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No calculation was done to predetermine the sample size as the effect size was large, infertility in the knockout mice is 100% penetrant.

No data were excluded from the analyses

All attempts at replication were successful

Allocation of mice was not randomized. Animals were allocated based on their genotype.

Blinding was not possible because the knockout phenotype is clearly visible, eggs are found in the upper tract of the oviduct at any time.

Polyclonal rabbit-anti-mouse Adgrd1 (Cambridge Research Biochemicals); polyclonal rabbit-anti-mouse Plxdc2 (Cambridge Research
Biochemicals); rat monoclonal anti-mouse Juno (clone TH6, Biolegend); mouse monoclonal anti-acetylated tubulin (clone 6-11B-1,
Sigma Aldrich); mouse monoclonal anti-Flag-Cy3 conjugate (clone M2, Sigma Aldrich); Polyclonal rabbit anti-beta-actin (Abcam,
ab8227); anti- Pax8 rabbit polyclonal antibody (10336-1-AP, Proteintech); monoclonal anti-alpha smooth muscle Actin (clone 1A4,
A2547, Sigma); and Texas-red conjugated phalloidin (Thermo Fisher, T7471). Ox68 monoclonal antibody, Horseradish peroxidase
(HRP)-conjugated anti-rabbit antibody (Life technologies), Alexa Fluor 488 goat anti-mouse (Thermo Fisher), Alexa Fluor 647 goat
anti-rabbit (Jackson Immunoresearch)

Agdrd1 and Plxdc2 Polyclonals were validated by Western Blot on recombinant proteins and by immunofluorescence on transfected
HEK293T cells. Anti-Juno, Ox68 and anti-Flag-Cy3 were used in a previous publication (PMID:24739963). Anti-Acetylated tubulin, Pax
8, anti-alpha smooth muscle Actin, and anti-Actin were validated by the manufacturers and used in peer-reviewed papers.

HEK293T were obtained from ATCC, HEK293-6E were a kind gift of Professor Yves Durocher (PMID:18752669)

None of the cell lines used were authenticated.

HEK293-6E cells tested negative for mycoplasma contamination. HEK293T cells were not tested for Mycoplasma.

Name any commonly misidentified cell lines used in the study and provide a rationale for their use.




