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Abstract Synaptic vesicles are primed into a state that is ready for fast neurotransmitter 
release upon Ca2+- binding to Synaptotagmin- 1. This state likely includes trans- SNARE complexes 
between the vesicle and plasma membranes that are bound to Synaptotagmin- 1 and complexins. 
However, the nature of this state and the steps leading to membrane fusion are unclear, in part 
because of the difficulty of studying this dynamic process experimentally. To shed light into 
these questions, we performed all- atom molecular dynamics simulations of systems containing 
trans- SNARE complexes between two flat bilayers or a vesicle and a flat bilayer with or without 
fragments of Synaptotagmin- 1 and/or complexin- 1. Our results need to be interpreted with 
caution because of the limited simulation times and the absence of key components, but suggest 
mechanistic features that may control release and help visualize potential states of the primed 
Synaptotagmin- 1- SNARE- complexin- 1 complex. The simulations suggest that SNAREs alone 
induce formation of extended membrane- membrane contact interfaces that may fuse slowly, and 
that the primed state contains macromolecular assemblies of trans- SNARE complexes bound to 
the Synaptotagmin- 1 C2B domain and complexin- 1 in a spring- loaded configuration that prevents 
premature membrane merger and formation of extended interfaces, but keeps the system ready 
for fast fusion upon Ca2+ influx.

Editor's evaluation
Using all- atom molecular dynamics simulations to visualize the pre- fusion primed state during 
synaptic vesicle fusion is very original and this approach will certainly be used by others in the future. 
This work provides new insights into the protein organization prior to vesicle fusion that will help 
better understand the mechanisms of vesicle priming and evoked- release.

RESEARCH ARTICLE

*For correspondence: 
Jose.Rizo-Rey@UTSouthwestern. 
edu

Competing interest: The authors 
declare that no competing 
interests exist.

Funding: See page 23

Received: 14 December 2021
Preprinted: 29 December 2021
Accepted: 15 June 2022
Published: 16 June 2022

Reviewing Editor: Frederic 
Pincet, Ecole Normal Superieure, 
France

   Copyright Rizo et al. This 
article is distributed under the 
terms of the Creative Commons 
Attribution License, which 
permits unrestricted use and 
redistribution provided that the 
original author and source are 
credited.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Open_access
https://creativecommons.org/
https://elifesciences.org/?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=article-pdf&utm_campaign=PDF_tracking
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356
mailto:Jose.Rizo-Rey@UTSouthwestern.edu
mailto:Jose.Rizo-Rey@UTSouthwestern.edu
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.29.474428
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 Research article      Structural Biology and Molecular Biophysics

Rizo et al. eLife 2022;11:e76356. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356  2 of 28

Introduction
The release of neurotransmitters by Ca2+- triggered synaptic vesicle exocytosis is key for communica-
tion between neurons. The high speed of this process arises in part because synaptic vesicles are first 
tethered at the plasma membrane and undergo priming processes that leave them ready for fast fusion 
when an action potential induces Ca2+ influx (Südhof, 2013). Research for over three decades has led 
to extensive characterization of the neurotransmitter release machinery (Brunger et al., 2018; Rizo, 
2022), allowing reconstitution of basic features of synaptic vesicle fusion with the central components 
of this machinery (Lai et al., 2017; Liu et al., 2016; Ma et al., 2013) and uncovering key aspects of 
the underlying mechanisms. The SNARE proteins syntaxin- 1, SNAP- 25 and synaptobrevin form a tight 
four- helix bundle called the SNARE complex that assembles (zippers) from the N- to the C- terminus 
to bring the vesicle and plasma membranes together, and is key for membrane fusion (Hanson et al., 
1997b; Poirier et al., 1998; Söllner et al., 1993; Sutton et al., 1998). This complex is disassembled 
by NSF and SNAPs (no relation to SNAP- 25) to recycle the SNAREs for another round of fusion (Mayer 
et  al., 1996; Söllner et  al., 1993). Munc18- 1 and Munc13- 1 play central roles in synaptic vesicle 
priming by organizing assembly of the SNARE complex via an NSF- SNAP- resistant pathway (Ma et al., 
2013; Prinslow et al., 2019) whereby Munc18- 1 first binds to a self- inhibited ‘closed’ conformation of 
syntaxin- 1 (Dulubova et al., 1999; Misura et al., 2000). Munc13- 1 later opens syntaxin- 1 (Ma et al., 
2011; Yang et al., 2015) while bridging the vesicle and plasma membranes (Quade et al., 2019; Xu 
et al., 2017), and Munc18- 1 forms a template for SNARE complex assembly (Baker et al., 2015; Jiao 
et al., 2018; Parisotto et al., 2014; Sitarska et al., 2017).

Synaptotagmin- 1 (Syt1) acts as the Ca2+ sensor that triggers fast release (Fernández- Chacón et al., 
2001) in a tight interplay with complexins whereby both Syt1 and complexins play inhibitory and 
active roles (Giraudo et al., 2006; Reim et al., 2001; Schaub et al., 2006; Tang et al., 2006). The 
Ca2+ sensor function is performed by the two C2 domains of Syt1 (C2A and C2B), which form most 
of its cytoplasmic region and bind multiple Ca2+ ions via loops at the tip of β-sandwich structures 
(Fernandez et al., 2001; Sutton et al., 1995; Ubach et al., 1998; Figure 1—figure supplement 
1A). These loops also mediate Ca2+- dependent binding of both C2 domains to phospholipids, which is 
critical for release (Fernández- Chacón et al., 2001; Rhee et al., 2005). The C2B domain also binds to 
PIP2 through a polybasic region on the side of the β-sandwich (Bai et al., 2003), which induces binding 
to the plasma membrane. Moreover, the C2B domain can bind to the SNARE complex through three 
different surfaces (Brewer et al., 2015; Zhou et al., 2015; Zhou et al., 2017), although only binding 
through a so- called primary interface (Zhou et al., 2015) is firmly established as physiologically rele-
vant (Guan et al., 2017; Voleti et al., 2020). Such binding is disrupted upon Ca2+- dependent binding 
of Syt1 to PIP2- containing membranes (Voleti et al., 2020).

Complexin- 1 binds tightly to the SNARE complex through a central α-helix that is preceded by an 
accessory helix (Chen et al., 2002) and may play a stimulatory role in release by promoting formation 
of a primed state with enhanced release probability (Chen et al., 2002), by protecting trans- SNARE 
complexes from disassembly by NSF and αSNAP (Prinslow et  al., 2019) and/or by synchronizing 
Ca2+- triggered fusion mediated by the SNAREs and Syt1 (Diao et al., 2012). The complexin- 1 acces-
sory helix inhibits release (Xue et al., 2007), possibly because it causes steric clashes with the vesicle, 
hindering C- terminal assembly of the SNARE complex (Radoff et al., 2014; Trimbuch et al., 2014). 
These and other findings suggested that complexin- 1 and Syt1 bind simultaneously to the SNARE 
complex in the primed state of synaptic vesicles, stabilizing this state and preventing premature fusion; 
in this model, Ca2+ influx relieves the inhibition by inducing dissociation of Syt1 from the SNAREs and 
enabling cooperation between Syt1 and the SNAREs in promoting fusion (Voleti et al., 2020).

Despite this wealth of knowledge, fundamental questions remain about the mechanism of 
neurotransmitter release, particularly regarding how the SNAREs and Syt1 trigger fast, Ca2+- 
dependent membrane fusion. Major hurdles to address this question are the dynamic nature of this 
process and the fact that the protein complexes that trigger fusion are assembled between two 
membranes. Although important clues on the nature of the primed macromolecular assembly have 
been obtained with structural studies of soluble proteins or complexes anchored on one membrane 
(Chen et al., 2002; Grushin et al., 2019; Voleti et al., 2020; Zhou et al., 2015), this assembly is most 
likely affected by its location between two membranes. This feature strongly hinders the possibility 
of crystallization, while application of NMR spectroscopy for structure elucidation is hampered by the 
large size of any reconstituted two- membrane system (Voleti et al., 2021). Conversely, the small size 
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of the SNAREs, Syt1 and complexin- 1 hinders visualization by cryo- EM. Moreover, it is extremely chal-
lenging to capture transient states formed during the pathway to Ca2+- triggered membrane fusion 
experimentally.

Molecular dynamics (MD) simulations offer a powerful tool to analyze dynamic biomolecular 
processes and model cellular membranes (Marrink et al., 2019). Simulations using continuum and/or 
coarse- grained representations have provided important insights into SNARE- mediated membrane 
fusion (Fortoul et al., 2015; Kasson et al., 2006; Manca et al., 2019; McDargh et al., 2018; Mosta-
favi et al., 2017; Risselada et al., 2011; Sharma and Lindau, 2018). Continuum models can access the 
longest timescales, but require experimental data or atomistic simulations to parameterize the mate-
rial properties, and often need to constrain geometries or material properties due to lack of context- 
dependent parameters (Fortoul et al., 2015). Coarse- grained molecular simulation approaches are 
freed from some of these constraints but at the expense of reduced simulation speed, and are limited 
in their ability to capture certain entropic effects and protein conformational changes (see below). To 
date, coarse- grained models of SNARE- mediated fusion have accessed the low microsecond times-
cale (Kasson et al., 2006; Risselada et al., 2011; Sharma and Lindau, 2018). All- atom simulations 
are better suited to reproduce the finely- balanced network of interactions between proteins, Ca2+, 
and lipids that are expected to lead to membrane fusion but, because of the large size of the systems 
involved (millions of atoms), the low microsecond time scale has only recently become accessible 
through the most powerful available high- performance computing resources. In this context, it is 
worth noting that the delay from Ca2+ influx into the presynaptic terminal to observation of post-
synaptic currents in rat cerebellar synapses at 38 °C is 60 μs (Sabatini and Regehr, 1996), and that 
multiple events occur within this time frame, including Ca2+ binding to the sensor, release of inhibitory 
interactions that hinder premature fusion, Ca2+- evoked synaptic vesicle fusion, opening of the fusion 
pore, diffusion of neurotransmitters through the synaptic cleft, binding of the neurotransmitters to 
their postsynaptic receptors and opening of the channels that underlie the postsynaptic currents. 
These observations suggest that the fusion step may occur in just a few microseconds and hence that 
it may be possible to recapitulate the initiation of Ca2+- dependent synaptic vesicle fusions in all- atom 
MD simulations starting with a properly designed initial configuration.

Here, we present all- atom MD simulations with explicit water molecules of systems containing 
four trans- SNARE complexes bridging two flat bilayers or a vesicle and a flat bilayer, without or with 
fragments of Syt1 and/or complexin- 1. Because of the limited simulation times and the absence of 
key components, our results cannot lead to definitive conclusions but they help visualize potential 
trajectories and intermediates along the pathway to fusion and reveal intriguing features, leading to 
predictions or hypotheses that can be tested experimentally and with additional simulations. Our data 
indicate that trans- SNARE complexes strongly pull two membranes together, as expected, but have 
a tendency to induce extended membrane- membrane adhesion interfaces that have been observed 
experimentally but fuse slowly (Hernandez et al., 2012; Witkowska et al., 2021). Our results also 
suggest that, in the primed state of synaptic vesicles, Syt1 and complexin- 1 form a spring- loaded 
macromolecular assembly with trans- SNARE complexes that hinders formation of such extended 
contact interfactes and premature bilayer merger, but is ready for fast membrane fusion upon Ca2+ 
influx.

Results
Four trans-SNARE complexes between two flat lipid bilayers
The possibility of observing membrane fusion in the low microsecond time scale in all- atom MD simu-
lations depends critically on the choice of the starting configuration, but the exact nature of the 
primed state of synaptic vesicles is unknown. Hence, we used the structural and functional information 
available on this system to generate potential starting configurations. The MD simulations presented 
here involved systems ranging from 1.7 to 5.9 million atoms. While multiple replicas of each simu-
lation should ideally be carried out to verify the consistency of the results, performing replicated 
simulations would have limited the number of systems that we could study. Moreover, each simulation 
included four- trans SNARE complexes bridging two lipid bilayers and the variability in the behavior 
of the complexes in each simulation already provided insights into the consistency of the observed 
behaviors. Hence, we chose to use the available high performance computing time to investigate 
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systems with different components and/or distinct geometry, designing each new starting configu-
ration according to what we had learned from the previous simulations. The simulations generated a 
large amount of data and it is impossible to describe a thorough analysis within the constraints of a 
single paper. Here, we present the main observations from the analyses that we have performed, and 
key files from the simulations are available in Dryad for further analyses.

In all the systems that we built, the composition of the bilayer containing anchored synaptobrevin 
approximated the lipid composition of synaptic vesicles (Takamori et al., 2006) and that of the bilayer 
with anchored syntaxin- 1 was based on the lipid composition of the plasma membrane (Chan et al., 
2012; Table 1). Both bilayers had asymmetric lipid distributions in the two leaflets to mimic those 
present in vivo (Kobayashi and Menon, 2018). The first system that we built was designed to examine 
whether SNARE complexes alone can bend two flat lipid bilayers and initiate bilayer fusion. The 
system contained four trans- SNARE complexes between two square lipid bilayers. The number of 
SNARE complexes was based on symmetry considerations and the finding that fast vesicle fusion 
typically observed in synapses requires at least three SNARE complexes (Mohrmann et al., 2010). 
For simplicity, the SNARE complexes contained the four SNARE motifs, the transmembrane (TM) 
sequences of syntaxin- 1 and synaptobrevin, and the juxtamembrane linkers between their respective 
SNARE motif and TM region, but did not include the syntaxin- 1 N- terminal region or the long linker 
between the two SNAP- 25 SNARE motifs.

A key aspect in the design of realistic potential states of trans- SNARE complexes is the confor-
mation of the juxtamembrane linkers of syntaxin- 1 and synaptobrevin. Popular models of SNARE- 
mediated membrane fusion depicted continuous helices spanning the SNARE motifs, juxtamembrane 
linkers and TM regions for both synaptobrevin and syntaxin- 1, envisioning that these helices can bend 
to accommodate the geometry of trans- SNARE complexes (Hanson et  al., 1997a; Sutton et  al., 
1998; Weber et al., 1998). These models were supported by coarse- grained MD simulations that 
used the MARTINI force field and modeled the SNAREs in continuous helical conformations (Risse-
lada et  al., 2011). However, the intrinsic helical restraints enforced by the force field might bias 
the results and/or obscure the potential role of conformational changes in the dynamical coupling 
of the SNAREs to membrane fusion. Moreover, the bending of the helices required to form trans- 
SNARE complexes leads to unrealistic conformations that are expected to be unfavorable energeti-
cally because of their distorted geometry and are not commonly observed in protein structures. Thus, 
the helical restraints might have played a key role in membrane fusion in these simulations. Although 
continuous helices were observed in the crystal structure of a cis- SNARE complex that represents the 
configuration occurring after membrane fusion (Stein et al., 2009), the natural expectation is that the 
helical structure must break somewhere to accommodate the geometry of a trans- SNARE complex, 
most likely at the juxtamembrane linker. This expectation has been supported experimentally (Kim 
et al., 2002) and with all- atom MD simulations (Bykhovskaia, 2021). Moreover, helix continuity in the 
linkers is not required for neurotransmitter release (Kesavan et al., 2007; Zhou et al., 2013).

Thus, to generate trans- SNARE complexes for our simulations we started with the crystal structure 
of the cis- SNARE complex but we did not impose restraints on the conformation of the juxtamem-
brane linkers. Since the N- terminal half of the SNARE four- helix bundle is more stable than the C- ter-
minal half (Chen et al., 2002; Gao et al., 2012) and is more distal from the membrane, we imposed 
position restraints for only the N- terminal half. In addition, we used position restraints to force the 
TM regions of synaptobrevin and syntaxin- 1 to designed locations for insertion in their corresponding 
bilayers.

A short (1 ns) restrained MD simulation in water was sufficient for this purpose and led to unstruc-
tured conformations for the juxtamembrane linkers without substantially altering the four- helix bundle 
even at the C- terminal half, which was not restrained (Figure 1—figure supplement 1B). Four copies 
of the resulting trans- SNARE complex were generated by translations and rotations (Figure 1—figure 
supplement 1C), and were merged with the two bilayers separated by 5 nm to generate the initial 
configuration of this system (Figure  1A). We then carried out an unrestrained production simula-
tion of this system for 750 ns at 310 K. As expected, the two membranes became almost circular to 
minimize tension and were gradually drawn together by the SNAREs, although the minimal distance 
between the bilayers reached a plateau (Figure 1—figure supplement 1D, E). The two bilayers were 
actually drawn to each other on one side first (at about 110 ns, Figure 1B) and later on the other side 
(Figure 1C), leading to close packing of the lipids against the SNARE four- helix bundles (Figure 1D). 
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Table 1. Size in atoms, length of productions MD simulations, temperature, speed of the simulations on Frontera at TACC and lipid 
composition of the flat bilayers and the vesicle of the different systems.

qscff 1699436 atoms 750 ns 310 K 24 ns/day with 16 nodes

Upper bilayer CHL1 POPC POPS SAPE SDPE SDPS total

Upper leaflet 540 468 0 72 120 0 1200

% 45 39 0 6 10 0

Lower leaflet 540 146 84 120 240 96 1226

% 44 11.9 6.9 9.8 19.6 7.8

Lower bilayer CHL1 POPC POPS SAPI2D SAPE SDPE SDPS total

Upper leaflet 540 134 120 60 84 168 120 1226

% 44 11 9.8 4.9 6.9 13.7 9.8

Lower leaflet 540 538 0 0 48 84 0 1200

% 45 44 0 0 4 7 0

sqscff 1700475 atoms 270 ns 310 K 24 ns/day with 16 nodes

qscv 3222393 atoms 520 ns 310 K 23 ns/day with 32 nodes

454 ns 325 K

Vesicle CHL1 POPC SAGL SAPE SAPI2D SDPE SDPS SOPS total

Outer leaflet 1258 296 0 534 0 282 210 199 2779

% 45.3 10.6 0 19.2 0 10.1 7.6 7.2

Inner leaflet 814 668 0 183 0 99 1 1 1766

% 46.1 37.8 0 10.4 0 5.6 0.1 0.1

Flat bilayer CHL1 POPC SAGL SAPE SAPI2D SDPE SDPS SOPS total

Upper leaflet 540 96 12 84 60 156 120 120 1188

% 45.4 8.1 1 7.1 5.1 13.1 10.1 10.1

Lower leaflet 540 516 12 36 0 84 0 0 1188

% 45.4 43.4 1 3 0 7.1 0 0

prsg 5056443 atoms 336 ns 310 K 13 ns/day with 32 nodes

Flat bilayer CHL1 POPC SAGL SAPE SAPI2D SDPE SDPS SOPS total

Upper leaflet 830 151 18 132 93 262 182 181 1849

% 44.9 8.2 1 7.1 5 14.2 9.8 9.8

Lower leaflet 810 774 18 72 0 126 0 0 1800

% 45 43 1 4 0 7 0 0

prs2 5870280 atoms 310 ns 310 K 16 ns/day 48 nodes

Flat bilayer CHL1 POPC SAGL SAPE SAPI2D SDPE SDPS SOPS total

Upper leaflet 1035 184 23 161 115 322 230 230 2300

% 45 8 1 7 5 14 10 10

Lower leaflet 1009 964 22 88 0 154 0 0 2237

% 45.1 43.1 1 3.9 0 6.9 0 0

prsncpxca 5870246 atoms 439 ns 310 K 16 ns/day 48 nodes

Vesicle: same as qscv system.

Flat bilayer: same as prs2 system.
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It is noteworthy that the four SNARE complexes were zippered at the C- terminus to the same extent 
as in the initial configuration and that extensive interactions were established between the juxtam-
embrane linkers and the membranes during the simulations. Such interactions were not unexpected, 
as both linkers contain abundant basic residues, the synaptobrevin linker in addition contains hydro-
phobic residues, and both linkers were shown to interact with the adjacent membrane (Brewer et al., 
2011; Kim et al., 2002). Since much of the SNARE four- helix bundle is negatively charged, these 

0 ns 110 ns

BA

DC

FE

0 ns

sn 072sn 072

270 ns

Figure 1. MD simulations of four trans- SNARE complexes bridging two flat bilayers. (A–C) Initial configuration of the system with SNARE complexes 
only (A), and snapshots of the MD simulation after 110 and 270 ns (B, C). The SNARE complexes are illustrated by ribbon diagrams in salmon. The lipids 
are shown as thin stick models. The scale bar in (A) equals 10 nm, which is a little shorter than the length of the SNARE four- helix bundle. (D) Snapshot 
of the same MD simulation at 270 ns showing all non- solvent atoms as spheres. (E–F) Initial configuration of the system containing four Ca2+- bound Syt1 
C2AB molecules in addition to the four trans- SNARE complexes (E) and snapshot of the simulation at 270 ns (F). SNARE complexes are illustrated by 
ribbon diagrams in salmon and the C2AB molecules are shown as ribbon diagrams with C2A in cyan and C2B in violet. The lipids are shown as thin stick 
models. The atom color code for the lipids is: carbon lime, oxygen red, nitrogen blue, phosphorous orange. Ca2+ ions are shown as yellow spheres.

The online version of this article includes the following figure supplement(s) for figure 1:

Figure supplement 1. Set up of the system with four trans- SNARE complexes between two flat bilayers.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356


 Research article      Structural Biology and Molecular Biophysics

Rizo et al. eLife 2022;11:e76356. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356  7 of 28

findings suggest that any electrostatic repulsion existing between the SNARE four- helix bundle and 
the membranes can be readily overcome by the high stability of the SNARE four- helix bundle and 
perhaps some contribution from the linker- bilayer interactions. During the 750 ns of the simulation we 
occasionally observed mild buckling of the syntaxin- 1 membrane, but the buckling was reversible and 
there was no progress toward fusion. These findings suggest that four trans- SNARE complexes are 
unable to fuse two flat bilayers in the 1 μs time scale.

To explore whether Syt1 might cooperate with the SNAREs in bending two flat bilayers to initiate 
membrane fusion, we performed another simulation with an analogous system where we included 
a fragment spanning the two C2 domains of Syt1 (C2AB) bound to five Ca2+ ions (Fernandez et al., 
2001; Ubach et al., 1998; Figure 1E). During a 270 ns production MD simulation of this system, we 
observed that the C2AB molecules hindered the action of the trans- SNARE complexes in bringing the 
two bilayers closer (Figure 1—figure supplement 1F), particularly when the C2 domains bind to one 
bilayer through the Ca2+- binding loops and to the other bilayer via the opposite side of the β-sand-
wich, which is basic (Figure 1F). Although such bilayer- bilayer bridging might help in fusion (Araç 
et al., 2006) in a different configuration, it appeared that such potential action would require a much 
longer time scale in this system and we did not continue this simulation.

Four trans-SNARE complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer
Based on the results from the simulations with four trans- SNARE complexes between two flat bilayers, 
we reasoned that, if synaptic vesicle fusion indeed occurs in the low microsecond time scale, this 
speed might require the geometry occurring at synapses, where small synaptic vesicles (ca. 40 nm 
diameter) fuse with the plasma membrane. To test this notion, we built a system with four trans- SNARE 
complexes (Figure 2—figure supplement 1A) bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer (Figure 2A). The 
initial diameter of the vesicle (26 nm) was chosen as a compromise between making the system real-
istic and minimizing the overall size of the system to limit the time required for MD simulations. The 
vesicle was practically in molecular contact with the flat bilayer so that the system was poised for 
fusion. Since the lipid density of the vesicle was close to but not optimal, holes appeared in an initial 
production MD simulation. The holes were filled manually in an iterative process until the vesicle was 
stable (see Methods). During this procedure, the flat bilayer became circular and the vesicle became 
slightly smaller (24 nm diameter) (Figure 2—figure supplement 1B, C), but the diameter remained 
stable in subsequent production runs.

With the system equilibrated, we performed a production run of 520 ns at 310 K. Although we 
observed occasional flips of cholesterol molecules, there were no persistent perturbations of the 
bilayers that might signal the initiation of fusion. We raised the temperature to 325 K and carried 
out a production run of 454 ns in an attempt to accelerate fusion, but observed similar results. The 
final configuration illustrates that the vesicle diffused to some extent to one side with respect to 
the flat bilayer during the simulations (Figure 2C). The four- helix bundles of the four trans- SNARE 
complexes remained fully assembled up to the last hydrophobic layer [referred to as layer +8 (Sutton 
et al., 1998)] at the end of the simulations (Figure 2D–G), as in the initial configuration of the system 
(Figure 2B). One of the SNARE complexes became parallel to the flat bilayer (Figure 2F), whereas 
the other three had similar orientations as in the starting configuration (Figure 2B, D, E and G). The 
juxtamembrane linkers of synaptobrevin and syntaxin- 1 established extensive interactions with the 
lipids early in the simulations. After 280 ns of the simulation at 310 K, we observed that the bottom of 
the vesicle was flattened, resulting in an extended contact interface with the flat bilayer (compare the 
slice view of Figure 2J with those of the initial configurations in Figure 2H, I). To corroborate these 
findings quantitatively, we calculated the number of contacts between oxygen atoms of the vesicle 
and the flat bilayer as a function of time. We assigned a contact to each oxygen- oxygen distance 
below 1 nm, which is a common cutoff used to calculate van der Waals and electrostatic interactions 
between atoms. The results showed that the number of contacts increased rapidly up to about 300 
ns and then leveled off (Figure 2—figure supplement 1D). The extended contact interface persisted 
until the end of the simulation at 325 K, and during this simulation the flat bilayer became slightly 
curved to adapt to the shape of the vesicle (Figure 2K).

These finding correlates with results obtained in cryo- EM analyses of liposome fusion reac-
tions mediated by the neuronal SNAREs, which revealed extended contact interfaces between 
the liposomes that are referred to as tight docking intermediates (Hernandez et al., 2012). These 
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454 ns 325 K
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454 ns 325 K
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280 ns 310 K
520 ns 310 K
454 ns 325 K

equilibrated

SC1

SC2
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454 ns 325 K

SC3

520 ns 310 K
454 ns 325 K
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Figure 2. MD simulation of four trans- SNARE complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer. (A) Overall view of the initial system. (B) Close- up view 
of one of the trans- SNARE complexes in the initial system. (C) Snapshot of the system after a 520 ns MD simulation at 310 K and a 454 ns simulation at 
325 K. (D–G) Close- up views of the four trans- SNARE complexes (named SC1- SC4) after the 520 ns MD simulation at 310 K and the 454 ns simulation at 
325 K. In (A–G), the SNARE complexes are illustrated by ribbon diagrams in salmon. The lipids are shown as thin stick models (carbon lime, oxygen red, 

Figure 2 continued on next page
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intermediates eventually evolve to yield membrane fusion, but fusion occurs in the second- minute 
time scale (Hernandez et al., 2012; Witkowska et al., 2021). Hence, it is unlikely that such extended 
interfaces occur in the pathway that leads to fast Ca2+- triggered synaptic vesicle fusion. Note also that 
the energy required to initiate membrane fusion is expected to increase with the area of the interface 
between the two membranes, as larger areas require more lipid molecules to be rearranged. Inter-
estingly, cryo- EM images of reconstitution reactions including additional components of the release 
machinery suggested that these additional components prevent formation of extended contact inter-
faces, favoring interfaces with smaller contact area between the bilayers that are referred to as point- 
of- contact interfaces (Gipson et al., 2017).

Simulations of the primed Synaptotagmin-1-SNARE-complexin-1 
complex
Overall, our simulations do not rule out the possibility that SNAREs alone might be able to induce 
membrane fusion in the low microsecond time scale, as it is plausible that other geometries might 
be more efficient in inducing fusion. However, the correlation of our results with the cryo- EM images 
of reconstitution experiments suggests that fast fusion requires additional proteins. Formation of a 
primed state of synaptic vesicles that is ready for fast release is the key to achieve fast Ca2+- triggered 
fusion in synapses. The exact nature of this state is unclear, but Syt1 and complexin are most likely 
bound to trans- SNARE complexes in this state, as both proteins bind to the SNARE complex and 
are critical for fast, Ca2+- triggered neurotransmitter release (Fernández- Chacón et al., 2001; Reim 
et al., 2001). A model of this state (Voleti et al., 2020) was proposed based on crystal structures of 
the SNARE complex bound to a complexin- 1 fragment (Chen et al., 2002) or to the Syt1 C2B domain 
through the primary interface (Zhou et al., 2015), as well as a cryo- EM structure of Syt1 bound to lipid 
nanotube- anchored SNARE complex (Grushin et al., 2019). In this model, complexin- 1 and the Syt 1 
C2B domain bind to opposite sides of the SNARE four- helix bundle, and the C2B domain binds to the 
plasma membrane through a polybasic region on the side of the C2B domain opposite to the primary 
interface. However, the orientation of this macromolecular assembly with respect to the vesicle and 
plasma membranes, and the extent to which the SNARE complex is zippered, are unclear.

To gain insights into the nature of the primed Syt1- SNARE- complexin complex that is ready for 
fast Ca2+- triggered membrane fusion, we built a system with four trans- SNARE complexes bridging 
a vesicle and a flat bilayer, each bound to a complexin- 1 fragment and the Syt1 C2AB fragment as 
observed by crystallography (Chen et  al., 2002; Zhou et  al., 2015; below referred to as primed 
complexes). The complexin- 1 fragment spanned residues 27–72 [Cpx1(27- 72)], which include the 
central helix that binds to the SNARE complex and the preceding accessory helix that is believed to 
underlie the inhibitory activity of the accessory helix (Trimbuch et al., 2014; Xue et al., 2007). The 
system was designed to resemble a potential arrangement of the primed state, but implementing 
some flexibility such that the system could progress towards a preferred configuration of the proteins 
with respect to the two membranes. A restrained MD simulation performed to generate the initial 
protein arrangement led to partial unfolding of the C- terminal halves of the SNARE four- helix bundles 
but to distinct extents (Figure 3A, B, D, F, H and J, Figure 3—figure supplement 1), thus yielding a 
variety of starting configurations of the complexes.

After equilibration, we carried out a production simulation of 336 ns that resulted in the state 
shown in Figure 3C. Most substantial changes in the system occurred early in the simulation and each 
of the primed complexes appeared to reach a stable or metastable configuration by the end. The 
primed complexes exhibited some common behaviors and also distinct features. The SNARE four- 
helix bundle of one of the primed complexes (PC1) was almost fully assembled at the start of the simu-
lation (up to layer +7, with a break in a SNAP- 25 helix) and remained equally assembled at the end 

nitrogen blue, phosphorous orange). (H–K) Thin slices of the system in its initial configuration (H), after the equilibration steps (I), after 280 ns at 310 K 
(J) and after 520 ns at 310 K and 454 ns at 325 K (K). In (H–K) Phosphorous atoms of phospholipids and the oxygen atoms of cholesterol molecules are 
shown as spheres to illustrate the approximate locations of lipid head groups.

The online version of this article includes the following figure supplement(s) for figure 2:

Figure supplement 1. Set up of the system with four trans- SNARE complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer.

Figure 2 continued
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Figure 3. First MD simulation of primed complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer. (A) Overall view of the initial system after equilibration. 
(B) Close- up view of the four primed complexes in the initial system after equilibration. (C) Snapshot of the system after a 336 ns MD simulation. 
(D–K) Close- up views of the individual primed complexes (named PC1- PC4) in the initial configuration (D,F,H,J) and after the 336 ns MD simulation 
(E,G,I,K). In all panels, the primed complexes are illustrated by ribbon diagrams, with the SNAREs in salmon, Cpx1(27- 72) in yellow and the Syt1 C2AB 

Figure 3 continued on next page
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(Figure 3D, E). The C- terminal halves of the SNARE four- helix bundles of the other three complexes 
were considerably more disrupted and, although they exhibited substantial changes during the simu-
lation, they did not progress toward full assembly (Figure 3F–K). Interestingly, a few of the most C- ter-
minal layers (+5 to+7) still formed a four- helix bundle in two complexes (PC2 and PC3, Figure 3F- I) 
and hence they may be particularly stable, but this feature did not seem to facilitate reassembly of 
the section of the four- helix bundle that was disrupted. Hence, although coil- to- helix transitions are 
known to occur very fast, in the 100 ns time scale (Muñoz and Cerminara, 2016), it appears that the 
constraints placed on the motions of the SNAREs in this complex system hinder the evolution toward 
a fully formed SNARE four- helix bundle.

Interestingly, the Cpx1(27- 72) accessory helix exhibited clear steric clashes with the vesicle in all 
complexes. To avoid such clashes, the continuity between the central and accessory helices was broken 
in some cases, with the helix bending to one side or another (Figure 3G, I). In PC4, the entire helix 
changed orientation (Figure 3K), whereas in PC1, where the four- helix bundle is almost fully assem-
bled, the helix was distorted into a snake shape (Figure 3E). The ‘struggle’ of the accessory helix to 
avoid bumps with the vesicle is particularly well illustrated by distinct bends of the Cpx1(27- 72) helix 
occurring in PC3 during the simulations (Figure 3—figure supplement 2A–E). It is also noteworthy 
that Cpx1(27- 72) remained bound to the SNAREs throughout the simulations due to interactions of 
the C- terminal end of the Cpx1(27- 72) helix, particularly the Y70 aromatic ring, with a hydrophobic 
pocket of the SNARE complex, which persisted even when the overall direction of the helix changed 
in PC4 (Figure 3—figure supplement 2F). Overall, these observations provide a vivid visual illus-
tration of the steric clashes between the complexin- 1 accessory helix that may occur in the primed 
state, which were proposed to underlie the inhibition of neurotransmitter release caused by this helix 
(Trimbuch et al., 2014).

A common feature of the four primed complexes at the end of the simulation was the arrange-
ment of the Syt1 C2B domain, which was initially placed between the SNARE four- helix bundle and 
the flat bilayer but in all primed complexes changed orientation, establishing extensive interactions 
between its polybasic face and the flat bilayer, and bringing the SNARE four- helix bundle close to 
the flat bilayer (Figure 4A–D). This arrangement dictates that the Cpx1(27- 72) helix points toward 
the vesicle membrane, in agreement with the proposal that binding of Syt1 to the SNARE complex 
through the primary interface supports the inhibitory activity of Syt1 and complexin- 1 (Guan et al., 
2017; Voleti et al., 2020). The Syt1 C2A domain adopted distinct orientations in the different primed 
complexes, consistent with the fact that no stable Ca2+- independent interactions of this domain with 
membranes or the SNARE complex have been identified. The C2B domain remained bound to the 
SNARE four- helix bundle via the primary interface in all four primed complexes throughout the simu-
lation. The binding modes in the primed complexes resembled those observed in various crystal 
structures containing the primary interface (Zhou et al., 2015; Zhou et al., 2017), particularly in the 
so- called region I of this interface that includes Y338 among other side chains of C2B (e.g. Figure 4E). 
However, there were differences in the other region of this interface (region II), which includes R281, 
R398, and R399 of the C2B domain. In the crystal structures, there was variability in the contacts made 
by these side chains and R398 did not interact with acidic residues or was at moderate proximity with 
E238 of syntaxin- 1 (Figure 4—figure supplement 1A, B). However, the R398 side chain interacted 
with a negative pocket formed by E55, D58 and E62 of SNAP- 25 in the four primed complexes of our 
simulation (Figure 4F, Figure 4—figure supplement 1C–E). The findings that an R398Q mutation 
impairs binding of the C2B domain to the SNARE complex in vitro (Voleti et al., 2020) and disrupts 
neurotransmitter release in neurons (Xue et al., 2008) support the relevance of the interactions of 
R398 uncovered by our simulation and suggest that crystal packing might have slightly distorted the 
binding mode, but it is also plausible that the binding mode is dynamic in this area.

fragment in cyan (C2A domain) and violet (C2B domain). The lipids are shown as thin stick models (carbon lime, oxygen red, nitrogen blue, phosphorous 
orange).

The online version of this article includes the following figure supplement(s) for figure 3:

Figure supplement 1. Ribbon diagrams of the four primed complexes generated for the first primed system with one vesicle and a flat bilayer.

Figure supplement 2. Additional views of the primed complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer.

Figure 3 continued
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Figure 4. Additional views of the first MD simulation of primed complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer. (A–D) Close- up views of the four primed 
complexes after 336 ns showing how the Syt1 C2B domain binds to the SNARE complex through the primary interface and to the flat bilayer with the 
polybasic face, which dictates that the Cpx1(27- 72) helix is oriented toward the vesicle and bends in different ways and directions to avoid steric clashes. 
This arrangement forces the SNARE four- helix bundle to be close to the flat bilayer. The primed complexes are illustrated by ribbon diagrams, with the 
SNAREs in salmon, Cpx1(27- 72) in yellow and the Syt1 C2AB fragment in cyan (C2A domain) and violet (C2B domain). The lipids are shown as thin stick 
models (carbon lime, oxygen red, nitrogen blue, phosphorous orange). (E–F) Two different close- up views of the primary interface between the C2B 
domain and the SNARE complex in PC1 after 336 ns showing site I of the interface (E) or site II where R398,R399 of the C2B domain are located (F). The 
C2B domain and the SNARE complex are illustrated by ribbon diagrams and stick models with oxygen atoms in red, nitrogen atoms in blue, sulfur 
atoms in light orange and carbon atoms in violet [for the C2B domain] or salmon (for the SNAREs). The positions of selected side chains are indicated. 
(G) Close- up view of the interaction of the C2B domain of PC1 with the flat bilayer after 336 ns. The positions of PIP2 headgroups, basic side chains 
involved in interactions with the lipids, and the hydrophobic side chain of I367 at the tip of a Ca2+- binding loop that inserts into the bilayer, are indicated. 
(H) Thin slice of the system showing a point- of- contact interface between the vesicle and the flat bilayer at 336 ns. Phosphorous atoms of phospholipids 

Figure 4 continued on next page
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In all four primed complexes, the extensive interactions of the C2B domain with the flat bilayer 
involved not only a polybasic sequence (residues 321–327) known to bind to PIP2 (Bai et al., 2003) 
but also other basic residues on this face of the β-sandwich that are also important for neurotrans-
mitter release [e.g. K313, (Brewer et al., 2015; Figure 4G, Figure 4—figure supplement 1F- H)]. 
PIP2 molecules of the flat bilayer were often involved in these interactions. In addition, for all primed 
complexes, one of the C2B domain Ca2+- binding loops interacted extensively with the flat bilayer, 
inserting the hydrophobic residue at its tip (I367) into the acyl region. We also observed some interac-
tions of the flat bilayer with basic residues of the SNARE four- helix bundle (e.g. R30, R31 from synap-
tobrevin and R176 from SNAP- 25), which appeared to be favored because the clashes between the 
Cpx1(27- 72) helix and the vesicle push the SNARE four- helix bundle and C2AB toward the flat bilayer. 
There was some variability in the four- helix bundle- flat bilayer interactions observed in the different 
primed complexes, but the overall arrangement of the C2B domain with respect to the flat bilayer 
and the SNARE four- helix bundle was very similar in all complexes, regardless of the orientation of 
the Cpx1(27- 72) helix and the state of assembly of the SNARE four- helix bundle at the C- terminus 
(Figure 4A–D).

To further test the consistency of our results with respect to the configuration of the primed Syt1- 
SNARE- complexin- 1 complex, we built a similar system but using different configurations of the 
four initial primed complexes and a slightly larger square bilayer to provide more space for protein- 
membrane interactions. The final system (Figure 4—figure supplement 2A, B) was used to run a 
production simulation of 310 ns. Figure  4—figure supplement 2C shows the final configuration. 
The behaviors of the primed complexes were similar to those of the previous simulation. The four 
initial four- helix bundles again had different levels of assembly at the C- terminus, with PC1 being 
the only one that was almost completely assembled, and there was not much progress toward full 
assembly in the other three complexes (Figure 4—figure supplement 2D- K). The Cpx1(27- 72) helix 
again exhibited strong clashes with the vesicle and distinct ways to overcome such clashes, whereas 
the C2B domain changed orientation to establish extensive interactions with the flat bilayer while 
remaining bound to the SNARE four- helix bundle via the primary interface (Figure 4—figure supple-
ment 2D, Figure 4—figure supplement 3A–D). It is also noteworthy that, in the two simulations 
of primed complexes, contacts between the vesicle and the plasma membrane were established at 
about 210–230 ns and the contacts increased gradually afterwards, but appeared to be leveling off at 
the end of the simulations (Figure 4—figure supplement 4), resulting in point- of- contact interfaces 
between the vesicle and the flat bilayer, without flattening of the vesicle (Figure 4H, Figure 4—figure 
supplement 3E).

Overall, the arrangements of the Syt1 C2B domain with respect to the flat bilayer and the SNARE 
four- helix bundle in the eight primed complexes from the two simulations were very similar, and in all 
cases dictated that the Cpx1(27- 72) helix was oriented toward the vesicle (Figure 4A–D, Figure 4—
figure supplement 3A–D). The consistency of these results, together with the abundant data available 
on the functional importance of the C2B- membrane, C2B- SNARE and Cpx1(27- 72)- SNARE interfaces 
present in these complexes [e.g. Chen et al., 2002; Li et al., 2006; Zhou et al., 2015] suggest that 
these complexes resemble those present in the primed state of synaptic vesicles.

and the oxygen atoms of cholesterol molecules are shown as spheres to illustrate the approximate locations of lipid head groups. The positions of PC1 
and PC3 are indicated.

The online version of this article includes the following figure supplement(s) for figure 4:

Figure supplement 1. Additional close- up views of primed complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer.

Figure supplement 2. Second MD simulation of primed complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer.

Figure supplement 3. Additional views of the second MD simulation of primed complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer.

Figure supplement 4. Number of contacts in frames taken at 1 ns steps in the first (A) or second (B) simulation of four primed complexes bridging a 
vesicle and a flat bilayer.

Figure 4 continued

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356
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Simulation of the primed Synaptotagmin-1-SNARE-complexin-1 
complex in the presence of Ca2+

Ca2+ binding to Syt1 is believed to induce a tight, PIP2- dependent interaction of the C2B domain with 
the plasma membrane and dissociation from the SNARE complex to relieve the inhibition of release 
caused by Syt1 and complexin- 1 (Voleti et al., 2020). Based on the estimated kD of the interaction 
between the C2B domain and the SNARE complex [ca. 20 μM Voleti et al., 2020], the off rate for 
dissociation is expected to be at most 2000 Hz and hence too slow for the time scales reachable in 
our simulations. However, it is plausible that dissociation might be strongly accelerated by changes in 
the orientation of the C2B domain with respect to the membrane induced by Ca2+ (Voleti et al., 2020). 
To examine whether we could observe the dissociation step and investigate how the system evolves 
afterwards through MD simulations, we generated a system analogous to that used for our first simu-
lation of primed complexes, but with the larger flat bilayer used for the second simulation of primed 
complexes to provide sufficient room for Ca2+- dependent binding to the C2 domains. We added 
five Ca2+ ions to the corresponding binding sites of C2A and C2B, and we removed the Cpx1(27- 72) 
molecules to facilitate potential eventual fusion and to study at the same time how the system evolves 
without complexin- 1 (Figure 5A).

We performed a production MD simulation of 439 ns, which led to the final configuration shown 
in Figure 5B. The C2AB- SNARE complexes generally behaved similarly to the primed complexes in 
the previous simulations, but with some differences. The SNARE four- helix bundle that was almost 
fully assembled in the starting configuration remained assembled almost completely (up to layer +7), 
whereas the other three complexes did not make much progress toward C- terminal assembly 
(Figure 5C–J). We note again that 439 ns are expected to provide ample time for helix formation 
and large conformational rearrangements, which is exemplified by the behavior of one of the SNARE 
four- helix bundles (SC4) during the simulation. Thus, the helix corresponding to the SNAP- 25 C- ter-
minal SNARE motif was almost fully formed after 5 ns, even though there was a substantial break in 
the helix in the beginning, and there were considerable structural changes at 75 ns, but only limited 
changes from 75 to 439 ns (Figure 5—figure supplement 1A–D). These findings again show that the 
constraints imposed by the system hinder fast assembly of the C- terminus of the SNARE four- helix 
bundle. Interestingly, the SNARE four- helix bundles exhibited less interactions with the flat bilayer 
than in the simulations of primed complexes including Cpx1(27- 72), consistent with the notion that 
the steric clashes of the complexin- 1 accessory helix with the vesicle push the SNARE four- helix bundle 
toward the flat bilayer. As observed in previous simulations, the C2B domains of the four complexes 
established extensive interactions with the flat bilayer and remained bound to the SNARE complex 
through the primary interface (Figure 5D, F, H and J). We did observe that SC4 became detached 
from R398,R399 of the C2B domain early in the simulation and there were additional interactions 
in region I of the primary interface that remained at the end of the simulation (Figure  5—figure 
supplement 1E, F). However, it is unclear whether this change was caused by Ca2+ binding to the 
C2B domain. These findings suggest that dissociation of the C2B domain from the SNAREs requires 
longer time scales and may be a rate limiting step in release, which is supported by the finding that an 
E295A/Y338W in the C2B domain primary interface enhances SNARE complex binding (Voleti et al., 
2020) but disrupts Ca2+- evoked neurotransmitter release (Zhou et al., 2015). In this simulation, the 
vesicle came into contact with the flat bilayer at about 400 ns and the number contacts increased 
gradually afterwards but without reaching a plateau at the end (Figure 5—figure supplement 2).

Discussion
Enormous advances have been made to elucidate the molecular mechanisms underlying neurotrans-
mitter release and have suggested that Syt1 and complexin are bound to trans- SNARE complexes in 
the primed state that renders synaptic vesicles ready for fast fusion upon Ca2+ influx. However, the 
configuration of the resulting macromolecular assembly is still unclear. Our MD simulations, together 
with previously available data, suggest that trans- SNARE complexes alone induce extended vesicle- 
plasma membrane contact interfaces that fuse slowly. Our results also indicate that binding of Syt1 
and complexin- 1 to trans- SNARE complexes in primed vesicles leads to a spring- loaded arrangement 
that hinders formation of such extended contact interfaces, keeping the system ready for fast fusion 
but at the same time hindering premature fusion before Ca2+ influx.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356
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Figure 5. MD simulation of C2AB bound to Ca2+ and to trans- SNARE complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer. (A) Close- up view of the four C2AB- 
SNARE complexes in the initial system. (B) Close- up view of the system after a 439 ns MD simulation. (C–J) Close- up views of the assemblies between 
C2AB molecules (named C2AB1- 4) and SNARE complexes (SC1- SC4) in the initial configuration (C,E,G,I) and after the 439 ns MD simulation (D,F,H,J). In 
all panels, the SNAREs are represented by ribbon diagrams in salmon and the Syt1 C2AB fragment by ribbon diagrams in cyan (C2A domain) and violet 
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Our results need to be interpreted with caution because of the limited simulation times, the depen-
dence of the results on the initial configurations and the absence of key elements of the release 
machinery. Nevertheless, multiple features observed in the simulations make sense from structural 
and energetic points of view, and are consistent with abundant experimental data available on this 
system. The SNARE four- helix bundle strongly drew the membranes together in our simulations with 
SNAREs alone (Figure 1A–D), in agreement with the high stability of the four- helix bundle [e.g. Gao 
et al., 2012]. However, assembly of the four- helix bundle brought the flat bilayers within a few nm 
from each other, and it is unclear how the SNAREs exert additional force on the membranes to induce 
fusion. A major problem with the widespread notion that the SNARE motif, juxtamembrane linker and 
TM region of synaptobrevin and syntaxin- 1 form continuous helices that force fusion as they zipper 
from the N- to the C- terminus (Hanson et al., 1997a; Sutton et al., 1998; Weber et al., 1998) is that 
the bent conformations of the linkers envisioned in these models are unrealistic from an energetic 
point of view. Although optical tweezer data suggested that interactions between the juxtamem-
brane linkers contribute to exerting force on the membranes to induce fusion (Gao et  al., 2012) 
helix continuity in the linkers is not required for neurotransmitter release (Kesavan et al., 2007; Zhou 
et al., 2013). Substantial release was observed even upon insertion of a five- residue sequence into 
the synaptobrevin linker (Kesavan et al., 2007) despite the fact that this sequence should break the 
register of linker- linker interactions and contained two (helix disrupting) glycine residues. Note also 
that the optical tweezer data were obtained in the absence of membranes and that, in vivo, the linkers 
are likely to interact with the lipids given the proximity of each linker to the adjacent membrane and 
the abundance of basic residues in the linker sequence (and aromatic residues in the case of synapto-
brevin). The extensive interactions of the linkers with the membranes observed in all our simulations 
support this prediction.

Based on conformational grounds, it is not surprising that the juxtamembrane linkers became 
unstructured during the simulation that we performed to generate a trans- SNARE complex starting 
from the crystal structure of the cis- SNARE complex. Note however that we did not perform a system-
atic analysis to examine the range of linker structures that are compatible with the geometry of a trans- 
SNARE complex. In any case, the linkers are expected to be unstructured before SNARE complex 
assembly, which is supported by EPR data (Kim et al., 2002). Therefore, configurations with unstruc-
tured linkers were natural, unbiased starting points for the simulations, and helical conformation could 
be adopted by the linkers during the simulations if they were preferred. However, the linkers remained 
unstructured during all our simulations, which facilitated the extensive linker- membrane interactions 
observed. These interactions may have contributed to pull the two flat bilayers together in our first 
simulation (Figure 1A–D) and to induce the formation of an extended contact interface in the simu-
lation with a vesicle and a flat bilayer (Figure 2J). Coarse- grained simulations have suggested that 
formation of such interfaces can also arise from entropic forces that favor outward movement of the 
SNARE complexes, away from the center of the interface (Mostafavi et al., 2017). These extended 
interfaces have been observed by cryo- EM and by fluorescence microscopy, and evolve to fusion in 
long time scales (seconds- minutes) (Diao et al., 2012; Hernandez et al., 2012; Witkowska et al., 
2021), in agreement with data showing that liposome fusion occurs minutes after liposome docking 
(Cypionka et al., 2009). SNARE- mediated fusion was also observed at faster time scales (Domanska 
et al., 2009; Heo et al., 2021). Thus, it is plausible that fusion is slower under conditions that favor 
formation of extended interfaces. Interestingly, cryo- EM studies indicated that formation of such 
extended interfaces is hindered by other proteins involved in Ca2+- evoked release, which favor point- 
of- contact interfaces that fuse faster (Diao et al., 2012; Gipson et al., 2017).

(C2B domain). Ca2+ ions are shown as yellow spheres. The lipids are shown as thin stick models (carbon lime, oxygen red, nitrogen blue, phosphorous 
orange).

The online version of this article includes the following figure supplement(s) for figure 5:

Figure supplement 1. Additional views of the complexes from Figure 5.

Figure supplement 2. Number of contacts in frames taken at 1 ns steps in the MD simulation of C2AB bound to Ca2+ and to trans- SNARE complexes 
bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer.

Figure 5 continued
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Our two simulations including Syt1 C2AB and the complexin- 1 (27–72) fragment are consistent 
with this proposal, as these proteins appeared to hinder formation of extended interfaces (Figure 4—
figure supplement 4), but longer simulations will be required to further test this notion. The initial 
configurations used in these simulations (Figure 3A, Figure 4—figure supplement 2A) were built to 
mimic and investigate potential states of the Syt1- SNARE- complexin- 1 macromolecular assemblies 
that are likely central components of the primed state of synaptic vesicles. Overwhelming evidence 
supports the physiological relevance of the binding modes of the SNARE complex to complexin- 1 and 
to the primary interface of the Syt1 C2B domain used to build these initial configurations (Chen et al., 
2002; Guan et al., 2017; Xue et al., 2007; Zhou et al., 2015). These binding modes were largely 
preserved in the eight primed complexes during the two simulations, although there were slight rear-
rangements in the primary interface that allow closer interactions of the critical R398 side chain of the 
C2B domain (Xue et al., 2008) with acidic residues from the SNARE complex (Figure 4F).

In the initial configurations, we placed the C2B domain between the SNARE complex and the flat 
bilayer to facilitate interactions of a polybasic β-strand (residues 321–327) with PIP2 that are believed 
to mediate binding of the C2B domain to the plasma membrane (Bai et  al., 2003). Interestingly, 
each of the eight primed complexes was re- oriented during the two simulations to enable extensive 
interactions of the C2B domain with the flat bilayer that involve not only the polybasic β-strand but 
also other basic residues from the same side of the β-sandwich that are also known to play a key 
role in release [e.g. K313; Brewer et  al., 2015; Figure  4G, Figure  4—figure supplement 1F–H, 
Figure 4A- D]. Thus, the resulting C2B domain- flat bilayer binding mode is consistent with the physio-
logical importance of multiple residues of the polybasic face (Brewer et al., 2015). This binding mode 
resembles that observed in previous all- atom simulations of a C2AB- SNARE- complexin- 1 assembly 
on a flat bilayer (Bykhovskaia, 2021) and makes sense from a physicochemical point of view given 
the numerous electrostatic interactions involved. It is also worth noting that the extent of C- terminal 
assembly of the SNARE four- helix bundle was distinct in each of the eight complexes. Thus, the orien-
tation of the C2B domain- SNARE- Cpx1(27- 72) assembly with respect to the membranes consistently 
observed in the eight complexes can be accommodated by different extents of C- terminal assembly. 
All these observations suggest that the C2B domain binds to the plasma membrane in a similar mode 
in the primed state of synaptic vesicles and that some of the configurations of the complexes visited 
in the simulations resemble those present in the primed state.

Due to the C2B- flat bilayer interactions, the SNARE four- helix bundle came near the flat bilayer, with 
the C2B domain on one side rather than between the bundle and the flat bilayer, and with the helix 
of Cpx1(27- 72) oriented toward the vesicle (Figure 4A–D, Figure 4—figure supplement Figure 4—
figure supplements 2 and 3A–D). This orientation dictates that formation of a continuous, straight 
helix by Cpx1(27- 72) leads to steric clashes with the vesicle if the SNARE four- helix bundle is fully 
or close to fully zippered, consistent with the proposal that such steric clashes underlie the inhibi-
tory role of the accessory helix and with physiological data supporting this notion (Trimbuch et al., 
2014). These steric clashes most likely cause, at least to some extent, the distinct ways by which the 
Cpx1(27- 72) helix was bent in the different complexes (Figures 3D–K and 4A–D, Figure 4—figure 
supplement 3A- D). These variations may also arise in part from random motions and are consistent 
with data suggesting that the accessory helix can adopt additional orientations that depend on the 
extent of C- terminal zippering (Choi et al., 2016; Kümmel et al., 2011). However, NMR data showed 
that the accessory helix sequence has a high propensity to form α-helical conformation that nucleates 
the central helix and that structures with a continuous, straight helix as observed by X- ray crystallog-
raphy are substantially populated when there is no steric hindrance (Chen et al., 2002; Pabst et al., 
2000; Radoff et al., 2014). Overall, these observations show that, even if there are natural motions in 
the complexin- 1 helix, transient formation of a continuous straight helix results in steric clashes with 
the vesicle if the four- helix bundle zippers fully.

It is difficult to estimate the energy barrier imposed by this behavior on SNARE zippering, but it 
is known that the energy cost of breaking just one hydrogen bond to distort the complexin- 1 helix 
can be about 1.8 kBT (Nick Pace et al., 2014), which could translate to 7.2 kBT by cooperative action 
of four primed complexes. Such an energy barrier would slow down SNARE zippering by a factor of 
1340 (=e^7.2). For comparison, the enhancements of spontaneous neurotransmitter release observed 
upon deletion of complexin range from 3 to >20 (Huntwork and Littleton, 2007; Martin et al., 2011). 
Thus, even a small energy barrier caused by steric hindrance can account for these enhancements. 

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356
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Note also that we observed occasional interactions of the Cpx1(27- 72) accessory helix with C- ter-
minal residues of the synaptobrevin and SNAP- 25 SNARE motifs that are favored by proximity (e.g. 
Figure 3G, Figure 3—figure supplement 2G), and recent cross- linking experiments suggested that 
very weak interactions of the complexin accessory helix with synaptobrevin and SNAP- 25 hinder 
C- terminal zippering and release (Malsam et al., 2020). It is unlikely that specific interactions underlie 
the complexin inhibitory function, as this function was retained when the accessory helix was replaced 
with an unrelated helical sequence, and helix propensity appears to be the key determinant for the 
inhibitory function (Radoff et al., 2014). However, very weak complexin- SNARE interactions that do 
not need to be specific may slow down C- terminal SNARE zippering and thus contribute also to inhi-
bition of release by the complex accessory helix.

While all these observations support the proposal that the consistent overall configuration of the 
Syt1 C2B domain- SNARE- Cpx1(27- 72)- flat bilayer assembly observed for the eight primed complexes 
in the two simulations resembles that present in primed vesicles, there are clear uncertainties with 
regard to the extent of C- terminal SNARE zippering and the vesicle- plasma membrane distance, 
which are closely related. In our two simulations, the vesicle was drawn into contact with the flat 
bilayer. However, other factors in addition to complexin are likely to hinder zippering in vivo, most 
notably Munc13- 1 because in the absence of Ca2+ it bridges membranes in approximately perpendic-
ular orientations that keep the membranes apart (Camacho et al., 2021; Grushin et al., 2022; Quade 
et al., 2019). Analyses by high- pressure freezing electron tomography (ET) (Imig et al., 2014) and 
cryo- ET (Radhakrishnan et al., 2021) showed that docked vesicles exhibit a distribution of distances 
from the plasma membrane that range from 0 to several nm, and a density map built from a subset 
of subtomograms revealed a distance of 3.5 nm. However, a recent model that can explain a large 
amount of available presynaptic plasticity data invoked two primed states, one that involves partially 
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Figure 6. Complexin- 1 may hinder the final action of trans- SNARE complexes to bring membranes together. (A–C) Close- up views of one of the SNARE 
complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer after simulation for 280 ns at 310 K (A) (shown in Figure 2D after 520 ns at 310 K and 454 ns at 325 K), 
of PC1 in the first MD simulation of primed complexes after 336 ns (B) (also shown in Figure 3E) and of PC1 in the second MD simulation of primed 
complexes after 310 ns (C) (also shown in Figure 4—figure supplement 2E). The complexes are illustrated by ribbon diagrams, with the SNAREs in 
salmon, Cpx1(27- 72) in yellow and the Syt1 C2AB fragment in cyan (C2A domain) and violet (C2B domain). The positions of the syntaxin- 1 juxtamembrane 
linkers (sxl) are indicated. The comparison shows how the SNARE complex with the fully assembled four- helix bundle in (A) drew the two membranes 
closer than the two primed complexes of (B,C). (D) Close up view of the pose shown in (B) after moving the vesicle upwards so that it’s minimal distance 
from the flat bilayer is 3 nm.
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assembled SNARE complexes and has low release probability (loose state), and another with more 
fully assembled SNARE complexes that has a much higher release probability (tight state; Neher and 
Brose, 2018). Hence, it is plausible that the vesicles that are closest to the plasma membrane account 
for much of the neurotransmitter release observed.

Based on these observations and our simulations, we envision two scenarios. In one scenario, vesi-
cles in the tight primed state are very close to or in contact with the plasma membrane and include 
primed complexes that resemble PC1 at the end of each of our two simulations (Figure 3E, Figure 4—
figure supplement 2E). In both of these poses, the four- helix bundle was almost fully zippered, but 
the vesicle was not as close to the flat bilayer around the C- terminus of the four- helix bundle as in the 
simulation with only SNAREs (Figure 6A–C), which led to an extended vesicle- flat bilayer interface 
(Figure 2J). Since complexin- 1 binding stabilizes the C- terminus of the SNARE complex (Chen et al., 
2002), it is tempting to speculate that, to maximize the speed of release, complexin- 1 favors formation 
of an almost fully zippered, tight primed state that is ready for fast Ca2+- triggered fusion, but hinders 
the ‘final pull’ of the SNARE four- helix bundle to bring the membranes together, preventing prema-
ture fusion as well as formation of an extended interface. In this spring- loaded model, dissociation 
of the C2B domain from the SNARE complex upon Ca2+ influx (Voleti et al., 2020) allows rotations of 
the four- helix bundle that eliminate the steric clashes and facilitate cooperation between the Syt1 C2 
domains and the SNAREs in triggering fusion by a mechanism that remains unclear. Hence, this model 
can explain the finding that complexins are required for the dominant negative effect of mutations in 
the Ca2+- binding site of the Syt1 C2B domain (Zhou et al., 2017). In the second scenario, the distance 
from the vesicle to the plasma membrane in the tight primed state is a few nm. Manually moving the 
vesicle in the pose of Figure 6B to a distance of 3 nm from the flat bilayer (Figure 6D) shows that the 
same spring- loaded configuration of the Syt1 C2B domain- SNARE- Cpx1(27- 72)- flat bilayer assembly 
could be kept by stretching the synaptobrevin juxtamembrane linker, and the Cpx1(27- 72) helix would 
still hinder progress toward final zippering and fusion. This configuration is also largely compatible 
with longer vesicle- flat bilayer distances if the linker is stretched further and/or there is partial SNARE 
unzippering. In this case, steric clashes of the Cpx1(27- 72) helix with the vesicle might be alleviated 
or eliminated, but they would occur as soon there is full zippering and hence would still hinder vesicle 
fusion.

Clearly, these models will need to be tested with further MD simulations and experimentation, 
and there are multiple factors of the primed state of synaptic vesicles that were not included in 
the simulations. As mentioned above, particularly important for this state is Munc13- 1, but other 
missing elements include Munc18- 1, the N- terminal region of syntaxin- 1, the SNAP- 25 linker joining 
its SNARE motifs, the N- and C- terminal regions of complexin- 1 and the TM region plus linker 
sequence of Syt1 [reviewed in Rizo, 2022]. Moreover, the Syt1 C2B domain can also bind to the 
SNARE complex through a so- called tripartite interface whereby an α-helix of the C2B domain is 
adjacent to the complexin- 1 helix (Zhou et al., 2017), which could stabilize the complexin- 1- SNARE 
interface to hinder rotations that might lead to dissociation (see Figure  3K, Figure  3—figure 
supplement 2F). There is also evidence that Syt1 forms oligomeric rings that hinder spontaneous 
neurotransmitter release (Tagliatti et  al., 2020), and it is plausible that the SNAREs alone can 
induce fast fusion in different configurations that we did not study. Furthermore, some evidence 
suggested many years ago that direct binding of Ca2+ to phospholipids could trigger synaptic 
vesicle fusion (Papahadjopoulos et al., 1976) and, although it is now generally believed that Ca2+ 
triggers neurotransmitter release by binding to Syt1, it is plausible that Ca2+- phospholipid interac-
tions might also contribute to trigger membrane fusion. Addressing all these issues with all- atom 
MD simulations will be challenging because of the limited simulation times that are currently reach-
able. Continuum and coarse- grained simulations, which have already provided important insights 
into SNARE- mediated membrane fusion (Fortoul et al., 2015; Manca et al., 2019; McDargh et al., 
2018; Mostafavi et al., 2017; Risselada et al., 2011; Sharma and Lindau, 2018), offer the oppor-
tunity to explore much longer time scales with similar systems. Hence, a marriage of approaches 
whereby the most interesting results obtained by such simulations are investigated in further detail 
by all- atom simulations will likely provide a powerful strategy to unravel the intricate mechanisms 
that govern fast Ca2+- triggered membrane fusion. The systems that we present here provide a 
framework to pursue these studies and gradually incorporate additional elements of the neurotrans-
mitter release machinery.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356
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Methods
High-performance computing
Most high- performance computing, including all production MD simulations, were performed using 
Gromacs (Pronk et al., 2013; Van Der Spoel et al., 2005) with the CHARMM36 force field (Huang 
et al., 2017; Klauda et al., 2010; Lee et al., 2019; Wu et al., 2014a; Wu et al., 2014b) on Fron-
tera at TACC. Some of the initial setup tests, solvation, ion addition, minimizations, and equilibration 
steps were performed using Gromacs with the CHARMM36 force field at the BioHPC supercomputing 
facility of UT Southwestern, or on Lonestar5 or Stampede2 at TACC. System visualization and manual 
manipulation were performed with Pymol (Schrödinger, LLC).

System setup
All systems were built by manually combining coordinates of the protein components with coordi-
nates of the membranes, solvating the system with explicit water molecules (TIP3P model) and adding 
potassium and chloride ions as needed to reach a concentration of 145 mM and make the system 
neutral. Flat lipid bilayers were built with the Membrane Builder module (Jo et al., 2007; Jo et al., 
2009) in the CHARMM- GUI (Jo et al., 2008) website (https://charmm-gui.org/), providing the coordi-
nates of the TM region of synaptobrevin or syntaxin- 1 in their desired positions as input. The bilayers 
contained mixtures of cholesterol (CHL1), 16:0- 18:1 phosphatidylcholine (POPC), 18:0- 22:6 phosphati-
dyltethanolamine (SDPE), 18:0- 22:4 phosphatidyltethanolamine (SAPE), 18:0- 18:1 phosphatidylserine 
(SOPS), 18:0- 22:6 phosphatidylserine (SDPS), 18:0- 20:4 phosphatidylinositol 4,5- bisphosphate 
(SAPI2D) and/or 18:0- 20:4 glycerol (SAGL). Table 1 list the number of atoms and lipid compositions of 
the membranes; each entry corresponds to a system denoted by the abbreviations described below, 
which were used as roots for the filenames of the corresponding simulations.

Four trans- SNARE complexes bridging two flat bilayers (qscff system). The starting point to generate 
a trans- SNARE complex was the crystal structure of the neuronal SNARE complex that included the 
TM regions of synaptobrevin and syntaxin- 1 (Stein et al., 2009). Two residues at the C- terminus of 
syntaxin- 1 (residues 287–288) were added in Pymol, and four residues of the C- terminus of SNAP- 25 
(residues 201–204) were added manually based on a crystal structure of soluble SNARE complex (PDB 
accession code 1NS7). The resulting complex included residues 30–116 of synaptobrevin, residues 
189–288 of syntaxin- 1, and residues 8–82 and 141–204 of SNAP- 25. To move the TM regions of 
synaptobrevin and syntaxin- 1 to designed positions where they were later inserted into the flat lipid 
bilayers (Figure 1—figure supplement 1B), the cis- SNARE complex was solvated with explicit water 
molecules and energy minimized. Then a 1 ns production MD simulation at 310 K was performed 
imposing position restraints to keep of all heavy atoms of the N- terminal half of the SNARE complex, 
up to the polar layer (residues 30–56 of synaptobrevin, residues 189–226 of syntaxin- 1, and residues 
8–53 and 141–174 of SNAP- 25), in their original coordinates (force constant 1,000 kJ/mol/nm2), and to 
force the backbone atoms of the TM regions (residues 95–116 of synaptobrevin and residues 266–288 
of syntaxin- 1) to move to the designed positions (force constant 300 kJ/mol/nm2). Four copies of the 
final structure were rotated and translated to desired positions (Figure 1—figure supplement 1C), 
and merged with two square flat bilayers of 26 × 26 nm2 each, separated by 5 nm. The size of the 
bilayers was designed to provide space for the SNAREs to bend the membranes and induce fusion 
while limiting the overall size of the system.

Four trans- SNARE complexes bridging two flat bilayers including four Ca2+- bound C2AB molecules 
(Sqscff system). To generate C2AB molecules for this simulation, the C2AB molecule from a complex 
with the SNAREs (PDB accession number 5CCH) (Zhou et al., 2015) was used as a starting point. 
Ca2+ ions were added at the corresponding sites as observed in the solution NMR structures of the 
C2A and C2B domains (PDB accession codes 1BYN and 1K5W) (Fernandez et al., 2001; Shao et al., 
1998). After solvation with explicit water molecules and energy minimization, a 10 ns production MD 
simulation was carried out using position restraints to keep the initial coordinates of the C2B domain 
and move the C2A domain to a designed location so that the Ca2+- binding loops of both C2 domains 
point in similar directions (Figure 1—figure supplement 1A) and hence can bind in a Ca2+- dependent 
manner to the same membrane (force constant 1,000  kJ/mol/nm2). The final C2AB structure was 
energy minimized and four copies of it were incorporated into the system containing four trans- 
SNARE complexes bridging two flat bilayers (qscff), interspersed between the SNARE complexes but 
without contacting them.

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356
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Four trans- SNARE complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer (qscv system). The vesicle was 
built by adaptation of the scripts for building coarse- grained vesicle systems from CHARMM- GUI 
Martini Maker (Qi et al., 2015). The radius of the vesicle was set to 11 nm and the number of lipids 
in the inner and outer layer of the vesicle, given the specific vesicle radius and lipid ratio in each 
layer, were calculated using the same scheme as in Martini Maker. As the final system was too large 
for long- time equilibration of the lipids in the inner and outer layer using water pores along the x, y 
and z axis, no water pore was created in the vesicle (i.e. water pore radius was set to 0 nm). The four 
trans- SNARE complexes were slightly modified with respect to those used for the qscff system to tilt 
the synaptobrevin TM regions such that they were perpendicular to the vesicle surface, and to tilt the 
SNARE four- helix bundles such that their long axis had similar angles with respect to the vesicle and 
the flat bilayer (Figure 2B, Figure 2—figure supplement 1A). The trans- SNARE complex built for 
the qscff system was used, after solvation, minimization and equilibration, as a starting point for a 2 
ns production MD simulation imposing position restraints to keep all heavy atoms of the N- terminal 
half of the SNARE complex in their original designed coordinates and to force the backbone atoms of 
the TM regions of synaptobrevin and syntaxin- 1 to move to their designed positions (force constant 
1,000 kJ/mol/nm2). Four copies of the final structure were rotated and translated to designed posi-
tions (Figure 2—figure supplement 1A), and merged with the vesicle and a square flat bilayer of 26 
× 26 nm2 each. After solvation and equilibration, we performed a 7 ns production MD simulation and 
observed the appearance of holes in the vesicle that arose because the lipid density was not optimal. 
The holes were filled manually with lipid patches from the original vesicle and a 5 ns production MD 
simulation was carried out with position restraints to keep the SNAREs in their initial locations. New 
holes appeared and were filled manually again. After another 10 ns production MD simulation with 
position restraints on the SNARE coordinates, no additional holes appeared. A final 80 ns production 
MD simulation with position restraints on the SNAREs was performed to equilibrate the vesicle lipids, 
which yielded the initial equilibrated system (Figure 2—figure supplement 1B,C) that was used to 
initiate an unrestrained production MD simulation.

First simulation of primed complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer (prsg system). The 
complexin- 1 fragment [Cpx1(27- 72)] was built starting from the crystal structure of Cpx1(26- 83) bound 
to the SNARE complex (PDB accession code 1KIL) (Chen et  al., 2002), which contained electron 
density for residues 32–73 of complexin- 1. Five additional N- terminal residues that may be important 
for the steric clashes of complexin- 1 with the vesicle, which were proposed to underlie the inhibitory 
activity of the accessory helix (Trimbuch et al., 2014), were added in a random conformation with 
Pymol. The initial conformation of the C2AB fragment was generated starting from the coordinates of 
C2AB used for the Sqscff system and, after solvation, minimization and equilibration, a 5 ns production 
MD simulation was performed with position restraints to keep the C2B domain at its original position 
(force constant 1,000 kJ/mol/nm2) and additional position restraints to move the C2A domain so that 
its Ca2+- binding loops can readily interact with the flat bilayer while the C2B domain binds to the flat 
bilayer through the polybasic face (force constant 100 kJ/mol/nm2).

To create the initial configurations of the primed complexes, we designated four positions to place 
the SNARE four- helix bundles bound to Cpx1(27- 72) and to the Syt1 C2AB through the primary inter-
face as determined by crystallography (Chen et al., 2002; Zhou et al., 2015). The position of the C2B 
domain was designed such that the polybasic region was placed close to but not contacting the flat 
bilayer to limit the bias introduced by the initial configurations of the primed complexes. The four 
trans- SNARE complexes generated for the qscv system were used as starting point to generate the 
four primed complexes. Four Cpx1(27- 72) molecules were rotated and translated to interact each 
with a corresponding trans- SNARE complex based on the crystal structure (Chen et al., 2002), while 
four C2AB molecules were placed at their final designed places. The system was solvated, minimized 
and equilibrated, and a 1 ns MD simulation was carried out with the following position restraints: (i) 
strong restraints (force constant 4000 kJ/mol/nm2) to keep the synaptobrevin TM regions in their 
initial positions, as they were intended to remain inserted in the same positions in the vesicle; (ii) 
mild position restraints (force constant 100 kJ/mol/nm2) to keep the C2AB molecules at their initial 
(designed) positions; (iii) mild position restraints (force constant 100 kJ/mol/nm2) on the syntaxin- 1 TM 
regions to move them to their intended designed positions in the flat bilayer, which we planned to 
place further from the vesicle that in the qscv system; and (iv) mild position restraints (force constant 
100 kJ/mol/nm2) on the N- terminal half of the SNARE four- helix bundle and on Cpx1(27- 72) to move 

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356
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them to their designed positions so that each SNARE complex interacted with a corresponding C2AB 
molecule through the primary interface as in the crystal structure (Zhou et al., 2015). Note that we 
did not include any position restraints on the C- terminal half of the SNARE four- helix bundle and the 
juxtamembrane regions to allow them to adapt to the imposed restraints. We built a square flat bilayer 
of 31.5 × 31.5 nm2 to provide sufficient space for interactions with the proteins and placed it 2.3 nm 
below the equilibrated vesicle from the qscv system. The flat bilayer and the vesicle were then merged 
with the four primed complexes to provide the starting point for the simulation.

Second simulation of primed complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer (prs2 system). The 
four primed complexes were generated using the initial primed complexes from the prsg system 
(Figure 3—figure supplement 1) and running a 50 ns MD simulation with the same restraints used to 
create the initial complexes. The four resulting primed complexes were merged with the equilibrated 
vesicle from the qscv system and with a flat bilayer of 35 × 35 nm2 that was built slightly larger than 
that used for the prsg system to provide more space for protein- membrane interactions.

Four C2AB molecules bound to Ca2+ and to four trans- SNARE complexes bridging a vesicle and a 
flat bilayer (prsncpxca system). The Cpx1(27- 72) molecules were removed from the four initial primed 
complexes of the prsg system and five Ca2+ ions were added to the corresponding binding sites of 
each C2AB molecule. The resulting complexes were merged with the equilibrated vesicle from the 
qscv system and the same flat bilayer of 35 × 35 nm2 used for the prs2 system.

MD simulations
After energy minimization, all systems were heated to 310 K over the course of a 1 ns MD simulation 
in the NVT ensemble and equilibrated for 1 ns in the NPT ensemble using isotropic Parrinello- Rahman 
pressure coupling (Parrinello and Rahman, 1981). NPT production MD simulations were performed 
for the times indicated in for each system using 2 fs steps, isotropic Parrinello- Rahman pressure 
coupling and a 1.1 nm cutoff for non- bonding interactions. All simulations were performed at 310 K 
except one simulation with the qscff system, which was performed at 325 K after a 310 K simulation. 
Nose- Hoover temperature coupling (Hoover, 1985) was used separately for three groups: (i) protein 
atoms plus Ca2+ ions if present; (ii) lipid atoms; and (ii) water and KCL. Periodic boundary conditions 
were imposed with Particle Mesh Ewald (PME) (Darden et al., 1993) summation for long- range elec-
trostatics. The speeds of the production simulations ran on Frontera at TACC are indicated in Table 1.

Analysis of vesicle-flat bilayer contacts
Because the vesicle and the flat bilayers of the different systems contain large numbers of atoms, it 
was impractical to analyze vesicle- flat bilayer contacts through measurement of the distances between 
all atoms of the vesicle and all the atoms of the flat bilayer in multiple time frames of a trajectory. To 
limit the calculations, we selected only oxygen atoms from frames taken at 1 ns steps of each trajec-
tory and measured the distances between all the oxygen atoms of the vesicle and all the oxygen 
atoms of the flat bilayer in each frame. The number of vesicle- flat bilayer contacts in each frame was 
defined as the number of oxygen- oxygen distances below 1 nm.

Acknowledgements
Most of the work presented in this paper was performed through a Pathways allocation for high 
performance computing using Frontera (project MCB20033) at the Texas Advanced Computing 
Center (TACC) at The University of Texas at Austin (URL: http://www.tacc.utexas.edu). This research 
also used computational resources provided by the BioHPC supercomputing facility located in the 
Lyda Hill Department of Bioinformatics, UT Southwestern Medical Center, TX (URL: https://portal. 
biohpc.swmed.edu). This work was supported by grant I- 1304 from the Welch Foundation (to JR), by 
NIH Research Project Award R35 NS097333 (to JR), by NSF Research Project Award MCB- 2111728 (to 
WI), and by the Natural Science Foundation of Shanghai Grant 19ZR1473600 (to YQ).

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356
http://www.tacc.utexas.edu
https://portal.biohpc.swmed.edu
https://portal.biohpc.swmed.edu


 Research article      Structural Biology and Molecular Biophysics

Rizo et al. eLife 2022;11:e76356. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356  23 of 28

Additional information

Funding

Funder Grant reference number Author

National Institute of 
Neurological Disorders 
and Stroke

R35 NS097333 Josep Rizo

Welch Foundation I-1304 Josep Rizo

National Science 
Foundation

MCB-2111728 Wonpil Im

Natural Science 
Foundation of Shanghai

19ZR1473600 Yife Qi

University of Texas at 
Austin

Josep Rizo

The funders had no role in study design, data collection and interpretation, or the 
decision to submit the work for publication.

Author contributions
Josep Rizo, Conceptualization, Formal analysis, Funding acquisition, Investigation, Methodology, 
Resources, Validation, Visualization, Writing – original draft; Levent Sari, Conceptualization, Formal 
analysis, Methodology, Validation, Visualization, Writing – review and editing; Yife Qi, Funding acqui-
sition, Investigation, Methodology, Writing – review and editing; Wonpil Im, Funding acquisition, 
Methodology, Writing – review and editing; Milo M Lin, Conceptualization, Methodology, Validation, 
Visualization, Writing – review and editing

Author ORCIDs
Josep Rizo    http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1773-8311
Wonpil Im    http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5642-6041
Milo M Lin    http://orcid.org/0000-0001-8680-2685

Decision letter and Author response
Decision letter https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356.sa1
Author response https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356.sa2

Additional files
Supplementary files
•  Transparent reporting form 

Data availability
Most files corresponding to our molecular dynamics simulations are available in the dryad database 
(doi:10.5061/dryad.ns1rn8pw6). Because of the very large size of trajectory files, it was not practical 
to deposit them in this database, but these files are available from the corresponding author upon 
reasonable request.

The following dataset was generated:

Author(s) Year Dataset title Dataset URL Database and Identifier

Rizo J 2022 Data from: All- atom 
molecular dynamics 
simulations of 
Synaptotagmin- SNARE- 
complexin complexes 
bridging a vesicle and a flat 
lipid bilayer

http:// doi. org/ 
10. 5061/ dryad. 
ns1rn8pw6

Dryad Digital Repository, 
10.5061/dryad.ns1rn8pw6

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1773-8311
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5642-6041
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-8680-2685
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356.sa1
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356.sa2
http://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.ns1rn8pw6
http://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.ns1rn8pw6
http://doi.org/10.5061/dryad.ns1rn8pw6


 Research article      Structural Biology and Molecular Biophysics

Rizo et al. eLife 2022;11:e76356. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356  24 of 28

References
Araç D, Chen X, Khant HA, Ubach J, Ludtke SJ, Kikkawa M, Johnson AE, Chiu W, Südhof TC, Rizo J. 2006. Close 

membrane- membrane proximity induced by Ca2+-dependent multivalent binding of synaptotagmin- 1 to 
phospholipids. Nature Structural & Molecular Biology 13:209–217. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb1056, 
PMID: 16491093

Bai J, Tucker WC, Chapman ER. 2003. PIP2 increases the speed of response of synaptotagmin and steers its 
membrane- penetration activity toward the plasma membrane. Nature Structural & Molecular Biology 11:36–
44. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb709, PMID: 14718921

Baker RW, Jeffrey PD, Zick M, Phillips BP, Wickner WT, Hughson FM. 2015. A direct role for the Sec1/Munc18- 
family protein Vps33 as A template for SNARE assembly. Science (New York, N.Y.) 349:1111–1114. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aac7906, PMID: 26339030

Brewer KD, Li W, Horne BE, Rizo J. 2011. Reluctance to membrane binding enables accessibility of the 
synaptobrevin SNARE motif for SNARE complex formation. PNAS 108:12723–12728. DOI: https://doi.org/10. 
1073/pnas.1105128108, PMID: 21768342

Brewer KD, Bacaj T, Cavalli A, Camilloni C, Swarbrick JD, Liu J, Zhou A, Zhou P, Barlow N, Xu J, Seven AB, 
Prinslow EA, Voleti R, Häussinger D, Bonvin A, Tomchick DR, Vendruscolo M, Graham B, Südhof TC, Rizo J. 
2015. Dynamic binding mode of a Synaptotagmin- 1–SNARE complex in solution. Nature Structural & Molecular 
Biology 22:555–564. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.3035, PMID: 26030874

Brunger AT, Leitz J, Zhou Q, Choi UB, Lai Y. 2018. Ca2+- Triggered Synaptic Vesicle Fusion Initiated by Release of 
Inhibition. Trends in Cell Biology 28:631–645. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tcb.2018.03.004, PMID: 29706534

Bykhovskaia M. 2021. SNARE complex alters the interactions of the Ca2+ sensor synaptotagmin 1 with lipid 
bilayers. Biophysical Journal 120:642–661. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpj.2020.12.025, PMID: 33453271

Camacho M, Quade B, Trimbuch T, Xu J, Sari L, Rizo J, Rosenmund C. 2021. Control of neurotransmitter release 
by two distinct membrane- binding faces of the Munc13- 1 C1C2B region. eLife 10:e72030. DOI: https://doi. 
org/10.7554/eLife.72030

Chan RB, Oliveira TG, Cortes EP, Honig LS, Duff KE, Small SA, Wenk MR, Shui G, Di Paolo G. 2012. Comparative 
lipidomic analysis of mouse and human brain with Alzheimer disease. The Journal of Biological Chemistry 
287:2678–2688. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M111.274142, PMID: 22134919

Chen X, Tomchick DR, Kovrigin E, Araç D, Machius M, Südhof TC, Rizo J. 2002. Three- dimensional structure of 
the complexin/SNARE complex. Neuron 33:397–409. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/s0896-6273(02)00583-4, 
PMID: 11832227

Choi UB, Zhao M, Zhang Y, Lai Y, Brunger AT. 2016. Complexin induces a conformational change at the 
membrane- proximal C- terminal end of the SNARE complex. eLife 5:e16886. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/ 
eLife.16886, PMID: 27253060

Cypionka A, Stein A, Hernandez JM, Hippchen H, Jahn R, Walla PJ. 2009. Discrimination between docking and 
fusion of liposomes reconstituted with neuronal SNARE- proteins using FCS. PNAS 106:18575–18580. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0906677106, PMID: 19843696

Darden T, York D, Pedersen L. 1993. Particle mesh Ewald: an N·log(N) method for Ewald sums in large systems. 
The Journal of Chemical Physics 98:10089–10092.

Diao J, Grob P, Cipriano DJ, Kyoung M, Zhang Y, Shah S, Nguyen A, Padolina M, Srivastava A, Vrljic M, 
Shah A, Nogales E, Chu S, Brunger AT. 2012. Synaptic proteins promote calcium- triggered fast transition 
from point contact to full fusion. eLife 1:e00109. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.00109, PMID: 
23240085

Domanska MK, Kiessling V, Stein A, Fasshauer D, Tamm LK. 2009. Single vesicle millisecond fusion kinetics 
reveals number of SNARE complexes optimal for fast SNARE- mediated membrane fusion. The Journal of 
Biological Chemistry 284:32158–32166. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M109.047381, PMID: 19759010

Dulubova I, Sugita S, Hill S, Hosaka M, Fernandez I, Südhof TC, Rizo J. 1999. A conformational switch in syntaxin 
during exocytosis: role of munc18. The EMBO Journal 18:4372–4382. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/emboj/18. 
16.4372, PMID: 10449403

Fernandez I, Araç D, Ubach J, Gerber SH, Shin O, Gao Y, Anderson RG, Südhof TC, Rizo J. 2001. Three- 
dimensional structure of the synaptotagmin 1 C2B- domain: synaptotagmin 1 as a phospholipid binding 
machine. Neuron 32:1057–1069. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/s0896-6273(01)00548-7, PMID: 11754837

Fernández- Chacón R, Königstorfer A, Gerber SH, García J, Matos MF, Stevens CF, Brose N, Rizo J, 
Rosenmund C, Südhof TC. 2001. Synaptotagmin I functions as a calcium regulator of release probability. 
Nature 410:41–49. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/35065004, PMID: 11242035

Fortoul N, Singh P, Hui CY, Bykhovskaia M, Jagota A. 2015. Coarse- Grained Model of SNARE- Mediated 
Docking. Biophysical Journal 108:2258–2269. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpj.2015.03.053, PMID: 25954883

Gao Y, Zorman S, Gundersen G, Xi Z, Ma L, Sirinakis G, Rothman JE, Zhang Y. 2012. Single reconstituted 
neuronal SNARE complexes zipper in three distinct stages. Science (New York, N.Y.) 337:1340–1343. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1224492, PMID: 22903523

Gipson P, Fukuda Y, Danev R, Lai Y, Chen DH, Baumeister W, Brunger AT. 2017. Morphologies of synaptic 
protein membrane fusion interfaces. PNAS 114:9110–9115. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1708492114, 
PMID: 28739947

Giraudo CG, Eng WS, Melia TJ, Rothman JE. 2006. A clamping mechanism involved in SNARE- dependent 
exocytosis. Science (New York, N.Y.) 313:676–680. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1129450, PMID: 
16794037

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb1056
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16491093
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb709
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14718921
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aac7906
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26339030
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1105128108
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1105128108
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21768342
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.3035
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26030874
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tcb.2018.03.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29706534
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpj.2020.12.025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33453271
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72030
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.72030
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M111.274142
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22134919
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0896-6273(02)00583-4
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11832227
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.16886
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.16886
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27253060
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0906677106
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19843696
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.00109
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23240085
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M109.047381
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19759010
https://doi.org/10.1093/emboj/18.16.4372
https://doi.org/10.1093/emboj/18.16.4372
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10449403
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0896-6273(01)00548-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11754837
https://doi.org/10.1038/35065004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11242035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpj.2015.03.053
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25954883
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1224492
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22903523
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1708492114
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28739947
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1129450
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16794037


 Research article      Structural Biology and Molecular Biophysics

Rizo et al. eLife 2022;11:e76356. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356  25 of 28

Grushin K, Wang J, Coleman J, Rothman JE, Sindelar CV, Krishnakumar SS. 2019. Structural basis for the 
clamping and Ca2+ activation of SNARE- mediated fusion by synaptotagmin. Nature Communications 10:2413. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10391-x, PMID: 31160571

Grushin K, Kalyana Sundaram RV, Sindelar CV, Rothman JE. 2022. Munc13 structural transitions and oligomers 
that may choreograph successive stages in vesicle priming for neurotransmitter release. PNAS 
119:e2121259119. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2121259119, PMID: 35135883

Guan Z, Bykhovskaia M, Jorquera RA, Sutton RB, Akbergenova Y, Littleton JT. 2017. A synaptotagmin suppressor 
screen indicates SNARE binding controls the timing and Ca2+ cooperativity of vesicle fusion. eLife 6:e28409. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.28409, PMID: 28895532

Hanson PI, Heuser JE, Jahn R. 1997a. Neurotransmitter release - four years of SNARE complexes. Current 
Opinion in Neurobiology 7:310–315. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/s0959-4388(97)80057-8, PMID: 9232812

Hanson PI, Roth R, Morisaki H, Jahn R, Heuser JE. 1997b. Structure and conformational changes in NSF and its 
membrane receptor complexes visualized by quick- freeze/deep- etch electron microscopy. Cell 90:523–535. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/s0092-8674(00)80512-7, PMID: 9267032

Heo P, Coleman J, Fleury JB, Rothman JE, Pincet F. 2021. Nascent fusion pore opening monitored at single- 
SNAREpin resolution. PNAS 118:e2024922118. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2024922118, PMID: 
33495324

Hernandez JM, Stein A, Behrmann E, Riedel D, Cypionka A, Farsi Z, Walla PJ, Raunser S, Jahn R. 2012. 
Membrane fusion intermediates via directional and full assembly of the SNARE complex. Science (New York, 
N.Y.) 336:1581–1584. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1221976, PMID: 22653732

Hoover T. 1985. Canonical dynamics: Equilibrium phase- space distributions. Physical Review. A, General Physics 
31:1695–1697. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1103/physreva.31.1695, PMID: 9895674

Huang J, Rauscher S, Nawrocki G, Ran T, Feig M, de Groot BL, Grubmüller H, MacKerell AD Jr. 2017. 
CHARMM36m: an improved force field for folded and intrinsically disordered proteins. Nature Methods 
14:71–73. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.4067, PMID: 27819658

Huntwork S, Littleton JT. 2007. A complexin fusion clamp regulates spontaneous neurotransmitter release and 
synaptic growth. Nature Neuroscience 10:1235–1237. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nn1980, PMID: 17873870

Imig C, Min S- W, Krinner S, Arancillo M, Rosenmund C, Südhof TC, Rhee J, Brose N, Cooper BH. 2014. The 
morphological and molecular nature of synaptic vesicle priming at presynaptic active zones. Neuron 84:416–
431. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2014.10.009, PMID: 25374362

Jiao J, He M, Port SA, Baker RW, Xu Y, Qu H, Xiong Y, Wang Y, Jin H, Eisemann TJ, Hughson FM, Zhang Y. 2018. 
Munc18- 1 catalyzes neuronal SNARE assembly by templating SNARE association. eLife 7:e41771. DOI: https:// 
doi.org/10.7554/eLife.41771, PMID: 30540253

Jo S, Kim T, Im W. 2007. Automated builder and database of protein/membrane complexes for molecular 
dynamics simulations. PLOS ONE 2:e880. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0000880, PMID: 
17849009

Jo S, Kim T, Iyer VG, Im W. 2008. CHARMM- GUI: a web- based graphical user interface for CHARMM. Journal of 
Computational Chemistry 29:1859–1865. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.20945, PMID: 18351591

Jo S, Lim JB, Klauda JB, Im W. 2009. CHARMM- GUI Membrane Builder for mixed bilayers and its application to 
yeast membranes. Biophysical Journal 97:50–58. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpj.2009.04.013, PMID: 
19580743

Kasson PM, Kelley NW, Singhal N, Vrljic M, Brunger AT, Pande VS. 2006. Ensemble molecular dynamics yields 
submillisecond kinetics and intermediates of membrane fusion. PNAS 103:11916–11921. DOI: https://doi.org/ 
10.1073/pnas.0601597103, PMID: 16880392

Kesavan J, Borisovska M, Bruns D. 2007. v- SNARE actions during Ca(2+)- triggered exocytosis. Cell 131:351–
363. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2007.09.025, PMID: 17956735

Kim CS, Kweon DH, Shin YK. 2002. Membrane topologies of neuronal SNARE folding intermediates. 
Biochemistry 41:10928–10933. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1021/bi026266v, PMID: 12206663

Klauda JB, Venable RM, Freites JA, O’Connor JW, Tobias DJ, Mondragon- Ramirez C, Vorobyov I, MacKerell AD, 
Pastor RW. 2010. Update of the CHARMM all- atom additive force field for lipids: validation on six lipid types. 
The Journal of Physical Chemistry. B 114:7830–7843. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1021/jp101759q, PMID: 
20496934

Kobayashi T, Menon AK. 2018. Transbilayer lipid asymmetry. Current Biology 28:R386–R391. DOI: https://doi. 
org/10.1016/j.cub.2018.01.007, PMID: 29689220

Kümmel D, Krishnakumar SS, Radoff DT, Li F, Giraudo CG, Pincet F, Rothman JE, Reinisch KM. 2011. Complexin 
cross- links prefusion SNAREs into a zigzag array. Nature Structural & Molecular Biology 18:927–933. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.2101, PMID: 21785414

Lai Y, Choi UB, Leitz J, Rhee HJ, Lee C, Altas B, Zhao M, Pfuetzner RA, Wang AL, Brose N, Rhee J, Brunger AT. 
2017. Molecular Mechanisms of Synaptic Vesicle Priming by Munc13 and Munc18. Neuron 95:591-607.. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2017.07.004, PMID: 28772123

Lee J, Patel DS, Ståhle J, Park S- J, Kern NR, Kim S, Lee J, Cheng X, Valvano MA, Holst O, Knirel YA, Qi Y, Jo S, 
Klauda JB, Widmalm G, Im W. 2019. CHARMM- GUI Membrane Builder for Complex Biological Membrane 
Simulations with Glycolipids and Lipoglycans. Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 15:775–786. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.8b01066, PMID: 30525595

Li L, Shin O- H, Rhee J- S, Araç D, Rah J- C, Rizo J, Südhof T, Rosenmund C. 2006. Phosphatidylinositol phosphates 
as co- activators of Ca2+ binding to C2 domains of synaptotagmin 1. The Journal of Biological Chemistry 
281:15845–15852. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M600888200, PMID: 16595652

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-10391-x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31160571
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2121259119
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35135883
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.28409
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28895532
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0959-4388(97)80057-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9232812
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0092-8674(00)80512-7
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9267032
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2024922118
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33495324
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1221976
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22653732
https://doi.org/10.1103/physreva.31.1695
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9895674
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.4067
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27819658
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn1980
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17873870
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2014.10.009
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25374362
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.41771
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.41771
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30540253
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0000880
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17849009
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.20945
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18351591
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpj.2009.04.013
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19580743
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0601597103
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0601597103
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16880392
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2007.09.025
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17956735
https://doi.org/10.1021/bi026266v
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12206663
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp101759q
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20496934
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2018.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2018.01.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29689220
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.2101
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21785414
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2017.07.004
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28772123
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.8b01066
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30525595
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M600888200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16595652


 Research article      Structural Biology and Molecular Biophysics

Rizo et al. eLife 2022;11:e76356. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356  26 of 28

Liu X, Seven AB, Camacho M, Esser V, Xu J, Trimbuch T, Quade B, Su L, Ma C, Rosenmund C, Rizo J. 2016. 
Functional synergy between the Munc13 C- terminal C1 and C2 domains. eLife 5:e13696. DOI: https://doi.org/ 
10.7554/eLife.13696, PMID: 27213521

Ma C, Li W, Xu Y, Rizo J. 2011. Munc13 mediates the transition from the closed syntaxin- Munc18 complex to the 
SNARE complex. Nature Structural & Molecular Biology 18:542–549. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.2047, 
PMID: 21499244

Ma C, Su L, Seven AB, Xu Y, Rizo J. 2013. Reconstitution of the vital functions of Munc18 and Munc13 in 
neurotransmitter release. Science (New York, N.Y.) 339:421–425. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/science. 
1230473, PMID: 23258414

Malsam J, Bärfuss S, Trimbuch T, Zarebidaki F, Sonnen AFP, Wild K, Scheutzow A, Rohland L, Mayer MP, Sinning I, 
Briggs JAG, Rosenmund C, Söllner TH. 2020. Complexin Suppresses Spontaneous Exocytosis by Capturing the 
Membrane- Proximal Regions of VAMP2 and SNAP25. Cell Reports 32:107926. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j. 
celrep.2020.107926, PMID: 32698012

Manca F, Pincet F, Truskinovsky L, Rothman JE, Foret L, Caruel M. 2019. SNARE machinery is optimized for 
ultrafast fusion. PNAS 116:2435–2442. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1820394116, PMID: 30700546

Marrink SJ, Corradi V, Souza PCT, Ingólfsson HI, Tieleman DP, Sansom MSP. 2019. Computational Modeling of 
Realistic Cell Membranes. Chemical Reviews 119:6184–6226. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev. 
8b00460, PMID: 30623647

Martin JA, Hu Z, Fenz KM, Fernandez J, Dittman JS. 2011. Complexin has opposite effects on two modes of 
synaptic vesicle fusion. Current Biology 21:97–105. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2010.12.014, PMID: 
21215634

Mayer A, Wickner W, Haas A. 1996. Sec18p (NSF)- driven release of Sec17p (alpha- SNAP) can precede docking 
and fusion of yeast vacuoles. Cell 85:83–94. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/s0092-8674(00)81084-3, PMID: 
8620540

McDargh ZA, Polley A, O’Shaughnessy B. 2018. SNARE- mediated membrane fusion is a two- stage process 
driven by entropic forces. FEBS Letters 592:3504–3515. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1002/1873-3468.13277, PMID: 
30346036

Misura KM, Scheller RH, Weis WI. 2000. Three- dimensional structure of the neuronal- Sec1- syntaxin 1a complex. 
Nature 404:355–362. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/35006120, PMID: 10746715

Mohrmann R, de Wit H, Verhage M, Neher E, Sørensen JB. 2010. Fast vesicle fusion in living cells requires at 
least three SNARE complexes. Science (New York, N.Y.) 330:502–505. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1126/science. 
1193134, PMID: 20847232

Mostafavi H, Thiyagarajan S, Stratton BS, Karatekin E, Warner JM, Rothman JE, O’Shaughnessy B. 2017. 
Entropic forces drive self- organization and membrane fusion by SNARE proteins. PNAS 114:5455–5460. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1611506114, PMID: 28490503

Muñoz V, Cerminara M. 2016. When fast is better: protein folding fundamentals and mechanisms from ultrafast 
approaches. The Biochemical Journal 473:2545–2559. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1042/BCJ20160107, PMID: 
27574021

Neher E, Brose N. 2018. Dynamically Primed Synaptic Vesicle States: Key to Understand Synaptic Short- Term 
Plasticity. Neuron 100:1283–1291. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2018.11.024, PMID: 30571941

Nick Pace C, Scholtz JM, Grimsley GR. 2014. Forces stabilizing proteins. FEBS Letters 588:2177–2184. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.febslet.2014.05.006, PMID: 24846139

Pabst S, Hazzard JW, Antonin W, Südhof TC, Jahn R, Rizo J, Fasshauer D. 2000. Selective Interaction of 
Complexin with the Neuronal SNARE Complex. Journal of Biological Chemistry 275:19808–19818. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M002571200, PMID: 10777504

Papahadjopoulos D, Vail WJ, Pangborn WA, Poste G. 1976. Studies on membrane fusion. II. Induction of fusion 
in pure phospholipid membranes by calcium ions and other divalent metals. Biochimica et Biophysica Acta 
448:265–283. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/0005-2736(76)90241-8, PMID: 822885

Parisotto D, Pfau M, Scheutzow A, Wild K, Mayer MP, Malsam J, Sinning I, Söllner TH. 2014. An extended helical 
conformation in domain 3a of Munc18- 1 provides a template for SNARE (soluble N- ethylmaleimide- sensitive 
factor attachment protein receptor) complex assembly. The Journal of Biological Chemistry 289:9639–9650. 
DOI: https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M113.514273, PMID: 24532794

Parrinello M, Rahman A. 1981. Polymorphic transitions in single crystals: A new molecular dynamics method. 
Journal of Applied Physics 52:7182–7190. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1063/1.328693

Poirier MA, Xiao W, Macosko JC, Chan C, Shin YK, Bennett MK. 1998. The synaptic SNARE complex is a parallel 
four- stranded helical bundle. Nature Structural Biology 5:765–769. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/1799, PMID: 
9731768

Prinslow EA, Stepien KP, Pan YZ, Xu J, Rizo J. 2019. Multiple factors maintain assembled trans- SNARE 
complexes in the presence of NSF and αSNAP. eLife 8:e38880. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.38880, 
PMID: 30657450

Pronk S, Páll S, Schulz R, Larsson P, Bjelkmar P, Apostolov R, Shirts MR, Smith JC, Kasson PM, van der Spoel D, 
Hess B, Lindahl E. 2013. GROMACS 4.5: a high- throughput and highly parallel open source molecular 
simulation toolkit. Bioinformatics 29:845–854. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btt055, PMID: 
23407358

Qi Y, Ingólfsson HI, Cheng X, Lee J, Marrink SJ, Im W. 2015. CHARMM- GUI Martini Maker for Coarse- Grained 
Simulations with the Martini Force Field. Journal of Chemical Theory and Computation 11:4486–4494. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.5b00513, PMID: 26575938

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.13696
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.13696
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27213521
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.2047
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21499244
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1230473
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1230473
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23258414
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2020.107926
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2020.107926
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32698012
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1820394116
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30700546
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.8b00460
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.chemrev.8b00460
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30623647
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2010.12.014
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21215634
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0092-8674(00)81084-3
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8620540
https://doi.org/10.1002/1873-3468.13277
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30346036
https://doi.org/10.1038/35006120
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10746715
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1193134
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1193134
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20847232
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1611506114
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28490503
https://doi.org/10.1042/BCJ20160107
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27574021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2018.11.024
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30571941
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.febslet.2014.05.006
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24846139
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M002571200
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10777504
https://doi.org/10.1016/0005-2736(76)90241-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/822885
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M113.514273
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24532794
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.328693
https://doi.org/10.1038/1799
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9731768
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.38880
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30657450
https://doi.org/10.1093/bioinformatics/btt055
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23407358
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.jctc.5b00513
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26575938


 Research article      Structural Biology and Molecular Biophysics

Rizo et al. eLife 2022;11:e76356. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356  27 of 28

Quade B, Camacho M, Zhao X, Orlando M, Trimbuch T, Xu J, Li W, Nicastro D, Rosenmund C, Rizo J. 2019. 
Membrane bridging by Munc13- 1 is crucial for neurotransmitter release. eLife 8:e42806. DOI: https://doi.org/ 
10.7554/eLife.42806, PMID: 30816091

Radhakrishnan A, Li X, Grushin K, Krishnakumar SS, Liu J, Rothman JE. 2021. Symmetrical arrangement of 
proteins under release- ready vesicles in presynaptic terminals. PNAS 118:20218–20240. DOI: https://doi.org/ 
10.1073/pnas.2024029118, PMID: 33468631

Radoff DT, Dong Y, Snead D, Bai J, Eliezer D, Dittman JS. 2014. The accessory helix of complexin functions by 
stabilizing central helix secondary structure. eLife 3:e04553. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.04553, PMID: 
25383924

Reim K, Mansour M, Varoqueaux F, McMahon HT, Südhof TC, Brose N, Rosenmund C. 2001. Complexins 
regulate a late step in Ca2+-dependent neurotransmitter release. Cell 104:71–81. DOI: https://doi.org/10. 
1016/s0092-8674(01)00192-1, PMID: 11163241

Rhee JS, Li LY, Shin OH, Rah JC, Rizo J, Südhof TC, Rosenmund C. 2005. Augmenting neurotransmitter release 
by enhancing the apparent Ca2+ affinity of synaptotagmin 1. PNAS 102:18664–18669. DOI: https://doi.org/10. 
1073/pnas.0509153102, PMID: 16352718

Risselada HJ, Kutzner C, Grubmüller H. 2011. Caught in the act: visualization of SNARE- mediated fusion events 
in molecular detail. Chembiochem 12:1049–1055. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1002/cbic.201100020, PMID: 
21433241

Rizo J. 2022. Molecular Mechanisms Underlying Neurotransmitter Release. Annual Review of Biophysics 
51:377–408. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-biophys-111821-104732, PMID: 35167762

Sabatini BL, Regehr WG. 1996. Timing of neurotransmission at fast synapses in the mammalian brain. Nature 
384:170–172. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/384170a0, PMID: 8906792

Schaub JR, Lu X, Doneske B, Shin YK, McNew JA. 2006. Hemifusion arrest by complexin is relieved by Ca2+-
synaptotagmin I. Nature Structural & Molecular Biology 13:748–750. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb1124, 
PMID: 16845390

Shao X, Fernandez I, Südhof TC, Rizo J. 1998. Solution structures of the Ca2+-free and Ca2+-bound C2A 
domain of synaptotagmin I: does Ca2+ induce a conformational change? Biochemistry 37:16106–16115. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1021/bi981789h, PMID: 9819203

Sharma S, Lindau M. 2018. Molecular mechanism of fusion pore formation driven by the neuronal SNARE 
complex. PNAS 115:12751–12756. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1816495115, PMID: 30482862

Sitarska E, Xu J, Park S, Liu X, Quade B, Stepien K, Sugita K, Brautigam CA, Sugita S, Rizo J. 2017. 
Autoinhibition of Munc18- 1 modulates synaptobrevin binding and helps to enable Munc13- dependent 
regulation of membrane fusion. eLife 6:e24278. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.24278, PMID: 28477408

Söllner T, Bennett MK, Whiteheart SW, Scheller RH, Rothman JE. 1993. A protein assembly- disassembly pathway 
in vitro that may correspond to sequential steps of synaptic vesicle docking, activation, and fusion. Cell 
75:409–418. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(93)90376-2, PMID: 8221884

Stein A, Weber G, Wahl MC, Jahn R. 2009. Helical extension of the neuronal SNARE complex into the 
membrane. Nature 460:525–528. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nature08156, PMID: 19571812

Südhof TC. 2013. Neurotransmitter release: the last millisecond in the life of a synaptic vesicle. Neuron 80:675–
690. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2013.10.022, PMID: 24183019

Sutton RB, Davletov BA, Berghuis AM, Südhof TC, Sprang SR. 1995. Structure of the first C2 domain of 
synaptotagmin I: a novel Ca2+/phospholipid- binding fold. Cell 80:929–938. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
0092-8674(95)90296-1, PMID: 7697723

Sutton RB, Fasshauer D, Jahn R, Brunger AT. 1998. Crystal structure of A SNARE complex involved in synaptic 
exocytosis at 2.4 A resolution. Nature 395:347–353. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/26412, PMID: 9759724

Tagliatti E, Bello OD, Mendonça PRF, Kotzadimitriou D, Nicholson E, Coleman J, Timofeeva Y, Rothman JE, 
Krishnakumar SS, Volynski KE. 2020. Synaptotagmin 1 oligomers clamp and regulate different modes of 
neurotransmitter release. PNAS 117:3819–3827. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1920403117, PMID: 
32015138

Takamori S, Holt M, Stenius K, Lemke EA, Grønborg M, Riedel D, Urlaub H, Schenck S, Brügger B, Ringler P, 
Müller SA, Rammner B, Gräter F, Hub JS, De Groot BL, Mieskes G, Moriyama Y, Klingauf J, Grubmüller H, 
Heuser J, et al. 2006. Molecular anatomy of a trafficking organelle. Cell 127:831–846. DOI: https://doi.org/10. 
1016/j.cell.2006.10.030, PMID: 17110340

Tang J, Maximov A, Shin O- H, Dai H, Rizo J, Südhof TC. 2006. A complexin/synaptotagmin 1 switch controls fast 
synaptic vesicle exocytosis. Cell 126:1175–1187. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2006.08.030, PMID: 
16990140

Trimbuch T, Xu J, Flaherty D, Tomchick DR, Rizo J, Rosenmund C. 2014. Re- examining how complexin inhibits 
neurotransmitter release. eLife 3:e02391. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.02391, PMID: 24842998

Ubach J, Zhang X, Shao X, Südhof TC, Rizo J. 1998. Ca2+ binding to synaptotagmin: how many Ca2+ ions bind 
to the tip of a C2- domain? The EMBO Journal 17:3921–3930. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/emboj/17.14.3921, 
PMID: 9670009

Van Der Spoel D, Lindahl E, Hess B, Groenhof G, Mark AE, Berendsen HJC. 2005. GROMACS: fast, flexible, and 
free. Journal of Computational Chemistry 26:1701–1718. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.20291, PMID: 
16211538

Voleti R, Jaczynska K, Rizo J. 2020. Ca2+- dependent release of synaptotagmin- 1 from the SNARE complex on 
phosphatidylinositol 4,5- bisphosphate- containing membranes. eLife 9:e57154. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/ 
eLife.57154, PMID: 32808925

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.42806
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.42806
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30816091
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2024029118
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2024029118
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33468631
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.04553
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25383924
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0092-8674(01)00192-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0092-8674(01)00192-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11163241
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0509153102
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0509153102
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16352718
https://doi.org/10.1002/cbic.201100020
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21433241
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-biophys-111821-104732
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35167762
https://doi.org/10.1038/384170a0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8906792
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb1124
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16845390
https://doi.org/10.1021/bi981789h
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9819203
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1816495115
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30482862
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.24278
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28477408
https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(93)90376-2
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8221884
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature08156
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19571812
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2013.10.022
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24183019
https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(95)90296-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(95)90296-1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7697723
https://doi.org/10.1038/26412
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9759724
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1920403117
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32015138
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2006.10.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2006.10.030
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17110340
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2006.08.030
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16990140
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.02391
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24842998
https://doi.org/10.1093/emboj/17.14.3921
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9670009
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.20291
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16211538
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.57154
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.57154
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32808925


 Research article      Structural Biology and Molecular Biophysics

Rizo et al. eLife 2022;11:e76356. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356  28 of 28

Voleti R, Bali S, Guerrero J, Smothers J, Springhower C, Acosta GA, Brewer KD, Albericio F, Rizo J. 2021. 
Evaluation of the tert- butyl group as a probe for NMR studies of macromolecular complexes. Journal of 
Biomolecular NMR 75:347–363. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1007/s10858-021-00380-y, PMID: 34505210

Weber T, Zemelman BV, McNew JA, Westermann B, Gmachl M, Parlati F, Söllner TH, Rothman JE. 1998. 
SNAREpins: minimal machinery for membrane fusion. Cell 92:759–772. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/s0092- 
8674(00)81404-x, PMID: 9529252

Witkowska A, Heinz LP, Grubmüller H, Jahn R. 2021. Tight docking of membranes before fusion represents a 
metastable state with unique properties. Nature Communications 12:3606. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/ 
s41467-021-23722-8, PMID: 34127664

Wu EL, Cheng X, Jo S, Rui H, Song KC, Dávila- Contreras EM, Qi Y, Lee J, Monje- Galvan V, Venable RM, 
Klauda JB, Im W. 2014a. CHARMM- GUI Membrane Builder toward realistic biological membrane simulations. 
Journal of Computational Chemistry 35:1997–2004. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.23702, PMID: 25130509

Wu EL, Qi Y, Song KC, Klauda JB, Im W. 2014b. Preferred Orientations of Phosphoinositides in Bilayers and Their 
Implications in Protein Recognition Mechanisms. The Journal of Physical Chemistry B 118:4315–4325. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp500610t, PMID: 24689790

Xu J, Camacho M, Xu Y, Esser V, Liu X, Trimbuch T, Pan YZ, Ma C, Tomchick DR, Rosenmund C. 2017. 
Mechanistic insights into neurotransmitter release and presynaptic plasticity from the crystal structure of 
Munc13- 1 C1C2BMUN. eLife 6:e22567. DOI: https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.22567

Xue M, Reim K, Chen X, Chao HT, Deng H, Rizo J, Brose N, Rosenmund C. 2007. Distinct domains of complexin I 
differentially regulate neurotransmitter release. Nature Structural & Molecular Biology 14:949–958. DOI: 
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb1292, PMID: 17828276

Xue M, Ma C, Craig TK, Rosenmund C, Rizo J. 2008. The Janus- faced nature of the C2B domain is fundamental 
for synaptotagmin- 1 function. Nature Structural & Molecular Biology 15:1160–1168. DOI: https://doi.org/10. 
1038/nsmb.1508, PMID: 18953334

Yang X, Wang S, Sheng Y, Zhang M, Zou W, Wu L, Kang L, Rizo J, Zhang R, Xu T, Ma C. 2015. Syntaxin opening 
by the MUN domain underlies the function of Munc13 in synaptic- vesicle priming. Nature Structural & 
Molecular Biology 22:547–554. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.3038, PMID: 26030875

Zhou P, Bacaj T, Yang X, Pang ZP, Südhof TC. 2013. Lipid- anchored SNAREs lacking transmembrane regions fully 
support membrane fusion during neurotransmitter release. Neuron 80:470–483. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
j.neuron.2013.09.010, PMID: 24120845

Zhou Q, Lai Y, Bacaj T, Zhao M, Lyubimov AY, Uervirojnangkoorn M, Zeldin OB, Brewster AS, Sauter NK, 
Cohen AE, Soltis SM, Alonso- Mori R, Chollet M, Lemke HT, Pfuetzner RA, Choi UB, Weis WI, Diao J, 
Südhof TC, Brunger AT. 2015. Architecture of the synaptotagmin- SNARE machinery for neuronal exocytosis. 
Nature 525:62–67. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/nature14975, PMID: 26280336

Zhou Q, Zhou P, Wang AL, Wu D, Zhao M, Südhof TC, Brunger AT. 2017. The primed SNARE- complexin- 
synaptotagmin complex for neuronal exocytosis. Nature 548:420–425. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1038/ 
nature23484, PMID: 28813412

https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.76356
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10858-021-00380-y
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34505210
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0092-8674(00)81404-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0092-8674(00)81404-x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9529252
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-23722-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-23722-8
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34127664
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcc.23702
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25130509
https://doi.org/10.1021/jp500610t
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24689790
https://doi.org/10.7554/eLife.22567
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb1292
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17828276
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.1508
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.1508
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18953334
https://doi.org/10.1038/nsmb.3038
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26030875
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2013.09.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2013.09.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24120845
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature14975
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26280336
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature23484
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature23484
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/28813412

	All-atom molecular dynamics simulations of Synaptotagmin-SNARE-complexin complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat lipid bilayer
	Editor's evaluation
	Introduction
	Results
	Four trans-SNARE complexes between two flat lipid bilayers
	Four trans-SNARE complexes bridging a vesicle and a flat bilayer
	Simulations of the primed Synaptotagmin-1-SNARE-complexin-1 complex
	Simulation of the primed Synaptotagmin-1-SNARE-complexin-1 complex in the presence of Ca2+

	Discussion
	Methods
	High-performance computing
	System setup
	MD simulations
	Analysis of vesicle-flat bilayer contacts

	Acknowledgements
	Additional information
	Funding
	Author contributions
	Author ORCIDs
	Decision letter and Author response

	Additional files
	Supplementary files

	References


