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Structures of topoisomerase V in complex 
with DNA reveal unusual DNA- binding 
mode and novel relaxation mechanism
Amy Osterman, Alfonso Mondragón*

Department of Molecular Biosciences, Northwestern University, Evanston, United 
States

Abstract Topoisomerase V is a unique topoisomerase that combines DNA repair and topoisom-
erase activities. The enzyme has an unusual arrangement, with a small topoisomerase domain 
followed by 12 tandem (HhH)2 domains, which include 3 AP lyase repair domains. The uncommon 
architecture of this enzyme bears no resemblance to any other known topoisomerase. Here, we 
present structures of topoisomerase V in complex with DNA. The structures show that the (HhH)2 
domains wrap around the DNA and in this manner appear to act as a processivity factor. There is 
a conformational change in the protein to expose the topoisomerase active site. The DNA bends 
sharply to enter the active site, which melts the DNA and probably facilitates relaxation. The struc-
tures show a DNA- binding mode not observed before and provide information on the way this atyp-
ical topoisomerase relaxes DNA. In common with type IB enzymes, topoisomerase V relaxes DNA 
using a controlled rotation mechanism, but the structures show that topoisomerase V accomplishes 
this in different manner. Overall, the structures firmly establish that type IC topoisomerases form a 
distinct type of topoisomerases, with no similarities to other types at the sequence, structural, or 
mechanistic level. They represent a completely different solution to DNA relaxation.

Editor's evaluation
This is a valuable paper with convincing data. The work presents the first structure of Methano-
pyrus kandleri Topoisomerase V bound to DNA, revealing two important features of the enzyme's 
mechanism. The first is that the active site toggles between opened, DNA- accessible state to a 
closed state where the active site cleft is blocked and inaccessible to nucleic acid. The second is a 
striking array of helix- hairpin- helix motifs that wrap the duplex DNA. The findings will be of interest 
to researchers working on understanding structure/function relationships of nucleic acid enzymes, 
particularly in the topoisomerase and DNA repair fields.

Introduction
The topological state of DNA in cells is regulated by the action of DNA topoisomerases (Bush et al., 
2015; Corbett and Berger, 2004; Pommier et al., 2016; Wang, 2002). Different cellular process, 
such as transcription and recombination, can alter the topology of DNA and the action of topoisomer-
ases helps maintain the correct topological state. In order to change the topology of DNA, topoisom-
erases transiently break either one or two strands of DNA in order to allow movement of strands 
before the breaks are resealed. In this manner, topoisomerases can relax and supercoil DNA, cate-
nate/decatenate, and knot/unknot DNA molecules, and in some cases RNA as well (Ahmad et al., 
2016; Wang et al., 1996). Due to their involvement in crucial cellular processes, topoisomerases are 
the target of important chemotherapeutic agents (Pommier et al., 2010).
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Topoisomerases are found in all three domains of life, but the diversity in structure and sequence 
suggests that the major subtypes evolved independently (Forterre et al., 2007). All topoisomerases 
have in common the use of phosphotyrosine intermediates for transient cleavage through a transes-
terification mechanism (Corbett and Berger, 2004). Topoisomerases are classified into two types (I 
and II) based on whether they cleave one or two strands of DNA in a concerted manner. Topoisom-
erases are subclassified based on similarities at the sequence and structural levels. Type I enzymes, 
which cleave one DNA strand, are subclassified into three subtypes, IA, IB, and IC. Type IA enzymes 
are found in bacteria, archaea, and eukarya, employ an enzyme- bridged strand passage mechanism, 
and share a strand passage structural domain with a very characteristic toroidal shape (Lima et al., 
1994). Type IB enzymes are also found in all domains of life, employ a swiveling or controlled rotation 
mechanism, and show clear structural and sequence similarities, despite some of them being much 
larger than other members of the same subtype (Corbett and Berger, 2004). The structure and mech-
anism of type IA and IB topoisomerases and their cellular role are well studied, and in both subtypes 
the general steps of the DNA- binding and cleavage/religation mechanism are well understood.

Topoisomerases of the third subtype, IC, have only been found in the archaeal Methanopyrus 
genus (Forterre, 2006) and relax DNA using a controlled rotation/swiveling mechanism (Taneja 
et al., 2007). Its only member is topoisomerase V, which was originally described as a type IB enzyme 
(Slesarev et al., 1993), but later classified into its own subtype due to the lack of sequence or struc-
tural similarities with other topoisomerases (Forterre, 2006; Taneja et al., 2006). The exact cellular 
role of topoisomerase V in the hyperthermophile Methanopyrus kandleri is not known. Topoisomerase 
V works not only at extremely high temperatures (65–122°C), but also in high salt concentrations 
(Slesarev et al., 1994). It is also an unusual protein as it combines DNA repair and topoisomeriza-
tion activities in the same polypeptide (Belova et al., 2001; Rajan et al., 2016; Rajan et al., 2013), 
a unique feature of this enzyme. Topoisomerase V is formed by a small, ~30- kDa topoisomerase 
domain followed by 24 tandem helix–hairpin–helix (HhH) repeats (Doherty et al., 1996) arranged 
as 12 (HhH)2 domains (Belova et al., 2002; Shao and Grishin, 2000). HhH repeats are associated 
with DNA lyase repair activity (Doherty et al., 1996; Shao and Grishin, 2000) and 3 of the 12 (HhH)2 
domains have apurinic/apyrimidinic (AP) lyase and deoxyribose- 5- phosphate (dRP) lyase activities 
(Rajan et al., 2016; Rajan et al., 2013). These 12 (HhH)2 domains also stimulate the topoisomerase 
activity as mutant topoisomerase V proteins with fewer repeats show decreasing relaxation activity 
(Belova et al., 2002; Rajan et al., 2010). (HhH)2 domains are usually found as isolated domains, not in 
tandem arrangements (Shao and Grishin, 2000), which is another unusual characteristic of topoisom-
erase V. The topoisomerase domain has no sequence or structural similarities to other topoisomerases 
or any other protein, making it a unique fold (Forterre, 2006; Taneja et al., 2006). The active site 
residues have been identified (Rajan et al., 2014), and their three dimensional arrangement suggests 
a different catalytic mechanism from other topoisomerases (Rajan et al., 2014). In the structures of 
the free protein, the topoisomerase domain active site is inaccessible as it is covered by the (HhH)2 
domains (Rajan et al., 2016; Rajan et al., 2013; Rajan et al., 2010; Taneja et al., 2006).

The way that topoisomerase V interacts with DNA, relaxes it, and recognizes lesions is not known. 
This stands in contrast to all other topoisomerase types, either I or II, where structures of complexes 
of the proteins with DNA are known (Bush et al., 2015; Corbett and Berger, 2004). The absence of 
structural information on topoisomerase V in complex with DNA has hampered efforts to understand 
fully not only its mechanism of DNA relaxation, but also the way AP/dRP lyase and topoisomerase 
activities are coupled and the conformational changes needed to expose the active site and bind 
DNA. Here, we present structures of topoisomerase V in complex with DNA containing an abasic site. 
The structures show the way the (HhH)2 domains embrace DNA and change conformation to expose 
the topoisomerase active site and accept DNA into it. Exposure of the active site involves breaking of 
a long helix linking the topoisomerase and (HhH)2 domains. The novel manner employed by topoisom-
erase V to bind DNA suggests that the (HhH)2 domains serve as a processivity factor in addition to 
containing the repair active sites. Based on the structural findings, important regions were identified 
and site- directed mutagenesis studies probed the role of different residues in DNA relaxation. Despite 
type IB and IC enzymes both using a controlled rotation DNA relaxation mechanism (Koster et al., 
2005; Taneja et al., 2007), the structures show that there are significant and substantial differences; 
topoisomerase V bends DNA sharply at the active site resulting in melting of the DNA, which may 
facilitate strand rotation. The structures establish that type IC enzymes share no features with other 
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type of topoisomerases at any level. They form a distinct subtype employing a different mechanism of 
DNA cleavage/religation and relaxation. The structures not only bring our understanding of type IC 
enzymes to a similar level as for all other topoisomerases, but also demonstrate a different mechanism 
of DNA relaxation that has not been observed before. Topoisomerase V, due to its unusual charac-
teristics, continues to expand our understanding of mechanisms of DNA topological manipulations 
and exemplifies a solution to the way proteins relax DNA that is different from the ones employed by 
other topoisomerases.

Results
Crystallization of complexes of topoisomerase V with DNA
Topoisomerase V is a nonsequence- specific DNA- binding protein that has AP lyase activity and inter-
acts with DNA abasic sites (Rajan et al., 2016; Rajan et al., 2013). For this reason, co- crystallization 
trials were done using DNA fragments with abasic sites with the goal to target topoisomerase V to this 
position and create a more homogeneous complex. In addition, a 97- kDa fragment of topoisomerase 
V mutated to have only a single AP lyase site (hereafter Topo- 97(ΔRS2), see Materials and methods) 
(Rajan et al., 2016) was used in all crystallization trials. After trying several DNA sequences, lengths, 
and overhangs, the optimal crystals grew with a 38- base pair (bp) DNA oligonucleotide with a single 
abasic site and two complementary overhanging base pairs at the ends of the DNA (Materials and 
methods and Table 1). This structure is in a closed conformation.

The 38- bp DNA oligonucleotide was redesigned by making it symmetric from the center, with two 
abasic sites, and still containing overhangs (total length per strand 40 nucleotides) (Materials and 
methods and Table 1) and led to a different crystal form. The structure of the symmetric oligonucle-
otide complex shows that each DNA fragment binds two protein molecules with the topoisomerase 
active site accessible and occupied by DNA. The two monomers are related by a twofold axis, but 
this axis does not coincide with the DNA sequence twofold axis creating an asymmetry in the DNA 
structure. A second symmetric DNA molecule (39 bp long) was designed with the twofold axis passing 
through a central base and produced a structure with a symmetric DNA molecule and with the protein 
and DNA twofold axes coinciding. A third and slightly longer DNA molecule (40 bp) based on the 
38- bp symmetric oligonucleotide resulted in slightly better diffraction.

Overall structure of topoisomerase V with asymmetric DNA
Topo- 97(ΔRS2) consists of the topoisomerase domain at the N- terminal end and 10 (HhH)2 domains 
arranged in tandem (Figure 1A). The crystals of the complex formed by Topo- 97(ΔRS2) with a 38- bp 
asymmetric DNA oligonucleotide containing one abasic site diffract to a 3.24 Å in the best direction 

Table 1. Crystallization conditions.

Dataset
Topo V:DNA 
concentration Crystal growth conditions

Native or derivative with soak 
length Cryoprotectant

Topo- 97(ΔRS2) with 
38 bp asymmetric DNA 32:40 µM

30°C, 1:1 µl (reaction:well 
solution), 9–10% PEG 600, 
50 mM sodium succinate pH 
5.5, 200 mM potassium chloride, 
10 mM magnesium chloride, 
1 mM spermine

Native
Derivative: 1 mM 
phosphotungstic acid, 2 min 25–30% PEG 400

Topo- 97(ΔRS2) with 
38 bp asymmetric DNA 
and no abasic site 48:60 µM

30°C, 2:1 µl (reaction:well 
solution), 10% PEG 400, 50 mM 
MES pH 5.6, 200 mM potassium 
chloride, 10 mM magnesium 
chloride, 1 mM spermine Native 35% PEG 400

Topo- 97(ΔRS2) with 38, 
39 or 40 bp symmetric 
DNA 48:60 µM

30°C, 2:1 µl (40 bp) or 2:2 µl 
(38, 39 bp) (reaction:well 
solution), 2% PEG 8K, 24 mM 
sodium acetate pH 5.1, 26 mM 
sodium acetate pH 5.6, 12.5 µM 
phosphotungstic acid

Native: 38 bp (high resolution), 
40 bp, 39 bp.
Native*: 38 bp with 2.5 mM 
KAuCl4 (low resolution native)
Derivative: 38 bp with 350–
400 µM undecagold, 6–8 min 35% PEG 400

*Crystal was soaked in KAuCl4, but derivative was not detected and was treated as native.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702
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but only to ~3.9 Å in the other directions (Table 2). This anisotropy resulted in an electron density 
map of uneven quality and although diffraction extends to higher resolution, the map mostly corre-
sponds to a medium resolution structure. Nevertheless, the placement of the protein molecules was 
unambiguous and a previously unseen region, repeat 7 and Linker helix II, linking repeats 7 and 8, 
could be seen clearly (Figure 1). The region was built with the aid of the structure from the symmetric 
complexes, which diffract to higher resolution. The DNA molecules were easily recognized and built. 
The asymmetric unit of the crystal contains two complexes, each formed by a Topo- 97(ΔRS2) protein 
molecule and two different DNA molecules. This arrangement is unusual, with each protein monomer 
bound to only half of each DNA molecule. The center of two of the half- bound DNA molecules sits on 
crystallographic twofold axes, recreating the full- length DNA (Figure 1—figure supplement 1). The 
second DNA molecule is bound by the two protein monomers. The two complexes in the asymmetric 
unit are very similar, but not identical (root mean square deviation [rmsd] between Cα atoms ~1.0 Å).

Each complex shows the protein in the closed conformation with the (HhH)2 domains surrounding 
one DNA molecule. The second DNA molecule interacts with a subset of (HhH)2 domains in an unan-
ticipated manner (Figure 1B). The two DNA molecules bind the protein almost perpendicularly, at a 
~120° angle (Figure 1B). In previous structures of fragments of topoisomerase V (Rajan et al., 2016; 
Rajan et al., 2013), the sixth and seventh (HhH)2 domains and the linker joining it to the eighth one 
were partially or fully disordered. In the complex structure this region is ordered in one of the mono-
mers and shows that the seventh repeat forms an (HhH)2 domain followed by a long helix (Linker helix 
II) that connects it to the eighth (HhH)2 domain. This long helix sits in the major groove of one DNA 
molecule, making the (HhH)2 domains wrap around the DNA (Figure 1C). Aside from the ordering of 

Figure 1. Structure of topoisomerase V in complex with asymmetric DNA. (A) Schematic diagram of the domain organization of topoisomerase V. The 
protein contains a small, 31- kDa topoisomerase domain followed by twelve (HhH)2 domains each formed by two (HhH) repeats. There are linker helices 
between the topoisomerase and the first (HhH)2 domain (LI) as well as between repeats 7 and 8 (LII). Repeats 11 and 12 are not part of the structure. (B) 
Cartoon showing the structure of topoisomerase V in complex with asymmetric DNA. Each protein monomer binds two different half DNA molecules. 
The two different DNA molecules are shown colored in pink and blue. The topoisomerase domain remains blocked by the (HhH)2 domains preventing 
access to the active site. (C) Closeup view of the region around repeats 7 and 8, which are connected by Linker helix II. The linker helix serves to connect 
two sets of domains and sits above the major groove of the DNA. In this structure, one DNA is surrounded by the (HhH)2 domains while the other sits 
between (HhH)2 domains. The domains are colored using the same scheme as in the (A) diagram.

The online version of this article includes the following figure supplement(s) for figure 1:

Figure supplement 1. Dimers in the crystal of the topoisomerase V with asymmetric DNA complex.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702


 Research article      Structural Biology and Molecular Biophysics

Osterman and Mondragón. eLife 2022;11:e72702. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702  5 of 27

this region and the swiveling of the last three (HhH)2 domains, no other major changes are seen in the 
protein with respect to the structure of the same fragment in the absence of DNA (Rajan et al., 2016). 
Thus, in the closed conformation the main change in the protein structure is the movement of (HhH)2 
repeats 8–10 to enclose the DNA and the ordering of the seventh domain and the linker region.

The protein binds the two DNA molecules through the (HhH)2 domains. One of the DNA molecules 
is almost surrounded by the (HhH)2 domains with one end abutted against the topoisomerase domain 
(Figure 1B and Figure 1—figure supplement 1). As the enzyme is in the closed conformation, the 
DNA cannot interact with the topoisomerase domain or enter the active site. The second DNA mole-
cule sits in a positively charged groove formed by the (HhH)2 domains. The two DNA molecules come 
close together at this point but do not interact directly. The DNA molecules are in the B- conformation 
with one of them bent, but mostly having canonical DNA parameters. Interestingly, the same DNA 
sequence without the abasic site also crystallized under the same conditions, suggesting that the 
presence of the DNA abasic site had no effect on the binding of the protein or the conformation of 
the DNA. Not surprisingly, the DNA abasic site was not apparent in the structure and does not appear 
to cause any deviations from canonical B- DNA.

Table 2. Data collection and phasing statistics for asymmetric complex.

Data collection Refinement SIRAS phasing

High- resolution native Native
Phosphotungstic 
acid

Detector type/source RayonixCCD/APS RayonixCCD/APS RayonixCCD/APS

Wavelength (Å) 0.97856 0.97856 0.97872

Resolution range* (Å) 39.3–3.24 (3.1–3.24) 29.97–6.0 (6.71–6.0) 39.7–6.0 (6.71–6.0)

Space group P41212 P41212 P41212

a = b, c (Å) 193.75, 245.9 196.17, 246.21 198.67, 245.98

Measured reflections* 428,733 (24,791) 86,099 (25,413) 70,747 (20,431)

Unique reflections* 52,587 (2629) 12,420 (3489) 12,721 (3557)

Spherical completeness* (%) 70.4 (13.2) 99.1 (100.0) 99.2 (99.9)

Ellipsoidal completeness* (%) 96.3 (76.9) – –

Anomalous completeness* – 99.5 (100.0) 97.8 (99.0)

Mean [I/σ(I)]* 13.5 (1.7) 20.4 (4.5) 17.0 (2.9)

Multiplicity* 8.2 (9.4) 6.9 (7.3) 5.6 (5.7)

Anomalous multiplicity* – 3.8 (3.8) 3.0 (3.0)

Rmeasure* 0.1 (1.567) 0.067 (0.543) 0.072 (0.791)

Rmerge* 0.093 (1.48) 0.057 (0.468) 0.059 (0.654)

CC (1/2) 0.999 (0.58) 0.998 (0.812) 0.998 (0.812)

MFID† – – 0.336

Phasing

Number of sites – 10

Phasing power

Dispersive (centric/acentric) – 1345/1.612

Anomalous (acentric) – 1.612

FOM (centric/acentric) 0.3486/0.4463

*All numbers in parenthesis are for highest resolution shell.
†Mean fractional isomorphous difference against Native.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702
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Overall structure of topoisomerase V with symmetric DNA
The use of a symmetric DNA with two abasic sites resulted in a new crystal form with one DNA mole-
cule bound by two Topo- 97(ΔRS2) monomers (Figure 2—figure supplement 1). Different lengths of 
DNA were tried to improve the crystal quality, but all of them suffered from anisotropic diffraction. 
The best diffraction was from crystals with a 40- bp DNA oligonucleotide with two base overhangs at 
each end (Materials and methods). These crystals diffract to 2.92 Å in the best direction but only to 
~3.5 Å in the other directions (Table 3). Crystals with 39 or 40 bp DNA and including two base over-
hangs were also anisotropic, but served to provide information on the path of the DNA.

In the structure, one DNA molecule is surrounded by two protein monomers through the (HhH)2 
domains (Figure 2A, C). The two proteins in the asymmetric unit are very similar in conformation and 
are related by an almost perfect noncrystallographic twofold axis (rmsd between Cα ~ 1.0 Å). For 
this reason, only one monomer is described hereafter. The (HhH)2 domains can be divided into two 
subsets, (HhH)2 domains 1–7 and 8–10. Each (HhH)2 domains subset has the same conformation as 
observed in the DNA- free protein (Rajan et al., 2016), showing that they move as rigid groups. Similar 
to the asymmetric DNA complex, the (HhH)2 domains change direction after the seventh domain and 
the helix linking the seventh and eighth domains is well ordered. The two subsets form a loop- like 
structure where the turn is formed by the helix connecting domains 7 and 8. The topoisomerase 
domain is shifted with respect to the (HhH)2 domains and is accessible to the DNA. The topoisom-
erase domain moves as a rigid body with the only changes observed confined to the helix linking the 
topoisomerase domain and the first (HhH)2 domain (Linker helix I) (Figure 2B). This helix, which in the 
DNA- free structure is an extension of the first helix of the (HhH)2 domain, is broken and in this way 
separates the topoisomerase domain from the (HhH)2 domains by rotating the topoisomerase domain 
by close to 180°. (Figure 2—figure supplements 2 and 3). The surface area at the interface between 
the topoisomerase domain and the (HhH)2 domains is reduced considerably once the domains sepa-
rate (Figure 2—figure supplement 3), suggesting that the closed form is more stable in the absence 
of DNA/protein interactions. Interestingly, in both conformations the residues at the interface are 
mostly hydrophilic amino acids, which is consistent with amino acids that can be either buried or 
exposed in the two conformations. The change in this helix is the only major change observed when 
the DNA- free and DNA- bound structures are compared. The movement of the topoisomerase domain 
exposes the active site (Figure 2), which in all other structures was inaccessible, and allows the end 
of the DNA molecule to enter the topoisomerase domain and interacts with residues near the active 
site region (Figure 2D).

The structure with a 38  bp oligonucleotide revealed that the noncrystallographic twofold axis 
passes through a base pair of the DNA molecule, making the 38 and 40 bp molecules sit asymmet-
rically in the complex; one half comprises 18 or 19 bp and the other half 19 or 20 bp for the 38 and 
40 bp DNA molecules, respectively. This asymmetry translates in an asymmetry in the path of the 
DNA, even though the protein monomers are identical. To regularize the complex, a DNA molecule 
with an odd number of base pairs (39 bp) was used. In this case, the twofold axis passes through 
the central base pair, the two halves of the DNA molecule are identical, and the path of the DNA is 
symmetric. The more symmetric structure did not show any differences in the proteins.

The structures with symmetric DNA show a dimer in the asymmetric unit, but from previous small 
angle X- ray scattering (SAXS) experiments there is no evidence that the free protein dimerizes in 
solution (Rajan et al., 2016). For this reason, the existence of a dimer in solution, not in the crys-
tals, was investigated further. Dynamic light scattering (DLS) measurements with the full- length 
protein showed residual protein aggregation, precluding good size estimates. DLS experiments (see 
Materials and methods) with 40- bp symmetric DNA and the Topo- 97(ΔRS2) protein were consistent 
with a monomeric structure, that is, one protein bound per DNA molecule. The DLS data for the 
Topo- 97(ΔRS2) complex with 40- bp symmetric DNA shows an average diameter of 104 Å and an 
estimated molecular weight of 137 kDa, consistent with a 97 kDa protein plus ~26.5 kDa for the 
DNA. For comparison, calculation of the expected hydrated diameter of the complex using HullRad 
(Fleming and Fleming, 2018) indicates ~104 and ~120 Å for the monomer and dimer, respectively. 
The free Topo- 97(ΔRS2) protein has a calculated hydrated diameter of 95 Å, consistent with the 94 
and 92 Å diameter obtained from DLS and SAXS (Rajan et al., 2016) measurements, respectively. 
The complex of Topo- 97(ΔRS2) complex with 38- bp asymmetric DNA shows a diameter of 99 Å, 
but a molecular weight of ~161 kDa, which is consistent with one protein and two DNA molecules 
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(~140 kDa). For comparison, a protein dimer with one DNA molecule bound would have an esti-
mated molecular weight of 217 kDa, very different from any of the values observed. Furthermore, 
modeling of the missing (HhH)2 domains in the protein using AlphaFold2 (Jumper et al., 2021) show 
that the full- length protein cannot bind as a dimer in the same manner as the 97 kDa fragment in 
the crystals (Figure 2—figure supplement 4). The modeling shows that the last two (HhH)2 domains 

Figure 2. Structure of topoisomerase V in complex with symmetric DNA. (A) Cartoon showing the structure of topoisomerase V in complex with 
symmetric 40 bp DNA. Each DNA molecule is bound by two protein molecules in a symmetric manner; only one protein molecule is shown. In the 
structure, the topoisomerase domain moves away from the (HhH)2 domains allowing access to the active site. The (HhH)2 domains wrap around the 
DNA. (B) Closeup view of the topoisomerase domain (red). Linker helix I (pink) changes conformation to allow movement of the domains and expose 
the active site. (C) Electrostatic surface of topoisomerase V in the bound conformation. The interior of the cavity formed by the (HhH)2 domains is slightly 
positively charged, forming a region where the DNA can bind. The end of the DNA molecule enters the topoisomerase active site. (D) Closeup view of 
the topoisomerase domain active site. The DNA enters a highly positively charged groove where the active site residues are located. To enter the active 
site, the DNA bends and the base pairing between bases is broken. The protein domains are colored as in Figure 1. The surface is colored with a blue 
to red gradient from +5 to −5 KbT/ec.

The online version of this article includes the following figure supplement(s) for figure 2:

Figure supplement 1. Dimer in the crystal of topoisomerase V with symmetric 39 bp DNA.

Figure supplement 2. A conformational change in Linker helix I exposes the topoisomerase active site.

Figure supplement 3. Breaking of the linker helix separates the topoisomerase V domains.

Figure supplement 4. Model of the full- length topoisomerase V based on the structure of the 97 kDa fragment in complex with symmetric 39 bp DNA.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702
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would collide with each other in a dimer. The modeling suggests that the full- length protein binds 
DNA as a monomer whereas the DLS data suggest that in solution the preferred binding mode is 
also a monomer. It is likely that the observed crystallographic dimer is a result of the crystallization 
conditions.

Structure of the DNA in the complexes
In the asymmetric complex each protein monomer interacts with two different DNA molecules. One 
of them is slightly bent and is shared by two proteins, while the second one is straighter. In either 
case, it was not possible to observe the abasic site. Unlike the asymmetric complex, the DNA in the 
symmetric complex shows clearly the presence of the abasic site. The structure shows that the abasic 
site is accommodated by unstacking the complementary base, which moves to lie in the major groove 
of the DNA (Figure 3). The sugar of the abasic site remains in the expected position. The result of 
the rearrangements is that the base adjacent to the abasic site moves to occupy the vacant space left 
by the abasic site. These movements creates a kink in the DNA leading to an opening of the major 
groove and a narrowing of the major groove just before the abasic site.

The bending around the abasic site allows the DNA to approach the active site (Figure 2). In addi-
tion, in order to interact with the protein the DNA is very sharply bent where it enters the active site. 
This sharp bend makes the two DNA strands melt and the last two complementary nucleotides are 
not base paired (T1:A39,G2:C38) (Figure 3). Instead, C38 is unstacked and enters the minor groove, 
whereas A39 stacks on top of G37 (Figure 3). The melting allows the last four nucleotides on the 3′ 
end of the DNA to enter the protein and do not interact with the other DNA strand (Figure 3). The 5′ 
end of the DNA has two unpaired nucleotides, the first one mostly disordered as it has moved away 
from the protein whereas the second nucleotide, G2, enters a pocket in the protein, stacked against 
the side chains of Tyr289 and Arg109.

DNA–protein interactions
The (HhH)2 domains surround most of the DNA coming in close contact with the phosphate backbone 
at many points. They form a loop with a positively charged interior that accommodated the DNA, but 
appears to have few close contacts (Figure 2). There are no contacts of the (HhH)2 domains with the 
bases, only with the backbone, which is not unusual for a nonsequence- specific DNA- binding protein. 
Repeats 3–6 and 9 make contacts with the phosphate backbone while the rest of the repeats only 
surround it, but do not come close to it. Interestingly, even though many of the repeats do not contact 
the DNA directly, they have positively charged residues facing the DNA, creating an overall positively 
charged environment around the DNA (Figure 2).

The abasic sites are not in direct contact with the protein even though the abasic sites were intro-
duced as a possible target for the single intact repair domain. Repeat 6 contains an AP/dRP lyase 
active site that includes lysines 566, 570, and 571; mutations of any of these three residues are dele-
terious for activity (Rajan et al., 2013). In the complex structure, lysines 570 and 571 face the DNA 
phosphate backbone, but are not close enough to contact it. Lysine 566 faces away from the DNA and 
cannot contact the DNA, suggesting that either lysine 570 or 571 are the likely nucleophile. The abasic 
site is in close contact to repeat 9, which has not been implicated in AP/dRP lyase activity (Rajan et al., 
2013). It is likely that the protein scans the DNA for lesions by sliding along the DNA. As the protein 
slides, different DNA regions would interact with the different repair domains facilitating recognition 
and processing of lesions.

The active site is exposed in the structure and reveals a highly positively charge region where the 
DNA enters. As mentioned above, the DNA in this region melts due to a sharp bend. This groove 
is narrow but expands on the side that faces the solvent and where the DNA exits. Binding of DNA 
in this region is plastic. Oligonucleotides of different lengths can be accommodated by following a 
slightly different path before entering the active site (Figure 3—figure supplement 1). The 5′ end of 
one strand always follows the same path whereas the 3′ end does not. The last nucleotide on the 3′ 
end always ends up near the active site, but the unpaired nucleotides before the last one can follow 
slightly different paths. The contacts between the protein and the DNA are mostly with the phosphate 
backbone, with the bases facing the solvent, although one nucleobase at the 5′ end is tightly wedged 
between two protein side chains.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702
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Figure 3. DNA in the structure of topoisomerase V with 39 bp DNA. (A) Sequence of the 39 bp DNA in the structure. The DNA is symmetric, with the 
twofold axis passing through the central base pair. The abasic sites are shown with a green B. (B) Stick diagram of one half of the 39 bp DNA in the 
complex. The DNA molecule is bent due to the presence of the abasic sites. For comparison, the phosphate backbone path of a B DNA molecule is 
shown as a grey tube. Note that the bending occurs around position B13, the abasic site. For clarity, the carbon atoms in one strand are colored in 
light blue and on the complementary strand in pink. (C) Closeup view of the end of the molecule. The DNA is bent where it enters the active site and 
the bending causes the base paring to break. The second nucleotide, G2 (green), is not base paired to its corresponding base pair, C38 (cyan). The 
latter unstacks from the helix to allow the next nucleotide A39, to interact with the protein. The first nucleotide, T1, is disordered in the structure. (D) 
Closeup view of the region around the abasic site. The abasic site (B13, magenta) causes the DNA to bend. The corresponding base pair, C27 (purple), 
completely unstacks from the helix and the base enters the minor groove. The unstacking of C27 plus the movement of the sugar in the abasic site 
allows the stacking of bases to continue without any gaps, despite the presence of the abasic site.

The online version of this article includes the following figure supplement(s) for figure 3:

Figure supplement 1. The protein can accommodate different length DNA entering the active site.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702
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Site-directed mutagenesis studies support the structural observations
In order to assess the role of different residues in guiding DNA to the active site and also the impor-
tance of the conformational change in the linker region, several amino acids were mutated and the 
relaxation activity of the mutants was compared with that of wild- type Topo- 97. The comparison was 
done based on DNA relaxation activity assays and was qualitative. All experiments were done in 
triplicates as described in Materials and methods. Three areas were probed: (1) around the positively 
charged groove leading to the active site and where the bending and melting of DNA occurs, (2) the 
area surrounding the 5′ end of the noncleaved DNA strand and adjacent to the active site, and (3) the 
region in the linker helix that breaks to expose the topoisomerase domain.Table 4; Table 5 shows the 
mutants tested and the results. Figure 4 shows the location of the mutants in the structure and the 
results. Typical data are shown in Figure 4—figure supplement 1.

Five positively charged residues in the region leading to the active site were mutated to alanine. 
Two of them showed noticeably reduced activity whereas three of them show wild- type levels of 
activity. Interestingly, a double mutant with two positively charged residues mutated to alanine 
showed no activity, suggesting that while the enzyme can accommodate small charge changes, more 
extensive changes abolish the activity and confirming the importance of the positively charged region. 
Another mutant was designed to test the structure of a loop that abuts against the cleaved DNA 
strand; Ala132 faces the interior of the protein and replacing it with a bulkier isoleucine (Ala132Ile) 
reduced very significantly the activity, suggesting that the structure of this region is important for DNA 
binding. The results confirm the importance of the overall charge of the region, but more importantly 
they confirm that the structure of the protein in this area is crucial for activity.

Table 4. Refinement statistics for all complexes.

Refinement
40- bp symmetric 
DNA

39- bp symmetric 
DNA

38- bp symmetric 
DNA

38- bp asymmetric DNA (no 
abasic site)

Resolution (Å) 58.76–2.92 59.04–3.17 59.10–3.52 39.28–3.24

Number of reflections working/
test* 56,123/2845 53,291/2690 41,720/2217 52,466/2599

R (working set; %)† 25.71 (43.55) 21.84 (34.04) 22.29 (33.41) 23.35 (39.48)

Rfree (test set; %)‡ 28.77 (26.08) 25.11 (69.52) 27.00 (38.76) 26.38 (25.78)

Structure quality

Protein atoms 13,614 13,604 13,604 13,014

DNA atoms 1606 1619 1561 2868

Other atoms 32 4 5 44

RMS deviations in bond 
lengths (Å) 0.002 0.002 0.002 0.004

RMS deviations in bond angles 
(°) 0.489 0.442 0.421 0.540

Average B factor (Å2) (DNA) 110.87 117.99 138.26 191.74

Average B factor (Å2) (protein) 97.13 104.43 129.73 135.94

Ramachandran plot§

Favored regions (%) 97.52 95.81 95.99 97.22

Outliers (%) 0.24 0.41 0.41 0

Distribution Z- score –1.99 –1.90 –1.27 –1.51

Clashscore 5.93 4.76 4.94 4.86

Molprobity score 1.42 1.53 1.53 1.4

*Numbers in parenthesis correspond to highest resolution shell.
†Rwork = ∑ ||Fo| – |Fc||/ ∑|Fo|, where |Fo| is the observed structure factor amplitude and |Fc| the calculated structure factor amplitude.
‡Rfree = Rfactor based on 5% of the data excluded from refinement.
§As reported by Molprobity (Davis et al., 2004).

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702
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Residues near the active site, but mostly in contact with the noncleaved strand, had a more marked 
effect on DNA relaxation activity. Arg108 lies between the two DNA strands and mutating it to alanine 
completely abolishes activity, suggesting that Arg108 is an essential residue. Both Arg83 and Arg109 
face the noncleaved strand and mutating them separately to alanine resulted in reduced relaxation 
activity with Arg83Ala showing a much lower level of activity. Combining Arg108Ala and Arg109Ala 
completely abolishes activity, which is not surprising as R108 is essential. These results underlie the 
importance of the interactions with the intact strand and uncover a residue, Arg108, as essential for 
activity.

Finally, residues in the linker helix were mutated to study their importance in the relaxation reac-
tion. Mutating Arg288, Tyr289, and Arg293 to alanine had no effect on activity. Both Arg288 and 
Tyr289 face the major groove of DNA and Tyr289 and Arg109 form a pocket where a nucleobase sits. 
Arg293 contacts the DNA phosphate backbone directly, but far away from the active site. Mutating 
simultaneously both Ar288 and Arg293 to alanine reduced the activity whereas reversing the charge 
of both arginines abolished activity, suggesting that the charge of these amino acids is important. 
Finally, mutating Leu290 to proline abolishes activity almost completely. Together with Arg288 and 
Tyr289, these amino acids are part of the helical region that melts upon DNA binding and lie very 

Table 5. Mutants to probe different regions in the protein*.

Mutant Region Activity† Source‡

Arg37Ala Positively charged region leading to active site Reduced Synthesized

Lys47Ala Positively charged region leading to active site Wild type Synthesized

His56Ala Positively charged region leading to active site Wild type Synthesized

Ala132Ile Positively charged region leading to active site Minimal Synthesized

Lys134Ala Positively charged region leading to active site Reduced Synthesized

Arg135Ala Positively charged region leading to active site Wild type Synthesized

Lys134Ala, Arg135Ala Positively charged region leading to active site Minimal Synthesized

Lys134Glu, Arg135Glu Positively charged region leading to active site None
Site- directed 
mutagenesis

Arg83Ala Interacting with noncleaved DNA strand Minimal Synthesized

Arg108Ala Interacting with noncleaved DNA strand None Synthesized

Arg109Ala Interacting with noncleaved DNA strand Reduced
Site- directed 
mutagenesis

Arg108Ala, Arg109Ala Interacting with noncleaved DNA strand None Synthesized

Arg288Ala Linker helix Wild type Synthesized

Tyr289Ala Linker helix Wild type Synthesized

Leu290Pro Linker helix Minimal
Site- directed 
mutagenesis

Arg293Ala Linker helix Wild type Synthesized

Arg288Ala, Arg293Ala Linker helix Reduced
Site- directed 
mutagenesis

Arg288Glu, Arg293Glu Linker helix None
Site- directed 
mutagenesis

Arg288Glu, Leu290Pro, 
Arg293Glu Linker helix None

Site- directed 
mutagenesis

*Activity: Level of DNA relaxation activity was assessed qualitatively by comparing against the activity levels of the 
Topo- 97 wild- type enzyme.
†Source: Mutations were introduced either by site- directed mutagenesis or by total synthesis of the mutant. All 
mutations were done in the Topo- 97 wild- type backbone.
‡Table entries colored according to areas delineated in Figure 4.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702
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Figure 4. Mutagenesis supports the role of different topoisomerase V residues in DNA binding and conformational changes. Site- directed mutagenesis 
of the protein (Table 5) was used to probe the role of various residues around three regions (delineated by ellipses). The figure shows the mutated 
residues colored by results (green: wild- type level of activity, blue: reduced activity, orange: minimal activity, and pink: no activity). In many instances 
single mutants have a modest effect, but combination of them have more dramatic results. Arg108 is essential for activity and Arg83, Ala132, and Leu290 
show very reduced activity. Arg108 is near the active site and may participate in catalysis, whereas Leu290 is part of the linker region that changes 
conformation upon DNA binding. Single mutations of positively charged residues facing DNA tend to be benign, but combinations or charge reversal 
led to reduced activity.

The online version of this article includes the following source data and figure supplement(s) for figure 4:

Figure supplement 1. DNA relaxation assay for the topoisomerase V mutants analyzed.

Figure supplement 1—source data 1. DNA relaxation assay for topoisomerase V mutants analyzed.

Figure supplement 1—source data 2. DNA relaxation assay for topoisomerase V mutants analyzed.

Figure 4 continued on next page

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702
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close to the phosphate backbone. The Leu290Pro was designed to interfere with helix formation and 
its lack of activity suggests that interfering with the structure inactivates the enzyme. Not surprising, 
an Arg288Glu/Leu290Pro/Arg293Glu triple mutant has no activity. The results show that while amino 
acids that approach the DNA are important, the ability of the linker helix to change conformation has 
the most dramatic effect. The results confirm the importance of the linker helix in the overall confor-
mation of the enzyme.

Active site
The residues forming the active site were identified from the structure of a 61 kDa fragment (Taneja 
et al., 2006) and later confirmed by site- directed mutagenesis (Rajan et al., 2014). Aside from Tyr226, 
the active site tyrosine, five residues were identified as playing a role in the cleavage/religation reac-
tion: Arg131, Arg144, His200, Glu215, and Lys218. The structure of the complex shows that aside from 
Lys218 all these residues are in the vicinity of the DNA (Figure 5). Based on the structure, the putative 
scissile phosphate, termed here P0, would correspond to the last phosphate in the oligonucleotide 
but is not present in the structures, as the 3′ end of the oligonucleotides is dephosphorylated. In all 
oligonucleotides studied, the 3′ end of the last nucleotide is in the same general location, near the 

Figure supplement 1—source data 3. DNA relaxation assay for topoisomerase V mutants analyzed.

Figure supplement 1—source data 4. DNA relaxation assay for topoisomerase V mutants analyzed.

Figure 4 continued

Figure 5. Topoisomerase V active site. (A) Diagram of the active site in the topoisomerase V with 40- bp symmetric DNA complex. The diagram shows 
the side chains that have been implicated in the cleavage/religation reaction. The DNA approaches the active site and comes close to the active site 
tyrosine (Tyr226). The preceding phosphate (P- 1) is contacted by three arginines, Arg108, Arg131, and Arg144. His200 is too far away from the phosphate 
backbone, but is hydrogen bonded to Glu215. The latter is in a suitable position to contact the DNA phosphate backbone. Lys218 is in a position where 
it could contact the phosphate backbone during cleavage/religation. Arg108, which was identified as essential, lies between the two DNA strands and 
contacts both the P- 1 phosphate on the cleaved strand and the Pnc-6 phosphate on the noncleaved strand. Due to the melting of the DNA the cleaved 
and noncleaved strands follow different paths resulting in the phosphate five bases away in the noncleaved strand (Pnc-6) facing the P- 1 phosphate in the 
cleaved strand. (B) Simulated annealing omit map of the topoisomerase V with 40- bp symmetric DNA complex structure. The diagram presents another 
view of the active site as well as the omit electron density around that region at the 1 σ level.

The online version of this article includes the following figure supplement(s) for figure 5:

Figure supplement 1. Electron density maps of the topoisomerase V in complex with 39- bp symmetric DNA.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702
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tyrosine, but pointing away from it. A simple rotation around one of the bonds would bring it near the 
active site tyrosine. As the protein opens to the solvent in this region, there are few obstacles to hinder 
the rotation and allow the phosphate backbone to enter completely into the active site; the nucleo-
base could easily move into the solvent region. Arg131 and Arg144 both contact the P- 1 phosphate, 
the phosphate group immediately 5′ of the scissile one (Figure 5). Their orientation is such that they 
could also contact the P0 phosphate if it was present as they are in the region between the two phos-
phates. His200 and Glu215 are hydrogen bonded to each other. In the complex structure, they are too 
far to contact the DNA directly, but Glu215 could contact the P0 phosphate with minimal side chain 
rearrangements. Finally, Lys218 is not making contacts with the DNA but is close enough to Tyr226 
that it could contact the P0 phosphate. Mutagenesis of additional residues indicates that Arg108 is 
essential. This arginine is wedged between the two DNA strands and is in position to contact both the 
P- 1 phosphate and a phosphate group of the noncleaved DNA strand, which due to the melting of 
the DNA the latter would correspond to the complementary nucleotide five bases away and labeled 
as the Pnc-6 phosphate in Figure 5. Its position in the complex and the mutagenesis results suggest 
that Arg108 is critical for activity as it helps position the cleaved strand for catalysis while holding to 
noncleaved strand and perhaps also aiding in getting the two strands closer together. In addition, 
Arg83 was also found to be important as changing it to alanine has minimal activity. Arg83 is also in 
a position to interact with the phosphate backbone of the noncleaved strand, suggesting that both 
Arg83 and Arg108 are important residues for activity by interacting with the noncleaved strand, prob-
ably by ensuring that it remains in place during catalysis. Thus, all residues that have been involved 
in cleavage and religation are positioned in a manner consistent with their previously assigned roles 
(Rajan et al., 2014) and additional important residues have been identified.

Discussion
The general outlines of the DNA- binding mode and relaxation mechanism is understood for many 
topoisomerases (Bush et al., 2015; Corbett and Berger, 2004), but this is not the case for type IC 
enzymes. In the latter case, the absence of information on the way they recognize and bind DNA has 
limited our understanding of the mechanism of this topoisomerase subtype. In addition, the lack of 
sequence or structural similarities between topoisomerase V and other topoisomerases meant that 
it was not possible to deduce the DNA- binding mechanism based only on similarities. The presence 
of multiple (HhH)2 domains as well as biochemical information suggested that these domains were 
involved in DNA binding (Belova et al., 2002; Rajan et al., 2010), but it was not clear how tandem 
domains recognize and bind DNA. The structures presented here show the way topoisomerase V 
interacts with DNA, both through the (HhH)2 domains and the topoisomerase domain. DNA binding 
by the (HhH)2 domains is unusual and, in a way, not previously observed for other proteins. The 
tandem (HhH)2 domains wrap around the DNA forming a loop- like structure that encircles the DNA. 
Typically, HhH repeats are found as single repeats or forming (HhH)2 domains (Shao and Grishin, 
2000), not as tandem arrangements. Some proteins that include (HhH)2 domains dimerize to have two 
(HhH)2 domains next to each other, for example XPF endonucleases (Nowotny and Gaur, 2016), but 
the (HhH)2 domains are not arranged in a tandem configuration in the protein. For this reason, even 
though HhH repeats and (HhH)2 domains are well studied, it was not possible to model DNA binding 
by topoisomerase V based on known structures. Unlike other (HhH)2 domain- containing proteins, 
where the domains are involved in DNA binding and repair, in topoisomerase V some (HhH)2 domains 
surround the DNA but do not contact it, others contact it, and only three out of twelve are directly 
involved in repair. When comparing individual (HhH)2 domains with repair enzymes that interact with 
DNA the interaction observed in topoisomerase V is different from the one observed in other (HhH)2 
domain complexes with DNA. It is not possible to establish whether the topoisomerase V repeats 
directly involved in DNA repair bind DNA similar to the way other (HhH)2 domain- containing DNA 
repair enzymes do. The (HhH)2 domains that contain the AP/dRP lyase activity do not engage directly 
with the DNA abasic sites in the structure. For this reason, the question on how topoisomerase V 
recognizes DNA lesions is not completely answered by the current structure. To understand the way 
the enzyme recognizes and cleaves abasic sites additional structural information on the interactions of 
the repair domains and an abasic site is needed.

The overall DNA- binding mode by topoisomerase V is unusual. The (HhH)2 domains surround the 
DNA loosely covering almost four helical turns. Topoisomerase V clamps around DNA by having two 
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sets of tandem repeats of (HhH)2 domains that follow the path of DNA in opposite directions. The 
region between repeats 7 and 8 serves as the turning point to permit the repeats to change direction 
and encircle the DNA. The Topo- 97(ΔRS2) fragment is missing the last two (HhH)2 domains plus a 
few amino acids of unknown structure at the C- terminus. Based on the structures and the modeling 
studies described, it is likely that the last two (HhH)2 domains continue the same path as the previous 
three and interact with the topoisomerase domain and completely enclose the DNA forming two 
full loops (Figure 2—figure supplement 4). Given the length of DNA covered, there are few direct 
interactions with the phosphate backbone and very few with the nucleobases. Instead, it appears that 
the (HhH)2 domains create an enclosed positively charged track or groove where the DNA can travel. 
Other proteins that use tandem repeats of DNA- binding domains do not make a turn to change 
direction while binding DNA. Instead, they wrap around the DNA in a single direction. For example, 
zinc finger containing proteins such as Zif268 or Gli (Pavletich and Pabo, 1991; Pavletich and Pabo, 
1993) and TAL effector proteins binding domains (Mak et al., 2012) interact with the DNA by having 
tandem repeats that wrap around the DNA, but they extend along the DNA, not turning to form a 
loop- like structure that surrounds it.

DNA binding by topoisomerase V does not require all (HhH)2 domains, but its activity is enhanced 
when more (HhH)2 domains are present, suggesting that even a few domains are capable of binding 
DNA (Belova et al., 2002; Rajan et al., 2010). Surrounding DNA is not necessary for activity, but it 
clearly enhances it. Furthermore, it has been shown that the topoisomerase V (HhH)2 domains can 
be used to enhance processivity of other enzymes (Pavlov et al., 2002). Thus, the (HhH)2 domains 
may serve a similar role as sliding clamps that surround DNA (Hedglin et al., 2013), which enhance 
processivity by keeping polymerases closely associated with DNA while allowing movement along the 
DNA. Unlike sliding clamps, which form a ring around DNA and need a clamp loader to assemble, the 
topoisomerase V (HhH)2 domains surround the DNA in a more extended manner and load into DNA 
without assistance.

The active site of topoisomerase V had not been observed in an accessible conformation before. 
All other known structures (Rajan et al., 2016; Rajan et al., 2013; Rajan et al., 2010; Taneja et al., 
2006), aside from the structure of the isolated topoisomerase domain (Rajan et al., 2010), showed 
the active site obstructed by the (HhH)2 domains. Whereas it was clear that the (HhH)2 domains had 
to move to allow access to the active site, it was not clear how this is accomplished. The structure of 
the symmetric complex with DNA shows that the topoisomerase domain moves relative to the (HhH)2 
domains through a single conformational change, a kink in the helix linking the first (HhH)2 domain and 
the topoisomerase domain. The domains themselves move as rigid bodies; the only change occurs in 
the linker helix. This simple mechanism allows the domains to separate and exposes the active site. In 
addition, the linker helix interacts with the DNA directly, suggesting that the conformational change 
could be triggered by protein DNA interactions. Single mutations in the linker helix did not disrupt 
activity, aside from one, Leu290Pro. Arginines 288 and 293 face the major groove and single muta-
tions to alanine had no effect. A double mutant with both arginines changed to alanines had reduced 
activity whereas reversing the charge of these residues, Arg288Glu/Arg293Glu, completely abolished 
activity. This suggest that the overall charge character of the region is important for protein/DNA 
interactions as the positively charge side chains may facilitate the approach of the DNA to the linker 
helix. Leu290Pro was designed to disrupt the helical structure of the linker helix. It is positioned at the 
end of the break point in the linker helix. The presence of the proline abolished activity, supporting 
the notion that the structure and plasticity of the linker helix is very important for activity. One possible 
explanation for the loss of activity is that the proline prevents the formation of the linker helix in the 
closed or DNA- free form, thus affecting the ability of the protein to recognize and bind DNA and 
attain the proper conformation that allows binding of the DNA by the (HhH)2 domains and orienting 
the topoisomerase domain properly for catalytic activity.

The movement of the domains also exposes a large, positively charged patch in the topoisom-
erase domain where the DNA enters the active site. In order to enter the active site, the DNA bends 
at two positions. There is small bend adjacent to the abasic site and a much larger bend where the 
DNA enters the topoisomerase domain. It is unlikely that the abasic site- induced bending reflects a 
feature of DNA binding and recognition as nondamaged DNA is easily relaxed by topoisomerase 
V. Surprisingly, the DNA is highly bent where it enters the topoisomerase domain and the bending 
has an unusual consequence, the double stranded DNA melts to allow only one strand to enter the 
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active site. The two DNA strands separate, breaking the base pairing between them. One strand, the 
noncleaved one, is anchored to the protein by clamping on a nucleobase. The other strand enters the 
active site and approaches the active site tyrosine. Both DNA strands exit the protein almost parallel 
to each other, suggesting that base pairing would resume once the DNA exits the protein. Single 
mutations of positively charged amino acids leading to the positively charged patch have, in general, a 
minor effect. Arg37, Lys47, His56, Arg134, and Arg135 were mutated to alanine with almost no reduc-
tion in relaxation activity. Interestingly, a double mutant where Lys134 and Arg135 were mutated to 
alanines had minimal activity, but when these amino acids were mutated to glutamate, reversing the 
charge of the region, activity was completely lost. These results suggest that single changes do not 
alter enough of the charge character of the region to significantly reduce the activity, but that more 
extensive changes do affect the activity and, finally, that the positively charge character of the region 
is crucial for activity. The mutation Ala132Ile was designed to probe the structure of a region that is 
in intimate contact with the cleaved DNA strand through protein backbone interactions. This mutant 
showed significant loss of activity, even though the side chain does not face the DNA. Ala132 faces 
the interior of the protein and it is likely that the bulkier isoleucine side chain affected the structure 
of the region and hindered protein/DNA interactions, supporting the notion that the structure of 
this region is important for protein/DNA interactions. Mutations of charged amino acids in contact 
with the noncleaved DNA strand had a larger effect on activity. Arg109Ala did not show any change, 
but Arg83Ala and Arg108Ala show significant decrease in activity. In particular Arg108Ala abolishes 
activity completely. Their position in the complex suggests that Arg83 and Arg108 may interact with 
the noncleaved strand and hold it in place during DNA relaxation activity. It is interesting to note that 
Arg108Ala shows no activity and is near the active site, suggesting that this amino acid may also play a 
role in catalysis that was not noticed before. Not surprising, the double mutant of Arg108 and Arg109 
to alanines show no activity.

The residues forming the topoisomerase active site were recognized based on structural and 
biochemical observations (Rajan et al., 2014; Taneja et al., 2006). The complex structure confirms 
that Arg131, Arg144, His200, Glu215, Lys218, and Tyr226 are involved in interacting with DNA and 
helps understand their role in the DNA cleavage/religation reaction. The two arginines, Arg131 and 
Arg144, interact directly with the phosphate group adjacent to the scissile bond (P- 1) and are likely 
to interact also with the scissile bond phosphate (P0). Arg144 also forms a hydrogen bond to the OH 
group of the active site tyrosine. Mutations in either arginine led to very reduced activity (Rajan et al., 
2014), suggesting an important role for these residues in the reaction. It was suggested (Rajan et al., 
2014) that these arginines play a role in transition state stabilization, which would be broadly consis-
tent with the observations from the complex structure. Glu215, an unusual residue due to its negative 
charge, comes close to the phosphate backbone and hydrogen bonds to His200. It was observed 
before that Glu215 reduces the binding affinity of the protein for DNA, which would be consistent 
with a negatively charged residue approaching the negatively charged phosphate backbone (Rajan 
et al., 2014). In the complex structure, His200 does not seem to interact directly with DNA so its 
role in the cleavage/religation reaction is not clear. Finally, the role of Lys218 is also not clear from 
the structure, as it is not observed in a position to interact with DNA, probably due to the absence 
of P0. It appears that it could interact with the phosphotyrosine intermediate helping stabilize it 
after cleavage; mutational studies show that the lysine is essential (Rajan et al., 2014). Finally, the 
finding that Arg108 is essential for activity suggests that it may play a role in catalysis, either through 
a direct role in cleavage/religation or stabilizing the DNA, that had not been recognized before. The 
combined structural and biochemical studies do suggest that the mechanism of cleavage and religa-
tion is different from the one employed by type IB enzymes. In type IB enzymes the histidine in the 
catalytic pentad interacts directly with DNA and the lysine plays a role in proton transfer. This does 
not appear to be the case in type IC topoisomerases. The presence of the glutamate in close contact 
with the phosphate backbone as well as the potential different role of His200 and Lys218 suggest that 
a distinct catalytic strategy is employed by topoisomerase V. Additional structural studies to capture 
covalent intermediates are needed to understand the cleavage/religation reaction.

Both type IB and IC topoisomerases use a swiveling mechanism to relax DNA. Structures of type IB 
enzymes in complex with DNA (Perry et al., 2006; Redinbo et al., 1998) show that the DNA remains 
double helical and largely unbent and is surrounded by the protein (Figure 6). Cleavage and forma-
tion of a transient phosphotyrosine intermediate allow the intact strand to rotate until the broken free 
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DNA strand is recaptured and ligated. Interaction of the DNA with the protein causes friction, which 
modulates the reaction (Koster et al., 2005). Single molecule experiments on topoisomerase V show 
a similar overall mechanism where friction also plays a role (Taneja et al., 2007), suggesting that type 
IB and IC enzymes employ the same general strategy. Given these parallel strategies, the presence of 
a sharp bend and a single stranded region in the complex of topoisomerase V was unexpected as type 
IB topoisomerases do not bend or melt the DNA (Perry et al., 2006; Redinbo et al., 1998). Single 
stranded DNA recognition and binding is part of the type IA mechanism, but these enzymes work 
by an enzyme- bridged strand passage mechanism, which is fundamentally different from the swiv-
eling mechanism employed by type IB and IC enzymes. These observations suggest that despite the 
apparent similarities, type IC enzymes employ a different relaxation strategy. Unlike type IB enzymes, 
type IC molecules bend the DNA to create a single stranded region that is likely to facilitate swiveling 
by freeing the two DNA strands around the cleavage site. It is not clear whether the rotation of the 
strands involves only rotation of the strands or also movement of the topoisomerase domain; it is 
possible that the topoisomerase domain moves as the strands rotate (Figure 6A). Similar to type IB 
enzymes, the broken strand is captured after swiveling around the other strand. Finally, it is interesting 

Figure 6. Proposed mechanism of relaxation for type IB and IC topoisomerases. (A) Cartoons of the proposed relaxation mechanism for type IB and 
IC enzymes, illustrated by a human topoisomerase complex and topoisomerase V, respectively. The proteins are shown as a surface based on their 
structure whereas the DNA is shown in cartoon form. (Left) Type IB enzymes relax DNA by enclosing it and cleaving one strand, allowing for strand 
rotation or swiveling. The DNA is not bent or distorted. (Right) Type IC topoisomerases do not surround the DNA around the active site region. They 
surround the DNA using tandem (HhH)2 domains, which appear to serve as a processivity factor. The DNA is highly bent around the active site region 
and this bending melts the two strands, allowing one of them to enter the active site. The way the two proteins interact with DNA is very different in 
both types. In addition, their DNA cleavage and religation mechanism appear to be different. In both cases, interactions between the protein and DNA 
create friction, which modulates the rate of the reaction (Koster et al., 2005; Taneja et al., 2007). Supercoiling of the DNA creates torque, which drives 
the reaction. The type IB diagram was drawn based on the structure of human topoisomerase I in complex with DNA (PDB 1K4T) (Staker et al., 2002). 
(B) Cartoon depicting the possible binding of topoisomerase V to two DNA strands at a DNA crossover point (green circle). Binding at a DNA crossover 
point would serve as a way to sense overall DNA topology. Two different binding sites are required, which in this case would correspond to the two sites 
observed in the complex structures. It has been suggested that type IB enzymes sense overall DNA topology by binding to crossover points (Madden 
et al., 1995; Zechiedrich and Osheroff, 1990), which would represent another possible commonality between the mechanism of type IB and IC 
topoisomerases.
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to note that whereas type IB enzymes surround the DNA during the reaction, type IC enzymes do 
not appear to do so. The (HhH)2 domains surround the DNA, but their role seems to be to act as a 
processivity factor as these domains are not required for DNA relaxation (Rajan et al., 2010). Thus, 
while there are some overall similarities between the two subtypes, there are important differences 
that suggest that topoisomerase V employs a completely different relaxation mechanism.

It has been observed previously that type IB enzymes bind at crossover points in supercoiled DNA 
and that this may provide a mechanism for overall topology sensing (Madden et al., 1995; Zechie-
drich and Osheroff, 1990). Two independent DNA- binding sites in the protein are needed to bind 
two strands of DNA at a crossover point. Crossover binding provides a facile way to recognize the 
overall topology of DNA as, in general, only supercoiled DNA, either positively or negatively super-
coiled, will form crossovers. Viral type IB topoisomerases have been observed to synapse DNA strands 
(Moreno- Herrero et al., 2005; Shuman et al., 1997), again suggesting the presence of more than one 
DNA- binding site. Whereas there are no structures of any topoisomerase binding two DNA strands 
simultaneously, there are electron (Shuman et al., 1997; Zechiedrich and Osheroff, 1990) and atomic 
force microscopy (Moreno- Herrero et al., 2005) studies that support the notion of multiple binding 
sites as well as a structure of a bacterial type IB enzyme bound to a secondary DNA site (Patel et al., 
2010). The latter structure supports the notion that type IB enzymes can bind two DNA molecules 
simultaneously and independently. It is possible that topoisomerase V, as has been suggested for type 
IB enzymes, recognizes the overall topology of DNA by preferentially binding at crossover points. The 
structure of the asymmetric complex of topoisomerase V with DNA shows the presence of a second 
DNA- binding site that involves the external surface of the (HhH)2 domains and that does not inter-
fere with binding of the strand that enters the active site (Figure 1). Figure 6B shows a cartoon of 
topoisomerase V bound to two DNA segments. It shows that it could be possible for topoisomerase 
V to recognize the overall DNA topology by simultaneously binding two DNA strands. This would 
make type IC topoisomerases share with type IB enzymes not only a similar relaxation mechanism, 
controlled strand rotation, but possibly an overall topology sensing mechanism. Whether type IB 
and/or IC enzymes use a crossover point binding mechanism to sense overall topology remains to be 
proven, but it adds to the mechanistic similarities between the two types of topoisomerases despite 
their very different structures and supports the notion of convergent evolution to a common mecha-
nism of DNA topology sensing and relaxation.

The structures presented here add significantly to our understanding of type IC enzymes and 
their mechanism. The structures show that an important role of the (HhH)2 domains is to surround 
DNA and, in this manner, serve as a processivity factor. In this way, they keep the enzyme bound to 
DNA, probably allowing it to travel along DNA. It is not clear from the structures how DNA lesions 
are recognized, but if the protein slides along the DNA it could scan it for lesions using the (HhH)2 
domains containing the repair active sites. The topoisomerase domain is likely to be obstructed in 
the absence of DNA/protein interactions, but a simple conformational change around a linker helix 
exposes the active site once the protein is bound to DNA. The DNA bends tightly as it interacts with 
the protein around the active site region, leading to single stranded DNA formation, which may help 
facilitate strand rotation. Finally, the catalytic mechanism of DNA cleavage and religation appears to 
be different from the one employed by other topoisomerases, despite some very general similarities. 
All these observations indicate that topoisomerase V is a multifaceted enzyme that encompasses in 
the same polypeptide a novel topoisomerase domain, DNA repair domains, and a DNA clamp. Thus, 
type IC enzymes are fundamentally different from all other topoisomerases. The existing structural, 
biochemical, and biophysical data help to establish firmly type IC topoisomerases as a completely 
different topoisomerase subtype with few sequence, structural, or mechanistic similarities to all the 
other subtypes.

Materials and methods
Protein purification
A fragment of Topo- V corresponding to residues 1–854 (Topo- 97) with Lys809, Arg820, Arg831, 
Arg835, Arg846, and Arg851 mutated to alanine to remove the second AP lyase site (Topo- 97(ΔRS2)) 
has been previously described (Rajan et al., 2016). For protein purification, Topo- 97(ΔRS2) was trans-
formed into E. coli BL21 Rosetta (DE3) cells. Protein induction and purification were done according to 
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previously described protocols (Rajan et al., 2013; Rajan et al., 2010). Pure protein was concentrated 
to 55.6 mg/ml and stored in 50 mM Tris pH 8, 500 mM NaCl, and 1 mM dithiothreitol (DTT). Protein 
purity was assessed by polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis.

Oligonucleotide
Oligonucleotides were purchased from Integrated DNA Technologies (IDT, Coralville IA) at 250 nmol. 
The sequences of the oligonucleotides used are shown below.

Name Sequence

38 bp asymmetric*
5’-   TGCCTGCACGAA B TAAGCAATTC GTAATCATGGTGCGCCA  -3’
3’-  GTAC GGAC GTGC TTCA TTCG TTAA GCAT TAGT ACCACGCG   -5’

38 bp symmetric
5’-   TGCCTGCACGAA B TAAGC A TGCT TACT TCGT GCAG GCACA  -3’
3’-  GTACGGACGTGCTTCATTCG T ACGAAT B AAGCACGTCCGT   -5’

39 bp symmetric
5’-   TGCCTGCACGAA B TAAGCA T TGCT TACT TCGT GCAG GCACA  -3’
3’-  GTAC GGAC GTGC TTCA TTCGT A ACGAAT B AAGCACGTCCGT   -5’

40 bp symmetric
5’-   TGCCTGCACGAA B TAAGCAT A TGCT TACT TCGT GCAG GCACA -3’
3’-  GTAC GGAC GTGC TTCA TTCGTA T ACGAAT B AAGCACGTCCGT  -5’

*For the high- resolution native dataset the abasic site was replaced with a complementary G.
The blue shows shows the position of the twofold axis in the crystal. Only the 39- bp symmetric oligonucleotide is 
symmetric in the crystal. The abasic sites are denoted by a B. They correspond to a tetrahydrofuran abasic site to 
mimic an apurinic/apyrimidinic (AP) site.

Individual oligonucleotides were resuspended to 1 mM in water. For annealing, complementary 
oligonucleotides were mixed at an equimolar ratio, heated to 85°C for 2.5 min, cooled down to 5°C 
below their calculated melting temperature for 5 min, and then transferred to ice for at least 10 min. 
Annealed oligonucleotides were used directly in crystallization experiments.

Table 6. Primers used for site- directed mutagenesis.

Mutant Primer

Leu290Pro

Forward
5′-GACATCATGAGAAGGTATCCTGAGCAGCGGATC- 3′
Reverse
5′-GATCCGCTGCTCAGGATACCTTCTCATGATGTC- 3′

Arg109Ala

Forward
5′-GATCGTGTACAGGGCAGGCTGGAGGGCGATC- 3′
Reverse
5′-CGCCCTCCAGCCTGCCCTGTACACGATC- 3′

Arg288Ala, Arg293Ala

Forward
5′-GCGACATCATGAGAGCGTATCTCGAGCAGGCGATCGTCGAGTGT- 3′
Reverse
5′-ACACTCGACGATCGCCTGCTCGAGATACGCTCTCATGATGTCGC- 3′

Arg288Glu, Arg293Glu*

Forward
5′-GCGACATCATGAGAGAGTATCTCGAGCAGGAGATCGTCGAGTGT- 3′
Reverse
5′-ACACTCGACGATCTCCTGCTCGAGATACTCTCTCATGATGTCGC- 3′

Arg288Glu, Leu290Pro, Arg293Glu†

Forward
5′-CATGAGAGAGTATCCTGAGCAGGAGATCGTC- 3′
Reverse
5′-GACGATCTCCTGCTCAGGATACTCTCTCATG- 3′

Lys134Glu, Arg135Glu

Forward
5′-AGAGGTGCGTGCCGTGGAGGAGAACCCGCTCCAACCGG- 3′
Reverse
5′-CCGGTTGGAGCGGGTTCTCCTCCACGGCACGCACCTCT- 3′

*The double mutant Arg288Glu, Arg293Glu DNA backbone was used in mutagenesis PCR to get the Arg288Ala, 
Arg293Ala mutant.
†The double mutant Arg288Glu, Arg293Glu DNA backbone was used in mutagenesis PCR to get the Arg288Glu, 
Leu290Pro, Arg293Glu triple mutant.
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Site-directed mutagenesis
Arg37, Lys47, His56, Arg83, Arg108, Arg109, Lys134, Arg135, Arg288, Tyr289, Leu290, and Arg293 
were individually mutated to the residues listed in Table 5 on the pET- 21b(+)T97 expression plasmid 
(Rajan et al., 2016). The pET- 21b(+)T97 plasmid carries the coding sequence for the 97 kDa amino- 
terminal fragment of the Topo- V (Topo- 97) that extends to residue 854. A total of 19 mutants were 
made either by site- directed mutagenesis (6 mutants) or by complete gene synthesis by GenScript 
(Jiangsu, China) (13 mutants) (Table 5). Mutations generated by site- directed mutagenesis were intro-
duced with complementary mutagenic primers (Integrated DNA Technologies, Coralville, IA) (Table 6) 
into the pET- 21b(+)T97. KOD Hot Start DNA polymerase (MilliporeSigma Novagen) was used for 
site- directed mutagenesis following the manufacturer suggested protocol except for Leu290Pro. In 
the Leu290Pro case, the touchdown PCR method using iProof High- Fidelity DNA polymerase, GC 
Master Mix with 3% dimethyl sulfoxide (Bio- Rad, CA) was used. Sanger sequencing was performed 
on the site- directed mutant plasmids to determine both that the intended mutations were introduced 
correctly into the plasmid and that any unintended mutations were not introduced. The synthesized 
mutants were made using the pET- 21b(+)T97 plasmid as a backbone and sequenced by Genscript to 
verify the sequence.

Mutant proteins purification
For the activity assays, wild- type and mutant Topo- 97 proteins were transformed into E. coli BL21 Rosetta 
(DE3) cells. Transformants were grown at 37°C in Luria- Bertani media containing 100 µg/ml ampicillin 
and 100 µg/ml chloramphenicol until they reached an optical density A600 of 0.6–0.8. Subsequently 
the cells were cooled down on ice and induced with 1 mM isopropyl β- D-1- thiogalactopyranoside 
for 14–16 hr at 16°C. Cells were then spun down at 4000 revolutions per minute (rpm) in a swinging 
bucket rotor (Eppendorf 5810 Centrifuge); cell pellets were flash frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored 
at −80°C until use. After thawing the pellets, cells were resuspended in Topo- V resuspension buffer 
(50 mM Tris–HCl pH 8, 500 mM NaCl, 1 mM ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid [EDTA] pH 8, 1 mM 
DTT) with 1 mM benzamidine, 1 mM phenylmethylsulfonyl fluoride, 0.1% Brij 58, and one dissolved 
protease inhibitor, EDTA- free mini tablet (Thermo Scientific Pierce). After resuspension, cells were 
lysed by sonication and the lysate was clarified by two centrifugation spins at 35,000 rpm in a Ti- 70 
rotor (Beckman Coulter) in an Optima XE- 90 ultracentrifuge (Beckman Coulter) at 4°C. After the first 
ultracentrifugation spin, clarified supernatant was heated to 75°C for 25 min to help further purify 
the extreme thermophilic Topo- V from any contaminating proteins. Subsequently, the heated super-
natant was spun to further clarify the supernatant. Following the second ultra- centrifugation spin the 
supernatant was passed through a 0.2-µm filtration unit and the protein was concentrated with a 50 K 
MWCO concentrator (Thermo Scientific Pierce Protein Concentrators PES, 50 K MWCO) to concen-
trate Topo- 97 and to filter out any residual contaminating proteins. Purified proteins were flash frozen 
and stored at −80°C. During protein purification, samples were taken for each step and analyzed by 
Coomassie- stained sodium dodecyl sulfate–polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis (SDS–PAGE) gels to 
determine purity.

DNA relaxation assays
DNA relaxation assays were carried out as described previously (Rajan et al., 2014). Briefly, 0.15, 1.5, 
and 3.5 µg of the enzyme were incubated with 306 ng of negatively supercoiled pUC19 plasmid in a 
15 µl of reaction containing 50 mM sodium acetate pH 5 at 65°C, 30 mM NaCl, and 0.2 mM EDTA for 
30 min at 65°C. The reaction was terminated by moving to ice and adding 1.3% SDS. The products 
were resolved on a 1% agarose gel and visualized by ethidium bromide staining.

Dynamic light scattering
DLS measurements were done with a Punk (Unchained Labs) DLS instrument to determine the 
hydrated radius and calculated molecular weight of the free protein and complexes with DNA. All 
measurements were done using the manufacturer’s recommended procedure. Measurements were 
taken of the 112 kDa full- length wild- type topoisomerase V and the Topo- 97(ΔRS2) fragment alone 
and in complex with 38 bp asymmetric and 40 bp symmetric abasic DNA. Initial DLS measurements 
of the free protein or the protein/DNA complex showed aggregation. Good measurements were 
obtained once experimental preparation procedures were optimized as follows: the protein was 
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incubated (50 mM sodium acetate pH 5 at 65°C, 30 mM NaCl, 1 mM MgCl2) with the substrate at 65°C 
for 15 min in 30 µl. After 15 min a prewarmed buffer (50 mM sodium acetate pH 5 at 65°C, 750 mM 
NaCl, 1 mM MgCl2) was added to each of the six reaction tubes to bring the salt up to 350 mM NaCl. 
The samples were then incubated with the higher salt buffer at 50°C for 15 min followed by incubation 
at room temperature for 2 days. The following samples were measured: Topo- 97(ΔRS2) alone and in 
complex with 38- bp asymmetric or 40- bp symmetric DNA and full- length topoisomerase V alone and 
with 40- bp asymmetric DNA. The sample concentrations used were: 52.5 μM Topo- 97(ΔRS2) mixed 
with 17.5 μM 38 or 40 bp DNA, free Topo- 97(ΔRS2) at 30.8, 17.5, and 11.75 μM full- length topoisom-
erase V with 5.85 μM 40 bp asymmetric DNA, and 11.6 μM free full- length topoisomerase V. Despite 
the optimization procedure, the samples using the full- length protein showed aggregation, giving 
unreliable estimates. The hydrated diameter of the models was calculated using the program HullRad 
(Fleming and Fleming, 2018). Comparison between the observed and calculated diameters served 
to distinguish between models.

Crystallization, data collection, and structure determination
For all crystallization experiments, Topo- 97(ΔRS2) was mixed with the corresponding oligonucleotide 
using a stoichiometric ratio of 1.25:1 DNA to protein in DNA- binding buffer (50 mM sodium acetate 
pH 5.0 at 65°C, 30 mM sodium chloride, 1 mM magnesium chloride). Reactions were incubated for 
30 min at 65°C. For the asymmetric DNA experiments, molar ratios of 40:32 and 60:48 µM DNA to 
protein were used whereas for the symmetric DNA experiments a ratio of 60:48 µM DNA to protein 
yielded the best crystals.

All crystallizations were done by vapor diffusion at 30°C in a hanging drop setup. Topo- 97(ΔRS2) 
with asymmetric DNA crystals typically started to appear 3 days after setup and continued to appear 
for up to 2 weeks. A 2:1 complex to well solution ratio would typically give fewer and larger crystals 
in the drops. Topo- 97(ΔRS2) with symmetric DNA crystals started to appear within minutes of setting 
up the trays in 1:1 or 2:1 well to complex ratio. Subsequently it was discovered that adding phos-
photungstic acid (H3PW12O40) at between 12.5 and 15 µM made the crystals grow slower and larger 
and the morphology changed from plates to box- like crystals. Exact conditions for the crystallization 
experiments are shown in Table 1.

For data collection, crystals were first transferred to cryoprotectant (see Table 1) and then flash 
frozen in liquid nitrogen. All diffraction data were collected at the Life Science Collaborative Access 
Team station (LS CAT) at the Advanced Photon Source (APS) in Argonne National Laboratory. All 
data were processed using XDS (Kabsch, 1993), aimless (Evans and Murshudov, 2013), autoPROC 
(Vonrhein et al., 2011), and other programs of the CCP4 suite (Winn et al., 2011). Data anisotropy 
was analyzed with the StarAniso server (Tickle et al., 2018) or with autoPROC (Vonrhein et al., 2011).

The structure of Topo- 97(ΔRS2) with an asymmetric 38  bp DNA was solved by a combination 
of Molecular Replacement and heavy atom phasing. A weak Molecular Replacement solution with 
Phaser (McCoy et al., 2007) was found against a 6 Å dataset using a 61 kDa fragment of topoisom-
erase V (Taneja et al., 2006). The Molecular Replacement solution did not show any additional protein 
regions or DNA. A phosphotungstic acid derivative was prepared by soaking crystals in 1 mM phos-
photungstic acid for 2 min before flash freezing them. The Molecular Replacement model was used 
to locate the heavy atoms. Phasing was done with SHARP (Vonrhein et al., 2007; Table 2). The map, 
even at 6 Å resolution, show the position of two protein monomers and two double stranded DNA 
oligonucleotides. The model of a 97 kDa fragment of topoisomerase V (Rajan et al., 2016) was used 
to build most of the protein. The DNA molecules were built starting from idealized DNA. Subse-
quently, a higher resolution, anisotropic dataset with DNA without the abasic site was used to refine 
the structure to 3.24 Å resolution in the best direction using Buster (Roversi et al., 1996) and Phenix 
(Adams et  al., 2010). Manual model building was done using Coot (Emsley and Cowtan, 2004; 
Emsley et al., 2010). The final model consists of two protein monomers, one full DNA molecule, and 
two half- length DNA molecules. The full DNA molecule, which spans 42 nucleotides per strand with 
40 of them forming base pairs, binds both protein monomers while the other two DNA molecules 
bind one protein monomer each and sit on crystallographic axes generating crystallographic dimers 
made of symmetric full- length DNA molecules each with two protein monomers (Figure 1—figure 
supplement 1). The two protein complexes are not identical, as the DNA sits differently in each one. 
The final Rwork and Rfree for the model are 23.35% and 26.38%, respectively. The model has excellent 
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stereochemistry. Molprobity (Davis et al., 2004) shows that 97.22% of the residues in the Ramachan-
dran plot are in favored regions and no residues are in disallowed regions. The model has an rmsd of 
0.004 Å for bond lengths and 0.54° for bond angles (Table 4).

The structure of Topo- 97(ΔRS2) with a symmetric 38 bp DNA was solved by heavy atom phasing 
using a 0.8 nm positively charged undecagold (Nanoprobes, Inc, Yaphank, NY) derivative (Table 3). 
The undecagold derivative was prepared by soaking crystals in 350–400 µM undecagold for 6–8 min 
before flash freezing them. Data from five different crystals were merged using Blend (Foadi et al., 
2013) to create a single derivative dataset. Phenix (Adams et al., 2010) was used to locate a single 
heavy atom. Phasing was done with SHARP (Vonrhein et al., 2007) treating the undecagold as a 
spherically averaged cluster. The electron density map showed two protein monomers bound to a 
single 38 bp oligonucleotide. The model of Topo- 97(ΔRS2) in complex with an asymmetric 38 bp 
DNA was used to build the two protein monomers whereas the DNA was built starting from ideal 
DNA. The structures of Topo- 97(ΔRS2) with symmetric 39 and 40 bp symmetric DNA were obtained 
by refining the Topo- 97(ΔRS2) in complex with an asymmetric 38 bp DNA. In all cases, anisotropic 
datasets were used to refine the structures using Buster (Roversi et al., 1996) and Phenix (Adams 
et  al., 2010). Manual model building was done using Coot (Emsley and Cowtan, 2004; Emsley 
et  al., 2010). Unlike the asymmetric complex, the symmetric complexes show the position of the 
abasic sites. In each case, the final model consists of two protein monomers and one full DNA mole-
cule. Whereas the conformation of the protein is very similar in all cases, the DNA shows different 
distortions around the abasic sites. The final Rwork/Rfree for the Topo- 97(ΔRS2) with symmetric 38, 39, 
and 40 bp DNA models are 25.71%/28.77%, 21.84%/25.11%, and 22.89%/27.00%, respectively. All 
models have excellent stereochemistry. Figure 5—figure supplement 1 shows density around the 
active site region. Molprobity (Davis et al., 2004) shows that 96%, 95.8%, and 97.5% of the residues 
in the Ramachandran plot are in favored regions and no residues are in disallowed regions for the 38, 
39, and 40 bp DNA models. The models have an rmsd of 0.002 Å for bond lengths and 0.42–0.49° for 
bond angles (Table 4).

Figures
Figures for the atomic models were created using Pymol (DeLano, 2002) and Chimera (Pettersen 
et al., 2004). Electrostatic surfaces were calculated using the program APBS (Baker et al., 2001).

Accession numbers
Atomic coordinates and structure factors for the reported crystal structures have been deposited with 
the Protein Data Bank under the accession numbers 8DF7, 8DF8, 8DF9, and 8DFB.

Acknowledgements
We thank E Smith and V Tokars for comments on the manuscript, H Mangalapalli for help with activity 
assays and E Campos Chavez and A Grigorescu for help with the DLS experiments as well as other 
members of the Mondragón laboratory for help and suggestions. Research was supported by the 
NIH (R35- GM118108 to AM). We acknowledge the help from the Northwestern University Structural 
Facility and the beamline scientists at LS- CAT/Sector 21 at the Advanced Photon Source, Argonne 
National Laboratory. LS- CAT/Sector 21 was supported by the Michigan Economic Development 
Corporation and the Michigan Technology Tri- Corridor. Support from the RH Lurie Comprehensive 
Cancer Center of Northwestern University to the Structural Biology Facility and the Keck Biophysics 
Facility is acknowledged.

Additional information

Funding

Funder Grant reference number Author

National Institute of 
General Medical Sciences

R35-GM118108 Alfonso Mondragón

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702


 Research article      Structural Biology and Molecular Biophysics

Osterman and Mondragón. eLife 2022;11:e72702. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702  24 of 27

Funder Grant reference number Author

National Cancer Institute P30-CA060553 Alfonso Mondragón

The funders had no role in study design, data collection and interpretation, or the 
decision to submit the work for publication.

Author contributions
Amy Osterman, Investigation, Methodology, Writing - review and editing; Alfonso Mondragón, 
Conceptualization, Supervision, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Methodology, Writing - original 
draft, Project administration, Writing - review and editing

Author ORCIDs
Alfonso Mondragón    http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0423-6323

Decision letter and Author response
Decision letter https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702.sa1
Author response https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702.sa2

Additional files
Supplementary files
•  Transparent reporting form 

Data availability
Atomic coordinates and structure factors for the reported crystal structures have been deposited with 
the Protein Data Bank under the accession numbers 8DF7, 8DF8, 8DF9, and 8DFB.

The following datasets were generated:

Author(s) Year Dataset title Dataset URL Database and Identifier

Mondragón A, 
Osterman A

2022 Structures of 
topoisomerase V in 
complex with DNA reveal 
unusual DNA binding 
mode and novel relaxation 
mechanism

https://www. rcsb. org/ 
structure/ 8DF7

RCSB Protein Data Bank, 
8DF7

Mondragón A, 
Osterman A

2022 Structures of 
topoisomerase V in 
complex with DNA reveal 
unusual DNA binding 
mode and novel relaxation 
mechanism

https://www. rcsb. org/ 
structure/ 8DF8

RCSB Protein Data Bank, 
8DF8

Mondragón A, 
Osterman A

2022 Structures of 
topoisomerase V in 
complex with DNA reveal 
unusual DNA binding 
mode and novel relaxation 
mechanism

https://www. rcsb. org/ 
structure/ 8DF9

RCSB Protein Data Bank, 
8DF9

Mondragón A, 
Osterman A

2022 Structures of 
topoisomerase V in 
complex with DNA reveal 
unusual DNA binding 
mode and novel relaxation 
mechanism

https://www. rcsb. org/ 
structure/ 8DFB

RCSB Protein Data Bank, 
8DFB

References
Adams PD, Afonine PV, Bunkóczi G, Chen VB, Davis IW, Echols N, Headd JJ, Hung L- W, Kapral GJ, 

Grosse- Kunstleve RW, McCoy AJ, Moriarty NW, Oeffner R, Read RJ, Richardson DC, Richardson JS, 
Terwilliger TC, Zwart PH. 2010. PHENIX: a comprehensive python- based system for macromolecular structure 

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-0423-6323
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702.sa1
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702.sa2
https://www.rcsb.org/structure/8DF7
https://www.rcsb.org/structure/8DF7
https://www.rcsb.org/structure/8DF8
https://www.rcsb.org/structure/8DF8
https://www.rcsb.org/structure/8DF9
https://www.rcsb.org/structure/8DF9
https://www.rcsb.org/structure/8DFB
https://www.rcsb.org/structure/8DFB


 Research article      Structural Biology and Molecular Biophysics

Osterman and Mondragón. eLife 2022;11:e72702. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702  25 of 27

solution. Acta Crystallographica. Section D, Biological Crystallography 66:213–221. DOI: https://doi.org/10. 
1107/S0907444909052925, PMID: 20124702

Ahmad M, Xue Y, Lee SK, Martindale JL, Shen W, Li W, Zou S, Ciaramella M, Debat H, Nadal M, Leng F, Zhang H, 
Wang Q, Siaw GE- L, Niu H, Pommier Y, Gorospe M, Hsieh T- S, Tse- Dinh Y- C, Xu D, et al. 2016. RNA 
topoisomerase is prevalent in all domains of life and associates with polyribosomes in animals. Nucleic Acids 
Research 44:6335–6349. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkw508, PMID: 27257063

Baker NA, Sept D, Joseph S, Holst MJ, McCammon JA. 2001. Electrostatics of nanosystems: application to 
microtubules and the ribosome. PNAS 98:10037–10041. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.181342398, PMID: 
11517324

Belova GI, Prasad R, Kozyavkin SA, Lake JA, Wilson SH, Slesarev AI. 2001. A type IB topoisomerase with DNA 
repair activities. PNAS 98:6015–6020. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.111040498, PMID: 11353838

Belova GI, Prasad R, Nazimov IV, Wilson SH, Slesarev AI. 2002. The domain organization and properties of 
individual domains of DNA topoisomerase V, a type 1B topoisomerase with DNA repair activities. The Journal 
of Biological Chemistry 277:4959–4965. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M110131200, PMID: 11733530

Bush NG, Evans- Roberts K, Maxwell A. 2015. DNA topoisomerases. EcoSal Plus 6:2014. DOI: https://doi.org/10. 
1128/ecosalplus.ESP-0010-2014, PMID: 26435256

Corbett KD, Berger JM. 2004. Structure, molecular mechanisms, and evolutionary relationships in DNA 
topoisomerases. Annual Review of Biophysics and Biomolecular Structure 33:95–118. DOI: https://doi.org/10. 
1146/annurev.biophys.33.110502.140357, PMID: 15139806

Davis IW, Murray LW, Richardson JS, Richardson DC. 2004. MOLPROBITY: structure validation and all- atom 
contact analysis for nucleic acids and their complexes. Nucleic Acids Research 32:W615–W619. DOI: https:// 
doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkh398, PMID: 15215462

DeLano WL. 2002. The PyMol Molecular Graphics System. San Carlos, CA: DeLano Scientific.
Doherty AJ, Serpell LC, Ponting CP. 1996. The helix- hairpin- helix DNA- binding motif: a structural basis for 

non- sequence- specific recognition of DNA. Nucleic Acids Research 24:2488–2497. DOI: https://doi.org/10. 
1093/nar/24.13.2488, PMID: 8692686

Emsley P, Cowtan K. 2004. Coot: model- building tools for molecular graphics. Acta Crystallographica. Section 
D, Biological Crystallography 60:2126–2132. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444904019158, PMID: 
15572765

Emsley P, Lohkamp B, Scott WG, Cowtan K. 2010. Features and development of coot. Acta Crystallographica. 
Section D, Biological Crystallography 66:486–501. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444910007493, PMID: 
20383002

Evans PR, Murshudov GN. 2013. How good are my data and what is the resolution? Acta Crystallographica. 
Section D, Biological Crystallography 69:1204–1214. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444913000061, 
PMID: 23793146

Fleming PJ, Fleming KG. 2018. HullRad: fast calculations of folded and disordered protein and nucleic acid 
hydrodynamic properties. Biophysical Journal 114:856–869. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpj.2018.01.002, 
PMID: 29490246

Foadi J, Aller P, Alguel Y, Cameron A, Axford D, Owen RL, Armour W, Waterman DG, Iwata S, Evans G. 2013. 
Clustering procedures for the optimal selection of data sets from multiple crystals in macromolecular 
crystallography. Acta Crystallographica. Section D, Biological Crystallography 69:1617–1632. DOI: https://doi. 
org/10.1107/S0907444913012274, PMID: 23897484

Forterre P. 2006. DNA topoisomerase V: a new fold of mysterious origin. Trends in Biotechnology 24:245–247. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2006.04.006, PMID: 16650908

Forterre P, Gribaldo S, Gadelle D, Serre MC. 2007. Origin and evolution of DNA topoisomerases. Biochimie 
89:427–446. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biochi.2006.12.009, PMID: 17293019

Hedglin M, Kumar R, Benkovic SJ. 2013. Replication clamps and clamp loaders. Cold Spring Harbor Perspectives 
in Biology 5:a010165. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a010165, PMID: 23545418

Jumper J, Evans R, Pritzel A, Green T, Figurnov M, Ronneberger O, Tunyasuvunakool K, Bates R, Žídek A, 
Potapenko A, Bridgland A, Meyer C, Kohl SAA, Ballard AJ, Cowie A, Romera- Paredes B, Nikolov S, Jain R, 
Adler J, Back T, et al. 2021. Highly accurate protein structure prediction with alphafold. Nature 596:583–589. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03819-2, PMID: 34265844

Kabsch W. 1993. Automatic processing of rotation diffraction data from crystals of initially unknown symmetry 
and cell constants. Journal of Applied Crystallography 26:795–800. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1107/ 
S0021889893005588

Koster DA, Croquette V, Dekker C, Shuman S, Dekker NH. 2005. Friction and torque govern the relaxation of 
DNA supercoils by eukaryotic topoisomerase IB. Nature 434:671–674. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/ 
nature03395, PMID: 15800630

Krissinel E, Henrick K. 2007. Inference of macromolecular assemblies from crystalline state. Journal of Molecular 
Biology 372:774–797. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2007.05.022, PMID: 17681537

Lima CD, Wang JC, Mondragón A. 1994. Three- dimensional structure of the 67K N- terminal fragment of E. coli 
DNA topoisomerase I. Nature 367:138–146. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/367138a0, PMID: 8114910

Madden KR, Stewart L, Champoux JJ. 1995. Preferential binding of human topoisomerase I to superhelical DNA. 
The EMBO Journal 14:5399–5409. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1460-2075.1995.tb00224.x, PMID: 7489729

Mak ANS, Bradley P, Cernadas RA, Bogdanove AJ, Stoddard BL. 2012. The crystal structure of TAL effector 
pthxo1 bound to its DNA target. Science 335:716–719. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1216211, PMID: 
22223736

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444909052925
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444909052925
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20124702
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkw508
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27257063
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.181342398
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11517324
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.111040498
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11353838
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M110131200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11733530
https://doi.org/10.1128/ecosalplus.ESP-0010-2014
https://doi.org/10.1128/ecosalplus.ESP-0010-2014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26435256
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.biophys.33.110502.140357
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.biophys.33.110502.140357
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15139806
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkh398
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkh398
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15215462
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/24.13.2488
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/24.13.2488
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8692686
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444904019158
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15572765
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444910007493
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20383002
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444913000061
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23793146
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpj.2018.01.002
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29490246
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444913012274
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444913012274
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23897484
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tibtech.2006.04.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16650908
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biochi.2006.12.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17293019
https://doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a010165
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23545418
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-021-03819-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34265844
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889893005588
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889893005588
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature03395
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature03395
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15800630
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2007.05.022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17681537
https://doi.org/10.1038/367138a0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8114910
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1460-2075.1995.tb00224.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7489729
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1216211
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22223736


 Research article      Structural Biology and Molecular Biophysics

Osterman and Mondragón. eLife 2022;11:e72702. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702  26 of 27

McCoy AJ, Grosse- Kunstleve RW, Adams PD, Winn MD, Storoni LC, Read RJ. 2007. Phaser crystallographic 
software. Journal of Applied Crystallography 40:658–674. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889807021206, 
PMID: 19461840

Moreno- Herrero F, Holtzer L, Koster DA, Shuman S, Dekker C, Dekker NH. 2005. Atomic force microscopy 
shows that vaccinia topoisomerase IB generates filaments on DNA in a cooperative fashion. Nucleic Acids 
Research 33:5945–5953. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gki906, PMID: 16237128

Nowotny M, Gaur V. 2016. Structure and mechanism of nucleases regulated by SLX4. Current Opinion in 
Structural Biology 36:97–105. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbi.2016.01.003, PMID: 26827285

Patel A, Yakovleva L, Shuman S, Mondragón A. 2010. Crystal structure of a bacterial topoisomerase IB in 
complex with DNA reveals a secondary DNA binding site. Structure 18:725–733. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
j.str.2010.03.007, PMID: 20541510

Pavletich NP, Pabo CO. 1991. Zinc finger- DNA recognition: crystal structure of A zif268- DNA complex at 2.1 A. 
Science 252:809–817. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/science.2028256, PMID: 2028256

Pavletich NP, Pabo CO. 1993. Crystal structure of a five- finger GLI- DNA complex: new perspectives on zinc 
fingers. Science 261:1701–1707. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/science.8378770, PMID: 8378770

Pavlov AR, Belova GI, Kozyavkin SA, Slesarev AI. 2002. Helix- hairpin- helix motifs confer salt resistance and 
processivity on chimeric DNA polymerases. PNAS 99:13510–13515. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas. 
202127199, PMID: 12368475

Perry K, Hwang Y, Bushman FD, Van Duyne GD. 2006. Structural basis for specificity in the poxvirus 
topoisomerase. Molecular Cell 23:343–354. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2006.06.015, PMID: 
16885024

Pettersen EF, Goddard TD, Huang CC, Couch GS, Greenblatt DM, Meng EC, Ferrin TE. 2004. UCSF chimera--A 
visualization system for exploratory research and analysis. Journal of Computational Chemistry 25:1605–1612. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.20084, PMID: 15264254

Pommier Y, Leo E, Zhang H, Marchand C. 2010. DNA topoisomerases and their poisoning by anticancer and 
antibacterial drugs. Chemistry & Biology 17:421–433. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chembiol.2010.04.012, 
PMID: 20534341

Pommier Y, Sun Y, Huang S- YN, Nitiss JL. 2016. Roles of eukaryotic topoisomerases in transcription, replication 
and genomic stability. Nature Reviews. Molecular Cell Biology 17:703–721. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nrm. 
2016.111, PMID: 27649880

Rajan R, Taneja B, Mondragón A. 2010. Structures of minimal catalytic fragments of topoisomerase V reveals 
conformational changes relevant for DNA binding. Structure 18:829–838. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.str. 
2010.03.006, PMID: 20637419

Rajan R, Prasad R, Taneja B, Wilson SH, Mondragón A. 2013. Identification of one of the apurinic/apyrimidinic 
lyase active sites of topoisomerase V by structural and functional studies. Nucleic Acids Research 41:657–666. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks1017, PMID: 23125368

Rajan R, Osterman AK, Gast AT, Mondragón A. 2014. Biochemical characterization of the topoisomerase domain 
of methanopyrus kandleri topoisomerase V. The Journal of Biological Chemistry 289:28898–28909. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M114.590711, PMID: 25135643

Rajan R, Osterman A, Mondragón A. 2016. Methanopyrus kandleri topoisomerase V contains three distinct AP 
lyase active sites in addition to the topoisomerase active site. Nucleic Acids Research 44:3464–3474. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkw122, PMID: 26908655

Redinbo MR, Stewart L, Kuhn P, Champoux JJ, Hol WG. 1998. Crystal structures of human topoisomerase I in 
covalent and noncovalent complexes with DNA. Science 279:1504–1513. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/ 
science.279.5356.1504, PMID: 9488644

Roversi P, Irwin J, Bricogne G. 1996. A bayesian approach to high- resolution X- ray crystallography: accurate 
density studies with program buster. Acta Crystallographica Section A Foundations of Crystallography 
52:C343. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1107/S0108767396085790

Shao X, Grishin NV. 2000. Common fold in helix- hairpin- helix proteins. Nucleic Acids Research 28:2643–2650. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/28.14.2643, PMID: 10908318

Shuman S, Bear DG, Sekiguchi J. 1997. Intramolecular synapsis of duplex DNA by vaccinia topoisomerase. The 
EMBO Journal 16:6584–6589. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/emboj/16.21.6584, PMID: 9351838

Slesarev AI, Stetter KO, Lake JA, Gellert M, Krah R, Kozyavkin SA. 1993. DNA topoisomerase V is a relative of 
eukaryotic topoisomerase I from a hyperthermophilic prokaryote. Nature 364:735–737. DOI: https://doi.org/ 
10.1038/364735a0, PMID: 8395022

Slesarev AI, Lake JA, Stetter KO, Gellert M, Kozyavkin SA. 1994. Purification and characterization of DNA 
topoisomerase V. an enzyme from the hyperthermophilic prokaryote methanopyrus kandleri that resembles 
eukaryotic topoisomerase I. The Journal of Biological Chemistry 269:3295–3303. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
S0021-9258(17)41862-X, PMID: 8106368

Staker BL, Hjerrild K, Feese MD, Behnke CA, Burgin AB, Stewart L. 2002. The mechanism of topoisomerase I 
poisoning by a camptothecin analog. PNAS 99:15387–15392. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.242259599, 
PMID: 12426403

Taneja B, Patel A, Slesarev A, Mondragón A. 2006. Structure of the N- terminal fragment of topoisomerase V 
reveals a new family of topoisomerases. The EMBO Journal 25:398–408. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/sj. 
emboj.7600922, PMID: 16395333

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889807021206
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19461840
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gki906
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16237128
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbi.2016.01.003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26827285
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.str.2010.03.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.str.2010.03.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20541510
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.2028256
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2028256
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.8378770
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8378770
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.202127199
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.202127199
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12368475
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2006.06.015
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16885024
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.20084
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15264254
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chembiol.2010.04.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20534341
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrm.2016.111
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrm.2016.111
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27649880
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.str.2010.03.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.str.2010.03.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20637419
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gks1017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23125368
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M114.590711
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25135643
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/gkw122
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26908655
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.279.5356.1504
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.279.5356.1504
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9488644
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0108767396085790
https://doi.org/10.1093/nar/28.14.2643
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10908318
https://doi.org/10.1093/emboj/16.21.6584
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9351838
https://doi.org/10.1038/364735a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/364735a0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8395022
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9258(17)41862-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9258(17)41862-X
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8106368
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.242259599
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12426403
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7600922
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7600922
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16395333


 Research article      Structural Biology and Molecular Biophysics

Osterman and Mondragón. eLife 2022;11:e72702. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702  27 of 27

Taneja B, Schnurr B, Slesarev A, Marko JF, Mondragón A. 2007. Topoisomerase V relaxes supercoiled DNA by a 
constrained swiveling mechanism. PNAS 104:14670–14675. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0701989104, 
PMID: 17804808

Tickle IJ, Flensburg C, Keller P, Paciorek W, Sharff A, Vornhein C, Bricogne G. 2018. The STARANISO Server. 
STARANISO.

Vonrhein C, Blanc E, Roversi P, Bricogne G. 2007. Automated structure solution with autosharp. Methods in 
Molecular Biology 364:215–230. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1385/1-59745-266-1:215, PMID: 17172768

Vonrhein C, Flensburg C, Keller P, Sharff A, Smart O, Paciorek W, Womack T, Bricogne G. 2011. Data processing 
and analysis with the autoproc toolbox. Acta Crystallographica. Section D, Biological Crystallography 67:293–
302. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444911007773, PMID: 21460447

Wang H, Di Gate RJ, Seeman NC. 1996. An RNA topoisomerase. PNAS 93:9477–9482. DOI: https://doi.org/10. 
1073/pnas.93.18.9477, PMID: 8790355

Wang JC. 2002. Cellular roles of DNA topoisomerases: a molecular perspective. Nature Reviews. Molecular Cell 
Biology 3:430–440. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nrm831, PMID: 12042765

Winn MD, Ballard CC, Cowtan KD, Dodson EJ, Emsley P, Evans PR, Keegan RM, Krissinel EB, Leslie AGW, 
McCoy A, McNicholas SJ, Murshudov GN, Pannu NS, Potterton EA, Powell HR, Read RJ, Vagin A, Wilson KS. 
2011. Overview of the CCP4 suite and current developments. Acta Crystallographica. Section D, Biological 
Crystallography 67:235–242. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444910045749, PMID: 21460441

Zechiedrich EL, Osheroff N. 1990. Eukaryotic topoisomerases recognize nucleic acid topology by preferentially 
interacting with DNA crossovers. The EMBO Journal 9:4555–4562. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1460-2075. 
1990.tb07908.x, PMID: 2176156

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72702
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0701989104
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17804808
https://doi.org/10.1385/1-59745-266-1:215
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17172768
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444911007773
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21460447
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.93.18.9477
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.93.18.9477
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8790355
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrm831
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12042765
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444910045749
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21460441
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1460-2075.1990.tb07908.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1460-2075.1990.tb07908.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2176156

	Structures of topoisomerase V in complex with DNA reveal unusual DNA-­binding mode and novel relaxation mechanism
	Editor's evaluation
	Introduction
	Results
	Crystallization of complexes of topoisomerase V with DNA
	Overall structure of topoisomerase V with asymmetric DNA
	Overall structure of topoisomerase V with symmetric DNA
	Structure of the DNA in the complexes
	DNA–protein interactions
	Site-directed mutagenesis studies support the structural observations
	Active site

	Discussion
	Materials and methods
	Protein purification
	Oligonucleotide
	Site-directed mutagenesis
	Mutant proteins purification
	DNA relaxation assays
	Dynamic light scattering
	Crystallization, data collection, and structure determination
	Figures
	Accession numbers

	Acknowledgements
	Additional information
	﻿Funding
	Author contributions
	Author ORCIDs
	Decision letter and Author response

	Additional files
	Supplementary files

	References


