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Using Transgenic Zebrafish Embryo As a Biosensor to Detect Aquatic Pollution

Abstract

Recent years, water pollution is a major problem in the global context. It has been
suggested that it is the leading worldwide cause of deaths and diseases. Consequently,
developing an environmental monitoring animal that could respond to pollutant and
allow sufficient time for intervention is necessary. In this study, we used zebrafish as an
animal model. We found that the ER stress-associated genes, including PERK, chop, Bip,
and ATF3, were greatly induced by heat-shock stress, alcohol, and thapsigargin (a kind
of ER stress inducing drug), suggesting that zebrafish might be an excellent modal in
studying the role of ER stress in vivo. Secondly, we proved that the functions of both
upstream open reading frame of chop (WORF™P) from human and zebrafish are highly
conserved. Moreover, a transgenic line Tg(KY43-3), in which the human uORF"® is
fused with gfp and driven by cytomegalovirus (CMV) promoter, was used in this study.
We found that the GFP was not apparent under normal condition; however, the gfp
MRNA was transcribed throughout the embryos, indicating that the translation of gfp
was completely inhibited by the UORF™™ cassette. Interestingly, when Tg(KY43-3)
embryos were treated with heat-shock stress, thapsigargin and alcohol, the GFP was
greatly detected in these embryos, suggesting that ER stress might direct the UORF"*
cassette to abolish its translational inhibition. Furthermore, we found that the GFP
expression of Tg(KY43-3) embryos was able to respond to various environmental
pollutant before the embryos died, indicating that Tg(KY43-3) embryo may be a great
environmental monitoring animal. Taken together, our transgenic line Tg(KY43-3) might
be an excellent alternative animal model to study the response of embryo against ER or

ER- associated stresses, and was capable of being an environmental monitoring animal



which sensitively responded to aquatic pollution.
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i 5 4 (endoplasmic reticulum, ER) £~ i d 5cle & e B> 4 & ¥ A L kR
F % (rough endoplasmic reticulum, RER) £ %  p & % (smooth endoplasmic
reticulum, SER)® 84 o ER 2 & eard iy ¢ 458 sd 39 B ~ F24 3 F I mmfEdp -
PR FAT SR e g T Ab o N FRip b CaTEREE o ¥
B3 B oyl ch A p F e poh i 3L 39 (chaperone) © ¢ 3 Binding
immunoglobulin protein (BiP) ~ protein disulfide isomerase (PDI) ~ 70 kDa heat shock

proteins (Hsp70s) % -

d RFly v p R4 (ERstress)c 2 > dey PR R F BA e B
39 |7 fA4Ea) 2 (Chakravarthi et al., 2006) ~ ER p Ca®™ ik & % & Fim #2839
174 (Xu et al., 2005) ~ iFpd 7 ¢ & "FE e & 4 B € 0 ER stress (Kaploxitz and Ji,
2006) ~ & PERF enB R ¥ e F R A G mre ) reactive oxidant species (ROS) % # @ A
4 % i© &4 (Gunes et al.,, 2009) - m % F % ¢ - thapsigargin ~ tunicamycin % ' % *
BN FRB4 o H 9 thapsigargin § #r4] ER + Ca®*ATPase @ §: %8 ER p ¢ Ca”
I §7(Ma and Hendershot, 2004) ; tunicamycin B|#r4] N-link glycosylation » 2 58 #-9

# 48 4 (Dricu et al et al., 1997) -

¥ ERZ 3% p e ok enfip @ AT N BB R B fiph o ¢ 44
ER stress » i 514 — ¢ # % unfolded protein response (UPR):x & - /#i ER F =
R+ B & F=v (stress sensor) » 4 %] % inositol-requiring proein-1 (IRE1) ~ activating

transcription factor 6 (ATF6) ~ protein kinase RNA-like ER kinase (PERK) -

3B AR B9 S {80 IREL A5 = dimers #- X-box binding protein-1(XBP1)

pre-mRNA intron & {73 4F > ¢ 22 ¥ & = d1 2 3 transcriptional activatior & %9



XBP1s (Calfon et al., 2002) ; ATF6 j£_ER &% T 3 2 < 48 » 5 sitel protease (S1P)
{v site2 protease (S2P) =7 & {4 i& » ¥z §% ¢ (Haze etal., 1999) & ER # i 3 3
v (chaperone) % I & 3 v ; PERK ¥ Btk it = eukaryotic initiation factor-2a (elF2a)
+ e Ser51 > #r4] elF2pB & 7 GDP-GTP < 4% 2 "% i< #-4% B4R 2 initiator Met-tRNA
& 2 4F & %8 (complex) sz (Scheper et al., 1998; Ashe et al., 2001) » & — 4% 2k F]
enii s % T '8~ chaperone £ ¥ B £x(Scheuner et al., 2001; Calfon et al., 2002) » 12

§es oo Fardy o
chop # 7] & fg 4y i Fcrn i

C/EBP homologous protein (chop) s %] % CCAAT/enhancer-binding protein
(C/IEBP) family » % #F &7 482 & ochop T4 3RE 7 5 > e §873 ER

stress (Oyadomari and Mori, 2004)p% » 4 ¢ 4%~ £ F L R -

M chop 734 4 4 5 & ok = 4k =+ > XBP1 -~ ATF4 4 %l w0 iff
1 1RE1 2 PERK #4475 it {5 > § & %% & chop promoter + 4p & <hi=% > & # chop
MRNA =+ & # 13.(Oyadomari and Mori, 2004) - & &k = cosd #7¢ > d 3t chop
MRNA } 75 7 #&3F % (S'UTR)# 3 424> % 45+ (UAUGS) @ F 7 — £ upstream open
reading frame(UORF) « &£ UORF T p¥ ¢ 44| % chop #3% » 28 @ UORFP s
#]1E* & ERstress 3 4 p¥ ¢ *% M ¢ 2 ¥ &34 CHOP 3-¢ & (Jousse et al., 2001) -
Ra B¢ 4ld 2 F K o apip CHOP ¢ f- C/EBP family = f = & = hetero
dimmers (Ron and Habener, 1992) #* dimers ¢ {4+ < DNA E 71| i¥ % & (Ubeda et al.,
1996) > /= i+ growth arrest-DNA damage protein 34 (GADD34):& 7|34 3 fw¥e k= s

it (Marciniak et al., 2004 ; Oyadomari and Mori, 2004) -
A #E UORFM A0 5 4 ¢ B ET M4 Fli B i

# ER stress i 427 chop ¥ 5 H = 7 5 =5 7 #& ¥ % (5 -untranslated region) =
UORF & 7 it 7 g 2838 $2(Jousse et al. 2001) - #8m » P =0 4F UORF 2} 477 #5974
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el =t L R A IR FRBedn - 2 ¥ A el > & 2P W UORF 40
Fr2E2tinvitro ks @ 87 > “T A invivo B P 9 T EEF{ s E & - &
L2 %77 ¢ Liu (2007)% Lin (2008)F]* 4 /1 %t4L cytomegalovirus (CMV)
promoter Sg#: - &3t 4 #F UORFTP 4 il e gfp % 2 » 2 I 4 %7 UORF™™ #pa §

AP A LT PE R F e

# cytomegalovirus (CMV) promoter Sg#> » 33 4 #5 UORF™™ & £ 14 ¢ gfp
PRI AR RS AR A SR OEAS S TR EAER
Tg(KY43-3) ot Tg(KY43-3)% % &7 UORFIP e ] 17 % 82 3 1% 2 i 48 e7 7 5
8o 2 A Lin (2008) %7 1 ¢ 3 I TQ(KY43-3)%2 %5 % I 44 ik 5. (heat shock) p »
H 4% UORFI™™ Hrd| T 25 A FlA Reniv® €835 » A # % § £ 43
To(KY43-3)irfsens & Sk 2 ¥ ac £ & ER stress & p B 4 4p B /& 4 (ER-associate

stress) o
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5 4 (Danio rerio) 2?5 o

(=) - EEE
Ethanol ~ thapsigargin (SIGMA) - 1-phenyl-2-thiourea (PTU) -~ CaCl, -~
MgSQO,4 « 7TH,0 ~ NaHCO; -~ diethypyrocarbonate (DEPC) (SIGMA) -
Paraformaldehyde ~ Methanol ~ KCI ~ Na;HPQO4 « 7H,0 ~ KH,PO4 ~ NaOH -~
HCI ~ sodium citrate « 2H,0 ~ NaCl ~ MgCl; ~ Tris-HCI ~ polyoxyethylene (20)
sorbitan monolaurate (Tween 20)~Agarose |~Sodium dodecyl sulfate (SDS) -
5-bromo-4-chloro-3-indolyl phosphate (BCIP) (SIGMA) -~ nitro blue
tetrazolium (NBT) (SIGMA) -~ sucrose -~ ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid
(EDTA) ~ phenylmethanesulfonylfluoride (PMSF) -~ B-mercaptoethanol -~
bromophenol ~ glycerol ~ glucose ~ KOAc ~ chloroform ~ phenol ~ isopropanol ~
CuSOQOq4 + 5H,0 ~ CoCl; + 6 H,0 ~ DIG labeling RNA mix (Roche) ~ Anti-DIG
AP (Roche) ~ Formamide (SIGMA) ~ Dimethyl sulfoxide (DMSO) ~ sheep
serum~ Albumin, bovine serum (BSA) (SIGMA)~REzolTM C&T (PROtech)
Tris ~ Glass beads (SIGMA) ~ pGEM-T easy vector (Promega) -~ = /=

(Dimethoate) ~ penicillin ~ streptomycin o

(=) ~ & A
SP6 RNA polymerase (Roche) ~ T4 DNA Ligase (NEB) -~ Proteinase K
(SIGMA) ~ Tag DNA polymerase (QIAGEN) ~ M-MLV Reverse Transcriptase
(Roche) -~ DNase I (Promega) ~ RNase inhibiter (RNasin) (Promega) ~ RNase

A (NEB) ~ RNase H (BioLab) -



(z) ~FHRERSL
Embryo medium (EM) : 0.137 M NaCl > 5.4 mM KCI > 0.25 mM Na;HPO, »
0.44 mM KH2PO4 > 1.3 mM CaCl, > 1.0 mM MgSO, > 4.2 mM
NaHCO; » pH7.2
10x PBS : 8% NaCl > 0.2% KCI > 1.42% Nay;HPO, > 0.24% KH,PO4 pH 7.3 -
PBST : 1x PBS > 0.1% Tween 20 -
20x SSC : 17.53% NaCl » 7.42% sodium citrate -
2x SSC : 2x SSC » 0.1% Tween 20 -
0.2x SSC : 0.2x SSC » 0.1% Tween 20 -
solution I : 50 mM glucose > 50 mM EDTA > 25 mM Tris > pH 8.0 -
solution Il - 0.2 N NaOH > 1% SDS -
solution 111 : 3 M potassium acetate - 5 M acetic acid » pH 4.8 -
Hybridization™ buffer : 50% formamide » 4x SSC » 9.2 mM citric acid pH6.0 >
500 g/mL yeast tRNA > 50 g/mL heparin > 0.1% Tween 20 -
Hybridization™ buffer : 50% formamide > 4x SSC > 9.2 mM citric acid pH6.0 >
0.1% Tween 20 -
Blocking solution: 1x PBST>1% DMSO 2% sheep serum (vol/vol)>2 mg/mL
BSA -
Buffer 9.5 : 100 mM Tris-HCI pH 9.5 > 50 mM MgCl;, > 100 mM NaCl > 0.1%
Tween 20 -
Buffer 2.2 : 0.1 M Glycine-HCI pH2.2 > 0.1% Tween 20 -
Deyolking buffer : 55 mM NaCl - 1.8 mM KCI > 1.25 mM NaHCOs; -
1x washing buffer : 110 mM NaCl > 3.5 mM KCI » 2.7 mM CaCl, > 10 mM
Tris-HCI -

5x Sample buffer : 1 mM EDTA > 250 mM Tris-HCI pH6.8 » 4% SDS > 2%



B-mercaptoethanol > 0.2% bromophenol ~ 50% glycerol -

running buffer : 25 mM Tris-HCI » 200 mM Glycine > 0.1% SDS -

transfer buffer : 192 mM Glycine » 25 mM Tris-Base > 0.1% SDS » 20%
methanol -

E3 medium : 5 mM NaCl > 0.17 mM KCI 0.4 mM CaCl,>0.16 mM MgSO;, -
protease solution : 1x PBS » 0.25% trypsin > 1 mM EDTA > pH8.0 -

stop solution : 1x PBS » 30% BSA > 6 mM CacCl, -

sorting solution : 1x PBS > 5% BSA > 50 U/mL penicillin > 0.05 mg/mL
streptomycin -

suspension medium : 1% BSA > 0.8 mM CaCl;, > 50 U/mL penicillin » 0.05

mg/mL streptomycin » DMEM -

EH

f%3) B Hedt(Leica MZFLIN) ~ 4% s 5k J&(Hg 100W and filter set GFP-Plus) -
#c > 4p #8 (Nikon D3) ~ BB 4p % »t(Nikon camera control pro) ~ 4 sk sk & 3+
(Gene Quant pro, Amershan Biosciences) ~ 8 . % (eppendorf centrifuge
5415) ~ FACSAtria cell sorting system (BD) -~ i€ = ¢ (1000 pL ~ 200 pL -
100 pL ~ 20 uL ~ 2 uL) (GILSON) ~ 28.5 °C 4.;8 32 % 4 ~ 100 mm x 20 mm
dish ~ 55 mm x 15 mm dish ~ 35 mm x 15 mm dish ~ 40 um nylon mesh
(Falcon) ~ 5 mL tube (Falcon) -

Ambion mMMESSAGE mMACHINE® SP6 Ultra, 1345 ~ QIAGEN RNeasy
Mini Kit ~ GENEAID High-Speed Plasmid Mini Kit ~ GENEAID Gel/PCR

DNA fragments Extraction Kit -

313 A (RFRELFPHRTT27)
PERK :

forward: 5°-ATggAgCggCCCCTggACAACg-3°

8



reverse: 5’-TTACgAggTgTCATCAAACAQQCT-3°

chop :

forward: 5’-ACAAAgCTTATggTTAACATgAQCgATC-3’
reverse: 5’-TQTQCATTTCACgCTCTCCACAAgAAGA-3°
SP6 : 5°-TATTTAGGTGACACTATAG-3’

T7-19 : 5>-TAATACGACTCACTATAGG-3’
(=) ~F%H2

1. 35 gt % &2 inac b
= 5 4. zebrafish (Daniorerio) 7 4 & ABstain> B4 =& 13 7 »
%76 1 28.5 °C~ k[ 4w 14/10 | Fenfp B & 57 0 2 it
T AR 230 %40 & 0 &% > 60 cm x 20 cm x 30 cm g I8 ok
AP o N B A LR YRR S 2 o B b - X
AL 11 8L AR TR o R P R Y o
PR R g >N P 5 & RIEH B 418 0 F IR 15~20 min B - = A
e o A FlE g 5k TQ(KYA3-3)4n 4 22 52 P Bei8 2 S\ 207 4 for

A AR o

2. R pTi st
#-DNA & RNA {1 * zebrafish microinjecror (Drummond) = » £ ‘m
P oo As2 LwmE B LB e L 10~15um s 1L e R s - e P
B2 # it im? > T E-DNA & RNA L ~ » #1732 » e DNA & RNA £
£ %5 0.0023 uL -

3. XHFrrarTy
Beid BB R H PR AN KRG R A R A

(1-phenyl-2-thiourea, PTU) > £ /= % 10 cm dish ® > — i dish ¥ &



100 & 9275 0 2 {23 A 285 "CIE fas & » 26 kb dirind &
ZF 7T B % > T2 hours post fertilization (hpf) (Kimmel et al.,

1995) % A % T Y o

VUFE R S bt

Yo & 48 hpf z_ a5 4 5275 & #-9F % (chorion) 3 % o %+ ¥ & 3.5cm dish
?ode r 30 B pnosgzdishp Bt j 2 i 8818 # dish 4e » 3mL 2 1.5%
EPE (95% JEYE v PTU & (7 418 ) o & 1f 24 | P g AT ehip i > 1A

Bk B I Fx o 309275 96 hpf pFig (7 Lk o

2 thapsigargin aJ2 e 5 & 5275

Yo 72 hpf z a5 & %275 - >0 2 f& 3.5 cm dish @ 4c » 30 & 5275 o
gz dish b B3 2 %482 # dish 4 » 3 mL 2 1 uM thapsigargin (1
mM thapsigargin (SIGMA) 2 PTU i {7 ##f# ) « 225 96 hpf prig i=

B

o

5

M B SE G G

fc# 72hpf 2 308 g rse LB~ 9mL eAPTU 4e3t 15mL g § ¢ o
B340 °C RigthE# 30 min; Rt Es 1 mL PTU 2 2 mL
eppendorf @ 4c » 30 & 5275 > B30 285 Co FIHMR DL 0 My
fer 15mL 3 F ¢ 40 °C F e 40-1 hre = = {8 #9255 33t 28,5

‘CH 4 o > 975 96 hpf pFag (7% o

IDRTEUE § %L R R A

Yo 72 hpf 228 g %275 - >t % 45 3.5 om dish » 4v » 30 & 8277 o
gz dish b B3 2882 & dish 4 » 3MLPTU o #5275t 10 °C
B 5°C k4 8-12 hr (8B~ » 23t 285 °C 35 % o »>M9%x 96 hpf p&
EERE -

10



10.

11.

PR R L - L R

AP PTU > Uk Yp £ A 1840 15 mL 3w & @ > Seih (S 43 %
Er oo B0 285 CAgre FAArR RS > #30 E9arsde » 2 mL
eppendorf # » ig4e ~ 42 F PTU S E % » AU 57 hro = 2 15 #5z

PEATI 285 °C B & o 3PS 96 hpf pFie (7 L%k -

NE AR R BERILEE G

Yo 72 hpf z a5 4 %275 - >0 8 f& 3.5 cm dish @ 4c » 30 & 5275 o
gz dish f i 2 ip#ts# dish e » 3mL2 &€ & F8 B ER7
JE B 4o i 1 CuSO4 1 uM > ZnSO4 5mM > NiSO4 1 mM » CoCl, 4mM >

Dimethoate 19 pM; % 12 PTU & {7 ¥ - 3t %275 96 hpf p=ie (7 L% -

in vitro transcription

#- pcDNA-DsRed 2 pcDNA-zfuORF-DsRed 1+ Smal *2+4]f% % (NEB)
*7 2] {¢ 11 Geneaid Gel/PCR DNA fragments Extraction Kit 4 12 w 4t >

# = DNA #icx - 2 Ambion (nNMESSAGE mMACHINE® SP6 Ultra,
1345) 7 LLV.T. system & = 4c 5 S5’cap i mRNA © 4 » 10 pL 2x NTP
mix ~ 2 uL 10x transcription buffer ~ 2 uL SP6 RNA polymerase ~ 6 uL
DNA #ic4x > >+ 37 °C i * 2 hre 4c » 30 uL RNase-Free Water ~ 30 uL
lithium chloride » & & 353 {4 % +-20 °C overnight - »* 4 °C 2 13,000

rpm . 30 mins 2 bk e 4 » 1 mL 70%iFp 0+ 4 °C 13,000 rpm

m

ggow 15 min e 2 b ik i B 3T 65 °C gz o 4 » 50 ul RNase-Free

Water #+ 65 °'C w3 o & B *30-20°C # * o

Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR)
3Rz primers o #-p R DNA P B0 & d o s "”fw!?i‘%ﬁ’i °

F - FF b F PEEF 10uM B f 313 & Ll 10 mM dNTP

11



12.

13.

14.

mix 4 uL » 10x reaction buffer 5 uL 2 Tag DNA polymerase (Qiagen) 1
unit x4 3 Fp S R AT T 50 plL o

RLE¥315 > PCREEFY BFH0TF -

(1)94 °C 5 min  (2)denaturing 94 °C 30 sec  (3)annealing 54 °C 30 sec
(4)elongation 72 ‘C30sec (5)** 72°C F 8 min = = & J§ o

H ¢ annealing =8 & 4R primer <7 Tm @ Z_;elongation e ¥ 4R 97 4%
e DNA P~ @ T o (2)~(4) 7 £4F &7 25~35 =X - elongation

PR E B DNA * E 500bp % 30sec » & % 500 bp # % 10 sec -

DNA # & » J&(Ligation)

#-vector % zrfx: ~ eninsert S04 AE 218 BT R 2 P R v L
(Geneaid Gel/PCR DNA fragments Extraction Kit) o 4 %]4c » 3 B it

% 1:6 evvector £ insert - 1 pL 10x ligase buffer (NEB) > T4 DNA
ligase 400 U/uL (NEB) > 4c-k % &484% % 10 uL > »* 4 °C = (£ #

overnight -

= % 1% 72 transformation

#-2 & 2_ plasmid DNA 4r > 100 L 2 25 iz w2 @ >R & % >tk 20
min> ¥ >+ 42°C ki 40sec & 7k 3min> 4~ 1 mLLB > * 37°C
A Lho e pr LARBHI it 22 LB i 4

F o 3T C % 14~16hr v FHEA FHE -

TR

B AR NREMT RE YA B E R EF 25 mLLB B &R
2 FE Y o 3T°CoRiER & 14~16hr (2 7 R E A AfEL Fik o #F
& B »r 2mLeppendorf @ - 12 13,000 rpm &t Smin: #1375 5

& A2 UK o 1 20 ¥ 100 pl 2 solution | ¢ i 4 vortex iR & 0 |

12



15.

16.

4v » 200 pL solution Il " #c #&#> > £ 4c » 150 pL solution 111> 12 13,000
rpm &< 30 min >z B~ F ik o 4e 1/10 #8452 3 M sodium acetate %
2 B AE AR 2 99%IFpE - B *v-20 °C /Adk o Lhr {803 4 °C 12 13,000 rpm
g 30 min > gL b ik o AR e~ TO%IFERE 123 4 °C 12 13,000
rpm &t 15 min £ %520 #71% DNA 2 7 3 RNase A2 4 4+ -k 20 L

NS
i Ve

35 4 27 total RNA 3 B~

Yo T pFHpFLE 4925 % 50 & 5 4 ~ 1.5 mL eppendorf ¥ o o %
-k 12 dropper 44 52 {60 4e » 500 ulL 2. REzolTM C&T (PROtech) »

FiF3-80°C ¢ o T s F Y o g TR AR P -80 °C B~
B e r SR B IRTRIE N 4°C MR F R RF 9 5~10 min o #-2

A2 AP Be ) o 3t 4°C 12 13,000 rpm 3 10 min o Be bR o
Fogik? der U5 e 4 2 chloroform (7 7 isopropanol) > &
FX30sec £ 2 EFE H5min- &2 £ K o> 4°C 2 13,000 rpm
oo 15 mino Bd b 2 F ik Mo 40 ~ 10 ul 2. DNase | %+ 37 °C iF
* 1hrote » 3 88 4% 2 isopropanol- /2 &£ 323 2+ 2 B # ¥ §10min -

¥ 4°C 12 13,000 rpm s 15 mine 3 b iFi 15 4 ~ 1 mL 70% 7

%4 °C r2 13,000 rpm &t 15 min e 3 1 R 18 B 2T 65 °C g o e
» 50 uL DEPC water *+ 65 °C % i% o4 » 50 uL 2. 8 M LiCl 5 % ++-20
°C ek overnight - >+ 4 °C 12 13,000 rpm &< 30 min > 2 b i © 4e
» 1 mL 70% FpE - >+ 4 °C 13,000 rpm &< 15 min - 2 iﬁ"il’i fo B
65 °C “3z » 4r » 50 uL RNase-Free Water >+ 65 °C w /% - & & & »+-80

DC l’% )}" o

RT-PCR ( & = cDNA)

% PCRA&L 4 ¥ e » % 9 5% #r4l % 2 RNAL5 ug 2 10 mM Oligo dT
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17.

18.

1uL > %484 4 RNase-Free Water 4 = 12 ul -+ 70 °C % 3 min -
% PCR gt ¢ @ 4 » 5x M-MLV RT buffer (Roche) 4 uL ~ 10 mM
dNTP mix 2 uL ~ RNasin (Promega) 1 uL - ** 42 °C i®* 15 mine 4v »
M-MLV Reverse Transcriptase (Roche) 1 puL - ** 42 °C i #* 90 min ~ *%
70 °C i®* 15 min-+c » RNase H (NEB) 1 pL->** 37 °C i®* 30 min ~

70°C % 15min- & = 2. ¢cDNA % *t-20°C % * o

£ = DIG labeling riboprobe #r* 2. DNA $itx %] &

12 %48 (pGEMTe-PERK ~ pGEMTe-chop ~ pcDNA-gfp) 5 #4% » 1
T7-19 2 SP6 primer & {7 PCR o # PCR A # 4r » & ¥
phenol/chloroform (1:1) > 7l 4 5% 1 th % 549 ¢ R § & - 12 13,000
rpm &t 30 min o B~ % > 4e 1/10 %8 4% 2 3 M sodium acetate % 2
R4 2. 99% 7 - & *+-20 °C 7Lk overnighte >+ 4 °C 12 13,000 rpm
g 30 min o ]2 iR o Rk 4o~ TO%IEpH 52 4 °C 11 13,000
rpm &< 15 min 8 %57 0 4r » RNase-Free Water >+ 65 °C w /% ° & &

E320°C % * o

DIG labeling riboprobe & =

*15mL ds g ¢ 4 » 1 1.5ug 2 DNA 4 ~ SP6 RNA polymerase
(Roche) 20 unit~DIG RNA labeling mix( 2 10 mM ATP~10 mM CTP -
10 mM GTP ~ 6.5 mM UTP ~ 3.5 mM DIG-labeled UTP, Roche ) 1 uL -
10x Transcription buffer (Roche) 1 uL » 2 & DEPC g2 2 4 35 -k 48
4 2 10 uLo>> 37 °C-kip # i£* 2 hr> 4 » DNase | (Promega) 1 unit
F%t 37 °C kg (E* 30 mine 34k S84 11 i DEPC Auw 2 4 45
A AT 100 pL (B lpl e AR A AP £ R B & o

2 QIAGEN RNeasy Mini Kit & {7 % jz o #4& Hp7330-20°C & * o
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19. Rk =33 % ¢ (Whole-mount in situ hybridization, WISH) (Thisse and
Thisse, 2007)
4% paraformaldehyde (PFA) 7 2 %275 18 » %75 3%-20 °C 95%
methanol (MetOH)*® - 12 75% MetOH / 25% 1x PBS ~ 50% MetOH /
50% 1x PBS ~ 25% MetOH / 75% 1x PBS wash % 5 min - 12 PBST(1x
PBS - 0.1% Tween20 (vol/vol)) wash 4 =z » & = 5 min - 12 10 ug/mL
Proteinase K (SIGMA) &2 - 12 PFA » % 78 7 %_20 min- 2 PBST wash
4 = > & =2 5 min » hybridization mix (HM > 50% formamide - 5xSSC -
0.1% Tween 20 > 50 mg/ml heparin » 500 mg/mL RNase-free tRNA)**
65 °C i& {7 prehybride 4 hr - - hybridization mix 200 uL 4c » 160~180
ng = F % “7 % % 2. riboprobe *+ 65 °C i& {7 hybridation 16 hre** 65 °C
12 100% HM wash 2 min o ix =& *+ 65 °C 12 75% HM / 25% 2x SSC (2x
SSC> 0.1% Tween 20)~50% HM / 50% 2x SSC~25% HM / 75% 2x SSC
wash 5 min~2x SSC wash 20 min~0.2x SSC (0.2x SSC~-0.1% Tween 20)
wash 2 =x » = =t 20 min - ** % ;8 ™2 75% 0.2x SSC / 25% PBST ~ 50%
0.2x SSC / 50% PBST ~ 25% 0.2x SSC / 75% PBST % wash 5 min o
Blocking buffer (1x PBST > 1% DMSO - 2% sheep serum (vol/vol) » 2
mg/mL BSA) % 8 &2 4 hr- £ 12 anti-DIG-AP (Roche) / Blocking

solution 1:8000 ** 4 °C &2 16 hr - ;8 * * PBST ;% 15 min 6 =< -

-

Tris buffer 9.5 (100 mM Tris-HCI>pH 9.5-50 mM MgCl,> 100 mM NacCl
0.1% Tween 20)wash 3 =x > 5 min - NBT/BCIP /Buffer 9.5 4.5:3.5:
1000*+4 °‘C:gi7% ¢ > & 3 signal 213 - 12 PBST wash 5 min > 12
Buffer 2.2 wash 2 = » = =t 10 min - 4 PBST wash 5 min - 12 PFA %
A F 2 20min f¢ > 2 PBSTwash 4 =% » — =t 5 min - 14 25% MetOH /

75% PBS~50% MetOH / 50% PBS-~75% MetOH / 25% PBS wash 5 min -

15



20.

21.

2 100% MetOH wash 2 hr 2 F o 2 75% MetOH / 25% PBS ~ 50%
MetOH / 50% PBS~25% MetOH / 75% PBS wash 5 min- 12 PBST wash

5min {& %33 PFA P o

HE G REEZ D B B

#-2 dechorion 92 #5231 1.5 mL 3w g p o BB g g 0 Ao 2
500 pL Deyolking buffer » 12 i<:& & # 2 min > 12 4 °C 2000 rpm &<
30 sec & & i ik o4 » 500 ul 1x washing buffer #4:# & & 2 min
™2 4°C2000 rpm &~ 30sec & F b ik TEAFSLHFR- X o K F
12 4°C B i Hrs Smins 3R AR T o v » T2 Pn B 1/5 2. BX
Sample buffer » vz »tiA -k # Smin> €45+ A H- 5 o £H

B> spindown {8 B~ 18 G B k75 20-80 °C o

& > &% /% (western blot)

# % 10% acrylamide gel /%7 % running buffer @ > -2 % it 43 ch 3o
F4v 2 © fad3 e SDS-PAGE well @ » 1 #-7 5 well 4 » Sample
buffer » r2 80 V stacking 30 min & vz 120 V running 1 hr - 3% % *» “$
stacking gel -

f# & 2_w PVDF membrane « 7f % & 100% methanol 10 min » 12

Wik

transfer buffer rinse 2% @ & & » # ¢ SDS PAGE 7§ & » PVDF 3.
DR CRAZ R CRFLIHALS RRECRRER (AL
PR A7 v membrane < ) o & transfer ® ;i » transfer buffer » 1z
100V ~ 400 mA & 78 & 1 hro transfer & & 15 44 L 4 ) gel “H=
r2if 14 33 membrane > ¥ 12 TBSTwash = =t » & =t 5min - &%
12 5% slim milk/TBST i& {7 % ;& blocking 1 hr {4 » £ »2 TBST wash 3
= > & = 5 min e 4 % 4 » first antibody (anti-CHOP 1:1000 -

anti-atubulin 1:1000)** 4°C incubator overnight - f& p *2 TBST wash 6

16



22.

23.

24.

=X » & =t 5min s % {8 4 » second antibody ** % 8 i % 1hr» 2 {512
TBSTwash = = » &% =z 5min > £ 4c » Buffer 9.5 wash & =t » & =
S5min> ¥ 4 » & ¢ & NBT/BCIP/Buffer9.5+4 °*Ciiz%d » 2

% signal #t3i > 2 Buffer 2.2 wash 15 min {4 7 3520k # 3F o

¥R Z RAR LA

1 f22) B pese(Leica MZFLIN) » e & % =& £ Jk(Hg 100 W and filter
set GFP-Plus) » L% 7 F PP o0 B A 52758 7 A% ¥ R & TN o
£ {1 #ciz4p 8 (Nikon D3) - 2 B 4p % ¥o(Nikon camera control pro)

A SRV o B h gD Ak o

o5 4 Pn e ve A 3 (Embryo dissection) (Covassin et al., 2006)
#-400 & 120 hpf oo 5 g %2 P52 7 32 T g3 # g0y B 3 2 mL
eppendorf # - 3 2 mL eppendorf # “rkex gz {s » 2 E3 medium jE .
@ =t o 35 E3 medium v 3z {8 #9275 4 B 1.2 mL 28 °C protease solution
P 3 28°C F i 10 min - & Ji = {802 1000 pL pipetman pipet 50 =t
FECRIE L %%& » 23w 28°C K 3 mins £455 =X > MUFE R ﬁ:z_:sg_.?%‘e%—r
e w2 353 & 4Tis > 4 ~ 200 plL stop solution - pipet 50 =x i ** 28 °C
F R Smins r2iz ok trypsin F e F R R 63 4°C400 g 3w 5min o
#3100 pl o 4e ~ 1 mL sorting solution - pipet 50 =t -

Wi fTAr o F R 27 FACS o Rl #-imie B30k B % o

Fluorescence-activated cell sorting (FACS) (Dobson et al., 2009)

5 4% 3% sorting solution hkm #2127 40 um nylon mesh i g 0 #-
Jai e g3t 5 mL tube ® o 4 * FACSAria cell sorting system i& {7 i
%o 4 i o L0 FSC-A (#4g8) fo SSC-A (Rl4gs) 4 478 mwe %

PR BIE A E e H o RF CAEE R S ke

17



(T2 o AI* A F SR k2 e (T A e FRE o A

fs #- GFP-positive f= GFP-negative ‘m® 4 &z &> %2 5 8 mL
suspension medium 715 mL 3.s ¢ ¢ o
() ~F 7R
NEaoTEHMAMW
FER stressZiE 3
1 2 <M
(ER gi ER-associate BB R Tg(KY43-3)
stressiE & ol % 32 Bl 2 GFPEEZRE EER
&AL I ER WE‘SS;EE E <M
stress 18 f§ E -
RNAFIR ?
MRNAZR? CEEm R kv43-3) || BERR TgKY43-3)
$ER 3 ERassodate | | pissmhuorrot) || EIATIE @ AR IR
stress e & Bl a5 52 15 &l GFPEIR R 1 a1 =i
= & 1104 o 4 1 ER BofPRER SRER ?
tress 1B S _
%%g?ﬁglﬁe * ZfUORF P 5 & - SERIESREIEY
\_ J HIHIT s RS & % B Tg(kv43-3)
BREEE? FEIaFIRGFP ?
+ ER =i ER-associate « Tg(ky43-3) FERE [0
stress A & # 3 GeEX TS RE

Tg(ky43-3) [ Ba
GFPF=IR 7

« EERMFACS S B
HERREES TR
GFPZ 40 » LTI

FETAIRIETIR?

+ Tg(ky43-3) BlaE
GRERIFRERE

EERIET?
- J
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-

r > F;Es-ge

Rl

AT ICERRE R FREA RS

ARG Y EiES B2 ER stress 4pRE 0 A B 5 UPR F et P58 T 5 A7) ¢
PERK %2 chop > I @ %ixa B A Fh & RHFI; o 995 o f 4 PERK A 7
(NM_001077149.1)3% 3+ primer i §1* PCR j£325 4 cDNA ¢ # B~ PERK A %] &
AT A A 715 (Fig.l A) » 3 I &+ % 400 bp ~ 600 bp ~ 1000 bp i % % 3 - i
PR o i ¥ GenBank (0 F 718 0 w3t 1000 bp B e i B T H2 B~
PGEM-T easy vector ¥ - #£# & pGEMTe-PERK 7 ##(Fig.1 B) - 52/ (VR F B
A HFPOLPF LN P B AR L B ARA 7o b > pGEMTe-chop B¢ Liu (2010)

1395 Eichenbaum et al. (2009)3% 3+ primer 8 & FH 4 °

BAR I FERES &) 2 12 PERK 2 chop £.% # J& ER £ ER-associate stress>
#F0T R % mMRNA ik =x > 2 pGEMTe-PERK % pGEMTe-chop & = PERK
% chop z riboprobe » 4%t 72 hpf wild type s 5 4 72758 (7 WISH (Fig.2) o 3 B

4} PERK % chop mRNA =t 72 hpf wildtype 52 8 4 " *5pc g chd 9 7578 §

(tectum) % i #*&g(hindbrain)® » ® £ 3R % 5 co-localize 3% - A > L5 EHS

K

% thapsigargin xJ2 {5 » PERK 2 chop mMRNA + & eh & % f]jkesa b g 72 nep 38 4
Roogbvb s AR ER UFH G ¥ - B39 ER-associate stress chZfr o 2
5 BT % TIFHE Dl geensa B 5275 ¢ ¢ 3 PERK 2 chop mRNA = £ # fLenlia) 5
4 o ¥ -G % % Q-PCR #pl/giE#%HE2 thapsigargin AJZ a9z inp 4 {4
PERK -~ Bip ~ ATF3 % # #] mRNA # 3.425(Fig.3) : £ Wild type 305 4 %7548 $
t 72-73 hpf 518 40 °C #4134 ¥ 96 hpf 5272 PERK ~ Bip ~ ATF3 % 7L & & 5|3 4¢
31 % ~281 ~22 & ;72-96 hpf 5iE 1 uM thapsigargin k2 %2 7~ PERK ~ Bip ~

ATF3 2R & A W4 29 3 ~48 1 ~29 1 -
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d % CHOP 3-v Jrens map FeRd #2 - BRELafE  Lhhs
Tk =x41* 4 #g CHOP &g » 12 western blot g% CHOP F-v & | fjjcins § 4.
p P end JFA5(Fig.d) e & % B 7 A A&JZ 2 wild type 96 hpf 2.5 & 322575 B2 3
v B %) 26 kDa 2 5 30 kDa i ]3| @ if Fv B A IR o @ & 72-96 hpf 5iE 1 uM
thapsigargin &J2 ¢ 48-96 hpf gi6 1.5% Fp @ > RIH CHOP v T4 R E ¥ %

wild type & -

b RS g2 Rsp 2 R fE ER stress 4p B A Flendg a2 HET AL L
#8 ER stress ¢ ER-associate stress #734% » 3P 5.5 4 FER 7 il s A7y ER stress

A A
A 5 Tg(KY43-3)%25¢ & 3 UORF™™ 7 12 4 scdr| ™ #5dp A Flik 38

7 f% ER stress ek BT 3 NS 47 (80 L - HEFEHEA S L
To(KY43-3) 8 7 7 M F s ER stress g 2 o F 4 AAL I ERPHE & EF5 {1k
e TQ(KY43-3)9 75 ¢ B3 3% & sk ehd L (Figh B, C) - A m % WISH %
Tg(KY43-3)%2%5 gfp mMRNA £ 315353 31 A 72 hpf 2 96 hpf 7 Tg(KY43-3)%2.75 7
gfp MRNA #Agg38 ~$giz 2 =% ~ £ 2 M (Fig5F, G) » 3% & Tg(KY43-3)3275 ¢ 4

7 UORF™ s | ™ pfdp S Ak Flenie s B AR = > @ 2 frd| @ L & fick

AEE G277 35 & UORF™ 34| ™ 54 FliE it ® fo & 3 UORFIP L 4

Ap 2

d 3tm 5 g enchop A% A 5UTR # § — B UORF » *+ & { i&- HFHmd 4
UORF™™ 8 Z & 4c 4 #F UORF™™P 4 #f i chiv # o B £ 1##A pcDNA-DsRed %
pcDNA-zfuORF-DsRed 4t (Fig.6) ; #* = 48+ CMV promoter 56 » H 15 4 |4
4 DsRed # F1&z % =442 4 505 & UORF™™P i DsRed Ak %] o S5 RE 4 1 15 10 B
A E o~ - wme P o B 4 2 s o 3 30 hpf pF BB B L1 st
PCDNA-zfuORF-DsRed 57 %8 rma B 4 52 %5 i § 5k £ I P & #2735+ pcDNA-DsRed
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s 20 4 (Fig.6 A, B) B m 5.8 UORFI™ FE s v vt ] T A Tl 3L o

L7 7 f25 4 UORF™™™ chgrd)| v # 8 A f4x & & = > B 5+ DsRed
¢ zfuORF-DsRed mMRNA » ¥ g # = § % £ L35 o % % &7 i1 8+ ZfUORF-DsRed
MRNA ez b g #2859 BT 25 2§ k43R > 273 8¢ DsRed mRNA 92 55 1 & %
* (Fig.6 C, D) » &7 5.3 & UORF™ v £ 47 UORF™™ I % fe i 31K = 3] = 754

AT D Frd T 49 g ROA

¥ 3 44 UORF™™-GFP % genfgsi 5 4 To(KY43-3)2rs2 % ¥ k47 F B3

XA Y B2

# invitro 98T 3 45 4 4 #F UORF™™ % ER stress 4 # F¥ ¢ % 4 | T # chop

& Flek 2317 * (Jousse et al., 2001) -

WAL EEY T UFRARS 42550 3§ g UORFP fe 4 4 UORFIP

F_‘-

gl A AR 07 > Fe 4 #F UORFP &35 7 00 sa B g 9afsd (% 5 ER stress 4 4
ip % o 3% E2 thapsigargin foiFp 4 B aJZ Tg(KY43-3)2%s » &2 H § % 4 I
A5 o Jg % 4 S4B thapsigargin foiF i k2 o TQ(KY43-3) "4 25 3 B fg R 4 IS H 5k

(Fig.7) - # ¢ ‘=iF thapsigargin k2 e TQ(KY43-3)52 75 ¢ » g3+ § A% § k¥

HEFRAME P A9 dh G I g Tg(KY43-3)5rne 5 Mgk 4
FAms¥ ks HRF L ms B9 A% m¥mE chopmRNA £ 31235 &

7t 5| thapsigargin feiFp 11 e Tg(KY43-3)%55 e 4 % o chop mRNA 4 3

=% 4.7 co-localize effaj e -

d ¥ X P ER stress & ER-associated stress 7 Tg(KY43-3)%%: 7 o
huORF"P-GFP & 7 F 35 4 5275 2 {4 ER stress §- ER-associated stress & &

e Y R R
®AES L To(KY43-3)n v NHEMBRRSLIERALFR
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d 3 E Y - H A% Tg(KY43-3)%2*57 F i ER stress endF 4 k& (7 %k 573
A cnieipl B RENEAT FTRB T L8 K TY(KY43-3)%55 o 257 %

BATEE R A S TEE R F AR R o

24 T4 35 8 (Fig.8 B-D) AT 52 7n ¢ B E ~ MGE ~ 42§ o »t 72-73 hpf 2 40 °C
%R B adZ e Tg(KY43-3)%2 2 » 3t #g e (brain) ~ % 4x(spinal cord) ~ ™ 2 (jaw) ~
A (skin)gz xg g (fin) % =3 7 LRI+~ £ % ¥ £ £ L 1 31 72-84 hpf 5 10 °C iR

B EIR 2 TQ(KY43-3)9a7s » 0 v 0 es § v LR Pl ic B e & £ 2 | o

72-75.5 hpf 542 & @z 9 Ph » AP PR30T R T %% L £ I o

L E & K8 (Fig.7 E-H) &J292.7: © ZnSO4 ~ CoCly ~ NiSOy4 ~ CuSOy » *+ 72-96
hpf /5 0.5 MM ZnSOy A e TQ(KY43-3) 975 » 3 Fe3% ~ 15 L Mgzt L ¥ LR
T4 B & H %4 o+t 72-96 hpf 4= 1 mM CoCly ST i1 T(KY43-3) 9455 » 50 75 2%
o A VRRT A BSEF LA B gt mE R S o 3 72-96 hpf &1 mM
NiSO, AT e TQ(KYA3-3) 9255 » 5t 7t ~ oo K ¥ BLRT| 2 B S L A 3 o s
Bk 4 Tehd R HGE o 3t 72-96 hpf & 1 uM CuSO4 AU i1 Tg(KY43-3)3275 » 4

U IED SR o =:8- 5 SR S S R

B2 (Fig.8 1)@ %275 ¢+ & ¥ (Diamethoate) - » 72-96 hpf 5 19 uM

Dimethoate U2 1 Tg(KY43-3)%2.75 » 7 *t 7k ~ il R LR IIAE $ 4 £ 4 1 o

Acrylamide 5 - fA#l g4 2 > ¥ * 21 £ T FANRFEIRY > A BEE

F_

k& %> acrylamide =%k T 7 F i R o (Fig.8 J)*t 72-96 hpf 5 6.25 mM

acrylamide EZ e Tg(KY43-3)%2 75 » ¥ 30 3Rk ~ F BRI % ¥ LA ]| -

KRG R T S RS B AT 1 o To(KY43-3)%55 % 2 7 A
faehik gk > 2 A RS ] goch control e P 5 3 FlE RS kA SRR 0 BT

TQ(KY43-3) 92557 11 F i & fEIRBL IS A8 > 2 $30A Rng R AL 3 P 8 £

5=
o
&
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TS5 Tg(KY43-3)nrscn ¥ X7 M -~ WK BigH

TR R G TR o0 TQ(KYA3-3)%25 50 % & IAviarom = ol T 4%
T k1% kR e CoCly %t 72-96 hpf Aum sz 5 % Tg(KY43-3)%2 25 » 127 2

TQ(KY43-3)%.55 i 5] 7 I 35 & chig 8 ek Js(Fig.9) » &% % ¥ 7 125 5] & CoCl,

ppiu)

ERLIMMPBFS B4 7 Ee = g4 o KXa ¥ CoClyk B+
A kA RF AER B 15 MM (s B st b 15-20%2 FF 0 A K pEiara s 2
FrEF CoClk i+ 2 a F ¥ kg7 TQ(KY43-3)9a el 4 6 £ ¥ 12 A p s

< F iR
W55 To(KY43-3)9 557 R v s BRIk Fermi g ml2 4 o

Gk BmEm ToKY4A3-3)iiach ¥ k7 U F ot BRB A L BR 0 2 ¥
MARRA S Wk R o T kg L - AR Tg(KY43-3)a A E E T U
KRR E R ARE - W EERMERSF LT BEFF S g Lz E
Tg(KY43-3)%2.%5 - (Fig.10) 5 2010 # 9 7 7 p »t o & B =4GR = R#IR AR iR =k B~
@k o 0 72-120 hpf pizie TQ(KYA3-3)%ars o 4 % 7 4 01 jF % 15 2 W75 0 5547
R 2B+ E%Y % fo(Fig.7 H)izie CuSO, e Tg(KY43-3) st & 4p i o £ ¥
PIT itk g 2 Rl KT d Bt £ 2 AP T d s ke
Cu®4z4% > % if 0.104 mg/L o 4238 TQ(KY43-3)%2557 27 4P v kR A 2 F i -

(FF R r REBYRELF

23



|
P
-l
pris
%";

SRR s TQ(KYA33) s e s g N TR /R 4 i

PR REP Sg - LA SRR R dof A BE Mg H g

4% # kg # (Lindholm et al., 2006) » @ ¥ 3T & k- 57 7 45 di2F 5 F L cnth i
5 4B > 4rdf(cadmium, Cd) ( Kitamura and Hiramatsu, 2010) ~ ## (arsenic, As) (Del
Razo et al., 2001) ~ 4 ¥ (hypoxia) (Bi etal., 2005) % % + 4kdg g5 #F P FRBES -
e B BT TR R g Rinvitro g = 0 @ a5 invivo K e g o
PR B N B F I A PR F S RFWAID D AR B TR

- FREOFLPNTRERS DS LSS LR S

thapsigargin £ - f&# 14 % d #r4] ER Ca**-ATPase> :c % ## . Ca?*ik A& (Thastrup
et al, 1990) - i&dm g A p Feahr i B4 » ¥ AEL AT P R T b A F ER
Stress i~ fEE S o F % % % Bor 0 axF 4 %75 p PERK-chop -~ Bip~ ATF3 mRNA
1% CHOP F-v B+ mat#34 % - thapsigargin & P # m < £ 2R - ST %
4 4edp ER stress e i S T ey AN AP > B S A AEF T R

5 F27 ERstress enfis;Vfs 4 o

FFrE- T U RF N TR AT H 5 5 lwawaki et al. i 2004 #
# % «h ERAIl-transgenic mice - 2 4] * XBP1 8 ¥] 4 JLpF ¢ & {7 splicing switch ¥
PP TRBRS Z2FEoRa XBPLAZ ¥ 2R P Eg# i TR egdd
MRNA splicing switch 3R % o & & 1534 % » ERAl-transgenic mice g (muscle)
A ’Jé‘ﬂw\(pancreas):t FMize € RIS F L R leaky Ik % > @ &2 HEFEsuk
siepp Frae/R 4 o ¥ XBP1 mRNA splicing switch - £ 535 » 4eR BB 7 ¢
A A EY UFRLBE S o & 2 chop knockout mice T & 4% 7k <77 phenotype

# 2 (Oyadomari et al., 2001) » &7t chop AA F]¥ it & A & 0 § 4 3WF 7 i 2 o
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TGP erie v ke 5k Tg(KY43-3) B2 15w rakl b gfp MRNA 3t 2 £ty

I LA AL E R AIE Y R 22 ¥ KA R o BT 4 8 UORFIP A
TQ(KY43-3)5275 P e drd| T 25 A F1HF - ¥ e/ 7 %% ¢ > & thapsigargin 2 /7
F g rs? 23+ GFP > ¥ # GFP £ 3= % &2 PERK 2 chop mRNA # R
=% co-localize » & 7F TQ(KY43-3)%arps el o Sk £ 7 11 1 5 F /R4 3 4 ehiy

1 & TQ(KY43-3)7 11 s FE g N 4 /R 4 ennd 8 058 6o 4 o

2T = ?ﬁ’#’*”?‘af')’\%&#fiifﬁﬁémxﬁ-I;;TE'T'_/FF;Z’é" ik 5 ﬁ
## J iE ¥ (fetal alcohol syndrome, FAS) % e B A HF BT FIEEA B R X
B B P RF R AR Rk S FAN IR A g

Fooon sl AR FiRiEeta g ok T ARk A F R P25

?3355 ’ E]]J E #W'FFIJA ’Eﬁ 2w R /fsﬁa: 53.}"— ‘? #E g _‘i'ﬁ‘_]‘j ?f{:fl] V-
FRTRENEE Bl B A SRS SERRTL Sy ST c) 8 S SO ] SN N == s SCR S n

WA HT o R TEREILLE T Sl L BT A T F e FRRA S

R Hg ) B oA a0reg o O WERE  RLT 27 6 ] e

- BAE Y B BB P (heokd s F R4 B REA) LT
PRI FAT L BRI i 8 FE o Ra o RiFLE L
Bl R 5 ORI AR O PR IR e R
BB 54 3R P ARG o A AR A B RT I AU EFHERL R

SR E GRS A B

a
-
‘—3\

thip 2 PREZ A EIRFDF LTS

G

L R R R FA L R e BRI 2 Y 0 e B
?’?l[il’? \ﬂ:#%\'{i‘?j {#Bjﬁ%}i_ﬁgﬁo 'ET‘LHA—pr'ﬁ/Z‘i & E'J%E%iﬁ?‘jﬁ
9

LA EEEFNRE oom TYKY4A3-3) n T v A T 6o ehd Ko {7
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Rt g Rk B TQ(KY4A3-3)Mars#t & e ¥ L7 L F o p B R
b g s o P AT RS IR TY(KY43-3)nrsg X FIB R ~HF T LB
RELGRTIEPE 2RSS % B TgKY43-3)P1 a7 1 F g 58 o @ {1
% ek B 2. CoCly B® TQ(KY43-3)92 55 e Bk it % 38 P TQ(KY43-3)i2fsrgf 7
WEA PRI E RO T HRHERANE Bod 2T BB S 5 0 Tg(KY43-3)

DIV HF R KM A AL F 0 P A F R LR EF koA .
v S B om To(KY43-3)fneifip % EAp g B © ﬁz 2 % > Table 14 447 o
kP A g4t CUTH R A RARR o B4eY T3]k kG

(Daphnia magna) *t » H -k ¢ $4 3 £ 25 = (mortality) & § (575 4 e ik o 25~

SRR Bk B A @ A0 A 3UA ok EATA 4 201 2 £ (growth)
R R Ry 2 S Y T RN T

foig ok ? B4 Feapt o Rk To(KY43-3)ia st (RIS B 4+ &
FERBERG D H FF LR FIF ks Foedp ik s 2 HS ¥ L7 11 4%
Parr s o AR mH W RPF BE L AR F R 0 Bl A P
T & 72-96 hr pF > TQ(KY43-3)52 7. 2 & 24hr ki FFE oo ¥ - 2 5 > &F R
Frenle pF o TQ(KY43-3) 9 Peenis § L 2 P PFe 3 (B 0B - R DAl G X Pl
Tlgrenia Pod R 2ERFDNEF R ERDTT, > 2 €3 S FHRBR a2 o &

2 TY(KYA3-3)a s vk st 5 B > 7 R AHFLERF oo * FRRA

Y- 23 m oo igA8s BIE - Rt ou I 2 gk g8 To(KY43-3)5275 R TR B =
Foervt ik g (Table 2) o 02 & ABIL 0L = 2 A 45 K FRIF 0 #-4 fliciE » 4o pH ~ 2
BEEE - FWRH..E OHBE R RENR RS BRI HATE

‘f!]’if )é,;f;é__ﬁ:u m;jﬂﬂgb‘j&* J’_E'%”‘ %ﬂgiiﬁlr&ﬁ—j BEFAIT o B A

,:&

Boh B B0 R B HRSMF E AR BRAEcD b g F U B £ B B
Foooo BEREREY TR o @ 1% TgKY43-3) s Rl it 1 R L BT R g

26



;}:fgg_‘gi,)??u-‘% LI Qe A s Tk réﬁ_oftﬁnﬁﬂiﬁ%ﬁ&%?@%ﬁﬂ#j&af

BFREFAFPORE &V RFED A EIRT- BURIE > & R

g g% TQ(KY43-3) (k3 3 ¢ ARA S S HR O+ P

TE RS h e AL - BEROFIHENES o RS AN T AT

P
\“1

4n
fe: N

M

TR T A T AR AT AR A BTN EHGT AFE TR 2L

(B
—

SREFZZBY RIBEP VA ZRERFIRTT UERERR D FFEAH
Mo bt 7 3 5 RNA 2 Morpholino 12 i & % et $rd 4% 2 28 F] 5 14 B i ik (7
AFEAE , VERIAEAS I EFTRY ot s b k(T E Y
BAJLEAp G T flene & x A4 8gAp 0B A AhET L AE B AL B 7

hE B B kT E R FE G B

oAy Y Ak M endg e )k TQ(KY43-3)7 i § Sk wpE R R L ATk

PR R R B R AT K AR R B

T kW W g IR To(KY4A3-3)3A5s e 4k & LATIE B ehig

F_*
(3
-~
o+

B A3 F o & oheat-shock * & > &3% 5 4 4 @ 32403 2 Hsp70 ~ Hsp90 % A

Flp Mo f HE BRI~ GTWHE AT T TG B AT XA & coldshock 7
BAT T AREA 2 <38 B aje b bl dR R B s #5 % % cold shock

GHEFY c RRERFHIOE R k- LA - BApF LR PAEP o 4o

EAZPIGEMENBFEEFAY oA TY(KY43-3)srrsenik § £ € £ i cold
shock HEe> G- BRI
ek B h AT ER GRS IF Y it d 0 Tg(KY43-3)5% 5 &

A~ BEE LIRS N - BRE1E

27



BAEL Y T sl A BN FRRS ARRSAER DT 008

SR ROR T RBIDT G oo BTy SR AT
(=) "R ATURAFAT N FRBS 25 F o
(=) ~#aA S T(KYA3-3)Winv 1 iF 585 P B4 i o g o

(Z) ~#as s TgKY43-3)raw i R HRIRBRFLER - 2 HibEFap

B 2 d 0 TY(KY43-3)"2 252 &7 g™ a2 6 1 d 3 Tg(KY43-3)7225
B F T UE L ERETAER AT AL RRET R 6 st
ff VP mE AT P AT TERRL LTSS ok il LIRS
FTRFS LG FF FE ] o2 P RE YT [0 H03 Feniga

TQ(KY43-3)52 7520 % fp chle &AM A RS F Lo A A 77 r k] el 8¢

S S ) é_lq %jmﬁﬁﬁ,“

peok s TQ(KYA3-3)sarp s BRI B Aok FFE R e 17 ok 4 g
TR T A AR F RBRIE MR RRAARESREY R

TR F R AP E £ B

o

TR R Bk B BRe R T HRR N S

]
7~
T3
\rm
E--N
i
s
b
A
xt
(L
\‘ﬂ
;\_\

;3— s %iﬂil,(’l:-]p}}—? J\—q- f'} ] Tg(KY43 3)}%—

PRt 0 T L E R g N 2 A T S R PR Y RO AR

28



Ve
4

A KEY

50 A kawTy ¢ 1 microarray A 47 & I Tg(KY43-3)3a7n P & 4 ok chlw

% 8 F 4 Bk T4 R %20 B ER stress 3 47 S & B B H huORF™™ fr 4| ™ 5

SFEA TR Behi 4 > ol F 1 FACS #- Tg(KY43-3)%2rn P 2 LS ¥ B A LR
Yk ehimre &g o (Fig.l1) 5 #d 7 5 % To(KY43-3)%arp 1 iF i AR 16 - 8 i 1
FACS ~» 3t 2 M § k2 A LG § kwiecni % - L{|* FSC/SSC 4~ 472 'w
A B BB A e o BF {BERT e EL LY T
C X AT B % B IRE T FACS w0 A 5 T g2 e Tg(KY43-3)%2.%: #  GFP-positive
¢4 0% @ GFP-negative ‘m? { 100% - @ i& {7 FACS % » SLiFpf @ iz 7t
GFP-positive sn% } 1.9% > @ GFP-negative ‘w®s § 97.3% - 4% ¥ i& {7 FACS » #-F

M RSE 2SR5 e A Bts £ = A 703 I GFP-positive fmre ¢ & L ¥ Sk eh ) 93.1%:

3

g WA e R ALY £ F 6.6%; @ GFP-negative fw¥z ¢ £ R F ket 0%
Mo & ILY Sk 100%0 £ ¥ Sk R s LR AT A B2 e ¥ L% T GFP-positive
e FER ARG W K A spkt ) £ 8 72 % ; GFP-negative % 3 LMK F ko @
R FHRLAET X o BoamamF v It FACS & 8t Tg(KY43-3)%275¢ £ B3 ¥
kpr k£ LEH khme > A k¥ 2 microarray A 47 H A F LIRS L 2-

TfEs G 420 P ERstress eI kB T A B EHIY L niE T o

mARGFET P A ET UL RA .

i\4

i
I

(=) ~ { 4o % imendg 31 TO(KYA3-3)3a 75 16 5 TR & I8 o chric 4 2 s

1. skt ¢AFFH et U 5H7 bk 8 T

RO BZREF I RERSRREZ BB AILE S 0 LY A

id
4‘2‘:\-5
{3
S5

3

E AR N AR o

2. FEFRELSPHERGFAE RS LT M T g2 Tg(KY43-3)

29



BLFL’M{%\:J}‘&F\]’}_ ‘I/EUEVJ’}(%\&—H’J?%’E—’fﬂﬁi@éﬁﬂf—?%

Atk ~ BoiE b Tk o
3. - H PRI T A To(KYA3-3) % 4 it (7 k557 % cni ] -

(=) ~iE» 7 f3 % Tg(KY43-3)% 757 ER stress chfs /=22 # R 7 huORF™ v
T PEAR AR Tl
1. 2 microarray A 45 TQ(KY43-3)%arp ¥ 4 Itk 3 & cnime 4 %] 4 LA

Ay LiE- H 0 R B g 257 ER stress e & TR BT 4B

/},\ ngL fﬁl% o

(2) ~ it 2 TQ(KYAS-3)a %5 cnié if % 4 g2 oars 7 = el i -

W
s
N
Wz
é_
R
)
<
£
N

1. # Tg(KY43-3)#7a i B ed2 » B 3

BILFRABA  BBELATTUZEILIELIF4 -

2. # TQ(KY43-3)ir P B aJL » B IIBB IS H LA 2 (5 i

BAIE > RBRHEGY LN T o= 2 apEfl oo

30



A RE TR

Abel, E. L. (1981). Behavioral teratology of alcohol. Psychol Bull, 90(3), 564-581.

Abel, E. L. (2006). Fetal alcohol syndrome: a cautionary note. Curr Pharm Des, 12(12),

1521-1529.

Ashe, M. P, Slaven, J. W., De Long, S. K., Ibrahimo, S., & Sachs, A. B. (2001). A novel
elF2B-dependent mechanism of translational control in yeast as a response to fusel

alcohols. EMBO J, 20(22), 6464-6474.

Averous, J., Bruhat, A., Jousse, C., Carraro, V., Thiel, G., & Fafournoux, P. (2004).
Induction of CHOP expression by amino acid limitation requires both ATF4

expression and ATF2 phosphorylation. J Biol Chem, 279(7), 5288-5297.

Bi, M., Naczki, C., Koritzinsky, M., Fels, D., Blais, J., Hu, N., et al. (2005). ER
stress-regulated translation increases tolerance to extreme hypoxia and promotes

tumor growth. EMBO J, 24(19), 3470-3481.

Bilotta, J., Barnett, J. A., Hancock, L., & Saszik, S. (2004). Ethanol exposure alters
zebrafish development: a novel model of fetal alcohol syndrome. Neurotoxicol

Teratol, 26(6), 737-743.

Blader, P., & Strahle, U. (1998). Ethanol impairs migration of the prechordal plate in the

zebrafish embryo. Dev Biol, 201(2), 185-201.

Blais, J. D., Filipenko, V., Bi, M., Harding, H. P., Ron, D., Koumenis, C., et al. (2004).
Activating transcription factor 4 is translationally regulated by hypoxic stress. Mol

Cell Biol, 24(17), 7469-7482.

Calfon, M., Zeng, H., Urano, F., Till, J. H., Hubbard, S. R., Harding, H. P., et al. (2002).

31



IREL couples endoplasmic reticulum load to secretory capacity by processing the

XBP-1 mRNA. Nature, 415(6867), 92-96.

Chakravarthi, S., Jessop, C. E., & Bulleid, N. J. (2006). The role of glutathione in

disulphide bond formation and endoplasmic-reticulum-generated oxidative stress.
EMBO Rep, 7(3), 271-275.

Carvan, M. J., 3rd, Loucks, E., Weber, D. N., & Williams, F. E. (2004). Ethanol effects

on the developing =zebrafish: neurobehavior and skeletal morphogenesis.

Neurotoxicol Teratol, 26(6), 757-768.

Chen, G., Ma, C., Bower, K. A., Shi, X,, Ke, Z., & Luo, J. (2008). Ethanol promotes

endoplasmic reticulum stress-induced neuronal death: involvement of oxidative

stress. J Neurosci Res, 86(4), 937-946.

Deanovic, L., Connor, V. M., Knight, A. W., & Maier, K. J. (1999). The use of bioassays
and toxicity identification evaluation (TIE) procedures to assess recovery and

effectiveness of remedial activities in a mine drainage-impacted stream system.

Arch Environ Contam Toxicol, 36(1), 21-27.

Dricu, A., Carlberg, M., Wang, M., & Larsson, O. (1997). Inhibition of N-linked
glycosylation using tunicamycin causes cell death in malignant cells: role of

down-regulation of the insulin-like growth factor 1 receptor in induction of

apoptosis. Cancer Res, 57(3), 543-548.

Feldman, D. E., Chauhan, V., & Koong, A. C. (2005). The unfolded protein response: a

novel component of the hypoxic stress response in tumors. Mol Cancer Res, 3(11),
597-605.

Gunes, S., Dirik, E., Yis, U., Seckin, E., Kuralay, F., Kose, S., et al. (2009). Oxidant

32



status in children after febrile seizures. Pediatr Neurol, 40(1), 47-49.

Galanis, A., Karapetsas, A., & Sandaltzopoulos, R. (2009). Metal-induced
carcinogenesis, oxidative stress and hypoxia signalling. Mutat Res, 674(1-2),

31-35.

Ginsburg, K. A., Blacker, C. M., Abel, E. L., & Sokol, R. J. (1991). Fetal alcohol

exposure and adverse pregnancy outcomes. Contrib Gynecol Obstet, 18, 115-129.

Girling, A. E., Pascoe, D., Janssen, C. R., Peither, A., Wenzel, A., Schafer, H., et al.
(2000). Development of methods for evaluating toxicity to freshwater ecosystems.

Ecotoxicol Environ Saf, 45(2), 148-176.

Haze, K., Yoshida, H., Yanagi, H., Yura, T., & Mori, K. (1999). Mammalian
transcription factor ATF6 is synthesized as a transmembrane protein and activated
by proteolysis in response to endoplasmic reticulum stress. Mol Biol Cell, 10(11),

3787-3799.

Ikonomidou, C., Bittigau, P., Ishimaru, M. J., Wozniak, D. F., Koch, C., Genz, K., et al.
(2000). Ethanol-induced apoptotic neurodegeneration and fetal alcohol syndrome.

Science, 287(5455), 1056-1060.

Iwawaki, T., Akai, R., Kohno, K., & Miura, M. (2004). A transgenic mouse model for

monitoring endoplasmic reticulum stress. Nat Med, 10(1), 98-102.

Jousse, C., Bruhat, A., Carraro, V., Urano, F., Ferrara, M., Ron, D., et al. (2001).
Inhibition of CHOP translation by a peptide encoded by an open reading frame

localized in the chop 5'UTR. Nucleic Acids Res, 29(21), 4341-4351.

Kaplowitz, N., & Ji, C. (2006). Unfolding new mechanisms of alcoholic liver disease in

the endoplasmic reticulum. J Gastroenterol Hepatol, 21 Suppl 3, S7-9.

33



Kaplowitz, N., & Ji, C. (2006). Unfolding new mechanisms of alcoholic liver disease in

the endoplasmic reticulum. J Gastroenterol Hepatol, 21 Suppl 3, S7-9.

Karntanut, W., & Pascoe, D. (2002). The toxicity of copper, cadmium and zinc to four

different Hydra (Cnidaria: Hydrozoa). Chemosphere, 47(10), 1059-1064.

Kimmel, C. B., Ballard, W. W., Kimmel, S. R., Ullmann, B., & Schilling, T. F. (1995).

Stages of embryonic development of the zebrafish. Dev Dyn, 203(3), 253-310.

Kitamura, M., & Hiramatsu, N. (2010). The oxidative stress: endoplasmic reticulum

stress axis in cadmium toxicity. Biometals.

Kojima, C., Ramirez, D. C., Tokar, E. J., Himeno, S., Drobna, Z., Styblo, M., et al.
(2009). Requirement of arsenic biomethylation for oxidative DNA damage. J Natl

Cancer Inst, 101(24), 1670-1681.

Koritzinsky, M., Magagnin, M. G., van den Beucken, T., Seigneuric, R., Savelkouls, K.,
Dostie, J., et al. (2006). Gene expression during acute and prolonged hypoxia is
regulated by distinct mechanisms of translational control. EMBO J, 25(5),

1114-1125.

Lodhi, H. S., Khan, M. A, Verma, R. S., & Sharma, U. D. (2006). Acute toxicity of

copper sulphate to fresh water prawns. J Environ Biol, 27(3), 585-588.

Lu, P. D., Jousse, C., Marciniak, S. J., Zhang, Y., Novoa, |., Scheuner, D., et al. (2004).
Cytoprotection by pre-emptive conditional phosphorylation of translation initiation

factor 2. EMBO J, 23(1), 169-179.

Ma, Y., & Hendershot, L. M. (2004). ER chaperone functions during normal and stress

conditions. J Chem Neuroanat, 28(1-2), 51-65.

34



Marciniak, S. J., Yun, C. Y., Oyadomari, S., Novoa, I., Zhang, Y., Jungreis, R., et al.
(2004). CHORP induces death by promoting protein synthesis and oxidation in the

stressed endoplasmic reticulum. Genes Dev, 18(24), 3066-3077.

Meijer, H. A., & Thomas, A. A. (2002). Control of eukaryotic protein synthesis by
upstream open reading frames in the 5'-untranslated region of an mMRNA. Biochem

J, 367(Pt 1), 1-11.

Novikoff, A. B. (1976). The endoplasmic reticulum: a cytochemist's view (a review).

Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A, 73(8), 2781-2787.

Oyadomari, S., & Mori, M. (2004). Roles of CHOP/GADD153 in endoplasmic

reticulum stress. Cell Death Differ, 11(4), 381-389.

Oyadomari, S., Takeda, K., Takiguchi, M., Gotoh, T., Matsumoto, M., Wada, I., et al.
(2001). Nitric oxide-induced apoptosis in pancreatic beta cells is mediated by the
endoplasmic reticulum stress pathway. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A, 98(19),

10845-10850.

Rasheva, V. I., & Domingos, P. M. (2009). Cellular responses to endoplasmic reticulum

stress and apoptosis. Apoptosis, 14(8), 996-1007.

Ron, D., & Habener, J. F. (1992). CHOP, a novel developmentally regulated nuclear
protein that dimerizes with transcription factors C/EBP and LAP and functions as a

dominant-negative inhibitor of gene transcription. Genes Dev, 6(3), 439-453.

Rutkowski, D. T., & Kaufman, R. J. (2004). A trip to the ER: coping with stress. Trends

Cell Biol, 14(1), 20-28.

Sanchez, D., Graca, M. A., & Canhoto, J. (2007). Testing the use of the water milfoil

(Myriophyllum spicatum L.) in laboratory toxicity assays. Bull Environ Contam

35



Toxicol, 78(6), 421-426.

Scheper, G. C., van der Knaap, M. S., & Proud, C. G. (2007). Translation matters:

protein synthesis defects in inherited disease. Nat Rev Genet, 8(9), 711-723.

Scheuner, D., Song, B., McEwen, E., Liu, C., Laybutt, R., Gillespie, P., et al. (2001).
Translational control is required for the unfolded protein response and in vivo

glucose homeostasis. Mol Cell, 7(6), 1165-1176.

Sherba, M., Dunham, D. W., & Harvey, H. H. (2000). Sublethal copper toxicity and
food response in the freshwater crayfish Cambarus bartonii (Cambaridae,

Decapoda, Crustacea). Ecotoxicol Environ Saf, 46(3), 329-333.

Thastrup, O., Cullen, P. J., Drobak, B. K., Hanley, M. R., & Dawson, A. P. (1990).
Thapsigargin, a tumor promoter, discharges intracellular Ca2+ stores by specific
inhibition of the endoplasmic reticulum Ca2(+)-ATPase. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A,

87(7), 2466-2470.

Thisse, C., & Thisse, B. (2008). High-resolution in situ hybridization to whole-mount

zebrafish embryos. Nat Protoc, 3(1), 59-69.

Ubeda, M., Wang, X. Z., Zinszner, H., Wu, |., Habener, J. F., & Ron, D. (1996).
Stress-induced binding of the transcriptional factor CHOP to a novel DNA control

element. Mol Cell Biol, 16(4), 1479-1489.

Vattem, K. M., & Wek, R. C. (2004). Reinitiation involving upstream ORFs regulates
ATF4 mRNA translation in mammalian cells. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A, 101(31),

11269-11274.

Xu, C., Bailly-Maitre, B., & Reed, J. C. (2005). Endoplasmic reticulum stress: cell life

and death decisions. J Clin Invest, 115(10), 2656-2664.

36



Zhang, H., Duncan, G., Wang, L., Liu, P., Cui, H., Reddan, J. R., et al. (2007). Arsenic
trioxide initiates ER stress responses, perturbs calcium signalling and promotes

apoptosis in human lens epithelial cells. Exp Eye Res, 85(6), 825-835.

37



A

3000 bps

1000 bps

100 bps

Figure 1.

1 W WA

MCS

T7 promoter

«— PERK PERK

pGEMTe-PERK

SP6 promoter mCs

r4 PCR #% i1 PERK # &2 %88 T A 4 17 §l(A)2 pGEMTe-PERK
Fweo)-

fI* k320 PERK 313 p 72 hpf 525 & cDNA & 11 PERK & 7]»
I #-F s 2% Agarose ¥R EE T oA 4 47 o 3 I3 %) 400 bps ~ 600
bps~1000 bps =% & 7 — % i % major band - 4z =+ 1000 bps
%ol 2§ ECE 4~ pGEM-T easy vector 6 - 5 & pGEMTe-PERK

-

38



Figure 2.

(A) Control 72 hpf (B) Control 96 hpf

(C) 40 “C Heat Shock 96 hpf (D) 1 pM Thapsigargin 96 hpf (E) 1.5% Alcohol 96 hpf

. by

[ )

#3# ¥ -~ thapsigargin 2 jFpi ¥ ER £ ER-associate stress ¥ 3% 5.5 4. %22} 2 £ PERK 2 chop mRNA % 3 -

1% WISH g2z 5 g %272 p 4 1+ PERK 2 chop mRNA £ =8 o A A 53 ¥ n(A) 72 hpf 2 (B) 96 hpf chsa 5 4 52
Pr.® > PERK 2 chop mRNA Bt @ & - = £ 3L @ " 8 Z (tectum, t) 2 {2 "ig(hindbrain, h)eni= % - @ (C) & 72-73 hpf 5
i 40 °C #3196 hpf 5275 % #» ¥ 8 3 PERK % chop MRNA ¢ = & £ >V Eg 30 > & PERK # 347 %Hi@. chop At

% (D) 72-96 hpf 5 1 uM thap51garg1n FeJR ep Pa ¢ W 1& PERK % chop mRNA % + £ Iﬁﬁ“\fﬁ B LR 1?1
Rl e A Y SR L_(E) 48-96 hpf 5:% 1.5% ,ﬁﬁa‘)%@“’ g Phe ¥ UL E T PERK 2 chop MRNA = & # 3T EE R e
2 0 e A R4 F 2 4 IR E S thapsigargin e 9 25| ﬁhﬁa ¢ohfs R o

39



Figure 3.

M W R 3

PERK Bip ATF3
m\Wild type w®mHeatShock = Thapsigrgin

ZiE#F ¥ tapsigargin B2 5 4 %27 p 4 4 PERK ~ Bip
22 ATF3MRNA % & 3 4c o

1% Q-PCR # iRl ¥ 58 g %7 ) 2 4 PERK -~ Bip &
ATF3 mRNA # siL& (12 elongation factor-1a (EF-1a)i% % internal
control ) » & 2 Wild type 2 5 4. "2%5¢ = mRNA £ & © 5 1
fo - g relative level- d B @ ¥ 5 ) & 72-73 hpf 538 40 °C %34
4 ¢4196 hpf 5275 PERK % T8 4 4c 3.1 2 Bip % L E i 4: 2.8 2~
ATF3 % & 3 4 2.2 & ; 72-96 hpf ‘5:E 1 pM thapsigargin &2 57
975 PERK % L8 540 2.9 & “Bip # B #{+c 48 3 \ATF3 # 1
‘E‘Ai@' 4v 2.9 g o

40



Non-induced Thapsigargin Alcohol

(kDa) 1 2 3
36 —
ZfCHOP
28 =
£5 = a -tubulin

Figure 4. 21§ thapsigargin &2 P 3 $ s 8 §.927: CHOP 3v ¥4 RE
EEE
F1#* western blot & WELZ GBS FE R GF Eerm b dirrse
CHOP 3+ F e% 3£ (a-tubulin i % internal control ) - 4 96 hpf
wild type z2. 5 4. 9275 1% % control (lane 1) 12 4 % CHOP $fi v 1
Bl %) 26 kDa 2 %) 30 kDa i B F| & % 39 B A o F £ 72-96 hpf
54§ 1 pM thapsigargin £&J2 (lane 2) 2% 48-96 hpf 536 1.5% Fif fe
2 (lane 3) » P1H CHOP F-v F 4 M2 ¥ # wildtype 3

41



—

CMV. ,
promoter huORFe¢» | GFP

Tg(KY43-3) 72 hpf J TgKY43-3) 96 hpf

.

72 hpf

gfp mRNA

Figure 5.

=R
Tg(KY43-3)

-

72 hpf| |Tg(KY43-3) 96 hpf

w5 5 Tg(KY43-3)5%: ¢ huORF"P ¥r4] GFP 4 B 4_t it &
=X o

f1% WISH Bz A g %5 3 Fendd 7 7 % Tg(KY43-3)%27: 7 gfp
MRNA % .o H ¢ 72 hpf wild type 2.5 4. 727:(D)% 72 hpf Tg(fli-1)
2 75 (E) ~ B) s negative control %2 positive control » Fxinsr* 2.
ofp riboprobe 2 & — % o (A) & #& 78 & & Tg(KY43-3)88 ph #7734 3
AT g o (B) (O~ & & Aaf chi s 5 & Tg(KY43-3)9275 7 4
REEFHL > Ra a(F) (G)¢ v m@p=3| gfp mMRNA i 5k
To(KY43-3)" PP »rEg 30 ~ SRiz 5 =% ~ £ £ o

42



pcDNA-DsRed

CMV

pcDNA-zfuORF-DsRed

CMV

promoter ZTUORFehon -

25ng/l, pcDNA-DsRed DNA 25ngil, pcDMA-zfUORF-DsRed DNA

300pg DsRed mRNA 300pg zfUORF-DsRed mRNA

D

Figure 6.

30 hpf 30 hpf

ZfUORF B 5| ¥ | T 52 3 L A FligF o

A BAR T {5 e pcDNA-DsRed ~ pcDNA-zfuORF-DsRed » = g _d

CMV promoter 5% #: c7DsRed % zfuORF-DsRed DNA 7 £ - 3L(A)
;1 5+ pcDNA-DsRed chsa B g %275 H fo k3t > Dopmabkchx §
% @ 1 (B)i1 i pcDNA-zfuORF-DsRed ehsr & 4. %225 B B0 &
EN A RINER LI £ 2 ¥ ko a (C)ii s DsRed mRNA 5 £ e
WE A REAY S kA A B9 chA T 48k ho (D)Lt
ZfuORF-DsRed mRNA % B e PR B Tz ¥ K & e a) o

43



Non-induced control

chop mRNA

1 £ M Thapsigargin 1.5% Alcohol

= ,

chop mRNA

Figure 7.

> i

thapsigargin 2 i ¢ i %% To(KY43-3)mp ¥ x4 3> 2 &
22 chopmRNA £ =% 4p 7
bk 5 AR T 5 96 hpf Tg(KY43- 3)w* S
chop MRNA #c & = £ T ® "8 2 % {8 mmx“%_ ° ,”..s
thapsigargin &2 e TQ(KY43-3)%2.75 ¢ > Fgit+ € & %
BBk tz&; B¢ Atsnd dh; H chop mRNA ¢ <
¥

e ply /ﬁq‘%/f@“’ i TQ(KY43-3)3arp ¢ » mg3n+ £ 4 ik o %
PHgYREIRIER e B chop mMRNA %+ & £ AT ER
o m G P g o ) P T “p%%fé Tg(KY43-3)
p P55 F Sk & 322 chop mRNA 3 co- Iocahze a5

44



[2]

Non-induced
Control

(96 hpf)

Figure 8.

40°C
Heat shock

- o

ELHBIBBT S P S B AILH 96 hpf Tg(KY43-3)%2.%5
B A3 285 °C~ A G B RJIL2
- (B)** 72-73 hpf €40 °C B R A« 3

(A) =

Tg(KY43 c) R

10°C
Cold shocl

{72-84 hpf)

[e]

Deoxygenated

Water
{72-75.5 hpf)

g g (fin) % =8 7 R4

Pl E Y k4
12 2 Tg(KY43-3)%275
% 72-96 hpf & 1 mM CoCl, g2 rr‘."ij_"‘
}@w mUL”‘ ) AR
Jo %1 LY S "‘ﬁ‘» }4‘»
IR~ ’i’bpﬁ q‘\ﬁr ﬁn

BT

TR R T R
I}ELZ)—E’.;I —" + )ﬂ'm ;P_&‘r R
By kAR ()5 72 %6 hpf & 6.25 mM Acrylamide &2 s 75

[e]

0.5 mM
ZnS0,
{7296 hpf)

(]

1 mh
CoCl;
{72-96 hpf)

1 mh
NiSO,
{7296 hpf)

<3 (D) 72 755 hpf 54k 3 jed® 2 %275 » 300
o (E) & 72-96 hpf & 0.5 MM ZNnSO, AT 32 75 » 553
» BT RE ag\gmpﬁ é\ ﬁ’*f' 2

TEEARAERFE L
96 hpf Tg(KY43-3)52%~ » iF 2 control %
#%(brain) ~

[+]

0.001 mM
Cuso4
(7296 hpf)

[

0.019 m

Dimethoat
(7296 hpf)

J

6.25 mM
Acrylamide
(72-96 hpf)

° (B)-(D) = 5
% 4x(spinal cord) ~ * r?p(Jaw) 1i }§ (skin)
EF“ (C)F"7284 hpféf 10 Cl'& i?}f@‘?’7 RLF‘,«};’\}J Agbt,#%qﬂﬁbs
Kﬂﬁ}"’ T‘l i _‘L; ,E

IR ° (E)-(H) 5 s@s’aﬁ _% ’?E:/*
Fvep kT RATI A R B
T HF LR (G)A 72-96 hpf 5 1 mM NiSO4
AT H d g f 4 I&m kg o (H) 5 72-96 hpf 552 1 uM CuSO4
# 3 - (1) % 72-96 hpf 5 19 uM Dimethoate EJZ c32 75

SRR e



Figure 9.

UREREZCoClLEEY Tg(KV43-3) EIR SR EREART X

40%

n=100

30%
20%
10% n= TIIJ
n=70 n=70
{}% 1 1

control O0S5mM 10mM 15mM 20mM 25mM  3.0mM

B mortality ™ GFP expression

To(KY43-3)Ppen$ ¥ e 2 7 a7 B F B o

A )k R 2. CoCly p 72 hpf 2 96 hpf /=72 Tg(KY43-3)%275 » ﬁ 2H G RLARF o 2d £ 4 5iE CoCly
@Wng(KY433)’JL”;«&%‘"*I&*’m;c? Efivdk = Fod BY ’v",l‘—%:’:é_’%-%,é’ﬁﬂCoCIZ;}é}i’g_OSmM
MTERER R S FRAR o m kAR 1.0 mM wu;r'wr%\ ;rguc s RN LI A 15 mM

o ftifu%i'#ﬁi« 0 7 "i?fiﬂ;é)ii =@ # 4e o 9275t CoCly ik & 4236 1.5 mM F;'H;;:'zm;w hfEAS > P o= Akg
¥ CoClhikr + 2 a &7 ¥ = anffa) o

46



Figure 10.
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e ip 15 P R Cu” mg/L reference
72 hpf Tg(KY43-3) embryo GFP Expression 24 h-ECsgy 0.064 Present work
Chlamydomonas reinhardi Growth 72 h-ECsg 0.079
Scenedesmus subspicatus Growth 72 h-ECsq 0.12 Girling et al., 2000
Euglena gracilis Growth 120 h-EC 7.9
%57 (Algae) 22l : 0 :
Selenastrum capricornutum Growth 96 h-ECs, 0.008 Deanovic et al., 1999
Environmental Fate and Effects Division. US
Skeletonema costatum Growth 120 h-ECsy | 0.995 EPA, Washington, DC, 2000
B Hydra vulgar Mortality 96 h-LCs 0.056
(Rragzoa) Hydra oligartis Mortality 96 h-LCs 0.084 Karntanut and Pascoe, 2002
P Hydra viridissima Mortality 96 h-LCs, | 0.025
Cambarus robustus Mortalit 24 h-LC 3.48
: : Y % Sherba et al., 2000
- Orconectes rusticus Mortality 24 h-LCsq 2.5
e Gammarus pulex Mortality 48 h-LCs 0.047 Girling et al., 2000
(crustacean) Envi tal Fate and Effects Division. US
. - nvironmen ivision.
Daphnia magna Immobility 48 h-ECs 0.072 EPA, Washington, DC, 2000
Ao
(rj?;‘jra) Brachionus calyciflorus Mortality 24 h-LCx 0.026 Girling et al., 2000
e . . . Environmental Fate and Effects Division. US
A5 Lepomis macrochirus Mortality 96 h-LCx 0.355 EPA, Washington, DC, 2000
Table 1. F kP RN FEHN CUTER2LF B RS GAL VI RE -
= T A Tg(KY43-3)"a_*" e %7 (Algae) ~ & 2 # 4~ (protozoa) ~ 7 # 4 # 4~ (crustacean) ~ # 2 (rotifera) » 12 2 & 3F st
RAHCUHEF RGTAR - X CUH B i F hdp RA 5 % ¥k & TL(GFP expression) ~ 2 & (growth) 7= (mortality)
# o+ (immobility) ; pF ¥ = m/\f; 24h~48h~72h~96h 2 120h- H ¢ LCs & L™ k&R » 3 * 30005 =BG dpifeaiic
FAP o R - TEREN R %‘#g*ﬂ*#ﬂ—ﬂt’“? k¢ Cu™iER - EC5OE' RELEBEER R E R TR

SN 4 oo 09 T2 hpf TQ(KY43-3) 800 % & % % 7 24 h-ECyo i 5 Tk ©
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