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o Turing RZEMTIE. HERELELOBRO/SZ— 2 2—FEH LICES S &35 L, BN
VEIBELB D, FEEMEVE WS I Bard DEREHENH S, (Bard & Lauder, 1974),
L L, TORXTHNONTV B ETIVOREEERMBITE L THB L, /35 XA—& A diffusion
driven instability DEFIC KN C EHibh -7z,

o TYHLERY bT~5T Turing 8B —VEERTBRY N T— 2 EF—THMELNBMICONTIL.
Salazar-Ciudad SIEENBZ 2 ER L., BASRBERTERVEEELTVS. TRTOISTA—4
&5 2 B LCBAZIEEIC Turing instability BN EDEEEBRI NPTV O, 2 THO—BEHT
BRICDVTEY T AVOE TCREFERTo 2. ZOREN S, Salazar-Ciudad 513 [BEEERT

ELUTHBRE O DRFEERLTED, 2RI > TRE—VBERINRT IV LSRR E N

[

o FEMOICL > T, BEFEHEERICHEENDA - Turing PREHDRMICEET 2HBHE
FIRENTUVB (Seirin Lee & Gaffney, 2010). LA L. BSIEIEFEOETIVTORIESER i
TV, BEERIIZIZ LA R ENTVEL. BAIEG, B U EBBOR TR 2T, BRENS
BALTLEEEDRAMEDHSRELLENT bl >z, iz, GFP OB DRNZS L
DF—2h 5, NBGEFREREL SEEENNAZIET] LS REEMKIC LEENRELEDNS,

1 Introduction

TDEAFNERT, B DBENRE—VERICED>TVBIARE Y EXRZHE LA, iz,
1974 £ Jonathan Bard NREELZR/IDZ A ML TH S (Bard & Lauder, 1974), FEICEIT 5 BEN
INZ— VRO T, Turing /3% — ¥ ORFIIRER A #ihI % 53TV (Kondo & Miura, 2010), 1952
FDFX (Turing, 1952) UK, HLZISAGINEZ SNTELD, 1095 EICEBERDADBIEEDESZE
ETIHRICHED L LWRAIZBTRE BE T, RLICENORDR T DRMNEET 2 DNMEENC &R
7257z (Kondo, 1995), ZDM., ZORMVEM TR EHLNTVEVDTIIEVD, L5 BEs &< fThh
TEeo TOETIE. ZOL S 7%, Turing 88—V PEYIOERDHRTARYSICEETEZDHDEBICHL
T. B2 TS 3,

2 EREINhBEEOHDORESRY

Bard & Lauder (1974) D% TEE LI, BUBEFTE T Turing /82— V2 EREE, EEH -0 OEED
BEEDZVEE, BIZIEBEDBERHERITIES S, LVSEI3HCLELESLTEE, MEOELDOE
PECRZDT, TOXIHARICETELTVAY, 2V LERLE, CORIIIIEEICEEHI S -
T, 9THRL5IAENS (20124 3 ABAETS I 92). LML, CORITIHENTVIRERS
LFWISE—DETHS (Fig. 1A)e 2T T, CORITAVTVRREHEL THZ, 7. SESE
Rz
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& 1: A. Bard & Lauder (1974) A TOHEFBHR. B. KSHLAV TV 3 ROBL TR,

oY, S 1
ot = l_g'(XrYr - Yr - ,Br) + E(Yr+l - 2Yr + Yr—l)- (2)

LE->TED, L0 RBUIVERNBA-TVS, ThUi, advocation factor £\ > 3BEAH D,
A ZHBGEHICABHICE> TS, CORDPEHEEEFTE, X =Y =4LB>THED. u=Y -4,
v=X -4 L LTHREFELAD THRFILTE L.

v = 3u+4dv—uwv+d,Au 3)
v = —4du—4v—uwv+d,Av. (4)

Lixd, TOIRTA— R TEESBBEREHOTHZ L, BEEDORKEN 0 THAT Lihbhroc (K
1 B)o DED. COFETIE. HEDRABRMBIDELES. LI T LRELEID, HBFERLERIZ
EURV, BONEERLTVAREFERRE, ENEILANTVDE /A X5 BICHBIRTAL—
Vo EMNIEESBEDERTVWAEIDLSE,

T DHRSINEED Jonathan Bard &, FANEZEL Tz Oxford KZFEDTHD PI THS Gillian Morriss-
Kay L E#5L T, Edinburgh K¥ & ORI EEETSREMI TITERL TV, ZDLEICLELEH
BAYZORFHDOC L 2RSS BERH S T-DEN, &L b L EMOBIERIC Turing RZ—V2EA B0
Ti3Wh & BANCEBVDOW=DIE Jonathan 7257256 LV, LA L. Jonathan BHIIBERIEITE S
LEDDLRIENTELE, F5T 5 LTSS Blct I F—%EE 7z James Murray B EiCi@ 2 RE
LTLUEY., AWM ZOHEATIE Murray EADERCBARMICEH DWW Z LicE>TLE ST, KE
#5 LMo 7= Jonathan 1. ZFA LM Turing /83X —VHERIEWMORETREDNTVEWN, VST L%k
EBHILLTWVWE, EHLTDRILFOHBNCH B XS, Fhid Oxford ICHHTER. KIRIED Turing /3
E—VDRERY, RISEOIEERESZEMEEUL T, BEEMETENT S, LI Xk5aTL%®
LT = (Miura et al., 2006) 3%, F0DFEZT % &, ” Turing /83X — VIR BAR 5 1o & EIIRBAVNE
FTECERCHI AN 72" L WVI K5 ZTERLTOTHREELN L, ThiZESRH, #idd
LI ICHE YRS X—F 2y FERAVWTWE S5 LU,

BUICERENZREZ—YDIE5DEICEAL TR, RRIBESBEROFAZERHDPIC, HRERHT
BEZNBEENNVDOAZ T ENTEED. THED FRITES (Murray, 2003). FEEMEVLEVE,
TREDERT A k) A ZDFOZABEBELDORFICE > Tk, BB TIIEVERNRFICHE > THET S
TEhBHB, LI LTHB, BHORMEE LTARLEREDE L Z X/ Z— Y DENDBRZ BT
S HMENT LTV 5 (Shoji & Iwasa, 2005).
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3 SVEALRXYMI—Y T Turing RIZENZH?

fu=0.5,d, =0.01 fu=0.5,d, =0.2

B 2: Mathematica @ RegionPlot3D[] B & % Turing space DAIRIL, 6 D5H%/35 A—Z D35 5 4,
ZEEL. fu&d, ZAEIILTH 3,

HOBAEMZDOIBHTIL BBERL LT, Turing REMFED T LDTES/85 A— 2 EEHITIEE IO
TEEVD, V580855, Bid, BREMIT/ST A—ZEBATRS R E Turing /S X — VidfEhi
WOTEEVAD, EWVIERTHD, HWEIERNERTD Turing /3% — V&, HENEELEV EEE
TEMIEBDRRINEIN B LB DB FRREILT B, LS EDT, BIHDIS A— R DRE+HRM
PBEC DD > T3, V3 Turing B%

v = fuu+ fou+diAu (5)
v = gy + gyv + dy Av (6)

L9 BL, TOFRD Turing /38— BIEZARBE+HEMEIT

futgu<0 (7)

fugv = fogu >0 (8)

dofu +dugy >0 (9)

(Fudv + dugy)? — 4dudy(fugo — fogu) >0 (10)

&8I % (Murray, 2003), T 4 DDRERDMEHEDRIEN, BI85 A— R B EHRISBATE
DEHEDE DI DHERIIEDL BWEDFEAS 7

REENICHR S DIE LA ZVDT, EIRIE/85 A— 2 ZEBTEHD B TT. 2085 A—Z DD Turing
INE—VBERT BHEREZEH L TH, THE, TNTOAMAMNELVKRETSE, Turing /88— &4
K BHERII 1DEEE >fc, CIZFNFEHERNIBVEIRELA, LHL. TOFRT. activator O
HLEURELAY inhibitor DILEUREIK D BIEFIT/NE WV, LIRET B L. ORI BREEETLETS,
BEB% D, LV OREBRNICEBT BT ENTES, B0 4 DORE+HEHEDS B, BED—
D dy < d, THNTEBMICHE DD, #o T, FiEZDOPR D I DOHRERDNUIBVDN, BHID—
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DNI2DODEABDIBEBELHAKREVD, KiZ, ZDODEKOBIELSNKEVD, TEELHE 12D
MET, LI EIOBEREDT, 8b¥T1/41KE %,

TDES %, HHIREDKEL BEARALEVS DRAYICEYEOD, LW #HENDH S, Einstein-
Stokes DX TE X 3 &, HBURBIID FED=ZFRICKLLHIT S DT, activator D73 F&A' inhibitor D
SFBED 1000 ESHVAELBRNEWTERY, LIzA> T, ENEEEELTEE-HIc. TFRLS
DIENRBEICHK D, FIZIE, AIHNC Turing /8% — U RLEMICEEET 5B, De Kepper 53 TASA
DFNDORTIIEEFE-> TRIEEIRT LTz (Castets et al., 1990), THhiZ &> T, activator RO I VFE
DHBEEEREL TTFRC EMNAEEICE o T2 SBANTEEDX I LHREDVFET EHh LV &, RiZH
%, RN OILEMED S FFIVEAFDEL1Z, ~/) VT o747 Ay (HSPG) L5 MilRNEE
ICHES L TEIN 2 755 (Hacker et al., 2005). DR, EMNHBHREDBHIES., L5 L bE)
CHERICHET B, FRAP R FCS SNFENREL TET, HBATOHBE AT I/ ADRRPTES
XS5 TETED (Yuet al, 2009), THhETOERETNVAOEBRNEEMI AT CHETREICE
BENFHEEINS,

COEDGEE LT, APEERZERT 32y NI— 7 D#IL, LW EENDH S (Salazar-Ciudad et al.,
2001), MIFENNDHRESATBIEF XY NT—2%EX, ZTOLRNTLABERES & DIXEISED
B, LS T I LT, mutation ZNFDODERETRTRS, T5&. £TE Turing /82 —2DK S
. PROERFHIHEERICL > TEERERI B BP0 ANRINCHTL 20, ThAHRREIC, BL0OH
EEREROBEZEFMEETSLI L. Hx BEFOISERDFICBERDO TV, LWH Y FUL%
BELR, COFIE. FORETEBICEAIIN TV AR AITGAVDT, BRFEHCM R DEBICE T,
ZD%, KRKZOEASH T OMBEDBEEZ L TVBH, AZE 5 LTE Turing 32— VIZHAWL, &
WS #EEIC o T L E o 72 (Fujimoto & Ishihara, 2008), THUIW o WMAIAEST2DIES 5 ?

BEDEFIDEY T4 T RHEBELTHSB L, Salazar-Ciudad iZITNTORETZ, ELLHLAEVE
BERFE. HEHEOY T FHVEFORCHT TEIEEET> TS, FRIHLT, EAE, $XTD
KTFic. 2 FHEELSEEFOLBUREEH DE-> T3, ThiZ&> T, Salazar-Ciudad DR T, £
THLSBREDIERICBREBEFORTHELRT L &> T, Turing FRERVELRTh>TLEBbN 3,

4 BEFREOBMENE Turing/N\2—2

BEBENRIIBEEYZOIBF TR EISHREIN TV S, BEIKE> T, BEFRERICIIFREENDE
ETBRTTHEND, BED Turing RICKRIBNEZEA T3 Lk TREX (aberrant)] HEEHEL
3, EVSHENNL DR EN TV S (Seirin Lee & Gaffney, 2010; Seirin Lee et al., 2010, 2011), LA
L. ThOOMEIBEHEN T, BEBMZIILALRINTVEREY, TOKHNT, HEBAVEMZ, N
B— VBRI B E S D, OFHCUIE> TEERFZLTHEK I,

=9, FRO (5) Tid. BEEOBAME. TabE/1\X—VOHFEEEIZUTOL S ICET %,

A — dyfu — duge — 2v —dudy fugu (11)
mazr dU . du )

COEIR, EDRGRA—RIC—BKETBEAID? f, B5 g, ETORIGED/F A—ZIZFIFRAL
F—H— LT, d,=ed, L LTzLE, BI85 A— & D sensitivity analysis 2L TH 5o

41 f,

3/\mam _ d'v ~
8fu - dv - du -

1. (12)



42 f,
OAmaz _ dudvgu e
Ofy (dv - du)v _dud'u:;'ugu '
4.3 g,
Omaz _ dydy fo ~ —e
agu (dv - du)v _dudvagu '
4.4 g,

a)\'maac _ "‘du ~ —62
0gv B dy —dy - '

(13)

(14)

(15)

CDTLMN5. activator D positive feedback B (f,) A/ — DHBRITIZ—BH T &Bbh B,

DTENE, RIT 4T T 4= RNy JHCEEGENDA 7= FORICOVWTER 3,

v o= fuu(t— 1)+ fou(t) + dyAu
vV = guu+ guv +dyAv.

s w)m= (5 0)e=(50)
Gu Qv 0 0 0 d,

E9BE, ORI

r
r
~

u' =Aogu+ Aju(t —7) + DAuw.

EWVSBTE T LN TES, RECORIZ., BEEY OBEEEBRFTNTET,

u = eMsin(kz)

LT, (20) & (19) iciRAT B L

Au= Agu + e * A u - k?Du.
Lix %, THIRA 0 TRV EWFEVDT,

M- Ag — e *A; 4+ k*D| = 0.

LB, T2 K2 ICDWTHEL &

e—)\“r

= ——2dudv (d'uf'u, - eAT(du(/\ — gu) +Ad,) £ \/E)

k2

ey
0y
~

B=(d,fu— e)\T(du()\ —gv) + )‘dv))2 - 4dudve)‘T()‘()‘ - gv) — fvgu)) + fulge — A))

(16)
(17)

(18)

(19)

(20)

(21)

(22)

(23)

(24)

35



36

THb, Aid B=0 DRRAICZBDT,

r=_ 1 log(2v —auavjvgu + du(gv — Amaz + /\mazdv)) (25)
/\maz d'vfu
INE Apar THHTSE
or 1 du - dv A
- _ _ mazxT . 2
0Amaz Amaz (T dvfu ¢ ) ( 6)
Lo T,
a/\ma:z: - _ dvfu/\maa: (27)
or dufuT + (dv — du)e'\""“"

dy > dy BET Anaz >0 &0, TOEREICARICES, DFED, RREN 7 ZERT L. Aoy 38T
B33,
RIS, TOBREHEEBRT A=0 DD L ZEHLTHS, 44IC A=02KATHL

| — Ao — A; +k°D|=| - A+k’D|=0. (28)

ZORIE T EEFER, DED, WESHEGROMEN A =0 ZRYZ R, T PRELZHTEDD
BRENWT LICkB, LIeAoT, 1 BRELLTE Apee BAEIKIEBELT, FRERRBIHALEVT EAD
%o

k,2

=1 0.0 -

. :Rr

| 1 ! s

1 1 ! 1 1 ! 1 ) L 1 L " 1l 1 L i
040~ -008 . —0.04 002 i 0.02 A

X 3: BRHENDSH B Turing RORE DR » AL TE, BN A =0 D#ZEBY 2 RIIEL
L,



5 REZRTOEMEhDRL

ST, BIVEDRUCHEBRE LT, ALICEEFRBEIC I DL S BERENDSEFET 200, LV 5[
BRHB, TNid, K3 GFP 2fE-> THEBR S 7 TE XA —TNIHBBICHAIT BT L HTES,

HEUEFERAD COS MFIIC CMV 7 E— X FD EGFP ZDRWVWERY X—% 2BEFII PSR T 2
Jvaryl, Tk, FHENEDOX 3 ICHARRT BHRREEE L, EGFP OBREY u, fifc
ADTeNTZ—DEZR v 2T B, ELENT Z—DB Ao BN SEENAZ— FT 5, 7 FITEEEN
HoHsdLdsL

v o= v (29)

1{t > 2) (30)
0(t < 2)

LD, BRI 247 2T EBLHABPRLICHN 2T B, EVSIKIBEAF IV ADTFRENS,

LA, RRCBRENZT— 2D EDBLBENER S, £T. BHERT M. ERMH
NEBHBRABT>THLRANE D DR E THMNBOMNEHT L1, Fh. TORZIIMRIC
Lo TESWEDLT, ZDRE6DEE 2K D EBMCAZL, e, BHBEDOLEDTLEERS &,
RH2 06T TICEREZBBLTVEL3ICRZ 5,

EMRBUIEHTOT, BETELATURDLICEXZHRL, SRILTHBLHEDFRLREST
ERBHB. HEENDEACDWTE, COXSBEMECESVEET) VI PSRRBEIC RS LED
h3.

ErIMRE (BX(E) 13 (24h) Y15 (4h)
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K 4: CMV 70— X TICD%W7E EGFP % COS MR THRE 87 L TOBELEI L. B4 DMIET. B
ENB2RATRICERT 5. SRFOFHENS L. Transfection T EEAN P LIDEREL TV S,
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