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K E P R-FER SRS

hFEA EBRART
(WSRO AR B, 4 A PR A R 5 S IR S0, PRI 010020)

TE 1 RWATE (Escherichia coli, E. coli) EJFAYH, FsMEBPREA MG, XFG w RIS R
B E AR b, G SRR | R SRR RN - BB R N R AP . (IS A BEAR G R AR A R S, R R
(alarmone) (p) ppGpp ZE 714 [R] 3248 5 7] GETS 22 DksA 1 TufA 75 A H B . PBIES 43 4 NusG o RfaH T4 (W HE A 19k
T T2 ER R #E . WA TR s B b &5 | R LR A B ] 0 A B . R G XT3 R IE 7
TR BB, HARED R RZOE . RIS .. ZHil-F5 5002 . mRNAVIEIEARFIN M, 254 Y2A A AR B
ZRT IR T BB RS IR IR (expressome) HYZSAEANTTFRHIE, X SEHRERG 24 0S5 iR R L TR & iy T

IR UL . AR, G B DTTE B2 3 m b 25 AT St AT 0 S

KW KIBFFR, Feat-BERES, RNARGHE, 2k, Rikik

RES%ES Q5. Q7

e PRI A o 2 S AN RIS 2D R S B it A
DNA H (515 B o X P58 50 3] A~ K45
F A H AT . RNA H A ¥ (RNA polymerase,
RNAP) FlUEZHEAR o 35 BRI 45 45 H B AR
(DNAZ{mRNA) #%3l, DL BBt 755 2
FIRA Y (mRNA S8 [T . FERZAEY T,
P T = Y 2/ DNA 5 20 L7 153 400 B 40 B (1) A%
JBE, S RN B A LETE TR — A X = (4B
R R, mRNA AT DUTE G SRR R AT B, §%
SN BRI 23 1 T AR B IR A B PR AR 2 ok - R
34 (transcription-translation coupling) .

KSR, AR AP s s
JERAT” SR IR B E. coli BT
FRME R BN, RNAP FAZHA Z B R IR
WY SR A mRNA 85 25 6 AR
i 28 DNA, A A 2ok & 15 RNAP B 4% &
fish 4, X FE I 4H B TP RNAP 4 4% 5% Fil 2 Bl A2 A
CB— NG5G B SEATF P T RIPEAUAZRIAR, R
SE AR BB AT BRI UEA TR . 3 )
M AP I 32, AR E IRTS T RNAPFIE
BEAZ BRI fE LSRG ) BB UESE 7 B, DIE
FLF IR T W4 R (eryo-electronmicroscopy ,
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cryo-EM) AR R A 45 44 i W2 AR Bl T 1) B
G IAHTE RNAP AR SR ( “Fikik” ) 1y
SER AN, H IR T SR I NusG Fl/ag
NusA ¥ RNAP S0 A BLERER ™,

SR B AN SR e AN R I A KA T
N EIRERE R A FE2 SRR 7] N R A S ¥ i)
e Sy - TR S AL AR G)  200 L ) L T REAS W] Bl
A TR T FBU 2R oE, KXt SRR ek g
JRLTE 1P A T R o 45 A AR S B B T 9T 4
B RE SLGR T E. coli G- TR A R
MBS, SRy . PR S, XA TS
WA ik BB UAE RGO I i Se i A T
e,

1 #HFR-EFHANRIAEK

1.1 FHRWRE
TEE. coli™f, KA20%MFaASFHE k& k1
B YL FRhos 7 1 Rho /-0 5E SR 2T

« [H R [ IRRFIE S (32260233) WEBhIWIH
s W THIE R

Tel: 0471-4992435, E-mail: morigenm@hotmail.com
Wik B 2023-04-03, 3237 H 1Y : 2023-04-13




*516- EMUFESEYIRHR

Prog. Biochem. Biophys. 2024; 51 (3

B—BFR M Rho FIH (Rho utilization, rut) 3 5.1
45t 1k B & M ms uE i 7 41 Y ok IR AR
RNAP ZJ5, mRNA bR T ALK N
1 rue 7 a5, PIBEHRTE] T Rho W% G, DA BHLAS 7%
SELAE . YL SN R AR, A B B 1 R
R DB A 0 mRNA _E B, T SRR SR
1k X ¥ Rho #F % 1 4= 1 RNA — Fij #F #I] RNAP;
FERNAP &b, Rhoifs it 2k, 151k MUK TE
PR T ek mIREH, BHPRHURMREI T B0
RNAP F1 2 BEAZME 1A 2 8] 1 #5234 046 1 T Rho 5
rut i 55, f) 45 4 Fl Rho A 3 1 3 5% 5 2% 1k
(premature transcription termination, PTT) &
Az T R, B SR AR B T2 B A
G EA TR RhoM HER, #EMRFEIL T X E X
B SR B RR AT S R, BT
SR 1 T AR IR R =, i ELE— R A
T DR Sk E R AR PR ) R ML -
12 ®HRERE

—LEE. coli {RY\NTTERE s B ITRYE AR S B
B — PR AR AR EEAE , HORE
P A VAL AR5 7R T e R R 75 I e o
G R ZOE (R ) MY B s e Y (1Y 151
2 4 AR 5 R T B R arp 3R TR
T OZRAEY A A E. coli B\ TR S AL &
PSR BRI YRR 3 B
ERY\FHT T8 15— MR A e 1 20 B 3
fR#ERFAb, MTESE T HZ L4 nIE L, 4k
111} FLVF RNAP 4R L2 55 5% orp B9\ T 1y F il 2L
AN AR 7 R, AR i S
ARFET I B SR AL R I ESWIE R, R
KW T R LR Ry 2k 1 DR, sl
AT LA A (527 57 5 M AR B DGR A B IR 1 3Rk 2
FKG % HALSh R
1.3 EHRE5#FERNEST

Vogel 55 1 38 2o ] 5% 527 S5 1 3 126 40E fif R e 3%
W], o MR SRR 3, JFAMEARK
R (R RV AT 4 LU AR . Proshkins 7[RI
T, EAFPERSFMNT, Fok s MRS
SERVCHD; FHIEHR A e R R 8 ek
AR AR . Tyerds ) HE 5| G Sl R AR A ik
DU SR T e RS B B 3 AR [ R B R .
2, RSB ARES SRR R, A REAT
TERAAILH A3 Z (Bl sh A PR

— AN SRR R (R ) FRG B AL H]

i BEAS TR AR 41 T OB SR 5 B0 A A oG
PR MR ISR R B A% R AR ) B R AiE i
RYLE G SIS, A R o g8 s [ 1) Eie
M2 2115 RNAP SR (B O BE 2 360,  AT fif
RNAPEEHFE 1] ; M1}, RNAP 78574 RNA A
DNA A EE [ [a 51 ol , FR4i BT A RNA RIS
Fi DNA, [RIBFH 574 RNA 9 3385 A% 15 = wkii
(nucleoside triphosphate, NTP) #t A5 ; T H
A e BN FEF-G, 2 R bE 1A BE 5 15 B Hh 17
T2 67 330 0 4 A 8 1) =00 IR 9T O RN AP 2
WG, T RNASEARSE GE (R 7 17 55— f5
FIBF I RAL T 3% ML . RNAP 78 H: DNA #Rit b
F % 1397 14 40 o) 2 10 3k Nus G Ky 2 Bt R A A R 4 7
RNAP FoRSZHLN, JF H NusA 25 T s R4F 1 By
P 1S 45 I RNAP 8% R BEAZ W IR B 3 0 JF iz
17, RNAP 13 B 5 04 0% 3 B2 A I AH ELUG IE
R SRR S B R WA, (HAS— A0, X Fh
BRI AR —E R 5 RNAP - B AR e 24
YIRITE R 17, R ART RN A PG 1) [R] B o] RE 2%
MRHEE SRR B ), G, AT RNAPHE )
ARE R — M RS FE . EPRNAP— H A
MIWPRAEIRE, R AN -5 R B il
VU R 1 R OB R S 1T SRR R (p) ppGpp s
SR PR SE A AR . M — R R
(p)ppGpp M A B # H B R =51 &, DhAeird
TS FARRI S P A B4 K ™. (p)ppGpp
B EA ¢, FEJRE N HE SRNAP EM
AEERLE (— ML T olF R APIEHE 2 6] 1Y FL i
AL T 5 R F-Dks A 5 PR 20 1 11 4 H2iE ]
ISR AMEAEH, SERAERE LR (WrRNAFI
(RNAJEH ) 3 8T 40T Bl 1) 46 8 i 2 A R
SEME, I I S a8 22 Bl AT &
PR, FFVEHIER (fusidic acid) &b &40 M 57 HY
N 11 TRH PR A A R 3R T S A e o 3R A AL
I B S e R (p) ppGpp FFR 21E0E >, 1t
Hb, YA SO IR 1 AR A R AR
i, T2l (p) ppGpp /-5 1 5% S5l 22 oK Wh ) 5
SESRFEER S, WG, (p)ppGpp AT ATER A Y
RS A 0915 B0 T DR JRAZ AR RNAP 22 8] 19 380 %
PR T HE RNAP A A 2 8] B b A S —
IR A . 53 —IaFsE 3R, (p)ppGpp BE
BB 1 A A TR 1) o 35 R BR S - Wl R A% A - 1
£ B iR (5-phosphoribosyl-1-diphosphate, PRPP)
A EUAN] ;. PRPPZMERERZTITIR . (A2 M2 FIZ] 2
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PRAGRTIR T, FLh A T E A MR 5 IR R 25
TR R F RS 2 L, B T el
VR ERS AR YA BB R (AR AN R Y ]
FHAE LS AL B0, 2 10T 6] 22 Db 4 S - B 5
b, AR R T S B E R, 4P
MG T REAR 3 , 1 1 ) s 18 14 B R A i 2 A
X R R AR P L[] 20 5 SRR AR

2 ER-BERSHS T

21 EFNENYERE
2.1.1 NusG (RfaH) /S04

NusG J& 41 i RNAP AL 5 H 7, K/ANK
20.5 ku; GEAEFHAE P AR Wk A EAE FH 0 XS F da .
N ¥ 45 A 3. (NusG-NTD) . C % &5 ¥ 4  (NusG-
CTD) VUM &5k a0 R IGHSK , NusG eSS
TR FEAR AR H AR 2. NusG [a] Bf 5 4208 1A Fn
RNAP (1) 4 B4 H € 28 76 4K N AR S8 iE B 20
NusG-NTD 5 RNAP 454, 1if NusG-CTD 1] LL&5 &
Rho B A% A F1uS10 2 NusG-NTD 5 RNAP
(456 T B 1 RNAP K S5 as [ ,  DAT 4 = 2
Mkt SR 57 Rho A F 5 NusG-CTD Ay 45 &
i Rho & A A | T HAEH BIRNAMI R 224k, If
] PR Rho PRl 28 30 5 RNAP AL — /N I B8 38
4 RNA b, MR #F Rho MM #E S 2 1 1> 21
Wi AR [ uS10HIRho 7ENusG-CTD | =2 41 6] iy
ghA T L IR R, R SRS,
NusG-CTD5uS1045 4, ULk SRho4h 5 M4
FHE S0 LS A B, ROW A R R s a5 - 3
NusG-CTD 5 Rho A H./F ] I & i#f Rho < i 1Y £¢
1E 227, EENusG AN S 256 RNAP FIRZBEIA,
11 ELAE 5% S5-I R G i 2 TP 7E RNAP FIAZ M 1A 2
BT T R 2R 12

NusG 7E #8497 F L) B 3 2 38 43 NusG
A RNAP-70S 54 (NusG A& Rikik) 1Y
15 o7 B R A5 A 15 B B W] P NusG W 77 78 5%
RNAP HZ67E 30S Sk X 4, DIBESLRNAPHY PV Ik
5 duS3, uS10, NusGAH116S rRNA I iE 331 hi
(s Z [ b 22 NusG 5 RNAP FAZA A |y
uS10 45 &, UESE 1 HAE Ry 43 09 IR H .
NusG #3k K B 75 14530 A Y38 H 25 46 L B2 NusG
A B F IR R B AY 35 30° R Bh A el 28 6,
NusG 78 445 RNAP-#Z AR R IE 45 4 (1 5 oy 7
fRRE, EEMJE, T EEAZE M uS10 5 Rho
T35 4 NusG-CTD I E S s, (A NusG-CTD

MIF165 25 AuS10 7 & T CHEA/ER ), RNAP
FIAZ A A 38 1 NusG AU HE & #0177 Rho K+ % 5%
B, RS THA S5 S Z0E 1 FI, IE
TEWCA RN 19 mRNA R4S ke % PTT, 1M A L8 3%
WA S EIE ) mRNA & Rho i) H R s 3l o X Fp
BCAR, RS PEBIEE 1 7 1T LA FE Y R R
PR S R 1

NusG ™5 RS 5 7T BE 23 (] 42 380 5 5 S R R 128
PR E CHE . —J7 1A, NusG HF (007 B i 152k
P {37 o5, FI1 RNAP 35 % 07 o5, 2 ] B O R) K
(38, 41, 42, 44F147 nt) (FFE I mRNA 5%
BEIARTE 1 uS3 IR E XI55 252, WXk S i KB E
b /D40 ) 2 S R R 1R B A4 ) mRNA 0451 1Y
TERE, MR T F B 55 0 R 5 | i i 5 i
KR A e, % —J5, NusG-CTD FIRMEHA > 6] iy
AHEAE P NusG-NTD FIRNAP[a] () 3£ 1 /7, V8
/b NusG-NTD M RNAP fif 25 4 5 2, K, 7
TEAE R RERZ AR LR, RNAP 5 NusG (945 &
SHRE

NusG (1) 5% % [a] i ¥ RfaH [a] £ & — 4> i 4%
RNAP FUZHE A 210 5% 5 K . RfaH fINusG
(N 25 5% (RfaH-NTD) SE4AH A, 345 4 ff
H I RNAP A B AE F D 5% 585 B, RfaH S
NusGFERNAP I AL [F A 45 A 075, SECE]
DA 3540975 RNAPZE & 2, sl BT,
RfaHH CoZi#438, (RfaH-CTD) #78 Mak JeIf4%
RfaH-NTDJRNAPZE A iS5 . RfaH7ES 5%
i 5 JE B2 4 DNA T i ops IE 91 45 4, X S 3%
RfaH-CTDMIRfaH-NTD /732, M ffiRfaH-NTD
Al L 5 RNAPEE 4 WA, RfaH-CTD¥K H NusG
(94 B A 45K IF A28 RfaH 76 1 NusG A 7] 14 A i
Ab #3155 uS10 I JTE B P . 5 NusG A ]
RfaH A~ 454 Rho [+, XA[RES EAMICTDHLIY
L2 o225 5 1 Rk, RfaH A3 For=t
FELAS Rho ARHPE L S 20k B 20 e, el i
7 RNAP FIEE—A~ R iAW 1A 2 ] 1) S A Aok BH
1E Rho (K7 #[3k RNAP; Hk, Bl NusG 3
254 RNAP 0 20 NusG X Rho 45 #5i P4: 2¢ 11 il 4ig
PR 8=, sEdiRE e B
RNAP #4080 RNAP {5
2.1.2  NusAPpBINusG/ AR

NusA j&— i 495 N2 KR (55 ku) ZHALAY
LSRR T, AR A R R 2 R P BE AR B
NusA A9 N s 25493 (NusA-NTD) 8 i — 4~ R 1%
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B2 E % 42 31 3 45 A RNA AU W 25 # 38 ST,
KH1 f1KH2, B Y SKK 25 #5587 A % o
AR HUEE RNAZE ;s 138 SKK S5 F9 3811 C i
FRYEFE S5 1 F12 (AR1FIAR2), 24 Mk, %
Yo F G 75 WA E. coli IS E R . RNAK
SJe 25 e e RN AP {5 FH Nus A FIRNAP[A] (1) 4
HAERESE, XA BAE R R FRNAPE 54
TE IR 2, JFiF— B KT B ) ) B
NusA-NTD 2545 B A3 v i (B-FTH); AR2%4%
A al W C Ui #y i (al-CTD); NusA 1) KH 4%
Pl (NusA-KH) 5 o W51 C 32 e 2s 4 LA K
NusA-NTD Yj a2 W3 C s 4 # Ik (02-CTD) 1y 4%
A MR, ESHA NusHF (NusA, B, E
MG) WEEIVER T, NusAfE#k T NE I BT
2k o B OF AR AR W B SR A i B A IR
(transcription elongation complex, TEC) JE, M
5 | SR P S RN 157 A a3 13520

NusG-NusA #5235 74 1) 45 74 2 1 FH 4l 4k 1y
E. coli [T HEHSRIA0 ', £5 5 NusA Fl NusG 1)
E. coli 3R 45K (NusG-NusAFE & £ikik) 5
{4 % NusG 454 (NusGRE& ki) dE% M
l: NusGZr 515 BHA30S K FAZ M A FTuS 10
HHEAEH ; RNAP BV 3 (8 5 45 & 25 /) 38, (zine-
binding domain, ZBD) A (uS3Hfil; &
BLRY A, NusA 7] LL[R] B 5 R0 A FT RNAP A B AR
M, R RTEFH . AR F NusG-NusAH;
A Rk B NusG 5 R30S S A BAEH
TENusAFE & 5K, NusA 5 A 30S 14 2 i
HEAT) 2 WAH AR R, X FPAH B4R A 2 i NusA (1)
KH1 4514 5l ARZHHAR TR 1 uS2 FluS5 Z [A] ) 24 4%
K E Y 2, NusA-KH1 (E218. E219. D242 Al
D246) FIRRYEFEFE 5 uS2 (K105 F1R108) F1uS5
(R45. R68FIR69) Ff 5% 5L A4 AH B4 3 1] B
FEX AR EAER 0 BRILZ AN, NusA SR PR
Bt AP A B S AR S RNAP FHE R4
uS2/uSS I Z I “HGZH 57 RAEHERIKK
(4 20 %5, JIf o 14 RNAP A %t T 4% B 14 308 {4
T B

HE P8 45 k0 52, 5 NusGH#E & 2B K4 1L,
NusG-Nus AR & ZR IR A 8R4 5 22 (4 o0hr 25 i Fi
A HER 2 X B NusA 7] BE{E #F NusG /1
ARG T I E e R RS e e . H Al A TH 2 NusA
MAEMETMER, —AFEREESRDEA
NusA {H3EA NusG W E. coli iR L5

22 FEEFRBHDERE

H5HEFN OB EME, SRR AT
BIRNAPHUZ NI (1) A BAE R . X R BAERS
2T LI EE 1 L HF . Chakrabarti &5 P75
(IBFSE 2, U RNAP FIAZ AR 1A 30S 7 5L (7] 1
S A AH 2SR S R A R B SRR R R .
cryo-EM, Kohler "' FlDemo "% P54~ BA 435 i@ A
T 70SHZHEA/30S B M R W 3 5 RNAPA 45 A i &2
BUREEH (T Al 2 08 s B A R 5 7 A
I RNAPRIEE ™= AR 1Y), WO OREFRAE b %
KR )5 30STF 5L 5 RNAPHY B AELH 5t 78 6] —4F
PiFands ¥ 7R .

Klohler. Demo#lFan =B\ i 5 F 1 |
30S M HEAERNAP S AZ A I 25 6 i R #E T C8EAE
FH'; RNAPAImRNA H F 7 5 #8245 55 72 30S W
AUMRNA A 47 i, XA T HmRNAZRNAPS
T B LG 5 A A B A5 0 A BE TR, Rho
T ) A TR L 55 5% I HNusG AT
SRS FEERFERNAP S A, /R FAF10
AL S EHE AR R A AL %

AN, Rl R B R T RNAPHImRNA H
A7 AT HR 25 FE AR 30S T 3 mRNA A T A5 7,
Ifii £ Demo 1 Fan [A] BA 15 £ () 30S . 3L - RNAPE &
f&rp, RNAPHmMRNA H F 8 AR 245 5 e A
R B mRNA W T 5 B 3T =0, ik, 25/
RNAPHAE AR (A I B A (FEREE SR
ISR F 5k uS3 . uS4 MluSs, 1 £E30S W K -
RNAPK & 3% huS1 FluS2) 1 % 4%
BEAR T B mRNA H F1 A7 55 5 5 16S rRNA [ Shine-
DalgranoZ 5 X, 30ST%E - RNAPKE AR REI R
TEIPERG I B KA. Bk
PYF, RNAPHIZOSWEHEZ, 5 H5 B 16S rRNA 4T & Fl
MR I 22e ,  DATITRRS B i AN ) A i A
HORHK; 30SEIGE A YMIE B S B30S N R4S
P B HERIRNAPZE & 5 ¥, RNAPMJE K
RS A AL (mRNAH CAS) iR ek
PEEELEAZRE AR I mRNA A 7 5 BT %) (5
235 U b B RNAP FIAZ W 4 0 45 & 15 LA A ) o
RNAP 4 5537 € 07 7R B T AW Koy FRIF G R
TEVELL R I RE AR BT
2.3 DksAFNTufAXBIAY EIEES

B N T DksA J&: — FIRNAPZE S 2, 16
E. coli "P L4 AH Xt 48 22 B Wk BEAF AE P L AE R
(p) ppGpp 4T A ¥, DksAREMSTE ™ 'S5 K v H ik
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K (p) ppGpp s (e SR RRIOCR 5 Dks A 2K
A i 95 € 445 4 B4 A 2 RNAP YK 9% 38 18 ok 1
RNAPHHEAE; XA EAEFBORIGEEY I
M RNAPAZ.C FE 4L F A HL] ;. DksAFIRNAPI)
455 T BE I RNAPXT (p) ppGpp 75 T 19 B 22 - 120
it QA NI 1K: e I N TR (R S T ECEUR L N
(p)ppGppHifE s 22,

TufA /2 E. coli F1 0 —Fh FHPELEAP K 7, BRTE
HEHBE ST RIEESN, RO AR oK
S LA 5 AR S RN A A I U S A S R A DG
H O A A . f I B9 SC ik i 38 7E fuf4 mRNA
5'UTR W7 AE T 28 iU S FRABL e 1 25 44 DX 35 SR
b, % 45 ¥ Al X S8l Sy — Fh B35 S 0 1 58 7
(structured enhancer of translation initiation, SETI)
$&i 7 GTP X 30S B EIGE S W R Ty, i
Hhn T ppGpp 32 PEIF VPR RN AR BTG L s
MR A S35 % X E. coli BRI JT  (Ribosome

profiling sequencing, Ribo-seq) Z54%:, ‘SHFA IR
(a) FHVEAL IR 01 )[R 4 %
DNA A0 e
-

mRNA

© 7 ‘
" W aRAA / TufA
508 ' )

DksA

PRI, uf A PR 2 70 R AT it 3 2k i
PEFIA T BIAH ENE R FE14.75%, HPDksAZE F1RY
FIPEKF FIH55.6% (R EFREWE). ULk, TufA
A REAERE AT AT 2 B % 32 BRI ) 8 52 E JH DksA
2RIk S (p) ppGpp AT A 5
24 HR-WEBEHOMEEER

AR —AE. coli % SERIRRA 1Y B BEE
BORL, SEESEIEMAN L, BIRSRIA R — I RK
A, R, RNAPA] uff%rf@%%:ﬂﬁﬁ
fi Z B S b IE LM EFER 2 (B 1a) .
FEREAZ IR TT AR IE A, RNAP FIZHE A ?JLKLL%)?
A ) mRNA I8 % 4%, uum&%%@tm;@%
(E1b) o (p)ppGpp 7E It ik F2 5 Al 2k 5 AN B
B ARYE Y R ST (B TquiEi;JEi%
ol [1] 122 19 75 X 58 (p) ppGpp 4 B [ 1 DksA i 3
ik, M (p) ppGpp T 10 55 51 4iE i [ AR 5500
—A R, BRI VE I RNAP A T7ER 4%
57 J5 119 100 nt PYETE5E 7, 3] LATE R Rl A A4

@) R TSI E

mRNA
B H A7 AT

IONER]

Fl iR 4 R
A AR R

NEE

enotkm | | i
wnman || ik
[ | T [ @]

v

(b) AR A

— FE A (K33
HeRE R s I B
S A3 2 A RNAPA T IZ /T

() AT SR B S

NusG or RFaH

v

PRSI A 5 & %
HIRNAPE 2

&

Fig.1 The molecular mechanisms of the transcription—translation coupling
Bl #R-EERAHNS TS
NETSR, BAEPRII30STEHAISOSTEILS I “308™ HI “50S” #m.
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JEE - RNAP I U 3RS & o X ARG B NusG 3§
RfaH [ FHrH: RNAP FIRZEAR ) uS10 8 R 4,
Jf-H1 NusA 7£ RNAP S5 FH uS2. uSS [HJE %
MR EeResE (B 1c) . e ol B 2t A ok 3R 110 A8 Ak
25 3 8U0% i RNAP FIE Bl AZ A 1A 19 5 4= mRNA 119
KEEARTR, e S R IUR A ML E 52 (&
1), B, %5585 RNAP [0 4556 1 R
RFIRNAP Z [RIHE 2, X0 RE BN A 1ERA
TAEAEM RSO LIy Res 4 (Bl 1d). MiE
JRE B A2 (AR A 0 457 T 1R 91 1) RNAP [l iTIEA T,
FARORA T AESECE 7. H—rm, #iE
B RS2 180 0 FE B A2 B (A R RNAP 22 [l AR B . 4 SR
IEEF A T RS R AT, R AW 1 ] 422 DI A
A% AFUEETAL T R TR A B, ISR A AN 28k
BRI, I TCk B S BOm A ) B H2 0k T
o TEXFEN T, 8K M H 4 mRNA 7] BE7E
RNAP MM Z [ B2 th 2 AMU A, FE7ERG
ST HIE Y B R AAE A IR 2 A R A R A 1

3 EBER-WEESHENFEX

WIRTATIA,  FHIES R34 i RNAP R A 2
(PRI o XY VR B e T o (B R A5 3
i, FESk-FHER A OEIR . TR, S5 - BN
A W FRBR LR b 3B t i R A/ P2k
T BINERRFS) . mRNA —Zaskoot: (i
FIZEIR) A5 5] i B 12 el 12l 45500 1 DR 2523 i 1y 4
(Pl 2a), TSRk 2 ik s 15 A5 9 S ISP B, B =2k
— RN E R

RSN, S - TR B 2 An i B 1k
A5 Ty Al 1 8 53 W A A0 o b AR R ) — b 5K
WRTATIR, 47 B 5 80UZ 05 (& 5 RNAPf#
FROIE, RhoZ8 5 454 B rutr 533547 ZRNAPSY
fRTEC. i, NusGTEIIE I T rl gEilE— 24
T mRNAX] FRhoMI#HIZE, HATG B ruefii i "
KT R R o K BB R, 7ei%A Y ER G
R ARRIEOL T, 2k N+ Rho TR 540 o
FLI3E 1 5 NusA 1 NusG YA TAE ] 5 RNAP 4%
A, [ TEC AR U5 AR e b 2 A4k, X
R F]TF Rho PR 58 4= mRNA A1 rue 37 45, B
J& /& Rho A 1 F &5 5 85 45 LL S TEC 9 43 il 1447
XU T A FEPTT AR THE (K2b).
THRMHA T Rho 524+ NusG FIAR R 455 5w, R,
FRA A K 23 FH 1 Rho A F 9 PTT. % 5 Zhu

P RINAETE B R R R R 2 R Y
JA AT LA 1 PTT, MR (- 40 AE IE 5 A S5 T
ERTHMEAT. hIER, & HECE LT
SR - BRI o ThiE . o2 BRI R
HPPT, 25 sl 2% T B AL BRI BA S 1 55
HRAE T | S A B HG IR RE TR 2

X 85 T 45+ B A 7L 3% B DNA 76 88 3l 1Y
RNAP J5 ifil 2 U IR E , X WA F T R T
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Abstract In prokaryotes like Escherichia coli (E. coli), transcription tends to be coupled with translation, which
is usually manifested in the mutual regulation of transcription and translation such as transcription polarity,
transcription attenuation and synchronization of transcription and translation rates. Indirect coupling and physical
coupling are two different models of the coupling. Indirect coupling maintained by the alarmone (p)ppGpp may
require the assistance of DksA and TufA proteins. Physical coupling could be divided into those mediated by
NusG or RfaH factors and those induced via “collision” under non-factor condition. Changes in transcription or
translation in response to pressure will lead to mutual transitions among several coupling modes. Coupling is
necessary for normal gene expression, and its release will contribute to adverse events such as transcription
termination, R-loop formation, conflict between replication and transcription and mRNA cleavage. The related
technologies of structural biology have clearly demonstrated the structural details and characteristics of partial
coupled expressomes. These technologies, combined with methods like multiomics analysis, will provide deeper
insights into the coupling. Significantly, the study of the coupling may bring new ideas for development of the
targeted antibiotics.
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