0 1997 Oxford University Press

Nucleic Acids Research, 1997, Vol. 25, No. B379-3388

Homing endonucleases: keeping the house in order

Marlene Belfort* and Richard J. Roberts 1

Molecular Genetics Program, Wadsworth Center, New York State Department of Health, and School of Public
Health, State University of New York at Albany, PO Box 22002, Albany, New York 12201-2002, USA and INew
England Biolabs, 32 Tozer Road, Beverly, MA 01915-5599, USA

Received May 27, 1997; Revised and Accepted July 18, 1997

ABSTRACT

Homing endonucleases are rare-cutting enzymes
encoded by introns and inteins. They have striking
structural and functional properties that distinguish
them from restriction enzymes. Nomenclature con-
ventions analogous to those for restriction enzymes
have been developed for the homing endonucleases.
Recent progress in understanding the structure and
function of the four families of homing enzymes is
reviewed. Of particular interest are the first reported
structures of homing endonucleases of the LAGLI-
DADG family. The exploitation of the homing enzymes
in genome analysis and recombination research is
also summarized. Finally, the evolution of homing
endonucleases is considered, both at the structure-
function level and in terms of their persistence in
widely divergent biological systems.

INTRODUCTION

been associated with the catalytic center of several restriction
enzymes 4-6), its occurrence by chance is so frequent that it
alone cannot be considered indicative of endonuclease function.
Type |l restriction enzymes only share significant sequence
similarity if they are isoschizomers (recognize niiigal DNA
sequences).

Second, homing endonucleases have recognition sequences
that span 12-40 bp of DNA, whereas restriction enzymes
recognize much shorter stretches of DNA, in the 3-8 bp range
(7-9). Although the homing endonucleases are rather tolerant of
single-base-pair changes in their lengthy DNA interaction sites,
the restriction enzymes are highly sensitive to single-site
mutations in their short recognition sequenges (). Furthermore,
general asymmetry of homing endonuclease target sequences
contrasts with the characteristic dyad symmetry of most restriction
enzyme recognition siteg<9).

Third, the enzymes have different molecular associations.
Homing endonucleases act as monomers or homodimers and,
while some function independently of accessory molecules,
others require associated proteins to regulate their activity (

Yet other homing endonucleases form ribonucleoprotein (RNP)

Several endonucleases encoded by introns and inteins in the thf@ﬁhplexes, wherein RNA molecules are integral components of
biological kingdoms have been shown to promote the homing gfe catalytic apparatusl?). Restriction enzymes can also
their respective genetic elements into allelic intronless arfdnction either alone, as monomers or homodimers (the Type Il
inteinless sites (reviewed it-3). By making a site-specific - enzymes)10), or with additional protein subunits (the Type | and
double-strand break in the intronless or inteinless alleles, thepgpe 11l enzymes) 13), but the accessory subunits are quite
nucleases create recombinogenic ends which engage in a ggfiferent from those of the homing endonucleases. Thus, the
conversion process that duplicates the intron or intein Trig. Type | enzymes require restriction, modification, and specificity
The homing enzymes that initiate the mobility process can bgibunits for their aion, while the Type Il enzymes require only
grouped into families, which share structural and functionahodification subunits for cleavage to occliB)(

properties with each other and with some freestanding, intergenicrinally, the phylogenetic distribution of the two types of
endonucleases. Regardless of whether these enzymes have kegfymes differs. Homing endonucleases have been found in all
shown to be involved in DNA rearrangements, they are collectivelree biological kingdoms—the archaea, bacteria, and eukarya—

termed homing endonucleases.

DISTINGUISHING CHARACTERISTICS OF HOMING
ENDONUCLEASES

whereas restriction enzymes occur only in archaea, bacteria and
certain eukaryotic viruse§-9). In addition to being phylogeneti-
cally widespread, homing endonucleases are expressed in different
compartments of the eukaryotic cell: nuclei; mitochondria; and
chloroplasts. Their genomic microenvironment also differs. The

Although most homing endonucleases share with restrictidmoming endonuclease open reading frames occur in introns,
enzymes the ability to make a site-specific double-strand breakiimeins, and in freestanding form between genes, whereas
the DNA target, they differ in structure, recognition propertiestestriction enzyme genes have been found only in freestanding
and genomic location (Tablg. First, the vast majority of homing form, almost always in close association with genes encoding
endonucleases fall within one of four families, characterized bgognate modifying enzymed4). Thus, while the restriction

the sequence motifs LAGLIDADG, GIY-YIG, H-N-H and His-Cys enzymes and homing endonucleases share the function of
box (1). In contrast, restriction enzymes do not ¥@thin easily  cleaving double-stranded DNA, they appear to have evolved
recognizable families. Although the PRXg (E/D)XK motif has  independently.
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Figure 1. Intron and intein homingA() Cleavage by the homing endonuclease encoded by the intron or intein results in a double-strand break in the intron- c
intein-minus allele.B) The cleaved recipient engages in recombination with the intron or intein donor allele resulting in duplication of thineldmering event.

Table 1. Comparison of homing endonucleases and restriction enzymes

Property Homing endonuclease Restriction enzyme
1. Conserved protein motifs Four i. LAGLIDADG None definitivé

ii. GIY-YIG

iii. H-N-H

iv. His-Cys

a. Lengthy (1240 bp)

b. Asymmetric
c. Sequence-tolerant

Some require protein or RNA
components for full activity

a. Intron, intein, or intergenic
b. All three biological
kingdoms

2. Recognition sequences

3. Accessory molecules

4. Genomic location

a. Short (3-8 bp)
b. Symmetric and asymmetric
c. Sequence-specific
Some require methyltransferase
or specificity subunits
a. Flanking modification gene
b. Confined to archaea, bacteria and some
eukaryotic viruses

1The loosely-defined PDg1g (E/D)XK motif may be present (see text).

guestions. First, what system should be adopted for those
endonucleases that conform to consensus sequence motifs, have
Nomenclature of the homing endonucleases is patterned after tdamonstrated cleavage activity, but do not reside in introns or
of restriction enzymed.£). A three-letter genus-species designatiorinteins? Second, should conventions be developed for putative
consisting of the first letter of the genus and the first two letteiigtron or intein endonucleases that conform to consensus but have
of the species is followed by a Roman numeral to distinguishot passed functional tests?
multiple enzymes from a single organism. Whereas intron In addition to the prefixes I- and Pl-, we propose a new prefix,
endonucleases are characterized by the prefix |- (for intron), the, for freestanding, where the endonuclease is not intron- or
intein endonucleases are characterized by the prefix Pl- (fortein-encoded. For example, according to this convention, the
protein insert). Thus, the first-to-be-discovered intron and inteifieestanding EndScé and HO endonucleases3sdiccharomyces
endonucleases 8accharomyces cerevisiaee designated$ceé  cerevisiae which are members of the LAGLIDADG family,
and PISce, corresponding to the mitochondrial large rRNA become FScé and FScdl, respectively (Tabl@). Likewise, the
intron w endonuclease and the nuclear vacuolar-ATPase inteimtergenic SegA and SegE endonucleases of the T-even phage T4,
endonuclease, respectivelyo(17). which are members of the GIY-YIG family, becom&éu and
Although the parallel nomenclature conventions for the intro-Teul, respectively (Table). The systematic nhomenclature does
and the intein endonucleases have been usgéfd7), the not preclude maintaining historic names, such as HO and SegA
barrage of recent discoveries of related proteins has raiseddonuclease, which will continue to be acceptable synonyms.

NOMENCLATURE CONVENTIONS
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Table 2. Compilation of homing endonucleases

Name® Alias Organismb K° Location® Gene/Protein® Intron! Family® Reference
1-Anil - A. nidulans E Mito cob I LAGLIDADG (2) an
[-Ceul - C. eugametos E Chloro large rRNA I LAGLIDADG (1) (78-80)
I-Chul - C. humicola E Chloro large rRNA I LAGLIDADG (2) 81)
1-Cpal - C. pallidostigmatica E Chloro large tIRNA I LAGLIDADG (1) (82)
I-Cpall - C. pallidostigmatica E Chloro small rRNA I LAGLIDADG (2) “1)
I-Crel - C. reinhardtii E Chloro large IRNA I LAGLIDADG (1) (83)
I-Csml . - C. smithii E Mito cob I LAGLIDADG (2) (84,85)
1-Dirl - Di. iridis E Nuclear small rRNA I His-Cys Box (86)
I-Dmol - De. mobilis A Chromo large rRNA A LAGLIDADG (2) @7
I-Hmul - B. subtilis phage SPO1 B Phage DNA pol I H-N-H (38,88)
1-Hmull - B. subtilis phage SP82 B Phage DNA pol I H-N-H (38,89)
I-Lial® - L. lactis B Chromo LuB I H-N-H (90)
I-Naal - N. andersoni sp. andersoni E Nuclear small rRNA I His-Cys Box (C2Y)
I-Porl - Pyb. organotrophum A Chromo large IRNA A LAGLIDADG (2) 92)
I-Ppol - Ph. polycephalum E Nuclear® large rRNA I His-Cys Box (93,94)
I-Scal - S. capensis E Mito cob I LAGLIDADG (2) (18,95)
I-Scel  endo S. cerevisiae E Mito large IRNA 1 LAGLIDADG (2) (96,97)
I-Scell al4 endo  S. cerevisiae E Mito coxl 1 LAGLIDADG (2) (98,99)
I-Scelll al3endo S cerevisiae E Mito coxI I LAGLIDADG (2) (100)
I-ScelV alSendo S cerevisiae E Mito coxI I LAGLIDADG (2) (101,102)
I-SceV® al2endo S cerevisiae E Mito coxI I H-N-H 69)
I-SceVI" all endo  S. cerevisiae E Mito coxI I H-N-H (70)
I-SceVIT - S. cerevisiae E Mito cob I LAGLIDADG (2) (18)
I-Tevl - E. coli phage T4 B Phage td I GIY-YIG (103,104)
I-Tevil - E. coli phage T4 B Phage sunY/nrdD I GIY-YIG (104)
I-TevIll - E. coli phage RB3 B Phage nrdB I H-N-H 37
PI-Pspl - Pyc. sp. GB-D A Chromo DNA pol - LAGLIDADG (2) (105)
PI-Scel - S. cerevisiae A Chromo VMALI =TFP1 - LAGLIDADG (2) (106,107)
PI-Tlil - T. litoralis A Chromo DNA pol - LAGLIDADG (2) (108)
PI-TUill - T. litoralis A Chromo DNA pol - LAGLIDADG (2) (20,108)
F-Sce Endo.Scel S. cerevisiae E Mito - - LAGLIDADG (2) (109,110)
F-Scell HOendo . cerevisiae E Nuclear - - LAGLIDADG (2) (111)
F-Suvl - S. uvarum E Mito - - LAGLIDADG (2) an
F-Tevl segA E. coli phage T4 B Phage - - GIY-YIG (112)
F-Tevll segE E. coli phage T4 B Phage - - GIY-YIG (113)

aSystematic name according to nomenclature conventions.

bA, Asperigillus B, Bacillus C, ChlamydomonasDi, Didymium De, DesulfurococcusE, Escherichia L, LactococcusN, Naeglerig Ph, Physarum
Pyh, PyrobaculumPyc, PyrococcusS, Saccharomyced, Thermococcus

%K, Kingdom: A, archaea; B, bacteria; E, eukarya.

dChloro, Chloroplast; Chromo, chromosomal; Mito, Mitochondrial.

€cob, cytochrome b; cox, cytochrome oxidase; LtrB, relaxase; nrdB, ribonucleotide reductase subunit B; pol, polymeraseosaial RNA,;
sunY/nrdD, anaerobic ribonucleotide reductase; td, thymidylate synthase; VMAL, vacuolar membrane ATPase subunit.

fintron type: I, group I; II, group II; A, archaeal.

9(1), single LAGLIDADG moatif; (2), double LAGLIDADG maotif.

hAssociated with RNA subunit.

iEndonuclease activity activated by mutation.

IHeterodimer with nuclear protein subunit.

kExtrachromosomal

IThe GIY-YIG motif is difficult to discern, as only the YIG is present (at residues 29-31); however BLAST database seatifhexidpsive
similarities downstream of the conserved YIG with Nearospora crassanitochondrial cob intron 1 and tiRodospora anserinenitochondrial
cob intron 2 GIY-YIG ORFs (S.Pietrokovski, Hutchinson Cancer Research Center, personal communication).

After extensive deliberation with investigators working withassignment. However, there is a recent example of nuclease
homing endonucleases, it has been decided that the nomenclaagtvation by mutation of the maturase. The maturase encoded by
conventions will continue to be reserved strictly for proteins withihe second intron of the cytochroimgene ofS.cerevisiagan be
demonstrated endonuclease activity. Similarity to one of the foeonverted into an active endonuclease by a two amino acid
homing endonuclease consensus motifs and/or location within anbstitution {8). In such circumstances, the wild-type protein is
intron or protein coding sequence will not suffice for annot assigned a formal name, while the mutant variant with
endonuclease designation. Interesting cases for consideration deenonstrated activity receives an endonuclease designation,
the yeast maturases, which are intron-encoded LAGLIDAD@amely, ISc&/Il (Table 2).
proteins. Although these proteins are thought to be degeneraté\s a result of microbial genome sequencing projects, there is
endonucleases, they often have no demonstrable DNA cleavageapidly growing list of putative inteins. These have recently
activity, and therefore would not qualify for an endonucleasbeen compiled and given useful species designati®s@nce
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Table 3. Recognition sequences with endonuclease cleavage and intron insertion sites

Name Recognition sec_r\:xencea GenBankb Reference®
v
I-Anil TTATTTGAGGAGG_TTT C"TCTGTAAATAATGCA J01387 (77) d
I-Ceul CCGTAACTATAACGGT C_CTAA"GGTAGCGAAAT 717234 (79,80)
I-Chul GGAAGGTTTGGCAC_CT CG"ATGTCGGCTCATCG X68921,X68922 (81,114)
I-Cpal ATAACGATCCTAAGGT AG_CGAA"ATTCATTGTC X68899-X68901 (82,114)}
I-Cpall GGAATAAGCCCCGGCT A _ACTC"TGTGCCAGCAG 139865 (41)
I-Crel GCTGGGTTCAAAACGT C_GTGA"GACAGTTTGGT X01977 (115-117)
I-Csml TGTACTACCATGGGGT CAAATGTCTTTCTGGG X55305 (84)
I-Dmol AATGCCTTGCCGG_GTA A"GTTCCGGCGCGCATG X05480 (87,118)
I-Hmul GAGTAGTAATGAGCCT AACG_CTCAGCAATTCC M37686 (38,88)
I-Hmull GAGTAGTAATGAGCCT AACGCTCAACAA(38 nt)A A U04812 (38)
I-Llal TGAACACATCCATAAC™ CATATCATT TTTAATT X89922 (90,119) d
I-Porl TCCCCGCGAGCCCGTA A _GGGT GTGTACGGGGG M86622 (92,120)
I-Ppol GTAACTATGACTCTC T TAA"GGTAGCCAAATGC V01159 (93,94)
I-Scal ATTGTCACATTGAGGT GCACTAGTTATTACTA X95974 (18)
I-Scel AAGTTACGCTAGGG_AT AA"CAGGGTAATATAGC V00684 (96,121)
I-Scell ATTTTGATTCTTTGGT C_ACCC"TGAAGTATATA V00694 (98,122)
I-Scelll AATTGGAGGTTTTGG_T AAC"TATTTATTACCAT V00694 (98,123)
I-ScelV ATCTTTTCTCTTG ATT A"GCCCTAATCTACGGT V00694 (98,101)
I-Scev GTATTAATAATTTTCT” TCTTAGTAAT GCCTGC V00694 (69,98)
I-SceVl TCACAGTTATTTAATG” TTTTAGTAGT_ TGGTCA V00694 (70,98)
I-SceVil g ATTGTCACATTGAGGT GCACTAGTTATTACTA X95874 (18)
I-Tevl CA AC"GCTCAGTAGATGTTTTCTTGGGT CTACCGTTTAATATTG M12742 (103,104,124)
I-TevII B TTCCAAGCTTATGAGT ATGAAGTGAACAC GT"TATTC Y00122 (104,125)
I-TevIII T"TA TGTATCTTTTGCGT GTACCTTTAACTTCCA X59078 (37)
PI-Pspl CAADAATCCTGGCAAAC AGCTATTATGGGTATT U00707 (105) d
PI-Scel TATCTATGTCGG_GTGC™ GGAGAAAGAGGTAATG J05409 (126)
PI-T1il GGTTCTTTATGCGG_AC AC"TGACGGCTTTTATG M74198 (108)
PI-T1iII TAAATTGCTTGCAAAC AGCTATTACGGCTATA M74198 (108)
F-Scel ACCCTGGATGCTGT_AGGC"ATAGGCTTGGTTAT J01749 (110)
F-Scell TTTCAGCTTTCCGC_AACA"GTAAAATTTTATAA V01313 (111)
F-TevI® ATACGAAACACAAG A "A"ATGTTTAGTAAAAC X03099 (127)
F-TevlI ATTTAATCCTCGCT_TC"AGATATGGCAACTG X14869 (113,128)

aThe recognition sequence is loosely defined as the sequence that normally flanks the intron or intein encoding the enBodteetessdues

to each side of the site are presented, except for those enzymes with distant cut sites. In the case of the freestarelihgahB/Ded!,

F-TeM and FTeul, 14 residues are presented flanking a cleavage site. The length and sequence degeneracy for many of these sites remains to
be determined? and space designate intron or intein insertion site. ” indicates cleavage on the strand shown; _ indicates cleavagden the com
mentary strand. Where cleavages are not indicated, they could not be found in the literature. Néitedteid-I-Hmull only cleave one strand.

bThe GenBank numbers refer to the recognition sequence.

CReferences are to the determination of the cleavage site(s) and the insertion site.

dCleavage-site reference foAhil is R. Waring (Temple University), forlltal is A. Lambowitz (Ohio State University), for Plsd is T. Davis

(New England Biolabs), and for All and PITlill is R. Morgan (New England Biolabs).

eF-TeM is reported to cleave at either of two adjacent sites on both strands as indicated.

endonuclease function has been demonstrated, these will simpifde Web (http://www.neb.com/rebase) and can also be received
be assigned PI-prefixes and the appropriate suffix. They will theas electronic updates on a monthly schedule.
be included in endonuclease compilations and in REBASE Dr Roberts (New England Biolabs, 32 Tozer Road, Beverly,
releases (see below), along with restriction enzymes and othdA 01915, USA; Tel: +1 508 927 3382; Fax: +1 508 921 1527,
homing endonucleases. Nomenclature of other putative homignail: roberts@neb.com) will serve as registrar for new homing
endonucleases should be treated in similar fashion. endonucleases. Email communication is encouraged, and any
REBASE is a compilation of information about restrictionomissions or errors in the REBASE listing should be registered.
enzymes and methyltransferases that has been maintained Aocentralized registry for all of the homing endonucleases will
many years by Dr Richard Roberts. REBASE is described in tlensure not only their inclusion in subsequent REBASE releases,
annual database issueNdicleic Acids Researdf). In addition  but also will allow systematic assignment of numbers, avoiding
to providing a literature survey, a great deal of unpublishedonfusion in naming successive endonucleases from the same
information is contained within REBASE. Investigators continuerganism. We hope that these nomenclature conventions will help
to depend upon it to ensure that enzymes are named correctly amgrovide uniformity in the field, particularly as new enzymes are
to obtain the latest information about which enzymes ardiscovered and characterized. Investigators working with and
available and which DNA sequences they recognize. Recenthgferring to these homing endonucleases are encouraged to use
homing endonucleases have been included within REBASEhe nomenclature proposed above and to register new enzymes as
Information from REBASE can be accessed through the Worlthey are discovered.
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RECENT STRUCTURE-FUNCTION INSIGHTS INTO From circular permutation analyses it appears t@agllbinds
HOMING ENDONUCLEASES its homing site substrate largely in the undistorted B-DNA form
(24, K.M. Stephens and R. Monat, unpublished). In contrast,

Dissection of protein structure and DNA—protein interaction i$1-Sce bends its lengthy substrate (@2 bp, as it binds via the
proceeding apace for the four families of homing endonucleaséBajor groove and phosphate backbone of the DRB2Y).

For classification and common sequence features of the folfhether differences betweerCrel and PlSce are related to
enzyme families the reader is referred to’reind citations therein. their functioning as dimers or monomers, or to whether the
LAGLIDADG endonucleases under intensive study includendonuclease exists in freestanding form or fused to intein
intron-derived enzymesGrel, I-Cpal, I-Dmd, and [Porl, and the ~ sequences, remains to be determined. In any case, mutational
intein endonuclease Be¢. Also the subject of active investigation analysis and cocrystal structures will help clarify more exactly the
are intron endonuclease$au, |-Ppd, and 1Sc&/, members of the role of the LAGLIDADG motif in catalysis and the precise
GIY-YIG, His-Cys and H-N-H endonuclease families, respectively¢onformation of the DNA substrates. . o
The origin and characteristics of these endonucleases aréatalysis by PBceis enhanced when a synthetic homing-site
summarized in Tablesand3, and reviewed in refé-3,8,9,19.  duplex is embedded in plasmid DNA, particularly when the
Following is a brief review focusing on the literature of the past yeaplasmid is supercoiled, indicating that the structural and torsional
Although there are some clear differences in thhiature and environment of the homing site is importa?) The PIScé
action between the best-studied LAGADG and GIY-YIG homing site can be divided into two regions (I and Il), both of
families of endonucleases, presumably réifiectheir independent  Which are required for cleavage, with the downstream region

ancestry, some common themes also emerge in the propertie®®ing a high-affinity binding site necessary for specific complex
these distinctive endonucleases. formation @6). Bipartite recognition sequences may be a common

feature of homing endonucleases, as described previously for the
yeast mitochondrial LAGLIDADG endonucleas8dé (28) and

Endonuclease and homing-site structure and properties the phage T4d-intron GIY-YIG endonucleaseTev (29).

L A GIY-YIG endonucleas&he prototypic GIY-YIG endonuclease,

LAGLIDADG endonucleaselsAGLIDADG enzymes existwith  |_Tey binds its substrate as a monongs)( The homing site is
either one or two LAGLIDADG motifs (Tabl§) (1), whichhave  ayen Jonger than those of the LAGLIDADG enzymes, approaching
been implicated in endonuclease functiad-@2). In a major 40 pp 31). In contrast to LAGLIDADG endonucleases, where
breakthrough for the field, the structures of a single-motif enzymeye cleavage and intron insertion site are coincident or separated
I-Crel, and a two-motif enzyme, Fee, have recently been py 4 few nucleotides (Tabl®, thetd intron insertion site and
determined 23,24). I-Crel, solved at 3.0 A resolution, forms a I-Teu cleavage sites are separated by 23 and 25 nt3Fig.
homodimer, with dimensions consistent with its ability to op the basis of genetic and biochemical analyses ihgon
recognize its Ieng_thy homing site, variously estimated at 19-24 lPf?)ming site was divided into two regions, with both required for
(2_4). The 163 (e3|c_iue¢+el monomers forman elongated protein specific cleavage by Teu, and with the primary endonuclease
with a half-cylindrical groove of25 x 25x 35 A (Fig.2). The recognition domain downstream of the cleavage site, as for
homodimer forms an extended sadd|eid A for DNA binding,  pj.gce (Fig. 3). Tolerance of [Feu to insertions and deletions
Wlt_h its un_dersurface consisting of four antiparafedtrands, _ between the two domains of the homing site suggested a
which are likely to contact the substrate. The LAGLIDADG motifSfeyiple-hinge’ model in which these two DNA substrate domains
are proposed to form the dimer interface, while simultaneouslyre contacted by two tethered domains of the enzyme. The
positioning conserved aspartate residues (Asp20 of each monomggnomeric enzyme has been separated into two domains, each
adjacent to the scissile phosphates (€jgThese residues may comprising roughly one half of the 28 kDa enzyme, joined by a
function to coordinate MY, while conserved arginines are alsopotease-sensitive linkeB?). The C-terminal domain is the
implicated in catalysis. Considering the symmetry of the d'meDNA-binding domain, which contacts the primary recognition
one aspartate from each monomer could allow simultaneoWsyion of the homing site flanking the intron insertion site. The
attack across the minor groove to generate 4au&hangsi3).  N-terminal domain is the catalytic domain, which contains the

PI-Sce is a 454-amino acid bifunctional protein, with both Gv.y|G motif, shown to be important in catalysis, and makes
endonuclease and protein-splicing activities. Accordingly, the 2 &y ntacts near the cleavage site of the DNER).(Like the
A crystal structure comprises two domal_ns of equalent SiZ@AGLIDADG enzyme PISce, I-Teu distorts the homing site in
proposed to correspond to these two functi@il Domain |, the  the act of binding and catalysis, although fdet interactions
protein splicing domain, consists almost exclusivef-sheets,  are mainly via the minor groove and phosphate backbone. It has
Whgreas domain IlI, the endonuclease domaln,l cpnsmé{.’;of_ also been suggested for boffeM (30) and PIScé (27) that the
motifs related by pseudo two-fold symmetry. Statistical modelingaked substrate has some innate structure, which may provide

of all known inteins has led to the prediction of similar t"VO'doma'VPecognition features for the binding of the homing enzymes.
structures 5). Interestingly, the twan-helices containing the

LAGLIDADG motifs in the endonuclease domain of &i¢ A His-Cys box endonucleadéne His-Cys box contains within a
form the axis of symmetry, just as for th€rel dimer. The 30-amino acid stretch two conserved histidines and three
symmetry-related sheets again form the DNA-binding surfacepnserved cysteines, which are likely to form a metal coordination
although they generate a platform structure fo6€d; rather  site. IPpd is less well characterized than the enzymes described
than a saddle. While LAGLIDADG aspartate residues are alsgbove, but is the best studied of the His-Cys box family of
implicated in M@* coordination, and a lysine residue is propose@ndonucleases. It is a relatively small enzyme (18-20 kDa,
to form part of the active site, the authors argue that a singfepending on translational start site), which acts as a globular
catalytic center of P&ce performs sequential cleavadg&l). dimer and also induces a structural perturbation in the DNA
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Figure 2.LAGLIDADG endonuclease Grel. Two views of the polypeptide backbone are shown, with one monomer colored red, the other green. The top view show:
the homodimers viewed down the saddle groove, which is proposed to accommodate the DNA. The bottom view, perpendicadai¢cgtbee, shows the
LAGLIDADG motif at thea1-31 boundary, located at the dimer interface, and the asparate residues (ASP20) of each LAGLIDADG motif proposed to be involve
in catalysis.

(33,34). Interactions are predominantly through the major groovéhe DNA on both intron-containing and intronless targés.
and appear to be different in two partially symmetrical halves dflore extraordinary yet are the yeast mitochondrial group Il intron
the recognition sequenced). endonucleases,Sed/ and 1-Scé/I, which form ribonucleoprotein
complexes with their respective intron RNAs. Both the protein
H-N-H endonuclease$he H-N-H proteins contain a consensusand RNA components contribute to cleavage of the DNA
sequence spanning 30-33 amino acids, with two pairs efibstrate. When components of the H-N-H motif 8E& were
conserved histidines flanking a conserved asparagine to forrmautated, protein-mediated cleavage of the one strand was blocked,
zinc finger-like domain35,36). Although little is known of the whereas RNA-mediated cleavage of the other strand proceeded
structure of the H-N-H endonucleases, they have distinctive amdbrmally (Table3) (12). The colicins and McrA protein from
disparate functional properties. While the T-even phage H-N-H.coli also have an H-N-H motifi(35,36), but their endonuclease
enzyme [Teull makes a double-strand cut, it is the only knownactivity has not been well characterized. Nevertheless, the occur-
homing endonuclease to generatafher than 3extensions37)  rence of the H-N-H motif in these intron-encoded and freestanding
(Table 3). Similarly atypical are théBacillus subtilisphage nucleases of differing function likely reflects divergent adaptations
enzymes Hmu and IHmul, which cleave only one strand of of a common ancestral H-N-H protein.
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cs IS enzymes, as for exampl&kea (28), 1-Chu, I-Ced and 1-Cpdl
v v (41). Others exhibit concerted cleavage, as for examp&c®|-
5'~TATCAACGCTCAGTAGATGTTTTCTTGGGTCTACCRTTTAATATTGC-3'  (27). Enzymes ffev, I-Teul, and I-Cpdl may resemblé&ccRV,
3'-ATAGTTGCGAGTCATCTACAARAGAACCCAGATGGCAAATTATAACG-5'  for which the preference for sequential or concerted cleavage has
Z 0 , 10 been linked to divalent cation avarlabrlr@(l41,42). Itis unclear
- : for the homing enzymes whether sequential versus concerted
cs cleavage represents a mechanistic or simply a kinetic difference.

The ways in which divalent cations and DNA distortions promote
catalysis in these different enzyme systems must await further
biochemical analysis and structure determination of the enzyme—
substrate complexes.

Another feature of the GIY-YIG proteinTeu that may be
common to the LAGLIDADG enzymes is manifest once binding
has been established. Genetic experiments indicate st I-
selects its cut site by both distance sensing and sequence
discrimination 81,43). Based on a comparison of homing sites,

a similar cleavage-site selection mechanism has been proposed
Catalytio Flexible DNA-Binding for PI-Sce (26). Furthermore, both enzymes, lik&¢e, F-Scél
Domain Hinge Domain and ITeul, remain bound to one cleavage prod@at§9,44,45).
In contrast, both Rorl and 1Ppd appear to be released after
Figure 3. GIY-YIG endonuclease Teu. The bipartite homing site is shown  catalysis (cited ir27). Persistent binding of the endonuclease to
above with the two regions of interaction represented by shaded bars, and trgne of the cleavage products can have genetic consequences in the
aninlijnllal\ rtl)c_)rgi_ng sitedis ir;dlica_ltedGl:IJ%/( tﬂig lines. The nr:o-dqmginbenZ);lrngk\J/\I/ith ensuing recombination eventst.
L(;Sther is sr:r(;mllrr]r%;gw.gl%zZtr;((:icgnucleasgirﬁgumc%%nl:er;(; ijriJ lt?lg cle)a/lvig:;(iltee It'is nOteworthy that Trev, I-Tevl, ',:_Te\“ a_md Frevl, all
region of the homing site (29-32). Cleavage site (CS, closed arrowheadsf3!Y-Y1G endonucleases, generate 2-res@ensions, whereas all
intron insertion site (IS, open arrowhead). LAGLIDADG enzymes characterized to date leave 4-ht 3
extensions. A classification of restriction endonuclease structures
on the basis of cleavage pattern.(itee nature and length of
o . ) single-strand extensions) has been propesé€ 47). Given the
Dynamic interactions and catalysis foregoing, it will be of interest to see whether for the GIY-YIG,
The degree to which the details of enzymatic catalysis will bEACGLIDADG, and other families of nucleases, the position of
similar for the different homing endonuclease families iScissile phqsphates is also a correlatlve feature with the structure
unknown. However, interesting themes are apparent in td catalytic properties of the homing enzymes.

dynamic properties of the enzyme—DNA complex. These include

distortions of the homing site upon endonuclease binding andTILITY OF HOMING ENDONUCLEASES IN GENE
catalysis, distance sensing as well as site specificity of tH4ANIPULATION AND RECOMBINATION RESEARCH

enzymes, and product retention by some of the endonucleaseg e o tting endonucleases allow one to introduce one or a few

In_general, the drstortron_s induced by_ the homing e”dor‘UCIeaﬁﬁ’éuble-strand breaks into complex genomes. This capability
are in the 40-90range. Directed bending can promote catalysig,ayes the homing enzymes useful tools for analyzing and
in at least three different ways. First, a distortion can fac'l'tatﬁwﬁnipulating genomes for mapping, gene cloning and targeting

contact between the relatively small proteins and two separatgfly for studying double-strand-break (DSB) repair in diverse
regions of interaction on the DNA as a prerequisite to the transitigfjojogical systems.

state, as has been proposed foiS&t-and I-Tel (27,39).
Second, distortion of the substrate can position the scissQ,_gze
phosphates in the active site, as is the case for the restriction
enzymeEcdRV (40), and as also suggested for3eé (26).  Mapping.Genome mapping strategies have been based both on
Third, a bend toward the major groove can widen the minaraturally available cleavage sites and on the introduction of
groove and facilitate catalysis by allowing access of minor-grooveéleavage sites as chromosomal landmarks. The homing endo-
binding enzymes to the scissile phosphates, as has been proposeteases have been used in combination with rare-cutting
for I-Teu (30). restriction enzymes to map a variety of bacterial genomes, and have
Two distortions have been observed foiSe#, as well as for been particularly useful for analyzing chromosomal organization.
I-Teu and I-Teul, although for I7eu one of these distortions is I-Ced, for example, cleaves only in the rRNA genes of many
subtle £6,27,30,39). Interestingly, while DNA is structurally bacterial strains, which harbor multiple copies of the gene.
intact in each of the P$ce bent complexes, one of the distortions Mapping I-Ceu fragments therefore allows one to probe genome
induced by both [feu and I-Teul is associated with a nick in one configuration in the rDNA region. Such approaches have under-
strand. For [feu the nick-associated distortion is a directed bendcored chromosomal plasticity in several bacterial spetia$dj.
close to the cleavage site. Nicking, which occurs in the absenceMiapping has also been achieved by introduction of novel sites
of added Mg for both ITev and I-Teul, implies a sequential into genomes, with transposons engineered to contain cleavage
cleavage mechanism, although cleavage of both strands appesiiss. These approaches have been used for the study of genome
to occur concomitantly in the presence of dgPreferential organization, and for chromosome fragmentation for cloning
nicking of one strand is a property shared by some LAGLIDADGarge DNA fragments in bacteria and yeast. Available systems

nome analysis and gene manipulation
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include mini-Tn10::1Scé and Tn5::1Sce cassettes for use in activity, are physically associated with the excised intron RNA.
Gram-negative bacterisb@52) and a retrotransposon-basedThe RNA cleaves the sense strand of the DNA homing site by
Tyl::l-Dmd cartridge for use in yeasiy). The Tyl system has reverse splicing while the protein cleaves the antisense strand, to
been useful in analyzing both native yeast chromosomes, agdnerate a primer for reverse transcription of the intron RNA
mouse genes in yeast artificial chromosomes (YACs). Geneticalff2,69). Alternatively, the intron RNA can insert itself directly
engineered Bcé sites in yeast have also been helpful for physicaihto double-stranded DNA/(). In either event, repair occurs via
mapping of yeast contigs for yeast genome sequerieifg ( a cDNA copy of the intron RNA.

Cloning. Vectors have been developed for cloning large fragmentdomology-independent everittoming endonucleases have also
generated by homing endonucleases. These include plasmid veclien used to study homology-independent events in bacterial/
with a multiple cloning site containing homing-endonucleas@hage (1), fungal (72,73), and mammalian systenis/(68). An
cleavage sites for Bed, I-Ppd, I-Ced, and Pl (55). interesting finding emerged from studies with the HO-endonuclease,
Cosmid vectors with an$ce site are also availabl&g). F-Scdl, to initiate DSB repair irS.cerevisiaén which homologous
recombination had been inhibitet?(73). Under such conditions
Targeting. Double-strand breaks (DSBs) are recombinogenianost of the DSBs were repaired by end-joining events similar to
facilitating both homologous and non-homologous recombinatiothose found in mammalian cells, wheré@$s of the events
events. It has been shown that homologous recombination canrbflected capture of cDNAs corresponding to Ty1 retrotransposon
stimulated 10- to 1000-fold in both pro- and eukaryotic system@&RNA. While such events have some features in common with
by a DSB. This phenomenon provides a means for targetingoup 1l retronoming, they provide a possible mechanism for
integration events from a transformed or transfected sequenceirigertion of pseudogenes and short and long interspersed nuclear
the chromosome by introduction of a DSB in a homologousequences (SINEs and LINES) in eukaryotic genomes. Clearly,
sequence on the genome. Such gene-targeting strategies hieerepair of DSBs by foreign DNAs, including endogenous
been facilitated by the expression of homing endonucleasesrigtroelements, is important in the evolution of genomes.
fungal, plant, and mammalian cells (reviewed in 57) or by
electroporation of purified enzyme into celis8). The existence
or introduction of sites at defined positions within genome&VOLUTION OF HOMING ENDONUCLEASES
therefore creates the ability to engineer targeted deletions or
insertions into genomes in many different biological systemsn considering the evolution of homing endonucleases one must
Indeed, gene targeting has been achieved in embryonic stem cefgiress questions at both the structure-function level, and at the
expressing Bcé, paving the way to create transgenic animals byevel of the persistence of these apparently discretionary elements
homing endonuclease-directed gene targeting (reviewgd.in  in biological systems.

Homing endonucleases in studies of DSB repair Evolution of endonuclease structure

DSBs must be repaired in all organisms to maintain chromosoniéhas been proposed that the double LAGLIDADG motif homing
integrity and viability. DSB repair also plays a role in DNA endonucleases evolved from the single-motif enzymes by a gene
rearrangements such as intron mobility, in both prokaryotic arduplication event. In support of this argument are protein footprint-
eukaryotic systems (reviewed ). Furthermore, mating-type ing experiments of the two-motif archaeal endonucleaBesd-
switching in fungi 69), transposition in fliesg0), and V(D)J and IPorl. The results suggest that these enzymes consist of two
recombination in mammalian cell§1) are all DSB-dependent repeats with each containing one LAGLIDADG motif4).
events. The highly specific homing endonucleases provide tfieirthermore, single-motif enzymes lik&€tel act as dimers on
ability to direct discrete breaks into genomes generating isolat@geudopalindromic substratés), whereas double-motif enzymes
foci for study of both homologous and non-homologous DSB-repdike PI-Scé bind as monomers on asymmetric substra?és (
events. The gene duplication hypothesis is lent further credence by the
structure of these enzymes. The substrate-binding surface of
Homology-dependent eventtoming endonucleases have beenl-Crel is created by the symmetric juxtaposition of the monomers
used to study homology-dependent DSB-repair pathways about the LAGLIDADG motifs; in much the same way, the
phage T4§2,63), yeast ?,64,65), plants 66,67), and mammalian DNA-binding structure in the nuclease domain ofSeé has a
cells 67,68). Not only have these studies shed light on the@seudo 2-fold symmetry about its two LAGLIDADG motifs
functional requirements of the repair events, but they hau@324). It has been postulated that the derived two-motif
illuminated different recombination pathways. One emerginguplicated monomers have evolved a relaxed requirement for
theme from these studies has been the tight coupling of DNgymmetry, thereby allowing the enzymes to acquire an expanded
replication and DSB repair in gene conversion events in whickubstrate repertoir€®,74).
foreign sequences are used to repair the breaks, as in group | introwhereas in the above scenario binding and catalytic regions
homing. These studies have taken advantagdef In the phage would be interdigitated in each half of the double-motif
system and the HO endonucleas&ch, in yeast 62-64). LAGLIDADG enzymes, they are separated by a flexible tether in
Another area in which we have gained new insight is ithe monomeric GIY-YIG enzymeTeu (Fig. 3). Although the
RNA-dependent group Il intron homing, also called retrohomingGIY-YIG motif that forms the catalytic domain of Tev is
with I-Sc&/ and 1-Sce&/I. As part of RNP complexes, these conserved in different GIY-YIG proteins, the DNA-binding
remarkable intron-encoded proteins, which have reverse transcripgion is variant. It has therefore been proposed that the GIY-YIG
tase and RNA maturase function in addition to endonucleasmain is a catalytic cartridge that can be combined with different



DNA-binding proteins to evolve nucleases with altered specifi-5

cities 32). 2

8
Endonuclease persistence in diverse organisms

Homing endonuclease genes have been considered highty
invasive elements that gain access into genomes by virtue of the
ability of their products to make DSBs and promote recombinatiof9
Their propagation is ensured when these parasitic elements find
refuge in introns and inteins (revieweddn While their sheer
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invasiveness would secure the persistence and dissemination of77-91.
endonuclease genes in biological systems, there have also béenzimmerly, S., Guo, H., Eskes, R., Yang, J., Periman, P.S. and Lambowitz,

examples of the selective advantage to organisms with intro?é

encoded endonucleases. These include the ability of the phage
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SP82 intron endonuclease to exclude genetic markers of related press, pp. 89-109.

phage in mixed infection8), and the selective advantage of an14
archaeal rDNA intron t&ulfolobus acidocaldariu&’s). 15

While restriction enzymes may similarly be of advantage td®
bacteria through their ability to limit phage infection, restriction—

Wilson, G.G. (1988%ene74, 281-289.

Smith, H.O. and Nathans, D.A. (1973Mol. Biol.81, 419-423.

Dujon, B., Belfort, M., Butow, R.A., Jacq, C., Lemieux, C., Periman, P.S.
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modification systems have also been shown to behave in a selfish noren, €.3., Thomer, J. and Belfort, M. (198jcleic Acids Re2,

manner {6). Why then do the intron and intein endonucleases
engage in self-propagating homing reactions, whereas restrictigh
enzymes do not? One possibility is related to the rarity of homi
endonuclease cut sites. On the one hand, the action of the
frequently cutting restriction enzymes is precluidedvoby their
cognate modifying enzymes, except with foreign unmodified DNA21
which is likely to be degraded by the enzyme and unable &

perpetuate a homing event. On the other hand, the recognition sjte

of the homing endonucleases is so large that there is likely to be
only one site per genome; once cleaved and occupied by the
endonuclease-encoding ORF, further cleavage at this site woulgl
be prevented, while homing to similar unoccupied sites would be
ensured. A second possibility is related to the tendency of homié@
endonucleases to tenaciously bind their cleavage products via
their lengthy recognition sequences and thereby influencs
subsequent recombination everdtd)( Regardless of why homing 29

endonucleases promote DNA rearrangements, their ability to d38
S0 is an important factor in the evolution of genomes.
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