
DOI: 10.1126/science.1204697
, 1445 (2011);333 Science

, et al.Wenqin Wang
Bacteria
Chromosome Organization by a Nucleoid-Associated Protein in Live

 This copy is for your personal, non-commercial use only.

 clicking here.colleagues, clients, or customers by 
, you can order high-quality copies for yourIf you wish to distribute this article to others

 
 here.following the guidelines 

 can be obtained byPermission to republish or repurpose articles or portions of articles

 
 ): September 12, 2011 www.sciencemag.org (this infomation is current as of

The following resources related to this article are available online at

 http://www.sciencemag.org/content/333/6048/1445.full.html
version of this article at: 

including high-resolution figures, can be found in the onlineUpdated information and services, 

http://www.sciencemag.org/content/suppl/2011/09/07/333.6048.1445.DC1.html 
can be found at: Supporting Online Material 

 http://www.sciencemag.org/content/333/6048/1445.full.html#related
found at:

can berelated to this article A list of selected additional articles on the Science Web sites 

 http://www.sciencemag.org/content/333/6048/1445.full.html#ref-list-1
, 16 of which can be accessed free:cites 45 articlesThis article 

 http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/collection/biochem
Biochemistry

subject collections:This article appears in the following 

registered trademark of AAAS. 
 is aScience2011 by the American Association for the Advancement of Science; all rights reserved. The title 

CopyrightAmerican Association for the Advancement of Science, 1200 New York Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20005. 
(print ISSN 0036-8075; online ISSN 1095-9203) is published weekly, except the last week in December, by theScience 

 o
n 

S
ep

te
m

be
r 

12
, 2

01
1

w
w

w
.s

ci
en

ce
m

ag
.o

rg
D

ow
nl

oa
de

d 
fr

om
 

http://www.sciencemag.org/about/permissions.dtl
http://www.sciencemag.org/about/permissions.dtl
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/333/6048/1445.full.html
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/333/6048/1445.full.html#related
http://www.sciencemag.org/content/333/6048/1445.full.html#ref-list-1
http://www.sciencemag.org/cgi/collection/biochem
http://www.sciencemag.org/


15. P. Donoso, G. Sanchez, R. Bull, C. Hidalgo, Front. Biosci.
16, 553 (2011).

16. A. Akki, M. Zhang, C. Murdoch, A. Brewer, A. M. Shah,
J. Mol. Cell. Cardiol. 47, 15 (2009).

17. C. Jung, A. S. Martins, E. Niggli, N. Shirokova,
Cardiovasc. Res. 77, 766 (2008).

18. C. E. Murdoch, M. Zhang, A. C. Cave, A. M. Shah,
Cardiovasc. Res. 71, 208 (2006).

19. C. Hidalgo, G. Sánchez, G. Barrientos, P. Aracena-Parks,
J. Biol. Chem. 281, 26473 (2006).

20. Y. Li, M. A. Trush, Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 253,
295 (1998).

21. J. A. Byrne et al., Circ. Res. 93, 802 (2003).
22. K. D. Martyn, L. M. Frederick, K. von Loehneysen,

M. C. Dinauer, U. G. Knaus, Cell. Signal. 18, 69
(2006).

23. F. E. Rey, M. E. Cifuentes, A. Kiarash, M. T. Quinn,
P. J. Pagano, Circ. Res. 89, 408 (2001).

24. A. Best, S. Ahmed, R. Kozma, L. Lim, J. Biol. Chem. 271,
3756 (1996).

25. G. Sánchez et al., Cardiovasc. Res. 77, 380 (2008).
26. L. F. Santana, H. Cheng, A. M. Gómez, M. B. Cannell,

W. J. Lederer, Circ. Res. 78, 166 (1996).
27. I. A. Williams, D. G. Allen, Am. J. Physiol. Heart

Circ. Physiol. 292, H846 (2007).
28. S. Hein, S. Kostin, A. Heling, Y. Maeno, J. Schaper,

Cardiovasc. Res. 45, 273 (2000).
Acknowledgments: We thank S. Martin for antibodies to

tubulin subunits and for discussion, G. Shi for technical
assistance, and M. Williams for NOX2−/− animals. B.L.P
is supported by an NIH training grant (T32 HL072751-07)
to the Training Program in Cardiovascular Cell Biology.
This work was supported by NIH grants R01 HL106059,
P01 HL67849, R01 HL36974, RC2 NR011968, and
S10 RR023028; Leducq North American-European Atrial
Fibrillation Research Alliance; European Union Seventh

Framework Program (FP7), Georg August University,
“Identification and therapeutic targeting of common
arrhythmia trigger mechanisms”; and the Maryland Stem
Cell Research Fund. World Precision Instruments (WPI,
Sarasota, FL, USA and SI-Heidelberg), Gabe Sinclair
(Fourhourday, Baltimore, MD, USA), and Siskiyou
(Grants Pass, OR, USA) supported instrumentation and
equipment development.

Supporting Online Material
www.sciencemag.org/cgi/content/full/333/6048/1440/DC1
Materials and Methods
Figs. S1 to S11
References (29–31)
Movies S1 and S2

11 January 2011; accepted 18 July 2011
10.1126/science.1202768

Chromosome Organization by a
Nucleoid-Associated Protein
in Live Bacteria
Wenqin Wang,1* Gene-Wei Li,1,2* Chongyi Chen,2,3* X. Sunney Xie,2† Xiaowei Zhuang1,2,4†

Bacterial chromosomes are confined in submicrometer-sized nucleoids. Chromosome organization
is facilitated by nucleoid-associated proteins (NAPs), but the mechanisms of action remain
elusive. In this work, we used super-resolution fluorescence microscopy, in combination with a
chromosome-conformation capture assay, to study the distributions of major NAPs in live
Escherichia coli cells. Four NAPs—HU, Fis, IHF, and StpA—were largely scattered throughout
the nucleoid. In contrast, H-NS, a global transcriptional silencer, formed two compact clusters
per chromosome, driven by oligomerization of DNA-bound H-NS through interactions mediated by
the amino-terminal domain of the protein. H-NS sequestered the regulated operons into these
clusters and juxtaposed numerous DNA segments broadly distributed throughout the chromosome.
Deleting H-NS led to substantial chromosome reorganization. These observations demonstrate
that H-NS plays a key role in global chromosome organization in bacteria.

The structure of the bacterial chromosome
and themolecular mechanisms underlying
its organization are poorly understood, in

part due to the lack of appropriate tools for vi-
sualizing the chromosome in vivo. Fluorescence
microscopy experiments have shown that DNA
occupies only the central part of the bacterial cell,
referred to as the nucleoid (1), but the diffraction-
limited optical resolution prevents a detailed char-
acterization. Ultrastructural characterization of the
nucleoid by electron microscopy has provided
varying results depending on the procedures used
to fix, dehydrate, and embed the cells (1, 2). Re-
cently, labeling of specific gene loci with the use
of fluorescence in situ hybridization and fluores-
cent repressor-operator systems has allowed im-

aging of individual gene positions, and their
relationship to DNA replication and segregation,
in fixed and live bacterial cells (3–5). However,
these studies probe only one set of specific loci at
a time, and the global chromosome organization
remains unclear.

In bacteria, major nucleoid-associated pro-
teins (NAPs) are the most abundant factors that
associate with the chromosome (6, 7). In Esch-
erichia coli, major NAPs include H-NS, HU, Fis,
IHF, and StpA (6). Each of these NAPs binds up
to hundreds of specific sites per chromosome
(6, 8, 9). Moreover, because of their substantial
nonspecific DNA-binding affinity, the majority
of cellular NAPs are bound to the chromosomal
DNA with a coverage of roughly one NAP per
100 base pairs of DNA (10). NAPs have two ma-
jor functions: gene regulation and chromosome
organization (7). In particular, H-NS preferential-
ly binds to AT-rich sequences (8, 9, 11–13), func-
tions as a global transcriptional silencer of genes
with high AT content (14, 15), and is thought to
reside at the center of the nucleoid (16). The
oligomerization of H-NS can promote higher-
order DNA structures in vitro (17), potentially
through DNA looping, bridging, and/or stiffen-

ing (18–20). These biophysical properties of
NAPs and their numerous binding sites on DNA
have led to the hypothesis that NAPs potentially
act as chromosome organizing centers (21). How-
ever, whether the implicated higher-order DNA
structures induced by NAPs exist in vivo and
how the chromosome is globally organized by
the NAPs remain unknown.

In a live bacterial cell, a single protein, upon
binding to the less mobile structures such as the
cell membrane or chromosome, can be detected
and localized against a strong cellular autoflu-
orescence background (22–24). However, the
diffraction-limited optical resolution limits this
imaging approach to proteins with low copy num-
bers in the cell (24). To obtain the subcellular
distribution and organization of the abundant bac-
terial NAPs, sub–diffraction-limit image resolu-
tion is required.

Here, we used localization-based super-
resolution imaging [stochastic optical reconstruc-
tion microscopy (STORM) or photoactivated
localization microscopy] (25–29) to survey the
subcellular distributions of major NAPs: H-NS,
HU, Fis, IHF, and StpA. Unless otherwise speci-
fied, we tagged the target of interest with a mono-
meric photoactivatable fluorescent protein, mEos2
(30). We then created E. coli strains in which the
fusion proteins were expressed from their native
promoters at the endogenous loci, allowing the
targets to be fully labeled and expressed approx-
imately at the wild-type (WT) level (table S1)
(31). All of these mEos2 fusion strains exhibited
the same growth rates (cell-doubling times) as the
wild type (31). Cells were imaged in a M9 min-
imal medium supplemented with glucose at room
temperature shortly after they were removed from
the 37°C culture at the early log phase (31).

To acquire a super-resolution image, we used
a weak 405-nm light to activate the mEos2 mol-
ecules such that only an optically resolvable sub-
set of molecules were activated at any given
instant. We then illuminated the activated mole-
cules with a 561-nm light and used astigmatism
imaging to determine their centroid positions in all
three dimensions, as previously shown in three-
dimensional (3D) STORM (32). The molecular
localizations accumulated over time allowed a
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sub–diffraction-limit image to be constructed. We
used a continuous activation and imaging mode
(33), allowing ~1000 molecules per cell to be im-
aged every minute. Only a subset of the mEos2

label couldmature and become fluorescent due to
the long maturation time of mEos2 compared
with the E. coli doubling time (30). Among those
that matured, only a subset could be activated by

the 405-nm light. The laser illumination used for
imaging did not exert an appreciable effect on
cell viability, as evident from the nearly identical
(within 10%) cell-doubling times observed with
or without illuminations.

Notably, H-NS formed a few compact clus-
ters within each cell (Fig. 1A and movie S1).
The majority of H-NS molecules resided in these
clusters, whose fluorescence accounted for 60 T
25% of the total activated mEos2 signal (31). To
test the functional integrity of the mEos2-tagged
H-NS, we measured the expression levels of
hdeA and hchA, two genes repressed by H-NS
(15). The strain expressing the fluorescent fusion
protein retained WT activity in repressing these
two genes (fig. S1) (31). As a control, the ex-
pression levels of lacZ, a gene not regulated
by H-NS, were similar in the WT, fluorescent-
fusion, and H-NS–deletion strains (fig. S1).

In contrast to the clustered distribution of
H-NS, HU was largely scattered throughout the
nucleoid (Fig. 1B), consistent with recent data from
another bacterial species,Caulobacter crescentus
(34). We observed similar distributions for Fis
and IHF, albeit at lower expression levels (fig.
S2) (31). StpA also displayed a scattered dis-
tribution in the nucleoid (fig. S2), despite being a
paralog of H-NS (14). Interestingly, Rok, aBacillus
subtilis protein functionally analogous to H-NS
but lacking any sequence homology, is distributed
nonuniformly in the nucleoid (35). In addition to
the NAPs, we also imaged the ribosomes, which
should be excluded from the nucleoid (1). As
expected, the ribosomes were enriched in the cell
periphery (fig. S3) (31).

Next, we examined the molecular mecha-
nisms responsible for the formation of H-NS clus-
ters in vivo. H-NS has two structural domains: (i)
anN-terminal domain that promotes dimerization
and oligomerization and (ii) a C-terminal domain

HU

BA
500 nm

H-NSP116SH-NSL30P

C D
500 nm500 nm

500 nm

500 nm

-400 400 nmz

H-NS H-NS

Fig. 1. Super-resolution imaging of major nucleoid-associated proteins in living E. coli cells. (A) Compact
H-NS clusters in the nucleoid. The E. coli cells shown in the bright-field image (left) expressed photo-
activatable fluorescent protein mEos2 fused to H-NS, which was imaged with sub–diffraction-limit
resolution (middle). The z coordinate of each localization in the 3D STORM image is color-coded according
to the color bar (top). In comparison, a conventional fluorescence image of the same cells is shown (right).
A time-lapse movie corresponding to the super-resolution image is available as movie S1 (31). Due to the
slow cluster movements, the images of H-NS are not motion-blurred appreciably. (B) Scattered dis-
tribution of HU in the nucleoid. (Left) Bright-field image; (right) 3D STORM image of mEos2-labeled HU in
the same cells. Similar distributions were observed for Fis, IHF, and StpA (fig. S2) (31). Fine features of the
nucleoid shape could potentially be blurred by movement. (C and D) Dependence of H-NS cluster
formation on its oligomerization and DNA-binding capabilities. (C) Bright-field image of cells (left) and
corresponding 2D super-resolution image of H-NS (right) with a point mutation, L30P, that inhibits
dimerization/oligomerization. (D) Bright-field image (left) and corresponding 2D super-resolution image of
H-NS (right) with a point mutation, P116S, that inhibits DNA binding. Image acquisition time: 0.5 to 2 min
for each image.

Fig. 2. Quantitative characterizations of the H-NS
clusters. (A to C) Number of clusters per cell. (A)
Overlay of the phase contrast images showing the
cell contours (segmentation shown in green) and
the super-resolution images of H-NS (magenta) for
three cells of different lengths. (B and C) Average
number of clusters per cell versus the cell length is
shown for different growth conditions [medium sup-
plemented with glucose (B) or glycerol (C)]. Error
bars indicate SD [n= 28, 32, 32, 14, and 4 cells from
left to right for (B) and n = 34, 49, 31, 32, and 10
cells from left to right for (C)]. (D) Location of the
clusters. Each cluster (green) was assigned a coordi-
nate (x, y) relative to the cell axes (left). (Right) For
cells with two clusters, the distributions of cluster
coordinates are plotted for x normalized to the half
cell width and y normalized to the half cell length.
For cells with three clusters, the (x, y) distributions
are shown in fig. S5 (31). (E) Size of the clusters.
The distribution of the FWHM (bottom axis) or full
width at 3%maximum (top axis) of the clusters was
determined with automated cluster identification
[example image (left) and segmentation (right)
shown in inset] (31). Image acquisition time: 1 min.
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that binds to DNA (17–19). We tested the ef-
fects of these functions on the cluster formation
by introducing an N-terminal point mutation
Leu30→Pro30 (L30P) that inhibits H-NS di-
merization (36) or a C-terminal point mutation
Pro116→Ser116 (P116S) that inhibits DNA bind-
ing (37, 38) into the chromosomally expressed
H-NS–mEos2 fusion protein. The expression lev-
els of the two mutants were comparable to that of
the wild type (table S1) (31). Both mutations
abolished the silencing effect of H-NS on hdeA
and hchA, but had little influence on lacZ ex-
pression (fig. S1). In contrast to the WT H-NS,
H-NSL30P did not form clusters, but was scattered
throughout the nucleoid (Fig. 1C), indicating that
cluster formation was induced by the N-terminal
domain–driven oligomerization of the protein. In
the cells expressing H-NSP116S, the number of
observed localizations was reduced by ~20-fold
compared with the H-NS–expressing cells (Fig.
1D), indicating that the localizations of H-NS
were primarily due to molecules bound to DNA.

To quantify the effect of H-NS clustering on
chromosome organization, we first characterized
the number of H-NS clusters per chromosome,
as well as the physical location and size of these
clusters. Given the cylindrical symmetry of the
cells and that the H-NS clusters were rarely ob-
served to line up with each other in the z direction,
we used 2D projection images for the follow-
ing quantitative characterizations to take ad-
vantage of the superior resolution in the xy plane
[measured to be ~35 nm in full width at half max-
imum (FWHM)] compared with that along the
z direction (~75 nm, FWHM) (31).

Most newly divided cells had approximately
two clusters, and the number increased with the
cell length (Fig. 2, A and B). For the longest cells
before division, the cluster number reached four,
on average (Fig. 2B). These data suggest an in-
crease in the number of H-NS clusters with the
chromosome copy number. To test whether the
specific fluorescent protein tag mEos2 had in-
fluenced the cluster formation, we fused H-NS
with a different monomeric photoactivatable fluo-
rescent protein, PAmCherry1 (39). We observed
similar clustering for PAmCherry1-labeled H-NS
(fig. S4). Subsequent analyses of H-NS clusters
were performed on mEos2-labeled samples.

To determine the number of clusters per chro-
mosome, we reduced the cell growth rate by
using a glycerol-supplemented minimal medium
to ensure that each newly divided cell had exactly
one copy of the chromosome (31). Under this
condition, we observed two H-NS clusters in the
shortest cells (Fig. 2C), suggesting that there are
~two H-NS clusters associated with each copy of
the chromosome. These two clusters were prefer-
entially located near the one-quarter and three-
quarter positions along the long axis of the cell
(Fig. 2D). In cells that had three clusters, the ad-
ditional cluster tended to appear in the middle
(fig. S5) (31).

To characterize the cluster size, we deter-
mined the localization distributions within the
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Fig. 3. Colocalization of H-NS clusters and specific gene loci. (A) Two-color imaging scheme ofmEos2-labeled
H-NS and eYFP-labeled gene locus as described in the text. (B) Two-color live-cell images of H-NS (magenta) and
the hdeA, hchA, or lacZ loci (green), showing more extensive H-NS colocalization for hdeA and hchA. Because
each blinking event of eYFP was imaged independently, a single gene locus may appear as more than one
puncta. (C) Quantitative colocalization analysis between H-NS clusters and the hdeA, hchA, or lacZ loci. Green
curves, 2D-distance distributions between the gene loci and the center positions of their nearest H-NS clusters;
magenta curves, density cross sections of these H-NS clusters aligned to their center positions. Approximately
67% of hdeA, 65% of hchA, and 36% of lacZ loci resided within the boundary of the clusters (defined by the
gray vertical lines, positioned at 3% of the peak values of the magenta curves) (31). The 3% line was chosen as
the cluster boundary because the background density outside the clusters was only ~1% of the peak densities.
The colocalization fraction of lacZ is close to the expected background value (20 to 30%), derived froma random
distribution of the gene locus in the nucleoid. To remove the potential artifact due to cluster-size heterogeneity
associated with this ensemble analysis, we performed an alternative single-locus–based analysis, which also
showed that hdeA and hchA colocalized with H-NS clusters to a substantially higher degree than lacZ (31). In each
case, 500 to 700 gene locus positions were analyzed. (D) Displacement of gene loci upon H-NS deletion. The 2D
histograms of the relative hdeA, hchA, and lacZ locus positions normalized to the cell dimensions are shown.
Considering the approximate mirror symmetry of the cell shape along its long and short axes observed in the
bright-field images, we placed normalized locus positions into the first quartile of the cell and then extended the
probability density map into the other three quartiles by enforcing the mirror symmetry. Therefore, symmetric
peaks within the cell do not necessarily reflect the presence of more than onemost probable position of the gene
locus. The grid size is ~100 to200nm, and the probability density is color-codedaccording to the color bar (right).
White ovals, cells outlines; red lines, cell axes. In each case, 2000 to 5000 gene locus positions were analyzed.
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clusters. The widths of the distributions were, on
average, ~160 nm measured at half-maximum
density and ~360 nm at 3% of the maximum
(Fig. 2E). The background localization density
outside the clusters was only ~1% of the peak
densities in the clusters. The cluster size was sub-
stantially larger than both our localization preci-
sion (~35 nm) and the cluster movement during
the observation time (~40 to 50 nm over 0.5 to
2 min). Moreover, the measured cluster size did
not change appreciably when we changed the
imaging time from 0.5 to 1 min. These results
indicate that neither localization precision nor
motion blurring had substantial effects on our
measurements on the H-NS clusters.

The above quantifications indicate that the
volume occupied by the H-NS clusters in each
cell represents only a small fraction of the total
nucleoid volume that was estimated to be ~0.2
mm3 from the volume occupied by HUmolecules
as well as from previous experiments (40). Given
that H-NS binding sites are broadly distributed
throughout the E. coli genome (8, 9), collaps-
ing of the DNA-bound H-NS into two compact
clusters must therefore lead to substantial fold-
ing of DNA and reorganization of the chromo-
some on the global scale.

To probe whether the cluster organization
of H-NS correlates with its regulatory role, we
studied the spatial relationship between H-NS
clusters and H-NS–regulated genes. The posi-
tions of the gene loci were determined by imag-
ing enhanced yellow fluorescent protein–labeled
Tet repressor (TetR-eYFP) bound to tet operator
(tetO) sequences inserted upstream of the genes
of interest (Fig. 3A). Unlike previously used flu-
orescent repressor-operator systems, which typi-
cally contain tens to hundreds of tandem repeats
of repressor binding sites, we inserted only six
tetO repeats (219 base pairs) immediately up-
stream of the target genes to more precisely mark
their positions. Using a negative feedback loop
regulated by MalI (Fig. 3A) (41), we achieved a
low expression level of TetR-eYFP that allowed
the clear detection of the tetO-bound TetR-eYFP
above the background (Fig. 3B), though not all
target loci were necessarily bound by TetR-eYFP
due to the small number of tetO sites and the low
expression level of TetR-eYFP. These strains had
the same growth rates as thewild type (31), where-
as the strains with a large number of inserted re-
pressor binding sites tend to exhibit growth defects.

The two-color super-resolution images of
mEos2-labeled H-NS and eYFP-labeled gene loci
were taken using a sequential imaging approach
to avoid the spectral cross-talk between eYFP and
the preactivation form of mEos2: The mEos2 mol-
ecules were first activated using a 405-nm laser
and imaged with a 561-nm laser; after all mEos2
molecules were photobleached, the eYFP mole-
cules were imaged using a 514-nm laser. The neg-
ligible displacement of the H-NS clusters (~20 nm)
during the time taken for eYFP imaging allowed
the colocalization between the gene loci andH-NS
clusters to be probed in live cells.

Using this approach, we imaged H-NS to-
getherwith the loci of hdeA, hchA, and lacZ genes,
the former two of which are regulated by H-NS
(fig. S1). As shown in Fig. 3, B and C, hdeA and
hchA colocalized with H-NS clusters to a sub-
stantially larger extent than did lacZ, indicating
that the H-NS–regulated operons are preferen-
tially sequestered into the H-NS clusters. Inter-
estingly, whereas the H-NS clusters themselves
appeared largely static, both hdeA and hchA loci
were mobile and did not always colocalize with
the clusters, suggesting that the nucleoprotein
complex is a heterogeneous and dynamic entity.

By sequestering the regulated genes, the H-NS
clusters could potentially cause a substantial reor-

ganization of the chromosome. To test this effect,
we probed the positions of hdeA, hchA, and lacZ
in theWT versus hns-null strains.We determined
the position of the labeled gene locus relative to
the cell’s long and short axes; Fig. 3D shows the
probability density maps of these gene loci ob-
tained from many cells. Notably, the positions of
hdeA and hchA loci in hns-null cells were both
shifted by ~300 nm compared with the WTcells,
a distance comparable to the radius of the nu-
cleoid. In contrast, the position of the lacZ gene
remained largely unchanged (shifted less than
60 nm) upon hns deletion.

To further test the long-range chromosome
interactions induced by H-NS clustering, we per-
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Fig. 4. Proximity between gene locus pairs probed by chromosome conformation capture (3C). (A) Nine
H-NS–regulated gene loci (labeled as “A” to “I,” black circles) and four negative control loci (labeled as
“a” to “d,” red crosses) on the circular E. coli chromosome map. The origin and terminus of replication
are marked with blue squares as position references. (B) Cross-linking frequencies between pairs of
chromosome loci. The cross-linking efficiency is defined as the ratio of qPCR signals between the cross-
linked sample and the non–cross-linked control. Each column represents one pair of H-NS–regulated loci
(gray bars) or one pair involving at least one negative control loci (white bars). The cross-linking fre-
quencies of the hns-null cells are shown for the regulated pairs in dark gray, hatched bars. The horizontal
green line marks a twofold difference between cross-linked and non–cross-linked cells. These data reflect
the population average behavior, and the proximity pattern between the gene locus pairs could vary from
cell to cell. Error bars indicate SEM (n = 3 sets of independent experiments). A.U., arbitrary units.
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formed a chromosome conformation capture (3C)
assay (42) to probe the spatial proximity among
various H-NS–regulated genes. In this assay, DNA
segments brought into proximity by protein-
mediated interactions were captured by formalde-
hyde cross-linking, followed by restriction enzyme
digestion. The cross-linked DNA segments were
then ligated and probed by quantitative polymerase
chain reaction (qPCR) with specifically designed
primer pairs. The amount of PCR products rela-
tive to those obtained from non–cross-linked cells
should scale with the cross-linking frequency,
which in turn reflects the relative proximity be-
tween the DNA segments.

Using this approach, we tested the pairwise
proximity among nine H-NS–regulated genes
broadly distributed along the E. coli genome
(Fig. 4A), which gave a total of 36 possible pairs.
In addition, we selected three random loci on the
genome plus lacZ as four negative control sites
(Fig. 4A). The six pairs among these four sites
and the nine pairs between lacZ and each of the
nine H-NS–regulated genes constituted a total of
15 control pairs. Out of the 36 pairs of H-NS–
regulated gene loci, 10 showed PCR priming
errors, whereas the remaining 26 pairs gave quan-
tifiable results. Likewise, 14 out of 15 control
pairs gave quantifiable results. Because all con-
trol pairs showed cross-linking frequencies less
than two (Fig. 4B, right), we designated two as
the background value. The vast majority of the
H-NS–regulated locus pairs (25 out of 26 pairs)
yielded cross-linking frequency values larger than
the background level, all of which showed re-
duced cross-linking frequency values upon hns
deletion, suggesting protein-induced juxtaposi-
tion of these loci (Fig. 4B, left). Taken together,
these results indicate that the H-NS clusters bring
many gene loci into proximity and thus mediate
long-range interactions in the chromosome.

Overall, our results demonstrate that H-NS
forms a few compact clusters in the chromosome,
with cluster formation driven by oligomerization
of H-NS bound to DNA. The genes regulated by
H-NS are specifically sequestered into these clus-
ters. Given that H-NS is a global transcriptional
silencer that regulates ~5% of all E. coli genes
(43) and binds to many DNA sites broadly dis-
tributed along the E. coli genome (8, 9, 11–13),
the cluster formation of H-NS and, consequently,
the juxtaposition of DNA segments interacting
with H-NS must cause substantial folding and
condensation of the bacterial DNA. The H-NS
clusters could thus serve as anchoring points
for numerous DNA loci distributed throughout
the genome, potentially creating DNA loops con-
necting the anchored loci. These anchor points
(or organizing centers) can act in concert with
the previously described chromosome domains
(4, 5) to shape the 3D architecture of the E. coli
chromosome.
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Ribosome Assembly Factors Prevent
Premature Translation Initiation by
40S Assembly Intermediates
Bethany S. Strunk,1,6* Cherisse R. Loucks,2* Min Su,2* Harish Vashisth,3,4 Shanshan Cheng,5

Justin Schilling,2 Charles L. Brooks III,3,4,5 Katrin Karbstein,6† Georgios Skiniotis2,4†

Ribosome assembly in eukaryotes requires approximately 200 essential assembly factors (AFs)
and occurs through ordered events that initiate in the nucleolus and culminate in the cytoplasm.
Here, we present the electron cryo-microscopy (cryo-EM) structure of a late cytoplasmic 40S ribosome
assembly intermediate from Saccharomyces cerevisiae at 18 angstrom resolution. We obtained
cryo-EM reconstructions of preribosomal complexes lacking individual components to define the
positions of all seven AFs bound to this intermediate. These late-binding AFs are positioned to prevent
each step in the translation initiation pathway. Together, they obstruct the binding sites for
initiation factors, prevent the opening of the messenger RNA channel, block 60S subunit joining,
and disrupt the decoding site. These redundant mechanisms probably ensure that pre-40S particles
do not enter the translation pathway, which would result in their rapid degradation.

In eukaryotes, the assembly of the ribosom-
al subunits from the four ribosomal RNAs
(rRNAs) (18S, 5.8S, 25S, and 5S) and 78

ribosomal proteins is facilitated by a conserved
macromolecular machinery comprising ~200 as-
sembly factors (AFs). These proteins, which are

mostly essential, catalyze themodification, cleav-
age from precursor transcripts, and folding of the
rRNA and also facilitate the binding of ribosomal
proteins (1). Although the components of this
assembly line have been identified, their func-
tions remain largely unknown. Pioneering electron
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