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Abstract 

Ribosome assembly in eukaryotes require ~200 trans-acting proteins that drive the 
concerted processes of pre-rRNA processing and modification, RNA folding and r-
protein binding.  Previous work has identified the steps of ribosome assembly in which 
most trans-acting ‘assembly factors’ and r-proteins function. Yet, we are only beginning 
to understand the mechanistic details of remodeling events facilitated by assembly factors 
and r-proteins during ribosome assembly.   

 
The objective of my work is to understand mechanistic details underlying the 

removal of spacer sequences ITS1 and ITS2 in pre-ribosomal RNA (pre-rRNA) during 
assembly of 60S ribosomal subunits in S. cerevisiae.  The steps I focused on are (1) the 
exonucleolytic processing of the ITS1 spacer in 27SA3 pre-rRNA, and (2) the removal of 
the ITS2 spacer sequence in 27SB pre-rRNA and 7S pre-rRNAs.  

 
In the first part of my work, I explored the functions of the evolutionarily 

conserved assembly factor Erb1 in 60S subunit assembly. Previous research from our lab 
demonstrated that depletion of Erb1 blocks the removal of ITS1 spacer sequence and 
affects the association of the interdependent A3 factors with pre-ribosomes. This results 
in destabilization of the pre-ribosomes resulting in their turnover.  Since depletion of 
Erb1 disrupts its multiple contacts in pre-ribosomes, we hypothesized that more careful 
mutagenesis perturbing specific intermolecular interactions of Erb1 could reveal 
additional functions, if any, for Erb1 in 60S ribosomal subunit assembly. I constructed 
internal deletion mutations targeting the evolutionarily conserved N-terminal half of Erb1 
and explored the effects of these mutations on ribosome assembly using molecular and 
proteomic approaches. My studies revealed a new role for Erb1 in the removal of the 
ITS2 spacer sequence, in addition to its initial role in processing the ITS1 spacer 
sequence. I demonstrated that the folding of 5.8S rRNA and stable association of rRNA 
domain V binding assembly factors are affected in erb1 mutants, thus blocking ITS2 
removal.   I also demonstrate a role for ES26/ES20 helical structures in domain III of 25S 
rRNA for 60S ribosomal subunit assembly.  Based on these observations, I predict a 
model in which remodeling events triggered by the removal of Erb1 together with its 
interacting partner Ytm1 facilitate rearrangements in domain III of 25S rRNA in pre-
ribosomes necessary to initiate the removal of the ITS2 spacer sequence.    

 
In the second part of my thesis research, I investigated the roles of r-proteins L21 

and L28 in processing of the ITS2 spacer sequence.  Based on comparative analysis of 
structures of pre-ribosomes and ribosomes, I hypothesized that these r-proteins facilitate 



RNA folding in between domains II /V of 25S rRNA. Biochemical analysis of the 
composition of pre-ribosomes revealed specific changes in the association of assembly 
factors binding to the domain II/V interface of 25S rRNA, adjacent to the peptidyl 
transferase center, revealing that the organization of this interface is crucial to processing 
of the ITS2 spacer in 7S pre-rRNA.   

In addition to understanding specific mechanisms driving 60S ribosomal subunit 
assembly, my studies demonstrate coordination between the organization of the active 
centers in the 60S subunit (peptidyl transferase activity and tRNA binding sites in domain 
V and the polypeptide exit tunnel in domain III of 25S rRNA) and removal of the ITS2 
spacer sequence.  Thus, the ITS2 spacer might have evolved in eukaryotes as a 
mechanism to ensure accurate assembly of the translational apparatus.   
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CHAPTER 1.  Introduction 

 

Ribosomes are the ribonucleoprotein nanomachines responsible for protein synthesis 

in all cells. Mature eukaryotic ribosomes contain two asymmetric subunits: the large, 60S 

subunit, which contains 25S rRNA, 5.8S rRNA, 5S rRNA and 46 r-proteins, and the 

small, 40S subunit, which contains 18S rRNA and 33 r-proteins (Figure 1).  During 

protein synthesis, the small 40S subunit binds and decodes the information in mRNA and 

recruits appropriate aminoacyl-tRNAs as substrates. The large 60S subunit hosts the 

peptidyl transferase center responsible for peptide bond formation and protein synthesis 

(Figure 1). 

 

Extensive RNA-protein interactions underlie the construction of these 

macromolecular complexes. Although the core structure of ribosomes is conserved across 

the three domains of life, eukaryotic ribosomes are larger and more complex than their 

bacterial counterparts, due to the addition of rRNA segments called expansion segments 

and r-protein extensions, insertions or eukaryote specific r-proteins (Ben-Shem et al. 

2010, 2011; Melnikov et al. 2012; Jenner et al. 2012; Gerbi 1996; Armache et al. 2010; 

Anger et al. 2013). These additional elements are mostly localized on the solvent-exposed 

side of ribosomal subunits, away from the functional centers (Figure 2). Even though the 

eukaryote-specific features are thought to reflect the functional divergence of ribosomes, 

their potential roles in the assembly and functional specialization of eukaryotic ribosomal 

subunits are just beginning to be explored. 
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Ribosome assembly is central to cellular metabolism. In rapidly growing yeast cells, a 

major fraction of the transcriptional, splicing, translational and intracellular trafficking 

machinery is dedicated to the production of ribosomes, at a rate of ~4000 subunits/minute 

(Warner 1999). Since protein synthesis and translational fidelity are crucial to cellular 

homeostasis, major defects in ribosome assembly or function are lethal to all organisms, 

often observed as embryonic lethality in higher organisms.  Mutations in assembly 

factors or r-proteins that result in a partial loss of their function, or heterozygous null 

alleles, result in a variety of diseases collectively referred to as ribosomopathies. These 

diseases are characterized by hematopoietic, craniofacial or skeletal abnormalities, and a 

predisposition to cancer (Freed et al. 2010; Kathleen L McCann 2013; Sulima et al. 2014; 

Kondrashov et al. 2011).  Thus, research on ribosome assembly is crucial to dissect the 

molecular bases of these pathological conditions.    

There is an increasing body of evidence indicating that organisms might produce 

subpopulations of ribosomes with distinct composition for functional specialization or 

regulatory purposes. This is an exciting arena, since it shifts our view of ribosomes as 

dynamic regulators of the cellular proteome (Gilbert 2011; Xue and Barna 2013; 

Bygrazov et al. 2013). Whether or not ribosome assembly is programmed to generate 

heterogeneous ribosomes with functional diversity is a largely unexplored area.  

My thesis work focused on understanding mechanistic processes driving 60S 

ribosomal subunit assembly in S. cerevisiae. In this Introduction, I will briefly discuss 

molecular processes driving ribosome biogenesis, with a focus on construction of the 60S 

subunit. 
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Figure 1 
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Figure 1.  Atomic-resolution structure of S. cerevisiae ribosomes 

Shown are crystal structures of the 60S and 40S ribosomal subunits in S. cerevisiae, 

viewed from either the solvent (left) or subunit (right) interface. (A) The large ribosomal 

60S subunit is composed of 25S, 5.8S and 5S rRNAs, and 47 r-proteins. (B) The small 

ribosomal 40S subunit contains the 18S rRNA and 32 r-proteins. Other structural 

landmarks on the 60S and 40S subunits are also indicated.   

(PDB IDs: 3U5D, 3U5E, 3U5B, 3U5C) 
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Figure 2 

B 

Solvent Interface View 

Subunit interface View 
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Figure 2. rRNA expansion segments in the 60S subunit  of Saccharomyces cerevisiae 

(A) Expansion segments (ES) also known as eukaryote-specific rRNA elements in the 

large subunit are mapped onto the phylogeny-based secondary structure obtained from 

the ribovision website (http://apollo.chemistry.gatech.edu/RiboVision/#). (B) ESs form 

two clusters on the periphery of the 60S subunit (PDB ID: 3U5D), away from the 

peptidyl transferase center and tRNA binding sites (red and pale yellow).  ES5 in green 

contains the 5`-end of 5.8S rRNA and the 3`-end of 25S rRNA.   

http://apollo.chemistry.gatech.edu/RiboVision/
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Figure 3 
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Figure 3. Eukaryotic specific 60S ribosomal proteins and extensions (blue) cluster 

adjacent to rRNA expansion segments (red).  Eukaryote specific rRNA (red) and r-

protein elements (blue) concentrate around the central protuberance and the 5` and 3`-

ends of 25S and 5.8S rRNAs.   

(PDB IDs: 3U5D, 3U5E) 
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1.1  Fundamental molecular processes driving ribosome biogenesis 

 

Ribosome assembly begins with transcription of pre-rRNAs, which undergo co-

transcriptional folding, modification, processing, and assembly with r-proteins to form 

functional ribosomal subunits.  These events occur in a series of highly orchestrated 

events spanning three cellular compartments: the nucleolus, nucleoplasm, and cytoplasm. 

The wide spectrum of genetic, molecular, and proteomic techniques available to study 

ribosome assembly in yeast, has enabled it to be the model system of choice to 

investigate ribosome assembly in eukaryotes.  Studies spanning several decades have 

demonstrated that the concerted action of ~76 snoRNPs and 200 trans-acting proteins 

referred to as ‘assembly factors’ facilitates the production of translation-competent 

ribosomal subunits in S. cerevisiae. The exact functions of most of these assembly factors 

remain to be understood.  A recent study of the human nucleolar proteome revealed that 

210 of 286 human ribosome assembly factors have yeast homologs, highlighting the 

evolutionary conservation of these assembly mechanisms. In this section, I will outline 

four intertwined molecular processes driving ribosome assembly in eukaryotes: pre-

rRNA processing and modification, RNA folding, binding of r-proteins, and formation of 

pre-ribosomal intermediates. 

 

1.1.1 Pre-rRNA processing and modification 

 

Ribosomal RNAs are encoded by tandem repeats of rDNA genes around which 

nucleolus, the membrane-less nuclear subcompartment, is organized (Cmarko et al. 
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2008). Three of the four rRNAs (18S, 5.8S, and 25S rRNAs) are synthesized by RNA 

polymerase I as a polycistronic precursor called 35S pre-rRNA.  The fourth rRNA, 5S 

rRNA is transcribed in its precursor form by RNA polymerase III.  The organization of 

rDNA repeats in S. cerevisiae and the primary transcripts formed by their transcription 

are schematically depicted in Figure 4.  Evolutionarily aspects of rDNA organization and 

pre-rRNA processing are discussed in more detail in (Lafontaine and Tollervey 2001; 

2004; Lafontaine 2015).   

 

The 35S pre-rRNA contains mature rRNA sequences separated by two internal 

transcribed spacers (ITS1 and ITS2) and flanked by two external transcribed spacers (5`-

ETS and 3`-ETS).  R-proteins and assembly factors co-transcriptionally bind pre-rRNA 

to generate RNA-protein complexes called ‘pre-ribosomes’. The spacer sequences are 

removed in a multistep pathway by endonucleases, exonucleases and the nuclear 

exosome that associate with pre-ribosomes (reviewed in (Fernández-Pevida et al. 2015)) 

(Figure 5). Because pre-rRNA processing events are irreversible, they contribute to the 

directionality of the ribosome assembly process.   

 

The pre-rRNA processing pathway is one of the best-understood aspects of 

ribosome assembly. Hence processing events are used as landmarks to understand the 

hierarchy of remodeling events driving ribosome assembly.   60S subunit assembly 

events can be grouped into six categories based on the pre-rRNA content in the pre-

ribosomal intermediates (Figure 5)  (1) “very early steps” as rRNA is transcribed and 

initially compacted, (2) “early steps”, including removal of the ITS1 spacer sequence in 
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27SA2 and 27SA3 pre-rRNAs to produce 27SB pre-rRNA (35S pre-rRNA is found in 

90S pre-ribosome, 27SA2 or 27SA3 pre-rRNA are in 66S pre-ribosomes) (3) “middle 

steps”, involving cleavage at the C2 site in ITS2, and exit from the nucleolus (27SB pre-

rRNA is in 66S pre-ribosomes), (4) “late nuclear steps” including the removal of the 

ITS2 spacer and remodeling of the central protuberance in the 60S subunit (25.5S + 7S or 

25S + 6S pre-rRNAs are in 66S pre-ribosomes), (5) binding of nuclear export factors to 

enable transit of pre-ribosomes through the nuclear-pore complex into the cytoplasm, and 

(6) final maturation events in the cytoplasm. Molecular details of these steps are

discussed in section 1.3.  

Approximately 2% of rRNA nucleotides undergo chemical modifications such as 

pseudouridylation and 2`-O-ribose methylation, mediated by snoRNA-guided enzymes or 

a conventional substrate-specific enzyme. Most modifications occur co-transcriptionally, 

however, some of them take place during late stages of assembly (Lapeyre and 

Purushothaman 2004; Osheim et al. 2004; Koš and Tollervey 2010; Lafontaine 2015; 

Sharma and Lafontaine 2015). Interestingly, rRNA modifications cluster near highly 

conserved functional sites on the subunit-interface. snoRNA-mediated rRNA 

modifications are carried out by ~76 box C/D or box H/ACA snoRNPs. These snoRNPs 

interact with their target RNA by Watson-Crick base pairing, and often have multiple 

targets on pre-RNA located far apart in the primary sequence. While the absence of 

individual modifications or some groups of them has no effect on ribosome assembly, 

they are known to be essential for optimal ribosome function. Misdirection of rRNA 

methylation can have lethal consequences (Ben Liu et al. 2008; Baxter-Roshek et al. 
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2007; Liang et al. 2007; Jack et al. 2011). Depletion of essential proteins associated with 

the snoRNP machinery or of the substrate- specific 60S subunit methylases Spb1 and 

Nop2 disrupts ribosome assembly (Kiss et al. 2010; Lafontaine and Tollervey 1999; 

Lapeyre and Purushothaman 2004; Kressler 1999; Hong et al. 1997; 2001; Sharma et al. 

2013; Bourgeois et al. 2015; Lafontaine 2015; Ban et al. 2014). How these snoRNPs and 

methylases facilitate ribosome assembly is a field of active research. Whether 

functionally specialized ribosomes are created by varying the combination of 

modifications on rRNA is not yet known. 
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Figure 4. Organization of rRNA genes in S. cerevisiae.  A single yeast cell contains 

~150-200 tandem repeats of ~9.1 kb long rDNA genes on chromosome XII.  The rDNA 

repeats are transcribed by RNA polymerase III to produce pre-5S rRNA and by RNA 

polymerase I to produce 35S pre-rRNA. The 35S pre-rRNA contains 18S, 5.8S, and 25S 

rRNAs separated and flanked by two internal transcribed spacers (ITS2) and external 

transcribed spacers (ETSs) respectively.  Individual rDNA repeats are separated from 

each other by the non-transcribed spacers (NTSs).  The cleavage sites on rRNA during 

pre-rRNA processing events are indicated. 

 



 

 
 
 

15 

Figure 5 
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Figure 5.  Pre-rRNA processing in S. cerevisiae.. The location of the external (5`- and 

3`-ETS) and internal transcribed spacers (ITS1 and ITS2), and the processing sites on the 

primary transcript, 35S pre-rRNA are shown. Processing intermediates (italicized) and 

nucleases are indicated next to the step in which they function.  The primary transcript 

synthesized by RNA polymerase I, 35S pre-rRNA, undergoes either post- or co-

transcriptional cleavage at the A2 site (not shown here). Despite post- or co-

transcriptional cleavage, 60S subunit assembly begins with formation of the 3`-end of 

27SA2 pre-rRNA.  In yeast, 27SA2 pre-rRNA can proceed via two parallel processing 

pathways, the major pathway (~85%) and the minor pathway (~15%) producing 5.8S 

rRNA with heterogeneous ends (5.8SS and 5.85L, respectively). 
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1.1.2 RNA folding 

The tertiary structure RNA is crucial to its function. Higher order structures of RNA 

molecules consist of secondary structure elements such as helices and loops arranged in 

three dimensional space to generate a functionally competent tertiary structure (Holbrook 

2005) (Leontis et al. 2006; Pyle and Green 1995) (Figure 6). 

 

RNA folding begins co-transcriptionally in the 5`-3` direction with rapid and 

spontaneous formation of secondary interactions driven by base-pairing. RNA helices are 

often formed between bases far apart in the primary sequences, resulting in an initial 

compaction of the linear primary transcript. RNA secondary structural elements are 

inherently stable due to the large negative net free energy of double helix formation.  

Consequently, folding into unproductive conformers can result in the formation of 

kinetically trapped intermediates (Woodson 2008; 2011).  Long RNAs such as pre-

rRNAs collapse into compact intermediates in which the helices interact and undergo 

remodeling events before attaining their final conformations(Woodson 2010). The 

tertiary folding of RNA depends on long-range intra- and inter- molecular interactions 

resulting from base pairing (Watson-Crick and non-canonical), base stacking, coaxial 

helical stacking, 2`-OH group interactions, or formation of intercalated strands between 

the helices and loops in the secondary structure. The strength of tertiary interactions is 

weaker in comparison to that of secondary interactions in RNA (Butcher and Pyle 2011). 

The formation of secondary and tertiary structural elements in RNA is not always 

hierarchical.  For example, tertiary structural elements aid the formation of inherently 

unstable secondary structures such as pseudoknots (Gluick and Draper 1994)   
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Since rRNA is a ribozyme, its folding determines the functionality and translational 

fidelity of ribosomes.  In order to assemble these long rRNAs at a rate of ~4000 

subunits/minute in rapidly growing yeast cells, productive conformers of rRNA need to 

be selected and favored. Cellular osmolytes and the crowded intracellular environment 

stimulate the collapse of RNAs into globular shapes (Woodson 2010). Cations such as 

Mg2+ ions help to overcome electrostatic barriers to RNA folding (Butcher and Pyle 

2011).  Additionally, r-proteins and the assembly machinery greatly facilitate rRNA 

folding by the mechanisms listed below (Figure 7). 

(1) Specific RNA-binding proteins (r-proteins and many assembly factors) 

promote RNA folding by stabilizing native structure or by guiding folding  

(Figure7A) (Pyle and Green 1995; Woodson 2008; Granneman et al. 2011; 

Dembowski et al. 2013b; Talkish et al. 2014). 

(2) R-proteins and some assembly factors can function as RNA chaperones to 

resolve mis-folded RNA structures in an energy-independent manner (Figure 

7B) (Herschlag 1995; Lorsch 2002; Fedorova et al. 2010; Del Campo et al. 

2009).  

(3) Nineteen RNA helicases (15 of which are DEAD-box RNA helicases) function 

in ribosome assembly in yeast.  They can utilize the energy derived from ATP 

hydrolysis to anneal or fold RNA helices, resolve mis-folded RNA structures 

or displace RNA-bound assembly factors. Due to this energy-investment, these 

proteins can drive ribosome assembly in a forward direction (Figure 7C). 
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(Lamanna and Karbstein 2011; Guenther and Jankowsky 2009; Bohnsack et al. 

2009; Dembowski et al. 2013a) reviewed in (Rodríguez-Galán et al. 2013).  

(4) snoRNAs could mediate RNA folding processes by base pairing with mature or 

spacer sequences on rRNA (Steitz and Tycowski 1995; Dutca et al. 2011). 

They could also prevent mis-folding of RNA strands before their base-pairing 

partner sequences are transcribed (Figure 7D). 

 



 

 
 
 

20 

Figure 6 
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Figure 6. Hierarchy of rRNA folding. rRNA sequences in the primary transcript form 

helices that are ~2-11 base pair long, separated by helical junctions and internal loops, via 

base-pairing interactions. The 25S rRNA of 60S subunits folds into six domains (I-VI), 

indicated in different colors.  The 5.8S rRNA binds to domain I (purple) of 25S rRNA via 

base-pairing interactions.  The secondary structural elements are compacted and arranged 

in three-dimensional space via tertiary interactions such as coaxial base stacking and 

inter-helical base pairing/backbone interactions, to form the tertiary RNA structure of 

mature 60S ribosomal subunits.  
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 Figure 7 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Lorsch J. (2002), Leitao A.L et al (2015) 
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Figure 7.  Protein-assisted folding of RNA.  (A) RNA binding proteins recognize and bind 

specific structures on RNA. Their binding can stabilize otherwise unstable active conformations or 

induce the formation of structures for binding of other proteins. (B) Interaction of RNA chaperones 

with RNA disrupts mis-folded structures, providing more opportunities for the RNA to fold into its 

native state.  (C) Multitasking RNA helicases.  RNA helicase can unwind and resolve mis-folded 

RNA structures in an energy dependent manner, serve as scaffolds to build RNA-protein 

complexes, or use the energy of ATP-hydrolysis to initiate local structural changes in an RNA-

protein complex.   (D) Binding and release of snoRNPs to pre-rRNAs can block specific pre-rRNA 

mis-folding events.  
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1.1.3 The roles of r-proteins in rRNA folding and assembly of the 60S subunit in S. 

cerevisiae 

 

Most r-proteins (64/79) are essential for growth under standard laboratory 

conditions, because they are important for the assembly and/or function of ribosomes 

(Steffen et al. 2012; Pöll et al. 2009; Gamalinda et al. 2014). Non-essential r-proteins also 

may have important roles in ribosome biogenesis or function (Babiano et al. 2012).   

 

R-proteins are enriched in basic residues, which enables them to bind negatively 

charged RNA (Figure 8).  Interestingly, a significant fraction of r-proteins also contains 

intrinsically disordered regions (Peng et al. 2014). Thus chaperone proteins are often 

necessary for their stable expression, to protect them from aggregating, and to escort 

them through pores in the nuclear envelope for late steps of ribosome assembly in the 

cytoplasm. Ribosome-associated chaperones and importins, and ubiquitination of the N-

termini of r-proteins are known to perform some of these roles.  In addition, recent 

studies demonstrated that dedicated chaperones co-translationally bind r-proteins and 

escort them across nuclear pores for assembly into ribosomes, for example, AcL4, Rrb1, 

Syo1, and Sqt1 serve as chaperones for L4, L3, L5, and L10, respectively (Calviño et al. 

2015; Pausch et al. 2015; Stelter et al. 2015).  

 

Crystal structures of eukaryotic ribosomes suggested the role for r-proteins in 

stabilizing inter-domain interactions. Eukaryotic r-proteins typically contain a globular 

domain and one or more long extensions forming extensive contacts with rRNA, often 
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spanning long distances across the ribosomal subunit surface or forming deep insertions 

into the subunit. Typically, the globular domains of r-proteins contact one domain of 

rRNA, which is thought to act as the primary binding site (Klein et al. 2004). rRNAs and 

r-proteins undergo co-folding, which increases the specificity of RNA-protein binding.  

The intrinsically disordered extensions of r-proteins could co-ordinate the folding of 

rRNA in different regions of ribosomal subunits, and form communication channels to 

relay changes in the architecture of pre-ribosomes at different stages of assembly (Beril 

Tutuncuoglu, Personal Communication).  Thus, as assembly progresses, r-proteins are 

more stably integrated with rRNA. Consequently, components of pre-ribosomes proceed 

through alternating steps of r-protein binding and rRNA conformational changes. The 

binding of r-proteins to RNA during early steps of assembly can be equated to the 

formation of an encounter complex. This initial binding event is then followed by 

rearrangements in RNA structure that allow more stable intermolecular interactions 

(Figure 8).  Such stabilization can result from an independent event promoting RNA-

folding, or an induced-fit by the associating protein.   

 

The in vitro reconstitution of bacterial 30S and 50S subunits from mature rRNA 

and r-proteins demonstrated the importance of r-proteins to enhance rRNA folding to its 

native structure. These studies defined the hierarchy of stable association of each 

bacterial r-protein with rRNA; primary (direct binding to rRNA), secondary (binding 

depends on association of primary binding r-proteins with rRNA), and tertiary (binding 

depends on association of secondary binding r-proteins). R-protein assisted rRNA folding 

is speculated to be the underlying principle facilitating the binding of secondary and 
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tertiary binding r-proteins, following the association of primary and secondary binding r-

proteins, respectively.  

 

Recent studies using depletion of large subunit r-proteins revealed a correlation 

between the location of the r-proteins and pre-rRNA processing steps (Figure 9). R-

proteins binding to domains I or II, or to the II/IV interface at the equatorial belt of 60S 

subunits, are required for processing of the ITS1 spacer.  R-proteins binding domain III 

and 5.8S rRNA in the bottom third of 60S subunits are required for cleavage of the ITS2 

spacer.  ITS2 pre-rRNA processing requires domains IV/V/VI and 5S rRNA, and binding 

of r-proteins on the solvent interface and central protuberance of 60S subunits (Pöll et al. 

2009; Gamalinda et al. 2014; 2013; Ohmayer et al. 2013; Milkereit et al. 2015). 

Collectively, these studies provided strong evidence for a hierarchical pattern of RNA 

folding and r-protein binding proceeding from the solvent interface of 60S subunit to its 

subunit interface. However, it is important to note that the folding hierarchy is not 

uniquely linear, as late nuclear steps of 60S subunit maturation involve major 

reorientation of RNA helices such as h38 in domain III and h89 I domain V of 25S 

rRNA) and 5S rRNA) (Leidig et al. 2014).  

 

 The roles of r-proteins in 60S ribosomal subunits are further discussed in Chapter 

4. 
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Figure 8 
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Figure 8.  Dynamic changes in the RNP architecture initiate and strengthen the 

association of r-proteins with pre-ribosomes.   Shown is a schematic for the 

hierarchical recruitment and sequential tightening of r-protein-rRNA interaction.  R-

proteins that are initial binders (grey) promote conformational changes in the architecture 

of RNA required for recruitment of later binding r-proteins (reddish brown).   Binding of 

the second r-protein creates an RNA structure for the interaction of the disordered 

domain of the first r-protein, tightening its association with pre-ribosomes.  
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Figure 9 
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Figure 9:  Hierarchical association of 60S subunit r-proteins is required for specific 

steps of pre-rRNA processing.  (A) Specific pre-rRNA processing steps affected by 

depletion of r-proteins in yeast.  All r-proteins functioning in a particular step of pre-

rRNA processing are indicated in the same color.  (B) The r-proteins affecting specific 

stages of pre-ribosome assembly cluster to specific neighborhoods on the 60S subunit, 

providing valuable clues for the hierarchy of rRNA folding. 
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1.1.4  Formation of pre-ribosomal intermediates 

 

As discussed briefly in the beginning of this section, many assembly factors and r-

proteins bind to nascent RNA resulting in the formation of pre-ribosomal intermediates or 

pre-ribosomes. Genetic and proteomic approaches identified ~200 assembly factors that 

bind pre-ribosomes at specific stages of maturation, perform their function, and then 

dissociate. Association of assembly factors with pre-ribosomes can also happen in a 

hierarchical manner determined by structural and compositional remodeling events 

occurring within the pre-ribosomes.   

 

The simplest classification of pre-ribosomal intermediates is based on their pre-

rRNA content (Figure 10).  Ribosome biogenesis begins with the formation of 90S pre-

ribosomes containing 35S pre-rRNA (post-transcriptional cleavage at site A2), or else 66S 

and 43S pre-ribosomes, containing 27SA2 and 20S pre-rRNAs respectively (co-

transcriptional cleavage at site A2).  In either case, assembly of the large 60S subunit 

bifurcates from assembly of the small subunit after cleavage at site A2.  43S pre-

ribosomes containing 20S pre-rRNAs are exported into the cytoplasm, where they 

undergo final steps of maturation including a translation-like test-drive cycle to check 

their functional competence (Strunk et al. 2012; Lebaron S et al. 2012; Garcia-Gomez et 

al. 2014). The maturation of 60S subunits is much more complicated; it involves 

formation of at least five distinct 66S pre-ribosomal intermediates distinguished by their 

pre-rRNA content.  66S pre-ribosomes containing 27SA2, 27SA3, and 27SB pre-rRNAs 

are found in the nucleolus.  Pre-ribosomes containing 27SB pre-rRNA move into the 

nucleoplasm following cleavage in the ITS2 spacer, to generate 25.5S and 7S pre-rRNAs.  
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The 25.5S and 7S pre-rRNAs are trimmed into 25S and 6S pre-rRNAs, after which pre-

ribosomes are exported into the cytoplasm.  The final steps of 60S subunit maturation, 

including formation of the 5`- end of 5.8S rRNA, occur in the cytoplasm.   

 

The pre-ribosomal intermediates are very dynamic due to the association and 

dissociation of assembly factors at distinct stages of assembly. Assembly factors include 

proteins with a wide variety of biochemical activities, such as RNA binding proteins, 

NTPases (GTPases and DEAD-box helicases), kinases/phosphatases, endo/exonucleases, 

putative scaffolding proteins, and some proteins that are homologous to r-proteins. Most 

of the assembly factors have been assigned to a particular step in pre-rRNA processing or 

subunit maturation based on the phenotypic effects of their depletion. They often exhibit 

a hierarchical pattern for their stable association with pre-ribosomes (Figure 16) 

 

The lifetime of assembly factors in pre-ribosomes is typically identified by the 

pre-rRNAs and assembly factors with which they co-purify. Recruitment of assembly 

factors to pre-ribosomes can be driven by protein-protein interactions with other 

assembly factors or r-proteins, or protein-RNA interactions with pre-rRNAs. Therefore, 

the proper structuring of the binding sites on pre-rRNAs could also determine entry of 

assembly factors into pre-ribosomes.  It is important to consider that exit/release of 

assembly factors from pre-ribosomes may be as impactful on the progress of assembly, as 

AF entry or the presence of assembly factors in pre-ribosomes. The exit of these 

assembly factors may be driven by gradual weakening of the intermolecular interactions 

stabilizing their association, and/or via energy-dependent enzymatic events. For example, 
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release might be a critical checkpoint that signals proper progress through the assembly 

pathway. A productive remodeling event might create an RNP structure that activates 

release of some assembly factors, which in turn might expose or create rRNA binding 

sites for other assembly factors which associate at the same site during late events of 

assembly.  

 

While the entry and exit of assembly factors occur throughout maturation steps, 

three major remodeling events driven by AAA-ATPAses – Rix7 (ribosome export), Rea1 

(ribosome export associated, or Midasin/Mdn1), and Drg1 (Afg2, dizaborine resistance 

gene) occur during the maturation of 60S subunits. Rea1 is a mechanoenzyme that uses 

physical force to release assembly factors in two different steps, before transit of pre-

ribosomes from the nucleolus to the nucleoplasm, and then from the nucleoplasm to the 

cytoplasm (Erzberger and Berger 2006; Thoms et al. 2015a; Galani et al. 2004; Barrio-

Garcia et al. 2015; Baßler et al. 2010). It appears that Rix7 functions along with Rea1 in 

the first remodeling event (Gadal et al. 2001; Kressler et al. 2008). Drg1-mediated 

remodeling events occur in the cytoplasm (Loibl et al. 2014).  These remodeling events 

result in remarkable changes in the composition of pre-ribosomes.   

 

In addition to the three AAA-ATPases, 19 RNA helicases function in ribosome 

assembly in S. cerevisiae (Woolford and Baserga 2013).  They use ATP binding and/or 

hydrolysis to bind or remodel RNA or RNA-protein complexes (Jankowsky 2011).  They 

can sense RNA-RNA, RNA-protein or protein-protein interactions and convert these into 

downstream events such as rearrangements of RNA structure, recruitment/release of 
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assembly factors, stabilization of r-protein contacts, or activation of other NTPases 

(reviewed in  ( Rodríguez-Galán et al. 2013; Martin et al. 2013).   
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Figure 10 
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Figure 10.  Pre-rRNA processing and other 60S subunit assembly events occur 

inside RNA-protein complexes called pre-ribosomes.  Most r-proteins (yellow and 

green), except the cytoplasmically associating r-proteins, associate with pre-rRNAs co-

transcriptionally.  The pre-ribosomes are highly dynamic in protein and pre-rRNA 

composition due to the entry and release of trans-acting assembly factors (blue) from pre-

ribosomes at specific stages of assembly and processing of pre-rRNAs.   
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1.2  Our current understanding of 60S ribosomal subunit assembly 

  In this Section, I outline key steps in maturation of 66S preribosomes and 

attempt to provide a model for the nuclear steps of 60S subunit assembly in S. cerevisiae. 

I will discuss these events under the six groups described above in Section 1.2.1. 

 

1.2.1 Very early steps during and after transcription of rRNA: Initial folding and 

compaction of 60S subunit precursors  

 Upon completion of transcription, one can detect the first precursor to mature 60S 

large subunits, the 66S particle, containing 27SA2 pre-rRNA and 5S rRNA. The 27SA2 

pre-rRNA is generated by co- or post-transcriptional cleavage of the primary transcript at 

site A2 by the enzyme Rcl1 (Horn et al. 2011).  In the co-transcriptional assembly 

pathway (75-90% in rapidly growing cells), cleavage at site A2 occurs as transcription 

proceeds, while in the post-transcriptional assembly pathway, cleavage at the A2 site 

occurs after the complete transcription of 35S pre-rRNA.  Subsequent processing at the 

other sites in 27SB pre-rRNA (A3, BS, BL, and C2) does not happen until after 

transcription is completed.  Thus, for the 60S subunit, early steps of assembly are in the 

strictest sense co-transcriptional, but in fact most of the processing and remodeling steps 

occur post-transcriptionally.   

 

 Co-IP of 27SA2 pre-rRNA with r-proteins and assembly factors indicates that 50 

out of 70 of the 60S subunit assembly factors and ~40/47 r-proteins (all but those 8-9 r-

proteins that are only assembled in the cytoplasm: L10, L24, L29, L40, L41, L42, P0, P1, 

and P2), are present in these earliest 66S preribosomes. The association of r-proteins 
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becomes tightened only as assembly proceeds, as indicated by resistance of r-protein pre-

rRNA interactions to high salt washes. This tightening presumably results from multiple 

remodeling events with 66S preribosomes, similar to those thought to drive the 

maturation of initial less stable r-protein-rRNA ‘encounter complexes’ to establish more 

and tighter contacts between r-proteins and rRNA.   

 

 A large number of AFs (~25) appear to function very early, defined primarily by 

the effect of their depletion: only small amounts of 27SA2 pre-rRNA accumulate, and no 

later pre-rRNAs are evident (Table 1).  This “rapid pre-rRNA turnover” phenotype may 

reflect that early assembly intermediates require complex folding to compact to a stable 

state; interruption of such pathways could create especially unstable assembly 

intermediates.  Some of these ‘very early’ assembly factors may assemble together with  

r-proteins, and others independently of r-proteins.   

 

 Two very early assembly factors Nop4 and Rrp5 are particularly large proteins that 

cross-link to multiple sequences of pre-rRNA and thus may serve as scaffolds to enable 

compaction of the nascent pre-rRNA (Granneman et al. 2011; Lebaron et al. 2013; 

Hierlmeier et al. 2013). R-protein L3 contacting the ‘domain linker’ interface on which 

the six domains of 25S rRNA fold may also serve as a key scaffolding protein, since its 

depletion has the greatest effect of any r-protein on the stability of 27SA2 and 27SA3 pre-

rRNAs (Gamalinda et al. 2014; Ohmayer et al. 2015).  
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Among the very early assembly factors are seven potential RNA-dependent 

ATPases/RNA helicases/DEAD-box proteins: Dbp2, Dbp3, Dbp6, Dbp7 and Dbp9, 

Prp43, Mak5 (Bond et al. 2001; Weaver et al. 1997; Daugeron and Linder 1998; 

Daugeron et al. 2001; Bohnsack et al. 2009; Leeds et al. 2006; Zagulski et al. 2003). 

Dbp6 forms an RNAse-resistant subcomplex with Npa1, Npa2, Rsa3, and rpL3 (Rosado 

et al. 2007).  Assembly of these five r-proteins may form a lid over what becomes the 3’- 

end of 25S rRNA and/or 5’- end of 5.8S rRNA to protect them from exonucleases 

(Ohmayer et al. 2015). Many of these proteins also exhibit genetic or direct interactions 

and hence presumably assemble and/or function together (see Table 1). Very little is 

known about the role of these DEAD-box enzymes as remodelers of RNP architecture, as 

timers, or as checkpoints.  

 

Our current understanding of these essential very early-acting r-proteins and 

assembly factors is mostly based on their depletion phenotype. However, depletion of 

some early assembly factors results in a specific block in cleavage at the ITS2 site. Many 

of these assembly factors exit preribosomes prior to or immediately after the cleavage in 

ITS2.  Hence more careful mutational analysis of these assembly factors will be needed 

to understand their mechanism of action in very early or early 66S preribosomal 

intermediates and their potential contributions to processing of the ITS2 spacer sequence. 
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Table 1.  Assembly factors required for very early steps of 60S subunit assembly 

 

Name Pre-rRNAs Comments 
Interactions with other 66S pre-ribosomal 

components 
Reference 

Rrp5 
35S to 27SB pre-

rRNAs 

N-terminal and C-terminal 

domains required for 27SA2 

and 27SA3 pre-rRNA 

processing, respectively.   

Forms a sub-complex with 

Noc2 and Noc1 

ITS1, 25S rRNA (CRAC) 

Mak21, Dbp9, Urb1, Noc2, Rix1, L1, L8, L3, L22, 

L23 (CoIP with Rrp5 post RNase treatment) 

Brx1 (PCA), Noc1 (in vitro pull down), Noc2 (sl, 

PCA), Rlp7 (PCA), Pwp1 (PCA) 

 

(Eppens et al. 1999; 

Lamanna and 

Karbstein 2011; 

Lebaron et al. 2013; 

Hierlmeier et al. 2013; 

Tarassov et al. 2008; 

Merl et al. 2010) 

Nop4 27SA2 to 7S pre-rRNAs 

4 RRMs 

Nop4 cross-links to multiple 

sites on 25S rRNA and 

interacts with many 60S 

assembly factors in Y2H 

assay (see McCann and 

Baserga, 2015) 

Domain II of 25S rRNA, domain linker adjacent to 

3`-end of 5.8S rRNA (CRAC) 

 

nsa1 (dosage rescue), nop1 (sl) 

(Granneman et al. 

2011; Sun and John L 

Woolford 1997; 

Tarassov et al. 2008; 

Pratte et al. 2013; 

McCann et al. 2015) 

Npa1 (Urb1) 
27SA2 to 27SB pre-

rRNAs  

dbp3, dbp7, dbp9, nop8,  rsa3, and RPL3 (sl) 

Rsa3, Dbp6, Nop8 (Y2H) 

(Rosado et al. 2007) 

(Dez et al. 2004a) 

McCann:2015bm} 

 

Npa2 (Urb2) 
35S to 27SB pre-

rRNAs  

Npa1, Dbp6, Nop8, and Rsa3 (CoIP with Npa2-

TAP after RNAse treatment) 

dbp3, dbp7, dbp9, nop8,  rsa3, and RPL3 (sl) 

Urb1, Dbp6, Rsa3 (Y2H) 

(Rosado et al. 2007) 

Nop8 
CoIPs ITS2 containing 

pre-rRNAs. 

Contains coiled coils and an 

RRM motif 

N-terminal half of Nop8 is 

important for its association 

with pre-ribosomal 

intermediates prior to 

processing of ITS2 

rsa3, dbp7, dbp9, and npa1 (sl) 

Nip7, Urb1 (Y2H and in vitro pull downs) 

Rrp6 (GST pull down) 

Dbp6 (sl) 

(Rosado et al. 

2007)\(Zanchin and 

Goldfarb 1999; Santos 

et al. 2011; la Cruz et 

al. 2004; McCann et al. 

2015) 
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Rsa3  
 

dbp6, nop8, and rsa3 (sl) 

CoIPs with Npa2-TAP after RNAse treatment 

Urb1, Urb2 (Y2H) 

(la Cruz et al. 2004) 

(Rosado et al. 2007) 

(McCann et al. 2015) 

Noc1 (Mak21) 
35S to  27SB pre-

rRNAs 

Forms a sub-complex with 

Noc2 and Rrp5 

N-terminus of Rrp5 (in vitro pull down) 

noc2, noc3 (sl) 

(Milkereit et al. 2001; 

Hierlmeier et al. 2013; 

Merl et al. 2010) 

Noc2 (Rix3) 35S to 7S pre-rRNAs 
Forms a sub-complex with 

Noc2 and Rrp5 

Noc1 (in vitro pull down), noc3 (sl), noc1 (sl)  

Noc3 (co-purification after high salt washes, Y2H) 

Rrp1, Mak21, Noc3 (Y2H) 

(Hierlmeier et al. 2013; 

Milkereit et al. 2001; 

Merl et al. 2010; 

Ohmayer et al. 2015; 

McCann et al. 2015) 

Noc3 27S and 7S pre-rRNAs 

Associated with later 

preribosomes than Noc1 (see 

Ref #2) 

Noc2 (co-purification after high salt washes, Y2H) 

 

(Milkereit et al. 2001)  

 

Loc1 

Present in Nop7-TAP 

and Rlp24-TAP 

particles 

RNA-binding protein 

*decreased levels of 27SA2 

pre-rNA and 27SB pre-

rRNAs 

 

Interacts with many 60S assembly factors in Y2H 

assay (see McCann and Baserga, 2015) 

(Castle et al. 2010; 

McCann et al. 2015; 

Saveanu et al. 2003) 

Cbf5 

Present in Nop4, 

Nop15, Cic1 and 

Mak11-TAP particles 

Pseudouridine synthase 

catalytic subunit of box 

H/ACA snoRNPs 

Depletion also causes 

accumulation of 27SB and 7S 

re-rRNAs 

 

(Lafontaine et al. 

1998) (Saveanu et al. 

2007; Nissan et al. 

2002; Oeffinger and 

Tollervey 2003) Ed 

Horsey (Personal 

Communication) 

Ssf1 
27SA2 to 27SB and 

some 7S pre-RNAs 

Brix domain. Paralog of Ssf2. 

Proposed to prevent 

premature cleavage at C2 site.  

Rrp15 (Y2H) 

(Fatica et al. 

2002){McCann:2015b

m} 

Ssf2 

 
 Brix domain , Paralog of Ssf1 Rrp15 (Y2H) 

(Fatica et al. 

2002){McCann:2015b

m} 

Rrp14 

Pre-66S rRNAs. Some 

amount of 35S pre-

rRNA 

Depletion blocks formation of 

27SA2 pre-rRNA and   

maturation of 27SB pre-rRNA 

Loc1, Ebp2 (Y2H) 

(Oeffinger et al. 

2007){McCann:2015b

m} 
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Rrp15 

27SA and B pre-

rRNAs, some amount 

of 7S pre-rRNA 

HEAT repeats 
Ssf1, Ssf2, Mak11 (Y2H) 

 

(MARCHIS et al. 

2005){McCann:2015b

m} 

Mak16  

Modest decrease in 27SA2 

pre-rRNA formation, and in 

stability of 27SB pre-rRNA 

Rpf1, Dbp9, Noc2 (Y2H) 

(Pellett and Tracy 

2006; McCann et al. 

2015) 

Dbp2  

DEAD-box RNA helicase. 

Helicase activity is important 

for assembly.   

 
(Bernstein et al. 2006; 

Bond et al. 2001) 

Dbp3  

DEAD-box RNA helicase. 

Helicase activity is important 

for assembly.   

npa1, npa2 (sl), spb4 (sl)  
(Weaver et al. 1997; 

Bernstein et al. 2006) 

Dbp6  

DEAD-box RNA helicase. 

Helicase activity is important 

for assembly.   

dbp7 (se), Dbp9 (Y2H) 

(Daugeron and Linder 

1998) 

(Daugeron et al. 2001) 

Dbp7  

DEAD-box RNA helicase. 

Helicase activity is important 

for assembly.   

dbp6 (se) 
(Daugeron et al. 2001) 

(Bernstein et al. 2006) 

Dbp9  

DEAD-box RNA helicase. 

Helicase activity is important 

for assembly.   

Dbp6 (Y2H),  Mak16 (CoIP) 

(Daugeron et al. 

2001)} 

(Bernstein et al. 2006; 

McCann et al. 2015) 

Prp43 
35S, 27SA and 7S pre-

rRNAs 

DEAD-box RNA helicase 

Additional role in 40S subunit 

assembly  

Helices 39, 40, 23, 24 , 34, and 83 in 25S rRNA 

 

Nop15 (pull down from yeast lysate) 

(Combs et al. 2006; 

Leeds et al. 2006; 

Bohnsack et al. 2009; 

McCann et al. 2015) 

Mak5 

Copurifies with Nop7-

TAP, Ssf1-TAP and 

Nsa1-TAP 

DEAD-box RNA helicase. 

Helicase activity is important 

for assembly.   

 

A functional interaction 

cluster is formed by Mak5, 

Ebp2, Nop16, and Rpf1 

ebp2 (sl), nop16(sl), rpf1(sl), rpL14(sl) 

Rpf1 (pull down from yeast lysate) 

nsa1 (sl) 

(Zagulski et al. 2003; 

Bernstein et al. 2006; 

Pratte et al. 2013; 

McCann et al. 2015) 



 

43 
 

Yeast two-hybrid interactions are denoted by Y2H. 

Synthetic lethal or synthetic enhancement effects are indicated by sl and se, respectively.   
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1.2.2 Early steps: processing of ITS1 in 27SA3 pre-rRNA to generate 27SBS pre-

rRNA 

 

 Preribosomes containing 27SA2 pre-rRNA can undergo maturation via two 

exclusive paths to remove the remaining portion of the ITS1 spacer (Figure 5): (1) The 

27SA2 pre-rRNA can undergo direct endonucleolytic cleavage by an unknown 

endonuclease to form 27SBL pre-rRNA (minor pathway, ~15%), or (2) RNase MRP can 

cleave the 27SA2 pre-rRNA at the A3 site, generating the 27SA3 pre-rRNA. The 5’ most 

sequences of 27SA3 pre-rRNA are processed by the 5`-3` exonucleases Rat1, Rrp17 or 

Xrn1 to form 27SBS pre-rRNA.  The 27SBS and 27SBL pre-rRNAs differ in length at 

their 5`-end by a few nucleotides. Interestingly, this 5`-end is conserved across all 

eukaryotes, but the functional significance of these multiple forms remains unknown.  

 

 R-proteins required for formation of 27SB pre-rRNA from 27SA3 pre-rRNA 

localize to domain I of 25S rRNA (L4, L6, L8, L13, and L8), close to the proximal stem 

from which ITS2 emerges, or to the domain II/VI interface close to the ITS1 sequence 

removed in this step  (L7, L14, L16, L20, L32, L33) (Figure 11A).  We believe that the 

processing of the ITS1 spacer sequence requires stabilization of domains I and II/VI of 

25S rRNA, since the association of r-proteins that bind to these domains is strengthened 

first. Depletion of r-proteins affecting downstream events does not affect association of 

early associating r-proteins (Pöll et al. 2009; Jakovljevic et al. 2012; Ohmayer et al. 2013; 

Gamalinda et al. 2014).  
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Figure 11 
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Figure 11: Ribosomal proteins (green) required for processing of the 27SA3 pre-

rRNA cluster in the domain I (purple), and domain II/VI (blue/maroon) 

neighborhoods. Depletion A3 factors L8 or Has1 affects the association of r-proteins 

binding to these domains of rRNA. Not all domain I-binding r-proteins are absent in the 

Has1 depletion mutant (Jakovljevic et al. 2012)(Dembowski et al. 2013a).  This places 

Has1 downstream of L8 in the functional hierarchy of A3 mutants. 
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In addition to the r-proteins mentioned above, removal of ITS1 from 27SA3 pre-

rRNA to form 27SBL pre-rRNA also requires 13 ‘A3‘ assembly factors: Rpf1, Ebp2, 

Brx1, Nop12, Pwp1, Nop7, Ytm1, Rlp7, Nop15, Cic1/Nsa3, Rrp1, Drs1, and Has1. Ebp2, 

Brx1, Nop12, and Pwp1 form a subcomplex with L8 and L15, which can be isolated from 

cells.  L8 and L15 are located on the solvent-interface of the 60S subunit near the 

proximal stem. Overexpression of domain I/5.8S rRNA binding proteins L34 and L36 

can suppress the growth defects of ebp2 mutants (Shimoji et al. 2012; Wan et al. 2015; 

2014). Several observations indicated that the A3 factors, Ytm1, Erb1, Nop7, Nop15, 

Rlp7, and Cic1, together with the DEAD-box proteins Has1 and Drs1, assemble near L8, 

L13, L15, L36, and the proximal stem and ITS2 of pre-rRNA:  (1) Nop15, Rlp7, and 

Cic1 bind to adjacent sites in ITS2 and are required for structuring of ITS2 spacer 

sequences (Granneman et al. 2011; Wu et al. 2016, submitted). (2) Nop7, Erb1, and Ytm1 

form a stable subcomplex that potentially functions as a hub of protein-protein and 

protein-RNA interactions.  Erb1 and Nop7 cross-link to domains I and I/III of 25S rRNA, 

respectively (Miles et al. 2005; Granneman et al. 2011).  (3) Drs1 can be isolated as a 

subcomplex with the Nop7-subcomplex (Biedka et al. 2016, submitted; Kellner et al. 

2015).  (4) There is also evidence suggesting that Has1 interacts directly with the Nop7-

subcomplex (Thoms et al. 2015b). Together, these observations suggested that the A3 r-

proteins and assembly factors form a tight molecular interaction network. This model was 

proven to be true by the recently acquired near-atomic resolution cryo-EM structures of 

pre-ribosomes containing Nop7, Nop15, Cic1, and Rlp7 (Figure 12). 
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The assembly of the A3 factors into preribosomes is hierarchical (Figure 13).   

Pwp1, Ebp2 and L8 are required for the assembly of Nop7, Erb1, Ytm1, Nop15, Rlp7, 

Cic1, and Has1 (Jakovljevic et al. 2012; Shimoji et al. 2012; Talkish et al. 2014).  Nop7, 

Erb1, Ytm1, Rlp7, Nop15, and Cic1 are mutually interdependent for their assembly and 

are necessary for the association of Drs1 and Has1, but not the L8-subcomplex (Miles et 

al. 2005; Sahasranaman et al. 2011; Tang et al. 2008; Dembowski et al. 2013a; Talkish et 

al. 2014; Jakovljevic et al. 2012; Thoms et al. 2015a; Wegrecki et al. 2015).  Upon 

depletion of Has1 or Drs1, all other A3 factors associate stably with preribosomes, 

placing them as the last assembly factors required for 27SA2 pre-rRNA processing.  The 

protein composition of pre-ribosomes in the Rrp1 depletion mutant closely resembles that 

when Has1 is depleted, based on visual inspection (Dembowski et al. 2013a; 

Sahasranaman et al. 2011; Horsey et al. 2004).  Hence, Rpf1 is placed alongside Has1 

and Drs1 in the hierarchy pathway (Figure 12A).   The effects of these mutations on 

27SA3 pre-rRNA processing are not due to failure to recruit the exonucleases Rrp17, 

Rat1, or Xrn1 to preribosomes, since these enzymes are present in preribosomes in A3 

mutants (Sahasranaman et al. 2011).   

 

Depletion of L8, Rlp7, or Has1 affects the stable association of r-proteins L17, 

L35, and L37 that bind to the helices formed between 5.8S rRNA and 25S rRNA. ITS1 

and ITS2 emerge from the two ends of these helices (Figure 11B) (Jakovljevic et al. 

2012; Dembowski et al. 2013a). Thus, processing of 27SA3 pre-rRNA might require 

structuring of 5.8S rRNA and association of r-proteins with 5.8S rRNA/domain I of 25S 
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rRNA.  The absence of these proteins could greatly destabilize the RNP, resulting in the 

rapid turnover of pre-rRNAs observed in A3 mutants.   

 

Thus, our favorite explanation for the ribosome assembly defects upon depletion 

of A3 assembly factors or r-proteins is that the presence of these proteins is required to 

make a preribosomal particle stable enough to undergo A3 processing. Because these 

proteins form a tight protein-protein and protein-RNA network (Figure 13B), removing 

one of the components in the network causes all others to fail to stably assemble, 

consequently causing these particles to turn over. In addition to Has1 and Drs1, most 

DEAD-box helicases functioning in the previous step are also present in preribosomes 

blocked in ITS1 processing.  Hence more careful analysis will be needed to further 

dissect the molecular network underlying processing of ITS1.  Also, many of the A3 

factors remain associated with preribosomes until a subsequent major remodeling step 

releases them.  Therefore, these proteins could have additional functions in 60S 

ribosomal subunit assembly. A major part of my work was aimed at transitioning from 

assaying depletion phenotypes, which suffer from the shortcoming of strongly affecting 

multiple network interactions, to investigating  effects of more subtle mutations, which  

might help us to better understand the importance of specific intermolecular interactions 

in 60S subunit assembly.  
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Figure 12 
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Figure 12.  Direct interactions between the interdependent A3 assembly factors.  

Shown is the 3A
o
 cryo-EM structure of 66S preribosomes.  The interdependent A3 factors 

Nop7, Rlp7, Cic1, Nop15, and L8 form a functional cluster around ITS2, adjacent to 

domain I (violet) of 25S rRNA.  Nop7 forms a heterotrimeric subcomplex with Erb1 and 

Ytm1 (Miller et al. 2003).  The UV cross-link site of Erb1 on rRNA is shown in red 

(Granneman et al. 2011).  Domains II/VI of 25S rRNA are also shown in light blue and 

maroon colors, respectively. 

 

(Pre-ribosome structure: Wu et al. 2016, submitted) 
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Figure 13.  

 

A 

 

B 
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Figure 13. A3 factors – hierarchy of assembly and interactions.  (A) The hierarchy for 

association of assembly factors involved in 27SA3 pre-rRNA processing.  (B) The 

molecular interaction network formed by A3 assembly factors.  If there are direction 

interactions between two proteins, yeast two-hybrid or genetic interactions are not 

indicated.  
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Table 2.  Assembly factors involved in processing of the ITS1 spacer in 27SA3 pre-rRNA  

Name Comments Pre-rRNA CoIP 
Interactions with other 66S pre-

ribosomal components 
Reference 

Rrp1  

27SA2, 27SA3, 

27SB, 25.5S and 7S 

pre-rRNAs 

Nop15 (Y2H) 

(Fabian and Hopper 1987; 

Horsey et al. 2004; 

Sahasranaman et al. 2011; 

McCann et al. 2015)  

Pwp1 

Non-essential under standard 

growth conditions.  Component of 

the Pwp1- subcomplex 

35S, 27SA2, 27SA3,  

and 7S pre-rRNAs 

Nop12, Cic1, Brx1 (Y2H), Pwp1-

subcomplex (Ebp2, Brx1, Nop12, L8 and 

Pwp1) 

(Talkish et al. 2014; Shimoji et 

al. 2012) 

Ebp2  
35S, 27SA2, 27SA3,  

and 7S pre-rRNAs 

Brx1, Pwp1, Mak5, L8, Rrp14, Nop12 

(Y2H) brx1, rpL34, and rpL36 (sl) 
(Shimoji et al. 2012) 

Brx1 
Sigma(70)-like RNA binding 

motifs 

35S, 27SA2, 27SA3,  

and 7S pre-rRNAs 
ebp2 (se), Nop12, Ebp2, and Rrp14 (Y2H) (Shimoji et al. 2012) 

Nop12 
Non-essential under standard 

growth conditions 

35S, 27SA2, 27SA3,  

and 7S pre-rRNAs 
Cic1, Brx1, Ebp2 (Y2H) 

(Talkish et al. 2014; Shimoji et 

al. 2012) 

Cic1 

(Nsa3) 
R-protein L1 domain 

27SA2, 27SA3, and 7S 

pre-rRNAs 

Nop12, Pwp1, Drs1 (Y2H),  Nop15 (Cryo-

EM) 

(Jäger et al. 2001; Fatica et al. 

2003; McCann et al. 2015) 

Rlp7 

Similar to r-protein L7, but its 

role as place holder has been 

ruled out 

35S, 27SA2, 27SA3, -

7S pre-rRNAs 

Cic1, Nop15, and Nop7 (Cryo-EM) CoIPs 

Erb1 and Nop15 after high salt wash,  

Has1, Nop15 (Y2H) 

(Dembowski et al. 2013b; 

Babiano et al. 2013; 

Sahasranaman et al. 2011; 

Dembowski et al. 2013a; Wu et 

al. 2016, submitted)  

Nop15 RNA recognition motif 
27SA2, 27SA3, 27SB 

and 7S  pre-rRNAs 

Rlp7, Cic1, L8, Nop7 (cryo-EM), Has1 

(Y2H) 

(Oeffinger and Tollervey 2003; 

Dembowski et al. 2013a; Wu et 

al. 2016, submitted) 

Erb1 WD40 repeats 

35S, 27SA2, 27SA3, 

27SB and 7S  pre-

rRNAs 

Ytm1 (Y2H, in vitro pull down), Nop7 (in 

vitro pull down),  Has1 and Drs1 (yeast 

two-hybrid) 

(Pestov et al. 2001; Miles et al. 

2005; McCann et al. 2015; Tang 

et al. 2008) 

Ytm1 WD40 repeats 

35S, 27SA2, 27SA3, 

27SB and 7S  pre-

rRNAs 

Erb1 (Y2H, in vitro pull down), Rea1 

(Y2H, genetic interactions) 

(Miles et al. 2005; Baßler et al. 

2010; Sahasranaman et al. 2011; 

Thoms et al. 2015b; Tang et al. 

2008) 

Nop7 

(Yph1) 

BRCT domains 

 

35S, 27SA2, 27SA3, 

and 7S pre-rRNAs 

Erb1, Rlp7, Cic1, L8  (cryo-EM), nog1 

(DR), rlP25 (sl) 

(Ripmaster et al. 1993; Oeffinger 

et al. 2002; Adams et al. 2002a; 

Miles et al. 2005; Tang et al. 
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2008; Granneman et al. 2011; 

Wu et al. 2016, submitted; 

Honma et al. 2006; Tang et al. 

2008)  

Has1  

DEAD-box RNA helicase. 

Additional roles in 40S subunit 

assembly.  

5S, 27SA2, 27SA3, 

27SB, 7S pre-rRNAs 
Rlp7, Nop15, Erb1, Nop7, Drs1 (Y2H) 

(Dembowski et al. 2013a; 

Kathleen L McCann 2013) 

Drs1 DEAD-box RNA helicase - 
Nop7-subcomplex (in vitro pull down), 

nop7(sl) Erb1 (Y2H), Cic1 (Y2H) 

(Adams et al. 2002b), Talkish J. 

(Personal Communication), 

(McCann et al. 2015) 

Rrp17, 

Rat1, 

Xrn1 

5`-3`- RNA processing enzymes - - 

(Henry et al. 1994; 

Sahasranaman et al. 2011; 

Oeffinger et al. 2009) 

     

 

 

Y2H – yeast two-hybrid 

sl – synthetic lethal 

DR – dosage rescue 

Same color indicates subcomplex formation
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1.2.3 Middle and late steps involving cleavage and processing of the ITS2 spacer  

The removal of ITS2 spacer is performed in multiple steps 

ITS2 is the last spacer to be removed during 60S ribosomal subunit assembly.  

The cleavage and processing events required for removal of ITS2 are discussed in detail 

below, since my research focused on understanding the mechanistic details triggering 

these processes in the pre-ribosome (Figure 14). 

 

 Cleavage of the ITS2 Spacer in 27SB pre-rRNA to generate 7S and 25.5S pre-

rRNAs 

 Removal of ITS2 begins with endonucleolytic cleavage at site C2 by Las1 

(Castle et al. 2013; Gasse et al. 2015; Schillewaert et al. 2012). Fifteen assembly factors 

(referred to as ‘B’ factors) and 11 r-proteins are required for initiating the C2 cleavage 

(Woolford and Baserga 2013; Gamalinda et al. 2014).  Upon depletion of any of these 

proteins, 27SB pre-rRNAs fail to undergo cleavage in ITS2 to form 25.5S and 7S pre-

rRNAs.  The 27SB pre-rRNA containing ITS2 is the longest-lived pre-rRNA, indicating 

that complex remodeling of RNP might be needed prior to ITS2 cleavage.  

 

The concerted action of multiple nucleases and the exosome remove the 5`- and 3`-

ends of the ITS2 spacer during pre-rRNA processing  

Endonucleolytic cleavage at the C2 site generates a 5`-OH at the end of 25.5S pre-

rRNA and a 2`, 3`- cyclic phosphate at the 3`-end of 7S pre-rRNA.  The 5`-OH on 25.5S 

pre-rRNA is phosphorylated by the Grc3 kinase, rendering it a proper substrate of the 
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Rat1-Rai1 exonuclease (Gasse et al. 2015; Schillewaert et al. 2012; Thomson and 

Tollervey 2010a). The 5`-end of 25.5S pre-rRNA then is processed by Rat1-Rai1 

exonucleases (Fang et al. 2005; Gasse et al. 2015; Allmang et al. 2000). The exosomal 

components for 7S pre-rRNA processing are recruited to their site of action by assembly 

factors Nop53, Nop8, and Rix7, which are located close to ITS2 (Granato et al. 2008; 

Santos et al. 2011; Yoshikatsu et al. 2015; Hiraishi et al. 2015; Thoms et al. 2015c).  

Eleven assembly factors and four r-proteins are required for the processing of 3`-end of 

ITS2 to convert 7S pre-rRNA into 6S pre-rRNA (Woolford and Baserga 2013; 

Gamalinda et al. 2014).  Depletion of any one of these proteins causes an accumulation of 

both 27SB and 7S pre-rRNAs, which indicates that they may also be important for ITS2 

cleavage, and/or that these steps are somehow coupled to each other. 

 

The final steps in ITS2 pre-rRNA processing are performed by the nucleases 

Rex1/Reh1 and Ngl2 in a two-step process (van Hoof et al. 2000; Thomson and 

Tollervey 2010a; Thoms et al. 2015c).  
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Figure 14 
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Figure 14.  Multistep process for removal of the ITS2 spacer during 60S ribosomal 

subunit assembly.   Removal of ITS2 is initiated by the cleavage at the C2 site by the 

endonuclease Las1.  The action of Las1 generates the 3`-end of 7S pre-rRNA and the 5`-

OH end of 25.5S pre-rRNA.  Multiple nucleases process the 5`- and 3`-ends of ITS2 to 

generate the 5`-and 3`-ends of mature 25S and 5.8S rRNAs, respectively. 
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 R-proteins required for removal of ITS2 spacer  

The r-proteins required for ITS2 cleavage and processing localize to distinct 

neighborhoods in the structure of 60S subunits. (Figure 15)  (A) The r-proteins required 

for ITS2 cleavage, namely L9, L17, L23, L25, L26, L27, L31, L34, L35, and L37, bind to 

domain III or the domain III/IV interface, with the exception of L9 and L23 that bind 

predominantly to domain V of 25S rRNA.   Consequently, we believe that the RNA 

folding in domains III and V adjacent to ITS2 is required to initiate cleavage at ITS2.  (B) 

The r-proteins L2 and L43 required for 7S pre-rRNA processing also bind to the interface 

of domains III/IV/V, indicating that the ITS2 processing steps require proper folding of 

25S rRNA domains III, IV and V. The non-essential r-protein L39 that binds to 5.8S 

rRNA is also required for ITS2 pre-rRNA processing under restrictive conditions for cell 

growth.  (C) In the nucleus, r-proteins L21 and L28 that are required for processing of 6S 

pre-rRNA bind to the domain II/V interface and adjacent to the central protuberance, 

along with r-proteins L5, and L11.  Furthermore, 6S pre-rRNA processing events in the 

cytoplasm also require cytoplasmic r-proteins L40 and L10. (Pöll et al. 2009; Gamalinda 

et al. 2014; 2013; Babiano and la Cruz 2010)  
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Figure 15 
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Figure 15. Location of r-proteins required for ITS2 cleavage and processing in 60S 

subunits.  The r-proteins required for removal of the ITS2 spacer fall into three 

categories, as evidenced by effects of their depletion on the pre-rRNA processing 

pathway.  The 3`-end of 5.8S rRNA formed by ITS2 processing is also shown. The r-

proteins required for successive steps of ITS2 removal cluster in domain III (green) of 

25S rRNA on the solvent interface (left side), at the domain IV/V interface (yellow/light 

orange) on the subunit interface (right side), or around the central protuberance 

(containing 5S rRNA) in mature 60S subunits (5S rRNA is in black).  R-proteins are 

color coded according to the effects of their depletion on pre-rRNA processing. 

 

(PDB IDs: 3U5D, 3U5E) 

 



 

 
 
 

63 

 Ribosome assembly events required for cleavage of the ITS2 spacer 

 The concerted action of fifteen assembly factors and fifteen r-proteins is required 

to enable cleavage at the C2 site on 27SB pre-rRNA (Table 4). The B assembly factors (B 

factors) enter early pre-ribosomal intermediates containing 27SA2 pre-rRNA. Many B-

factors form subcomplexes or exhibit direct physical or genetic interactions with each 

other.  Previous work from our lab and the Fromont-Racine group showed that B-factors 

are recruited into preribosomes via two independent hierarchical recruitment pathways 

(Figure 16), converging in the recruitment of the GTPase Nog2 that binds to the peptidyl 

transferase center in domain V of 25S rRNA (Figure 16A). The recent determination of a 

cryo-EM structure revealed a structural basis for this hierarchical pattern in one part of 

the pathway (Figure16). For example, assembly factors Nog1, Rlp24 and Tif6 form a 

tight complex in pre-ribosomes, thus explaining their interdependence (Figure 16B). 

Nsa2 and Nog2, downstream of Nog1, Rlp24 and Tif6, bind to domain V of 25S rRNA, 

thus suggesting a hierarchical restructuring of RNP architecture proceeding from domain 

III/polypeptide exit tunnel and domain V/peptidyl transferase center (Talkish et al. 2012; 

Saveanu et al. 2003). 
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Figure 16 

A 

 

B 

 



 

 
 
 

65 

Figure 16.  Hierarchy of association of B assembly factors with pre-ribosomes.  (A) 

Schematic of the hierarchical association of assembly factors required for 27B pre-rRNA 

processing.  The hierarchical recruitment pathway for A3 assembly factors (red) 

converges with the B-factor pathway at the Nsa2/Dbp10.node (B) This hierarchical 

recruitment is sequentially tightened from domain III (green) to the domain IV/V 

interface in 25S rRNA.  Shown is the rRNA architecture of 66S pre-ribosomes, with a 

subset of the sequentially associating proteins, to highlight the parallels between the 

pathway shown in (A) and the organization of the binding sites of the assembly factors on 

pre-ribosomes (B). 

 

(Structure: Wu et al. 2016, submitted) 
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We believe that the B assembly factors have an indirect role in ITS2 cleavage, because 

none of the known B factors binds directly to the ITS2 spacer RNA. Therefore, their role 

might be to establish an RNP architecture necessary to make the particles stable enough 

to get to this step, or to participate in a network of signaling within the macromolecular 

complex to initiate C2 cleavage (Figure 16). Interestingly, the A3 factors Nop15, Cic1, 

Rlp7 and Nop12 bind directly or adjacent to the ITS2 spacer (Granneman et al. 2011; 

Dembowski et al. 2013a; Wu et al. 2016, submitted).  Their roles in facilitating ITS2 

cleavage are not yet fully understood.  

 

 Among the B-factors are a number of energy-dependent enzymes such as the 

GTPases Nog1 and Nog2, and DEAD-box helicases Spb4 and Dbp10 (Fuentes et al. 

2007; Jensen et al. 2003; Kallstrom et al. 2003; CRUZ et al. 1998; Burger et al. 2000; 

Manikas 2014). The DEAD-box helicases Has1 and Drs1 that function in early steps are 

also required for ITS2 cleavage  (Dembowski et al. 2013a; Biedka et al. 2016, submitted). 

Has1 is released from preribosomes prior to the entry of Nog2.  In has1 mutants defective 

in ATP hydrolysis, the B factors Nsa2 and Dbp10 that associate with domain V of 25S 

rRNA fail to stably associate with preribosomes (Bradatsch et al. 2012; Manikas 2014).  

Nsa2 and Dbp10 are required for the stable association of Nog2 with preribosomes 

(Talkish et al. 2012).  This suggests that the association of Nog2 with preribosomes might 

require the action and exit of Has1. Depletion of r-proteins that bind to 5.8S rRNA/ 

domain III of 25S rRNA also affect the stable association of Nsa2 with preribosomes, 

resulting in failure to cleave the ITS2 spacer (Figure 16A).  
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 Collectively, the observations described above suggest that proper organization of 

domain III is required for the stable association of Nsa2, Dbp10 and other domain V 

binding assembly factors. The universally conserved GTPase Nog1 forms an interaction 

network starting near the 3`-end end of the 5.8S rRNA at the polypeptide exit tunnel and 

extends via the domain IV/V interface into the peptidyl transfer center. This network 

could potentially serve as the connecting link between domain III/IV organization and 

stable association of Nsa2. This model can be tested using mutagenesis to affect specific 

interactions or enzymatic activities of Nog1 (Figure 16B).   

 

Cleavage at ITS2 also requires assembly of the 5S RNP to form the central 

protuberance.  The 5S RNP contains 5S rRNA, r-proteins L5 and L11, and requires 

assembly factors Rrs1 and Rpf2 to associate with preribosomes (Zhang et al. 2007; 

Morita et al. 2002; Asano et al. 2015; Kharde et al. 2015; Asano et al. 2014). Depletion of 

any of the 5S RNP components blocks 27SB pre-rRNA processing (Dechampesme et al. 

1999; Zhang et al. 2007).   5S RNP biogenesis begins with the interaction of a specialized 

importin called Syo1 with L5 and L11 in the cytoplasm to form a ternary complex. This 

ternary complex then binds to 5S rRNA (Calviño et al. 2015).  Syo1 mimics the docking 

site of L11 on helix 84 of 25S rRNA.  Thus, Syo1 might assess the folding of L11 before 

it is recruited into the nucleus. The Rpf2-Rrs1 complex interacts with 5S rRNA and 

recruits it to preribosomes. TFIIA associates with 5S rRNA at the same site as Rpf2 and 

potentially serves to block premature Rpf2-5S rRNA interaction (Madru et al. 2015).  

Interactions between Rpf2 and helices 80 and 87 of 25S rRNA are critical to recruitment 

of 5S RNP to preribosomes. Expression of the N-terminal portion of Rpf2 is dominant 



 

 
 
 

68 

negative, potentially because the 5S RNP fails to be integrated or stably associated with 

preribosomes. Further docking of the 5S RNP on domain V of 25S rRNA is mediated by 

contacts between L5, Rrs1 and Rpf2 and Rsa4, as well as the L11-helix 84 interaction. 

Cryo-EM of late pre-60S particles shows that the 5S RNA is assembled in a conformation 

that is rotated by 180
o
 relative to its final conformation (Leidig et al. 2014) (Wu et al. 

2016, submitted).   We believe that this rearrangement happens after ITS2 cleavage, but 

before removal of ITS2, since preribosomal intermediates blocked at later stages of 

assembly contain 5S RNA in its pre-rotated state.      

 

Las1 was recently identified as the endonuclease responsible for C2 cleavage. 

Las1 functions in concert with its interaction partner Grc3 kinase (Castle et al. 2013; 

Gasse et al. 2015; Schillewaert et al. 2012).  How Las1 and Grc3 are recruited to the 

preribosomes and what triggers the cleavage at C2 site remain to be understood. Two 

potential candidates for the recruitment and activation of Las1 are the Ipi-subcomplex 

proteins and the exosome, since the mammalian homolog of Rix7 (Nvl2) shows direct 

interaction with the Ipi-subcomplex and Mrt4, an exosomal protein (Castle et al. 2012; 

2013; Yoshikatsu et al. 2015; Nagahama et al. 2004; Hiraishi et al. 2015).  

 

Processing of 7S pre-rRNA 

 After the site C2 is cleaved, the exosome removes ITS2 from 7S pre-rRNA to 

form the 5.8S + 30 pre-rRNA. 7S pre-RNA is processed into 6S pre-rRNA by the 

enzymes Rex1 and Rex2 in the nucleus (Figure 14) (van Hoof et al. 2000; Allmang et al. 

2000; FABER et al. 2002; Thomson and Tollervey 2010b; Dez et al. 2004b). 
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Preribosomes containing 6S pre-rRNA are then exported to the cytoplasm, where it is 

processed to mature 5.8S rRNA (FABER et al. 2002; Thomson and Tollervey 2010a).  

Processing of 7S pre-rRNA requires nine assembly factors (Ipi1, Ipi2, Ipi3, Rsa4, 

Nog2, Nop53, Sda1, Nug1, and Rrp12) and six r-proteins (L5, L11, L2, L43, L21 and 

L28).  The details of how the r-proteins facilitate late steps of 60S subunit assembly are 

discussed in Chapter 4.   

 

Remodeling events during tremoval of the ITS2 spacer  

The 66S preribosomes undergo major changes in its composition or architecture 

during middle and late steps of 60S subunit assembly.  These changes are initiated and/or 

mediated by the entry and exit of assembly factors at specific stages of ribosome 

maturation (Figure. 17). 
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Figure 17 
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Figure 17.   Remodeling events driving 60S subunit assembly 
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Remodeling events facilitating cleavage at C2 site in the ITS2 spacer 

A major RNP remodeling event mediated by the AAA-ATPase Rea1 is required 

for ITS2 cleavage (Baßler et al. 2010).  Mutants defective for interaction between Rea1 

and Ytm1 cannot undergo cleavage of ITS2 (Baßler et al. 2010; Tang et al. 2008).  Rea1-

mediated removal of Erb1 and Ytm1 is accompanied by a marked reduction in the 

complexity of preribosomes (Baßler et al. 2010; Thoms et al. 2015b).  Therefore, it is 

possible that the removal of other early acting assembly factors is initiated by the Rea1-

mediated removal of Ytm1-Erb1.  Association of assembly factors Nsa2, Dbp10, Nog2, 

Rsa4, Nop53 and Nug1 is most likely tightened after the Rea1-mediated release of Erb1 

and Ytm1 (Salini Konikkat, unpublished). Nop53 binds at the domain I/III interface of 

25S rRNA while the other five assembly factors bind to domain V of 25S rRNA 

(Manikas 2014; Wu et al. 2016, submitted) (2016), submitted) (2016), submitted).  

Collectively, these observations suggest that the Rea1-mediated removal of Erb1 and 

Ytm1 initiates a series of changes in preribosomes, culminating in cleavage of the ITS2 

spacer in 27SB pre-rRNA.    

 

 In addition to the above-mentioned NTPAses, the AAA-ATPase Rix7 strips the 

assembly factor Nsa1 from preribosomes containing 27SB pre-rRNA (Kressler et al. 

2008).  The Rix7-Nsa1 interaction is necessary for removal of early assembly factors 

such as Rrp5, Noc1 and Rrp12.  Rea1 and Rix7 mutants show a similar pre-rRNA 

processing phenotype as well as being unable to release early assembly factors (Gadal et 

al. 2001; Baßler et al. 2010).  Therefore, it seems likely that the concerted action of these 
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two AAA-ATPases cannot be ignored. Further investigation is needed to understand the 

interaction network and roles of Rix7 in 60S subunit assembly.   

 

Remodeling events during the processing of ITS2 spacer in 7S pre-rRNA 

Two major remodeling events are known to occur during the conversion of 7S 

pre-rRNA to 6S pre-rRNAs: (1) The 5S RNA undergoes a 180
o
C rotation to attain its 

mature conformation (Leidig et al. 2014) and (2) the AAA-ATPase Rea1 mediates 

another remodeling event beginning with the stripping of Rsa4 from preribosomes.  

Rotation of 5S RNA to its mature conformation is blocked if Rea1 fails to associate with 

pre-ribosomes during late stages of assembly. ITS2 processing is also blocked in these 

mutants (Figure 18).  In rea1- mutants that are defective in ATP binding and hydrolysis, 

5S RNP undergoes rotation but fails to release Rsa4. (Galani et al. 2004; Barrio-Garcia et 

al. 2015).   Our cryo-EM structures provide an excellent platform to design hypotheses 

for interaction networks driving late steps of 60S subunit assembly. There is an ongoing 

race between many ribosome biogenesis groups to dissect the players and mechanical 

underpinnings of these remodeling events. 
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Figure 18 

(Barrio-Garcia et al. 2015) 
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Figure 18. Two Roles of the AAA-ATPase Rea1 in late steps of 60S subunit 

assembly. (A) Association of Rea1 with pre-ribosomes is required for 5S RNP rotation. 

In the rix1∆C mutant, Rea1 fails to stably associate with pre-ribosomes and the 5S RNP 

remains in its premature unrotated conformation. (B) ATP binding and hydrolysis by 

Rea1 is required for removal of Rsa4 from pre-ribosomes, but not for 5S RNP rotation. 

Preribosomes in rea1 K1089A mutants defective in ATP hydrolysis contain 5S RNP in its 

mature, rotated conformation, but also still contain Nog2 and Rsa4.  

 

(PDB ID: 5FL8) 

  



 

 
 
 

76 

1.2.4 Preparing for nuclear export 

Preribosomes that that have successfully completed assembly events in the 

nucleolus and the nucleoplasm are exported into the cytoplasm through the nuclear pore 

complex (NPC), in a RAN-GTP dependent fashion. (Kutay et al. 2003).  Nuclear export 

of preribosomes is blocked when nuclear assembly is defective (Gleizes et al. 2001;  Hurt 

et al. 1999; Stage-Zimmermann et al. 2000).    

 

Preribosomes must be compact and bound to appropriate export factors to traverse 

the chemical milieu of the NPCs.  Remodeling events prior to nuclear exit significantly 

reduce the complexity of pre-ribosomes, by releasing many nuclear assembly factors 

(reviewed in Nerurkar et al. 2015). Also, nuclear export requires association of the export 

factors Arx1-Alb1, Rrp12, Sda1, Bud20, Nmd3, Crm1, and MEx67/Mtr2 across the 

subunit interface of 66S preribosomes (Figure 19). These export factors coat the solvent-

exposed RNA on the subunit interface (Greber et al. 2012; Bradatsch et al. 2007; Wu et 

al. 2016, submitted),  and direct the preribosomes for nuclear export by direct or indirect 

interactions with the nucleoporins in the NPC.  For example, Alb1/Arx1 and 

Mex67/Mrt2, Sda1 and Rrp12 direct the 66S preribosomes to the nuclear pore via direct 

interaction with FG-repeat containing nucleoporins lining the nuclear pores (Bradatsch et 

al. 2007; 2012; Oeffinger et al. 2004).  Export factors do not associate with 66S 

preribosomes until late nucleoplasmic steps of maturation, preventing premature export 

into the cytoplasm (Altvater et al. 2012).   In addition to the export factors, pre-ribosomes 

entering the cytoplasm also contain assembly factors Nog1, Rlp25, Tif6, Nug1, and Nsa2.  
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These assembly factors potentially aid to mask charges on pre-ribosomes, and are 

involved in functional proofreading steps in the cytoplasm. 
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Figure 19 
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Figure 19.  Binding of export factors to the subunit interface on pre-ribosomes aids 

their transit into the cytoplasm.  Shown is schematic of the subunit interface of 66S 

pre-ribosomes, with export factors Bud20, Nmd3, Arx1/Alb1, and MEx67.Mtr2.  The 

binding sites of export factors Rrp12 and Sda1 on the pre-ribosome are not known.  Some 

nuclear factors (Nog1, Nog2, Nsa2, Dbp10, Nug1, Tif6, and Rlp24) are also present in 

the pre-ribosomes entering cytoplasm.   
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Curiously, Nmd3 (Sengupta et al. 2010) is the only essential protein among 60S 

subunit export factors. Nmd3 contains a leucine-rich nuclear export sequence recognized 

by Crm1 in a Ran-GTP dependent fashion. Blocking Crm1-mediated export using the 

leptomycin-sensitive allele of Crm1 (T539C) leads to nuclear accumulation of 

preribosomes (Ho et al. 2000).  Nmd3 binds to the same site as Nog2 on preribosomes, 

but both assembly factors are not found in the same pre-ribosomal particles.  Nog2 cross-

link to the active site at PTC sharing common sites at H38, H69, and H89 of 25S rRNA. 

Since Nog2 and Nmd3 are mutually exclusive in their association to preribosomes, Nog2 

is thought to prevent premature binding of Nmd3 to preribosomes (Sengupta et al. 2010; 

Matsuo et al. 2014). Hence, during late steps of 60S subunit assembly, the timely exit of 

Nog2 unmasks the binding site of Nog2 in preribosomes containing 6S pre-rRNA. 

However, in early and middle assembly mutants defective in association of Nog2, Nmd3 

seems to bind prematurely with 66S particles (Sahasranaman et al. 2011).  

 

Depletion/knock out of each of the other 60S export factors does not cause 

lethality (Bradatsch et al. 2007).   Functional redundancy or negligible effects of RNA 

charge upon exposure of residues exposed due to the absence of export factors could 

account for why some of these export factors are not essential.   

 

The export factors bind to functional centers on 60S subunits, along with other 

assembly factors that are exported into cytoplasm (Figure 19).  (1) Arx1/Alb1 binds the 

surface surrounding polypeptide exit tunnel along with Nog1 inserting its C-terminal tail 

into the polypeptide exit tunnel (Greber et al. 2012; Bradatsch et al. 2012) (Wu et al. 
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2016, submitted) (2016). (2) Nmd3 and Nsa2 bind to the peptidyl transferase center 

adjacent to Nug1 and Mtr4, which binds to the tRNA binding sites (Matsuo et al. 2014; 

Bradatsch et al. 2012). (3) Mex67/Mtr2 bind to the central protuberance (Bradatsch et al. 

2012).  Hence, these proteins that bind to active centers of the ribosome could be 

involved in proofreading the functional competence of 66S preribosomes prior to their 

export into the cytoplasm. 
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1.2.5  Cytoplasmic maturation events release the nuclear assembly factors that enter 

the cytoplasm with 66S pre-ribosomes 

 The cytoplasmic maturation steps are among the best-understood steps of ribosome 

assembly. Arlen Johnson and colleagues have successfully used clever genetic and 

biochemical experiments to decipher the sequential events driving the cytoplasmic 

maturation of 60S ribosomal subunits (Johnson 2014; Panse and Johnson 2010; Nerurkar 

et al. 2015). In this section, I outline the cytoplasmic maturation steps involving the 

release of nuclear assembly factors that are exported into the cytoplasm with 66S 

preribosomes, and the principles underlying these events.   

 

In addition to export factors, pre-60S particles reaching the cytoplasm also 

contain Nug1, Nsa2, Nog1, Mrt4 and Rlp24, which are released in the cytoplasm 

(Altvater et al. 2012).  These factors block the functional centers and intersubunit bridges 

in the pre-60S subunit, most likely preventing these immature ribosomes from poisoning 

the translation pool.  They are released from cytoplasmic 66S preribosomes in a highly 

coordinated step-wise manner by energy-consuming enzymes.  Failure to release these 

nuclear assembly factors in the cytoplasm perturbs their recycling into the nucleus. Thus, 

mutations affecting these cytoplasmic release steps result in nuclear assembly defects 

(Nerurkar et al. 2015; Panse and Johnson 2010; Gerhardy et al. 2014).  

 

One of the earliest cytoplasmic maturation events is the replacement of Rpl24 by 

r-protein L24, mediated by the AAA-ATPase Drg1 (Loibl et al. 2014; Kressler et al. 

2012). The release of Nug1, Nsa2, and Nog1 are also thought to follow this event. How 
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they are released, and if they have any cytoplasmic roles in 60S subunit assembly are not 

yet known. Release of Nog1 potentially facilitates the stable association of the 

cytoplasmic assembly factor Rei1, since both Nog1 and Rei1 are known to insert their C-

terminal tails into the polypeptide exit tunnel (Greber et al. 2015; Wu et al. 2016, 

submitted).  Structure-function analysis of Rei1 suggests that Rei1 assays the functional 

competency of the exit tunnel. The next step is the assembly of the P-stalk, which 

functions to recruit and activate translation elongation factors. . The protein phosphatase 

Yvh1 catalyzes removal of Mrt4, the placeholder for rpL10, from the P-stalk 

neighborhood (Lo et al. 2009). Binding of rpL10 facilitates folding of the P-stalk into its 

mature conformation, which then recruits the GTPase Efl1 to release Tif6 and Nmd3 

(Senger et al. 2001). Mutations in a flexible loop of rpL10 that interacts with the P-site 

RNA block activation of Efl1 and subsequent release of Nmd3 and Tif6 (Bussiere et al. 

2012; Lo et al. 2010). Molecular dynamics stimulations of Efl1 suggest a model in which 

Efl1 is activated by the P-site loop of L10 and the sarcin-ricin loop (SRL) on rRNA 

responsible for the activation of other GTPases involved in translation.  Thus, Efl1, Tif6, 

and SRL test-drive translation-initiation competency before Nmd3 is finally released 

from the peptidyl transferase center. Gaps in our understanding of this process are 

reviewed in Nerurkar et al. 2015.  

1.3  Concluding Remarks 

Development of mass spectrometric methods to analyze the global composition of 

preribosomes,and of new structural techniques to study the architecture of preribosomes 

and ribosomes (cryo-EM, CRAC and chemical probing of RNA structure), have 

transformed our field. It is an exciting period to study ribosome assembly (Ross et al. 
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2004; Bradatsch et al. 2007; Spitale et al. 2013; Granneman et al. 2010). Depletion 

mutants have been successfully used to authenticate the roles of trans-acting proteins in 

60S subunit assembly, and to broadly identify the steps of their action.  Preliminary data 

for changes in the protein-composition of preribosomes upon depletion of most of the 

assembly factors are available. In collaboration with structural information, these data 

provide platforms to generate functional interaction networks, and to hypothesize and test 

mechanisms driving 60S subunit assembly.   

 The studies discussed in Chapters 2-5 of this thesis utilized structural information 

from crystal structures of mature ribosomes, and known/predicted physical interaction 

networks, to generate hypotheses enabling the design of mutations affecting specific 

molecular interaction networks required for removal of the ITS2 spacer. I used 

proteomic, mass spectrometric, and RNA structure probing approaches to uncover a new 

role for the Nop7-subcomplex protein Erb1 in ITS2 cleavage.  Furthermore, I used a 

comparative analysis of depletion of r-proteins L21 and L28 to further understand their 

roles in processing of the ITS2 spacer.  My studies acquired a new dimension with the 

recently acquired cryo-EM structures of preribosomes containing the structure of ITS2 

and the locations of assembly factors interesting to me (Barrio-Garcia et al. 2015; Wu et 

al. 2016, submitted). Further, my studies highlight the importance of targeted 

perturbation of molecular networks to decipher their functional significance.  
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CHAPTER 2.  The Assembly Factor Erb1 Functions in a Molecular 

Interaction Network to Facilitate Cleavage of the ITS2 Spacer During 

60S Subunit Assembly. 

2.1   Introduction 

Eukaryotic ribosome assembly is a multi-step process involving the intertwined 

processes of pre-rRNA processing and modification, RNA folding, and ribosomal protein 

binding, facilitated by more than 200 trans-acting proteins and small nucleolar RNPs.  In 

recent years, a wealth of information has emerged about the nucleases performing most 

pre-rRNA processing and cleavage steps, and the dynamic nature of the pre-ribosomal 

complex. How molecular interactions in preribosomes drive decisions leading to each 

pre-rRNA processing or RNP remodeling event is not yet completely understood. My 

work discussed in this Chapter provides functional insights into the roles of the 

evolutionarily conserved Nop7-subcomplex in structuring the 5.8S pre-rRNA. I propose a 

model for how rRNA folding, r-protein binding and recruitment of assembly factors are 

coordinated to signal the cleavage at ITS2 spacer in 27SB pre-rRNA.  

The Nop7-subcomplex 

 The Nop7-subcomplex, which is composed of the three assembly factors, Nop7, 

Erb1, and Ytm1, is essential for 60S ribosomal subunit assembly (Figure 20).  In the 

absence of these proteins, exonucleolytic removal of the ITS1 spacer sequence in 27SA3 

pre-rRNA is perturbed, blocking formation of mature 60S subunits (Harnpicharnchai et 

al. 2001; Oeffinger et al. 2002; Adams et al. 2002a; Pestov et al. 2001; Miles et al. 2005; 
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Hölzel et al. 2005). In rapidly growing yeast cells, the majority of pre-rRNAs (~85%) of 

the 60S subunit undergo processing via this intermediate to generate the 5`-end of mature 

5.8SS rRNA (Woolford and Baserga 2013).  

 The ability of the Nop7-subcomplex to form a heterotrimer has been demonstrated 

using yeast two-hybrid assays, in vitro GST pull-downs and various other biochemical 

assays (Miles et al. 2005; Rohrmoser et al. 2007a). Erb1 is central to the formation of the 

subcomplex, since it interacts with both Nop7 and Ytm1 (Figure 20A).  These proteins 

have no known intrinsic enzymatic activity, but all of them contain protein-protein 

interaction motifs.  Even though Erb1 and Nop7 do not have conventional RNA binding 

motifs, they contact rRNA in domains I and III of 25S rRNA, respectively (Granneman et 

al. 2011).  

 Both Erb1 and Ytm1 contain the donut-shaped β-propeller structure formed by 

WD40 repeats (Figure 20B). WD40 repeats are composed of a repeating sequence of 40-

60 amino acid residues containing variable regions of 11-24 amino acid residues, 

followed by a glycine-histidine dipeptide, and ends with a tryptophan (W)-aspartate (D) 

dipeptide.  The WD40 domains are a common protein-protein interaction motif in 

eukaryotes.  Three WD40 repeats fold into 4 anti-parallel β-strands that form each blade 

of the propeller (Figure 20B). Multiple WD40 repeats form a WD40 domain, which form 

the multi-bladed β-propeller. This organization enables intermolecular interactions via the 

top, the bottom, or the circumference of the propeller structure (Stirnimann et al. 2010; de 

la Cruz et al. 2005a; Baßler et al. 2014).  The 60S ribosomal subunit assembly factors 

Rrb1, Rsa4, Ipi3, Pwp1, Mak11, and Sqt1 also contain WD40 repeats (Pausch et al. 2015; 

de la Cruz et al. 2005b; Merl et al. 2010; Talkish et al. 2014; Saveanu et al. 2007; Frénois 
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et al. 2016).  

 Recently multiple groups co-crystallized the WD40 domains of Erb1 and Ytm1, 

substantiating previous predictions that their WD40 domains interact with each other, 

based on mutational analysis of these proteins (Fig 20B) (Tang et al. 2008; Miles et al. 

2005; Marcin et al. 2015; Romes et al. 2015; Thoms et al. 2015a; Wegrecki et al. 2015b).  

In addition to the WD40 repeats, Erb1 contains an equally long N-terminal domain. No 

group has successfully solved the crystal structure of this N-terminal half of Erb1 even 

when co-crystallized with Nop7 and Ytm1.   The consensus is that this structure could be 

non-globular and extended, making it available for mediating other interactions.  In fact, 

most proteins with WD40 domains also contain additional domains, increasing their 

ability to form molecular networks (Stirnimann et al. 2010). Several previous studies 

suggest that the Erb1-Nop7 interaction is potentially mediated by the N-terminal half of 

Erb1 (Tang et al. 2008; Thoms et al. 2015a; Strezoska et al. 2000). The domain 

architecture of Nop7 consists of an N-terminal conserved Pescadillo domain and a C-

terminal BRCT domain flanked by two coiled-coils.  Nop7 contacts preribosomes at the 

domain I/5.8S/domain III rRNA interface in the 66S preribosomes (Granneman et al. 

2011; Wu et al. 2016, submitted).  The BRCT-domain is also a protein-protein interaction 

domain. Thus, due to the prevalence of protein-protein interaction domains, the Nop7-

subcomplex has the potential to serve as hub of protein-protein interactions providing 

platforms for complex assembly and regulation of macromolecular complexes.  This is 

substantiated by the genetic and protein-protein interactions exhibited by the Nop7-

subcomplex proteins (Figure 21) (McCann et al. 2015; Tarassov et al. 2008; Dembowski 

et al. 2013a; Talkish et al. 2012a; 2014; Honma et al. 2006; Miles et al. 2005; Saveanu et 
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al. 2003; Costanzo et al. 2010; Biedka et al. 2016, submitted) (Wu et al. 2016, submitted).    

Moonligthing Functions of the Nop7-subcomplex proteins 

 The roles of Nop7, Erb1, and Ytm1 in ribosome assembly have been established 

by (a) reduced levels of 60S subunits in their absence (by polysome analysis and pre-

rRNA processing assays) and (b) their presence in preribosomes (CoIP of pre-rRNAs, 

other ribosome assembly factors, and interactions with other assembly factors) (Pestov et 

al. 2001; Adams et al. 2002; Oeffinger et al. 2002; Miles et al. 2005; Harnpicharnchai et 

al. 2002).   In addition, there are additional known functions for these proteins in higher 

organisms:  

(1) Mutations in Bop1, the mammalian homolog of Erb1 causes p53-dependent cell 

cycle arrest (Pestov et al. 2001).  

(2) Yeast Ytm1 is implicated in mitosis and chromosome transmission (Oupenski et 

al. 1999)  

(3) Pes1 is known to interact with the origin replication complex, and is required for 

hyphal- to-yeast morphogenesis in C. albicans (Du et al. 2002; Shen et al. 2008). 

Pes1 also is implicated in normal development, and in regulating cancer 

progression and sensitivity of cancer cells to chemotherapeutic drugs (Tecza et 

al. 2011; Xie et al. 2013; Cheng et al. 2012).   

Therefore, the Nop7-subcomplex might serve as a link between ribosome assembly 

and the cell cycle.  If and how Nop7, Erb1 and/or Ytm1 function as links between these 

processes remain to be understood.  
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Figure 20 

A 

 

 

B 
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Figure 20. Molecular architecture of the Nop7-subcomplex (A) A schematic 

representation of the domain architecture of Nop7, Erb1, and Ytm1 is shown.  (B) A 

high-resolution structure of Ytm1 in complex with the C-terminal half of Erb1, and 

certain portions of Nop7 (Wegrecki et al. 2015a)(Wu et al.  (2016), submitted), (PDB ID: 

5CXC).  The Notchless-like-element (Nle) of Ytm1 interacts with the AAA-ATPase 

Rea1 (Midasin or Mdn1); its WD40 (Romes et al. 2015; Thoms et al. 2015) domain 

repeats interact with Erb1 (Baßler et al. 2010b).     
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 The Nop7-subcomplex proteins (Nop7, Erb1, Ytm1) are among the seven assembly 

factors (also Rlp7, Cic1, Nop15, and Pwp1) interdependent for their association with 

preribosomes (Figure 21). Their interdependence is partly contributed by direct protein-

protein interactions between many of these proteins. (Miles et al. 2005; Sahasranaman et 

al. 2011). In addition to the interdependent A3 factors, assembly factors Ebp2, Brx1, 

Nop12, Drs1, and Has1 are also required for processing of 27SA3 pre-rRNA (Dembowski 

et al. 2013a; Talkish et al. 2014; Biedka et al. 2016, submitted).  Even though depletion 

of these proteins blocks processing of the ITS1 spacer in 27SA3 pre-rRNA, many of them 

bind 25S rRNA adjacent to the ITS2 spacer sequence (Figure 12) (Granneman et al. 

2011; Wu et al. 2016, submitted).  This suggested that the role of these A3 factors in ITS1 

processing is indirect.  The A3 protein-protein and protein-RNA interaction network may 

be necessary to create a preribosome structure stable enough to undergo 27SA3 pre-rRNA 

processing.  In their absence, preribosomes are turned over rapidly (Jakovljevic et al. 

2012; Sahasranaman et al. 2011). Therefore, these A3 factors could have more direct roles 

in the removal of the ITS2 spacer in 27SB pre-rRNA.  Work in this thesis tested this 

hypothesis and provides evidence for a direct role of the A3 factor Erb1 in removal of the 

ITS2 spacer in 27SB pre-rRNA.    

 Nop7, Erb1, and Ytm1 enter 90S preribosomes, early in the assembly pathway, 

since they co-purify 35S pre-rRNA (Sahasranaman et al. 2011; Miles et al. 2005).  The 

AAA-ATPase Rea1 drives the exit of Erb1 and Ytm1 from preribosomes (Baßler et al. 

2010a; Thoms et al. 2015a; Wegrecki et al. 2015b)  (Figure 22). Whether Nop7 exits 

preribosome with Erb1 and Ytm1 is not completely understood, since it co-purifies 

significantly higher amounts of the late intermediate 7S pre-rRNA compared to Erb1 and 
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Ytm1 (Granneman et al. 2011; Altvater et al. 2012). The in vitro assays showing 

remodeling activity of Rea1 on preribosomes provided evidence for only partial removal 

of Nop7 from preribosomes (Baßler et al. 2010a).  Therefore, Nop7 might have sub-

complex independent roles in ribosome biogenesis, about which nothing is known yet.  

 The mammalian homologs of the Nop7-subcomplex form the PeBoW subcomplex 

composed of Pes1, Bop1, and WDR12 (mammalian Nop7, Erb1, and Ytm1 homologs, 

respectively) (Moilanen et al. 2015; Rohrmoser et al. 2007b; Hölzel et al. 2005; Pestov et 

al. 2001; Strezoska et al. 2000; Hölzel et al. 2007a; Pestka 1968; Allende et al. 1996; 

Lapik et al. 2004; Hölzel et al. 2007b; Wang et al. 2014; Kellner et al. 2015b).  

Conditional shut down of Bop1 expression affects processing of the ITS1 spacer in 

mammalian cells, whereas an N-terminally truncated version of Bop1, namely Bop1∆ 

blocked cleavage in the ITS2 spacer (Strezoska et al. 2000).  The WDR12∆NLE (or N-

terminal deletion of WDR12) causes an ITS2 cleavage defect (Hölzel et al. 2007a).  Our 

hypothesis, as described previously, is that the yeast A3 factors have direct roles in the 

cleavage of the ITS2 spacer.  Hence, I decided to focus on the yeast homolog of Bop1, 

i.e. Erb1, to explore whether the Nop7-subcomplex has additional roles in the removal of 

the ITS2 spacer. I constructed eight internal deletion mutations in the relatively 

unexplored N-terminal half of Erb1 and assayed the effects of these mutations on pre-

rRNA processing, preribosome composition, and the structure of the ITS2 spacer and 

5.8S rRNA.  Two of the erb1- internal deletion mutations blocked cleavage of the ITS2 

spacer (referred to as erb1class 2 mutations). Detailed analysis of these mutants revealed 

that Erb1 is required for proper folding of 5.8S rRNA, and association of specific r-

proteins and assembly factors required for ITS2 cleavage.  The 5.8S rRNA residues 



 

 89 

contacted by the interaction partner of Erb1, Nop7, showed increased protection to 

modification by the structure probing chemical NAI in erb1class 2 mutants   This suggested 

that the timely removal of Erb1-Ytm1 by the AAA-ATPase may be perturbed in erb1class 

2 mutants (Figure 22). Based on our observations, we propose that the Rea1-mediated 

removal of Ytm1-Erb1 facilitates remodeling of the 5.8S rRNA, resulting in the release 

of ‘very early’ and ‘early’ acting assembly factors, and recruitment/stable association of 

assembly factors required for cleavage of the ITS2 spacer in 27SB pre-rRNA. 
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Figure 21 



 

 91 

 

Figure 21.  Molecular interaction network of assembly factors involved in 27SA3 

(red), 27SB (dark grey), and 7S (light grey) pre-rRNA processing.  Direct physical 

interactions (yeast two-hybrid, pull downs in vitro, and cryo-EM observations), and 

genetic interactions between assembly factors involved in the early (red), middle (dark 

grey) and late (light grey/yellow) are shown.  Proteins present in the exosome are shown 

in blue circles.  Data for interactions with ribosomal proteins are included for 

approximation of locations of assembly factors whose locations on preribosomes have 

not been directly established. Molecular interactions identified or confirmed among the 

mammalian homologs of assembly factors are indicated by underlines. (Pratte et al. 2013; 

Wan et al. 2015; Shimoji et al. 2012; Yoshikatsu et al. 2015; Castle et al. 2013; 2012; 

Gasse et al. 2015; Leidig et al. 2014; Bradatsch et al. 2007; Thoms et al. 2015a; Wegrecki 

et al. 2015a; Dembowski et al. 2013b; 2013a; Costanzo et al. 2010; Talkish et al. 2012a; 

Honma et al. 2006; Santos et al. 2011; Goldfeder and Oliveira 2010; Luz et al. 2009; 

García-Gómez et al. 2011; Saveanu et al. 2007; Wilmes et al. 2008; McCann et al. 2015 

Shimoji et al. 2012; Wan et al. 2015; Pratte et al. 2013; McCann et al. 2015; Saveanu et 

al. 2003). 
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Figure 22 
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Figure 22.  Molecular assembly events in early and middle preribosomal 

intermediates.  
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2.2   Results 

2.2.1 Conserved regions in the N-terminal half of Erb1 are essential for growth  

Erb1 mediates the formation of the Nop7-subcomplex via its interaction with 

Nop7 and Ytm1 (Miles et al. 2005; Rohrmoser et al. 2007b; Tang et al. 2008). The C-

terminal half of Erb1 contains WD40 repeats, which are required for its interaction with 

Ytm1 (Tang et al. 2008; Thoms et al. 2015b; Wegrecki et al. 2015b) (Figure 20). The N-

terminal half of Erb1 contains a stretch of highly conserved amino acids whose role in 

60S subunit assembly is largely unexplored (Figure 23). To begin to explore the 

biological functions of the N-terminal half of Erb1, we constructed a series of eight 

internal deletions across the N-terminal half of Erb1 (residues 1-419) in the plasmid 

pOBD2-ERB1 (Figure 25A). Bioinformatic prediction of Erb1 secondary structure was 

used to avoid disruption of potential secondary structure elements (Figure 24).  Plasmids 

containing these mutations were introduced into a yeast strain engineered to conditionally 

shut off the expression of wild-type ERB1 by replacing the endogenous ERB1 promoter 

with the GAL1 promoter.  When grown in glucose-containing medium, GAL promoter-

driven WT ERB1 expression is shut off, allowing us to assay the effects associated with 

erb1- internal deletions (Figure 25B). Plasmids expressing wild-type ERB1 supported the 

growth of the GAL-ERB1 strain in glucose-containing medium, while the empty vector 

did not.  Mutations affecting the relatively poorly conserved N-terminal 150 amino acids  

(erb1del3-50, erb1del51-100, and erb1del101-160) had no effect on growth under standard 

laboratory conditions (Figure 25 and Figure 23).  Of the three mutants, only erb1Δ101-160 

exhibited a temperature-sensitive growth defect at 37C (Figure 26A).   Deletions of 

stretches of residues in the highly conserved interval of residues 161-419 (erb1de161-200, 
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erb1del201-245, erb1del246-310, erb1del311-365, erb1del366-419) failed to complement growth at 

30
o
C (Figure 25B). These constructs also failed to support growth at 16

o
C as well as 37

o
C 

(data not shown). We did not observe any significant growth defects upon over-

expression of any of these mutant constructs from pAG414-GAL-ERB1-TAP plasmid 

(Figure 26B).   
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Figure 23 
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Figure 23. Erb1 sequences from seven phylogenetically diverse species were aligned 

using the web-based T-coffee server  (http://www.ebi.ac.uk/Tools/msa/tcoffee/).  

Residues with conserved identities or biochemical properties across different phyla are 

indicated by ‘*’ or ‘:’, respectively.  The amino acids are color coded by the biochemical 

properties of their side chains: positively charged (magenta), negatively charged (blue), 

polar (green), and non-polar (red). Black and grey lines above the alignment indicate two 

stretches of highly conserved regions in the N-terminal half. Deletion of residues in these 

conserved stretches of erb1 was lethal for S. cerevisiae (This study). 

http://www.ebi.ac.uk/Tools/msa/tcoffee/
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Figure 24A 
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Figure 24B 
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Figure 24. Bioinformatic prediction of secondary structural elements in Erb1.   (A) 

Secondary structural elements in Erb1 were predicted using web-based PsiPRED 

software http://bioinf.cs.ucl.ac.uk/psipred/. (B) The confidence of the structure prediction 

for the N-terminal half of Erb1 is shown as blue bars.   
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Figure 25 
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Figure 25.  Effects of deletions of discrete regions of Erb1 on growth of yeast.  (A) 

Schematic representation of amino acids removed by erb1 internal deletion 

mutations.  (B) Growth of GAL-HA-ERB1 cells expressing WT or mutant erb1 from 

pOBD2 plasmids on solid media containing galactose (left panel) or glucose (right 

panel).  Tenfold serial dilutions of GAL-HA-ERB1 cells containing plasmids were spotted 

on selective-media containing galactose (C-TRP+GAL) or glucose (C-TRP). 
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Figure 26 

A 

 

B 
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Figure 26 (A) Effect of temperature on growth of erb1 internal deletion mutants that 

have no growth defects at 30
o
C. Growth of GAL-HA-ERB1 cells expressing WT or 

mutant erb1 from pOBD2 plasmids on solid media containing galactose (left panel) or 

glucose (right panel).  Tenfold serial dilutionsof GAL-HA-ERB1 cells containing 

plasmids were spotted on selective-media containing galactose (C-TRP+GAL) or glucose 

(C-TRP).  Plates were incubated at 16
o
C, 30

o
C, or 37

o
C.  (B) Effects of lethal erb1 

internal deletions expressed from the pAG415-GPD-EFGP-ERB1 plasmid on 

growth of GAL-3HA-ERB1.  Tenfold serial dilutions of GAL-HA-ERB1 cells containing 

plasmids were spotted on selective-media containing galactose (C-TRP+GAL) or glucose 

(C-TRP) and incubated at 30
o
C. 
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Figure 27 
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Figure 27.  Effects of overexpression of the lethal erb1 internal deletion mutants on 

growth.  Wild type S. cerevisiae strains overexpressing lethal erb1 internal deletions 

from the plasmid pAG414-GAL-ERB1-TAP were spotted as serial dilutions on selective 

solid-medium containing either glucose or galactose as the carbon source.  The plates 

were incubated at 30
o
C for three days.  
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2.2.2  Most of the N-terminal Half of Erb1 is not required for its interaction with 

Ytm1  

We performed yeast two-hybrid assays between erb1 internal deletion mutant 

proteins and wildtype Ytm1, to assay Erb1-Ytm1 interactions and the stability of the 

mutant proteins (Figure 27A).  Wild type Erb1 interacts strongly with Ytm1, allowing the 

cells to grow in the presence of the drug 3-aminotriazole up to a concentration of 25 mM 

(Figure 27B, row 2). All eight mutant constructs grew efficiently in C-Leu-Ade, 

indicating that the mutant proteins are stably expressed (Figure 2, lane 2, rows 3-10).   

Seven of the eight mutant constructs, except erb1del366-419, showed interaction in 25 mM 

AT, indicating strong interaction between the erb1 internal deletion mutant proteins and 

Ytm1 (Figure 27, lane 3, rows 3-10).  Thus, residues 366-419 in the N-terminal half of 

Erb1 are required for efficient interaction of Erb1 with Ytm1, in addition to its C-terminal 

WD40 motifs (Wegrecki et al. 2015b; Thoms et al. 2015b).  The Nop7-Erb1 interaction 

assay could not be performed by yeast two-hybrid assay, since the Nop7 fusions do not 

work in yeast two-hybrid assay.  Heterologous expression and purification of Erb1 

mutant proteins  and wild type Nop7 from E. coli to test Erb1 mutant- Nop7 interaction 

was not successful either.   
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Figure 28 

A 

 

B 



 

 109 

Figure 28. A major portion of the N-terminal half of Erb1 is not required for its 

interaction with Ytm1.  (A) Schematic of the two-hybrid analysis of the interaction 

between Erb1 mutant proteins and Ytm1. Positive interactions activate transcription of 

the reporter genes ADE2 and HIS3, which allow yeast cells to grow in the absence of 

adenine (Ade) or histidine (His). (B) Tenfold serial dilutions of the two-hybrid reporter 

strains containing appropriate plasmids were spotted on control (C-Leu-Trp) or test (C-

Leu-Trp-Ade or C-Leu-Trp-His + 25 mM 3AT) media. We used 3-aminotriazole, a 

competitive inhibitor of the HIS3 gene, to assay the strength of interaction between Erb1 

and Ytm1 (column 3).  WT Erb1 and Ytm1 interact with each other at high strength, 

allowing cells to grow in medium containing up to 25mM 3AT (lane 3).   
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2.2.4 Erb1 is required for the processing of both 27SA3 and 27SB pre-rRNAs during 

60S ribosomal subunit assembly 

The effects of individual erb1 internal deletions on pre-rRNA processing were 

assayed by primer extension (Figure 29). The levels of 27SA3 pre-rRNA and 27SB pre-

rRNA were quantified in relation to the control U2 snoRNA.  Depletion of Erb1 resulted 

in accumulation of 27SA3 pre-rRNA and a significant reduction in the level of its 

product, 27SBs pre-rRNA, as observed previously (Figure 29, lane 3) (Miles et al. 2005).  

We observed three classes of pre-rRNA processing phenotypes in the erb1 internal 

deletion mutants:  

(a) Class 1, resembling WT ERB1 (erb1del3-50, erb1del51-100, and erb1del101-160) (Figure 

29, Lanes 4-6) 

(b) Class 2, showing accumulation or no change in levels of 27SB pre-rRNA 

(erb1de161-200, erb1del201-245).  No change was observed in the levels of 27SA3 pre-

rRNA in these mutants, indicating they are blocked at a step later than 27SA3 pre-

rRNA processing (Figure 29, Lanes 7-8).  Further assays show that these mutants 

are blocked in the formation of 7S pre-rRNA, consistent with a block in cleavage 

of ITS2 (Figure 30).  

(c) Class 3, exhibiting accumulation of 27SA3 pre-rRNA (erb1del246-310, erb1del311-365, 

erb1del366-419) (Figure 29,  Lanes 9-11).   

 

Steady-state levels of pre-rRNA processing intermediates in erb1 internal deletion 

mutants were further assayed by northern blotting (Figure 30A). Depletion of Erb1 
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results in accumulation of 27SA3 pre-rRNA.  We also observe an increase in 35S pre-

RNA, as expected (row 3).  This increase in 35S pre-rRNA is thought to be due to the 

slowing down of preceding pre-rRNA processing steps when 27SA3 pre-rRNA 

processing is blocked.  These pre-rRNA processing phenotypes of erb1 internal deletion 

mutants were in agreement with the classification based on primer extension.  (a) Class 1 

mutants (erb1del3-50, erb1del51-100, and erb1del101-160) did not show any defects in pre-rRNA 

processing; (b) class 2 mutants (erb1de161-200, erb1del201-245) showed a marked increase in 

27SA+B pre-rRNAs.  The 27SA+B shows a slight shift in size towards lower molecular 

weight, indicating an accumulation of 27SB pre-rRNA(Figure 29A) We observe that 

formation of 7S pre-rRNA is blocked in the class 2 mutants (Figure 29B). (c) The class 3 

mutants (erb1del246-310, erb1del311-365, erb1del366-419) were comparable to depletion of erb1 

(Figure 30B, lanes 9-11).   

The plasmid pOBD2-erb1 expresses erb1 as an N-terminal fusion of GAL4-DNA 

binding domain.  To rule out any bias in our observations due to the epitope-tag, we 

constructed the plasmid pAG414-GPD-EGFP-ERB1, which expresses ERB1 with an N-

terminal GFP tag fusion. The erb1class 2 and erb1class 3 mutants failed to support growth of 

the GAL-ERB1 strain in glucose-containing solid media (Figure 26B). The pre-rRNA 

processing defects in the GAL-3HA-ERB1 + pAG415-GPD-EGFP erb1class 2 or erb1class 3 

mutants were similar to our previous observations (Figure 31).    
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Figure 29 

A 

B 

B 
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Figure 29. erb1- internal deletion mutants are categorized into three classes based 

on pre-rRNA processing phenotypes (by primer extension).  (A) Steady-state levels of 

pre-rRNAs extracted from GAL-3HA-ERB1 strains containing WT/mutant erb1 plasmids 

were assayed by primer extension using an oligonucleotide primer that hybridizes to the 

ITS2 spacer (ITS2-B oligonucleotide). (B) Amounts of 27SA3 and 27SB pre-rRNAs were 

quantified relative to U3 snoRNA.  The erb1 internal deletion mutations with WT-like 

pre-rRNA processing are categorized as class 1 (lanes 4-6), 27SB pre-rRNA processing 

defects as class 2 (lanes 7-8), and depletion-like accumulation of 27SA3 as class 3 (lanes 

9-11).  
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Figure 30 

A 

 

B 
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Figure 30. erb1- internal deletion mutants can be categorized into three classes 

based on pre-rRNA processing phenotypes (by northern blotting). (A) Steady-state 

levels of pre-rRNAs extracted from GAL-3HA-ERB1 strains containing WT/mutant erb1 

plasmids were assayed by northern blotting using probes specific for the ITS2 spacer  

(ITSA for 27A+B and 35S pre-rRNA), 25S rRNA and 18S rRNA. (B) Steady-state levels 

of 7S pre-rRNA and 5S rRNA (probed with oligonucleotides binding to the ITS2A spacer 

and 5S rRNA) in GAL-3HA-ERB1 strains containing erb1class 2 mutants grown in 

galactose (control) or glucose (experiment).  Consistent results were obtained in two or 

more independent experiments.  
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Figure 30C 
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Figure 30C. Pre-rRNA processing defects in cells expressing erb1class 2  mutants from 

different plasmids. The plasmid pOBD2-ERB1 used in the previous experiment 

expresses WT/mutant Erb1 protein with a GAL4-DNA binding domain fused to its N-

terminus.  To rule out bias in the experimental obervation,  pAG414-GPD-EGFP-ERB1 

plasmids containing erb1 internal deletion mutations were constructed and introduced 

into the GAL-3HA-ERB1 strain.  Steady-state levels of pre-rRNAs in total RNA extracted 

from these GAL-3HA-ERB1 strains containing WT/mutant erb1 plasmids were assayed 

by primer extension using the ITS2-A or ITS2-B oligonucleotide primers. 
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2.2.4  The pre-ribosomal composition of the three classes of erb1 mutants concurs 

with their pre-rRNA processing defects.   

To verify the classification of the erb1 internal deletions, we purified preribosomes 

using the TAP-tagged assembly factor Rpf2 as bait. We resolved proteins in these 

preribosomes using SDS-PAGE and visualized the bands by silver staining.  Many of 

proteins in these bands were previously identified by mass spectrometry (Zhang et al. 

2007).  Depletion of Erb1 affects stable association of the interdependent A3-cluster 

proteins Erb1, Nop7, Ytm1, Nop15, Cic1, Nop12, and Pwp1 (Figure 31A), as previously 

demonstrated (Sahasranaman et al. 2011; Miles et al. 2005; Tang et al. 2008).  Changes 

in preribosome composition of the three classes of erb1 internal deletion mutants are in 

agreement with the pre-rRNA processing phenotypes of these mutants.   

(1) The WT-like erb1class 1 mutants did not show any significant changes in 

preribosome composition (Figure 31B).  

(2) The association of interdependent A3 factors was not perturbed erb1class 2 mutant 

preribosomes. Preribosomes are stable in these mutants compared to erb1class 3 or 

erb1 depletion mutants (Figure 31C).   

(3) The erb1class 3 mutants displayed a silver-stained pattern similar to depletion of 

Erb1 (Figure 31D and 31A).  We observe a significant decrease in the intensity of 

gel bands corresponding to the interdependent A3-cluster proteins Nop7, Ytm1, 

Cic1, Nop15, Nop12 and Has1.  

To summarize, the preribosome composition of the three classes of erb1 mutants is in 

agreement with their pre-rRNA processing phenotypes.  The erb1class 3 mutants were 

similar to depletion of erb1.  The observed phenotype of the erb1class 3 mutants is due to 
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the collective absence of the interdependent A3-factors.  On the other hand, the erb1class 2 

mutants blocked 60S ribosomal subunit assembly at a later step of pre-rRNA processing 

than erb1 depletion, and the preribosomes were more stable.   But, the intensities of a few 

bands seemed to decrease by visual inspection.  Therefore, changes in protein 

composition of these class 2 mutant preribosomes with respect to wild type were further 

assayed using a semi-quantitative mass spectrometric iTRAQ method (Ross et al. 2004)  
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Figure 31A 
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Figure 31B 
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Figure 31C 
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Figure 31D 
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Figure 31. Preribosomes purified from erb1class 2 mutants are more stable compared 

to depletion of Erb1.   

GAL-3HA-ERB1 cells containing TAP-tagged assembly factor Rpf2 were used to purify 

90S and 66S preribosomes from yeast cells grown in selective media containing galactose 

(Gal), or grown in galactose and then shifted to glucose (Glu) to deplete WT Erb1 

protein.  Proteins present in purified preribosomes were resolved on an SDS-PAGE gel 

and visualized by silver staining. Bands are marked as identified by mass spectrometry 

from previous experiments and this work.  (A) Strains containing WT Erb1 or empty 

vector were used as controls. The A3 factors (Erb1, Nop7, Ytm1, Nop15, Cic1, Nop12, 

and Has1) fail to stably associate with preribosomes when Erb1 is depleted.  (B) 

Preribosomes purified from strains containing erb1class 1 mutations are stable.  (C) 

Preribosomes purified from strains containing erb1class 2 plasmids contain bands 

corresponding to the interdependent A3 factors.  (D) erb1class 3 mutations result in a 

depletion-like phenotype characterized by the absence of bands corresponding to the A3 

factors.   
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2.2.5  Stable association of specific assembly factors required for 27SB pre-rRNA 

processing is affected in erb1class 2   mutants 

  To determine global changes in protein-composition of preribosomes in the 

erb1class 2 mutants, we performed semi-quantitative mass spectrometric iTRAQ analysis. 

We compared preribosomes purified from GAL-ERB1 + erb1class 2 strains grown in 

galactose (WT erb1 ON), or grown in galactose and then shifted to glucose (WT erb1 

OFF), using Rpf2-TAP as bait. (Ross et al. 2004; Dembowski et al. 2013a; Ohmayer et al. 

2013; Gamalinda et al. 2014; Sahasranaman et al. 2011).  The mass spectrometric 

experiment was performed by Anne Stanley at the Stanley Lab, College of Medicine, 

Penn State University, Hershey, PA.    We identified 450 proteins with >95% confidence. 

The data analysis was performed as described in Figure 32.  
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Figure 32 
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Figure 32. Schematic flow chart for the analysis of iTRAQ data.  
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The changes observed for assembly factors in erb1class 2 largely correlate with 

their lifetime and function in pre-60S intermediates. The changes in the two erb1class 2 

mutants are qualitatively comparable and differed mostly in the magnitude of their 

change. This suggests that ribosome assembly is blocked in a very similar fashion in 

these two mutants (Figure 33).  We observed an increase in the association of most early-

acting assembly factors, which could be due to a failure to release them or due to a 

relative enrichment of early preribosomes when 27SB pre-rRNA processing is slowed 

down (Figure 33B, top panel). Consistent with the silver-stained SDS-PAGE gel (Figure 

31C), the interdependent A3 factors (Erb1, Ytm1, Nop7, Nop15, Rlp7, and Cic1) 

associate stably with preribosomes (Figure 2.13A). We also observe an increase in the 

levels of A3 assembly factors Rpf1, Pwp1 and Nop12, which indicates a failure in their 

timely removal.  Association of the DEAD-box helicases Drs1 and Has1, and the 

exonuclease Rat1 required for 27SA3 pre-rRNA processing is not affected. These results 

are consistent with a block in C2 cleavage, after the 27SA3 pre-rRNA processing event. 

 

 Most assembly factors required for the C2 cleavage in 27SB pre-RNA were able 

to stably associate with preribosomes (Rrs1, Nop2, Nip7, Mak11, Dbp10, Rlp24, Tif6, 

and Nog1) in erb1class 2 mutants, with the exception of Nsa2, Nog2, Spb4, Cgr1, and 

(Figure 33). Nsa2 and Nog2 bind the peptidyl transferase center in the domain V of 25S 

rRNA  (Figure 15) (Shan et al, (2016), submitted) (Leidig et al. 2014; Matsuo et al. 

2014a; Bradatsch et al. 2012).  The association of the endonuclease Las1 performing C2 

cleavage was not affected (Gasse et al. 2015).   We observe two hits for the assembly 

factor Spb1 in our mass spec data, both of which show significant variation or error. 
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Hence, we did not consider these data while making any conclusions. The association of 

assembly factors involved in downstream processing of 7S pre-rRNA, i.e. Nog2, Rsa4, 

Nop53, Nug1, and Ipi1/Ipi2/Ipi3, is significantly reduced. We observe reduced 

association of the export factors Arx1 and Bud20 with preribosomes.  Taken together, 

these results are consistent with a block in middle steps of 60S subunit assembly in the 

erb1class2 mutants.  

 

 Interestingly, we observed fewer changes in the levels of large subunit ribosomal 

proteins in comparison to r-protein mutants blocked in ITS2 cleavage of 27SB pre-rRNA 

or processing of ITS1 in27SA3 pre-rRNA (Figure 33B, bottom panel) (Dembowski et al. 

2013a; Sahasranaman et al. 2011; Gamalinda et al. 2013; Ohmayer et al. 2013; 2015; 

Gamalinda et al. 2014; Biedka et al. 2016, submitted).  Specifically, the r-proteins L17, 

L35, L37, and L25 that bind to the 5.8S/domain I/domain III interface in 25S rRNA 

associated stably with the preribosomes. In the in erb1class 2  mutants, we observed 

slightly reduced levels of domain III binding r-protein L19B required for 27SB pre-rRNA 

processing (Gamalinda et al. 2014), suggesting that rRNA folding in domain III of 25S 

rRNA is affected in the erb1class 2 mutants.  We also observed reduction in the levels of 

the non-essential r-proteins L31 and L26 binding to domain III in the erb1 Δ161-200 mutant.  

L26 and L31 line the polypeptide exit tunnel and bind to the 5.8S/domain III/domain I 

interface, further strengthening our hypothesis that structuring of these regions is 

perturbed in erb1class 2 mutants.  These results indicate that the erb1class 2 mutants are 

blocked at the recruitment of Dbp10, Nsa2, and r-protein L19 in the hierarchical 

recruitment pathway of assembly factors involved in 27SB pre-rRNA processing (Figure 
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34) (Dembowski et al. 2013a; Jakovljevic et al. 2012; Talkish et al. 2012a; Woolford and 

Baserga 2013).   
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Figure 33A 
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Figure 33B 
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Figure 33.  Erb1 is required for stable association of assembly factors involved in 27SB pre-

rRNA processing.  Changes in the average relative ratios of assembly factors and r-proteins in 

90S and 66S preribosomes in erb1class 2 mutants were identified by iTRAQ of preribosomes 

purified using Rpf2-TAP (*) as bait  (average relative ratio of erb1class 2 (Glu)/ erb1class 2 (Gal)).  

Fold changes in the association of 66S assembly factors (A), early 90S assembly factors (B, top 

panel) and large subunit r-proteins (B, bottom panel) are shown.  Data represent the average of 

four Glu/Gal ratios for each erb1class 2 mutant, with the error bars representing the standard error 

of mean.   
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Figure 34   
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Figure 34.   erb1class 2 mutants perturb the association of specific assembly factors involved 

in ITS2 cleavage and 27SB pre-rRNA processing.  Shown is a schematic representation of the 

hierarchical pathway for stable association of assembly factors and some r-proteins necessary for 

early and middle steps of 60S ribosomal subunit assembly.  Proteins in the Pwp1-subcomplex, 

interdependent A3 factors, and Has1 and Drs1 are required for 27SA3 pre-rRNA processing (red).  

Stable association of the DEAD-box RNA helicases Drs1 and Spb4 depends on the preceding A3 

factors. These DEAD-Box proteins are, in turn,  required for stable association of r-proteins that 

bind the 5.8S rRNA at the interface of domains I and III of 25S rRNA.  The A3 factors and 5.8S 

rRNA/domain III of 25S rRNA binding r-proteins are required for the stable association of a 

subset of assembly factors required for 27SB pre-rRNA processing (green).  Stable association of 

assembly factors highlighted with the magenta outline is affected in erb1class 2  mutants.   
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2.2.6   The structure of the bowtie region in 5.8S rRNA is affected in erb1class 2 mutants 

 Since the erb1class 2 mutants prevent cleavage at the C2  site in pre-66S particles, we 

probed the structure of ITS2 and 5.8S rRNA by the Selective-2`-Hydroxyl Acylation analyzed by 

Primer Extenston (SHAPE) method, using the chemical N-methylnicotinic acid imidazolide 

(NAI).  SHAPE assays flexibility and solvent exposure of the 2`-OH group on the ribose sugar in 

both single- and double-stranded RNAs, providing information about base-pairing and tertiary 

interactions.  Single-stranded or flexible regions react more with NAI, whereas RNA nucleotides 

engaged in intermolecular interactions exhibit low reactivity (Merino et al. 2005; Spitale et al. 

2013).  We analyzed the structure of ITS2 and 5.8S rRNA using oligonucleotide primers 5`-ITS2 

and Oligo3140 that bind to different sequences in the ITS2.   The 5.8S rRNA is sandwiched 

between domains I and domains III of 25S pre-rRNA.  Therefore, folding of 5.8S rRNA was 

used as an assay to diagnose defects in rRNA folding of these regions.   

 

 Few modifications, except protection of two residues in ITS2 adjacent to the 5`-end of 

5.8S rRNA, were observed in the ITS2 region, indicating that ITS2 structure is largely intact in 

erb1class 2 mutants, after discounting the effects of loading (Figure 35). Observing only a few 

modifications in ITS2 is consistent with the stable association of the ITS2- associating A3 factors 

Nop15, Rlp7, and Cic1 in erb1class 2 mutants.    
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Figure 35 
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Figure 35.  The structure of ITS2 is largely intact in erb1class 2 mutants.  The chemical NAI 

(indicated by +) was used to probe the structure of ITS2 in GAL-3HA-ERB1 + erb1class 2 mutants 

grown in selective media containing galactose or shifted to glucose.  Cells treated with DMSO 

alone (indicated by -) were used as controls.  Total RNA extracted from NAI treated cells was 

used as substrate for primer extension (ITS2-3140). The locations of nucleotides that are 

protected are shown in magenta.  The sequencing ladders are shown in lanes U, A, G and C. The 

nucleotide numbers in ITS2 are a continuation from the 5`-end of 25S rRNA.  

  



 

 139 

 The bowtie region in 5.8S rRNA was significantly modified in both erb1class 2 mutants 

(Figures 36 and 37). We observe distinct changes in the modification pattern of the 5.8S rRNA 

helices in erbclass 2 mutants when compared to WT (Figure 36). The universal stop in 5.8S pre-

rRNA (show as a red circle) was used to assess loading-based changes in band intensities. The 

observed changes in primary sequence were then mapped onto the secondary structure of 5.8S 

rRNA (Figure 37A) and the tertiary structure of the 60S ribosomal subunit (Figure 2.17B) (Ben-

Shem et al. 2011)(Shan et. al (2016), unpublished).   

 

 The contacts of L17, L35, L37, L39, L26 interacting with 5.8S rRNA are modified in our 

erb1 class 2 mutants (Figure 37B). These r-proteins binding 5.8S rRNA are crucial to rRNA 

folding in vivo (Kwok et al. 2013). However, stable association of L17, L35, and L39 is not 

affected in the erb1class 2  mutants (Figure 2.13B, bottom panel). Therefore, we conclude that the 

formation of the final, stabler conformation of weak helices h5-h9 in 5.8S rRNA and their r-

protein contacts is perturbed in erb1class 2 mutants. We observe selective protection or 

modification in 5.8S rRNA residues 75-85, protruding from helix 7. The GTPase Nog1 contacts 

residue 77, which is more modified in erb1class 2 mutants (Figure 38C). Association of Nog1 to 

preribosomes is not affected in the erb1class 2 mutants. Therefore, as it is the case with 5.8S rRNA 

binding r-proteins, the final contacts of Nog1 also seem to be perturbed in erb1class 2 mutants.  
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Figure 36 
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Figure 36.  The structure of 5.8S rRNA is perturbed in erb1class 2 mutants.  The in vivo 

structure of 5.8S rRNA was probed using 100 mM NAI (indicated by +) in GAL-3HA-ERB1 + 

erb1class 2 mutants grown in selective media containing galactose, or grown in galactose and 

shifted to glucose.  Cells treated with DMSO alone (indicated by -) were used as controls.  Total 

RNA extracted from NAI treated cells was used as a substrate for primer extension (5`-ITS2 

oligonucleotide primer). Locations of modified nucleotides are indicated in orange and protected 

residues are shown in magenta.  The sequencing ladders are shown in lanes U, A, G and C.   
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Figure 37A 
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Figure 37B 
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CHAPTER 2.  The Assembly Factor Erb1 Functions in a Molecular 

Interaction Network to Facilitate Cleavage of the ITS2 Spacer During 

60S Subunit Assembly. 

2.1   Introduction 

Eukaryotic ribosome assembly is a multi-step process involving the intertwined 

processes of pre-rRNA processing and modification, RNA folding, and ribosomal protein 

binding, facilitated by more than 200 trans-acting proteins and small nucleolar RNPs.  In 

recent years, a wealth of information has emerged about the nucleases performing most 

pre-rRNA processing and cleavage steps, and the dynamic nature of the pre-ribosomal 

complex. How molecular interactions in preribosomes drive decisions leading to each 

pre-rRNA processing or RNP remodeling event is not yet completely understood. My 

work discussed in this Chapter provides functional insights into the roles of the 

evolutionarily conserved Nop7-subcomplex in structuring the 5.8S pre-rRNA. I propose a 

model for how rRNA folding, r-protein binding and recruitment of assembly factors are 

coordinated to signal the cleavage at ITS2 spacer in 27SB pre-rRNA.  

The Nop7-subcomplex 

 The Nop7-subcomplex, which is composed of the three assembly factors, Nop7, 

Erb1, and Ytm1, is essential for 60S ribosomal subunit assembly (Figure 20).  In the 

absence of these proteins, exonucleolytic removal of the ITS1 spacer sequence in 27SA3 

pre-rRNA is perturbed, blocking formation of mature 60S subunits (Harnpicharnchai et 

al. 2001; Oeffinger et al. 2002; Adams et al. 2002a; Pestov et al. 2001; Miles et al. 2005; 
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Hölzel et al. 2005). In rapidly growing yeast cells, the majority of pre-rRNAs (~85%) of 

the 60S subunit undergo processing via this intermediate to generate the 5`-end of mature 

5.8SS rRNA (Woolford and Baserga 2013).  

 The ability of the Nop7-subcomplex to form a heterotrimer has been demonstrated 

using yeast two-hybrid assays, in vitro GST pull-downs and various other biochemical 

assays (Miles et al. 2005; Rohrmoser et al. 2007a). Erb1 is central to the formation of the 

subcomplex, since it interacts with both Nop7 and Ytm1 (Figure 20A).  These proteins 

have no known intrinsic enzymatic activity, but all of them contain protein-protein 

interaction motifs.  Even though Erb1 and Nop7 do not have conventional RNA binding 

motifs, they contact rRNA in domains I and III of 25S rRNA, respectively (Granneman et 

al. 2011).  

 Both Erb1 and Ytm1 contain the donut-shaped β-propeller structure formed by 

WD40 repeats (Figure 20B). WD40 repeats are composed of a repeating sequence of 40-

60 amino acid residues containing variable regions of 11-24 amino acid residues, 

followed by a glycine-histidine dipeptide, and ends with a tryptophan (W)-aspartate (D) 

dipeptide.  The WD40 domains are a common protein-protein interaction motif in 

eukaryotes.  Three WD40 repeats fold into 4 anti-parallel β-strands that form each blade 

of the propeller (Figure 20B). Multiple WD40 repeats form a WD40 domain, which form 

the multi-bladed β-propeller. This organization enables intermolecular interactions via the 

top, the bottom, or the circumference of the propeller structure (Stirnimann et al. 2010; de 

la Cruz et al. 2005a; Baßler et al. 2014).  The 60S ribosomal subunit assembly factors 

Rrb1, Rsa4, Ipi3, Pwp1, Mak11, and Sqt1 also contain WD40 repeats (Pausch et al. 2015; 

de la Cruz et al. 2005b; Merl et al. 2010; Talkish et al. 2014; Saveanu et al. 2007; Frénois 
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et al. 2016).  

 Recently multiple groups co-crystallized the WD40 domains of Erb1 and Ytm1, 

substantiating previous predictions that their WD40 domains interact with each other, 

based on mutational analysis of these proteins (Fig 20B) (Tang et al. 2008; Miles et al. 

2005; Marcin et al. 2015; Romes et al. 2015; Thoms et al. 2015a; Wegrecki et al. 2015b).  

In addition to the WD40 repeats, Erb1 contains an equally long N-terminal domain. No 

group has successfully solved the crystal structure of this N-terminal half of Erb1 even 

when co-crystallized with Nop7 and Ytm1.   The consensus is that this structure could be 

non-globular and extended, making it available for mediating other interactions.  In fact, 

most proteins with WD40 domains also contain additional domains, increasing their 

ability to form molecular networks (Stirnimann et al. 2010). Several previous studies 

suggest that the Erb1-Nop7 interaction is potentially mediated by the N-terminal half of 

Erb1 (Tang et al. 2008; Thoms et al. 2015a; Strezoska et al. 2000). The domain 

architecture of Nop7 consists of an N-terminal conserved Pescadillo domain and a C-

terminal BRCT domain flanked by two coiled-coils.  Nop7 contacts preribosomes at the 

domain I/5.8S/domain III rRNA interface in the 66S preribosomes (Granneman et al. 

2011; Wu et al. 2016, submitted).  The BRCT-domain is also a protein-protein interaction 

domain. Thus, due to the prevalence of protein-protein interaction domains, the Nop7-

subcomplex has the potential to serve as hub of protein-protein interactions providing 

platforms for complex assembly and regulation of macromolecular complexes.  This is 

substantiated by the genetic and protein-protein interactions exhibited by the Nop7-

subcomplex proteins (Figure 21) (McCann et al. 2015; Tarassov et al. 2008; Dembowski 

et al. 2013a; Talkish et al. 2012a; 2014; Honma et al. 2006; Miles et al. 2005; Saveanu et 
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al. 2003; Costanzo et al. 2010; Biedka et al. 2016, submitted) (Wu et al. 2016, submitted).    

Moonligthing Functions of the Nop7-subcomplex proteins 

 The roles of Nop7, Erb1, and Ytm1 in ribosome assembly have been established 

by (a) reduced levels of 60S subunits in their absence (by polysome analysis and pre-

rRNA processing assays) and (b) their presence in preribosomes (CoIP of pre-rRNAs, 

other ribosome assembly factors, and interactions with other assembly factors) (Pestov et 

al. 2001; Adams et al. 2002; Oeffinger et al. 2002; Miles et al. 2005; Harnpicharnchai et 

al. 2002).   In addition, there are additional known functions for these proteins in higher 

organisms:  

(1) Mutations in Bop1, the mammalian homolog of Erb1 causes p53-dependent cell 

cycle arrest (Pestov et al. 2001).  

(2) Yeast Ytm1 is implicated in mitosis and chromosome transmission (Oupenski et 

al. 1999)  

(3) Pes1 is known to interact with the origin replication complex, and is required for 

hyphal- to-yeast morphogenesis in C. albicans (Du et al. 2002; Shen et al. 2008). 

Pes1 also is implicated in normal development, and in regulating cancer 

progression and sensitivity of cancer cells to chemotherapeutic drugs (Tecza et 

al. 2011; Xie et al. 2013; Cheng et al. 2012).   

Therefore, the Nop7-subcomplex might serve as a link between ribosome assembly 

and the cell cycle.  If and how Nop7, Erb1 and/or Ytm1 function as links between these 

processes remain to be understood.  
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Figure 20 

A 

 

 

B 
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Figure 20. Molecular architecture of the Nop7-subcomplex (A) A schematic 

representation of the domain architecture of Nop7, Erb1, and Ytm1 is shown.  (B) A 

high-resolution structure of Ytm1 in complex with the C-terminal half of Erb1, and 

certain portions of Nop7 (Wegrecki et al. 2015a)(Wu et al.  (2016), submitted), (PDB ID: 

5CXC).  The Notchless-like-element (Nle) of Ytm1 interacts with the AAA-ATPase 

Rea1 (Midasin or Mdn1); its WD40 (Romes et al. 2015; Thoms et al. 2015) domain 

repeats interact with Erb1 (Baßler et al. 2010b).     
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 The Nop7-subcomplex proteins (Nop7, Erb1, Ytm1) are among the seven assembly 

factors (also Rlp7, Cic1, Nop15, and Pwp1) interdependent for their association with 

preribosomes (Figure 21). Their interdependence is partly contributed by direct protein-

protein interactions between many of these proteins. (Miles et al. 2005; Sahasranaman et 

al. 2011). In addition to the interdependent A3 factors, assembly factors Ebp2, Brx1, 

Nop12, Drs1, and Has1 are also required for processing of 27SA3 pre-rRNA (Dembowski 

et al. 2013a; Talkish et al. 2014; Biedka et al. 2016, submitted).  Even though depletion 

of these proteins blocks processing of the ITS1 spacer in 27SA3 pre-rRNA, many of them 

bind 25S rRNA adjacent to the ITS2 spacer sequence (Figure 12) (Granneman et al. 

2011; Wu et al. 2016, submitted).  This suggested that the role of these A3 factors in ITS1 

processing is indirect.  The A3 protein-protein and protein-RNA interaction network may 

be necessary to create a preribosome structure stable enough to undergo 27SA3 pre-rRNA 

processing.  In their absence, preribosomes are turned over rapidly (Jakovljevic et al. 

2012; Sahasranaman et al. 2011). Therefore, these A3 factors could have more direct roles 

in the removal of the ITS2 spacer in 27SB pre-rRNA.  Work in this thesis tested this 

hypothesis and provides evidence for a direct role of the A3 factor Erb1 in removal of the 

ITS2 spacer in 27SB pre-rRNA.    

 Nop7, Erb1, and Ytm1 enter 90S preribosomes, early in the assembly pathway, 

since they co-purify 35S pre-rRNA (Sahasranaman et al. 2011; Miles et al. 2005).  The 

AAA-ATPase Rea1 drives the exit of Erb1 and Ytm1 from preribosomes (Baßler et al. 

2010a; Thoms et al. 2015a; Wegrecki et al. 2015b)  (Figure 22). Whether Nop7 exits 

preribosome with Erb1 and Ytm1 is not completely understood, since it co-purifies 

significantly higher amounts of the late intermediate 7S pre-rRNA compared to Erb1 and 
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Ytm1 (Granneman et al. 2011; Altvater et al. 2012). The in vitro assays showing 

remodeling activity of Rea1 on preribosomes provided evidence for only partial removal 

of Nop7 from preribosomes (Baßler et al. 2010a).  Therefore, Nop7 might have sub-

complex independent roles in ribosome biogenesis, about which nothing is known yet.  

 The mammalian homologs of the Nop7-subcomplex form the PeBoW subcomplex 

composed of Pes1, Bop1, and WDR12 (mammalian Nop7, Erb1, and Ytm1 homologs, 

respectively) (Moilanen et al. 2015; Rohrmoser et al. 2007b; Hölzel et al. 2005; Pestov et 

al. 2001; Strezoska et al. 2000; Hölzel et al. 2007a; Pestka 1968; Allende et al. 1996; 

Lapik et al. 2004; Hölzel et al. 2007b; Wang et al. 2014; Kellner et al. 2015b).  

Conditional shut down of Bop1 expression affects processing of the ITS1 spacer in 

mammalian cells, whereas an N-terminally truncated version of Bop1, namely Bop1∆ 

blocked cleavage in the ITS2 spacer (Strezoska et al. 2000).  The WDR12∆NLE (or N-

terminal deletion of WDR12) causes an ITS2 cleavage defect (Hölzel et al. 2007a).  Our 

hypothesis, as described previously, is that the yeast A3 factors have direct roles in the 

cleavage of the ITS2 spacer.  Hence, I decided to focus on the yeast homolog of Bop1, 

i.e. Erb1, to explore whether the Nop7-subcomplex has additional roles in the removal of 

the ITS2 spacer. I constructed eight internal deletion mutations in the relatively 

unexplored N-terminal half of Erb1 and assayed the effects of these mutations on pre-

rRNA processing, preribosome composition, and the structure of the ITS2 spacer and 

5.8S rRNA.  Two of the erb1- internal deletion mutations blocked cleavage of the ITS2 

spacer (referred to as erb1class 2 mutations). Detailed analysis of these mutants revealed 

that Erb1 is required for proper folding of 5.8S rRNA, and association of specific r-

proteins and assembly factors required for ITS2 cleavage.  The 5.8S rRNA residues 
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contacted by the interaction partner of Erb1, Nop7, showed increased protection to 

modification by the structure probing chemical NAI in erb1class 2 mutants   This suggested 

that the timely removal of Erb1-Ytm1 by the AAA-ATPase may be perturbed in erb1class 

2 mutants (Figure 22). Based on our observations, we propose that the Rea1-mediated 

removal of Ytm1-Erb1 facilitates remodeling of the 5.8S rRNA, resulting in the release 

of ‘very early’ and ‘early’ acting assembly factors, and recruitment/stable association of 

assembly factors required for cleavage of the ITS2 spacer in 27SB pre-rRNA. 
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Figure 21 
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Figure 21.  Molecular interaction network of assembly factors involved in 27SA3 

(red), 27SB (dark grey), and 7S (light grey) pre-rRNA processing.  Direct physical 

interactions (yeast two-hybrid, pull downs in vitro, and cryo-EM observations), and 

genetic interactions between assembly factors involved in the early (red), middle (dark 

grey) and late (light grey/yellow) are shown.  Proteins present in the exosome are shown 

in blue circles.  Data for interactions with ribosomal proteins are included for 

approximation of locations of assembly factors whose locations on preribosomes have 

not been directly established. Molecular interactions identified or confirmed among the 

mammalian homologs of assembly factors are indicated by underlines. (Pratte et al. 2013; 

Wan et al. 2015; Shimoji et al. 2012; Yoshikatsu et al. 2015; Castle et al. 2013; 2012; 

Gasse et al. 2015; Leidig et al. 2014; Bradatsch et al. 2007; Thoms et al. 2015a; Wegrecki 

et al. 2015a; Dembowski et al. 2013b; 2013a; Costanzo et al. 2010; Talkish et al. 2012a; 

Honma et al. 2006; Santos et al. 2011; Goldfeder and Oliveira 2010; Luz et al. 2009; 

García-Gómez et al. 2011; Saveanu et al. 2007; Wilmes et al. 2008; McCann et al. 2015 

Shimoji et al. 2012; Wan et al. 2015; Pratte et al. 2013; McCann et al. 2015; Saveanu et 

al. 2003). 

  



 

 92 

Figure 22 
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Figure 22.  Molecular assembly events in early and middle preribosomal 

intermediates.  
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2.2   Results 

2.2.1 Conserved regions in the N-terminal half of Erb1 are essential for growth  

Erb1 mediates the formation of the Nop7-subcomplex via its interaction with 

Nop7 and Ytm1 (Miles et al. 2005; Rohrmoser et al. 2007b; Tang et al. 2008). The C-

terminal half of Erb1 contains WD40 repeats, which are required for its interaction with 

Ytm1 (Tang et al. 2008; Thoms et al. 2015b; Wegrecki et al. 2015b) (Figure 20). The N-

terminal half of Erb1 contains a stretch of highly conserved amino acids whose role in 

60S subunit assembly is largely unexplored (Figure 23). To begin to explore the 

biological functions of the N-terminal half of Erb1, we constructed a series of eight 

internal deletions across the N-terminal half of Erb1 (residues 1-419) in the plasmid 

pOBD2-ERB1 (Figure 25A). Bioinformatic prediction of Erb1 secondary structure was 

used to avoid disruption of potential secondary structure elements (Figure 24).  Plasmids 

containing these mutations were introduced into a yeast strain engineered to conditionally 

shut off the expression of wild-type ERB1 by replacing the endogenous ERB1 promoter 

with the GAL1 promoter.  When grown in glucose-containing medium, GAL promoter-

driven WT ERB1 expression is shut off, allowing us to assay the effects associated with 

erb1- internal deletions (Figure 25B). Plasmids expressing wild-type ERB1 supported the 

growth of the GAL-ERB1 strain in glucose-containing medium, while the empty vector 

did not.  Mutations affecting the relatively poorly conserved N-terminal 150 amino acids  

(erb1del3-50, erb1del51-100, and erb1del101-160) had no effect on growth under standard 

laboratory conditions (Figure 25 and Figure 23).  Of the three mutants, only erb1Δ101-160 

exhibited a temperature-sensitive growth defect at 37C (Figure 26A).   Deletions of 

stretches of residues in the highly conserved interval of residues 161-419 (erb1de161-200, 
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erb1del201-245, erb1del246-310, erb1del311-365, erb1del366-419) failed to complement growth at 

30
o
C (Figure 25B). These constructs also failed to support growth at 16

o
C as well as 37

o
C 

(data not shown). We did not observe any significant growth defects upon over-

expression of any of these mutant constructs from pAG414-GAL-ERB1-TAP plasmid 

(Figure 26B).   
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Figure 23 
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Figure 23. Erb1 sequences from seven phylogenetically diverse species were aligned 

using the web-based T-coffee server  (http://www.ebi.ac.uk/Tools/msa/tcoffee/).  

Residues with conserved identities or biochemical properties across different phyla are 

indicated by ‘*’ or ‘:’, respectively.  The amino acids are color coded by the biochemical 

properties of their side chains: positively charged (magenta), negatively charged (blue), 

polar (green), and non-polar (red). Black and grey lines above the alignment indicate two 

stretches of highly conserved regions in the N-terminal half. Deletion of residues in these 

conserved stretches of erb1 was lethal for S. cerevisiae (This study). 

http://www.ebi.ac.uk/Tools/msa/tcoffee/
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Figure 24A 
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Figure 24B 
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Figure 24. Bioinformatic prediction of secondary structural elements in Erb1.   (A) 

Secondary structural elements in Erb1 were predicted using web-based PsiPRED 

software http://bioinf.cs.ucl.ac.uk/psipred/. (B) The confidence of the structure prediction 

for the N-terminal half of Erb1 is shown as blue bars.   
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Figure 25 
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Figure 25.  Effects of deletions of discrete regions of Erb1 on growth of yeast.  (A) 

Schematic representation of amino acids removed by erb1 internal deletion 

mutations.  (B) Growth of GAL-HA-ERB1 cells expressing WT or mutant erb1 from 

pOBD2 plasmids on solid media containing galactose (left panel) or glucose (right 

panel).  Tenfold serial dilutions of GAL-HA-ERB1 cells containing plasmids were spotted 

on selective-media containing galactose (C-TRP+GAL) or glucose (C-TRP). 
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Figure 26 

A 

 

B 
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Figure 26 (A) Effect of temperature on growth of erb1 internal deletion mutants that 

have no growth defects at 30
o
C. Growth of GAL-HA-ERB1 cells expressing WT or 

mutant erb1 from pOBD2 plasmids on solid media containing galactose (left panel) or 

glucose (right panel).  Tenfold serial dilutionsof GAL-HA-ERB1 cells containing 

plasmids were spotted on selective-media containing galactose (C-TRP+GAL) or glucose 

(C-TRP).  Plates were incubated at 16
o
C, 30

o
C, or 37

o
C.  (B) Effects of lethal erb1 

internal deletions expressed from the pAG415-GPD-EFGP-ERB1 plasmid on 

growth of GAL-3HA-ERB1.  Tenfold serial dilutions of GAL-HA-ERB1 cells containing 

plasmids were spotted on selective-media containing galactose (C-TRP+GAL) or glucose 

(C-TRP) and incubated at 30
o
C. 
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Figure 27 
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Figure 27.  Effects of overexpression of the lethal erb1 internal deletion mutants on 

growth.  Wild type S. cerevisiae strains overexpressing lethal erb1 internal deletions 

from the plasmid pAG414-GAL-ERB1-TAP were spotted as serial dilutions on selective 

solid-medium containing either glucose or galactose as the carbon source.  The plates 

were incubated at 30
o
C for three days.  
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2.2.2  Most of the N-terminal Half of Erb1 is not required for its interaction with 

Ytm1  

We performed yeast two-hybrid assays between erb1 internal deletion mutant 

proteins and wildtype Ytm1, to assay Erb1-Ytm1 interactions and the stability of the 

mutant proteins (Figure 27A).  Wild type Erb1 interacts strongly with Ytm1, allowing the 

cells to grow in the presence of the drug 3-aminotriazole up to a concentration of 25 mM 

(Figure 27B, row 2). All eight mutant constructs grew efficiently in C-Leu-Ade, 

indicating that the mutant proteins are stably expressed (Figure 2, lane 2, rows 3-10).   

Seven of the eight mutant constructs, except erb1del366-419, showed interaction in 25 mM 

AT, indicating strong interaction between the erb1 internal deletion mutant proteins and 

Ytm1 (Figure 27, lane 3, rows 3-10).  Thus, residues 366-419 in the N-terminal half of 

Erb1 are required for efficient interaction of Erb1 with Ytm1, in addition to its C-terminal 

WD40 motifs (Wegrecki et al. 2015b; Thoms et al. 2015b).  The Nop7-Erb1 interaction 

assay could not be performed by yeast two-hybrid assay, since the Nop7 fusions do not 

work in yeast two-hybrid assay.  Heterologous expression and purification of Erb1 

mutant proteins  and wild type Nop7 from E. coli to test Erb1 mutant- Nop7 interaction 

was not successful either.   

  



 

 108 

Figure 28 

A 

 

B 
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Figure 28. A major portion of the N-terminal half of Erb1 is not required for its 

interaction with Ytm1.  (A) Schematic of the two-hybrid analysis of the interaction 

between Erb1 mutant proteins and Ytm1. Positive interactions activate transcription of 

the reporter genes ADE2 and HIS3, which allow yeast cells to grow in the absence of 

adenine (Ade) or histidine (His). (B) Tenfold serial dilutions of the two-hybrid reporter 

strains containing appropriate plasmids were spotted on control (C-Leu-Trp) or test (C-

Leu-Trp-Ade or C-Leu-Trp-His + 25 mM 3AT) media. We used 3-aminotriazole, a 

competitive inhibitor of the HIS3 gene, to assay the strength of interaction between Erb1 

and Ytm1 (column 3).  WT Erb1 and Ytm1 interact with each other at high strength, 

allowing cells to grow in medium containing up to 25mM 3AT (lane 3).   
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2.2.4 Erb1 is required for the processing of both 27SA3 and 27SB pre-rRNAs during 

60S ribosomal subunit assembly 

The effects of individual erb1 internal deletions on pre-rRNA processing were 

assayed by primer extension (Figure 29). The levels of 27SA3 pre-rRNA and 27SB pre-

rRNA were quantified in relation to the control U2 snoRNA.  Depletion of Erb1 resulted 

in accumulation of 27SA3 pre-rRNA and a significant reduction in the level of its 

product, 27SBs pre-rRNA, as observed previously (Figure 29, lane 3) (Miles et al. 2005).  

We observed three classes of pre-rRNA processing phenotypes in the erb1 internal 

deletion mutants:  

(a) Class 1, resembling WT ERB1 (erb1del3-50, erb1del51-100, and erb1del101-160) (Figure 

29, Lanes 4-6) 

(b) Class 2, showing accumulation or no change in levels of 27SB pre-rRNA 

(erb1de161-200, erb1del201-245).  No change was observed in the levels of 27SA3 pre-

rRNA in these mutants, indicating they are blocked at a step later than 27SA3 pre-

rRNA processing (Figure 29, Lanes 7-8).  Further assays show that these mutants 

are blocked in the formation of 7S pre-rRNA, consistent with a block in cleavage 

of ITS2 (Figure 30).  

(c) Class 3, exhibiting accumulation of 27SA3 pre-rRNA (erb1del246-310, erb1del311-365, 

erb1del366-419) (Figure 29,  Lanes 9-11).   

 

Steady-state levels of pre-rRNA processing intermediates in erb1 internal deletion 

mutants were further assayed by northern blotting (Figure 30A). Depletion of Erb1 
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results in accumulation of 27SA3 pre-rRNA.  We also observe an increase in 35S pre-

RNA, as expected (row 3).  This increase in 35S pre-rRNA is thought to be due to the 

slowing down of preceding pre-rRNA processing steps when 27SA3 pre-rRNA 

processing is blocked.  These pre-rRNA processing phenotypes of erb1 internal deletion 

mutants were in agreement with the classification based on primer extension.  (a) Class 1 

mutants (erb1del3-50, erb1del51-100, and erb1del101-160) did not show any defects in pre-rRNA 

processing; (b) class 2 mutants (erb1de161-200, erb1del201-245) showed a marked increase in 

27SA+B pre-rRNAs.  The 27SA+B shows a slight shift in size towards lower molecular 

weight, indicating an accumulation of 27SB pre-rRNA(Figure 29A) We observe that 

formation of 7S pre-rRNA is blocked in the class 2 mutants (Figure 29B). (c) The class 3 

mutants (erb1del246-310, erb1del311-365, erb1del366-419) were comparable to depletion of erb1 

(Figure 30B, lanes 9-11).   

The plasmid pOBD2-erb1 expresses erb1 as an N-terminal fusion of GAL4-DNA 

binding domain.  To rule out any bias in our observations due to the epitope-tag, we 

constructed the plasmid pAG414-GPD-EGFP-ERB1, which expresses ERB1 with an N-

terminal GFP tag fusion. The erb1class 2 and erb1class 3 mutants failed to support growth of 

the GAL-ERB1 strain in glucose-containing solid media (Figure 26B). The pre-rRNA 

processing defects in the GAL-3HA-ERB1 + pAG415-GPD-EGFP erb1class 2 or erb1class 3 

mutants were similar to our previous observations (Figure 31).    
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Figure 29 

A 

B 

B 
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Figure 29. erb1- internal deletion mutants are categorized into three classes based 

on pre-rRNA processing phenotypes (by primer extension).  (A) Steady-state levels of 

pre-rRNAs extracted from GAL-3HA-ERB1 strains containing WT/mutant erb1 plasmids 

were assayed by primer extension using an oligonucleotide primer that hybridizes to the 

ITS2 spacer (ITS2-B oligonucleotide). (B) Amounts of 27SA3 and 27SB pre-rRNAs were 

quantified relative to U3 snoRNA.  The erb1 internal deletion mutations with WT-like 

pre-rRNA processing are categorized as class 1 (lanes 4-6), 27SB pre-rRNA processing 

defects as class 2 (lanes 7-8), and depletion-like accumulation of 27SA3 as class 3 (lanes 

9-11).  
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Figure 30 

A 

 

B 
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Figure 30. erb1- internal deletion mutants can be categorized into three classes 

based on pre-rRNA processing phenotypes (by northern blotting). (A) Steady-state 

levels of pre-rRNAs extracted from GAL-3HA-ERB1 strains containing WT/mutant erb1 

plasmids were assayed by northern blotting using probes specific for the ITS2 spacer  

(ITSA for 27A+B and 35S pre-rRNA), 25S rRNA and 18S rRNA. (B) Steady-state levels 

of 7S pre-rRNA and 5S rRNA (probed with oligonucleotides binding to the ITS2A spacer 

and 5S rRNA) in GAL-3HA-ERB1 strains containing erb1class 2 mutants grown in 

galactose (control) or glucose (experiment).  Consistent results were obtained in two or 

more independent experiments.  
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Figure 30C 
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Figure 30C. Pre-rRNA processing defects in cells expressing erb1class 2  mutants from 

different plasmids. The plasmid pOBD2-ERB1 used in the previous experiment 

expresses WT/mutant Erb1 protein with a GAL4-DNA binding domain fused to its N-

terminus.  To rule out bias in the experimental obervation,  pAG414-GPD-EGFP-ERB1 

plasmids containing erb1 internal deletion mutations were constructed and introduced 

into the GAL-3HA-ERB1 strain.  Steady-state levels of pre-rRNAs in total RNA extracted 

from these GAL-3HA-ERB1 strains containing WT/mutant erb1 plasmids were assayed 

by primer extension using the ITS2-A or ITS2-B oligonucleotide primers. 
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2.2.4  The pre-ribosomal composition of the three classes of erb1 mutants concurs 

with their pre-rRNA processing defects.   

To verify the classification of the erb1 internal deletions, we purified preribosomes 

using the TAP-tagged assembly factor Rpf2 as bait. We resolved proteins in these 

preribosomes using SDS-PAGE and visualized the bands by silver staining.  Many of 

proteins in these bands were previously identified by mass spectrometry (Zhang et al. 

2007).  Depletion of Erb1 affects stable association of the interdependent A3-cluster 

proteins Erb1, Nop7, Ytm1, Nop15, Cic1, Nop12, and Pwp1 (Figure 31A), as previously 

demonstrated (Sahasranaman et al. 2011; Miles et al. 2005; Tang et al. 2008).  Changes 

in preribosome composition of the three classes of erb1 internal deletion mutants are in 

agreement with the pre-rRNA processing phenotypes of these mutants.   

(1) The WT-like erb1class 1 mutants did not show any significant changes in 

preribosome composition (Figure 31B).  

(2) The association of interdependent A3 factors was not perturbed erb1class 2 mutant 

preribosomes. Preribosomes are stable in these mutants compared to erb1class 3 or 

erb1 depletion mutants (Figure 31C).   

(3) The erb1class 3 mutants displayed a silver-stained pattern similar to depletion of 

Erb1 (Figure 31D and 31A).  We observe a significant decrease in the intensity of 

gel bands corresponding to the interdependent A3-cluster proteins Nop7, Ytm1, 

Cic1, Nop15, Nop12 and Has1.  

To summarize, the preribosome composition of the three classes of erb1 mutants is in 

agreement with their pre-rRNA processing phenotypes.  The erb1class 3 mutants were 

similar to depletion of erb1.  The observed phenotype of the erb1class 3 mutants is due to 
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the collective absence of the interdependent A3-factors.  On the other hand, the erb1class 2 

mutants blocked 60S ribosomal subunit assembly at a later step of pre-rRNA processing 

than erb1 depletion, and the preribosomes were more stable.   But, the intensities of a few 

bands seemed to decrease by visual inspection.  Therefore, changes in protein 

composition of these class 2 mutant preribosomes with respect to wild type were further 

assayed using a semi-quantitative mass spectrometric iTRAQ method (Ross et al. 2004)  
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Figure 31A 
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Figure 31B 
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Figure 31C 
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Figure 31D 
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Figure 31. Preribosomes purified from erb1class 2 mutants are more stable compared 

to depletion of Erb1.   

GAL-3HA-ERB1 cells containing TAP-tagged assembly factor Rpf2 were used to purify 

90S and 66S preribosomes from yeast cells grown in selective media containing galactose 

(Gal), or grown in galactose and then shifted to glucose (Glu) to deplete WT Erb1 

protein.  Proteins present in purified preribosomes were resolved on an SDS-PAGE gel 

and visualized by silver staining. Bands are marked as identified by mass spectrometry 

from previous experiments and this work.  (A) Strains containing WT Erb1 or empty 

vector were used as controls. The A3 factors (Erb1, Nop7, Ytm1, Nop15, Cic1, Nop12, 

and Has1) fail to stably associate with preribosomes when Erb1 is depleted.  (B) 

Preribosomes purified from strains containing erb1class 1 mutations are stable.  (C) 

Preribosomes purified from strains containing erb1class 2 plasmids contain bands 

corresponding to the interdependent A3 factors.  (D) erb1class 3 mutations result in a 

depletion-like phenotype characterized by the absence of bands corresponding to the A3 

factors.   
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2.2.5  Stable association of specific assembly factors required for 27SB pre-rRNA 

processing is affected in erb1class 2   mutants 

  To determine global changes in protein-composition of preribosomes in the 

erb1class 2 mutants, we performed semi-quantitative mass spectrometric iTRAQ analysis. 

We compared preribosomes purified from GAL-ERB1 + erb1class 2 strains grown in 

galactose (WT erb1 ON), or grown in galactose and then shifted to glucose (WT erb1 

OFF), using Rpf2-TAP as bait. (Ross et al. 2004; Dembowski et al. 2013a; Ohmayer et al. 

2013; Gamalinda et al. 2014; Sahasranaman et al. 2011).  The mass spectrometric 

experiment was performed by Anne Stanley at the Stanley Lab, College of Medicine, 

Penn State University, Hershey, PA.    We identified 450 proteins with >95% confidence. 

The data analysis was performed as described in Figure 32.  
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Figure 32 
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Figure 32. Schematic flow chart for the analysis of iTRAQ data.  
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The changes observed for assembly factors in erb1class 2 largely correlate with 

their lifetime and function in pre-60S intermediates. The changes in the two erb1class 2 

mutants are qualitatively comparable and differed mostly in the magnitude of their 

change. This suggests that ribosome assembly is blocked in a very similar fashion in 

these two mutants (Figure 33).  We observed an increase in the association of most early-

acting assembly factors, which could be due to a failure to release them or due to a 

relative enrichment of early preribosomes when 27SB pre-rRNA processing is slowed 

down (Figure 33B, top panel). Consistent with the silver-stained SDS-PAGE gel (Figure 

31C), the interdependent A3 factors (Erb1, Ytm1, Nop7, Nop15, Rlp7, and Cic1) 

associate stably with preribosomes (Figure 2.13A). We also observe an increase in the 

levels of A3 assembly factors Rpf1, Pwp1 and Nop12, which indicates a failure in their 

timely removal.  Association of the DEAD-box helicases Drs1 and Has1, and the 

exonuclease Rat1 required for 27SA3 pre-rRNA processing is not affected. These results 

are consistent with a block in C2 cleavage, after the 27SA3 pre-rRNA processing event. 

 

 Most assembly factors required for the C2 cleavage in 27SB pre-RNA were able 

to stably associate with preribosomes (Rrs1, Nop2, Nip7, Mak11, Dbp10, Rlp24, Tif6, 

and Nog1) in erb1class 2 mutants, with the exception of Nsa2, Nog2, Spb4, Cgr1, and 

(Figure 33). Nsa2 and Nog2 bind the peptidyl transferase center in the domain V of 25S 

rRNA  (Figure 15) (Shan et al, (2016), submitted) (Leidig et al. 2014; Matsuo et al. 

2014a; Bradatsch et al. 2012).  The association of the endonuclease Las1 performing C2 

cleavage was not affected (Gasse et al. 2015).   We observe two hits for the assembly 

factor Spb1 in our mass spec data, both of which show significant variation or error. 
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Hence, we did not consider these data while making any conclusions. The association of 

assembly factors involved in downstream processing of 7S pre-rRNA, i.e. Nog2, Rsa4, 

Nop53, Nug1, and Ipi1/Ipi2/Ipi3, is significantly reduced. We observe reduced 

association of the export factors Arx1 and Bud20 with preribosomes.  Taken together, 

these results are consistent with a block in middle steps of 60S subunit assembly in the 

erb1class2 mutants.  

 

 Interestingly, we observed fewer changes in the levels of large subunit ribosomal 

proteins in comparison to r-protein mutants blocked in ITS2 cleavage of 27SB pre-rRNA 

or processing of ITS1 in27SA3 pre-rRNA (Figure 33B, bottom panel) (Dembowski et al. 

2013a; Sahasranaman et al. 2011; Gamalinda et al. 2013; Ohmayer et al. 2013; 2015; 

Gamalinda et al. 2014; Biedka et al. 2016, submitted).  Specifically, the r-proteins L17, 

L35, L37, and L25 that bind to the 5.8S/domain I/domain III interface in 25S rRNA 

associated stably with the preribosomes. In the in erb1class 2  mutants, we observed 

slightly reduced levels of domain III binding r-protein L19B required for 27SB pre-rRNA 

processing (Gamalinda et al. 2014), suggesting that rRNA folding in domain III of 25S 

rRNA is affected in the erb1class 2 mutants.  We also observed reduction in the levels of 

the non-essential r-proteins L31 and L26 binding to domain III in the erb1 Δ161-200 mutant.  

L26 and L31 line the polypeptide exit tunnel and bind to the 5.8S/domain III/domain I 

interface, further strengthening our hypothesis that structuring of these regions is 

perturbed in erb1class 2 mutants.  These results indicate that the erb1class 2 mutants are 

blocked at the recruitment of Dbp10, Nsa2, and r-protein L19 in the hierarchical 

recruitment pathway of assembly factors involved in 27SB pre-rRNA processing (Figure 
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34) (Dembowski et al. 2013a; Jakovljevic et al. 2012; Talkish et al. 2012a; Woolford and 

Baserga 2013).   
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Figure 33A 
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Figure 33B 
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Figure 33.  Erb1 is required for stable association of assembly factors involved in 27SB pre-

rRNA processing.  Changes in the average relative ratios of assembly factors and r-proteins in 

90S and 66S preribosomes in erb1class 2 mutants were identified by iTRAQ of preribosomes 

purified using Rpf2-TAP (*) as bait  (average relative ratio of erb1class 2 (Glu)/ erb1class 2 (Gal)).  

Fold changes in the association of 66S assembly factors (A), early 90S assembly factors (B, top 

panel) and large subunit r-proteins (B, bottom panel) are shown.  Data represent the average of 

four Glu/Gal ratios for each erb1class 2 mutant, with the error bars representing the standard error 

of mean.   
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Figure 34   
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Figure 34.   erb1class 2 mutants perturb the association of specific assembly factors involved 

in ITS2 cleavage and 27SB pre-rRNA processing.  Shown is a schematic representation of the 

hierarchical pathway for stable association of assembly factors and some r-proteins necessary for 

early and middle steps of 60S ribosomal subunit assembly.  Proteins in the Pwp1-subcomplex, 

interdependent A3 factors, and Has1 and Drs1 are required for 27SA3 pre-rRNA processing (red).  

Stable association of the DEAD-box RNA helicases Drs1 and Spb4 depends on the preceding A3 

factors. These DEAD-Box proteins are, in turn,  required for stable association of r-proteins that 

bind the 5.8S rRNA at the interface of domains I and III of 25S rRNA.  The A3 factors and 5.8S 

rRNA/domain III of 25S rRNA binding r-proteins are required for the stable association of a 

subset of assembly factors required for 27SB pre-rRNA processing (green).  Stable association of 

assembly factors highlighted with the magenta outline is affected in erb1class 2  mutants.   
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2.2.6   The structure of the bowtie region in 5.8S rRNA is affected in erb1class 2 mutants 

 Since the erb1class 2 mutants prevent cleavage at the C2  site in pre-66S particles, we 

probed the structure of ITS2 and 5.8S rRNA by the Selective-2`-Hydroxyl Acylation analyzed by 

Primer Extenston (SHAPE) method, using the chemical N-methylnicotinic acid imidazolide 

(NAI).  SHAPE assays flexibility and solvent exposure of the 2`-OH group on the ribose sugar in 

both single- and double-stranded RNAs, providing information about base-pairing and tertiary 

interactions.  Single-stranded or flexible regions react more with NAI, whereas RNA nucleotides 

engaged in intermolecular interactions exhibit low reactivity (Merino et al. 2005; Spitale et al. 

2013).  We analyzed the structure of ITS2 and 5.8S rRNA using oligonucleotide primers 5`-ITS2 

and Oligo3140 that bind to different sequences in the ITS2.   The 5.8S rRNA is sandwiched 

between domains I and domains III of 25S pre-rRNA.  Therefore, folding of 5.8S rRNA was 

used as an assay to diagnose defects in rRNA folding of these regions.   

 

 Few modifications, except protection of two residues in ITS2 adjacent to the 5`-end of 

5.8S rRNA, were observed in the ITS2 region, indicating that ITS2 structure is largely intact in 

erb1class 2 mutants, after discounting the effects of loading (Figure 35). Observing only a few 

modifications in ITS2 is consistent with the stable association of the ITS2- associating A3 factors 

Nop15, Rlp7, and Cic1 in erb1class 2 mutants.    
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Figure 35 



 

 138 

Figure 35.  The structure of ITS2 is largely intact in erb1class 2 mutants.  The chemical NAI 

(indicated by +) was used to probe the structure of ITS2 in GAL-3HA-ERB1 + erb1class 2 mutants 

grown in selective media containing galactose or shifted to glucose.  Cells treated with DMSO 

alone (indicated by -) were used as controls.  Total RNA extracted from NAI treated cells was 

used as substrate for primer extension (ITS2-3140). The locations of nucleotides that are 

protected are shown in magenta.  The sequencing ladders are shown in lanes U, A, G and C. The 

nucleotide numbers in ITS2 are a continuation from the 5`-end of 25S rRNA.  
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 The bowtie region in 5.8S rRNA was significantly modified in both erb1class 2 mutants 

(Figures 36 and 37). We observe distinct changes in the modification pattern of the 5.8S rRNA 

helices in erbclass 2 mutants when compared to WT (Figure 36). The universal stop in 5.8S pre-

rRNA (show as a red circle) was used to assess loading-based changes in band intensities. The 

observed changes in primary sequence were then mapped onto the secondary structure of 5.8S 

rRNA (Figure 37A) and the tertiary structure of the 60S ribosomal subunit (Figure 2.17B) (Ben-

Shem et al. 2011)(Shan et. al (2016), unpublished).   

 

 The contacts of L17, L35, L37, L39, L26 interacting with 5.8S rRNA are modified in our 

erb1 class 2 mutants (Figure 37B). These r-proteins binding 5.8S rRNA are crucial to rRNA 

folding in vivo (Kwok et al. 2013). However, stable association of L17, L35, and L39 is not 

affected in the erb1class 2  mutants (Figure 2.13B, bottom panel). Therefore, we conclude that the 

formation of the final, stabler conformation of weak helices h5-h9 in 5.8S rRNA and their r-

protein contacts is perturbed in erb1class 2 mutants. We observe selective protection or 

modification in 5.8S rRNA residues 75-85, protruding from helix 7. The GTPase Nog1 contacts 

residue 77, which is more modified in erb1class 2 mutants (Figure 38C). Association of Nog1 to 

preribosomes is not affected in the erb1class 2 mutants. Therefore, as it is the case with 5.8S rRNA 

binding r-proteins, the final contacts of Nog1 also seem to be perturbed in erb1class 2 mutants.  
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Figure 36 
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Figure 36.  The structure of 5.8S rRNA is perturbed in erb1class 2 mutants.  The in vivo 

structure of 5.8S rRNA was probed using 100 mM NAI (indicated by +) in GAL-3HA-ERB1 + 

erb1class 2 mutants grown in selective media containing galactose, or grown in galactose and 

shifted to glucose.  Cells treated with DMSO alone (indicated by -) were used as controls.  Total 

RNA extracted from NAI treated cells was used as a substrate for primer extension (5`-ITS2 

oligonucleotide primer). Locations of modified nucleotides are indicated in orange and protected 

residues are shown in magenta.  The sequencing ladders are shown in lanes U, A, G and C.   
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Figure 37A 
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Figure 37B 
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CHAPTER 3. Proper Structuring of Helices ES20 and ES26 in Domain 

III of 25S rRNA Is Required for 60S Ribosomal Subunit Assembly 

3.1 Introduction 

Ribosomal RNAs (rRNAs) form the core structure on which ribosomal proteins 

(r-proteins) are assembled to generate functional ribosomes.  In eukaryotes, trans-acting 

proteins called assembly factors are required for folding of ribosomal RNAs and their 

assembly with r-proteins.  Eukaryotic rRNAs contain regions that are not present in the 

core RNA secondary structure common to prokaryotes, archaea, and eukaryotes (Gerbi 

1996; Melnikov et al. 2012).  In the tertiary structure of mature 60S subunits, these 

regions referred to as expansion segments (ESs) are located on the solvent-exposed side 

of the 60S subunit (Figure 2).   These expansion segments cluster at the central 

protuberance and the back of the P and L1 stalks.  These two ESs are located adjacent to 

the ends formed after the removal of ITS1 and ITS2 spacer sequences in pre-rRNA 

(Ben-Shem et al. 2011).  The eukaryote-specific r-proteins or eukaryote-specific r-

protein extensions in the 60S subunit also localize close to these ESs  (Figure 3).  The 

ESs are thought to serve as docking sites for factors involved in regulation of translation, 

or processing and folding of the nascent transcript.  It is becoming increasingly evident 

that these expansion segments also serve as the binding sites for assembly factors 

involved in 60S subunit assembly (Granneman et al. 2011; Dembowski et al. 2013; 

Bradatsch et al. 2012; Greber et al. 2012; Wu et al, 2016, submitted).  
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The assembly factor Nop7 binds to ES26 and helix 54 in domain III of 25S 

rRNA (Granneman et al. 2011) (Jill Dembowski, personal communication) (Wu et al. 

2016, unpublished). ES26 and its base-pairing partner ES20 contain long, narrow, 

strongly bent loops that form many non-canonical base pairs and stacking interactions 

(Ben-Shem et al. 2011).   In the tertiary structure of 25S rRNA, these ESs are located 

close to the proximal stem formed by the 3`-end of mature 5.8S rRNA and the 5`-end of 

mature 25S rRNA.   The binding site of Nop7 is not occupied by any r-proteins in the 

mature 60S subunit, although ES20/ES26 and their adjacent helices (helix 54 and helix 

55) closely contact the globular domains of r-proteins L34 (eL34) and L27 (eL27), and 

L2 (uL2), and the eukaryote-specific extension of the r-protein L8 (Ben-Shem et al. 

2011). Analysis of high-resolution structures of  pre-60S particles by cryo-EM  revealed 

ES26 as the binding site of the 60S subunit assembly factor Nop53 (Wu et al. 2016, 

submitted) (Figure 45). The spacer sequence ITS2 emerges from third proximal stem 

adjacent to ES20/ES26 in pre-ribosomes  (Figure 40).  

 

One of the main objectives of my thesis work was to dissect the roles of protein-

protein and protein-RNA interactions of the Nop7-subcomplex in order to understand 

how the subcomplex components, namely Nop7, Erb1, and Ytm1, facilitate ribosome 

assembly. In order to do so, I generated six mutations perturbing the sequence and/or 

structure of ES20/ES26, thought to be important for the binding of Nop7 to pre-

ribosomes (Granneman et al. 2011). Mutations perturbing ES20/ES26 structure are 

lethal, due to their effects on 60S subunit assembly (Figure 42 and Figure 43). Deletion 

of these expansion segments affects processing of the ITS2 spacer sequence adjacent to 
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it in 27SB pre-rRNA (Madhumitha Ramesh, Personal Communication).  Depletion of 

the r-proteins L34, L27, or L2, or mutations in the extension of L8 contacting the 

ES20/ES26 neighborhood, also affect cleavage and /or processing of the ITS2 spacer 

(Figure 45) (Pöll et al. 2009; Ohmayer et al. 2013; Gamalinda et al. 2014). Collectively, 

these results indicate that proper structuring of ES26/ES20 is essential for processing of 

27SB pre-rRNA during 60S subunit assembly.  These results further strengthen my 

hypothesis that rRNA architecture in domain III is crucial for cleavage and processing of 

the ITS2 spacer in 27S pre-rRNA. 
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Figure 40 
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Figure 40.  Nop7 binds to ES26 and helix 54 in domain III of 25S rRNA.   

(A) Shown is the binding site of Nop7 (dotted red lines) on ES26 (purple) and helix 54 

(orange)(Granneman et al. 2011).  The secondary structure of domain III of 25S rRNA 

was obtained from the RiboVision website. 

(http://apol lo.chemistry.gatech.edu/RiboVision/#SC_LSU_Phylo)  

(B) ES26 (purple) forms intimate contact with ES20 (green), stabilized by helix 54 

(orange) and helix 55 (blue) in 25S rRNA of mature 60S ribosomal subunits (Ben-Shem 

et al. 2011). 

(PDB ID: 3U5D).  

  

http://apollo.chemistry.gatech.edu/RiboVision/#SC_LSU_Phylo
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3.2 Results 

3.2.1 The RNA polymerase I Ts
-
 system to study rDNA mutants 

The rRNAs are transcribed from ~200 copies of rDNA genes on chromosome 

XII in S. cerevisiae, making mutational analysis of chromosomally derived rRNA 

challenging.  To circumvent this problem, several groups have generated RNA 

polymerase I ‘pol1’ temperature sensitive (ts) strains for conditionally expressing rRNA.  

For this study, we employed the NOY504 yeast strain which contains a mutant allele of 

the RNA polymerase I subunit A12.2 that results in ts- growth (Nogi et al. 1993).     

Since RNA polymerase I is responsible for transcription of rDNA genes, expression of 

endogenous rRNA can be shut off by shifting these pol I ts strains to 37
o
C (Figure 41).  

Growth defects and ribosome biogenesis defects in NOY504 can be rescued by a 

plasmid expressing rDNA genes under the control of RNA polymerase II-driven GAL7 

promoter (Fig. 3.2)(LaRiviere et al. 2006). Mutations affecting ES20/ES26 in the 

domain III of 25 rRNA were generated in this plasmid and introduced into the NOY504 

strain.  

  



  
 
 

 172 

Figure 41 
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Figure 41. The pol I Ts- system to study rDNA mutants. (A) The yeast strain 

NOY504 containing temperature-sensitive (Ts-) mutations of RNA polymerase I subunit 

A12.2 fail to transcribe rRNA at 37
o
C. Plasmid-borne pWL160 expressing wild type 

35S rDNA from the RNA polymerase II-driven GAL7 promoter was introduced into 

NOY504 to study the effects of rDNA mutations on ribosome assembly.  (B) NOY504 

strains lacking wild type rDNA plasmid fail to grow at restrictive temperatures. Shown 

is the growth of the NOY504 strain containing either the empty vector or pWL160 (WT 

rDNA) on solid-media containing galactose.   
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3.2.2 Mutations affecting the structure of ES20/ES26 in domain III of 25S rRNA 

are lethal. 

To investigate the importance of the architecture of ES20/ES26, I designed 

mutations to affect either their sequence or structure, and assayed their effects on growth 

using the NOY504 yeast strain (Figure 42).  NOY504 strains containing wild type or the 

A3DEL10 rDNA mutation were used as positive controls (Henry et al. 1994).  Strains 

containing the empty vector pRS314 or the lethal H48 random mutation in domain III of 

25S rRNA were used as negative controls for this assay (van Beekvelt et al. 2000). 

Deletions of nucleotides in the ES26 loop were lethal, whereas, a substitution mutation 

in the suspected cross-link site of Nop7 (1813-15 AAU-GGC) did not affect the growth 

of yeast cells at 37
o
C.  In order to test if the unique architecture of ES26/ES20 was 

required for 60S subunit assembly, we designed a mutation to destabilize helix 54 that 

holds together ES26/ES20  (helix 54UG1622CA).  This helix 54 mutation failed to 

complement growth defects of the pol I ts mutant. Re-establishing the helix architecture 

by constructing compensatory base pair changes suppressed the growth defect of the 

helix 54UG1622CA mutant. These results suggest that the structure of ES26 is crucial to 

60S ribosomal subunit assembly or function.  
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Figure 42  
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Figure 42.  Effects of ES20/ES26 mutations on cell viability.  (A) Shown are the 

locations of ES26 deletions (purple) and helix 54 mutations (red and blue) in domain III 

of 25S rRNA that were investigated in this study.  The secondary structure of domain III 

of 25S rRNA was obtained from the RiboVision website 

(http://apollo.chemistry.gatech.edu/RiboVision/#SC_LSU_Phylo).   (B) Growth of the 

NOY504 pol I ts strain expressing mutations in ES26 or helix 54 at permissive (30
o
C) 

and restrictive temperatures (37
o
C), along with positive controls (Wild type rDNA and 

A3DEL10) and negative controls (empty vector and H48 random).  

  

http://apollo.chemistry.gatech.edu/RiboVision/#SC_LSU_Phylo
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3.2.3  rRNA mutations perturbing the structure of the Nop7 cross-link site/ES26 

affect ribosome biogenesis.  

To determine if the lethal mutations in ES26 or helix 54 of domain III affected 

60S subunit assembly, we assayed the level of plasmid-derived 25S rRNAs in these 

mutants under restrictive conditions for expressing endogenous, wild type rRNA.  The 

rDNA sequence in pWL160 contains two neutral tags inserted into 25S rRNA.  

Oligonucleotide probes base-pairing with the neutral tag sequence can be used to assay 

expression of plasmid-derived rRNA (Cole and LaRiviere 2008). We observed a 

significant reduction in the levels of 25S rRNA in strains containing lethal ES26/helix 

54 mutants (Figure 43).  The levels of endogenous 25S rRNA and 18S rRNA were used 

as loading controls, since their levels do not change after shifting NOY504 cells for 6 

hours to 37
o
C (Kaempfer 1969). Thus, we conclude that ES0/ES26 architecture is 

important for 60S subunit assembly.   
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Figure 43  
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Figure 43.  Lethal mutations in ES26 and helix 54 of domain III of 25S rRNA 

perturb 60S subunit assembly.  Total rRNA was extracted from pol I Ts- strains 

containing WT /no/mutant plasmids grown at 37
o
C and assayed by northern blotting as 

previously described (Horsey et al. 2004; LaRiviere et al. 2006).  
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3.3  Discussion and Future Directions 

My study demonstrates that the unique architecture of ES26/helix 54 is important 

for 60S ribosomal subunit assembly (Figure 41 and Figure 42). This rRNA expansion 

segment neighborhood forms the contact points for Nop7, Nop53, and r-proteins L34 

and  L27 (eukaryotic r-proteins), L8 (eukaryotic extension), and L2 (universal r-protein) 

(Figure 45).  Deletion of ES20 or ES26 blocks formation of 7S pre-rRNA from the 27SB 

precursor (Madhumitha Ramesh, Personal Communication). Deletion of ES19 (also 

called V9 expansion segment) or point mutations in ES19 block processing of 7S pre-

rRNAs.  This helix is also contacted by Nop7 in 66S pre-ribosomes (Wu et al. 2016, 

submitted; van Beekvelt et al. 2000) (Fig.3.1 for location of ES19).  Collectively, all of 

these studies implicate a crucial role for domain III architecture in the cleavage and 

processing of the ITS2 spacer sequence in 27SB and 7S pre-rRNAs.   

 

The pol I Ts- strain is extremely challenging to work with for three reasons: (1) 

Depletion of WT rRNA is not complete, indicating leaky transcription from endogenous 

rDNA (lane 1, Figure 44). Therefore, we were not able to assay pre-rRNA processing 

defects in these mutants by primer extension.  However, the strong growth defects and 

significant reduction of plasmid-borne 25S rRNA in the lethal ES26/helix 54 mutants 

accentuates the requirement of their proper structuring for 60S subunit biogenesis. (2) 

There is no existing method to purify pre-ribosomes from the rDNA mutant strains. I 

attempted to epitope-tag Nop7 (NOP7-TAP) in the pol I Ts- strain to purify pre-

ribosomes from the mutants under restrictive conditions.  The yield of pre-ribosomes 

that co-purify with Nop7-TAP was not sufficient for analysis, upon shifting to 37
o
C 
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(data not shown). (3) The pol I Ts- strains exhibit a high rate of suppressor formation, 

complicating the analysis using these strains (Yano and Nomura 1991).  

 

Due to the inherent limitations of the NOY504 strain used in this study 

(discussed above), we were not able to pinpoint the molecular defects underlying 60S 

subunit assembly defects observed in the lethal mutants affecting ES20/ES26 

architecture.  However, since the atomic contacts of Nop7 and Nop53 with ES26 and 

helix 54 are now known, their role in 60S subunit assembly can now be explored by 

generating mutations in Nop7 or Nop53 to perturb their interactions with pre-rRNA.   

Additionally, we have established a system for in vitro transcription of domain III of S. 

cerevisiae 25S rRNA and heterologous expression of Nop7 in E. coli (data not shown).  

Domain III of 25S rRNA can fold to its near native architecture in vitro and also bind 

rpL25 in vitro ((van Beekvelt et al. 2000; Athavale et al. 2012)).  Hence, it is possible to 

further develop and exploit in vitro binding systems with the above components to 

examine the effects of mutations in domain III of 25S rRNA on the binding of assembly 

factors such as Nop7 or Nop53, or its other interaction factors.  Furthermore, the in vitro 

transcribed domain III of 25S rRNA can also be used to study the effects of protein 

binding or rRNA mutations on the global architecture of domain III of 25S rRNA 

(Athavale et al. 2012;  Merino et al. 2005).  
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Figure 44 
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Figure 44.  Primer extension analysis of pre-rRNA processing in rDNA mutants.   

Total RNA was extracted from NOY504 strains containing WT/empty vector/mutated 

rDNA plasmids grown under restrictive conditions for endogenous rRNA expression.  

Primer extension revealed leaky transcription from the endogenous rDNA in the 

NOY504 strain (Lane 1).  Therefore, this assay cannot be employed for pre-rRNA 

processing defect characterization in these mutant strains.  
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Figure 45 
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Figure 45.  The ES20/E26 neighborhood is a hub of interaction with assembly 

factors and r-proteins.  Nop7 (cyan) and Nop53 (light red) directly contact ES20 

(purple) and helix 54 (orange) in domain III of 25S rRNA (light grey).  5.8S rRNA is 

shown in black for positional reference of domain III with respect to the 60S ribosomal 

subunit.  In addition, ribosomal proteins L2 (yellow), L27 (wheat), L32 (brick red), and 

L8 (light violet) also contact the neighborhood of ES26/ES20. 
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3.4   Materials and Methods  

Yeast strains and plasmids 

The pol I Ts- strain NOY504 was a generous gift from the Karbstein lab at the Scripps 

Research Institute, Florida.  rDNA mutations were generated in the pWL160 plasmid 

containing rDNA gene under the control of the GAL7 promoter.  Mutagenesis was 

carried out using the QuikChange Lightning Site-directed Mutagenesis kit (Agilent).    

Mutagenesis was verified by sequencing (Genewiz) and plasmids were transformed into 

the NOY504 strain.  Experiments were repeated at least twice using separate yeast 

transformations, due to a high tendency for suppressor mutations in this strain.  For 

growth assays, ten-fold dilutions of yeast cultures beginning at O.D600 of 0.8 were 

spotted on solid-media containing galactose at 30
o
C (control) and 37

o
C.   

 

Steady-state analyses of pre-rRNA processing 

NOY504 strains containing wild-type or mutant rRNA were grown overnight to 

O.D600 of 0.2 in selective media containing galactose (C-TRP+GAL), and shifted to 

37
o
C for 6 hours. Total RNA was isolated from whole-cell lysates as discussed 

previously (Horsey et al. 2004; Sahasranaman et al. 2011). Steady-state analyses of 

precursor and mature rRNAs were performed by northern blotting, as previously 

discussed (Horsey et al. 2004). 
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CHAPTER 4: The role of ribosomal proteins L21 and L28 in late 

nuclear steps of 60S ribosomal subunit assembly 

 

 Ribosomal proteins L21 and L28 are required for generation of the 3`-end of 

mature 5.8S rRNA during late nuclear steps of 60S ribosomal subunit assembly. Previous 

studies revealed a defect in processing of 6S pre-rRNA upon their depletion. However, 

no significant defects were observed in pre-ribosome composition upon their depletion. 

In order to better understand how these proteins facilitate 60S subunit assembly, we 

`conducted a comparative analysis of the location of these proteins on mature 60S 

subunits and 66S pre-ribosomal intermediates, and of the protein composition of pre-

ribosomes upon their depletion.   

 

4.1  Introduction  

 Most r-proteins are essential to the assembly and function of ribosomes, and are 

hence indispensable to cell growth (Steffen et al. 2012). In vitro reconstitution studies of 

bacterial ribosomal subunits and in vivo analysis of eukaryotic ribosome assembly in S. 

cerevisiae provided valuable insights into the role of r-proteins in 60S subunit assembly. 

Pioneering work in the 1960s by Nomura, Nierhaus, and colleagues demonstrated that 

mature 50S subunits could be assembled in vitro from mature rRNAs and purified r-

proteins (Nomura and Fahnestock 1973; Fahnestock et al. 1973) (Nierhaus and Dohme 

1974). Along with the in vitro reconstitution of the small 30S subunit (Held et al. 1974) 

(Mizushima and Nomura 1970), these studies demonstrated that binding of r-proteins 

promoted productive conformers of rRNA, especially during tertiary structure formation.  
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They also showed that the r-proteins bound rRNA in a hierarchical fashion, with the early 

binding or primary r-proteins organizing binding sites for subsequent association of 

secondary and tertiary binding r-proteins.  The overall assembly proceeded in a 5`-3` 

direction with respect to rRNA.  Most importantly, the stringent chemical environment 

and slow kinetics of ribosome assembly from its mature components in vitro highlighted 

the necessity for more complex mechanisms required in vivo for the assembly of 

ribosomes from the pre-rRNAs and r-proteins at rates conducive to life (reviewed in 

detail in (Gamalinda and Woolford 2014; de la Cruz et al. 2015)).  

 

 Recent investigations of the effects of r-protein depletions on 60S ribosomal 

subunit assembly in yeast demonstrated a strong correlation between the locations of 

these r-proteins in the structure of 60S subunits and pre-rRNA processing defects caused 

by their depletion (van Beekvelt et al. 2001; Zhang et al. 2007; Babiano and de la Cruz 

2010; Jakovljevic et al. 2012; Ohmayer et al. 2013; Gamalinda et al. 2013; 2014a; Pöll et 

al. 2009). This work provided valuable insights into the organizational hierarchy of the 

seemingly monolithic 60S subunits.  The major conclusions from these studies are outline 

below:  

(1)  Binding of r-protein L3 at both ends of 25S rRNA is required for early steps of pre-

rRNA processing. Thus, the later stages of 60S subunit assembly can be assumed to 

be post-transcriptional.  

(2)  R-proteins bound to domains I and II of 25S rRNA at its 3`-end resulted in early pre-

rRNA processing defects affecting the processing of the ITS1 spacer sequence. These 

proteins are located across the equatorial region on the solvent interface, and hence 
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would be required to stabilize the initial compaction of domains I, II and III at the 

solvent interface.    

(3) Globular domains of r-proteins around the polypeptide exit tunnel contacting domain 

III/5.8S rRNA are necessary for middle-steps of pre-rRNA processing i.e.,  cleavage 

of the ITS2 spacer sequence.  

(4) R-proteins required for processing of 7S and 6S pre-rRNAs are located on the subunit 

interface and near the central protuberance of the 60S subunit contacting domains 

IV/V/and VI of 25S rRNA and the 5S rRNA.  These r-proteins are required for 

nuclear export of pre-ribosomes.   

Therefore, globally, 60S ribosomal subunit assembly proceeds in a 5`-3` direction, the 

solvent interface being assembled first before proceeding to the assembly of the subunit 

interface and the central protuberance, which host most functional centers of pre-60S 

ribosomes.    

 

 Until now, most detailed investigations into the mechanistic roles of r-proteins in 

assembly of the 60S ribosomal subunit focused on the early or middle acting r-proteins. 

Depletion of early and middle acting r-proteins causes large-scale changes in pre-

ribosome composition, making it easier to observe changes in pre-rRNA processing and 

protein composition of pre-ribosomes. However, relatively few changes in protein 

composition of pre-ribosomes are observed upon depletion of late acting r-proteins, 

making their studies more challenging.  

 

 The r-proteins whose depletion affect late nuclear steps can be considered to be of 
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two groups based on their location in 60S subunits:  (a) L2 and L43 located near the 

peptidyl transferase center, and (b) L28 and L21 located near the central protuberance of 

60S subunit (Figure 46). Depletion/absence of these proteins affects processing of the 

ITS2 spacer causing accumulation of 7S pre-rRNA and 6S pre-rRNA, respectively.  The 

misassembled pre-ribosomes are restricted to nucleus, safeguarding the translation pool 

(Ohmayer et al. 2013; Gamalinda et al. 2014a).  How these proteins facilitate later steps 

of 60S subunit assembly is not well understood. Therefore, we focused on r-proteins L21 

and L28 to understand their mechanistic roles during 60S ribosomal subunit assembly.   

 

Comparative analysis of common features shared by L21 and L28 in 60S ribosomal 

subunits 

 Most r-proteins form extensive contacts with rRNA. Hence, it has been proposed 

that these proteins facilitate rRNA folding and stabilization of RNP architecture during 

ribosome assembly and translation (Klein et al. 2004). Interestingly, binding sites of L21 

and L28 cluster around multi-helical junctions on the secondary structure of rRNA 

(Figure 47), raising the possibility L21 and L28 acts as the scaffold to hold these helices 

together in their complex architecture. Both rpL28 and rpL21 contain globular domains 

that contact domains II and V of 25S rRNA. In addition, the extension of rpL21 contacts 

5S rRNA in mature ribosomes, and rpL28 contacts domain I and the linker region 

between the six domains of 25S rRNA (Figure 46 and 47). Globular domains of r-

proteins are known to mediate binding of r-proteins to the rRNA, and hence depletion 

phenotypes most likely reflect rRNA folding or assembly factor recruitment events 

mediated by these globular domains.    
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Prokaryotic homologs of L21 and L28 

 L28 is the eukaryotic homolog of the universally conserved bacterial r-protein L15 

(uL15).  The bacterial homolog of L28 (uL15) contacts domains V and II, similar to the 

yeast r-protein. L21 is present in both archaea and eukaryotes and lacks a bacterial 

homolog.  However, the bacterial r-protein L27 (bL27), which has no eukaryotic 

homolog, occupies a position similar to that of L21 in E. coli ribosomes (Figure 4.3). 

Therefore, in prokaryotes the role of L21 could be fulfilled by bL27. Both of these 

bacterial proteins are tertiary binding proteins in vitro, revealing that their association or 

tightening occurs late during large subunit assembly. Interestingly, the bacterial homolog 

of L28 is required for the assembly of rpL5 and 5S rRNA into 50S ribosomal subunits.  

The organization of 5S rRNA and helices around the central protuberance during 60S 

subunit assembly has been demonstrated recently (Leidig et al. 2014). It will be 

interesting to study if eukaryotic L28 is required for the events leading to 5S rRNA 

rotation.  
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Figure 46. A comparative analysis of interactions of L21 and L28 with rRNA in 60S 

ribosomal subunits (a) The location of L28 and L21 on mature 60S subunits (PDB ID: 

3U5D, 3U5E). The domain names are indicated in the same colors as in the crystal 

structure (Ben-Shem et al. 2011). (b) L28 contacts 25S rRNA domains I, II and V, and 

the domain linker region on which the six domains fold into the compact tertiary 

structure.  L21 contacts domains II and V of 25S rRNA and  5S rRNA.    

 

(PDB IDs: 3U5D, 3U5E). 
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Figure 47. Direct contacts of L21 and L28 on 25S rRNA.  Direct rRNA contacts of 

L21 and L28 (Ben-Shem A., personal communication) were mapped on the secondary 

structure of rRNAs in the 60S ribosomal subunits, obtained from the RiboVision website. 

(http://apollo.chemistry.gatech.edu/RiboVision/#SC_LSU_Phylo).  

  

http://apollo.chemistry.gatech.edu/RiboVision/#SC_LSU_Phylo
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Figure 48.  L21 and L28 homologues in prokaryotic ribosomes.  Prokaryotic L15 

(red) is a homolog of L28. There is no homolog for L21 in prokaryotes, but bacterial-

specific r-protein L27 (light red) binds the region occupied by L21 in eukaryotes (Ban et 

al. 2014). 

 

(PDB ID: 4V4V)  



 

 198 

4.2 RESULTS 

L21 and L28 function in concert during 60S ribosomal subunit assembly  

 To determine the effect of the absence of L28 on the composition of pre-ribosomes 

at different stages of 60S ribosomal subunit assembly, we purified and analyzed pre-

ribosomal intermediates at different stages of nuclear maturation using a TAP-tag fusion 

at the C-terminus of assembly factors Rrp5 (very early to middle), Nop7 (very early to 

late), Rpf2 (very early to late), Nsa1 (middle to late), and Nog2 (middle to late) in the 

presence or absence of either L21 or L28.  Purified pre-ribosome constituents were 

resolved on SDS-PAGE gels and visualized by silver staining.   The bands were labeled 

as identified during this study and previous studies conducted in our lab ((Zhang et al. 

2007), Hailey Brown (personal communication)).  In contrast to previous studies, we 

observe distinct and comparable changes in the composition of pre-ribosomes upon 

depletion of L21 and L28 (Ohmayer et al. 2013; Gamalinda et al. 2014a).  
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4.2.1 Depletion of L21 and L28 does not significantly alter the protein composition 

of early pre-ribosomal intermediates  

To assess the effect of depletion of late acting r-proteins L21 and L28 on early pre-

ribosomal intermediates, we affinity-purified early pre-ribosomal intermediates using 

TAP-tagged assembly factor Rrp5 as bait. Rrp5 associates with 90S pre-ribosomes, 

containing 35S pre-rRNA, and leaves before 27SA3 pre-rRNA processing occurs 

(Lebaron et al. 2013; Lebreton et al. 2008). Hence, Rrp5-containing preribosomes  

represents that portion of the assembly pathway before the formation of 27SB pre-rRNA, 

or early pre-66S particles. The band patterns of early pre-ribosomes in the presence or 

absence of Rrp5 look very similar, discounting the effects of loading (Figure 49). This 

observation makes sense, as depletion of L21 and L28 affect later steps of pre-rRNA 

processing, after Rrp5 exits pre-ribosomes. Hence, we concluded that Rrp5-TAP is not an 

appropriate bait to study the effects of L21 and L28 depletion on 60S subunit assembly.   
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Figure 49  
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Figure 49. The protein composition of pre-ribosomes is not altered at early stages of 

assembly upon depletion of L21 and L28. TAP-tagged assembly factor Rrp5 was used 

as the bait to purify pre-ribosome in presence (GAL) or absence (GLU) of L21 or L28 

from conditional null strains GAL-RPL21 and GAL-RPL28. Bands that appear to increase 

or decrease in staining are indicated by orange dots.  No significant changes are observed, 

if one discounts effect of loading with respect to the bait protein i.e., Rrp5-TAP.  
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4.2.2 Association of late-acting assembly factors is affected upon depletion of L21 

and L28.  

We probed the effects of depletion on early and middle pre-66S particles using pre-

ribosomes purified with TAP-tagged assembly factors Rpf2 or Nop7 as baits (Figure 50).  

These assembly factors associate with pre-ribosomal intermediates containing 35S pre-

rRNA and dissociate after the formation of 7S pre-rRNA (Dembowski et al. 2013; 

Granneman et al. 2011). Based on our gels, more changes in protein composition of pre-

ribosomes were observed using Nop7 as bait  (Figure 50B). We believe that the observed 

differences between Nop7-TAP and Rpf2-TAP purified preribosomes might arise from 

the close proximity of Rpf2 to L21 and L28 on preribosomes, thus biasing the 

observations in a manner that we do not yet understand.  Since Rpf2 binds 5S rRNA 

(Zhang et al. 2007; Asano et al. 2015; Kharde et al. 2015; Madru et al. 2015) and less 

changes are visible when it was used as bait, we decided to use Nop7-TAP for further 

assays. 

 

 We observe an increase in the intensity of bands corresponding to assembly factors 

Drs1 and Rrp12,  and a decrease in Nug1 (a GTPase), Rea1 ( an AAA-ATPase),  Ipi1 and 

Ipi3 (scaffolding proteins of the Ipi-subcomplex), and Mrt4 (an RNA helicase).  The 

increased levels of Drs1 in preribosomes indicates that (a) its release is blocked in our 

mutants, or (b) Drs1, classified as an A3 factor at present, may have later roles in 60S 

subunit assembly.   The association of Ipi1, Ipi3, Nug1 and Rea1 are potentially affected 

since these factors bind to domain V of 25S rRNA, specifically close to the helices 

contacted by L21 and L28  (Barrio-Garcia et al. 2015; Manikas 2014) (Nissan et al. 
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2002).  To quantitatively assay the relative changes in pre-ribosome composition upon 

depletion of L21 or L28, we have submitted Nop7-TAP purified pre-ribosomes for semi-

quantitative iTRAQ analysis.   
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Figure 50A  
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Figure 50B  
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Figure 50. The protein composition of pre-60S particles exhibits specific changes 

upon depletion of L21 and L28.  Pre-ribosomes purified using bait proteins Rpf2 and 

Nop7 in the presence (Gal) or absence (Glu) of L21 and L28 were resolved by SDS-

PAGE and visualized by silver staining. These baits reveal changes in pre-ribosome 

composition from 90S pre-ribosomes to late stages of 60S maturation in nucleoplasm. 

Bands that appear to increase or decrease in staining are indicated by orange dots.   
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4.2.3 Depletion of L21 and L28 affects the stable association of proteins during 

middle and late events of 60S maturation. 

 We used assembly factors Nsa1 and Nog2 as baits to purify pre-ribosomal 

intermediates during middle and late steps of 60S subunit, respectively. Nsa1 associates 

with pre-ribosomes containing 27SB pre-rRNA, and remains associated for a short  

intervals at the beginning of late nuclear steps of 60S subunit assembly (Kressler et al. 

2008; Dembowski et al. 2013; Ohmayer et al. 2013).  

 Nsa1-TAP purified pre-ribosomes show relatively few changes in protein 

composition in the absence of L21 or L28 (Figure 51). Since we detect only minor 

changes in protein composition using Nsa1-TAP purified pre-ribosomes, we decided to 

focus on Nog2-TAP for further studies.  We saw fewer changes in Nsa1-TAP purified 

pre-ribosomes in comparison to Nog2-TAP purified pre-ribosomes. This indicates that 

majority of the changes in preribosomes observed upon depletion of L21 or L28 are 

likely to happen after its exit, i.e., before ITS2 cleavage in 27SB pre-rRNA. This is in 

agreement with the pre-rRNA processing defect in 6S pre-rRNA upon depletion of L21 

or L28.    

 We observe decreased intensity of bands corresponding to assembly factors Sda1, 

Rix1 and Rsa4, which bind near the central protuberance and the peptidyl transferase 

center (Figure 51B)(Barrio-Garcia et al. 2015).  Since these proteins bind directly to the 

helices stabilized by L21 and L28, their binding sites might not be generated in the 

absence of L21 and L28  (Figure 50) We have sent the Nog2-TAP purified particles in 

presence or absence of L28 to our collaborators at Tsinghua University, China for 

analysis by cryo-EM.   
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Figure 51A 
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Figure 51B
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Figure 51. The association of assembly factors located in domain V of 25S pre-rRNA 

is affected upon depletion of L21 or L28.  Proteins in pre-ribosomes purified using bait 

proteins Nsa1 (A) and Nog2 (B) in the presence (Gal) or absence (Glu) of L21 and L28 

were resolved by SDS-PAGE and visualized by silver staining. These baits reveal 

changes in pre-ribosome composition of middle and late 60S pre-ribosomal 

intermediates, respectively. Bands that appear to increase or decrease in staining are 

indicated by orange dots.  For Nsa1-TAP, we have primarily focused on the bands whose 

intensity goes down, for reliable conclusions.   
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4.3.  Discussion 

Depletion of L21 or L28 affects association of assembly factors with  rRNA domain 

V of 60S subunits. 

The conclusions from experiments discussed in sections 4.2. are outlined below. 

1)We observe specific changes in the composition of pre-ribosomes upon depletion of 

L21 or L28. This is in contrast to previous studies by (Ohmayer et al. 2013) and 

(Gamalinda et al. 2014a).  We used 16-hour shifts to restrictive conditions in 

contrast to 6 hours used in previous studies, thus facilitating characterization of 

protein composition of pre-ribosomes in these mutants.  

2)We identified Nop7-TAP and Nog2-TAP as best baits to study pre-ribosome 

composition in L21 and L28 depletion mutants. 

3)Analysis of our SDS-PAGE gels indicates that stable association of assembly 

factors Rsa4, Ipi2, Ipi3, Nug1, and Mrt4 is affected by L21 or L28 depletion.  

These assembly factors are localized to the domain II and/or V of 25S rRNA 

(Barrio-Garcia et al. 2015)(Wu et al., 2016, submitted).  

 

What are the effects of depletion of L28 on pre-rRNA folding? 

 Since pre-rRNA processing and pre-ribosome composition defects in the absence of 

L21 or L28 are identical in all of the studies we conducted, we proposed that their 

concerted action would be required for 60S subunit assembly. To understand the 

structural dynamics of pre-ribosomes around L21 and L28 contact sites, we performed a 

detailed analysis of rRNA and protein contacts of L21 and L28 in mature and pre-60S 

particles using the crystal (Ben-Shem et al. 2011) and cryo-EM structures of S. cerevisiae 
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60S ribosomal subunits ((Barrio-Garcia et al. 2015)(Wu et al. 2016, submitted)).  Here 

we focus on the shared contacts of L21 and L28.  

 

  L21 and L28 are required for the processing of the ITS2 spacer sequence in 6S pre-

rRNA, required for the formation of the 3`-end of mature 5.8S rRNA(Ohmayer et al. 

2013; Gamalinda et al. 2014b). With the recent discovery of the rotation of the 5S RNP 

during late steps of 60S maturation in the nucleus, we began to hypothesize that L21 

could be required for 5S RNP rotation since it binds to the base of 5S RNA in its mature 

state. A large number of assembly factors, including NTPases (Nug1, Dbp10, Nog2, 

Nog1)  and the large Rea1 AAA-ATPAse are located adjacent to L21 in pre-ribosomes 

(Leidig et al. 2014; Matsuo et al. 2014; Barrio-Garcia et al. 2015). Since L28 is located 

apart from the CP, we reasoned that it could not be directly involved in structuring 5S 

rRNA or facilitating the activity of assembly factors contacting L21 during 60S subunit 

assembly. However, since L21 and L28 are located adjacent to each other, we carefully 

investigated the common features shared by these proteins on the 60S subunit.  

 

 As previously discussed, L21 and L28 contact domains II and V of 25S rRNA.  We 

observe extensive changes in helices 80-88 in domain V and helices 27-29 in domain II 

of 25S rRNA (Figures 52-54). We observe perfect alignment of domain I rRNA in 

mature and pre-60S subunit structures in this solvent-exposed 60S subunit domain. This 

is in agreement with the model that domain I is organized early during 60S subunit 

assembly as the depletion of r-proteins contacting this domain aborts ribosome assembly 

at early  
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 We then focused on the contacts of assembly factors affected by L21 and L28 

depletion.  

 Rsa4 contacts helices 86, 84, and 89 in domain V of 25S rRNA and Rea1. The 

contacts vary between pre-ribosomes purified using Rix1 and Nog2 as baits (Barrio-

Garcia et al. 2015).  

 Nug1 binds near the A-site finger in domain II and adjacent to helix 89 in domain V 

of 25S rRNA.  The full structure of Nug1 has not yet been solved (Manikas, 2016). 

 Mrt4 binds to the helices in and at the base of the A-site finger in domain II of 25S 

rRNA (Wu et al. 2016, submitted). 

 Sda1 binds to helices h38a (Domain II), h78, h81, and h85 (Domain V) of 25S rRNA 

(Barrio-Garcia et al. 2015).  

 The Rix1-subcomplex is located between Sda1 and Rix1 in the cryo-EM structures, 

making contacts in domains II (h38) and V of 25S rRNA (Barrio-Garcia et al. 2015).   

 

None of these proteins makes direct contact with either L21 or L28, thus strengthening 

our hypothesis that rRNA folding induced by L21 and L28 is required for rearrangements 

of domains V and II in 25S rRNA, which are then required for 6S pre-rRNA processing.  

Therefore, we will next focus on analyzing changes in the rRNA structure of these 

helices upon depletion of these ribosomal proteins, using chemical structure probing of 

purified pre-ribosomes (Hector et al. 2014).  
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Figure 52 

60S Subunit 
Orientation 
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Figure 52. Helices contacted by L21 and L28 in domains II and V are not in their 

mature conformations in pre-ribosomes.  Shown are the alignments of domains I, II, 

and V of 25 rRNA in mature 60S subunits (colored) and pre-ribosomes (grey) purified 

using Nog2-TAP as bait. The structures were aligned using PyMOL molecular 

visualization software. Locations of the highlighted domains on 60S subunits are shown 

on the left side. Significant changes in rRNA conformations were observed in domains II 

(light blue) and V (light orange) of 25S rRNA at regions contacted by L21 (light red) and 

L28 (red).  

(PDB IDs: 3U5D, Wu et al. 2016, submitted) 
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Figure 53 

  
60S Subunit 
Orientation 
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Figure 53. Helices contacted by L21 and L28 in domains II and V are not in their 

mature conformations in pre-ribosomes.  Shown are the alignments of 25 rRNA in 

mature 60S subunits (colored) and pre-ribosomes (grey) (purified using Rix1-FLAG as 

bait) aligned using PyMOL molecular visualization software. The location of the 

highlighted domains on 60S subunits is shown on the left. Significant differences in 

rRNA conformations were observed in domains II (light blue) and V (light orange) of 

25S rRNA at regions contacted by L21 (light red) and L28 (red). The structure of helices 

77-79 missing in the mature 60S subunit structure is indicated with ‘*’. 

 (PDB ID: 3U5D and 5FL8 (Rix1-FLAG affinity purified pre-ribosomes) 
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Figure 54 
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Figure 54. Helices in domain V contacted by L21 and L28 undergo extensive 

changes during late steps of 60S ribosomal subunit maturation.  Shown are the 

alignments of domain V in the mature 60S subunit (colored) and in pre-ribosomes 

purified using Nog2-TAP (A) or Rix1-FLAG (B) as baits. Pre-rRNA is colored in grey. 

The structures were aligned using PyMOL molecular visualization software. Helices 80-

88 contacted by L21 and L28 undergo significant rearrangements in pre-ribosomes. 

 

(PDB IDs: 3U5D, 5FL8; Wu et al. 2016, unpublished) 
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4.4 Future directions 

Roles of specific domains of L21 and L28 

 The extensions of rpL21 and rpL28 contact 5S rRNA and the linker domain upon 

which the six domains of 25S rRNA fold, respectively.  Recent studies indicate that these 

r-protein extensions are also required for 60S ribosomal subunit assembly. For some r-

proteins, deletions or mutations in these extensions affect pre-rRNA processing and 

ribosome assembly at later steps of pre-rRNA processing, allowing identification of the 

multiple roles of r-proteins in 60S subunit assembly  (Beril Tutumcguolu, Jelena 

Jakovljevic, personal communication), (Gamalinda and Woolford 2014).  Therefore, 

deletions or mutations of L28 or L21 in specific regions mediating their intermolecular 

interactions could deepen our understanding of the molecular networks driving 60S 

subunit assembly.    

 

Role of L29 in late steps of nuclear assembly 

The eukaryote-specific ribosomal protein L29 is placed between ES12 and ES on the 60S 

ribosomal subunit, between L21 and L28.  This protein is not essential for growth under 

standard laboratory conditions (Steffen et al. 2012).  Sda1 shows negative genetic 

interactions with L29 (Costanzo et al. 2010). Hence, it would be interesting to examine 

whether this protein is required for growth and ribosome assembly under restrictive 

conditions and to screen for synthetic lethal alleles in rpl29- knockout strains.   
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4.5  Materials and methods 

Construction of yeast strains 

.   For depleting L21 and L28, cultures of GAL-RPL21 or GAL- RPL28, strains were 

grown overnight (16 hours) to mid logarithmic phase (OD600=0.4-0.6 or 3-5 *10
7
 

cells/mL) at 30 degrees in YEPGal  (1% yeast extract, 2% peptone and 2% galactose) 

medium or YEPD ((1% yeast extract, 2% peptone and 2% dextrose) medium using 

doubling times of 2.3 hours and 6.3 hours, respectively. C-terminal TAP tag fusions of 

Nog2 (in GAL-RPL28), Rrp5 (in GAL-RPL21 and GAL-RPL28), and Nsa1-TAP (GAL-

RPL21 and GAL-RPL28) were constructed using PCR of the tag sequence and a 

selectable marker (URA3), as described previously (Puig et al. 2001). Transformants were 

screened by western blotting with anti-TAP antibody, to identify those expressing the 

tagged proteins. Positive controls of tagged strains where used whenever available. All 

tagged strains exhibited similar doubling-time as parent strains.   

 

Affinity purification of pre-ribosomes  

 Pre-ribosomes were purified from yeast cells grown as described above, using 

magnetic IgG-coated Dynabeads as described previously (Dembowski et al. 2013), with 

TNM150 buffer.  

 

SDS-PAGE and western blot analysis of pre-ribosomes   

 Purified pre-ribosomes were TCA precipitated and re-suspended in SDS sample 

buffer. The samples were resolved on 4-20% Novex precast gels (Life Technologies) and 

stained by standard silver staining methods. The bands whose identities were not 
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confirmed previously in Nop7-TAP purified pre-ribosomes were confirmed by mass 

spectrometry of bands isolated from SDS-PAGE gels stained with the Silver Quest silver 

staining kit (Invitrogen). The identity of bands on Nsa1-TAP and Nog2-TAP gels were 

also determined similarly (Hailey Brown, personal communication, this study).  
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