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—24E DNA 209K+ 8 B HIE R/
Al 4L =

X @R, AR AR, MY, B WL, A, & L, RS
(1. R ERREBE [N FH YRS T 5] A G i v i 20 2, I 2018005
2. EBEBE R, JEHT 1000495 3. FHE RIS EE, BB Y= 0F90 0, B 200444 ;
4. FIgASE KA T 25 BE, B 200240)

TEE 2 DNA YR RS Z 808 AT T2 i A5, (HL [ 4B R0CR M0 8 | RIS Pk AR . A< SC LA
FNIETE P (six-helix bundle, 6HB) DNA £ 4 IR AR, BT O A UGB i ik, Hxs KA L — 44 4t 558
YL | MELAHEA TESORCR B S TR R TS S SRR R, d T — B R TR ) AR (AFM)E]
1G53 BT 1 AR T AL I 532 . 120 ik DA TR FRVE 55 SR A B B %8 P R i fb A, SO T % —4E DNA
£ Y W 25 2540 B 5 e RAE . R FZ O B 58 T 22 0hil pH(5~11)F11 Mg ¢ J#(6.25~87.5 mmol/L)%} 6HB DNA £F
e BAT RN . 25 LRI, 6HB DNA 214 (194 A0 4 B A7 AE AT IR A5 140 10 12 pHLAE 6~8 Y8 B A R T 1™
RIG A EF4E, o pH=8 i} F 4B R0 1k 3 e (1 (171 RV 35 2R 2 36%, Je B FE B 29 8 um/pum?). 24 pH i 2
I B, 325 04— 2k P 28 B W 28 e ALl T 7 SR AR A5 4, IS IR 1 50KF-. [FIR, &R 4k 3 1 2ex)
Mg ¥ B 2R B B 8 %) 5 (V) I 1T, 6 PEE 155 T 25 mmol/L i AP K X, 7E 50 mmol/L LA F I A €
BRI 2T 4 7 ) (1 ARV 262K > 20%, BE B B > 4 pum/um?). 336 60455 S5 o ] WAL AL E B 20, BAIE T
DNA G4 AEEE) [ 20 25 %55 pH (R 25 7 5 S BRI A5 1 10 v BRI . P ST RE A B8 g — 4l DN A 4 KA1 RHAY
Bt il S R ) i BT TR

K NIBER DNA 214 )7 BAGEEUSR ir s A AR
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Abstract One-dimensional (1D) DNA nanomaterials exhibit broad potential for applications across multiple fields.
However, quantitative evaluation of their self-assembly efficiency remains challenging. In this work, six-helix bundle

(6HB) DNA fibers were employed as a model system. Building upon existing image analysis methods, we developed
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an integrated and parameterized approach to overcome the challenges of single-particle identification and counting in

high-aspect-ratio, entangled 1D fibers, and established an AFM image-based method for visualizing and quantifying
self-assembly efficiency. In this method, the area coverage ratio and contour length density extracted from AFM images
were used as quantitative parameters to characterize 1D DNA fiber networks. Using this method, the effects of buffer
pH(5—11) and Mg>* concentration (6.25—87.5 mmol/L) on the assembly behavior of 6HB DNA fibers were investi-
gated. The results show that efficient assembly of 6HB DNA fibers occurs within a well-defined window of conditions.
Continuous long fibers are preferentially formed in the pH range of 6—8, with the highest assembly efficiency at
pH=8, where the area coverage ratio reaches ca. 36%, and the contour length density is ca. 8 pwm/pm?. When the pH
value deviates from this range, the continuous 1D network gradually transforms into fragmented or disordered
aggregates, and both parameters decrease to background levels. Fiber assembly also shows a clear threshold response
to Mg** concentration: the assembly efficiency increases rapidly above 25 mmol/L, and stable long fibers form at con-
centrations above 50 mmol/L, corresponding to area coverage ratios >20% and contour length densities >4 pwm/pwm?.
These results quantitatively demonstrate the strong dependence of DNA nanostructure self-assembly on environmental
conditions such as pH and ionic strength. The analytical framework established here provides a useful quantitative
tool for the design, assembly, and application of 1D DNA nanomaterials.

Keywords Six-helix bundle DNA fibers; AFM image analysis; Self-assembly efficiency

—ZE DNA GKBBHA BA B I RAR I 5 R RRAL AL s LA A R A A WA AP S, 122
AN B B ) I ) 1o TR S Sl A i HE S 2 SR AN KR, —4E DNA ZH K 58 Al A S Sl
MK T, HIT 00+ REEH 8RR i), R 2500 AT A S48, T 2H 2GR0k Sy 4
RS B A W o FIRET , TEAE AR IR B A TETEM B, Ah, —4E DNA 21 4E 2514 18 AT A4
0 B SR A M AN S (R 2T AR BR BT, T TR AR A 7o 0 X e AT St HES) T —4E DNA 94K b4
et ST

IR, —4E DNA GURBHRHY) F ARSI A ek . AR 58RI RAE T R ME LA R0 B AE
O3 BT — YRR LT YL SRRSO S R AP i T B A R S A 2 rh DNA (R BV EE , MELAIX G0 [F]
TEAS L. MBI L UK T8RS o i 25 TR BEAAONE , H£F4EAE HEL DKt 7 v By PRS2k KT
i B T EER AL R, SR R 1Y 2 0 HUHETE B e R B AR T AR TE T AT A B — i RO HERE
CTELE ST —2EK DNA L AERT L ANIG SRR, £F 4k S8 (s A AL H BRI ey A28, B
AHRIBTY) )1 5 S B LT AE RT3, BUB SRR 0. S E I T B SO AR AL B 3R
W, XEAT B 0 SR A EEE I EATE AT . Rk, ST RBAS B H UL 5 fb—4E DNA 40K BB
BCRCR I i, BB R i A0 R 5 A e A2

J1 3 A0 (AFM) 2 DNA 9K Z5 R S At 1 B0 737K R AT RAE T B, © O A T Bl
SR A3 BT TE 6T B B SO HOE S DNA 9K 254, 41 DNA 48 (DNA origami ) #4221
THE=ARIE, SEIR ARG, AFM BERSTE M S LUK, BEEEIE B RYMERPE . dE i AFM &
Bt e B a1 5B a5 T B T TSI, T ELHEPEAl DNA 90K S5 F B BT ax e &t
WG, EAMIR RGN T B TR T DNA GRS AT RCR 52, AL 4 4508, 3F
FHETT Ty R RTAPE1L eAh, AFM I8 T A58 15 P S (Reactive oxygen species, ROS) FlI%E 7N R
AN FAAFXT DNA S5 30007 , 40 8 T JHAE DNA 40K 25 A e e e PEA rh A i 171 Sl 4 AFM
X DNA 7 ARZE AL 47 B ol A vh AN [R] B 8] a5 O RE A E A T B AR A G 11, AT LASE 7R DNA 2544 1) F 20
ARSI SR, E R RE T EUURL R 5 R S0 A 5 RO T A 22 ) R G s ) ) B K
THMWrh 5, HGE FIA G F 2R T B HOM T RS . X TR AR i —4E DNA P4 R, 7R,
AFM A il gt B AR R 58 S 58, FRARZF A i 5 2 i MELUER € , (AR 201
ST BOELLSE I . R, ARG SR GE TSR W E LA BLETE T S A A AT 4E M 25 254 . BT,
FEXF—4E DNA ZF4EIR 2, A7 0B R SR AMPORE BAORE T EUA ) PRI 7 ik
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BT, A SCRAAN IR E 3 (Six-helix bundle, 6HB) DNA £F4EfE BIRIA R, #E7 T —FE T AFM
BAR5 EURGE oA () B LR nl IR I 2, il XFEAT A W UG b i b AT 4 5250
b, SN EMRAREL , 45 H 3R 2 B AT i R G b AR A 2, X AR A o S B 5
BT m , A5 138 o FEH AFM SR 27 28 X 25 A B AR TE SR RRAE , DATHI R 35 2% (Area coverage ratio) Fl
B JE K 8 % FE (Contour length density) fE N AL FR bR , K5 82 0 A5 19— HEZ5 K9 5 AL Ry nT SE i1 o BT i 2
B, DT SEEN A 2 27 4k 0 2 A B ROCR I 8 0Pl . FIUTNZ O, ARSCRGEHEE T R pH(5~11) 5
Mg e (6. 25~87. 5 mmol/L)%f 6HB DNA £F4ELH 4647 i, PR Tz 45 A s e X i), S —4
DNA KM B BT T5 4R S PR AR AL T — Rl R b ik

1 SLIGES

1.1 H{FE5MR
FHT2H % 6HB DNA £F4E (%) DNA FEE A= T A=) AR () e AT FRAS W5 L, 28 R ROmROH £
T (HPLC)Zifk . Firfy DNA P8I I 1.
Table 1 DNA sequences used for the assembly of 6HB DNA fibers

Name Sequence(5’-3")
X-1 TACTGACCTCGTGCGTTCGTACAAGAACCATTGACCTGCGCG
X-2 CGAACCTGATTAGAGACCCTGATGGCGGTGGAGACACTCACG
X-3 CTCGCGCTTCCCATTGGTCTCCTTCTATTGCTAGACCGGAGT
X-4 AGAAAGCCATACGCGCCTTCTTGCGGAACTGGTAGCCATGAG
X-5 GATTAGGTGGGCCGAAATAGACAACCTACGAACTAGCACCCA
X-6 TAATCGACGCTTTACGACAAGGCCGATTGATCACGAGTTCCG
Y-1 GCAATAGAAGCGGAACTCGTGTATGGCTTTCTTACGAACGCA
Y-2 ATGGTTCTTGCTCATGGCTACCCCACCTAATCCAGGGTCTCT
Y-3 CCACCGCCATTGGGTGCTAGTAGCGTCGATTAGAGACCAATG
Y-4 ATCAATCGGCACTCCGGTCTACGAGGTCAGTAAGAAGGCGCG
Y-5 CAGTTCCGCACGCGCAGGTCAAATCAGGTTCGTCTATTTCGG
Y-6 TCGTAGGTTGCGTGAGTGTCTGGAAGCGCGAGCTTGTCGTAA

10X TAE-Mg™ &t A S2 560 % A BC . — F8 H IE2E H 45¢ (400 mmol/L) | & (200 mmol/L) . £ &
VU 2.2 (20 mmol/L) il 8k (125 mmol/L) B 5 Mralide, W B Bir T A= RS B A PR 7]

Orion Star A111 152 pH il 1% (32 [&] Thermo Fisher Scientific 23 7] ) 5 T100 Thermal Cycler 54 %
w34 (35 E Bio-Rad A F] ) ; Multimode Nanoscope VIII JE T 1 B4 (35 E Bruker N H)) , PR
PEAKFORCE-Fluid+# 4T (3 8% % 0. 7 N/m).

1.2 XKIWERE
1.2.1 6HB DNA 4 % 4%  AWI5E LA 6HB DNA ZF4E{E W HEALA FR (Scheme 1). %4544 454> 6HB FRL
JCHI 22 2% DNA FRLEE 28 A% e AL i It 20 266, FROTIR] I o B A G P 2K 3 (Sticky ends ) 1l 1] 14 42 1

Sticky ends

T T T T WA A al W o WA al N RS S e g
DA A AN AR ANANEAARNANANONN
R R AR R R

.

DNA strands 6HB monomer 6HB fiber
Scheme 1 Schematic illustration of 6HB DNA fibers

DNA strands assemble into 6HB monomers, which further connect axially via complementary sticky ends to form 6HB DNA fibers.

The inset shows the cross-sectional view of a 6HB monomer.
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6HB DNA £f-4E"- 2,

T 5E, AL 6HB DNA £F4E () DNA Ui 55 LU TR & F W 24 1 28 Ml rh L 45 DNA FREE AR B
Y85 pmol/L. 7€ pH JE¥E 5250 | 2% vp IR R [ 5E2 A AXTAE-Mg? , 38 2 BR A i 2 7K 2 pH 7 2 5~11
AR EE DX 5 2 s WO FE AR S b, IR pH ETE 2 8, 3 I8 15 TAE-Mg™ 2 il B 0. SXTAE-
Mg*~TXTAE-Mg>, fli{A 2 H Mg Mk AR L AE 6. 25~87. 5 mmol/L i [l N .

TRA AL B T RIS HAT B ARIE KRR 70 °CAEIR 5 min e (A% IR e ah M 58 228 PR
IR 2 62 °CJa, LLO. 1 °C/h ORI BRI 2 57 °C, 1L JELT AR s 0 A% Re i A= s 471 8
T4 CHMFTRAE, TGS TR A RALE .

122 AFMERAE S EHE R E A58 RS RGBT VA TR 2% (A6 B 200 4%, B 8 L i
00 S B 1) 25 BR R T, TR 5 min, BEJS 2 1 mL B 4K 22 sk I BAR T . AFM 3575 L
10 pmx10 pm, Z3HERS512x51218 K . B SR 20 R 3 S LY T T 4e 10 b7

123 AFM E G A E 5 & 040 A AFM BRI FE Image] FPF H ifF 47 48— Ak 15 2 4t 40 47
(1) AFM J5 5 & B B8 s R OE - A Imagel #1555 )& °F (Background flattening) 5 17 8¢ 1E (Line
correction ) JJ A8 T BR AT 2 v 7 A B SRR R A A T4 A% . B S X EHREEA TR R RUBE R HE , T8
— 4y 8 bit JKEASEC, IS TR 828 0T . (2) JKEEEI B {E 53 %] (Thresholding) : >R FH Otsu &
I BB R AT F 8l a3, 3205 5 T RMGOR B 5 R SE BT 5t 5 1 s iR o), b 2R 4 4h
FIRER BN ET SRR, M RSN SRR, AT N SO R 0 22 . 7E3 o0 %t
FE BRI UG, #E Otsu BB IR 2547/ BB T A0 (L IR B AN 1T +10% ), DARTELT4E25 14
S S SE B2 (3) {E R B 2R LA (Skeletonization ) « i 1 T A5 24 B 2R AL S0 4T S 4
PG R AR T RE 02, DTS 31 B 38 W8 S8 2T 2 B R N 245

FEDCIERE 3RO IS S HOH T 0. (1) HRE R (%), B HEG P A 4R R 500
SRR G (2) BB A (wm/wm?) , RV AR N 2F 2B 2R rpul 2R 0 B BRI BE . AT 4
P IIHELT 3 YT S ARAT

2 GRS

2.1 AFMBBREES A ERNEL

6HB DNA £ 4 A Jo PR ZE M (1) —HELE ), ZELH 25 R ARM AL T St BR R 28 5 B AR A8 S, B sl Jayp
JLE, AFM EUR 3l F IO B A AT a4, SRR SERE LR AEMELL T B . AT AT B HE DNA 544 1) 1.
P B0 EMELARIS v SR8 AR SR AURISTE St sl DA UERR DAL L A 4808, AR
[ S 25 Ak 2 1) ()5 it bR . ARSI Ny, T — 25 36T AFM RS 20 Hr ) DN A £F 2 25 ¥4 78 40 W7 72
FEALE Image] B AFH SEBbRAEAL AL FRIR AR (1] 1), 12073538 2 X ARM TSR QT 58— Wb 2 55 2544 1
B 1. 2. 377) , KR AR TE SR A B AL R nT FU A S5 B850, DTS B0 I 45 1k 32 LAY 6HB DNA £F- 4
SEE &Sl

AFM EUG B 75 5 52 BT | SLRMUR L R R 6052 22 3 N 20 m . Rk, 76 w b

(©) VQ (D)

Binarization Skeletonization
— —

(RN

Fig. 1 Workflow of AFM image processing used in the fiber network quantification method

Background
correction

200" hm

(A) Raw AFM topography image; (B) image after background flattening and line correction; (C) high-contrast binarized image
obtained by threshold segmentation for area coverage ratio calculation; (D) single-pixel-width fiber skeleton extracted via

skeletonization for contour length density calculation.
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AT UEA T O B PG A IE AR B> | DASRAS A AT EPE A MG 2. e 3eat b, 38k WA 2 H0k
S s B A B3 A8 R ARAR T T () Z5 A 728 i i B 2R A A PR S A ol BAR R TERE (1)
HUD R EER ™. R AR R R LT 4 F DA R DG R M RIS, JHBR T 21 2 56 B X JE ST s, {4
FIEHELAL A ] A I LR 2542,

FETPEHUG LR AT 2L 2%, AR LT 2S5 S 50H TR 6HB DNA ZF4E (1 F 4165l . JL
H AR 55 28 A R P AR AR 2805 A SR R B A 43 L, T 3RAE LR e S5 R A Y Hh i 23 i)
R ; FOEK % AT Y L K S R T AL FOAEL, S e sy T R N T 2548 1
BRI FRARFE . 3X 2 S H053 0 N 2 1 R A3 A A — 2K B B S 2 A P S 4 A I 2 A T R R
AT A5 A 4 T b S W DN A 1 ZE S50 i 226 50K 5 I 48 1 2 . AR AN ST T BAMR £ 2 K B sl e (1 s
IR RS L S T A I 28 454 N R s M AR R R IR L e 2 2R

AR SCHAE GEARTITE S WS (4 22 PRI W A Al FUER 280, AR TRIZE vh 2544 6HB DNA £- 441
BEET NI R G AR IS — i AL JERY, X —4E DNA BB A 230K I AFM E BEIEAG IR ML T —Fh
AIEA, ATHES A A AT SR
2.2 Mg REEXT 6HB DNA £F4: 48 2517 A 220

R 5 PH B F IR EEXT 6HB DNA £F 42156 8 J7 22 i 4%, fE1EE DNA MR SHGR K FRIF T, &R
GEPEAL T Mg He 5 (6. 25~87. 5 mmol/L) %} 6HB DNA £F4E2H 24T M i 5200 .

AFMJE S , 6HB DNA £F 4 i 1l 5 48 e Xt Mg vk B 5 A B ARk (1 2). Mk H
6. 25 mmol/L i, WLEF PN F2 22 R BR B e F By, X0 (R P L 4E R R/, B4 B4R
B DR ESEEE . Mg W B THE 212, 5 mmol/L IRt , FUEF PN IT 46 H 3020 A5 s 95 F — ZE 2T 4450 , B
HIE R L 45 5 B AL SR B F B BESE 0, (H 8 Bl A 40 22 . Sk B — 25 T % 25 mmol/L
i, —4ELFYshfsit &, 30 K B SV L, SF4E M TR AL, MZSIHGE PR . 2 Mg ik
J& 49 50 mmol/L B, AT Py HH BRI RR i 62 A i ) K £F 2 25, TB R B0 BSR4 . —(HIEIR 2
TN LT YR S X dul S B v 7 5 P TR G S I 5 25 4 . 1 — P MR % 87, 5 mmol/L I, 34K T
$15 50 mmol/L 24T, AL B AL G b, 45 478 o5 5 N B AR R e s Rl X s B ey
) i) SR ST A ARG H , A& AATE SR A B — ZE A R 450 o . JBURR AFM RS 3 — (A 552

12.5

ovg/(mmol-L7):  6.25

AFM

Binary
e

Skeleton

Fig.2 AFM images of 6HB DNA fibers assembled with different Mg™ concentrations

Top row: raw AFM images ; middle row: binarized images; bottom row: skeletonized images.
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FEEMR B AL BRI R, JE00T S T AS ) M2 W FE 45 1F T 6HB DN A 2745 9 2% (T S AR RRAIE

M3 AT UL, & S g R SISO EE R EEW) 4 . G Mg M2 H 6. 25 mmol/L 415 2 50 mmol/L,
ST Y45 F (R T R 5 R S R K R A Y RS BT AR, R A 0T E A 23%, ETK %
FEFHZ 0 pm/pm*F E 2y 4. 4 pm/pm? BRI —L T 2 87, 5 mmol/L I, PIIfsIR#a TF- &, #Hia%
YEFFTE21% 247, SRR ERIE LN 4.2 pm/pum?, R ILEEN, RKR S AWM. 20
JITi, 6HB DNA £F- 4 1) [ 225 Xof Mg ik 4 £ BH 4 19 B A ) AR A1 . Mg MR B 7E 25 mmol/L DA B ilE A
PRI X, R F] ST 50 mmol/L A S BORAS , TEILAHF T ol SRAS 8 35 %> 20%, Fe I B %
FE> 4 wm/wm?FRESEET AE M 45 . IR FEMCH R4 AE A 6HB DNA 21 278 4 i 22 A 8 b A A S B 7
PRI B 1 A A H

40 W — g LB «

S — - .

g 30F S8 of

3] & g

? = 3,

5 20+ 52X 41 I

: is

= O35

© 10 < 2+

< ==

O 0 . I 3 1 1
625 125 25 50 875 6.25 125 25 50 87.5
cug/(mmol-L1) cumg/(mmol-L1)

Fig. 3 Quantitative analysis of 6HB DNA fibers assembled with different Mg>* concentrations
(A) Area coverage ratio (% ) ; (B) contour length density (pum/pm?). Data are presented as mean=SD (n=3, independent

samples). Statistical analysis was performed using one-way ANOVA(*P < 0. 05, *¥P <0.01).

2.3 pH &M 6HB DNA £F4E40 34T H B85

TEHE Mg e IS BYS S, 15 22 oA R Ol 4x TAE-Mg™ , #F— PR R pHIE (5~11), %
ZZ pH X 6HB DNA ZF 4 21 564 7 R 520

AFM 5 ME2 R, 6HB DNA £ 4E A 20 23 % pH 45 R ILH 0 25 iHasirk ( 4). 76 pH 6~8 Y [
N, LSS N BT WS B SR ) — AELT AR 25, TTIE BN BUR 1 28 70 A . X i —AE IR /R 27 4k
B RGIFECR , B SRR I I S SRR, R DL W) 0 W 4 aliide Ak . 78 pH=8 i}, £F 4 sl 5
O 4% B0 R P TR AR S IG5 1F T AR i KK 24 pH FHE O, SELRLF AR LE M SR AT A, (B (H R
PNETAERE T T RSN, B AR 2R R FEI O, B BT AR . 7E pH=10 B, BEET Y SRR 4 BeAie

PH: 5 _ _— 7 11

Skeleton

Fig. 4 AFM images of 6HB DNA fibers assembled with different pH values

Top row: raw AFM topography ; middle row: binarized images; bottom row: skeletonized images.
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EILRENR, BB 4ER R D, BB B D AN ELEE5H . [FFE, pH = 5SIHR R A
FEXELLAERFA RO EZL S, DU NP RO A, R G A R B 1 5K

TERITAT RN, 7 pH 6~8JEIFI A, TR 16 4 15 48 B B W XA TR K-, B i R Ay
15 20%~40% 2 18] , & B BE 5 EAE 4~8 wm/pum? Z (8], FF7E pH oy 8 I ik B e A (B 5 R 2 36% , FeJEE
KEEHEZS pm/pm®). 4 pH T+ 9IS, WIIRHRA B T, AT 045 FTOUKF- . e8RS pH 26 4F T
(pH<5 S pH=>10) , PHIAEH3 42 0 25 AR R 10 19 5t (B (BT R A RSB I B X 290 0), SRR U
LA ETIRIE (K 5).

S0H(A) 22 — 10 -(B) x** RE
;\; * % . %k k
g 40r =T 8}
8 E
o L o L
g 30 =5 ° I
7] 2%
g 20r =2 4r gk
S 32
s 3 el
g 1or 2+
0 0 1 1 | I . 1 1
5.6 7 8 9 10 1 5.6 7 8 9 10 11
pH pH

Fig. 5 Quantitative analysis of 6HB DNA fibers assembled with different pH values
(A) Area coverage ratio(%) ; (B) Contour length density (m+um=2). Data are presented as mean + SD (n=3, independent samples ).

Statistical analysis was performed using one-way ANOVA(*P < 0. 05, **P <0. 01, **+P <0.001).

25 b AR, 6HB DNA £F4E ) [ 2028 %5 pH A7 7E W6 A0 38 B IX 6] . 7 2% 2H 28 75 8 pH 4457 7E 6~8 L il
I, 5ol pH o 8, ZEIL AT il A 55 R >20% , SR K R >4 pun/ (R3S SELTE NS . Y4 pH R
BIZIX AT, 03 RN, IR R RIS 2% [ AL sl TE 7 SREARIR AR R
2.4 O6HB DNA T4 A% & E4EHOMAM

FEF AL AFM EMGE 8T vk, DL M@ W A pH 4351 % 6HB DNA 21 4E2H 254 7 52 il &
GisE, h— A B R P 2 RO S X AR AT BRI ) R A T, A e S0 0] AL
T 6HB DNA £F4E4125 [y i [ 3% (1 6).

T4, TEMEE pH AT, 1A 55 bl Mo e B AR Ak 2 B B (E R v A 7o [ BT 6(A) 1. SRAISEFAE
LM IR /N TR Y sigmoidal PREGHA T IRHAG, LA ARV 55 2 Bl M2k B AR Ak I S BB R [ 1 T
AT R IBCRIE S8 . 25 R IR, 25 mmol/L 29 R R A I S B . VR BE AR T I (BN , 4 e A
1%, N5 H BEa R BERR S 2T 4k 5 Y9k B 58 25 mmol/L Ji5 , TR 55 R T 5 7E 50 mmol/L LA
HREEIX I, SRR TG, R RS A AR E W S AR . X —HRAE VR T Mg (R
BN AR M BHE T, M RERE AT 50h R DNA B 2R 67 L iy, B AR 1R i e 10, Mok B AR T Il
B (25 mmol/L) B, FiLfaf RIS 7843, 6HB HRITRIMESHORZ I ; MUk B R 2 b i BE ) , #l
FEMOE T, IR R GRS S — R R £ 87, 5 mmol/L I, i F Bl 1
M, GBRCRN TG, IO SR

HR, TR E M e BE 25T, AR 55 2R X pH S I 7 52 B BALIG A AT RRAIE , SR Gaussian PREGH
TEBHATE 6(B) ], LIRS R AE pH 23 0] o (1) e o 21 25 DX JE) B AR 20l ka 34 . pH 6~8 [X [H] N 25
FATE SRR B A AR R KT, FFAE pH=8 ik 2 5 24 pH I 2% X HI B, S5H S50 N R 7
pH<S 5§ pH=10 254 T, R R MELALERF R L2450, FERIN AL A BEsl 0P RAE IR . X—5
ATRFAE AT H pH O AZ BRIRIE B X e e M A 5 M A, E IR 251 (pH<S) T, R MEr ey 7R i i e 114 5 7 Ak
T A BB, S BEONE e R B B s FERBN S (pH=10) T, B3 25 3 1 TL B AR OBUBE 34 ) 24 F e
PESSSL pH = 6~8 IR RE IS I b7 SRS 1A e B 5 L F AN AR 1, Herp pH=8 A A5 1
1P 2t B L iy e

T Bk AR R R, 2 TSRS RN SR AR B A pHAE S Mg HREE Y
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Fig. 6 Quantitative response analysis and structural state mapping of 6HB DNA fibers assembly
in the pH-Mg?* parameter space
(A) Dependence of area coverage ratio on Mg** concentration at constant pH. The data were empirically fitted with a sigmoidal function ;
(B) Dependence of area coverage ratio on pH at constant Mg?* concentration. The data were empirically fitted with a Gaussian function;
(C) Structural state diagram of 6HB DNA fibers in the pH-Mg** space. The Mg** concentrations on the Y-axis are expressed as log,-
transformed values relative to the lowest tested concentration (6. 25 mmol-L™"). Representative AFM images show distinct morphologies.

Dashed lines indicate boundaries between different structural states. Shaded regions denote the effective assembly windows.
KU R, W 7E pH-Mg™ 288023 ] k) 73 I 25k A D B LI 6 (C) 1. s ARV T %, AR B85 1
XFIE AFMAESURFIE , wlRE AR 2000 00 D DU T S AADIR S - ek, (RS BEABR 2T 4, o B T i 2 M 2%
VAR TCFF R . v LB 10 B BT S0 5 S O 25 M i A2 DX 1], BTl 6HB DNA 2148 1A %020
BB 104 pH 6~8 H Mg ¥ &> 25 mmol/L; 42 B H % R Iy, 45 R4 1B JA80 3 T g i od) 2% i 22

SEAR

3 &

L 6HB DNA £F4EAE ) —4E DNA Q0K M EHOBIRUAR R, 857 T —E 5T AFM 5 EG gt HoAR
) E SRR AT A I R s . %0 I LA TR RV 35 R SR K B A 8 A b, g — LR 4k 4%
(2 2T A A R AT LA B BRSO , RO T AR 58 7 YA E LIRSS SR Be 45 R A 7 78 BEITAS IR . 3%
i FETF S ARSI, RIS P 9 B T el &S A an s, e A n R S H v i m A
RZR (UNDNAGPOKAE, HORGE S RNA £F4E) , T AIZ SR 8 5 R AR P A HriESL . FIFIX
I, REEHEELT Sk pH 5 M M B X 6HB DNA £F4E4H 54T J 520 . 45 5260, 6HB DNA £} 4
() 21 2 XoF Mg R 52 A 7 W Aff 190 B0 L o 107 AR A1, 7 25 mmol/L DA B 0F AP IS 4 X, 24 3k 3 i 3]
50 mmol/L A_F- B, IR R A R RLATZBRA 5 XF pH MIAA A8 B ma 7 DX 1] (pH 6~8) , FFAE pH=8 I ik % %
. L S BES 18] 40 T REAS W1 6HB DNA 214k ()45 41255 7 11 A pH 6~8 H. Mg ¢ 5 >25 mmol/L.
FIRGE AT RAL B I T DNA G025k [ 2E 5 X6 pH R0 B 3 B 25 B A A% 1 v AR
ik, AT AR AT HE AL — 4k DNA G KA TR S0 Al MR P IS4 Ji2 S T L3R BB 50 #r, A
TRATIE Z PP P41 % F 4LBRCR I 2RI T )5 I 56m, AT — 4 DNA 90K ARG T, i
#5 BRI 1RE EAp T A

& % x

[1] SeemanN.C., Sleiman H. F., Nat. Rev. Mater., 2017, 3(1), 17068
[ 2] Rothemund P. W. K., Nature, 2006, 440(7082), 297—302

Chem. J. Chinese Universities, 2026, 47(9), 20260103 20260103(130/131)



Jd B3 s Ky ¥R
Eu CHEMICAL JOURNAL OF CHINESE UNIVERSITIES

[3]
[4]

(5]
(6]
(7]
[8]
(9]

[10]
[11]
[12]
[13]
[14]
[15]

[16]
[17]

[18]
[19]

[20]
[21]
[24]
[25]
[26]

[27]
[28]
[29]
[30]
[31]
[32]
[33]
[34]

[35]
[36]

Keren K., Berman R. S., Buchstab E., Sivan U., Braun E., Science, 2003, 302(5649), 1380—1382

Fu J., Yang Y. R., Johnson-Buck A., Liu M., Liu Y., Walter N. G., Woodbury N. W., Yan H., Nat. Nanotechnol., 2014, 9(7),
531—536

Um S. H., Lee J. B., Park N., Kwon S. Y., Umbach C. C., Luo D., Nat. Mater., 2006, 5(10), 797—801

Elblova P., AnthiJ., Liu M., Lunova M., Jirsa M., Stephanopoulos N., Lunov O., JACS Au, 2025, 5(4), 1591—1616

Fang X., Zheng J., Gao W., LiuZ., Li X., Li C., Gao T., Zhang R., Coord. Chem. Rev., 2026, 552, 217525

Green L. N., Subramanian H. K. K., Mardanlou V., Kim J., Hariadi R. F., Franco E., Nat. Chem., 2019, 11(6), 510—520

Ong L. L., Hanikel N., Yaghi O. K., Grun C., Strauss M. T., Bron P., Lai-Kee-Him J., Schueder F., Wang B., Wang P., Kishi J. Y.,
Myhrvold C., Zhu A., Jungmann R., Bellot G., Ke Y., Yin P., Nature, 2017, 552(7683), 72—177

Jones M. R., Seeman N. C., Mirkin C. A., Science, 2015, 347(6224), 1260901

Hong F., Zhang F., Liu Y., Yan H., Chem. Rev., 2017, 117(20), 12584—12640

Castro C. E., Kilchherr F., Kim D. N., Shiao E. L., Wauer T., Wortmann P., Bathe M., Dietz H., Nat. Methods, 2011, 8(3), 221—229
Zhang F., Jiang S., Wu S., Li Y., Mao C., Liu Y., Yan H., Nat. Nanotechnol., 2015, 10(9), 779—784

Hansma H. G., Hoh J. H., Annu. Rev. Biophys. Biomol. Struct., 1994, 23, 115—140

Saleem S. S., Ravichandran S., Ravichandran S., Chinnadurai K. R., Saravanan A., Vickram S., ACS Appl. Bio Mater., 2025, 8(10),
8467—8512

Hogberg B., Liedl T., Shih W. M., J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2009, 131(26), 9154—9155

Fang W., Xie M., Hou X., Liu X., Zuo X., Chao J., Wang L., Fan C., Liu H., Wang L., J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2020, 142(19), 8782—
8789

Zhang S., Zhang H., Li M., Song H., Sun J., Fan C., Xie Y., Wang H., Ge Z., Nano Lett. , 2024, 24(42), 13438—13446

Wang J., Wei Y., Zhang P., Wang Y., Xia Q., Liu X., Luo S., Shi J., Hu J., Fan C., Li B., Wang L., Zhou X., Li J., Nano Lett.,
2022, 22(17), 7173—7179

Yin P., Hariadi R. F., Sahu S., Choi H. M. T., Park S. H., Labean T. H., Reif J. H., Science, 2008, 321(5890), 824—826

Stein A. M., Vader D. A., Jawerth L. M., Weitz D. A., Sander L. M., J. Microscopy, 2008, 232(3), 463—475

Engel A., Miiller D. J., Nat. Struct. Biol., 2000, 7(9), 715—718

Hansma H. G., Laney D. E., Biophys. J., 1996, 70(4), 1933—1939

Schindelin J., Arganda-Carreras 1., Frise E., Kaynig V., Longair M., Pietzsch T., Preibisch S., Rueden C., Saalfeld S., Schmid B.,
Tinevez J. Y., White D. J., Hartenstein V., Eliceiri K., Tomancak P., Cardona A., Nat. Methods, 2012, 9(7), 676—682

Sezgin M., Sankur B., J. Electron. Imaging, 2004, 13, 146—168

Otsu N., IEEE Trans. Syst. Man Cybern., 1979, 9(1), 62—66

Saha P. K., Borgefors G., Sanniti Di Baja G., Pattern Recognition Leiters, 2016, 76, 3—12

Zhang T. Y., Suen C. Y., Commun. ACM, 1984, 27(3), 236 - 239

Woodson S. A., Curr. Opin. Chem. Biol., 2005, 9(2), 104—109

Bloomfield V. A., Biopolymers, 1997, 44(3), 269—282

Ke Y., Ong L. L., Shih W. M., Yin P., Science, 2012, 338(6111), 1177—1183

Tao (., Chen Q., Bian X. J., Liu G., Yan J., Chin. J. Anal. Chem., 2021, 49(5), 743—751 (Kt , Brilfe, FIHe%s, XN, il . /-9
¥, 2021, 49(5), 743—751)

Ramakrishnan S., Ijis H., Linko V., Keller A., Comput. Struct. Biotechnol. J., 2018, 16, 342—349

Fang W. N., Fan C. H., Liu H. J., Acta Polym. Sin., 2017, (12), 1993—2000(J5 4E4lk, B, MILEAS . B0 F244R , 2017, (12),
1993—2000)

(Ed.: F, K, V)

Chem. J. Chinese Universities, 2026, 47(9), 20260103 20260103(131/131)



