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Modulation of DNA rheology by a transcription factor that forms aging microgels
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Proteins and nucleic acids form non-Newtonian liquids with complex rheological
properties that contribute to their function in vivo. Here we investigate the rheol-
ogy of the transcription factor NANOG, a key protein in sustaining embryonic stem
cell self-renewal. We discover that at high concentrations NANOG forms macroscopic
aging gels through its intrinsically disordered tryptophan-rich domain. By combin-
ing molecular dynamics simulations, mass photometry and Cryo-EM, we also discover
that NANOG forms self-limiting micelle-like clusters which expose their DN A-binding
domains. In dense solutions of DNA, NANOG micelle-like structures stabilize inter-
molecular entanglements and crosslinks, forming microgel-like structures. Our find-
ings suggest that NANOG may contribute to regulate gene expression in a uncon-
ventional way: by restricting and stabilizing genome dynamics at key transcriptional
sites through the formation of an aging microgel-like structure, potentially enabling

mechanical memory in the gene network.

Cell fate is regulated by transcription factors (TFs),
specialized proteins that bind the genome at key regu-
latory sites and regulate gene expression [1]. In embry-
onic stem cells (ESC), three TFs — OCT4, SOX2, and
NANOG — represent the core regulatory network needed
to maintain a pluripotent state and prevent differentia-
tion [2-6]. Among these, NANOG is unique in its ability
to sustain ESC self-renewal in the absence of the oth-
erwise essential Leukemia Inhibitory Factor [7]. How-
ever, the precise physical mechanisms enabling NANOG
to regulate cell fate are not known.

The intrinsically disordered region of the protein
(Fig. 1a) — referred to as tryptophan repeat (WR) —
enables it to form oligomers [8, 9] and recent work in
vitro and in non-pluripotent cells has further suggested
that DNA-bridging [10] and liquid-liquid phase sepa-
ration [11, 12] may contribute to the cellular function
of NANOG. When expressed in ESC, NANOG vari-
ants that display mutations in either the WR domain
(W10A mutant, Fig. 1b) or the DNA binding home-
odomain (N51A, fig. 1b), both fail to maintain pluripo-
tency (see Refs. [13, 14] and unpublished data). It is
currently conjectured that the combination of WR and
DNA-binding domain enable NANOG to bring together
distant DNA elements, e.g. enhancer and promoters [15].
However there is no evidence of major genome spatial re-
organization following NANOG over-expression in wvivo,
suggesting that NANOG oligomerization does not lead
to significant spatial genome remodeling [16]. It thus re-

mains poorly understood why the WR domain is essential
for ESC self-renewal.

Although NANOG was found to form coacervates with
DNA and other proteins, such as Mediator complex and
SOX2 both in wvivo and in vitro [11, 17], these interac-
tions are likely enabled by its WR. While this evidence
underscore the potential role of the NANOG WR to form
multivalent interactions [13] and recruit gene expression
activators at key regulatory sites in the genome, they do
not explain why NANOG oligomerization is necessary for
ESC renewal.

Given the lack of large scale reorganization of the
genome upon overexpression of NANOG [10, 16], we
hypothesized that the NANOG oligomerization domain
(WR) may contribute to regulate DNA dynamics. We
thus decided to characterize the rheology of NANOG and
DNA-NANOG complex fluids in wvitro. To do this, we
have combined microrheology, cryo-electron microscopy,
and computational simulations to characterize the mate-
rial properties and molecular organization of NANOG
complex fluids. We discovered that NANOG forms
self-limited micelle-like structures with surface-exposed
DNA-binding domains, thus acting as a transient cross-
linker for DNA molecules. We further observe a signifi-
cant aging of these complex fluids, which align with the
behavior of other intrinsically disordered RNA-binding
proteins [18]. Our observations suggest that NANOG
may contribute to modulate gene expression at key reg-
ulatory sites in a unconventional way, i.e. by creating
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FIG. 1. NANOG solutions form macroscopic aging gels through the intrinsically disordered WR domain. a.
Mouse NANOG primary structure: N-terminal domain (ND), homeodomain (HD), C-terminal domains (CD1,2), tryptophan
repeat (WR). Amino acid sequences of HD and WR mutants are shown. WT residues are shown in black; mutated residues
are shown in red. b. EMSA of NANOG mutants at different DNA:protein ratios. Each lane contains 5 nM of a 26-bp dsDNA

oligomer. (M=monomer, C=DNA-NANOG complex, O=oligomer). c.

Photographs of ~mL samples of purified NANOG

mutants aged at ~1 mM overnight at 37°C. WT NANOG and N51A form a non-pipettable gel, whereas W10A remains liquid.
Scale bar is 2 mm. d-e-f. Microrheology of the 3 mutants over the course of 12h at 37°C. g. The samples’ viscosity showing a
10°000-fold increase for WT and N51A and absence of aging for the W10A mutant lacking the tryptophan residues. h. Elastic
(G") and viscous (G") moduli for 3 ageing times. i. Elasticity of the sample taken as G, = G'(w = 10 Hz) showing a significant
gelation for the WT and N51A proteins over the course of 12 hours, while W10A displays no increase in elasticity.

transient multivalent cross-links which become progres-
sively strong during aging of the micelle-like structure,
thus providing a physical way to ingrain memory in a
regulatory gene network.

Results — Inspired by recent observations that intrin-
sically disordered proteins display glass-like aging [18],
we decided to investigate the biophysical behavior of
NANOG - a TF possessing an intrinsically disordered
~50 amino acid domain — and that of two of its mu-
tants (see Fig. 1a): (i) a N51A mutant carrying a substi-
tution in the homeodomain that significantly decreases
DNA binding and (ii) a W10A mutant in which all ten
tryptophans in the WR are replaced by alanines. Previ-
ous work demonstrated that the W10A mutant fails to
oligomerize [9, 13] and that both N51A and W10A lack
the ability to maintain ESC self-renewal when overex-
pressed [13, 19].

To quantify DNA binding and oligomerization, we
first performed an electrophoretic mobility shift assay
(EMSA). Here, recombinant NANOG protein was in-
cubated with a 26 bp DNA fragment from the mouse
tef promoter known to be specifically bound by WT
NANOG [20] and then run on a gel. Since nucleoprotein
complexes migrate slower than free DNA through the gel,
we can visualize DNA binding and oligomerization ability
of various NANOG mutants. In Figure 1b we show that
the N51A mutant exhibits substantially reduced DNA-
binding affinity, while W10A lacks the oligomeric band
formed at high protein concentration, as expected. We

further tested whether NANOG displayed aging mate-
rial properties similar to those of other intrinsically disor-
dered proteins [18, 21]. We thus incubated 1ImM NANOG
WT, N51A and WI10A at 37°C overnight and noticed
that both WT and N51A underwent a sol-gel transition
while W10A remained liquid (Figure 1c). Performing the
same incubation at room temperature did not trigger the
phase transition in any of the proteins.

We more precisely quantified the timescales of gel for-
mation by performing microrheology, i.e. by measur-
ing the mean squared displacement (MSD) of passive
tracers embedded in the aging solutions as (Ar?(7)) =
(r(t+7) —r(t)). As shown in Fig. 1d,f tracers in both
WT and N51A started to display subdiffusive behavior
((Ar?) ~ t* with @ < 1) within 4-6 hours of incu-
bation at 37°C. The tracers’ subdiffusive behavior in-
dicates the onset of elasticity and gelling [21, 22]. On
the other hand, tracers embedded within the W10A so-
lution remained freely diffusive ((Ar?) ~ t!, Fig. le).
This suggests that loss of tryptophans in the WR, which
abolish self-interactions, also prevented gel formation.
The formation of a macroscopic gel suggests that the
WR mediates multivalent strong interactions between
NANOG proteins. After 12h of incubation the effec-
tive viscosity of the WT and N51A systems, obtained as
n = limy_, oo (Ar2(t)) /6t was 10*-fold larger than the solu-
tion pre-incubation (Fig. 1g). We further characterized
the aging through the generalized Stokes-Einstein rela-
tion (GSER) [22-25], G*(w) = (kpT)/(waiwF, [(Ar?)]),
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FIG. 2. NANOG forms micelle-like self-limited clusters through their WR. a. Snapshot from equilibrated simulations
of NANOG made of M = 50 proteins, each N = 305 amino acids long at T = 300 K and p = 0.1 g/cm®. Green, orange,
pink and blue represent the different NANOG domains as in Fig. 1a. b. Reconstruction of the system in (a) through periodic
boundary conditions showing two disjoint clusters. c¢. Time evolution of the number of molecules forming the two main clusters
and the third smaller cluster of molecules. d. Distribution of distances between the cluster COM to the residues in the different
domains: N-terminal domain (ND, orange), homeodomain (HD, blue) and tryptophan repeat (WR, pink). e. Simulated forced
mixing of clusters (colored red and blue) and re-equilibration leading to the re-establishment of two disjoint clusters made of a
different combination of molecules. f. Representative cryo-EM motion corrected micrographs (scale bar 50 nm). g. 2D classes
of objects showing highly heterogeneous and “disordered” assembly. Box size is 364 A, mask is 240 A, approximately the size
of ~20-30 NANOG molecules. g. Mass photometry showing peaks at weight corresponding to ~22-25 NANOGs per cluster.

h. DLS quantifying the hydrodynamic size of clusters in samples of NANOG incubated at 37°C and different times.

which allows us to compute the elastic and viscous shear
moduli G'(w) and G’ (w). In Fig. 1h, we show that at
around 6h, the elastic modulus start to dominate over
the viscous one, in turn identifying this as the point of
gelation. The elasticity of the WT and N51A samples
also grow 10%*-fold over 12 hours, as shown in Fig. 1i,
however W10A displays no elastic response. Importantly,
the fact that we do not observe sol-gel transition at room
temperature in any protein sample indicates that the ag-
ing process is driven by WR re-configuration and explo-
ration of a rugged free energy landscape within NANOG
oligomers, which is facilitated by higher temperatures.
While this argument is in line with what expected for
aging Maxwell fluids [18], our time-cure superposition
analysis does not agree with the one expected for simple
Maxwell fluids and instead display multiple characteristic
timescales (see SI for more details).

To better understand the gel formation and its bio-
logical relevance, we decided to simulate NANOG pro-
teins using the Mpipi framework: a residue-level model
parameterized on both bioinformatics data and all-atom
simulations [26]. We simulated M = 50 NANOG pro-
teins, each consisting of N = 305 amino acids. The
proteins were initially uniformly distributed in an elon-
gated simulation box corresponding to an overall density
of p = 0.1 g/cm?®. The system was then evolved in the
NVT ensemble using LAMMPS [27] with implicit sol-
vent at a temperature of 7' = 300 K. A time step of
10 fs was used for integration over approximately 2 x 109
steps (i.e., 20 us) and we ran 3 independent replicas (see
SI for further details). Our simulations revealed that

NANOG proteins assemble into self-limited clusters, each
characterized by a well-defined maximum size of approx-
imately 30 proteins. Figures 2a-b show representative
snapshots depicting two stable clusters. Although the
clusters’ composition was dynamic (Fig. 2c¢), the over-
all number of molecules per cluster remained the same
through the simulation. These observations suggest that
there is exchange of proteins between clusters, however
they are self-limited. To further characterize the inter-
nal structure of clusters we computed the center of mass
(COM) of the clusters and measured the distances of all
residues in the different regions (ND, HD, WR) from
the cluster COM. The resulting distributions (Fig. 2d)
show that NANOG molecules form a micelle-like struc-
ture where the WR occupies the cluster center, the HD
(DNA binding domain) occupies an intermediate layer,
while the ND forms the outer layer of the micelle-like
cluster. Similar micelle-like organization was observed
in simulations of human NANOG, however the observed
cluster size was larger [28].

To further test the stability of the clusters we artifi-
cially forced mixing of the two clusters (marked red and
blue in Fig. 2e, top). Once the clusters merged, we re-
moved the external mixing forces and the system was
allowed to re-equilibrate for 20 us. Strikingly, we ob-
served the re-organization of the proteins into two dis-
tinct clusters formed by two new subsets of proteins
(see Fig. 2e). This behavior demonstrates that NANOG
sequence possess properties akin to block co-polymers,
which can thermodynamically display stable phases with
finite-size micelle-like assemblies [29].
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FIG. 3. NANOG micelle-like clusters act as crosslink-
ers of entangled DNA. a-c. MSD of tracers at varying
DNA:protein stoichiometries in a solution of ADNA at 7.9 nM
and (a) WT, (b) W10A and (c) N51A, at different concentra-
tions. Insets depict schematics of NANOG structures in the
presence of ADNA . d. Viscosity of DNA—protein solutions as
a function of protein concentration.

To experimentally test our simulations we performed
cryo-EM and mass photometry on systems consisting
of purified NANOG WT and W10A. Cryo-EM identi-
fied a range of heterogeneous and amorphous structures
(Fig. 2f-g), displaying an overall similar shape and size
(approximately 25 nm in diameter) across the dataset.
Yet structures did not lock into a discrete conformational
space that would allow high resolution reconstruction.
In fact, the objects are rather blurry, suggesting signifi-
cant local resolution variation typical of intrinsically dis-
ordered proteins. Further, mass photometry identified
clusters made of ~ 22-25 NANOG monomers. Perform-
ing the same experiments on W10A could not identify
any oligomers; accordingly, our simulations of W10A mu-
tant found no onset of clustering (see SI). Finally, to
experimentally test self-limiting growth, we performed
Dynamic Light Scattering (Zetasizer Pro, Malvern In-
struments) measurements at different aging times, during
37°C incubation of 1 mg/ml NANOG sample. The dis-
tributions in Fig. 2h display a clear shift towards larger
hydrodynamic size with time, however the shift stops af-
ter 96h incubation, confirming the self-limiting nature of
the NANOG clusters.

To better understand the physiological role of NANOG
gelling, we performed microrheology [24, 30] on solutions
made by 250 ng/ul of ADNA and varying protein con-
centrations. Note that ¢ = 250 ng/ul is around 10-fold
larger than ADNA overlapping concentration ¢* ~ 20
ng/ul and the DNA is therefore entangled. As shown
in Figs. 3a-c, WT NANOG displays a marked reduction
in tracer mobility at around 7.9 yM concentration. In
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FIG. 4. Aging of NANOG-DNA solutions suggest a
rheological gene regulation. a. Time resolved MSDs
of tracers’ embedded in solutions of NANOG (7.9 pM) and
ADNA (7.9 nM) for 12 hours at 37°C. b. Normalized viscosity
of ADNA -NANOG solutions obtained for different mutants.
c. Time resolved elastic modulus G’ obtained from the MSD
via the GSER. d. Solution’s elasticity G, = G’ (w = 10Hz) as
a function of ageing time.

contrast, W10A and N51A display no significant change
in MSDs over the explored concentration range. We ra-
tionalize this difference as follows: WT NANOG forms
micelle-like clusters where the DNA-binding domains is
exposed at the micelle surface, enabling each cluster to
bridge multiple ADNA molecules and in turn modulat-
ing the solution’s rheology (Fig. 3d). W10A does not
form clusters but still binds DNA through the home-
odomain, whereas N51A forms clusters but has a much
weaker DNA binding. In both these cases, the lack of si-
multaneous clustering and DNA binding prevents DNA
bridging, and consequently, no major effect on rheology
is observed. This behaviour is akin to that of other DNA-
protein condensates which show solid-like behaviour with
long DNA [21, 31].

Finally, we investigated mixtures of entangled
ADNA (7.9nM) with each of the NANOG variants (7.9
uM), corresponding to a 1:1000 DNA-to-protein molar
ratio. Despite the lower protein concentration compared
with Fig. 1 (where 1 mM was used), we still observe ag-
ing of the samples. In fact, both WT and N51A samples
mixed with ADNA display aging and increase in viscos-
ity (Fig. 4a-b) and elasticity (Fig. 4c-d). The fact that
both WT and N51A age suggest that even in the pres-
ence of weak DNA binding (N51A), strong oligomeriza-
tion is sufficient to drive slow structural rearrangements
toward a viscoelastic state. By contrast, W10A lacks
this oligomerization capability and therefore remains in
a viscous-dominated state.



Conclusions— We combined simulations, cryo-EM,
mass photometry, DLS and microrheology to dissect the
molecular and rheological properties of a powerful tran-
scription factor, NANOG, and of NANOG-DNA fluids.
By comparing wild-type NANOG with two mutants —
W10A, which cannot oligomerize, and N51A, which has
weak DNA binding — we uncovered the distinct contribu-
tions of the intrinsically disordered domain (WR) and the
DNA binding domain (HD) to NANOG’s self-assembly
and DNA interactions.

First, we discovered that NANOG WT is able to form
an aging macroscopic gel (Fig. 1); we then performed
residue-level simulations which revealed that NANOG
forms self-limited clusters, a prediction confirmed by
cryo-EM, mass photometry and DLS (Fig. 2). Simula-
tions suggest that these micelle-like clusters expose the
DNA-binding domain, providing a physical mechanism
for DNA bridging. At high concentration, these micelle-
like structures cross-link and drive the formation of a
microgel, i.e. a gel formed by small (~ nm-um) sticky
domains.

Finally, microrheology experiments further demon-
strated (Fig. 3) that WT NANOG-DNA mixtures ex-
hibit markedly enhanced viscoelasticity compared to ei-
ther mutants, consistent with a requirement for both
clustering and DNA binding to achieve DNA bridging.
Importantly, solutions of NANOG variants also display
aging (Fig. 4), whereby viscoelasticity increases over
time. Aging occurs in WT and N51A, but not in W10A,
indicating that oligomerization is sufficient to drive slow
restructuring toward gel-like states, while DNA bridging
further accelerates this process.

We speculate that the gel-like material properties of
NANOG solutions may provide a physical basis for
stabilizing long-range chromatin interactions and en-
hancer—promoter contacts, thereby contributing to tran-
scriptional regulation in pluripotent cells. However, there
is no evidence suggesting that NANOG overexpression
drives long-range chromatin reorganization. We thus
conjecture that NANOG may contribute to regulate gene
expression in an unconventional way, i.e. by stabilizing
and restricting the dynamics of key regulatory sites in
such a way that they are stably up/down regulated. This
so far unexplored mechanism could also explain liquid-to-
solid phase transitions observed in other TFs [32]. The
formation of aging condensates assuming solid-like prop-
erties over time may reinforce, stabilize and ingrain mem-
ory in a regulatory network, including enhancer-promoter
interactions.

Whether NANOG micelle-like structures and gel-like
properties influence biological function remains an open
question. For instance, it would be interesting to si-
multaneously track fluorescently labeled NANOG and
chromatin loci upon overexpression of NANOG in living
mouse ESC. Our hypothesis is that areas where NANOG
is enriched should correlate with slow chromatin dy-

namics. This hypothesis, if true, would reveal a new
paradigm through which biomolecular condensates reg-
ulate genome organization and gene expression, i.e. by
regulating the dynamics of key regulatory genomic sites
rather than genome folding.

More generally, in the future it will also be interesting
to investigate the combined effect of NANOG with differ-
ent TFs, such as Sox2, Oct4, and K1f4 [33], to study other
gel-forming and RNA-binding nuclear proteins [21, 34]
and their influence on chromatin structure and dynam-
ics [35].
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I. THE MPIPI MODEL

To simulate NANOG molecules, we employed the
Mpipi coarse-grained model [1]. In Mpipi, each amino
acid is represented as a single isotropic bead character-
ized by its mass, diameter and charge. The total poten-
tial energy is expressed as

VMpipi = Z Vbond + Z (Vvelec + Vpair)a (Sl)

bonds pairs

where Viong i @ harmonic term enforcing chain connec-
tivity, Velee is a screened Coulomb potential described
by the Debye-Hiickel formalism, and Vpai is a Wang-
Frenkel potential that governs non-bonded residue inter-
actions.

Model parameters were derived from a combination of
all-atom potential of mean force (PMF) calculations at
150 mM salt concentration and sequence statistics from
bioinformatics datasets. This hybrid parameterization
enables Mpipi to capture key residue-specific noncova-
lent interactions, including hydrophobic, cation—(r), and
(m)—(m) interactions. Notably, the model distinguishes
between arginine and lysine residues, reflecting their dis-
tinct propensities for electrostatic and aromatic interac-
tions.

Mpipi has been validated against a range of experimen-
tal observables, including protein radii of gyration and
phase diagrams, and has demonstrated robust predic-
tive accuracy for both protein—-RNA and protein—protein
phase separation.

II. DETAILS OF NANOG COARSE-GRAINED
SIMULATIONS

The mouse NANOG protein comprises N = 305 amino
acids (sequence shown in Table S1) and contains three
major domains: the N-terminal domain (ND), the home-
odomain (HD), and the C-terminal domain (CD). The

CD itself is subdivided into CD1, the tryptophan repeat
(WR), and CD2 [2] (see Fig. 1(a) in the main text). We
note that, based on sequence alone, NANOG is expected
to be weakly negatively charged. Additionally, the WR
region contains no charged amino acids. Thus, the orig-
inal parameterization [1] of the Mpipi model is expected
to provide a reliable description of the system.

Computation of radius of gyration in dilute
conditions

Coarse-grained molecular dynamics simulations were
performed for a single polymer of either wild-type
NANOG or the W10A mutant under dilute conditions.
Each molecule was placed in a cubic simulation box of
side length L = 60 nm and evolved in the NVT ensem-
ble using the LAMMPS package [3] with implicit solvent
(Langevin dynamics) at a temperature of ' = 300 K. The
equations of motion were integrated with a time step of
10 fs for a total simulation time of 5 us (5 x 10® steps).
The radius of gyration (R,) was calculated as

N
1
R2: § | g — Com27 52
g9 Mt i:1m|r r | ( )

where M; is the total mass of the polymer, rcon, is the
polymer’s center of mass, and m;, r; are the mass and
position of the i-th bead, respectively. R, values were
recorded every 10° time steps (1 ns). The first 1 ps of
each trajectory was excluded from the analysis to ensure
equilibration. The average radius of gyration obtained
was g = 3.9 £ 0.9 nm for wild-type NANOG and R, =
4.8 + 1.2 nm for the W10A mutant.

Cluster simulations of proteins

Simulations of proteins were carried out using the
Mpipi coarse-grained model. The simulation proto-



Region|Length

Residue sequence

ND 95 |MSVGLPGPHSLPSSEEASNSGNASSMPAVFHPENYSCLQGSATEMLCTEAASPRPSSEDLPLQGSPDSSTSPKQKLSSPEADKGPEEEENKVLAR

HD 60 KQKMRTVFSQAQLCALKDRFQKQKYLSLQQMQELSSILNLSYKQVKTWFQNQRMKCKRWQ
CD1 42 KNQWLKTSNGLIQKGSAPVEYPSIHCSYPQGYLVNASGSLSM

WR 50 WGSQTWTNPTWSSQTWTNPTWNNQTWTNPTWSSQAWTAQSWNGQPWNAAP

CD2 58 LHNFGEDFLQPYVQLQQNFSASDLEVNLEATRESHAHFSTPQALELFLNYSVTPPGEI

Table S1. NANOG sequence across distinct regions. Amino acid sequences corresponding to the N-terminal domain
(ND), homeodomain (HD), C-terminal domain 1 (CD1), tryptophan repeat (WR), and C-terminal domain 2 (CD2) are shown.
The second column reports the number of amino acids in each region.

col was adapted from the direct-coexistence approach,
a standard method for probing phase separation in
biomolecular systems. In this setup, protein molecules
are placed within an elongated simulation box that allows
for the potential coexistence of dense and dilute phases,
if present.

The simulation box was defined as a rectangular prism
with its longest axis aligned along the z-direction. Pe-
riodic boundary conditions were applied in all three di-
mensions. To minimize finite-size effects and prevent ar-
tificial interactions between periodic images, the shorter
box dimensions (L, and L,) were set to at least two
to three times the radius of gyration (R,) of a single
protein under dilute conditions. The box length L, was
then adjusted to achieve an overall biomolecular concen-
tration corresponding to an average density of approxi-
mately 0.1 g/cm?.

We simulated M = 50 protein molecules in total. For
wild-type NANOG, the simulation box dimensions were
L, =L, =15 nm and L, = 70 nm, whereas for the
WI10A mutant the box size was L, = L, = 18 nm and
L, = 53 nm. Each system was first equilibrated at a high
temperature (T = 473 K) for 5 x 10° timesteps (approxi-
mately 0.5 us) to prevent any attractive interactions be-
tween polymers and generate a uniform density distribu-
tion in the box. Following equilibration, the temperature
was quenched to T" = 300 K, and production simulations
were performed in the NVT ensemble using a Langevin
thermostat with a relaxation time of 5 ps and an integra-
tion timestep of 10 fs, for a total duration of ~ 2 x 10°
timesteps (2 us) for NANOG and 1 x 10° timesteps for
W10A. For each case we ran three independent replicas.

Data analysis

To assess whether the system had reached equilib-
rium, we first monitored the total number of intermolec-
ular contacts (Ninger,c). Contacts were defined between
residues from different proteins when their distance sat-
isfied r;; < 14.5 A, corresponding to the shortest cutoff
distance of the Wang-Frenkel potential for non-charged
particles in the Mpipi model [1]. The time evolution of
Ninter,c 18 shown in Fig. S1(a). Based on this analysis,
the initial 16 us of the NANOG simulation and the first
7.5 us of the W10A simulation were excluded from sub-

sequent analysis.

After equilibration, the simulations revealed that
NANOG molecules spontaneously assemble into self-
limited clusters, each comprising a well-defined maximum
size of approximately 30 proteins. A representative snap-
shot of the equilibrated system (inset of Fig. S1(a)) shows
the formation of two stable clusters (see also Fig. 2(a) of
the main text).

To characterize the internal organization of these as-
semblies, we computed the intermolecular contact map
(Fig. S1(b), inset). Regions of high contact probabil-
ity, shown in light colors, are concentrated within the
WR segment (residues 195-268). A distinct band of in-
teractions is also evident between the WR and the HD
(residues 142-159), indicating frequent cross-domain as-
sociations. From the WR-WR interactions, we further
obtained the distribution of intermolecular connections,
defined as the number of NANOG molecules with which
a given molecule forms WR-mediated contacts. This
distribution follows a Gaussian profile, with an average
of seven intermolecular contacts per NANOG molecule
within individual clusters (Fig. S1(b)).

At a given timestep, the connectivity between
molecules can be represented as a network diagram (see
inset of Fig. S1(a)), where each vertex corresponds to a
NANOG molecule and edges connect pairs of molecules
that form WR-mediated contacts. A connected com-
ponent is defined as a set of vertices in which any two
molecules are linked by one or more connecting paths.
Analysis of this network revealed that the system con-
sistently organizes into two main connected components,
corresponding to the two clusters observed in the sim-
ulations. Occasionally, a few molecules transiently de-
tach from these clusters, forming isolated monomers
or dimers. This behaviour was quantified by monitor-
ing the time evolution of the number of molecules in
each connected component (see Fig. 2(c) in the main
text). Notably, across all independent replicas, the size
of the largest connected component never exceeded 30
molecules, confirming that NANOG forms self-limited
clusters.

To examine this self-limiting behaviour and the stabil-
ity of clusters, we performed a controlled test in which the
two NANOG clusters were driven to collide by applying
external forces. After the clusters merged, the forces were
removed and the system was allowed to relax for 20 us.
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Figure S1. NANOG forms self-limited clusters. (a) Time evolution of the total number of intermolecule contacts. Inset
shows a snapshot from equilibrated simulations of NANOG (M = 50, N = 305, T = 300 K, p = 0.1 g/cm?®). Network diagrams
show the molecules in each of the two clusters (29 and 21 molecules, respectively). (b) Main: distribution of the number of
intermolecular contacts. Inset: residue-level intermolecular contact map. (c¢) Equilibrium configurations from simulations and
the corresponding network diagrams. Left: p = 0.01 g/cm?, showing two clusters containing 29 and 21 molecules, respectively.
Right: p = 0.2 g/cm®. (d) Data from simulations of the W10A mutant (M = 50, N = 305, T = 300 K, p = 0.1 g/cm?),
comprising a representative snapshot, the distribution of intermolecular contacts, and the residue-level contact map.

Remarkably, the system spontaneously reorganized into
two clusters again, with proteins from the initial aggre-
gates redistributed between the new ones (Fig. 2(e) of
the main text).

In classical phase separation, systems prepared within
the coexistence region spontaneously separate into coex-
isting high- and low-density phases. Although the den-
sities of these phases remain constant, the number of
molecules in each phase, and consequently the size of
the condensed domains, typically varies with the over-
all concentration. This naturally raises the question of
whether the cluster size observed here depends on box
geometry or initial concentration. As shown in Fig. S1(c,
left), this is not the case: a system initialized at tenfold
lower density (p = 0.01 g/cm?) in a cubic box still formed
two clusters, supporting the self-limited nature of the as-
sembly. At higher densities (p = 0.2 g/cm?; Fig. S1(c,
right)), however, the system transitioned from discrete
clusters to a percolating network in which a single aggre-
gate spanned the entire box, marking the onset of gel-like
behaviour, consistent with the sample shown in Fig. 1(c)
of the main text.

Finally, we performed simulations of the W10A mu-
tant. Substituting the tryptophan residues with alanine
in the WR region resulted in a uniform distribution of
molecules throughout the simulation box (Fig. S1(d)).
No evidence of cluster formation was observed, under-
scoring the essential role of the tryptophan residues in
mediating NANOG self-association, consistent with pre-
vious experimental observations [4].

III. CRYOEM

3 ul of purified recombinant NANOG (see next section
for purification method) at a concentration of 1 mg/ml
were spotted on Quantifoil 2/2 grids with blotting for
3.5 seconds and blotted on a Vitrobot instrument with a
blot force of 4. 6407 multi-frame movies in total were col-

lected on a JEOL CRYOARMS300 microscope equipped
with a DE64 detector. The data collection was performed
using Serial EM in linear mode using a pixel size of 1
A /pixel and 58 e-/A%2. The movies were motion cor-
rected using MotionCorr and the CTF estimation was
carried out using the CTFFIND 4.1 function in RELION
5.0 [5]. 1,726 movies were selected based on motion cor-
rection and CTF parameters. 1,036 particles were picked
from the micrographs manually, extracted using a box
size of 384x384 pixel and coarsened to 64x64 pixels prior
to 2D classification. These class averages were then used
as references for referenced autopicking of the data set
producing a particle set of 1,048,156 particles. Following
extraction, classification and particle selection in Relion
5.0, a final dataset of 121,110 particles was classified into
50 classes using a 240 A mask.

IV. PURIFICATION OF RECOMBINANT
NANOG

Full-length Nanog, W10A and N51A were expressed in
pET15b and purified according to established procedures
described in Refs. [4] and [6]. We briefly summarize the
methods here.

Purification of recombinant NANOG

BL21(DE3) bacteria were transformed with NANOG-
carrying gene under the control of an inducible promoter.
The over-expression was triggered by 1mM isopropyl (-
d-1-thiogalactopyranoside (IPTG) and grown for 3 hours
at 37°C. See Ref. [6] for more details.

The protein was then purified in the presence of urea
using nickel resin columns. Purified protein was con-
centrated in Vivaspin devices as in Ref. [6]. The pro-
tein was kept in denaturing buffer (25mM Hepes pH7.6,
150mM NaCl, 7M urea, 10mM imidazole, 10mM beta-



mercaptoethanol). The protein was then run on an SDS-
PAGE gel to confirm its purity and its concentration was
measured by Bradford assay.

Concentrated protein was refolded by diluting dena-
tured protein (10 mg/ml) in refolding buffer (10mM
Hepes pH7.6, 50mM KCI1, 10mM NaCl, 0.4mM EDTA,
10% glycerol) 1 in 10 (final 1 mg/ml) and incubating at
room temperature for 30 minutes. Protein was stored re-
folded at 4°C for up to 2 weeks and diluted in refolding
buffer as needed.

Electromobility shift assay (EMSA)

The DNA probe used was a IRDye 680nm labelled
26bp sequence from the Tcf3 promoter [7] (TAAAC
CTGTTAATGGGAGCGCATTG). Final protein concentra-
tions were as indicated in the figure. Samples were in-
cubated for 30 min at room temp and analyzed on 1.5%
agarose TBE gels. The gel was imaged at 700nm.

Additional Rheology Plots

In this section we report additional rheology analy-
sis. In Fig. S2 we report the time-cure superposition
curves for the MSDs and G’ and G” for solutions of WT
NANOG and DNA-NANOG mixtures. In the time-cure
superposition plots for the MSDs, each curve at differ-
ent “curing time” (aging time ¢,) is shifted by a lagtime

Te(tq) and MSD value m.(t,). The corresponding shear
moduli are shifted in frequency by w.(t,) = 1/7.(t,) and
by a value G ().
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Figure S2. Rheology analysis of NANOG solutions and NANOG-DNA mixtures. A-B Time-resolved elastic and
viscous moduli during the aging process. C-D Time-cure superpositions of MSDs and shear moduli of NANOG fluids during
aging. E-F Time-cure superposition of MSDs and shear moduli of NANOG-DNA mixtures during aging.



