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ABSTRACT

Ultrastructure of fertilized egg envelope in the tomato clown anemonefish (Amphiprion
freatus) was examined by mean of light, scanning and transmission electron microscopies.

The fertilized egg of tomato clown anemonefish was of non-transparent, ellipsoidal,
adhesive and non-floted type, and there were numerous oil droplets in the yolk sac and
adhesive filaments in the area of the animal pole. The outer surface of egg envelope was
smooth., The fertilized egg envelope consisted of two distinct layers; a non-adhesive outer
electron-dense layer and an inner layer, consisting of five horizontal low electron-dense

lamellae alternating with the middle electron dense interlamellae.
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k2 gleo] M= T} (Dakina}t Sprung, 1992).

o} F] AR 2 HAF wiA} oH37
L= FEH $e E2Ad 34 f S 9
vle], FAlel] 2]3t 7]H| 23 (Grierson3} Neville,
1981; Harvey %, 1983; Cameron®} Hunter,
1984) W $AHA] o<4A (polyspermy) S A &Hsh=
71%S 43%=d (Brummett$}t Dumont, 1979;
Kobayashi®} Yamamoto, 1981; Hart#} Donovan,
1983; Wolenski®} Hart, 1987; Yoon %, 1996;
Ohta$} Nashirozawa, 1996) 2 Wiz Z o] F
o]z glen] (Cotelli 5, 1986; Brivio %, 1991),
AAFE, GAEE 9 e 246l oot ¥ 2
(Flegler, 1977; Kobayashi®} Yamamoto, 1981)
xx= A& (Anderson, 1974; Cotelli ¥, 1986;
Kim 5, 1993)2.2 #AHEH, oF H3E 74
I YPFE 12522 TAS glon g

o 79 s} dEel g BFEL Plecoglossus
1976), Hippo-
glossoides platessoides limandoides (Lonning3}
1980), chum salmon (Kobayashi%}
Yamamoto, 1981), zebrafish (Hart$} Donovan,
1983), chinook salmon (Schmehl3} Graham, 1987),
1989),
angelfish (Kim &,

altivelis {Toshimori®} Yasuzumi,

Davenport,

Oryzias latipes (Hamazaki %, pipefish
(Begovac3} Wallace, 1989),
1993), FA70 %o} (Yoon %, 1996) E-dZE7,
Rhodeus ocellatus ocellatus (Ohta®} Nashirozawa,
1996), head and tail light fish, black tetra %
buenos aires tetra (Kim %, 1996)¢} golden se-
verum, convic cichlid ¥ discus (Deung %, 1997)
Fola) Bmg v} ek SADe) 2rlet deke) T
EE oF7F AR e Sade 29 - ae
E49] 3olo] upza] chekshAl Lhehd (Stehrsh
1979; Laale, 1980; Berrada-Rkhami%}
1990) 2o} FAE AN=REE FA
Zto) (Lonning, 1972; Stehr¢} Hawkes, 1979)
AR $AY G dedelFe £
dote) o ghe ez @eld Sloh(Flegler,
1977), =T NZ 2 Bele BB, BE T, 2
& SYAAE Fo w2 dute) FE T me
wzlo) zAe] AR v}= T (Hagstromd} Lonning,

Hawkes,

Gabrion,

1968; Lonning, 1972; Cotelli %, 1986; Schmehl
3} Graham, 1987; Riehl#} Greven, 1993; Kim
I 1996; Deung =, 1997) o]&9) AZERHalz
93 9 At ol g ol E Mol ¥
o} (Ivankov$} Kurdyayeva, 1973).
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wetA] B AL it AFA[FF 9F AR
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Yo B4 AT AeAE FE A
gatn|, FAAAENA @ FaAAEn RS
ol-gsto] AL,

e o Uy
1. Az

2e]E Fsle] Y= 1.02140.001, pH 8.4+
0.2 2 25,0+0.5°C2] $2(120 X 45 x50 cm) | M
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L g E8Y (Fritz Co., USA)E ZF5
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w oFub S MHA] BEA 27 (subgravel
biological filter), #Xd®t «33}7] (activated carbon
filter), 843} o3}7] (denitrification filter) W 7
Al of3}7] (Trickle filter) 3 W-§3le] ALE3a
(Fossa®} Nilsen, 1996) &7 2L =H7]9sA
Q1A A A (phosphate remover)$ Tuia o3}
(protein skimmer)& AM8-3ke] a5} Q9] FEE
0.02 ppm, ¢tEu]ole} ofAAl =x (0~0.01 ppm
o8l FAAIZ|Z AHYAEZ SN UVAE7E
24X 7t 7}EEksie. T4 Io A2 pink malu H
v] 2 (Anthopsis koseirensis) 3“}31—% A18-319) 0
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oo A4S fsA 25 30W 35 actinic
blue 7,100 K (420 nm) F 7} (Coralife Co., USA)
o} 400 W w2dele] = AT (Metal halide lamp)
HQI—TS 400/D (Osram Co., Germany) 3+ 7=
Agste] S 12470 REAL AN 2D
e 15 20%¥ F15.em Hel= W AE
4 ¢} BlEg} B]E (Tetra Bits™, Tetra Co., Ger-
many)E 3¢ F HY oA 8] 3087 .F 54
TFslg oy AdHez HAxozx] At o] T2
@ 42 sl Al sk

2. Mgy

1) =Hae| N

71Z2ARE 717HEet b g o= AZEE A
T ulEl g A8 AR AFHR A} F
UgE AREAIA o] AAE 2L 77|98 2o F7F
live rockg& AbH}O R o] 8ale] x}dAkglel] ofs)
AR A9

2) =xxal
(1) Z8fsin2 Az

SRR} ARRMY Alolo] AAFS e FFAR
71HE HELE Fof Wolld F AX|ES o83}
o $ZZHE Ao Fetdn|FH o2 HFEg o

(2) FAERSOIE ANB

FAGE JFHeLR =AY 2.5% glutaraldehyde
2 4°Col|A] 48A17F A TA 2 2% osmium tetroxide
(0sO4) 2 9087F FaAsled FAPHl AAEnA
Aol wkel &4, A3, Ax @ FEFIA
JSM-63003 FAPAAIEu|H o2 FA3le]o).

(3) RRHAHOIE AR

PR 2RE IS Iwamatsu (1983)2] =
o o3 Heig F FAA-N| A $U e
2 34 9 =g43}e] propylene oxideZ X 3+st3
eponEF Mo Fojzl F ZPARNE TEe] uranyl
acetate9} lead citrate® o|F<gA 3l JEM-1200
EX I3 F3dxde) 4 o2 dasso.

oo

A= F7 A Fe]F tomato clown anemo-

nefish®] A= dt72E Fn|4, FAAz
ol o FRAAERA L o &3] AT AN
= v 2ok

Tomato clown anemonefish®] $ATL 349
A4 g AR EFEIGL AS 2.70+
0.07 mm, 3 1.07+0.02 mmgl Aeld3e|glL
B FETH FAAL A gliv e
et 3k Aeldyo|glen FaduelE w
g0l FT2F FEIHIL AU YA PFE
oz} dape] A9 Eelgle TESH HEF FX
FEE At & g Sldded 53] AES
Z9] $jgh7ke] o] wEHe] =t (Fig. 1).

A ER ol 7EEE Qi vmele Wos
Ao (Fig. 2) +A% 15070 #&3 27
SEE #AHA gtk B FAEAER A
oz BANGYL W LAY AL vk v
A4 haeg (Fig. 3) F3AME Fwisl
A FHAAYE ol TXESE 9 AF &
0.5~0.6um A=<l 93] AALEr} 2 A
Hez@ JA=EH(Fig. 4). I FAE 7.0~
7.2um HEo|w F Fog FL Aol 0.18~
0.23um AEZ HAHLZ7}F wi$ 20T W3S A
AN =7 F7H) FoBA AHARPYES MEGE B
<5322 TAHY U (Fig. 5).

L

o &

B Ao A% tomato clown anemonefish]
FARE 3o vl Aol w21 Aelgezn
2 Hek Adg oz (Fig. 1) 39
& APl BAA e Ve E e A

22 ARHE Al FETH WA AN
wel7tetat wlsgk A EgdE A gl
Ak (Figs. 2~3). Faxle o8 A it
o F& Ay Wy dEAEE o s FEA
Aot Ak v FEA el of st F-EA
2 Akgho] dglel|A o] FoiA]|7] wjFol Thie] &3
W ei7kA]) oA sl w9 F83 7 Adfel
A5 FHE AfEe] ohits YAsld FHE o F
I Qe AL o] ARE Holdle A B &g
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A FAq s 4= o] A7 HRHE BALEY
el of 2 EgH ol A4 5 )2 e F
39, 23] o] AL e} &

Hol FHEL diide FAFH & Aoz A%
"} (Fig. 4). 39 7% tomato clown anemo-
nefish 3 dup2 v|FEFA ol A0t VA FEF
Zol] 4~67], AlEFTZFN 117171 oM M2 4A

ol Az Tt vislo) DA HAE AT 9o

o (Kim %, 1984) A1Ze) =3 (Cichlidae) ©}Fal
angelfish, convic cichlid, discus @ golden sever-
ums] A4 AR QAT AR ¥Ae0) 9
@ ¥4 PAFETo| I Bl RIS YT
o] BATEE Ful AR g& oz dEzd
(Kim £, 1993; Deung %, 1997). Oryzias latipes
A2 kebEael $A4 Ageh wRAY Ag mE
EfL Qe A% ded F34 dae 149
T3 A (globular subunit)2 FAFSE ¥
AgFe] 55,000 Dagl A% (tubule wall) 22 &}
T, shiel A @ Ast AeiAS A4k 2ol
ohS FASAL v (Hart 5, 1984). =8, o4
AT FHAES W) A F915h oRE
W Spe) 24 AT 715 dehislE B
(Dumont$} Brummet, 1980). ¥bdel zebrafishi=
HATEEE YA AR FEE daA A
AYD sl FolMARG] FEEEC pEsw
2™ (Kim 5, 1993) Plemonichthys coenosus®)
At 7432 @%‘J“%h"]' 2L FEREEC) HHA
AL AT de A= %3124 o} (Stehr e}
Hawkes, 1983). =3} Fundulus heteroclitus® 73
T &2 Folzta seEiE AEH FX4| ofet ¥
Z£112) el AE o229 (Brummett® Dumont,
1981).

H#2 angelfish, golden severum, convic cich-

lid, discus, @o] % FX A AH (Kim 5, 1993;
Deung 5, 1997; Bell &, 1969; Kim &, 1986)

frAe] g el dAsA xS (Fig.
. 9 278 $EE oFuie R oz
AR SV A" F Fdl AFH
B¥x3y gl A= 9lor (Hanz} Kim, 1989),
57 (bluegilD M & #4 shirl dahd Fodol

ReZ.

982 Y A= U3 (KimT} Park, 1987). =

g u]3e}x) 9} zebrafishe] Z-$¢ 8L g AR

el (Kim £, 1987; Kim 5, 1993).
AR VPW—M wate] AL Eeidle FES

$ T3 FOREE ANHL 4 B Aol
W B3 AE ﬁ4 A97e) B wEHe) AN
(Fig. 1). ol 3} 2olole 3352 3

o & FH2 EEY o) ARl A H 3l
o]A 9¥-2] EEHQl FH FETHET:= AET
o] o ol W] wfel AESEY ARde] F
EFERG vl & UEEe] e Aoz 44"
SHEP L2 ojd FEREE § oy "oz ¢
ZE = (Fig. 2) Aol Al ol fo] A%
< TEEE 9t Aol el o3t o] EAY ¥
H7bsA o] Fagtozs vego}l Aoz RE X
357) 9ol ¥3}8o) FY=HT 2 WF 4F )
520 old ez y7EY 3 A4, R,
24 9 3e] 27 o7 Al F3HA
7174A] A ZES] ATl wEt WdEle R
o2& o} (Lonning 2 Davenbort, 1980).

gubx oz FFyg AL AR —‘?—"—‘}5]“
i3 AESFo| X W He FEFFAY P
TEIFH AR ot F AHE A4 tomato
clown anemonefish= Bl 2 HEZA}Zo] FETo]
3 g o] A EFFo HAFT lslew 1007
o] 48 £ATE FFY o} dEE HAA 13‘3
o )AL Az HAAE BT AV ==
AL Ftol whiel 141]3}_]_ ef Al F-ZhAlol] 7P31
A whie] FAFHA @2 Aoz A od F
A o] i FHel ’% el FE2EE5 vx3
3 sle] A DR 47 B F UEF =
+& ¥ 9%2 3= A= 927 (Dumonts}
Brummet, 1980) Squalus suckleyi®} 735 AAEZ
B8l 9l (Stanley, 1971), HzPdele] A+ A
A= AP lomA bl o] gled of A
+ FESE X AR o V1% Bl
A R R Eejzioh(Kille, 1960), 22y 8138zt
Ate] (white sturgeon)x 3 w9 dE& R F3tD
slemA xRl FHe HAE JIAZ e FE
oleh(Cherr$} Clark, 1984; 1985). 4ub¥eg o
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RRol AZFE A gon A= Al
A AR Aoz AAHRY Gambusia affinis,
Lepadogaster lepadogaster, Oncorhynchus mikiss$)
2S¢ AAY &Ho| Folglow (Mattei®} Thiaw,
1993) FAA Fo AAe A FAL AAAT
(OAM; outer acrosomal membrane)o] =x|¢] #H
Aot FAe} MZ ubgEe A2 g9 Qo
(Florke—Gerloff 5, 1986).
PBe o FlM WHE T 2 =
FAH] ded £ oF £4% IHE: F o
2 date] A 7.0~7.2um ARG Y5 3
73] 0.18~0.23 um AHEZ AAL=7} o$ &3
2w YE:2 AR =7 F29] Fo= el A
AdErE G 55202 FAH AT (Fig. 5).
FAT G Aoz Fof FARH Fpolfo
A R s Ay 2 EAS s o
W weksiA ke A9 27 FEQEH tomato
clown anemonefish®] A2k Fah-2 37 o] o]
2 AReE Ay sleiMe old ddd 725
AT glelel & Aeg YA Fute FR:
o] Ful} cjefslA] velili=d] angelfish®} zebafish
9] 7§ 3222, angelfishe WATFZZQ 93
AAL =7 ¥ $5 2 AAYES} £ 105
A AL E7}F G 95202 vyelxl FA49
FEE 7HA Ee2 FAFHY glen, zebrafishe)
S AALE} 2 S5 HFe] AAEES} 3
< AfFAZFd 9g8AM JdredAd 5 (Kim 5,
1993). Oryzias latipes (Medaka)2] F=t& A &0
Z AANEEN G2 9% FF 2 10~12%9 F
HFEE AT e ARes FAH o
(Hart %, 1984), Plecoglossus altivelis®] wit&
T 2o A™Fo TSl g EEiFe] A F2
2 FAEY e A2 g (Toshimorigh
Yasuzumi, 1976). 3jupe] ZA$= Al 202 FAIE
o] Adxd 43 ¥aA 2 vHFEd FAA
A2 7AHY T F52 EEET 494 4
2, WL TR ER 2Asd 7Y AR
TA=e] 9lvh(Anderson, 1974). oJF o] F
2% B, o4 9 Hxo] Feof 5 o5 wet
gekslA vel b=l Centrolabrus exoletus®} Ple-

uronectes platessa®] 733+ <l #] o] A5} (Lonning,
1972) dubdez <ol AXsls Feo] woko] Al
Aee FHRo AR I FAE o FAL A
o 2 o#]x =4 (Lonning, 1972; Stehr2} Hawkes,
1979) o|AL m=e] e Hidt Hgoz A7H
o oY A% F2 dushH oz Gl F
9] Jubtze AR "] $AE e B
Y gk Aoz B3y wh gl (Flegler, 1977).
=3 22 Hea $AERE Wit Fx2E geksh
Yeh b= Goodeidae®] 7% Ataeniobius toweriS}
Girardinichthys viviparus= F Z=°2 Hubbsina
g Zo2 =og)i(Riehls Greven,
1993), <de]3}2] pink salmon, chinook salmon 4
chum salmon®] 7% EF W3} 9Foz2 745
o] gl pink salmon¥®te] ¥ F9] HzAFoz
Helgld vriA] F5& F 59 AAYFo=E T
et FHEd, Jdu 2439 ¥e 9 pore canal
plug7} 7+ Foje} ofE A2 okelg on (Schmehl
3} Graham, 1987), pore canald $XF WPA =
of weA HelHel Myl dofibs oz Byg
¥} Ql=} (Lonning@} Davenport, 1980). 7}2t4l3}
(Characidae)®] 7-% head and tail light fish&}
buenos aires tetra®] 7-$- 3%, black tetra®] A%
£ 25322 745 e °] F WS head and
tail light fish¥ 3%, buenos aires tetrax= 5= 4
black tetrat: 4222 FAFe] glom (Kim &,
1996) A]Z@=+# (Cichlid)®] 7% golden sever-
um, convic cichlid ¥ discust % 2&037 F4
Hel gled W2 34
739 15~172, convic cichlidx 14~16% % dis-
cus: 18~192°2 X2 g Aoz dHFY
(Deung 5, 1997). =3t tjofst e} d+2=
ol 7] A} A2l BAAEsL A 9h-3
73, 92 F39 AEA FA o spsbH el we}
Jkg i AF vAIAE gkl B 275l
A FZEER AT "IF F83 ALZE Pz}
(Schmehl®} Graham, 1987).

A7 o {9 FAF HI ATFE Sl 4
T Aol folak Wy Fol IHHoZ AFHe
2w 53] sfgole] AT Hg FujEgA G

turneri=

Z+ golden severum<)
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A B4 fAzd, W4T, 457E
AR Aol A ool T2 AR o
Q77 ARgelsh. A4 G A7 AP
AT 2 FEEES AeHQ d@n A5H
Wol A walAA Yoyl AEe] Hg oIl 2
FHolt @ Aew ARHH = 9T FAo
AR ARTE N2 YH AAWAS} 9
B2 459 AR YTz % gAYYHAe
AFE A SaAsolol § Aoz Az,

z =
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SHBS A A4 9 YD4Dos 25
ol ARGl ed FEIZA R 2R
ol glaleh Gl Be §450] 2xalT
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7 o 5202 T4 Ygie
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FIGURE LEGENDS

Fig. 1. A light micrograph of a fertilized egg of tomato clown anemonefish. Arrow indicates oil droplets

(x40). Y, yolk, E; egg envelope; P; perivitelline space; A: bundle of adhesive filaments.

Fig. 2. A scanning electron micrograph of a fertilized egg (FE) of tomato clown anemonefish. Arrow

indicates a bundle of adhesive filaments (Bar=500pum).

Fig. 3. A scanning electron micrograph of the bundle of adhesive filaments in the area of animal pole

(Bar=10 pm),

Fig.4. A transmiission electron micrograph of a bundle of adhesive filaments by cross section (Bar==500

nm),

Fig.5. A transmission electron micrograph of the fertilized egg envelope of tomato clown anemonefish.

The egg envelope is two layered, consisting of an outer, non-adhesive layer (arrow) and the

other inner layer (IL) of 5 horizontal lamellae alternating with interlamellae of lower and higher

electron densities (Bar=1um).
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