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conformational variability in the
SARS-CoV-2 spike protein RBD induced by two
broadly neutralizing monoclonal antibodies†
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SARS-CoV-2 spike proteins play a critical role in infection by interacting with the ACE2 receptors. Their

receptor-binding domains and N-terminal domains exhibit remarkable flexibility and can adopt various

conformations that facilitate receptor engagement. Previous structural studies have reported the RBD of

the spike protein in “up”, “down”, and various intermediate states, as well as its different conformational

changes during ACE2 binding. This flexibility also influences its interactions with the neutralizing

antibodies, yet its role in the antibody complexes remains understudied. In this study, we used cryo-

electron microscopy to investigate the structural properties of two broadly neutralizing monoclonal

antibodies, THSC20.HVTR04 and THSC20.HVTR26. These antibodies were isolated from an unvaccinated

individual and demonstrated potent neutralization of multiple SARS-CoV-2 variants. Our analysis

revealed distinct binding characteristics and conformational changes in the spike RBD upon binding with

the monoclonal antibodies. The structural characterization of the spike protein-monoclonal antibody

complexes provided valuable insights into the structural variability of the spike protein and the possible

mechanisms for antibody-mediated neutralization.
Introduction

Severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2)
has infected over 700 million people globally and caused
more than 7.7 million deaths (https://covid19.who.int/). The
trimeric spike (S) protein of SARS-CoV-2 is a homotrimeric
type I transmembrane fusion glycoprotein that facilitates the
initiation of the virus infection by binding to the human
angiotensin-converting enzyme 2 (ACE2) receptor found on the
epithelial cells.1 The S protein consists of two subunits: S1 and
S2. S1 contains the N-terminal domain (NTD) and the receptor
binding domain (RBD). The receptor binding domain (RBD) is
responsible for interacting with the host ACE2 receptor and
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initiates the infection. Thus, the RBD is the principal target for
neutralizing antibodies to inhibit the interactions between RBD
and the ACE2 receptors, as well as the involvement of the S2
subunit in membrane fusion. The receptor-binding motif
(RBM) within the S1/RBD region is responsible for extensive
binding with the N-terminal alpha-helix of the ACE2 receptor.2,3

The S1/RBD-ACE2 binding allows S2 to undergo conformational
changes that further promote the fusion of the viral and host
membranes. This enables the viral RNA to enter the host cell
and establish infection.4 The RBD region of the S protein can
switch between closed and open forms based on its engagement
with the receptor, and both forms can co-exist at equilibrium.3

The receptor initially binds to the “one RBD-up” conformation,
which facilitates a sequential movement of the other RBDs to
the “up” conformation. Cryo-EM-based structural studies have
reported different conformational states of ACE2 bound to the
RBD.5,6

Additionally, so far, several neutralizing antibodies have
been reported to broadly target three specic sites in the S1
subunit: (a) the NTD region,7,8 (b) the ACE2 binding surface of
the RBD (blocking the S-ACE2 interaction)9,10 and (c) rarely the
N-linked glycans in RBD (without any inuence on S-ACE2
interaction).11 However, the last two processes have demon-
strated destabilization of RBD binding with the ACE2
receptor.12–14 Due to the conserved nature of the S2 stem-helix
RSC Adv., 2025, 15, 14385–14399 | 14385
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region of the S protein, several broadly neutralizing antibodies
(bnAbs) have been isolated against this region to block the viral
fusion machinery. Along with bnAbs, several potent fusion
inhibitors against heptad repeat 1 (HR1) and heptad repeat 2
(HR2) have also been designed.14–16 While the binding of ACE2
to the RBD induces various conformational states, antibodies
bound to the RBD may also stabilize or induce several inter-
mediate states. However, most studies have not focused on the
conformational exibility of the RBD during monoclonal anti-
body (mAb)-mediated neutralization despite its potential
importance in determining the neutralization efficacy.

Recently, we reported several SARS-CoV-2 RBD-reactive mAbs
isolated from an unvaccinated convalescent donor who was
infected with ancestral SARS-CoV-2 in early 2020.17,18 Of these
antibodies, two (THSC20.HVTR04 & THSC20.HVTR26) demon-
strated potent neutralization capability towards several SARS-
CoV-2 variants of concern (VOCs), such as Alpha, Beta,
Gamma, and Delta, and variants of interest (VOIs), such as
Kappa and Delta Plus. However, only THSC20.HVTR26
neutralized Omicron B.1.1.529 (BA.1) variant.17 Conversely, we
found that THSC20.HVTR04 could potently neutralize the
Omicron BA.2 and BA.4/BA.5 variants but not the BA.1 variant.18

Previous studies have suggested that the antibody-bound
conformational states of the RBD region are crucial for
neutralization and inhibiting ACE2 receptor binding.19,20

However, antigen–antibody binding can induce allosteric
conformational changes in the antigen.21 Additionally, previous
studies have characterized the conformational changes of IgG
when bound to small antigens22 and its conformational vari-
abilities both in the presence and absence of the interacting
partners.23 Therefore, understanding the conformational
selectivity associated with antigen–antibody complexes is
crucial. Only a few studies have described the structural char-
acteristics of antibody-mediated dynamics.24 Here, we have
characterized the high-resolution structure of the S-protein
bound to the two broadest mAbs at a resolution of 4.5 Å using
cryo-EM. The structural analysis showed the conformational
exibility of the two Fabs bound to the S protein, which adopts
several conformations. Furthermore, we demonstrate that mAb/
Fab can modulate the position of the RBD domain, resulting in
a more open conformation of the S protein RBD. More inter-
estingly, our study shows that the RBD-Fab complex may adopt
new conformations that have not been demonstrated previ-
ously, but the interaction of the epitope residues is conserved in
different conformations of RBD-Fab. These structural insights
will be benecial to designing antibody-based drugs in the
future.

Results
Structural properties of S-protein-bound THSC20.HVTR04
(Fab4) and THSC20.HVTR04 (Fab26) complexes based on
cryo-EM analysis

Neutralization efficiency was exhibited by both mAbs, namely,
THSC20.HVTR04 and THSC20.HVTR26, indicating epitope
conservation in most of the variants tested17,18. Next, we per-
formed single-particle cryo-electron micrography (cryo-EM) to
14386 | RSC Adv., 2025, 15, 14385–14399
decipher the neutralization mechanism of both
THSC20.HVTR04 and THSC20.HVTR26 antibodies. For cryo-
EM-based structural analysis, the SARS-CoV-2 S protein was
incubated with the Fab fragments of both mAbs. Previous
studies have demonstrated that both puried Fabs (referred to
as Fab4 and Fab26 here on) could strongly bind to the RBD.17,18

However, we also carried out negative stain TEM analysis to rst
predict the frequency of the Fab-bound forms of the S protein
complexes. For TEM analysis, the SARS-CoV-2 S protein was
incubated separately with the two Fabs (Fab4/THSC20.HVTR04
and Fab26/THSC20.HVTR26). Negative staining (NS) TEM
imaging and reference-free 2D classications were performed to
investigate the sample quality and visualize the dynamic nature
of the S protein-antibody interactions. Our TEM studies showed
that most of the S proteins were highly homogeneous triangular
cone-shaped molecules with some extra densities associated
with the RBDs in the S1 region (Fig. S1†), which were completely
absent in previously reported negative staining images of the
intact S protein at different pH conditions.2 These extra densi-
ties clearly represent the binding of Fabs to the S protein in
different proportions. Additionally, no tendency of S protein
aggregation was observed in the presence of either Fab4 or F26
(Fig. S1A and B†). The reference-free 2D class averages of the S
protein with Fabs indicated that the extra densities were related
to the RBDs. In 2D class averages, only one Fab, two Fab, and
three Fab densities were clearly visible in different class aver-
ages. Overall, the NS-TEM analysis indicated that themajority of
the S protein formed a stable complex with the Fab fragment
(Fig. S1†). These results encouraged us to proceed with the
structural characterization of the S protein complexes with Fab4
and Fab26 using cryo-EM.

Thus, to achieve our targets, we examined the conforma-
tional changes of the S protein protomers by complexing both
the Fabs with the S trimer under physiological and cryogenic
conditions. The Fab fragments Fab4 and Fab26 were incubated
with the SARS-CoV-2 S protein ectodomain and imaged at
cryogenic temperature to analyze the structural properties. In
the cryo-EM analysis, we were able to see extra densities at the
RBDs in the S1 region of the S protein in reference-free 2D class
averages (Fig. S2†). Most of the 2D class averages indicated that
the S protein either interacts with two Fabs or three Fabs to
form complexes, which was noticeable for both the Fabs
(Fig. S2A and B†). Therefore, 3D classication and renement
were performed to characterize the high-resolution 3D struc-
tures of S protein complexes with Fab4 and Fab26. For this,
a low-resolution (40 Å) S protein trimer was used as the initial
model (EMD-31096). Interestingly, a Fab-like density appeared
near the RBD region aer 3D classication (Fig. S3 and S4†) for
both Fabs, whereas the initial model demonstrated only the S
protein with no Fab density. The Fab densities were clearly
visible and rmly connected with RBDs, and this was supported
by the negative staining TEM results. As a result, the high-
resolution cryo-EM maps of both Fabs with S protein in the
“up” state were resolved, and the different projections are
shown in Fig. 1. Furthermore, we captured the structural vari-
abilities of RBDs bound to the Fab. Amongst them, the best
classes were targeted to obtain the high-resolution cryo-EM
© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
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Fig. 1 Cryo-EMmaps of the spike (S) protein-Fab complex: (A) high-resolution EMmap showing the two RBDs (in the up conformation) of the S
trimer bound to two independent Fab4 units. Top and side views of the complexes are shown. (B) High-resolution EMmap of one-up RBD of the
S trimer bound to one Fab26; the top and side views of the complexes are shown. S protein protomers (Pro 1, 2, 3) are colored gold, magenta, and
cyan, respectively, while the Fab is colored orange-red.
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maps of the Fab4 complexes. Finally, we obtained three
different conformations of the Fab4-S complexes with global
resolutions of 4.54 Å, 5.15 Å, and 4.90 Å (Fig. 2A–F and S6†),
respectively. The three different states of the Fab4-S trimer
complex were as follows: two Fabs bound to the S protein pro-
tomer (state I-initial stage) and three Fabs bound to the S
protein (state II – intermediate stage and state III – nal stage)
(Fig. 2A–F). From this study, we identied the actual Fab4-RBD
binding propensity from these 3D classication studies, which
indicated that Fab4 adopts two-Fab and three-Fab binding
conformations (Fig. 2L). However, a lesser proportion of the
Fab4-S protein complex was observed to be in the three-Fab
binding states, in which three Fabs interacted with three
RBDs, and all three RBDs were in the up and partial open
conformation (Fig. 2A–F, S3, and S4†). A major population was
observed to exist in the two-Fab state i.e., two Fab4 tightly
interacted with two RBDs in the up conformation, whereas the
remaining one RBD existed in the down and closed conforma-
tion (Fig. 2L). Similarly, conformational variabilities were
observed in Fab26 bound to the S protein (Fig. 2G–J); two Fab26
tightly interacted with two up-conformation RBDs – state I
© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
(Fig. 2G and I) and another state II, in which each protomer
accommodated a partially opened RBD of the S trimer (Fig. 2H
and J). The proportion of the two- and three-Fab binders was
equivalent in the case of the Fab26 complexes (Fig. 2K). These
results suggest that both antibodies interact strongly with the S
protein RBD. However, signicant conformational heterogene-
ities exist in the RBDs and Fab structures. This observation
prompted us further to identify the conformational variabilities
of the S-trimer-Fab complexes.
Conformational dynamics of the SARS-CoV-2 S protein
complexed with Fab4

To analyze the conformational dynamics of the S protein-bound
Fab4 and Fab26 complexes, we initially analyzed the Fab4-S
trimer complex and captured three different conformations:
the rst with two bound fab units and the second with three
bound Fabs, and the binding of three Fabs to the S protein
adopts two different conformations (Fig. 2A–F). As mentioned
earlier, we determined several cryo-EMmaps of the S-trimer-Fab
complexes at different resolutions. However, we considered the
RSC Adv., 2025, 15, 14385–14399 | 14387
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Fig. 2 Outline of different conformational states captured from the Fab4- and Fab26-bound S trimer complexes: (A) cryo-EM map represents
state I where two Fab4 units are bound to two “up” RBD conformation protomers. The colors of the first, second, and third protomers are gold,
magenta, and cyan, respectively. Fab is colored orange-red. (B) Cryo-EMmap of state II; two Fab4 units bound to “up” RBD and one Fab4 bound
to partially open RBD. (C) State III represents an atomic model of three Fab4 units bound to the open form of the protomers. Shifting of all the
RBDs from one state to another upon binding to Fab4 is shown by arrows. (D–F) Atomic models of the different conformations of the captured
Fab4-S complexes (states I, II and III, respectively). (G) Cryo-EM map of state I represents two Fab26 units bound to two “up” RBD conformation
protomers. The shift of one RBDwhile binding to Fab26 is shown by the arrow. (H) Cryo-EMmap of state II represents three Fab26 units bound to

14388 | RSC Adv., 2025, 15, 14385–14399 © 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
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most high-resolution EM-map of the Fab4-S trimer complex to
analyze the Fab4-RBD interaction (Fig. 3A and B) at atomic
resolution. The available crystal structure (PDB ID: 7KMS) was
docked into the EM maps, which were further rened using
real-space renement to calculate the atomic models of all the
conformational states and identify the detailed conformational
changes (Fig. 2D–F) in the Fab4-S trimer complexes. This atomic
model of S protein with two Fab4 complexes allowed us to
characterize the epitopes for each protomer from each state,
which are represented as a heatmap in Fig. 3C. A total of 16
amino acid residues interacting with Fab4 were identied. The
strong interacting residues were identied as N440, K444, V445,
G446, G447, P499, and T500 based on their involvement in each
protomer from different states (Fig. 3C), which agrees with our
previous observation.17 Fab4 belongs to the family of IGHV3-53
antibodies, and based on the interaction studies, we concluded
that Fab4 comes under the most immunodominant Class1
mAbs targeting RBD.18 The interfacial area of Fab4 in the
complex with S trimer was mapped at 729 Å2, with 598 and 131
Å2 for the heavy and light chains, respectively. We observed that
11 residues participated in non-hydrogen binding with Fab4.
Amino acid residues E107 and N31 from the CDRH3 region of
the Fab4 heavy chain were involved in H-bonding with N440
and N437, respectively (Fig. S6B†). In the hydrogen bonding
network, N440 established a stronger interaction with paratope
E107 than others with a distance of 2.69 Å. Simultaneously,
paratope N31 formed a hydrogen bonding with epitope N437
with a distance of 3.20 Å. Paratopes Y51, P57, V105, and P106
were found to be involved in hydrophobic contacts with the
epitope V445 (Fig. 3E). This hydrophobic pocket was created by
the combination of the light and heavy chains of Fab4. Para-
topes Y51 and P57 were found in the CDRL2 region, while the
V105 and P106 residues in the CDRH3 region constructed the
stable hydrophobic pocket for interaction with the epitope
(Fig. 3E). These structural observations demonstrate that two of
the CDRHs (CRDH1 and CDRH3) and one of the light chains
(CDRL2) of Fab4 play a major role in potentially neutralizing
SARS-CoV-2 by targeting the S protein (Fig. 3D). As mentioned
above, we observed three different conformations of the Fab4-S
trimer complex, i.e., two Fabs bound to the S protein (state I-
initial stage) and three Fab units binding to the S protein (via
two states, namely, state II – intermediate stage and state III –
nal stage) (Fig. 2A–F). To understand the changes in the
binding of Fabs to each protomer, the complexes were further
superimposed, and we observed a shi in the angle of RBD
binding to Fab4 by 16.4° from each other. In the subsequent
stage, when the third Fab binds to the free protomer 3 of the S
protein, conformational changes happen to accommodate the
Fab. Furthermore, the 3D structures suggested that in state II,
two RBD-Fabs were in the open-up conformation and very close
proximity, and one RBD-Fab was in the down and closed
conformation (Fig. 2B and E); however, in state III, two RBD-
the partial open form of the protomers. To accommodate the binding of F
binding to Fab26 and adopt a partially open form, which is shown by
conformations of the Fab26-S complexes (states I and II respectively). (K a
and 3-Fab binding conformations of Fab4 and Fab26 in the S protein co

© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
Fabs was in the open and up conformation, and one RBD-Fab
seemed to be in a partially open intermediate conformation
(Fig. 2C, F and 5H). This phenomenon is only possible if RBD
adopts different intermediate conformations, as previously
shown by Pramanik et al. in 2021.2 Therefore, our study strongly
suggests that RBD adopts various exible conformations and
may accommodate the neutralizing antibodies. The structural
similarity of the protomer 2 and 3 complexes was found to be
very high, which signies that all protomer complexes were
comparably analogous. However, the interaction angles of
protomers 2 and 3 showed a considerable change of 6.9° and
9.8°, respectively, with respect to protomer 1 (Fig. 5F and G).
Interestingly, the common amino acid residues that form
epitopes in THSC20.HVTR04 (K444, P499, S443, T500, and
V445) were found in protomers 2 and 3, which did not lose any
interaction with protomer 1. Besides, epitopes G446 and Y449
were found not to participate in the protomer 3 complex
(Fig. S7A†).3 The protomer 3 complex adopted the same
conformation as protomer 1, which stabilized the conformation
of the S-trimer-Fab complex. Additionally, the interaction of
Fabs with protomers 1 and 2 was identical, and the RMSD score
of the individual protomers between the states was 0.321 Å and
0.372 Å, respectively. On account of the third Fab4 binding in
the intermediate stage, major structural changes happened in
the pre-existing protomer complexes (Fig. 5A and B). The
conformational change of protomers 1 and 2 between states I
and II were 0.951 Å and 1.113 Å, respectively, as calculated by
their RMSD scores. Aminor angle shi of protomers 1 and 2 was
observed between states I and II. Besides, protomer 3 was
shied to 25.6° to accommodate the third Fab in a stable
complex (Fig. 4A–C). From our structural studies, we predicted
that around 21 amino acid residues of S protein were involved
in the interaction with Fab4, and these interacting amino acid
residues were consistent throughout all the conformations of
the RBD of the S protein (Fig. 3C). However, we noticed that
a few amino acid residues (L441, N437, N448, N450, Q506, S443)
of the S protein epitopes were different for promoters 1 and 2 in
states I and II (ESI Fig. S7A†). Generally, the interacting amino
acid residues of the epitope should be xed for an antibody.
However, this inconsistency was observed due to the drastic
conformational changes in RBD-Fab4 complexes. We hypothe-
sized that some poorly interacting amino acid residues change
the interacting partner during conformation changes. However,
the common epitopes in the interaction network of the S
protein-Fab4 complex in the steady state were determined to be
G446, G447, K444, N440, P499, T500, and V445 (Fig. S11A†).

Conformational dynamics of SARS-CoV-2 S protein complexed
with Fab26

For the complex of Fab26-S trimer, we found two conforma-
tional states: state I, with an asymmetric S trimer and two ‘‘up’’
RBDs forming a complex, each with one Fab (Fig. 2G and I);
abs to the protomers, all RBDs undergo conformational changes upon
the arrows. (I and J) Atomic models of the two different captured
nd L) Bar graphs represent the number of particles present in the 2-Fab
mplexes, respectively.

RSC Adv., 2025, 15, 14385–14399 | 14389
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Fig. 3 Structural basis for the accommodation of Fab4 and Fab26 in the SARS-CoV2 S protein: cryo-EM maps fitted to the atomic model,
generated for the highest-resolution EMmaps obtained from the (A) S protein-Fab4 complex and (B) S protein-Fab26 complex. The colors of the
first, second, and third protomers are gold, magenta, and cyan, respectively, and Fab4 and 26 are colored orange-red. (C) Heat map represents
epitope residue selectivity and their instances in the different conformations captured. Accordingly, the frequency of epitope involvement in
antibody interaction is colored linearly in green, whereas zero involvement is shown in yellow. It demonstrates the potent epitope residues in all
the binding modes/conformational states. (D–G) Details of the RBD interactions with Fab4. (D and F) Interfacial area shows the CDR regions of
Fab4 and 26 with RBD, respectively. CDRH1, CDRH2, CDRH3, CDRL1, CDRL2, and CDRL3 are highlighted in light salmon, Indian red, maroon,
cornflower blue, medium blue, and dark blue respectively, and the RBD region is colored hot pink. (E) Important interacting residue V445 of the S
protein makes contact with a hydrophobic pocket of Fab4 comprising the residues P57, V105, and P106. (G) F486 is shielded in a hydrophobic
pocket of Fab26 comprising L34 and G112 residues.
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state II consists of a symmetric trimer bound to three RBDs in
the same ‘‘up’’ conformation, where each RBD participated in
forming a complex with each of the Fab26 units (Fig. 2H and J).
We rened the state I EMmap using masking to achieve a high-
resolution Fab26-S protein complex map, resulting in 4.4 Å, and
14390 | RSC Adv., 2025, 15, 14385–14399
the atomic tted model used for detailed structural analysis
(pro1) is shown in Fig. 3B. The epitope residues involved in
interaction with Fab26 for states I and II are represented in the
heat map (Fig. 2C).
© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
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Fig. 4 Distinct binding features of Fab4 and Fab26 in the RBD region of the S protein with respect to ACE2: (A) Licorice diagram of the S protein
bound to Fab4 and ACE2, and the magnified view of the conformational variable region of RBD bound to Fab4 and ACE2. ACE2 is shown in lime
green, Fab4 is shown in hot pink, Fab4-bound S protein is shown as a black ribbon, and the ACE2-bound S protein is displayed in gold. (B) Licorice
diagram of the conformationally variable region and the clashing region of Fab26- and ACE2-bound RBD. (C and D) Overlapping region of Fab4-
and Fab26-bound RBD with ACE2-bound RBD is shown in the silhouette form. (E) High-resolution 3D structure obtained for the S protein
binding loop along with Fab4 and Fab26 in the RBD region highlights the distinct targeting ability.
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The structural analysis of the pro1 map generated an atomic
model map of Fab26 bound to the S protein complex, which
revealed 11 amino acid residues in S protein in the interacting
network with Fab26, and the overall interacting interface area
found was 636 Å2 (361 Å2 on the heavy chain and 275 Å2 on the
light chain) (Fig. 3F). The number of interfacial residues
involved in interactions with the heavy and light chains were 7
and 5, respectively, with 11 epitopes likely forming the basis for
the potent neutralization capability conferred by
THSC20.HVTR26 Fab (Fig. 3C). The epitope residue F486
interacts with the hydrophobic pocket formed by paratopes L34,
Y93, and G112. The RBD interaction is stabilized by this
hydrophobic pocket formed in the region between CDRH3 and
CDRL3 (Fig. 3G). To pause the exible movement of the RBD,
one of the aromatic residues (F486) in the epitope region,
protrudes towards the pocket formed by the b-sheets of the
CDRL1, CDRL3, and CDRH3 regions. Overall, the epitopes for
Fab26 on the S protein were T478, N481, V483, E484, F486,
C488, and Y489. These residues were observed to frequently
© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
participate in the interaction of the S protein-Fab complexes
(Fig. 3C). The amino acid residues N481 and Y489 of the
epitopes formed hydrogen bonding with paratopes Y32 and
A101, respectively, from the heavy chain regions (CDHR3)
(Fig. S6C†). Our analysis further revealed that residues Y32 and
N33 from the CDRL1 region interacted with N481, while T478
and S97 of the CDRL3 region interacted with the epitope V483.
Other potential paratopes, such as Y32, S96, S97, and D110, also
interacted with the same loop of epitope region (Fig. S6C and
D†). Taken together, our data indicates that for the neutraliza-
tion of SARS-CoV-2, Fab26 utilized the heavy chain CDR
(CDRH3) and two of the light chain CDRs (CDRL1 and CDRL3)
to stall the receptor-binding ridge of the S protein (Fig. 3F).
Similar to Fab4, Fab26 also belongs to the IGHV3-53 antibody
germline and the identication of the potent epitopes suggests
that Fab26 belongs to most immunodominant Class1 mAbs
targeting RBD. Apart from that, we observed another state of
conformation in which the third Fab26 was found to bind to the
free RBD in the S protein. To accommodate the third Fab26, all
RSC Adv., 2025, 15, 14385–14399 | 14391
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Fig. 5 Comparison of the conformational changes in the S protein during the formation of Fab4- and Fab26-bound complexes: (A–C)
superimposition of individual protomer 1 (F), protomer 2 (G), and protomer 3 (H) from three different states of the Fab4-S protein complex
provides insights into the dynamics of each protomer across the states. A magnified view of the RBD region is shown in the right corner of each
image. (D–E) Similarly, a comparison of protomer 1 (I), and protomer 2 (J) in states I and II of the Fab26-S protein complexes is shown. Apart from
minor angle shifts, significant angles are highlighted in the figures. (F–J) Protomer conformations captured within each state are compared,
showing the structural changes in the RBD domain of each complex state. Protomer superimposition shows the protomers for (F–H) states I, II
and III of the Fab4 complexes and (I and J) states I and II of the Fab26 complexes. Protomers 1, 2 and 3 are coloured magenta, gold and cyan,
respectively.

14392 | RSC Adv., 2025, 15, 14385–14399 © 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
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the protomers of the S protein adopted a partially open
conformation, likely for stabilization (Fig. 2G–J). The number of
two-Fab26-bound S trimers was found to be signicantly higher
than the three-Fab26-bound forms (Fig. 2K).

As stated above, among the two states of Fab26-S protein
complexes, the 7.3 Å resolution state I showed two RBDs in the
up conformation bound to Fab and another RBD found in the
partially open form, whereas the 4.8 Å resolution EM map of
state II exhibited three RBDs interacting with Fabs in the
partially open conformation (Fig. 2G–J). The crystal structure of
the open-conformation S protein (PDB ID: 6ZGG) was then tted
into the auto-sharpened EMmap to generate atomic models for
both complex states (Fig. 3B and 2I, J). The change in states I
and II of protomer I of the Fab26 complexes was found to be
12.1° (Fig. 5D) and an angle shi of 26.1° was observed between
protomers 1 and 2 of state I (Fig. 5I), whereas no change was
observed between the RBD region of both the CDR-RBD inter-
faces across the state II complex of all three protomers (Fig. 5J).
The common interacting residues A475, V483, E484, F486, and
N487 were identied from our structural studies (Fig. 3C and
S7B†). To accommodate the third Fab26, a clear shi from “up”
RBD to a “partially open” conformation was observed in the
superimposed model of protomer 1 of both states, whereas the
shi was minimal in the case of the protomer 2 in both the
captured conformational states of Fab26 complexes (Fig. 5D
and E).

In state I, protomer 1 is likely to adopt the up conformation,
while protomer 2 adopts the partially open form. The angle of
shi observed between protomers 1 to 2 was 26.1° in state I
(Fig. 5I), whereas no change was observed between the RBD-Fab
bound regions of the state II protomers (Fig. 5J). This suggests
that all the protomers adopted the same partially open confor-
mation, which might be due to the stabilized Fab26 fragment.
This inward movement of RBD in two protomers permitted the
third protomer to bind with the third Fab. These conforma-
tional movements facilitate the partially open conformation-
mediated binding of three Fab26s. The cryo-EM-based struc-
tural studies elucidate that RBDs are exible and can adopt
open conformations, as well as partially open conformations,
during their interaction with antibodies. The exibility of RBD
is also supported by our previous studies.17 In addition, we
identied the interacting residues responsible for Fab-RBD
stabilization to understand whether these two antibodies have
an affinity for other SARS-CoV-2 variants. The change in
dynamics of the epitope interaction residues with Fab26 is
shown as a heat map according to each protomer in different
states (Fig. S7B†). The potent epitope residues observed to very
frequently interact in all the states captured were T478, N481,
Y489, V483, and F486 (Fig. S8D†).
Antibody binding alters the conformational states of the
SARS-CoV-2 S trimer in its apo- and hACE-2-bound forms

To understand conformational variations that occur in the RBD
region during binding to Fab4 or Fab26 concerning its apo form
and in the ACE2-bound complex, we compared our Fab4- and
Fab26-S protein complexes with the hACE2 attached and apo
© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
forms of the S protomer. For this analysis, we used the rst
protomer of the S trimer-Fab4 (Fig. 2A and 3A) and S trimer-
Fab26 (Fig. 2G; masked 3B) high-resolution atomic models. In
the structural analysis, the superimposition of both Fab-bound
complexes demonstrated independent distal targeting of the
RBD region (Fig. 4E). The region containing the N439-V445 and
V483-C488 residues formed a primary hotspot for the antigen–
antibody interactions of Fab4 and Fab26, respectively, vali-
dating the independent nature of these antibodies in targeting
the S protein RBD. In addition, the structural analysis also
proved its independent nature without any clashes (Fig. 4E). For
Fab4, a 7.1° shi of the plane was observed compared to the
hACE2-bound protomer, and an average shi of 8.2 Å was found
in the ACE2-binding loop of the RBD spanning from N440 to
V445 (Fig. 4A and B). On the other hand, another loop con-
taining two interacting residues, namely, P499 and T500, moved
upward by 9.6 Å to form contacts with Fab4. As for Fab26,
a minor shi of 1.2° from the hACE2-bound structure and an
average shi of 6.3 Å in the ACE2 binding RBD ridge were
observed (Fig. 4C and D). Q493 and Y489 are known to be crit-
ical residues in the RBD region for interaction with the ACE2
receptor.25 Interestingly, these two residues fell in the region of
Fab26-interacting residues. Likewise, we observed 8.2 Å and 7.3
Å shis of the respective residues Q493 and Y489, along with
a 2.3° outward shi of the entire RBD core. Interfacial area of
the ACE2 and Fab4 was 3791 Å2, where 53 residues of the heavy
chain overlapped with 46 residues of the ACE2 covering 1505 Å2

and 61 light chain residues covering 2286 Å2 interface area.
Therefore, our analysis showed the overlapping interfacial area
of the RBD with ACE2, which emphasizes the inhibition of
ACE2-S trimer binding (Fig. 4C and D).

Discussion

Most biological macromolecules are structurally exible, and
the S protein of SARS-CoV-2 is one of the most dynamic
proteins, exhibiting highly exible and dynamic receptor-
binding domains (RBDs) and N-terminal domains (NTDs).
These dynamic regions play a crucial role in viral infection by
facilitating interactions with host cell receptors, such as ACE2.
Recent advances in cryo-EM have enabled capturing various
intermediate states of these dynamic and exible RBDs and
NTDs, revealing their conformational diversity.2,26–28 The S
protein exists in different conformations with the RBDs in
either a “down” closed state or open states with one, two, or
three RBDs “up”. These open conformations are critical for
initiating viral infection. Previous studies have shown that open
RBD conformations are the most active forms for interaction
with the ACE2 receptor.5,29 However, other reports have
described the continuous motion of RBD, forming intermediate
conformations between the open and closed states.2,5,26–28 Given
that RBDs are critical for receptor binding and infection initi-
ation, researchers have targeted them for antibody and inhib-
itor development to block viral interactions.30–32 Notably, the
exibility of RBDs, which is important for ACE2 interactions,
may also inuence antibody binding.5,6 The SARS-CoV-2 S
protein exhibits intrinsic exibility, which plays a crucial role in
RSC Adv., 2025, 15, 14385–14399 | 14393
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viral entry.28 Pramanick et al. demonstrated the conformational
dynamics of the S protein under varying pH conditions using
cryo-EM and also demonstrated various intermediate confor-
mations of RBDs possible on the S protein.2 Additionally,
continuous mutations in the S protein inuence its ACE2
binding affinity and exibility. Maroli et al., 2023 reported
restricted RBD exibility in the antibody-bound states33

compared with unbound conditions. However, to our knowl-
edge, very few studies have explored the antibody-induced
conformational exibility of the SARS-CoV-2 S protein so far.
Most of the existing studies focus on the up or down states of
the S protein, but the intermediate conformations introduce
cryptic pockets, which are signicant for therapeutic develop-
ment as they provide insights into additional sites for inhibitors
to potentially bind.28

A recent study investigated the structural dynamics of the S
protein during ACE2 recognition, providing insights into the
intermediate RBD-down and -up transition states.5 Similarly,
during the antibody neutralization process, the RBDs may adopt
various conformations when binding to antibodies. While some
reports have described different RBD-antibody binding
modes,19,20 the intermediate conformations of RBD-antibody
complexes have mostly been overlooked. Understanding these
dynamics is essential for explaining the antibody-mediated
neutralizing mechanisms and their function in immune
response. Many previous studies have mainly focused on char-
acterizing static interactions between the S protein and anti-
bodies or inhibitors. As a result, the importance of the structural
exibility of the RBD during these interactions might have been
overlooked. Here, we explored the broad neutralizing features
associated with two potent antibodies originating from a single
patient.17 Using single-particle cryo-EM, we captured the dynamic
RBD-Fab interactions. During these interactions, various inter-
mediate RBD-Fab states were observed, demonstrating ways in
which all three RBDs accommodate large antibodies. This study
exclusively captures several intermediate RBD-antibody complex
states and highlights S protein conformational exibility during
neutralization (Fig. 2F).

Solvent-accessible surface area (SASA) may be variable and
depends on the conformational exibility of the protein. Thus,
solvent-accessible surface area (SASA) variations across
different transition states play a key role in determining epitope
accessibility of the antigen and therapeutic effectiveness of the
antibody.2,28 Notably, each state of the S protein can be targeted
with distinct antibody classes, emphasizing the importance of
designing conformation-dependent epitopes for therapeutic
efficiency.28 This study successfully demonstrates the existence
of various intermediate conformational states of the RBD-Fab
complex during interactions, contrary to previous studies that
describe antibody-bound S protein states as rigid.33 Possible
explanations for the wide range of observed conformational
states include: (i) these antibodies target the S protein across
multiple transitional states and (ii) antibody-induced exibility
upon binding. While several studies have discussed the
antibody-mediated conformational exibility of many other
systems, only a few studies have specically targeted the S
protein from SARS-CoV-2. These investigations demonstrate
14394 | RSC Adv., 2025, 15, 14385–14399
how antibody binding can modulate conformational behaviour
and reduce the exibility of S protein. Beyond the direct
neutralization mechanism by competing with receptor binding,
certain antibodies may act as allosteric regulators, inuencing
the exible motion of the S protein and its interactions.34

Our study highlights key interaction features and sequential
binding steps of the two novel mAbs THSC20.HVTR04 and
THSC20.HVTR26 isolated from a single individual. Thus, our
study also opens up the possibility of structure-guided paratope
modication to combat future SARS-CoV-2 variants. This study
aligns with previous ndings that demonstrated antibody-
induced conformational exibility of S protein from the SARS-
CoV-2 Delta variant.35 Notably, these conformational changes
explain variations in the neutralization efficiency and binding
affinity across emerging variants. Additionally, the degree of
exposure of the aromatic amino acids plays a pivotal role in
conformational exibility.36 Moreover, certain antibodies that
induce long-range conformational changes in the antigen may
cause positive or negative allosteric effects.37

Furthermore, through cryo-EM analysis of the TAU-2212
complex, a recent study revealed a unique exible binding
mode across ve distinct conformational states, rationalizing
the broad neutralization potential of this antibody.35 Similar to
the S protein-Fab complexes of TAU-2212,35 we also observed the
immense structural exibility of RBD in the THSC20.HVTR04/
Fab4 and THSC20.HVTR26/Fab26 complexes. The structural
dynamics of these three complexes were compared (ESI Fig. S9
A–C†). Sequence analysis revealed distinct interaction residues
in all Fabs, except for a common epitope F486 in TAU-2212 and
THSC20.HVTR26/Fab26 (ESI Fig. S9D†). Further investigation of
these interacting residues is necessary for the development of
therapeutics that can target restricting the exible motions and
mitigating resistance from new mutational variants.38 For
instance, the D614G mutation shis the conformational equi-
librium toward the up-state, increasing antibody accessibility.39

These ndings highlight the importance of studying
antibody-induced conformational changes and identifying
conserved allosteric hotspots for the development of next-
generation therapeutic antibodies. Our cryo-EM study high-
lights the potential of antibody-induced structural dynamics of
the RBD of the S protein. Understanding these mechanisms will
assist in designing potent antibodies that consider the struc-
tural exibility of the S protein to combat emerging variants. As
monoclonal antibody therapy remains one of the most effective
treatments for viral infections, our ndings offer crucial
insights for the development of potent therapeutic mAbs to
block viral entry. This study emphasizes the value of antibody
cocktails that target diverse antigen conformations to prevent
host cell fusion and enhance therapeutic efficacy.

Materials and methods
Preparation of IgG and Fabs

IgGs were prepared according to the reported protocols using
the Expi293 cell line.17 The fragment antigen binding domain
(Fab) of each IgG was prepared by mixing ∼500 mL of the
monoclonal antibody (mAb) (1–5 mg mL−1) with 1200 mL of
© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
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100 mM sodium acetate (sodium acetate anhydrous from Sigma
Aldrich) containing 1 mM ehylenediaminetetraacetic acid
disodium salt dihydrate (EDTA for electrophoresis, for molec-
ular biology, 99.0–101.0% from Sigma), 100 mL of 50 mM
cysteine (L-cysteine for biochemistry from Merck) and 200 mL of
papain (10 mg per mg mAb concentration; papain from papaya
Latex, 89% pure lyophilized powder from Sigma). The mixture
was then kept in an incubator shaker at 37 degrees Celsius for
8–10 hours. Aer 10 hours, 75 mM (∼150 mL) iodoacetamide
(Iodoacetamide BioUltra from Sigma) was added to the mixture
to stop papain activity and incubated at room temperature for
30–40 min. Then, the sample was added to protein A beads
(Immobilized Protein A resin from G Biosciences), washed 2–3
times with PBS to remove the residual ethanol and incubated
for another 3–4 hours at room temperature on the rocker. Aer
∼4 hours, the mixture was poured into the gravity column, and
the ow through was collected in a 15 mL Falcon tube. The
owthrough contained the Fab region, whereas the FC region
was bound to the beads. The beads were then washed with PBS
twice to collect the remaining Fab fractions from the column. The
column was then eluted with 100 mM glycine (G Biosciences) at
pH= 2.2 to remove the bound Fc fractions and then washed with
PBS 3–4 times. Finally, the owthrough and the PBS wash con-
taining the residual Fab fractions were pooled together and
brought to a nal concentration of 0.5–0.8 mg mL−1.
Spike 6P protein expression and purication

The SARS-CoV-2 S HexaPro plasmid was a gi from Jason
McLellan (Addgene plasmid # 154754). This plasmid contains
a CMF promotor that drives the expression of the SARS-COV-2
Spike-B.1 ectodomain (1–1208 AAs) with a mutated furin site
(682–685 GSAS) and hexa proline mutations F817P, A892P,
A899P, A942P, K986P, V987P as fold on. The HRV 3C cleavage site
was placed before 8×His tags followed by a 2× Strep-Tag II at the
C terminal.40 This plasmid was transfected into Expi293F cells
(Thermo Fisher Scientic, Cat # A14527, USA) using the Expi-
fectamine 293 Transfection Kit (Gibco, Thermo Fisher, Cat #
A14524) according to the manufacturer's instruction. In brief,
24 h prior to transfection, 100% viable Expi293F cells were
passaged at a density of 2 million per mL. On the next day, at 4
million cells per mL (100 mL), the cells were transiently trans-
fected with the expifectamine-plasmid-DNA complex (100 mg
plasmid, complexed with 270 ml of expiFectamine293). Aer 20 h,
Enhancer 1 and Enhancer 2 were added according to the
manufacturer's protocol. Five days aer the day of transfection,
the culture supernatant without cells was collected and used for
the purication of the 6× histidine-tagged protein. The super-
natant media were affinity-puried by immobilizedmetal affinity
chromatography using the Ni-NTA resin (G Biosciences, Cat #
786940). 100 mL of the supernatant medium was mixed with PBS
(pH 7.4) to equilibrate the Ni-NTA resin (5 mL) and incubated for
4 h at 4 °C for protein immobilization under gentle rotation. The
supernatant-resin complex was gently applied to the column.
Aer the unbound fraction was collected, the column was
washed with a ten-column volume of 1× PBS (pH 7.4) supple-
mented with 25 mM imidazole. Finally, the bound protein was
© 2025 The Author(s). Published by the Royal Society of Chemistry
eluted with a gradient of 200 to 500 mM imidazole in PBS (pH
7.4). The eluted fractions were pooled and dialyzed against 1×
PBS buffer (pH 7.4) twice using dialysis tubing cellulose
membrane [avg. at width 43 mm (1.7 in.), 14 kDa MWCO,
Sigma-Aldrich, Cat # D9527]. The protein concentration was
determined based on absorbance (A280) using a Biophotometer
D30 (Eppendorf) and a theoretical molar extinction coefficient of
146720 M−1 cm−1 calculated using the ProtParam tool (ExPASy).
The protein was analyzed by 8% SDS PAGE for purity and
homogeneity under reducing and non-reducing conditions.

Size exclusion chromatography (SEC)

The aggregation tendency of the IgGs that represent the mAbs
was characterized by SEC. For SEC, the samples were passed
through Superdex™ 200 Increase 10/300 GL size exclusion
column (GE, Inc.) and eluted with degassed PBS buffer (pH 7.4)
at a 0.3 mLmin−1

ow rate using AKTApurier™ 100 (GE, Inc.).

Sample preparation for negative staining TEM and data
processing

To analyze the binding of Fab to the S protein and its homo-
geneity, we performed conventional negative staining TEM. The
diluted samples of S protein (1 mg mL−1, 10×) and the Fabs
(1.4 mg mL−1, 300× times) were mixed and incubated for 2
minutes. Then, 3.5 mL of each sample mixture was applied on
freshly glow-discharged carbon-coated Cu grids (30 s) (EM grid,
300 mesh, Electron Microscopy Sciences). Aer 1 min, the
excess solvent was blotted and 1% uranyl acetate (Uranyl
Acetate 98%, ACS Reagent, Polysciences, Inc.) was added to the
grid. Aer air drying, the grids were used for data acquisition at
room temperature and 120 kV using a Talos L120C electron
microscope. Data collection was performed using a 4k × 4k
Ceta camera at a magnication of 73k× and calibrated at 3.84 Å
per pixel. The collected micrographs were processed in EMAN
2.1.41 Automated and manual modes of particle picking were
employed, and the coordinates were extracted using e2boxer.py
in EMAN 2.1. Subsequently, the reference-free 2D class averages
allowed us to visualize various projections of the Fab-bound S
protein complexes. The cleaned dataset of the samples was used
for reference-free 2D classication, and the reference-free 2D
class averages of different particle projections were calculated
using simple_prime2D of the SIMPLE 2.1 soware42 with
a mask diameter of 30 pixels at 3.84 Å per pix.

Cryo-EM sample preparation

R1.2/1.3 300 mesh gold grids (Quantifoil) (Electron Microscopy
Sciences) were glow-discharged for 90 seconds at 20 mA before
freezing. Equal volumes of the SARS-CoV 2 S protein solution
(1 mg mL−1) and 30× diluted solution of the respective Fab
(∼1.4mgmL−1) were mixed and incubated at room temperature
for 2 minutes. Three microliters of the nal sample were
applied to the freshly glow-discharged grids, incubated for 10 s
and immediately blotted for 8.5 s at a blot force of zero in a pre-
equilibrated chamber of the FEI Vitrobot Mark IV plunger.
Immediately aer blotting, the grid was plunged into liquid
ethane.
RSC Adv., 2025, 15, 14385–14399 | 14395
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Cryo-EM data collection

Cryo-EM data were acquired using a 200 kV Talos Arctica
transmission electron microscope (Thermo Scientic™)
equipped with a Gatan K2 Summit Direct Electron Detector.
Movies were recorded automatically using Latitude-S (Digital-
Micrograph – GMS 3.5) at a nominal magnication of 54 000×
and an effective pixel size of 0.92 Å.43 The micrographs were
collected in the counting mode with a total dose of 50 e− per Å2

and an exposure time of 8 s distributed over 20 frames. A total of
3789 and 2102 movies were acquired for the Fab4- and Fab26-S
protein complexes, respectively.
Cryo-EM data processing

Single-Particle Analysis (SPA) of the acquired cryo-EM data was
performed using Relion version 3.1.44 Initially, the dri and gain
corrections of the individual movies were corrected using
MotionCor2.45 Subsequently, themotion-correctedmicrographs
were subjected to screening using cisTEM to identify bad
micrographs,46 and the detected t resolution threshold chosen
for screening was 7 Å. The best micrographs were chosen for the
estimation of Contrast Transfer Function (CTF) parameters
using CTFFIND 4.1.13.47 Then, particles were picked using the
Laplacian picker in Relion and extracted using the box sizes of
336 and 360 Å for the S:Fab4 and S:Fab26 complexes, respec-
tively. The well-dened classes of S protein with Fab4 and Fab26
complexes were found to be 418 672 and 255 039 particles,
respectively, aer six rounds of 2D classication. These parti-
cles were selected for 3D classication without imposing
symmetry (C1). The selected particles of Fab4 and Fab26 with
the S protein were classied into 8 and 5 classes, respectively
(ESI Fig. S3 and S4†). Then, the best classes showing the same
conformations weremerged to improve the resolution. For the S
protein-Fab4 complex, classes 1 and 5 (93 959 particles), as well
as classes 2 and 8 (163 492 particles), were merged together. On
the other hand, the S protein-Fab26 complex was classied into
ve classes, of which three good classes, namely, class-2 (26 719
particles), class-3 (48 584 particles), and class-5 (109 596 parti-
cles), showed proper 3D structures. To achieve high resolution,
all particles belonging to the best classes of the Fab complexes
were subjected to movie renement, which included the esti-
mation of beam tilt, anisotropic magnication, and per-particle
CTF renement for defocus and astigmatism. The so-edged
mask was applied during the 3D-renement process to
remove the solvent noise surrounding the molecule. Sharp-
ening of the 3D auto-rened maps was performed using Relion
3.1 (ref. 44) and PHENIX.48,49 The overviews of cryo-EM data
processing are shown in Fig. S4 and S5.† The global resolution
of Fourier shell correlation (FSC) was estimated at a threshold of
0.143, and the estimation of the local resolution was performed
with ResMap using auto-rened half maps.
Model building and structure renement

Automated model building was iteratively performed using
Phenix Real Space Renement. Based on the S protein confor-
mations, the SARS-S protein PDB: 7kms – 3 RBD up; 6zwv – 3
14396 | RSC Adv., 2025, 15, 14385–14399
RBD down; 7akd – 1 partially open RBD were docked with the
cryo-EM maps using the UCSF Chimera “Fit in map” tool. To
build the Fab models, the query sequences of both chains were
submitted to the Swiss Model, and the resultant models were
also docked to the EMmaps. The tted models were used as the
initial models and rened against the sharpened EMmaps. The
structural statistics of the Cryo-EMmap and atomic model were
analyzed using Phenix, EMringer, Molprobity, and UCSF
chimera.50

Analysis and visualization

The cryo-EM maps and atomic models were visualized using
UCSF Chimera. PDBsum was used to identify the interacting
residues of the S protein and Fab complexes.51 Surface coloring
based on the Kyte-Doolittle hydrophobicity scale was applied
using UCSF ChimeraX.52 The angles of chain rotation were
estimated by creating planes between the three terminal resi-
dues (N370, F490, P1140) of the spike (S protein) protomer and
its shi between the planes was calculated. The RMSD values
were calculated using the UCSF Chimera “MatchMaker” tool.

Data availability
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the ESI.†
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L. Peng, K. Dueker, R. Musharraeh, S. Callaghan,
T. Capozzola, O. Limbo, M. Parren, E. Garcia,
S. A. Rawlings, D. M. Smith, D. Nemazee, J. G. Jardine,
Y. Safonova, B. Briney, T. F. Rogers, I. A. Wilson,
R. S. Baric, L. E. Gralinski, D. R. Burton and R. Andrabi,
Broadly neutralizing anti-S2 antibodies protect against all
three human betacoronaviruses that cause deadly disease,
Immunity, 2023, 56, 669–686.

15 K. W. Ng, N. Faulkner, K. Finsterbusch, M. Wu, R. Harvey,
S. Hussain, M. Greco, Y. Liu, S. Kjaer, C. Swanton,
RSC Adv., 2025, 15, 14385–14399 | 14397

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/
https://doi.org/10.1039/d5ra00373c


RSC Advances Paper

O
pe

n 
A

cc
es

s 
A

rt
ic

le
. P

ub
lis

he
d 

on
 0

6 
M

ay
 2

02
5.

 D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

on
 7

/1
9/

20
25

 2
:2

9:
56

 A
M

. 
 T

hi
s 

ar
tic

le
 is

 li
ce

ns
ed

 u
nd

er
 a

 C
re

at
iv

e 
C

om
m

on
s 

A
ttr

ib
ut

io
n-

N
on

C
om

m
er

ci
al

 3
.0

 U
np

or
te

d 
L

ic
en

ce
.

View Article Online
S. Gandhi, R. Beale, S. J. Gamblin, P. Cherepanov,
J. McCauley, R. Daniels, M. Howell, H. Arase, A. Wack,
D. L. V. Bauer and G. Kassiotis, SARS-CoV-2 S2–targeted
vaccination elicits broadly neutralizing antibodies, Sci.
Transl. Med., 2022, 14, eabn3715.

16 S. Xia, Y. Zhu, M. Liu, Q. Lan, W. Xu, Y. Wu, T. Ying, S. Liu,
Z. Shi, S. Jiang and L. Lu, Fusion mechanism of 2019-nCoV
and fusion inhibitors targeting HR1 domain in spike
protein, Cell. Mol. Immunol., 2020, 17, 765–767.

17 N. Hingankar, S. Deshpande, P. Das, Z. A. Rizvi,
C. K. Wibmer, P. Mashilo, M. Y. Ansari, A. Burns,
S. Barman, F. Zhao, S. Mukherjee, J. L. Torres,
S. Chattopadhyay, F. Mehdi, J. Sutar, D. K. Rathore,
K. Pargai, J. Singh, S. Sonar, K. Jakhar, J. Dandotiya,
S. Bhattacharyya, S. Mani, S. Samal, S. Singh,
P. Kshetrapal, R. Thiruvengadam, G. Batra, G. Medigeshi,
A. B. Ward, S. Bhatnagar, A. Awasthi, D. Sok and
J. Bhattacharya, A combination of potently neutralizing
monoclonal antibodies isolated from an Indian
convalescent donor protects against the SARS-CoV-2 Delta
variant, PLoS Pathog., 2022, 18, e1010465.

18 S. Deshpande, M. Y. Ansari, J. Sutar, P. Das, N. Hingankar,
S. Mukherjee, P. Jayal, S. Singh, A. Anantharaj, J. Singh,
S. Chattopadhyay, S. Raghavan, M. Gosain, S. Chauhan,
S. Shrivas, C. Prasad, S. Chauhan, N. Sharma, P. Jana,
R. Thiruvengadam, P. Kshetrapal, N. Wadhwa, B. Das,
G. Batra, G. Medigeshi, D. Sok, S. Bhatnagar, P. K. Garg
and J. Bhattacharya, Ancestral SARS-CoV-2-Driven Antibody
Repertoire Diversity in an Unvaccinated Individual
Correlates with Expanded Neutralization Breadth,
Microbiol. Spectrum, 2023, 11, e0433222.

19 E. N. Lyukmanova, E. B. Pichkur, D. E. Nolde,
M. V. Kocharovskaya, V. A. Manuvera, D. A. Shirokov,
D. D. Kharlampieva, E. N. Grafskaia, J. I. Svetlova,
V. N. Lazarev, A. M. Varizhuk, M. P. Kirpichnikov and
Z. O. Shenkarev, Structure and dynamics of the interaction
of Delta and Omicron BA.1 SARS-CoV-2 variants with
REGN10987 Fab reveal mechanism of antibody action,
Commun. Biol., 2024, 7, 1–18.

20 Z. Zhao, J. Zhou, M. Tian, M. Huang, S. Liu, Y. Xie, P. Han,
C. Bai, P. Han, A. Zheng, L. Fu, Y. Gao, Q. Peng, Y. Li,
Y. Chai, Z. Zhang, X. Zhao, H. Song, J. Qi, Q. Wang,
P. Wang and G. F. Gao, Omicron SARS-CoV-2 mutations
stabilize spike up-RBD conformation and lead to a non-
RBM-binding monoclonal antibody escape, Nat. Commun.,
2022, 13, 4958.

21 M. Oda, H. Kozono, H. Morii and T. Azuma, Evidence of
allosteric conformational changes in the antibody constant
region upon antigen binding, Int. Immunol., 2003, 15, 417–
426.

22 M. Galanti, D. Fanelli and F. Piazza, Conformation-
controlled binding kinetics of antibodies, Sci. Rep., 2016, 6,
18976.

23 P. C. C. da Silva and L. Martinez, Extended Conformational
Selection in the Antigen–Antibody Interaction of the PfAMA1
Protein, J. Phys. Chem. B, 2024, 128, 8400–8408.
14398 | RSC Adv., 2025, 15, 14385–14399
24 A. H. Moraes, L. Simonelli, M. Pedotti, F. C. L. Almeida,
L. Varani and A. P. Valente, Antibody Binding Modulates
Conformational Exchange in Domain III of Dengue Virus E
Protein, J. Virol., 2016, 90, 1802–1811.

25 P. Han, L. Li, S. Liu, Q. Wang, D. Zhang, Z. Xu, P. Han, X. Li,
Q. Peng, C. Su, B. Huang, D. Li, R. Zhang, M. Tian, L. Fu,
Y. Gao, X. Zhao, K. Liu, J. Qi, G. F. Gao and P. Wang,
Receptor binding and complex structures of human ACE2
to spike RBD from omicron and delta SARS-CoV-2, Cell,
2022, 185, 630–640.

26 C. L. Pierri, SARS-CoV-2 spike protein: exibility as a new
target for ghting infection, Signal Transduction Targeted
Ther., 2020, 5, 1–3.

27 R. A. Römer, N. S. Römer and A. K. Wallis, Flexibility and
mobility of SARS-CoV-2-related protein structures, Sci. Rep.,
2021, 11, 4257.

28 H. M. Dokainish, S. Re, T. Mori, C. Kobayashi, J. Jung and
Y. Sugita, The inherent exibility of receptor binding
domains in SARS-CoV-2 spike protein, eLife, 2022, 11,
e75720.
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