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Signaling via the p75 
neurotrophin receptor facilitates 
amyloid‑β‑induced dendritic spine 
pathology
Abhisarika Patnaik1, Marta Zagrebelsky1, Martin Korte1,2 & Andreas Holz2*

Synapse and dendritic spine loss induced by amyloid-β oligomers is one of the main hallmarks of the 
early phases of Alzheimer’s disease (AD) and is directly correlated with the cognitive decline typical of 
this pathology. The p75 neurotrophin receptor (p75NTR) binds amyloid-β oligomers in the nM range. 
While it was shown that µM concentrations of amyloid-β mediate cell death, the role and intracellular 
signaling of p75NTR for dendritic spine pathology induced by sublethal concentrations of amyloid-β 
has not been analyzed. We describe here p75NTR as a crucial binding partner in mediating effects of 
soluble amyloid-β oligomers on dendritic spine density and structure in non-apoptotic hippocampal 
neurons. Removing or over-expressing p75NTR in neurons rescues or exacerbates the typical loss of 
dendritic spines and their structural alterations observed upon treatment with nM concentrations of 
amyloid-β oligomers. Moreover, we show that binding of amyloid-β oligomers to p75NTR activates 
the RhoA/ROCK signaling cascade resulting in the fast stabilization of the actin spinoskeleton. Our 
results describe a role for p75NTR and downstream signaling events triggered by binding of amyloid-β 
oligomers and causing dendritic spine pathology. These observations further our understanding of the 
molecular mechanisms underlying one of the main early neuropathological hallmarks of AD.

The p75 neurotrophin receptor (p75NTR; also known as Nerve Growth Factor Receptor, NGFR) is a member of 
the tumor necrosis factor receptor superfamily that is capable to bind all neurotrophins with similar affinities in 
the nano-molar scale1. Originally, this transmembrane protein was described to act in concert with the frequently 
co-expressed Trk receptor family of tyrosine kinases to balance neuronal survival and death, in particular during 
development2. However, p75NTR itself has also been found to serve multiple, in parts opposing cellular functions 
within the CNS and in the periphery1. For instance, triggered by neurotrophins and their proforms, the p75NTR 
signaling molecule can induce apoptosis in neural cells3, but is also able to promote cell survival in different 
cellular settings4,5. Moreover, p75NTR has been implicated in cell cycle control6,7, axonal outgrowth8, synaptic 
transmission as well as functional and structural plasticity9–11.

Interestingly, p75NTR serves as a receptor for amyloid-β, a major component of the plaques found in the 
brain of Alzheimer’s disease (AD) patients12. The extracellular domain of p75NTR is able to bind Aβ-peptides at 
effective concentrations similar to those of NGF13. The interaction between p75NTR and amyloid-β in the µM 
range has been shown to cause cytotoxicity and apoptosis in different cell types12,14, including hippocampal 
neurons15,16. In addition, also Tau pathology might be influenced by p75NTR17,18. These studies are in agreement 
with early findings showing that either the overexpression or the induced upregulation of the p75NTR receptor 
enhanced amyloid-β-triggered cytotoxic effects on neuronal cells19. However, p75NTR also has been reported to 
confer neuroprotective capabilities against the damaging actions of soluble Aβ oligomers20,21 as p75NTR/Aβ1–42 
interactions triggered rapid neurite formation22.

Additional findings link p75NTR with neurodegeneration and AD. For instance, while the expression of p75NTR 
diminishes in the CNS once development is completed, adult cholinergic neurons of the basal forebrain, which 
are among the first CNS neurons affected in AD23, persistently express high levels of p75NTR24. Moreover, p75NTR 
expression is upregulated in neurons of the aged and AD-afflicted cortex25.
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While most reported studies analyzed neural apoptosis mediated by the binding of amyloid-β to p75NTR, we 
sought to examine the acute effects triggered by p75NTR/amyloid-β interactions with a specific focus on synapses 
and dendritic spine pathology. Indeed, amyloid-β oligomers are binding preferentially to synapses at dendritic 
spines26 and rapidly induce dendritic spine loss27. The loss of dendritic spines observed in AD is intimately 
linked with synaptic dysfunction and loss of memory and cognition28. Furthermore, p75NTR has been shown to 
negatively modulate dendrite complexity and dendritic spine density in hippocampal neurons9.

We took advantage of a series of loss- and gain-of-function approaches for p75NTR including a knockout 
(ko) mouse strain having a complete p75NTR deletion29 and its over-expression. Comparing mature primary 
hippocampal neurons from wild type controls with those from p75NTR ko mice we observe an almost complete 
protection from Aβ1–42-induced changes in dendritic spine number and morphology in knockout animals. On 
the contrary, gain-of-function for p75NTR exacerbates the spine alterations seen in wild type neurons. Analyzing 
the downstream-signaling events triggered by the amyloid-β/p75NTR interaction, we implicate RhoA/ROCK 
activation as an important factor in causing actin cytoskeleton stabilization presumably mediating the morpho-
logical alterations at dendritic spines.

Results
The genetic ablation of the p75 neurotrophin receptor protects hippocampal neurons against 
Aβ1–42 mediated spine pathology.  It is well established that the long-term treatment of both cell lines 
and primary neurons with amyloid-β (Aβ1–42) oligomers in the µM range results in neuronal degeneration 
and cell death per apoptosis30. These effects have been shown to depend on the specific binding of the Aβ1–42  
oligomers to the p75NTR receptor14,16 and the activation of downstream signaling. Here we were primarily inter-
ested in analyzing the sublethal effects of acute Aβ1–42/p75NTR interactions in the nM range. By this means we 
analyzed possible intracellular signaling events which might lead to dendritic spine alterations. Dendritic spine 
pathology is one of the principal symptoms of Aβ1–42 accumulation in early AD.

Initially, f-eGFP expressing DIV14 primary hippocampal neurons, obtained from C57BL/6 wild type animals 
were incubated with increasing amounts of Aβ1–42 in the nM range and their impact on dendritic spine density 
and morphology was analyzed after six hours (Fig. 1A–D). This time point has been chosen since it has been 
reported previously to cause significant dendritic alterations upon treatment with Aβ oligomers31. While incu-
bations with 10 and 50 nM Aβ1–42 oligomers resulted in no or only a mild reduction in dendritic spine density 
when compared to the control condition, application of 100 nM Aβ1–42 oligomers resulted in a significantly lower 
dendritic spine density (Fig. 1B). This decrease was even stronger upon application of 500 nM Aβ1–42 oligomers 
(Fig. 1B), indicating a dose-dependent effect. The decrease in spine density was associated with structural changes 
in the remaining dendritic spines. Particularly, a significant increase in dendritic spine length (Fig. 1C) and a 
significant decrease in the spine head width (Fig. 1D) was observed using the higher concentrations of Aβ1–42 
oligomers (100–500 nM). Interestingly, while the application of 50 nM Aβ1–42 oligomers did not alter dendritic 
spine structure, 10 nM Aβ1–42 oligomers caused a small increase in the spine head width (Fig. 1D) that coincided 
with a decrease in the length (Fig. 1C) of treated spines.

Importantly, a 6-h treatment with 500 nM Aβ1–42 oligomers did not cause any detectable apoptosis in neu-
rons (Fig. 2, Supplementary Fig. S1). In general, only very few activated Caspase-3 (Fig. 2) and TUNEL-positive 
(Fig. S1) neurons (defined by their MAP2 expression; Figs. 2A and S1A) were observed in the analyzed primary 
hippocampal cultures and there were no differences in apoptotic neurons between vehicle- and Aβ1–42-treated 
neuronal cultures (Figs. 2B and S1B–D).

In summary, these data demonstrate that a 6-h treatment of wild type mature primary hippocampal neurons 
with Aβ1–42 oligomers causes a reduction in dendritic spine density associated with a switch toward an immature 
phenotype of the remaining dendritic spines. These observations are in line with previous reports27. Interestingly, 
low concentrations of Aβ1–42 (10 nM) seem to promote dendritic spine maturation. It should be noted that a 
rather brief incubation for 15 min of primary hippocampal neurons with amyloid-β oligomers had no effect on 
both the density and the morphology of dendritic spines (Supplementary Fig. S2).

Intriguingly, when increasing amounts of Aβ1–42 oligomers were added to f-eGFP expressing mature primary 
hippocampal neurons obtained from p75NTRexon-IV knockout mice29, the alterations observed in wild type mice 
were completely prevented (Fig. 1A, E–G, Supplementary Fig. S2). In fact, when compared to the control condi-
tions even at the highest concentration of Aβ1–42 oligomers tested (i.e. 500 nM) no changes in dendritic spine 
density (Fig. 1E) as well as in dendritic spine length (Fig. 1F) and head width (Fig. 1G) were detected. Consid-
ering that p75NTR is not the only reported neuronal receptor serving as a ligand for amyloid-β32, these results 
indicate that it must play a major role in triggering Aβ1–42-induced alterations in dendritic spine morphology.

Overexpression of p75NTR leads to higher sensitivity of primary hippocampal neurons to the 
deleterious effects of Aβ1–42 on dendritic spines.  Next, we evaluated the impact of the neuronal over-
expression of full-length variants of p75NTR on mediating amyloid-β induced dendritic changes. For this pur-
pose, primary hippocampal neurons were either transfected with an expression vector encoding the rat p75NTR 
together with f-eGFP to visualize the neurons (Fig. 3A)9 or with the eGFP-tagged human p75NTR (Fig. 3B)33. 
As a control, neuronal cultures were transfected with the f-eGFP-expressing plasmid alone. Subsequently, the 
neuronal cultures were treated on DIV14 with increasing concentrations of Aβ1–42 oligomers for 6 h and the 
spine density and morphology of individual neurons were evaluated. Since the sole over-expression of p75NTR 
causes alterations in dendritic spine morphology9, the results obtained from amyloid-β treated dendrites of 
each experimental group were normalized to the corresponding control samples without amyloid-β stimulation 
(Fig. 3C–E).
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Similar to the results described above in Fig. 1, the neurons that expressed f-eGFP alone and were treated 
with Aβ1–42 oligomers showed a dose-dependent decrease in dendritic spine density when compared to vehicle 
controls (Fig. 3C). Likewise, we observed an increase in spine length (Fig. 3D) as well as a decrease in spine head 
width (Fig. 3E) in those neurons that had received amyloid-β oligomers. Remarkably, the overexpression of both 
human and rodent p75NTR isoforms led to a significantly stronger decrease in the density of dendritic spines 
after both 100 and 500 nM amyloid-β treatment when compared to f-eGFP-expressing control neurons, which 
had been treated with identical amounts of amyloid-β oligomers (Fig. 3C). The application of Aβ1–42 oligomers, 
however, had no comparable effects on the length (Fig. 3D) nor on the head width (Fig. 3E) of the remaining 
dendritic spines of p75NTR overexpressing neurons.

Figure 1.   The ablation of p75NTR rescues acute amyloid-β induced changes in dendritic spine morphology. 
Primary hippocampal neurons from wild type (A, B–D) and p75NTR ko (A, E–G) mice were incubated with 
vehicle (PBS; 0) or with 10, 50, 100, or 500 nM Aβ1–42 oligomers for 6 h. (A) shows representative images as 
maximum intensity projections of dendrites of f-GFP+ expressing neurons, which were co-stained with MAP2 
to visualize the entire dendritic network. An evaluation of the spine density (B, E), spine length (C, F), and spine 
head width (D, G) is shown in the graphs where dendritic segments with a length of ≥ 100 µm were used for 
analysis for wild type and p75NTR ko neurons. Columns represent mean values + SEM and dots mark data points 
of individual neurons. The number of evaluated cells, obtained from three independent sets of experiments, is 
given in each column of the graphs. Statistical significance was tested using a one-way ANOVA with Sidak post-
test. ** = p < 0.01, *** = p < 0.001, **** = p < 0.0001. Scale bar: 20 µm.
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The localization of amyloid‑β at dendritic spines is dependent on the levels of p75NTR.  Our 
data suggest that p75NTR is an important membrane component mediating the effects of Aβ1–42 oligomers on 
dendritic spines. Hence, we sought to evaluate in more detail the direct interactions of amyloid-β with den-
dritic spines depending on the p75NTR expression levels. Initially, we compared the colocalization of amyloid-
β-immunoreactive puncta with dendritic spine heads in f-eGFP expressing wild type and p75NTR knockout pri-
mary hippocampal neurons after a short-term incubation of 15 min with increasing concentrations of Aβ1–42 
oligomers (Fig.  4A,B). We observed that both in wild type and p75NTR ko neurons the number of amyloid-
β-immunoreactive puncta associated with dendritic spines increased in a concentration-dependent manner. 
In addition, the percent of spines colocalized with amyloid-β-immunoreactive puncta in wild type neurons 
was consistently higher when compared to p75NTR ko neurons (Fig. 4B). At the highest concentration of Aβ1–42 
oligomers analyzed (i.e. 500 nM Aβ1–42), 23.1 ± 2.4% (mean ± SEM; n = 23) of wild type dendritic spines were 
associated with amyloid-β-immunoreactive puncta, whereas in contrast spines from p75NTR ko neurons showed 
a colocalization ratio of only 6.9 ± 1.1% (mean ± SEM; n = 24), a difference that was statistically highly significant 
(p < 0.0001).

In order to analyze more long-term effects of the interaction of Aβ1–42 oligomers with dendritic spines, we 
extended the Aβ1–42 incubation times to 6 h (Fig. 4C). At this time point, the differences in the relative amounts 
of spine-associated amyloid-β-immunoreactive puncta between wild type and p75NTR ko neurons were less 
pronounced and did not reach any longer statistical significance (27.7 ± 2.3%, n = 28 vs. 21.2 ± 1.5%, n = 33, 
respectively, for treatment with 500 nM Aβ1–42; mean ± SEM, p = 0.08, Fig. 4C). The overexpression of rodent or 
human p75NTR in neurons, however, significantly augmented the amount of amyloid-β-immunoreactive puncta 
localized at dendritic spines (Fig. 4C) when compared to wild type. Interestingly, the overexpression of the 
human p75NTR resulted in a higher colocalization than the rodent one (Fig. 4C). This data emphasizes that p75NTR 
serves as an important receptor for amyloid-β binding, in particular for the initial phases of amyloid-β/receptor 
interactions. However, it also confirms the notion that other amyloid-β receptors are located at dendritic spines 
of hippocampal neurons.

Mechanistic insight: amyloid‑β induced activation of RhoA requires presence of p75NTR.  We 
documented amyloid-β-induced alterations of dendritic spines of primary neurons that could be rescued by the 
removal of p75NTR. Moreover, we show that Aβ1–42 is localized at dendritic spines and that the levels of neuronal 
p75NTR expression influence strongly the association of amyloid-β with spines. Therefore, we next searched for 
a potential downstream mechanism explaining the amyloid-β/p75NTR mediated changes in spine morphology. 
Since it has been reported that p75NTR is capable to activate RhoA8 at a fast time scale34 and RhoA signal-
ing is implicated in remodeling the actin cytoskeleton, including the modulation of spine dynamics35,36 within 
minutes37, we hypothesized that Aβ1–42/p75NTR interactions trigger the activation of the RhoA/ROCK pathway, 
ultimately leading to changes in the actin composition and dendritic spine architecture.

We first analyzed if amyloid-β is capable to activate RhoA in murine primary hippocampal cultures and 
whether this cellular event is influenced by the presence of p75NTR. Hence, we added Aβ1–42 oligomers for 
10 min to primary neurons from wild type and from p75NTR ko cultures and performed an ELISA-based assay 

Figure 2.   Treatment with nM amyloid-β does not induce apoptosis in hippocampal neurons. (A) Shows 
representative images of primary hippocampal cultures from wild type that were treated with vehicle (CTRL, 
top panels) or with 500 nM Aβ1–42 oligomers (bottom panels) for 6 h and were stained for MAP2 (green) and 
cleaved caspase-3 (red). A DAPI staining visualizes nuclei (blue). Arrows indicate MAP2-expressing neurons 
positive for the cleaved caspase-3 (Scale bar: 100 µm). The inserts A1 and A2 show in detail two neuronal cell 
bodies positive for the cleaved caspase-3 (Scale bar: 20 µm). (B) The graph compares the percent of neurons 
positive for the cleaved caspase-3 in vehicle-treated (dark blue) and Aβ1–42 oligomers treated (light blue) wild 
type hippocampal cultures. Columns represent mean values + SEM. The number of evaluated fields, obtained 
from two coverslips of two independent sets of experiments, is given within each column of the graphs. 
Statistical significance was tested using a Student’s t-test (p = 0.8903).
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to determine the activation state of RhoA molecules, i.e. its GTP-bound form38. Intriguingly, we observed a sig-
nificant activation of RhoA for wild type hippocampal cultures upon treatment with Aβ1–42 oligomers (Fig. 5). 
Interestingly, the RhoA activation level in vehicle-treated p75NTR ko cultures was lower, albeit not significantly 
(p = 0.0961, Two-way ANOVA with Tukey post-test), than in vehicle-treated wild type neurons (Fig. 5). Impor-
tantly, the application of Aβ1–42 oligomers to p75NTR-deficient neuronal cultures did not result in any measurable 
RhoA activation (Fig. 5). This data indicate that Aβ1–42 oligomers are able to cause the p75NTR-dependent activa-
tion of RhoA in primary hippocampal cultures.

The inhibition of p75NTR‑mediated RhoA/ROCK signaling rescues amyloid‑induced changes 
in dendritic spine morphology.  Next, we utilized inhibitors known to prevent the activation of p75NTR 
downstream signaling to RhoA to test the hypothesis that p75NTR is able to mediate the effect of Aβ1–42 oligomers 
on dendritic spine structure by directly controlling the activation of the RhoA. The TAT-Pep5 fusion peptide 
has been described to be able to enter the cell and to specifically inhibit p75NTR-mediated RhoA activation39. 
In addition, we also employed the Rho-associated coiled-coil containing protein kinase (ROCK) inhibitor 
Y-2763240. Upon a 6-h treatment with 500 nM Aβ1–42 oligomers, f-eGFP expressing primary hippocampal neu-
rons showed a significant decrease in dendritic spine density (Fig. 6A,B) associated with significant morphologi-
cal changes in spine length (Fig. 6A,C) and spine head width (Fig. 6A,D), similar to the results described above 
(see Fig. 1). Interestingly, a pretreatment of the neuronal cultures either with the TAT-Pep5 peptide, inhibiting 
the p75NTR-mediated RhoA activation, or with the pan-ROCK inhibitor Y-27632 both protected hippocampal 
neurons from the Aβ1–42 oligomer-induced alterations in dendritic spine number and structure (Fig. 6A–D). 
Specifically, preventing the p75NTR mediated activation of RhoA or inhibiting ROCK blocked significant changes 

Figure 3.   Overexpression of the p75NTR signaling receptor aggravates the dendritic spine loss triggered 
by amyloid-β1–42 oligomers. Primary hippocampal cultures were either transfected with expression vectors 
encoding f-eGFP (eGFP, C–E) or with a fusion protein of human full-length p75NTR with eGFP (human 
p75NTR-eGFP, B, C–E), or alternatively were co-transfected with plasmids encoding f-eGFP and full-length 
rat p75NTR (rat p75NTR, A, C–E). (A) demonstrates the co-expression of f-eGFP (green, left panel) with 
immunohistochemically-labeled rat p75NTR (red, middle panel) in a dendritic segment of a transfected 
neuron. Note that p75NTR overexpression is not noticeable in all dendritic spines (arrows in the right, ‘merged’ 
panel). (B) shows the overexpression of the human p75NTR variant that is directly fused to eGFP. Subsequent 
to all transfections, the neurons (DIV14) either received vehicle (CTRL) or were incubated with increasing 
concentrations of Aβ1–42 oligomers as indicated for 6 h (C–E). Amyloid-β treated samples of each experimental 
group were normalized to the corresponding controls, which were treated with equivalent volumes of vehicle 
as control. The evaluation of dendritic spine density (C), spine length (D), and spine head width (E) is shown 
in the graphs. The data are presented as mean + SEM. One-way ANOVA with Sidak post-test was used to 
compare the means of the control (eGFP) to p75NTR overexpression groups for each Aβ1–42-treatment. P values 
as indicated or **** = p < 0.0001. The number of analyzed neurons resulting from three independent experiments 
is given for each data column. Scale bar: 5 µm.
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in either dendritic spine density (Fig. 6A,B), spine elongation (Fig. 6A,C), or spine head diameter (Fig. 6A,D) 
when compared to the corresponding controls.

Involvement of p75NTR amyloid‑β induced changes in the actin filament.  Above we analyzed the 
contribution of the RhoA/ROCK pathway in transducing the interaction of Aβ1–42 oligomers with the p75NTR 
receptor. Finally, we examined whether these p75NTR mediated signaling events influenced the actin cytoskeletal 
network in dendritic spines.

First, we used phalloidin staining to compare the levels of F-actin within dendritic spines from individual 
wild type and p75NTR knockout animals (Fig. 7A,B). Under basal conditions, only low levels of F-actin could be 
identified in the dendritic spines of both genotypes (Fig. 7A,B).

Next, we sought to assess the effect of the application of Aβ1–42 oligomers on the F-actin levels within spines 
by incubating f-eGFP expressing primary hippocampal neurons with 500 nM Aβ1–42 for 10 min. We observed 

Figure 4.   Colocalization of amyloid-β to dendritic spines is dependent on the expression levels of p75NTR. (A) 
gives a representative example of the distribution of amyloid-β immunoreactive puncta (red) at a dendritic 
segment of f-eGFP-transfected neurons (green), which either were obtained from wild type (left) or p75NTR 
ko (middle) mice, or were co-transfected with an expression vector encoding rodent p75NTR (right). Arrows 
indicate dendritic spines colocalized with amyloid-β-immunoreactive puncta. The red puncta that did not 
colocalize with dendritic f-eGFP labeled spines stem from out-of-focus amyloid-β oligomers binding to 
neuronal processes of non-transfected neurons. Treatment of the primary hippocampal cultures (DIV 14) with 
Aβ1–42 oligomers was for 15 min. The graphs illustrate the quantification of the proportion of amyloid-β-positive 
dendritic spines of neurons, which received vehicle or increasing amounts of Aβ1–42 oligomers for 15 min 
(B) or 6 h (C). Hippocampal neurons were wild type (B, C; blue), had knockout for p75NTR (B, C; green), or 
overexpressed human (C, red) or rat p75NTR (C, orange). Each bar shows the mean values + SEM. To compare 
the means from wild type and p75NTR knockout neurons in B, One-way ANOVA with Sidak post-test was used. 
In C, a Two-way ANOVA with Tukey post-test was applied. The numbers at the bottom of each column give the 
amount of analyzed neurons, which were obtained from three independent experiments. Statistical significances 
as indicated or **** = p < 0.0001; ns = not significant. Scale bar in (A) is equivalent to 5 µm.
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that this brief treatment caused a significant increase in the F-actin intensity specifically in those dendritic 
spines colocalized with Aβ1–42 immunoreactive puncta (Fig. 7C,E). Importantly, the levels of F-actin within 
dendritic spines were strictly dependent on the presence of Aβ1–42 since dendritic spines of the same neurons 
lacking Aβ1–42 immunoreactive puncta did not show any significant increase in F-actin (Fig. 7C,E). Interestingly, 
in p75NTR-deficient neurons the F-actin intensity within amyloid-β+ dendritic spines increased only slightly, 
but not significantly, when compared to the control condition (p = 0.08, Fig. 7D,E). Furthermore, the F-actin 
intensity in spines of p75NTR ko neurons was clearly, albeit also not significantly, lower than in wild type cells 
(p = 0.09; Fig. 7E).

In summary, our data suggest that the interaction of Aβ1–42 oligomers with the p75NTR triggers an intracel-
lular RhoA/ROCK signaling cascade that likely leads to alterations in actin polymerization in dendritic spines of 
primary hippocampal neurons. The ablation of p75NTR largely prevents the activation of these p75NTR mediated 
intracellular signaling events of the RhoA/ROCK pathway and the actin polymerization, thereby protecting 
p75NTR ko neurons from the Aβ1–42-induced dendritic spine pathology.

Discussion
Understanding the role of oligomeric Aβ1–42 in inducing the dendritic spine pathology most likely causing 
the symptoms typical of the initial phases of AD requires to elucidate the signaling mechanisms activated by 
amyloid-β at synapses. While Aβ has been shown to bind to several membrane receptors, our results provide 
strong evidence for a crucial role of p75NTR signaling in the Aβ1–42-induced structural alterations at synapses 
directly. In this study, we show that p75NTR signaling is required for the dendritic spine loss and structural 
changes observed in mature primary hippocampal neurons upon application of increasing nM concentrations 
of Aβ1–42 oligomers. Moreover, we show that the activation of p75NTR upon Aβ1–42 oligomer treatment results in 
a RhoA-ROCK-mediated stabilization of the actin spinoskeleton followed by spine loss as well as shrinking and 
elongation of the remaining spines.

While Aβ plaques are the typical hallmark of the advanced phases of AD it is now rather believed that it is the 
soluble Aβ1–42 oligomers that, binding with high affinity at synaptic sites, impair the function and structure of syn-
apses at the onset of the disease41. Soluble Aβ1–42 oligomers are found in several AD mouse models and in human 
patients and their levels correlate with synaptic loss42, impairment of synaptic transmission and plasticity43,44 as 
well as AD-associated cognitive decline45,46. While in vitro higher concentrations of Aβ oligomers, in the µM 
range, are well known to induce neuronal death by apoptosis30,47,48, lower pM to nM Aβ concentrations have 
been shown to bidirectionally regulate activity-dependent synaptic plasticity49. However, only few studies so far 
addressed the sublethal Aβ effects on the architecture of neurons. Here we show that Aβ1–42 oligomers accumulate 
at dendritic spines of wild type hippocampal neurons within minutes and reside there up to hours after starting 
the treatment. Likewise, synthetic Aβ oligomers were previously shown to specifically accumulate at excita-
tory synapses in an activity-dependent manner31,50,51. Since most of the excitatory synapses in the mammalian 
brain form contacts onto dendritic spines these previous observations are in good agreement with our results.  
Moreover, we observed a concentration-dependent decrease in dendritic spine density in primary hippocampal 
neurons treated with synthetic Aβ1–42 oligomers. In fact, dendritic spine loss is one of the main hallmarks of 
AD52–55. In addition, we observed that the remaining dendritic spines show an increase in their length and a 
decrease in the head width, typical of an immature phenotype. These findings are supported by results of previ-
ous studies showing a rapid decrease in the density of both synaptic structures and dendritic spine in response 
to both naturally secreted and synthetic Aβ peptides27,31,51,56 and identify a strong and reliable phenotype to be 

Figure 5.   Interactions of Aβ1–42 oligomers with the p75NTR transmembrane receptor causes activation of 
cytoplasmic RhoA. The treatment of primary hippocampal neurons (DIV14) with vehicle vs. 500 nM Aβ1–42 
oligomers for 10 min results in a significant activation of the small GTPase RhoA in p75NTR competent cells. 
In contrast, neurons obtained from p75NTR ko mice did not show a comparable activation of RhoA in response 
to an equivalent amyloid-β treatment. RhoA activity was determined in neuronal preparations by G-ELISA. 
Columns values are mean + SEM. Statistical analysis was performed using a Two-way ANOVA assay with Tukey 
post-test. P values are specified. The number of experimental repetitions is given in the graphs.
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used to analyze the downstream signaling involved in this processes. Importantly, our results show that under 
the experimental conditions used in this study, the number of cleaved caspase-3 and TUNEL-positive neurons 
in hippocampal cultures is extremely low and especially it is not increased upon a 6 h treatment with 500 nM 
Aβ1–42 oligomers. This observation strongly indicates that the dendritic spine phenotype observed here is not 
the consequence of Aβ-induced apoptosis but rather of a sublethal effect of Aβ oligomers.

Several surface receptors have been identified to bind Aβ oligomers at the neuronal surface and trigger a 
series of intracellular signaling pathways negatively affecting their survival and function57. However, the role of 
several of these receptors is still controversial and their downstream signaling mediating the synaptic effects of 
Aβ1–42 oligomers are largely unknown. We show here strong evidence for a role of the p75NTR in mediating the 
effects of Aβ1–42 oligomers on the neuronal architecture in a specific manner, since a complete p75NTR knock-
out significantly reduces the accumulation of Aβ1–42 to dendritic spines and completely rescues spine loss and 
changes in spine architecture. Conversely, p75NTR overexpression strengthens both Aβ1–42 accumulation and 
spine loss without exacerbating the changes in dendritic spine architecture observed under control conditions. 
A link between p75NTR signaling and AD is supported by various observations both in human patients58,59 and in 
mouse models60,61. Furthermore, p75NTR has been shown to bind Aβ12 including its oligomeric form22 and to be 
required for the Aβ-induced death of primary hippocampal neurons both in vitro and in vivo16. Upon treatment 

Figure 6.   The inhibition of p75NTR-mediated RhoA/ROCK signaling protects from Aβ-induced morphological 
changes. The TAT-Pep5 peptide was added to primary hippocampal cultures (DIV 14) to inhibit p75NTR–
mediated intracellular RhoA activation and the Y-27632 inhibitor was applied to prevent ROCK activation. 
Some neuronal cultures were incubated with vehicle as control (nil). Subsequently, neuronal cultures were 
incubated with vehicle (Vehicle) or with 500 nM Aβ1–42 oligomers (Aβ1–42) for 6 h. (A) depicts representative 
dendritic segments of f-eGFP-transfected neurons treated as indicated (scale bar = 5 µm). The quantification of 
the effect of amyloid-β treatment on spine density (B), spine length (C), and spine head width (D) is shown in 
the graphs. Each column gives the mean value + SEM where the numbers indicate the analyzed neurons (N = 3). 
For statistical evaluation, a One-way ANOVA with Sidak post-test was used to compare the means of each of the 
control to the corresponding amyloid-β groups. P values as indicated or **** = p < 0.0001.



9

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2020) 10:13322  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-70153-4

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

with Aβ peptides in the µM range p75NTR has been shown to mediate the activation of downstream signaling 
cascades involving the activation of JNK62 and leading to cell death12,14,16. However, whether nM concentrations 
of Aβ1–42 oligomers may activate a different intracellular cascade resulting in changes in neuronal and synaptic 
structure rather than cell death is not known. Supporting this notion is the observation that low concentrations 
of Aβ as well as sAPPα have been shown to induce neurite outgrowth in cerebellar and cortical neurons in a 
p75NTR-dependent manner22,63. On the other hand, p75NTR has been shown to also function as a signal transducer 
for neurite outgrowth inhibitory molecules64 and to negatively modulate dendritic spine density and their archi-
tecture in healthy adult hippocampal neurons9 supporting our current observations upon Aβ treatment. However, 
intracellular signaling linking Aβ interactions with p75NTR to dendritic spine alterations are still unknown. Here 
we show that Aβ-dependent p75NTR signaling results in the fast activation of RhoA, triggering the activation of 
ROCK and causing an increase in the F-actin levels within individual spines. These events require p75NTR as they 
are prevented in p75NTR knockout neurons as well as in neurons treated with the peptide TAT-Pep5, known to act 
as a downstream signaling silencer by disrupting the recruitment of Rho-GDI to p75NTR and thereby inhibiting 
the activation of RhoA8. In this respect, it is noteworthy that recent studies described the involvement of the 

Figure 7.   Aβ1–42/p75NTR interactions influence actin polymerization. Individual dendritic spines are shown 
from f-eGFP transfected (green) wild type (A, C) and p75NTR ko (B, D) neurons treated for 10 min with 500 nM 
Aβ1–42 oligomers (C, D) or vehicle (A, B). Presence of amyloid-β (red) and F-actin (phalloidin staining in grey) 
was visualized by fluorescent confocal microscopy. (C) and (D) show representative examples of dendritic 
spines with and without amyloid-β colocalization, i.e. Aβ-positive and Aβ-negative spines, respectively. A 
quantification of these results is plotted in (E), where each column represents the mean values and the error bars 
the SEM (numbers indicate the neurons used for evaluation, N = 3). A Two-way ANOVA with Tukey post-test 
was applied to determine statistical significance. **** = p < 0.0001, relevant P values are as indicated in the graph. 
Scale bars in (A) and (B) = 1 µm.
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ROCK-LIMK pathway in Aβ-induced dendritic spine degeneration65,66. Moreover, Aβ-dependent synaptotoxicity 
in cortical neurons involves a dysregulation of the actin cytoskeleton characterized by a cofilin driven increase 
in actin stability67.

Taken together our observations provide a strong support for a role of p75NTR in mediating the negative effects 
of Aβ1–42 oligomers at dendritic spines and we here specifically describe a downstream signaling pathway that 
involves RhoA-ROCK activation and regulates the stability of the actin cytoskeleton within spines. Thus, our 
work contributes to a better understanding of the signaling mechanisms activated upon a treatment with Aβ1–42 
oligomers and resulting in the typical dendritic spine pathology observed in the early phases of AD and opens 
new avenues for further treatment option at the very early onset of AD.

Materials and methods
Mice.  Both wild type (WT) and p75NTRexonIV knockout (p75NTR ko)29 mice used in this study were on the 
C57Bl/6J genetic background. All procedures concerning animals were performed in accordance with the ani-
mal welfare representative of the TU Braunschweig and were approved by the LAVES (Oldenburg, Germany, Az. 
§4 (02.05) TSchB TU BS).

Cell cultures.  Primary hippocampal cultures were prepared from WT or p75NTR KO mice at embryonic day 
18 as previously described68. Following rapid decapitation, isolated embryo brains were immediately immersed 
in Gey’s Balanced Salt Solution (GBSS) supplemented with glucose and adjusted to pH 7.3. Under a dissection 
microscope, the hippocampi were isolated in ice-cold GBSS and their dissociation was achieved by incubation 
in Trypsin–EDTA at 37 °C for 30 min followed by mechanical dissociation until a single cell suspension was 
obtained. Subsequently, the cells were re-suspended in NB + medium comprising Neurobasal medium (Gibco) 
supplemented with 2% B27 (vol/vol), 1% N2 and 0.5 mM Glutamax (Gibco) and plated at a density of 7 × 104/
cm2 on coverslips (12 mm) or at 450,000 cells/petri dishes (diameter 3 cm), previously coated with poly-L-lysine 
(Sigma). The cells were incubated at 37 °C with 99% humidity and 5% CO2 until usage at DIV14. A medium 
change was done once a week by exchanging 20% of the medium with fresh NB + medium.

Transfection.  At DIV13 cultured primary hippocampal neurons were transfected using Lipofectamine 2000 
(ThermoFisher Scientific) as per manufacturer’s instructions. The following plasmids were used at a concentra-
tion of 0.8 μg/well: farnesylated-eGFP (Clonetech: pEGFP-F) alone to visualize the neurons; for overexpres-
sion studies rat p75NTR (pcDNA3-ratp75)9 was co-expressed with farnesylated-eGFP (f-eGFP) or eGFP-tagged 
human p75NTR was used alone (p75-eGFP)33.

Aβ peptide preparation.  Soluble Aβ1–42 oligomers were prepared as previously described69. The freeze-
dried human Aβ1–42 peptides (Bachem) were initially dissolved in sterile Milli-Q water at a stock concentration 
of 0.5 mM, sonicated in an ice-cold water bath for 10 min, and stored in small aliquots of 4.5 µl at − 70 °C until 
use. In vitro oligomerizations always were prepared fresh and 1 day prior to the start of a treatment. For this 
purpose, aliquots were thawed on ice and 3 μg of Aβ1–42 were incubated in a final volume of 20 μl sterile PBS at a 
peptide concentration of 33 µM at 4 °C for 24 h. After this, the oligomerized peptides were diluted into the cul-
ture medium (i.e., Neurobasal medium, Gibco) to obtain final treatment concentrations. For negative controls, 
equivalent amounts of PBS (i.e. vehicle) were used.

Treatments.  24  h post-transfection (DIV14), the cultured hippocampal neurons were treated either 
with vehicle (PBS) or with Aβ1–42 oligomers at varying concentrations: 10 nM, 50 nM, 100 nM, 500 nM. The 
NB + medium was replaced with fresh Neurobasal medium without supplements and the peptides were diluted 
directly into the culture wells. The control wells contained no peptides but an equivalent volume of the vehicle 
used to dilute the oligomerized peptides (PBS). To interfere with p75NTR Rho-ROCK signaling, the cell perme-
able p75NTR inhibitor TAT-Pep5 Calbiochem (100 nM; Merck Millipore) and the p160 ROCK inhibitor Y-27632 
dihydrochloride (10 μM; Tocris Bioscience) were used to pre-treat the neurons for 15 min before the addition of 
Aβ1–42 oligomers into the same culture medium. For the analysis of dendritic spine density and morphology, the 
cultures were fixed after 15 min or 6 h. For the analysis of the F-actin content as well as for the measurement of 
RhoA activation the neurons were either fixed or lysed 10 min after Aβ1–42 oligomer addition.

Immunofluorescence.  Following a 10 min fixation using cold paraformaldehyde (4% in PBS), the cells 
were incubated for 1 h at room temperature (RT) in a permeabilizing and blocking buffer containing 0.2% Tri-
ton X-100 and 1.5% Normal Goat Serum (NGS, Merck) in PBS. Next, the cells were incubated overnight at 4 °C 
on a rocker with primary antibodies diluted in the permeabilizing/blocking solution. The following primary 
antibodies were used: anti-β-Amyloid peptide (either clone BAM-10, Sigma, 1:5,000, or clone 6E10, BioLeg-
end, 1:500); mouse anti-microtubule-associated protein 2 (MAP2, 1:1,000, Sigma); rabbit anti-cleaved caspase-3 
(1:500, Millipore). Secondary antibody staining was done in the dark at room temperature for 2 h using the 
following antibodies: anti-mouse IgGFcγ Subclass-I (1:500, Jackson ImmunoResearch Labs); anti-mouse IgG 
(H + L) Alexa-fluor 647 (1:500, Jackson ImmunoResearch Labs); anti-rabbit IgG (H + L) Cy3 (1:500, Jackson 
ImmunoResearch Labs). Finally, the cover slips were washed and mounted onto glass slides using anti-fading 
Fluoro-Gel embedding medium (Electron Microscopy Sciences). For the visualization of F-actin, some sets of 
cultures were stained with Alexa-fluor-Phalloidin 647 (ThermoFisher Scientific) diluted 1:40 in PBS following 
the incubation with the secondary antibody also in the dark for 1 h RT. To minimize actin disruption, the Triton-
permeabilization duration was reduced to 15 min. The subsequent steps remained unchanged.
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In one set of experiments, DNA fragmentation in dying neurons was detected using the Dead End fluori-
metric TUNEL system (Promega) according to the protocol provided. Briefly, after incubation with the second-
ary antibodies and washes in PBS, the coverslips were incubated in equilibration buffer for 10 min followed by 
addition of incubation buffer containing terminal deoxynucleaotidyl transferase (TdT) and fluorescein-12-dUTP 
(nucleotide mix). The coverslips were stained for 60 min at 37 °C in a humidified chamber kept in the dark. The 
reaction was then stopped using SSC buffer and the coverslips were washed in PBS, counterstained with DAPI, 
and mounted with anti-fading Fluoro-Gel embedding medium (Electron Microscopy Sciences).

RhoA G‑LISA.  The G-LISA RhoA activation assay was performed strictly according to the manufacturer’s 
instructions (G-LISA activation assay kit, Colorimetric format, Cytoskeleton Inc.). 9 × 105 cells were used for 
each treatment by pooling cells of two petri dishes (diameter: 3 cm) per treatment. After a 10-min treatment 
with vehicle or Aβ1–42 oligomers, cell lysates were prepared rapidly on ice. The lysates were clarified by centrifu-
gation at 10,000×g for 1 min at 4 °C. 30 μl of lysates were used for protein quantification and the remainder was 
snap-frozen in liquid nitrogen. This entire process was carried out under 10 min and was done sequentially for 
each test group. Protein quantification was performed by incubating the samples for 1 min at room temperature 
with the Precision Red Advanced Protein Assay Reagent (Cytoskeleton Inc.) provided by the kit. Absorbance 
readings were performed with a spectrophotometer at 600 nm. All samples were equilibrated to identical protein 
concentrations (0.5 mg/ml) and loaded in triplicates onto the plates kept on ice. The samples (in triplicates), the 
positive RhoA control (duplicate) and the buffer blank (duplicate) were incubated with an anti Rho-antibody 
and, after multiple washes, with the HRP-conjugated secondary antibody. A color reaction was done by applica-
tion of freshly prepared HRP A/B detection reagent and the wells were read for absorbance at 490 nm.

Image acquisition and analysis.  Hippocampal neuronal cultures stained for MAP2 and cleaved cas-
pase-3 were imaged using a Zeiss Axioplan2 microscope equipped with  a 10 × objective (NA 0.3) and Zeiss 
AxioCam MRm camera. Different excitation wavelengths were used to image MAP2, cleaved caspase-3, and 
TUNEL in each field of view. Cleaved caspase-3 and TUNEL-positive neurons were counted manually based on 
their positivity for MAP2 in merged images created using ImageJ software (https​://image​j.nih.gov/ij/).

For dendritic spine analysis, f-eGFP-labeled dendrite stretches were imaged using a confocal laser scanning 
microscope (Olympus, FluoView1000) equipped with a 40 × objective (oil, NA 1.3) with a 5 × digital zoom for a 
pixel size of 0.107 µm. Z-stack images were acquired with a 0.35 μm step-size and constant laser intensity. Well 
defined dendritic segments of healthy neurons, identified by a pyramidal cell body and by the absence of irregu-
lar membranous protrusions around the soma, were selected for imaging. Images were then deconvolved using 
AutoQuant (Media Cybernetics) and imported to the ImageJ software for analyzing dendritic spine density and 
morphology, Aβ colocalization with spines and Phalloidin fluorescence intensity.

Spine density was determined by analyzing z-stacks containing the entire dendritic stretch. The number of 
spines per unit of length (µm) was calculated by using the segmented line tool of ImageJ to measure dendritic 
length and the multipoint selection tool (ImageJ) to count spines. Morphometric analysis of dendritic spines was 
done in the same z-stacks as for the spine density using the segmented line tool of ImageJ to measure spine length 
(from its base at the dendrite to its tip) and head width (measured at the widest point of the dendritic spine).

A f-eGFP-labelled spine was considered to be colocalized with Aβ-immunoreactive puncta when seen within 
the same focal plane or one above or below. For analysis of Phalloidin intensity, regions of interest (ROIs) were 
drawn around spine heads on merged images, colocalized or not with Aβ-immunoreactivity, while being blinded 
for the phalloidin channel. Only dendritic spines with clearly defined heads were chosen for this analysis. Addi-
tional ROIs were drawn on background (no dendrite and staining). Phalloidin intensities for all selected spine 
heads were averaged and normalized to the averaged background intensity for each image individually.

All analysis were performed by an experimenter blinded for the genotype and treatment of each sample.

Data representation and statistical analysis.  Data replicates generated from at least three independ-
ent experiments were used for statistical analysis. The data were collected and organized in Microsoft Excel. 
For the generation of graphs and performing the statistical tests, the values were imported into GraphPad Prism 
6. Unless otherwise mentioned, all data is reported as mean ± SEM. Student’s t-test was used to compare two 
independent groups. One-way or Two-way ANOVA multiple-comparisons followed by Sidak or Tukey post-hoc 
tests, respectively, was used for assessing significance between more than two groups. Significance was consid-
ered for p value < 0.05; plotting used the notation as *p < 0.05, **p < 0.01, ***p < 0.001, ****p < 0.0001.

Data availability
All data generated and analyzed during this study are available from the corresponding author on reasonable 
request.

Received: 12 February 2020; Accepted: 20 July 2020

Roi
avg . spine

avg . background
= Relative actin intensity

https://imagej.nih.gov/ij/


12

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |        (2020) 10:13322  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-70153-4

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

References
	 1.	 Dechant, G. & Barde, Y. A. The neurotrophin receptor p75(NTR): novel functions and implications for diseases of the nervous 

system. Nat. Neurosci. 5, 1131–1136. https​://doi.org/10.1038/nn110​2-1131 (2002).
	 2.	 Miller, F. D. & Kaplan, D. R. Neurotrophin signalling pathways regulating neuronal apoptosis. Cell. Mol. Life Sci. 58, 1045–1053. 

https​://doi.org/10.1007/PL000​00919​ (2001).
	 3.	 Ioannou, M. S. & Fahnestock, M. ProNGF, but Not NGF, switches from neurotrophic to apoptotic activity in response to reductions 

in TrkA receptor levels. Int. J. Mol. Sci https​://doi.org/10.3390/ijms1​80305​99 (2017).
	 4.	 DeFreitas, M. F., McQuillen, P. S. & Shatz, C. J. A novel p75NTR signaling pathway promotes survival, not death, of immunopuri-

fied neocortical subplate neurons. J. Neurosci. 21, 5121–5129. https​://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUR​OSCI.21-14-05121​.2001 (2001).
	 5.	 Xie, Y., Meeker, R. B., Massa, S. M. & Longo, F. M. Modulation of the p75 neurotrophin receptor suppresses age-related basal 

forebrain cholinergic neuron degeneration. Sci. Rep. 9, 5273. https​://doi.org/10.1038/s4159​8-019-41654​-8 (2019).
	 6.	 Vilar, M. et al. Bex1, a novel interactor of the p75 neurotrophin receptor, links neurotrophin signaling to the cell cycle. EMBO J. 

25, 1219–1230. https​://doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj​.76010​17 (2006).
	 7.	 Zanin, J. P. et al. The p75NTR influences cerebellar circuit development and adult behavior via regulation of cell cycle duration of 

granule cell progenitors. J. Neurosci. 39, 9119–9129. https​://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUR​OSCI.0990-19.2019 (2019).
	 8.	 Yamashita, T., Tucker, K. L. & Barde, Y. A. Neurotrophin binding to the p75 receptor modulates Rho activity and axonal outgrowth. 

Neuron 24, 585–593. https​://doi.org/10.1016/s0896​-6273(00)81114​-9 (1999).
	 9.	 Zagrebelsky, M. et al. The p75 neurotrophin receptor negatively modulates dendrite complexity and spine density in hippocampal 

neurons. J. Neurosci. 25, 9989–9999. https​://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUR​OSCI.2492-05.2005 (2005).
	10.	 Wong, L. W., Tann, J. Y., Ibanez, C. F. & Sajikumar, S. The p75 neurotrophin receptor is an essential mediator of impairments in 

hippocampal-dependent associative plasticity and memory induced by sleep deprivation. J. Neurosci. 39, 5452–5465. https​://doi.
org/10.1523/JNEUR​OSCI.2876-18.2019 (2019).

	11.	 Rosch, H., Schweigreiter, R., Bonhoeffer, T., Barde, Y. A. & Korte, M. The neurotrophin receptor p75NTR modulates long-term 
depression and regulates the expression of AMPA receptor subunits in the hippocampus. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 102, 7362–7367. 
https​://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.05024​60102​ (2005).

	12.	 Yaar, M. et al. Binding of beta-amyloid to the p75 neurotrophin receptor induces apoptosis: a possible mechanism for Alzheimer’s 
disease. J. Clin. Invest. 100, 2333–2340. https​://doi.org/10.1172/JCI11​9772 (1997).

	13.	 Kuner, P., Schubenel, R. & Hertel, C. Beta-amyloid binds to p75NTR and activates NFkappaB in human neuroblastoma cells. J. 
Neurosci. Res. 54, 798–804. https​://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4547(19981​215)54:6<798::AID-JNR7>3.0.CO;2-T (1998).

	14.	 Perini, G. et al. Role of p75 neurotrophin receptor in the neurotoxicity by β-amyloid peptides and synergistic effect of inflamma-
tory cytokines. J. Exp. Med. 195, 907–918. https​://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20011​797 (2002).

	15.	 Dinamarca, M. C., Rios, J. A. & Inestrosa, N. C. Postsynaptic receptors for amyloid-β oligomers as mediators of neuronal damage 
in Alzheimer’s disease. Front. Physiol. 3, 464. https​://doi.org/10.3389/fphys​.2012.00464​ (2012).

	16.	 Sotthibundhu, A. et al. Beta-amyloid(1–42) induces neuronal death through the p75 neurotrophin receptor. J. Neurosci. 28, 
3941–3946. https​://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUR​OSCI.0350-08.2008 (2008).

	17.	 Shen, L. L. et al. Neurotrophin receptor p75 mediates amyloid β -induced tau pathology. Neurobiol. Dis. 132, 104567. https​://doi.
org/10.1016/j.nbd.2019.10456​7 (2019).

	18.	 Manucat-Tan, N. B. et al. Knockout of p75 neurotrophin receptor attenuates the hyperphosphorylation of Tau in pR5 mouse model. 
Aging 11, 6762–6791. https​://doi.org/10.18632​/aging​.10220​2 (2019).

	19.	 Rabizadeh, S., Bitler, C. M., Butcher, L. L. & Bredesen, D. E. Expression of the low-affinity nerve growth factor receptor enhances 
beta-amyloid peptide toxicity. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 91, 10703–10706. https​://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.91.22.10703​ (1994).

	20.	 Zhang, Y. et al. p75 neurotrophin receptor protects primary cultures of human neurons against extracellular amyloid beta peptide 
cytotoxicity. J. Neurosci. 23, 7385–7394. https​://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUR​OSCI.23-19-07385​.2003 (2003).

	21.	 Costantini, C. et al. The expression of p75 neurotrophin receptor protects against the neurotoxicity of soluble oligomers of beta-
amyloid. Exp. Cell Res. 311, 126–134. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.yexcr​.2005.09.004 (2005).

	22.	 Susen, K. & Blochl, A. Low concentrations of aggregated beta-amyloid induce neurite formation via the neurotrophin receptor 
p75. J. Mol. Med. 83, 720–735. https​://doi.org/10.1007/s0010​9-005-0671-3 (2005).

	23.	 Coulson, E. J., May, L. M., Sykes, A. M. & Hamlin, A. S. The role of the p75 neurotrophin receptor in cholinergic dysfunction in 
Alzheimer’s disease. Neuroscientist 15, 317–323. https​://doi.org/10.1177/10738​58408​33137​6 (2009).

	24.	 Pepeu, G. & Grazia Giovannini, M. The fate of the brain cholinergic neurons in neurodegenerative diseases. Brain Res. 1670, 
173–184. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.brain​res.2017.06.023 (2017).

	25.	 Meeker, R. & Williams, K. Dynamic nature of the p75 neurotrophin receptor in response to injury and disease. J. Neuroimmune 
Pharmacol. 9, 615–628. https​://doi.org/10.1007/s1148​1-014-9566-9 (2014).

	26.	 Zempel, H. & Mandelkow, E. M. Linking amyloid-beta and tau: amyloid-beta induced synaptic dysfunction via local wreckage of 
the neuronal cytoskeleton. Neurodegener. Dis. 10, 64–72. https​://doi.org/10.1159/00033​2816 (2012).

	27.	 Calabrese, B. et al. Rapid, concurrent alterations in pre- and postsynaptic structure induced by naturally-secreted amyloid-beta 
protein. Mol. Cell. Neurosci. 35, 183–193. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.mcn.2007.02.006 (2007).

	28.	 Forner, S., Baglietto-Vargas, D., Martini, A. C., Trujillo-Estrada, L. & LaFerla, F. M. Synaptic impairment in Alzheimer’s disease: 
a dysregulated symphony. Trends Neurosci. 40, 347–357. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2017.04.002 (2017).

	29.	 von Schack, D. et al. Complete ablation of the neurotrophin receptor p75NTR causes defects both in the nervous and the vascular 
system. Nat. Neurosci. 4, 977–978. https​://doi.org/10.1038/nn730​ (2001).

	30.	 Loo, D. T. et al. Apoptosis is induced by beta-amyloid in cultured central nervous system neurons. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 90, 
7951–7955. https​://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.90.17.7951 (1993).

	31.	 Lacor, P. N. et al. Abeta oligomer-induced aberrations in synapse composition, shape, and density provide a molecular basis for 
loss of connectivity in Alzheimer’s disease. J. Neurosci. 27, 796–807. https​://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUR​OSCI.3501-06.2007 (2007).

	32.	 Smith, L. M. & Strittmatter, S. M. Binding sites for amyloid-beta oligomers and synaptic toxicity. Cold Spring Harb. Perspect. Med. 
https​://doi.org/10.1101/cshpe​rspec​t.a0240​75 (2017).

	33.	 Zuccaro, E. et al. Polarized expression of p75(NTR) specifies axons during development and adult neurogenesis. Cell Rep. 7, 
138–152. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.celre​p.2014.02.039 (2014).

	34.	 Gehler, S., Gallo, G., Veien, E. & Letourneau, P. C. p75 neurotrophin receptor signaling regulates growth cone filopodial dynamics 
through modulating RhoA activity. J. Neurosci. 24, 4363–4372. https​://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUR​OSCI.0404-04.2004 (2004).

	35.	 Murakoshi, H., Wang, H. & Yasuda, R. Local, persistent activation of Rho GTPases during plasticity of single dendritic spines. 
Nature 472, 100–104. https​://doi.org/10.1038/natur​e0982​3 (2011).

	36.	 Newell-Litwa, K. A. et al. ROCK1 and 2 differentially regulate actomyosin organization to drive cell and synaptic polarity. J. Cell 
Biol. 210, 225–242. https​://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.20150​4046 (2015).

	37.	 Hedrick, N. G. et al. Rho GTPase complementation underlies BDNF-dependent homo- and heterosynaptic plasticity. Nature 538, 
104–108. https​://doi.org/10.1038/natur​e1978​4 (2016).

	38.	 Nini, L. & Dagnino, L. Accurate and reproducible measurements of RhoA activation in small samples of primary cells. Anal. 
Biochem. 398, 135–137. https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.ab.2009.11.011 (2010).

https://doi.org/10.1038/nn1102-1131
https://doi.org/10.1007/PL00000919
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms18030599
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.21-14-05121.2001
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-019-41654-8
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.emboj.7601017
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0990-19.2019
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0896-6273(00)81114-9
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2492-05.2005
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2876-18.2019
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2876-18.2019
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0502460102
https://doi.org/10.1172/JCI119772
https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-4547(19981215)54:6<798::AID-JNR7>3.0.CO;2-T
https://doi.org/10.1084/jem.20011797
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphys.2012.00464
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0350-08.2008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2019.104567
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nbd.2019.104567
https://doi.org/10.18632/aging.102202
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.91.22.10703
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.23-19-07385.2003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.yexcr.2005.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00109-005-0671-3
https://doi.org/10.1177/1073858408331376
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.brainres.2017.06.023
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11481-014-9566-9
https://doi.org/10.1159/000332816
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mcn.2007.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tins.2017.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn730
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.90.17.7951
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3501-06.2007
https://doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a024075
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.celrep.2014.02.039
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0404-04.2004
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature09823
https://doi.org/10.1083/jcb.201504046
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature19784
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ab.2009.11.011


13

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |        (2020) 10:13322  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-70153-4

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

	39.	 Yamashita, T. & Tohyama, M. The p75 receptor acts as a displacement factor that releases Rho from Rho-GDI. Nat. Neurosci. 6, 
461–467. https​://doi.org/10.1038/nn104​5 (2003).

	40.	 Swanger, S. A., Mattheyses, A. L., Gentry, E. G. & Herskowitz, J. H. ROCK1 and ROCK2 inhibition alters dendritic spine morphol-
ogy in hippocampal neurons. Cell. Logist. 5, e1133266. https​://doi.org/10.1080/21592​799.2015.11332​66 (2015).

	41.	 Jackson, J. et al. Targeting the synapse in Alzheimer’s disease. Front. Neurosci. 13, 735. https​://doi.org/10.3389/fnins​.2019.00735​ 
(2019).

	42.	 Shankar, G. M. et al. Natural oligomers of the Alzheimer amyloid-beta protein induce reversible synapse loss by modulating 
an NMDA-type glutamate receptor-dependent signaling pathway. J. Neurosci. 27, 2866–2875. https​://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUR​
OSCI.4970-06.2007 (2007).

	43.	 Walsh, D. M. et al. Naturally secreted oligomers of amyloid beta protein potently inhibit hippocampal long-term potentiation 
in vivo. Nature 416, 535–539. https​://doi.org/10.1038/41653​5a (2002).

	44.	 Shankar, G. M. et al. Amyloid-beta protein dimers isolated directly from Alzheimer’s brains impair synaptic plasticity and memory. 
Nat. Med. 14, 837–842. https​://doi.org/10.1038/nm178​2 (2008).

	45.	 Selkoe, D. J. & Hardy, J. The amyloid hypothesis of Alzheimer’s disease at 25 years. EMBO Mol. Med. 8, 595–608. https​://doi.
org/10.15252​/emmm.20160​6210 (2016).

	46.	 Ferreira, S. T., Lourenco, M. V., Oliveira, M. M. & De Felice, F. G. Soluble amyloid-beta oligomers as synaptotoxins leading to 
cognitive impairment in Alzheimer’s disease. Front. Cell. Neurosci. 9, 191. https​://doi.org/10.3389/fncel​.2015.00191​ (2015).

	47.	 Leong, Y. Q., Ng, K. Y., Chye, S. M., Ling, A. P. K. & Koh, R. Y. Mechanisms of action of amyloid-beta and its precursor protein in 
neuronal cell death. Metab. Brain Dis. 35, 11–30. https​://doi.org/10.1007/s1101​1-019-00516​-y (2020).

	48.	 Han, X. J. et al. Amyloid β-42 induces neuronal apoptosis by targeting mitochondria. Mol. Med. Rep. 16, 4521–4528. https​://doi.
org/10.3892/mmr.2017.7203 (2017).

	49.	 Puzzo, D. et al. Picomolar amyloid-beta positively modulates synaptic plasticity and memory in hippocampus. J. Neurosci. 28, 
14537–14545. https​://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUR​OSCI.2692-08.2008 (2008).

	50.	 Deshpande, A., Kawai, H., Metherate, R., Glabe, C. G. & Busciglio, J. A role for synaptic zinc in activity-dependent Abeta oligomer 
formation and accumulation at excitatory synapses. J. Neurosci. 29, 4004–4015. https​://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUR​OSCI.5980-08.2009 
(2009).

	51.	 Lacor, P. N. et al. Synaptic targeting by Alzheimer’s-related amyloid beta oligomers. J. Neurosci. 24, 10191–10200. https​://doi.
org/10.1523/JNEUR​OSCI.3432-04.2004 (2004).

	52.	 Knobloch, M. & Mansuy, I. M. Dendritic spine loss and synaptic alterations in Alzheimer’s disease. Mol. Neurobiol. 37, 73–82. 
https​://doi.org/10.1007/s1203​5-008-8018-z (2008).

	53.	 Mroczko, B., Groblewska, M., Litman-Zawadzka, A., Kornhuber, J. & Lewczuk, P. Cellular receptors of amyloid beta oligomers 
(AbetaOs) in Alzheimer’s disease. Int. J. Mol. Sci. https​://doi.org/10.3390/ijms1​90718​84 (2018).

	54.	 Long, J. M. & Holtzman, D. M. Alzheimer disease: an update on pathobiology and treatment strategies. Cell 179, 312–339. https​
://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2019.09.001 (2019).

	55.	 DeTure, M. A. & Dickson, D. W. The neuropathological diagnosis of Alzheimer’s disease. Mol. Neurodegener. 14, 32. https​://doi.
org/10.1186/s1302​4-019-0333-5 (2019).

	56.	 Wei, W. et al. Amyloid beta from axons and dendrites reduces local spine number and plasticity. Nat. Neurosci. 13, 190–196. https​
://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2476 (2010).

	57.	 Jarosz-Griffiths, H. H., Noble, E., Rushworth, J. V. & Hooper, N. M. Amyloid-beta receptors: the good, the bad, and the prion 
protein. J. Biol. Chem. 291, 3174–3183. https​://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.R115.70270​4 (2016).

	58.	 Gibbs, R. B., McCabe, J. T., Buck, C. R., Chao, M. V. & Pfaff, D. W. Expression of NGF receptor in the rat forebrain detected 
with in situ hybridization and immunohistochemistry. Brain Res. Mol. Brain Res. 6, 275–287. https​://doi.org/10.1016/0169-
328x(89)90073​-9 (1989).

	59.	 Mufson, E. J. & Kordower, J. H. Cortical neurons express nerve growth factor receptors in advanced age and Alzheimer disease. 
Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA. 89, 569–573. https​://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.89.2.569 (1992).

	60.	 Knowles, J. K. et al. The p75 neurotrophin receptor promotes amyloid-beta(1–42)-induced neuritic dystrophy in vitro and in vivo. 
J. Neurosci. 29, 10627–10637. https​://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUR​OSCI.0620-09.2009 (2009).

	61.	 Qian, L. et al. Removal of p75 neurotrophin receptor expression from cholinergic basal forebrain neurons reduces amyloid-beta 
plaque deposition and cognitive impairment in aged APP/PS1 mice. Mol. Neurobiol. 56, 4639–4652. https​://doi.org/10.1007/s1203​
5-018-1404-2 (2019).

	62.	 Yaar, M. et al. Amyloid beta binds trimers as well as monomers of the 75-kDa neurotrophin receptor and activates receptor signal-
ing. J. Biol. Chem. 277, 7720–7725. https​://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M1109​29200​ (2002).

	63.	 Hasebe, N. et al. Soluble beta-amyloid Precursor Protein Alpha binds to p75 neurotrophin receptor to promote neurite outgrowth. 
PLoS ONE 8, e82321. https​://doi.org/10.1371/journ​al.pone.00823​21 (2013).

	64.	 Wang, K. C., Kim, J. A., Sivasankaran, R., Segal, R. & He, Z. P75 interacts with the Nogo receptor as a co-receptor for Nogo, MAG 
and OMgp. Nature 420, 74–78. https​://doi.org/10.1038/natur​e0117​6 (2002).

	65.	 Henderson, B. W. et al. Pharmacologic inhibition of LIMK1 provides dendritic spine resilience against beta-amyloid. Sci. Signal. 
https​://doi.org/10.1126/scisi​gnal.aaw93​18 (2019).

	66.	 Sellers, K. J. et al. Amyloid beta synaptotoxicity is Wnt-PCP dependent and blocked by fasudil. Alzheimers Dement. 14, 306–317. 
https​://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2017.09.008 (2018).

	67.	 Rush, T. et al. Synaptotoxicity in Alzheimer’s disease involved a dysregulation of actin cytoskeleton dynamics through cofilin 1 
phosphorylation. J. Neurosci. 38, 10349–10361. https​://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUR​OSCI.1409-18.2018 (2018).

	68.	 Zagrebelsky, M., Godecke, N., Remus, A. & Korte, M. Cell type-specific effects of BDNF in modulating dendritic architecture of 
hippocampal neurons. Brain Struct. Funct. 223, 3689–3709. https​://doi.org/10.1007/s0042​9-018-1715-0 (2018).

	69.	 Takata, K. et al. Possible involvement of small oligomers of amyloid-beta peptides in 15-deoxy-delta 12,14 prostaglandin J2-sensitive 
microglial activation. J. Pharmacol. Sci. 91, 330–333. https​://doi.org/10.1254/jphs.91.330 (2003).

Acknowledgements
This work was supported by a fellowship to AP from the German Academic Exchange Service (DAAD) and 
by grants of the European Union Joint Program–Neurodegenerative Disease (JPND) consortium InCure, the 
Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, German Research Foundation) – Project-ID 97850925 – SFB 854, and 
the Immunology and Inflammation Initiative of the Helmholtz Association. We thank Diane Mundil for excel-
lent technical assistance. The contributions of Julia Baumann are highly acknowledged. Open access funding 
provided by Projekt DEAL.

Author contributions
A.P. performed and analyzed the experiments. M.Z., M.K., and A.H. designed and analyzed the experiments 
and interpreted the data. M.Z. and A.H. wrote the manuscript. A.P., M.K., M.Z., and A.H. reviewed and edited 

https://doi.org/10.1038/nn1045
https://doi.org/10.1080/21592799.2015.1133266
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2019.00735
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4970-06.2007
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.4970-06.2007
https://doi.org/10.1038/416535a
https://doi.org/10.1038/nm1782
https://doi.org/10.15252/emmm.201606210
https://doi.org/10.15252/emmm.201606210
https://doi.org/10.3389/fncel.2015.00191
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11011-019-00516-y
https://doi.org/10.3892/mmr.2017.7203
https://doi.org/10.3892/mmr.2017.7203
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.2692-08.2008
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.5980-08.2009
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3432-04.2004
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3432-04.2004
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12035-008-8018-z
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijms19071884
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2019.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2019.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13024-019-0333-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13024-019-0333-5
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2476
https://doi.org/10.1038/nn.2476
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.R115.702704
https://doi.org/10.1016/0169-328x(89)90073-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0169-328x(89)90073-9
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.89.2.569
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.0620-09.2009
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12035-018-1404-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12035-018-1404-2
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M110929200
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0082321
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature01176
https://doi.org/10.1126/scisignal.aaw9318
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jalz.2017.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1409-18.2018
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00429-018-1715-0
https://doi.org/10.1254/jphs.91.330


14

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |        (2020) 10:13322  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-70153-4

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

the manuscript. M.K. initiated the project and acquired the funding. All authors read and approved the final 
manuscript.

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary information  is available for this paper at https​://doi.org/10.1038/s4159​8-020-70153​-4.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to A.H.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access   This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the 
Creative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from 
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creat​iveco​mmons​.org/licen​ses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2020

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-70153-4
www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Signaling via the p75 neurotrophin receptor facilitates amyloid-β-induced dendritic spine pathology
	Anchor 2
	Anchor 3
	Results
	The genetic ablation of the p75 neurotrophin receptor protects hippocampal neurons against Aβ1–42 mediated spine pathology. 
	Overexpression of p75NTR leads to higher sensitivity of primary hippocampal neurons to the deleterious effects of Aβ1–42 on dendritic spines. 
	The localization of amyloid-β at dendritic spines is dependent on the levels of p75NTR. 
	Mechanistic insight: amyloid-β induced activation of RhoA requires presence of p75NTR. 
	The inhibition of p75NTR-mediated RhoAROCK signaling rescues amyloid-induced changes in dendritic spine morphology. 
	Involvement of p75NTR amyloid-β induced changes in the actin filament. 

	Discussion
	Materials and methods
	Mice. 
	Cell cultures. 
	Transfection. 
	Aβ peptide preparation. 
	Treatments. 
	Immunofluorescence. 
	RhoA G-LISA. 
	Image acquisition and analysis. 
	Data representation and statistical analysis. 

	References
	Acknowledgements


