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NMR is an essential technique for obtaining information at atomic resolution on the structure, motions
and interactions of biomolecules. Here, we review the contribution of NMR to our understanding of
the fundamental unit of chromatin: the nucleosome. Nucleosomes compact the genome by wrapping
the DNA around a protein core, the histone octamer, thereby protecting genomic integrity. Crucially,
the imposed barrier also allows strict regulation of gene expression, DNA replication and DNA repair pro-
cesses through an intricate system of histone and DNA modifications and a wide range of interactions
between nucleosomes and chromatin factors. In this review, we describe how NMR has contributed to
deciphering the molecular basis of nucleosome function. Starting from pioneering studies in the 1960s
using natural abundance NMR studies, we focus on the progress in sample preparation and NMRmethod-
ology that has allowed high-resolution studies on the nucleosome and its subunits. We summarize the
results and approaches of state-of-the-art NMR studies on nucleosomal DNA, histone complexes, nucle-
osomes and nucleosomal arrays. These studies highlight the particular strength of NMR in studying
nucleosome dynamics and nucleosome-protein interactions. Finally, we look ahead to exciting new pos-
sibilities that will be afforded by on-going developments in solution and solid-state NMR. By increasing
both the depth and breadth of nucleosome NMR studies, it will be possible to offer a unique perspective
on the dynamic landscape of nucleosomes and its interacting proteins.

� 2019 The Authors. Published by Elsevier B.V. This is an open access article under the CC BY-NC-ND
license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/).
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1. Introduction

To understand the molecular basis of life requires intimate
knowledge of the structures and motions of biomolecules, as well
as the interactions between them. NMR has proven to be uniquely
and extremely sensitive to these three fundamental aspects of bio-
molecules and has thus become a powerful tool in structural biol-
ogy. NMR has made key contributions in diverse areas of structural
biology ranging from protein-protein interactions, protein-RNA
complexes and protein folding to membrane proteins [1–8]. Focus-
ing on the cell nucleus, NMR has been instrumental in advancing
our understanding of protein-DNA interactions that control gene
transcription [9]. Here, we focus on the packaging of DNA into
chromatin, which represents one of the most fundamental layers
of cell biology. Chromatin provides the required structural com-
paction of DNA to fit in the nucleus and plays crucial roles in con-
trolling cell fate and protecting genome integrity. Chromatin
function ultimately depends on the nucleosome, its repeating unit,
and thus on the structural and dynamical properties of the nucle-
osome and its interactions with a wide range of chromatin factors.

The high-resolution structure of the nucleosome was solved by
crystallography over 20 years ago [10], offering the first detailed
insights into its molecular organization. Ever since, many struc-
tures of nucleosomes have been solved, mostly using different his-
tone species, mutants or complexes with small molecules.
Essentially the same nucleosome structure has been found in every
case. Yet, it is clear that there is a wide and dynamic ‘nucleosome
landscape’: nucleosomes vary in DNA sequence, histone protein
composition, as well as epigenetic status, as defined by the cova-
lent modifications attached to DNA and histone proteins. To cap-
ture this diversity and sample the complete landscape is a major
challenge. When including the many possible nucleosome-
protein interactions in this conformational landscape, the chal-
lenge is only exacerbated, and this is reflected in the very few
structures of nucleosome-protein complexes that have been
solved. Moreover, ever since the demonstration that nucleosomes
are inherently dynamic assemblies [11] and contain highly disor-
dered histone tails [12], it remains a key question how nucleosome
dynamics and the presence of such flexible parts contribute to
nucleosome assembly or disassembly, the binding of chromatin
factors, and the remodeling of chromatin structure. Finally, nucle-
osomes are organized in a higher-order chromatin structure, in
which they interact with each other and linker histones in a yet
unknown and dynamic manner, further expanding the conforma-
tional landscape of nucleosomes.

Here, we review the ways in which NMR has met and overcome
the challenges in characterizing the structure, dynamics and inter-
actions of nucleosomes. After a brief overview of nucleosome
structure and function, we survey the pioneering NMR studies
starting in the late sixties of the last century. We then describe
the state-of-the-art solution and solid-state NMR (ssNMR) meth-
ods that have enabled the high-resolution study of the nucleosome
by NMR, and outline the required isotope labeling and sample
preparation. The two penultimate sections focus on the application
of NMR in studies of the nucleosome and nucleosome-protein
interactions. Concluding our review, we will look forward to the
exciting opportunities that lie ahead to capture the dynamic nucle-
osome landscape by NMR.

2. Overview of nucleosome structure and function

Nucleosomes act as the genome’s guardian, protecting its integ-
rity by wrapping the DNA around histone octamers and compact-
ing it into higher order chromatin. At the same time, they act as
gate keepers by regulating the binding of proteins that carry out
DNA-templated processes like transcription, replication and repair.
Tight regulation of these fundamental processes is imposed
through the structural conformation and modification state of
nucleosomes, and is essential for a healthy cell.

The nucleosome core particle (NCP) consists of two copies of
histones H2A, H2B, H3 and H4 and accommodates �147 bp of
DNA, wrapped in 1.6 left-handed superhelical turns around the
histone octamer (Fig. 1, top left) [10]. This 200 kDa assembly has
an approximate disk-like shape with a pseudo-twofold symmetry
axis, the dyad, going through the central base pair of the DNA. NCPs
that include a varying length of linker DNA are called nucleosomes,
whereas binding of the linker histone H1 to the linker DNA forms a
chromatosome [13].

The core histones each consist of a long a helix, enclosed by two
shorter ones, and a flexible, lysine-rich N-terminal tail (Fig. 1). The
histones fold into H2A-H2B and H3-H4 heterodimers forming the
so-called ‘handshake motif’ through extensive hydrophobic inter-
actions between their histone fold domains. H3-H4 dimers form
a tetramer and associate with two H2A-H2B dimers to complete
the histone octamer. The DNA around it is held in place primarily
by histone arginine side chains that penetrate into the DNA minor
groove approximately every helical turn, forming three contact
points per histone dimer. As extreme bending of the helix is
required at these minor grooves, AT base pairs are more easily
accommodated there than the more rigid GC base pairs. A
sequence with appropriately alternating AT- and GC-rich regions
will therefore enforce formation of a nucleosome with a well-
defined position. This is the basis of so-called strong-positioning
sequences like the Widom 601 sequence [14] that are frequently
used for in vitro nucleosome reconstitution.

Nucleosomes are the crucial binding platforms for a large vari-
ety of proteins and protein complexes that control chromatin biol-
ogy and define the functional state of chromatin (Fig. 1, bottom).



Fig. 1. Hierarchical view of nucleosome and chromatin organization. Histone, histone dimer and nucleosome structures are depicted in cartoon representation in the top left
corner, showing histone H3 in blue, H4 in green, H2A in yellow, H2B in red and the DNA in grey. The dyad base pair is indicated by the arrow. The bottom of the figure shows
schematically the different modifications and interactions of nucleosomes. The right side of the figure illustrates the compaction into higher order chromatin structures
within the cell nucleus.
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These include architectural proteins, such as the abundant nucleo-
somal high mobility group proteins (HMGNs) [15], pioneer tran-
scription factors, i.e. those that are capable of binding target DNA
sites that are embedded in a nucleosome [16], and an array of his-
tone modifying enzymes that install or remove post-translational
modifications (PTMs) [17,18]. These modifications, which can
loosely be referred to as epigenetic marks, can have a direct effect
on nucleosome stability or chromatin structure. Many such marks
serve to recruit chromatin factors to a distinct genomic location.
This recruitment relies on the specific binding of dedicated ‘reader’
domains to the modification, or a specific combination of modifica-
tions. In addition, an important class of proteins can remodel
nucleosome and chromatin structure. Chromatin remodeling
enzymes convert the energy of ATP to move nucleosomes along
the DNA [19,20], while histone chaperones guide the assembly
and disassembly of nucleosomes, and the incorporation of histone
variants. These non-canonical histones have slightly different
properties from their canonical counterparts, changing the struc-
ture or stability of the nucleosomes [21,22].

The tremendous breadth of the nucleosome interaction land-
scape is highlighted by a recent mass spectrometry-based survey
that identified hundreds of protein-nucleosome interactions based
on in situ crosslinking experiments [23]. Nucleosome-binding pro-
teins can bind to the histone tails, the DNA, and also the nucleo-
some core. Several proteins have been identified that use a single
arginine to anchor to the so-called acidic patch, formed by residues
from histone H2A and H2B on the core surface of the octamer
[24,25] (Fig. 1). Importantly, it is more and more appreciated that
many proteins interacting with the nucleosome bind to multiple
regions simultaneously, including the nucleosomal DNA, increas-
ing their binding affinity and specificity in the nucleosomal
context.

On a larger scale, nucleosomes interacting with each other facil-
itate the assembly into higher order chromatin structures (Fig. 1,
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top right). These structures can include chromatin loops, such as
CTCF stabilized loops from an enhancer to a promoter [26], and
highly condensed fiber structures [27]. Chromosomes in addition
have an internal structure, referred to as topologically associated
domains (TADs) consisting of regions within the chromosome that
are often in close contact [28]. In addition, phase-separation mech-
anisms could play a role in chromatin organization, exemplified by
the formation of heterochromatin droplets in the presence of phos-
phorylated heterochromatin protein 1a (HP1a) [29]. The largest
structural assemblies within the nucleus are chromosome territo-
ries, which have changeable boundaries and are separated by
interchromatin compartments [30].
3. Pioneering NMR studies on the nucleosome

Soon after the discovery of histones and nucleosomes as build-
ing blocks of chromatin (see Table 1 for an overview of the historic
milestones in structural studies of chromatin), NMR was applied to
probe their conformational landscape. The earliest studies used
histones purified from chicken erythrocytes or calf thymus chro-
matin by acid and ethanol fractionation [31–33]. Later, it became
possible to isolate native histone dimer and tetramer complexes
from ‘chromatin gel’ by protamine replacement of the histones in
combination with size exclusion chromatography under non-
denaturing conditions [34,35]. Nucleosome core particles could
be obtained by micrococcal nuclease (MNase) digestion of isolated
chromatin [36]. The samples obtained were obviously inhomoge-
neous, due to varying DNA sequences, presence of histone variants
and PTMs, and possibly associated proteins such as linker histones.
As isotope labeling of these materials was not possible, studies
were limited to natural abundance NMR experiments, observing
1H, 31P, or 13C nuclei.
3.1. Revealing the nature of histones

Histone proteins were discovered in goose blood cells by
Albrecht Kossel in 1884 [37]. They were characterized as a very
diverse group of proteins rich in basic residues and likely involved
in gene regulation. In 1965, fractionation revealed five histone frac-
tions termed F1, F2A1, F2A2, F2B and F3 [38], which were later
renamed histones H1, H4, H2A, H2B and H3, respectively. Histones
Table 1
Milestones in structural studies of the nucleosome.

Timeline Ref. Key finding

1884 Kossel [37] Discovery of histone prot
1965 Phillips [38] Five histone fractions
1969–1972 DeLange, Iwai, Yeoman [40–43] Histone primary sequenc
1974 Olins [72] Beads on a string (m bodi
1974–1975 Kornberg & Thomas [56,57] Tetramers and dimers of
1984 Richmond [84] 7 Å structure of the nucle
1987 Clore [87] Solution structure of hist
1993 Ramakrishnan [88] Crystal structure of histo
1994 Cerf [89] Solution structure of hist
1997 Luger [10] 2.8 Å structure of the nuc
1999 Dhalluin [90] First titration of reader d
2002 Nielsen, Jacobs [91,92] First structure of reader d
2002 Davey [93] 1.9 Å structure of the nuc
2005 Schalch [94] Tetranucleosome structu
2006 Barbera [95] First structure of nucleos
2010 Makde [96] First structure of nucleos
2011 Kato [97] First high-resolution NM

with (HMGN2), methyl a
2013 Gao [98] Tail dynamics in nucleos
2014 Song [99] 30 nm fiber structure
2016 Moriwaki [100] H2A-H2B dimer structure
2018 Xiang, Shi [101,102] First high-resolution ssNM
were isolated under denaturing conditions and refolded by dialysis
to water and increasing the salt molarity, which also promotes his-
tone aggregation. Early NMR studies used 1D 1H spectra to deduce
the helical segments of individual histones and study their folding
and aggregation. The first example is a study by the late Morton
Bradbury, who pioneered the application of NMR to study chro-
matin and whose extensive body of work anticipated much of
the research that is still on-going today. This work from 1967
showed that alanine, leucine, isoleucine and valine are part of
the folded, helical segment [39]. As the primary sequences of the
histones became available [40–43], several studies used this infor-
mation combined with broadening of aromatic and apolar reso-
nances upon histone folding to conclude that the C-terminal part
of the histones is helical and that the N-terminal lysine-rich region
remains mobile (Fig. 2A) [44–51]. It was shown that the apolar side
of the helical segment facilitates interactions between histones of
the same type, while the random coil segment remains mobile in
the aggregate [44,45]. Using highly concentrated samples with
protein concentrations up to 100 mg/mL, the large chemical shift
dispersion of 13C NMRwas exploited to show that aggregation does
not affect the secondary structure [52–54]. Of note, one report
employed a methylation/demethylation cycle to obtain 13C-
labeled methionine methyl groups to study the self-aggregation
of H2B, a first attempt in isotope-labeling [55].

After the milestone discoveries by Thomas and Kornberg that
histones associate pairwise, H3 to H4 and H2A to H2B, and that
these pairwise interactions occur in the repeating unit of chro-
matin [56,57], the attention shifted from self-aggregation of his-
tones to their native interactions and tertiary structure. In 1976,
Moss et al. [58,59] isolated native H3-H4 and H2A-H2B complexes
from calf thymus and showed by 1D 1H NMR that these have a
specific tertiary fold as evidenced by ring-current upfield shifted
methyl peaks, and that, while folded, they still contain a large,
unstructured region, likely corresponding to the N-terminal region
(Fig. 2B). The folding of H3 in refolded histone octamer mixtures
was studied by 19F NMR using trifluoro-acetylation of the native
cysteines in calf H3 confirming the presence of defined tertiary
structures at intermediate ionic strength [60]. To map the interac-
tion surface in native H3-H4 tetramers, mixtures of H3 and H4
fragments were studied by 1H NMR showing that the first �40 resi-
dues of both histones are not required for complex formation [61].
Most lysines and alanines, located in the N-terminal region, were
Method
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es) EM
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osome X-ray
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ne H5 X-ray
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omain with acetyl-Lys histone peptide NMR
omain in complex with methyl-Lys histone peptide NMR, X-ray
leosome X-ray
re X-ray
ome-peptide complex (LANA) X-ray
ome-protein complex (RCC1) X-ray
R study on the nucleosome and interaction study
ssignments

NMR

ome arrays ssNMR
cryo-EM
NMR

R study of nucleosome histone core ssNMR
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Fig. 2. Pioneering NMR studies on nucleosomes and histones. (A) 1D 1H NMR spectra (220 MHz) of histone H2B showing strongly reduced peak intensity for leucine,
isoleucine and valine methyl group resonances at high ionic strength, while the lysine side chain resonance is unaffected. This suggested that leucine, isoleucine and valine
experience restricted mobility upon salt-induced folding and interaction while lysines (present mostly in the N-terminal tail) remain mobile. Reproduced with permission
from [45]. (B) 1D 1H NMR spectrum (270 MHz) of H2A-H2B dimers with the inset showing a deconvoluted, resolution-enhanced spectral expansion. The ring current shifted
apolar resonances suggested that some methyl groups are in close contact with aromatic residues, indicating a specific interaction between H2A and H2B. Reproduced with
permission from [58]. (C) 1D 31P NMR spectra (measured at 60 MHz 1H frequency) of nucleosome cores (top) and free nucleosomal DNA (bottom) showing that DNA in the
nucleosome has a larger linewidth than free DNA but no significantly different chemical shifts, suggesting that DNA in the nucleosome is not kinked. Reproduced with
permission from [71].
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shown to remain in random coil state in several different histone
complexes [12,62,63]. In the mid 1970s, work from Lilley et al.
showed by NMR relaxation measurements that these regions are
indeed highly flexible and pushed the notion of ‘histone tails’ for
the first time [12,63].

Next, the role of these tails in the native nucleosome was
addressed. Early reports had proposed that the very basic tails
would provide the fundamental contacts between histones and
the negatively charged DNA [64]. However, a 1H NMR study on
the salt-induced dissociation of nucleosomes and tetrasomes
argued that only the H3 and H4 tails and not the H2A-H2B tails
are bound to the DNA [65]. In addition, trypsinized nucleosomes,
lacking the basic tails, were shown to retain a DNA-bound histone
core [66]. The Bradbury group showed that H4 tail peptides only
weakly bind DNA, and this interaction is abolished upon acetyla-
tion, a first example of the study of histone PTMs [67]. Later studies
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showed that the histone tails, although not essential for histone-
DNA binding and highly mobile even in oligonucleosomes, do
interact with the DNA under physiological salt conditions, but
much more weakly than do the histone cores [68–70]. The basic
tails are suggested to shield neighboring DNA charges in this
way, thereby stabilizing higher order chromatin packing.

3.2. ‘Unwrapping’ the nucleosomal DNA

Acquiring and interpreting NMR spectra of nucleosomal DNA,
corresponding to �100 kDa of the 200 kDa nucleosome assembly,
is extremely challenging due to extensive signal overlap and line
broadening. Nevertheless, some bold attempts were made in the
1970s to assess the conformational state of DNA in chromatin. As
it was known that DNA is present in ‘beads’ or m bodies in chro-
matin connected by linker DNA [72], the DNA inside the beads
was assumed to adopt a conformation different from linker DNA,
and several models were proposed for the wrapping of DNA around
the histone core, either suggesting kinked bending every 10 or
20 bp [73,74], or continuous bending [75,76]. Hanlon et al. [77]
were the first to use 31P NMR to probe the DNA conformation in
purified, sheared chromatin fragments. They found that the
severely broadened 31P signal likely corresponds only to linker
DNA between the beads, suggesting a rigid structure and strong
interaction of the backbone phosphates with the histones inside
the beads. Subsequent studies used MNase-digested chromatin to
result in smaller nucleosome particles and thus better spectra.
These did not find significant 31P chemical shift perturbations
(CSPs) compared to free DNA, suggesting smooth bending rather
than kinking (Fig. 2C) [71,78–81]. Scrutiny of upfield-shifted imino
1H resonances suggested local alteration of base pairing near
histone-DNA contacts [82,83], in agreement with the first crystal
structure of the nucleosome [84]. In 1997, the high-resolution
nucleosome structure by Luger et al. [10] definitively confirmed
that kinking occurs at several sites in the nucleosomal DNA, but
not in the predicted regular way of every 10 or 20 bp.

Following up on the first 31P ssNMR experiments on chromatin
by DiVerdi et al. [81], the group of Kyogoku did some pioneering
work in the late ‘80 s on the structure of in vivo chromatin by prob-
ing the dynamic state of the DNA [85,86]. Using 1H-31P cross-
polarization to distinguish the slow-tumbling chromatin from flex-
ible phospholipids and inorganic phosphate, they measured the
chemical shift anisotropy of 31P in intact chicken erythrocytes,
and concluded that the DNA is highly condensed, supporting the
still highly debated presence of a 30 nm fiber.

3.3. Structure of the linker histone

The presence of linker histone H1 was established early on in
chromatin research, and it was known to have a high lysine, ala-
nine and proline content and less tendency to aggregate than the
core histones. It is the first histone to dissociate from chromatin
upon increase of ionic strength and already in the 1960s, it was
clear that it can interact with naked DNA. In 1973, a 1D 1H NMR
study from Bradbury and colleagues reported histone H1 to be
required for the condensation of chromatin and mostly bound to
it by its lysine residues [103]. In subsequent NMR papers, the focus
has been mainly on identifying the position of the globular seg-
ment of this lysine-rich histone fraction [104–111]. The high sim-
ilarity between NMR spectra of H1 in chromatin and H1 bound to
DNA indicated that H1 does not interact with the other histones
[106], which was supported by neutron diffraction studies showing
that H1 binds to the outside of a nucleosome [112].

Preceded by a preliminary study from the Bradbury lab using
solely 1D spectra [113], in the mid 1980s Clore et al. succeeded
in obtaining resonance assignments of an avian-specific isoform
of the linker histone, histone H5. Using histones purified from
chicken erythrocytes, they succesfully applied the homonuclear
NOESY-TOCSY approach developed byWüthrich a few years earlier
[114–116]. As one of the first protein structures ever to be deter-
mined by NMR, a structural model of H5 was constructed based
on 307 interproton distance restraints from NOE data elucidating
the helical organization of the protein [87]. Later work in the mid
1990s on the globular domain of the H1 isoform used a recombi-
nant polypeptide and 15N isotope labeling to determine the tertiary
structure of the globular domain of linker histone H1 [89,117]. The
overall structure was found to be very similar to the H5 crystal
structure [88], with small, local structural differences suggested
to be responsible for the difference in DNA binding affinity
between linker histones H1 and H5.

3.4. Non-histone proteins in chromatin

Apart from histone proteins, chromatin isolated from cells con-
tains a small but significant fraction of non-histone proteins [118].
Particularly abundant are the so-called high-mobility group (HMG)
proteins [119]. Proteins of the HMGN subclass bind the nucleo-
some, and this interaction was the first nucleosome-protein inter-
action to ever be studied. Again, it was work from Bradbury from
the late 70s that showed by 1D 1H NMR that HMGN1 and HMGN2
are in a random coil conformation in their free state, contain a
DNA-binding region between residues 15 and 40 and are com-
pletely bound to sonicated calf thymus DNA at low ionic strength
[120,121]. In 1989, Cook et al. concluded from 1H NMR data that
the basic central region of HMGN2 binds strongly to the nucleo-
some core particle, but they also detected weak binding of the
acidic C-terminal region. They assumed that these basic residues
would interact with the acidic backbone of the DNA, and the acidic
C-terminal region presumably to the core histones [122]. As will be
described in Section 6, it took the development of Methyl-TROSY
(MeTROSY) NMR to demonstrate that the central basic region
binds both the acidic patch on the surface of the H2A-H2B dimer
and the DNA simultaneously [97].

3.5. Summary

Well before the development of structure determination by
NMR, multidimensional NMR and isotope labeling, NMR had
already made an important contribution to the characterization
of histone structure and interactions. In the pioneering phase of
nucleosome research, before the 1984 structure [84], the composi-
tion and the overall shape of the nucleosome was known from X-
ray diffraction and electron microscopy [56,57]. During this stage,
NMR was able to identify the position of the histone helices and
ascertain that H2A-H2B dimers and H3-H4 tetramers have a
defined, specific fold. NMR studies were instrumental in establish-
ing the concept of histone tails: a large body of work showed that
the N-terminal segments of the core histones are unstructured,
highly flexible and weakly associated to the DNA. Finally, NMR
was a crucial tool in determining the structure of the linker his-
tones H1 and H5 and in characterizing the interaction of HMGNs
with the nucleosome.
4. Modern NMR studies on the nucleosome

The success of modern-day NMR, as with any other structural
biology technique, greatly depends on the ability to obtain homo-
geneous, stable samples, and this is no less true for studies of the
nucleosome. Difficulties in reconstituting nucleosomes in vitro
proved a great challenge for structural studies. The Herculean
effort by Luger, Richmond and co-workers to solve the first high
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resolution crystal structure of the nucleosome showed that a high
affinity DNA sequence was crucial for efficient reconstitution of
nucleosomes in vitro [10]. Thanks to method development in solu-
tion and ssNMR, the challenge of the high molecular weight of the
nucleosome was overcome, permitting the atomic-resolution
structural and dynamical characterization of nucleosomes. In this
section, we will detail the sample production and NMR methods
available for such studies.
4.1. Sample preparation

Nucleosomes for NMR experiments are reconstituted from
recombinantly expressed histones and nucleosomal DNA of a
defined sequence. Histones are expressed separately, purified and
refolded into octamers. Subsequent salt gradient-mediated deposi-
tion of octamers onto the DNA yields nucleosomes. A great advan-
tage of this stepwise procedure is that it allows differential isotope
labeling of the histones to reduce signal overlap.
4.1.1. Production, isotope labeling and modification of histones
Histones are extremely well-conserved proteins, giving the

experimenter a certain degree of freedom in the choice of con-
struct. Most NMR studies have used either Drosophila (Kay, Bai,
Van Ingen labs), Xenopus (Narlikar lab) or human histones (Mer,
Nishimura, Pervushin & Nordenskiöld labs). Histones are generally
overexpressed from codon-optimized plasmids in E. coli, according
to the protocol published by the Luger lab [123]. As isolated his-
tones are insoluble, they are subsequently purified from inclusion
bodies, followed by gel filtration and ion exchange chromatogra-
phy under denaturing conditions. Yields are typically around 10–
50 mg per liter of culture, depending on the histone and culturing
medium. Denatured, purified histones can be refolded into histone
dimers, tetramers or octamers by dialysis to high salt buffer and
purified by size exclusion chromatography with a typical 60–80%
final yield. To optimize the yield and prevent aggregation, it is
essential to ensure an equimolar ratio of the histones. Because his-
tones carry few aromatic side chains and are devoid of tryptophan
residues, determination of the protein concentration is particularly
sensitive to contamination with DNA. An additional ion-exchange
chromatography step may be required to obtain DNA-free, pure
histones [124]. Histones are generally expressed separately but
there are a few reports of successful use of H2A-H2B fusion pro-
teins [125,126].

When using uniform 15N/13C isotope labeling, production in
D2O-based media with protonated glucose is sufficient to obtain
high-quality spectra of histone dimers or the highly flexible tails
within the nucleosomes. In addition, uniform labeling has been
shown to be suitable for ssNMR studies of the nucleosome (see
below) [101,102]. To probe the rigid core of the 200 kDa nucleo-
some complex by solution NMR, the most suitable labeling strat-
egy is the specific labeling of methyl groups in a highly
deuterated background, as introduced by the Kay lab [127]. Speci-
fic methyl group labeling is achieved by expressing the histone in
fully deuterated M9 medium in the presence of amino acid precur-
sors that are 1H13C-labeled only at the methyl group of interest.
Protocols for labeling the isoleucine-d1, leucine and valine (ILV),
or alanine, methionine and threonine methyl groups are reviewed
in Kerfah et al. [128].

Several strategies can be used to incorporate PTMs into histone
proteins (reviewed in [129]). However, their combination with iso-
tope labeling remains challenging. Since genetic approaches rely-
ing on amber codons typically suffer from low yields, chemical
approaches based on modification of an introduced cysteine resi-
due have been used to install a methylated lysine mimic
[125,130–132] and a ubiquitinated lysine [125,133]. Histones con-
tain only one conserved native cysteine, H3 C110, which can be
substituted to Ala or Ser without loss of function.

4.1.2. Production of nucleosomal DNA
DNA for the reconstitution of nucleosomes can be of varying

length and sequence. Most commonly, a strong-positioning
sequence is used that ensures efficient reconstitution of nucleo-
somes. These sequences, such as the non-natural ‘601’ sequence
from Widom [14] or the human a satellite repeat [10], are AT-
rich in regions where the minor groove faces the octamer to ensure
uniform positioning of the nucleosome. Minimum length for nucle-
osome core particle reconstitution is 145–147 bp; longer
sequences will provide linker DNA extending from the core
particle.

Nucleosomal DNA can be produced from a multiple-copy plas-
mid that is amplified in E. coli and extracted from the cells by alka-
line lysis [123]. The plasmids are subsequently digested to separate
the repeats and purified by ion exchange chromatography. This
method typically yields about 20 mg of 147 bp 601-DNA from 3 L
of culture. Alternatively, nucleosomal DNA can be obtained
through large-scale PCR followed by ion exchange chromatogra-
phy. Although this method is labor-intensive and ideally requires
several PCR machines running in parallel, 2–3 mg of 601-DNA
can be produced from 4000 50 lL PCR reactions in less time com-
pared to the plasmid method. Plasmid-based production of DNA
readily allows isotope labeling by culturing the plasmid in 13C-
or 15N-labeled medium, although severe signal overlap due to the
poor chemical shift dispersion of DNA can be expected.

4.1.3. Reconstitution of nucleosomes and nucleosome arrays
Nucleosomes are reconstituted by salt-gradient deposition, in

which histone octamers and DNA are combined at 2 M salt concen-
tration and gradually dialyzed to low salt conditions to allow the
nucleosome to form in a stepwise manner [123]. Also here, accu-
rate determination of octamer and DNA concentration is vital to
ensure an equimolar mix and to avoid aggregation. Proper tuning
of this ratio will also prevent excess free DNA in the final prepara-
tion, which can be determined from native PAGE analysis. Yields
for reconstitution are typically around 80–90%. Sample conditions
for solution NMR are usually 50–150 lM nucleosomes in a 10–
20 mM Tris or NaPi buffer at pH 6–8 and 0–150 mM NaCl or KCl.
Experiments are usually recorded at 20–45 �C.

Nucleosome arrays are reconstituted in a similar way by step-
wise salt dialysis using multiple repeats of a strong-positioning
sequence including linker DNA segments [134]. Octamers and
DNA are combined in the presence of lower affinity competitor
DNA, to prevent overloading of the DNA with octamers. The arrays
are purified by Mg2+-precipitation or by sucrose gradient centrifu-
gation [98]. Increasing the divalent cation concentration in the
preparation will promote array compaction and self-association.

4.2. State-of-the-art NMR methods

A wide range of NMR methods is available to study the struc-
tural and dynamic properties of (sub)nucleosomal complexes.
Depending on the question at hand, a divide-and-conquer strategy
may be employed, allowing data to be recorded on histone pep-
tides or histone dimers (�25 kDa) using the entire toolbox of pro-
tein solution NMR. In the sections below, we focus on the state-of-
art methods that enable the study of intact nucleosomes or
nucleosome-protein complexes by NMR, summarized in Fig. 3.

4.2.1. Methyl-based solution NMR
The development of the MeTROSY approach has been instru-

mental in pushing the molecular size limitations of solution NMR
into the MDa range [6,135]. In this approach, side chain methyl
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groups, typically in isoleucine, leucine and valine, are used as local
probes for structure and dynamics. Methyl groups offer three dis-
tinct advantages as NMR probes: being at the tip of flexible side
chains, they are partially decoupled from the slow overall molecu-
lar tumbling, they contain three equivalent protons, and they
rotate rapidly around their internal symmetry axis, allowing the
exploitation of a line-narrowing effect caused by relaxation inter-
ference between different dipolar interactions within the methyl
group [136]. The HMQC experiment takes full advantage of this
effect and is thus the cornerstone of MeTROSY, offering high-
quality, sensitive spectra of large complexes. Importantly, the pres-
ence of external protons causes efficient relaxation of the methyl
protons, especially for high-molecular-weight systems. Thus,
near-complete deuteration of the non-methyl protons is essential
to achieve the highest sensitivity. In the context of nucleosome
studies, the DNA used for reconstitution is protonated and indeed
histone methyl groups close to the DNA are significantly broad-
ened (see also Fig. 4). Likewise, use of protonated binding partners
in nucleosome-protein interaction studies will result in peak
broadening for interface residues.

In a collaboration between the Kay and Bai labs, the MeTROSY
approach was first applied to the nucleosome [97]. The ILV-
methyl groups in the nucleosome are reasonably distributed over
the tail and core regions, including both the histone octamer sur-
face and interior (Fig. 4A and 4B). MeTROSY spectra of the nucleo-
some in which one of the histones is ILV-labeled are of excellent
quality (Fig. 4C). Assignment of the NMR signals is required for
the site-specific interpretation of the structural and dynamical
properties they encode. A near-complete assignment (89%) was
achieved based on a combination of structure-based NOESY assign-
ment and extensive mutagenesis, and the assigned chemical shifts
are reported in the supplementary material of ref. [97]. Using sam-
ples in which both methyl groups in Leu and Val residues are
1H/13C-labeled, the corresponding resonances were paired based
on strong intra-residual cross-peaks in NOESY spectra recorded
with short mixing time. To provide unambiguous check points
for the assignment, in total 59 Ile to Leu or Leu/Val to Ile point
mutations were made, out of 170 methyl groups in the nucleo-
some. The assignment was then completed by matching the NOE
pattern in a set of six NOESY spectra, obtained on samples contain-
ing either ILV-labeled H2B, H3, H4, H2A/H2B, H2A/H3, or H3/H4, to
the network of short methyl–methyl distances in the crystal struc-
ture. For several Leu/Val residues stereospecific assignments could
be obtained.

The workhorse of the MeTROSY suite of experiments is the 2D
13C1H HMQC experiment. High quality 2D correlation maps can
typically be obtained in �1 h on samples containing 100 lM nucle-
osomes (200 lM of each histone), corresponding to �5 mg of
nucleosomes in a 250 lL Shigemi tube sample. These can not only
be used for CSP mapping, but also for the measurement of long-
range distance restraints by exploiting either pseudocontact shifts
(PCS) or paramagnetic relaxation enhancement (PREs) generated
by a paramagnetic spin label [137]. The HMQC pulse scheme is also
amenable to implemention of very fast pulsing schemes that
enable the study of real-time kinetics [138,139]. In addition,
MeTROSY-optimized pulse sequences are available for the mea-
surement of residual dipolar couplings (RDCs) [140], NOE distance
restraints, and the study of protein dynamics. Side-chain motions
on a fast ps-ns timescale can be extracted from 1H transverse relax-
ation rates and intra-methyl 1H-1H dipolar cross-correlated relax-
ation rates [141], while slow ls-ms motions can be studied using
13C1H multiple-quantum Carr-Purcell-Meiboom-Gill (CPMG) relax-
ation dispersion [142] or methyl-based chemical exchange satura-
tion transfer (CEST) experiments [143,144].

4.2.2. Solid-state NMR
As chromatin is a polymer that can easily be precipitated by the

addition of divalent ions, it is a very suitable system to be investi-
gated by ssNMR. Moreover, the breakthrough demonstration that
sedimentation of large, soluble protein complexes can result in
highly resolved ssNMR spectra [145,146] also opened the door to
studies of mononucleosomes or nucleosome core particles by
ssNMR.

The few pioneering studies that have applied ssNMR to nucleo-
somes will be discussed in more detail in the next section. Apart
from the lack of intrinsic size limit, ssNMR offers three additional



Fig. 4. Histone methyl groups as molecular spies in the MeTROSY approach. Top (A) and side (B) views of the nucleosome (PDB entry 2PYO) showing the position of all ILV-
methyl groups (spheres) in the core histones. (C) MeTROSY spectra of ILV-methyl labeled histones H2A, H2B, H3 and H4 in the nucleosome. Stereospecific assignments for
leucine and valine are indicated by d1/d2 and c1/c2 where available, otherwise the two methyl groups are arbitrarily assigned as ‘a’ or ‘b’. The resonances of L65 in histone H3
are significantly broadened due to their close proximity to the DNA, and occur in two sets (labeled L65 and L65*) because the local DNA sequence differs. Reproduced with
permission from [97].
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technical advantages. One is the ability to observe all 15N and 13C
heteronuclei in the histone cores without being restricted to
methyl-group containing residue types as in the MeTROSY
approach. The second advantage is that the reduced labeling
requirements also mean reduced costs for sample preparation. A
final advantage is that by using either cross-polarization or scalar
coupling-based polarization transfer, spectra can be edited to be
sensitive to either the rigid core or mobile tails of the nucleosome.
On the other hand, the sensitivity and resolution of ssNMR spectra
are generally lower than for MeTROSY solution NMR and titration
experiments are not feasible, limiting interaction studies to com-
parisons of free and bound spectra. Regions with intermediate
dynamics appear neither in INEPT or CP-based spectra, and are
thus not observable in ssNMR, akin to exchange-broadened resi-
dues in solution NMR.

To obtain samples suitable for ssNMR, nucleosomes need to be
in a highly dense phase (�0.3–0.5 g/L), not unlike the nuclear
nucleosome concentration. The extreme molecular crowding and
packing of nucleosomes in these samples prevents overall tum-
bling, thus allowing cross-polarization methods to work. Two
recent studies, one from the Pervushin and Nordenskiöld groups
[101] and one from Xiang and Paige et al. from the laboratory of
the present authors [102], demonstrate two methods that allow
such samples to be obtained. Shi et al. used high concentrations
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of Mg2+ to precipitate nucleosomes and nucleosome arrays into the
NMR rotor. In the Xiang and Paige et al. study the highly dense
phase was created by sedimentation of nucleosomes under low
Mg2+ conditions by overnight ultra-centrifugation [102]. In both
cases, highly resolved spectra were obtained, allowing access to
structural and dynamical information for nearly all histone core
residues.

These two studies also illustrate two different overall approaches.
The Pervushin and Nordenskiöld work relied on 13C-detected ssNMR
and recorded spectra from 3.2 mm rotors filled with 46mg of nucle-
osomes or 1.9 mm rotors containing 15 mg nucleosomal arrays.
Recording of 2D 13C-13C correlation maps typically takes overnight
under these conditions. The other work relied on 1H-detection,
which necessitates fractional deuteration of the isotope labeled his-
tone and the use of a high-speed magic angle spinning (MAS) set-up.
Rotors with a 1.3 mm diameter that can be spun at 50–60 kHz MAS
were filled through sedimentation using a custom-made filling
device with �2 mg of nucleosomes. Measurement of a 2D 1H-
detected NH spectrum typically then requires overnight acquisition,
illustrating the sensitivity gain over 13C-detection.

In both strategies, assignment of histone resonances follows
well-established ssNMR procedures. For the 13C-detected approach
this is based on 2D and 3D NCA, NCO, NCACX, NCOCX and CANCO
experiments. For the 1H-detected strategy, triple-resonance 3D
CANH, CONH, CA(CO)NH and CO(CA)NH experiments are used.
While the Nordenskiöld and Pervushin groups focused their work
on histone H4, Xiang and Paige et al. focused on histone H2A. In
both cases, the histone of interest was 13C/15N-labeled, with all
other histones and DNA left unlabeled. Histone H2A was also frac-
tionally deuterated to remove 1H-1H dipolar couplings, in particu-
lar between the HN and Ha, to enable 1H detection. In both cases
near-complete backbone assignment of the histone core was
obtained, and the native histone fold could be confirmed using
the assigned chemical shifts.

Internal dynamics of the histones were probed in two different
approaches. For H2A, a mostly qualitative assessment of backbone
mobility was carried out, simply using the assigned chemical shifts
and editing the spectra using either INEPT to observe the histone
tails or CP-based transfer to probe the histone core. In a rigorous
approach, Shi et al. used 3D DIPSHIFT experiments [147] to derive
the order-parameter S2 for both the Ca-Ha and N-HN bond vectors
for each residue of H4 experimentally.
4.3. Integrative modeling

Structural data obtained by NMR on large macromolecular
assemblies such as the nucleosome typically represent either an
ambiguous list of residues likely to form an intermolecular inter-
face or sparse intermolecular distance restraints. To translate such
structural information into the 3D structures of nucleosome-
protein complexes, computational docking approaches, for
instance using HADDOCK [148,149] or IMP [150] are needed that
integrate the NMR data with other interaction data such as those
obtained from mutagenesis, cross-linking or small-angle X-ray
scattering (SAXS). Clearly, these modeling approaches require
knowledge of the 3D structures of both interaction partners and
perform best when conformational changes upon binding are min-
imal. For a detailed overview of the strategies used in integrative
modeling based on NMR data we refer the reader to specialized
reviews [151, 152].
5. Unspinning chromatin in high-resolution

Modern sample preparation and NMR techniques have been
applied to answer a wide range of questions on the structural con-
formation and dynamic properties of nucleosomes. In this section,
we will review studies on the conformation of the nucleosomal
DNA, chaperone-assisted nucleosome assembly, the linker histone
and the histone tails. We will discuss several NMR strategies that
have been developed to study the real-time deposition of histone
tail modifications and the dynamics of the nucleosome core.

5.1. High-resolution nucleosomal DNA studies

The pioneering NMR studies on nucleosomal DNA described in
Section 3 lacked the resolution and sensitivity to give detailed
information on its conformation. Recently, Xu et al. applied a
divide-and-conquer approach to relate DNA sequence to backbone
conformation and nucleosome affinity, by cutting 601-DNA into
12 bp fragments and studying these in 2D 1H31P correlation exper-
iments [153]. Using the phosphorus chemical shift as a reporter,
they conclude that the sequence-dependent phosphate backbone
conformation determines the minor groove width and that the
minor groove width profile of 601-DNA fragments is highly similar
to the variations in minor groove width observed in the NCP crystal
structures. In a follow-up paper they extended this method with
internucleotide distances from NOE connectivities and RDCs,
which allowed the characterization of additional internucleotide
parameters like roll, twist and slide to further determine the intrin-
sic properties of nucleosomal DNA fragments in solution [154].
Such high-resolution studies of the DNA in the context of nucleo-
somes is as yet beyond the current state-of-the-art.

5.2. Chaperone-assisted nucleosome assembly

Nucleosomes are assembled by deposition of H3-H4 tetramers
and H2A-H2B dimers onto the nucleosomal DNA. In vivo, this pro-
cess is guided by histone chaperones to prevent the formation of
non-native complexes [155]. In addition, these chaperones play
an important role in the incorporation of histone variants. In order
to understand the process of nucleosome assembly, several NMR
studies have focused on the structural and dynamic properties of
these histone complexes and their interactions with chaperones.

The smallest stable subsystem within the nucleosome is the
H2A-H2B dimer (25 kDa). The solution structure of isolated H2A-
H2B dimers, obtained from backbone chemical shifts using CS-
Rosetta [156], shows that, while the core region is well-folded, sev-
eral well-defined regions of the dimer in the nucleosome are disor-
dered in the isolated dimer (Fig. 5A) [100]. Presumably, these
regions become rigidified and folded upon interaction with H3-
H4 or the DNA in the context of the nucleosome. Interestingly, H/
D and solvent exchange and 1H15N-NOE measurements indicate
that these regions do retain some residual structure. Importantly,
regions of the histone core that are recognized by chromatin fac-
tors and histone chaperones are relatively well-defined, including
the positively charged DNA binding surface and a hydrophobic
pocket in the H2B a1-a2 loop that are recognized by several his-
tone chaperones.

Histone chaperones show a wide range of histone binding
modes ranging from interactions between folded protein domains
to purely disordered interactions. NMR is suitable for deciphering
all these interaction types, and in particular those that involve dis-
order. For studies on folded chaperones, traditional structure
determination and interaction studies are very suitable, as for
instance in the study of H3 chaperone Asf1a [157]. A nice illustra-
tion of using H/D exchange by NMR to determine the histone bind-
ing interface is offered by Su et al. [158] for histone chaperone
Vsp75. Here, NMR spectra offer atomic resolution mapping of
increased protection from deuterium exchange in the histone-
chaperone complex. Another class of chaperones contains intrinsi-
cally disordered regions that become folded only upon binding.



Fig. 5. Schematic overview of NMR studies on histone structure and dynamics in the nucleosome. (A) Solution structure of the H2A-H2B dimer obtained by NMR (ensemble of
10 best scoring solutions based on CS-Rosetta, PDB entry 2RVQ), showing a native core histone fold as well as extensive unstructured tail regions. (B) NMR structure of the
chromatosome based on MeTROSY PRE effects from spin-labeled H3K37 (blue spheres) or spin-labeled H2AT119 (yellow spheres) on ILV methyl groups in H1 (red spheres).
Figure adapted with permission from [164]. (C) MeTROSY CPMG relaxation dispersion profiles of ILV-labeled histone H2B (recorded at 600 and 800 MHz) show increasing
slow timescale dynamics upon destabilizing mutations in H3 and H4. Figure reproduced with permission from [165]. (D) Histone H4 dynamics obtained by fitting of 1H-13Ca
and 1H-15N dipolar line shapes from 3D DIPSHIFT ssNMR experiments at 800 MHz (top) to derive S(CH)a and SNH order parameters (bottom). Figure reproduced with
permission from [101]. Color coding of histones and DNA as in Fig. 1.
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Here, NMR has been used for the structure determination of sev-
eral chaperone-histone variant complexes, using a chaperone-
variant chimera in order to obtain a stable complex and allow a
traditional NOE-based structure calculation [126,159,160]. Many
chaperones contain stretches of acidic residues. The importance
of such regions for the recruitment and binding of histones was
recently demonstrated by NMR for nucleoplasmin [161]. Corbeski
et al. showed from a series of NMR interaction studies that sparse
aromatic residues in such acidic domains can be critical to obtain
the functional, specific binding mode [162]. At the other extreme
is the spectacular case of histone H1 chaperone ProTa [163]. This
intrinsically disordered chaperone interacts with the disordered
tail of H1 with picomolar affinity. Remarkably, NMR studies
revealed that both proteins fully maintain their flexibility and dis-
order in the complex. The large opposite net charge and extended
interaction surfaces of the two proteins allow an extremely tight
interaction without requiring a defined, structured binding mode.

While most studies have focussed on structures of chaperone-
histone complexes, NMR can also be used to determine the interac-
tion dynamics quantitatively. This was nicely illustrated for the
Chz1 chaperone using CPMG relaxation-dispersion experiments
to determine the dissociation rate of the complex [159]. Similar
studies on chaperone-histone complexes in the presence of DNA
or histone-DNA complexes may offer detailed insights into the
nucleosome assembly process.

5.3. The chromatosome: orientation of histone H1

Recent studies on the structure of the chromatosome revealed
the orientation and binding mode of histone H1 on the nucleoso-
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mal DNA. In 2013, the Bai lab reported an NMR-based structural
model of the complex in which the globular domain of Drosophila
H1 bridges the nucleosome core and the linker DNA by binding
close to, but just off-center from, the central base pair at the dyad
[164]. Using the MeTROSY approach, they performed paramagnetic
relaxation enhancement (PRE) experiments to obtain long-range
distance information on the location and orientation of H1 and
model its position on the nucleosome using computational docking
(Fig. 5B). Such an off-dyad binding mode of the human linker his-
tone is also reported by Song et al. [99], who solved the 11 Å struc-
ture of a 30 nm chromatin fiber by cryo-electron microscopy (cryo-
EM). Interestingly, the first near-atomic resolution crystal struc-
ture of the chromatosome as well as a recent cryo-EM study
showed on-dyad binding of chicken histone H5 and Xenopus his-
tone H1, respectively [166,167]. NMR and spin-labeling experi-
ments revealed that five mutations in the globular domain of H5
into the corresponding residues in H1 can change the binding
mode from on-dyad to off-dyad [168]. The linker histone binding
mode may be crucial in determining the conformation of higher
order chromatin structure, which is emphasized by a recent study
showing that the disordered H1 C-terminal tail promotes DNA
compaction depending on its phosphorylation state [169].

5.4. Mobility of histone tails in a chromatin context

In the past ten years, several sophisticated NMR studies were
published reporting on the structure of the histone tails in the con-
text of the full nucleosome and nucleosome arrays. Using
MeTROSY and PRE experiments, the Bai lab showed that the basic
patch in the tail of histone H4 folds onto the nucleosome core and
that this interaction can be disrupted by acetylation of lysine 16
[170]. The structure of the H3 tail in condensed nucleosomal arrays
was addressed by the Bai lab using an H/D exchange experiment.
After subjecting the arrays to H/D exchange, the histones are
extracted in DMSO to quench the reaction and dissolve the aggre-
gates, before 1H15N HSQC detection of the backbone amide signals
of H3 [171]. Several tail residues of H3 showed slower exchange
than expected for a purely unfolded state, suggesting that the H3
tail forms stable structures in condensed chromatin. Later, the Jar-
oniec lab used ssNMR to probe the structural and dynamic proper-
ties of the H3 and H4 histone tails in nucleosome arrays at varying
degrees of Mg2+-induced compaction [98]. In contrast to the earlier
report, they find that both the H3 and the H4 tail are highly
dynamic in nucleosome arrays as they are observed in INEPT-
based 13C-detected 1H-13C correlation spectra. The apparent differ-
ence from the Bai study may in part be due to the different readout
chosen. In addition, the authors suggest that the histone tails could
remain partly protected from solvent exchange while highly flexi-
ble. An insightful third study from the Selenko and Fischle labs
added another dimension to the question of histone tail conforma-
tion. A series of solution NMR experiments, including 15N-based
relaxation measurements, showed that H3 tail flexibility in nucle-
osomes decreases upon inclusion of linker DNA and linker histone,
which can be counteracted by introducing charge-modulating
PTMs [172]. It was also shown that the H3 tail has intrinsic DNA
binding affinity, indicating that the H3 tail transiently interacts
with nucleosomal (linker) DNA. These transient, PTM-dependent
interactions may not only stabilize higher order chromatin, but
also regulate accessibility to protein binding (see below). Recent
ssNMR work showed that the H2A N-terminal tail has different
chemical shifts in the nucleosomal context compared to the dimer,
indicating it may be similarly bound to the DNA [102]. Further-
more, peak splitting for several resonances matched the asymmet-
ric DNA sequence close to the H2A tail location. The importance of
PTMs for chromatin structure is further illustrated by a recent
study on the effect of histone ubiquitination. This study employed
H/D exchange in combination with NMR to map the interaction
surface of H2BK120-conjugated ubiquitin in the context of 12-
mer nucleosome arrays [173]. A small acidic patch on ubiquitin
was found to be involved in chromatin decompaction by acting
as a dynamic wedge between nucleosomes in the array.

5.5. Following nucleosome modification in real-time

Apart from structural and dynamics studies, NMR can also be
used to study the modification of histones in real time. For exam-
ple, binding affinities and conversion rates for proline isomeriza-
tion by the PPIase domain of Frp4 were determined by NMR for
several H3 peptides by measuring the intensities of the exchange
cross-peaks in 1H1H NOESY experiments [174]. In an interesting
approach, the Selenko and Schwarzer labs determined the activity
of deacetylases and acetyl transferases on H4 tail peptides in HeLa
nuclear extracts [175]. Incorporation of NMR-active isotopes at
selected lysine backbone and sidechain positions permitted the
in situ observation of multiple acetylation events in parallel, in a
time-resolved and quantitative manner. A subsequent study by
the same lab used an elegant isotope labeling and histone purifica-
tion scheme to study asymmetric modification of histones in the
context of the nucleosome [176]. Exploiting orthogonal, cleavable
affinity tags, asymmetric H3-H4 tetramers were obtained in which
one H3 chain is 15N-labeled and the other 13C-labeled. With this
approach, PTM crosstalk in cis (within one H3 tail) and in trans
(between two H3 tails in the same nucleosome) was analyzed by
monitoring either a 13C- or a 15N-edited spectrum during enzy-
matic deposition of a second PTM.

5.6. Nucleosome dynamics

The nucleosome is subject to several dynamic processes, includ-
ing assembly/disassembly, incorporation of histone variants and
nucleosome remodeling, that are likely to require a certain amount
of nucleosome deformation and plasticity. While less apparent
than the flexibility of the histone tails, the dynamics of the nucle-
osome core is of particular interest to understand these processes.
Two recent solution NMR studies show that the nucleosome core is
indeed inherently dynamic and that this property is essential for
successful remodeling. The Narlikar lab used MeTROSY NMR using
nucleosomes containing ILV-labeled H4 to probe deformation of
the histone core upon remodeling by SNF2h [177]. They found that
binding of SNF2h induces line broadening for several buried
methyl groups, implying a conformational change of the histone
core. This change could be mapped to ILV residues in the H3-H4
interface. Constraining this interface by site-specific cross-linking
strongly inhibited nucleosome remodeling by SNF2h, suggesting
that plasticity of the H3-H4 dimer interface is required for func-
tion. Similarly, a study from the Luger and Kay labs showed by
MeTROSY CPMG relaxation dispersion measurements that destabi-
lizing mutations in the dimer-tetramer interface between H2A-
H2B and H3-H4 lead to significant (�8%) populations of ‘excited’
conformational states (Fig. 5C) [165]. While the ground state struc-
ture is unaffected by the mutation, the presence of these higher-
energy conformations indicates that the H2A-H2B dimer can sam-
ple a more loosely associated state on a millisecond timescale.
Such increased plasticity of the nucleosome could also be exploited
by histone variants or PTMs to modify nucleosome function.

These studies are complemented by two recent ssNMR studies
reporting on histone dynamics in the nucleosome core. The first
study, by Xiang and Paige et al. from the present authors’ labora-
tory, used 1H-detected ssNMR to probe the structure and dynamics
of H2A in sedimented nucleosomes [102]. Based on observation of
resonances in either INEPT or CP-based spectra together with back-
bone chemical shifts values, a clear trend in dynamics was
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observed: from highly flexible N- and C-terminal tails observable
in the scalar-based spectra, to a rigid histone fold core. Notably,
part of the aN helix and the C-terminal docking domain showed
increased flexibility. In an elegant and thorough study, the Per-
vushin and Nordenskiöld labs determined the dynamics of histone
H4 in the nucleosome to that in a 12-mer nucleosome array [101].
By careful measurement and fitting of the 1HN-15N and 1Ha-13Ca
dipolar line shapes in N-CA correlation maps, order parameters
and thus the extent of ls-ms backbone motions of H4 could be
determined (Fig. 5D). The most dynamic regions in nucleosome
and nucleosome arrays include residues involved in histone-DNA
contacts, which could mean that these motions are important for
DNA accessibility and nucleosome mobility.
6. Nucleosome-protein interactions

One of the defining features of the nucleosome is its function as
a landing and binding platform for a wide array of proteins that
control chromatin biology (see Section 2). Structurally these inter-
actions can be classified according to their interaction site on the
nucleosome: the nucleosomal DNA, the histone tail or the nucleo-
some core surface [178]. Nucleosome-binding proteins show a
large variety of binding sites and modes, including low affinity or
multivalent binding, and can be mediated through unstructured
regions, relying predominantly on electrostatic interactions. Each
of these interaction types poses their own requirements and chal-
lenges when addressing them by NMR, and these are reviewed in
this section.
6.1. Structural basis of the histone code

Since histone tails are generally considered to behave as inde-
pendent units due to their flexibility, protein interactions with
the tails have primarily been studied in a divide-and-conquer
approach using histone peptides. Importantly, this allowed for easy
implementation of PTMs such as lysine acetylation or methylation
at defined positions through the use of solid phase peptide synthe-
sis, as well as the use of relatively straightforward NMRmethods to
study the interactions of these peptides with protein domains.

In the earliest demonstration of specific readout of a histone
modification, solution NMR was used to determine the first struc-
ture of a bromodomain. Titration experiments showed that this
domain binds specifically to histone H4 tails carrying an acetylated
lysine, and allowed mapping the location of the binding cleft onto
the protein surface [90]. Similarly, the specific readout of trimethy-
lated lysine was first demonstrated using NMR titration experi-
ments [179]. The structure of the reader domain bound to a
methyllysine histone peptide, determined both by NMR [92] and
X-ray crystallography [91], showed that the recognition relies on
the interaction of the trimethyl group with a cavity containing aro-
matic residues, coined the aromatic cage.

These NMR-based interaction studies provided crucial evidence
and support for the so-called histone code hypothesis, as they
revealed the structural basis and mechanism for its read-out
[180–182]. Such studies have also been instrumental in establish-
ing the structural basis for the combinatorial readout of histone
modifications, first demonstrated in the Allis lab by identifying a
K9 methylation/S10 phosphorylation switch for the binding of
heterochromatin protein HP1 to the H3 tail [183]. This multivalent
recognition of histone modifications can also be mediated by tan-
dem reader domains, in which both domains each bind to a specific
histone modification [184,185].

A similar set-up of NMR titrations of an isotope-labeled reader
domain with modified histone peptides, often together with NMR
solution structures of free and complexed proteins, has been used
extensively since. Two recent studies have extended this by using a
spin-labeled or 19F-labeled version of the reader domain to charac-
terize the histone interaction [186,187].

An as yet scantly covered area is the protein interactome of linker
histone H1. The Thomas lab showed by NMR that the acidic tail of
HMGB1, a member of the class B high mobility group proteins, inter-
acts with the basic tail of H1, which may thereby promote the
replacement of H1 with HMGB1 at distinct nucleosomal sites [188].

6.2. Histone tail interactions in the nucleosomal context

The assumption of histone tails as completely independent
units ignores the nucleosomal context in which they occur. Thus,
the peptide-based studies described above potentially miss out
on additional contributions of nucleosomal DNA or histone cores
to the interaction, or the competing effect of the histone tail–
DNA interaction that may reduce the availability of binding com-
petent states (see Section 5.4).

A study from the Zweckstetter lab was the first to address this
issue focusing on the interaction of heterochromatin protein HP1
with nucleosomes carrying the H3K9me3 modification [132]. Com-
paring the interaction with modified nucleosomes and modified
peptides, they found that the CSPs in HP1 were smaller in the
nucleosome case, indicating that the nucleosomal context reduces
the binding affinity two-fold. Importantly, the same set of HP1
residues showed CSPs and the perturbations were in the same
spectral direction, evidencing that the binding mode is maintained
between peptide and nucleosome. Notably, being bound to the his-
tone tail, HP1 remains rather mobile in the complex, which is clear
from the successful observation of the protein by amide backbone
TROSY and further proven by relaxation experiments. Interestingly,
a second ‘explorative’ binding mode was uncovered using unmod-
ified nucleosomes in which HP1 weakly interacts with DNA.

Two recent studies shed more light on the origin of the inhibi-
tory effect of the nucleosomal context. Gatchalian et al. investi-
gated the interaction of nucleosomes with a paired reader
domain, a construct containing two PHD domains that can each
bind the H3 histone tail [189]. Affinity and NMR measurements
showed that nucleosome binding is impaired approximately six-
fold compared to H3 peptide binding, while the binding mode
and the relative binding order of the PHD domains is maintained.
Additional NMR experiments showed that one of the PHD domains
in particular is repelled by the nucleosomal DNA. Combined with
partial occlusion of the H3 tail due to DNA interaction, this likely
accounts for the reduced affinity. Recently, Morrison et al. found
a very pronounced inhibition of the interaction between the BPTF
PHD finger reader domain and the H3K4me3 mark in the nucleoso-
mal context [190]. From a series of NMR titration experiments it
was shown that the H3 tail transiently and dynamically interacts
with nucleosomal DNA also in the nucleosome core particle, in
the absence of any linker DNA. They further showed that the inhi-
bition of tail-reader binding can be released by H3 modifications
that weaken its interaction with the DNA (Fig. 6A).

The nucleosomal context can also promote histone tail interac-
tions, as was shown for the recognition of the H3K36me mark. This
modification site, K36, is close to the point where the H3 tail exits
the core particle and thus any reader domain of H3K36me will be
close to the nucleosomal DNA. This was first shown for the PSIP1
PWWP reader domain by Van Nuland et al. [130]. NMR titration
experiments showed that this reader domain binds with high mil-
limolar affinity to a modified peptide and that this very weak inter-
action is completely dependent on the presence of the
modification. In the context of modified nucleosomes however, a
low micromolar affinity was found, corresponding to a dramatic
increase in affinity of four orders-of-magnitude. Here, MeTROSY
titration experiments were used to determine the microscopic affin-



Fig. 6. Schematic overview of nucleosome-protein interaction studies by NMR. (A) Recognition of the trimethylated K4 residue in the histone H3 tail (H3K4me3) by the PHD
reader domain as probed by NMR titration experiments. Addition of nucleosomes containing three arginine to alanine mutations in the H3 tail and a cysteine-based mimic for
H3K3me3 (H3KC4me3) result in clear and specific chemical shift changes for the reader domain. These mutations were necessary to weaken the tail-DNA interactions and
increase the affinity of the nucleosome for the PHD reader domain. Figure reproduced with permission from [190]. (B) Recruitment of RNF169 to nucleosomes ubiquitinated
at H2A K13 or K15 depends on specific interaction of its UDM2 domain with the H2A-H2B acidic patch. Addition of this domain to ILV-methyl labeled H2B in H2AK13CUb-
NCPs resulted in several significant CSPs of acidic patch residues (indicated by arrows in the spectrum). Figure reproduced with permission from [133]. (C) Mapping of the
LANA-peptide binding interface on the nucleosome surface by ssNMR 2D NH spectra (800 MHz) on sedimented, free (yellow) and LANA-bound nucleosomes (blue) containing
labeled H2A. Figure reproduced with permission from [102]. Color-coding and symbols of the cartoon are as in Fig. 1, acidic patch is indicated in red.
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ity at the H3 tail site by fitting of the line shapes of perturbed H3 ILV
residues. The structural model based on NMR and mutation data
reveals how the PWWP reader domain is optimized to recognize
the nucleosomal context of this modification by engaging simultane-
ously to the methylated histone tail and the DNA backbone.

In a study of Musselman et al. similar enhancement of affinity in
the nucleosomal context was observed for the recognition of
H3K36me by PHF1 Tudor domain [191]. Interestingly, a high flex-
ibility of a reader-nucleosome complex was observed, permitting
the use of amide-observed TROSY NMR to map the binding surface
on the reader domain. The structural model again showed that the
reader domain can interact with histone tail and DNA simultane-
ously, rationalizing the enhanced affinity. This study also points
out the potential impact of protein interactions on nucleosome
organization or stability, since both NMR and FRET data revealed
a highly dynamic complex and partial DNA unwrapping. Protein
binding may cause increased nucleosome opening and DNA
breathing, opening up otherwise occluded binding interfaces on
the DNA or histone octamer. This was also hypothesized by Richart
et al., who show that the chromoshadow domain (CSD) of HP1a
binds to histone H3 on a site that is located just within the nucle-
osome core [192].

6.3. Docking onto the nucleosome core

In addition to histone tails, the histone core also features several
sites for post-translational modifications that could act as a bind-
ing site for reader proteins [193–195]. Many proteins have been
identified over the last decade that bind to the nucleosome core.
Apart from PTMs in the core, a negatively charged patch on the sur-
face of the H2A-H2B dimer, often referred to simply as the acidic
patch, has emerged as a prominent docking platform for many pro-
teins that regulate chromatin function [24]. Invariably, these pro-
teins use an arginine residue to anchor to the acidic patch,
without sequence motif or structural motif apart from hydrogen
bonding. In favorable cases these interactions can be studied in a
histone dimer context, but in general it requires the whole nucle-
osome to prevent missing out on detection of synergistic interac-
tions with other histones or DNA. In addition, the opposite
charge and different salt stability of the nucleosome and dimer
may affect complex stability to a great extent.

The first study to show that NMR can resolve the structural
basis of nucleosome-protein complexes was a collaboration
between the Kay and Bai labs [97]. This study pioneered the use
of MeTROSY for nucleosomes and reported the assignments of
the ILV methyl groups in all four histones (see Section 4.2). Using
these signals as probes, the interaction with the architectural chro-
matin factor HMGN2 was studied. This intrinsically disordered
protein was known to anchor to nucleosomes but the exact binding
mode and interaction surface on the nucleosome were unclear (see
also Section 3.4). On the basis of observed CSPs and saturation
transfer experiments, the binding site of HMGN2 could be mapped
to the acidic patch on the nucleosome surface. Additional muta-
tional analysis revealed the crucial contribution of two conserved
arginine residues to mediate the interaction. A series of PRE mea-
surements using spin-labeled versions of HMGN2 revealed that
its lysine-rich region is anchored to the nucleosomal DNA around
the H3 tail exit site, highlighting the importance of studying such
interactions in the nucleosomal context. The NMR and mutation
data-driven structural model shows how this chromatin factor
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‘staples’ nucleosomes through the two binding sites and thus ori-
ents its regulatory C-terminal domain to antagonize with linker
histone binding, potentially destabilizing higher order chromatin.

Using the sameMeTROSY approach, the Bai lab determined how
centromeric protein CENP-C recognizes nucleosomes containing
histone H3 variant CENP-A to initiate assembly of the kinetochore
during cell division [196]. NMR experiments showed that a disor-
dered segment of CENP-C is responsible for nucleosome binding.
Through a combination of PRE data from spin-labeled versions of
CENP-C and titration experiments, both short- and long-range con-
tacts between CENP-C and histones in the nucleosome could be
mapped. This pointed to a simultaneous engagement of CENP-C
to a hydrophobic region in the CENP-A tail and the acidic patch
of H2A and H2B, which was confirmed in a crystal structure [196].

A similar dual recognition mode was found for the recruitment
of E3-ligase protein RNF169 binding to ubiquitylated nucleosomes
in a study from the Kay lab [133]. Here, the interaction depends on
the ubiquitin-dependent recruitment module (UDM2) of RNF169,
again containing a disordered region responsible for nucleosome
binding. Ubiquitinated nucleosomes were prepared by converting
G76 of ubiquitin and K13 of H2A to cysteine residues, conjugating
them through sidechain-sidechain disulfide linkage before recon-
stitution. Nucleosomes contained either ILV-methyl labeled H2A,
H2B or ubiquitin. MeTROSY-based relaxation measurements
showed that the ubiquitin moiety is flexibly attached to the nucle-
osome. A series of titration experiments demonstrated that UDM2
binds to a hydrophobic patch on ubiquitin, and to the acidic patch
of the nucleosome using two basic regions with arginine residues
(Fig. 6B). Notably, a series of nucleosome and RNF169 mutants
was screened by NMR to show not only the impact on binding
affinity but also on binding mode, which proved crucial to dissect
the different interactions to ubiquitin and the nucleosome core.
The Mer lab studied the same interaction in a divide-and-
conquer approach. First, the structure of a chimeric H2AK15Ub-
H2B fusion protein in complex with UDM2 was determined based
on intermolecular NOE and PRE restraints, together with backbone
dihedral angle restraints [125]. Together with additional SAXS data
on the nucleosomal complex, the structure of nucleosome-bound
RNF169 was modeled. Together, the studies described here illus-
trate that synergistic interactions are pervasively present in
nucleosome-protein interactions.

The present authors’ lab recently demonstrated the potential of
1H-detected ssNMR in studying nucleosome-protein interactions
[102]. A key advantage here is the ability to observe all backbone
NH correlation maps as in standard solution NMR, thus allowing
the use of all non-proline amides as reporters on the interaction.
1H detection is required to exploit the sensitivity of the 1H spin
to changes in the chemical environment upon binding. Using the
LANA-nucleosome interaction as a proof of principle, this study
showed that it is possible to prepare a ssNMR sample of a complex
through co-sedimentation of nucleosomes with the binding pro-
tein, in this case the LANA-peptide. Since titrations are not feasible
in this set-up, CSPs have to be determined from a comparison of
apo and bound state NH spectra. For unambiguous assignment of
bound state resonances, a 3D HNCA experiment was recorded on
the bound state. The changes in HNCA chemical shifts thus
obtained accurately mapped the LANA binding site (Fig. 6C) and
further confirmed that binding does not induce changes in H2A
conformation from the lack of Ca change, in agreement with the
previously published crystal structure [95].

7. Conclusions and outlook

Here, we have reviewed the contribution of NMR to nucleosome
research, from the early work in the late 1960s pioneering structural
investigations of histones and the conformation of nucleosomal DNA
to the characterization of numerous reader-histone tail interactions
and the most recent state-of-the-art NMR studies elucidating high-
resolution structures of nucleosomes and their complexes with
interacting proteins. Advances in both sample preparation and
NMR methodology have gone hand-in-hand to deliver increasingly
high-resolution information on nucleosome structure, dynamics
and interactions. The development of MeTROSY-based solution
NMR and advances in biomolecular ssNMR have been instrumental
in pushing these studies to the level of the whole nucleosome.

A major open challenge for NMR is the assessment of DNA con-
formation and dynamics in the nucleosome. The molecular size
and limited chemical shift dispersion of nucleosomal DNA essen-
tially render the DNA invisible to either solution or solid-state
NMR. Future experiments employing segmental or site-specific
labeling [197] might overcome some of these challenges and allow
direct and high-resolution detection of nucleosomal DNA. Alterna-
tively, site-specific incorporation of paramagnetic tags into DNA
[198] could enable indirect monitoring of dynamic changes in
histone-DNA interactions. While it will require a formidable effort,
such methods may open the door to future studies on the contribu-
tion of DNA in nucleosome-protein interactions, in particular in
remodeling, the conformation and flexibility of non-positioning,
genomic DNA sequences, or the impact of DNA modifications.

Focusing on histones and nucleosome-binding proteins, we
expect that on-going developments in NMR methodology will
enhance the study of nucleosome-protein interactions in particu-
lar. Application of intermolecular PCS holds great promise to reveal
quantitative long-range interaction data, complementing CSP-
based identification of binding surface and sparse short-range
NOE data. In addition, the sedimentation approach will be useful
to characterize the structures of nucleosome-bound proteins and
thus reveal conformational changes upon binding by ssNMR.

An intriguing question in the chromatin field concerns the
impact of DNA sequence on nucleosome stability and dynamics.
NMR studies on nucleosomes containing genomic DNA sequences
will be highly instructive to expose the extent and timescales of
histone dynamics in such nucleosomes, at atomic resolution. More-
over, the use of genomic DNA sequences also enables the incorpo-
ration of native binding sites for (pioneer) transcription factors to
study their binding to the nucleosome [199].

It will be exciting to see how the study of these native-state
interactions can be extended to higher order chromatin systems.
The wide applicability of NMR to different sample phases, from
dilute solution to condensed phases and cellular systems, allows
investigation of biomolecular systems at different levels of com-
plexity. We envisage that the combined use of solution, solid-
state and in-cell NMR methods has the potential to enable multi-
scale studies of chromatin systems and nucleosome-protein inter-
actions, ranging from mononucleosomes to nucleosomal arrays to
in vivo chromatin. By building on the intrinsic atomic resolution of
the NMR signal and its sensitivity to molecular motions, NMR
offers a unique perspective on the dynamic landscape of nucleo-
somes and their interacting proteins, which is crucial for our
understanding of chromatin function.
Acknowledgements

We thank Ulric le Paige, Ivan Corbeski and ShengQi Xiang for their
critical reading of the manuscript. This work was supported by a
VIDI grant from the Dutch Science Foundation NWO to HvI
(NWO-CW VIDI 723.013.010).

Figures in panels 6A, 6B and 6C are reproduced from the indi-
cated references published under the Creative Commons Attribu-
tion 4.0 International Public license (CC BY 4.0; https://
creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

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


16 C.L. van Emmerik, H. van Ingen / Progress in Nuclear Magnetic Resonance Spectroscopy 110 (2019) 1–19
References

[1] L.-Y. Lian, NMR studies of weak protein–protein interactions, Prog. Nucl.
Magn. Reson. Spectrosc. 71 (2013) 59–72.

[2] C. Dominguez, M. Schubert, O. Duss, S. Ravindranathan, F.H.T. Allain,
Structure determination and dynamics of protein–RNA complexes by NMR
spectroscopy, Prog. Nucl. Magn. Reson. Spectrosc. 58 (2011) 1–61.

[3] D.K. Yadav, P.J. Lukavsky, NMR solution structure determination of large RNA-
protein complexes, Prog. Nucl. Magn. Reson. Spectrosc. 97 (2016) 57–81.

[4] A. Zhuravleva, D.M. Korzhnev, Protein folding by NMR, Prog. Nucl. Magn.
Reson. Spectrosc. 100 (2017) 52–77.

[5] S. Wang, V. Ladizhansky, Recent advances in magic angle spinning solid state
NMR of membrane proteins, Prog. Nucl. Magn. Reson. Spectrosc. 82 (2014) 1–26.

[6] R. Rosenzweig, L.E. Kay, Bringing dynamic molecular machines into focus by
methyl-TROSY NMR, Annu. Rev. Biochem. 83 (2014) 291–315.

[7] M. Kovermann, P. Rogne, M. Wolf-Watz, Protein dynamics and function from
solution state NMR spectroscopy, Q. Rev. Biophys. 49 (2016) e6.

[8] M.R. O’Connell, R. Gamsjaeger, J.P. Mackay, The structural analysis of protein–
protein interactions by NMR spectroscopy, Proteomics 9 (2009) 5224–5232.

[9] S. Campagne, V. Gervais, A. Milon, Nuclear magnetic resonance analysis of
protein–DNA interactions, J. R. Soc. Interface 8 (2011) 1065.

[10] K. Luger, A.W. Mader, R.K. Richmond, D.F. Sargent, T.J. Richmond, Crystal
structure of the nucleosome core particle at 2.8 A resolution, Nature 389
(1997) 251–260.

[11] G. Li, J. Widom, Nucleosomes facilitate their own invasion, Nat. Struct. Mol.
Biol. 11 (2004) 763.

[12] D.M.J. Lilley, O.W. Howarth, V.M. Clark, The existence of random coil N-terminal
peptides—‘tails’—in native histone complexes, FEBS Lett. 62 (1976) 7–10.

[13] D.V. Fyodorov, B.-R. Zhou, A.I. Skoultchi, Y. Bai, Emerging roles of linker
histones in regulating chromatin structure and function, Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell
Biol. 19 (2017) 192.

[14] P.T. Lowary, J. Widom, New DNA sequence rules for high affinity binding to
histone octamer and sequence-directed nucleosome positioning, J. Mol. Biol.
276 (1998) 19–42.

[15] J.E. Kugler, T. Deng, M. Bustin, The HMGN family of chromatin-binding
proteins: Dynamic modulators of epigenetic processes, Biochimica et
Biophysica Acta (BBA) - Gene Regulatory Mechanisms 1819 (2012) 652–656.

[16] K.S. Zaret, S.E. Mango, Pioneer transcription factors, chromatin dynamics, and
cell fate control, Curr. Opin. Genet. Dev. 37 (2016) 76–81.

[17] A.J. Bannister, T. Kouzarides, Regulation of chromatin by histone
modifications, Cell Res. 21 (2011) 381.

[18] R. DesJarlais, P.J. Tummino, Role of histone-modifying enzymes and their
complexes in regulation of chromatin biology, Biochemistry 55 (2016) 1584–
1599.

[19] C.Y. Zhou, S.L. Johnson, N.I. Gamarra, G.J. Narlikar, Mechanisms of ATP-
dependent chromatin remodeling motors, Annu. Rev. Biophys. 45 (2016)
153–181.

[20] C.R. Clapier, J. Iwasa, B.R. Cairns, C.L. Peterson, Mechanisms of action and
regulation of ATP-dependent chromatin-remodelling complexes, Nat. Rev.
Mol. Cell Biol. 18 (2017) 407.

[21] P.B. Talbert, S. Henikoff, Histone variants on the move: substrates for
chromatin dynamics, Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 18 (2016) 115.

[22] F. Mattiroli, S. D’Arcy, K. Luger, The right place at the right time: chaperoning
core histone variants, EMBO Rep. 16 (2015) 1454–1466.

[23] D. Fasci, H. van Ingen, R.A. Scheltema, A.J.R. Heck, Histone interaction
landscapes visualized by crosslinking mass spectrometry in intact cell nuclei,
Mol. Cell. Proteomics 17 (2018) 2018–2033.

[24] R.K. McGinty, S. Tan, Nucleosome structure and function, Chem. Rev. 115
(2015) 2255–2273.

[25] R.K. McGinty, S. Tan, Recognition of the nucleosome by chromatin factors and
enzymes, Curr. Opin. Struct. Biol. 37 (2016) 54–61.

[26] M.J. Rowley, V.G. Corces, Organizational principles of 3D genome
architecture, Nat. Rev. Genet. 19 (2018) 789–800.

[27] G. Li, P. Zhu, Structure and organization of chromatin fiber in the nucleus,
FEBS Lett. 589 (2015) 2893–2904.

[28] T. Sexton, G. Cavalli, The role of chromosome domains in shaping the
functional genome, Cell 160 (2015) 1049–1059.

[29] A.G. Larson, D. Elnatan, M.M. Keenen, M.J. Trnka, J.B. Johnston, A.L.
Burlingame, D.A. Agard, S. Redding, G.J. Narlikar, Liquid droplet formation
by HP1a suggests a role for phase separation in heterochromatin, Nature 547
(2017) 236.

[30] S.A. Sewitz, Z. Fahmi, K. Lipkow, Higher order assembly: folding the
chromosome, Curr. Opin. Struct. Biol. 42 (2017) 162–168.

[31] E.W. Johns, Studies on histones. 7. Preparative methods for histone fractions
from calf thymus, Biochem. J. 92 (1964) 55–59.

[32] K. Murray, G. Vidali, J.M. Neelin, The stepwise removal of histones from
chicken erythrocyte nucleoprotein, Biochem. J. 107 (1968) 207–215.

[33] E.W. Johns, A method for the selective extraction of histone fractions f2(a)1
and f2(a)2 from calf thymus deoxyribonucleoprotein at pH7, Biochem. J 105
(1967) 611–614.

[34] G. Zubay, P. Doty, The isolation and properties of deoxyribonucleoprotein
particles containing single nucleic acid molecules, J. Mol. Biol. 1 (1959) 1–20.

[35] D.R. van der Westhuyzen, C. von Holt, A new procedure for the isolation and
fractionation of histones, FEBS Lett. 14 (1971) 333–337.
[36] M. Noll, R.D. Kornberg, Action of micrococcal nuclease on chromatin and the
location of histone H1, J. Mol. Biol. 109 (1977) 393–404.

[37] A. Kossel, Ueber einen peptonartigen Bestandtheil des Zellkerns, Zeitschrift
für physiologische Chemie 8 (1884) 511–515.

[38] D.M. Phillips, E.W. Johns, A fractionation of the histones of group F2a from
calf thymus, Biochem. J. 94 (1965) 127–130.

[39] E.M. Bradbury, C. Crane-Robinson, H. Goldman, H.W.E. Rattle, R.M. Stephens,
Spectroscopic studies of the conformations of histones and protamine, J. Mol.
Biol. 29 (1967) 507–523.

[40] R.J. DeLange, D.M. Fambrough, E.L. Smith, J. Bonner, Calf and pea histone IV. II.
The complete amino acid sequence of calf thymus histone IV; presence of
epsilon-N-acetyllysine, J. Biol. Chem. 244 (1969) 319–334.

[41] K. Iwai, K. Ishikawa, H. Hayashi, Amino-acid sequence of slightly lysine-rich
histone, Nature 226 (1970) 1056–1058.

[42] R.J. DeLange, J.A. Hooper, E.L. Smith, Complete amino-acid sequence of calf-
thymus histone 3, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 69 (1972) 882–884.

[43] L.C. Yeoman, M.O. Olson, N. Sugano, J.J. Jordan, D.W. Taylor, W.C. Starbuck, H.
Busch, Amino acid sequence of the center of the arginine-lysine-rich histone
from calf thymus. The total sequence, J. Biol. Chem. 247 (1972) 6018–6023.

[44] M. Boublík, E.M. Bradbury, C. Crane-Robinson, An investigation of the
conformational changes of histones F1 and F2a1 by proton magnetic
resonance spectroscopy, Eur. J. Biochem. 14 (1970) 486–497.

[45] M. Boublík, E.M. Bradbury, C. Crane-Robinson, E.W. Johns, An investigation of
the conformational changes of histone F2b by high resolution nuclear
magnetic resonance, Eur. J. Biochem. 17 (1970) 151–159.

[46] E.M. Bradbury, P.D. Cary, C. Crane-Robinson, P.L. Riches, E.W. Johns, Nuclear-
magnetic resonance and optical-spectroscopic studies of conformation and
interactions in the cleaved halves of histone F2B, Eur. J. Biochem. 26 (1972)
482–489.

[47] P.N. Lewis, E.M. Bradbury, C. Crane-Robinson, Ionic strength induced
structure in histone H4 and its fragments, Biochemistry 14 (1975) 3391–
3400.

[48] A.E. Pekary, S.I. Chan, C.J. Hsu, T.E. Wagner, Nuclear magnetic resonance
studies on the solution conformation of histone IV fragments obtained by
cyanogen bromide cleavage, Biochemistry 14 (1975) 1184–1189.

[49] A.E. Pekary, H.J. Li, S.I. Chan, C.J. Hsu, T.E. Wagner, Nuclear magnetic
resonance studies of histone IV solution conformation, Biochemistry 14
(1975) 1177–1184.

[50] C. Crane-Robinson, H. Hayashi, P.D. Cary, G. Briand, P. SautiÈRe, D. Krieger, G.
Vidali, P.N. Lewis, J. Tom-Kun, The location of secondary structure in histone
H4, Eur. J. Biochem. 79 (1977) 535–548.

[51] E.M. Bradbury, H.W.E. Rattle, Simple computer-aided approach for the
analyses of the nuclear-magnetic-resonance spectra of histones, Eur. J.
Biochem. 27 (1972) 270–281.

[52] V.M. Clark, D.M.J. Lilley, O.W. Howarth, B.M. Richards, J.F. Pardon, The
structure and properties of histone F2a comprising the heterologous group
F2a 1 and F2a 2 studied by 13 C nuclear magnetic resonance, Nucleic Acids
Res. 1 (1974) 865–880.

[53] D.M.J. Lilley, O.W. Howarth, V.M. Clark, J.F. Pardon, B.M. Richards,
Investigation of the conformational and self-aggregational processes of
histones using hydrogen and carbon-13 nuclear magnetic resonance,
Biochemistry 14 (1975) 4590–4600.

[54] T. Tancredi, P.A. Temussi, L. Paolillo, E. Trivellone, C. Crane-Robinson, A study
of calf-thymus histone H2B using 13C magnetic resonance, Eur. J. Biochem. 70
(1976) 403–408.

[55] T. Tancredi, P.A. Temussi, G. Di Pascale, C. Fournier, Carbon magnetic
resonance studies of the self-aggregation of calf thymus histones, Eur. J.
Biochem. 100 (1979) 219–224.

[56] R.D. Kornberg, J.O. Thomas, Chromatin structure; oligomers of the histones,
Science 184 (1974) 865–868.

[57] J.O. Thomas, R.D. Kornberg, An octamer of histones in chromatin and free in
solution, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 72 (1975) 2626–2630.

[58] T. Moss, P.D. Cary, B.D. Abercrombie, C. Crane-Robinson, E.M. Bradbury, A pH-
dependent interaction between histones H2A and H2B involving secondary
and tertiary folding, Eur. J. Biochem. 71 (1976) 337–350.

[59] T. Moss, P.D. Cary, C. Crane-Robinson, E.M. Bradbury, Physical studies on the
H3/H4 histone tetramer, Biochemistry 15 (1976) 2261–2267.

[60] P. Puigdomènech, J.R. Daban, J. Palau, F. Podo, L. Guidoni, P.A. Temussi, The
interaction of histone H3 with histone H4 and with other histones studied by
19F nuclear magnetic resonance, Biochimica et Biophysica Acta (BBA) -
Protein Structure 492 (1977) 12–19.

[61] L. Böhm, H. Hayashi, P.D. Cary, T. Moss, C. Crane-Robinson, E.M. Bradbury,
Sites of histone/histone interaction in the H3–H4 complex, Eur. J. Biochem. 77
(1977) 487–493.

[62] N.A. Nicola, A.W. Fulmer, A.M. Schwartz, G.D. Fasman, High resolution proton
magnetic resonance spectroscopy of histones and histone-histone complexes
in aqueous solution, Biochemistry 17 (1978) 1779–1785.

[63] D.M.J. Lilley, J.F. Pardon, B.M. Richards, Structural investigations of chromatin
core protein by nuclear magnetic resonance, Biochemistry 16 (1977) 2853–2860.

[64] E.M. Bradbury, P.D. Cary, C. Crane-Robinson, H.W. Rattle, M. Boublík, P.
Sautière, Conformations and interactions of histone H2A (F2A2, ALK),
Biochemistry 14 (1975) 1876–1885.

[65] P.D. Cary, T. Moss, E.M. Bradbury, High-resolution proton-magnetic-
resonance studies of chromatin core particles, Eur. J. Biochem. 89 (1978)
475–482.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0075
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0110
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0125
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0155
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0180
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0185
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0190
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0195
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0200
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0205
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0210
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0215
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0220
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0225
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0230
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0235
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0240
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0245
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0250
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0255
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0260
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0265
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0270
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0275
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0280
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0285
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0290
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0295
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0300
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0305
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0310
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0315
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0320
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0325
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0325


C.L. van Emmerik, H. van Ingen / Progress in Nuclear Magnetic Resonance Spectroscopy 110 (2019) 1–19 17
[66] B.M. Diaz, I.O. Walker, Trypsin digestion of core chromatin, Biosci. Rep. 3
(1983) 283.

[67] P.D. Cary, C. Crane-Robinson, E.M. Bradbury, G.H. Dixon, Effect of acetylation
on the binding of N-terminal peptides of histone H4 to DNA, Eur. J. Biochem.
127 (1982) 137–144.

[68] I.O. Walker, Differential dissociation of histone tails from core chromatin,
Biochemistry 23 (1984) 5622–5628.

[69] R.M. Smith, R.L. Rill, Mobile histone tails in nucleosomes. Assignments of
mobile segments and investigations of their role in chromatin folding, J. Biol.
Chem. 264 (1989) 10574–10581.

[70] P.R. Hilliard Jr., R.M. Smith, R.L. Rill, Natural abundance carbon-13 nuclear
magnetic resonance studies of histone and DNA dynamics in nucleosome
cores, J. Biol. Chem. 261 (1986) 5992–5998.

[71] N.R. Kallenbach, D.W. Appleby, C.H. Bradley, 31P magnetic resonance of DNA
in nucleosome core particles of chromatin, Nature 272 (1978) 134–138.

[72] A.L. Olins, D.E. Olins, Spheroid chromatin units (v bodies), Science 183 (1974)
330–332.

[73] H.M. Sobell, C.C. Tsai, S.G. Gilbert, S.C. Jain, T.D. Sakore, Organization of DNA
in chromatin, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 73 (1976) 3068–3072.

[74] F.H. Crick, A. Klug, Kinky helix, Nature 255 (1975) 530–533.
[75] J.L. Sussman, E.N. Trifonov, Possibility of nonkinked packing of DNA in

chromatin, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 75 (1978) 103–107.
[76] M. Levitt, How many base-pairs per turn does DNA have in solution and in

chromatin? Some theoretical calculations, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 75 (1978)
640–644.

[77] S. Hanlon, T. Glonek, A. Chan, Comparison of the phosphorus magnetic
resonance and circular dichroism properties of calf thymus DNA and
chromatin, Biochemistry 15 (1976) 3869–3875.

[78] R.I. Cotter, D.M.J. Lilley, The conformation of DNA and protein within
chromatin subunits, FEBS Lett. 82 (1977) 63–68.

[79] L. Klevan, I.M. Armitage, D.M. Crothers, 31P NMR studies of the solution
structure and dynamics of nucleosomes and DNA, Nucleic Acids Res. 6 (1979)
1607–1616.

[80] H. Shindo, J.D. McGhee, J.S. Cohen, Phosphorus-31 NMR studies of DNA in
nucleosome core particles, Biopolymers 19 (1980) 523–537.

[81] J.A. DiVerdi, S.J. Opella, R.I. Ma, N.R. Kallenbach, N.C. Seeman, 31P NMR of DNA
in eukaryotic chromosomal complexes, Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 102
(1981) 885–890.

[82] J. Feigon, D.R. Kearns, 1H NMR investigation of the conformational states of
DNA in nucleosome core particles, Nucleic Acids Res. 6 (1979) 2327–2337.

[83] C.T. McMurray, K.E. Van Holde, R.L. Jones, W.D. Wilson, Proton NMR
investigation of the nucleosome core particle: evidence for regions of
altered hydrogen bonding, Biochemistry 24 (1985) 7037–7044.

[84] T.J. Richmond, J.T. Finch, B. Rushton, D. Rhodes, A. Klug, Structure of the
nucleosome core particle at 7 A resolution, Nature 311 (1984) 532–537.

[85] H. Akutsu, S. Nishimoto, Y. Kyogoku, Dynamic structures of intact chicken
erythrocyte chromatins as studied by 1H-31P cross-polarization NMR,
Biophys. J. 67 (1994) 804–811.

[86] S. Nishimoto, H. Akutsu, Y. Kyogoku, The presence of the 30 nm filament
structure of chromatins in intact chicken erythrocytes observed by 31P NMR,
FEBS Lett. 213 (1987) 293–296.

[87] G.M. Clore, A.M. Gronenborn, M. Nilges, D.K. Sukumaran, J. Zarbock, The
polypeptide fold of the globular domain of histone H5 in solution. A study
using nuclear magnetic resonance, distance geometry and restrained
molecular dynamics, EMBO J. 6 (1987) 1833–1842.

[88] V. Ramakrishnan, J.T. Finch, V. Graziano, P.L. Lee, R.M. Sweet, Crystal structure
of globular domain of histone H5 and its implications for nucleosome
binding, Nature 362 (1993) 219–223.

[89] C. Cerf, G. Lippens, V. Ramakrishnan, S. Muyldermans, A. Segers, L. Wyns, S.J.
Wodak, K. Hallenga, Homo- and heteronuclear two-dimensional NMR studies
of the globular domain of histone H1: full assignment, tertiary structure, and
comparison with the globular domain of histone H5, Biochemistry 33 (1994)
11079–11086.

[90] C. Dhalluin, J.E. Carlson, L. Zeng, C. He, A.K. Aggarwal, M.M. Zhou, Structure
and ligand of a histone acetyltransferase bromodomain, Nature 399 (1999)
491–496.

[91] S.A. Jacobs, S. Khorasanizadeh, Structure of HP1 chromodomain bound to a
lysine 9-methylated histone H3 tail, Science 295 (2002) 2080–2083.

[92] P.R. Nielsen, D. Nietlispach, H.R. Mott, J. Callaghan, A. Bannister, T. Kouzarides,
A.G. Murzin, N.V. Murzina, E.D. Laue, Structure of the HP1 chromodomain
bound to histone H3 methylated at lysine 9, Nature 416 (2002) 103–107.

[93] C.A. Davey, D.F. Sargent, K. Luger, A.W. Maeder, T.J. Richmond, Solvent
mediated interactions in the structure of the nucleosome core particle at 1.9 a
resolution, J. Mol. Biol. 319 (2002) 1097–1113.

[94] T. Schalch, S. Duda, D.F. Sargent, T.J. Richmond, X-ray structure of a
tetranucleosome and its implications for the chromatin fibre, Nature 436
(2005) 138–141.

[95] A.J. Barbera, J.V. Chodaparambil, B. Kelley-Clarke, V. Joukov, J.C. Walter, K.
Luger, K.M. Kaye, The nucleosomal surface as a docking station for Kaposi’s
sarcoma herpesvirus LANA, Science 311 (2006) 856–861.

[96] R.D. Makde, J.R. England, H.P. Yennawar, S. Tan, Structure of RCC1 chromatin
factor bound to the nucleosome core particle, Nature 467 (2010) 562–566.

[97] H. Kato, H. van Ingen, B.-R. Zhou, H. Feng, M. Bustin, L.E. Kay, Y. Bai,
Architecture of the high mobility group nucleosomal protein 2-nucleosome
complex as revealed by methyl-based NMR, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 108 (2011)
12283.
[98] M. Gao, P.S. Nadaud, M.W. Bernier, J.A. North, P.C. Hammel, M.G. Poirier, C.P.
Jaroniec, Histone H3 and H4 N-terminal tails in nucleosome arrays at cellular
concentrations probed by magic angle spinning NMR spectroscopy, J. Am.
Chem. Soc. 135 (2013) 15278–15281.

[99] F. Song, P. Chen, D. Sun, M. Wang, L. Dong, D. Liang, R.M. Xu, P. Zhu, G. Li,
Cryo-EM study of the chromatin fiber reveals a double helix twisted by
tetranucleosomal units, Science 344 (2014) 376–380.

[100] Y. Moriwaki, T. Yamane, H. Ohtomo, M. Ikeguchi, J.-I. Kurita, M. Sato, A.
Nagadoi, H. Shimojo, Y. Nishimura, Solution structure of the isolated histone
H2A–H2B heterodimer, Sci. Rep. 6 (2016) 24999.

[101] X. Shi, C. Prasanna, T. Nagashima, T. Yamazaki, K. Pervushin, L. Nordenskiold,
Structure and dynamics in the nucleosome revealed by solid-state NMR,
Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 57 (2018) 9734–9738.

[102] S. Xiang, U.B. le Paige, V. Horn, K. Houben, M. Baldus, H. van Ingen, Site-
specific studies of nucleosome interactions by solid-state NMR spectroscopy,
Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. Engl. 57 (2018) 4571–4575.

[103] E.M. Bradbury, B.G. Carpenter, H.W.E. Rattle, Magnetic resonance studies of
deoxyribonucleoprotein, Nature 241 (1973) 123.

[104] E.M. Bradbury, P.D. Cary, G.E. Chapman, C. Crane-Robinson, S.E. Danby, H.W.
Rattle, M. Boublík, J. Palau, F.J. Aviles, Studies on the role and mode of
operation of the very-lysine-rich histone H1 (F1) in eukaryote chromatin. The
conformation of histone H1, Eur. J. Biochem. 52 (1975) 605–613.

[105] E.M. Bradbury, G.E. Chapman, S.E. Danby, P.G. Hartman, P.L. Riches, Studies
on the role and mode of operation of the very-lysine-rich histone H1 (F1) in
eukaryote chromatin. The properties of the N-terminal and C-terminal halves
of histone H1, Eur. J. Biochem. 57 (1975) 521–528.

[106] E.M. Bradbury, S.E. Danby, H.W. Rattle, V. Giancotti, Studies on the role and
mode of operation of the very-lysine-rich histone H1 (F1) in eukaryote
chromatin. Histone H1 in chromatin and in H1 - DNA complexes, Eur. J.
Biochem. 57 (1975) 97–105.

[107] G.E. Chapman, P.G. Hartman, E.M. Bradbury, Studies on the role and mode of
operation of the very-lysine-rich histone H1 in eukaryote chromatin. The
isolation of the globular and non-globular regions of the histone H1 molecule,
Eur. J. Biochem. 61 (1976) 69–75.

[108] P.G. Hartman, G.E. Chapman, T. Moss, E.M. Bradbury, Studies on the role and
mode of operation of the very-lysine-rich histone H1 in eukaryote chromatin.
The three structural regions of the histone H1 molecule, Eur. J. Biochem. 77
(1977) 45–51.

[109] F.J. Aviles, G.E. Chapman, G.G. Kneale, C. Crane-Robinson, E.M. Bradbury, The
conformation of histone H5. Isolation and characterisation of the globular
segment, Eur. J. Biochem. 88 (1978) 363–371.

[110] T. Tancredi, P.A. Temussi, Secondary structure of calf-thymus histone H1 by
means of 13C-NMR spectroscopy, Biopolymers 18 (1979) 1–7.

[111] F.J. Aviles, S.E. Danby, G.E. Chapman, C. Crane-Robinson, E.M. Bradbury, The
conformation of histone H5 bound to DNA. Maintenance of the globular
structure after binding, Biochim. Biophys. Acta 578 (1979) 290–296.

[112] J.P. Baldwin, P.G. Boseley, E.M. Bradbury, K. Ibel, The subunit structure of the
eukaryotic chromosome, Nature 253 (1975) 245–249.

[113] G.E. Chapman, F.J. Aviles, C. Crane-Robinson, E.M. Bradbury, A nuclear-
magnetic-resonance study of the globular structure of the H5 histone, Eur. J.
Biochem. 90 (1978) 287–296.

[114] J. Zarbock, G.M. Clore, A.M. Gronenborn, Nuclear magnetic resonance study of
the globular domain of chicken histone H5: resonance assignment and
secondary structure, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 83 (1986) 7628–7632.

[115] G. Wagner, K. Wüthrich, Sequential resonance assignments in protein 1H
nuclear magnetic resonance spectra: basic pancreatic trypsin inhibitor, J.
Mol. Biol. 155 (1982) 347–366.

[116] K. Wüthrich, G. Wider, G. Wagner, W. Braun, Sequential resonance
assignments as a basis for determination of spatial protein structures by
high resolution proton nuclear magnetic resonance, J. Mol. Biol. 155 (1982)
311–319.

[117] C. Cerf, G. Lippens, S. Muyldermans, A. Segers, V. Ramakrishnan, S.J. Wodak, K.
Hallenga, L. Wyns, Homo- and heteronuclear two-dimensional NMR studies
of the globular domain of histone H1: sequential assignment and secondary
structure, Biochemistry 32 (1993) 11345–11351.

[118] W.T. Garrard, W.R. Pearson, S.K. Wake, J. Bonner, Stoichiometry of chromatin
proteins, Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun. 58 (1974) 50–57.

[119] G.H. Goodwin, C. Sanders, E.W. Johns, A new group of chromatin-associated
proteins with a high content of acidic and basic amino acids, Eur. J. Biochem.
38 (1973) 14–19.

[120] B.D. Abercrombie, G.G. Kneale, C. Crane-Robinson, E.M. Bradbury, G.H.
Goodwin, J.M. Walker, E.W. Johns, Studies on the conformational properties
of the high-mobility-group chromosomal protein HMG 17 and its interaction
with DNA, Eur. J. Biochem. 84 (1978) 173–177.

[121] P.D. Cary, D.S. King, C. Crane-Robinson, E.M. Bradbury, A. Rabbani, G.H.
Goodwin, E.W. Johns, Structural studies on two high-mobility-group proteins
from calf thymus, HMG-14 and HMG-20 (ubiquitin), and their interaction
with DNA, Eur. J. Biochem. 112 (1980) 577–580.

[122] G.R. Cook, M. Minch, G.P. Schroth, E.M. Bradbury, Analysis of the binding of
high mobility group protein 17 to the nucleosome core particle by 1H NMR
spectroscopy, J. Biol. Chem. 264 (1989) 1799–1803.

[123] P.N. Dyer, R.S. Edayathumangalam, C.L. White, Y. Bao, S. Chakravarthy, U.M.
Muthurajan, K. Luger, Reconstitution of nucleosome core particles from
recombinant histones and DNA, Methods Enzymol. 375 (2004) 23–44.

[124] H. Klinker, C. Haas, N. Harrer, P.B. Becker, F. Mueller-Planitz, Rapid
purification of recombinant histones, PLoS ONE 9 (2014) e104029.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0330
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0335
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0340
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0345
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0350
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0355
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0360
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0365
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0370
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0375
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0380
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0385
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0390
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0395
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0400
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0405
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0410
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0415
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0420
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0425
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0430
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0435
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0435
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0435
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0435
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0440
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0440
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0440
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0445
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0450
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0455
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0455
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0460
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0460
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0460
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0465
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0465
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0465
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0470
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0470
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0470
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0475
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0475
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0475
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0480
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0480
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0485
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0485
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0485
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0485
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0490
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0490
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0490
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0490
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0495
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0495
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0495
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0500
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0500
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0500
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0505
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0505
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0505
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0510
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0510
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0510
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0515
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0515
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0520
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0520
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0520
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0520
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0525
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0525
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0525
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0525
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0530
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0530
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0530
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0530
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0535
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0535
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0535
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0535
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0540
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0540
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0540
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0540
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0545
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0545
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0545
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0550
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0550
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0550
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0555
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0555
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0555
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0560
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0560
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0565
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0565
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0565
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0570
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0570
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0570
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0575
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0575
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0575
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0575
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0580
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0580
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0580
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0580
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0585
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0585
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0585
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0585
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0590
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0590
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0595
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0595
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0595
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0600
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0600
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0600
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0600
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0605
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0605
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0605
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0605
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0610
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0610
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0610
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0610
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0615
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0615
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0615
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0620
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0620


18 C.L. van Emmerik, H. van Ingen / Progress in Nuclear Magnetic Resonance Spectroscopy 110 (2019) 1–19
[125] Q. Hu, M.V. Botuyan, G. Cui, D. Zhao, G. Mer, Mechanisms of ubiquitin-
nucleosome recognition and regulation of 53BP1 chromatin recruitment by
RNF168/169 and RAD18, Mol. Cell 66 (2017) 473–487.

[126] Z. Zhou, H. Feng, D.F. Hansen, H. Kato, E. Luk, D.I. Freedberg, L.E. Kay, C. Wu, Y.
Bai, NMR structure of chaperone Chz1 complexed with histones H2A.Z-H2B,
Nat. Struct. Mol. Biol. 15 (2008) 868.

[127] V. Tugarinov, L.E. Kay, An isotope labeling strategy for methyl TROSY
spectroscopy, J. Biomol. NMR 28 (2004) 165–172.

[128] R. Kerfah, M.J. Plevin, R. Sounier, P. Gans, J. Boisbouvier, Methyl-specific
isotopic labeling: a molecular tool box for solution NMR studies of large
proteins, Curr. Opin. Struct. Biol. 32 (2015) 113–122.

[129] C.J. Howard, R.R. Yu, M.L. Gardner, J.C. Shimko, J.J. Ottesen, Chemical and
biological tools for the preparation of modified histone proteins, in: L. Liu
(Ed.), Protein Ligation and Total Synthesis II, Springer International
Publishing, Cham, 2015, pp. 193–226.

[130] R. van Nuland, F.M.A. van Schaik, M. Simonis, S. van Heesch, E. Cuppen, R.
Boelens, H.T.M. Timmers, H. van Ingen, Nucleosomal DNA binding drives the
recognition of H3K36-methylated nucleosomes by the PSIP1-PWWP domain,
Epigenetics Chromatin 6 (2013) 12.

[131] C. Xu, G. Cui, M.V. Botuyan, G. Mer, Structural basis for the recognition of
methylated histone H3K36 by the Eaf3 subunit of histone deacetylase
complex Rpd3S, Structure 16 (2008) 1740–1750.

[132] F. Munari, S. Soeroes, H.M. Zenn, A. Schomburg, N. Kost, S. Schröder, R.
Klingberg, N. Rezaei-Ghaleh, A. Stützer, K.A. Gelato, P.J. Walla, S. Becker, D.
Schwarzer, B. Zimmermann, W. Fischle, M. Zweckstetter, Methylation of
lysine 9 in histone H3 directs alternative modes of highly dynamic
interaction of heterochromatin protein hHP1b with the nucleosome, J. Biol.
Chem. 287 (2012) 33756–33765.

[133] J. Kitevski-LeBlanc, A. Fradet-Turcotte, P. Kukic, M.D. Wilson, G. Portella, T.
Yuwen, S. Panier, S. Duan, M.D. Canny, H. van Ingen, C.H. Arrowsmith, J.L.
Rubinstein, M. Vendruscolo, D. Durocher, L.E. Kay, The RNF168 paralog
RNF169 defines a new class of ubiquitylated histone reader involved in the
response to DNA damage, eLife 6 (2017) e23872.

[134] B. Dorigo, T. Schalch, K. Bystricky, T.J. Richmond, Chromatin fiber folding:
requirement for the histone H4 N-terminal tail, J. Mol. Biol. 327 (2003) 85–
96.

[135] S. Wiesner, R. Sprangers, Methyl groups as NMR probes for biomolecular
interactions, Curr. Opin. Struct. Biol. 35 (2015) 60–67.

[136] J.E. Ollerenshaw, V. Tugarinov, L.E. Kay, Methyl TROSY: explanation and
experimental verification, Magn. Reson. Chem. 41 (2003) 843–852.

[137] P.H. Keizers, M. Ubbink, Paramagnetic tagging for protein structure and
dynamics analysis, Prog. Nucl. Magn. Reson. Spectrosc. 58 (2011) 88–96.

[138] C. Amero, P. Schanda, M.A. Durá, I. Ayala, D. Marion, B. Franzetti, B. Brutscher,
J. Boisbouvier, Fast two-dimensional NMR spectroscopy of high molecular
weight protein assemblies, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 131 (2009) 3448–3449.

[139] P. Macek, R. Kerfah, E. Boeri Erba, E. Crublet, C. Moriscot, G. Schoehn, C.
Amero, J. Boisbouvier, Unraveling self-assembly pathways of the 468-kDa
proteolytic machine TET2, Sci. Adv. 3 (2017) e1601601.

[140] R. Sprangers, L.E. Kay, Quantitative dynamics and binding studies of the 20S
proteasome by NMR, Nature 445 (2007) 618.

[141] P.J. Sapienza, A.L. Lee, Using NMR to study fast dynamics in proteins:
methods and applications, Curr. Opin. Pharmacol. 10 (2010) 723–730.

[142] D.M. Korzhnev, K. Kloiber, V. Kanelis, V. Tugarinov, L.E. Kay, Probing slow
dynamics in high molecular weight proteins by methyl-TROSY NMR
spectroscopy: application to a 723-residue enzyme, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 126
(2004) 3964–3973.

[143] T. Yuwen, R. Huang, L.E. Kay, Probing slow timescale dynamics in proteins
using methyl 1H CEST, J. Biomol. NMR 68 (2017) 215–224.

[144] E. Rennella, R. Huang, A. Velyvis, L.E. Kay, 13CHD2–CEST NMR spectroscopy
provides an avenue for studies of conformational exchange in high molecular
weight proteins, J. Biomol. NMR 63 (2015) 187–199.

[145] I. Bertini, C. Luchinat, G. Parigi, E. Ravera, B. Reif, P. Turano, Solid-state NMR of
proteins sedimented by ultracentrifugation, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 108 (2011)
10396.

[146] C. Gardiennet, A.K. Schütz, A. Hunkeler, B. Kunert, L. Terradot, A. Böckmann,
B.H. Meier, A sedimented sample of a 59 kDa dodecameric helicase yields
high-resolution solid-state NMR spectra, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 51 (2012)
7855–7858.

[147] M.G. Munowitz, R.G. Griffin, Two-dimensional nuclear magnetic resonance in
rotating solids: an analysis of line shapes in chemical shift-dipolar spectra, J.
Chem. Phys. 76 (1982) 2848–2858.

[148] G.C.P. van Zundert, J.P.G.L.M. Rodrigues, M. Trellet, C. Schmitz, P.L. Kastritis, E.
Karaca, A.S.J. Melquiond, M. van Dijk, S.J. de Vries, A.M.J.J. Bonvin, The
HADDOCK2.2 web server: user-friendly integrative modeling of biomolecular
complexes, J. Mol. Biol. 428 (2016) 720–725.

[149] E. Karaca, J.P.G.L.M. Rodrigues, A. Graziadei, A.M.J.J. Bonvin, T. Carlomagno,
M3: an integrative framework for structure determination of molecular
machines, Nat. Methods 14 (2017) 897.

[150] D. Russel, K. Lasker, B. Webb, J. Velázquez-Muriel, E. Tjioe, D. Schneidman-
Duhovny, B. Peterson, A. Sali, Putting the pieces together: integrative
modeling platform software for structure determination of macromolecular
assemblies, PLoS Biol. 10 (2012) e1001244.

[151] H. van Ingen, A.M.J.J. Bonvin, Information-driven modeling of large
macromolecular assemblies using NMR data, J. Magn. Reson. 241 (2014)
103–114.
[152] G.E. Tamò, L.A. Abriata, M. Dal Peraro, The importance of dynamics in
integrative modeling of supramolecular assemblies, Curr. Opin. Struct. Biol.
31 (2015) 28–34.

[153] X. Xu, A. Ben Imeddourene, L. Zargarian, N. Foloppe, O. Mauffret, B. Hartmann,
NMR studies of DNA support the role of pre-existing minor groove variations
in nucleosome indirect readout, Biochemistry 53 (2014) 5601–5612.

[154] A.B. Imeddourene, X. Xu, L. Zargarian, C. Oguey, N. Foloppe, O. Mauffret, B.
Hartmann, The intrinsic mechanics of B-DNA in solution characterized by
NMR, Nucleic Acids Res. 44 (2016) 3432–3447.

[155] C.M. Hammond, C.B. Strømme, H. Huang, D.J. Patel, A. Groth, Histone
chaperone networks shaping chromatin function, Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol.
18 (2017) 141.

[156] Y. Shen, O. Lange, F. Delaglio, P. Rossi, J.M. Aramini, G. Liu, A. Eletsky, Y. Wu, K.
K. Singarapu, A. Lemak, A. Ignatchenko, C.H. Arrowsmith, T. Szyperski, G.T.
Montelione, D. Baker, A. Bax, Consistent blind protein structure generation
from NMR chemical shift data, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 105 (2008) 4685.

[157] F. Mousson, A. Lautrette, J.-Y. Thuret, M. Agez, R. Courbeyrette, B. Amigues, E.
Becker, J.-M. Neumann, R. Guerois, C. Mann, F. Ochsenbein, Structural basis
for the interaction of Asf1 with histone H3 and its functional implications,
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 102 (2005) 5975.

[158] D. Su, Q. Hu, H. Zhou, J.R. Thompson, R.-M. Xu, Z. Zhang, G. Mer, Structure and
histone binding properties of the Vps75-Rtt109 chaperone-lysine
acetyltransferase complex, J. Biol. Chem. 286 (2011) 15625–15629.

[159] D.F. Hansen, Z. Zhou, H. Feng, L.M.M. Jenkins, Y. Bai, L.E. Kay, Binding kinetics
of histone chaperone Chz1 and variant histone H2A.Z-H2B by relaxation
dispersion NMR spectroscopy, J. Mol. Biol. 387 (2009) 1–9.

[160] Z. Zhou, H. Feng, B.R. Zhou, R. Ghirlando, K. Hu, A. Zwolak, L.M. Miller Jenkins,
H. Xiao, N. Tjandra, C. Wu, Y. Bai, Structural basis for recognition of
centromere histone variant CenH3 by the chaperone Scm3, Nature 472
(2011) 234–237.

[161] C. Warren, T. Matsui, J.M. Karp, T. Onikubo, S. Cahill, M. Brenowitz, D.
Cowburn, M. Girvin, D. Shechter, Dynamic intramolecular regulation of the
histone chaperone nucleoplasmin controls histone binding and release, Nat.
Commun. 8 (2017) 2215.

[162] I. Corbeski, K. Dolinar, H. Wienk, R. Boelens, H. van Ingen, DNA repair factor
APLF acts as a H2A–H2B histone chaperone through binding its DNA
interaction surface, Nucleic Acids Res. 46 (2018) 7138–7152.

[163] A. Borgia, M.B. Borgia, K. Bugge, V.M. Kissling, P.O. Heidarsson, C.B. Fernandes,
A. Sottini, A. Soranno, K.J. Buholzer, D. Nettels, B.B. Kragelund, R.B. Best, B.
Schuler, Extreme disorder in an ultrahigh-affinity protein complex, Nature
555 (2018) 61–66.

[164] B.R. Zhou, H.Q. Feng, H. Kato, L. Dai, Y.D. Yang, Y.Q. Zhou, Y.W. Bai, Structural
insights into the histone H1-nucleosome complex, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA
110 (2013) 19390–19395.

[165] J.L. Kitevski-LeBlanc, T. Yuwen, P.N. Dyer, J. Rudolph, K. Luger, L.E. Kay,
Investigating the dynamics of destabilized nucleosomes using methyl-TROSY
NMR, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 140 (2018) 4774–4777.

[166] B.R. Zhou, J. Jiang, H. Feng, R. Ghirlando, T.S. Xiao, Y. Bai, Structural
mechanisms of nucleosome recognition by linker histones, Mol. Cell 59
(2015) 628–638.

[167] J. Bednar, I. Garcia-Saez, R. Boopathi, A.R. Cutter, G. Papai, A. Reymer, S.H.
Syed, I.N. Lone, O. Tonchev, C. Crucifix, H. Menoni, C. Papin, D.A. Skoufias, H.
Kurumizaka, R. Lavery, A. Hamiche, J.J. Hayes, P. Schultz, D. Angelov, C.
Petosa, S. Dimitrov, Structure and dynamics of a 197 bp nucleosome in
complex with linker histone H1, Mol. Cell 66 (2017) 384–397.

[168] B.-R. Zhou, H. Feng, R. Ghirlando, S. Li, C.D. Schwieters, Y. Bai, A small number
of residues can determine if linker histones are bound on or off dyad in the
chromatosome, J. Mol. Biol. 428 (2016) 3948–3959.

[169] A.L. Turner, M. Watson, O.G. Wilkins, L. Cato, A. Travers, J.O. Thomas, K. Stott,
Highly disordered histone H1-DNA model complexes and their condensates,
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 115 (2018) 11964–11969.

[170] B.-R. Zhou, H. Feng, R. Ghirlando, H. Kato, J. Gruschus, Y. Bai, Histone H4 K16Q
mutation, an acetylation mimic, causes structural disorder of Its N-terminal
basic patch in the nucleosome, J. Mol. Biol. 421 (2012) 30–37.

[171] H. Kato, J. Gruschus, R. Ghirlando, N. Tjandra, Y. Bai, Characterization of the
N-terminal tail domain of histone H3 in condensed nucleosome arrays by
hydrogen exchange and NMR, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 131 (2009) 15104–15105.

[172] A. Stützer, S. Liokatis, A. Kiesel, D. Schwarzer, R. Sprangers, J. Söding, P.
Selenko, W. Fischle, Modulations of DNA contacts by linker histones and
post-translational modifications determine the mobility and modifiability of
nucleosomal H3 tails, Mol. Cell 61 (2016) 247–259.

[173] G.T. Debelouchina, K. Gerecht, T.W. Muir, Ubiquitin utilizes an acidic surface
patch to alter chromatin structure, Nat. Chem. Biol. 13 (2017) 105–110.

[174] Y.R. Monneau, H. Soufari, C.J. Nelson, C.D. Mackereth, Structure and activity of
the peptidyl-prolyl isomerase domain from the histone chaperone Fpr4
toward histone H3 proline isomerization, J. Biol. Chem. 288 (2013) 25826–
25837.

[175] A. Dose, S. Liokatis, F.X. Theillet, P. Selenko, D. Schwarzer, NMR profiling of
histone deacetylase and acetyl-transferase activities in real time, ACS Chem.
Biol. 6 (2011) 419–424.

[176] S. Liokatis, R. Klingberg, S. Tan, D. Schwarzer, Differentially isotope-labeled
nucleosomes to study asymmetric histone modification crosstalk by time-
resolved NMR spectroscopy, Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 55 (2016) 8262–8265.

[177] K.K. Sinha, J.D. Gross, G.J. Narlikar, Distortion of histone octamer core
promotes nucleosome mobilization by a chromatin remodeler, Science 355
(2017) eaaa3761.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0625
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0625
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0625
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0630
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0630
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0630
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0635
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0635
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0640
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0640
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0640
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0645
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0645
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0645
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0645
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0645
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0645
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0650
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0650
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0650
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0650
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0655
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0655
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0655
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0660
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0660
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0660
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0660
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0660
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0660
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0665
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0665
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0665
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0665
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0665
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0670
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0670
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0670
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0675
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0675
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0680
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0680
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0685
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0685
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0690
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0690
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0690
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0695
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0695
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0695
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0700
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0700
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0705
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0705
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0710
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0710
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0710
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0710
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0715
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0715
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0715
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0720
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0720
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0720
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0720
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0725
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0725
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0725
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0730
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0730
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0730
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0730
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0735
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0735
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0735
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0740
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0740
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0740
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0740
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0745
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0745
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0745
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0750
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0750
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0750
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0750
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0755
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0755
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0755
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0760
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0760
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0760
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0770
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0770
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0770
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0775
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0775
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0775
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0780
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0780
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0780
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0780
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0785
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0785
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0785
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0785
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0790
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0790
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0790
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0790
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0795
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0795
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0795
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0800
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0800
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0800
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0805
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0805
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0805
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0805
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0810
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0810
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0810
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0810
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0815
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0815
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0815
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0820
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0820
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0820
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0820
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0825
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0825
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0825
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0830
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0830
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0830
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0835
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0835
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0835
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0840
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0840
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0840
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0840
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0840
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0845
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0845
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0845
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0850
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0850
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0850
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0855
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0855
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0855
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0860
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0860
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0860
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0865
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0865
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0865
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0865
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0870
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0870
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0875
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0875
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0875
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0875
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0880
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0880
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0880
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0885
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0885
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0885
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0890
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0890
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0079-6565(18)30062-1/h0890


C.L. van Emmerik, H. van Ingen / Progress in Nuclear Magnetic Resonance Spectroscopy 110 (2019) 1–19 19
[178] V. Speranzini, S. Pilotto, T.K. Sixma, A. Mattevi, Touch, act and go: landing and
operating on nucleosomes, EMBO J. 35 (2016) 376–388.

[179] S.A. Jacobs, S.D. Taverna, Y. Zhang, S.D. Briggs, J. Li, J.C. Eissenberg, C.D. Allis, S.
Khorasanizadeh, Specificity of the HP1 chromo domain for the methylated N-
terminus of histone H3, EMBO J. 20 (2001) 5232–5241.

[180] B.D. Strahl, C.D. Allis, The language of covalent histone modifications, Nature
403 (2000) 41–45.

[181] B.M. Turner, Histone acetylation and an epigenetic code, BioEssays 22 (2000)
836–845.

[182] T. Jenuwein, C.D. Allis, Translating the histone code, Science 293 (2001)
1074–1080.

[183] W. Fischle, B.S. Tseng, H.L. Dormann, B.M. Ueberheide, B.A. Garcia, J.
Shabanowitz, D.F. Hunt, H. Funabiki, C.D. Allis, Regulation of HP1-
chromatin binding by histone H3 methylation and phosphorylation, Nature
438 (2005) 1116–1122.

[184] L. Zeng, Q. Zhang, S. Li, A.N. Plotnikov, M.J. Walsh, M.M. Zhou, Mechanism and
regulation of acetylated histone binding by the tandem PHD finger of DPF3b,
Nature 466 (2010) 258–262.

[185] N. Nady, A. Lemak, J.R. Walker, G.V. Avvakumov, M.S. Kareta, M. Achour, S.
Xue, S. Duan, A. Allali-Hassani, X. Zuo, Y.X. Wang, C. Bronner, F. Chedin, C.H.
Arrowsmith, S. Dhe-Paganon, Recognition of multivalent histone states
associated with heterochromatin by UHRF1 protein, J. Biol. Chem. 286
(2011) 24300–24311.

[186] S. Kostrhon, G. Kontaxis, T. Kaufmann, E. Schirghuber, S. Kubicek, R. Konrat, D.
Slade, A histone-mimicking interdomain linker in a multidomain protein
modulates multivalent histone binding, J. Biol. Chem. 292 (2017) 17643–
17657.

[187] G.T. Perell, N.K. Mishra, B. Sudhamalla, P.D. Ycas, K. Islam, W.C.K. Pomerantz,
Specific acetylation patterns of H2A.Z form transient interactions with the
BPTF bromodomain, Biochemistry 56 (2017) 4607–4615.

[188] L. Cato, K. Stott, M. Watson, J.O. Thomas, The interaction of HMGB1 and linker
histones occurs through their acidic and basic tails, J. Mol. Biol. 384 (2008)
1262–1272.

[189] J. Gatchalian, X. Wang, J. Ikebe, K.L. Cox, A.H. Tencer, Y. Zhang, N.L. Burge, L.
Di, M.D. Gibson, C.A. Musselman, M.G. Poirier, H. Kono, J.J. Hayes, T.G.
Kutateladze, Accessibility of the histone H3 tail in the nucleosome for binding
of paired readers, Nat. Commun. 8 (2017) 1489.

[190] E.A. Morrison, S. Bowerman, K.L. Sylvers, J. Wereszczynski, C.A. Musselman,
The conformation of the histone H3 tail inhibits association of the BPTF PHD
finger with the nucleosome, Elife 7 (2018) e31481.

[191] C.A. Musselman, M.D. Gibson, E.W. Hartwick, J.A. North, J. Gatchalian, M.G.
Poirier, T.G. Kutateladze, Binding of PHF1 Tudor to H3K36me3 enhances
nucleosome accessibility, Nat. Commun. 4 (2013) 2969.

[192] A.N. Richart, C.I.W. Brunner, K. Stott, N.V. Murzina, J.O. Thomas,
Characterization of chromoshadow domain-mediated binding of
heterochromatin protein 1a (HP1a) to histone H3, J. Biol. Chem. 287
(2012) 18730–18737.

[193] A.T. Fenley, R. Anandakrishnan, Y.H. Kidane, A.V. Onufriev, Modulation of
nucleosomal DNA accessibility via charge-altering post-translational
modifications in histone core, Epigenetics Chromatin 11 (2018) 11.

[194] G.D. Bowman, M.G. Poirier, Post-translational modifications of histones that
influence nucleosome dynamics, Chem. Rev. 115 (2015) 2274–2295.
[195] P. Tessarz, T. Kouzarides, Histone core modifications regulating nucleosome
structure and dynamics, Nat. Rev. Mol. Cell Biol. 15 (2014) 703–708.

[196] H. Kato, J. Jiang, B.R. Zhou, M. Rozendaal, H. Feng, R. Ghirlando, T.S. Xiao, A.F.
Straight, Y. Bai, A conserved mechanism for centromeric nucleosome
recognition by centromere protein CENP-C, Science 340 (2013) 1110–1113.

[197] F.H.T. Nelissen, M. Tessari, S.S. Wijmenga, H.A. Heus, Stable isotope labeling
methods for DNA, Prog. Nucl. Magn. Reson. Spectrosc. 96 (2016) 89–108.

[198] N.E. Shepherd, R. Gamsjaeger, M. Vandevenne, L. Cubeddu, J.P. Mackay, Site
directed nitroxide spin labeling of oligonucleotides for NMR and EPR studies,
Tetrahedron 71 (2015) 813–819.

[199] F. Zhu, L. Farnung, E. Kaasinen, B. Sahu, Y. Yin, B. Wei, S.O. Dodonova, K.R.
Nitta, E. Morgunova, M. Taipale, P. Cramer, J. Taipale, The interaction
landscape between transcription factors and the nucleosome, Nature 562
(2018) 76–81.

Glossary of Abbreviations

ATP: adenosine triphosphate
bp: base pair
CEST: chemical exchange saturation transfer
CP: cross-polarization
CPMG: Carr-Purcell-Meiboom-Gill sequence
Cryo-EM: cryo-electron microscopy
CSP: chemical shift perturbation
DNA: deoxyribonucleic acid
EM: electron microscopy
HMG: high mobility group proteins
HMQC: heteronuclear multiple quantum correlation
HSQC: heteronuclear single quantum correlation
INEPT: insensitive nuclei enhanced by polarization transfer
MAS: magic angle spinning
MeTROSY: methyl transverse relaxation optimized spectroscopy
MNase: micrococcal nuclease
NCP: nucleosome core particle
NMR: nuclear magnetic resonance
NOESY: nuclear Overhauser effect spectroscopy
PAGE: polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis
PCR: polymerase chain reaction
PCS: pseudo-contact shift
PDB: Protein Data Bank
PRE: paramagnetic relaxation enhancement
PTM: post-translational modification
RDC: residual dipolar coupling
RNA: ribonucleic acid
SAXS: small angle X-ray scattering
ssNMR: solid-state nuclear magnetic resonance
TOCSY: total correlation spectroscopy
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