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(telophase I, T [ )A143Z4 H#H II (metaphase I, M)
ANFE B YT EEAATEA R EG7°C L il 4°C PR
b)) FHEFE 0, 10, 30 A1 60 min [R5 G5, AT 5
B, ISR RS RIS ST 1R O RE 4 27 A 1) A 2R/
T I8 T A IR 2 5 3L P R ) S AR D, WFSTER W,

RIS

B2, %510 min ]
T ]
[rexiaiR~2 L ]
[eExarm |
]

]

]

l

[neEmmE
[R2H 35
| R RS
[BrEmRRrR

FEEWL . 4°C UL B AL A R G R R 77 N 11 B BE4T
M, T T AL M T, ML 925 0 A 11 i 2R P A

Pl aE, OP BRI M 2 5 9% 1 v VR RN B B AL VA TR
W5, VR G YRR R B A 3 B S B A LG e
T AR %000 L g v 4 7OV i AR K.
{H BT R ZZ 18 VA v J5 - ML &5 0 44030 % 5 E B
&5 G A Pl o ok P00 T e i R R B 1) 1)
B % Wl 5 70 DA B b (R AR [ -0 04 A5 Tl 5 ik i
HH LR SO R AN A ) B R 2R TT BE S O R A
(A% IR A A B0 3 4k R JBE G 14 A7 U BE 41 g
LE4 K i (germinal vesicle, GV)Z5 HEAARR SR 1) )5 1
SR WAL AR, A AT B REH A PR L 7K A
CPAs (BB MR /N0, L5 s O REA0 M L, ¥ V%t
A7 2 VRIS 7= S (W s i sk /N 22 7180,

G B 1 — Bl ) 2, 7 B REAH A Rk RN
IR Jif B TPk S AR ST R B, AT
IR RS 1) BBk 0 U7 V300 4 38 B e A VR S 4 ok 4
At H (cytokeratin, CK)J 454452 2 5gm, i f
A g SN REAN L AE T Bl E Ak ok R e A T A
JukAshE B AR A M S8R HG, 5210
S5 FATIR 2 A ). SPREAN A FH 4 i v S S e
RIS, KA BRI, AARP, 40
FEUSPUREVO Y B RE AN P R, AR, AT
USRI A ORI U R T B A B . BT AR
BIA A VR ORAE IR, g — D EG IR FIVEMY, DA
) IRE R RE RN TE

22 EWA
75 WYY i B0 2 A O REAR I AL 1R Jif £ 14 52
B A . LR W A A A RGO B

EHIBRAR
[rEmiis h
(BE BB
[z iR 100~250 L
[ax@ms
B
(n¥estsRts
(REmmRS
[ExEsoRRrR

JC_ _JU _JU _JU _JU _JLU_JL_J

B 1 AR A TR X LE

665



Moussa M %5 Wi FLB) 4 5N BEAH R ARG Vo R ORAFRIT FURE FE: AT ) il 5 AR Fig B2

YERL, w51k Be BUBURE AR T, ESS — AR T iEA
Jrv BT AR 7 2 B 1 2 RS 2 R B S 3 o
BT W 7 G Tl L) O Iy =5 4 4= oK P 1
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TF(ATP), LBRiAZE R ATP > S HEA TR IR R &
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Hh 2R AR TGRS B 1E H K 0 A B EUE ATP (193
AR AR, R RE 22 99 90 REAR AL I D AR Y. S 4h,
Vo VR R BRI LR I I UOS, Rk e T LA I
A AN I o A 8 1420 S i 2> B3 A R A T BE I
DURIE W, A7 SERAE B AL ES 1 mmol/L
TR, WY R O BRI L R AR Th RE I 250 Jn S B
JE Iy 5 8 21

3 BHERAEX 5T R
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FIE MO, NMOEEEAI ML mRNA {175
(39.4%) Lb 3 B8 4k ¥4 V5 (63.3%) IR 1. 15 B 35 A4 AH EL,
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(3 A F2OY,. BCL2(B-cell leukemia/lymphoma 2)3&
DAL S S5 4l v T W R sl AR, IR
PO T AL 40 B A7 v 7, 1l BAX(Bel2-associated
X protein) &L T AIGE AN B AL T 1O wFSY R A,
R(Canis lupus familiaris) 585120 A0 /N B G B3 55
I AT BAX FEIN ) RIE A1 Ti B wg Ak
SR Bel2 RAET ik (HAA 55 A R
HaE, B, 64 o9 REAN A 5% AL S U T SE DR (Fas Al
FasL, Bax 1 Bel-2)Z ik _EiPY: 54 AR L, /N
G BEIEAL S5 Bel2 JE DR 261k R 14,

CD9 J& T DY kit i s (B 50, A T/ B OF B
0 S O AR T il OO R A S E A
. HAEB A A LA, R DB AL A v 1) 2P
R E (O GH BE A0 I AE R4 T CD9 mRNA 3k 5%
K. BIFFCN 5356 /0 BRUVE it 35 B89 4 5 10 5% T Ji& F 17 42
T Z A, 4SRRI, X BRAR A 40 A AR B
SR R R R, WSl S . A0 . R
B EYIE G PR DL R I HoRH  35 [R] g 22 k1071081,
AR, BRI E A4 R IG TVE L R0 kA2 TR
KAGA,, T B AL 5 A R B R IR R D R IR
KKHAEARIP 47 268 NFEKAE IVE RSN 5k 5
R 45 22 SRR, KW IVE R iR LU AR P 0 (in
vivo derived, IVV) I i % 3% B A4 5 A0,

AFF 0N 52 6T 33 T3 1 ¥4 145 1) 6 0 3t A 200 7 Al 1t 47
T Eﬂ 7{[93,110420]. ﬁﬁﬂ?—fi@ EE, gﬁéﬂf] 5@1110,115.119125[[%
JRU 2 B A A S AR I DN ) AR K.
I SN R RN N e 1 el TR
FEIRIE T B AL 5 5L DR R 3 Ak /D B A A )
IR, BERE AL AS(E A 52 3 18 I/ B3O RE 41 AR 1)
LA AR g ELAE AP AR 2-40 U R A
AN IR FERRU Y AT B VR AR R 5,
JUBIAFSY 2R 0, BB A0 (2 25 0 AR T R RE I AR ) 2 Tk
AR 2O NS 201 g o ol IR — 3, IX R W B
FEAKT S R A AR SR e m SR . R E B
SRR A XK &R, I BRI T BT o 0 (1) 5%
DAL BRI AR/ R DL 1 I Se 5T ip i 4R T %
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AN PR PPV VR ORAF D7 0%, 51 BEGH i LE DR 2251
{10 R R A S g DR 21 R 4 R 5 2% ) 2 30V
RATAT, DS R ) v N A0 R v R IR A
SRR R

(1) RANZESFE. AP, 50 EREAN 2 i 3 5)
VIR N B KT . AR A= 27 (0 R 25 8, RE
RN A R R A R R R & 13— A,
A0 R R, TR TR, R LR N R
g2 L (O = P S v W == R R B 41 ]
BUATR LUK R B2 KPR, e id, s ]
RE FH T W47 7K 40 17 A 40 L P DK AR, R 4 i 3
PR ISR, MR 535 Pt e REGR
JHLRIE I A R B O 8 B B AR AR A S SR A .
il hn, 75 1R OFBEAM 0 Ll JH: SR 0 5 U 0] 7K RV vk
TR 50 (103235 PE R 75 W L 3 4 O B 40 e 5
HIR G b, K FAGU R OR 37 7038 i f7 BR 1R 47 TS B
GENBIT R, DA, 3O I ) B YA R DR T 1
fik 00 A 2 Ak B0 4 I B K B A b ) GR W] BLAE VS

ORI 7L HNBIE. MR, ERBEMPELRT,

DX 249 7K 23 1 138 B A7 R B 47 7)Ao 53 3
BB, FT DL D b BRI IR ) £ 4 Ak R ]k B R
LFIRR. Sk, (EBRRURV ST ARG, N REAH A VR
DRAP A I AU 2 28 K T L), T AE SR AR IR AN
FERR, R T O IE T O R M S D, 5
32 7 TR P ESRAN I K

(2) HKEZESE. O EEANM LE R R K 2
e (ERE R (K VB T RE 2 T UK AR v
VRBLOE 12 IR DO A7 A T O B I B, o
EE S b Paac R I AL

() BRIz, WSS AR R
oy FIEE RAEW], 2 40 MV iR T DR F S AR 50%
Bk, (L O REAR L AT — RpLes HseAT &4, &
HEEARERE.

5 BRI RY ISR
N T WA R3O B e 1 0 0 A2 35 38, WF T

NG T RS, SRAT T 8 2 98 VR DR A7 T
i, XSRS ) F RO R R

(1) Ry EG DK A AR TR i, BRI I TR T~ 47 2% 32
FRNRHRE. OfF 2 POy (1) L
VAR R IA 2 v VR IR AR WA AT 8 A iy 12Y); (i)
FEAEE 1 IRV VRORA IR - I ), B RIT g4 6k (1)
(KI5 2 UCOTAE, (H A e 7 1 112 AR5
Fig th, P I TR R, N RE A R VR I TR 3R A R
R lr20 A AR IR YN T 10 s 145817, 1 5
— M IR HN AR A T I R 2 B BB R AL R AR S
U1 RE 40 A7 375 20 R0 R Bl 26 A2, R ] g )
i 55 3 2 A Y VR I T o, R A i 1] 1 7K
53 W] e TV 58 A Ve VR OR BRI IUAR, X W) R4 I
YR REAH I P () R A 3 3240, A B, S K i 1]
ALRA LRV PR AR AP 0 LA BB RN, I8 S0 A~ DY
S ZE R IV /A &

(2) N TIEENREF IR R ORAFROR, SR VR R
AR AT W s AR R . bk, &
(ethylene glycol, EG). Hiti(glycerol, GLY). —HJ}&
W {#(dimethylsulphoxide, DMSO). N [ (propylene
glycol, PROH)FH £ Wt fi 5540 JFuAp A Ay v U AR AP A8
FAUOL 2 RN AR, BN R R AP
R RGP, BT LR, DMSO A EG 11
BIEVE, XY S RAFRCR, AR e BEA
i 3 B 0 B 2 8 R 2L 7 o O RE 4 R A7
F¢th, EG il H 5 DMSO g5 & >GR4T T 8
e BE (¥ AR SCRFF 14, it e 2= TR NP0 i g e
GRS R AL WA EG AT PROHL 41 &5 L AE
EG /1l DMSO RCR B4, Xl fig it i T- PROH b
DMSO FEPEAK.  H HT A A BEAR 1) B8 A A H R
HAEFEAR M TR, Ty HLAE A AR AR ) 5 R P DT T
BAT— M. #ilhn, /N O8-F B 90%
VM3, o i 4l 1] 08 M 28 B 1 B ROE S SR
(intracytoplasmic sperm injection, ICSI)f; A% 52 K& JF:
KRE BN, 55 ARAE R R 70 LA B, SR Ak
# 80%"7. TEARIRARAE A R AL #E . ARiBE T
(Ve R DR 7, AR MG ZK, AT B3 K PR E Sl g 2> 1
BEHEA M BEPE RGN, AR X LW il A Bl
T A S AT RS, T R DR A R AR i 55 A
it O BEAI A7 35 2 K s ma P 5] NFIR B O A 7 11
T3 VE S 9 FE PN B BE A M BIR 1) 5y — AR, VTR
oh, DI VR OR AP R B T G R, B R AR
TR RIS I8 2 LR X L &), 9805
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EESUNAA

(3) ICSI VERI KW e 2 NI, A W
FEBRA B RO LURR T A= iR ) L i O i Jy 3 ar
T A BN REAN A A VR R AT i B0 W A AR R 4k 1T e A %
FEKCTT B 1) .

(4) UNBRAN R M T N A R I TR, BT DA
YR 05 HA v BE R T, BUBK 25 4 Mg U4 T Ak
AR A S g 5 U4 B A B 37 9 R o A e A B —
A5 I AR A O A T 4 ] B v
X —1a) .

(5) AR PRI ¥ 1A R 2 B v B A0 28 R 11 e o
SRR . AW an o iR TR o o A Y
(electron microscope grids). JFF 2 $7 & 22 4% (open
pulled straw, OPS). JE J% ¥k (cryoloops) « & 4 g
(cryotop). ¥-7Z % (hemi-straw). ¥& % 2R (cryotip) 5k
B (aluminum  sheets)&%, {3 30 58 A0 W VA AR B
M, AT IR T Bl AN S PR B2 AN TR R ke
1) IR AL ¥4 VR TR L 2 ) BN BE AT Ak A T R
(& 1), ARG AAEEREREE 2), &
PEEACR VR IR RGBS T [FIAE IR B D) (3R 3).

R 1 WILHYBEE L IR0 i O BE AT f S R A M BERER(G VML )
W P RESH Ok & B B 1 FH I 2 4k FEWE (%) vs. Nt B AL(%) 22 Sk
A ARG BE A A IE 48.7 vs. 47.5 [146]
4 R A G B4 AR 1.6 vs. 34.4 [147]
4 J RGN R4 FEL B Y 15 vs. 42 [124]
/N JER N REAN Je I 83.9 vs. 84.1 [51]
bid ARG V) RGN BE4H [ A 2 T 33 B A V8 15 3(GV) vs. 60 (18]
IMII) vs. 20
e R G R 4 W URIR 29.4 vs. 45.1 [12]
WMi(Felis catus) T3 G RET i VRN 36.7 vs. 55.2 [148]
b PRSI 1R R 4T i AR 10 vs. 25 [15]
JK 4 (Bubalus bubalis) FURS IR R B0 [if] 4 2 T 386 35 4K V8 12 (7.0+7.1) vs. (5.8+4.6) [19]
K S R R B 41 WK (2.8+7.1) vs. (5.8+4.6) [19]
&2 WIIYINBA B BEELEHNAREA TR
Yikh YRREAN i R B B A FH 1 3844 I R 45 22 R
4 A OERE A A GRSV AL TS A B A TR AE SN, TEFE R 1.8% [14]
A TR, BN B4 WU AL A= T — MRS T 2L, 357750 5.8% [149]
VR PRAL, R REH L AR PRI AR, FICR N 56.7%; BEURREAIIE, FACER A 57.8% [13]
W PRAL, RN RE R WA 4 SN, WP 10% [15]
£ 3 WIS BB RN EA TR
Yk G BRI R B o B A FH 19 344 I R 45 %2 3Lk
4 R MAZ A AR BRI 0.25 mL IR SRR, BRAF 2 SLABRRENF(25%); BRI [27]
B, IRTF 1 SRR N (11%)
A E 48 ] P4 IR EE YRR 34.1%, T57% 11 AL [30]
A W BRI 18 P fibfk, 7 23 AAREREEE LA, 37 NAEM 4 [150]
A e VA AT 27 % ¥ ST U % [151]
bid BRI PO K 9 HUZMIE YR, 253K 42.9%, P44k [152]
(5.4£0.8)1M(3~9 1)
i SR VR J 0 2 1 SO B A OB BEFAIE GG TR 3R 51.7%, BT IR R IE T EE [29]
K 58.5%
IIES F MLV RN S 1A 391 FF O K VIS 40% (AR L) H) EG BB LE A [25]
(Capra aegagrus 15% (AR EG i 15% (4 FR LL) Y DMSO, 7755
hircus) AP H 46.2%F1 51.4%. SHEE 57.19% % B3
ZE5t
FES A P8 30 B I i O P K PN 56% [28]
KK LBl (Mustela SIS0 5 I 3 IR E VA 2 ARSI R 8 AN EAR, fEIEE 16% [26]
putorius)
MEAEJE (Cervus J\A AT SR 3 AN 0.25 mL ¥k} 3245 W IR 2 22, 64.3%; BRIEAL VA VR IR IG A2 2 [23]
nippon) B 53.9%
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6 HiitHREY
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