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1. #F

[B&] Sex-determining region Y-box 2 (Sox2) (. I1EFLEFA D IR NEHIRSE
TREL., ZORMEE « ZOCEEOHERFICEE TH S, FLEEZSOHELEORES
{LicB4 o TV 5, Small ubiquitin-related modifier SUMO) X, #/EffiZ 7 BHDY
CURBRERMBICA YRTF R T HBREESRETFTH S, SUMO LB 5 s HiE
B~ b MEELESAEYE CTREFESIN TR Y. Mg, BEHE~OBPY
WRHEENTE 2, KR THE., Sox2 OMEREHIHEAE & SUMO & & DR A B b hic
THZLEEME L,

[FiE] =0 R Sox2 #RBIEHTTFAI PRI F—%#F L, SUMO-1 LTV SUMO
EHBRORBRNY 4 —Likic e P FESMEM HeLa W THREH L1z, Sox2 ® 247 %R
DY TP ETAR=VCBRLUEERKE, INVEF AR SUMO-1 28 L-ER
EERBMEILERT F—5HE L=, Sox2, SUMO &gk, SUMO-1 # K@ N THRE
SRBTSFTAIFRIF—FMEL, INOEKIBENTHRIA L, NEM Sox2 @
SUMO &R 1B 2 S fZ LR TREAT L 7=, BFA RIS K UVE R Sox2 0 7 T / K< Green
Fluorescent Protein (GFP) ##5 & &t 7/~ b D % HeLa (CHEL X & HIIRWBTE 2 84T L 71-,
Sox2 DIREEMICEHITH SUMO Efi0EEN L 72787 v/ TR LK, K
BANTRASELZ 7 EE2HML, Sox2 OREEEFI#ET54 Y 7 DNA & ORaH
% Electrophoresis Mobility Shift Assay(EMSA) CH#AT L 7=,

[# 2] SUMO-1 3 LU SUMO Effif#s % £ BL§ 5 Z & T, Sox2 A HeLa MT SUMO
Effid 2T, 247 BBOY DU ETAX= VICER LEERE Sox2 1. SUMO &84
e hotz, BAR Sox2 # SUMO-1 38 LU SUMO {Effif#3E & HIC KIBENTREB I
HE. HELL SUMO Effishi, v ARSI LUt M EBAR AGS oRNEMH
Sox2 ZefE bk CHEAT L 7= /8., Sox2 Oo—#kh SUMO Efff & TV -, BF4H Sox2
& SUMO E&ffi# % 2WERGKOR T, MIRNBEICHEBERD R 2, VT x2T—
7 vEAICT, SUMO Effi2Z T 2WERKR, BAR LY bEREEEESBVVERNEZR
Bz, SUMO # I VAR F VUK HES LEERE (SUMO 1k Sox2 ICHY) X, AR
IRVWEETEM 2R Lz, EMSA 28\ T, SUMO A& Sox2 iX DNA ~DiE4#
BET L7,

[Z2)] Sox2 1% 247 FB DY VU BEIZ SUMO Bz 25 Z &AM L, Sox2 @
SUMO EffiiZE DIREEM KT S &5 AEEMERH 0 . T OB L LT Sox2 DEAY DNA
~DEAHDETHBBEE LT\ 3B Z EARHE S i,

[#3#R] Sox2 » SUMO {&#fiix. DNA #EHDET 2N L TZOEEEHZAICHELT
WA Z EATREE N, EEETO DNA #EHE L EIEHEC SUMO EfinEE rgE%
BT aleEMS R E N,
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3. BEE

BEAKEREELEMEL V7 —REHESFOPRIEEZZICIT. AMEOLEE 21
WAHSZ LA, EFR, BXRERBLOVERBERIZOWTOHEERELTHEE, B L LBHE
FEWEZ LIRS EFZLET,

FHE DO F BB L OHNABRE#LIZIX, SUMO Z AV ERRZICH L CTHEEC
HEEHEAX X Lz, SUMO MIRDOE— AFEOFBERAE, AREA L BEEERE =20
TFEIIREICEET, BEELARRTLE, BAEHHEZLET,
RBZEORREFAEICIT. EMSA REYDOERRICH L TEEICTHE K& T LA, B
< BN LET,

iz, RBZEOHKICESBERH N LET, BhABEROF 41, EEOERRRXIE
. B4 DOHFREEFRCBVWTHEEICE OTBEWEELL ZETCEAMERED DN T L
b

DM EANBZERO)IFFEREEL L OHEBARZEROBEHF RELZIZULD E L
TAROEAEFCIT AERORE K> THFRELAD T TOEMOMEICELIBE LS
ATWEEE, REBHLTBY £,
REAKREREEEMRE L F—B LUOEMBRMR - BIRE 7 —0FHRiCIE. FEOH
EF7 0 /5 A% DNA EBFIfEYT, RI ZRBROXBLETHHEEICIRY ELE, BHHLTEY
7,

CERHEAE 21 tih4E COE 7'a 77 A THRZBHEMARET 2=y FOBE] IKBT5Y
227 YP—F T/ P LTEML T EETEZ LT, iRE. BREETO
YR— R EFTHILENTEE L, RKEBHEL TR £7-,
HREMERKZEOBRRICBRICIT, AR LEEEZ Sox2 OFEEH#tE L TWeEE E
Uiz, ELEILE L EFET,

HEF RAE - BARERAMIRE LY —ORPCREARZ. Vo T72F7—EBT7 vEA R
DU R—F—~R7 57— Sox2, Octd3/d ODRBTT7AI PRI F—%ft5 L TWiEEEL
7= £/ ES MlaEAWEERR LI HOWTORERFRS. RO FAMICOWTOE
ERpRMETEE, KEEECLE, EHEHLBLLETET,



%En_%

ATP; adenosine 5-triphosphate

BSA; bovine serum albumine

c¢cDNA; complementary DNA

DTT; dithiothreitol

EDTA; ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid
EGFP; enhanced green fluorescent protein
FBS:; fetal bovine serum

FITC: fluorescein isothiocyanate

GST; glutathion S-transferase

HEPES; N-2-hydroxyethylpiperazine-N-2-ethane sulfonic acid
HMG:; High Mobility Group

IPTG: isopropyl-1-thio-B-D-galactopyranoside
PBS:; phosphate buffered saline

PCR; polymerase chain reaction

SDS: sodium dodecyl sulfate

Sox2; Sex-determining region Y-box 2

TAD:; transcriptional activation domain

Tris; tris(thydroxymethyl)aminomethane



5. BFREOEREL B/
5-1. Sox2iZ2oW\WT

Sex-determining region Y-box 2 (Sox2) X, High Mobility Group (HMG) &M 34t
WORAL EEE LUV EBIIBLTWT, BEOHEECI a~F U #HEDOH
HicEHE TH D (Bianchiet al,, 2005), HMG FA A it hDZL D F /37 BB DNA2
& 54 A D Major Groove IZHEETHD L 1XRA2 Y. Minor Groove IZfEET 5, £575
Z & T, DNA S FICHiniin v gL -2< 52 LMo T % (Wilson et al., 2002),
Sox2 1T, IREERICE VTV DL DM TRIE L TV IBBEH L. BEDLZ A,
PERFEACIRO LV ADRE HEEORAEICEE L TWA Z EBHbI TV A (Avilion et
al.,2003), “h 6DFPAITIVT Sox2 1E, £ OHIRICHBALEERTF L HAEL T, BF
OBGFHOREBEZE LTS (Kamachi et al., 2000),
78— hF—DPTHLEEROMR, POUST2— K ENBIEERF Oct3/4 T 5 (Niwa et al.,
2000; NIwa et al., 2002) , & X150 U THIHIZEA & 648 L | EEEHIRE (Embryonic Stem
Cell : ES #ifg) % &7tk CE\V TV 5 (Boiani and Scholer, 2005) ,
Sox2 & Oct3/4 iX, BEVIEE L= A{EA DNAEFIZ, TRENRODNARAE KAA
ENLTHEL,. DNASTFLOMT3HEESEEZMMRT S (Remenyi et al., 2003), Sox2
BIEETDHZ LT, Oct3d BDNA AL, ZEILT R EBZ6NTW3,
< 7 ZADEFEAEIZIVT, Sox2 & Octd/d D~7 r 2 Bikix, M4 O T i@+, Fibroblast
Growth Factor 4 (FGF4) < Undifferentiated embryonic cell transcription factor 1
(Utf]) . osteopontin, & 521X POUSs= Sox2 B & LI LTV 5 (Ambrosetti et al.,
2000; Nishimoto et al., 1999; Botquin et al., 1998; Chew et al., 2005),
< U ADEBIRIC 1T 2 NESHSLIEL, SREME MR LRy biciRoERTHY . Z
DOMEDBHERFEN D DIZHLERNL 25D Key Regulator &5 T3, Sox2, Oct3/4
%, Nanog 2 & & L BIZEFDPFIZEFN TS, FIKIRWZ L2, Nanog DHIEEFIC L
Sox2, Oct3/4 DFEMEFINEEL THFEL, IO 3FICKBHEER Y b T —27 OIFEEN
ZzxbhT3,
Sox2 DHEEEERIENC DWW TIXARBARZ AN B VA Sox 7 7 T Y —IZBT 510D F (SOX6,
SOX10 7 &) 2 2WTiX, L4 SUMO (%) C L 2BREEHIMESINL TS
(Fernandez-Lloris et al., 2006; Girard et al., 2006; Savare et al., 2005; Kimberly et al.,
2005) ,



5-2. Sox2 L K&

5-1. Till~7= & 52 Sox2 IIAHMICEETH LM, & MBI AEBORRICHBES L

TW5,

b FRAEDEHICEWVT, Sox2 MM TRIALTWS, LiL, BEERICHERLTAELS

BB ERIEAER, 2200 LB ERORBEDOBIZIIREAMET TS (Li et al.,2004),

Z DOBRITHIT B Sox2 ORIUST & BICHEIIRLF D MUCSAC, MUC6 DFRBHK

T X LICIB%RE R Cdx1. Cdx2, MUC2, villin-1 DFEH LR R &N TV 5 (Tsukamoto

et al., 2004),

7. BTV T, BB ORTERIE L % X 5h 5 Pancreatic Intraepitherial Neoplasia
(PanIN) #4174 2B T, EFEKE LR TIIZEL L TV Sox2 @ RETHEISIR 238N

T 5 Z L MRrE&NT (Sanada et al., 2006).

F7. Sox2 MEFOERIZE > T, MBHORKRREESCKEEHGENSIER_ShBZ

LbhoTv 3 (Ragge et al.,2006; Bruner et al.,2005) ,

5-3. # 7 E D SUMO {&8f

EHMICITN 100 72/ BBEDZEXFU 74—V KEFTHIEXF UYL
E (Ubiquitin-like protein; UBL) M##FEL T3, £FO—HTH5 SUMO (Small
Ubiquitin-related Modifier) 1. H¥EER, HREE>OHILBICED I TEBAD R
CIRTFEESNTE Y HIEEBEMRIZBIT 5 SUMO H#HFERET Smtd i3AEFICHLEALBEF TH
% (Li and Hochstrasser, 1999),

SUMO EfiRiiavxF MEMR EBULEBERY V7B LD EMHEIEROR
DIZL->TW3 (K1), SUMO iZaifE s L THRS =%k, CRIBMNOKRDT I /B
BEFUAS K RAY 2 UIMBER IC K VOIS A Z & T, 7V VU BREMNEH L-REE SUMO
LB, BREE SUMO i, ATP RFHICA~T 1 ¥ (< —E1 B Aosl/Uba2 IZ & v iEtE1k
aEh3, EHEERIBRE{E L LT Uba2 (Ubiquitin-activating enzyme 2) D 25 A LB
& SUMO @ C KT Y v BREDF AT AT NG ETRT S, KICE2EBEHRTHD
Ubc9 (Ubiquitin-conjugating enzyme 9) D 25 A U EEIZ SUMO - FMRZ T ESNE
AR S R & AR T B, Ubce9 (X SUMO k= v & o R E2FI T 2OKX(E/D) % 1585
LT, vt RESY SrBEoe T I BT SUMO O 7 Y Yo BEk% A Y _XTF K
EEEXED, OKXED)DOOIIMUEHDOK & LBKMET I /BERE, K2 SUMO ¢4 Y7
FRERTRY VURE XIMEEDOT I/ BRE . ED XNV IVBELRIT AT X
VEEOBMT I BREEZ R L TS, Ubce iE SUMO EffiRkicisiT 2M—n E2 BEE T
H, 2EXFUEMICBWTE2EBEREN 10U ESH S Z L EXBATHS, 7. Ubce
2 SUMO LD a v & o ABHZ BHERHET D Z L 13, 2 X F U EHiICST) 5 E2BERE



NEEZ RV BREERBTHIILENTERNWI L LB THS, EHY V7 HIZ
A Y RTF ’FEE LTz SUMO 1342r972 5 SUMO {bEEsRIC L v it SUMO {kans, H
12, WL N0 SUMO kBRI T 2 REBRMIZ OV THRE SN TWS (Gongetal.,
2000; Hang and Dasso, 2002; Li and Hochstrasser 1999), Z® X 92, SUMO {E&fixix
ERRERFIRBREHTHY F M T I v 7 IHHINTVD LEZ LTV,

sowo]  [(SUO) (e + o
umMo

) _
\ Aos 1/Uba2 X /T\‘

r—|SUM o) j\ i Ligase
Aos1 /Uba2 /Ubey,

SUMO protease E1 E2 E3 SUMO protease
1. SUMO &SR OERK,

HEFRER, DRED. o, BRIZBWNT, SUMO X 1 BEFULOHFELRVE, < TR
b b EOMILEMIET SUMO 342 &b 3B FREEL, ZhiX SUMO-1 &=
nEHK 0%D7T 2/ BMERMETRT SUMO-2/3 @ 2 2OY 777 IV —ZHEEN D,
SUMO-1 & SUMO-2/3 DHERERI R ZERIT OV TIEARBALR ANZLZ,

INFETIZWL OO EIT N —FIZ L »T SUMO {bEffiickiTs ‘E3 BE &L LT
RanBP2 (Picher et al., 2002) . PIAS (Schmidt and Muller, 2002) . Pc2 (Kagey et al., 2003)
ZRPEINTWDE, Zhbik SUMO {HEMICLADRERTFTIXAi <, /% SUMO {LiERs
MBEOERAGEETHL D0, —RPREBERL LTEZDZLVLTHTZ—L LTH
BELTWAEEZETNRRBWEBbb, #lxiE PIAS1 (protein inhibitor of activated
STAT1) 3. E2B£5% Ubc9 & fBEEA T2 RLD (RING-finger-like zinc-binding domain) .
SUMO L #EEATS AD (highly acidic domain) % &ZefEiIZ SBM (SUMO binding
motif) #HTHZ 05, Ubcd & SUMO % PIAS EIZ/AEILE®E S Z & T SUMO ko
KithEE2 PRI T7TH S —RFL L THELTWS LEZ OIS,



5-4. SUMO f&#fi & &5 R+

Sp3 » SUMO 1k (Ross et al., 2002) % CtBP(C-terminal binding protein)® SUMO {t (Lin
et al.,2003) 72 ¥Z < DERFERTFIZIVT, SUMO {HEMIC & 5 EEMHEARE ShTH
%, TNOEERFICEVOTIE, SUMO LY PUBEETAR=VICERSEBZ EALVTY
27— v ALV RHEINAEEEMES ER TS, 202 L2 b BERFiIX SUMO
fbEndZ & T, BEEMESMHEHENS LEZLLN TS, C/EBP (CCAAT-enhancer
binding protein), Elk-1 (Ets-like transcription factor 1), ¢-Myb, A7 1A FH/LES
L 74 —%D SUMO LT 7 B/ & — L5 a4 2EFIX, BRIALE BTV
v P—ar hr—j (synergy control, SC) EF|% N LI-EERTERLEF—7EIIN
ZE E TV /= (Chuptreta et al., 2005; Holmstorm et al., 2003) (% 1), 2 @£t hll L
DHBERTFIE. HBHAMICE< 2 L CTHRMIKZA O O 2GS EOEEEZR L, Zh
1Z. YFO—ER LIRS, v U—ar e, BERTFOVFO—ERICH L
TARERT 2EERFIC/HT D HEEEEER TS, VTV —ar ba—i2%) 5
BEERFNOEFIE LT, vFI—ar hu—LEF—7BRAESNTEE (Gill, 2003),

synergy control motif ~ P-(X)q.3-I/V-K-X-E

SUMOQylation consensus »-K-X-E/D

#1. BERFICRAONAVFP—ay br—AEF—7 ¢ SUMOLEEZ v R HiT
Roh3 SUMO k= vz 4 B,

SUMO {ka v &% AEFIZD-K-X-E/D Th 5, OIXBARNT I / BEE, KiZ SUMO 1k
YOUBE XIZMEBOT I JBERE EDRITANTXFUBRING I VR Y OBRMET
T )BBETHH, K LT, VFP—ay ha—AEF—T7XSUMO a2+
AREOEF|IEEBIIIND 14T I /B ERKFETS /Y VEERBENHTH S,
7. B SUMO {bEBEZ*REEHRATHILILIVIEEESENLET 2 LR,
GAL4-SUMO @& % v "7 B E2 RIS, ot —F —E(LoFFHICY 70—k
FTHZLICEY, B4 DEBEERTFIX T o AERAEZT . IREEES B S5 (Yang and
Sharrocks, 2004), “h 5D Z &H 5 SUMO EMiNEEMFIEESEEZY 20— b3 L0
IEEAZFEINS, £/, SUMO #BFICRBRTEI L TAY 727 —ET vEA Dz
BEEMENERTAHZ LIX, @FICEIALE SUMO 8, ¥ FYV—ay ba—AETF—T7
MEEAT 2EEMRICEE T2 27 RERETH I LT, BEMHEIBR»HMDIZL L
RoTWAHZ LDOFEEE R TNDD0E LR,

% 7-. HDAC1 (histone deacetylase 1) ®° HDAC4 IZBWTRENTW B & (2, SUMO
B R M VRTEFNCEROFE S ZHIET 5 Z & (David et al., 2002; Kirsh et al., 2002)
R, b R b7 EF VLB p300 @ HDAC %4t L= #iflEEIZ 3\ T SUMO s B 5
TAHRZEIRENTWS (Girdwood et al., 2003), 52X, RY a—ib & 37 F Pe2
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23 SUMO-E3 @&iEM 24 LTk v, CtBP1 X CtBP2 @ SUMO {bidt: %L, =V 7
Ly —iEtE2RtET 52 ¢ bBEIN TS (Kagey et al., 2003),

FSUMOHETY a v a UNTOSRRBEKOI ot F—PREIND Z LIRS
T3 (Lehembre et al,, 2000), ¥ a 7 ¥ a U/3xT{Zi3V T position effect variegation
DY 7Ly P —BEF OV L 20 Sulvar)2-10 45 SUMO E3 ligase ® PIAS 7 7 3 U —i#t
GFTholmZ EBRENTVWS (Harietal, 2001), PIAS 77 I UV —#5Fixb e b L
BEERFO STAT OFEMEMGIEELEFL LTRESATWEBEFTH S,

t 2 k> H4 8 in vitro, in vivo I\ T SUMO {LiEfi%#3%1F, & MHRN CEREMH &
BELTWAZ ERNREN TV (Shiio and Eisenman, 2003), DI &hb, BA b
@ SUMO {UiEffi & ~F a 7 a<=F 2 O & OB kAR5,

5-5. AFEDOHD

Sox2 i%. MHIRACHERIEA, X HIZRIKIZBIT 2 IERE 2 BREOMRIC B < EELEE
BFTHHcbBood . OB OV TOFEMIIRATH -,

Sox2 D7 7 I Y—HBFDWL 2, SUMO iIZ L2 EMEZITTWAZ Enb, Sox2 iz
b FHE O HIEHBENRTFET 2O TRV L{RBE 72T, SUMO {Efid Sox2 DHEE - &
DDOITEDEEFERICED LI REEBEELXADONLWVWI L L, ZOBELEHTSZ
LEERELE,

11



6. ERFE
6-1. 77 A3 FOEM

pcDNA3 FLAG-Sox2 7’5 A I REERTH7HIZ, v A Sox2 #
5-GTGCTCGAGGAATTCATGTATAACATGATGGAGACGGAGCTG -3
(7 # 77— F. EcoRI &i#EL (FED)
5-TAACTCGAGTCACATGTGCGACAGGGGCAGTGT -3
(Y 8=, Xhol FBENL (T 2 =)
DAY IXT7 UAF FEAWTPCREIC L VR L=, Zh 50 PCR #31EET A % EcoRI,
Xhol #IfREEE CUHER L, pcDNA3—FLAG 77 A X F® EcoRI. Xhol #fiiic¥ 7 7 o—=
7L,
Sox2 (K247R) ® 1 7 / BMERE#RHE T 577 A2 I N pcDNA3 FLAG-Sox2 K247R %
RIS 27012, S RMBREREREE (site-directed mutagenesis) #17 o7,
pcDNA 3 FLAG-Sox2-SUMO1 77 A I F&{ERIF 5722, pcDNA3-FLAG-Sox2no
FLAG-Sox2 #43 % PCR %2 THIME L. pcDNA3-myc-SUMO-1 @ myc # 7 DESZY T
su—=v71%,
pGEXAT-1S0x2 77 X 3 KM 5 712, 50 PCR RN % Xhol HIFREER TLME
L. pGEX4-1 (Amersham Biosciences ft) 77 A I FiZ#7/mv—=7 L7,
pEGFP-Sox2, pEGFP-Sox 2K247R 77 A X F#{ERT B 7=, Sox2. Sox2 K247R &1
4% pEGFP R F#—ZH T ra—=2 7 Lk,
<7 R Oct3/4 %
5 - GGGGTGCTCGAGGAATTCATGGCTGGACACCTGGCTTCAGAC - &

(7 #7—F, EcoRI #RBMEML (THD))
5 - CAGTAACTCGAGCTAACCCCAAAGCTCCAGGTTCTC - 3

(Y /38—, Xhol RFHEL (T 2 HR))
DAY IX7 VAF FEAWTPCRIEIC L VIEL -,
Sox2 DFA L FHFDONE 1TV, FHEOT 7 A I FEER LT,
Oct3/4 (K118R) @ 1 7 X/ MERGEZFBETH7 7 A I FEEMT I -0IC, AR
HIRREREREZITo 7,
ZDfth SUMO-1 & Ubc9 BH 77 2 I FEBLUKBENT SUMO-1, SUMO {&filkE %
RBTH77AI FIXUHFERETLRTL Y Esh b 0%/ L (Tojo et al, 2002;
Uchimura et al., 2004),

12



6-2. £ b RERMIR, NFUARAT T ay

b b FE M HeLa, & -HSHIIE AZ-521, AGS # DMEM-F12 £  (SIGMA )
WA TRBE 10% D 4B R 1% (Fatal Bovine Serum, Bio-Whittaker #) %502 7= % DT,
37°C D 5% CO2 BEHAH THEMEEHE L7, HeLa HifEICIX Lipofectamine (Invitrogen #t)
TTF7AIRDNA%# N ATV 3Lk,

- Uy AEM@MREY, /v 272k DMEM (KO-DMEM, Gibco ) IZHR&EEE 0.3%D
HRERMTE L 15% knockout-serum replacement (KSR, Gibco #t), 2mM D 7/ /L4 I L.
0.1mM D2 —RANHT b J—), 1{%D non-essential amino acids (NEAA. Gibco #t).
leukemia inhibitory factor (LIF) #Mx 7 b DT, 0% ETFTFra— T4 vrad L THE
5 L7,

6-3. YarvF v M A HREBR LR

SUMO 1k Sox2 % E. coli SUMOylation system (Uchimura et al., 2004) % FV T3
X7, E.coli® BL21 (DE3) Z pGEX Sox2 721X pGEX Oct3/4 3877 2 I K& B
B VIIPT-EIE2S]1 L ¢ HiZ FTF U AT+ —Ah LT, BHEIBE 0.2mM @ IPTG 2 T#
YRV EORBEOFEE LTV, 25°CT 18 RFMRBFTE L/,

GSTRE Y VIR INETF A -7 7u—AE—X 2 MAEEE, +o%kELE
HESH &,

6-4. SefEILRRE

AGSHIMR & < v AL MR %#0.1% NP-40, 20mM N-ethylmaleimide & A 7“PBS Tk
FizT105 MR L, MBS EEEE, kB LPBST3EY X Lz, % L7zRIPA
/3y 7 7— (50mM Hepes. pH8.0. 150mM NaCl. 1% NP-40, 0.1% sodium deoxycholate.
20mM N-ethylmaleimide. 0.1mM dithiothreitol, protease inhibitor) %% THiRE: %
BExEDHE, BEHRLEEZITo%. 100MEL L, Bon-Zhbks, Ho»ie
PiSox2fiik LA FEA S ¥7= T & (Seize X Protein G Immunoprecipitation Kit, PIERCE#t)
Wz, ZRTE0 DEKEIE., A LEF VIRV RAZ T ey MEICTHREL
7= . '

13



6-5. s aL e

¥ MM % 4% paraformaldehyde %3¢ PBS (ZT=ZIBET 15 HMBEE L. 0.2%
TritonX-100 % &te PBS # N TKET 5 43 [40EE U | AR & %% F@tE iz L7z, PBS
T3EY ALtk HBROYGEE 1 BRRIGE®, 1 REUE [gG 2RI 25580 2
&4k Cy3-conjugated donkey anti-rabbit antibody 3 & U Cy3-conjugated donkey
anti-mouse antibody (Jackson ImmunoResearch #£) % 1 B¢ RS H7=, PBS T3 EY
VA LB A= F A% DABCO AT~ b L,Olympus # 08 HFFEHSE IXT1
TEELL,

RIAIEE GFP RS 7 HIZoWTHR, BEDRICHA-HF A&~y bL, BE
ZiTo7,

66 V7T —ETvEAS

HeLafiiRiz, FGFAD = N Y —EFIZFALE LR —F—7FF 2 I FLSox2, Oct3/4D
RRATTAIFELBC TV AT =7 v a L, A8RMKICHREEIR L2, M=
fPa—n LT, phRL-tk777 2 X F (Promegath) ZFVVz, Vo7 x 77— DEHOH
FEIZiX, Dual-Luciferase Reporter Assay System (Promegatt) % F\ iz,

LR— 4% —F A X FOFGF4-5enh tk-lucid, ERF R4 - BAERFER SRR F—DFfF
P HEAEIL T E W,

6-7. Electrophoresis Mobility Shift Assay (EMSA)

FGF4BIF DT~ P—EFIND Sox2 & Octdl/4 DiEREFI 2 aieA Y T DNA 28 8
L. BRI R 2 S ATYy-32P 757/ v 3 ) VEBRICTIEM LT, E &SRB 737
BE LT, RIBEIZTRE, B LEYarerr v U0 B2AWE, E#LiEAY
IDNA LYar by hF oI HE 4CT 15 RIS EE., RIS EEEHERY 72
YLT I RENMCTEREKE Uiz, IKEIBRD oSNV 2580 ECRIEZER L, ¥k
BENAYVIDNAEA— T VAT T 742 TRIBLT,

6-8. AT THW=HUE
$10ct3/4 (Santa Cruztt) Hifk, HGMP-1 (SUMO-1) #if& (Zymed Laboratoriestt). ¥i

FLAG M5 (SIGMA#L) #Hifk% v iz,
i Sox2 Hiikid, REERER KZEOBRECHEIRICTHE VW,
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7. RERRER

7-1. <7 A Sox2 D KA A G L SUMO 1EERNLD SEAT

<A Sox2 %, BERAETRLIEAVIDNAZT 74 ~v—L LT, v U7X FI MM
TR L7 cDNA A4 77 V%77 L— e LTHEIEL, FLAG # JRBEESLZEAT
pcDNA3 (%77 v —=> 27 LT pcDNA3 FLAG-Sox2 #{Ef L1z, ¥—4 2%, T7 7
54 <= —%HA\iz PCR T#AHT L. NCBI © NM_011443 L &R\ Z & ZRER LT,
BEENDGZ NI HEOT I/ BESIERIT D L. 246-249 FBH D7 X/ BRIZ SUMO &
fioa Y RAEFINFELE (K 2),

43 ’ 111 152 178 255 319
HMG box | JTAD1 « | TAD2
247
MGSVVK“*' SEASS

K 2: <=7 R Sox2 D&,

72/ REIWZ, HMG ARy 7 R LTS DNARKE AL 28 L, Figr
HNVRF VIVKRIRICEESTEML F A A 2RO,

246-249 FB 07 I /) BRECFIH. SUMO EMMERNESNIZEE L TW 5,

247 BEEDOY UM SUMO EMiOEMNLEZL., ZOHDETNIX = IZBBRLEERE
Sox2 K247TR # I3 577 2 I K pcDNA3 FLAG-Sox2 K247R, % S} 4 RAYZSRE R 1E
% (site-directed mutagenesis) (ZCERK L7z, DNA Bl5%, B O PCR (2 THAHT L7z,
FRENE, BRHDHWNESUMO-1 2HH 725772 F, SUMO E#fi0 E2BERZTH S
Ubc9 & & HiZ HeLa Ml TR SE, MIRBHRE R 727 ULT I RERKEIO LY
TRET7ay MECTERLE (K 3),
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FLAG-Sox2 WT

+ + - - - + + - - -
FLAG-Sox2K247TR - = = = + + + = = = + + +
HA-SUMO-1 - - 4+ + =+ + = 4+ -+ +
HA-Ubc9 ---+--+--+"+(kna)
L =100
SUMOylated - 80
ylate - ~ 60
b J 0 T )
Sox2 - 50
Sox2 —» --—m—w—-‘ - 40

1 2 3 45 6 7 8 910 11 12 13
WB: anti-FLAG anti-SUMO-1

3 : HeLa Mg IBRIFEERITEIT 5 Sox2 » SUMO &4,
RULETTAI K% Hela MIEATRRFEAIE, MEBREL V= AZ 7oy MET
fiZtt. PLFLAG #ifE (L—2 1—-7) LHISUMO-1 4k (L—2 8—13) THH L7,

$1FLAG Hifa T4 & pcDNA3 FLAG-Sox2 # R I L — o TR T e s
by (kDa) DEMLICANY FBBREESNE (L—2),

&bz, SUMO-1 ##£HEH LiL—r 3 Tk, b—r 2 TEREIND AV FITZTH
56kDa DEMLIZ/ANY RBRBE I, 5l SUMO-1 HifA TRI LY A%t Li-1L— 9
WHRILB IV FRBEINDSZ Enb, 2030 KT SUMO-1 A FLAG-Sox2 (3t
FREALELDIZLBEEEZONTE, E5IZSUMO-1ZMA T Ube9 ZERBEIE-L—
YABIVL—r 10 TIE, ZOEMLO/ FHREHR LK,

&Iz, pcDNA3 FLAG-Sox2 K247R # AfRICHEHASE 1L — 5 TH, L—r 2 LFRILE
A FRBEINTE,

LAL, SUMO-1 #HEHE R/ L—2r 6 R SUMO-1 12/ %2 T Ube9 ZHEFEH I 1L—
VTTHL, Ly 3% 4 CRESKEASY FIZBED bhanrotk,

TRODFER LY., Sox2 iTHMENT SUMO IZX3EMEZITH B L L. FOEMIZIT
UTEBDOV PURUATHDIZ L, Thbb 247TEB DY V)i SUMO BB TH
BT EMRENTE,
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7-2. KIBENTO Sox2 » SUMO {&4f

wiz, Sox2 » SUMO E#iMARKBENTHEIRFENE O hERET2280, KIBERAD
75 A KXY Z—pGEX 4T-Sox2 #Efk L., HMH A\ MESUMO Effif77 A I K
pT-E1E2S1 (Uchimura et al,, 2004) & & HIZKIBEMICEA LT,

Notl-linker + Hindlll

T7 promoter

SUMO-1
(or SUMO-2)

Bglll
pT-E1E281/S2

C
N/

CmR p15A ori
4 : KIBBH SUMO B0 pD 7523 pT-EIE2S1 DL,
SUMO {&ffifgéEZ # R+ 5 E1-E2 cassette & SUMO-1 #RB+52=v 3 HF L., &E
BURIEODRBETSTAIFEEBICKBEICEAT S Z &L THEORVSUMO Ei%R %
H{E gL & 5 (Uchimura et al., 2004),

KIGE &g L, IPTG I THEAEZFE L L TRIGE 2RI, WR:L~E,
R 2 TNV EF A E—XZTHERBL, v X&Z o7 ay METHEITLE (K 5),

GST-Sox2 WT + + + +
SUMOylation - + - +
(E.coli) « -160
: - 120 (kDa)
. =100
SUMOylated Sox2 () | - 80
Sox2—» « )= [ . 60

WB: anti-Sox2 anti-SUMO-1

K 5 KIBEN SUMO E4fis X7 LI L 5 Sox2 @ SUMO &4,
GST-Sox2 #H|EXEBE TSR K&, B (L—r1, 3) BXSUMO Ef#fi7ro A3
REEHIZT (L—r 20 4) KIBEIZEA, BEEFBEL, B L OB 2EF LI,
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P Sox2 HiiA TR T % &, pGEX 4T-Sox2 # B CEA L= b DTl # 65kDa DOIAT
Y FRE8gankE (L—r1),

X5z, SUMO i7" 7 A RELBIZEALELL— 2T, Lb—r 1 THEINAAN
¥ RIZMxTH 83kDa DEBALAe Iy RBPBEI N, Hl SUMO-1 ¥ TR Y7
NEFT L —4ICbRUE I FBRBEEIND Z b, 2 DR FiZSUMO-1
25 GST-Sox2 IZHFRA LI b DL B EEZ BT,

INOLOREREID, Sox2 IIRFENTSUMO ([ L2 EMiEZIT 532 LARENE,

7-3. = v AMEAHREE L OVAGS MEANOMNEMYE Sox2 @ SUMO &k EE

BRIFEE A L OKBEAN TO Sox2 © SUMO EM SRR SN, KIChIUbIIZA
F: Sox2 © SUMO EARIER #3252 & & L1,

Sox2 ZBEDHERETREALTVAMAEE LT, v AOEMEEKY b | E B
AGS AW,

IS DM R RIEE L, MISBENEO LTS % . i Sox2 AR LUy hr—L o v
¥ 1gG A BE S —In T LA THE L, ,

55 LD Sox2 Hifk & # SUMO-1 Hilkk VT YT R ¥ 7 0y MEC CHEN
L (K6).

P IP

anti- anti-
input gox2 C input gox2 C
—_— B - (kDa)

SUMOylated e o 70
Sox2 I:: 50
' -0

‘ 30
1 2 3 4 5 6
WB: anti-Sox2 anti-SUMO-1

j
Sox2 —» i
|

X 6: b bEEMKRE AGS NONRKM: Sox2 © SUMO EffitkiE,

AGS RO WREME Sox2 Z BRI TR L. 1 Sox2 FiiFEs L UOHL SUMO-1 #ifk T
BT, 10%A 27y b, FT Sox2 HFUKIZ L BB, 2> bu— 1gG 2 &k A hBmic
DUWNTHEAT LT,

Pl Sox2 HiETHRHT A &L, A7y b (L= 1) B Sox2 Hilkic L Bikkd (L
—> 2) Ti, K 35kDa DEMLICIRV Y FRBBE IR, a3 he—1IgG it X 5
Bl (L—23) TRV FRBEIN o1,

L— 2 Tl 35124 50kDa, 70kDa DELIZIFNY RABRHE Sz,
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WIZE LY P50 SUMO-1 FUETRIE L& 2 A, HT Sox2 HUEic L ikt o L —
VBT, b 2 THEINDH 50kDa, 70kDa OIAZIZFERRICTHT AL RRBE I K
oo A ba—nN1gGIl L BEBY (L—26) TIRZOAY RIFBERIN ) 5T,
INLOFERMS, AGS AT 35kDa DREM: Sox2 12Nz T, SUMO &#54 %
iF7-#) 50kDa. 70kDa O EIGFET D Z & B¥manlz,

< U AR W TRROERZ T o2& 2 A, £ 35kDa OWNEM: Sox2 Dy R
Iz T, TLFFVOK 50kDa D3 RBREEI N,

INHOFER LV AGS #ilgd X U~ v ARSI O NE M Sox2 O—#iE SUMO i< &
HEMEZTTVWDZ LBRREINT,

7-4. <=7 Qct3ld O KA A L #EE L SUMO SRS DRENT

<D A Oct3ld %, EBRFETTRLEAY IDNA 2754 <—¢ LT, =72 F9 Ml
LML= cDNA A 75 VT 7FL— e LTHIIE L. FLAG ¥ VREB&IRA S AT
pcDNA3 (2% 7 7 a—=2 % LT pcDNA3 FLAG-Oct3/4 1K L=, > —4 v 2%, T7
75 A ~—%M\ 7z PCR TH##HT L. NCBI © NM_013633 & MR\ = & 2 FfE LTz,
RRESNBL A7 EOT I BESIZRMTH L, 11T120 BB 07 I /B SUMO &
fioa Y RAEFINFEELE (® 7).,

117 130 205 223 283 286 377
TAD1 ©| poun POU-s TAD2

118
PNAVK" ™ LEKVE

X 7:-<7 A Oct3/l4 DIEE,

FRITLIZ, POU RAL LI DNARA RAASL 2B L, T3 K
TR F NV KRIICEEERML KA A 2R/,

117-120 BB O 7 X 7 BEFIH,. SUMO EHERESIICEE L TW3,

118 HHD YU Y SUMO EfiDENEE X, ZOWMYET A= VICBRLEERE
Oct3/4 K118R #%El 9577 X I FpcDNA3 FLAG-Oct3/4 K118R * #{{i i BRIZERE R
YERLIE (site-directed mutagenesis) (& TERL L7z, DNA E%l%. B PCR (& THAT L
7o

FRENE, BH D WE SUMO-1 #E#E 72577 23 K, SUMO E#in E2 B Th 5
Ubc9 & & b HeLa i@ TR S, MRBHEEKEZ RV 77 ULT I REZKEIO LY
TR 7y MEZTETLE (K 8),
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FLAG-Oct3/4 WT -+ + 4+ - = = 4+ 4+ 4+ = = =
FLAG-Oct3/4K118R - - - - + + + - = = 4+ + +
HA-SUMO-1 - =+ 4+ = 4+ 4+ - + + - + +

HA-Ubc9 - - -4+ - - <+ - - 4+ - - 4 (kDa)

=R =B -10

SUMOyIatedD o Sl - 80

il e -F’

Oct3/4 © - 60

- 50

- 40

1 2 3 456 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
WB: anti-FLAG anti-SUMO-1

K 8: HeLa MilrRRIFEIRRITBIT S Octdl4 ® SUMO Effi,
FLE7 52 K% Hela RN TARIFBHE IS, MRBHEEEZ VT AZ 7oy MNET
fiZtt, FLFLAG Hifk (L—2 1—7) &HISUMO-1 5L (L—2 8—13) TRHE LT,

1 FLAG FiiETHIET 5 &, pcDNA3 FLAG-Oct3/4 233 X &7 L — 1 T3 45kDa @
EALIZ N FRBES N (L—r 2), |

E b6z, SUMO-1 ##&EHBE L= —r 3 TiX, U—r 2 TEEINHINAY FIZMLTH
70kDa DEMLIZ/ANY RBBE I, Hi SUMO-1 A TR U o A2 fF LizL—2 9
WHRILESIWIAY RRBEINDZ b, 203 FiX SUMO-1 48 FLAG-Sox2 (23t
BRESLEbDICLZEEZ LN, &5I2SUMO-1 (212 T Ubc9 #IFEAE 1L —
YABIVTL—r 10 T, ZOEMLONY FAHEET 5 & & HICH 90kDa DEMLIZ HHT
DNy RIRBEINT,

&Iz, pcDNA3 FLAG-Sox2 K247R # F#RICRBE I L —r 5 Th, L—r2EFALE
WAV FRBEINTE,

L2 L, SUMO-1 ##REBE XL —r 6 °SUMO-1 {22 T Ube9 # HHER I L —
T TR, b=y 3RA TRESNTEAY FIZBD b2 h o7,

INLOFER LY, Octd/d TMAEANT SUMO (L A&/ 552 L L. FOEMIC
F118FBED Y VVRMATHDHZ L. TRLH 118FH D Y ¥ 0p SUMO E#fiDERT
HBZ LRI,
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7-5. RIBEWNTO Octd/d » SUMO &4

Wiz, Sox2 & FEEDFR % AWVT, Octd/4 ® SUMO EfiNAKIBEN TH FEITEENE 5 H»
PRI LI,

KBERD 77 A F_7 #—pGEX 4T-Oct3/4 #{ERL L. BEMbH 5\ pT-E1E2S1 &
EHICKRBENICEALE (K 9),

GST-Oct3/4 WT + + + +

SUMOylation - + -+
(E.coli | -120 (kDa)
SUMOylated Oct3/4 — o ( =100
- 80
Oct3/4 —> ump - 70
- 60

WB: anti-Oct3/4 anti-SUMO-1

B 9 : KIFEWN SUMO &ffis 2 7 A2 X % Octd/4 » SUMO &4,
GST-Oct3/4 #RHEEHTTAI M, Bl (L—r 1, 3) LT SUMO i~ T 2 2
FE&EHiZ (b= 2, 4) RIBEICEA, BHEFEL, BRI LZ VIR L,

1 Oct3/4 FiiETRHT 2 &, pGEX AT-Oct3/4 % B CEA L7~ b D Ti. % 70kDa OE]
PLZAY FBRBESNE (L—2 1),

X5z, SUMOBHi7T7 A FEEBICEALZL—Y 2 TiE, Lb—r 1 THEIShBA
¥ RIZINZTH 95kDa DELAR Koy RBRBEIN, 1 SUMO-1 filkTRIU Y7
NERHT LI L — 4B URSIEAY FRBEIND Z b, 20 FiZSUMO-1
28 GST-Oct3/4 IZHEFHEE LI bDIL LD B L bz,

INODORERELY. Oct3/4 X RIBENT SUMO IC L BE/MEZT 5 52 L RENTE,
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7-6. WIEM Sox2 I L T Oct3/4 DOFNRFE

SUMO Effiiz & » THRANBENEILT A Z o7 BRbNATWS (Ross et al., 2002)
7= Sox2 =2 Oct3/4 73 SUMO EfIZ K - TEFORTEICHEZZIT 508 5 MAET LT,
12U I, NEME Sox2. Oct3/d 3B LU TWAHMBICE LT, S5k sd AW -CHan
REEZBRIMLE (X 10),

AZ521

ES AGS

X 10 : = 7 AFRMEEs, AGS. AZ521 BIEMIRIZISIT 5 Sox2, Oct3/4 D RTE,
FNFNDOMIIZ DV THE Sox2 Hiids, #1 Octd/4 Hilk s B\ iz Gkt s 1T o7,
Ko AL, 10um,

Sox2

Oct3/4

< 7 A MR TIE. Sox2, Octd/4 WINHHEBE L TH Y, HERENOB/MEZR:
ERASIC OB . EERLIRICEE L TV, MIEIZIIE D otz

AGS. AZ521 l2BWTiE, Sox2 IXIZIEREDREEZ R LIz, L2 L Oct3/4 ORKIRITRD
ot

7-7. SUMO &8 Sox2. Oct3/4 DN RBE~DEE
Wiz, Sox2. Oct3/4 @ SUMO 1E4i75. MIRNBEIZERETAINERETH-H,. GFP f#t

GEUNRIBERRBRTHTTAI FE HeLa MIIRIZEA L, 48 BB ICEE LRI EE
TSI THEL2TTo= (B 11),



+SUMO1
+Ubc9

+SUMO1

10um

X 11 : SUMO &z & % Sox2, Oct3/4 O RTE~DEE,

HeLa #lf2IZ GFP %68 LI TN ENORBE T 7 A I FEEA L MRNFEEZRI LT,
HMCEATSEEHIC, IO ETRLEL S IZSUMO-1, Ubcd DREITT A I K L33
BH&&, SUMO Effina et Lz,

Sox2 K247R

Oct3/4 WT

Oct3/4 K118R

B CRRIES L, GFP-Sox2. GFP-Oct3/4 3V i, MR N OB /IME % R\ - B
TN, ERLRICBEL, MREICIEERDR» o7, ThIZFREFRORREMZ
N7 EDOREERHET, GFP MEIC X 3 REEIT2VWEEZ BN,

wiZ, SUMO-1 3 LT SUMO &#fi E2 B3R Ucb9 #KUIR L7 Z & < HFE L, Sox2,
Oct3/4 DEFARL L SUMO Effi S WEEKOB TOREDCHEBEE BRI L2, WTFho
BACHLEMRTRELERA L IZIERAFEOREERRLE,

D EDB, Sox2, Octd/d @ SUMO Effiid, TN ENOMBENBEICIIHE L&
Zz o,
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7-8. Sox2 DEEBIEMIZIST 5 SUMO EffiDRE

BERTOFIZIE, SUMO Bl L > TREEESHE SN 2584560 T35 (Gill,
2003), Sox2 DERBIEMEIZISIT 5 SUMO EMiOEELREITHD VT =25 —FT v
A BT,

Sox2 & Oct3/4 IZ & > THIEHZ31T 5 FGF4 BoFD = Ny —fE A LA LT LR
—Z—=7Z2IF (K 12) AT, EREZITo7%, Octd/d H SUMO Effix =275 =
EMHEER T-4. THEA L7, Sox2 @ SUMO EfinfBICERE Y THD, TORTIX
Oct3/4 K118R ZfEH L7, AT Oct3/4 & Octd/4 K118R DRIZIZ., B SN REEEN
DEITRDRN-T,

Sox2 Oct3/4
binding binding

[ I |« U+ I I ——
Fgf4 enhancer Hsy [luciferase gene
tk promotor

X 12: vy 727 —ET7 v EAICAWEVR-F—TF I Ro#E

N7 2T —E&EFOLEFKIZ, Helpes Simplex Virus DF I Vo FF—F ot —g—
&, FGF4BEBEF DTN —EFIE#EE LI b 0% AW (Niwa et al.,, 2000),

F9. B4R Sox2 L Sox2 K247R %, BH#E %724 5 Hela MIAICEA LT,

WL, Oct3/4 K118R L HFAL T, BEEEMIL L, MEOFEMEOMIC, BB/ 1T
ool (K 13, ED 23V —X),

relative luciferase activity
= N W A~ O
*

L
Oct3/4 - + + + + + + + + + + + +
K118R
Sox2 R — | - el S|

WT K247R Sox2-SUMO1

B 18 M 7=25—FF vk DEE 1)
BF AR Sox2 & Sox2 K247R. & LIZHNAF LKEIZ SUMO-1 358 LI-ERES |
2T 427000 HeLa MRICEA LTz, Oct3/4KI118R &, & HITHW-,
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&z, SUMO Effin B 5 R4 570, B 13 DRICIMAZ T SUMO-1. Ubc9 OHRE S
SAI FZERB L, FIBEOERLYIT-- (B 14),

L

Oct3/4 -
K118R
| - -
WT K247R
J

relative luciferase activity
= N W b~ O

+ + +

Sox2 -

+SUMO1 +Ubc9
14: Vo727 —ET A DR (2)
K 13 ®F&IZ, SUMO-1 33X SUMO &6 E2 858 ™ Ubc9 % & LI A L. HeLa #HiBS
T SUMO EfinsiE = 0 LTV RIBE TIREEM 2R L,

Z OREETIE BFAER Sox2 12 < BT Sox2 K247R D13 5 NIEEEHAEVVERZ R 1,
DI Lhb, SUMO EHii Sox2 DIRETEMHICADKEEY 5 X SRR TRR I,

7-1.. 7-4 TR L= &Y, HeLa #IfAIZ SUMO-1, Ubc9 ##FEHR L1-HEESTH., SUMO
EfMi %321} 5 Sox2, Oct3/4 DEEIZEDHEIGIIRE <3<, KEDITREMHORIET
FELTWE,

SUMO #8112 & 5 Sox2 DEREEM~DEEY E LICHLNIZT 5728, Sox2 DA LRF
TAEIZ SUMO-1 ##& LI2ER4E (Sox2-SUMO1) #ERL. K 13 ORICFERIC
HBALE (K 13, HEOVIY—X),

Sox2-SUMO1 %, BF4R Sox2 3 & U Sox2 K247R (25T, ABICEWGEEFEMEZRL
72 (RFz2—F o b ¢tBRE. £<0.05)

ZhLDERN S, SUMO OfEE 1T Sox2 DEEEFEM 2 RIS HIET 5 g ma i,
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7-9. Sox2 ® DNA &M x5 % SUMO Effi DR (EMSA EERR D)

EBERFORIZIL, SUMO BHEESTAZ LIZL->TED DNA HEMREILTH LD H
% (Anckar et al., 2006),

Sox2 DEEETEMD SUMO E86iC & » TAICHIE Sh 28 24 57212, EMSA i
T DNA #EAMOE L 2RI LTz,

7u—7L L THWAAYIDNARKIRI NV T2 57— T vELADVR—FZ—FZAI K
L RERRIC, FGF4 D= ¥ —EF% 33 ER, HALE (K 15),

Sox2 binding Oct3/4 binding

probe: Fgf4 WT 5 - AAAACTCTTTGTTTGGATGCTAATGGGATA 3
TTTTGAGAAACAAACCTACGATTACCCTAT - &

©
1

Fgf4 Sox2Mut &’

AAAACTGGGTGTTTGGATGCTAATGGGATA - 3
TTTTGACCCACAAACCTACGATTACCCTAT 5

mutation
15 : EMSA iz /= DNA Yu—7
N T2F5—FTvEADUVR—F—TFFAI FRER. FGF4 D N Y —EF| 2 ER L
77

©
1

Sox2 @ DNA B4 RG22 %S ZFEAT 5728, Sox2 BB EREZES bObLay b
o—/)L& LCELA L (Fgf4 Sox2Mut),

ToEAIZHAWEZ U R7BEICE, RBECRBEIELY a vy M URIBi R
L TRV, RIEMD Sox2 (Unmodified(U)) . K247 OALEIZ SUMO 1E4f 7z Sox2
(Modified(U)). & LIZHNRFIAKREZ SUMO-1 #fEA LTz Sox2 (Fused() %.

FEALE (K 16),

247
43 111 152 178 K255 319
GST | HMG box__| [TAD1| O | T1AD2 | Unmodified Sox2 (U)
-‘I_Im
GST [HMGbox | [TAD1] O | TAD2 Modified Sox2 (M)
GST [ MG box | [TADI[ O | TAD2 }{sumMo1] Fused Sox2-SUMO1 (F)

X 16 : EMSA AWV areFr hZ U0
RIEHFD Sox2. KIGEW T SUMO B8 L7= Sox2 (ML T, Vo7 =25—FFvEeAD
B ERE L=, SUMO-1 2 A RFIAKMICHES LEERELER LR,
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7-10. Sox2 & DNA OfsEEM:

FLHIZ U, M\ F 3D Sox2 %, BFARID DNA Fa—7 LSS, £0 DNA #&
AMEmILE (® 17,

Sox2 —

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Sox2 - ekl e
U M F

probe : Fgf4 WT

X 17 : Sox2 ZHMTDNA Yu—7 LSS EEE,

U. M. F 3%8® Sox2 %, THENBEEXZTDNA /r—7 (FAR) LRESEk
%, FEMET 7 IUNTIRFNVTKEIL, A= T PF T T 74 THRE L,
ZURIBEREALEDNA a—73, ELTWwinre—7 (L—21) 1THTEHK
BB, BUVMIBIL Y FREL B,

Yarvedrr hFZryR"78D3 L, U M #Mxkr—rTi, REITELES &Y
KPR shiz,

MxBENTEERERLTE, NURIHERLE, MIZU XY BN RERLE,
F#MzTh, HLNRNAY RiZgHBE S i2dot,

ZDZE XY, RIEHD Sox2 17 m—7 DNA IR I FEET 5., SUMO B EE L
Sox2 DFEEMHITET T35 LE 2 b,
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7-11.

Sox2 % Oct3/4 & IHLIZF -4 D DNA &S

Wiz, Octd/4 2 FFHIRIG S EBEIZ OV TRM LE (K 18),

Oct3/4
+Sox2 —»

Oct3/4 —

10 11 12

1 W
A

5

1 2
-+

Oct3/4
Sox2 - - UMF

c +o

7 89 10
+ + + + +
MFUMF -

probe : Fgf4 WT Fgf4 Sox2Mut

X 18 :Sox2 % Oct3/4 & & HITFUS S/ 4ER,
U. M. F 3FHE®D Sox2 #. Oct3/4 & & bICE &% ICikE)., B L7,

BFAROTa—7 1M, Sox2 BATNICHEABRZETIERE o —T HEH L,

FIERG Sox2 (U) # Octd/4 & & bICHAR  u—T LIS EE B L. Sox2 DFES Lz
YR (K A 22T, Octdld DFERIZEL D30 K (ZAHD), & 512 Sox2. Oct3/4,
DNA @ 3 FEAMEIT LB F (MAH) Miriahi (L—r 6, L—1 2.3 L LK),
ERAFo—TE2HANDE, ZRHD5H Octd4 2L BN FORNBERY , o 2 RITTH
KLk, Z0Z & LD, Sox2 ® DNA #EAITEFIBREMTHD Z L L. ZRZNEENITH

WTWBZ EnREh,

SUMO 1&ffi Sox2 (M) 22\ TiE, T-10.0FER LA, U S L THWY FEgi

L, (L—>r 7. MAEHD

SUMO #E&ERE Sox2 (F) (oW TiE, @< BREROEMNoT-, (L—r 8)

TNHDOFERIS,. SUMO 258 LT Sox2 1%, Oct3/d DFEET TH DNA ~DFEA MM

KT 5z &nREni,
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8. BE

AFFR T, HIRNB I VKRIBENICIVT, Sox2 23 247 FHD Y P> ¢ SUMO Effi X
hazZ iRl

EMSA OFEEBHM S, Octd/d DFETIZHWTEH, SUMO 23454 L7 Sox2 iX DNA &4
WEEE Lz, T72bb, SUMO Eiilx Sox2 @ DNA #EAM%#HET 5 Z LR L M/
27,

—HREC, BEETF O SUMO Effild, £0EFEFEHIZW ohoEr 525,

1) SUMO Effitlc L > TH v R BOWMERBEL B,
(# : #IDNA 7Y 25—+ ; TDG, Baba et al., 2005)

2) SUMO B#AT A Ltk » T, #U A0 BICH LW FHEAENEL S,
(# : Elk-1 3 SUMO &ffigh, e X b7 EFVLBEEFE (HDAC) 2 %
MEUEE D Z & TERENMEI SN S, Yang et al.,, 2004)

3) SUMO &8T5 LiZk» T, DNA L 0EEaH2lET 5,
(# : heat shock factor (HSF) 2 Anckar et al., 2006. TDG 72 ¥)

IhbDenT, HSF2iX, BE O DNABAIMLIE O bDIZ SUMO E#i% %t 5
Z LT, ZODNARAHEKRD, ZDHFA.. DNA L HSF2 O#EE4MNB SUMO ¥z &k »
THEMCEBICEEINRL TS LEXLNS,

—7%. AEO Sox2 2BV Tix, SUMO BRI 5Dk DNA #AEMID HMG KA A
YONATHBITHLINL LT, DNABENREEsh TV A,

ZDZ Ehb, SUMO DAL, Sox2 I orDHEEELEEZ 32 LIk ->TDNA
EAMNEbIh D LHERENS, TDG 72 KiICoWTIX T TICEOREEE(LIZEI L TS
ERAABEEN TS, Sox2 IZ2WTH, FREROMTARFNDN, EOHAEIZ DNA
R Qctdl4 & D 3 EBHESEIER & OBEBIZOVWTHLEBRLETHE LEIONB,

& HEERF AT TIZ DNA (ZHA LT\ T, SUMO Efin#i-icie&h 3 Z &L TDNA
PORRET D LW EREEZ A, FO SUMO EMiOEFALA DNAKES KA 2D
LOWRHBEY L, AED Sox2 D & I ICENLUANDERFITH - 721F 5 B3, EMBEREOKE
REDODEATERTRR2VNEEZLNS,

A[E], Sox2 ® SUMO &l f5-7 5 E3 BEFRIC W TN Ligh o 7288, H A EMB
%25 SUMO Effiz £ 2 ABIC, ZOHEBBIEELEX L5,

E3 B#EH L 5\ o 725812 Sox2 OERAEMLIC Y 74— k&, SUMO Effiz i+ 2
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Dmit. SHOMENLETH S,

hDBEENDERE KT OF L Rk, Sox2 @ 5 HD I —EkA SUMO EffRiBiIzH - 7=,
HIBEAN D Sox2 D H %, DNA ICEBEE L TVWADIXILK —#T, 20 b0 S BIT—E
DHH SUMO EffiEhTW\WBH LEX L3, '

Sox2 A3 FHROBEF 2 TEHE L TV BEEICIE SUMO &4 %32 79I DNAKA L TWT,
177 & M DBEHE T Sox2 BATEML ENBEEIC, 9 SUMO &4l & > T DNA &AM
FTL. TR#GEFOHEESMLEMTSLELOND,

BEEnDEEERF O PIiX, SUMO Efi%# 5%t 5 Z & TRl OEERF - 58K T
U IN— T aHLMLNTVWA, Sox2 OHIEN TOREBEOMME TIZ, DNA TS
ICZ DX REEIEHNTWDRER L H D,

Sox2 iZ. Oct3/4, Nanog 72 & & [k, MEHSRMROZS{EMOEEHIERFTH S,

Sox2 #a— K¥ 2% SOX2BIETFDLEIICH, Sox2 -« Oct3/4 DHERBESINFETHZ &
& b . Sox2 ® SUMO E#iic & 5 RiEMEAbIL, 51 &8V T Sox2 BHORBETIC L 2 EH
mEEBERITZELBLLND,

Oct3/4 %2 Nanog b Sox2:0ct3/4 I\ L AR BHIHAZ T T\ B Z &b, Sox2 ® SUMO
ICEARBEHAB NS EERFORBURT 25| SR TR HEMRH 5,

LB ORI, RERHIBRRIZ DX Sox2, Oct3/4. Nanog DFEIRKII LI HE
Bah, AIOMRITRBABECTIENBEIIMMEL T Z EBMb TS, Sox2
? SUMO iz e = THMEII R TH 20, HBERDO P TH 2 HBEHBFEET D BT O
B3, Sox2 @ SUMO EfikMEELEL L. ZD &S RO F AT 21T o TV 5 AHE
HRH 5,

AEOERRLBEDOHEN D, Sox2 D SUMO Effiic & 2 =EHHEHOTT VK%
‘/ELE (B 19),
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A k | ©ct3/4

P

Oct downstream
binding binding gene
site ‘ site
B 7~ trimeric
~  complex
fgrmation
' l activated
C Sox2 SUMOylation
‘ |

silenced

released \,,
from DNA\ %&7)
19 Sox2 ™ SUMO #ifkc & 5 IR F Miie 7/v

(A)  Sox2 & FD,3— b —d Oct3/4 3. THBEFOMIESINICH 58 LI-EE
YA M, ENENDO HMG FAA >, POU FAA U TRET 5,

(B)  Sox2 & Oct3/4 & DFEEN., ENEND DNAFESELEM L. 3 FEEB LT
L CEEOEMLITE <,

(C) Sé);é?:ﬁ SUMO Effigihd &, ZOHDFEENEL., R L LTDNABEMEN
¥ 5,
Sox2 @ SUMO {E#fix. Oct3/4 ® DNA EEMIC L ST AAREMELRH 5,
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9. #EEE

Sox2 ®» SUMO /&#fild. DNA f&aHDOBEEFEZN L TEDIREFRELAICHB L TWa 2
EBRTRBRENT,

B[R T D DNA FEEHE & HEEHEIz SUMO EMis BEA RS % BT ietkrd R &
ni,
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