RecA and RecB: probing complexes of DNA repair proteins with mitomycin C in live Escherichia coli
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Abstract

The RecA protein and RecBCD complex are key bacterial components for the maintenance and repair
of DNA, RecBCD a helicase-nuclease that uses homologous recombination to resolve double-stranded
DNA breaks and also facilitating decoration of single-stranded DNA with RecA to form RecA filaments,
a vital step in the double-stranded break DNA repair pathway. However, questions remain about the
mechanistic roles of RecA and RecBCD in live cells. Here, we use millisecond super-resolved
fluorescence microscopy to pinpoint the spatial localization of fluorescent reporters of RecA and the
RecB at physiological levels of expression in individual live Escherichia coli cells. By introducing the
DNA crosslinker mitomycin C, we induce DNA damage and quantify the resulting changes in
stoichiometry, copy number and molecular mobilities of RecA and RecB. We find that both proteins
accumulate in molecular hotspots to effect repair, resulting in RecA filamental stoichiometries
equivalent to several hundred molecules that act largely in RecA tetramers before DNA damage, but
switch to approximately hexameric subunits when mature filaments are formed. Unexpectedly, we
find that the physiologically predominant form of RecB is a dimer.

Keywords: recombination; repair; DNA damage; mitomycin C; super-resolution microscopy; single-
molecule tracking; Slimfield.

1. Introduction

Accurate duplication of the genome is crucial in all organisms, accomplished by a sophisticated
molecular machine of the replisome (1). An inability to accurately replicate genetic material can lead
to cell death and/or cancers (2, 3). Mitomycin C (MMC) is a naturally occurring antibiotic that can be
used to controllably disrupt DNA replication, and thus a valuable reagent in studying DNA repair
processes. It finds major use as a chemotherapeutic in treating several cancers (4) and retinopathies
(5). It acts by targeting DNA deoxyguanosine (dG) residues (6), forming intrastrand or interstrand
crosslinks (7). If unrepaired, these can interfere with cellular processes such as transcription and
replication, potentially causing genome instability (8). An encounter between a mitomycin C-induced
crosslink and an approaching replisome, may lead to replisome disassembly and eventually to a double
strand break (DSB) (9). DSBs are recognised by RecBCD in E. coli (10). The ends are then processed by
RecBCD to generate 3’-ended single stranded DNA (ssDNA), potentially creating a landing pad for the
principal recombination protein, RecA (10). Recombination of RecA-ssDNA with the homologous DNA
restores the replication fork, on which the replisome can be reloaded. The replisome may resume
replication if the blocking adduct is repaired (11).

RecBCD forms parts of two major pathways for homologous DNA recombination, essential for DSB
repair (10). RecBCD activities involve several processes - it recognises and binds DSBs, begins
unwinding both DNA strands , and also degrades both (10). This activity continues unhindered until it
encounters an octameric Chi site that induces a shift in enzyme activity to degrade only 5’-ended
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strand (12, 13). This activity shift results in a 3’-ended ssDNA overhang that facilitates RecA loading.
RecA-ssDNA nucleoprotein filaments can infiltrate an intact duplex and, on finding homology,
recombine with the infiltrated duplex (14, 15). Further processing of the resulting structure and the
action of replication-reloading primosome proteins help in the establishment of an intact replisome
to resume replication (16). Recombination proteins, such as RecBCD, need access to replication-
transcription conflict sites and collapsed forks, but if RecBCD is missing then dsDNA is degraded by
exonucleases (17, 18), possibly resulting from replisome disassembly. How RecA stabilizes blocked
forks is still an open question.

Here, we use millisecond super-resolved Slimfield microscopy (19) in live E. coli of genomically-
encoded fluorescent fusions RecA-mGFP (20) and RecB-sfGFP (21) expressed from their native
promoters. Since RecA fusion constructs retain only partial function, our approach makes use of a
merodiploid RecA fusion that express from one copy of the native gene and one copy of the fusion
construct under the same promoter (20). Slimfield uses sampling timescales that are sufficiently rapid
to enable direct tracking of diffusing fluorescently labeled proteins in the cytoplasm of living cells (22).
This technology enables an internal calibration for molecular counting by quantifying the brightness
of a single fluorescent protein in vivo, and additionally offers trajectory information at typically 40 nm
lateral precision. We analyse Slimfield images to reveal the density and spatial distribution of RecA
and RecB in individual cells. We identify assemblies of RecA, and find that the number of molecules
associated with assemblies has a characteristic ‘repeat unit’ that increases between cellular states of
SOS readiness and MMC-induced response, while the equivalent repeat unit of RecB assemblies is
unaffected. We also measured changes in mobility and localization of RecA and RecB upon treatment
with a sublethal MMC dose just short of inducing cell filamentation. These changes include formation
of RecA filaments associated with SOS and the aggregates that precede it. Imaging RecA presents far
brighter fluorescent foci than RecB indicating a cellular concentration 2-3 orders of magnitude greater.
We observed an increase in RecA copy number not RecB upon MMC treatment, with up to 20% of
cells devoid of RecB assemblies. Our results shed new light on links between structure and function
for RecA and RecBCD in mediating repair upon DNA damage.



2. Results

2.1 Abundance of RecA, but not RecB, increases on MMC-induced DNA damage
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Figure 1. Brightfield and Slimfield of live E. coli in minimal media, labelled at RecA-mGFP or RecB-sfGFP
before and after MMC treatment. Inset (C,D) is zoom-in from same field of view. Brightness of RecB-
GFP Slimfield panels (F,H) scaled 100x vs. RecA-GFP panels (B,D). Scale bar 1 um. (l,J) Probability
distributions for number of tracks detected per cell.

We find that in the absence of MMC RecA-GFP has an an approximately uniform distribution in the
cytoplasm occasionally punctuated with bright fluorescent foci (Figure 1B). By integrating pixel
fluorescence intensities in each cell (23) and normalising by the brightness of a single GFP (24) we find
the total amount of RecA-mGFP increases from 11,500 + 200 molecules (+SEM) in untreated cells to
14,100 + 300 molecules in MMC treated cells (Figure S2a). MMC treatment caused the subset of RecA-
mMGFP molecules localised in tracks to double from 510 + 30 to 1,080 * 60 per cell (Table S1).

RecB-GFP also exhibited fluorescent foci on a diffuse background, before and during MMC treatment
(Figure 1F,H). The RecB copy number is sufficiently small that estimates based on total cellular
fluorescence (23) must be quantitatively distinguished from total autofluorescence, which we
estimate from unlabelled MG1655 parental cells grown and imaged under identical conditions. We
find the mean level of RecB-associated fluorescence, including the captured RecB tracks, is almost
three times greater than the cell autofluorescence. Thus, we cannot consider all of the cellular RecB



as residing in trajectories and we conclude that a significant cytoplasmic pool of RecB exists that is
sufficiently mobile to evade direct particle-tracking-based detection, in particular using slower
sampled images from commerical microscope systems.

The RecB copy number reduces following MMC-induced DNA damage, comprising 126 £ 11 molecules
per cell before treatment and 101 + 14 molecules afterward (Figure S2B, significant by Brunner-
Munzel (BM) test, n=246, p=0.0216), without a measurable change in cell size. Of these, the mean
number of RecB localised in tracks is relatively small but more sensitive to MMC than RecA; just 13.6
1 0.5 molecules per cell in all tracks, decreasing to 9.3 + 0.3 on treatment.

2.2 RecB forms characteristic puncta which are partially lost on MMC exposure

1-3 trajectories of RecA or RecB were detected in each cell above the local background (Figure 11,J) .
However, RecA and RecB showed strongly opposing trends in the number of tracks observed upon
MMC treatment. While RecA showed no significant change from 1.66 + 0.06 to 1.86 + 0.16 trajectories
detected per cell on MMC treatment (BM test, n=60, p=0.50), the population-average number of RecB
tracks was significantly reduced from 2.06 £ 0.09 to 1.56 + 0.06 per cell. If, however, we set aside the
fraction of cells with no detected RecB tracks, the mean number of RecB tracks falls, from 2.19 + 0.10
to 1.98 + 0.07 tracks (BM test, n=234, p<0.001) containing 12.1 + 0.3 molecules per cell. This
unexpected population devoid of RecB foci otherwise resembles the other treated cells; rather than
filamenting, they are 8 £ 3% shorter on average and retain the same cytoplasmic pool of RecB.
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Figure 2. Stoichiometry of detected foci of RecA-mGFP and RecB-sfGFP with (blue) or without
mitomycin C treatment (black), shown as kernel density estimates (25) with width of 8 RecA molecules
for clarity, or kernel width of 0.7 molecules, following the known detection sensitivity to single GFP.
Insets are the distributions of intervals between nearest neighbour stoichiometry peaks identified at
a kernel width of 0.7 molecules (solid curves) that is a signature for fundamental subunit
stoichiometry. Overlaid are the constrained Gaussian fits that minimize a reduced x2 metric, with
components of equal width and whose centres are fixed at integer multiples. The resulting fits
comprise three components for RecA with MMC treatment (blue, Pearson’s R? = 0.979, 5 degrees of
freedom (dof)) and two components for RecA without MMC (grey, Pearson’s R? = 0.961, 4 dof). The
mode of the peak interval is indicated + 95% confidence interval, with the number of contributing
peak pairs in the original stoichiometry distribution.



Foci in RecA were two orders of magnitude more intense than those of RecB, corresponding to a
greater apparent stoichiometry. On MMC treatment, the mean RecA-mGFP stoichiometry almost
doubled from 310 + 8 to 580 + 30 molecules per focus, reflecting local accumulation of RecA protein
(Figure 2A). As the RecA-mGFP strain is merodiploid, the recA-mgfp gene fusion construct expressed
from the same promoter as the unlabelled endogenous recA gene (20), the total amount of cellular
RecA is approximately twice the detected amount based on fluorescence. This tendency for localised
accumlation of RecA hotspots is consistent with prior observations of long nucleoprotein filament
formation on single stranded DNA (20). Conversely, the extended filaments we see upon MMC
treatment may indicate increased occurrence of processed ssDNA. We find tyypically ~30 RecA in the
‘pool’ may comprise untracked diffusive molecules (Figure S2C).

The mean RecB stoichiometry falls from 6.6 + 0.1 to 6.1 + 0.2 molecules per focus (BM, n=478, p<10®)
(Figure 2B). A mean of ~6 RecB is reconciled by comprising 3 copies of a subunit whose stoichiometry
is 2 molecules (Figure 2B inset) . RecB foci are observed more commonly near the poles of the cell
(Figure 1G-H). A pool stoichiometry of ~1 molecule (Figure S2B,D) suggests that the untracked majority
of all RecB (90% * 1%) are monomers irrespective of MMC treatment (BM test, n=243, p=0.27).

2.3. RecA reorganises into filaments with approximately hexameric subunits in response to MMC

RecA and RecB stoichiometry distributions show clear gaps (Figure 2A, 2B & insets). One explanation
is that each detected fluorescent focus has a diffracted-limited width of ~250 nm that may potentially
contain more than one subunit of RecA or RecB, such that the measured focus stoichiometry may
appear as an integer multiple of the subunit stoichiometry, manifest as periodic peaks on the focus
stoichiometry distribution. The difference between pairs of values on the stoichiometry distribution
is, within measurement error, either zero or an integer multiple of the subunit stoichiometry. The
magnitude of the most likely non-zero pairwise difference value corresponds to the subunit
stoichiometry, with less likely values corresponding to harmonic peaks. RecA has a most likely pairwise
interval value of 2.2 £ 0.3 RecA-mGFP molecules before MMC addition; accounting for merodiploid
half-labelling, this indicates 4.4 + 0.5 RecA molecules in total per subunit. After MMC treatment, the
most likely interval value is 3.1 £ 0.5 RecA-mGFP molecules, implying a subunit comprising 6.2 £ 1.0
RecA molecules in total.

Figure 3. Filamentous bundles of RecA-mGFP in MMC treated cells as observed in A,D) brightfield and
B,E) Slimfield, shown with C,F) indicative local segmentation of the bundles (white overlay). Scale bar
2 pum.



In MMC-treated cultures we observe strikingly bright, bundle-like structures (Figures 1D and 3B-
E), >95% of which exceed a local concentration of twice the mean stoichiometry in untreated cells
(Figure S3).

The mean number of segments containing MMC-induced bundles is 1.9 £ 0.3 per cell, which is
consistent with a pair of RecA bundles extending along each cell, possibly indicating a single double
stranded DNA (dsDNA) break with sister homology consistent with recent findings relating to the SMC
protein RecN influencing RecA translocation and remodelling (26). The copy number of filamented
RecA-mGFP is 2,600 = 190 molecules per MMC-induced bundle, but each occurs in consistent
multiples of approximately 1,500 + 300 molecules (Figure S3). When ATP is present, the binding site
density on each helical filament containing ssDNA was found in previous studies to be 1.5 nm per RecA
(27, 28), here of which approximately half is unlabelled. The filaments are known to be undersaturated
with RecA under physiological conditions (29). We find that each MMC-induced bundle typically fills a
region measuring 2.0 £ 0.9 um (mean * s.d.) long, up to 0.7 £ 0.2 um wide and ~0.6 um deep, but
contains a qunatity of RecA equivalent to >10 um total length of helical filament.

In contrast, the brightest RecA assemblies in untreated cells occur in isolation, and are never elongated
but reside within diffraction-limited foci (Figure 1B) which may be related to RecA storage bodies
observed previously (30). Assemblies whose RecA content exceeds twice the untreated stoichiometry
(10 + 3% of untreated cells) and typically contain 800 £+ 500 RecA (Figure S3). This quantity is equivalent
to >2 um of filament inside sphere <0.4 um in diameter. Our results are in agreement with a recent
observation of RecA filaments in Caulobacter crescentus cells (diameter 1.0 + um, 5-6 um long) (26).
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Figure 4. Kernel density distributions of instantaneous microscopic diffusion coefficient for tracks of
A) RecA-mGFP and B) RecB-sfGFP. The mean diffusion coefficient of tracked RecA decreases from
0.17 £ 0.02 um?/s to 0.07 + 0.01 pm?/s on MMC treatment (Figure 4A). This change in diffusivity likely
reflects the proportion of RecA condensed onto ssDNA as filaments. In contrast, the mean diffusion
coefficient of tracked RecB is unaffected by MMC (Figure 4B), with untreated and treated values of
0.82 £ 0.03 um?/s and 0.79 + 0.03 um?/s respectively (BM test, n=478, p=0.48).



3. Discussion

Here, we investigated the stoichiometry and distribution of fluorescently tagged RecA and RecB
proteins in live E. coli upon treatment with the DNA alkylating agent MMC. We developed an image
analysis pipeline incorporating image segmentation driven by machine-learning (Figure S5). We show
that our sensitivity and dynamic range are sufficient to quantify counts, either by stepwise
photobleaching of multi-molecular complexes or by direct detection of single molecules at sufficient
speed. Our findings show that the RecA copy number increases upon treatment with MMC. We
observed a modest increase in the number of RecA tracks concomitant with almost doubling of
stoichiometry per focus when compared with untreated cultures. This tendency for localized
concentration of RecA indicates significant assembly formation and is consistent with the known
property of RecA to form long nucleoprotein filaments on ssDNA as nucleated from polar locations
(20). We observed extended filamentous bundles in MMC treated cultures, possibly due to increased
availability of processed ssDNA. Bundles were preferentially aligned along the cell axis, which cannot
be explained only as a result of elongation under confinement inside the cell; the observation of more
extended filaments on MMC treatment may suggest search processing for more distant sites of
homology, a lower total success rate of homology search due to a higher incidence of DNA breaks, or
obstructive interactions between RecA bundles corresponding to simultaneous different DNA breaks.

RecA assembly formation is not limited to conditions of excess DNA damage. Before treatment, a
portion of RecA appears in dense polar foci. These occasionally bright foci may indicate stochastic DNA
damage in a proportion of cells of an otherwise healthy culture, but can be compared with the storage
structures described previously, that are functionally distinct from filaments (30). However, there is
strong evidence for bundle nucleation at the cell membrane (31). Our results, including observation
of an average of ~2 RecA clusters per cell, are consistent with RecA foci at poles providing a nucleation
point for filament formation.

We observed a change in the subunit stoichiometry for RecA foci from ~4-mer in untreated cells, to a
~6-mer within spatially extended filaments following MMC treatment. Previous reports indicate that
RecA undergoes linear polymerization in a head-to-tail fashion with stable trimeric, tetrameric and
hexameric forms when ssDNA is present (32). In vitro and in vivo studies provide strong evidence for
dimeric nucleation points on ssDNA mediated by SSB (33) leading to bidirectional, diffusion-limited
growth (34). Our snapshot observation of filament stoichiometry cannot shed light directly on models
of dynamic nucleation or stepwise growth. Rather, it indicates the relative stability of characteristic
subunits within the mature filament. Each subunit has a split-ring structure related to the intact
hexameric ring of DNA helicases, but distorted axially such that rings each complete a single helical
turn around ssDNA (35). One hypothesis is that this RecA patterning could result from a small, periodic
barrier to further polymerization. While our stoichiometry analysis suggests variability across different
foci, our results favour a ~6-mer subunit, consistent with the hexameric form of RecA in vitro. Although
these data cannot directly establish whether independent hexamers of RecA occur in vivo either on
DNA or in the cytosol, it is conceivable that assembly and rearrangement of RecA hexameric subunits
on DNA could generate the canonical ATP-inactive and ATP-active DNA-binding filaments (36, 37). In
light of a recent study highlighting the role of RecN in RecA filament formation and activity (26), we
hypothesize that the tetrameric form of RecA may be devoid of RecN and is ATP-inactive, which
changes to an approximately hexameric form upon DNA damage via the involvement of RecN and its
associated ATP-activity.

RecA bundles are drawn from a cytoplasmic pool on a timescale of 5-15 min after UV irradiation (20),
with factors such as RecBCD, typically enabling homologous recombination within 2h (20). The large
increase we detect in copy number and decrease in diffusivity, but with similar pool concentration
before and 3h after addition of MMC, indicate that the RecA pool reservoir is restored to the same
steady state within 3h, but that RecA bundles continue to form in response to constantly accumulating
DNA damage.



Both recA and recA-mGFP alleles were under control of the same native promoter, so a reasonable
expectation is that unlabelled and labelled RecA are expressed equally, that we assume for simplicity
in the absence of additional proteomics data such as quantitative western blots. However, tagging
with GFP and linker requires an extra ~240 codons to the mRNA, taking longer to transcribe and
translate (38), and has a greater net probability of stochastic errors including ribosome frameshifting
(39), premature termination, or introduction of truncating termination codons, that result in non-
functional protein (40-43). Together, these potentially contribute to a reduction in transcription and
translation efficiency of the larger labelled gene. Thus, in the merodiploid RecA strain there may be a
marginally higher quanity of unlabelled compared to labelled RecA in the cell. We assume for
simplicity that MMC does not affect the relative expression of the two alleles, but this may also have
some potential effect on expression. Despite these potential issues, the correction factor for the
stoichiometry of each individual object is expected to be the same across the cell, since both RecA-
mGFP and endogenous RecA have been shown to participate without bias in the formation of both
storage bodies and filaments (30).

Our measurements confirm that RecA has a very high concentration in the cytosol of live cells. We
observe that untreated cultures have around 11,000 molecules of RecA-mGFP per cell, which
increases to 14,000 RecA-mGFP molecules in cells treated with MMC. Of the latter, 35 + 8% resides in
filamentous bundles large enough to resolve in millisecond widefield fluorescence images. Applying
the merodiploid correction factor of 2, the total copy number is approximately 23,000 + 400 RecA in
untreated cells, increasing to 28,000 + 600 in treated cells. While the RecA copy number we estimate
in untreated cells exceeds the 4,640 + 1,908 reported previously by Lesterlin et al (20), our more direct
estimations are of similar order and correlate with previous work indicating 2,926-10,377 molecules,
with 10,377 in EZ rich medium using a ribosome profiling method (44). Approximately 15,000 RecA
per cell in rich medium were reported previously, using semi-quantitative immunoblotting (45); the
same study found that RecA copy number increased to 100,000 upon MMC treatment. The
discrepancies between our study and others may arise from differences in culture media, growth
conditions and MMC dosage.

Unlike RecA, we detected only modest quantities of RecB in untreated cells grown in minimal medium:
13.6 £ 0.5 molecules in tracks, and 126 + 11 molecules in total per cell based on integrated GFP
fluorescence corrected for cellular autofluorescence. Several previous reported find RecB is very
scarce - on the order of a dozen molecules per cell. A recent study estimated that there are just 4.9
+ 0.3 RecB per cell using a Halotag fusion allele labelled with HTL-TMR, and 4.5 + 0.4 per cell using
magnetic activiated cell sorting of the same RecB-sfGFP strain we use here, albeit in M9 medium and
restricted to nascent cells for which the average copy number is halved (21). An earlier mass
spectrometry study used intensity based absolute quantification to estimate 9-20 RecB molecules per
cell across different stages of growth in M9 minimal media (46). Ribosome profiling estimated the
RecB copy number to be 33-93 molecules per cell in different growth media (44). However, these
techniques are either ex vivo or necessitate significantly perturbed intracellular crowding that could
result in potentially non-physiological molecular assemblies.

Comparing RecB in tracks in our present study with the number of RecB reported previously, we find
a similar if slightly higher estimate, possibly because our approach is based on unsynchronized
cultures, as opposed to selecting nascent cells, using fluorescent fusions with a high labelling
efficiency. However, our measurement of RecB copy number exceeds previous estimates. The large
remainder in integrated fluorescence may represent two possible contributions. The first is from RecB
that diffuses faster that our Slimfield microscopy can track - we estimate this limit is approximately
3.5 um?/s, though it is conceivable that free monomeric RecB-sfGFP could exceed this, given that
unfused GFP reaches ~8 um?/s in E. coli cytosol (47, 48).The second is not a contribution from RecB at
all, but instead a putative artifact of the fusion: an increase in net autofluorescence relative to the
parental strain when the real RecB are labelled. However, in our case a threefold increase in
autofluorescence would be required to account for our fluorescence measurements, and such a
drastic increase in autofluorescence lacks precedent. For example, even stressing cells with MMC



sufficiently to induce widespread RecA filamentation only results in an increase in autofluorescence
of ~20%. Furthermore, the measured rate of photobleaching of the diffuse RecB-sfGFP signal matches
that of RecB-sfGFP trajectories and is roughly half the rate of the autofluorescent parental cells (Figure
S4, Table S2). The implication is that untracked RecB-sfGFP is the major contributor to mean cellular
fluorescence, which is then a more accurate reflection of total copy of RecB than simply the number
of molecules in tracks.

Although the RecB pool is relatively unaffected on MMC treatment, we found that the RecB copy
number of RecB in tracks decreased from 13.6 + 0.5 to 9.5 £ 0.3 molecules per cell. Not only did the
average stoichiometry of trajectories decrease by 8% + 4%, but the number of tracks per cell also
dropped due to a sharp increase in the proportion of cells in which RecB assemblies were absent,
from 6% to 21%. This reduction in RecB was at odds with our expectation that MMC would eventually
lead to increases in DSBs and presumably greater demand for RecB-mediated DSB processing (4).
Rather than initiating cellular upregulation of RecB, MMC treatment acts to deplete localized
assemblies. Given that DSBs occur in an overwhelming majority of MMC-treated cells as indicated by
the induction of RecA filaments, the fate of RecB assemblies cannot simply reflect the presence or
absence of DSBs. The increase in the fraction of cells lacking RecB foci follows the expectation under
random, independent survival of assemblies (Figure 1), MMC+ consistent with Poisson distribution
with same mean; Pearson X2 test, n=234, p=0.012). This result is consistent with a situation where
preexisting RecB (hetero)complexes at foci have a higher affinity for dsDNA ends than RecB in the
cytoplasmic pool, provided such complexes have a higher rate of disassembly. Such instability might
result from successfully bridged pairs of RecA filaments, but we did not detect a correlated loss of
pairs of RecB foci. Notably, the number of tracked foci detected per cell is approximately 2 for both
RecA and RecB. Could the average of 2 be related to the number of replication sites, or perhaps just
reflect a small average number of severe DNA damage sites per cell? Future colocalisation studies of
RecA and RecB assemblies may offer more direct insight into the functional interaction and turnover
of these repair proteins.
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Figure 5. A model of DNA damage effected by MMC and subsequent repair at the replication site by
RecA and RecBCD. A) Intact replication fork; B) Exposure to MMC and induction of interstrand crosslink
that acts as a barrier to an approaching replication fork; C) replisome dissociates if unable to overcome
barrier; dissociated fork is recognised by cleavage enzymes that can eventually cause DSBs leading to
replication fork collapse; D) newly generated DSB is recognised by RecBCD and processed to generate
a 3’ single strand end; E) RecA loads onto the newly generated ssDNA; RecA is shown as a short stretch
for illustrative purposes but may extend for many thousands of monomeric units over several
hundreds of nm of ssDNA, and these filaments may be twisted into bundles. F) strand exchange and
replisome reloading restores the fork to resume replication.

Independent of MMC, we observed a consistent dimeric stoichiometry subunit for RecB, suggesting
that RecBCD occurs as a pair of heterotrimers in vivo. Indeed, earlier in vitro studies identified the
occurrence of (RecBCD)2 complexes, possibly held together by the nuclease domain of the two
RecBCD monomers (12). However, the authors concluded that the monomeric form is functional while
the dimeric form is nonfunctional (13). Furthermore, crystallisation of the RecBCD complex for
structural studies contained two RecBCD-DNA complexes in the asymmetric unit (49). Were the two
complexes in these crystals a coincidence or a physiological consequence? From our observations we
cannot determine covalent interactions directly between RecB molecules, but can infer from the
strong cotracking correlation that the dimeric form of the complex, (RecBCD)2, occurs in live cells, and
that in vitro observations of such dimers are carried over from their physiological state. Moreover, our
findings are consistent with a greater DSB processivity of assemblies containing multiple pairs of RecB
than of isolated RecB in the pool. Making the distinction between monomeric pool RecB and
monomeric RecBCD, it is therefore possible that oligomeric RecBCD assemblies associate with DNA
DSB in vivo but function as individual RecBCD monomers - RecB monomers in the pool would
potentially act as a reservoir. A mean stoichiometry of ~6 molecules indicates that RecB foci may occur
as assemblies with the diffraction-limited spot width of ~250 nm that comprise roughly three pairs of
RecBCD heterotrimers (Figure 5). It would be interesting to estimate the stoichiometries of RecC and
RecD in future studies to understand their association in processing DSBs in greater detail.

The RecB copy number decreases slightly upon MMC treatment, indicating that there is only a modest,
if any, regulatory response to DNA damage. RecB foci increase neither in number nor stoichiometry,
which may indicate that MMC does not induce considerable change in RecB expression on the
treatment timescale. A previous study found that RecB expression does not change significantly upon
exposure to 0.3 pg/ml MMC (50), comparable to 0.5 ug/ml used in our study. MMC is known to induce
the SOS response and cell cycle arrest (4). Since RecB is not an SOS-inducible gene, it follows that the
RecB expression does not increase after MMC exposure. These observations also indicate that RecBCD
is highly processive to the extent that the cell does not need to increase its RecBCD content to manage
increased occurence of DSBs. This situation is different for RecA, which to ensure viability must bind
to each ssDNA gap, break and processed end, including those generated from processed DSBs. DSBs
are processed by RecBCD to produce ss-ends onto which RecA can load. These RecA-ssDNA complexes
induce the SOS response, resulting in further increased expression of RecA (51, 52). This effect
accounts for our observed increase in RecA protein copy and the large-scale induction of RecA
filaments upon MMC exposure. The observed stoichiometries and RecA and RecB copy numbers upon
MMC treatment may thus reflect a consequence of SOS induction of RecA while RecB expression
remain steady.

A greater increase in RecA copy numbers and foci compared to RecB could also indicate a significant
proportion of single strand breaks and single strand gaps at sites of crosslinks. A lack of redundancy
of repair pathways for MMC-induced damage indicates that toxicity cannot be fully accounted for by
interstrand crosslinks alone (53). MMC damage repair involves many pathways including nucleotide
excision repair (NER), which resolve crosslinks into dsDNA breaks. While previous study reported that
NER tends to produce ssDNA nicks (54), we do not know if this applies strictly for MMC-induced NER,



as our present work does not pertain to genes that process ss-gaps. Future analysis of proteins that
process ssDNA breaks will shed light on the relative occurrence of the two types of breaks by MMC.

We do not know the effect of recB deletion and MMC treatment on RecA dynamics. To avoid RecA
interference in ‘normal’ ssDNA processes such as replication, the cell maintains strict control over
filament nucleation, based on RecA concentration and that of its cofactors. It is therefore likely that
the observed filamentation upon MMC treatment is dependent on RecBCD, indirectly pointing
towards increased occurrences of DSBs in MMC treated cells. Alternatively, if RecA nucleation is
independent of RecBCD, one would expect little change in RecA dynamics upon recB deletion. Further
analysis of RecA stoichiometry and copy number in a strain devoid of RecBCD activity - and with a
controlled RecFOR pathway (17) - could differentiate between these models.

We conclude that RecA occurs as assemblies located near poles of wild type cells. Upon treatment
with MMC, RecA assembles into long filamentous bundles on newly generated ssDNA. These long
filamentous assemblies may facilitate homology search for homologous base-pairing with an intact
duplex. Generation of ssDNA is known to occur at a DSB induced by processing of disassembled forks
upon recognition by RecBCD. We observed RecB as a set of three associated dimers at two locations
in the cell, providing further evidence that RecBCD predominantly occurs as pairs of heterotrimers
inside the cell at either end of DSBs. RecB is not upregulated upon MMC exposure, consistent with it
not being a part of the SOS regulon, but instead has a reduced ability to form these periodic assemblies
potentially associated with further DSB repair.

4. Materials and Methods
4.1. Culture and MMC protocol

E. coliwere grown overnight to mid-log phase in 56-salts minimal media at 30°C, concentrated to ~108
cells/ml (OD600 ~ 0.3). Aliquots were adjusted to either nil (MMC-) or 0.5 pg/ml MMC (MMC+) and
incubated at 30°C for a further 3h. Cells were harvested for microscopy on 1% w/v agarose pads
suffused with the same liquid media and imaged within 1h.

4.2. Slimfield

A custom-built Slimfield microscope was used for dual-colour, single-molecule-sensitive imaging with
a bespoke GFP/mCherry emission channel splitter as described previously (11, 23). The setup included
a high-magnification objective (NA 1.49 Apo TIRF 100x oil immersion, Nikon) and the detector was a
Prime95B sCMOS camera (Photometrics) operating in 12-bit gain at 200 Hz and 2.4 ms
exposure/frame, for a total magnification of 53 nm/pixel. The samples were illuminated in camera-
triggered alternating frames by collimated 488 nm or 561 nm wavelength continuous wave OPSL lasers
(Coherent, Obis LS) in Gaussian TEM0O mode at a power density of 5 kW/cm2. The number of frames
per acquisition was 2,000 for RecA and 300 for RecB strains.

4.3. Tracking analysis

Particle tracking employed image processing by custom ADEMscode software in MATLAB
(Mathworks) (23, 55). This pipeline determined tracks and mean square displacements from which
diffusion coefficients were interpolated. The intensity of each track was estimated by integrating the
local pixel values with local sliding window background subtraction. To avoid undercounting bias due
to photobleaching, only tracks in the first 10 frames were considered for stoichiometry estimates. The
intensities of the constituent foci were extrapolated back to the timepoint of initial laser exposure and
divided by the characteristic signal associated with one fluorescent protein under a fixed excitation-
detection protocol. After photobleaching sufficiently to show isolated molecules, the characteristic
integrated intensity of a single GFP molecule was estimated from the asymptotic distribution of
integrated intensity of spots at later timepoints. This direct approach was less feasible for RecA due
to its high copy number mandating a prohibitively large number of frames when photobleaching to a
strict single-molecule level. More rigorous estimates of the signal per GFP in each dataset were
determined from the monomeric intervals in total integrated intensity due to stepwise



photobleaching, as identified by a Chung-Kennedy edge-preserving filter (15 ms window, 50%
weighting, Figure S1) (56). This integrated intensity is characteristic for each fluorescent protein under
fixed imaging conditions, although mGFP and sfGFP were found to be indistinguishable in this respect
and are hereafter referred to collectively as GFP. To ensure consistent counts per single-molecule
probe, analysis was restricted to the uniformly illuminated area lying within half of the 1/e? beamwaist
of the excitation laser. The integrated intensity of GFP in vivo was determined within 14% and 9%
respective errors in RecA and RecB (88 + 18 and 177 + 16 pixel grey values per GFP for the respective
gain modes). The combined equivalent is 88 + 7 photoelectrons per GFP per frame, which is precise
enough to unequivocally identify groups or steps of up to 12 GFP molecules.

Uncorrected cell copy numbers were determined using the CoPro software module with the
characteristic GFP intensity and the dark pixel bias as input (23). From this we subtracted the
autofluorescence contribution estimated from the parental strain (adjusted by the ratio of mean cell
areas).

Photobleaching rates were estimated by fitting the decrease in background-subtracted copy number
or mean track stoichiometry over the exposure time using MATLAB cftool. The fit consisted of a
monoexponential decay to the first 10 frames with variable initial intensity and decay constant, but
with a baseline fixed to the average intensity after 50 frames. Fits were then refined to include only
data within the initial 1/e decay time (Table S2). RecA-mGFP and RecB-sfGFP photobleach decay times
were consistently dissimilar at 13 + 2 and 6 £ 1 frames respectively; sfGFP is typically several-fold less
photostable than comparable enhanced GFPs under high intensity illumination (57).

Author Contributions:

A.P-D, AS, and M.L. designed the research; A.S. cultured and treated cells; A.P-D performed
microscopy and data analysis, visualization and curation, J.S. and L.F. wrote and validated
segmentation software; A.P-D and A.S drafted the paper; A.P-D, A.S, J.S. and M.L. edited the paper;
M.L. supervised and administered the project. This research was funded by BBSRC, grant numbers
BB/P000746/1 and BB/N006453/1, and EPSRC, grant number EP/T002166/1, to M.L.

Data Availability Statement: All raw and analysed data is available on reasonable request from the
authors; the MATLAB tracking analysis code can be found at https://github.com/alex-payne-
dwyer/single-molecule-tools-alpd. The U-Net image segmentation architecture originated from code
obtained from the NEUBIAS Academy workshop (http://eubias.org/NEUBIAS/training-
schools/neubias-academy-home/).

Acknowledgments: The authors thank Dr. Christian Lesterlin for the gift of the RecA-mGFP strain and
Prof. Meriem El Karoui for the RecB-sfGFP strain.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest. The funders had no role in the design
of the study; in the collection, analyses, or interpretation of data; in the writing of the manuscript, or
in the decision to publish the results.


https://github.com/alex-payne-dwyer/single-molecule-tools_alpd
https://github.com/alex-payne-dwyer/single-molecule-tools_alpd
http://eubias.org/NEUBIAS/training-schools/neubias-academy-home/
http://eubias.org/NEUBIAS/training-schools/neubias-academy-home/

References

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

Reyes-Lamothe R, Sherratt DJ, and Leake MC (2010) Stoichiometry and architecture of active
DNA replication machinery in escherichia coli. Science 328(5977):498-501

Surova O and Zhivotovsky B (2013) Various modes of cell death induced by DNA damage.
Oncogene 32(33):3789-3797

Lambert S and Carr AM (2013) Impediments to replication fork movement: Stabilisation,
reactivation and genome instability. Chromosoma 122(1-2):33—-45

Tomasz M (1995) Mitomycin C: small, fast and deadly (but very selective). Chem Biol 2(9):575—
579

Arranz-Marquez E, Katsanos A, Kozobolis VP, et al (2019) A Critical Overview of the Biological
Effects of Mitomycin C Application on the Cornea Following Refractive Surgery. Adv Ther
36(4):786-797

Weng M, Zheng Y, Jasti VP, et al (2010) Repair of mitomycin C mono-and interstrand cross-
linked DNA adducts by UvrABC: a new model. Nucleic Acids Res 38(20):6976-6984

Bizanek R, Tomasz M, McGuinness BF, et al (1992) Isolation and Structure of an Intrastrand
Cross-Link Adduct of Mitomycin C and DNA. Biochemistry 31(12):3084-3091

Dronkert MLG and Kanaar R (2001) Repair of DNA interstrand cross-links. Mutat Res 486:217—
247

Legerski RJ (2010) Repair of DNA interstrand cross-links during S phase of the mammalian cell
cycle. Environ Mol Mutagen 51(6):540-551

Smith GR (2012) How RecBCD Enzyme and Chi Promote DNA Break Repair and Recombination:
a Molecular Biologist’s View. Microbiol Mol Biol Rev 76(2):217-228

Syeda AH, Hawkins M, and McGlynn P (2014) Recombination and Replication. Cold Spring Harb
Perspect Biol 6(11):1-14

Amundsen SK and Smith GR (2019) The RecB helicase-nuclease tether mediates Chi hotspot
control of RecBCD enzyme. Nucleic Acids Res 47(1):197-209

Taylor AF and Smith GR (1995) Monomeric RecBCD enzyme binds and unwinds DNA. J Biol
Chem 270(41):24451-24458

Kowalczykowski SC and Eggleston AK (1994) Homologous pairing and DNA strand-exchange
proteins. Annu Rev Biochem 63:991-1043

Mazin A V. and Kowalczykowski SC (1999) A novel property of the RecA nucleoprotein filament:
Activation of double-stranded DNA for strand exchange in trans. Genes Dev 13(15):2005-2016
Windgassen TA, Wessel SR, Bhattacharyya B, et al (2018) Mechanisms of bacterial DNA
replication restart. Nucleic Acids Res 46(2):504-519

Dimude JU, Midgley-Smith SL, and Rudolph CJ (2018) Replication-transcription conflicts trigger
extensive DNA degradation in Escherichia coli cells lacking RecBCD. DNA Repair (Amst)
70(Oct):37-48

Repar J, Briski N, Buljubasi¢ M, et al (2013) Exonuclease VIl is involved in “ reckless” DNA
degradation in UV-irradiated Escherichia coli. Mutat Res - Genet Toxicol Environ Mutagen
750(1-2):96-104

Plank M, Wadhams GH, and Leake MC (2009) Millisecond timescale slimfield imaging and
automated quantification of single fluorescent protein molecules for use in probing complex
biological processes. Integr Biol 1(10):602—-612

Lesterlin C, Ball G, Schermelleh L, et al (2014) RecA bundles mediate homology pairing between
distant sisters during DNA break repair. Nature 506(7487):249-253

Lepore A, Taylor H, Landgraf D, et al (2019) Quantification of very low-abundant proteins in



22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

bacteria using the HaloTag and epi-fluorescence microscopy. Sci Rep 9(1):7902

Lenn T and Leake MC (2012) Experimental approaches for addressing fundamental biological
questions in living, functioning cells with single molecule precision. Open Biol 2(6):120090
Wollman AJM and Leake MC (2015) Millisecond single-molecule localization microscopy
combined with convolution analysis and automated image segmentation to determine protein
concentrations in complexly structured, functional cells, one cell at a time. Faraday Discuss
184:401-424

Leake MC, Chandler JH, Wadhams GH, et al (2006) Stoichiometry and turnover in single,
functioning membrane protein complexes. Nature 443(7109):355-358

Leake MC (2014) Analytical tools for single-molecule fluorescence imaging in cellulo. Phys
Chem Chem Phys 16(25):12635-12647

Chimthanawala A, Parmar J, Kumar S, et al (2021) SMC protein RecN drives translocation and
remodelling of RecA filament for homology search. BiorXiv :2021.08.16.456443

Ellouze C, Takahashi M, Wittung P, et al (1995) Evidence for Elongation of the Helical Pitch of
the Reca Filament Upon Atp and Adp Binding Using Small-Angle Neutron-Scattering. Eur J
Biochem 233(2):579-583

Yu X, Jacobs SA, West SC, et al (2001) Domain structure and dynamics in the helical filaments
formed by RecA and Rad51 on DNA. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A 98(15):8419-8424

Zhao B, Zhang D, Li C, et al (2017) ATPase activity tightly regulates RecA nucleofilaments to
promote homologous recombination. Cell Discov 3:16053

Ghodke H, Paudel BP, Lewis JS, et al (2019) Spatial and temporal organization of RecA in the
Escherichia coli DNA-damage response. Elife 8:e42761

Rajendram M, Zhang L, Reynolds BJ, et al (2015) Anionic Phospholipids Stabilize RecA Filament
Bundles in Escherichia coli. Mol Cell 60(3):374-384

Norden B and Takahashi. M (1994) Structure of RecA-DNA complex and mechanism of DNA
strand exchange reaction in homologous recombination. Adv Biophys 30:1-35

Roy R, Kozlov AG, Lohman TM, et al (2009) SSB protein diffusion on single-stranded DNA
stimulates RecA filament formation. Nature 461(7267):1092—-1097

Galletto R, Amitani I, Baskin RJ, et al (2006) Direct observation of individual RecA filaments
assembling on single DNA molecules. Nature 443(7113):875-878

Yu X and Egelman EH (1997) The RecA hexamer is a structural homologue of ring helicases. Nat
Struct Biol 4(2):101-104

Yu X, VanLoock MS, Yang S, et al (2004) What is the structure of the RecA-DNA filament? Curr
Protein Pept Sci 5(2):73-79

Chen Z, Yang H, and Pavletich NP (2008) Mechanism of homologous recombination from the
RecA-ssDNA/dsDNA structures. Nature 453(7194):489-494

Roussel MR and Zhu R (2006) Validation of an algorithm for delay stochastic simulation of
transcription and translation in prokaryotic gene expression. Phys Biol 3(4):274-284

Brégeon D, Colot V, Radman M, et al (2001) Translational misreading: A tRNA modification
counteracts a +2 ribosomal frameshift. Genes Dev 15(17):2295-2306

Brégeon D, Doddridge ZA, You HJ, et al (2003) Transcriptional mutagenesis induced by uracil
and 8-oxoguanine in Escherichia coli. Mol Cell 12(4):959-970

Libby RT, Nelson JL, Calvo JM, et al (1989) Transcriptional proofreading in Escherichia coli.
EMBO J 8(10):3153-3158

Taddei F, Hayakawa H, Bouton MF, et al (1997) Counteraction by MutT protein of
transcriptional errors caused by oxidative damage. Science 278(5335):128-130

Guo HH, Choe J, and Loeb LA (2004) Protein tolerance to random amino acid change. Proc Natl



44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54,

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

Acad Sci U S A 101(25):9205-9210

Li GW, Burkhardt D, Gross C, et al (2014) Quantifying absolute protein synthesis rates reveals
principles underlying allocation of cellular resources. Cell 157(3):624—635

Stohl EA, Brockman JP, Burkle KL, et al (2003) Escherichia coli RecX inhibits RecA recombinase
and coprotease activities in vitro and in vivo. J Biol Chem 278(4):2278-2285

Soufi B, Krug K, Harst A, et al (2015) Characterization of the E. coli proteome and its
modifications during growth and ethanol stress. Front Microbiol 6(Feb):103

Elowitz MB, Surette MG, Wolf PE, et al (1999) Protein mobility in the cytoplasm of Escherichia
coli. J Bacteriol 181(1):197-203

Nenninger A, Mastroianni G, and Mullineaux CW (2010) Size dependence of protein diffusion
in the cytoplasm of Escherichia coli. J Bacteriol 192(18):4535-4540

Singleton MR, Dillingham MS, Gaudier M, et al (2004) Crystal structure of RecBCD enzyme
reveals a machine for processing DNA breaks. Nature 432(7014):187-193

Khil PP and Camerini-Otero RD (2002) Over 1000 genes are involved in the DNA damage
response of Escherichia coli. Mol Microbiol 44(1):89-105

Simmons LA, Foti JJ, Cohen SE, et al (2008) The SOS Regulatory Network. EcoSal Plus
3(1):10.1128

Anderson DG and Kowalczykowski SC (1998) Reconstitution of an SOS response pathway:
Derepression of transcription in response to DNA breaks. Cell 95(7):975-979

Burby PE and Simmons LA (2019) A bacterial DNA repair pathway specific to a natural
antibiotic. Mol Microbiol 111(2):338-353

Verhoeven EEA, Kesteren M Van, Moolenaar GF, et al (2000) Catalytic sites for 3’ and 5’ incision
of Escherichia coli nucleotide excision repair are both located in UvrC. J Biol Chem 275(7):5120—
5123

Syeda AH, Wollman AJM, Hargreaves AL, et al (2019) Single-molecule live cell imaging of Rep
reveals the dynamic interplay between an accessory replicative helicase and the replisome.
Nucleic Acids Res 47(12):6287—6298

Leake MC, Wilson D, Bullard B, et al (2003) The elasticity of single kettin molecules using a two-
bead laser-tweezers assay, In: FEBS Letters, 535 pp. 55-60

Pédelacq JD, Cabantous S, Tran T, et al (2006) Engineering and characterization of a superfolder
green fluorescent protein. Nat Biotechnol 24(1):79-88

Ronneberger O, Fischer P, and Brox T (2015) U-net: Convolutional networks for biomedical
image segmentation, In: Lecture Notes in Computer Science (including subseries Lecture Notes
in Artificial Intelligence and Lecture Notes in Bioinformatics), 9351 pp. 234-241

McQuin C, Goodman A, Chernyshev V, et al (2018) CellProfiler 3.0: Next-generation image
processing for biology. PLoS Biol 16(7):e2005970

Ramos D, Franco-Pedroso J, Lozano-Diez A, et al (2018) Deconstructing cross-entropy for
probabilistic binary classifiers. Entropy 20(3):208

Kingma DP and Ba JL (2015) Adam: A method for stochastic optimization, In: 3rd International
Conference on Learning Representations, ICLR 2015,

Bisong E (2019) Regularization for Deep Learning, In: Building Machine Learning and Deep
Learning Models on Google Cloud Platform, pp. 415-421

Dietler N, Minder M, Gligorovski V, et al (2020) A convolutional neural network segments yeast
microscopy images with high accuracy. Nat Commun 11(1):5723



Supplementary Information

RecA and RecB: probing complexes of DNA repair proteins with mitomycin C in live Escherichia coli

with single-molecule sensitivity

Alex L. Payne-Dwyer®?", Aisha H. Syeda*?", Jack W. Shepherd?, Lewis Frame® and Mark. C. Leake*?"
1 Department of Physics, University of York, York, UK, YO10 5DD;
2 Department of Biology, University of York, York, UK, YO10 5DD;

3 School of Natural Sciences, University of York, York, UK, YO10 5DD.

*Correspondence: mark.leake@york.ac.uk;

"These authors contributed equally.

RecA-mGFP (~1/2 total RecA) RecB-sfGFP
MMC treatment - + - +
Number of cells 190 67 249 307
of which contain tracks 170 60 234 242
Projected cell area (um?) 1.8+0.2 2.1+0.2 1.5+0.1 1.6+0.1
Number of tracks 316 125 514 478
Number of tracks per cell 1.66 +0.06 1.86+0.16 2.06 £0.09 1.56 £ 0.06
Number of tracks per cell (with , o0, o7 2084017 2.19+0.10  1.98+0.07
at least one track)
Raw copy, total per cell ,,0004900 142004300 18547 174 +6
(molecules)
Auto.fluorescence, total per cell 7149 97 + 17 5949 73413
(equivalent GFP molecules)
Copy, total per cell (molecules) 11500 + 200 14100+300 12611 101+14
Copy number inall tracks per cell ¢, , 5 1080+60  13.6£05  9.5+0.3
(molecules, all cells)
Copy numbers in all tracks per . , 5, 1210+70 144405  12.1+0.3
cell (molecules, cells with tracks)
Track stoichiometry (molecules) 310+8 580 + 30 6.59+0.14 6.10%+0.19
Raw pool stoichiometry

33.8+4.3 33.6+3.7 0.69 + 0.06 0.62 £0.09

(molecules)


mailto:mark.leake@york.ac.uk

Autofluorescent pool

stoichiometry (molecules) 0.23+0.03 0.27+0.04 0.23+0.03 0.27+0.04
Pool stoichiometry (molecules) 33.6+4.3 333+3.7 0.46 £ 0.07 0.35+0.10
Diffusion coefficient (um?/s) 0.17 £0.02 0.07+0.01 0.82+0.03 0.79+£0.03
Track duration (ms) 39+2 89+9 31+2 32+2

Table S1. Average properties of molecular tracks for each strain and condition. Values shown as mean
+ SEM. Amounts of RecA shown represent only direct measurements of RecA-mGFP and do not

account for the similar expression of unlabelled RecA.
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Figure S1. Stepwise photobleaching to determine characteristic number of counts per GFP per frame.

A single track of RecA-mGFP is shown with integrated intensity in subsequent frames (circles) and the
edge-preserving Chung-Kennedy filtered trace, window width 3 frames (line).
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Figure S2. Population-level distributions of copy numbers of molecules (GFP equivalents) per cell of
A) labelled RecA protein and B) RecB protein vs. the unlabelled MG1655 parent strain as determined
from total fluorescent intensity. Individual cell data are shown overlaid with the associated ‘violin’
kernel density distributions and boxplots with interquartile range (box), median (horizontal solid line)
and mean with standard error (black cross). By determining the mean concentration of protein
outside tracked foci, we find distributions of the upper possible limit of untracked stoichiometry of C)
labelled RecA and D) RecB in the intracellular pool, vs. that of the unlabelled parent strain. Both copy
and pool stoichiometry metrics are shown for cultures with (blue) and without (grey) MMC treatment.
Numbers of cells and statistics as described per condition in Table A1l.
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Figure S3. Distributions of copy numbers of RecA-mGFP molecules per assembly as determined by
local intensity thresholded objects A) in untreated cells, identified with RecA storage bodies, and B) in
MMC treated cells, identified with active RecA bundles.
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Figure S4. A) Photobleaching traces expressed as apparent molecular copy of RecA-mGFP (reduced
by a factor of 80 for clarity), RecB-sfGFP and the autofluorescent parent strain over initial exposure
timepoints in the absence of MMC. Not only are these distinguishable in magnitude, but they
photobleach at different initial rates. Shaded areas are 95% confidence intervals on data at each
timepoint. Solid lines shown are single exponential fits to first 10 points unconstrained in height and
slope, but with fixed baselines determined after 50 frames. B) Normalised photobleaching traces from
copy number, or from mean trajectory brightness over time. The same fits are shown on a logarithmic
scale to compare rates more readily. The decay of the excess RecB signal strongly resembles that of
RecB confined to trajectories; this indicates correctly labelled RecB-sfGFP is the dominant contribution
to the apparent RecB copy rather than increased autofluorescence.
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Table S2. Characteristic photobleaching decay times (mean * SEM) as determined from refined
monoexponential fits in Figure S4.

Signal component Photobleach decay time (frames)
Autofluorescence 3.1+0.8
RecA-mGFP 139+1.7
RecA-mGFP in trajectories 12.3+1.8
RecB-sfGFP 6.2+1.1

RecB-sfGFP in trajectories 6.0+0.9
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Figure S5: A) The accuracy and loss of the segmentation model plotted against iterative epoch for the
training images (blue, black respectively) and validation images (orange, grey respectively) using the
U-Net with optimal parameters; B) rate of classification error for pixels in image against number of
cells per field of view for all experimental datasets.

Supplementary Methods
Segmentation and image post-processing

Our in-house manual segmentation protocol in MATLAB was used to identify individual cells from
widefield images. To improve throughput and reproducibility, we also developed a complementary
Al-driven method to segment cell-containing image pixels from background pixels. This method
consisted of a standard U-Net convolutional neural network with four layers (58), followed by object
labelling using CellProfiler (59). The U-Net was trained with a binary cross entropy loss function (60)
and an Adam optimizer (61) for 50 epochs with 10% dropout for the top two layers, 20% dropout for
the bottom two layers, and a batch size of 6. We used 248 training images with a 9:1
training:validation split and reserved 76 images for testing. Images were prepared by registration of
the brightfield and fluorescence micrographs and were constrained to be 256x256 pixels in size,
roughly the size of our epifluorescence excitation spot. The best performance was obtained with a
learning rate of 2.5x10* and a patience value of 7 epochs to avoid overfitting (62), giving an accuracy
of 0.995 for all image pixels on our validation and testing sets (Supplementary Figures S5A and S5B).
For real-life tests we compared our U-Net segmentation of fields of view with varying densities of cells
with MATLAB hand-segmentations of the same image. We find that in cases of low cell number
density, the segmentation classifies all pixels with good (>95%) accuracy (Figure S5C). As cell number
density increases, the pixel classification accuracy decreases (towards ~70%) due to ambiguity at cell
boundaries and contacts. This trend is to be expected since the brightfield training sets include
primarily planktonic E. coli at low contrast. Indeed, our choice of ground truth is not itself immune to
this ambiguity at cell contacts, which at the cost of convenience, would be better specified with a
membrane-localised fluorescent control. Nonetheless, this proof-of-concept implementation is more
effective than pretrained or unsupervised methods for the Slimfield modality to date. To achieve a
fully automated pipeline with true object labelling, we will incorporate additional postprocessing steps
such as denoising, background subtraction, and removal of spurious cell boundaries (63).



