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Type II Topoisomerases (topo II) are critical to simplify genome topology during
transcription and replication. They identify topological problems and resolve them by
passing a double-stranded DN A segment through a transient break in another segment.
The precise mechanisms underpinning topo IIs ability to maintain a topologically sim-
ple genome are not fully understood. Here, we investigate how binding kinetics affects
the resolution of two distinct forms of topological entanglement: decatenation and
torsional relaxation. First, by single-molecule measurements, we quantify how mono-
valent cation concentration affects the dissociation rate of topo II from DNA. Second,
we discover that increasing dissociation rates accelerate decatenation while slowing
down relaxation catalytic activities. Finally, by using molecular dynamics simulations,
we uncover that this opposite behaviour is due to a trade-off between search of target
through facilitated diffusion and processivity of the enzyme in catenated versus super-
coiled DNA. Thus, our findings reveal that a modulation of topo II binding kinetics
can oppositely regulate its topological simplification activity, and in turn can have a

significant impact in vivo.

Type II topoisomerases are a family of proteins in-
volved in the topological regulation of genomes across
life forms [1]. Type ITA topoisomerase (topo II) cataly-
ses double-strand DNA passage through ATP-dependent
process that involves temporary covalent bonds between
its tyrosine residues and the 5’phosphate group in the
backbone of a G-DNA segment, allowing a T-DNA seg-
ment to pass through [2-4]. The crucial role played by
topo II is both well established and fascinating, as its
ability to manage DNA entanglements appears essential
for complex life [1]. However, the precise biophysical
principles governing topo II-mediated topological simpli-
fication, especially in dense and crowded conditions of the
nucleus or nucleoid, are poorly understood [5, 6]. While
topo II can reduce the topological complexity of naked
DNA below equilibrium in dilute conditions in vitro [7-9],
it can also create catenated or knotted structures in dense
conditions [10, 11] or in the presence of polycations [12].
Given the dense and entangled state of chromatin within
the nucleus, how topo II maintains genomic simplicity in
vivo remains unclear. Experiments on yeast minichro-
mosomes [13] and human chromatin [14, 15] suggest that
genomic topological complexity in vivo is lower than ex-
pected at equilibrium. Among the potential mechanisms
to rationalise these observations are that topo IIs work in
synergy with partner proteins, such as SMCs [6, 16, 17],
or that they are post-translationally modified in order
to change their binding and phase separation proper-
ties [18, 19]. The latter mechanism suggests a potential
mode of regulation of topo II catalytic activity based on

its binding kinetics [19, 20].
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FIG. 1. a. Topo II search on DNA, including 1D and 3D
diffusion and intersegmental jumps. On and off rates, and
1D diffusion constant are expected to be salt dependent. b.
Topo II present exposed positive surface charges that stabilise
the binding with negatively charged DNA substrate. Its in-
trinsically disordered CTD also display positive charges that
can bind to dsDNA (see SI). red = negative, blue = posi-
tive charges. c. Electrophoretic mobility shift assay (EMSA)
performed on a 51 bp dsDNA varying topo II concentration
from 0 to 140nM, at 125 mM NaCl. d. Quantification of the
bound dsDNA fraction in the EMSA, returning an approxi-
mate kp ~ 50 nM.

Binding kinetics is important for target search on
coiled substrates like DNA [21], where proteins can per-
form diffusion in 1D, 3D and can perform intersegmental
jumps (Fig. 1la). Faster binding and unbinding kinetics
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FIG. 2. Binding kinetics of topo II is modulated by
monovalent cations. a Diagram of force-stretched DNA.
DNA tethered between trapped beads, topo II complex is la-
beled using atto647. c-f Kymographs of atto647-labelled topo
II binding, diffusing and unbinding from a stretched ADNA
using optical tweezers at 75-150 mM [NaGlu]. g Quantifica-
tion of inverse dwell time, or kog , as a function of monovalent
cation concentration. Each concentration includes analysis of
more than 100 single-molecule tracks. All pair-wise distribu-
tions are significantly different (p value < 0.01).

of topo II has been computationally suggested to yield
faster topological simplification rates on knotted DNA
substrates due to an effective “enhanced 3D sampling”
of essential crossings [20]. However, it remains to be ex-
perimentally determined whether all catalytic activities
of topo IIs are favoured by faster (un)binding kinetics.
Motivated by this open question, in this work we tested
topo II topological relaxation and decatenation activities
on supercoiled and catenated DNA substrates to deter-
mine how they are affected by its (un)binding kinetics.

First, we determined that topo II binding kinetics can
be modulated by varying monovalent cations within a
physiological range. By screening negative charges along
the DNA, monovalent cations reduced the binding affin-
ity of topo II to the DNA and in turn accelerated its
unbinding rate. We thus leveraged this modulation and
performed topological simplification assays on catenated
and supercoiled structures in the presence of different
amounts of monovalent cations. Surprisingly, we ob-
served opposite effects: decatenation was accelerated by
higher cation concentration, while relaxation was slowed
down. We rationalised these observations by perform-
ing Molecular Dynamics simulations of topologically con-
strained or catenated DNA plasmids under the action of
a dynamically binding topo II, mimicking alternating 1D
and 3D diffusion. Our simulated results — in line with the
experimental findings — suggest that whilst efficient de-
catenation benefits from fast binding kinetics, torsional
relaxation is favoured by more processive topo II with
longer binding times.

RESULTS

Topo II binding kinetics is modulated by
monovalent cations

Monovalent cations change the binding affinity of
DNA-binding proteins by screening electrostatic interac-
tions. More specifically, they can significantly increase
the dissociation rate (kog ) of proteins from DNA whilst
remaining within physiologically relevant concentrations
(e.g., 50-150 mM NaCl) [22, 23]. Topo IIs display three
principal positively charged surfaces that are thought to
interact with, and stabilise, the nucleo-protein complex.
A major patch lies along the DNA cleavage-rejoining
domain, or DNA gate, which binds the G-DNA seg-
ment (Fig. 1b) and two additional patches are located on
the intrinsically disordered C-terminal domains (CTD)
(Fig. Sla). We thus decided to quantify the (un)binding
kinetics of yeast topo II on DNA for different physio-
logical levels of monovalent cations (Na®). First, we
precisely measured the dissociation kinetics kog at sin-
gle molecule resolution. We used confocal microscopy
to visualise single fluorescently labelled topo II binding,
diffusing and unbinding on ADNA stretched using opti-
cal tweezers (see SI for details, Fig. 2a). We performed
the same experiments at different levels of [Na™] and we
then analysed the kymographs (over 100 tracks for each
condition), extracted the length of the single traces, and
finally determined the dwell time, or inverse dissocia-
tion constant kg (Fig. 2b-e). The values of k.g mea-
sured range within 0.1 — 10 s~! and significantly in-
crease with higher concentrations of monovalent cations,
in line with what observed for other DNA-binding pro-
teins [24, 25]. We also measured the apparent dissoci-
ation constant kp via electrophoretic mobility shift as-
say (EMSA) on a short (51 bp) dsDNA (Fig. lc,d). We
can compare these measurements with estimates from a
Smoluchowski collision equation; the on-rate can be esti-
mated as ko, ~ 47(D1 + Da) (a1 +az) ~ 5 x 109M ~1s71
with Dy = kpT/(37n,a1) =~ 10um?/s, Dy < Dy,
a; = 40 nm the size of topo II [26, 27], az = 10 nm the
size of the target DNA site and where we used water vis-
cosity 1, = 1 mPa s. This yields a dissociation constant
korf = kpkon = 50s~! which is within the same order
of magnitude of the ones measured in single molecule ex-
periments (Fig. 2f).

Faster binding kinetics accelerates decatenation and
slows down relaxation

Having quantified how the dwell time 7,5y = 1/kosy
changes with the concentration of monovalent cations in
solution, we then asked how this parameter affected the
catalytic activity of topo II to perform topological decate-
nation of catenated, kinetoplast DNA (kDNA) [28, 29]
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FIG. 3. Topoisomerase decatenation and relaxation activities are oppositely regulated by salt concentration. a.
To quantify decatenation activity we monitor the disassembly of kDNA as a function of various [NaCl]. b. Gel electrophoresis
of 20 ng/ul kDNA after 30 minutes incubation with 3.45 ng/ul of topo II. The first lane shows the control sample without
protein, and the following five lanes correspond to reactions performed in buffers containing [NaCl] = 25, 48, 87, 120, and
148 mM, respectively. c. Quantification of decatenated minicircles as a function of [NaCl]. d. To quantify the relaxation
activity we monitor the topology of a negatively supercoiled pBR322 plasmid as a function of various [NaCl|. e. Chloroquine
gel electrophoresis of 20 ng/ul pBR322 after 30 minutes incubation with 3.45 ng/ul of topo II. As in panel b, the first lane
corresponds to the control sample without protein, and the remaining lanes show reactions carried out at [NaCl] = 25, 48,
87, 120, and 148 mM. Notably the amounts of supercoiled and relaxed DNA at 120mM and 87mM NaCl are comparable,
nevertheless the supercoil distributions are visibly different, showing a slowed relaxation effect at higher NaCl concentrations.

f. Quantification of relaxed topoisomer fraction as a function of [NaCl].

(Fig. 3a). To this end, we incubated Crithidia fascicu-
lata KDNA, a structure made of thousands of catenated
DNA rings [28, 29], with yeast topo II at various concen-
trations of monovalent cations. The enzyme concentra-
tion was set to be comparable to the substrate molarity,
and reaction conditions were selected to ensure that de-
catenation did not reach full topological simplification;
reactions were then stopped and the samples were run
on a gel to separate catenated from single-circle topolo-
gies. We observe that the decatenation rate is sped up
by higher levels of NaCl, corresponding to shorter dwell
times of topo II on DNA (Fig. 3b-c). This result is con-
sistent with previous numerical results, where different
modes of topo II (un)binding to DNA substrates were
found to enhance topo IT unknotting activity [20].

We then performed topological relaxation experiments
where a 4.5 kb negatively supercoiled plasmid (pRB322)
was incubated with yeast topo II and varying [NaCl]
(Fig. 3d). As for the decatenation assay, the enzyme
concentration was kept comparable to the substrate mo-
larity, and conditions were chosen to prevent the reac-
tion from reaching full topological relaxation. We then
ran the samples through a gel in presence of 0.6 ug/ml
of chloroquine and quantified the distribution of topoiso-
mers (Fig. 3e-f). The enzyme concentration was set to be
comparable to the substrate molarity, while reaction con-
ditions were selected to ensure that, given the enzyme’s
activity, neither decatenation nor relaxation proceeded to
full topological simplification. This allowed us to resolve
intermediate topological states and evaluate the salt de-

pendence of activity. Unexpectedly, we found that topo
IT was less efficient at relaxing supercoiling at larger salt
concentrations. In fact, while at low [NaCl] the topoiso-
mer distributions were tightly peaked around the relaxed
Lky, at larger [NaCl] we could observe a very broad dis-
tribution (5th lane in Fig. 3b). This observation is con-
sistent with the short dwell time of topo II on DNA and
suggests that the enzyme performs short rounds of cat-
alytic activity in these conditions. On the other hand,
it is conceptually opposite to what we observed in the
decatenation experiment. These results were consistent
in both sodium chloride and sodium glutamate and did
not depend on the presence of the CTD (Fig. S6), even
though the CTD is a strong DNA-binding site (Fig. S1b).

MD simulations explain the opposite catalytic
regulation by monovalent cations

To rationalise our experiments, we decided to per-
form Molecular Dynamics (MD) simulations of a coarse-
grained bead-spring polymer model of DNA under the
action of kinetically binding topo II.

First, we simulated a 1 ym? patch of kinetoplast DNA
made of 90 linked DNA minicircles, each made of 2.5 kb
or 85 beads, whose topology was inferred from AFM data
(Ref. [29]). We then run a Langevin simulation (implicit
solvent, see SI) including a sub-stoichiometric number of
topo IIs (N; = 80), which were modelled by turning a
5-beads segment of the polymer into a “phantom” seg-
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FIG. 4. Molecular Dynamics simulations with salt-dependent k.g capture the opposite topological regulation.

a. Snapshots from MD simulations of a model kDNA from Ref. [29

| before and after decatenation reaction. b. Fraction of

catenated minicircles as a function of time and for different values of off-rate. Shaded area represents the standard deviation over
50 independent replicas. c. Fraction of catenated minicircles at fixed time (10473) and as a function of k.s showing enhanced
decatenation at larger off-rate. d. Snapshot from MD simulations of a supercoiled DNA chain (model from Ref. [30, 31]. e.
Step-wise change in writhe monitored through the simulation. Snapshots at the top, plot of writhe at the bottom. f. Average
writhe (W) as a function of time and for different values of off-rate. The shaded area represents the standard deviation across
50 independent replicas. g. Fraction of supercoiled topoisomers (defined as those with W/N > 0.05) as a function of off-rate

(SC = fully supercoiled state).

ment. During the simulation, the polymer chains un-
dergo Brownian motion and most of the beads inter-
act via a uncrossable, purely repuslive potential. The
N; = 80 “phantom” segments representing topo II are
the only segments that can be freely crossed and are
transiently added/removed from the polymers stochas-
tically, with typical on- and off-rates that mimic differ-
ent [NaCl] conditions (Fig. 4a). More specifically, we
fixed the on-rate to 0.001 1/75 and increased the off-rate
from 107%1/75 to 1/7p to capture shorter dwell times
at increasing salt concentrations. Additionally, we as-
sume that topo II does not perform 1D diffusion along
the rings. During the simulation we track the topology
of the network via the pairwise linking number

Ly = }{%dsd/ s) x 4(s")) - (r(s) = r(s))

[r(s) —r(s)? ’

where 71 and 72 are simulated polymer rings, t(s) and
r(s) are the tangent and position of the polymers at ar-
clength s. Given L;; for all the pairs of rings, we can cal-
culate how many rings belong to the largest interlocked
component in the system. Because we start from a fully
catenated structure, the fraction of catenated rings fo
will start from one and decay in time. By averaging over
50 independent replicas of the system we thus obtain the
average fraction of catenated (fc(t)) plotted in Fig. 4b.
These curves can be used to directly compare our simu-
lations with the gels in Fig. 3b-c. Specifically, we com-

(1)

pare {fc) at fixed runtime ¢ and for different values of
kofr and observe that the larger the off-rate the larger the
smaller the catenated fraction — and hence the larger the
decatenated fraction — as seen in experiments. Interest-
ingly, and in line with experiments, we also observe that
(fo(t)) plateaus at large kog suggesting that the decate-
nation process is reaction limited, i.e. a minimum topo
II dwell time is required to perform successful decatena-
tion. In other words, it is not possible to accelerate the
decatenation process indefinitely after some value of the
off-rate, which is required to catalyse at least one double
strand passage.

Having observed that our simulations can recapitulate
the experimental results for the decatenation activity of
topo II we decided to computationally test its relaxation
activity. To model supercoiled DNA we employ a coarse-
grained “twistable” polymer (see Refs. [30, 32] for de-
tails). We implement a dynamically binding/unbinding
topo II by transiently creating/deleting a “phantom” seg-
ment from the chain (see Fig. 4a and Methods). We
maintain the on-rate constant and increase kog to cap-
ture the faster unbinding at larger [Na™]. The topological
relaxation of our supercoiled polymer can be quantified
by measuring its writhe [337 34]

J(b(5) x £(s) - (r(s) — (")
W= ?{7{“ r(s) — (5 ’

where #(s) and r(s) are the tangent and position of the

(2)



curve v at arclength s. The relaxation proceeds by al-
lowing the polymer backbone to cross through itself, as
shown in Fig. 4b. FEach strand-crossing event yields a
step-wise change in writhe AW = —2. Note that the
writhe is not an integer and can fluctuate as long as the
sum of twist and writhe of single chains remain constant
(CFW theorem [35]). By averaging over 50 independent
replicas we then obtain relaxation curves (W(t)) plot-
ted in Fig. 4f. Surprisingly, and opposite to what we
saw for the decatenation reaction, we observe that larger
kost leads to slower relaxation (Fig. 4g). However, this
slowing down is consistent with the experiments in Fig. 3
and demonstrates opposite regulation of catalytic activ-
ities of topo II simply by a change in monovalent cation
concentration.

DISCUSSION

In this work we observed a significant and opposite reg-
ulation of topo II topological decatenation and relaxation
activities as a function of monovalent cation concentra-
tion.

We rationalise the observed behaviour as follows: while
at large [Na™] topo II spends more time performing un-
bound 3D search, at small [Na®] topo II spends more
time bound to the DNA. Thus, in the regime of low mono-
valent cation concentration, topo II is highly processive
and performs several rounds of strand-passage without
leaving the substrate. In contrast, at high monovalent
cation concentration topo II is less processive, quickly
dissociating from DNA and spending more time perform-
ing facilitated 3D diffusion.

These different binding kinetics have profound effects
on topo II catalytic activities. Supercoiled plasmids
have highly localised entanglements and are therefore
rapidly relaxed by a highly processive enzyme that re-
mains bound long enough to perform sequential strand-
passage events. On the contrary, entanglements resulting
from catenation are typically delocalised across the sub-
strate and therefore too long binding times yield ineffi-
cient decatenation because after a strand passage, no fur-
ther entanglements are present at a given location. Thus,
efficient decatenation is achieved through rapid bind-
ing—unbinding dynamics that allow topo II to disengage
quickly and relocate to remaining entanglements. Our re-
sults thus reveal an intrinsic kinetic trade-off: torsional
relaxation is favoured by prolonged binding, whereas de-
catenation is accelerated by faster turnover.

We argue that this opposite regulation may have phys-
iological relevance. Indeed, tuning the binding affinity of
topo II to DNA, for example by post-translational modi-
fications [19], it is possible to oppositely regulate topo II
decatenation and relaxation activities.

This finding is consistent with the view that topoi-
somerases are recruited and controlled through pro-

tein—protein interactions and post-translational modifi-
cations that localize them to specific genomic regions
or cell-cycle stages. For example, recent studies show
that the oncoprotein MYC can form a complex with hu-
man topo Ila, enhancing topoisomerase retention at re-
gions experiencing elevated transcription-induced super-
coiling [36, 37]. In this framework, increasing enzyme
dwell time at highly supercoiled loci would promote ef-
ficient relaxation, consistent with our observations un-
der low-salt conditions. Conversely, during stages of
the cell cycle that demand rapid decatenation, such as
metaphase, when sister chromatids must be fully sep-
arated before anaphase, excessively long enzyme dwell
times could be detrimental, increasing the likelihood of
unwanted re-catenation events. Our results under high-
salt conditions, which shorten DNA residence time and
accelerate decatenation, suggest a biophysical basis for
how cells might avoid such outcomes. Together, our find-
ings provide mechanistic insight into how topo II activ-
ity can be tuned through its binding kinetics, offering
a unified explanation for how cells could differentially
regulate supercoil relaxation and chromosome decatena-
tion. By demonstrating how subtle shifts in dwell time
produce qualitatively distinct topological outcomes, this
work highlights binding kinetics as a central and under-
appreciated layer of topo II regulation in vivo.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Protein expression and purification

Full-length and C-terminal domain truncated topo
IT were expressed in yeast (see SI for detailed ex-
pression and purification protocol). Ybbr peptide tag
on full-length topo II was labelled with Sfp phospho-
pantetheinyl transferase (P9302, New England Biolabs)
and CoA-ATTOG647N (see SI for detailed fluorescent la-
belling protocol).

Electrophoretic mobility assay

Electrophoretic mobility assay (EMSA) was carried
out by mixing a 6-FAM labelled 51 bp dsDNA with pro-
tein at the concetrations indicated in the figure in 40 mM
TRIS-HCI pH 7.5, 125 mM NaCl, 5 mM MgCl2, 10%
glycerol, 1 mM DTT. After 10 min incubation at room
temperature (~ 25° C), free DNA and DNA-protein com-
plexes were resolved by electrophoresis for 1 h at 4 V/cm
on 0.75% (w/v) TAE-agarose gels at 4°C. We then im-
aged the 6-FAM labelled DNA using a gel scanner (see
SI for more details).



DNA relaxation assay

200 ng of pBR322 (NEB) plasmid were incubated with
34.5 ng of topoll-ACTD in a 10 ul volume containing
50mM Tris-HCL (pH 7.5), [25,48,87,120,148] mM NaCl,
5 mM MgCl2, 1 mM DTT. ATP was added to ImM and
the mixture was incubated at 37°C for 30 min. Reac-
tions were stopped with the addition of 20mM EDTA,
1% (w/v) sodium dodecyl sulphate (SDS). Subsequently,
0.8 U of proteinase K were added, followed by incubation
for 1 h at 65°C. Reaction samples were loaded onto 1%
(w/v) agarose gels. DNA electrophoresis was performed
at 2 V/cm for 15 h in 1X TAE buffer (40 mM Tris, 20
mM acetate, 1 mM EDTA) containing 0.6 ug/mL chloro-
quine. Gels were then stained with SYBR Gold (Thermo
Fisher Scientific) and visualized using a Syngene transil-
luminator. Gel images were analyzed using Fiji [38] (see
SI).

DNA decatenation assay

The protocol used for the decatenation assay is the
same as the one used for the relaxation assay, except
for the following differences: Instead of pBR322 plasmid,
200 ng of Kinetoplast DNA (Inspiralis) are added to the
reactions. No chloroquine is used for the electrophoresis.

Molecular Dynamics simulations

Molecular Dynamics simulations were performed in
LAMMPS [39] in NVT ensemble using a Langevin ther-
mal bath and custom fixes that changed the type of beads
during the course of the simulations. In both relax-
ation and decatenation simulations we considered sub-
stoichiometric number of topo IIs, in line with exper-
iments. Topo IIs were modelled by turning a 5-beads
segment of the polymer into a “phantom” segment. All
other beads along the polymers interacted via a uncross-
able, purely repulsive potential. The “phantom” seg-
ments were transiently added/removed from the poly-
mers stochastically, with typical on- and off-rates that
mimic different [NaCl] conditions (Fig. 4a). More specif-
ically, we fixed the on-rate to 0.001 1/75 and increased
the off-rate from 107%1/75 to 1/75 to capture shorter
dwell times at increasing salt concentrations. See SI for
more details of the simulations.

Single molecule assay

Single molecule assay was conducted using the Lu-
micks C-Trap instrument BA105, equipped with inte-
grated confocal microscopy and microfluidics (Fig. 2a, SI
Fig.2a). The fluidics was cleaned by flowing 500 ul 2%

Hellmanex over 40 minutes followed by flowing 2 x 0.5 ml
MQ H20 and finally 0.5 ml Optical tweezers Buffer, OTB
(50mM Tris-HC1 (pH 7.5), [75,100,150,200] mM NaGlu,
5 mM MgCl2, 1 mM DTT). Protein channels (Channels
4 and 5) were passivated with 0.5 ml Casein (0.01% w/v)
and BSA (0.005% w/v) in OTB flowed through over a 30
minute period. A-DNA was prepared by ligation of bi-
otinylated caps (as previously described [40, 41]. Fluidics
channels were prepared as follows: Channel 1, 0.005%
w/v 4.38 um SPHERO™Streptavidin coated polystyrene
beads (SVP-40-5) in OTB; Channel 2, biotinylated DNA
diluted 200-fold in OTB; Channel 3, OTB; Channels 4
and 5, topo2-atto647 at 2-3 nM in OTB. OTB in Chan-
nels 4 and 5 was prepared with varying NaGlu concen-
trations (75, 100, 150, or 200 mM) while kept at constant
NaGlu concentration of 100 mM in the other channels.
DNA was and tethered between optically trapped beads
using the laminar flow cell. Prior to each experiment, a
force-extension curve was measured from 0-55 pN to con-
firm the presence of a single intact DNA molecule. DNA
was held at 5 pN before moving into the channel con-
taining protein. Confocal imaging was performed using
5% excitation power at 647 nm, with emission detected
through a 680/42 nm band-pass filter; images were ac-
quired with a pixel size of 100 nm and a pixel dwell time
of 0.1 ms, using a line width of 25.5 ym and a line time
of 30 ms (See SI for data analysis).

DATA AVAILABILITY

All the information are included in the Supplemen-
tary Information. Codes are deposited at https://git.
ecdf.ed.ac.uk/taplab.
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