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W E e f R TR A 7§ GST-pull down 37 7 Zta € 22 Ku80 flm?z p % ‘¥
hEL T - AqeE AP oribyt F o TP BRI Zta 1 C 2 2 Ku80 17N 2 % &
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Abstract

Epstein-Barr virus (EBV) expresses immediate-early transcription factor Zta
during the lytic cycle. Zta is a multifunctional protein that regulates gene transcription
and recruits a replication complex at the lytic viral origin of replication. To identify
cellular proteins that associate with Zta, this study performed His-Zta pull down
analysis to precipitate cellular proteins and identified by MALDI-TOF a human
ATP-dependent DNA helicase Il Ku80 that interacts with Zta. Furthermore, Zta
interacts with Ku80 in vivo and invitro; forming a cemplex that binds to ZREs at the

oriLyt. Furthermore, depleting:Ku80 reduces EBV lytic. DNA replication, showing the

e

involvement of Ku80 in EBV lytic develd'@ént. This study shows that the C-terminal
domain of Zta interacts with the N ahd M-domain-of Ku80. Ku80 and Zta also
interact with BMRF1 polymerase processivity factor, suggesting that Ku80 facilitates
viral lytic DNA replication . In addition, Ku80 enhances the transcriptional activity of
Zta. Taken together, this study found Ku80 involves in EBV lytic replication through

an interaction with Zta.

Key word : Epstein-barr virus ; Zta ; Ku80 ; Lytic cycle ; DNA replication
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-~ EB:},%i

Epstein-Barr virus (EBV)# % #& Anthony Epstein » Yvonne Barr 2 Bert Achong
Z LB RETFE TR 4 Burkitt’s lymphoma # %8 #1732 % 1) 50 EB3 w%¢ (Epstein et al,
1964) > i # 12 Anthony Epstein {~ Yvonne Barr # { > &% #4¢ 7 J5 4 (herpesvirus)
gamma-herpesvirus # - f cEB & cha G 2EF Rl 22 R < 85 90%: 4 ¢
B # (Young & Rickinson, 2004) - EB J5# & H% DNA J54 > 7 r1fg&d) < X 85
f875 7] (deJesusetal, 2003) » H A Fllegt it = - 5 #capsid ¢ F > K EG -
% envelope - EB If‘aaf A BR A ‘;TB dmreder el fmie > A B2 A 2 g g
i% iBvE% (Niederman et al, 1976) ¢ EB :}]%-% m}'\—{b fom B o AR T
(Nasopharyngeal carcinoma) (Andersson—@yret et al; 1979) ~ Burkitt’s # = #
(Burkitt’s lymphoma) (Epstein et al 19(%4) sofe j‘ £R /% (Hodgkin’s disease) (Weiss et
al, 1989)% #{e fo = 3 4 | )ﬁ [fia (post transplant lymphoproliferative disorder ;
PTLD)} B (Thomas et al, 1990) o AR L&, £ %t & < 300 L@ ik e 4o % i
ARG HFPESEL 0 RFEIFBLPEPIRE S g (infectious

mononucleosis) (Crawford, 2001) °
= EB :)ﬁai 2 B

EB Ji# chd Fd 7 & 5 KR (latency)® 3 A (ytic cycle) (R 1) > % EB
:Ifia«% BTG L e &5 o il a6 X B ARG B & 0 4 fhenovlope
‘mPe gk £ 4 ) capsido #: ¥ capsid i€ > fwfe FTIS 0 it € b K ohcapsid

¢ DNA# & 1 ko5& DNA §i& ~ 27 > 14 episome e77) 34 R feim¥e ¢ (Yates
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& Guan, 1991) » = §_% }]is # % 3 12-O-tetradecanoylphorbol (TPA) (zur Hausen et al,
1978) ~ sodium butyrate (SB) (Nutter et al, 1987) ~ trichostatin A (TSA) (Chang & Liu,
2000) ~ hypoxia (Jiang et al, 2006) & 1+ 1234 % EB s 4 SUBR I & » 3 A » -
i ~Aa% 4 > EB }]%-* AR T UL A2 BIFE 0 AW A ES H (immediate
early phase) ~ % ¥ (early phase)frat ¥/ (late phase) » BZLF1 {= BRLF1 &7 i 5 4
g S B 0 o f oA & AL A ded+ (Countryman et al, 1987;
Countryman & Miller, 1985; Flemington et al, 1991; Miller et al, 1984; Rooney et al,
1989) » 514 — i 8 chzk F1& I o @ & # A F] (early gene » )1 & § § 54 7 DNA
W A 7] (late gene s L) & DNA AF W B Blid i cnpfi 3y F o 2

EA AL (B 1,2

= &% #F 2 %] BRLF1

A
el

Rta 5 605 "= AL s mﬁé;rr]—a- 1 Rtarf'J ::f"m 7 UDNAR L B8 2 ERI 8
(dimerization domain) > Cz§ B & $§ ﬁs—/p - ?v ié‘ (transactlvatlon domain) (Manet et al,

1991) - Rta¥ 17 i% i £2 Rta responsive element (RRE) 5 7| eniE & @ 5 i frds &
(Gruffat & Sergeant, 1994) - 4% & it ¢3¢ 453 BHLF1 ~ BHRF1 ~ BMRF1{*BMLF1 %
kx#> + (Chevallier-Greco et al, 1989; Gruffat et al, 1992; Gruffat et al, 1990,
Holley-Guthrie et al, 1990) » Rta» ¢ 5 :EMCAF1£2Spl & $lfxd+ + hSpl A 7 p

#> (Chang et al, 2005) - ¢* *t » Rta ¢ {rZtat I+ 7% i* BRLF1{*BMRF1
(Holley-Guthrie et al, 1990; Liu & Speck, 2003) » Rta% i* BALFS R <& 7f i% i upstream
stimulating factor (USF){rE2F (Liu et al, 1996) - %% ## § % # ¥ Rta § #SUMO-1
g &5 fS € MGEHEE N 0 @ RanBPM € 2 Ubce-9.5% & 2 » i#a&Rtasfsumolyation F] ¢
58 1* Rtaenig 4575 1+ (Chang et al, 2008) » #* ¢t » # Rta# JLeOHEK293m %2 ¥ % 3LRta
¢ 3 ¥z % £ (cellular senescence) (Chen et al, 2009) -
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T~ &5 3 & ] BZLF1

EBsfﬁai 15 ¥ A FIBZLF1 » ~ # 5 EBI1 ~ Zta ~ ZEBRA®Z - § EBJ & i& » %
AW te o Ztal B F £ iy T2 - > #&Ztaﬁ%’u'JEB:}fﬁi ek inimre ¢ ¢ @ EB
i A Fkyy e 3 M (Countryman & Miller, 1985; Takada et al, 1986) - # 7% Zta
EEt o RFER LS o Ztan 7 2459 A RY B H535kDa ¢ 3
Lo R Ao Nl FATFIEEE M DNAS & ok 2 FangERage
(dimerization) (Flemington et al, 1992; Kouzarides et al, 1991) - Zta&_basic-leucine
zipper (bZIP) 3#2% - A (Chang et al, 1990) > £ c-Fos{rC/EBPE 3 & 7| iR+
(Farrell et al, 1989; Kouzarides et al, 1991) > X @ Zta? i§AP-172% ¢ H is chjo 7 >
Ztasn R A T B4k 0 0 = B EAF Sileucines ) PFILE 2 frd # AP-1 ROE R0
A5 B R A (heterodimer) (Chang §t al, 19,99) : Ztazicarboxy-terminal domain i ¥
12 coiled-coil interaction? = homodiner .@ﬁa}ngton &.Speck, 1990c; Kouzarides et al,
1991)> & @ & — e & FIZRE (Zt'cl1 !res;;%nsivé elements) & 7 + » @ Ztas & |DNA

7 & ppps it ez 4 (Kolman e;t al; I1993) ZRE'*’API S LB ik 5 EB
:}?r,‘fr 5 #p A Flgcd S+ b % 5 ZRER 7@ % P Ztasgd #7 (Chang et al, 1990; Farrell et
al, 1989; Lieberman et al, 1989; Quinlivan et al, 1993)-ZtasrgzH + (Zp)# 7z 7 Spl ~
Sp3 ~myocyte enhancer factor 2D (MEF2D) (Bryant & Farrell, 2002)~AP1~ATF~CREB
binding protein (CBP) (Adamson & Kenney, 1999) - C/EBP (Huang et al, 2006) 2 Ztash
&% (Specketal, 1997) » @ £ Plig it @ T3 by o @ Ztad § B LTI &
L d + Zp b p 233 1 (Flemington & Speck, 1990a; Sinclair et al, 1991)  pt ¢+ » Zta
¢ £2 TFIID-associated factors (TAFs).% & 7; = #& = s &4 4047 & 88 (Lieberman &
Berk, 1994) » Zta~ ¢ %%‘v) BHLF1_} s7ZRE& 7% i* BHLF1(<c#: 3 (Lieberman et al,
1990) - Ztaf g }?r,ur R F L €5 BR S T A e chAP-15 7% i c-Fos ~
TGF-Bigh34-TGF-B1 (Cayrol & Flemington, 1995; Farrell et al, 1989; Flemington &
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Speck, 1990b)- § Zta ¢ & NF-kBe=t H i=p65.5 & {5 B € Frf|Ztachi &5 44 ¥ ¢h >
retinoic acid receptor (RAR)» ¢ £ Zta'y & (& frf| Ztashig &5 14 (Sista et al, 1993) »

Flit Ztak 18 § B H L mre 4 IREH o

Zta ",% TEF AT S chk d 0 B2 EB :Iriafi e+ R B P2 $A (epithelial
tumor cell lines) ¥ i# » Zta % IR ¢ 3% ¥ p53-~cyclin-dependent kinase (CDK) inhibitors
p21 2 p27 3k F] % R.4c hypophosphorylated pRb 7% f& » 514 ¥ ¥ # GO/G
ehigiF ] A m e Fh Tl g L (Cayrol & Flemington, 1996) - 22 @ & EB 5
& /Bi% €0 B95-8 lymphoblastoid cell lines (B LCL) % @ » § Zta #4434 % i¢ EB 5 &
e r B A 0§55 e DNA L3 F Ji > DNA £ 4F <0 s 715 MRN foghfs i
ATM ¢ % £ 71 EB 5 4 4F fl % 5 %478 280 & S 4 DNAAR 5 7 T % ¢hDNA >
7% iv ATM-Chk2-p53 &3 4, @it (Kudoh et al, 2\005) e F g ERIREp ARt > A B Ep
p53~p21 2 p27 2 MET %’“':f ﬁ o “Lrlli&/?l pS3 TiAEATL L R AT @
Vg &P LB T S-phase- promotlng CDK (S -CDKY)éf cyclin E/A-CDK2 & 1t >
Flt i F E nk L T 7 ‘5-'\4;35 p53 ki CDK 1nh1b1tors o pleb X LT A A Hp pF
fmre poehcyclin E/A 4 € # & {v hyperphosphorylated Rb % i > @ fm*2 ¥ 8 i2 F
% late G1 pF¥p & early S-arrested PF#p » #7112 EB IF)G“* BB g F -

Bif & EB 54 DNA 4f flemk 5 & ¥r ] i 2 'w% DNA 47 #l (Kudoh et al, 2005) «
I~ EB s # ¢k 7 DNA 48 9l

% EB js# ot Ry > 2 genomic DNA £ 4+ 5 Bk a3 & > ¥

.m]-

‘w? DNA 4F @ @ 4 ® (Adams, 1987; Yates & Guan, 1991) > & T 354 fe 3| 5 w2
#  (Kirchmaier & Sugden, 1995)° % DNA {7 1 % p i $F F & oriP (Yates et al,
1984)4= Epstein-Barr virus nuclear antigen (EBNA1) (Yates et al, 1985)>oriP &_d = £
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EBNAL % & i+ family of repeats element (FR){r dyad symmetry element (DS)
(Rawlins et al, 1985)#7 %2 = » DNA 4f @ 4= 4~*% FR (Gahn & Schildkraut, 1989) - 2 #X
18] EBNAI 7 EB :Iﬁa% DNA 4§ @ #r Jf » e ¥_EBNAI & & e helicase 7% 4
(Frappier & O'Donnell, 1991) » » ;23 ATPase 7% 1+ (Middleton & Sugden, 1992) -
pt bk 5 oriP & £ H B FR & DS e 48 » &4k £ EBNAL ehdmiz ¢ 5 287 1145 9
(Aiyar et al, 1998) » %]yt r)]%:i R E & et A e DNA AF 4] o La e
#F A oriP FHAFWUPFF & 2 fkw % ¢h DNA 4F ®l4245 %15 ORC2 (origin
replication complex){fr Cdtl (Chromatin licensing and DNA replication factor 1) (Dhar
etal, 2001)> ORC ¢ & & 3| DS ¢*¢i7 » EBNAL & ORC /w2 b 5 & (Schepers et
al, 2001) » MCM replication licensing complex # # — i =t & i Mcm2 » € & oriP %
& (Chaudhuri et al, 2001) « Y 1% > EB :fgai £ H R I ie 7 DNA g3 4 o
&R R A hied T e Mg ?m“ N A% B g DNA fg -

f_.' :

i

2 EB s # % A #) DNA »‘f'@,l

EBys # i& » 75 A 8 15 » EBV genomic DNA ¢ 3 4 100~1000% - EB 4 i3 4 #
DNAZ %l % & 4§ #l4=45BhoriLytsa i » @ oriLyt# 7 7 % # 4 FIBHLF1{-BHRFI
dfcd+ o * ¥ 5 TRHZRER 7|4 # 3toriLyt} (Hammerschmidt & Sugden, 1988) >
H ¢ oriLyt} #enie % pre E BHLF1 a5+ > & 7 ZRE1~4~TATA box{-CCAAT
box » @ oriLyt™ 5= ¥ P 3 BHRF1c#d+ » ¢ 7 7 ZRES~T7 - A Bl ¥ PEZta i B
F AW Fo B0 f TEBRA 93 HIDNA4EH (lytic DNA replication)
e de o Zta g g & FloriLyt t (RZREFR 7| » 514 EB)J%* % 4 5 DNAAE %
(Schepers et al, 1993) » ZRE14rZRE2 i+ >t oriLyts1} 75> /i 3t TATA box{-CCAAT box
2 FF » ZRE3% ZRE4R] =3 #4835 e+ § » ZRES~TR] =% orilyten™ #5 (B 3) » 73 &
#P DNAGH #l ez 4 & F ik § Zta’s & FloriLyt + #BHLF1 } éhw B ZRE> @ 27 7%
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BHRF1 = i# ZRE (Schepers et al, 1996) - “f 7 Zta» © =vBALF5 ~BMRF1 ~ BALF2 -
BBLF4 - BSLF1{rBBLF2/3 ¢ %£7:% % #/) DNA# %l (Fixman etal, 1992) » # ¢
BALF5 £ #]i& ¥ 11 DNA Pol catalytic subunit (Tsurumi et al, 1993b) - BMRF1 #& ¥
DNA Polymerase accessory subunit (EA-D) (Tsurumi, 1993) - BALFS5 DNA Polymerase
catalytic subunit¥ BMRF1 polymerase processivity factors & ¢ > BMRF1 polymerase
processivity factor ¢ & ¥ DNA polymerase¥? primer template s f§ T % ¥ H 4v % 4 ik
gdF S & i 4 (Tsurumi et al, 1993a) » BMRF1 polymerase processivity factori i
Br7talE &5 1Y A 2 5 DNAAE #l (Zhang et al, 1996) » BALF2## ¥ ! single-stranded
DNA-binding protein (Tsurumi et al, 1998) - BBLF4 ~ BSLF1% BBLF2/3p] 4 % ¥
I helicase ~ primase %# heicase-primase associated proteins » &= 1 39 B € )= 4 &
%8 (Yokoyama et al, 1999) » m BALF5 DNA Polymerase catalytic subunit § i&— % £
BBLF4-BSLF1-BBLF2/3% &% £ (Fujii et al, 2060) rZta g 356 2
BBLF4-BSLF1-BBLF2/3% & ¥ % & § JorrLyt i (Gao et al, 1998) - oriLyt™ s it
B 2k fim e Jov HZBP-895 Spl£ﬁ Il% ﬁéarr]—a‘ Vg Bl oriLyt T #5e9TD A 71| &
22 DNA polymerasef*BMRF1 polymerase accessory subunit.ss & 25 % DNAF %l 4= 42
4 £ %8 (Baumann et al, 1999) o ¢t b >'orilyt !t :hCCAAT A 7 € 4 C/EBP -9 & 7
F¥e 0 5 1 EBJi & (hDNA4F @ (Huang et al, 2006) - Zta:® ¢ $?mitochondrial
single-stranded DNA binding protein (mtSSB).% & @ #2387 4 w2 kA FDNAAF @
(Wiedmer et al, 2008) = & 2} Ji34 > EBJp#+ £ 43 AW (FDNAAF R - 2 7} fﬁ d

Fad i THRELEPN 79 360 A i B3 HIPDNAZ Y -

¥ tho fmre e fa s iR AL 12 4R (mismatch repair; MMR) ¥ 7 MSH-2~MSH-6~
MLHI 2 hPSM2 § {v PCNA - 4= % # 7] EB J5# DNA 4§ @l % 3. (Replication
Compartments) ¥ ¥ 4= BMRF1 polymerase processivity factor % & (Daikoku et al,
2006) * EB :Ifia«% e BKRF3 £ § 7 & &7 “f 1241 (base-excision repair ; BER)er

6



uracil-DNA glycosylases (UDGs)£ 7 Ap#f 02754 > Flot 7 i 52273 8 DNA 4 4
(Lu et al, 2007b) » ft% H pa> "$ 2 42 (nucleotide-excision repair ; NER)® § F i /|

DNA 4 ¥ %]+ xeroderma pigmentosum § ¥ EB J5 4 ¢ BGLF4 kinase % & &

\\\?{.r

2 EB i+ DNA4F @ (Luetal, 2007a)° e i1 & 2 3 4 (homologous recombination
repair ; HRR):F replication protein A (RPA) ~ Rad51 ~ Rad52 f= MRN 4F & #8+ ¢ %
2 EB 54 t7 DNA 47 #l (Kudoh etal, 2009) - F]# » im*% DNA i 4 #5441 EB

i+ 5 N DNAAF {1 £ & ehd d o
= s Ku v %

Ku # % £_% polymyositis-seleroderma overlap syndrome 5 4 o 5@ #7% A
R (Mimori et al, 1981) ¢ #. B ’F’*;._,f‘;m A ) Ku F=r F A4 Ku70 (X-Ray
cross-complementing 6 ; XRCC 6) % Ku@X-Ray cross-complementing 5 ; XRCC 5)
A B H e eh A - B (hlleﬁerogfmer)oKu7O % Ku80 % 7 A5 & heterodimer

2 1417 DNA 24 ~ film¥e }’%.1‘ va e 'ﬂﬁ;é&" vEh A (telomere) 4% e V(D)
e feenrt it (Downs & Jackson, 2004) « Ku70 ¢ 609 Br=fpi e > 23 & 5
69581 (Reeves & Sthoeger, 1989) » Ku80 d 732 B ieflpi e = > ~ 3+ & 5 81914
(Yaneva et al, 1989) - Ku80 £ Ku70 s 4£4p % #f 02 » 1 & & d N 247 0/B domain
¥ [ 7 B-barrel domain {= C #3 <7 helical terminal arm #7 % = > % Ku80 ¥ Ku70 7
= heterodimer ¢ > 2 o/B domain {r helical terminal arm ¢ 22 DNA 2 12 49 B cH3-v

B % & @ B-barrel domain B 22-% — {2 122 DNA ¢fisugar-phosphate backbone % & >

i£ 7 DNA hiz 4 (Walker et al, 2001) -

Av Ku3-d %2 DNA %4 i34 NHED /s



B e X D) x-2 y- bR RS A I B e {e T w2 i (7 V(D)J recombination
(Smider & Chu, 1997)2_ 15 > ¢ 3142 DNA # 2 %74 (DNA double-strand break; DSB)-
DNA BB STH ¢ FRAFIZMA LA 3IF AR > 57 FUEBEAR R L Haip
H 13 LDNA g 4 tnv i ]3] DNA RT3 16 » § Fod> DNA &4
1o F1* 22 Rtk #3 & (non-homologous end joining ; NHEJ) (Lieber et al, 1997)
B FREE 224 (homologous recombination repair ; HRR)#-%74] ¢ DNA i 3 -
# ¢ NHEJ #%7% ch DNA R =3 S48 @ pF 3 5 7 enle his > gt 4847
DNA-dependent protein kinase (DNA-PK)# % 7 £ & 74 & > m DNA-PK &_d
Ku70/Ku80 ~ catalytic subunit (DNA-PKcs)#7 = o & £ Ku70/Ku80 ¢ -Ly¥:ui|
3% DNA %74] few #% 51 DNA-PKcs £ Ku70/Ku80 i #575 = DNA-PK 4F & 4% > DNA-PK
§ -7 £ DNA P74 it 42K > 527 Xrced-ligase IV 2. & 247 & 48 o ot pF
DNA-PKcs %+ Ku70/Ku80‘chc4‘1igqse v ﬁ_j—?%}iﬁ‘rﬁ Lo 83 W DNA 2 73k& >
% & DNA 734 (van Gent et al, 200'1')'%‘._.%; DNA 4% % %% » DNA-PKes ¢ it (7
autophosphorylation # # % 2 kinase:é.%’r}éf}i B F BT & ¢ S DNA Bt s
¢ (Ding et al, 2003; Merkle et a{, .20(;2; Uemat_éﬁ et'al, 2007) - & -+ Ku80 32 NHEJ

DNA i 4 B f5? & & Hodz4p 75 o
1~ Ku 35 72 DNA sk iy

Kutg 1 7 122t d — (e & SIDNAK 3% Kus 7 2 & - (2675 & SIDNAA 7]
FRR A R & A T 0 Lo+ (human T-cell leukemia virus; HTLV)
chE 48 € § A 7] (long terminal repeat ; LTR)F cAUS T 3 3§ — £27 B ¥ H pa <
USREFE 7|7 rAgKud-o B o778 0 & e |HTLV (g 4% 12 (Okumura et al,
1994) = ¥ ¢t > %€ Q5 % m+ (Mouse mammary tumor virus ; MMTV)# .Ku
F-0 F7 31 DNA-PKAE B % & FIMMTVNRE] (negative regulatory

8



element 1) 5 7|+ » Frd|MMTV endi &% 14 (Giffin et al, 1999; Giffin et al, 1996) - &
A3 d A4 2 p4  (Human ImmunodeficiencyVirus 3 HIV)# RIS H LTR F eh
NREFE 7] » (7 U Kuysam & & 0 8- A 3r4|HIVA Flendk 3 (Jeanson &
Mouscadet, 2002) © % — 3| 8 ¥ {4427 54 (Herpes simplex virus I ; HSV-1)mt
¥ 2 Flged + ¢ 4R Ku70#r5%:8 (Petroski & Wagner, 1998) o fe5i 73Uy m s @ > 22
% ¥ < %8 (androgen receptor ; AR)~ A% R € HKu% & > "$ TEE
prostate-specific antigen promoter » 7 ¢ £ = # % F it ARp & chfxd-+ (Mayeur et
al, 2005) - Ku80 ¢ % & $|Ku80.% & i #r#|human xanthine oxidoreductase gene
(WXOR)h14 T (Xu etal, 2004) = ¥ ¢ » Ku80 ¢ #2NF90% Ku70% fi & & F|IL-2:x

#3 b > igm & IL-2  (Shietal, 2007) -

-+ Ku 3¢ F & DNA A 8 &9 i
_:":-

ImAéz\ﬁﬁ\@@aﬁ@iﬁ@m*ﬁgpxwxg4wﬁu,’a

-r-ﬂ

Ku £ 3 ssDNA-dependent ATPase HE H DNA PK ¢ ;ﬁ o B Kugipeic @ 250
(Cao et al, 1994; Vishwanatha & Baril, 1990)= DNA helicase { § #-f "% DNA %=
¥ % DNA (Matson & Kaiser-Rogers, 1990)7 4] DNA 4f @ e3:£ 17 » Ku» £ 3
ATP-dependent DNA unwinding activity 4% 4 #f 5 human DNA helicase II (HDH II) -
H ¥ Ku70 £ 5 helicase /% {+m K80 R & ¢+ #1+ (Ochem et al, 1997) > 4 $*+ DNA
L R k4 (folk structure) 2 #_hanging tail (% & % #) > Ku $# iy 4+ ¥+ DNA 5 5§
2k B (folk-like structure)£7 DNA i {7 fi# *_ (unwinding) (Tuteja et al, 1994) -
Ku it {7 f# 2 pF & Jp 4% DNA-PKcs ##f4 it (Ochem et al, 2008) » pt #F » %38 {7 fm¥e
DNA 4 @pF > Ku~ € 7 l4f WAchngba % & 4 § f2*+ 2 (Matheos et al,

2002)



Ku ¢ & - 2% & 3| wm?2 DNA 4 4= 42 B48 (Toth et al, 1993)14 2 ors8 F 53
A3/4 % 7| (Ruizetal, 1999) - @ Ku ¢ £ Poly (ADP-ribose) polymerase (PARP)— 4=

2 & 7] DNA 4f fl4=4~ =% + & matrix attachment regions (Galande &

\

Kohwi-Shigematsu, 1999)-Ku » ¢ % & 3| Alu & 7|} >33 & DNA «4f % (Tsuchiya
etal, 1998) - & Saccharomyces cerevisiae ¥ - £ Ku 4p ivchij-v F OBF2 ¢ % & 7|
% 71 DNA 4f #4248 ARS121 + (Shakibai et al, 1996) o 4+ ¢t » § ‘w¥e F ) i&
75 GI/SPF » Ku 2 & 7l ors8 %2 orsl2 en® £_GO h5 & » @ i& » 3| S phase &
TR 2 B 0 B fé G2/M phase P|'# ]iT # § & (Novacetal, 2001) - £:FE H is
AP M 35 g & (Matheos etal, 2002) » & #- ORC K §* FI4F @A i

(Sibani et al, 2005b) > 45 1 Ku £ pre-RC 22 2 5 B » B fx DNA 4g @l -

Ku #z 7 27 A 8F w2 e DNA ?fff'ﬂ#i%”ﬁ W . B e iy - | H WS ipe s
i+ (Herpes simplex virus1 ;, HSV-1) = - DNA 48 Z45 & % (DNA replicative
complex)# %z 7 Ku80 - DNA-PKecs ﬂfriRA'DSO ) 482 HSV-1 7 DNA 4 % (Taylor
& Knipe, 2004) » ¥ #F » 4+ ,ELL‘; A }1£ P’#E’ 4 }E" Iﬁ-vr (Kaposi’s sarcoma-associated
herpesvirus ; KSHV)=7 DNA 4§ @42 4>%F £'% (replicative initiation complex)® »
# 5] Ku70/80 v DNA-PK %278 ¢ » S840 % = BIFER - F Linse v
RecQL % 54 F-v 7 RTA {o K8 &4 fl4p b 3v 72 = w0 47 W4T &

(pre-replicative complex)F # T 4F WA= 452 orilyt + » ¥ 3142 DNA H4] chic % - 4%
¥ %51 MSH2/6 4= DNA-PK/Ku70/80 3 & ¥| oriLyt + 4} DNA 4f flA2 424 & 4
# > % es KSHV £ {773 5] ¥ DNA 45 #l (Wang et al, 2008) - @ Adeno-associated
virus § # DNA 4F @ # it s Rep » € 22 Ku70/80 % & » 3 3 Ku70/80 # r4 B~ &

MCM =37 5c > 5142 DNA strand displacement synthesis (Nash et al, 2009) - %7t Ku

%911 Hcfhys 4 S DNA 4 -

10



}%"i"\*/? IZ;iF‘ ]r:] ' ‘j 'I"* 1 4 13‘ ’ 'ﬁk EB }?ﬁ"ﬂ‘ ‘i)‘/p }V‘Jﬁp fb ’ ﬁ's"t'%\;ﬁ-» I"i’-JZtav
Ao BAHAESRY T TR F AFIR e B RS DNA 4 flrde

UOfE Zta 0wty 0 LB A e VR Fod BT E &

Wi

7 A hlmie iEH o
Zta ' & KA H A wie & },‘;‘34 poEend 2iEdp e B AR 7 A% Zta B B Ku80
B o4 FRLE T ZtafrKu0 tim®e p 5 & ¥ 2 27445 £ 4% & T/ EB 5 4 DNA
A WAz 4nBE b A 1Y DNA g 0 gt b R 3 KuS0 § 1848 Zta il dis 1t o #7

" Zta § 417% Ku80 7 47 EB 4 i ks -
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B
A e thas %

AFTG P @ % et s B 5 EPI-300 4o BL21 > 32 %20 5 4 £t 2 +0LB 1 %
® o37CEHE Y B E 12~18 | FF o 97 ¥ chmPe R 5 + 3 EB :]}%-ﬁ R B
# = dwfe P3HR1 1 2 5 10% *a2 i (FCS)fr 2 mM L-Glutamine 2 RPMI 1640
BAREA 23T wmie i 73 10% *52 & (FCS)fr 2 mM L-Glutamine

DMEM £ % %32 &8 % 2 37°C > 5%= § “picnmie s £ 457 o

EB 54 i3 2 18k ik &

!
\

Br32 % 20 /] B4 1 cP3HRI fm ”E’;-ﬁ.)» 30 ng/ml TPA % 3 mM sodium butyrate
(SB) > 1 22 37°C 5 & 24§ “lz|t?ﬁ ‘ﬂ'r”e °2OO ng/ml Phosphonoacetic acid (PAA)

m@ﬁmwﬁEB@%DNAﬁrmqmaof
A i

N BT Ao & -
His pull down assay

B AMIPTG ¥ E.coli # .\ His ¢ & 3 F > 4 ¥ 12 buffer C (50 mM
sodium phosphate pH 8.0, 300 mM NacCl, 10% glycerol, 10 mM imidazole, 5 mM
B-mercaptoethanol)#-F#8 7 #L » 4% ¥ 4c » Ni-NTA agarose 50 ul » % 4°C & Jis -

12



PRI > e 3 H R o T b 1x 107 ¢ P3HR] %% 4 ~ TPA 2 SB > 3t 37°C
& 24 ) PFiS T B e 0 2K 15 4 » mRIPA buffer (50 mM Tris-base pH 7.8, 150 mM
NaCl, 5 mM EDTA, 0.5% NP-40, 0.5% Triton X-100) (Lin et al, 2004)4 B » 3% 4c »
Ni-NTA agarose 30 pl » 3+ 4°C & Jis— /] BF » dros B b iﬁ‘-,ﬁm’?é EPR oo B T
Ni-NTA agarose % & e His $-¢ HE oz 3Bl & £ 4°C F 1 /] BF > % 1Y
mRIPA buffer 7% 2 =t 2 mRIPA buffer * 4¢ 0.1% deoxycholic acid 7% 1 = » #- 3
ihde FE AR - BB ARy 3 "fTT v B fé e » T E 2X SDS sample buffer
(125 mM Tris-HCl pH 6.8, 4% SDS, 10% B-mercaptoethanol, 20% glycerol, 4 mM
EDTP, 0.01% bromophenol blue) » & {7 #-v ?fr & 7 % comassive blue G-250 % ¢ 4

37 o

g% #Udk 17 (Immunoprecipitationassay) '

=N L
[l |

#-35 % 24 ] P14 ¢n P3HR] a e i 4l # PBS i £~ = » 2 mRIPA buffer
WA 0% ©de r et ;:’r?kﬁ;gs};p%qa\l}q' ;K %% Plb 10 4 4B -tme frak > 2 1
12000 rpm s 10 4 45 > 3B~k enfw® §oo B 4c » protein A/G agarose beads °
% 4°C *z & (rotation)* J& 1 -] F#»> ¥ P~ protein A/G agarose beads £ 3 z_sfil 4°C
R R - ] PRI

agarose beads 2 & fa— A2 > BMF A 4°CHEF B 1 FF e F B8 12 4°C > 6000

1v_t

LB ¢ B¥Rwe i T2 e 13 Rl 9 protein A/G
tpm 4 2 A4 4 % R §F beads ) % = 4~ 0.5 ml 20 mRIPA buffer i 3
X0 & A 4°C R 10 A 4 0 B i 4e » 2X SDS sample buffer » & 95°C * &
5 B4t 0 BT Fv ’F{fr%}‘,;\,/w\_%,_«r o

Glutathione S-transferase (GST) pull-down assay

13



B £ IPTG + % E. coli #3041 GST & & 3+ § > #% % ™2 Lysis buffer (50 mM
Tris-HC1 pH 8.0, 500 mM NaCl, 1% Tween 20, 1 mM DTT)#-F%8 4= gk & 4c »
Glutathione Sepharose 4B (Amersham Bioscience)*t 4°C & ji— /] PF » 3o {8 B )}
ik B GST & 39 F & % 5 P~% & NETN (20 mM Tris-HCI, pH 8.0,
100 mM NaCl, 1 mM EDTA, 0.5% NP-40)® > 4°C ¥ Jis 1 -] FF{s » 2R{8 4 » 30 ul
Glutathione Sepharose beads TM 4B i& {7 &% *if » 12 NETN 7% 3~5 = » #- 5 & ihj-
R A LR - Mg sy B2 “,ITT v B fé e » T E 2X SDS sample buffer » & 7 3

POFRAR T LA
DNA . & (i :#5% (DNA affinity precipitation assay)

#1x 107 7 P3HRI ‘5% » 14 TP_A 23 SfB_xl*e@\EE'—_ Pl 37°C B A& 24 ) IS B
4% > 4o » mRIPA buffer 100.ul > 1] %Jﬁ» B F10sec/k - & BT 3~5=x > A&
fs 12 12000 rpm 3o 5 4 4a 0 G %’B{gi:’! _P?,ﬁ’—,,’,‘éj: v %+ 900 ul = DNA binding buffer
(60 mM KCl, 12 mM HEPES pH 37..9, ll"ris—H.Cl I;H:S.O, 4 mM Tris-HCI pH 8.0, 5%
glycerol, 0.5 mM EDTA, 1 mM EDTA) » 2815 & ¢ 4 » Biotin 1% % 47 &+ 0.3 pg > **
4°C F Jis— -] P> 3 % 4¢ » streptavidin magnesphere paramagnetic particles (Promega)
A4 CFr - s “,%j it o #-streptavidin beads #c » 1 ml &7 DNA binding
buffer i& {7 ;% 3 2t » & =t . 4°C g & & J& 10 4 48 £ 18 e » 2X SDS sample buffer

2 95°C F 5 A4S » 270 3 BB EA T o
Poig % 30 F P~% # (Rapid Nuclear Factor preparation)
Bz % 20 ) P {8 eh P3BHRI fm%e > 4c » TPA % sodium butyrate fJ2 » 3%

37°C 8 % 24 /] Prisfc § fn¥e > fmoe L) PBS ik — =8 > 4% 12 400 ul buffer A

14



(10 mM HEPES pH 7.9, 10 mM KCI, 0.1 mM EDTA, 1 mM DTT)#-lw % = 4 chw 7% >
Sk bR 15 A 4815 4o~ 25 Wl NP-40 ) 2] & iF #ic=% » 12 2000 rppm 3 30 sec
¥ 4% iR #1T shpellet 12 50ul buffer B (20 mM HEPES pH 7.9, 400 mM

NaCl, | mM EDTA | mM DTT)® i & 7k b gl 7] 2 3F 154 480 14 12000 rpm %+ 4°C

e 5 Ao Bis BE B i kv %73 30-80°C (Schreiber et al, 1989) o

RR R A8 A 472 (Gel electrophoretic mobility shift assay ; EMSA)

*§ % %% Pierce LightShift Chemiluminescent EMSA kit (Pierce, Rockford, IL)

7

W

]’%?i.’ll o

4

B~y e 39 BT L & reaction buffer [1X binding Buffer, 2.5% glycerol,
5 mM MgCl,, 50 ng Poly (dI+dC),0.05% Np-40]: 3 4e » FaAf >tk b %% 154 46>
FF & 94 » biotin # Z 35 & (hot p_r_obe) A T Jf;i%;ga;f%?_ & (cold probe)¥? -3+ B |4 4%
4+ (non-specific probe) f K F iE* 15 N ﬁz’* 3 FEE K104 4518 4 » SXDNA
loading dye I :& {7 DNA & # ’é«_?:;‘%\' ;1%\ t4 b # native polyacrylamide gel B 1/
f& Er A % (25 mM Tris-base, 183: mMI glycine, 20% methanol)#- DNA #5 4+ £ 1]
Hybond N membrane + >3+ 100V £ % T'hro £ % 2 UV &3+ 120 mJ/cm® F % DNA
#7 Hybond N membrane %% » #X 15 12 blocking buffer ¥% 15 4 4% » 3% e »
streptavidin-horseradish peroxidase conjugate T #* 15 4 4& 14 ¥¥3% biotin £ T_#f 4+ »
12 wash buffer 7% 5 4 48 > & % 4 =0 > #& ¥ 4¢ » substrate equilibration buffer
iT% 5 & 48> % {4 4v chemiluminescent substrate T #* 5 4 4&3:% streptavidin + 7 HRP

fe chemiluminescent substrate * J& 3 114 3k > T 00K F BRI (T A 47 o
% ¢ B A FZ Ak A 17 (Chromatin immunoprecipitation assay)

#1x 10" P3HRI fm% > 4c » TPA % SB JZ » £ 37°C 32 % 24 /| PFis e &

15



w?e » 11 1% formaldehyde F] T DNA £ -0 2 Feugiz 38 F R 15 448 3
F 4125 uM glycine 1F % 5 A48k F Ol 0 Bl oBT ok 0 0 B R4 PBS
e 2 0 2R {8 40 ~ 650 pl g0 lysis buffer (1% SDS, 10 mM EDTA, 50 mM Tris-HCI pH
8. 1)L lmrz s 3tk + i % 20 & 4815 > 4 » glassbeads 0.1 g» I * 42§ A B ¥ (Sonic
Vibra cell TM, model VCX750)10 sec/=% » & & F 120 =% » & DNA %74 = -] %+ 500 bp
B s #1512 12000 rpm L 5 A A Beb Ei 0 AR E F 100l 0 & H]de
900 pl £ dilution bufter (0.01% SDS, 1% Triton X-100, 1.2 mM EDTA, 16.7 mM
Tris-HCl pH 8.1, 150 mM NacCl) » i 4c » 30 pl protein A/G agarose beads (20 ng
salmon sperm DNA, 1 mg BSA) » & 4°C *gd& & J& 1 -] PFiE > 12 6000 rpm &< 5 &
4 0 F B 20 pul R 5B 4 Tk e DNA i internal control o 5 F 4r » FpE b
4°C g F Jis 1 -] P 2% IR e f& 2% ~ protein A/G agarose beads (20pg salmon sperm
DNA, 1 mg BSA) 25 pl <& 7 L % /e 1 -] F‘*’ 3 '1 6000 rpm HL.= 5 4 4k 0 A B[] *
TSE-500 (0.1% SDS, 1% Triton X-100, B MEDTA, 20 mM Tris-HCI pH 8.1, 500
mM NaCl)j-i% 4 =t » LiCl/detergent ((]IZSE\/I LiCl, 1% NP-40, 1% DOC, 1 mM EDTA,
10 mM Tris-HCI pH 8.1)%2 TE (ﬁﬁ 8_.6)%6 ke ,—;-/% 205 > &= Imlo & 4°C i F
5 &4 0 % 2 250 ul 0 elute buffer (1% SDS, 0.1 M NaHCOs)i% 4 2 =t » & =%
tFEF 15 2480 5 S % internal control DNA e/ 4 % itk i DNA & 65°C
#E 4] PF > EF 4~ 10 mg/ml protease K » 20 pl ¢ 1 M Tris-HCI pH 6.8 4= 10 pl
10.5 MEDTA » *+ 45°C # % 1 -] P¥ » 2% {2 4 phenol/chloroform feiFp ik 5 P~

41 DNA # 2 = =t -k 25 ul w73 (Chang et al, 2005) > 1 * real-time PCR 4 47 ©
I pE R L AFid 48 4 7 (Real-time PCR)
538 # A ik S DNA (IP DNA){e 1/50 4% = internal control DNA 1 Real-time

PCR & {7 2% > 4| * SYBR green mix % real-time PCR (Life Technologies, model ABI

16



48-well StepOne Real-Time PCR System)4 #7 & &0 Ct i » & 2 PCR % #3 £ 45 #7
#] PCR 9% B » 3 1 Ap 3t T8 ACt v* 30 Sl fodrd) de -3 & 47 chiic i@ T 3548 »
%9 [PDNACt 4 44 e Input DNACt & » 2 5 9 ACt & » 2 E$F R e
FIACt B 3 B ACt £ 355 9 AACE i » 34 » 258 22 e g

=k

£ T % w2 $RiE 7 (stable clone selection)

*F EATid * RNAILZEH 2 F % > /2 4% p National RNAI Core Facility
Institute of Molecular Biology / Genomic Research Center, Academia Sinica (supported
by the National Research Programfor Genomi¢ Medicine Grants of NSC) o it {7
DNA #3] 15 % dri - X 33 &80k 7z 203 f‘;é_%ﬁijl 634 - & B well P chimre
fich 8x10° 0 1§ = e A e Ry 90—@@5 12 Lipofectamine 2000 (Invitrogen)
fie @ DNA- Lipofectamine 2000 compléx 5 ﬁﬁ—pLKO I“shRNA ~ pCMV-ARS8.91 %
pMD.G (3% p o #F~ 54 ﬁﬂfiﬁl’ T 14.5; er\&E;;: L2 EF) = B S PR T
203T fm¥e ¥ > B % 16 & 2R EH = 23 1% (wW/v) Bovine serum albumin
HDMEM £ &% » B35 £ 55 24 ) frjc 8 5 7 lentivirus crus &% » £ 2 B
=X g f T ok dhlentivirus %73 >H-80°C e 3 ¥ 1Y lentivirus g % P % % P3HRI >
B AL #-P3HRI 'z fifg 5] 634 4 =& i well ¥ hiw¥e #c 5 > 11 7 F polybrene (8 ug/ml)
9 RPMI i£ {732 % > 3% % % lentivirus 4r 3] RPMI 32 % /% ¥ 2 P3HRI ‘m% R 3 & (5
RAF B $ 2324 PF{S R # = 7 3 puromycin (4 png/ml)e RPMI & {7 & % >

GER BT S B AR FARE -
EB }1‘;‘54} DNA =& 4~ #5

17



B A S ame ek T ks > 12 lysis buffer (10 mM Tris-HCI pH 8.0, 2.5 mM
MgCl, 1% Tween-20 , 1% NP-40, 1 mg/ml proteinase K) (Chang et al, 2002) #-‘m #z $=
Rl TE A gk BT He > 2t 50%(F 2 0] B R F I T IFPE UK 0 B (S Y

real-time PCR % £ EB J5# orilyt % B {r!m® actin DNA # £ (Wang et al, 2005) °
A7 m e i 4 4R ¥ 2K F]4 47 (transient transfection reporter assay)

B H-DNA & (T3 F% g - X > Bas & ehimie 203T B0 2474 % > 5
well ¥ eimiz B 5x 10% FE % fmoe g £ I+ % 60-70%% > 1 Lipofectamine 2000
(invitrogen)fiz @ DNA- Lipofectamine 2000 complex - i& 7 # 4] iT* o 32 % 24 /| p*
ts » 114k 247 & (Orion II, Berthod, Bad W'ildba_d, Germany) L %3F # AL Flen & I
MR s S w42 R (deWet et._al,_k198x7)_\° \
|

F o ELE R A a

— 1 '
[ ' |
| —— |
| = |
i
5\ ] il
i

B3 & 24 ) PEIS endmre T BT KPR 8 4% PBS ( phosphate-buffered saline)
e T e 18 > 4e 500 ul mRIPA buffer ¥ 4 » 3-v BoR fRpE pr B w s e o
Bk 10 2 48 8- re drpk > 2R 18 12 12000 rpm Bes 5 4 46 1S 0 4o ~ sample buffer »
3 95°C 5 4 48 H#-F-9 F denature I i& {7 SDS-PAGE % 7% » AR AR K {s > # gel
BT g B (25 mM Tris-base, 183 mM glycine, 20% methanol)#-3-¢ 5 #& £ 3]
Hybond C membrane + » ** 94V g4 1 hr » 3% 4c » 5%%Pqdwsds (% EMiqdmis)
blotting 20 4 4& > X 14 12 TBST (50 mM Tris-HCI, pH 7.5, 150 mM NacCl, 0.05% Tween
20)i% 3 A kb B FE 3 S B F A - BPUAEEY 50 A 40 FERE Uk
e W TBST ik 3 448 B& iR 3 = Rid4e » 2 Bl iv% 30 4 4500 5%
@ s o 1 TBST ik 3 2 48 0 B % 5% 3 = » B {8 4c » chemiluminescent

18



substrate 500 pl £ * 3 4 4% secondary antibody + F7HRP ¢ = chemiluminescent

substrate = 28 114k > T UK FREBEFT AT 0 AT P TR T ofull S FuZta
Fut8 (Argene, Varilhes, France) ~ £ Ku80 #1482 (Neomarker, CA, USA) ~ +#¢ GFP =
8 (Santa Cruz Biotechnology Inc.) ~ #* BMRF1 142 (ABi, Columbia, MD) % 3=

Tubulin #.48 (Sigma) -
L fu ef 3] e

#-DNA “c 3| competent cell > 7k F # ¥ 30 min - heat shock 1.5 min {& > 4c » 500
pl LB incubate 30 min > spin down 12000 rpm 1 min > B3 % &kt F0% 0 Wi 7
oo B 150 pl ik .
55§74 DNA (=33
: | i

% P& Qiagen plasmid purification Kt e ?’f TR L P EP o
0 Feai R4 R

Wik 2 TR DNA 2 ~ + B EBL21 ¥ > 3+ 1 H - F R 405 1 42
FALBRERY > 37°C 1 % 12~18 | BF » B2 500 ul Fi 4c » 50ml § § # 7
2 2aLB B RE? > 3 37°Cr % 3 0D600 9 5 0.5~0.6 FF > 4r » 1 mM =
Isopropyl-B-D-thiogalactoside (IPTG) - i # 30°C # % fa %  % 3~5 ] B > 34

30 FAR
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i
=

miE h B Zta g b s AT

Zta 3 EBp#d 3 AP ERDES P 39 T 3 WE

>

F2 - BiES KR
PRFALRE s T ARG BN S 4 52 B (Luk
Chen, 2006) » ¢ » 3 7 #F3dimte p § R A dringy T4 Zta g b AR A 4
i > § A% P3HRI ‘% 12 SB/TPA {1 EB 4 & » i3 W > fp k™ > 17
His-Zta pull down ¥ ¥ fm#e )\ chj-e F ([ 4, lane 2) » 4 His gk & F-v %t im e
Roended (R4, lane 1)k 316 £ 39 B eh= % 4% % Pk His-Zta (F) 4, lane
3 i fodle o Apt 2 (8 o & 80 kDa f § IR His-Zta 5 5] - B v F o

B R hEen FiR (7 in gel dige?.t.i(zn ,w\? 7 ,\-ﬂ ¥4 'MOLTI-TOF 3-v B TR {4 >
BERFRSL F9F L Ku80e f—» r

|

Zta &2 Ku80 #im¥ p en &

41 in vitro His-pull down 4 47 &£ 7 3| ¢Ku803-v H2 1 » BF U X F L £
/TH % (in vivo co-immuneprecipitation)i& — % 7P ZtafrKu80 4 F € flm?e p F & o
# 4 #P3HR1w% 1/ TPA{-SB $EBR 4 4 3 Mk i Wik 554 » 2R
" FZtad iRl foblKu80Fil i 7 s itk (B S)> £ 11 d & BLE 2 okl g
B IZta (B] SA, lane 4)¥ © g daZtadill 4% ik (B SA,lane4) > » ¥ MAtin
Ku80+u48 £ ¢ &£ itk (B 5A, lane 3) o ¢t #b » FlgGHiAl #ra % 4 % itk Zta ([
5A, lane 2) o 4% 72 FKu80FuhE £ Tk 0 B R B IF 1 £ £ ik 3 Ku80 (B8] 5B,
lane 4) > @ Ku80~ # 1 atiiZtadih & 5wk (B 5B, lane 3) » #lgGHifl fl & /% &
# A Ku80 (Bl 5B, lane 2) - % 77 Zta € {rKu80.4% & -
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Zta ® 4% Ku80 % &

LR Zta? Ku80 rimPe R enB £ {8 » RF B RBIFHE Y e MBI &
SEEESEEHE B F9 Bl Ft 41 % GST-pull down assay 4 475 . 4 IPTG
# % E.coli 2340 39 & » A1 1 Glutathione-Sepharose beads #- GST Fv F fr
GST-Zta fi# & -0 Jr it » #% 4 » His-Ku80 3o F » kit (5 » 116 = 85
E A7 B % IR GST-Zta 39 F+ ' F] His-Ku80 F~v F » @ GST F-v F R
#£ 7% 3 't His-Ku80 3-v ' (B®] 6A) » ¥ ¢k 14 Glutathione-Sepharose beads ¥t GST
9 Ffr GST-Ku80 F-¢ F » 4% ¥ 4v » His-Zta 3o F » L= jjieis na > &
5t 2470 4 % T GST-Kus0 35 57 s %4 3] His-Zta 34 |7 > @ GST 35 B
&2 3t His-Zta 30 7 (Bl 6B)° FIELFE R Zta? Ku80 5 E #&.5% £ b 1% -

!
\

Zta £ KuB0 i1 & % 38 A 4% (=]
f

T N |
B4r Zta 27 Kus0 5 © 42 i@ AT 5% il +F Zta L0wm— BB 7182

Kug0 % & ¥t » § L4 4 M= B Zta ¥4 R % th 9 pEGFP-ZN ~ pEGFP-ZM
1o pEGFP-ZC (/] 7A) » #R {8 #-ip ks T 4 7] P3HR] Mwie i@ > 3 r0 3 ehgtig

pEGFP-C2 # 3 GFP J-v i i f #rdlie o 38 % 24 ] pid > faBlmie p Jod 12
7 % BEE 2 A 47 o {1 % $LGFP ¥ 4 #88 @ p] GFP ~ GFP-Zta ~ GFP-ZN ~ GFP-ZM
4v GFP-ZC % 3 (] 7B, lanes 1-5) » i 12 Ku80 +iA8:& {7 £ ik A 47 > £ Ji*
& 2 BEEE A 470 4% % 3 I GFP-Zta #? GFP-ZC ¢ £ Ku80 % & (W 7B, lanes 7, 10) -
@ GFP-ZN {fr GFP-ZM R # # Ku80 #7¥x %} (] 7B, lanes 8, 9) » F]y* &P Zta ¢ 14
HCHea®Hey KuB0 & o dx¥ 8- £33 Ku80 £ 1uvR— BB 7|8 Zta % &
PR = B Ku80 e % %tk » » 5 & pEGFP-KN ~ pEGFP-KM {r pEGFP-KC
(B 7C) > @ # £ 34 GFP @ & 30 F » #=3dt FHE % 7 P3SHR] % th¥ -
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¥4~ SB {r TPA 3% # P3HRI ‘w¥ 4 3R Zta §—v 7 > & 12 3 5§48 pEGFP-C2 %

T GFP 39 Fiai f3dlie o2 % 24 ) PFis o eBrlmie p Jovd FT UG 2 BLE 2 A
5+ 41 * #L GFP #udg ¥ 12 i ip| | GFP~ GFP-KN ~ GFP-KM 4r GFP-KC (%] 7D, lanes
1-4)en 0 ¥ ) Zta BB (T A B AT R & 2 BEEE A BEFR
GFP-KN fr GFP-KM ¢ & Zta % & (B 7D, lane 6,7) @ GFP-KC R % # Zta #7+

%t (B 7D, lanes 8) » #7r1ZM Ku80 ¢ 14 N =4 425 B riefAfhehF 38 27 Zta % & o

Ku80 ¢ Zta § % & 3| EB ju# i3 A 4f WAcde 8 (oriLyt)«h ZRE A 71

Zta 22 EB ji# 73 M h DNA 4F W § 224 %7 0B % (Schepers et al, 1993) -

= »
g

Zta € & - Menysn ZRE B 7| 30 A Y 405 Bl diip] KuB0 & Zta B & 15 > ¥ &y
¢ 5 & 7133 2 8 47 WA= 4 2k orilyt A 1;%_*? BB 0 A1 DNA #feitin
kA 17 (DAPA)RL%Z Ku80 .7 ¢ & @, g,d'.-:ityt + b #P3HRI ¥ 12 TPA 4- SB

% EB 4 4w i3 A AR N % ‘@1 Jr :%—‘ 47- £ ¥ 7 4 Biotin # % BHLF1
b I L TR A ﬁ v BHLFl #;F él" 3 oriLyt } 7 ZRE1 = ZRE2 &
7] (B 3,8A) % % % I Kul0 &7 Zta $5¢ & £ & BHLF1 + 7 ZRE & 7| (® 8B) °
¥ ¢b4]* % BHLF1 } &  ZRE & 7| % % <o mBHLF1 #£ 4 (B] 8A)> i {7 DNA &
ol A 47 L% F E ZRE % %15 Zta &2 Ku80 $54& ;% % & ¥ mBHLF1 + o

Flet > Ku80 £ Zta € — 42 & T| oriLyt <7 ZRE F 7| (%] 8B) -

d Ay ¢ ST Zta ¢ 22 Ku80 Z 45 & (B 6)° Flut - 35 2 invitro
DAPA #£31 Ku80 ¥ % 56 Zta che B2 & > 253 4F £ 8@ 2 & | oriLyt ¢ ZRE
B3| oo H 4 #-E. coli (BL21)#% i ¢h His-Zta 22 BHLF1 #f 4 7 & 245 > & %
% %% BHLF1 1% 4 4] ZRE & 7|7 %4 3| His-Zta » @ BHLF1 ;2§ % 3| His
B0 F o #&FJ1* mBHLFI } 2 % ZRE A 7] s 354l » R % 5| His-Zta &
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i

Z% &3 > His 39 Fias #2412 m» mBHLF1 i3 & %3] His 39 F (H
8C) - %) His-Zta ¥ 2 % £ 7| BHLF1 #£ 4+ {5 » & % b pF4c » His-Ku80 r
His-Zta » L% Ku80 % &£ T BHLF1 454+ £ % % & Ztash%2? > S5 F M5 §
His-Zta 75 ¥ » His-Ku80 - &t % & 3| BHLF1 ¥4+ (B 8D)- & ¥ His-Ku80 -
Axde ~ His 3=6 > B2 § BL% His-Ku80 4 & ¥] BHLF1 484} - #* ¢t » mBHLF1
#£ 7% 3 ' 3 His-Zta §- His-Ku80 » 7 & ;% & ¥4 3| His v & - His-Ku80 o F]* >

Ku80 & JF 52 Ztaene % & » — 428 & 3 orilyt + ¢0ZRE R 7] o

¥y ARy - L EMSA 23 % & Plorilyt F g R8¢ £ F & 7 Zta
o Ku80 « % % - SB/TPA #1cs ef P3HR1 fmoe fc & ™ e it FB0 i v 7 2R 15
£ biotin % 7_s0 BHLF1 #% ¢+ (Hqt probe)i& 7 EMSA & J& - #if 11 200 & 4= 400 i
A & Z_biotin #£ 4* (cold probe)( &) 9, lanes 3, 4):#3‘r£ 45 & (specific probe;3ZRE)
(B 9, lanes 5, 6)&7 245 B [ 45 4+ (non smmﬁc probe i 3SP1) (B 9, lanes 7, 8)i& {7
WA A KRB IY T S8 é— EI‘JL%;F &LP a8 @ K4EzefF 4 5 2 F biotin 1 7 ih
BHLF1 #5 4+ 3 8 445 4+ 3ZRE ,1 orlLyt F rn3 B ZRE3 (B 3)F 7|97k = aF 4+ »
ﬁ%%ﬂﬁﬁfswlaﬁ3@$nﬁﬂ%@$mﬁ&o$%%m’ﬂ¢ﬁ»ﬁ§
oAl FEV UBBIRE ST A2 5 R EEHAE L (B 9, lane 1) o
%% 4e ~ $%5 3-9 27 biotin 7 BHLF] #4272 & AR RF| 3 B R & =8
¢ % Shift 1 ~ Shift2 2 Shift3 <74 2 (%] 9,lane2) &R 5 = B % I kv F 47 &
e % &3 BHLFL F o gt b > JI* R 42 FRE S EA 4T BEFRF 4o >
& € _biotin 4F &+ {5 > % & =45 e Shift 1-Shift 2 2 Shift 3 e5 & ¥ 5 35 R % >
T OCEFFE R APE S F 33 A AP B (B 9, lanes 3,4) A 1 B &

A A2 LTS R0 FAF &MY DNA R ehig & - ¥ M R 145 4 3ZRE &

pA

(i R Ks?f%*fﬁ’ﬂk}ii‘aﬁ% Shift 1 » §? ¥ %33 » & §_Shift 2 2 Shift3 P2
FELEISLIR G (B 9,lanes 5,6) d *tiF R 44 4E 4 3ZRE 4.3 B ZRE B 7= »
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AP iR -9 B AR £ 48 Shift | 2R 4 ehe £ % F 58 ZRE R 7Y 0 shift 2 2 Shift 3

W

PIZ o de s 11 2L30 B4R 44 3SP1 ie 7 415 4 & A 45 0 SEF 4 45k 2 # 4 Shift 1

Shift3 & 7 € :cgy S &M 0% > @ E_Shift 2 #rj R PmM %k o W FHRFEF 7 4

it

& 3| BHLF1 354+ F € 3 3 B & =8 > w455 Shift 1 ¢4 3ZRE #t3+ » F]p*

R 30 F4F & &Y Shift 1 < jF 1548 ZRE & 7|4 i % & §] BHLF1 474+ F - 5.8 4

|

T 4F3t % £ 7| BHLFL F ch3dev AF 688 & 3 1 7

\F‘

B R 0 AT A x F Zta $ARE e
L Ku80 #4832 {7 EMSA & Ji o $ % # IR v FenR & =4 d shift 1 + A
A 2 A2 = # (super shift) (B] 9, lanes 9, 10) » P 7 %% & | oriLyt + chd-vd F4F
LR shiftl ¢ 77 Ztafo Ku80 %22 > & * i5d B v WAB k- BiF LM
-0 FAF & % shift2 2 Shift3 P2 5 BRI L =8 » FI & B4 EWILF Zta

B

~
c

o0
ja)
\\\?{r

KuB0 & Zta ¢ % I % & 7| EB 4 m«éﬁl gr AF B4z 42 (orilyt)
il
| - o

AP 7 4 DAPA f EMSAsg 4 70 _i{dso § - A2t £ T4 Az ke B orilyt
(A ZRE B3|} o F AFF 5 1% ChIP 3 tiwe p ¥ > KuS0 2.3 € £ Zta — 4
% & 71 EB 54 DNA 4f #lAz 458 orilyt + - F % P3HRI fwe 12 SB/TPA 13 -
FEEBpF d BRYE B AR o & 24 (s 0 12 formaldehyde F € -9
22 DNA z. B erge g > #R 18 1 3w Ku80 ikl frd Zta FAE 8 {7 dL & Uik > ¥ 14 real
time-PCR 4 47 v F % & 3|7 DNA F 7| F 9§ » 1515 3x+ BHLFI 0% > %
WA ARG AR TR e o I AR R R ACtR T AT 0 P AR UK
w73 DNA § 1% internal control » " $:8 {7 L & sk o fr f Bk (8 s DNA £ 0 %
SR RE T A ) Fraledp o J1F FLKu80 FE s i T ok e DNA ) 3 4e 5.27
B FuZta FRE T R e DNA X3 4 8.22 & > Flyt o7 Ku80 fr Zta flmbe p
€ % & 3l orilyt + (B 10) -
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Ku80 ¥ BMRFL1 polymerase processivity factor # im®% p ¢1% 3 it %

A BETIEEBRA &~ B AW KuB0§ &1 Zta- A= £ Florilytt >

S Ku80¥ iv %27 1 EBs 4 «FDNA#E # o §  EBy 4 DNAGE Bl e 947 & 48
(replication complex)d 71 EBjs # -9 F#r2 (Fixmanetal, 1992) - # @ 2 -
= EA-D > f278|Ku802 { § EBJs# DNAZ 2 DNA4F #l 7BMRF1» § {723 iv%

pU 2 F B STk 2 (immuneprecipitation)$£ 3T Ku80&_F %22 7 45 W45 & M A &2
EA-Dfim® P e & o % £ #P3HR1 % 1 TPA{-SB# $EB 4 4% i3 2 1A% 12
H Wawre B4 0 RS FZtab il o FKuB04 Rl B 7 A B Tk (8] 5) g =

L 2 RO ] & % 3 LEA-DV Ak FiZtaf Ml d k(B 11, lane 4) 0 £ ¥
1 Ag FKu804L8E £ e L B UK (FE] I lane 3) o p 2t > FlgGHuRl ir & = 4 £ Uik
EA-D (] 11, lane 2) - #F Ku80 ¢ *"*’Ztai EA D" % ’?é hEELE o
Ku80 # K=p v+ EB }ﬁi ,al;?]ﬂl‘ DNA ;ﬁl

AT Y L% Ku80 %277 EB & g " DNAAF R erif @WAF 61 > BF 5 0

# 3t Ku80 & EB :jrias*; A a7 ArgEend ¢ 03— 41 * lenti-virus #- Ku80 -+
Y pEYFE 4 3 P3HR] dm¥e ¢ > 2E = Ku80 knock down 48 2 _m Pz % IR & 3 »
B Ku80 A FIPI% 4 » % BB s 4 i # 0l 4 - § %11 pLKO.1-XRCCS
(TRCN0000010467) 2= = Ku80 4* &7 P3HRI1 48 ®_fwm?s 11 2 pLKO.1 £ = c7P3HRI
£ 0% S gl A )0 TPA fo SB B EB sd 4w i3 A > ¥ I 2
‘v » TPA 4= SB ¥ 4r » DMSO # 5 #4411 2 4 » TPA ~ SB fr Phosphonoacetic
acid (PAA)FLZ ¥ - mipdlie » 27 PAA 3% 7 4 DNA F & s % — Hondr | A
(Rickinson et al, 1978) = § 4t » PAA {8 » ¥ L% 17| EB }rﬁ—* s DNA 45 /T "% o
F] o #-P3HRI fw%e fh4e & 24 344 > & B3k M 5x10% e dic 4 E 35 H 48
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| PE (S Bdmre T T Ok {8 4T AL B~ 1) DNA > # ¥ 14 real-time PCR 4 47 oriLyt ¥ £
frin®e cactin DNA 4p 44 £ % £ EB j5#4 DNA s @l - % % # 3> § pLKO.1
sy 4] i 4 » SB/TPA {4 EB 54 «nDNA 4F fl & + 2 1 25.6 £ o4+t 2. T » Ku80
i 1 pLKO.1-XRCCS #8 € m ¥ 4 » SB/TPA 3£ %15 2 EB 54 DNA 4l £ T '
1248 o gl e~ SB/TPA ehip 4l i EB s DNA i+ = >

4t~ PAA ehgr 4] pIEL T EB 54 0 DNA 47 £ Fldrd] o F2b & Ku80 # Faehr

P3HRI1 'm¥e ¢ 23] EB Ji4 % A8 DNA 47 @ € "2 i (Rl 12) °
Ku80 # i EB s 4 1 DNA 4 ®l4z %>

A% 7 d ChIP {r DAPA §4v Ku80 ¢ EE A Lta chi £ @ 4T orilyt & o
I P B3] Ku80 4 e EB :;,%4 71 DNA 7},‘@@1«' T (W 12) 0 Flet g
Ku80 %27 EB i+ ehag st - ¢ ’tﬁﬂﬂﬁ'sqmm e EB A HAFH
2 16817 0 AR d B AR BCLF1|EI§‘*'J‘ m,r VS 1 4t 5 EB T e MR
H_% fx#» (Chang et al, 1998) ° rﬂt‘* ﬂ-»—BcLFl rnk;:cﬁv =+ o oriLyt — A=  51
pGEM-luc §* 48 F #£ 5 = pVCAluc-ori (-) (Chang et al, 1998) Fd § R AT IR
BL% BeLF1 fods 3 gt » fdisvorilyt £ F & i o B0t > fid ‘2400 & % 3F
A F) 4507 5% e pEi¥ ~ pCMV-Zta 2 pGFP-Ku80 » £ ¥ fHhi¥ » pGL3-CMV :f
Frdlledpt o BB IR pVCAluc-ori (1) i 2 % % 309 2 » 4§ ¥ pGFP-Ku80
FE g H A plF A3 5301 (B 13) 0 H hiE » pCMV-Zta 4] e p] ¢
974 & > pt ek v iE o~ pGFP-Ku80 erfy ] e X 3 g% F| pVCAluc-ori (-)kc# +
g v > 1 pGEM-luc i 5 f #2410 > % # » pGL3-CMV ~ pGFP-Ku80 &
pGL3-CMV-Zta p¥ '# i § BLEZ | ¥ & L Flehd 7 o Fpt & Zta 35 2pF > Ku80 ¥

Mt Zta 75 EB 54 73 3 S DNA 47 ] -

26



Ku80 3 it Zta #4xF]+ ciE &

pBHLF1 fx#+ 3 + & e 3 ZRE B 7|7 14k Zta Fesiam B &+ 3 5 B 1L
pBHLF1 % & 3 51 #F DNA g @ > #1020 %3] Ku80 ¢ &2 Zta - A2 % &
7| pBHLF1 + ¢ ZRE B 714 (B 8,9) 428 Ku80 ¥ i %27 Zta 3 ¥ crifi 4575 |4 o
F o witt EBpA B % 203T ek > v mAf e s 4 4R A A 47 e
;I pFi% » pCMV-Zta 2 pKu80-GFP ° £ H jhi¥ » pGL3-CMV iz dprt > g
%4 . pCMV-Zta 7% i* BHLFI fcs 3 cg b b 2 £ 4 17.8 & > %§ % pKu80-GFP
FrenE P AT A1 914 (B 14A) - H hi¥ » pKu80-GFP 4 &
Pl § % 2 pBHLFI fafe 3 chjs i o 7 ¢k & 4o Zta § #5d % & 7] BRLFI fds 3
(Rp)}+ e7 ZRE E 7]7% i+ BRLF1 ﬁ._k"? (Le Roux ctal, 1996) » ##* 7 BL% 3| Ku80 ¢
% Zta- Azl ¢ PIZRE B 7|1 o et Rp é’ﬁ“"" Eé?j 4 Wi¥ » pCMV-Zta & pRp-ZRE
Fabe 3 eE b b A & 392 0 E wgf,k» pCMV-Zta 3 pKu80-GFP » “§ %
pKu80-GFP 3% » chd + 2 Q7 M Pqu 19 § 3 (W 14B)> 7 ¥ i » pGFP-Ku80
ey ] 2R 3 L% 3] pRp- ZR;E };—II‘V‘h—* m, I“ o' gk ¢t 5 Rta #7738 e RRE B 7)) 7]
® €A Zta STFEE o TR pRRE RS 3] e 1B e L 4R E A ) A A
e ;N pFiE » pCMV-Zta 2 pKu80-GFP » % % % I pRRE faf> + s iz § B
B o b e 1 Ku80 F Y MGE Zta chg s it 4 o

t 293T e ¥ g% 3] KuB0 ¢ L8 Zta snfg 4512 16 > & F i1 EB I
4 B 4 ® B im®e BIAB me th¥ o e 0B AG nvs 4 4R A F A 7600 0
e pEiz » pCMV-Zta 2 pGFP-Ku80 » 2 ¥ jpi¥ » pGL3-CMV hip 4] e pit o g
# I pCMV-Zta & 1 BHLFI fads 3 e ft b <+ ) 48.6 & > 4 ¥ pGFP-Ku80 #
reng P BT 3213% (B 15A) £ €% F ¥ » pGFP-Ku80 &z 4]

X3 L% 3] pBHLF1 fads 3+ eiE ib o #7002 Zta 53 &7 > Ku80 & 72 /&
it pBHLF1+4: % 12 pRp-ZRE i {7 24 %% & 4 47 54 514 49 pF i » pCMV-Zta
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; S qL
% pGFP-Ku80 » £ ¥ jhix » pGL3-CMV efr#]m4p vt » L% I CMV-Zta % |
- ‘\;' e 5 N " =7 '-)(
BHLF1 fx# 3 erjgp a2 F 2 % 202 & > “g % pGFP-Ku80 i » chg + = » p|¥ )
P23 77 % (B 15B) 0t e BJAB fm?2 @ > Ku80 » ¢ 838 Zta chfi 4575 14 it
L = )

4 o
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i

R SR B IR R A LA N E RS} L
Bd FREHE A EEY > RS B e v Fenfll o A AR
i Ztad i wre g [ls 6o LR 52 EB ?5 4 ] 5 o4 His-Zta
pull down fr 3+ F 48 & & 47 {7 4 KuB0 § & Zta 55 & > @ KuB0 § & Zta 7 % 4f &
#.% & 5] orilyt ¢n ZRE A 7] (Bl 8-10) » & ® g2 | Ku80 & [ § i % EB
FDNA B A AT (B 12)0 F2t o 42 Ku80 %277 EB a4 7% A ¥ DNA

R p A R

~F % 1% His-Zta pull down & e g KuB0 > @ ¢ 2 3 RIEAIY LR
fod i a7 (immuno-afﬁnity puriﬁ_c_a}tion)ﬁ,?"’ iz ¥ g VR Jov BT € 2 Zta B 4
ﬁﬁﬂ%lmﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁEB%é%&%ﬁﬂKOBS@%ﬂ»ﬁPNﬁRmﬁ
${cfL EA-D ot i jp| 11 & 2 Q%IE. /zll Jf-g.ﬁm:sEB ﬁﬁ* e~ AP BFIH
anti-Flag agarose ¥ ¥t w0 #2 F-v 'Fr 4 % 3 IﬁL_Flé‘g—Zta B 4t B Ku80 (Wiedmer et al,
2008) B AFA T NP BREFAP I L o @ KT Y 7 Zta v E] KuB0 f8 0 - 11 f
FTHR AT Zta § B Ku80 R & 0 F P BRI H 2 FLERRBEM G Flitde

Rl Ku80 %2771 Zta 3443z EB js & chat i o

Ztashg-o TARZ& 77§ FAFES -DNAG & fodd T2 B R %
oo A TERT 3B Zadb R R 0 A N S N SR 1 R P Mg
%2 ¢ 7DNAREfr R M %3 C (B TA) > f1% LA KA TR T Zta g
1B Ci e 32 2Ku80.% & (B 7B) » Ku70{eKu80g H4p 2 » & 3 7 N o/

# (VWA domain) ~ ¥ B Mz} chB-barrel % & 2 C crhelical arm > Ku70/80 ¢ 7 =

- AR DS o FIPKu? F & B - BapREDNAR S i A E 4R 6 T

-
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DNA:# = (Walker et al, 2001) » &4 7 ¢ 3 IKu80 ¢ " NfrM=h % 2 £ Zta

8 - Ku80F & #5:iEZtakk & FIZRER 7|+ (B 8) > @ A8 7 BL% | Ztad_ 2 DNA
FERPICERM FPF K0S & 0 i EKu80 il § ZtarhpF iz B & 2 B & T
oriLyt } o F]pt a4 Ku807% ¢ ik ZtasDNAR & F 3¢ > @ E H Ztarh R 1 7 32

% & o Ku70/Ku80evWA T3 ¢ 5 4pg &£ 352 & = B4 (heterodimer) > @ Ku80:h
B-barrel % 3¢ t.% & FIDNA A = pPF € 25 % % bk > & £ KuB0% & FloriLyt + /f & i Zta
A3 L E#5% £ FIDNAL « b PFEB 4 & A B 4edf WA 2 DNAZ 315 38 - 25
A iE JIDNA % 23 > F]t Ku801/ B-barrel % 3 2 Zta st & e84 7 8- HIFd - B &

" F o ZtafeKu804 W ERAE R B AR T B L o

A&7 41* ChIP fr EMSA ;ﬁ? 1 Ku80 ¢ 5 Zta ' & 7] EB 75 & 47 fAz 4
Bt A BE (7 ChIP & iy G & 7 5_:4:;‘ T - DNA R %73 ] %+ 500 bp
] 5B P DNA 7 iy & %vwﬁlr‘ﬁ;:{;:o FEt2# o it 7 EMSA A 9P
S % fF 44495 DNA %,%}Fﬁl,LiﬁzDNA PRSI pE e 0 R e Ku € 5%
25| DNA 75 chh sy m & 0 ; v ,aﬁ DNA Eig AL > #7112 F_2 ChIP 4v EMSA
FLZEKu80 &2 DNA thit & » Bl g 2 3P & chipd o 57 @40 F R4 DA
45 2F 7 F1* DAPA 73 Ku80 22 DNA thi & » 8228 DAPA #7i¢ * ff 4~ BHLFI
27 EMSA shifét4pte > fe 8% & % $£ 4 mBHLF1 %3 f 424 2pF » g% 5] ZRE
B PR % 1 Ku0 je it B & SHF £ L (R 8) 2 *h > 1% invitro DAPA #54 &
Ku80 - Zta % & 2 'Ku80 4riw % & P47 WAdr 8Lt » B R FIRE § & Zta i3 &PF >
Ku80 4 i % & 3] DNA }+ » % £ 1 % Ku80 i &pF » ¥ i¢ #£ 4- BHLF1 } «n ZRE &

| ¥ e Ku80 2R & % % & 3| DNA F » #7132 Ku80 & Jf %:iF Zta chg & » )
P

S & M5 £ T HATheBE o 20 0h ) DAPA A 47 #% 5 ChIP {r EMSA A 47 7 i

4 % R KL

&
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CEBIIMG F 5B 7 DNA %75 i3 4F chi v ;‘rz;u? 7 DNA 45 % » MSH-2 %
MSH-6 ¢ %£ 'm¥z ey fl 4y 35-fe ¥ 12 42 (mismatch repair ; MMR ) (Buermeyer et al,
1999) » @ Ku70/80 ~ DNA-PK {= PARP-1 R §  DNA 72 ezt e iRt R R 4% &

(non-homologous end joining;NHEJ )» izt v F %22 7 HSV-1 v KSHV 7 DNA
#F @ 4F & %8 (Taylor & Knipe, 2004; Wang et al, 2008) - @ [ kit & s i3 4
(homologous recombination repair ; HRR ) #hreplication protein A (RPA) ~ Rad51 ~
Rad52 {v MRN 47 & 8 7] %22 EB Jx+ DNA 47 fl (Kudoh et al, 2009) « = s34 EB
Fd i~ 3 AW 15 DNA I § ¢ 5 715 Mrel1-Rad50-Nbsl (MRN) #f & 4 fosk
Bt D ATM ¢ BB P4 i W s > 30 k3 474 S ¢ DNA AL Fl 4R & 7
T ¥ DNA B o B 14 0 p53 4 B R ERETIH A D W R B2 fr Zta B
&3 % pS3 T F L Ardtg Gl 2 @R o f &S phase 9 CDK FE4r 5 B 1 D
%

A § i~ B & DNA JF fleiiks o 'ﬂ U, T T S s il

a

#]m i& {7 DNA 47 1l (Kudoh et al, 2005) M,.m 7 RA T Ku80 /f & 536 Zta o i .

55 % 47 WA 42 861 ZRE F 71 ,fﬂhtﬁ 5 Kug) 06 EB s 4 etk 28 5 7
i ¥ DNA @ B & 7] 5 EB:ffiaa.rnDlNAJ : fn Pa-fsz/%,zﬁu % 7 s & e KSHV +
BT Ku0 € #2347 WA b v B — 425 & FI4F fl4= 458 (Wang et al, 2008) -

74 4Rl EB 4 2 KSHV § F 4n s i e + 800 #5203 A il -

AR P LT KuB0 & Zta ehig & v & 1L E WK A $7 L% D] Ku80 ¢ &

Zta # BMRF1 %4 (% 11)» BMRF1 5 § § 4 DNA AT fln7 B 30 fre - -
¢ &2 Zta ~ BALF5 ~ BALF2 ~ BBLF4 ~ BSLF1 §= BBLF2/3 — 422} = 4§ HWAF & RS
"7 %9 DNA F 4l » %47 § % . Zta ~ Ku80 4~ BMRF1 ¢ 4 & t— 42 » #]s* $3p)
Ku80 # it » $-22 7 AFHAF &4 > & — Ac% & FlAF A4 (B 9) o ¢t ¢h » 8L
B FI VCA feds & e i 2 g 4 g4 DNAA4F =% & 2 18> 2 DNA polymerase
accessory protein 4 € B 4% 1 VCA feds + » Fpt %ﬁ o Edme g AR EA TS AT
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B AL 7] VCA & i Ji o EB :;’;53 AR E R R FRE L
5| P3HRI 51 Ku80 4% 5 ¥ » VCA fcfs 5 cmigfhs 595 = (R 13)» F1o* Ku80

T §iE 1 EBpd ap HAF L o

()

e ? Ku d-v B ¢ B % DNA 47 WARBE 30 5.8 & Tl4F WAc4o8L
Ku 7= ¢ %2 Ie 4% 5>t herpesvirus 7% KSHV - HSV 573 % ## DNA 4f 4l - 4=
TELFIIEBpA & F A1 72 hKuB0 1 E i3 ¥ DNAAF®- @ H is ¢ 22 Kug0
A5 4F & M ehd-d F Ku70 v DNA-PK £ % 7= &2 8 ¢ » &8 - H4F3f o ¢ v
Ku70 v 3 £ 3 helicase er/% 1 (Ochem et al, 1997) » I %22 'm?s DNA 4f # 1f2
¥ * (Matheosetal, 2002) - @ *# 7 w AR Zta £ F § &2 Ku70 % & » & & ¢
FALHERLEE G EBpA e P Fl-aig—Zta ¥ e d Ku70 (Wiedmer et al,
2008) » 501 4iit] Ku70 52 Kiusg %5 ¢ o Zta @& o AT T F I KUS0 § % 5 7
oriLyt * » % ¥ Ku70 4 % EB rf,iw;rq;_ﬁ_;liA WAT LR BIdER|E 7 chr i T

' LI
it ¥ DNA i& {7 f2%2> = ¥_EB }?r,‘fr e };_*ﬁfl | enhelicase’ #712 Ku &2 :}?r,‘fr -1 BBLF4

helicase 72 3 1¥% Q| F & & - HEE T o

Ku 3¢ &2 #A#EF € % & 7] lamin B2~c-myc fr B-globin } 77 DNA 4 #4245
B 7|+ (Sibani et al, 2005a; Sibani et al, 2005b) » I ¥ ¥x 51 ORC 4§ & %2 ~ cdc6 ~ cdtl
e MCM #F & %8 > 1 it B fx DNA 4f @ - % HeLa ¥ #? 4] % RNAIi #- Ku80 3-v
Fardl o BRI Mm% 4 £ B -« P 58w DNA o fldedn 2 w9 % 7 & Gl
¥ (Rampakakis et al, 2008) * & ‘m? i& (= DNA 4F Az pF ¢ %252 5 45 47 &
4 (pre-replicative complex; pre-RC)> @ # 4~ F¥354F & 4 (origin recognition complex
ORC)d Orcl-Orc6 #7ie = 4 = pre-RC chd-d F2 — o hdk £ Ku80 HF R T
BL% 1] Orcl v Orc6 ehim®e p % @ %8 T4 ¢ F 1 9 0rel ~Orcd fe cded5
wF R DI % o # 17 DNA 4f ® ehds 4% 37 Fe4] (Rampakakis et al, 2008) o &
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75 1 # lenti-virus #-Ku80 7+ 3§ M 2 pE+: padd 4 3] P3HRI fw¥e ¢ > 75 LR 3|

P3HRI1 e # £ B ik % o b PRRLE T EB 54 3 4% DNA 4 0™ % > & &

it
o+
e

%% KuB0 ¢ % & Pl 4 DNA 47 flAsdegh b o #712 § KuB0 4 I > il

gt

£ Flp -+ A flAsde B Ku80 » g8 0 » #riie ™ i £ & EB 54 DNA 47

2T

S Fl2 - o b ¢h > f HeLa Mm% ¥ 11 RNAIQ #-Ku80 F-v Fard] » pLZT|

AR

AGERlut B 4 o i 8 Cdk2 eid 127 14 p21 £ JRE F A~ Cde25A fr Cdk2
# E % % cyclin A &2 cyclin D1 e 3" ™ > cyclinE ez £ B3 & ff i) 4
4% F 7 Kul0 ehfrd| i fmiz i2 9 & Gl pF¥p oLl % & ~ S P (Rampakakis
etal, 2008) - @ EB J5# &~ i3 I 16 § & =+ cyclinE/A 2 R E &R v
hyperphosphorylated Rb % #% - ¢ m®2 ¥ 8 i& § % late Gl pF# & early S-arrested p*
oy di- Big s EBpd DNA A RE P et A e DNA 4f 8l (Kudoh
etal, 2005) > ~#7 7 ¢ * Ku80 4+ ]‘mrﬂP3HR1 fﬁ Lmiew A e ) £ 7
TR AR o gt o E KuB0 # Fé PRHRI| ﬁ;;,m% "1 SBAETPA # % i@ EB j4 it »
AW EB A & KuS04 ]‘mﬂ‘*mljt o S £t LR T
LiF- HoEitedeod £F) 5 Ku80 g me‘e’ P3HR1 e ey b Gl Y A 2 1)
EB J5 4 7% A4 W o R KuB0 fo & 214 WASIn B b enIl & ¥ it 87 IR Zta chig

ElF Moo P2 EB A i flAskeit g B RM G

mfe ¢ Ku70/80 € % & Flfcd>+ A A Fleh4 I (Mayeur et al, 2005; Xu
etal,2004)c @ 2 A T P v L;];;;%-f, RS- ,];5_* 2 X B }]%_FH,

FIRKu v F g Fril i # thig &% 1 (Giffin et al, 1999; Giffin et al, 1996; Jeanson
& Mouscadet, 2002; Okumura et al, 1994) ¢ p w2 Ku 3¢ B &2 @0 3w i 4 &
i FH Ku80 & - M2 & plfxd 3 eni 7| b > B A AT %R Kug0 & Zta 7 %

% pF | Ku80 &% % & | oriLyt> @ orilyt 5 4F @ A24s2LF pF~ §_BHLF1 & 7] ec
3 > A7 F IR Ku80 ¢ 7% it Zta e &k |+ 0 i€ (¥ pBHLF1 - pRp-ZRE 7%
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b i e R Ku80 &34 iF Zta % & I EB [lis% sfcd + 1+ Aral g e e Zta fe

Ku80 i & £ F A4 EB 54 73 A 9 sl i 12 4= @ DNA e Wl & £ p¥ %

—,pj N

RiEn B2 IEE 0 TR L8 BB

BBy > AT ER Zta ¥ Kug0 % & > ¥ 8- % & 5| orilyt + s ZRE

B 713 A2 BB % Sl 85t fe DNA 47 8 > 4§ KuB0 k#ril 15 % 3] EB
4 hDNA R T > @7 7 Kus0 %% EB 4 3 A WAl o & & #ie— %43

KuS0 2 EB 4 73 2l 9048 Slend 5 v { 2 fFen f2 o
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Epstein-Barr virus

Latency Lytic cycle
EBNA-1, 2, 35, LP Immediate early gene BZLF1

LMP-1, 2A, 2C BRLF1 ] Transactivator
EBERI, 2 @
BARTs Early gene BMRFI ]

BALF2
BALF5
BBLF2/3
BBLF4
BSLF1 o

Replication factor

late gene Gp350/220 ]
VCA
Gp35 Viral structure protein
Gp25
Gp42 —

™

B 1:EBjm+h2ae - EBpF 2 B0~ L FRDR A > § 55 L2

T Bimietsom A BMRYP P € AM6BH 3% (EBNA-1, EBNA-2, EBNA-3A,
EBNA-3B, EBNA-3C - EBNA-LP) ~ = % %% (LMP-1, LMP-2A and LMP-2B)

2z 2 i small RNA (EBER1 and EBER2) ! 3% 5 3 fm%e ciad% S 3 7 foigr & % B = o
Yok R TR OTERIEA A A e p A 0 2 B GES A ) BZLFL v
BRLF1 B 4% > f Fiaitpd p S femse cnfiFlam Bpe- ¢ o L B &
FHEPATNEFILMR 4 DNA « R @ AR E F W pd Bk

BB RS RIS A RR -
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proteins
Assembly ., Late
RNA proteins

synthesis

Early
proteins
synthesis

Immediate-
early proteins,
synthesis

® 2:EB x4 3 A% o EBg# € 14 envelope + & — #enfd ks o mre
e b X ® > envelop ¢ frim e i £ £ 1 capsid > i&%f}ﬁsi 1 capsid € & $% 3t
Heff > #HF DNA & » B % b 3 B 445 1) mRNA » mRNA § 44 1% | o5
FARINESPF0 T Rieftb P ho FErilpip - Hinit 58 AFEE
2 mRNA > mRNA ¢4 E NP B i RSP 0 Fo BFS Y F5 Frilf
P %2k E DNA i o s 4 (0 DNA B4 ¥ 4 Mot mRNA & 834 0t 9 §-
BOF s Rd g AP Mopd DNA ¢ K md R RS H L me R
S E i A e

36



downstream
upstream component compaonent

| |

BHLF1 BHRFI1
7/ .
—_— R

"'.._-:F',..'F'I L

!

L

i fy ) L

| o orilyt 7} 5 (upstream
o

%_,??:%’g;“f: (ZRE1-4) ~ TATA box %
ey | -A'I'

& e M

M 3 : EB 3 3 2% DNA A _
component)# 7z 7 BHLFI }eﬁ&v‘? A

-f';_h ___._._--' 2 L:T" .-_.-:'t-
CCAAT box i+ H + - oriLyt 77" % (downstream component)?| & 3 7 BHRF1 fx

#3 >+ &3 3% ZRE A 7| (ZRE5-7)2 Rta e & = (R)
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,

05 ""55:"":': e His-Zta (lane 2, 3)frdr 1

s His (lane 1) Ni-NTA agarose v 't His f & 3¢ B » 3% 4 » {18 SB v TPA

[y

B 4: e Zta 2 &

# %« P3HR1 Mm% 5 P~j% i2 {7 His-pull down 4 47 > X {5 ¥k i ™ kv 1Y
SDS-PAGE 4 17 » #-# £ #&77 &1 polypeptide i& {7 in gel digestion » & {5 4] *

MALDI-TOF 3#-v # Z_F 4 17 < M @ molecular weight marker °
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A B

kDa 1 2 3 4 kDa 1 2 3 4
83
175
62
83 Ku80
47.5
62
325 Zta 45
32:5
a-Zta — - = + a-Zta - - + -
IP a-Ku80 - - + - IP a-Ku80 - - -+
a-lgG - + - - a-legG - + - -
IB a-Zta IB o-Ku80

B 5:Ztar Ku80 tim®e p e & o #-P3HRI ‘w2 12 SB fv TPA aJ¥ 24 | pF 1S
FI* 2 e £ E U2 R TR S AT M Zta Fubl s FLKu80 e f i) et IgG
e F LAtk (IP)> U * & = g %2 (IB)# /Bl - IP : immunoprecipitation ; IB :

A=

immunoblotting °
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kDa

175
His-Ku80 83
62

e His-Zta

325
25

GST = + = GST . +
GST-Zta - — + GST-Ku80 — - +
His-Ku80 + + + His-Zta + + +

‘f“w
-»?% ?15»“5“

B 6:Zta¥ Ku80 5 & % & - &-E. 21) DE3 # 31 GST ¥ GST-Zta g

& #-9 § 12 Glutathione-Sepharose beads ¥ ¥ = % » #% {5 4 » His-Ku80 f& & v F"
i 7 GST-pull down 4~ 7 > & F 1 * & = 8:5/% (IB)/2#w Ku80 #88 i B (A) o #-
GST £ GST-Ku80 f# & &9 F 12 Glutathione-Sepharose beads ¥ *i ™ % » %15 4v »
His-Zta f& & 3¢ & (7 GST-pull down A 47 » & F{|* & > 8% (IB)14iZta

F88 B (B) o IB : immunoblotting °
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A C

TA DBD DIM Ku80 binding VWA Core CT  PK Ztabinding

Zta [ = T T 1 Ku$0 [ T T ]

aa aa
GFP-Zta + GFP-KN o +
GFP-ZN 86 - GFP-KM 425
GFP-ZM 167 — GFP-KC L
GFP-ZC 245 +

D

6 7 8 9 10 kDa 1 2 3 4 kDa 5 6 7 8

Lysate IP: -KuB80 Lysate IP: a-Zta
IB: a-GFP ~ IB: o-GFP ~1B: a-GFP IB: a-GFP

GFP-ZC (lane 5) % F-v F (A) o ¥ F-v F /L Ku80 #8838 {7 L F ik & 17
(IP) > # M F GFP g i a = 8 %2 (IB)~ 47 (B) o # GFP-Ku80 73 ‘J‘,$ RER
B MR F IR A D] P3HRI e kP o ML GFP AR T 0 S BEE 2 A 4T
P3HRI !m*z % .7 GFP (lane 1)~GFP-KN (lane 2)~GFP-KM (lane 3)4= GFP-KC (lane
4) (C) o it Fov 0 45 Zta PR 7 A AR A 47 0 & 0 4 GFP JrAtie (7 6

BL % 2 &~ 17 (D) o IP : immunoprecipitation ; IB : immunoblotting °
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A C DAPA

BHLFI: 5 .GTCTCTGTGTAATACTTTAAGGTTTGCTCAGGAG - - sl B
CAGAGACACATTATGAAATTCCAAACGAGTCCTC- 5 = = o |
ZRE] ZREZ = 2 2 £ Z
: e a8 T o @ )
£ oM m £ £  Probe
mBHLF1: 5 -GTCTCTGGTATATACTTTAAGGTTGGTATAGGAG
CAGAGACCATATATGAAATTCCAACCATATCCTC- 5
mZREI mZRE2 a-Z1a
His -~ _ i _ + Antibody
His-Zta + + E + —
B Lytic cycle
P3HRI D DAPA
DAPA = 25
7 7
— b E o R T
- ) = & - = Mmoo
2 = % £ m m E = Probe
= &0

= Probe I
a-Zta ‘His-Ku80 + + + + i Antibody
His = _ + B 1

Amib&d;le__ His-Zta = + - + -
‘.:_'::_‘-,.f\ .\ \}H
B o ety
B 8 : Ku80 £ Zta § & & ¥ omLﬁgm ﬁ,f“ % (A) biotin & %_¢ BHLF1 #F 4

¢ % oriLyt * #:ZREl 2 ZRE2 5 ;nr‘ thHLFl F 4R ¢ § %% ZRE] 4 ZRE2
B 7| » ZRE K 7|4c mZRE R 7|4 %] 1 K A&7 o (B)#-BHLF1 v mBHLF1 #£ &+ 4¢
» 11 SB fr TPA A% 51 P3HR1 ‘m% 5B » 12 DAPA 4 45 ¢ % & 5] BHLF] fc
mBHLF1 fF &30 B > 2818 i Zta F 2 L Ku80 A2 7 & & BR R 2 & 47 o
(C) 12 biotin & %7 BHLF1 #£ 4- % mBHLF1 #5 4+ &2 % % 4% ?ﬁh'“r:’f\» I e His-Zta &
His i£% » Pl & FIIF 4 ¢ chdev B € — A4 streptoavdin sk = '™ & » £ 4
Zta Fifg e > gL %2 1P - (D)BHLF1 #£ 4% mBHLF1 #£ 4 > £ His-Zta & His i¥
* I fe pF4r ~ His-Ku80 » % % 4¢ » streptavidin B3k ¥4 455 '™ &k > 12 Ku80

FubiE 7 d & 2h% % & 47 - DAPA : DNA affinity precipitation assay °
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cold
probe 3ZRE 3SPI

competitgr — — 200x 400x 200x 400x 200x 400x — —
B — — — — = — — — A —
o-Kug) — — — — — — — — — 4}
NE— 4+ ++++++++
lane 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

< Super shift

<Shift 1
<Shift 2

<Shift 3

<free probe

B 9:KuB0 £ Zta A} = 4F & 4.5 & 3| oriLyt + - | * EMSA » 17 § % & ¥| BHLF1
JE4hFv FAF £ 48 0 % 41t SB v TPA AJZ i P3HRI thim® ¥ 5 147 b ¥ 4
» BHLF1 #4327 % & F J& (lanes, 2-10) > i2 3 #v » % v F <7 BHLF1 #5 4 i 5
42 (lane 1) » A 3248 45 (lanes, 3-4) ~ ## 2 }445 4> 3ZRE (lane, 5-6)22 2£4F £
4% £~ 3SP1 (lanes, 7-8) T 5 #4 % & A 47 > 47 Zta F frF Ku80 Fid e » 3

super shift 574 47 o NE : nuclear extract °
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8.22x

DLTX

Fold increase

IP No antibody  anti-Ku80 anti-Zta

Bl 10:Ku80 £ Zta % & 3| orilyt t «#P3HR1 ‘w% 12 SB fr TPA &J 24 /| pF{5 »
v FZta FR ~ FLKu80 Fdl o7 4o » Bl enf drdl e 7 A gk (IP) > 4% 1
real time-PCR A #5475 ' & % 7 DNA & 7| » 12515 BHLFI-F 4r BHLF1-R % +

BHLF1 E 7]  IP : immunoprecipitation °
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kDa

175

83

62 BMRF]1

47.5

32.5

o-Zta — - - +
IP o-Ku80 - - + -
a-lgG - + - -

IB o-BMRF1
O

B 11:Ku80 £ Zta v BMRFI frim®e p chi & o JI% £ o LR K ZEFREEA
5 > #-P3HRI1 m# 12 SB fr TPA §lj 24 /] Pt » 124 Zta 8l ~ 2 Ku80 Fuid fr
Bl edilgG s gk (IP)» fI* & > 2572 thip (IB) - IP:

immunoprecipitation ; IB : immunoblotting

45



30 = W pLKO.1
] pLKO.1-XRCCS5
25.6x
25 m—
(D] 20 =
n
<
(D)
3)
£ 15—
=
o
LL nee=
5 —
2.4x
1X 0.8x 0.8x 1x
0 [ [ .
DMSO SB/TPA SB/TPA/PAA

B 12:Ku80 #* Fzyiim e 3% EB .‘}]%3# 7% %] ) DNA 4§ % & ¢ *% - pLKO.1-XRCC5
Ku80 4 F P3HR1 48 % im# 11 2 pLKO.1 1 P3HR1 & %_im# 4 %] 12 DMSO -
SB/TPA 4= SB/TPA/PAA 1§ 32 % 48 -] P¥ {4 12 real-time PCR Z_& 4 47 °SB:Sodium

butyrate ; TPA : 12-O-tetradecanoylphorbol ; PAA : Phosphonoacetic acid °
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S 800000—] 530x
—  700000—
oY
5 600000—
.2
= 500000—
= 309x
>
'S 400000— 0 pGEM-luc
‘5 300000— = pVCAluc-ori(-)
% 200000— 97.4x
o 100000—
a4
0 -

pCMV + + — = —
pCMV-Zta “ - + + +
pGFP-Ku80 - % =)

B 13 : Ku80 iiie Zta i i EB 54 i3 248 Wehit 4 o # pGL3-CMV ~ pGFP-Ku80
2 pGL3-CMV-Zta £ fc#> + pGEM-luc 2 pVCAluc-ori (-)- 422 3} | EB 5 # &
A= B imre P3HRI w2 kP > 32 % 48 [ PF{s R[4 KBt o & Blmre g4

BTz E£4 0 F B &I €45 R o RLU: relative light units °
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A0

5000
= 9.4 =
3 330004 o 3 4500
2 30004 g 4000
< & 3s00
= 25000 2
= = 3000 =
= =
pBHLF 1 ‘=S 20000 pRp-ZRE g nwd
< 15000 - 2000 =
E 10600 ‘i 1500
= 1000
G 000 T 500
-4 -
4] o
pCMV + + - - - pCMV
pCMV-Zia = =~ + + + pCMV-Zia - + 4 .
pGFP-Kusi - + - .d PGFP-Kus0 = + - —

IB: a-GFP Ku80-GFP IB: o-GFP Ku80-GFP

IB: a-tubulin -Tubulirl IB: a-tubulin -Tubulin

pGL2-RRE

Relative Activities(RLU)
=
£

pGFP-KusO -+ - ]

IB: a-GFP

IB: a-tubulin Tubulin

Bl 14:Ku80 it Zta e 4575 1440 4 - #-7# pBHLF1 (A)~pRp-ZRE (B)2 pRRE
(C)- 422 pGL3-CMV - pKu80-GFP # pGL3-CMV-Zta £ I # 4 7] 293T im% ¢ »

BAPFEEHERLREL - B R ARHREFZE4H 0 F RSN E4H
ELP) > pKu80-GFP {= Tubulin 74 L& 2 L GFP #7248 2 F< tubulin F48:E 7 & > 2k

&2 W] (IB) - RLU : relative light units ; IB : immunoblotting °
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= . 35003 .
5 5 Tix
— - W) =4
& =]
= T 2500 =4
2 -
s T o 9 39.6%
pBHLF1 2 PRp-ZRE £ ]
< <
2 2 oo 0.2x
o (2]
= &
PCMV POMY
POMV-Zta . i ' POMV-Z1a - - - - -
pGFP-Kus - + - — PGFP-Kus + P |
IB: a-GFP -_— —— I»GFP-KuRG IB: a-GFP — == == —GFP-Ku0
[B: g-tubulin [ S—— — o Tubulin IB: g-tubulin| ™ S e W — Tubulin
| |

] 15: Ku80 £ Zta $ pBHLF1 e pRp-ZRE &5, 48« 748 pBHLF1 (A) % pRp-ZRE
(B)- 42# pGL3-CMV ~ pKu80-GFP # pGL3-CMV-Zta # F # % T & EB 5 4 & %

bk T B e BJAB fme kP o 12 R 24 0] RIS RS R EM o X B w4 F S

Ji

BEZEA 0 F B EMZ £4F BB 0 pKu80-GFP - Tubulin 4 3L & 2 . GFP
FUiE 2 o tubulin FRg i (7 & > 2L &2 R (IB) - RLU : relative light units ; IB :

immunoblotting °
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Name

Characteristic

Primer

Source

pET28a-cZta

6.1 kb, §1* 51+ GST-Z5

= GST-Z3 & = PCR-PCR
A 47 11 EcoR I 4= Xhol I *»
s > 4% » pET28a -7 EcoR I

feSal T *7 i

GST-Z5 -

5'-CCGGAATTCATGATGGACCCAAACTCG

GST-Z3 -

5'-ACGCGTCGACTAGAAATTTAAGAGATCC

This study

pGEX-4T1-cZta

5.6 kb, f1* 51+ GST-Z5
= GST-Z3 & i= PCR-PCR
A 4 11 EcoR I = Xhol I *7
s > & » pGEX-4T1 i

EcoRI4-Sal I *7 i

GST-Z5 :
5'-CCGGAATTCATGATGGACCCAAACTCG

GST-Z3

: 5'-ACGCGTCGACTAGAAATTTAAGAGATCC

!
\

w 1
ff N

This study

pEGFP-C2-cZta

54kb, §1* 513+ GST-Z5
fe GST-Z3 :& 7 PCR*PCR
& 47 11 EcoRI §r Sal [ *»

i » #& » pEGFP-C2 e

EcoRI f- Sal T *» i

GST-Z5.¢ |
5.CCGGAATTCATGATGGACCCAAACTCG
GST=73":

5'-ACGCGTCGACTAGAAATTTAAGAGATCC

This study

pEGFP-C2-cZta-

N

49%kb, f1* 31+ GST-Z5
e GST-Z3 & 7 PCR-PCR
# 47 14 EcoR I = Xhol I *7
i > # » pEGFP-C2

EcoRI{-Sal I *» i+

GST-Z5 -

5'-CCGGAATTCATGATGGACCCAAACTCG

Z86-R :

5'-ACGCGTCGACATAAGCATTCTCAGGAGC

This study

pEGFP-C2-cZta-

M

49kb, f* 31+ GST-Z5

v GST-Z3 i& {7 PCR*PCR

Z86-F :

5'-CCGGAATTCCAAGCTTATGCAGCACCT

This study
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A 4 12 EcoR I = Xhol I *»

i > 3 ~ pEGFP-C2

Z167-R :

5'-ACGCGTCGACCGATTCTGGCTGTTGTGG

EcoRI14r Sal I *» i~ T
pEGFP-C2-cZta- (4.9 kb, §1* 31+ GST-Z5 |Z168-F : This study
C e GST-Z3 i& i= PCRPCR|5-CCGGAATTCCTGGAGGAATGCGATTCTG

A 47 12 EcoR I v Xhol I *» |GST-Z3 :

¢ » #& » pEGFP-C2 7 |5-ACGCGTCGACTAGAAATTTAAGAGATCC

EcoR 1 {r Sal I *» i~
pEGFP-C2-Ku80
pEGFP-C2-Ku80(5.4 kb, f1%* 313+ Ku80-5 [Ku80-5 : This study
-N o Ku80-244-R it {7 19°- CngAATTCAngTgngTngggAAT

PCR » PCR # 4~ 12 EcoRI Ku80-244-R * \

feSal 1 {8 » & » 5’-I g&féééngAngAATgCCTCTCAATTTT

PEGFP-C2 & EcoRl fe . | .| & \p/ '

Sal I * i+ 9
pEGFP-C2-Ku80(5.2 kb, f|* 51+ Ku80-245-F : This study
-M Ku80-245-F 4= Ku80-424-R|5’- CCggAATTCATTCACTggCCCTgCCgA

i#{7 PCR» PCR #2412 |Ku80-424-R :

EcoRI = Sal I *7 15 » 3% » |5°- ACgCgTCgACCAgCTgCACATACACTAA

pEGFP-C2 7 EcoRI -

Sal T *» i
pEGFP-C2-Ku80(5.6 kb, f1%* 31+ Ku80-425-F : This study

-C

Ku80-425-F 4= Ku80-3 it
T PCR>PCR # % 12 EcoRI

o Sall*7 15 » 4~

5’- CCggAATTCCCTTTCATggAAgACTTg
Ku80-3 :

5’- ACgCgTCgACCTATATCATgTCCAATAA
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pEGFP-C2 1 ECORI fr
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