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ABSTRACT

Under-agarose chemotaxis has been
used previously to assess the ability of neu-
trophilsto respond to gradients of chemoat-
tractant. We have adapted this assay to the
chemotactic movement of Dictyostelium
amoebae in response to folic acid. Troughs
are used instead of wells to increase the
area along which the cells can be visualized
and to create a uniform front of moving
cells. Imaging the transition zonewhere the
cells first encounter the agarose, we find
that the cells move perpendicular to the
gradient and periodically manage to
sgueeze under the agarose and move up the
gradient. As cells exit the troughs, their
cross-sectional area increases as the cells
become flattened. Three-dimensional re-
construction of confocal optical sections
through GFP-labeled cells demonstrates
that the increase in cross-sectional area is
due to the flattening of the cells. Snce the
cells locally deform the agarose and be-
come deformed by it, the concentration of
the agarose, and therefore its stiffness,
should affect the ability of the cells to mi-
grate. Consistent with this hypothesis, cells
in 0.5% agarose move faster and are less
flat than cells under 2% agarose. Cells do
not exit the troughs and move under 3%
agarose at all. Therefore, this assay can be
used to compare and quantify the ability of
different cell types or mutant cell lines to
movein arestrictive environment.
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INTRODUCTION

Dictyostelium discoideumis a eu-
karyotic amoebathat normally inhabits
the soil. During its life cycle, the hap-
loid cells undergo two distinct types of
chemotactic movement. In the vegeta-
tive phase, the amoebae are attracted to
folic acid, which is released by their
bacterial food source, and detected by
cell surface folate receptors (6,13). As
the bacterial food sourceis depleted, D.
discoideum enters the developmental
stage of its life cycle. The number of
folate receptors decreases during the
first 7-9 h of development (11), and the
cells become responsive to CAMP re-
leased by other amoebae (8,13). The
number of CAMP receptors (CARS) be-
gins to increase immediately after the
initiation of starvation, and cAR1 is
maximally expressed on the surface
3—4 hinto development (7).

Cell motility is most often studied in
a laboratory by observing cells crawl-
ing on aglass cover slip in liquid medi-
um. Under these conditions, thereislit-
tle to resist the movement of the cells
except their own adhesion to the sub-
strate. However, cells in natural envi-
ronments, such as amoebae moving in
the soil or neutrophils extravasating
through the endothelium of a capillary,
are presumed to move under more re-
strictive conditions. In addition, move-
ment in 3-D environments has the
added complexity that cells do not have
aclearly defined dorsal and ventral sur-
face because they can interact with the
substrate on all sides. The molecular
mechanisms underlying motility in 3-D
environments are as yet poorly defined.

We sought to develop an assay in
which cells attempt to movein arestric-
tive environment, but where high-reso-
lution imaging is possible. Under-
agarose assays have been used to show
the chemotactic and invasive abilities of
neutrophils and macrophages (2,12).
Dictyostelium cells had previously been
shown to be able to move under agarose
by Yumura and co-workers (18) as a
way to image moving cells while limit-
ing their three-dimensionality. Here, we
have modified the under-agarose che-
motaxis assay by altering the well con-
figurations and varying the agarose con-
centration to investigate the chemotactic
motility of Dictyostelium cellsin differ-
ent types of restrictive environments.
Using time-lapse imaging and confocal
microscopy, we show that cells deform
the agarose but at the same time become
flattened as they move under the aga-
rose. The assay is reproducible and
movement is quantifiable, allowing de-
tailed analysis of the motility of individ-
ual cells or populations of cells.

MATERIALSAND METHODS

Cell Culture

NC4A?2 cells were transfected with
vectors that express cytosolic GFP
(pB15-GFP) (15), GFP-ABD120 (14)
to visualize F-actin, and myosin Il
heavy chain-GFP (mhcA=GFP) (10) to
visualize myosin 11 localization. All
cells were cultured in HL-5 medium [5
g Bactol Proteose Peptone no. 2 (Dig-
co, Detroit, MI, USA), 5 g BBL
Thiotone E, 10 g glucose, 5 g yeast ex-
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tract, 0.35 g NapHPQ;, 035 g
KH,PQy, and double-distilled water to
1L,pH6.7].

Under-Agar ose Chemotaxis Assay

To prepare plates for the under-
agarose assay, Seakenf® GTG agarose
(BMA, Rockland, ME, USA) was melt-
ed at concentrations as indicated in SM
medium [10 g Bacto-Peptone (Difco),
10 g glucose, 1 g yeast extract, 1.9 g

KHPQy, 0.6 g KHPQ, and 0.43 g
MgSQ,to 1L, pH 6.5]. Similar results
were obtained with other types of
agarose [ultraPUREL LMP (Invitrogen,
Carlsbad, CA, USA), NuSieve® GTG
(BMA), and UltraLow Gelling (Fisher-
Biotech). Matility was generally higher
when SM was used to prepare the
agarose instead of HL-5. The agarose
mixture was prepared fresh each day by
mixing sterile SM (previously auto-
claved) with the agarose powder and au-

B. Side View

Cells

Figure 1. Experimental setup. (A) The under-agarose assay plate. A 60-mm petri dish is filled with
agarose, and three troughs are then cut with arazor blade. The center trough isfilled with chemoattractant,
and 1 h later cells are added to the outside troughs. (B) Side view of the plate. Cells can only move out of
the troughs by squeezing between the deformabl e agarose and the non-deformable plastic or glass surface.
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Figure2. Under-agar ose chemotaxis of Dictyostelium cdlstofolic acid. Imagesweretaken of cellsat
three times during movement under 0.5% agarose toward the folate source. Chemotaxisto 0.1 mM fo-
latewasimaged under 0.5% agarose. Theimages were taken at afixed location about 1500 pm from the
edge of the cell trough, showing the movement of the front of cells acrossthe plate. The 240" time point is
equivalent to 4 h after the addition of cellsto thetrough. Arrowsindicate the origin of gradient and the di-
rection of cell movement. A QuickTime movie showing the chemotactic movement of cells can be ac-
cessed at http://www.BioTechniques.com/Movies/Nov01l/K nechtFig2.mov.
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toclaving for 5 min, slow exhausting,
and then plating as soon as possible.
Agarose solution (4 mL) was added to
each 60-mm plastic petri dish and al-
lowed to harden for 1 h. Three troughs
were then cut in the agarose using asin-
gle-edgerazor blade. Thetroughswere 2
mm wide, the length of the blade 39 mm
long, and spaced 5 mm apart (Figure 1).

The agarose was removed to form
the troughs using light suction from a
Pasteur pipet applied to the“end” of the
agarose plug to be removed. Care was
taken at each step not to disturb the
agarose interface at the edge of the
trough. A solution of 100 mM folic
acid (Research Organics, Cleveland,
OH, USA) was prepared by dissolving
0.44 g folic acid in approximately 200
pL 10 M NaOH. This was brought to a
final volume of 10 mL, adjusted to pH
7.0, and stored in the dark at 4°C. A
0.1-mM folic acid solution was pre-
pared from the stock solution, and then
40 pL were added to the center trough
(Figure1) and the gradient was allowed
to develop for 1 h before adding cells.

While the gradient developed, cells
were prepared for addition to the
troughs. It was found that cells were re-
duced in their chemotactic response if
grown to stationary phase or if cen
trifuged to concentrate and wash the
cells. To maximize responsiveness, cells
were plated at 4 x 105 cells/mL in 10
mL HL-5 in 100-mm petri dishes and
grown for 2 days to a titer of approxi-
mately 1 x 108/mL. The overlying me-
diawas aspirated, and the cellswere re-
suspended in fresh HL5. For individual
cell analysis, the cells were resuspended
in 10 mL HL5, counted with a hemocy-
tometer, and the density was adjusted to
1 x 106/mL. For population analysis,
the cells were harvested in 1 mL HL5
and adjusted to 1 x 107 cells/mL. Sev-
enty microliters of cells were then
added to the peripheral troughs.

For fluorescence imaging experi-
ments, 0.75 mL agarose was added to a
Rose chamber (21) or a 60-mm glass
bottom petri dish (Willco Wells, Ams-
terdam, The Netherlands) so that cells
could be imaged through a 0.17 mm
thick glass cover slip. The troughs in
the Rose chamber were cut with a
shortened razor blade to alength of 10
mm, and the amount of cells and folate
was decreased proportionally.
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Analysis of Chemotaxis

Images were taken of the cell popu-
lations using a Zeiss™ inverted micro-
scope (Carl Zeiss, Oberkochen, Ger-
many), Paultek Imaging CCD camera
(Advanced Imaging Concepts, Prince-
ton, NJ, USA), Scion LG3 frame grab-
ber (MVI, Avon, MA, USA), and NIH
Image software (NIH, Bethesda, MD,
USA). Cell population speed was deter-
mined by measuring the distance the
leading cells had moved away from the
trough edge at a particular time point.
Data from 10 cells were used to calcu-
late the average distance the front-most
cells had migrated. The distance moved
was determined by imaging a stage mi-
crometer and superimposing it on the
images. Thetimeit took the cell front to
travel to successive time points was
used to determine cell front speed. Indi-
vidual cell speed and direction change
were determined using DIASD soft-
ware (Solltech, Oakdale, 1A, USA).
Speed was calculated from the dis
placement of the centroid from frameto
frame. Direction change was measured
as the absolute value of the difference
in the direction of movement of the cen-
troid from frame to frame, measured in
degrees. Cross-sectional area measure-
ments were made using NIH Image
software. The cross-sectional area is
measured as the area of the image of a
cell seen using phase microscopy. Cor-
focal imaging of GFP-labeled cells was
performed using an MRC 600 (Bio-Rad
Laboratories, Hercules, CA, USA)
equipped with a 25-mW krypton-argon
laser and COMOS software. Three-di-
mensional reconstruction was done us-
ing Viewpoint3 and Volrend software
written by Dr. Eric Shelden (University
of Michigan). Links to QuickTimel
movies are shown in the legends to
Figures 2, 3, and 6.

RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

Development of the Under-Agar ose
Assay

The traditional under-agarose che-
motaxis assay of macrophages and
polymorphonuclear leukocytes (PMNS)
utilizes small round wells cut in agarose
into which cells or chemoattractant are
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loaded (2,12). This format provides a
small area where the cells are able to
move in the direction of the gradient,
making imaging of the transition zone
difficult. We have modified this assay to
make it more suitable to the visualiza-

Figure 3. Movement of cellsat thetransition zone. Thelarge arrow pointstoward the source of folate and

tion of a population of moving cells, al-
lowing for quantification of both popu-
lation and individual cell behavior. By
cutting linear troughs instead of circular
wells, movement along the entire front
of the trough could be visualized and

thedirection of cell movement. The dashed lineindicatesthe edge of the cell trough. Cellsabove the dashed
line have moved underneath the 2% agarose sheet. Note the increased cross-sectiona surface area of the
cdlls. Thetime pointsindicated are time el gpsed after application of cdllsto trough. Theblack arrowhead in-
dicates a cell that has moved under the agarose during this sequence. A QuickTime movie of cells exiting
the trough can be accessed at http://iwww.BioT echniques.com/Movies’NovOL/K nechtFig3.mov.

Figure4. Thecross-sectional area of cellsunder agaroseisincreased. Images of cellsunder 0.5% and

2% agarose at the leading front, 1500 pm from trough edge. The arrow indicates the direction of move-
ment. The inset shows the quantification of the cross-sectional area of the cells for the indicated agarose
concentrations. Note theincreased area of the cellsunder 2% agarose.
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quantified. In preliminary experiments,
it became clear that, if care was not tak-
eninthe cutting of thetroughs, theinter-
face could be disturbed such that gaps
were created that allowed cells under the
agarose. Even when care was taken, a
few small areas where cells exited the
trough much more rapidly were some-
times observed. These areas were ig-
nored in analysis, as they represented a
small proportion of the behavior along
the entire trough front. When the
agarose was lifted and rotated within the
petri dish to purposely disturb the inter-
face, cell migration waslessinhibited at
all agarose concentrations. We believe
thisindicates an interaction between the
agarose and the plastic substrate that
must normally be broken or disturbed
by the cells moving out of the trough.

Using this assay, Dictyostelium cells
were visualized over time after place-
ment in the trough in the presence of a
folate gradient. Cells exited the trough
and moved up the folate gradient for at
least 10 h (Figure 2). In thefirst hour &f-
ter application of cellsto thetrough, ap-
proximately 10 times as many cells
moved out of the trough toward the
chemoattractant than away (data not
shown). After 4 h, the differential in
movement  approaches 1000-fold.
When cells were assayed using platesin
which no folate was added, the results
were similar to the results from the dis-
tal side of the chemotaxis assay. Thus,
randomly moving cells do not signifi-
cantly exit the troughs, and it is the at-
traction of the folate gradient that leads
to cells moving under the agarose.

Transition and Cortical
Defor mation

Chemotaxis was initially character-
ized using troughs cut in either 0.5%
agarose (the minimum mechanically
workable concentration) or 2% agarose.
Beforethe arrival of cells, the agaroseis
in direct contact with the plastic surface
of the petri dish. At the trough edgein-
terface, the cells might move by climb-
ing up and over the agarose, traveling
through the agarose, moving under the
agarose, or stopping at the edge of the
trough. Microscopic analysis confirms
that the cells do not climb over or
through the agarose. Many but not all
cells move out of the trough and under
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the agarose in the time frame of the as-
say. Cellswere not immediately able to
make the transition to movement under
the agarose when they reached the edge
of the trough. Time-lapse movies of the
trough edge show cells moving back
and forth along the trough edge, and
only occasionally does a cell actually
extend a pseudopod under the agarose
and move up the gradient. This behav-
ior is particularly evident in the 2%
agarose plates. There is a continuous
exit of cellsfrom the trough throughout
the assay. Some cells are left behind
and do not exit the trough regardless of
the concentration of the agarose. These
cells are primarily in the middle or dis-
tal portion of the trough. This cellular
behavior suggests that a stable gradient
does not extend very far into the trough.

For cells to move out of the trough,
they have to flatten themselves to a
thickness that will fit between the
agarose and the plastic, deform the
agarose upwards while maintaining
shape, or a combination of the two such
that they deform the agarose upwards as
they flatten themselves. As cells leave
the trough and move under the agarose,
there was adramatic increase in their 2-
D cross-sectional area, indicating aflat-

tening of the cells (Figure 3). The aver-
age cross-sectional area of cellsin the
trough was 32 = 4 um2, while cells
1500 um from the trough edge had an
average area of 130 * 4 pm2 under
0.5% agarose. If the stiffness of the
agarose were causing the flattening of
the cells, then, as the concentration of
agarose is increased, the cells should
become flatter. Consistent with this hy-
pothesis, cells under 2% agarose con-
centration had a cross-sectional area of
301 + 25 um?2 (Figure 4 and inset).
Another approach used to assess
changes in cell morphology was to use
confocal imaging to determine the 3-D
shape of the cells under agarose. Cy-
tosolic GFP was expressed in transfect-
ed Dictyostelium cells. The chemotaxis
assay was set up in a Rose chamber on
acover dip to alow high-resolution 3-
D optical sectioning with the confocal
microscope. Reconstruction (Figure 5)
of the optical sections showed a clear
flattening of the cells under agarose as
compared to cells remaining in the
trough. Cellsin the trough that had not
yet moved under the agarose were vari-
able in height, ranging as high as 12
pm. Cells that had crawled under the
0.5% agarose were 8-10 um thick, and
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Figure 5. Volumereconstruction of cells. Cells expressing cytosolic GFP were imaged in the trough,
under 0.5% or 2% agarose. “Front” cellsimageswere captured 1500 pm from trough edge. Confocal op-
tical sectionswere collected through each cell and then reconstructed into a3-D volume. Each volumeis

shown in atop down and side view.
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cells under 2% agarose were uniformly
4 pum thick.

Another approach to understanding
the interaction of the cells with the
agarose is to determine the extent to
which the agarose is deformed upward
by the cells moving underneath. Since
the cells have athickness of 4 um under
the 2% agarose, it is likely that the
agarose is locally deformed or moved
upward as the cell passes underneath.
To visualize this deformation, 0.5 pm
fluorescent beads were added to the
agarose before hardening. Confocal im
ages with a Z-section approximately 1
um thick were collected with the focal
plane fixed 4-5 um above the substrate,
near the top of the cells. Beads could
clearly be seen to move into and out of
the plane of focus as the cells moved
underneath (Figure 6). Some beads
(Figure 6, lower |eft) are visible before
the cell arrives and then move out of the
plane of focus asthe cell passes. Beads
at the bottom (Figure 6, upper right) of
the agarose were frequently pulled out
of the agarose and phagocytosed by the
cells. The beads that remained in the
agarose after the cells passed were usu-
aly in adlightly higher focal plane, in-
dicating that the agaroseislifted slight-
ly by the passing of cells. Thus, cells
trailing the front will be exposed to a
slightly different environment. If the
imaging plane was set higher in the
agarose, then no movement of the
beads was observed. Thisindicates that
the entire sheet of agarose is not raised
but rather that the agaroseislocally de-
formed above the cell. In addition, the
beads did not move until just before
(approximately 2 um) the advancing
cell reached it and returned to their po-
sitionsjust after the cell had passed, in-
dicating that the deformation of the
agaroseisquitelocal.

Effect of Agarose Concentration on
Cell Movement

After moving out of the trough, the
cells form a distinct front that progress-
estoward the chemoattractant well (Fig-
ure4). Time-lapse imaging and comput-
er analysis were used to visualize and
quantify the movement of cells up the
folate gradient. The speed of the front
was calculated by determining the posi-
tion of theleading cellsover time. Under
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0.5% agarose, the cell front moved at 6.4
pm/min (Figure 7 and inset). Therate of
movement of the cells was surprisingly
consistent throughout the assay.

Since the cells deform the agarose
away from the surface to move, we hy-
pothesized that, by increasing the con-
centration of the agarose, the cells
would have to work harder to move.

Figure6. Agar ose deformation assay using flu-
orescent beads. Fluorescent beads (FITC, 0.5um
diameter) were added to 2% agarose before pour-
ing the plates. Images were collected using the
confocal microscope as cells moved through the
field of view. The plane of focus was just above
the height of the cells so that some beads are ini-
tialy below the plane of focusand someareinthe
plane. As the cell moves by, beads below the
plane are moved through the plane and so become
temporarily visble. Beads initidly in the plane
move out of the plane, becoming invisible, and
then reappear after the cdll passes by. A Quick-
Time movie showing the movement of the beads
can be accessed at http://www.BioTechniques.
com/Movies/NovOL/K nechtFig6.mov.

Consistent with this idea, the speed of
the front decreased as the agarose con-
centration increased (Figure 7 and in-
set). At 2% agarose, the cells moved at
3.1 um/min; however, at 3% agarose,
the cells can no longer move out of the
trough, indicating that the cells are un-
able to deform this stiff matrix suffi-
ciently to sgueeze underneath.

These data may provide a clue asto
why many previous attempts to use un-
der-agarose chemotaxis with mam
malian cell lines have been unsuccess-
ful. Cells clearly undergo a flattening
as they begin to protrude under the
agarose. Even Dictyostelium amoebae
that move robustly once under the
agarose have a difficult time making
the transition to flatten out and squeeze
under the agarose (Figure 3). The edge
of the agarose trough seems to present
arestrictive barrier that cellsmust over-
come to move up the chemoattractant
gradient. Cells must have sufficient ad-
hesion to the surface to apply aforward
force and deform the agarose as they
move, and they must have sufficient
cortical tension not to be crushed by the
downward force of the overlying ma-
trix. Many cell types may be unable to
meet both of these criteriato move un-
der agarose. By varying the substrate
composition and reducing the stiffness
of the overlay, it may be possibletoim
prove the movement of mammalian cell
lines. In fact, Mollison et a. (9) have
shown that varying the concentration of
agarose affects the under agarose mi-
gration distance of PMNs.
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Figure7. Movement of theleading edgeof cells
under variousagar oseconcentrations. NC4A2
cells applied to troughs at the 0 time point. The
movement of the front of cells over timeis plot-
ted. The cells at the front move at a constant
speed throughout the assay. The inset shows the
average speed of the front calculated from the
dope of the 2-10 h time points.
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Characterization of Chemotactic
and Chemokinetic Motility

Cell motility was also analyzed by
computerized motion analysis of indi-
vidual cell paths over time. Cells at the
leading front of 0.5% agarose had a
mean velocity of 6.9+ 0.1 um/min and

a very low rate of directional change,
indicating that they were moving per-
sistently up the folate gradient (Figure
8 and inset). Thisis also evident from
the paths of individual cells, which are
quite linear. The fact that the cell speed
and the population speed are similar
also indicates that cells are tracking
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Figure8. DIASanalysisof leading-edge and lagging cells. The paths of representative cellswere mea-
sured using DIAS motion analysis software. The arrow pointstoward the chemoattractant trough and the
direction of cell movement. Lagging cells are approximately 450 um behind the leading cdlls. The inset
table shows the quantification of speed and direction of leading and lagging cellsaswell as cells exposed
to no folate or auniform concentration of folate throughout the agarose. The speed and direction changes
are expressed as the mean value of at least 50 cells monitored for at least 30 min in two independent ex-
periments(mean = sem).

Figure 9. GFP-labeled cells chemotaxing under agarose. ABD120 and myosin Il heavy chain-GFP
(mhcA-GFP) fusion proteins were expressed in cells to visualize F-actin and myosin 11 in cells. The top
panel shows a mhcA-GFP-transformed cell, and the bottom panel shows a GFP-ABD120-transformed
cell. Cellsareimaged under 2% agarose using confocal microscopy as described. Cellsare moving in the
direction of thearrows.
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consistently up the gradient. The cells
behind the leading front were slower
(5.0 £ 0.7 pm/min) but had twice the
rate of directional change. The more
frequent turns are evident in the paths
of the trailing cells (Figure 8). This be-
havior is most likely due to the distur-
bance of the gradient by the leading
cells. Dictyostelium cells have both cell
surface and secreted folate deaminases
that will alter the local gradient as the

leading cell passes.
Chemotactic agents can have both
chemotactic  (directional)  and/or

chemokinetic (speed) effects on cells.
To determine the effects of folate on D.
discoideum cells, we compared the
movement of cells in the standard
chemotactic chamber to movementsin
achamber in which the folate was pre-
sent uniformly throughout the agarose
and the troughs, or a chamber that con-
tained no folate. Cellsin auniform con-

centration of folate moved as fast as
cells exposed to a gradient (Figure 8
and inset), but the cells made 50%
more direction changes. There was also
a50% decrease (data not shown) in the
number of cells migrating out of the
troughs compared to the chemotactic
conditions. Unlike the chemotactic as-
say, in the chemokinetic assay an equal
number of cells moved out in both di-
rections. When no folate was present,
very few cells moved out of the troughs
(data not shown). Thus, folate exerts
both chemotactic and chemokinetic in-
fluences on cells. Thisisto our knowl-
edge the first demonstration of a
chemokinetic effect of folate. The evi-
dence for chemokinesisisnot definitive
because the ability of Dictyostelium to
bind folate and the presence of extra-
cellular and cell-surface folate deami-
nases (3,4) may convert a uniform fo-
late concentration into a local gradient

(2). It may be informative to perform
this experiment using a non-hydrolyz-
able folate anal og such as methotrexate
to confirm this observation.

L ocalization of GFP-L abeled
Proteins

One of the benefits of this assay is
the ability to image cellsthat are active-
ly undergoing chemotaxis in a mechani-
caly inhibited environment. Confocal
microscopy of cells expressing GFP-fu-
sion proteins was used to examine the
localization of several cytoskeletal pro-
teins during chemotaxis. It has been
shown previously that myosin |1 moves
to the rear of the cell when cells are
overlaid with a thin agarose sheet (2).
The same phenomenon was observed
when cells labeled with GFP-myosin |1
moved from the trough out under the
agarose (Figure 9). The myosin Il that




was previously throughout the cortex,
rapidly relocalized to the rear of the
cell. The F-actin cytoskeleton was also
visualized using an actin binding do-
main-GFP fusion (18). Surprisingly, the
bulk of the F-actin co-localized with
myosin |l at the rear of the cell rather
thanintheleading lamella(Figure9).

The under-agarose chemotaxis assay
has numerous potential applicationsthat
we will explorein the future. The assay
has been combined with an electric cell
impedance sensing (ECIS) system to al-
low the arrival of the cells at a specified
location to be recorded without visual-
ization (see following paper). This as-
say opens the way for a high-throughput
screen for agonists and antagonists of
chemotaxis. Also, a variety of Dic-
tyostelium mutants are available with
alterations in cytoskeletal and motility-
related genes. It is likely that mutations
that affect cortical integrity will have
adverse affects on motility in this re-
strictive environment. Preliminary ex-
amination of cells lacking myosin Il
heavy chainindicatessignificant defects
in movement under agarose (Laevsky
unpublished observations and refer-
ences. Furthermore, the visualization of
GFP-labeled proteins in directionally
moving cells will allow us to assess the
localization of proteinsin relation to the
motility process and how the machinery
changes between mechanically inhibit-
ed and uninhibited conditions. Last, it
should be possible to adapt this assay to
isolate the cells left in the trough as a
way to screen for mutants deficient in
force production or chemotaxis.
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