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ChIP-seq analysis of genomic binding regions of five major
transcription factors highlights a central role for ZIC2 in the
mouse epiblast stem cell gene regulatory network
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Katsushi Yamaguchi5, Shuji Shigenobu5 and Hisato Kondoh1,3,*

ABSTRACT
To obtain insight into the transcription factor (TF)-dependent
regulation of epiblast stem cells (EpiSCs), we performed ChIP-seq
analysis of the genomic binding regions of five major TFs. Analysis of
in vivo biotinylated ZIC2, OTX2, SOX2, POU5F1 and POU3F1
binding in EpiSCs identified several new features. (1) Megabase-
scale genomic domains rich in ZIC2 peaks and genes alternate with
those rich in POU3F1 but sparse in genes, reflecting the clustering of
regulatory regions that act at short and long-range, which involve
binding of ZIC2 and POU3F1, respectively. (2) The enhancers bound
by ZIC2 and OTX2 prominently regulate TF genes in EpiSCs. (3) The
binding sites for SOX2 and POU5F1 in mouse embryonic stem cells
(ESCs) and EpiSCs are divergent, reflecting the shift in the major
acting TFs from SOX2/POU5F1 in ESCs to OTX2/ZIC2 in EpiSCs.
(4) This shift in the major acting TFs appears to be primed by binding
of ZIC2 in ESCs at relevant genomic positions that later function as
enhancers following the disengagement of SOX2/POU5F1 from
major regulatory functions and subsequent binding by OTX2. These
new insights into EpiSC gene regulatory networks gained from this
study are highly relevant to early stage embryogenesis.
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INTRODUCTION
Mammalian somatic cells originate from the epiblast in
postimplantation embryos. The success in establishing epiblast
stem cells (EpiSCs) from the epiblasts of egg-cylinder-stage mouse
embryos (Brons et al., 2007; Tesar et al., 2007; Sumi et al., 2013)
created new opportunities for investigating the gene regulatory
networks in the epiblast and for deriving specific somatic cell
lineages (Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2011, 2012; Acampora et al., 2013;
Factor et al., 2014; Kojima et al., 2014; Matsuda and Kondoh, 2014;
Tsakiridis et al., 2014; Henrique et al., 2015; Li et al., 2015; Song

et al., 2016). EpiSCs can be maintained in feeder-free culture
conditions supplemented with activin, which is a Nodal replacement,
and bFGF (FGF2) (Brons et al., 2007; Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2012).
They can also be directed towards development into a variety of
specific somatic lineages by removing activin and/or manipulating
other cell signaling systems (Brons et al., 2007; Tesar et al., 2007;
Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2012; Kojima et al., 2014; Matsuda and Kondoh,
2014; Tsakiridis et al., 2014; Li et al., 2015). For example, simple
removal of activin/Nodal signaling directs EpiSCs to develop into
anterior neural plate (ANP) cells (Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2012).

A promising approach to investigate gene regulatory networks is
to determine the genomic binding sites of various transcription
factors (TFs) using ChIP-seq. In a previous study, we identified
ZIC2, OTX2, SOX2, POU5F1 and POU3F1 as major regulators in
EpiSCs and during the transition to ANP. These TFs change their
anteroposterior localization in the mouse epiblast after embryonic
day (E) 6.5, and their overexpression and/or shRNA-mediated
knockdown strongly impacts the downstream TFs involved in the
derivation of various somatic lineages (Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2012).
OTX2 has also been emphasized as a regulator of early stage
embryogenesis and embryonic stem cells (ESCs) (Acampora et al.,
2013; Buecker et al., 2014; Yang et al., 2014). An additional focus
in this present analysis is to investigate whether SOX2 and POU5F1
share the same genomic targets in mouse and human ESCs, which
also express these TFs. Here, we used ChIP-seq technology to
determine the genomic binding regions for these TFs to gain a
deeper insight into their roles in early stage embryogenesis.

To perform parallel ChIP-seq analysis on a number of TFs with
comparable efficiency, we developed a simplified version of the
ChIP-seq technique that uses biotinylated TFs (de Boer et al., 2003;
Kim et al., 2009). This circumvents the problem caused by
antibody-dependent variations in ChIP-seq efficiency and
decreases the technical hurdles inherent in conventional ChIP-seq
procedures that include cell fractionation. In brief, single expression
vectors to achieve in vivo biotinylation of a TF were transfected into
EpiSCs at high efficiency, albeit under conditions that avoid
overdosing cells with exogenous TFs and that maintain the epiblast
state. Cell chromatin was then fixed with formaldehyde and whole-
cell lysates, rather than isolated nuclei, were processed for the
isolation of biotinylated TF-DNA complexes.

The parallel ChIP-seq analysis for five TFs revealed the following
new features about the TF binding events. (1) Throughout the entire
genome, genomic domains rich in ZIC2 binding of megabase (Mb)
scale and those rich in POU3F1 binding alternate, with strong
correlation with gene distribution. This presumably reflects the
loose clustering of two types of regulatory sequences that act at a
short distance and at a long distance from the gene, reflecting the
characters of bound TFs. (2) Mouse ESCs and EpiSCs share theirReceived 8 August 2016; Accepted 18 April 2017
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SOX2 and POU5F1 binding sites in limited proportions, reflecting
the shift in the TFs of major regulatory functions from SOX2/
POU5F1 in ESCs to ZIC2/OTX2 in EpiSCs. This shift in the major
acting TFs appears to be primed by binding of ZIC2 at relevant
genomic positions in ESCs. Thus, the ChIP-seq data on the five TFs
in EpiSCs provide new genomic resources that can be utilized in
studies on the regulation of stem cells of early stage embryogenesis.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Fundamentals of the ChIP-seq procedure using in vivo
biotinylated TFs
Expression of in vivo biotinylated TFs
ChIP-seq using a biotinylated TF requires the expression of an
exogenous TF fused to a biotin ligase recognition peptide (BLRP)
that is biotinylated in vivo by co-expressed E. coli-derived biotin
ligase (BirA) (de Boer et al., 2003). Previously reported ChIP-seq
methods using biotinylated TFs employed complex procedures that
included the identification of stable transfectant clones with an
appropriate level of exogenous TF expression (Kim et al., 2009). We
chose transient transfection of an EpiSC population to ascertain that
ChIP-seq analyses for a series of TFs were all performed on
equivalent cell populations, avoiding the risk of isolating cell
variants during cloning. This procedure took advantage of the high
efficiency (75-95%; Fig. S1A) (Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2012) of the
transfection protocol that we developed.
By transfection of the pCAGGS-BLRP-IRES-BirA vector

(Fig. 1A), TFs with BLRP added at their C-terminus were
synthesized in EpiSCs, which were ∼2 kDa larger than
endogenous TFs, as exemplified by POU5F1-BLRP detected in
the western blot (Fig. 1B). Biotinylation of BLRP-tagged POU5F1
was confirmed by supershifting of the electrophoresed protein
position following the addition of streptavidin to the SDS-PAGE
samples (Viens et al., 2004) (Fig. 1B). In a transactivation assay
using the nestin (Nes) enhancer, the BLRP-biotin-tagged SOX2 and
POU5F1 showed full activity (Fig. S1B). As shown in our previous
study, the expression of all five TFs in EpiSCs 24 h after the
transfection of shRNAvectors was strongly downregulated (Iwafuchi-
Doi et al., 2012), indicating rapid turnover of these TFs, which allows
the access of exogenous TFs to their binding sites.

Exogenous TF expression at a physiological level
As shown in Fig. 1B, the exogenous TF expression level was
controlled by the DNA input level; an input of 5 µg vector DNA per
10-cm diameter culture dish was chosen as standard for transfection
to achieve a physiological level of exogenous TF expression.
TF expression levels in individual cell nuclei of POU5F1-BLRP-

transfected cells were assessed by POU5F1 immunofluorescence
intensity (Fig. 1Ca), which were normalized for histone H2
immunofluorescence of the same nuclei. The results are presented
relative to the average fluorescence intensity of untransfected
EpiSCs, which was set to 1 (Fig. 1Cb). A shift in nuclear POU5F1
fluorescence intensity to a higher level was noted in the transfected
population. In addition, some of the transfected cells expressed
higher levels of POU5F1 than observed in untransfected cells
(Fig. 1Ca, arrowheads). However, a large majority (95%) of
transfected cells had less than twice the average amounts of nuclear
POU5F1, with an average increase of 119% in the transfected cells
relative to untransfected cells. A higher level of exogenous TF
apparent in the immunoblot data using whole cells (Fig. 1B) may be
explained by a contribution from cytoplasmic POU5F1.
Analogous data for other TFs generated in parallel experiments

are shown in Fig. S1C. Because the same amounts of biotinylated

TF expression vector DNAwere used for all transfections, the extent
of the shift to higher expression levels would be expected to depend
on the endogenous TF expression levels. ZIC2 appeared to be
expressed at high levels endogenously, and the impact of exogenous
ZIC2 expression was minimal, with only a 10% increase, on
average, in the immunofluorescence of nuclear ZIC2 (plus ZIC3,
which is also recognized by the anti-ZIC2 antibodies). In OTX2-
transfected and SOX2-transfected cells, exogenous TF expression
increased the nuclear TF levels only to 137% and 130%,
respectively, relative to untransfected cell populations. By
contrast, POU3F1 appeared to have a relatively low endogenous
expression level. Even in this case, the average POU3F1 levels in
transfected cell nuclei were estimated to be 252% of normal, and the
majority (68%) of nuclei remained with the POU3F1 level within
the range of 200% of untransfected cell average.

To confirm that exogenous TF expression does not interfere with
the EpiSC state, we analyzed NANOG expression levels in the
transfected populations. Even in untransfected EpiSCs, NANOG
expression showed variation in its levels, which were divided into
brighter and dimmer nuclear populations using a threshold
(Fig. S1Da). These populations did not change significantly after
exogenous expression of the aforementioned TFs (Fig. S1Db).
Analogous analysis of POU5F1 expression in the TF-transfected

Fig. 1. Expression of biotinylated POU5F1 in transfected EpiSCs.
(A) Schematic of the pCAGGS-BLRP-IRES-BirA vector (not to scale). En,
enhancer; Pro, promoter; SmaI, the insertion site for the ORF encoding the
C-terminal fusion of BLRP;NotI, a pair of sites encompassing a stop codon that
form the insertion site for the ORF encoding the N-terminal fusion of BLRP.
(B) Immunoblots using an anti-POU5F1 antibody comparing the expression of
exogenous (BLRP-tagged) and endogenous POU5F1 with increasing
amounts of transfected expression vector. The right half of the panel shows the
results of electrophoresis (EP) with addition of streptavidin (StrAV), which
causes a supershift of biotinylated POU5F1-BLRP. (C) (a) POU5F1 (left) and
histone H2 (right) immunofluorescence in the EpiSC population transfected
with POU5F1-BLRP compared with the untransfected control. Arrowheads
indicate cells expressing high levels of nuclear POU5F1. Scale bar: 50 µm.
(b) Variation of POU5F1 immunofluorescence intensities over 130 nuclei in
representative fields as assessed using ImageJ and normalized using histone
H2 fluorescence. The average immunofluorescence in untransfected nuclei
was set as 1.
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populations (other than POU5F1 transfection) did not show
transfection-dependent changes (data not shown). These analyses
indicated that transfection with any of the TFs used for the ChIP-seq
analysis did not interfere with the EpiSC state.

High performance of the ChIP-seq procedure using biotinylated TFs
One day after transfection with a biotinylated TF-BLRP expression
vector for 8 h, the culture was processed for chromatin
fragmentation using whole lysate of formalin-fixed cells, yielding
chromatin fragments with an average DNA length of 150 bp
(Fig. 2A). The TF-BLRP-bound chromatin fragments were
extracted using streptavidin-linked magnetic beads under stringent
wash conditions (Table S1). This step was followed by standard
ChIP-seq procedures. Peak calling using MACS1.4 identified
60,000-120,000 ChIP-seq peaks (Table S2).

Characterization of ChIP-seq peaks
ChIP-seq peak widths
As explained in Fig. 2B, ChIP-seq using a DNA fragment size L
will yield a peak width of 2L for singlet binding sites. Considering
the modal DNA fragment size of 150 bp and 92nd percentile
fragment length of 300 bp used in our ChIP-seq analysis (Fig. 2A),
peak widths of less than 500 bp will indicate the occurrence of
singlet binding sites. The larger peak widths thus indicate the
occurrence of multiple TF binding sites at relatively short genomic
intervals that do not separate into individual peaks.

ChIP-seq peaks on known enhancers
We evaluated the ChIP-seq peaks obtained using our new procedure
by analyzing known TF binding sites: the Sox2 upstream N2
enhancer, which is activated via co-binding by ZIC2, OTX2 and a
POU factor (Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2011); and the Nes30 enhancer in
the second intron of Nes, which is known to bind SOX2 and a POU
factor in ESCs and neural stem cells (Tanaka et al., 2004; Lodato
et al., 2013). These enhancers were indeed bound by the expected
TFs, forming overlapping singlet ChIP-seq peaks (Fig. 2C).

Enriched DNA sequence motifs in ChIP-seq peaks
The sequences of ChIP-seq peaks of 400-1000 bp with a
cumulative length of 30-50 Mb were analyzed using MEME-
ChIP (Machanick and Bailey, 2011) to evaluate the enrichment of
sequence motifs. The results, as summarized in Fig. S2A, indicate
that the ChIP-seq peaks were enriched with sequence motifs
relevant for TF binding: ZIC2 binding sequences characterized by
interruption of G/C stretches by A/T bases (Lim et al., 2010;
Jolma et al., 2013); OTX2 binding sequence approximated by
GGTAAT (Briata et al., 1999; Jolma et al., 2013); SOX2 binding
motifs represented by ACAA[A/T][A/G] (Kamachi and Kondoh,
2013; Kondoh and Kamachi, 2015); and POU class TF binding
motifs of ʻoctamer’ consensus sequence ATGCA[A/T]AT (Jolma
et al., 2013) with allowance of two base deviations (Kamachi and
Kondoh, 2013).

Alternating pattern of Mb-scale genomic domains rich in
ZIC2 and those rich in POU3F1 peaks
We inspected the genomic distribution of the annotated ChIP-seq
peaks over the mouse genome using Integrative Genome Viewer
(IGV) (Robinson et al., 2011) with a scrolling unit of several Mb.
This visual inspection indicated the following features (see Fig. 2D,
for example). Genomic domains of a Mb scale that are rich in ZIC2
peaks and those rich in POU3F1 peaks alternate with one another.
The distribution of ChIP-seq peaks of three other TFs was more

uniform, although OTX2 peaks tended to be associated with ZIC2
peaks, and SOX2 and POU5F1 peaks with POU3F1 peaks. In
addition, ZIC2 peak-rich domains were also rich in genes.

To substantiate these observations, we divided the genomic
sequence of all chromosomes into 2582 segments (chromosomal
segments of 1 Mb) and scored the sum of the peak widths for each
TF per Mb (peak densities) or the number of genes in a segment.
The distribution of the ChIP-seq peak densities for individual TFs
over the genome is summarized as a heat map in Fig. 3 and is

Fig. 2. Relationships of ChIP-seq peak widths with DNA fragment length
in ChIP-seq analysis and reiteration of TF binding sites in a short
genomic span. (A) A representative DNA length profile of sheared (Covaris
S2-treated) chromatin samples transfected with POU5F1-BLRP, showing a
peak at ∼150 bp. (B) Interpretation of ChIP-seq peak widths. If DNA fragments
to be used for ChIP-seq analysis have a length of L (a), then ChIP-seq peaks
representing single TF bindings will have a peak width of 2L (b). However,
reiteration of TF binding in a short genomic span results in wider ChIP-seq
peaks, and the occurrence of clustered TF binding sites over a genomic span
will cause the appearance of peak ranges (c). (C) Examples of ChIP-seq peaks
indicating singlet binding of TFs to the known enhancers Sox2 N2 (a) and
nestin Nes30 (b), as shown using IGV outputs for genomic regions
chr12:34,542,000-34,553,800 and chr12:87,773,000-87,786,300,
respectively. The direction of gene transcription is indicated by arrows. (a) The
N2 enhancer is 5′ of the Sox2 gene (Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2012), with ChIP-seq
peaks formed at the same position (boxed), indicating the co-binding of ZIC2,
OTX2 and POU5F1. The strong Sox2 peak apparent on the Sox2 gene itself
was due to carryover of the Sox2-BLRP vector. (b) SOX2 and POU5F1
ChIP-seq peaks formed on the Nes30 enhancer (Tanaka et al., 2004) (boxed).
(D) IGV outputs of a representative 100 Mb genomic region from chromosome
12 (chr12:74,400,000-84,700,000), showing the TF-dependent arrangements
of ChIP-seq peaks for ZIC2, OTX2, SOX2, POU5F1 and POU3F1. MACS
annotated peaks are indicated below the Bowtie mapped reads. The
approximate boundaries between the regions dominated by clustered ZIC2
(red arrows) and POU3F1 (green arrows) peaks are shown.
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compared with the distribution of the genes. The heat map data were
consistent with the conclusions derived on the basis of the IGV-
based visual inspection of the ChIP-seq peak distribution (Fig. 2D).
To further confirm our observations, we performed the following

statistical analysis. After normalizing the average peak density to a
value of 1 for all TFs, the ranges of variation in peak density in
individual Mb segments were plotted for the five TFs (Fig. S2B).
The peak density per Mb genomic segment for ZIC2 and POU3F1
showed a very broad distribution from very high (>5) to very low
(<0.1) values, corresponding to peak-rich and peak-sparse genomic
domains. By contrast, the ChIP-seq peak densities for OTX2, SOX2
and POU5F1 had a much narrower distribution.

High clustering tendency of ZIC2 and POU3F1 binding sites
ChIP-seq peaks of ZIC2 and POU3F1 were often clustered more
densely than those of the other three TFs. This was confirmed by the
peak gap size analysis shown in Fig. S2C, gap size being the distance
between the midpoints of two adjacent peaks. The analysis indicated
that for ZIC2 and POU3F1 the peak gap size was distributed more
broadly, with the modal gap size one order of magnitude shorter than
predicted from random occurrence of the peaks. However, this feature
was not apparent for OTX2, SOX2 or POU5F1 peaks.

An additional effect of dense clustering of TF binding sites is that
individual ChIP-seq peaks corresponding to the TF binding sites fail
to separate and instead form a peak range that covers a long genomic
span. The analysis of ChIP-seq peak widths for the TFs (Fig. S2D)
indicated that ZIC2 and POU3F1 binding sites reiterate frequently,
resulting in >2000 bp peak ranges occupying 20% and 29% of
peaks, respectively. By contrast, 60% and 70% of OTX2 and SOX2
binding sites, respectively, were in ChIP-seq peaks <1000 bp,
indicating that they very frequently occur as singlet binding sites.
The distribution of POU5F1 binding sites appears to be intermediate
between these two cases.

TF-dependent proximity of ChIP-seq peaks to transcription start sites
(TSSs)
The distance of ChIP-seq peaks from neighboring genes classified
the TFs into two classes (Fig. S3A). The majority (55%) of ZIC2
and OTX2 peaks werewithin 50 kb of a TSS. By contrast, more than
80% of the SOX2, POU5F1 and POU3F1 peaks were at least 50 kb
away from a TSS. These observations indicated that ZIC2 and
OTX2 most often function by binding to gene-proximal regulatory
sequences, whereas SOX2 and POU factors primarily function via
gene-remote regulatory sequences.

Fig. 3. Heat map representation of ChIP-seq peak and
gene densities in 1 Mb genomic intervals. The mouse
mm9 genomic sequence of all chromosomes was divided
into segments of 1 Mb and then the segments without any
ChIP-seq peaks were removed. The sum of the peak
widths for each TF per Mb segment (WPeaks) divided by
5000, or the number of RefSeq gene (Pruitt et al., 2014)
TSSs per segment (NGenes), were ranked on a logarithmic
scale using the heat map over individual chromosomes
(shown oriented with centromere sides to the top).

1951

STEM CELLS AND REGENERATION Development (2017) 144, 1948-1958 doi:10.1242/dev.143479

D
E
V
E
LO

P
M

E
N
T

http://dev.biologists.org/lookup/doi/10.1242/dev.143479.supplemental
http://dev.biologists.org/lookup/doi/10.1242/dev.143479.supplemental
http://dev.biologists.org/lookup/doi/10.1242/dev.143479.supplemental
http://dev.biologists.org/lookup/doi/10.1242/dev.143479.supplemental


The ChIP-seq peaks within 5 kb of a TSS were further
characterized using aggregation plots (Fig. S3B). The local TSS
density per ChIP-seq peak at 5 kb points averaged over the genome
varied depending on the TF. Approaching the ChIP-seq peak
position, strong positive TSS peaks (maximum ∼0.01) occurred
with ZIC2. By contrast, POU3F1 and POU5F1 peaks, starting from
already low TSS densities, further decreased at the peak position,
indicating that the overlap of a POU3F1 or POU5F1 peak with a
TSS is very rare. The aggregation plots using OTX2 and SOX2 had
bumps at ∼1000 bp from the ChIP-seq peaks, but depressions at
these ChIP-seq peak midpoints, indicating that OTX2 or SOX2
ChIP-seq peaks are more enriched at ∼1000 bp from TSSs.
The differences in the positioning of TF binding sites, either in

close proximity to or distant from genes (Fig. S4), and their
tendency for clustering (Fig. S2B,C) appear to form the basis of the
alternating patterns of genomic domains rich in ZIC2 and those rich

in POU3F1 peaks (Fig. 3). Whether this type of patterning is unique
to EpiSCs and whether the patterns vary with stem cell type warrant
future studies.

ChIP-seq peak overlap in EpiSCs indicates two TF groups
Two groups of TFs that show a high frequency of in-group ChIP-seq
peak overlap
The majority of TFs function via interaction with other TFs. We
investigated the overlap of ChIP-seq peaks between two TFs, as
summarized in Fig. 4A. The following features of overlapping ChIP-
seq peaks were noted. (1) The overlap between ZIC2 and POU3F1
peaks was minimal (1.2-1.3%). (2) A significant proportion (15.9-
18.7%) of ZIC2 and OTX2 peaks overlapped, suggesting their
functional interactions. (3) POU5F1 and POU3F1 peaks overlapped
at high frequency (30-53%), as expected from their sharing of similar
in vitro binding sequences (Jolma et al., 2013). However, the

Fig. 4. Statistics on the overlap of ChIP-seq peaks.
(A) The frequency of overlap of MACS annotated peaks.
Overlap rates higher than 10% and lower than 2% are
highlighted in orange and gray, respectively. High-
frequency peak overlaps in ZIC2-OTX2 and SOX2-POU TF
groups are indicated by thick-lined boxes. (B) Aggregation
plots illustrating the fraction of relative midpoint positions of
the ChIP-seq peaks of target TFs (as indicated by color
codes) that overlap with the peaks of the anchor TF shown
at the top. Ordinate shows the fraction of overlap on a
logarithmic scale measured in 100 bp bins. The levels of
the plot assuming random distribution of the TF peaks are
indicated by arrowheads. (C) The fraction of TF ChIP-seq
peaks overlapping with genomic regions harboring specific
histone H3 modification signatures. (D) Comparison of
ChIP-seq peaks of TF binding and the locations of histone
H3 modifications around the genes representative of
specific cell lineages. IGV outputs of the genomic regions
chr5:98,661,300-98,748,500 (a) and chr2:105,475,120-
105,578,450 (b) are shown. The genes and their direction
of transcription are indicated by arrows. (a) Fgf5, expressed
in EpiSCs. Overlap of TF peaks and modified histone H3
peaks is emphasized by boxes. (b) Pax6, representing
anterior neural plate development.
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remaining ChIP-seq peakswere unique to each POU factor. (4) SOX2
ChIP-seq peaks overlapped most frequently with POU3F1 peaks
(17.5-10.4%) and less sowith POU5F1 peaks (7.7-8.3%). These rates
of overlap were much lower than in ESCs, where the majority of
SOX2 and POU5F1 peaks overlap (Chen et al., 2008) (see also
Fig. 6A). (5) ChIP-seq peak overlap was limited between the TF
groups ZIC2 plus OTX2 versus SOX2 plus POUs, except for 12% of
SOX2 peaks that overlapped with OTX2 peaks.
As the expression levels of TFs among the EpiSC population are

not perfectly homogeneous (Fig. 1C, Fig. S1C), we investigated the
possibility that EpiSCs comprise alternative subpopulations of high
ZIC2 expressers and high POU3F1 expressers, or of POU5F1
expressers and POU3F1 expressers, which might account for the
poorly overlapping binding events between ZIC2 and POU3F1, as
well as the occurrence of individually unique binding sites for
POU5F1 and POU3F1 (Fig. 4A). As shown in Fig. S4, the expression
levels of the two sets of TFs were positively correlated (correlation
coefficient, r=∼0.6), indicating that the ChIP-seq peak overlap
patterns shown in Fig. 4A occur in the same cell populations.
We also analyzed the relative positioning of ChIP-seq peak

midpoints between a pair of TFs using aggregation plots that are
independent of peak widths (Fig. 4B). The target TF-dependent
variations of the plots indicated TF pair-dependent association or
dissociation of the ChIP-seq peaks, whereas the random occurrence
of the peaks would result in convergence of the plots to levels
unique to the anchor TFs (indicated by the arrowheads in Fig. 4B).
The occurrence of a deep depression at position zero indicated
mutually exclusive binding sites between ZIC2 and POU3F1, and to
a lesser extent between ZIC2 and POU5F1. Proximal co-occurrence
of the binding sites among POU3F1, POU5F1 and SOX2 was also
indicated. All aggregation plot data in Fig. 4B supported the
conclusions drawn from the ChIP-seq peak overlap data (Fig. 4A).

Correlations between TF binding regions and histone modification
signatures
We investigatedwhether the ChIP-seq peaks of the above-mentioned
TFs represent regulatory sequences, taking advantage of published

ChIP-seq data on histone H3 modifications in EpiSCs (Factor et al.,
2014). Generally, active enhancers are marked by a combination of
H3K4me1- andH3K27ac-enriched domains,whereas poised enhancers
are marked by H3K4me1- and H3K27me3-enriched domains. The
H3K4me3/K27ac combination marks active promoters and promoter-
proximal enhancers (Ong and Corces, 2012; Calo andWysocka, 2013).

To evaluate the correlations between TF binding and the
combined histone H3 modification signatures, we analyzed the
frequency of ChIP-seq peak overlaps between the TF peaks and
modified H3 peaks (Factor et al., 2014) (Fig. 4C). Among TFs,
ZIC2 binding was the most frequently associated not only with the
H3K4me1 plus H3K27ac (active enhancer type) modifications, but
also with the H3K4me1 plus H3K27me3 (poised enhancer type)
modifications, indicating that ZIC2 binding is involved in both
activating and repressing gene transcription. Importantly, as much
as 33% of the ZIC2-OTX2 co-bound peaks overlapped with the
H3K4me1 plus H3K27ac peaks, suggesting that the combination of
ZIC2 and OTX2 mainly acts as a transcriptional activator in EpiSC
gene regulatory networks. Aggregation plots showing the distance
relationships of histone modification signatures relative to ChIP-seq
peak positions also supported the these conclusions (Fig. S3C).

Local TF binding and histone H3 modification profiles also
supported the above proposition, as exemplified by the Fgf5 and
Pax6 loci shown in Fig. 4D. Fgf5, a characteristic EpiSC-expressed
gene, is activated by ZIC2, OTX2 and POU3F1 (Iwafuchi-Doi et al.,
2012), and five overlapping ZIC2 and OTX2 ChIP-seq peaks, one of
which was also bound by POU3F1, found near the Fgf5 gene
(Fig. 4Da)weremarked byH3K4me1/K27acmodifications, suggesting
that these TF binding sites represent Fgf5 enhancers in EpiSCs. Pax6 is
silent in EpiSCs, but is rapidly activated when ANP development is
initiated (Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2012). The Pax6 locus in EpiSCs showed
several prominent ZIC2 andOTX2ChIP-seq peaks upstream and in the
gene body (Fig. 4Db), which are covered by dense H3K4me1 plus
H3K27me3 signatures, indicating the poised state of the enhancers.

To confirm the involvement of the ZIC2-OTX2-bound genomic
regions marked by H3K4me1/K27ac in the activation of proximal
genes in EpiSCs, we compared the global gene regulation and the

Fig. 5. Changes in gene expression profiles of
somatic cells as compared with EpiSCs for
genes proximal to ZIC2-OTX2 co-binding
regions marked by histone modification
signatures as active enhancers. Microarray
data for the chondrogenic cell line ATDC5, MEF
(mouse embryonic fibroblasts) and Myo (mouse
embryonic primary myoblasts) were compared
with those of EpiSCs (Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2012).
The dots are colored according to the levels in
EpiSCs. (A) Scatter plots showing the differences
in gene expression profiles between EpiSCs and
the three somatic cell types. Greater than 2-fold
differences compared with EpiSCs were scored
as activation or downregulation, as indicated by
the lines in the plots. (B) The fraction of activated
and downregulated genes for all genes
(column A), genes proximal to ZIC2-OTX2 co-
bound regions marked by H3K4me1/K27Ac (ZO),
and TF genes proximal to ZIC2-OTX2 co-bound
regions marked by H3K4me1/K27Ac (ZOTF).

1953

STEM CELLS AND REGENERATION Development (2017) 144, 1948-1958 doi:10.1242/dev.143479

D
E
V
E
LO

P
M

E
N
T

http://dev.biologists.org/lookup/doi/10.1242/dev.143479.supplemental
http://dev.biologists.org/lookup/doi/10.1242/dev.143479.supplemental
http://dev.biologists.org/lookup/doi/10.1242/dev.143479.supplemental


regulation of genes proximal to histone signature-bearing ZIC2-
OTX2 peaks in EpiSCs using published microarray expression data
of various somatic cells. The underlying rationale is that a
significant fraction of ZIC2-OTX2-dependent enhancers in
EpiSCs will be discharged from their regulatory function in
somatic cells, and hence genes proximal to such enhancers will be
more frequently downregulated than unselected genes. We
compared the gene expression profile of the chondrogenic cell
line ATDC5 (GEO accession GSM1486495) (Sugita et al., 2015),
mouse embryo fibroblasts (GSM1079106) (Richter et al., 2013) and
mouse embryo primary myoblasts (GSM1541934) with that of
EpiSCs (GSM934422/GSM934427) (Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2012). As
shown in Fig. 5, equivalent numbers of genes were either activated or
downregulated compared with those in EpiSCs using 2-fold
differences as a cut-off for all cell types, among which myoblasts
showed the greatest divergence from EpiSCs (33% of genes
downregulated and 30% of genes activated). However, when 4722
genes with a TSS within 5 kb of histone signature-bearing ZIC2-
OTX2 ChIP-seq peaks were selected, a larger fraction of genes was
downregulated (43% for myoblasts) and a smaller fraction of genes
was activated (21% for myoblasts) (Fig. 5B, ZO). Moreover, when
291 TF genes within 5 kb of the histone signature-bearing ZIC2-

OTX2 ChIP-seq peaks were selected from all TF genes expressed in
EpiSCs (Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2012), a significantly larger fraction of
genes was downregulated in the somatic cells (59% for myoblasts)
(Fig. 5B, ZOTF). The downregulated TF genes in the ZOTF column
included those involved in the regulation of pluripotent stem cells,
e.g. Mycn, Nanog, Otx2, Pou5f1, Sall4 and Sox2. This analysis
confirmed that the ZIC2-OTX2 pair is involved in the activation of
genes in EpiSCs, particularly the TF genes.

Variations in the binding regions of SOX2andPOU5F1among
stem cells in relation to the ZIC2-OTX2 interaction
It has been shown that the SOX2-POU5F1 TF pair plays major
regulatory roles in ESCs (Chen et al., 2008). Although EpiSCs also
express high levels of SOX2 and POU5F1 (Brons et al., 2007; Tesar
et al., 2007; Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2012), their genomic binding sites
were highly divergent in EpiSCs (Fig. 6A,B). The SOX2 ChIP-seq
peaks in ESCs (Lodato et al., 2013) overlapped extensively (78%)
with POU5F1 peaks (Fig. 6A). In sharp contrast, only ∼8% of
SOX2 and POU5F1 peaks overlapped in EpiSCs (Fig. 4A, Fig. 6A).
However, this low rate of overlap was not unexpected because a
previous report indicated that the POU5F1 binding genomic sites in
human ESCs are highly diversified from mouse ESCs (Fig. 6A)
(Kunarso et al., 2010).

A comparison of the SOX2 and POU5F1 ChIP-seq peaks
between ESCs and EpiSCs indicated that only 5-10% of the peaks
overlapped (Fig. 6B). This analysis was extended to two additional
stem cells, namely human ESCs derived from pre-implantation
blastocysts but maintained under the culture conditions of EpiSCs,
and mouse epiblast-like cells (EpiLCs) that are produced as a
transient state when ESCs are directly placed in EpiSC culture
conditions, exhibiting some EpiSC characteristics in cell
morphology and gene expression, but which only survive for a
short time (Hayashi et al., 2011).

Two sets of SOX2 and POU5F1 ChIP-seq peak data for human
ESCs (Table S4) were transformed into mouse genome
coordinates (mm9), and the overlap frequencies of the human
ESC ChIP-seq peaks with those of mouse ESCs and EpiSCs were
scored (Tables 1 and 2). The overlap of SOX2 ChIP-seq peaks
was ∼10% between mouse ESCs and human ESCs, as well as
between human ESCs and mouse EpiSCs (Table 1). However, the
overlap of the POU5F1 peaks between mouse and human ESCs
was higher (∼23%), whereas that between human ESCs and
mouse EpiSCs was much lower (∼3%) (Table 2). The POU5F1
ChIP-seq peak data of EpiLCs (Buecker et al., 2014) indicated a

Fig. 6. Variation in SOX2 and POU5F1 ChIP-seq peak overlaps between
ESCs and EpiSCs in relation to ZIC2/OTX2 ChIP-seq peaks in EpiSCs.
(A) Venn diagram comparison of SOX2 and POU5F1 ChIP-seq peak overlaps
amongmouse ESCs, human ESCs andmouse EpiSCs. (B) Overlaps of SOX2
peaks and POU5F1 peaks in mouse ESCs and EpiSCs. (C) Overlap of ChIP-
seq peaks for SOX2/POU5F1 in ESCs and for ZIC2/OTX2 EpiSCs (left), and
that of genes proximal (<50 kb for the former and <5 kb for the latter) to
respective ChIP-seq peaks (right).

Table 1. Frequency of overlap between SOX2 and POU5F1 ChIP-seq
peaks among mouse ESCs, human ESCs and mouse EpiSCs

mESC (%) mEpiSC (%)

SOX2
hESC1 7.1 9.1
hESC3 13.4 13.1
Average 10.3 11.1

POU5F1
hESC2 20.6 3.8
hESC3 24.8 1.7
Average 22.7 2.8

Human (h) ESC1 (Creyghton et al. 2010), hESC2 (Kunarso et al. 2010) and
hESC3 (Tsankov et al. 2015) data (see Table S4) were reanalyzed and ChIP-
seq peak regions were converted onto mouse genome coordinates (mm9)
using the UCSC LiftOver tool with conversion efficiency between 56% and
82%, and the fractions of human peaks overlapping with mouse ESC peaks
(Lodato et al., 2013) and EpiSC peaks (this study) were evaluated.
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closer relationship to mouse ESCs (Table 2), revealing the
following developmental order: mouse ESCs, EpiLCs, human
ESCs and then EpiSCs.
Despite the diversity of SOX2 and POU5F1 binding patterns

(Fig. 6A,B), the majority of genes expressed in ESCs are nearly
equally expressed in EpiSCs (Factor et al., 2014). Factor et al.
(2014) also reported that a significant fraction of the genomic
positions for enhancer candidates, marked by H3K27ac, differ
between these two cell types. These observations suggest that these
two enhancer systems, one of which is dependent on SOX2-
POU5F1 interaction in ESCs whereas the other is dependent on
ZIC2-OTX2 interaction in EpiSCs, give rise to similar gene
expression profiles.
Overlap of SOX2/POU5F1-co-bound regions in ESCs (18,540)

and ZIC2/OTX2-co-bound regions in EpiSCs (19,465) was limited
to less than 10% (1626) (Fig. 6C). This was also true when histone
H3K4me1/K27ac-marked active enhancer regions were analyzed:
5977 SOX2/POU5F1-co-bound and H3K4me1/K27ac-marked
regions were present in ESCs, and 6410 ZIC2/OTX2-co-bound
and H3K4me1/K27ac-marked regions were present in EpiSCs, with
an overlap of only 472 regions. Despite this finding, a much higher
frequency of overlap (1047 genes, 34%) was observed between
genes proximal to the SOX2/POU5F1-co-bound regions with active
enhancer signatures in ESCs, and those proximal to the marked
ZIC2/OTX2-co-bound regions in EpiSCs (Fig. 6C). The expected
overlap of the same numbers of randomly selected RefSeq genes
was 398. These data support the above-mentioned model that
different enhancers that are dependent on different TFs can activate
similar gene sets in ESCs and EpiSCs.
We used published ChIP-seq data to examine ZIC2 and OTX2

binding genomic regions in ESCs and EpiLCs. There were fewer
ChIP-seq peaks reported for these TFs in ESCs than in EpiSCs,
presumably reflecting increase in their binding sites after exit from
ESCs, as previously shown for OTX2 (Yang et al., 2014).
Comparing the ZIC2 ChIP-seq peaks in ESCs (Luo et al., 2015)
with those in EpiSCs, we found that the majority (80%) of ZIC2-
bound regions in ESCs were also bound by ZIC2 in EpiSCs
(Fig. 7A). However, OTX2 ChIP-seq peaks in ESCs, EpiLCs, and
EpiSCs showed more cell type-dependent variations (Fig. 7A),
suggesting that at least a fraction of ZIC2 binding sites are already
established in the ESCs. It is thus possible that ZIC2 acts as a
ʻpioneer factor’ (Zaret and Mango, 2016), contributes to organizing
ʻseed enhancers’ (Factor et al., 2014) or, more generally, primes
enhancer activity. It has been shown that ZIC2 in ESCs interacts
with nucleosome remodeling and deacetylase (NuRD) complexes
(Luo et al., 2015) that are involved in the regulation of ʻbivalent’
enhancers in ESCs. These enhancers are generally inactive in most
ESCs but are poised for gene activation upon exit from the ESC state

(Hu and Wade, 2012; Harikumar and Meshorer, 2015). Therefore,
the ZIC2-NuRD interaction might be one mechanism for seeding
enhancers.

Factor et al. (2014) also identified 606 pluripotent cell-specific
genes that are expressed in both ESCs and EpiSCs but are turned off
in various somatic cells. One-quarter of these genes are included in
the above-mentioned gene set that is proximal to both putative active
SOX2/POU5F1-bound enhancers in ESCs and putative enhancers
bound by ZIC2/OTX2 in EpiSCs. As shown in IGV diagrams of the
genomic regions surrounding such genes, as exemplified by Mycn,
Nanog, Nodal and Sall4 (Fig. 7B), ZIC2-OTX2 binding regions in
EpiSCs were, in the majority of cases, bound by ZIC2 and also by
SOX2 plus POU5F1 in ESCs. Very few of these ZIC2-bound
regions are bound by SOX2 or POU5F1 in EpiSCs. Some, but not
all, ZIC2 ChIP-seq peak regions were also bound byOTX2 in ESCs.
On comparing the ESC ChIP-seq data for OTX2 binding (Buecker
et al., 2014), ZIC2 binding, and histone H3 modifications (Luo
et al., 2015), 16% of ZIC2 peaks were estimated to overlap with
OTX2 peaks, among which 75% were marked by H3K4me1/K27ac
modifications for active enhancers. This suggests that, although a
large fraction of ZIC2 binding sites in ESCs might be involved in
NuRD-mediated bivalent enhancer regulation, most of the ZIC2-
OTX2 co-bound enhancers are already active in ESCs. It is thus
possible that early ZIC2 binding, to the same or nearby enhancer
regions, might maintain the activity of those enhancer regions, or
activate ZIC2-bound cryptic enhancers, once SOX2 and POU5F1
are disengaged from their major regulatory functions. In the
EpiLCs, the SOX2/POU5F1-bound regions in ESCs were, in most
cases, bound by OTX2 and POU5F1, as reported (Buecker et al.,
2014). It will be interesting to discover more about ZIC2 and SOX2
binding regions in cells of this intermediate state.

ZIC2 binding-dependent enhancer priming in ESCs for later
enhancer activity appears to apply to a wider range of genes than
those that are pluripotency specific. Even in the EpiSC-specific
Fgf5 gene, all five putative enhancers were bound by ZIC2 and not
by OTX2 in ESCs (Luo et al., 2015), by OTX2 and POU5F1 in
EpiLCs (Buecker et al., 2014), and by ZIC2 and OTX2 in EpiSCs
(Fig. 7B). Luo et al. (2015) reported that whereas ZIC2 function in
ESCs is dispensable, its downregulation in ESCs affects later
developmental processes. These findings strongly support an
enhancer-priming function of ZIC2 in ESCs in the regulation of
genes activated during later developmental stages.

Conclusions
In this study we developed an efficient procedure for ChIP-seq
analysis utilizing in vivo biotinylated TFs. We applied this
procedure to investigate genomic binding regions for TFs ZIC2,
OTX2, SOX2, POU5F1 and POU3F1, which have been shown to be

Table 2. Extent of overlap of POU5F1 ChIP-seq peaks that placed mouse ESCs, mouse EpiLCs, human ESCs and mouse EpiSCs in order in the
developmental process

POU5F1 ChIP-seq peak overlaps

Cells POU5F1 peaks mESC2 mESC1 mEpiLC hESC2 hESC3

mESC2 (Buecker et al., 2014) 65,332
mESC1 (Lodato et al., 2013) 44,218 33,298 (75%)
mEpiLC (Buecker et al., 2014) 50,169 32,061 (64%) 28,620 (65%)
hESC2 (Kunarso et al., 2010) 21,219 13,354 (63%) 5257 (25%) 6337 (30%)
hESC3 (Tsankov et al., 2015) 12,050 4650 (39%) 2489 (21%) 3156 (26%) 5133 (43%)
mEpiSC (this study) 62,457 3284 (5.3%) 2422 (5.5%) 3542 (7.1%) 357 (1.7%) 455 (3.8%)

Peak overlaps between combinatory sets of human (h) and mouse (m) ChIP-seq data on mouse genome coordinates (mm9) were analyzed and expressed as a
percentage of the smaller data set. For details of original data, see Table S4.
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involved in EpiSC maintenance and somatic cell lineage derivation
(Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2012).
ChIP-seq peak distributions of the Mb order revealed alternating

genomic domains rich in both ZIC2 peaks and genes, and domains
rich in POU3F1 peaks but sparse in genes. This domain organization
presumably reflects the clustering of regulatory regions that have
short- and long-range effects, which are dependent on the binding of
ZIC2 and POU3F1, respectively. It is an intriguing question whether
the regulatory region clustering is associated with higher-order
subgenomic activities.
ChIP-seq peaks of ZIC2 and OTX2 overlapped most extensively,

and their overlapping peaks were strongly associated with histone
modification signatures of active or poised enhancers, suggesting
functional cooperation of these TFs. SOX2 and POU factors formed a
second group of overlapping peaks. The comparison of gene expression
patterns between EpiSCs and somatic cells indicated that enhancers
bound by ZIC2 and OTX2 prominently regulate TF genes in EpiSCs.
Despite the similarity of the overall gene expression profile and the

high expression of SOX2 and POU5F1 in each cell type, the SOX2
and POU5F1 binding regions in EpiSCs were strikingly different
from those in mouse ESCs. Although the major acting TFs appeared
to shift from SOX2/POU5F1 in ESCs to ZIC2/OTX2 in EpiSCs,
similar sets of genes were regulated in both cell types. This shift in the
major acting TFs appears to be primed by binding of ZIC2 at relevant
genomic positions in ESCs that later function as enhancers.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
EpiSC culture and expression of biotinylated TFs
An EpiSC line (Tesar et al., 2007; Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2012; Factor et al.,
2014) was maintained in feeder-free conditions as described
previously (Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2012). The cells were processed for
immunofluorescence of TFs using the IgGs listed in Table S3, including
non-commercial rabbit anti-ZIC2 (which also recognizes ZIC1 and ZIC3)
(Inoue et al., 2007), and duplicate samples. Expression of all hallmark TFs
of EpiSCs and nuclear DAPI staining (Fig. 1, Figs S1 and S3) confirmed
proper culture conditions. Images were taken using an Axioplan 2
microscope (Zeiss) and DP71 camera (Olympus) and measured for
nuclear fluorescence intensities using ImageJ (Schneider et al., 2012). To
express BLRP-tagged TFs and E. coli-derived biotin ligase (BirA) from the
same plasmid, the BLRP-IRES-BirA module of pREP4-BLRP-TEV-His6
(Lai et al., 2011; Majumder et al., 2014) was transferred to the pCAGGS
vector (Sawicki et al., 1998) to produce pCAGGS-BLRP-BirA (Fig. 1A),
and modified so that the BLRP could be added to either the N-terminus or
C-terminus of the TF depending on the ORF insertion site. In this study,
BLRP was added at the C-terminus of TFs. The entire nucleotide sequence
of pCAGGS-BLRP-BirA is provided in Fig. S5.

ChIP-seq procedure
A suspension of Accutase-dissociated EpiSCs was plated on a 10-cm diameter
dish and immediately transfected, using Lipofectamine 2000 (ThermoFisher),
with 5 µg pCAGGS-BLRP-BirA plasmid to express a BLRP-tagged TF. After
8 h, the culture medium was refreshed to remove the transfection reagents and
50 µg/ml biotin was added. After 24 h, the cultures were fixed with 1% formalin

Fig. 7. Cell type-dependent variation in TF binding at specific
genomic regions. (A) Venn diagram comparison of the ChIP-seq
peak positions for ZIC2 and OTX2 in ESCs and EpiSCs, showing
peak overlaps. For OTX2, data for EpiLCs are included. Data
sources are indicated in Table S4. (B) IGV diagrams showing
genomic regions of the pluripotency-specific genes Mycn
(chr12:12,926,000-12,961,000), Nanog (chr6:122,647,000-
122,667,000), Nodal (chr10:60,865,000-60,890,000) and Sall4
(chr2:168,571,500-168,623,000) and of the EpiSC-specific gene
Fgf5 (chr5:98,658,500-98,747,000). Scale bar indicates 5 kb
genomic span for upper panels and 7.5 kb for lower panels.
Dashed boxes indicate the genomic regions where ZIC2 binding is
indicated by ChIP-seq peaks in ESCs and EpiSCs. These regions
are also bound by other TFs in ESCs, EpiLCs or EpiSCs, but rarely
by SOX2 or POU5F1 in EpiSCs.
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for 10 min at room temperature, and processed according to the procedure shown
in Table S1. Typically, several nanograms of precipitated DNA were obtained
from five 10-cm diameter dish cultures. The DNA fragments were ligated with
adapters and amplified by ten cycles of PCR using the TruSeq ChIP Sample
Prep Kit (Illumina) to prepare libraries for DNA sequence determination using
an Illumina HiSeq2500 and single-end reads of 100 bp.

Analysis of ChIP-seq data
FASTQ sequences were aligned to the mouse mm9 genome sequence using
Bowtie2 (Langmead and Salzberg, 2012) and converted to SAM and then
BAM files. Then, ChIP-seq peaks were called usingMACS1.4 (Zhang et al.,
2008), input DNAwithout ChIP as reference, and the default settings except
for band width, which was 150 bases. External data (Table S4) were
analyzed using the default settings. The Bowtie-aligned peaks and MACS-
determined peak positions were visualized using IGV (Robinson et al.,
2011) and ChIP-Atlas (http://chip-atlas.org). The above data processing was
performed using the software package SraTailor (Oki et al., 2014). Peak
overlaps were analyzed using Galaxy (Giardine et al., 2005), and the
genomic spans given in BED format were converted to FASTA files using
the UCSC Table Browser (Karolchik et al., 2004) in order to be analyzed for
sequence motif enrichment byMEME-ChIP (Machanick and Bailey, 2011).
To compare human peak data with mouse data, human BED file data were
transferred onto the mouse genome coordinates using the LiftOver tool of
the UCSC genome browser. Association of ChIP-seq peaks with closest
genes was analyzed using GREAT software (McLean et al., 2010), and the
overlaps of gene sets were analyzed using BioVenn (Hulsen et al., 2008).
Microrarray data were analyzed using GeneSpring 14.5 software (Agilent).
The ChIP-seq data reported in this paper were deposited at Gene Expression
Omnibus database with accession number GSE74636 (see Table S4).

Acknowledgements
We thank Paul J. Tesar and Jun Aruga for provision of the EpiSC line and anti-ZIC2
antibodies, respectively, and Carlos S. Moreno for discussions. K.M. was a doctoral
research fellow of Japan Society for the Promotion of Science.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing or financial interests.

Author contributions
Conceptualization: K.M., T.M., S.S., H.K.; Methodology: K.M., T.M., J.M.B., K.Y.,
H.K.; Software: S.O., M.A., K.Y., S.S.; Validation: K.M., S.O., J.M.B., S.S., H.K.;
Formal analysis: K.M., S.O., H.I., M.A., K.Y., S.S., H.K.; Investigation: K.M., T.M.,
S.O., H.I., K.Y., S.S., H.K.; Resources: J.M.B.; Data curation: S.O., H.I., S.S., H.K.;
Writing - original draft: H.K.; Writing - review & editing: H.K.; Visualization: S.O., H.I.,
S.S., H.K.; Supervision: S.O., M.A., S.S., H.K.; Project administration: H.K.; Funding
acquisition: S.S., H.K.

Funding
This study was supported by Japan Society for the Promotion of Science Kakenhi
Grants (P231147090, P23657007, P25113713 and P26251024 to H.K.) and
Collaborative Research Grants of National Institute for Basic Biology. Deposited in
PMC for immediate release.

Data availability
The ChIP-seq data reported in this study are available at Gene Expression Omnibus
with accession number GSE74636 (see Table S4).

Supplementary information
Supplementary information available online at
http://dev.biologists.org/lookup/doi/10.1242/dev.143479.supplemental

References
Acampora, D., Di Giovannantonio, L. G. and Simeone, A. (2013). Otx2 is an
intrinsic determinant of the embryonic stem cell state and is required for transition
to a stable epiblast stem cell condition. Development 140, 43-55.

Briata, P., Ilengo, C., Bobola, N. andCorte, G. (1999). Binding properties of the human
homeodomain protein OTX2 to a DNA target sequence. FEBS Lett. 445, 160-164.

Brons, I. G. M., Smithers, L. E., Trotter, M. W. B., Rugg-Gunn, P., Sun, B., Chuva
de Sousa Lopes, S. M., Howlett, S. K., Clarkson, A., Ahrlund-Richter, L.,
Pedersen, R. A. et al. (2007). Derivation of pluripotent epiblast stem cells from
mammalian embryos. Nature 448, 191-195.

Buecker,C., Srinivasan,R.,Wu, Z., Calo, E., Acampora, D., Faial, T., Simeone, A.,
Tan, M., Swigut, T. andWysocka, J. (2014). Reorganization of enhancer patterns
in transition from naive to primed pluripotency. Cell Stem Cell 14, 838-853.

Calo, E. and Wysocka, J. (2013). Modification of enhancer chromatin: what, how,
and why? Mol. Cell 49, 825-837.

Chen, X., Xu, H., Yuan, P., Fang, F., Huss, M., Vega, V. B., Wong, E., Orlov, Y. L.,
Zhang, W., Jiang, J. et al. (2008). Integration of external signaling pathways with
the core transcriptional network in embryonic stem cells. Cell 133, 1106-1117.

Creyghton, M. P., Cheng, A. W., Welstead, G. G., Kooistra, T., Carey, B. W.,
Steine, E. J., Hanna, J., Lodato, M. A., Frampton, G. M., Sharp, P. A. et al.
(2010). Histone H3K27ac separates active from poised enhancers and predicts
developmental state. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 107, 21931-21936.

de Boer, E., Rodriguez, P., Bonte, E., Krijgsveld, J., Katsantoni, E., Heck, A.,
Grosveld, F. and Strouboulis, J. (2003). Efficient biotinylation and single-step
purification of tagged transcription factors in mammalian cells and transgenic
mice. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 100, 7480-7485.

Factor, D. C., Corradin, O., Zentner, G. E., Saiakhova, A., Song, L., Chenoweth,
J. G., McKay, R. D., Crawford, G. E., Scacheri, P. C. and Tesar, P. J. (2014).
Epigenomic comparison reveals activation of “seed” enhancers during transition
from naive to primed pluripotency. Cell Stem Cell 14, 854-863.

Giardine, B., Riemer, C., Hardison, R. C., Burhans, R., Elnitski, L., Shah, P.,
Zhang, Y., Blankenberg, D., Albert, I., Taylor, J. et al. (2005). Galaxy: a platform
for interactive large-scale genome analysis. Genome Res. 15, 1451-1455.

Harikumar, A. and Meshorer, E. (2015). Chromatin remodeling and bivalent
histone modifications in embryonic stem cells. EMBO Rep. 16, 1609-1619.

Hayashi, K., Ohta, H., Kurimoto, K., Aramaki, S. and Saitou, M. (2011).
Reconstitution of the mouse germ cell specification pathway in culture by
pluripotent stem cells. Cell 146, 519-532.

Henrique, D., Abranches, E., Verrier, L. and Storey, K. G. (2015).
Neuromesodermal progenitors and the making of the spinal cord. Development
142, 2864-2875.

Hu, G. and Wade, P. A. (2012). NuRD and pluripotency: a complex balancing act.
Cell Stem Cell 10, 497-503.

Hulsen, t., de Vlieg, J. and Alkema, W. (2008). BioVenn – a web application for the
comparison and visualization of biological lists using area-proportional Venn
diagrams. BMC Genomics 9, 488-455.

Inoue, T., Ota, M., Ogawa, M., Mikoshiba, K. and Aruga, J. (2007). Zic1 and Zic3
regulate medial forebrain development through expansion of neuronal
progenitors. J. Neurosci. 27, 5461-5473.

Iwafuchi-Doi, M., Yoshida, Y., Onichtchouk, D., Leichsenring, M., Driever, W.,
Takemoto, T., Uchikawa, M., Kamachi, Y. and Kondoh, H. (2011). The Pou5f1/
Pou3f-dependent but SoxB-independent regulation of conserved enhancer N2
initiates Sox2 expression during epiblast to neural plate stages in vertebrates.
Dev. Biol. 352, 354-366.

Iwafuchi-Doi, M., Matsuda, K., Murakami, K., Niwa, H., Tesar, P. J., Aruga, J.,
Matsuo, I. andKondoh, H. (2012). Transcriptional regulatory networks in epiblast
cells and during anterior neural plate development as modeled in epiblast stem
cells. Development 139, 3926-3937.

Jolma, A., Yan, J., Whitington, T., Toivonen, J., Nitta, K. R., Rastas, P.,
Morgunova, E., Enge, M., Taipale, M., Wei, G. et al. (2013). DNA-binding
specificities of human transcription factors. Cell 152, 327-339.

Kamachi, Y. and Kondoh, H. (2013). Sox proteins: regulators of cell fate
specification and differentiation. Development 140, 4129-4144.

Karolchik, D., Hinrichs, A. S., Furey, T. S., Roskin, K. M., Sugnet, C. W.,
Haussler, D. and Kent, W. J. (2004). The UCSC Table Browser data retrieval
tool. Nucleic Acids Res. 32, D493-D496.

Kim, J., Cantor, A. B., Orkin, S. H. andWang, J. (2009). Use of in vivo biotinylation
to study protein-protein and protein-DNA interactions in mouse embryonic stem
cells. Nat. Protoc. 4, 506-517.

Kojima, Y., Kaufman-Francis, K., Studdert, J. B., Steiner, K. A., Power, M. D.,
Loebel, D. A. F., Jones, V., Hor, A., de Alencastro, G., Logan, G. J. et al.
(2014). The transcriptional and functional properties of mouse epiblast stem cells
resemble the anterior primitive streak. Cell Stem Cell 14, 107-120.

Kondoh, H. and Kamachi, Y. (2015). SOX2-partner factor interactions and enhancer
regulation. In Sox2: Biology and Role in Development and Disease (ed. H. Kondoh
and R. Lovell-Badge), pp. 131-142. London: Academic Press/Elsevier.

Kunarso, G., Chia, N.-Y., Jeyakani, J., Hwang, C., Lu, X., Chan, Y.-S., Ng, H.-H.
and Bourque, G. (2010). Transposable elements have rewired the core
regulatory network of human embryonic stem cells. Nat. Genet. 42, 631-634.

Lai, Y.-H., Cheng, J., Cheng, D., Feasel, M. E., Beste, K. D., Peng, J., Nusrat, A.
andMoreno, C. S. (2011). SOX4 interacts with plakoglobin in aWnt3a-dependent
manner in prostate cancer cells. BMC Cell Biol. 12, 50.

Langmead, B. and Salzberg, S. L. (2012). Fast gapped-read alignment with Bowtie
2. Nat. Methods 9, 357-359.

Li, L., Song, L., Liu, C., Chen, J., Peng, G., Wang, R., Liu, P., Tang, K., Rossant,
J. and Jing, N. (2015). Ectodermal progenitors derived from epiblast stem cells by
inhibition of Nodal signaling. J. Mol. Cell Biol. 7, 455-465.

Lim, L. S., Hong, F. H., Kunarso, G. and Stanton, L. W. (2010). The pluripotency
regulator Zic3 is a direct activator of the Nanog promoter in ESCs. Stem Cells 28,
1961-1969.

1957

STEM CELLS AND REGENERATION Development (2017) 144, 1948-1958 doi:10.1242/dev.143479

D
E
V
E
LO

P
M

E
N
T

http://dev.biologists.org/lookup/doi/10.1242/dev.143479.supplemental
http://dev.biologists.org/lookup/doi/10.1242/dev.143479.supplemental
http://chip-atlas.org
http://chip-atlas.org
http://dev.biologists.org/lookup/doi/10.1242/dev.143479.supplemental
http://dev.biologists.org/lookup/doi/10.1242/dev.143479.supplemental
http://dev.biologists.org/lookup/doi/10.1242/dev.143479.supplemental
http://dev.biologists.org/lookup/doi/10.1242/dev.143479.supplemental
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.085290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.085290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.085290
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0014-5793(99)00113-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0014-5793(99)00113-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature05950
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature05950
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature05950
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature05950
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2014.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2014.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2014.04.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2013.01.038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2013.01.038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2008.04.043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2008.04.043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2008.04.043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1016071107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1016071107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1016071107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1016071107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1332608100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1332608100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1332608100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1332608100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2014.05.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2014.05.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2014.05.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2014.05.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gr.4086505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gr.4086505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/gr.4086505
http://dx.doi.org/10.15252/embr.201541011
http://dx.doi.org/10.15252/embr.201541011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2011.06.052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2011.06.052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2011.06.052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.119768
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.119768
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.119768
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2012.04.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2012.04.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-9-488
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-9-488
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2164-9-488
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4046-06.2007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4046-06.2007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4046-06.2007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ydbio.2010.12.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ydbio.2010.12.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ydbio.2010.12.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ydbio.2010.12.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ydbio.2010.12.027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.085936
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.085936
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.085936
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.085936
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2012.12.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2012.12.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2012.12.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.091793
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.091793
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkh103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkh103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkh103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2009.23
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2009.23
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nprot.2009.23
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2013.09.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2013.09.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2013.09.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.stem.2013.09.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ng.600
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ng.600
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ng.600
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2121-12-50
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2121-12-50
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1471-2121-12-50
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1923
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.1923
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jmcb/mjv030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jmcb/mjv030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jmcb/mjv030
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/stem.527
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/stem.527
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/stem.527


Lodato, M. A., Ng, C. W., Wamstad, J. A., Cheng, A. W., Thai, K. K., Fraenkel, E.,
Jaenisch, R. and Boyer, L. A. (2013). SOX2 co-occupies distal enhancer
elements with distinct POU factors in ESCs and NPCs to specify cell state. PLoS
Genet. 9, e1003288.

Luo, Z., Gao, X., Lin, C., Smith, E. R., Marshall, S. A., Swanson, S. K., Florens,
L., Washburn, M. P. and Shilatifard, A. (2015). Zic2 is an enhancer-binding
factor required for embryonic stem cell specification. Mol. Cell 57, 685-694.

Machanick, P. and Bailey, T. L. (2011). MEME-ChIP: motif analysis of large DNA
datasets. Bioinformatics 27, 1696-1697.

Majumder, P., Scharer, C. D., Choi, N. M. and Boss, J. M. (2014). B cell
differentiation is associated with reprogramming the CCCTC binding factor-
dependent chromatin architecture of the murine MHC class II locus. J. Immunol.
192, 3925-3935.

Matsuda, K. and Kondoh, H. (2014). Dkk1-dependent inhibition of Wnt signaling
activates Hesx1 expression through its 5′ enhancer and directs forebrain
precursor development. Genes Cells 19, 374-385.

McLean, C. Y., Bristor, D., Hiller, M., Clarke, S. L., Schaar, B. T., Lowe, C. B.,
Wenger, A. M. and Bejerano, G. (2010). GREAT improves functional
interpretation of cis-regulatory regions. Nat. Biotechnol. 28, 495-501.

Oki, S., Maehara, K., Ohkawa, Y. and Meno, C. (2014). SraTailor: graphical user
interface software for processing and visualizing ChIP-seq data. Genes Cells 19,
919-926.

Ong, C.-T. and Corces, V. G. (2012). Enhancers: emerging roles in cell fate
specification. EMBO Rep. 13, 423-430.

Pruitt, K. D., Brown, G. R., Hiatt, S. M., Thibaud-Nissen, F., Astashyn, A.,
Ermolaeva, O., Farrell, C. M., Hart, J., Landrum, M. J., McGarvey, K. M. et al.
(2014). RefSeq: an update on mammalian reference sequences. Nucleic Acids
Res. 42, D756-D763.

Richter, U., Lahtinen, T., Marttinen, P., Myöhänen, M., Greco, D., Cannino, G.,
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Figure S1. Transfection of EpiSCs. (A) Assessing transfection efficiency using CAGGS-
EGFP under conditions identical to transfection for ChIP-seq. Comparison of EGFP
fluorescence with 4',6-diamidino-2-phenylindole (DAPI) nuclear fluorescence indicated
efficiency of 78% in this particular culture. The bar indicates 50 µm. (B) A luciferase
reporter assay demonstrated the full activity of biotinylated SOX2 and POU5F1 in the
activation of the Nestin enhancer. Luciferase reporters with an octamer of the Nestinminimal
enhancer Nes30 (Tanaka et al. 2004) or without the enhancer (d51) were activated with a
combination of 0, 1, 5 or 20 ng each of expression vectors for SOX2 (S) or biotinylated
SOX2 (BS) and for POU5F1 (P) or biotinylated POU5F1 (BP) in 10T1/2 cells plated in a
well of 24-well plate. The mean activation levels for technical duplicate samples were
normalized using cotransfected Renilla luciferase activity, and the fold activation relative to
the basal activity (without exogenous TFs) is shown. The error bars indicate the range of data
points. The basal luciferase expression with Nes30 enhancer was 9.3% of that for d51.
Details on the transfection conditions and assays have been described previously (Tanaka et
al. 2004). (C) Analysis of nuclear TF expression levels after transfection with BLRP-tagged
exogenous TFs, ZIC2, OTX2, SOX2 or POU3F1, as indicated in Fig. 1C. Nuclei with
condensed chromosomes indicating immediately pre/post mitotic stages were excluded from
the analysis. When the fluorescence intensity was found to saturate the photorecord, shorter
exposure images were used for the analysis. (D) Effect of exogenous TF with BLRP tags on
Nanog expression in EpiSCs. (a) Nanog expression was detected in all EpiSC nuclei by
immunofluorescence. The expression level that was exceeded in ~85% of control nuclei was
set as a threshold and marked red. The bar indicates 50 µm. (b) The nuclei expressing higher
level (Bright) or lower level (Dim) was counted, and the fractions of “Bright” and “Dim”
populations after expression of exogenous TFs were compared with the untransfected control.
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Figure S2. (A) Power-weight matrix (PMW) representation of MEME-ChIP outputs showing
sequence motifs highly enriched in ChIP-seq peaks of <1000 bases wide for each TF.
Unerased E-values are shown on top of the motifs. (B) Normalized variations of peak
densities over the 2585 genomic segments. (a) After normalizing the average peak density to
1, the peak density in each Mb segment was plotted over the entire genome for the five TFs.
SD, standard deviation. (b) The summary of the distribution and extents of normalized peak
densities represented by histograms. (C) Size distribution of peak gaps, which are distances
between the midpoint of nearest peaks. Observed distributions (top) are compared with the
expected distributions using randomized peak positions (bottom). (D) Statistics on the peak
sizes for all MACS-annotated peaks. The areas representing peaks over 1000 bp (expected to
contain several TF binding sites) and over 2000 bp (expected to contain numerous TF
binding sites) are colored.
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Figure S3. (A) Statistics for the positioning of ChIP-seq summits relative to TSSs of the 
nearest genes, generated using GREAT software. (B) Aggregation plots illustrating the 
fraction of relative midpoint positions of the ChIP-seq peaks of TFs indicated by color codes 
that overlap with TSSs of RefSeq genes. Ordinate, the fraction of overlap in logarithmic 
scale measured in 100 bp bins. (C) Aggregation plots illustrating the fraction of relative 
midpoint positions of modified histone H3 ChIP-seq peaks (data taken from Factor et al.
(2014)) overlapping with the TF ChIP-seq peaks (shown on the top). Ordinate, the fraction of 
overlap in logarithmic scale measured in 100 bp bins. The decrease of the frequency of the 
co-occurrence of H3K4me3 and H3K27ac histone modification signatures at the ChIP-seq 
peak positions of POU3F1 and POU5F1 is accounted for by the low frequencies of 
positioning of these peaks at TSSs shown in (B).
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Figure S4. Comparison of expression level variations for ZIC2 vs. POU3F1 (A) and 
POU5F1 vs. POU3F1 (B) in individual nuclei of EpiSCs. The cultures were stained with 
respective antibodies, as exemplified by the panels in (a). Anti-ZIC2 also stains ZIC1 and 
ZIC3, but the major ZIC in EpiSCs is ZIC2 (Iwafuchi-Doi et al., 2014). The bars indicate 50 
µm. (b) Measured relative fluorescence intensities over 211 nuclei in (A) or 330 nuclei in (B) 
were compared using scatter plots, which gave correlation coefficients of 0.58 and 0.65, 
respectively.
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Figure S5. The nucleotide sequence of pCAGGS-BLRP-BirA with annotation of sequences indicated in Figure 1A. 

ATTATTGAAGCATTTATCAGGGTTATTGTCTCATGAGCGGATACATATTTGAATGTATTTAGAAAAATAAACAAATAGGGGTTCCGCGCACATTTCCCCG
AAAAGTGCCACCTGGGTCGACATTGATTATTGACTAGTTATTAATAGTAATCAATTACGGGGTCATTAGTTCATAGCCCATATATGGAGTTCCGCGTTAC
ATAACTTACGGTAAATGGCCCGCCTGGCTGACCGCCCAACGACCCCCGCCCATTGACGTCAATAATGACGTATGTTCCCATAGTAACGCCAATAGGGACT
TTCCATTGACGTCAATGGGTGGAGTATTTACGGTAAACTGCCCACTTGGCAGTACATCAAGTGTATCATATGCCAAGTACGCCCCCTATTGACGTCAATG
ACGGTAAATGGCCCGCCTGGCATTATGCCCAGTACATGACCTTATGGGACTTTCCTACTTGGCAGTACATCTACGTATTAGTCATCGCTATTACCATGGT
CGAGGTGAGCCCCACGTTCTGCTTCACTCTCCCCATCTCCCCCCCCTCCCCACCCCCAATTTTGTATTTATTTATTTTTTAATTATTTTGTGCAGCGATG
GGGGCGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGGCGCGCGCCAGGCGGGGCGGGGCGGGGCGAGGGGCGGGGCGGGGCGAGGCGGAGAGGTGCGGCGGCAGCCAATCAGAGCG
GCGCGCTCCGAAAGTTTCCTTTTATGGCGAGGCGGCGGCGGCGGCGGCCCTATAAAAAGCGAAGCGCGCGGCGGGCGGGAGTCGCTGCGCGCTGCCTTCG
CCCCGTGCCCCGCTCCGCCGCCGCCTCGCGCCGCCCGCCCCGGCTCTGACTGACCGCGTTACTCCCACAGGTGAGCGGGCGGGACGGCCCTTCTCCTCCG
GGCTGTAATTAGCGCTTGGTTTAATGACGGCTTGTTTCTTTTCTGTGGCTGCGTGAAAGCCTTGAGGGGCTCCGGGAGGGCCCTTTGTGCGGGGGGAGCG
GCTCGGGGGGTGCGTGCGTGTGTGTGTGCGTGGGGAGCGCCGCGTGCGGCTCCGCGCTGCCCGGCGGCTGTGAGCGCTGCGGGCGCGGCGCGGGGCTTTG
TGCGCTCCGCAGTGTGCGCGAGGGGAGCGCGGCCGGGGGCGGTGCCCCGCGGTGCGGGGGGGGCTGCGAGGGGAACAAAGGCTGCGTGCGGGGTGTGTGC
GTGGGGGGGTGAGCAGGGGGTGTGGGCGCGTCGGTCGGGCTGCAACCCCCCCTGCACCCCCCTCCCCGAGTTGCTGAGCACGGCCCGGCTTCGGGTGCGG
GGCTCCGTACGGGGCGTGGCGCGGGGCTCGCCGTGCCGGGCGGGGGGTGGCGGCAGGTGGGGGTGCCGGGCGGGGCGGGGCCGCCTCGGGCCGGGGAGGG
CTCGGGGGAGGGGCGCGGCGGCCCCCGGAGCGCCGGCGGCTGTCGAGGCGCGGCGAGCCGCAGCCATTGCCTTTTATGGTAATCGTGCGAGAGGGCGCAG
GGACTTCCTTTGTCCCAAATCTGTGCGGAGCCGAAATCTGGGAGGCGCCGCCGCACCCCCTCTAGCGGGCGCGGGGCGAAGCGGTGCGGCGCCGGCAGGA
AGGAAATGGGCGGGGAGGGCCTTCGTGCGTCGCCGCGCCGCCGTCCCCTTCTCCCTCTCCAGCCTCGGGGCTGTCCGCGGGGGGACGGCTGCCTTCGGGG
GGGACGGGGCAGGGCGGGGTTCGGCTTCTGGCGTGTGACCGGCGGCTCTAGAGCCTCTGCTAACCATGTTCATGCCTTCTTCTTTTTCCTACAGCTCCTG
GGCAACGTGCTGGTTATTGTGCTGTCTCATCATTTTGGCAAAGAATTGCACCCCCCGGGATGGCTGGTGGCCTCAACGACATCTTCGAGGCCCAGAAGAT
CGAGTGGCATGAAGATACTGGTGGATCAGAGAATTTGTATTTTCAGCATCATCACCATCACCATGCTAGCGGCCGCTAAGCAGATCTGCGGCCGCTCGAG
GAATTCTCTCCCTCCCCCCCCCCTAACGTTACTGGCCGAAGCCGCTTGGAATAAGGCCGGTGTGCGTTTGTCTATATGTTATTTTCCACCATATTGCCGT
CTTTTGGCAATGTGAGGGCCCGGAAACCTGGCCCTGTCTTCTTGACGAGCATTCCTAGGGGTCTTTCCCCTCTCGCCAAAGGAATGCAAGGTCTGTTGAA
TGTCGTGAAGGAAGCAGTTCCTCTGGAAGCTTCTTGAAGACAAACAACGTCTGTAGCGACCCTTTGCAGGCAGCGGAACCCCCCACCTGGCGACAGGTGC
CTCTGCGGCCAAAAGCCACGTGTATAAGATACACCTGCAAAGGCGGCACAACCCCAGTGCCACGTTGTGAGTTGGATAGTTGTGGAAAGAGTCAAATGGC
TCTCCTCAAGCGTATTCAACAAGGGGCTGAAGGATGCCCAGAAGGTACCCCATTGTATGGGATCTGATCTGGGGCCTCGGTGCACATGCTTTACATGTGT
TTAGTCGAGGTTAAAAAAACGTCTAGGCCCCCCGAACCACGGGGACGTGGTTTTCCTTTGAAAAACACGATGATAATATGGCCACACTCGAGGCCGGCAA
GGCCGGATCCACCatgaaggataacaccgtgccactgaaattgattgccctgttagcgaacggtgaatttcactctggcgagcagttgggtgaaacgctg
ggaatgagccgggcggctattaataaacacattcagacactgcgtgactggggcgttgatgtctttaccgttccgggtaaaggatacagcctgcctgagc
ctatccagttacttaatgctaaacagatattgggtcagctggatggcggtagtgtagccgtgctgccagtgattgactccacgaatcagtaccttcttga
tcgtatcggagagcttaaatcgggcgatgcttgcattgcagaataccagcaggctggccgtggtcgccggggtcggaaatggttttcgccttttggcgca
aacttatatttgtcgatgttctggcgtctggaacaaggcccggcggcggcgattggtttaagtctggttatcggtatcgtgatggcggaagtattacgca
agctgggtgcagataaagttcgtgttaaatggcctaatgacctctatctgcaggatcgcaagctggcaggcattctggtggagctgactggcaaaactgg
cgatgcggcgcaaatagtcattggagccgggatcaacatggcaatgcgccgtgttgaagagagtgtcgttaatcaggggtggatcacgctgcaggaagcg

SmaI 

BLRP 

His6 

IRES 

NotI 

BirA 

STOP 
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gggatcaatctcgatcgtaatacgttggcggccatgctaatacgtgaattacgtgctgcgttggaactcttcgaacaagaaggattggcaccttatctgt
cgcgctgggaaaagctggataattttattaatcgcccagtgaaacttatcattggtgataaagaaatatttggcatttcacgcggaatagacaaacaggg
ggctttattacttgagcaggatggaataataaaaccctggatgggcggtgaaatatccctgcgtagtgcagaaaaataaCTCCTCAGGTGCAGGCTGCCT
ATCAGAAGGTGGTGGCTGGTGTGGCCAATGCCCTGGCTCACAAATACCACTGAGATCTTTTTCCCTCTGCCAAAAATTATGGGGACATCATGAAGCCCCT
TGAGCATCTGACTTCTGGCTAATAAAGGAAATTTATTTTCATTGCAATAGTGTGTTGGAATTTTTTGTGTCTCTCACTCGGAAGGACATATGGGAGGGCA
AATCATTTAAAACATCAGAATGAGTATTTGGTTTAGAGTTTGGCAACATATGCCCATATGCTGGCTGCCATGAACAAAGGTTGGCTATAAAGAGGTCATC
AGTATATGAAACAGCCCCCTGCTGTCCATTCCTTATTCCATAGAAAAGCCTTGACTTGAGGTTAGATTTTTTTTATATTTTGTTTTGTGTTATTTTTTTC
TTTAACATCCCTAAAATTTTCCTTACATGTTTTACTAGCCAGATTTTTCCTCCTCTCCTGACTACTCCCAGTCATAGCTGTCCCTCTTCTCTTATGGAGA
TCCCTCGACCTGCAGCCCAAGCTTGGCGTAATCATGGTCATAGCTGTTTCCTGTGTGAAATTGTTATCCGCTCACAATTCCACACAACATACGAGCCGGA
AGCATAAAGTGTAAAGCCTGGGGTGCCTAATGAGTGAGCTAACTCACATTAATTGCGTTGCGCTCACTGCCCGCTTTCCAGTCGGGAAACCTGTCGTGCC
AGCGGATCCGCATCTCAATTAGTCAGCAACCATAGTCCCGCCCCTAACTCCGCCCATCCCGCCCCTAACTCCGCCCAGTTCCGCCCATTCTCCGCCCCAT
GGCTGACTAATTTTTTTTATTTATGCAGAGGCCGAGGCCGCCTCGGCCTCTGAGCTATTCCAGAAGTAGTGAGGAGGCTTTTTTGGAGGCCTAGGCTTTT
GCAAAAAGCTAACTTGTTTATTGCAGCTTATAATGGTTACAAATAAAGCAATAGCATCACAAATTTCACAAATAAAGCATTTTTTTCACTGCATTCTAGT
TGTGGTTTGTCCAAACTCATCAATGTATCTTATCATGTCTGGATCCGCTGCATTAATGAATCGGCCAACGCGCGGGGAGAGGCGGTTTGCGTATTGGGCG
CTCTTCCGCTTCCTCGCTCACTGACTCGCTGCGCTCGGTCGTTCGGCTGCGGCGAGCGGTATCAGCTCACTCAAAGGCGGTAATACGGTTATCCACAGAA
TCAGGGGATAACGCAGGAAAGAACATGTGAGCAAAAGGCCAGCAAAAGGCCAGGAACCGTAAAAAGGCCGCGTTGCTGGCGTTTTTCCATAGGCTCCGCC
CCCCTGACGAGCATCACAAAAATCGACGCTCAAGTCAGAGGTGGCGAAACCCGACAGGACTATAAAGATACCAGGCGTTTCCCCCTGGAAGCTCCCTCGT
GCGCTCTCCTGTTCCGACCCTGCCGCTTACCGGATACCTGTCCGCCTTTCTCCCTTCGGGAAGCGTGGCGCTTTCTCATAGCTCACGCTGTAGGTATCTC
AGTTCGGTGTAGGTCGTTCGCTCCAAGCTGGGCTGTGTGCACGAACCCCCCGTTCAGCCCGACCGCTGCGCCTTATCCGGTAACTATCGTCTTGAGTCCA
ACCCGGTAAGACACGACTTATCGCCACTGGCAGCAGCCACTGGTAACAGGATTAGCAGAGCGAGGTATGTAGGCGGTGCTACAGAGTTCTTGAAGTGGTG
GCCTAACTACGGCTACACTAGAAGAACAGTATTTGGTATCTGCGCTCTGCTGAAGCCAGTTACCTTCGGAAAAAGAGTTGGTAGCTCTTGATCCGGCAAA
CAAACCACCGCTGGTAGCGGTGGTTTTTTTGTTTGCAAGCAGCAGATTACGCGCAGAAAAAAAGGATCTCAAGAAGATCCTTTGATCTTTTCTACGGGGT
CTGACGCTCAGTGGAACGAAAACTCACGTTAAGGGATTTTGGTCATGAGATTATCAAAAAGGATCTTCACCTAGATCCTTTTAAATTAAAAATGAAGTTT
TAAATCAATCTAAAGTATATATGAGTAAACTTGGTCTGACAGTTACCAATGCTTAATCAGTGAGGCACCTATCTCAGCGATCTGTCTATTTCGTTCATCC
ATAGTTGCCTGACTCCCCGTCGTGTAGATAACTACGATACGGGAGGGCTTACCATCTGGCCCCAGTGCTGCAATGATACCGCGAGACCCACGCTCACCGG
CTCCAGATTTATCAGCAATAAACCAGCCAGCCGGAAGGGCCGAGCGCAGAAGTGGTCCTGCAACTTTATCCGCCTCCATCCAGTCTATTAATTGTTGCCG
GGAAGCTAGAGTAAGTAGTTCGCCAGTTAATAGTTTGCGCAACGTTGTTGCCATTGCTACAGGCATCGTGGTGTCACGCTCGTCGTTTGGTATGGCTTCA
TTCAGCTCCGGTTCCCAACGATCAAGGCGAGTTACATGATCCCCCATGTTGTGCAAAAAAGCGGTTAGCTCCTTCGGTCCTCCGATCGTTGTCAGAAGTA
AGTTGGCCGCAGTGTTATCACTCATGGTTATGGCAGCACTGCATAATTCTCTTACTGTCATGCCATCCGTAAGATGCTTTTCTGTGACTGGTGAGTACTC
AACCAAGTCATTCTGAGAATAGTGTATGCGGCGACCGAGTTGCTCTTGCCCGGCGTCAATACGGGATAATACCGCGCCACATAGCAGAACTTTAAAAGTG
CTCATCATTGGAAAACGTTCTTCGGGGCGAAAACTCTCAAGGATCTTACCGCTGTTGAGATCCAGTTCGATGTAACCCACTCGTGCACCCAACTGATCTT
CAGCATCTTTTACTTTCACCAGCGTTTCTGGGTGAGCAAAAACAGGAAGGCAAAATGCCGCAAAAAAGGGAATAAGGGCGACACGGAAATGTTGAATACT
CATACTCTTCCTTTTTCAAT 
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A Handling cells
1 Plate 106 Accutase-dissociated EpiSCs in each of five 10 cm dishes using the standard feeder-

free EpiSC culture medium.
2 Add DNA-Lipofectamine 2000 complex immediately, and start incubation at 37 °C with 5%

CO2.
3 After 8 hours, replace culture medium with the one containing 50 µg/ml biotin to remove DNA-

Lipofectamine 2000.
4 After overnight culture, wash the cultures and add 10 ml PBS.
5 Add 270 µl of 37％ formaldehyde to give final concentration of 1%.
6 Incubate at room temperature for 10 min, while gently mixing the liquid on a rocker platform.
7 Add 1 ml of 1.25 M glycine to every fixed dish, and incubate further 5 min.
8 After rinse with PBS, add 2 ml of PBS to dishes, remove cells from dishes using cell scraper, and

collect cells in 5 dishes into a centrifuge tube.
9 Suspend cells by pipettin, and wash cells twice with PBS by centrifugation at 2,400x g at 4 °C.

10 Remove the supernatant, add 1 ml of ChIP buffer [1 ％ SDS, 2 mM EDTA, 20 mM Tris-HCl pH
8.1, 150 mM NaCl, 1x protease inhibitor (cOmplete EDTA-free, Roche)] and keep the specimen
frozen at -80 °C.

B ChIP procedure
1 After thawing a sample, transfer it in a 1 ml Covaris vial, and set in a Covaris S2 sonicator.
2 Operate Covaris S2 using following settings: Intensity, 5; Duty cycle, 20%; Cycle burst, 200;

Cycle number, 30 sec x40; Bath temperature 7 °C.
3 Centrifuge the sonicated sample at 12,000x g for 10 min at 8 °C.
4 Collect the supernatant, leaving the last ~30 µl.
5 Add 100 µl of ChIP buffer-equilibrated streptavidine-conjugated magnet bead suspension

(Dynabeads MyOne Streptavidine) to the suspernatant, and mix the suspension gently overnight
at 8 °C.

6 Collect beads placing the tube on a magnet for 2 min, and remove supernatant.
7 Suspend beads in 1 ml of wash buffer 1 (2% SDS), swirl the beads gently for 10 min, collect

beads and remove supernatant.
8 Repeat step 7.
9 Suspend beads in 1 ml of wash buffer 2 (1% Triton X-100, 1 mM EDTA, 50mM HEPES pH 7.5,

500 mM NaCl), swirl the beads gently for 10 min, collect beads, and remove supernatant.
10 Repeat step 9.
11 Suspend beads in 1 ml of wash buffer 3 (250 mM LiCl, 0.5％ NP40, 1 mM EDTA, 10 mM Tris-

HCl pH8.1), swirl the beads gently for 10 min, collect beads and remove supernatant.
12 Repeat step 11.
13 Suspend beads in elution buffer (1% SDS,10 mM EDTA 50 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.1), and swirl the

beads gently at 65 °C overnight.
13 Collect beads on a magnet and transfer the supernatant to another tube.
15 Add RNase A at 5 µg/ml, incubate at 37 °C for 30 min, then add proteinase K at 100 µg/ml and

incubate at 37 °C for further 30 min. Extract the solution twice with pnenol/chlorofrom and
precipite DNA with ethanol using glycogen as carrirer.

16 Resuspend the pellet in 55 µl of 10 mM Tris-HCl pH 8.1, 1 mM EDTA, and incubate at 37 °C
for 10 min, among which use 5 µl to determine DNA concentration using Qubit.

17 Proceed to library preparation for sequencing using ~1 ng prepcipitated DNA and TruSeq ChIP
Sample Prep Kit (Illumina).

Table S1. Detailed protocol for ChIP-seq performed using biotinylated TFs expressed in EpiSCs.
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DNA Initial reads

Fractions
mapped on the

genome Peaks called

False
detection

rate
UnChIP control 31,808,283 97%

ZIC2 ChIP 22,082,410 86% 122,053 0.64%
OTX2 ChIP 34,047,743 91% 103,281 0.80%
SOX2 ChIP 26,163,758 97% 63,751 0.35%

POU5F1 ChIP 25,444,044 89% 62,457 0.10%
POU3F1 ChIP 28,146,846 97% 112,753 0.82%

Table S2. Statistics for Bowtie mapping and MACS peak calling.
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Primary antibodies

Antibodies IgG source Clonarity Supplyer
Product code

/reference Dilutions used

Anti-ZIC2 Rabbit Polyclonal Jun Aruga Inoue et al.  2007 1/1000

Anti-OTX2 Goat Polyclonal R&D AF1979 1/200

Anti-SOX2 Rabbit Polyclonal MBL PM056 1/800

Anti-POU5F1 Goat Polyclonal Santa Cruz sc-1000 1/1000

Anti-POU3F1 Goat Polyclonal Santa Cruz sc-11661 1/200

Anti-POU3F1 Mouse Monoclonal Millipore MABN738 1/400

Anti-NANOG Rabbit Polyclonal Santa Cruz sc-8628 1/1000

Anti-Histone H2A Mouse Monoclonal MBL D210-3 1/500

Secondary antibodies
Antibodies  Fluorochromes IgG source Supplyer Product code Dilutions used

Anti-Rabbit IgG Alexa Fluor 568 Donkey Abcam ab175692 1/1000

Anti-Goat IgG Alexa Fluor 568 Donkey Abcam ab175704 1/1000

Anti-Mouse IgG Alexa Fluor 488 Donkey Abcam ab150109 1/1000

Table S3. Antibodies used for immunofluorescent analyses.
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Cells Specimen Accession # References
Mouse ESC1 UnChIP control GSM1050292 Lodato et al. (2013)
Mouse ESC1 SOX2 ChIP GSM1050291 Lodato et al. (2013)
Mouse ESC1 UnChIP control GSM307154 Lodato et al. (2013)
Mouse ESC1 POU5F1 ChIP GSM307137 Lodato et al. (2013)
Mouse ESC2 UnChIP control GSM1355163 Buecker et al.  (2014)
Mouse ESC2 OTX2 ChIP GSM1355157 Buecker et al.  (2014)
Mouse ESC3 UnChIP control GSM1499115 Luo et al.  (2015)
Mouse ESC3 ZIC2 ChIP GSM1499116 Luo et al.  (2015)
Mouse EpiLC UnChIP control GSM1355176 Buecker et al.  (2014)
Mouse EpiLC POU5F1 ChIP GSM1355167 Buecker et al.  (2014)
Mouse EpiLC OTX2 ChIP GSM1355169 Buecker et al.  (2014)
Human ESC1 SOX2 ChIP GSM456570 Lister et al.  (2009)
Human ESC2 POU5F1 ChIP GSM518373 Kunarso et al.  (2010)
Human ESC3 UnChIP control GSM1505802 Tsankov et al.  (2015)
Human ESC3 SOX2 ChIP GSM1505766 Tsankov et al. (2015)
Human ESC3 POU5F1 ChIP GSM1505724 Tsankov et al.  (2015)
Mouse ESC1 UnChiP control GSM594580 Creyghton et al.  (2010)
Mouse ESC1 H3K4me1 ChIP GSM594577 Creyghton et al.  (2010)
Mouse ESC1 H3K27ac ChIP GSM594578 Creyghton et al.  (2010)
Mouse EpiSC UnChIP control GSM1382221 Factor et al.  (2014)
Mouse EpiSC H3K4me1 ChIP GSM1382217 Factor et al.  (2014)
Mouse EpiSC H3K4me3 ChIP GSM1382218 Factor et al.  (2014)
Mouse EpiSC H3K27ac ChIP GSM1382219 Factor et al.  (2014)
Mouse EpiSC H3K27me3 ChIP GSM1382220 Factor et al.  (2014)
Mouse EpiSC UnChIP control GSM1924743 This study
Mouse EpiSC ZIC2 ChIP GSM1924744 This study
Mouse EpiSC OTX2 ChIP GSM1924745 This study
Mouse EpiSC SOX2 ChIP GSM1924746 This study
Mouse EpiSC POU5F1 ChIP GSM1924747 This study
Mouse EpiSC POU3F1 ChIP GSM1924748 This study

Microarray
GSM934422
GSM934427

Iwafuchi-Doi et al.  (2012)

GSM1486495 Sugita et al.  (2015)
Mouse embryo fibroblasts GSM1079106 Richter et al.  (2013)

GSM1541934 Unpublished

Mouse EpiSC

Mouse ATDC5

Table S4. ChIP-seq and microarray data deposited in public databases and 
used in this article for analysis.
ChIP-seq

Mouse embryo myoblasts
All microarray data were on the platform of Agilent-028005 SurePrint G3
Mouse GE 8x60K Microarray.
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