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Abstract
The assembly of the microtubule-based spindle structure in plant meiosis remains poorly understood 
compared with our knowledge of mitotic spindle formation. One of the approaches in our understand-
ing of microtubule dynamics is to study spindle assembly in meiosis of amphyhaploids. Using immu-
nostaining with phH3Ser10, CENH3 and α-tubulin-specific antibodies, we studied the chromosome 
distribution and spindle organisation in meiosis of F1 2R(2D)xR wheat-rye hybrids (genome structure 
ABDR, 4× = 28), as well as in wheat and rye mitosis and meiosis. At the prometaphase of mitosis, spindle 
assembly was asymmetric; one half of the spindle assembled before the other, with simultaneous chromo-
some alignment in the spindle mid-zone. At diakinesis in wheat and rye, microtubules formed a pro-
spindle which was subsequently disassembled followed by a bipolar spindle assembly. In the first meiosis 
of hybrids 2R(2D)xR, a bipolar spindle was not found and the kinetochore microtubules distributed the 
chromosomes. Univalent chromosomes are characterised by a monopolar orientation and maintenance of 
sister chromatid and centromere cohesion. Presence of bivalents did not affect the formation of a bipolar 
spindle. Since the central spindle was absent, phragmoplast originates from “interpolar” microtubules 
generated by kinetochores. Cell plate development occurred with a delay. However, meiocytes in meiosis 
II contained apparently normal bipolar spindles. Thus, we can conclude that: (1) cohesion maintenance 
in centromeres and between arms of sister chromatids may negatively affect bipolar spindle formation 
in the first meiosis; (2) 2R/2D rye/wheat chromosome substitution affects the regulation of the random 
chromosome distribution in the absence of a bipolar spindle.
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Introduction

Flawless chromosome segregation to daughter cells during mitotic and meiotic divi-
sion is necessary to maintain the viability of organisms and their progeny. Due to the 
importance of these processes, cell division is controlled by multiple genes (Masoud 
et al. 2013, Zamariola et al. 2014, Mercier et al. 2015). Chromosome disjunction in-
volves a multitude of processes, of importance amongst which is the formation of the 
division apparatus. In a plant cell, the division apparatus is comprised of membranes, 
kinetochores, microtubules (MTs) and actin microfilaments (Baskin and Cande 1990). 
MTs and actin microfilaments are elements of the cytoskeleton - a dynamic structure 
that changes in the course of division. MTs form bipolar spindles and interact with 
sister chromatids through a large protein complex - kinetochore, which is formed in 
centromeric regions (Perpelescu and Fukagawa 2011). As a result, MTs attach sister 
chromatids/homologous chromosomes to opposite poles, while chromosomes align in 
the spindle mid-zone and then move to the poles.

During animal cell division, the spindle is formed by special organelles - centrosomes 
(Walczak et al. 2010, Prosser and Pelletier 2015), in liverwort - with centrosome-like 
MT-organising centres, called polar organisers (PO) (Shimamura et al. 2004). Cen-
trosomes are absent in oocytes of some animals including humans (Severson et al. 2016, 
Bennabi et al. 2016), as well as in cells of higher plants (Yamada and Goshima 2015).

Most of our knowledge about MTs and chromosome dynamics in higher plants 
was obtained while studying mitosis. MT nucleation sites are the inner surface of 
the plasma membrane, chromosomes and nuclear envelope (Baskin and Cande 1990, 
Canaday et al. 2004, Masoud et al. 2013, de Keijzer et al. 2014, Chabout and Schmit 
2016, Lee and Liu 2019). The main structures formed by MTs in dividing cells during 
mitosis are interphase cortical or radial networks, preprophase band (PPB), prophase 
spindle and phragmoplast (De Mey et al. 1982, Baskin and Cande 1990, Hepler et al. 
1993, Smirnova and Bajer 1992, 1994, 1998). PPB is a structure consisting of paral-
lel MT arrays beneath the cell cortex. PPB ensures bipolarity of prophase spindles. In 
plants, along with PPB development, the MTs surrounding the nucleus are gradually 
organised into a spindle-like structure called the “prophase spindle” (“pro-spindle” or 
“polar caps”) (Baskin and Cande 1990, De Mey et al. 1982, Smirnova and Bajer 1992, 
1994, 1998). The pro-spindle is formed with MTs that nucleate from ɣTuRCs sites 
and/or H1 histone complexes on the nucleus surface (Lee and Liu 2019). Motor and 
non-motor proteins (MAP) associated with microtubules, re-organise microtubules 
through sliding, cross-linking and severing into MT arrays, specific to the cell cycle 
phases (Chabout and Schmit 2016).
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After nuclear envelope breakdown (NEB), MTs growing from polar caps become 
a source of interpolar spindle MTs; simultaneously, regardless of the pro-spindle dur-
ing prometaphase, MT nucleation around the chromosome/kinetochore depends on 
the RanGTP gradient or aurora kinase. Those MTs are then organised into an overall 
bipolar configuration (Yamada and Goshima 2015). The mitotic spindle develops from 
two half-spindles, plus-ends are orientated at the mid-zone and minus-ends at the poles 
(Dhonukshe et al. 2006). At the mid-zone, plus-end-directed motors kinesin–5 push 
the poles apart by cross-linking anti-parallel microtubules and travel to their plus ends; 
while at the pole, minus-end-directed motors kinesin–14 draw the spindle halves to-
gether and focus the poles (Yamada and Goshima 2015). The mid-zone represents the 
region of overlap between the two halves of the spindle, where microtubule plus-ends 
terminate at chromosomal kinetochores (kinetochore microtubules) or inter-digitate 
in an anti-parallel manner with microtubules from the opposite pole (interpolar mi-
crotubules). The robust spindle is barrel-shaped rather than fusiform, as the pole is not 
tightly focused at one point; multiple kinetochore and non-kinetochore MTs are con-
verged or cross-linked locally and, thus, multiple mini-poles are observed (Smirnova 
and Bajer 1992). With the start of the anaphase, sister chromatids are separated and 
then segregated to the pole by kinetochore MT depolymerisation, analogous to ani-
mal spindles (Yamada and Goshima 2015). The MT-based arrays assembled after sister 
chromatid separation are called phragmoplasts. The central factors for MT generation 
in the phragmoplast are ɣTuRC and augmin, whereas MAP65 is an essential MT cross-
linker that ensures phragmoplast bipolarity (Yamada and Goshima 2015).

Assembly and functioning of the MT-based spindle in plant meiosis have been 
studied in less detail than in mitosis. In maize meiocytes, a “self-assembly” model for 
spindle formation was proposed (Chan and Cande 1998). Xue et al. (2019) postulate 
that the transition from multipolar spindles into bipolar spindles is a common process 
in both monocots and dicots. According to another model, a specific structure in late 
prophase is a ring-shaped perinuclear cytoskeleton system, which is destroyed at the 
beginning of the prometaphase and forms a chaotic bipolar array which is then focused 
and orientated into the spindle (Shamina 2005). Spindle development in the first mei-
osis of Arabidopsis thaliana (Linnaeus, 1753) is also accompanied by a specific distribu-
tion of MT arrays (Prusicki et al. 2019). A half-moon is formed in the prophase and 
then transforms into full-moon MT arrays surrounding the nucleus. Dense MT arrays 
around the nucleus, called the prophase spindle, are similar to what is observed in mi-
tosis. When the nuclear envelope is destroyed, the prophase spindle disassembles and 
a robust bipolar spindle forms (Prusicki et al. 2019).

The Arabidopsis genome encodes two kinesin–14A genes: Atk5/AtKIN14b (Am-
brose and Cyr 2007, Quan et al. 2008), which affects mitotic spindle pole formation 
and Atk1/AtKIN14a (Chen et al. 2002, Quan et al. 2008), which primarily affects mei-
otic spindle pole formation and chromosome segregation. It was found that Dv1 is not 
required for the formation of bipolar spindles, but is specifically required for focusing 
the spindle pole to a fine point (Higgins et al. 2016). Recently, it has been observed 
that OsMTOPVIB, an initiation factor of homologous recombination, plays a crucial 
role in meiotic bipolar spindle assembly (Xue et al. 2019).
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Desynaptic mutants and haploids are the target of the research of spindle assem-
bly in the absence of bivalents. Bi-orientation of sister kinetochores in a univalent is 
essential for bipolar spindle formation when homologous recombination is absent in 
meiosis of maize asynaptic mutants and rice haploids (Chan and Cande 1998, Xue 
et al. 2019). Meiosis of distant hybrids is also characterised by the absence of bivalents. 
First-generation hybrids between species/genera of different taxa constitute a complex 
organism; its nucleus unites several haploid genomes. Previously, our group described 
four types of meiotic chromosome behaviour in hybrids (2n = 4× = 28, ABDR) between 
the disomic wheat-rye substitution lines 1Rv(1A), 2R(2D), 5R(5D), 6R(6A) and rye 
(Silkova and Loginova 2016). Two of them are significantly different from each other. 
The first type is a mitotic-like division in hybrids 1Rv(1A), 5R(5D) and 6R(6A) with 
rye. Data on MT dynamics and kinetochore architecture in univalent chromosomes 
indicate that the robust bipolar spindle is formed and back-to-back sister kinetochores 
anchor spindle microtubules followed by sister chromatid separation during the first 
and only meiotic division, resulting in meiotic restitution and the restoration of fer-
tility. The second type is known as the reductional division. It is characterised by the 
side-by-side positioning of sister kinetochores within a random univalent distribution 
at anaphase I, followed by the second meiotic division. Only sterile pollen is produced 
as a result of such chromosome behaviour. The 2R(2D)xR genotype tends to promote 
reductional division in most cases (95.99±1.59 and 85.55±1.46% in different vegeta-
tions) (Silkova et al. 2007, 2011). Chromosome behaviour in the meiocytes of andro-
genic haploids of line 2R(2D) (Silkova et al. 2007a) was similar, 98.22 ± 1.46%, to 
that of the hybrids between 2R(2D) and rye (Silkova et al. 2007, 2011).

Thus, a bipolar spindle is formed in meiosis of wheat-rye hybrids when bipolar-
directed kinetochores are present (Silkova and Loginova 2016), similar to asynaptic 
mutants and haploids (Chan and Cande 1998, Xue et al. 2019). Little is known, so far, 
as to how the spindle is formed and chromosomes are distributed to daughter cells in 
meiosis with monopolar-directed kinetochores. The study is aimed at obtaining answers 
to these questions. In-depth analysis was undertaken for MT cytoskeleton dynamics in 
meiosis of F1 2D(2R)xR wheat-rye hybrids compared to MT dynamics in mitosis and 
meiosis of Secale cereale (Linnaeus, 1753) rye and Triticum aestivum (Linnaeus, 1753) 
hexaploid wheat. We did not find a robust bipolar spindle in hybrids. The presence 
of bivalents also does not affect the formation of a bipolar spindle. The main hybrid 
feature was a random distribution of chromosomes in the first division. The univalents 
characterised monopolar orientation and maintained cohesion. Therefore, cohesion re-
lease may affect bipolar spindle formation in meiosis. Hence, when there are no bipolar-
orientated chromosomes, there is no issue with ‘release of cohesion’ and the system of 
motor proteins and MT kinetochores can distribute chromosomes. The minus-ends of 
the kinetochore microtubules were focused and formed poles. Thus, the Anaphase Pro-
motion Complex (APC/CCDC20) is activated only when a bipolar spindle is formed. At 
anaphase I, MT bundles could connect kinetochores as bridges and kinetochores gener-
ated “interpolar” microtubules. Phragmoplast and cell plate development occurred with 
a delay. However, meiocytes in meiosis II contained apparently normal bipolar spindles.
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Material and methods

Plant material

In this study, wheat cultivar T. aestivum cv. Saratovskaya 29 (cv S29, BBAADD, 
2n=42), rye cultivar S. cereale cv. Onokhoiskaya (RR, 2n=14) and wheat-rye F1 hy-
brid (ABDR, 4×=28) plants were used. The parental plants of the wheat-rye hybrid 
included a disomic single chromosome wheat-rye substitution line (2n=42): 2R(2D) 
(T. aestivum cv. Saratovskaya 29/Novosibirskaya 67/S. cereale (Linnaeus, 1753) cv. 
Onokhoiskaya) (Silkova et al. 2006). The line was crossed as female to the diploid 
rye and is hereafter called 2R(2D)xR. F1 hybrids, wheat and rye plants were grown 
in greenhouse conditions at a temperature of 24/18 °C during day/night and under 
a day/night cycle of 16/8 h.

Meiotic conventional analysis

For the analysis of MT dynamics in 2R(2D)xR meiosis, spikes estimated to be entering 
meiosis were fixed in modified Navashin’s fixative (Wada and Kusunoki 1964), which 
consisted of a mixture of A and B solutions (1:1). Solution A consisted of 1.1 g CdCl2, 
10 ml glacial acetic acid and 65 ml distilled H2O. Solution B consisted of 40 ml CH2O 
(40%) and 35 ml distilled H2O. Spikes were fixed in Navashin’s fixative for two days 
and then the mixture was replaced with a new one. The fixed material was stored at 4 
°C. Pollen mother cells (PMCs) were stained with 3% acetocarmine.

Chromosome pairing in 2R(2D)xR meiosis was examined on squashed prepa-
rations stained with 3% acetocarmine. Anthers containing PMCs at metaphase 
I-anaphase I were fixed in a 1:3 (v/v) mixture of acetic acid:ethanol for 24 h and 
stored in 70% ethanol in a refrigerator. All anthers with PMCs at metaphase I-
anaphase I were analysed. Each anther was examined individually and all scorable 
PMCs were assayed (Table 1).

All slides were examined under a Leica DM 2000 (Leica Microsystems) micro-
scope and images were recorded with a DFC 295 (Leica Microsystems) camera.

Meiotic chromosome preparation and fluorescence in situ hybridisation

Fluorescence in situ hybridisation (FISH) was performed according to Silkova and 
Loginova (2016). Spikes were fixed in 45% acetic acid for 2 to 4 h at room tempera-
ture, anthers with meiocytes at MI-AI were selected, squashed and slides were frozen in 
liquid nitrogen, dehydrated through a series of alcohols with increasing concentrations 
of 70%, 90% and 96% and stored at –20 °C until needed. Each anther was examined 
individually and all scorable PMCs were assayed (Table 1).

The centromere structure of chromosomes was examined by in situ hybridisation 
using the centromere-specific probe Aegilops tauschii (Cosson, 1849) pAct 6–09 spe-
cific for rye, wheat, rice and barley centromere repeats (Zhang et al. 2004, Qi et al. 
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2013). The samples of DNA, containing the corresponding repeats, were kindly pro-
vided by Dr. A. Lukaszewcki (UCR, CA, USA). In situ hybridisation with labelled 
DNA probes was performed according to A. Houben (Houben et al. 2006). For its use 
as probes, the total genomic DNA of rye was labelled with biotin 16–dUTP or digoxi-
genin 11–dUTP by nick translation and the centromere-specific probes were labelled 
with digoxigenin 11–dUTP or biotin 16–dUTP by the polymerase chain reaction 
(PCR). The two probes were used alone or combined together in various proportions 
and mixed with blocking wheat DNA. Chromatin was stained using 1 mg/ml DAPI 
in Vectasheild anti-fade solution (Vector Laboratories). All slides were examined under 
an Axio Imager M1 (Karl Zeiss) microscope, images were recorded with a ProgRes MF 
camera (Meta Systems, Jenoptic) in the Center of Microscopic Analysis of Biological 
Objects (SB RAS) and processed using the Adobe Photoshop CS2 software.

Immunolabelling

The slide preparation of mitotic and meiotic cells and immunostaining with primary 
and secondary antibodies was performed according to Silkova and Loginova (2016). All 
scorable PMCs and mitoic cells were assayed (Table 1). Root tips or anthers were fixed 
in fresh 8% paraformaldehyde in PBS for 2 h in a humid chamber, washed 4 × 15 min 
in phosphate-buffered saline (PBS) solution and digested at room temperature for 5 to 
15 min in a mixture of 1% pectinase, 1% cellulase Onozuka R–10 and 1% pectolyase 
Y–23 dissolved in PBS. Root tips or anthers were then washed 3 × 5 min in PBS. The 
material was separated on poly-L-lysine-coated slides after freezing for 15 min at –70 °C 
and blocking for 30 min in 3% bovine serum albumin (BSA)/PBS/non-fat milk. Three 
primary antibodies used were anti-phH3Ser10 (1:1000; Active Motif ), which specifi-
cally recognised histone H3 phosphorylated at Ser 10; anti-CENH3 (kindly provided 
by Dr. A. Houben, IPK Gatersleben, Germany and diluted at 1:850), which specifically 
recognised the centromeric histone H3 variant; and monoclonal anti-α-tubulin (Sigma, 
No.T5168, diluted 1:1000), which detects the α-tubulin of microtubules. The second-
ary antibodies to anti-phH3S10 and anti-CENH3 were anti-rabbit IgG conjugated 
with rhodamine (Sigma, diluted 1:100); the secondary antibody to anti-α-tubulin was 
anti-mouse IgG conjugated with FITC (Sigma, diluted at 1:100). Incubation with the 
primary antibodies was completed overnight at 4 °C. Then, slides were washed 4 × 
15 min in PBS and incubated with the secondary antibody at room temperature for 

Table 1. Materials analysed in the study.

Hybrids / rye and wheat Conventional analysis FISH Immunostaining
Navashin’s / acetic 

acid:ethanol fixatives
Plants Meiocytes Plants Meiocytes Plants Meiocytes Mitotic cells

2R(2D)xR 13/15 2268/7506 9 169 13 365 –
T. aestivum / S29 – – – – 5 151 200

S. cereale / Onokhoiskaya – – – – 6 232 384



Meiotic chromosome distribution in the absent of the bipolar spindle 459

1 h. After 4 × 15 min washes in PBS, the slides were counterstained with 4',6–diami-
dino–2–phenylindole (DAPI) and mounted in anti-fade Vectashield medium.

Slides were examined under an Axio Imager M1 (Carl Zeiss AG, Germany) mi-
croscope and the images were recorded with a ProgRes MF camera (Meta Systems, 
Jenoptic, Germany) with Isis software (Meta Systems, Jenoptic, Germany) or under a 
confocal laser scanning microscope LSM 780 NLO (Zeiss) with a monochrome digital 
camera AxioCam MRm (Zeiss) and ZEN software (Zeiss) in the Center of Micro-
scopic Analysis of Biological Objects, SB RAS. The images were processed using Adobe 
Photoshop CS2 software.

Results

Dynamics of MT cytoskeleton in mitosis of bread wheat T. aestivum L. (2n=42) 
and rye S. cereale L. (2n=14)

Analysis of microtubule dynamics in wheat and rye mitosis was performed us-
ing antibodies to phH3Ser10 and α-tubulin. Phosphorylation of H3Ser10 histone in 
mitosis has a particular dynamic (Fig. 1). At prometaphase, metaphase phH3Ser10 is 
localised in centromeric regions (Fig. 1d, k). It can be used to mark kinetochores to 
study their interaction with MTs.

MTs in wheat and rye mitosis aggregated mainly into interphase cortical or radial 
networks (Fig. 1a, h), pre-prophase band (Fig. 1b, i), prophase spindle (Fig. 1c, j), 
metaphase spindle (Fig. 1d, k) and phragmoplast (Fig. 1g, n). These structures did not 
differ from those described earlier for other objects (De Mey et al. 1982, Baskin and 
Cande 1990).

In the early prometaphase, the pro-spindle structure changes radically after the de-
struction of the nuclear envelope. MT distribution changes were described in mitosis 
of Haemanthus katherinae ( Martyn, 1795) (Baker) Friis et Nordal 1976 (De Mey et al. 

Figure 1. MT dynamics in wheat (a–g) and rye (h–n) mitosis. a, h interphase b, c, i, j prophase 
d, k metaphase e, f, l, m anaphase g, n telophase. Immunostaining was undertaken with anti–α–tubulin 
(green) and anti–histone phH3Ser10 (red) antibodies, DNA staining with DAPI (blue). Scale bar: 10 μm.
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1982). Distinct bundles of MTs are formed, a number of these bundles ending at kine-
tochores in the spindle mid-zone (De Mey et al. 1982). The structure of pro-spindle in 
wheat and rye also changed radically after the destruction of the nuclear envelope. We 
found cells at early wheat prometaphase where chromosomes were Rabl-orientated (Fig. 
2b, c). A metaphase-like spindle was found in such cells (Fig. 2b). One pole was tightly 
focused at one point with this pole being located on the kinetochore side. In other cells, 
the regions with more intensive nucleation and tight MT arrays were also located from the 
kinetochore side (Fig. 2c), MTs being arranged from kinetochores towards subtelomeric 
regions of chromosomes (Fig. 2d). Local MT nucleation sites were also found between 
chromosomes with arms at the sides and subtelomeric regions, which was registered with 
bright massive signals of anti-α-tubulin (Fig. 2c). Inside a prometaphase spindle, chro-
mosomes were moving and kinetochores aggregated near the spindle mid-zone (Fig. 2e).

Rye MT re-organisation in prometaphase differed from wheat. At the pro-spindle 
stage, chromosomes were Rabl-orientated (Fig. 3a, b). Rabl-orientation remained after 
nuclear envelope destruction (Fig. 3c). The loci of nucleation and MT growth were near 
kinetochores and on them, wherein MT polymerisation was unidirectional, from the bot-
tom upwards, from kinetochores to chromosome subtelomeres (Fig. 3c). Such MT poly-
merisation looked like flares (Fig. 3c, d, e). As a result, the region of tighter MT arrays was 
registered from the subtelomere side, no tight MT arrays being found near kinetochores 
(Fig. 3f). Additional autonomous sites of MT nucleation emerged near kinetochores in 
the cells, where chromosome movement started (which was registered by the absence of 
Rabl-orientation). The intensity and density of anti-α-tubulin signals on such sites varied 
widely (Fig. 3g). MT bundles were arranged chaotically in different directions (Fig. 3g).

The later spindle had a form similar to the metaphase; however, the second pole 
was not developed and kinetochores were not yet bipolar-orientated (Fig. 3h). Pole 
convergence took place in the late prometaphase and kinetochore assembly in the spin-
dle mid-zone was completed (Fig. 3i)

Poles in wheat and rye metaphase were transformed into several microtubule 
convergence centres - minipoles (Fig. 1d, k) and a mitosis-specific bipolar barrel-like 
(anastral) cleavage spindle was formed that aligned kinetochores on the mid-section 
(Fig. 1d, k). At anaphase, the kinetochore MT bundles shortened, chromosome separa-

Figure 2. MT dynamics in wheat prometaphase. Immunostaining was undertaken with a primary anti-
body specific to α–tubulin (green) and histone phH3Ser10 (red). (a) prophase, PPB break (b–e) prometa-
phase. DAPI counterstaining (a’–e’). Scale bar: 10 μm.
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tion began and, after chromosome separation was completed, minipoles moved closer 
and banded, forming tightly focused poles (Fig. 1f, m). Mitosis ended with phragmo-
plast formation (Fig. 1g, n) and the building of a new cell wall.

Dynamics of MT cytoskeleton in meiosis of Triticum aestivum L. bread wheat 
(2n=42) and Secale cereale L. rye (2n=14)

MT dynamics in wheat and rye meiosis were analysed using antibodies to phH3Ser10, 
CENH3 and α-tubulin. CENH3 is localised on kinetochores and phH3Ser10 on the 
entire chromosome in the first meiosis, while a more intensive signal is registered on 
the centromere at diakinesis and prometaphase. Transformation of a reticular system of 
MT arrays, formed around the nucleus in interphase, was observed in early prophase 
(leptotene, zygotene). MT polymerisation took place in different directions, a tight 
round-up of MT arrays formed around the nucleus (Fig. 4a) and tangential MT re-
orientation resulted in development of a cortical ring near the cell membrane (Fig. 4b). 
The MT ring shifted to the nucleus envelope in pachytene (Fig. 4c). The MT ring 
remained in diplotene, while nuclei migrated to the cell edge (Fig. 4d). A perinuclear 
ring of microtubules formed in diakinesis (Fig. 4e), the nucleus shifting to the central 
position. MT structures, similar to mitotic pole caps or pro-spindles were found at 
diakinesis (Figs 4f, g, 5b). Rye also formed a pro-spindle-like structure at diakinesis as 
a result of re-organising MT arrays (Fig. 5a).

Destruction of a nuclear envelope was accompanied by its “invagination” (Fig. 4h). 
The perinuclear MT ring remained, but its shape changed (Fig. 4h). After the destruc-
tion of the nuclear envelope, MTs still surrounded chromosomes along the outline of the 
former nucleus (Fig. 4i), while interpole and kinetochore MT bundles developed simul-

Figure 3. MT dynamics in rye prometaphase. a, b pro–spindle c–i MT re–organisation in prometa-
phase. Ovals indicate the accumulation of kinetochores. Immunostaining was undertaken with anti–α–
tubulin (green) and anti–histone phH3Ser10 (red) antibodies, DNA staining with DAPI (blue). DAPI 
counterstaining (a’–e’). Scale bar: 10 μm.
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taneously in the prometaphase (Fig. 6a, b). Bivalents were present in meiocytes at the late 
prometaphase outside the metaphase plate, while homologue kinetochores formed MT 
bundles towards the spindle mid-zone or spindle poles (Fig. 6d, e). All bivalents at MI were 
positioned in the mid-region (Fig. 6f), the bipolar spindle being formed with kinetochore 
and interpole MTs (Fig. 6f (1, 2)). Unlike the mitotic spindle, the meiotic one had conver-
gent poles (Fig. 6e, f ). Kinetochore MT depolymerised at AI, with homologues separating 
to the opposite poles. Inter-regional microtubule systems could be observed in mid-late AI 
(Fig. 6h), which was involved in phragmoplast formation at telophase I (Figs 6h, i, 7a, b).

In prometaphase II, MTs nucleated near chromosomes and on kinetochores, 
where anti-phH3Ser10 was localised (Fig. 6j). Interpole and kinetochore MTs con-

Figure 4. MT cytoskeleton dynamics in wheat prophase a Zygotene b pachytene c diplotene d–h di-
akinesis i prometaphase I. Immunostaining was undertaken with antibodies specific to α–tubulin (green) 
and CENH3 (red), DAPI counterstaining (a’–i’). DAPI (blue). Scale bar: 10 μm.

Figure 5. Pro–spindle formation at diakinesis in rye (a) and wheat (b). Immunostaining was undertaken with 
anti–α–tubulin (green) and anti–CENH3 (red) antibodies, DNA staining with DAPI (blue). Scale bar: 5 μm.
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tinued polymerisation in the late prometaphase and then they converged at the poles 
and re-organised into a bipolar spindle (Fig. 6k). Meiosis ended with cytokinesis and 
development of four microspores (Fig. 6l).

Figure 6. MT arrays in the first and second meiosis of wheat and rye (j). a, b early prometaphase I 
c–e prometaphase I f metaphase I, 1 – kinetochore MTs in the focus, 2 – interpolar MTs in the focus 
g anaphase I h–i telophase I j prometaphase II k one half of metaphase II l telophase II. Immunostaining 
was undertaken with antibodies specific to α–tubulin (green) and histone phH3Ser10 (red), DNA stain-
ing with DAPI (blue). Scale bar: 10 μm.
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Chromosome segregation in meiosis of 2R(2D)xR amphihaploids with re-
ductional division

The main hybrid feature was a random distribution of univalent chromosomes between 
poles in the first division, while bivalents, whether rod or ring, lagged at the equato-
rial plane (Figs 8, 13c). Bivalents formed in 60.35±2.05% of meiocytes (Table 2). 
The average number of bivalents was 1.18±0.06 per PMC undergoing the reductional 
division and 0.15±0.03 per PMC undergoing equational+reductional division (Table 
2). Amongst meiocytes with reductionally-dividing chromosomes, 41.11% of PMCs 
had no bivalents, while 18.48, 28.63, 10, 1.49, 0.29% of PMCs had 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 
bivalents, respectively (Fig. 8).

To understand the meiotic mechanisms of chromosome divergence in hybrids, 
the formation and functioning of the division apparatus are analysed. An analysis 
of MTs dynamics in meiosis, using Navashin fixation, showed MT re-organisation 
in pachytene: first, MTs were positioned cortically (Fig. 9a) and then perinuclear 
(Fig. 9b); a tight MT perinuclear ring was formed in diplotene (Fig. 9c). The ring 
could not be visualised after the destruction of the nuclear envelope; isolated MT 
arrays were observed (Fig. 9d). At metaphase I, chromosomes were in the cell centre 
in close contact with each other, but without the formation of the classic metaphase 
plate (Fig. 9e). MT developed bundles, but no bipolar spindle was found (Fig. 9e). 
At anaphase I, chromosomes were mostly arranged into two groups (Fig. 9f, g). The 
spindle had a curved form in 66.65±3.35% meiocytes (Table 3) (Fig. 9f, g, l) and the 
spindle was straight (as usual) in 29.35±3.0% (Table 3) (Fig. 9h, k) or chaotic MT 
bundles were present in a cell (Fig. 9i, j). Phragmoplast developed at the end of the 
first division (Fig. 9m-o), cytokinesis occurred and a cell wall was formed (Fig. 9p). 
In some cases, a cell plate was not observed, chromosomes remained condensed and 

Figure 7. Phragmoplast expansion at anaphase I (a) and telophase I (b) in wheat. DNA was undertaken 
by staining with DAPI (blue). Z–stacks, confocal microscopy. Immunostaining was undertaken with 
anti–α–tubulin (green) and anti–CENH3 (red) antibodies. Scale bar: 5 μm.
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telophase groups were not formed (Fig. 9n). A MT bipolar spindle was assembled in 
the second division (Fig. 9q), phragmoplast developed after chromosome separation 
(Fig. 9r) and cytokinesis occurred.

Figure 8. Bivalent formation in hybrids 2R(2D)xR. a, c, d bivalent formation (sun) b bivalent lacking 
c The distribution of meiocytes with different numbers of bivalent chromosomes. Rye chromosomes 
labelled red (a) and green (b), centromeres labelled red (b). Scale bar: 10 μm.
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Immunostaining with anti-α-tubulin revealed the specifics of MT dynamics in the 
first meiosis. Kinetochores were visualised using antibodies to CENH3 as a means to 
distinguish chromosomes from one another. Given that phosphorylation of histone 
H3Ser10 residue in plants is cell-cycle dependent and related to cohesion mainte-
nance, we used anti-H3Ser10ph as a marker of cohesion upon sister chromatid segre-
gation and to visualise meiotic stages.

At the early stages of prophase (leptotene-zygotene), meiocytes contained networks 
of cytoplasmic MTs (Fig. 10a). These MTs appear to be randomly arranged and tan-
gential to the nuclear surface, a tight narrow perinuclear ring forming near the nuclear 
envelope (Fig. 10a). Both tight and more disperse cortical MT arrays were found at 
pachytene in different meiocytes (Fig. 10b, c).

The presence of a bright α-tubulin halo around the nucleus was a common feature 
of meiocytes at diplotene (Fig. 10d). MTs were arranged unevenly inside the halo, 
while autonomous circular bright and tight α-tubilin signals were found. As diaki-
nesis progressed, MT arrays demonstrated different shape, density and distribution 
(Fig. 10e – h). MT arrays crossed over each other or were organised in a parallel man-
ner (Fig. 10e). Before the nuclear envelope breakdown, some meiocytes contained 
noticeable triangular MT arrays with one focused pole (Fig. 10h). Destruction of the 
nuclear envelope at diakinesis was accompanied by its invagination (Fig. 10i). The 

Figure 9. MTs dynamics in meiosis of hybrids 2R(2D)xR. a–c prophase I d prometaphase I e metaphase 
I f–j anaphase I k–o telophase I p interkinesis q metaphase II r telophase II. Scale bar: 10 μm.

Table 2. Bivalent formation according to chromosome division type in 2R(2D)xR hybrids.

The mean number of bivalent per cell The percent of meiocytes with bivalent chromosomes
reductional equational + reductional overall reductional equational + reductional overall

1.18±0.06 0.15±0.03 1.09±0.05 60.35±2.05 3.06±0.9 63.41±1.69
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perinuclear MTs ring changed its shape. The specific feature of prophase substages in 
hybrids was the migration of nuclei to the cell edge.

At prometaphase, the microtubules appeared to nucleate from multiple sites in the 
cells and surround the chromatin (Fig. 11a, b). Microtubules even appeared to emanate 
directly from the chromosome surface. Later, we detected large branched bundles of 
microtubules associated with kinetochores (Fig. 11c, d). Chromosomes are not aligned 
at the metaphase plate; they were located close to each other in the centre of the meio-
cyte (Fig. 11c, d). MT bundles elongated and attempted to cross-link (Fig. 11c, d).

We identified meiocytes where chromosomes were divided up into groups as ana-
phase I (Fig. 11e–h). Since interpolar MTs were not found (Fig. 12c), the standard bipo-
lar spindle was not formed and we marked the sites where kinetochore MTs focused as 
“pole”. At this stage, MTs’ minus-ends attempted to focus or were “searching” the pole 
site (Fig. 11e, f, h). Although MT bundles could connect kinetochores as bridges, perhaps 
they compensated for the absence of inter-pole MTs (Figs 11a, 12c, e). MT kinetochore 
bundles cross-linked and grew to the “pole” (Fig. 12a). In some cases, MT bundles did 
not cross-link and were not focused and chromosomes were not grouped (Fig. 11g). Due 
to the presence of bright strong signals of α-tubulin, kinetochores seem to be MT nuclea-
tion sites (Figs 12a–c, 13a–d). In all described cases, chromosome kinetochores were mo-
nopolar-orientated and, at anaphase I, we observed single tight pin-pointed anti-CENH3 

Figure 10. MT cytoskeleton dynamics in 2R(2D)xR hybrids prophase. a, b zygotene c pachytene 
d  diplotene e–h diakinesis i prometaphase I. Immunostaining was undertaken with anti–α–tubulin 
(green) and anti–CENH3 (red) antibodie,. DAPI counterstaining (a’ – i’). DAPI (blue). Scale bar: 10 μm.

Table 3. The percentage of meiocytes with different forms of spindle in the first meiosis of 2R(2D)xR hybrids.

Curved spindle Straight spindle 3–poles spindle
66.65±3.35 29.35±3.0 0.68±0.41
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signals, matching the integrated kinetochore of sister chromatids (Figs 11e–h, 12a–c). We 
did not see changes in monopolar orientation of kinetochores to bipolar (re-orientation). 
Sometimes, chromosomes with two anti-CENH3 signals, from which MT bundles grew 
to opposite poles, were found in meiocytes (Figs 11e, 12b). Such chromosomes were de-
layed on the mid plane after the divergence of univalents with a monopolar orientation. If 
bivalents were present in meiocytes, first, univalents were arranged between “poles” while 
the bivalent was delayed in the spindle mid-zone (Fig. 13b).

Other specifics of reductional chromosome separation include the absence of 
division of sister chromatids at anaphase I, which was identified by the absence of 

Figure 11. MT arrays in the first and second meiosis of 2R(2D)xR hybrids. a, b early prometaphase 
I c, d metaphase I e–h anaphase I i the late anaphase I j–l telophase I m metaphase II n anaphase II 
o one–half of meiocytes at metaphase II p one–half of meiocytes at anaphase II. Immunostaining was 
undertaken with antibodies specific to α–tubulin (green) and CENH3 (red) (a, c–t) and (b) histone 
phH3Ser10 (red), DNA staining with DAPI (blue). Scale bar: 10 μm.
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“x” shaped chromosomes. phH3Ser10 localisation during chromosome separation in 
meiosis I was characterised by more intensive staining of centromeres compared to 
chromosome arms (Fig. 13). After chromosome separation, between telophase groups, 
inter-zonal MTs assembled (Fig. 11i). It seems they were formed by kinetochore mi-
crotubules (Fig. 11i). Phragmoplasts without a formed cell plate were found (Fig. 11j); 
however, cytokinesis occurs in most meiocytes (Fig. 11k, l). Meiocytes were capable of 
progressing through meiosis II. These cells also contained apparently normal bipolar 
spindles (Fig. 11m–p); however, chromosomes did not always segregate properly.

Figure 12. Bipolar and monopolar kinetochore orientation at anaphase I in meiosis of 2R(2D)xR hy-
brids. a kinetochores linked by microtubules b bi–polar kinetochore orientation c thin kinetochore MT 
bundle – like interpolar MT bundle. Immunostaining was undertaken with anti–α–tubulin (green) and 
anti– CENH3 (red) antibodies, DNA staining with DAPI (blue). Scale bar: 10 μm.

Figure 13. Patterns of MT arrays distribution in the first meiosis of 2R(2D)xR hybrids. a cross–link of 
three MT kinetochore bundles, one of them with bipolar orientation b bivalent lies in the metaphase plate 
c, e MT bridges between kinetochores d kinetochores as sites of MT nucleation. Immunostaining was 
undertaken with antibodies specific to α–tubulin (green) and histone phH3Ser10 (red). Scale bar: 10 μm.
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Discussion

Specifics of the MT-based spindle assembly in mitosis of rye and wheat

In mitosis after the nuclear envelope breakdown (NEB), MTs growing from polar caps 
become a source of MTs of the interpolar spindle. At the same time, regardless of the 
pro-spindle, MTs nucleate near the chromosomes/kinetochores during the prometa-
phase (nucleation depends on RanGTP gradient or aurora kinase) and those MTs are 
then organised into an overall bipolar configuration (Yamada and Goshima 2015). We 
discovered asymmetric MT arrangements after NEB in the prometaphase of rye and 
wheat mitosis. The common feature at the onset of prometaphase was nucleation and 
MT polymerisation near the kinetochores. At this stage, chromosomes maintained 
their Rabl-orientation. Wheat formed a pole from the kinetochores side and MT poly-
merisation was towards chromosome telomeres. It seems that chromosome relocation 
and continued spindle assembly took place simultaneously. Kinetochores were also 
the site of MT nucleation in rye; further MT polymerisation had a flame-like shape. 
As a result, a tight MT array formed on the telomere side. Subsequently, the spindle 
assembly occurred similarly to the wheat assembly. Such asymmetry in bipolar spindle 
assembly was registered using live imaging of microtubules in A. thaliana (Komis et al. 
2017). Pro-spindle re-organisation began before PPB disruption, MT re-arrangement 
started from one PPB side (one half of spindle) and then the second half of the spindle 
assembled simultaneously with PPB disassembly (Komis et al. 2017, video 8). The 
same time was needed to align chromosomes in the spindle mid-zone and form a ro-
bust bipolar spindle as for assembling a prometaphase bipolar spindle. Multipolar, apo-
lar and monopolar prophase spindles are relatively common in Haemanthus katherinae 
(Smirnova and Bajer 1992). During the prometaphase, these three types of spindle 
differentiate invariably into the bipolar metaphase spindle (Smirnova and Bajer 1992).

Meiotic spindle assembly in rye and wheat

Meiotic spindle assembly was studied for several species of dicotyledon and monocoty-
ledon plants (Chan and Cande 1998, Shamina 2005, Xue et al. 2019). In maize meio-
cytes, a ‘self-assembly’ model for spindle formation was proposed (Chan and Cande 
1998). According to the model, MTs initially appear around the chromosomes during 
the prometaphase, followed by self-organisation of the MTs into a bipolar spindle 
(Chan and Cande 1998). In both monocots (rice, maize) and dicots (tobacco, Arabi-
dopsis Heynhold, 1842), a multipolar spindle has been found at early metaphase I 
and this re-organises into a bipolar spindle at the metaphase I (Xue et al. 2019). The 
authors postulate that the transition from multipolar spindles into bipolar spindles is a 
common process in both monocots and dicots (Xue et al. 2019). According to another 
model, the MTs’ perinuclear ring is the structure specific to the late prophase (Shamina 
2005). At the beginning of the prophase, the ring degrades. MTs interact with chro-
mosome kinetochores and with each other and form a chaotic bipolar array which is 
then focused and orientated into the spindle (Shamina 2005). Spindle development 
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in the first A. thaliana meiosis is accompanied by a specific arrangement of MT arrays 
(Prusicki et al. 2019). Half-moon MT arrays are found in late prophase and these are 
later transformed into full-moon ones surrounding the nucleus. The tightening of MT 
arrays around the nucleus was called the “prophase spindle”, similar to what is observed 
in mitosis. When a nuclear envelope degrades, the prophase spindle is then disassem-
bled and a robust bipolar spindle is formed (Prusicki et al. 2019).

We found in wheat that the prophase MTs arranged similarly to that which was 
described by Shamina (2005). A perinuclear ring also formed at diakinesis; then, 
however, the MTs that form the ring re-orientated and structures that looked like 
mitotic pole caps or pro-spindle developed. In rye diakinesis, MTs arrays formed a 
diamond-shape prophase spindle, similar to the pro-spindle of A. thaliana (Prusicki et 
al. 2019). Rye and wheat showed simultaneous development of interpolar and kine-
tochore MT bundles in the prometaphase. We did not find multipolar spindles either 
in the later prometaphase or in the early metaphase. Perhaps, assembly of the meiotic 
spindle in wheat and rye occurs similarly to the mitotic spindle assembly, while the 
pro-spindle “poles” mark the sites of future poles of the metaphase spindle. In plant 
mitosis, ɣ-tubulin exhibits bipolar localisation from prophase to anaphase (Binarová et 
al. 2000). TPX2 participates in the pro-spindle formation; it concentrates in the polar 
caps (Vos et al. 2008).

The function of Anaphase Promotion Complex APC/Ccdc20 fails in 2R(2D)
xR hybrids

Chromosome separation in normal meiosis I has its specifics. Single DNA replication 
occurs in the S-phase, when DNA copies (sister chromatids) are captured by a ring-
shaped protein complex called cohesin. In the meiosis I prophase, homologues pair 
and become joined by a synaptonemal complex and then exchange DNA reciprocally 
during crossover recombination, forming chiasms (Petronczki et al. 2003, Zamariola et 
al. 2014, Ohkura 2015, Zickler and Kleckner 2016). MTs of a meiotic spindle estab-
lish attachments to the bivalents. Two sister kinetochores of each homologue are cap-
tured by the same pole, not by opposite poles as occurs during meiosis II and mitosis. 
As soon as bipolar homologue attachment takes place and bivalents align on the meta-
phase plane, meiotic cohesion between chromosome arms is destroyed, allowing the 
homologues to segregate at the opposite poles (Petronczki et al. 2003, Ohkura 2015). 
Two sister kinetochores of each homologue remain tethered by the surviving cohesin 
complexes before meiosis II. In meiosis II, sister kinetochores are captured by the op-
posite poles and move apart when the remaining cohesin complexes are destroyed.

Random distribution of chromosomes in meiosis I of 2R(2D)xR hybrids was char-
acterised by monopolar kinetochore orientation and their side-by-side geometry, as 
well as maintained cohesion between sister chromatids in the anaphase. Normally, 
absence of bipolar attachments of kinetochores and their tension between the poles 
cause an anaphase delay due to insertion of a spindle assembly checkpoint (SAC). 
Components of this complex include evolutionally conservative proteins Chromo-
some Passenger Complex (CPC): the Ser/Thr kinases monopolar spindle 1 (MPS1), 
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Aurora B and Budding Uninhibited by Benomyl 1 (BUB1) and BUB3 and the non-
kinase components Mitotic Arrest Deficient 1 (MAD1), MAD2, BUB1 Related kinase 
1 (BUBR1), Cell Division Cycle 20 (CDC20) (Kang and Yu 2009, Lara-Gonzalez et 
al. 2012, Zamariola et al. 2014). All these proteins localise to unattached kinetochores 
and generate a kinetochore signal that inhibits the anaphase-promoting complex/cy-
closome. APC/CCDC20 remains inactive until all sister chromatids are attached to the 
mitotic spindle and under tension indicating an equal alignment of the chromosomes 
in the metaphase plate (Kang and Yu 2009, Lara-Gonzalez et al. 2012, Wijnker and 
Schnittger 2013). APC/C is activated twice in meiosis: at anaphase I and anaphase II 
(Yamamoto et al. 2008).

Absence of APC/C activity can be one of the reasons for chromosome separation 
with monopolar orientation and maintaining cohesion with sister chromatids. APC/C 
can be inactive due to the absence or disrupted signal transfer from SAC proteins. 
Homologues of SAC proteins are involved in plant meiosis, including maize MAD2 
(Yu et al. 1999), rice BRK1 (BUBR1) (Wang et al. 2012) and A. thaliana Aurora kinas-
es (Demidov et al. 2014). MAD2 localises on an outer kinetochore and is necessary for 
sensing the amount of tension at a kinetochore (Yu et al. 1999). MAD2 plays the key 
role in SAC, since it bonds with CDC20 on a kinetochore with abnormal attachment 
to MTs (Kang and Yu 2009, Lara-Gonzalez et al. 2012). It is known that to activate 
APC/C, one of the two CDC20 or Cdh1 co-factors is necessary (Lara-Gonzalez et al. 
2012). In wheat, the MAD2 gene is mapped on the chromosomes of the 2nd homoe-
ologous group (Kimbara et al. 2004). It is assumed that MAD2 protein is involved in 
SAC control in wheat mitosis as, in the course of colchicine treatment of dividing cells, 
MAD2 remains on kinetochores in the metaphase, but normally it is absent (Kimbara 
et al. 2004). Perhaps, the genotype of the disomic substitution line 2R(2D), used in 
rye crossing, has the MAD2 gene. In this case, MAD2 protein in the complex with 
CDC20 is presumably localised on kinetochores and, in the absence of kinetochore 
tension due to its monopolar orientation, the MAD2/CDC20 complex is maintained 
and APC/C is not activated. As a result, the cohesion between the kinetochores and 
arms of sister chromatids does not cleave.

Otherwise, release of cohesion may also be impossible due to activation of Aurora 
B kinase. Aurora B controls multiple aspects of cell division and plays a key role in 
bipolar spindle assembly (Zhang and Dawe 2011, Joukov 2011). H3Ser10 histone in 
plants is a substrate of AtAurora3 (Kawabe et al. 2005) and it is shown that phH3Ser10 
and AtAurora3 are localised in centromeric regions of mitotic chromosomes (Demidov 
et al. 2005). For most plant species, phosphorylation of H3Ser10 is typical for only 
pericentromeric regions in mitosis and the second division of meiosis and along the 
entire length of the chromosomes in the first meiotic division (Loginova and Silkova 
2017). Based on these data, a conclusion is reached that localisation of phH3Ser10 in 
plants is associated with maintained cohesion (Kaszas and Cande 2000, Manzanero 
et al. 2000, Houben et al. 2007). Therefore, phosphorylation of H3Ser10 can indi-
cate involvement of Aurora3 (Aurora B) in maintaining cohesion on kinetochores. In 
2R(2D)xR hybrids, maintaining cohesion was identified indirectly by localisation of 
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phH3Ser10 along all chromosomes (Fig. 13). phH3Ser10 localisation during chro-
mosome separation in meiosis I was characterised by more intensive staining of cen-
tromeres compared to chromosome arms (Fig. 13). Probably, Aurora-kinase is localised 
on monopolar-orientated kinetochores and cohesion is maintained. It turned out that 
the CDC20, APC/C co-factor, regulates Aurora localisation on chromosomes in meio-
sis of Arabidopsis (Niu et al. 2015). Abnormal distribution of H3Ser10 and H3Thr3 
histones, phosphorylated with Aurora-kinase, is found in meiocytes of cdc20.1 mutant 
(Niu et al. 2015). In meiosis of cdc20.1 mutants, chromosomes align asynchronously 
and segregate unequally and the metaphase I spindle has aberrant morphology (Niu 
et al. 2015). These findings indicate the involvement of CDC20.1 in SAC-dependent 
segregation of meiotic chromosomes (Niu et al. 2015).

On the other hand, why are monopolar-orientated kinetochores in 2R(2D)xR 
hybrids unable to re-orientate bipolarly at metaphase I? Bi-orientation of sister kine-
tochores in a univalent is essential for bipolar spindle formation when homologous 
recombination is absent (Chan and Cande 1998, Xue et al. 2019). We found bipolar 
orientation in hybrids with 1Rv(1A)xR, 5R(5D)xR and 6R(6A)xR lines (Silkova and 
Loginova 2016). In 2R(2D)xR meiocytes, there were only rare univalents on the mid 
section with two CENH3 signals and bipolar orientated MT bundles or univalents 
near poles had extended kinetochores (dumb-bells) and two attached MT bundles. 
What can affect the inability of kinetochores for bipolar re-orientation? The reasons 
for the monopolar orientation in 2R(2D)xR hybrids may be the formation of the 
MIS12 – NDC80 bridge at the kinetochore (Li and Dawe 2009) plus the protec-
tion of centromeric cohesion of univalents by SGO1 from destruction (Kitajima et al. 
2004, Zamariola et al. 2013). SGO1 recruits PP2A at centromeres to dephosphorylate 
REC8, making it resistant to separase cleavage.

Apart from CPC proteins, γ-tubulin complex protein 3–interacting proteins 
(GIPs) are essential for the proper recruitment and/or stabilisation of centromeric pro-
teins, as well as for centromeric cohesion in somatic cells (Batzenschlager et al. 2015).

The bipolar spindle in meiosis of asynaptic mutants of maize and rice haploids 
is formed regardless of the presence of bivalents (Chan and Cande 1998, Xue et al. 
2019). On the contrary, in 2R(2D)xR hybrids, a bipolar spindle is not formed in the 
presence of bivalents. Therefore, cohesion release, but not the presence of bivalents, 
may affect bipolar spindle formation in meiosis. Cohesion between univalent arms and 
sister chromatids of bivalents can be maintained due to the CDC20 co-factor related to 
CPC proteins, while cohesion in the centromeric region may be protected by SGO1.

Chromosome segregation without bipolar spindle in 2R(2D)xR hybrids

MT arrangements throughout prophase in 2R(2D)xR hybrids deviated from the 
norm. The main features were nucleus migration at all stages of prophase and uneven 
distribution of cortical MTs. MTs formed a triangular pro-spindle in diakinesis and 
bright tight signals of α-tubulin were localised in the triangle angles, perhaps at the 
sites of MT nucleation. At the prometaphase, the microtubules appeared to nucleate 
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from kinetochores and to surround the chromatin. MT bundles were evident from the 
chromosome mass at metaphase I. Zhang and Dawe (2011) have also observed small 
kinetochore fibres in barley (Hordeum vulgare Linnaeus, 1753), formed immediately 
after NEB, suggesting that plant kinetochores may initiate their own kinetochore fi-
bres early in the prometaphase. Many proteins involved in MT nucleation and spindle 
assembly interact with kinetochores. It has been demonstrated that RanGAP1 associ-
ates with kinetochores in mitosis (Lipka et al. 2015). TPX2 may both catalyse new MT 
nucleation from ɣ-TuRCs around chromatin in a GTP-Ran dependent pathway and 
stabilise kinetochore fibres (Aguirre-Portoles et al. 2012). In meristem cells of Vicia 
faba (Linnaeus, 1753), an association of ɣ-tubulin with kinetochores and kinetochore 
fibres has been described after release from amiprophos-methyl treatments (antimi-
crotubular drugs) and on isolated chromosomes (Binarova et al. 1998), suggesting the 
possibility of MT nucleation at kinetochores.

It is also unclear why the metaphase I stage was not blocked. On the contrary, a 
tight chromosome mass with protuberant MT bundles was able to arrange chromo-
somes. Perhaps, when there are no bipolar-orientated chromosomes, there is no issue 
with ‘release of cohesion’ and the system of motor proteins and MT kinetochores can 
arrange chromosomes in 2R(2D)xR hybrids. At the beginning of anaphase I, uni-
valents of 2R(2D)xR hybrids were arranged mainly into two groups and their kine-
tochore MTs cross-linked and focused. The single MT bundle was polymerised on ki-
netochores and inter-regional MT arrays were not present. Few interpolar microtubule 
bundles could be found in meiocytes, which were very thin compared to massively-
wide MT bundles of kinetochores. Kinetochore MT bundles could be generated by 
the γ-TuRC-Augmin-mediated nucleation (Murata and Hasebe 2007, Lee et al. 2017). 
Chromosome separation and spindle poles focusing could occur through the function-
ing of kinesin–14A motor protein. The Arabidopsis kinesin–14A Atk1/AtKIN14a is 
involved in the assembly of the meiotic spindle and is needed for organising MTs at 
the two poles at metaphase and anaphase I and II (Chen et al. 2002) and the divergent 
spindle–1(dv1) gene encodes kinesin–14A that is specifically required for focusing the 
spindle pole to a fine point (Higgins et al. 2016).

A cell plate is formed after chromosome separation in a plant cell (De Storme and 
Geelen 2013). The cell plate is synthesised by a specialised structure called the phrag-
moplast, which consists of microtubules, actin filaments, membrane compartments 
and associated proteins (Murata et al. 2013, Smertenko et al. 2018). The phragmo-
plast forms between daughter nuclei during the transition from anaphase to telophase 
and originates from the remnants of the central spindle (Seguí-Simarro et al. 2007, 
Murata et al. 2013). The cases of Arabidopsis and Physcomitrella paten (Hedwig, 1801) 
moss show that MAP65 isotypes are localised in the mid-zone, where they stabilise the 
phragmoplast structure by cross-linking anti-parallel microtubules (Smertenko et al. 
2000, Muller et al. 2004, Van Damme et al. 2004, Kosetsu et al. 2017), which pre-
sumes the need for anti-parallel microtubules to build phragmoplast.

MT bundles linking kinetochores were found at anaphase I of 2R(2D)xR between 
separated chromosome groups. Probably those MT arrays replaced inter-zonal MTs, 
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as the bipolar spindle did not assemble in hybrids. Despite the absence of anti-par-
allel microtubules, a phragmoplast formed after chromosome separation. According 
to Smertenko et al. (2018), three zones form with distinct patterns of microtubule 
behaviour in the phragmoplast: the outer leading zone, the transition zone and an 
inner lagging zone. New MTs are formed in the outer leading zone; here cell plate as-
sembly is initiated. A cell plate acquires the standard appearance in the transition zone 
through vesicle joining and migrating; the balance of microtubule polymerisation and 
depolymerisation is maintained here. In the inner lagging zone, the cell plate is practi-
cally formed and microtubules are depolymerised. As cytokinesis progresses and the 
phragmoplast array expands, microtubules are lost from the central region of the cell. 
Phragmoplast formation in hybrids, however, was delayed; it was found only in telo-
phase and not in all meiocytes at the same time. Meiocytes were found where the lead-
ing edge of the phragmoplast reached the plasma membrane, but in a lagging zone, a 
cell plate was not formed. Nevertheless, phragmoplast was present in most cases, since 
96% of meiocytes had tetrads at telophase II (Silkova et al. 2011). In wheat male meio-
sis, cytokinesis is successive, when each meiotic cell division is directly followed by a 
cytokinesis. Dyads are generated after meiosis I and tetrads are formed after meiosis II.

It is conceivable, perhaps, that replacing inter-zonal microtubules with the kine-
tochore ones in hybrids assumes another way/regulation of phragmoplast formation. 
Anti-parallel microtubules in normal meiosis constitute a phragmoplast “blank” and 
their absence in hybrids delays and interrupts phragmoplast expansion. However, mei-
ocytes in meiosis II contained apparently normal bipolar spindles.

Conclusions

Currently there is no universal model of spindle formation in plant meiosis. We discov-
ered new structures in wheat and rye meiotic prophase and preprophase spindle. Based 
on it, we propose that chromatin– and pro-spindle-based cooperative mechanisms are 
needed to form a bipolar spindle in meiosis. Spindle assembly and pole marking in 
meiosis I take place similarly to mitosis. Probably, location sites of polar caps, for ex-
ample, through ɣ-tubulin (Binarová et al. 2000, Canaday et al. 2004), retain memory 
to organise MTs in poles and their focusing.

Bipolar spindle in meiosis of asynaptic mutants of maize and rice haploids is formed 
regardless of the presence of bivalents (Chan and Cande 1998, Xue et al. 2019). On 
the contrary, in 2R(2D)xR hybrids, a bipolar spindle is not formed in the presence 
of bivalents. Therefore, cohesion release, but not the presence of bivalents, may affect 
bipolar spindle formation in meiosis. An anaphase promotion complex is activated 
only when a bipolar spindle is formed. Based on current data on the regulation of 
chromosome distribution during cell division, the sequence of possible events and 
their participants during chromosome segregation in the first meiosis of 2R(2D)xR 
amphihaploids can be represented as follows. At the prometaphase, the MAD2 protein 
in the complex with CDC20 is localised on kinetochores and MTs nucleate around 
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the chromosome/kinetochore (nucleation depends on RanGTP gradient or aurora ki-
nase). Only kinetochore MT bundles polymerise. In the absence of kinetochore ten-
sion due to its monopolar orientation, the MAD2/CDC20 complex is maintained. 
Aurora-kinase is localised on monopolar-orientated kinetochores. APC/C is not acti-
vated. Overall, the cohesion between the kinetochores and arms of sister chromatids 
does not cleave and cohesion is maintained. Thus, cohesion between univalent arms 
can be maintained due to the CDC20 co-factor related to CPC proteins, while cohe-
sion in the centromeric region may be protected by SGO1. At anaphase I, univalents 
separate and their kinetochore microtubules are cross-linked and focused through the 
functioning of the kinesin–14A motor protein. At telophase I, kinetochore MT arrays 
replaced inter-zonal MTs and phragmoplast formation must be modified.

Acknowledgements

This research was funded by the Russian Foundation for Basic Research (17–04–
01014). The preparation of results for the work was carried out in the Joint Access 
Center for Microscopy Analysis of Biological Objects (SB RAS) and the Joint Access 
Center for Artificial Plant Cultivation (IC&G SB RAS) and financed by the IC&G 
Budgetary Project No. 0324–2019–0039–C–01.

References

Aguirre-Portoles C, Bird A, Hyman A, Canamero M, Perez de Castro I, Malumbres M (2012) 
Tpx2 controls spindle integrity, genome stability, and tumor development. Cancer Re-
search 72(6): 1518–1528. https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-11-1971

Ambrose JC, Cyr R (2007) The Kinesin ATK5 functions in early spindle assembly in Arabidopsis. The 
Plant Cell. 19(1): 226–236. http://www.plantcell.org/lookup/doi/10.1105/tpc.106.047613

Baskin TI, Cande WZ (1990) The structure and function of the mitotic spindle in flowering 
plants. Annual Review of Plant Physiology and Plant Molecular Biology 41: P277–315. 
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.pp.41.060190.001425

Batzenschlager M, Lermontova I, Schubert V, Fuchs J, Berr A, Koini MA, Houlné G, Herzog 
E, Rutten T, Alioua A, Fransz P, Schmit AC, Chabouté ME (2015) Arabidopsis MZT1 
homologs GIP1 and GIP2 are essential for centromere architecture. Proceedings of the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 112(28): 8656–8660. https://
doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1506351112

Bennabi I, Terret ME, Verlhac MH (2016) Meiotic spindle assembly and chromo-
some segregation in oocytes. Journal of Cell Biology 215(5): 611–619. https://doi.
org/10.1002/9780470687970.ch10

Binarová P, Cenklová V, Hause B, Kubátová E, Lysák M, Dolezel J, Bögre L, Dráber P (2000) 
Nuclear γ-tubulin during acentriolar plant mitosis. The Plant Cell 12(3): 433–42. https://
doi.org/10.1105/tpc.12.3.433

https://doi.org/10.1158/0008-5472.CAN-11-1971
http://www.plantcell.org/lookup/doi/10.1105/tpc.106.047613
http://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.pp.41.060190.001425
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1506351112
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1506351112
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470687970.ch10
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470687970.ch10
https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.12.3.433
https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.12.3.433


Meiotic chromosome distribution in the absent of the bipolar spindle 477

Binarova P, Hause B, Dolezel J, Draber P (1998) Association of gamma-tubulin with kine-
tochore/centromeric region of plant chromosomes. The Plant Journal 14(6): 751–757. 
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-313×.1998.00166.x

Canaday J, Brochot AL, Seltzer V, Herzog E, Evrard JL, Schmit AC (2004) Microtubule assem-
bly in higher plants. In: Pandalai SG (Eds), Recent Research Developments in Molecular 
Biology, Research Signpost, Trivandrum, India, 103–119 https://www.researchgate.net/
publication/230817995

Chabout ME, Schmit AC Unique characteristics of cell division in vascular plants. (2016) In: 
Encyclopedia of Life Sciences. John Wiley & Sons Ltd (Eds): Chichester, 1–8. https://doi.
org/10.1002/9780470015902.a0001686.pub3

Chan A, Cande WZ (1998) Maize meiotic spindles assemble around chromatin and do not 
require paired chromosomes. Journal of Cell Silences 111(23): 3507–3515. https://jcs.
biologists.org/content/111/23/3507

Chen C, Marcus A, Li W, Hu Y, Calzada JP, Grossniklaus U, Cyr RJ, Ma H (2002) The Arabi-
dopsis ATK1 gene is required for spindle morphogenesis in male meiosis. Development. 
129(10): 2401–2409. https://dev.biologists.org/content/129/10/2401

de Keijzer J, Mulder BM, Janson ME (2014) Microtubule networks for plant cell division. Sys-
tems and Synthetic Biology 8(3): 187–194. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11693-014-9142-x

De Mey J, Lambert AM, Bajer AS, Moeremans M, De Brabander M (1982) Visualization of 
microtubules in interphase and mitotic plant cells of Haemanthus endosperm with the 
immuno-gold staining method. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the 
United States of America 79(6): 1898–1902. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.79.6.1898

De Storme N, Geelen D (2013) Cytokinesis in plant male meiosis. Plant Signaling and Behav-
ior 8: e23394. http://doi.org/10.4161/psb.23394

Demidov D, Van Damme D, Geelen D, Blattner FR, Houben A (2005) Identification and 
dynamics of two classes of aurora-like kinases in Arabidopsis and other plants. The Plant 
Cell. 17(3): 836–848. https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.104.029710

Demidov D, Lermontova I, Weiss O, Fuchs J, Rutten T, Kumke K, Sharbel TF, Van Damme D, 
De Storme N, Geelen D, Houben A (2014) Altered expression of Aurora kinases in Arabi-
dopsis results in aneu– and polyploidization. The Plant Journal 80(3): 449–461 https://doi.
org/10.1111/tpj.12647

Dhonukshe P, Vischer N, Gadella T (2006) Contribution of microtubule growth polarity and 
flux to spindle assembly and functioning in plant cells. Journal of Cell Science 119(15): 
3193–3205. https://doi.org/10.1242/jcs.03048

Hepler PK, Cleary AL, Gunning BES, Wadsworth P, Wasteneys GO, Zhang DH (1993) Cy-
toskeletal dynamics in living plant cells. Cell Biology International 17(2): 127–142. htt-
ps://doi.org/10.1006/cbir.1993.1050

Higgins DM, Nannas NJ, Dawe RK (2016) The Maize Divergent spindle–1 (dv1) gene encodes 
a kinesin–14A motor protein required for meiotic spindle pole organization. Frontiers in 
Plant Sciences 7: 1277. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2016.01277

Houben A, Demidov D, Caperta AD, Karimi R, Agueci F, Vlasenko L (2007) Phosphoryla-
tion of histone H3 in plants—a dynamic affair. Biochimica et Biophysica Acta 1769(5–6): 
308–315. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbaexp.2007.01.002

https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-313%C3%97.1998.00166.x
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/230817995
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/230817995
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470015902.a0001686.pub3
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470015902.a0001686.pub3
https://jcs.biologists.org/content/111/23/3507
https://jcs.biologists.org/content/111/23/3507
https://dev.biologists.org/content/129/10/2401
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11693-014-9142-x
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.79.6.1898
http://doi.org/10.4161/psb.23394
https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.104.029710
https://doi.org/10.1111/tpj.12647
https://doi.org/10.1111/tpj.12647
https://doi.org/10.1242/jcs.03048
https://doi.org/10.1006/cbir.1993.1050
https://doi.org/10.1006/cbir.1993.1050
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2016.01277
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbaexp.2007.01.002


Dina B. Loginova et al.  /  CompCytogen 14(4): 453–482 (2020)478

Houben A, Orford SJ, Timmis JN (2006) In Situ Hybridization to Plant Tissues and Chro-
mosomes. In: Darby IA, Hewitson TD (Eds) In Situ Hybridization Protocols. Methods in 
Molecular Biology™, V. 326. Humana Press, 203–218. https://doi.org/10.1385/1-59745-
007-3:203

Joukov V (2011) Aurora kinases and spindle assembly: variations on a common theme? Cell 
Cycle 10(6): 895–903. https://doi.org/10.4161/cc.10.6.14909

Kang J, Yu H (2009) Kinase signaling in the spindle checkpoint. The Journal of Biological 
Chemistry 284(23): 15359–15363. https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.R900005200

Kaszas E, Cande WZ (2000) Phosphorylation of histone H3 is correlated with changes in 
the maintenance of sister chromatid cohesion during meiosis in maize, rather than the 
condensation of the chromatin. Journal of Cell Sciences 113(18): 3217–3226. https://jcs.
biologists.org/content/113/18/3217

Kawabe A, Matsunaga S, Nakagawa K, Kurihara D, Yoneda A, Hasezawa S, Uchiyama S, Kiichi 
F (2005) Characterization of plant Aurora kinases during mitosis. Plant Molecular Biology 
58(1): 1–13. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11103-005-3454-x

Kimbara J, Endo T, Nasuda S (2004) Characterization of the genes encoding for MAD2 
homologues in wheat. Chromosome Research 12(7): 703–714. https://doi.org/10.1023/
B:CHRO.0000045760.42880.8c

Kitajima TS, Kawashima SA, Watanabe Y (2004) The conserved kinetochore protein shugoshin 
protects centromeric cohesion during meiosis. Nature. 427(6974): 510–517 https://doi.
org/10.1038/nature02312

Komis G, Luptovciak I, Ovecka M, Samakovli D, Samajová O, Samaj J (2017) Katanin ef-
fects on dynamics of cortical microtubules and mitotic arrays in Arabidopsis thaliana re-
vealed by advanced live-cell imaging. Frontiers in Plant Sciences 24(8): 866. https://doi.
org/10.3389/fpls.2017.00866

Kosetsu K, Murata T, Yamada M, Nishina M, Boruc J, Hasebe M, Van Damme D, Goshima 
G (2017) Cytoplasmic MTOCs control spindle orientation for asymmetric cell division in 
plants. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 
114(42): E8847–E8854. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1713925114

Lara-Gonzalez P, Westhorpe FG, Taylor SS (2012) The spindle assembly checkpoint. Current 
Biology 22(22): R966–80. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2012.10.006

Lee YJ, Liu B (2019) Microtubule nucleation for the assembly of acentrosomal microtubule ar-
rays in plant cells. New Phytologist 222: 1705–1718. https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.15705

Lee YJ, Hiwatashi Y, Hotta T, Xie T, Doonan JH, Liu B (2017) The mitotic function of Augmin 
is dependent on its microtubule-associated protein subunit EDE1 in Arabidopsis thaliana. 
Current Biology 27(24): 3891–3897.e4. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2017.11.030

Li X, Dawe R (2009) Fused sister kinetochores initiate the reductional division in meiosis I. 
Nature Cell Biology 11: 1103–1108. https://doi.org/10.1038/ncb1923

Lipka E, Herrmann A, Mueller S (2015) Mechanisms of plant cell division. Wiley Interdiscipli-
nary Reviews: Developmental Biology 4(4): 391–405. https://doi.org/10.1002/wdev.186

Loginova DB, Silkova OG (2017) H3Ser10 histone phosphorylation in plant cell divi-
sion. Russian Journal of Genetics: Applied Research 7: 46–56. https://doi.org/10.1134/
S2079059717010087

https://doi.org/10.1385/1-59745-007-3:203
https://doi.org/10.1385/1-59745-007-3:203
https://doi.org/10.4161/cc.10.6.14909
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.R900005200
https://jcs.biologists.org/content/113/18/3217
https://jcs.biologists.org/content/113/18/3217
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11103-005-3454-x
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:CHRO.0000045760.42880.8c
https://doi.org/10.1023/B:CHRO.0000045760.42880.8c
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02312
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature02312
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2017.00866
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2017.00866
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1713925114
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2012.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.15705
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2017.11.030
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncb1923
https://doi.org/10.1002/wdev.186
https://doi.org/10.1134/S2079059717010087
https://doi.org/10.1134/S2079059717010087


Meiotic chromosome distribution in the absent of the bipolar spindle 479

Manzanero S, Arana P, Puertas MJ, Houben A (2000) The chromosomal distribution of phos-
phorylated histone H3 differs between plants and animals at meiosis. Chromosoma 109(5): 
308–317. https://doi.org/10.1007/s004120000087

Masoud K, Herzog E, Chabouté ME, Schmit AC (2013) Microtubule nucleation and estab-
lishment of the mitotic spindle in vascular plant cells. The Plant Journal 75(2): 245–57. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/tpj.12179

Mercier R, Mezard C, Jenczewski E, Macaisne N, Grelon M (2015) The molecular biology of 
meiosis in plants. Annual Review of Plant Biology 66: 297–327. https://doi.org/10.1146/
annurev-arplant-050213-035923

Muller S, Smertenko A, Wagner V, Heinrich M, Hussey PJ, Hauser M-T (2004) The plant 
microtubule-associated protein AtMAP65–3/PLE is essential for cytokinetic phragmoplast 
function. Current Biology 14(5): 412–417. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2004.02.032

Murata T, Hasebe M (2007) Microtubule-dependent microtubule nucleation in plant cells. Jour-
nal of Plant Research 120: 73–78. http://link.springer.com/10.1007/s10265-006-0054-z

Murata T, Sano T, Sasabe M, Nonaka S, Higashiyama T, Hasezawa S, Machida Y, Hasebe M 
(2013) Mechanism of microtubule array expansion in the cytokinetic phragmoplast. Na-
ture Communications 4.1967. https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms2967

Niu B, Wang L, Zhang L, Ren D, Ren R, Copenhaver GP, Ma H, Wang Y (2015) Arabidopsis 
cell division cycle 20.1 is required for normal meiotic spindle assembly and chromosome 
segregation.The Plant Cell 27: 3367–3368. https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.15.00834

Ohkura H (2015) Meiosis: an overview of key differences from mitosis. Cold Spring Harbor 
Perspectives in Biology 7(5): a015859. https://doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a015859

Qi LL, Wu JJ, Friebe B, Qian C, Gu YQ, Fu DL, Gill BS (2013) Sequence organization and 
evolutionary dynamics of Brachypodium specific centromere retrotransposons. Chromo-
some Research 21:507–521. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10577-013-9378-4

Perpelescu M, Fukagawa T (2011) The ABCs of CENPs. Chromosoma 120(5): 425–46. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00412-011-0330-0

Petronczki M, Siomos MF, Nasmyth K (2003) Un menage a quatre: the molecular biology 
of chromosome segregation in meiosis. Cell 112(4): 423–440. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0092-8674(03)00083-7

Prosser SL, Pelletier L (2015) Centrosome biology: the ins and outs of centrosome assembly. 
Current Biology 25(15): R656–R659. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2015.06.038

Prusicki MA, Keizer EM, van Rosmalen RP, Komaki S, Seifert F, Müller K, Wijnker E, Fleck 
C, Schnittger A (2019) Live cell imaging of meiosis in Arabidopsis thaliana. Elife 8:e42834. 
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.42834.001

Quan L, Xiao R, Li W, Oh SA, Kong H, Ambrose JC, Malcos JL, Cyr R, Twell D, Ma H (2008) 
Functional divergence of the duplicated AtKIN14a and AtKIN14b genes: Critical roles in 
Arabidopsis meiosis and gametophyte development. The Plant Journal 53(6): 1013–1026. 
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-313X.2007.03391.x

Seguí-Simarro JM, Otegui MS, Austin II JR, Staehelin LA (2007) Plant cytokinesis – insights 
gained from electron tomography studies. In: Verma DPS, Hong Z (Eds) Cell Division 
Control in Plants. Plant Cell Monographs. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg, 9: 25–87. https://
doi.org/10.1007/7089_2007_131

https://doi.org/10.1007/s004120000087
https://doi.org/10.1111/tpj.12179
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-arplant-050213-035923
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-arplant-050213-035923
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2004.02.032
http://link.springer.com/10.1007/s10265-006-0054-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms2967
https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.15.00834
https://doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a015859
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10577-013-9378-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00412-011-0330-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(03)00083-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(03)00083-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2015.06.038
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.42834.001
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-313X.2007.03391.x
https://doi.org/10.1007/7089_2007_131
https://doi.org/10.1007/7089_2007_131


Dina B. Loginova et al.  /  CompCytogen 14(4): 453–482 (2020)480

Severson AF, von Dassow G, Bowerman B (2016) Oocyte meiotic spindle assembly and func-
tion. In: Wassarmann P (Eds). Essays on Developmental Biology Part A. Current Topics in 
Developmental Biology 116: 65–98. https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.ctdb.2015.11.031

Shamina NV (2005) Formation of division spindles in higher plant meiosis. Cell Biology Inter-
national 29(4): 307–318. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cellbi.2004.12.012

Shimamura M, Brown RC, Lemmon BE, Akashi T, Mizuno K, Nishihara N, Tomizawa K, 
Yoshimoto K, Deguchi H, Hosoya H, Horio T, Mineyuki Y (2004) γ-Tubulin in basal 
land plants: Characterization, localization, and implication in the evolution of acentriolar 
microtubule organizing centers. The Plant Cell 16(1): 45–59. https://doi.org/10.1105/
tpc.016501

Silkova OG, Dobrovolskaya OB, Dubovets NI, Adonina IG, Kravtsova LA, Roder MS, Salina 
EA, Shchapova AI, Shumny VK (2006) Production of wheat-rye substitution lines and 
identification of chromosome composition of karyotypes using C-banding, GISH, and 
SSR markers. Russian Journal of Genetics 42(6): 645–653. https://doi.org/10.1134/
S1022795406060093

Silkova O G, Shchapova A I, Shumny V K (2007) Role of rye chromosome 2R from wheat-rye 
substitution line 2R(2D)1 (Triticum aestivum L. cv. Saratovskaya 29–Secale cereale L. cv. 
Onokhoiskaya) in genetic regulation of meiotic restitution in wheat-rye polyhaploids. Rus-
sian Journal of Genetics 43(7): 805–814. https://doi.org/10.1134/S1022795407070137

Silkova OG, Dobrovolskaya OB, Shchapova AI, Shumny VK (2007a) Features of the regula-
tion of meiotic restitution in androgenic haploids of wheat-rye substitution lines 2R(2D)1, 
2R(2D)3, and 6R(6A) (Triticum aestivum L., cultivar Saratovskaya29/Secale cereale L., 
cultivar Onokhoiskaya). Russian Journal of Genetics 45(9): 1062–1066. https://doi.
org/10.1134/S1022795409090063

Silkova OG, Loginova DB (2016) Sister chromatid separation and monopolar spindle organi-
zation in the first meiosis as two mechanisms of unreduced gametes formation in wheat-rye 
hybrids. Plant Reproduction 29. 199–213. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00497-016-0279-5

Silkova OG, Shchapova AI, Shumny VK (2011) Patterns of meiosis in ABDR amphihaploids 
depend on the specific type of univalent chromosome division. Euphytica 178(3): 415–
426. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10681-010-0325-6

Smertenko A, Hewitt SL, Jacques CN, Kacprzyk R, Liu Y, Marcec MJ, Moyo L, Ogden A, 
Oung HM, Schmidt S, Serrano-Romero EA (2018) Phragmoplast microtubule dynam-
ics – a game of zones. Journal of Cell Silences 31: jcs203331. https://doi.org/10.1242/
jcs.203331

Smertenko A, Saleh N, Igarashi H, Mori H, Hauser-Hahn I, Jiang C-J, Sonobe S, Lloyd CW, 
Hussey PJ (2000) A new class of microtubule associated proteins in plants. Nature Cell 
Biology 2: 750–753. https://doi.org/10.1038/35036390

Smirnova EA, Bajer AS (1998) Early stages of spindle formation and independence of chromo-
some and microtubule cycles in Haemanthus endosperm. Cell Motil Cytoskeleton 40(1): 
22–37. https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-0169(1998)40:1<22::AID-CM3>3.0.CO;2-H

Smirnova EA, Bajer AS (1994) Microtubule converging centers and reorganization of the inter-
phase cytoskeleton and the mitotic spindle in higher plant Haemanthus. Cell Motility and 
the Cytoskeleton. 27(3): 219–233. https://doi.org/10.1002/cm.970270304

https://doi.org/10.1016/bs.ctdb.2015.11.031
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cellbi.2004.12.012
https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.016501
https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.016501
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1022795406060093
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1022795406060093
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1022795407070137
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1022795409090063
https://doi.org/10.1134/S1022795409090063
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00497-016-0279-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10681-010-0325-6
https://doi.org/10.1242/jcs.203331
https://doi.org/10.1242/jcs.203331
https://doi.org/10.1038/35036390
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-0169(1998)40:1%3C22::AID-CM3%3E3.0.CO;2-H
https://doi.org/10.1002/cm.970270304


Meiotic chromosome distribution in the absent of the bipolar spindle 481

Smirnova EA, Bajer AS (1992) Spindle poles in higher plant mitosis. Cell Motility and the 
Cytoskeleton 23(1): 1–7. https://doi.org/10.1002/cm.970230102

Van Damme D, Van Poucke K, Boutant E, Ritzenthaler C, Inze D, Geelen D (2004) In vivo 
dynamics and differential microtubule-binding activities of MAP65 proteins. Plant Physi-
ology 136(4): 3956–3967. https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.104.051623

Vos JW, Pieuchot L, Evrard JL, Janski N, Bergdoll M, de Ronde D, Perez LH, Sardon T, 
Vernos I, Schmit AC (2008) The plant tpx2 protein regulates prospindle assembly before 
nuclear envelope breakdown. The Plant Cell 20(10): 2783–2797. https://doi.org/10.1105/
tpc.107.056796

Wada B, Kusunoki F (1964) Spindle membrane in meiosis of pollen mother cells of Tradescan-
tia and in mitosis of endosperm cells of Zephyranthes. Cytologia (Tokyo) 29(1): 109–117. 
https://doi.org/10.1508/cytologia.29.109

Walczak CE, Cai S, Khodjakov A (2010) Mechanisms of chromosome behaviour during mi-
tosis. Nature Reviews Molecular Cell Biology 11(2): 91–102. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nrm2832

Wang L-I, Das A, McKim KS (2019) Sister centromere fusion during meiosis I depends on 
maintaining cohesins and destabilizing microtubule attachments. PLoS Genetics 15(5): 
e1008072. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1008072

Wang M, Tang D, Luo Q, Jin Y, Shen Y, Wang K, Cheng Z (2012) BRK1, a Bub1–related 
kinase, is essential for generating proper tension between homologous kinetochores at 
metaphase I of rice meiosis. The Plant Cell 24(12): 4961–4973. https://doi.org/10.1105/
tpc.112.105874

Wijnker E, Schnittger A (2013) Control of the meiotic cell division program in plants. Plant 
Reproduction 26(3): 143–158. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00497-013-0223-x

Xue Z, Liu C, Shi W, Miao Y, Shen Y, Tang D, Li Y, You A, Xu Y, Chong K, Cheng Z (2019) 
OsMTOPVIB is required for meiotic bipolar spindle assembly. Proceedings of the Nation-
al Academy of Sciences of the United States of America 116(32): 15967–15972. https://
doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1821315116

Yamada M, Goshima G (2017) Mitotic spindle assembly in land plants: Molecules and mecha-
nisms. Biology. 6(1): 6. https://doi.org/10.3390/biology6010006

Yamamoto A, Kitamura K, Hihara D, Hirose Y, Katsuyama S, Hiraoka Y (2008) Spindle check-
point activation at meiosis I advances anaphase II onset via meiosis-specific APC/C regula-
tion. Journal of Cell Biology 182(2): 277–288. https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200802053.

Yu H, Muszynski MG, Dawe RK (1999) The maize homologue of the cell cycle checkpoint 
protein MAD2 localization patterns. Journal of Cell Biology 145(3): 425–435. https://doi.
org/10.1083/jcb.145.3.425

Zamariola L, De Storme N, Tiang CL, Armstrong SJ, Franklin FC, Geelen D. (2013) SGO1 
but not SGO2 is required for maintenance of centromere cohesion in Arabidopsis thali-
ana meiosis. Plant Reproduction 26(3): 197–208. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00497-013-
0231-x

Zamariola L, Tiang CL, De Storme N, Pawlowski, W Geelen D (2014) Chromosome seg-
regation in plant meiosis. Frontiers in Plant Sciences 5: 279. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fpls.2014.00279

https://doi.org/10.1002/cm.970230102
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.104.051623
https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.107.056796
https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.107.056796
https://doi.org/10.1508/cytologia.29.109
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrm2832
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrm2832
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pgen.1008072
https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.112.105874
https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.112.105874
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00497-013-0223-x
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1821315116
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1821315116
https://doi.org/10.3390/biology6010006
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200802053
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.145.3.425
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.145.3.425
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00497-013-0231-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00497-013-0231-x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2014.00279
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2014.00279


Dina B. Loginova et al.  /  CompCytogen 14(4): 453–482 (2020)482

Zhang H, Dawe R (2011) Mechanisms of plant spindle formation. Chromosome Research 
19(3): 335–344. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10577-011-9190-y

Zhang P, Wanlong L, Fellers J, Friebe B, Gill BS (2004) BAC-FISH in wheat identifies chromo-
some landmarks consisting of different types of transposable elements. Chromosoma 112: 
288–299. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00412-004-0273-9

Zickler D, Kleckner N (2016) A few of our favorite things: Pairing, the bouquet, crossover 
interference and evolution of meiosis. Seminars in Cell & Developmental. Biology 54: 
135–148. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.semcdb.2016.02.024

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10577-011-9190-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00412-004-0273-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.semcdb.2016.02.024

	Random chromosome distribution in the first meiosis of F1 disomic substitution line 2R(2D) x rye hybrids (ABDR, 4× = 28) occurs without bipolar spindle assembly
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Material and methods
	Plant material
	Meiotic conventional analysis
	Meiotic chromosome preparation and fluorescence in situ hybridisation
	Immunolabelling

	Results
	Dynamics of MT cytoskeleton in mitosis of bread wheat T. aestivum L. (2n=42) and rye S. cereale L. (2n=14)
	Dynamics of MT cytoskeleton in meiosis of Triticum aestivum L. bread wheat (2n=42) and Secale cereale L. rye (2n=14)
	Chromosome segregation in meiosis of 2R(2D)xR amphihaploids with reductional division

	Discussion
	Specifics of the MT-based spindle assembly in mitosis of rye and wheat
	Meiotic spindle assembly in rye and wheat
	The function of Anaphase Promotion Complex APC/Ccdc20 fails in 2R(2D)xR hybrids
	Chromosome segregation without bipolar spindle in 2R(2D)xR hybrids

	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements

