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Abstract

The blastocoel is a fluid-filled cavity characteristic of animal embryos at the blastula stage. Its
emergence iscommonly described as the result of cleavage patterning, but this historical view conceals
a large diversity of mechanisms and overlooks many unsolved questions from a biophysics perspective.
In this review, we describe generic mechanisms for blastocoel morphogenesis, rooted in biological
literature and simple physical principles. We propose novel directions of study and emphasize the
importance to study blastocoel morphogenesis as an evolutionary and physical continuum.

Introduction

The blastula is the first identifiable stage of early embryo development that is common to many
animals, and consists generally of a hollow epithelial layer enclosing a fluid-filled cavity: the blastocoel.
Since the seminal work of Wolpert and Gustafson [1], blastocoel emergence is classically described in
textbooks as the outcome of cell cleavage patterning. Yet this canonical view is challenged by the
discovery of a diversity of mechanisms among animal species. Interestingly, these mechanisms are not
necessarily exclusive and have remained rarely analyzed thoroughly from a physics viewpoint. In this
review, we try to draw a generic overview of blastocoel formation from the available biology literature
and we question the underlying mechanisms with a - sometimes original - physics perspective.

The blastula stage displays various configurations, not all of them including a fluid-filled cavity (see Box
1). Preceding gastrulation, blastulation prepares the embryo for the subsequent formation of
primordial germ layers. For clarity, we introduce in Fig. 1 four generic classes of blastulae among animal
embryos. Among them, the coeloblastula is prototypical of blastocoel formation, and will be the focus
of this review; the discoblastula and periblastula have a large yolk region, that forms a physical barrier
that generally prevents holoblastic (e.g. full) cleavages and leaves no or little space for a fluid-filled
cavity, while stereoblastula remains densely packed morula-like balls of cells.

The blastocoel is the first cavity - or lumen - that appears in development, but it has remained little
studied, except in early studies of sea-urchin and amphibian embryos [1], [2], [3]. In contrast to its
apical counterpart [4], [5], [6], the blastocoelic lumen is located at the basolateral side of polarized
cells (Fig. 2). This difference in localization is of importance, as the basal side of epithelial cells is
generally enriched in cadherin adhesion molecules that favor close cell-cell contacts, while apical
domains have repulsive electrostatic properties [7], favoring cell membranes repulsion and facilitating
cavity opening [8]. One may hence expect distinct mechanisms for the formation of basolateral and
apical lumens. De novo mechanisms for apical lumen opening and maintenance [4], [5] include tissue
folding [9], fluid accumulation through an ion-generated osmotic gradient (zebrafish gut [10]),
cavitation by cell apoptosis (breast tissue [11]), and vesicular trafficking (MDCK cysts [12] or Drosophila
tracheal cells [13]). Interestingly, MDCK cells have the ability, to form either apical or basolateral gysts
[14], depending on the environment where they grow (extracellular matrix or cellular medium),
showing that apical and basolateral lumens can also share common morphogenetic processes, such as
vectorial transport. For blastocoels (and more generally basolateral lumens), the reported mechanisms
so far include surface plane divisions in sea urchins [1], [15] and many other marine invertebrates such
as cnidarians (jellyfish [16], sea anemones [17]), water uptake triggered by an osmotic gradient in
Xenopus Laevis [18], [19] and mouse embryos [20], [21], [22], [23], the fracturing of cell-cell contacts
in cell aggregates in vitro [24] and several mammalian embryos [25], [26], [27], the hydraulic
coarsening of micrometric cavities in mouse [25], and cell proliferation and spreading on the eggshell
(e.g. zona pellucida) in marsupials [28]. In the next, we will illustrate each of these mechanisms in the
model organisms where they were originally reported, and we will show that, rather than being
exclusive, several mechanisms are generally at play and complement each other to ensure the proper
morphogenesis of a blastocoel.

BOX 1: Different types of blastulae




The blastula (from PBAaoctog, the germ) follows early cleavages and precedes gastrulation [29].
Blastula can be classified into four general types, with a large diversity amongst each type:

The coeloblastula (from kothog, hollow) consists in a hollow sphere of cells enclosing the blastocoel
cavity [30]. Coeloblastulae are found in amphibians (Xenopus Laevis [31]), cephalochordates
(Amphoxius [32]), cnidarians (Clytia hemisphaerica [16]), echinoderms (Sea urchins [33], [34]), or
therian mammals such as marsupials (Monodelphis domestica [35]) and eutherians (Mouse [25],
rhesus monkey [26], pig [27]), where it is referred as a blastocyst.

The stereoblastula (from otepeog, solid or hard) consists of a solid ball of blastomeres [30] such as
some sponges (Petrosia ficiformis [36]), nematodes (C. Elegans [37]), ascidians (Phallusia
Mammilata [38], [39]), and is often found among spiral cleavages embryos such as mollusks
(Crepidula fornicata [40]). Sometimes a very small or transient blastocoelic space emerges in the
center, such as in some nematodes [37].

The discoblastula corresponds to a cap or a disc of blastomeres at the animal pole, above a yolk
mass/cell, often produced by meroblastic cleavages in which the cells divide on the top of the yolk
[30]. This type of blastula is typically found in avians [41], reptiles [42], fishes [43] and monotremes
[44], [45]. There is no real blastocoel, but a slim subgerminal cavity between the blastoderm and
yolk is classically observed in avians [41], [46].

The periblastula refers to an outer monolayer of cells enclosing an inner yolky mass, which may be
seen as a substitute for the blastocoel cavity [30]. Such blastula may be found in centrolecithal eggs
with dense yolk mass [47]. Cells are located at the periphery and form by superficial (meroblastic)
cleavages, such that as Drosophila Melanogaster [48], [49] or holoblastic cleavages as in Acari
longisetosus [50].
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Figure 1. The four types of blastula. Blastomeres are represented in orange, yolk in yellow.
In clockwise order: (A) Coeloblastula: (B) Cnidarian Clytia Hemisphaerica [16], (C)
Mammals mouse [25], (D) Amphibian Xenopus Laevis [51]; (E) Stereoblastula: (F) Spiralia
Maritigrella crozieri [52], (G) Hydrozoa Gonothyraea loveni [53], (H) Porifera (sponge)
Petrosia ficiformis [36]; (1) Discoblastula: (J) Fish Misgurnus anguilicaudatus [43], (K)
Avians [54], (L) Monotremes Palyptus [45]; (M) Periblastula: (N) Insect Drosophila
melanogaster [48], (O) Acaria longisetosus [50].
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Figure 2. Four different reported modes of blastocoel morphogenesis. Sea urchin: surface
plane divisions lead to a hollow cell layer surrounding a cavity [55]. Xenopus: the secretion
of Na* through excretory vesicles and active pumping creates an osmotic gradient driving
water uptake [18]. Mouse: the morula is fractured into myriad of micrometric lumens which
coarsen into a single blastocoel cavity [25]. Marsupial: cell spreading and proliferation onto
the shell (zona pellucida) leads to a single monolayer surrounding a single cavity, adapted
from [56]. Apical (red), basal (blue), and lateral contacts are indicated; b: blastocoel, TJ:
Tight Junctions, SJ: Septate junctions, TE: Trophectoderm, ICM: Inner cell mass.



Mechanisms for blastocoel morphogenesis

Sea-urchin embryos, which belong to echinoderms together with starfish or holothurians, have been
studied since the early 20" century [57]. This may explain why the predominant view for blastocoel
formation is historically associated with this species [34]. Following fertilization, the embryo divides
by equal cleavages along the embryo surface until the fourth cleavage, which is asymmetric and
defines the animal-vegetal axis of the embryo [34]. The embryo is enclosed within a hyaline layer
(Fig.2), which contributes to the close apposition of blastomeres at the 2-cell stage, the shape of the
latter remaining otherwise more spherical [58]. This indicates that blastomeres do not compact
naturally much to each other (see Fig. 3), leaving a small intercellular central space, that is amplified
over successive divisions, to lead to a blastocoel cavity, that starts being distinguishable from the 16-
cell stage onward [1]. The initial cavity expands and deflates rhythmically with cleavages, with a net
volume increase over time [1], so that the embryo becomes ultimately a hollow sphere of
epithelialized cells enclosing the blastocoel, in other words, a coeloblastula. The blastula is said to be
formed between the 7th and 10th cleavages, as the permeability barrier is established around the
8th cleavage by septate junctions [59]. Two opposing models for the blastocoel formation have been
historically proposed; the first model, supported by K. Dan, suggested that blastomeres adhesion to
the hyaline layer and fluid accumulation, due to an osmotic gradient generated by secretion within
the intercellular space, is at the origin of the blastocoel [33]. Interestingly, the 2-cell stage in some
sea-urchin species (Mespilia globulus for instance) displays a large lens-shaped intercellular space
suggesting an osmotically-generated hydrostatic pressure, that is inhibited by a hypertonic medium
[60]. The second model, supported by Wolpert & Gustafson [1], proposed that adhesion between
blastomeres and cleavages along the surface plane of the embryo (divisions called originally “radia
by the authors, who referred to division planes) were mainly responsible for the blastocoel formation
[55]. Ultimately, the Wolpert & Gustafson’s model was preferred, leaving however unexplained some
early observations by K. Dan and others. Numerical simulations [15], [61], have since illustrated the
potential of this canonical cleavage model to form a blastocoel, but with largely prescribed rules for
divisions, adhesion, etc..., leaving many biophysical questions unsolved: What determines the
orientation of divisions along the surface plane (cell geometry, adhesion, polarity cues)? What role is
played by putative osmotic gradients disclosed in early and late blastocoel formation? Is the hyaline
layer essential to blastocoel formation? According to Wolpert and Gustafson themselves: "It is by no
means obvious why successive divisions should give rise to such a hollow sphere rather than a
compact random clustering of cells." [1].

|”

Xenopus Laevis, which belongs to amphibians, is another historical model system for the study of
blastulation. The Xenopus egg reaches millimeter size and forms a multi-layered coeloblastula [62].
The outer apical surface is inherited from the egg, thus creating an early polarization of the embryo
[63], [64]. A precursor for the blastocoel cavity is visible from the 2-cell stage onward [2], [3], and
was described to be the result of basolateral membrane insertion by exocytosis of vesicles
transported to the gytokinetic ring [65]. This is accompanied by the formation of tight junctions and
adherens junctions as early as the 2-cell stage [66], [67], that become fully mature and seal the
embryo around the 32-cell stage [66], [68]. In this embryo, it was early demonstrated that blastocoel
expansion relies on osmotic forces [18], [66], which drive a net influx of water in the cavity [69].
Indeed, hypertonic media or the inhibition of the Na/K pumps by injection of @uabain in the nascent
cavity prevents the formation of the blastocoel, the volume of which is metabolically controlled [18].
However, osmotic forces alone may not be sufficient to explain blastocoel emergence, as single
blastomeres separated from the embryo at the 64-cell stage develop into an aggregate of cells that
exhibit apicobasal polarity and can integrate into an 8-cell stage embryo, but do not form a
blastocoel de novo [67]. This suggests that the establishment of a cavity may require initiation at
early embryonic stages, starting from the 2-cell stage. Unlike in sea-urchin, where the blastula forms



a hollow sphere, the blastocoel of the Xenopus is positioned toward the animal pole and breaks the
embryo symmetry. Remarkably, the Xenopus blastula presents small interstitial gaps at multicellular
junctions, where local adhesion is disrupted due to secretion of extracellular matrix, which is also
found present in the blastocoel [70]. Interestingly, the absence of a large blastocoel by injection of
ouabain does not impair embryo development into a tadpole in Xenopus embryos, which raises the
important question of the role of the blastocoel in this species [18]. Blastocoel formation in Xenopus
may hence result from a combination of several mechanisms, including cell division, hydro-osmotic
pumping, and production of extracellular matrix. The relative roles and interplay of these
mechanisms, as well as the initial nucleation process, remain however to be better described from a
physics perspective.

Another well-studied blastula is the early mouse embryo. Mouse preimplantation development
follows several morphogenetic steps [25], [71], [72], that lead to the formation of a so-called
blastocyst. This structure, composed of an outer layer of epithelial cells, the trophectoderm,
enclosing both the blastocoel and an inner cell mass lying on opposite sides [73], [74], needs to
implant in the maternal endometrium to further develop. Before fertilization and until implantation,
the embryo is surrounded by the zona pellucida (ZP), an outer shell of glycoproteins that is common
to all mammals. Following fertilization, the mouse zygote cleaves and forms a tightly compacted
morula at the late 8-cell stage (Fig. 2), thanks to an increase of cortical tension at the cell-medium
interface of blastomeres [72] and the maintenance of a low tension at adhesive cell-cell contacts
[75]. Apico-basal polarity emergence is concomitant [76] and triggers the appearance of tight
junctions that become fully mature and effectively seal the embryo from the 32-cell stage onward
[77], exactly when a blastocoel cavity appears and starts growing. Functional tight junctions are
indeed crucial to blastocoel formation [78], as well as ion pumping through Na/K pumps located at
the basolateral side of blastomeres [79] and ion transport by the Na+/H+ cotransporter (NHE-3) at
the apical side of the embryo [80]. Vectorial ion transport and osmotic forces are therefore not
specific to amphibian embryos, but how such processes lead to blastocoel emergence in tightly
compacted morulae had remained unclear for years. New physical mechanisms were recently
disclosed: a hydraulic flux generated osmotically by ion pumping in the intercellular space fractures
cell-cell contacts into myriad of micro-sized cavities, or microlumens, that had yet already been
observed by electron microscopy in monkey [26] or pig embryos [27]. This transient lumen network
then coarsens through a process akin to Ostwald ripening, whereby smaller or more tensed cavities
are more pressurized and empty themselves into larger ones by hydraulic exchange, ultimately
leading to a single cavity [25], [81]. Blastocoel formation in mice, but also presumably in pig, bovine
rabbit and human embryos, depends hence on functional ion transport through a polarized
epithelium but is also characterized by hydraulic fracturing and coarsening, revealing the essential
role of hydraulic and osmotic phenomena in early development.

Marsupials are the closest relatives to eutherian mammals such as mice, but they retained some
features of reptilian development, such as the conceptus coats and the presence of yolk (also called
deutoplasm in this context) [82]. The composition of the multi-layered eggshell coat differs between
species, but its generic structure is shared: an inner Zona Pellucida (ZP) is enclosed into a mucoid
coat and surrounded by an outer shell coat [82]. Marsupials exhibit a specific mechanism for blastula
formation: no morula nor compaction is observed [83], [84], but the blastocyst is formed through the
proliferation of blastomeres onto the inner surface of the ZP [35], [85]. From the first to the fourth
cleavages, the blastomeres exhibit low or no adhesion between themselves but adhere to the ZP
[28], [83], [84], [86]. Adhesion to the ZP precedes cell-cell adhesion and is ensured either by club
processes for Trichosurus vulpecula [87] or by a rim of zona for A. stuartii [84]. The yolk is extruded in
the future blastocoel cavity over successive cleavages, thereby decreasing blastomeres volume [86].
At the four-cell stage, blastomeres lie well separated onto the ZP forming a cross-like shape [28].



Then, by cell proliferation and elongation, they progressively cover the ZP to form a unilaminar
epithelial layer, enclosing the fluid-filled cavity [86]. Blastocysts can have different numbers of cells,
around 32-cell for S. crassicaudata, S. Macroura [83], A. Stuartii [86], T. vulpecula [87]; 75-cell
(bandicoots Isoodon macrourus and Perameles nasuta [88]); 100-cell (D. viverrinus) [89]. As soon as
the blastocyst is formed, the embryo undergoes a large expansion through water uptake [90],
suggesting vectorial ion transport after the late establishment of the epithelium. After completion,
cells divide towards the center of the embryo by delamination to give rise to a new cell lineage [84],
[90], [91].

A physics perspective on blastocoel morphogenesis
After the biological review above, we try to provide generic physics perspectives on the reported
mechanisms, starting with an overview of the main physical processes involved.

Adhesion and cortical tension

The shape of blastomeres is mainly determined by the mechanical forces exerted at the cell’s
surface, specifically adhesion and contractility [92] (Fig. 3). Contractility is generated by the
actomyosin cortex and is controlled by the activity of myosin motors, which leads to an effective
surface tension, often called cortical tension y,,, at free cell-medium surfaces. Adhesion contributes
negatively to the effective interfacial tension y,s, and can be mostly attributed to cadherin molecules
at cell-cell interfaces. In practice, the direct negative contribution stemming from cadherin bond
energy, that we denote €,4p, is often negligible compared to cortical tension. The lowering of
tension at contacts is mostly mediated by signaling, which depletes the density of actomyosin
material at adhering cortices by a factor A4 < 0 (Fig. 3A) [93]. For a cell lying on a surface, its
spreading may be described analogously to the one of a droplet through the balance of contact and
cortical tensions only, Y. and y.,, respectively, related to the contact angle 8.5 by the Young-Dupré
equation (Fig. 3A). Cortical tension y,,,, is generally considered uniform on the free surface of the cell
in static situations. As ., increases, the contact angle 8., also increases. The minimal system to
study the compaction of an embryo within a shell consists in two cells lying on a substrate (Fig. 3B).
Two force balances are written, for the cell-cell contact and for the cell-substrate contact, which are
described by two contact angles, 8., and 8., respectively, or equivalently by two compaction
parameters, a.s = cos 8. and a,;, = cos 8., . These parameters tend to O if cells are compacted,
and to 1 otherwise. Substrate spreading () and cell-cell compaction may compete with each other
to control the cell’s shape. Strong cell-cell compaction may impede blastocoel formation, as it
possibly happens in most nematodes, that form a stereoblastula with an ephemeral and narrow
blastocoel [94]. Substrate spreading and weak cell-cell adhesion on the contrary separate
blastomeres that preferentially stick to the egg-shell, such as in marsupials, ensuring that no
blastomere gets internalized [28], [44].
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Figure 3. Spreading and compaction of blastomeres. (A) Spreading of a cell lying on a
substrate, p for cortical tension density, A for depletion factor. (B) Adhesion of two cells
lying on a substrate with respective force balances.

Control of cleavage patterning

One of the first models of blastocoel formation was proposed by Wolpert and Gustafson in sea
urchin [1]. The described mechanism relies primarily on cleavage patterning, whereby successive
divisions have to be oriented tangentially to the embryo surface. Yet, what biophysical processes
control and maintain the orientation of divisions along the surface plane in sea urchin and other
species remains unclear. The cell cleavage plane is generically dictated by the positioning and
orientation of the mitotic spindle. In early embryos, several cues may influence the location and
orientation of the spindle [95]. The geometry of cells favors spindle orientation along the longest
axis: this is the so-called Hertwig's rule [96]. But polarity cues, either cytoplasmic, such as yolk, or
membranous/cortical such as apicobasal polarity [97], can also influence or direct the location and
orientation of the spindle. Here we will not discuss the role of cell surface polarity cues, as they are
often specific to each species. We rather discuss in Fig. 4A three generic physical processes: i)
adhesion to a substrate, like an egg-shell, that can promote cell elongation along the embryo surface
and planar divisions; ii) cell arrangement, which depends on both on cell-cell compaction and
available space, controlling the aspect ratio of blastomeres; iii) the role of yolk, that may limit
available space and favor a specific spindle location and orientation when present as a gradient in
the cytoplasm.

i) Shell adhesion - Blastomere adhesion to an outer shell, like the hyaline layer in sea urchin [1] or
the ZP in marsupials [87], can change their aspect ratio: specifically, the orientation of the longest
axis of a single cell depends on the spreading of a cell onto the substrate (Fig. 4B). The degree of
spreading or compaction, 1 — a, dictates not only the contact angle 8 between the cell and substrate
(see Fig. 3A) but also the overall cell aspect ratio r = L/H, where L is the length, H the height of the
cell (r = 1 for a sphere, r > 1 for a flattened cell and r < 1 for a celumnar cell). As soon as a single
cell sticks to a substrate, its aspect ratio is larger than 1 (Fig. 4B). Thus, even the slightest adhesion is
expected to orient divisions planarly according to Hertwig’s rule, as this happens presumably in
marsupial embryos. In sea urchin, cell-cell compaction, which promotes on the contrary columnar
cell geometries (Fig. 4C), will enter in competition with a reported cell’s spreading onto the hyaline
layer.

ii) Cell arrangement - As cells divide within an egg-shell (with no adhesion to it), their shape is not
only controlled by compaction (Fig. 3) but also constrained by the available space (Fig. 4C). For



several cells confined within a shell, the longest axis depends on several parameters. We consider for
simplicity blastomeres with flat lateral cell-cell contacts and with free apical and basal surfaces
characterized by two curvatures, which allows us to define an aspect ratio r = L/H (Fig. 4D). The
expected division orientation is tangential (resp. transverse) to the embryo surface if r > 1 (resp.

r < 1). We first consider in Fig. 4C an increase in cell number at constant cell height (left to right):
this increases cell contacts, thereby reducing the embryo and cavity sizes, and drives a switch of
division orientation from planar to radial, as cells become more columnar. If we consider an increase
of cells contacts (or height) at constant cell number (N, = 10 on Fig. 4C from bottom to top), this is
also expected to reduce the cavity size and to drive a transition in division orientation from planar to
radial. Thus, non-compacted embryos and little confinement are expected to promote cleavages
along the embryo surface plane, while cells in compacted and confined embryos may preferentially
cleave radially. Compaction and embryo confinement [98] are therefore key factors to quantify
thoroughly to understand blastocoel formation in several species, including sea urchin.

iii) The role of yolk - Many fertilized eggs contain not only maternally deposited information required
by the embryo to develop, but also nutrients in the form of yolk [30]. Yolk amount and distribution is
another key factor to understand how cleavages will be oriented and completed [95]. In Xenopus,
cleavages are unequal due to yolk granules that create a denser vegetal pole, that compete for space
with the mitotic spindle. Cells at the vegetal pole become larger than those at the animal pole, where
the blastocoel is located. The physical mechanism for the exclusion between the yolk and mitotic
spindle remains however largely unexplored. In marsupials, yolk (or deutoplasm) may play another
role, as its secretion reduces the volume of the blastomeres, contributing to the detachment of cells
from each other and to their preferential adhesion to the shell [44].
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Figure 4. Control of cleavage patterning. (A) Mechanical cues for spindle orientation; the
spindle is represented by a green diamond shape, and its orientation sets the cell division



axis. (B) Cell aspect ratio vs degree of compaction for a cell adhering to a shell, at constant
cell volume; four states of compaction are depicted, the contact angle is given below each.
(C) Change in spindle orientation (green diamond) expected from the long-axis (or Hertwig’s)
rule, when the cell number or height is changed at constant total cell volume. (D) Definition
of our blastomere geometrical measures.

Lumen interaction: hydraulic coarsening and coalescence

The formation of the blastocoel can involve the prior emergence of multiple smaller cavities or
lumen. But how such smaller cavities interact and evolve to form a single final lumen has remained
little studied. In physics, coarsening phenomena, such as Ostwald ripening [99], describe the
collective dynamics of a population of compartments, originating generally from the coexistence of
two immiscible phases, and that are pressurized by a surface tension. One signature of coarsening is
that the total number of compartments decreases but their average size increases through mass
exchange, until a single droplet-like entity remains. This mass exchange is generally driven by surface
tension, which creates Laplace’s pressure gradients among compartments, but may be mediated by
distinct mechanisms: diffusion, coalescence or more rarely hydraulic flows. Recently, we revealed a
coarsening process in mouse embryos, that relies on hydraulic exchange to form the blastocoel [25]:
small lumens created at cell-cell junctions by osmotic pumping remain connected through
intercellular bridges and are hence able to exchange luminal fluid (Fig. 5A). Cortical tension leads to a
hydrostatic pressure P; in cavity I, given by Laplace's law as a function of the surrounding cell
pressure Py, the radius of curvature R;, and the surface tension y; of the cavity (Fig 5A). Any
difference in cavity size or tension generates a pressure gradient between two cavities, thereby
driving a hydraulic flux. The flux from cavity 2 to cavity 1 can be expressed as J,_,; = (P, — P1)/R12,
where R, = l15/K, is a hydraulic resistance with [, is the length of the connecting bridge and

K, = ey>/12n a Poiseuille’s coefficient that accounts for the fluid viscosity n and the bridge
transverse thickness e, (here in 2D). When multiple cavities are interconnected, the system has only
one stable state, where a single cavity is left, containing all the fluid. In the mouse embryo, the
surface tensions y; depend on the fate of cells, thereby biasing fluxes towards regions of lowest
tension (or mechanical resistance). Cells in the inner cell mass (ICM) are expected to have higher
contractility than outer trophectoderm cells (TE). At TE-ICM contacts, cavities are indeed asymmetric,
bulging towards the TE, indicative of lower surface contractility at the TE side. This tension
asymmetry between TE and ICM directs hydraulic flows towards low contractility cell-cell contacts
and breaks the radial symmetry of the blastocyst to position the blastocoel at the TE-ICM interface
[25]. As time grows, the total number of micro-lumens decreases. As expected for coarsening
phenomena, one can predict a dynamic scaling law for the number of cavities as function time
N(t)~t~2/5[100] (here for a 1D chain of 2D cavities). For higher dimensions, such as the 3D cavities
lying at 2D interfaces of the mouse embryo, one may generalize the result and predict a scaling law
N(t)~t‘3/4 [100], [101], that remains to be verified experimentally. This dynamic scaling law, and
the self-similar nature of the underlying cavity size distribution in time, are reminiscent of coarsening
in dewetting films [102] [103]. Interestingly, one finds that osmotic gradients play a negligible role in
the lumen coarsening process [100]. Similarly, the permeation of water and solutes across the cell
membrane, which may screen pressure and concentration gradients between cavities [100], [104],
does not affect the scaling exponent, although a strong screening of pressure gradients shall lead to
an overall collapse of cavities. The estimate of the pressure screening length in the mouse embryo
leads to a value close to the embryo size (80um): this means that the continuity of pressure gradients
is ensured across the embryo, preventing the development of several blastocoels. A sustained active
pumping of osmolytes, for instance by Na/K-ATPase pumps [79] may, on the contrary, largely
influence the dynamics by enhancing cavity growth and driving a switch to a coalescence-dominated
regime, characterized by a different scaling law N (t)~t~* for a 1-dimensional chain. In the mouse
embryo, coalescence events of micro-lumens have been reported [105], but coalescence does not
seem to be the dominant mechanism of lumen interaction in this context [25]. However, in a similar



way as for contractility, patterning pumping within the embryo may be enough to statistically bias
the position of the blastocoel, which will preferentially form where smaller cavities grow faster [100].
Further studies will be needed to account for electro-osmotic potentials generated by the charges of
ions, such as sodium, potassium and chloride, which can furthermore take distinct transport routes
(Fig. 5A). In particular, chloride is thought to be exchanged through tight junctions in mouse
blastocysts, potentially creating a paracellular current [106]. Preceding coarsening, the mechanism
for micro-cavity/lumen formation has not been fully elucidated yet. In the mouse blastocyst, it is
suggested that cell-cell contacts undergo hydraulic fracking [107], by injection of pressurized fluid
into the intercellular space, following ionic gradient establishment [25]. Overall, these processes
highlight the essential roles of hydraulic fluxes as fundamental forces to shape embryos during their
development [108], [109].
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Figure 5. Hydraulic coarsening. (A). Cell-cell contact within a mouse embryo and geometry of
a single lumen. TE: Trophectoderm, ICM: Inner Cell Mass. (B) Left: schematic of a mouse
blastocyst with multiple micro-lumens and fluid flows. Right: chain of micro-lumens in time,
and their number as a function of time.

Polarized ion transport and volume regulation
Just as cells control their size, the coeloblastula may control the blastocoel size by passive osmotic
transport, active ion pumping or mechanical forces [110]. To physically illustrate these effects, we



simplify the description of a coeloblastula as a cavity surrounded by a single cellular compartment,
that may be viewed as a continuous and sealed epithelial layer (Fig. 6A). Epithelial cells have
specialized fluid and solute transporters with asymmetric distributions. The Na/K pumps, importing
2K* within the cell and secreting 3Na* into the intercellular space, are present at the basolateral
membrane in mouse [79] and Xenopus [68], while Na/H transporters, importing Na* within the cell
and secreting H* toward the external medium, are present at the apical membrane of the mouse
embryo [80]. The selective transport of charged ions through semi-permeable membranes generates
electro-osmotic potentials that cells use to control their volume [111], [112]. To simplify the physical
picture, we consider here only one single uncharged solute. The blastocoel is characterized by its
radius R(t) and concentration C;,, (t) and the medium by its constant concentration C,,,;. We
neglect concentration changes in the cell, which is modeled via a permeation 4,, for water, and A, for
solutes, and a surface tension y,p,;. The dynamics of volume change in the cavity are proportional to
water permeation and given by the competition between the hydraulic pressure difference, AP =

P;;, — Pyyt, and the osmotic pressure difference AIl = RT(Ci;,, (t) — Coye) (Van't Hoff relation, where
R is the perfect gas constant and T the temperature). Typical hydrostatic pressures generated by
cortical tensions (P~10273Pa [113]) are negligible compared to absolute values of osmotic
pressures (RTC~10°Pa), but not to the relative difference. Indeed, when the two pressure
differences equalize (AI1~A4P), the volume reaches a steady state. It is important to note that,
because of this large difference between orders of magnitude between absolute values of osmotic
and hydrostatic pressures, the volume is generally controlled mainly by the osmotic imbalance: a
change in Laplace’s pressure, mediated for instance by a drop in cortical tension, may affect the final
volume by less than 1%, which would be experimentally undetectable [111]. When the volume
changes, so does the concentration within the cavity. If solutes can be exchanged, with a permeation
As, the evolution of solute concentration is controlled by the chemical potential difference
RTlog(Cyyt/Cin) between the medium and cavity, and may increase via active pumping at a rate j;.
In the limit of fast solute relaxation, the active pumping j, equates to the outward osmotic flux
AsRTlog (Ci) ~AsRT (Ciny — Cout)/ Cout, such that the cavity will expand above a pumping

Cout

threshold js = Ag(Pin — Pout)/Cout, and will shrink until disappearance below it (Fig. 6A). Extensions
of such a simple single compartment model can account for larger stability regions of the volume as
function of the pumping rate, first by including ion charges and the electro-osmotic membrane
potential [111], [114]. Refinements may also account for cell division and oscillations that may
generate cavity collapse [113], and short timescale cortical tension dynamics [104]. However, very
few models have modeled the coupled volume control of cells and cavity as separate compartments
[115]. While nothing is expected to prevent the collapse of the cavity, its expansion may be buffered
mechanically by an external shell, whose resistance may exert a hydrostatic pressure of much higher
amplitude than the one generated by cortical or epithelial tension (Fig. 6B). As an example, the zona
pellucida (ZP) of mammalian embryos is often described as an elastic material [116]. One can define
the tension of the shell Tgpe;; (R) = h(R)o (R) as a function of its radius R, its thickness h and the
tangential stress o (Fig. 6B). At first approximation, the stress-strain relation for a simple elastic
material may be taken as linear, 6(R) = E(R — Ry) /Ry, with Ry is the resting radius of the shell and
E its Young's modulus, evaluated around 100 kPa after fertilization [117]. Note that if the shell is
considered incompressible, its thickness will decrease as the radius increases, which may lead to an
hyperelastic behavior at large deformations [116]. Shell tension adds up to the epithelial tension y,,;
in mechanical balance, increasing Laplace’s pressure difference well beyond hundreds of Pascals as
the cavity grows [116]. A stable steady-state volume may hence, in this case, be attained if the
pressure difference reaches the critical value Py, — Pyyr = j*Cout/As.
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Figure 6. Polarized transport and osmotic volume control. (A) Model for the volume control
of a cavity within a cell. (B) Mechanical contribution of the shell to the tension.

Epithelialization and vectorial transport

The epithelium is one of the first of cell specialization during embryogenesis and separates the
internal medium of an embryo from the exterior [118]. Epithelial cells are characteristic features of
metazoa [119], [120]. They form layers of polarized cells, oriented along an apical-basal axis, and are
kept together through adherent junctions and sealed by tight junctions in vertebrates [68], septate
junctions in invertebrates [118], that prevent water leaking and selectively control the diffusion of
solutes [121]. We refer to epithelium establishment by distinguishable apicobasal domains and by
the presence of mature tight/septate junctions. Because of its sealing and transport properties,
epithelium establishment is paramount to understand the mechanisms of blastocoel formation:
depending on the timing of such establishment relative to other morphogenetic events such as
compaction or shell adhesion, one particular mechanism may be preferred from the variety of
mechanisms described above. While some recent work in mouse embryos described the extension of
an apical domain as key to de novo polarization [122], we lack a clear biophysical picture of the
mechanisms behind epithelialization, including the control of vectorial ion transport and tight
junction maturation, which may be essential for blastocoel maintenance [123].

Physical confinement and substrate adhesion

Unlike eutherian embryos, marsupials do not form a morula but adhere separately to the
surrounding ZP, which is required for normal cleavages [35], blastocyst formation [86], and survival
of the embryo [85]. Yet, a clear physical picture of blastocyst formation supported by shell adhesion



is missing so far. More generically, the role of spatial confinement on blastocoel formation has been
little investigated.

Timing of cell division

Timing of division may be as essential as the spatial patterning of cleavages for blastocoel
morphogenesis. A striking example is ascidians embryos, which present invariant cleavages along the
embryo surface [38]. In this species, cell cycle asynchrony emerges at the 16-cell stage, whereby the
eight cells of the vegetal part divide first, such that the embryo reaches a 24-cell stage, followed by
the eight cells of the animal part to reach the 32-cell stage [124]. This asynchrony remains until a 44-
cell stage, since the two blastomeres of the germline divide apart [125]. Interestingly, while the wild-
type embryo forms a compact stereoblastula, ablation of the contraction pole resynchronizes the cell
cycle and leaves an intercellular space in the center of the embryo, that grows into a blastocoel in a
seemingly similar fashion as in sea urchin [38], [125].

A role for blastocoel emergence?

An important question remains largely unanswered, in the literature and throughout this review: the
role of the blastocoel. Blastocoel morphogenesis precedes gastrulation, and the formation of a
hollow structure surrounded by a single cell monolayer surely prepares the embryo for subsequent
folding and invagination of future primary germ layers. It also allows to clearly define inside and
outside compartments in the embryo. From a mechanical perspective, it may be easier to deform a
single monolayer than a bulk aggregate of cells. Yet, in many organisms, gastrulation operates fine
without a blastocoel (or yolk cell). Most nematodes, for instance, are described as stereoblastula
during their development, and while the most studied species, C. Elegans, does form a very small and
transient cavity, it rapidly disappears and does not play a role in gastrulation [37]. Remarkably, some
nematodes do form a distinct and prominent blastocoel, such as Tobrilus stefanskii at the 16-cell
stage [94], [126], [127]. Another possible role for the blastocoel is to provide a simple mean for cell
interactions via a morphogen, that should freely diffuse within the fluid-filled cavity [128]. On the
contrary, it may provide a barrier between cells, to prevent direct biochemical interaction through
cell-cell contacts. To better determine the intricate coupling between blastocoel morphogenesis and
fate patterning, future studies will therefore need to combine realistic physical modeling with
precision perturbation of blastocoel formation, possibly by physical means (osmotic chocks,
mechanical compression...).

Blastocoel morphogenesis: an evolutive continuum??

Metazoans are multicellular organisms, organized with several germ layers, composed of specialized
cells [30]. The idea that early steps of metazoan emergence correspond to the early stages of
embryonic development is an old idea [129], and even though it has been refuted multiple times, it
has impacted the thoughts of early embryonic development [29], [130]. It has also been proposed
that the emergence of metazoans is linked with the origin of epithelia [118], and those primeval
metazoans might have exhibited three novelties: (i) assembling multicellular aggregates, (ii)
establishment of occluding junctions, (iii) polarized transport [120]. Whether of the evolutionary
origin or not, these similarities are worth exploring to decipher the order of events that may lead to
the establishment of a fluid-filled cavity within the embryo, and how to conserve it during
development. The structure composed of a cellular compartment enveloping a cavity is reminiscent
of colonies of unicellular protozoans, assembled to form a collection of cells surrounding an empty
space [130]. Choanoflagellates for instance consist of a sperm-like cell, whose apical flagellate is
surrounded by a "collar" of microvilli forming the collar complex [131]. Either by aggregation or cell
division with the apicobasal plane, choanoflagellates may form multicellular structures [131].
Specifically, the model species S. rosetta forms rosette-like colonies - in the form of a hollow sphere
of cells - whose integrity is ensured by basal extracellular matrix (ECM), intercellular bridges, and
filopodia [132]. Moreover, rosette colonies significantly upregulated tight junctions and cadherin
molecules, responsible for cavity sealing and cell-cell adhesion respectively [133]. Biophysical



simulations have shown the importance of the ECM and its physical and mechanical properties to
ensure the formation and stability of rosettes instead of other structures [134]. Acquisition of
multicellularity through the aggregation of unicellular organisms is not the only hypothesis for
metazoan formation. Another hypothesis suggests that multicellular systems formed through multi-
nucleated syncytia that later acquired cytokinesis, a development closer to the one of arthropods
forming a periblastula. Such example is found in the protozoa ichthyosporean Creolimax
fragrantissima, which develops through multinucleated syncytium, with nuclei surrounding a central
vacuole, a structure reminiscent of the coeloblastula. The vacuole is later filled with cytoplasm and
the colony divides into single motile cells [135]. While these morphogenetic events are not enough
to qualify protozoa colonies as metazoan, because they lack establishment of an axis of symmetry for
the body plan and specialization of interdependent cells [30], this shows that the establishment of a
small cavity in protozoans already had most of the physical ingredients present in the main
mechanisms we discussed for blastocoel formation.

Conclusion

Blastulation might not be “the most important time in our life”, to refer to the famous quote of Lewis
Wolpert on gastrulation [136], but it remains the very first morphogenetic event common to most
animals. Surprisingly, it remains much less explored from a biophysical perspective. Maybe because
the morphological changes undergone by embryos at this primitive stage of development are less
striking? We argue that blastula formation, and by extension blastocoel morphogenesis in
coeloblastula, reveals nevertheless in a very short amount of time, a wide diversity of seminal
biophysical phenomena, many of them remaining to be revisited quantitatively, starting with
historically-studied species. We tried, in this review, to provide a transverse picture of blastocoel
formation across species, together with physical perspectives. We hope we could convince the
reader that for many of them, they are not necessarily exclusive, but may, on the contrary,
complement each other, or at least constitute redundant fail-safe mechanisms to ensure the proper
formation and localization of the first fluid-filled biological cavity. We hope such a view may call,
more generally, for a physical continuum approach of morphogenesis, whereby a single physical
process may generally not be sufficient to provide a complete and fair picture of a biological
phenomenon. Blastocoel emergence requires the consideration of as many prototypical physical
concepts as surface tension, adhesion, hydraulic flows, osmotic volume control and mechanical
constraints, concepts which operate together at later embryonic stages, presumably in an even more
intricate manner. Integrating several physical processes in a single model is however often not an
easy task, and will require further progress in 4D numerical simulations. While as physicists, we like
to draw a simple physical picture of biological phenomena, blastocoel morphogenesis proves to us
that the physics of development, even on one of the simplest multicellular system, is nothing but
simple. From our review, it appeared that one key question remains broadly unanswered: what is the
role of the blastocoel? While it may be argued that it provides the necessary space and mechanical
compliance for subsequent tissue folding during gastrulation, these arguments remain hypothetical
and many embryos do gastrulate without the need of a blastocoel. To tackle such questions,
morphogenesis may largely benefit from evolutionary approaches. For blastula formation, this goes
back to the emergence of multicellular assemblies in protozoans: seeing early embryo development
as an evolutionary continuum could provide inspiring directions to address key phenomena such as
polarization, adhesion and epithelialization. We hope these thoughts may lead to the emergence of a
new field at the interface of physics and evolutionary morphogenesis.
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Methods

The Jupyter notebooks and equations used to generate figures can be found here:
https://github.com/VirtualEmbryo/blastocoel review

Lexicon

Adherens junction: type of adhesive cell junction composed of transmembrane adhering
molecules, linked to the actin cytoskeleton [34].

Animal pole: in yolky cells or embryos, designate the hemisphere that is away from the yolk
[34].

Apical: side of a polarized epithelial cell that faces the exterior. Usually rich in microvilli and
proteins specialized in exchanges with the exterior.

Apoptosis: type of programmed cell death, in which the cell commits "suicide". This death
does not damage other surrounding cells, unlike necrosis. [34]

Basolateral: side of a polarized complementary to the apical. Composed of the lateral plus
the basal faces of a cell.

Blastomere: any of the cells formed by the cleavages of the fertilized egg [34].

Blastulation: morphological step of the embryonic development that produces a
coeloblastula, a layer of blastomeres surrounding a fluid-filled cavity. Also referred as
cavitation.

Cadherin: a family of cell-adhesion molecules [34].

Cavitation: the process by which the blastocoel appears in the embryo.

Centrolecithal: egg in which the yolk is located in the center [30].

Cleavage: cell division without volume growth. Cleavages occur during early embryonic
development [34].

Club process: cell protrusion on the apical domain shaped as a club, contributing to adhesion
[87].

Columnar cell: column-shaped cell, with larger lateral side than basal and apical sides,
typically in epithelia.

Compaction: in the mouse embryo, the stage at which the blastomeres flatten by increasing
their cell-cell contacts, and the overall embryo becomes rounder [34].

Contractility: refers to the ability of a cell to change its volume by contraction.

Cortex: of actomyosin. A dense network of actin polymers and myosin molecular motors
beneath the cell membrane, that ensures the contractility of cells and is responsible for the
cell surface tension.

Cyst: an empty pocket within a tissue, that may contain air or fluids, and can generate
tumors.

Cytokinetic ring: the contractile ring of actomyosin that appears during cytokinesis and is
responsible for splitting the mother cell into two daughter cells.

Deutoplasm: secondary cytoplasm of eggs, distinct from the nutritive yolk. Its precise role is
not yet elucidated [56].

Epithelium: a sheet of polarized cells tightly bound together by adhesive cell junctions [34].



Eutherian: clade of the Therian, distinct from Metatherians (Marsupials). They form a
blastocyst with inner cell mass, the embryo implants early in development with a placenta.
Eutherians encompass mouse, human, pig, etc. [56]

Exocytosis: active transport of material outside the cell, by the fusion of vesicles with the
plasma membrane. Opposed to endocytosis.

Extracellular matrix: an extracellular network of molecules, that provide them mechanical
and chemical support.

Gastrulation: process in which tissues (endodermal and mesodermal) move from the outside
to the inside of the embryo, and give rise to the internal organs [34].

Germ layer: primary types of cellular tissues in the early embryo. The most common ones in
animals are the ectoderm, mesoderm and endoderm [34].

Holoblastic: cleavage with complete cytokinesis, in which the cleavage plane passes
throughout the entire cell [30].

Hyaline: in echinoderms, the external shell surrounding the embryo [58].

Inner Cell Mass: a group of cells in the blastocyst of mammalian embryos that will give rise to
the embryo proper. These cells are surrounded by the trophectoderm cells and facing the
blastocoel after cavitation [34].

Invagination: local deformation of tissue through the bending and folding of a layer of cells,
such as in gastrulation. [34]

Lumen: empty space in a tissue, often in a tubular structure such as blood vessels or
intestine.

Meroblastic: cleavage with uncomplete cytokinesis, in which the cleavage plane stops and
the daughter cells are not fully separated [30].

Metazoa: clade that designates the animals, or multicellular organisms.

Mitotic spindle: assembly of microtubules in the shape of a spindle that pulls apart the
chromosomes into daughter cells during mitosis [34].

Morula: early stage in a mammalian embryo when cleavage has resulted in an aggregate of
cells. The embryo looks like a blackberry [34].

Mucoid coat: an acid-glycoprotein produced by the oviduct of marsupials, that provides
nutrients and block polyspermy. It surrounds the zona pellucida and is enveloped in an outer
shell coat [85].

Na/K pump: or Na/K-ATPase, a specialized enzyme that at the cost of one ATP molecule,
exports three sodium ions outside the cell, and imports two potassium ions within. It is a
marker of basolateral cell domains.

Ouabain: a cardiotonic steroid and inhibitor of the Na/K pump.

Protozoa: the term that designates unicellular eukaryotes.

Semi-permeable: the ability of a membrane to allow the passage of a single chemical
species, and to block others. It typically let the solvent pass and retains solutes.

Septate junction: intercellular junctions of non-chordate invertebrates, that act as a
permeability seal. Their equivalent is the tight junctions in vertebrates [59].

Subgerminal: (space) The cavity enclosed between the yolk and the blastoderm in
monotremes and avians [34].

Syncitium: multinucleated cell [34].

Tight junction: a type of adhesive cell junction that binds epithelial cells tightly together to
form an epithelium and seals off the environment on one side of the epithelium from the
other [34].

Therian: subclass of mammals, that encompass both Eutherians and Metatherians
(marsupials). Therians do not lay shelled eggs, contrary to Prototherians (Monotremes)
Trophectoderm: the outer layer of cells in the early mammalian embryo, consisting of a
squamous epithelium that surrounds the inner cell mass and the blastocoel. Trophectoderm
gives rise to extra-embryonic tissues and the placenta [73].



Vegetal pole: in yolky eggs or cells, the hemisphere that is rich in yolk [34].

References

(1]

(2]

(3]

(4]

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

(9]

(10]

(11]

(12]

(13]

(14]

L. Wolpert and T. Gustafson, "Studies on the cellular basis of morphogenesis of the sea urchin
embryo. The formation of the blastula," Experimental Cell Research, vol. 25, no. 2, pp. 374-
382, 1961.

M. R. Kalt, " The relationship between cleavage and blastocoel formation in Xenopus laevis. I.
Light microscopic observations," Journal of Embryology and Experimental Morphology, vol. 26,
no. 1, pp. 51-66, 1971.

M. R. Kalt, "The relationship between cleavage and blastocoel formation in Xenopus laevis. Il.
Electron microscopic observations.," Journal of Embryology and Experimental Morphology,
vol. 26, no. 1, pp. 51-66, 1971.

S. Sigurbjornsdéttir, R. Mathew and M. Leptin, "Molecular mechanisms of de novo lumen
formation," Nature Reviews Molecular Cell Biology, vol. 15, no. 10, pp. 665-676, 2014.

A. J. Blasky, A. Mangan and R. Prekeris, "Polarized Protein Transport and Lumen Formation
During Epithelial Tissue Morphogenesis," Annual Review of Cell and Developmental Biology,
vol. 31, no. 1, pp. 575-591, 2015.

A. B. M. Navis, "Developing pressures: fluid forces driving morphogenesis," Current Opinion in
Genetics & Development, vol. 32, pp. 24-30, 2015.

B. Strili¢, J. Eglinger, M. Krieg, M. Zeeb, J. Axnick, P. Babal, D. J. Miiller and E. Lammert,
"Electrostatic cell-surface repulsion initiates lumen formation in developing blood vessels,"
Current Biology, vol. 20, no. 22, pp. 2003-2009, 2010.

A. W. Overeem, D. M. Bryant and S. C. van lJzendoorn, "Mechanisms of apical-basal axis
orientation and epithelial lumen positioning," Trends in Cell Biology, vol. 25, no. 8, pp. 476-
485, 2015.

D. J. Andrew and A. J. Ewald, "Morphogenesis of epithelial tubes: Insights into tube formation,
elongation, and elaboration," Developmental Biology, vol. 341, no. 1, pp. 34-55, 2010.

M. Bagnat, I. D. Cheung, K. E. Mostov and D. Y. Stainier, "Genetic control of single lumen
formation in the zebrafish gut," Nature Cell Biology, vol. 9, no. 8, pp. 954-960, 2007.

J. B. J. S. Debnath, "Modelling glandular epithelial cancers in three-dimensional cultures,"
Nature Reviews Cancer, vol. 5, no. 9, pp. 675-688, 2005.

D. M. Bryant, A. Datta, A. E. Rodriguez-Fraticelli, J. Perdnen, F. Martin-Belmonte and K. E.
Mostov, "A molecular network for de novo generation of the apical surface and lumen,"
Nature Cell Biology, vol. 12, no. 11, pp. 1035-1045, 2010.

L. Gervais and J. Casanova, "In Vivo Coupling of Cell Elongation and Lumen Formationin a
Single Cell," vol. 20, no. 4, pp. 359-366, 2010.

A.Z. Wang, G. K. Ojakian and W. J. Nelson, "Steps in the morphogenesis of a polarized
epithelium: Il. Disassembly and assembly of plasma membrane domains during reversal of
epithelial cell polarity in multicellular epithelial (MDCK) cysts," Journal of Cell Science, vol. 95,
no. 1, pp. 153-165, 1990.



[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]
[31]

L. Bodenstein, "Simulations of sea urchin early development delineate the role of oriented cell
division in the morula-to-blastula transition," Mechanisms of Development, vol. 162, 2020.

Y. Kraus, S. Chevalier and E. Houliston, "Cell shape changes during larval body plan
development in Clytia hemisphaerica," Developmental Biology, vol. 468, no. 1-2, pp. 59-79,
2020.

K. Ragkousi, K. Marr, S. McKinney, L. Ellington and M. C. Gibson, "Cell-Cycle-Coupled
Oscillations in Apical Polarity and Intercellular Contact Maintain Order in Embryonic Epithelia,"
Current Biology, vol. 27, no. 9, pp. 1381-1386, 2017.

C. Slack and A. E. Warner, "Intracellular and intercellular potentials in the early amphibian
embryo," The Journal of Physiology, vol. 232, no. 2, pp. 313-330, 1973.

J. D. M. Gordon, The forces involved in regulating the uptake of water into the blastocoel and
archenteron of Xenopus Laevis embryos, PhD Thesis. ed., University of Edinburgh , 1969, p.
pp.1-208..

L. M. Wiley, "Cavitation in the mouse preimplantation embryo: Na K-ATPase and the origin of
nascent blastocoele fluid," vol. 105, no. 2, pp. 330-342.

J. D. Biggers, R. M. Borland and R. D. Powers, "Transport mechanisms in the preimplantation
mammalian embryo.," Ciba Foundation symposium, no. 52, pp. 129-153, 1977.

R. M. Borland, J. D. Biggers and C. P. Lechene, "Studies on the composition and formation of
mouse blastocoele fluid using electron probe microanalysis," Developmental Biology, vol. 55,
no. 1, pp. 1-8, 1977.

F. M. S. R. M. Manejwala, "Blastocoel expansion in the preimplantation mouse embryo:
Stimulation of sodium uptake by cAMP and possible involvement of cAMP-dependent protein
kinase," Developmental Biology, vol. 136, no. 2, pp. 560-563, 1989.

L. Casares, R. Vincent, D. Zalvidea, N. Campillo, D. Navajas, M. Arroyo and X. Trepat, "Hydraulic
fracture during epithelial stretching," Nature Materials, vol. 14, no. 3, pp. 343-351, 2015.

J. G. Dumortier, M. Le Verge--Serandour, A. F. Tortorelli, A. Mielke, L. de Plater, H. Turlier and
J.-L. Maitre, "Hydraulic fracturing and active coarsening position the lumen of the mouse
blastocyst," Science, vol. 365, no. 6452, pp. 465-468, 2019.

P. R. Hurst, K. Jefferies, P. Eckstein and A. G. Wheeler, "An ultrastructural study of
preimplantation uterine embryos of the rhesus monkey.," Journal of anatomy, vol. 126, no. Pt
1, pp. 209-220, 1978.

H. W. Stroband, N. Taverne and M. v. Bogaard, "The pig blastocyst: Its ultrastructure and the
uptake of protein macromolecules," Cell and Tissue Research, vol. 235, no. 2, pp. 347-356,
1984.

L. Selwood, "Mechanisms Underlying the Development of Pattern in Marsupial Embryos,"
Current Topics in Developmental Biology, vol. 27, no. C, pp. 175-233, 1992.

M. Q. Martindale, "The evolution of metazoan axial properties," Nature Reviews Genetics, vol.
6, no. 12, pp. 917-927, 2005.

G. J. Brusca, R. C. Brusca and S. F. Gilbert, Characteristics of Metazoan Development, 1997.

R. Winklbauer, "Cell adhesion in amphibian gastrulation.," International review of cell and
molecular biology, vol. 278, no. C, pp. 215-275, 2009.



[32]

[33]

[34]
[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

[45]

[46]

[47]

[48]

E. Conklin, "The development of isolated and partially separated blastomeres of Amphioxus,"
Journal of Experimental Zoology, vol. 64, no. 2, pp. 303-375, 1933.

K. Dan, "STAGE, CYTO-EMBRYOLOGICAL STUDIES OF SEA URCHINS. Il. BLASTULA," The
Biological Bulletin, vol. 102, no. 1, pp. 74-89, 1952.

L. Wolpert, Principle of Developments, Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1998.

L. Selwood, "Development in vitro of investment-free marsupial embryos during cleavage and
early blastocyst formation," Gamete Research, vol. 23, no. 4, pp. 399-413, 1989.

M. Maldonado and A. Riesgo, "Gametogenesis, embryogenesis, and larval features of the
oviparous sponge Petrosia ficiformis (Haplosclerida, Demospongiae)," Marine Biology, vol.
156, no. 10, pp. 2181-2197, 2009.

J. Nance and J. R. Priess, "Cell polarity and gastrulation in C. elegans.," Development
(Cambridge, England), vol. 129, no. 2, pp. 387-397, 2002.

R. Dumollard, N. Minc, G. Salez, S. Ben Aicha, F. Bekkouche, C. Hebras, L. Besnardeau and A.
McDougall, "The invariant cleavage pattern displayed by ascidian embryos depends on spindle
positioning along the cell's longest axis in the apical plane and relies on asynchronous cell
divisions," eLife, 2017.

A. McDougall, J. Chenevert and R. Dumollard, "Ascidians, Cell-Cycle Control in Oocytes and
During Early Embryonic Cleavage Cycles in," International Review of Cell and Molecular
Biology, vol. 297, pp. 235-264, 2012.

J. J. Henry, R. Collin and K. J. Perry, "The slipper snail, Crepidula: An emerging
lophotrochozoan model system," Biological Bulletin, vol. 218, no. 3, pp. 211-229, 2010.

W. Jacobson, "The early development of the avian embryo. I. Endoderm formation," Journal of
Morphology, vol. 62, no. 3, pp. 415-443, 1938.

F. Bertocchini, C. Alev, Y. Nakaya and G. Sheng, "A little winning streak: The reptilian-eye view
of gastrulation in birds," Development Growth and Differentiation, vol. 55, no. 1, pp. 52-59,
2013.

T. Fujimoto, T. Kataoka, S. Sakao, T. Saito, E. Yamaha and K. Arai, "Developmental stages and
germ cell lineage of the loach (Misgurnus anguillicaudatus)," Zoological Science, vol. 23, no.
11, pp. 977-989, 2006.

S. Frankenberg, "Pre-gastrula Development of Non-eutherian Mammals," Current Topics in
Developmental Biology, vol. 128, pp. 237-266, 2018.

T. Thomson Flynn and J. P. Hill, "The Development of the Monotremata.-Part VI. The Later
Stages of Cleavage and the Formation of the Primary Germ-layers.," The Transactions of the
Zoological Society of London, vol. 26, no. 1-2, pp. 1-151, 1947.

H. Nagai, M. Sezaki, K. Kakiguchi, Y. Nakaya, H. C. Lee, R. Ladher, T. Sasanami, J. Y. Han, S.
Yonemura and G. Sheng, "Cellular analysis of cleavage-stage chick embryos reveals hidden
conservation in vertebrate early development," Development (Cambridge), vol. 142, no. 7, pp.
1279-1286, 2015.

S. F. Gilbert, Developmental Biology. 6th edition. Early Drosophila Development., Sunderland
(MA): Sinauer Associates, 2000.

J. GroBhans, H. A. J. Miller and E. Wieschaus, "Control of Cleavage Cycles in Drosophila
Embryos by frihstart," Developmental Cell, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 285-294, 2003.



[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

[55]

[56]

[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

[61]

[62]

[63]

[64]

[65]

G. W. C. Scholtz, "Arthropod Embryology: Cleavage and Germ Band Development," Arthropod
Biology and Evolution, pp. 63-89, 2013.

M. Laumann, P. Bergmann, R. A. Norton and M. Heethoff, "First cleavages, preblastula and
blastula in the parthenogenetic mite Archegozetes longisetosus (Acari, Oribatida) indicate
holoblastic rather than superficial cleavage," Arthropod Structure and Development, vol. 39,
no. 4, pp. 276-286, 2010.

D. Longo, S. M. Peirce, T. C. Skalak, L. Davidson, M. Marsden, B. Dzamba and D. W. Desimone,
"Multicellular computer simulation of morphogenesis: Blastocoel roof thinning and matrix
assembly in Xenopus laevis," Developmental Biology, vol. 271, no. 1, pp. 210-222, 2004.

K. A. Rawlinson, "Embryonic and post-embryonic development of the polyclad flatworm
Maritigrella crozieri; implications for the evolution of spiralian life history traits," Frontiers in
Zoology, vol. 7, pp. 1-25, 2010.

Y. A. Burmistrova, B. V. Osadchenko, F. V. Bolshakov, Y. A. Kraus and I. A. Kosevich,
"Embryonic development of thecate hydrozoan Gonothyraea loveni (Allman, 1859),"
Development Growth and Differentiation, vol. 60, no. 8, pp. 483-501, 2018.

G. Pilato, V. D'Urso, F. Viglianisi, F. Sammartano, G. Sabella and O. Lisi, "The problem of the
origin of primordial germ cells (PGCs) in vertebrates: Historical review and a possible
solution," vol. 57, no. 11-12, pp. 809-819, 2013.

L. Wolpert and E. Mercer, "An electron microscope study of the development of the blastula
of the sea urchin embryo and its radial polarity," Experimental Cell Research, vol. 30, no. 2, pp.
280-300, 1963.

S. R. Frankenberg, F. R. de Barros, J. Rossant and M. B. Renfree, "The mammalian blastocyst,"
Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Developmental Biology, vol. 5, no. 2, pp. 210-232, 2016.

C. Herbst, "liber das Auseinandergehen von Furchungs- und Gewebezellen in kalkfreiem
Medium," Archiv fiir Entwicklungsmechanik der Organismen, vol. 9, no. 3, pp. 424-463, 1900.

E. Citkowitz, "The hyaline layer: Its isolation and role in echinoderm development,"
Developmental Biology, vol. 24, no. 3, pp. 348-362, 1971.

E. M. Itza and N. M. Mozingo, "Septate junctions mediate the barrier to paracellular
permeability in sea urchin embryos," Zygote, vol. 13, no. 3, pp. 255-264, 2005.

K. Dan, "Cyto-Embryology of Echinoderms and Amphibia," International Review of Cytology,
vol. 9, pp. 321-367, 1960.

D. Drasdo and G. Forgacs, "Modeling the interplay of generic and genetic mechanisms in
cleavage, blastulation, and gastrulation," Developmental Dynamics, vol. 219, no. 2, pp. 182-
191, 2000.

R. Winklbauer, "Mesoderm and endoderm internalization in the Xenopus gastrula," Current
Topics in Developmental Biology, vol. 136, pp. 243-270, 2020.

T. J. Byers and P. B. Armstrong, "Membrane protein redistribution during Xenopus first
cleavage," Journal of Cell Biology, vol. 102, no. 6, pp. 2176-2184, 1986.

R. Winklbauer, "Cell adhesion in amphibian gastrulation," International review of cell and
molecular biology, vol. 278, no. C, pp. 215-275, 2009.

M. V. Danilchik, S. D. Bedrick, E. E. Brown and K. Ray, "Furrow microtubules and localized
exocytosis in cleaving Xenopus laevis embryos," Journal of Cell Science, vol. 116, no. 2, pp.
273-283, 2002.



[66]

[67]

[68]

[69]

[70]

[71]

[72]

[73]

[74]

[75]

[76]

[77]

[78]

[79]

[80]

[81]

[82]

T. P. Fleming, T. Papenbrock, I. Fesenko, P. Hausen and B. Sheth, "Assembly of tight junctions
during early vertebrate development," Seminars in Cell and Developmental Biology, vol. 11,
no. 4, pp. 291-299, 2000.

H. -. J. Muller and P. Hausen, "Epithelial cell polarity in early Xenopus development,"
Developmental Dynamics, vol. 202, no. 4, pp. 405-420, 1995.

C. S. Merzdorf, Y.-H. Chen and D. A. Goodenough, "Formation of Functional Tight Junctions in
Xenopus Embryos," Developmental Biology, vol. 195, no. 2, pp. 187-203, 1998.

P. Tuft, "The uptake and distribution of water in the developing amphibian embryo.,"
Symposia of the Society for Experimental Biology, vol. 19, pp. 385-402, 1965.

D. Barua, S. E. Parent and R. Winklbauer, "Mechanics of Fluid-Filled Interstitial Gaps. Il. Gap
Characteristics in Xenopus Embryonic Ectoderm," Biophysical Journal, vol. 113, no. 4, pp. 923-
936, 2017.

J.-L. Maitre, H. Turlier, R. lllukkumbura, B. Eismann, R. Niwayama, F. Nédélec and T. Hiiragi,
"Asymmetric division of contractile domains couples cell positioning and fate specification,"
Nature, vol. 536, no. 7616, pp. 344-348, 2016.

J.-L. Maitre, R. Niwayama, H. Turlier, F. Nédélec and T. Hiiragi, "Pulsatile cell-autonomous
contractility drives compaction in the mouse embryo," Nature Cell Biology, vol. 17, no. 7, pp.
849-855, 2015.

J.-L. Maitre, "Mechanics of blastocyst morphogenesis," Biology of the Cell, vol. 109, no. 9, pp.
323-338, 2017.

J. Rossant, "Making the Mouse Blastocyst: Past, Present, and Future," Current Topics in
Developmental Biology, vol. 117, pp. 275-288, 2016.

L. Larue, M. Ohsugi, J. Hirchenhain and R. Kemler, "E-cadherin null mutant embryos fail to
form a Trophectoderm Epithelium," Developmental Biology, vol. 91, pp. 8263-8267, 1994.

C. A. Ziomek and M. H. Johnson, "Cell surface interaction induces polarization of mouse 8-cell
blastomeres at compaction," Cell, vol. 21, no. 3, pp. 935-942, 1980.

J. J. Eckert and T. P. Fleming, "Tight junction biogenesis during early development," Biochimica
et Biophysica Acta (BBA) - Biomembranes, vol. 1778, no. 3, pp. 717-278, 2008.

K. Moriwaki, S. Tsukita and M. Furuse, "Tight junctions containing claudin 4 and 6 are essential
for blastocyst formation in preimplantation mouse embryos".

A.J. Watson, D. R. Natale and L. C. Barcroft, "Regulation of blastocyst formation," Animal
Reproduction Science, Vols. 82-83, pp. 583-592, 2004.

R. Kawagishi, M. Tahara, K. Sawada, K. Morishige, M. Sakata, K. Tasaka and Y. Murata,
"Na+/H+ exchanger-3 is involved in mouse blastocyst formation," Journal of Experimental
Zoology Part A: Comparative Experimental Biology, vol. 301, no. 9, pp. 767-775, 2004.

J. -E. Fléchon, M. Panigel, D. C. Kraemer, S. S. Kalter and E. S. E. Hafez, "Surface ultrastructure
of preimplantation baboon embryos," Anatomy and Embryology, vol. 149, no. 3, pp. 289-295,
1976.

S. Frankenberg and M. B. Renfree, "Conceptus Coats of Marsupials and Monotremes," Current
Topics in Developmental Biology, vol. 130, 2018.



[83] L. Selwood, "Embryonic development in culture of two dasyurid marsupials, Sminthopsis
crassicaudata (gould) and Sminthopsis macroura (spencer), during cleavage and blastocyst
formation," vol. 16, no. 4, pp. 355-371, 1987.

[84] L. Selwood and D. Smith, "Time-Lapse analysis and normal stages of development of cleavage
and blastocyst formation in the marsupials the brown antechinus and the stripe-faced
dunnart," vol. 26, no. 1, pp. 53-62, 1990.

[85] L.Selwood, "Marsupial egg and embryo coats," Cells Tissues Organs, vol. 2, pp. 208-219, 2000.

[86] L.Selwood and G.J. Young, "Cleavage in vivo and in culture in the dasyurid marsupial
Antechinus stuartii (macleay)," Journal of Morphology, vol. 176, pp. 43-60, 1983.

[87] S. Frankenberg and L. Selwood, "An ultrastructural study of the role of an extracellular matrix
during normal cleavage in a marsupial, the brushtail possum," Molecular Reproduction and
Development, vol. 50, no. 4, pp. 420-433, 1998.

[88] A.G. Lyne and D. E. Hollis, "Early embryology of the marsupials Isoodon macrourus and
Perameles nasuta," Australian Journal of Zoology, vol. 24, no. 3, pp. 299-311, 1976.

[89] J.P.Hill, "The early development of the marsupialia, with special reference to the native cat
(Dasyurus viverrinus). Contributions to the embryology of the marsupialia IV.," Quarterly
journal of microscopical science, vol. 56, pp. 1-134, 1910.

[90] S. Frankenberg, G. Shaw, C. Freyer, A. J. Pask and M. B. Renfree, "Early cell lineage
specification in a marsupial: A case for diverse mechanisms among mammals," Development
(Cambridge), vol. 140, no. 5, pp. 965-975, 2013.

[91] G. Sheng, "Epiblast morphogenesis before gastrulation," Developmental Biology, vol. 401, no.
1, pp. 17-24, 2015.

[92] H. Turlier and J. L. Maitre, "Mechanics of tissue compaction," Seminars in Cell and
Developmental Biology, Vols. 47-48, pp. 110-117, 2015.

[93] J. L. Maitre and C. P. Heisenberg, "Three functions of cadherins in cell adhesion," Current
Biology, vol. 23, no. 14, pp. 626-633, 2013.

[94] J. Schulze and E. Schierenberg, "Evolution of embryonic development in nematodes,"
EvoDevo, vol. 2, no. 1, p. 18, 2011.

[95] A. Pierre, J. Sallé, M. Wiihr and N. Minc, "Generic Theoretical Models to Predict Division
Patterns of Cleaving Embryos," Developmental Cell, vol. 39, no. 6, pp. 667-682, 2016.

[96] H. Oscar, Untersuchungen zur Morphologie und Physiologie der Zelle: Das Problem der
Befruchtung und der Isotropie des Eies, eine Theorie der Vererbung., Fisher, 1884.

[97] R. Niwayama, P. Moghe, Y. J. Liu, D. Fabréges, F. Buchholz, M. Piel and T. Hiiragi, "A Tug-of-
War between Cell Shape and Polarity Controls Division Orientation to Ensure Robust
Patterning in the Mouse Blastocyst," Developmental Cell, vol. 51, no. 5, pp. 564-574.e6, 2019.

[98] J. Giammona and O. Campas, "Physical constraints on early blastomere packings," PLoS
Computational Biology, vol. 17, no. 1, pp. 1-18, 2021.

[99] W. Ostwald, "Uber die vermeintliche Isomerie des roten und gelben Quecksilberoxyds und die
Oberflachenspannung fester Korper," Zeitschrift fiir Physikalische Chemie, vol. 34U, no. 1,
2017.

[100] M. Le Verge--Serandour and H. Turlier, "A hydro-osmotic coarsening theory of biological cavity
formation," bioRxiv, 2021.



[101] H. B. van Lengerich, M. J. Vogel and P. H. Steen, "Coarsening of capillary drops coupled by
conduit networks," Physical Review E, vol. 82, no. 6, p. 066312, 2010.

[102] M. B. Gratton and T. P. Witelski, "Transient and self-similar dynamics in thin film coarsening,"
Physica D: Nonlinear Phenomena, vol. 238, no. 23-24, pp. 2380-2394, 2009.

[103] K. Glasner and T. P. Witelski, "Coarsening dynamics of dewetting films," Physical Review E -
Statistical Physics, Plasmas, Fluids, and Related Interdisciplinary Topics, vol. 67, no. 1, p. 12,
2003.

[104] S. Dasgupta, K. Gupta, Y. Zhang, V. Viasnoff and J. Prost, "Physics of lumen growth,"
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, vol. 115, pp.
E4751-E4757, 2019.

[105] N. Motosugi, T. Bauer, Z. Polanski, D. Solter and T. Hiiragi, "Polarity of the mouse embryo is
established at blastocyst and is not prepatterned," Genes and Development, vol. 19, no. 9, pp.
1081-1092, 2005.

[106] D. Giinzel, "Claudins: vital partners in transcellular and paracellular transport coupling,"
Pflugers Archiv European Journal of Physiology, vol. 469, no. 1, pp. 35-44, 2017.

[107] M. Arroyo and X. Trepat, "Hydraulic fracturing in cells and tissues: fracking meets cell biology,"
Current Opinion in Cell Biology, vol. 44, pp. 1-6, 2017.

[108] M. F. Schliffka and J.-L. Maitre, "Stay hydrated: basolateral fluids shaping tissues," Current
Opinion in Genetics & Development, vol. 57, pp. 70-77, 2019.

[109] C. Collinet and T. Lecuit, "Programmed and self-organized flow of information during
morphogenesis," Nature Reviews Molecular Cell Biology, vol. 22, no. 4, pp. 245-265, 2021.

[110] A. Torres-Sanchez, M. K. Winter and G. Salbreux, "Tissue hydraulics: physics of lumen
formation and interaction," arXiv, pp. 1-14, 2021.

[111] F. C. Hoppensteadt and C. S. Peskin, "Control of Cell Volume and the Electrical Properties of
Cell Membranes," in Modeling and Simulation in Medicine and the Life Science, 1992, pp. 165-
183.

[112] Y. Mori, "Mathematical properties of pump-leak models of cell volume control and electrolyte
balance," Journal of Mathematical Biology, vol. 65, no. 5, pp. 875-918, 2012.

[113] C. J. Chan, M. Costanzo, T. Ruiz-Herrero, G. Mdnke, R. J. Petrie, M. Bergert, A. Diz-Mufioz, L.
Mahadevan and T. Hiiragi, "Hydraulic control of mammalian embryo size and cell fate,"
Nature, vol. 571, no. 7763, pp. 112-116, 2019.

[114] H. Jiang and S. X. Sun, "Cellular Pressure and Volume Regulation and Implications for Cell
Mechanics," Biophysical Journal, vol. 105, no. 3, pp. 609-619, 2013.

[115] E. Gin, E. M. Tanaka and L. Brusch, "A model for cyst lumen expansion and size regulation via
fluid secretion," Journal of Theoretical Biology, vol. 264, no. 3, pp. 1077-1088, 2010.

[116] K. Leonavicius, C. Royer, C. Preece, B. Davies, J. S. Biggins and S. Srinivas, "Mechanics of mouse
blastocyst hatching revealed by a hydrogel-based microdeformation assay," Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, vol. 115, no. 41, pp. 10375-
10380, 2018.

[117] M. Papi, R. Brunelli, L. Sylla, T. Parasassi, M. Monaci, G. Maulucci, M. Missori, G. Arcovito, F.
Ursini and M. De Spirito, "Mechanical properties of zona pellucida hardening," European
Biophysics Journal, vol. 39, no. 6, pp. 987-992, 2010.



[118] E. Rodriguez-Boulan and |. G. Macara, "Organization and execution of the epithelial polarity
programme," Nature Reviews Molecular Cell Biology, vol. 15, no. 4, pp. 225-242, 2014.

[119] D. K. R. Shook, "Mechanisms, mechanics and function of epithelial-mesenchymal transitions in
early development," Mechanisms of Development, vol. 120, no. 11, pp. 1351-1383, 2003.

[120] M. Cereijido, R. G. Contreras and L. Shoshani, "Cell adhesion, polarity, and epithelia in the
dawn of metazoans," Physiological Reviews, vol. 84, no. 4, pp. 1229-1262, 2004.

[121] C. Zihni, C. Mills, K. Matter and M. S. Balda, "Tight junctions: From simple barriers to
multifunctional molecular gates," Nature Reviews Molecular Cell Biology, vol. 17, no. 9, pp.
564-580, 2016.

[122] M. Zhu, J. Cornwall-Scoones, P. Wang, C. E. Handford, J. Na, M. Thomson and M. Zernicka-
Goetz, "Developmental clock and mechanism of de novo polarization of the mouse embryo,"
Science, vol. 370, no. 6522, 2020.

[123] S. M. DiZio and R. J. Tasca, "Sodium-dependent amino acid transport in preimplantation
mouse embryos," Developmental Biology, vol. 59, no. 2, pp. 198-205, 1977.

[124] R. Dumollard, C. Hebras, L. Besnardeau and A. McDougall, "Beta-catenin patterns the cell cycle
during maternal-to-zygotic transition in urochordate embryos," Developmental Biology, vol.
384, no. 2, pp. 331-342, 2013.

[125] A. McDougall, J. Chenevert, B. G. Godard and R. Dumollard, "Emergence of Embryo Shape
During Cleavage Divisions," Results and Problems in Cell Differentiation, vol. 68, pp. 127-154,
2019.

[126] P. M. Joshi and J. H. Rothman, "Nematode Gastrulation: Having a BLASTocoel!," Current
Biology, vol. 15, no. 13, pp. R495-R498, 2005.

[127] E. Schierenberg, "Unusual cleavage and gastrulation in a freshwater nematode:
Developmental and phylogenetic implications," Development Genes and Evolution, vol. 215,
no. 2, pp. 103-108, 2005.

[128] M. D. Molina and T. Lepage, "Maternal factors regulating symmetry breaking and dorsal—
ventral axis formation in the sea urchin embryo," Current Topics in Developmental Biology,
vol. 140, pp. 283-316, 2020.

[129] E. Haeckel, Generelle Morphologie der Organismen, 1866.

[130] H. Denis and J. P. Mignot, "L'Origine des Metazoaires," Medecine/Sciences, vol. 10, no. 5, pp.
551-563, 1994.

[131] T. Brunet and N. King, "The Origin of Animal Multicellularity and Cell Differentiation,"
Developmental Cell, vol. 43, no. 2, pp. 124-140, 2017.

[132] M. J. Dayel, R. A. Alegado, S. R. Fairclough, T. C. Levin, S. A. Nichols, K. McDonald and N. King,
"Cell differentiation and morphogenesis in the colony-forming choanoflagellate Salpingoeca
rosetta," Developmental Biology, vol. 357, no. 1, pp. 73-82, 2011.

[133] S. R. Fairclough, Z. Chen, E. Kramer, Q. Zeng, S. Young, H. M. Robertson, E. Begovic, D. J.
Richter, C. Russ, M. J. Westbrook, G. Manning, B. F. Lang, B. Haas, C. Nusbaum and N. King,
"Premetazoan genome evolution and the regulation of cell differentiation in the
choanoflagellate Salpingoeca rosetta," Genome Biology, vol. 14, no. 2, pp. 1-15, 2013.

[134] B. T. Larson, T. Ruiz-Herrero, S. Lee, S. Kumar, L. Mahadevan and N. King, "Biophysical
principles of choanoflagellate self-organization," Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences of the United States of America, vol. 117, no. 3, pp. 1303-1311, 2020.



[135] H. Suga and I. Ruiz-Trillo, "Development of ichthyosporeans sheds light on the origin of
metazoan multicellularity," Developmental Biology, vol. 377, no. 1, pp. 284-292, 2013.

[136] L. Wolpert, The triumph of the embryo, Courier Corporation, 2008.



