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Microtubules are known to play an important role in cell polarity;
however, the mechanism remains unclear. Using cells migrating
persistently on micropatterned strips, we found that depolymer-
ization of microtubules caused cells to change from persistent to
oscillatory migration. Mathematical modeling in the context of
a local-excitation–global-inhibition control mechanism indicated
that this mechanism can account for microtubule-dependent oscil-
lation, assuming that microtubules remove inhibitory signals from
the front after a delayed generation. Experiments further sup-
ported model predictions that the period of oscillation positively
correlates with cell length and that oscillation may be induced by
inhibiting retrograde motors. We suggest that microtubules are
required not for the generation but for the maintenance of cell
polarity, by mediating the global distribution of inhibitory signals.
Disassembly of microtubules induces cell oscillation by allowing
inhibitory signals to accumulate at the front, which stops frontal
protrusion and allows the polarity to reverse.
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Cell migration plays an essential role in many important physi-
ological processes, such as embryogenesis (1, 2), wound

healing (3), immune responses (4), and in engineering applica-
tions such as tissue regeneration (5). Defects in cell migration
can cause such severe problems as birth defects (6), vascular
disease (7), and tumor metastasis (8).
Directional cell migration requires a defined polarity, gener-

ated by an integrated network of signals, cytoskeleton, and
adhesions (9–11). Morphologically, polarized cell migration is
associated with the formation of distinct protrusive frontal and
retractive rear regions (12, 13), which are in turn associated with
polarized networks of actin filaments and microtubules together
with asymmetric distribution of signaling molecules including
PI3Ks, PTEN, Rac, Rho, and Cdc42 (9, 14, 15). Microtubules
were proposed to play a central role in the development and/or
maintenance of cell polarity, such that cells lacking an intact
dynamic network of microtubules are often immobile or poorly
polarized (16, 17). Polarity may be mediated by the interactions
of microtubules with signaling molecules, actin cytoskeleton, and
substrate adhesions (18–21), for example by differential targeting
of focal adhesions for asymmetric turnover (22–25).
Despite the intensive studies in the past decades, the control

circuit for cell polarization and migration is still far from clear
due to its complexity. Computer modeling, especially when ac-
companied with simulation to generate testable predictions, is a
powerful tool for building a convincing understanding of com-
plex processes whose consequences may not be intuitively pre-
dictable (26). Perhaps the best known control model for directed
cell migration is the local-excitation–global-inhibition (LEGI)
mechanism, proposed initially to explain the chemotaxis of
Dictyostelium discoideum (27–32). In a generic LEGI model, two
antagonistic signals are released at the front, one is a localized
excitation/positive signal that can self-amplify; the other is a
global inhibitory/negative signal that can spread across the cell.
The distribution of net signals then defines areas of protrusion
or retraction. The model was later modified to account for
various aspects of the directional sensing during chemotaxis
(31, 33–36). In addition, it was generalized to account for

stochastic persistent random walk and the associated cell shape
dynamics in the absence of guidance cues, where the “front” is
defined as regions with protrusions of limited duration (37).
Other models have also been proposed to explain the polarity
and migration behavior of cells, using pseudopodia (38) or
membrane tension (39) as the feedback components. Together,
these mathematical models have provided useful insights into the
control and guidance of cell migration. Nevertheless, many im-
portant aspects remain unclear, such as the function of micro-
tubules in the control circuit. A combination of pharmacological
perturbations and modeling of their effects may provide impor-
tant insights for understanding the control mechanism.
The present study takes advantage of the highly persistent

migration of fibroblasts and epithelial cells crawling along 1D
adhesive strips (12, 40), and the intriguing oscillatory movement
that we discovered when these cells were treated with microtu-
bule disassembly agents. Cells lacking an intact microtubule
network are still able to migrate directionally, albeit in a tran-
sient manner such that the direction switches back and forth in
an oscillatory fashion with an average period of 45–170 min
depending on the cell line. By computational modeling of this
phenomenon, we were able to gain insight into not only the
possible roles of microtubules in the control circuit of directional
cell migration, but also essential temporal relations among
the components.

Results
Cultured Cells Show Highly Persistent Migration Along Micropatterned
Strips. To facilitate the study of cell polarity, we micropatterned
adhesive strips 4–24 μm in width (Fig. 1A) on glass coverslips
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with or without fibronectin coating, using linear polyacrylamide
as the blocking agent to create nonadhesive areas (41). The strips
constrained cell migration along one dimension (1D) and avoi-
ded the complexity of random migration on 2D surfaces.
RPE-1 cells showed highly persistent migration along 1D

strips (12, 40) (Fig. 1 B and C, and Movie S1). Most cells had
a measured persistence, defined as the ratio of net migration
distance to total path length, of exactly 1 for a period of at least
5 h (Fig. 1D). Less than 20% of the 123 cells recorded ever
changed the direction during the period of observation before
the cell divided or collided with other cells (Fig. S1).
We imaged the distribution of focal adhesions in cells un-

dergoing persistent migration, using cells expressing fluorescent
zyxin or paxillin. Unexpectedly, RPE-1 cells expressing RFP-
zyxin showed a much stronger polarized distribution of zyxin
behind the nucleus (Fig. 1E), than other focal adhesion proteins
such as paxillin (Fig. 2B), vinculin (Fig. 1E), or tensin [which like
zyxin associates with focal adhesions at a late stage (42); Fig.
S2A]. Zyxin also showed a preferential rear localization in RPE-
1 cells undergoing persistent random walk on 2D surfaces, but
the bias was not nearly as striking as in cells migrating along 1D
strips (Fig. 1F). Persistent 1D migration and rear localization of
zyxin were also observed in other cell lines such as NIH 3T3
fibroblasts (12) (Fig. S2 B–D). These results allowed us to use
zyxin as a marker for cell polarization. The underlying mecha-
nism for polarized zyxin localization may be related to the me-
chanical dependence of its binding kinetics (43, 44) and is being
investigated in a separate study. Although centrosome may be
considered as an alternative marker, its positioning is dependent
on microtubules and its position relative to the nucleus is known
to be variable particularly for cells on 1D substrate (45).
To quantify the polarized localization of zyxin, we separated

a cell into a frontal region ahead of the nucleus and a rear region
behind the nucleus, and then calculated the front and rear focal
adhesion protein area density, defined as the total area occupied
by a focal adhesion protein in the front or rear divided by the
total area of the corresponding front or rear region (Fig. 2A).
The value [1 – min (r, 1/r)], where r was the front-to-rear ratio of

focal adhesion protein area densities, was then used as an index
of polarization (see SI Materials and Methods for the detail).
Random localization would give an index close to 0. Consistent
with the qualitative observation, RFP-zyxin in cells undergoing
persistent 1D migration showed an average index very close to 1,
indicating a strong rear localization. In contrast to zyxin, EGFP-
paxillin showed an average index of 0.3, consistent with a much
more uniform distribution. RFP-zyxin in 2D cells showed an index
value around 0.5, consistent with a weak rear localization (Fig. 2B).

Disassembly of Microtubules Causes Striking Cell Oscillation. Micro-
tubules play an important role in regulating cell polarity (18, 23),
such that cells lacking an intact microtubule network typically
lose their polarity (16, 24). To determine whether microtubules
affect cells with a strong preestablished polarity, we treated
RPE-1 cells migrating on 1D strips with 2 μM nocodazole to
depolymerize microtubules.
Interestingly, treatment of nocodazole caused persistent mi-

gration to turn into oscillatory movement (Fig. 2C, Fig. S1, and
Movie S1), which can last for more than 10 h until the cell en-
tered an arrested division phase (46). Each episode of directional
migration was terminated by either the appearance of protrusion
at the trailing edge (Fig. S3C) or the retraction of the leading
edge (Fig. S3D) to cause a reversal in direction. The period of
oscillation ranged from around 20 min to more than 1 h (aver-
age, 45 ± 22 min; n = 45). NIH 3T3 cells showed a similar os-
cillation upon nocodazole treatment, but with a longer period of
169 ± 68 min (n = 16; Fig. S3A). Treatment of 5 μM Taxol,
which is known to stabilize microtubules and cause microtubule
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Fig. 1. Migration of RPE-1 cells and localization of zyxin relative to vinculin.
RPE-1 cells show highly persistent migration on 4- to 24-μm–wide strips (A;
strips visible by red fluorescence; scale bar, 100 μm), as indicated by a typical
kymograph (B; scale bar, 50 μm, 60 min) and time series (C; 60-min interval;
scale bar, 100 μm; arrow indicates the direction of migration) of represen-
tative cells. Quantification of migration indicates a higher persistence on 1D
strips (D; n = 20) than on 2D surface (D; n = 17, P = 0.005). On 1D strips, RFP-
zyxin shows a stronger polarized localization in the rear (red) than immu-
nostained vinculin (green) in control cells but not in nocodazole-treated cells
(E). (Scale bar, 50 μm.) A similar but weaker difference is observed for cells
on 2D surfaces (F). (Scale bar, 50 μm.) See also Fig. S2 and Movie S1 online.
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Fig. 2. Oscillation of RPE-1 cells on 1D strips and redistribution of zyxin
induced by nocodazole. Drawing shows how the fluorescent image of a cell
is divided into front and rear regions, which are then used to quantify lo-
calization of focal adhesion proteins as polarization index (A). (Scale bar,
50 μm.) RFP-zyxin in control cells (n = 25) on 1D strips shows a much higher
polarization index than RFP-zyxin in control cells (n = 24) on 2D surface and
nocodazole-treated cells on 1D strips (n = 20), or EGFP-paxillin in control (n =
17) and nocodazole-treated (n = 17) cells on 1D strips (B; P < 0.0001). noc,
nocodazole; pax, paxillin; zyx, zyxin. Cells treated with nocodazole undergo
oscillatory migration as indicated by the kymograph of a representative cell
(C). (Scale bar, 50 μm, 60 min.) Time-series images show the redistribution of
RFP-zyxin in a representative cell migrating persistently on the strip followed
by oscillations upon the treatment with nocodazole (D; migration direction
indicated by arrows, double-headed arrows indicate switch of directions).
(Scale bar, 50 μm.) Zyxin polarization index of the same cell shows the cor-
responding strong polarization before the addition of nocodazole followed
by oscillations after the addition of nocodazole (E). See also Figs. S3 and S4
and Movies S1 and S2.
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reorganization (47), caused the cell to stop migration almost
entirely, with an immobile (Fig. S4A) or slowly drifting (Fig. S4B)
cell body and weak protrusions at both ends.
Zyxin, as a polarization marker, lost its strong stable rear lo-

calization in oscillating RPE-1 cells (Fig. 1E). Close observations
indicated that zyxin started to spread toward the opposite end
within 30 min of nocodazole treatment, while showing a con-
comitant decrease in overall intensity at focal adhesions that was
not observed when imaging control cells over a similar period
(Fig. 2D and Movie S2). Quantification of zyxin localization in-
dicated a strong oscillation of the polarization index (Fig. 2E).
The average of the polarization index decreases from 0.94 to 0.32
(Fig. 2B).
We suspect that, because the disassembly of microtubules is

known to cause stabilization of focal adhesions (23–25), the
resulting increase in the resistance to forward migration may
eventually cause reversal of the direction of migration and drive
the oscillation, by creating a negative-feedback loop. However,
the ability of some oscillating cells to migrate away from the
previous locations of adhesion appeared to argue against this
hypothesis (Fig. S3B). However, it is difficult to rule out the
possibility that a subset of focal adhesions may be responsible for
such a mechanism. Also arguing against an anchorage-based
mechanism, treating cells with 50 μM blebbistatin to inhibit
myosin II activity and weaken focal adhesions failed to inhibit
the oscillation, despite the reduction of large focal adhesions into
small punctate structures (48–50) (Movie S3). Cell oscillation
continued albeit with an increase in period from 43 ± 15 to 95 ±
34 min (n = 22; Fig. 3 A and B). Reversing the order of drug
application did not affect this slowed oscillation (Fig. S5A).
Hence, we proposed that the oscillation induced by microtubule
disassembly was likely caused by the destabilization of the in-
ternal circuit that controls migration polarity, rather than the
stabilization of external adhesions.

A Modified LEGI Model Reproduces Both Persistent Cell Migration and
Nocodazole-Induced Cell Oscillation. As described in the Introduc-
tion, there is strong evidence that directed cell migration is
controlled by a LEGI-type control mechanism (29, 33). Based on
the above results, we suspected that the disassembly of micro-
tubules caused the LEGI mechanism to switch from a positive-
feedback mechanism that enhances the persistence of migration,
to a negative-feedback mechanism that destabilizes the persis-
tence as the cell starts to migrate directionally. Because a key
aspect of the positive feedback in LEGI mechanism is the dra-
matically different distributions of the excitation and inhibitory
signals, we hypothesized that microtubules are required for the
efficient transport of inhibitory signals away from the frontal
region, such that disassembly of microtubules would cause in-
hibitory signals to build up in the frontal region, which may then
inhibit protrusive activities soon after the cell starts to move
directionally and allow the opposite end to turn into a new
frontal region.

We explored this hypothesis by computer modeling of a gen-
eralized LEGI-type mechanism that takes into account the in-
terplay between frontal excitation signals and rear inhibitory
signals (37). The LEGI mechanism was used to drive both
changes in cell shape and cell migration as a result of iterative
changes in cell shape. This approach is able to account for a wide
range of cell shapes and migration behaviors as seen on 2D
surfaces in the absence of gradient sensing (37). By imposing
constraints to simulate cells confined to 1D (Fig. 4A and Fig. S6),
this model readily reproduced the highly persistent migration
seen along the linear micropatterns (Fig. 4B and Movie S4). This
may be understood intuitively if the micropattern inhibited side
protrusions and dramatically decreased the probability of com-
peting protrusions away from the existing frontal region.
The previous simple model assumed that inhibitory signals

were transported immediately and globally to maintain an in-
stantaneous uniform distribution (37). To test the hypothesis
that oscillation may be induced by impairing the propagation of
these signals, we imposed a finite rate of transport away from the
protrusive regions. We found that the inhibition of transport
alone failed to cause oscillations, such that protrusions either
never materialized given sufficiently strong inhibitory signals, or
proceeded unaffected given weak inhibitory signals. However,
consistent with the understanding in control theory of the im-
portance of delay in oscillation, oscillations in cell migration
were generated if inhibitory signals were generated at a limited
rate or with a delay following the protrusion, which would allow
protrusions to last for a limited period before inhibitory signals
build up at the front to stop protrusions (Fig. 4C and Movie S5).
Consistent with this notion, modeling showed that, upon the
inhibition of transport in conjunction with delayed generation of
inhibitory signals, the initial concentration of net positive signals
at the front was followed by the propagation of net negative
signals from the opposite end into the region (Fig. 4D and Movie
S4). It is also noteworthy that the distribution and spreading of
net negative signals resembled the behavior of zyxin in nocoda-
zole-treated cells, suggesting that zyxin may serve as a marker of
net negative signals. In addition, the effect of blebbistatin in
prolonging the oscillation period may be reproduced by in-
creasing the delay, which may be understood if these signals were
mediated by myosin II-dependent inside-out signaling at focal
adhesions (Fig. 4E and Movie S6).

Cell Length Affects the Regulation of Migration Behavior as Tested
Mathematically and Experimentally. Our model further predicted
that nocodazole-induced oscillation should be affected by the
length of the cell, which may be understood intuitively because
increasing the length of the cell should increase the time for the
signals to equilibrate across the cell, thereby prolonging the
differential in net signals between the opposite ends (Fig. 5A).
The period of oscillation increases as a result (Fig. 5 C and E,
and Movie S7).
To test this prediction, we measured the oscillation period of

nocodazole-treated RPE-1 cells of various lengths along 1D
strips 10 μm in width (Fig. 5B). Although the range of cell length
was more limited in experiments than allowed in modeling, we
found a similar positive correlation between the cell length and
the oscillation period (Fig. 5 D and F).

Induction of Cell Oscillation upon the Inhibition of Dynein. The no-
tion that microtubules stabilize cell polarity by removing in-
hibitory signals from the frontal region pointed to possible
involvement of the minus-end–directed microtubule motor, dy-
nein (51). Inhibition of dynein-mediated rearward transport of
inhibitory signals may then reproduce at least part of the be-
havior induced by nocodazole. To test this hypothesis, we treated
RPE-1 cells with 50 μM ciliobrevin D, a small-molecular in-
hibitor of cytoplasmic dynein (52). A similar oscillatory behavior
was observed for ciliobrevin D-treated cells as for nocodazole-
treated cells, although the percentage was lower (Fig. 6, Fig. S1,
and Movie S1). However, a significant fraction of ciliobrevin
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Fig. 3. Effect of myosin II inhibition on cell oscillation. Kymograph of
a representative RPE-1 cell migrating on 1D strip treated with nocodazole
followed by blebbistatin (A). (Scale bar, 50 μm, 60 min.) Comparison of the
oscillation before and after blebbistatin treatment indicates an increase in
period upon myosin II inhibition (B; n = 22, P < 0.0001). See also Fig. S5 and
Movie S3.
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D-treated cells underwent random movement instead of oscil-
lation. In addition, the oscillation appeared to be more transient
in ciliobrevin D and with a longer period (Fig. S7 A and B),
which may be explained if the removal of inhibitory signals from
the front is only partially inhibited by the treatment of ciliobrevin
D, as supported with computer modeling (Fig. S7C). The weaker
effect of ciliobrevin D than nocodazole may also be understood
if microtubules perform additional signaling functions such as
the sequestration of a Rho GTP exchange factors (18, 53).

Discussion
We showed that RPE-1 epithelial cells and NIH 3T3 fibroblasts
migrate with a strong persistence along 1D adhesive strips and
that the disassembly of microtubules turns such persistent mi-
gration into oscillations. The appearance of transient polarity
in nocodazole suggested that microtubules are required not
for the initial establishment but for the maintenance of po-
larity. Mathematical modeling further suggested that both types
of behavior may be explained by a generalized LEGI-type
control mechanism.

Oscillation is a highly informative phenomenon particularly
amendable to mathematical modeling, due to its requirement of
a negative-feedback loop and definable conditions that control
the period and other characteristics. Therefore, detailed analysis
of oscillation can often unveil important aspects of the un-
derlying control mechanism. Although the segregation of exci-
tation and inhibitory signals plays a critical role in creating
a positive feedback essential for the traditional LEGI mechanism
(29, 33), we demonstrated that an easy way to create a negative-
feedback circuit from a LEGI mechanism would be to slow down
the propagation of inhibitory signals away from the front. Os-
cillation would take place as long as there is a finite period for
the inhibitory signals to build up. This would then allow di-
rectional migration to last for a limited period before inhibitory
signals reach a level to overcome the excitation signals and cause
a switch in direction. The existence of such buildup of inhibitory
signals may involve either a delay or a slow rate in their gener-
ation following protrusion, as was suggested by a transient peak
of various activities at the front, such as Ras, upon the stimula-
tion of cell migration (54, 55). On 2D surfaces, we would expect
similar oscillations around the cell perimeter upon the disas-
sembly of microtubules. However, the lack of synchronization of
oscillations around the perimeter would cause the cell as a whole
to undergo only short-range random walks, as reported in the
literature (56, 57). We would expect similar oscillations for cells
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Fig. 4. A modified LEGI model and computer simulation that reproduces
both persistent cell migration and oscillations. A diagram of the modified
LEGI model that involves the production of both excitation and inhibitory
signals in the frontal region, followed by the transport of inhibitory signals
away from the front to maintain frontal protrusions and cell polarity in
control cells. In nocodazole-treated cells, the impairment of the transport
and the resulting accumulation of inhibitory signals at the front act against
the excitation signals and cause the head to switch into a tail (A). Computer
simulation of this mechanism for cells in 1D successfully reproduces both
persistent migration (kymograph in B) and oscillations (kymograph in C).
Diagrams of cell location and shape, colored to show the heat map of net
signals, show the dynamics of net signals before and after the treatment of
nocodazole (D). In addition, the period of oscillation increases upon the
impairment of the generation of inhibitory signals (by increasing the
delay), which mimics the effect of blebbistatin (kymograph in E ). a.u.
stands for an arbitrary unit used in computer simulation. See also Fig. S6
and Movies S4–S6.
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Fig. 5. Model prediction and experimental verification of the relationship
between cell length and oscillation period. Computed graphs show the ef-
fect of cell length on the distribution of net signals along the cell periphery,
faster dissipation of signals in short cells leads to a lower peak value (A;
curves show the distribution when the difference between the opposite
ends is at its maximum). Experimental test using adhesive strips 10 μm in
width (B; red fluorescence) yields oscillating RPE-1 cells of various length
upon treatment with nocodazole (B). (Scale bar, 50 μm.) Short cells undergo
fast oscillation, whereas long cells undergo slow oscillation, as indicated in
the representative kymographs for both simulated cells (C) and RPE-1 cells
on 1D strips (D). (Scale bar, 50 μm, 30 min.) Both simulated cells (E; n = 22, P <
0.0001) and RPE-1 cells oscillating on 10-μm–wide strips (F; n = 20, P < 0.01)
show a positive relationship between cell length and oscillation period. Note
simulation allows a wider range of lengths than experimentation. See also
Movie S7.
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migrating in confined 3D environments such as narrow channels.
Indeed, there was a report that several kinds of cancer cells lost
migration directionality upon the treatment with colchicine (58).
The lack of obvious oscillations in the study may reflect either
a very slow oscillation as seen in some NIH 3T3 cells (Fig. S3A),
or a slightly different state of the migration mechanism due to
the involvement of chemotaxis and/or lateral compression of the
nucleus, which is known to cause cell migration to favor a bleb-
bing-dependent mechanism (58, 59).
Based on the above analysis, we suggest that a main function

of microtubules is to facilitate the transport of inhibitory signals,
which may include the PTEN phosphatase in Dictyostelium (29,
60, 61), a tentative heterotrimeric G protein (31), or zyxin as
indicated in this study, away from the front as soon as they are
generated by the protrusive activities. In contrast, microtubules
may not play as much a role in the generation and frontal lo-
calization of excitation signals, which may include the small
GTPase Rac (62), Cdc42 (63), or PI3 kinase (61). This expla-
nation appears most compatible with the well-known function of
microtubules in mediating intracellular transport. Consistent
with this idea, the inhibition of dynein, which drives microtubule-
mediated retrograde transport, is known to inhibit cell polarity
and migration (64). In addition, treatment of cells in 1D with
a dynein inhibitor ciliobrevin D induced oscillatory migration in
the present experiments as did the disassembly of microtubules.
Supported by modeling, the less consistent induction of oscilla-
tion by ciliobrevin D than nocodazole may be explained by
a weaker inhibition of the transport of inhibitory signals than the
disassembly of microtubules (Fig. S7C). Other signaling func-
tions of microtubules, such as the regulation of Rho-GEF (18,
53), may provide additional mechanisms for suppressing the ef-
fect of inhibitory signals at the front.
Our model further revealed a number of ways to affect the

period of nocodazole-induced oscillations. An intuitive way to
lengthen the period would be to increase the length of the cell,
which should prolong the time required for inhibitory signals to
build up at the front before they reach a level to stop protrusions.
This prediction was supported both mathematically and experi-
mentally—we confirmed that longer cells oscillate at a longer
period. In addition, because myosin II is required for controlling
cell length (12), this length-dependent mechanism may also play
a role in the increase of oscillation period upon blebbistatin
treatment. However, length dependence alone cannot explain
the increase in oscillation period of cells treated with both
blebbistatin and nocodazole (Fig. S5B). Most likely, the reduction of
retraction rate (12), and the effect on myosin II-mediated inside-
out signaling also play a role. For example, blebbistatin may
decrease the rate of the generation of inhibitory signals, which,
according to our modeling, has a striking effect on oscillation
period by prolonging the buildup of inhibitory signals at the front
(Fig. 4E).
To our knowledge, there has been only one complex model

that may be appropriate for addressing cellular oscillations (65,
66). However, the main purpose of the study was to explore the

range of possible cell behaviors as a result of the interplay be-
tween shape, mechanics, and polarity, with oscillation demon-
strated as one of the possible behaviors without considering the
trigger or underlying control circuit. In addition, its prediction
that cells must contract before repolarization is inconsistent with
our observations, which indicated that the switch of migration
direction may be initiated by a slowdown of migration and sub-
sequent extension at the opposite end (hence an extension of cell
length; Fig. S3C), retraction of the leading edge (hence con-
traction of the cell length; Fig. S3D), or both frontal retraction
and rear extension roughly simultaneously (Fig. S3 C and D).
Our model generated consistent results (Fig. S3 E and F) and
supported the notion that the front and rear of a cell are driven
by independent stochastic events, coupled only loosely to each
other through the distribution of signals.
A previous report showed that nocodazole treatment caused

detachment of fibroblasts from linear strips and that cells treated
with both nocodazole and low dose of blebbistatin showed ran-
dom membrane activities in all directions (67). However, the
study was done with very narrow strips 1.5 μm in width, where the
area for cell adhesion was small compared with the cell-
spreading area such that most of the cell body dangled above the
strips. The resulted weak adhesion was likely responsible for the
detachment of cells upon the contraction induced by nocodazole.
Even when detachment was avoided by blebbistatin treatment,
the small protrusions allowed by the limited adhesion area
combined with compromised global inhibition caused by noco-
dazole may allow random membrane activities to appear all
along the length.
Consistent with a previous report (58), we found Taxol treat-

ment almost brought the cell to a complete halt, with only small
protrusions extending at both ends (17) (Fig. S4). Thus, unlike
nocodazole, which affects the maintenance of polarity, Taxol
appears to inhibit both the development and maintenance of cell
polarity. The more severe effect of Taxol than nocodazole may
be understood because Taxol is known to not only suppress
microtubule dynamics but also cause an extensive reorganization
of microtubules, keeping them from reaching the leading edge
(47). Taxol-stabilized microtubules may also be defective in
their interactions with other structures such as focal adhesions
to affect the production of excitation and/or inhibitory signals.
In addition, although nocodazole allows an anterior end to
turn into a retracting posterior end during oscillation, Taxol-
induced stabilization of microtubules has been shown to block
cell retraction (57), which may be sufficient to prevent oscil-
latory migration.
In summary, we have discovered an oscillation phenomenon

using cells migrating on micropatterned substrates that, through
a combination of experimental and modeling approaches, has
yielded important insights into the control circuit for cell mi-
gration. The main hypothesis supported by this study is that
microtubules and associated motors are responsible for the ef-
ficient global distribution of inhibitory signals to support a
LEGI-type control mechanism, although microtubules may play
additional roles such as the regulation of small GTPase activities.
Although our mathematical model likely represents a simplifi-
cation of the actual mechanism, it has provided important
insights into the control mechanism and is capable of explaining
a range of cell behaviors and generating testable predictions.

Materials and Methods
Cell culture, plasmids, reagents, micropatterning, microscopy, and statistics are
described in detail in SI Materials and Methods. Manual or automated image
analysis was carried out using ImageJ, Matlab, and a custom software (SI
Materials and Methods). Computer simulations of the modified LEGI model
were carried out in Matlab with details provided in SI Materials and Methods
and Table S1.
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Fig. 6. Oscillation of RPE-1 cells in 50 μM ciliobrevin D. Kymograph shows
a representative RPE-1 cell treated with ciliobrevin D oscillating in a manner
similar to those treated with nocodazole. (Scale bar, 50 μm, 60 min.) See also
Figs. S1 and S7 and Movie S1.
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