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Solid-state nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) methods permit
detailed structural studies of biopolymers in noncrystalline solid
forms. Amyloid fibrils, which are filamentous aggregates formed
by a diverse class of peptides and proteins, are a particularly
important target for solid-state NMR investigations because of their
association with amyloid diseases,1 because of current interest in
their physicochemical properties,2 and because detailed structural
information at the molecular level has not been available from other
techniques. X-ray fiber diffraction shows that the predominant
supramolecular structural motifs in amyloid fibrils are extended
â-sheets, arranged with a “cross-â” orientation.3 Recent solid-state
NMR studies show that the amyloid cross-â motif can contain either
parallel4,5 or antiparallel6,7 â-sheets, depending on the amino acid
sequence.

To date, studies of supramolecular structure in amyloid fibrils
by solid-state NMR have exclusively employedselectiVe isotopic
(13C and/or 15N) labeling and dipolar recoupling techniques to
measure specific intermolecular carbon-carbon or carbon-nitrogen
distances that define the alignment of neighboring peptide chains
in the â-sheets.4-7 Detection of useful supramolecular structural
constraints has therefore been a “needle-in-a-haystack” problem,
since the likelihood thatselectiVe isotopic labels end up within the
accessible distance range of the recoupling techniques (∼0.6 nm)
is small in a high-molecular-weight system of unknown structure.
On the other hand, high-quality two-dimensional (2D)13C/13C and
15N/13C spectra of amyloid fibrils withuniform15N and13C labeling
of multiple amino acids have recently been obtained under magic
angle spinning (MAS), permitting essentially complete resolution
and assignment of isotropic chemical shifts that place strong
constraints on molecular conformation.7-9 Here we demonstrate that
constraints on supramolecular structure (specifically, the intermo-
lecular alignment in the cross-â motif) can be obtained from 2D
solid-state NMR spectra of amyloid fibrils withuniform isotopic
labeling of multiple residues. These 2D spectra also provide
information about the degree of supramolecular structural order in
amyloid fibrils that has not been otherwise available.

Our measurements take advantage of the proton-mediated 2D
13C/13C exchange technique recently introduced by Baldus and co-
workers and demonstrated on alanylglyclglycine and ubiquitin.10

In this technique, exchange of13C spin polarization between the t1

and t2 periods occurs in three steps: (1)13C f 1H cross-polarization
(CP) for time τCP; (2) 1H T 1H spin diffusion for timeτSD; (3)
1H f 13C CP for timeτCP. Provided thatτCP andτSD are sufficiently
short (∼200 µs), strong cross-peaks are observed only between
methine or methylene13C sites with1H-1H distances less than about
0.3 nm.10

Figure 1a,b shows the aliphatic regions of proton-mediated and
direct (with irradiation of protons duringτex, the exchange period11)
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Figure 1. Aliphatic regions of 2D13C/13C exchange spectra of amyloid
fibrils formed by Aâ16-22 with uniform labeling of residues 17-21 (a,b),
Aâ1-40 with uniform labeling of residues 16-21 (c,d), and Aâ11-25 with
uniform labeling of residues 18-21 at pH 7.4 (e) and pH 2.5 (f). Spectra
are obtained at 14.1 T and MAS spinning frequency 21.4 kHz, with proton-
mediated exchange (a,c,e,f;τCP ) 150µs, τSD ) 200µs) or direct13C/13C
exchange (b,d;τex ) 10 ms). Assignment pathways through single-bond
cross-peaks are shown (b,d). Contour levels increase by factors of 1.6 in
all spectra. StrongR/R cross-peaks in a, e, and f indicate antiparallelâ-sheet
structures for Aâ16-22 and Aâ11-25 fibrils, but with different intermolecular
alignments in each case. WeakerR/R cross-peaks (3-4 times weaker) are
due to intramolecular, sequential exchange. The absence of strongR/R cross-
peaks in c is consistent with an in-register, parallelâ-sheet structure for
Aâ1-40 fibrils.
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2D 13C/13C exchange spectra of amyloid fibrils formed by residues
16-22 of the Alzheimer’sâ-amyloid peptide7 (Aâ16-22, sequence
Ac-KLVFFAE-NH2), with uniform labeling of L17 through A21.
The two spectra are markedly different. In particular, the proton-
mediated exchange spectrum shows strong cross-peaks between
R-carbons of V18 and F20 and betweenR-carbons of L17 and A21.
Given the knownâ-strand conformation of Aâ16-22

7 and the lack
of V18R/A21R and F19R/A21R cross-peaks, the strongR/R cross-
peaks are necessarily intermolecular. The direct exchange spectrum
shows only weak L17R/V18R and V18R/F19R cross-peaks, which
arise from intramolecular13C-13C couplings. (IntermolecularR/R
cross-peaks are also unidentifiable in direct exchange spectra with
τex ) 100 and 200 ms.)

Figure 2 shows that the shortest distances betweenR-protons in
an antiparallelâ-sheet (∼0.21 nm) occur between interstrand residue
pairs that are aligned (but not hydrogen bonded). Thus, the spectrum
in Figure 1a indicates that Aâ16-22 fibrils contain antiparallel
â-sheets in which residue 16+k aligns with residue 22-k. This
registry agrees with earlier results for selectively labeled Aâ16-22

fibrils.7a

Under optimized CP conditions, 30( 5% of the methine and
methylene13C signal is preserved in a proton-mediated exchange
experiment. About 30% of this signal goes to structurally significant
cross-peaks atτSD ) 200µs. Sensitivity is thus comparable to that
of a direct exchange experiment (aliphatic cross-peak volumes
roughly 10% of diagonal volumes in Figure 1b).

Figure 1c,d shows proton-mediated and direct 2D13C/13C
exchange spectra of amyloid fibrils formed by the full-length, 40-
residueâ-amyloid peptide (Aâ1-40), with uniform labeling of K16
through A21.8 Only weakR/R cross-peaks are observed in Figure
1c, attributable to intramolecular spin diffusion between sequential
R-protons (∼0.45 nm distance in aâ-strand). Figure 1c is consistent
with the parallelâ-sheet structure indicated by earlier solid-state
NMR data on selectively labeled samples5 and contained in our
recent model for the Aâ1-40 fibril structure.8 Interstrand distances
betweenR-protons in parallelâ-sheets are greater than 0.45 nm,
precluding strong intermolecularR/R cross-peaks.

Figure 1e,f shows proton-mediated exchange spectra of fibrils
formed by residues 11-25 of full-length â-amyloid (Aâ11-25,
sequence EVHHQKLVFFAEDVG), with uniform labeling of V18
through A21, prepared at pH 7.4 and 2.5, respectively. Isotropic
13C chemical shifts indicate aâ-strand conformation for the labeled
segment at both pH values. Figure 1e shows strong V18R/F19R
cross-peaks, while Figure 1f shows strong V18R/A21R cross-peaks.
These spectra indicate an antiparallelâ-sheet structure in Aâ11-25

fibrils, with alignment of residues 16+k and 21-k at pH 7.4 and
alignment of residues 16+k and 23-k at pH 2.5. These data are
inconsistent with a recent structural model for Aâ11-25 fibrils in
which residues 17-20 form a type Iâ-turn.12

The striking differences among proton-mediated 2D exchange
spectra in Figure 1 show that the supramolecular structure in
amyloid fibrils is not uniquely determined by the sequence, even
at the level of 15-residue segments. Multiple side chain-side chain
interactions dictate the details of the intermolecular alignment. The
absence of detectable 18R/A21R cross-peaks (for example) in Figure
1a,e places an upper bound on “misalignment” defects that might
give rise to these cross-peaks (<10% and<4% defect concentra-
tions in Aâ16-22 and pH 7.4 Aâ11-25 fibrils, respectively). Thus,
the intermolecular alignment appears both highly sequence-
dependent and highly ordered. The fibril growth process may
include an annealing step that maintains a low level of misalignment
defects as peptide molecules add to the nascent cross-â motif.
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JA0342042

Figure 2. Molecular model of an antiparallelâ-sheet, with lines indicating
backbone amide-carbonyl hydrogen bonds. Double arrows indicate the short
interstrand HR-HR distances that give rise to strongR/R cross-peaks as in
Figure 1a,e,f, which constrain the intermolecular alignment in the amyloid
cross-â motif (figure created with MOLMOL13).
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