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Decoupled transcript and protein concentrations
ensure histone homeostasis in different nutrients
Dimitra Chatzitheodoridou, Daniela Bureik, Francesco Padovani , Kalyan V Nadimpalli &

Kurt M Schmoller ✉

Abstract

To maintain protein homeostasis in changing nutrient environ-
ments, cells must precisely control the amount of their proteins,
despite the accompanying changes in cell growth and biosynthetic
capacity. As nutrients are major regulators of cell cycle length and
progression, a particular challenge arises for the nutrient-
dependent regulation of ‘cell cycle genes’, which are periodically
expressed during the cell cycle. One important example are his-
tones, which are needed at a constant histone-to-DNA stoichio-
metry. Here we show that budding yeast achieves histone
homeostasis in different nutrients through a decoupling of tran-
script and protein abundance. We find that cells downregulate
histone transcripts in poor nutrients to avoid toxic histone over-
expression, but produce constant amounts of histone proteins
through nutrient-specific regulation of translation efficiency. Our
findings suggest that this allows cells to balance the need for rapid
histone production under fast growth conditions with the tight
regulation required to avoid toxic overexpression in poor nutrients.
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Introduction

Protein homeostasis is critical for cell viability and function. Precise
regulation of protein amounts must therefore be ensured despite
changes in cell morphology, growth, and cell cycle progression that
are caused by cellular programs such as cell differentiation, or
external factors such as nutrient availability, temperature, oxygen
concentration, and osmotic pressure (Jorgensen and Tyers, 2004;
Watanabe and Okada, 1967; Ortmann et al, 2014; Taïeb et al, 2021;
Smets et al, 2010; Broach, 2012; Pérez-Hidalgo and Moreno, 2016).

For example, in a nutrient-rich medium, cells typically grow
larger and faster than in a nutrient-poor medium (Broach, 2012;
Brauer et al, 2008; Johnston et al, 1979; Korem Kohanim et al, 2018;

Sauls et al, 2019). At the same time, rich nutrients lead to elevated
ribosome concentrations, which facilitates higher protein synthesis
rates and increased biosynthesis (Waldron and Lacroute, 1975;
Metzl-Raz et al, 2017). Nutrients are also major regulators of cell
cycle progression and passage through the cell size checkpoints
(Bohnsack and Hirschi, 2004; Kim et al, 2002). Limitation of
nutrients or growth factors can induce cell cycle arrest or
lengthening of the G1-phase (Jorgensen and Tyers, 2004; Foster
et al, 2010). For example, budding yeast cells growing slowly on
poor medium usually spend more time in G1 until they reach the
appropriate size to pass Start, the commitment point to cell cycle
entry (Johnston et al, 1977; Parviz and Heideman, 1998; Qu et al,
2019). As a result, the durations of S and G2/M-phase become
relatively shorter (Leitao and Kellogg, 2017). In the context of
protein homeostasis, such nutrient-induced changes in cell cycle
length and progression pose a challenge for the large fraction of
“cell cycle genes”, which are periodically expressed in a cell cycle-
dependent manner (Fischer et al, 2022; Whitfield et al, 2002; Ishida
et al, 2001; Dolatabadi et al, 2017; Spellman et al, 1998). To
maintain these proteins at constant concentrations across nutrient
conditions, cells would need to adjust protein synthesis rates to
changes in cell cycle progression. However, whether and how cells
ensure homeostasis of cell cycle-regulated proteins in changing
environments is still unclear.

Histones are a prime example of proteins which are produced in a
strongly cell cycle-dependent manner and whose concentration needs
to be precisely controlled. To couple histone amounts to the genome
content and coordinate histone synthesis with DNA replication, the
expression of replication-dependent core histone genes is initiated in
the late G1-phase and then continues throughout the S-phase
(Eriksson et al, 2012; Duronio and Marzluff, 2017; Mendiratta et al,
2019; Marzluff and Duronio, 2002). Moreover, in contrast to most
proteins, histone production is independent of cell volume, which
ensures that histone amounts are tightly coupled to the genome
content, even though total protein amounts increase with cell volume
(Wiśniewski et al, 2014; Claude et al, 2021; Swaffer et al, 2021; Lanz
et al, 2022). In budding yeast, this cell volume-independent
production of histones is already achieved on a transcript level
(Claude et al, 2021; Swaffer et al, 2021), at least in part through
regulation by the promoter (Claude et al, 2021). This raises the
question of whether similar regulation also ensures histone home-
ostasis in changing environments.
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Here, we use the budding yeast Saccharomyces cerevisiae as a
model to understand how cells produce correct amounts of histones
in different nutritional environments, despite the accompanying
changes in cell size, growth rate, and cell cycle fractions. We find
that while cells maintain constant stoichiometry between DNA and
histone proteins, histone transcript concentrations are paradoxi-
cally decreased in poor compared to rich nutrients—potentially to
avoid histone overexpression, which is more toxic in poor growth
conditions. This decoupling of histone mRNA and protein amounts
across different nutrients implies the requirement for nutrient-
dependent regulation of histone translation efficiency. By combin-
ing single-cell approaches with population-level analysis, we were
able to show that histone promoters are sufficient to mediate
nutrient-dependent transcript regulation, and its compensation by
translation.

Results

Histone protein concentrations decrease with cell
volume across nutrient conditions

To determine the impact of nutrient availability on the regulation
of histone protein concentrations, we grew wild-type haploid cells
on synthetic complete (SC), yeast peptone (YP), and minimal
medium (SD), containing glucose (D) or galactose (Gal) as
fermentable and glycerol and ethanol (GE) as non-fermentable
carbon sources. The selected set of seven different growth media
resulted in a wide variety of growth rates, cell sizes, and cell cycle
phase distributions. Population doubling times ranged from 1.3 h to
6.6 h, with cells growing fastest on YPD and slowest on non-
fermentable minimal growth medium (SDGE) (Fig. 1A). The mean
cell volume was largest in YPD at about 62 fL and smallest in SCGE
at 46 fL (Fig. 1B). While overall, our results support the common
notion that cells typically grow larger and faster in a nutrient-rich
medium, the relationships between cell volume and doubling time
across conditions are more complex and do not always follow this
trend (Fig. EV1A). To determine the fraction of cells in different
cell cycle phases, we quantified the DNA content with flow
cytometry. The percentage of cells in the G1-phase notably
increased in media with non-fermentable carbon sources, leading
to smaller fractions of cells in S- and G2/M-phases (Fig. 1C).

To test if cells maintain a constant histone-to-DNA stoichio-
metry in the different nutrients, we measured the histone H2B
protein levels by western blot analysis. For all media, we extracted
total protein content from an equal number of cells and used
Ponceau S staining for quantification (Fig. EV1B). Consistent with
previous studies (Newman et al, 2006; Xia et al, 2022), we observe a
decrease in total protein abundance for cells cultured in nutrient-
poor media, consistent with their smaller cell size (Figs. 1D an-
d EV1C). To compare the relative H2B protein expression in all
growth media, we then normalized the histone protein amounts to
total protein amounts. Across the different nutrients, we find that
the histone H2B protein concentration decreases in inverse
proportion to cell volume (Fig. 1E), suggesting a constant amount
of H2B proteins per cell. This indicates that histone protein
synthesis is coordinated with genomic DNA content rather than
cell volume. In contrast, actin is maintained constant at a cell
volume independent concentration (Fig. 1F). This is consistent with

the fact that actin expression scales with cell volume to ensure
constant concentrations during growth (Claude et al, 2021; Swaffer
et al, 2021).

In different growth conditions, histone protein
concentrations decrease with cell volume to maintain
constant histone amounts

The data above show that histone protein concentrations decrease
with cell volume to maintain constant amounts across nutrient
conditions. To confirm that this is also true within a given cell cycle
stage, we performed microfluidics-based live-cell microscopy and
monitored the synthesis of histone H2B over time in individual
haploid cells. For this purpose, we endogenously tagged HTB1 and
HTB2, the two genes encoding for the core histone H2B, with the
fluorescent protein mCitrine. We then measured cell volume and
total mCitrine intensity in newborn daughter cells by time-lapse
microscopy across three nutrient conditions (Fig. 1G,H; Appendix
Fig. S1).

In all growth media, H2B-mCitrine amounts per cell are
constant during early G1 and increase approximately twofold
during S-phase before they reach a plateau in G2M. As expected,
the cell cycle duration strongly depends on the nutrient condition,
with cells in SCGE exhibiting the longest cell cycle (Fig. 1H).
Interestingly, the expression profiles indicate a similar timing of
histone synthesis in all media, with a moderately increased
synthesis duration in SCGE (Fig. EV1D,E). However, a (nutrient-
dependent) maturation time of mCitrine may mask the underlying
dynamics of histone synthesis. For all conditions, H2B protein
concentration at birth decreases with cell volume because equal
total histone amounts are produced in the mother cells (Fig. 1I,J).
This was also confirmed by flow cytometry measurements of total
H2B-mCitrine amounts in G1 in all seven growth media
(Fig. EV1F). Thus, our experiments with fluorescently tagged
H2B support the conclusion that histone protein amounts are
maintained constant across nutrient conditions. However, we note
that while the fluorescent tagging of both histone genes did not
noticeably affect population doubling times, we detected increased
mean cell volumes and elevated HTB1 and HTB2 transcript
concentrations (Fig. EV1G–J). Thus, the exact mode of histone
regulation in these strains has to be interpreted with care.

To examine how cells adjust the production of H2B-mCitrine
immediately after a nutrient switch, we also performed a dynamic
nutrient upshift experiment. To this end, we initially supplied cells
growing in a microfluidic device with SCGE before switching the
media to YPD. We imaged cells throughout the adaptation to the
new environment and found that when exposed to dynamic
nutrient shifts, cells still produce constant amounts of histones,
suggesting tight regulation of histone homeostasis and rapid
adaptation to the new nutrient environment (Fig. EV1K).

Histone transcript concentrations are downregulated in
poor nutrient conditions

Our results demonstrate that cells couple histone protein amounts to
the genome content despite the nutrient-induced changes in cell
growth and cell cycle progression. Since previous studies showed that
the cell volume-independent coupling of histone amounts to DNA
content is ensured at the transcript level (Claude et al, 2021; Swaffer
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et al, 2021), we asked whether the nutrient-dependent histone
homeostasis observed here is also achieved at the transcript level. In
that case, we would predict that histone transcript amounts would be
constant across nutrient conditions, resulting in an increased mRNA
concentration for cells cultured in nutrient-poor conditions according
to their relatively smaller cell size. To test this, we performed RT-
qPCR and quantified histone transcript concentrations of asynchro-
nous cell populations relative to total RNA in three nutrient
conditions (Figs. 2A,B and EV2A–G). More specifically, each RT-
qPCR measurement was normalized on the rRNA RDN18, which
constitutes the majority of total RNA and is expressed at constant
levels relative to total RNA across nutrients (Fig. EV2A). In contrast to
our expectations, we found that histone transcript concentrations are
significantly decreased in poor compared to rich growth media. At the
same time, cells maintain constant mRNA concentrations of the
control genes ACT1 and MDN1.

To better understand the impact of nutrient-specific cell cycle
progression on histone transcript levels, we additionally examined
populations of synchronized cells. Specifically, we arrested cells
carrying a β-estradiol-inducible CDC20 allele (Ewald et al, 2016) in
mitosis and released them synchronously into the cell cycle to study
cell cycle-dependent histone mRNA expression by RT-qPCR (Figs. 2C
and EV2H). After release (time = 0min), transcript concentrations of
histone and control genes were quantified at defined time points
throughout the cell cycle. Our results show distinct expression peaks
for histones HTB1 and HTB2 in both nutrient conditions, with
notably reduced transcript concentrations in poor compared to rich
growth medium (Fig. 2D,E). For MDN1, on the other hand, no
significant change in mRNA expression is observed between nutrients
(Fig. 2F). Importantly, cells on SCGE are smaller than cells on YPD
also at the time of peak histone expression, ruling out the possibility
that the lower peak expression of H2B observed in SCGE is a result of
relatively increased cell volume (Fig. EV2I). Note that we surprisingly
found that ACT1 mRNA concentrations were decreased in poor
growth medium (Fig. EV2J). However, we observed a similar decrease
of ACT1 mRNA when we measured the concentration in asynchro-
nous cultures, suggesting that this is specific to the strain carrying the
inducible CDC20 allele and not due to cell cycle dependence
(Fig. EV2K).

Our findings indicate that while the amount of histone proteins
is tightly coupled to the DNA content, histone mRNA expression
shows an unexpected dependence on the nutrient conditions. The
apparent decoupling of histone protein and mRNA abundance
suggests that medium-specific regulation of protein translation or
stability is required to ultimately ensure histone homeostasis in
different nutritional environments.

Transcription accounts for the nutrient-dependent
downregulation of histone transcripts in nutrient-
poor conditions

As mRNA concentration is set by transcription and mRNA
degradation, we sought to determine the contribution of these
opposite reactions to the observed nutrient-dependent regulation of
histone mRNA levels. More precisely, we studied histone and ACT1
mRNA stability in rich and poor medium by inhibiting global
transcription with thiolutin and monitoring the remaining mRNA
by RT-qPCR over time. We then fitted a single exponential
function to the mRNA decay curves to determine the mRNA half-
lives (Fig. 2G). Consistent with previous studies (Bhagwat et al,
2021; Trcek et al, 2011), we found that histone mRNAs in YPD
have short half-lives, whereas ACT1 mRNA is more stable.
Moreover, we showed that both histone and ACT1 mRNAs are
significantly more stable in poor compared to rich nutrient
conditions. Again, this is consistent with previous studies that
showed that transcription and degradation rates of many genes
tend to increase in fast growth conditions, ensuring constant
mRNA concentrations (García-Martínez et al, 2016a, 2016b).

Taken together, our results suggest that while the nutrient
environment affects both histone mRNA synthesis and degradation,
it is histone transcription that accounts for the nutrient-dependent
downregulation of histone transcripts in nutrient-poor conditions.

Histone promoter determines nutrient-dependence of
histone transcript concentrations

Previously, we have shown that histone promoters can mediate the
coordination of histone transcripts with genomic DNA content

Figure 1. Single-cell and population-level analyses reveal that histone protein concentrations decrease with cell volume across nutrient conditions, despite the
nutrient-induced changes in cell growth.

To determine the impact of different nutrients on the regulation of histone proteins, we grew cells on synthetic complete (SC), yeast peptone (YP), and minimal medium
(SD), containing glucose (D) or galactose (Gal) as fermentable and glycerol and ethanol (GE) as non-fermentable carbon sources. (A) Doubling times are calculated from
growth curves of exponentially growing cell populations in different growth media. Lines and error bars represent the mean and standard deviation of n= 4 independent
replicates, each shown as an individual dot. (B) Mean cell volumes of cells growing in different nutrients, measured with a Coulter counter. Lines and error bars indicate
mean values and standard deviations across n= 6 replicate measurements. (C) Flow cytometry analysis of the nutrient-dependent cell cycle distributions (percentage of
cells in G1-, S-, and G2/M-phase) based on quantification of the DNA content. Means and standard deviations of n= 5 independent measurements are shown. (D) Total
protein content, extracted from an equal number of cells in different growth media, was quantified by Ponceau S staining and normalized on YPD. Mean fold changes and
standard deviations of at least 4 independent replicates are shown. (E, F) Protein bands of (E) histone H2B and (F) actin protein were quantified by western blot in
different growth media and normalized to total proteins as determined from Ponceau stains. For each condition, total protein content was extracted from an equal number
of cells. The relative protein expression is shown as a function of the relative nutrient-specific cell volume. The line shows fit with equation parameters obtained from linear
regression on the double-logarithmic data. Mean and standard deviation of at least three biological replicates are shown. (G) Representative live-cell fluorescence and
phase-contrast images of G1, S, and G2/M cells with mCitrine-tagged H2B (both Htb1 and Htb2 tagged), growing in three nutrient conditions. The scale bars represent
5 μm. (H) Mean amounts of H2B-mCitrine during the first cell cycle of newborn cells in YPD (nYPD= 87), SCD (nSCD= 83), and SCGE (nSCGE= 55). Single-cell traces are
aligned at bud emergence (t= 0). (I) H2B-mCitrine concentrations at birth are plotted as a function of cell volume for three nutrient conditions (nYPD= 106, nSCD= 113,
nSCGE= 66). Line show fits with equation parameters derived from a linear regression on the double-logarithmic data. (J) H2B-mCitrine amounts at birth in the different
growth media. Box plots represent the median and 25th and 75th percentiles, whiskers indicate the 2.5th and 97.5th percentiles, and symbols show outliers (nYPD= 106,
nSCD= 113, nSCGE= 66). Source data are available online for this figure.
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despite changes in cell volume (Claude et al, 2021). We, therefore,
asked whether histone promoters are also sufficient for the
nutrient-dependent regulation of histone transcript concentrations.
To test this, we created strains with an endogenously integrated
mCitrine reporter driven by an additional HTB1, HTB2, or ACT1
promoter (including the 5′ UTRs), respectively (Fig. 3A). Indeed,
we found that the reporter mRNA concentrations decreased in
nutrient-poor conditions, similar to the endogenous histone
concentrations (Fig. 3B). However, our results reveal more elevated
reporter mRNA concentrations in SCD, indicating that the
promoter is not sufficient to capture the difference between YPD
and SCD. Lastly, if expressed from the ACT1 promoter, the
mCitrine transcripts are kept at constant, nutrient-independent
concentrations.

Histone transcript amounts are independent of cell
volume in each different nutrient condition

So far, we have established that histone promoters can be sufficient to
mediate the nutrient-dependent regulation between fermentable and
non-fermentable carbon source, but it is unclear whether the histone
mRNA synthesis is uncoupled from cell volume for cells grown on each
medium. To test this, we performed single-molecule fluorescence in situ
hybridization (smFISH) combined with wide-field fluorescence micro-
scopy, which allows studying cell volume- and cell cycle-dependent gene
expression in different nutrient conditions on a single-cell level (Fig. 3A).
We used bright-field images to determine cell volume and assigned each
cell to a cell cycle stage based on the calculated bud-to-mother volume
ratio. First, we quantified the nutrient-dependent mRNA concentrations
of ACT1 and MDN1, two representatives of scaling gene expression
(Claude et al, 2021; Swaffer et al, 2021). As anticipated, both genes were
continuously expressed throughout the cell cycle at constant concentra-
tions (Figs. 3C and EV3A–D), and transcript amounts were increasing
proportionally to cell volume (Fig. 3D). Moreover, we found similar
mRNA copy numbers at a given cell volume regardless of the nutrient
condition. This highlights the importance of maintaining appropriate
concentrations despite the nutrient-induced changes in cell growth.

In contrast to ACT1 and MDN1, histone biogenesis is regulated
in a cell cycle-dependent manner, as it is tightly coupled to DNA
replication. Consequently, histone genes are transcriptionally active
in late G1 and S-phase (Hereford et al, 1981; Eriksson et al, 2012;
Kurat et al, 2014b). Previous studies have shown that histone
promoters are sufficient to mediate periodic transcription, resulting
in an mRNA expression peak during the early-to-mid S-phase,

which is coordinated with genome content rather than cell volume
(Claude et al, 2021; Osley et al, 1986; Eriksson et al, 2011). Using
smFISH, we quantified the nutrient-dependent mRNA concentra-
tions of mCitrine expressed from the HTB1 or HTB2 promoter
(Figs. 3E,F and EV3E,F). In all growth conditions, we observe
increased mCitrine mRNA concentrations in S-phase, before they
eventually decline as cells progress further through the cell cycle
(Fig. 3F). We also find that for each nutrient condition, the mRNA
peak expression during S-phase is uncoupled from both cell volume
and nuclear volume, leading to constant transcript amounts per
cell. Yet, in nutrient-poor conditions, the mRNA copy number at a
given cell or nuclear volume is significantly lower than in rich
conditions (Figs. 3G and EV3G–I). The nutrient-dependent
decrease of mRNA abundance in the S-phase in poor nutrients is
consistent with our RT-qPCR-based results quantifying average
mRNA concentration in asynchronous populations. Further
confirming the distinct nutrient-dependence mediated by histone
promoters, we found that if expressed from an ACT1 promoter,
mCitrine transcript amounts per cell increase with cell volume in all
three conditions, but are independent of the nutrient condition—
similar to the transcripts of endogenous ACT1 (Fig. EV3J).

Histone promoter truncation changes the nutrient-
dependence of transcript concentrations

In Saccharomyces cerevisiae, the expression of core histones is
controlled by positive and negative regulatory elements in the
promoter regions. Positive transcriptional regulation is mediated by
transcription factors, including Spt10 and SBF that bind to the
upstream activating sequences (UASs) and activate transcription
periodically. In contrast, the histone regulatory (HIR) complex acts
as a negative transcriptional regulator that represses histone gene
expression by binding to the NEG element, present in all core
histone promoters except the HTA2–HTB2 promoter pair (Kurat
et al, 2014b; Eriksson et al, 2012).

Previously, we found that decreasing promoter strength can alter the
cell volume-dependence of histone promoters, resulting in a promoter-
mediated scaling of gene expression with cell volume (Claude et al,
2021). Specifically, a truncated HTB1 promoter, consisting only of
300 bp and lacking part of the UASs and the NEG element, drives the
expression of mCitrine in a cell volume-dependent manner. Motivated
by these findings, we sought to determine whether different truncations
of the HTB1 promoter also induce changes in the nutrient-dependence
of the mCitrine mRNA levels. For this purpose, we used haploid strains

Figure 2. Histone transcription is downregulated in poor nutrients.

(A) RT-qPCR was used to quantify the mRNA concentrations of the core histone genes and the control genes ACT1 and MDN1 in different nutrient conditions. mRNA
concentrations were normalized on RDN18 and are shown as mean fold changes compared to YPD. Error bars indicate standard errors of at least four independent
biological replicates. Significances were determined by an unpaired, two-tailed t-test for datasets that follow a Gaussian distribution or a Mann–Whitney test for datasets
that are not normally distributed; HTB1 (*pYPD-SCGE= 0.012, *pSCD-SCGE= 0.030); HTB2 (*pYPD-SCGE= 0.012, *pYPD-SCD= 0.026, *pSCD-SCGE= 0.034); HTA1 (*pYPD-
SCGE= 0.030); HTA2 (*pYPD-SCGE= 0.034); HHF1 (*pYPD-SCGE= 0.015, *pYPD-SCD= 0.028); HHF2 (*pYPD-SCGE= 0.014, *pYPD-SCD= 0.034); HHT2 (**pYPD-SCGE= 0.0013,
*pYPD-SCD= 0.028). (B) Relative mRNA concentrations of HTB1, HTB2, and ACT1 as a function of the relative nutrient-specific cell volume. The mean and standard error of
at least four biological replicates are shown. (C) Cells carrying CDC20 under the control of a β-estradiol-inducible promoter were synchronized in mitosis. In the absence
of β-estradiol, the expression of Cdc20 was turned off, preventing the cells from entering anaphase and exiting mitosis. (D–F) mRNA concentrations of HTB1, HTB2, and
MDN1 (normalized to RDN18) were measured by RT-qPCR after synchronous release into the cell cycle (t= 0) triggered by the addition of 200 nM β-estradiol. Mean and
standard deviation of four biological replicates are shown. (G) Transcription inhibition experiments suggest that histone mRNA stability increases in poor nutrient
conditions. mRNA half-lives of HTB1, HTB2, and ACT1 were determined by adding the RNA polymerase inhibitor thiolutin to cells growing in different growth media and
then measuring mRNA concentrations (normalized on RDN18) over time by RT-qPCR. Relative mRNA concentrations were normalized on the initial concentration at
time= 0. For each time point, the mean and standard deviation of at least four biological replicates is plotted. Lines show single exponential fits to the individual data
points of all replicates. Source data are available online for this figure.
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expressing mCitrine driven by a 450 and a 300 bp HTB1 promoter
(including the 5′ UTR), respectively, each truncated from the 5′-end
(Claude et al, 2021) (Fig. 4A).

Our analysis revealed that similar to the full-length promoter,
the 450 bp truncation showed reduced mCitrine mRNA concentra-
tions in poor compared to rich conditions (Fig. 4B). In contrast, for
the 300 bp truncation, we found that mCitrine mRNA concentra-
tions considerably decreased in rich growth medium (Fig. 4C),
becoming significantly lower than in poor medium (Fig. 4B). All
strains tested in this experiment exhibited similar cell volumes and
doubling times in the respective growth media (Appendix
Fig. S2A,B). Our results, therefore, imply that the loss of the
150 bp sequence between the 450 bp and 300 bp truncation of the
HTB1 promoter leads to a marked change in the nutrient-
dependence of the mCitrine transcripts. Given that this 150 bp
sequence includes the UAS1 and UAS2 as well as the NEG element,
it is possible that those regulatory elements contribute to the
nutrient-dependent regulation of histone transcripts.

Role of Spt10 in the nutrient-dependent regulation of
transcript concentrations

We next asked whether the transcription factor Spt10, which
specifically binds to the UASs, is required for the decrease of
histone mRNA levels in poor growth media. To test this, we
constructed a haploid strain carrying an additional copy of the
HTB1 promoter driving mCitrine expression, in which we mutated
the Spt10 binding sites of the UAS3 and UAS4 elements (Eriksson
et al, 2011) (Fig. 4A). We then quantified the mCitrine mRNA
concentrations by RT-qPCR and found that mutation of the two
UASs led to a weaker —albeit not completely abolished—nutrient-
dependence (Fig. 4D). This is because the transcript levels
measured for the mutant strain decreased significantly in YPD
compared to the reference strain, but not in SCGE (Fig. 4E).

Histone promoter is sufficient to compensate for
nutrient-dependent histone transcript regulation

We have shown that despite the nutrient-dependence of histone
transcript concentrations, cells maintain a constant histone-to-DNA
stoichiometry across changing environments. This suggests that

additional regulation of translation efficiency or protein stability is
required to achieve constant histone amounts across different nutrient
conditions. We next asked whether histone promoters can also mediate
this regulation at the protein level. We tested this by performing
microfluidics-based live-cell microscopy and measuring the protein
amounts of mCitrine expressed from the HTB1 and HTB2 promoter,
respectively. In contrast to the endogenous histones, which are evenly
distributed between the mother and daughter cell during division,
mCitrine is partitioned along with the cytoplasm, in proportion to cell
volume (Swaffer et al, 2021). Due to the asymmetric division of budding
yeast, differently sized G1 cells could therefore inherit different amounts
of mCitrine. Consequently, we refrained from comparing mCitrine
amounts at birth and instead calculated the amounts produced during
the cell cycle in rich and poor growth medium (Fig. 5A). Our results
reveal that while the mRNA amounts ofmCitrine are more than twofold
lower in SCGE compared to YPD medium (mean fold change
HTB1prom-mCitrine= 2.46, mean fold change HTB2prom-
mCitrine = 2.18) (Figs. 3G and EV3G,H), the produced protein amounts
are much more similar between conditions (mean fold change
HTB1prom-mCitrine= 1.35, mean fold change HTB2prom-
mCitrine = 1.13) (Fig. 5B,C). Thus, consistent with the experimental
findings for the endogenous histones, the nutrient-dependence of
mCitrine proteins expressed from H2B promoters is uncoupled from the
mRNA levels. The fact that this regulation occurs also for the mCitrine
reporter suggests that it is nutrient-dependent regulation of translation
rather than regulated histone stability that compensates for the
transcriptional downregulation in poor nutrients. To further confirm
this, we analysed the stability of histone proteins in the rich and poor
medium by constructing a strain carrying an extra copy of HTB1-
mCitrine, expressed from a β-estradiol-inducible promoter (Fig. EV5A,B;
Appendix Fig. S2C,D). Protein synthesis is initiated in hormone-
supplemented growth medium, and can be turned off upon removal of
β-estradiol, allowing the study of nutrient-dependent protein degrada-
tion over time. Our results reveal that Htb1 is a long-lived protein with
reduced relative stability in poor compared to rich nutrients, when
normalized to the doubling time in the respective media. Since histone
transcripts are significantly less abundant in poor nutrients, these
findings further support that regulated histone degradation does not
ensure histone protein homeostasis across nutrients.

Given the importance of the 5′ untranslated region (UTR) in
controlling translation efficiency and protein abundance, we sought to

Figure 3. Transcript amounts expressed from histone promoters are independent of cell volume in all nutrient conditions.

(A) An mCitrine reporter gene driven by the promoter of interest (including the 5’ UTR) and regulated by the ADH1 terminator was endogenously integrated into the URA3
locus of wild-type haploid cells. smFISH was performed to study cell volume- and cell cycle-dependent gene expression in different nutrient conditions on a single-cell level
(Fig. EV4). Schematic representation of fluorescently labeled probes binding to the target mRNA. (B) Relative mRNA concentrations of mCitrine expressed from the HTB1,
HTB2, or ACT1 promoter as determined by RT-qPCR. Mean fold changes with respect to YPD and standard errors of at least four replicate measurements are
shown. Statistical significance was calculated by an unpaired, two-tailed t-test; HTB1prom-mCitrine (**pYPD-SCGE= 0.0016, **pSCD-SCGE= 0.0025); HTB2prom-mCitrine
(*pYPD-SCGE= 0.029, **pSCD-SCGE= 0.0031). (C) Epifluorescence microscopy was performed to detect ACT1 and MDN1 transcripts targeted with Quasar-570- (yellow) and
Quasar-670-labeled (red) probes, respectively. Representative images of cells grown on YPD are shown. Cell nuclei were stained with DAPI (blue), and bright-field images
were used to estimate cell volume. For mRNA quantification, images were post-processed as described in Materials and Methods. The scale bars represent 5 μm.
(D) Nutrient-dependent mRNA amounts of ACT1 and MDN1 per cell (nYPD= 176, nSCD= 87, nSCGE= 98) as a function of cell volume. Lines show linear fits; dashed lines
indicate the 95% confidence intervals. (E) Representative images of cells expressing HTB1prom-mCitrine in YPD. Transcripts were detected using probes labeled with
Quasar-670 (red). Nuclear DNA was stained with DAPI (blue). For mRNA quantification, images were post-processed as described in Methods and Materials. The scale
bars represent 5 μm. (F) mRNA concentration of mCitrine expressed from an additional HTB1 (nYPD= 144, nSCD= 158, nSCGE= 95) or HTB2 promoter (nYPD= 161,
nSCD= 194, nSCGE= 170) plotted against the corresponding bud-to-mother cell volume ratio in different nutrients. (G) Number of mCitrinemRNA spots per cell (HTB1prom-
mCitrine: nYPD= 50, nSCD= 51, nSCGE= 39; HTB2prom-mCitrine: nYPD= 64, nSCD= 59, nSCGE= 50) as a function of cell volume during S-phase. Here, cells with a bud-to-
mother volume ratio <0.3 were considered to be in S-phase. Lines show linear fits; dashed lines indicate the 95% confidence intervals. Source data are available online for
this figure.
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examine the influence of the HTB1 5′ UTR on the nutrient-dependent
mCitrine expression from the HTB1 promoter. To this end, we replaced
the HTB1 5′ UTR with the 5′ UTRs of MDN1 and RPB4, respectively
(Fig. 5D; Appendix Fig. S2E,F; Appendix Table S1). RPB4 is a subunit of
the RNA polymerase II complex, and its expression has been reported to
scale with cell size (Swaffer et al, 2023). If sequences within the HTB1 5′
UTR contribute to maintaining the histone protein amounts constant in
rich and poor medium, then these replacements could lead to a change
in the protein regulation. First, we performed RT-qPCR and found that
replacing the 5′ UTR had no significant effect on the nutrient-

dependence of the mCitrine mRNA concentrations, which were
decreased in nutrient-poor conditions (Fig. 5E). Moreover, while flow
cytometry analysis of mCitrine protein expression revealed an overall
decrease in the protein abundance after substitution of the HTB1 5′-
UTR, the protein amounts remained constant between rich and poor
conditions (Fig. 5F). This suggests that, despite its influence on protein
abundance, the histone 5′ UTR is not required for nutrient-dependent
histone homeostasis.

To gain further insight into the regulatory mechanisms under-
lying the decoupling of histone mRNA and protein abundance
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Figure 4. Histone promoter truncation alters the nutrient-dependence of transcript concentrations.

(A) Schematic representation of mCitrine expressed from the full HTB1 promoter, the 450 bp and 300 bp truncations, as well as the HTB1 promoter with mutated Spt10
binding sites in UAS3 and UAS4. Arrows indicate the location and orientation of the UAS elements, and the boxes show the NEG region. (B) RT-qPCR analysis of themCitrine
mRNA concentrations (normalized on RDN18) in different growth media. The results are shown as fold changes with respect to YPD in the respective media. Mean values
and standard deviations across n= 5–6 independent replicates are shown; **pfull HTB1prom= 0.0016; ***p450bp= 0.0008; **p300bp= 0.0045. (C) Quantification of mCitrine
mRNA concentrations (normalized on RDN18) by RT-qPCR. The results are shown as mean fold changes compared to the reference strain carrying the full HTB1prom-

mCitrine construct. Error bars indicate standard deviations across n= 5–6 independent replicates; (*** pYPDfullHTB1prom�300bp = 0.0008); (*pSCGEfullHTB1prom�300bp = 0.037). (D, E) RT-

qPCR analysis of the nutrient-dependent mCitrine mRNA concentrations (normalized on RDN18) measured for the UAS3/4 mutant. The results are shown as mean
fold changes with respect to YPD (D) and to the reference strain (E) carrying the full HTB1prom-mCitrine construct. Error bars indicate standard deviations across n= 4–5
independent replicates. Different reference strains (full HTB1 promoter) were used for the promoter truncation series (B, C) and the UAS3/4 mutant (D, E),
respectively. Statistical significance was calculated by an unpaired, two-tailed t-test; Full HTB1prom (***pYPD-SCGE= 5.05 × 10−5); UAS3/4 mutated (**pYPD-SCGE= 0.0041);

** pYPDfullHTB1prom�UAS3=4mutated = 0.0015. Source data are available online for this figure.
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across nutrients, we investigated the effect of four carefully selected
factors, Spt21, Hir1, Tor1, and Gcn2, on promoter-mediated
histone expression in rich and poor growth medium. Spt21 serves
as an important activator of histone gene regulation by interacting
with the histone promoter (Bhagwat et al, 2021; Eriksson et al,
2012). On the other hand, Hir1 is part of the HIR complex that is

thought to repress histone gene expression through localization to
the NEG region (Eriksson et al, 2012; Kurat et al, 2014a). Gcn2 is a
protein kinase that phosphorylates the alpha-subunit of the
eukaryotic translation initiation factor 2 (elF2) and coordinates
protein synthesis in response to nutrient availability (Kubota et al,
2001; Murguía and Serrano, 2012). Similarly, the protein kinase
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Tor1 plays a crucial role in the coordination of cellular growth with
nutrient availability, adjusting protein biosynthetic capacity
according to the nutritional environment (Cardenas et al, 1999;
Powers and Walter, 1999). To assess how cells lacking one of these
four factors regulate the nutrient-dependent expression of
HTB1prom-mCitrine transcripts and proteins, we performed RT-
qPCR and flow cytometry analysis, respectively (Fig. 5G,H;
Appendix Fig. S2G,H). Our RT-qPCR results showed that while
the nutrient-dependent regulation of transcription is still intact in
spt21Δ and gcn2Δ cells, deletion of TOR1 or HIR1 disrupted the
nutrient-dependence of the reporter transcripts, leading to close to
constant concentrations in rich and poor growth medium (Fig. 5G).
Of note, as described above, we also observed a significant change
in the nutrient-dependence of the HTB1prom-mCitrine transcripts
for the 300 bp truncated HTB1 promoter, which among others,
lacked the NEG element required for HIR repression (Fig. 4B).

We then used flow cytometry to quantify the amounts of
mCitrine protein expressed from the HTB1 promoter and observed
an upregulation of protein abundance in YPD in cells lacking TOR1
(Fig. 5H). Thus, the lack of TOR1 exerts a differential effect on the
transcriptional and translational regulation of histones, leading to
significantly altered transcript and protein levels across conditions.
On the other hand, we found that deletion of HIR1 resulted in
significantly increased mCitrine amounts in SCGE, in line with the
increased transcript amounts. This suggests that the absence of
HIR-dependent repression has a stronger effect on histone
transcript regulation in poor medium, ultimately disrupting histone
protein homeostasis. Overall, these findings demonstrate the
importance of Tor1 and Hir1 in achieving the correct regulation
of histone transcripts and maintaining constant amounts of histone
proteins across nutrients. Our flow cytometry analysis further
revealed an overall increase in mCitrine protein abundance for
spt21Δ cells grown on rich and poor growth medium compared to
wild-type cells. Moreover, between conditions, mCitrine is more
abundant in YPD. Interestingly, Spt21 has previously been reported
to have a differential effect on the expression levels of HTB1 and
HTB2 (Eriksson et al, 2012; Kurat et al, 2014a; Dollard et al, 1994;
Hess and Winston, 2005; Chang and Winston, 2013). While HTB2
mRNA levels were shown to drastically decrease upon deletion of

SPT21, HTB1 transcript levels were unaffected or increased,
consistent with our results. Lastly, cells lacking GCN2, were not
affected in their ability to achieve histone protein homeostasis in
rich and poor medium.

Overall, our findings indicate that while Spt21 affects histone
protein abundance in rich and poor conditions, Tor1 and Hir1 play
a significant role in the regulation of histone mRNA and protein
expression across nutrients.

Cells are more sensitive to excess histone accumulation
under non-fermentable growth conditions

So far, we have characterized nutrient-dependent histone home-
ostasis at protein and transcript levels. We showed that cells
maintain constant stoichiometry between DNA and histone
proteins. Surprisingly, histone transcripts are less abundant in
poor nutrient conditions, raising the question of why it could be
beneficial for cells to downregulate histone transcripts even though
protein amounts are maintained constant. Interestingly, a recent
study showed that cells exhibit a lower tolerance to excess histones
under glucose-limited conditions, resulting in decreased cell fitness
(Bruhn et al, 2020). In our case, this could imply that cells in poor,
i.e., non-fermentable, growth medium keep the histone transcript
concentrations low to reduce the risk of accumulating excess
histones. To assess the importance of nutrient-dependent transcript
regulation, we tested how cells respond to aberrantly high levels of
histone transcripts under fermentable and non-fermentable growth
conditions. For this purpose, we followed the strategy of Bruhn
et al, (Bruhn et al, 2020), and used a rad53Δ mutant, which is
defective in histone transcript regulation and in the degradation of
excess histones (Fig. 6A). Cells lacking Rad53, a DNA damage
response kinase, are only rendered viable by additional deletion of
the ribonucleotide reductase inhibitor Sml1. The sml1Δ mutant has
a similar doubling time and cell volume compared to the wildtype
and served as a reference (Appendix Fig. S2I,J). Analysis of the
histone transcript concentrations in the sml1Δrad53Δ mutant
revealed increased accumulation of HTB2 and HHT2 transcripts
compared to the sml1Δ strain, on both rich and poor carbon
sources (Fig. 6B,C). We included HHT2 in our analysis as a control,

Figure 5. mCitrine protein expression driven by H2B promoters is uncoupled from nutrient-dependent mRNA levels.

(A) Protein amounts of mCitrine expressed from the HTB1 and HTB2 promoter during the cell cycle were measured in rich and poor growth medium using live-cell
fluorescence microscopy. Representative fluorescence intensity trace of a haploid cell expressing HTB1prom-mCitrine in YPD. The mCitrine amounts produced during the
cell cycle were calculated as the difference between the median of the first four time points and the median of the last four time points. (B, C) Protein amounts of mCitrine
expressed from the HTB1 and HTB2 promoter were measured using live-cell fluorescence microscopy. Box and whisker plots represent the distribution of total mCitrine
amounts produced during the cell cycle, under different nutrient conditions. Box plots represent median and 25th and 75th percentiles, whiskers indicate the 2.5th and
97.5th percentiles and symbols show outliers (HTB1prom-mCitrine: nYPD= 70, nSCGE= 76; HTB2prom-mCitrine: nYPD= 106, nSCGE= 157); HTB1prom-mCitrine (***pYPD-
SCGE= 0.0004); HTB2prom-mCitrine (*pYPD-SCGE= 0.039). (D) To examine the influence of the HTB1 5′ UTR on the nutrient-dependent mCitrine expression from the HTB1
promoter, the 5′ UTR was replaced with the 5′ UTRs of MDN1 and RPB4, respectively. (E) RT-qPCR analysis of the mCitrine mRNA concentrations (normalized on RDN18) in
different growth media. Results are shown as mean fold changes compared to YPD. Error bars indicate standard deviations of at least four independent replicates;
HTB1prom (5′ UTR HTB1) (**pYPD-SCGE= 0.0016); HTB1prom (5′ UTR MDN1) (**pYPD-SCGE= 0.0028); HTB1prom (5′ UTR RPB4) (**pYPD-SCGE= 0.0022). (F) mCitrine
protein amounts as determined by flow cytometry. Lines and error bars represent mean values and standard deviations of three biological replicates. (G) The mRNA
concentrations of mCitrine (normalized on RDN18) expressed from the HTB1 promoter in wild-type, tor1Δ, spt21Δ, hir1Δ, and gcn2Δ cells were quantified by RT-qPCR in rich
and poor medium. Mean fold changes with respect to YPD and standard deviations across n= 5–7 independent replicates are shown. The statistical significance of the fold
change in transcription between YPD and SCGE for the tor1Δ, spt21Δ, hir1Δ, and gcn2Δ strains compared to the respective wild-type reference strain was tested using an
unpaired, two-tailed t-test; HTB1prom-mCitrine (WT) (**pYPD-SCGE= 0.0016, **ptor1Δ= 0.0028, **phir1Δ= 0.0037); HTB1prom-mCitrine (gcn2Δ) (***pYPD-SCGE= 0.0002).
(H) Flow cytometry analysis of the mCitrine protein amounts expressed from the HTB1 promoter in the different strains grown on rich and poor medium. Lines with error
bars indicate mean values and standard deviation across n= 3 measurements; HTB1prom-mCitrine (tor1Δ) (*pYPD-SCGE= 0.014); HTB1prom-mCitrine (spt21Δ) (*pYPD-
SCGE= 0.026); HTB1prom-mCitrine (hir1Δ) (***pYPD-SCGE= 0.0002). Source data are available online for this figure.

Dimitra Chatzitheodoridou et al The EMBO Journal

© The Author(s) The EMBO Journal Volume 43 | Issue 21 | November 2024 | 5141 – 5168 5151



as it has been already shown by Bruhn et al (Bruhn et al, 2020) to
exhibit elevated mRNA expression concentrations in sml1Δrad53Δ
cells. However, HTB1 transcript concentrations were not affected
by deletion of RAD53. Despite that, western blot analysis revealed
that sml1Δrad53Δ mutants have increased concentrations of H2B
protein in both growth media (Fig. 6D). To examine whether this
overexpression affects cell growth on rich and poor carbon source,
we measured the corresponding doubling times (Fig. 6E). In SCGE,
we observe that sml1Δrad53Δ cells grow significantly slower than
the reference sml1Δ strain. In YPD, however, the lack of Rad53 does
not cause major changes in the doubling time. In addition to
accumulating excess histones, sml1Δrad53Δ mutants are also
defective in DNA replication (Desany et al, 1998; Gunjan and
Verreault, 2003; Tercero and Diffley, 2001) and DNA damage
response (Zhao et al, 1998; Zhao, 2001; Gunjan and Verreault,
2003), among others. To disentangle the contribution of histone
overexpression to the observed growth phenotype, we drastically
decreased histone protein levels by deleting SPT21, a histone
transcription activator, and examined the effects on cell growth. We

find that in SCGE, sml1Δrad53Δspt21Δ triple deletion mutants
grow faster, indicating that the growth phenotype of sml1Δrad53Δ
cells is partly rescued. In contrast, the doubling time in YPD is not
noticeably affected (Fig. 6E). Thus, our results suggest that not only
upon glucose limitation (Bruhn et al, 2020) but also during growth
on non-fermentable carbon sources, cells exhibit higher sensitivity
to excess histone accumulation than in rich glucose conditions.
This suggests that on poor nutrients, histone transcription is
downregulated to avoid toxic overexpression, but in rich nutrients,
rapid histone production becomes more important. To further test
this hypothesis, we created a diploid strain in which we deleted the
endogenous alleles of HTB2 and one allele of HTB1 to examine the
effects of decreased histone amounts on cell growth in rich and
poor conditions. While cells in SCGE are unaffected in their
doubling time, in YPD, we find that reducing the histone amounts
leads to slower cell growth (Fig. 6F).

Taken together, our results suggest that nutrient-dependent
regulation of histone transcripts is important because—depending
on the nutrient condition—histone overexpression affects cells to

Figure 6. Cells growing on non-fermentable carbon sources are more sensitive to histone overexpression than in nutrient-rich conditions.

(A) Rad53 is required for the degradation of excess histones and also regulates histone levels by inhibiting the transcription activator Spt21. (B, C) mRNA concentrations of
HTB1, HTB2, ACT1, and HHT2 (normalized on RDN18) for sml1Δrad53Δ and sml1Δrad53Δspt21Δ cells are shown as mean fold changes with respect to sml1Δ, in YPD (B) and
SCGE (C). Error bars indicate standard errors across n= 3–5 biological replicates. (D) H2B protein levels, normalized on total protein, as determined by western blot
analysis. Mean fold changes with respect to sml1Δ and standard errors of at least four replicates are shown. (E) Doubling times calculated from growth curves of sml1Δ,
sml1Δrad53Δ, and sml1Δrad53Δspt21Δ cells growing on fermentable and non-fermentable carbon sources. Lines with error bars represent the mean and standard deviation
of n= 3 independent measurements. (F) Reduced histone amounts slow down cell growth in rich nutrients. Doubling times were calculated from growth curves of HTB1/
Δhtb1Δhtb2/Δhtb2 and wild-type diploid cells growing on fermentable and non-fermentable carbon sources. Lines and error bars represent the means and standard
deviations of n= 3 independent measurements shown as individual dots. Source data are available online for this figure.
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different degrees, which shifts the optimal balance between
production speed and prevention of excess production.

Discussion

Despite changes in cell growth and cell cycle progression, cells
maintain constant histone-to-DNA stoichiometry across different
nutrient conditions. This implies that histone protein concentra-
tions are higher in poor compared to rich nutrients, to account for
the smaller cell size. Paradoxically, histone transcripts show the
opposite trend, and are downregulated in poor nutrients. The
apparent decoupling of histone mRNA and protein nutrient-
dependence suggests that histone-specific nutrient-dependent
regulation of translation is required to ensure constant histone
amounts.

Previous work on cell volume-dependent histone homeostasis
showed that the coordination of histones with genome content is
already established at the transcript level and is at least in part
mediated by the promoter (Claude et al, 2021; Swaffer et al, 2021).
This differential regulation of histones was proposed to be achieved
through template-limited transcription, where the gene itself, rather
than the polymerase (Swaffer et al, 2023), limits histone mRNA
synthesis (Claude et al, 2021). Our single-cell analysis revealed that
for each nutrient condition, transcript amounts expressed from a
histone promoter are indeed independent of cell volume. However,
the fact that transcript amounts decrease significantly in poor
compared to rich growth media, suggests that nutrient-dependent
histone regulation cannot be explained by ‘gene-limited transcrip-
tion’ alone. Highlighting this distinct regulation of histones, we
found that in contrast to histone mRNAs, the mRNA amounts of
ACT1 and MDN1, two representatives of scaling gene expression,
increase in proportion to cell volume, but are largely independent
of the nutrient condition.

As histone synthesis is restricted to the S-phase, it could, in
principle, be possible that nutrient-induced changes in the relative
duration of the cell cycle phases explain the decrease of histone
transcripts in poor growth media. Cells growing on SCGE spend
more time in G1 compared to growth on YPD, resulting in
relatively shorter S- and G2/M-phases. However, quantification of
histone mRNA in synchronized cell populations still showed
downregulated mRNA levels of HTB1 and HTB2 in poor compared
to rich medium at the time of maximal expression. This strongly
suggests that the decreased mRNA concentration observed in
asynchronous cultures is not simply a consequence of nutrient-
dependent changes in the relative duration of the cell cycle phases.
Ultimately, our findings suggest that nutrient-dependent transcrip-
tion must account for the reduced transcript levels, as mRNA
stability increases in poor conditions. Furthermore, we have shown
that histone transcript regulation across the nutrients requires Hir1
regulation, which is likely mediated through the NEG element.

Why do cells downregulate histone transcripts if the amount of
protein needs to be coordinated with the DNA content and,
therefore, is kept constant across nutrient conditions? Previously, it
has been shown that upon glucose limitation, cells are more
sensitive to histone overexpression. This sensitivity is partly
induced by the hyper-acetylation of excess histones, which, under
poor growth conditions, affects the Ac-CoA-dependent metabolism
to a greater extent, due to the lower availability of Ac-CoA (Bruhn

et al, 2020). We now show that also for cells growing on non-
fermentable carbon sources histone overexpression is more toxic
than for cells grown on glucose. Our findings, therefore, suggest
that cells growing on poor nutrients reduce the risk of accumulat-
ing excess histones by maintaining low concentrations of histone
transcripts. In rich nutrient environments, on the other hand,
where cells exhibit higher growth rates, fast histone production may
be more critical.

The protein-to-mRNA ratio is dictated by translation and
protein degradation. Thus, the uncoupling of the regulation of
protein and mRNA abundances we observed in different nutrients
implies the need for nutrient-specific regulation of translation or
protein stability. Specifically, our data suggest that to compensate
for the decreased transcript concentrations in poor nutrients, the
relative translation efficiency of core histones is higher than in rich
nutrients. Moreover, we found that intact TOR-signaling is
required to accurately regulate histone biogenesis in different
nutrient environments.

We have shown that histone promoters mediate nutrient-
dependent transcription as well as its compensation on the protein
level even when expressing the fluorescent reporter mCitrine. This
indicates that the decoupling of histone transcript and protein
nutrient-regulation is achieved mainly through nutrient-dependent
translation rather than protein degradation. Interestingly, our
experiments revealed that the histone 5′ UTR is not required for
maintaining constant amounts of proteins expressed from a histone
promoter across changing nutrients. This indicates that histone
translation is regulated through an “imprinting” mechanism:
Previous studies have identified several factors that bind to newly
produced mRNAs in the nucleus and remain associated with them
throughout their lifecycle, controlling mRNA export, localization,
decay or translation (Dahan and Choder, 2013). For example, it was
proposed that Pol II remotely modulates mRNA translation and
decay through co-transcriptional binding of the Rpb4/7 hetero-
dimer to Pol II transcripts (Goler-Baron et al, 2008; Harel-Sharvit
et al, 2010; Richard et al, 2021). Thereby in addition to the encoded
information, mRNAs would carry information “imprinted” by
Rpb4/7, which is required for proper post-transcriptional regula-
tion. Moreover, several studies of promoter-dependent mRNA
stability suggest that promoter elements can also contribute to
mRNA imprinting, providing cross-talk with cytoplasmic processes
(Trcek et al, 2011; Bregman et al, 2011).

Overall, we have characterized the distinct regulation of histone
homeostasis in changing environments, highlighting the impor-
tance of cell cycle-dependent genes to maintain accurate protein
concentrations despite the nutrient-induced changes in cell growth
and cell cycle progression. Our work revealed a surprising mode of
regulation, where histone protein concentrations are decoupled
from transcript concentrations. We speculate that this allows cells
to balance the need for rapid production under fast growth
conditions with the tight regulation required to avoid toxic
overexpression in poor media (Fig. 7A–C). More generally, this
suggests that cells use separate regulation of transcripts and
translation as a way to not only control the final protein
concentration but also optimize the balance between production
speed and accuracy. Future studies will be needed to reveal whether
such regulation also occurs for other genes, in particular cell cycle-
dependent genes that are high expressed only during a short
fraction of the cell cycle.
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Methods

Strains and culture conditions

Budding yeast strains used in this study are haploid derivatives of
W303 and were constructed using standard procedures. All
transformants were validated using PCR and sequencing. Full
genotypes for each strain can be found in Appendix Table S2, and
strains are available upon reasonable request.

Cells were grown under different nutrient conditions at 30 °C in
a shaking incubator at 250 rpm (Infors, Ecotron). Yeast colonies
were inoculated in 4 mL yeast peptone medium containing 2%
glucose (YPD) and were cultivated for at least 6 h at 30 °C before
being washed and transferred to synthetic complete (SC), yeast
peptone (YP), or minimal medium (SD), with either glucose (D) or
galactose (Gal) as fermentable or glycerol and ethanol (GE) as non-
fermentable carbon sources. Cells were then grown in the respective
growth medium for at least 18 h to OD600 = 0.3–0.9. Through
appropriate dilutions, cell density was maintained below OD600 = 1.
Optical densities were measured using a spectrophotometer
(NanoDrop OneC, Thermo Fisher Scientific).

For cell cycle synchronization, cells carrying CDC20 under the
control of a β-estradiol-inducible promoter were arrested in
mitosis. To this end, pre-cultures were grown on YPD supple-
mented with 80 nM β-estradiol. Cells were then transferred to YPD

or SCGE containing 80 nM β-estradiol and cultured for at least 18 h
to OD600 = 0.3–0.9. After washing twice with 3 mL nuclease-free
water, cells were arrested in hormone-free YPD or SCGE for 2 or
3 h, respectively. Following the addition of 200 nM β-estradiol, cells
were synchronously released into the cell cycle.

Western blot

Total protein extracts were prepared according to a previously
established protocol (Kushnirov, 2000). Briefly, cell cultures
(25 mL) were grown in different growth media for at least 18 h to
ensure steady-state conditions (see above). Prior to harvesting, cell
volume distributions and cell numbers per mL were determined
using a Coulter Counter (Beckman Coulter, Z2 Particle Counter).
From each culture, 5 × 107 cells were collected by centrifugation (4k
rpm, 3 min) and washed with 1 mL of ice-cold double-distilled
water before being spun down (10k rpm, 2 min) and resuspended
in 400 μL of 0.1 M NaOH. After incubation at room temperature
(RT) for 10 min, cells were again pelleted (10k rpm, 2 min), and
then boiled (3 min, at 95 °C) in 120 μL of reducing 1x LDS sample
buffer, containing 30 μL of 4X Bolt™ LDS sample buffer (Invitro-
gen), 12 μL of 10X Bolt™ sample reducing agent (Invitrogen) and
78 μL of double-distilled water.

Following centrifugation (10k rpm, 2 min), 5–10 μL of total
protein extracts (supernatant) were loaded into each lane of
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Figure 7. Histone homeostasis in different nutrient environments.

(A) While cells maintain constant amounts of histone proteins across changing environments, the histone mRNA expression is increased in nutrient-rich conditions. (B, C)
Decoupling of protein and mRNA abundance is achieved through nutrient-dependent translation, allowing cells to balance the need for rapid histone production in rich
growth media (B) with the tight regulation required to prevent histone overexpression in poor growth media (C).
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commercially available Bolt™ 12% Bis-Tris plus mini-gels (Invitro-
gen). Gels were run (200 V, 160 mA, 20–25 min) in 1X Bolt™ MES
SDS Running Buffer (Invitrogen), and the separated proteins were
then transferred onto nitrocellulose membranes (10 V, 160 mA,
60 min) using the mini-blot-module (Invitrogen). In the next step,
membranes were stained with Ponceau S, and total proteins were
visualized using the ChemiDocTM MP imaging system (Bio-Rad).
To detect proteins of interest, membranes were blocked in TBST
(Tris-buffered saline, 0.2% Tween 20) with 5% milk and incubated
overnight at 4 °C with the primary antibodies: rabbit monoclonal
anti-histone H2B (Abcam Cat#ab188291, 1:2000) or mouse
monoclonal anti-beta actin (Abcam, Cat# ab170325, 1:10,000).
After washing the membranes in TBST (3 ×5 min), they were
probed (1.5 h, RT) with the HRP-conjugated secondary antibodies:
goat anti-mouse IgG (Abcam Cat# ab205719, 1:10000) or goat anti-
rabbit IgG (Abcam Cat# ab205718, 1:10000). To visualize the
protein bands, membranes were incubated (5 min, RT) in Clarity™
western ECL substrate (Bio-Rad) and imaged using the
ChemiDocTM MP imaging system (Bio-Rad). Quantification of
band intensities was carried out using the Image Lab 5.2.1 software
(Bio-Rad).

RNA extraction and RT-qPCR

Total RNA was extracted from 2–5 × 107 cells grown in different
nutrients (see above) with the YeaStar RNA Kit (Zymo Research)
following the manufacturer’s instructions. Prior to harvesting, cell
numbers per mL were measured using a Coulter Counter.
Concentration and purity of the eluted RNA were determined
with a spectrophotometer (NanoDrop OneC, Thermo Fisher
Scientific) before 800 ng total RNA was reverse transcribed using
random primers and the high-capacity cDNA reverse transcription
kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific). To measure relative mRNA levels of
target genes, the obtained cDNA was diluted 10-fold (HTB2, ACT1,
MDN1, mCitrine) or 100-fold (HTB1, HTA1, HTA2, HHT1, HHT2,
HHF1, HHF2) in double-distilled water and 2 μL of the dilutions
were used as templates for quantitative PCR (qPCR). All qPCR
reactions were performed on a LightCycler 480 Multiwell Plate 96
(Roche) using the SsoAdvanced Universal SYBR Green Supermix
(Bio-Rad) and target-specific primers (Appendix Table S3). For
each target gene, mean CqGene values of three technical replicates
per sample were normalized to the reference gene RDN18, and
relative mRNA concentrations were calculated by the formula: log2
(relative concentration) =− (CqGene – CqRDN18).

mRNA stability measurements

Cell cultures (50 mL) were grown in YPD and SCGE, respectively,
for at least 18 h to OD600 = 0.3–0.5 (see above). To determine the
half-lives of the HTB1, HTB2, and ACT1 mRNAs, cells were
treated with the RNA polymerase inhibitor thiolutin (Biomol) at a
final concentration of 8 μg/mL (Pelechano and Pérez-Ortín, 2008).
After the addition of thiolutin, 4 mL samples were taken at given
time points from 0 to 60 min of incubation. Cells were harvested
by centrifugation (2500 × g, 3.5 min) and washed with 1 mL of
RNAse-free water (Qiagen) before being spun down (10k rpm,
2 min) and resuspended in 80 μL of digestion buffer (included in
the YeaStar RNA Kit, Zymo Research). Cells were then stored on
ice until ready for RNA extraction, which was performed using the

YeaStar RNA Kit (Zymo Research). To remove DNA contamina-
tions, the RNA samples were treated with DNAse I (Life
Technologies). Relative changes in mRNA concentrations were
measured by RT-qPCR as described above. Target-specific primers
were designed to bind to the HTB1, HTB2, and ACT1 coding
sequences, respectively (Appendix Table S4) (Bhagwat et al, 2021).
The half-lives of histone and ACT1 mRNAs were calculated by
fitting a single exponential function to the obtained mRNA decay
curves.

Flow cytometry

Cells (2–5 mL) were cultured at 30 °C in different growth media for
36 h. During growth, cell cultures were kept at OD600 <1. For each
sample, cell volume distributions were measured using a Coulter
Counter, and bud counts were performed to estimate the fraction of
budded and unbudded cells in the populations. To analyse the
fluorescence intensity of mCitrine expressed in wild-type cells, flow
cytometry measurements were carried out on a 577 CytoFlex S
Flow Cytometer (Beckman Coulter). mCitrine was excited with a
488-nm laser and detected using a 525/40-nm bandpass filter.
50,000 events were analysed in each experiment at a flow rate of
10 μL/min, which corresponds to roughly 1000 events/sec. Manual
gating based on the side scatter (SSC) and forward scatter (FSC)
parameters was performed using the FlowJo 10.8.1 software
(Becton Dickinson, San Josè, CA) to eliminate doublets and cell
debris. Wild-type cells not expressing mCitrine were analysed in all
conditions to correct for autofluorescence.

Flow cytometry was also applied to determine the cell cycle
distribution of wild-type cells in different nutrients by quantifica-
tion of the DNA content. For this purpose, cells were fixed and
stained with the fluorescent DNA-binding dye SYBR Green I,
according to a previously published protocol (Örd et al, 2019).
Briefly, 1 mL of cell culture grown for 36 h in the respective growth
medium (final OD600 = 0.5) was slowly added to 9 mL of 80%
ethanol and incubated overnight at 4 °C. Next, cells were pelleted
(2.500 × g, 2 min, 4 °C) and washed twice with 50 mM Tris-HCl
(pH = 8.0) before being treated with 300 µL of 1 mg/mL RNase A at
37 °C for 40 min. After washing with 50 mM Tris-HCl (pH = 8.0),
cells were incubated in 50 µL 20 mg/mL Proteinase K at 37 °C for
60 min. In the last step, cells were washed again with 50 mM Tris-
HCl (pH = 8.0) and treated with 200 µL of 10x SYBR Green I
(Sigma-Aldrich) DNA stain at 22 °C for 1 h. For quantification of
the cellular DNA content, SYBR Green I was excited with a 488-nm
laser and detected using a 525/40-nm bandpass filter. The obtained
DNA frequency histograms showed defined G1 and G2 peaks and
were analysed with the FlowJo 10.8.1 software (Becton Dickinson,
San Josè, CA). The Watson pragmatic algorithm was used to model
the cell cycle and estimate the percentages of cells in the different
cell cycle phases.

SYBR Green I is not suitable for staining the DNA of cells
expressing mCitrine due to the overlapping emission spectra of the
two fluorophores. However, cells with mCitrine-tagged H2B also
show fluorescence histograms with distinct G1 and G2 peaks, since
core histone synthesis is tightly coupled to the DNA replication
during S-phase. Thus, live cells were measured as described above,
and the obtained fluorescence histograms of mCitrine were
analyzed in order to determine the cell cycle distributions in
different nutrient conditions.
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Single-molecule fluorescence in situ
hybridization (smFISH)

For smFISH analysis, commercially available Stellaris® FISH probes were
designed using the Stellaris® FISH Probe Designer (Biosearch Technol-
ogies). More precisely, the MDN1 and mCitrine transcripts were targeted
with probe sets consisting of 27 to 48 20-mer oligonucleotides labeled with
the dye Quasar-670®, while ACT1 transcripts were bound by 41 individual
Quasar- 570®-labeled probes.

smFISH samples were prepared following the Stellaris® RNA
FISH protocol for S. cerevisiae, available online at
www.biosearchtech.com/stellarisprotocols. About 45 ml cultures
were grown in different growth media for at least 18 h to an
OD600 = 0.3–0.5 before being fixed for 45 min at room temperature
by adding formaldehyde to a final concentration of 4%. After
centrifugation (1600 × g, 4 min), cells were washed twice with 1 mL
of ice-cold fixation buffer (1.2 M sorbitol (Sigma-Aldrich), 0.1 M
K2HPO4 (Sigma-Aldrich), pH 7.5) and incubated at 30 °C for
55 min in 1 mL of fixation buffer containing 6.25 µg zymolyase
(Biomol). Digested cells were then washed twice with 1 mL of ice-
cold fixation buffer and stored overnight at 4 °C in 1 mL of 70%
ethanol. Next, 300 uL of cells were spun down and hybridized
overnight at 30 °C with 100 uL of Stellaris® RNA FISH hybridiza-
tion buffer (Biosearch Technologies) containing 10% v/v forma-
mide and 125 mM smFISH probes. The following morning, cells
were washed with 10% v/v formamide in Stellaris® RNA FISH wash
buffer A (Biosearch Technologies) and incubated in 1 mL of DAPI
staining solution (5 ng/mL DAPI in wash buffer A with 10% v/v
formamide) for 30 min at 30 °C. After washing with 1 mL of
Stellaris® RNA FISH wash buffer B (Biosearch Technologies), cells
were mounted in Vectashield® mounting medium (Vector
Laboratories). Wide-field fluorescence imaging was performed
using a Zeiss LSM 800 microscope equipped with a 63×/1.4 NA
oil immersion objective and an Axiocam 506 camera. Multicolor
z-stacks composed of 20 images were recorded at 240 nm intervals
with the Zen 2.3 software. Quasar-570® and Quasar-670® were
illuminated with a 530 nm LED and a 630 nm LED, respectively,
while DAPI images were taken using a 385 nm LED.

smFISH image analysis

Cell segmentation was performed using Cell-ACDC (Padovani
et al, 2022). Briefly, cells were segmented based on a bright-field
signal using YeaZ (Dietler et al, 2020) and buds were manually
assigned to the correct mother cells. Cell volumes were auto-
matically calculated by Cell-ACDC starting from the generated 2D
segmentation masks. To detect and count the number of
fluorescence spots in 3D, we developed a custom routine written
in Python. The analysis steps are the following: (1) Application of a
3D Gaussian filter with a small sigma (0.75 voxel) to the mRNA
signal. (2) Instance segmentation of the spots’ signal using the best-
suited automatic thresholding algorithm (either the threshold
triangle, Li, or Otsu algorithms from the Python library scikit-
image (van der Walt et al, 2014). (3) 3D local maxima detection
(peaks) in the spots signal using the peak_local_max function from
the Python library scikit-image. Note that peaks are searched only
on the segmentation masks determined in the previous step. (4)
Discarding of overlapping peaks: if two or more peaks are within a
resolution-limited volume, only the peak with the highest intensity

is retained. The resolution-limited volume is determined as a
spheroid with x and y radii equal to the Abbe diffraction limit and z
radius equal to 1 µm. For example, with a numerical aperture of 1.4
and Quasar-670® emission wavelength of about 668 nm, the
resolution-limited volume has x = y = 0.291 µm radius. (5) The
remaining peaks undergo a subsequent iterative filtering routine:
for each peak, we computed the Glass’ delta (a measure of the effect
size) of the peak’s pixels compared to the background’s pixels. The
pixels belonging to the peaks are defined as the pixels inside the
resolution-limited volume explained in step 4. The pixels belonging
to the background are those pixels outside of all the detected peaks
but inside the segmentation mask of the cell. The Glass’s delta is
computed as the mean of the peak’s signal (positive signal)
subtracted by the mean of the background’s signal (negative or
control signal) all divided by the standard deviation of the
background’s signal. Peaks that have an effect size lower than a
threshold are discarded. The threshold value was manually
determined for each experiment after careful inspection of the
images. This value ranged from 0.2 to 1.0. Finally, step 5 was
repeated until the number of peaks stopped changing. The final
number of peaks corresponds to the detected mRNA spots.

Negative controls were performed to distinguish the mRNA
signal from background noise or nonspecific probe binding. Cells
carrying an extra copy of the HTB1, HTB2, or ACT1 promoter
driving mCitrine, as well as wild-type cells not expressing mCitrine,
were treated with Quasar-670®-labeled probes against mCitrine
(Fig. EV4H–J). For the analysis of ACT1 and MDN1 mRNA
expression, wild-type cells were incubated with or without probes
against ACT1 and MDN1 (Fig. EV4A–F). As an additional negative
control, global transcription in wild-type cells was blocked by an
80-min treatment with 8 μg/mL thiolutin (Biomol) (see above)
prior to incubation with MDN1 probes (Fig. EV4G).

To determine the cell cycle stage, the cells were grouped into either
G1-, S-, or G2/M-phase based on the bud-to-mother cell volume ratio.
Unbudded cells containing one nucleus were classified as G1 cells. If a
bud was present, the ratio of bud volume divided by mother volume
was used as a classification criterion. Cells with a ratio <0.3 were
considered to be in S-phase. For ratios >0.3, cells were classified as G2/
M cells (Claude et al, 2021). Lastly, if cells were budded and contained
two nuclei, cell outlines were carefully inspected in the bright-field
images to distinguish G2/M cells from two neighboring G1 cells.
mRNA concentrations were estimated as the number of mRNA spots
per cell divided by the cell volume

Live-cell fluorescence microscopy

Cells, pre-cultured in YPD, were transferred to a selected growth
medium and were grown for at least 18 h to OD600 = 0.3–0.9. For
live-cell imaging, 200 μL of cells were sonicated for 5 s before being
loaded into a CellASIC® ONIX2 Y04C microfluidic plate (Y04C,
Millipore) connected to the ONIX2 (Millipore) microfluidic pump
system. Cells were trapped inside the microfluidic chamber, and
fresh medium was continuously supplied with a constant pressure
of 13.8 kPa. Live-cell fluorescence microscopy was performed on a
Zeiss LSM 800 microscope equipped with an epifluorescence setup
and coupled to an Axiocam 506 camera. Cells were imaged in a
30 °C incubation chamber (Incubator XLmulti S1, Pecon) at a
3 min interval over the course of 7 to 12 h using an automated stage
(WSB Piezo Drive Can) and a 40×/1.3 NA oil immersion objective.
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Cells with mCitrine-tagged HTB1 and/or HTB2 were illuminated
for 10 ms with a 511 nm LED set at 5% power. To measure
mCitrine expression from the HTB1, HTB2, or ACT1 promoter, the
LED power was increased to 12% due to the lower emission
intensity of mCitrine in those cells.

For analysis, the collected microscopy images were aligned and
cropped to the region of interest using a custom Fiji script (Schindelin
et al, 2012). Cell segmentation and tracking were performed as previously
described by Doncic et al (Doncic et al, 2013). Briefly, cells were
segmented based on the phase-contrast images and tracked backward in
time. Pedigrees were then manually annotated, and the time points of cell
birth, bud emergence, and division were identified through visual
inspection for all daughter cells born during the time-lapse experiment.
The total fluorescence measured per cell was background-corrected as
described by Chandler-Brown et al (Chandler-Brown et al, 2017).
Moreover, for quantification of the fluorescence intensity of mCitrine
expressed from the HTB1, HTB2, or ACT1 promoter, nutrient-and cell
volume-dependent autofluorescence was subtracted (Chandler-Brown
et al, 2017). Autofluorescence was determined by analyzing wild-type cells
not expressing a fluorescent protein.

In the case of mCitrine-labeled histones, autofluorescence is
much weaker than the mCitrine fluorescence signal in all nutrient
conditions (Appendix Fig. S1), and was therefore neglected. For the
control experiments shown in Appendix Fig. S1, cell segmentation
and quantification of the total fluorescence signal per cell were
performed using Cell-ACDC (Padovani et al, 2022).

For all cells born during the experiment, fluorescence intensity
traces were analyzed to quantify mCitrine dynamics during the cell
cycle. The single-cell expression profile of the endogenously tagged
histones shows a plateau during G1, followed by a twofold increase
in fluorescence starting around bud emergence and a second
plateau during G2/M-phase. The total amount of mCitrine
produced during the cell cycle was calculated as the difference
between the median of the first four time points and the median of
the last four time points. To determine the duration of histone
production from the single-cell traces, mean values of the G1 and
G2 plateaus (PG1, PG2) were determined. Using a threshold of 10%,
the histone production phase was then defined as the duration
between the last and first time point for which ImCitrine < 1.1*PG1
and ImCitrine > 0.9*PG2, respectively.

For the nutrient upshift experiment, cells with mCitrine-tagged
H2B were grown in a microfluidic plate on SCGE for 5 h before
being shifted to the YPD medium. Total mCitrine intensity in
newborn daughter cells was measured over the course of the
experiment by time-lapse microscopy as described above. Cell
segmentation and quantification of the total fluorescence signal per
cell were performed using Cell-ACDC (Padovani et al, 2022), with
YeaZ used for segmentation (Dietler et al, 2020).

Protein stability measurements

To determine the stability of HTB1-mCitrine expressed from a β-
estradiol-inducible promoter, asynchronous cell populations were
cultured for at least 18 h in YPD or SCGE supplemented with
10 nM or 7 nM β-estradiol, respectively. After washing twice to
remove β-estradiol from the growth medium, cells were transferred
to hormone-free YPD or SCGE, and the mean HTB1-mCitrine
fluorescence intensity was measured at defined time points by flow
cytometry (see above).

Statistical analysis

Statistical analysis was performed using GraphPad Prism 9.4.1 All
datasets were tested for normality using the Shapiro–Wilk test at a
confidence level of α = 0.05. Significances were calculated using an
unpaired, two-tailed t-test for datasets that follow a Gaussian
distribution or a Mann–Whitney test for datasets that are not
normally distributed. To compare the slopes of two linear regression
lines, p values were computed using GraphPad Prism 9.4.1.

Data availability

Source data for Figs. 1–6 are provided with this paper and raw
microscopy files are available at: https://www.ebi.ac.uk/biostudies/
bioimages/studies/S-BIAD1308. Code for cell-ACDC is available at:
https://github.com/SchmollerLab/Cell_ACDC. Custom code used
to detect and count the number of fluorescence spots is available at:
https://github.com/SchmollerLab/ChatziFISH

The source data of this paper are collected in the following database
record: biostudies:S-SCDT-10_1038-S44318-024-00227-w.

Expanded view data, supplementary information, appendices are
available for this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s44318-024-00227-w.

Peer review information

A peer review file is available at https://doi.org/10.1038/s44318-024-00227-w

References

Bhagwat M, Nagar S, Kaur P, Mehta R, Vancurova I, Vancura A (2021) Replication

stress inhibits synthesis of histone mRNAs in yeast by removing Spt10p and

Spt21p from the histone promoters. J Biol Chem 297:101246

Bohnsack BL, Hirschi KK (2004) Nutrient regulation of cell cycle progression.

Annu Rev Nutr 24:433–453

Brauer MJ, Huttenhower C, Airoldi EM, Rosenstein R, Matese JC, Gresham D,

Boer VM, Troyanskaya OG, Botstein D (2008) Coordination of growth rate,

cell cycle, stress response, and metabolic activity in yeast. Mol Biol Cell

19:352–367

Bregman A, Avraham-Kelbert M, Barkai O, Duek L, Guterman A, Choder M (2011)

Promoter elements regulate cytoplasmic mRNA decay. Cell 147:1473–1483

Broach JR (2012) Nutritional control of growth and development in yeast.

Genetics 192:73–105

Bruhn C, Ajazi A, Ferrari E, Lanz MC, Batrin R, Choudhary R, Walvekar A, Laxman

S, Longhese MP, Fabre E et al (2020) The Rad53CHK1/CHK2-Spt21NPAT and

Tel1ATM axes couple glucose tolerance to histone dosage and subtelomeric

silencing. Nat Commun 11:4154

Cardenas ME, Cutler NS, Lorenz MC, Di Como CJ, Heitman J (1999) The TOR

signaling cascade regulates gene expression in response to nutrients. Genes

Dev 13:3271–3279

Chandler-Brown D, Schmoller KM, Winetraub Y, Skotheim JM (2017) The adder

phenomenon emerges from independent control of pre- and post-start phases

of the budding yeast cell cycle. Curr Biol 27:2774–2783.e3

Chang JS, Winston F (2013) Cell-cycle perturbations suppress the slow-growth

defect of spt10Δ mutants in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. G3 3:573–583

Dimitra Chatzitheodoridou et al The EMBO Journal

© The Author(s) The EMBO Journal Volume 43 | Issue 21 | November 2024 | 5141 – 5168 5157

https://www.ebi.ac.uk/biostudies/bioimages/studies/S-BIAD1308
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/biostudies/bioimages/studies/S-BIAD1308
https://github.com/SchmollerLab/Cell_ACDC
https://github.com/SchmollerLab/ChatziFISH
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/biostudies/sourcedata/studies/S-SCDT-10_1038-S44318-024-00227-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s44318-024-00227-w
https://doi.org/10.1038/s44318-024-00227-w


Claude K-L, Bureik D, Chatzitheodoridou D, Adarska P, Singh A, Schmoller KM

(2021) Transcription coordinates histone amounts and genome content. Nat

Commun 12:4202

Dahan N, Choder M (2013) The eukaryotic transcriptional machinery regulates

mRNA translation and decay in the cytoplasm. Biochim Biophys Acta

1829:169–173

Desany BA, Alcasabas AA, Bachant JB, Elledge SJ (1998) Recovery from DNA

replicational stress is the essential function of the S-phase checkpoint

pathway. Genes Dev 12:2956–2970

Dietler N, Minder M, Gligorovski V, Economou AM, Joly DAHL, Sadeghi A, Chan

CHM, Koziński M, Weigert M, Bitbol A-F et al (2020) A convolutional neural

network segments yeast microscopy images with high accuracy. Nat Commun

11:5723

Dolatabadi S, Candia J, Akrap N, Vannas C, Tesan Tomic T, Losert W, Landberg

G, Åman P, Ståhlberg A (2017) Cell cycle and cell size dependent gene

expression reveals distinct subpopulations at single-cell level. Front Genet 8:1

Dollard C, Ricupero-Hovasse SL, Natsoulis G, Boeke JD, Winston F (1994) SPT10

and SPT21 are required for transcription of particular histone genes in

Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Mol Cell Biol 14:5223–5228

Doncic A, Eser U, Atay O, Skotheim JM (2013) An algorithm to automate yeast

segmentation and tracking. PLoS ONE 8:e57970

Duronio RJ, Marzluff WF (2017) Coordinating cell cycle-regulated histone gene

expression through assembly and function of the histone locus body. RNA Biol

14:726–738

Eriksson PR, Ganguli D, Clark DJ (2011) Spt10 and Swi4 control the timing of

histone H2A/H2B gene activation in budding yeast. Mol Cell Biol 31:557–572

Eriksson PR, Ganguli D, Nagarajavel V, Clark DJ (2012) Regulation of histone gene

expression in budding yeast. Genetics 191:7–20

Ewald JC, Kuehne A, Zamboni N, Skotheim JM (2016) The yeast cyclin-

dependent kinase routes carbon fluxes to fuel cell cycle progression. Mol Cell

62:532–545

Fischer M, Schade AE, Branigan TB, Müller GA, DeCaprio JA (2022) Coordinating

gene expression during the cell cycle. Trends Biochem Sci. 47:1009–1022.

S0968000422001487

Foster DA, Yellen P, Xu L, Saqcena M (2010) Regulation of G1 cell cycle

progression: distinguishing the restriction point from a nutrient-sensing cell

growth checkpoint(s). Genes Cancer 1:1124–1131

García-Martínez J, Delgado-Ramos L, Ayala G, Pelechano V, Medina DA,

Carrasco F, González R, Andrés-León E, Steinmetz L, Warringer J et al (2016a)

The cellular growth rate controls overall mRNA turnover, and modulates

either transcription or degradation rates of particular gene regulons. Nucleic

Acids Res 44:3643–3658

García-Martínez J, Troulé K, Chávez S, Pérez-Ortín JE (2016b) Growth rate

controls mRNA turnover in steady and non-steady states. RNA Biol

13:1175–1181

Goler-Baron V, Selitrennik M, Barkai O, Haimovich G, Lotan R, Choder M (2008)

Transcription in the nucleus and mRNA decay in the cytoplasm are coupled

processes. Genes Dev 22:2022–2027

Gunjan A, Verreault A (2003) A Rad53 kinase-dependent surveillance

mechanism that regulates histone protein levels in S. cerevisiae. Cell

115:537–549

Harel-Sharvit L, Eldad N, Haimovich G, Barkai O, Duek L, Choder M (2010) RNA

polymerase II subunits link transcription and mRNA decay to translation. Cell

143:552–563

Hereford LM, Osley MA, Ludwig II JR, McLaughlin CS (1981) Cell-cycle regulation

of yeast histone mRNA. Cell 24:367–375

Hess D, Winston F (2005) Evidence that Spt10 and Spt21 of Saccharomyces

cerevisiae play distinct roles in vivo and functionally interact with MCB-binding

factor, SCB-binding factor and Snf1. Genetics 170:87–94

Ishida S, Huang E, Zuzan H, Spang R, Leone G, West M, Nevins JR (2001) Role for

E2F in control of both DNA replication and mitotic functions as revealed from

DNA microarray analysis. Mol Cell Biol 21:4684–4699

Johnston G, Pringle J, Hartwell L (1977) Coordination of growth with cell division

in the yeast. Exp Cell Res 105:79–98

Johnston GC, Ehrhardt CW, Lorincz A, Carter BL (1979) Regulation of cell size in

the yeast Saccharomyces cerevisiae. J Bacteriol 137:1–5

Jorgensen P, Tyers M (2004) How cells coordinate growth and division. Curr Biol

14:R1014–R1027

Kim D-H, Sarbassov DD, Ali SM, King JE, Latek RR, Erdjument-Bromage H,

Tempst P, Sabatini DM (2002) mTOR interacts with raptor to form a

nutrient-sensitive complex that signals to the cell growth machinery. Cell

110:163–175

Korem Kohanim Y, Levi D, Jona G, Towbin BD, Bren A, Alon U (2018) A bacterial

growth law out of steady state. Cell Rep 23:2891–2900

Kubota H, Ota K, Sakaki Y, Ito T (2001) Budding yeast GCN1 binds the GI domain

to activate the eIF2alpha kinase GCN2. J Biol Chem 276:17591–17596

Kurat CF, Lambert J-P, Petschnigg J, Friesen H, Pawson T, Rosebrock A, Gingras

A-C, Fillingham J, Andrews B (2014a) Cell cycle-regulated oscillator

coordinates core histone gene transcription through histone acetylation. Proc

Natl Acad Sci USA 111:14124–14129

Kurat CF, Recht J, Radovani E, Durbic T, Andrews B, Fillingham J (2014b)

Regulation of histone gene transcription in yeast. Cell Mol Life Sci 71:599–613

Kushnirov VV (2000) Rapid and reliable protein extraction from yeast. Yeast

16:857–860

Lanz MC, Zatulovskiy E, Swaffer MP, Zhang L, Ilerten I, Zhang S, You DS, Marinov

G, McAlpine P, Elias JE et al (2022) Increasing cell size remodels the

proteome and promotes senescence. Mol Cell 82:3255–3269.e8

Leitao RM, Kellogg DR (2017) The duration of mitosis and daughter cell size are

modulated by nutrients in budding yeast. J Cell Biol 216:3463–3470

Marzluff WF, Duronio RJ (2002) Histone mRNA expression: multiple levels of cell

cycle regulation and important developmental consequences. Curr Opin Cell

Biol 14:692–699

Mendiratta S, Gatto A, Almouzni G (2019) Histone supply: multitiered regulation

ensures chromatin dynamics throughout the cell cycle. J Cell Biol 218:39–54

Metzl-Raz E, Kafri M, Yaakov G, Soifer I, Gurvich Y, Barkai N (2017) Principles of

cellular resource allocation revealed by condition-dependent proteome

profiling. eLife 6:e28034

Murguía JR, Serrano R (2012) New functions of protein kinase Gcn2 in yeast and

mammals. IUBMB Life 64:971–974

Newman JRS, Ghaemmaghami S, Ihmels J, Breslow DK, Noble M, DeRisi JL,

Weissman JS (2006) Single-cell proteomic analysis of S. cerevisiae reveals the

architecture of biological noise. Nature 441:840–846

Örd M, Venta R, Möll K, Valk E, Loog M (2019) Cyclin-specific docking

mechanisms reveal the complexity of M-CDK function in the cell cycle. Mol

Cell 75:76–89.e3

Ortmann B, Druker J, Rocha S (2014) Cell cycle progression in response to

oxygen levels. Cell Mol Life Sci 71:3569–3582

Osley MA, Gould J, Kim S, Kane M, Hereford L (1986) Identification of sequences

in a yeast histone promoter involved in periodic transcription. Cell 45:537–544

Padovani F, Mairhörmann B, Falter-Braun P, Lengefeld J, Schmoller KM (2022)

Segmentation, tracking and cell cycle analysis of live-cell imaging data with

Cell-ACDC. BMC Biol 20:174

Parviz F, Heideman W (1998) Growth-independent regulation of CLN3 mRNA

levels by nutrients in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. J Bacteriol 180:225–230

Pelechano V, Pérez-Ortín JE (2008) The transcriptional inhibitor thiolutin blocks

mRNA degradation in yeast. Yeast 25:85–92

Pérez-Hidalgo L, Moreno S (2016) Nutrients control cell size. Cell Cycle 15:1655–1656

The EMBO Journal Dimitra Chatzitheodoridou et al

5158 The EMBO Journal Volume 43 | Issue 21 | November 2024 | 5141 – 5168 © The Author(s)



Powers T, Walter P (1999) Regulation of ribosome biogenesis by the rapamycin-

sensitive TOR-signaling pathway in Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Mol Biol Cell

10:987–1000

Qu Y, Jiang J, Liu X, Wei P, Yang X, Tang C (2019) Cell cycle inhibitor Whi5

records environmental information to coordinate growth and division in yeast.

Cell Rep 29:987–994.e5

Richard S, Gross L, Fischer J, Bendalak K, Ziv T, Urim S, ChoderM (2021) Numerous

post-translational modifications of RNA polymerase II subunit Rpb4/7 link

transcription to post-transcriptional mechanisms. Cell Rep 34:108578

Sauls JT, Cox SE, Do Q, Castillo V, Ghulam-Jelani Z, Jun S (2019) Control of

Bacillus subtilis replication initiation during physiological transitions and

perturbations. mBio 10:e02205–e02219

Schindelin J, Arganda-Carreras I, Frise E, Kaynig V, Longair M, Pietzsch T,

Preibisch S, Rueden C, Saalfeld S, Schmid B et al (2012) Fiji: an open-source

platform for biological-image analysis. Nat Methods 9:676–682

Smets B, Ghillebert R, De Snijder P, Binda M, Swinnen E, De Virgilio C, Winderickx

J (2010) Life in the midst of scarcity: adaptations to nutrient availability in

Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Curr Genet 56:1–32

Spellman PT, Sherlock G, Zhang MQ, Iyer VR, Anders K, Eisen MB, Brown PO,

Botstein D, Futcher B (1998) Comprehensive identification of cell

cycle–regulated genes of the yeast Saccharomyces cerevisiae by microarray

hybridization. Mol Biol Cell 9:3273–3297

Swaffer MP, Kim J, Chandler-Brown D, Langhinrichs M, Marinov GK, Greenleaf

WJ, Kundaje A, Schmoller KM, Skotheim JM (2021) Transcriptional and

chromatin-based partitioning mechanisms uncouple protein scaling from cell

size. Mol Cell 81:4861–4875.e7

Swaffer MP, Marinov GK, Zheng H, Fuentes Valenzuela L, Tsui CY, Jones AW,

Greenwood J, Kundaje A, Greenleaf WJ, Reyes-Lamothe R et al (2023) RNA

polymerase II dynamics and mRNA stability feedback scale mRNA amounts

with cell size. Cell 186:5254–5268.e26

Taïeb HM, Garske DS, Contzen J, Gossen M, Bertinetti L, Robinson T, Cipitria A

(2021) Osmotic pressuremodulates single cell cycle dynamics inducing reversible

growth arrest and reactivation of human metastatic cells. Sci Rep 11:13455

Tercero JA, Diffley JFX (2001) Regulation of DNA replication fork progression

through damaged DNA by the Mec1/Rad53 checkpoint. Nature 412:553–557

Trcek T, Larson DR, Moldón A, Query CC, Singer RH (2011) Single-molecule mRNA

decay measurements reveal promoter- regulated mRNA stability in yeast. Cell

147:1484–1497

van der Walt S, Schönberger JL, Nunez-Iglesias J, Boulogne F, Warner JD, Yager N,

Gouillart E, Yu T (2014) scikit-image: image processing in Python. PeerJ 2:e453

Waldron C, Lacroute F (1975) Effect of growth rate on the amounts of ribosomal

and transfer ribonucleic acids in yeast. J Bacteriol 122:855–865

Watanabe I, Okada S (1967) Effects of temperature on growth rate of cultured

mammalian cells (L5178Y). J Cell Biol 32:309–323

Whitfield ML, Sherlock G, Saldanha AJ, Murray JI, Ball CA, Alexander KE, Matese

JC, Perou CM, Hurt MM, Brown PO et al (2002) Identification of genes

periodically expressed in the human cell cycle and their expression in tumors.

Mol Biol Cell 13:1977–2000

Wiśniewski JR, Hein MY, Cox J, Mann M (2014) A ‘proteomic ruler’ for protein

copy number and concentration estimation without spike-in standards. Mol

Cell Proteomics 13:3497–3506

Xia J, Sánchez BJ, Chen Y, Campbell K, Kasvandik S, Nielsen J (2022) Proteome

allocations change linearly with the specific growth rate of Saccharomyces

cerevisiae under glucose limitation. Nat Commun 13:2819

Zhao X (2001) The ribonucleotide reductase inhibitor Sml1 is a new target of the

Mec1/Rad53 kinase cascade during growth and in response to DNA damage.

EMBO J 20:3544–3553

Zhao X, Muller EGD, Rothstein R (1998) A suppressor of two essential checkpoint

genes identifies a novel protein that negatively affects dNTP pools. Mol Cell

2:329–340

Acknowledgements
We thank Christopher Bruhn, Marco Foiani, and Jennifer Ewald for sharing strains,

and Pascal Falter-Braun, Christof Osman and members of the Institute of Functional

Epigenetics for insightful scientific discussions. We thank Matthew Swaffer for

helpful comments on the manuscript. This work was funded by the Deutsche

Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) through projects

416098229 and 431480687, by the Human Frontier Science Program (career

development award to KMS), and the Helmholtz Association.

Author contributions
Dimitra Chatzitheodoridou: Conceptualization; Software; Formal analysis;

Investigation; Visualization; Methodology; Writing—original draft; Writing—review

and editing. Daniela Bureik: Conceptualization; Formal analysis; Investigation;

Methodology; Writing—review and editing. Francesco Padovani: Software; Formal

analysis; Supervision; Investigation; Visualization; Methodology; Writing—review and

editing. Kalyan V Nadimpalli: Formal analysis; Investigation; Writing—review and

editing. Kurt M Schmoller: Conceptualization; Resources; Software; Formal analysis;

Supervision; Funding acquisition; Investigation; Methodology; Project administration;

Writing—review and editing.

Source data underlying figure panels in this paper may have individual

authorship assigned. Where available, figure panel/source data authorship is

listed in the following database record: biostudies:S-SCDT-10_1038-S44318-

024-00227-w.

Funding
Open Access funding enabled and organized by Projekt DEAL.

Disclosure and competing interests statement
The authors declare no competing interests.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0

International License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and

reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to

the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons

licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party

material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence,

unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not

included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not

permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to

obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this

licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/. Creative Com-

mons Public Domain Dedication waiver http://creativecommons.org/public-

domain/zero/1.0/ applies to the data associated with this article, unless

otherwise stated in a credit line to the data, but does not extend to the graphical

or creative elements of illustrations, charts, or figures. This waiver removes legal

barriers to the re-use and mining of research data. According to standard

scholarly practice, it is recommended to provide appropriate citation and

attribution whenever technically possible.

© The Author(s) 2024

Dimitra Chatzitheodoridou et al The EMBO Journal

© The Author(s) The EMBO Journal Volume 43 | Issue 21 | November 2024 | 5141 – 5168 5159

https://www.ebi.ac.uk/biostudies/sourcedata/studies/S-SCDT-10_1038-S44318-024-00227-w
https://www.ebi.ac.uk/biostudies/sourcedata/studies/S-SCDT-10_1038-S44318-024-00227-w
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/
http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/


Expanded View Figures

Figure EV1. Analysis of nutrient-dependent histone H2B amounts at steady state and during nutrient upshift.

(A) Doubling times were calculated from growth curves of wild-type cells growing in different nutrient conditions as a function of the nutrient-dependent cell volumes
measured with a Coulter counter. Mean and standard deviation of n= 4–6 replicates are shown; line shows linear fit. (B) Representative western blot membrane stained
with Ponceau S for quantification of total proteins. (C) Total protein content, extracted from equal numbers of cells in different growth media, is normalized on YPD and
plotted against the nutrient-dependent cell volume measured with a Coulter counter. Mean and standard deviation of n= 4–7 replicates are shown; line shows linear fit.
(D) Single-cell expression profiles of H2B-mCitrine (Htb1 and Htb2 tagged) corresponding to Fig. 1I (nYPD= 87, nSCD= 83, nSCGE= 55). (E) Quantification of the duration of
the H2B-mCitrine production phase in the different nutrients. Box plots represent the median and 25th and 75th percentiles, whiskers indicate the 5th and 95th percentiles,
and symbols show outliers. The H2B-mCitrine production phase was determined as described in Methods and Materials; ***PYPD-SCGE= 0.0003; **pSCD-SCGE= 0.0023.
(F) Total H2B-mCitrine amounts in G1 were quantified using flow cytometry in different growth media. Lines represent the mean of n= 2 independent replicates, each
shown as an individual dot. (G) Nutrient-dependent cell cycle distributions (percentage of cells in G1-, S-, and G2/M-phase) of cells with mCitrine-tagged H2B, determined
with flow cytometry using the H2B fluorescence intensity. The bar graphs represent the mean of n= 2 independent replicates, each shown as an individual dot.
(H) Characterization of H2B-mCitrine strain in different growth media. Doubling times were calculated from growth curves of cells with mCitrine-tagged HTB1 and HTB2,
growing in different nutrient conditions. Lines and error bars represent the means and standard deviations of n= 3 independent measurements, each shown as an
individual dot. (I) Nutrient-specific mean cell volumes of cells with mCitrine-tagged HTB1 and HTB2 were measured with a Coulter counter. Lines represent the mean of
n= 2 independent measurements shown as individual dots. (J) RT-qPCR was used to measure the mRNA concentrations of HTB1 and HTB2, as well as the control gene
ACT1 in wild-type cells and cells with mCitrine-tagged HTB1 and HTB2. mRNA concentrations were normalized on RDN18 and are shown as mean fold changes compared to
the wild-type strain. Error bars indicate standard errors of at least three independent biological replicates. (K) Cells maintain constant histone protein amounts during
nutrient upshift. To study how cells adjust histone production in response to a dynamic nutrient switch, cells with mCitrine-tagged H2B were grown in a microfluidic plate
on SCGE for 5 h before being shifted to YPD medium (time= 0). Total mCitrine intensity in newborn daughter cells was measured over the course of the experiment using
time-lapse microscopy (nSCGE= 73, nYPD= 519, nbackground= 565). Lines connect binned means with error bars representing standard errors.
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Figure EV2. Histone mRNA concentrations decrease with decreasing nutrient-specific cell volume.

(A) Cq values of the reference ribosomal RNA RDN18were obtained by RT-qPCR analysis across different nutrient conditions. Lines and error bars represent the means and standard
deviations of n= 6–8 independent measurements shown as individual dots. (B–G) Relative mRNA concentrations ofHTA1 (B), HTA2 (C), HHF1 (D), HHF2 (E), HHT1 (F), andHHT2 (G)
as a function of the relative nutrient-specific cell volume. Mean and standard deviation of at least four biological replicates are shown. (H) Exemplary nutrient-dependent cell cycle
distributions were measured by flow cytometry at defined time points throughout the cell cycle of synchronized cells with β-estradiol-inducible CDC20. (I) Mean cell volumes of cells
with β-estradiol-inducible CDC20, measured in YPD and SCGE at t= 70min and t= 100min, respectively. Lines and error bars represent the means and standard deviations of n= 3
independent measurements shown as individual dots. (J) mRNA concentrations of ACT1 (normalized to RDN18) were determined using RT-qPCR after synchronous release into the
cell cycle (t=0) triggered by the addition of 200 nM β-estradiol. Mean and standard deviation of four biological replicates are shown. (K) RT-qPCR analysis of the relative mRNA
concentrations of HTB1, HTB2, ACT1, andMDN1 in asynchronous cells with β-estradiol-inducible CDC20. Mean fold changes with respect to YPD and standard deviations of n= 3–6
replicate measurements are shown; ***PHTB1= 1.35 × 10−5; ***PHTB2= 2.18 × 10−5; ***PACT1= 3.08 × 10−5.
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Figure EV3. smFISH analysis of cell cycle-dependent gene expression in different nutrient conditions.

ACT1 and MDN1 transcripts were detected in single cells using smFISH probes labeled with Quasar-570 (yellow) and Quasar-670 (red), respectively. Nuclear DNA was
stained with DAPI (blue). For mRNA quantification, images were post-processed as described in Methods and Materials. Representative images of cells grown in SCD (A)
and SCGE (B) are shown. The scale bars represent 5 μm. (C, D) mRNA concentrations (mRNA spots per cell volume) of (C) ACT1 (nYPD= 176, nSCD= 87, nSCGE= 98) and
(D) MDN1 (nYPD= 176, nSCD= 87, nSCGE= 98) were plotted against the corresponding bud-to-mother cell volume ratio in different nutrients. (E, F) Representative images
of cells expressing (E) HTB1prom-mCitrine and (F) HTB2prom-mCitrine in different growth media. mCitrine transcripts were detected using probes labeled with Quasar-670
(red). Cell nuclei were stained with DAPI (blue). For mRNA quantification, images were post-processed as described in Methods and Materials. Scale bars represent 5 μm.
(G, H) mCitrine mRNA amounts expressed from the (G) HTB1 (HTB1prom-mCitrine; nYPD= 50, nSCD= 51, nSCGE= 39) and (H) HTB2 promoter (HTB2prom-mCitrine;
nYPD= 64, nSCD= 59, nSCGE= 50) in S-phase, as quantified by smFISH. Box plots represent median and 25th and 75th percentiles, whiskers indicate the 5th and 95th
percentiles and symbols show outliers; HTB1prom-mCitrine (***PYPD-SCGE= 5.29 × 10−20; ***PYPD-SCD= 4.07 × 10−7; ***PSCD-SCGE= 2.31 × 10−11); HTB2prom-mCitrine
(***PYPD-SCGE= 5.42 × 10−23; ***PYPD-SCD= 1.19 × 10−8; ***PSCD-SCGE= 4.63 × 10−11). (I) Number of HTB1prom-mCitrine mRNA spots per cell (nYPD= 50, nSCD= 51,
nSCGE= 39) as a function of nuclear volume during S-phase. Here, cells with a bud-to-mother volume ratio <0.3 were considered to be in S-phase. Lines show linear fits;
dashed lines indicate the 95% confidence intervals. (J) Number of ACT1 promoter-mCitrine mRNA spots per cell (nYPD= 59, nSCD= 75, nSCGE= 33) as a function of cell
volume during S-phase. Here, cells with a bud-to-mother volume ratio <0.3 were considered to be in S-phase. Lines show linear fits; dashed lines indicate the 95%
confidence intervals.
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Figure EV4. mRNA concentration of transcripts of interest in G1-, S- and G2/M-phase measured with smFISH are shown in comparison to negative controls.

(A–F) Wild-type cells were incubated with or without smFISH probes against ACT1 (A–C) or MDN1 (D–F), ACT1, MDN1 (nYPDG1 = 48, nYPDS = 54, nYPDG2M = 74, nSCDG1 = 26,

nSCDS = 31, nSCDG2M = 30, nSCGEG1 = 26, nSCGES = 23, and nSCGEG2M = 49); no probes (nYPDG1 = 49, nYPDS = 40, nYPDG2M = 43, nSCDG1 = 28, nSCDS = 27, nSCDG2M = 52, nSCGEG1 = 24, nSCGES = 30, and

nSCGEG2M = 16). (G) Wild-type cells were treated with thiolutin for 80 min to inhibit global transcription prior to incubation with MDN1 probes. mRNA concentrations in G1, S,

and G2/M were estimated by dividing the number of detected spots by the cell volume (nMDN1
G1 = 14, nMDN1

S = 42, nMDN1
G2M = 40, nMDN1;aftertranscr:inhibition

G1 = 57,

nMDN1;aftertranscr:inhibition
S = 40, and nMDN1;aftertranscr:inhibition

G2M = 34). (H–J) Wild-type cells expressing no mCitrine, as well as cells carrying an additional copy of the HTB1, HTB2,

or ACT1 promoter driving mCitrine were incubated with smFISH probes against mCitrine. mRNA concentrations in G1, S, and G2/M were estimated by dividing the number
of detected spots by the cell volume. Box plots represent median and 25th and 75th percentiles; whiskers indicate the 5th and 95th percentiles and symbols show outliers;

HTB1prom-mCitrine (nYPDG1 = 58, nYPDS = 49, nYPDG2M = 41, nSCDG1 = 54, nSCDS = 51, nSCDG2M = 53, nSCGEG1 = 28, nSCGES = 39, and nSCGEG2M = 28); HTB2prom-mCitrine (nYPDG1 = 37, nYPDS = 64,

nYPDG2M = 59, nSCDG1 = 85, nSCDS = 59, nSCDG2M = 50, nSCGEG1 = 65, nSCGES = 50, and nSCGEG2M = 55); ACT1prom-mCitrine (nYPDG1 = 35, nYPDS = 59, nYPDG2M = 41, nSCDG1 = 38, nSCDS = 75,

nSCDG2M = 42, nSCGEG1 = 37, nSCGES = 33, and nSCGEG2M = 54); no mCitrine (nYPDG1 = 15, nYPDS = 28, nYPDG2M = 37, nSCDG1 = 32, nSCDS = 30, nSCDG2M = 48, nSCGEG1 = 26, nSCGES = 49, and

nSCGEG2M = 31).
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Figure EV5. Analysis of nutrient-dependent histone protein degradation suggests that histone stability does not compensate for the transcriptional downregulation
in poor growth media.

To study the degradation of histone proteins in different nutrients, we constructed a strain carrying an extra copy of HTB1-mCitrine expressed from a β-estradiol-inducible
promoter. First, Htb1-mCitrine was expressed by the addition of 10 nM or 7 nM β-estradiol to YPD or SCGE, respectively. Upon removal of the hormone from the growth
media, protein synthesis was inhibited, and the degradation of Htb1-mCitrine in asynchronous cell cultures was monitored over time using flow cytometry. (A) Htb1-
mCitrine protein degradation curves in YPD and SCGE measured after β-estradiol removal. For each time point, the mean and standard deviation of three biological
replicates is plotted. (B) Nutrient-specific protein half-lives were obtained from linear regression on the natural logarithm of the mCitrine amounts as a function of time
normalized to the respective doubling time. The mCitrine amounts were corrected to account for the dilution through cell division. For each time point, the mean and
standard deviation of three biological replicates is shown.
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