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Members of the potassium channel tetramerization domain (KCTD) family are soluble
non-channel proteins that commonly function as Cullin3 (Cul3)-dependent E3 ligases.
Solution studies of the N-terminal BTB domain have suggested that some KCTD family
members may tetramerize similarly to the homologous tetramerization domain (T1) of the
voltage-gated potassium (Kv) channels. However, available structures of KCTD1, KCTD5
and KCTD9 have demonstrated instead pentameric assemblies. To explore other phylo-
genetic clades within the KCTD family, we determined the crystal structures of the BTB
domains of a further five human KCTD proteins revealing a rich variety of oligomerization
architectures, including monomer (SHKBP1), a novel two-fold symmetric tetramer
(KCTD10 and KCTD13), open pentamer (KCTD16) and closed pentamer (KCTD17). While
these diverse geometries were confirmed by small-angle X-ray scattering (SAXS), only the
pentameric forms were stable upon size-exclusion chromatography. With the exception
of KCTD16, all proteins bound to Cul3 and were observed to reassemble in solution as
5 : 5 heterodecamers. SAXS data and structural modelling indicate that Cul3 may stabilize
closed BTB pentamers by binding across their BTB–BTB interfaces. These extra interac-
tions likely also allow KCTD proteins to bind Cul3 without the expected 3-box motif.
Overall, these studies reveal the KCTD family BTB domain to be a highly versatile scaffold
compatible with a range of oligomeric assemblies and geometries. This observed inter-
face plasticity may support functional changes in regulation of this unusual E3 ligase
family.

Introduction
The human KCTD family contains 25 soluble proteins that share a conserved potassium (K+)
Channel Tetramerization Domain (a subtype of ‘BTB domain’) at their N-termini and have variable
C-termini [1]. The core BTB fold (named after homologous regions in the proteins Broad-complex,
Tramtrack and Bric à brac) was first defined by the structure of the ‘T1 domain’ in the Shaker potas-
sium channel AKv1.1a and comprises a three-stranded β-sheet flanked by five α-helices [2]. Structural
studies of soluble BTB proteins have since shown the BTB fold to be a highly versatile domain
mediating protein–protein interactions in a large number of transcriptional repressors as well as E3
ubiquitin ligases [3].
Perhaps, the most common BTB domain hetero-protein interaction is with the N-terminal domain

of the cullin family protein Cul3, which recruits specific BTB-containing proteins into Cullin-RING
E3 ligase (CRL3) complexes (reviewed in [4–8]). In this manner, the core BTB domain is structurally
and functionally analogous to the substrate adaptors Skp1 and Elongin C, which bind to Cul1 and
Cul2/5, respectively [9–11]. However, in contrast with these adaptors, the BTB family proteins are dir-
ectly fused to ligand-recognition domains and therefore serve also as the substrate recognition subu-
nits of the E3 ligase. The best characterized examples are the BTB–BACK–Kelch [10] and MATH–

*Present address: Heptares
Therapeutics, BioPark,
Broadwater Road, Welwyn
Garden City AL7 3AX, U.K.

Accepted Manuscript online:
28 September 2017
Version of Record published:
1 November 2017

Received: 2 July 2017
Revised: 21 September 2017
Accepted: 25 September 2017

© 2017 The Author(s). This is an open access article published by Portland Press Limited on behalf of the Biochemical Society and distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution License 4.0 (CC BY). 3747

Biochemical Journal (2017) 474 3747–3761
https://doi.org/10.1042/BCJ20170527

D
ow

nloaded from
 http://port.silverchair.com

/biochem
j/article-pdf/474/22/3747/691380/bcj-2017-0527.pdf by guest on 25 April 2024

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1042/BCJ20170527&domain=pdf&date_stamp=2017-11-01


BTB fusions [12], whereas the KCTD family is less well understood. The CRL3 complex is completed by the
RING-domain protein Rbx1, which binds to the Cul3 C-terminal domain (CTD) and recruits the E2 ubiquitin-
conjugating enzyme charged with ubiquitin. Neddylation of this Cul3 domain promotes a conformational
change that optimally positions the RING-E2 pair for efficient ubiquitylation of the E3-bound substrate [13].
Interest in the KCTD family of E3 ligases has increased significantly due to recent advances in the under-

standing of their roles in fundamental biological processes and pathologies [14]. KCTD10 is implicated in heart
morphogenesis and congenital heart failure through regulation of Tbx5 [15] and Notch1 [16]. KCTD13 is a
critical mediator of RhoA degradation [17] and brain development, with gene copy number variations leading
to changes in brain size and associated psychiatric disorders [18]. KCTD17 regulates ciliogenesis by polyubiqui-
tylating trichoplein [19] and its missense mutation is associated with autosomal-dominant myoclonus-dystonia
[20]. Mutations in another KCTD family member SHKBP1 [(SH3-Domain Kinase Binding Protein 1)-Binding
Protein 1] have been identified in cervical cancer [21] and acute myeloid leukaemia [22]. This WD40 repeat-
containing protein stabilizes EGFR by disrupting the c-Cbl-CIN85 complex [23]. Interestingly, not all KCTD
family proteins may function as E3 ligases [14,24]. One clade, including KCTD8, KCTD12 and KCTD16,
instead, acts as auxiliary subunits of GABAB receptors [25] and may contribute to mood disorders through
modulating this essential neurotransmitter pathway [26].
BTB domains are widely observed forming homodimeric assemblies, which result from a common domain

extension comprising an additional N-terminal β-strand and α-helix [3,27]. Their Cul3 interaction has been
attributed to a 3-box motif consisting of a further C-terminal extension of two α-helices [10,12]. The KCTD
family BTB domains and related T1 domains lack both extensions and can adopt distinct oligomeric structures
and functions, as exemplified by the T1 domain tetramerization in the voltage-gated potassium (Kv) channels
[2]. Solution studies have also suggested tetramer formation for some members of the soluble KCTD protein
family including KCTD11 [28]. However, recently reported crystal structures have revealed closed pentameric
assemblies for the BTB domains of KCTD5 and KCTD9 as well as both closed and open pentamers for
KCTD1 [29,30]. Despite the lack of a 3-box, KCTD family proteins have also demonstrated high-affinity Cul3
interactions [24,30,31] and a 5 : 5 assembly of KCTD9/Cul3 has been recently observed by cryo-electron
microscopy [30].
Here, we present novel X-ray crystal structures of the BTB domains of a further five members of the KCTD

family and examine the stoichiometry and stability of their multimeric assemblies in solution. We also deter-
mine their binding to Cul3 and present structural models for their Cul3-dependent complexes based on
small-angle X-ray scattering (SAXS) data. Our study reveals subtle complexity in BTB homo-oligomerization,
including variable monomeric, tetrameric and pentameric crystal forms. Interestingly, Cul3 is able to induce
the reassembly of a subset of these KCTD family members into 5 : 5 heterodecamers establishing a conserved
architecture for these E3 ligase complexes.

Results
KCTD family BTB domains can adopt a wide range of oligomerization
geometries
BTB domain structures from the KCTD family have so far been observed to form pentameric assemblies that
are distinct to that of the tetrameric Kv channels (Figure 1A). To investigate the oligomerization and Cul3
binding of the remaining family members, various protein constructs encompassing the BTB domains were
subcloned and tested for expression in Escherichia coli (Supplementary Figure S1). Five of the KCTD BTBs
produced diffraction quality crystals, including SHKBP1, KCTD10, KCTD13, KCTD16 and KCTD17
(Figure 1B and Supplementary Table S1). The novel structures belong to various branches of the KCTD phylo-
genetic tree (Figure 1C), and have sequence similarities ranging from 30 to 77% (Figure 1D). Overall, the five
BTB domain structures display a remarkable variety of oligomerization architectures. In contrast with the previ-
ous work, the expected closed pentameric structure is observed only in KCTD17, whereas the variant C-shaped
pentamer, found in one crystal form of KCTD1, is also observed here in KCTD16 (Figure 1B). In contrast, a
novel tetrameric assembly with two-fold rotational symmetry is observed for both KCTD10 and KCTD13
(Figure 1B). Last but not least, a further unexpected structure is observed for the BTB domain of SHKBP1,
which adopts a monomeric state in the absence of its binding partner Cul3 (Figure 1B).
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Oligomerization interfaces
The BTB fold of the Kv and KCTD families has a roughly pyramidal wedge shape and consists of five α-helices
and a single β-sheet made from three β-strands (Figure 2A). With the exception of monomeric SHKBP1, each
protein oligomerizes through a common interface which can be easily visualized through the characteristic β1–
β2 hairpin of one monomer packing end-on to that of a neighbouring molecule (Figure 2B). The angles
between monomers in their assemblies vary from 90° for Kv4.3 to ∼65° for KCTD16 (Figure 2C), giving rise to
observed oligomerization geometries that range from compact to splayed. Each of these interfaces contributes
∼600 Å2 of buried surface area, or ∼10% of the total monomer surface area. The region of highest conservation
in the KCTD family includes both sides of this interface, as well the hydrophobic core between them
(Figure 2D,2E). As first described for KCTD5, the two interacting surfaces include conserved charge–charge
and hydrogen bond interactions (Figure 2F).

Figure 1. Overview of the BTB domain structures.

(A) Previously reported X-ray structure of the four-fold rotationally symmetric tetramer of the BTB domain of human potassium

channel Kv4.3 (PDB ID 1S1G). (B) Novel X-ray structures reported here: Monomer – SHKBP1 (4CRH); two-fold rotationally

symmetric tetramers – KCTD10 (5FTA) and KCTD13 (4UIJ); C-shaped pentamer – KCTD16 (5A15); and closed pentamer –

KCTD17 (5A6R). (C) Phylogenetic tree of the KCTD family BTB domains. The previously reported structures of KCTD1, KCTD5

and KCTD9 are highlighted in tan, and the novel structures reported here are highlighted in green. (D) Sequence alignment of

selected BTB domains.
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A second interface is additionally evident in the tetrameric structures of KCTD10 and KCTD13 as visualized
by an antiparallel arrangement of two β1–β2 hairpins (Figure 2B,2D). However, there does not appear to be
direct interchain β-sheet hydrogen bonding. Whereas the canonical interface contributes 1210 Å2 to the total
tetramer interface in KCTD10, the second interface contributes 940 Å2. We also observed higher-order packing
in the crystal lattice of the His6-KCTD17 structure resulting in dodecamerization of the core pentameric ring
(Figure 2G). This assembly establishes an extraordinary T = 1 icosahedral protein shell comprising 60 mono-
mers that enclose a large water-filled cavity.

Figure 2. Interfaces mediating oligomer formation.

(A) Ribbon representation of a KCTD10 monomer coloured from N-terminus (blue) to C-terminus (red). (B) KCTD10 tetramer

with strands β1 and β2 highlighted. Top – the common interface in which the β1–β2 hairpin packs end-on to its neighbour.

Bottom – in the secondary interface observed only in KCTD10 and KCTD13, the β2 strands on neighbouring molecules pack in

an antiparallel fashion. The two-fold rotational axis runs directly into the page between the highlighted β hairpins. (C) The BTB

domains of Kv4.3 (blue) and KCTD16 (red) are superimposed to indicate their different geometries at the common interface

(β1–β2 hairpins are highlighted). (D) Ribbon representation of KCTD10 with residues at the secondary interface shown

highlighted as sticks. (E) Surface representation of KCTD10 coloured by sequence conservation (green for most conserved and

yellow for least conserved). High sequence conservation across the KCTD family is apparent at the common interface (top – as

observed in the X-ray structure; bottom – BTB domains are rotated 90° with respect to the X-ray structure. (F) Side chains in

the common interface between two KCTD10 BTB domains are shown and coloured as in panel E top. Thick and thin sticks

highlight the residues from the BTBs on the left and right, respectively. Hydrogen bonds are shown as dashed lines with bonds

across the interface shown in red and within a BTB in grey. (G) The icosahedral KCTD17 60-mer is shown as a cartoon with

cylindrical helices. On the left, the pentamer mediated by the common interface is highlighted in orange. On the right, BTBs

involved in the secondary interface are highlighted in orange.
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BTB domain assembly in solution
To determine whether the oligomerization architectures observed in the crystal structures are also found in
solution, a combination of size-exclusion chromatography (SEC) combined with multi-angle light scattering
(SEC–MALS), native mass spectrometry (native MS) and SAXS techniques were employed. Although SHKBP1
was prone to aggregation at the concentrations needed for SAXS (data not shown), the solution X-ray scattering
curves for the other BTBs were found to be monodisperse by the Guinier method (Supplementary Figure S2)
and to be consistent with those calculated from the particles observed in their respective X-ray crystal structures

Figure 3. Solution states of BTB domains.

(A) Small angle X-ray scattering of indicated BTB domain assemblies. Data are shown in green and scattering calculated from

the particles observed in the X-ray structures shown as black lines. Upper left – scattering calculated for the KCTD10 tetramer

(5FTA, solid black line) is compared with scattering calculated for the distinct structure of Kv 4.3 (1S1G, dashed black line). Chi

value for SAXS fit – 2.2 asymmetric tetramer, 0.8 symmetric tetramer. Upper right – scattering calculated for the KCTD16

C-shaped pentamer (5A15, solid black line) is compared with scattering calculated for the closed KCTD5 pentamer (3DRZ,

dashed black line). Chi value for SAXS fit – 1.8 open pentamer, 0.8-closed pentamer. Lower left – scattering calculated for the

icosahedral structure of 6His-KCTD17 is shown (5A6R, solid black line). Reduced Chi square for SAXS fit – 0.53. A red cross

denotes that this assembly was not observed. (B) Native mass spectrum of 6His-KCTD17. Charge states corresponding to

KCTD17 60-mer ions (neutral mass 920 856 Da) are indicated. A charge radius value of 85.5 Å was calculated from

independent MS analyses using +79 as the most abundant ion and the method of Testa et al. [32]. The calculated value of

85.5 Å was in excellent agreement with the observed radius in the crystal structure of 84 Å. The expected mass of the complex

is the observed monomer mass (15347.7 Da) multiplied by 60 = 920 862 Da. The observed mass of the complex is m/z

11699.4 × 79− 79 = 924173.6 Da. This corresponds to an observed mass difference of 0.35%. (C) Results of SEC–MALS. Left –

UV (280 nm) traces of BTB domains. Retention volumes corresponding to peaks are indicated. Right – masses derived from

multi-angle laser light scattering measurements are compared with masses calculated from X-ray structures.
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(Supplementary Table S2). For instance, the scattering curve for KCTD10 was virtually identical with that cal-
culated for the two-fold symmetric tetramer observed in its crystal, while being distinct from the predicted
solution scattering curve for a symmetric tetramer such as that observed for the T1 domain found attached to
potassium channels (Figure 3A). Modest deviations at high q for KCTD16 may be attributed to flexibility and
solvation effects not accounted for in the calculated scattering. For 6His-KCTD17, the stability of the 60-mer
was confirmed both in solution by its distinctive hollow sphere SAXS pattern (Figure 3A), as well as by its elec-
trospray native MS signature (Figure 3B). Indeed, the MS analysis method of Testa et al. [32] indicated a
charge radius of 85.5 Å in excellent agreement with the observed radius in the crystal structure of 84 Å.
To investigate the oligomerization further, each BTB domain was analysed using SEC–MALS (Figure 3C).

The control protein KCTD5 and KCTD16 were observed to migrate as the expected pentamers, whereas
6His-KCTD17 was observed as a large species consistent with the 60-mer. In contrast, SHKBP1 was observed
to migrate as a mixture of monomers and dimers, indicating only a weak propensity for multimerization.
Interestingly, KCTD10 and KCTD13 also exhibited retention times and MALS scattering that were consistent
with mixtures of monomers and dimers, indicating that these crystallographic tetramers were not stable in solu-
tion at lower protein concentrations (<50 mM monomer concentration compared with ∼750 mM used in SAXS
experiments).
Finally, given the surprising assembly of our 6His-KCTD17 construct as a stable solvent-filled protein shell,

we investigated the effect of pH and salt concentration, as well as construct details, on shell stability. Our crys-
tallization construct comprising the 6His-BTB domain proved to be remarkably stable with respect to both pH
and salt concentration (Figure 4A). A multi-domain construct, including the predicted C-terminal domain
(KCTD17BTB+CTD, Figure 4B), was similarly observed as a stable 60-mer (Figure 4C). However, the shell was
not stable upon the removal of the N-terminal 6His tag for the longer construct (Figure 4D), indicating that
the 60-mer shell is unlikely to be physiological.

KCTD family BTB domains exhibit a range of Cul3-binding affinities
BTB domain interaction with Cul3 is required for certain KCTD family members to assemble into CRL3s. To
investigate the potential for such interaction, the binding of the KCTD proteins to the Cul3 N-terminal
domain was assessed by isothermal titration calorimetry (ITC). Binding was observed for each of the BTB
domains with the exception of KCTD16, which showed no evidence of Cul3 interaction (Figure 5A). Overall,
the BTB domains displayed a range of affinities from low-to-high nanomolar: KCTD17 (Kd = 7 nM) > KCTD5
(Kd = 55 nM) > SHKBP1 (Kd = 87 nM) > KCTD13 (Kd = 100 nM), KCTD10 (Kd = 460 nM) (Figure 5A–C and
Supplementary Table S3).
We additionally assessed the binding of longer constructs of KCTD5 and KCTD17 that could be recombi-

nantly expressed with their intact CTD region. For KCTD17, the binding affinity was effectively unchanged,
although this approached the limit of measurement (Figure 5B). However, for KCTD5 there was an apparent
50-fold improvement in binding (Kd = 1 nM; Figure 5C), indicating that the CTD enhances the BTB–Cul3
interaction, perhaps through strain-induced organization of Cul3 binding sites at the BTB–BTB interfaces.

KCTD family proteins bind Cul3 as 5 : 5 heterodecamers
Efforts to co-crystallize the KCTDs in complex with Cul3 for structure determination were unsuccessful. Their
binding mode was therefore investigated further by SEC as well as by SAXS to provide insight into the size and
shape of these complexes, respectively. To investigate KCTD17, we utilized a tag-cleaved form of the larger
BTB–CTD multi-domain construct to ensure a homogeneous sample free from any KCTD17 60-mers. As
expected, the complex of KCTD17 and Cul3 was found to run on SEC with a radius of hydration consistent
with the formation of a 5 : 5 KCTD to Cul3 heterodecameric assembly (Figure 6A). Analysis of the SAXS data
revealed that the scattering curve fit well to that of a structural model built by superposition of each KCTD17
BTB subunit with a homologous BTB domain from the structure of the KLHL11-Cul3 complex [10] (Figures
6A and 7A). This model placed the Cul3 subunits at the interface between two BTB subunits increasing the
overall interaction surface (Figure 7B).
We additionally used SEC and SAXS to investigate the more atypical SHKBP1, KCTD13 and KCTD16 BTB

domains, which had previously demonstrated non-pentameric structures when studied in isolation. We
observed that the monomeric SHKBP1 BTB domain was also stably incorporated into a 5 : 5 heterodecamer
when mixed with Cul3 protein. Moreover, the SAXS data from this complex displayed an identical scattering
curve to the KCTD17-Cul3 complex (Figure 6B). A rather different architecture might be expected for the BTB
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domain of KCTD13, which crystallized as a two-fold symmetric tetramer (Figure1B). This protein was prone to
aggregation and produced a heterogeneous sample upon mixing with Cul3 (Figure 6C). However, a more
homogeneous KCTD13-Cul3 complex could be prepared by taking the early-eluting fractions of the complex
mixture and re-injecting them onto a size-exclusion column to isolate the largest species. SAXS experiments
using this sample produced a scattering curve fitting the same 5 : 5 heterodecamer structural model as the
KCTD17-Cul3 and SHKBP1-Cul3 complexes (Figure 6C). In contrast, KCTD16 again demonstrated no inter-
action with Cul3 (Figure 6D). Overall, these data suggest that Cul3 can promote a common pentameric
packing arrangement in the KCTD family by binding across the BTB–BTB interfaces.

Discussion
In this report, we present X-ray crystal structures of five novel BTB domains from the KCTD family that reveal
previously unobserved oligomeric forms and geometries. Importantly, four of the structures explore new phylo-
genetic clades within the KCTD family (Figure 1C). As defined by Skoblov et al. [14], these include clade C
(KCTD10 and KCTD13), clade D (SHKBP1) and clade F (KCTD16), while the remaining protein KCTD17
belongs in clade E with the previously characterized protein KCTD5. Interestingly, the multimerization behav-
iour of the crystallized proteins separates well by evolutionary clade. For instance, the closed pentameric assem-
bly previously observed for KCTD5 [29] was also found in the KCTD17 structure. Both KCTD5 and KCTD17
have demonstrated E3 ligase activity; KCTD5 down-regulates GPCR signalling by targeting Gβγ heterodimers
for degradation [33], whereas KCTD17 controls ciliogenesis by inducing degradation of trichoplein [19].
The BTB domain of SHKBP1 is the next closest paralogue in our study and is located in the phylogenetic

tree between KCTD5 and KCTD9 (Figure 1C), the latter of which has also been crystallized as a closed penta-
mer [30]. The SHKBP1 BTB domain adopted a surprising monomeric structure in isolation, but could form
the expected 5 : 5 heterodecamer when mixed with Cul3. Unusually, the small CTD common to most KCTD
family members is replaced in SHKBP1 by a large WD40 repeat domain, a substrate-binding domain also
present in many F-box family E3 ligases, such as β-TrCP1 [34]. It will be interesting in future to determine

Figure 4. Determinants of KCTD17 60-mer stability.

(A) Size-exclusion traces (UV 280 nm) of 6xHis-KCTD17BTB under various running buffer conditions (full buffer conditions

described in methods). (B) Homology model of multi-domain KCTD17 based on the known structure of KCTD5 [29].

(C) Size-exclusion traces (UV 280 nm) of indicated 6xHis-tagged KCTD17 constructs. (D) Size-exclusion traces (UV 280 nm) of

indicated tag-cleaved KCTD17 constructs.
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how these distinct families with different oligomeric states compare in their mechanisms of substrate capture
and ubiquitylation.
Evolutionarily distant from these family members are KCTD16 and KCTD1, which belong to closely related

clades F and A, respectively [14]. Neither protein binds to Cul3 and both have now been observed to form
unusual C-shaped pentamers by X-ray crystallography [30]. We show here that this geometry is also main-
tained for the KCTD16 BTB in solution. Nevertheless, a second crystal form of KCTD1 has demonstrated that
it can additionally form a closed pentameric structure [30]. The clade F proteins KCTD16, 12 and 8 bind to
the cytoplasmic tails of the GABAB2 GPCR, acting as auxiliary subunits that modulate membrane polarization
dynamics of cells in response to GABA stimulation [25]. Plasticity within the BTB interfaces of some KCTD
family groups might therefore reflect an important adaptation for their biological function.
Our crystal structures of KCTD10 and KCTD13 represent the first structures of family members from clade

C. Unexpectedly, both proteins crystallized as two-fold symmetric tetramers revealing a different complex archi-
tecture to other KCTD families characterized to date. These structures were also notably distinct from the four-
fold rotationally symmetric tetramer of the Kv4.3 BTB domain. However, KCTD10 and KCTD13 were both
dissociated in solution at lower protein concentrations, demonstrating that their BTB domain interfaces were
weak, as also apparent for SHKBP1. This likely explains how Cul3 addition can drive the reassembly of these
proteins into 5 : 5 heterodecamers. Consistent with this assembly, KCTD13, also known as BACURD1, has
been identified as an E3 ubiquitin ligase mediating the ubiquitination and proteasome-dependent destruction
of RhoA [17].
The structural basis for Cul3 binding to KCTD proteins remains to be fully elucidated at high resolution.

General insights into the BTB–Cul3 interaction have been obtained from recent crystal structures of Cul3 in
complex with other BTB-containing E3 ligases, including SPOP [9], KLHL11 [10] and KLHL3 [35]. These

Figure 5. ITC measurements of Cul3 binding to KCTD family proteins.

(A) Data for selected isolated BTB domains. (B) Comparison of single and multi-domain constructs of KCTD17. (C) Comparison

of single- and multi-domain constructs of KCTD5.
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proteins exemplifying the MATH-BTB and BTB-BACK-Kelch family E3 ligases have an additional important
Cul3 recognition element just C-terminal to the BTB domain, coined the ‘3-box’, that binds to an N-terminal
extension in Cul3 and increases the binding affinity by up to 30-fold [10]. The 3-box is absent from the KCTD
family proteins suggesting that they may adopt additional alternative interactions. Homology modelling based
on the conservation between KCTD17 and the KLHL11-Cul3 structure suggests that the close proximity of a
neighbouring BTB domain in the KCTD17 pentamer can provide an additional Cul3-binding interface that
may substitute for the lack of a 3-box (Figure 7). This model is supported by cryo-EM studies [30] and likely
explains how Cul3 is able to ‘glue together’ SHKBP1 monomers into a 5 : 5 heterodecamer by forming contacts

Figure 6. KCTD family BTB domains bind to Cul3 as 5 : 5 heterodecamers.

Left panels – size-exclusion chromatograms (UV 280 nm) of indicated KCTD proteins alone and in complexes with Cul3. Right

– small angle X-ray scattering of indicated KCTD proteins in complex with Cul3. Data are shown in green and scattering

calculated from the inset model shown as a solid black line (BTBs - blue cartoon; Cul3 – yellow cartoon). (A) Data collected

using the multi-domain KCTD17BTB+CTD construct. Chi value for SAXS fit – 2.9 (B) Data collected using the BTB domain of

SHKBP1. Chi value for SAXS fit – 2.2. (C) Data collected using the BTB domain of KCTD13. KCTD13 was prone to aggregation

(as indicated by the purple line in the size-exclusion chromatography). A further size-exclusion chromatography step was

needed for homogeneity (light blue line). Chi value for SAXS fit – 2.1. (D) Size-exclusion chromatograms (UV 280 nm) of

KCTD16 alone and in the presence of Cul3 showing no apparent binding.
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across the BTB interfaces. However, induced conformational changes in the BTB domains upon Cul3 binding
cannot be strictly ruled out.
In addition to the BTB domain, KCTD family proteins contain a CTD, which in KCTD5 is observed to pen-

tamerize into a beta-propeller geometry. The CTDs are varied between clades. For instance, the CTDs of
KCTD5, KCTD2 and KCTD17 (clade E) are predicted to be different from those of KCTD10 and KCTD13
(clade C) [29]. While BTB domain structures have shown variable assemblies, oligomerization of the associated
CTDs will also exert an additional influence on the overall oligomerization properties of the full-length pro-
teins. To date, the only reported detailed structural characterization for a multi-domain construct has been for
KCTD5, which displays an axially symmetric pentameric structure [29]. It remains unclear if all KCTD family
members would form KCTD5-like pentameric assemblies, or if for instance full-length KCTD10 or KCTD13,
which belong to a relatively diverged clade, would retain tetrameric forms similar to their isolated BTB domain
structures. Unfortunately, we were unable to recover protein from these multi-domain constructs from either
bacterial or baculoviral recombinant expression systems. Nonetheless, further studies to investigate the native
assemblies of the KCTD family proteins are warranted. In particular, whereas the BTB domains mediate KCTD
multimerization and Cul3 binding, it is the CTDs that impart substrate specificity to these E3 ligases.
Additionally, our serendipitous discovery that a construct of 6His-KCTD17 forms a robust icosahedral

60-mer may be of interest for protein design applications, such as a vehicle for multivalent peptide display or
for carrying cargo internally. The C-termini of the monomers are pointed outwards from the external surface

Figure 7. Model of Cul3 binding to KCTD proteins.

(A) View of the known KLHL11-Cul3 structure highlighting the interface positions of the KLHL11 BTB (red) and 3-box (light

blue) domains (PDB ID 4AP2) [10]. Other C-terminal KLHL11 regions are shown in grey while Cul3 is shown in green. (B)

Homology model of the KCTD17–Cul3 interface based on the conserved BTB domain regions of KCTD17 and KLHL11. The

Cul3 subunit (coloured green) binds to the equivalent BTB domain of KCTD17 (red), but also forms additional contacts with an

adjacent BTB domain (yellow) in the KCTD17 pentameric ring. (C) Model of the KCTD17 ubiquitin ligase complex with charged

E2-ubiquitin pairs. Remaining parts of the complex were modelled from other homologous structures (PDB IDs 3DQV [13],

1LDK [11], 4AP4 [47]). An alternative view from the top of the complex is presented in Supplementary Figure S3.

© 2017 The Author(s). This is an open access article published by Portland Press Limited on behalf of the Biochemical Society and distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution License 4.0 (CC BY).3756

Biochemical Journal (2017) 474 3747–3761
https://doi.org/10.1042/BCJ20170527

D
ow

nloaded from
 http://port.silverchair.com

/biochem
j/article-pdf/474/22/3747/691380/bcj-2017-0527.pdf by guest on 25 April 2024

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


of the spherical body, making the construct amenable for multivalent display by C-terminal fusion of desired
sequences. Moreover, the small 13 kD size of the construct and its abundant expression in E. coli make it a
good candidate for such purposes.
Overall, the pyramidal wedge shape of the KCTD family BTB domain creates a versatile scaffold compatible

with a range of oligomeric assemblies and geometries that may impact function. The present study shows that
these properties diverge unexpectedly across the KCTD family, but cluster into different phylogenetic clades.
Finally, for the subset of E3 ligases, a recurrent structural model is emerging in which a central substrate-
binding site is surrounded by an outer ring of charged E2-ubiquitin conjugates seemingly poised for efficient
ubiquitination of diverse substrate sizes and geometries (Figure 7C). Identification of these substrates and their
binding modes forms the next challenge in our understanding of this unusual protein family which has import-
ant links to cancer and neurological diseases.

Experimental procedures
DNA constructs
The cDNAs for human SHKBP1 (UniProt Q8TBC3, ‘BTB’ – residues G18-S120), KCTD5 (UniProt Q9NXV2,
‘BTB’ – residues G40-R145/‘BTB + CTD’ - residues G40-M234), KCTD10 (UniProt Q9H3F6, ‘BTB’ – residues
G26-E135), KCTD13 (UniProt Q8WZ19, ‘BTB’ – residues G27-L144), KCTD16 (UniProt Q68DU8, ‘BTB’ –
residues G16-E133), KCTD17 (UniProt Q8N5Z5, ‘BTB’ – residues G20-K131/‘BTB + CTD’ – residues
G20-Q220) were cloned using ligation-independent cloning into the vector pNIC28-Bsa4 for expression as
N-terminally hexahistidine-tagged (MHHHHHHSSGVDLGTENLYFQSM) proteins [36]. DNA sequencing of
the constructs revealed a F61L mutation in KCTD10 affecting the hydrophobic core. The human Cul3 con-
struct in the vector pNIC-CTHF has been described previously (UniProt Q13618, ‘NTD’ – residues M1-L388)
and contains the engineered mutations I342R and L346D introduced to stabilize the isolated Cullin-repeat
domain [10].

Protein expression and purification
Expression was carried out in the E. coli strain BL21(DE3)R3-pRARE2. Cultures were grown in LB medium
supplemented with 100 mg/ml ampicillin to an OD600 of 0.6 at 37°C, and protein expression was carried out
overnight at 18°C by induction with 0.4 mM isopropyl 1-thio-β-D-galactopyranoside. Cells were harvested by
centrifugation, resuspended in a binding buffer (50 mM HEPES pH 7.5, 500 mM NaCl, 5% glycerol, 5 mM
imidazole) and lysed by sonication. DNA was precipitated from the lysates using 0.15% polyethyleneimine and
lysates were clarified by centrifugation at ∼50 k(×g). The hexahistidine-tagged proteins were immobilized on
nickel–sepharose and eluted using a binding buffer with increasing amounts of imidazole to 250 mM. The
eluted proteins were cleaved with TEV protease at 4°C overnight and further purified by SEC using an S200
HiLoad 16/60 Superdex column equilibrated in buffer containing 50 mM HEPES pH 7.5, 300 mM NaCl and
0.5 mM TCEP. A final clean-up step was performed by passing elution fractions containing the protein of inter-
est over a column of nickel–sepharose and collecting the flow-through as needed. Proteins were concentrated
using centrifugal ultrafiltration with a neutral mixture of 1 : 1 L-arginine/L-glutamate and/or dithiothreitol
added as needed to maintain solubility (details of final buffers used in crystallization trials for each protein are
detailed in Supplementary Table S4). Protein concentration was determined by UV absorbance at 280 nm.
Purity of >95% was verified by SDS–PAGE and construct identities were verified by MS. Protein was either
used fresh or flash frozen in liquid nitrogen and stored at −80°C.

Crystallization and diffraction data collection
Crystals were grown using the sitting-drop vapour-diffusion method (full conditions for each protein are listed
in Supplementary Table S4) and cryoprotected in mother liquor plus 25% ethylene glycol before vitrification in
liquid nitrogen. Typically, four crystallization screens were attempted for each protein ( JCSG7, HCS3, HIN3
and LFS6 produced by Molecular Dimensions, Suffolk U.K.). 150 nl drops at three ratios of mother liquor to
protein solution, 2 : 1, 1 : 1 and 1 : 2 were equilibrated against mother liquor at 20 and 4°C. For KCTD10, crys-
tals were briefly soaked in mother liquor supplemented with 5 mM thiomersal prior to cryoprotection.
Diffraction data were collected at the Diamond Light Source beamlines I03 and I04 using synchrotron radiation
at 100 K.
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Structure determination
Data were integrated using XDS [37] and scaled with AIMLESS [38] as part of the CCP4 software suite [39].
Initial phases were either estimated by molecular replacement using PHASER [40] or experimentally deter-
mined from anomalous data using PHENIX.AUTOSOL [37]. Automated model building was performed using
PHENIX.AUTOBUILD [41]. Alternatively, MR-Rosetta [42] was used for integrated structure modelling,
molecular replacement, model building, density modification and refinement. Manual model building was per-
formed in Coot [43] and refinement completed using PHENIX.REFINE employing NCS restraints as appropri-
ate [41]. MOLPROBITY [44] was used to validate models during building and refinement.

Isothermal titration calorimetry
Proteins were dialyzed overnight into ITC buffer (50 mM HEPES pH 7.5, 150 mM NaCl, 1 mM TCEP and 5%
glycerol) using D-Tube™ Midi Dialyzers with 3.5 kDa molecular mass cut-off (Merck). ITC experiments were
performed using a Microcal VP-ITC microcalorimeter. All KCTD family proteins were titrated into Cul3,
except for KCTD17 which produced better data when loaded into the cell and titrated with Cul3 from the
syringe. Experiments were conducted at 15°C except for KCTD5 which was conducted at 25°C. Experimental
data were fitted to the single-binding site model implemented in the Origin software package provided with the
instrument.

SEC–MALS
SEC performed with a Shodex KW-803 column on a Dionex micro-HPLC system was coupled to the analytics
of a Tetra detector (Malvern Instruments Ltd.), which monitors the refractive index, low (7°) and right angle
light scattering, viscosity and UV absorbance. Experiments were performed in 50 mM HEPES pH 7.5, 150 mM
NaCl, 1 mM TCEP unless indicated otherwise at a flow rate of 0.5 ml/min. All proteins were injected at a final
concentration of 50 mM. For complexes, Cul3 and KCTD proteins were mixed at a molar ratio of 1 : 1.

Native mass spectrometry
Proteins were desalted and exchanged into volatile buffer as follows: 75 ml of KCTD17 at 2 mg/ml was applied
to Micro BioSpin 6 size-exclusion columns (Bio-Rad) previously equilibrated with 50 mM ammonium acetate
pH 6.5 buffer. Samples were exchanged into this buffer following the manufacturer’s instructions. The eluent
was collected and subjected to two further rounds of size exclusion and held on ice prior to MS analysis. MS
was performed using an Agilent 6530 QTOF mass spectrometer with the following acquisition parameters: ion
mode positive; detector mode 1 GHz; scan range 100 m/z to 20 000 m/z; collision cell off; capillary 3500 V;
fragmentor 430 V; skimmer 65 V; octopole rf 750 V; drying gas 325°C; drying gas 5 L/min; nebulizer 17 psi.
The instrument was configured with a standard ESI source and a 30 gauge stainless steel nebulizer needle.
Sample for analysis was transferred to a 200 ml gas tight syringe (Hamilton, Switzerland) and delivered into the
mass spectrometer by direct infusion at 6 ml/min. Charge assignment was made using a charge table with 60
times the observed monomer mass for KCTD17 as the input. The charge radius of the complex was calculated
using the method of Testa et al. [32] and the most abundant charge state (+79).

SAXS
BTB domain proteins were dialyzed overnight at 4°C into 50 mM HEPES pH, 150 mM NaCl, 0.5 mM TCEP. A
sample of the dialysis buffer was used for buffer subtraction during data reduction. For complexes, BTBs and
Cul3 were co-purified over an S200 gel filtration column. An additional ∼10% of Cul3 was added to slightly
oversaturate hetero-multimers and then 30 ml of 10 mg/ml complex was injected onto a Shodex KW404
size-exclusion column at 20°C using 50 mM HEPES pH 7.5, 150 mM NaCl, 1 mM TCEP, 5% glycerol as the
running buffer. Data were collected on freshly isolated complex peaks and size-exclusion running buffer was
used for buffer subtraction. The leading edge of the gel filtration peak was used to analyse of the largest com-
plexes. Small-angle X-ray scattering data were collected at the B21 bending magnet instrument at Diamond
Light Source (Harwell, U.K.). The output flow from the Agilent HPLC column was directed through a 1.6 mm
diameter quartz capillary cell which was held in vacuum. The flow rate was set to 0.16 ml/min. The cell was
illuminated with an X-ray beam of 1 Å wavelength. X-ray data were collected from the size-exclusion peaks and
the running buffer before and after the peak. A Pilatus 2M two-dimensional detector was used to collect 10
frame exposures of 10 s from each sample and the corresponding buffer. The detector was placed at 3.9 m from
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the sample, giving a useful q-range of 0.005 Å−1 < 0.4 Å−1, where q = 4π sin θ/λ, where 2θ is the scattering
angle and λ is the wavelength. Two-dimensional data reduction consisted of normalization for beam current
and sample transmission, radial sector integration, background buffer subtraction and averaging. Further data
analyses, such as scaling, merging and Guinier analysis were performed in Scatter (DLS, U.K.). Experimental
curves were compared with generated models and crystallographic structures using CRYSOL [45]. Data for the
6His-KCTD17 60-mer were analysed using Igor Pro (Wavemetrics, OH) software, with data-fitting conducted
in the NIST Igor macro routines [46]. A core-shell model was used for this system, with the core scattering
length density set to be equal to that of the solvent (i.e. reproducing the scattering from a hollow sphere).

Abbreviations
BTB, broad-complex, Tramtrack, and Bric à brac; CRL, Cullin-RING ligase; CTD, C-terminal domain; GABA,
gamma-aminobutyric acid; ITC, isothermal titration calorimetry; LB, Luria-Bertani broth; MS, mass spectrometry;
KCTD, potassium (K+) Channel Tetramerization Domain; SAXS, small angle X-ray scattering; SEC–MALS,
size-exclusion chromatography combined with multi-angle light scattering; TCEP, tris(2-carboxyethyl)phosphine;
TEV, Tobacco Etch Virus.

Author Contribution
A.N.B. and D.M.P. designed the research. D.M.P., C.E.S., J.C.B., F.J.S., N.S., R.C. and J.D. performed the
research and analysed the data. D.M.P. and A.N.B wrote the paper.

Funding
The SGC is a registered charity [number 1097737] that receives funds from AbbVie, Bayer Pharma AG,
Boehringer Ingelheim, Canada Foundation for Innovation, Eshelman Institute for Innovation, Genome Canada,
Innovative Medicines Initiative (EU/EFPIA) [ULTRA-DD grant no. 115766], Janssen, MSD, Merck KGaA, Novartis
Pharma AG, Ontario Ministry of Economic Development and Innovation, Pfizer, São Paulo Research
Foundation-FAPESP, Takeda and Wellcome [106169/ZZ14/Z].

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank Diamond Light Source for beamtime (proposal mx8421), as well as the staff of
beamlines B21, I03 and I04 for assistance with SAXS, crystal testing and data collection.

Competing Interests
The Authors declare that there are no competing interests associated with the manuscript.

References
1 Liu, Z., Xiang, Y. and Sun, G. (2013) The KCTD family of proteins: structure, function, disease relevance. Cell Biosci. 3, 45 https://doi.org/10.1186/

2045-3701-3-45
2 Kreusch, A., Pfaffinger, P.J., Stevens, C.F. and Choe, S. (1998) Crystal structure of the tetramerization domain of the Shaker potassium channel. Nature

392, 945–948 https://doi.org/10.1038/31978
3 Stogios, P.J., Downs, G.S., Jauhal, J.J., Nandra, S.K. and Privé, G.G. (2005) Sequence and structural analysis of BTB domain proteins. Genome Biol. 6,

R82 https://doi.org/10.1186/gb-2005-6-10-r82
4 Genschik, P., Sumara, I. and Lechner, E. (2013) The emerging family of CULLIN3-RING ubiquitin ligases (CRL3s): cellular functions and disease

implications. EMBO J. 32, 2307–2320 https://doi.org/10.1038/emboj.2013.173
5 Chen, H.-Y. and Chen, R.-H. (2016) Cullin 3 ubiquitin ligases in cancer biology: functions and therapeutic implications. Front. Oncol. 6, 113 https://doi.

org/10.3389/fonc.2016.00113
6 Bulatov, E. and Ciulli, A. (2015) Targeting Cullin–RING E3 ubiquitin ligases for drug discovery: structure, assembly and small-molecule modulation.

Biochem. J. 467, 365–386 https://doi.org/10.1042/BJ20141450
7 Lydeard, J.R., Schulman, B.A. and Harper, J.W. (2013) Building and remodelling Cullin-RING E3 ubiquitin ligases. EMBO Rep. 14, 1050–1061 https://

doi.org/10.1038/embor.2013.173
8 Petroski, M.D. and Deshaies, R.J. (2005) Function and regulation of cullin–RING ubiquitin ligases. Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 6, 9–20 https://doi.org/10.

1038/nrm1547
9 Errington, W.J., Khan, M.Q., Bueler, S.A., Rubinstein, J.L., Chakrabartty, A. and Privé, G.G. (2012) Adaptor protein self-assembly drives the control of a

cullin-RING ubiquitin ligase. Structure 20, 1141–1153 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.str.2012.04.009
10 Canning, P., Cooper, C.D.O., Krojer, T., Murray, J.W., Pike, A.C.W., Chaikuad, A. et al. (2013) Structural basis for Cul3 protein assembly with the

BTB-Kelch family of E3 ubiquitin ligases. J. Biol. Chem. 288, 7803–7814 https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M112.437996
11 Zheng, N., Schulman, B.A., Song, L., Miller, J.J., Jeffrey, P.D., Wang, P. et al. (2002) Structure of the Cul1–Rbx1–Skp1–F boxSkp2 SCF ubiquitin

ligase complex. Nature 416, 703–709 https://doi.org/10.1038/416703a

© 2017 The Author(s). This is an open access article published by Portland Press Limited on behalf of the Biochemical Society and distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution License 4.0 (CC BY). 3759

Biochemical Journal (2017) 474 3747–3761
https://doi.org/10.1042/BCJ20170527

D
ow

nloaded from
 http://port.silverchair.com

/biochem
j/article-pdf/474/22/3747/691380/bcj-2017-0527.pdf by guest on 25 April 2024

https://doi.org/10.1186/2045-3701-3-45
https://doi.org/10.1186/2045-3701-3-45
https://doi.org/10.1186/2045-3701-3-45
https://doi.org/10.1186/2045-3701-3-45
https://doi.org/10.1186/2045-3701-3-45
https://doi.org/10.1038/31978
https://doi.org/10.1186/gb-2005-6-10-r82
https://doi.org/10.1186/gb-2005-6-10-r82
https://doi.org/10.1186/gb-2005-6-10-r82
https://doi.org/10.1186/gb-2005-6-10-r82
https://doi.org/10.1186/gb-2005-6-10-r82
https://doi.org/10.1038/emboj.2013.173
https://doi.org/10.1042/BJ20141450
https://doi.org/10.1038/embor.2013.173
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrm1547
https://doi.org/10.1038/nrm1547
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.str.2012.04.009
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M112.437996
https://doi.org/10.1038/416703a
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


12 Zhuang, M., Calabrese, M.F., Liu, J., Waddell, M.B., Nourse, A., Hammel, M. et al. (2009) Structures of SPOP-substrate complexes: insights into
molecular architectures of BTB-Cul3 ubiquitin ligases. Mol. Cell 36, 39–50 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2009.09.022

13 Duda, D.M., Borg, L.A., Scott, D.C., Hunt, H.W., Hammel, M. and Schulman, B.A. (2008) Structural insights into NEDD8 activation of cullin-RING
ligases: conformational control of conjugation. Cell 134, 995–1006 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2008.07.022

14 Skoblov, M., Marakhonov, A., Marakasova, E., Guskova, A., Chandhoke, V., Birerdinc, A. et al. (2013) Protein partners of KCTD proteins provide insights
about their functional roles in cell differentiation and vertebrate development. Bioessays 35, 586–596 https://doi.org/10.1002/bies.201300002

15 Tong, X., Zu, Y., Li, Z., Li, W., Ying, L., Yang, J. et al. (2014) Kctd10 regulates heart morphogenesis by repressing the transcriptional activity of Tbx5a
in zebrafish. Nat. Commun. 5, 3153 https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4153

16 Ren, K., Yuan, J., Yang, M., Gao, X., Ding, X., Zhou, J. et al. (2014) KCTD10 is involved in the cardiovascular system and Notch signaling during early
embryonic development. PLoS ONE 9, e112275 https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0112275

17 Chen, Y., Yang, Z., Meng, M., Zhao, Y., Dong, N., Yan, H. et al. (2009) Cullin mediates degradation of RhoA through evolutionarily conserved BTB
adaptors to control actin cytoskeleton structure and cell movement. Mol. Cell 35, 841–855 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2009.09.004

18 Golzio, C., Willer, J., Talkowski, M.E., Oh, E.C., Taniguchi, Y., Jacquemont, S. et al. (2012) KCTD13 is a major driver of mirrored neuroanatomical
phenotypes of the 16p11.2 copy number variant. Nature 485, 363–367 https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11091

19 Kasahara, K., Kawakami, Y., Kiyono, T., Yonemura, S., Kawamura, Y., Era, S. et al. (2014) Ubiquitin-proteasome system controls ciliogenesis at the initial
step of axoneme extension. Nat. Commun. 5, 5081 https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6081

20 Mencacci, N.E., Rubio-Agusti, I., Zdebik, A., Asmus, F., Ludtmann, M.H.R., Ryten, M. et al. (2015) A missense mutation in KCTD17 causes autosomal
dominant myoclonus-dystonia. Am. J. Hum. Genet. 96, 938–947 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajhg.2015.04.008

21 Burk, R.D., Chen, Z., Saller, C., Tarvin, K., Carvalho, A.L., Scapulatempo-Neto, C. et al. (2017) Integrated genomic and molecular characterization of
cervical cancer. Nature 543, 378–384 https://doi.org/10.1038/nature21386

22 Greif, P.A., Eck, S.H., Konstandin, N.P., Benet-Pagès, A., Ksienzyk, B., Dufour, A. et al. (2011) Identification of recurring tumor-specific somatic
mutations in acute myeloid leukemia by transcriptome sequencing. Leukemia 25, 821–827 https://doi.org/10.1038/leu.2011.19

23 Feng, L., Wang, J.-T., Jin, H., Qian, K. and Geng, J.-G. (2011) SH3KBP1-binding protein 1 prevents epidermal growth factor receptor degradation by
the interruption of c-Cbl-CIN85 complex. Cell Biochem. Funct. 29, 589–596 https://doi.org/10.1002/cbf.1792

24 Smaldone, G., Pirone, L., Balasco, N., Di Gaetano, S., Pedone, E.M. and Vitagliano, L. (2015) Cullin 3 recognition is not a universal property among
KCTD proteins. PLoS ONE 10, e0126808 https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0126808

25 Schwenk, J., Metz, M., Zolles, G., Turecek, R., Fritzius, T., Bildl, W. et al. (2010) Native GABAB receptors are heteromultimers with a family of auxiliary
subunits. Nature 465, 231–235 https://doi.org/10.1038/nature08964

26 Cathomas, F., Stegen, M., Sigrist, H., Schmid, L., Seifritz, E., Gassmann, M. et al. (2015) Altered emotionality and neuronal excitability in mice lacking
KCTD12, an auxiliary subunit of GABAB receptors associated with mood disorders. Transl. Psychiatry 5, e510 https://doi.org/10.1038/tp.2015.8

27 Ahmad, K.F., Engel, C.K. and Prive, G.G. (1998) Crystal structure of the BTB domain from PLZF. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. U.S.A. 95, 12123–12128 https://
doi.org/10.1073/pnas.95.21.12123

28 Correale, S., Pirone, L., Di Marcotullio, L., De Smaele, E., Greco, A., Mazzà, D. et al. (2011) Molecular organization of the cullin E3 ligase adaptor
KCTD11. Biochimie 93, 715–724 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biochi.2010.12.014

29 Dementieva, I.S., Tereshko, V., McCrossan, Z.A., Solomaha, E., Araki, D., Xu, C. et al. (2009) Pentameric assembly of potassium channel
tetramerization domain-containing protein 5. J. Mol. Biol. 387, 175–191 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2009.01.030

30 Ji, A.X., Chu, A., Nielsen, T.K., Benlekbir, S., Rubinstein, J.L. and Privé, G.G. (2016) Structural insights into KCTD protein assembly and Cullin3
recognition. J. Mol. Biol. 428, 92–107 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2015.08.019

31 Balasco, N., Pirone, L., Smaldone, G., Di Gaetano, S., Esposito, L., Pedone, E.M. et al. (2014) Molecular recognition of Cullin3 by KCTDs: insights from
experimental and computational investigations. Biochim. Biophys. Acta Proteins and Proteomics 1844, 1289–1298 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbapap.
2014.04.006

32 Testa, L., Brocca, S. and Grandori, R. (2011) Charge-surface correlation in electrospray ionization of folded and unfolded proteins. Anal. Chem. 83,
6459–6463 https://doi.org/10.1021/ac201740z

33 Brockmann, M., Blomen, V.A., Nieuwenhuis, J., Stickel, E., Raaben, M., Bleijerveld, O.B. et al. (2017) Genetic wiring maps of single-cell protein states
reveal an off-switch for GPCR signalling. Nature 546, 307–311 https://doi.org/10.1038/nature22376

34 Wu, G., Xu, G., Schulman, B.A., Jeffrey, P.D., Harper, J.W. and Pavletich, N.P. (2003) Structure of a β-TrCP1-Skp1-β-catenin complex: destruction
motif binding and lysine specificity of the SCF(β-TrCP1) ubiquitin ligase. Mol. Cell 11, 1445–1456 https://doi.org/10.1016/S1097-2765(03)00234-X

35 Ji, A.X. and Privé, G.G. (2013) Crystal structure of KLHL3 in complex with Cullin3. PLoS ONE 8, e60445 https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0060445
36 Savitsky, P., Bray, J., Cooper, C.D.O., Marsden, B.D., Mahajan, P., Burgess-Brown, N.A. et al. (2010) High-throughput production of human proteins for

crystallization: the SGC experience. J. Struct. Biol. 172, 3–13 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsb.2010.06.008
37 Kabsch, W. (2010) XDS. Acta Crystallogr. D Biol. Crystallogr. 66, 125–132 https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444909047337
38 Evans, P.R. and Murshudov, G.N. (2013) How good are my data and what is the resolution? Acta Crystallogr. D Biol. Crystallogr. 69, 1204–1214

https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444913000061
39 Winn, M.D., Ballard, C.C., Cowtan, K.D., Dodson, E.J., Emsley, P., Evans, P.R. et al. (2011) Overview of the CCP4 suite and current developments. Acta

Crystallogr. D Biol. Crystallogr. 67, 235–242 https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444910045749
40 McCoy, A.J., Grosse-Kunstleve, R.W., Adams, P.D., Winn, M.D., Storoni, L.C. and Read, R.J. (2007) Phaser crystallographic software. J. Appl.

Crystallogr. 40, 658–674 https://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889807021206
41 Adams, P.D., Afonine, P.V., Bunkóczi, G., Chen, V.B., Davis, I.W., Echols, N. et al. (2010) PHENIX: a comprehensive Python-based system for

macromolecular structure solution. Acta Crystallogr. D Biol. Crystallogr. 66, 213–221 https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444909052925
42 DiMaio, F., Echols, N., Headd, J.J., Terwilliger, T.C., Adams, P.D. and Baker, D. (2013) Improved low-resolution crystallographic refinement with Phenix

and Rosetta. Nat. Methods 10, 1102–1104 https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.2648
43 Emsley, P., Lohkamp, B., Scott, W.G. and Cowtan, K. (2010) Features and development of Coot. Acta Crystallogr. D Biol. Crystallogr. 66, 486–501

https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444910007493

© 2017 The Author(s). This is an open access article published by Portland Press Limited on behalf of the Biochemical Society and distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution License 4.0 (CC BY).3760

Biochemical Journal (2017) 474 3747–3761
https://doi.org/10.1042/BCJ20170527

D
ow

nloaded from
 http://port.silverchair.com

/biochem
j/article-pdf/474/22/3747/691380/bcj-2017-0527.pdf by guest on 25 April 2024

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2009.09.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2008.07.022
https://doi.org/10.1002/bies.201300002
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms4153
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0112275
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molcel.2009.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11091
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms6081
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajhg.2015.04.008
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature21386
https://doi.org/10.1038/leu.2011.19
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbf.1792
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0126808
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature08964
https://doi.org/10.1038/tp.2015.8
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.95.21.12123
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biochi.2010.12.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2009.01.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmb.2015.08.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbapap.2014.04.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bbapap.2014.04.006
https://doi.org/10.1021/ac201740z
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature22376
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1097-2765(03)00234-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1097-2765(03)00234-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1097-2765(03)00234-X
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0060445
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jsb.2010.06.008
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444909047337
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444913000061
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444910045749
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889807021206
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444909052925
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.2648
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444910007493
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


44 Chen, V.B., Arendall, 3rd, W.B., Headd, J.J., Keedy, D.A., Immormino, R.M., Kapral, G.J. et al. (2010) Molprobity: all-atom structure validation for
macromolecular crystallography. Acta Crystallogr. D Biol. Crystallogr. 66, 12–21 https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444909042073

45 Svergun, D., Barberato, C. and Koch, M.H.J. (1995) CRYSOL - A program to evaluate x-ray solution scattering of biological macromolecules from atomic
coordinates. J. Appl. Crystallogr. 28, 768–773 https://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889895007047

46 Kline, S.R. (2006) Reduction and analysis of SANS and USANS data using IGOR Pro. J. Appl. Cryst. 39, 895–900 https://doi.org/10.1107/
S0021889806035059

47 Plechanovová, A., Jaffray, E.G., Tatham, M.H., Naismith, J.H. and Hay, R.T. (2012) Structure of a RING E3 ligase and ubiquitin-loaded E2 primed for
catalysis. Nature 489, 115–120 https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11376

© 2017 The Author(s). This is an open access article published by Portland Press Limited on behalf of the Biochemical Society and distributed under the Creative Commons Attribution License 4.0 (CC BY). 3761

Biochemical Journal (2017) 474 3747–3761
https://doi.org/10.1042/BCJ20170527

D
ow

nloaded from
 http://port.silverchair.com

/biochem
j/article-pdf/474/22/3747/691380/bcj-2017-0527.pdf by guest on 25 April 2024

https://doi.org/10.1107/S0907444909042073
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889895007047
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889806035059
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889806035059
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11376
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Structural complexity in the KCTD family of Cullin3-dependent E3 ubiquitin ligases
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Results
	KCTD family BTB domains can adopt a wide range of oligomerization geometries
	Oligomerization interfaces
	BTB domain assembly in solution
	KCTD family BTB domains exhibit a range of Cul3-binding affinities
	KCTD family proteins bind Cul3 as 5 : 5 heterodecamers

	Discussion
	Experimental procedures
	DNA constructs
	Protein expression and purification
	Crystallization and diffraction data collection
	Structure determination
	Isothermal titration calorimetry
	SEC–MALS
	Native mass spectrometry
	SAXS

	Author Contribution
	Funding
	Competing Interests
	References


