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Expression of murine novel zinc finger proteins highly homologous to
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Abstract We have cloned two isoforms of cDNAs encoding
novel zinc finger proteins. One form encodes a 274-amino acid
protein containing an acidic amino acid and serine-rich domain
and a zinc finger domain which shows high sequence homology to
that of Drosophila Ovo protein. The other form encodes a
179-amino acid protein containing only the zinc finger domain.
Expression of both proteins possessing an antigenic epitope in
COS cells revealed that they are localized in the nucleus. The
1.3-kbp mRNAs are predominantly expressed in testis, and the
expression increases from 3 weeks postnatal, implying that these
proteins may play important roles in the development of the
testes.
© 1998 Federation of European Biochemical Societies.
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1. Introduction

The development of multicellular organisms is controlled by
sequential activation of a hierarchy of regulatory genes, which
encode transcription factors having multiple classes of DNA
binding motifs. The zinc finger is the most common DNA
binding motif among eukaryotic transcription factors, and is
classified based on its amino acid sequence involved in the
zinc chelation into several subgroups: CoHs, C4, Co:HC and
Cg groups [1-5].

Zinc finger coding sequences have been found in a number
of the genes that control Drosophila development. The genes
kriippel, hunchback, huckebein and buttonhead are crucial for
the proper segmentation of the developing embryo [6-9].

ovo is required for survival and differentiation of female
germ line cells and plays an important role in germ line sex
determination in Drosophila [10-14]. Homologous null mu-
tants produce rudimentary ovaries in which germ cells have
completely degenerated, leaving only somatic tissues [10]. Less
severe mutations produce viable germ cells that exhibit defec-
tive oogenesis [10] or ovarian tumors with male germ line
features [10,12]. The three dominant female-sterile alleles ei-
ther arrest oogenesis at previtellogenic stages or allow the
production of defective eggs [15]. Mével-Ninio et al. identified
a genomic fragment that rescues ovo mutation and isolated
cDNA clones of the locus [16]. The molecular structure of the
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ovo gene product contains four CoHs zinc finger motifs, sug-
gesting that ovo encodes a transcription factor [16-19].

Since molecular mechanisms regulating development and
cell differentiation are partly conserved between Drosophila
and mammals, isolation of mammalian homologues or closely
related genes of Drosophila genes provides useful clues for
elucidating those processes in mammals.

In this study, we report the isolation of two cDNA clones
encoding novel proteins that possess a zinc finger domain
highly homologous to that of Drosophila Ovo protein. We
found that these proteins were localized in the nuclei and
that the mRNAs were predominantly expressed in testis and
developmentally regulated.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Isolation of ¢cDNA clones and DNA sequencing

A mouse testis cDNA library was constructed in A Zap II by the
method of Huynh et al. [20]. The DNA fragment corresponding to the
zinc finger domain of Drosophila ovo protein (between amino acids
932 and 1152 [16]) was amplified by the polymerase chain reaction
(PCR), and labeled with **P by random priming. Hybridization was
carried out at 42°C with 5SXSSPE, 0.1% SDS, 1XDenhardt’s solu-
tion, 50% dextran sulfate, 0.1 mg/ml denatured salmon sperm DNA
and 2 X 10% cpm/ml probe. The highest stringency wash was 2 X SSC-
0.1% SDS at 42°C. Out of a screening of 5X10° phages, 11 positive
plaques were isolated and excised from the A Zap II vector according
to the supplier’s directions (Stratagene). The plasmid clones were
grouped into two (two and nine clones) by DNA sequencing. The
longest clones of each group were designated M-OVO-A and M-
OVO-B and analyzed.

2.2. Transient expression of epitope-tagged M-OVO

The entire coding regions of M-OVO-A and -B were amplified
using PCR with sense oligonucleotides containing an Xbal site: 5'-
GCTCTAGAATGCCCAAAGTCTTTCTGGTA-3" for M-OVO-A
and 5'-GCTCTAGAATGCAGCGCCCGGTTGCCAGG-3' for M-
OVO-B; and antisense oligonucleotides containing a HindIII site:
5'-CTCTAAGCTTTTTTTCCTCCTCTTCACTC-3' for both clones.
The restriction sites facilitate subcloning the amplified sequences into
pCG-HA [21] so that the influenza virus hemagglutinin (HA) epitope
(GYPYDVPDYA) would attach to the amino-terminus of M-OVO-A
and -B, designated pCG-HA-M-OVO-A and pCG-HA-M-OVO-B,
respectively. COS-7 cells were transfected by the calcium-phosphate
method [22]. Forty-eight hours later, the cells were fixed in 100%
methanol at —20°C for 10 min. The cells were incubated for 2 h at
room temperature with a 1:100 dilution of mouse ascites fluid con-
taining 12CA5 monoclonal antibody directed against the influenza
HA epitope (Boehringer Mannheim). The cells were washed with
PBS and then incubated for 1 h with a 1:50 dilution of rhodamine-
conjugated goat anti-mouse IgG (Kirkegaard & Perry Laboratories
Inc., Gaithersburg, MD). Following several washes with PBS, the cells
were viewed with a fluorescence microscope (Olympus GB 200).

2.3. Northern blot analysis
Total RNA and poly(A) RNA of mouse tissues were isolated and
analyzed according to standard procedures [23]. The 369-bp PstI frag-
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A

1 GGGGGCCGCAGTCGGGAGAGAGGATCCCACCATGCCCAAAGTCTTTCTGGTAGGGAGGAG
M P K V FP L V G R R 10

61 GAGCCCGGGAGTCTCTGTCCGCAGCTGGGATGAGCTCCCGGATGACAARAAGGGCAGACAC
S P G VvV s V R 8 W D E L P D D K R A D T 30

121 TTACATbCCAGTGAGCCTGGGCTGTCTGCTCCGCGACCCGCCCGAAGACTGCCGCAGCAG
Y I P V 8§ L 6 € L L R D P P E D C R S S 50

181 CGGCGGCAGTATCAGCGGCTGCAGCAGCAGCGCCGGGGAGCCCGGAGGGGCCGAAAGCAG
G 6 8§ I 8 G C S S S A G E P G G A E S _ S 70

241 CTCGTCCCCGCGCGCGCCGGAGCCTGAAACTCCAGAGCTTCACGACGCCCAAGGCACCGA
S s P R A P E P E T P E L H D A QO G T D 90

301 TGGACATCTGGCAGCGATGCAGCGCCCGGTTGCCAGGTCAAAAATCAAGTTTACCACCGG
G H L A A M¥Q R P V A R 8 K I K F T T G 110

361 CACATGCGACAACTCTGTGATTCACAACTGTGACCTTTGTGGCAAGAGCTTCCGCCTGCA
T ¢ D NS VI HWNUCD L C 6 K S F R L O 130

421 GCGCATGCTCAACCGTCACCTTAAGTGCCACAACCAGGTAAAGAGGCACCTGTGCACCTT
R_M L N R H L K C H N Q V K R HL Cc T F 150

481 CTGCGGCAAGGGCTTCAATGACACCTTCGACCTGAAAAGGCACGTACGCACGCACACTGG
c G X 6 F N D T F D L K R H V R T H T G 170

541 CATCCGCCCCTACAAATGTGAGGTGTGTAACAAGGCCTTCACCCAGCGGTGTTCCTTGGA
I R P Y K Cc E Vv ¢c N K A F T 0 R C S L E 190

601 GTCCCACCTARAGAAGATCCACGGGGTACAGCAGCAGTATGCCTACAAGCAGCGTCGCGA
S _H L K K I H G V Q Q Q ¥ A ¥ K Q R R D 210

661 CAAACTTTACGTGTGTGAGGATTGCGGCTACACGGGCCCCACCCAGGAGGACCTGTATTT
K L Y Vv c¢c E D ¢ 6 Y T G P T O E D L Y I, 230

721 GCATGTGAACAGTGACCATTCAGGGAGCACATTTTTCAAAAAGAATTCCAAAAAGTTGGC
g Vv N S D H s G s T F F K K N 8 K K L A 250

781 GGCCCTTATGCAGAACAAGCTGACGTCCCCGCTGCAGGAGAATTCCACCCTGAGTGAAGA
A L M Q N KL T s P L Q E NS T L S E E 270

841 GGAGGAAAAAAAGTGAAGAGCGAGCAAGAARAAGCAGAGGAGAGACGCCGGCGCCACGTT
E E K K ~* 274

901 TACTCCGAATTTTGGTTGTAGGTGTACCCCTTTGCTCCCCTGGATTTTTTTATATTCAGT
961 CCACCTTTTTTTTTTTTTGGGACAGCAACNGTAAGGAGCACCCCAAAGTTGTCAGTCATT
1021 CTGCCACAACAGGCCCTGTGAATTGTTTCTTGGTGGCTGAGGTCACATACGGGTTTCTGT
1081 GTGTATGTGTGTCTGTCTGTCTGTCTGTTATGTGTGGGTTTTTTTTTGTTTCCTAGTAGA
1141 ATTTTCACGTATGAATAGAGAGAGGTGTTCTTAAAGAGACTGTCATCTTAAGGTGCCTTC
1201 ARATGCTTCCCATGCAAGGAARATGTATATTCTTCTGAAGAGTTTACAGAAATTATTTTA

1261 ATAAATGAAATGTTCGTGT@

1 CGCTTGGACCCCGGTGCTTCGTGGGTTGGCCTGAGAACCCGTCTCCCGACACCCTAAGTT
61 AGTTCGAGGGGCGGATGGCTAGGGTTGACTCGTCTACCCTCGGGACGTCGCCCACTTGGC
121 GAGGTGCCCAGGTCCGGGGCGGGGCGGCGGCACCGCCCGCAGGTCARACTGCCGTGGGCG
181 CCCGGGCGTGACGCCGCGTGTGGTTGAGTGTCGGGGTGCGGCCCCCTCCCTq?CCAGTGA
241 GCCTGGGCTGTCTGCTCCGCGACCCGCCCGAAGACTGCCGCAGCAGCGGCGGCAGTATCA
301 GCGGCTGCAGCAGCAGCGCCGGGGAGCCCGGAGGGGCCGAAAGCAGCTCGTCCCCGCGCG
361 CGCCGGAGCCTGAAACTCCAGAGCTTCACGACGCCCAAGGCACCGATGGACATCTGGCAG

421 CGATGCAGCGCCCGGTTGCCAGGTCAAARATCAAGTTTACCACCGGCACATGCGACAACT
M Q R P V A R S KIZKUPFTTGTTCUDN 19

Fig. 1. Nucleotide and predicted amino acid sequences of M-OVO-A (A) and 5’ region of M-OVO-B (B). The region of overlap between two
clones is indicated by square brackets. The polyadenylation signal is double underlined. In the amino acid sequence, the zinc finger motif is
thick underlined, an acidic amino acid/serine-rich domain is underlined. The methionine as an initiation codon of M-OVO-B is indicated by an
asterisk. Numbers in the left and right margins refer to nucleotide and amino acid positions, respectively.



226

ment which includes the zinc finger domain region of M-OVO cDNA
was labeled with 3P by random priming. Hybridization was per-
formed at 42°C overnight in 5XSSC buffer with 50% formamide,
1 X Denhardt’s solution, 1% SDS, 0.1 mg/ml denatured salmon sperm
DNA, and | ng/ml probe. The filters were washed twice in 2X SSC-
0.1% SDS at room temperature for 20 min and once in 0.1 X SSC-
0.1% SDS at 55°C for 30 min.

3. Results and discussion

Northern hybridization analysis of various mouse tissues
with the DNA fragment corresponding to the zinc finger do-
main of Ovo protein as a probe yielded a faint signal in testis
(data not shown). Therefore, we screened a testis cDNA li-
brary under low stringency. We isolated two different groups

A
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of clones which were designated M-OVO-A and M-OVO-B.
DNA sequencing analysis of the longest clone of each group
revealed that the two cDNA clones are different in a small
part of the 5'-terminal region, but the other 1154 nucleotides
spanning to the poly(A) tail are completely identical (Fig. 1).
Genomic Southern blot analysis with a DNA fragment of the
common 3’ end part of two clones as a probe revealed that a
single band was detected in the genome digested by multiple
restriction enzymes, indicating that there is one M-OVO gene
in the mouse genome (data not shown). Taken together, M-
OVO-A and M-OVO-B are probably generated from a single
gene by an alternative splicing event.

The longest open reading frame of M-OVO-A, in which the
first ATG (position 1 in Fig. 1A) is assigned as an initiation

Finger I Finger II

HE B B " B B
M-0VO CDLCGKSFRLQRMLNRHLKCHNQVKRHLCTFCGKGFNDTFDLKRHVRTHTGIRPYK
Oovo -RV-M-T-S---L---=M--=SDI--Y-=--=---———mmmmm T-—=-- V-==-
XLcOF28 -TE-E---MKRSQ-IV=-K---IEERPYM=---=-E--Y-QHSK-IE=-I--=-- EK-FT
mfg2 =NV=--A----DI-SE-L-T-TEENPFK=-KL--SS-PHKYQ-NK~-LTV=--DGK--Q
HKR1 =KE=-Q--S-KSN-IT-QRA-TGE-PYV-RE=--R--RQHSH-VR=K--=S-EK--1

Finger III Finger IV

I E 5N
CEVCNKAFTQRC SLESHLKKIHGVQQQYAYKQRRDKLYVCEDCGYTGPTQEDLYLHVNSDH
-NL-E-S---------= CQ-V-S--H-----E--A-M--=--E--H-TCEP-VH- - -LKNN-

-TE-K-S--K--N-TE--RI.-
-KE-G-C-R--SK-TE--ES--
-RE-EQG-S-KSH-IR--.RT-

Q, A, G, H RICH S —zF—
vz 7 A LA Drosophila ovo
S k—zF—
NN ] m-ovo-A
—zF—
100 a. a.
o (NN movo-s
o.1117| 0249  XLoGF26
00218 oaaes XLOGF7
e saer HKR1
0.3100
03827 XLcOF28
T o
I - Ovo
0.2039 |
0.5329 M-OvVO

Fig. 2. Comparison of M-OVO with Drosophila ovo and other zinc finger proteins. A: Amino acid sequence comparison of zinc finger domain.
Ovo, Drosophila Ovo protein; XLcOF28, Xenopus oocyte zinc finger protein XLcOF28 [25]; mfg2, mouse zinc finger protein mfg2 [26]; HKRI,
human kriippel-related zinc finger protein 1 [27]. Cysteine and histidine residues constituting the zinc finger motifs are presented in bold type.
Dashes represent identity to M-OVO. Black squares highlight the DNA contact amino acids as determined by the model of Klevit [28].
B: Schematic comparison of Drosophila ovo protein and M-OVO-A and -B. The zinc finger domain and serine-rich region are labeled as ZF
and S. C: Phylogenetic tree of M-OVO-A and other zinc finger proteins. On the basis of the distance matrix between aligned amino acid
sequences, the tree was inferred by the UPGMA method [33]. The numbers indicate the distance from each branching point. XLcGF26 and

XLcGF7, Xenopus gastrula zinc finger proteins [25].
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codon, encodes a 31-kDa protein of 274 amino acids. The
nucleotide sequence around the first methionine of M-OVO-
A fits well the consensus sequence for translational initiation
in higher eukaryotes [24]. The predicted protein contains four
clusters of CyH, type zinc fingers at the carboxy-terminus
(between amino acids 120 and 236), and a domain which is
rich in acidic amino acids and serine (acidic/serine-rich do-
main, between amino acids 11 and 90). On the other hand,
due to the difference in nucleotide sequence of the 5’ terminal
region, the first methionine (position 1 in Fig. 1B) assigned as
an initiation codon of M-OVO-B corresponds exactly to the
methionine at position 96 of M-OVO-A. Consequently, M-
OVO-B encodes a truncated isoform of M-OVO-A of 21
kDa consisting of 179 amino acids, which possesses the iden-
tical zinc finger domain as M-OVO-A, but lacks the acidic/
serine-rich domain.

A search of the computer databases for nucleotide and
amino acid sequences was conducted. As expected, the highest
matches of both sequences were to the ovo gene and its prod-
uct, and to a much lesser degree to other zinc finger proteins
such as Xenopus zinc finger proteins, XLcOF28 [25], XLcGF7
[25], XLcGF26 [25], mouse mfg2 [26] and human Kkriippel-
related protein, HKR1 [27]. An amino acid alignment of their
zinc finger domains is shown in Fig. 2A. There is a high
degree of sequence identity between M-OVO and Ovo protein
(68%, 80/117), particularly in the region excluding zinc finger
1V (74%, 70/95). The amino acids considered to contact the
DNA strand are marked by boxes [28]. Considering the fact
that erythroid kriippel-like factor, exhibiting 58% amino acid
identity with SP I in the zinc finger domain consisting of three
C,H, motifs, binds the same CACCC site in the B-globin gene
promoter [29], M-OVO and Ovo protein would bind to a
similar and perhaps identical DNA sequence. Similar to

Fig. 3. Nuclear localization of epitope-tagged M-OVO-A and -B.
After blocking the fixed cells under permeabilized condition, they
were incubated with anti-HA monoclonal antibody 12CA5, followed
by detection with rhodamine-conjugated anti-mouse IgG antibody.
Immunofluorescence (A-C) and bright-field (A’-C’) photomicro-
graphs of COS-7 cells transfected with pCG-HA-M-OVO-A (A and
A’), pCG-HA-M-OVO-B (B and B’), and control pCG-HA (C and
).
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Fig. 4. Northern blot analysis of M-OVO. A: Tissue distribution of
M-OVO mRNA. Poly(A) RNAs of each tissue (2 pug) are analyzed.
Br, brain; He, heart; Sp, spleen; Lu, lung; Li, liver; Mu, skeletal
muscle; Ki, kidney; Te, testis; Ov, ovary. B: Analysis of M-OVO
expression during testis development. 20 pg of total RNA of testis
are analyzed. 2W, 2-week-old mice; 3W, 3-week-old mice; 6W, 6-
week-old mice. 28S and 18S rRNAs are indicated on the left side.

Ovo protein, the M-OVO zinc finger domain does not contain
a typical TGEKPY(Y/F) consensus sequence in each H/C
link, which is well conserved in the kriippel-type zinc finger
motif and ubiquitously present in the mammalian genome
[30].

A schematic comparison of M-OVO and Ovo protein is
shown in Fig. 2B. M-OVO-A is much smaller than Ovo pro-
tein, and it lacks characteristic polyamino acid stretches such
as polyglutamine [16]. However, a similar serine-rich sequence
(between amino acids 49 and 72) is also present at the amino-
terminal portion just adjacent to the zinc finger domain. As an
acidic amino acid or serine-rich domain is known to act as an
activation domain in several transcription factors [31,32], the
whole structural feature suggests that M-OVO-A may be a
transcription factor which possesses high similarity to Ovo
protein. To establish evolutionary relationships among the
zinc finger proteins showing high homology with M-OVO-
A, a phylogenetic tree was constructed by the UPGMA meth-
od [33] (Fig. 2C). M-OVO-A and Ovo protein form a single
cluster which is separated from that of other proteins, indicat-
ing that they constitute a closed subfamily within the large
zinc finger gene family.

To examine the intracellular localization of M-OVO, we
carried out transient expression of epitope-tagged M-OVO-A
and M-OVO-B followed by indirect immunofluorescence us-
ing a monoclonal antibody against the HA tag (Fig. 3). Both
transfected cells showed strong immunofluorescence in the
nucleus in positive cells.

As shown in Fig. 4A, 1.3-kbp mRNA of M-OVO is pre-
dominantly expressed in testis, but apparently not in embryos
(data not shown) or ovary where ovo mRNA is restrictedly
expressed in fruit fly. Although it is often observed that the
tissue distribution and expression level of mammalian homo-
logues are different from those of the vertebrate genes, they
are commonly expressed in similar crucial tissues where Dro-
sophila genes play essential roles. Concerning the apparent
absence of M-OVO transcript in ovary, M-OVO may be a
structurally homologous protein but not be the homologue
of ovo involved in ovary development. However, since the
mammalian ovary is heterogeneous tissue consisting of differ-
ent types of cells at various developmental stages, the possi-
bility of restricted or temporary regulated expression of M-
OVO in ovary should also not be excluded.
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To determine whether the M-OVO mRNA is regulated dur-
ing development of testis, we prepared total RNA from mouse
testis at different stages of sexual maturation, i.e. a 14-day-old
prepubertal mouse, a 21-day-old mouse and a sexually mature
adult mouse. As shown in Fig. 4B, although no M-OVO
mRNA was detected in prepubertal mouse testis, it showed
a dramatic increase in 21-day-old mouse testis. Mammalian
spermatogenesis is a continuum of cellular differentiation in
which three principal phases can be discerned: spermatogonial
renewal and proliferation, meiosis, and spermiogenesis, and it
is initiated shortly after birth [34]. The first wave of differ-
entiating germ cells have entered early prophase (i.e. leptotene
and zygotene) at around day 14, and reached spermatid stage
at day 21 [34]. The clear onset of increased M-OVO expres-
sion between days 14 and 21 (Fig. 4B) implies that M-OVO
may play an important role in the development of testis, pos-
sibly in late meiotic or post-meiotic phases of spermatogene-
sis. Some ovo mutants produce small tumors in which germ
cells closely resemble early spermatocytes [10,11]. It might be
possible that M-OVO gene regulates some unknown process
of germ line development which is partly shared between
mammals and invertebrates.

The alternative splicing of transcripts or alternative usage
of translation initiation sites leads to the generation of multi-
ple isoforms of transcription factors which exhibit different
abilities to bind target DNA or to transactivate target genes
[35,36]. The interaction of the isoforms is also considered to
play important roles in regulating cell differentiation [35,36].
In regulation of terminal liver differentiation, the transcrip-
tional activation of the target gene by the liver enriched acti-
vation protein, LAP, possessing both a DNA binding domain
and an activation domain, is modulated by its isoform, the
liver inhibitory protein, LIP, possessing only a DNA binding
domain in dominant negative fashion [36]. Similarly, M-OVO-
A and -B are isoforms with or without the putative activation
domain, implying that M-OVO-A and -B may be an activa-
tion form and an inactivation form, respectively. Therefore, if
both forms are expressed in the same cell, they might compete
for the binding sequence and regulate the activation of the
target gene.

It has recently been reported that chromosome III of the
nematode genome contains a sequence which can encode a
putative zinc finger protein highly homologous to Ovo protein
and M-OVO [37]. Genetic analysis targeted to the gene loci in
the nematode might provide insights into the physiological
roles of M-OVO. Further investigations, including identifica-
tion of target genes or gene transfer of M-OVO to Drosophila
ovo mutants to see whether the abnormalities are rescued, may
shed light on the mechanism(s) of controlling testis or germ
line development.

Acknowledgements: We would like to thank Dr. S. Taketani for his
valuable suggestions, Mr. K. Kobayashi for his assistance with con-
focal microscopy and Miss K. Yasaka and Mr. T. Inoue for DNA
sequencing assistance.

Y. Masu et al./[FEBS Letters 421 (1998) 224-228
References

[1] Miller, J., McLachlan, A.D. and Klug, A. (1985) EMBO J. 4,
1609-1614.

[2] Evans, R.M. (1988) Science 240, 889-895.

[3] Tsai, S.F., Martin, D.ILK., Zon, L.I., D’Andrea, A.D., Wong,
G.G. and Orkin, S.H. (1989) Nature 339, 446-451.

[4] Kim, J.G. and Hudson, L.D. (1992) Mol. Cell. Biol. 12, 5632-
5639.

[5] Keegan, L., Gill, G. and Ptashne, M. (1986) Science 231, 699—
704.

[6] Rosenberg, U.B., Schroder, C., Preiss, A., Kienlin, A., Coté, S.,
Riede, 1. and Jickle, H. (1986) Nature 319, 336-339.

[7] Tautz, D., Lehmann, R., Schniirch, H., Schuh, R., Seifert, E.,
Kienlin, A., Jones, K. and Jickle, H. (1987) Nature 327, 383-389.

[8] Bronner, G., Chu-LaGraff, Q., Doe, C.Q., Cohen, B., Weigel, D.,
Taubert, H. and Jackle, H. (1994) Nature 369, 664—668.

[9] Wimmer, E.A., Jickle, H., Pfeifle, C. and Cohen, S.M. (1993)
Nature 366, 690-694.

[10] Oliver, B., Perrimon, N. and Mahowald, A.P. (1987) Genes Dev.
1, 931-933.

[11] Oliver, B., Singer, J., Laget, V., Pennetta, G. and Pauli, D. (1994)
Development 120, 3185-3195.

[12] Oliver, B., Pauli, D. and Mahowald, A.P. (1990) Genetics 125,
535-550.

[13] Puali, D. and Mahowald, A.P. (1990) Trends Genet. 6, 259-264.

[14] Horabin, J.I., Bopp, D., Waterbury, J. and Schedl, P. (1995)
Genetics 141, 1521-1535.

[15] Busson, B., Gans, M., Komitopoulou, K. and Masson, M. (1983)
Genetics 105, 309-325.

[16] Mével-Ninio, M., Terracol, R. and Kafatos, F.C. (1991) EMBO
J. 10, 2259-2266.

[17] Garfinkel, M.D., Wang, J., Liang, Y. and Mahowald, A.P.
(1994) Mol. Cell. Biol. 14, 6809-6818.

[18] Mével-Ninio, M., Terracol, R., Salles, C., Vincent, A. and Payre,
F. (1995) Mech. Dev. 49, 83-95.

[19] Mével-Ninio, M., Fouilloux, E., Guénal, I. and Vincent, A.
(1996) Development 122, 4131-4138.

[20] Huynh, T.V., Young, R.A. and Davis, R.W. (1985) in: DNA
Cloning, A Practical Approach (Glover, D., Ed.), Vol. 2,
pp. 49-78, IRL Press, Washington, DC.

[21] Hirai, H., Suzuki, T., Fujisawa, J., Inoue, J. and Yoshida, M.
(1994) Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 91, 3584-3588.

[22] Wigler, M., Pellicer, A., Silverstein, S. and Axel, R. (1978) Cell
14, 725-731.

[23] Sambrook, J., Fritsch, E.F. and Maniatis, T. (1989) in: Molec-
ular Cloning: A Laboratory Manual. Cold Spring Harbor Labo-
ratory Press, Cold Spring Harbor, NY.

[24] Kozak, M. (1986) Cell 44, 283-292.

[25] Nietfeld, W., El-Baradi, T., Mentzel, H., Pieler, T., Koster, M.,
Poting, A. and Knochel, W. (1989) J. Mol. Biol. 208, 639-656.

[26] Passananti, C., Felsani, A., Caruso, M. and Amati, P. (1989)
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 86, 9417-9421.

[27] Ruppert, J.M., Kinzler, K.W., Wong, A.J., Bigner, S.H., Kao,
F., Law, M.L., Seuanez, H.N., O’Brien, S.J. and Vogelstein, B.
(1988) Mol. Cell. Biol. 8, 3104-3113.

[28] Klevit, R.E. (1991) Science 253, 1367-1393.

[29] Hartzog, G.A. and Myers, R.M. (1993) Mol. Cell. Biol. 13, 44—
56.

[30] Bellefroid, E.J., Lecocq, P.J., Benhida, A., Poncelet, D.A., Be-
layew, A. and Martial, J.A. (1989) DNA 8, 377-387.

[31] Radtke, F., Goergiev, O., Muller, H.-P., Brugnera, E. and
Schaffner, W. (1995) Nucleic Acids Res. 23, 2277-2286.

[32] Gashler, A.L., Swaminathan, S. and Sukhatme, V.P. (1993) Mol.
Cell. Biol. 13, 4556-4571.

[33] Sokal, R.R. and Michener, C.D. (1958) Univ. Kansas Sci. Bull.
28, 1409-1438.

[34] Bellvé, A.R., Cavicchia, J.C., Millette, C.F., O’Brien, D.A., Bhat-
nagar, Y.M. and Dym, M. (1977) J. Cell Biol. 74, 68-85.

[35] Lopez, A.J. (1995) Dev. Biol. 172, 396-411.

[36] Descombes, P. and Schibler, U. (1991) Cell 67, 569-579.

[37] Wilson, R., Ainscough, R., Anderson, K. and Baynes, C. et al.
(1994) Nature 368, 32-38.



