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DNAE BEHH 7158 +aahs Sold ofe]
279 DaUs 49w wdEde T Ak
t}. DNAZE A 4, vtelz]o} HU A3 DNase |
& njAHA o2 DNAC] Zgsh, {3} $ae
ZAd Foiste B2 IYAEL w5 Ao s
DNAs} Zggct. APugolr sa23 4rA
(hydrogen bonding complementarity), " 2}% AF¥.AJ
(electronic complementarity), ) #|# ol (steric hindra-
nce), FHFF(local structure), L8] 3 3}Atel
(hydration)S0] MZo|He| & F& Ao
dei 9lem o]E2 =5 DNAS d7|xds} 7
44 BAF 74X Stk weka] DNASH whuy
Hatels] Aghikgol ¥ 7= DNAS] A&
Asel Bkt e el oS Fasiohn Az
o} geby BeTFoldE 54 22bms DNAC 2
P3e o vehhs DNA 72l W3k Bashst
3Fadch. Model oligonucleotide 2 AF2-%1 d(CGTATACG)
= DNA§A17](ABI 391 model)E A}-43}o] B-cyan-
oethyl phosphoramidite chemistry®] 2.2 ¥4 & o}-g
dialysis® 2.2 A A stgict. 2|2 Bal of Fo
amidino”] & 7122 9] o.®A] DNA o]&1}A12] mi-
nor grooveol] Z§3l= berenil¥2}E A3t
Berenil[1,3-bis(4'-amidinophenyl) triazene]:> 23} A
FEXA7 antiviral 54& elde S22 A bo-
vine trypanosomiasis®] | FA| 2 o] &5 1 gl= A
olt}(Fig. 1). Berenil#} o]Z1}4l DNAAJo]S] <i7]

Al H-o]2 (base-sequence specific)Zd §H4H-2-2 DN-
ase I3} hydroxy radical footprintingH}eol] 23} 4]
gql® vl gjon,® d(CGCGAATTCGCG),S d
(GCAATTGC),E =3 DNAZ o] 43l od-F AT}l
2151 berenil-> DNA minor groove2] 5-AAT-3' ¥
2ol Aoz Agsle AoR gBA AR
F| ol o] ¥2P7F A-T 971%¢] B2 DNAS] mi-
nor grooveol] 7Z3§e ¥t olyz} intercalation® ¥
& lthe F3o] A|7ls]o] o] 53 9t
2|7kl 23t DNA e} 2] W31E as}r] s
'"H NMR7]*83} 2-Dimensional Nuclear Overhauser

Model Oligonucleotide

S -CGTATACG -3
12345678
8765432.1

3-GCATATGC-5

Berenil

Fig. 1. Model oligonucleotide and berenil.
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Fig. 2. "H NMR spectra of d(CGTATACG), and its ber-
enil complex.

Enhancement Spectroscopy(2-D NOESY)E- ¢]-4-3}51
o, $ake o2 5 Aol ke 8E Aol
nuclear Overhauser enhancement(NOE)®] 4|7} 23]
Az AR g Fohe FHoR gol o] ghe!

7471 2% d(CGTATACG):= 100 mM NaCle] %
¥ 20 mM phosphate buffer(pH 7.0) 450 pLol] =
o] 3 o7]el 50 uLe] D,0E 7}§t vhs NMRAI ol
AH23151 1, berenil-d(CGTATACG), 2§ = e
oz falg Fulsls % 33HE9] molew]r}
1:10) &2 s}t WA d(CGTATACG),¢ d
(CGTATACG),-berenil 28 #]2] 'H NMR spectraS-
v]x3}H  berenilel] 98] iminoAet W7 F
(base proton)?] FHAl T Fo] 43| W= ‘i’l—n—i
uEg o = qloh(Fig. 2). FEH LEle| =2 wErb
%+ 44 ¥ (exchangeable proton)5< 433 NOE
connectivity 2} oJ2] X oA HAHH F4# Fedal
59} %) o3, BHEAS
geable proton)y5-2 =% NOE connectivity & 31
3ko] 2] A (assignment)s} i tH(Table 1).

2-dimensional NOESY A # E & & imino <-4 85
o] FHAZES AR G2 T3 imino +4¥E
Apolefl A qE NOE7} #A=9l 3 o] 52 berenil 2§
9| e33kg wbA] skt zElvt TS imino 4239
FH Al 3= berenild A3 Fol| At ok H S
#ut ol)z} chemical shift® downfield B}3ko 3
0.35 ppm £33t} o]+ T3 imino $=A#Mo] berenil
A F 22 wke g 0.16 ppm 3 Aol wlEtH
As] & W3tz o] TS imino 547} berenil 2
9ol #1238k = T3 imino AR} A
Aol v 7h7kE ol HA S o m|jich(Fig. 3).

Table 2+ d(CGTATACG),2} berenil-d(CGTATACG),

<4 ¥ (nonexchan-

.Table 1. Assignments of 'H NMR signals of a d

(CGTATACG); duplex (ppm from a TMS signal)

nuclei  d(CGTATACG),  berenil difference
complex
C1HS5 5.95 572 -0.23
C1H6 7.70 7.53 -0.17
G2H8 8.04 8.04 0.00
T3H6 7.33 7.38 +0.05
T3CH3 156 1.61 +0.05
Ad4H2 7.33 7.54 +0.21
A4H8 8.40 8.39 -0.01
T5H6 7.24 7.09 -0.15
TSCH3 151 1.53 +0.02
A6H2 7.45 7.77 +0.32
AG6HS8 829 8.10 -0.19
C7HS 5.36 531 -0.05
C7H6 732 723 -0.09
G8HS8 7.93 7.83 -0.10
C1HT' 579 571 -0.08
G2H1' 6.04 5.99 -0.05
T3H1 5.78 5.66 -0.12
A4HY' 6.30 5.98 -032
TSHY' 5.65 4.60 -1.05
A6HI' 6.20 4.77 -143
C7HY' 5.65 4.75 -0.87
G8HI' 6.17 6.09 -0.08
C1H2 2.11 1.85 -0.26
G2H2' 2.73 2.74 +0.01
T3H2' 2.26 2.26 0.00
A4H2' 271 251 -0.20
TSH2' 2.09 1.85 -0.24
AG6H2' 2.69 234 -0.35
C7H2' 191 - -
G8H2' 2.38 2.32 -0.06
C1H2" 2.51 2.34 -0.17
G2H2" 2.86 2.84 -0.02
T3H2" 2.59 2.49 -0.10
A4H2" 3.00 272 —~0.28
TSH2" 247 2.04 -0.43
A6H2" 2.86 2.58 -0.28
C7H2" 231 - -
G8H2" 2.62 2.65 +0.03
G2NH 12.78 12.53 -0.25
T3NH 13.45 13.78 +0.33
TSNH 13.30 13.96 +0.66
YA 9715283 44els) £344 NOES) 4t

A<l intensityE ®o)3 glrh. A-w= B-DNA Tl
43l DNAA 2+-& 7o o] f3le H7)¢aE
Abole] A2l ek 4~5 A EQ) A 02 X-ray 3|
A Az Re FeiA k. 2 AjelA Falz
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Fig. 3. Imino proton region of 2-D NOESY of d
(CGTATACG); (A) and its berenil complex (B).

2-D NOE spectracl| A= G2H8%} T3H6, A4H8Z} T
5H6, 18]35 AGH8S} CTH6AtolelA] WA 733t
NOEE ¥.gledl o]+ o|Fw419] helical parameter
Z A& rotation angleo|t} roll angle 3= ¥R AFA
l tilt angle2 13} o] & A7|AE Alole A=}
dnbdl A- w1 B-DNATS 3-8 793 &
£ 9)u]gie}. Berenil-d(CGTATACG), £-§HA ol A =
C7H62} G8H8Alo| 2] NOE connectivityt= 33 3
=R ekgror) 120l ®E £33 NOE connectiv-
ity T334 A=), o] berenilol] 2j3) d
(CGTATACG), ¢|Fv}42] 3'- terminal 34491 C7H
63} G8H8re]e] A2l7} 5Aolpoz Hejgd g

'T able 2. The comparison of the sequential NOE intensity

Base protons showing d(CGTATACG), d(CGTATACG),
sequential NOE -berenil complex

contact
C1H6/G2HS8 + ++
G2HS8/T3H6 +++ ++
T3H6/A4HS8 +++ +++
A4HS8/T5H6 +++ +++
T5H6/A6HS8 + ++
A6H8/C7H6 +++ ++
C7H6/G8H8 ++ -

(++4), (++) and (+) denote strong, medium and weak
NOE contact, respectively. And () denotes no NOE
contact was observed.

BolZc}, |3 G2H8:} T3H6, A6H83} CTH6A}
ol2] Aele berenildl] 23] ZF v "oz owi,
C1H69} G2HS8, T5H62} A6HS8AL)e] 7= 23]
7 A& o 5 oloh

A- % B-DNAZ] deoxyribose H1'& 7+-& +Z3| ¢
elo]=29] 7| A(pyrimidined] <37]2) H6 &
purine] %17]2] H8)ZHE] <F 3.6~3.8 A2] 7]
5102 e 395 o3t gl Letlsel
d7]4=4(H6 =& H8)9} 4.6 A(A-DNA) == 35A
(B-DNAYH =98] Aelel A3} 9le] 213 NOE
connectivity S F-813}4] H.qlt}. o]2{g HI'9] EA]
€ H1'#} 47]9:552] XA (assignment)ol] £3] o]
4.¥lt}. Fig. 4= H1'3} H6 =+ H8A}o]2] NOE con-
nectivity & Ho|3 ¢lt}. ¢|F A d(CGTATACG )0l
A HI'E 59 r2electo|=e) g7) st 3%
22 o]dh: FEHLEle| =] Grigate]elA
A2 A w57 A|71¢] NOES B3iovt T3HI
€ T3H6H th= AdH8Alo|ol|A] ] 743 NOEE B
2, TS2} C79] H1'R 3mbeke) o] 3k baseo} 4M
t} =< nucleotide®] base4~2} v 7}% NOE con-
nectivity 5 B.¢c}t. 18] 3 7.25 ppm¥} 8.25 ppmell A
C1H59} 748 NOEE ueti= peakr} =<
o]+ CINH®| F 2ol 2§k A o2 7+7t guan-
ineshe] sa7Agel Bojslx] b St P
o BoIshs 20l o8k olc}. Berenilo] 2 gha}al
A} HI's#} 37)4245-2] chemical shifte} o]E-A}o]e]
NOE~7} AF3] wisledch £3) TS, A62} C72) HI'9)
chemical shifti= 7]2] 1 ppm ¥+ 1 o|Ate] & Eo
2 upfield Wako 2 olgF3leict. oleidt &AL d
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Fig. 4. Sequential NOE connectivities between H1' and
base protons of d(CGTATACG), (A) and its berenil
complex (B).

(GCAATTGC)9} d(CGCGAATTCGCG)ol s 3
s ed® o] AFEL ZH3H octamersllAlE 5
7 6 2)x|, 18] 7 dodecamerollA{+= 7HI 8H ¢
2)¢] H17} berenils}e] ¥Rl 23 vl AsiA|
chemical shift7} upfield 2. 1558 & = gl%ic}h. Ber-
enil gt ¥ A4H1'?} TSH6, A6H1'?} CTH6A0]2)
NOE7} 7ol =7 <Fsh=gl o), ok Hl'o] i3}
= NOEel| M= 137t A 2] =2 $shcHTable 3).

o]Ake] A}ol A d(CGTATACG)®l berenilo] Z

Table 3. The comparison of NOE intensity between the
base proton and the deoxyribose H1'

Protons showing d(CGTATACG), d(CGTATACG),

NOE contacts -berenil complex
C1H6/C1HY' ++° +++
C1H1/G2HS8 ++ ++
G2H8/G2H1" +++ +++
G2H1'/T3H6 +++ ++
T3H6/T3H1' ++ ++
T3H1'/A4HS8 +++ +++
A4H8/A4HT' L4t +++
A4H1'/TSH6 +++ +
TS5H6/T5HT +++ +++
T5H1'/A6HS8 ++ ++
A6HS8/A6H1' +++ +++
A6H1'/C7TH6 +++ +
C7TH6/C7HY' +++ ++
C7H1'/G8HS ++ ++
G8H8/G8H1' +++ +++

(#4++), (++) and (+) denote strong, medium and weak
NOE contact, respectively.

sl A4, T59} A69] A U Lelol = 4255
C7HI'0] Al8tA] 43-& whe AL & $ sl A
4H29} A6H2:= berenilel| 23 chemical shift7} dow-
nfields} 3k 2 2 T5H62} A6H8+ upfieldd}3f o 2 &
R ow, T3¢9 T52] imino 4% berenilel] )&l
downfield®} 3k o 2, G29] imino 4+ upfield¥} 3}k
o7 o]ttt} 31 A4, T52} A62] HI', H2'3}
H2" $45L 25 upfield W}bako 2 34 wsls A
o] &A=} o] berenil®] benzeneizle} FF
g 2 efo]= o] AthA $1x]of uhE benzene 2]
9] ring current T3} A 7ot A3 AL o]
e Ago] 38 o 75 ZAos A4E
kgl NOE Hl71 248 37 A& AH R
&b A4H1'3} TSH6ALe), A6H1'# CTH6A}0)L)
#2]7} berenilz}e] Zgtol o3 vlwdy & o8
7RSS & &tk ol A¥EAte s
berenil-d(CGTATACG), 28 4]¢] FAA <  confor-
mation®} helical parameter5¢] 7S ¢ 5 glov},
AR AINE 7|23 A ghdel] 27Ich bere-
nile- d(CGTATACG),] 4, 5, 69132} -ATA-3-3-¢)
minor grooveo| A¥st= 702 APztEich

o] EF& 19953 % ATt FAte] T}
A Apnlol o5le] APEAS



w

. Yoshida,

Berenil3 d(CGTATACG), Duplex®] Zgtol 3t dxp7] g+

el 2 B 8

. Record, Jr., M. T.; Mazur, S. J.; Melancon, P.;

Rose, J. H.; Shaner, S. L.; Unger, L. Ann. Rev.
Biochem. 1981, 50, 997.

. von Hippel, P. H.; Berg, O. G. in Protein-Nucleic

Acid Interaction; Saenger, W.; Heinemann, U.;
Eds.; Macmillan Press: London, 1989; p 1.

. Clercq, D.; Dann, O. J. Med. Chem. 1980, 23, 787.
. Portugal, J.; Waring, M. J. Eur. J. Biochem. 1987,

167, 281.

. Zimmer, C.; Wihnert, U. Prog. Biophys. Mol. Biol.

1986, 47, 31.

M.; Banville, D. L.; Shafer, R. H.

10.

11.

12.

523

Biochemistry 1990, 29, 6585.

. Lane, A. N.; Jenkins, T. C.; Brown, T.; Neidle, S.

Biochemistry 1991, 30, 1372.

. Hu, S.; Weisz, K.; James, T. L.; Shafer, R. H. Eur.

J. Biochem. 1992, 204, 31.

. Pilch, D. S.; Kirolos, M. L.; Lieu, X; Plum, G. E.

Breslauer, K. J. Biochemistry 1995, 34, 9962.

Yoo, S.; Huh, S; Shin, J.; Cheong, C.[Bull. Kore]
an Chem. Soc. 1966, 17, 109.

Jeener, J.; Meier, B. H.; Bachmann, P.; Emst, R. R.
J. Chem. Phys. 1979, 71, 4546.

Wiithrich, K. NMR of Proteins and Nucleic Acids;
John Wiley and Sons: New York, 1986; p 214.


../publi/bul/bu96n2/109.pdf

