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Expression Pattern of labial-like Gene of the Earthworm, Perionyx excavatus
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ABSTRACT

Hox genes are a family of regulatory gene encoding transcription factor that primarily play a crucial role during
development. Several indications suggest their involvement in the control of cell growth and regenration. RT-PCR
and souther blot analysis revealed that /abial-like gene was increasingly expressed along a spatial gradient in the
anterior region of intact worm. During head and tail regeneration, labial-like gene was expressed only in the head
region of regenerating body pieces, suggesting that the gene is involved in the anteroposterior patterning in earth-
worm. This result could give us information on the significance of Hox genes and the relationship between Hox

genes during regeneration.
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8, T8, AR & JAs 1980l =RE] o)2d
dde] HAE A= 713k B3] d% 970 2
o] A o] ¢ 31 ¢Jv}(Robertis ef al. 1990). o]&3F A+

Azt 27) wole) 7 g S4dE zdos B3
5 =% Azge) £9e AAAE fATe) Wi
2, o}&-2 Homeotic Complex (Hom-C; Hox) #A=}elx
it

Hox 8% BAE 243 $44 £ sz 43
g3} FAFEE oI 27 ) AN FYL A2
of B BaolA BHsls, BE AT Fehe U4
3= o] F23 438 e} (Gehring et al. 1994). Hox
FA A= Zbe] (Drosophila melanogaster)o] A 2]L w7
=9 e helix-turn-helix 3 efe] DNA Z&E % (home-
odomain)E 438t 9+ AALZ"E A} (transcription fac-
e Feid ok w3 Aol A A 3949
Hox A7} i 9z 7o) $4458 Nz e
QA Aol YA U= 47012 cluster (HoxA, HoxB,

J

HoxC, HoxD)el| ZA)&}31 ¢)t}.

Z)3}3}A % homeodomain W] o}u]xAb v d A7} =
BHEFo|gl7] W&ol 7 EEoA homeobox-contain -§-
AzE e 2 FAAE qA) AZFE (Schummer et
al. 1992)2 X3 E] Algh(Levine et al. 1984)% %33l HE:%
E-(Carrasco et al. 1984), 28]31 A]E (Ruberti et al. 1991,
Vollbrecht ef al. 1991)37 7 (Shepherd et al. 1984, Schulz
et al. 1990)e]] o]2% Y2 HHYY EFL oA LA
. aelEg olg olash] RTAtlel s Age
Fo4 QBAA) A= H43 ogHx U9
(Holland and Hogan 1986, Ruddle er al. 1994). =3 =&
Hox $771 SRl A% $A4 € vehlz 9l
o % 3ol AT HUAE AAY FHelA WA LY
2,500 AT FAAE A el BRRE 20
X2 RE Hox 4R+ # 32 (anteroposterior body axis)
1\1-0]]/\-] rgzﬂg]‘— =zl 3} _,_/qo]] tq—a]— oa/xnxﬂ DNA lJ—oﬂ
W d5eigle}. 23 25 HFEE 9] homeobox complexi
7zt o g Al AA s 9l ol 72 homeobox
complexesZ 7}A] 2 ¢le}. ©]2]38t multi complexes: %13}
F}A F A FZ B9 Hox §329] single cluster?} 24
Z E3] 3A3¥ A eolr} (Holland and Garcia-Fernandez
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1996). ©]2]3F homeodomain®] FTEAH o] 3He]e] A&
A, AEA, 779 22 A9z BFLe 23n
2] o] Fo]Z o} (Burglin 1994).

2 Hox A= FASEY vl 34 F A3%
A2l el Ao FAGEE 3= Zlo| #3 A (Slack
eral. 1993). |8 So] z3e]9} Al Hox S
E¢d¥o]= homeotic transformation T HIZ=Alo|A] 7zt
AR o BRANN FAHE B3 P9 Bl F
U 4 Qe 18|28 Hox HA4AM: #3555 e o
= x.]]x—?k} E_U:r'_o]]/\-]_’g:_ ;.]]7:4_,] _,_i}_g,]_ 'cgklo]] 7—05‘]— _j
g & Fleld

A&t vie} o] 8 FAFEO 23} I F Hox
AR #1302 w9 2 REF QY] WlEl M2 o
B 7 Atel®) Hox §-A42H9] vlme 582 A3
A7 d9#AE BH3d 4 UK (Ruddle ef al.
1994). 8t o2 o EAAESA A7 HeH A%
by A3 degtel FYFE] UANFHele Zin
33 3E3 ARAEE] sister groupe]el= o] AEHA
1A 2] FAle A H o} (Lake 1990, Turbeville et al.
1991). I FEL A 71A] ERFTo8 o|Foix glen, o
% 27} (polychaeta)2 7} o] wxr ejxial thopAl
& A EEFo|q, thE T EHLS Hli7l(oligochaeta)
7 A7} (leech)o 2 oA Sl AA7MA] F F7 o
27} WA Ctenodrilus serratus (Dick and Buss 1994) ¢}
Chaetopterus variopedatus (Irvine et al. 1997)o| A Hox %
A7F ATE S, A7FE AAAY SR g mE
A2dlez Hox #4274 98] d3=eA $to (rvine
and Martindale 1996). o]o] uhs} vlm7}2 oX 3 =3
(Stylaria lacustris)| A9t Hox -3 A7 |9F= ok (Snow
and Buss 1994).

B g A8 BHo| X o] (Perionyx excavatus)y:=
A 2554} 33 259 (Phylum Annelida), B 2# (Class
Oligochaeta), 4181 2 H (Order Neooligochaeta), x| & o]§}
(Family Megascolecidae)oll 4319, sl5-%523 25559

£ orle
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74l f1A5 Sl TEEH ¢ FETY 5AE =T
R e Bt EF A ole HlmAY 3E-EEel
&A%t wig)e}t mel Aol red kA AAETE
F /M 253 FEEH AALTE A% 22 x"e
2 o8 7kA Ag& 7T ek

ol Medt AMH Hox 42 27] wete] e

FAel Bejobn ol =2 AAERE 71 B8 AN
FA) gl = A7) F2] positional identityE 2 A &)
%+ = FAAE AART ok 222 AT
B A7E A Wl R ESIRE olsished
g0 @ Aolch. WAl 42 74X BBl Ae] B A
Tl ol 853 e, JF5Elx =¥ (axolote) ¥
g (newn)?] o] A7l AF A7) o] AAH
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I AL (Maden 1982), A3 o] Fol| Al A =u]2] Aol
#st A47p Z8F w} QIoF(Wagner and Misof 1992). F
HEEgzr AYFEA Zehtolole] Hox §3x1e] &
o} T4 W A7 F 8y oAt /g I3t A
T oo (Salo et al. 1997), 29| E89 dF9 ErlAlE
(sea star)®] A Aol T A3} BT} (Vickery et al.
2001). 23t HEFFE2 A H-Z AR AA (dimb
regeneration) o]} | =2ju] e} Zro] RFo] FIrE o] gl
of AAH el A B37)zHE ATl AR
et mak gehdelols AAlel o) EAshe ulea
¥ (neoblast)®] H-3}ol] oja) AAo] o]FejA}. a2
o& 52 AA AT B 24 W Ee)Pe) @
£ WA Qe o2 Ao wol &9 AX F2 A4
F)2e) e Aol Flssta, Az Drsie) s
£ 58 Aol olFelAx AYolel Aol B AFE
2 04 2 RIRe W 28 mdz 47d

*

B g o4& PCR surveyF E3) Wl27}gl sgato] ]
o] (Perionyx excavatus)o| Al 22| % labial-like -F-AA}Z o
L83} AR 2 B9H labial-like A A}2] w3 okAF
Wl AA A T PIE AT

.E_oﬂ‘.

e R Uy

X|210|2| HjSF & Act

B g Fol ARS8 Futo| x| o] (Perionyx excavatus)=
243 =& (Phylum Annelida), ¥l 24 (Class Oligochaeta),
4181 2 B (Order Neooligochaeta), ‘FA] A & o]} (Family
Megascolecidae)oll 43}9, 5-&21 34 Hd+2(5HAD
A AlFHsketl o] F AL A wEd LI AAT
< AEste] mpd 47} 90-1107) A=<l /HAE Park 5
(1996)o1] &J3t upj oz A3l o)

AF| RjZole] RoIE HE

RANA labiallike $AA18] 3918 W8 FAE ool
17) Slake) $E40l LAY AYolE APals
2] o]x= RNA 2§ 9|38} 0.1% DEPC Ae]g4foz
ARG F 70% g2 250 WEBe sl o)
T T WEE 2Pz WY} ZRWA QL 2
&g 6oz Aoksled RNAE 22319t} (Fig. 1B).

Ma| ¥ 2| At
Wz 2 ma] AW labial-like A} whE ofA
A7) $1ste] Fig. 2B} o] 72t wielst melg A
afof AMgalgle). Ple] @ melsl A AL peat moss
7t ANA glass petri dishell ofF 30704 P2 F $je 2

%
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X 0| labial-like & XX}

& oz djoksigich ADE APelx AYAL A
o e} HH3 ¥ 0.1% DEPC Hejg4A oz A= sty =)
A z2A¢ ADaga 919 2E AnAAe s3dn
74 (Olym-pus) 3ol A S8 8}t

RNA =& 3 2ol

A Fa 2 A A RNA Rl 74 248
100 mg® #sled —80°CellA] WYEAZ) ¥ Tri-reagent (Sig-
ma) 1 ml& #7}8t & Glass-Taflon homogenizer (Wheaton)
2 FAAE EA FAYL A 587 whH|F
Z chloroform 0.2 ml& A7l 2 E§3F 5 AR2o)A]
ohA] 487 WA shed). o] & 4°c 12,000 gl A} 1587+ 9
Alxel 3 X FAo] Alzale &le] A 2$ tubed &
7141, isopropanol 500 ul-& 7§7]—6}°=] —20°Cel|A] 10%7F 4
A5kgdet. o] EFLAE 4°C, 12,000 goll A 8EZF YA
2] g & A E-E 75% ethanol 1 mlZ. A& 3}e] AzA
=] 0.1% Diethylpyrocarbonate (DEPC) 2|3} 3z} ZF4
30ulz Aok 3225 RNAY #<l2 formaldehyde
buffer (0.02 M MOPS, pH 7.0, 8 mM sodium acetate, 1 mM
EDTA, pH 8.0)8 A}4-3}o] ©tE 1% agarose-formaldehyde
gelo| A A7|FdEL paaldn) 9% 3 05 mgyml 3x9)
ethidium bromide 8-<80¢]] 30& F9o) u"l.‘ﬁ}‘ﬂ RNA A& &
#elst ¥ cDNA A& A8 F3 o2 Atgsiglch

o) F*llI

cDNA &4

FZ38 RNAE F3 o2 o]83}e oligo dT;s primer (500
pg/ml, Roche) 1, total RNA 14 u1& 4-2 = 70°Col|A] 5
2 v gsted 2x} F2E A A F, 5 xreaction buffer 10
ul, dNTP mixture (2.5 mM each) 6 ul, M-MLYV reverse trans-
criptase (200 U/ul, Promega) 1 pl& £3813l3 & Lko)
0urt H=5 33 2H,E ALY o] EgddE 42
‘Coll A 1A17F 308 E<F FFE sho] DNAZ A}
=

AXAL ZEE A 22 (Reverse Transcription and

Polymerase Chain Reaction : RT-PCR})

g5 cDNAE 33 o= A}83le] 10xPCR buffer 10
pl, dNTP mixture (2.5 mM each) 8 ul, Taq polymerase (5 U/ul,
TAKARA) 0.5 pl, upstream primer (50 pM) 2.5 pl, downstream
primer (50 pM) 2.5 ul, cDNA 2 ul8 £3}3t & & 4:2ko)
100u7} ¥ =% TDWS H74ske] PCR W88 A=
3leith PCRE & 30 cycle® AlA]3}9].om, predenatura-
tion& 94°Cell A 54, cycle & denaturation-2- 94°Cej| A
H-, annealing-2 50°Col|A] 13, extension2 72°Cel|A] 1%
302 Eot AABlE R, #2202 final extensiong 72°C
oAl 1087+ A4 skt

Probe labeling

Probe 2 o FAJA] orthology analysisS Z3)] %33
labial-like §-HAE E2Yst1 9= plasmidE AFE-3}Y
t}. o] plasmid DNA 2 ul€ PCR Digoxygenin (DIG) Probe
Synthesis Mix dNTP (200 uM) 8 pl, 10 X PCR buffer 10 ul,
Taq polymerase (5 U/pl, TAKARA) 0.5 ul, upstream primer
(50 pM) 2.5 ul, downstream primer (50 pM) 2.5 pl¢} E313t
F HF 7o) 100u} H=F 33 FFH5E H7she
PCR ¥h-g-&4& A3l =t. PCRE 9]¢ RT-PCR¥} 72
i K /‘é/\l%}‘ﬁ"“’# %3 cycled 3 30318 AA39
o}. PCR ¥+g- 2 1% agarose gel2 %7953} el
&}, QIAqulck Gel Extraction Kit (QIAGEN)E A}-£-3}+
gel2HE] FAIF F probez AH8-3193 .

Southern blot 244

RT-PCR 8}-AFE-2 spectrophotometer& ©]-8-3}e] 42
9 =g =2A3YT, 1% agarose gelol] 2zt 20 ul¥
loading 3} A7) E-& & & DNAZE denature 3}7) -.46]]
denature solution (0.5 N NaOH, 1.5M NaCl)ol] 1583 =
aHbsted e} Gel2 ©}A] neutralizing solution (1 M Tris-HCI,
pH 8.0, 1.5M NaCl)el] 1584 %= ¥ w®kst & Turbo Blot-
ter system NYTRN-N (Schleicher & Schuel)& A}&-8}3
nylon membrane (Boehringer Mannheim)®l| capillary transfer

g % 587 1,500J2. UV crosslinkingdled membraneo)]
22 A1 3w} o]l F DIG Easy Hyb solution (Boehringer Mann-
heim)ell 7} 68°CollA] 2A]7} %<t prehybridizationd}¢]c}.
kAl )25l DIG-labeled probe= 95°Col|A] 587} denature
A7l ¥ 20 ulE DIG Easy Hyb solution 5 mlel] 42 =
prehybridization3 membrane& 7} 68°Col|A] 154 7+%E-9)F
hybridizationd}¢]v}. ©] membraneg 0.1% SDS7} &%
2xSSC £ o7 1587F AL = W A & oA
0.1% SDS7} =33 0.1 xSSC Moz 1587 68°Coll A
F H AlAstg ). o] & luminiscent detection Kit (Boehringer
Mannheim)& AF§-8}ed A zA}e] vbyel] ulgl washing
buffer (0.1 M Maleic acid, pH 7.5, 0.15M NacCl, 0.3% Twin20)
oAl 5Ezt AMAH& 3 3047 blocking solution (0.1 M
Maleic acid, pH 7.5, 0.15 M NaCl, 10% Blocking Reagent)e]]
A blocking®}$1 I, 4 ul] anti-DIG-AP conjugated antibody
£ A& 20ml2] Blocking solution© 2 2|7} %<} wHls)
93}, Membrane-2- t}A| washing buffer2 1584 X ¥ A
H3sled Aol antibodyZ A 713+ F detection buffer (0.1 M
Tris-HCl, pH 9.5, 0.1 M NaCl)&. 587} equilibration 893t}
o] 7)ol Disodium3-(4-methoxyspiro{1, 2-dioxetane-3, 2’-
(5’chloro)tricyclo[3.3.1.1% 7}decan}-4-yl) phenyl phosphate
(CSPD, 25 mM)& detection buffere] 1:1000.2 31X A}171
£ Imle B T AFLelA 587 WA FH 2087

37°ColA Wkt o] F 14212053t Xray filmel 7%
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A7 5 dAskedet

gt5{ otato| F =35} (Normalization)

AANM 7 288 labial-like -SR] W oFAFT W
g W ma] AQRYPA] 2 ofAke]l mF3E= densitometerE
AR5ty RT-PCR Z3 velhd Hox $-AAE9 we=e
southern blot 23} el sl =9 w)&-& AAkslsict

Zat o nFE
X|240| MHo|A £/ labiatHike SEALL| ghed A
EZghig]) o} MAlE neoblastz} i Bl v|E3lE A2
7} 25-35% ZA 51 913 (Salo et al. 1997), o] w|E3IA =
AN A F 2 23E 5 MzE 713 34

(A) Anteroposterior Axis

rrpck ABCDEFGH

and
Southern blot |

(B)

- -— [20bp

RT-PCR and Southern Blot
(Arbitrary Unit)

Head Tail

o] Al A ol 1\'] v B9l [gpial-like §-A 2} o] wb ]

Fig. 1. X &
A Aol BoE 2TV vl F e F ¥, 27
o
e

02 A

B

2 oA BH oz v}o] Hurslgl o). Probel labial-
$-A 22 DIG-labelingslo] AHg-3tg ot (A)= RT-
7} southern blot ¥4 ZA#2 vlehd Aol (B):=
=343 7 olo},

=

PCR
Aot 129 uby oFAl S

il
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ot a3l mz Eehdelol= AdAld)A] pattern formation&
A4 §A3H7) skl QAL Hor 40471 Be¥ekn
B 115 o] % o} (Orii et al. 1999).

x| o] AAA B labial-like -FHR}S] E okAF
2 odolu 7] ¢)8fA] reverse transcription-polymerase chain
reaction (RT-PCR)3} southern blot 4] ub¥]-& A}8-3}¢ic}.
Aol AAE e T 4FE F o=, Iy
ol & meE] RE-L oA RRo=w Asgw, 7 R
RNAE F&3}led RT-PCRE 43 35}¢dr} Southern blots]]
Al2-5 probe’= labial-like -§-A A2 DIG labelingdled A&
sty v okAke) mF3} (normalization)= densitometer
€ AH8-3ted RT-PCR 23 vjehd Hox f3E2] Wi =9}
southern blot Z 3} vlehd Wi =9) v]g-& A A]—-&]-gjq

2 A7 AR labiallike $ARN= AA e A-E2e o}
o ol mAEow el gaort Fgos o
et labial-like A= wele] b el AR9
A M e EEedE Bolen B CRYAME &
AF o7 Wi o] ZhaFE PAE Bo =3 FA3 m

Z F-E< DAMFE HESIZ7HA & E3 o] H3 o] Fo]
2|2 eksket (Fig. 1A).
ole]gt W <fAHE labial-like A7} w2l R-9]ol| A
oz Wyo] o] Foizltt= AMAE WA & +
Ax Bdets AR w23 2 dFAHAL labial-
like SA 27} o2& ZE A9} o] A Ho|dME H-E=
Aol sl Hox 44 4 Aoz A7hEeizld

—_

Hy

X|240|

oF
o

2| 2 112) XYAHA| labial-like SEXIQ|

0z 2

rd o

|
b
Hor 47K 27) wlebe] su) §4o) Hei@ Bt of
Yt AAAeHE M 559 A A M= AAY
7132 positional identityS A& & 4 U A=
A= gl 2 ez A7)zl B A7 wpiA
9 wslate olsfakedl £l © Aol A Feht
glote] A A F Hox 712k w3 okAle] 3= ¢l
37 (Salo et al. 1997, Orii et al. 1999), T} 2.7}l Chaetopterus
(Irvine and Martindale 2000)2} Z7}el Helobdella (Shank-
land ef al. 1997)oll Al ) 343 2 Hox $-Azbe] 2 o}
o] A% v} gl old AT A AN A F A=
YHY AZEANA Hox f221] 0ae ohA] 243
Aol Hedgh 5| ohA] U o] AAE Hoz A
I Hos 40k 3 24l il 054 o1 ¥
9= YA, AHY labial-type §-4 3¢l PG | 5-AAS
% QA v 9 e Fejusn uw ﬂom o

m[I

Z

=
[

ll‘

(McGinnis ef al. 2000). 13) 22 2 o F= x]Fe] vg] g
we] ANAYA Hox FAAS] HE FFe deotrr] st

labial-like §-RALE probe2. o]-4-3le] A& $3h3lgic).
e 9 me) AYA labial-like Hox -37k8) Ml opaf

—32



X\ 9| labial-like & XX}t

( A) Hour Day

0136 1224 3 5 7

Head .
Regeneration - s
Tail
Regeneration
RT-PCR
-—120bp
(B) Head Tail

€ L

Amputation Amputation

Fig. 2. x| &) o] W 2] @ ma] A A A labial-like A A} &
4 HEAAL LS A %E—”r—r— & *“"rﬁ}‘ﬁi ] 2 A
= m oM RE 10ue) & Aty A= 22 o)
B 77 0417, 147}, 3A17E, 641 7F 12417}, 24X 7}, 3
d, 59, 9 7wt} A FH st A 24-& Adstga,
RNAE 323} RT-PCRE 433} 5) sourthern blot&
43 8} 9 o}, Probex labial-like 8- A& DIG-labeling
}o] A}1-2-3l53}. (A): RT-PCR I southern blot £
Aol 1 (B)x At 29 el

& Lehur) s wel P werRs A4 A
AFg 5 A zA oz HE] RNAE FE3}ed RT-PCR
£ 583} Probe= gollA] A}8-3w] DIGO. 2 label¥
labial-like FARS AFL3le]a, W8 oFARS southern blot
& Saste) gadsidch 2 2o 2y e Aol

o) HPE V1 F o shof ulgE Aabsiget

el A AA T labial-like FAAH] LE P H]
A A2} B 24X 7F Aok Eo)H oz utysl: 7o
2 veigm A F719] 34,59 F 7ol Lol H

#] ksko}(Fig. 2A). =3 me)e] A A F labial-like
AR HE FA wE Y] AT kA Ay 27)
HE A F7)7hA] As @ o] o] Foix|A] 9katr}. o]
g A7ZAE e 9 me] YA labial-like F- 242
T3lo] w2] AAelnt FatHor Wdo] Hi Zloz B
FA-F5 34 F o4F Ao A oz YrhE
¥ AT7A3 labial-like A A 3o] A 9] vz B
AellM =g oz Lo o] R 1 glom, v Y =
2] YA AP AR Fedhs Aoz veP o)
23 d3 43S vleloz o] Ay FAL o))
AsNAM = labial F374 o] 8ol Thekdt Hox §-3HAE o4&

e

o

=

o
o.?.L

ded o Be A7V} Wosiy = £ ATE Food 5
2o B4 % B e Bl we =g 2 A
oz Az,

Al Al

Fgstn A7) FY ALz
2 ol
T o

o]
—

0l
Ho
gk
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