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The HIV-1 protein Gag assembles at the plasma membrane
and drives virion budding, assisted by the cellular endosomal
complex required for transport (ESCRT) proteins. Two ESCRT
proteins, TSG101 andALIX, bind to theGag C-terminal p6 pep-
tide. TSG101 binding is important for efficient HIV-1 release,
but how ESCRTs contribute to the budding process and how
their activity is coordinated with Gag assembly is poorly under-
stood. Yeast, allowing genetic manipulation that is not easily
available in human cells, has been used to characterize the cellu-
lar ESCRT function. Previous work reported Gag budding from
yeast spheroplasts, but Gag release was ESCRT-independent.
We developed a yeast model for ESCRT-dependent Gag release.
We combined yeast genetics and Gag mutational analysis with
Gag-ESCRT binding studies and the characterization of Gag-
plasma membrane binding and Gag release. With our system,
we identified a previously unknown interaction between ESCRT
proteins and the Gag N-terminal protein region. Mutations
in the Gag-plasma membrane–binding matrix domain that
reduced Gag-ESCRT binding increased Gag-plasma membrane
binding and Gag release. ESCRT knockoutmutants showed that
the release enhancement was an ESCRT-dependent effect.
Similarly, matrix mutation enhanced Gag release from human
HEK293 cells. Release enhancement partly depended on ALIX
binding to p6, although binding site mutation did not impair
WT Gag release. Accordingly, the relative affinity for matrix
compared with p6 in GST-pulldown experiments was higher for
ALIX than for TSG101. We suggest that a transient matrix-
ESCRT interaction is replaced when Gag binds to the plasma
membrane. This step may activate ESCRT proteins and thereby
coordinate ESCRT functionwith virion assembly.

HIV leaves the host cell by budding through the plasma
membrane (PM) (reviewed in Ref. 1). The structural HIV pol-
yprotein Gag drives this process. Gag-expressing cells release
virus-like particles (VLPs), morphologically similar to imma-
ture HIV (2). Gag begins to oligomerize in the cytosol (3).
Higher-order structures assemble at the PM, where Gag
extends to its final rodlike conformation (3–5). The N termi-
nus is located at the PM, and the C terminus is oriented to-
ward the particle center (6). After budding, the viral protease
cleaves Gag into the individual proteins, matrix (MA), capsid

(CA), and nucleocapsid (NC), which then arrange into the
mature virion (7). In Gag, they form separately folded
domains, the structure and intermolecular contacts of which
differ partly from those in the mature particle (8–10). The
N-terminal MA directs Gag to the PM. MA consists of an N-
terminal globular head and a C-terminal stalk (11). A basic
amino acid (aa) cluster in the globular head makes specific
contact with the PM by binding to phosphatidylinositol 4,5-
bisphosphate (12–15). A myristoyl chain that is enzymatically
attached to glycine-2 after methionine-1 removal strengthens
Gag-PM binding (7, 16, 17). In monomeric MA, the myristate
moiety is sequestered in the globular head and is exposed
upon MA trimerization and interaction with lipids (18–20).
CA and NC are critical for oligomerization and immature lat-
tice formation (21, 22).
The Gag C-terminal p6 peptide recruits ESCRT proteins

(23–27). ESCRTs were first identified through genetic screens
with the baker’s yeast S. cerevisiae that investigated protein
transport to the vacuole (28–30). In a process called the multi-
vesicular body (MVB) pathway, the cytosolic ESCRT proteins
bind to the endosomal membrane, capture substrates (often
ubiquitinated membrane proteins), and induce budding and
scission of substrate-containing vesicles into the endosomal
lumen (31, 32). Thus, similar to HIV budding, they drive a bud-
ding process directed away from the cytosol.
The ESCRT machinery comprises four heterooligomeric

core complexes (ESCRT-0 (Vsp27 and Hse1), ESCRT-I (Vps23,
Vps28, Vps37, and Mvb12), ESCRT-II (Vps22, Vps25, and
Vps36), and ESCRT-III (Snf7, Vps2, Vps20, and Vps24)), Bro1,
the deubiquitinating enzyme Doa4, and the AAA-ATPase
Vps4, which disassambles ESCRT complexes (32–40). Human
cells express homologous proteins with several isoforms (27,
41). ESCRT-III is likely responsible for membrane remodeling
(reviewed in Ref. 42). ESCRT-III proteins polymerize into spi-
rals and tubes (43–45). Membrane-bound spirals are thought
to deform the membrane by changing their diameters (45–47).
Tubes could form an inside scaffold facilitating neck formation
and scission (48). Whether Vps4 contributes to membrane
remodeling or only recycles ESCRTs afterward is a matter of
debate (49–54). Two early acting factors, the ESCRT-I/II super-
complex and Bro1, nucleate ESCRT-III assembly, may stabilize
membrane curvature via their protein surfaces, and recognize
MVB substrates by binding to ubiquitin or specific peptide
motifs (55–68). ESCRT-0 also recognizes ubiquitinated cargo
(37, 69). Its Vps27 subunit recruits ESCRT-I by binding to
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Vps23 and seems to have an additional ESCRT-I–independent
function (68, 70, 71).
HIV budding and MVB-vesicle formation differ in that

assembling Gag molecules form a curved lattice that may pro-
vide a scaffold for membrane deformation (72). Whether the
ESCRTs are involved in generating membrane curvature in this
process or only mediate viral membrane scission is controver-
sial (23, 52, 73, 74). In any event, Gag assembly and ESCRT
function must be coordinated to allow proper virion composi-
tion. Viral structural proteins recruit ESCRTs by common
peptide motifs (reviewed in Ref. 75). A P(S/T)AP and a YPX3L
motif in HIV-1 Gag p6 bind to the early acting proteins
TSG101 and ALIX, the human Vps23 and Bro1 homologs (23–
26). Inasmuch as p6 is oriented toward the viral particle inte-
rior, it is unclear how ESCRTs recruited to p6 reach andmanip-
ulate the PM. Experiments using different methods indicate
that ESCRT-I, -II, and -III, ALIX, and VPS4 are involved in
HIV-1 release, although the results for some components are
inconsistent (23, 26, 27, 76–81). TSG101-binding site mutation
strongly reduces virus release (23, 82). The role of the ALIX-p6
interaction is enigmatic. Binding site mutation in full-length
Gag reduces HIV-1 release only weakly, whereas it strongly
impairs the release when the MA globular head and the N-ter-
minal CA domain (NCA) are deleted (26, 83, 84). A kinetic
study shows that TSG101- and ALIX-binding site mutations in
p6 only delay virus release, which indicates that ESCRTs are
not absolutely necessary or may be recruited by additional sites
(85).
We asked the question of whether yeast can be used to study

the viral budding mechanism. Previous work showed that yeast
spheroplasts release HIV-1 Gag VLPs (86, 87). However, VLP
release was ESCRT-independent. We developed a different
protocol and observed ESCRT-dependent HIV-1 Gag-GFP
release from yeast spheroplasts. Binding assays with yeast
ESCRT proteins revealed a previously unknown ESCRT inter-
action with the N-terminal Gag. We analyzed Gag-PM associa-
tion and Gag release with Gag mutants and ESCRT knockout
strains. Our results indicate a transient ESCRT-MA interaction
that is replaced by Gag-PM binding. Our results further suggest
that the MA interaction may block ESCRT function. This
mechanism may contribute to spatiotemporally coordinate
ESCRT action with Gag assembly. Based on our findings from
yeast, we performed binding studies with human ESCRT pro-
teins and Gag release assays with HEK293 cells. These studies
confirmed our findings from yeast and help to clarify the enig-
matic role of ALIX-p6 binding.

Results

Yeast Gag-GFP expression induces PM budding

To identify the HIV-1 Gag expression level allowing VLP
release from S. cerevisiae, we cloned the Gag-GFP coding
sequence into various expression vectors. Gag-GFP transcrip-
tion was driven by the constitutive phosphoglycerate kinase
(PGK) promoter in a multicopy 2m vector or by the inducible
MET3 promoter, either in a 2m or a low-copy number ARS/
CEN vector. We verified Gag-GFP expression by immunoblot-
ting using anti-GFP antibodies, showing the strongest signal for

PGK promoter–driven expression (Fig. 1A). To analyze the in-
tracellular Gag-GFP localization, we used fluorescence micros-
copy. High Gag-GFP expression from a 2m vector (an example
is shown for the PGK promoter–driven expression in Fig. 1D
and Figs. S1 and S2) revealed punctate structures at the PM and
a cytosolic fluorescence. Similar to human cells, Gag expressed
in yeast gets modified with a myristoyl chain at its N-terminal
glycine (88). This modification is required for Gag-PM associa-
tion (89). When our WT expressed Gag(G2A)-GFP, a version
lacking the myristoyl-acceptor glycine, we observed only the
cytosolic fluorescence (Fig. 1E and Fig. S3). We additionally an-
alyzed Gag-membrane binding by cell extract centrifugation,
separating a membrane-containing sediment and a cytosol-
containing supernatant (Fig. 1C). We could differentiate
between membrane-associated Gag-GFP and Gag(G2A)-GFP
with a sediment generated by centrifugation at 25,000 3 g. A
portion of both proteins sedimented at 232,000 3 g. Cytosolic
Gag oligomers or Gag that accumulated in undefined struc-
tures visible in a subpopulation of cells expressing Gag-
(G2A)-GFP (Fig. 1Eb and Fig. S3) may be the substrate of this
sediment. To characterize the punctate Gag-GFP structures at
the PM at a higher resolution, we analyzed Epon-prepared yeast
sections by EM (Fig. 1F and Figs. S4 and S5). Gag-GFP expres-
sion induced buds at the PM, whereas we did not observe these
structures in cells carrying the empty vector. To clarify whether
these buds contain the accumulating Gag-GFP, we performed
cryosections and detected GFP by immunogold labeling,
thereby exhibiting Gag-GFP inside the buds (Fig. 1G and Fig.
S6). This approach does not exclude the recognition of poten-
tial GFP-containing breakdown products of Gag-GFP.

ESCRTs determine Gag release from yeast spheroplasts

In contrast to human cells, yeast cells are enclosed by a cell
wall, which would prevent VLP release (Fig. 1, F andG). To test
whether yeast can generate Gag VLPs after cell wall removal,
we prepared yeast spheroplasts by enzymatic cell wall digestion
and incubated the spheroplasts in medium containing 1 M sor-
bitol for osmotic stabilization. To harvest VLPs, we filtrated the
medium through 0.45-mm pores to eliminate cell debris and
collected VLPs by high-speed centrifugation. We used the
same method to harvest Gag-GFP released from HEK293 cells
(see Fig. 4A). In the latter experiment, the amount of collected
Gag-GFP strongly depended on p6, consistent with HIV-1
release from human cells (82). Our result indicates that this
method is valid to harvest VLPs. We prepared yeast sphero-
plasts that highly expressed Gag-GFP from a 2m vector with
PGK promoter (Fig. 2A). We harvested VLPs every second
hour for a period of 8 h and incubated the spheroplasts in fresh
medium after each harvest. Gag-GFP release strongly increased
from the first to the third time point. We did not detect cellu-
lar proteins, the cytosolic PGK and two membrane proteins
(the ER protein Sec61 and the Golgi protein Emp47), in the
VLP sediments. This finding indicates that Gag-GFP was spe-
cifically released. We could not harvest VLPs when sphero-
plasts expressed Gag(G2A)-GFP, suggesting that Gag-GFP
release depended on its prior binding to the PM. The re-
sults were similar when spheroplasts expressed Gag-GFP and
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Gag(G2A)-GFP from the 2m vector with inducible MET3 pro-
moter and when promoter induction started upon spheroplast
preparation (Fig. S7C). We could not harvest VLPs when
spheroplasts weakly expressed Gag-GFP from an ARS/CEN
vector (Fig. S7E).
To test whether Gag-GFP release from yeast depends on

ESCRTs, we analyzed knockout mutants of VPS27 (ESCRT-0),
VPS23 and VPS28 (both ESCRT-I), VPS20 (ESCRT-III), BRO1,
and VPS4 (Fig. 2 (B–D) and Fig. S7 (D and F–H)). During the
first 3 h after spheroplast preparation, ESCRTmutants released
a similar or modestly reduced Gag-GFP amount compared
with WT, whereas the amount was strongly diminished during

the following 4 h. These results suggest that the initial weak
Gag-GFP release was partly ESCRT-independent and that the
following strong release required the ESCRTs. To test whether
impaired Gag assembly might be the reason for reduced VLP
release from ESCRT mutants, we analyzed Gag-membrane
binding by preparing a membrane-containing sediment and
used fluorescence microscopy (Fig. 2, E and F). The Gag-GFP
amount sedimenting with membranes was not reduced in
ESCRT mutants. We observed the same pattern of punctate
structures at the PM in ESCRT mutants as in WT cells. More-
over, the Gag-GFP membrane association kinetic after MET3
promoter induction was unaffected in ESCRTmutants (Fig. S7,

Figure 1. HIV-1 Gag-GFP forms buds at the yeast PM. A, the Gag-GFP expression level was determined by cell extract immunoblotting. Gag-GFP, a version
with mutated TSG101-binding site in p6 (p6T*), or a version with a mutatedmyristoylation site (G2A) was expressed inWT cells from a vector with constitutive
PGK promoter and 2m replicon or from a vector withMET3 promoter and 2m or ARS/CEN replicon. Cells expressingMET3 promoter Gag-GFPwere grown inme-
dium containing 20 mg/liter methionine to repress the promoter. To induce the promoter, cells were shifted to medium lacking methionine for 4 h. PGK
served as loading control. B, Gag-GFP schematic. C, Gag-GFP–membrane binding was analyzed by differential centrifugation, showing that the 25,0003 g pel-
let differentiates between PM-bound and cytosolic Gag. A 25,0003 g pellet, a 232,0003 g pellet, and a supernatant (S) were prepared from extracts (T) of WT
cells expressing GFP-taggedGag or Gag(G2A) from a 2m vector with PGK promoter and analyzed by immunoblottingwith the indicated antibodies. The pellets
were concentrated (25,0003 g, 43; 232,0003 g, 3.33) compared with supernatant and extract samples. The cytosolic protein PGK and the integral ER mem-
brane protein Sec61 served as references. A short (b) and a long (a) exposure are shown. D and E, the intracellular localization of GFP-tagged Gag or Gag(G2A)
expressed from a 2m vector with PGK promoter in WT cells was analyzed by fluorescence microscopy, showing that Gag accumulates in punctate structures at
the PM dependent on its N-terminal myristoylation. Three layers of a yeast cell are shown for Gag. DIC, differential interference contrast. F and G, PM deforma-
tion (arrows) induced by Gag-GFP expression was analyzed by EM. Asterisks, cell wall. F, WT cells expressing Gag-GFP from a 2m vector with MET3 promoter
induced for 6 h were embedded in Epon. G, cryosections of WT cells (SUB62) expressing Gag-GFP from a 2m vector with PGK promoter were prepared, and GFP
was labeled with immunogold.

Figure 2. Gag-GFP release from yeast spheroplasts depends on ESCRT proteins. A, Gag-GFP or Gag(G2A)-GFP release fromWT yeast spheroplasts was an-
alyzed by immunoblotting of high-speed centrifugation sediments derived from the incubationmediumwith anti-GFP antibodies (VLPs). VLPs were harvested
every second hour after spheroplast preparation over a period of 8 h. Spheroplasts were incubated in freshmedium after each harvest. Release increased from
the first to the third time point and required Gag myristoylation. Immunoblots with antibodies detecting PGK (cytosolic protein), Sec61 (ER membrane pro-
tein), or Emp47 (Golgi and COPII membrane protein) served as control for specific Gag release. Long (a) and short (b) exposures are shown. S, lysate of sphero-
plasts prepared at the final VLP harvest. B–D, same as A except that Gag-GFP was expressed in the WT or the indicated mutants and VLPs were harvested at
the indicated times, showing ESCRT-dependent release. E and F, ESCRT deletion does not affect Gag-GFP-PM accumulation. E, Gag-GFP-membrane binding
was analyzed by immunoblotting of membrane-containing 25,0003 g pellets (P) and cytosol-containing supernatants (S) derived from cell extracts (T). Sec61
and PGK served as references. F, Gag-GFP accumulation in punctate structures at the PM was analyzed by fluorescence microscopy. DIC, differential interfer-
ence contrast. A–F, WT cells or the indicatedmutants expressed Gag-GFP or Gag(G2A)-GFP from a 2m vector with PGK promoter.

ESCRT-dependent HIV-1 Gag release from yeast

J. Biol. Chem. (2020) 295(52) 17950–17972 17953

https://www.jbc.org/cgi/content/full/RA120.014710/DC1
https://www.jbc.org/cgi/content/full/RA120.014710/DC1
https://www.jbc.org/cgi/content/full/RA120.014710/DC1
https://www.jbc.org/cgi/content/full/RA120.014710/DC1
http://www.jbc.org/


ESCRT-dependent HIV-1 Gag release from yeast

17954 J. Biol. Chem. (2020) 295(52) 17950–17972

http://www.jbc.org/


A and B). Similar Gag-GFP amounts were in the membrane
sediment prepared within the first 3 h after MET3 promoter
induction. Thus, our results indicate that efficient Gag-GFP
release from yeast requires ESCRTs, whereas Gag assembly
does not. This finding is consistent with the accumulation of
release-arrested, assembled HIV-1 virions in human cells with
impaired ESCRT machinery and no microscopic detectable
delay of Gag assembly at the human PM when the ESCRT-
binding sites in p6 are deleted (23, 27, 90).

Gag binds to yeast ESCRT proteins

The human ESCRT proteins ALIX and TSG101 bind to p6
via motifs resembling cellular substrate or interaction partner
sequences (66, 91–94). A mutated TSG101-binding site in p6
strongly reduces HIV-1 release, whereas the ALIX-binding site
is less important (23, 82–84). Our Gag-GFP release assay with
HEK293 cells recapitulated these results (see Fig. 4A). In addi-
tion, p6 deletion or mutation of the specific binding site in p6
(p6T* (24), p6A* (26)) strongly reduced the CMV promoter–
expressed TSG101 or ALIX amount that coimmunoprecipi-
tated with Gag-GFP (Fig. 4, C and D). The yeast TSG101 and
ALIX homologs, Vps23 and Bro1, recognize similar but not
identical motifs in yeast proteins (70, 95, 96). Therefore, we
asked whether yeast ESCRTs physically interact with Gag. We
could pull down Bro1 from a yeast extract with GST-p6
expressed in Escherichia coli, but not with GST-p6A* (Fig. 3I).
This finding indicates that Bro1 binds to the same site in p6 as
its human homolog. In addition, Bro1 coimmunoprecipitated
with Gag-GFP expressed in yeast (Fig. 3C). Unexpectedly, this
interaction was independent of p6. Similarly, the same Vps23
amounts coimmunoprecipitated with Gag(Dp6)-GFP and Gag-
GFP (Fig. 3E). In contrast to Bro1, we could not pull down
Vps23 with GST-p6 (Fig. 3, K versus H). Thus, our results indi-
cate that yeast ESCRT proteins bind with higher affinity to a
protein region outside of p6. These results are consistent with
the finding that Gag-GFP release from yeast, while ESCRT-de-
pendent, did not require p6 (Fig. 3A).

Yeast and human ESCRT proteins bind to the Gag N-terminal
protein region

To identify the Gag domain that interacts with yeast ESCRT
proteins, we immunoprecipitated GFP-tagged Gag fragments
and tested for coimmunoprecipitating Bro1 and Vps23 (Fig. 3
(D and F) and Fig. S8A). Both proteins coimmunoprecipitated
with Gag fragments containing either MA or CA. Moreover,
we could pull down Bro1 and Vps23 with GST-MA (Fig. 3, G

and J). This finding indicates that the ESCRT-MA interaction
does not require a posttranslational MAmodification that does
not occur in E. coli, namely ubiquitination. Bro1 and Vps23 did
not bind to GST-CA. This may indicate that the interaction
with CA requires a CA posttranslational modification or may
be simply due to structural differences between GST-CA and
CA-GFP. Human ESCRT binding to the Gag N-terminal pro-
tein region has not been described. We could pull down ALIX
and TSG101 with GST-MA from an extract of HEK293 cells
expressing these ESCRT proteins via a CMV promoter (Fig. 4
(F and H) and Fig. S9 (G–J)). Less TSG101 bound to GST-MA
than to GST-p6, whereas a similar ALIX amount bound to
GST-MA compared with GST-p6. Moreover, we coimmuno-
precipitated ALIX with MA-GFP expressed in HEK293 cells
(Fig. 4E). Although the ALIX amount that coimmunoprecipi-
tated with Gag-GFP depended on p6, a significant amount still
bound to Gag(Dp6)-GFP (Fig. 4C). This finding additionally
indicates that ALIX can bind to a site other than p6.
As we observed salt-dependent binding in our GST-pull-

down experiments, we performed experiments in the presence
of 150 and 400 mM NaCl. Binding of Bro1, Vps23, and their
human homologs to GST-MA was strongly reduced at 400 mM

NaCl (Figs. 3 (G,H, J, and K) and 4 (F–I)). In contrast, we could
pull down Bro1 with GST-p6 only in presence of 400 mM NaCl
(Fig. 3, H versus G), whereas both human ESCRT proteins,
ALIX and TSG101, bound to p6 in the presence of 150 and 400
mM NaCl (Fig. 4, F–I). Inasmuch as yeast ESCRT proteins
bound to MA-GFP in the presence of 400 mM NaCl and we did
not want to prevent a potential ESCRT binding to Gag-GFP via
p6, we performed our subsequent yeast coimmunoprecipita-
tion experiments with incubation buffer containing 400 mM

NaCl. For coimmunoprecipitation experiments with Gag-GFP
expressed in HEK293 cells, results were similar in the presence
of 150 and 400 mM NaCl (Fig. 4C versus Fig. S8C and Fig. 4D
versus Fig. S8D).
RNA-dependent ALIX binding to the Gag NC domain was

described (97). We did not observe NC-specific Bro1 binding
to Gag fragments (Fig. 3D and Fig. S8A). Because Vps23 coim-
munoprecipitated with an NC-containing Gag fragment at 150
mM NaCl (Fig. S8B), we cannot exclude the possibility that a
Bro1-NC interaction might occur under salt conditions lower
than the 400mMNaCl used in our assays.
The results show that Bro1, Vps23, and their human homo-

logs bind to the Gag N-terminal protein region. Bro1 and
Vps23 bound toMA and CA in coimmunoprecipitation experi-
ments. We confirmed binding to MA with a GST-pulldown
experiment. ALIX coimmunoprecipitated with MA-GFP and

Figure 3. Yeast ESCRT proteins bind to the Gag N-terminal protein region. A, release of Gag-GFP or the indicated mutants fromWT yeast spheroplasts or
a Dvps23 mutant was analyzed by immunoblotting of high-speed centrifugation sediments derived from the incubation medium with anti-GFP antibodies
(VLPs), showing that p6 is not required for Gag-GFP release from yeast. Gag-GFP versions were expressed from a 2m vector with PGK promoter. S, lysate of
spheroplasts prepared at the final VLP harvest. B, Gag-GFP schematic. C–F, coimmunoprecipitation (IP) experiments with GFP-tagged Gag versions or Gag frag-
ments expressed from a 2m vector with induced MET3 promoter and genomically epitope-tagged Bro1 or Vps23, indicating that Bro1 and Vps23 bind to Gag
via MA and CA. Gag versions or Gag fragments (MA (aa 1–132), CA (aa 133–363), p6 (aa 448–500), CA-SP1-NC-SP2 (aa 133–447), SP1-NC-SP2 (aa 364–447), SP1-
NC-SP2-p6 (aa 364–500), and GagDp6 (aa 1–447)) were immunoprecipitated with anti-GFP antibodies in the presence of 400mM NaCl, and coimmunoprecipi-
tated Bro1 or Vps23 was detected by immunoblotting with anti-HA or anti-Myc antibodies. C, Bro1 binds to Gag independent of p6.D, Bro1 binds to Gag frag-
ments containing MA or CA. E, Vps23 binds to Gag independent of p6 and to MA. F, Vps23 binds to Gag fragments containing MA or CA. G–K, pulldown
experiments showing that genomically epitope-tagged Bro1 and Vps23 bind to GST-MA expressed in E. coli and that Bro1 additionally binds to GST-p6 de-
pendent on the ALIX-binding motif. GST-tagged Gag fragments (MA (aa 1–132), CA (aa 133–363), and p6 (aa 448–500)) were bound to GSH-Sepharose and
incubated with yeast extract. Bead-bound proteins were analyzed by immunoblotting with the indicated antibodies. PGK served as control, showing specific
ESCRT protein binding. G and J, binding buffer contained 150mM NaCl.H, I, and K, binding buffer contained 400mMNaCl.
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could be pulled down with GST-MA. TSG101 bound with
lower affinity to GST-MA compared with GST-p6.

MA hydrophobic-patch mutations reduce MA binding to yeast
ESCRT proteins

Because our binding studies indicated that MA interacts
with yeast and human ESCRT proteins, we searched for
MA mutants that reduced the MA-ESCRT interaction to ana-
lyze their impact on VLP release. Published data suggest that
Gag(D8-87), a mutant lacking most of the MA globular head,
does not impair virion release (98). In contrast, we could not
harvest Gag(D8-87)-GFP VLPs from yeast spheroplasts, and aa
8–87 deletion strongly reduced Gag-GFP release from HEK293
cells (see Figs. 7A and 9G). Gag(D8-87)-GFP accumulated at
the yeast PM in structures with larger diameters and lower
number than WT Gag-GFP (Fig. 7C and Fig. S10). In HEK293
cells, Gag(D8-87)-GFP formed many small accumulations, not
visible for Gag-GFP (not shown). The presence of an additional
band of unknown nature in the Gag(D8-87)-GFP immunoblot
might explain the assembly defect (Fig. 7,A and E). The findings
show that Gag(D8-87)-GFP was unsuitable for our experiments.
We then searched MA point mutations that reduced the

interaction with Bro1. We coimmunoprecipitated Bro1 with
MA-GFP versions expressed in yeast. We began with MA
subfragments and internal-deletion mutants (examples in Fig.
S11 (A–C)). The results indicated that helix-2 and the strand
loop between helix-1 and -2 could be involved in the MA-Bro1
interaction (Fig. 5A). Because the three-dimensional structure
of the tested MA versions might be impaired, we additionally
performed an AAA-scanning mutagenesis for residues 20–43
(Fig. S11, D–F). The expression levels of AAA mutants span-
ning aa 23–43 were similar to WT MA-GFP. Two mutants,
YKL29,30,31AAA and VWA35,36,37AAA, reduced the MA-
Bro1 interaction. Next, we prepared single exchanges of aa 29–
31 and 35–37. In addition to Ala, we tested exchanges against
Arg, Glu, or Trp. Leu-31, Val-35, or Trp-36 mutations dimin-
ished the MA-Bro1 binding (Fig. 5B). Based on the MA NMR
and X-ray structures and lipid-interaction studies (11, 13, 19,
99–101), these three nonpolar aa are exposed on the MA sur-
face, are not part of the MA trimerization interface, and are
located on the globular head side that faces the PM (Fig. 5, D
and E). To further diminish the interaction, we combined
mutations. For the subsequent experiments, we chose MA3*
(L31R,V35E,W36A), a mutant in which we exchanged the 3
uncharged aa against a basic, an acidic, and a neutral aa, to keep
the change of the overall molecule charge small. Our results do
not exclude the possibility that other MA sites may contribute
to the interaction.

In addition to Bro1, MA3* reduced the MA-Vps23 binding
(Fig. 5C). Because we coimmunoprecipitated or pulled down
the ESCRT proteins in our binding studies from cell extract, we
cannot exclude the possibility thatMA recruited Vps23 or Bro1
by another factor, rather than binding directly. The following
options exist: first, either Bro1 or Vps23 bound directly to MA
and recruited the other protein; second, MA recruited both
ESCRT proteins by another factor; or third, Bro1 and Vps23
bound directly to the same site in MA. To test whether Vps23
binds via Bro1 to MA or vice versa, we performed pulldown
experiments with GST-MA and extract of Dbro1 or Dvps23
cells (Fig. S12, D and E). The Vps23-MA interaction was inde-
pendent of Bro1, and vice versa. We obtained similar results for
coimmunoprecipitation experiments with Gag-GFP and MA-
GFP (Fig. S12, A–C). These results indicate that Bro1 and
Vps23 bound either both directly to MA or were recruited by
another factor. The three-dimensional structure of the hydro-
phobic patch formed by Leu31, Val35, and Trp36 resembles the
ubiquitin hydrophobic patch that mediates the ubiquitin inter-
action with Vps23, Bro1, and their human homologs (Fig. 5F)
(58, 67, 102). This fact may explain the direct binding of both
ESCRT proteins, Bro1 and Vps23, toMA.

Mutations in the Gag N-terminal protein region reduce yeast
ESCRT protein binding

Next, we introduced Leu-31, Val-35, and Trp-36 mutations
into Gag-GFP. With the exception of V35E, all mutations
slightly reduced the Bro1 and Vps23 amounts that coimmuno-
precipitated with Gag-GFP (Fig. 6 (B and C) and Fig. S13J).
Because our binding studies with isolated Gag domains sug-
gested that yeast ESCRT proteins can bind to MA, CA, and
p6 (Fig. 3), we asked whether preventing ESCRT interaction
with CA and p6 would further decrease ESCRT binding to
Gag(MA3*)-GFP. CA consists of two independently folded
domains (10). The C-terminal domain (CCA) is crucial for Gag
assembly, whereas deleting aa 126–277 (Gag(DNCA)), which
comprise NCA and the 7 C-terminal MA stalk aa, does not
impair HIV-1 release (21, 103). This situation is consistent with
efficient Gag(DNCA)-GFP release from HEK293 cells in our
experiments (see Fig. 9, F and G) and indicates that deleting aa
126–277 does not significantly disturb Gag assembly. Inasmuch
as Bro1 coimmunoprecipitated with NCA and not with CCA
(Fig. 5G), we deleted aa 126–277 to abrogate yeast ESCRTbind-
ing to CA in our subsequent experiments. DNCA reduced
ESCRT binding to Gag(MA3*)-GFP (Fig. 6 (B andC (lane 8 ver-
sus lane 9) and D and E (lane 7 versus lane 4)) and Fig. S13J
(lane 7 versus lane 8)), and the combination of MA3* and
DNCA clearly diminished ESCRT coimmunoprecipitation with

Figure 4. ALIX and TSG101 bind toMA. The relative affinity forMA comparedwith p6 is higher for ALIX. A, Gag-GFP-VLP release fromHEK293 cells reca-
pitulating published data for p6 dependence of HIV-1 release. 2 days after transfection with CMV promoter expression vectors for the indicated Gag versions,
VLPs were harvested from the culture medium, and cell lysates were prepared. Gag was detected by immunoblotting with anti-GFP antibodies. A short (a) and
a long (b) exposure are shown. B, Gag-GFP schematic. C–E, coimmunoprecipitations (IP) of epitope-tagged ALIX or TSG101 with GFP-tagged Gag versions or
MA expressed from CMV promoter vectors in HEK293 cells, indicating that ALIX binding to Gag is reduced but not prevented by p6 deletion and that ALIX
binds to MA. TSG101 binding to Gag more strongly depends on p6. GFP-tagged proteins were immunoprecipitated with anti-GFP antibodies in the presence
of 150 mM NaCl (C and D) or as indicated (E), and coimmunopreciptated ALIX or TSG101 was detected with antibodies recognizing the epitope tag. F–I, pull-
down experiments showing that ALIX and TSG101 bind to GST-MA expressed in E. coli. The relative affinity for MA compared with p6 is higher for ALIX. GST-
tagged Gag fragments (MA (aa 1–132), CA (aa 133–363), and p6 (aa 448–500)) were bound to GSH-Sepharose and incubated with extract of HEK293 cells
expressing epitope-tagged ALIX or TSG101 from a CMV promoter vector. Bead-bound proteins were analyzed by immunoblotting with the indicated antibod-
ies. a-Actin served as control, showing specific ESCRT protein binding.
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Figure 5. Mutation of an MA hydrophobic patch consisting of Leu-31, Val-35, and Trp-36 reduces Bro1 and Vps23 binding to MA; Bro1 binds
via NCA to CA. A, MA protein sequence derived from pGag-EGFP (130) used as template in this study. Leu-31, Val-35, and Trp-36, the mutation of
which reduced binding to Bro1, are marked in orange. Helix (H) assignments are derived from the MA X-ray structure (11). B and C, GFP-tagged MA ver-
sions were expressed from a 2m vector with induced MET3 promoter in yeast cells carrying genomically 9Myc-tagged Bro1 or Vps23. MA was immuno-
precipitated (IP) in the presence of 400 mM NaCl with anti-GFP antibodies, and coimmunoprecipitated Bro1 or Vps23 was detected by
immunoblotting with anti-Myc antibodies. The red box indicates mutant MA3* that was chosen in subsequent experiments to diminish the ESCRT-MA
interaction. B, Leu-31, Val-35, or Trp-36 mutation reduces the MA-Bro1 interaction. C, MA mutants that reduce the binding to Bro1 also diminish the
MA-Vps23 interaction. D–F, molecular surface structures visualized with the VMD software.White, nonpolar aa; blue, basic aa; red, acidic aa; green, po-
lar aa; black, myristoyl residue. D, MA NMR structure (PDB entry 2H3I) (19), showing that Leu-31, Val-35, and Trp-36 form a hydrophobic patch on the
MA surface. E, MA trimer X-ray structure (PDB entry 1HIW) (11), showing that Leu-31, Val-35, and Trp-36 are located on the MA side that is exposed to
the PM and are not part of the trimerization interface. Basic aa 26, 27, 30, and 32 were proposed to be involved in MA binding to phospholipids (13, 99,
101). F, human ubiquitin X-ray structure (PDB entry 1UBQ) (135), showing that the hydrophobic patch in MA consisting of Leu-31, Val-35, and Trp-36
resembles the hydrophobic ubiquitin patch consisting of Leu-8, Ile-44, and Val-70 which is involved in ubiquitin binding to Vps23, Bro1, TSG101, and
ALIX (58, 67, 102). G, Bro1 coimmunoprecipitation with GFP-tagged CA versions, showing that Bro1 binds to the N-terminal CA domain; same as B
except that GFP-tagged CA, NCA (aa 133–278), or CCA (aa 279–363) was expressed in a yeast strain carrying genomically 3HA-tagged Bro1 and that
coimmunoprecipitated Bro1 was detected by immunoblotting with anti-HA antibodies.
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Gag-GFP (Fig. 6 (B (lane 9 versus lane 2) and D and E (lane 4
versus lane 2)). For Bro1 binding, some additional reduction
was visible, when p6 was deleted (Fig. S13J, lane 8 versus lane
9). Although we did not observe reduced Bro1 binding to
Gag(V35E)-GFP, the Bro1 amount that coimmunoprecipi-
tated with Gag(V35E/DNCA/Dp6)-GFP was reduced com-
pared with Gag(DNCA/Dp6)-GFP (Fig. S13J, lane 6 versus
lane 3). This finding indicates an effect of V35E when the
Gag-Bro1 interaction is impaired by deleting NCA and p6.
Our results, with combined mutations in MA, CA, and p6,

confirm the results of our binding studies with isolated Gag
domains (Fig. 3). Our data suggest that Bro1 can bind to MA,
NCA, and p6 and, furthermore, that Vps23 binds to MA and
NCA.

MAmutations that reduce Gag-ESCRT binding increase Gag-
PM association and enhance Gag release from yeast

Our findings indicate that MA and NCA contribute to
Gag-ESCRT binding. However, the MA3* and DNCA muta-
tions caused contrary effects on Gag release. Yeast sphero-
plasts released a higher Gag(MA3*)-GFP amount compared
with Gag-GFP and a lower Gag(DNCA)-GFP amount (Fig.
7A). DNCA produced a dominant negative effect over MA3*
(Gag(MA3*/DNCA)-GFP) (Fig. 7A, S13I). P6 deletion did not
further reduce Gag(MA3*/DNCA)-GFP release (Fig. S13I).
To test whether the MA3* and DNCA effects may be caused
by abnormal intracellular localization, assembly, or PM binding,
we used fluorescencemicroscopy and preparedmembrane sedi-
ments. Gag(MA3*)-GFP as well as Gag(DNCA)-GFP formed
punctate structures at the PM similar to Gag-GFP, and we did
not observe any intracellular aggregates (Fig. 7C and Figs. S14
and S15). The Gag(DNCA)-GFP amount that sedimented with
membranes and the distribution pattern in the differential cen-
trifugation were similar to Gag-GFP (Fig. 7 (E and D) and Fig.
S13B). Thus, our experiments did not indicate impaired Gag-
(DNCA)-GFP assembly. A higher Gag(MA3*)-GFP amount
compared with Gag-GFP distributed to the membrane contain-
ing 25,000 3 g sediment (Fig. 7 (D, E, and G) and Fig. S13 (A–
C)). This observation might explain increased Gag(MA3*)-GFP
release. However, spheroplasts released a lower Gag(MA3*/
DNCA)-GFP amount compared with Gag-GFP, even though a
higher Gag(MA3*/DNCA)-GFP amount sedimented with mem-
branes (Fig. 7 (A and E) and Fig. S13 (B and I)). Thus, stronger
PM binding is not sufficient for increased Gag release when aa
126–277 are deleted.
To test whether increased Gag(MA3*)-GFP-PM binding,

increased release, and reduced ESCRT binding are correlated,
we examined membrane association and release of additional
Gag-GFP versions with MA mutations in Leu-31, Val-35, and
Trp-36. All mutants formed fluorescent punctate structures at
the PM similar to Gag-GFP, and we did not observe any intra-
cellular aggregates (Gag(MA3*)-GFP is shown as an example in

Fig. S14). With the exception of Gag(V35E)-GFP, higher
amounts of all mutants sedimented with membranes compared
with Gag-GFP (Fig. 7G and Fig. S13 (A–C)). Moreover, unlike
V35E, the tested mutations of Leu-31 and Trp-36 increased
Gag-GFP release from spheroplasts (Fig. 7F and Fig. S13 (D–
H)). In contrast to the other mutants, V35E did not reduce
the Gag-ESCRT interaction in our coimmunoprecipitation
experiments (see above). Thus, our results suggest that reduced
Gag-ESCRT binding via MA, increased Gag-PM binding, and
increasedGag release are correlated.
The inverse correlation between MA-PM binding and

ESCRT interaction allows two interpretations: first, binding of
ESCRT proteins or an ESCRT-recruiting factor to MA pre-
vented MA-PM binding; or second, MA-PM binding replaced
MA-bound ESCRT proteins or an ESCRT-recruiting factor. To
test whether a potential direct ESCRT-MA binding may reduce
Gag-PM interaction, we analyzed Gag-GFP– and MA-GFP–
PM association in ESCRT knockout mutants. ESCRT deletion
(Dbro1, Dvps23, Dvps23Dbro1, Dvps4, Dvps27) did not increase
the Gag-GFP amount that sedimented with membranes (Fig.
2E). MA-GFP showed a cytosolic fluorescence, whereas we
observed PM rim staining in addition to cytosolic fluores-
cence for MA3*-GFP (Fig. 8A and Figs. S16 and S17). This
finding indicates that, similar to Gag(MA3*)-GFP, MA3*-GFP
interacts stronger with the PM than the WT protein. When
Dvps23Dbro1 expressed MA-GFP, we observed only cytosolic
staining (Fig. 8A). Consistent with these results, a higher
MA3*-GFP proportion sedimented at high speed compared
with MA-GFP, whereas the sedimented amounts of MA-GFP
expressed in ESCRT deletion mutants (Dvps23Dbro1, Dvps4,
Dvps20, Dvps27) were similar to WT (Fig. 8B). Our results
suggest that none of the corresponding ESCRT proteins pre-
vented theMA-PM interaction. This state of affairs implies ei-
ther that MA-PM binding replaced ESCRT proteins that were
directly or indirectly bound to MA or that an ESCRT-recruit-
ing factor, bound to MA, prevented MA-PM binding. Inas-
much as we proposed that ESCRTs may bind via their ubiqui-
tin-binding domains (UBDs) directly to a hydrophobic patch
in MA (see above), we cannot exclude the possibility that MA-
and Gag-PM binding might be increased in a yeast strain with
deletion of all ESCRT proteins containing UBDs.

Increased Gag release caused by MA mutation is linked to
ESCRT function

The increased Gag(MA3*)-GFP-PM binding and the re-
duced Gag(MA3*)-GFP-ESCRT interaction were both corre-
lated with increased Gag(MA3*)-GFP release. Thus, the inverse
correlation betweenMA-PM binding and MA-ESCRT interac-
tion may be explained by two possible mechanisms. Possibly,
the dissociation of an ESCRT-recruiting factor from MA
enhances MA-PM interaction. Alternatively, Gag-PM binding
conceivably replaces a direct or indirectMA-ESCRT interaction,

Figure 6. Mutations in the Gag N-terminal protein region reduce Gag-Bro1 and Gag-Vps23 interaction. B–E, coimmunoprecipitation (IP) experiments
with Gag-GFP versions expressed from a 2m vector with inducedMET3 promoter in yeast cells carrying genomically 9Myc-tagged Bro1 or Vps23, showing that
MA mutations in Leu-31 and Trp-36 slightly reduce the Gag-ESCRT binding. aa126-277 deletion (DNCA) enhances this effect (Gag(MA3*)-GFP versus
Gag(MA3*/DNCA-GFP). V35E does not reduce the Gag-ESCRT coimmunoprecipitation. Gag was immunoprecipitated with anti-GFP antibodies in the presence
of 400mMNaCl, and coimmunoprecipitated Bro1 or Vps23 was detected by immunoblotting with anti-Myc antibodies. A, Gag-GFP schematic.
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which transiently blocked ESCRT function. We asked whether
increased Gag(MA3*)-GFP release depends on ESCRT proteins
or whether MA3* merely enhances the ESCRT-independent
release by increasing the Gag-GFP amount at the PM. To test
these possibilities, we then compared Gag-GFP and Gag-
(MA3*)-GFP release from a VPS4 deletion mutant, which com-
pletely blocks the ESCRT function (49, 50). Dvps4 abolished the

increased release caused by MA3* (Fig. 9A and Fig. S18 (K and
L)), with the exception of the first VLP harvest after 3 h of incu-
bation, which, as we mentioned above, is partly ESCRT-inde-
pendent. At this first time point recorded, the higher mem-
brane-bound Gag(MA3*)-GFP amount may result in a stronger
ESCRT-independent release. Release assays with knockout
mutants of the early acting ESCRT factors Vps23 and Bro1,
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which can independently activate ESCRT-III (68), supported
the finding that the MA3* release–increasing effect depends on
ESCRT proteins. TheDvps23Dbro1mutant nearly abolished the
MA3* release–increasing effect, whereas we observed increased
Gag(MA3*)-GFP release from single knockouts (Fig. S18,A–J).
Gag(DNCA)-GFP release from yeast was reduced compared

with Gag-GFP. Our binding studies suggested that yeast
ESCRT proteins can bind to NCA. To test whether the Gag-
GFP release reduction caused by DNCA was due to reduced
ESCRT binding, we compared Gag-GFP and Gag(DNCA)-GFP
release from Dvps4 spheroplasts (Fig. 9B and Fig. S18M). VPS4
deletion reduced Gag-GFP release stronger than DNCA. This
finding may be explained by the fact that NCA does not carry
the sole ESCRT-binding site in Gag. Inasmuch as DNCA
reduced Gag-GFP release from Dvps4 spheroplasts even slightly
further, this experiment does not allow the conclusion that the
negative DNCA effect on Gag-GFP release was only caused by
reduced ESCRT binding. DNCA may reduce VLP release by an
additional or anothermechanism.

MA hydrophobic-patch mutation increases Gag release
from HEK293 cells dependent on NCA and the ALIX-binding
site in p6

Similar to yeast, MA3* increased Gag-GFP release from
HEK293 cells (Fig. 9 (D and E), Fig. S18N, and Table 1). Gag-

(MA3*)-GFP release was strongly reduced by p6T*, which was
similar to Gag-GFP. DNCA or p6A* did not impair Gag-GFP
release (Fig. 9 (D, F, andG) and Fig. S18N). The impact of NCA
and p6A on Gag release became evident in experiments involv-
ing Gag(MA3*)-GFP. A combination of DNCA and p6A* abro-
gated the increased Gag(MA3*)-GFP release (Fig. 9D (lane 5
versus lanes 2 and 1) and Fig. S18N). This result confirms our
finding from yeast that the MA3* effect requires ESCRT pro-
teins. Inasmuch as we observed binding of the yeast ESCRT
proteins Bro1 and Vps23 to NCA in our coimmunoprecipi-
tation experiments, it is tempting to speculate that ALIX
may also interact with NCA, but evidence from binding
studies is lacking. In contrast to human cells, we did not
observe any p6 impact on Gag release from yeast, which is
consistent with only weak Bro1 binding to p6 compared
with the Gag N-terminal protein region and no visible
Vps23 binding. Because DNCA reduces Gag-GFP release
from yeast, which is in contrast its effect in HEK293 cells,
the possibility remains that the ESCRT binding to NCA in
yeast may take over the p6 function.
We favor the following model to explain our results: ESCRT

proteins can bind via MA, NCA, and p6 to Gag. Gag binding to
the PM replaces an MA-ESCRT interaction and thereby acti-
vates ESCRT-dependent virion scission, which requires ESCRT
binding to other sites in Gag.

Figure 7. An MA hydrophobic patch mutation (MA3*) increases Gag-GFP-membrane binding and enhances Gag-GFP release from yeast. A,
release of Gag-GFP versions from yeast spheroplasts was analyzed by immunoblotting of high-speed centrifugation sediments derived from the incuba-
tion mediumwith anti-GFP antibodies (VLPs), showing that MA3* increases Gag release. DNCA reduces Gag release and is dominant over MA3*. MA glob-
ular head deletion (D8–87) abrogates Gag release. S, lysate of spheroplasts prepared at the final VLP harvest. Long (a) and short (b) exposures are shown.
B, Gag-GFP schematic. C, PM accumulation of Gag-GFP versions was analyzed by fluorescence microscopy, showing that Gag(MA3*) and Gag(DNCA)
form punctate structures similar to Gag, whereas Gag(D8-87) forms PM-associated aggregates with larger diameter. DIC, differential interference con-
trast. D, membrane binding of Gag-GFP versions was analyzed by differential centrifugation, showing that MA3* increases specifically the Gag amount
that sediments with the 25,0003 gmembrane pellet. Gag(DNCA) sediments similarly to Gag. A 25,0003 g pellet, a 232,0003 g pellet, and a supernatant
(S) were prepared from cell extracts (T) and analyzed by immunoblotting with the indicated antibodies. The pellets were concentrated (25,000 3 g, 43;
232,000 3 g, 3.33) compared with supernatant and extract samples. The cytosolic protein PGK and the integral ER membrane protein Sec61 served as
references. A short (a) and long (b) exposure are shown. E, membrane-containing 25,0003 g pellets (P) and cytosol-containing supernatants (S) derived
from cell extracts (T) were analyzed as in D, showing that increased amounts of Gag versions carrying the MA3* mutation sediment with membranes
compared with WT Gag, whereas the DNCA mutation does not affect the membrane association. G, same as E, except that cells expressed the indicated
Gag-GFP versions, showing that Leu-31 and Trp-36 mutations increase Gag-membrane binding. A long (a) and a short (b) exposure are shown. F, same as
A, except that the indicated Gag-GFP versions were expressed, showing that Leu-31 and Trp-36 mutations increase Gag release. A and C–G, Gag-GFP ver-
sions were expressed from a 2m vector with PGK promoter in WT yeast.

Figure 8. MA3* increases MA-GFP-PM binding, whereas ESCRT deletion does not. A and B, WT yeast cells or the indicated ESCRT mutants expressed MA-
GFP or MA3*-GFP from a 2m vector with induced MET3 promoter. A, MA-GFP binding to the PM was analyzed by fluorescence microscopy, showing PM rim
staining for MA3*. DIC, differential interference contrast. B, membrane-containing 232,000 3 g pellets (P) and cytosol-containing supernatants (S) derived
from cell extracts (T) were analyzed by immunoblotting with anti-GFP antibodies, showing that increased MA3* amounts sediment compared with MA,
whereas similar MA amounts sediment from WT and ESCRT mutant cell extracts. The pellet samples were 53 concentrated compared with the supernatant
and extract samples. The cytosolic protein PGK and the integral ERmembrane protein Sec61 served as references.
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Finally, the published ALIX interaction with NC (97, 104)
was not considered in our experiments. A potential Bro1-NC
interaction may require a lower salt concentration than that
used in our binding studies.

Discussion
HIV-1 budding through the PM depends on the viral protein

Gag and the cellular ESCRT machinery. Two early acting
ESCRT proteins, TSG101 and ALIX, bind to the Gag C-
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terminal p6 peptide (23–26, 83, 84). The TSG101-binding site
is important for virion release. The role of the ALIX-binding
site is enigmatic because its mutation has only mild effects.
Steps following early factor recruitment are poorly understood.
For proper viral particle composition, Gag assembly and
ESCRT action must be coordinated. Since ESCRT discovery,
yeast has been a powerful model to study ESCRT function. The
yeast ESCRTmachinery consists of single-protein versions that
can be analyzed with viable knockouts. Thus, a yeast model
could help to elucidate the viral budding mechanisms, without
interfering effects of antiviral factors present in human cells.
Previous work reported HIV-1 Gag-VLP release by yeast sphe-
roplasts (86), but Gag release by the published protocol was
ESCRT-independent (87). We developed a different protocol
and showed by using ESCRT knockout mutants that yeast
ESCRTs determine Gag release. Moreover, binding assays indi-
cated that Vps23 and Bro1, the yeast TSG101 and ALIX homo-
logs, were in physical contact with Gag. We followed Gag
release over 7 h after spheroplast preparation. Norgan et al.
(87) described ESCRT-independent Gag release after incubating
spheroplasts for 2 h. The short incubation time might explain
why the authors did not observe ESCRT-dependent release. In
our assay, Gag release at the first harvest after 3 h was partly
ESCRT-independent. Over the following time period, Gag release
increased and was strongly ESCRT-dependent. Gag released dur-
ing the first incubation period might be mainly derived from
VLPs that had preassembled beneath the intact cell wall. Particle
formation delay caused by an ESCRT-independent mechanism
might be not apparent in this case, as these particles could not be
released until cell wall removal. Sakuragi et al. (86) showed a
decreasing Gag release over a longer incubation time, which is in

contrast to the increasing release that we observed. Thus, addi-
tional differences in the protocol may be important to enable
ESCRT-drivenGag release.
We used our yeast system to characterize the interaction of

Gag mutants with genomically epitope-tagged ESCRT proteins
and to analyze Gag release and PM binding with ESCRT knock-
out strains. We identified a previously unknown ESCRT inter-
action with the Gag N-terminal protein region. Binding assays
indicated Bro1 and Vps23 interacting with MA and NCA.
Moreover, we confirmed the MA interaction for the human
homologs, ALIX and TSG101. Functional data suggest that
ALIX may also interact with NCA (see below). In contrast to
HIV-1, several other retroviral Gag proteins carry ESCRT-
binding motifs not at the C-terminal end, but in their N-termi-
nal half (reviewed in Ref. 105). Together with our findings, this
fact may indicate that ESCRT binding to the Gag N-terminal
protein region is generally important for the release mecha-
nism. The shorter distance to the PM compared with the
described C-terminal ESCRT-binding sites allows a new view
on the mechanism that ESCRTs may use to assist viral particle
formation.
We identified a hydrophobic patch consisting of Leu-31, Val-

35, and Trp-36 on the MA globular head surface, the mutation
of which reduced the Bro1 and Vps23 amount that coimmuno-
precipitated with MA. As we performed our binding assays
with cell extracts, other cellular factors may be involved in the
interaction. We excluded the possibility that Bro1 or Vps23
was recruited via the other protein to MA by using knockout
mutants. The observation that the identified MA hydrophobic
patch is similar to the ubiquitin hydrophobic patch, which
mediates the interaction with UBDs of early acting ESCRT

Table 1
Comparison of binding and Gag-GFP release assays with yeast and HEK293 cells

Yeast HEK293

Gag-GFP release:
MA3* Increased Increased
Dp6 Efficient Impaired
p6T* Efficient Impaired
p6A* Efficient Efficient (the combination of DNCA and p6A* abolished
DNCA Impaired Efficient the MA3* release-increasing effect)

Bro1 Vps23 ALIX TSG101

Binding to:
GST-MA Yes Yes Yes Yes (stronger binding to GST-p6)
MA-GFP Yes Yes Yes
CA-GFP Yes Yes
Gag(MA3*/DNCA)-GFP compared with

Gag-GFP
Reduced Reduced

GST-p6 Yes No Yes Yes
GagDp6-GFP compared with Gag-GFP Not reduced Not reduced Reduced Reduced

Figure 9. Increased Gag(MA3*)-GFP release from yeast depends on ESCRT proteins; MA3* increases Gag-GFP release from HEK293 cells dependent
on NCA and the ALIX-binding site in p6. A and B, release of Gag-GFP versions from yeast spheroplasts was analyzed by immunoblotting of high-speed cen-
trifugation sediments derived from the incubation mediumwith anti-GFP antibodies (VLPs). Gag-GFP versions were expressed from a 2m vector with PGK pro-
moter. S, lysate of spheroplasts prepared at the final VLP harvest. Long (a) and short (b) exposures are shown. A, VPS4 deletion abrogates the release-
increasing MA3* effect after 5 and 7 h of incubation. B, Gag(DNCA)-GFP release from Dvps4 spheroplasts is slightly decreased compared with Gag-GFP. D–G,
Gag-GFP release from HEK293 cells 2 days after transfection with CMV promoter expression vectors for the indicated Gag versions. VLPs were harvested from
the culture medium, and cell lysates were prepared. Gag-GFP was detected by immunoblotting with anti-GFP antibodies. Several exposures (a–c) are shown.
D, the MA3* mutation increases Gag-GFP release. A combination ofDNCA andmutation of the ALIX-binding site in p6 (p6A*) abrogates this increase, whereas
an isolated p6A* mutation does not impair Gag-GFP release. E, similar to Gag-GFP, mutating the TSG101-binding site in p6 (p6T*) strongly reduces
Gag(MA3*)-GFP release. F and G, Gag(DNCA) is efficiently released. F, similar to Gag-GFP, p6T* strongly reduces Gag(DNCA)-GFP release. G, MA globular head
(D8–87) deletion strongly impairs the release. C, Gag-GFP schematic.
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proteins, including Bro1, Vps23, and their human homologs
(37, 55–58, 63, 67), could explain the direct binding of both
proteins. Our results further indicated that the MA-ESCRT
interaction is transient and is replaced when Gag binds to the
PM. MA hydrophobic patch mutations that reduced Gag-
ESCRT binding increasedGag-PM binding. This finding is con-
sistent with the observation that the hydrophobic patch is
located on the MA site that faces the PM. We observed
increased Gag-PM binding for Leu-31 and Trp-36 mutations.
Based on X-ray data (11), the hydrophobic patch is not part of
the trimerization interface and probably the mutations do not
enhancemyristoyl chain exposure by increasingMA trimer for-
mation. Moreover, two NMR studies, characterizing myristate
exposure, do not describe Leu-31 or Trp-36 contact with the
sequestered myristoyl chain (18, 106). Inasmuch as both L31R
and L31E increased Gag-PM binding, increased affinity to neg-
atively charged phospholipids is unlikely to be the reason for
enhanced PM binding by Leu-31mutation. Increased release of
HIV-1 carrying Gag(W36A) has been described (107). Whether
Trp-36 interacts with an extended lipid acyl chain as proposed in
an NMR study is controversial (19, 99), and whether the Trp-36
mutations used in our study could increase membrane binding
by affecting the proposed interaction is unclear. Additional
techniques are necessary to clarify the question of whether the
Gag mutants used in our study directly increase PM affinity or
whether the decreased affinity to an MA binding factor enables
increased PM binding. Because Gag-PM and MA-PM binding
in several ESCRT knockout mutants were not increased com-
pared withWT, we assumed that a potential direct MA binding
of the corresponding ESCRT proteins did not prevent the Gag-
PM interaction.
The fact that p6 can recruit human ESCRT proteins raises

the question of why a transient ESCRT interaction with MA is
useful for virus release. MA mutations that reduced Gag-
ESCRT binding increased Gag release, which is in contrast to
p6 deletion in human cells. Two experiments indicated that the
release-increasing effect was ESCRT-coupled: VPS4 deletion
abrogated increased Gag(MA3*) release from yeast and a com-
bination of DNCA and a mutated ALIX-binding site in p6
(p6A*) from HEK293 cells. The latter finding was especially re-
markable because Gag(p6A*) and Gag(DNCA) were efficiently
released. Our findings from yeast and human cells suggest that
the ESCRT-MA interaction blocks ESCRT function until the
interaction is replaced by Gag-PM binding. Our results also
help to explain the enigmatic role of the ALIX-binding site in
p6. Our GST-pulldown experiments showed that the relative
affinity for MA compared with p6 is higher for ALIX than for
TSG101. Assuming that ESCRT proteins require binding to p6
while promoting virus release, the reduced interaction with
MA3* would especially affect the ALIX function. As the combi-
nation of DNCA and p6A* abolished the MA3* effect, it is
tempting to speculate that ALIX also acts via binding to NCA,
although evidence for CA interaction with human ESCRT pro-
teins from binding assays is lacking. Consistent with thismodel,
p6A mutations strongly impaired release of HIV-1 carrying a
minimal Gag construct, Gag(D8-87/D126-277), lacking theMA
globular head and NCA (26). Our assumptions suggest that
ALIX interacts with several sites in Gag and that its activity

may be regulated by Gag assembly. An additional RNA- or
membrane-dependent binding to the NC domain has been
described (108). ALIX function can be regulated by switching
between an open and a closed conformation and by dimeriza-
tion, and moreover, a regulatory function for Bro1 and its bind-
ing partner Doa4 has been proposed (109–113).
In contrast to Gag-GFP release fromHEK293 cells, Gag-GFP

release from yeast did not require p6. Consistent with these
results, we observed only weak Bro1-p6 binding and no Vps23-
p6 interaction. In contrast to HEK293 cells, DNCA reduced
WTGag release from yeast. Thus, it is conceivable that in yeast,
the NCA-ESCRT binding may take over the p6 function,
although we cannot exclude other potential DNCA effects.
According to a computational simulation, NCA contributes to
particle curvature and certain NCA point mutations block
proper membrane bending and virus release (114–116). How-
ever, Gag assembly may be sensitive to NCA composition when
NCA is present. In vitroCCA can assemble an immature-like lat-
tice independent of NCA (21), and we did not find any hint of
impaired Gag(DNCA) assembly in yeast. The combination of our
results suggests that NCA may be involved in functional Gag-
ESCRT interaction. Inasmuch as yeast ESCRT proteins bound to
CA in coimmunoprecipitation experiments but not to GST-CA
expressed in E.coli, an NCA posttranslational modification,
namely ubiquitination, may be required for the interaction. Gag
ubiquitination at multiple sites distributed over the wholemole-
cule involved inHIV-1 release has been described (117–119).
Gag conformational changes during assembly from a com-

pact folding to an extended structure (4, 5) may contribute to
dynamic changes of the Gag-ESCRT interplay. The transient
MA-ESCRT binding may help to block ESCRT-III polymeriza-
tion until Gag is sufficiently assembled for virion abscission.
This model is consistent with microscopic studies for HIV-1
and EIAV (equine immunodeficiency virus) Gag-VLP release,
which indicate that the late acting ESCRT-III proteins and
VPS4 are recruited when Gag assembly is completed, whereas
the early acting ESCRT factors ALIX and TSG101 are recruited
along with Gag (90, 120). Evidence that ESCRT-mediated scis-
sion controls virion composition indicates that coordination of
ESCRT activation with Gag assembly has an implication for
infectious-virion generation. Gag overpolymerizes in budding-
arrested virions, suggesting that ESCRT-mediated release
occurs in kinetic competition with Gag polymerization (73).
Delayed particle neck scission by disrupted ESCRT-p6 interac-
tion leads to enzyme leakage through the open particle neck
(85). Premature scission could also generate incomplete par-
ticles (e.g. a certain Gag molecule number is required for capsid
formation, MA incorporates viral envelope proteins, and cellu-
lar membrane proteins protecting the virus from the innate
immune response are sorted into the viral envelope) (121–123).
The finding that ESCRT-0 subunit VPS27 deletion reduced

Gag release was unexpected, as Vps27 binds to the endosomal
membrane via a FYVE domain (124). Thus, it remains to be
clarified whether Gag can recruit ESCRT-0 to the PM. ESCRT-
0 contains several UBDs (37, 69, 125) that might interact with
potential Gag ubiquitin modifications or the MA hydrophobic
patch. Data from human cells can be interpreted to indicate
that, besides being required to suppress the antiviral activity of
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tetherin, the Vps27 homolog HRSmay have an additional func-
tion for HIV-1 release (126).
Our yeast system revealed a previously unknown Gag-

ESCRT interaction with a conceivable impact for the budding
mechanism. This presumably transient interaction became
apparent in the yeast system because the ESCRT-p6 interaction
was less prominent than in human cells. Thus, although, or
even because not matching completely, yeast offers a comple-
menting tool to study the basic Gag budding mechanism. Com-
paring differences and similarities may further contribute to
better understanding the precise role of the individual interac-
tions and steps during the budding process. Moreover, yeast
genetics allows a kind of functional analysis that is not easily
available with other systems. Comparing yeast and human
ESCRT proteins interacting with the same budding substrate,
Gag, may additionally help us learn more about the ESCRT
mechanism in general.

Experimental procedures

Yeast strains

Yeast strains used in this study are listed in Table S1. They
were derived from YWO1, a haploid DF5 descendent. If not
indicated differently in the figure legends, YWO1 served as
WT. For gene deletion and chromosomal epitope tagging, we
followed methods described previously (127, 128). To test
whether epitope-tagged ESCRT proteins were functional, we
analyzed the transport and processing of the MVB substrate
GFP-CPS by immunoblotting (31, 129) (Fig. S19). The vector
GFP-CPS 416 was a gift of Hugh Pelham.

Plasmid construction

The templates for Gag-GFP and Gag(p6T*)-GFP coding
sequence amplification (pGag-EGFP, pGagLTAL-EGFP) were
gifts of Marylin Resh (130). We amplified the coding sequences
by PCR with primers containing appropriate restriction sites
and constructed the mutant Gag-GFP versions by PCR muta-
genesis. For expression in yeast, we subcloned the coding se-
quences into pYPGE2 (PGK promoter, CYC1 termination sig-
nal) or pRS425 and pRS415 with MET3 promoter and CYC1
termination signal. The MET3 promoter and CYC1 termina-
tion signal sequences were as described (131). To gain sufficient
Gag-GFP expression from pEGFP-N1 (Clontech) in HEK293
cells, we subcloned 38 bp upstream of the ATG in pGag-EGFP
in front of the ATG in pEGFP-N1. To express GST-tagged Gag
domains in E. coli, we used pGEX-6-P1. All constructs were
verified by sequencing. E. coli strains XL1-blue and DH5 a
were used for cloning. We purchased plasmids for the expres-
sion of epitope-tagged ALIX and TSG101 from Gene Copoeia
(pReceiver vector).

Antibodies

Antibodies against Sec61 were as described (132). H. D.
Schmitt provided anti-Emp47 antibodies. We derived mono-
clonal anti-HA antibodies from hybridoma cells (12CH5). We
purchased anti-PGK (A6457, Molecular Probes), anti-GST
(600-101-200, Rockland), polyclonal anti-GFP for immunopre-

cipitation (A6455,Molecular Probes), monoclonal anti-GFP for
immunodetection (JL-8, Clontech), anti-Myc (M5546, Sigma–
Aldrich), anti-FLAG (M2, F3165, Sigma–Aldrich), and anti-
GAPDH (MAB374, Sigma–Aldrich). Horseradish peroxidase–
coupled secondary antibodies (Sigma–Aldrich) were used to
visualize immunoblots by Western Lightning Plus ECL (Perki-
nElmer Life Sciences) and autoradiography films (X-Omat,
Kodak). For immunogold labelings, a rabbit anti-GFP antibody
(Abcam, ab6556; diluted 1:100) and a 12-nm colloidal gold goat
anti-rabbit secondary antibody (Dianova, 111-205-144; diluted
1:30) were used.

Yeast experiments

In all experiments, yeast cells were grown at 30 °C and har-
vested in their exponential growth phase. The OD600 was mea-
sured with an Ultrospec 3000 photometer (Pharmacia Biotech).
We transformed yeast with expression vectors using the stand-
ard lithium acetate method. Afterward, cells were grown in
standard synthetic dextrose (SD) minimal medium supple-
mentedwith essential amino acids. For yeast extract preparation
in GST-pulldown experiments, yeast cells were grown in stand-
ard yeast extract peptone dextrose (YPD) complete medium.
Before protein extraction, we washed yeast cells with ice-

cold 10 mM sodium azide and performed the following steps on
ice if not indicated differentially. We centrifuged samples at
4 °C. For centrifugations at 232,000 3 g, the TLA100.3 rotor
was used. Prior to SDS-PAGE, proteins were dissolved in sam-
ple buffer by heating at 90 °C.

Whole-cell extract preparation

Yeast cells were disrupted with glass beads in 50 mM Tris
(pH 7.5) and 1% SDS containing protease inhibitors. Lysates
were adjusted to 50 mM Tris (pH 7.5), 0.1% SDS, 1% Triton
X-100, 150 mM NaCl, and 5 mM EDTA, removed from glass
beads, and cleared by centrifugation (10 min, 16,0003 g). The
supernatant was subjected to TCA precipitation.

Membrane and cytosol preparation

Yeast cells were resuspended in 50 mM Tris (pH 7.5) and
10 mM EDTA containing protease inhibitors and lysed with
glass beads. Cell lysates were removed from glass beads with
buffer and cleared by low-speed centrifugation (400 3 g, 10
min). An aliquot was diluted with the same volume of 23 sam-
ple buffer (total). To prepare membranes, the extract was cen-
trifuged (25,000 3 g, 30 min for Gag-containing pellets or
232,000 3 g, 30 min for MA-containing pellets). The cytosol-
containing supernatant was diluted with the same volume of
23 sample buffer. The pellet was resuspended in the 2-fold vol-
ume of sample buffer, if not indicated differentially.

Differential centrifugation

Yeast cells were resuspended in 50 mM Tris (pH 7.5) and
10 mM EDTA containing protease inhibitors and lysed with
glass beads. Cell lysates were removed from glass beads with
buffer and cleared by low-speed centrifugation (400 3 g, 10
min). An aliquot was diluted with the same volume of 23
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sample buffer (total). The supernatant was subjected to differ-
ential centrifugation, first 25,0003 g for 30 min and the result-
ing supernatant at 232,000 3 g for 30 min. The pellets of both
centrifugation steps were resuspended in 23 sample buffer,
and the supernatant of the second centrifugation was diluted
with the same volume of 23 sample buffer.

Coimmunoprecipitation (yeast)

For each immunoprecipitation, 15 OD600 yeast cells were
harvested. Cells were resuspended in 50 mM Tris (pH 7.5), 150
or 400 mM NaCl, and 10% glycerol containing protease inhibi-
tors and lysed with glass beads. Proteins were extracted with 50
mM Tris (pH 7.5), 150 or 400 mM NaCl, 1% Triton X-100, and
10% glycerol containing protease inhibitors by rotating for 30
min at 4 °C. Debris and insoluble material were removed by
centrifugation steps (4003 g for 10 min and 23 13,0003 g for
10min). Aliquots were taken and diluted with 23 sample buffer
(input). GFP-tagged proteins were immunoprecipitated from
the extract with polyclonal anti-GFP antibodies and Protein A–
Sepharose (GE Healthcare) by rotating at 4 °C overnight. The
beads were washed three times in extraction buffer and after-
ward eluted in sample buffer.

Gag release assay (yeast)

After harvesting, yeast cells were washed in water. Sphero-
plasts were prepared from 5 OD600 cells by incubating the cells
with 10 mM DTT and 50 mM Hepes (pH 7.5) for 10 min at
30 °C, removing DTT by washing the cells two times with 1 M

sorbitol, and incubating the cells with Zymolyase 20T (0.3 mg/
ml, MP Biomedicals) in SD medium buffered with 50 mM

Hepes (pH 7.5) containing 1 M sorbitol for 30 min. To follow
the progress of cell wall disruption, aliquots were resuspended
in water, and burst of spheroplasts was detected by measuring
the OD600. Zymolyase was afterward removed by washing the
spheroplasts two times in SD medium containing 1 M sorbitol.
Spheroplasts were incubated in SDmedium containing 1 M sor-
bitol for the indicated times, and VLPs were harvested from the
medium. Mediumwas taken after careful spheroplast sedimen-
tation by using the short spin button of the table centrifuge and
filtrated (0.45-mm pore size, cellulose acetate, Whatman/GE
Healthcare) to remove debris. VLPs were collected by high-
speed centrifugation (232,000 3 g, 30 min), and the pellet was
resuspended in sample buffer. At the last time point, the sphe-
roplasts were lysed in sample buffer.

Gag-membrane binding after Gag expression induction

Yeast cells were grown in SDmedium containing 20 mg/liter
methionine to repress Gag expression from theMET3 promoter.
After harvesting, cells were washed in water and afterward con-
centrated to 4 OD600/ml SD medium lacking methionine. Ali-
quots were taken at the indicated times, andmembranes, cytosol,
and a total were prepared.

HEK293 cell experiments

HEK293 Tet-On cells (Clontech) were cultivated in Dulbec-
co’s modified Eagle’s medium with 4.5 g/liter glucose (E15-810

PAA) and supplemented with 10% fetal calf serum (PAA). For
transfection, cells were seeded into 6-well plates and trans-
fected with the indicated expression vectors at the following
day using Lipofectamine LTX (Invitrogen) or Lipofectamine
2000 (Invitrogen) according to the manufacturer’s instructions.
We analyzed the cells 2 days after transfection. Cells were har-
vested by scraping in PBS containing protease inhibitors and
centrifugation (7003 g, 5 min). If not otherwise indicated, sam-
ples were handled on ice, and centrifugations were performed
at 4 °C. For centrifugations at 232,0003 g, the TLA100.3 rotor
was used. Prior to SDS-PAGE, proteins were dissolved in sam-
ple buffer by heating at 90 °C.

Coimmunoprecipitation (HEK293)

For each immunoprecipitation, the cell lysate of one well of a
6-well plate was used. Cells were lysed by rotating at 4 °C for 30
min in 50 mM Tris (pH 7.5), 150 or 400 mM NaCl, 1% Triton,
10% glycerol, and protease inhibitors. Debris and insoluble ma-
terial were removed by centrifugation (1,000 3 g for 10 min
and two times at 13,0003 g for 10 min). An aliquot was taken
(input), and GFP-tagged proteins were immunoprecipitated
from the extract with polyclonal anti-GFP antibodies and Pro-
tein A–Sepharose by rotating at 4 °C overnight. The beads were
washed three times in extraction buffer and afterward resus-
pended in sample buffer.

Gag release assay (HEK293)

2 days after transfection, VLPs were harvested from the
medium of one well of a 6-well plate. The medium was fil-
trated (0.45-mm pore size, cellulose acetate, Whatman/GE
Healthcare) to remove debris. VLPs were collected by high-
speed centrifugation (232,0003 g, 30 min), and the pellet was
resuspended in sample buffer. For cell lysate preparation,
cells were disrupted by incubation with 50 mM Tris (pH 7.5),
1% Triton, 0.1% SDS, 5 mM EDTA, and protease inhibitors for
15 min on ice. Debris was removed by centrifugation at
16,0003 g for 10 min. The supernatant was subjected to TCA
precipitation.

GST-pulldown assay

To express GST-fused proteins or peptides, BL21 E. coli cells
transformed with appropriate plasmids were grown at 37 °C in
Luria–Bertani medium with the addition of antibioticum for
plasmid selection to 0.6 OD600. Afterward, cells were incubated
overnight at 16 °C in the presence of 1 mM isopropyl 1-thio-
b-D-galactopyranoside and 2% ethanol. After harvesting, cells
were resuspended in PBS containing 5 mM EDTA and protease
inhibitors and disrupted by sonication. Debris was removed by
centrifugation (two times at 16,000 3 g for 13 min). 1 mg/ml
BSA and GSH-Sepharose (GE Healthcare) were added, and the
samples were rotated for 1 h at 4 °C. 20 ml of GSH-Sepharose
were loaded with the extract of 120 OD600 E. coli cells. After-
ward, the beads were washed three times in PBS with the addi-
tion of 1% Triton X-100, 200 mM NaCl, 1 mg/ml BSA, and pro-
tease inhibitors. After washing, the beads were rotated with
either yeast or HEK293 cell extract overnight. The beads were
washed three times in incubation buffer and eluted with sample
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buffer. Yeast and HEK293 cell extracts were prepared as for
coimmunoprecipitation experiments, and 1 mg/ml BSA was
added before incubation with Sepharose. Extract of 3.4 OD600

yeast cells or extract of HEK293 cells derived from one well of a
6-well plate was loaded onto the beads.

Fluorescence microscopy

GFP-tagged proteins were expressed as described in the fig-
ure legends. Yeast cells were concentrated by centrifugation
and analyzed in vivo using an Axioplan II Zeiss microscope
with a363 oil immersion objective, equipped with an Axiocam
digital camera and Axiovison 4 software, using appropriate fil-
ter setups. Image processing was done using Adobe Photoshop.
Images of representative cells are presented in the main paper,
as demonstrated by figures in the supporting information
showing a larger number of cells.

EM

Fixation and immunolabeling were performed according to
Ref. 133. Briefly, yeast cells were fixed with 4% freshly prepared
formaldehyde, 0.5% glutaraldehyde (EM-grade) in 0.1 M sodium
citrate buffer (pH 5.0) for 1 h at room temperature. After washing,
samples were treated with 1% sodiummeta-periodate for 1 h, fol-
lowed by infiltration with 1.6 M sucrose, 25% polyvinylpyrrolidone
K15 and frozen. Ultrathin cryosections according to Ref. 134 were
labeled with anti-GFP antibody and 12-nm colloidal gold second-
ary antibody. Sections were contrasted and stabilized with a mix-
ture of 3% tungstosilicic acid hydrate and 2.5% polyvinyl alcohol.
For plastic embedding, yeast cells were fixed with 1% glutar-

aldehyde in 0.1 M sodium citrate buffer for 1 h at 30 °C, followed
by 4 °C overnight. After washing, samples were treated with
1% sodium meta-periodate for 1 h, followed by embedding the
pellets in 10% gelatin in 0.1 M sodium cacodylate buffer. Sam-
ples were postfixed with 1% OsO4 for 2 h, dehydrated in a
graded ethanol series and propylene oxide, and embedded in
Poly/Bed® 812 (Polysciences, Inc., Eppelheim, Germany). Ultra-
thin sections were contrasted with uranyl acetate and lead citrate.

Data availability

All data are included in the article and in the supporting
information.

Acknowledgments—Frank Vogel (deceased) provided superb EM
skills. We thank Andreas Schmidt, Marina Sitte, Margit Vogel, Corinna
Volkwein, and Angelika Wittstruck for technical support. B. Meusser is
grateful to Thomas Sommer for supporting part of this project.

Author contributions—B. M. conceptualization; B. M. and B. P. data
curation; B. M. and F. C. L. funding acquisition; B. M. and B. P. vali-
dation; B. M. and B. P. investigation; B. M. visualization; B. M. and
B. P. methodology; B. M. and F. C. L. writing-original draft; B. M.
and F. C. L. project administration; B. M., B. P., and F. C. L. writing-
review and editing; B. P. and F. C. L. resources; F. C. L. supervision.

Funding and additional information—This work was supported in
part by European Union ProFIT (Program for the Support of
Research, Innovation, and Technology) Grant 10134606 (to B. M.).

Conflict of interest—The authors declare that they have no conflicts
of interest with the contents of this article.

Abbreviations—The abbreviations used are: PM, plasma mem-
brane; aa, amino acid(s); CA, capsid; CCA, C-terminal capsid do-
main; DNCA, deletion of Gag aa 126–277; ESCRT, endosomal
complex required for transport; MA, matrix; MA3*, L31R,V35E,
W36A; MVB, multivesicular body; NC, nucleocapsid; NCA, N-ter-
minal CA domain, Gag aa 133–277; p6A, ALIX-binding site in p6;
p6A*, mutated ALIX-binding site in p6, L489A; p6T, TSG101-bind-
ing site in p6; p6T*, mutated TSG101-binding site in p6, P455L,
P458L; PGK, phosphoglycerate kinase; UBD, ubiquitin-binding do-
main; VLP, virus-like particle; ER, endoplasmic reticulum; CMV,
cytomegalovirus; OD optical density; SD synthetic dextrose; PDB,
Protein Data Bank; HA hemagglutinin.

References

1. Freed, E. O. (2015) HIV-1 assembly, release and maturation. Nat. Rev.
Microbiol. 13, 484–496 CrossRefMedline

2. Gheysen, D., Jacobs, E., de Foresta, F., Thiriart, C., Francotte, M., Thines,
D., and De Wilde, M. (1989) Assembly and release of HIV-1 precursor
Pr55gag virus-like particles from recombinant baculovirus-infected
insect cells.Cell 59, 103–112 CrossRefMedline

3. Kutluay, S. B., and Bieniasz, P. D. (2010) Analysis of the initiating events
in HIV-1 particle assembly and genome packaging. PLoS Pathog. 6,
e1001200 CrossRefMedline

4. Datta, S. A., Curtis, J. E., Ratcliff, W., Clark, P. K., Crist, R. M., Lebowitz,
J., Krueger, S., and Rein, A. (2007) Conformation of the HIV-1 Gag pro-
tein in solution. J. Mol. Biol. 365, 812–824 CrossRefMedline

5. Datta, S. A., Heinrich, F., Raghunandan, S., Krueger, S., Curtis, J. E., Rein,
A., and Nanda, H. (2011) HIV-1 Gag extension: conformational changes
require simultaneous interaction with membrane and nucleic acid. J.
Mol. Biol. 406, 205–214 CrossRefMedline

6. Wilk, T., Gross, I., Gowen, B. E., Rutten, T., de Haas, F., Welker, R.,
Kräusslich, H. G., Boulanger, P., and Fuller, S. D. (2001) Organization of
immature human immunodeficiency virus type 1. J. Virol. 75, 759–771
CrossRefMedline

7. Mervis, R. J., Ahmad, N., Lillehoj, E. P., Raum,M. G., Salazar, F. H., Chan,
H. W., and Venkatesan, S. (1988) The gag gene products of human im-
munodeficiency virus type 1: alignment within the gag open reading
frame, identification of posttranslational modifications, and evidence
for alternative gag precursors. J. Virol. 62, 3993–4002 CrossRef
Medline

8. Briggs, J. A., Riches, J. D., Glass, B., Bartonova, V., Zanetti, G., and Kräus-
slich, H. G. (2009) Structure and assembly of immature HIV. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 106, 11090–11095 CrossRefMedline

9. Pornillos, O., Ganser-Pornillos, B. K., Kelly, B. N., Hua, Y., Whitby, F. G.,
Stout, C. D., Sundquist, W. I., Hill, C. P., and Yeager, M. (2009) X-ray
structures of the hexameric building block of the HIV capsid. Cell 137,
1282–1292 CrossRefMedline

10. Schur, F. K., Hagen, W. J., Rumlová, M., Ruml, T., Müller, B., Kräusslich,
H. G., and Briggs, J. A. (2015) Structure of the immature HIV-1 capsid in
intact virus particles at 8.8 Å resolution. Nature 517, 505–508 CrossRef
Medline

11. Hill, C. P.,Worthylake, D., Bancroft, D. P., Christensen, A. M., and Sund-
quist, W. I. (1996) Crystal structures of the trimeric human immunodefi-
ciency virus type 1 matrix protein: implications for membrane
association and assembly. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 93, 3099–3104
CrossRefMedline

12. Ono, A., Ablan, S. D., Lockett, S. J., Nagashima, K., and Freed, E. O.
(2004) Phosphatidylinositol (4,5) bisphosphate regulates HIV-1 Gag tar-
geting to the plasma membrane. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 101,
14889–14894 CrossRefMedline

ESCRT-dependent HIV-1 Gag release from yeast

17968 J. Biol. Chem. (2020) 295(52) 17950–17972

https://www.jbc.org/cgi/content/full/RA120.014710/DC1
https://www.jbc.org/cgi/content/full/RA120.014710/DC1
https://www.jbc.org/cgi/content/full/RA120.014710/DC1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrmicro3490
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26119571
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(89)90873-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2676191
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1001200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21124996
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2006.10.073
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17097677
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2010.11.051
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21134384
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.75.2.759-771.2001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11134289
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.62.11.3993-4002.1988
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3262776
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0903535106
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19549863
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2009.04.063
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19523676
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature13838
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25363765
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.93.7.3099
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8610175
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0405596101
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15465916
http://www.jbc.org/


13. Shkriabai, N., Datta, S. A., Zhao, Z., Hess, S., Rein, A., and Kvaratskhelia,
M. (2006) Interactions of HIV-1 Gag with assembly cofactors. Biochemis-
try 45, 4077–4083 CrossRefMedline

14. Chukkapalli, V., Hogue, I. B., Boyko, V., Hu, W. S., and Ono, A. (2008)
Interaction between the human immunodeficiency virus type 1 Gag
matrix domain and phosphatidylinositol-(4,5)-bisphosphate is essential
for efficient Gag membrane binding. J. Virol. 82, 2405–2417 CrossRef
Medline

15. Chukkapalli, V., Oh, S. J., and Ono, A. (2010) Opposing mechanisms
involving RNA and lipids regulate HIV-1 Gag membrane binding
through the highly basic region of the matrix domain. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. U. S. A. 107, 1600–1605 CrossRefMedline

16. Göttlinger, H. G., Sodroski, J. G., and Haseltine,W. A. (1989) Role of cap-
sid precursor processing andmyristoylation in morphogenesis and infec-
tivity of human immunodeficiency virus type 1. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U.
S. A. 86, 5781–5785 CrossRefMedline

17. Bryant, M., and Ratner, L. (1990) Myristoylation-dependent replication
and assembly of human immunodeficiency virus 1. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
U. S. A. 87, 523–527 CrossRefMedline

18. Tang, C., Loeliger, E., Luncsford, P., Kinde, I., Beckett, D., and Summers,
M. F. (2004) Entropic switch regulates myristate exposure in the HIV-1
matrix protein. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 101, 517–522 CrossRef
Medline

19. Saad, J. S., Miller, J., Tai, J., Kim, A., Ghanam, R. H., and Summers, M. F.
(2006) Structural basis for targeting HIV-1 Gag proteins to the plasma
membrane for virus assembly. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 103, 11364–
11369 CrossRefMedline

20. Vlach, J., and Saad, J. S. (2013) Trio engagement via plasma membrane
phospholipids and themyristoyl moiety governs HIV-1matrix binding to
bilayers. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 110, 3525–3530 CrossRefMedline

21. Bharat, T. A., Castillo Menendez, L. R., Hagen, W. J., Lux, V., Igonet, S.,
Schorb, M., Schur, F. K., Kräusslich, H. G., and Briggs, J. A. (2014) Cryo-
electron microscopy of tubular arrays of HIV-1 Gag resolves structures
essential for immature virus assembly. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 111,
8233–8238 CrossRefMedline

22. Hendrix, J., Baumgärtel, V., Schrimpf,W., Ivanchenko, S., Digman,M. A.,
Gratton, E., Kräusslich, H. G., Müller, B., and Lamb, D. C. (2015) Live-
cell observation of cytosolic HIV-1 assembly onset reveals RNA-interact-
ing Gag oligomers. J. Cell Biol. 210, 629–646 CrossRefMedline

23. Garrus, J. E., von Schwedler, U. K., Pornillos, O. W., Morham, S. G.,
Zavitz, K. H., Wang, H. E., Wettstein, D. A., Stray, K. M., Côté, M., Rich,
R. L., Myszka, D. G., and Sundquist, W. I. (2001) Tsg101 and the vacuolar
protein sorting pathway are essential for HIV-1 budding. Cell 107, 55–65
CrossRefMedline

24. Martin-Serrano, J., Zang, T., and Bieniasz, P. D. (2001) HIV-1 and Ebola
virus encode small peptide motifs that recruit Tsg101 to sites of particle
assembly to facilitate egress.Nat. Med. 7, 1313–1319 CrossRefMedline

25. VerPlank, L., Bouamr, F., LaGrassa, T. J., Agresta, B., Kikonyogo, A., Leis,
J., and Carter, C. A. (2001) Tsg101, a homologue of ubiquitin-conjugating
(E2) enzymes, binds the L domain in HIV type 1 Pr55(Gag). Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 98, 7724–7729 CrossRefMedline

26. Strack, B., Calistri, A., Craig, S., Popova, E., and Göttlinger, H. G. (2003)
AIP1/ALIX is a binding partner for HIV-1 p6 and EIAV p9 functioning in
virus budding.Cell 114, 689–699 CrossRefMedline

27. von Schwedler, U. K., Stuchell, M., Müller, B.,Ward, D.M., Chung, H. Y.,
Morita, E., Wang, H. E., Davis, T., He, G. P., Cimbora, D. M., Scott, A.,
Kräusslich, H. G., Kaplan, J., Morham, S. G., and Sundquist, W. I. (2003)
The protein network of HIV budding. Cell 114, 701–713 CrossRef
Medline

28. Rothman, J. H., and Stevens, T. H. (1986) Protein sorting in yeast:
mutants defective in vacuole biogenesis mislocalize vacuolar proteins
into the late secretory pathway.Cell 47, 1041–1051 CrossRefMedline

29. Robinson, J. S., Klionsky, D. J., Banta, L. M., and Emr, S. D. (1988) Protein
sorting in Saccharomyces cerevisiae: isolation of mutants defective in the
delivery and processing of multiple vacuolar hydrolases.Mol. Cell Biol. 8,
4936–4948 CrossRefMedline

30. Rothman, J. H., Howald, I., and Stevens, T. H. (1989) Characterization of
genes required for protein sorting and vacuolar function in the yeast Sac-
charomyces cerevisiae. EMBO J. 8, 2057–2065 CrossRefMedline

31. Odorizzi, G., Babst, M., and Emr, S. D. (1998) Fab1p PtdIns(3)P 5-kinase
function essential for protein sorting in the multivesicular body. Cell 95,
847–858 CrossRefMedline

32. Katzmann, D. J., Babst, M., and Emr, S. D. (2001) Ubiquitin-dependent
sorting into the multivesicular body pathway requires the function of a
conserved endosomal protein sorting complex, ESCRT-1. Cell 106, 145–
155 CrossRefMedline

33. Babst, M., Wendland, B., Estepa, E. J., and Emr, S. D. (1998) The Vps4p
AAA ATPase regulates membrane association of a Vps protein com-
plex required for normal endosome function. EMBO J. 17, 2982–2993
CrossRef Medline

34. Dupré, S., andHaguenauer-Tsapis, R. (2001) Deubiquitination step in the
endocytic pathway of yeast plasma membrane proteins: crucial role of
Doa4p ubiquitin isopeptidase. Mol. Cell Biol. 21, 4482–4494 CrossRef
Medline

35. Babst, M., Katzmann, D. J., Estepa-Sabal, E. J., Meerloo, T., and Emr, S. D.
(2002) ESCRT-III: an endosome-associated heterooligomeric protein
complex required for MVB sorting. Dev. Cell 3, 271–282 CrossRef
Medline

36. Babst, M., Katzmann, D. J., Snyder, W. B., Wendland, B., and Emr, S. D.
(2002) Endosome-associated complex, ESCRT-II, recruits transport ma-
chinery for protein sorting at the multivesicular body. Dev. Cell 3, 283–
289 CrossRefMedline

37. Bilodeau, P. S., Urbanowski, J. L., Winistorfer, S. C., and Piper, R. C.
(2002) The Vps27p Hse1p complex binds ubiquitin and mediates endo-
somal protein sorting.Nat. Cell Biol. 4, 534–539 CrossRefMedline

38. Nikko, E., Marini, A. M., and André, B. (2003) Permease recycling and
ubiquitination status reveal a particular role for Bro1 in the multivesicu-
lar body pathway. J. Biol. Chem. 278, 50732–50743 CrossRefMedline

39. Odorizzi, G., Katzmann, D. J., Babst, M., Audhya, A., and Emr, S. D.
(2003) Bro1 is an endosome-associated protein that functions in the
MVB pathway in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. J. Cell Sci. 116, 1893–1903
CrossRefMedline

40. Chu, T., Sun, J., Saksena, S., and Emr, S. D. (2006) New component of
ESCRT-I regulates endosomal sorting complex assembly. J. Cell Biol.
175, 815–823 CrossRefMedline

41. Martin-Serrano, J., Yarovoy, A., Perez-Caballero, D., Bieniasz, P. D., and
Yaravoy, A. (2003) Divergent retroviral late-budding domains recruit
vacuolar protein sorting factors by using alternative adaptor proteins.
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 100, 12414–12419 CrossRefMedline

42. Schöneberg, J., Lee, I. H., Iwasa, J. H., and Hurley, J. H. (2017) Reverse-to-
pology membrane scission by the ESCRT proteins. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell
Biol. 18, 5–17 CrossRefMedline

43. Hanson, P. I., Roth, R., Lin, Y., and Heuser, J. E. (2008) Plasma membrane
deformation by circular arrays of ESCRT-III protein filaments. J. Cell
Biol. 180, 389–402 CrossRefMedline

44. Lata, S., Schoehn, G., Jain, A., Pires, R., Piehler, J., Gottlinger, H. G., and
Weissenhorn, W. (2008) Helical structures of ESCRT-III are disas-
sembled by VPS4. Science 321, 1354–1357 CrossRefMedline

45. Henne, W. M., Buchkovich, N. J., Zhao, Y., and Emr, S. D. (2012) The
endosomal sorting complex ESCRT-II mediates the assembly and archi-
tecture of ESCRT-III helices.Cell 151, 356–371 CrossRefMedline

46. Chiaruttini, N., Redondo-Morata, L., Colom, A., Humbert, F., Lenz, M.,
Scheuring, S., and Roux, A. (2015) Relaxation of loaded ESCRT-III spiral
springs drives membrane deformation. Cell 163, 866–879 CrossRef
Medline

47. Banjade, S., Tang, S., Shah, Y. H., and Emr, S. D. (2019) Electrostatic lat-
eral interactions drive ESCRT-III heteropolymer assembly. Elife 8,
e46207 CrossRefMedline

48. Fabrikant, G., Lata, S., Riches, J. D., Briggs, J. A., Weissenhorn, W., and
Kozlov, M. M. (2009) Computational model of membrane fission cata-
lyzed by ESCRT-III. PLoS Comput. Biol. 5, e1000575 CrossRefMedline

49. Saksena, S., Wahlman, J., Teis, D., Johnson, A. E., and Emr, S. D. (2009)
Functional reconstitution of ESCRT-III assembly and disassembly. Cell
136, 97–109 CrossRefMedline

ESCRT-dependent HIV-1 Gag release from yeast

J. Biol. Chem. (2020) 295(52) 17950–17972 17969

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bi052308e
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16566581
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01614-07
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18094158
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0908661107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20080620
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.86.15.5781
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2788277
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.87.2.523
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2405382
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0305665101
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14699046
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0602818103
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16840558
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1216655110
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23401539
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1401455111
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24843179
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.201504006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26283800
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(01)00506-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11595185
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nm1201-1313
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11726971
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.131059198
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11427703
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(03)00653-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14505569
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(03)00714-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14505570
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(86)90819-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3536126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/mcb.8.11.4936
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3062374
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/j.1460-2075.1989.tb03614.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2676511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)81707-9
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9865702
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(01)00434-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11511343
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/emboj/17.11.2982
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9606181
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/MCB.21.14.4482-4494.2001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11416128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1534-5807(02)00220-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12194857
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1534-5807(02)00219-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12194858
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncb815
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12055639
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M306953200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14523026
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/jcs.00395
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12668726
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200608053
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17145965
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2133846100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14519844
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nrm.2016.121
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27703243
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200707031
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18209100
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1161070
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18687924
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2012.08.039
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23063125
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2015.10.017
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26522593
http://dx.doi.org/10.7554/eLife.46207
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31246173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pcbi.1000575
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19936052
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2008.11.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19135892
http://www.jbc.org/


50. Wollert, T., Wunder, C., Lippincott-Schwartz, J., and Hurley, J. H. (2009)
Membrane scission by the ESCRT-III complex. Nature 458, 172–177
CrossRefMedline

51. Adell, M. A., Vogel, G. F., Pakdel, M., Müller, M., Lindner, H., Hess,
M. W., and Teis, D. (2014) Coordinated binding of Vps4 to ESCRT-III
drives membrane neck constriction during MVB vesicle formation. J.
Cell Biol. 205, 33–49 CrossRefMedline

52. Cashikar, A. G., Shim, S., Roth, R., Maldazys, M. R., Heuser, J. E., and
Hanson, P. I. (2014) Structure of cellular ESCRT-III spirals and their rela-
tionship to HIV budding. Elife 3, e02184 CrossRefMedline

53. Schöneberg, J., Pavlin, M. R., Yan, S., Righini, M., Lee, I. H., Carlson, L. A.,
Bahrami, A. H., Goldman, D. H., Ren, X., Hummer, G., Bustamante, C.,
and Hurley, J. H. (2018) ATP-dependent force generation andmembrane
scission by ESCRT-III and Vps4. Science 362, 1423–1428 CrossRef
Medline

54. Maity, S., Caillat, C., Miguet, N., Sulbaran, G., Effantin, G., Schoehn, G.,
Roos,W. H., andWeissenhorn,W. (2019) VPS4 triggers constriction and
cleavage of ESCRT-III helical filaments. Sci. Adv. 5, eaau7198 CrossRef
Medline

55. Fisher, R. D., Wang, B., Alam, S. L., Higginson, D. S., Robinson, H., Sund-
quist, W. I., and Hill, C. P. (2003) Structure and ubiquitin binding of the
ubiquitin-interacting motif. J. Biol. Chem. 278, 28976–28984 CrossRef
Medline

56. Swanson, K. A., Kang, R. S., Stamenova, S. D., Hicke, L., and Radhak-
rishnan, I. (2003) Solution structure of Vps27 UIM-ubiquitin complex
important for endosomal sorting and receptor downregulation. EMBO J.
22, 4597–4606 CrossRefMedline

57. Alam, S. L., Sun, J., Payne, M., Welch, B. D., Blake, B. K., Davis, D. R.,
Meyer, H. H., Emr, S. D., and Sundquist, W. I. (2004) Ubiquitin interac-
tions of NZF zinc fingers. EMBO J. 23, 1411–1421 CrossRefMedline

58. Teo, H., Veprintsev, D. B., and Williams, R. L. (2004) Structural
insights into endosomal sorting complex required for transport
(ESCRT-I) recognition of ubiquitinated proteins. J. Biol. Chem. 279,
28689–28696 CrossRef Medline

59. Kim, J., Sitaraman, S., Hierro, A., Beach, B. M., Odorizzi, G., and Hurley,
J. H. (2005) Structural basis for endosomal targeting by the Bro1 domain.
Dev. Cell 8, 937–947 CrossRefMedline

60. Alam, S. L., Langelier, C., Whitby, F. G., Koirala, S., Robinson, H., Hill,
C. P., and Sundquist, W. I. (2006) Structural basis for ubiquitin recogni-
tion by the human ESCRT-II EAP45 GLUE domain. Nat. Struct. Mol.
Biol. 13, 1029–1030 CrossRefMedline

61. Hirano, S., Suzuki, N., Slagsvold, T., Kawasaki, M., Trambaiolo, D., Kato,
R., Stenmark, H., and Wakatsuki, S. (2006) Structural basis of ubiquitin
recognition by mammalian Eap45 GLUE domain. Nat. Struct. Mol. Biol.
13, 1031–1032 CrossRefMedline

62. Im, Y. J., Wollert, T., Boura, E., and Hurley, J. H. (2009) Structure and
function of the ESCRT-II-III interface in multivesicular body biogenesis.
Dev. Cell 17, 234–243CrossRefMedline

63. Ren, X., and Hurley, J. H. (2010) VHS domains of ESCRT-0 cooperate in
high-avidity binding to polyubiquitinated cargo. EMBO J. 29, 1045–1054
CrossRefMedline

64. Teis, D., Saksena, S., Judson, B. L., and Emr, S. D. (2010) ESCRT-II coor-
dinates the assembly of ESCRT-III filaments for cargo sorting and multi-
vesicular body vesicle formation. EMBO J. 29, 871–883 CrossRef
Medline

65. Wollert, T., and Hurley, J. H. (2010) Molecular mechanism of multive-
sicular body biogenesis by ESCRT complexes. Nature 464, 864–869
CrossRef Medline

66. Dores, M. R., Chen, B., Lin, H., Soh, U. J., Paing, M.M., Montagne,W. A.,
Meerloo, T., and Trejo, J. (2012) ALIX binds a YPX3L motif of the GPCR
PAR1 and mediates ubiquitin-independent ESCRT-III/MVB sorting. J.
Cell Biol. 197, 407–419 CrossRefMedline

67. Pashkova, N., Gakhar, L., Winistorfer, S. C., Sunshine, A. B., Rich, M.,
Dunham, M. J., Yu, L., and Piper, R. C. (2013) The yeast Alix homolog
Bro1 functions as a ubiquitin receptor for protein sorting intomultivesic-
ular endosomes.Dev. Cell 25, 520–533CrossRefMedline

68. Tang, S., Buchkovich, N. J., Henne, W. M., Banjade, S., Kim, Y. J., and
Emr, S. D. (2016) ESCRT-III activation by parallel action of ESCRT-I/II

and ESCRT-0/Bro1 during MVB biogenesis. Elife 5, e15507 CrossRef
Medline

69. Shih, S. C., Katzmann, D. J., Schnell, J. D., Sutanto, M., Emr, S. D., and
Hicke, L. (2002) Epsins and Vps27p/Hrs contain ubiquitin-binding
domains that function in receptor endocytosis.Nat. Cell Biol. 4, 389–393
CrossRefMedline

70. Bilodeau, P. S., Winistorfer, S. C., Kearney, W. R., Robertson, A. D., and
Piper, R. C. (2003) Vps27-Hse1 and ESCRT-I complexes cooperate to
increase efficiency of sorting ubiquitinated proteins at the endosome. J.
Cell Biol. 163, 237–243 CrossRefMedline

71. Katzmann, D. J., Stefan, C. J., Babst, M., and Emr, S. D. (2003) Vps27
recruits ESCRT machinery to endosomes during MVB sorting. J. Cell
Biol. 162, 413–423 CrossRefMedline

72. Munro, J. B., Nath, A., Färber, M., Datta, S. A., Rein, A., Rhoades, E., and
Mothes, W. (2014) A conformational transition observed in single HIV-1
Gagmolecules during in vitro assembly of virus-like particles. J. Virol. 88,
3577–3585 CrossRefMedline

73. Carlson, L. A., Briggs, J. A., Glass, B., Riches, J. D., Simon,M. N., Johnson,
M. C., Müller, B., Grünewald, K., and Kräusslich, H. G. (2008) Three-
dimensional analysis of budding sites and released virus suggests a re-
vised model for HIV-1 morphogenesis. Cell Host Microbe 4, 592–599
CrossRefMedline

74. Johnson, D. S., Bleck, M., and Simon, S. M. (2018) Timing of ESCRT-III
protein recruitment and membrane scission during HIV-1 assembly.
Elife 7, e36221 CrossRefMedline

75. Votteler, J., and Sundquist, W. I. (2013) Virus budding and the ESCRT
pathway.Cell HostMicrobe 14, 232–241CrossRefMedline

76. Langelier, C., von Schwedler, U. K., Fisher, R. D., De Domenico, I.,White,
P. L., Hill, C. P., Kaplan, J., Ward, D., and Sundquist, W. I. (2006) Human
ESCRT-II complex and its role in human immunodeficiency virus type 1
release. J. Virol. 80, 9465–9480 CrossRefMedline

77. Pincetic, A., Medina, G., Carter, C., and Leis, J. (2008) Avian sarcoma vi-
rus and human immunodeficiency virus, type 1 use different subsets of
ESCRT proteins to facilitate the budding process. J. Biol. Chem. 283,
29822–29830 CrossRefMedline

78. Morita, E., Sandrin, V., McCullough, J., Katsuyama, A., Baci Hamilton, I.,
and Sundquist, W. I. (2011) ESCRT-III protein requirements for HIV-1
budding. Cell Host Microbe 9, 235–242 CrossRefMedline

79. Carlson, L. A., and Hurley, J. H. (2012) In vitro reconstitution of the or-
dered assembly of the endosomal sorting complex required for transport
at membrane-bound HIV-1 Gag clusters. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A.
109, 16928–16933 CrossRefMedline

80. Meng, B., Ip, N. C., Prestwood, L. J., Abbink, T. E., and Lever, A. M.
(2015) Evidence that the endosomal sorting complex required for trans-
port-II (ESCRT-II) is required for efficient human immunodeficiency vi-
rus-1 (HIV-1) production. Retrovirology 12, 72 CrossRefMedline

81. Meng, B., Ip, N. C. Y., Abbink, T. E. M., Kenyon, J. C., and Lever, A. M. L.
(2020) ESCRT-II functions by linking to ESCRT-I in human immunode-
ficiency virus-1 budding.CellMicrobiol. e13161 CrossRefMedline

82. Göttlinger, H. G., Dorfman, T., Sodroski, J. G., and Haseltine, W. A.
(1991) Effect of mutations affecting the p6 gag protein on human immu-
nodeficiency virus particle release. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 88,
3195–3199 CrossRefMedline

83. Fisher, R. D., Chung, H. Y., Zhai, Q., Robinson, H., Sundquist, W. I., and
Hill, C. P. (2007) Structural and biochemical studies of ALIX/AIP1 and
its role in retrovirus budding. Cell 128, 841–852 CrossRefMedline

84. Zhai, Q., Fisher, R. D., Chung, H. Y., Myszka, D. G., Sundquist, W. I., and
Hill, C. P. (2008) Structural and functional studies of ALIX interactions
with YPXnL late domains of HIV-1 and EIAV. Nat. Struct. Mol. Biol. 15,
43–49 CrossRefMedline

85. Bendjennat, M., and Saffarian, S. (2016) The race against protease activa-
tion defines the role of ESCRTs in HIV budding. PLoS Pathog. 12,
e1005657 CrossRefMedline

86. Sakuragi, S., Goto, T., Sano, K., and Morikawa, Y. (2002) HIV type 1 Gag
virus-like particle budding from spheroplasts of Saccharomyces cerevi-
siae. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 99, 7956–7961 CrossRefMedline

87. Norgan, A. P., Lee, J. R., Oestreich, A. J., Payne, J. A., Krueger, E. W., and
Katzmann, D. J. (2012) ESCRT-independent budding of HIV-1 gag virus-

ESCRT-dependent HIV-1 Gag release from yeast

17970 J. Biol. Chem. (2020) 295(52) 17950–17972

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature07836
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19234443
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.201310114
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24711499
http://dx.doi.org/10.7554/eLife.02184
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24878737
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.aat1839
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30573630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aau7198
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30989108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M302596200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12750381
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/emboj/cdg471
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12970172
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7600114
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15029239
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M400023200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15044434
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2005.04.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15935782
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nsmb1160
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17057716
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nsmb1163
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17057714
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2009.07.008
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19686684
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/emboj.2010.6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20150893
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/emboj.2009.408
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20134403
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature08849
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20305637
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.201110031
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22547407
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.devcel.2013.04.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23726974
http://dx.doi.org/10.7554/eLife.15507
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27074665
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncb790
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11988742
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200305007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14581452
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200302136
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12900393
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.03353-13
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24403576
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2008.10.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19064259
http://dx.doi.org/10.7554/eLife.36221
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29972351
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2013.08.012
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24034610
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01049-06
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16973552
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M804157200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18723511
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2011.02.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21396898
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1211759109
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23027949
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12977-015-0197-x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26268989
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/cmi.13161
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31922351
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.88.8.3195
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2014240
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2007.01.035
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17350572
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nsmb1319
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18066081
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1005657
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27280284
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.082281199
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12060741
http://www.jbc.org/


like particles from Saccharomyces cerevisiae spheroplasts. PLoS ONE 7,
e52603 CrossRefMedline

88. Bathurst, I. C., Chester, N., Gibson, H. L., Dennis, A. F., Steimer, K. F.,
and Barr, P. J. (1989) Nmyristylation of the human immunodeficiency vi-
rus type 1 gag polyprotein precursor in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. J. Virol.
63, 3176–3179 CrossRefMedline

89. Jacobs, E., Gheysen, D., Thines, D., Francotte, M., and de Wilde, M.
(1989) The HIV-1 Gag precursor Pr55gag synthesized in yeast is myris-
toylated and targeted to the plasma membrane.Gene 79, 71–81 CrossRef
Medline

90. Jouvenet, N., Zhadina, M., Bieniasz, P. D., and Simon, S. M. (2011) Dy-
namics of ESCRT protein recruitment during retroviral assembly. Nat.
Cell Biol. 13, 394–401 CrossRefMedline

91. Bache, K. G., Brech, A., Mehlum, A., and Stenmark, H. (2003) Hrs regu-
lates multivesicular body formation via ESCRT recruitment to endo-
somes. J. Cell Biol. 162, 435–442 CrossRefMedline

92. Lu, Q., Hope, L. W., Brasch, M., Reinhard, C., and Cohen, S. N. (2003)
TSG101 interaction with HRSmediates endosomal trafficking and recep-
tor down-regulation. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 100, 7626–7631
CrossRefMedline

93. Pornillos, O., Higginson, D. S., Stray, K. M., Fisher, R. D., Garrus, J. E.,
Payne, M., He, G. P., Wang, H. E., Morham, S. G., and Sundquist, W. I.
(2003) HIV Gag mimics the Tsg101-recruiting activity of the human Hrs
protein. J. Cell Biol. 162, 425–434 CrossRefMedline

94. Dores, M. R., Grimsey, N. J., Mendez, F., and Trejo, J. (2016) ALIX regu-
lates the ubiquitin-independent lysosomal sorting of the P2Y1 purinergic
receptor via a YPX3Lmotif. PLoS ONE 11, e0157587 CrossRefMedline

95. Richter, C., West, M., and Odorizzi, G. (2007) Dual mechanisms specify
Doa4-mediated deubiquitination at multivesicular bodies. EMBO J. 26,
2454–2464 CrossRefMedline

96. Kimura, Y., Kawawaki, J., Kakiyama, Y., Shimoda, A., and Tanaka, K.
(2014) The ESCRT-III adaptor protein Bro1 controls functions of regula-
tor for free ubiquitin chains 1 (Rfu1) in ubiquitin homeostasis. J. Biol.
Chem. 289, 21760–21769 CrossRefMedline

97. Sette, P., Dussupt, V., and Bouamr, F. (2012) Identification of the HIV-1
NC binding interface in Alix Bro1 reveals a role for RNA. J. Virol. 86,
11608–11615 CrossRefMedline

98. Reil, H., Bukovsky, A. A., Gelderblom, H. R., and Göttlinger, H. G. (1998)
Efficient HIV-1 replication can occur in the absence of the viral matrix
protein. EMBO J. 17, 2699–2708 CrossRefMedline

99. Mercredi, P. Y., Bucca, N., Loeliger, B., Gaines, C. R., Mehta, M., Bhar-
gava, P., Tedbury, P. R., Charlier, L., Floquet, N., Muriaux, D., Favard, C.,
Sanders, C. R., Freed, E. O., Marchant, J., and Summers, M. F. (2016)
Structural and molecular determinants of membrane binding by the
HIV-1matrix protein. J. Mol. Biol. 428, 1637–1655 CrossRefMedline

100. Eells, R., Barros, M., Scott, K. M., Karageorgos, I., Heinrich, F., and
Lösche, M. (2017) Structural characterization of membrane-bound
human immunodeficiency virus-1 Gag matrix with neutron reflectome-
try. Biointerphases 12, 02D408 CrossRefMedline

101. Murphy, R. E., Samal, A. B., Vlach, J., Mas, V., Prevelige, P. E., and Saad,
J. S. (2019) Structural and biophysical characterizations of HIV-1 matrix
trimer binding to lipid nanodiscs shed light on virus assembly. J. Biol.
Chem. 294, 18600–18612 CrossRefMedline

102. Sundquist, W. I., Schubert, H. L., Kelly, B. N., Hill, G. C., Holton, J. M.,
and Hill, C. P. (2004) Ubiquitin recognition by the human TSG101 pro-
tein.Mol. Cell 13, 783–789 CrossRefMedline

103. Borsetti, A., Ohagen, A., and Göttlinger, H. G. (1998) The C-terminal
half of the human immunodeficiency virus type 1 Gag precursor is suffi-
cient for efficient particle assembly. J. Virol. 72, 9313–9317 CrossRef
Medline

104. Popov, S., Popova, E., Inoue, M., and Göttlinger, H. G. (2008) Human
immunodeficiency virus type 1 Gag engages the Bro1 domain of ALIX/
AIP1 through the nucleocapsid. J. Virol. 82, 1389–1398 CrossRef
Medline

105. Morita, E., and Sundquist, W. I. (2004) Retrovirus budding. Annu. Rev.
Cell Dev. Biol. 20, 395–425 CrossRefMedline

106. Fledderman, E. L., Fujii, K., Ghanam, R. H., Waki, K., Prevelige, P. E.,
Freed, E. O., and Saad, J. S. (2010) Myristate exposure in the human im-

munodeficiency virus type 1 matrix protein is modulated by pH. Bio-
chemistry 49, 9551–9562 CrossRefMedline

107. Paillart, J. C., andGöttlinger, H. G. (1999) Opposing effects of human im-
munodeficiency virus type 1 matrix mutations support a myristyl switch
model of Gag membrane targeting. J. Virol. 73, 2604–2612 CrossRef
Medline

108. Sette, P., O'Connor, S. K., Yerramilli, V. S., Dussupt, V., Nagashima, K.,
Chutiraka, K., Lingappa, J., Scarlata, S., and Bouamr, F. (2016) HIV-1 nu-
cleocapsid mimics themembrane adaptor syntenin PDZ to gain access to
ESCRTs and promote virus budding. Cell Host Microbe 19, 336–348
CrossRefMedline

109. Pires, R., Hartlieb, B., Signor, L., Schoehn, G., Lata, S., Roessle, M., Moris-
cot, C., Popov, S., Hinz, A., Jamin, M., Boyer, V., Sadoul, R., Forest, E.,
Svergun, D. I., Göttlinger, H. G., et al. (2009) A crescent-shaped ALIX
dimer targets ESCRT-III CHMP4 filaments. Structure 17, 843–856
CrossRefMedline

110. Zhou, X., Pan, S., Sun, L., Corvera, J., Lee, Y. C., Lin, S. H., and Kuang, J.
(2009) The CHMP4b- and Src-docking sites in the Bro1 domain are
autoinhibited in the native state of Alix. Biochem. J. 418, 277–284
CrossRef Medline

111. Wemmer,M., Azmi, I.,West,M., Davies, B., Katzmann, D., and Odorizzi,
G. (2011) Bro1 binding to Snf7 regulates ESCRT-III membrane scission
activity in yeast. J. Cell Biol. 192, 295–306 CrossRefMedline

112. Zhai, Q., Landesman, M. B., Chung, H. Y., Dierkers, A., Jeffries, C. M.,
Trewhella, J., Hill, C. P., and Sundquist,W. I. (2011) Activation of the ret-
roviral budding factor ALIX. J. Virol. 85, 9222–9226 CrossRefMedline

113. Johnson, N., West, M., and Odorizzi, G. (2017) Regulation of yeast
ESCRT-III membrane scission activity by the Doa4 ubiquitin hydrolase.
Mol. Biol. Cell 28, 661–672CrossRefMedline

114. von Schwedler, U. K., Stray, K. M., Garrus, J. E., and Sundquist, W. I.
(2003) Functional surfaces of the human immunodeficiency virus type 1
capsid protein. J. Virol. 77, 5439–5450 CrossRefMedline

115. Hogue, I. B., Grover, J. R., Soheilian, F., Nagashima, K., and Ono, A.
(2011) Gag induces the coalescence of clustered lipid rafts and tetraspa-
nin-enrichedmicrodomains at HIV-1 assembly sites on the plasmamem-
brane. J. Virol. 85, 9749–9766 CrossRefMedline

116. Pak, A. J., Grime, J. M. A., Sengupta, P., Chen, A. K., Durumeric, A. E. P.,
Srivastava, A., Yeager, M., Briggs, J. A. G., Lippincott-Schwartz, J., and
Voth, G. A. (2017) Immature HIV-1 lattice assembly dynamics are regu-
lated by scaffolding from nucleic acid and the plasma membrane. Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 114, E10056–E10065 CrossRefMedline

117. Gottwein, E., and Kräusslich, H. G. (2005) Analysis of human immunode-
ficiency virus type 1 Gag ubiquitination. J. Virol. 79, 9134–9144 CrossRef
Medline

118. Gottwein, E., Jäger, S., Habermann, A., and Kräusslich, H. G. (2006) Cu-
mulative mutations of ubiquitin acceptor sites in human immunodefi-
ciency virus type 1 Gag cause a late budding defect. J. Virol. 80, 6267–
6275 CrossRefMedline

119. Sette, P., Nagashima, K., Piper, R. C., and Bouamr, F. (2013) Ubiquitin
conjugation to Gag is essential for ESCRT-mediated HIV-1 budding. Ret-
rovirology 10, 79 CrossRefMedline

120. Bleck, M., Itano, M. S., Johnson, D. S., Thomas, V. K., North, A. J., Bien-
iasz, P. D., and Simon, S. M. (2014) Temporal and spatial organization of
ESCRT protein recruitment during HIV-1 budding. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci.
U. S. A. 111, 12211–12216 CrossRefMedline

121. Yu, X., Yuan, X., Matsuda, Z., Lee, T. H., and Essex, M. (1992) Matrix
protein of human immunodeficiency virus type 1 is required for incorpo-
ration of viral envelope protein into mature virions. J. Virol. 66, 4966–
4971 CrossRefMedline

122. Saifuddin, M., Hedayati, T., Atkinson, J. P., Holguin, M. H., Parker, C. J.,
and Spear, G. T. (1997) Human immunodeficiency virus type 1 incorpo-
rates both glycosyl phosphatidylinositol-anchored CD55 and CD59 and
integral membrane CD46 at levels that protect from complement-medi-
ated destruction. J. Gen. Virol. 78, 1907–1911 CrossRefMedline

123. Briggs, J. A. G., Wilk, T., Welker, R., Kräusslich, H. G., and Fuller, S. D.
(2003) Structural organization of authentic, mature HIV-1 virions and
cores. EMBO J. 22, 1707–1715 CrossRefMedline

ESCRT-dependent HIV-1 Gag release from yeast

J. Biol. Chem. (2020) 295(52) 17950–17972 17971

http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0052603
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23285107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.63.7.3176-3179.1989
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2657103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0378-1119(89)90093-0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2673935
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ncb2207
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21394083
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200302131
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12900395
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0932599100
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12802020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.200302138
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12900394
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0157587
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27301021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7601692
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17446860
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M114.550871
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24962567
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01260-12
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22896625
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/emboj/17.9.2699
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9564051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2016.03.005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26992353
http://dx.doi.org/10.1116/1.4983155
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28511544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1074/jbc.RA119.010997
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31640987
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1097-2765(04)00129-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15053872
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.72.11.9313-9317.1998
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9765481
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.01912-07
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18032513
http://dx.doi.org/10.1146/annurev.cellbio.20.010403.102350
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15473846
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/bi101245j
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20886905
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.73.4.2604-2612.1999
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10074105
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chom.2016.02.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26962944
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.str.2009.04.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19523902
http://dx.doi.org/10.1042/BJ20081388
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19016654
http://dx.doi.org/10.1083/jcb.201007018
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21263029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02653-10
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21715492
http://dx.doi.org/10.1091/mbc.E16-11-0761
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28057764
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/jvi.77.9.5439-5450.2003
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12692245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.00743-11
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21813604
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1706600114
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29114055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.79.14.9134-9144.2005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15994808
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.02177-05
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16775314
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1742-4690-10-79
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23895345
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1321655111
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25099357
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/JVI.66.8.4966-4971.1992
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1629961
http://dx.doi.org/10.1099/0022-1317-78-8-1907
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9266986
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/emboj/cdg143
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12660176
http://www.jbc.org/


124. Misra, S., and Hurley, J. H. (1999) Crystal structure of a phosphatidylino-
sitol 3-phosphate-specific membrane-targeting motif, the FYVE domain
of Vps27p.Cell 97, 657–666 CrossRefMedline

125. Mizuno, E., Kawahata, K., Kato, M., Kitamura, N., and Komada, M.
(2003) STAM proteins bind ubiquitinated proteins on the early endo-
some via the VHS domain and ubiquitin-interacting motif.Mol. Biol. Cell
14, 3675–3689 CrossRefMedline

126. Janvier, K., Pelchen-Matthews, A., Renaud, J. B., Caillet, M., Marsh, M.,
and Berlioz-Torrent, C. (2011) The ESCRT-0 component HRS is
required for HIV-1 Vpu-mediated BST-2/tetherin down-regulation.
PLoS Pathog. 7, e1001265 CrossRefMedline

127. Longtine, M. S., McKenzie, A., III, Demarini, D. J., Shah, N. G., Wach, A.,
Brachat, A., Philippsen, P., and Pringle, J. R. (1998) Additional modules
for versatile and economical PCR-based gene deletion and modification
in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Yeast 14, 953–961 CrossRef

128. Knop, M., Siegers, K., Pereira, G., Zachariae, W., Winsor, B., Nasmyth,
K., and Schiebel, E. (1999) Epitope tagging of yeast genes using a PCR-
based strategy: more tags and improved practical routines. Yeast 15,
963–972 CrossRefMedline

129. Reggiori, F., and Pelham, H. R. B. (2001) Sorting of proteins into multive-
sicular bodies: ubiquitin-dependent and –independent targeting. EMBO
J. 20, 5176–5186 CrossRefMedline

130. Hermida-Matsumoto, L., and Resh, M. D. (2000) Localization of human
immunodeficiency virus type 1 gag and Env at the plasma membrane by
confocal imaging. J. Virol. 74, 8670–8679 CrossRefMedline

131. Meusser, B., and Sommer, T. (2004) Vpu-mediated degradation of CD4
reconstituted in yeast reveals mechanistic differences to cellular ER-asso-
ciated protein degradation.Mol. Cell 14, 247–258 CrossRefMedline

132. Panzner, S., Dreier, L., Hartmann, E., Kostka, S., and Rapoport, T. A.
(1995) Posttranslational protein transport in yeast reconstituted with a
purified complex of Sec proteins and Kar2p. Cell 81, 561–570 CrossRef
Medline

133. Kärgel, E., Menzel, R., Honeck, H., Vogel, F., Böhmer, A., and Schunck,
W.-H. (1996) Candida maltosa NADPH-cytochrome P450 reductase:
cloning of a full-length cDNA, heterologous expression in Saccharomyces
cerevisiae and function of the N-terminal region for membrane anchor-
ing and proliferation of the endoplasmic reticulum. Yeast 12, 333–348
CrossRefMedline

134. Tokuyasu, K. T. (1989) Use of poly(vinylpyrrolidone) and poly(vinyl alco-
hol) for cryoultramicrotomy.Histochem. J. 21, 163–171 CrossRefMedline

135. Vijay-Kumar, S., Bugg, C. E., Wilkinson, K. D., Vierstra, R. D., Hatfield,
P. M., and Cook, W. J. (1987) Comparison of the three-dimensional
structures of human, yeast, and oat ubiquitin. J. Biol. Chem. 262, 6396–
6399Medline

136. Seufert, W., McGrath, J. P., and Jentsch, S. (1990) UBC1 encodes a novel
member of an essential subfamily of yeast ubiquitin-conjugating enzymes
involved in protein degradation. EMBO J. 9, 4535–4541 CrossRefMedline

137. Finley, D., Özkaynak, E., and Varshavsky, A. (1987) The yeast polyubiqui-
tin gene is essential for resistance to high temperatures, starvation, and
other stresses.Cell 48, 1035–1046 CrossRefMedline

ESCRT-dependent HIV-1 Gag release from yeast

17972 J. Biol. Chem. (2020) 295(52) 17950–17972

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0092-8674(00)80776-X
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10367894
http://dx.doi.org/10.1091/mbc.e02-12-0823
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12972556
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1001265
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21304933
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-0061(199807)14:10<953::AID-YEA293>3.0.CO;2-U
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-0061(199907)15:10B<963::AID-YEA399>3.0.CO;2-W
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10407276
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/emboj/20.18.5176
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11566881
http://dx.doi.org/10.1128/jvi.74.18.8670-8679.2000
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10954568
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1097-2765(04)00212-6
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15099523
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(95)90077-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7758110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-0061(19960330)12:4<333::AID-YEA915>3.0.CO;2-C
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8701606
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01007491
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2722561
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3032965
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/j.1460-2075.1990.tb07905.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2265617
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(87)90711-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3030556
http://www.jbc.org/

	HIV-1 Gag release from yeast reveals ESCRT interaction with the Gag N-terminal protein region
	Results
	Yeast Gag-GFP expression induces PM budding
	ESCRTs determine Gag release from yeast spheroplasts
	Gag binds to yeast ESCRT proteins
	Yeast and human ESCRT proteins bind to the Gag N-terminal protein region
	MA hydrophobic-patch mutations reduce MA binding to yeast ESCRT proteins
	Mutations in the Gag N-terminal protein region reduce yeast ESCRT protein binding
	MA mutations that reduce Gag-ESCRT binding increase Gag-PM association and enhance Gag release from yeast
	Increased Gag release caused by MA mutation is linked to ESCRT function
	MA hydrophobic-patch mutation increases Gag release from HEK293 cells dependent on NCA and the ALIX-binding site in p6

	Discussion
	Experimental procedures
	Yeast strains
	Plasmid construction
	Antibodies
	Yeast experiments
	Whole-cell extract preparation
	Membrane and cytosol preparation
	Differential centrifugation
	Coimmunoprecipitation (yeast)
	Gag release assay (yeast)
	Gag-membrane binding after Gag expression induction
	HEK293 cell experiments
	Coimmunoprecipitation (HEK293)
	Gag release assay (HEK293)
	GST-pulldown assay
	Fluorescence microscopy
	EM

	Data availability

	References



