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BHESVO L ZChR2BEICATRTHD, BHESYOKICE W@ L
TR H 2RI > 7 DIR LIS (BHEE. B, mRee, 1me
7 E) F, AR E T 2RI RIEOFHiNY — v 2B L L TE
WINb, ZONRY—F, BEOHHEEICE W TRTHPME L FITN
ZHIBEICIR > 720 D0 E DM H2» S H 4 oW ST nwl 2 e
o ng (offift), 2O XS WKIEFICEELZFERRTH 3 Kot
MIEDFEHALICBE L T.BAETICUTD 2 20 A AR H LN TS, <I> &
BB E BB FEAPR S =7 FUREH WAL S, RIZ o
THEA (LRW-1) OF CRTGICHET 2 M0 8RR OFEEE (¢
TRAXA Y —1EM) 2T 52 EDE->Tw3 (Sato et al., 2002), <2> / v
J7 bR ADMBNNS, LL-1 BARRNICHIT 2 G K1 Mesp2
WofiftichZETH S Z LRI NTWwD (Saga et al., 1997),

L2LZads, oEHiERABREICE T %2 Mesp2 @ Pz s w2 %4
fZEE2zHH LA FREEIRZICAHEZEETH 5,

ZITC, COTHBEZBHT 2 TENLY) 25570, Mesp2 D=7 kY
FERB Y cMeso-1 IZEH L 7z, cMeso-1 D4 ffiE S IE R B 1) 3 & E % fEbT
T2PFHEELT, =V F Y TIZ in ovo electroporation 12 & - TR Ik
ERENICEETF2EATZIEDABTHL, T0EE, BNz E
5., Bk A GEREICAET 2 1RO T & 4 i I 5560 1o 45 23/ ek U
TIMRENIZEDIAALTOCBR) OFIERBICEETFEAZITILELD 5,
. ZOBRICHERIZERIGEER 7€ — % — (CAGGS) 1T &k - THEfs 1%
HrflH I N s R7y—2HwTwk, TOFEKIZLD, cMeso-1 % FEMRK
PR EEI TR I S L, REfiPREIC R 2B B O RBERADPHEES 1
7z




COMEZBIRT 27012, =7 FYRICE W TR RN ICERD 7B
ZHEETE 5% (Tet-on system) ZHE L., HKEiHPREIC RS> 7D B IT,
cMeso-1 Z2FHB X7, ZOFER. cMeso-1 FEBIME LoRENELEE, =
D &SGR T Pax2 2/ L THEAERF NCAM O RENFEHINTWwE I L
BREST, TNHDI L5, cMeso-1>Pax2—>NCAM & W9 55 FH Ay
— P23, RAOEHMREL V-1 BGOMERLoREZFI ERI LT
W AREME SR S e,

RIZ, TOMBEEER 7 XV —IGEDEE STICE > T2 D0zl
% 7- 012, Tet-on system tfl#EEMZHAGDLE 5 LITX > T, Kiid
IR IZ B W T EFIC cMeso-1 ® Pax2 ZNFNDOHEBHERZ SO 572 (L
TAVEY— T vtL)y ZOEESZRZH VT, cMeso-1 ¥ Pax2 & F B H
L EEOBRE H AN FER . cMeso-1 D F BB R > THRFNICY
fifb e & 7255, Pax2 DA, 20X )nEERRoh ok, ITh
5D LD 6, cMeso-1 1& Pax2 2N I FICHHIBERZFEE L T 5 A[REME
DRI N7z,

ZDd, cMeso-1 THRMICMETZ2IEPOKRTDOARAI Y —=v 7Lk TR
Y= TveA ZiTok, ZORAK, EphAd (ZITHIEEERICE VTl
MR RFERFE L THONEEY YR I7E) OEAIET . Brm e g
Riciho T 7 nHiBEADOIEHESB R S 17, EphA4 iZHF 5 @ ephrinB2
AT ERRED, —ESXETIRELTZNZTNOREMBA N> 7 F
V3Med 5 (EphA4 forward signaling, ephrinB2 reverse signaling) . Z
N DRFOMBANF AL Y2 RELELaAaVANIZ P2 ZRZNMio T,
SHiEROFERE 27 L T A, ephrinB2 reverse signaling 73, 27 i 5%
REEILCHBEL T THLIEBREINT, T6 D% D2 5. ephrinB2
reverse signaling i§%E 2 208 /X v ¥ — il O +FEETH 3 Efsiwmo T
5N,




il RN O A LBl Eo N s@BEE T, b Li3FE—DM
TEMTH-> bz, 4 OfMEEMICK T T 2K, R wbDdT
H5, LT, TOFRICELL, FEBEBM B >LRNRNZEBE FOREN
LILIER NS (BHEBYROBEMKSPIFAnsa v Ya v "D wing
imaginal disc 7 &) (Blair, 2003; Blair, 2004; Dahmann and Basler, 1999;
Irvine and Rauskolb, 2001; Irvine and Vogt, 1997; Larsen et al., 2001;
Manjon et al., 2007; McNeill, 2000; Nakamura et al., 2005; Rhinn et al.,
2006; Sanson, 2001; Takahashi, 2005; Tepass et al., 2002; Vargesson et al.,
1998), L22LZAao6, ZN6 D@2, EDXHIC L THMIEENDIX I
ZHIET 2001220 TIE, WERICAHLEEIVBE>TWVWE, DL B
R D X = XL 2% T 5 LT, BHSVOMMREABEEICE W TEKS
N3P KE (K 1) 3. BOEFILED—>2TH % (Aulehla and
Herrmann, 2004; Saga and Takeda, 2001; Takahashi, 2005),

HEIPIREDE DR LAY — v id, BHEEY ORI B » TR 72 AT # dlC
oD iIR LG (FHEE. B, s, & % £) (Aoyama et al., 2005;
Graef et al., 2001; Krull, 2001) 2K $T 2B >T V5, ZD/IY —
ik, RofithRE (X 1A) EMFEXN 2 ERENHCH > 720 L 2D F Dl fkas
il o HZ IC itk SN T 2D EBHRINDE (=7 VYRS E,
90 77 fd 1, 1A), 2O, il v clEXRICaEifbd 28060 (L _oL-
1, ) iZH—ICiEL T Ao’ vy 72 BRI, >
DWTHI T DM ERZLT 2 2 EBEEINTWwDS (K1B) (Sato et al.,
2002), TOXHICHEFEITITAF Iy 7 efilaZEEgKEl 2Ky EHPIRIED I
fiftoX A=A LICBL T, TNETRUTF2Oo00HMABESN TS, 5
2. FICHBBEMEEBETFEARES =7 FIVREH R ?2 S RIS
i 2862 (L ~ob-1, 1A) O ¢ CRITITHE T 5 Ml 2377 #i 58 5 D 35
B (v X vy —ENE, 1A) ZH$ %5 Z &£ 23> T\w % (Sato et al.,
2002), # T, LA -IRGFRNICHER T 25K 22— F7 % Mesp2
D)y 77Ty ATEHEEHPRECECOHBENTELRVLI LS,
Mesp2 23 ffifbic b TH 5 Z L /R I T\ % (Saga et al., 1997), L
Lo, fJHiBESIERE IS Mesp2 @ Fitics Tt 2 2l g 28 2 3 L
B2 THEBIERLZICAHLEEETH S,

ZIT, CONTHEBEZMBHTZ-0DD%R0E LT, Mesp2 ® =7 kY &
Tu s/ ThsEEKT cMeso-1 (Buchberger et al., 1998) & H L 7=,
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cMeso-1 ORGHEHIFMRIED FHifbic BT 2&H2M%ET 2701, =7 Y
MEHWEZ, =7 FURIZ, Fic2o008 b2 s fHAMMED S E T LVEY T
Hb, —DOHOHEMBEIZ, =7 FM)-7X7MORENZHMEME XD, TH
e ciHEMAaHBEMHEAFEHCPHEREOBRIT A TZS2HTDH S
(LeDouarin and Kalcheim, 1999), > H® M B X, in ovo electroporation
ko T, MR ENICEEFEANITAS2 K TH S (Momose et al., 1999;
Muramatsu et al., 1998; Yasuda et al., 2000), Z @ in ovo electroporation
ZHVWT REPRERAEANICEBFZ2EAT LI FEL TTIKHEZIINTE D,
HEiPRIETOBEBEFORE 2B T 5 2 L2 TH %5 (Nakaya et al.,
2004; Sato et al., 2002), 2D & &, WM LEE» S F A (EREICi
BH T 5 LB kD 7 E A o I SE A e S 2 R - Ak 2 i Z L TR RN I
BoIAAL TR, M 2C) DOEiO FEKEPIRIERME (Catala et al., 1996;
Psychoyos and Stern, 1996; Sawada and Aoyama, 1999) IZER F-E A%
fTHOBERH 2 (K 2C), £7-. /KD in ovo electroporation IZE W TIF &
AEDEE., EEIEER 7o € — 4% —(CAGGS) (Niwa et al., 1991) 23fibH
T %7, In ovo electroporation IZ X 2 @ETEAK., ZO 70 E—¥% —I3,

2.5 BN IciEM{b 4+ % (Momose et al., 1999; Yasuda et al., 2000), L ?»
Lanis, IiroxRELR 28R, EERBEOWM - #lzhZTHD
BLAMZIZEASTe 258 BETr28 AL TRENHICREREENNS &
B COBEBTORE OB HEEIC R 52, FEEIZ, cMeso-1 b JH B A
DFEFREHPMREMEE L _V-1 BGTORTHPMEMBEOM T THBLL <
¥ ) (Buchberger et al., 1998). cMeso-1 % FEMAKRH PR EHEHIR ICE AT 3
&, cMeso-1 EAL Mo EEMAZHE I (K2 F, K),

ZIC BEBErREBEOFERY 2 HMIcHBETE 52 27 L (Tet-on, [X3A)
(Furth et al., 1994; Gossen and Bujard, 1992; Gossen et al., 1995; Hinrichs
et al., 1994; Orth et al., 1998) Z=7 PV IR THWVW R Z Lt Z2lA 1k, ZODHE
. tetracyclinefKfFHICEBE FRE 2B T2 2 LIk L7 (M3 B, E),
DM E AT, RETEIEICE T, cMeso-123Pax2% /i L TNCAM®
B z2FEEL T, MEEEZISEI T LEBHE-S 2,

¥F7=7 FVRIZB\TIE. in ovo electroporation & fHi&kBHE & 2 HA A
Hb¥BLIEICEY, RATNICERE OBl O TE % (Sato et al., 2002;
Stern, 2005; Tonegawa et al., 1997), Z ®fl|5i & Tet-on system%z A& b
DI EICEoT, REFRREIEICE W TEITWIZcMeso- 19 MK 1 O FEH B
Hzo2lh) (BRI RXVE—-TveAd), ZIToMdoEEzZEN L, C
Dfgtrezh L E LT, SEHIERFES 7P Lv A - Ml T 2 EERT
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(cMeso-1), LUOmMEN A HiERFEEOEETH 25 & 2 60 2l 7%
K¥ (Eph/ephrin) & w9 HiERIBRICET 20T A =R L02kE%2 R
Bl 7,

S

(2) TEHRHPREMKIZ BT 5 cMeso-1. Pax2&% "RhoA®D & ¥ 1
R AZHEEL 7

KOHFMREO SHMICE T 20T AR %2BHT 27201, FTLX
-1 > TR T 2 IRE K - cMeso-1 (X2A) (Buchberger et al., 1998) <
HZHLZ, cMeso-1DkffiithfRETcoORE % MRHT % 2D IZ, in ovo
electroporationic X O | cMeso-1D i RIECTHTHIFEHTR I 5 2 & 2l A
oo fEE, PR EICERETF2E AT 2EE., HERBATIORZEICAET %
FEFEOFERHHREMBEICE AL T3 (K2C) (Sato et al., 2002), 7%
o, EhABROKEHRIEZ, ARELAMRBEICHENTED, inovo
electroporationic X 2 B{E FEADVPWEL O TH 5, ZDOFiELEZ H TR
¥ o EEFEEM 70 € — 4% —CAGGSIZ D % v 7 cMeso-1 ¢cDNA (pCAGGS-
cMeso-1, [X2D) # pCAGGS-EGFP & iz, in ovo electroporationiZ X - T
—7 VY 1 HHWE (Stage 8) (Hamburger and Hamilton, 1992) o &Gl A
Hi O FEMHS P IEMERICE AL T, 24dKEB ICEEBEFEARZE#HEZE L 2 (K
2C), Z DfEE. cMeso-1% il & & 72 7 & 4 i vop 0 3 A g o 15 Bg A 23 BH 3
ENTw (n=34ff1{k; K2 F, K), Control®pCAGGS & pCAGGS-EGFP#% 1k
BALRGEICIE, 2o&k) 28R Hond ., AKihikiEic s v TEGFPH
MM D3 — 12 04 L T 7z (n=65ff1{%&; X2 E, J),

cMeso-1 & R BRI P& 7 Hi B R I - TH I T % i 5 K Pax2 (X 2B)
(Suetsugu et al., 2002) O &S . pCAGGS-Pax2 & pCAGGS-EGFP % i85 A
LZfifaic 8w TR A O SE BRBIE Sk (n=34M 1k, X2 G, L),

% 72, RhoA (FIZ 2 RILMEERZR DM I B W CHIIEE Iz H# 3 2 0+ A
AvFELTHONGEKTTEGY Y X7EHD 1) (Hall, 2005) I22WTd,
CAGGS 7m £ —¥% — i ka2 fkfiihmETCOMI 2l A %, in ovo
electroporation I X H . pCAGGS-RhoA & L < & pCAGGS-caRhoA (a
constitutively active form of RhoA) (Izawa et al., 1998)% pCAGGS-EGFP &
iz P EREHPMEFEBICE AL T, 24dKBERBRICERTFEANRZBEL 2,
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L 2» L. pCAGGS-RhoA & L < 1 pCAGGS-caRhoA & — #F 12 E A L 7
pCAGGS-EGFP2> 6 H B L 7213 3§ ODEGFPD K ld e B & 7> 72 (RhoA
n=9fE{&; XI2H, caRhoA n=8ff{k; K2I), 26 DFER» &, HKEiFRIEIC
7% 5 HHCRhoAVEELI I Ic BRENEE, 7R P - A LA @BENEZ SN
7z

3) BHPREICEBILI2THERAFTEO T FREZMBHT 220,
S FPIVRICBWTEBRTFHEERFEL X7 L (Tet-on) ML

pCAGGS-cMeso-1% 55 Fa AwT O FE K Eirh M EHEBICE AT 5 &, Kfi
PR EIC R 2HERBOREEBRAZHEFEINTL -7 (M2G), 2 TlE, #F
flithRIEICE ) 5cMeso- 10 %R E 2§26 & TE R v, 22T, HizTF
B oFEERPEZ AR IcHBTE 2> 25 4 (Tet-on) (Furth et al., 1994;
Gossen and Bujard, 1992; Gossen et al., 1995; Hinrichs et al., 1994; Orth et
al.,, 1998) z =7 FUMTH W, EEMATICEAL ZE8E 2. EEHA
BICHEBIE 2 2L 2iA T,

3D 77 A 2 F (pCAGGS-rtTA, pTRE-EGFP X \pCAGGS-DsRed?2;
3A) 2=7 FV 1 HHM (Stage 8) O FEMH HIMEETHMALE AL 72, ¥
BiEMAL K FrtTAlZ. doxycycline (tetracycline® &k, BEFR Dox) »3fF <
Ik OWENENL, DNAED Y —/% v MY TH % tet responsive
element (TRE) IZHATE S LIk 3, 2L C. TREOMMIZHZET 52D
DEEFOEE 2 G T 52, Doxz2&KE5 L TwiWwikE T3, EGFPHGIZ
Bl TcHhTrIicLr@RI N> o7 (KISBED X2 )V), Dox% 5412,
S L CHREIFHRIEIZE W TIE> &) EGFPHEIEVB R &6 e (n=221f1F),
rtTA% B L 72rtTA2°-M2 (Urlinger et al., 2000) 54 Tlx. Doxz# 5 L
TV WIRETOEGFPH#IGC I A B I N d > 7o (n=19fi{F; K3B T D3
V), FhDox#% 5%, Rl%2 B9 T & ICEGFPHKENItTAO S A L 1 b <
o> T\ o7, Western blotting#k iz & ) EGFP D ¥ 3 & % Dox#% 5- % o I [H]
fEim 2L ICE X HXHE (EGFP&, /4% v X7 H&) 2§ &, Doxfk 5412
IR 3RS HER TR 2. 7 R5ICHBIEVPH R L T (K3C), 7. EZ
% Dox# 5 & T 12K E#% O EGFPH G % X 72, 50ngTbH 7§ » IC EGFP4
eI, 250 ngf 5 Tix, 100 pgd FARE DM OCEGFPHESHIZE X
N (ZNZFN10ME4&; K3D), & 5 I1ZpCAGGS-rtTA25-M2 & pTRE-EGFP
DEGZZZATHRILET A, 211 DHEAICHART 112 DFIHGICTE VT, X
D WEGFPHEOLSER O o e (20 Z 1 10ffifk; M3E), 0o O EER R
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5., Tetonlc kb =7 MY MDFEEGMAZDOEE PTRIEICE W T, BB
0 I L R B R E T E 2 2 L AUR S N, DB O HBRIE . Dox
¥ 548250 ng. pCAGGS-rtTA25-M2 & pTRE-EGFPO#I4& 1:2 Tff- 7=,

4) =7 PIVRIZCBVWTEBTHEEIEY X5 4 (Tet-off) ZHEIL L

Tet-onic W7 32D 77 A3 F (K3A) @9 %, pTRE-EGFP® EGFP %
d2EGFPIZ, pCAGGS-rtTADrtTA% tTAIZ#2 Z T, in ovo electroporationiZ
Lo CFEMRERMEEICEAL 2 (K4A), (TAIZ, rtTA L E > CTEH DIRGE
2B W TTREICH & L, d2EGFPORE 2 ML %, LA L. Doxdff < &
TRE: o @M 7% h, d2EGFPDOERE D31k ¥ 5, d2EGFPIZ., & v %7
B % 5y f# 128 { PREST K X A4 >~ % EGFP @ CoR it 12 il & L 72 2 38301 2185 1 o
EGFPT® % (CLONTECHniques, April, 1998), Electroporation% L T 18I
f#E-> To 6 Dox# 516 IEGFP# )t  DsRed2481 )6 b A Bk IC Bl S 1L 5 23,
ZDOBEGFPHGI3 IR A IC5 D, 9RMECHFICHICOES L., 15KHTIZ
FSERICHEL 2 (n=10ff{k; M4B), TN o DERFER) S, Tet-offic kX b
=7 PR EERAZOEEFIRIEICE W T, BEFREOIFIERTZ HH
WHIElcE 5 2 LRI N7,

(5) cMeso-1®PPax2i3 it EICE W CHIEREZS SR L

REi PR EE I BT 5 cMeso-1D & 5# % 51 % 72 1, pCAGGS-cMeso-1% Jit
W% B AN BT O g A T IR SESEIBUICE AT 5 & cMeso- 15 il & B e o J57 1 i
ADHE X N7 (n=341f1&; X2 F, K),

COMEE YT 5 7912, pTRE-EGFP-cMeso-1 (M5A) #{E& L. Tet-on
WX, RERREEIC 2 o 2RI B v TcMeso-1% FEE X ¥ 72, Dox# 5%,
Rifd] Z 8> CTHIZE T 5 &, 3 IR# I cMeso- 13l FE B Mg (cMeso-1; XI5B
Eoosxv) 1k, pTRE-EGFPOEA LR LU £ 92, RfiFMRIEICE W T —
WS 1> Tw7 (Control EGFP; KI3B T D 3% )L), LarL., 6T % &,
& % I cMeso- 1Rl FEBIAM M F L CHEE LR o 7o, 12 HI% I3, FriC g
BOMICHET 2MEBEICEERZER L TV (n=25#1{: M5B LD 2 L),
DI EDS, cMeso-1FEHMIEFALIEH 2 MOBEER 2B L T, A v
F£FoTwra@ENEZISNT,

IEFEREABEICE VT, cMeso- 1B THE 2B 2 BER T & L T,
NCAM & N-cadherin23#1 6 #11C\v» % (Duband et al., 1987), # Z . cMeso-1
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’NCAM & N-cadherin® ¥ ¥l # 3535 4 %3 D )%, pTRE-EGFP-cMeso-17% & A
L 7= R IR EE o Wi B B 12 3 v TNCAM & N-cadherin® #ifd i ta %z § 3 2
EIZX o TN, 2O, cMeso-1Z2 @il RHE I -MICEB W T, v
NCAM®D > 7" F VST IcE o & Lz (n=16f1k; X5C), —J7.N-cadherin
DB, Bz Ronndhro (n=9lk; KANE£FT—%), ¥ 7. Control
FHTH 5 pTRE-EGFPO G & IC X, ETWZANCAMO > 7 F VIdER & 6 ls
2> To (n=3 1 {4 SC) ol Ehro, HEPKREICE Vv TcMeso-1
DINCAM®D FE 8 2 355 U | il i ¢ %’E?I%iﬁ_"f EDRRBRI NI,

pCAGGS-Pax2®b | pCAGGS-cMeso-l BRI T B A BT o 8 AR i R
WERHIICE AT 5 & Pax2uf il & Bl e o 515 g A DSPHE S 77z (n=2511 {4 ;
K3 G, L), # 2. pTRE-EGFP-Pax2 (XI5A® cMeso-1% Pax2ic A ffa 2 7=
aVALS7 ) 25T, Tetonlc & . KPR IEIC R > THh 6, Pax2
ZRB 37, Dox# 5 L T8Il #£ Ic Pax2im il A B M i (KIBBT @ 28 % 1)
3. pTRE-EGFPO Y& LR U & ) ic, KEihFREICE VW TEH —-ICHoIE> T
Wiz, L2La2s, 206 R4 ICPax2F M IZEE L., 16K HE&IC %
e, BWEWEZ DL > TR (n=29i{k; KISBT D 3 3x)V), FICHMREE & $2
T2X)CEMAEEZ>TWwE (K5C), 2D &, Pax2RB ML b
EEKRTNCAMZHB L T, HBWIKEFT-> T2 H@ENEZ SN,

%z Z 7T, cMeso-1¢ FfICPax2NCAMD B %2 #HE§ 3 D%, pTRE-
EGFP-Pax2% & A U 7 (F fi th R ZE D BT U] A 12 & v» TNCAMD Fifk et %2 ¢
52 EICKo TR, ZDfGH., Pax2i@ il FE B ML I B v T, By I NCAM
DT FABRD NI (n=18f1'2i§' M5C), ZN5 DRHRD S, i IREE
IZ B W TPax228NCAMD ¥ Bl % 358 L .l B e ;ﬁ%%élgt’@‘_ LRI
ni,

(6) cMeso-113Pax2%/+ L TNCAMZFE L. MiEREZI s L &

cMeso-1% | Pax2d | 2N Z ik fihMhEEIC B TNCAMO %8 2 FE L |
MlggEE 2SI L (IG5 B, C), 2N6DZ L5, NCAMD ¥ U E
IZB WV TcMeso-1 & Pax2d il 5 2 DBAR S H 5 2 LB FHEI N, IEH
FABBIZEWTH, cMeso-11ZPax2k W A LR ICHBZHK T 2D DD,
ELHHHEU LRV -1BFICH-> THET S (K2 A, B), 22T, cMeso-128
Pax20 ¥ B 2 FEE T 5089 %, Tet-onlZ X h cMeso-1& EGFP% iR
W B X & 7 i R ZE o BEWTU) R i 8 v CPax2 & NCAMO fifk Jeta % § 2
CEICkoTHRE, ZORHE. cMeso-1 & EGFP# Ml F& B & ¢ 2 filic
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WT, MwPax2 ENCAMD & 7 F VS EFTINICER & & e (n=171M1k; XI6A
T8 %), #WiicTet-onTPax2 L EGFP% il ¥ X ¢ /- L Ziciz, NCAM®D
KB FEBEI N, cMeso-1DFHEBIZFEI N> (n=13k; ROFE
T—=%) INSDREREPS ., KEPEEIZ B W TcMeso-11ZPax2D Bl % 3%
HL, Pax2z2/t L TNCAMO FEB 23559 5 Z L3I ik,

I 51T, cMeso-1X 2 NCAMD HEBGFEEICPax2B3 B L D E ) %2 ¥ 5
DI T 57012, cMeso-1fll FBLMNEAN TPax2D Bl 2 HEH L 72 & T I
BT, NCAMDOFH % N7, Pax20 B ZHET 2 5 E L Tid, RNAI
ZRMMHALZ, 2070, Pax20ORFHNICE T 20l 42 ot %2 & &2 D
short-hairpin RNA (shRNA) ¥l 75 2 & N (Pax2-shRNA #600, #701) %
fERL L 7= (M6B), 3. Pax2-shRNAIZ &k > TAYICPax2DFHE LMW Z &5 1
5 D%, DF-1 (=7 b Vil 2F Ml ld#k) 1< Pax2-shRNAJ B 77 2 2 F,
pCAGGS-rtTA25-M2 & pTRE-EGFP-Pax2% Jt3 A L . DoxiR M 12 [ 4 ~
¥ 2= av&frw, Western blottingiZ X - THEZR L 7z, Contorl-shRNA
(% —% v b DL L 72 \WwshRNA) 12 R T, Pax2-shRNAZE A L Z#MilEic B
T 5Pax2D F W E X, F L (K2 > % (#600 n=3[1]; X6C) (#701 n=3[1], F
NERFT—F), TNEDTFT—F 5, Pax2-shRNAWPax2D F B # HET 2 D
WHIHARETH 2 2 BRI, R, ik KREICE v TpCAGGS-
rtTA25-M2, pTRE-EGFP-cMeso-1 & Pax2-shRNAZ% £ A L. DoxZ 12
R TR EHiPME DM Y 2 /K L. Pax2X 00 NCAM® ¥ 8l %2 ik 3t o
Ik o TR, ZDOHE. cMeso-1ZFBMN I B T, Pax2D BT 13T
B9, RNAIIC X D Pax20 BB HEIN T WS 2 LR I N (#600
n=11ME &, #701 n=8ff{k; KI6D MDD X %)), I 512, NCAMDFHIH A D
SN h ot (#600 n=111#, #701 n=8ff{k; 6D T D %)L, T 5
DF =6, FEHIRIEIC B v TcMeso-1 % 32 NCAM D ¥ Bl 3% 38 |2 Pax273
WBETHD I EBRIBRI N,

¥ 72, cMeso- 1 HI FBEMMIC B W CPax20FE ZHET 2 &, BERD
HELCIEKT T2 Lo, 21ThH, Pax2-shRNA & cMeso-1% HF B X
HMEFE Lo TrHBERNE> T, ZOBEICE W T, NCAMDL
NOBEERTVPHEEL TR i2ifErd 27012, 2o ofildics v
N-cadherins E-cadherin® B & i X 7z, R & L Tlx. N-cadherin E-
cadherin® FI I 2 Lz 22> 7= (KI6DF D 8 %)L, #600 n=111F1{E, #701
n=8ff &), 2N 5DFEEI 5. cMeso-1 FHiIcEB W TPax2E IZ 7l D g T.
NCAM, N-cadherin® E-cadherin A%t D&KW 7ML ICHE S L TWw3
RN EZZ o, L2 LAEDNS, Pax2-shRNAIC k> THEL E N>
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72Pax2® T T, HTONCAMMDFHEE L, MEEICEHFS L T b u Ml
BETE R\,

(7) RnoAD BRI HEPFREICB W IHBEFXZF EEZ L &

HREI TP IREEIZ B T 2 RhoAD B E %2 H1 % 7- 12, pCAGGS-RhoApCAGGS-
caRhoA % pCAGGS-EGFP & 3 iz J5i i fa Auli o R i vp IR 3E P E& I IcE AT 5
L2 AW b —fEIcE A L 72-pCAGGS-EGFP2 5 Bl L 72 13 ¥ ® EGFP
WGk, FEAEBEIN Lo (K2H, ), 826 FHBMRADREICK
D, MR > PRI N,

COMEZ kT 5 701z, pTRE-EGFP-RhoA (X|7A) % {E-> T, Tet-on
WX b, KEhHREICLE > TS5, RhoAZFEH I ¥, ¥ &, Dox#5 L
TI2K R ICEGFPHE XA h IR EIc R o nd, 2 4KHRBICIEEA LN
2L Cw7 (n=15ff{k; X7B),

DIt o, RhoAFBBMK S ZEZ LT 2 AE@BENE X SN
» T, pTRE-EGFP-caRhoA% E A L 2 (Affi IR E D MEWT U R ic BT, #i
active-Caspase3#i & 12 X - T Apoptosisflild o B #17> 7., Z D # 5.
control® EGFP D & % F Bl X ¥ 7= Ml i 12 B 1} % active-Caspase3 5 14: fll il o &)
AR T, caRhoAF B E 12 B 1) 3 active-Caspase3 [ Ml i o ] & 12
BFIc% @O 5N (control EGFP 3.5 +/- 2.3%, caRhoA 27 +/- 9.3%;
7C, D), INHDT—=F6, HEHiTRIEICE VT, RhoAD G235 it 3L %
FlERILTwb I EBRBINk,

(8) cMeso-1%BMBEIT e I A vy —EFEHEZRL &

Kz, REi IR IE I B v CcMeso-12% Pax2%2 /i L CHllugiE 2 5 38 2 ¢
ZEW, w7 A VY —IEEDOFRE IR > T 2D 2RS0T, Tet-on
system & Ml M2 HAADLEE 2 LI ko T, HREihHEICE W TR
IZcMeso-1PPax2Z N ZNDHHEE R ZO(D (k7 XV — - TvrAv,
8A)., I o DFEUBEARBHLFEE IR TREAZFAXRL, ¥ T AT — -
TyeADFMEL T, mICTEREPIREFHBEASHED 77 X 2 F
(pTRE-EGFP-cMeso-1, pCAGGS- rtTA2°-M2 &X' pCAGGS-DsRed2, [X[8A)
% in ovo electroporationiZ X ) #£E A4 %, XIiZelectroporationz & #1 7z #f
o —E 28 b HELD . electroporationE LT WA WD D AR Hi L 72 w»
WAL~ LA 2T 2, 2 6DoxzHE5 L., RE2FET 2 2 LIk
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ST, BN EETORRERABTEHL2, kb, REZFELEL LEBT
DT 2ETOIYA LT 72 ERELTC, BT 2 1RO FF—KicEw»
TH, DoxifiR x5 L 7%,

TRV — - Ty ZifroH R, cMeso-1D FEHEF I > TEATHY
B RPNl (n=44ME & /598 f&; K8B), L2db., ZDRNFEIFZ74%7
o7, ZHUTKR L., Pax2% Control EGFPO &I, 2D L) LB I 4L
Roind o7 (Pax2 n=0ff{&/10ff &, Control EGFP n=01f{&/601# {4;
8B), TN HDFENL L, cMeso-17HMMiIZ, € /XAy —FEH®Z T I &
WS Ik o7,

(9) cMeso-113. #HHihRZE I ¥\ TEphA4, PAPCK U* Sox9
DHERBEZFEEL -

Pax2¥ 8l 23 7' X v % =G 2RI o 2 &6, FHiETIZK
WD cMeso-1D TIEICE W TPax2PA I H LK T-23H 5 D TlE vk
EFEZ. ZOREBEIT L, LRLV-IBATICEBLTRENICHEBR T 2 85T 248
&7 (KM9A), EphAd (Fmr ¥ v ¥ F —ERZKIK) (Barrios et al., 2003;
Durbin et al., 1998; Durbin et al., 2000; Hirano et al., 1998; Suetsugu et al.,
2002), PAPC (Paraxial protocadherin, 7% X ¥) (Kim et al., 2000; Rhee et
al., 2003; Yamamoto et al., 1998), Sox9 (SRYPE]H HMG-box# §i5 B [X] 1)
(Healy et al., 1996; Healy et al., 1999; Sakai et al., 2006; Wright et al.,
1995) MU' Tbx18 (T-boxM#xH K ¥) (Tanaka and Tickle, 2004), Z#Q 6 D
BIE I, LARL-1BTICB W TcMeso- 1L D ELFEKEHT S, s D#EET
23cMeso-1D FIRICHMIBET 2 D0 %2 F X 2% 7-® 2, electroporationic k& - T
cMeso-1 X NEGFPZ Ky fiihREICE w Tl AHH I, T o DEETD
BLRTHY 7% F B35 o A & %2 whole mount in situ hybridization T#H X7, #
DFER . cMeso- 1 I FEBMALIC BT, BATINIC EphA4, PAPCK O Sox9D
FKBIDWFHEE I N7 (EphA4 n=9f{k, PAPC n=8ff{k, Sox9 n=9M{k; K 9B),
L2 L., Thx18DOFHBIZFEE L &> 7= (n=8f{k; X9IB), Control EGFP®
BEICH, 20X nRBFEIIE N md o,

(10) EphA4¥% Bz X v ¥ —FEHEEZ R L&

Tbx181%. T CICHpETHEH LIk oTR I Xy —iEEICEbD S 2 & n
™I N TWw 3 (Tanaka and Tickle, 2004), Z D fth D 32 D E {5 FEphA4, PAPC
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KUSox9k S X v ¥ =i EBEbo T2 E2HfHNE D, ZhoDE
fEricowTe 7 Ay —-TvyrA (KM8A) Z1To 7,
3ODELEFDHTEphAAZ I3 7 X vy =% L7 (n=191#/264#
&, 73%; X 10), PAPC¢& Sox9D & TIE., 2D L) REE IR N 2o
7= (PAPC n=0ff1{&/16Mf{& 0%. Sox9 n=0fF{&/8ff{x 0%; XI10), ZN F T
DS E T EDBE, LRIL-1ITB W TcMeso-1D T+ & L TEphA4,
PAPC, X USox9H h ., 2D TEphAALE I S A vy =Gz I TD
Wt+oThsr Il BRI NT,

(11) EphA4iz i L ZE 12 ¥ \> T Notch signalingZ iE¥EL L o 72

X S RX vy —EEICIE, ZEMAENotchZ /v L Zsignaling2slb > Tw 3 Z
ELEEINTWw A (Sato et al., 2002), 22T, Sl I A vy —iEELED
BlH D 238 & 2012 7% > 72 EphA4%° Tbx1823NotchZ iG LT 2 5 £ 9 iz Do v
THbHID W EEZ, TOZELEZHPICT S0, Notchl K —% —
(TP-1-Venus) ZfHL %2 (K11A), 2O L K —% —EETFDVenus (i A
YFP% 2 — F L CTw %) (Nagai et al., 2002) (312 X RBP-J k responsive
element (Kato et al., 1997)IC kX > THEHFIH I N TS, Iz, ZTDL K —
Y — 1Y Wi & 1172 Notch & DNAKE & % ~ 8 7 G RBP-J ¢k (Hamaguchi et al.,
1991; Kawaichi et al., 1992; Tamura et al., 1995) OEHLHKICIEE L T
VenusZ #8332, 2nFEFTICNotchL =% — itk o Tw L 22Dk T
NotchiG: o B 23f7H T & 72 (Kohyama et al., 2005; Matsuda et al.,
2005; Tokunaga et al., 2004),

EphA4 O'Tbx18IC k> Tk /X v ¥ — &l # 8 =k L% & %, Notchl
R=F —DIEWEBR B2 E ) 2N, ZDHIZ, IN6DEIETFZN
Zi k., Notchl R —% — K UpCAGGS-DsRed2% electroporationiZ k& ) &
AL, T AV —-TveAf z2iro7, BETFEAINZMIEIZ4 TDsRed2
(Ffa) TIRLINTWS, 20K, EphA4K TbxI8IC X h Zh Z &
R iR nFE I N T w32 (K11B& S 2 L AM), EphA4% Tbxl18
ZH Gl F B I ¥ - Mg B v Tcontrol CEIETZ2MAL TV ARWVWHERY S
—ZHw) LEKICNotch R =% — D EH EABPBRE I N o &
(contol n=10f#1{4, EphA4 n=8 fil{&, Tbx18 n=7{f1{&; X 11B %% L 4{l),
72 ¥ . caNotch (a constitutively active form of Notch; Notchl A E) (Schroeter
et al., 1998) ZH\Ww<T, RMUFEEZIT>7 & &, NotchvV X —% — DGk
EABHER I N (n=6fEF; RART—7F), TN6DT =806, itk
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DL RX)-112E W TEphA4% Tbx18® it TNotchld ik L Ze v 2 & 23
AN - A

(12) Notch signalingld, #iHHEZEICE W TEphA4D HH
KRR+ TTH S

At i R 312 3 v TEphA4iZ Notch signalingZ G L 22\ 2 & 23 - 72,
Z T, #iZNotch signaling?23E i M EE I v TEphA4D Bl 2 55 E ¢
2D TIERWwd &% A, caNotchz v TFHER % 17> 72, caNotch% i th iR
B X TEphA4D ¥ B % in situ hybridization T X % £ . caNotch¥
AR IC 8\ CEphA4D BB EFI N ICBE I N (n=918#; K12A),
Tbx18Pax2 Tk, ZD k) BB IXH SN d > 7% (Tbx18 n=9f{k, Pax2
n=8ff{&; XI12A), 26 DT —% 2 6 KA MIEICE v TNotch signaling
WBEphAAD RENFET 2D+ TH2 I BRI N,

RIZ, LR)L-1AFTE I B 1) 2 EphA4d ¥ B2 Notch signaling2s #6 % 7% o 2>
IZ2 W TdnRBP (a dominant negative form of RBP-J «x; RBP-Jk R218H)
(Chung et al., 1994) % H\»T3HEi % 17> 72, dnRBPIZDNAS & w1 4 %
DA TEYH, WEMRBP-Jk & Hia L CiEtEEINotch &L B 414 % 1 D . Notch
signalingzZ fH#E 3 %, ZDdnRBPZ Ry fihMIECTHIHEI T B, Ko
R 77 @ Segmentation clock (Bessho and Kageyama, 2003; Giudicelli and
Lewis, 2004) 2 81} 3 Notch signaling~ D2 % #\F %2 72 % . pTRE-EGFP-
dnRBP% fE /& L. Tet-oniZ & H L X )L-143E 128 v TdnRBP 2 % Bl & &,
EphA4® 5 ¥ % in situ hybridizationz W TN 7z, LXRXL- 1B HFITBIT 3
dnRBPE A il D EphA4D 38 IE ., MO O IEH M IC X TH S 2124
LCwi (n=7f#; H12B), 2o DFER» 5. L X)L-1#£ 7512 E 1J 5 Notch
signalingl¥ EphA4dDFHHICHETH 5 2 L 23N I N7,

(13) cMeso-1 B fiERZFEET 32 DIz, EphA4 D4t
DMy 7P VIEZERTFBFEET 32 TBEND 3

cMeso-1 B3 iR %2 FHET 2 DIC EphAd B3 E L D2 TN 7012,
cMeso-1 FBEMIZ BT, RNAi I X b EphAd OBBEIHE %275 72,

ZDFER . cMeso-1 FRBMIMICEB W T, RNAI IZ X ) EphAd OoFBIZ%E DL
TWd, FEHEROFEIZL > 7= (n=3 W{k/5 ik, 60%; 13),
5DT =6, cMeso-1 BofliEA%ZFEE T %2 DIz, EphAd ZHh i b #l e
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M 7 NVIEEZMIEL T30+ 3 0BENRI N,
(14) ephrinB2 reverse signaling 3 o HiERAFEICLE+ 4o TH 3

cMeso-1FBHMIEIC B W T, EphAdDBEREIHEZ L Tb oHiBE R O FE ML
2525, EphAdRPIAbic b flifiaf e 7 F Vvin@E 2 ik L Tw a0 7235
pAHREENIHCE R, L2rL, AR EHEEST VX7 HEphAdlZ e 7 X v %
—EEERTET, MIlEMOY 7P ViEEEZ L TWw3 2 L2, EphA4dRE
Mg 7 X vy —FEHEZzR T 65 (K10), 22T, xEBEDMW E
LT, EphAdiZ ED X ) I L THHiEROBKZL SR T D 2H N7,
DLHT 20 & %Z 5K Eph& 2 DY 4~ FephrinZ 4 L % signaling 3. W o & H
EReEEMBICETZNZ N2 HE L Tw 2 flldf T FE L. cell-sorting
el d I EN LM NTWwS (Janes et al., 2005; Mancia and
Shapiro, 2005; Marston et al., 2003; Mellitzer et al., 1999; Xu et al., 1999;
Zimmer et al., 2003), KPR IED SEHiI{LOBEIZ S . cell-sortings L Z Al
i % @) 2stime-lapsell X > THIZ 1 Cw % (Kulesa and Fraser, 2002), Z
113 Eph/ephrin signalingic X 2 il B DOFERTH 2 T ¢ PRI Nz,
Z ®Eph/ephrin signalingld —& D Gtk T TG mM2H O . EphZs Bl g
WIZY 7 FAufmb b, VA Y Fephrinid ZA5#E £ L TH @&, ephrin
FEMBEANICH > 7 FuaEb % ([K14A) (Kullander and Klein, 2002), <
1%z ephrin reverse signalingé 89, =7 VRO RpHEI PR RIEDH]T TIE
ephrinB223 R A < FBLL Tw % (K14B), ephrinB2i% . (2134 < ®Eph family
DA N— (EphA% £ 7L EphB% £ 7if5) & #5& 3 % (Holder and Klein,
1999; Palmer et al., 2002; Wilkinson, 2001), # Z . ephrinB2& EphA4
D &A1 X %5 Eph forward signaling & ephrin reverse signaling® Jiij /5 2347
fiGEAFEEICBE DD, RATHT RO 22 oic, £9MEA
domainAs /K # L 7- EphA4, EphA4AICD% fil\>CHEE % {75 7. = ®EphA4
AICDIZ. B fliid o ephrin reverse signaling% i& M43 % #3. EphA4AICD
F B i o Eph forward signaling iz % L T RiGM:TH % (Barrios et al.,
2003), Z DEphA4AICDZ W TR F A VY — - P v A 2ifot. %Dl
R, EphA4AICDD #BE FICih > T, BN o HiER BRI (n=10
AR /15M 4, 66%; X14C), L 7=23-> T, ofiE S O LI IZephrin reverse
signalingTt+4 &% . EphA4 forward signalinglZd 4 7\ 2 & 23 5 2»
Wik,

o, THIBEROEIZ B %ephrin reverse signaling ® &% 3V % ¥ EE
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T 57011, SEIZEphOMHF S TH %ephrinB2E . Z ®ephrinB2o fll ig N
domain#% K48 L 7zisoform. ephrinB2AICD% f\» CTHEE: # 17> 72, ephrinB2
AICDIX. ephrinB2AICDZ B Ml id @ ephrin reverse signalingiZ xf L T4k
Mcbh 2h, BEoMIDEph forward signaling# i&#:{t. 3 % (Barrios et al.,
2003), Z ®ephrinB2AICD & 1IE# ZzephrinB2Z 2N FNH W T, 7 X~
F— T A xfTol, ZOFME, IEH LephrinB20D FEHLEIH I & v Tk,
BTN 2 i BERPER S e (n=101# & /1448 &, 71%, X 14D).
ephrinB2AICDD FHE R IcB W Tk, MOEEL IS ko (n=0ff{F
J12ME &, 0%; K14E), T 6 OF5HE» & i B @ ¥ I 13 ephrinB2
reverse signalingZ23s 3 <& b . Eph forward signalingld 2T \w I &
ARI NI,

(15) Z%

=7 FYVRRIZE I} 3 Tet-on & Tet-off D HEL

Tet-on® Tet-offix, BIEFHEHZMHMH T2 LTHMLEREL THETHE
M (Gossen et al., 1995) < 7 2 (Furth et al., 1994) icB W Tfibn T
X, AFETIZ, =7 PUVRIZBEWTH O CTet-onDFH 2 kA, ZD
R, =7 P IVROMETHL2MBIEOEG I LHAGDELZ I EICED, K
THIFHREO L X)V-1ffiL E WIHIMBDO TREFANZHTICE T 2 8BFO&RE %2
FRD LRI L 2, ABFFEIC BT % cMeso-112R 5 3, Notch signaling,
SFIELY A v FWntFgf8 %/~ L 7zsignaling & ¥ & {4 i v IR 22 5 Jiiw 23 & 45 i
HFRIED L ROV-1FHEDMAEIZ 7% 52 £ TIZ, OB LFEONEBDRRE 25 U
TWBE I EBRRBIN T3S (Aulehla and Herrmann, 2004; Galceran et al.,
2004; Giudicelli and Lewis, 2004; Ito et al., 2007; Meyers et al., 1998;
Morimoto et al., 2005; Satoh et al., 2006), Z #1 5 ®signalinglZBibH % E s
TORARMIcE T2 HBOEEZZnZno ) CHET 2 LT, R of
fHRFHBFEELT, =7 FPYRICE T 2 Tet-onZz A H L 2@ 235 #% b
fFINn b,

FLAMEICECTIE, BETFOREEZHHBHICHEETE % Tet-onk i,
BETOHFRBEZABICEILTE 2 Tet-off >V TdH =7 MY IRIZE W TH A
HBThHsbIEDHINA, Tet-off OHEE L TIE, HIZIXERETFDOHHEZ
FIEL T2 6 EN 5 W TmMRNAR Y VRV ENFRINL D% HFARNS Z
EICX D, mRNAS® Y v RV EOREN%Z T T & % (Hilgers et al., 2005),
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FBEBFAEEOEBEILRAZZZ2 2L, REDHEHRIZEVWT, &
2B FDEDODRPETHIHEL TR I 0B, LI, EDORH
DAL TEVWIT RN E VWS ELBTT 22 LB TH 5,

S 512, Tet-on*° Tet-offid I 1] #H #% Ff 22 1 72 gain of function® FEEi 7217 T
%<, SEAWZdnRBP® X 9 ZDominant negative type® 2> X b7 7 }
%, shRNAE shRNARB A 7uv—€—% — (U67vE—% —%) 2flaiAt
Z &2 k5T (Fei et al., 2007; Li et al., 2007). FHIH#E 21 2 loss of
function® EERIZHHZ %,

ZOED», BEFE=ZT7 FPIVRICEWTH LIS\ INFEBRFIE L L TE,
Tol2 (AFHICBWTHRALINL T 7 v 2K Y V) (Koga et al., 1996; Urasaki
et al., 2006) ¢ Z2dD F 7 v AR ¥ — R (Kawakami et al., 2000) % H >,
) ANICHREBIET2FHFAT S LI L TWw3 (Sato et al., 2007), it
K DpCAGGS-EGFPTIx, FEMKMhMIEE A% ICEGFPHE % 4 H H DL &
WRTE Lo, LrL, Tol2lil5] TCAGGS-EGFPZ A, 7 v A K ¥
— AT/ LRNICHEATAIEICED, AHHMUEIZEWTHZLE L TEGFP
WMEDPBMEINDE LI ko7, TDTol2E Tet-onzilAarHH¥E 5 Z LT X
O, FERMOREDMBICE T 2L FORE OB AIEEIC % - 7 (Sato
et al., 2007), ZOTol2+ 72 v AR Y v DRIZ, =7 FVIKBs T, 27 R,
TI7VAIABNIN, 7774y akEBMHEBYREHRTHEET S I LD
HH X 11T\ % (Kawakami, 2005; Kawakami et al., 2004a; Kawakami and
Noda, 2004; Kawakami et al., 2004b),

¥, i3I N2 rV DT ) LEREZAHL 7w —8% —BITD
AHTH % (Uchikawa et al., 2003; Uchikawa et al., 2004), Z D &k 5 7z fi#
rkoTHELZ7rE—Y—2HT, FEoRHCHM B TEEB T2
RESIHELILEDLTES, ZOEBFHRED=T PV RKROH KR TH 2 ME/ED
"I LHlArEOLELZEICED, MO TRANLZEDTICE T %2EE T DORKE
ZAHNRDH T EDBTE B,

cMeso-1izPax2% /L TNCAMZHEH L, MilELz25 &£ T

AffFZE T, Tet-on % > T cMeso-1 % 58 il 5B & & 7= 44 (i o JJ8 2 1 i =)+
ik, BEEL T (K 5B LX), 2ok REEBRIT Pax2 % il 7 B
I ERHPREMBICBVWTOL RSN (M5B F23%)L), # L T, cMeso-1
¥ Pax2 24> L T NCAM o #H2FE L, MLz s L Tws 2L
b, KWtE» oMo 7, CoOMBEEFENR 7 Ay —iGHEICEb> T3
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eI, L2 LA s, Pax2 BHEMBEEEE 7 X vy —iGEEZR S
lpote (K 8B), 2% v, Pax2 I X A BEER I 7 X vy —EMEICIZ
T Ta . HEHBERFEEICHEHERRE OO0 AR MESE W, KK cMeso-
1 % Pax2 1L R)L-1 BHITE VT8I IZIEHRE — 85 o fiic BB T 5
(X2 A, B) (Buchberger et al., 1998; Suetsugu et al., 2002), (Duband et al.,
1987), 2226 # 25853 L LT, Pax2 %4 L 7= Ml o 7 52 45 BE A5 13— 1R £
2R 2MMEE L2 EET 20 Tws EEZI 6N, SBRDOMBITL
LT, LRLV-TRGICEBIT2HAENZ Pax2 a2z HEH L 2 & 212, NCAM
DEEPMBEBRE NN RKbN DO ZHXRL I EHOBHETH S,

7, KERRICEWTRZT TR IERBRAICE W TS cMeso-1 13 Pax2
Z4r LT NCAM ziFE L, MilaEEE 25 Sk 2 IrfgdErd 5, AFRICE
W T, cMeso-1 DWFFEBIC X ) FEKRE P ED FE L ABHE I N,
cMeso-1 O 2K €0 2 Mespl & Mesp2 DF 7V /) v 77T F=7 A
BWwTb, BFEERAICEEZES 3 (Kitajima et al., 2000; Saga et al.,
1996), 2o DI Ex. FEBMAIZIE cMeso-1 O R % 7 F8 B & o Hl #2324
WThHsrIl 2R LTWwE, T ORERIFEBGIHO T K+ o—>
ELTEERTFPEFons, BBHIOME L L TIE, €77 74 vy alhD)f
Bl A2 Z 288, hIREMBEFELZE L CIEL WMEICERE T 5 IS
A1 E-cadherin Z T, FREMBEE L EE>AEFETHL VLI L
D3t Ty %5 (Babb and Marrs, 2004; Montero et al., 2005; Shimizu et al.,
2005), Z oL LRI, HEBERADEZ 2. NCAM 23 IR 3 fu B % £
OorxElzHo T I N PHING, SETEEMAIMEICE T S
NCAM o&#le LT3, FieremEBEMEetLtoEichdretEAo6NT
X 7z (Hansen et al., 1997; Jacobson and Rutishauser, 1986; Xu et al.,
1995), AW DfERIFE. MR A OFRRIEICE 1F 2 NCAM O Hi 7 % &l
ZRLTWVW2D0H LTk,

RhoAD FEHEIIMMEIL 2 51 S ¥

g R EE 12 B v TRhoAD TG I3 AR i th I 5212 3 \» T Caspase3z i MEfk L |
MR Z 5 E 32 23> 7, 2 DRhoA @ Caspase3# 4 L 7= Ml fa5E 13 .
2RILEBEZODLDHMBIZE WT XS I LT 5 (Chang et al., 2006;
Coleman and Olson, 2002; Del Re et al., 2007), SH. ZO7 K F—3 &
PR ERANTOBH T B REBENR I N, RiiPREIIET, 207
R = AP EBEED L) RHIND 72D IT@\» T\ 2 O I3 IEH I Bk g
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Vv, BZ5 L MBETIRED SLERICE T B RE M RE o B B E 2 T
LZldicfibniTwsddTiEhEwrtEZS5NnS (Borycki et al., 1999;
Miller and Briglin, 1996; Sanders, 1997; Sanders and Parker, 2001), RhoA
& AU < Rho familylZJ& 9 %5 Rack 08 Cdc42i3 . RhoAD X 9 % il jd st @ i &
T A, REHIERE QM- ERIE#HICE D> Twa I EBHo T3
(Nakaya et al., 2004; Takahashi et al., 2005),

F, RETPRELZTFTCLIELBRARO FEFRESPREICE VT,
caRhoABR il B MM 23R L 72, AKDOFE g Al E v THRhoAZ S L 7%
AL DAL & > T 2 AJBEME DY H % (Miller and Briglin, 1996), L#L.
L E X BN RhoAD G B A D BRI ke 2 2 b Bz - [ 7o ik iz 46 0 fil e 7% 8 % il 48 L
TWw3EWwI)HfEd bH 5 (Fuse et al., 2004; Jopling and den Hertog, 2005;
Zhu et al., 2006), ¥ % 5 { RhoAJGEMEDIREIC k> T, MIlEZE 238 % > T
2D TlkhwertEIL6NS, 5% Tet-on systemf\» caRhoADFH & %
flHT s EickoT, 2OD&K) RMEIITY 70 —FTE 5,

SHIERFEIZ B\ TcMeso-113EphAdD FE B2 FE T 3

KA Hirh R 12 B> TcMeso-113. EphA4dD %8l 2 FE T 2Dl 0 TH 5
CEBREI NS, BITH EphA4D FEH M esp2/cMeso-1ITRET 2 & v 9
£ (Nomura-Kitabayashi et al., 2002) % EphA4®» 7 u € — % — I
Mesp2/cMeso-1 3 E#E# A& L. EphA4D0EE ZEWHAL T2 L vy HEdb H 3
(Nakajima et al., 2006), % 7z, Mesp2/cMeso-1® 7’1 € — % — |2 YW Notch
ERBP-J k DA EEREG L. Mesp2/cMeso-1 D5 Z iG{L$5 & »
I A, (Yasuhiko et al., 2006) £ &b¥TEZ B &, AWF%ICE T %5 Notch
signalingi%G ¥ 12 X % EphA4D % BLFHE S cMeso-12 4+ L 72 b O TdH % Al ek
BHsb, TOZELz2HFXRNBLOIT, HifcaNotchic X - TNotchz {H#{k L 7
& ZITEphA472 7 Th { cMeso- 1D B S FEI N T LR W E ) P,
dnRBPIZ X - TNotch signaling# fHE L 72 & EICNFEN 7 EphA4D FEH 72 1)
Tk cMeso-1DFEBBLWBHP L T EI It owTEihths, Zob
£ Z., cMeso-1DFBFEE 2 Wi 7 T4 £ L T, Notch signaling& Thx 6 @
% (Yasuhiko et al., 2006). Fgf8 signaling® L 4 v [# signaling
D PIRICAHLE T % Snail (Zinc finger Mg B K1) 12 X 5 cMeso-1D FE B HIH D
EZBITH508ENDH 5 (Chan et al., 2006; Dale et al., 2006; Delfini et al.,
2005; Diez del Corral et al., 2003; Dubrulle et al., 2001; Morales et al.,
2007; Sawada et al., 2001; Vermot and Pourquie, 2005), —J C. #iE%EE
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5 D3R FWnt6 (Schmidt et al., 2004) & £ > 7 F L IZ Xk - TParaxis
(bHLHZA! #% 5 K ¥) (Burgess et al., 1995) 2/ L =i RIE R IC 81T 5 [H
Fofk- B2 ir# (Burgess et al., 1996; Correia and Conlon, 2000; Sosic et al.,
1997) R EphA4D B OHFNfTbNTWw 3 EWwHAED HH (Johnson et
al., 2001; Schmidt et al., 2001), Z D ¥ 7 F i d3cMeso-1¢& 1 F L TEphA4
DHRMZFEL TWE I THRINS,

AKWEZe 75, EphAdZ gl BB I Milant 7 X v ¥ =iz 5 Sk 2
TEDBMHEo 7 (K10), ¥7 77 4 v 2il8WTHEphA4D BERERH & IC X
Db RO EEPHE I N T3 (Durbin et al., 1998), % 72,
Mespb/cMeso-1 & EphAAD FEHBHE KL TE D i &2 TE 2w RIK
(fused somite) IZB W T, T A Z7IRICEphAdZ FH I 2 &, FBHBEHRIC
Bo Ttk s vy, SHOMBICEHLL 285D H % (Durbin et
al., 2000), TN 6 DAL S FHEE Y O Ko7 Fih M IEIC 1) 2 77 Hi B 5
R DFE. EphAdnit 7 XA v & — G0 FZiTHEK & L il o > 7+ vis
E2iH-o T s [EEIE W,

ephrinB2 reverse signalingi&#: iz, € 7 x v ¥ —EH&ED
TFFEETH B

EphA4ic X b ®i /5 o B LU 7 fl g < 3% M {k & #1 2 EphrinB2 reverse
signalingl¥d 7 il SR 25 SR T OICHLE+L T TH S (X14), Lo
T. Z ®EphrinB2 reverse signalingiG%: 2 223k 7 X v % — iM% D 0 1 54k
Th s EFmITL N,

EphA4d Z L V-1 BARERNICHETEL w3z LT, ephrinB2 13 L
NV-1 Z FOTHIBICIEIAS HEBL Tw3 (K 14B), TORIWTTL X)L-
1 B /7D ephrinB2 27217 7 F s 2 & LT, EphA4 & ephrinB2
Wi %2 FEBL L T 5l <k EphA4 forward signaling & ephrinB2 reverse
signaling O F23HEI NS L W) HEVW Y TIEE % (Foo et al., 2006;
Poliakov et al., 2004; Yin et al., 2004), Z#.C. ephrinB2 L 22F B L TWw
WL RX)L-1 B OMIAEIC 721 ephrin reverse signaling 23fab % £ £ 2 5
b, £7. cMeso-1 % caNotch Z & A L 7z K47 i b M EE LR - o A% %2
LT T AV Y — Tyl Z2fToTh, B L ZEETE AR O #i
THEBERFENRI 206 (RAEKT—%), 1 FMD ephrinB2 12 7
MERNH 2 EHEZ 6505, ephrinB2 OO FEEE L TRXD2ODZ &
EZZo6nb, 1DHIE, ephrin Ol D % I L 72 Eph & O #5&aé
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DZEALIZ X b (Stein et al., 1998). ephrinB2 2% I FE B L T\ 2 Hi il o ffl
fan3 EphA4d 226 DFFEEY 7NV 2R T 5 o Tw s a[@EETH S, I 1

DUk, brEoOMIIZE W TIX I MiEoMigk < ephrin 287 2 2% —% >
D> THEMELTWSZ ED 5 (Marquardt et al., 2005), L N )L-1 £}
WEWTH OMMEE T ephrinB2 288 75 I > THEL TE D | Hifll o i
RIBEAD»5K2% EphA4 T X 3 FES VP L 2RIz Lw) lEb#E
AN, v ADROBEMEIZE »CTIE. ephrinBl 28 Wntll & #38 L
T, MR 2 HE T 5> 7 F LR & L CH 4% 7% Planar cell polarity (PCP)
pathway ZiEMHL L Tw 2 & wiHEDd H % (Lee et al., 2006; Poliakov and
Wilkinson, 2006), Z @ PCP pathway (Z & - T ephrinB2 & 1 #fl i o #fl J i
LETCOREPHFEINT VS 2 LRI NS, LX)V — 1T ephrinB2
EmA# L TE Wnt ofgfie LTz, ARECTCHKEL T3 Wntll
(Tonegawa et al., 2003) % Wnt6 (Schmidt et al., 2004) % £23H 5, At
HTEHLEBADOHIANDFEES 7LD, 2o E L TE
EDHI B EM Do FHMHM A0 iR AFEROMLEEICH (Sato and
Takahashi, 2005), & fll2> 5 @ Wnt signaling ¢ EphA4/ephrinB2 singaling
DHFAHBE LTV 208 Ltk wn,

DX ) )M % pE S zephrinB2 reverse signalingd iEMIc L bh ., L X
V-THTH DM A, mEWICERGioMICE Yy 72E0 B IMEEs 2z L
TV TTH 2, 2RUBEMBPERICE T 25 FTOAMADL S, Ephéephrin
DFEA L 72 AHE ol i iE Tendocytosis23fe 2 . 2 Z CHiIEE - oS 231
TNTW3B I LR T3 (Wilkinson, 2003; Zimmer et al., 2003), £ *
S5 LRV -ITHHBREARSEI 2 & &b, ML ZephinB20 FZ I b
52NCAMZ EO#EHR T b —fEcendocytosisI L, Z DM\ TES %k
BbRNTX XYy 7OILNTEIZOTR R EEZONS, BEMBERICENT
endocytosisic i, K 7 ®EGY 87 EH TdH % Rho, Rac® Cdcd42D i 14 23 i
TWThHb I EDBE> T3 (Ellis and Mellor, 2000), Z @ Xk 9 Zendocytosis
K e S DRERD ., RoEiFhHRIEL »I3RILERNTHLHEN 2 D D
THBHDOHIF., JEHFICH K E W, ephrinB2 reverse signaling® | i T
endocytosis# 5| L Z THEMK T+ D —> & L T, ephrinB% 4 7O Mg N Y
> AL A7 12 SH2 (Src homology 2) F XA A4 v %4 L THA T % Src® Grb4
(growth factor recepter bound 4) R EDT7 ¥ 7% =5 VXTIV EBDH 5
(Kullander and Klein, 2002), Grb4!ZRac%® Cdc42d G %2 4L ¢, fila
Bk Dl % 47> Tw 3 (Cowan and Henkemeyer, 2001), Z#6 D1 1%,
2RILEEE R D~ 7 AR M LR (NG108-15) Z W TR SN TWw 5,
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X 512, SrcGrb41xFAK (focal adhesion kinase) I b EH T 5 2 & 2341
5L Tw 3% (Cowan and Henkemeyer, 2001; Foo et al., 2006), 7 7 U A Y
X H T L DMK o B . FAK & VASP (vasodilator-stimulated
phosphoprotein; actinfflfifl # > 8 7 '8) 13 L <THME | o IntegrinZ 1~ L
- M AR B Ml e e o il 2 47 72 > T v 3 (Kragtorp and Miller, 2006),
¥ 72, ephrinB2i%, ephrinB2% Bl B I @ Integrin & M4~ +V v 7 &
LA ERET S ZELMEo T3 (Meyer et al., 2005), Z ®Integrin®d
TERNE LR B ORIl 2 2 il @i b 5 7210 T4 <, MM I IS X
ST TELMBHEOX vy Z7HICH#MIIE,~ ) v 7 22 E0GAA, BEF 2z ffEfF
T5ZEICHBEboTVWE EFEZ 5% (Koshida et al., 2005), X512, =
TARY T T 7 4 v allB W Integrin o 5% 4 L 7z signaling?s. 47 fii k5 5L
TR OB Z 27 EEEHEICOED TWw3E 2 ERNEoTETWLD
(De Arcangelis and Georges-Labouesse, 2000; Goh et al., 1997; Koshida et
al., 2005; Yang et al., 1999), EphA4/ephrinB2 signaling % [ 7 - 5 iz
fricBib o Twad EWwI),ENDH % (Barrios et al., 2003; Schmidt et al.,
2001), S S HiBEFIZIRIC BT 5 B k- LK I1213 . Racl & Cdcd2ns
BbHoTwaIEbE>Tw s (Nakaya et al., 2004), 5% . Sfifbic BT 3
ephrinB2 reverse signaling% @9 %2 2 £ T, ¥ v v 7KL HAE- L KK
friZB v TRacl L Cdcd2FE B ED L ) v o Tw 3 DRI I N
5THHI,

¥ 7zephrinB% 4 7O MMENHEBICE T 2D ) —DDREINEF—7
ELTPDZIEEAG R A AL v 3d 5, PDZAEG F X 4 » %4 L ZephrinBI reverse
signalinglx . FEHYESDF-1 / Z&RCXCRAIT X 2 /N i b7 it fee i B o 7% B)
DIl Z2 17> T3 (Lu et al., 2001), RopfEirFHREICE v TH CXCRAD F
HEBRR 632 &6 (Tonegawa et al., 2003), ephrinB2o PDZE & 4 b
ZHa LMo rofiaEsficilo s 2 EBHFEI NS,

SHIBERABRICEB T 2L MilEEY 7P rol s

Tbx18lF /' X v % —jEME25 T2 LW TE %P (Tanaka and
Tickle, 2004), cMeso-1D T TlEH WXk I TH 2, 2F D, HHIBERIZK
IZEB W TTbxl8lkcMeso-1 L Z B TH VT2 Llbn s, b, K
%12 17 3 ephrinB2dreverse signaling?S iR 2 FHE T 2 DICHET
HDHEVIFERDPSEZ T, Tbx18D Tt TEphA4DLAFIZ L X)L -11F38 TH B
L Tw 3% Eph (Baker and Antin, 2003; Flenniken et al., 1996; Soans et al.,
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1996) 23fBi\v>TE b . &KW ICIZephrinB2dD reverse signaling % i1t L <
W B HRERH B,

% 7. cMeso-1i1ZEphA4bL#I2PAPC, Pax2 & O0Sox9D F Bl % FE L 7=,
RIOANR, A AR T T 7 4 v aRITEWTH cMeso-1/MespasPAPC
DB AEFEET 5 LDMHE-> T 5 (Kim et al., 2000; Rhee et al., 2003;
Sawada et al., 2000), L2 L Z&235 ., Kf5Ed 5 PAPC, Pax2 & fSox9i +
TA 7 —=EHEEEZEboT W EBRn3I Nk (X10), BZ 5 A
OREDBD B EEZSNS, il Z1F. cMeso-11ZPax2% 4/ L TNCAM® F H
ZHEE L, AREHIN M EE oS 2 IH L Twas 2 ERARMA» S RRI N
oo ZTONCAMBHICHIlEEZEE 2zH#AL T a2, MEfoIicE T
DEREEREVS Y FPOREL MG %2 L., MEWICEph/ephrin signaling$
Notch signalingZ: EZ#ii L T2 D20 d Ltk v,

PAPCY fii ¥ % (Obata et al., 1995) 7Z1F <7 & | HHlfa i % Hl40 4 2 Wnt
signaling @ PCP pathway ic & B b - T & ) (Medina et al., 2004;
Unterseher et al., 2004). B L 72 L RL-1FPE W BT 5 8 % o Hi i o fl i
i b © @ ephrinB2® # 757 @ Ja f& 2 il #l ¢ 5 Z & I X - T Eph/ephrin
signalingZ ffili L T\w23 2 LI N5, T CTICPAPCOMMEAN F X A4 D
R FEBIC L 2 0o BENPHREINT 32 (Kim et al., 1998; Rhee et
al., 2003; Yamamoto et al., 1998)., Z D ZNPAPCOHEERN T L L TOH
BEHELLLDICEI > Z &R dd, Wnt signaling & PCP pathwayl(c
BUBWEEKML TWE 2 honid, Eo2ZhLTuiv, 5%DMBITIC
X O . Wnt signalings°Eph/ephrin signaling& ® b D % & & 7=, srHilE R
AT B 1T 2 PAPCOKRE DFEM WIS I 2000 Lt v,

¥ 7. Sox93. BHEEIY OB KIZ B W Ttype 11 collagend K % 3%
HY A2 o TED (Bell et al.,, 1997; Bi et al., 1999; Genzer and
Bridgewater, 2007; Healy et al., 1999; Kulyk et al., 2000; Lefebvre et al.,
1997). fibronectin (Danker et al., 1992; Koshida et al., 2005) ® X 9 (Z
collagenb BE R DR IC A DA A, THIBEHHMER ICBE D> Tw s 2 &M S
nas,

&I

AR A@EL T, KROHPHREICET208ERERO T T A A=A LD4E
BB ZTER (K15), LRL-1ETICE W TRENICHEIL T 5 cMeso-1
¥, EphAdp B %#FEE 3T %5, 2 L CTEphA4Iic X ) L X )L-1H] 5 Ml g <
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ephrinB2 reverse signaling237G . 1 5, Z @D ephrinB2 reverse signaling
W 2B T A —E RO TFEERTH Y. T D> 7 F o5l fulE J 5 5
Ml A fk- LR 2T LIk THHIBERABIERINE EEZ N5,
Eph/ephrin signalingiz X > CTi# 2 2 TdH % 9 # e [ B ¥ 7E A = 8 7 k- b B2
MR EHRZES LTOIEFICHIIr o MillEEiTthh KO h kL
ZBHEIZE T, HBEOX DT 2 T27DICHM LT X A= X L3#wT
W B A[EEME DS E v (Blair, 2004; Dahmann and Basler, 1999; Irvine and
Rauskolb, 2001; McNeill, 2000; Takahashi, 2005; Tepass et al., 2002),

% 7o, Eph/ephrin (C & 2 Hil i ] 5 56 £ 50 PRI E - b RO HR DA IC b 2
Wic &k piihaiese e &, RafiitRED stz S SADT T8 b %
HOBRBREGEDLI->TED, R, e kI IcBbnz, LrL, 5
Bl X 9 12 Tet-on system & =9 bV REEZHAGOLE ., BTWISEEF
BE£IT) ZEIck D, 2NZNOBRES T CHMLL TR S Z EXTE
5, SHOEFNICE T2 LRZES LMITICX D Ry HihIEED 5 ik
KRS 9, RO D IcE T 2 Ml i) o ¥ I E - Tw» & e,
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A Tet-on system

After Dox : 0 3 6 9 12
(h)

Electroporation !
' EGFP e
Ponceau W Ll
&
= 3
1 < 2
: = 7
Plasmi st 8 ! 2% //
solution ! E% —
| = 0 3 6 9 12
After Dox
(h)

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1 1
[CAGGS{  riTA > 1 [CAGGS)] 1
1 1
1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

DsRed2 SREWEEY  DsRed2
+Dox
B On_3h  6h  9h 12 h>

rtTA

E  CAGGS-r{TA2SM2 : TRE-EGFP
T2 2:1

3 =7 MYk zFolﬂ’Csz:?O) WEFET L AT A (Tet on system) % HEST L 7z
(A) Tet on system 2 X b {4 #ii v & 55 ¢ EGFP % ¥ B 3% %o AKX, Inove
electroporation (2 X D 3MEDO7I7 AIF (pTRE—EGFP . pCAGGS—rtTA % pCAGGS-
DsRed2) % Stage 8 IZE W TP ERMIHFMIEHEMICEAL 72, 77 AI FPEAINLHLE, T
CIZ rtTA (#ffy) & DsRed2 (#Rkffy) 23 CAGGS 7RE—¥ —IZ ko> TEEZN %, Dox (Hff)
ZUNC ST 3 2 LT, rtTA I cis element T& % TRE (E%@) I TES L9115, TRE
X, ZDWFHICAIET 2 2 ODBIEFZFRFICIHEETE 2 L) ICEEFINTWwS (SRR &
Z A2 cMeso-1 = OHWELEFZFFALZ ). B, D, E) D& 32 LD L NI O [F-—{H
{Zli (B LD 3% )V ) EGFP #0613 Dox R ER I & A B I N o 7203, 3 IRfFfElfEE L T
Z EGFP #H0OEH5388 417z, (B T 8%V ) rtTA 2R (rtTA25-M2) %#H\Ww<T B Lo %
}l/ & A Uz 1iT-> un% Dox %Z$¢5- L 72\ IREETD EGFP ﬁi‘ﬁfrm% CRenmL o,
(C) Western blotting 12X H ., Dox #5440 %74 2 RfEEICE 1) 5 EGFP O¥8l&E % X7z,
(D) #7: % Dox TQ%E’C@ EGFP #0tE % b7z, 250ng 5. L7 & &, 50 g DL & L [AfE

FE iR\ EGFP 40EhEE S 17z, (E) pCAGGS-TtTA25-M2 & pCAGGS-DsRed2 0|4 % %5 2
THARZEZ A, 2:1 X 1:2 DIE 5 iR EGFP #0600 & i re.,
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A Tet-off system

Electroporation
18 h
—
sotation St 8 st12 '® st 17

Q

H)

. )
' -

CAGGS{ @A _ > | [CAGGS{ @A

‘eaguapst®

E|CAGGS>|I_>tTA >

.

*
o,

o i %
m A“ ‘."
AT < NI
OElery  DsRed? BHONe[esY DsRed?2 JHEMONEEY DsRed?

]
P
d

B Oh 3h 6 h 9h 12 h 15 h 18>

TRE-d2EGFP

CAGGS-DsRed2

4 =7 FIYRICEBWTEBE ORI ZIFEIET 52 AT 4 (Tet-off system) % fifgyz L 7=

(A) Tet-off system 2 & h{AHithiREEIC B\ T EGFP ZFEUEIE T 2 @AOKEKAX, M1 A O
pTRE-EGFP @ EGFP 7% d2EGFP (2, pCAGGS-1tTA @ rtTA 23 tTA IZIE Z #ibH > T\ %, Dox 23
B XN L, BEEIEELET (TA 23 TRE 25331, d2EGFP %8 1LE 2. (B) S7LD
N FEREE O FEl—fE k., Dox 4144 9 KT d2EGFP O a0E55 < 2 ik, 15 RfERo#E 3 5
& d2EGFP OHBIZ5E2IcibR L7z,
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>

EGFP NCAM

[/ TRE-EGFP

//TRE-EGFP-cMeso- 1

TRE-EGFP-Pax2 + + + _
B C Control:shRNA 2 1 0 0
PaxZZShRNA 0 1 2 0
Pax2 | s
EGEFP | it vt s
1.8 0.7 0.4 (Pax2/EGFP)
D
<
==
=3
NE
2=
) l=)
> 1<
¢
=
o<
|2
=[S
|«
=1
NN [
W

X 6 cMeso-1 12X % NCAM DiFEIZIZ, Pax2 33T H %
(A) X 4A @%@ﬁ&l_ﬂ‘fz IZ cMeso-1 Z 5l FEHE I & 72 R fihMED MY Fic s\, Pax2 kO

NCAM D yifkgetaz 175 72, HHIE[FE- 1If2L<o cMeso-1 B AMAIIC B\ TEZ: Pax2 & NCAM 0 F
ERNTACY (LX) 5('J‘L“C Control GFP O&121:, 2o L) EMIFEO sk dr -7, B) C & DD

FEERICE T, HEA L % Tet-on system & RNAi HHD 75 2 2 Flz 2w ToER[K, (C) shRNA T X
h Pax2 OFB 2R ENICHETE % 2 £ %2 Western blotting 2 W THER L 72, GEO NIC Pax2 &/
EGFP E0¥({E%Z~ L T\ %, (D) cMeso-1 & Pax2-shRNA 7% il F I X ¥ 7= R4y it R o st /i
B W T Pax2, NCAM, N-cadherin, E-cadherin X\ laminin Oyttt z2ir-7%, %520 D E T IX[HE

A, cMeso-1 & Control shRNA % il 58 & & Mg Tid. Bz Pax2 & NCAM OEREMBHE S
NH5DICHLT (D EDOSFILHKIA ), cMeso-1 & Pax2-shRNA Z5RfllF X ¥ 728546 121%. Pax2 O
W Z EDER I L, I SICETN7Z NCAM oFEE RO s >7 D T@/\Zﬁlxlﬁ]é& 1), Z
o DOFEERIZEBWT, N-cadherin, E-cadherin X O laminin OFHIC &L FZE2IZ R & Nk do 7=,
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A rtTAzs-Mz_'> C

! TRE-EGFP ! TRE-EGFP-caRhoA

After Dox
12 h 24

RhoA =

¥
o
@)
o
ad
o - .
§ Hij «<—> 1%
D (%) 40
o
o 2 30
& = =
E =(E 20
o o
= 2= 10
(NN At
)
0
TRE- TRE-
EGFP EGFP-caRhoA

7 RhoA OiEMHEIZ ARG FIREEICE W CHlIEsLZ 5 S 2 L 72

(A) B-D ®FEERIZH 72 Tet-on system 77 2 2 FORAKK, B)AD 75 AIFZEALT
18 Wifil A v F 2 X—FZ21fT\Wva, Dox #5505 12 Kifij#41213 EGFP 40EMAEi bR IC B
WTH—IcBlZE I N, Lo L, 24 Bifi#1C EGFP 406, 1ZEA AL TWwWi, Thic
X L C control TRE-EGFP O34 Cld, 24 Kiftil#: & EGFP 40 I AREihIATEIC B \WV»wTH—IC
Bzt E iz, (C) Dox #5205 12 Bil#% ? caRhoA % il 58 & ¥ - A& b IR EE o MW )
FizB T, active-Caspase Hiifgefaic X - T Apoptosis Motz 175 72, HEFIZFH—
B, (D) C oFEERIZE T3 EGFP iEfliad o active-Caspase3 BlEflilao# &% 75 71k
L7 (7= 0—#ZfhRbfl L L O ftG3n)
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A AV H— 74
K=k Fr—k B2k FA M FA H IR

28D
| II [

/Electroporation

(st 8) rdﬁ;
CAGES! M2 >| [GAGeS| M2 >

(ymham | (yr )
B

DsRed2 ) CAGGS IS CAGGS BN -

ol | ¥

EGFP
(Control)

8 cMesol FHMEIz L 7' 2 v & —iEE%E R L 7

(A) Tet-on system ZflAAATZR T XAV & — 7 vt A OEIAK, BW#IZ, in ovo electroporation
IZ & o TP EMRHE PR IEFEIR~ pTRE-EGFP-cMeso-1, pCAGGS-rtTA25-M2 X pCAGGS-DsRed2
ZHEAT L, RIGEEFEZ2EAINLMBO—H2ZU DD, BETZEAINTOLRVLEOK
DAKGTH L 72 WERRIAN Z OFIE A 20T 5, Z2D% Dox ## 592 2 L2k - CERIETDOHEL
DEE I, BN ZEETORMERANTEH2 5, B, XBZHEE L LEEFIERET 2 £
TOYA LI 7 %ER LT, BT 5 1.5 KRTO FF—RicBwTd, Dox Bz s L7z, (B)
cMeso-1 ° Pax2 ZHHW T T XA v ¥ — « 7ot A Z2fTo7, &30 VDA IZRA—EE (4 BHE
%, £ ; EGFP #0658 ), cMeso-1 OFEEEEFITI > TR 2 D EHiE AR S Ll (KRR ),
U LT EGFP @ &% Pax2 DA TlE, 2D X)) LgBiial hdr o7,
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IRV E— T4

Loy ROt i o
DIEBIEIN

PAPC

Sox9

Hij

I

%

10 EphA4 Bz« 7 X v ¥ — G2 R L 7=

EphA4, PAPC KU Sox9 ZZNZNH T I AV — - TveA
2T o7, F8FINVDLEAEE A (/5 WALEES , 4 ; EGFP it
AR ), TN 3 DODBIET- DT EphAd DA ICE T, FBIEIRIC
> TP 2 BRI S Lz (AR ),
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R ITAE— Ty

cMeso-1 S
> A Notch L F—% —
DsRed2
+
Notch L F—4% —
-1 3 .. (TP-1-Venus)
pane
Yh v F
Notch

NICD «— @

\

NICD

RBP-Jk |_—>
— TP-1 Venus-

y

Tbhx18

%

11 EphA4 (At iRiE I 5> T Notch 2L L 22w

(A) Notch L KX —% —DIEHEF OREAKK, LK —% —#nT Venus DiEEIZ, NICD (Notch
intracellular domain) & RBP-J x D8 &A%, TP-1 7uE€—4% — (12 x RBP-J k &Y 2 &
) NEAT B LIk TEMELT B, (B) EphA4 O Thx18 IC k> T /' X v ¥ —iEME%#1| =
L2 L7z & Ziz, Notch LR =% =itz fi7z, Z2Ddic, 2o DEET. Notch L
H—% =KW pCAGGS-DsRed2 #HEAL T, /A VI — - Tyt Ziro7, F3FIVDL
AR (4 GRS , DsRed2 400 & Venus SOMROESA , /£ ; Venus H0OGK )
Venus ( fikft) FBMII =Notch 7EE LA, DsRed2 (fifh) B = electroporation % X
N7, EphA4 KO Tbx18 ZZ N DFEHBIFICIH > TR EBEAVFEEI N (&
NFIVIEE ), D& ZE, EphAd KO Thx18 z ¥ 8l S ¢ 7 flildic s \v»T, Notch L A —%—oD
WEHEEZR S o7z (2SS FIVEBERAD,
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A %ontrol %aNotch ax2 %bxlS

EGFP

NICD
dnRBP

12 PSM 2%\ >T Notch signaling (3 EphA4 OFB % FET 2 DICHE+H5TH 5
(A) caNotch, Thx18 % Pax2 % ZNZ1URFHEIHMEEICE W HEHIFEI I ¥, Ephad D
B % in situ hybridization 12 &k > TR, K320 D ETFIZE—#EE (- ; EGFP £,
T ; in situ hybridization & ), caNotch % 5@l FEH S 2 72 Mg (/S v EOHRIH) 128
WT DR, BFTIIC EphAd D> 7 F )V (2R F)V T OERKIH ) 2 I 17z, (B) dnRBP @
YERBER OREX, dnRBP 1ZINER7Z: RBP-J k &5itr LT NICD & #HEIRZ DL 03,
DNA FEDAFD RBP-J k ¥ —# v FEFNCHEETE %2\ 7=, Notch signaling 7% fHE
3%, (C) dnRBP & EGFP Z K fithRIEIc B W THAEI S ¥, Epha4 DR E TR 7,
NENVDfAEFE—I (/5 EGFP &, 45 ; EphA4 @ in situ hybridization & ), dnRBP
ZIRHIFB I TR Wil L T, dnRBP Z@HIFHIR S 72/ ( S2VED SN
RN ) 817 5 NLERN 7 EphA4 OFEBIDS A RITIA LT e (283 )V DR RPN ),
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IR — T oA

cMe+so-1
EphA4 RNAi
EGFP Meso 1
I I EphA4 (by RNAI)
%7%/&%@

EphA4

4 E 3
cMeso-1 [

4

CM%rSO' 1
EphA4 RNAI

Hij

(3

X 13 cMeso-1 2357fitEiiz 383 2 DIz, EphAd DA oflEE s 7 F VG ER 753
FAES % ARtk & %

cMeso-1 2353 il % 83 2 D12 EphAd 238k D% R 5 7012, cMeso-1 &
EGFP % HE A L 7zfllfdic B \v>T RNAI 12Xk D EphAd OFBEEZHEEL, £ 7 X v
H— T A &2iTol, &8NV DLELIXEI (/5 ; EphA4 O in situ hybridization
&, 1i; EGFP 40t{%& ), cMeso-1 DdEiill¥dl & EphA4 @ RNAi %175 7 fiidic & \»
T, EphA4d DFEBUIBE I NG 0D, Z DMK > TR & 5 His A3 K S 117
(TDRFNE, R,
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A B ephrinB2
i :
ephrin E :
Eph e .
i
'
RITAY— T vkAL

EphAICD

X

F_orwaljdg-g
1nactive

(=8

C  EphA4AICD + EGFP
-

EphA4AICD
EGFP
D ephrinB2 + EGFP

Reverse
active

. il ephrin 1
ephrink? i

EGFP

E

Reverse
Inactive

ephrin]%Z AICD
EGFP

14 4yt AEE 2 ephrin reverse signaling (308157 ThH %

(A) Eph/ephrin signaling (Z — & @ & ¢ 7[435 5 (Eph forward signaling, ephrin
reverse signaling), (B) =7 YD PSM Hi/7I2E T 5 ephrinB2 DFEBL (in situ hybridization
%) (C) flIN domain % RIB X172 EphA4., EphA4 A ICD 2w Tk A v — - 7yt A
Z{7->7, Z® EphA4 A ICD 13, ¥B 7o EphA4 forward signaling 2%} L TIZANG
YEZZP3, B offilio ephrinB2 reverse signaling 1% U CIiEMED3d 5, & D EphA4 A ICD %
HAWTe IR — - 7vrA 2iTokfE%, EphAd A ICD o BHIFEERICHY > T, BT Z
FUBRBIPR S 1 (HRRI), (D) ephrinB2 OERZHWT, v 7 AV Y — - Ty 215
7z, ephrinB2 @ MUFEEERIIH-> T, B2 R BHERA IR S e ( RRE ), (E) flaN
domain 23K#ER ephrinB2, ephrinB2 A ICD ZH\ W Tk T AV ¥ — - Ty Af 2iTo, ZD
ephrinB2 A ICD &, FBl X ¥ 7-#liid ephrinB2 reverse signaling DR L TIIATEMER 23, B
h Offifided EphA4 forward signaling (2%} L ClZiEMEDH %5, 2D ephrinB2 A ICD #ZHwWw Tk
TRAX G — Tyl 2iTo iR MOFELHoNGpo7, N3V CE IV TELAIZR
—fEfR (A SRS, 17 ; EGFP 306# ),
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AR RADIRES

BTSSRI FIERK

rtTA & tTA, d2EGFP, DsRed2 & X pTRE-EGFP (pBI-EGFP) @ cDNA % .
Clontech?» & i A L 72, rtTA, tTA, rtTA2S-M2 (Urlinger et al., 2000),
DsRed2, chick EphA4 (Ohta et al., 1996), chick EphA4 AICD, quail Sox9
(Sakai et al., 2006), chick Tbx18 (Tanaka and Tickle, 2004) cDNA% . %
N ZF N pCAGGS (Niwa et al., 1991) WiZ#i AL 72, Human RhoA, human
caRhoA (Izawa et al., 1998), cMeso-1 (Buchberger et al., 1998), chick Pax
2 (Okafuji et al., 1999), zebrafish PAPC (Yamamoto et al., 1998), mouse
caNotch (Notchl AE) (Schroeter et al., 1998), mouse dnRBP (Chung et al.,
1994), chick ephrinB2 (Baker and Antin, 2003), ephrinB2 A ICD cDNA 7% |
znZn pBI-EGFPNIZHfi A L 7z, chick® EphA4 AICD & ephrinB2A ICD I,
zebrafish®d truncated EphA4 & truncated ephrinB2a (Barrios et al., 2003) %
ZEZIZ LT, Ml R X4 v %2R \w72EphA4 & ephrinB20 ORFZ {E/K L 7=,

=7 Y]k EKERE

# & BB o &b 13 . Hamburger & Hamilton @ ik (Hamburger and
Hamilton, 1992) Icft->7%, =7 F VY AR LEE) 2 38.5°CTA v ¥ 2
R—yavzL7T, HWD stage D Z2HE-, f v Fax—sarvzlL k=Y
FYDOW2SHENGBTIHAZ 3mlIZERE, IRBIAY I 2> TIBICHIRD
INEEBT. MEAEAT 572012 A4 >~ 7 (holbein £, 1354) % Hanks® &
# (140Mm NaCl, 5.4 KCI, 5.6mM glucose, 0.34mM NaHPO,, 10mM HEPES,
ImM MgCl,, ImM CaCl,; pH7) 121 : 5 DHEAICARZ XIIICHERL, Fr
7 1) — (DIAMOND SCIENTIFIC #(to~A 7~~~ 27Uy PHFYE T Y —
Z LFREMTL2bD) ZHWTIHEENOMRDOE MIZHEAL 2, o #fE
Bz, WIS T /N B2 7 — 7 (Scotch #:,50.8mm X 65.8m) T % [H
L. AvFax—varzl)i,
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Hi hEE D in ovo electroporation

Electroporation # 1 . £ & @ /7 1€ W4T - 72 (Nakaya et al., 2004; Sato
et al., 2002), S8z 38.5°CTHI 25 KffElD A ¥ F 2 R —> 3 v ZfT\», stage 8
(3-4 ffffi) =7 FVIHIZ cDNAZILE AL 72, DNABWKIZ 10 g/ nl IZF %
L. Fast Green FCF (wako) TtaffiyZ L7z, ZORKRE., TI7AXAFXxETY
—ZHOTHZFNOKRE FPEBICOE S, Zhns 77 A (A%) FHROT
filicey FL, =4 F 2 (B868%% 725 v8#) 1 DNA ER DU <
vy b L7z, ZLTO6V, 26mB OV A% 3ENIT -, D 38.5°CT 18
Rl D A >~ F 2 X—> 3 v Z2fTw, stage 12 (9 15 (Fffi) £ THEZHT S
¥, 5001 @ Hanks® &R ICE D L 72 doxyceycline (Dox) ZUNEEN DM DA
TICHEALL, ZLTC, MINTA2ETA vFax—varzilti,

EGFPD 8% & i

Whole®d =7 b Y R B EH T EMABEHEE (Nikon SMZ7500) ([ZHL D 1) 7
CCD # X 7 (Zeiss AxioCam) IZ & - THe5 L 7z, Exposure time, gain & %
KIZFIF—ETH Y., JPEG image & L CTPhotoshop (HELFH Y 7 ) LT
e L 72,

Western blotting Z X ) EGFPO ¥ 8i&E 2 M 5% 72 © 2, electroporation
IN-HEhRELZZNZNEC A 2P H LT, lysis buffer (50 mM
Tris-Hcl (pH 7.4), 10 mM MgCl2, 1% NP-40, 100 mM NaCl, 10 mg/ml
leupeptin, 10 mg/ml aprotinin, 10 mM p-amidinophenyl-methanesulfonyl
fluoride) HTHEY F 4 X 21T\, 4°CIZE W T20,000 g T4 min, =0 [A]HE
41w, BRI 2 X Laemmli sample bufferz 1:10 #4& CTiE+¥. #10 min®
ANL7, ZRNZNOHMBEZI0%R )V 7 7 VLT I F7ZLVTHRELZDD
—btmrE)Lu—AXr 7L v (Schleicher and Schuell) IZ+F7 ¥ A7 7—1L
72 (b7 v A7 7 =2y 7 %—;8.2mM Tris, 0.2M 7)) > v, 20% X% ) —
v, 180mA E &, 4°C, 2K, FPTI VAT 7 —HBDA VT L VY ELENAF L
2 )L 7 /PBST (PBS, 0.1%Tween 20) 122 L CTIF[E 7 v v ¥~ 27 L. anti-GFP
monoclonal #ifk (= 7 Z; Clontech) # 1:10000E&ICHFRL TG I ¥ 7

(=i, 2IK[H), PBSTCT1043[., 3 M%E# L 7 @ % | horseradish peroxidase

(HRP) #E3# anti-mouse IgG¥Hifk (7 ¥ ¥; Amersham) #% 1:5000 & 1 4
WL TKIB IR (B, 2KH)., ECL¥ v b (Amersham) % f v TAL 2%
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£ & ¥, luminous image analyzer LAS-3000mini (Fuji Film) 12 X - CTHH
EIREMEZ L7,

N7 4 VHBEY R @ anti-EGFP b &

K% Carnoy’s A (10%HEEE, 30% 7 v a k)L A,60%L% /7 —)) THE
#%. 70%., 90%. 100%DJEIc=% / — )L TlAKL., ¥ Ly TUEL T/
7 4 VIZEM L 72, Microtome (MICROM, HM325) TE X 8um oY) H 12
L7, MEZDOY R ZXF> L itk bis 7 4 VAL, 100%, 90%,
70%DMEIc % ) — L THAKA L T 6 PBS ICIEMLL 72, 2% 2 %4 20
7/PBS ©7uvy ¥y 7 L%kdHE. anti-EGFP $ifk (= 7 Z; Clontech) %
1:1000 DE A AR L TRIGS 7 (B, 2 KfH), PBS T, HRP
#% anti-mouse IgG Fifk (79 X; DAKO) % 1:300 O #EICHR L TG X
7 (B, 2 FifE), PBS T¥®E L. 0.09mg/ml 3, 3’-Diaminobenzidine
Tetrahydrochloride (DAB) / 0.004%H,0,/ PBS & H iz 8\ TH O KE % 17
o7 (EOE. =i, K 15 4r), FEk, WAEEH L. 70%. 90%. 100%D IH
¥ /) —nNVThAKLALZ, FLYTUAHELTIRBIIZ YT 7 v = 2 —
(Merck) < AL 7, Axiophot IE 7B E (Carl Zeiss) % M\ CTHI%E - ik
wrfrol,

g g R O

4%/8 7 Z)V LTV TE F/PBS THEMD £ £ 10 srfHEE L., PBS THE L
72, 30%Sucrose IZiE# L . OCT (Tissue Teck) TEH L & & Th 5, Cryostat
(MICROM, HM500 OM) T 10pum QY FZ/ER L7z, PBSICEML DL,
10%Lamb serum (GIBCO) /PBS T 1l Kifi7u v ¥ v 7 L. —X¥ifk; anti-
active Caspase 3 polyclonal $iL{& (1:250, 7 ¥ ¥ ; Promega); anti-Pax2
polyclonal #if& (1:200, 7 ¥ ¥ ; ZYMED); anti-NCAM monoclonal #i {4
(1:200, < 7 A ; DSHB); anti-N-cadherin monoclonal $i{& (1:300,< 7 Z;
SIGMA); anti-E-cadherin monoclonal #if& (1:500, = 7 A; BD biosciences);
anti-Laminin polyclonal $#ifk (1:500, 7 % ¥; SIGMA) 2 Z N1 2N D#E & T
MR TGS 7 (B, 2KH), Yh % PBS THH#&, v T Xk :
Alexa 568 " .5k anti-rabbit I1gG Hiff, Alexa 568 " ik anti-mouse 1gG
Pifk, Alexa 642 # X anti-mouse IgG $1{k (¥ ¥; Molecular Probes) %
1:500 DEGICAML TRIGS 7 (GEYE, Eii, 2 KH), PBS THHEHE.
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5u g/ml DAPI (SIGMA) / 50mg/ml ;B Bf k%] DABCO (SIGMA) / H A A
FluorSave Reagent (CALBIOCHEM) % H\»T# A L 7z, Axioplan2 Apotome
WENZBEB S (Carl Zeiss) Z W T - IR 21T-o 72,

Whole-mount in situ hybridization

cMeso-1, Pax2, EphA4, Sox9 Jx (X ephrinB2 2% § % In situ hybridization
o digoxigenin (Dig) ik 7a — 7l FTcicMEINTw2 02wk
(Buchberger et al., 1998; Sakai et al., 2006; Suetsugu et al., 2002) (&
AL, 2003, AR AR M4 ), chick Tbx18 & chick PAPC ® 7’ u — 7
IZ LN @ cDNA % #8111 L CfERL L 7z, chick Tbx18 @ c¢cDNA Wi/ (GenBank
database ® accession number AY17312712 &8} % 412-875 [t] D 462bp) 1
HANZIGHE L2 o BRI N THDTH 2, chick PAPC ® cDNA Wi i 1. cDNA
7= (stage 14 D=7 FVYI) 56774 ~v— (6>-GACAGCGGCAAGGAG
ACAGTGATTTCAATGACAGTGACTCGG-3’ & 5°-CCAAGGAATGTGGTTGA
GGGGCCGGGTAGAGGGGCACCCC-3’, BBSRC chick EST database @ %l
603506749F1 # &=#Z L% Gl L %) ZHWT RT-PCRIC X 1) 473bp O Wik % %
7z

Whole-mount in situ hybridization ® FJld 1%, Henrique & @ J7¥k (Henrique
et al., 1995) # & K L T1r - 7z (Nakaya et al., 2004; Sato et al., 2002;
Tonegawa et al., 1997), 4% paraformaldehyde (PFA) / PBS %Z FH \» T E L
(4°C, 2 W), PBT (0.1% Tween 20 in PBS) TyE®H L 72 (Z#|. 10 0. 3
f), 50% methanol / PBT, 100% methanol ®JEICE# L T, 6%H202 /
methanol TEH L (iR, 1®KE) . 50% methanol / PBT. PBT ?JA IC & #a
L7, 20%., 7u—70R&EM%%2 L% 7%-®, proteinase K (20 ug/ml T
LB L (. 15 47). 0.2% glutaraldehyde/4% PFA / PBS THE®E L % (&
W, 20 4rf8). PBT TEE¥4%. ¥ >~ 7L % hybridization buffer (ULTRAhybri,
Ambion) / PBT=1 / 112 5 4y, hybridization buffer T7 L A 7V ¥ 4 ¥ —
avairo (68°C, 1K), Z0dr o, Dig ik RNA 7u—7%2MZ2 T
TULNAL TYVF AL X —> avryzirof (68°C, 12 Bil), Zo, v 7Lz
wash buffer (60% formamide, 5 X SSC, 1% EDTA, 0.2% Tween 20, 0.5%
CHAPS)TH#H L (68°C, 30 47, 3 11]), wash buffer / MABT (0.1 M Maleic Acid
(pH 7.4), 0.15 M NaCl, 1% Tween 20 ) =1 / 1 IZ#& L T 65°CIZ 30 0@\ 7=
DL, BilmicwELA, MABT T 5w L (B, 15 457, 3 [B), 7L
71y ¥ 7 (preblocking solution; 2% blocking reagent (BBR, Roche) /

44



MABT Wi =i, 1 )., 7a v ¥~ 2 (blocking solution; FBS/ 2% blocking
reagent / MABT WIZ =, 1K) 217- 72, Pk iE. blocking solution
N IZ phosphatase-conjugated anti-digoxigenin antibody (Roche) % 1:1000
DHEETHREIND X HITMATA4°C, —Wfr-> 7, RiZ, MABT THE L (£
. 1R, 5E). NTMT (100 mM Tris-HCI [pH 9.5], 100 mM NaCl, 50 mM
MgCl2, 0.1% Tween 20) T¥H#H L 72z (2. 10 5. 3 [|H), F€lx, v 7
)V 7% 0.45 mg/ml nitroblue-tetrazolium chloride (Roche) and 0.175 mg/ml
5-bromo-4-chloro-3-indolyl phosphatase (Roche) / NTMT (2 A #1 T Ar CTAT
o7, PBS THEWH L T (2. 1045, 3 M), FEaz ko, 0.1% glutaraldehyde
/ 4% PFA / PBS WTHEEL 7 (=i, 3 07).

RNAi by shRNA

iGeneft 2 5 7 E#H % 2 %12, shRNAZ#FH L. HFES D HEICH > T,
ShRNAF L 75 2 3 F#{EHK L 7z (Katahira and Nakamura, 2003), Pax2
open reading frame (ORF) W ®600-619[H, 701-720f I f7i&E T 2 2fE&EH D 19
WH oWy (#600; GAGGAAACGTGATGAAGAT, #701; CCCAGCAGCAGC
TGGAAGC) %2#A 72, EphA4D ORFN D »> & 13923-941[e] I 7 & 3 % 1 44
D19 R DL ¥ (TCCTGGAGTACGAAGTCAA) %#3E A 72, Control-shRNA
H o 19465 3 @ it 7] 13 GCAATGACGCAGGTGACCATH 5, Z 16 DRELH X
BLAST search T &R T £ 1F & A Ehomology23 o7, ZNZ DR
Fl % ¥ & IZsense & antisense D siRNARLF Z P, TN oD ZE L — 7
5 9EH ORI (TTCAAGAGA) &, 3Ky —I2—>vavy7Ft
%% 6 I (TTTTTT) #MA., 512578 3°DF N Z U0 Kb 1 U X 4
AR D HIPREESR Y 4+ EcoRI (322 75; AATT) & Apal (52257 ;
GGCC) T & % & ) ICForwardfil sl & reversefi 4l 2 g &f L . annealing
buffer (50 mM Tris-Hcl [pH 7.5], 10 mM MgCl,, 1 mM Dithiothreitol, 100
mM NaCl) WT2KfE 2217 TI0CHrA IZ37TTETHSR LT T ==Y v I %214T
v, pSilencerl.0-U6 siRNA expression vector (Ambion) @ Apal & EcoRI ¥
A FoICEAL 2,

Pax2-shRNA¥ Bl 7 5 2 & F #pTRE-EGFP-Pax2 & pCAGGS-rtTA2S-M2 &
gz DF-1 (=7 F Y HESE M e k) ~transfectiond % 13 . Lipofectamin
2000 (Invitrogen) % H\»7z, 24KfE# . Dox / Hank’sZEM &I /K (0.1 ng/
ul). ZmediumiZ 2. T S5 ICI2HMA v ¥ 2 xX—bF 27w, DF-1Z2 AN L
7z, Pax2® Western blotting® fF 21X, —X¥ifk & L Tanti-Pax2 polyclonal
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il (1:200, 7% ¥; ZYMED), =X ¥ifk & L CTHRPEEFE anti-rabbit IgGHi
& (1:500, ¥ ¥; DAKO) #H w7, EGFP® Western blotting(Z B L T,
b "TEGFPOBE LB, LK TH %,

S FIVRBEORDHPREEBORBBE (7 AVF— - T veA)

L ITA VY — Ty DFERIZ, S D FE (Nakaya et al., 2004; Sato
et al., 2002; Tonegawa et al., 1997) I Tet-on ZfHA &L Tiro7, T .
AR T8 A D stage 13 (§ 20 #64fi) o Z2I0» 5B H L, PBSICET 7,
ETVUVEZHBL, RofidhHRED-1.5 HEZ2ZBEMANY I TEEE2ICUD
H->7, 0.15%F 4 Z*— A (GIBCO) / PBS T (. ¥ 77%) WHL. #Hk
MofEn8EsX9IcLik, KIBHKESBEDFBSZMAT, T4 AR—ZD
WSO Z2 45 1k S & %, Hanks' V@ CERIgEV, ¥ v 7 AT Vit 2w TEK
SPIRZE, WIRZEZ ML, MU PIREE, shigiE. BR2UIDEEL . Ko bk
Ho-25 a2 F2YOH LA, CofBA2FrE7Y —IZX>THR LI
(stage 13) @ Ric# N, ¥ v 7257 vt CEMESHiPTREDO L X)L-2.5 D
Mk L a2 L7z, DoX W2 A A RO EICEHN L., ZD# 38.5°CT
6 M ELZRITIE, BlE2To7, B, RBHA2HFE L -8B T e
T5ETODIAL 7 72FRLT BT 2 LEKHEO FF—RICEWTH,
Dox I8 %z S L 7,
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AR z2MED 2ICH 70, EEBETHW 7 rtTA2S-M2 cDNA (¥ Wolfgang
Hillen f+ (Institut fur Mikrobiologie, Unive. Erlangen) 725 . cMeso-1
cDNA % Astrid Buchberger ffi-: (Dep. of Cell and Mole. Bio., Tech. Univ.
of Braunschweig) #* 5. human RhoA & caRhoA (RhoV14) 13 H#HA= #
2 (ZERBRA - B - Mgk E) 2 5, chick Pax2 cDNA i3 0 Rt &Ml #$z (R
ALK - IMEIFZFT) % & mouse caNotch (Notchl AE) & Raphael Kopan fH
+: (Dep. of Mol. Bio. and Phar., Washington Univ.) 2> & . quail Sox9 cDNA
AR RRAT CRAEK - B2 - s EME) 2 5. chick Tbx18 ¢cDNA & H
W BB (RLTK - BBl - k> X7 24) »65 . EphA4 cDNA (ZKH
Al B B¥z (REACK - PR3- fhE 53 L) % 5 (Notch L A —% — (TP1-Venus) &
MILE BT (RRAWmAK - o eifeaofh) L MRz HE (BEXR - K -4
#) 25, dnRBP (RBP-Jk R218H) /Il HIESE ## (RELWmKA - BHYE
L riee) EARME 28 (WK BE-oF4EY) 2oL Tk E L %,
Fr, BELHEBRT - 2 RXERT ., hRbmr Wb, A/ 1
TEORBFEL TS ELL, #HLHFLLETET,

B E— & YR ik Tet > 27 L1220 T, WHD»H H
T, AR L, HrEs L, PR L, WAsE eEE. RX
HET o, MOFTFMSE EEICE=7 PR EEE? S EBOMHAIC
ODl2FEFTTEIZHZTOWEEZILL, ALBIIhbh)»ne ) Tw0F L, K
WHEREAA iz, HXADOMERICEWTREBSMHERICZD L, LD
EEHR L B E T,

ZOMD gy FIHREABEDOHE, BE, MEFO T4, IO REBMEHICK
DE L%, COoHZBY THLEL BT X7,

WMEOAARBIA, HEEEIARPIVEL—FYAYy 7ONINEKREZAIC
bHGFMESEFETREBMGICRDE LA, HOBEH)TIFE L,

RGN Bi#EEewilim . BFICEEROED T, T—F DR L7k
ZEDMHEEEZ WAL EFE LA, DIDMALEL EITFTET,

¥, 20X BMADEEZ G5 AT EI > EZHBEMERICH KW
LT,

REIC, BEOMHEEZ Wit Z i mENT &fzic, LX) EHEHRHL BT
¥, BialWaEZ G, 7V T —vavik, oI EHEE L TDOLEE
EFCIRIACHIEE WAL E T L, ABPITHYWBE) TSI 0EL L,
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