3. Nicotine &
M Ca™F ¥ &L (VDCCs) BHESRE DR

AHAEH B BB S8R A% nicotine 5 DBI mRNA %38
KRS LT 2 aEA S <. Lo b nAChR EHALIC
%9 WEMREEEOELD 1 DBHBEA~D Ca® LA
THHI Mo, RIZVDCCs DS IZoWT, VDCC
FHEZE D nicotine FHF M DBI mRNA #EE~DOEE*H
~7zo L& VDCCs BHEZE D nifedipine {25 & 12 nicotine
W & % DBImRNA B3 = HE L2 (Fig. 3)o —F. Fh
FHP/Q B LU N & VDCCs MEETH 5 o-agatoxin
VIA (0-ATX) 8 X o -conotoxin GIVA (-CTX) w3
M4 nicotine FE541E DBI mRNA BHIZEE L 52 &b
272 (Fig. 3) » THEGDHERDS . nicotine R
DBI mRNA EHIZIE L & VDCCs # 4 L T U 2588
HMRAND Ca* AL TWwa I EBLr LR

=77,

140

*
*

Tk ey ]

120

100

DBl mRNA Leve! (% of Basal}

80

’

w-ATX w-CTX
Nicotine (0.1 pM}

Control Nifedipine

Fig.3 Effects of various inhibitors of VDCCs on
Each value
represent the mean = S.E.M. obtained from 4 separate
**p<0.01 (Bonferroni’s test). Drug
w-ATX; 1 uM, o-CTX; 1 pM,
nifedipine; 1 uM.

nicotine-induced DBl mRNA expression.

experiments.
concentrations:

4, Calmodulin HEHE B L ¥ Ca®*/calmodulin-dependent

- 54 —

rotein_kinase (CAM I kinase)fEEH D nicotine HE%
DBI mRNA IZ BRI

HEOEBRKES S, camodulin BHETH S W7
H & U CAM T kinase FHEETH % KN-62 @ nicotine
FEM DBImRNARBICRIZTEEEZMT LT A,
Fig. 4 IZRT X2, ChoWMERIRERTENR I
nicotine FHFEY¥ DBI mRNA ERZHH 2 2 & HEHE
=g (A

13o0p

\

120¢ 1

110

—— W7
100F =@~ KN-62

DBI mRNA Level (% of Controf)

0 0.001 .01 01 1 10
Concentrations (pM}

90

Fig.4 Effects of N-7 and KN-62 on nicotine-induced
DBI mRNA expression.
+* S.EM. obtained from 4 separate experiments
**p<0.01 (Bonferroni’s test).

Each value represent the mean

D. #%&

Nicotine DERFABRFE B IUEE~ T A AREE
HEMMEIC 51T 5 DBImRNA BEASEMT 2 = & 25K
RICL VBRI NIz, $TIHE "ahTwi L)
2, 2@ DBI mRNA BIEDOHEMIZIE nicotine DBRER
BMe LT 24 BEASLETYH, —F. 15 8 b5widl
RS OBETIE DBl mRNA BRAVE L2 \WI LA
BNz, BARIC. =7 2127 BELESEHR L T nicotine
G LB ARBERIERALON, BEED
nicotine MIFXG- TiEdE L nw &R T Tt HSFEI LT



Wi ¥, fit-> T, DBImRNA EHRIZIIERBO MR
A7) nicotine BBASBEDEATHL I ENHFLH &
Lol

Nicotine FF#: DBl mRNA F I 4% nAChR FEHFE T
# % hexamethonium DFHFIZ L DELITHEELAZ &
. ZOFEBEITIE nACKR DEEREFES LTS Z
FIIRETHLEEZLNS, L b, WIEMBER
SHEEFHE*HFTH5E WY TH S TTX. procainamide.
dibucaine %2 E¥OWFROEWIZ L - TH T nicotine
Z54% DBI mRNA BIRASELICHE S NS L v ) RFR
DEBRBKIZ., - ORBEEMICEHEERED RS &
HEELBHFRELLTVLIEEERLTWSLE
FAEY (W

EMAER SR £ SRR LEHELD |
2P, VDCCs DIEHALIZ & 2 Ca* DIMBEANDHRAT
HEZERFLIAMONIIBETHL, - T, FFE
T VDCCs D75 £ 7OWTFNHFEI D Caifii Al
HELTWAEOHMIZDWT, FAFNROBTZ 4TI
BIROZBEEET AV TRE2To 4. 2B, AF R
THER LA R~ 7 ARMEHE M. L.
PIQ B XU NE®D VDCCs 2 A LT b I &R T
HESRTVE Y, FOER, RFRTRLAZL SIS,
L Bl VDCCs FAE 2 T & 5 nifedipine @ & 7% nicotine F55%
£ DBImRNA £+ Z2IlJHEL. TN EFNPQ B X
FNE! VDCCs BEETH H0-ATX B & Fo-CTX ($%
B OBE A5 A bW I e THLRI, IO
Z &5 nicotine FFEM DBImRNA FHiZid, nAChR
EELICATHE S 2 EARERSEC LD VDCCs @
EHLER SN, ZOHEEILS A VDCCs, & (I
LB VDCCs DBk - 72 Ca» DA ADES L
THEY . —HHO VDCCs F 75 4 7RI EE L
TWwinwI EDSHER L7z,

HIFLA O Ca®* Y calmodulin & & L. Ca*/calmodulin
BEEEEHK L, 2T CAM I kinase 25EFHEL S 1B
TEREHALNTYE, TTICEMETRLALL D
IZ, nicotine MEIBREIZL HERE SN S DBl mRNA
FEHFLE VDCCs Bz L W& L 5T £ 25 ,nAChR

EHILS BRI EREAAND CATHEASE. 2
NARBICES L TVAESEFEL SN A8,
calmodulin antagonist T3 % W-7 3 X UF CAM 1T kinase
HEZETH DL KN-62 % B\ . nicotine 5 ¢ DBImRNA
RBIRIZTHE A THOEY L ZLICDBI
mRNA EEOEINFHE LA 2 &5 5. nicotine %M
DBImRNA B34 7% { & & CAM kinase 2* 5 L
Twab ZEEBLPEEILNS,

E. &

WP RIS EFMESN T2 nicotine D&
BB E T £ DR X 4% DBImRNA BEOBEIIOEF
CoWwWT, WSy ARMEE SRRV T
BE L7, FORE, nicotine HEM DBl mRNA I
iZ. nACHR &FM4bic &% L& vDCCs =4 L7z Ca
DEBAESDOTAIZL Y, CAM Il kinase D3{F M L 21
THELZETH LTS TFRIND,

T
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TA-MEAES A FREFRIBHRICHFE2 7T FERIVLEICSL S
TTFZIBY 77 -EROBBARELR X H X LICET 28

SHERIEE ERESE

kEREE B OREX. PINEZ. B E M M
TR R AT SR AR R AT E B

HREE MENSHBEILIAKERRERTZSTFLALVTHET LD, 7u—{tF A
FEBAEERERTALCHOMBE BV T, invirt ZATORFEROEF NV EEZ LN TWES T I
AMEFROVRBICLAT T VEY 2 7€ (AC) ROBEZUOTEA H = X LIT2WTRE

L7z ACROBBEMIIFEFA FEBEERYTIAT (u.

8§+ &) WKhebbd., ILERIER

B (B ~HEERE) o) bieEREN, T4, BEHES KA EE cycloheximide & iV 72#RES
L, FOBRICEF-LEAEOSRIEIEEET. MRAEREEROBENLZEMAFESLT

WHIENRENS, 52, BETuTM 3 F—EHEERIFORRIIBELS A ko7,
7. SEE-GEAEEBICB T LL{L® GTPase IEEFHEIZ L L TURET L7245, BESTHRAK

B2 GTPase (HEMHEDEILIZR b N ot A YA A FEERLERFATIGCEBE T 722y
Foizfog ¥ HREB IS CHOBHM A AV TR LAER, BEZEOERICIT a2 D AC L DE

BICES T 28 (Met?4-Asnd3]) OFELBREERFILETHL I EFREINT

A. BE ®
HREMEEES L UEEEY (FEX— )
DIEAELELT. INETICu . 0 BLT e FYE
FA4 FEBEERDNANR 7O —= v 7a3n wih
YbGEHREINERT S TARERIEDZEEHRT
HY, EHEEE PTX) BEMGERE AL
TTFZNVEEY 75— ¥ (AC) DK, CaZtF v
FOEE, KHF v RN OBIMRER & & E
LTWAZEMHELPICShTWEY), —F, K
ENEAFEL, BANB LI UBHEELEL
25, FOILFERCBIT2EATHIRY
L7EFTRL, EYERBICEIBLOHLSHE
DEEEDZ-oT\h, REBEEBEIIL LK
FREOA D =X LI L TIidWwELZBEL A
ENThRnd, FEEL EOREOREA I
BT AACROMBH 2 BRI HAEE LTV
AN A S T\ % 6 8, ARFETIE, =
DACEDBIRSFUHHED A H =X L& H5F LR

VTEBET LA, su-fbkt 4 A FE
BEFLEMCEET I EEMEE in vitto TO
EFNRELTHW, FC BRABRGERD
EOT7ULATOEAAPERTHLOP %,
forskolin |2 & D FEH SN B cAMPER DKL T
iEL LTRET LA,

B. A &
(1) cAMP assay ,
FEAA PSRy, 0. BHTHATBE
CAARY Y EEEM. mdZETF T4 TOER
ok BHSE/-CHOMBE * H\vwi-, Hils%
24RKTVFY 2 VT L— M 1008 fwell TR
L.ET7TIT=AFCHAE L. B x STRH
FEBIBRELAB EDIIRERELITV.ET
¥ & TR M EFNEI, 10 uM forskolinB L T
1 mMIBMX & FRFICALE L. 37CTI00M 4 >~
FaN—33r L7z, RIGid10% TCA ZEMT
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BT EIEDEIEL,ERLZcAMPE 2 RIAE
EX¥ v FEBAWTHELA, TT=AMELT
U FEFAL FEEE . EVLR Mor), 674Y
+ 4 F%%B4 . DPDPE. « # ¥4 4 FEEE !
U69,593, m2 B X UFmd & AH ] VBB car-
bachol (CCh), 7 ¥ #F T= A E LT, p S
4 FEZ4E naloxone (NIx), § A ¥4 4 FEFE
& : naltrindole (NTI), « #¥F 1 FZHEHE
norbinaltorphimine (norBNI), m2 8 & Fm4 4 X
#11) v ZEAK Catropine (Atr) V7,

{2) GTPase {EHEDHIE

CHO M2~ &3S L7 MEER (4-8 png) %.
0.5 uM [1-2PIGTP % & ¢+ HEPES B EH P T, &
BAYAA FUFY FOBEETHLVIEHEEE
F.37CTSHBA »Fa~—3 3 L7, char
coal ZIRMTAZLICEYVEEEELEL, Ei
B LEEERBAR Y FL— a3 VICTEEL v
RpIGTP 2 HERE L /- 2Pi 2 EE L7,

(3) AEFA FEEALBARBIURELR
HGEHEeH 722y F 2 FBICEENICE
¥ 7% CHO MBItk O# iz
Sy bapB LT v boazcDNAR F v AR
BEED S L 7ztotal RNA%X $881 & L RT-PCR
BICL VB, 720 TR 0qcDNAIRT Y A
&R SHE U 72 total RNA L 858! & L .RT-PCR
Bl 0B, ¥ ATGERE YTy b
aiofog DB i HIFREER Nsi IR, Scal
BRIBAT & B 72, aip cDNA (13 Sca IEZREEAL
75, 0qcDNA 2t Nsi IZEFEEAL, Scal EEENL
PHEELRZWD, BNFENSEEEANCE
D FNFNEA LT, Sca| R EADL D,
73/ BRENOEFE LD FATFat T
2=y MMEEE FAERet T2y FORIET
LEMNT I/ BRFLELIZES L) ICHET
EERBAFTo7, EGEEBE ot T2y
FcDNAZ B ZHIRBERTOHL.Z07 77
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AV MEFEBRARS ¥ — pTracer-CMV ([Z#A A A
7o BONLERBEGEHE Y72y b
cDNA%Z &L 75 A 3 F¥lipofectiniE il X D ¥
TiiF Ed 4 FEEFEEEMWIIERL T A
CHOMIBLIZ F T ¥ A7 =27 } L. Zeocin {200 ng/
ml) FFAE T CHifg % 25 L 72, Western blot 2
LY Hf e &R L7

(4) Western blotting

CHOMIR A & FH L 7= JRA2 5 (50 pg) % . SDS-
PAGE (1277 VM7 I F) ToHi%k, = b
ENVT—RARXA YT T VIZEFEL, Fg 5IRTHE
EERE LT 5506 (anti-oi2. anti-oq H 5V
anti-0z) ZHWT, RERELTo .

cC. # B
(1) 7u— L+ EF A FEEERERHARICSE
3B 7 T A MERILAEIC L BACRDBRER
M OREEK

us 8. k FEFA FEFE WTNOZERE
R3¢/ CHO g (u-OPR/CHO. 8-OPR/
CHO. x-OPR/CHO) 2 12BWTdH, 7T=A b
BEWLELEL T2Vl (naive#iflg) T
F, 7T A P OSHREBICL Y, forskolinFFFE
CAMPER XIS S WA, 7 ¥ T A P EM
MBIZE > TREEL Dol —F. TITZA
b & EHER9ICALE L /- #ERE (dependent FBA2) T
. TV T AT OREIZL Y, forskolinFFE
CAMP &R IL. naive ARICBVTT ¥ ¥ IR
FELE LSS RBEL T 2810 TRE
&i7: (Fig.la, b, Fig.8a)o 2D T T= X FMFft
HLEIC X 5 ACROBEEM . LENERE
(B~ @) bis (Fig2). FRIILE
TA7I=A L OBEIEELTHEESN,
I/ BHESEREFABET A EIZXN. 7T
=X FEMMEIC L B forskolin 555 cAMP £F5
DEF. BIUTIoX MERUAEIZX 5 AC
FZOBEZHREEITLICBE S N7 (Fig8a),



a) p-OPR/CHO b) 8-OPR/CHO
250- 250+
200 200

150

cAMP accumulation (% of cantrot)
cAMP accumulation (% of controf}

100 1060
504 50+
0- 0
naive cells dependent celis naive cells dependent cells
{Mor 10 uM. 4 h) (DPDPE | pM, 4 h)
¢) m2 receptor/CHO d) m4 receptor/CHO
250+ 250+

200+ 200
g &
g
2 1501 g 150
E E
E g
£ 1004 100+
- o.
= =
< <
S b

504

naive cells dependent cells
(CCh 10 uM. 4 h)

naive cells dependent cells
(CCR 10 kM. 4 h)

Figl 70— >{tF#Ed 4 FBLFAZA ) YZHE
RIETACHOMBE I BITEZ 7 = A B LE
I2E B ACEROAREN (n=3-5)

(2) 6 AH) »ZAEMAEELRES T/ -CHOMIIZ
BT 5 ACHROBESHEDOTEH

F YA A FEFELERIC. GERELH#E
LACEFHIFITAZENHONTWALAAY ¥
SEEAMBEITm Y 774 TI2BWTH, 7
T=Z } (carbachol) OEFFAILEIZL Y ACK
DBBFHEITR SN (Figlc, do

(3) ACROBEFHFERIITT2EHEESK
THEHE cycloheximide D& F

FI-A NEERLEIZL D ACROBES
MR, FHorESEOSRFES LTS
PEPEFBRET L0, BEUESHBEEE cy-

= 250

5

—

= 200 1

]

=

2 150

=

-

g

-

2 100

3

& L

=

5 g+ r - - ‘ T . — -
0 2 4 6 8§ 10 12 24

Morphine pretreatment time (hr)

Fig2 7 R— b &4 4 FEFNE () zERTS
CHOMMIZ BT AT I=A (£ A 10uM)
SMAEIL L A ACRDBRSHORERESRE (n=3)

a) p-OPR/CHO
2504 [ control
z Il Mor teaunent for 4 hr,
E 200 challenge with Nlx
=
£ 1501
g
2 1004
2
% 501
b
1]
none 10 uM 50 uM 100 pM
cycloheximide
b) x-OPR/CHO
250- (] conwol
BB U5%.593 reatment for 4 hr,
200 challenge with norBNI

150+

cAMP accumulation {% of control)

none 10 uM 50 pM 100 uM

cycloheximide

Fig3 7 X=X PFESHILEIZ L 52 ACRDBER M
FRict T 5 FAE S HEEEcycloheximide D HI & o
cycloheximide {10, 50, 100 uM) XATLE 1 B, 73 =
A bEEbiz4mE, SEBEALELY (1=3).

cloheximide % BTLE L 7245, BERSHOTEKIC
EEyE ool (Figd), Thbb, £0
W2 EAEONAREESES. A
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a) u-OPR/CHO

[ 1 coneol
250+ I Mor teatment for 4 hr,
= challenge with NIx
g 2004 :
s
B 1504
S
T 1004
g
% 50
5
[E
none H7 HE Vehicle  H89 Stwuro.  CalC
b) x-OPR/CHO
1 control
250+ Il V69,593 treatment for 4 hr,
= challenge with norBNI
E 2004
B
£ 1504
2
E 1004
g
]
% 50
[
e
none HY H8 Vehicle  HS9 Stauro,  CalC

Figd 7 T= A MESEHLEIC L 5 ACKRDBRTH
BEIHT2EB 0T 4y ¥+ —EREEOTR
H7 {100 uM). HS (100 uM). H89 {10 uM). sutaurosporine
{Stauro, 0.1 pM). calphostin C (Cal.C, 0.1 uM). {TETLE
1B, 7oA b e b dic4ppf, SHoeEBuBLA
(r=4) o

BREEREROBEN L EFEEL R E
RELTHLEIEFELLNG,

(4) ACROBREMERIIHTLRESTT
4 v FF—EHEEDORER

BESEREIIAT 5 Y B oS 2R
ThHI:H, FETOFA ¥ F—LHEE (H7
100 uM. H8 100 uM, H89 10 M. staurosporine
0.1 uM. calphostin C 0.1 pM) ZRTLE L7275,
BEEEOEERCEEBRIROL 2P o1
(Fig.4) o

(5) ACRDBESTHEHEEICBIT A GTPasei®
DAL
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a) cAMP assay b} GTPase assay

160
=
5 g
£ 1204
: g
#1004 3
E] E
% 404 3
a
? o] :
0'.

nzive cells  dependent cells

naive celis dependent celts
(Mer 10 pM, 4 1) -

(Mor 10 uM, 4 h}

Fig.5 ACEDBRZHREEIZI ) 5 GTPase{EHED
b, BLEBIUELE A (10uM) % 4 BERARREL
7z u-OPR/CHO 7 & W L - fRIER U B T, cAMP assay
{a) BXU GTPaseassay () BTk o7 (#=5),

Kiz, EEA-GEHEERIIBIT AR
GTPaseEME##81E & L THET L 72 onaive Mg
LEELAEESIIBVWT, TIT=X 22K
MBS AT L 12X D . GTPase {EMEIZ LR L7245
7 v & I= A b EROAEIZGTPase FEHIZELL
5z d o, —H. dependent MfZ A S FHE
L BERIIBWT, PYFIT=AMEREL
7-#%. GTPase EHIZE{LIIR ooz
(Fig.5) o

(6) ACHA FEEHLEEBFATIGEBRK®
7=y b aplag ¥ HFEB S € /-CHOMMRIC
BT 3 ACRDOERFURE

CEHE -ACEEIERSTEOBRICLET
HENPEIPEELPICTELD, FEFA
FERALERLACEHEBT I MO N
TWAGEREBeH 72y ok, A ¥L A
FEAEKE TERET. FACICEEEERIR
Vot NFATaY 7=y b (Fig.6) %
BAnrgis o729, BER ap. o D352F
HOT7I/ BTHLVAFAVE7)VVICE
#®17-EEEERERS LR o C352G9)
HHviiELNEHEERFERIBRF AT oY
72=v + (GQINsil, GQI(Scal). GIQI) &



a) k-OPR/CHO

b} x-OFPR + wild-type 0/CHO

| |

+PTX 00 7 LeTx

1754 1754

£ 1504 150

=

S 1251 1251

]

g 1001 100

=

g

n;_! 75 754

< 50 50

5]

225 200+
260+ 175

g 1754 1504

= 1504

2 30 125+

= 1254

5 00 191

§ 754

ERREY

T 504 501
254 25+
0 0

l

cAMP accumolation (%)

200+
1754
150+

cAMP accumulation (%)

2, o 2
R
naive cells  dependent cells
(U69.593 | uM. 4 b}

2004

1504

cAMP accumulasion (%)

f) x-OPR + GIQUCHO

200+ 200+
+PTX +PTX
175+ 1754
& 150 150
=
2 1254 1254
=
g 100 100
2
& 754 75-
3 504 501
S
254 25
Q-
4%y, % %, %
4, 4 b Y 4,
naive cells  dependent cells naive cells  depeadent cells naive cells dependent cells
(U69,593 1 pM. 4 h) (U69.593 1 uM, 4 ) {U65.593 1 tM. 4 h)

Fig8 kA Y44 FEEFREFERD L VWEERREGY v\ vot 722y M RERSE7CHOMMBIZBIT 5.
FTIToZX N EEHAEBICL L ACR~DOEE, CHOEBRIIANERCEET2 G O0UR2RET 200l BEEEESE
(PTX. 20ng/ml) % . BTALEE 1285, 7= A b L 364 BRI, FH16BEMALE L72e (n=3-5)
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Helical Dornain AR an region

‘with receptors
I 1 11
anti-a;; Cys*? (the target for pertussis toxin-
(EEQGMLPEDLS) caralysed ADEl’-ribosylmion)
| 1 l wild t ;
355 ype Qe

Hm o C352G

anti-c
(EVDVEKSAFENPYVDAIK) 1 r

NsiIsite  Scalsite

1
[;;22;;:;:;;2;;;;222”5 wild type 0

anti-gr
(RQSSEEKEAARRSRR)

Fig6 HEMB I UPERBGEHReY 7212 + O
Tegl

Fig.7 CHOMIRL .= B 11 2 FAR B L UEEEREGE
HEZ at71=y FOEHE (Western blot)

kA EAA FEBEEEENICEBT S5 CHOM
Fafk (x-OPR+wild type ai2/CHO. x-OPR+ai2
C352G/CHO. x-OPR+GQI Nsi I/CHO. x-
OPR+GQI (Sca I)/CHO, x-OPR+GIQI/CHO} #* 4
YL (Fig7). & 5i2. GTPase iEHHIEE L L1
BT Ly, Fho it € 4 FEFREEEN
CEELTWD I E 2R LA (Table 1), H&E
RO aipp % FIRE &7 x-OPR+wild type 0i2/CHO
WCBWT, BHEEZORILEIC L 1. U69,593
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Tablel x A ¥F A FEEKLFERBIUEREG
El&at Ty F2AZHE I L CHOMRICS
1T% . GTPase FIEIXTT 27 T2 X FHIEORE

U69,593(10 uM)-stimulated
GTPase activity (% of control)

-PTX +PTX

x-OPR/CHO 121#3.95 98.8+2.88
x-OPR+wild type a:a/CHO 122.745.80 94.943.94
x-OPR+0; C352G/CHO 133.845.29 132.5£5.55
x-OPR+GQI Nsi ICHO 122.945.68 121.648.69
x-OPR+GQI(Sca ICHO 127.8+8.02 123.4+7 48
x-OPR+GIQUCHO 125.945.47 123.246.43

SHREIZ X B ACOERIZI RS X TFU69,593F
BFRRE 12 & HACROBRFUHERIITEICH
KLz, —F. BHESEERZTEO w2 EH
X & 72 k-OPR+ai2 C352G/CHO. 721, &K
BIXUTACLDOEMBEENSa HEDOF AT o
Ja=v b %FRB X+¥7:x-0PR +GQI Nsi 1 /CHO
Tk B HEERLRTLAE L THU69,5930at
MEBIZX D ACIEEHI S, 7. U69,593 Fix
BIALEIC X D ACRDBREMITER S NIz, —
F. SHEGEEER ap HETH S50, ACL
DEBEB aqgHROF A FaF T2y M %
LT 8 477 x-OPR+GQI (Sca I)/CHO B X U k-
OPR+GIQI/CHO TR B HEERFALAE T T2
U69,593 2 HBEIZ L 2 ACOHHIRERFR O
el 0, 72,069,593 % FEtHLE L THAC
ZoBESHRER S o7: (Fig.8).

(7) A€+ A FEEARLEHRERFERTHEG
ERBaYy 731y o 2 HEHR S E/2CHOM
Kz BT 5 ACKROBRZHIK

A A FEERLEEEERERZHEGE
HEat 72y be 02 RRHEE/CHO
B3 (u-OPR +0z /CHO 3 X U x-OPR +0z /CHO)
S L7: (Fig9)e ZhoOMRRICBW T,
BEEGEEZYRBELTL7I=A F 2¥AE
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Fig.9 CHOMALIZET 5 o, DEIL (Westem blot)

12X B ACOMEZIR, B L7 T= X bRl
MEIZES ACRKROBRIHEEFR LR
(Fig. 10) .

D. £ ¥

AR Cld. REHEBEEIC L ZKERRRE
BraFLUANVTEEBTLH. 70—k
VA FEEGrEE0ICEHET 5CHOM R %
H\WT. invitro A TOEFERRDOET NV EER
ENTWVWE 7 IT=A FEFRILEIZ L HACRD
BRSO A 1= X500 TRE L7228,
ACEDBESHOFTE I, A €4 1 FXHEERD
FT 5 A TIThhh ST, MBHERE (B~
HESR) 09 BT S L, 7 T =X FMERATRL
BROTHEEERTE G EOEOETEII L
BCRLI LTINS o A EF A FERE
HEFRBICGEREICHEL ACEHHITLZ
ERNHONTVBELAN) VEEEM2BIT
mdH 7Ty A4 TiIIBWTH, 7T FORFHEH
MBI L DACROBREEIEH SN L L
h, TOBRRHGREMERFRHEDLOT
I EWELILNS, I/ EREEHBEEE
cycloheximide % WV 72#85 T 4 5 . ACRDBER
HOERCBF-LEARVARIESET,
MR RIE R EAT R OBREN L EPVERLR
BEE RS LTVAEIEFREN, TIZA
P ERRFROLELIZE, Z2{0RERIIBNT
RRAEIE SR DA T EFHONTWAEY, £
DAHZALD—2IPKASH HWIFIPKCIZE S
SHERED) VEBSECES L TWS 2 EHH
Lz ERTwaE D, L Lids, ACRDB

a) p-OPR+/CHO

A

200+

+PTX

5 08
o 8
r T

1754

th
<
i

150+

o
G
H

1254

1004

s
w
} I

754

cAMP accumulation (%}
38

"
e

504

&

254

=3
T

prr st
o"o%f‘a % 4’/1/
%‘% 4’4’

naive cells  dependent cells
{Mor 10 pM, 4 h)

naive cells  dependent cells
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b} x-OPR+0,/CHO
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cAMP accumulation (%)
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naive cells  dependent cells
(169,593 1 pM. 4 )

naive cells dcpcndem eells
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Figl0 A ¥4 A FREER (pB8LU0«) Lo, ®HE
BEXE7-CHOMR BT A, 7T MFERALE
X2 ACE~OFEE., (=3-5)

BREMTRICH LT, ST T 3 F—E
PHEBRIBEL S o122 b, $2L
LSHEMEL AW TOPKASH S5 \WIZPKCIZE S
D rBLIIESET. CORRFHRIERR L
REL AN ALENTHRIOTHEIL
MNEZOND,F T, TERUAREOHERIGER
EROEMFBRELRRELFLLTVEEEL,
¥V, SEA-CEREERICBTAEMNE
GTPase IEW % f6iB & L THE LR, B
TR 12 GTPase B OE{LIR R o, D
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ACDOBIERLPGEL R B 5 DiEHAL (GTPase
EHELA) 2EDLTICELTVWEZ EARERN
7o @B, F LA FEEREZTESF X T 050/
agd) F BB S CHOMME AV A LIk
D, BREEEHOBHIZIZan ? AC & OEEIZHE
B35 (Met?*4.Asn331) ANELESLTW
AT EFHLPIIEN, —H . FEF A FEE
HEo DG HBRMEZERIEZLOES. HAY
EEFREHUGCEAEG, L EBL, ACDIE
HEHFTLIENTELIEIRESATY
%310 KpFgeTtid, AC RDBRSMRRES.
BHEEFRHESTURGCGEHE o 722y b oy
EALTORBEEINEZEEHLPIIL, §
bIOZ i, qilfRESd, ACEHEIT A
ZENTELZGEAZ a7y b5,
LTWAZEEROERH 2 BB L TACD
EEEFFRGICHH T LN EELREEE
ZLTWAIELERELTVE, 25O
HRIZ, AEF 1 FEEERL EOGHEBESE
HIBWTT I X M REREOFEICE VRS
NBACROBREMIY, SEARHLVRGY ~
NRTBEEDOL OPFERNICERLEREZ L X
DL, U LAGEHE e 722y FACAC R
BT 2L PEETHLIEEREL
Tw b,

E. & &

Fu—bF A A FEERERMARE BV,
7 TR MEHERBGALE IC L AACRDERSHER
BDGFAAAL BN L2 B, Z0OF
BACH -2 EBEOERIIES T, MRS
HIEERAROBENLELIEELGEH LR
ZoLTwHI e, ) VEBEORE RS v EE
AbhbZl, T2, FEHRDLIVIIG T 8
7EEDOD OFFRBICER{LENRLZEED
. U LAGEHE e 722y FATAC R R
BT 5 EPFEETH LI EHRESH
AR
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b5 YR Yz =y o B E A 2R R R TR DR

BERE SHEAEEZFHERES - WEMREEAR
FHER LHEARERFHERET - WERERAIE
BEEs 45RAERFHERES - WERRRA
BEAEYH STHEAZEFRERESE  WERREAE

[(REES] SYWKREOHREE 2 TEERS NI 2720, BRI FI-VT IVE
R%ZE L UCHBEAEREEROBET UL ST I AW TENEKEIER SN P Y
3 % F-37-. Morphine % #Efix 5 L7-F AR <7 A1 naloxone 545 &, BERERD
BESECRBE L. LA L, tyrosine KEEILEERE (TH) 3 X U cyclic AMP response element
binding protein (CREB) ¥& 4 /37 (CBP) BIZFERY YA, # 5 \>idphosphodiesterase IV
FHZE D rolipram & morphine # 5 B B S L7z~ 7 ATIZ naloxone FHEEBE RO FEH
Bl %254 L7-. Phencyclidine (PCP) EHifk 5E AR~ 7 2128 T, PCP id place preference
2ER 745, TH B LU CBP BIETER~Y TR, &5\ idrolipram & PCP% 28 H BIBFARS
L7 A CBVTIE, PCP Z5% place preference iZHE s nizdpoi. LEDRERPS, i
ERRARIIE, BHI FI2—V7 3 V8 I cycic AMP 755§ A RHIEERPTEER 21X
HFE L TR I EITRIBEI NG,

A B B
th #X #§ % {5 B % T & 5 morphine,

¥ 3 % cyelic AMP (cAMP) RASEHS LT
W3 ERBREINTNAEY, LirL,

amphetamine % phencyclidine (PCP) = ¥ h
REWEEYT B L RIS S DY

EYRAFITE, BYORMRREACIS
FEMAKTE LB X A AR ARG 2R
T HAREE BEEROER) 5557,

FYIRAF O eI, TEIEBZIZRT D,

T (EEYE OB, F ORI
2B ZEEORER, FNODBETFOI T
TRy 2T NEOSFEYERNF
EOBACL o TREMIESRLTE .

I D OGO YR D R 121
272 ) HE L - WRR PEREERVES
LTWAZ EATRIBENTWEY, Thb
L, BEYoMbRLPEBMORBLIC
morphinetl & 2 HAMKFEICHAS 73—

no OIMEDE 1L, BHEMRPFUER
HEERBWIERICL - TEFEERBFD
B ET-oTBHY, ZO X9 % i vitro
DHRTH/L NIRENECRETEHERS
BB X LB P E P L TR,
2T, WIEREAEF TR P M
AT 5720, AT I—NVT I VER
AP IUHBREREEROERT T UE
KF7-v Y AIBWTEYRE IR E N
HEE D eI

B.A &
B-1. £ &4

RERRZIL, BRAERBEEMTRERK
2. BEFEBEHELY ¥ —BWrF 1%
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D/AMFIABEIR 2 & IR ER
% - BEER TR OAEBBEIZICL
NAEBEX 77 tyrosine KEBR{LEEZR (TH) &
EFER A, BEAKFEREFEE - WE
BREEEFNERSR REESGHPOW
A —&BIZ L DR SN cAMP
response element binding protein (CREB) =
&% %7 (CBP) BEFERE~YTAB &
Ustd-ddY w7 A (HA& SLC) Z#EAL
7z,

TH BEFEE~ Y AORA TH &I,
40 %EF TR LT

Loy AR, EREBEET (B
m24 £1C, BESS £5%) THEHEL,
EEREIZ 1 RFRILL EEIML L AR, FEERICRE
BL7-.

B-2. ¥ #

Phencyclidine (PCP) 1%, %R KFEEZFE
wINEEIZICER L TIEE, rolipram i,
BHIEBE (%) T hTEW/. PCP,
morphine HCl (B HHE) B LU
naloxone HCl (Sigma) &4 B EEKIZ,
rolipramid, 2% DMSO T L 7.

B-3. Morphine EfHE ST 7T A ILH
% naloxone FREBEER

Morphine (10 mg/kg s.c.) 1 H2ME, 5
BE~7 A ERHFES L7z, 6 HEICIE
morphine ¥ 5-< 7 A {2 morphine (10
mg/kg sc) E¥E L, B52EBEREIC
naloxone (5 mg/kg ip) T H 5 L 7.
Naloxone & 5 E 7 5 BEIERK (FEERE
FE), MECERD LU LAY T8 0
ZIRMO#E % 15 ST L .

Rolipram id, morphine (10 mg/kg/day)
%530 4B 5 B B ARS L.
B-4. Conditioned place preference
(CPP) &%®

- 66 —

CPP ¥} EBIZ, EREVEEIIFUT
VETFTHYAZ EDOTELEGBOTED
JUOREICEEOHEH W/ -ERORER
LA T 7Y NBOLDEERLEY.

PCP (10 mg/kg s.c) # 1 H1E, 28 HE
v AERRES L, BHP S CPP HERE
To7-.

Pre-conditioning & 3 H TV, EEWN
OFTFY RTEBRTLRET, vV A%
EEICAN 900 BHEBRIREK S E7.
Pre-conditioning @ 3 B EIZ, &£HEICHIE
L-BEE2AEL, BRAHEL-HEZ
preferred side, 1 @ FHE % non-preferred
side & L7z,

Conditioning ¥, 6 BEIZE VATV, 1,
3, 5EEIZIX PCP (8 mg/kg) 2 THS
Lir-ERBIIF T F Y FT7TE2HD
non-preferred side 12, 2, 4, 6 HE X
saline P E THS LZERICFOF 2 FT
% B % preferred side ICF NLEH 20 FHE T
7 A LADT:.

Post-conditioning 1%, Conditioning #&7T
DB BT, TT7ARFaF U FT7T 2R
VTR AN 900 B BEICIRER S,
Pre-conditioning @ 3 H B & FERIZEZFEIC
WEL-EBEZEEL:.

Pre-conditioning 3 & UF Post-conditioning
BT 7 APEMEICHEL T 5 B
ik, REEEHRASHO SCANET SV-10
LD 2 HWTHZE L7,

%3 5F Ml 1%, Pre-conditioning B X ¥
Post-conditioning 2 3B v T non-preferred
side IZWHFE L7- BRI & preferred side 123%
ELBEE5VIEEZ ENEI Pre value
B XU Post value & L, & 512, Post
value 7* % Pre value 25]v272{E% Post-Pre
value & L CEFE L 7=,



Rolipram %, PCP (10 mg/kg/day) &5
30 4TI 28 HEESFR®RS L.
B-5. #KstiLIE

BRI, TNTHEH £ BEREBAETERL
7. BoNiF— ¥ OFE T AT, P
(0.05 THEDDERETHD L L.

c.#& B
C-1. Morphine FERF & KTF

Morphine % &Efedx 5 L7-FEER v v A2
naloxone 3545 &, HE5EE L D P
BRIEATE), RUBERERS LU B LAY 178
FREEEICRER L. —F, THAZTEE
vy AP LU CBP BIZFEREYTVATH
naloxone FFFXL BEPIRITE), MKRBORE
EE DS, BaELEBELTARIIRSL
7= (Figs. 1 and 2) .
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L £ o0l T
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£ = % 15
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k- © 2 10r
g oot g k<
Z
L 0 ot
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Fig. 1 Naloxcne-induced precipitated morphine withdrawal
syndrome in TH ** mice pretreated with morphine. +/+;
wild-type mice, +/-; mutant mice. **P <0.01 vs wild-type.
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Fig. 2 Naloxone-induced precipitated morphine withdrawal
syndrome in CBP ** mice pretreated with morphine. +/+;
wild-type mice, +/-; mutant mice. “*P<0.01 vs wild-type.

C-2. PCP 5% place preference
PCP Efir 5 HER T A LB WT,

PCP & place preference % #&AC L7:%%, TH

BEFEE~IABLIU CBP B FERE
< A2 Bwv T, PCP & % place
preference (ZBIEE S Nz o 72 (Figs. 3 and
4),

500r ++ +/-
i
£ W
19" galine PCP Safine PCP

Fig. 3 PCP-induced place preference in TH ** mice
pretreated with PCP. +/+: wild-type mice, +/-! mutant
mice. *P <0.05 vs correspending saline-ireated group.

S00: ++ ' +/-
S a00l 7
% L,
« 100r
§ FIT A 7.
00" aline PCP Saline PCP

Fig. 4 PCP-induced place preference in CBP * mice
pretreated with PCP. +/+: wil-type mice, +/-: mutant mice.
*P «0.05 vs corresponding saline-treated group.

C-3. Phosphodiesterase |V [BEZE®D

hER

a) Morphine BER & {&F
Phosphodiesterase IV FiE # D rolipram

(1 mg/kg i.p.) & morphine % 5 H B HFH
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5 L72ddYHR <7 A2, naloxoneZ &5 LT
b, BHEITE, AHERIIBEREINE
o 7z (Fig. 5).

a0, 251

Ne. of jumping

003 03
Yoh 0.1 1

- g T
% Cantral o olipram (mg/kg)

20} —— MOR + NAL—=

15}

10T

No. of forepaw tremor

003 03
Veh o1 1

Control

Rollpram {mg/kg)
— MOR + NAL——

Fg. 5 Effects of rolipram treatment during development of
morphine  dependence on  naloxone-precipitated
withdrawal syndrome in mice. Veh: vehicle, MOR:
merphine, NAL: naloxone.*P <« 0.05, **P < 0.01 vs
control, #P < 0.05, #P < 0.01vs (MOR + NAL)-treated
group.

b) PCP 3% place preference
Rolipram (1 mg/kg i.p.) & PCP % 28 H [

BEEFE L72ddYRE <7 2B WT, PCP

tdplace preference = FH L 720> o 72 (Fig. 6).

D. ¥ &

W, DFEWFORBIZLY, OF&
YR FE 2 H T, in vitro DR TEY
WA DTRRB XURR A 1 = X 2 OB
ZEINTWE, LPL, INOLOERRT
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N\

% 100} [
=]
o or
-100 L
Veh 1 1
Control Rolipram (mg/kg)

- PCP (10 mg/kg)— Saline

Fig. 6 Effect of rolipram treatment during development of
PCP dependence on PCP-Induced place preference in
mice. Veh: vehicle. "*P < 0.01 vs control, ##FP<0.01 vs
(vehicle + PCP)-treated group.

BN EEFERBIIEOERITEIREES
B9 RBER LB HIZ OV TIZEE S AT\,

FOT, BAIFI-LVTF I OEKEL
BEHICEE L-THEETFEETVAB L
UHiBEAI @ cAMP, CREB, CREZ /¥ 5K
RO BEFEE2REE T 572 0DICCBPER
FEETTATHAVTEDEKEIEREN
AR EILERARS. FORBR, WERETF
BET Y AZBV Tmorphine FHEF HFEKE
BILUPCP FRBHEF IR SN 2D
7. ThETORELSHEORERIL, |
BRI LB EERBRIZEUTO REANE 2
SWb. $4bHH, morphine®d b VZPCP
PEFHSTAEERAI T I VT R AE
BN BEROBIENTLE X 1L, adenylate
cvelase (AC) &£ v 7Y VL TWASE
B2 LTAMPOEEFREE NS, E
£ X 77z cAMP i cAMP-dependent protein
kinase &AL L, CREBIZY v EfEE n,

coactivator W CBRPAFE S L, CREBIZEM
Mein, 25610 VBLSH/-CREBIZ
CREICEAL, BN L2 BEFOEEL
RETH. LpL, BREGCHAL 72—



VT X UEBEIERRRE R RCBP OE HAMK T
LTWERBEFEETTATE, Thbd
BHREERDPEEZINTWE OT, KEYX
EEEN 2o bD E#HEESNRE, L7
o THREERBEIZIE, BAZF2 -
T2 B LU AMP V5T 2 BHRfEER
PEELRREZ RS L TWE I EARES
no.

—F, A+ A FEEEREFTAEEM
T DOE Y 12 morphine ZiRINT 5 &, #
D AC EMWEHI 2 LG A%, FHERI
morphine % #INT 5 &, MENICACTHENHE
FERTAY. SEOERICBVT
phosphodiesterase IV [BZE % @ rolipram @
HEHeBr % 512 X © Tmorphine B X UF PCP
WX T AERFEIRERIE S o2 ki,
rolipram %% morphine 3 & UF PCP 2 X %
ACIEMDET #H06] L7245 R, EHEx5%
W2 AC TEESRENICERET 202 EEIL
kb nEBRbRE,. L,
PCP #5&D X 9 ICACIEMIZHEL 52 3
PiE, SR LI T A LENSH D,

BEm &z, 412, NI TICHF
EWERFHEIZILD 0 vitro THREPF SR
FYREOTL RS & TEEI IR
7z, HtR, A OREFERYIATHEV,
TENEHEZEN, M bEND 5 vidg T4
VWERCEYREOERBLUERA =
ALERBEL, e OEPKFIILET S
HFEHREL TH{FETHA.

E.H = |
AIFFEIZ BT, morphine 3 X IF PCP
FREFERBEIE, BN Fa—-7
U BILU cAMP PE5T B BHREERSS
HELZEEHEEZLTVWAI EPRE SR
7=,
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ENVEXREEBRICEODLIBETRIEONE —ETIEXBROFOFV LD
ANED 2V BB a—D0OT74 A ERTREAOEL -

SR FEE ZAREE  KERRFRFHREFRPIZERFHREREE
LRI E B OEE  RKERREREREZFAFIEREREEE
£ =5 KERRFAZFREFRPIEREREEE

[(TREE]
BHEERESEIZL DN Pur ¢ @ DNA NOHEEBEEMETTHI 2T TIRAMBL
T3, Pur ald, (GGN)n @< DIRLUEF|ZRHT 5 —48 DNA HoEBETH O,
ZDBEFOTOE—FEBICFEL. HEPEFEIIERL TS EZEIENTVS,
Pur a ® DNA #&icid. AREEHREEFILETH S ZEERLEL, D, ThE
HENERBECLVEEESILELHEELTVS, TOREEREERFEREELZE
A, ANVEY a2 Y {calmodulin, CaM) THBIEFHLHER DT, TDIEKD
Ca/CaM—Pur ¢ ZH T 5 LVEBETFRESROFENTRIN. JORPEIEXRK
K BEEFRICBERL TWDAREENAS S, —F, BETIERCIVEARSEHE O
—OT74 A PEMETTRIEMASNTVSOT, Za—O074 A 0E—
% fE % SK-N-SH MifgIC AL, EVEXBLITSIOFY UICLBTOE-FEEAD
BEEARANZEIA, ENERTEAL, FOFY KD 70— EENHE S N,

FOFY CEHFICRETREAZATIERSS S I L2AHLE .

A. BEEER

ENEROREHR G DEE - THENE
CBZERHENTWEDN, ZOAHX
LIFREETH D, &KFF - THERRKRICIE. &
BLEERPOBRENBETHEI 056,
KA OBETFRE D > TWwa e
HLMERBEN TS, HE, LT
OE—% FOTL A 2RERICRET
B2 < DEERFNEGTFREAREE L
TNBI ENHESHIZINTNDS, X,
ENEREICERBDOGIEZNMLTT T

— bAoA U S—EEEERHGTS Z EBA
S5HRTWVS., MEA cAMP FRIIEAO
CREB (cAMP response element binding
protein) IZfEhH 0, BEFEEZHEHL T
WBZENHSNTVWS, ZOZEMS,
B bR OEE-TIHER KL cAMP—CREB
FNERLTWE EOHENHD (3) .
Linl, &1 Pur @ @ DNA ~O#EEN
BT ERFHFILIVEDTE L,
TN EEBELCRFABERL Tna
EETTIRELTWADT (1,6,7,8)
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SEE. ZORFOBRHEEHARE (4) .
—%, BEENEREECIVERMEEE
Doa—DOTA T A NERBDLITEHT L
NESENTWBOT (2) , Za—D0O74
S A2 M TFOE—%% SK-N-SH #iigicH
AL, EERRpFOFYIRIOTOE
—FEEIZEDEIREEBESEZ BNID
WTBRES Lz,

B. Fi

1. EHEY

F 3% > (Naloxone hydrochloride) B
X Dulbecco's Modified Eagle's Medium (X
Sigma #5 5.pGL3 UR—F—RT7 55—,
pRL-SV40 N 7 ¥ —, Luciferase assay
system, dual-luciferase assay system ¥
LU T REIT Promega N SHWA LT,

2. PN T7hTvEA

(5'-CTGGGGGCGCCTCCCCTTGGCTGA

CGTCAGAG-3Y27O—7&LT, I TR
WELHETT 2.

3, N7 & —EH

1.7Kb @ Hind Il FKFEHFOTTAD
—a—OI7A4 A NEREFOTOIE—F
% pGL-3 T N\H—~_Z7 ¥ —@ Hind I
KICEALTSAM5—3arLik. &8
RIBEETIE NF68 TOE—F DHRIFER
4 % Kpnl(-993). Nrul(-328) & Pstl(-
1.25k, -513, -101) HIRBERY A ~ &
pGL-3 TN =T & —DOFREERY
4 k Mlul & Kpnl 2881 TERLE.
Fi, v b CaM I 7O®E—4%® 0.74Kb
iR ® pGL3-ZINH—RTF—THA
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L7,

4. ¥ERERE#E & Luciferase 7 v 21

BRI 10% 7 SRR FmE RS T DMEM £
BT TRE U, 60%OHMRREEICR >
7FREAT.DNA ORI AT I 3%
Fol. IlmlURT I/ FUEETR &S
XX ROEARZEREIICMA T, 1§
Rz vFaX—r L, T5IC2 ml BEK
BPREIMUTCEEL . FOFY 2 REXRY
REML, 4 SEpfEE LR Mgz b
U7y o THBEL ., AR 400 1 1 TEH
fEEZBE LA, 100 41 lucferase 7
wEANT7—i22 0 1 1 OHBEZINA,
luminometer T dual-luciferase reporter

assay system OFWENBEZREL .

5. MEEAAILT T LORIE

HAN—A54 RETIERELEEREZYZH
FIUNAFITATFIV Fura-2 (Fura-2-
AM)E 3 0 R1 > FaX—bt L, Fura-2
PHREANICRDAEERE, AIN-AFTE
2. KCl 4% Hepes BEW T 2 EITE®EL
%7, ERFI ON—REAEL T, BF
BTERLENS ., BN EOESH RN
& (FVU2NRA IMT-2) &7 bRV EH
Wi ARy NRIYEEERE (5 27N A OSP-3)
FHAWT, HlEoPicRRERZRIEL .
[Cazt)i @ _ERIE Fura-2-CaZ*#EHMED L
B L LUTHE LR, Fura-2 i3 Caz»& el
BNEEE380 nm DRHEHFEETRMROD
BIZETEN Ca&fHE9 5 & 340 nm
OBRE R THEANBR LD, HHEH
ST Ca*BERD 2720, ITOR
2 H Wk, [Cli ® B = @®-
Rmin)/(Rmax-R). R :340 nm DEHEEK



ETRT3%HEE/B80 nm ORREETH
T HHEAE.Rmin: §TXTD Fura-2 & Ca?*
INEREL /- EDRE. Rmax: TRTO
Fura-2 & Ca>* B L2 EEDRE. KC1
3¢ Hepes BERICEYEFEML .
[Ca2+)i OEEZTEL 7=,

C. R

1, Pur o EHEERTFOBEEEE
RIARHO LESEZ ., 808, 14>
REHSHL.DNAT T4 T4 AT L8R
WT, BE— N RIZETHREL, 738
HREFARZEZ A, ANED2 U ER
—THBIEBHASMER-T- (L) &
TxZhET7ryO0—ART LME0HEED,
AN a2V ERUNRSY E2RLE, @
IRDOINVED 2 2% Pur ¢IZHENTBET
EZ LD, Pur o @ DNA H#ESES TR X
Nz, TOERID, Ca/CaM—Pur ofFEH
ENTEH5HLOVWEBGETRREERNHSME R

7%,

2. BN EREEICLS CaM BiEEFOREH
Pur «id, (GGN)n ®< VIR U S %385
%5, CaM BGFO7OE—FEEICE Pur
aDA Y ARINREETEOT, £
NERIZED, CaM BETREANZESN
BinEDIM%E PCRIETHAN. PC12 kg
BT, 1M BILEREMICLD 24—
48 BRENZMIT T, CaM B TRENEM
L7 (1) . £, Zo#EMIEIEXR
DBEEREETH- =,

3, FOFV NI KB a—DOT TR

N7 OE—-FEEOHIE
Za-a74 A2k NF) 7OE—% —
luciferase ZRHEFE NI ¥ —ITH AIAH .
SK-N-SHMiigIC S A7 ML=, &
=T
HAMREZELE RLBL ZH lucifease
EHCRE LA oz, UL,
TOFY Vi, BREKFNIZNF ToE—
FIEEEWHF Uz, £/ NF JO0E—%iE
HOWME IIRFEEFEE T, KEE & BITH
HEIHEML . 48 FEITH 50% OHHM R 5
N, MCRIF—% PC12 Milg®
N18TG2 MlICEA LA, FOFV B
KCEINERICL BHEERIIIR S,

277,

4, FOFV ORBRIVA 2 bOEE
NF 7OE—4#HBOdELY OREBEBET %
fEEL., JOFV Ik 2HEEEEICES
TEHEEEPRET D IEEHI/Z. 930 £
THFRT 5 &, basal EREMSLF LD T,
-1600 ;1 5-930 OEICHIRI T L A > FANE
BB ENREBEENE, FOF VAKX
SfICE 5 5 EHRIL. -100 25 +100
OFEZBIIIDIENEBZONE (K2) .

5. FOFYV K SHIEAN Ca D LF
SK-N-SH #iEiZ Fura-2 2R VA EE, B
WMET, E—HROIINITLDELLE,
EBNERBIRFOFY VEMTHANE,
TN ERTIEMBEA Ca OZ{EIIRSNK
Mo, FOFY L DHEN Ca OF
BR7zEmAsA RSNz, LirL., PCl12 i<
N18TG2 MifgTid, FOoFvazkn, #M
JEWN Ca i3l ah-7 (K3) .
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