 TH Y | AWFFE
TROLNET =2 2XRT2bDTHDL, T/, AWK TIE. macho-1 & pem-1
mRNA % Telo T & PNfo DfH]T dense ER 2 HAEfffd 5 2 & 2R L T3, C
DR, myoplasm 237 7 F VMK AFI 7255 1 AHACE FHECE 2> © 2> D HBUNE
KA 725 2 MI0E FECE~ L BT 2% CTH % (Sawada and Schatten,
1989; Chibaetal., 1999), L 72235 T, macho-1 & pem-1 D JGTEDZEALD, HLHE
EoOEHE LR L CwWE 2 L IRFEI NS, —FT T, T4H D mRNA 125 2 #ff
F B FRBLE C dense ER 2> O AT 2 H DD, MRC % dense ER & L icfffi~ &
BEI3 5, ZOFERIZ. ER IS DO FEFE & A mRNA 2SHAFEH Z R > <L
T3 ZLERKRLTWS, BLEXY, BHE mRNA OS2 71 = X 4 2 Bifig§
% 7= 9121k mRNA & MAEEHE - RNA & 2 v o8 78 & OB % M1 i pT
TEZLEKRD LN D,

Type II postplasmic/PEM mRNA T& % vasa I%. 1 Ml IC T dense ER ICJH7E
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BRI L0, 2 MIEEEER T Type I & [FEEICHEVING D> & 2l ~ D % E)
BRONT, TNE TOWTEL O ARWIFE TR O N F A & FERIC, Typel & Type
1T postplasmic/PEM mRNA (355 2 Ml E Al E IR UL Z/fEZ R d
EHRWEINT V20, —RIVICTNS D mRNA DRTEA 1= X L1385 &
FZ b T3 (Sasakuraetal, 2000; Paix etal., 2009) , AWFFEICH VT H, PNfu
& Meta HlIC 172 25 mRNA OREFERMICR 2 SHFHELIL T3 4) D
D, ZOFMIZEL 5D DTH o7, macho-1 % pem-1 1% dense ER FHIH D> 5

T SERICARHE L T\ 7223, vasa | dense ER fHIH % & A3 — TR M CIRITE L“Cln
720 T OFERIE, 1 MAHHIC B W TIE Typel & Type Il postplasmic/PEM mRNA (%
Wi DEENA 71 = XLz Ffo L WO HELZXFT 2D DTH o7, —/j. Yamada
iZ. Ciona Yo 37 D postplasmic/PEM mRNA (TypeI & Type Il Z &) 23,
Pl b 4 MAEHAD HBATEIC dense ER fHIE & ARE S N A FEIICRET 5 2 &
S L Tw3 (Yamada, 2006), ARHFFEICEHENTD . macho-1 & vasa 13FNF
2 MRS 2> & 4 MIFEHA D [R]IC dense ER FEIRIC/HTEL T\ 3 & & 2R L T
5, L7chio T, 1Al & 13527 0 JIEIIIC 35> Tid. postplasmic/PEM RNA
WBEBRDRTEA NN =X LEZH LTI EBREING,

Z D X 5 7 postplasmic/PEM  RNA @ denes ER ~ D e + F/{7E 1L
postplasmic/PEM RNA DFE) & Z OFHER A H = X LD W CTHT 72 7 Be i & #% 1
2T BLDTH S, FHICH 2 MICE FECE IC 35\ T, type I postplasmic/PEM RNA
2% dense ER FHI 2> & PEFR X 41 MRC fHIE~ & #58) 3 2 B 1B L CTIZBHBRER v,
postplasmic/PEM RNA 7% MRC fHIIC 5 W CEREY Y — L AL TWw 3 201
FHHTH 253, 5 2 MITE FHECE £ <% 4 MIHLAFREIC 35 T type I mRNA D
BHER 2 dense ER _ECIiEFEICITH I, dense ER 2 & A 13 R IR AE I 72 % A HE
D3 2 &5 o Halocynthia R 4 FREHAIC 35\ T URFERIY 2 JUAKIC X 0 macho-
| OFEEREY 3 LT\ %  (Kumano et al., 2010), —/7 C. Ciona 9 &
Halocynthia YN 35\ T U5 2 Al E FHBCE B4R £ T3 T b pem-1/PEM mRNA
DEHREEY) D3 X 41T 5 (Negishi et al., 2007; Paix et al., 2011), L 7223- T,
IO DFEITHZES H b Fek O mRNA & dense ER OfEE & Tt ic X o CTHIER
I TON TV &S THllE T AR a5 (Fig. 5-14), L2 L.
type I IC B W Tld, vasa 2% 4 fifEHHICIZI 3 CTIC dense ER & J{FEEL CTWB 2 & %
A5 THH S 2212 L7223, Ciona SN BT % vasa DENFRICES L < i3 32 HATHALL
¢ L2 ¥es T T 7Ze v (Shirae-Kurabayashi et al., 2006), M ED Z & 55,
postplasmic/PEM RNA 3 % 112 1t H o R ICEHER 23 B4R & v, Bk & 2 BHER S 4E
BREBIFET 22 EBRBEINDG, Lizho T, REVIIHICE T 34 DR
mRNA & dense ER D IEfEZR 22 AL 2103 5 2 & 13, JREEIERIC A AI R
7RI 2 BRI 2 L CIFR ICEHECTH 5, 72, AR TEBEL
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macho-1 & vasa 13 % N F NEZE KT & RNA helicase TH D, & HITHMWR v o3
JEREER v R a— F LT o, ER NCHERBREMiI N 2L %
X5 WY A Y — L CTHRIh T3 2 E 2513 (Raz 2000; Nishida and
Sawada, 2001), L %> L. L4 Hannigan (2020) S X b, £ TdD mRNA 2% ER
EoEERE 2 & 2@ I T\ % (Hannigan et al., 2020), & 51Z, Reid &
Nicchitta (2015) (¥, ER i L@ RNA #5& & v ¥ 7B 5 mRNA ICEBET 5 2 L
TLEENT 22 L ZHE L TH Y (Reid and Nicchitta, 2015) . BHE mRNA D15
75 &SRR BRI 23 ER _ECfT LT 3 A[REEDVRIE X 1T\ 5 (Fig. 5-14)
AL CHIFE L 7= 2BIEAR O FRF L5 1. MEHFEE CS AL A
F 7 °FRHE mRNA, HEEE O BESCHARRRIEM ICHlEI st %
LI LTz, 2D XS5 7, 0 FRIOKRFZERIN 2 EM S 28T 2 2 itk - T,
MEHEEDO S T AN =R LEHLPICT S LICHMT 22 &N TE S,

lTransIation : Active ? ‘ \Translation : Inactive ? |

Unfertilized — first reorganization

Before second reorganization
vasa mRNA e - %S
m 0~/ m|
3 W AR otsagtion
dense ER
-~
From 4-cell stage Vegetal pole Network
Transiently formed
cisterna-like structure

gb ‘ Posterior

~y am 3
Re-localization P & 3‘, CAMP
’ dependent

Posterior

translocation

‘ Posterior pole

Figure 5-14. &Y O#JHAFAE I BT 2 B mRNA OB B & X UBRIERHIH 2 &
= ZALDETNLH

P 6E  Actin Sk DEERERRAT
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6-1. FFim

INE TOMIEL L, MIEBIEILT 7 F VIKENRE 1 B & BUNEK
75 2 BFEIC X Y myoplasm DREMB~DOHEE T T 3578 ol X 5 I
RPN BRI T w5, L L, 5 5 BECRldk L 7= BRic, 25 2 Al M AcE i
BT, TN TICHE TN TV myoplam N ER X 9 b X 0 FOHEIEIC
D f77£ 3 % dense ER DTFTE type I postplasmic/PEM RNA ® —i#f* 7z dense ER
25 DTEHET 2 HR R EH S (Goto et al, 2021), TNFEFTEZLNT Ao
MR AN =X LDFEEEZEZ R TNE LR hoTWw5b, Flic, 2T
(I3 1 HIEE ERCE B & O 2 MR EERE ICER S VTS ED b T
X720, Z O OBATIICEI L CIdFFIciEH S LT 2 7 o 72, Hib D dense ER
2> B @ type I postplasmic/PEM RNA D Z OB ICITODN S Z L dRE
TEYV FeBh AN =R LeEZIT 2[R\, £ 2T, KBETRT 7 F Villifft
DEEZ N L. Fric, 25 1 &5 2 M0E HEE o B o BT ey IVE RS &
DOBERICER L e 21T o 72,

6-2. KERBRAF

6-2-1. EEREIY)

R YR (Ciona intestinalis) 3. National Bio-Resource Project & Y $2fit X 172
bDOEMEHL 72 FY D LI, 2V 4 v %2 FrZE (shiietal., 2012,2014)
L., 74V Z—JEE% 77 18°COM/KhCREZ®-, ZOLEETTHAEL
7-RIE, K5t 30 mpf ©F 2 ME FECE. 60 mpf T —UNEIZ BT 5, %
K12 iZ, BMEMAR D 80k L 72851 % INNaOH T pH ##J 11 14 % Z & CiftAk
X, RP TR,

6-2-2. FHIASIMEER

RIS EECIZT 7 5 vEAGHZEA Cytochalasin B (CytB; Sigma-Aldrich)
X UM NE B A BHE A Nocodazole (Noco; Sigma-Aldrich)Z F 7z, CytB & Noco
I DMSO I & &, ZNZNAEED 2 ug/ml B X255 ugml 1723 X H I
T 7z, HHEHICHE T2y Fa—1 e LT DMSO % HEFWIEEO[F U
IEDREICT D X ) ITHML 7=,
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6-2-3. 7 7 F VBt o BlE

HD 27— & THEZE 005 L % Prodon 5 (2009) #Z5FI1CLC
PERK L 7=l (2% Triton-X 100, 50 mM MgCl, 10 mM KCl. 10 mM EGTA,
20% glycerol, 25 mM imidazole) & [&7E#K (0. 25% glutaraldehyde. 3.7% formaldehyde.
100 mM HEPES [pH=7.0]. 50 mM EGTA, 10mM MgSOu4, 525 mM sucrose) % 1 :
1 TRA LB E v, =R T 15 e T EGE L 72, BER D H T
FI T oI 2 RREIEE 268 72, BEIE L 74E40T PBST CToE# L 72421, 10
unit/ml Alexa Fluor 488 2% 7 7 1 4 ¥~ (Molecular Probes, USA) 2 X b =& T
30 pRVE L 72, Bk FTICELT 27201, 774 Y vRALEERE
40% fructose T 30 7rfl. FEHLCTHULEE L. SeeDB iA#R (80.2% fructose, 0.5% « -
thioglycerol) & M icH AL 7z,

6-2-4. RFHETRE

HWDORT — Y CRAEIEZME 100% MeOH % V> T 23R < — R EE
®{To72. %D, EARIZ 100%EtOH ICEE L, -20°CTHRIE L 72, Yethlf, {2
A% 0.05% Tween 20 % & ¢ PBST % F v THEv, 2R Scale 303K G1TO T 4°C,
90 4 LEE % 1T 5 7=, Scale LM% 1T o 7L % FF UF PBST THE, —XPifk L L
C anti-o-tubulin mouse monoclonal antibody (1:100) %ML 72, —XPifk & LT
Alexa Fluor 488-conjugated goat anti-mouse IgG antibody (1:1000) % F\»CHI R
WREAT o 720 PUADFIRIEW 124 T Blocking one % 27z, F 72, 5 ug/mlDAPI
X0, Btk Rk L 72,

6-2-5. Whole-mount Fluorescence in situ hybridization

HiWo 27— £ THRAEZEI0% 0.5 M NaCl I X 18 0.1 M 3-(N-morpholino)
propanesulfonic acid (Mops: pH=7.5) IC 4.0% & 7z 5 X 5 K &M L %
paraformaldehyde % FH\» CTHREE L 7z, [EE X =T 1 KFETT - 724212 100% EtOH
(B L B T-20°CTRIF L 72, BEREA Z EtOH TRERS (100%. 70%.
35%) 1C & Y FEUKAI L 72#%1C PBST ¥ L. 5 pg/ml Proteinase K C 15 47fi], 37°C
T L 72, 2 mgml 7V ¥ VEHK T Proteinase K K& Z 1k ® . 4.0%
paraformaldehyde C 1 Rff#], 2[EE %177 572, PBST TyE#H##L. 0.1M2,2°,2”
Nitrilotriethanol & X T° 0.27% MK EFlE % & CIR AR % Vv CTEIR T 10 70/7
& FOALILEE % 1T - 72, % D&, Pre-hybridization /A (5xSSC. 50% formamide .
50 pg/ml heparin, 100 pg/ml yeast tRNA. 1.0% Tween20)% H\>"C 50°C, 1 K¢ Pre-
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hybridization % 1T - 7z #%. Pre-hybridization A% IC Ci-macho-1 D 7 ¥ 5+ ¥ A RNA
probe % 0.5 pg/ml DEETEA L. 50°CT 16 Kift] hybridization %17 - 7z,
Hybridization % T > 72 A % | 5xSSC ¥ X 1F 2xSSC wash buffer (5x F 7z 1% 2xSSC.
50% formamide, 1.0% Tween20) THLif L 7214, Wl 7 v — 7% RE+ 23720
37°C T 20 4318 20 pg/ml @ RNase A YLEE % L 72, % D%, 2xSSCT ¥ X 1) 0.2xSSCT
(2xSSC % 72 1% 0.2xSSC. 0.1% Tween20) TPEF L | alkaline phosphatase-conjugated
anti-DIG Fab fragment (Sigma-Aldrich; 1:1000)% H\»C 7 v — 7 ® DIG I L T
AP E T IR0 72, Z D% XV VBB LU T 7 V) v LA ORATAR CULE
TR LICI D FA~FVROE{TRo T,

6-2-6. FFH R L Fluorescence in situ hybridization @ [FIRHL

HD 27— F TFAE X 7200%-20°C THHT L 72 [ %8 Fix Solution 2 (70%
MeOH. 3.2% methanol free formaldehyde)% i\ > CREE L 7z, [EE 1X-20°CT 1 ¥
MfTv. 2 OBERTE 51 1 RERETT - 728212 100% EtOH I[CE#a L, £ T
20°CTHRRIF L 720 BIERRA Z EtOH TSRS (100%. 70%. 35%) 1< X Y FK A
L 72%%. PBST T L GITO UL % 1T > 72, % D%%. Pre-hybridization A3 & Pt
JFERISILIR D IR AR (3.78 M Urea, 0.063 M Tris-HC1 [pH=9.5]. 50 pg/ml heparin,
100 pg/ml yeast tRNA, 1.0% Tween20) H1C 80°C. 30 7l Pi/s Bk7E (L AL % 17 -
72 % D1%. Pre-hybridization & ICFHAEE L 72 7 ~ F & ~ A RNA probe H C, 50°C
T 16 W§f# hybridization % 1T - 7z, Hybridization Z 1T - 7215 A%, 5xSSC H X U
2xSSC wash buffer (5x ¥ 7z (X 2xSSC. 50% formamide. 1.0% Tween20) CTiEif L 7=
%, Wt 7 v — 7 %FRE 9 % 72 20 pg/ml RNase A % > T 37°CC 20 47[H 4
VFEFE 2= gV L7z, %2 D%.2xSSCT 5 X 180.2xSSCT (2xSSC F 72 13 0.2xSSC.
0.1% Tween20) T#Eid L. peroxidase conjugated anti-DIG fab fragment (1:100)3 & O°
anti-NN18 mouse monoclonal antibody (1:100). anti-Bip rabbit polyclonal antibody
(StressMarq Biosciences, Canada; 1:100) Z#i3 5% 2 & T, 7 u—7® HRP 1
k& —RPUAR R B Z 1T o 72, ZXPUA L L T Alexa Fluor 405-conjugated goat
anti-mouse IgG antibody (1:200). Alexa Fluor Plus 555-conjugated goat anti-rabbit IgG
antibody (1:1000) %\ CHIEER % 1T > 72, % D% FITC-Tyramide (Akoya
Bioscience) TZE iin 30 EALHE S 2 Z 12 X D mRNA ZH R L 72, £ Dk,
5 ug/ml DAPI I X Y BetfkZ s ARk L 72,

6-2-7. SEMSEBRE B X VHEIERENT

GIEY % 4T - 72 2 EHIEA 1T EtOH _E7 2% (35%. 70%. 100%) 1 X b ik

83



%, ¥V F WA F L (Nacalai Tesque, Japan) TiEIACALE % T\, F—L R F
AFH 7A=YV Lz, B OBIE I3 E GBS LSM700 (Carl Zeiss,
Germany) ¥ 7213 AIRHD25 (Nikon, Japan)% Fl\»CfT > 72, HUS L 72X, %
NENDARX—Y V7Y 7 b7 27T ZEN Black edition (Carl Zeiss) ¥ X U° NIS
element imaging software (Nikon)% > CH{fS L 7z, Image J Fiji (Schindelin et al.,
2012) % FHWTHUS L 72T — 256, K PYIR B X AR L 72 3D Mg
TN ENWAER L 720 SEAUI RIS IEHRTIE (B O BRI E Yt 4235 45)
CERL L. —77 3D Hif§R 1% Side view (IEH T O AR FHEL) 35 X O Posterior view
(Side view 7% AR{l2> & O I BIER) CTER L 72, HEgAENT O FEMlIE 2 L Z L
DX H DFRHHICEL L 72, Whole-mount Fluorescence in situ hybridization @ & T4th
L 721213, 80% Glycerol TH A L. Biorevo BZ-9000 (Keyence, Japan)IZ CZ i
MBIE 21T o7, E72. ¥EIL Fix solution 2 THEIE IR D Tk Cd#
B 21T o 7,

6-3. EBER

6-3-1. 1 MIfEEAIC 81T B 7 27 F v/ e D B 2 [ R AT

MAE FHACE T3 7 7 F Y HEDY myoplasm OFENICEHF S L CTWwWab 2 &k
CHILbNT WS, ZfER, Iy v Ly 7 FAOflfll s CONREICE—ICHFEL
T2 7 7 F vl IR g~ 3 % 2% (Chibaet al., 1999; Roegiers et al.,
1999; Yoshida et al., 2003). % 1 fACE FHECELRED Z OWYIGRD T 27 F v filifft
DEFPHAEICE L CiIlE I T, 22T, AWETIEE I, 1A
L TCT 7 F vl ORZERIN 28 2~ 25 2Lz HINE Lz, 2O &
FHIEAZ AT TT 7 F VDO DR 2 BZ T 2 729 1C1F, 100 um %8
ZBERDERDBEICITERL T 2 LELRD 5, chE TOBIETIE, A%
FiKLCHYFAEAFNMICERT S LICXVEHLEIT R C& 20, T
7 F UM BT T A =V X ) 7 7 a4 Py A 0 A
RoNnd7zo, BKEEZRET 2 2 2w kDb b, 22T, AL CIRE
TE RIS 2 2 IS E SV % 1T DD BRI EILEZE SeeDB 1T X 2 #H A Z#%
CTiEHL T 5 2 & caFEERICET 2 T 7 F v kE D B 2> 2 ZE N ICBZ ©
X2 FEEMAE L (Fig.6-1). T OFiETIE, MINEE 72K o I E MK
HIEDT 7 F v vy 77 CWMBIR I T 7 F ki 0 ERE S BHTE ICTHERR S iz
ZEDS, FABRBETT 7 F kR AL TE T B LT E 5 (Fig. 6-
D, T2 codfEREE (Chiba et al., 1999; Roegiers et al., 1999). 10 mpf iC
BULCH L MINE HEERROMYIBRE CcoT 7 F VvEBBBIZE I T 5,
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SEERLEZ 32 2 & T, C OREYIIR T O RS 20mpf F T LiET 5 2 &
X LI Z D, 30 mpf ICH T TR A ICEREDTT C 7o T < D D DREYIGRIC T
TEL#ET 5 2 AR &g (Fig 6-1b), Z D, 45 mpf TIHIHE R ERHIIR S
he 7zo7- (Fig. 6-1b), AL TIX, 2 1 HIALE FHECE T 30 mpf £ T
WP IC BT 5 T 7 F v i DHERE % Prolonged F-actin accumulation & 4 117 72,

6-3-2. CytB JULEIC X 2 BUNE G ~ DR % f@iT

Unfertilized 5 mpf 10 mpf 20 mpf 30 mpf 45 mpf 60 mpf

Z-projection Optical section

Figure 6-1. 1 fifEHAIC BT 5 7 7 F VBHE O L)

@1 fifEic s T 28 () X 727 F vk () o Fbf (R EICRT).
13 60 mpf ZBRE . [EHEICEH T PR 2R L7z, Kb o L2 E8ks, T 77 23Rk
ERT, T2, WFHkOROMAROME LY, EHITZNZ R E ZiEZiE3, 5 mpf &
20 mpf IC BT 2 RKFEZ DE T ICHE D A EEBFEET 5L BRRINE T 7 F v %
¥ v 7 %457, Scalebar=50 um, (b)F-actin D> ¥ 7L F ¥ ¥ 25 3 KICE T L ZIERK
L. range indicator ICX V., 77804 v Dy I FAEEERREL -, A FICHEEHPEZ R
¥, EMEFIIHEDIMIC BT 3 F-actin DY 7 F L%, BWRERIIFH W Z7F i En
ZFHWRLTW3, 45 mpf TIROREBELS DT B I (EIREHD) . 60 mpf TIZHED
IR 2SI 3 < et X 7z (RHD), [from Goto et al., 2022

RIC, 51 A E PR E (ZREER) B 2T 7 F vilkiEo £/ Prolonged
F-actin accumulation 7 #Hﬂﬂq’fﬁﬁﬂﬂ KBWTED L) EElZH-o T a2 %
MR L7z 9. %6 2 MilEHEE I CLE MG T 2UNEICERL T
e %D 72, Fig. 6-2a 1Cn$ X 9, 1 Mg oME 4 Rdflicks w7 7 F v
DEAHERTH 5 CytB TUHET 3 Z LItk b, BUNEHE~DHELIET L
# (CytB_01[0-10 mpf]. CytB_02 [0-30 mpf]. CytB_03 [10-30 mpf]. CytB 04 [30-
45 mpf]), 7d. CytB ML X 0 7 7 F Viliift o ERA o iciEIhE 2 &
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[\

Preparation

CytB_02 CytB_03 CytB_04

Figure 6-2. CytB 2LEiC X 2 U/NERE~DEE

(a) CytB MLEE % 1T 5 v 7 (CytB_01-00)DFHN Z R L 7ze H7my 7 & H 7wy 7
FThxrinavy rr—e LTHWZ DMSO B X U CytB DRI % 7R3, (b) 10 mpf IC 35
7 2 DMSO #LE (b)¥ X O CytB WLHIN(b)D F-7 7 F v (8) o¥etaffk, Xk 3 XotET
LTH Y side view TR L T 5, RHUIHEVIERICE T 27 7 F Vi D JSTE%Z R T Scale
bar=>50 um, (c-g) CytB JLH % 772 o 72 SN DU NE R fG, K% 3 RITE T L TH Y | posterior
view TR I N T 5, X LAY C T 7032 R, KUIETFEREZES, £
DOEEIX. FXFP DI L RO ER R LN INDE %R L T\ %, Scalebar=50 pm, (h-i)
c-g IC BT 2 nEEEE ORI, fk & HIXZ NWE NWUNE & Jettofk % 7R3, Scalebar=10 um,

[from Goto et al., 2022]

HERL T3 (Fig. 6-2b,b’), CytB UL %1772 - 720113, CAMP 5 72Kk {K
BRSNS 45 mpf 125\ CHEE L, BUNERE~ OB A~ 7, RUHEIIT
iX. CAMP 2 ERAMMEYIIREE CIEH ICIER & LT 7z (Fig. 6-2¢). CytB_01 & X
U CytB_03 JLEIC 5T H CAMP 3K I N2 b DD, RUHIITCA LN S X
5 AR~ OERIA RS NF, A AF~EA LTS C & AR
N7 (Fig. 6-2d,0). CytB_02 JLEECIZ, CAMP IZIER X g, MUNE v F A
HEVIREERICIE {5 v X B2 Hi LT 7= (Fig. 6-2¢). CytB_04 ULFE-Cl, FRsEfT
AT O IE AR FEIR I 5658 L 72 CAMP BROBE I S 5 b D DMUNE N v F v
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BRELRETZZERBEINZ (Fig 6-2g)s —H Ty BTERMEICEIL T
I EDMHEFIC B W THIZIFIEF IR I N TE Y. CAMP &ETREIRMER L 1T
N THE A - 72HlfEll 22 F T3 2 & RRL T3 (Fig 6-2h-i), 7272 CytB_02
EECIE, 5 1 INEI 0 pZBEE OIS EN T W 2 HH» 5, MR~ —i%
PIRERH TS T e BHEEIN S, ZOFERD D CAMP JERUCEEL T, 77
F VRRHEDY 1 MR %08 L CHARERIC R ICBIfR L T b 2 E AR I T,

6-3-3. CytB LB iC X % myoplasm DBE)~ DEE % T

CyBIUR L 722 4 I v 7Ic X b3 5 2 MIlEHEEICHF 53 5 CAMP OJEAK
DRENRAD bNT-720, 2 TOEHIC W T CAMP JERICN T2 7 27 F v ik
HELZAT O 2 DEEZFF > T B T R E Nz, £ T TRIC, myoplasm % L
% dense ER, MRC. postplasmic/PEM RNA D&M~ DFEE IR 3 25 CytB YL
DB RMER LTz, T3, 55 2 MAE FHECEATIC CytB QU L 7-8F (CytB 01-
03) ICEHL CtT 2117 o7z, CytB JLEL 7281% 45 mpf C[EE L. type I
postplasmic/PEM RNA (macho-1 mRNA), ER, I Fa v FU 7D 3 EEHEEZITo
7. DMSO WUHEEETIE, dense ER, MRC ¥ X U macho-1 2S&IBICHIE L, AilEE
T L7z X 91T dense ER 28 MRC @ X b EJEMHIC, dense ER 2> HAEHEL 7=
macho-1 1% MRC fEIN C/H7E L T\ 7= (Fig. 6-3a) F 72, =RICIRH & macho-
1 DIERFRICALE L AREHE D IEFRRFIE TR L T\ 2 2 L 28I & 17z (Fig.
6-32’,2”), — /7 CytB_01 WLEEFETIX, dense ER, MRC ¥ X U macho-1 D K57 1%
B~ L FE T 2 23, KEYIRR > O Bk IC 20 1F C—0RTE L T B T & 03 Bis
N7 (Fig. 6-3bb). £ 72, BHRD macho-1 DJFTEICH T H DMSO WUHEED
L IC—HITRELTEO &2 b, EAHIA~DIAR Y E 617 (Fig. 6-3b”),
CytB_02 JLBE#ECid dense ER, MRC ¥ X X macho-1 DG~ DBENIIHE S 1
IV HER D R EREICIA  JRFEL T3 T & B X 7z (Fig. 6-3¢,¢°,¢7) o
CytB_03 T% DMSO WLEEHE L [Hff. dense ER. MRC ¥ X U macho-1 234 MR I &
EL Tz (Fig. 6-3d,d”). L2>L. ZRITED S macho-1 B3 &K1 —H CRTE
3225, CytB_01 JLBEEED X 5 ICIEH I C RS 3G TR~ D2 ) 238
Iz (Fig. 6-3d”). TN O OFER%E X 0 FEMICHRfiE 3 % 72912, macho-1 D
> T FOVREI D ALIE % EEIICHNT L 72, Side view T/~ L7z 3D &7 /L DEMT
<% (Fig. 6-3e,f). DMSO 5 X U8 CytB_03 THRABEIBRIC/HIEL TW5 T &R &
N7z, —JF. CytB 01 & 02 TlxEM S i > TR RELTE D,
5 2 RS F I E O BRIC RN E) C X 7nd> o 72 macho-1 3% 5 T L g
L T3 (Fig. 6-3f), ¥ 7z, 3D &7 A% EWER{i] 2> & W CpT L 7245 5 <% (Fig.
6-3e,g). T D CytB LHIT BT, macho-1 DJFTETEINA DMSO LB X b 3
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JE S FEATTIAICHE - Torfa L Tz (Fig. 6-3g). CytB 01 & CytB 03 ICH T
FERE DL ST I~DILRBH b AL, CytB 02 TEL WEEI|L CytB 01 &

DMSO CytB_01 CytB_02 CytB_03

Optical

Side view

Z-projection

Posterior view

~ 250 N < 250
-
o 200 o 200 *
o 150 o 150
D 100 > 100
< 50 | @ <

o &

/
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Figure 6-3. CytB 2LEiC X % myoplasm Z KT 5 BER OB EI~DE
(a-d) 45 mpf JlIC BT 2 ER(IR) & I ba v F U T (F) B X U macho-1 (F%)FIRFEER,

ZIEHTIC B 282V R 2R L, L5 23885 (A: Animal pole) . T /5 23 EY)HR (V: Vegetal
pole). A2 #EAR (Pos) #FK3 . K ED T ~)Lid Fig62 ICR L7z v 7RG L T»
%, (@-d’) a-d IC BV D macho-1 DF % ¥ AN HAEK L 72 3 RICE T A% Side view T/ L
720 (@7-d”) a-d IC BT % macho-1 DF v v AN LVERL L 72 3 RICE T L % Posterior view T
LTz R & E O SRNE Z N macho-1 D> 7" F 0 & IROERSR % 153, Scale bar =50 pm,
(€) 3D E T VT BT B macho-1 JRTEFEINENT DX, SO HL & macho-1 JRTEREIR O B
VIl [ DG A A S Z e OR O N ME 01, B X CINDHLE macho-1 JRFETEE D/
HHROMREZERZEr RO NS AE 02 ZFHIIL 72, (f,g)01. 02 DFHHIFERE 2
ZNjkOROTR TR LTz, &7 1y MFEHEI L Z290cHY 3 %, T L 729 v 7 83
DMSO, CytB 01, CytB 02, CytB 03 T, Z#LZ# 7, 7. 6. 11 fH<TH %, G =X,
—JCHACIE 5 BT ICHE < Dunette’s BRE I X D DMSO Bf & DE 2 % fRFT L 72 (*:1p<0.05),
(h-k) a-d IZ7R N2 PUA N DI KK, Scale bar=10 um, [from Goto et al., 2022 ]

CytB 03 DIHMZNIRTH 5 &2 b b, Cyt BUEIT XY macho-1 DA A5
H L 725 —/7C. dense ER, MRC ¥ X U macho-1 DAHX) 72 (7 & B (R I1C 13 BEE
BRZEMPBIEE I N T (Fig. 6-3h-k). L2> L, —J7 CIEHIIHIC 31 % %145
DZ NZNDFHTER 1T DMSO ICHE~D 7 WIS H 5 (Fig. 6-3h-k) o T4 5 13,
HTRMEC D FAEe, EH ST R~DIAH Y 26 IEH Wi R X 3 /[IfEE 2
SN LTz bRk E s, UEOKR? S, 77 F Vil o % icix,
51 ME BRACE I B TP~ & macho-1 ZBE) - ERE X 2721 T <,
Prolonged F-actin accumulation 2% macho-1 @O IEHPRRAEIR~D IR ICEH S L T 3
Z Rl T Tz

KT, F2MEEHEEICE TS CytB D EZEZRT 57201, CytB 04 T
WU L 7281 % 45 mpf TEIE L. macho-1. ER, I F a2 v F U 7 OEKRE%Z{T
> 7N DFEMT % 1T 72 5 72, DMSO BRI TIL, dense ER 1T 3\ TIT & ~F5H)
I KE D B YN IEIC [ 2 > THEA L. macho-1 1 dense ER 2> HAERES 5 Z
& T MRC IZJHTE L T 7z (Fig. 6-4a,2a’, ¢, ¢’)o CytB_04 LRI C 1% [FERIC macho-
1 & dense ER D3RI~ H) 325 S DD, dense ER D HHHE 7 M A & il ~ 3 A 23
R oo 7 (Fig. 6-4b,b). & H I, macho-1 73 MRC ~ & AT I, 13 &
Ao & dense ER & HLJR7E L Tz (Fig. 6-4d, d°)s % Z T. macho-1 ® MRC -~
DIATICHUNE DB G-3 2 22 el 3 5 720 1c, 5 2 MIE R EIC I T
INEEAIAEHRTH %5 Nocodazole (Noco) THLEE L 7251 % 8152 L 72, Noco WLHH
HicBW» T, HERB/NERS IR I N T, dense ER WICHIF 2 —7 Y VL
RIC X 2B RG2S R S 7 (Fig 6-4e,e’,e”) . dense ER. MRC. macho-1 1C
BULCid, B 2 MEHREOBESHEI ATV S Z LRI i, Yk
ICHE o T0d PRI N (Fig. 6-4f), BEZE N Z L1T, Noco JLEEFEIC
B TDH CytB 04 & [AIERIC dense ER 2* & D macho-1 DFEFENHE S N, 3L A
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EH dense ER L HLFIEL T3 Z & BEIE 17z (Fig. 6-4f, "), — /7 T, dense
ER & MRC DAY 2 (7 E BIR IS ZI BIE & Lin b - 7= (Fig. 6-4f”"), DMSO
¥ X U CytB_ 04, Noco ZLEEHEIC 35> T dense ER 12351 5 macho-1 DILFTEDE
AEREBLEEA, 20F2—7 ) vYEFEBRICIT, BEED ER B{EEL T
£ 0. CytB 04, Noco UL TIZ macho-1 D K57 2% dense ER IC/HFEL T\ 3
Z &R E Ntz (Fig 6-4gh). BLEO#ERIZ, 5 2 HilWEHKEICHWT, 77
F VHEHE & UNE DM S DM BAER o Z &1 X Y dense ER 2> B D macho-
| DFEFEEZHE L TWB 2L ERBLT WS,

CytB_04

Optical
section
merge

: 3
8 3
g y
N e
macho-1 =
g h
1
\ o
14 o
L Total MRNA -Eé 0.8
= area ZE 06 E
) 3 0.4
5 | Pos § o S
3 } % 02 %
L T© o
S o : mRNA area 52 o
gw v 3 in dense ER n3 0O &
g TR & @ ¥
E e i . ()

Imacho-1
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Figure 6-4. 5 2 M EHEBEICH T % CytB 3 X T Noco UHEIT X 3
myoplasm Z T 2 EROBE)~DRE
(a,b) CytB 04 5 X U DMSO WL % 4772 > 72 45 mpf JNIC B BZ ER (F) & I bav FU 7T
(F) B L U macho-1 (FR)DFRIFFR AR, KIZIEFRHICE T 287U R 2R L. B2 EPR
(A: Animal pole). T /5 25EWIHR (V: Vegetal pole). G234 (Pos) #EK T, K ED T
NMT Fig6-2 IR L7=3 v 7ABEZHEC L T 3, (a,b) ab ICB T % macho-1 DF v v F v
HIERK L7z 3 RoTET V%R LTz, RIRUE macho-1 D> 77 F V% $53, Scale bar=50 um,
(c,d) dense ER FEHIDHLE KK, (¢,d°) cd ICF 1T 3 ER SO (R & macho-1 D> 2
>t ERE DTz, Scale bar=10 um, (e-e”) Noco YLEE % 1T 7 - 7z 45 mpf YN 351F 5 ER
() & WUNE@ DRI ESR, K YIR %2R0, EA238Y8 (A: Animal pole) T
T A HEYIRR (V: Vegetal pole) 233, e 8L We', eIz Nt v~ — YV HIR, UNED Y
VINF AN, EROYV YV INLTF v V3 %IRT, (f) Noco LB % 1T 75 o 7z 45 mpf JHIC
BIFLERGR) & Ibav U7 (F) BXU macho-1 () DOFFFR GG, KIZIEFREICE
J 3R ER L. BB (A: Animal pole). T /7 25EPIE (V: Vegetal pole) . 45 1Hl
D% (Pos) %33, RFLIE macho-1 D 7" F V%45 T, Scale bar=50 pm, (£,£,”) f D
dense ER THIOILKIK, £& £, PixZzhZi, v—VlifRe ER SHIHOWm (R &
macho-1 DY 7 F ), BXUOI bav V)T LeEAMGDE LR %NS, Scalebar=10 um,
(g) Fig.5-8 & [AIERIC macho-1 mRNA #MHIFEIC X 32 dense ER FHIHMN D macho-1 mRNA D >
PR EEBHT 2 Z LI X Y, macho-1 mRNA @ dense ER ~O J5{EM: % & &Y
CEHI L 720 (h) EEMBEFFHOTRCORL7Z, &7 0y b REHIL 20035, fi#bT
L 7% v 7V DMSO, CytB 04, Noco T, ZNZ N 6HTOTH 25, Ml EEMIZ.
—JCHCIE S BT ICHE < Dunette’s BUE 1€ X ) DMSO B & D2 % f#HT L 72 (*:p<0.05),
[from Goto et al., 2022]

6-3-4. 1 A IC 1) 5 CytB B EEER~5 % 5 &% @i

Kz, 1HfEEAIC s T 5 CytB AUEAS, FIZREEZEICN LTl o X 5 s
BT D0 7% fEdT U 72 CytB LEE U 72 5P % 32 il 1 CREE L . in situ hybridization
IZ & Y macho-1 DYFett % 1T o 72 . DMSO WL % 17 7% - 7z 32 MBI C 13 macho-
1 3B D 2 2 D /NEIER (B6.3) ICZ N ZENAFFES 5 CAB fEIIC/HTEL CTH D |
FNEFNOEFRICHE LA HRLE T3 C L ABIE S 7= (Fig 6-5a), — /5 T\
CytB JLIRHE C 13, BRI IO U TRk 4 m BE R AR b vz, £ 2 T,
Bz 3 2 2 oEERKIcZNZE N 1 DT DIRITEZFEIC macho-1 DFITERR NS
& BT X N zB e L CER L T 2177 o 72, CytB 01 WLEERED 3
3@ 2 TlX., DMSO YLHEIEE & FIfRIC 2 D D/NEIERIC 7 LF A macho-1 DIRATE L
723 macho-1 ¥ 7" F ViE B X VNEIERO K % X 1IAREECTH - 72 (Fig. 6-5b) 6
—7F. Y D 173 1%, BERE L 2 WEIEKRRIC 3T macho-1 DIRTED 4 b v, BT
IR IIIERE X e 2> o 7= (Fig. 6-5b°), CytB 02 JLBREECld, b BHE 2
EZITTEY, 3L ALDORICE TS 2EBRICZNE N macho-1 DJFTE
BHRONDDDD, FAENEL CEBIEL , AEELRERE FFO R 2 IE %17 -
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TWw7z (Fig. 6-5¢), 72, D 455D 3 TIZBEE L 72 2 D DEIBRICHE b HiiH
721 2DMIEVY 7 F b LT macho-1 25HH E 7= (Fig. 6-5¢°), CytB_03 ML
MR ORI, NI REIRPEONTEHEELZEEK 2 2205 3 flicks T
macho-1 DJGEDHRI & v, WA R 2 A 3 2 MITBIR I N o 7% (Fig.
6-5d,d’). CytB_04 MUHEFHIC 51T 2 PEOMTIZ, WFEDE L < Bl 72 90 EIRk
RZ R T 03,2 2 DEERD Z NWE NAEEIC macho-1 DJFTE% 7~ L 7= (Fig. 6-5¢)
—77. R O oM TIE, FRRICOHIREDZE L CELLZZONEIRk 2z R L. 22D
1 2D macho-1 DJFTED 1 D DEERICHAET 2TWE % n L 7z (Fig. 6-5¢") . K1,
TNHDOMICE T macho-1 BXWER, I Fav FUT2§EETE LT, /N
X REIBR A A AT AREINENC LT 7 CAB DK %GR L 72, DMSO JLEE#EC
I%. CAB JEEHEIIC 35\ > Cumacho-1 & dense ER 28 3LJ57E L C > 7= (Fig. 6-6a,a").
CytB WHFH IC B W TiX, 2 TOUHIT BT macho-1 & dense ER D734 H3ELIL
2500, ZnHIFHFHELTEY CABEMRBIERE ICITOINZZ EDREBIN
7= (Fig. 6-6b-g, b'-g")o LA E D #ER A & Fig.6-5 THERE & N7z BRI K © BH 1%,
CAB DO EFELTELREZRET 272000 D2 DRFARIMT L L
X B3bDTHBE T LRRBI N,

DMSO CytB_01 CytB_02

b S 23 ' v
14/59 (23.7%) 4559 (76.3%)

CytB_04

10/20 (50.0%) ! "I‘OI‘;'O.‘(~50.0%)

Figure 6-5. 1 #if@HAIC 351 5 CytB ALEE DX macho-1 DIREF X OHiIREHTEK
bz 5 E

(a-e, a’-¢’) 1 AT BUIR A 1T 70 o 72 RICHE X2, 32 M (SZHS%4Y 3 IRefd) <
5E L. insitu hybridization 1€ X Y macho-1 % 3¢th L 7 2 1@ E IS0 X 0 B %2 IS L 72,
M EDF vt Fig6-2 IR L7z v ZAREEZHRE L T\ 5, KL macho-1 DJRITEEIET
AToBMEIL, FXPOREFKOEELRONITOBBE LS N— vy T =V 2R LT
%, ae WKIZZNZNDEEICE T macho-1 DJRFIEPIEF ITEWIEDOREH %, a’-e’ 11X
macho-1 DJFTEE X CINEIRICE L W n R o zIMo R &EH %R L 7z, Scale bar=50
pum, [from Goto et al., 2022]
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Optical section

Figure 6-6. 1 MEHAIC &) 5 CytB LE A CAB UEKIC 5 % % Fo &
(a-h, 2’-h’) | MAEHIIC SR %2 1T 7r o F2 R IC R AE & B, 32 flifE (2R 3 Wef]) <
ELLER@R) & 2 rav YT (§) B XU macho-1 () D FIRFROEZ G L2, K E
D7 )V Fig.6-2 IR L7y v ZPAREZHRE L T %, RILIE macho-1 DJe{E %153, a-h
& macho-1 RFEFIF QIR %#Z7~ L. h (T2 ER OR/ERFOILKR %Z7R L 72, a-h’ 1%
a-h IC B 5 macho-1 D v 7 VF % v A4 )% 7", Scale bar=50 um, [from Goto etal., 2022 ]
RBIC, 1 AIfEHc CytB LB 3 2 L ic X 2 —@#H 0 BEBEEIEAIC & D X
I IR ER RIS T 2R T 2 7-00C, HIEORBHMEHIEE L 72, DMSO JLH
HTR.ELEEVEHRI LM A 2= v 7 VO IEH REEL L T\ 3 (Fig.
6-7a), — ) TETD CytB LB IC I\ T, S I KAl & 2 B g
Bex /R L7 (Fig. 6-7b-e,b’-¢’), 1 DHODOFIRM CiZ, JEES & BE K X U]
HHhZH L T2, BEo#i/ NI ORI E R & DO BRE MRS 72 (Fig. 6-
Tb-e)o T ORI ZRT YL DOE EIX, CytB 01, CytB_02, CytB 03, CytB 04
TZNZ K 57.8%., 242%. 44.3%. 54.7% TH Y, 2 MifEIECcR Ozt
BRI IEH IS VIR D FEFRITHT W & & 2RI X 7z (Fig. 6-7b-e)o b 9 — 5 DRI
BCid, REZOKEEZRET 2WEO WL OT 0N EITET 2D 0D,
DMSO CytB_01 CytB_02

a @ b b’ &

i

i 3

Ant Pos Ant ' Pos e
- —_ ‘x;“i i
122/149 (81.9%) 26/45 (57.8%) 19/45 (42.2%) 16/66 (24.2%) 50/66 (75.8%)
CytB_03 CytB_04
d di e S e g
Ant Pos 3 Ant 4-_ Pos ,‘{;'i;:‘,.“ s ¢ ff
67 L
51/115 (44.3%) 64/115 (55.7%) 70/128 (54.7%) 58/128 (45.3%)

Figure 6-7. 1 fAEHHIC 351 3 CytB L3S DRFBICE 2 3 &
(a-e,2’-¢’) 1 MHAEHAIC S CytB IR % fT 72 o 72 RIS KA S &, S (R 18 IKffd]) T
E L, EEEEEZIC X VR EIE L7z, K EDZ Vi Fig6-2 ISR Ly v TR
FLLTW2, ae DHHPOLELITZNE MR (Ant) &K (Pos) ZHE3. £ N DEUEIL.
FERh Ot & RO ERR O N2 EDOR B I N— v T =Y ZR LT 5, ae (T
T2 NENDOEEC B\ THIREIAS IE R ISE W HE D REH % | a’-e” 1T (XA il 7 &
N wihEoRFEH %R L7z, Scale bar=50 pm, [from Goto et al., 2022]
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WA 72 BEER & BRI 3, Mifgslicn vwBRE%Z R L7z (Fig. 6-7b’-e’),
ook, 32 MAEEIMIC 35\ CRIRETEZE R T N in 2> 70 B RAE L 7=
bDODTHDLEEZLIND,

6-4. EE

INEcomfsc, MEEHKEIZT 7 F VIKENZRE 1 MildEHEEES X
OBUNEIRTEN 7256 2 MIOEHEE L L4 i3 s h &z, 725
VIRHED DUNE~DIE DV ZED Y e EBATRHICBE L CiRig L A LRI N T
%7z, %7z myoplasm OFENCEHL T, ZDOEBICHEET 2 ER I Fa v |
Y 7. FHE mRNA OFEMiZ2 8BTS 2 icEnTE L3, AWFFEICTHID T
NOBHNEZ DA =X LTHEHL TWE I EEWME L, L223> T, MinEH
FLE IS IR L LCRAID A A =X LBHFEL T2 EEZ 6N, T K
TIX7 7 F VIBHEBISEOWBICX Y, 727 F vilfEE 1 0B FRCER T 7%
D 2 MIEE HEERGE CHEYMRCTRELRIT S EZHL2ICL
(Prolonged F-actin accumulation), 7. % 1 @& FECE B X U Prolonged F-
actin accumulation DHERE % CytB ALHIC X 0 bt L 724558, 2o 7T 7 F Vil
HEDRTED S 2 MCEHIEICE W CHETH L I LHARBINZ, F 1 Mg
B E (0-10mpf) % 72 1% Prolonged F-actin accumulation (10-30 mpf) D &5 & 2»
#IHET 2 EMUNERIETH S CAMP ODFERICEEL R ONL, T OREIL
CAMP DIEHFHFHIR~DINKDHECTH 5, L7zdioT, 77 F Vil o E
& LCH | I E AECE IS 2 CAMP TR D HIHIS AT IC X YRR T iz,
RETIH, FRENC LICHHERT 7 F Vil BRSO e Wi 2 filfe
BHHEIEICE W TS CytB UL X CAMP FEUICHE % KIF L, & 51T dense ER
25 D macho-1 DfFEERHEL 7z, 72, MUNEEAHERTH % Nocodazole
ALERIC 35T D dense ER 2> 5 D macho-1 DAEBEVIHE I N2 &0, 52
MEREEICEWTHRUNE L 7 7 F vilfE iz o 2o HEFHZHA L TEH Y.
BEE mRNA DJRTEZ fillifl L T 3 alRetEs mR S iz, iidics w7 7 F
VHRHEDS . BUNE DAIIERE ~DRESLHE T ZHIH L Tw b 2 & 23l &
LT\ % (Dogterom and Koenderink, 2019), %7z, CAMP |37 %3&E & 1387 Y
UM % Ff 72 7 W HUOME IR e U NE SR CTH D . —IREY e B INVE S
DHfFE L 1TV L ERZEHSD DD, L L, FORIFKER 2B NEREIC B W
Th. 77 F vilh#ED spectraplakin (ACF7 ; fUNE & 7 7 F v ke o i /5 1kt &
LCHIE B ERIET 22 v X0 H) EM/NE~ A4 FRIGHEGE v 28
(CAMSAP3 : calmodulin-regulated spectrin-associated protein 3) % /1~ L CIHEIEZ AL
DI Z L CTwad Z L s I T\w3b (Noordstraetal.,2016), L7z23> T, Z
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N o MR ESBEE S T ICx T 2T 21T 2 & T, T 7 F villHfEic X 5 CAMP
TR D FHITHBERE S X W Db D L 7 5 2 L AW a N5, AifFE CHRE
BEicks T 2 HIIBEHEREBICETET 7 F ViMoo RE 2L 21055 2 ERT
X7z, Stk FB 1 D05 2 MiINE FHEE ~ DT % & % myoplasm DFSE) % HfiF
T3 EC, MilE&E AL A T, mRNA OBIHEZ FEMIICHEIT L. 2 b Dt
HERREE T 2 0 FOFEEZHO 2 ICT % 2 & CHIEHEEZ 0 F L1
CHfRS 2 2 L TR 3,

L ic B3 2 7 7 F vilifE o BHE X CAMP OIERPHE IS 2. macho-1 D
JRTEICH R T 25 2 & CTHROFIREORKE D725 Lz, CytB ULHIC X 2 S
JRIC 5T CAB DIEITFE® bz 23, IEH R AFINENIf TN T, Z OFERE
RERbhTnwd tEz2ZoN%, ZOERE LT, 1HEHIIES W TEMRIC
myoplasm 238 Y] 72 SIS ICACIE X W7n 2> o 72729 CAB JERBIC A E 7 BHR O B
e T, CAB ORRRICEE R ERDORECH MBI R 72 2 L 29K
WXd, Ledo>T, 727 F VilkiEH M0 E FECE O 24 % 8 L CHIRETFE K
ICHGLTWwWE EEZLNSE, UEXD, 51 2558 2 MlaE il oM
BRI AAER % myoplasm N CTD A LA 2 7 mRNA OEHE 258 70 & AN
JEDORRIT, X VAR I EHEEZEEL 25D TH Y, TND DK
RIEINECAHBCTH o 20T A= XL OMRITO TR H Bk & 72 5 B
MR TH B EEROTOLNG,
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FTE HROFL®

ARETIE, INETTIKMEINTWIHA L AR CHELNLFH-RAR%E
RATRH O MIE FHECE A ICB L <. HFEOBIM LR A oK% &8 L 7
B oamihd % (Fig. 7-1).

- REZFEIN

Y DORZIGINTIE. myoplasm 2ENYIHRATE D & < —EB8 % B < RIFFHIB 2K
ICBWT, EHHFRICHEAES S (Prodon et al., 2006), myoplasm (x I b=~ F Y
TICE A B (MRC) & MRC OREFHEICHAET % ER fHIH A O RERK
XN 3 (Sardet et al., 2005), T D ER IZiZ, £ mRNA TH % postplasmic/PEM
RNAs (Type )23 E7E L CTv» % (Prodon et al., 2007), %5 5 &= T3] T R#EIEA

etk ED KB v»T, KZHIND MRC ¥ X 'ER (dense ER). dense ER
EHJHIET 5 Type I mRNA % [FIRFIC 2> 0 @ kSMICEEH L 7z, — /7 T, Type I
mRNA B L CTHEEH L TH Y, Type ImRNA ¥ Type ImRNA & (%74, HH
MERRTEEZRI RN ERR LTS, £, B3, 4 BICE W THBEBNER
ED 1 DTHBWUNEA Y > 27 —27 DEM PRZMINTHEET 3 2 & it
L7 (Fig. 7-1)o T @ DEM (3JEr REEE 2R & . IIERE D S Hlicmd - T
15220 ym DE XY —ICTHFEET B ERA v 27— BETH B L LT,

- 51 BB R

ZAEH. Ca?' Y = — T HBEL B 2 & THE KO T 7 F VRHE O K
mEDINMOBIE LR bN5, H4FEICT, C'y = — 703548 L 7 ) DEM
DS 1 B PIAR T ECICHRET A 2 L ERL, 2D L5 DEM DA
2 Ca¥ e 7 Fric X vl T v 3 2 L a3 HEE & L7z (Fig. 7-1) — /5 G, Ca?'
P NVIHEIBREBICE T 5T 7 F Vi BB A HIEH 35 (Yoshida et al.,
2003), T X Y IR REYIR I |1 A o CUNAE T % Cortical contraction *°
myoplasm DREYIFGE~D%E) (55 1| MIfEHERE) 25 7% (Chibaetal., 1999;
Roegiers et al., 1999), 54, 6 EICHBWT, ZOT 7 F VFHEOH = 235 1 Hilg
B FNCE 72 0 C 7 K FTBUINVEREIE T H 5 TAF ©° CAMP ORI Zillf#l L T2 2
TEHRFEHEHL, 455 BICT, B 1 MEEHEKEIC X EYMmA~ZE L /-
myoplasm N Tl dense ER 28 & WV JEA Z o CTHET A2 L 2R L7z, I HICZ
DL, RIZKEIN & FIFEIC Type I mRNA 13 dense ER ICJH7ET % 25, Type Il mRNA
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WM R RTEZ BRI W E DL I LT 3B,
< 8 2 B

Ca?*v 7 F M X VIl T T/ MPFIGEESH U LR T2 2 & T, 2
BOor5U N £ CH#EfT 3 %, 2 D%, MRF iEME X FE MAPK 6 & 4Eic Ca? v
Ik o ifldng 2 &8 2 MiAE B L. Interphase ~& #1795

(Sensui etal., 2012; Levasseur et al., 2013; Fig. 7-1), £ 7=, Z O IX. % 1 flfg
B RCE 2> 5 55 2 MR E FHICE ~ L 1T 288 CTH 5 (Sardet et al., 2005).
55 3 BT 3\ T Prophase 11 %> & Metaphase 11 1 2> 1F C—i# i ICHEPIIB R JE T
INE T F 7 AVt DERE TAF BB S v 5 Z & 2 L# L 72 (Fig. 7-1) . Metaphase
11 2> & Telophase IT 1 2>\ TR F IR IZIEF ICFE L 22 S %M E CHEIT 5,
Z DRREDOFERLHI)ICIE MAPK EED T IS LETH S 2 L 25 4
BCR L7z, £75% 6 HicT, % 1 MREHKE ClEvMmIcERmLZT 7 F v
MRAESY S 2 M E HECERG E CRTE LT 5 2L 25 LT3 (Prolonged F-
actin accumulation), & & ICE 1 MIALE FECE CHEVIRICERE L 727 7 5 vl
& [AlERIC. Prolonged F-actin accumulation 75 CAMP OJE A HIHI L T3 Z & %
O 222 L7z —J7. myoplasm (ZHEVIHRCORIEZAMERF L T2 2 & BB
N7, dense ER 28 X W @B~ L L2035 2 & THE W F A 4 VG % TR
TR RFESEICHL T3S, 51T, Type | mRNA 25 dense ER 2> & Tefiff L .
MRC ~&BAITT 2 2 EBHL2ITL TV 5, —F T, Type ImRNA 13 myoplasm
N~DEBEIRD 5 Z L BREI Nz,

- BIZIEAEA (Interphase)

AIRZTE A C I, JREU 2 % 38 2 7= M D Ye R S BT 2 TERR L | EME R A & Rl
A3 % (Sardetetal.,2005), Z DHIZENG D=9, HMICHLE T 2 HEMERTZ B X
ST 2RI RER 2 SO0 .O~ AT 5, 56 3 Tk, Z OREHICZK
INBFGEL 2 EKEOM/NERLE CAMP e 2t L7z (Fig.7-1) £ 72, F 4
BB WTUTD X 9 7% CAMP O—EHOBRER FUHE L 72, B AERK & 1L 5 i
BICRUH D O BATHIIC 2210 ¢, YRR IE CHUNE Ny FADBTER I IR 5,
AIZREREHIC, b o & D FE L i 2R L, Bliid S Y 2> THUNE N v
FADAEA L = A EEDREEDTER S 5, FRICHRER U O IE AR EE © 13
D RN FADBEICESNT 5, 2 Dk, a7 2301 B COREREE D IEH
FRAEIK % BR S UNE N v FAIZIHAR T 5 2 & T CAMP D fHIBIEAE /N L .
Metaphase (C 35T CAMP 13IHKT 5, U LEOHEL S, CAMP 1 HIERHIIA W
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IR S NAREBOWUNE NN FATh Y, FTREZEE-> CRE I N%
FRFEIIC B 2> > TR T 2 UNVERGE TH 2 LHfR T 2 2 L3 TE 5, —J5,
myoplasm (& & DIARICHEYIG 2> & 2t~ & $58) 3 5 (GF 2 A0S FFidE ) . CAMP
I% dense ER fHIBICTER SN D Z L 25 SETid L CTH Y. dense ER DH)ICIX
CAMP 2T H5 LT3 enEZOLNS, I HICZ DL dense ER Oiifiid
WAy b7 — 7 HE&ED S cisterna BREEE~ & —@mIcZ{L 5, —J7 T, MRC %
MRC PICJRTET % Type I X U8 I mRNA | CAMP 2 5 Bt CIRTES % 23,
dense ER & [AIIRpHIC &t~ & B3 2 (Fig. 7-1). AW TIE, INDBRTE(L % il
#1927 FNo3F0 CAMP DI ZHIEHIL T2 2 & ZRTHIRZRE T2,
MAPK #EPE2DS CAMP 2R % & 1T, Interphase Cyclin/Cdk @ iEM:231EIC CAMP
WAL T3 Z LRI L TS, I, 2O FRICIETE—%—& v
X278 Td % Dynein 25 CAMP R Z I L T3 2 eI nT w3, —J7
T, 727 F Vil X 5 CAMP JEREHHNICRE T 2 W D00 BEE A A SR T
W3, ko X5, 5 1 MEEBREEICE T ST 7T villHEo R E 72 136
VIR JHTE L 720 & DRI X 0 . CAMP JERGEIR (FE45 75 11 & Bhhbdih /5
M) B X OHUNE N Y FLroftatEsflfll s ncns 2 e 2L I Lz, 72,
Prolonged F-actin accumulation 2% CAMP JERAEIN (A W) %G L. AiE
BIACIIAfEZR 7 7 F VBl REII RO N nwd oo, UNE NV FATEK
CEETHLZEEHL2ICLEZ (B6H),

- JREIHA

MR 2480 (ONEIHR) ~ & BAT L 2R YR cld. S HliEHH £ CI3ZEEI2{TH
225, 8N IALARE, MY ER D b BMChIE T 5 2 DDEBRTD A4 3 3D
Hie 3 2 AFINEIB4 U 5 (Conklin, 1905), Z DAZEIIE]IZ X, dense ER °HF
TE mRNA, BUNERRE & v o 7 B 75 &5 B & 11 5 CAB (Centrosome Attracting
Body) 230 3EE L FER T2 L REEL L I T3 (Nishikata et al., 1999;
Sardet et al., 2005; Costache et al., 2017), Z D X 9 IZHIEHAIC B> T CAB DI
DIEH RINENC A TH 5 Z L BT 5, RIFFETIE, 5 5 BICTH 2 A
FE FACE DI CAB OISR TH % RHE mRNA 27 dense ER 72> b fighff L
WERZLEEHALPICLT WS, HSETIEE SR FTICE Y. 2 fMiaiHo sz
HIICH OB mRNA & dense ER [IXREWHIBCHFEET 2 2 L bBHL I L 7,
Z D%, INEIOEITITHE A mRNA & dense ER IZINEII CEFh T2 2L &7
., CABBEREING Z L ZHL2ITL 72,

98



Meiosis | « Meiosis Il ") @Pronuclear stagé Mitosis

Telo I| Pro elo Il PNfu | Ana
Ana I meta II Ana Il PNm |Meta
l Meta I |Pro lIl Meta I PNfo Prometa
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 (mpf)
MAPK activity
Signal molecules MPF activity MPF activity MPF activity
in egg activation Interphase CDKs activity
2+
o wave Ca?* oscillation
& oscillation
Microtubule -| . -
structures Growingisperm aster
F-qctir_! tin localization at the vegetal pole | F-actin Iocal!zatlon at |
localization | _ the posterior pole |
1st phase 2nd phase
Dense ER Medially expansion Cisterna
of dense ER structure
Typel 1%tphase Dissociation from dense ER 2" phase
Maternal

Accumulation to
the vegetal pole

MRC 1st phase 27 phase

Figure 7-1. AR X v F5 N-ARORERFIERZ R TEAK

TRk Ca¥ vz —T R A L —vavic k) Cav S FAEM{LE D Z & T MPF
TEEDMIIE] X 2, 55 1 B R ETT 5, Ca¥ v 7 F I3 & 51 DEM Ol T 7 F
VIBHEO B ARG T 5, 2T 7 F VBHEDERIC X Y. dense ER % type | mRNA,
MRC [3fEPIfG~ & i35 G5 1 Ml EHEE) . Z D%k, MPF GO FREHE(LIC X Y
52 WE R~ LTS B, D 2 BRI TIX. TAF QTR T 2R3 5
ET 5, $7-, H1IMEEHEEECERLET 72 F Vil oRE IR I LTnw 3, &
5 IC myoplasm Tl dense ER @ F X 4 Y& TEK X 41, type | mRNA D TEHES type
II mRNA O ERG 7 ERHE mRNA DRENPZELT 5, Ca?' 4> L — 3 v series2 ICX D
MPF % MAPK &M D i & Interphase CDKs il E DG AL IC X 0 3830 244 2> & Bik% T
A~ L BAT T %, BIZTE R Tk CAMP DJZRL S dense ER & X UF MRC, type [mRNA
DB~ DIEETON S CF 2 MIVEFACE), Z DFE. dense ER I—@JIC A v & 2
7 — 2 %> b Cisterna FREEE~ & GG 2 2L X 2 203 b BEI 9 5, Type Il mRNA ([
LChHE 2 Ml HEER TRICEBBRCREST 5, /. 727 F VML 8EE 2 RTE R
Ronznd od, CAMP DK% 2, % D#H%AFU MPF iEMEAENLT 5 2 &
T, S HDHETT 2,

mRNA Type Il Localization to the posterior pole
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Y OMITEFEE IR 58 1 idoff. “7 7 F VIR | B L
WUNERFI 7258 2 BEREIC X Y myoplasm DRRIEBR~DEENNTE T T 578 ok
A R EARICH £ o Tz, — T TR 2 515 o N7 FUR I, Mg E g2 A4 v
A4 7. BHE mRNA ORZER 2 ERC 2o O A% X v Kl s
fEfrL7zdbDThH Y., FYllEEFEREZ 71 L~ <X 0 GEic i3 2 5%
AR RHEARIGHRE 22D DTH 5, FHC, il NEREDIEST 7 F v
THEDFT L W ESEE. REE mRNA ANV H A 7 DEMRBENE — v i V72 7%
DFAN =X LDIFAEZANRIC L VIR L 72, SO QAR ST, AV D
1 AAEHEAIC 3\ CLA N @ X 5 7 Translocational Machinery D {F-7E & % O il fHll B A
ZIRET 5,

8-1. Microtubule domain

WMUNE L. 2 COoEZMI CEEICRF I NMEEETcd v LR EIEEL
L. BRI 7 5 HINEEERE 2 72 37, Bl 21X, MAEE 0 o) < BEHR o U
ERhETH 2 BN, R omhERICEH T 2/ N EEXICR SN D X9 2l
INE DT L 72 L — VERHRE DS Z T 5 1 % (Lasser etal., 2018; Vukusic etal., 2019)
ool EELS K ORMUNERE X, SEICEM L 72MUNE % REIcE— £
— RN TENEEN N AT TR BRI E L 21T O (Lasser
et al., 2018; Vukusic et al., 2019), AffFETlx, MIEFHEEICE T3 2DHH
MUNE RS DEM, TAF, CAMP #¥ R L T\ 3%, CAMP (ZfUINE 25 & FE I Fd )
L7z — kG T H 2 25, DEM ° TAF Tl 7 v X L Clidia 3 2 fUNE 2 Heig
WEZEEICRELZFEETH Y, fido L5 AEEIcinm L 2NEx*ET 5
— R I U NE RS E L 132 B 2 EOME TH 5, MUNERGE IXHERE & i
EREBEICHEBRC &5, PSR TH 3 DEM * TAF I RMOEEEEZ B L
TW3 ZEDRMFEING, 51T, CAMP 2897 3 DOfdElx, Jie v —
DOMIENT 1 KFEIC D72 7 WEHAR © 9 BIciEK. KT 2 BN A MUnNg
FAFITRAERT, ZDD, FEDOHELZICENTDH, Z ZICITEE M
INERHUNERIEIN 2 E O THERT LIV 2o CHFEET S L E 2 b N,
Bk % 75501 O RTERIE 2 2 ft O U NEREE TR IC B L S b 0 F oG 21T
IR EDKEEERE L TV EEZOLND, X I TARETIE, 20X RUNE D
B CIRTE S B FHE & %2 “Microtubule domain” & L. DEM % TAF 1%
NICET2dD e LT oechlflicBd L <gil3 2,
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8-2. MTEFHEE I F ) 5 Microtubule domain DEEEE

Microtubule domain & L C® DEM (&, KZAEINIC I\ THEIIMRATE % FR < 9N
FEEIC 1520 um DJEX THETEZ A v aV—7ETH Y, Z0FEEH
IZ. myoplasm DRZAEINTDOFEFIHIC—ET 5, F7-ZfE% myoplasm 13,
51 MIEFRECESE T 3 2 %K% 5 77 F TICKE D actin contraction I X > T
YRDHEYIIRICEE®D L5 25, DEM 13 % Ok, ZiEHk 10 0 TOMICHAT 5,
INHDIZ LH 5, DEM 1 myoplasm D 1 HMATE FACE IR E CTD ik
5 KW EZRFENT 2720 0NECFE L LTHFELTWSE EHFER 5L
BTE %, b L. myoplasm 23K DERICKIENE <, 565 1 MIAEFECES S - &
ERCEE Z i, BHEOERI2M# X . myoplasm DAREET L L DES BT
& THDH, KEDECHIFEE 7 v D myoplasm D & 23555 5 TR )T % EE)
TR DR WIINE OMIIEE & 2 DRIAZ i % & 5 1IH) < myoplasm DA I (%,
il & 2> DAL AL TH Y . W OMBLE 25 myoplasm & (X527 217 5
DPORIEZROZLRBELLFEZOND, £ ) o lH 1 MIEHEE D
e L2 XFHEERMUNED A vy 27— 7 kEE L TEBHEIETWEDT
w2 eEZL TS, X651, DEM X Microtubule domain & L C, % 212l
Gk NE 2T T 2RFHEDEEL TR IETTH Y., HERKD XD/
EWEERICHFS L Cwb PRI NS, Hl 21X, BIFFEE T, RZHEIN
% Paclitaxel CHLER L CHUNE DIREA ZfHE L 72FE. DEM DO#HE I3 2 OB
T Cytoplasmic Aster (CA) & 11T & N7z BARBRERE~ L 2L 325 L H AR
RT3 CREE - fME). 20X 51 DEM IR EELzitcd oL
DSATRE A U NE SIS T H V. DEM B3k 0 BE 7 fUINE 2 i/ NE HIBEI IR - 23 TAFR
® CAMP 7z £ DEM R OBU/NEMEDIEKICHF G L Tnd 2 e hEZ LN
%,

TAF % Prophase II 7> & Metaphase 11 IZ 35\ C, —@I ICHEYIMRIEfE TR &
NBWMINEZ Z 7 XV F DEIETH %, TAF I MRC OFEHIEN TIZK X 115 23,
Z DIZRFEEIE MRC DOFEE X Y bk PRI XY RS W /EZ RS,
TAF DB, HK & [RIREHIC X, dense ER 235RJE 2> & X 0 MA@ M~ & A 3
5ZLTHREBE AL VEEERTEKT 5, 7. Type Il mRNA 7% dense ER 2> 5
DAEHEL . Type Il mRNA 2 EVIMR~ERE LG 5 2 & BRI N TV 5, VN
EH ER ®° mRNA OBECREATIEIL w5 Z 23 RE T TH Y (Klocand
Etkin, 1998). TAF 28 &% & 72 5 & & T dense ER O il il & ] ~ o & B)
postplasmic/PEM RNAs D JGTEICEH G L T b I A FE X b D, ¥ 7z,
postplasmic/PEM RNAs (3 MRC ~f41T L 72#&21C, 2 2 Mif0E B E O b 2 D)
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ERMEFRFL D OB~ BEIT 5, P A4 VHEETH 5 denes ER 2> HAEHEL
72 mRNA (&, JllD F A A4 /i XY /A EZ MR & e T uSiiaE 25K & <)<
%2 MEEHREOM. 2 DREIRIFFICALERbDICRLLEZLND,
Microtubule domain T& % TAF (PR, FHEEL 2255 H . mRNA 23 ETET 5 7=
O OMRFFOEE ZH - 5 2 MIE A E DR D mRNA DJFTESHERF X L Twn
EZLND, T, 1 MIIEFECE D actin contraction 1T X - THl
VtE R Ic BB X b Tk D, TAF 187 % X 9 &fiiEl T 2RETEK
X%, Metaphase IT LA, fEYIH6G C 138 T 2R 0 208 72 5652 ° CAMP DIEK
BEIhbs b, THoM/NEHMED 7z OuNEfTRIR & LT
etz b PlEINS, LED X ST, DEM % TAF 3 Microtubule
domain & L T myoplasm WD A V7 % 7 & 5 W IEEHE mRNA D J{7E L5 E) O il
HIL. 72, BERHEE S ROM/NEREERE D 7 © O 01 2 i3 2 % El H #H
STEY, TN IEFB/NERER S O L WKt FR Cch s E2 NS, £
ficixIolc, & 2 BBIRHACETCERETLIT 7 F villifoRETH 5
Prolonged F-actin accumulation & TAF & OBHbH D Ic oW Cdimihd %,

8-3. CAMP DH%BE

55 2 fHASE FECE © myoplasm (&, BUNERFEIICRIB~OBEIZ7E T 3 5,
Z DB, FHRMUNEREE CAMP 2% dense ER W TIEE N Z 2 L 2L 2T L
77o L22L. CAMP 23 & DFRIC L T dense ER Z IR~k L T\ % 5, Z DA
fE7e A H =X L OHRICITE > Tz, CAMP 1355 2 Ml E FACE & v 5 5
AR B\ TR TS WRESIC TR & 7= RJE OBUNE N v R s, Ttk
Fio CL W IRB & LmEEICH 2> o TR T 2 B A MUNERECH 5, i
LD EREAD L, BUNE N Y F Lk dense ER 23 & DB THIG L. 21
ENDONY FARE—R =2 v XT7EERENTIICL THRIB~ L EXEI NS 2 &
T dense ER 32~ L BEI¢ A3 X W= X LB FHEINS, —J7 T, MRC *°AHE
mRNA (¥ CAMP 2> b Bt T\ 212 b B o THIKHICEB~ L BET 5, 2O
ANZALICEAL TS, BEID X4 I v 7% D dense ER DB —E+2 2 ¢
2> CAMP 234 & 9 K8 T D I L T myoplasm 4xf& & L CHE)IL T
5eTHlENG, ZORHLE LT, Aibd X 9 I myoplasm (I Fa v FU T e
ER SR 7 4 7 AV MCk D B AL LS N (2 0 %55 72 )
ThH5HIEPHEINTYS (Jeffery, 1995), F 72, 55 5 FEICH T dense ER 2>
5 MRC HIC A D> o T TNz Loosely extended ER DfFfEZFLL T\ 5, L7228-
TR 7 4 742 b &3\ I3 ER 25 MRC WICHELA$ % 2 & C.MRC & dense
ER IZBHZET LTV 2o BT eRMEETH L L FPHEINE, &5
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i<, B AEEEKEICE TS 7 7 F Vil IZREICHFE L TH V| dense ER
£ 0 S AMICIEA 2 MRC & IXEERICEM L T d DD, dense ER & [AlfK
ICHEYIR~ & B35 & & 2> 5 (Chiba et al., 1999; Roegiers et al., 1999; Prodon et
al.,2005). & VIIHIEE N <©—H L T myoplasm &8 % £ & 211 & 2D D73
DB BHDEEZLND, CAMP 234 A H T ITHKEFE L T myoplasm K234
B LT3 ZEHAPTAEI N5, myoplasm OFSE)DOBKE) /) 135 I KE CTH A
HEIhTnwao s, LEBoT, MUNERT 7 F vilhfit, < b ichER 7
4 7 XV b EEUTHMIEER & ER © MRC & O COMEEREZHO 2T 5 C
& CHIMEE FACE O X Y BAMERBFICO 05 2 e BRI NS,

8-4. =Y BNIC I} % Translocational machinery O F¥E

Z ¥ TIT, Microtubule domain CT& % DEM *° TAF. & % \» |3 CAMP DBERE
ICBAL CEmik L 7z, ARfficlid, MilEEHREICE T 2 2 b OEDLEN T %
#ii 9 %. DEM % TAF. CAMP (@M IC 2> D FXIICTE T 115, £ 7. DEM
® TAF iICB VT, 2o OREEDFHEER S £ DMEBICIZ T = — 7 ) v Hifkic
L5 AHBEREERARO NS Z L ZHLPIC LT 5, TONBHB Y EIT, F
ELEBUNEBHESZ Lnw—T7T, Fa—7Y vE/)~>—Hl BUNERT R
PEEICHFETLIILERLTWEEEZLND, £, ESHET L &I
FOZEMMCECEHBER b b3 e8P E NS, L2 > T, DEM
 TAF [IHHEARER D FFE OME CROMEZE 2 72 D IC B R T DV — R
ELTHREEL TWA I enEZXLND, $72, v a vy a v "N TIDFIEZETEK
BT, ME OMUNE IR E ~ L BT L CRBICEM S 5 2 & THUN
EWEZIERT 5 2 P HE SN Tw5E D (Khue Trong et al., 2015), DEM 28
TAF %, X 5 IC TAF 25 2 RIR° CAMP @ X 9 2 fUINE 238 B IClid i L 7258
EEERT 25 BOBE L OB ZIEHT LB TE S, IHICHO6ET
X, 5 2 MM E FECE I 35\ T Nocodazole LB A 1T 5 Z L1 X V. dense ER N
IC TAF % DEM D filfite LHEU L 72 F 2 — 7V v HiRIC X 2 R Rt ta s 1]
bNBZTEERLTNVS, 25X, CAMP D H k2% Microtubule domain T® %
DEM X TAF TH 5 Z & 2 X FiT56dDTH 5, LLLEA S Microtubule domain (%
HEO T2 E LAl oMEDIUK L LRV IR L 22 6. mEIIC
X CAMP ZIET %, T4 b DOREEIZHEIC myoplasm & RF2E [ A I % 2 7 BAfR
ZRLTED, ZTNZTNOWEPFA OBEELZ Fr - CHIIEHKEICH ST 5
DDTHBHLEHEZLND, TDXHIC, WEEN D DM %A L 72 Microtubule
domain 23, JE Y] 75 FHIE C @ Y] 7z IREH IS RRE Ze & 2 IHXJE AL L T < T & T,
Z NZENFE OBRREZ FI L THRASIIC myoplasm % &k~ & %8 X & % —jil
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DA ZZ 2 5 2 LB TE 5, KWFETIE. 2O —H L 7= Hnk s 2 o'
A& I 3 1F % “Translocational machinery” & L T2E 3 % (Fig. 8-1)., T 7=,
Translocational machinery IZIZUNE 7ZF T BB D X 51T 7 F v ilhfE D%
HIEHECTHLLEZOLND,

REZKGIND 5 I3 1A E FEACE H I BT, myoplasm 287 7 F v i
EMHAER ZFF > T3 2 & BRBERECHEA Z H W2 EE2 55 26 &
T3 (Chibaetal., 1999; Roegiers et al., 1999; Prodon et al., 2005), — I ARIHSE
Tlix. B 1MEHRKEICLY TAF BRI NS 2 &7 7 F Vil Ml e
HACE A %28 L T CAMP OEAGEECERIMEZHI#EI L T3 2 & 2B 6 5
LT3, 2TNHDHIF X, Translocational machinery 1137 7 F v #2352 1C
FHhoTn2aZ 2R RRT2bDTH DS, # | MILEMHREURE, HYRICs
JF 57 7 F VD RTEIXFAEOMET L HRICEE L, 5 2 MilEEHEKEICE W
TIZZ DRJTEIFZED b 7nh> 5 7z, —77C. Prophasell 2> b HiZTEAIAIC 22 1F
KRR DFESL TAF, CAMP DK D & 5 ICHUNE DB A 2B RITITIESE
t32, L7zdioT, & 2 WEIPEMAIBNE L T 7 F Vil oA A V2
RadT bR CchHL LR LR TE S, ZORHHIZE 1| MICEHRIKESE 2
MAE HEREDOEICH 720 . 24 E T myoplasm 1B L THfICAATE Zn B 25 050
I INTZ md o7, 2 OMILERE OZBZIREICIL U T myoplasm 237 2
FUMHEDP OUNE~TEVB L E2 22 L CHIIMEHIEOER KA & L
TIRZ DI ENTE 2,

AW5E THRZE L 7 Translocational machinery 1%, “7 7 5 VIR{FI 7256 1 BeRE &
WUNEMRAFI 7258 2 BAFEIC X 0 myoplasm DRBRER~DEENINTET T 578 oz
HAE FBCE O & L E T OERRY R B> O 07 A /1 = X L OBfFE~ & TRIE X
2% b DTH 5, Translocational machinery Tld, 7 7 F vV #hi#ELERIITER 4 7x
e TR & N 2 UNEREE 7 E1E B D M B8 557 235 R 12 2> D REER Y 7o %
REx FINT % (Fig8-1), ZTNIC X Y myoplasm KD % D A7+ 7 mRNA
LI NG 2 & T, ERAEMIETH 200 CHliaE & v o R AHEC
B IR CEY) IR G RTIC BB T 5 Z & ZRJREIC S 5, T @ Translocational
machinery |3, T FE TEEMIEZ L TEX LN TEYWHEEX L 38R D
KHECHEME R & & 2 o, MIEE PR E O BfE ST & &, Ml E
R ICBT 2 L W AN =X LOFFAICD D05 LHARFE L5,

8-5. Translocational Machinery D fillf#l %

AL CHRRE L 7= HE 72 Y E Wik ©H % Translocational Machinery 13, & O X
DICHIEI TN T VDDA ? DRI L TGRS 2. Fidd X 5 <% 1 i
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BHEEICE L T, SBTiEr oo RiE L2l 2 > 7 FrnFic kb
HEE N T3 Z ERHL I I N TS (Yoshida et al., 2003), —J7T. B 1
25 5 2 MRS FECE ~ D BAITHH (7 27 5 v ilkiED O IUNE ~DEF) 25 2 il
NUEHRCEICBE L TREABHTH o 72, B D X 5 i, 7 7 F Vg 0> & UINVE ~
DES B X O 2 MI0E FECE X 2 L2 05 2 EU 2, Interphase 2> & A5
DHAICECTHONIBRTH L, 2D, & 2 BEEMD O Al
SEW OB TD v I FNGF DOIEWEA, T 7 F VD o UNE ~ D &R
L2 MEEHEEZHEHL WS R THRING, YTl 5 2 B
D SRl HIH~OBITHICR o v 7P FoiltEZE{b e L <
MPF & MAPK D iE IS 23#E £ 41T % (Dumollard et al., 2011; Sensui et al.,
2012), F 7=, BoBPINCTIL, Interphase Cyclin/CDK # &R DG M 25 & o Ki
I ER T2 bwmE TN T35 (Longo et al., 2008; Kishimoto, 2018), Z 15
DY T FNGFIE Y 7 FRIEIC BT 5 “Signal cascade” 5| XL Z T HDTH
D, ZNEND FIICIIEL 20 TBFET 5 (Brricoetal,, 2010), 72, i
SDOTNMATHBT 7 F VilECH/NEZHIE LT dmEINTN S

(Errico et al., 2010), AW TIE. 2D X 5 =& 5. CAMP & Cyclin/CDK
HAEMRE 7213 MAPK & OBI{R % T L 7245 5. Interphase Cyclin/CDK #H &4 1%
IEIC, MAPK [Z8I1C CAMP DIEKZHliHlld2 2 L 2 o2 L7z, Bl Edb,
Cyclin/CDK &3S L O MAPK (2B R 2> & (MR R~ D %47 & i
1T L C. myoplasm ® 7T 7 F Vi##E0 LHBUNE~DOFVH Y ZHIHIL Cnwb &
BRI N5, HE D O I HI~DBATIZIN D b IR~ DT TH
2EZHLNTWS, —} T, myoplasm O T 7 F Vil LWUNE~DF O 5
DIk, BB~ LIEEIT 5 2 L TR ZIRE T 5720 TH Y, Lo MAgEH 0%
L& FRRICHRENE 21T ) b DTH D, LiznioT, b o0HRIFHIC
G OMR~DBAT ZERT 20 TH Y IHOIE L EFIE T2 > 7 F T
I Z 5 D Master regulator & L T WT WA EFH T LHRTE 5,
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Figure 8-1. AWF%E CiRZE L 7z Translocational machinery & #ifdE FHECE OB
A

8-6. REHE A A = X 2 ofERHE M

Y OMALE FHECE IC X 2 R E A 1 = X L L Ao BiENIC 1 2 il
EAN XL EHET 52 &ic kb, MihoE ofEE @I L THEET 5,
Fric, A &R 1Ml cUNERF I 2 IRE iR E 3T 5 1 T v

(Xenopus) LB R TH2€7 77 4 v ¥ 2 (Danio) ITH T, IREfiHEIC
B 2 BHHEIAIF-, I X O Translocational Machinery, % O fillffl X /7 = X LB L T
4 %,

- BHERF ol
Xenopus T¥ Wntll mRNA., Dishevelled protein, GSK3-binding protein (GBP).,

Danio <TlZ WntS8a mRNA. Grip2a mRNA. Syntabulin protein 235 HlICF5 &) 3~ %
PERT & LTl T\ % (Weaver and Kimelman, 2004; Lu et al., 2011; Nojima
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etal., 2010; Geetal.,2014), — /57 &Y Tix, iz X 5 I1CH) 40 FEFE D postplasmic/
PEM RNAs 235 X 11 C\» % (Prodonetal.,2007), Xenopus & Danio T3 L T
W5 DIx Wnt/ B -catenin #EFKICIE T 2 H D TH V. Xenopus 125\ Tk & DRI
I X Y HFMOIZERIZKICED 2 FHEABITONE T EBHL IR T
% (Weaver and Kimelman, 2004) , ¥ & IZ, postplasmic/ PEM RNAs (Z 13 Wnt5 mRNA
DIELTE Y BEBIEEICEED 5 2 & 233 T % (Prodonetal.,2007), L
7228 T, 1 MIAEHAIC IRl E 23T 5 EYFEIC BT, Wnt/ B -catenin £
ICBD A RHMERIF ORI HEICRIFEI N TwE EE2Z NS, — 7, ZDfthD
RHERFICBI L TR L IS EL R TH 5, Bl 21X, Xenopus I35\ THIH
HAE~D L E ICE R A RHER T CTH %5 Xcat2 mRNA 1 EHI~EE X g hl
YR ICJHTET % (De Robertis et al., 2000; Chang et al., 2004), — /=¥ Tlix, [ L
 AEFERIAE A~ D MLIRE ICEE AR FCTH 5 vasa 13EMB~FE) L T CAB
W) RIF X N7 EENIC/HFET % (Shirae-Kurabayashi et al., 2006), 5 1&.
PR E R T D BBERENT 23T £ & T Wnt/ 8 -catenin #21§ & [EIBR I F[E] < o Hd
ERHERF 2RO I NG L & bic, HEREEORERT S Rt 3 2 L o3alkg
L7, REROLERIE L DBARZH oI TE 3 2 LI N5,

- Translocational Machinery @ 8%

Xenopus & Danio DX ITICH T, kD RHER T % @ Y] 72 5577~ & ik 3
G L CREOBM/NEMEDFEENHL 2 Ic T LTWw 3 (Weaver and
Kimelman, 2004; Tran et al., 2012), 5 DALY 1T 2 UNERGE I3 — v
FROFEL -HETH Y. AR TIEFYINCE W TEEM L 7-#& CAMP O fF
EEWHLPIC LT, LD o> T, KEO L —AMM/NEREIZ 2 h b oEYR©
FEICREINZD DL R B e TE 5, — T, Xenopus & Danio DZKJED
WUNEREGE X, T— X =2 Vo7 HE & ICEAH L ZEKE) 23, g% bl X
¥ % RKE ML % 5] 24 Z 3 (Elinson and Rowning, 1988; Tranetal., 2012), ¥7-C
no oI clk, BHERFIIB/NEBECREL T T eBMEINTSE
H  (Weaver and Kimelman 2004; Tran et al., 2012). HEER D ik 2350 Vg i
ICX 2 EEN DD THL R E2LND, LA L, VTl CAMP D4H
L 28R N 3R E» ofileE s c2Bi ¢ 5 LE 2o, £, SHERT L
CAMP [FHENCE L TH Y, ERWAMEAEHRBE I TRy, L
> C, FHERT 2L 2 UNERS I I3ERLEER R o 6 —75 ©, BUNE
W& & D X 5 B CRERIT 2k 3 2 D2, % Ok 3% 82 5
27 EIND, bbb X5, UNE IR 2 TOEREICE W CEEICIRE S
N7-MEEHTH 5, 5. SEPINO ik E 1B b 2 UNERLE ICRTET %
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DTERBEL MEEEDO T A A=A LZHo»Icd 5 2 L, oLt
PENWEEZ S L TEHELRNMAZGONS Z LI N5,

- Translocational Machinery Df#llfil X /7 = X 2 @M

R Camid U 72 £ 5 ICRHER 7 % Bk 3 2 UV E S 1 IR & IR 23
bDTHb, THbHDOMEIFIFRE T T ITEIRHIICEI L T LdtE % b o,
Y & Xenopus 1T 3\ TIEFEGT AL T D Interphase. Danio T35 —UNIHE]
HIICTER X 115 2 & 23k T 41T\ % (Houliston and Elinson, 1992; Tran et al.,
2012), L 72235 T, Xenopus X2 Danio \ZHE T, +¥ & [FERICINDIRTEAL % il
#3257 FAnTFic LY BUNEREOTEAHIE X v 2 A[REHE I E 2 6
b, £72. Xenopus *° Danio ICE T, mYOF 1 MilWEHIED X > %7 7
FVHEDRIES T 7 F Vil UNERGE OJZICEE TH 5 T L ITWE &
Tz, —J7 T, Xenopus ICEWTIEHREIHZR 74 7 AV P O—HTH BV A
N7 F v BRE CRUNERREM T ICRTES 5 Z L 23 41T\ 5 (Houliston
and Elinson, 1991), L 722> C. HAFM T 2 #ldEE OISR R 2D DD,
MRS EME ZER I X W BUNEREOTERHIfl S CTnw b 2 e HfF S
%, Lk X9, 1l I 0 2 REM/INERE DL Z Ofilfl x 7 =X
LA FEEIEE S LI X 5, — 77 T, UNVEREE Ik T B BHERF R %
DA A T —FILEELR R O N2 b D DI EF LML D S, 2D X5 7%
IRih e o L ikt HdtE o MR IZ, BV 0N EE Z 5 5 A CIEFICEE
bDLb,

8-7. AHE mRNA D FHEH

FEVER 728 IE T ICHEBE T 2 72 O IEATR O L 5 ISE Y 72 g I /RfET 5 2 &
NEETHD, F7o. FIERT2 mRNA Th 556 138 0) 72 R I FIER & ubg
RERILTHZELEETH Y, WA, BIERALE 2R £ TEELB LV
HIRIEMEOIR BN LETH D, DFED | AV ORHE mRNA B IEFIZHEET 57
DITIE ERE R L TEEICHIE SN ZEREETHL EELTWS, T
TIZHTE OREE mRNA ORFZE[E F 4112 B L CIX Translocational machinery 73 22
ThHhdHILEBITEY , KEHTITEE OFERGIEIZE L Caik3 2%, A2 T,
Type I mRNA 1355 2 AHfE FECE ) 5 5 2 JIEIE T—ilBAYIZ dense ER 2> & ek
TLHZLEWAOEMILTWD (ELHE), ZOHRICALT, EOLIRAT=
AL THEET D2 D00 ? R EREENRSLETHDLOMN?2 LN ) HNWEELET L L
T, AV ORHE mRNA OFIFREE A 7 =X LB L THERR T 5,
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FP. AIEOTHEA =L L TELET D, 5 2 MIEFALE £ T Type
ImRNA & Ribosome | dense ER IZRIfEA R LTV 5 Z & A STV 5 (Paix
etal,2011), L7228->7TC, Type I mRNA [FZFIRBALAE SR & L T dense ER _FIZ
FAE L, 52 M E BACE £ Claid, —lmric 2 ORI E GRS ER 5
TeREd 2 2 & T, D mRNA-Ribosome FEA L L TRIEL TWVWD Z &R TR
SND, —FH T, RhEA D= XLEXT 7 T UMEHERS K OBUNERBER LTV D

(%6 3), WD cER %5 ER OBENIIHM/NERBHR L T D Z &4
HE I TS (Hermesh and Jansen, 2013), F7-. W /L OIfHKR Z VW=
FERTIE, BIRIEOFEEIZ VD ER BABEYN L, ZOBENIIXT 7 F e B R
LTWNDHZEBLMEIN TS (Pelletieretal., 2020) , AAFFEN S Type I mRNA
DO IEBEIIE T 2RAEDZE U < HEET 55 2 Wity 270> © Interphase DE] Th 5
TENRBEEINTWS, 5T, dense ER 7»5 MRC ]~ & N5 H e ) 72
Loosely extended ER IZ D W THHHEIC L T\ 5, LLEDS | BHEREDORESKE
BNV Type ImRNA 23 J&7E9 % dense ER D —143 73 Loosely extended ER & L
TMRCHNZHIZIAENTWAZ EHTREINS,

— 75T, FERET DEMICHE LTI, MEERRIAZGL Z LICE- TR LT,
RFHDOEETHL, TDD, Z 2 TIEAElET 23 h 2 e T80 BAANL T
LT D 3 DD ES W THER T 5,

- mRNA 28 MRC I CHIRR SN TWH Z & T, MHENDOMREZ BB L T\ 5,

* ER & mRNA D57 ER OBENI T 20 HDfEE & 72> T\ D,
© mRNA D EE~BE)T 5 EUTHERIH S0 5 2 & T FRREM O JRTED &

DIRATIRbD &R D,

F9 1 OHDOIRGUCE LTk 35, Typel IZIET D peml OFNFREMITINE]
BT 20 REEORERICEECTHD Z ENHREIN TS (Negishi et al.,
2007), & Z T, Type I mRNA [T¥5 1 EREIEEE D MRC ffl~ & BEh L 72 1% 2 F
MREINHZ LT, BFEREICEL TS0 FEIZ R L TWnWD Z &R TR
SND, Fo, T DEE MRC HI~DOBENRF ICIIFIERIETEDS SV IREETH V) | Type
I mRNA 2Z3FRSNTWD Z E IR E 72D, 5 5 FETlL, Type [ mRNA |5 2
AR AL & £ Tl dense ER & JL/G7E L., dense ER & [RIERD R > U — 2 EkD
JAE/R S — 2 & d— T, dense ER 25 Felf L T 5 IXRERLIR O JfE X &
—VERTZEEREBEL VD, ZOERKROREZ, mRNA ST 5
messenger ribonucleoproteins (mRNPs) 72 £ & AR Z R L | #k-ikHH 57 B (Liquid-
liquid phase separation: LLPS) {ZJ > T RNP 8k &2 TERk L T D Z E R TS
%o RNP BRI T AR 2 A S 72V A LT 32T & L THEE L RNP BERIN O mRNA
OFFRIZIHENREEICH D & Z3L T 5 (Protter and Parker, 2016) ., 55 2 fii0/E B
A2 F1F D Type ImRNA X° Type lmRNA ORERLIR O JFTE X — 0%, HiE
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N RNP BRI OBIEG L EIL T D (Anetal.,, 2021), F72, AYOH 2 Hifa
ERAEIZB VT RNA #5642 /X7 B ThD Y-box binding protein (YB1) 73
pem-1 & ILJFIEL TWD Z & AHIE T % (Tanakaetal., 2004) , YB1 /X RNA
histone & FEIZAVEHER O NI RNP BRI OTZAUICBIR L TV D Z L b B Mnic
LT % (Guarino et al., 2019), L7273 -> T, % 2 Mg HEGE 28V CTREE
mRNA OFRFRTEMEIL RNP FERLO T AR IIHRERICH 5 Z W TRSH, 1
O H OGS TEREO B & 72 2 WREME IRV E B2 b D,

2 DH®DF TIX, ER IZ mRNA 23 fEA L TW5DH Z & THF 2 Ml E HEE I T
% ER OBENA SO CTHEE L 257280, —HMICTeli+5 2 & %%{EU LT
W5, RO & 912, dense ER DRE)IC imfj\#S*%LT&;é CAMP 23~ T
W5 EER BN qu\éo ZD7=%, dense ER 73 CAMP |2 L W BEIT 572
DIZILER BERE L5y L UNE & B FEG T 2 0B 5 % (Gurel etal., 2014)
L 72735 T, Ribosome X° mRNA 72 EE. K771 73 Z OfEE % L CINLARR 7o

RV S DN TRIND, F 2 A E R E io‘l/ v T, mRNA 73 dense ER
5 EBEIRRE TAEE S 5 UM T Loosely extended ER & 12 MRC ~#1{T73 % Z &
IC XY, CAMP OfU/INE DS dense ER ~7 7 £ A L, ﬁ/\f‘% ARNORISIN SV
L TWDHI EREZOLND,

3O DM TIX, BRREMORIEN LV IRF SN2 b DIZR 5 K 912, mRNA
DB~ E T HEICFRRAIE S NS Z L2 THELTWS, BRO L 51T,
dense ER (ZJRTET % pem-1 1355 2 Mf/E FHALE £ TICERR STV 5 (Paix et
al., 2011), & L. %52 MIEFEEOM b dense ER T pem-1 28 R{E L, FR
INTWDLDOTHIUX, ZOFEREYD O REIIBE OBt S TR D &
2%, LIeDio T, (MO THlFRY: & 72 % dense ER 22BNV D Z & THIER
TEMEZ 0 U, 1 AN 30T 2 FIEREY O /i Z £ 0 [R5 L“Cb\é LBz
Hivd, ZOEH L LT, FEREY) O JRTERRE & 13D CHEU ICHIlEH X 5 24
ERDH DL EDBEF LD, Hl2X, pem-1 1ZIVEHNT I T o2 @ o [n)fiz %
HilfE4 5 (Negishi et al., 2007), =D 7=, FHEREY O /FEFIR L B RE & 7
D EEEE DT MPEICELNRE T % & IRRIN R & 7R D T2 IEF AT X
RNEEBZBND, Lo T, 1 Ml omy) 72 R CoOLRER A FHm S 5
AN=ZALDBFEL TS EB 2 B, B mRNA @ dense ER 7> 6 O AEffEIX %
DEEZHS>TNWD EPHEINS,

7 2 Ml E FHALE ISR T D Type I mRNA OTEREIX, ()G 2 23 D K 512 RNP
FERLDTER &> 2 WA B O T8 TRIERIN 252 17 52, HEREIRTE £ 7213 Loosely
extended ER & #:1C MRC ~#173 % Z & ic X b, BHIEREY © J{TE dense ER @
BEICHEG T 53D THEEEZTWE, I b, Eilio X 51T Microtubule
domain 2% ER ®°FH4E mRNA O RIEXHIHI L T 3 é:?%yl bhsZeihrb, 20
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FHERAI{E % 1T 13 Translocational machinery & OWFMENH 5D B 2 B, =D
AAERIZHEIR D Ff - 5,

8-8. AL TR ONZMMR BT E~D 72 b THE DAY

A E FHFECE . EXAaMIETH 2000 clfE o823 1 i & v 5 4
AR CEY) e AT IC BN 2 R TH 5, AL Tld, & DB Translocational
machinery |2 £V Z#ER S D 2 & Z424E L7, Translocational machinery X, Z#
¥ CRIEMECEZ O N TE WHEENEL & 138 Bk 2 KB oM ikl
HbHEEZLND, 2D, CFEH AR T s LEZONE—JTT. I

FICHRBAT =V TITONIBRTH D Z b, BEMEO X7 —r ik
%E CEL Do RHMOBRPHEN I N T B eI NS, £z, A
A A T2 mRNA, AAEERE LS VISR 5 374 T o EAAMAL © S I R X
N7=dbDTHb, L7o > T, Translocational machinery & i DM TR 5415 8
GO THBEDG T A= ALANFEL TS Z ENTREIND, FlzIX, &
B —RAICE B D oy L E oMz R I O fil 3z if R (Kingetal., 2014) <°
R O M fE R EHEEF (Noordstraetal., 2016) 72 EVZ B 2 M NE 15 DOFEEE
R A T =X LPER STV D, T D ORIEITREERE & I3R 2 0
RZFFTo I ORI KA 2 U NEREE T D, LTod o T, FUMRIER R
R NEREE DGy 1 A T = A LB BT 5D 2 LTk 2 I A BIG O BAEIC
DIRND T ENHIFRFS DD, RIEAHBERENZVONRBIRTH D, —FH T,
IICIEADR D X D12 TS < 20 b FORIFK R 2 U VRS L LT L —L
ORI EMENH R SN TEY (Elinson and Rowning, 1988) . & DFEAL A
T = A LCHBED BTS2 2% % (Weaver and Kimelman 2004), £72, &
#MAE (Akhmanova and Yap, 2008; Tanaka et., 2012; Dong et al., 2017) & 98 (Marrari
etal., 2004; Cuykendall et al., 2009; Olson et al., 2015) (ZFT, ZALEILDHFLMK
IR BV NERE I LB o R Tn s Z EnEEIN TS, K
WFZETIE, ARYINTIHE L7 3 SDOFHBUNERESE b O RIE KRR e i Mg
METHHZ EEPLMNZLTEY (5F 4 &), Translocational machinery %) %
A T3 = X NFEIN I FE OB 31T 2 Al B R AR AE R 72 AR B G D BRAR I
BRI Z EnifrSD,

8-9. AL ChASE N AU BAMT 23 B~ b 72 O TREB D AlREH:

“EEE LT L WVIFTEDOL I ICEMEROHBEHL 2T S5 2
TNA F A4 X —//7$fl§ iz X %”ﬁ&ﬂ’]ﬁéﬁfﬁﬂai%%Kﬂkf‘%%o 2014 FIT
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) —_WALEE R ZE LT BRSBTS 2 HEIHIC, 4 X — v 7R
DEMITH Z AL T b, Lo L, AIHLEAT (e — 7R aFiER YY) £
BT 270D A X —v v ki EME. CT 2 L) KiZZnZhofliin b
D KR LB 32 L ICEL R WAEMBERL LK I N TV B, Hl 21,
JEHDH 5B CIIELOERZIGT 2 C LR EETH Y, —J5 CHEUIEE
TREZRICEFREPEFELLER D T Lich b, £ 2 TlLE, L @S 35
I, BLodb W T THEMBE CBIHE T L La[fEE o T
(Richardson and Lichtman, 2015), L2 L. JE&A®DH 3 3k CldhiikoRiE 82
W & 72 0 REICIFET 2 0 T OE#ESHEEcH 2 -0, EILRAIEEZ AV 72
Bl D% K o CclkYiERE TlE R S HEHN X v X 7 H OEHIFEI R Transgenic
Animal Z#EEIE LTHWS, Lo T, WIEED T DB E B 1 O A
BIR DN L 72 5, RUFFECHRIFE L 2l LBl 13, BEfiig e 32 0 il e v
> NEH T OERAMIEE HvC, WS X T 72850 1 %[RRI A%
L. @M Rt T 2 L2 LIl cd s, 2, B%
L7 FiE R e CHEECRG, HAL v 2REHER D 7o + a2l
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