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TT-seq captures enhancer landscapes immediately
after T-cell stimulation
Margaux Michel1,† , Carina Demel1,† , Benedikt Zacher2, Björn Schwalb1, Stefan Krebs2, Helmut

Blum2, Julien Gagneur3,* & Patrick Cramer1,**

Abstract

To monitor transcriptional regulation in human cells, rapid
changes in enhancer and promoter activity must be captured with
high sensitivity and temporal resolution. Here, we show that the
recently established protocol TT-seq (“transient transcriptome
sequencing”) can monitor rapid changes in transcription from
enhancers and promoters during the immediate response of T cells
to ionomycin and phorbol 12-myristate 13-acetate (PMA). TT-seq
maps eRNAs and mRNAs every 5 min after T-cell stimulation with
high sensitivity and identifies many new primary response genes.
TT-seq reveals that the synthesis of 1,601 eRNAs and 650 mRNAs
changes significantly within only 15 min after stimulation, when
standard RNA-seq does not detect differentially expressed genes.
Transcription of enhancers that are primed for activation by nucle-
osome depletion can occur immediately and simultaneously with
transcription of target gene promoters. Our results indicate that
enhancer transcription is a good proxy for enhancer regulatory
activity in target gene activation, and establish TT-seq as a tool for
monitoring the dynamics of enhancer landscapes and transcription
programs during cellular responses and differentiation.
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Introduction

In metazoan cells, the synthesis of mRNAs from protein-coding

genes during transcription is driven from promoters and activated

by enhancers (Lenhard et al, 2012; Levine et al, 2014). Enhancers

are regulatory units in the genome that contain binding sites for

sequence-specific transcription factors and can activate mRNA

transcription over long distances (Banerji et al, 1981). Active enhan-

cers adopt an open chromatin structure (Calo & Wysocka, 2013)

and recruit co-activators such as Mediator (Fan et al, 2006). Media-

tor can apparently bridge between enhancers and promoters

because it binds both transcriptional activators and the RNA poly-

merase II (Pol II) initiation complex at the promoter (Malik &

Roeder, 2010; Liu et al, 2013). Promoter–enhancer interaction

(“pairing”) increases initiation complex stability and promotes Pol II

escape from the promoter (Splinter et al, 2006; DeMare et al, 2013;

Allen & Taatjes, 2015). Promoter–enhancer pairing requires DNA

looping that is facilitated within insulated neighborhoods, which are

genomic regions formed by looping of DNA between two CTCF-

binding sites co-occupied by cohesin (Phillips-Cremins et al, 2013;

Dowen et al, 2014; Hnisz et al, 2016a).

The genomewide identification of enhancers is crucial for study-

ing cellular regulation and differentiation, but remains technically

challenging (Shlyueva et al, 2014). Enhancers may be distinguished

from other genomic regions through a signature of histone modifi-

cations that can be mapped by chromatin immunoprecipitation

(ChIP; Heintzman et al, 2007; Schübeler, 2007; Visel et al, 2009) or

DNA accessibility assays (Xi et al, 2007; Thurman et al, 2012;

Shlyueva et al, 2014). Regulatory active enhancers may be identified

through their transcriptional activity, which is thought to be a good

proxy for their function in promoter activation (Melgar et al, 2011;

Wu et al, 2014; Li et al, 2016). Transcribed enhancers produce

enhancer RNAs (eRNAs) (Kim et al, 2010; Djebali et al, 2012),

which are difficult to detect because they are short-lived (Rabani

et al, 2014; Schwalb et al, 2016), rapidly degraded by the exosome

(Lubas et al, 2015), and generally not conserved over species

(Andersson et al, 2014).

The role of enhancer transcription and/or eRNAs remains

unclear (Li et al, 2016). It is likely that the process of enhancer tran-

scription has a functional role, maybe in recruiting chromatin

remodelers through their association with transcribing Pol II

(Gribnau et al, 2000). Consistent with this model, enhancer tran-

scription can precede target gene transcription (De Santa et al, 2010;

Kaikkonen et al, 2013; Schaukowitch et al, 2014; Arner et al, 2015).

It is also possible that eRNAs themselves have a function, because
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eRNA knockdown may impair target gene activation (Li et al, 2013;

Ilott et al, 2014; Schaukowitch et al, 2014). eRNA knockdown may

also have negative effects on promoter–enhancer pairing (Li et al,

2013), although some studies came to different conclusions (Hah

et al, 2013; Schaukowitch et al, 2014).

Here, we investigate the relationship between transcription from

enhancers and promoters during the human T-cell response. Upon

T-cell stimulation, the T-cell receptor and the costimulatory receptor

CD28 are activated, leading to a signaling cascade (Smith-Garvin

et al, 2009). Phosphorylation of multiple factors at the plasma

membrane leads to recruitment and activation of PLC-c that cleaves

PI(4,5)P2 in DAG and IP3. First, DAG binds and activates PKCh,
which leads to activation and nuclear translocation of the transcrip-

tion factors NF-jB and AP-1. Second, IP3 diffuses away from the

plasma membrane and activates calcium channel receptors on the

ER, increasing intracellular calcium ion concentration and leading to

activation of calmodulin and calcineurin. Calcineurin activates

NFAT that translocates to the nucleus and drives gene activation. T-

cell stimulation via the T-cell receptor and CD28 can be mimicked

by addition of PMA and ionomycin because phorbol esters activate

PKC and calcium ionophores raise intracellular calcium levels

(Weiss & Imboden, 1987).

The T-cell response involves rapid changes in gene expression

(Marrack et al, 2000; Rogge et al, 2000; Feske et al, 2001; Diehn

et al, 2002; Raghavan et al, 2002; Cheadle et al, 2005). Responding

genes were classified into immediate-early, early, and late response

genes based on changes in RNA levels. Immediate-early response

genes are transiently activated within the first hour after stimulation

(Bahrami & Drablos, 2016). There are ~40 immediate-early genes

described, most of which code for transcription factors such as FOS,

FOSB, FRA1, JUNB, JUN, NFAT, NFKB, and EGR1 (Greenberg & Ziff,

1984; Sheng & Greenberg, 1990). Several hours after stimulation,

immediate-early factors activate early and late response genes,

including cytokines such as IL-2, TGF-b, or IFN-c (Crabtree, 1989;

Ellisen et al, 2001). Despite these studies, the immediate T-cell

response and the primary events after T-cell stimulation remain

incompletely understood.

To monitor immediate transcriptional changes after T-cell stimu-

lation, we use here transient transcriptome sequencing (TT-seq).

TT-seq was developed recently to detect short-lived RNAs such as

eRNAs in human cells and to estimate RNA synthesis and degrada-

tion rates (Schwalb et al, 2016). TT-seq involves short, 5-min label-

ing of nascent RNA with 4-thiouridine (4sU). RNA is then

fragmented, and the labeled RNA fragments are sequenced, provid-

ing a genomewide view of RNA synthesis during the 5-min labeling

pulse. TT-seq is a sensitive method to detect eRNAs, because it has

higher sensitivity than RNA-seq in detecting short-lived RNAs and

because it is more sensitive than standard 4sU labeling in detecting

short RNAs because its fragmentation step confers a transcript

length-independent sampling of the nascent transcriptome (Schwalb

et al, 2016). Hence, TT-seq should be ideally suited to map changes

in eRNA and mRNA production during transcriptional activation,

but this was not yet demonstrated.

Here, we use TT-seq to monitor the immediate T-cell response

over the first 15 min after cell stimulation. We identify new immedi-

ate, direct target genes of the T-cell response and show that activa-

tion of immediate enhancers and promoters, as defined by RNA

production, occurs simultaneously. The results also establish TT-seq

as a simple-to-use, very sensitive tool to investigate transcriptional

responses at high temporal resolution, ideally suited to monitor

rapid changes in enhancer landscapes and in transcriptional

programs during cellular differentiation and reprogramming.

Results

Monitoring the immediate T-cell response

We monitored immediate changes in RNA synthesis in Jurkat T cells

during the first 15 min after stimulation with ionomycin and PMA

using both TT-seq and RNA-seq (Fig 1A, Materials and Methods,

Appendix Figs S1 and S2). We selected time points before stimula-

tion (0 min), and 5, 10, and 15 min after stimulation. The TT-seq

data revealed strong up- and downregulation of mRNA synthesis for

immediately responding genes (Fig 1B and C). In TT-seq data, we

also observed a high coverage of intronic regions and regions down-

stream of the poly-adenylation site (PAS, annotated by GENCODE;

Harrow et al, 2012), demonstrating that TT-seq could trap short-

lived RNA (Fig 1B and C).

We combined the TT-seq data to segment the genome into tran-

scribed and non-transcribed regions using GenoSTAN (Zacher et al,

2017). Then, we automatically annotated a total of 22,141 tran-

scribed regions (“transcripts”) before and after T-cell stimulation

(RPK cutoff = 16.5, Materials and Methods, Fig EV1 and

Table EV1). Comparison with the GENCODE annotation (Harrow

et al, 2012) enabled us to classify our annotated transcripts into

8,878 mRNAs, 590-long non-coding RNAs (lincRNAs), by requiring

at least 20% of the transcribed region to overlap with GENCODE-

annotated “protein_coding” or “lincRNA” (long, intervening non-

coding RNA that can be found in evolutionarily conserved, inter-

genic regions) transcripts (Materials and Methods). The 12,673

remaining transcripts we categorized as non-coding RNAs (ncRNAs)

(Fig EV1C). These RNAs may contain additional long non-coding

RNAs that do not fall into GENCODE’s “lincRNA” definition (Materi-

als and Methods). The length distribution of RNAs in these classes

(Fig EV1D) resembled that in our previous study of human K562

cells (Schwalb et al, 2016). Steady-state RNA synthesis rate and

half-life distributions also agreed with previous results (Fig EV2).

Taken together, we obtained a transcriptome annotation for T cells

that included both stable transcripts present during steady-state

growth and short-lived RNAs that are produced immediately after

stimulation.

TT-seq uncovers many immediate response genes

We next analyzed changes in transcript coverage upon T-cell stimu-

lation after integrating reads over transcribed units at different time

points (Table EV2). When we compared time points 5, 10, and

15 min with time point 0 min, RNA-seq data did not reveal any

significant (FC > 2, adjusted P-value < 0.05, Materials and Meth-

ods) changes. In contrast, TT-seq uncovered hundreds of newly

synthesized transcripts with significantly changed signals already

after 5 min, and thousands of changed transcripts after 15 min

following stimulation (FC > 2, adjusted P-value < 0.05, Materials

and Methods, Fig 2A and Appendix Tables S1 and S2). These results

show that transcription activity in T cells changes immediately upon
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stimulation and that TT-seq captures transcriptional up- and down-

regulation with great sensitivity long before changes in RNA levels

are detected by RNA-seq.

Out of a total of 3,744 transcripts that showed significantly

changed synthesis 15 min after stimulation, 638 were mRNAs, and

2,986 were ncRNAs, including 120 lincRNAs (Appendix Tables S1

and S2). Many upregulated mRNAs encode known marker proteins

of T-cell activation such as FOS, FOSB, JUN, JUNB and CD69

(Table EV3). Other upregulated mRNAs stemmed from known

immediate-early response genes, such as transcription factors EGR1,

EGR2, EGR3, and NR4A1, and the stem cell identity factor KLF4

(Table EV3). However, the majority of the upregulated mRNAs that

we detected had not been described in association with T-cell stimu-

lation (Table EV3). Of the 638 differentially expressed mRNAs, only

~20% were known to be involved in T-cell activation (Ellisen et al,

2001; Diehn et al, 2002; Cheadle et al, 2005). Among the newly

detected upregulated genes were those that encode GPR50, KLF4,

DUSP1, PPP1R15A, MASP2, and RGCC proteins that are involved in

processes such as MAPK signaling or other signaling pathways, the

immune response, or the response to stimuli. Thus, the high sensi-

tivity of TT-seq can uncover new target genes even in very well-

studied systems.

Defining the dynamic landscape of transcribed enhancers

The vast majority of transcripts with significantly changed synthesis

after stimulation were ncRNAs. When we investigated the TT-seq

coverage at known enhancers, we observed increasing RNA synthe-

sis, showing that we could monitor eRNA production at transcribed

enhancers such as the one at the FOS locus (Fig 2B). Within 15 min

after stimulation, eRNA synthesis at this locus increased about 160-

fold, whereas synthesis of FOS mRNA increased about 40-fold

(Fig 2B). The TT-seq coverage profiles also immediately revealed

bidirectional transcription at both the promoter and a known

A

B C

0
4

8
12

lo
g2

 (
C

ov
er

ag
e)

JUN

TTSTSS 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000

0
4

8
12

lo
g2

 (
C

ov
er

ag
e)

annotated in this study

Gencode annotation

15 min
10 min
5 min
0 min

15 min
10 min
5 min
0 min

TT-seq

RNA-seq

JUN

TSS 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000 TTSpA

pA

TSS 1000 2000 3000 5000

10
0

2
4

6
8

NKX3−1

4
6

8
10

TSS 1000 2000 3000 5000

0
2

annotated in this study

TTS

TTS

NKX3−1

15 min
10 min
5 min
0 min

15 min
10 min
5 min
0 min

lo
g2

 (
C

ov
er

ag
e)

lo
g2

 (
C

ov
er

ag
e)

Gencode annotation

TT-seq

RNA-seq

exon intron

pA

pA

T cell
activation

5 min
5 min 5 min 5 min

00 5 10 15

TT-seq
RNA-seq

Time (min)

4sU-labeling 

RNA extraction

Figure 1. TT-seq analysis of immediate response to T-cell stimulation.

A Experimental design. RNA in cells was labeled with 4-thiouridine (4sU) for consecutive 5-min intervals. Total and 4sU-labeled RNA was extracted before T-cell
stimulation and 5, 10, and 15 min after T-cell stimulation and subjected to deep-sequencing.

B, C Exemplary genome browser views for (B) an upregulated mRNA (JUN) and (C) a downregulated mRNA (NKX3-1). Blue coverage: TT-seq data for 0, 5, 10, and 15 min
after stimulation; gray coverage: total RNA-seq data for 0, 5, 10 and 15 min after stimulation. TSS: transcription start site, TTS: transcription termination site, pA:
poly-adenylation site.
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enhancer at the FOS locus. Thus, enhancer transcription is very well

captured by TT-seq, encouraging us to fully describe the landscape

of transcribed enhancers and its changes during T-cell stimulation.

To select putative eRNAs from our annotated 12,673 ncRNAs, we

used our recent GenoSTAN annotation of chromatin states in

genomes of 14 T-cell lines, which is based on the integration of

publicly available chromatin marks and DNA accessibility data

(Zacher et al, 2017). We compared all ncRNAs with all enhancer

states from T cells (Zacher et al, 2017; Fig EV3). This resulted in

5,616 (44%) ncRNAs that overlapped with enhancer states either
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differentially expressed transcripts are indicated by black points. The numbers in the plots correspond to the numbers of significantly up/downregulated transcripts at
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B Sense and antisense transcription at the FOS gene and its annotated upstream enhancer. The rectangles with arrows indicate transcripts annotated in this study.
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with their transcribed region or with the region 1,000 bp upstream,

and were therefore classified as putative eRNAs (Fig 3A).

Immediate, nucleosome-depleted enhancers

Out of a total of 50,810 annotated T-cell enhancer states, 7,865

produced eRNAs in our cell line and under our conditions that we

could detect. The obtained putative 5,616 eRNAs showed a similar

length distribution as the remaining 7,057 ncRNAs (Fig 3B and

Appendix Fig S3A), but had shorter half-lives (Fig 3C and

Appendix Fig S3B), reflecting the known unstable nature of eRNAs.

The sets of putative active eRNAs (applying the same cutoff as for

the transcriptome annotation, RPK ≥ 16.5) comprises more than

5,000 actively transcribed eRNAs at each time point (Fig 3A). For a

large fraction of eRNAs (29%), we observed significant changes in

their synthesis during the time course compared to the initial time

point (Materials and Methods), showing that eRNA transcription is

highly regulated.

Consistent with the chromatin state annotation of enhancers, the

putative eRNAs were flanked by a region of high DNase
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Figure 3. Characteristics of transcribed enhancers.

A Distribution of identified eRNAs among ncRNAs annotated based on TT-seq signal. The outer circle segments show the number of actively transcribed eRNAs
(RPK ≥ 16.5) at each time point.

B Length distribution of eRNAs and other ncRNAs. The P-value was derived by two-sided Mann–Whitney U-test. Box limits are the first and third quartiles, the band
inside the box is the median. The ends of the whiskers extend the box by 1.5 times the interquartile range.

C Half-life distribution of eRNAs and other ncRNAs. The P-value was derived by two-sided Mann–Whitney U-test. Box limits are the first and third quartiles, the band
inside the box is the median. The ends of the whiskers extend the box by 1.5 times the interquartile range.

D Average DNase hypersensitivity sites (DHS) signal at the TSS of eRNAs and other ncRNAs.
E Motif enrichment in the 250 bp upstream sequences of eRNA versus other ncRNAs. Displayed are only motifs of upregulated TFs with odds ratio > 1.2 and P-value <

0.05. The stars indicate TFs with statistical significant enrichment upon eRNAs after multiple testing correction (Benjamini–Hochberg method, FDR < 0.05).
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hypersensitivity (Encode Project Consortium, 2012) immediately

upstream, and this was not the case for the remaining ncRNAs

(Fig 3D). In addition, the region 250 bp upstream of the eRNA tran-

scription start site (TSS) was significantly enriched for binding sites

of transcription factors that act during T-cell activation, namely

EGR1, EGR2, ERG3, JUNB, REL, FOSL2, FOS (odds ratios 6.8, 4.3,

3.8, 1.6, 1.6, 1.5, and 1.3, respectively), compared to other ncRNA

upstream sequences (Fig 3E). This strongly indicates that our set of

putative eRNAs represents transcripts originating from enhancers

that are relevant for the T-cell response. Taken together, TT-seq can

define the landscape of actively transcribed enhancers and its

changes during T-cell stimulation.

Transcription from promoters and enhancers is correlated and
distance-dependent

We next paired eRNAs and mRNAs that localized within insulated

neighborhoods (Fig 4A and Table EV4) that were defined with a

combination of cohesin-ChIA-PET and CTCF-ChIP-seq profiling

performed in the Jurkat cell line (Hnisz et al, 2016b). After remov-

ing pairs of upstream divergent (1 kb upstream of sense TSS) and

convergent (1 kb downstream of sense TSS) transcripts and their

bidirectional promoters, we obtained a total of 6,896 eRNA-mRNA

pairs that represent putative enhancer–promoter pairs. These pairs

contained 2,454 transcribed enhancers and 2,520 promoters. On

average, there were 1.3 transcribed enhancers and 1.5 promoters

located within an insulated region (Fig EV4A). The median tran-

scribed enhancer–promoter distance within these pairs was 117 kb,

with 52% of all paired transcribed enhancers residing within

� 50 kb from their closest paired promoter (Fig 4B). There was no

preference for eRNA orientation with respect to the mRNA orienta-

tion (Fig EV4B). Due to the small size of the insulated neighbor-

hoods and our conservative pairing, most transcribed enhancers

(56%) and most promoters (72%) remained unpaired. The paired

transcribed enhancers engaged on average with 2.8 promoters,

whereas paired promoters engaged on average with 2.7 enhancers

(Fig 4C).

We found that changes in RNA synthesis over time correlated

very well between transcribed enhancers and their paired promoters

(Fig 4D, Materials and Methods). When we shuffled the transcribed

enhancers and promoters and paired them randomly, irrespective

of insulated neighborhoods, the correlation dropped (Fig EV4C,

P-value = 9.99e-4). Moreover, the correlation was higher for tran-

scribed enhancers located < 10 kb from their paired promoter

(“proximal enhancers”) than for those located further apart (“distal

enhancers”) (Fig 4D). This indicates that enhancer transcription

decreases with increasing distance from the activated target

promoter, consistent with the observation that interacting enhancers

tend to be close to their promoters (Dekker et al, 2013; He et al,

2014).

The distance between transcribed enhancer–promoter pairs is

limited by the size of the insulated neighborhoods, but it is

generally much shorter (P-value < 2.2e-16, Fig EV4D and E).

Pairing within insulated neighborhoods leads to higher correla-

tions than pairing every promoter with its closest transcribed

enhancer (Appendix Fig S4). There is no relationship between

the distance and the correlation over time between closest tran-

scribed enhancer–promoter pairs (Spearman correlation �0.03,

Appendix Fig S5). When we splitted up the closest pairs depen-

dent on their location within the same insulated neighborhood,

the pairs within the same loop showed a higher correlation

(P-value 0.00121, Appendix Fig S6). These results indicate that

the correlation in changes of RNA synthesis from transcribed

enhancers and promoters depends on both genomic distance and

location within insulated neighborhoods.

Rapid up- and downregulation via promoter–proximal elements

Our results raise the question how transcription can be activated

from those promoters that do not have paired enhancers. It is

known that promoters may contain proximal binding sites for tran-

scriptional activators such as AP-1, a heterodimer of FOS and JUN

proteins that is induced upon T-cell stimulation. Indeed, we found

that upregulated but unpaired promoters were enriched for AP-1

binding sites (TGACTCA) in the promoter–proximal region 500- to

100 bp upstream of the TSS for mRNA transcription, compared to

upregulated and paired mRNAs (odds ratio 2.24, P-value 0.031,

Materials and Methods). This shows that TT-seq can be used to

disentangle promoter-based from enhancer-based activation of gene

expression.

TT-seq also revealed a large number of downregulated genes

upon T-cell stimulation, as captured by ceasing RNA synthesis.

Such rapid downregulation cannot be observed by RNA-seq, due

to the stability of most mRNAs. When we compared sequence

motifs for unpaired downregulated mRNAs compared to unpaired

upregulated mRNAs, we did not find enriched motifs that are

known to bind transcriptional repressors, but consistently found

them to be depleted of binding sites for the transcriptional

activator AP-1 in the region 500 to 100 bp upstream of the TSS

(odds ratio 0.51, P-value 0.022, Materials and Methods). Together

these observations show that TT-seq is ideally suited to detect

downregulated genes and are consistent with the view that rapid

gene regulation can be mediated by the promoter–proximal

region.

Transcription from enhancers and promoters
occurs simultaneously

We next investigated whether there are temporal differences in the

onset of transcriptional changes between enhancers and promoters.

In particular, we wished to find out whether enhancers were tran-

scribed before their paired promoters. To this end, we selected pairs

where the transcriptional change 15 min after stimulation for both

the transcribed enhancer and the promoter in the TT-seq samples

was at least twofold up (“upregulated pairs”) or twofold down

(“downregulated pairs”) and significant (FDR < 0.05). This selec-

tion ensures that both the promoters and the transcribed enhancer

have been activated during the time course allowing to probe the

relative timing of activation. The TT-seq data clearly showed that

changes in RNA synthesis occurred simultaneously at paired tran-

scribed enhancers and promoters, for both up- and downregulated

pairs, at the temporal resolution of our data and within a given vari-

ation (Fig 5). This shows that for an immediate transcription

response, the changes in RNA synthesis for enhancers and their

paired promoters occur simultaneously, provided our current

temporal resolution (Fig 5A and C).
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In contrast, our RNA-seq data suggested that an increase in

enhancer transcription preceded mRNA transcription for upregu-

lated pairs (Fig 5B and D). However, this does not mean that eRNA

synthesis changes more rapidly than mRNA synthesis. Instead, the

half-life of eRNAs is around two orders of magnitude shorter than

that of mRNAs (Rabani et al, 2014; Schwalb et al, 2016), and this

renders eRNA levels very sensitive to changes in their synthesis

(Fig EV2). Also, RNA-seq cannot detect changes in downregulated

pairs because mRNAs have long half-lives in the range of hours

(Rabani et al, 2014; Schwalb et al, 2016), and therefore, a rapid

shutdown in RNA synthesis does not change mRNA levels when

monitored within minutes. Taken together, TT-seq enables monitor-

ing rapid changes in both eRNA and mRNA synthesis that cannot

be detected by RNA-seq in an unbiased manner.
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Discussion

Here, we used TT-seq to monitor a very rapid transcription response

in human T cells, and show that TT-seq can globally detect very

short-lived transcripts such as eRNAs in a highly dynamic system at

high temporal resolution. We demonstrate that TT-seq is suitable

for annotating potential eRNAs and quantifying transcriptional

changes very early after stimulation and thus provides insights into

gene regulation, activation, and enhancer identity. Our results have

implications for understanding the T-cell response, the temporal

sequence of enhancer and promoter transcription during gene acti-

vation, the nature of functional enhancer–promoter pairing, and the

design of future studies of transcription regulation in human cells.

First, our results provide new insights into the immediate T-cell

response. TT-seq enabled us to detect immediate changes in the

synthesis of thousands of transcripts. These RNAs included most of

the transcripts known to be altered during T-cell stimulation, con-

firming known studies. We also found, however, many new mRNAs

and ncRNAs that show altered synthesis upon T-cell stimulation.

Many of these have functions in signaling pathways (PPP1R15A,

KLF4, ARC), the response to stimuli (KLF4, GPR50, DUSP1, MASP2),

or have catalytic activities (DUSP1, MASP2). Our results of immedi-

ate transcriptional changes confirm very early single-locus radio-

labeled nuclear run-on studies of T-cell activation (Greenberg & Ziff,

1984). Our results thus extend and complement previous genome-

wide studies of the T-cell response (Ellisen et al, 2001; Diehn et al,

2002; Cheadle et al, 2005) and help to more generally understand

very early transcriptional responses.

Our work also identifies and characterizes eRNAs based on their

synthesis, thereby mapping transcribed enhancers. We show that

eRNA-producing enhancers can be paired with their target promot-

ers by taking advantage of previously published data sets on insu-

lated neighborhoods (Hnisz et al, 2016b) and chromatin states

(Zacher et al, 2017). This yields enhancer–promoter pairs with

highly correlated temporal changes in RNA synthesis. These results

are consistent with the idea that eRNA transcription is a very sensi-

tive and a good proxy for the activity of enhancers with respect to

target gene activation (Hah et al, 2015). One limitation of the

method, however, relates to the inability of TT-seq to detect intronic

eRNAs in sense direction of mRNA transcription; however, only a

small fraction of enhancers is missed this way.

The classification of non-coding RNAs remains challenging. The

previous definitions of lincRNAs (long, stable, spliced, poly-adeny-

lated) and eRNAs (short, short-lived, transcribed from enhancer

element) do not always allow for a clear distinction between them

(Paralkar et al, 2016). Here, we decided to exclude the GENCODE class

of “lincRNAs” from our eRNA set because these are evolutionary

conserved and less likely to be cell type-specific enhancer transcripts.

Due to the low number of transcripts overlapping GENCODE-

annotated lincRNAs (n = 590), we are not excluding many potential

eRNAs, although some lincRNAs may stem from enhancers.

Our results also provide evidence that enhancer and promoter

transcription can occur simultaneously during immediate gene acti-

vation. Our observations are derived from a single biological process

with very fast response kinetics. Previous studies have observed that

enhancer transcription precedes transcription from promoters,

although in some cases, evidence for simultaneous transcription was

also obtained (De Santa et al, 2010; Kaikkonen et al, 2013;

Schaukowitch et al, 2014; Arner et al, 2015). These differences can

to some extent be explained by the high sensitivity and temporal

resolution of TT-seq, but may also reflect differences in the cellular

responses monitored. Whereas we focused here on the immediate

T-cell response that occurs within minutes, published work generally
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Figure 5. Temporal changes in enhancer and promoter transcription.

A Development of TT-seq signal over time after T-cell stimulation for paired
promoters and enhancers (n = 131) that are both significantly
upregulated (FC ≥ 2, FDR ≤ 0.05) 15 min after stimulation (over the whole
eRNA/the first 2,200 bp of the mRNA). The y-axis shows the normalized
read counts over the whole transcribed enhancer region (violet) and the
first 2,200 bp (average length of eRNA) of the paired mRNA (red). The
black line indicates the median.

B As in panel (A) but using RNA-seq read counts.
C TT-seq signal change as in panel (A) but for paired promoters and

enhancers (n = 128) that are both significantly downregulated (FC ≤ 1/2,
FDR ≤ 0.05) 15 min after stimulation.

D As in panel (C) but using RNA-seq read counts.

Data information: Box limits are the first and third quartiles, the band inside
the box is the median. The ends of the whiskers extend the box by 1.5 times
the interquartile range.
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analyzed responses after hours, and these require changes in chro-

matin at enhancers (Kaikkonen et al, 2013). Changes in chromatin

could lead to a time lag between enhancer and promoter transcrip-

tion and likely do not occur during the immediate response we inves-

tigated here because immediate-early genes responding within

minutes are poised for gene activation, and chromatin is in a pre-

open state (Tullai et al, 2007; Byun et al, 2009). Similarly, enhancers

are primed for activity and are DNase I hypersensitive and modified

with H3K4me1 (Wang et al, 2015).

Most importantly, our results demonstrate that TT-seq is an

easy-to-use tool that is ideally suited to monitor rapid changes in

the genomic landscape of transcribed enhancers and gene transcrip-

tion in a non-perturbing manner in vivo. In addition to its high

sensitivity and high temporal resolution, TT-seq is uniquely suited

to detect immediate downregulation of genes, as it informs on drops

in RNA synthesis when the mRNA product is long-lived and will

give a signal in RNA-seq even at time points when transcription has

been shut off for a long time already. In addition, TT-seq will map

only those enhancers that produce eRNA at a certain time, providing

apparently active enhancers rather than a list of all chromatin

regions with enhancer signatures that may stem from past enhancer

transcription events. TT-seq therefore facilitates the pairing of

enhancers with putative target promoters. In the future, application

of TT-seq to other human cells, signaling and differentiation events,

is expected to provide novel biological insights into fundamental

changes in gene regulatory programs.

Materials and Methods

TT-seq

Jurkat cells were acquired from DSMZ (Braunschweig, Germany).

Cells were grown in RPMI 1640 medium (Gibco) supplemented with

10% heat-inactivated FBS (Gibco) and 1% penicillin/streptomycin

(100×, PAA) at 37°C under 5% CO2. Cells were labeled in media for

5 min with 500 lM 4-thiouridine (4sU, Sigma-Aldrich) and acti-

vated with 50 mM PMA (Sigma-Aldrich) and 1 lM ionomycin

(Sigma-Aldrich). Cells were harvested, spike-ins were added, and

RNA was purified and fragmented as described (Schwalb et al,

2016). Fragmented RNA was subjected to purification of labeled

RNA as described (Dölken et al, 2008). Labeled fragmented RNA

(TT-seq) and total fragmented RNA (Total RNA-seq) were treated

with 2 units of DNase Turbo (Life Technologies). Sequencing

libraries were prepared with the Ovation Human Blood RNA-seq

library kit (NuGEN) following the manufacturer’s instructions. All

samples were sequenced on an Illumina HiSeq 1500 sequencer.

Replicate measurements

We prepared TT-seq and total RNA-seq libraries for two biological

replicates. For total RNA-seq, there were essentially no significant

changes between time points, and the samples showed very high

correlations and can be seen as replicates (see Appendix Fig S1).

Replicate TT-seq libraries for time points 0 and 10 min after T-cell

activation were obtained and showed high correlation (Spearman

correlation coefficient 0.97, Appendix Fig S2). Based on these

results, it was clear that the data are highly reproducible and of high

quality, making further replicate measurements obsolete. For all

subsequent analyses, replicates were averaged after size factor

normalization, where available. For transcriptome annotation, all

TT-seq samples were used, irrespective of their sequencing depth,

as GenoSTAN places more weight on deeper sequenced samples.

Sequencing data processing

Paired-end 50-base reads with additional 6-base reads of barcodes

were obtained for each of the samples. Reads were demultiplexed,

and we could map 150–250 Mio read pairs per sample unambigu-

ously with STAR (version 2.3.0) (Dobin & Gingeras, 2015) to the

hg20/hg38 (GRCh38) genome assembly (Human Genome Reference

Consortium) and the spike-in sequences. Samtools (Li et al, 2009)

was used to quality filter SAM files, whereby alignments with MAPQ

smaller than 7 (-q 7) were skipped and only proper pairs (-f99, -

f147, -f83, -f163) were selected. Further data processing was carried

out using the R/Bioconductor environment.

Antisense correction

For merged transcribed regions from GENCODE, we selected strand-

specific genomic regions where no antisense annotation existed in

GENCODE. For all genomic positions in those regions, where the

sense coverage exceeded 100 reads (i.e., highly expressed regions),

we calculated the median ratio of antisense-to-sense coverage (in-

cluding pseudo-count). This value provides an estimate of the anti-

sense bias in every sample. We corrected the observed coverage/

read counts for Watson and Crick strands, respectively, by solving

the following formula, which assumes that the observed sense

coverage is the sum of “real” sense coverage and a small percentage

(i.e., the antisense bias value, called “c”) of the “real” antisense

coverage: Coveragesensereal ¼ Coveragesense
observed

þ c � Coverageantisense
observed

1�c2 . For antisense

correction of coverage profiles, the antisense coverage was averaged

in a symmetrical 51-nt window around the position on the sense

strand to normalize. For all further analyses (including calculation

of expression values, fold changes, and synthesis/degradation

rates), antisense-corrected feature counts (rounded to the nearest

integer) were used.

Transcription unit (TU) annotation and classification

Genomewide strand-specific coverage was calculated from fragment

midpoints in consecutive 200-bp bins throughout the genome for all

TT-seq samples. Binning reduced the number of uncovered posi-

tions within expressed transcripts and increased the sensitivity for

detection of lowly synthesized transcripts. To overcome antisense

bias due to highly expressed genes, an antisense correction was

performed on each bin (as described in the previous paragraph). A

pseudo-count was added to each bin to mask noisy signals. The R/

Bioconductor package GenoSTAN (Zacher et al, 2017) was used to

learn a two-state hidden Markov model with a PoissonLog-Normal

emission distribution in order to segment the genome into “tran-

scribed” and “untranscribed” states, which resulted in 139,507 tran-

scribed regions. TUs that overlapped at least to 20% of their length

with a protein-coding gene or a lincRNA annotated in GENCODE

(gtf column “transcript_type” either “protein_coding” or “lincRNA”)

and overlapped with an exon of the corresponding annotated feature
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were classified as protein-coding/lincRNA, and the rest was

assumed to be ncRNAs. TUs mapping to exons of the same protein-

coding gene/lincRNA were combined. In order to filter spurious

predictions, a minimal expression threshold for TUs was defined

based on overlap with genes annotated in GENCODE. The threshold

was optimized using the Jaccard index criterion and resulted in

27,558 TUs with a minimal RPK of 16.5 (Fig EV1B). In order to

overcome low expression or mappability issues, ncRNAs that are

only 200 bp (1 bin) apart were merged. Subsequently, TU start and

end sites were refined to nucleotide precision by finding borders of

abrupt coverage increase or decrease between two consecutive

segments in the two 200-bp bins located around the initially

assigned start and stop sites via fitting a piecewise constant curve to

the coverage profiles (whole fragments) for all TT-seq samples using

the segmentation method from the R/Bioconductor package tiling-

Array (Huber et al, 2006). Overlapping transcripts (arising through

overlaps with multiple annotated genes) were merged using the

reduce function from the GenomicRanges package and assigned the

corresponding protein-coding or lincRNAs id, if existing. 612 anno-

tated transcripts (also used to calculate DESeq size factors) that

overlapped with multiple protein-coding genes by at least 75% of

the GENCODE transcript length and 20% of our transcript were

removed from further analyses and are not reported in Table EV3,

because they could not be clearly assigned to one gene. Protein-

coding transcripts shorter than 5 kb and having overlap with less

than 10% with any GENCODE protein-coding gene were classified

as “ncRNA”. All ncRNAs that started up to 1 kb downstream of a

protein-coding gene on the sense strand were omitted in enhancer

analysis or eRNA-ncRNA comparisons, as these reads might come

from read-through transcription after the mRNA. This resulted in

22,141 non-ambiguously classified RNAs (8,878 protein-coding

genes, 590 lincRNAs, and 12,673 ncRNAs, Table EV1), on which the

rest of the analysis was focused. The class of eRNAs was comprised

of 5,616 of our ncRNAs, where either the transcript or the region

1 kb upstream of the ncRNA overlapped with an enhancer anno-

tated by GenoSTAN (Zacher et al, 2017) in at least one of the T-cell

lines.

Estimation of RNA synthesis rates and half-lives

To overcome inconsistent coverage throughout a gene due to splic-

ing and multiple isoforms, constitutive exons (Bullard et al, 2010)

were determined for all our mRNA and lincRNA transcripts. Read

counts for those constitutive exons and all other ncRNA classes

across all TT-seq and RNA-seq samples were calculated using HTSeq

(Anders et al, 2014). To estimate rates of RNA transcription and

degradation, we used the same approach as described in Schwalb

et al (2016). Briefly, we used a statistical model that describes read

counts kij (in a TT-seq or RNA-seq sample) by the length of the

feature (spike-in/transcript) i, Li, and feature-specific labeled und

unlabeled RNA amounts, ai and bi: E kij
� � ¼ Lirj aij þ �jbij

� �
. We

calculated the sequencing depths rj and cross-contamination ej rates
per sample j based on the spike-in read counts, by setting aij = 1

and bij = 0 for labeled spike-ins, and aij = 0 and bij = 1 for unla-

beled spike-ins. In a total RNA-seq sample, ej is fixed to 1, and in a

TT-seq sample, ej is close to 0, as we enrich for labeled RNA. Then,

this model was fitted by maximum likelihood to transcript read

counts to provide estimates of the labeled and unlabeled RNA

amounts ai and bi for a pair of TT-seq and RNA-seq measurements.

The synthesis rate li and the degradation rate ki were calculated

from ai and bi assuming first-order kinetics as in Miller et al (2011)

in the following way: ki ¼ � 1
t log

bi
aiþbi

� �
; li ¼ ai þ bið Þki.

Differential gene expression

Gene expression fold changes upon T-cell stimulation for each time

point were calculated using the R/Bioconductor implementation of

DESeq2 (Love et al, 2014). The DESeq size factor was only esti-

mated on our set of protein-coding genes. Differentially expressed

genes were identified applying a fold change cutoff of 2 and an

adjusted P-value cutoff of 0.05 comparing each time point to the

0 min measurements. For the absolute numbers of genes with

changed synthesis, we checked if the TT-seq read count is signifi-

cantly (adjusted P-value ≤ 0.05) changed at least twofold at any

time point compared to time point 0 min.

Motif analysis

DNA motifs in the form of PWMs were downloaded from the

JASPAR database via the R/Bioconductor package JASPAR2016

(Tan, 2015). Each PWM was screened against a positive and a nega-

tive set of sequences (e.g., 250 bp upstream sequences of eRNAs

and remaining ncRNAs) with the searchSeq function in the

TFBSTools package (Tan & Lenhard, 2016). We defined a cutoff to

distinguish between motif occurrence and not-occurrence as 80% of

the maximal score that the PWM could reach. The number of

sequences in which the motif occurred was counted for the positive

and negative set, and an odds ratio was calculated.

eRNA-mRNA pairing

We paired all eRNAs and mRNAs in all possible combinations, as

long as both transcript TSSs are within the same insulated neighbor-

hood, defined by ChIA-PET Anchor sites (using the findOverlaps

function from the GenomicRanges package; Lawrence et al, 2013).

Pairs were removed, where the eRNA TSS fell into the region

[TSS � 1,000; TSS + 1,000] around the protein-coding gene’s TSS.

External data processing

Experimentally validated enhancers were downloaded from the

VISTA enhancer browser (http://enhancer.lbl.gov/frnt_page_n.

shtml). ENCODE DNase-seq raw coverage files (for Fig 3D) and

peak files (for Fig EV3) for Jurkat were retrieved from (https://ge

nome.ucsc.edu/ENCODE/dataMatrix/encodeDataMatrixHuman.html)

and replicates were merged. Enhancer and DHS coordinates were

converted to hg20 coordinates using the liftover function in

the R/Bioconductor package rtracklayer (Lawrence et al, 2009).

ChIA-PET interaction domains processed with the Mango pipeline

were downloaded from a previous study (Hnisz et al, 2016b) and

were selected for P-values < 0.2. ChIA-PET Anchor sites were

converted to hg20 coordinates using the liftover function in the

R/Bioconductor package rtracklayer (Lawrence et al, 2009)

followed by a reduce with min.gapwidth = 60 which closes 90%

of the gaps arising by liftover, in order to get continuous genomic

regions.
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Data availability

The sequencing data sets have been deposited in the Gene Expres-

sion Omnibus (GEO) database under accession code GSE85201.

Expanded View for this article is available online.

Acknowledgements
We thank Katja Frühauf and Michael Lidschreiber for stimulating discussions

and Alex Graf for support with sequencing data pre-processing. CD was

supported by a DFG fellowship through the Graduate School of Quantitative

Biosciences Munich (QBM). JG was supported by the Bavarian Research Center

for Molecular Biosystems and the Bundesministerium für Bildung und

Forschung, Juniorverbund in der Systemmedizin “mitOmics” grant FKZ

01ZX1405A. PC was funded by Advanced Grant TRANSREGULON of the Euro-

pean Research Council (grant agreement No 693023), the Deutsche

Forschungsgemeinschaft (SFB860, SPP1935), and the Volkswagen Foundation.

Author contributions
MM carried out experiments. CD performed bioinformatics analyses. BZ

provided scripts and assistance with transcriptome annotation. BS provided

scripts and advice on data analysis. SK performed sequencing, supervised by

HB. JG supervised bioinformatics. PC designed and supervised research. MM,

CD, JG, and PC prepared the manuscript.

Conflict of interest
The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.

References

Allen BL, Taatjes DJ (2015) The Mediator complex: a central integrator of

transcription. Nat Rev Mol Cell Biol 16: 155 – 166

Anders S, Pyl PT, Huber W (2014) HTSeq – a Python framework to work with

high-throughput sequencing data. Bioinformatics 31: 166 – 169

Andersson R, Gebhard C, Miguel-Escalada I, Hoof I, Bornholdt J, Boyd M, Chen

Y, Zhao X, Schmidl C, Suzuki T, Ntini E, Arner E, Valen E, Li K,

Schwarzfischer L, Glatz D, Raithel J, Lilje B, Rapin N, Bagger FO et al

(2014) An atlas of active enhancers across human cell types and tissues.

Nature 507: 455 – 461

Arner E, Daub CO, Vitting-Seerup K, Andersson R, Lilje B, Drablos F,

Lennartsson A, Rönnerblad M, Hrydziuszko O, Vitezic M, Freeman TC,

Alhendi AM, Arner P, Axton R, Baillie JK, Beckhouse A, Bodega B, Briggs J,

Brombacher F, Davis M et al (2015) Transcribed enhancers lead waves of

coordinated transcription in transitioning mammalian cells. Science 347:

1010 – 1014

Bahrami S, Drablos F (2016) Gene regulation in the immediate-early response

process. Adv Biol Regul 62: 37 – 49

Banerji J, Rusconi S, Schaffner W (1981) Expression of a b-globin gene is

enhanced by remote SV40 DNA sequences. Cell 27: 299 – 308

Bullard JH, Purdom E, Hansen KD, Dudoit S (2010) Evaluation of statistical

methods for normalization and differential expression in mRNA-Seq

experiments. BMC Bioinformatics 11: 94

Byun JS, Wong MM, Cui W, Idelman G, Li Q, De Siervi A, Bilke S, Haggerty

CM, Player A, Wang YH, Thirman MJ, Kaberlein JJ, Petrovas C, Koup RA,

Longo D, Ozato K, Gardner K (2009) Dynamic bookmarking of primary

response genes by p300 and RNA polymerase II complexes. Proc Natl Acad

Sci USA 106: 19286 – 19291

Calo E, Wysocka J (2013) Modification of enhancer chromatin: what, how,

and why? Mol Cell 49: 825 – 837

Cheadle C, Fan J, Cho-Chung YS, Werner T, Ray J, Do L, Gorospe M, Becker KG

(2005) Control of gene expression during T cell activation: alternate

regulation of mRNA transcription and mRNA stability. BMC Genom 6: 75

Crabtree GR (1989) Contingent genetic regulatory events in T lymphocyte

activation. Science 243: 355 – 361

De Santa F, Barozzi I, Mietton F, Ghisletti S, Polletti S, Tusi BK, Muller H,

Ragoussis J, Wei CL, Natoli G (2010) A large fraction of extragenic RNA pol

II transcription sites overlap enhancers. PLoS Biol 8: e1000384

Dekker J, Marti-Renom MA, Mirny LA (2013) Exploring the three-dimensional

organization of genomes: interpreting chromatin interaction data. Nat Rev

Genet 14: 390 – 403

DeMare LE, Leng J, Cotney J, Reilly SK, Yin J, Sarro R, Noonan JP (2013) The

genomic landscape of cohesin-associated chromatin interactions. Genome

Res 23: 1224 – 1234

Diehn M, Alizadeh AA, Rando OJ, Liu CL, Stankunas K, Botstein D, Crabtree GR,

Brown PO (2002) Genomic expression programs and the integration of the

CD28 costimulatory signal in T cell activation. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 99:

11796 – 11801

Djebali S, Davis CA, Merkel A, Dobin A, Lassmann T, Mortazavi A, Tanzer A,

Lagarde J, Lin W, Schlesinger F, Xue C, Marinov GK, Khatun J, Williams

BA, Zaleski C, Rozowsky J, Röder M, Kokocinski F, Abdelhamid RF, Alioto T

et al (2012) Landscape of transcription in human cells. Nature 489:

101 – 108

Dobin A, Gingeras TR (2015) Mapping RNA-seq reads with STAR. Curr Protoc

Bioinformatics 51: 11.14.11 – 11.14.19

Dölken L, Ruzsics Z, Rädle B, Friedel CC, Zimmer R, Mages J, Hoffmann R,

Dickinson P, Forster T, Ghazal P, Koszinowski UH (2008) High-resolution

gene expression profiling for simultaneous kinetic parameter analysis of

RNA synthesis and decay. RNA 14: 1959 – 1972

Dowen JM, Fan ZP, Hnisz D, Ren G, Abraham BJ, Zhang LN, Weintraub AS,

Schuijers J, Lee TI, Zhao K, Young RA (2014) Control of cell identity genes

occurs in insulated neighborhoods in mammalian chromosomes. Cell 159:

374 – 387

Ellisen LW, Palmer RE, Maki RG, Truong VB, Tamayo P, Oliner JD, Haber DA

(2001) Cascades of transcriptional induction during human lymphocyte

activation. Eur J Cell Biol 80: 321 – 328

Encode Project Consortium (2012) An integrated encyclopedia of DNA

elements in the human genome. Nature 489: 57 – 74

Fan X, Chou DM, Struhl K (2006) Activator-specific recruitment of Mediator

in vivo. Nat Struct Mol Biol 13: 117 – 120

Feske S, Giltnane J, Dolmetsch R, Staudt LM, Rao A (2001) Gene regulation

mediated by calcium signals in T lymphocytes. Nat Immunol 2:

316 – 324

Greenberg ME, Ziff EB (1984) Stimulation of 3T3 cells induces transcription of

the c-fos proto-oncogene. Nature 311: 433 – 438

Gribnau J, Diderich K, Pruzina S, Calzolari R, Fraser P (2000) Intergenic

transcription and developmental remodeling of chromatin subdomains in

the human b-globin locus. Mol Cell 5: 377 – 386

Hah N, Murakami S, Nagari A, Danko CG, Kraus WL (2013) Enhancer

transcripts mark active estrogen receptor binding sites. Genome Res 23:

1210 – 1223

Hah N, Benner C, Chong L-W, Yu RT, Downes M, Evans RM (2015)

Inflammation-sensitive super enhancers form domains of coordinately

regulated enhancer RNAs. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 112: E297 – E302

Harrow J, Frankish A, Gonzalez JM, Tapanari E, Diekhans M, Kokocinski F,

Aken BL, Barrell D, Zadissa A, Searle S, Barnes I, Bignell A, Boychenko V,

ª 2017 The Authors Molecular Systems Biology 13: 920 | 2017

Margaux Michel et al TT-seq captures enhancer landscapes Molecular Systems Biology

11

https://doi.org/10.15252/msb.20167507


Hunt T, Kay M, Mukherjee G, Rajan J, Despacio-Reyes G, Saunders G,

Steward C et al (2012) GENCODE: the reference human genome annotation

for The ENCODE Project. Genome Res 22: 1760 – 1774

He B, Chen C, Teng L, Tan K (2014) Global view of enhancer-promoter

interactome in human cells. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 111: E2191 – E2199

Heintzman ND, Stuart RK, Hon G, Fu Y, Ching CW, Hawkins RD, Barrera LO,

Van Calcar S, Qu C, Ching KA, Wang W, Weng Z, Green RD, Crawford GE,

Ren B (2007) Distinct and predictive chromatin signatures of

transcriptional promoters and enhancers in the human genome. Nat

Genet 39: 311 – 318

Hnisz D, Day DS, Young RA (2016a) Insulated neighborhoods: structural and

functional units of mammalian gene control. Cell 167: 1188 – 1200

Hnisz D, Weintraub AS, Day DS, Valton AL, Bak RO, Li CH, Goldmann J, Lajoie

BR, Fan ZP, Sigova AA, Reddy J, Borges-Rivera D, Lee TI, Jaenisch R, Porteus

MH, Dekker J, Young RA (2016b) Activation of proto-oncogenes by

disruption of chromosome neighborhoods. Science 351: 1454 – 1458

Huber W, Toedling J, Steinmetz LM (2006) Transcript mapping with high-

density oligonucleotide tiling arrays. Bioinformatics 22: 1963 – 1970

Ilott N, Heward JA, Roux B, Tsitsiou E, Fenwick PS, Lenzi L, Goodhead I, Hertz-

Fowler C, Heger A, Hall N, Donnelly LE, Sims D, Lindsay MA (2014) Long

non-coding RNAs and enhancer RNAs regulate the lipopolysaccharide-

induced inflammatory response in human monocytes. Nat Commun 5:

3979

Kaikkonen MU, Spann NJ, Heinz S, Romanoski CE, Allison KA, Stender JD,

Chun HB, Tough DF, Prinjha RK, Benner C, Glass CK (2013) Remodeling of

the enhancer landscape during macrophage activation is coupled to

enhancer transcription. Mol Cell 51: 310 – 325

Kim TK, Hemberg M, Gray JM, Costa AM, Bear DM, Wu J, Harmin DA, Laptewicz

M, Barbara-Haley K, Kuersten S, Markenscoff-Papadimitriou E, Kuhl D, Bito

H, Worley PF, Kreiman G, Greenberg ME (2010) Widespread transcription at

neuronal activity-regulated enhancers. Nature 465: 182 – 187

Lawrence M, Gentleman R, Carey V (2009) rtracklayer: an R package for

interfacing with genome browsers. Bioinformatics 25: 1841 – 1842

Lawrence M, Huber W, Pages H, Aboyoun P, Carlson M, Gentleman R,

Morgan MT, Carey VJ (2013) Software for computing and annotating

genomic ranges. PLoS Comput Biol 9: e1003118

Lenhard B, Sandelin A, Carninci P (2012) Metazoan promoters: emerging

characteristics and insights into transcriptional regulation. Nat Rev Genet

13: 233 – 245

Levine M, Cattoglio C, Tjian R (2014) Looping back to leap forward:

transcription enters a new era. Cell 157: 13 – 25

Li H, Handsaker B, Wysoker A, Fennell T, Ruan J, Homer N, Marth G, Abecasis

G, Durbin R, Genome Project Data Processing S (2009) The sequence

alignment/Map format and SAMtools. Bioinformatics 25: 2078 – 2079

Li W, Notani D, Ma Q, Tanasa B, Nunez E, Chen AY, Merkurjev D, Zhang J,

Ohgi K, Song X, Oh S, Kim HS, Glass CK, Rosenfeld MG (2013) Functional

roles of enhancer RNAs for oestrogen-dependent transcriptional

activation. Nature 498: 516 – 520

Li W, Notani D, Rosenfeld MG (2016) Enhancers as non-coding RNA

transcription units: recent insights and future perspectives. Nat Rev Genet

17: 207 – 223

Liu X, Bushnell DA, Kornberg RD (2013) RNA polymerase II transcription:

structure and mechanism. Biochim Biophys Acta 1829: 2 – 8

Love MI, Huber W, Anders S (2014) Moderated estimation of fold change and

dispersion for RNA-seq data with DESeq2. Genome Biol 15: 550

Lubas M, Andersen PR, Schein A, Dziembowski A, Kudla G, Jensen TH (2015)

The human nuclear exosome targeting complex is loaded onto newly

synthesized RNA to direct early ribonucleolysis. Cell Rep 10: 178 – 192

Malik S, Roeder RG (2010) The metazoan Mediator co-activator complex as an

integrative hub for transcriptional regulation. Nat Rev Genet 11: 761 – 772

Marrack P, Mitchell T, Hildeman D, Kedl R, Teague TK, Bender J, Rees W,

Schaefer BC, Kappler J (2000) Genomic-scale analysis of gene expression in

resting and activated T cells. Curr Opin Immunol 12: 206 – 209

Melgar MF, Collins FS, Sethupathy P (2011) Discovery of active enhancers

through bidirectional expression of short transcripts. Genome Biol 12: R113

Miller C, Schwalb B, Maier K, Schulz D, Dümcke S, Zacher B, Mayer A, Sydow

J, Marcinowski L, Dölken L, Martin DE, Tresch A, Cramer P (2011) Dynamic

transcriptome analysis measures rates of mRNA synthesis and decay in

yeast. Mol Syst Biol 7: 458

Paralkar VR, Taborda CC, Huang P, Yao Y, Kossenkov AV, Prasad R, Luan J,

Davies JO, Hughes JR, Hardison RC, Blobel GA, Weiss MJ (2016) Unlinking

an lncRNA from its associated cis element. Mol Cell 62: 104 – 110

Phillips-Cremins JE, Sauria ME, Sanyal A, Gerasimova TI, Lajoie BR, Bell JS,

Ong CT, Hookway TA, Guo C, Sun Y, Bland MJ, Wagstaff W, Dalton S,

McDevitt TC, Sen R, Dekker J, Taylor J, Corces VG (2013) Architectural

protein subclasses shape 3D organization of genomes during lineage

commitment. Cell 153: 1281 – 1295

Rabani M, Raychowdhury R, Jovanovic M, Rooney M, Stumpo DJ, Pauli A,

Hacohen N, Schier AF, Blackshear PJ, Friedman N, Amit I, Regev A (2014)

High-resolution sequencing and modeling identifies distinct dynamic RNA

regulatory strategies. Cell 159: 1698 – 1710

Raghavan A, Ogilvie RL, Reilly C, Abelson ML, Raghavan S, Vasdewani J,

Krathwohl M, Bohjanen PR (2002) Genome-wide analysis of mRNA decay

in resting and activated primary human T lymphocytes. Nucleic Acids Res

30: 5529 – 5538

Rogge L, Bianchi E, Biffi M, Bono E, Chang SY, Alexander H, Santini C, Ferrari

G, Sinigaglia L, Seiler M, Neeb M, Mous J, Sinigaglia F, Certa U (2000)

Transcript imaging of the development of human T helper cells using

oligonucleotide arrays. Nat Genet 25: 96 – 101

Schaukowitch K, Joo JY, Liu X, Watts JK, Martinez C, Kim TK (2014) Enhancer

RNA facilitates NELF release from immediate early genes. Mol Cell 56: 29 – 42

Schübeler D (2007) Enhancing genome annotation with chromatin. Nat Genet

39: 284 – 285

Schwalb B, Michel M, Zacher B, Frühauf K, Demel C, Tresch A, Gagneur J,

Cramer P (2016) TT-seq maps the human transient transcriptome. Science

352: 1225 – 1228

Sheng M, Greenberg ME (1990) The regulation and function of c-fos and

other immediate early genes in the nervous system. Neuron 4: 477 – 485

Shlyueva D, Stampfel G, Stark A (2014) Transcriptional enhancers: from

properties to genome-wide predictions. Nat Rev Genet 15: 272 – 286

Smith-Garvin JE, Koretzky GA, Jordan MS (2009) T cell activation. Annu Rev

Immunol 27: 591 – 619

Splinter E, Heath H, Kooren J, Palstra RJ, Klous P, Grosveld F, Galjart N, de

Laat W (2006) CTCF mediates long-range chromatin looping and local

histone modification in the b-globin locus. Genes Dev 20: 2349 – 2354

Tan G (2015) JASPAR2016: Data package for JASPAR 2016. http://jaspar.genereg.

net/ R package version 1.0.0

Tan G, Lenhard B (2016) TFBSTools: an R/bioconductor package for

transcription factor binding site analysis. Bioinformatics 32: 1555 – 1556

Thurman RE, Rynes E, Humbert R, Vierstra J, Maurano MT, Haugen E,

Sheffield NC, Stergachis AB, Wang H, Vernot B, Garg K, John S, Sandstrom

R, Bates D, Boatman L, Canfield TK, Diegel M, Dunn D, Ebersol AK, Frum T

et al (2012) The accessible chromatin landscape of the human genome.

Nature 489: 75 – 82

Tullai JW, Schaffer ME, Mullenbrock S, Sholder G, Kasif S, Cooper GM

(2007) Immediate-early and delayed primary response genes are

Molecular Systems Biology 13: 920 | 2017 ª 2017 The Authors

Molecular Systems Biology TT-seq captures enhancer landscapes Margaux Michel et al

12

http://jaspar.genereg.net/
http://jaspar.genereg.net/


distinct in function and genomic architecture. J Biol Chem 282:

23981 – 23995

Visel A, Blow MJ, Li Z, Zhang T, Akiyama JA, Holt A, Plajzer-Frick I, Shoukry M,

Wright C, Chen F, Afzal V, Ren B, Rubin EM, Pennacchio LA (2009) ChIP-seq

accurately predicts tissue-specific activity of enhancers. Nature 457: 854 – 858

Wang A, Yue F, Li Y, Xie R, Harper T, Patel NA, Muth K, Palmer J, Qiu Y, Wang

J, Lam DK, Raum JC, Stoffers DA, Ren B, Sander M (2015) Epigenetic

priming of enhancers predicts developmental competence of hESC-derived

endodermal lineage intermediates. Cell Stem Cell 16: 386 – 399

Weiss A, Imboden JB (1987) Cell surface molecules and early events involved

in human T lymphocyte activation. Adv Immunol 41: 1 – 38

Wu H, Nord AS, Akiyama JA, Shoukry M, Afzal V, Rubin EM, Pennacchio LA,

Visel A (2014) Tissue-specific RNA expression marks distant-acting

developmental enhancers. PLoS Genet 10: e1004610

Xi H, Shulha HP, Lin JM, Vales TR, Fu Y, Bodine DM, McKay RD, Chenoweth

JG, Tesar PJ, Furey TS (2007) Identification and characterization of cell

type–specific and ubiquitous chromatin regulatory structures in the

human genome. PLoS Genet 3: e136

Zacher B, Michel M, Schwalb B, Cramer P, Tresch A, Gagneur J (2017)

Accurate promoter and enhancer identification in 127 ENCODE and

roadmap epigenomics cell types and tissues by GenoSTAN. PLoS One 12:

e0169249

License: This is an open access article under the

terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0

License, which permits use, distribution and reproduc-

tion in any medium, provided the original work is

properly cited.

ª 2017 The Authors Molecular Systems Biology 13: 920 | 2017

Margaux Michel et al TT-seq captures enhancer landscapes Molecular Systems Biology

13


