
 

 

 
 

 

Edinburgh Research Explorer 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Generation of remosomes by the SWI/SNF chromatin remodeler
family

Citation for published version:
Shukla, MS, Syed, SH, Boopathi, R, Simon, EB, Nahata, S, Ramos, L, Dalkara, D, Moskalenko, C, Travers,
A, Angelov, D, Dimitrov, S, Hamiche, A & Bednar, J 2019, 'Generation of remosomes by the SWI/SNF
chromatin remodeler family', Scientific Reports, vol. 9, no. 1, 14212. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-
50572-8

Digital Object Identifier (DOI):
10.1038/s41598-019-50572-8

Link:
Link to publication record in Edinburgh Research Explorer

Document Version:
Publisher's PDF, also known as Version of record

Published In:
Scientific Reports

General rights
Copyright for the publications made accessible via the Edinburgh Research Explorer is retained by the author(s)
and / or other copyright owners and it is a condition of accessing these publications that users recognise and
abide by the legal requirements associated with these rights.

Take down policy
The University of Edinburgh has made every reasonable effort to ensure that Edinburgh Research Explorer
content complies with UK legislation. If you believe that the public display of this file breaches copyright please
contact openaccess@ed.ac.uk providing details, and we will remove access to the work immediately and
investigate your claim.

Download date: 02. Jan. 2020

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-50572-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-50572-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-50572-8
https://www.research.ed.ac.uk/portal/en/publications/generation-of-remosomes-by-the-swisnf-chromatin-remodeler-family(62e10446-6517-4a4b-a0b1-7811199ceea5).html


1Scientific RepoRtS |         (2019) 9:14212  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-50572-8

www.nature.com/scientificreports

Generation of Remosomes by the 
SWi/Snf chromatin Remodeler 
family
Manu Shubhdarshan Shukla1,2,9, Sajad Hussain Syed1,2,10, Ramachandran Boopathi1,2, 
elsa Ben Simon1, Sunil nahata1,2, Lorrie Ramos2, Defne Dalkara2, Cendrine Moskalenko3, 
Andrew travers4, Dimitar Angelov1, Stefan Dimitrov2,5, Ali Hamiche6,7 & Jan Bednar2,8

Chromatin remodelers are complexes able to both alter histone-DNA interactions and to mobilize 
nucleosomes. The mechanism of their action and the conformation of remodeled nucleosomes remain 
a matter of debates. In this work we compared the type and structure of the products of nucleosome 
remodeling by SWI/SNF and ACF complexes using high-resolution microscopy combined with novel 
biochemical approaches. We find that SWI/SNF generates a multitude of nucleosome-like metastable 
particles termed “remosomes”. Restriction enzyme accessibility assay, DNase I footprinting and 
AFM experiments reveal perturbed histone-DNA interactions within these particles. Electron cryo-
microscopy shows that remosomes adopt a variety of different structures with variable irregular DNA 
path, similar to those described upon RSC remodeling. Remosome DNA accessibility to restriction 
enzymes is also markedly increased. We suggest that the generation of remosomes is a common 
feature of the SWI/SNF family remodelers. In contrast, the ACF remodeler, belonging to ISWI family, 
only produces repositioned nucleosomes and no evidence for particles associated with extra DNA, or 
perturbed DNA paths was found. The remosome generation by the SWI/SNF type of remodelers may 
represent a novel mechanism involved in processes where nucleosomal DNA accessibility is required, 
such as DNA repair or transcription regulation.

Chromatin has a repeating structure, whose underlying unit is the nucleosome, a nucleoprotein complex consist-
ing of an octamer of core histones (two each of H2A, H2B, H3 and H4) and ∼150 bp of DNA, which is wrapped 
around the histone core in ∼1,65 left-handed turns1. The structure of both the histone octamer2 and the nucle-
osome core particle3 has been solved by X-ray crystallography. The individual histones exhibit a “histone-fold” 
structured domain and non-structured, highly flexible NH2-termini, which protrude from the nucleosome. The 
nucleosomes are connected by so-called linker DNA and a fifth histone, the linker histone, is associated with this 
DNA1. The globular domain of the linker histone is internally located in the 30 nm chromatin fiber4 and binds 
to entrance and exit nucleosomal DNA5. Nucleosomal arrays are further folded into the thick 30 nm chromatin 
fiber and this folding is assisted by the linker histones and the NH2-core histone termini6–8. The NH2-core histone 
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termini interact with both the nucleosomal and the linker DNA9 and modifications of the tails are involved in the 
assembly of the mitotic chromosomes10,11.

Nucleosomes are stable particles and hence interfere with cellular processes requiring access to genomic DNA 
(reviewed in12). The cell uses three main strategies to overcome nucleosomal barriers and to gain access to nucle-
osomal DNA. These involve histone modifications (reviewed in13), histone variants (reviewed in14) and chromatin 
remodeling complexes (reviewed in15,16). Chromatin remodeling complexes are multiprotein assemblies contain-
ing variable numbers of subunits15,17–19. Each remodeling complex, however, contains an ATPase, which possesses 
DNA translocase properties and is essential for the function of the complex. According to the type of ATPase, the 
chromatin remodeling complexes can be divided into at least four distinct families: SWI2/SNF2, ISWI, CHD and 
INO8016,20. The complexes from the different groups exhibit a common property, namely, they can mobilize the 
histone octamer using energy freed from ATP hydrolysis18,21. In addition, the complexes from the SWI2/SNF2 
family (SWI/SNF and RSC) induce strong perturbations of histone-DNA interactions and can evict the histone 
octamer from nucleosomal DNA22–24. It was also shown that Swr1, a complex belonging to the INO80 family, 
possesses novel properties and is required for the exchange of the histone variant H2A.Z25. Note that alterations 
in nucleosome structure, induced by the incorporation of some histone variants, also affect the capacity of chro-
matin remodelers to mobilize the resulting nucleosomes26–28.

SWI/SNF, the first chromatin remodeling complex discovered29, is involved in several processes, including 
transcription29, DNA repair30, splicing31 and telomeric and ribosomal DNA silencing32. It consists of roughly 11 
subunits and has a central cavity. The dimensions of the cavity (diameter ∼15 nm, depth ∼5 nm) fit well with 
those of the nucleosome, suggesting that it may be a nucleosome-binding pocket33,34. This suggests that SWI/SNF 
would interact and remodel only one nucleosome at the time.

ACF belongs to the ISWI family of chromatin remodelers. The ISWI chromatin remodelers are involved in 
transcriptional regulation, in particular transcriptional repression, and chromatin assembly35–37. Human ACF, 
which contains two subunits, a catalytic subunit SNF2h and a non-catalytic one, ACF1, is able to generate in vitro 
arrays with evenly spaced nucleosomes36,38. The histone chaperone NAP-1 is found to be required for the assem-
bly of the arrays39. Single molecule techniques suggest that ACF is able to assemble regularly spaced arrays with 
50–60 bp linkers by kinetically discriminating against shorter linker DNAs40.

Despite numerous studies, the mechanism (or mechanisms) of action of the remodeling complexes is far 
from being clear. Two classes of mechanistic models have been proposed (for reviews see16,20). According to the 
first class, DNA moves on the surface of the histone octamer in 1 bp waves. This model is, however, inconsistent 
with several recent reports (for review see20). In the second class of models, the remodeler creates a bulge on 
the nucleosomal surface, which is then directionally propagated20. Since the dimensions of SWI/SNF are quite 
large and its contacts with DNA are extensive (the nucleosome is supposed to occupy the SWI/SNF cavity), a 
large segment of DNA could be involved in the bulge formation41. Note that both classes of models described 
the nucleosome mobilization as a continuous process, which is achieved without dissociation of the remodeler 
from the nucleosome. We have however recently reported that RSC remodeling is a two-step process, consisting 
of the initial formation of what we have termed as “remosome”, a non-mobilized particle with approximately 
180 bp DNA loosely associated with the histone octamer. Nucleosome mobilization then occurs in a separate 
step42. This model is supported by experiments showing that the remosomes are intermediate products of the 
remodeling reaction, stable outside the remodeling complex, and acting as substrates for RSC leading to efficient 
mobilization42.

In this manuscript, we have studied the nucleosome mobilization mechanisms of two further remodelers, 
SWI/SNF, which belongs to the same family as RSC, and ACF, which belongs to the ISWI family. We demonstrate 
that these remodelers clearly use different mechanisms for nucleosome mobilization. SWI/SNF, in common with 
RSC, generates remosomes that are mobilized in a separate step, whereas ACF achieves mobilization without 
remosome formation.

Results
DNase I footprinting and restriction enzyme accessibility of the products of the SWI/SNF 
remodeling reaction. Using AFM, we have recently shown that the SWI/SNF nucleosome remodeling 
reaction mixture contains three types of particles: unperturbed nucleosomes (associated with ∼150 bp of DNA), 
mobilized nucleosomes, and nucleosome-like particles that have not been repositioned, but are associated with 
∼175–180 bp of DNA43. These particles resemble the remosomes generated during the first step of the RSC nucle-
osome remodeling reaction (compare Fig. 4 of43 with Fig. 2 of42). We will consequently refer to these particles as 
SWI/SNF remosomes. Since they appear to be very similar to RSC remosomes, we expect them to involve similar 
perturbations of the DNA-histone interactions.

To test this, we have used a combination of DNaseI footprinting and restriction enzyme accessibility assay of 
the SWI/SNF treated nucleosomes. DNaseI footprinting allows to shed light of nucleosome remodeling, while 
the restriction accessibility assay directly reflects the alterations in the histone-DNA interactions within the 
nucleosome. Briefly, we have reconstituted centrally positioned nucleosomes, using highly purified recombinant 
histones and 256 bp 601 DNA. Under the conditions used the efficiency of reconstitution was very high (essen-
tially no free DNA was observed in the reconstituted samples) and the reconstituted particles exhibited a typical 
nucleosomal organization (Fig. 1a). The centrally positioned 32P-end labeled nucleosomes were incubated with 
increasing amounts of SWI/SNF at 29 °C in the presence of ATP, the reaction was stopped using apyrase and 
run on a 5% native PAGE. Conditions were found where ∼50% of the nucleosomes were repositioned (Fig. 1a) 
(under these conditions the remodeled nucleosomes are the dominant intermediate product of the remodeling 
reaction42). The nucleosomes were then incubated with SWI/SNF under the same conditions and, after stopping 
the reaction, were treated with increasing amount of DNase I. The digested particles were separated on the gel and 
the upper band (containing the non-mobilized particles) and the lower band (consisting of mobilized particles) 
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Figure 1. DNase I footprinting analysis shows that nucleosome treatment with SWI/SNF results in nucleosome 
remodeling prior to their mobilization. (a) Nucleosome mobilization with SWI/SNF. Centrally positioned 
nucleosomes on 601.1 DNA were incubated in presence of increasing amounts of SWI/SNF (as indicated) for 
45 minutes at 29 °C. Reactions were stopped by the addition of 0.01 units of apyrase and the reaction products 
were resolved on a 5% native PAGE. Positions of free DNA, unremodeled and remodeled nucleosomes are 
indicated. (b) Schematics of the DNase I footprinting analysis of remosomes. Centrally positioned nucleosomes, 
reconstituted on a 255 bp 601.2 DNA sequence were incubated with SWI/SNF at 29 °C in the presence of ATP to 
generate ~50% repositioned particles (the error in the quantification does not exceed 5–7%). Then the reaction 
was stopped with apyrase and aliquots were incubated with increasing amounts of DNase I for 2.5 minutes 
at room temperature. After stopping the DNase I digestion reaction, the samples were separated on a 5% 
PAGE under native conditions. The bands corresponding to either the unremodeled particles (upper band) 
or remodeled particles (lower band) were excised from the gel, the DNase I digested DNA was eluted from 
the gel slices and run on an 8% sequencing gel. (c) DNase I footprinting. DNase I digestion pattern of control 
nucleosomes (lanes 1–3) and SWI/SNF treated nucleosomes isolated from the upper band (unremodeled 
particles, lanes 4–6) and the lower band (remodeled particles, lanes 7–9). The position of the histone octamer 
relative to the ends of the 601 DNA sequence and the nucleosome dyad are indicated on the left. Lane 10, DNase 
I digestion pattern of naked DNA.
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were cut out. DNA was extracted from the gel slices and run on an 8% denaturing PAGE (Fig. 1b,c). The digestion 
pattern of both the mobilized and non-mobilized particles, in contrast to that of the control particles (incubated 
with SWI/SNF in the absence of ATP and gel-eluted after native PAGE), were similar and close to those of naked 
DNA (Fig. 1c, compare lanes 4–6 and lanes 7–9 with lane 10). These alterations in the DNaseI footprinting pattern 
are indicative for nucleosome remodeling in both the mobilized and non-mobilized nucleosomes.

To analyze the perturbations in the histone-DNA interactions within the SWI/SNF treated particles, we have 
used a recently developed approach, termed “in gel one pot assay” (see Fig. 2 and42). This approach allows the 
unambiguous detection of alterations in histone-DNA interactions with a 10 bp resolution along the totality of 
nucleosomal DNA. It is based on the restriction enzyme assay developed originally by Wu and Travers44. Briefly, 
eight mutated 32P-end labeled 255 bp 601.2 sequences were used to reconstitute centrally positioned nucleosomes 
(Fig. 2). Within each one of these sequences we introduced a single HaeIII restriction site (designated as d0 to d7, 
where the subscript refers to the number of helical turns from the nucleosome dyad). Note that these restriction 
sites have identical rotational positions with outward-facing minor grooves44. The resulting nucleosomes were 
incubated with an appropriate amount of SWI/SNF (in the presence of ATP) to produce 50–60% of mobilized 
particles (judged by gel-shift, see Figure 2a) and the upper electrophoretic band, containing the remosome frac-
tion, was excised and in gel digested with increasing amounts of HaeIII. The digested DNA was purified from 
the gel and run on an 8% PAGE under denaturing conditions. A similar control experiment was also performed 
(incubating with SWI/SNF in the absence of ATP). The gel was then dried and the product bands were visualized 
by exposure on a Phosphorimager and quantified.

It can be seen (Fig. 2b,c), that the accessibility of the control particles to the restriction enzyme strongly 
decreases from d7 to d0. In fact, d7 and d6 behaved differently compared to the other positions since, even at the 
lowest concentration (0.125 u/µl) of HaeIII, about 50% of d7 were accessible to the enzyme and this accessibility 
increases to 80% at the highest enzyme concentration (8 u/µl). In contrast, the internally located positions (from 

Figure 2. Measurements of the DNA accessibility towards HaeIII along the length of nucleosomal DNA in 
control and SWI/SNF treated nucleosomes with the in gel one pot assay. (a) Schematics of the “in gel one pot 
assay”. (b) Electrophoresis under denaturing conditions of the HaeIII digested DNA of the particles. Left panel, 
HaeIII digestion pattern of control nucleosomes (incubated with SWI/SNF in the absence of ATP): right panel, 
same as left panel, but for nucleosomes treated with SWI/SNF in the presence of ATP although non-mobilized 
nucleosomes. After incubation with 2 units of SWI/SNF at 29 °C for 45 minutes and separation on a 5% native 
PAGE, the control and the non-mobilized nucleosome fractions were digested in the gel with the indicated 
amounts of HaeIII for 5 minutes at 29 °C. The samples were then eluted from the gel slices, DNA was isolated 
and run on an 8% PAGE under denaturing conditions. Lane 11, in gel digested naked DNA with 0.5 u/μl of 
HaeIII. (*) indicates a fragment which corresponds to an additional HaeIII site present only in the d7 fragment 
4 bp away from d7 itself. (c) Quantification of the data presented in (b).
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d4 to d0) were poorly cleaved at any concentration of HaeIII. These results fully agree with the data of Wu and 
Travers44. However, upon nucleosome remodeling the HaeIII accessibility changed dramatically at all positions 
(Fig. 2b,c). The accessibility of d7 decreased relative to the control particles, while that of the other positions 
strongly increased, with the largest change (10–12 fold increases in different experiments) observed at d0. We 
conclude that histone-DNA interactions within the SWI/SNF remosomes are strongly perturbed with the most 
significant modifications occurring in the vicinity of d0, close to the center of the particle. Note that, similar 
HaeIII accessibility profiles were observed with RSC-generated remosomes42.

Regions with HaeIII accessibility similar to that of free DNA are present within the SWI/SNF 
remosomes. The “in gel one pot assay” shows that even at the lowest concentration of HaeIII (0.125 u/μl) the 
HaeIII accessibility of the internal positions (from d0 to d4) is quite high (for example, ∼10% for d0, see Fig. 2c), 
and up to 25% at the highest enzyme concentration (8 u/μl). Thus, there are DNA regions within the remosome 
that are easily cleaved by the enzyme and could well correspond to sites with highly perturbed histone-DNA 
interactions. To test this, we have gel purified the remosomes and the control nucleosomes and carried out HaeIII 
digestion kinetics experiments in solution for both sets of particles (Fig. 3). For the control nucleosomes, the data 
show that the kinetics curves of HaeIII accessibility at each position are smooth and monotonically increasing 
with time. However, for the remosomes, the time-dependent HaeIII cleavage is quite different and the kinetics at 
each position show two well defined parts: an immediate cleavage (time point 1 min), and a relatively slow part 
comparable of that of control nucleosomes. The percentage of immediate cleavage is higher than that of the con-
trol nucleosomes at the same time point (Fig. 3b) with the exception of position d7. The greatest increase occurs 
at d0, where cleavage up to 10–15 fold higher than the control is observed. These data are in agreement with the 
“in gel one pot assay” results and further demonstrate that upon generation of remosomes the histone-DNA 
interactions are severely perturbed and free-DNA like regions are created. Similar behavior was exhibited by RSC 

Figure 3. HaeIII digestion kinetics of control nucleosomes and remosomes in solution. (a) Nucleosomes 
were reconstituted by using the eight 32P-labeled 255 bp 601.2 sequences, each containing a unique HaeIII 
site (see Fig. 2a) and incubated with 2 units of SWI/SNF for 45 minutes at 29 °C. After running of the samples 
on a 5% PAGE, the control nucleosomes (incubated with SWI/SNF in the absence of ATP) and the SWI/
SNF non-mobilized fraction were eluted from the gel in presence of unlabeled 601 nucleosomes. The same 
amount of both types of nucleosomes were digested with 2 u/μl of HaeIII for different times, DNA from control 
nucleosomes (left panel lanes 1–6) and remosomes (right panel lanes 7–12) was isolated, purified and run on an 
8% PAGE under denaturing conditions. The digestion times and the positions of the different restriction sites 
(dn) are indicated. Free DNA eluted in presence of same amount of unlabeled 601 nucleosomes was digested for 
1 minute (Lane 13). (b) Quantification of the data presented in (a). Kinetic curves for HaeIII accessibility are 
shown for non-remodeled nucleosomes (in blue) and remosomes (in red).
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remosomes upon digestion with HaeIII42. Interestingly, it was recently found that another remodeler, INO80, 
was also able to generate intermediate particle with altered nucleosomal DNA accessibility, “reminiscent” to the 
remosome, suggesting INO80’s ability to generate an intermediate with altered DNA accessibility45. However, the 
observed enhanced restriction cutting in these particles, in contrast to the remosomes, was located only at 18 bp 
inside the nucleosome45.

The DNA within SWI/SNF remosomes is strongly perturbed and follows variable paths around 
the histone core. The HaeIII digestion pattern of the SWI/SNF remosomes could be interpreted in at least 
two ways: (i) as the result of a single, structurally deformed particle with varying DNA accessibility within the 
remosome or, (ii) as the result of a multitude of structures, each one exhibiting a distinct, altered DNA organ-
ization. To differentiate between these two possibilities, we have used electron cryo-microscopy (ECM) to 
obtain high-resolution images of the DNA within unfixed and unstained remosomes27,42,46. Briefly, we incubated 
centrally positioned nucleosomes with SWI/SNF in the presence of ATP (under conditions where ∼40% of 
nucleosome mobilization is achieved). An aliquot of the reaction mixture was then vitrified and used for ECM 
visualization. The cryo-electron micrographs (Fig. 4a) clearly show three types of structures: (i) a small amount 
of centrally positioned nucleosomes, which are indistinguishable from the control nucleosomes (Fig. 4a, upper 
panel, the first three micrographs); (ii) normally-shaped, but repositioned nucleosomes (Fig. 4a, upper panel, 
the last two micrographs); (iii) a multitude of different structures that we attribute to remosomes (Fig. 4a, lower 
panel). Typically, the structures in the latter category are larger and more irregular than the control nucleosome 
and are associated with shorter free DNA arms. We conclude that remosomes do not have single, well-defined 
structures, but rather can adopt a wide variety of distinct structures each with a different perturbed DNA organi-
zation. We recall that very similar structures were also observed with RSC-generated remosomes42.

We lastly studied SWI/SNF-generated remodeling products on trinucleosomes reconstituted on a DNA 
fragment containing three successive 601 repeats (Fig. 4b). Consistent with the data from mononucleosomes, 
SWI/SNF action on trinucleosomes again resulted in the generation of remosome-like particles characterized 
by shorter linker DNA and an increase in the particle diameters (Fig. 4b, compare the upper panel representing 
unremodeled trinucleosomes with the lower panel representing remodeled trinucleosomes). Interestingly, within 
one particular trinucleosome template, both remodeled and unremodeled nucleosomes were observed. We also 
observed a small fraction of trinucleosomes complexed with SWI/SNF (Fig. 4c). These particles are consistent 
with a single nucleosome being bound by a single SWI/SNF complex, following the dimensions reported in a 
previous study of this remodeler33. Taken together, these results support the idea that SWI/SNF remodels one 
nucleosome at a time.

ACF nucleosome mobilization does not involve formation of remosomes. The data presented 
above and those described in42 show that SWI/SNF and RSC, remodelers belonging to the same family, both gen-
erate remosomes as part of their reaction mechanism. The question then arises whether remodelers from other 
families also act via remosome formation. We have addressed this question using ACF, a remodeler belonging to 
the ISWI family.

The main characteristic of remosomes is the presence of 30–40 bp of extra DNA loosely associated with the 
histone octamer with an accessibility close to that of free DNA (42 and this work). Does ACF remodeling lead to 
the formation of such particles?

We have reconstituted end-positioned nucleosomes using a 242 bp 601 DNA sequence (see schematics in 
Fig. 5c). We incubated these nucleosomes with increasing amounts of ACF at 29 °C in the presence of ATP and 
then ran the reaction products on a 5% native PAGE (Fig. 5a). In addition to a band with higher electrophoretic 
mobility, incubation with ACF results in the appearance of a band with lower mobility that corresponds to nucle-
osomes that have been repositioned towards the center of the DNA construct. As expected, increasing the amount 
of ACF in the remodeling reaction is paralleled by an increase in the intensity of the lower mobility band (Fig. 5a). 
To map the positions of the nucleosomes in each band, we have eluted the particles from the corresponding gel 
slices (slices 1–6 correspond to the nucleosome fractions co-migrating with the non-remodeled nucleosomes, 
while slice 7 corresponds to the repositioned nucleosomes, Fig. 5a) and digested them with Exo III (Fig. 5b).

Exo III cleavage of the control nucleosomes, untreated with ACF (slice 1), revealed a very strong band, reflect-
ing strongly positioned nucleosomes at 156 bp from the 5′-end of the DNA (Fig. 5b, 1, first lane; see also schemat-
ics in Fig. 5c). Digestion with higher amounts of Exo III led to the appearance of second band at ∼145 bp from 
the 5′-end that originates from exonuclease arrest at roughly 10 bp from the nucleosome end due to very strong 
histone-DNA interactions at this site. In addition to these two bands, the cleavage pattern of the nucleosomes 
eluted from slices 2–6 showed a series of new bands in the upper part of the gel. The highest molecular mass band 
corresponds to a fragment of roughly 240 bp (Fig. 5c, 2–6). These bands were separated by 10 bp intervals and are 
attributed to the generation of ACF repositioned nucleosomes at the 3′-end of the DNA.

The positions detected for these nucleosomes are presented schematically in Fig. 5c, 2–6. As for the particles 
eluted from slice 7 (the lower mobility band), Exo III mapping showed nucleosomes positioned at 10 bp intervals 
on DNA. Note that the majority of the nucleosomes were positioned “inside” the DNA construct, leaving ∼20 bp 
DNA ends essentially free of nucleosomes (Fig. 5b, 7 and schematics, Fig. 5c, 7). In summary, Exo III map-
ping showed that the higher mobility band produced by ACF remodeling contains nucleosome located towards 
the DNA ends, separated by 10 bp intervals, while the lower mobility band contains nucleosomes repositioned 
towards the interior of the DNA fragment (Fig. 5c). In agreement, the DNAseI footprinting pattern of both higher 
mobility and low mobility particles, showed the appearance of new bands (see Supplementary Fig. S1) that reflects 
enhanced DNase I accessibility all along DNA and thus, nucleosome repositioning.

After characterizing the positioning of the ACF remodeling products, we next used the “in gel one pot assay” 
to determine whether the different ACF remodeled particles exhibit regions with high accessibility to HaeIII (a 
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characteristic feature of the remosomes). Briefly, eleven end-positioned nucleosomes containing a unique HaeIII 
site (at positions termed d0 to d10 as above) were reconstituted (see schematics in Fig. 6a) using a 223 bp fragment 
containing the 601 DNA sequence. An equimolar mixture of these nucleosomes was incubated with increasing 
amounts of ACF, the low mobility bands (1–7) and the higher mobility bands (8, 9) were excised and in gel 
digested with 4 units/µl of HaeIII at 29 °C for 5 minutes (Fig. 6b). The digested DNA was run on an 8% denaturing 
PAGE (Fig. 6c) and the percentage cleavage efficiency of HaeIII was quantified (Fig. 6d). We find that the acces-
sibility towards HaeIII of positions d1-d6 for the higher mobility bands 1–7 is very low (less than 5% cleavage) 
and essentially does not change with increasing ACF concentration, while that for d7-d10 it is very high at low 
ACF concentration and decreases with increased ACF concentration, the largest decrease being observed at d7. 
The accessibility of d0 to HaeIII is very low (∼5% cleavage) at low ACF concentration and some increase (up to 
15–20%) is observed for the highest concentration of ACF used.

Figure 4. ECM visualization of remosomes. (a) Centrally positioned mononucleosomes were incubated in 
presence of SWI/SNF and ATP for 30 minutes at 29 °C (under these conditions ~40% of nucleosomes were 
mobilized to the end of the 601 DNA fragment). Upper panel shows nucleosomes that are either unperturbed 
(the first three micrographs) or repositioned (the last two micrographs) to the end of the DNA fragment by the 
action of SWI/SNF. The lower panel presents nucleosomes with altered structure. (b) SWI/SNF is able to alter 
nucleosomes within a trinucleosomal array. The trinucleosomal template was reconstituted on DNA fragment 
containing three repeats of the 601 sequence. The trinucleosomal array was remodeled in presence of SWI/SNF 
as in (a). The upper panel represents unaltered trinucleosomes, while the lower panel represents trinucleosomes 
altered by SWI/SNF. Note that all the nucleosomes can be altered by SWI/SNF (lower panel third column), 
only one nucleosome may remain unaltered (lower panel, second column, indicated by a black arrow), or only 
one nucleosome may be altered (lower panel, first column, indicated by a white arrow head). All the ECM 
micrographs are accompanied with line drawings illustrative of the shape of DNA observed in micrographs. 
(c) The SWI/SNF complex associates with a single nucleosome in a trinucleosomal array. SWI/SNF bound 
nucleosomes are indicated by black arrowheads. The black arrows indicate unaltered nucleosomes. The white 
arrow head indicates an altered, but unbound, nucleosome. Scale bar 50 nm.
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These accessibility results are totally different from those obtained with remosomes (see Figs 2 and 3) and can 
easily be explained based on the Exo III mapping of the nucleosome positions in the different gel mobility bands 
(see Fig. 5) without requiring any ACF-induced alterations in the structure of the nucleosomes. Schematics of the 
presumed positions of the nucleosomes in bands 1–7 are presented on Fig. 6e, 1–7. This shows that positions d1-d6 
are internally located in all populations of ACF repositioned nucleosomes and they are therefore inaccessible to 
HaeIII (c.f. Figs 3 and 4), while positions d7-d10 are internally located only in some populations (with d7 being the 
least exposed) and thus partially accessible to HaeIII. As for the increased HaeIII accessibility at d0, it reflects its 
closer localization towards the nucleosomal ends in the ACF-repositioned nucleosomes (see schematics Fig. 6e, 
1–7). The HaeIII accessibility of the positions in bands 8 and 9 can be also explained by the nucleosome positions 
following reaction with ACF. Indeed, d9 and d10 are located towards the ends of the repositioned nucleosomes, 
while all the other positions are internally located (see Fig. 6, schematics 8–9). We can conclude that no HaeIII 
high accessibility regions are present within the ACF remodeling particles and, therefore, this data does not sup-
port the generation of remosomes by ACF.

The histone octamer of ACF remodeled nucleosomes is associated with ∼150 bp of DNA. If 
ACF were to generate remosome-like particles, the intermediate product(s) of the remodeling reaction, should 
contain 30–40 bp of extra DNA, leading to histone octamers associated with 180–190 bp of DNA (42 and this work).

We have used AFM to search for such particles. AFM allows precise measurement of the length of DNA 
associated with the histone octamer and the position of the histone octamer relative to the DNA ends for single 
nucleosomes28,42. We have analyzed thousands of AFM images for both control and ACF-treated nucleosomes 
using specially developed image-processing software (see Materials & Methods section for details). Note that 
our AFM images showed very few nucleosomes associated with ACF (we however worked under sub-saturation 
conditions, with at most one ACF complex per 10–20 nucleosomes).

The data are presented as 2D ΔL/LC maps, where ΔL is the position of the nucleosome relative to the free 
ends of DNA and LC is the length of DNA complexed with the histone octamer (Fig. 7a). In these AFM stud-
ies, the length of DNA used for reconstitution of centrally positioned nucleosomes was 311 bp28,42. For the 2D 
ΔL/LC maps, LC was calculated as LC = Lt − L+ − L−, where Lt is the total length of the 601-containing DNA 
used for reconstitution, and ΔL/2 = (L+ − L−)/2. The results show that the control nucleosomes in the 2D maps 
were characterized by LC ∼150 bp, a result in good agreement with the biochemical characterization (Fig. 7b-left 

Figure 5. Exonuclease III mapping. (a) End-positioned nucleosomes were reconstituted on a32 P-labeled 242 bp 
601 DNA sequence and incubated with increasing amounts of ACF. The reaction mixtures were then run on a 
5% PAGE under native conditions, the bands corresponding to the higher mobility fractions (1–6) and to the 
lower mobility one (fraction 7) were excised from the gel and eluted. The gel eluted particles were next digested 
with 0.08 u/μl of Exo III for 1 and 2 minutes at 37 °C and the DNA was then purified (see schematics at the 
left part of the panel). (b) Determination of the nucleosome positions in the ACF remodeled particles. DNA, 
purified from the remodeled by ACF and Exo III cleaved particles was run on 8% PAGE under denaturing 
conditions. (M) and (M’), DNA size markers. The lengths of some of the markers (in nucleotides, nt) are noted 
on the right part of the figure. Left, schematic presentation of the position of the control, end-positioned 
nucleosome. (c) Schematics of the positions (relative to the DNA ends) of the control particles, not treated with 
ACF (1), the ACF remodeled particles with no changes in their electrophoretic mobility (fractions 2–6), and the 
particles with lower mobility (7). The single position of the control particle is shown in red, the positions of the 
mobilized particles from fractions 2–6 are in blue, and those within fraction 7 are in green.
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Figure 6. Time course of HaeIII acessibility of ACF-remodeled nucleosomes in solution. (a) Schematics of the 
reconstituted nucleosomes. Eleven different 32P-end-labeled mutated 223 bp 601.2 DNA sequences were used 
to reconstitute end-positioned nucleosomes (each one of the sequences bears a unique HaeIII restriction site, 
designated d0 to d10, where the number indicates their position in helical turns from the dyad). (see schematics 
presented in (a) and in Fig. 2a). (b) An equimolar mixture of the 11 end-positioned nucleosomes was incubated 
with increasing amounts of ACF in the presence of ATP. The reaction mixtures were then separated on a 5% 
PAGE under native conditions. Then the lower bands (containing the particles with non-modified mobility) 
as well as the upper bands (containing the particles with modified, lower mobility) were excised from the gel 
and the particles were eluted from the gel slices. The eluted samples were digested with 4 units/μl of HaeIII for 
5 minutes. The digested DNA was run on an 8% PAGE under denaturing conditions (c). (d) Quantification of 
the data presented in (c). After exposure of the dried gel, HaeIII digestion product bands for each restriction site 
the respective particle were quantified and expressed as a percentage of cut fraction in function of the amount 
of ACF used for remodeling; blues, fractions 1–7; green, fractions 8–9. (e) Upper panel, schematics of the Exo 
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panel). The ACF-treated particles led to completely different 2D maps (Fig. 7b-right panel). The different particles 
measured had a constant LC of ∼150 bp and values of ΔL/2 varying in the range ∼0–60 bp. These results demon-
strate that: (i) no particles with more than ∼150 bp DNA associated with the histone octamer are present in the 
ACF remodeling reaction mixture and, (ii) ACF is able to mobilize a centrally-positioned nucleosome to within 
roughly 20 bp from the DNA ends. These results are in agreement with the biochemical experiments (Figs 5 and 6)  
and rule out remosome generation during ACF remodeling.

Discussion
In this work we have made a detailed comparison of the type and structure of the products of nucleosome 
remodeling by SWI/SNF and ACF using high-resolution microscopy methods combined with novel biochemical 
approaches.

We find that, in addition to mobilized nucleosomes, SWI/SNF generates a multitude of nucleosome-like particles 
that we have termed remosomes. Our earlier AFM data showed that these particles are associated with ∼180 bp of 
DNA, instead of 147 bp as in standard nucleosomes43. The “in gel one pot assay” shows that the histone-DNA inter-
actions within remosomes are markedly perturbed. The DNase I footprinting pattern of the remosomes is clearly 
different from that of standard nucleosomes and is closer to that of free DNA. Electron cryo-microscopy visualiza-
tion of the remosomes shows that they are larger than standard nucleosomes and also that they adopt a variety of 
different structures. Each remosome has an irregular DNA path, which varies from one remosome to the next. The 
presence of HaeIII immediate cleavage regions within the remosomal DNA is in accord with major DNA path per-
turbations occurring at various positions around the histone core. Recently, we have reported that the RSC induced 
mobilization of nucleosomes requires the generation of remosomes42. These remosomes exhibited very similar 
properties to those found with SWI/SNF42. We thus conclude that remosome generation appears to be a common 
feature of the SWI/SNF family of remodelers. However, this conclusion does not necessarily apply to other fami-
lies. Indeed, we have shown here that the ACF remodeler, a member of the ISWI family, only leads to nucleosome 
repositioning and no evidence was found for particles associated with extra DNA, or with perturbed DNA paths.

We finally remark that the generation of remosomes by the SWI/SNF family could be important well beyond 
the process of chromatin remodeling. If remosomes can be generated with relatively little energy and can remain 
stable outside remodeling complexes, then they would affect chromatin structure and local DNA accessibility. 
This in turn could have a significant impact on a variety of processes within the cell nucleus including DNA 
repair, transcription and recombination.

Materials and Methods
Note. For all figures containing images of gels the original full size untreated gel images are presented in the 
Supplementary Fig. S2.

DNA fragments. The 255, 311 and 242 bp 601.1 fragments used for reconstitution of centrally and end posi-
tioned nucleosomes respectively, were PCR amplified from pGEM-3Z-601 plasmid (Kindly provided by Dr. J. 
Widom and Dr. B. Bartholomew). DNA probes were 5′ labeled by using 32P labeled primers in the PCR reactions. 
DNA fragments for performing ‘One pot assay’ were PCR amplified from a set of mutant 601.2 sequences, each 
containing a unique HaeIII site at different superhelical locations. For SWI/SNF assays, a 281 bp DNA fragment 
was PCR amplified and digested with SphI to yield a 255 bp fragment with 57 and 51 bp linkers respectively 
(described in42). For ‘One pot assays’ on ACF remodeled nucleosomes, a 223 bp fragment was PCR amplified 
which positions histone octamer at one end of the DNA. The trinucleosome DNA for electron cryo-microscopy 
was purified as described earlier47.

Proteins and nucleosome reconstitutions. Recombinant Xenopus laevis full length histones were 
expressed and purified from E. coli strain BL21(DE3) as described48. S. cerevisae SWI/SNF complex was purified 
by standard methods. Expression and purification of ACF was performed as described previously49. Nucleosome 
reconstitutions were performed by salt dialysis method as described in50. For experiments with radiolabeled DNA 
substrates 100 ng of 32P end labeled DNAs were mixed with 2.4 µg of unlabeled low affinity chicken erythrocyte 
DNA and used for reconstitution.

Nucleosome remodeling reactions. Remodeling reactions were performed with 150 fmol of nucle-
osomes in remodeling buffer (RB) 10 mM Tris pH 7.4, 5% glycerol, 1 mM rATP, 2.5 mM MgCl2, 1 mM DTT, 100 
μg/ml BSA, 50 mM NaCl, 0.01% NP40) in a volume of 7.5 μl at 29 °C. For sake of convenience, SWI/SNF amounts 
are expressed in units. The SWI/SNF and ACF units were defined as described before51. However, under the 
experimental conditions described nucleosomes were always in 10–15 molar excess with respect to SWI/SNF or 
ACF concentration even under the highest concentration of remodelers used.

DNase I footprinting assay. The remodeling reaction was performed in remodeling buffer in a volume 
of 7.5 µl at 29 °C for 50 min. The control reactions did not receive ATP. 450 fmol (control reactions) or 900 fmol 
(remodeling reactions) of nucleosomes reconstituted on 32P- end labelled 255 bp 601.2 DNA were incubated with 
the amount of SWI/SNF sufficient to mobilize ~50% of the nucleosomes. Reactions were stopped by addition of 

III mapped positions (relative to the DNA ends) of the nucleosomes within fractions 1–7 which exhibit non-
modified (high) electrophoretic mobility; the position of the control particle, not treated with ACF is shown 
in red. Lower panel, same as the upper panel, but for the Exo III identified positions of the nucleosomes from 
fractions 8 and 9, showing modified, lower electrophoretic mobility.
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0.03 units of Apyrase and 3 µg of plasmid DNA. Reaction products were divided into three equal aliquots and 
increasing amounts of DNase I (0.6, 0.12, 0.25 units for control nucleosomes; 0.12, 0.25 and 0.5 units for remod-
eled nucleosomes respectively) were added to remodeled or control nucleosomes. EDTA was added to 20 mM to 
stop the DNase I cleavage. Unmobilized and mobilized fractions were resolved on native PAGE (29:1) in 0.25X 
TBE. Bands, corresponding to unremodeled, remodeled-unmobilized and mobilized nucleosomes were excised 
from the gel, DNA was eluted, filtered, deproteinized through phenol:chloroform treatment, precipitated and run 
on 8% denaturing PAGE.

One pot Restriction enzyme assays. In gel one pot assays were performed essentially as described in42. 
For one pot restriction enzyme assay on gel eluted nucleosomes, centrally positioned 150 fmol or 300 fmol of 
601.2 nucleosomes (for unremodeled and remodeled experimental sets respectively) were incubated with SWI/
SNF in the remodeling reaction as described above. Reaction products were separated on a 5% native polyacryla-
mide gel. Bands corresponding to unmobilized fractions (unremodeled as well as remodeled) were excised and 
nucleosome particles were eluted in 80 μl elution buffer containing Tris 10 mM pH7.4, 0.25 mM EDTA and 10 mM 
NaCl, at 4 °C for 3 hours with gentle shaking. Elution buffer contained ~50 nM of cold 255 bp 601.1 nucleosomes 
for the stability of eluted nucleosomes. Eluted nucleosomes were filtered, concentrated using 100 kDa cutoff spin 
filters and adjusted to buffer restriction digestion conditions (10 mM Tris pH 7.6, 10 mM MgCl2, 50 mM NaCl, 
1 mM DTT and 100 μg/ml BSA). HaeIII was added to 2 u/µl and the reaction was allowed to proceed at 29 °C. 
At indicated time points, aliquots were taken and the reaction was stopped by addition of 0.1% SDS and 20 mM 
EDTA. DNA was extracted through phenol:chloroform, precipitated and run on 8% denaturing PAGE. Gels were 
dried, autoradiographed, scanned on phosphorimager and quantified using Multi Gauge software (Fuji).

Exonuclease mapping. In order to map the nucleosome positioning of the ACF treated nucleosomes we 
titrated the 5′ labeled 242 bp end positioned 601 nucleosomes with increasing amounts of ACF. The reaction 
products were run in a 5% native PAGE. Fast migrating band corresponding to control nucleosome and ACF 
treated particles (control like fast migrating and slow migrating bands) were excised from the gel and soaked 
in 100 μl of buffer containing 10 mM Tris pH 7.6, 10 mM NaCl, 0.25 mM EDTA, 100 μg/ml BSA and 3.5 μg/ml 
cold reconstituted nucleosomes. The samples were let to elute on shaker for 3 hours at 4 °C. Eluted samples were 
filtered and concentrated to 40 μl. MgCl2 and Exonuclease III were then added to a final concentration of 2.5 mM 
and 80 u/ml respectively. Aliquots were taken and reaction stopped at 1 and 2 minutes by stop buffer (0.1% SDS, 
25 mM EDTA). DNA from the samples was extracted by phenol chloroform ethanol precipitation and run on an 
8% denaturing gel.

High-resolution Microscopy. For the AFM imaging, the nucleosomes were immobilized onto APTES-mica 
surfaces, imaged and analyzed as described previously43. DNA complexed length (LC) and position (ΔL) distri-
butions were constructed as described in42. Nucleosomes samples for electron cryo-microscopy were prepared 
as described42,52.

Data Availability
No datasets were generated or analyzed during the current study.

References
 1. van Holde, K. Chromatin. (Springer-Verlag KG, Berlin, Germany, 1988).
 2. Arents, G., Burlingame, R. W., Wang, B.-C., Love, W. E. & Moudrianakis, E. N. The nucleosomal core histone octamer at 3.1 A 

resolution: A tripartite protein assembly and a left-handed superhelix. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 88, 10148–10152 (1991).
 3. Luger, K., Mäder, A. W., Richmond, R. K., Sargent, D. F. & Richmond, T. J. Crystal structure of the nucleosome core particle at 2.8 A 

resolution. Nature 389, 251–260 (1997).

Figure 7. The ACF-remodeled nucleosomes are associated with ~150 bp of DNA. (a) Enlarged view of an AFM 
topography image of a centrally positioned nucleosome and schematics of the analysis. (b) Two-dimensional 
histogram LC/ΔL representing the complexed length of DNA LC versus the nucleosome position ΔL. Left panel: 
nucleosomes incubated for 45 minutes at 30 °C in the absence of ACF (N = 1287 particles analyzed). Right 
panel: nucleosomes incubated with ACF (N = 4739 particles analyzed).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-50572-8


1 2Scientific RepoRtS |         (2019) 9:14212  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-50572-8

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

 4. Dimitrov, S. I., Russanova, V. R. & Pashev, I. G. The globular domain of histone H5 is internally located in the 30 nm chromatin fiber: 
an immunochemical study. Embo J 6, 2387–2392 (1987).

 5. Syed, S. H. et al. Single-base resolution mapping of H1-nucleosome interactions and 3D organization of the nucleosome. Proc Natl 
Acad Sci USA 107, 9620–9625 (2010).

 6. Thoma, F., Koller, T. & Klug, A. Involvement of histone H1 in the organization of the nucleosome and of the salt-dependent 
superstructures of chromatin. J Cell Biol 83, 403–427 (1979).

 7. Makarov, V. L., Dimitrov, S. I., Tsaneva, I. R. & Pashev, I. G. The role of histone H1 and non-structured domains of core histones in 
maintaining the orientation of nucleosomes within the chromatin fiber. Biochem Biophys Res Commun 122, 1021–1027 (1984).

 8. Hayes, J. J. & Hansen, J. C. Nucleosomes and the chromatin fiber. Curr Opin Genet Dev 11, 124–129 (2001).
 9. Stefanovsky, V., Dimitrov, S. I., Russanova, V. R., Angelov, D. & Pashev, I. G. Laser-induced crosslinking of histones to DNA in 

chromatin and core particles: implications in studying histone-DNA interactions. Nucleic Acids Res 17, 10069–10081 (1989).
 10. de la Barre, A. E., Angelov, D., Molla, A. & Dimitrov, S. The N-terminus of histone H2B, but not that of histone H3 or its 

phosphorylation, is essential for chromosome condensation. Embo J 20, 6383–6393 (2001).
 11. Scrittori, L. et al. pEg2 aurora-A kinase, histone H3 phosphorylation, and chromosome assembly in Xenopus egg extract. J Biol 

Chem 276, 30002–30010 (2001).
 12. Beato, M. & Eisfeld, K. Transcription factor access to chromatin. Nucleic Acids Research 25, 3559–3563 (1997).
 13. Strahl, B. D. & Allis, C. D. The language of covalent histone modifications. Nature 403, 41–45 (2000).
 14. Boulard, M., Bouvet, P., Kundu, T. K. & Dimitrov, S. Histone variant nucleosomes: structure, function and implication in disease. 

Subcell Biochem 41, 71–89 (2007).
 15. Becker, P. B. Nucleosome sliding: facts and fiction. Embo J 21, 4749–4753 (2002).
 16. Clapier, C. R. & Cairns, B. R. The Biology of Chromatin Remodeling Complexes. Annu. Rev. Biochem. 78, 273–304 (2009).
 17. Peterson, C. L. & Workman, J. L. Promoter targeting and chromatin remodeling by the SWI/SNF complex. Current Opinion in 

Genetics & Development 10, 187–192 (2000).
 18. Langst, G. & Becker, P. B. Nucleosome mobilization and positioning by ISWI-containing chromatin-remodeling factors. J. Cell 

Science 114, 2561–2568 (2001).
 19. Havas, K., Whitehouse, I. & Owen-Hughes, T. ATP-dependent chromatin remodeling activities. Cell Mol Life Sci 58, 673–682 (2001).
 20. Gangaraju, V. K. & Bartholomew, B. Mechanisms of ATP dependent chromatin remodeling. Mutat Res 618, 3–17 (2007).
 21. Langst, G., Bonte, E. J., Corona, D. F. & Becker, P. B. Nucleosome movement by CHRAC and ISWI without disruption or trans- 

displacement of the histone octamer. Cell 97, 843–852 (1999).
 22. Côté, J., Peterson, C. L. & Workman, J. L. Perturbation of nucleosome core structure by the SWI/SNF complex persists after its 

detachement, enhancing subsequent transcription factor binding. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 95, 4947–4952 (1998).
 23. Lorch, Y., Zhang, M. & Kornberg, R. D. Histone octamer transfer by a chromatin-remodeling complex. Cell 96, 389–392 (1999).
 24. Montel, F. et al. RSC remodeling of oligo-nucleosomes: an atomic force microscopy study. Nucleic Acids Research 39, 2571–2579 

(2011).
 25. Mizuguchi, G. et al. ATP-driven exchange of histone H2AZ variant catalyzed by SWR1 chromatin remodeling complex. Science 303, 

343–348 (2004).
 26. Angelov, D. et al. SWI/SNF remodeling and p300-dependent transcription of histone variant H2ABbd nucleosomal arrays. Embo J 

23, 3815–3824 (2004).
 27. Doyen, C. M. et al. Dissection of the unusual structural and functional properties of the variant H2A.Bbd nucleosome. EMBO J 25, 

4234–4244 (2006).
 28. Shukla, M. S. et al. The docking domain of histone H2A is required for H1 binding and RSC-mediated nucleosome remodeling. 

Nucleic Acids Research 39, 2559–2570 (2011).
 29. Peterson, C. L. & Herskowitz, I. Characterization of the yeast SWI1, SWI2, and SWI3 genes, which encode a global activator of 

transcription. Cell 68, 573–583 (1992).
 30. Chai, B., Huang, J., Cairns, B. R. & Laurent, B. C. Distinct roles for the RSC and Swi/Snf ATP-dependent chromatin remodelers in 

DNA double-strand break repair. Genes Dev 19, 1656–1661 (2005).
 31. Batsche, E., Yaniv, M. & Muchardt, C. The human SWI/SNF subunit Brm is a regulator of alternative splicing. Nat Struct Mol Biol 13, 

22–29 (2006).
 32. Dror, V. & Winston, F. The Swi/Snf chromatin remodeling complex is required for ribosomal DNA and telomeric silencing in 

Saccharomyces cerevisiae. Mol Cell Biol 24, 8227–8235 (2004).
 33. Smith, C. L., Horowitz-Scherer, R., Flanagan, J. F., Woodcock, C. L. & Peterson, C. L. Structural analysis of the yeast SWI/SNF 

chromatin remodeling complex. Nat Struct Biol 10, 141–145 (2003).
 34. Chaban, Y. et al. Structure of a RSC-nucleosome complex and insights into chromatin remodeling. Nature Structural & Molecular 

Biology 15, 1272–1277 (2008).
 35. Fyodorov, D. V., Blower, M. D., Karpen, G. H. & Kadonaga, J. T. Acf1 confers unique activities to ACF/CHRAC and promotes the 

formation rather than disruption of chromatin in vivo. Genes & Development 18, 170–183 (2004).
 36. Ito, T., Bulger, M., Pazin, M. J., Kobayashi, R. & Kadonaga, J. T. ACF, an ISWI-containing and ATP-utilizing chromatin assembly and 

remodeling factor. Cell 90, 145–155 (1997).
 37. Fazzio, T. G. et al. Widespread collaboration of Isw2 and Sin3-Rpd3 chromatin remodeling complexes in transcriptional repression. 

Mol Cell Biol 21, 6450–6460 (2001).
 38. Lusser, A., Urwin, D. L. & Kadonaga, J. T. Distinct activities of CHD1 and ACF in ATP-dependent chromatin assembly. Nature 

Structural & Molecular Biology 12, 160–166 (2005).
 39. Ito, T., Bulger, M., Kobayashi, R. & Kadonaga, J. T. Drosophila NAP-1 is a core histone chaperone that functions in ATP-facilitated 

assembly of regularly spaced nucleosomal arrays. Mol Cell Biol 16, 3112–3124 (1996).
 40. Yang, J. G., Madrid, T. S., Sevastopoulos, E. & Narlikar, G. J. The chromatin-remodeling enzyme ACF is an ATP-dependent DNA 

length sensor that regulates nucleosome spacing. Nat Struct Mol Biol 13, 1078–1083 (2006).
 41. Zhang, Y. et al. DNA translocation and loop formation mechanism of chromatin remodeling by SWI/SNF and RSC. Mol Cell 24, 

559–568 (2006).
 42. Shukla, M. S. et al. Remosomes: RSC generated non-mobilized particles with approximately 180 bp DNA loosely associated with the 

histone octamer. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 107, 1936–1941 (2010).
 43. Montel, F., Fontaine, E., St-Jean, P., Castelnovo, M. & Faivre-Moskalenko, C. Atomic force microscopy imaging of SWI/SNF action: 

Mapping the nucleosome remodeling and sliding. Biophysical Journal 93, 566–578 (2007).
 44. Wu, C. & Travers, A. A ‘one-pot’ assay for the accessibility of DNA in a nucleosome core particle. Nucleic Acids Res 32, e122 (2004).
 45. Zhou, C. Y. et al. The Yeast INO80 Complex Operates as a Tunable DNA Length-Sensitive Switch to Regulate Nucleosome Sliding. 

Mol Cell 69, 677–688 e679 (2018).
 46. Angelov, D. et al. The histone octamer is invisible when NF-kappaB binds to the nucleosome. J Biol Chem 279, 42374–42382 (2004).
 47. Syed, S. H. et al. The incorporation of the novel histone variant H2AL2 confers unusual structural and functional properties of the 

nucleosome. Nucleic Acids Research 37, 4684–4695 (2009).
 48. Luger, K., Rechsteiner, T. J. & Richmond, T. J. Expression and purification of recombinant histones and nucleosome reconstitution. 

Methods Mol. Biol. 119, 1–16 (1999).
 49. Duband-Goulet, I., Ouararhni, K. & Hamiche, A. Methods for chromatin assembly and remodeling. Methods 33, 12–17 (2004).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-50572-8


13Scientific RepoRtS |         (2019) 9:14212  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-50572-8

www.nature.com/scientificreportswww.nature.com/scientificreports/

 50. Mutskov, V. et al. Persistent interactions of core histone tails with nucleosomal DNA following acetylation and transcription factor 
binding. Mol Cell Biol 18, 6293–6304 (1998).

 51. Angelov, D. et al. Nucleolin is a histone chaperone with FACT-like activity and assists remodeling of nucleosomes. EMBO J 25, 
1669–1679 (2006).

 52. Dubochet, J. et al. Cryo-electron microscopy of vitrified specimens. Q Rev Biophys 21, 129–228 (1988).

Acknowledgements
This work was supported by the Agence Nationale pour la Recherche (ANR-10-LABX-0030, ANR-12-BSV5–0017, 
ANR-14-CE09-0019, ANR-16-CE12-0013, ANR-17-CE11-0019 and ANR-18-CE12-00XX), La Ligue Nationale 
contre le Cancer [Equipe labellisée (A.H.) USIAS (2015-42)], Fondation pour la Recherche Médicale (FRM, 
“Epigénétique et Stabilité du Genome” Program), Institut National du Cancer, Association pour la Recherche sur 
le Cancer, Inserm, CNRS, Strasbourg University, and Université Grenoble Alpes. JB acknowledges institutional 
support (Progres Q25) from Charles University.

Author contributions
J.B., M.S., A.H., S.D., D.A. and A.T. coordinated the project. S.H.S., M.S., R.B., E.B.S., S.N., L.R. and D.D. 
performed the molecular biology and biochemistry experiment. C.M. has carried out the AFM experiments. S.D. 
wrote the manuscript with input from all authors.

Additional information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-50572-8.
Competing Interests: The authors declare no competing interests.
Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2019

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-50572-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-50572-8
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Generation of Remosomes by the SWI/SNF Chromatin Remodeler Family
	Results
	DNase I footprinting and restriction enzyme accessibility of the products of the SWI/SNF remodeling reaction. 
	Regions with HaeIII accessibility similar to that of free DNA are present within the SWI/SNF remosomes. 
	The DNA within SWI/SNF remosomes is strongly perturbed and follows variable paths around the histone core. 
	ACF nucleosome mobilization does not involve formation of remosomes. 
	The histone octamer of ACF remodeled nucleosomes is associated with ∼150 bp of DNA. 

	Discussion
	Materials and Methods
	Note. 
	DNA fragments. 
	Proteins and nucleosome reconstitutions. 
	Nucleosome remodeling reactions. 
	DNase I footprinting assay. 
	One pot Restriction enzyme assays. 
	Exonuclease mapping. 
	High-resolution Microscopy. 

	Acknowledgements
	Figure 1 DNase I footprinting analysis shows that nucleosome treatment with SWI/SNF results in nucleosome remodeling prior to their mobilization.
	Figure 2 Measurements of the DNA accessibility towards HaeIII along the length of nucleosomal DNA in control and SWI/SNF treated nucleosomes with the in gel one pot assay.
	Figure 3 HaeIII digestion kinetics of control nucleosomes and remosomes in solution.
	Figure 4 ECM visualization of remosomes.
	Figure 5 Exonuclease III mapping.
	Figure 6 Time course of HaeIII acessibility of ACF-remodeled nucleosomes in solution.
	Figure 7 The ACF-remodeled nucleosomes are associated with ~150 bp of DNA.




