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=77 b RARIBRE K LIS S8BT BARMEITORAI T+ 7 —lfz T
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BREEBRICEVT, WIREE LR CRBT RS
HFETERF L+ 72 — (FGFR) #izFoH 74 1 7
EED'H2H0EL, =T FJIELBVTcek 1, cek?2,
cek IFEFH S UMBERRLE»2R—= v LT
# L\ FGFR #1ZF (chick pigment epithelium deri-
ved FGFR, CPE-FGFR) ®%&I8#% in situ hybridiza-
tion ZICL NREFL 2. 4803 B, 48, 5.5 BniBEe
FER (2 cek 1, CPE-FGFR BZFE R L T
Y, cek2, cek3IBETEFNRMEIELAERD LAY
hotz, S87H, IHDBEER LRI 4 FEET ~
T® FGFR #IZFHRE L Tz, CPE-FGFR #EF

#

REEMBAO=_TFECECRRBLTEN, BEeR
EFRECHENICRKIBT 5 FGFR B8EF Tl -1 B
REDFHAICL NMEER LR IRET 5 FGFR ot
TEATHRELBD2Zeh b, BRHEFMEHEET
FGFR OFEMARAH T2 ¢ 2L NPEEE LRSS
EICBAS L Tv 2 AJREMA R & nt-, (BEBSEE 98¢
630—635, 1994)

¥—7—F | FGF L+ 7 # —, Insitu hybridization,
WEERLER, =7 bVE
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Abstract

To study the expression pattern of fibroblast
growth factor receptor (FGFR) genes cek 1, cek 2,
cek 3, and a novel FGFR (chick pigment epithelium
derived FGFR, CPE-FGFR) in the retinal pigment
epithelium (RPE) during chick eye developement, in
situ hybridization was performed on sections of
chick embryos. cek 1 and CPE-FGFR were expres-
sed, but neither cek 2 nor cek 3 were expressed in
3-day, 4-day, or 5.5-day chick embryonic RPE. Four
subtypes of FGFR were expressed in 7-day and 9-day
chick embryonic RPE. CPE-FGFR was expressed

not only in RPE but also in whole embryos. The
differential expression of FGFR subtypes in RPE at
different stages suggests the possihility that FGFs
influence the differentiation of RPE through the
control of FGFR expression. (J Jpn Ophthalmol Soc
98 : 630—635, 1994)
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T#H% FGF v+ 7% — (FGFR) B FREAE T TI4
BEr s e —=vry3h, BEMomAR BE Wi
HoORZBDLBAERCIES AL TV 2 LH4H6
nTWw32 @lEAE EFckvTh, BE, mEET
FGFR 1 BEFOHFENSHELDBRTWA WY, @iEE
FERERERRL T35 FGFRBET O 72 14 7ico
WTOFMAERFEZEh Ty, RO TEE R,
reverse transcription polymerase chain reaction
(RT-PCROEZHWT=7 t ) BRiBEEFE LR RHT
5 FGFR #ifcfo+ 72 1 7%8afL, =7 + Y 7.5 H
iz i3 cek 2 (FGFR 3), cek 3 (FGFR2) KX U4 F T
OB VF Ly FGFR {5 T (chick pigment
epithelium derived FGFR, CPE-FGFR) 23 L T\u»
HIEERE LI, T, SEELEIBREREBBRICK
THEAFRE LEICRE T % FGFRBETOV 724 7
OREEIEA D D0:H/D, =7 YV EXAVTeek 1
(FGFR 1), cek2 (FGFR 3), cek 3 (FGFR 2), CPE-
FGFR &{z T %8 % in situ hybridization ¥ X b #
B,

I % & &k

1. A H o sl

KE&EIHIZIE =7 + ) (white leghorn) FE5E0 1 H,
1.5H, 2.5H, 38, 4H, 55H, 7H, 9H%#H
L7z,

Za 4% ATFHEALATATE FT 4T 3 EBRETER,
) v EEREE AR AR (0.9% k> + Y ¥ 4, 10mM
) B U 7 4, pH 7.4, Ca?**Mg?** free phosphate
buffer saline, LAF PBS (—)) T#&L, =%/ -1 %
FICHiAK, FovvER, 774 vEELE, 0.00%
A1 Y < v (poly-L-lysine, Sigma #, MW, 30 %) T,
FKREXUELIAZ A F7 5 2 5 um EOEHHH
PIEE LI,

2. UsRTn—TmifE

VHEF e - FOER LS cek 1, cek 2, cek 3 DAETH
#1 DNA (cDNA) Wi, =71+ ) 3BECDNA 5 1
77V — (IERKE, BEMELLGHE) 2265
HFOORBFEZTIA~—FHVTPCREIZL W B,
CPE-FGFR iz 2\ T, BIHY TR bilc cDNA %
MLz,

%40 cDNA ##Eic L T RNA &% (SP6
T 7 RNA polymerase) iIZX b [(a-%S] UTP (37x10°
GBqg/mmol, Amersham #:;, SJ263) % f\ T+ v =&,
TvFvARNAZEENCLIVER L. B8R EAK
RNA @7 v 7 ) DK iR EsHR (40 mM KERKFEF + Y
v A, 60 mM KEEF ¥ v 4, pH10.2) Zi0x 60CT
fvFda—1rL, HI0ERCZFTELT e —FELT
#FH L.,
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3. In situ hybridization ;%

B X 5>l LB 2*o v vy T 5
74vL, =&/ —-ARFITHEKL, PBS(—) ¢,
Vv (@mg/m)Tcsz=vF1L, 0.1M Y =&/ —
AT I VvHRT0.25% (v/v) EKERERALEE R L7, 2X
SSCW0.3ME{+tr VoA, 0.03M 2=+
v a) THEL, 50% kA 47 2 F, 2XSSC, 10 mM
dithiothreitol (DTT) &#+ T 50C 1K 7 v 7Y
FAX—vaviiTol, "4 7V FA¥—>vavEE
# (2xSSC, 10mM DTT, 1pug/ul yeast transfer
RNA, 1 ug/ul sonicated salmon sperm DNA, 1 ug/
pl&ME7 7 3 v, 10% dextran sulfate, 50% 4/
AT 3 F) FHEL, 50,000dpm/ul VR e — A&
Z, R BT LS0CI6 B~ A 7V F A € - a v
%:ﬁ-:?‘:.

T#(2xSSC, 10mM DTT, 50% A 27 3 F,50C)
#, NTE (0.5M#E{k+ + Vv &, 10mM + U =g
(pH8.0), ImM =F v v o7 3 vIUEEEEF F U 7 &)
o 37°C T RNA 4% (RNaseA 20 ug/ml) M# %
T-ote. ¥ (0.1xXSCC, 10mM DTT, 50°C), HiK
#, FLA| (Kodak #1:, NTB2) &L, 4°CT2HMH
A—bS5TArS574—L, BE ~<rFs )=
FovRREl, R, AR TRELC,

I #5 R

1, BEEFELRICST 5 FGFR EGTFORR

FTRTOFH BT, €27 r—7I2k 3 insitu
hybridization #:% W HRER & L TfT-7cd, HEL> 7
FrdEahkrot, LT, UF7vFEv RS
R—F L AFEROLTHRETH, ¥, SEHVE
cek 1, cek 2, cek 3, CPE-FGFR 7 r» — 73 & 4 7 m &
NATVEAL XL\ R RER L.

ROFBETEFED EbLDOTHHHSHEE Y, S
3.5 BTCiRERO kNS R EhS, H003
B (M1) CTEBECBRENERL TV, RIFABIC
FELBEAED LR, SHIP3 H T cek 1 EET,
CPE-FGFR #{E T X RMAE, IRMHAER X OCRWAE
FAMEERC U ABCREL TV, —H, cek 2 8fE
FRIREM S X O RBEREERC B TRE LA LB
wd bRk oiz, cek 3MET RN AREORMEHK
CHEICY 7 L OER RO, B EE L
FFMIEH I hishot, LicdiaT, SP3BTt
MR AR EREEY R T 5 BEERAB I cek 1,
CPE-FGFR #fmT 2 EHL T35 55, cek 2, cek 3 &z
FORBIFEAERDLRIED 5T,

S35 Hicies L, BMSMEICBENEE SR TS
Bz, BEHRE CEARN T & in situ hybridization ©
R T & ER S 2T, BHRFEE A ToORET
HwAITTRETH B, HUP4H, SU85.5 HOMEAE LK
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HR&E 9% 7%

1 &B3H®=7 ) IREFEEE (25T 5 cek 1, cek 2, cek 3, CPE-FGFR (CPE) #{GF N RIR,

(BAREFSRIL K, HE Hf)

kA BRI T A EMAB (RE) 12 cek 1, CPE-FGFR BEFDRBEED L4, cek 2,

cek 3METF R E A ERBL TV Ly,

CPE-FGFR : chick pigment epithelium derived FGFR. -~ — ! 50 gm

Titcekl, CPE-FGFRBEF o XA X ZH 1,
cek 2, cek 3METFOREBILIZ LA EZDED ST,
SITH (®2) ks s, WEEE BEREEELRE,
MR#EEZ cek 1, cek 2, cek 3, CPE-FGFR o 4 f&@¥ -+
TOBREBEFLAOCEAMCRERL TV, SIHIBTLE
BEaf R 4BETNTCOREGEFORRLRD,
DX, BEEAORIIC L - TREGE LR
B2 FGFR BEFOH 784 73Rk -Twio (FE
13,

2. CPE-FGFR #-F %R

CPE-FGFR #&f{zT%, S001H, 1.5 HTRELAE
—BICiECFEE YRS, SI2.58 (K3) TIRIEK
HRE, IBMAE, Kb, BAFEBEEER R
LR, REARECS oRBRLRDID, REER
Ad bR,

F£1 —Z7hIFEIRERERICET 5 BMEFMRE
ERF Lt 74 —BEFORER

cek 1 cek 2 cek 3 CPE-FGFR
3B + = - +
4 B + -~ —~ +
5.5 H + — — +
7 H T + + -
9 H + + + +
+  FEHELTWA, - BEAERERALTWEW,

S04 F (M4) wiesd s, BXAABEOMERK T
SP82.5 Bicke, BRAEAICENFoOERLYBE R
», BEIFACESTAEASRO R, B, K&
i, RESHVEE TR SR LRDLL, BT
ARV TIZE A (posterior) THREATEC, &K
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2 SE7Bo=7 b FERRMEHEEICE T S cek 1, cek 2, cek 3, CPE-FGFR (CPE) #fzFhFEIR.

(BAHisraain A, HE §6)

R, MEEAFE LR (EHD, RGBT FE AMIC cek 1, cek 2, cek 3, CPE-FGFR #fz FDRB %2

B3, »A—13150um

gn {4l (anterior) TEHH Tl FERTAHEAIFEDH B
e,

SPP5.5 BUBECTRFERITE Y, SIPTH, &I
90 (R5) THR—HIEREIAL, HorkBRERX
b bhich o,

IV = #

1. MEEELEICRERT S FGFR Y7424 7122
wT

AR, fAEEE BRS04 1 FGF % trans-

forming growth factor type g8 (TGF-g8) X Us &3

Hifa RAF OB A fEH S TVv5Y, Park 57,
SH4HO =7tV FETHEEMAEE KD basic FGF
(bFGF) O FTHBEME A~ L7z LG L T
wh, —%, FELYE, SHI9B0=7 Y ECHEBEA
# L H 2 bFGF o fFfE F ek &M~ o 5{b&EiR T
HIEEHRELTVS, 2% b, bFGF BERBEDER -
RO MIEAR ERICERT 5 C ick b MRS
KeéufEMla~5l 4« D5 {bicfr FE L2 Lt b,
LSEEEE, BREREORC Y - TBREaFE LR
B3+2% FGFR#BETOY 7214 70BBEICE V55
#sin situ hybridization #ic L b #&Ef LA, SEP3 H,



634

3 &Bp2.5Bm=" | IREEERHEMTE (£ (7 5 CPE-FGFR #{zF 0O &R,
£ S, HE 3, & BRE)
FEHREIC B W TIRN (00, KiafEl (L), EMFEBERESEEMS FEATRE (SE), Mo w ki (D)
B\ R F o ER > % CPE-FGFR B2 8B LTV 5, ~3—X 100 gm

4 LSE4Bon=7 Y EEE#ASI-H 5 CPE-FGFR EZFDHEIR,
-’[' DY, HE 36, § . BRE)
RMABIC S WTRaEERIC L bifWRE2ED 5, RFERE O &R
uﬁlh,:.: AWEXERD D, =1L 100 gm

5 &FI9BHD=7 b iRERMEE -7 5 CPE-FGFR Bz FnFI4.

e BIAREF, HE #fa8, 5 . BEEE)
CPE-FGFR iz FA U0 AICHRBE LT3, MREAHEEKE (KH) ORSE
Baa% i

N Sk v

THhHbH., ~—k 100 gm
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4 H,5.5 HOMEEARE LI cek 1, CPE-FGFR itz
FORBBELCIeh, cek 2, cek 3BIETORBITIZE
AERDbREh-1c, HITH, 9HOMEAE FK
T AEET~ToO FGFR BEFAREB L THh, R
ORI Y ERERERCRRE TS v 72 -0
TR TRBERDZEVERTCE,

FGFR oV #v FTHh % FGF REA T TIc RN
& &h, FGF & FGFR 2 1% 1 oIt Tkl <, &%t
ExtE R LTS T A LB LM ERaT W5,
bFGF % cek 1, cek 3 s EEfMCHEET A Z E2HS
RTW5BY, LikdsT, S04 BoREaELF TR
cek 1% LTEAL, $MIHOMEARE LK T
cek 1, cek 3MEXNLTEEL, Blxop{bicasrH
BLirE2bNM5, 20X 52 FGF i3, BRE4E 0B
ICEWTHERTAHAVET -7 2 4 7OBEEY AL
THILEREY, WRAKEEROMEE X UDROAEE
BB S LT\ A EREMAS R S e,

2. CPE-FGFR E{ZFORIR/Z2—>»Z2201T

CPE-FGFR (z =7 } V) 500 7.5 HIEM@EEAE Lk
brwe—=vZLHFELWFGFR T, 73 VBL AT
134 €YD PFR4 LRI BVHERIELRZED, =7 F VIC
¥13 %5 FGFR4 TH AW HEMLH S & L ¥ HIHYTHE
L, 1Y DFGFR4THBPFR4IZ /- v 7
Ry MEIZL DA T, EBRATEE, BFROMER
BCECRRE LT3 BB IhT3Y, —H, =
7 2 ® FGFR 4 o FH, < # — 1% Stark 5% L » in
situ hybridization ¥ % LT I hTW585, &, #%
fiite & obRE, B, Ml oPRBIECREEL, B
BaERI - EtHEEh T35, CPE-FGFR
BETRREEVIO IR, KSR & o oI RIE,
FENRERROIRE M X O FEMEAB I BB
L, BMBESETCONREREEL L s EAND - Ie,
CPE-FGFR XfBREFR LENL b2 v —=v 7 Ehicl
BEFTH5H0, WRAELECERMCRIAT LT
Biehote, ZOX 5L, FOEFERICKIT5RH <
2 —vhnbd CPE-FGFR i34 =V o PFR4IZ X b i
BTHHLEL2 N5, FGFR 1#&EF, FGFR 2 #{EF
DFEBIZ DT KAWIRLRT =7 r VR THRE LT
W52, CPE-FGFR #ETOHHK 4% -2 FGFR1
DFRB -2 — v L HERHLTV R, KW, FGFR1 X
3.5 Ho LKA ERAIOBEMABCRER LR Y, R
BB THE#HOBRECEE L TWB EEBLTWS
73, CPE-FGFR #{ET b (3XFEH (S04 B) iBEHF
ABCE W TKEEU~RBORELRDL, Lichis
T, CPE-FGFR % FGFR1 & & % it o g E iz B
LELTwaalEEADH B, F1, HI04 HTFGFR1i#
EFRME R ORI EERIC TR R b DR L,
CPE-FGFR & 1EF X R E R o M ZEE B FH 2358 <

BEFAREEET v 272 —BETH2H - BE 635

b, BEEGARCETAREBIGRVGED BN, Hl
Byl p3 R X ute, CPE-FGFR #{EFim>vTix
RO m—=v/EED, SEILICHRHNTEHEN
b5,

Br#z Do hicn, BISE L ERMEEY F LRRIEEHT
CEHEL £

AHES L 97 B HARMYSBLTRELE,

AR LMK EELCRLTHS,

b2 ik
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