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Abstract

Congenital human cytomegalovirus (HCMV) infection is the leading cause of neurological

disabilities in children worldwide, but the mechanisms underlying these disorders are far

from well-defined. HCMV infection has been shown to dysregulate the Notch signaling

pathway in human neural progenitor cells (NPCs). As an important downstream effector of

Notch signaling, the transcriptional regulator Hairy and Enhancer of Split 1 (Hes1) is essen-

tial for governing NPC fate and fetal brain development. In the present study, we report that

HCMV infection downregulates Hes1 protein levels in infected NPCs. The HCMV 72-kDa

immediate-early 1 protein (IE1) is involved in Hes1 degradation by assembling a ubiquitina-

tion complex and promoting Hes1 ubiquitination as a potential E3 ubiquitin ligase, followed

by proteasomal degradation of Hes1. Sp100A, an important component of PML nuclear

bodies, is identified to be another target of IE1-mediated ubiquitination. A C-terminal acidic

region in IE1, spanning amino acids 451 to 475, is required for IE1/Hes1 physical interaction

and IE1-mediated Hes1 ubiquitination, but is dispensable for IE1/Sp100A interaction and

ubiquitination. Our study suggests a novel mechanism linking downregulation of Hes1 pro-

tein to neurodevelopmental disorders caused by HCMV infection. Our findings also comple-

ment the current knowledge of herpesviruses by identifying IE1 as the first potential HCMV-

encoded E3 ubiquitin ligase.
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Author summary

Congenital human cytomegalovirus (HCMV) infection is the leading cause of neurologi-

cal disabilities in children, but the underlying pathogenesis of this infection remains

unclear. Hes1, an important effector of Notch signaling, governs the fate of neural progen-

itor cells (NPCs) and fetal brain development. Here we demonstrate that: (1) HCMV

infection results in loss of Hes1 protein in NPCs; (2) the HCMV immediate-early 1 pro-

tein (IE1) mediates Hes1 protein downregulation through direct interaction, which

requires amino acids 451–475; (3) IE1 assembles a Hes1 ubiquitination complex and

mediates Hes1 ubiquitination; and (4) IE1 also assembles an Sp100A ubiquitination com-

plex and mediates Sp100A ubiquitination, but does not require amino acids 451–475.

These results suggest that HCMV IE1 is a potential E3 ubiquitin ligase. Downregulation

of Hes1 by HCMV infection and IE1 implies a novel mechanism linking Hes1 depletion

to virus-induced neuropathogenesis.

Introduction

As a leading cause of birth defects, congenital human cytomegalovirus (HCMV) infection

causes irreversible maldevelopment of the central nervous system (CNS) in newborns and chil-

dren [1–4]. To understand how HCMV interferes with neurodevelopment, neural progenitor

cells (NPCs) have been utilized as a clinically relevant model for investigation of the underlying

mechanisms [5–10].

Proper self-renewal and differentiation of NPCs are fundamental to normal fetal brain

development. Notch signaling is one of the best-characterized pathways governing NPC main-

tenance, proliferation and differentiation [11–13]. This regulatory role is achieved, at least par-

tially, through essential downstream effectors such as the Hairy and Enhancer of Split (Hes)

proteins, which belong to the repressor-type basic helix-loop-helix family [14, 15]. Hes1 is one

of seven members in the Hes family, which play a crucial role in maintaining the undifferenti-

ated and proliferative status of NPCs [16–18]. The auto-negative feedback regulation at the

transcription level, the instability of the mRNA, and the rapid ubiquitination-dependent pro-

teasomal degradation of the protein together result in the well-regulated Hes1 oscillation,

which in turn fine-tunes the timing of NPC proliferation and differentiation and further con-

trols the shape, size and integrity of brain structures [13, 19–21]. Studies in mice have shown

that Hes1-deficient murine NPC neurospheres fail to expand, and Hes1 knockout accelerates

neurogenesis from radial glial cells representing NPCs in mice [21–24]. These evidences imply

that the dysregulation of Hes1 expression leads to abnormal NPC differentiation and prolifera-

tion, potentially contributing to fetal brain developmental disorders. We have previously

reported that HCMV dysregulates Notch signaling by targeting Notch1, including its intracel-

lular active domain (NICD), and the ligand Jag1 [5]. Moreover, as an important downstream

effector in Notch signaling, the regulation of Hes1 expression in NPCs is disrupted by HCMV

infection [25].

During HCMV infection of permissive cells, immediate early (IE) genes are the first to be

expressed from the viral genome, and IE proteins can be detected as early as 2h post infection

(hpi). IE proteins trigger viral early gene expression and, subsequently, viral genome replica-

tion and late gene expression. In addition, IE proteins also interact with multiple host factors

to tune the cellular environment for initiation of viral replication. Thus, the synthesis of IE

gene products is necessary for a full viral replication cycle [26, 27]. The most abundant and

arguably most important HCMV IE gene products, termed IE1 and IE2, are encoded in the
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major IE transcription unit. The 72-kDa IE1 is a nuclear phosphoprotein and has been subject

to extensive study [28]. The IE1 protein promotes the accumulation of IE2 gene products and

synergizes with IE2 to activate viral early promoters [29–33], in part by antagonizing histone

deacetylation, to facilitate virus replication [34, 35]. IE1 also affects host gene expression by

activating or repressing transcription. For example, IE1 up-regulates the transcription of inter-

leukin 6 (IL-6) and the genes activated by signal transducer and activator of transcription 1

(STAT1) [36]. Moreover, IE1 inhibits transactivation of p53-dependent downstream genes,

disrupts transcription of STAT3-activated genes, and downregulates certain essential NPC

markers such as the glial fibrillary acidic protein (GFAP) [37–40].

The recent study on the crystal structure of the IE1 ortholog fromMacacine herpesvirus 3

(Rhesus cytomegalovirus) revealed striking similarities between IE1 and tripartite motif

(TRIM) family proteins [41]. Many TRIM proteins possess E3 ubiquitin ligase activities [42],

and E3 ubiquitin ligase activities have been described in several α- and γ-herpesvirus proteins,
including ICP0 of herpes simplex virus type 1 (HSV-1), ORF61p of varicella-zoster virus

(VZV), and replication and transcription activator (RTA), K3 and K5 of Kaposi’s sarcoma-

associated herpesvirus (KSHV) [43–48]. However, to our knowledge, no E3 ubiquitin ligase

has been identified in HCMV or any other β-herpesvirus so far.
In the present study, we demonstrated that HCMV infection downregulates Hes1 protein

levels in infected human NPCs. Importantly, IE1 leads to Hes1 depletion by mediating Hes1

ubiquitination and proteasomal degradation by acting as a potential E3 ubiquitin ligase. IE1

physically interacts with Hes1 via amino acids (AA) 451–475, which are also essential for

IE1-mediated Hes1 ubiquitination. In addition, Sp100A, an important component of PML

nuclear bodies (PML-NBs), is identified as an additional ubiquitination substrate of IE1 ubi-

quitination. This study reveals a novel potential mechanism of HCMV induced neuropatho-

genesis and represents the first description of the potential E3 ubiquitin ligase activity of

HCMV IE1.

Results

HCMV infection downregulates protein level of Hes1 in NPCs

Human NPCs are fully permissive for HCMV replication [6–9], and our previous work has

demonstrated that HCMV infection dysregulates NICD1 and Jag1 in NPCs, which are two

essential components upstream of Hes1 in the Notch signaling pathway [5]. To investigate the

effect of HCMV infection on Hes1, the HCMV Towne strain was used to infect NPCs at a mul-

tiplicity of infection (MOI) of 3. Protein levels of Hes1 were then examined by immunoblot-

ting (IB) from 4hpi to 96hpi. In comparison to mock-infected cells, protein levels of Hes1 in

infected NPCs were clearly decreased by 12hpi and were nearly undetectable from 24hpi to

96hpi (Fig 1A). UV-inactivated HCMV had no effect on Hes1 protein levels (Fig 1B), suggest-

ing that the downregulation of Hes1 may depend on viral transcription and/or de novo synthe-

sized viral gene products rather than input viral components. We have previously shown that

Jag1 and NICD1 protein levels did not decrease before 16-24hpi (S1 Fig) [5], which was after

Hes1 downregulation started (12hpi), indicating the Hes1 downregulation is not a conse-

quence of Jag1 and NICD1 dysregulation in the IE phase of infection.

To confirm that Hes1 downregulation requires newly synthesized viral proteins, HCMV-

infected NPCs were treated with the protein synthesis inhibitor cycloheximide (CHX). Due to

the low levels of endogenous Hes1 in NPCs, 0.25μg of Hes1 expressing construct (pCDH-Hes1)

was nucleofected into NPCs to enable Hes1 protein detection in the presence of CHX. As

expected, the representative de novo synthesized viral protein IE1 was present in untreated

HCMV-infected NPCs, but undetectable in CHX-treated cells. Similar to the data shown in

HCMV IE1 downregulates Hes1 as a potential E3 ubiquitin ligase

PLOS Pathogens | https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006542 July 27, 2017 3 / 28

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006542


Fig 1A, the Hes1 protein levels substantially decreased upon HCMV infection in the absence of

CHX, but remained at similar levels between HCMV- and mock-infected NPCs upon CHX

treatment (Fig 1C). Thus, de novo synthesized viral proteins, but not the input virus compo-

nents, are necessary for Hes1 downregulation during HCMV infection.

Taken together, these data demonstrate that HCMV infection of NPCs results in depletion

of the Hes1 protein via a mechanism that requires de novo viral protein synthesis.

HCMV IE1 is sufficient and necessary for Hes1 downregulation

The fact that Hes1 downregulation occurs as early as 12hpi and the requirement for de novo

viral protein synthesis suggest the potential involvement of HCMV proteins present during

the IE phase of infection. Therefore, candidate viral gene products, including the major IE pro-

teins (IE1 and IE2) and the most abundant input virus component pp65, were introduced into

NPCs via nucleofection with plasmids pCDH-IE1, pCDH-IE2 and pCDH-pp65, respectively.

Fig 1. Downregulation of Hes1 protein during HCMV infection in NPCs requires de novo viral protein synthesis. (A-B)
Hes1 protein level in NPCs during HCMV infection. NPCs were mock-infected (M) or infected with HCMV (V) or UV-
inactivated HCMV (UV) at an MOI of 3. Cells were harvested at the indicated times post infection, and subjected to
immunoblotting (IB). The values listed below the blots indicate the relative Hes1 protein levels compared to corresponding
mock controls following β-actin normalization. (C) Effect of HCMV infection on Hes1 protein levels following CHX treatment.
NPCs nucleofected with 0.25μg pCDH-Hes1 were pre-treated with 0.1mg/ml CHX (CHX+) or equal volume of solvent control
DMSO (CHX-) for 1h, followed by mock (M)- or HCMV(V)-infection (MOI = 5) in the presence of CHX or DMSO. Cells were
collected at 12hpi and subjected to IB. The values listed below the blots indicate the relative Hes1 protein levels compared to
corresponding mock controls following β-actin normalization. Representative images from 3 independent experiments are
shown (left), and the relative levels of Hes1 are presented as the mean ± SD (right). **, P�0.01.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006542.g001
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Expression of pp65 displayed no significant effect on Hes1 protein level, consistent with the

notion that the input components of HCMV virions are not involved in Hes1 downregulation

induced by virus infection. In contrast, expression of IE1 or IE2 lead to markedly lower Hes1

protein levels (Fig 2A).

Considering that IE1 showed a stronger down-regulating effect on Hes1 than IE2, we

focused our subsequent work on IE1. The effect of IE1 on protein level of Hes1 in the context

of HCMV infection was further tested by comparing a recombinant IE1-deficient virus

(TNdlIE1) to the parental wild-type (TNwt) and a “revertant” virus (TNrvIE1), respectively

[38, 49, 50]. To overcome the replication defect of TNdlIE1 exhibited at lowMOIs, the infec-

tion was performed at an MOI of 10, and the protein levels of Hes1 and IE1/2 were analyzed at

12hpi. As expected, IE1 was only present following the infection by TNwt and TNrvIE1 but

not TNdlIE1, while IE2 levels were similar in all three infections. In TNwt- and TNrvIE1-in-

fected NPCs, protein levels of Hes1 were downregulated to 32.5±0.04% and 32.0±0.08% of that

in mock-infection (Fig 2B, right panel), respectively. In contrast, no obvious difference in pro-

tein levels of Hes1 between TNdlIE1- and mock-infected cells was observed (Fig 2B). Although

IE2 expressed by itself seemed to also downregulate the protein level of Hes1 as shown in Fig

2A, it displayed virtually no capacity to alter Hes1 protein level in TNdlIE1 infected NPCs, per-

haps due to its low abundance during infection and the relatively weak downregulating effect

on Hes1 protein.

Consistent with our findings using the TNdlIE1 virus, shRNA-mediated IE1 knock-down

in HCMV-infected NPCs restored the diminished Hes1 protein amount to normal level

(Fig 2C). To exclude potential interference of endogenous Hes1 at the transcription level, a

Fig 2. HCMV IE1 is sufficient and necessary to reduce Hes1 protein levels. (A) Effect of IE1, IE2 and pp65 expression on
endogenous Hes1 protein levels in NPCs. At 48h following nucleofection with 5μg pCDH-GFP (vector), pCDH-IE1 (IE1), pCDH-IE2 (IE2)
or pCDH-pp65 (pp65), NPCs were collected and subjected to IB for Hes1. (B) Effect of IE1 deletion on Hes1 protein downregulation
during infection in NPCs. NPCs were mock-infected (M) or infected with TNwt (wt), TNdlIE1 (dlIE1) or TNrvIE1 (rvIE1) at an MOI of 10.
Cells collected at 12hpi were subjected to IB. (C) Effect of IE1 knock-down on protein level of endogenous Hes1 during HCMV infection.
At 48 h following transduction with lentiviruses expressing a scrambled shRNA (Scram) or an shRNA targeting IE1 (sh-IE1), NPCs were
infected with HCMV (MOI = 1) for 24h and subjected to IB for Hes1 and IE1. (D) Effect of IE1 expression on protein levels of exogenous
Hes1. At 48h following co-transfection with the indicated amount of pCDH-Hes1 (Hes1) and pEYFP-GFP (vector) or pEYFP-IE1 (IE1),
293T cells were collected and subjected to IB for Hes1. The values listed below the blots indicate the relative Hes1 protein levels
compared to the corresponding controls following β-actin normalization. Representative images from 3 independent experiments are
shown (left), and the relative levels of Hes1 are presented as the mean ± SD (right). *, P�0.05; **, P�0.01.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006542.g002
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different cellular environment was applied to examine the downregulating effect of IE1 on

exogenous Hes1. 293T cells were co-transfected with the constructs expressing IE1 (pEYF-

P-IE1) and Hes1 (pCDH-Hes1), and the protein levels were analyzed at 48 h post transfection

(hpt). As shown in Fig 2D, the expressed IE1 reduced the exogenous Hes1 protein amount in a

dose-dependent manner.

Taken together, IE1, either produced during HCMV infection or expressed in the absence

of virus, downregulates the protein level of Hes1, and IE1 knock-down restores Hes1 protein

level during virus infection. Notably, the protein level of Hes1 was minimally affected by IE2

in the absence of IE1 during the IE phase of infection. These results support that IE1 is suffi-

cient and necessary for downregulation of the Hes1 protein during HCMV infection.

IE1 directly interacts with Hes1 requiring AA451-475 of IE1

Having shown that IE1 expression was associated with downregulation of Hes1, we next inves-

tigated the underlying mechanism. Based on high resolution images obtained by two-photon

microscopy, the Hes1 protein was distributed evenly across mock-infected NPC nuclei. How-

ever, upon HCMV infection, Hes1 was observed to relocate and concentrate at sub-nuclear

areas where IE1 was present at 4hpi (Fig 3A).

The co-localization between IE1 and Hes1 suggests that these two proteins could be physi-

cally associated. To investigate a potential interaction between IE1 and Hes1 (IE1/Hes1 inter-

action), we carried out an immunoprecipitation assay (IP) in NPCs infected with TNwt,

TNdlIE1 or TNrvIE1 for 12h. An IE1/Hes1 interaction along with Hes1 downregulation was

only observed in TNwt- and TNrvIE1-, but not in TNdlIE1-infected cells (Fig 3B). To exclude

the possibility that other viral proteins are mediating the IE1/Hes1 interaction, IP analysis was

performed in the context of transduced NPCs expressing IE1 (Fig 3C) and transfected 293T

cells co-expressing the two proteins (Fig 3D). Co-precipitated IE1 and Hes1 were detected by

IB following IPs using Hes1- or IE1-specific antibodies, respectively. A normal IgG control

was used for IP to rule out the possibility of non-specific binding (Fig 3C and 3D). Both IE1

and Hes1 are transcription factors: IE1 activates many different promoters and binds nucleo-

somes [51]; Hes1 binds its own promoter for auto-suppression [52]. To exclude the possibility

that the IE1/Hes1 interaction is mediated via viral or cellular nucleic acids, cell lysates of trans-

fected 293T cells were treated with DNase and RNase prior to IP analysis. As shown in Fig 3E,

removal of DNA/RNA by DNase/RNase treatment (S2 Fig) did not alter the IE1/Hes1 interac-

tion. This result indicates that IE1/Hes1 interaction is independent of nucleic acids and likely

resulted from a direct protein-protein interaction.

The HCMV (Towne) IE1 protein comprises a total of 491 amino acids and can be roughly

divided into an N-terminal (AA1-85, shared with IE2), a central/core (AA86-372) and a C-ter-

minal (AA373-491) domain. Many interactions of IE1 and other proteins have been mapped

to a region proximal to the C-terminus, which contains four short low complexity motifs

including three acidic “domains” (AD1, AD2 and AD3) enriched in aspartic and glutamic

acid, and a stretch of amino acids enriched in serine and proline (SP) [49]. The AD1 and SP

motifs have been implicated in IE1/STAT2 binding [49, 53]. The terminal 16 amino acids fol-

lowing these four motifs are responsible for nucleosome targeting, and are thus named the

chromatin tethering domain (CTD) [51] (Fig 4A).

To examine whether the IE1/Hes1 interaction depends on residues in the C-terminal

domain of IE1, we tested a number of IE1 deletion mutants (Fig 4A). To this end, 293T cells

were co-transfected with constructs expressing Hes1 and wild-type (IE1) or mutant IE1. The

IE1/Hes1 interaction was observed at ratios of pCDH-Hes1: pEYFP-IE1 (Hes1:IE1) plasmid

DNA of 1:1 and 1:5 (S3A Fig). A clearer result was obtained at the ratio of 1:1, and therefore a
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1:1 ratio was used for further interaction analysis. The steady-state levels of all tested IE1

mutants were comparable to that of wild-type IE1 in cell lysates (Fig 4B and 4C). Subsequently,

the interaction of IE1 mutants with Hes1 was investigated by IP analysis. To rule out any non-

specific binding, the plasmid pEYFP and normal IgG were used as the vector control and the

Fig 3. IE1 interacts with Hes1. (A) Subcellular localization of IE1 and Hes1 in NPCs. Following mock (M) or HCMV infection (V) at an
MOI of 0.5, NPCs grown on coverslips were collected at 4hpi for immunofluorescence assay. Shown are representative images from 3
independent experiments. The boxed regions are presented with higher magnification. Scale bar, 5μm. (B) Interaction of IE1 and Hes1 in
HCMV infected NPCs. NPCs were harvested at 12hpi frommock (M), TNwt (wt), TNdlIE1 (dlIE1) or TNrvIE1 (rvIE1) infection (MOI = 10),
and subjected to IE1-directed IP analysis and subsequent IB for Hes1 and IE1. The indicated proteins were also examined in cell lysates.
The values listed below the blots indicate the relative protein level of Hes1 compared to the corresponding mock control following β-actin
normalization. Representative results from 3 independent experiments are shown. (C) Interaction of IE1 and Hes1 in transduced NPCs.
NPCs were transduced with lentivirus expressing IE1. Cells were harvested at 72 hour post transduction and subjected to either IE1- or
Hes1-directed IP analysis and subsequent IB for Hes1 and IE1, with normal IgG as a nonspecific antibody control. Representative
results from 3 independent experiments are shown. (D) IE1/Hes1 physical interaction in transfected 293T cells. 293T cells co-transfected
with 6μg pCDH-Hes1 and 6μg pEYFP-IE1 were collected 48hpt. Cells were analyzed by IE1- or Hes1-directed IP (normal IgG served as
a nonspecific antibody control) and subsequent IB for Hes1 and IE1, respectively. The total IE1 and Hes1 protein levels in cell lysates
were also assessed. (E) IE1/Hes1 physical interaction in the absence of DNA and RNA. Following co-transfection with 6μg pCDH-Hes1
(Hes1) and 6μg pEYFP-GFP (vector) or pEYFP-IE1 (IE1) for 48h, 293T cells were harvested. Cell lysates were treated with DNase and
RNase prior to IE1-directed IP (normal IgG served as a nonspecific antibody control) and subsequent IB for IE1 and Hes1. The total IE1
and Hes1 protein levels in cell lysates were also assessed.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006542.g003
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Fig 4. The IE1/Hes1 interaction requires AA451-475 of IE1. (A) Schematic diagram of wild-type IE1 and IE1 mutants used
in this study. (B-C) IE1 region required for IE1/Hes1 interaction in vivo. Following co-transfection with 6μg plasmid pCDH-Hes1
and 6μg pEYFP -based plasmids expressing wild-type or mutant IE1 (Δ373–420, Δ476–491, Δ421–475, Δ86–404, Δ421–445
and Δ451–475) for 48h, 293T cells were sequentially processed for Hes1-directed IP and IB for IE1 and Hes1. The total IE1
and Hes1 protein levels in cell lysates were also assessed. Band corresponding to IgG heavy chains are indicated by arrows.
(D) Interaction of purified IE1 or Δ451–475 and Hes1 in vitro. 1μg of each purified protein was mixed and subjected to pull
down assay as described in Materials and Methods. (E) Interaction between IE1 or Δ451–475 and Hes1 in infected NPCs.
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nonspecific IP antibody control, respectively (S3B Fig). Due to the lack of commercial antibod-

ies from different species for Hes1 and IE1, both the IP and the subsequent IB were performed

with mouse monoclonal antibodies. This resulted in the detection of IgG heavy chains (Fig 4B,

4C and 4E, indicated by arrows). IE1 mutants Δ373–420, Δ476–491 and Δ86–404 were found
to be co-precipitated with Hes1, but not Δ421–475 (Fig 4B). To exclude the potential interfer-
ence of heavy chain bands, which were similar to the size of Δ421–475, and narrow down the

interaction site of IE1, AA421-475 was further subdivided along the boundary of AD2 and

AD3 into AA421-445 and AA451-475. One of the resulting IE1 mutants (Δ421–445) was still
capable of binding Hes1, while the other one (Δ451–475) failed to interact, as determined by

IP analysis (Fig 4C). Both mutants (Δ421–445 and Δ451–475) were clearly distinguishable
from the heavy chain. To confirm that AA451-475 of IE1 is required for binding to Hes1 and

to test whether the interaction occurs in the absence of other viral or host factors, His-tagged

versions of Hes1, IE1, and IE1Δ451–475 were expressed in E. coli, purified using metal affinity

chromatography, and used in an in vitro pull-down assay. As shown in Fig 4D, His-IE1 but

not His-Δ451–475 pulled down His-Hes1. Furthermore, the IE1/Hes1 interaction, along

with Hes1 downregulation, was not observed in NPCs infected with AA451-475 deleted virus

(TN-IE1(Δ451–475)) (Fig 4E).

Taken together, our results indicate that IE1-mediated Hes1 downregulation is linked to

direct interaction between the two proteins, which requires the AA451-475 region (comprising

the AD3 motif) within the C-terminal domain of IE1.

IE1 prompts Hes1 ubiquitination in vivo

Recently published findings have revealed that the IE1 protein of Rhesus cytomegalovirus, a

close homolog of HCMV IE1, contains a secondary protein structure similar to the coiled-

coiled domain of TRIM-25 [41]. Many TRIM proteins have E3 ubiquitin ligase activity [42],

and several IE proteins of herpesviruses other than HCMV also function as E3 ubiquitin

ligases, some of which share functional similarities with HCMV IE1 [43, 44, 47, 54, 55].

These data lead us to investigate whether HCMV IE1 mediates Hes1 downregulation through

prompting its ubiquitination and proteasomal degradation.

When levels of ubiquitinated Hes1 were examined in NPCs, Hes1 ubiquitination was

observed in both mock- and HCMV-infected cells, indicating that the ubiquitin-proteasome

pathway is involved in Hes1 protein regulation, which is concordant with previous observa-

tions in other cell types [16, 52]. Treatment with the proteasome inhibitor MG132 led to a sub-

stantial increase of Hes1 steady-state levels in cell lysates, as well as of ubiquitinated Hes1 in

HCMV-infected NPCs, compared to DMSO controls and mock-infected NPCs (Fig 5A).

Notably, MG132 treatment did not completely restore the Hes1 protein levels in the infected

samples to levels found in mock control, indicating proteasomal degradation is likely not the

only mechanism involved in Hes1 regulation. To examine the effect of IE1 on prompting Hes1

ubiquitination, NPCs were transduced with a lentivirus expressing IE1. After confirmation

of IE1 expression, cells were treated with MG132 or DMSO, and then subjected to Hes1-dir-

ected IP followed by IB against ubiquitin. The levels of ubiquitinated Hes1 were increased in

MG132-treated IE1-expressing NPCs compared to the MG132-treated IE1-negative cells (Fig

5B). Furthermore, the ubiquitination level of Hes1 protein in TN-IE1(Δ451–475)-infected NPCs

Following mock (M), TNwt (wt), TN-IE1(Δ451–475) (IE1(Δ451–475)) or TNrvIE1 (rvIE1) infection at an MOI of 10, NPCs were
harvested at 12hpi and cell lysates were subjected to either Hes1- or IE1-directed IP analysis and subsequent IB for IE1 or
Hes1, respectively. The total IE1/2 and Hes1 protein levels in cell lysates were also assessed. The band corresponding to IgG
heavy chain is indicated by an arrow.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006542.g004
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Fig 5. IE1 prompts Hes1 ubiquitination in vivo. (A) Effect of HCMV infection on ubiquitination of endogenous Hes1 in
NPCs. Following mock (M) or HCMV infection (V) for 3h (MOI = 3), NPCs were treated with 12.5μMMG132 (+) or equivalent
volume of DMSO (-) for 9h, and harvested at 12 hpi. Cell lysates were subjected to Hes1-directed IP and subsequent IB for
ubiquitin (Ub) and Hes1. (B) Effect of IE1 on ubiquitination of endogenous Hes1 in transduced NPCs. NPCs were transduced
with lentivirus expressing IE1 (IE1) or control (Ctl). Cells were treated with MG132 (+) or equivalent volume of DMSO (-) when
GFP signal was clearly observed, harvested after being treated for 12 h, and subjected to Hes1-directed IP and subsequent IB
for ubiquitin (Ub) and Hes1. (C) Effect of IE1 AA451-475 on ubiquitination of endogenous Hes1 in HCMV infected NPCs.
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was significantly lower than that in TNwt- and TNrvIE1-infected NPCs, while similar to that

in mock-infected NPCs (Fig 5C). Consistently, IE1 but not Δ451–475 promoted exogenous

Hes1 ubiquitination in transfected 293T cells (Fig 5D). These data suggested that IE1 downre-

gulates Hes1 protein level by enhancing its ubiquitination and proteasomal degradation, and

that these activities require AA451-475 of IE1.

Consistent with ubiquitination as a mechanism for Hes1 downregulation, expression of IE1

reduced the half-life of exogenous Hes1 from 19.1±2.9 min to 9.3±0.2 min in transfected 293T

cells, while similar expression levels of IE1 mutant Δ451–475 did not alter Hes1 half-life (20.7

±2.7 min) (S4 Fig).

IE1 assembles Hes1 ubiquitination complex and mediates Hes1
ubiquitination in vitro

To ubiquitinate a substrate, it is necessary that an E3 ubiquitin ligase (E3) assembles the ubi-

quitination complex composed of E2 conjugating enzyme (E2), E3 and the substrate [56].

Therefore, we next investigated whether IE1 interacts with an E2 and Hes1 (substrate) and

mediates the complex formation. Ubc5a serves as an E2 in HSV-1 ICP0 ubiquitinating Sp100A

and KSHV RTA ubiquitinating IRF-7 and MyD88 [48, 55, 57], and an interaction between

HCMV IE1 and Ubc5a was also observed in HCMV infected NPCs (Fig 6A). Thus, Ubc5a

was used in the following assays as a potential E2 for IE1-mediated Hes1 ubiquitination. To

exclude the possibility of influence from other viral or cellular components, the prokaryotically

expressed proteins of His-Hes1, His-IE1 and His-Δ451–475 were purified. The purity of the
purified recombinant proteins was examined by SDS-PAGE and Coomassie Brilliant Blue

staining (S5A Fig). The purified proteins were incubated in vitro together with commercial

Hes1- or Ubc5a-specific antibodies, and subjected to IP assay. The results showed that both

Ubc5a (E2) and His-Hes1 (substrate) interact with IE1, and the His-Hes1/Ubc5a interaction

was observed only in the presence of IE1, indicating that IE1 mediated the His-Hes1/Ubc5a

interaction (Fig 6B). These data suggested that IE1 interacts with both Ubc5a and His-Hes1 to

assemble a ubiquitination complex.

To confirm whether IE1 can mediate Hes1 ubiquitination as an E3 ligase, an in vitro ubiqui-

tination reaction was also performed. The in vitro ubiquitination reaction included His-Hes1,

His-IE1 or His-IE1Δ451–475 (4μg), ubiquitin activating enzyme (E1), Ubc5a, ubiquitin and

the reaction buffer containing ATP. Following a 2 hours’ incubation at the indicated tempera-

ture, the reaction products were subjected to Hes1-directed IP followed by IB for ubiquitin.

The addition of His-IE1 led to ubiquitinated His-Hes1, whereas ubiquitinated Hes1 was unde-

tectable when the IE1 mutant His-Δ451–475 rather than the wild-type protein was present in

the reaction. No Hes1 ubiquitination was observed in the absence of E1, Ubc5a or ubiquitin,

which ruled out non-specific reactions (Fig 6C). To further confirm this result, we doubled the

amount of the purified proteins (8μg) used in the in vitro ubiquitination assay and directly

assayed the results by IB with anti-Hes1 antibody but without a prior IP. Ubiquitinated

Hes1 was clearly detectable only in the presence of His-IE1 together with all other necessary

NPCs were subjected to mock (M), TNwt (wt), TN-IE1(Δ451–475) (IE1(Δ451–475)) or TNrvIE1 (rvIE1) infection at an MOI of 10. At
3hpi, NPCs were treated with 12.5μMMG132 (+) for 9h, and then harvested at 12 hpi. Cell lysates were subjected to
Hes1-directed IP and subsequent IB for ubiquitin (Ub) and Hes1. (D) Effect of IE1 AA451-475 on ubiquitination of exogenous
Hes1 in 293T cells. 293T cells were co-transfected with 0.25μg pCDH-Hes1 and 2.5μg pEYFP (vector), pEYFP-IE1 (IE1) or
pEYFP-IE1(Δ451–475) (Δ451–475). At 36 hpt, cells were treated with MG132 (+), and harvested after 12h treatment. Cell lysates
were then subjected to Hes1-directed IP and subsequent IB for ubiquitin (Ub) and Hes1. For all the ubiquitination analysis in
vivo, total levels of the indicated proteins were also examined in the corresponding cell lysates. The values listed below the
Hes1 blots indicate the relative protein levels of Hes1 compared to the control(s) following β-actin normalization.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006542.g005
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Fig 6. IE1 assembles a Hes1 ubiquitination complex and leads to ubiquitination of Hes1 in vitro. (A) Interaction between IE1 and
Ubc5a in HCMV infected NPCs. NPCs were infected with HCMV at an MOI of 3, and harvested at 12hpi. Cell lysates were subjected to
IE1- or Ubc5a-directed IP followed by IB against IE1 and Ubc5a. Normal IgG was applied as the nonspecific antibody control. (B) Effect
of IE1 on assembling the Hes1 and Ubc5a ubiquitination complex. The purified His-Hes1 (1μg) was mixed with Ubc5a (1μg) in the
presence or absence of purified His-IE1 (1μg). The mixtures were then subjected to Hes1- or Ubc5a-directed IP, followed by IB for the
indicated component proteins. Normal IgG was applied as the nonspecific antibody control. The input components in the reaction were
examined. (C-D) Effect of IE1 AA451-475 on ubiquitination of Hes1 in vitro. Purified His-tagged proteins (His-Hes1, His-IE1, His-Δ451–
475) were mixed with ubiquitin-activating enzyme (E1), ubiquitin-conjugating enzyme Ubc5a (E2) and ubiquitin as described in Materials
andMethods, and then incubated at the indicated temperature for 2 h to perform the in vitro ubiquitination reaction. The mixtures were
subjected to Hes1-directed IP and subsequent IB for ubiquitin (Ub) (C). Alternatively, the products from in vitro ubiquitination reactions
were directly subjected to IB with anti-Hes1 (D). According to protein size, mono-ubiquitinated Hes1 is indicated by an asterisk (*). The
input components in the reaction were examined, and the indicated proteins are shown.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006542.g006
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components, but His-Δ451–475 failed to ubiquitinate His-Hes1 (Fig 6D). These data indicate

that IE1 mediates Hes1 ubiquitination in vitro as a potential E3 ubiquitin ligase, and AA451-

475 is required for IE1-mediated Hes1 ubiquitination.

Taken together, HCMV IE1 assembles Ubc5a and His-Hes1 to form a ubiquitination com-

plex and mediates Hes1 ubiquitination as a potential E3 ubiquitin ligase. These processes

require AA451-475 of the IE1 protein.

IE1 prompts Sp100A ubiquitination and assembles a Sp100A
ubiquitination complex

Sp100A is one of the major components of PML-NBs. Previously published data show that

Sp100A is downregulated upon HCMV infection via proteasomal degradation, and IE1, which

interacts with Sp100A, is potentially involved in this HCMV induced Sp100A downregulation

[58, 59]. Sp100A is also a ubiquitination substrate of HSV-1 ICP0, an E3 ubiquitin ligase [55].

Moreover, both HCMV IE1 and HSV-1 ICP0 are IE proteins of herpesviruses and share cer-

tain similarities in their functions. Based on this evidence we next considered whether HCMV

IE1 downregulates Sp100A via ubiquitination.

Both the endogenous and exogenous Sp100A were downregulated by IE1 in a dose-depen-

dent manner in 293T cells (Fig 7A and 7B), which is supported by previous observations [58,

59]. Since downregulation of exogenous Sp100A was more efficient than endogenous Sp100A,

the ubiquitination level of exogenous Sp100A was subsequently examined by in vivo ubiquiti-

nation assay in 293T cells transfected with pCMV-Myc-Sp100A and pEYFP-IE1 or vector

control. Cells were treated with MG132 or DMSO, and then subjected to Myc-directed IP fol-

lowed by IB against ubiquitin. Following treatment with MG132, the expressed IE1 increased

the ubiquitination level of Myc-Sp100A compared to the vector controls, suggesting that IE1

prompts Sp100A ubiquitination in vivo (Fig 7C). Δ451–475 and wild-type IE1 showed a similar

capacity to ubiquitinate Sp100A (Fig 7D), which was different from that observed with the ubi-

quitination of Hes1.

To exclude interference from other cellular components in the in vivo system, ubiquitina-

tion complex formation and ubiquitination capacity were examined in vitro using purified

His-Sp100A and His-IE1 (S5B Fig). His-IE1 bound to both Ubc5a and His-Sp100A (substrate),

and mediated the interaction between them (Fig 7E), indicating IE1 plays an essential role

in formation of the Sp100A ubiquitination complex. Moreover, ubiquitinated Sp100A was

detected in the presence of His-IE1, as well as His-Δ451–475, together with all other necessary

components (Fig 7F). Importantly, deletion of AA451-475 abolished the ubiquitination capac-

ity of IE1 on Hes1 (Figs 5C, 5D and 6C, 6D), but had no influence on IE1-induced Sp100A

ubiquitination (Fig 7D and 7F).

The differential effect of IE1 AA451-475 deletion on Hes1 and Sp100A prompted us to ana-

lyze whether AA451-475 is also required for downregulation of Sp100A by IE1. Consistent

with the ubiquitination capacity, IE1 mutant Δ451–475 failed to reduce the protein levels of

exogenous Hes1 in 293T cells (Fig 8A). However, Δ451–475 still downregulated exogenous

Sp100A (Fig 8B), and accordingly, retained a capacity for binding to Sp100A (Fig 8C). These

data indicate AA451-475 is not required for either Sp100A downregulation or the IE1/Sp100A

interaction.

Taken together, consistent with regulation of Hes1 by IE1, IE1 initiates Sp100A ubiquitina-

tion and assembles an Sp100A ubiquitination complex. Moreover, while AA451-475 of IE1 are

necessary for the IE1/Hes1 interaction, this region is dispensable for IE1-mediated Sp100A

downregulation and IE1/Sp100A interaction.
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Fig 7. IE1 induces ubiquitination of Sp100A and assembles an Sp100A ubiquitination complex. (A-B) Effect of IE1
on the protein levels of endogenous and exogenous Sp100A in 293T cells. 293T cells were transfected with pEYFP-IE1
(IE1) or pEYFP (vector) in the absence (A) or presence (B) of pCMV-Myc-Sp100A (Myc-Sp100A). Cells were harvested at
48hpt for immunoblotting. Endogenous (A) or exogenous (B) Sp100A levels were examined by antibodies against Sp100A
or Myc, respectively. The values listed below the blots indicate the relative protein levels of Sp100A compared to the
controls following β-actin normalization. Representative images of IB from 3 independent experiments are shown (upper
panel), and relative levels of Sp100A are presented as the mean ± SD (lower panel). **, P�0.01. (C-D) Effect of IE1 on
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Discussion

As a critical downstream effector in Notch signaling, the Hes1 protein regulates the fate of

NPCs by repressing the transcription of pro-neural genes and thus plays an essential role in

maintaining the stem cell status of NPCs, governing their differentiation towards neurons or

glia, and controlling fetal brain development [16, 17]. Congenital HCMV infection is one of

the most common causes of neurological disabilities in children. However, the relationship

between Hes1 regulation and virus infection, in particular whether and how HCMV regulates

ubiquitination of exogenous Sp100A in 293T cells. 293T cells were transfected with 0.1μg pCMV-Myc-Sp100A (Myc-
Sp100A) and 2μg pEYFP-IE1 (IE1), pEYFP-IE1(Δ451–475) (Δ451–475), or pEYFP (vector). At 36hpt, cells were treated with
MG132 (+) or DMSO (-) for 12 h. Cell lysates were subjected to Myc-directed IP and subsequent IB for ubiquitin (Ub) and
Myc. The indicated proteins were also examined in the cell lysates. (E) Effect of IE1 on assembling the Sp100A
ubiquitination complex. Purified His-Sp100A was mixed with Ubc5a in the presence or absence of purified His-IE1. The
mixtures were then subjected to Sp100A- or Ubc5a-directed IP, followed by IB for the indicated proteins. Representative
results from 3 independent experiments are shown. Normal IgG was used as the nonspecific antibody control. The input
components in the reaction were examined, and the indicated proteins are shown. (F) Effect of IE1 on ubiquitination of
Sp100A in vitro. Purified His-IE1 or His-Δ451–475 were mixed together with His-Sp100A, E1, E2 (Ubc5a) and ubiquitin as
described above and in Materials and Methods, and incubated at the indicated temperature for 2h to perform in vitro

ubiquitination reaction. Themixtures were subjected to Sp100A-directed IP and subsequent IB for ubiquitin (Ub). The input
components in the reaction were examined, and the indicated proteins are shown. Themono-ubiquitinated Sp100A is
indicated by an asterisk (*) according to the protein size.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006542.g007

Fig 8. IE1 AA451-475 is dispensable for Sp100A interaction and downregulation. (A-B) Effect of Δ451–475 on protein
levels of exogenous Hes1 and Sp100A in 293T cells. 293T cells were co-transfected with 0.25μg pCDH-Hes1 (Hes1) (A) or
pCMV-Myc-Sp100A (Myc-Sp100A) (B) along with 2.5μg pEYFP (vector), pEYFP-IE1 (IE1) or pEYFP-IE1(Δ451–475) (Δ451–
475). Cells were harvested at 48hpt for IB to examine the protein levels of Hes1 (A) or Sp100A (B). The values listed below
the blots indicate the relative protein levels of Hes1 or Sp100A compared to the controls following β-actin normalization.
Representative images from 3 independent experiments are shown (upper panel), and relative protein levels are presented
as the mean ± SD (lower panel). *, P�0.05; **, P�0.01. (C) Interaction of IE1 or Δ451–475 with Sp100A in 293T cells. 293T
cells were transfected with 6μg pCMV-Myc-Sp100A (Myc-Sp100A) and 6μg pEYFP (vector), pEYFP-IE1 (IE1) or
pEYFP-IE1(Δ451–475) (Δ451–475). Cells were harvested at 48hpt and cell lysates were subjected to Myc-directed IP and
subsequent IB for IE1 and Myc. Normal IgG was applied as nonspecific antibody control, and the indicated proteins were
examined in the cell lysates. The band corresponding to IgG heavy chain is indicated by an arrow.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.ppat.1006542.g008
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Hes1, remained unknown. In the present study, we report for the first time that HCMV infec-

tion downregulates Hes1 protein at the level in human NPCs through IE1 via a newly identi-

fied function, which may be a key mechanism that contributes to fetal brain maldevelopment

caused by congenital HCMV infection.

Hes1 protein synthesis is highly regulated at the transcription level and by rapid degrada-

tion through the ubiquitin-proteasome pathway [52]. To exclude the possibility of potential

interference of endogenous Hes1 transcription in NPCs, exogenous Hes1 was constitutively

expressed in 293T cells using construct pCDH-Hes1. Under the control of the HCMVmajor

IE promoter, the transcription level of Hes1 was elevated in the presence of HCMV IE1, but

the protein level of Hes1 was still decreased, indicating the strong downregulating effect of IE1

on Hes1 at the post-translational level. In addition, IE1 physically interacts with Hes1, thus

leading us to ask whether IE1 downregulates Hes1 through the ubiquitin-proteasome pathway.

The ubiquitin-proteasome pathway has been implicated in numerous physiological pro-

cesses and disease outcomes, including regulation of genes controlling fetal brain develop-

ment, and has been associated with neurodegenerative diseases [60, 61]. Additionally, the

proteasome pathway is also one of the cellular machineries commonly hijacked by viruses to

degrade cellular or viral proteins to favor virus replication [62–64]. For example, HSV-1 uti-

lizes proteasome-mediated ubiquitination-independent proteolysis for successful target cell

entry [65], and KSHV relies on ubiquitin-dependent proteasome degradation for viral entry

and intracellular trafficking in endothelial cells [66]. The ubiquitination-proteasome pathway

is also utilized by HCMV to promote viral gene expression [67].

Ubiquitination relies on three essential steps, each depending on particular enzyme(s): (1)

activation of ubiquitin by ubiquitin-activating enzyme (E1); (2) transfer of the activated ubi-

quitin to ubiquitin-conjugating enzyme (E2) and formation of an E2-Ub thioester; and (3)

formation of an isopeptide bond between ubiquitin and the substrate protein by ubiquitin pro-

tein ligase (E3) [68]. To accomplish step 3, E3 ubiquitin ligase assembles a ubiquitination com-

plex by interacting with both the E2-Ub thioester and the specific substrate, and then mediates

the transfer of ubiquitin from the E2-Ub thioester to the substrate [69]. This specific substrate

recognition and interaction of E3 ubiquitin ligase also confers the specificity of ubiquitination

[70].

Many viral proteins have been identified to possess E3 ubiquitin ligase activity, and several

members of the herpesvirus also encode their own E3 ubiquitin ligases, such as ICP0 of HSV-

1, ORF61P of VZV, K3/K5 and RTA of KSHV, as well as mK3 and ORF75c of murine gamma

herpesvirus 68 (MHVγ68) [54, 71]. Although no HCMV-, or even β-herpesvirus-, encoded E3
ubiquitin ligase has been identified, the following data imply that HCMV IE1 might be an E3

ubiquitin ligase: (1) all identified E3 ubiquitin ligases of herpesviruses are IE proteins [54]; (2)

HCMV IE1 involves in HCMV infection induced Sp100A downregulation through proteaso-

mal pathway, and interacts with Sp100A, which is also a target of HSV-1 encoded E3 ubiquitin

ligase ICP0 [55, 58, 59, 72]; (3) the central core domain of the Rhesus cytomegalovirus IE1, the

HCMV IE1 homolog, shares certain secondary structure similarity with the TRIM proteins,

many of which function as E3 ubiquitin ligases [41]; and (4) most viral E3 ubiquitin ligases

belong to the RING E3 family, whose activity depends on the RING domain—two zinc atoms

complexed with the cysteine/histidine residues in a ‘cross-brace’ manner [73]. Interestingly,

IE1 contains a zinc finger motif (HX2HXFX3LX2CX4C, AA267-284) with two cysteines and

two histidines (underlined) capable of binding Zn2
+ [37]. Our results and these known features

of HCMV IE1 structure lead us to speculate that this viral protein may function as an E3 ubi-

quitin ligase and downregulate Hes1 and Sp100A via ubiquitination.

IE1 does not contain any known canonical E3 ubiquitin ligase motifs, including HECT

domain, RING finger and U-box [68]. However, proteins without these structures may also act
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as E3 ubiquitin ligases [73]. For example, RTA of KSHV functions as an E3 ubiquitin ligase

regulating IRF7, K-RBP, MyD88, LANA-1 and KbZIP, but lacks any of the known E3 motifs

[48, 57, 71]. The different families of E3 ubiquitin ligases regulate versatile E3 substrates via

various E3 functional mechanisms, and their substrate recognition specificity makes E3 ubi-

quitin ligases share very few unified sequences or structure similarities. Thus, the most con-

vincing and efficient method to identify a specific protein as an E3 ubiquitin ligase is through

biochemical methods, including the in vitro ubiquitination assay [68].

Our studies have provided several findings to support the role of IE1 as a potential E3 ubi-

quitin ligase: (1) the purified IE1 ubiquitinates substrates Hes1 and Sp100A in vitro in the

presence of E1, Ubc5a, ubiquitin and ATP, and the absence of any of these components

resulted in a failure of IE1 to function in the ubiquitination assay; (2) IE1 interacts with

Ubc5a and the substrates, which is one of the common features of E3 ubiquitin ligases [68,

73]; and (3) the ubiquitination reaction requires the formation of the E2/E3/substrate com-

plex[56], and our data demonstrate that IE1 assembles Ubc5a and substrate (Hes1 and

Sp100A) to form a tripartite complex. Ubc5a was used as the E2 in the in vitro ubiquitination

reaction because it is recruited as an E2 enzyme when HSV-1 ICP0 or KSHV RTA ubiquiti-

nate Sp100A or IRF-7 and MyD88, respectively [48, 55, 57]. Taken together, these results

demonstrate that HCMV IE1 assembles the Ubc5a and Hes1 or Sp100A to form a ubiquitina-

tion complex, and mediates the ubiquitination of the substrates, thus functioning as a poten-

tial E3 ubiquitin ligase.

AD3 (AA 451–475) in the C-terminal domain of IE1 is essential for the interaction of IE1/

Hes1 but not IE1/Sp100A. IE1 Δ451–475 failed to interact with and downregulate the Hes1

protein, but retained its effect on Sp100A. The E3 ubiquitin ligase requires the assembly of the

ubiquitination complex by binding E2 and substrate, thus AA451-475 of IE1 is a Hes1 binding

site rather than the active site of E3 ubiquitin ligase activity. According to the structure of IE1,

AA280 and AA284 cysteines within the putative zinc finger motif may be the potential catalytic

sites of E3 activity. Alternatively, the IE1 zinc finger possibly mediates the interaction of IE1

and Ubc5a, similar to cellular E3 RNF125 (also known as TRAC-1) [74]. However, the E3 cata-

lytic center of IE1 may be located elsewhere and thus requires further investigation.

Multiple host cellular factors restrict viral replication. For instance, PML-NBs, consisting of

PML, Daxx, Sp100A and other proteins, suppress HCMV replication as intrinsic anti-viral

structures [75, 76]. Depletion of Sp100A, an important PML-NB component, enhances IE1/2

expression and HCMV replication [58]. Correspondingly, viruses target the intrinsic cellular

defense proteins through viral encoded E3 ubiquitin ligases to counteract host restriction and

favor viral replication [54, 55, 62]. HCMV has been reported to downregulate Sp100A via the

proteasomal pathway, and IE1 has been implicated in this process [58, 59], which supports our

finding that IE1 prompts Sp100A ubiquitination and proteasomal degradation as an E3 ligase.

Downregulation of Sp100A protein occurred in both Towne and AD169 infected fibro-

blasts, but at different timing. Towne infection started to decrease Sp100A protein as early as

12 hpi, but obvious Sp100A protein downregulation was observed till the late stage (72 hpi) of

AD169 infection [58, 59]. IE1 proteins of Towne and AD169 differ at only AA68 and AA394,

Arginine and Alanine for HCMV-IE1, and Histidine and Valine for AD169-IE1, respectively.

Both variations employ amino acids with similar characters, and locate outside of the potential

E3 catalytic regions. Therefore, IE1 of both strains are presumed to similarly boost Sp100A

degradation as E3 to facilitate viral replication, which is partially supported by the above men-

tioned studies [58, 59]. On the contrary, host cells also upregulate Sp100A to activate the

intrinsic anti-viral response upon viral infection, and different viruses possibly trigger various

levels of cellular response, as well as Sp100A upregulation. Taken together, the variation of

Sp100A downregulation timing observed upon Towne and AD169 infection is resulted by the
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different cellular and viral counteraction profiles induced by different viruses. But this hypoth-

esis requires further confirmation.

Our preliminary data also showed that the expression levels of IE1/2 were decreased in

Hes1 overexpressing human embryonic lung fibroblast cells (HELs) (S6 Fig). The downre-

gulation of Hes1 through HCMV IE1 is a probable mechanism to counteract the suppres-

sion of Hes1. However, the mechanism by which Hes1 regulates HCMV replication remains

unknown and requires further investigation.

In summary, (i) HCMV infection downregulates Hes1 protein through IE1; (ii) IE1 directly

interacts with Hes1, prompting Hes1 ubiquitination and proteasomal degradation, and thus

reduces the half-life and the steady-state level of the Hes1 protein; and (iii) Sp100A is identified

to be another target of HCMV IE1-mediated ubiquitination. In addition, IE1 assembles E2

(Ubc5a) and substrate (Hes1 and Sp100A) to form a ubiquitination complex, and further

mediates their ubiquitination. The regulation of Hes1 by IE1 requires AA451-475, which

mediate binding to Hes1, but this region is not required for regulation of Sp100A. Our study

not only suggests an important mechanism for fetal brain development disorders induced by

congenital HCMV infection, but also reveals a novel unanticipated function of HCMV IE1 as

a potential E3 ubiquitin ligase.

Materials andmethods

Ethics statement

Human neural progenitor cells (NPCs) and human embryonic lung fibroblast cells (HELs)

were isolated from postmortem fetal embryo tissues of brain and lung, respectively. The origi-

nal source of the anonymized tissues was Zhongnan Hospital of Wuhan University (China).

The cell isolation procedures and research plans were approved by the Institutional Review

Board (IRB) (WIVH10201202) according to the Guidelines for Biomedical Research Involving

Human Subjects at Wuhan Institute of Virology, Chinese Academy of Sciences. The need for

written or oral consents was waived by IRB.

Cells and cell culture

NPCs were isolated and maintained in the laboratory as described previously [10]. Briefly, hip-

pocampus, bilateral ventricular and subventricular zone tissues were isolated from the brain,

washed with Hank’s Balanced Salt Solution (HBSS) supplemented with antibiotics (1,000U/ml

of penicillin, 1mg/ml streptomycin, Life Technologies), diced with scalpel blades and eye

scissors, digested with DMEM-F12 media (Life Technologies) containing 2.5U/ml papain

(Worthington), 40U/ml dispase II (StemCell Technologies) and 1U/ml DNase I (Qiagen) at

37˚C for 20 min, mixed with 90% Percoll in phosphate-buffered saline (PBS), and centrifu-

gated at 1,500g for 15 min. The NPCs were obtained from the top Percoll layer. The growth

medium (GM) used for NPCs was DMEM-F12 supplemented with 2mMGlutaMax, penicil-

lin-streptomycin (100U/ml and 100mg/ml) 50mg/ml gentamycin, 1.5mg/ml amphotericin

B (all from Life Technologies), 10% BIT9500 (StemCell Technologies), 20ng/ml epidermal

growth factor and 20ng/ml basic fibroblast growth factor (Prospec). For maintenance, half

of the NPCs culture medium was replaced with fresh GM every two days, and the replaced

medium was liberated from cell debris and used as conditioned medium (CM) [10].

For HELs isolation, lung tissues were prepared under sterile conditions, rinsed with PBS

containing 1,000U/ml of penicillin and 1mg/ml streptomycin, diced into 1mm3 fragments,

digested with 0.25% trypsin (Life Technologies) at 37˚C for total 15 min with gentle shaking

for three times, then mixed with equal volume of MEMmedia containing 10% fetal bovine
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serum (FBS, Life Technologies), and centrifuged at 500g for 10 min. The HELs were obtained

from the pellet.

HELF-IE1, the cell line stably expressing HCMV IE1, was obtained by lentivirus (pCDH-

puro-IE1) transduction and puromycin (8μg/ml, Sigma) selection on HELFs, which are

immortalized human embryonic lung fibroblast cells (kindly provided by Dr. Jason J. Chen at

Columbia University). Expression of IE1 was confirmed by immunoblotting and the resulting

HELF-IE1 cell line was maintained in the presence of puromycin (4μg/ml). Human embryonic

kidney (HEK) 293T cells were purchased from ATCC (CRL-11268). The cells were cultured in

appropriate medium (MEM for HELs and HELF-IE1, and DMEM for 293T) supplemented

with 10% FBS, penicillin-streptomycin (100U/ml and 100mg/ml) at 37˚C in a humidified

atmosphere containing 5% CO2.

Plasmids

For exogenous protein expression in NPCs and 293T cells, pCDH-CMV-MCS-EF1-copGFP

(referred to as pCDH, System Biosciences), pCMV-Myc and pEYFP-N1 (referred to as pEYFP,

Clontech Laboratories) were used. The coding sequences of human Hes1, Sp100A, HCMV IE1

(UL123), IE2 (UL122) and pp65 (UL83) were cloned into the vectors to generate pCDH-Hes1,

pCMV-Myc-Sp100A, pCDH-IE1, pCDH-IE2, and pCDH-pp65, respectively. pEYFP con-

structs expressing wild-type IE1 and IE1 mutants lacking specific segments of amino acids

comprised pEYFP-IE1, pEYFP-IE1(Δ86–404), pEYFP-IE1(Δ373–420), pEYFP-IE1(Δ421–445), pEYF-

P-IE1(Δ421–475), pEYFP-IE1(Δ451–475) and pEYFP-IE1(Δ476–491). Hes1, Sp100A, wild-type IE1

and IE1(Δ451–475) were also cloned into pET28a with a hexa-histidine- (His-) tag fused to

their N-termini for prokaryotic expression and purification of the target proteins, including

pET-Hes1 (His-Hes1), pET-Sp100A (His-Sp100A), pET-IE1 (His-IE1) and pET-IE1(Δ451–475)
(His-Δ451–475). For IE1 knock-down, lentiviruses expressing a short hairpin RNA (shRNA)

targeting IE1 (sh-IE1) and a non-specific scrambled shRNA control (Scram) were applied. The

sequences of shRNAs are as follows: sh-IE1, GCT GTG CTG CTA TGT CTT AGA CTC GAG

TCT AAG ACA TAG CAG CAC AGC TTT TTG; Scram, CCT AAG GTT AAG TCG CCC

TCG CTC GAG CGA GGG CGA CTT AAC CTT AGG TTT TTG.

Viruses and infection

The viruses applied for infection comprised wild-type HCMV Towne strain (referred to as

HCMV, ATCC VR-977), and its bacterial artificial chromosome (BAC)-derived recombinant

viruses including TNwt (wild-type), TNdlIE1 (IE1 deleted), TNrvIE1 (IE1 revertant) and

TN-IE1(Δ451–475) (IE1-AA451-475 deleted). TNwt, TNdlIE1 and TNrvIE1 were described pre-

viously [49, 50]. TN-IE1(Δ451–475) was generated by deleting the sequence encoding AA451-475

of IE1 from TNwt BAC via homologous recombination in E.coli DY380, followed by reconsti-

tution in HELs as described previously [77, 78]. Viruses were propagated in HELs (HCMV,

TNwt and TNrvIE1) or HELF-IE1 cells (TNdlIE1 and TN-IE1(Δ451–475)), titrated by standard

plaque forming assay on monolayers of HELs, and stored as aliquots at -80˚C for later use

[79]. For infection, NPCs were infected with the indicated viruses at the specified multiplicity

of infection (MOI), and the inoculum was replaced with culture medium consisting of half

fresh GM and half CM at 3hpi [10]. Infected cells were collected at the indicated time points

for further analysis.

Transgene expression

Exogenous gene expression in 293T (1.5×106 cells in 100-mm dishes) was accomplished using

the specified amounts of the indicated plasmid DNA for transfection by Ca3(PO4)2 precipitation
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following a standard protocol as described previously [80]. For NPCs, nucleofection with

plasmid or transduction using lentivirus were performed as described previously [5]. Nucleofec-

tion was performed using the Amaxa Mouse NSC Nucleofector Kit (Lonza) following the man-

ufacturer’s instructions. Briefly, NPCs (5×106) were mixed with 100μl Mesenchymal Stem Cell

(MSC) Nucleofector Solution (82μl Nucleofector Solution with 18μl Supplement 1) containing

specified amount of indicated plasmid DNA, transferred to a certified cuvette, and transfected

using Nucleofector Program A-033. After nucleofection, NPCs were gently transferred to

100-mm dishes coated with poly-D-lysine, cultured in GM/CMmixture (1:1) for further

culture and experiments. Lentiviruses were prepared by transfecting 293T cells (1.5×106 cells in

100-mm dishes) using 15μg pCDH empty vector (serving as the vector control), pCDH-IE1,

pLKO.1-shRNA-IE1 or pLKO.1-shRNA-scram together with plasmids pML-Δ8.9 (12μg)
and pVSV-G (8μg) by Ca3(PO4)2 precipitation following a standard protocol as described

previously [80, 81]. Following a medium change at 12hpt, the supernatant containing the lenti-

viruses were harvested at 72hpt, titrated on 293T cells by quantifying GFP-positive cells, and

stored as aliquots at -80˚C for further application. NPCs were transduced with the correspond-

ing lentiviruses at an MOI of 1, and the expression of the transgene(s) was determined by

immunoblotting.

Immunoblotting (IB)

Cells were collected at the indicated time points with cell scrapers, rinsed with ice-cold PBS,

pelleted by centrifugation, snap-frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored at -80˚C until use. Cell

lysates were prepared by lysing cell pellets in Cell Lysis Buffer (Beyotime). Protein concentra-

tion of cell lysates was measured using the BCA Protein Assay Kit (Beyotime) according to the

manufacturer’s protocol as described previously [80]. Equal amounts of protein were separated

by SDS-PAGE and transferred to PVDF membranes (Millipore). After sequential incubation

with the primary antibodies against the indicated target proteins and corresponding horserad-

ish peroxidase (HRP)-conjugated secondary antibodies, the membranes were incubated with

SuperSignal West Femto Maximum Sensitivity Substrate or SuperSignal West Pico Chemilu-

minescent Substrate (Life Technologies). The chemiluminescent signals were detected using a

FluorChem HD2 System (Alpha Innotech) and analyzed densitometrically using ImageJ

(National Institutes of Health). For analyzing the cell lysates by IB, β-actin served as a loading

control. Primary mouse monoclonal antibodies for the following proteins were used: HCMV

IE1 (IgG1, Abcam, Cat# ab30924), HCMV IE2 (IgG1, Santa Cruse, Cat#SC69835), IE1/2

(IgG1, Virusys, Cat# p1215), pp65 (IgG1, Virusys, Cat# p1205), Hes1 (IgG1, Abcam, Cat#

ab119776) and β-actin (IgG1, Sungene Biotech, Cat# KM9001). HRP-conjugated goat anti-

mouse IgG (IgG, Abbkine, Cat# A21010) was used as secondary antibody.

Cycloheximide treatment

To determine whether de novo viral protein synthesis is required for Hes1 downregulation,

NPCs nucleofected with 0.25μg pCDH-Hes1 were pre-treated with 0.1mg/ml cycloheximide

(CHX, Sigma-Aldrich) for 1 hour prior to HCMV or mock infection, and CHX treatment was

maintained throughout the infection and post infection culture. Cells were collected at 12hpi,

and protein levels of IE1 and Hes1 were determined by IB. The half-life of exogenous Hes1

protein in 293T cells were measured and calculated as previously described [82]. Briefly, 293T

cells were transfected with 5μg pEYFP, pEYFP-IE1, or pEYFP-Δ451–475 together with 1μg

pCDH-Hes1. CHX (0.1mg/ml) treatment started at 24hpt, and cells were collected at the indi-

cated time points, Hes1 protein levels were determined by IB.
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Immunofluorescence assay (IFA)

NPCs grown on coverslips coated with poly-D-lysine were infected with HCMV at an MOI of

0.5, and mock infection was performed as a control. Coverslips were collected at the indicated

time points post infection and processed for IFA as described previously [83]. Mouse mono-

clonal antibodies for HCMV IE1 (IgG2a, clone p63-27, made in Prof. Britt’s lab) and Hes1

(IgG1, Abcam, Cat# ab119776) were used as primary antibodies, and FITC-anti-mouse-IgG2a

(Invitrogen, Cat# 11-4210-82) and TRITC-anti-mouse-IgG1 (Southern Biotechnology, Cat#

1070–03) were applied as secondary antibodies. Nuclei were counterstained with Hoechst

33342 (Life Technologies). Images were obtained using a two-photon microscopy with the

UltraVIEW VoX 3D Live Cell Imaging System (Perkin Elmer).

Protein purification

E. coli BL21 containing pET-Hes1, pET-Sp100A, pET-IE1 or pET-IE1(Δ451–475) respectively

was grown in Luria-Bertani medium containing kanamycin (50μg/ml, Amresco) at 37˚C

with vigorous shaking (220rpm). Isopropyl-β-D-1-thiogalactopyranoside (IPTG, 1.0mM,

Sigma-Aldrich) was applied to induce target protein expression when the OD600 reached

0.6. Cells were collected after induction at the optimized temperature for the specific times:

His-Hes1 at 37˚C for 8h, His-IE1 and His-IE1(Δ451–475) at 25˚C for 8h, and His-Sp100A at

16˚C for overnight. These His-tagged proteins were affinity-purified using the cOmplete

His-Tag Purification Resin (Roche) following the manufacturer’s instruction. Briefly, the

centrifugation pelleted cells were resuspended in Buffer A (50mM NaH2PO4, 300mM NaCl,

pH 8.0), lysed by ultrasonication, centrifuged at 4˚C to remove the cell debris, and loaded to

Buffer A equilibrated resin columns (Bio-Rad). Following a 3 hours’ rotation at 4˚C, the col-

umn was rinsed with Buffer A containing 20mM imidazole. Then, the protein was eluted

from the resin using Buffer A containing the following concentration of imidazole: 400mM

for His-Hes1, 600mM for His-Sp100A, 60mM for His-IE1 and 120mM for His-Δ451–475.
For in vitro ubiquitination analysis without IP (described below), the eluted proteins were

concentrated in Amicon Ultra-15 Centrifugal Filter Unit with Ultracel-10 membrane (Milli-

pore) following the manufacturer’s protocol. The purity of the purified or concentrated pro-

teins was examined by SDS-PAGE followed by Coomassie Brilliant Blue staining (Sigma-

Aldrich).

Protein interaction analysis

For the protein complex immunoprecipitation assay (IP), the centrifugation pelleted cells

were re-suspended in Cell Lysis Buffer (Beyotime) and spun at 12,000g for 5min to remove

debris. For the in vitro pull-down assay, 1μg of each purified protein or GST-Ubc5a protein

(BostonBiochem) was mixed and incubated in a total volume of 300μl Buffer A. Cell lysate

containing 2μg protein or the whole protein mixture was incubated with 1μg of the indicated

antibody in a total volume of 300μl Buffer A. After thoroughly mixing by rotation overnight

at 4˚C, 60μl of protein A+G agarose beads (Beyotime) were added to the reaction and incu-

bated with rotation for additional 3 hours at 4˚C. The IP complex was pelleted by centrifuga-

tion at 2,500g for 5min, washed by Cell Lysis Buffer (Beyotime), re-suspended in protein

loading buffer, subjected to SDS-PAGE, and immunoblotted (IB) for the indicated targets.

For DNase and RNase treatment, 10,000 units of DNase I (Qiagen) and 10μg RNase (Tian-

GEN) were applied to pre-treat the cell lysate for 1 hour prior to IP [84]. The applied anti-

bodies included mouse monoclonal antibodies against Hes1 (IgG1, Abcam, Cat# ab119776),
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IE1 (IgG1, Abcam, Cat# ab30924), β-actin (IgG1, Sungene Biotech, Cat# KM9001), poly-

clonal rabbit antibodies against Sp100A (IgG, Abcam, Cat# ab167605). Secondary antibod-

ies included HRP-conjugated goat anti-mouse IgG (IgG, Abbkine, Cat# A21010) and goat

anti-rabbit IgG (IgG, Abbkine, Cat# A21020). Normal mouse IgG (Boster, Cat# BA1046) or

normal rabbit IgG (cell signaling, Cat# 2729) were used as non-specific antibody controls.

Ubiquitination assays

For in vivo ubiquitination analysis, 12.5μMMG132 (Sigma-Aldrich) was applied to the cells.

HCMV-infected-NPCs were treated with MG132 starting at 3hpi, and harvested at 12hpi. For

transduced NPCs or transfected 293T cells, MG132 was administered when the expressions of

the target proteins were confirmed, and cells were treated for 12h. DMSO was applied as the

solvent control. Cell lysates were subjected to Hes1- or Myc-directed IP followed by IB using a

polyclonal rabbit antibody for ubiquitin.

For the in vitro ubiquitination assay, 4μg of each indicated purified protein was mixed with

2μg ubiquitin, 0.1μg E1 enzyme and 0.5μg Ubc5a (all from BostonBiochem) in a total volume

of 1ml reaction buffer containing 50mM Tris-HCl (pH 7.4), 5mMMgCl2, 2mMDTT, 4mM

ATP (Fermentas) and 20μMMG132 (Sigma-Aldrich) [85]. The mixture was incubated at 37˚C

or 4˚C for 2 hours, and then quenched by protease inhibitor cocktail (Roche) and 1 mMN-

ethylmaleimide (Sigma) on ice [86]. The cell lysate or reaction mixture was then subjected to

the Hes1-, Sp100A-directed IP, and followed by IB against ubiquitin.

In addition, an in vitro ubiquitination assay was also performed without IP, with using dou-

ble amount of each indicated purified protein, and the reaction mixture was directly subjected

to IB with anti-Hes1. The ubiquitination reaction included 8μg of purified and concentrated

proteins of His-IE1 or His-Δ451–475, and His-Hes1, 4μg ubiquitin, 0.5μg E1 enzyme and 1μg

Ubc5a in 60μl reaction buffer as described above.

The primary antibodies included polyclonal rabbit anti-ubiquitin (IgG, ABclonal, Cat#

A0162), -Sp100A (IgG, Abcam, Cat# ab167605) and -Ubc5a (IgG, Abcam, Cat# ab176561),

monoclonal mouse anti-Hes1 (IgG1, Abcam, Cat# ab119776), -Myc (IgG1, Sigma, Cat#

M4439), -β-actin (IgG1, Sungene Biotech, Cat# KM9001). The secondary antibodies included

HRP-conjugated goat anti-mouse IgG (IgG, Abbkine, Cat# A21010) and goat anti-rabbit IgG

(IgG, Abbkine, Cat# A21020).

Statistical analysis

The immunoblotting and immunofluorescence images shown are representative of at least

three independent experiments. The chemiluminescent signals of the immunoblotting images

were densitometrically quantitated using ImageJ (National Institutes of Health). The relative

levels of the target proteins were calculated as ratios to the corresponding control following β-
actin normalization. The values are presented below the corresponding blot. The bar graphs

were generated by using the GraphPad Prism software package based on the values from three

independent experiments, and relative protein levels are represented as average ± standard

deviation (SD). Differences were considered statistically significant when P�0.05 based on a

Student’s t-tests analysis. �, P� 0.05; ��, P� 0.01.

Supporting information

S1 Fig. Downregulation of NICD1 and Jag1 proteins during HCMV infection in NPCs. Fol-

lowing mock (M)- or HCMV (V)-infection at an MOI of 3, NPCs were collected at the indi-

cated times, and subjected to IB to examine IE1/2, NICD1, Jag1 and Hes1 proteins with β-
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actin as loading control. The values listed below the blots indicate the relative protein levels

compared to corresponding mock controls following β-actin normalization. Representative

results (A) and quantification (B) from 3 independent experiments are shown. �, P�0.05;
��, P�0.01.

(TIF)

S2 Fig. DNA and RNA are removed from the cell lysate by DNase/RNase treatment. Lysates

of 293T cells were treated with 10,000 units DNase and 10μg RNase for 1h. DNA and RNA in

non-treated and treated samples were visualized by ethidium bromide staining.

(TIF)

S3 Fig. Interaction between Hes1 and IE1 or Δ421–475. (A) IE1/Hes1 interaction at differ-

ent ratios. 293T cells were transfected with pCDH-Hes1 (Hes1) together with pEYFP-IE1

(IE1) or pEYFP (vector) at the indicated amounts. Cells were harvested at 48hpt and cell

lysates were subjected to IE1-directed IP followed by IB against IE1 and Hes1. The proteins

in the cell lysates were also examined. Normal IgG was used as the nonspecific antibody

control. (B) IE1 but not Δ421–475 interacts with Hes1. 293T cells were transfected with

6μg of each indicated plasmid, including pCDH-Hes1 (Hes1), pEYFP-IE1 (IE1), pEYF-

P-IE1(Δ421–475) (Δ421–475) and pEYFP (vector). Cells were harvested at 48hpt and cell lysates

were subjected to Hes1-directed IP using antibody against Hes1 and subsequent IB for IE1

and Hes1. The proteins in the cell lysates were also examined. Normal IgG was used as the

nonspecific antibody control.

(TIF)

S4 Fig. IE1 but not Δ451–475 shortens the half-life of exogenous Hes1. (A) 293T cells were

transfected with 1μg pCDH-Hes1 and 5μg pEYFP (vector), pEYFP-IE1 (IE1) or pEYF-

P-IE1(Δ451–475) (Δ451–475). At 24hpt, cells were treated with 0.1mg/ml CHX and harvested at

the indicated times post CHX treatment. The cell lysates were subjected to immunoblotting to

examine Hes1 protein levels. To clearly visualize the protein signal of Hes1 in the presence of

IE1, the exposure time was extended to 3 min for the IE1 expressing group compared to 30

seconds for others. (B) Hes1 degradation curve. Hes1 degradation curve was generated by tak-

ing log2 of the relative Hes1 protein levels (Hes1/β-actin) normalized to that of 0min (y) versus

sampling time (x). The representative immunoblotting images (A) and average result (B) of 3

independent experiments are shown. The calculated formulas of the Hes1 degradation curves

are as follows: vector, log2(y) = -0.0292x-0.1549, R2 = 0.9761; IE1, log2(y) = -0.0645x-0.0258, R2

= 0.9999; Δ451–475, log2(y) = -0.03x+0.0082, R2 = 0.9604. The Hes1 half-life (t1/2) is calculated

according to the formulas as the x value when y is 0.5.

(TIF)

S5 Fig. Prokaryotically expressed and purified proteins.His-Hes1, His-Δ451–475 and His-

IE1 (A) or His-Sp100A and His-IE1 (B) were prokaryotically expressed, and purified as

described in Materials and Methods. The indicated proteins in the according cell lysates, puri-

fied and/or concentrated protein samples were subjected to SDS-PAGE and subsequently

stained with Coomassie Brilliant Blue.

(TIF)

S6 Fig. Overexpressed Hes1 downregulates IE1/2 expression in HELs. Following transduc-

tion with lentiviruses expressing Hes1 (Hes1) or control (Ctl), HELs were infected with

HCMV (MOI = 0.1) and examined for the protein levels of Hes1, IE1 and IE2 at the indicated

time points by IB. β-actin served as a loading control. ND, not detectable.

(TIF)
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