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779 Y A TADRIGEEIAICE T, PIRERE I blastocoel roof (BCR) L%
BRI 6] 2> o CHEEE L, MiAHARRT 12 12 Brachet's cleft & M EN 2R EK TN 3,
ZoBRICE T, TIRIEMILE A K~V v & v o 2 MifafiEEE 7% A LT BCR &
EEEET 2. —J7. WSS ZAIIEF5r 7 C©H % Eph/ephrin %/ L T FEH
b ERIT, LEdoT, FHREEL BCRIZEE E AR VIBEL T, EEME
BhREDEE R HIHT 2 L E2 bR TWw5b, EE. # K~V % Eph/ephrin ® ./ v
7 Xy vI3RBEBGEE 2 HET 2 2 LMo nTnwsd, LarL, A F~) v
Eph/ephrin (3 H IFZE — BCR OB FIERZ T/ <, WO EEMERR I WHTH
B HEINTVS, Lo T, 7 F~U v Eph/ephrin ®/ v 7 X vic X
£ U 2 EGERGES) O B A, PIREE S BCR OSRERHE IR 3 2 AlREME 2 B E ©
ERAEN

CORERRET 2720 KT I N~ A v v DT Farchsd 7 a7 %z/fn
T, B 2 B OS2 FERIICEHE T 2 FBRRZH 2 I L7z, CoFiKICXY
HRZE & BCR Mo 4 2 FFRIICHmX ¢ 2 &, hIREEES B HEI R, 25
i, Zovu AR OBEESE A BRI 3 L EERMNICHL 2 IT L2, Thbd
DFEHIE, PR —BCR Mo EEME RIS E 2 Hlfl 2 7 L2 KR L C
W3, BT, REBZRD in vive I B CHBMES 2 FENCHEIcx 26884 T
FTHhB L ERLTVE,



1. FFim
1.1 ZHREYICH 1T 5 MafMEE DREEE

MRS 12 % M A O RS 2 RS LHERF 9 2 ECIFRICEE ©H 5, Mifaies 4
T (celladhesion molecule, CAM) (¥, # K~V v, A vFZ Yy, Lo Fv, Q%
rua7 ) yo4fEicKilEns (Janiszewska eral 2020) (4 1a), #DHicd FEREK
HEHoTWBEA F~Y vid CRIEMEOMMEEESE ST TH Y. MlasF x4 v %
L CGERIIED A7 K~V v e e L HilaR -2 825 X2 % (Takeichi 1988), ¥ 7=,
ANV VYOMBH R AL VIZAT = v Ry N2 ERNLCT 2 F Vg LS
L\ﬂ@ﬁgﬁﬁu%%%&H?(uwﬁ&ﬁp%wﬂﬂlwoﬁF«UV@%ﬁ%%
WX EIR I S T Y (Niessen er al 2011; Nava er al. 2013), 2D XA F 32
A3 T R ) — BB AR O, I R ED &\ o ek 2 R T e e R T
533 2 & 230 5T w5 (Montero & Heisenberg 2004; Theveneau & Mayor 2012;
Cousin 2017; Shindo 2018).

T7YHYAHTIVEEIZE T BEBAAK
Y DY AEIC B VT, ROSMINCHMREE, Ll Ic NIREE, Z DfEIic R IREE &
W9 3 ODMENTERE NG, FMREED & IZFICEKFL & PR, IR D & 131
RS, HIRZE D & LA & TEBRER 2N E U 5, IREELHIfRE, AN PR o BERE <
TARIICHIE & 2 25, IRREIRC AR e R 7 4 7T v OPRIEIC I3 MIFE S ] o KR 7
FHESVEL 75, ZOMMELE] & 33N 2 MIES) 2 EEEK TH
(Leptin 2005) (X 2), RN IE L < EAT L 72\ &0 (RIS IEF ICTZRK S 097, kR4
AR A 2 & 7 5 (Wallingford er al. 1997), 7 7 U 717 A 77 T VIR D JFIGZEK
X HEYIRRENCAETE 3 2 NIREE SR D INERIC A DA Z & A bR E % (vegetal rotation)
(Huang & Winklbauer 2018), Z ®i@fRic X b hRIE 34 RLECTH 3 blastocoel roof
(BCR) & i L, BCR L2 @A aiciliE 3 2, —iic, SHlrFfEE L leading
edge mesendoderm, prechordal mesoderm & chordamesoderm IZ[X43r X315 (Huang
& Winklbauer 2018) (X 2), #ic /el i3 2 OB 7RI 2 — v L hHNREL Sh b
CARX TR IS 3 MR T LD CHRIREEL GRS 5, SR R o il IC
ix. BCR Lo platelet-derived growth factor (PDGF) % stromal-derived factor-1 a



(SDF-1a) & s o 72 L5 1B S4B CTH % (Davidson et al. 2002; Nagel e al. 2004;
Fukui ef al. 2007; Damm & Winklbauer 2011), % &ic, BCR FICHER L iR D 7
AT7aRr7FVIE, AT Y vabBl ZENLTHRED I XY KT 4 TIEK Z R
T 5, PIRIEDE ORER. BEET 2 WIREEDO TR S K& (&L L. AR E AR
TEIC R L 72 WIREE & IR IREE DS IR D i /T CREA S %,

1.3 HBDESRRK

FikooiE Y . FEBEEII RIS BCR ExiliET 2 2 L THEHI NS, 20L& Xjlj
FHAM < 1 Brachet's cleft & PRI 2 BEA M S N 5, & OFRENICBIZARE R B 5
kb HHRZE L BCR Offifidid st 1% (Gorny & Steinbeisser 2012), 7it4 % 158
WEE (TEM) ZRHW728%2 6, PR -BCR MIZMAES~ F U 7 2 Tiiz s hTw
% —F ., W IR L S L - BT 2 S L ARG S R TE Y, C OfEK
A F~Y ViIck 2 EERBAICEM LTS (Luueral2015), 20k 5 iERiE, &
a v Y a v o NTO imaginaldisc, 77 U A Y AN T AOHFER L Ry EIHIEER. HHED)
Yiow v R X T 7 & Brachet's cleft A ¢ ol L T &5 (Garcia-Bellido et al.
1973; Cooke et al. 2005; Reintsch er al. 2005).,

2 S OHMINEM BRI EE L. SRR Z BT 2 2 7 = X L2 TFERD
ETABREBINTW S, iz iE, IFRMEREOYHE 7 v ick-O { Differential
adhesion hypothesis (DAH) &, fild2s &M% /ML 2 M 2 A L. Mg EEILHM
faf D& DE VI X - TER X 15 (Steinberg 2007), % 7-. Different interface
tension hypothesis (DITH) 1%, DAH IZ7 7 b 34> vic X 2 BEIUEN ZH 0 Adiz
ETNTH Y FHERS MRS & O Hildo KEW RT3 o7 v Rick
> THIFEEE M 2587 & 713 (Brodland 2002), # F~Y v &4 L 2= MlIfEREHEE (34t o 4
b oA A S E 228, KEIRD MO REREZ B & ¢ 2 R, L
7 3o T, R BCE R IR o Ml EE AT 2 H L, & o B o fllafiises %
B%3% 3 % (Amack & Manning 2012), Zd X 512, DITH =70 [RERD ] & (8
Bl LW 20DV L 72T A= RIUKIFL T b, —J7TC, A F~Y VISl F
AAVENLCT 2 F vERHEICED 2 50 THEMHEERT2 2 BRI TS
(Niessen eral. 2011), EFZ, 77 F~V v %4 L 72 #MilefEEE 3&m<T 7 F v Ak



WY %G ERL 32 &G XN T w3 (Yamada & Nelson 2007), L7z23> T, #71 F~
Vvl TEE] 3, Milgo [RERD] b B e 5 2T 3 alaEtEr @ <. i
BEOBEIEBIRIC S 2 AIREMEZ B E T 72\,

—77 . Eph/ephrin I X o TH: U 2 fifE D J5 Ty 7 U S MR B Ic a7 55 %, B

& O K< Eph L& 7 % & ephrin U 77 v F2ME#IICRKIRT 2 &, MRS REICE
T Rho GTPase IC X W 727 F IAL v AL ZEENEDE U, RFTH 7 SKFEAEH
M Z % (¥ 3) (Rohani er al. 2014; Fagotto 2014; Cayuso et al. 2015), BARK 745 &

. B &R EIRIIER] 0 5 CARET D R O TR 1X Eph/ephrin 234 TH 5
(Durbin et al. 1998; Fagotto et al. 2013), % 7z. Eph/ephrin i3 v ¥R X 7 D 3 Hift i B
bbav—r AV MEROERICDHZFHFS LT3 (Cooke et al 2005),

L2 L7 S, % & BCR 3% @ Eph 3 X N ephrin 7 4 ¥ 7 4 — 2334
FILTH O, RIIT X VEMTH 2 (Rohani er al 2014), HF T oM HEIC 13E
¥ Eph/ephrin * 7 23HEAFH 3 %, —7/7 . Eph/ephrin * 7 iZHJif3E & BCR D
BEMERFIC D B 5 T B, il %12, ephrinBl ¥ BCRICEIF 344 b v v sy a v
ik % fieE L . EphA4/ephrinB2 @ < 7 I3 IRIEFR A O FIEICEI G52 Z L G I N T
W% (Lee eral 2008; Evren et al. 2014),

1.4 hIERFEDBEE & IRRIK
FfEE2S BCR E#3EET 288b . H K~V & Eph/ephrin 28 EE a5 E % 572 L

fméoWiﬁ\ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁﬁnL?é&Emkmmnyﬁfwmigﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
FlEfE C X, il EEN 2 & FEIETS £ ) MBS e T NS, Lilow@ b |
FiE % Ff o 7l E ML EEIC X o CRIE R AN 2, @EOWE TIF. & DR
DA — HESEEE A3 h RS IE DR 2 5 & & 2 51T & 72 (Rohani eral 2011),
F[%. morpholino antisense oligonucleotide (MO)IZ X - T Eph/ephrin & 7 F A% / v
7 xy v h e, FREL BCR 2NEE Y &5 Z & T Brachet's cleft 2%WH& L, HIREE
DWEENHE S NS (Park e al 2011; Rohani et al 2011), [FE#kic, C-A F~Y v %/
v 7 XY v LGS hIREEEENIEE NS, L L, oA, MR 2 TRHE L 72
IREEZ - 5. Brachet's cleft FEAUIC 1T K & a2 % 5 2 72 \» (Ninomiya eral 2012), Z
noofERIZ, hIRIE L BCR Mo EME O ASIEERE LTI 32 & 2Ri



LTw3, L2 L.Eph/ephrin (39 F%E 2 BCR OEEREMERIC b 43T H b . C-cadherin
b AN O MRS 1A 53 5. 6o T/ v 7 X v vic X 5 IREElEE o fHE 13,
S AHA D NERHERE D B ISR 3 2 AlREM: 2 PEFR C & 7o, BEESHEE ASEE 1T 5 2 5 7Y
Bt 2113, WA o R EE C KR EIRNC I 5 23, hIREE -
BCR B CHE Z FPRAICHIH T 2 B H 2 53, 2N Alhe L 3 2 FERT k1L

VIR TR,

1.5 XAROEH

Z 2 ORI TR, hIREE—BCR MOBESE LiE O BIRMEE X 0 BRI fET
T2 7o, WAHRREE R IR R A B M 5 T 2 ER R O R A, B
K912 1. FK506-binding protein (FKBP) & FKBP12-rapamycin associated protein ®
FKBP-rapamycin binding domain (FRB) 28/Ny>TFALAYI Z v i ko C~F 1 &
REK T 2 L W WHEZFIHAL 7= (Kolos eral 2018), T b D N A4 v ZHMusE
O L 72 % v o8 28T d % rapalog-induced cell adhesion molecule 1 (riCAM1)
BEU riCAM2 %4 3 2 LT, Z-9u KN ICHIlORESE 23532 C L % 7]
REL T %, BAFEL 72 riCAM1 & riCAM2 % %2 BCR & PIRZE T IC I X ¢,
78I X 5T NS OFMBBERIIIC T 2 A A M ¢ 5 2 Lo, hIREElEIC
5.2 2B R LT, RiRic, EBRERICE SR, IfLE L BCR R B4 &
I FIE K B & O IREEEEE D RIfRIC O W CERam T 5.



2. BR
2.1 Z/8A7%mMICk 3 riCAML/2 #RMEBDIEEFE
2.1.1 AIHRafEEE 2 F riCAM1/2 D{ER

RWFFE T, 1nvivo IZ B\ CREE OfifaRIEE % fili#ll 3 2 720 /N TALEY % A
L 7= AR s i8R O 2 il a7z, & v 8 7 EMMENEH % 358 C & 284 /Ny
TAt&¥1% chemical inducers of dimerization (CIDs) & ’EZh, T 3= A > v b ZD—
f<dH 2 (Putyrski & Schultz 2012), 7%~ 4 > (% FK506-binding protein (FKBP)
& FKBP12-rapamycin associated protein ® FKBP-rapamycin binding domain (FRB) ®
~7To Bkt EilIERc T e AL N TS (Kolos et al 2018), KIRD 7%~ 4
v Vi3 FKBP L#EAEZEK L. T o iCllEo R PHIHICE b 2 2 v N7 EH* ) —
£ CTH % mTOR icffE+ 2 (Banaszynski eral 2005), Zhic X b mTOR DEEEEDSH
FIh, REONGCHAEEMS S 725 X b (Abraham & Wiederrecht 1996), Z @
IO EERRT L0, KffRClRIZ X~4 v vo7rus (F07) O—fTH
% AP21967 (C16- (S)-7-methylindolerapamycin) % i L 7z, AP21967 IZ FRB D#&é&
DWHE TN D 7 oMlEFEEE A X R, ZRA O FRB (T2098L) & (3R R ICHE &3
22 G I N T3 (Bayle eral 2006),

7 o8 m R e RS % 58 3 % 72 0 Mliiast B X 4~ IC FKBP & % \» X FRB
(T2098L) Z I L 72 & v o8 7 ZAERLL 7= (X 4a), by 7" F A 8 2 v o8 7 E
JEEGR F A A v Vv h =TT VX7 efkhmflatrbe ciit e, 7507
Lo CHINERI S 2 B C X 2REN R v A s 727 F 2RI L 72, 2 OFEE, X 4b
F X UM 5 127”8 T rapalog-induced cell adhesion molecule 1 (riCAM1) & riCAM2 @<
T AR D RIS 2 L 72, CDRZ 82 H 13, e b Interleukin-6 (IL-
6)BIRT Dy 7 F v, MRINIETE%Z AL 3 2 72 © mCherry & 2 1% sfGFP,
<7 X CD28 BETOEEBR A4 v, GSYvHh—, V5 2 270lH%2ET 5,

BER a2 b7 27 + ©FEE X, Dissociation and reaggregation assay 1 X - T{T
27, 4 fillicEnEnoa vy A7 27 e 4 vy va v L, Ca/Mg-free
medium (CMFM)H CHRAEZ L2 L TH P~ Vi X 2flilafEE #HEL 2, 2D

. RBEL 72 2 M OMIE Z [FE ORI, BE L. 78w KR ICHIIa RS 255

BINDEH0E S 2T L7z, CMFM it 240 73 25588 L T b gl L 72 IRA8 %z #fE



Fr L7228 (M 6a), Ca2% M%7z CMFM thCl3 304y C2 A X —%TERK L. 240 53
IR E RBEEEZTE L 72 (K 6b), [EkIC, riCAM1/2 ZFEH L T\ 2 HlifE b
CMFM Tl fiEBEIREE 2 fERF L (X 6d). Ca®* % il 2 72 CMFM 1 Cl3 B EIA 2 TER L
7= (¥ 6e), TNH DFERIZ, riCAML/2 OFEHIZH P~V vic X 2 IS s
RG5A WL ERLTWS, $72, iCAML/2 2B L Cuwilficld, 7502
WA T2 7 AR =GB RO NN L h b, T80 FARICIZEE FERER W L
Ezbnd (K 6c), —/. riCAM1/2 #HMINAIC 7~ 7% /ML L 2 A, Ca'if
MED BFEL (L0 UN) 7 7 AX =% L7z (K6, iz, D2 T A X —1% 240
SRR L CTh, Ca INMFFD X 5 R E REHEARZIV T 2 2 & i3k o7z (X 6e
BLU6H, 2NHDFERIE, T-51 728 riCAMI 35 X U riCAM2 %2 FHL L T 2 #iliE
MIOEEZFET L0, 77 AX—DKRZIF C2/ME bt L TNEK B2 L %R
LCTw3,

F 7o, 780 7S X 2B ORLERIEIA I RED H MG T 2720, AT 4 v L BT
52 ETToNm SRER 1006 (5N L 72, 2 OfG R MRS ORRES 2 2 & 137 <
ASHIEIINEECH 3 C e aRE T () 7),

2.1.2 /307K ENLIEEICK 5 checkerboard /8% — 2Rk

KIc, Catl 781 21 X B N R — v DEIT O W TIENT L 72 M D 72 9
riCAMImRNA & Alexa Fluor 647 (10 kDa), iCAMZmRNA & Alexa Fluor 488 (10kDa)
%[FIcA v =27 v a v L, Dissociation and reaggregation assay %17 - 7z, CaZ"¥/s
MMC X 27 F~) vEEDEA, MR T v &£ L 1c8E L, riCAM1—riCAM2 FBIH
faf B R i S 2 — v 3B I o7 (M 8ab), LAL., 7-8u 2 Filic
KO E 7z 27 7 A& —TliE, riCAMI FEHME & riCAM2 FEEMIAE A T 1c 5 L.
checkerboard ~¥ % — v K L 7= (X 8c), —#K. [A U riCAM % FH14 2 Ml %
LT 5 TS Bl & Nzt S hidfifasnzictl s mifilaFtoEEcb s L E 25
N3 (4 8c, KiH), ¥7-. riCAMI X U riCAM2 DO & % FH L T 2 HilaEMic
N ZERNLTD 7 7 AZ—=FBRENmh o7 (K 8d-e), HE X —vE X VEE
M 2 7200c, Ca®dH B\ i3 750 7 CH L - MifafiEs o Bt (iCAM1
—riCAM2 FEMEM o). R (iCAM1 FEMERE L5 2 i3 riCAM2



MM+ o) OHEREZERL 2, 780 2 CHE L 2RHEMR I, BEEES R
EMEE LY bEwEIA %2R L7 (X 8g-h), —/. Ca?ic Xk 37 7 2% —KTlE.
SRS L RAEEEEOFSICREREFR O N2 o7z (K 8f h), LA EDFERIZ,
AR~V VICK D TV XL AESELIIRARY, 790 713 riCAM1—riCAM2 Bl
MOEEZREMICHEET 2 2L 2R L TWw5,

2.2 Z/,A07%mMICk 3 riCAM1/2 ofiiEEE AN DERE

2.2.1 Z/°A7KEFNL riCAM1/2 DfIEEE AN DER

KT, 7% ZMKER B 28, iCAML/2 OMIBNETEIC &0 X ) &b % 5] &
T HDENT AT o 720 iCAML/2 2T 28N &2 v o8V E D v 7 % FL il s SRS
THEIE L., MINEEZBNT L 72 (X 4b), CMFM Tld, riCAM1/2 i3 AifafE Fic—
BRSO L TE Y (K 92), Ca*TMIC L 7 722 —% M THEMIR S hix
otz (K9b), —J. 7mZICX WISz 722 —TiF, riCAML/2 Dffifg
HAH~DOEBIBIE I N (B9c), FHREWC ki, —EoMigTid riCAMI 234
AR EREL (K 9c, ¥y 2KH), MBHINE T riCAM2 28 FICHASHICHER L
Tz (¥ 9c, FRKAD, ERPSRGHMINETIE, riCAM & —f4icf vz av i
mTurquoise2-CAAX (HIEREHEER! mTurquoise2) D 7 F 23550728 (X 9c, FH
). riCAM OFBIROAENERORREL LBIRL T 5 LR I N, Z OIRE A MEE
T 372, riCAMI & riCAM2 ® mRNA % 1:4 %% 3 4:1 DHECA vV =227 v =
Vi, ZNuSRKENIC Y FAX =B E ¥ T, ZOfER. FHIREH S v riCAM Ik
HHREMEE B —RRICo i L7228 (4 9d-e. AL). FHED 70 riCAM (3R 1 i
s ML 72 (K 9d-e, KIA), RIEOD AW riCAM 23 lifaEEE I ICERE T 2 —2
DOA[EEME & L T HA D riCAM (ZMIAERE | % B H Il 595803 % 23, riCAM1,/ riCAM2
HEAWIIEAHICRE SN H 5, il 21X, riCAM1 O FEBIE 2 riCAM2 O F
HRE T HRebnEGa, 138 A YD riCAMI (3 riCAM2 EHIAER L., 5
AL E 5 (M 9f), —J. riCAM2 12, riCAMI1 ¢ A L TwwEifko riCAM2
DEEIHET 2720, Mk ficEseBEzonsd, UEro, 750785
BN Tk riCAML/2 OMifaEEE T~ EMAE L, o ERERIEEMEM o
riCAM1/2 OFB IR T 5 2 L BHL M LT o7z,

10



2.2.2 in vivo \=$H113 riCAM1/2 OiffAEE T~ DER
fewvc, 7-%m 7 X % riCAML/2 DD invivo Il B W TH A U 2 D0kt L 72,

riCAMI & riCAMZ2 ® mRNA % 4 a0 7 5 1 EBRoBHRHAIC 4 v =27 v 2
YL, 9 u 25—V 9 KT lEBEICERA Y2 2vav Tk
(100pM/12nl), F¥0 FHBFREICE 2 DHE LGNS 2720, riCAMI & riCAM2 ©
mRNA ZHB L Tz WIROJIIEEEIC 51 27 (100pM/12n) Z A v ¥ = 7 v =
VLT, MRE~OREBEIBE IR -7 (K 10a-b), riCAMI & riCAM2 O
mRNA 8% 114 H25 i 41 Tlvyzrvaviikelsbs, 780 7IERMENT
i riCAM1/2 DERIIBHE I N h o7 (KM 10c, e)o —T1. 750 7 ZHML 256
TIE, riCAM1 FHMME & riCAM2 FBHld o L <\ 2 IRIC B T D A riCAM1/2
DERL 77 (K10d, ), EFEHICE L TlX in vitro & FIfRIC, FEE DV 720 riCAM
DEGETAICEM L Tz (K 10d, f | RiH), U EORERIE, invivoltBNTH, 7
¥ a RIS iCAM1—riCAM2 F& M o B % HIfl < % 2 AlRetE 2 R"%E L T
%,

2.3 FAOTKRENLPREEEDOMRE

FATHIIE L V. PIEZE—BCR MoEEHESHMIEEELFIHL T2 2EFE 2 bh
T30S, BEEME 2 EHEAICHIEE L 263G S Cviavy, 2 2 TRIETIER, +
M3E—BCR Mo#E % 7% u ZKEFRICER L, PIRIEGEE~ DR B LT L 72,
+. 8 HMEHIIC 35\ T FCAMImRNA & fluorescent dye Alexa647 (10 kDa) % B4k
D 4 E|ERIC, riCAMZmRNA & fluorescent dye Alexa488 (10 kDa) % fig#tiff] o 4 EEk
KA vy =2z v avili (K11a), T, 7.1 2 (100pM/6nl) % 27— 9 DR
feicf vz v av L, hfEL BCR o %5 L 72, benzyl alcohol/benzyl
benzoate (BABB) solutions i€ & - THZIZEHL L 72 & & A, FEEE & BCR IZFFEMIC
R sHOHETEHRI T2 (K 11b-f), Zhid, riCAMI & riCAM2 %5 BCR &
HIRIECHIZ ICHIRL T3 2 &R LT3, FHBMABICE T, fiFHrRE Gk
ik, KB X BCR (v € v %) L2 BR7aIciEE 3 2 (K 11c-e)o mA&ic E{l
HRREE I B L 72 NIREE & IR IR EE 13RO TS TRl L. BCR LRI AT 3

11



(4 11f, MR EE T Sive e al 2000 D Figure 9.4.% M), Wi riCAM1/2 % #B X ¢
TH, 7% ZIERMNCIRP R EICHEL 5 2 ko7 (K 11g. k. L2 L,
riCAM1/2 2L TV RRIC 7 Nm Z R I L 7z & 2 A, PIREERGE (358 < HE & 2,
AR P ASE & SIS 13 @S L 22> o 72 (K 11h, k). Zh F TOf3E T, BCR ki
IZ PDGF-A & o LR I E IR D 7 4 7t 7 F v B L, hIRESEEE
DHAERL T AV RTF 4 TOMRILCHFET 22 EPMLAT WS (Winklbauer &
Keller 1996; Nagel et al. 2004; Damm & Winklbauer 2011; Hara er al. 2013), L 72235
T. riCAM1 DO %¥28 BCR Ltk T2 2noHWFo0%iLL T 3 AJHEMEDR S %,
ZORREM R TR D 720, iCAMImRNA 4% BCRICA v 22 av L 780
RIS 7225, hIREEREE I8 % RIT S - 72 (K 114, k), 72, riCAM2 0%
B IRSE BN E AL AT I ME ~DIGEREZ HE L T 3 AlREER H 5, L L,
riCAMZ2 mRNA DA% HRREICAL vV 27 v a vy LERICT a7 2RI 7228,
R IZIER ICiEE L2 (115, k). 2h o ofRIZ, FIRE—BCR M OB % 5 2y
T S L, PIREOMEEDHE I NS L AR LTV 5,

2.4 HIEE ¢ BCR HDEAEELRICK 5 PREEEEDHEE
2.4.1 Z/°07%MIC & % Brachet’s cleft ERADRE

R A BCR k& WFE 3 5 K5, Miffk i< 13 Brachet's cleft & TN 2 55 A4 L
% (Gorny & Steinbeisser 2012), Z #LE TDWZEA> & . Frizzled-7. PAPC, Eph4 > ANR5
Lo e FRED. TR —BCR MoOERERICED S Z EAMEIN TS
(Winklbauer er al. 2001; Chung et al. 2007; Park et al. 2011; Rohani er al. 2011; Luu er
al. 2015), EEE. MO ICX Y b DEIRT%R /v 7 XY 3 5 L., Brachet's cleft J&
Bk L hIREEESEBC HE I RS, LzA-T, 758 20C Xk ) BCR—HHIREER]
DEEAE & TR X & % & Brachet's cleft OTERHE 234 U, R IC R IRSEREE % J| L
TWAATRENED S 5, Z DOATREME 2~ 5 7201, fluorescent dye Alexa647 % A v <
/v av 2B AT —Y 11 TBABB IR X WEWHML CTBZEL-ZEZA, 2 bR
— AR B LT u ZIERIM D riCAM1/2 FIRIE T3 IEH 72 Brachet’s cleft 232K &
7z (K 12a, b), 7z, riCAM1/2 FHIRIC T %0 ZZFHINL T b BRI~ D2 1T
HExnro72 (K 120),
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24.2 707 %KEFNLPIEE-BCR EOEAEENOLR

KT, HIREE —BCR Mo HEEME EASHIREEELZHE L T 2 2@ 3 5 720
tissue separation assay % {7 7z ([l 13a) (Rohani er al. 2011), BRI, SMEZED
AVF—1bAXY—5 2 ITHIREMIEZ YUY H L CERIRICEE S 272 O % BCR Wik
R & | AR RN 3 1 B B & L S BEIMER A W T X 4 L T SRR R AT
- 72, mNeonGreen-CAAX (HlIfEZfE/R7E7 mNeonGreen) % FIH L T\ 3 AFIRIEEE
5% . mCherry-CAAX (IR 7ER mCherry) Z 5B L Tuv» 2 BCR FIC#E W 7234
MAHAR X B BRI HE L IR BRI S e o 72 (13b), E 72, T E TICHR
HEIN T3 X9 iC (Rohanieral 2011), HIEEEEEAR% BCR LICE W 7285800%, i
MRS B2 VIR L 72 (M 13c), riCAM1 & riCAM2 % Z 1€ 1 BCR & HiJif
ECHZ ISR IR 2560, 750 7FFEE T Tk F v v 7BEI%E S 72 (X 13d),
L2 L. riCAM1/2 #BHHKIC 7 %0 7% I % &, riCAML/2 3Rk R o BeA5 T
WWERL (X 13b°, ). MlERFIC X - T4E U 2 HE o2 KR L (K
13e), & 0 FRMIICEERS /TRBEHERE % T 3 2 7, HIREE —BCR M oO#ET% £ 4 A
7 7 A B L, 1 WIS 2SI & L B M % I L 7= SMIRZE — BCR #545TH
Tk, EEFIZEACBRE I N o2 (K 130), T/, 750 ZIEFET Tk,
riCAM1/2 OFBOEICED 69, PIRE-BCR B CREE O B <
7=—77. riCAM1/2 FEMHKIC 7 v 72 FN$ 3 &, hIEEE —BCR MO & 1R
XN, TEEEOSEEIIRE WAL (K 13), U EofER» S, FIRE—-BCR EokE
A FERIICIER T 5 C & o, MR O KBS KIEICEAF 5 2 L3RSz,
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3. R
3.1 Z/8A7IC&k 3 ATHRAMESE 9 F

AIFE ik, Xenopus WIHAIEIC B\ CHIRZE —BCR 05 Z R B Ic s L, il
FEAR R D B SR 23 th IR SEE A 1 PUS S REE R T L 720 ST E TICd . ARBFFELASMC
HIRE S % S 3 2 8k 4 e FEMRFE S LT 5, fl 21X, HEK293 fifldco 7 + 7
FAZ7YVVFEBICXEZA NN Y /A F~NY VvI3IOREREZNL-EEGHES 2
(Cachat etral 2016), % 7=, KH5GH T Jun/Fos, nano-body/antigen, J&iGHEAL % v %2
B ofES %R L -5 E 2SS 2 LT B (Veiga eral. 2003; Glass & Riedel-Kruse
2018; Chen & Wegner 2020), & 512, & v X7 G DFES TIZ72 < . DNA DRl &
tetrazine/trans-cyclooctene @ 7 U v 7 RIG % FIH L 72l b fF7E T % (Teramura et al.
2010; Koo etal. 2015), L 2> L7235, invivo IZ 38\ CHIFEMIEEE % HI6H L 72 F 138D T
Bizvs (Koo et al. 2015), ABFFECld, FRB ¥ X O FKBP (T2098L) % FlIF L 7= A T#fH
faf e 5+ riCAM1/2 Z T, 730 ZKEFIIC 2 7 2 MR 0 B2 % in vivo T
B ICHER T 2 FRERRORRE T 572, 7uZi3chEcicd, EEHIE., M
ROREER P AN & 77 F OUARERIE & v o 728k 2 e 0 8P CIER S T & 72 (Pollock et al.
2002; Isaacs er al. 2007; Zhang et al. 2014), L2>L. J-%v 27 % HIIEREEE SN A
L 72l AW SE 290 CTHh 5,

HIREE —BCR Mo, it X 5o, MBS B 26l EIC B W T
BEEAEEAERLL TS, Lo T, 750 7O/ FREIC X 2 Al 7 B i
. AEBFELZLVERR O LTS, LA L, 70 7KENR 7 72X =T
. 781 ZERER 4 RS RE L Ch . HEREL o 72 (M 7a), ZORERE AL
T, WFUEMIEIC B WT, 70 2 X 2 BNIERE Y % & £ WY » Bz
% Z L CHREET 2 Bl EE ST\, 781 KRR 7 RE R EEE % Al i il
4 2 )5ko—2i1c, FKBP iK#EA LTI 3~ A4 v v e AT % FK506 % @B &R
TEFEND S, EEE. BREIEDO FK506 FINIC X 2 SR 2 IENXEE O ot
INTWEA, —BEZMEBEI L3 C3IRBRHNE2ET LA ONATL S
(Stankunas er al. 2003; Lee eral. 2011), Zh A4k b, FKBP/FRB (T2098L) % th% L
T72%a 73 286 8MEEZKT 22 %, Cry2/CIB1, iLID % Magnets & \» 5 7z
FrE oW RIC X 0 A B ET 2 tiE b 2 v o 2B 2RI 2 HiEA%E
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Z bbb (Krueger eral 2019), L2>2L. TNHDIFETHE X L MEMES X, A
FRICHRTEE NP, MOEEELZMHE5 T2 ICI3E I 2 0WAgEELRH %,

32Ca*" & 7/8AJIC&k BV 7R =P 4 XDEL

CMFM T X o TR L =Ml 2 FEtsE & ¢ 2 L. Ca'RINC bR T 7 %o ZKkIFI
R TAR—IINE RBEREER L2 (6b, e TDXIBRT TAZ—H 4 XDEND
PECZFKE LT, LTIERThaeb 2 00nREENAEZ NS, 1, A F
~Y v ENLZMEEESE ZSMEMcE LA 32, I 8u it X 3 AR
riCAM1—riCAM2 RBIfifafi coRFEI NS, X Hic, 7R L 72 AiAaFE L i [FfE
D riCAM Z B3 2720, BRBICHHEST 2, L7zdioT, 750720 LA
HE~Y v IR L TREREEREZERL O WATREEA E v, 5 2 10, KERIT~
DEFEDEDRDH L, W E~Y VICXDEEIZ, 77 F 4y vz N L CHllgo K
RN ER 525 2 LAMEINTWS (Lecuit & Yap 2015; Winklbauer 2015),
Bz X, A E~Y v ERAL MMl E I B0 5 KE k. MAg-REE R & X
T3 % (Fagotto 2014), fit - . MIREHE I D iR MK < L MR- 55 s AL i
TORMRAPE T L, RIRBEROEREZRL T2 EEELRD 2, —H.
riCAM1/2 EH F~Y YD X547 27 F vEKGEHEICED 2/l F A4 v 2H LT
Wz BRIRO KR E RBEERZIERCE R wAlgeEr & 5, Ml LoEg Y% —
VRRERN~DHEDE D, BERIAXOERFELIEILEEZLND,

3.3 HHRaEIEEEE IC & % PREE DB FI4H

AWFFETiE. riCAMI % %84 2 BCR & riCAM2 % #4232 hREQEEME % 7
ANu il oC ERIE e PREDEESBMHEINSE Z L 2L IC L (K
11, 13), 2 F CcoWfsEr o, MR OBEMEICBI5 3 % Eph/ephrin © C-7 F
~NYV Ry Ry VT FRIBEBESSHE I NS AR SN TS (Park et
al 2011; Rohani ez a/. 2011; Ninomiya er al. 2012), L2>L 75, T4 b DS T3
BCR & FIREEDEREMERRIC D BASG 3 2 72 0, RIS AGES) o FHE 28 LRk o BE 40
FEDFLNICER S 2 2> & 2 I HHAR O BERER ISR 2 2281 5 2> Tld 7a v, — 7,
& DSFFE L 7273k RO riCAM % R85 2 MR < 13 Be8 A3 & 117 (X1 8d.
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e)o riCAMI1 & riCAM2 (¥ BCR & HIREECHI A ICHIIL Cniz/ed, Z-%m 7 kil
kN OIS Tz & A SRR MIT I 7m0, £/, riCAML/2 137 F~Y v & id
0, MENICEERE N A4 v 2 H 3 v, MildE - KERD ICEREE 5 2
5 L K MBI OB 2183 2 T L BSWBETH B, L7edd o T, AR R ITIEH
3E & BCR O EEHEATHIRIEREE 2 HIH S 2 L w5 7 0% X0 iR < [EEIC SR
TE5HbDTH D,

3.4 #HRaRiES DETE L Brachet’s cleft 2k

ARFSE i, PIREE — BCR MO 7T I X 0 RS E 23BH 3 & 717228, Brachet's
cleft DFEBICIZRFE RS Nind o7, SEITHIZEIC X V. Eph/ephrin D RFE> 7' F
DFEE X, Brachet'scleft DIEEA A G & T2 & HHE TN T2 (Rohani etal.
2011), %7z, Frizzled-7. PAPC % xANR5 & \» o 7= #lfk 8t ic b 2 @10 /7 v 7
%7 v % Brachet's cleft D % %53 % (Winklbauer eral 2001; Chung et al. 2007;
Park et al. 2011; Rohani ez al. 2011; Luu er al. 2015), fit> T, 7-%u 7ic X 5 jRiE —
BCR DM IR 2 5 2 v & & 3ERE - (X 12a-¢), & DJFA
D—2 & LT, M 0 REEE N LIz T 4 77 4 — Ky ZHlHIRE 2 5
N5, MRS BEEmEZ XV KE T 2085 & L CE< 2. [FKIC Eph/ephrin
ENLERFEY 7 FAEFRT B, KIS 7 F A0 LR IR 2 HE L, MRk
X vy TRAELIRE, ZORE, KIS 7 FAMMET L, MR OEE S THE &
72 %, Eph/ephrin % MO i X Y il L =854, FIREMAEZS BCR W~2E L TH K
FAEHAPEUNCKREL e 7%, L7223 > T, BCR-HIREMOMIBES AL, BR
BIEBE R hd, —H, 750 270X > CHME O S 2 i X T, BN
Eph/ephrin %/ L TR FEMER b HiEs 5 720, FREE & BCR offifftiR& i3 Lawv e
Eribhd, 751270k BCR L HIREDOEIEHE BN X ¢ 2 25, HIR%ES BCR W
RS 2103, SOICRFEY 7 FNAOIfIBBETH L L ZRmBLT0d, b
OFERIL, Eph/ephrin @/ v 7 X v L HART, C-/1 F~ Y v O FFEH A3 Brachet's
cleft DIERRIC KIS THENBYTH 5 2 & & —3T 2% (Lee & Gumbiner 1995; Park et
al 2011; Rohani er al. 2011),
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35 EmERE

AffFFETIE, riCAM1 & riCAM2 %8I3 2 Mk o BeE & . WAL o M e
HORERNCEEY G252 L, 750 ZREFICHE T 2 BT TR R L 7.
Iolc, 77V AV AHIAMD BCR & HREEICRFEZ@H S5 2 & ¢, iRk
DEERENTREDWEZHIEH L T3 2 & 2H S Lz, 20 X 5 eBii il
WS IE. v F 72K, EREEEER (EMT)., Aot ELES) - (g s 72 &
B A7 v R E T 252 LM LT3 (Washbourne et al. 2004; Tada &
Heisenberg 2012; Theveneau & Mayor 2012; Nieto et al. 2016), <72 AL#idfill{Hl 7z &R D4
HIZFR I T3 23, ATk W BEERLO N 508, FEAEEERIC B 1T 2 BN 0 0G
HFE O FfFICHRAT 2 L E X T2,
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4, EBRFE
4.1 BB LMoo vav

CITAVEBLWETAE DT 7Y HhY AT TN Xenopus laevis DFKFAA R T
FrrvbevEFEHNT S L CHINEFER L. 1.3x Barth’s medium (13 mM HEPES-
NaOH/pH 7.4, 114.4 mM NaCl, 1.3 mM KCI, 0.533 mM CaCl,, 0.429 mM Ca(NOs3),,
1.066 mM MgSOy, 3.12 mM NaHCO;) Ci&i# L 72851 & in vitro T3 X 472, mRNA
IZ mMESSAGE mMACHINE SP6 Kit (AM1340; Invitrogen) % f#i ] L T in vitro THEK L 72,
mRNA . Alexa fluorescent dye ¥ X I8 7 ¥ u 27 ((635055; A/C Heterodimerizer
(AP21967); Takara Bio Inc.) ® 4 v ¥ = 7 ¥ 3 v iZiZ needle puller (PC-10; Narishige)
T L7277 A% v 7Y — (GC-1; Narishige) % {# [ L 7z,

42 77X FEK

riCAM1/2 Z#§K 32 P A4 Vid, BEET 2 N XA v e EET 2207 74~
— %M, PCRIC X W I4iE L 7=, PCREYIX pCS2+® BamHI ¥4 b & Xbal %4 b
ft]ic MUPAC (Multiple Site-Directed and Saturation Mutagenesis by the Patch Cloning
Method) (Taniguchi & Murakami 2017) % FH{\v»CH#i A L 7z, FKBP & FRB (T2098L) D
Wigo 7 v 7L — Micit, X p-Het-Mem1 (635067; Takara Bio Inc.) & p-Het-1
(635067; Takara Bio Inc.) Z i L7z, ¥ 27> A ~<7F Fite b Interleukin-6 #Ein 1D
IS EEE N A4 vid~ v X CD28 BIn T OEE N A4 v Th b, lia v
AbZ7 7 ORHNER S5 ITRT,

4.3 Dissociation and reaggregation assay

riCAM1/2 mRNA (150pg) % 4 MO EBYIRMANIC A v 27 avy L, A FE~Y v
I X BAEMEEE 2 HES 5 720, CMFM (7.5 mM Tris-HCI/pH7.6, 88 mM NaCl, 1
mM KCl, 2.4 mM NaHCO3)H TR 7 — 11 FTRAEI R, A7 — Y OHWHIC ILd
AT 47 2 (0.1x Barth’s solution) THA 2 72 A2 L 72, riCAM 2 FH L T
AL, Bllo e ) vEE Y vy PCBES Z I X W EINL 2, TAE—R
a—tFL7%Z 4 72T 4yl 0.1% bovine serum albumin (BSA)/CMFM,
0.1%BSA/4 mM CaCl,/CMFM, 0.1%BSA/0.5uM 7 -¥u Z//CMFM % A#, riCAMI1
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FIMC L riCAM2 ML ZFET OREL20b, MloBE4{RiET 27201
vz A h—ThEEX 7 (80rpm), BIEE & 1 T EARBEMSE SZX16 (Olympus), 7
Y 25 A5 DP80 (Olympus) # fdif L 72,

4.4 riCAM1/2 RIRMBADIEE /N2 — >~ DEE

riCAM1/2 mRNA (150pg) & Alexa Fluor 647/488-dextran  (D22914/ D22910;
Invitrogen) (2.5ng) % 4 Mg O EFRMIIC 4 ~ 2 = 7 > =2 » L T Dissociation and
reaggregation assay % 71>, 30 73412 d{ L FEIRBAMEE BZ-X710 (Keyence). 20x objective
(S_PlanFluor ELWD ADM 20xC; Nikon) (X 8a-e) ¥ X UMt £ s BEMEE SPS (Leica), 20 X
objective (HC PL APO CS2 20x/0.75 DRY; Leica) (X 8f, g)% F\» CH{&Z 5 L 72,
Beg N & — v OWRIENT I T —PRIO L ERERZ A L, IO 2 IcBE L Tn3 2
MRS FEH L CTvs 5 riCAM OfEEZ I L 72, $E XX — v iE~TuT 4 ¥y 7 ke
#H (B2 rCAM ZRBIL T aililEfLoEE e FE7 4 ¥y 7 atEE (FAL
riCAM % FEH L C v 2 #ifialF Lo Ba8) o 2 IR L 72,

4.5 in vitro T® riCAM1/2 DEEDERR

HCAM1/2 mRNA (60pg. 150pg. 240pg) & mTurquoise2?-CAAX mRNA (150 pg) %
4 MR o Bl 4 ~ ¥ = 7 v 3 v L T Dissociation and reaggregation assay % 1T
Wy 30 A3tk Ic R S BEEE SP8 (Leica), 20X objective (HC PL APO CS2 20x/0.75
DRY; Leica) % Fi > T4 % B L 72,

4.6 jn vivo T® riCAM1/2 DERBDOEER

riCAM1/2mRNA (60pg. 240pg) % 4 MAZHAD 575 2 HIEROBWIRANIC A v o = 7 &
av L7, AF—Y 9 T785u 27 (100uM/12n) ZaffEIC 4 v P22 av L, AT
=Y 11 TOT7 =vAF x v 7O SR % 5 R BAHET SP8 (Leica), 20 X objective
(HC PL APO CS2 20x/0.75 DRY; Leica) % Fi\v» CTHUS L 72,

47 PREDOHEEDHRLETEE
8 fifEHAIC 5T, mCAMI mRNA (150 pg) & Alexa Fluor 647-dextran (2.5 ng) % #)
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Ykl 4 E|ERIC, riCAMZ2 mRNA (150 pg) & Alexa Fluor 488-dextran (5 ng) % i)
Bl 4 HERKicA vy 27y avii, A7—Y 9 TZ-%m 27 (100pM/6nl) % faiffE
WA vy zrvavl, 27— 13 T 0.1xBarth’s solution THAE X #7-%. 2% +
Y 7 v ufffE(TCA) & 9.25% R VLT AT e FEHOWTERTMEE Lz, A&/
— L CHIK E BB T\, RY AT A a— L EREHFRHR Y VLD RAR
(BABB) C#&HL L 72 (Dent et al. 1989), #riic 3L EE i BaEIEE SP8 (Leica), 10X
objective (HC PL APO CS2 10x/0.40 DRY; Leica) Z{#/H L 7=, MO ERS X CIEHIH
JRZE & | o IR EE o Je i fE o P15 13 Image] % AW CREHIL 7z, #EEHLERIC X
GraphPad Prism 6 (GraphPad Software Inc.) % il L 7z,

4.8 Brachet’s cleft F2B DEIZER

8 MfEIC 35\ T, riCAMI mRNA (150 pg) & Alexa Fluor 647-dextran (2.5 ng) % H
Ykl 4 #BRkic, riCAM2 mRNA (150 pg) & Alexa Fluor 647-dextran (2.5 ng) % #ii
Ykl 4 HEERICA v 227 av iz, AF—Y 9 TFo8u 2 (100pM/6nl) % fafif
feicA v 27 av L, 27— 11 £C 0.1xBarth’s solution TH4: & ¢ 72%., ki
L RBRICREE , Wik, Bl BRI 21T 5 72, I 3L L SUBEMETE SP8 (Leica), 40 X
objective (HC PL APO CS2 40x/1.30 OIL; Leica) #fiif L 7=,

4.9 Tissue separation assay

Rohani eral 2011 % #1217 - 7=, 8 MliaiH i< 5> T, mCherry-CAAX. mNeonGreen-
CAAX. riCAMI % % \»1Z riCAM2mRNA (150pg) % . HIFZECHIL X 4 2 B4 12
Ykl o 4 BRI, BCR THRI X & 2551 3BWBMAO 4 HERKicA v =272 av
L7ze A7 =Y 11 i T, FREH 2T BCR DA vF—L A Y —%2Y 0 L,
BCR oWk LiciEW7z, BCR O&ZIALZ[ 72, Vv T VIERATA VAT AL
BSAa—+t LA RN—=HI7RADMic~y v P Lz A7 ADRICY Y avy ) —R (G-
40L; Shin-Etsu Silicone) & v A ¥ v 7’7 — T % fkh, v 7V DOEI % —FEIC L1z, 73
1 7% 1.5pM TN L 72,45 572> 5.5 7R T 1 IRH X 4 4 7 TR BIE 2T o 72,
o 13 L FE S BAMEE SP8 (Leica). 40 X objective (HC PL APO CS2 40x/1.10 WATER;

o~

Leica) il L 7z, HEMHEDOEED -0, BRI A CchRES 2 v i3 BCR D 4
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vF—L A Y —EEGE LTz BCR Wih Ofifigssaesft L 2z BI%z 5l L 72, 2 > il
A3 BCR Mifdiciess L Cwiha, 2h 2 h otz oricstill L 72, — &k
L 7= S OB LTt L 72356 b A v v b L, BIETPIC R L 2#ilds L O
7 x = ANABED L T MIIIEEH2 5 BRI L T B,
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o
W

3

TS ORI FFE B IR BH2 LE 9, RIS S = I ATE L.
LHdED DI LR oBMIC, EBROMAT T, #HROMBN, FL¥vi—vavic
BLFET, D OLMWRAIEL TIHEWLEET X L,

FHEOFEMEEE & HIEOMEHEE L 1C 13, 1 R0 b OGS iR
CBWTHERBREMPCa AV PAHSCTERL E L, AEEHLTHY T3,
BAUSARE SR O BN FEIT T 7 — L DB RRICII R A BMEEIC R D £ L 7, FRICHTEE
i X AL BAHIT & A I EBRFELBEME O W ITIC oW IR IC T8I THHE »
R WhEEPT T, KO T -2 2B2 LR TEE L, MHEETIARIHAD
HINDEBMEFTEE LT E, KEM»Y L7,

[ U < BACZEWTSERT O AR T 2l I I E S DR IC > T2 E | Z D
WIERICHIS R a AV PETHELE Lz, DXV LTEY 5,

BIRIC, 4 D AT o TR AEFRICEHOZEZR L, @t kL9,
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riCAM1

ATGAACTCCTTCTCCACAAGCGCCTTCGGTCCAGTTGCCTTCTCCCTGGGCCTGCTCCTGGTGTTGCCTG
CTGCCTTCCCTGCCCCAGGAGTGCAGGTGGAAACCATCTCCCCAGGAGACGGGCGCACCTTCCCCAAGCG
CGGCCAGACCTGCGTGGTGCACTACACCGGGATGCTTGAAGATGGAAAGAAATTTGATTCCTCCCGGGAC
AGAAACAAGCCCTTTAAGTTTATGCTAGGCAAGCAGGAGGTGATCCGAGGCTGGGAAGAAGGGGTTGCCC
AGATGAGTGTGGGTCAGAGAGCCAAACTGACTATATCTCCAGATTATGCCTATGGTGCCACTGGGCACCC
AGGCATCATCCCACCACATGCCACTCTCGTCTTCGATGTGGAGCTTCTAAAACTGG.

riCAM2

ATGAACTCCTTCTCCACAAGCGCCTTCGGTCCAGTTGCCTTCTCCCTGGGCCTGCTCCTGGTGTTGCCTG
CTGCCTTCCCTGCCCCAATCCICTGGCATGAGAIG@GGCA1GAAGGCCTGGAAGAGGCAECTCGTTTGTA
T( CATGTTTGAGGTGCTGGAGCCCTTGCATGCTATGATGGAACGGGGC
CCCCAGACTCTGAAGGAAACAECCTTTAAECAGGCCTAEGGTCGAGAETTAAEGG&GGGCCAAGAGTGGT
GCAGGAAGTACATGAAATCAGGGAATGTCAAGGACCTCCTCCAAGCCTGGGACCTCTATTATCATGTGTT
CCGACGAATCTCAAAGATGGTGAGCAAGGGCGAGGAGCTGTTCACCGGGGTGGTGCCCATCCTGGTCGAG
CTGGACGGCGACGTAAACGGCCACAAGTTCAGCGTGCGTGGCGAGGGCGAGGGCGATGCCACCAACGGCA
AGCTGACCCTGAAGTTCATCTGCACCACCGGCAAGCTGCCCGTGCCCTGGCCCACCCTCGTGACCACCCT
GACCTACGGCGTGCAGTGCTTCAGCCGCTACCCCGACCACATGAAGCGGCACGACTTCTTCAAGTCCGCC
ATGCCCGAAGGCTACGTCCAGGAGCGCACCATCTCTTTCAAGGACGACGGCACCTACAAGACCCGCGCCG
AGGTGAAGTTCGAGGGCGACACCCTGGTGAACCGCATCGAGCTGAAGGGCATCGACTTCAAGGAGGACGG
CAACATCCTGGGGCACAAGCTGGAGTACAACTTTAACAGCCACAACGTCTATATCACCGCCGACAAGCAG
AAGAACGGCATCAAGGCCAACTTCAAGATCCGCCACAACGTTGAGGACGGCAGCGTGCAGCTCGCCGACC
ACTACCAGCAGAACACCCCCATCGGCGACGGCCCCGTGCTGCTGCCCGACAACCACTACCTGAGCACCCA
GTCCGTCCTGAGCAAAGACCCCAACGAGAAGCGCGATCACATGGTCCTGCTGGAGTTCGTGACCGCCGCC
GGGATCACTCATGGCATGGACGAGCTGTACAA

Signal peptide of human Interleukin-6 B vs
FKBP FRB
" mCherry T2098L
- Transmembrane domain of mouse CD28 sfGFP
. (a valine codon was inserted
- GS-linker

after the start codon)

[X5. riCAM1, riCAM2D;81z5 7 A%

32



30min 10min 3min

240min

Control riCAM1/2 (150pg:150pQ)

+Ca2+ +Rapalog CMFM +Ca2+ +Rapalog

[X]6. Dissociation and reaggregation assay

riCAM1/2 mRNA (150pg) % 4l o BRI £ ¥ = 7> a >~ L, FILL 7§ % CMFM
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(co NHTHEEL I,
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(a-e) 7780 7B X UCa+ic & ) FHE X /- MBS ¥ — > DiE\V>, riCAMI mRNA (150 pg) &
Alexa Fluor 647-dextran (2.5 ng)& % \>1ZriCAM2 mRNA (150 pg) & Alexa Fluor 488-dextran (2.5 ng) % 4
MR o BRI A P2 7> a v L, CMEMIC X b g L 7S (a)lcCa2+ (b)H 2\ 21
780 7 (c-e)Z WM L THUOBHE X ¢ 7, cDRIEIZF UriCAM% BT 2 BigZ L 7-Mifd 2R3,
(f. g) BB Y — v DRI L 7. RE L ABEBEEIR, FRANZ~TR T Ey 77X
B8 (R BriCAMZ HBL L T 2 a0 #28), BRI FET 4 By 7 285 (FLiCAM
ZRELCOIMEALOESZRT, () OE(QDEE Y —VDOERT—F, Ca2+ll & 2%HE
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riCAMI mRNA® % \ > 1ZriCAM2 mRNA & mTurquoise2-CAAX mRNA (150 pg) % 4l o Byt
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[X110. 7,32 2% in vivo T HriCAMI2DHER 25 ER 2§

(a-b) FRBEAND F %0 DA P =7 ¥ a v (100uM/120) i3 R T —40F TOFEICHEE L2 5 2
o lz, (c-f) iCAMDEBHNDEME, riCAMI &riCAM2Z M ICHKEH LTV ERD, 27—
PIICEIT B 7= vy 7THlld 0L SBEREEE, EBDIREDriCAMI mRNA & riCAM2
mRNA Z 48 O BRI A v 2 7 a v L, 780 73R T — P9 ThImpEIz A
YYx /¥ a v (100uM/12n) L 7z, RIHIZriCAMDEREZ R T,

37



a

BCR
8-cell stage Stage 9 Stage 9
Brachet's
riCAM1 - mesoderm cleft
Alexab47 =
I - ' s

riCAM2
Alexa488

Injection of rapalog Culture embryos

into the blastocoel in 0.1x Barth’s medium

> *kdkk

) 1

- 9

£5

2§

= oy

8 8 05 -

s B

(o) IR

5 & :

) °

<

0 +trrm————— e — -

: : > - riCAM - 1/2 1/2 1 2
riCAM%;(+Rap) riCAM2(+Rap) Rapalog - . * & ¥

11, 730 73 hREDEEZ HE T 5
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pg) & Alexa Fluor 488-dextran (5 ng) Z fHYIMRM D4FBRIcH A P27 av L iedb, 2A7—Y9
<7851 27" (100uM/6nL) % fafRfEIC 4 ¥ 2 7Y a v LTHREZIE X, (b-f) () TR L7 kTl
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%, riCAM12%ZFE LT 5 (g); iCAMIRZHBIL, Fur%2 A v¥ 27 a v LRk (b);
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7y av LG, k) BROBERT/ —< 74 XA L7, BCREIERL ZBEDOMITE, Kruskal-
Wallist test 3 & U'Dunn’s multiple comparisons test; ¥***P < 0.0001,
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X12. 5,50 7' iZBrachet’s cleft DGR L e\

(a-c) BABBIZ X > TEHHIL L 72 2 7 — P11 DRI BT 3. Brachet’s cleft DIRF Y 7o HE r5 WA S
iR, SHHMEINIZ B \>TriCAMI (150pg) & riCAM2 (150pg)mRNA % Alexa Fluor 647-dextran (2.5 ng) &
HA VP2 av Db, AF—9T5,50 2 (100uM/6nL) % IR A v P22 a v L
7o WNOFEEA VP27 Y ay LR (n=11) (a); iCAMI/2 mRNA & #aE R A VP2 7 v a
¥ L7k (n=17) (b); riCAMI/2mRNA, HOGEFELE 702 P27 ay LR (n=22)
(©)o RUHIZHFMIE L BCROBEIATE %R T,
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