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/77 2 DNA OIEMe7a B H 2 L8 & 3 28 RIFHOMA & | ERBEEE O Fn
Tat ATHDHiEs - ORBEEIL, EMITEREICRT S LEKETH
5o BEAMICBNT, 2RHDOMIIN T vt A2/ a— Ul FE T 5 2 R
JEBEAERE LT, ab— BN MbTWD, b — o 0E, Gk R
PEEICKERNT L LT, MlRSZUCET D7 ) AOIEfM kA 2 B4 5 —
T, BInFREHIENCEE D 5 OFEMgRE L LTT ) AmkEERRNER
Eh-oobh 5, Filz, 2 — 2 Xk D DNA V—7#H UIEMEIL. @ALICIFE
THTRE—H RN NS B FREOHET L A NE &
ST I EE 5 DNA V— T HREEEROIREIC 2 0G5 B2 b T
Woh, Zhbab—I O FREOHIEICIX, 2t — 2T 5 4 20
T2y RRETHUATHDIZ ENRINTWVDEDN, LS T AT =X A
WA BT > TZeny, & 2 TABFIETIX, =& — -DNA [HHH A/ HIZ R
oY 7=y h& LT, Smcl/3~y K RNAA L DNA fEGHEZFFD STAG,
Z LT, BERofEZENICEbS 7=y h& LT Scel (& H L7=f#hr
BiToT, HH3ETIE, ab— 02X % DNA L— 7 LiEH 2 & 82 fF
a2 —nTBIEREM L, ~y RRAAL VOBHNREEICL 23—
> OIBFIIRLZEDS, DNANLV—T R EET L EERALNI LT, 2,
FMENIZENTYH, 2 — T OREIRLENNSEI D G HI~DBATIZK
ez b7-b9 2 E LM LT, 64 ZETlE, THEMA L 2 FEO STAG
X717 T STAGL, STAG2 IZEH L, —4 1 L-ULOfEir 6, STAGL-=
E—T VN STAG-2 2 — 3 LV EEMIZDNA EAHEMEHA L, LV @i
TDNA V=T %2R T DI EEHALMNI LI, 51T, 26D STAGL IZFF
H D DNA #EEEHTH D AT-hook EF— 7 ITHEIFELTEY . fMEANICB T
I%. AT-hook |FhTBR LA REEE ICHZHATRW— T, 7 u~F UiEELEN
T DERIEEDOIRICEE TH DL Z ENmRENT, B 5 FTIL, Sccl DOFF
2 IDR FIRDOE SN, BEKREERDO XA F I v 7 IeiEEEICEETH L Z &
ZH BT Ui, AFZEOFRERENS, 28— 2 -DNA Mt AR OLENE & E
ARENBROBEE N2 =V U IEEICEETHY, 2t — DY
D ATP MK REME &7 2= N OMWEE O HE D 624 5 A3 T Hi|# & 4
HZ LT, ARHIZBIT a2 —v U OKRRICEHES L TWD Z ERH LT

>7,



EB1E Fia
1.1 =Zb—I Ok & Mhe
1.1.1 zZb—I Dk

2 & —3 1% SMC (Structural Maintenance of Chromosome) & Ji3ivd & 2 /3
VEEAER T 7RV —D—FETHY, SMC ¥ > 737 'F Smel, Sme3 3 X ¥ non-
SMC 7 ==v |k Sccl. STAG D 4 >DOY 7=y MZLVRERINDY 7
W2 R EEAEIRTH D (Fig.1-1) (Gruber et al., 2003; Haering et al., 2002),
Smcl B L Sme3 1E. KRugfEI N LA ERIRDE VO R AL Ny KRR AL
UM 50 nm EDOWELTaA )L Raf Uil Lo Tonnn-fEzHH, mEix
BV RAAL U EN LT ER(ET D, 240 RaA VTEEEAN TS g
BAF v 7GR LD, PRO elbow &MEENAMEEA RS E L Chd
52 ENRTE N BEMEE A W8S X W R & TV D (Fig.1-1) (Bauer et al.,
2021; Biirmann & Lowe, 2023), ~~> K KA A > X ABC B! ATP f5& & v b &b
L7 ATPase {GME% &5, ATP OFEG - MKRGRIZE D lHE D~y KR AL P
EEEET D Z LN B TWD (Fig.1-1 (i) (Haering et al., 2004),

Sccl IF Kleisin & FEIZILD SMC ¥ > X7 BEEGRICHGE L7 =2=> FD
OEDTHY . N Kb, CRIFDEIR B A A U BFEH Sme3, Smel & HAAE
L. 100 nm BOF K72 KIRAEMEREEL (IDR) 2 L CiliEE2 2Rz T v
TSGR D (Fig.1-1 (ii)) (Gligoris ef al., 2014; Haering et al., 2004), X 5
IZ. HAWKs EMEEN D7 2= hThD STAG # > /X7 E ) Sccl @ IDR |Z
EWETHZETae—v  UEKREKT S (Haraet al., 2014),

STAG % > /37 I MEE LI DO R 2 DD o~V v 7 A IR LD
%% HEAT U B— M X O &S Ch 0, miARmMEEIC IDR & 6>, FHEE)
Moot —2 2BV TIE, STAGL, STAG2, STAG3 @ 3 fE¥HD /T 1 7 )3 F
FEL, MAEIZRWVTIE STAGL § L< 1T STAG2 %, AFHIIIZ 3\ Tk
Sy ST STAG3 Bl L T\ 5 (Losada et al., 2000; Pezzi et al., 2000; Sumara
et al., 2000), Z A5 IFFAPHMAIIZ Scel EFEATH L TRAL XA T Dot
— VB ERERE L T D (Fig.1-1 (iii))s
HAWKs 7=+ FX STAG Z > /%7 BED L Hlab—i v LEEa L
TWAHLDET TR, 28—V U DDNA E~Or—F ¢ 7372 NIPBL,
7 a~F v ETOREGRESMHEEZM < PdsSab & o 7O HiIfEIR 1 4 4
LBNTHY, —WIZae—Y U UEEREREET D2 & TEOEEDFHHT I MH)
< (Fig.1-1 (iv)) (Kikuchi et al., 2016; Lee et al., 2016),
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1. 1.2 DNA &R (S ) ~ A7/ 020 (M ) 1261 5 =2 b — v OFkhE

b — T UTMIEEZE L CTFEEL TR Y, DNA 238 &35 2470
N7 ot R CHETLHZEnNMmoNTND, T T SHMALMBlickBITSaE
— DT ) =TIVIREERED | TR G e RS Td D, iRt R I
I%. S #1D DNA U - THESL S, HB SN2 2 KO k2 M E T
D/ E LD D T L CIEfE/R Yt R Bl 2 R 9% (Reviewed in Murayama, 2025),
ff ik G 0 A3 IR 25 O BRI, 2% OIRAIIIC 81T 5 DNA DO (b0 Bt
ol Z L, EDOKINE 725 (Peters & Nishiyama, 2012), HIIENIZIBUW T,
Gk IR BEE X, PO/ n~Fr bicue—T 4 v 7 &izab—2 8 S
HD> DNA fE8L & i L CHEB 1@ <RIk &, LI/ DNA hicae—v >
Na—TF 4 7 Z, BEE I < denovo fRFEIZ K-> THENL S NLD E B X HILT
V% (Cameron et al., 2024; Srinivasan et al., 2019, 2020), Hi#& CTlX. &N 5
Gl#iglics e~F v hice—T 4 v 7 aniMFoae — U RER T +—
DB EHEL T2 ADDNAE bR PHNVICHAET S Z LT E#RIEH
72 DNA [l +Z2 27 &1kH 5 (Fig.l-2a (1), %& CIIERM T +— 7@k o
DNA$HICa b = U Rilcicn—7 4 V7 S 2 KAHODNAHAZ Y » 7 NIZ
T 52 & TS A S5 (Fig.1-2a (i), e S V7= Al e (a5 I [ 52
FIEM BT O 2 v — > v oG RE ) b OfifEE, B ToENNT—EIC
Kot ba ATITHIT DEEMEICIE O Ye ki B £ THERF S 415 (Fig. 1-2b)
(Uhlmann et al., 1999),

Perg OHERF IR DANTBI K DA, Sme3 DT B F k&, b —2 @ ERA
¥ Sororin DfEA TH D, FHEENY TIE. Sme3 DIRFEI NV ¥ Fklk
(K105/106) N7 EF /N hT > AT =T —1F Escol2 IZL>TTEF/MbLED
(Hou & Zou, 2005; J. Zhang et al., 2008), Escol/2 D31 % Sme3 D7 & F1kiZ
< 23, Escol 2NHla/E iz U ClEFMICaZe— 027 BT b L, ZD%
EACIZE 5950, Esco2 1THEM LB Lz S WIFrRA72 T v F A bizfh <
(Minamino et al., 2015), Sme3 DT B F /L bid, HFEERNZBWTITFH E AR
DNA LG LTicae —v v 22ENSE 5 —F (Murayama & Uhlmann, 2015),
FHEEI B W CTIEZEALIK T Sororin DFEAIZ HMETH S (Rankin et al.,
2005; Schmitz et al., 2007), Sororin (£ HEAT V v — k& X7 'E Toh 5 PdsS K17
Ficae— U EERICHEAS L, MU PdsS EEAREERT 2 —2 i
BEIN WAPL S HimidT 22 Tab—yroZu~F U fiaraiE+s
(Nishiyama et al., 2010), M HJIZ A% & Sororin % Cdkl, Plkl, AuroraB (2L > T
VUMb S, abe—T i biEEEdT 5 2 LT WAPL 12 X 2 Y RBEER N & O
ab—DORENEZ S (Fig.1-2c) (Dreier et al., 2011; Nishiyama et al., 2010; N.
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Zhang et al., 2011),

—J7, Br hu X7 EZ O3 e —3 2% Shugoshin (Sgol) A3#EA L. WAPL
tab—y OMABEERZEL SHICPRAFTATZ 7 X—EE2 ) 7 L—kL
Sororin DV U b Z[HE T H 2 & THEEZHMEFFT % (Gutiérrez-Caballero et al.,
2012; Ouyang et al.,2016), B> b AT JEAO 3t — 2 FRUNEIZ I D &2 TO
et KR S 3D &L Scel BN T —BIZ Lo THIlr &5 2 & CTHREEE L .
BEEMNMME S5 (Fig.1-2d) (Hauf er al., 2001; Uhlmann et al., 1999, 2000;
Waizenegger et al., 2000; Yu et al., 2025),

DEnXoiz, SEmE MBIk 2 ae —v U 3Ea OLECR KRG
257 DOY)ESBL A RS Dk et R A R - & LT <,

1.2.3 GlH#licBIThabe— DfkRE

3=, MRS RIS T Dk R B R EE O MZHIN - & LTI
T | MR T 2EEHIEIK 7 & L TOMEDLH LN 2oh 5, #I5E
DI L1257 ) ADNAL, A— MR — VORI RO, BENRE
BKHEELZ BT 52 & Ty A7 v A — MVEMORHIRENICINE S NS, TF
DIFFE S Z D5 7 5 DNA DT Y 7272 Z H3HLIZ DNA BRFEOHE/ N £ 537,
BELT v T I ENT SIRTEE LB T 5 2 & T, B FRBLOHIHE
WICHELTWDZ ENRHALNZHRY S2oH 5 (Bonev & Cavalli, 2016), 3C
(Chromosome Conformation Capture) {£IZWuA T DRk —7 = —%H
W ) AmIRIEERT N D TR =R —L ol S AL
OERFFREI= L A > MEEA =TT/ 3 5 2 & TR0 ON/OFF (T
THLTWHZ &, Fio, Hi-CIEIZ K285/ LFEBT O @SKIEEMRT N
ERAEE OEM PR EIEMDOE W A 28—k XA b & BREIEEOKV B =
V= AL NMIDHETEDLZ L, HxD=RICHED 7 27 —PNEEF o
HEFHxt (kbp)~ A AT ¥ %t (Mbp) HAAZ D TAD (Topologically Associating Domain)
ERFIENAREE L L TV D Z & AR S iu7e (Fig.1-3a,b) (Dixon et al., 2012;
Rao et al., 2014; Sexton et al., 2012), TAD N Ti%, DNA D/ — 7 IRAEE &2 FEAE
firE LT, Bk X 912 TAD W OIRGHHEI =L A » Ml ZI#EIE L7217 T
72K, > TAD W5/ Liglk & O BEA/ER 28 W45 2 & T, Ba1r3%iils
ERAM G AZHET 5 & Z 2 T D,

I =T INGT ) AEREEOERICE ST 5 Z & T, IEHIEIK T
ELTHESEDEEZ BN TUWS, ChIP-seq (Chromatin Immuno-Precipitation
Sequencing) (2 & B57 ) LU A Rigak — > OoAifiEtr, B8EL O T Nkff
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2N = b — > v DRI (F 7 v k) LA BE ISR DS
PEIZEY, 22— B TAD BESMZFAEL TWH Z & Noraetal., 2012), =

b — 3 DRI I 5T TAD, BL O DNA L—T7HEENHEERT D2 &
NRENTZZ LD (Raoetal,2017). ZHHY ) A=IRTTHED 2 b — 3 Mk
FRINCIERR SN D Z E RSN/ Y 525 5 (Fig.1-3b),

DNA V—7HEEOIERICE LT, 2 b — U B ufigkde oy R85 & RIER,
rRBE O NAFEEIZ L > TR U DNA 8 EDR 7 DA 2 At Z & TL—
TOIRERERRT D ENIETIIIMA, 2= U BNE—F—H LRI E L
LT DNA V—7ZEBEMIZHET VD 2 DOFETAREZLNLTND
(Uhlmann, 2025), JT4ED b —3 2 -DNA O 51 L~UL TOBENDS, ok —
U MERRIZ DNA 20— RICH T, DNA LV — 7 LiEEZ2 > 2 &2
IRENT=Z &5 (Davidson et al., 2019; Kim et al., 2019). DNA /L —7HH L %
HEfEL LTH ) AETIEEDER SIS &V D 1BEF OGRS A < R ST
%—J7. HEFREREC BV TIE DNA L— 7 LIEMEEZ R a2 — //T%&/
LERIEEN R 5D Z £ X0 (Guérin et al., 2024), HERH)72 DNA OHHEIC
P AR EEE R A KT AV I 2L —a VRSN TE YD (Cheng et al.,
2015; Gerguri et al., 2021), =& — 3 AKIFERIR T ) DEIRIEIETZ R D A T3 = R 1
B LTk, i RfRIZE > TR0 (Fig.1-3¢),

1.1.4 FERaIUHALFES L DNA L—FHHLOS A B =X A & FES

b — DA FHEEE & U TR A KR I ATH H L EZ BT
WHDM, Ak — //ﬁ%@)/ﬁh%m@W$_DNAﬁ%@¢\DNA&@
MR\ DA NVIRFES T D, Z O’ DNA & OF EAERRRAIL, # "0 8
-DNA [H OFEMABAENK S 2 WS RIREMETH Y | o SMC Z 37 B
BEKRTHL a7 v R0 SMC5/6, AN D SMC 7 w7 EEAEETY
HMBENTED, ab—v BV THERIN TV S (Minamino et al., 2018;
Murayama & Uhlmann, 2014; Niki & Yano, 2016; Shaltiel et al., 2022; Tang et al., 2023;
Taschner & Gruber, 2023; Wilhelm et al., 2015), 2t —3 > & DNA & D hARa ¥
A NVIRFEEIFBC B NGRS YL S TR Y . ATP B U ate—v v
0—7 4 V7 KT Té % NIPBL-Mau2 S ETH 5 Z & (Murayama & Uhlmann,
2014). —A$4 DNA (dsDNA) & MR HAFEE Li-ae— 00, Bno—
AH{DNA (ssDNA) Z# U FNIZHELE D Z L3RS TW5 (Murayamaet al.,
2018; Richeldi et al., 2023), ZDOREHW-ZINETOMETIEZ, =b—T D
ATP 7K 53 RIS AR BRI VK Gy S 72y ATP 7 J- 1 77 (ADP/AIFX) %



W TH DNA EOMAEERPBZINTEY, 2t — 2 & DNA OXIHIHEA
TERIZIZ ATP OIS RE D ie LA ATP OFEEIC L D~y KR AL VDOEEN
VETHDH EZEZHILTWSD (Camdere et al., 2018; Minamino et al., 2018), & 5
2. BTBEMREEIC X AREEMENT )N D . ATP OFEEICE D~y RRAAL L DEE
2, ab—rrr—4F—LHH LT DNA EZEMICHEAST S “gripping state”
ERIENDEBIREZFET D LAURIN TR, ZOIREIZHE < ATP ik
IIRARIFE Lo~y R R AL OfEEEIC LY DNA 28— 0 o ZNICHE
EINDEEZ LN TS (Buheitel & Stemmann, 2013; Higashi et al., 2020;
Murayama & Uhlmann, 2015),

—JF. MR B U HEEGTEMER KOskt 0 (R E & DNA L— 7 L
&M, 77 ARSI R OFE RUZ B L TIEAR 22 80320, DNA L— 7 #f
HUEMS bR o O h kS & FkE. ATP 3 KO NIPBL-Mau2 &/ ZHE LT
5= T, MRV ANRES L IFER Y | ATP K MEMEZ RinNca e —
2 ATP 77 1 J{F7E F T DNA b — 7 LIEMEZ 522187 % (Davidson
etal.,2019; Kim et al., 2019), DNA /L — 7 UIEMEDS ATP DMK 53l S AR
F325—HT, ZORINIY v 7 %Z5ERIZ8E LA CEAERICEB T HBIE
b D, bARBYAMESZ D OIE DNA L—7 I LIS B Tk
ZEDIREN TV D (Davidson et al., 2019; Kim et al., 2019), Z OfER L —E L
T, MEAICB W THEER AL KRB LTEARIKTH DNA LV—7MH LA AETH
HZEHRENTUWD (Nagasaka et al., 2023), & 512, DNA /L— 7 #fH LiEM:
ERLSEBREKIZBENTH FABR Y IAEENARERTOHDLZ EHRINTEDY
(Bauer et al., 2021; Guérin et al., 2024), ZiIL5 D5 FIEMN /2D A = X LI &
D EERK S AL D ATREMEDS EIV N,

Fo. THIVETO FRET TR0 FEIFHI R 2 Lb—2a vinb, 2 b —v
v EE TR 2 D SMC X 87 BEARIZ L D DNA L— 7 L OF T L3
LZEINTWD (Bauer et al., 2021; Dekker et al., 2023; Higashi et al., 2021; Marko et
al.,2019; Nomidis et al., 2022; Shaltiel et al., 2022), Z i1 6 D#EIEL-ET /L5, DNA
N—THH LIZIZ =2 AV Faq oz ma & 325 SMC # o X7 BEAR4Ee
BOXAF I v 7 IeHEEZAL DB TH D RN R < R S LTV % (Fig.l-
4b), ZTDO—F T, FMRDFAD=A LR bR UV HNVFER L OEEREST
B FVEBH B I 72 o TR,



1.2. STAG # > /X7 E OR%RE & BB
1.2.1. ze—I U FHEEEICRIT 5 STAG # /"7 E OEEME

STAG # > /327 &%, HAWKs & MEEL 5 HEAT U B — K Z U X7 BHEDODOE D
ThHV., a2b— 2D DNA FEAITHLIIE < (Y. Lietal, 2018), STAG ¥ >/
IXTE H RN TZ Smel-Sme3-kleisin 22 B A —EK a2t — Tl FAr YD
JUREATEME N KDL A 2 & DS ZFEREREC (Murayama & Uhlmann, 2014), DNA /L
— 7 L%’i?ﬁﬁ%bﬂé &M FTAREINTEY (Davidsonetal.,2019), =
b — >y IEME £®#7i%/%fhészé WEODae — -
DNA f@/\%@%ﬁqﬁm% STAG % /X7 EISNEROHEELD DNA #EE /N
F%J L TDNA EHEFEHLTWS Z & 75>mén o b—3 & DNA OFHA
ERORS & 72> TD 2 E DN HiLT- (Higashi et al., 2020; Shi et al., 2020),
ZD XD/ HAWKs 7= M ELE LTEEG R S DNA O A/EITER
ED SMC X o BEERICHGELTMHEETHY ., 2T, SMC5/6
TH STAG ¥ VX7 BFICHY T D HAWK s 7 2=v h (2T v Tl
CAP-G/G2, SMC5/6 Tl Nse5 ; Tablel-1) & #A1A-DNA [B4H AAEH 2 edE4 5%
ZEDNRIINTWD (Kschonsak et al., 2017; S. Li et al., 2023; Taschner et al., 2021),
FRio, BT B W TIE, STAG IZHYS T D Yegl 7 2=v b
23 Kleisin & OFH A /EH HIEIZ"Safety belt” & L iXiL D DNA fEA Xy FH2Z 7R %
THY, DNA OLEWRT ) T 2 ENRINTWD (Ganji et al.,
2018; Kschonsak et al., 2017), STAG % /X7 B2 HHELLD DNA FEA /3w F0MF
EL.DNA/L—7HH LICHATH D Z LRI TWDA (Bauer et al., 2021),
HEFIERHZ IV T, 2D DNA f5GE 73y FOZEE)S DNA /L— 7 i LiEME %
HRESEDL T, MR UIERICITREE G XN EbRENTWNDS
(Guérin et al., 2024),

STAG %7 ==y MIDNA A, BIXOZENEZERET D bFRa U huEEE
R DNA L—7HH L & o724 %{%r [ZFB W TEAEANTHREE S D DA T <,
flix Dak—T KT & e — COMABERO “B457 & LTHEET S
(Fig.1-5), DU E D08, 2 b — 3 fiFHER - WAPL Té %, WAPL |E N Kbiifd
BICX T, ARD L HICPAs Z A L TCae— AT AHZ L Tae—
Va7 u~TF o B DREESE, Sororin 1X WAPL & Pds5 OfEA ZHET S =
& TCEAE L REEIE DD, WAPL O FRalkiE Pds5 &2 LT STAG # > /8
7 & HeaEk O SCD (Stromalin Conserved Domain) & E#:EST 52 b5
TW5 (Ouyang et al., 2013), 7=, ZOALHEET I Tae —v U ZEl
K+FDUEDTHD Sgol b STAG EfERT D, Sgol Tk hr ATJEIIICK
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WT, PP2A "R 7 7 X —¥ & U 7 )L— 325 Z LT Sororin ®V Fefb % fHE
L., 2OBEBICB T O#EEEZ DR THECHERT LI TWND
(Gutiérrez-Caballero ef al., 2012), —J5. Sgol IZATRD X 512 WAPL & Hia L7
STAG & DFEAIZ L Y . Sororin & [ WAPL D E#2A072BHER 1 & L Tl & 15
HEFEZHNTUWD (Hara et al., 2014),

F£72. STAG # "7 EIZ7 7 L@mkiEEERIZE 1T 5 CTCF (CCCTC binding
factor) & 2 — U DOFEG DS E L THEI<, FEdmEmT, AT
5 CTCF 3% O N Kk z SCD M AERH S5 2 Tae—v LR T
HTEMDRENTEY (Lietal,2020), MIEANTIZ CTCF & 2t — U EHEE
THRET L LD, ZOMEERIZE>Tae—v % CICF #AaY A k
TREEE, TADEROCN—F T v I—2 T 5L E2 5N TW5, CTCF
IZBIL T STAG & OFAEAMEIEEZ WAPL L3 LB 2 b, o=
b — 3 U ZECIR T L [FER. WAPL &8T5 2 & TDNALV—T T 1 —I2H
WTabk—YryOREAICEHIS EZEZLNLTWS (Y. Li et al, 2020;
Merkenschlager & Nora, 2016), UL E®D X 912, STAG # > /X7 E 3% @ DNA #f
BRRICKY a b= PRI HLAEOEEI Z R 72T, Brpatk
— U T OfEE BT A 2 LT, MlaEZE L Ta e — v OBKEE
FENZE 5 LT b,

1.2.2 ab—y U RERBICEIT 5 STAGL2 DFEE

AR D X 912, FHEEMW ORI = v — 2 1% STAGL, STAG2 ® 2 FE¥E D
NRona s kEFo, 25X HEAT VU B — DRk S5 gl 7 2 iR
BoFIARIFIMEDY 80%LL 1 TéH V. WAPL <° CTCF & OFH AV MBI RF ST
WD DIZxE LT, KRBV TH 5 N Kk L O C RimER O AR FMEIE 40%
DIF EBEFE IRV, C RERMEIRIZIZ STAGL, STAG2 EH 6 4 U U {WIEAREAL
ZEOD, STAG2 13XV Z< DY VUM Z S B, Zi 5 035 KR
B T2 =Y ORAERNLDOMEICHETHLZ ERRINLTWD
(Hauf et al., 2005), —J5 T, RIGEIKD 2 & — U FHRE~OFHFLHL, ~T 1
T OFRE AU B U CIIMGRE S 30T 7220,

HIFNIZB W TIE, %< OMFET STAG2 2 STAG] X 0 Hi@BRIC/F/E L T
BV . HeLa il TIX 12~15 5% < STAG2 23MFAEL T\ 5 (Holzmann et al., 2011,
2019), — T, FRAP IZ X A6, GlL . G2 HIWT 4tV Th STAGI
MSTAG2 LV b EmW 7 ua~F UERENEEZRTZ Nt FBIY~ T 2D
JiC/REFN TV D (Cuadrado et al., 2022; Wutz et al., 2020), Z iLE TOHFZEND

9



STAG1 =& —3 2 STAG2 = b — 3 IV 3 b Ak Ye a3 IR BE 55 % fe ST C
XD ENRENTWADA, STAGL 137 1 A THEOBEE IC, STAG2 IZ& > b
v AT REROEE LD PLIIc< 2 R STV D (Canudas & Smith,
2009; De Koninck et al., 2020; Remeseiro et al., 2012), F 7=, BBV TYH
ZNHDNRNTa TN ) AEmREEERICH L TR RS HF 52 L TnH 2 &
DREINDODOH 5, STAGI2 TNnZENa X —5 v e Lz By NMERGFR 72/
a2 LD . STAGL 1TEEBED S 7 AR AA/EAS°, TAD, A/B 212/ 3—
kA2 FOBEERIERICEE LT\ 5 Z & (Cuadrado et al., 2022; Kojic et al., 2018;
Wutz et al., 2020), STAG2 I3/ 72 +8 A AEH SRRk FE B0 70 B 1 D FE B
IZFH L TWD Z EM/RE T2 (Cuadrado, Gimé Nez-Llorente, ef al., 2019; Kojic
et al., 2018; Viny et al., 2019), S 512, b —3 IR+ 52 D8 R
n VTR 2 ERRESN TS, STAGL 5Tt — %, STAG2 &
i U C Escol I2L 5 SMC3 OT7 v F b EZ T4 < 7 u~F o T CTICF
& HFIE L9V (Cuadrado et al., 2022; Kojic et al., 2018; Wutz et al., 2020), F
72, ab—yru—7 4 JRN{THD NIPBL OIEFIEFTH STAGlI D7 1
~F UFEEEITED LAn— T, STAG2 IIfE A =42 &85 (Alonso-Gil e
al., 2023), ZH 5% STAGl =2t —3 & STAG2 2t —3 D7 u~F UHEE
BEMRL, 2 b — T URFRNRT ) AEREERRICEET 5 EEZ 2 6T
5H—hTC, BlE S5 STAGL2 MOZEDOERIIH ST > TR,

1.2.3. JEHIZEITH STAGL. STAG2 D#FEiE

T —VUEMKT AT =y b, b — U UHIEIE T OZ BITESR
EEERECOBLGREBORERE 72D, aNRx Y T -7 T U fEGERE (CALS)
e = R ORI A DERL TN & T 5 ERMEREOREHTH Y |
Sme3 DERSL, v —TF7 4 VK1 THHNIPBLOEE, ae— U7 EF IV
{bl#3% CTdh % HDACS DERE N E SN T D, T4, CALS BEDOEBIER - &
L C Mullegama-Klein-Martinez Syndrome (MKMS) 23 ¥ 5 & 41, STAG2 D 4 i
K& LTELRESNTWD (Fig.1-6) (Duff ef al., 2025; Mullegama et al., 2018,
2019; Soardi et al., 2017; Yingjun et al., 2015), STAG1 D2 ¥ & FE R IE & 1 5 &
EHEREBTHRE SN TWD A, ZOMEIT STAG2 LY H{KV (Cipriano ef al.,
2024; Lehalle et al., 2017), FEIZEBWTEH ZOMHEANIR 540, AMEEMPE, = —A
v RIE, BEEIESR SO T STAG2 (Fo b — 3 VEE N F O Tl b AR
BEFE NV (De Koninck & Losada, 2016), STAG2 D728 BAEFE 3@ WRIKR & LT,
ZOBEGETFN X Yt fR ISR ET D72, B—T7 VLOZER M ko 70
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T A TIN5 2 AARRMENRE X LD, —H TCSTAG2 BN ok —v v
MEAEIZ 5 2 DR L ZICE DR DOFIF A = AL L TEARBHR 1%
A

1.2.4  STAG % > 327 & DAL IR 17

ab—vr, ATV UDET D SMC XU ET 7 2 U =3 AEMBRITIR
SHRFSN TV D, ATP MK EEMEZ © D SMC # > 37 BIXEEAEY T H
HINTEY | EFEOACFIRNT, 5 TENIFHY I 2 b— a3 U LR EE S
KIGE D H D SMC & X7 HEERIZEBWTYH AR UL REE N AEETH
LT ENREINTEY . DNA L= LIEEZ FFORetE bR ST b
(Biirmann et al., 2019, 2021; Marko et al., 2019; Niki & Yano, 2016; Nomidis et al.,
2022), ZALHMFER e SMC # N\ BEARIIEZEAEM DL e —v | 3
VT vy ETRERIC, 2 B BT D SMC # LR 7 B & Kleisin Z 2R T B MG E
L3 % i all Lg% o, — 5T, FEE O B2 Sme/ScpAB R KIGEH
® MukBEF & \W\\o 72 JFA6H972 Sme # 237 B#HEAKRIE non-SMC Y7 === |
& LT HEAT U B— MY U RTEEFT-T, HAWK s ¥ > X7 BRI X
D/NE72 KITE EMEENA XA T DYV 7 2= F%& D (Table. 1-1), HAWK s
Z N7 OBAFITEERIZHT L, 28— 1281 5 STAG, NIPBL, Pds5
R T U TBIT D CAP-G/G2, CAP-D2/D3 73 PRERER) 72 4% 2 18154
L OITERAEMLETH D (Fig.1-7) (Wells et al., 2017), HilZ STAG # v /37 '&
DERGITFHEMCOL RN DFETH VR a vV a vz o
TR 7 B AEIC B L CIZE — @ STAG A /v Y 1 7 (Scc3/SA) & 1 D
(Fig.1-7)e ZAVE TOMIEN S HIERERED Sce3 2 —2 U ZBWTH hARr Y
HNAEGCDNAL—7HH LN AEETH D Z LRI TWAHD (Guérinet al.,
2024; Murayama & Uhlmann, 2014), Scc3 7% STAGl =t —3 >, STAG2 =t —¥
v EL S LRERER. HEALAIEEL L TWAONIARATH Y . LR RITE D B
STAG % > /X7 EDEARAUICEE U Cilim L 7228132 L, F70, R Y 2 ¥
Vaunm, BEIZBWTHMBENTERD Y ) AMEERBEINTWVD R
(Guérin et al., 2024; Hsieh et al., 2015; Jordan Rowley et al., 2020; Mizuguchi et al.,
2014; Rowley et al.,2017), L5 DL A I = X L OEALHIRIFIEILH 50N
STV,
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1.3 AWFgeo Bl & rk R o

AR TIE, e —Y U ERBICBIT 2 at — 2 URERIR+-F N E ok
BEZHL/NNCTHZ L ZAME L, 2t — L -DNA AR E/EA & DR Er %
FIE LD~y R AL OREERLE STAG #2878, BLOEAEROH
ELEMEZHIE LTS5 Scel @ IDRFEIKDOE & D a b — 3 oy FIEMEIZ T 55
HE & fEHT L7,

B3 E T, AR LA TSR L 72 D DNA V— TR D — 5y T #5828 & WL
L.~y RRAAL O R2E7 DNA L— 7T REZ BEE ICPHET S Z &
ZHONC Lz, MlBRNIICEBT 5~y K KA AL OiEkN e 2613, GL#lick
WTCab—y RN ENT DT, Wy 7 et Rl 2 BHE L, Jr2iy
1O Gl WI~OBATEZBIES T, ZROORERNG, 2t — O IEMER
L OMIIENEREO R T, ~v R R A A OBEELICKFE LTae—2 -
DNA MM BAEHOZEMH OO RN EE TH L Z LN RE SN,

FAFETIE, 2 —V U EHAEKROARER 7 DNA FEEBFME/ZEE 2 HET
HIRF-E LT STAG ¥ /X7 EIZHE B L, STAGL2 OFEAZENM D ZE % il
2, T ORI ZEE L £ DHEK & 7250 FRIEBEZHLNCT L2 &
ZHME LTI 21T 72, o7, SBRENEHERR & 0 TBlESRICEY .,
STAGl @it —3 & STAG2 b — U NFAED M Re PSSR b o—
J7 T, STAGL = b —3 28 KV &V DNA L— 7T IENE & DNA &2 e %
HOZEERHLMNI L, &I, FORERT L LT, STAG] ® N K IDR
IZDBIFAET 5 DNA i A ELH AT-hook 23 FE SAL7-, AT-hook DZEFRIZ LV |
G1 WIfaN T STAGl D7 u~F UG ZEMED B L, TAD =2 73— K A
Y hEWSTET ) AEIRIEER R DND Z LIRS, LD DORER E—
B L C.AT-hook £ H (T = & — 2 VU ZEAK T TH D Sme3 O 7 & F /LS CTCF
EDOMEERLED &8, —F T, G2 MIiZBWTlE, AT-hook EF—7 D=
b — 3 U EENA~DFHIT Gl &l L TRV —J5 T, Sororin (K71 72 &1L
(2 & O ATIli R e e AR RIS DFESLICB & 155 Z Lo &ivie, BLEDRERMN G,
STAG1 & STAG2 DEEREAIZEENY DNA /L— FHIH LIEMEICH 5 2 &L VR S,
AT-hook 7% STAGI1 #5572 DNA /L— 7 H L & DNA &S 22 EMEDOMEER 1T
HUHENICENTY, lixDab—2 U ZERRT L 3E LT, S A
ERAEETER EEET 5 Z E RS T,

B 5 ETIT. IBEOHZEN S DNA L —FRIEHICEE CHh A = LRI
TUW5 Scel IDR FHIKIZEH L, ORIV AL —2  OREEE(RICE % 55
BENT U7, iR D BEEE 2 W 28152 6 | IDR I O EAE A 2 B —
VU TARERD S, af v Rag voRiiEZLET D Z L TEHAKRSR
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DIEEZALZRET 5 Z LR STz, ORI G, Scel DD IDR FEIKD
BIVEAEROT AT I v 7 REZEICEFE L L TnWD Z e R Ehiz,
AWFZE D, ~y RRAAL U DOEEIZE D DNA S ORE 7222 Ekh DNA
J—T M LIEMEC 2 & — 2 O NERE 2 B 35— T, AT-hook & F—
ZITHEKT 5 STAGI D E VY DNA fEZEMN, S 72 DNA LV— TR
7 AERIEERICLETHDL ZENHL NI Ro T2, ZTRHDRERND,
DNA #ZE &3 5ae—2 DO E%EN DNA-2 & — 2 VM A/ER O E
PEOEE) 22 HIEN R < KAF LTV D Z VRIS L7-, 72, AT-hook 28 h AR 1
D IAIVREGTEMER L O SRG B  R A I E TR &b JHIZ DNA %
HH LT ASTIEETHHEEE L DNA L— TN R 577 A 51 = X A THil
EINTWDZ ENEI R EINTZ, ~v RRAAL L STAG # /37 ER
DNA Lozt —3 U ZEICEETH S — T, Sccl 1TZ2D 7 L& v 7 LHHIK
hboTab—Y U ZNAKOBELLEHIET S22 & Tae —2 o iEk
IZEFHELTWAZ ENRIBEES, ab—Y NEEKEHEET A T 2=y N7
NZND DNA FEALEMECHEEZ ORI L > Tae —v U FHEREICE
HLTWAZ &R Eant,
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Smc3

——hinge domain

(i) head domain

ATP binding

Vd = N

ATP hydrolysis

STAG

(ii) Scci flexible region

NIPBL binding STAG1 binding

(120-194) (334-427)
1@} I—@ 631
N IDR 160 nm

(iv)

NIPBL

HAWKs

Pds5a

Pds5b

| STAG1  STAG2 | | STAG3 |
somatic cells i i germcells !

Fig.l-1 =b— DR

b —3 0% Smel, Sme3. Sccl, STAG D 4 >DY T =y F bR END
U TRDE L RTEEERTHD, Smel/3 DY RAL L ~y RRAA
VEBSWTATaAA N Raf VT LR VTSR D, PRO elbow BH
WA SRS 5, ~y R RAAL 1T ATP MK fEEEZ B 5, ATP OfE&
ENMKRIZ L > TRE - fRBET 5 (1), Sccl X STAG # > 737 EX° HAWK s #
PNTEDOREGYA M EL D, BERARRREMEFIRIC L > T Smel/3 G L3
% (ii). Sccl (ZIZFA AP STAGL/2/3 AT %, HIIZ BV CTld STAGI
& STAG2 @ 2 fE¥ENS . AFEMIIZ B\ Tl STAG3 2AFHLT 5 (i), Sccl (Z1%
abe—TUHIEREE L TCa—T 0 V7R THDH NIPBL R B — 2V DLE

b & RLEEAO ITITIE7= 5 < PdsSa/b BFEAT D (iv).
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S phase M phase
(i) conversion (ii) de novo loading

)
/_i )
)
D

=‘ \! S —> — >

' : Wapl w
L2 I - S\ fee
© separase
sister chromatid cohesion
. d . .
arm cohesion centromeric cohesion
(i) stable unstable

7
<;

Fig.1-2 ab—3 Ui K sk s kmEEE L 2 0fERER+

a. b — XD S WAL, BRUFING /e~ TF o R L=t
— U UMBEEICERE () EMRICa—T T ENTae — T R
BB < BB (D) 12X > CTHEEDRHL SN D,

b. AAPEMNCIT D 3 b — 2 Ok L HeAE OffH, Yoot —v
VNETHIT Wapl 12 X - CTHREEEL . %2 HIT separase (2L D Scel OUIFT ¢
e ATELOat —rBRESI D 2 & Thlibk et/ (R OB 5 D iE
b,

c. Yt fRaEiod 2 b —3 1% Escol (2 XK 5D Sme3 D7 & F L4k & Sororin-Pds5 ™
FEAIZ L > T Wapl IZ X 2B DIRFE SIS 2 & CRIEMICHEEE L,
Sororin 3 U Vbt —3 U BERE SIS & Wapl 23 STAG 35 L OV Pds5
ZhLCae—vrEfEa L, ae—v Ok m<,
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d. T2 b AT ELO =3 e —ZiE Shugoshin (Sgol) 23S L. Wapl DfEA
& Sororin DV VLA LE T2 2 & THAEOHERICH <, Zhboake—
NFEWT Separase (28> T Scel "W S D 2 & TYAIR B HAFREL |
IR G A R DS RS D o
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interphase cell 3D genome strcture

chromatin loop structure

promoter

enhancer

@ cohesin

loop capture

Fig.1-3 b —3 X BHE# 7 v~F U BRIBERR

a. HIEICB W T, BRART /7 A DNA [T %7 M eleEh s 2 &
TENIZIIEN TWD, ZOBEL D EREEI TR ICESRICED S 7 'n
TIIVTENTHEETHY , BEEEOE WA 3= A B v
N—= R A N BIOZEONED TAD (Topologically Associating Domain) (Z
SEEND ZEDAED Y — 7 =y v T R—=ZADHTIC L VST D

DB D,
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b. TAD ZHKT 27 /) ARG O/ NRAIT 7 v~ F o NV—THETH D &
EZ2HONTW5, Za~vTF o n—713858 EEfLich Do nr— et
— =Lt WVWo G L Ay MNAl L EZITESE D 2 L TIREOTEHELIZE S
T5, T, TN —TFHEEORRIIat — L U ITEELTEBY . L—F0D
AT e = U ERT L Z LRI NT VD,

c. 7u~FUN—TEROGFAI=ZALELTEZLNLTNAIDR I —
POE—H—EHRICL o T e T U= RIS EV D loop
extrusion E7 /LT b, — 5T, ab— NIk R @ R E
FISD AN =X LT2ABD DNA ZHiRTHE VI ETLLIFAELTEY,
I F =T A S = X LB LTI R E - TH7R,
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Smc1
Smc1/3 coild-coil
- )
«—>
STAG1 Scel coild-coil coild-cail
extension bending
dripping state dynamic conformational change

Fig.1-4 =2t —Y Vo FEHICBEDIESEOEERL

a. ATP fEAIRED a2 — > id, v—F 4 > ZA¥ NIPBL 8L OEAEEND
DNA #5E 81812 L > T DNA & ZEMINCHEEMNT 5 “gripping JRHE” % H
a3

b. Smcl/3 ~y RRAAL 2 BV RAL UEBIEITaA N Raf vidsk
WG Z D MR E XA v AT ERT D, ZOEER LA K
ET A REEROEEN B HBE OGS DNA L— 7 H LRI &
B D EEZ LN TN D,
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Sgo1 CTCF
hSTAG2
%(
oy
2 ‘“"QE
PDB : 6WG3 PDB : 6BQNX
C
1 87 160 274 296 381 1066 1258
hsTAG1(____ [SiAGI[sco] )
1 84 157 271 293 378 1063 1232
hstaG2(___ [ | )
N-IDR structured region C-IDR
23% 79% 36% identity

Fig.1-5 STAG # > /X7 BOEE

a.STAG ¥ VXV B xR 95 ab — 3 UHEIN T, STAG ¥ /37 B id g
FEI D SCD (Stromalin Conserved Domain) % & > CHix @ 2 & — 3 il I 1
EFEAEMT 5, Scel I IDR Ol Z . Wapl 13 C RimfEig %, Sgol 1%
L fEi A . CTCF 1% N RugfEik &2/ L C SCD L FAIERT 2 = L3, i
ENTIZ LD RS TVN B,

b.STAG1 & STAG2 D, H&#FF>H o HEAT U &' — MEKZRT, 24
SAEELEEIC B L CIL STAGL/2 I CTHEIZ E A ER LR,

¢.STAG1 & STAG2 OFEFIFAIFINME, STAG K A1 >, SCD % & teh O 1E(LiH
I I W CEOARAFIE D EV, £ D —J7 T N R, C R RIRE M FEIR D
BCBIRAEME 123 L <RV,
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| CdLS mutaion | CdLS/Cancer common muation

| Cancer mutaion
Q214R R373Q
V2151 R377C
V85l R140%/Q R216G L35TW
| AN16T  H20R 33 H478P  S580Vfs*21 G850D R1016*
87 160 274296 381 W4B9VE*10 N6701s*25 K979 1066 1258
N-IDR STAG SCD
WAS9CH KS53lfs® R1033*
Q140* R259* R370Q V547Cfs29 R1045*
RI46'R216*  S327N  VMBSF (535" Q593 RE3BVRE*10 RIO12*
84 157 271293 378 RBE04Q W743* QBBSfsH5 1063 1232
N-IDR STAG sSCD R614* K1609N C-IDR
|
|
1 200 400 600 800 1000 1200

Amino acid position

Fig.1-6 STAG12 THEIN TV HRBBHELR

STAGI 35 LWV STAG2 THE SN TWAEEBEEAERDO~ vy B 7 KEATHRL
7 DlX MKMS (Mullegama-Klein-Martinez Syndrome) % % ¢¢ CdLS (Z/L RV 7 -
T T U REGRE) HEOBGIERBICBODTHRESN TV LR TH D, &5
(L RS O S WA R A IR T M OB B O THlE ST
HERAZ O TR LI, ZRIT STAGL, STAG2 DWW THUZHEWNTH STAG K A
AL SCD IL£L Abhd,
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prokaryotes eukaryotes

H. sapiens

Danio rerio

- D. melanogaster
S. cerevisiae

S. pombe

Mus musculus

Xenopus laevis

C. elegans

Arabidopsis thaliana

Scc3 only STAG1 and STAG2
Pds5 only Pds5A and Pds5B

KITE

Scc2/NIPBL
HAWKSs

Fig.1-7 HAWKs %7 2= N OELEFRFHE

AL SMC & L7 BEARDOY 7 2= & LT HAWKs Z£7=3,
KITE & FEIN D/ Ny FEO S X TEE2 AT 5, BEEAEY T STAG X PdsS /3
707 ST D OIIEMELIETH Y . ZILIATO WA HEEIREIL Sce3,
Pds5 (23T v 7 &Rl 7g0,
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organism group prokaryote eukaryote
Smc complex | Smc/scpAB MukBEF Smc5/6 condensin | | condensin Il cohesin
Smcbh Smc2 Smc1
Smc Sme MukB
Smc6 Smc4 Smc3
> kleisin ScpA MukF Nse4d CAP-H/Brn1 CAP-H2 Scc1
ﬁé’
§ Nse5 CAP-G/Ycg1 CAP-G2 STAG/Scc3
® 1 HAWKs
g Nseb CAP-D2/Ycs4 CAP-D3 NIPBL
()
S Nse1
< KITE ScpB MukE
Nse3

Table.1-1 SMC # U X BHEEHEKLFDY T2=y M
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B2E MELGE

MR DOREE

LA Z B X T DKL Spodoptera frugiperda (Y~ v 73 k7)) H

5AYEES M- IREAMIA TdH D SP21 (IPLB-SR21-AE) % V7=, Sf21 M0 EE#1C
X 100 U/ml ==Y > 100 pg/ml A FL 7 h~A > (Wako) Z¥RINL 7=
PSFM-J1 medium Z V>, 27CTEE 1T o7, b MaZ AW @Z21TiE, &
kRGBSR HCT116 (CCL-247) Z 8Lk & L CHWZ, EBRNTHW
HAL72 HCT116 Ml 4T, 37 C. 5% COLIZEHE LT A v F aX—X —NTH;
#% L. McCoy’s5A Medium (ThermoFisher) (Z 10%®D3EM@{L L 7= 7 “1fiE (GIBCO).
100 Uml ~X=>U > 100 pg/ml A s L7 h~A > (Wako) ZIRE-H5H1%
fEA L7,

CRISPR-Cas9 tKIZ K 57/ Lim&E

5 B CTHW /= STAG1-FKBP12F36V-mCherry2/STAG2-mAID-mClover / & 27
A AR OHFIZIZ1T CRISPR/Cas9 {51 L DB nFimEz AWz, 6 V=T
L' — F EO#EIZ % L, Lipofectamine 3000 ( Thermo Fisher) % H T
CRISPR/Cas9 & R F—+TFF3AI R&E T U A7 7 a2 LT, FKBP12F36V-
mCherry2 3 KXY mAID-mClover % 7 O AIZIZ, LA F DA A K DNA % Fu iz,
STAG1-C ( forward:5'-caccggtcatcatttttctagggatt-3',reverse: 5'-

aaacaatccctagaaaaatgatgac-3' ) . STAG2- ( forward: 5'-caccgtctctctcteattaggttet-3/,
reverse: 5'-aaacagaacctaatgagagagaga-3'), N7 AT =7 a v T2 BRI D
0.7 mg/ml G418 (Roche) 35N 0.1 mg/ml HygroGold (InvivoGen) T J 5 A58
RaEBAsh L, 10-12 ARICan=—2E vy 277 v 7L 96 well 'L — I TH#
Lf:o W% U 7o 2 B #% . PCRIZ - T HAYOMINE 2 851 L 7=,

FHMNIZ STAGL2 Z 7 VT 7 v Uit LT, STAGI-WT-Halo =¥, &
72 i STAGI-RA-Halo 5 72 VAR T7 =7 v a VICKVBEALK, REFI 47
U B EM DS kM STAG] {5+ % Lipofectamine 3000 (2 X V&AL, 6 pg/ml
TIARVY S (Wako) Tam=—%Z@EjL, VZAZTuayT 4TI
Lo THBDZ v— 2% LT,

FIAR D NTENE STAG2 Rz % @ 5 7=, OsTIRIMC B R T2 L > F
TANAZEIVEAN LT, VA VA B HEK293T Mila CpEAE L, 8 ug/ml R
U7 LUHFAE T T HCTI6 MfICHIN L7=d 5, 400 ug/ml Zeocin (InvivoGen)
THIfRDER Z 1T > 72, 3 HLLEOEFE D%, & 512 5-ph-IAA (Sigma) DOENIC
LV STAG2 BN ERMICHMENTWHEMDHZ LY —Z —(SONY
SH800HS) % AV TRl L 7=, 100nM 5-ph-IAA USIND 4 BRI IZ Y —T 4 T %
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1TV, mClover B YERFERIZIHEA L TW A EM DA %8S LT,

Shskett: STAG1-WT-Halo % 7213 STAG1-RA-Halo D FEHFEE - NIEM: STAGL B
L OVSTAG2 Oy fif 479 72, #ilE% 2 pg/ml R VA4 27 Vg7 L—Fh
(Sigma) T 24 FFfi], 500 ng/ml dTAGV-1 (Wako) T 4 Effll, & 5(Z 100 nM 5-Ph-
IAA T 4 FpfiJLet L7z,

R JE # D [F] 7R

~y R ae — v U BBMIEO Gl HI~DRFHIX, 10 uM RO-3306
(Millpore) T 18 FFfiJALEE% . 330 nM Nocodazole & & el Hitfic U U—A L, 2
eI 5528 L 7% . 2 mM thymidine (Sigma) % & Zeksitf © 3 B+ 5 2 & T
1To72, G2 WI~DFIFHIL. 10 uM RO-3306 % & Tels b ¢ 20 BREHEEE 5 2 &
T{To72, STAGL2 ¥ 77 7 u Hild Gl Wl~oFEFHIL, Mildid 660 nM
nocodazole T 22 WFMLEE L 7-%%. 2 mM thymidine % & Teh5Hih T 8 ByfiL52#
T5HZETITo7e, G2 WI~OFFHIZIX, 10 uM RO3306 % & TekzHiFR T 20
W&+ 252 L Tirolz,

YNV —E =W —T 4 7B X O E R

STAGIWT-Halo 3 X " STAGIRA-Halo FHMMiL % N 7=EERD 5 & iFRAP
R TRTOFERIT, IRERTFORBLL NV EHiZ D7D, FACSIZXK DY
—T 4 T EMBEDETITo 72, Mild4 100 nM HaloTag U %> R Janelia
Fluor® 646 (Promega) C 6 KffflfEsk L, PBS TyEE#%E,. MU 7T BT
X L PBS (2R L, FACS IZHV 7=, FACS IZ1% SONY SH800HS % fV >, 640
nm L —Y%—T STAGIWT/RA-Halo-JF646 O 7 F /L& ki Uiz, JF646 Gt
oz —7 407 L, EEHMRBLOZ 7Ly &R L, 10% FBS % &
McCoy’s SA FEHiHZ Y — K L7z,
iR MRS I, AR L7=fiaZ N U 7 LB TCEI L, 1 ml @ PBS (24
WL, 100% =% /—/L 5ml M CEELZLDOZHWZ, 49°CT—i1 v
F2_X— %, 1 pg/mlDAPL ([FM=fE%) 3 KLY 0.1% Triton X-100 %= Te PBS
Iml (%8 L7-, DNA &8I 405nm L —V—%2H\W T L, Soni=7
— X% SONY cell sorter ¥ 7 k7 =7 1 LN Floreada.io % VN CTHENT L 7=,

RNAIi |2 & 5 Sororin D43 fi#

Sororin siRNA (& > Al 4] GCCUAGGUGUCCUUGAGCUtt %, 2> hr—/b
(GL2)siRNA (It > Al %] CGUACGCGGAAUACUUCGALtt % fu 7=, siRNA %
RNAiMax (Thermo Fisher) & HHNUOIRE L, A—H—D 7' 1 F 2 LIZiE->T
R L7212, BRI L T 24 WefE]l A o F o N— R L2tk EBRE T 72,
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a b — Y VOB R URER

AWFFECHW= M2 B F =&k =2 & —3 > (Sccl-Halo, Smc3-FLAG, Smcl) .
PUEfA= b —3 > (10xHis-STAG1/STAG2/STAGIRA/STAG2AT, Sccl-Halo, Smc3-
FLAG, Smcl), ~v F&&A a2 — 0 (10xHis-STAGI, Sccl-Halo, Smc3-FRB*-
3FLAG, Smcl-FKBP-3HA) ¥ L O Sccl %M = & — 3 (10xHis-STAGI,
Scclshort-Halo, Smc3-FLAG, Smcl) OFEHLUZIE, SR1-/3F = v v A )L AEFBLR
AW, K& X7 E % pAceBacl NV X —iZ/m—= 7L, N¥aarA
VARG KD SR21 MIRIZEA LTz, U A VR Y% 65 I CHERE 2 B L |
FEEUT Wz, B L 72 /g X L b ImliZ%}F L T 3ml @ CytoBuster (Millipore)
T, L. cOmplete EDTA-free 17 7 —¥ A b X —h 27 T /L

(Roche) . 0.2% Tween-20, 0.5 mg/mlPMSF ¥R L T 4°CT 45 A v F =
N— kL7, 20O, 15000rpm T 10 flELL, B o572 EEE 4°CT 2.5
B[, 100 ul OHT-FLAGM2 £ — X (Sigma-Aldrich) & A > F=2_X— kL7, =
R —2 2oL, BifE% Buffer A (25 mM Tris-HCI pH 8.0, 100 mM
NaCl, 10% 7'Vt wr—/, 0.5%Tween-20) THiE L. #B X7 E% 16 M
HaloTag Alexa Fluor 488 U 77> K (Promega) f#7E [ C 4°C, 1 FRREJER#R L 7=,
mER LT 2 X7 -, 0.2 mg/ml 3XFLAG ~X7°F K% Iz 7= Buffer A T 6 Kf
M L, £ 0% BufferA (2@&HT L7, WEAK=a B —2 2OV TIE, 0.2 mg/ml
3xFLAG ~X7'F R &z 7= Buffer A T 6 FFAH L. FLAG & HMi4y % 4°CT
—M Niz*-NTA 7 H 1 — At —X (Thermo Fisher) & A > F2X— K L7, fiH
L7zt —3 1% 16 uM HaloTag Alexa Fluor 488 U 77 K& L 4|2 4°C, 1 KF
A > % 2~ — F LTk L7o, k% . NiBuffer B (25 mM potassium phosphate
pH 7.4, 150 mM KCI, 200 mM A I XY —)L 10% 7 Vtu—/1) THHEHL.
v'— 7 W5y % BufferA (2i&#T L7, B — X% i FLAG ~7'F R T L.
BNz EiEZE NIiNTA BE—X LA Lomn TS, >V FaX—h L7, BIRLEYE
— A& PEEE, 200mM A X F Y — L E Gy 7 7 — T Lz, BHTc XY
HE I % %% L. SDS-PAGE, SYPRO-Ruby (2 & Yt L » TRl Y 78
RS, EE LT,

NIPBL-Mau2 &R DR

FLAG # 7| His # 7' %fi& L7z NIPBL-Maw2 &K% SR1-Fanm v AL
AZFEBLR 2 VI S e, MiflaElez, 1 ml OMa~L > MM LT ImM
PMSF, 2 mM benzamidine, 10 pl/ml aprotinin, and cOmplete EDTA-free Z ¥l L 72 3
ml @ Buffer 1 (25 mM sodium phosphate, pH 7.5, 500 mM NaCl, 5% glycerol, 0.05%
Tween-20) (25 #) L . Dounce "€ ¥ F A HF— (20 A b —2) Tk L 7=, 15,000
pm, 45 SRHOE L%, BEEZEIRL, 567 B 4°CT 2.5 K, 150
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pl OH-FLAG M2 B —X (Sigma-Aldrich) & A > FaX—hL7z, B—X%
Buffer2 (25 mM sodium phosphate pH 7.5, 150 mM NaCl, 5% 7 Ut a—/ 0.01%
Tween-20) T 3 [EI¥EF L7=%. 0.1 mg/ml3xFLAG X7 F R&x T 4°C, 2 Hf
A FaX—hFL, fEF T EEBEH L,

5O N 77 % HisTrapHP % 7 A (GE Healthcare) |2 AKTA 7 v~ k75
TA—VATAIZE—FRL, 225mM A I ¥V —LEETe/N\y 77 —THiEFL
Db, 300 mM A I XY — LT L, E—284% (8 2ml) ZEUL,
Vivaspin 20 iz DJE#E—~ =~ b (100 kDaMWCO ; Sartorius) % FV > "CK 200 pl
£ TIRAME L7,

— R TFBERAI =TT ADREL ~A 7 v O /ER

— VBB D I N—F A%, FAIRO No.1-S (22 x 22 mm)&= AW\ /=, 5
T B AN=HT X% 1 M KOH H17C 20 B EE P L, BMAK T vid
L7cte, AZ ) =V THEBEREH L, A= T7 A% 2% (v/v) 3-
aminopropyltriethoxysilane (Sigma-Aldrich) A FIZ=IR T 1~3 A o F 2
— hL7, N—=FH T X% 100 mM NaHCOs(Z 100 mg/ml methoxy-PEG-
succinimidyl valerate (mPEG-SVA-5K; Laysan Bio) 33 X" biotin-PEG-succinimidyl
valerate (Bio-PEG-SVA-5K; Laysan Bio) # I 2 7=¥A#RH T, =i T 3 BrfEl1 > =%
2= kL, P, gk, (EH £ T-80°CTHRIF LT,

~A 7 BiREIE, 2mm BO+HFHTE VRN T — 7 % T 2 — 7 O
FREIR AT A R T RO T, A= TR EIOY U Ry FTH &
TE LTz, Ta—T7HEEHORNPOBZERIZ, 80 uM A RV T BV Y

(Sigma-Aldrich) % ¥s50 L 7= ELB Buffer (10 mM HEPES-KOH, pH 7.7, 50 mM KCl,
2.5 mM MgCl, and 1 mg/ml BSA (Sigma-Aldrich)) Z Jt#PIZHt L. 20 530 LL EA >
FaX—hLTVEYra—7 47 %fTolc, D%, Buffer it AHHOF =2 —7
(Natsume, KN-392-1-SP-19), Buffer #EHH D F = —7 (KN-392-1-SP-55) % Fific
L. ELB buffer TR Z Paif L7 t%, BRIV,

B4 F {k A DNA OFR&L

v 4 F > ft ADNA (New England Biolabs) (%, Mi¥#?> COS KimlZ B4 F b
FVIAXT VAT RaTdAr—vard 52 L TR L, 557 ADNA & 2 #
HoveFFAbF Y IX T UAF K (oligo #1: 5'-GGGCGGCGACC[biotinylated-
T]-3"; oligo #2: 5'-AGGT[biotinylated-T]CGCCGCCC-3) % . ATP {#7E F T 37°C.
3 W[l T4 polynucleotide kinase (New England Biolabs) #LEEL . VU gk L7,
D%, FMRORRO EFF ACEGRDO -0, oligo #1 % T4 T A 77— 3 L
v 7 7 — (New England Biolabs) ' CADNA |27 =—U > 7 L, 65°C /5 10°C
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F THrin L721%. T4 DNA ligase (New England Biolabs) % VT 16°C, 2 FFfH]
TA 7= ar Lz, Hi\WT, [ALCFIET oligo #2 & MO RImIZT =—V
VIBIORTA = a L, WMRmE B4 TF AR LT,

2R FHEOCTEMEEIC L 5 DNA V—FD—FHi%%

ELB buffer TUHEF L7z~ A 7 B ii&iZ, ©FF {k ADNA Z mA&RE 11.5
pM t7¢5 K9 DNA /N> 77— (20 mM Tris-HCI pH 7.5, 150 mM NaCl, 0.25
mg/ml BSA) (Z¥&f# L. 22 nM SYTOX Orange (Thermo Fisher Scientific) % #s/ll
%, BESTROF ¥ FUIZHEANLTZ, DNA (F 2 pl/min T 5~10 43R L.
AN—=TTTAREZT Y 7 L, KfEGD ADNA (&, A A=V TRy 7
7 — (50 mM Tris-HCl pH 7.5, 50 mM NaCl, 3 mM MgCl., 5mMATP, 5% 2V
re—/L, 0.25mg/mlBSA, 22nM SYTOX Orange) % 10 ul/min C2 237 =
ETHRELRL, 0%, 7 —REZEETF v RN LAKEHRMOF ¥ v
Y0z, 30 pl/min D7 17— T DNA ZfHiE L7-, DNA L— 7k % 58
L7, FREWNIZ, 1.5nM O 2 b —3 2 L 0.75n0M @ NIPBL-Mau2 % 00 L 7=,
DNA (£ 561 nm O L—H—T, a2t — 07488 nm O L —H— |2 X - TH AL
L. BIETISBE (F—8) 70135 0E B %) T20 oMiRE Lz,

T b — Y LB O— 0 FRIEE T, KT MOF v 2D Tz, DNA
% 50 pl/min THEEPICEINE, FEZ 100 ul/min (235 Z & T DNA ZEMBR E
IR L TH I X RICB DT, D%, 1.50M O=ak— & 2aM D
NIPBL-Mau2 % 10 pl/min T L, 5 MDA > F 2 ~— kh DF% | high-salt buffer
(50 mM Tris-HCI pH7.5, 500 mM NaCl, 3 mM MgCly, 5 mM ATP, 5% glycerol, 0.25
mg/ml BSA, 22 nM SYTOX Orange) (2 & > TN %%, ATP Z¥NL 7=
high-salt buffer, & L < % ATP % f&Z L 72 high-saltbuffer [ZE#i L, DNA L=
b — 3 U OYLE A 100 msee fRlE 30 B Lz, AR CT25 3 F0ake—v
v EBEAT L. Y AN (MSD) ZLL RO SIE LT,

N-n
1
—_— - . —_— . 2

MSD(N, 1) = ~— Z (i — 1)
ZIZTON T 7 U—2% (N=300) . Atl37 L— A OFRREFERTH Y (At=
0.1s), MSD fEiZ 5 A 57 7 (nAt) OBEkE LT7m v b L7, JRHEREL D I,
MSD 7 —4 % LA FORFEIH AT 4 v T 4 v 7T 52 L TR,

MSD(t) = 2Dt®

EfgE AR L O+ F 7 v %> 71 NIS-Elements (Nikon) % FHVNTATVY, MSD
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BRI ONT7 4T 4 Z0E Prism9 VY7 v =T #HNTIiTo7=,

I —V DS FEABEERET LTV —F T vEA THE, 1 nM
D Alexad88 fEik 2 & — v L & I X—H T AREIZIHERF RIS S 7, 20k
RSN X RN 35 mW D488 nm L—H—TT7 ¢ h T U —F 7L,
TN —F U T AT o T EBRHT A 05 B LICEBERG Lz, AT v 7Y
AT, KTV —F o T AR FTHOWT, YT KETIHROENEFR 5 7
L— DG O sEE o7y E LTRIB LT,

FVFTAY h—=7%F\I ATP IS FREHEDER

ATP NIRRT A Ti%, 200nM D =2 b —3 841K % | reaction buffer (35
mM Tris-HCIpH 7.5, 1 mM TCEP, 25 mM NaCl, 1 mM MgCl., 0.003% Tween-20,
0.1 mg/ml BSA, 10 nM [y-**P]ATP, 25 uM FEtE#& ATP) H1 T, 150 nM NIPBL-Mau?2
BELO10nMADNA Z/N1%2T37°CTA »FaX— kL7, RIiE03MEDTA
DOEIMZ L ViFIESE, KISEMER) =F LA I 7 — |~ Merck) BT
WE/a~v N7 7 40— X0 oBELT, BB E LT 0.75 M KH2PO4 (pH
3.4) =, 5B, Typhoon FLA9000 A %+ J— (GE Healthcare) (2 X 51
A= T DODOY, Fiji Y7 b =T EHWTCERBEN 217572,

FATvAA A=V T L iFRAP f#AT

TATENLAL A= 70, fildE 8 U=Vl T ARTF ¥ 73— (IWAKI) N
THETDHZ L TIToT, ~y RRAAL VEEA o — 3 VR B D 4y 54
MDA A= 7T 8 7oV F ¥ U N—NTH#E L 7=/l %2 RO3306 T 20
RFEALEE L Y U — 2% BI2 21T o 72, ~y FOMGI 2 G1E, B0 2 FFH
ATIC 1.5 M @D AP21967 2N+ 25 Z &L THE Lz, £7=. B850 10 /iS5
ug/ml Hoechst 33342 ZifIN9 % Z & TE: DNA Z# 4t L 7=,
STAG1-WT/RA-Halo FEUHIfLD Z A 7L A A — > 7 TiL, 100 nM HaloTag
YA K JF646 T 6 BERIEFR L. A A — 27 10 43HiIlT 5 ug/ml Hoechst 33342
ZIRNT 2% 2 & T DNA %@ L7, ik, HES=2=> b CSU-WI
(Yokogawa), EMCCD 77 A7 iXon Ultra 888 (Andor), 40x Plan-Fluor X1 > X
(NA 1.30, Nikon) % 2 7= Nikon Ti2-E BHE&$: CT1T- 7=,

iFRAP (inverse fluorescence recovery after photobleaching) FZEki%, ik HiET
Gl £721F G2 IR LM EHWTIT> 72, MAEIE LX83-FV3000
(OLYMPUS ) 3t £ S B #% 82 | T . 60x Plan-Apochromat %} # L > X
(PLAPON60XOSC2) Z W TR L7z, ~y RRAAS vy &filar —2 U 5E]
i {FRAP TlE, IR L7= 10 ffLicxt LT, Sccl-mAID-mClover % 488 nm
L—H—% AT OfERE 7YV —F L, 7V —F1% 120 5, 2 52
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LT —F OB NDOEIE 2T =42 —3 5 Z & T L7z,

STAG1-FKBP-mCherry2 3 J (8 STAG2-mAID-mClover @ iFRAP T, #4R L
72 10 MM % L C, STAGI (21% 561 nm L —¥%—_ STAG2 |21 488 nm L —
—ZHWTED SOl E 7V —F L, 7 U —F% 120 . 2 pZLic7
U —FRER O DEEEZE=4 —F 5 2 & THIT LT,

STAG1-WT/RA-Halo @ iFRAP Tl&, BLEHTIZ M % 2 pg/ml doxycycline hycrete
(Sigma-Aldrich) C 24 il 5 Z & THREAZFHFE L, X 51T 500 ng/ml dTAGV-1
T4 WL 25 = & THRIEMED STAGL 245 fR &7, T D%, STAGIWT- %
7213 STAGIRA-Halo % 100 nM JF646 T 1 FEMEEFK L. PBS T L7-D b,
JF646 % & £ 720 37°CIZ Tl L 72 McCoy’s SA F5HIIZASHA L 7=, 3N L 7= 10 #
FEIZ%f L, 640nm L —H —TEEDOLy O E 7Y —F L, 7 U —F#% 120 4y
. 2028127 ) —FHEkOECOREZE=2—4 25 2 & TR L7,
7V —F BB LORT Y — F RO E R Fiji # O CTEE L, Migo
BE) L Fiji @ Template Matching 77 7' > THIE L7, RefFREIZ 1 5 8658
FEDEIE X, Prism 9 (GraphPad) % HWCTLL TFOXFEEEIEIC 7 0 v T 07 L
7=

F(t) = Span/®t (1 — exp(—kyqse * t)) + Spans® (1 — exp(—kgiow * £))

WTERER] (residence time, 1) 1d 1= 1/kor & EFE SN D T2, ERUTKE LT ko™
BEO ket IR D 2 FRIEOWAERH ™ & oY R/ HND, MG
X, 7 P TV —=F U TRICKRT ) —FHEBTRDIIZ RS 7TV & w
5y & LTHRES 72, BIR 7 o~ F oAy 0E &L, L TFoRic kv E
HL7:

Spanft

Spanfast + Spanslow 100

et A

AR Z 2 ug/ml KA 7 U T 24 KEEALBE L, £ D% 500 ng/ml dTAGV-
1, 100nM 5-Ph-IAA, 100nM JF646 % fil % C 8 REALEE L7z, feu T, 4 FEfE o
nocodazole ZLFRIZ L U Ml Z 43 ZENZAT I S H 72, STAGIWT/RA DFEELL~)L
X AHZDHI=D, FACSIZE Vg Y —T 47 Uiz, Y—T 4 7%, #ln
ZAKHE Ny 77— (0.75 M KCl) HCHLEL L, Carnoy [EEK (70% A % / —IL,
30%AERE) CHIE LTz, Ytihzt hN— 47 A BICHERM L, Giemsa 4 faiik
(Merck) T 9 G L7-0Ob, KEKTHF L, % Entellan New (Merck)
THRA LT,
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7 axFUERDRRL 7 0 <F L HEERE

Gl F721% G2 IZFEFH L7=/paiz oW T, STAGIWT-Halo & STAG1RA-Halo
DB~V ER A D2, FTFACSIZED Y —T 4 VT HITVD, VY —T 4~
7% . #iE % lysis buffer (10 mM Tris-HC1 (pH 7.5). 100 mM NaCl, 5mM MgCl,
0.2% NP-40) H CTisfiE L7, Sfifafht® (whole-cell extract) ZFH#4 5729
—¥#6% 0.2 U @ Benzonase (Merck) T 4°C, 30 MLE L7, 7 vu~F Moy H
oD, Hilaz 2,000xg T 10 ELL, By hEFRUE Ny 7

7—7T 5 [\ LT,

Ja~F UM TIE, £79 10 ul @ Protein A &5 B — KX (Veritas) (28t
Sme3 ik 25ug, HOWNEa L br— L E L TUHXIgG b O LHREES
w7, 7ra~<F XLy X 0.5U0 @ Benzonase T 4°C, 30 /I U714, Bt
%ﬁét~xk4%fzﬁﬁ4/#1~—bbtot~xi%@ﬂy77~(m
mM Tris-HCI, pH 7.5, 150 mM NaCl, 0.05% Tween-20) T 3 [A][{F L, Laemmli
YTy T 7 —IBRE L TTINEREME L2 b Bif% SDS-PAGE, UV = A ¥
YTy T 4TI R LT,

Micro-C Y- 7' )V il
AR 2 AR O H5iET G WHZFEFH L. 2 pg/ml R4 27 U 2T 24 FEf,

S 512 500 nM dTAGV-1 3 L O 100 nM 5-ph-IAA % 8 FffHj4LEE L 7=, STAGI-
WT/RA-Halo #7213 STAGI-RA-Halo [5ttffildz FACS TY—7 4> 7 L, HD

IZ Micro-C > 7 ViRBIC V=,
V=T 47 LM E T Ly vl L %RV AT VT R
(Polysmences) HC, FEIRT 10 oREE L, BOSE 25 M Z U 2L
SA ¥ aR— T 52 ETEIELE, 20Kk, Milda PBS T2 [E¥EE
L 0.3 M disuccinimidyl glutarate (DSG; Thermo Fisher) % F\ Tl 45 47, 5
TBEO7a R ) 7 BTV, BR25M 7Y v 5 SREINL TRIGE1E
LU=, o=~ 1 > k% Micro -C buffer #1 (10 mM Tris-HCI (pH 7.5), 50
mM NaCl, 5 mM MgCl, 1 mM CaCly, 0.2% NP40, 1x cOmplete EDTA-free (Roche))
WIZHRE L, K ET 20 oA v FaX— L7, FWT, 4°C, 5000xg T35 47
.0 L, 5564722 8~ F I micrococcal nuclease (MNase; New England
Biolabs) 3,000 gel units & #si#&, 37°CT 10 /o LEL L7=, KJ&SiE 2 mM EGTA
%ﬁ‘ﬁﬂ L. 65°CT 10 offiA v Fa— 4252 & TIEIESHET, 4°C, 5,000x¢g
5 rfliE oL, XLy R &EIKE L7z Micro-C buffer #22 (10 mM Tris-HCI (pH
7.5), 50 mM NaCl, 10 mM MgCly) T L7z, =Dk, 7 v~ F % Micro-C end-
repair mix (10 mM Tris-HCI (pH 7.5), 50 mM NaCl, 10 mM MgCl, 100 pg/ml BSA, 4
mM ATP, 5 mM DTT) (2% ¥ L. & 5(Z DNA Polymerase I, Large (Klenow)
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Fragment (New England Biolabs) 40 U & T4 polynucleotide kinase (New England
Biolabs) 200U Z A, 37°CT 1 KffHjA > Fa~— kL7, EA4F U AE#OT
¥, biotin-dATP (Jena Bioscience), biotin-dCTP (Jena Bioscience), dGTP (Promega),
dTTP (Promega) ZZALEIL 66 uM & 725 K5 NZ, 25°CT 1 KA > F o2 ~X—
~ U7z, RSIE30mM EDTA Z#RINL, 65°CT 20 A > Fa~—h952
ETEIELT, 7 u~F % 4°C, 10,000 x g T 5 4pfEliED L, XL > k% ligation
buffer (50 mM Tris-HCL, pH 7.5, 10 mM MgCl, 1 mM ATP, 10 mM DTT) T 2 [B]{fci4
L7ct#, mHEERO 7 A4 /' —va v oicd, 7a~F % 2,000 U @ T4 DNA
ligase (New England Biolabs) % % ¢ ligation buffer (ZfF% L, =R T 3 KA >
XaxX—hL7, 47— artk, 7a~vF % 4°C, 10,000 x g T 5 Frfliz
L, XL > % 200 U @ Exonuclease III (New England Biolabs) % #0172
NEBuffer 1 (New England Biolabs) |Zf&# L, 37°CT 15 ofElA > Fa2X—F L
T, FAT =2 arySNTWRVER EOEFF U -dNTP ZERE LT, fi\T
750 pg @ Proteinase K (Roche) 3 XY 0.14% SDS %Iz, 55°CC 2 Bif#]A > &%
2_X— L7, 65°Com TYN—R 7R 7 %1T->7=, DNA % QlAquick
PCR purification kit (QIAGEN) % W THHRL L 7=,
A F TN E T D=8, 5 ul D Dynabeads™ MyOne™ Streptavidin C1 &

— X (Invitrogen) % 300 ul ® Tween wash buffer (5 mM Tris-HCI, pH 7.5, 0.5 mM
EDTA. 1 M NaCl, 0.05% Tween-20)C 2 [BI¥EyF L7z, &% DNA %, 300 pl ©
binding buffer (5 mM Tris-HCI, pH 7.5, 0.5 mM EDTA, 1M NaCl) ([Zf&#& L 7= —
REEA L, B T2 54 v FaX—F L1, D%, ©— X% Tween wash
buffer T2 EIYEH L7z, 7477 U —ai%di%. NEBNext® Ultra™ II DNA Library
Prep Kit for Illumina® (New England Biolabs) Z N, A—F—D 7 1 k2 /LIZHE
WE—X LT Tole, TS X —TF A7 — a1, ©— X% Tween wash buffer
T 2 [F¥ed L. NEBNext® Multiplex Oligos for [llumina® (New England Biolabs) %
FAWTC PCR IR 21T > 7=, HA&AI72 PCR FEM)IX AMPure XP E'— X (Beckman
Coulter) TR L7z, v —27 2 v 7B IOT —F OfENTIZ. Spanish National
Cancer Research Centre (CNIO) @ Ana Losada #(#%. Daniel Giménez #4528 1217 >
TV,

ab—Y VEAEERO HS-AFM #1582

e R - [ ) SRR 22 I B K2 ICEMS B — it & 3 A 7 A LS O #
IWBLESZ . HEAE S AT TV =W, SEFEs TR L 72 1.5 nM OB
AR Scel = B —3 B LW Scelthot = b — 0 & AFM #1%2 Buffer (10 mM HEPES
pH7.7, 150 mM KC1, 2 mM ATP, 2.5 mM MgClL) (Z#shi L, AFM BIZRICH W=, B
1% 0.5 frame/sec TITV, 15 B AL EHSRIL Fiji (2 X o THEMT L 72,
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WIE ob—VUOTFEEIZRBITA A~y RRASL VEEER{LOBEEM

3.1 &S

cAR B A NVFEETENESS DNA L—7H LIEEE WoTcabe—2 D1
REREIT Smcl/3 ~v R R A A D H D ATP MK FREMEIC IS KFE L TV 5,
ATP OFEA K ONKDIRT~Y R RAAL L OEE LREEZHE T D8, ITED
REMAT D, ~y B RAAL CORIEZLD R 72 ) o 7 DR O R TR < |
BEREEROEEENE Iy TV 7 L TNAZELTRBRENTED, o
EEENa e — 2 o FREREICR DI HE S L TnD Z EREn->odh 5,
—H T, FOELEOHTHEEEA I = X LT LU TIIRB RSN L H Y, i
DNA /L— 7R H UIEMEICBI LTk, ATP Ik fRiEtE 2 vEm e 35—, U v
JORAEMEL L0l ~y R RAA EEZLOMAEIZE LTIk
B 72 32\,

WEOYMFIEE DI D, ~v KR A A Ofifili7225672 DNA Eo=t
— VU EIRENCEENT D ENRINTWS, EZTARETIE, a2b— -
DNA B BEAER O N AR EbN a b — 2 U4 FHEREIC 5- 2 D 58 % Wk &
HIZ LT~y FRAAL UAEEZLD DNA FESZEMEDOHIEHEEEICE B LI-fE
WraiT-72,
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3.2 fER
3.2.1 ab—IrOmfER L EIT DNA LV— T 2 HET 5

WEOIZ, 2B —3 D DNA V—FRIE M % & &ICRIT T 5720, —4 1
LU TP DNA N—TBEROMNL AT o7, T, G E T T T
DNA O T ZAEM E~DREO T, Ny 7 7 —REOER, Ny 77— O
AT TOD~A 7 R aFR Uiz, Mz 4 F b L7z 50 kbp £D A
DNA Z5E L LCTHWA =, TP Ca—T 4 7 LI NR—HT T A%k
ML, ZNE TS RWEHET — 7L > TAT A RO T A 1
HZ LT, FEOYA B EER LT, ~A 7 B O MRz Ny 77—
DOWMAEPEHEIT ) Fa—T %28/ L. WTNhEE T 5 2 L THERE & fiR
OV EZ ZAREE L (Figl-1 k), fERL7-~A 7 aiiiglckt L, Dl
MR I A TF 1Mk DNA ZIRIM LA N—H T A EIZ DNA %850 i) 7=%
(Fig.1-1 (i), B E R ANCEF 35 Z & TDNA & U TR X7 (Fig.1-
1(1), UFH DNA IZX L Cak—r o B Or—F 1 » VK+FTé % NIPBL-
Mau2, ATP 23 % Z & TDNA L—F DA AL LT (Fig.1-1 (iii)), T
X 72 DNA V— 7 % 2R B3 GBI L 0 B8, fitr 552 & Cae—v v
® DNA V— 7 TERdEEZ EE LT,

b —3 2 -DNA WA AEVERZEMEDZE & 5 FHERED R ZH 5 i+ 5
72, ROIZ, TOFRERNT, ~v K RAA U OREEZLIZIK D DNA f5G %
TEMEDZALS DNA V—TTERRIENEIC G 2 DB RGE LTz, Fram Cik 7=k 9
IZ. ~y RRAAL T ATP fEESICEGFLTRA L, Zhdae—T >0 ik
CHNAERIERICLETHDHZ L, ~y K RAAL U OEEH NIPBL-Mau2 & 3
LT DNA CLZEMICHEERTL7 ) v B TREEZFHET L2 LNRE
LTV % (Camdere et al., 2018; Higashi et al., 2020; Minamino et al., 2018), & Z T,
Ny RRAAL VDEBICLDat —3 & DNA OLEH LGS DNA L—7
TERRIE IS 52 DB RGET 720, BB TIER Iz ~y RRA A >
Mo -V U ERHOWTERE T2, 2O~y RRASL VR ae —v
1% Sme3 (Z FRB*% 7', Smcl (Z FKBP # Z B fJIE&TEH, TF3<wA
7 r 7 AP21963 (LA T AP EFL#) ORI L > T~y K KA A &8I
SEIEDLZENARETH D (Fig.1-1b), BEDEERNS, EBIZZ D~y KK
AA ORI R2AICE 5T DNA RIZA LI-ae— RN eElbEnb
Z & DNA EDab —3  OILHBEEB DT IZ L > TRS ATV S (Sakata ef
al., 2021), ZDO~y RRAAL VM ae — U EHNT, AP OfFE FB LW
FELF(E T T DNA L — TG EZ i L7 & 2 A, BERIRNZ &2, AP DR
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INZ &> T DNA /V— 7T RAE B LB 12 L, DNA O#EffE (compaction) 73
ML 72 (Figl-le,d), S BT, AP FEFFAE TIZEBWT, ATP O 0 ISR
ST~y RRAAL U EZESERRBICHERF 5 ATP 771 7 Th % ADP/AIFX %
WIML7= L& Z A, DNA V—7ERIEEMTIZmaelc bz (Figl-1d), Z Ok
RN~y R RAAL Ol 722613 DNA V— 7R 2 03 L, ATP ik
SIRIZ LD~y KRR AL OfEEED DNA V—TBRICKHETH D Z EIRE
Nize —F T, ik S#7- DNA L— 7 DIk X OTEEEE 2. DNA OFEE
WEICEXVEHRLZEZA, AP OFEIZEED 53 DNA /L— 713 U 74 DNA
O _ETFRERA KR SN D MFREL—7TH Y . ZOREEIZH 2T
Rz oiz (Figl-lef), A EDOFERMNS, ~v K KA A Ol 722 A0
DNA V—7"%HT 2T v 7 LD ie LA DNA /b— TR OO B 4 BHLE L
TWD I ERREBINT,

3.2.2 ~y RRAAL VORIl 7a~Fr Eoae— 00X
WRNZZELSND

— T BIESRICE DN NG~y R KA A U OiE#I 72 2A5 7 DNA L—7
FERAEMEAZLET 5 Z LRSIz, RIZ, 22 e —2 » OMMNEEREIZ 5
2 DWBERGE LTz, fIlEN T~y K KA A Ol ad % AP IKFIICH
W50, BMEECER- I~y Faaae — 2 BB Z -
fifiT 217> 7= (Fig.1-2a), A L7=X 912, ~v K KA A VO8I S/IC &
S>T.DNA EDOab—v U BNEERSIND Z & invitro DEBRIZE > TREN
TW5% (Sakataetal.,2021), £ Z THhT, MlaNI v~F o Eoab — o his
v R RAAL VDERIZE > TEEILEN D D EIGEAKEOEEIE (FRAP) 12X
ST, FTATZE D, 2 —3 T Gl Wi i LT, G2 Mlic kv L&
LENHZENRINTWDZ ED (Gerlich ef al., 2006), 2 —T N LD
AT I v 772G HIICBWTAPHETR, HFFEFTCae—  OREMEL
i L7z (Fig.1-2a), D453 OFEBUIAFET % Sccl-mClover D 2 iR 4 X,
ZOHENOEEIZEY ab— VOREMEEZRE LIZE Z A, AP OfFE T TlX
HOEOEIED AP FEAFA(E T & bl L TR TV e (Fig.1-2bc), ~> R RA A
DRI EEI L b ae =Y rOEENRD., 2Dz —v O EMIZIT
T 20 ERD7-0, AP FE(FIE T T G2 MFEIFRHHIIEZ H 72 FRAP fi#fT © 1T
- 72 (Fig.1-2b,c), € DFERFATHIIEE —FH L T, 26— I GL XLV b&LE
fbEns Z EnsEoREOENICE YV /RENT- (Figl-2e), 7r~JF v katk
—VVOREMNE XV FEMICEHMET 2720, dtoREO T v v b &2 R
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BRI 7 4 T 40 7 LTz (Figl-2de), Zhicky, Zu~Fo ko
b — B L DREANLE stable £ & XA F X > 7 72 dynamic 2EHIZ5FE
L. stable 2 DOHEEEE MO LEMICZ o~ F VIS LIzae —v U OfES
HEFFEER] (stable residence time) Z % H L7= (Fig.1-2f), & DFEHE. AP /77 T Tl
AP FEFFAE T & bhifg U CREGMERFIRFR S BREE ISHIN L. BLBREVLNZ &2, G2
L0 HRWHERFFFI 27~ L7z (Fig.1-2), — 7T, SEIRERFOEME LT
B TOat —v v 7P VBEOELIAL N, 7 a~xF» EIZHEE LT
Wb ak— DG (bound fraction) ZHH L7-E Z A, ZIUT AP ODFMHET
ZTIR LT, GL BN T G2 Wi RI% Th o7 (Fig.1-2g), LA EOFKEEM
5. AP DIINC K D~y B RAA »OEHIF7R2=E05, G HIIZBWT G2 =
b=V TOMEERENNSED T ENIRSNI,

3.2.3 ~y RRAA ORI RSE TR SEL 2 RET S

IHNETOMZEND, SRBIICEB VLTI, 2 b — 2 iy 2 e iR oyl
ICHETH Y, Gl HI~DOBAT & 2 a b — 3 U DMlik Y43 (R R 35 1 8) < 2
FRlab—v ot GLEICBWTY ) MBS I < L— TR =
E—VVICEERDDIETAMREBEINTND, ~y K RAL Ok Rs
BN u~xF 2 EO DNA V—7TMIEREARE L2 &, Gl Hlick T =tk
—VVDEAF IV AEE TSR LEBBET DL ~y R AL - Ofihf
IZEDae =T OREMEOHIN, HEEEN e —2 0D GL L —7
B ot — U ~OBREEBICEE CTH D Al REMEIVRIB I NS, BEOFZE
TIEHSZHICHB N TE A~y R RAL ol asdnat —2 v 2 RENE
. MR RS 2R RN T A KRB A BIZL STV 5 (Sakata ef al.,
2021), & Z THREIZ, ~Y RRAAL VORAIZL D3 —v rORERZE
D, HEE OREE & R G~ DORBATIC B 2 52 A2 L v
AE L7z, G2 #ICIRIFA L7=#AEiC AP 230 L., 2 e LBt | sy 2 a % &
=% — L7 (Fig.1-3a,b), T DOFER., AP DIFLE F TIE, MBI @A N IE
LGB SN2 WEaR 7 U v P OBERHEM L TWe (Fig.1-3¢,d), £72. &
SZHH DR S AP OIRINC L - TEFEITEIN L7 (Fig.1-3e), & H1T. AP OFN
IZ& > T, AP IETFAE F CIIBIE SN o T 3N S Gl MI~OBIT #1582
SNVl bR S 7o (Fig1-3f), LA EDORERNG, ~» N R XA > Ol
PR EZHEIZ LD ae = ORRERZENRD, SR AESEEZE L, Gl
W~OBITEZELR L Z ERESNT,
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3.3 E
3.3.1 DNA JV—TRIEMHIZIBIT D~y K KA A il M B M

KBEOFERNO, ~v B RAAL COREIREZHEIZEDDNA Fae—2 00
R 7222 EAL DS, DNA LV—T A LET 5 2 L3RS iv7e (Fig.3-1d), =D
AALZRIFENT 25 . ATP fEEREED 2 & — 2 >3 DNA ZHEIC7 7> 735
gripping WHENFET 5 Z E B 5T STV % (Higashi et al., 2020; Shi et al.,
2020), ZDOZ L bk, TR T FulIlL b Ny ROEEDDNA Fak—
VMBI EENIEDL L EBESTHE, ~y FNAL OIS
Mk —3 % gripping IREEIZHERF LEET TR0 . £ DNA LV — 7B AR
ELTWAHREMENEZ 2 BbiLb, FEEEIZ DNA L— 7RI ATP HI7K 2 i
KTFRITH Y (Davidson et al., 2019; Kim et al., 2019), AWFFEIZISUNT HANAK S R
SN2y ATP 7 e 72 W46, DNA V—7RITBE S e o7
(Fig.3-1d), 2D Z &b, 2k — 2 & DNA OFEEGNETEL S D gripping IR
REZY DNA N— TR OFTEM TH D & TiUE, ~v KR KAAL COfRBEC L5
gripping IREE/ D DB, I X D DNA-= b — 3 UM EERZEL D21k
23 DNA NV—TFERRICKLETH D EE 2 bID,

— T, I A T IR OFET T ae—2 b0 DNA L—
TR LT (Fig3-1d), ZiUd, /3427 Falickbd~y RRAAL
DEEDND, ~y FEOREZ 522 nlZiZLWVW=dThHHr EEZI LD, FE
BIZ, IS R 2 b—va Y E WIS, TN~ T u s
IZ& 2 FKBP-FRB*[B DT %V o 7 %4T->Th, ~v N KA A W OB TR K
T7~10nm S KRR HH Z LR RSN TWD (Sakataeral.,2021), BEHL Z
DTN~y NEEBED B B EOHEINIC X - T gripping REDZEE MDD
L. TR 88972 DNA L— TR ORI OB N2 Z e nEZ 6N 5,

Flo, ~y RRAAL UEEEETER SV DNA V—7IZE L TiE, 20
ST RGRE (ZZE 1T A2 BV o 7= (Fig3-lef), TDZ B~y RRAA v
DFFEEEIC X 5 a e — -DNAMHAEEROEL ZVE &5 5 DX DNA V— T
ROV T D LHELETE D, BEL LR Te~y KR A A Ofifk
\Z L 5 gripping IREED > DIERE DS DNA /L— 7 2 T HIHISOSICHR < F 5 LT
BY ., —EHH E 7z DNA L— 7RG O B R SCTAIRMERF I I SO I E &R &
7psy RRAA VI ORENHHEZ LB L LN ENEBEZ LN,

I BT, IR A T J{EE N TlE DNA OEHEEE (compaction) P
T RHE B DS BEE SN L7 (Fig.3-1d), Z @ DNA EEfati&En o7 S~A v o7
0 ZIEFE T THEREND Z &, ADP/AIFX OIFE F Tl SR & %
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BT DL, DNA L— 7R L DNA EEEMEETZ IO T 40 S ATP Ko fiff
TS THDENWZD, ~y RRAL UVDOEAILEDae - OEENL
NHIE R WD S, BEELHMEET-2 00, WTFRORIEbat—2 Ut k
% DNA @ gripping 2 & LTWDHH DD, DNA V—TFRkIE~y K KA A
v DFFBEICHAE L=, X0 EH72 DNA-2 b — 3 U /RIS L TV A ]
BEMENREZ BND, T3vA o7 u ZFEE T Tl Z OB B/ER IS pME
RBAEROBENBEBREXDTNCHENT 52 & T DNA L—7 Bl EE S
NH5HOD, DNA & DEENRAEASN BN E /72D L Tae— 2 DNA
DE 7 77 LTlE ., #ERMIC DNA L— 7 O L W DNA SEfEREE o
TR DMERCHNCHEIT LI Z B 26D,

F LD L ATP NAKGFRIGEHERTR /2~y R RAAL LV OSE LfEBHE, ok
—3 D DNA fEEZEMEZERICHIET L2 Z LICHETH Y, DNA L—TTF
RS, OB R EICRAKTE LIS TH D 2 E BRI Sz,

3.3.2 HMBEANIZEIT D~y K R A A REED VB

AN FRAP EBRN S~ B KA A ossiflf 247 Gl Hifmcks T
abv—vrDru~vF UG ERENT DI ENRINT (Fig.3-2c-), BB
WZEIT, 2o lEREhENTZat =V U ORAEREMNIX G HloFh L v 1Y
ML Tz (Fig3-2f), G2 HlickBW\WTiE, 2 —uidd & U Camisk g5 (AR R
BEEITENTE Y . Sme3 DT & F ALRe Sororin DFEAIC L > TGl L §%2
EL S D (Gerlich et al., 2006), ~Y ROZENZDREOaE— 2 LD 1
ZELTWADHZ L Sororin DIEHLES Sme3 72T /L L~L) Gl i Tchkx<
W35 Z L EFET D & (Minamino ef al., 2015; Nishiyama et al., 2010; Rankin et
al.,2005), ~v K R A A Offi|l72=EG0, Bilake— 0l a~F UfEE
K2 G2 BRI L 727210 T < | gripping JREED X 5 72, K 0 ZER) 7 RABITHE
FFLHilT 52 & T, DNA L OMEFERAZBEICEZELL TS ZENRBZ LN
%o

BLEEN L2, ~y RRAICE D a3t —2 v OB LZET. RaEorR
DEEEBIEZE I L. MG Gl Hi~OBITEE Ls (Fig.3-3), iEOWF5EH
O, ZavFUmEEEDN Gl B TRV TH Y . G2 WITI W\ THEE 12l <
I —TUNT ) AEREEEREILET S Z ENRIITWD (Bastié et al.,
2024; Nagano et al., 2017), £7-. G2 #HizEB T 5, WAPL ODGfEIc kb7 v~F
v D DNA LV—7#H Lab — o N, ikt 5K o 4B (sister
chromatid resolution) Z 2T %5 Z L 2R3N TE Y (Batty eral., 2023), DNA /v
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— 7 UMl R G e R O S BEICHF 5 LS 2 L IFEAR Y v —2 I a b —v
aUMHLBRINTVD Z END (Goloborodko et al., 2016), ~» FOEAEIZ &
Hat—rOWEILLENE DNA L— FHIH UTEM: O BHE 23 Y fa R o 45 it
ZIHEL, ZOBELE L TMENLORERREEIC2D EE2 N5,

N6 ENL, ~y RRAL VOfRBEC L D2t —3 -DNA HHAEERZ
EPEDIR T, iz ~7= X 51T gripping IREE & W\ o 7= 222 RFED & D DNA /L
— 7 UIEMEZRE L, fRRNICB W TY ) AERBEEER I ot —
VEBEMESE TS EBZOND, BOREIZTHHICER RS0, BF LIS
WZE 72 Sororin X° DNA /L — 7 #H LIZ W ZH 72 NIPBL @ K 9 72 2 b — 2 L fil4I[Al
T, BEREFEAT DL TNy R RAAL CORFTHIZEEN B B E %2 21t
SH, LU ES T DNA fEALEMENEIICHIE S5 Z & T, MlaNicisiT
LPEEMae — L DNA V=T at —2 U OBERSITHREZ > T
HDOTIXRWINEHEERTE D,
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E compaction
Smc3 Smci e Hloop
ks]
Forced head engagement e Z100 I T
s T80
—> ks)
g_
£
< 3
FRB* FKBP
[ g
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Fig.3-1 =2t —Y U OBFIRZEILDNANV—THREHET S

a. BFHHEDCTRSE A2 V. DNA L— TR O —45 F8lEi%R, +F0~A 7
o % L C Buffer Z i A - BEH &5 inlet-outlet tube Z B5%E L. R
JCERMEE (TIRF microscopy) [ TN DNA OBIELZ1T o7, GRDITHEREE
ICEFF AL DNA 2L, TEY v a— b ENTZ =TT A FI2Abo £F1F
7= (). TDH., BREOWHNIZEL Y DNA 2 U FRICHE S (i), 2t —
3 NIPBL-Mau2, ATP Z¥#sh14 % Z & T DNA L—FIERZFE LT (i),

b. 2t —Y DiEE A~y FRRAS &M ae —2 2, Sme3 IZHG Sz
FRB*, Smcl |ZFlA S417z FKBP NI 3~ A > 7 ua ORI L > T
DE L. ~y R RAL CRIBEHC T Y 7 snb,

c. I TBIERICE > THBIER SN D DNA ORSEZE L, T H L Z > T eV IRTEE
(F; no loop). DNA #EfEtkAE (FF; compaction), DNA /L — 7 EAREE (F;
loop) %7/~ LT\ 5, DNA | SYTOX Orange (2 &V AIffb L7z, A — LR
— 1% 2 um,

d. & U 7% DNA O, DNA L—7 %2k L= B8 2= &5 CER LKL
720 EBRIZ-AP/HAP 54T 5 [0 21T\, ADP/AIFx 54 C 3 [01fT> 7=, DNA
IE-AP §:FC 471 . +AP /4T 550 {El, ADP/AIFx {1 C 529 {Ef#EHT L 7=,
BUTITEE XL OEERZES R STV 5,

e. DNA L — 7 O FRIEfRNT, 778~ A 2o 7 JOFE F £ EGFE T T
ek 472 DNA L— 7" Side-1., Side-2. 3 X Tip sEIKICEIT S SYTOX
orange ¥/ FVIBEAZER L, ZOMEN O R M L7oHXIHIe DNA &% RFfH
Bz CT7ry bL, BEREIFEZ R LT, S HMEEXE2E T (n=5), Side-
1 & Side-2 OFREMNFEFFZEA LI2Z &b, —TBEBIHITH S
ZEMWRIND,

f.DNA L — 7 DGR, 4544 C 5 D DNA /L— 7 & fifhir Liz, JRuN— L&

Buws—dznen ik X WAL 27~ P fiiX Mann—Whitney @
U BREICL > THEH L,
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stop

a e
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Smc1-FKBP-3HA - Ex25 | FKBP-3HA |- BSDH
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Fig.3-2 ~y RFAAS VOBHPVLRSFICEV /a~vTFrEoae—T UidlR
FlicZzefbkshd

a. AR CTHWEZ~y &AM ot —2 U3 HMI, CRISPR-Cas9 {£I2 LD
Smc3 |2 FRB*73, Smcl |2 FKBP 23l ST\ 5, S HIZ, Seel BEisFITiX
mClover # 7 MIIMENTEY, ab— U OWENBENTETH 5,

b. HEHADRF & FRAP EBRD X % — L, G2 Wl~DFFHIL. Cdk 1~ b X
—RO3306 Z IR L 18 R ZREE 52 LI X viTo 72, Gl i~
DOIEFITIE, RO VU —R%%IZ/ a2 —/L (Noc) IZL D M #AFHIZFIFH &
B, VU =203 FEMBICBIEEZT o7,

c. G2 (). AP FEFTET (FFH), AP F7E T (P)IZI T D FRAP itk OAlfE,
BOYSOEBOENE T ) —F 7L, 20hEE 10 5t =21) 7
L7z, A7 —/L/3—[3 10 pm,

d,e. BOAOKERYDOT L — L TORGHEBYIFRAEIKOECOEL 1 & L, @
[E118 & 2 BHEE BB BRIl U 7o, 50T 10 B OMIfa Z2 figth L. SFEME
CREHERRZE DR S LTV D,

f. ZNENDOLRMFIT L VE LN BB O, ZEMICH G LTake—
VOFEAHERFREM 2 B Uiz, ISP & BERERR DR STV D,

g. KRBT D7 a~TF VA0 OE RN, 50T 10 8O Mia % f#aT
L7,
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. . .
I 8 h h | live cell imaging
add AP_

10 20

chromosome
normal bridge

N

e

N
o

w
o

N
o

-
o

o

Chromosome bridge (%)

AP +AP

=-h

o)
S
LN
L

o)
o

w

e

\S]
[=]

time in mitosis (min)
5

missegregation(%)
s 3

o
o

AP +AP AP +AP

Fig.3-3 ~v N XA U OBHP LSS58 2 Rkafk i 2 HET 5

a. DEMI~DORIFHEL FA T ENAA A= TDAF— A,

b. 74 7T ENLA A=V TR VBB I NI R MGaR, 27— —% 10
pm,

€. FTATENA A=V U TIZIVBIRINTZIERICOH LAWK () LY
BRT Y vY (F), A7 —/A/3—(X 10 um,

d. T2 A 20T 7 OFE FIFFEE T TR S NIRRT Y v P oFE
Eo FEBRIT 3 EITV, FEEH = 50 MlaLl EA N L, BIZITFEHME &
PEAEGR DR I TV D,

e. TNZENDEEMITBNT, BZlc R LI Mia 0B &, EBRIE 3 BTV,
KEBRDHTZD 50 MAELL EEZMENT Uz, XICIREE & R ERR 2 2 7R T,

f. BRI IIT DR ORKEERE, 7 R ORFEIL, BB (NEBD) 76
CHIECOR & LTER LER Lz, ERIL3ETTV, £FEBRHZ0 50
Ja Ll EZ2 b Ule, BUSIZEIE & FEERA A R S LTV B,
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HB4E AT-hook [Z K% DNA AR ERDHBE L 7/ LEREE RO

4.1 #&

il

FBIBEDERMNDL, ~y RRAAL VOEHINSREEICL a2 —v  DiBE
REFEAN, b —2 Uy T EAHET 2 Z AL NI o T, ZORERN
5, 2k —-DNA M E/EH OB e filils =t —2 v FI¥RRICEE Th
LT ENREEENT-, RIZ, Tk —3 L -DNA [ EA/EHIZZ 0 DNA i he%
Ho THBEMICHETHZENEZ LD STAG ¥ /37 EIZEH LIl %
1To72, BRI, BHEBMWIZIAHINIZ 3T STAGL & STAG2 O 2 FE¥HD STAG
NI T ERBELTEY, KxNRRL5A47Dake—2  HHEEK (STAGL =
bE—3 2 STAG2 =2t — V) 2T 52 & TH ) A@EmREEERARIZH] 212
FhHLTWD (Famzl), £O—F5 7T, STAG "I r 7 Dak— 5 1Hhe
2B D EEIXHIITRFT S LTV e, & 2T, AETIL, STAGL, STAG2 @
MERERZEE AT D 2 L T.STAG ¥ U N7 D ak —3 U FREREIC BT 5
5%, DNA L— 7 RIEMES L OMIENIC I T 55/ A @R IEER s RE %
HOCMZ AT LT,
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4.2 HER
4.2.1 STAGI 1% STAG2 £V & &V DNA L— 7T RE M 2 Ff>

b —v U THEREIZBIT D STAG ¥ /N7 O EEMNES KOV STAGI,
STAG2 DFEREMIZE] E%IE?%E’J WZRHET D72, T, STAG # v VB EEF
enak — 3 8K (trimer), STAGI £721L STAG2 # & e b — 2 4 &K
(STAGl ==t —3 >, STAG2 2t —y V) BLRat—yrua—F 1 VKT
NIPBL-Mau2 %, B HHEZ VTR L (Figd-la-c). &R EOGEAMESE 2 FH
7m0 FBERICE 5T DNA L — FERIEMEZ 3 L~ \E0#E
(Davidson et al., 2019) & —FH L T, 2t —3 = &AKTIL DNA L—F DR
BRI Nhol=2Z D, DNA LV—TIERIZEBIT 5 STAG ¥ /37 B D W78
PEDSHERR S HL7= (Fig. 4-le), BUBRIEWNZ L1, STAGlL =k —3 >, STAG2 = bt
— R ELHE DNALV—7 % L7228, STAGlI =& —3 [ STAG2 = &
— i U TSR N EDN D E RS vz (Fig. 4-1de), — 5 T
DNA /L — 7 DIEREELTE R S 72 DNA /L— 7 O EMEICITZE TR S e n
-7 (Fig4-1f,g), £7-. SN 7= DNA L—7ORFMEEZFHEILIZE 2 A,
DNA /L—7FRIRICBI L TH, STAGI =k —3 & STAG2 2t b — 3 THEITA
7o 7z (Fig.4-2a)

Ik — 2K D DNA V—7HH UL Smcl/3 D~ R KA A VU D3FFD ATP
IR G5 FRIENEI AR F 9D (Davidson et al., 2019; Kim et al., 2019), % Z C. STAGI
ok —3, STAG2 2t —3 2 kD DNA L—TEEhERDZEN . ATP K
IIEEEDENERR & TN ERRT2L 2 A, WED ATP MK IEMEICE
BRETR N> T- (Figd-1h4-2a), £7-. 4778 L —E L T STAGI =
t—3, STAG2 2 E—3 > DOWTHIZE W TH DNA, NIPBL-Mau2 [Z4&1F L
T ATP MK FEEMES RN IEE 1 B L7z (Figd-2bc), ZADH DFERND
STAG1 ==t —3 0%, STAG2 =t b —3 0 & bl L CEVy DNA JL— 7 fiH Ui
WEALTND—FHT, 2b— U2k D ATP MK FRIEMIXEE TN 220
bt E£7-. STAGI X DNA /L — F TR DO H I BEPE T Z DI Eh R D
AN < 25, DNA L— 7 ARG ERL ELITIETF G LW Z &R ST,
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4.2.2 AT-hook X2 & — N2 KX D217 DNA LV— 7RIV ETH 5

STAGI = b —3 & STAG2 =t b —3 > D DNA /L— 7B TE D ZE D BEK %
¥eET 5729, STAGL & STAG2 OESIFERMEIZEE L1z, il L7z L HiT
STAG1 & STAG2 IZH e HEAT V ¥'— hEIXE W HEEM 277+ — T, K
SRZSMESEIE (IDR) 7> B Bl D R iEis OFE R IRV (Fig.4-3a), £ 72, STAG1 @
N K¥f# IDR (21% DNA FEA NI Tdh D AT-hook TF — 7 BNFFEL. STAG2 (32
N&EFFZ72\, AT-hook (% DNA O~ A F— 27 /—T|Z4EET 5 DNA fEA&ET
— 7 Th Y, STAG] &/ ~—® DNA 55X DNA L CTOI#EE 32 Z & 23
NEITUN D (Bisht et al., 2013; Huth et al., 1997; Lin et al., 2016), = Z T, Z®
AT-hook 78 STAG1 D&V DNA N—TEIEMIC 5 2 2 BB KEET D729,
AT-hook WD 7 V¥ = Uik A 7 5 = | E#1 S 72 STAGI (STAGI-RA), B X
YN RImFEEIC AT-hook Z#f A L 7= STAG2 (STAG2-AT) Z{E#l L, DNA /L—
TR LIEME A RN L 72 (Fig4-3b,c), & D5 R, STAGI-RA Tl DNA /L — 7
FZhEE Y STAGI-WT & bhig L CBRZE 29 L7e (Figd-3d), & D —J7 T, STAG2-
AT Ti¥ DNA /V— 7GR OB S vz (Figd-3d), £/, ZHETO
L —E LT, AT-hook ®ZEH (X DNA /L — 7 DIUEEE R L O DNA L—7
DLZEMIITRE Uo7 (Figd-3eh), £/, TNHDOERKIZB N TH ok
— D ATP MK FRENE, 8 L O O NIPBL-Mau2, DNA ~DE 7T Z21E
L7257 (Figd-3g,4-4), 2 DREERNH, STAGL =& — 3 2 K D3N
72 DNA L— 7" OIS AT-hook EF— 7 ITIKAF L TWDH Z ERRENT-,

4.2.3 STAGI 1% STAG2 L Y L ZEWIIZ DNA EFHE/EHAT S

INETORENS, STAGL & STAG2 NFE% D ATP NKSENZH T 5
—5C, STAG1 7 AT-hook & T — 7{KFHIIZ LV EV DNA /L— T TERE & £F
DT ENHA LN 572, AT-hook EF— 7L DNA O~ A F— T N—TIZhEE
9% DNA #EAESITH Y . FeATHFZED 5 AT-hook DZEFN STAGI £/ ~—D
DNA L OMHEERAZILET D Z DRI TW5 (Huth ef al., 1997; Lin et al.,
2016), = Z T, 237 1 7D DNA /L —FIEREEDEV )Y, AT-hook & F— 7 D
AHEIZX 22— -DNA MHAERAOZEEIZH D L E L, STAGI-WT,
STAG2-WT, STAGI-RA, STAG2-AT #H ¥ 52t — EHERD DNA fi& %
DNA /L— 7 BIEEE L [FRE DR 2 W T2 7 LUV THRFE L7z, Scel IZFHNL
72 Halo % 7 &8 i+ 52 & Tab—y U 2af{k L. 4 DNA %47-0 p=o
b — DL RONKE S OMERFRER] & H 70 DR S T e L7
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(Fig.4-5a), 2= DNA %47=0 Db —2 OFEES 74T, £DNAH, 2b—v
VMEA L7Z DNA OEIS & Z1 6D DNA ED o b —3 0 OS5 T DO
ELTHEHLE, 2t —2 U EA L7 DNA OEISIE. 7 v A BoiEEE /N
ST DD, IOz —Y %, 2minRICa =T URFE LTS
DNA OEIGEZBIE Lz, £7-. ab—> —SFICYS T AL, VT 2
WG RMICHE S S Ear =2 v a7V —F o 7 L, TORELLD A
Ty A X BREE LT (Fig4d-5b), ZOfES, STAGI-WT /% STAG2-WT &
b L C, DNA V— 7 OIREIEESMTH D 50 mM NaCl O@E/ Ny 77—
TlEae— v O/EICETR LN -T-— T, STAG2-WT 2k — 0%
STAGI-WT =t — > 10 SR EA- L 3LIC DNA a2 B 10 S8
(Fig.4-5¢), 72, =& —3 > ® DNA FEEHEFFIFM Z iR L7 2 A, WIho
T — Y UBEARICEBWTY, HIRE A & RS MR 2 ) S e —
J7C, STAG2-WT % STAGI-WT LV &£ DRV 13EAZE TH Y . 100 mM NaCl 55
7 CIX STAGI-WT & ki U CHEIZHE S OMERFRF 2 8 < ¥ 72 (Fig.4-5d).
INHDRERNE HIlENZ v~ TF Vs ETO STAGL/2 OHERES M4 bl L
ToiE & —E LT (Kojic et al., 2018), DNA & D& & DREEMEICHBWT,
STAG1 IZ STAG2 LV & EWEMMEZRr> 2 E iR STz,

BLIRZENZ & 12, STAGIAT-hook EF— 7 DAER 15 X AT-hook EF—7 D
STAG2 ~®D#f AlZ 50 mM NaCl 54 F ClIfE A L 72 DNA OEIA %2 2 SE 720
>72—74 T, STAGI-RA X STAG2-WT & [AlEEIZ, STAGI-WT & Fhi U CHEjR &
FHIZE D DNA ~DOfES OB HBEE T2 - 72 (Figd-5¢), €D —J, STAG2-AT
IL STAG2-WT & il L T DNA OfEEHIE % STAGI-WT & [Al% £ TN E7-
(Fig.4-5¢), ZOfER L —E LT, DNA EToO 2k — > OHMMEIT AT-hook
F—T7 OERIC L BEFEITH D L, AT-hook £F— 7 DfFEAIZ L - TlHIE LT
(Fig.4-5d), L EDOFER NS, ab— & DNA OMAERZ., BERESNT
IZBWTIEL STAG # U /X7 HOMWEITIK S 72— T, STAG2-2 & —3 (&
STAGI-= & — > & Ll U CHIiAE & 8 X O%E G OMERFIZ IS 1T 2 U e &
WZ EMBAB NI 572, 72, STAGL D > DNA fif & OHEMIEDY AT-hook
F—TZIHKFEL TN D Z LD, AT-hook K172 DNA /L— 7 DIER 7Y STAG]
¥ O DNA FEGLZEMICHKT 5D TH D AlRetEN R Sz,
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4.2.3 AT-hook X2 b — U DZZEN 7 DNA FEAICHLETH S

ZIETORERNG STAG] = & — 3 1% AT-hook & F— 7{K{F) 72 DNA &
BDOLENMEEN LT DNA L—7HH L2 {EET 25 2 AR Sz, Z DAk
Ma L0 FEICENT 5729, DNA RIS Lcae—T R ERE, at
—  DIECEB AT D Z LIk o THGE L=, T T AR ElcetF
{t. DNA Z#RIRIZAE Y £F1F, NIPBL-Mau2 3 X OV ATP DfFE F Ta kb —3 & fE
B3, BERENY 77 —IC XD ERRIE SR IO SEA LIzt —
VUDWHODOL, HE SN ot — D5 F T vF T L o T
DNA b COLHGES) 28122 L7- (Fig.4-6ab), =& —3 2D DNA FEAHEICHAE
T D PEHCEE) 2 fENT T 5 7o BIEIXEERE ST (500 mM NaCl) Tfr-o 7z,
FEBIZ, ATP 174E T FEFAE FOWTIUIZEBWTH STAGL 22— STAG2-
ae—vriEEbL L L HBEIERESE R L (Fig2-6b-d  MSD(H«t* ;
STAGI+ATP: « =0.8257, STAG2+ATP: o =0.8738, STAGI-ATP: o =0.9128,
STAG2-ATP: «=0.8816), 2t — DX A F I 7 A& EEBIICHET 5720,
N7 wX 7 Licak— OB THREN (MSD) 2 bILERE (D) 25 H
L7k 2 A, BBREWNT LIZ ATP OFIEIZEH 57, STAGI 1% STAG2 & Lhig
LTI ERWIEEREL, BID X mWEEMEEZ R LT (Figd-6¢c,d), S HIT, Z
NETOMEL —E LT, AT-hook EF— 7 DERIZL Y STAGl-2E—2 2D
DNA b ToOZREMNITREAD L, STAG2 ~® AT-hook & F— 7 Df AIZ L W ZEM:
TN L 7= (Figd-6e-f), Z D Z &5, AT-hook EF— 7% STAGI (2R D =
b —3 -DNA [ EAEHOEREMMEZ 53 57217 T2 <, DNA EToO
STAGl-2 & —> V OLEMICHFHET 5 Z LRI,

424 AT-hook 1% Gl HIICEBIFAEEN R/ u~T U EEITHETH D

ZINETORERENS, STAG] 2% AT-hook & F— 7{KIFHIIZ DNA & ZZEHII
fEA L, DNA —7H#H LIS ZRET 5 2 LR &7z, RIZ, AT-hook |
EX2abe—vr0REARN, MNTOaE—2 ORI ED XK HITHES
LEMRLHT0, v Milxz W 21T o 72, 2T, WEMED STAGI (T
FKBP12F3¢V % 7' % STAG2 |Z mAID # 7 % CRISPR-Cas9 /EIZ L W fHNL., i
ZH ATAG )iy AT 28 KO 5-ph-IAA DIRINC LD AID2 ¥ AT A2 XDl
SE U T DS T RE 22 Hi SR A1) & VE Y L 7= (Nabet et al., 2018; Yesbolatova et al.,
2020) (Fig.4-7a,b), [AIFFIZ, STAGI (Z1% mCherry2 % 7 %, STAG2 (21X mClover
X7 EMIL, BB EFRELE Lz, 2k, WNEMED STAGE BLW

-
—
-

—
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STAG2 7% dTAG, 5-ph-IAA OFINZ LD ZNZEI 1%L T, 5% LA O L~UL &
THfESND ey ARy TayT 47, BIOHEOLBIZIC L0 R L
72 (Fig4-Tc-e), S HIZ, ZOMEKIZH LT, FXTH A7 U ORIMZEY
A4Sk 891 Halo % 7 % £+ L 7= #5478 STAG1 (STAG1-WT-Halo) % L < I% AT-hook
SR (STAGL-RA-Halo) A 38814 2 Mtk /ER L 72 (Fig.4-8a),

L OMIEKKE AWT, mdilabe—v s n<F UFEAIC AT-hook 28
BNE 2 DB, £, FXP 427 U ORI X 2854 STAGI-
WT & STAGI-RA ORHEZFRDLT-D, VZAX o TuayT 4 7EBLW
Janeria Flour 646 (JF646) % H\ 7= Halo % 7 d JeHEakIZ X 2 46kt STAG] D
W AT 8 2 A BAR STAGL 1X 50%LL EOME TS R B RS
Alz— 7T, STAGI-RA [ZHIBE O 80%LL L CTHRIEMNMHER TX 2o oTz
(Fig.4-8b-d), & Z T, Gl #], G2 HlicHlaE = FRH 7= /Miaz, 1y —
Z—r AW THHE LV ERI AT LT/ a~TF U B0 AZ L TayT 4
> T AT o7z (Fig4-8c-f), d TAG 35 & OV 5-ph-IAA OFRMNC L © NAEMED STAGI
BLOSTAG2 205 L& Z A, Smel ¥ 7 TN a~F Uiy TR Eh
R ol 2 kinD, At =T U ORERARRENHER I N (Figd-8g), — 7.
R A 27U HFETTIE Gl G2 o 5T, STAGI-WT, STAGI-RA
WTHORB L7 n~F o Eoae —v 0 LUV REI%ICEIE S8 72 (Figd-
82), ZDFERING ., AT-hook (X7 n~F o EIHAETHat— v OREICIT
WAL 52N LORENT,

WIZ, Z7u<sF Al lizabt—2 v D& A F I 7 2035 a 7 H7#EER
LY AT-hook DFH-ZFHRD 78, iR AZELEITE (FRAP) JEIZ X DT %
1Tole, WBIT, REIH 127 U UIEFE T STAGL, STAG2 TNEND 7 1
~F UREEREMNEZ. GL #. G2 WHZFFH L7 M CEHI L 72 (Fig.4-9ab), =
— B TIT - 1= EBR & RIS D5 OFEI D STAGL & 7 F L b L < 1% STAG2
VIV EREA S, wEOREIENS STAGlI 2k —3 2 STAG2 2 —32 2D
I a~F URER LR EMN EFHME LT- (Fig4-9c,d), eAThfsEes —&% L <, ab—
Y OREMIL, B REtoREIRENS L 91C, G #L Y G2 HiTE»
- 72 (Fig4-9e,f), & 512, STAGL, STAG2 ZHEN TH 5 ALzt o [EI1E dhik
ERBEHEIREIC T v T 4 7T HIE T, BENIZZ a~TF LIS AE L
TWBHEME, AT I v 7ITHEE - RBEZ# 0 RTEMDENENIZDONT,
FEMOEIE LAEE ORI 2 B H L7, d06IRAREO > 7L OELIAR
PHEREEND 7 n~F UREEEIL STAG] & STAG2 TRERENZRN—FHT
(Fig.2-9g). STAGI X STAG2 & i LT, G1 #], G2 iV I\ T HLZER
REMOBENELS, ZNEFROEMD 7 v~ F o | ToOREE MR FEH
(dynamic residence time 33 JX N stable residence time) & KX 7>~ 7 (Fig.4-9h), =
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NHDOFRERMNS, BED HeLa MNE L O~ 7 A IPEHHE SN 2 7= s
(Cuadrado et al., 2022; Wutz et al., 2020). ¥ EWin vitro THAOLNTRER & —E L
CT.STAG] ITHIR/E 2@ L T STAG2 LV @\ u~F U@ E 279 2
EWTIo T,

HWT, R Y A7 U DOFRIMZE Y STAGI-WT-Halo & L < IX STAGI-RA-
Halo OIBLZFHE LICHilas AWt 21T >7c, FX A 27 U UAFHERT
Gl ¥, G2 #i~HifaE Mz R S5 L RFFZ, dTAG ORI X 5 NAEME
STAG1 D733 LTV JF646 (2 & 5 STAG1-WT-Halo, STAG1-RA-Halo O42#% 217
UWNFRAP Z1To 7= & Z A BRENZ L2 G #IZHV T, STAGI-RA [X STAGI-
WT &g L CElWEeoriE, 3 2bbiiny a~vF U aLErE R LT
(Fig.4-10a-c), IR LIEfRE—H LT, ZJa~vFrhicfaLlicae—r v
DEIE (bound fraction) £ STAGI-WT., STAGI-RA I TENZHN-T=—H,
STAGI-RA TIEHF A T v 7 i EEMOBE N @< | LEBRGE G OHEFFIRF
[l (stable residence time) % %7~ 7= (Fig. 4-10g-)), — /T, G2 iz W\ T
STAG1-RA (FH4AM STAGI & RIEOEIEORIELZRL, XA FIvrikrua~v
Foftar— v, BEMR I —2 U OEIEE L OEN D OREA HER R
DWTIND/RT A —X {4 TR%E Th -7 (Fig.4-10d-),

Gl #I&E By #Hil% Q¥orsro~F o Eoae— 3 EL LT2AD
AR YL 0 Sy IR 6 i A o —v v LT/ r~F v EICTHFEEL
TR, SH, G2 kA7 o v — o U HlIR+ Sororin |2 X » TEELZ LD
ZENHMBNTUWD (Nishiyama e al., 2010), T D Z 26, G2 #1121 AT-hook
EF—T7OHFEIZEHD ST Sororin IZX > Tab —v U N EESN TV ATRE
WREBEZ N, ZORREMEZRIET 572, STAGI-WT FEBLHIII L O
STAGI-RA FHMIZIZF T, RNAi (2K 5 Sororin / v 7 X7 %7\, 2k
—v DI uxF UoREREM L MREE LT, Sororin /v 7 X T TR Y
STAG1-WT FELAlf, STAGI-RA ZELHIFEO W TN TS M WO hlidk et
IYRTEIIERS DN 90%LL FfESE S 72K oo 7= 2 L v B Sororin AEERAGIC KR E S
ILTWD Z & D3RS S A7z (Figd-1la-c), 563, Sororin RNAi /7L N TONIENE
® STAG1 BEL N STAG2 D7 n~F U iEEREEEZMIELT- & 2 A, STAGI,
STAG2 O\ Y 7 u~TF UEGEEMEORD A, dto i thiks L O E
MEEFRFIC I v Bl SN2 & B, STAGI =k —3 >, STAG2 2 & —3 2\
THH G2 W Tl Sororin AFHINZ L ENL SN TND Z &R S 72 (Figd-11d-
h),

WIZ, STAGI-RA @ G2 HIZIF 1T B ZEALH Sororin KAFH) T D & FRAET
H7-% . Sororin RNAi 1#{E FC. F¥xI U4 7 U Nz kB4 STAGLI-WT,
STAG1-RA DFEFFEED%, F D v vu~F AL EMZ T (Figd-12a), %
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DOFER, STAGI-WT, STAGI-RA O\ F 11t Sororin / v 7 X7 Nk -»To/ B
~F U AR EM ) 72 (Figd-12b-e), —J5C. Sororin DIE(FIE FIZE
WTH, STAGI-WT O 7 v~ F UfEAREMIT STAGI-RA OE L [FA%ETH -
7o (Fig4-12d,e)e ZOREEND . G2 WHZI W TiZ Sororin DA MEIZETD 57,
STAG]1 2 & — 3V DOEZEME~D AT-hook EF— 7 DFFHIFE T & NRIE I 1
7o UIEDFERNSG, 7 0n~<~F v LD STAGL 2t —3 08 Gl KA AT
hook EF— 72 K> TEE/LEIND T ENRI LT,

42.5 fliRYe Sy R BE3E 1T AT-hook (ZARAE L 720>

G2 12 81F 5 FRAP fighron o, BRE O 2 & — 3 2 )% AT-hook EF— 7 DA
28 59 Sororin (IZ XL » TEHELSND Z ENRSTz, £70, LIRTOREE
26 in vitro TSTAGl =& —3 0 & STAG2 2t —3 0D bl a U h VEEETE
WNRFETHDLZ ENREINTVD RBEE LRI, ZNbDREERNL, AT
hook & F— 7 | Ihllk YL o /3 IR HEE IIIMLE TR WAREM N E 2 bz, 20
AREMEZMEET 5720, 269, STAGI-RA = b —> 0D bR b P W s ATENE %
R E NS RIC XL > THFEL 7=, STAGI-WT =k —3 > STAGI-RA =t
— 3> % NIPBL-Mau2, ATP OfFfE FCERIKDNA & A > Fa_— kL, &R
FERETCae —2 v 2 0ElET 52 LT, MR Y LICH A L7 DNA %
it Sz, ZNOHOHILEEINZDNA BNat — & bR P VCHES
LTWDZ EZMEND DT, IR O DNA Z i [REEE I XL 0 AAB L

. FyHE4 (Supernatant; S), B — XF5G 45> (on Beads; B) (23517 % DNA &
ER L7 (Figd-13a), ZD#EHE, STAGI-WT ==t —3 >, STAGI-RA =1t —
TUDTIUICE W T BRI L L7 DNA @ 70%L4 B3 BiEH 4y CBIZR S, bR
0 Y HVICHER L TWA Z LR S L7 (Fig. 4-13b), B2, hAr YL
IZfEE L7- DNA &% STAGI-WT., STAGI-RA I CTEIZR SN -72, LLED
FERNG . PR U NAFERTEMIZ AT-hook &F — ZIIMBE TRV LEAVURE
iz,

WA AR NI Ik e 53 R 3235~ AT-hook & F— 7 DWMEM: A MEE+ 57
. STAG1-WT, STAG1-RA FEBUHIE 2 N 72y S R DI SR % Yeto iR 2
Ly RIEIZ L0 T 72, B3, RxU A 27 U U IEFTE T T dTAG 8 LY 5-ph-
IAA OEINZ LW NTEM:D STAGI 3 XN STAG2 20 L, 2ok % 2
TA RATALICEET D2 L TR LI E 2 A, 90%LL EOflia Chfitkdetasy
IRIEEAE D77/ (modest) & L < 135E4 (severe) (27 (Fig.4-13c-e), IX
2. R¥IHA 27U AAFHET CRROBIEZ1T o7& 2 A, STAGI-WT D38
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IZ X > TEEREORENBIE I, STAGI-RA OFEEL G BpAER L [F% L ~L
THEEARAEZRIE L, IEOREENS, AT-hook EF— 71X bR o U hLiES
TEMEIC BT/ < MR TOmBk Gy IRE#275 © AT-hook & F— 7 IZIKAF
LWz EARENT,

42.6 AT-hook |37 u~F v BTG A EHET 5

INFETORRNS ., AT-hook TF—7 N Gl K EMIZ/ n~F v Eoatk
— VU ERENESEDLZEDRRINT, Ju~vTFr ETOat —v U DOfEER
EVEIL, 7 AEUAEGEERICESENICE D D 2 L BNRITIIRIC L D RIS
TW5a (Wutzetal.,2020), ZDZ L5, AT-hook EF—7 DRBIZL Dk —
VU DREEN, DNA L—THEESS TAD & W o727 ) AEikiEEI R % 1
EFAAREMENE 2 DD, AT-hook EF— 7 DRI L AN ZT J b E ki
E~DORBLEFET 572, Micro-C IEIZ X 57 ) AE RS 21T > 1=, 22
manz Gl $ifilaN s e~F ez~ r7uaay AN X 7 L7 —EB UL
#® THESEER A T A A ar . TAETLODE . W AR — 7 =
—ZkVWy—r 2T L, V=V AEINTEY—RES ) ARy
Vo5 2 TN T LTV A A AT L L7s (Figd-14a), 7/ A
EeEmMEEIGIET SIS e — by T RIZBEBWATY Yy B S E N, w
v 7 EO SR OB TR E OB R EERN a2 7 R 35 DNA L— 71, A
FHITR WA OMEIR X FERN CHAERA SIS = % TAD fEikZ2 £ 9, Z O
ik v (@) @Gv) REHA 27U CIEFEET, dTAG/S-ph-1AA FEF/E T, BB
TEMED STAG] 3 XN STAG2 DA DMEE L TWAHIREE, (i) (v) RF¥FT ¥ A7
»IELFAE T dTAG/5-ph-IAA 177E T, BT NTEMED STAGL/2 23MF(E L 72 VIRTE,
B L (i) (vi) ¥ P4 27 U v dTAG. 5-ph-IAA 7£7E F. Bl B 445k STAGI-
WT F£721% STAGI-RA OBNFLEL TWAIREEDOZNEH TN  LAER
G % Lel L7= (Fig.4-14b,c), WTEMED STAG] 38 L OV STAG2 Z 40 L7p\ =
b — V& TS/ AR COMAERPBIZE S 1L, DNA L— 7S
TAD 23R &4 (Figd-14c (i) (iv))e LD OERMEEDY dTAG, 5-ph-IAA FRAN
IZ X B2WNFEMED STAGL, STAG2 D fRIZE VIEE L= Z &b, AT s —
# LT (Raoetal.,2017), fIOAND 7 o~ F o EkiEEN o & —3 URIFERITE
ENTWAHZ ENRST, ZHUZ LT, R A 27U ORIz L5
STAG1-WT DR EUINIENED STAGL, STAG2 DIFAE T & [FIC 7 n~F &k
1E DK & 8118 S 7= (Fig.d-14c (iii)), BLBRIEWZ L 12, STAGI-RA OFHIS:
RZBNWTH 7 r~F U mEE DR D@L Sivlc— 7T, DNA LV—7H§iE
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X° TAD #§i&1X STAGI-WT R ELFRFOZ i &bl L CTh I 0Izd LTz
(Fig.4-14c (vi)),

I RSO LA LA EERICHEME S 572D, TER S iu7 DNA L— 7 0¥
&V A RGOSR T Lz & 2 A, STAGI-RA % STAGI-WT &t L CTIEK
SN7= DNA V—T DO H 072 < (Fig.4-14d ; STAG1-WT: n = 4008 vs STAG1-RA:
n=12862), FFlZ, T & —I UKFHINCEK S 4L D DNA LV—TH A X TH 5 0.1-
0.5Mb DJL— 7 RNEAF D LT = (Figd-lde), & BT, FBALS 1L7= TAD 58
FE & fRAT L7 & 2 A STAGI-RA ZBLIE Tl STAGI-WT FELAIE & b L .
P A ZXD/NEUN TAD (<150kb) L0 & K014 XD KE7 TAD (0.8-1Mb) DI
FENRFAFE D LT = (Fig4-14), 25 OFEFRD S | AT-hook & F— 7 3 Gl
HMckiFrr7u~Fr boabt —y v OREDH TR, ab— MEFER
BT UERREERICOERE TH L Z BRI,

427 AT-hook IZ Sme3 D7 & F Al & CTCFE & O EAEHA 2 {itt3 5

STAG1-RA FHLHIIEZ F N7 5, AT-hook EF—7 7% Gl HIRFFEMIC
STAG] =t —> v ORERICHE, 7 a~F v EREEERICEET 52 &M
RENT, —T, G2 MIlZEB VT Sororin FEIFELE FC. AT-hook DZAER T b
—v Dy uvwF U ERENE B SE o7 (Figd-12d-e), = OFERIT,
in vitro TOFEER TR I N7z AT-hook £EF — 7 ZDHDITK D 2 b — 3 V DETE
B3, MRy — LV CER LB 7 n~F oot —v o @ERIZIT S S
L CWARWATRENE 2 RIE3 5, Blh . Gl #1281 5 AT-hook f&1fFM7e 2 b —
> DZEEAIL, AT-hook EF—7 D DNA FERFEIZIK D LD TIE /R, o=k
— BRI GF LT DD THD Z EDRB I D, TATHFENG,. Gl
BT, STAGI % STAG2 & thifit LT CTCF & HFELLT <, Sme3 DT
TF UL LZITRT N EnD, STAG2 LW b7 u~F o ECREESND Z
EWRENTWD (Wutz et al., 2020), & 2T, Z® STAG] ¥ ® Smc3 7 & F
JUALE LT CTCF & OILREOHENNIT AT-hook EF— 7 NEE L TV B 0% K
REL7z, 263, R¥IH A7 U AFE T THNEMED STAGL 35 LU STAG2 %43
fig L. #h3ktE STAGI OFRBICE b7 n~F 2 Eak—2 O Sme3 7 F Il
ULz Gl 1. G2 WiClii L7z, ZofE%R. G2 #ITlE STAGI-WT B LW
STAG1-RA FELHIIIT Sme3 72 F AL LI EIT R BN Do T-—F T,
Gl #HZB W TIE STAGI-RA FEIUHIIL CEF AR R EMAE & Ll U CBEZE 72080
NBIEL ST (Figd-15a-c), RIZ. CTCF & O BIEIZ AT-hook & F — 7 DA
NG 2 DA RGET D720, #kME STAG BEMEOGEILEE21T-7-, <

54



DFER STAGI-RA FHAMN CTIX, STAGI-WT FILME & g LT Sme3 7 & F
AL L~V DD SRR S VT2 721 T < L CTCF & 2t — > > OFEAAEH 3
FAWA T D E Ny o Tz (Figd-15d-e), L EDOFERENS . AT-hook EF—7
X Gl HIRIIINIZ BT Sme3 7 F Lk & =2 & — 3 L -CTCF MO A AER 212
M52 LR ENT,

42.8 STAGIN KifElk D KR 7X > F 725 DNA /L— 7R et 5

AT-hook EF — 7 IIHFHEEMY D STAGL IZIFALS RESNTWAHEN, H—0
STAG % v 37 B % & S OB AW IIFELE LR\, — 7 TUEITHFZE )N D AT-
hook EF — 7 ZF/- WD a2 b —2 2BV T DNA L— 7 DD H
H TV B (Guérin et al., 2024; Higashi et al., 2021), % Z T, AT-hook & F— 7
TR IO O AEFEIC BV T AT-hook DFEAE 2 Uk L1 5 DNA #EAEA
INFIET DO TIERWINEEZ, b b STAG ¥ /378 & HEERERE, 4324 RE
MEBLION a7 a R DFED STAG # 737 (Sce3. SA) @ N KififH
WODOT TA A N EAT -T2 (Figd-16a), T Ot F, HAERERE, 2 2mERE, FiH
DSecc3 BELRY avya "o SAIZBWTEH N RERHEKICY P2, TAX
=D 7 AKX — (KR-patch) 3L I 7z (Figd-16a), Z D KR 73> F 73 AT-
hook & F— 7 & AR DEEE 2 Ff- DD RFIET 5 72 8, AT-hook % 48 i X 72 STAGI
(STAG1-RA) (2, HZEEERE Sce3 DFFD KR /Xy F oA LT ERKZERL L 72
(Fig.4-16b), Z @ STAG1 # > "\ EHZGivab —2 U 2R L, DNA V—7E
RAEZE — o T BIESRIC L O fi#HT L7 (Figd-16¢), < DFER, KR Xy F &AL
72 STAG1-RA (%, AT-hook & F— 7 A H(Z L - TR L7 DNA V— T TE ke
BAZE (C[RIE S E 7o (Figd-16d), — 5T, JERL S H72 DNA /L— 7 TR D HEFFIRFfH]
L. STAGI-WT &L L THOTNIHEMLTE DD, RESELIERroT
(Fig.4-16e), # U CEAEM STAG2 1T AT-hook &F— 7 24 A L 72 B8 & RO
ENELNTZZ 06, AT-hook EF—7HD U DV - TNAX=0 T T AKX —N
DNA V—7 DR EEET 5 Z E RS T,
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4,3 E3=
4.3.1 AT-hook {Z X % DNA fEAZEMOHIE & DNA L— TR A B =X A

ABEOFERNS, STAGL =t —3 07 STAG2 £V HE ) DNA fEAL et &
DNA L—7EkiEEZ b B, TS STAG] $R Y72 AT-hook & F — 7 ITIKAF
LTWAZ LR ENT-, DNA- b — > U FE BAEH O —4 1T TlZ. 50 mM
NaCl O F Tl AT-hook EF—7 DAL ST a b — D DNA FEE
FEE OHEFFRFRNCEITFRD bR o= b 00, HEE O E&H L 42 STAG2
B L O AT-hook Z= 5t/ STAG] Tl DNA fEAREZ I 7= (Fig.4-5a-c), a2
DEENG, b — -DNA HOFHASEMITIEL Smel/3 ~y R RAAL U EBID
bV RAAL Y, v—TF 4 JRF NIPBL O b OIEEM T 2 /BNy TIN5
LTWDZENRINTWD (Higashi et al., 2020; Murayama & Uhlmann, 2015;
Panarotto et al., 2022; Shi et al., 2020), {KIEIRESMF FIZHB W TIL, DNA & OFEA
{EFIX AT-hook <& F— 7 OF MK 5§ Z 1 & O BT 72 DNA #6 A.1F 1
W3+ < 728, AT-hook D& HIFMKN/ NE N2 ERBZHND, —F
T, HEEDO ERICE L T, 2D OEMHKFER 72 LA fEE I AT-hook &
F— 7 BENO DNA G E#RMET 52 & T, a2 —v U OREMICEH S L
TWND T ENHETE D,

BLYRNZ S 12, K0 @V EEE (500 mM NaCl) (23 T %, AT-hook (% DNA
roav—vroiiEER L% L DNA Fabe— o 228k LTz (Fig.4-6),
ZDOEEEE ST ClE, DNA-2 b — 3 U OB AVERITIE IR S,
Tt —Y U EDNAD MR HVICHES LICIREETH S EE 2 b5, Zoik
HEIZEBW T H AT-hook 782 & — 3 -DNA M EEA 2 L EL SET-Z &0 5,
AT-hook 2NHEIZBHEAFHIIC DNA & D a2 7 M &EET A7 TR, =4
F =27 N—T7%4 L TDNA LHEICHEESTHZETDNAET V) 795
HERH D = L b &b, T/ 5, AT-hook 1322 B — 3 -DNA [H+H A 1E
HOMEME & Rprra e —2 COERT o ) 7 Ofm CEREL, 2t
— VU DEEMEICTEGTHEEZOND,

—J7. DNA JL— 7RSO i Rz A3 i < . S0mM NaCl % z D Hi 4
R TITR RN K& <35 (Davidsonetal.,2019), = DKM T
TIX AT-hook 12X 5 2B —2 @D DNA FEAREICZEITR OGN T2, BED
< AT-hook 1. BEAIEDOMODFEILA DNA & iEA LTV AIREET DNA & OB
DarBy hiRA v heRETL Tl e—v A EE L, £
23 DNA /L— 7T RRBEEE OB G- LT\ D EHEERTE 5, 2 E TOMZEN
5. STAG1, STAG2 |23 L7 DNA f5& /Ny FThHh D, HFRFEKD Sccl & D
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fEAEA v H—7 2— AR, Smel/3 B L ONNIPBL @ -0 DNA f&E& /3~ F 7 DNA
N—TTERRNZMATH D Z ENRIIN TS (Bauer ef al., 2021; Panarotto et al.,
2022), 4El, STAG2 ®° STAGIRA ZHiH>at —3 T DNA L—7 R
RRLERENTZZ & B S N 7z DNA /L— 7 DOTERSOMEEF IS ZE N R S 1
7Rino T Z DS, AT-hook & F— 7 (X DNA /b— 7 A& 30 B RIS I
TR, THETIZREE S NTZ, STAGL/2 (2358 L 7= DNA /L— 7 TRk 28 fE i
2 KD ORI ER - & LT < RIREMENVRIB S LD, F72. AT-hook EF—~7
23 STAGIN KD KIRZMEREIK (IDR) (ZAF(ET 5 A b BRGE ), IDRICK D%
HUMEIZ LD AT-hook 132 b — 3 U BIROHEIERTEIZK & T8I/ DNA #56 %
ARRICT D 7 X U7 VR AERAm E LTE 2 &N TE S,

FLHDH L, AT-hook EF— 7o b —2 U OEEZVICEKIFE L 2T L v
7 L7 DNA & OMEAEMAfER S L Tabe—2 0% DNA BT o) v 745
“REETAH =" THY, ZIU L > THEAEOMOVZEFEIRIC L 5 DNA /L
— TR ERET S “moon—=" L LTE 2B LD,

432 AT-hook (2L Db —rDEENE T ) 2B IRIEETE K Ot
() CTCFIZ Xk Dab—y BB A =R L

AIANIZIIT D AT-hook & F— 7 DEEREMATI B, STAG] =& — )% AT-
hook {KTFHOIC Y7 m~TF v ECREREI, 7/ AERIBEERICE ST 52 &
MRS LTz, AT-hook DAL Gl MIFFRMICZE — v D7 v~ T URGHEE
P S, LRGN Z 212 CTCF & OFAA/ER I LT Sme3 72 F 1k L
Lt [RIFFICEA S B 72 (Fig4-10,4-15), EOHE 5, STAGI X STAG2 £V
t, CTCF & OHFIEMEEL LT Sme3 OT BF AL L LR E N LR ER
THY., STAGI OEWT ua~F UFEEZEMEN IO DR FITIKF L TnDH Z
& MMIRIE STV (Cuadrado et al., 2022; Wutz et al., 2020), — 77 C. CTCF OFF
D YDF EF— 71X STAG ¥ "7 E L HEMICHAERT 2 Z LR ETH
L2H0D, ZOFREEY A ME STAGI & STAG2 D CTEEIZRFESIINLTWD (Y.
Lietal., 2020), Z®Z &35, AT-hook X CTCF & O EBE RS G H % B
HEWHI LIV Y, LR A=A LEN LT CTCF & OFHENEM % (L1
LTV D ATRBIEDS RV,

EZBIND A=A E LT, AT-hook 12 K 5 DNA /L— T EHMEE OIS,
CTCF L OH_RELBEL TVDEWVIETAERE LTV, TV E TOMIEN
5. —4FBIE3R T CTCE NEBRICa b —3 12 Xk D DNA L— 7 i L 2145 1k
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XH 5 Z & (Davidson et al., 2023), X HIZab— 28D DNA L—7H L
& CTCF Ik B ZDfEIE, 7oAV IRT ) AERESEERIC 57 at
ATHLHIENRRIw—vI2b—va rNERINTVD (Fudenberg ef al.,
2016; Hansen, 2020), A [EIDF5E G AT-hook 7% DNA /L— 7Bk &R HET 5 Z
EHREETDE L MNICEB W T S AT-hook #EAFAYIC DNA /L— 7 HH LI fl) <
I —VUNEMNMTHZENREZIONED, ZILHODNAL—T7HH L3 —
Yotk A A EEBET DR T CTCF ¢ v b5 & TEIEL,
CTCF f&¥ 4 F CTLENESND Z & TDNA LV—THEED A2 KT 5, =
DEE, 2 — ¥ U OREITE S NFEITE < DIX, BEWIZmHVDE > THE S
#172 convergent 72 CTCF f5& A FTHDHZ LRI NTERY, HiZake—
78 CTCF LM AEAERT 57217 TR DNAL—F 2R L TW5D Z & WL ELL
DHIHE & 725 (Nanni et al., 2020; H. Zhang et al., 2023), 2% Y AT-hook K773
DNA /L — 7R OREL, 7 n~F > ETDNA /L—7%#H L. convergent 7
CTCF HA MZL-oTab—T R EENMINIHELHIMI L Z &M FHE
ThbHEWNWZD, W, AT-hook %727, DNA /L— 7 M E DKV STAG2
I% convergent 72 CTCF & OILJGIEBEEN WA L, R LT/ r~vF o ETAH
BENTIR D ERIRTE % (Fig.4-17),

¥ 72, AT-hook ZHIZ L5 Sme3 7T EF AL L)L DED S, ZOFT /IZE
DWTHAT 520N TE D, MEOWRE T, CTCF DOfENR /7 n~F o katk
—3 @D Sme3 TEFMMELVRXAEZFDIELTENRRINTNDHZ &G
(Wutz et al., 2020). AT-hook {&77¥)72 CTCF IJF7EAEFE DOHE A, Sme3 DT & F
JALZARIEE L TV D ATREMES mV, — 5 T, ARAFZEIZ 3T AT-hook 22 X 5
72 F AL L OREANE, CTCF & DOILREL L O L0 HBHETH -7
(Fig.4-15¢), Z D Z Li%., Sme3 DT & F AL EIZ CTCF & OILR/ED TH
EINTWDEDLITTIEZRL, BINORERA =X LNHFELTND I L ERE
LTCW5, flzIE, AT-hook IZ Lk B b —2 ORENNT B F ALEEE Th 5D
Escol ® 2t — > & OFANERBEE ZBMN STV 5 ATHEMESS, AT-hook 12 K&
% DNA )V — T TER DARED LT & F AR Tdh H HDAC8 Db — 0 ~D
7 7B A& REPTENZHE L TWA AEEERE 2 B 5,

(i) Sme3 7 F U bIc L D ae =2 U BEA T =K L

Sme3 D7 & F /L AkiE DNA BREAK L O G2 #i121E Sororin DFEAICHLETH
%728, Sororin (2 X % Wapl OFFGIHE L HE L Tak— 07 v~ F U /#H
ZEALIZ@ < (Nishiyama ef al., 2010), —5 T, G1 #i235\ TlX Sororin DAFLE
BIIHEEFIENZ E0 G GLEITO Sme3 7 EBFALIZZ D XL 5 72 Sororin 1
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Feae =2 DOEELITHERE L 72\ & & 2 Hvd (Rankin et al., 2005), X -
T, Gl I TIEITiB 7= L 572 CTCF & DOFEAD Wapl ICL D2 —v DY
B~ F D OHEHIT 2 B 5FBHER TH L LB 2 b b, FEFRIT, ChIP-
seq N—ADFERTIL, Za~Fr Eoar — AT KES 7 CTCF & 3 /B1EN
BEIZRET D Z ENEL O T/RIINTWD (Hansen, 2020; Schmidt et al.,
2010; Wutz et al., 2020),

ZIVE TOMFZEN G, Sme3 DT EFALD PdsS & DfEEEREL, L—T7D
JERZIHIT 5 Z & BRI STV % (Dauban et al., 2020; van Ruiten et al., 2022;
Wutz et al., 2017, 2020), Pds5 I Wapl O &35 & 725 HEAT U v — F X "7 EH T
(FFimz ). Escol 12X 5 Sme3 72 F/ARIZH METH D (Minamino et al., 2015),
F7-. NIPBL LHiAMIcae —v U G T 52 & T, 2k — @ ATPase i
PZFHE L. DNA L—7 O R 2T 5 & B2 51TV % (Petelaetal., 2018;
van Ruiten et al., 2022; Wutz et al., 2020), —J5, Pds5 1% Wapl D &85 & 725729,
B2 % Sme3 7T /ULOBEEE. 2t —3 v OARZE(LICEAET D A HetE N %
2 HND, DF D ZOYE . PdsS Ofia & Wapl OFLEDOMEN. A28 —2 D%
EARICHBEL L R B DT, ZDORENA T =X IE CTCF & LB EE( L R
BZDHELEEZDLONZYETHD,

— 7T, Sme3 7B F ALK FR B> CTCE 3R b — 3 v D2 EAL A
H=ALHEZLNED, BEOWIENG, Sme3 7 & F /W LE i B KN Wapl (2
Xoae—v OMBHERZMEIT 5 Z E N RSN TS (Beckouét et al.,
2016; Chan et al., 2012; Elbatsh et al., 2016), Wapl = & — > ® Smc3-Sccl [H D
FEAMME (Kleisin N-gate) Zfifff S5 Z L Tab— % DNA EnSa4 R
(Beckouét et al., 2016; Chan et al., 2012; Elbatsh et al., 2016; Murayama & Uhlmann,
2015), = @ N-gate DfiFBEIC~y RRAAL LV OZENVLETHDH Z L H/RSILT
W% (Beckouét et al., 2016; Elbatsh et al., 2016; Muir et al., 2020), Sme3 O 7 & F /L
BlZ~y FOSAHIRREZ L ET H Z & (Chapard ef al., 2019), K OEAITHND
~vy ROMBREZLET 5 Z 2RS4 TE Y (Murayama & Uhlmann, 2015), U
TAUZ L TH Wapl DIEE L 72 0155~y FEEO /T 72t E 2 bIEH T 5
Z & T Wapl ZHET D AREMENE X 511D (Fig.4-18), AT-hook |25 5 Sme3 7
T FIALDIRMEEDS , CTCF FHEFENZ Z D L 9 RfEIC k> Take —L LV ORE
EALZMHE L TV A AREE LB 2 6D,

Smc3 DT EF LD 3 b — 2 UEES~DOEEITE T ITRAES LT 7L,
AT-hook 1% ATPase {EPEICFZEE L 722 L6 AT-hook BIED A~ > RiE&EIZH
B2 B 2 BHATREMEITIR A, Sme3 7 F/RIZ L B~y RREEDOHIEN R LT
YER 5 Al HEMEIL S D (Figd-18), Smc3 7B F /LN ED L D e~y Fiki&E %
TS LD A. STAGL =t — >, STAG2 =t —3 2D Sme3 7 & F
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MERBEIZ BT A2 74 A— a v OEWVWEBERTAZ LN TEINIE. LY
STAG12 22— DT EF L~ LDFEL  Za~TF U AL EMEDZED
LA T = X LOEHICIT DL Z R TE 5,

(iii) G2 #2317 5 AT-hook D %5

G1 ¥ AT-hook #fERY 72 2 b — 3 o D22 EAL & RTINS, G2 Bl B W T,
AT-hook DEFITa b — v OREMEENL IR -7 (Fig.4-10), Sororin ®
w7 E D G2 BTV TIX AT-hook DA HEZE 4> 53" Sororin 12 X Y
b=V UNEESIND T & TR A REEE PR SN D Z RS
L7z (Fig.2-12, 2-13), BLBREEWZ &2, Sororin FE/F1E N Tl STAGI-WT &
STAG1-RA ® 7 v~ F UFEEHEEMIIFRBE Th o7, 2O ik, G2HlicE
WT, Gl $IIZRIT D AT-hook H1FM 72 DNA /L—7HHH LR E . i
a3 T D ab —v OEENA T = X LADOFE BRI NEZ N & EoR
L TW5, EEE. G2HITIX, CTCE D7 u~F U EIZGL W EFR%ETH D
— T, TADXRZ u~F b —13GIL X b L, CTICF & ak—2 D
HFEBADT 25 Z L IVREN TV (Haarhuis et al., 2017; Hansen et al., 2017;
Wutzetal.,2017), ZDZ L6, G2HlDa bt — T E L L Thlikie s
BB IV TER Y . DNA L— TR L BERERENS P L— A7 DR TH S &
TAUE, G2 $IZiE DNA A—7HH LI 28— 22 Gl #1072
B, AT-hook IZ X ALENT at ZADEFEEN/ NS oz EZ NS,

G2 iz T, AT-hook DHHEIZEID 5T Sme3 O T & F /b L~ L3 Z 4L
Lol Z &b 2O EFEENTH D, SEIZKIT S Sme3 D7 EF ki
Sororin DFEEIZMETH H 7% (Nishiyama et al., 2010), AT-hook DZEF 7Y Smc3
DT v F AL ZHET L, Sororin IZ X ADLEITREZ B AD, Lo
T, G2 MIZIZ@mWT B F /B L~V HERF S LTI Y . AT-hook OF fEIZEI
L3 abt— UM Sororin I K ALEENNEZITHIENTEAHZ LN RBEIND,
BEOLL T, MREZEBEL THRIEL, Gl HloTtF bz 5 Escol (T
Mz S #AKF A7 Esco2 MMM 2 b —3 v 2T v F /b L= 2 LICHET
HEEZBHND (Alomer et al., 2017; Minamino et al., 2015), —J7C. G2 #md
Sororin FE1F(E FTH STAGL O 7 1~ F U AEALEMIT STAG2 L W&o 7z,
DT END, G2 ]IZIE STAGI ZEIRMICLENT S, b L IXSTAG2 =4
AT DEIMD AT = XLNFIET HAREMEERIE L TEB Y, £ 13
DI BHRHMMIEHOEERETH 5,
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4.3.3 7 DEIRAEEE R A 71 = X L OMEAL IR

SMC % U R 7 BTSRRI TEBY . EEAEMIZE N Tae —
VATHEEIC L BEICRFE SN TWD, BEREMDE MIEDLE T, ab—v
I3 ATP K3 fRIENE % 52 Smel/3 ~» K KA A X2 DNA b — TR M ZE 72
STAG DO Ff> DNA fESTEHIE L IRGFINTWD, 2D Enh, BH—0 STAG #
VNI (Scc3/SA) DB HFFOMERRY a Y a UNRZIZEB W T, AR
[Z35E L7z DNA V— 7 L A B = X 5% 15 2 TV D ATREME L @V, BILEREZE
Z L2, AT-hook Bk Y ¥, TA¥ =2 (KR) 7 7 AHX —I% Sce3. SAIZHER
fFENTEHRY | FEERITARFIE TIX, HEFRERE Sce3 D KR 7 7 A ¥ —3 AT-hook
R ak— 0O DNA V—7EREZRIET 5 Z &S e (Figd-16), =
NHOFERNG, H—0D STAG # VX7 E LI WG R AW FED o b
—3 %, AT-hook IZHAF L7- DNA /L— 7 TERREEE A A L TR Y . HREN
121X STAGL EEWHEEZ SO Z EBREBI NS,

AAEPNIZ Wi, BERE (Guérin et al., 2024; Hsieh et al., 2015; Mizuguchi et al.,
2014) X°v 3 7 ¥ g 3T (Rowley etal.,2017), #tH (Jordan Rowley et al., 2020)
IZBWTH TAD FiiEECL—T R AL b Woaio ) AERiEE N BIE ST
W5, —H T, [AERIC N Rl KR 7 7 A X —%& FF ok 748 STAG # /%
7B To % STAG3 1L, ~ 7 A EFHEHIIZ I T CTCF & O M J/E<0m ki s
TERRDIGHN T & R ST 5 (Nagano et al., 2025), F 7=, BEREZ W 253D
22 Tlx, DNA L— 7 LIEMEZ ko> =B RIEICB W T H 7 A @RS )
FERENGED Z LDRENTWD (Guérinetal., 2024), & 51T, STAGL Z43fiF L
TMEIZ N T S STAG2 FERAR T 7 AEmIRERFEEITER SIS Z &b
(Cuadrado, Giménez-Llorente, et al., 2019; Kojic et al., 2018; Wutz et al., 2020), 7/
I E IRAETE 1T 12 AT-hook ° KR 7 T A X —IZ L o> TIRHEE NS DNA L— 7T
FAEPEIZ DAEATE L TV D DI Tide < | BT E -0 O L ELR DI {E 2
EVEBOBERDPMAEDIDZETHERINDEBZDLONEYETHD, LT-
Mo T, AT, MR RIS ) AEIRIEETE R~ DNA /L— 7 i LiE
PO FHEIT R > TV | ZO% 513, MIERE-CMRR 2072 K 712 K - CTH
SN TWDAREMENE 2 biLd, EEE. STAG2 1X STAGL £V &, HifufE, fH
B A IOBAG T DI TR A — = U —OHIENC R B 545 2 &N
RSALTUN D (Cuadrado, Gimé Nez-Llorente, ef al., 2019; Kojic et al., 2018; Viny et
al.,2019), & 9 ThiX, STAG2 ® & 9 72 DNA L — 7 EIEEDOIK VW Z 1 7
DT, EVMDORFOEELZITOTWREDSEME T TORAH L5 7
TIIVTINTRERTHD L BINTE 5, STAG2 OZE BB BV H ML
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AN CIIE MR AR I C M ZH 7R R 5 K] - RUNX1 & STAG2 23 & B I 4L RTE L,
INGDOERNEED Y ) AEREIEEZRESE L2 L LRI TWS (Ochi
et al., 2020), ZD X 572 STAG2 & W7 2455 K775, STAG2 =t — 2D
DNA NV—7 R EZ =N 295, b L <X DNA V— 7 TEEIE IR AT
M2 STAG2 & B L CF /) A@mikiEE 2 T A AlREE L B 2 b G 5.

INOHRERE 2D &, FHEIIMMN KR 7 7 A X — KT L2 “98V" DNA
J—THH LK CTdh D STAGL (12N A, FFEDSURIZEB W TOHRBERET 5| “55
VW DNA L— 7 LI+ Tdh 5 STAG2 # A L2 Lick -~ T, LV EEIC
HE T2 7 A EIREETE R R & ONE AR IS B 23 FTREIZ 7~ 2 HE L AR I
EHoT, EWO LT UAEEZDIENTE S,
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a -
b = OO
Egg
trimeric cohesin cohesin-STAG1 cohesin-STAG2 (kDa) & © ¥
250 /Scc1-Halo
Smc1 Y N by Smc1
sme3 f Y\ \ \ 1501=2 B3 B 1 OHis-STAGH
L Y Y b 100- Smc3-FLAG
3 | B ;
5 ] § 10HIs-STAG2
§ ¥ § 754
¥ /, ¥ |
Scet ao
37

STAG2 STAGT

e )
50- o 4 800
—_ fes —_
s 40 —1 ¥ 3. < 600]
[ @ H =
2 301 © P & 3
E c 29 o, T & 400
S 201 = wadt gl a
a 51 ¥ & & 200
© 104 o —
0 § 0 0 - o
trimer STAG1 STAG2 STAG1 STAG2 STAG1STAG2

(kDa)

ATP hydrolysed / cohesin /s

250+

100+
754

374

Fig4-1 STAG1 X STAG2 X U b\ DNA )L — 7 TRIE M % 80

a. 2 b — T U EAERORAK,

50+

& -FLAG-Halo-

NIPBL-10His

- Mau2

p=05125

]

STAG1 STAG2

b,c.SDS-PAGE (C L W 3B L7-22t —3 > kT A ~—. cohesin-STAGI. cohesin-
STAG2 (b) 3 XU NIPBL-Mau2 #E&K () @ SYPRO Ruby 4efaf4,

d. cohesin-STAG1 ( FE%) 38 L TN cohesin-STAG2 (FE%) 12 Xk » TR 47— DNA
Jb—"7", DNA (% SYTOX Orange (ZX YV AL L7z, Ao —/b/3—|% 2 pm,

e.U 74 DNA EToO DNA L—TRAMEE, F 74 ~—IZOWTIX3E, 7
rZ=—IZOWTCIE 4 BIOMSL LTZEBRN ST — X 2L LTz, DNAIZ KT
A ~—"T 329 ff. STAG1 T 372 f#. STAG2 T 364 fAf#EHT L=, XIZITEHE
BLOEEREZEN TSN TS, PAEIE Welch D t REICE D B LT,
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f. cohesin-STAG1 F 721 cohesin-STAG2 |Z X 5 DNA /L — 7 EHE, R —
BLOBRON A= ZZN T RERS KOS 4P 2 77 DNA X STAGL ©
20 fE, STAG2 C 15 @it L7z, P EIZ[{H Mann-Whitney ® U fREIZ L D &
H L7,

g. cohesin-STAG1 % 7213 cohesin-STAG2 f71E F T S 41724 DNA /L— 7 Dk
ERRENC LS\ TR L 72 DNA L— 7 D& EME, B SITA LT B T 5
P fEZ R L, [ CEBRICHEK T 27 —# mldtamsid L TOR L, Ro—%
FORWAR=TERENEFERO P RAED Y15 T T O L # A2~ 7
— 2% 4 [BIOPSL L7 FEERNBINE L= (STAGL: n = 28, 41, 52, 51 DNAs;
STAG2:n=14,16,17, 11 DNAs), P fEiZ Mann—Whitney ® U MEIC L 0 HH L
77

f. NIPBL-Mau2 35 & O DNA 7#7E F 2317 % cohesin-STAG1 35 & UF cohesin-STAG2
D ATP KA FREEE, T — 2 1% 3 [ OMSE L= FEBRSIEE Lz, XICITF
PIE L AR ZED R STV 5, PAEIL Welch O t EIC L W B L7,
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Fig.4-2 STAGl =t —3I L STAG2 2 b — I VidRI%ED ATP MK fRE M
O

a. DNA /L — 7 O MM, STAGL =t —3 B L TNSTAG2 =2t — 2 &
D% S 417= DNA /L— 7" Side-1, Side-2, 3 X O Tip fHIKIZE T H SYTOX
orange ¥ 7 FIVRELZENEN 10 HERL., ZOMENOHEM LI 2
DNA E#HffGEIcii» T ey L, BEREIFEZ /R Lz, SIHMEE 2£T

(n=5), Side-1 & Side-2 DFEFENRIFIRFIZIA L7 Z L b, L—T BN
X THD Z EWNREND,

b. NIPBL-Mau2 ¥ £ O DNA {77E FIZEiF 5 cohesin-STAG1 F 721% cohesin-
STAG2 @ ATP NM/KG %L+ 570l #Esn~ 2777 4 — (TLC)
EA—NTVF T T T 4 —H AT, FONIR LIe AR T IR S E 7, [y-
32P] ATP & MIKDIRIEM Td D 2P DL 7 FBRE ZHIE L. MK S
7= ATP OEIGZHH LT,

¢.b TR LT 2P OV 7 F VR FE SV CER L7z ATP MKy i, flix, &
TR STz ATP OEIG 27T, 7 —Z 1% 3 [OMNE L 7= KR
ROz, BUTITEE SRR A R STV 5,

d. [ZR LT —ZITHBELZITV, ZOMELEE L, B&ETICET
% ATP MUK EE, 7 — 213 3 [EOMS L=E R HE LNz, KT
VB LR ZED RSN TV D,
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. SDS-PAGE T4yHfi L 72 @ cohesin-STAGI-RA 3 X T cohesin-STAG2-AT
SYPRO Ruby {44,

.U 7 DNA | TOD DNA V—7ABAEE, gD 72 DI W72 STAGL-WT @
T —X# 1% Fig2-le L[Al—ToH b, TNLENWDERMET 3 MO L7 ERND
F— 2 &N L 7=, DNA % STAGI-RA T 226 fll, STAG2-AT T 165 {Efi##T L
7o BUZITVERIER L OMEHERZED R SV TV 5, PEIX Welch @ t FREIZ &
DEH L7,

. cohesin-STAG1-RA F 721% cohesin-STAG2-AT (2 & 5 DNA /L— 7,

DT DIV STAGL-WT OF —# 4 Fig2-1f L[A—ToH 5D, R3—F

FOBRWA— Iz R iR X O AL&PH 2 7k 9 DNA [ZEnEih 15

{Ef#HT L7z, PEIX Mann—-Whitney ® U fREIC LV EE LT,

. cohesin-STAG1-RA % 72 1% cohesin-STAG2-AT f#1£ F TR & #1724 DNA /L—
7 OHEEFRE I DUV TEEff L 72 DNA /L— 7 O EM, i o 7= I v
STAGI-WT ®OF —# X Fig2-le &[Rl—Th 5, FEHRORITEFMFITIH T HH
Pz R L, R CEBRICHRT 57 — 2 R0 1T L TR L, RDR—F &
CERWA— 32N ENEE RO TP RAED LI LW il 2R, 7—
2013 3 BIOMST L7380 HINEE L7 (STAGI-RA: n = 8, 4, 4 DNAs; STAG2-
AT:n =20, 14, 10 DNAs), P ffiZ Mann-Whitney ® U #EIZ LV HH L7,

. NIPBL-Mau2 ¥ X ' DNA 171F FIZ81F 5 cohesin-STAG1-RA I X T cohesin-
STAG2-AT @ ATP IR fREE, HEED 7= DIZ AV 2 STAGL-WT O F — X |
Fig2-f L[A—Tbh D, T—ZI% 3 BIOMSE LT ERMSIVE LT, KITITFE
PIE LR ZED R STV D, PAEIL Welch O t FEIC L W B L7,
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32P] ATP &K REEM T 5 2P O 7 FIVIREZHIE L, MKSHESH
7= ATP OEIGZHH LT,

b. a lZTRL72 ¥2P O 7 FIVREIC SN TER LT- ATP MK R, EiX
BN TR THIAS R S LT ATP OEIG 27T, F— &% 3 BOMN LI-E %
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a. U 7% A-DNA (ZFES L7- Halo-Alexa 488 1= £ —< >, DNA % SYTOX
Orange (Z L D AL L7z, A7 —/L/3—(L 2 um,

b. BT AFRMIIERFRNIHEE LIzat—v DTV —F U T AT v I A X
DA RO E ASHLL LD ae —2 v v T F b T — 2 BIE LT,
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c. BIDHRESFMZBITDHEDNA T2V Dae—OVE14, 2t —
UDOMEREEA XY D 2 SRIZBITS, 2 E—T UREA LTINS
DNA 57 DEE L DNA Foav —2 OS5 8ofEe L TEH L,
T —21% 3 BIOMSE LT ERMOIUE U e, IS FEAE &R AN R S
NTW5, PEIZ Welch D t FiEIC X W EH LT,

d. DNA | Halo-Alexa 488 &5k = b — 3 o DA HERFFER, 50 mM, 75 mM NaCl
ST TIE30 O, 100mM NaCl 5/ FTIZ 15O DNAfG =2 e —3 7
— 2 2 LT, BUTIEH Rl & T (i, 7 — 2 Q&P R I LTV D,
P fEIX# ] Mann—Whitney @ U FREIZ L W HH L7z,
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a. Ib—Y D RT AR =Y arT v A O, AT LT
ADNA 3% 7Y a— kLl A_A—HT 2 BICERRICETE LT,
NIPBL-Mau2 3 LN ATP ff/E F Cabk—3 % DNA hicu— KL%, &
W c X VIR A £ A L2 X 7 B2 E Lz, DNA fEH
b — 3 RA1E 0.1 B R T 30 BOREE L 72,

b. Alexa488 1Zi#; cohesin-STAG1 (E%) 35X O cohesin-STAG2 (FE:) @ ATP 17
TETFIFEFIE R COH A £ 7 7 7, DNA 1L SYTOX Orange CTHEGg L7z, A7 —
JL23—13 2 pm,
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¢, d. DNA f& & cohesin-STAG1 3 £ OF cohesin-STAG2 (2 2W T, LR D =&
H9 5720 RD 72 “ /BN (MSD) L EEH] DO ATP F7E F (c). ATP FE
FAET (DIZHBIT D log-log 7 v v by HRMFITOE 25O a b — 2 RS-0
O DEEZRM U, BUCITEIE & EERAZ R LTV D,

e, f. DNA #% 4 cohesin-STAG1-RA 35 & T cohesin-STAG2-AT (ZDUWNT, fIEEREL
D #HHT 57 DITROI Y A (MSD) L FEID ATP F1E T (e).
ATP JEMEAET (f) 28T 5 log-log 71w b, HEMEICHE 25 D —

R 6 DEEZREE Lc, BUCITFEE L EERAEEZ R L TV D,
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d. dTAGV-1 B L 5-ph-IAA Z B E 72 1L RFFICHIN LB D, STAGL B XL
STAG2 D/NT 1 JRe S gl LTz ¥ = A% 7 1 M,

e. VAKX Ty NOEEMITEL Y, dTAGV-1 3 L 5-ph-TAA ALEERL 1213,
STAG1 3 XU STAG2 DX /X7 E &N, FIENIELBERFD 3%3 L 5%
RIGIZETHAD L TWD Z EDNRENT,
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Fig.4-8 STAGI1-WT/RA FEIAHFLOM# T

a. STAGI-WT/RA FEIFMEORX, STAGL2 ¥ 7T 7 v Uflaicxt LT,
Tet-on FEEL T AT L& FVTHMKRYE STAGT-WT/RA-Halo 788l S ¥ 7,

b. Y —7 4 U 7HNT, /LT RMTUE L7z STAGI-WT-Halo F£7-1% STAGI-
RA-Halo BEML DOV = A % 7 v v NMERT,

¢. F¥IH 127U (Dox) fA1E F £ 713 FEAA(E F T3 L 7= STAGI-WT-Halo
B L' STAGI-RA-Halo ZEHIILIZHIT D JF646 dtD 7 —H A A R
—7aZy AN, vB X TORLEERIZELVY —T 4 U TICHWEESS— b
g, NEIX, Y —T 4 V7B OEMIZIIT 5 JF646 w70 7 7 A V&R
7T

d. V—7 4 > 7 Hi® STAGIWT-Halo 5 £ U8 STAGIRA-Halo 25l &, v —F
4 T HBOMBD T A TR A A— ) JEif%, DNA 1% Hoechst 33342 THY:
L=, A7 —/L 3= 20 um,

e G1 H] (FB) BLUG2H (FE) ~Offiu )& H EFE O,

f.DAPI T4t L7=3ERFH. Gl FFH. BL O G2 FfMizo 7 o —4 A4 h XA RV
—THIEL7=DNA 7177 A /1,

g. Gl 721X G2 IZFFH L /s L7251 CALEL L 7= STAG1-WT-Halo % 7213 STAGI-
RA-Halo HMii% FACS TY—7 4 7 L., &flafit® (WCE) BLO
Ja<wF UREREIZONT Tl T = A X T a y MIERT,
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g. Gl BLU G2 IZHIF D STAGI-FmC B LT STAG2-mAmC O 7 1~ F U fEA
B OER, A5 10 Mila 2 fT Uiz, KIS PN & EERZE 2 R8T,
h.e BE O IR L7 OBEREBII T « v 7 1 » 7 B3RO 7= STAGI-FmC
B L STAG2-mAmMC DOENRIFE A HEI 7736 L O ERE A 43 OEIE,
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a. Gl Hi~HfaEME L . 4k STAGI-WT/RA @ FRAP FEBR O,
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b. G1 #I12351F 5 STAGI-WT-Halo & 7213 STAG1-RA-Halo FH i@ iFRAP 52
BRD 15 B AV ARER A MR g, A —/L 3 —[1% 10 pm,

c. G1 iz % STAGI-WT-Halo ((£) 3 XY STAGI-RA-Halo (B> 7)) DOIER
bt EIE B, FERIIIUEEREIEC LD 7 ¢ v T« » TR E R, 540
10 #MIE 2 b L=, INCIREIE & AR TR 75 4 7R T,
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d. G2 Wl~fiuEWEE & . #kPE STAGI-WT/RA @ FRAP ZEBR OREE K],
STAGIWT-Halo F7-1% STAGIRA-Halo %, iFRAP ZEBRERIIZ 1 FEfE] JF646
THEEFR L., KESY v NIZERIZ wash out L7=,

e. G2 HITH1F D STAG1-WT-Halo F721% STAG1-RA-Halo ZEi#lid D iFRAP 52
BRI 15 5 VT ARER A MR, A —/L 3 —1F 10 pm,

f. G2 i2E1F %5 STAGI-WT-Halo (82) 3 X ' STAG1I-RA-Halo (¥’ 7) OIEM
b SeaiE phiR, FERRIIPHREBIEIC L 27« v T 4 TR 2R3, &5
10 AR 2 fiEhT Uiz, BUCIXEE &SR 2 on
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i, jo BUEBEEE T + v 7 4 70 bHEHLIZ, Gl BXTD G2 IZ81T 5 STAGI-
WT-Halo ¥ & OF STAG1-RA-Halo OEJE 7 (1) B X OLEE S () D7 v~
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h
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1000 4

a
[=]
o

RNAi:

ctrl Sor

STAG1

> NMENT, T AZ Y AT IIIEFER S 7TV ERT,
b. = ha—/ b (/) F 7213 Sororin (47) RNAi THLEE L 7= Allfe D 73 S gL A A,
A= L 3— X 10 pm,

c. DRMGLORERMOER,

Time(min)

|stable residence time |

50 -

401

Time (min)

101

0
RNAi:

30

20 1

ctrl Sor
STAG2

T =213 3 EOMSL LI EBRNOIEE LT,

(CITPE SRR A 2 R T, ARBEONRRALEEIT Fig.2-13d (2787,
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dye. = hr—/L (7 L—) F721% Sororin (5£) RNAi THLEE L 7= G2 WiHiialZ
BT 5 STAGI-FmC (d) XL STAG2-mAmC (e) D EHALEOGEIE dhRr, =
BUIAHRHEEIRC L 5 7 1 v T 1 > 7R 297, &5 10 Jfa & b L7,
B I EHE & R A E T,

f. BFREBIE T v T 4 bR, G2 MIHIEIZEB T D STAGI-FmC B X
U STAG2-mAmC O EIJFE G 43 36 L VL E R A B 77 DFEIE

g h. WFEBIE T 4 v T 1 7 BEH L, G2 Wik i) 5 STAGI-FmC
(g) BEL D STAG2-mAmMC (h) DZLERMEE 4DV v~ F 2 LIFTEREH,
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a Sororin RNAi 24 h

Dox/RO 16 h
|

| 1 I FRAP
JF646 N wash out
1h
b d 1 Dynamic
I Stable
10 — WT Control RNAI| 2 400,
WT Sororin RNAI
o £
€06 = ol
=04 g 40
D [&]
0.2 % 204
X ol
00 e 5 RNA Ctrl_Sor Ctrl_Sor
Time(min) WT RA
c e 1500~ |stable residence time|
1.0, —— RA Control RNAi
0.8 RA Sororin RNAI =
8 ° ‘= 1000
= S
) 0.6 S
£ 04 E
A 500
0.2
0.0 . . 0 -
50 100 RNAi: Ctrl Sor_ Ctrl Sor
Time(min) WT RA

Fig.4-12 G2 H#i® a2 b —3 1% AT-hook FEMETFAIIZ Sororin (T K - TEEN S
b

a. Sororin RNAi 777E FC G2 #IC[FFH L7z STAGIWT-Halo %72(% STAGIRA-
Halo FBUMIfRIZ KR35 iFRAP SEEROMEEIX,

b, c. G2 HHIEIZII1T D STAGIWT-Halo (b) 3 L8 STAGIRA-Halo (¢) ®I1EM
{bag Y mE dh#R, = > b r—/L RNAiQ ZLEEHfD (7 L —) & Sororin RNAi 4L
B (v 7)) wig Uiz, ERIIPHERBEEIC L D7 0 v T o v T E
AT, AR 10 MR A T U7, BUCIZEE SR ER A2 T,

d. MEEBEE 7 v T 4 I bRDT-, 2 ha—/LF7-1% Sororin RNAi AL
HAAIZ 31T D STAGI-WT-Halo 3 X U' STAG1-RA-Halo D@5 A 7y 55
K OLERE G DEIG,

e. WHEHBAH 7 4 v T 4 VI MBEE L, 2 bu—/L £ 721X Sororin RNAi
SLERARIZ 317 % STAGIWT-Halo 35 XU STAGIRA-Halo D72 EfE A 1H 5y D
7 v~ F UG a MR R,
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d
cohesin-STAG1/2 + WT RA
NIPBL-Mau2 + rcDNA BamHI  — T _ T

40_
3 30 g5 T
BamHI dlgestlon ©
on beads 5 20
Q
m
VRN o
Sup (S) oh Beads(B) 0
C
Dox 5-ph-IAA/dTAG Noc
| I | chromosome spread
! 4h 4h
JF646 I——
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' = ":I y ¥ .
P : ﬂ"ﬁ’.
R ’
.'ﬂ-iﬁ‘ S".d p
v “_ ; ‘-
e
1007 < 5=
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£ Bl (oss of cohesion (severe)
S 60
=
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2 40
=
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o
S
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+ + -+ + B5.PhIAA
+ 4+ - + 4+ dTAGVA1
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Fig.4-13 kG R RIEEE X AT-hook (TKTFE L 22U
a. MART I NAEEORBRENEEROAF—24, ab—T LB En
BRIk DNA % BamHI LB 5 Z & T hAR B U MICHES LT DNA &% E &
L7,
b. 2 b — L ORELRE, ot “—‘//1’5:/\ DNA % BamHI T&EEL . EJ5H
7 (S) & E“Xft/a\@ (B) (2B LTy T — 2 1% 3 [ OMANL L7=FEBRD D
HR;% Lz, X ;‘cTri/JﬁH“*‘Eﬁ%ﬁwéhﬂ\é
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c. WTEM: STAG1/2 D43fEFs L O STAGI-WT-Halo % 7213 STAGI1-RA-Halo M3
B T COREEART Ly FEROEE,

d. STAG1-WT-Halo ¥ 721% STAG1-RA-Halo ZEELHIIAIC 51T B 4y ZLHAYL ik, Y
BARILF LRI L VYT LTz, A7 —/b/N—[1% 10 um,

e, d I RL7cae— o REMOER, 7 —ZIL 3 BIOMSL L7=EERD 6 IUE
[ A Pl el = 2 3 [ e 1 =3 R

86



B
R X

closslink
and
fix chromatin

b

MNase digestion
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S RAM) B n=2016 4
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Fig.4-14 AT-hook i3 n<F U BREEHR 2 IEET 5

a. Micro-C |Z X 2N 7/ L@ RS AT OMEEE, Mifaz AV A7 0T e RS
JO® 7R U PRETEHE LK, v~/ 723y I NVX 7 L7 —%
(MNase) TWrifb L7z, £ D%, RO T A 77— a L EAF AR &
HINEZT T, R —7 ==XVl CWD T ) A ED
fEIEk % R E L7z,

b. G1 WIZ[FIFH L 7= STAGI-WT/RA FEELAAL A F 72 Micro-C FERD A ¥ — A

c. 3 FYERD 132.5-140 Mb FEIRIZ 1) B &5 T D Micro-C 2 X% 7 b~ |k
U w7 A (fREE1L 25 kbp), BOK T VI, STAGI-WT BHAETHE SN
STAGI-RA ZHEML CHE LTca &7 N amrRT,

d. HF54ETHE LN DNA L—7 DY A XD

e. 7/ LRI A& s NEE, ak— UARFRN R AEER O A X
#HHITRAT & TR LT,

f. WIEME STAG1/2 FETFAE T T, AkME STAGLT WFET D () £RITFELR
W (5) REICBWT, BARDLY A XD TAD Z &1, WT Ll L TR S
T BEAEHDZESD,
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Fig.4-15  AT-hook IZ Sme3 D7 &2 F/L{t & CTCF & DHEIERA ZRET S

a. G1 #1. G2 #IZ[RFH L 7= STAGI-WT-Halo ¥ 7-(% STAG1-RA-Halo F& HiAHfE )
S5 LY (WCE) B LWV u~F UHEAEIZICEIT S Sme3 B
JOT7®F L Sme3 DT = AKX Ty MERT,

b,c.all/RL7eT —ZIZESE, GLH (b)) BLW G2 (¢) D STAGI-WT-Halo
% 721% STAG1-RA-Halo ZELHIALIZ 31T 5 Sme3 7 & F /L b (AcSmc3) ¥ 7
V% Sme3 IZxFdT A E L TCEE L7, AcSmc3/Sme3 ktiE STAGIWT -f*lﬂﬂ'j
DIETERL Lz, 7—X % 3 BIOMSE L7z EBRSIE L=, KITIZ )
L EERAZ T,

d. Gl #IICFEFH L, WNTEME STAG] 3 KUY STAG2 % /0 fif L 7= STAGI-WT-Halo %
721% STAG1-RA-Halo ZEEMM D 7 1 <~ F L B4 5 5 o LR fRT,

e, f. d [T L2kl o 7 c81F D AcSme3 (e) 38 LWNCTCF (f) v 7
V% Sme3 IZxfT Ak e L TERE L7, AcSmc3/Sme3 3 X TN CTCF/Sme3 ki
STAGI-WT OECEHbL L7z, T —# 1 3 BIOMSL L7z EERHHINE LT,
BUZITFEEIE & AR ZE 2 R T,
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a

AT-hook
HsSTAGl 23 SELEETE—VKGKRK---RGRPGRP—PSTNKKPRKSPGEKS 58
HsSTAG2 25 TDFE--D--IEGKNQ---KQGKGKT----- CKKGKKGPAEKG 54
HsSTAG3 50 TDFEDSL--NRNVK----KRAAKRP--PKT-—----- TPV--- 74
ScSscC3 68 DDYVDTATA SRKR————— PKSASNTSSKRQKKKPTSAQ 105
SpScC3 44 DDYEKTISSKK-——-—-R———--— HPRPNSKGVNVKRSR——-—-—-— R 71
CeSCC3 37 PVFRSPTASTRG AANVDVADLSASFGNLNNFSTPPKRG 78
DmSA 62 DDFFAPI--A TPATRKGPTER--KERVERPRKEPVDKG 99
25 mutated AT-hook 65
STAG1-RA ELEETEVKGKRKAGAPGRPPSTNKKPRKSPGEKSRIEAGIR
25 insertion 70
ELEETEVKGKRKAGAPGRPPSTNKKPRKSPGEKSRKRKPKIEAGIR
inserted KR-patch
Cc & o d p=0.0234 e p = 0.0405
o sz’r‘ 501 8007 p=0.2819
AN - —~
x X 401 2
kDa) ey < % > 600
250 Smc1 '-% 30 e 2
Scc1-Halo = ® 400
150182 -10His-STAG1-RA 5 20 Q
1001 +KR pacth ¥ <V] 8
5] | Sme3-FLAG a -
3 10 200
501 0 0 ;e % .
& gl &
57 £ L& & & &
o \}0 «?QQQ® o VON «\}0 il
- ¥ X ¥ A 'y
AN S o 9

Fig.4-16 STAGIN RIFFEERD KR /%y F 78 DNA L —T R EIRET 5

a. t b (Hs) STAGI., STAG2. STAG3. Schizosaccharomyces pombe (Sp) Scc3.

Saccharomyces cerevisiae (Sc) Scc3. Caenorhabditis elegans (Ce) Scc3, B L O

Drosophila melanogaster (Dm) SA % & Tr STAG/Scc3 A /Y a7 D~ )VF 7T NT

FA LAY R, AT-hook EF —7 % ~EB 2T, VIV VBIOTAX=ICE

(KR) 7 JAZ—zmE 7 TRLT,

b. HFBERE Sce3 @ KR /¥y Fa4fiA L7z STAGIRA OBZE, AT-hook % 5%
STAGL IZXF LT, X9 2 Ml KR /Sy FaffiA LT,

¢. SDS-PAGE Z X Y 47Bff L 7= KR patch Zff A L7 STAGIRA =& ipa bt —
@ SYPRO Ruby 4444,
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d. — o FBIZEERICEI VSO KR 2Ny FHAK STAGIRA =2t —3 D U
I DNA [ To® DNA V—TTBAMBRE, D7 DIZ Tz STAGL-WT &
STAGI-RA OF7 —# % Fig.2-3¢c L[Rl—Th b, TNENDEMET 3 BIOMAT
L= BRI DT — X Z U L, DNA (% STAGI-RA T 230 fafight L=, Kk
WHMER X OEERZED RSN TWSD, P EIX Welch @ t FREICE D EH L
7=

e. KR 73y F4f AR STAGIRA 2t b — 3 2 X D R S 472 DNA L— 7 D#EFE
BEMZ FE SV TR L 7= DNA v— 7 OZEM, o 7= bz v 7= STAGI-
WT & STAGI-RA OF — %1% Fig2-3g LRl—TH D, EHROSIFHRMICE
AP RAEE R L, A UEBRICHK T 57 —# Sidtasd L TR LIz, RO
—B LR TZ N TN TR O Al D) F L O & A2 =7,
T — 2% 3 BIOMSL LT FER D HUNEE L7z (n=24,21, 19 DNAs) , P fif % Mann—
Whitney @ U fEIZ L 0 R L7,
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Active DNA loop extrusion
enhanced by the AT-hook

cohesin Increase the possibility of
being anchored at CTCF sites

j \ CTCF

(

CTCF

CTCF stabilize cohesin
and promote Smc3 acetylation

Fig.4-17 AT-hook fK7FHI72 DNA V—T7HRRIZCE B 2 —Y  OLEE(L
FENIZ BT D AT-hook 1T 72 2 b — 2 V2 TE(L A /1 = X I, AT-hook (F DNA
N—TERERETH LT, Za~vF v EoL—7HHLae—2 03 i
T %5, DNA/L—7HIH L2t — 253819 % Z & T convergent 72 CTCF &
A MK oTT o H Vo ranbabt—y a8t , & 512 CTCF 3
JRTEIZ LD Sme3 7B F UEMEESND Z & T, ab—2 U DTN E LILE
ELEI b, CTCF %A K TLRENENT 2k — 3 DNA /L—7X TAD 5%
REBETHZ LT, 7/ AERIEEDOAEIZE <,
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head engagement N gate open

Smc3 Smc1

Kleisin N-gate

Sce
Smc3 acetylation

A

AT-hook

Fig.4-18 Smc3 72 F NV LIZ X B a b — U EELEE

Sme3 7 FbIZ A~y R RAAL OSAIRRED U < 13 2 T esr o fhfE 2 BH
EG 7 Z & T Wapl IZ & B Kleisin N-gate O fi#fE 2 #1195, AT-hook I% Smc3
TEFUERET D Z L TZORELED LM, AT-hook 1T X 5L EH
Sme3 7 FIAIZ LD~y R oGl BRI ECE < At b B 2 6
N5,
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THE Scel ZVFVINERICE D at —Y U EERLORIE

5.1 %&

il

HIE, FEABEOREND, Smel, Sme3 D~y K RKAA BLOSTAG V7
2=y F3ab— -DNA M BEERHOZERZHT 52 T, ab—v >
DIRERRICH G L TWVWD I EDURENTz, KB, TNHD RAAL /T a=
v M EMEER L. HEERORERIZ A Sccl (IZF B LT, Sccl OFfF>7 L%
VINVEERII Ny RR AL VHEBELT D205, ~y K RAAL Ol
FACIZIEEERNCE S L CW D AIEEMENZ X bivd, 72, 2 OFEBIZIX STAG W
Tazy PAREEMICHEAST DD, STAG X U XV BIKFE LT-ae —2 -
DNA M EEROREMNMICE, MEOIZHES L TWD I ENHLE LSS,

COMEORIE LT, TOEINET LD, Smcl/3 D~y RRAA -k
VU RAA U EBEIS AN Raf VOEINE 50nm Th D DXL T, Sccl
ZUFUTNVEBOREZIT160nm EREH LI ENTE, TORIEZFR->T=
b — 3 VAR EROREGEELCRES LTz STAG ¥ > /87 BOMEEN H HhE %
HELTWDHZENBIOND, (> T, KETIEX, ZO7 LF U7 IVHEBOE
SIZER L, 7RI EBOEMN 2t —2 o OESIICE 2 bR
fiEdT L7,
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5.2 FEH
5.2.1 Sccl 7L ¥ 7 bEIKIIa e —2 0 U VRO KRICEETH S

WEDOHFZED S Sccl D H-DO7 L 7 /LR O & HE A DNA L— F T RIE M
AR SEDL LRI TVWD (RAEL®R, £Z T, 207X 70
FOR SN, 3 —Y U OMEEICE 2 D02 &R 577 BmEE
(HS-AFM) % FIWTREAT L7z, BFZAET Scel 2D b — 2 & STAG #5 4 fElk
B C Kb Smel fEAFEEHE DT X/ Ba RS ET2ZRIK (Scel™hor) 2 fEHL
L ATP f77E F CHEIEZ L A2 Bl52 L7 (Fig.5-1a,b), HS-AFM Bl Cix, WWTho
BEMRIZBWTH IDR K TH 5 Scel 7 L% v 7 AEIRIEATHAL Shigun—J5
T, fhoH T 2=y PREVY FAL UEBL Uy B RALS U IBEIC B S
iz (Fig.5-lc), #AHIZ, 7 LF V7RO EMENR, a2 —r 0V v R4
W H 2 DB RAET 5720, U ZiEEOHER XN Smel/3 A /L RaAg
ORI OBRRER Y VN E LCERAIL T, U Y I NOHEIT WT &
Sccl¥ot THERETR OGN oTc—T, V7 OWNEIT Scel™t THEIZHH
D L7z (Figs-1de)e & HIT, Smel/3 ~y KR AL CREOEEAZHELZ L 2 A,
Scelsort Tt Z O RREBEA B 12 L T (Fig.s-16), 2 H 08I E —FK L T,
7 U VT OVEEIR A R L7 AR TTIEL Smel/3 AV KA v v 7 )
TR LA R R s iR LIRS 2 D 2 L S < Bl sz (Figs-
le F)o ZHNEEBICHMT 5720, U o 7D 10nm BLFIZ 72 2 S 4R
Br L7z & 25, Scel™on TIE & DA N EFAEAL & Lo L CHUEITHIMN L7 (Fig.5-
1g). A EDOFERD S, Scel 7L X T AMEBOE SI1X, o —2 U v N
DOHIZEETH L Z DRI,
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5.2.2 Sccl 7 LXT T IVEKITa AN Raf volmih 2 et 5

b= DY U REEICER LIS 6, Scel 7 L U 7 LRI O AL
Mas U o 7 N E M L. BEERESRICHEENHIKNZ 5 2 TV 2 /TREMES RIR
ST, ZOREEMEE XV EEMICHNT 5720, AV RaA VRO i
HL7, Sccl 7ZUF U ITINVHEHBOEI N aA )V Kaf voRihlh 2 b8 %
RRAET B2, BV RAL b~y RRAAL CRIOBBEZRIE L, BAR L
Scclshot TLhEE L7z, BV RAAL VDB ITVLEILH D~y KRR A A
(proximal head) & EEUMIEIZH D~ K KA A (distal head) DI LT
b Vosy REEBEZRIE L7 2 A, BRENZ L2 7 L% U T VEIRD 5
MElZ Ko TOWT ORI L THO A RIS 5 Z L3 biro 7z (Fig.5-2a-c),
N aA N Raf VOB EBBR L TWDENERD 0, b VAR~
R RAA HIOFEBED 20 nm LA N IZ7e 2B A FHAI L 7= & 2 A, Scelshort Tl
ZOBEENEAY LTS Z ENBH LT 572 (Fig.s-2d), LLEDOFERMNS
Scel DHLOT LF VI NVEBORE SN at =2 ) U ITNREFIET S 720 T
2, AA N Raf VOBEIMICHLEETHY  BEREEROEELRLICEHE LT
WAHZ EDBH LN T
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5.3 #%%
5.3.1 Sccl 7L ¥ 7 NVERIC L A ae —2 U EELIL~DEH S

ARKEOFEE NG, Sccl DFFOT7 L U7 LGEIBOENEN a2 — DX A F
R I IREE R b ELET DS Z ERH LN 5T, Scel DT LT LAEIK
X1 7BV OREEE 35ALRBL S LK 160 nm ORI,
Smcl/3 ~v R RAAL VHZRESIBE LT HZ L Ta— ol IikiEEx
L TW5D, 5EO AFM #5006, FARICB W T~y B R A1 Rk
DKL 40 nm LR TH Y . ~v NEOEEEOHIEICZF D 4 oS %2H 5
Sccl 7 L U7 IVEEENE S LTV D Z ST HEMIZIZE 212V, Lo Lzen
57 LXTIGEID 33 nm OFIME T, ~y R NAA CHEOBBHIA RIS
<7207z (Figs-1f)y TOAHI=ALELTEZLNDIDIL, ~v KRAAL LD
AENE 2 9 572D D Sccl 7 L XU 7 VGEELD “BRIET BNEBOEI LD
HLEWNE WO FREMETH D, BHMERICEY AL OND 7 L XV 7 LEIRD
313160 nm Th 525, Z OfElklE STAG X° NIPBL L Wo ez —
RFEHAEEALTHWDZ D, BEICTZ7Y —R7LUXF 7 AMEBIZE 5
W ENEBEZOND, 16> T, 23 33 nm DREKNT L X7 LEEEOH L)
a2 REICED S, ~y RRAA VHIICHEENBERELZ 5252 N TED
BEREMIBIMIE 2 TRl o 7272, ~v R OREERIHIFIN B £ > 7= RN E 2 5
o,

BLUYRNZ L2, 7 LR U 7 VEEBOERE I b o Y-y RIS IEEE 2 B &8,
oA )V RaAf VoEhsEE 2K T S87 (Fig.5-2), 2 D FRET f##<° HS-AFM
BEND, O ATP NKDEYA 7 NVE DTV T LTELD Z ERN
IRIREIINTWD, ATP fEENRaAf NV Faf voBEEEET L E VW) ET L
(Bauer et al., 2021) & . ATP JIKDZFEN Z N ERET 5 &9 ET /L (Higashi et
al., 2021) ORI NDIRESINTWHEN, WTFUCLThbaAf L Raf LvoX A F
IV AFANY RRAAL COEEREBEEZICEE L TWbHEEI N, T
X U7 OVEEIR O REAE~ > RHEEBEE =1 v K a4 v o ihiAEE % R RF 280
SHLEZEEBETLHE, ANV RAaA NVOFBERBHHEIZ~Y R KA A 7]
BRI RIF L TR, ~y R AL U OEN B RENMESIRERD X2 A
TR v 7 e EE LIS T H D A REME DR S D,

SHICBALEDRDA I =ALE LT, STAG ¥ N\ EEN LIzaA /LR
A VEMEEDRD D3 8 5, WEDOREEN IS, STAG ¥ /X7 Elke oY
RAA L EEEEAERT L ZENRHESNLTND, bLIaA IV RFaAfLO/HE
723 STAG-t V' PHMEMERZMN LRI D ETE, 7 LS 7L iEloM
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HEs Scel EFEA LTZSTAG &b v RAAL UM OBEEEORINZ S, WE O
HAERBENBY 352 & Taaq Rag o mhEE 2 S mRErEs
EZBHID, EBE. Sccl 7 LT ILEEIKD STAG FE S fEIE . & C Rk %
TOMEHZ BB 5 & BAERO 46 nm (2% LT Scel™™ TlE 12nm & Kiigic 4
s SALTERY | STAG # 7 HEOBEERNTOERREHENZE L HIREN7-
ZLEEXFFT S,

5.3.2 Sccl 7 L U7 VHEBK TR 72 DNA )V — 7Tk A 1 = KX A

AIEI TR R K 9 72 7 U U T VEEB O K ST L7z STAG # /X7 EH D
OB BEIL, DNA V=T A D= XL HERICBES L TWD EEZDH D
EMTESL, EEE. BEOMETIL, 7 LI 7 AMHEBOENIZL Y. DNA L
— TIHBEE & DNA L— 7 ZEEOWTR LT 5 Z ENRHL MR- T
W5 RAELR), £72. STAG ¥ 37 &1, #lcif 7= X 912 DNA L—
TR MZED DNA fEA I E R H, 26— U LIFho SMC # X7 Bz &
HDNANL—T A T = A DZBNTHZEOEESENRE I TND, Lo T,
T L VI NVEROE SIZEASEREROREEN S A T 7 AT 57200 T
72K, STAG # /X7 'EOEHHHBEZ N SE 5 Z & TDNA L— 7R Z1{E
HELTWDLHAEEMER B 2 5D, EER A/ RaA o fmih- g & @8 LT,
DNA & #EE L72 STAG # VXV E~y R VUM Z2BE7 %5 2 & TDNA O
FHLAEZ2ET LY, OFEINFEN Y I 2L —va b ERFINNTWDS
(Higashi et al., 2021), —J7C. Seicib~7= X 512, AT-hook &F— 7%, IDR 18
BITHE L TWD Z &b HAKROHEEZE(LIZEKFE T DNA & OIEMOEA
EHREZ5 222 TDNAV—TRRICHLET L2 &N TELEEZEZBND,
ZDZ &N, DNA V—TTERRIZIIT D AT-hook |2 X 5% 5 &7 L 7 L
I & D FE IR EMAICMN. L CWb ZEnE 65, Alh, AT-hook (2 &
% 2 b — 2 -DNA B BEAEH O —i\ 72 2 ELICHV T, 2 b — 2 &AL
& DNA /V— 7 TERUT #4072 DNA &S HEIEIZ /K F L7 DNA V— 7B 7
XTI NVHEBORE SMKGFIZEZ S EEZ N5, EEE, 7 LI U7 VERORE
fEld DNA V—7TERBEE 7217 T2 < . DNA L—7 DR EME LD S8 (K
MELH)., £/-. TF/83vA o TFHuaZlck b~y FRAA U OEHE 7%
AbE7-. DNA NLV—TDEEM 2R SH7= (Sakata et al., 2021),

UEDZ Lt 70X 7 AMEKOE IICE 5~y RREEBEO I & HE
REEOEEEND XA F I v 7 72flil3, DNA-= & — > U AAEH DL E
P2 b SH, 28 DNA V— TR OO Tl | ZOHDONL—T
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DHEFFIZHZFHE LTS Z MR IND, 2 aikEad b L, DNAL—
DI

(). DNA & =t — > OYIHHEAEA
(ii). DNA JL—FTERDBAMEIZYESED 2 b — L -DNA B EAER 0%t
(iii). ~» NOMEEENR CE SRR OELEIZ L DV —T O & HEFF

SO 3 EEREIC RSN, (1) D DNA Lot —I U OB AEERAB IO,
D% D (i) =& — -DNA MM AEFEHOZENR (2L gripping KBS &
FND) Ik LT, AT-hook |Z K 5B DNA HHAEEHSORMENFE LTk
D, %< (iii) DNA /L— 7RI E 7~y R KA A > OfREESC, BEREED
MEZEIZE a3 — -DNAMFHAEFEROZ A v 7 RZkic, 7 L¥% v
TNVEBOEISNRELE L TWD EEXLND, ZOXA T v 7 ieiiEai &
W4T LT, STAG OFRA(F S 4172 DNA FEG5 K7 £ DNA V— 7 TERIC M7
DNA & OFEERME Z & T DNA LV—T7 O MR N T b EEZD
N5 (Fig.5-3),
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Fig.5-1 Sccl D7 LF T TAERIZa b —I v ) UV IROERIZEETH S

a. Sccl 7 L& U7 L iEE R = £ —32 0, Scel @ Smel & Sme3 #072 <fH
SIS A RN T LR VT AR CH D, 2D D E Smel fEA RAAL V&
STAGI2 fEA KA A D 96 7 X/ k% %M L 7= Scelshort 2 {E&L L 7=,

b. SDS-PAGE I LV /3B L7284 o b — 0 L &#ER Scel b Db —
> ® SYPRO Ruby 4:{a/4,

¢. HS-AFM BlEIc BT 284 o — B L Scel™t =k — 0y ~v R

(he), B (hi), BLW STAGI (S) Zmd, A7 —/L/3—[X25nmm,

d, e, f. SccIVT I L Scel™ot = & —3 0 D HS-AFM BRI BT 5 U o 7V NIH 4
(@), U Z7HEE (). ~v R RAAL CHOKERE (h OHAf, %7 L — L THIE
L7cfiz 7 v f L7z, WT T40 53F. Sccl TS50 5 Dak— v &fif
Brl7e, ERORITEFMEICB T 2R REL R L, [ CERICERT 27 —4
FRITEST L TOR LT, BOAR—3F R GEERT, 7 —F % 3 BOML LT
FERNGUVEE L7- (WT; n = 558, 513, 397 frames, Sccl™; n = 1154, 422, 320
frames), P f /3 Mann—Whitney ® U FEIZ L W B L7,

g. b — 7 rod-shape MEIE X IO ML Z, U o ZNEN 10nm LR & 7257
L— 2%, 7L — A THISfEE LTRH L, 7 —%1F 3 BIOMAE
L7eEBRNDIEE LT, KUTITERER L OHEERZEDN RIS TWN D,
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Fig.5-2  Sccl D7 VXV T NVEBIZaA N Raf OBz {REST S

a. N~y RRAAL U BV RAL CHERERE OMER, P RAAL b
INLIZ & B~ R % proximal head, 3ENLIZ & 5~ K% distal head & L TH|IE
L7,

b, ¢. ScclWTH L ¥ Scelhot = & — 3 D HS-AFM BB 1T 5 b o V@i~
NHEEE (b). b -~y RREEREE (o)DM, %7 L— A THIE L2 fE
71y b L7z, WT T40 %51, Sccl™ T 50 7y 7D b —3 U BT LT,
FERORIIEFHICBT LR MEER L, W UERICHERXT 57— & Ut
FTLTRLEE, BOAN— 3Rl EZ R, 7 — XX 3 BIOMSE L7z L)
S L72 (WT;n =558, 513, 397 frames, Scc1h°"; n = 1154, 422, 320 frames) ,
P ffi% Mann—Whitney ® U BREIZ L W EH L7z,

g. AN Raf LOBMEEEZ, b Parhi~y REEEEN 20nm LR & 725

T =L E, R L= TH T EE LRI Lz, 7 —#1% 3 EOMAE

L7eFERDAOINEE Lz, BUZITEHER L OEER AN RSN TN D,
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(i) initial DNA binding ;(ii) stable DNA binding (iii) dynamic DNA binding

head disengagement

AT-hook provides a point ripping state DNA loop extrusion

of contact with DNA stable

DNA binidning
stability

flexible

structual flexibility

| AT-hook | Scci flexible region / head flexibility ‘ ]promoter\

Fig.5-3 b —V URFRI72 DNAV—TERA I =X A

Tk — T OEEZEL L DNA FEZEROEIIENIC X 5 DNA V—7 DRk, =
b—3 2 L DNA OFHIHEELER () IZEAIEN O DNA FEA K (i.e.Smcl/3 ~
Y RRAL Y, BV RAL L) 1L > TERENSD, AT-hook 1ZZ L5 12z
BN DNA & O AEER S Z#RMd 2 Z & Ta —2 -DNA WHEER 2%
LT 5, PIHHAERICHE N T, ~v R FAA 245 L NIPBL-Mau2 (2K 5
gripping IRFET DNA 2NEICEENL SN D (i), ATP MIAKDEZ LD~y KR
A A OfEMEE = & — 2 -DNA M AAER OZEM 2 ) S8 51K & DNA
ICHEENEHEEZ 525, 7V U7 AEBORE SR, ~y R NA AL OBE)E
EHAIR, STAG # VN7 EOREEN A REZHE L, HERSEOMEE L L
ZHUTPED DNA B DX A 53 v 7 7223k DNA V— 7 DB Z FlRe & 75
(iii),
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WOE WE

ARIFFEIZ LD, 1~y RRAAL VOEEIZE D ab —v o OBmEI 2 Ebn
IWAW~7%&%$%@%T5_k\ZSDWI#AHM&WT%&WPDNA
FEALZEMIZEY DNA V—T Rk &7 AEmkEERRZRET D52 &, 3
Sccl 7 WF TNV O R S DA IROEEZLICEE TH H Z LRI,
ZNHDOFRERENS, 2t — L -DNA I AEH OZEMES L OEA IR OREER
B B O G) 72§45 55 DNA L— 7o RE ICEHE TH 5 Z L BRI I (%
5% 322, MBI, BONTMREZEEX Tat— rOF 55 TikEE
b DRGSR S & 7 ) DRmTIBIEIZ D A J1 = X LR ZEEIZ DN THE
L, wiELT 5,

IR RS & 7 AETAEER R OEER
() FRa IS & DNA L—TFTER D5 T A 1 = X LR E

AWFZEDRERD D, DNA /L—TTERENI A AT-hook DAFAEIZHR < AKAFE L TV
%—77C, AT-hook X2 & — > @D bR v ¥ B UEATEMECHIRENIZ 51T 2 fifitk
QL MRS ITITMBE TRV E RSN, £, MEDERNL, ~v R
RAA VEBEHIICEESHETH AR U A NAIEETH H Z & (Sakata et
al., 2021), & 512 Scel 7 L& o 7 VR O EHME A & @@r’%mbﬁw En
REINTWD (REELwR) ZoZ &iX, FRue Y hgEe & DNA V—T7F
B, JEVNTIEAT AR YL RIS & 7 ) DRI TR IS 72 2 A Ty = X LT
Ko TERESNDZLERRLTWND, EBRIZ, ZThETO®RETSH, DNA L
— 7RI bR w DA REE DB TN LR, DNA L— TR FIRE T dH

DIZH Db L TREEARERT B VY RAAL VEBR 3612 DNA L— 7Rk
BERE 2 R < — 5 THEAEIXFTHEZRBERE Sced B BN FE ST % (Barth ef al.,
2023; Davidson et al., 2019; Guérin et al., 2024; Nagasaka et al., 2023; Pradhan et al.,
2022),

MR v P NAEE & DNA V=T Top & 5+ A T = X LI KR % 256 &
L CTHATHRICE VR I N TWD DA Sme3 & Sccl OFEAREN LD
Kleisin N-gate Td» 5 (Fig.6a), JFam Ci~72 XL 912, a2k —3 & DNA O]
FEAND MR B A ES, £7203 DNA V—7TERIZSENLORIBRIRAE L LT,
ok —3 L DNA DBZERNTHAAER T % gripping IREED /LD RSNV TWND
(Higashi et al., 2020; Shi et al., 2020), ~AR 2 P HAFEGIZEEL Tk, Z @ gripping
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IRHE T Kleisin N-gate 2 DNA 2%@i L T\ 5 Z & NRHESRMEE 72 . Z Sk
<~y RRAAL OfREEIZ LY DNA WY & T WNES~OIEN ARE L 72D, —
T, DNA 7% N-gate O i@il % 1> 912 gripping IREEICE -~ 7=2A . Hi<~v FD
fREE L a ANV Raf LD AL T E— 30125k > T DNA [T/ —FRICH L
HEND, 2RV IREND Z ETL—7RNIERLTHL ., LV )TN
"B Z 41TV % (Fig.6b) (Higashi et al.,2021), FEEE, DNA LV—TFak— 47
o=y MUORKEREEZ LTI AN 7 a R ) XIS SET “H
U7z” a2k —2 » CTHHAHETH Y (Davidson ef al., 2019), Smc3 & Sccl Z@ElE =
. N-gate ® DNA OEEZWHANIAFRRIZ LT A M T7 7 MTBWTH
DNA V— 7R3 B AR b RIZICBlZ S BB RS0, D Z2mekd
% &L HIBRIREEIZRIT D N-gate © DNA Oi@il/FEEiEN Ao O h e L
DNA L —T T A A T = X LI BEST 23RO 1 D Th L Aliethld+m1c%
ZHND, KIFFETREINTZ X 912, AT-hook 1335% 5 < gripping IRAEH & 8 T
o b — 3 -DNA M AEER 2283 523, AT-hook 73 N-gate DfiFEEIZ%} L T
BRI ET H Z Lid, AT-hook ODERN MR v U NVEEE R EZb S /72
WZEEBETHEEZIZS W, BEH< DNA 2 N-gate Z @il L TV 720
gripping IREE, HI'H DNA /L— 7RO AITERIKEEIT, N-gate 2181 L TV RUV55
DNA @ HHEMNE <. N-gate 281 L7z F AR 7 ¥ B VEES ORTBRIKAEE & bhig L
THRINCARELETH D EEZHILD (N-gate DA%, DNA [Z7 L X 7L
I e~y R RAAL ORI N T v 7 &b 7o), AT-hook 1 N-gate D
PAZEAEAICHIE T2 L 0ir LA, 20X 5 RIS R E 22 BRI RE & 22
LT 5 2 & T RERAIZ DNA L— 7 LS &S Z T I28 D M 2 i3
LEEEIN DD LHEETE D (Fig.6b),

—F., TORITEZHKSICELTH, DNAL—7HH L & FAR e o ukk
BTENDDLEEZDND, TOEDRENRLON 2L — U ORIER A H
JECTHDH, DNA &V ¥ ZIREEEDONANCHE T 2 IS 2t —v v DX A F 2
v 7 IRREIE A LA LB L LW 2 S IEIRAIZAE S LIS D 08, Rlcl~7= k)
IZ AR e INVEEE~O VTSN L L TIE Seel & Sme3 OfES il D /TR 72
BAE &, FRIUCHIK ~y R RAAL v O—IRRRBERN R ENTWADHTH Y |
ZDORIER Sy R RAA AFHEDORER 2AEEZIZ L - TEMT 5 2 LR
B X i T 2% (Buheitel & Stemmann, 2013; Higashi et al., 2020; Murayama &
Uhlmann, 2015), ZAUZxf LT DNA L— 7 TEhklE, %2532 Tik_7-k 9t
b= DX ATy 7 R EEEIZ X D DNA-2 b — 2 R AR o
e b B LT 570, 7 X I AEBROERECBIND 5 L 725 AT-
hook DERIZXH L TCLEV LU T 4 T THDHEEZXLND, LIENR-T, bR
B HAFEENY O ar — U RERE WD —HIYED RSO B
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ML 4 AH—T, DNAL—7EIZat —3 v OLE. RELEELOHELHY
YA 7 NMZE - T DNA & OFEAERAZEHIICEL S5 L EMER S
ThbdEEAD,

(i) FIEPNIZET D835 & DNA L— TRk OBy 1)

CDOEDITHENREIR ST A = AL TERINDISGA, MENIZBWTY
P < PEEM o v — 3 (cohesive cohesin) & . 7/ A s IRAEETZ A E) <
DNA /L—7HH LA 2 & — 2 (loop extruding cohesin) 2MEBEMIIZHEI 31T &
NTWDLEEBEZDLONERETHD, SHIZ, 2D 2 DOREEZ T HONRaE
— U DIEEZEILE DNA AR EETH D &3 X, MR TlX Sororin <°
NIPBL 72 F ORI TR a b — > & DNA FESIRREAZHIET 5 = & T o EER LV
— 7 LU ONT R EPET L TS AREMEN R SN D, EFE. ZNETO
MEBLOAHE T RINZEIICGI LKL TR BZ/e~vTF o BT
FOVRETHDZ ENDI-TWD (Gerlich et al., 2006; Sakata et al., 2021), Z i
%L BlCb iR NZ K 92, Sme3 T F b E EnickE< Sororin (2 X B EL
5T D728 T D, Sororin (X HEAT U B'— h ¥ /X7 EToH 5 Pds5S # - L C
ab—J AL, b — VR TH D WAPL L OREEEEIATHZ
ETCabe— v UDORBBEEZIE TS ENHMLILTWD (Goto et al., 2017;
Nishiyama et al., 2010; Ouyang et al., 2016), —J7C. Pds5 {77E | TiZ DNA /L —7
RN EIND Z ENRESINTWD Z &0 (Davidsonetal., 2019), BZ 5
< Pds5-Sororin DFEAM T & — 2 ] B OREEIIHIRZ 52 5 2 L D3 HEES
T& 5, £/-. ZHETOHAND Pds5 282 & —3 > D ATP M7k fifE M % B
EFTHILEHERINTED (Petelaetal.,2018), Pds5-Sororin DfE AL~y K K A
A VR OREEZEAGIZEAEH LTV % ATREEED W,

BLERVENZ L2, RBFFETO~y R R A A U OMHIN /2S5, B 22 afigk gy
BRI Z S SR LA T ) v UG AR R B EZ 9 M B2 5 Gl
W~OBATOME ZFHE LT (Fig.1-3), BEOWENDL ., G2 HIZk1F 5. WAPL
DRI L D7 a~F o ED DNAL—7HH Lot —2 o O8NS, flilki
SR D578 (sister chromatid resolution) Z RS 25 Z & 23/x S TE Y (Batty
et al., 2023), DNA /L — 7 UMl SR B0 R O 3 B T 5- LIS 5 2 & I3
Vo—3alb—varynbbREINTWD (Goloborodko et al., 2016), 3724
b, EERMORZE L — R, ~y ROf#EZ VLB & 925 DNA L— 7 #f
HiMabe—o~t “E—RF V7352 EDRREARGEHCVNETH D &
Exz bbb, AL Sororin DfEEIE, BZH<~y FRAAL VZHFLIZake—v
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NIHEEHINE B2, ~y R R AL OB EAIERD XA F I v o7
G L AMET 52 LT, BEEMar — L LTOREEEZHEL TV
LD EEZ LIS, MIBREIZ G1 HIZF Tl Sororin DAFAE &N BRI T
% Z L5 (Nishiyama et al., 2010; Rankin et al., 2005), &K L Takt— D
7 a<wFUREREENEAD L, EEH B EO RV DNA L— 7 LAl o e
—VVDOEENEIMTHE NS T EREZLND,

Dbz buRETDHE, DT A D =X MIH TlX, Kleisin N-gate <o~
v KR A A Ofif#E, AT-hook |Z & 5 DNA FHAEM SOt = LT Scel 7
XTI X 5B AR OEEELHIEOMAEDEIZLY, 2 —
> -DNA M BEAER OZEMENEN L, K0 XA F I v 772 it Téh 5D DNA /L
— 7R~ Em D, b LXK FRIYZR FAR v D AIVRES IS D 9 223
WEnTWnWbEEZBND,

ANV TIEa b =Y UEERO L7 P MEY, 27 7 2 MEFF
H 72 IR - DFE & A 2 & — 3 > -DNA WM E/EROLZEME AT 5 2 & T,
DNA L—7M o —v 0 BEMabe — 3 U A BREMIC O ST &
BRDHZENTE DL, ZNHOHIEIRKR 23, ED XD 7R Bla D5, 7
J LB DNA ~OEER E) T, EOX T (v K RAAL L OREEZEAL
ZVERT 20 BEERBIEROBEZLEZHIIRT 500 #< OngE X iFE T
HONZL T ZERNSBOBETHL L NZ D,
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Fig.6  Kleisin N-gate (5 H L7z bR VO NER L DNAAV—T7HHL

a. 2t — L DNA OLEFMEIRETH 5 gripping IKAEIZF UV TIX, DNA 23
Kleisin N-gate Z i L7285 &, @il L CTWRWEGE O 2 FE OIS Z LY
55,

b. N-gate & DNA 73l L TW D55, ZERZL gripping IREEEL 720 | i< ~v
RRAACOMBEC L > TDNAIZaE—3 0 U U ZRICHIE S, AR Yh

NWAEEDIER SN D, —J7. DNA 2 N-gate Z i@ L TV 72054, DNA O H
HH B 230 L\ N-gate 1@ O 356 & ol U CHXTIIIC AR ZERIRIEL 72 0 155,
ZOWREND A~y RBREEL, 2 AV FaA L3R T 5 Z & TDNA L—7 )

L &N D, AT-hook IZR%Z2E 7 gripping IRREZ Z2E{L 5 Z & T DNA /L—
TR OBBICHES L TnD EEZBNRD,
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