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Mutations in domain IV of elongation factor EF-G confer−1
frameshifting

DUSTIN NIBLETT, CHARLOTTE NELSON,1 CALVIN S. LEUNG,2 GILLIAN REXROAD, JAKE COZY,
JIE ZHOU,3 LAURA LANCASTER, and HARRY F. NOLLER

Center for Molecular Biology of RNA and Department of Molecular, Cell and Developmental Biology, University of California at Santa Cruz,
Santa Cruz, California 95064, USA

ABSTRACT

A recent crystal structure of a ribosome complex undergoing partial translocation in the absence of elongation factor EF-G
showed disruption of codon–anticodon pairing and slippage of the reading frame by−1, directly implicating EF-G in pres-
ervation of the translational reading frame. Among mutations identified in a random screen for dominant-lethal mutations
of EF-Gwere a cluster of six thatmap to the tip of domain IV, which has been shown to contact the codon–anticodonduplex
in trapped translocation intermediates. In vitro synthesis of a full-length protein using these mutant EF-Gs revealed dra-
matically increased −1 frameshifting, providing new evidence for a role for domain IV of EF-G in maintaining the reading
frame. These mutations also caused decreased rates of mRNA translocation and rotational movement of the head and
body domains of the 30S ribosomal subunit during translocation. Our results are in general agreement with recent findings
from Rodnina and coworkers based on in vitro translation of an oligopeptide using EF-Gs containing mutations at two po-
sitions in domain IV, who found an inverse correlation between the degree of frameshifting and rates of translocation. Four
of our six mutations are substitutions at positions that interact with the translocating tRNA, in each case contacting the
RNA backbone of the anticodon loop. We suggest that EF-G helps to preserve the translational reading frame by prevent-
ing uncoupledmovement of the tRNA through these contacts; a further possibility is that these interactions may stabilize a
conformation of the anticodon that favors base-pairing with its codon.

Keywords: EF-G; domain IV; frameshifting; ribosome; translocation

INTRODUCTION

Errors in maintenance of the translational reading frame
are much more dangerous than missense errors. While
most proteins can tolerate substitutions at many different
positions (Kurland 1992), shifting of the reading frame
not only results in incorporation of a continuous series of
incorrect amino acids, but soon leads to premature termi-
nation at an out-of-frame stop codon. The resulting incom-
plete polypeptides are often toxic, caused by dominant-
lethal effects (Drummond and Wilke 2008). The impor-
tance of maintaining the reading frame is reflected in the
high fidelity of translocation, with frameshifting error rates
less than 10−5 (Kurland 1992). In spite of decades of study,
themechanisms by which the translational reading frame is

preserved during the coupled translocation of the mRNA
and tRNAs are still only poorly understood. We know
that tRNAs can be translocated in the absence of mRNA
in an elongation factor EF-G-catalyzed reaction (Tnalina
et al. 1982; Yusupova et al. 1986), showing that the trans-
location mechanism indeed acts on the tRNA; however,
there is no convincing evidence that the mRNA can be ac-
tively translocated in the absence of tRNA. This suggests
that the mRNA is moved only passively, by virtue of its
base-pairing to tRNA. Coupled movement of mRNA and
A-tRNA would thus appear to rely strongly, if not
completely, onmaintaining correct codon–anticodon pair-
ing during translocation. Although these weak triplet du-
plexes are stabilized by their interactions with the
ribosome, they immediately become vulnerable to disrup-
tion as they move out of their binding sites during
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translocation. How, then, is mRNA movement strictly cou-
pled to tRNA movement?
A clue to the mechanism of reading-frame maintenance

comes from cryo-EM and X-ray structures of ribosome-EF-
G complexes trapped in various states of translocation.
One key structure is that of the chimeric hybrid-state inter-
mediate, in which the head domain of the 30S subunit is
rotated by ∼20°, and the A- and P-site tRNAs are bound
in ap/P (or ap/ap) and pe/E states, respectively (Ramrath
et al. 2013; Zhou et al. 2014). In this state, the anticodon
stem–loop (ASL) of the A-tRNA is held approximately be-
tween the A site of the head domain and the P site of
the body domain of the 30S subunit, while the ASL of
the P-tRNA is positioned between the P site of the head
domain and the E site of the body domain, hence the
term “chimeric.” Their acceptor ends have moved fully
into the 50S P site (or in the ap/ap state, shared between
the 50S A and P sites) and the 50S E site, respectively. In
these structures, the tip of the long, flexible domain IV of
EF-G contacts the codon–anticodon duplex (Ramrath
et al. 2013; Zhou et al. 2014). An X-ray structure of a post-
translocation EF-G-ribosome complex (Gao et al. 2009)
and a cryo-EM structure of a pretranslocation complex
(Brilot et al. 2013) both found domain IV in contact with their
respective P-site and A/P-state codon–anticodon duplexes.
Taken together, these three structures suggest that domain
IV maintains contact with the duplex during its trajectory
from the A site to the P site, consistent with a smFRET study
that directly observed rearrangement of domain IV in pre
and posttranslocation complexes in solution (Salsi et al.
2014b). Finally, in a recent crystal structure of a ribosome
complex containing tRNAs that translocated spontaneously
into chimeric hybrid states in the absence of EF-G, codon–
anticodon pairing was disrupted, resulting in a −1 shift of
the reading frame, providing direct evidence for a role for
EF-G in coupling of mRNA and tRNA movement (Zhou
et al. 2019). Interestingly, the A-tRNA had moved further
in this complex than in the corresponding EF-G-containing
complex, suggesting that EF-G may actually restrict move-
ment of the tRNA during translocation.
In an effort to further understand the role of EF-G in trans-

location,wehaveundertaken aglobal screen for dominant-
lethal mutations in EF-G of E. coli (Nelson C, Leung CS,
Noller HF, et al., in prep.). Among these, we identified a
cluster of six dominant-lethal mutations mapping to the
tip of domain IV (Fig. 1). Prompted by the structural evi-
dence described above, we tested whether any of these
mutant forms of EF-G influence the translational reading
frame. Using a system based on in vitro translation of a
full-length protein containing a “slippery sequence,” we
find that the presence of each of these six mutant EF-Gs
greatly stimulates shifting into the −1 reading frame in
our in vitro system. All but one of thesemutations also con-
fer reduced rates ofmRNA translocation and rotation of the
head and body domains of the 30S ribosomal subunit. Our

frameshifting results are in agreement with recent studies
by Peng et al. (2019) showing−1 frameshifting during in vi-
tro translation of an oligopeptide with mutant forms of
EF-G carrying several mutations at two positions in domain
IV. In the structureof the chimeric hybrid-state intermediate
(Zhou et al. 2014), all of the contacts between domain IV
and the codon–anticodon duplex are formed with ribose
or phosphate moieties in the RNA backbone of the antico-
don loop. We propose that these contacts between
domain IV and the anticodon loop help to preserve the
translational reading frame by preventing uncoupled
movement of the tRNA during translocation; a further pos-
sibility is that these contactsmayalsohelp to stabilize anan-
ticodon conformation that favors base-pairing with its
codon.

RESULTS

EF-G mutants were isolated from an unbiased global
screen, using random PCR mutagenesis (Materials and
Methods), from which dominant-lethal mutations were
mapped to all five structural domains of EF-G (Nelson C,
Leung CS, Noller HF, et al., in prep.). Here, we focus on a
cluster of mutations in loops I (positions 507–513) and II
(positions 579–589) at the tip of domain IV (Fig. 1). These
include mutant Q507H in loop I and H583R, D586V,
S587Y, S587P, and S588P in loop II (Table 1), all of which
are highly conserved, with the exception of S588. In addi-
tion, Q507D, which was found by Peng et al. (2019) to in-
duce strong frameshifting, was created by directed
mutagenesis and included in our studies. The numbering
of EF-G residues refers to EF-G from the fusA gene of E.
coli throughout, excluding its amino-terminal methionine
residue.

FIGURE 1. Domain IV of EF-G contacts the codon–anticodon duplex
during translocation. In the crystal structure of a trapped chimeric hy-
brid-state translocation intermediate (Zhou et al. 2014), the tip of
domain IV of EF-G contacts the RNA backbones of the anticodon
loop of the ap/ap tRNA (yellow) and the codon of the mRNA (green)
at their point of convergence. The positions of dominant-lethal muta-
tions in loop I (red) and loop II (orange) of domain IV are indicated.
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In vitro translocation activities of domain IV mutants

The seven domain IV mutant EF-Gs were tested for their
ability to undergo multiple rounds of translocation using
a toe-printing assay (Fig. 2; Hartz et al. 1988; Fredrick
and Noller 2003). Pretranslocation complexes bound to
an mRNA coding for MVVV were prepared by binding N-
Ac-Met-tRNAMet to the P site, followed by introducing ex-
cess Val-tRNA·EF-Tu·GTP ternary complex and EF-G·GTP.
A DNA primer annealed to the 3′ end of the mRNA was
then extended by reverse transcriptase. The register of
the ribosome on the mRNA can be determined from the
length of the resulting extended DNA. All seven mutants
were capable of translocating through all 3 Val codons dur-
ing the 5 min incubation (followed by an additional 5 min
during primer extension; see Materials and Methods) (Fig.
2). EF-G mutant H91L, a dominant-lethal mutation at a po-
sition known to be critical for GTP hydrolysis (Cunha et al.
2013; Holtkamp et al. 2014; Salsi et al. 2014a), which was
included as a negative control, showed only a single round
of translocation, as expected (Fig. 2).

Rates of mRNA translocation were measured by a fluo-
rescence quenching assay using a mRNA with pyrene at-
tached to position +9, which is quenched by contact
with the ribosome upon translocation by one codon
(Studer et al. 2003). At t=0, EF-G·GTP was rapidly mixed
with a pretranslocation complex containing N-Ac-Met-
Val-tRNAVal in the ribosomal A site and tRNAMet in the P
site in a stopped-flow fluorimeter. Two of the mutants,
S587P and S588P, have severe rate defects, more than
100-fold slower than wild-type EF-G (Table 1; Fig. 3A,B).
The other mutants show moderate defects, having rates
three- to 10-fold down from wild-type, except for
Q507H, whose kinetics are nearly indistinguishable from
those of wild-type (Fig. 3B). Interestingly, although nearly
all of the mutants show mRNA quenching rate behaviors

that are clearly biphasic, as has consistently been reported
for wild-type EF-G (Peske et al. 2004; Shi et al. 2009;
Munro et al. 2010; Ermolenko and Noller 2011), D586V
can be fitted well to a pure single-exponential curve (Fig.
3A). The quenching curves are dominated by the fast
phase (Qk1), except for Q507D, where Qk2 is predominant
(Table 1). Due to their very low activities, the rates of mRNA
quenching by S587P and S588P were measured manually
(Materials and Methods) (Fig. 3C,D). Thus, all mutant
EF-Gs can support multiple rounds of translocation but
show a considerable range of rate defects.

Domain IV mutants were then tested for their ability to
carry out synthesis of the full-length 27 kDa ribosomal pro-
tein S2, which contains seven internal methionines, in an in
vitro translation reaction using [35S]-methionine to label
the polypeptide products. In initial experiments, each mu-
tant EF-G was added in an approximately twofold molar
excess over the wild-type EF-G present in the S100 extract
in the in vitro system (Supplemental Fig. S1). The amount
of full-length protein synthesized by mutant EF-Gs in the
presence of wild-type EF-Gwas comparable to the amount
synthesized by wild-type EF-G alone, except for the S588P
mutant, whose presence caused a strong dominant inhib-
itory effect (Fig. 4A). We next asked if the domain IV mu-
tants can support synthesis of a full-length protein in the
absence of wild-type EF-G. To do this, we constructed a
strain in which the genomic copy of wild-type EF-G was re-
placed with EF-G containing an amino-terminal 6-His se-
quence. We then prepared S100 extract from the strain,
removing the 6-His-EF-G with Ni++ resin (Materials and
Methods). In the absence of wild-type EF-G, all mutant
EF-Gs had robust activity, catalyzing synthesis of full-
length protein in amounts comparable to that of wild-
type EF-G, with the exception of S587P and S588P, which
were unable to produce full-length protein above back-
ground amounts (Fig. 4B). In addition to the full-length
S2 protein, a shorter ∼23 kDa product is consistently

FIGURE 2. All domain IV mutants catalyze multiple rounds of translo-
cation. Toeprint analysis of translocation by domain IV mutant EF-Gs.
(P) Pretranslocation complex; (WT) wild-type EF-G. Positions of re-
verse transcriptase stops indicate register of mRNA with (Met), P site
occupied by N-Ac-Met-tRNAMet; [Val(1), Val(2), (Val(3)], translocation
through 1, 2, or 3 consecutive Val codons. The domain I EF-G mutant
H91L, which is defective in GTPase activity (Cunha et al. 2013;
Holtkamp et al. 2014; Salsi et al. 2014a) is included as a negative
control.

TABLE 1. Effects of mutations in domain IV of EF-G on rates of
translocation eventsa

Mutant Qk1 Qk2 fk1 RBR FHR RHR

WT 4.12 0.26 0.78 2.60 15.38 3.37

Q507D 1.38 0.32 0.35 0.51 5.96 0.37

Q507H 3.80 0.32 0.70 2.39 17.16 3.13
H583R 1.53 0.30 0.61 1.19 4.73 1.51

D586V 0.43 – – 0.39 3.39 0.44

S587Y 1.76 0.25 0.59 1.13 6.46 1.09
S587P ∼0.03 – – <0.1 – –

S588P ∼0.03 – – <0.1 – –

aRates are in sec−1. (Qk1 and Qk2) Fast (k1) and slow (k2) phases of
mRNA quenching; (RBR) reverse intersubunit (30S body) rotation; (FHR)
forward 30S head rotation; (RHR) reverse 30S head rotation; (WT) wild-
type EF-G; (fk1) fractional contribution of the k1 phase to mRNA quench-
ing rate.
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produced at a reduced level in both S100 extracts (Fig. 4).
The 23 kDa product is likely the result of translation of a
∼100-nt 3′-truncated version of the S2 mRNA. We ob-
served that incubation of the S2 mRNA with S100 extract
results in an RNA product whose size is consistent with
the loss of ∼100 nt from the mRNA caused by a nuclease
activity present in the extract (Supplemental Fig. S2).
This conclusion is supported by quantification of these
products across all mutants in independent experiments,
which shows that the relative proportions of the full-length
and 23 kDa products remain constant for a given mutant
across multiple experiments, inde-
pendent of the amount of full-length
S2 protein synthesized (Supplemental
Table SI).

Rates of rotation of 30S subunit
body and head domains

Rates of intersubunit (30S body
domain) rotation, which is coupled to
movement of tRNAs from their classi-
cal states to hybrid states (Ermolenko
et al. 2007), were measured by FRET
changes using doubly labeled ribo-
somes containing a Cy5–S6 acceptor
on the 30S subunit and a Cy3–L9

donor on the 50S subunit, in a
stopped-flow fluorimeter (Ermolenko
et al. 2007). Starting with a pretranslo-
cation complex in the rotated, hybrid
state containing mRNA, N-Ac-Met-
Val-tRNAVal in the ribosomal A site
and tRNAMet in the P site, we followed
reverse intersubunit rotation to the
nonrotated classical state by an in-
crease in FRET efficiency upon rapid
mixing with EF-G·GTP (Fig. 5A,B;
Ermolenko et al. 2007). Reverse inter-
subunit rotation rates for the mutant
EF-Gs paralleled the order of their
rates of mRNA translocation: Q507H
has virtually no defect, but the rates
for H583R and S587Y are approxi-
mately twofold down, Q507D and
D586V slower, and S587P and S588P
barely detectable (Table 1; Fig. 5A,
B). All intersubunit rotation kinetics
followed single-exponential behavior.

Forward and reverse rotation of the
30S subunit head domain were also
measured using a FRET-based assay,
with protein S12 in the 30S body
domain labeled with the donor Alexa

488 and protein S19 in the head domain with the acceptor
Alexa 568 (Guo and Noller 2012). All mutants except
Q507D showed forward and reverse head rotation rates
that paralleled their respective rates of 30S body rotation,
including barely detectable rates for S587P and S588P (Ta-
ble 1; Fig. 5C,D). The rates of mRNA quenching were most
similar to the rates of reverse 30S head rotation, in keeping
with our previous conclusion that mRNA quenching is the
result of contact by the 30Sheaddomainwith the 3′-pyrene
fluor during its return to the nonrotated state (Guo andNol-
ler 2012). An apparent anomaly is seen for Q507D, whose

A B

C D

FIGURE 3. Domain IV mutations cause mRNA translocation defects. A fluorescence quench-
ing assay (Studer et al. 2003) was used to measure mRNA translocation complex containing a
3′-pyrene-labeled mRNA. (A,B) A pretranslocation complex was rapidly mixed with mutant
forms of EF-G·GTP and quenching of fluorescence of the pyrene label was measured in a
stopped-flow fluorimeter. Data were fit to double-exponential curves (Table 1). (C,D) Rates
of mRNA quenching for EF-G mutants (C) S587P and (D) S588P were measured manually,
due to their low translocation rates. Data could be fit to single-exponential curves.

A B

FIGURE 4. In vitro translation of a full-length protein by domain IV mutant EF-Gs. A mRNA
coding for ribosomal protein S2 was translated in vitro by 70S ribosomes in an E. coli system
(Ali et al. 2006) using mutant forms of EF-G with S100 extract (A) containing or (B) lacking en-
dogenouswild-type EF-G. (WT) Addition of wild-type EF-G; (No EF-G) wild-type EF-G not add-
ed; (S2) position of full-length protein S2; (23 kD) a translation product likely made from a 3’-
truncated mRNA. All mutant EF-Gs except S587P and S588P are capable of catalyzing synthe-
sis of full-length protein.
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rate of reverse head rotation is several-fold slower than its
rate of mRNA quenching. However, the mRNA quenching
kinetics for Q507D, unlike the other EF-G mutants and
wild-type EF-G, aredominatedby the slowphase (Qk2) (Ta-
ble 1). Its reversehead rotation rate (0.37 sec−1) in factbears
similarity to the slow phase of its mRNA quenching kinetics
(0.32 sec−1), suggesting that Q507D has an interesting
atypical defect involving reverse head rotation (Table 1).
The overall relative rates of translocation-related events
for most of the mutant EF-Gs are generally in the order of
forward head rotation> reverse head rotation≈mRNA
quenching> reverse body rotation, as previously reported
for wild-type EF-G (Guo and Noller 2012).

Although the activities of S587P and S588P mutants
were only barely detectable in our stopped-flow kinetic
measurements (Fig. 5), they were nevertheless fully capa-
ble of supporting multiple rounds of translocation in a
toe-printing assay, likely due to the longer incubation
times in the latter assay (Fig. 2). To further clarify this point,
we retested S588P in a toe-printing time-course experi-
ment at room temperature, quenching the translocation
reaction with viomycin at different time points prior to
primer extension (Supplemental Fig. S3; Fredrick and

Noller 2003). It can be seen that an extent of translocation
comparable to that of wild-type EF-G at 30 sec is only
reached by S588P after 4 min (Supplemental Fig. S3).

Mutations in domain IV cause increased levels
of −1 frameshifting

Webased our frameshifting assay on the dnaX gene, which
contains three elements that promote −1 frameshifting: an
internal Shine–Dalgarno (SD) sequence, a slippery se-
quence, and a downstream 11 bp hairpin (Tsuchihashi
and Brown 1992; Larsen et al. 1994). We excluded the
downstream hairpin from our construct, but introduced
the internal SD (AGGGAG) and the slippery sequence
(AA AAA AAG) into the S2 protein mRNA sequence at po-
sitions 365–370 and 381–388, respectively (see Materials
and Methods). This construct is predicted to stimulate
frameshifting to the −1 reading frame, which would result
in translation termination at an out-of-frame UGA stop co-
don at position 417, creating a truncated 16 kDa polypep-
tide product. In vitro translation of this modified mRNA
with wild-type EF-G resulted in synthesis of the predicted

A B

C D

FIGURE 5. Domain IV mutations affect rates of intersubunit and 30S head rotation. (A,B) Reverse intersubunit rotation during translocation was
measured by FRET using doubly labeled 70S ribosomes containing a Cy3 donor on 50S protein L9 and a Cy5 acceptor on 30S protein S6 in a
stopped-flow fluorimeter (Ermolenko and Noller 2011). Data were fit to single-exponential curves. (C,D) Forward and reverse rotation of the
head domain of the 30S subunit during translocation was measured by FRET using 70S ribosomes formed from doubly labeled 30S subunits con-
taining an Alexa488 donor on protein S12 in the 30S body domain and an Alexa568 acceptor on protein S19 in the 30S domain (Guo and Noller
2012), in a stopped-flow fluorimeter. Data were fit to double-exponential curves corresponding to initial forward head rotation (downward curves)
followed by reverse head rotation (upward curves). (WT) Wild-type EF-G.
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16 kDa frameshift product at 23% frameshifting efficiency
(Table 2; Fig. 6A). This is consistent with results that show
∼9%–27% frameshifting with dna X in the absence of
downstream secondary structure (Tsuchihashi and
Kornberg 1990; Larsen et al. 1994, 1997; Chen et al.
2014; Kim and Tinoco 2017). All seven domain IV mutant
EF-Gs, even in the presence of endogenous wild-type
EF-G in our S100 extract (Supplemental Fig. S1), increased
the synthesis of frameshifted product to 50%–67%. This
corresponds to a 3.4- to 6.8-fold increase in the relative
abundance of frameshifted product to zero-frame product
over that of wild-type EF-G, with H583R, S587Y, and
S588P showing the highest rates of frameshifting (Fig.
6A,B). This result demonstrates the dominant properties
of these mutant forms of EF-G.
We next measured frameshifting in the absence of

endogenous wild-type EF-G. For themutants that show ro-
bust translational activity (Q507D, Q507H, H583R, D586V,
and S587Y), the relative abundance of frameshifted prod-
uct induced by the mutant EF-Gs increased to 3.7- to 7.2-
fold over that of wild-type EF-G (Table 2; Fig. 6C,D). The
most dramatic increase was seen for Q507D, suggesting
that this mutant does not compete as well with wild-type
EF-G (Table 2). For mutants S587P and S588P, there is a
clear increase in the amount of frameshifted protein prod-
uct compared to S100 extract alone (Fig. 6D), but we could
not quantify the level of frameshifting for these mutants
because they do not produce a full-length protein (Fig.
4B). The increase in frameshifting caused by the domain
IV mutants (55%–70% vs. 24% for wild-type EF-G) is com-
parable to frameshift stimulation by the downstream sec-
ondary structure element in the dna X system that is
absent in our mRNA construct (Tsuchihashi and Kornberg
1990; Tsuchihashi and Brown 1992; Larsen et al. 1994,
1997; Chen et al. 2014; Kim and Tinoco 2017). Frameshift-
ing efficiencies showed a roughly inverse correlation with

rates of translocation, intersubunit rotation and 30S head
rotation (Fig. 7).
In order to confirm that thesemutations are indeed caus-

ing−1 frameshifting, we createdmRNAswith UGA toGGA
read-throughmutations in the −1 and +1 frames at the first
out-of-frame stop codon following the slippery sequence
(Fig. 8A). The resulting read-throughs would be predicted
to create products with a ∼3 kDa increase in size over the
frameshift product from the nonmutatedmRNA.When the
mutated mRNAs were tested, only the mRNA containing
the UGA to GGA substitution in the −1 reading frame gen-
erated a product of the predicted size, along with disap-
pearance of the original frameshift product (Fig. 8B). This
result was observed for translation with both wild-type
EF-G and all seven domain IV mutants.
For mutants with the highest degrees of frameshifting,

an additional band is seen corresponding to the predicted
size for a +1 frameshift product (Fig. 8). The intensity of this
band is greatest in the presence of EF-G mutants with the
highest degrees of frameshifting and is absent in the trans-
lation products from the +1 bypass mRNA (Fig. 8B). Given
that the slippery sequence is compatible with a −2 frame-
shift, but does not allow cognate tRNA-mRNA pairing with
a +1 frameshift, we infer that this product is likely generat-
ed from a−2 slip caused by two−1 slips, rather than an au-
thentic +1 frameshifting event.

DISCUSSION

Our study was prompted by a recent crystal structure of a
ribosome-tRNA-mRNA complex that had undergone
spontaneous partial translocation in the absence of EF-G
or antibiotics (Zhou et al. 2019). The resulting translocation
intermediate is similar to a previous EF-G-containing chi-
meric hybrid-state complex that had been trapped with
fusidic acid (Zhou et al. 2014), providing an opportunity

TABLE 2. Stimulation of −1 frameshifting by mutations in domain IV of EF-Ga

Mutant FS (+WT) % FS FS (+WT) FS/0-F

FS (+WT)
FS/0-F

(normalized) FS (−WT) % FS FS (−WT) FS/0-F

FS (−WT)
FS/0-F

(normalized)

WT 23.1±1.7 0.30 1.00 24.8±1.4 0.33 1.00

Q507D 54.3±1.7 1.19 3.97 70.3±0.3 2.37 7.18
Q507H 55.3±3.1 1.25 4.17 55.2±0.9 1.23 3.72

H583R 60.5±1.3 1.54 5.13 67.9±0.3 2.11 6.39

D586V 56.3±1.6 1.29 4.30 66.3±1.0 1.97 5.97
S587Y 61.8±2.3 1.64 5.47 64.8±0.2 1.84 5.58

S587P 50.0±1.4 1.01 3.37 N/A N/A N/A

S588P 67.1±1.5 2.05 6.83 N/A N/A N/A

aEfficiencies of −1 frameshifting (FS) for each mutant EF-G in the presence of S100 extract containing (+WT) or lacking (−WT) wild-type EF-G (Fig. 4). (WT)
Wild-type EF-G; (0-F) 0-frame EF-G product; (FS/0-F) ratio of frameshifted product to 0-frame product; (N/A) not available, due to incomplete synthesis of
full-length product.
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to compare in detail the influence of EF-G on the move-
ments of tRNA and mRNA during translocation. In both
complexes, the tRNAs were trapped in intermediate states
between their pre- and posttransloca-
tion positions. The anticodon ends of
the A-site tRNAs had bothmoved into
chimeric a/p states, positioned be-
tween A site features of the 30S
head domain and P site features of
the 30S body. Most unexpected was
the finding that, in the absence of
EF-G, base-pairing of the A-tRNA co-
don–anticodon duplex was disrupted,
and the anticodon end of the tRNA
had actually moved further than in
the corresponding EF-G-containing
complex. Examination of the relative
positions of the codon and anticodon
in the EF-G-deficient complex
showed that the anticodon register
had slipped by one position, into the

−1 reading frame, providing direct evidence that EF-G
plays a role in maintaining the reading frame.
Meanwhile, in a screen for dominant-lethal mutations in

A B

C D

FIGURE 6. Stimulation of −1 frameshifting by domain IVmutants. SDS gels showing in vitro translation of [35S]-labeled ribosomal protein S2 from
amRNA containing a “slippery sequence”with domain IV mutants using S100 extract (A) containing wild-type EF-G and (C ) lacking wild-type EF-
G. (B,D) Histograms showing frameshifting efficiencies for A and C, respectively, plotted as the ratio of frameshifted product to 0-frame product.
(S2) Full-length S2; (23 kDa) carboxy-terminal truncated S2 product; (FS)−1 frameshift product; (WT) wild-type EF-G. Error bars represent standard
errors of the mean.

A B

FIGURE 7. Rates of translocation events versus frameshifting efficiencies. The rates of (A) re-
verse 30S head rotation and (B) mRNA quenching are roughly correlated inversely with frame-
shifting efficiencies. The outlier in (B) Q507D, whose rate of reverse head rotation is unusually
slow compared to its rate of mRNA quenching (Table 1), suggests that reverse head rotation is
more closely correlated with frameshifting than intersubunit rotation or mRNA quenching.
Error bars indicate standard errors of the mean.
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EF-G (Nelson C, Leung CS, Noller HF, et al., in prep.), we
identified a cluster of six mutations that map to the tip of
domain IV, which was found to contact the codon–antico-
don duplex in the trapped chimeric hybrid-state interme-
diate (Ramrath et al. 2013; Zhou et al. 2014), a
pretranslocation complex (Brilot et al. 2013), and a post-
translocation complex (Gao et al. 2009). Our results show
that all six mutations in domain IV cause an increase in
−1 frameshifting as well as a range of defects in
translocation itself. These mutations have escaped detec-
tion in previous searches for mutations in the genomic
copy of the fusA gene (Dahlfors and Kurland 1990; Hou
et al. 1994), possibly because of their dominant-lethal
phenotypes.
Domain IV of EF-G has long been implicated in catalysis

of translocation (Rodnina et al. 1997; Martemyanov and
Gudkov 1999; Savelsbergh et al. 2000; Gao et al. 2009;
Khade and Joseph 2011; Ramrath et al. 2013; Liu et al.

2014; Peng et al. 2019). Indeed, for
the seven mutant forms of EF-G test-
ed in our studies, all of them, with
the exception of Q507H, conferred
diminished rates of translocation-as-
sociated processes, including defects
in mRNA translocation, intersubunit
rotation and rotation of the head
domain of the 30S subunit (Table 1).
Their rates of translocation-associat-
ed processes were in the order WT≈
Q507H>H583R≈ S587Y>Q507D>
D586V>>>S587P≈S588P. It has
been shown that complete deletion
of domain IV results in a ∼1000-fold
decrease in the rate of translocation
without impairing binding of EF-G to
the ribosome, single-round GTP hy-
drolysis, or Pi release (Rodnina et al.
1997; Martemyanov and Gudkov
1999). Site-directed mutations at four
positions at the tip of domain IV have
been found in several previous studies
to cause decreased rates of transloca-
tion, including defects for H583K,
H583R (Savelsbergh et al. 2000);
Q507L, H583K, S588P, and E589A
(Liu et al. 2014); and Q507D, Q507E,
and H583K (Peng et al. 2019). Three
of these four positions were found
among the mutations from our domi-
nant-lethal screen (Q507H, H583R,
and S588P), which also identified mu-
tations (S587Y, S587P, and D586V) at
two additional positions.

While it is clear that these muta-
tions in domain IV confer transloca-

tion defects, what are their effects on frameshifting? We
used an in vitro assay to monitor stimulation of frameshift-
ing, based on translation of full-length ribosomal protein
S2 using a mRNA containing a “slippery sequence” with
an upstream Shine–Dalgarno-like sequence. To exclude
the possible effects of downstream structured mRNA ele-
ments, which are known to strongly increase frameshifting
efficiency (Atkins et al. 2016; Choi et al. 2020), our construct
lacks any such downstream hairpin or pseudoknot ele-
ments (Materials andMethods). All six of the domain IVmu-
tants identified in our screen, plus an additional Q507D
mutant (Peng et al. 2019) dramatically stimulate frameshift-
ing into the −1 reading frame by approximately four- to
sevenfold over that of wild-type EF-G (Table 2; Fig. 6).
Even experiments donewith mutant EF-Gs in the presence
of wild-type EF-G showed strong increases in frameshifting
(Table 2; Fig. 6A,B). Thus, the observed stimulation of −1
frameshifting is dominant in vitro, although we cannot

A

B

FIGURE 8. Domain IV mutants stimulate frameshifting into the −1 reading frame. (A)
Schematic showing (no RT) the S2 mRNA containing a slippery sequence at positions 381–
388 showing the positions of +1 and −1 out-of-frame stop codons. (−1 RT) A mRNA designed
to create read-through of the−1 frameUGA stop codon at position 417, whichwas replaced by
a GGA sense codon. (+1 RT) A +1 read-through mRNA in which the out-of-frame +1 UGA stop
codon at position 404 was replaced by a GGA sense codon. Frameshifting events can be as-
signed to the −1 or +1 reading frames according to whether a frameshift product of increased
size appears when translating the −1 RT or +1 RT mRNA. (B) SDS gel showing results of trans-
lation through the +1 read-through (+1 RT),−1 read-through (−1 RT), and no-read-through (No
RT) mRNAs. Products indicated are (S2), full-length S2 protein; (23 kD) 23 kD carboxy-terminal
truncated EF-G product; (−1 RT) read-through product in the −1 frame; (−1 FS) frameshift
product in the −1 frame; (−2 FS) product of 2 −1 frameshifting events. Appearance of the
16.6 kDa product with the −1 RT mRNA confirms that the 19.5 kDa band is indeed the product
of −1 frameshifting.
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distinguish whether or not this frameshifting defect is re-
sponsible for the observed in vivo dominant-lethal pheno-
types of the domain IVmutations.While our studies were in
progress, Rodnina and coworkers (Peng et al. 2019) report-
ed stimulation of frameshifting by their mutations at posi-
tions 507 in loop I and 583 in loop II,
using an assay based on in vitro trans-
lation of oligopeptides through three
different slippery sequences, ana-
lyzed by incorporation of radioactively
labeled amino acids. All of their muta-
tions conferred −1 frameshifting, with
efficiencies ranging from 30% to 80%,
in good overall agreement with our
findings, in spite of the very different
methodologies used in the two stud-
ies. In addition to residues Q507 and
H583, we find that mutations at
D586, S587, and S588 in loop II also
stimulate frameshifting (Table 2).

How do mutations in domain IV
promote frameshifting? Structures of
complexes representing three differ-
ent states of the translocation process
(Gao et al. 2009; Brilot et al. 2013;
Zhou et al. 2014) suggest that domain
IV remains in contact with the codon–
anticodon duplex throughout its tra-
jectory between the A and P sites.
Contacts made by domain IV in the
chimeric hybrid state (Fig. 9A–D;
Zhou et al. 2014) overlap, but are
not identical with those seen in the
posttranslocation state (Fig. 9E; Gao
et al. 2009), indicating some shifting
of their positions. In the pretransloca-
tion state (Brilot et al. 2013), the corre-
sponding segments of the domain IV
and tRNA backbones are similarly jux-
taposed, although the 7.6 Å cryo-EM
structure is not of sufficient resolution
to conclude whether any of the same
contacts occur.

We propose that contact between
domain IV and the RNA backbone of
the anticodon loop helps to preserve
the reading frame by restraining the
tRNA from uncoupledmovement dur-
ing translocation. Frameshifting effi-
ciency would then be expected to
be increased by mutations in the tip
of domain IV that disrupt these inter-
actions. Q507 (loop I), H583 and
D586 (loop II), which have strong
frameshifting phenotypes, all contact

the backbone of the anticodon loop of the transiting A-
site tRNA in the chimeric-hybrid state (Fig. 9; Zhou et al.
2014). Although S587P and S588P show frameshifting ef-
fects, neither S587 nor S588 actually contact the translo-
cating tRNA or mRNA. However, proline substitutions at

A B

C

D

FIGURE 9. Contacts between the tip of domain IV of EF-G and the RNA backbones of the co-
don–anticodon duplex. The crystal structure of a trapped chimeric hybrid-state translocation
intermediate (Zhou et al. 2014) shows that (A) Gln507 and Tyr514 in loop I (red) form H-bonds
with phosphate 37 in the anticodon loop; Gly 509 and Thr 508 arewithin Van derWaals contact
distance of riboses 36 and 37. (B) His583 and Asp586 at the tip of loop II formH-bonds with the
2′-OHof ribose 35 and phosphate 37 in the anticodon loop. (C ) Gly510 in loop Imakes the sole
Van der Waals contact between domain IV and the mRNA backbone, at U20 of the GUA Val
codon. (D) Schematic representations of domain IV interactions with the codon–anticodon du-
plex in the chimeric hybrid state complex (Zhou et al. 2014) and posttranslocation complex
(Gao et al. 2009). Mutations at Gln507, His583, and Asp586 were found to confer severe
frameshifting and translocation phenotypes (Tables 1, 2). In both crystal structures, all contacts
with domain IV are with ribose and phosphate backbone moieties of the tRNA and mRNA.
Contacts observed in the two structures are overlapping, but not identical; interactions with
Thr508, Gly509, His583 are preserved between the two translocational states. Most of the con-
tacts are with the backbone of the anticodon loop, centered around nucleotides that interact
with the first and second codon positions. Note that both crystal structures were obtained from
T. thermophilus, althoughweuse E. coli numbering here; all residues are identical between the
two species, except for Thr508, which is replaced by Ser508 in E. coli EF-G.
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these positions likely cause misfolding of the loop II re-
gion, creating both translocation and frameshifting de-
fects. The S587Y mutation does not affect translocation
as dramatically as the S587P mutation, but strongly stimu-
lates frameshifting, presumably because the bulky tyrosine
side chain interferes with normal interaction of domain IV
with the anticodon loop. Interestingly, contacts between
domain IV and the anticodon loop are centered around nu-
cleotides that interact with the crucial first and second co-
don positions, suggesting the further possibility that these
interactions may stabilize a conformation of the anticodon
that favors base-pairing with its codon.
Rodnina and coworkers (Peng et al. 2019) have pointed

out that the increased frameshifting efficiencies of domain
IV EF-G mutants appear to be correlated with slow rates of
translocation-associated processes. Our findings are in
general agreement with this (Fig. 7); for example, S588P,
which is extremely slow at translocation, shows one of
the strongest frameshifting efficiencies. Peng et al. (2019)
have proposed that during fast translocation, the ribosome
remains committed to the 0 framebefore it can slip into the
−1 frame, whereas long pauses can allow equilibrium that
favors the −1 frame, depending on the mRNA sequence.
However, a counterexample from our results is Q507H,
which has virtually wild-type translocation rates (Table 1),
yet causes a strong increase in frameshifting efficiency
(Table 2). This result shows that increased frameshifting
cannot be explained solely by the effects of slow
translocation.
How would slow translocation promote frameshifting?

Structures (Ramrath et al. 2013; Zhou et al. 2014, 2019)
suggest that the chimeric hybrid state is the state most vul-
nerable to reading frame disruption, so any mutation that
prolongs this state would likely induce higher levels of fra-
meshifting. This idea is supported by the Q507D mutant,
which has an unusually strong defect in its rate of reverse
30S head rotation relative to forward head rotation
(Table 1). This implies that Q507D, which is one of the
most efficient frameshifters of the mutants that show ro-
bust translational activity, must spend more time in the ro-
tated, chimeric-hybrid state. The P-site tRNA ASL, bound
tightly to the 30S head, moves with forward head rotation
toward the 30S E site, whereas the A-site tRNA, lacking
strong contact with the head, can move freely into the
space vacated by the transiting P-tRNA, which can result
in disruption of its codon–anticodon interaction, as seen
in the absence of EF-G (Zhou et al. 2019). Thus, the
more time spent in this state, especially with a weakened
domain IV contact, the more likely a frameshift event will
occur. Peng et al. (2019) also observed a significantly de-
layed reverse head rotation for the Q507D mutant, al-
though they report a several 100-fold defect, whereas we
observe a ninefold rate decrease compared to wild-type
EF-G. One difference between the two studies is that
Peng et al. monitored head rotation via fluorescence

quenching between probes on S13 in the 30S head and
L33 on the 50S subunit, thus requiring deconvolution of
the rates of 30S head and body rotation, whereas our
FRET probes, on S12 in the 30S body and S19 in the 30S
head, allow direct measurement of forward and reverse
head rotation. Nevertheless, our findings are in agreement
in that for Q507D, reverse head rotation is the most defec-
tive step. Quite independently, the strong stimulatory ef-
fects of downstream secondary structure elements on
frameshifting have been attributed to inhibition of reverse
head rotation (Caliskan et al. 2014; Yan et al. 2015), provid-
ing further support for this possibility.
Interestingly, early searches for EF-Gmutations affecting

frameshifting identified mutants that decrease the rate of
frameshifting. One of these, a G502D mutation (Hou
et al. 1994), which introduces a negatively charged side
chain into loop I, is consistent with a role in reading frame
maintenance for domain IV. It is less obvious how another
mutation, Q121R (Dahlfors and Kurland 1990), would af-
fect frameshifting, raising the possibility of a connection
between the GTPase and reading-frame maintenance
functions of EF-G.
The effects of domain IVmutations on translocation rates

are not well understood. It has been proposed that domain
IV is involved in initiating translocation by disrupting con-
tacts between the codon–anticodon duplex and the de-
coding center, which is believed to be the rate-limiting
step of translocation (Gao et al. 2009; Khade and Joseph
2011; Ramrath et al. 2013; Liu et al. 2014). Our results, to-
gether with the aforementioned previous mutational stud-
ies, implicate the two conserved loops I and II at the tip of
domain IV in catalysis. Initial contact between domain IV
and the pretranslocation complex must somehow trigger
release of the codon–anticodon duplex from the 30S A
site, possibly by inducing a conformational change in the
decoding center around nucleotides G530, A1492, and
A1493 of 16S rRNA. Our sole view of EF-G bound to a pre-
translocation complex is a 7.6 Å resolution cryo-EM struc-
ture, which reveals the positions of the protein and RNA
backbones of EF-G, the tRNAs, mRNA, ribosomal proteins
and rRNA (Brilot et al. 2013). This structure shows loop I of
domain IV within contact distance of the anticodon loop of
the A/P tRNA; together with the chimeric hybrid-state and
posttranslocation structures (Gao et al. 2009; Ramrath et al.
2013; Zhou et al. 2014), this observation shows that loop I
remains in contact with the tRNA anticodon loop during
its entire excursion from the A site to the P site. Most inter-
esting is that loop II of domain IV iswithin contact distanceof
the 530 loop of 16S rRNA around positions 517 and 530
(Brilot et al. 2013) (PDB4V7D), raising the intriguingpossibil-
ity that contact between loop II and the 530 loopmight trig-
ger release of the codon–anticodon duplex from the 30S A
site. Earlier studies showing that mutations at positions 517
and 529 of 16S rRNA confer frameshifting phenotypes
(O’Connor et al. 1992, 1997; Santer et al. 1995) could be
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explained by weakening of the contacts between loop II
and the 530 loop, and are consistent with the finding that
many of the same EF-G mutations that increase frameshift-
ing also cause defects in translocation. It should be noted
that these mutants also have miscoding phenotypes, so
their increased frameshifting could derive from effects on
near-cognate tRNA binding, in addition to any potential ef-
fects on EF-G function. Merging both the translocation and
reading-frame functions in domain IV would ensure that
upon release of the codon–anticodon duplex from the de-
coding site, movement of the tRNA is immediately re-
strained to prevent its uncoupled translocation.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Screening for dominant-lethal mutations in EF-G
and purification of mutant EF-G proteins

PCR mutagenesis (Cadwell and Joyce 1992) was used to generate
random mutations in the E. coli MRE600 gene coding for EF-G,
modified to contain a carboxy-terminal 6-His tag, whichwas then li-
gated into the expression vector pBAD-18 (Guzman et al. 1995). To
screen for dominant-lethal mutants, DH10B transformants were
replica-plated on plates containing 0.5 mM arabinose or 0.2% glu-
cose, to turn expression on or off, respectively. Transformants that
grew on glucose but not on arabinosewere scored as dominant-le-
thal candidates, as will be described in detail elsewhere (Nelson C,
Leung CS, Noller HF, et al., in prep.). Following DNA sequencing,
candidate mutants were recreated by site-directed mutagenesis
(Kunkel 1985) and retested for their resulting phenotypes. Mutant
EF-G proteins were expressed in strain DH10B by induction with
2 mM arabinose for 3 h at 37°C, and purified using Ni-NTA resin
(Qiagen) as described (Guo and Noller 2012).

Materials

Tight-couple 70S ribosomes were purified as described (Lancaster
et al. 2002). IF1, IF2, and IF3were prepared asdescribed (Lancaster
and Noller 2005), as was wild-type EF-G (Ramrath et al. 2013). To
prepare in vitro-transcribed tRNAMet, the gene from E. coli strain
MRE600 was cloned into plasmid pRZ (Walker et al. 2003), which
is designed to produce RNA transcripts with homogeneous 3′

ends via catalytic HDV ribozyme cleavage of the transcript.
Following transcription and gel purification, 2′,3′-cyclic phosphate
was removed fromthe3′ endof tRNAMetby incubationwithT4poly-
nucleotide kinase (NEB) (Schurer et al. 2002). Aminoacylation
(Moazed and Noller 1989) of transcribed tRNAMet was shown to
be >95% as monitored by acid gel electrophoresis (Varshney
et al. 1991). fMet-tRNAfMet (Sigma), Val-tRNAVal1 (Subriden) and
NAcMet-tRNAMet (transcribed) were prepared as described
(Moazed and Noller 1989; Lancaster and Noller 2005).

Toeprint analysis

mRNA MVVV_100 (5′GGAAAGGAAAUAAAAAUGGUAGUAGU
AGAUAGAAAAUAAUAGAAGAAUCGGAUAAGAGAACACAGG
AUCCAGCUGGCGUAAUAGCGAAGAGGCCCGCACC), coding

for MVVV, was preannealed to 5′-[32P]-labeled DNA primer
(5′GGTGCGGGCCTCTTCGC), then used to form P-site tRNA
complexes containing 0.4 µM 70S ribosomes, 0.8 µM N-Ac-
Met-tRNA, and 1.2 µM mRNA MVVV_100/primer, in 25 mM
Tris·HCl (pH 7.5), 100 mM NH4Cl, 15 mM MgCl2 and 1 mM
DTT, that was incubated for 20 min at 37°C. Ternary complex
was formed with 7.5 µM EF-Tu, 1.5 µM Val-tRNAVal1, and 2 mM
GTP in 25 mM Tris·HCl (pH 7.5), 100 mM NH4Cl and 1 mM DTT
and incubated for 5 min at 37°C. Translocation was initiated by
adding 6 pmol ternary complex and 10 pmol EF-G to 2 pmol of
P-site complex in a final condition of 25 mM Tris·HCl (pH 7.5),
100 mM NH4Cl, 7.5 mM MgCl2, 1 mM DTT, and 1 mM GTP, in
a total volume of 10 µL. After 5 min incubation at 37°C, primer ex-
tension was initiated by adding 1 µL of extension mix containing
0.55 mM of each dNTP and 0.05 µL of AMV reverse transcriptase
(Seikagaku) in the same buffer, and incubation was continued for
5 min at 37°C. Reactions were ethanol precipitated, run on an 8M
urea, 7.5% polyacrylamide gel and autoradiographed. For the
toe-printing time-course reactions (Fredrick and Noller 2003),
the P-site complex was cooled to room temperature prior to ad-
dition of ternary complex and EF-G, and incubation was at
room temperature. To stop translocation at each time point,
9 µL of the reaction were added to 1 µL of 10 mM viomycin.
Primer extension was initiated and incubated at 37°C as above.

Genomic replacement of wild-type EF-G
with 6His-EF-G

The DNA sequence containing 475 nt upstream and 1000 nt
downstream from the amino terminus of the fusA gene was
PCR-amplified from E. coli MRE600 genomic DNA, then cloned
into the Bam HI site of plasmid pKC. The synthetic oligonucleo-
tide 5′GCGATGGGTGTTGTACGAGCGTGGTGGTGGTGGTGG
TGCATTTGTTTCCTCGTTTATC was used to add a 6-His se-
quence to the amino terminus of the EF-G gene (Kunkel 1985).
The DNA was then subcloned into the Bam HI site of plasmid
pKO3 (Link et al. 1997). Strain 6His_EF-Gwas generated by geno-
mic replacement of the EF-G genewith 6-His-EF-G in E. coli strain
CSH142 as described (Link et al. 1997). The mutation was con-
firmed by sequencing genomic DNA that was PCR-amplified us-
ing primers flanking the cloned region.

Preparation of S100 extracts

S100 extract was prepared from 10 g of E. coliMRE600 cells, or 4
L of strain 6His_EFG, and purified over DEAE resin according to
previously published protocols (Traub et al. 1981). To deplete
EF-G, S100 extract from strain 6His_EF-G was mixed with 1 mL
Ni-NTA agarose resin (Qiagen; 50% slurry) for 1 h at 4°C. Themix-
ture was packed in a column and the flow-through was collected
and filtered through a 0.8 µ syringe filter (Corning). The absence
of EF-G in the flow-through was confirmed by SDS gel electro-
phoresis of the S100 extract before and after the column, with pu-
rified EF-G used as a marker.

Construction of frameshift mRNAs

Site-directed mutagenesis (Kunkel 1985) of pET24b::S2 (Culver
and Noller 1999) was used to generate frameshifting mRNAs by
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modifying the S2 gene to obtain an internal Shine–Dalgarno se-
quence (AGGGAG) at positions 365–370, and a slippery sequence
(AAAAAAG) at positions 381–388 (Tsuchihashi and Brown 1992;
Farabaugh 1996; Tinoco et al. 2013), as shown in Table 3. In addi-
tion, the plus-one frame stop codon (TGA) at positions 404–406
and the minus-one stop codon (TGA) at positions 417–419 were
mutated to GGA in +1RT and −1RT, respectively, to create read-
through of the first out-of-frame stop codons. The mRNAs were
transcribed from plasmid linearized with Xho I (NEB).

In vitro translation

Initiation complexes were formed with a 1:2:3:3 molar ratio of 70S
ribosomes (0.5–1.0 µM), fMet-tRNAfMet, mRNA, and initiation fac-
tors IF1, IF2, and IF3 in a buffer containing 50 mM Tris·HCl (pH
7.5), 60 mM NH4Cl, 8 mMMgCl2, 2 mM DTT, 1 mM GTP, and in-
cubatedat 37°C for 30min. TotalE. coliMRE600 tRNA (Roche)was
aminoacylated with 1.0–1.3 µL S100 per 0.1 A260 Unit of tRNA in
the same buffer with the addition of 1 mMATP, 0.2 mM amino ac-
ids minus methionine, 6.75 µM methionine, and 0.07 to 0.14 µM
[35S]-methionine (1175 Ci/mMol, PerkinElmer) at 37°C for 15
min. Both reactions were added to a translation mix containing
100 pmol EF-Tu and 37.5 pmol wild-type or mutant EF-G per
pmol of ribosomes. The final combined mixture contained 0.2
mM total amino acids (except for methionine), 1 mM ATP and
GTP, 5 mM phosphoenolpyruvate, 100 nM ribosomes, 0.0075
A260 units/µL tRNA, and 0.75-1.0 µL of S100 per pmol of ribo-
somes. The combined mixture was incubated for 30 min at 37°
C. After incubation, themixturewas analyzed on a 15% (29:1 poly-
acrylamide:bis) gel and visualized by autoradiography.

Quantification of frameshifting

The amounts of 0, −1, and −2-frame product produced from in
vitro translation were quantified using ImageLab (BioRad).
Background subtraction was adjusted to isolate individual peaks
corresponding to protein products from the three reading frames
and the peaks were integrated and normalized according to the
number of [35S]-methionines in the predicted sequence of each
product: S2 full-length (S2FL) = 7 Met; 23 kDa (23 kDa) = 7 Met;
−1 frameshift (−1 FS) = 5 Met; and −2 frameshift (−2 FS) = 5 Met.

Percent frameshifting (%FS) was calculated
as (−1 FS+−2 FS)/(−1 FS+−2 FS+S2FL+
23 kDa) × 100. Ratio of frameshifted prod-
uct (FS/0-F) was calculated as (−1 FS+−2
FS)/(S2 FL+23 kDa). FS/0-F was normal-
ized to wild-type EF-G by dividing the FS/
0-F ratio of each mutant by the EF-G wild-
type FS/0-F ratio to determine the fold-in-
crease in the frameshift ratio for each
mutant.

Fluorescent labeling of ribosomal
proteins

Ribosomal proteins S6–D41C and L9–
N11C were labeled with Cy5 and Cy3
(Amersham GE) respectively, and S12–

K108C and S19–Q56C were labeled with Alexa488 and Alexa568
(Invitrogen), respectively, essentially as described previously
(Cornish et al. 2008; Guo and Noller 2012), except that excess
dyewas removed from labeled S6 and L9by size exclusion chroma-
tography on a Superdex 75 column (Pharmacia Biotech), in a buffer
containing 1 M NH4Cl, 6 mM βME, and 20 mM Tris-HCl (pH 7.5).
The same procedure was followed for S12 and S19, except that
the buffer was supplemented with 0.0025% Nikkol and 1 M urea.

Preparation of doubly labeled ribosomes

A total of 30S subunits lacking S6, and 50S subunits lacking L9,
were isolated from S6 deletion (Keio collection; CGSC #10995),
and L9 deletion (Lieberman et al. 2000) strains, respectively, es-
sentially as described (Moazed and Noller 1989; Hickerson
et al. 2005), and reconstituted with S6–D41C–Cy5 and L9–
N11C–Cy3 as described for L9 (Ermolenko et al. 2007) with the
followingmodifications. Subunits were incubatedwith a 2.5molar
excess of protein for 1 h in 200 mM NH4Cl, 20 mM MgCl2, 5 mM
βME, and 25 mM Tris·HCl (pH 7.5) prior to reassociating and iso-
lating as 70S subunits as described (Hickerson et al. 2005). Doubly
labeled S12–Alx488/S19–Alx568 70S ribosomes were reconsti-
tuted as described (Guo and Noller 2012) and stored in 20 mM
Tris·HCl (pH 7.5), 100 mM NH4Cl, 15 mM MgCl2, 5 mM βME,
and 0.01% Nikkol.

Stopped-flow mRNA quenching and intersubunit
and 30S head rotation kinetics

Fluorescence changes due to mRNA quenching, intersubunit ro-
tation, and 30S head rotation were measured using an Applied
Photophysics SX-20 stopped-flow apparatus by rapidly mixing
pretranslocation complex with EF-G·GTP, as described (Guo
and Noller 2012). All stopped-flow experiments were conducted
in 100 mM NH4Cl, 10 mM MgCl2, 1 mM DTT, 0.01% Nikkol, and
25 mM Tris·HCl (pH 7.5) at 22°–23°C, with final concentrations of
37.5 nM 70S ribosomes, 375 nMEF-G, and 0.5mMGTP aftermix-
ing. Pretranslocation complexes contained 3′-pyrene labeled
mv24 mRNA (or unlabeled mv39 mRNA), deacylated elongator
tRNAMet bound to the P site andN-acetyl-Met-Val-tRNAVal bound
to the A site. For intersubunit rotation experiments, Cy3 was

TABLE 3. mRNA constructs

S-D SS +1 Stop −1 Stop

365 420
| |

Wild-type S2:
AGGACGGTACTTTCGACAAGCTGACCAAGAAAGAAGCGCTGATGCGCACTCGTGAG

Slippery S2:
AGGGAGGTACTTTCGAAAAAAAGACCAAGAAAGAAGCGCTGATGCGCACTCGTGAG

+1 Readthrough:
AGGGAGGTACTTTCGAAAAAAAGACCAAGAAAGAAGCGCGGATGCGCACTCGTGAG

−1 Readthrough:
AGGGAGGTACTTTCGAAAAAAAGACCAAGAAAGAAGCGCTGATGCGCACTCGGGAG

(S-D) Shine–Dalgarno; (SS) slippery sequence
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excited at 550 nm and emission from Cy5 was collected using a
645 nm long-pass filter. For 30S head rotation experiments, fluo-
rescence readings were collected as described previously (Guo
and Noller 2012), with the exception that Alexa488 was excited
at 496 nm. Rates were obtained by fitting individual mRNA
quenching and head rotation traces to double exponentials and
intersubunit rotation traces to single exponentials using a stan-
dard R package nlsLM, which is the R interface to the
Levenberg-Marquardt Nonlinear Least-Squares algorithm
included in package minpack.lm (http://CRAN.R-project.org/
package=minpack.lm). Kinetic values from traces that were col-
lected after the effects of mixing within the stopped-flow had dis-
sipated and had exponential fits that converged were averaged.

Manual recording of mRNA quenching rates

For the two mutants S587P and S588P, manual measurements of
mRNA fluorescence quenching were done using a Cary Varian
Eclipse Fluorescence Spectrophotometer with excitation at 343
nm. Pretranslocation complexes and EF-G·GTP mixes were
formed essentially as described above except that the concentra-
tions of 70S ribosomes and EF-G were 800 nM and 8 pmol/µL,
respectively. After combining pretranslocation complexes with
EF-G·GTP, fluorescence emission at 380 nm was recorded over
5 min at 22°C. Final concentrations were 400 nM 70S ribosomes,
4 µM EF-G, 0.5 mM GTP, 100 mM NH4Cl, 10 mM MgCl2, 1 mM
DTT, 0.01% Nikkol, and 25 mM Tris·HCl (pH 7.5). Data for both
mutants could be fit to a single exponential.

SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

Supplemental material is available for this article.
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