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Anisotropic tension and its effect on the regulation of planar cell polarity
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FFX

LR D% KT 2 M, Bk A AETElRO 2 DD 217w A s, filik
i DHERF AN BRIE A~ DOEIEICF S LT3, MIERLoEHRoP VEY DL LT
X, X VNI BERZ DD RN L EWE N R Y 2 MRER B A R S .
B4 7 v 7P Vo F OFIECHIIENAL COFBIE DA A AL Al I N TE 2y —T
T, MR A U 2RSS, T & v o 2B | Mo Bk DT RE
TR s &Rk 2 T A R 2 S 2 W IRIEER T & LT 2 & 28, ZoBHETHRAIC
HH S 200 78 T & 72, BRICEI OWIHAFE R IC B0 Tld, TR AR S EAS 22 & o KH
AT L MBS C 5> Th Y. SN B IR L T4 U 2 BRI o 1 HisER
T LCoREPERSI N, L DWELRIN TS,

BRI HRR OIS ER T & L CoRElik 2 o8 HECIERICHEE S, %< O
fToNTEAICHEOLL T, WEINY 7 FNMEEZ DR =X LDIFEIFITHEA TV R,
ZOHERICIE. EENOBEBIIRIEZHE S 2 2 L 0L X235 5, HEN OB EREE
FHEICELBET CTEY, ZNZNRED XS IEMHRICHFLGE L TV L0 E2HFH5729
ICUd AR D BRI R A B e - AP ICBISR T ¥ 2 FiEkw b nTnwb, 22
TR TIX. 5 1 HTE I AERNOIRT) & IFREN, JAHPHICBI% < ¥ 2 Frll ofiuiR
Nevd—2F-L, BEVINOMDIRNEBE ZH A2, £ L <. BRG] O st
MECE T 2B NORNOTFEEZHALPIC Lz, ThEZT T, F2HTREH DR
AT AT R T FRGENT O CORGET L, AR SMIRZE 8IS X 0 % 1 A s
(Planar Cell Polarity: PCP) OJERICEH L7z, IRAEE/ 17 & o Ehic X v 2k

D71 PCP JERKIF Ol D RIE ICEE AR E 2 R L Tnwd 2 2R L, THICK
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Refl, o OWFEACRIT. W) OUIHIFEAE 2 HIH I 2 H7 72 I o 27 F v RaEie

BOFHEZPS I L TH Y, F AR ORI % B2 - #2324 0% %

L7722 &no, SHROMY Y 7 F AR EBIL T 2 EBHFaNns,
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1-1. F#

Mc 22 32BN Z2MBHEL LTI, L—F—T T —vaviEhk—nvivy
. TR S (Atomic Force Microscopy: AFM) 78 &', T4 E CTICkE4 27k
FEINTVWE, L—HF—T 7L —vaVEkeh—A v F v r7ETiE, L—¥F—%Tilll
fa e ko — 2 Ul L. % OB AR O NAEHRE 20 5 & & <, YIWHET O RERAL
Ko TCWRRNEHET 2, ZOHEREECHBICGERTTETH Y, RIDOKE X
ZERICKD 2 2 L BA[RETH 5 —/7C, RN TH 5 7= o Fl—HHik ik D2 L % #%
BRICHRZ C ERTERVWHEOREADLHD 5, AFM iEi1Z, BN A XD h v FL =T
ARz EESAICH LIAL, ZOEONOREICH Y FLAN—DEBEGE N LD LX)
REBOLO MR ZWE T 5, HERITRNCHHIT 2 2 e BHMOoNT WS 70, iR E
HEST 2 L TRODHNNAZAZBET 2L B8 TE S, CofikiE. A EET
% D I8\ 72 @ [F] — AR DRERFI AL & BIZEATREC & % — 5 C. — LIS HIE W] e 7 i
DR SN T 2 7 DRI 2R C ORI IR OS2 T2 2R TE RV L W
ST REDVH b,

FEAREERY >0 I\ HiPH C D BRI 5345 D [FIRFRIBIZE 03 AlRE T H 5 J7ik & L. FRET
(Forster resonance energy transfer: 7 = v A X —3IB T 3 L ¥ —BH) 2HHL 72 D
233 % (Grashoff et al., 2010; Kumar et al., 2016; Meng and Sachs, 2011; Yamashita et al.,
2016), TONETIE, ZOoDHNE VA E 2 ffEtEo V) v — CTEBWAZ FRET £V a2
— %3 (Figure 1), FRET O%h 3z ~ 2 D #E0 T DIHEEICIKTE ST 2 720, €Y
2 =V BRINCIE L CZ D FRET #h3# 13213 %, TD FRET £ a2 — &5 e

BRBEVANTEDF XA VEICHEAL, fIfICEATZZ 8T, NREVAATEHIZLDD



RNOEEHNBEICL > THRD LB TE D, MR VA7 EOREMIC X - CTHlllg
D% e ICh D 2 RN 2T 2 2 LasaligTcdH H,. ThF <ic, Cadherin iR+ v
¥ —ic X 2 Ml —HINaRE 5y o 3R /18158 (Lagendijk et al., 2017)%°, Talin 581+ v %
—IC X 2 il — S 5 0 iR 1 Bi%E (Kumar et al,, 2016) 72 &', % ofilni#hid T
TWwb, TONEIFHEHNBEICK > TR ZFARZIFRERIN 2 TTET D 5 72 D FERFHY 72 81
KOARETH V. F 72 HOLERN O IR WHIF TOR 5 2 FIREICBIE T 5 2 L RS
THb, $72, FED FRET £ 2 —VICBIL T FRET A LR DG %E H 52> LDk
Yy FaREEHOTHATES CLICX Y, dOLEG» bR Ot E% ko 5 2 &

b A[fE T H B (Grashoff et al., 2010),

A Elastic linker

o« I | )+

«E )\ =y

7 LowERET

Figurel. FRETEY 2 —)
FRETE 2 —ILDERK, EX 12— LICHDBEADNIWVWE EZZDOEH K /8
BMEETA-OFRETHERIIELLHH (A) . BANKEVWE EIZIZY Y H—N

U %2 ETEREE /N EROERIGEC LY FRETHEIKEL<L LS B) .



KK T, T2 F VG R v o7 ED—~fETH % Limal (EPLIN & b1 2) IC
FRET £¥ 2 — V%A 2 2 LT, HMO FRET B+ v+ —%{FR L 7z, Limal 1%
LIM77 IV —CET 22" 2ETHY, N CRIFO F AL vNICZENZENT 7
F VAT Z RO, Limal 3TN HLD P A4 Vv EZNLT, TFNL VAV YV v ay
WOHF~NY) Y —hF=VEHAERSCT 2F v 745 A P EMHEERAL, AF~N) v—h
FoVEAERET VF VT ATAVE, BBEVETIF VT4 T AV MRILRBES@E %
oz La3F b T3 (Figure 2) (Abe and Takeichi, 2008; Maul et al., 2003), 47
Limal (3 B} - WM % 1A L 2Mifid s — b o i iaTESE NI R & L 2 Bas i
SICREL, TESICHEEINAMETIEEICT Z7F VA ML AT 7 A N— LICRHET S
(Chervin-Pétinot et al., 2012), X - C Limal WK F A 4 ¥ Oféic FRET €3 2 — L
EHALTEN v —%FHlT 2L T, CHOLDOEEHPAPLAT 74 "= h
2N E@IETx 3 LFING,

AW CIEE T, U ES O LATHRE S Wik )1+ v 3 — O FRUT R I - <.
Limal Z W72 #i RN 2 v ¥ — 283G - fFRL, BEMEZ2 vz oiE2BEEL
7eo Z LT, BRI —% Y XN T VIR TR X &, REEIE O iRt s IR SEH

FEIC 2222 B ERITIC D\ T~ =,
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Plasma
membrane

Cadherin

I Vinculin I

Figure2. ZFALYR¥Y v o3> &Limal
TREALYRY v 3 v DERARM, Limalldh EAY Yy —hT=VEERET I F

VIATAVE BAWETIOFU T4 TXA Y FNRATEEIET S,
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1—-2. BT

1-2—-1. avA+I77vav

RO FRET € 2 —vid, EGFP & mCherry %, 7 €% % v %75 Flagelliform
Hk o iEE~ 7 F F(GPGGA)s TO A WmE Y 2 — % vz (Yamashita et al.,

2016), Limal tension sensor (LimaTS) . Xenopus laevis i ® Limal ® N FKin{l 7
7 FUREE T AA v DOEE (Ala355 & Arg356 OE]) IC FRET £ a2 — A %ffAT 32 &
IC ko> CTE#IL 72, LimaTS-EGFP(-)iZ. EGFP % JE A4 3 729, Tyr66 % 1
4> vICE#R L 72, LimaTS-mCherry(-) X, mCherry % JEHEHERICT 2729
mCherry @ Tyr72 % v 4 > v IZ@E#a L 7z, Limal control sensor (LimaCS). Limal-
mCherry (2, Limal ® C Kific FRET %€ 2 — A % 72 1% mCherry % 19 % & & CfEHR

Lo 2V A+ 727 FPOFRICHW 774 ~—L ZDRHiZ. UTic—EZRT,

primer name sequence

LimaTS-F ccagagaagtctgctttagetg
LimaTS-R ccggcaactggaacttctttac
LimaCS-F actaacatggcttgtccagtg
LimaCS-R cattctcttcaccatcaacatc

LimaTS-EGFP(-)-F gcecgetaccecgaccacatgaage

LimaTS-EGFP(-)-R tgaagcactgcacgcccaaggtcagggtggtcacg

LimaTS-mCherry(-)-F |tgaagcaccccgecgacatcececeg

LimaTS-mCherry(-)-R |cgtaggccttggageccaacatgaactgaggggac

1—2— 2. G AmEmEEE
ARE TR L 72 #OGHR 1T, L E S BEMEE FV1200 (Olympus) % 721 TiE-VBGR T-C2

(Nikon) #FHWTRE L7, ML v X1, Hela il o iz UPLSAPO40 XS

12



NA:1.25 Z v, Y 2 A RO Rss < ik UPLSAPO10 X 2 NA:0.40, UPLSAPO20 X

NA:0.75, % 7z(% Plan Apo VC 20 X DIC N2 NA:0.75 Z 7z,

1 —2— 3. Helaffifldoki#
HeLa fiflaoizgic iz, &2 v a— 2 DMEM (Wako) 12 10% FBS (Thermo Fisher
Scientific) & 1% ==V v-X L 7 t+~4 v (SIGMA) ZMz7-bD% M-, B
#1013 37°C. 5%CO &M T TITw, WEDRIZ4-T 2 VAN —=T T A F % v oN—
(IWAKI) IC#EFEL 72, + 7 v A7 =7 ¥ a X Lipofectamine 3000 transfection kit
(Thermo Fisher Scientific) %W CHEEEDE D ITfTv., —BEERICEREZ1T-
Too APV RT 7 AN—ITHH 20 % FERNIC B 2% E, Mgz 30% milliQ 7k/
DMEM G5 & L7z, 727 F 342 v ollfiZHET 3ICIZ, 5 uM
Cytochalasin B (Wako)/ 0.025% DMSO/ DMEM % 7z1% 10 u M Y-27632(ADo0Q)/
0.002%DMSO/ DMEM ¢ 1 Fffi]55%# L 72, Cytochalasin B fsii# v 7 vick 35 a v
e =PIt 0.025% DMSO/ DMEM HCHi#E L 72, Y-27632 SNV v I 8555
N D DMSO 1% 0.002% & FFFICKIBE CTH o7z, ZhicwTdavbre—yp v

N DEEEW X DMSO % & % 7s\» DMEM % H w7z,

1—2—4., 77u4dvgm
HeLa flifld # 43 2 B it, fMls 4% 25k L7 A5 e F/PBS C 10 S EEE#.
0.5% Triton X-100/ PBS T 5 43 [8] O @@L 2 1T - 7. PBS Ty, Alexa Fluor 488

phalloidin  (Thermo Fisher Scientific) T 30 4L L, PBS TU#4. B %217 - 72,

13



VAR TR E T BRI E, WA FrEH#. MEMFA (0.1 M MOPS, 2 mM EGTA, 1
mM MgSO,, 3.7% formaldehyde) < 1 K§fEj[EE %17 > 72, PTw (0.1% Tween20/ PBS)
T 30 [EEEULIE % 1T > 7-%%. Alexa Fluor 488 phalloidin T 20 43[4t L. PBS ToEi

BB A To 77, TRTOEEIZEERTITV., SV OBHIEE 72 12 TSR ICE V72,

1—2—5. YAHFTVRORGE & BEHEA
77V AV AH TN (Xenopus laevis) 3% 22°CTHE L, HIWOFIHICTF F oy
v (Kyoritsu Seiyaku) 300 units % FZ TS L 72, FEIZFH %12 DeBoer’s solution (110
mM NaCl, 1.3 mM KCl, 0.45 mM CaCl,, 3 mM HEPES, 0.01% Kanamycin, pH 7.2), 4°CT
RE L7ze ANLEKSIC X o TIRMIE, KGR 1 A C 4.6% L-> X 7 A ViR 1 X 2
2A VA=K (pHT7.8) TE YV —J@xREL, ZDRIF IX 2L A4 v =7 K (58
mM NaCl, 0.67 mM KCI, 0.34 mM Ca(NOs), - 4H,0, 0.83 mM MgSO, - 7H,0, 3.0 mM
HEPES, 0.01% Kanamycin, pH7.4) H Tk L 72, mRNA O BEME AL 4 Mg icT -
720 BEMIEAICIE GD-1 57 A% v 7 U — (NARISHIGE) %M\, 5% Ficoll/ 1 X & %
AV RN—=FTREFTITo72, mRNAD 1 fH 70 DFARIZZENENLUTOLED TH
%, LimaTS: 3.5 ng, LimaCS: 1.25 ng, LimaTS-EGFP (-) : 3.5 ng, LimaTS-mCherry
(-) : 3.5 ng, Limal-mCherry: 1 ng, mRNA 34T, mMESSAGE mMACHINE SP6
(Thermo Fisher Scientific) #ZHWTEHK L 72, MO EFFREZ HIF T 2 LR D 3 BRI
B Frfilic Alexa Fluor 647 (Thermo Fisher Scientific) ZiFA L7z, BEMEEBZE OEIT 35
mm/ glass-based dish (IWAKI) % fvs, fi% 1.2% LMP Agarose (Thermo Fisher

Science)/ 1 X A& 4 v X — ZERFICEHL L 7=,

14



1—-2-6. FRET 2R 05HH

FRET %% # R T L L <. A#fFZE TiX FRET index % F\» 7= (Periasamy et al., 2008),
FRET index D FF51C 1%, Acceptor, quenched Donor, raw FRET @ =2 D E[{§ % >
2o RHRICHW T AT ) XL FHHREOKITMETCH LN D LFRKTH Y

(Yamashita et al., 2016). FHEIZE 27 AL T L I{To 7, FHERIIUTDOLEBY TH 5,

F —c A —cqqD
A

FRET index =

F=raw FRET intensity, A = acceptor intensity, gl = quenched donor intensity, ¢, =
acceptor bleed-through coefficient, ¢;= donor bleed-through coefficient, c,. cqlZ
LimaTS-EGFP(-) % 72 1% LimaTS-mCherry(-) Z FIH L 7-ffd £ 72 1302 FH T, KcHie
STHIEL, EFEBEELBL T EDMHEEH 7,
F

Ca=7, Ca=7p
1 —2—7. FRET index ®E &1t
HeLa #ffifid © FRET index Z & & 2 B3, Mok %z FHcoiE L, el o
FRET index O V#fi% % OMifo FRET index & L7z, MiZH W TiE, MfAORITHRD &
ZHEHMPOHOTEME T 1ML ERL, 1 UZFHTHRIEL 2%, 4 LD FRET index
D% % DD FRET index & L7z, 1 B 7Y, 100 H7i#%%ZERL 72, HDTjA
X, EOIEH#ITMZ 90° . 2N EERT 2 ME 07 (180° ) kiERL., 75~105° %

SHEEEN T Moo, -15~15° AT moA e L,

15



1—2-8. Xl

Fluorescence Recovery After Photobleaching (FRAP)f##T DFRIZ., 7'V —F v ZHi DR %

5 MR L 72, 100% 559 nm L —%# — L2 (Opti A, NTTElectronics, power: 20
mW) % 1 BEIES 32 C Lic X o GERFEEE 7V —F v 7 L, 7V —F v 75

. APV RT7 7 A4 N=3 XK FGE L Al 00 7 & 2 EIR L 72, Bz d 5%
T LITATV, BEETC 250 MR 21T o 7o, EIREEOFRER X TNV ) —= T4 ¥ —
v a VIR X o TIERUL L 72,

L—#F =7 7L —3avid, 100%405nm L —H#F—>L 2 (COHERENT, power: 100
mW) % 30 IS 2 C L ic X o TiT o 72, JEIGRGAICHE 5 IR 2 B3 2 BRI i,
FEZRT =V 115-12 TT 7L —v 2 v EfTW, T7L—v 3 vORIBTIREERT- 72,
1—2—9. #eatfghr
HERTBIRRE 133X T Microsoft Excel LTIt BEEREIR t REZH Wz, EhEo ¥ v
TR OV TIE, FROFHLICE L 72, &7 —2HoEDOFEMICOWTIE, p<0.05

ThHLLEICHAETHD L LT,
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1-3. ®%

1—-3—1. Limal 5R/1& v ¥ — il

Limal |&, #so LIM F 2 4 Y Oififilic 7 7 F v #&& F A 4~ (Actin Binding Domain:

ABD) %#fib. ZOMIHEDO F AL VY TARN) v—=hT=VvHAEERST 7 Fv 747XV
FEMAERL, AN Y= ATV HBRET 7F V747XV, HD20IET 7 F
V749XV MELEESE X 2> (Figure 3A) (Abe and Takeichi, 2008; Maul et al.,

2003), TFNL YRV v v I avRTI7FVAMLRAT 7 AN—NORNTEHRET 2

LWwHHMDS &, FRET €Y 2 —A % N KD ABD & LIM F A4 v oficffiAL 72,
Limal 387+ » % — (Limal Tension Sensor: LimaTS) #{E#L 7z (Figure 3B), FRET

Y 2 -, BFREDL SRR I NIRRT v — LRk FRETBHRiCEHIF 5 F
7 —EGFP & 7 7 & 7 % —mCherry Zffiffitk 0V v 1 == 7 F I (GPGGA)s TE W7D

® % fv2 7z (Yamashita et al., 2016), %7z, Limal IC2% 258 I1C X > T FRET SR D%
ftLZrva vy te—natyH—¢ LT, Limal ® C Kific FRET €2 2 — A% fHNL 7=

Limal Control Sensor (LimaCS) Z{E# L 7= (Figure 3C),

A Limat

ABD LIM ABD
B LimaTS

ABD LIM ABD
¢ LimaCS

ABD LIM ABD

Figure 3. Limalightr¥—&arbn—er4—
(A) Limal%x > /%4 '&, ABD: Actin Binding Domain, LIM: LIM Domain,
(B) LimaTS: Limal Tension Sensor (C) LimaCS: Limal Control Sensor
17



FRET £ 2 — VDAL X v 8 7 EOMIANRECERBICKE R BEL RITE R &
%, HHEIZC FRAPEIC K o CHIEEL 72, £ 3. LimaTS OMIENETEZ <5 729,
LimaTS-EGFP(-) % HeLa #ffidici8 A L 72, LimaTS-EGFP(-)(%, LimaTS /Y@ EGFP ic
MERZMACTEGFP OHAEZFHELBZNXICLEDDTH S, BIEOMHE, LimaTs-
EGFP()ix, FICT 7 F VA ML AT 7 AN ICRET 52 L 3bh -7 (Figure
4A), ThiF, FEATFEIC X o Tl S 284 Limal O JFRTE & [FERTH - 7z (Chervin-
Pétinot et al.,, 2012), XiZ, FRAP fi##ric X v, Limal-mCherry & LimaTS-EGFP(-) D
NANBHIRE % HEHE L 72, f#ATIZ. R P L 27 7 4 N—2%E L Limal 25% < J37E$ 2 Ml
B CIT o720 % DFER, LimaTS-EGFP(-)1 Limal-mCherry & X < 817 #5¢ 1148 dhis
BIRT T B0 h o7z (Figure 4B-4D), 26D Z &b, FRET £ 2 — L Dffi A

i, Limal OMENEIESCEIREICK E g8 2 KT S 22 L B3P D bz,
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> Os

15 > 12

i - c—

O [))]

2 c 1 ¢

- O» 2

g bleaching £ 08

4 o 5

0.6 $ .
ﬁ 0 o Lima1-mCherry

c go4ar e e LimaTS-EGFP(-)

L Os 24 s =

o Zo 0.2

L

8 lO 0 s .

L bleaching 0 190 200

& Time(s)

'

Figure 4. LimaTSOHIRRBE & BHfE

(A) Helafff2icH 17570 F 747 4>k &LimaTS-EGFP(-) o=XE#k, (B,
C) FRAPEEIT# 1T > 7=BEdLimal-mCherry & LimaTS-EGFP(-) o ExE &, &=k
mCherryDEH % 1T->1-588% <9, (D) Limal-mCherry (n=12) &LimaTS-
EGFP(-) (n=19) oEX[EEHR, T7—/\—3ZERFEEKT, Scalebars: 10

{m
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1—3—2. &v¥%—DKAREREE
LimaTS & LimaCS 282 W Z Nkt vH—bavitm—nrtvy—b LCHEET S C L
%, HeLa #fifld %\ CHGEEL 72, FRET #2 K 3151 & L ¢, AWFETIE FRET index
% > (Periasamy et al., 2008), FRET index D FF&IZ, UAFICE O LITHIZE & Rk 7k
Tfio7: (ke 51 — 2 — 6), FRET @RI #CH FRO IR Ik T 5 (BT
MoOMHED 6 KBS 2) 729, LimaTS Tldt v H— 03 RNIBKREL RS L
FRET index 24X T L, #BHA/NE {723 & FRET index 28 LA T2 2 L B FEI N5,
FF. TI2FVARMLRTI AN D BENEREL LEBOEEHNS 720,
LimaTS ¥ 7z (% LimaCS % F&B1 U 72 fE & (AR CRIRFREIRS 2 L 72, % O f5R. LimaCS
FHMME <1 FRET index ICHEARZ(LIT R b N7 d > 7223, LimaTS FIHMIE <X
FRET index I3 EICMK T L%z (Figure 5A-5C), KRiC, TZF VAL AT 74 N—=i
BN ENE L LEBRZEE TR 720, Mildz 7 2 F v EAHHER Cytochalasin B
% 7213 ROCK FHEA Y-27632 TR L 72, Z O#5%. LimaCS FIMNI T lx FRET index
CHEARZLIZR S i h o> 7225, LimaTS #IMAE <X FRET index I3 AEIC EH L 72
(Figure 5D-51), 2 6 DR 25, LimaTS, LimaCS Z# W F N vy H—, av

fe—ntrvs—& L THERNTH S Z EDREIO LN,

20



A : B : c
’ LimaTS | | LimaCS | 06

05 T .

g = 204 = control
S =

= : ¥ Wo2 hypotonic
4 . a

4 B

0 0 —{imats Limacs

D

0.7 x_

3

2 = control
[

4 Cyto B
[T

0 LimaTS _ LimaCS

G |

0.75 . 3 06 ke

» +Y227632 [ L

o) 3 S 04

b ev u control
E’ '&j 0.2 Y-27632
[TH g [TH

o

LimaTS LimaCS

Figure 5. LimaTS. LimaCSD#HEREE
LimaTS (A, D, G) Z7:ziZLimaCS (B,E, H) %% L 7-HelLafifgzc. 7/ F v X b L
A7 7AN—IIhHhBEAZFLIEBEDOFRETindexx b — b=y 7 T& LT,
(A-C) BREZHA SEZEEEMICEZ 551% DFRET index, LimaTS:n=21,
LimaCS: n=20, (D-F) DMSO % 7=1xCytochalasin B ZsniE#h ¢1E& L 7=BEDFRET
index, LimaTS control: n=51. Cytochalasin B: n=44, LimaCS control: n=50,
Cytochalasin B: n=49, (G-1) BEEH £ 7 1XY-27632/FMNEHF CTEE L ZED
FRET index, T7 —/N—31EEREZ KT, LimaTS control: n=64, Y-27632: n=65,
LimaCS control: n=80. Y-27632: n=72, *: p < 0.05. **: p <0.01. ***: p < 0.001,

Scale bar: 10 um
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1-3-3. YAHZIAE~DE VI —HA

I 2 vy —%, 77 VAV AN TN (Xenopus laevis) DIRICEA L. FEWHAD
Iz 3B 2 RN BIR 2 il ATz, RIARIGIRE 2> & 1) B e M o wig SR TE R % ©
LimaTS % 7 1% LimaCS O % 1T o724 25, &b bt v+ — b Bl & osi
SMCEICRTES 5 2 L 3b A o7 (Figure 6A and 6B), ZHix, HICHEA L72AK - WK
M IC 3513 2 B74ER Limal OGN RTE & [k T & - 7z (Chervin-Pétinot et al., 2012), %
72y Wity —FEALZMIZERICHEST S Z &M, b7z (Figure 7). Limal 13
HEN) Y= AT =VEERLT 7F Vv 747XV b, B20ETIF V747X A
LEBECHE 2RO, b OREER S BHEMALRN O Bl o3 1< i o T3 2 SR
TR IC BTt LimaTS,LimaCS % v % & & GBS 2 1cih - 727 mIic A L
RN EMRINCTE S L EZ NS (Figure 6D), 7272L. Mk v ¥ —%FKH L 2RO H
{75 FRET index 23R L7z & 25, #MlREICEWTH HBRED > 7 F ikt &
. MBSy O A 2T 5 2 L 138 L 2> > 72 (Figure 6A’ and 6B"), Z i, i
V=RV BEANLHIINEICREL. b D WEEA 5 Th FRET index 2551
ENZFOTHD, 22T, MRS ORI DA EFHET 5 72012, JTLOH LR
# H o CHINER S o EE S A RE L, 1342 &1 FRET index Zfliis2 e & L7z
(Figure 6C).,

JE IR 2> & AR IR 0 SMEZERR A . SRR A ARl R &\ o 72 TR BT )
ICX o T, MbcIcHEERE T RIcEI hcwi et EZLNE, 22T, kb ki
WCHIEMIEE Sy 2 Ao L, BEEOAEICS U Tl - kT 5 2 LT, B

JEBGEE) 25 PRI NS X5 LEHEMGRORNVPBIEEINE L) pr2REET 52 L &
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L7co MBS DAL, MOIER#ITIMEZ 90° & Lk ¥, -15° ~15° O#if% /o
AT, 75° ~105° OHiPHE ST & EFK L 72 (Figure 8A), HIIFEIGIEE (F&
AT = 12) ICHWT LimaTS BHIEO#FINEE ZBIH L 72 & 2 5, ATk
~CHE Bl 16 D MR EE 42> © FRET index 23A BT\ 2 & 289 %> 7= (Figure 8B
and 8C), ZDZ » b, HHEMITMOMIMESE TS ICibo TEL 2R, w7
M OMIEREEE S 7 ICih o TEL RN LV RE W EHRBI N, $HZDL E, ff
BAEED —E2 L —F =T 7L —v a v ick W ERTHEICYUIB L= & 2 5, YIWES
D JEA I EEE T A & AEATT 1 O FRET index D745 %< L 7= (Figure 8B and 8C),
T, BEEMGEICE T W EENRT L —vavic ko Tl I NI L 2RL T
Wb EEZ b5, LimaCS BB CRIROBIE 2T o 2FRICiz, 77 —v a voRHE
Chrb b, FHEE M & AT E © FRET index CHERZIZIR WAL o7

(Figure 8D and 8E), b D & A6, HRHAK GBI O M SMAEE 12 /A7 7 101 b
~CHAHR T [ DML IR I o TX W KERRA BTV B T EBRBEINT
B, EEHGES > S FHEI L@ Y Z oo MR acfE I w30

TlEEwhrtFE2ObNS,
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Figure 6. Y X A TIVEEICH T 2 EHERR

(A,B) LimaTS (A) #7-i3LimaCS (B) #HBR LV XHINE (BRERT -V
13) 2EAH oIBE L-EXER, ETICHBAINERIIERANDILKRESRTH D,
(A’,B) (A B) oEXE®KD SEE X N/FRETindex, Scale bar: 200 um (C)
LIDERE, ZDIDOFRET indexDiEnfl, (D) AREMEOMEREESESH D
R,

control

e

LimaTS LimaCS

e —

100%

80%
60% m EBF

40%

20% N -

0%
control LimaTS LimaCS

Figure 7. LimaTS, LimaCS HREDORIRE
(A) 2> ba—EE, LimaTSZ 7z iELimaCSERENER (RERXT—37-38) .
(B) 2> bB—JLEE, LimaTSHEBERE, LimaCSERRETOZRRABDEIE, /77K
DEFIIHEE LIEDE%EKRT, Scalebar: 1 mm
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Figure 8. ZHARZIERIDIRN L ZTDAM

(A) fBREEEENCAANER, EOEPIRAEI DHEZER#AEE L. EPR
EEXT HAMI n&EEEEE#MARE LTz, (B,D) “EBRBEEEOLIMATS

(B) #7zizLimaCS (D) RREOHFAME (RERXT—Y11.5-12) . EFRIIEDLE
FIR. RERIET 7L —> =2 UEBAL, BEIEFRET indexDdEEICAWEEEHEERT,
Scale bar: 100 um, (C,E) 77 L — 3 vEDESDOMHIEDOFRET index®3i0Z &
ICEELDbD, TT7—N—RBREREZRT. EEICAVHEOHIZ, LimaTS: n=2,

LimaCS: n=2, *: p < 0.05,
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1-4, &8

ARETIX, FRET ®¥ 2 — Al 727z mk & v 9 —DF 2TV S ERNT
RNWEZHET 2DICHATSH S Z L RN Lz, HBRIE Yy —1x, UWIEED O LIFIF
F N7z d D & [FAkk(Yamashita et al., 2016), RN DIRIIZAL % JA W #EIPH CHEGIC,
RIFREMICBIET 2 e TE L, 2R LURIREI Nz v — L 3B, EE R
CHi#E L 7= Mificlx. FRET €3 2 — M ICIEN 23025 72\ 33D LimaCS X 0 %,
LimaTS ® /525 & b E\v FRET #h% /R L7z, ZHid, LimaTS 0 FRET £ 2 — L
25, Limal 0% 72=v FHicikENZ ik o Tk av s s alEr L 2720 C
HLAREEDH B, BB\, FRET #iRI3HOL FRIOEHZ T T AEIC L 2T
AT 32 e pMbNT WS 79, LimaTS WO FRET €9 2 — A DOHERT I L ¥ —F5
B X DB L 2AMEIC R o T3 A[REE D E 2 b b, BEEMIETIE LimaCS ic b~ T
LimaTS 77728 FRET #2320 o 7223, Y A A T AR OHNRERK cBI% % 1T - 72 BRic
I 2 DBIRIL¥HE L, LimaCS /543~ FRET %)% %7~ L 7= (Figure 6A’ and 6B’), 4t
IREEARR O MBEIC 3 IC B 2 RRE QRN M T s e E2ONE 720, ThICXY
LimaTS @ FRET #F2ME T L7722 L iIcX 2D Lit7a

FRET €2 2 — V2 HWRDBIEIL. BRI 2L CDER2EUEMETIETH
%, ZTNIFIZIE, FRET £ ¥ a— V%ALY =R VX EREER 2 v o8 7]
LEBROMIIENEIEEZ RS Z L 2HEL DR TEARL R, vV HF—X Vv X7 HOE AN
AR ECEFEEL RIS AW L2 ErO R TR AL R, RETHE, LirLIh
bOBEME R o TRV BHBITLIC, FRET RSt v I —ZBAVWEREZFF>b0TH

5, AMRTERLEZBN 2y I —d. T7FVRAML AT 7 ARN—REEWHRE, 77
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Fv 747 AV bEEBEFICRTEL Tz, Figure 8 Tl FRET &3 o fi i a8k % Al
faMEEESH D ICIREST 2 L e bic, ThZ2AZICIGETHM - s 5 2 & C, JMRERM
ML D X5 RHADEND DD > T B D% T~ T2, HRBIFIGIRE O SR ISR
JERRA AR R IC X o CHREHTAICHEINTY S 2 LA TRINL 2, T O
B, TRGE Y SRR OMIEEEE T I o TR D BB ERRNMBEH T B T LA
MRINTz, TOXDICHRERE L 2175 2 itk v, AW CBIENRE L
BERLSMC D T 2 F v 7 4 F A v MIcBE T 2 HIIAN Ofk % 2GR IC 2252 5 3R % 3
NoNB AR D B,

H2E Tk, AR CBREINREGEORNBFEEFROHEIC LD X S IcHFELTW
D0 %5, BITMHEOIRN HBBE S NS G 2> O W1 2 1 <. #f
FAMEEE C I3 FRIPAIIEMY: (Planar Cell Polarity: PCP) DK R 6N 3, DI
& PCP O MA—EL T3 Z b, R 2 MlatEHIE THhbh T2 DTit

B EFUEL, TNEREET 52 & & L,
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A AEERE (Planar Cell Polarity: PCP) 1. g — b o FRINC—E T I 51 L
Ao 2 e Th Y, v a vy a v AT OWCLEMEY O SRER A IZ Lo, BA
TR B O IEH 22 3648 1B 5 L T v 3 (Butler and Wallingford, 2017), PCP %, i#{Liy
IR INAELDa 7 PCP 2y 28Itk oCHIflENTEh, CICiFEE@RE v
N2 CTH % Flamingo (BHEENW)CTlZ Celsr). Van Gogh (Vangl). Frizzled (Fzd) %,
HE & v ¥ 28 T¥H % Prickle, Dishevelled (Dvl) 7z ¥ %3& ¥ 41 % (Butler and
Wallingford, 2017; Devenport, 2014; Gray et al., 2011; Singh and Mlodzik, 2012), Z 415
D a7 PCP & v 378z, THIHN O MM 771 JRTE L. Celsr/Vangl/Prickle % 7=
i¥ Celsr/Fzd/Dvl 2> & 7% % 2 T O LEN B AR EZTER L. F—HIEN < H W Ic kg
7 JatE #x 3 (Figure 9) (Devenport, 2014; Peng and Axelrod, 2012), =7 PCP % v/ ¢
78 D RIBCHRER KTk 2 B Fe A E 2 5 ¥ 2 32 & 31 5 41T\ % (Goodrich and

Strutt, 2011; Jenny, 2010; Singh and Mlodzik, 2012; Wang and Nathans, 2007),

A B

Pk: Prickle, Fzd: Frizzled,
Dvl: Dishevelled
Figure 9. A 7PCP& /o B L Z DiRARBTE
AT7PCParv s BoREEZRTEAX, (A) Celsr/Vangl/Pk, Celsr/Fzd/Dvlh 5
5% 2 BEOESRBER—MEATEVICHHENLBEERT, (B) Vangl/PkiZfE
DEMA), Fzd/DvliZFEDEBIZBET %,
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F—MEN s X OB co = 7 PCP 2 v S 2 EOMEMEM 72 &, RPN e ik
K DT AN =X LD TIE I E TIC L L HFFE E T & 72 (Axelrod, 2013; Chen et
al., 2008; Tree et al., 2002; Wu and Mlodzik, 2008), L 2> L—7/7C. fHikaik cillfafbi:o
VI % PoE 4 2 RIS mZER T I oW T W EZICERON L o Tk 0, EL#mE
AL BRI 7 2 B D W D2 DEMAREI N TW S, ZhbofEfiohtd o
b IR ENTCELDbDDVEDIC, Wnt V4 v FOEELRLEH % (Gao et al., 2011;
Qian et al.,, 2007; Sokol, 2015), Zavix, HFKD —¥HIChE T 2 50 WEA» S Wnt U 7> F
D4 E . Mk EERIC D o T Wnt ¥ 2 FAAR AT 5 2 & T, Mo 7 &
WETZEWIMMTHD, EEWnt V4V KOS b o 3, MR ©BAT I
el Vv FRBEMIEE B oMdofmtE s T 5 Z EARL TN S
(Chu and Sokol, 2016; Wu et al., 2013), L#*L. PCP DR ENRETFTALD—DTH 3
vavyayANToMIcE T, Wnt#{mFOEREEL%1T > CTd PCP IBHICHEE i
B U7 Z &S AT 7 > TH Y (Ewen-Campen et al., 2020; Yu et al., 2020), PCP
HIET 2 RIEEEHOER TICRTTEMESH 5 2 L 2RI T w5, RHEHEER T OB
DfEwie LTk, MWy 7 F i gRkancnd, flzid, 727 b 34> v oiEks
PCP ICH S § % C & AR & LT H Y (Luxenburg et al., 2015; Mahaffey et al., 2013;
Ossipova et al., 2015), % 7= JERETEAGER) IC 12K 3 2 BIRAYRIE DS BUINE © FEEC <
el FRRECTE 72 & %8 U CREPE D T & HI# 32 2 & 280 6 2212 1T 5 (Aigouy et al.,
2010; Aw et al., 2016; Butler and Wallingford, 2018; Chien et al., 2015), L#*L. &N
RIS 2 HIE L 72 W IEL 720 33 2 L WX 55, PCP % I3 2 BRI D

IEMERENC DO W TIIKIR L L TR Z & 03% v, 2 2 TARBIZECIE, AR O
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D FFp Y E T CICHEZL I NTWB T 7 U 1Y X H T (Xenopus laevis) D
MRESMREE % v T, PCP % il 3 2 BIHIEIc S w T~ 2 2 b & L7,

T 7Y Ay AT DMFESMNARTEC IR, BRI GIR 2> S WA IRI i 2>\ C BE R il
J7E D PCP BB & v, F 27— 12.5~13 1213 Vangl/Prickle &4 23 %41 o0 58
R I JHIES 5 Z & 23415 T v B (Ossipova et al., 2015), PCP 2K o Bk, ffEst
RZE (3R A AR R & v o 72 TERETERGHENIC X o CHRICTHR I ICfE S L Twn
2EEZLND, FEEE B 1ETRNE VI —% o CIIgEE T SR> T2 51K
IR T A AT R CHHRBET I XD K E RIRA MBI T B T L AUR
I Nz, Z I TRIFFE TR, Zo—FRkEDiR 2 PCP @75 W % il 3= 2 K H#HIE
HyelLTfi<oTcirrnrtEL, IhzlBatss e e L,

Kiffgecix 3. PCP K OERTHIC AR D 32 UINT 3~ 2 & TR % #&A
L. PCP B DI+ 28I L 72, Z DfHR. RPN T N7 & E 2 b 2T PCP
JTERAHE I ND Z L33 hoTe, £, MRINEIEZ 2 5 0] 0 H L TIEE DT NI fif
BL7ZEZA, RGPS TREOHMBZLT 52 LB h ol THLHLD I L2
5. MK 2 B —Ji A DR S0 PCP OEICT 532 L AL 2o 72, &
7z, Blo PCP HIfHIA T & LT 5N % Wnt ¥ 27" FALE & —J MR & OBRYE% #
N 2 A —FAtER IR Wat & 7 F VBRI L THINIC@ < > 7 Frchb b, =
¥ PCP HlIHIA F 230 U A MHICH 5 Z & CHHMEZR PCP 3B E L5 C & pmEd iu
oo AWIETIXE ST, MERMEZ Z T 72 MIIAEIEREDFH3 50 & LCTRAIT 5> 7
FMCONTHFR, Z DR, MIBBIROZLAEETH 2 2 L3RRI N, RID

AR 72 K & & Al B R DRCIA O ZALBIERE ISR F g B 2 IS X o e —T5
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<, MlaofRIm MG mEBHIC LS -T2 PO IR o7, bhD Tk

0. VAT T NVEOHREINETE CIE, IERRIEHGER) I hsk 3 5 —JiREDRNIC X o T

Mgk L, % offiR e [ Ui S#ildommttsHi#l s s 2 & o, etk c—7

[T Hii - 72 PCP 2L I 5 T &R I Tz,
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2-2. MBETTE
2—2—1. Y AATNEORE L BT
77V HhYAH TN (Xenopus laevis) 3% 22°CTHE L, HIWOFIHICTF F oy
v (Kyoritsu Seiyaku) 300 units % FZ TS L 72, FEIZFEH %12 DeBoer’s solution (110
mM NaCl, 1.3 mM KCl, 0.45 mM CaCl,, 3 mM HEPES, 0.01% Kanamycin, pH 7.2), 4°CT
RE L7ze ANLIKSIC X o TIRMRIE, KGR 1 AT 4.6% L-> X 7 A ViR 1X 2
g4 v =Kl (pH7.8) T ) —EZREL, ZDRIF IXZAZA v =7 KK (58
mM NaCl, 0.67 mM KCI, 0.34 mM Ca(NOs), - 4H,0, 0.83 mM MgSO, - 7H,0, 3.0 mM
HEPES, 0.01% Kanamycin, pH7.4) T L 7=,

pCSf107-mRuby2-xPrickle3, pCSf107-xWntll, pCS2+xCrescent (&, =HE i1

CEREEMFITIERT) X0 Tffbn 727272, mRNA 134T, mMESSAGE mMACHINE
SP6 (Thermo Fisher Scientific) ZHWTEHK L 72, BEMFAICIZI GD-1 7 AF v &7
Y — (NARISHIGE) #Hi\v>, 5% Ficoll/ 1X 2 X £ v o8 — 7 iR TIT o 72, MR
I mRNA @ BT AL 8 — 16 #ileB o F B EIERICITV. mRNA @ 1 1H 7Y D
ABIZZNZNLUTD EF YD TH o7, mRuby-xPrickle3L: 150 pg. Vangl2: 65 pg.
membrane-tethered GFP: 100 pg, Crescent mRNA % A3 5 BRI iZ, MR HHO
mRNA & & 52 LORA L7z 9 A THEAL 2, Wntll mRNA (3, 32 #ifair o I 1 5
BRic, M®H729 300 pg iHEAL 7z, MOIEH#RZ AT 2 BRI D Fflic Alexa Fluor
647 (Thermo Fisher Scientific) #i#HE AL 7z, BEMIF AL 5% Ficoll/ 1X A X 4 v ox—7
R < 30 0L RS L 7215, W8I A 01X X &2 4 v 8= RIRICHA L 72, R BEY

FiBIZE DFRIT 35 mm/ glass-based dish (IWAKI) %>, tI% 1.2% LMP Agarose
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(Thermo Fisher Science)/ 1 X 2 & 4 v N— 7Kg Ica L 72,

2—2 -2, HESEEENE

AEE TR L 728G E BRI, LS BEMEE FV1200 (Olympus) ¥ 7213 TiE-VBGR T-C2
(Nikon) % \WTHRE L7z, AL v Xz, UPLSAPO10x2 NA:0.40, UPLSAPO20 X
NA:0.75, ¥ 7z Plan Apo VC 20 x DIC N2 NA:0.75 Z 7=, Z f%FZlifg13 Fiji

(Schindelin et al., 2012) # W CTHE L 7=,

2 — 2 — 3. fHEkRE D T

MR e D E B IC X, Polarity Measurement(Strutt et al., 2016) % Fv: 7=, MfafxE D E
BICH W72 EifRI1Z. membrane-tethered GFP o #¢Hif§ 4> & Packing Analyser(Aigouy et
al., 2010) % i\ CTHUS L - flifafE~ 2 2l & . fiEx v o328 (Vangl2 £ 721%
Prickle3) DHUEHERTH 5, MlEM - Btkiio R T E 2 fRIGE~ 2 &, 3, #ilg
B b ootk &z o8 2o tEE 2, MildoE.O02EHEL L2AEICS T T 360 fioe v
ICHEI YD YTz, HERE O ELC 7% 58 2 LR %2 30E L 72212, 360 fllo v v I3 HEHERRE b 90°
DODORRPEZNEELRTZHEDY 90° D _2DRRD, AitU>DORRICHE X
Too MPEZ v o8 7 B OHOEIEE X B RBN TEEF S L, X HICERSF AN M3 2 RERFE
TomE s Nz, REWMEY O " ODRROAFHEL ., ZNEERTI2HE ) D" DODR
RoOAFHEE O L, ChademeEte Lz, S osta e, Sz
1° FOEZBBOMVIREL., RADHLEE LA 5 2 2 Sl % Z o Mg o ki &

L. XD EDHOLMEH % 2 OMEOMIEE L L7z, FH L Z2liakir: o 15 Z il
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KOEHR L KO T 2 BRiciE, MlECOREZ W TZnZ otz 1l &
WZHED T %17 o 72, Figure 18 O f#EMT Tt Quantify Polarity(Tan et al., 2021) % F\»

Tzo MRVEHND AL, MROIEFFRITIAIA 90° &7 X 9T L 7,

2 —2— 4. MR

HRETR D b7 1 13, MR DT I W72 b D LA U= R Z g% vz, 7 A= 72
FEEDFEHRCIZ. MATLAB O regionprops B#7% H v CHLEIZAR 2 fEFH ca il L 7242, 3
DS O Rl & FEmo 2 R L 72, MilgREO AR IZ, RO IER#RITHA 90° 7225 X
IICFIR L7z, Ml Rl & Mtk & © 723 13, Microsoft Excel EC—fifil & & 1 FH
ZiTo7. Aol iR villleo iz, Mlgo 7 2~27 PHE2REAEC T 72 @ 7T A
7+ HAER O R IE X D /NS WAL AR, R RE XD R E Wl IR iR
I Nz, Ml R 0° ~45° @ & 3T IO MIlE, 45° ~90° ok

ERECTIEE YN IO ROl i oA s = R

2—2—-5. L—¥—-T7L—vaVv
L —#—7 7L — a X, Nikon Eclipse TiE-VBGR T-C2 (Nikon)_E T 100% 405 nm
L —# —-,91 2 (COHERENT, power: 100mW) % 30 FRIIEH +2 2 Lick o Tiro

2o T7L—vavii3-5illgniEcEfRICITo7=, BREXT— 12T 7L —v 3

N

HiTol-th. ZOFEFEERTRAT—Y 14 T °HEL CHM R Y

SN
&

VETC, BERICHRS

Tolee T7L =2 aVITXVIRNPEMS NIz E 2 N B 8EIE, VIBHRICEE T

I 10 MifiolE & L 7= (Figure 15A, 15E, 151, 15M 2 5\ CHEE T ©FoR 2 L7458
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). BRABMEMEN TR WEEZLND ZOMMOMHEEEZ 2 e —AfERE Lz, 7
7L —3 a VERfZIZ. Figure 15A-15D, 151-15L TR 2> & 5— 10 HIEEEN 7= (7,

Figure 15E-15H, 15M-15P Tl 15— 20 fiflggthn 7= fiiE & L 7=,

2=2—-6. ~Ik7vav

L—H#F =T 7L —a v #“olR%E MEMFA (0.1 M MOPS, 2 mM EGTA, 1 mM MgSOy,
3.7% formaldehyde) ", Z i C 2 BEEIEE L 722, 1 X 2 7 v — 2/ (0.2xPBS, 0.3 M
Sucrose, 0.05% Tween 20)HC 10 HEEEE L 72, BRROFDE#ETCTEED 4% LMP
Agarose (Thermo Fisher Scientific) /1 X 2 7 v — Ri&R Z Ml 2 (LMP Agarose D A%k
1X2%). % &L 2E% 35 mm dish AWAKDICF LT, ZFApH43icE % % £ T4°CT
B L7zo B ZHWT, 77—y a VEREERT S L0 I0E 2 08I L 721,

MEMFA ¢ 30 5[EEE L. PBS Tyt L 22 ICBZE 2 {T- 7=,

2-2-7. RERE

iz MEMFA /i, ZEiR < 1.5—2 FFEEE L 72, DW T 5—-10 5585 2 2 & TR
RBREL 72, BOKLEE % L 724212, 100%EtOH, -20°CC—Bibl F#E L 7=, FRL 7=
J&iZ TBT (50 mM Tris, 150mM NaCl, 0.1% Triton X-100, pH 7.4) Tk L 72tk 7w v
FUITEIToT, TRy XV, BUNEREDOERICIT 10%BSA/TBT Hh, FiR T 2 K
T\, Vangl2 5 DRI X 10%FBS/TBT H, 4°CT 2 Fffi{T - 7=, Vangl2 6 DFRIC
. 7 v v ¥ v 7 OH[IC Antigen Unmasking Solution (Vector Laboratories) A1 C 95°C,

20 pFELEE S 5 2 LI X W HURDIRIEL 21T o 72, TRy ¥V 7 DRIC—RYUEZ M A T
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£CCc—MtEEE L, TBT TR FIARIC ~RYURRICZ — BT, # O TBT T
CHICBRETo7, AL ZPEE ZDREEILLTOLEY TH 5, 1/200 anti-ZO-1
(61-7300, Invitrogen), 1/200 anti-ZO-1 (33-9100, Invitrogen). 1/500 anti-alpha-tubulin
('T9026, Sigma-Aldrich), anti-Vangl2 (HPA027043, Sigma-Aldrich), 1/500 anti-mouse
IgG Alexa 488 (A-11029, Invitrogen), 1/500 anti-rabbit IgG Alexa 594 (A11012,
Invitrogen),

77w Yy REORRIE, Fhd L RO TECTHRORENE & IR D FRE 21T o 72,
1/100 Alexa Fluor 488 Phalloidin (Invitrogen)/PBS ', ZiH T 20 4355 &E L 7z, PBS T

AT o 7o te, EYLICHEHEZIT- 7,

2—-2-8. HBH oMfE

HOREEF 12, WIEISIRI (F8E 27— 10.5) CHEALYIV L, 74 FuirsFva
—F &ML ) 3 vilF v N —STB-CH-04 (Strex) BIC5R b 1 7=, ffkA o ¥ v H
LEREBIZIX AR, Y AN=FRIRTTITo7%, 747042 Fva—MiE, 5%
Fibronectin bovine plasma (SIGMA) /PBS TF % v N —%ifi7z L C—WiEET 2 2 L iC
XoTiTo7z, UIDHLAAREER 13 26°CTHE L, 27 — VS EH O 1 ISR
RERT—TV12) ICHEREL 2L ZICMELRIBL 72, fEIE, (HEKE STB-100-4
(Strex) # T, 25322 ICF ¥ v N—% 2mm TOoMIFT & iIc X 5 TiTo7 (Figure
10), fEIREFS5 [TV, F ¥ VS — RIS L5 FoR XIS 2z, ko
A > TH 5 25 B L. 27— P SHH ORI (Fdz7—

14) ICEEL T W3 D EMERL 2. MEMFA, =T 2 BEET L 72, PBS T4,
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PV avElF e v N— bR L, EHeICBE AT 2,

izt
L
[
o J =) o
20 mm o o " o ©
1.5/5(HR
20 mm 30 mm
2 mm {HEx5[E]
R HE BE #H#R M .
@ oo ® ® 6 X
| EEEOUDBUESE [ | |
| 3-4h 25m [25m [25m [25m |25
st.10.5 st.12 st.14

Figure 10. iR BROBARE X4 LRT Y 2 -
WEEAEYFIFES Y aryFvrs— (13320mm) 1E. 2 mmEBEEESHSEITS = &

<. 15FICHELT: (2330 mm)

2—-2-9. e
A ViEWEIRE 2 PCP EBUIC M S8 2~ 5 7z »ic, % 100 pM blebbistatin
(Sigma)/ 0.1 X A X A4 vy — 7Kg, 20°CT, #ITMREINELEIC 51T 2 PCP R @
A (BERT -V 12~14) BB L7z, EEH. 01X AR A v =R CHi 217
W, BHE L, avirao—AH v I ADOEEE T, blebbistatin IA¥R & [AlE ® DMSO % &t
BRI CIT o 72,

WUNEEREAIE2* PCP IERIC RIS S E 2 H~ % 72012, % 0.001% nocodazole
(Cayman Chemical) /0.1 X 2 & £ v 83— 7K, 20 ECHRERT — 12~14 DR
BL, aviro—AH¥ v I rolzE |3, nocodazole XK & [ElE D DMSO % & L EEEIR

TIT o 7z, R EEERIC B VT, MHRoME %1% 2 EATIC nocodazole A % K51
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Wz 7=,

2-2-10. RTWEHEMSTE (AFM)

IR AR - D SR O BIE (X, N7 g BEREE (IX71, Olympus) FICEXIE L 72 JPK
Nanowizard CellHesion 200 (Bruker) Z i\ > CT{T o7z, H1 v FLAA—3F v 7L 2E{HH
v F L N—MLCT-010 (Bruker) Z >, EE 15um OF Y A F L villlef 7o —X%
UV ifift 2757 LOCTITE AA 350 (Henkel) THEUHICAIL THEM L 72, AV FLAN—D
FREBIT Y —~ 7 4 XKICK o THE L, IFEE 0.03~0.06 N/m O 5 v F L
— DB LML 72, 11— BEEEfER X LAT O 5 THUS L 72 5 setpoint: 3-5 nN, extend
speed: 5 um/s, sample rate: 1024 Hz, AFM %\ CHfS L 727 — £ 13§~ T JPK Data
Processing software (JPK) Gt L 7z, ¥ v 7LD 513 Hertz/Sneddon € 7L % H
W, EADOEZ I 2pm & L7z, i, MildomE L lbxT&E v 0 TH 2 (Harris and
Charras, 2011),

MOHEREZRET LT, 00 COEZREL, =7V v i 285072
T4 v ya BIcEE L2, HPEROHEIEIX 0.1xMMR (10 mM NaCl, 0.2 mM KCI, 0.1 mM
MgSOs, 0.2 mM CaCl,, 0.5 mM HEPES, 0.01 mM EDTA, pH 7.4)H Cf7 5 72, MIEME I
JRE @ L 400 pm x 100 pm TH %, AFM D z il [ B D [R5 A &, HIGE FEIK L 2 FHK

(200 pm x 100 pm) 53T, T D 2 FEDBIE DKL T v X LICHKE L7z, HIEIE x
7w - ylTE e B 12.5 pm [BFE T - 72,
A DR ZHE T BRSICIE, ) a vBlF v v — R EEE O L B R T —

VEICEKRE L, MEROHIEIZ IX R XA v =R TIT o 72 HIEMES LD
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Ui 2> D AR ICIR > € 400 pm x 50 pm TH O | FEMEAMRO 5 & IXBEEENICH - T 400
pm x 50 pm & L72 (Figure 11), HIE I x /7m0 - y#h/gm e 1 12.5 pm [HFE TfT -
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Figure 11. H#F I H T 38RO B E $EE
HER BT3RO EREEBZE /B TRRLT,

2—-2—11. ¥

HRHME 13 3T MATLAB ECiTo 7%, BMOL =% =7 7L —v a3 vEEROFEE
filf &, e R o AELAN D 7 — 2 1B L T3, HEZEMRIE X Mann-Whitney U-
test ¥l 7z, L—HF =7 7L — g VEROMMEICOWTIE, vy I it 2
ViR —=AERRGL T2z, HEEMIE X Wilcoxon signed rank test & 7z, ik
- i o A 12 D\ Tid, Kuiper test (A5 R Kolmogorov-Smirnov test) % F\»7z
(Berens, 2009), 7’1 v b ND MMl % £ L EEBEOH v T ABICONTIE, FRDOFHH
XICFELTze KT — 2 HOEDHEMEICOVWTIE, p<005 THDL L XICHEETHLLL

770
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H2EOMR - FEICO VLT, EHEEHIGEEIC CHIT T ED O AREELIER 5,
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B 1 ECTIIHHOMIRE € vy — 2 FR L, gk v CRIREBIEEH O g s IRE ¢
AT T e~ BT A O MRS E TR 1S o TX W RE RN M T B
T e BTz, 02 IR RIR IR ~ WA RIS 22 O CHl e A3 BE R il 77 1 1 B
FIMHETLZCERBEL, SHRKL—F =T 7L -y a VIRDEODOKE SO S
b Z DR OMEEIMRIE 1T A IS E I N TV 3 2 L BEID LN, DT Lh
. %1 BECHBEINHEMTMORIE, MRIMEEEAE Y offkic X o CHHEE
FICHEI N2 LICHERT 2IRNTH 2 L EAON D, B2ETITI HIC, FHEHTT M
DRI HEIEE X % D L [RIIFHH I RS IRSE 1 B 9 2 PR N M RE: (PCP) ic& H

L. RS2tk o fliEicB b 2 2 L 2L I Lz, /2. CORNBHICE b i
Tid7 <. Bllo PCP HlfHIR ¥ & LCHISG LD Wnt & 7 F A B L 137 LT, 58E 7% PCP
PR LT3 2 L 2Ry SR 2572, HMIRIEE Wne > 7P L oM AEEROF
WLEDAN=ZALICDONTIE, SHDOILRZMFRICL VAL I I N EHEDND 572
2 5o BRI % I 2 2 =X n e LCid, MIEIROZ,ARFICEETH S
AR E 2, CNEIERT 2 X9 0L O OBRES 2, 7272 LHIRIAR 23Rtk 2
HHT 20 F AN =X LD TRANECTCEHL 2 ICAR>TELT, KB 5 Ah 505
EATIREDR D 5725 9o KAWL TIRAERN ORI Z B1%5 - BT 284 k%
K L. BV OIS % HI 9 2 5 7o Y o 7 F M RERIR O IFEZ I O 21 L T

BY, SROEWME S 7 FAROFRICOEML T 2 e liffEhn s,
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HEE

AW fkIc b7z v, B IEBRERZZ I3 Lol EWFEE R IC IR 4 I 58 CHifE %
B9 % L7z, FRET R & v F—DIERICH 7z - T, FEHERE CGEsiA®)., ot
HEN (R LERY) K hhviz72% % Lz, TR BEMEEZ A7 L <
iZ. Guillaume Charras ##% (University College London) % 3 L % Charras W72 & 0¥k
B wizR L7z, £72- UCL TOY A H T AR%E w72 FERClE, Roberto Mayor
%12 U Mayor SR OEMRIC SN w7272 % F L7, Wnt ¥ 27 F v icfi4 3 E8
CBILCid, =B L RV AT X O RRA RIS 2 THE, 7 pCSF107-
mRuby2-xPrickle3, pCSf107-xWntl11l, pCS2-xCrescent % ZHefit 72722 F L 7=, £7-4
WFgEi3. HAZMHRE SRR BHlE (DCL). HARYHRE A5 T 5e & o kg 7
077 LMK X EEZFETINE L,
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