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Abstract: DNA origami has garnered great attention due to its excellent programmability and 
precision. It offers a powerful means to create complex nanostructures which may not be possible 
by other methods. The macromolecular structures may be used as static templates for arranging 
proteins and other molecules. They are also capable of undergoing structural transformation in 
response to external signals, which may be exploited for sensing and actuation at the nanoscale. 
Such on-demand reconfigurations are executed mostly by DNA oligomers through base-pairing 
and/or strand displacement, demonstrating drastic shape changes between two different states, 
for example, open and close. Recent studies have developed new mechanisms to modulate the 
origami conformation in a controllable, progressive manner. Here we present several methods for 
conformational control of DNA origami nanostructures including chemical adducts and UV light as 
well as widely applied DNA oligomers. The detailed methods should be useful for beginners in the 
field of DNA nanotechnology.
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1. Introduction
Besides its essential biological functions, deoxyribonucleic acid or DNA can also 

serve as information-rich materials that self-assemble into custom-designed structures with 
nanometer precision [1-3]. The rational use of DNA molecules has emerged as the field of 
structural DNA nanotechnology [4-6]. The DNA origami, a type of DNA nanostructures 
formed by using multiple short single-stranded DNA (ssDNA) oligomers (termed staples) 
to direct the folding of a long ssDNA (termed scaffold) into a designed pattern, has garnered 
much attention due to its programmability and complexity [7,8]. DNA origami may 
form complex one-dimensional (1-D), 2-D and 3-D nanostructures of arbitrary geometries, 
including smiley faces [7,9], multi-tooth gears [10], nanorobots [11,12], polyhedral [13], 
and auxetic structures [14,15]. These nanostructures have been explored as static templates 
for organizing proteins [16,17], small molecules [18,19], and nanoparticles [20-24], It is 
also possible to use them as dynamic platforms for sensing and actuation at the nanoscale 
by changing their shapes in response to environmental cues or user demands [25,26]. To 
enable such reconfigurations, a structure needs to have moving or deformable parts, and a 
source of energy is required to drive the structural transformation process.

The most widely explored shape-changing mechanisms are based on ssDNA hinges 
connecting two or more rigid parts. With the flexibility of single strands, the connected rigid 
parts can move freely about the hinge, unless constrained by further binding interactions, 
which drives the reconfiguration. It can be generally understood as a "close/open" process; 
the structure closes when linking ligands (e.g., oligonucleotide DNA) bind the moving 
parts together, and the structure opens when the ligands are disengaged often via toehold- 
mediated strand displacement [27-31]. Similar methods have been summarized in recent 
reviews [32-34],
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There are other, less explored mechanisms for reconfiguration, which are based on 
the deformation of double-stranded regions. These regions are often treated as rigid but 
actually possess considerable deformability. For a Watson-Crick B-form DNA duplex, the 
intrinsic helical pitch is about 10.5 base-pairs (bp) per turn [35,36]. The pitch, however, may 
not match exactly with the origami design, which can cause a mismatch, and thus, internal 
stresses. For example, Figure 1 illustrates such helical mismatch in the origami design 
where arranging 32 bp between two neighboring crossovers (Figure lb,c) for three turns or 
10.67 bp/turn may induce right-handed torque and twist [37,38]. In contrast, a helical pitch 
greater than the designed 10.67 bp/turn, if possible, will result in left-handed torque and 
deformation. Since the double helices behave similar to springs whose geometries change 
continuously in response to applied stresses, a modulation of the stresses could lead to the 
control of origami conformation in a progressive manner [39-41].

d 10.5 bp/turn e 10.67 bp/turn

under-compensated compensated

increasing helical pitch

f 10.84 bp/turn

over-compensated

Figure 1. Schematics of the conformational change in a DNA origami, (a) Layout of scaffold pattern in a rectangular 
origami tile, (b) A section of the origami tile indicating the periodic arrangement of the staples (blue and gray) against the 
scaffold (black), (c) The repeating segment indicated as a red dashed box in (b). The staples (blue and gray) pair with the 
scaffold (black), forming double helices connected by crossovers (indicated by blue dotted circles). There are 32 bp between 
the adjacent crossovers for three turns, corresponding to 10.67 bp/turn, (d-f) Side views of the periodic arrangement in 
(c) along with corresponding origami conformations from finite element simulations using CanDo on the right, (d) The 
DNA duplexes experience significant torsional deformation under natural conditions (10.5 bp/turn) in order to maintain 
crossover connections. The helical mismatch results in a right-handed twist over the entire origami tile. If the mismatch is 
compensated, crossovers will form without distortion. As such, the tile will be perfectly flat (e). Over-compensating the 
mismatch (e.g., 10.84 bp/turn) will lead to a left-handed twist in the origami tile (f). (Contents in this figure were previously 
published. Adapted with permission from [42]. Copyright (2016) American Chemical Society. Further permissions related 
to the material excerpted should be directed to the ACS).

Here we present a series of conformational control approaches that span both cate­
gories. The control strategies include DNA-intercalators and UV light as well as DNA 
oligomers. Utilizing DNA oligomers as control signals is demonstrated with DNA linkers 
and releasers. In this protocol, this scheme is discussed using three examples: (1) hierar­
chical assembly of DNA origami cylinders into an elongated hollow tube, (2) reversible 
cyclization of a rectangular DNA origami tile, and (3) structural modulation of DNA 
origami nanocages for guiding liposomes. In the first example, a set of linkers serve as 
the ligands to bind two free-moving origami cylinders together, while the releasers are 
designed for disengaging the linkers from the cylinders, thereby separating them [43]. To 
enable the function of releasers, an 8-nucleotide (nt) long toehold with distinct sequences is 
added to both ends of every linker strand. During the disengaging process, the releasers 
bind to the toeholds first, and undergo the strand displacement due to a complete comple­
mentarity [28]. Short DNA origami cylinders are synthesized and linked into an elongated 
tube, which can then be disassembled into separate cylinders by corresponding releasers. 
The disassembled cylinders may be subsequently linked into a tube of a different chirality 
from the previous tube using another set of linkers [43]. This reconfiguration process via 
hierarchical assembly may be repeated multiple times. In the second example (Figure 2),
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a set of DNA linkers is used to connect two opposite edges of an origami tile, forming a 
short cylindrical structure [37]. The cyclization of a single-layer origami rectangle can be 
efficiently reversed via toehold-mediated strand displacement using releaser strands. This 
process depends strongly on the temperature and structural geometry. In the third case, 
cylindrical units with four pillars are assembled into long tubular cages by a set of DNA 
linkers [44]. They can be disengaged by releasers, which is similar to the first example. In 
addition, the pillars in each unit may be removed by adding displacement oligos (similar to 
releasers). If all four pillars in each unit are removed, the tubular cages will be shorter. This 
reconfiguration would merge all the small liposomes immobilized by each unit together. If 
only two neighboring pillars in each unit are disassembled, the tubular cages will bend to 
one side and assume a partial torus shape. Such a transformation bends the large liposome 
inside the cage.

400nm

Figure 2. (a) Schematic of a portion of a single-layer DNA origami rectangle with its upper and 
lower boundaries (black and blue) connected and sealed by a set of linker strands (red) with toeholds 
(green) at both ends. Staple strands in the origami tile are shown in gray, (b) Schematic of DNA 
origami cyclization. A flat tile bends and cyclizes into a short cylinder with the help of the linkers 
(red). Gray rods represent DNA double helices. The sealed boundaries are indicated by red lines. 
(c,d) AFM images of the two origami tile species, (c) All origami hies formed by thermal annealing 
are flat, (d) Cyclized DNA origami after incubation of flat tiles with linkers at 50 °C for 2 h. The 
majority of DNA origami measures half the length of the flat tile with twice thickness. (Contents 
in this figure were previously published. Adapted with permission from [37]. Copyright (2014) 
American Chemical Society).

Intercalators and UV light are also introduced as powerful mechanisms for modulat­
ing conformation of a ribbon from polymerization of rectangular DNA origami tiles by 
controlling the internal stress of the structure. In this approach, the origami tile is designed 
with a helical pitch of 10.67 bp/turn, which is slightly larger than 10.5 bp/turn (Figure 3a). 
This difference creates internal stresses and results in structural deformation as discussed 
above. In Figure 3a, the stress-induced distortion is manifested by parallelogram-shaped 
kinks. Modulation of the helical pitch should thus control the origami conformation and 
the degree of deformation.42 Intercalators such as ethidium bromide (EtBr) are inserted
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between base-pair stacks which unwind the DNA double helix [45,46], and thereby, modu­
late the helicity mismatch. This simple strategy has been proven to effectively change the 
internal stress of DNA origami [47] and global conformation [48]. When the intercalator 
concentration increases gradually, the helical pitch will vary from inherent 10.5 bp/turn to 
designed 10.67 bp/turn and even greater, for example, 10.84 bp/turn. Accordingly, the tile 
should experience a progressive structural modulation from an original right-handed twist 
to flat, and to even left-handed deformation (Figure 3).

under-compensated compensated over-compensated

f 9
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Figure 3. (a-e) AFM images of DNA origami ribbons (2 nM) as a function of EtBr concentration from 0 to 3.5 pM. CanDo 
simulation results for 10.5 to 10.8 bp/turn are also shown. The handedness of the ribbon twist is represented by the shape of 
the parallelogram kinks highlighted in (b,d). The added EtBr intercalates into DNA duplexes, unwinding the DNA helicity 
and increasing the helical pitch. As a result, the ribbon conformation gradually changes from a right-handed twist to flat and 
then to a left-handed curvature. The progressive conformational change is characterized by the kink density. (f,g) Statistics 
of kink density in the ribbons, (f) Histogram of kink-kink distance measured under two EtBr concentrations: 0 and 2 pM. 
In the inset, the parallelogram-shaped kinks indicating the degree of origami twisting are marked using software Image}. 
Distances between the right-handed and left-handed kinks are marked as positive and negative, respectively. The statistics 
follow Gaussian functions in general, (g) Kink density, defined as the inverse of the distance between neighboring kinks, 
decreases as EtBr amount increases. The plot suggests that flattening is expected to occur at approximately 1 pM EtBr, 
which agrees well with experiment. The inverse of the average distance and the associated standard deviation are denoted 
by red symbols. The black symbols indicate the scattering of the measurements. The blue line suggests the progressive 
control of origami conformation using intercalators. (Contents in this figure were previously published. Adapted with 
permission from [42]. Copyright (2016) American Chemical Society. Further permissions related to the material excerpted 
should be directed to the ACS).

Beside EtBr, there are a number of DNA intercalators, including YOYO-1, doxorubicin, 
TOTO-3, etc., [49-53]. Similarly, they can alter the DNA helicity by inserting into the base- 
pair stacks. Some intercalators may behave differently from EtBr. For example, doxorubicin 
can also bind with minor groove at A/T rich domains in addition to intercalation. Their 
functionality is almost the same, nonetheless. For a comprehensive understanding and 
diverse options, we discuss below the protocols related to SYBR Green I [54], BMEPC [55], 
and daunorubicin [56].
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UV light can also affect the DNA structures and the effect strongly depends on 
the wavelength. Short- and medium-wavelength UV radiation (termed UVC and UVB, 
respectively) can photochemically create minor lesions such as cyclobutane pyrimidine 
dimer (CPD) [57,58]. That is, thymine (T) and/or cytosine (C) will be photoexcited and 
react with adjacent pyrimidine bases, forming dimeric photoproducts. This type of reaction 
is not limited to two Ts or two Cs. It can also combine a T and a C together. The yields of the 
three species are different; TT and TC are comparable, while CC is significantly lower [59]. 
The sequence of the DNA origami tile is determined by the M13mpl8 scaffold. The ratio 
of A/T in the scaffold is about 58% and they are distributed almost randomly. As such, it 
is impossible to find a region with significantly high TT or TC content. Overall, the UV- 
induced effects will be nearly uniform across the DNA origami, while they are a function 
of irradiation dosage. It is also worth mentioning that ATM is unable to depict such small 
changes after photoreaction. This type of photochemical reactions can disrupt DNA base- 
pairs and release inherent internal stresses. As a result, the origami tile with a right-handed 
twist due to a helical pitch of 10.67 bp/turn can experience a global "flattening" effect as 
shown in Figure 4 [60]. A controlled exposure of UV irradiation can lead to a progressive 
conformation change.

Stress
relieved

10.67 bp/turn

-3 5 nm

Figure 4. Effect of UV light on DNA structures, (a) Schematic of an origami rectangle. The tile is designed at 10.67 bp/turn, 
and the internal stress causes a global curvature. Moderate UVC or UVB radiation flattens the rectangular origami tile, 
(b) AFM image of polymerized DNA origami ribbons. The curvature of the individual tiles leads to a heavy twist of the 
ribbons. The parallelogram-shaped kinks indicate the right-handed twist (also see Figure 3). (c) AFM image of DNA ribbons 
after UVC irradiation (-2.5 kf/m2). The origami structures are completely flat. (Contents in this figure were previously 
published. Adapted with permission from [60]. Copyright (2017) American Chemical Society. Further permissions related 
to the material excerpted should be directed to the ACS).

Long-wavelength UV light (termed UVA), on the other hand, shows a minimal im­
pact on DNA, yet it can stimulate photoactive chemical adducts [61], thereby leading to 
structural modulations without significant side effects. For example, a triarylpyridinium 
cation (TP1) can be biscyclized into a polycyclic form (TP2) by UVA radiation [62]. TP2 
is a strong DNA intercalator, whereas TP1 does not interact with DNA. Therefore, UVA 
radiation in the presence of TP1 can significantly change the twisting state of the ribbon 
from polymerization of origami tiles as shown in Figure 5. In contrast, the origami will 
not be significantly affected by the addition of TP1 or by UVA radiation alone. Overall, 
a combination of UV radiation and photoactive DNA adducts can gradually change the 
shape of DNA origami ribbon. Below we present the detailed procedures of conformation 
control of DNA origami using DNA oligomers, intercalators, and UV light.
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Figure 5. (a) Chemical structure of photoswitchable intercalator: TP1 and TP2. TP1 does not associate 
with DNA. UVA converts TP1 to TP2, which is a strong DNA intercalator. (b-e) AFM images of 
origami ribbons with and without TP1 and UVA radiation. (b,c) If one of the two components is 
absent, there is no change in the origami structure. (d,e) Conformation change occurs only when 
both TP1 and UVA are present simultaneously, (d) Partial conversion of TP1 to TP2 flattens DNA 
structures, (e) Complete conversion can change the DNA helicity significantly, causing a flip of twist 
handedness. Yellow parallelograms highlight the shape of the kinks, suggesting twist-handedness. 
(Contents in this figure were previously published. Adapted with permission from [60]. Copyright 
(2017) American Chemical Society. Further permissions related to the material excerpted should be 
directed to the ACS).

2. Materials
All samples and buffers are prepared in deionized (DI) water (resistance = 18 MO). 

All chemical compounds are purchased from Sigma Aldrich unless specified otherwise.

2.1. DNA Origami
1. All DNA oligomers (including staples, linkers, and releasers) are obtained from 

Integrated DNA Technologies (75 pM), and are stored at —20 °C.
2. M13mpl8 scaffold (7249-nt) is supplied by Bayou Biolabs (0.5 pg/pL), and is stored 

at -20 °C.
3. TAEM buffer: 40 mM trisaminomethane, 20 mM acetic acid, 1 mM ethylenediaminete- 

traacetic acid (EDTA) disodium salt, and 12.5 mM magnesium acetate (pH ~8).

2.2. DNA Adduct
1. Ethidium bromide (EtBr) is supplied by BIO-RAD (10 mg/mL) in an opaque plastic 

bottle.
2. 3,6-Ws[2-(l-methylpyri-dinium)ethynyl]-9-pentyl-carbazole diiodide (BMEPC) is pre­

pared following the procedure published elsewhere [63]. It is stored in dark at 4 °C.
3. Daunorubicin HC1 is acquired from Santa Cruz Biotechnology (0.01 M).
4. Triarylpyridinium (TP1) is synthesized according to the procedure described previ­

ously [62]. It is stored as saturated aqueous solution in dark.
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2.3. Imaging Buffer
1. MES buffer: 50 mM 2-(N-morpholino)ethanesulfonic acid (MES), 5 mM magnesium 

acetate, and 200 mM NaCl (pH ~6.5).
2. Fixing buffer: 40 mM trisaminomethane, 20 mM acetic acid, 1 mM EDTA disodium 

salt, 12.5 mM magnesium acetate, and 2 mM nickel chloride (pH ~8).

2.4. Equipment
1. BIO-RAD S1000 Thermal Cycler: The cycler can bring PCR tubes in its wells to 

pre-selected temperature(s) for pre-set time. It is used for thermal annealing and 
incubation of DNA origami.

2. UVP lamp (model UVGL-25): The lamp can emit UV light centered around 254 and 
366 nm which may be switched by applying short- and long-wavelength settings, 
respectively. It is used as the source of UVC and UVA.

3. Spectroline TE-312S UV Transilluminator: The transilluminator can radiate UV light 
peaked at 312 nm. It severs as the source of UVB.

4. Homemade quartz tube (inner cross-section size: 2 x 4 mm2): Unlike a glass tube, the 
quartz tube is transparent in the UV spectrum, thus suitable for UV irradiation.

5. Bruker Dimension Icon atomic force microscopy (AFM) with SCANASYST-AIR 
probes: AFM is high-resolution scanning force microscopy, which uses a laser beam to 
detect the deflection of a cantilever with a tip scanning the sample, normally on a flat 
surface. For the Bruker AFM equipped with given probes, Peak-Force tapping mode 
is used for scanning, which can acquire high-quality imaging in air phase without 
damaging the sample significantly.

3. Methods
3.1. DNA Origami Assembly
1. Assembly of origami units (e.g., cylinders and rectangular tiles): Find the staple 

strands corresponding to DNA origami cylinders and rectangular tiles, and group 
them into two sets (one set for each origami). For synthesis either origami, mix 10 nM 
scaffold strands with 3.5x staple strands in TAEM buffer (see Note 1, 2 and 11). The 
final volume is around 55 gL (see Note 3). Thermally anneal the mixture from 75 to 
4 °C at —1 °C/minute (see Note 4). After the annealing, store the mixture at 4 °C.

2. Assembly of DNA origami ribbons: Find the linker strands corresponding to poly­
merization of DNA origami tiles and group into one set. Mix 10 nM DNA origami 
tiles with 10 x linkers and incubate the mixture at 40 °C for 1 h. The total volume is 
approximately 57 gL (see Note 5). After the incubation, store the mixture at 4 °C.

3.2. Reconfiguration of DNA Origami Cylinders Using DNA Oligomers
1. Assembly: Mix 10 x linkers with 10 nM DNA origami cylinders. The volume is about 

57 gL (see Note 5). Then incubate the mixture at 40 °C for 1 h. After the incubation, 
store the mixture at 4 °C.

2. Disassembly: Add 20 x releasers with elongated tubes assembled from origami cylin­
ders (see Note 6). The volume is approximately 60 gL (see Note 5). Then incubate the 
mixture at 40 °C for 6 h. After the incubation, store the mixture at 4 °C.

3. Reassembly: Mix 40 x new linkers (different from the linker set for initial assembly) 
with disassembled origami cylinders for a final volume of 67 gL (see Note 5). Then 
incubate the mixture at 40 °C for 1 h. After the incubation, store the mixture at 4 °C.

3.3. Reconfiguration of DNA Cage Units
1. Assembly: Mix 20x linkers with 50 nM DNA origami cylinders. Then, incubate the 

mixture from 40 °C to 20 °C overnight (see Note 7).
2. Disassembly/reconfiguration: Add 30-60 x releasers for disassembly of the cage units 

or the pillars in each cage unit. Then incubate the mixture at 44 ° C overnight (see 
Note 7).
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3.4. Cyclization of DNA Origami Tiles by DNA Oligomers
Dilute DNA origami tiles to 1.3 nM with TAEM buffer and then mix with 154 x linkers.

The total volume is approximately 30 pL. After that, incubate the mixture at 50 °C for 2 h
and store the mixture at 4 °C (Figure 2).

3.5. DNA Intercalation
1. EtBr: Dilute the DNA origami ribbons to 2 nM (see Note 6) with MES buffer and 

mix with concentrated EtBr solution to reach different final concentrations from 0 to 
3.5 pM of EtBr. The final volume is approximately 10 pL. Incubate the mixtures at 
room temperature for 5 min (Figure 3, see Note 8).

2. SYBR Green I: Add concentrated SYBR Green I to the DNA origami solution (10 nM) 
in a trisaminomethane-based buffer (see Note 9,11) for desired final concentrations of 
SYBR Green I. Incubate the mixtures at room temperature for 2 h. Since SYBR Green I 
and EtBr share similar chemical structure, this protocol can also apply to EtBr. That is, 
EtBr may be used in place of SYBR Green I in this procedure (see Note 8).

3. BMEPC: Dilute the DNA origami to 1.0 nM in DI water containing BMEPC to reach 
different final concentrations from 5 to 25 pM of BMEPC. Incubate the mixtures at 
room temperature in dark condition for 12 h (see Note 8).

4. Daunorubicin: Add concentrated (250 pM) daunorubicin to 10 nM DNA origami 
solution in a trisaminomethane-based buffer (see Note 10,11) to have various final 
concentrations of daunorubicin. Incubate the mixtures for different duration of time 
(all the way up to 24 h, see Note 8,12).

3.6. UV Irradiation
1. Set the UVP lamp to "short-wavelength" (254 nm, see Note 13).
2. Dilute DNA origami ribbons (see Note 14) to 2 nM 20-40 pL using MES buffer and 

keep the solution in quartz tubes. Place the tubes at about 1 cm in front of the UVP 
lamp (or the UV Transilluminator).

3. Turn the UVP lamp (or the UV Transilluminator) on for less than 5 min (see Note 15) 
(Figure 4).

3.7. UVA Irradiation with Photoactive Chemical Adducts
1. Set the UVP lamp to "long-wavelength" (366 nm, see Note 16).
2. Dilute DNA origami ribbons to 2 nM 20-40 pL by MES buffer and saturated TP1 

solution for a final volume ratio of TP1 solution to mixture at 1:10. Keep the mixture 
in quartz tubes and place the tubes at about 1 cm in front of UVP lamp.

3. Turn the UVP lamp on for less than 20 min (Figure 5).

3.8. Sample Preparation for AFM Imaging
All DNA origami samples are deposited onto mica surface before they are scanned

under AFM.

1. Deposition of origami cylinders and tiles: Dilute origami cylinder, tiles, or cyclized 
tiles to 0.5 nM with TAEM buffer. Pipette 10 pL aliquot onto freshly cleaved mica 
surface and incubate for about 5 min at room temperature. After that, use compressed 
air to blow the mica dry and rinse with 80 pL DI water for about 3 s. At last, blow the 
mica dry again to keep it from contamination.

2. Deposition of elongated origami tubes and polymerized ribbons: Dilute elongated 
tubes or polymerized ribbons to 2 nM with MES buffer (see Note 17). Pipette 10 pL 
aliquot onto freshly cleaved mica surface and incubate for about 5 min at room 
temperature. Then, add 20 pL fixing buffer (see Note 17) to the same mica surface 
and incubate for another 2 min at room temperature. After that, use compressed air 
to blow the mica dry and rinse with 80 pL DI water for about 3 s. Finally, blow the 
mica dry again and keep it from contamination.
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3.9. AFM Imaging
Use the Peak-Force tapping mode in a Bruker Dimension Icon AFM with SCANASYST-

AIR probes to scan the surface of mica with DNA origami sample deposited on it. Perform
multiple scans by selecting different places on the mica until a clear vision is acquired.

4. Notes
1. The unit of a DNA cage uses a slightly different 8064-nt scaffold derived from M13. 

There are a number of similar scaffold strands available from different manufacturers. 
The choice should be made by the need of length, the application (e.g., cleavage sites 
for restriction enzymes), and the cost. The scaffold concentration is approximately 
50 nM, and staples are six times higher. Since the cage is distinct and different from 
the origami tile or cylinder, its conditions are also different. The key point here is that 
staples should always be excessive.

2. The unit of a DNA cage uses another trisaminomethane-based buffer (termed Tris-2 
buffer) for annealing. It contains 5 mM trisaminomethane-Hydrochloric acid, 1 mM 
EDTA, and 12.5 mM magnesium chloride (pH 8.0). It is important that the pH and 
magnesium concentration are the same as those in TAEM buffer. These two conditions 
will determine whether the DNA origami will form or not. To achieve a better quality, 
detailed concentrations may be adjusted.

3. Staples usually come in by 96-well plates. In each well, the concentration is 75 pM. 
After mixing all the staples for DNA origami together, the concentration of each staple 
is 75 pM divided by the number of staples. For example, if there are 75 staples, then 
each staple is 1 pM; if 150 staples, then 0.5 pM. Therefore, depending on the total 
number of staples, the concentration of each staple in the mixture is different. To 
reach 3.5x staple concentration (relative to the scaffold), the amount of staple mixture 
needed will be different. Thus, the final volume is not going to be exactly 55 pL. If 
one wants to make more origami structures, the volume of each components will be 
greater and the total volume will increase accordingly.

4. The annealing temperature and duration for DNA nanocages range from 80 to 24 °C in 
15-72 h. The exact annealing time depends on the target structure [64]. One example 
is holding at 80 °C for 5 min, decreasing to 65 °C at 5 min/°C, incubating at 65 °C for 
20 min, and decreasing to 25 °C at 20 min/°C (for a total of 15 h) [65]. To repeat the 
work, one can have two options: 15- or 72-h annealing. To generate the protocol for 
72-h annealing, the durations can be adjusted by the ratio of 15:72. For example, the 
first step should begin at 80 °C for 24 min.

5. The number of linkers (or releasers) is typically 10 to 20 in a DNA origami structure, 
while more than 100 staples are used. The concentration of the linker (releaser) mixture 
is 10-folds higher than that of the staples. For a desired concentration, approximately 
2 pL of linker/releaser mixture is needed. When there is a linking and releasing cycle, 
the total volume will be higher than 57 pL.

6. In theory, the linkers can connect unlimited numbers of origami together. It is thus dif­
ficult to know the concentration of assembled or polymerized origami. For simplicity, 
their concentration is noted as that of the origami units, unless specified otherwise.

7. The conditions for reconfiguring DNA nanocages are different from those for origami 
cylinders. This can be understood as follows. The DNA reactions for reconfiguration 
are toehold-mediated strand displacement and reannealing. These two take place in 
seconds or minutes when the strands are in proximity [61]. However, the reacting 
strands have to diffuse to the reaction sites for a DNA origami structure, which 
also depends on the concentrations. To ensure the complete reactions, time and 
temperature are adjusted based on origami structures. Therefore, the conditions for 
two structures may be different.

8. EtBr and SYBR Green I have similar chemical structures. As such, their conditions 
are similar. If the origami concentration is 10 nM instead of 2 nM, incubation time in­
creases from 5 min to 2 h to ensure that all the structures are intercalated. BMEPC and
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daunorubicin have more complex structures, thus it might take half to a full day for 
insertion into the base-pairs. Depending on the intercalator, other conditions (buffer, 
temperature, etc.,) differ slightly. For a safe start, one can use TAEM buffer with 2 nM 
DNA origami. By adding the intercalator of interest at various concentration up to 
few pM and incubating at room temperature for a day, the results can confirm the 
applicability of the intercalator.

9. The trisaminomethane-based buffer used for SYBR Green I (termed Tris-3 buffer) 
contains 40 mM trisaminomethane, 20 mM acetic acid, 1 mM EDTA disodium salt, 
and 40 mM magnesium chloride (pH 7.5).

10. Daunorubicin uses a trisaminomethane-based buffer containing 5 mM trisaminome­
thane, 5 mM sodium chloride, 1 mM EDTA, and 20 mM magnesium chloride (pH 8, 
termed Tris-4 buffer).

11. From the comparison of TAEM and Tris-2 to -4 buffers, trisaminomethane based 
buffers may have various concentrations and chemical additives (also see Note 2, 9 
and 10). For example, the concentration of the buffer agent trisaminomethane can 
vary from 5 to 40 mM. In addition, some buffer contains sodium chloride, while others 
do not have chloride ions. In general, the buffers maintain a stable pH value and 
compensate for the charge interaction between DNA backbones with magnesium ions.

12. There are two additional methods to intercalate daunorubicin. Additional method 1: 
Mix 5-240 nM DNA origami solution in Tris-4 buffer (see Note 10) with 500 pM 
daunorubicin and incubate for 24 h. Additional method 2: Mix 62.5-2500 pM daunoru­
bicin with 20 nM DNA origami solution in Tris-4 buffer (see Note 10) for 24 h. Among 
the three methods (one in the Methods and two in the Notes), the maximum incu­
bation time is the same. This implies that daunorubicin needs about a day to fully 
intercalate into DNA structures.

13. UVC has short wavelengths (100 to 280 nm), corresponding to high-energy photons 
(4.4 to 12.4 eV). UVB has medium wavelengths (280 to 315 nm) or mid-energy photons 
(3.9 to 4.4 eV). Both can relax the stress of DNA origami directly.

14. One may irradiate UV light on DNA origami monomers and then polymerize them 
into ribbons. This may create minor photolesions in the single-stranded domain of 
the scaffold, which may affect the hybridization of the origami with the linkers for 
polymerization (see Note 15). Therefore, the polymerization in the second step may 
not work properly.

15. In order to not damage DNA origami, UV dose should be restricted. The limits are ap­
proximately 8.3 and 20.3 kj/m2 for UVC and UVB, respectively. For the best flattening 
result, the dose should be around 2.5 and 6.8 kj/m2 for UVC and UVB, respectively.

16. The UVA wavelength ranges from 315 to 400 nm, corresponding to low energies (3.1 
to 3.9 eV). UVA light does not relax the stress in DNA origami directly. Instead, UVA 
may be used to control photoactive chemical adducts (such as TP1/TP2), thereby 
modulating the stress and conformation of DNA origami.

17. For deposition processes, especially when the sample is elongated tubes or ribbons, 
appropriate adhesion and firm fixing on mica surface are needed. This is crucial for 
origami ribbons so that near uniform gaps between the kinks can be imaged clearly 
(e.g., Figure 3f, AFM image). Both MES buffer and fixing buffer should be used.

5. Concluding Remarks
In this work, we show reliable, robust methods and protocols to transform the DNA 

configurations by using DNA oligomers, chemical adducts, and external UV light. Related 
shape-changing mechanisms are articulated. This protocol paper provides additional 
details and discussions of the published works, particularly for new graduate students and 
the researchers from other fields who wish to use DNA origami in their application areas. 
We envision that this will help researchers adapt the methods.

The described protocols can control the origami configurations in a progressive, 
controllable manner for engineering applications. These methods may be exploited to use
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DNA nanostructures as actuators or dynamic templates for other molecules. The DNA 
origami nanocages discussed above is a good example for using DNA oligomers to control 
the DNA configurations that serve as a template to modulate liposomes.

While the DNA origami-caged liposomes are beautifully demonstrated, the reconfigu­
ration has some limitations on the number of possible states. There are three distinct states: 
long (closed), short (open), and bended (partial open) states. This could be improved by 
implementing a progressive control. One could imagine that with DNA intercalators, the 
proximity of individual liposomes in the nanocages could be adjusted gradually. Therefore, 
it may allow for studying the merging process in many aspects. For instance, the threshold 
for vesicle fusion and the stability of a merged single liposome as a function of the distance. 
In addition, the nanocages may be bended progressively, and thus, liposomes with different 
curvatures can be compared. By inspecting the differences between the DNA template and 
the liposome, a preferred curvature range could be found.

Another potential application could be developed on a previous work by Qian and 
coworkers [66]. They successfully demonstrated a fractal assembly of different patterns 
at micron scale, including Mona Lisa's face, rooster, and other 2D geometries. One pos­
sible enhancement could be made to control their shapes in response to UVA light with 
photoswitchable intercalators. Once the molecules are switched into intercalators by UVA, 
the shape of the pattern may change drastically. The changes could be visualized under 
an optical microscope, which is faster and easier than AFM or TEM. The system might be 
developed for an environmental UV radiation sensor.

Finally, it is also possible to build nanoscale actuators using dynamic DNA nanostruc­
tures. DNA shafts or rods are commonly constructed by many research groups [42,67,68]. 
The rods, when made stiff, would have a fixed number of helical turns from one terminal 
to the other. By introducing UV light (UVB or UVC), the helicity of DNA will be changed, 
and thus, the turns in the rods will be altered in a gradual fashion. Ultimately, the rods 
might act as an irreversible stepper motor, an essential component in nanoscale machines.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, R.L., H.C., and J.H.C.; methodology, R.L., H.C., and 
J.H.C.; validation, R.L., H.C., H.L., and J.H.C.; formal analysis, R.L., H.C., H.L., and J.H.C.; writing— 
Original draft preparation, R.L. and J.H.C.; writing—Review and editing, R.L, H.C., H.L., and J.H.C.; 
visualization, R.L.; supervision, J.H.C.; project administration, J.H.C.; funding acquisition, J.H.C. All 
authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported by the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE), Office of Science, Basic 
Energy Sciences (BES), under award no. DE-SC0020673 (origami design and experiment) and by the 
U.S. National Science Foundation (NSF) under award no. 1710344 (photo-reconfiguration).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Seeman, N.C. DNA in a Material World. Nahire 2003, 421, 427-431. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Jin, Z.; Sun, W.; Ke, Y.; Shih, C.-J.; Paulus, G.L.C.; Wang, Q.H.; Mu, B.; Yin, P.; Strano, M.S. Metallized DNA Nanolithography for 

Encoding and Transferring Spatial Information for Graphene Patterning. Nat. Commun. 2013, 4,1663. [CrossRef]
3. Pinheiro, A.V.; Han, D.; Shih, W.M.; Yan, H. Challenges and Opportunities for Structural DNA Nanotechnology. Nat. Nanotechnol.

2011, 6, 763-772. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Sobczak, J.-P.J.; Martin, T.G.; Ceding, T.; Dietz, H. Rapid Folding of DNA into Nanoscale Shapes at Constant Temperature. Science

2012, 338,1458-1461. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
5. Han, D.; Pal, S.; Nangreave, J.; Deng, Z.; Liu, Y; Yan, H. DNA Origami with Complex Curvatures in Three-Dimensional Space. 

Science 2011, 332, 342-346. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
6. Ke, Y; Castro, C.; Choi, J.H. Structural DNA Nanotechnology: Artificial Nanostructures for Biomedical Research. Annu. Rev. 

Bioined. Eng. 2018, 20, 375-401. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
7. Rothemund, P.W.K. Folding DNA to Create Nanoscale Shapes and Patterns. Nature 2006, 440, 297-302. [CrossRef]



Methods Protoc. 2021, 4, 38 12 of 14

8. Voigt, N.V.; Torring, T.; Rotaru, A.; Jacobsen, M.F.; Ravnsbaek, J.B.; Subramani, R.; Mamdouh, W.; Kjems, J.; Mokhir, A.; 
Besenbacher, R Single-Molecule Chemical Reactions on DNA Origami. Nat. Nanoteclmol. 2010, 5, 200-203. [CrossRef]

9. Han, D.; Qi, X.; Myhrvold, C.; Wang, B.; Dai, M.; Jiang, S.; Bates, M.; Liu, Y.; An, B.; Zhang, F. Single-Stranded DNA and RNA 
Origami. Science 2017, 358, eaao2648. [CrossRef]

10. Dietz, H.; Douglas, S.M.; Shih, W.M. Folding DNA into Twisted and Curved Nanoscale Shapes. Science 2009, 325, 725-730. 
[CrossRef]

11. Douglas, S.M.; Bachelet, I.; Church, G.M. A Logic-Gated Nanorobot for Targeted Transport of Molecular Payloads. Science 2012, 
335, 831-834. [CrossRef]

12. Torelli, E.; Marini, M.; Palmano, S.; Piantanida, L.; Polano, C.; Scarpellini, A.; Lazzarino, M.; Firrao, G. A DNA Origami Nanorobot 
Controlled by Nucleic Acid Hybridization. Small 2014,10, 2918-2926. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Douglas, S.M.; Dietz, H.; Liedl, T.; Hogberg, B.; Graf, F.; Shih, W.M. Self-Assembly of DNA into Nanoscale Three-Dimensional 
Shapes. Nature 2009, 459, 414M18. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Li, R.; Chen, H.; Choi, J.H. Auxetic Two-Dimensional Nanostructures from DNA. Angeiv. Client. Int. Ed. 2021, 60, 7165-7173. 
[CrossRef]

15. Li, R.; Chen, H.; Choi, J.H. Topological Assembly of a Deployable Hoberman Flight Ring from DNA. Small 2021,17, 2007069. 
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Li, R; Chen, H.; Pan, J.; Cha, T.-G.; Medintz, I.L.; Choi, J.H. A DNAzyme-Mediated Logic Gate for Programming Molecular 
Capture and Release on DNA Origami. Chem. Commun. 2016, 52, 8369-8372. [CrossRef]

17. Sacca, B.; Meyer, R.; Erkelenz, M.; Kiko, K.; Arndt, A.; Schroeder, H.; Rabe, K.S.; Niemeyer, C.M. Orthogonal Protein Decoration 
of DNA Origami. Angeiv. Chem. Int. Ed. 2010, 49, 9378-9383. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Pal, S.; Varghese, R.; Deng, Z.; Zhao, Z.; Kumar, A.; Yan, H.; Liu, Y. Site-Specific Synthesis and In Situ Immobilization of 
Fluorescent Silver Nanoclusters on DNA Nanoscaffolds by Use of the Tollens Reaction. Angeiv. Chem. Int. Ed. 2011, 50,4176M179. 
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Powell, J.T.; Akhuetie-Oni, B.O.; Zhang, Z.; Lin, C. DNA Origami Rotaxanes: Tailored Synthesis and Controlled Structure 
Switching. Angeiv. Chem. Int. Ed. 2016, 55,11412-11416. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Hung, A.M.; Micheel, C.M.; Bozano, L.D.; Osterbur, L.W.; Wallraff, G.M.; Cha, J.N. Large-Area Spatially Ordered Arrays of Gold 
Nanoparticles Directed by Lithographically Confined DNA Origami. Nat. Nanoteclmol. 2009, 5,121-126. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Bui, H.; Onodera, C.; Kidwell, C.; Tan, Y; Graugnard, E.; Kuang, W.; Lee, J.; Knowlton, W.B.; Yurke, B.; Hughes, W.L. Pro­
grammable Periodicity of Quantum Dot Arrays with DNA Origami Nanotubes. Nano Lett. 2010, 10, 3367-3372. [CrossRef] 
[PubMed]

22. Kuzyk, A.; Schreiber, R.; Fan, Z.; Pardatscher, G.; Roller, E.-M.; Hogele, A.; Simmel, F.C.; Govorov, A.O.; Liedl, T. DNA-Based 
Self-Assembly of Chiral Plasmonic Nanostructures with Tailored Optical Response. Nature 2012, 483, 311-314. [CrossRef] 
[PubMed]

23. Ko, S.H.; Gallatin, G.M.; Liddle, J.A. Nanomanufacturing with DNA Origami: Factors Affecting the Kinetics and Yield of 
Quantum Dot Binding. Adv. Fund. Mater. 2012,22,1015-1023. [CrossRef]

24. Choi, J.; Chen, H.; Li, F.; Yang, L.; Kim, S.S.; Naik, R.R.; Ye, P.D.; Choi, J.H. Nanomanufacturing of 2D Transition Metal 
Dichalcogenide Materials Using Self-Assembled DNA Nanotubes. Small 2015,11, 5520-5527. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

25. Andersen, E.S.; Dong, M.; Nielsen, M.M.; Jahn, K.; Subramani, R.; Mamdouh, W.; Colas, M.M.; Sander, B.; Stark, H.; Oliveira, 
C.L.P.; et al. Self-Assembly of a Nanoscale DNA Box with a Controllable Lid. Nature 2009, 459, 73-76. [CrossRef]

26. Kuzuya, A.; Sakai, Y; Yamazaki, T.; Xu, Y; Komiyama, M. Nanomechanical DNA Origami 'Single-Molecule Beacons' Directly 
Imaged by Atomic Force Microscopy. Nat. Commun. 2011, 2, 449. [CrossRef]

27. Cha, T.-G.; Pan, J.; Chen, H.; Salgado, J.; Li, X.; Mao, C.; Choi, J.H. A Synthetic DNA Motor that Transports Nanoparticles along 
Carbon Nanotubes. Nat. Nanoteclmol. 2014, 9, 39-43. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Zhang, D.Y.; Winfree, E. Control of DNA Strand Displacement Kinetics Using Toehold Exchange. /. Am. Chem. Soc. 2009,131, 
17303-17314. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

29. Han, D.; Pal, S.; Liu, Y; Yan, H. Folding and Cutting DNA into Reconfigurable Topological Nanostructures. Nat. Nanotechnol. 
2010, 5, 712-717. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

30. Pan, J.; Cha, T.-G.; Li, F; Chen, H.; Bragg, N.A.; Choi, J.H. Visible / Near-Infrared Subdiffraction Imaging Reveals the Stochastic 
Nature of DNA Walkers. Sci. Adv. 2017, 3, el601600. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

31. Pan, J.; Du, Y; Qiu, H.; Upton, L.R.; Li, F; Choi, J.H. Mimicking Chemotactic Cell Migration with DNA Programmable Synthetic 
Vesicles. Nano Lett. 2019,19, 9138-9144. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

32. DeLuca, M.; Shi, Z.; Castro, C.E.; Arya, G. Dynamic DNA Nanotechnology: Toward Functional Nanoscale Devices. Nanoscale 
Horiz. 2020, 5,182-201. [CrossRef]

33. Nummelin, S.; Shen, B.; Piskunen, F; Liu, Q.; Kostiainen, M.A.; Linko, V. Robotic DNA Nanostructures. ACS Synth. Biol. 2020, 9, 
1923-1940. [CrossRef]

34. Du, Y; Pan, J.; Choi, J.H. A Review on Optical Imaging of DNA Nanostructures and Dynamic Processes. Methods Appl. Fluoresc. 
2019, 7, 012002. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Li, Z.; Liu, M.; Wang, L.; Nangreave, J.; Yan, H.; Liu, Y. Molecular Behavior of DNA Origami in Higher-Order Self-Assembly. /. 
Am. Chem. Soc. 2010,132,13545-13552. [CrossRef] [PubMed]



Methods Protoc. 2021, 4, 38 13 of 14

36. Wang, J.C. Helical Repeat of DNA in Solution. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 1979, 76, 200-203. [CrossRef]
37. Chen, H.; Weng, T.-W.; Riccitelli, M.M.; Cui, Y.; Irudayaraj, J.; Choi, J.H. Understanding the Mechanical Properties of DNA 

Origami Tiles and Controlling the Kinetics of Their Folding and Unfolding Reconfiguration. /. Am. Chem. Soc. 2014, 136, 
6995-7005. [CrossRef]

38. Li, R.; Chen, H.; Lee, H.; Choi, J.H. Elucidating the Mechanical Energy for Cyclization of a DNA Origami Tile. Appl. Sci. 2021, 
11, 2357. [CrossRef]

39. Kauert, D.J.; Kurth, T.; Liedl, T.; Seidel, R. Direct Mechanical Measurements Reveal the Material Properties of Three-Dimensional 
DNA Origami. Nano Lett. 2011,11, 5558-5563. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

40. Zhou, L.; Marras, A.E.; Su, H.-J.; Castro, C.E. DNA Origami Compliant Nanostructures with Tunable Mechanical Properties. ACS 
Nano 2014, 8, 27-34. [CrossRef]

41. Linko, V.; Eerikainen, M.; Kostiainen, M.A. A Modular DNA Origami-Based Enzyme Cascade Nanoreactor. Chem. Commun. 2015, 
51, 5351-5354. [CrossRef]

42. Chen, H.; Zhang, H.; Pan, J.; Cha, T.-G.; Li, S.; Andreasson, J.; Choi, J.H. Dynamic and Progressive Control of DNA Origami 
Conformation by Modulating DNA Helicity with Chemical Adducts. ACS Nano 2016,10, 4989-4996. [CrossRef]

43. Chen, H.; Cha, T.-G.; Pan, J.; Choi, J.H. Hierarchically Assembled DNA Origami Tubules with Reconfigurable Chirality. Nanotech­
nology 2013, 24, 435601. [CrossRef]

44. Zhang, Z.; Yang, Y; Pincet, E; Llaguno, M.C.; Lin, C. Placing and Shaping Liposomes with Reconfigurable DNA Nanocages. Nat. 
Chem. 2017, 9, 653-659. [CrossRef]

45. Zeman, S.M.; Depew, K.M.; Danishefsky, S.J.; Crothers, D.M. Simultaneous Determination of Helical Unwinding Angles and 
Intrinsic Association Constants in Ligand-DNA Complexes: The Interaction Between DNA and Calichearubicin B. Proc. Natl. 
Acad. Sci. USA 1998, 95, 4327-4332. [CrossRef]

46. Dikic, J.; Seidel, R. Anticooperative Binding Governs the Mechanics of Ethidium-Complexed DNA. Biophys. }. 2019,116,1394-1405. 
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

47. Ke, Y; Bellot, G.; Voigt, N.V.; Fradkov, E.; Shih, W.M. Two Design Strategies for Enhancement of Multilayer-DNA-Origami 
Folding: Underwinding for Specific Intercalator Rescue and Staple-Break Positioning. Chem. Sci. 2012, 3, 2587-2597. [CrossRef] 
[PubMed]

48. Zhao, Y.-X.; Shaw, A.; Zeng, X.; Benson, E.; Nystrom, A.M.; Hogberg, B.R. DNA Origami Delivery System for Cancer Therapy 
with Tunable Release Properties. ACS Nano 2012, 6, 8684-8691. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

49. Miller, H.L.; Contera, S.; Wollman, A.J.; Hirst, A.; Dunn, K.E.; Schroter, S.; O'Connell, D.; Leake, M.C. Biophysical Characterisation 
of DNA Origami Nanostructures Reveals Inaccessibility to Intercalation Binding Sites. Nanotechnologi/ 2020,31, 235605. [CrossRef]

50. I]as, H.; Shen, B.; Heuer-Jungemann, A.; Keller, A.; Kostiainen, M.A.; Liedl, T.; Ihalainen, J.A.; Linko, V. Unraveling the Interaction 
Between Doxorubicin and DNA Origami Nanostructures for Customizable Chemotherapeutic Drug Release. Nucleic Acids Res. 
2021, 49, 3048-3062. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

51. Gopinath, A.; Thachuk, C.; Mitskovets, A.; Atwater, H.A.; Kirkpatrick, D.; Rothemund, P.W. Absolute and Arbitrary Orientation 
of Single-Molecule Shapes. Science 2021, 371, eabd6179. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

52. Kollmann, E; Ramakrishnan, S.; Shen, B.; Grundmeier, G.; Kostiainen, M.A.; Linko, V.; Keller, A. Superstructure-Dependent 
Loading of DNA Origami Nanostructures with a Groove-Binding Drug. ACS Omega 2018, 3, 9441-9448. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

53. Zeng, Y; Liu, J.; Yang, S.; Liu, W.; Xu, L.; Wang, R. Time-Lapse Live Cell Imaging to Monitor Doxorubicin Release from DNA 
Origami Nanostructures. /. Mater. Chem. B 2018, 6,1605-1612. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

54. Zadegan, R.M.; Lindau, E.G.; Klein, W.P.; Green, C.; Graugnard, E.; Yurke, B.; Kuang, W.; Hughes, W.L. Twisting of DNA Origami 
from Intercalators. Sci. Rep. 2017, 7, 7382. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

55. Zhuang, X.; Ma, X.; Xue, X.; Jiang, Q.; Song, L.; Dai, L.; Zhang, C.; Jin, S.; Yang, K.; Ding, B. A Photosensitizer-Loaded DNA 
Origami Nanosystem for Photodynamic Therapy. ACS Nano 2016,10, 3486-3495. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

56. Halley, P.D.; Lucas, C.R.; McWilliams, E.M.; Webber, M.J.; Patton, R.A.; Kural, C.; Lucas, D.M.; Byrd, J.C.; Castro, C.E. 
Daunorubicin—Loaded DNA Origami Nanostructures Circumvent Drug-Resistance Mechanisms in a Leukemia Model. Small 
2016,12, 308-320. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

57. Lo, H.-L.; Nakajima, S.; Ma, L.; Walter, B.; Yasui, A.; Ethell, D.W.; Owen, L.B. Differential Biologic Effects of CPD and 6-4PP 
UV-Induced DNA Damage on the Induction of Apoptosis and Cell-Cycle Arrest. BMC Cancer 2005, 5,135. [CrossRef]

58. Scrima, A.; Konickova, R.; Czyzewski, B.K.; Kawasaki, Y; Jeffrey, P.D.; Groisman, R.; Nakatani, Y; Iwai, S.; Pavletich, N.P.; Thoma, 
N.H. Structural Basis of UV DNA-Damage Recognition by the DDB1-DDB2 Complex. Cell 2008,135,1213-1223. [CrossRef]

59. Douki, T.; Cadet, J. Individual Determination of the Yield of the Main UV-Induced Dimeric Pyrimidine Photoproducts in DNA 
Suggests a High Mutagenicity of CC Photolesions. Biochemistry 2001, 40, 2495-2501. [CrossRef]

60. Chen, H.; Li, R.; Li, S.; Andreasson, J.; Choi, J.H. Conformational Effects of UV Light on DNA Origami. /. Am. Chem. Soc. 2017, 
139,1380-1383. [CrossRef]

61. Cha, T.-G.; Pan, J.; Chen, H.; Robinson, H.N.; Li, X.; Mao, C.; Choi, J.H. Design Principles of DNA Enzyme-Based Walkers: 
Translocation Kinetics and Photoregulation. /. Am. Chem. Soc. 2015,137, 9429-9437. [CrossRef]

62. Portage, J.; Peltier, C.; Nastasi, E; Puntoriero, F.; Tuyeras, F.; Griveau, S.; Bedioui, F.; Adamo, C.; Ciofini, I.; Campagna, S.; et al. 
Designing Multifunctional Expanded Pyridiniums: Properties of Branched and Fused Head-to-Tail Bipyridiniums. /. Am. Chem. 
Soc. 2010,132,16700-16713. [CrossRef] [PubMed]



Methods Protoc. 2021, 4, 38 14 of 14

63. Zheng, Y.-C.; Zheng, M.-L.; Li, K.; Chen, S.; Zhao, Z.-S.; Wang, X.-S.; Duan, X.-M. Novel Carbazole-Based Two-Photon Pho­
tosensitizer for Efficient DNA Photocleavage in Anaerobic Condition Using Near-Infrared Light. RSC Adv. 2015, 5, 770-774. 
[CrossRef]

64. Lin, C.; Perrault, S.D.; Kwak, M.; Graf, F.; Shih, W.M. Purification of DNA-Origami Nanostructures by Rate-Zonal Centrifugation. 
Nucleic Acids Res. 2013, 41, e40. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

65. Perrault, S.D.; Shih, W.M. Virus-Inspired Membrane Encapsulation of DNA Nanostructures to Achieve in Vivo Stability. ACS 
Nano 2014, 8, 5132-5140. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

66. Tikhomirov, G.; Petersen, P.; Qian, L. Fractal Assembly of Micrometre-Scale DNA Origami Arrays with Arbitrary Patterns. Nature 
2017, 552, 67-71. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

67. Czogalla, A.; Petrov, E.P; Kauert, D.J.; Uzunova, V; Zhang, Y.; Seidel, R.; Schwille, P Switchable Domain Partitioning and 
Diffusion of DNA Origami Rods on Membranes. Faraday Discuss. 2013,161, 31-43. [CrossRef]

68. Mishra, S.; Feng, Y; Endo, M.; Sugiyama, H. Advances in DNA Origami-Cell Interfaces. ChemBioChem 2020, 21, 33-44. [CrossRef]


