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Abstract

Single molecule imaging in live cells enables the study of protein interactions and dynamics as 

they participate in signaling processes. When combined with fluorophores that stochastically 

transition between fluorescent and reversible dark states, as in super-resolution localization 

imaging, labeled molecules can be visualized in single cells over time. This improvement 

in sampling enables the study of extended cellular responses at the resolution of single 

molecule localization. This chapter provides optimized experimental and analytical methods 

used to quantify protein interactions and dynamics within the membranes of adhered live 

cells. Importantly, the use of pair-correlation functions resolved in both space and time allows 

researchers to probe interactions between proteins on biologically relevant distance and time-

scales, even though fluorescence localization methods typically require long times to assemble 

well-sampled reconstructed images. We describe an application of this approach to measure 

protein interactions in B cell receptor signaling and include sample analysis code for post-

processing of imaging data. These methods are quantitative, sensitive, and broadly applicable 

to a range of signaling systems.
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1. Introduction

The invention of super-resolution microscopy has revolutionized biological imaging, 

allowing researchers to directly visualize the organization and interactions of proteins on 

distance-scales relevant to cellular processes. In the field of immune receptor signaling, 

super-resolution imaging methods have, for example, helped to define cellular contacts 

between immune cells and antigen presenting cells as well as the composition of signaling 

platforms formed after immune receptors engage with antigens or cross-linkers [1–7]. 

Single molecule fluorescence localization microscopy (SMLM) is one method within the 

broader class of super-resolution imaging that achieves high spatial resolution by imaging 
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sparsely distributed fluorophores over time [8–11]. Fluorophores labeling proteins of interest 

stochastically transition between emitting and transiently dark states, allowing for the 

ensemble of molecules to be fully sampled over time. Single and multi-color SMLM has 

been used to image components of the immune response in a wide variety of contexts [12–

21]. Our own work has largely focused on probing early events in B cell receptor signaling 

[22–24].

An important limitation of SMLM, especially when applied to living systems, is that it 

typically takes seconds to minutes to acquire an image because many (typically 100s to 

1000s) individual images of single molecules are needed to reconstruct a well sampled 

super-resolved image. Over these extended time-periods, molecules of interest tend to 

diffuse over distances much larger than the biological structures under investigation, 

washing out the super-resolved information researchers seek to extract. One approach to 

overcoming this limitation is to focus on systems with slow dynamics [25, 26], or to push 

the limits of camera frame-rates and fluorophore photophysics [27]. In our own past work, 

we have sought to overcome this limitation by extracting information from SMLM datasets 

without reconstructing images, by interrogating the relative distributions of molecules with 

pair-correlation functions.

Pair correlation functions are distributions of pair-wise distances between localized 

molecules imaged over time. Correlation functions can take the form of the autocorrelation, 

which tabulates pairwise distances between molecules of the same type, or the cross-

correlations, which tabulates pairwise distances between molecules of the different types. 

Autocorrelation functions provide information on how labeled proteins move and how they 

self-associate, while cross-correlation functions probe the co-localization of proteins, as well 

as the dynamics and effective energy of these associations [15, 28–33]. Pair-correlation 

methods can also be used as part of a general image processing pipeline to enhance or 

characterize SMLM datasets [34, 35].

Previously, we described how a steady-state cross-correlation can extract information 

relevant to interactions between proteins in live cells undergoing signaling responses after 

the B cell receptor is engaged with a multivalent cross-linker [22, 31]. We have continued 

to further optimize and extend these approaches, enabling the detection of weak signals 

over time [24]. This protocol chapter describes optimized experimental approaches including 

sample preparation, fluorescent probe selection, and microscopy imaging methods. We 

also include protocols for single fluorophore localization in raw images, the evaluation 

of properly normalized pair correlation functions, and use of correlation functions to 

characterize co-localization and molecular motions in live cells. Analysis code is provided to 

facilitate the application of these methods by other groups.

2. Materials

2.1 Cell culture and transfection

1. Cells and culture medium. The imaging methods described here can be used 

to study interactions and dynamics of plasma membrane signaling proteins in a 

variety of cell types. The only requirements are a relatively flat cell membrane 
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surface for imaging through cell adhesion to a bare glass or functionalized 

coverslip, and that proteins of interest can be labeled with SMLM-compatible 

fluorescent tags. For our studies of the B cell receptor, we use CH27 mouse B 

cells [36]. CH27 cells are maintained in culture in growth media at 37°C and 5% 

CO2 as previously reported [31].

2. Reagents and/or equipment for transient transfection of plasmid DNA. Any 

system for transient transfection can be used that allows for robust expression 

of fluorescent protein constructs of interest in the cell line under study. We 

use a Lonza 4D Nucleofector X unit following the manufacturer’s protocols for 

electroporation of CH27 B cells.

3. Fluorescent fusion constructs: proteins of interest can be labeled in imaging 

experiments through expression of proteins fused to a super-resolution 

compatible fluorescent protein. We typically use the photoswitchable protein 

mEos3.2. for our experiments [37]. Generally, DNA encoding proteins of interest 

are cloned into mEos3.2-C1 or mEos3.2-N1 vectors under a CMV promoter.

2.2 Dye conjugation of labeling proteins

Reactive dyes and unlabeled monomeric labeling reagents: In-house dye conjugation of 

labeling proteins (e.g. antibody Fab fragments) is often required. For situations where 

protein clustering is to be avoided or controlled, labeling proteins should bind monovalently 

to their targets.

1. Unconjugated purified proteins that bind cell surface proteins of interest. 

We label IgM BCR using goat anti-Mouse IgM(μ) Fab fragments (Jackson 

ImmunoResearch 115–007-020 or equivalent).

2. Amine-reactive dye succinimidyl esters. Solubilize dye succinimidyl esters in 

anhydrous DMSO at 10 mM. Store stock solution aliquots at −80 °C with 

desiccation, avoid freeze thaw. We use biotin and silicon rhodamine (SiR) NHS 

esters (Invitrogen: B1582, Spirochrome: SC003) to label and functionalize anti-

BCR Fab fragments.

3. Conjugation reaction buffer: 0.01 M NaH2PO4 with 0.01 M NaH2CO3 at pH 8.5.

4. Gel filtration column e.g. GE Healthcare illustra NAP-5 Columns (Fisher 45–

000-151 or equivalent).

5. Column equilibration and elution buffer: PBS (1.1 mM KH2PO4, 2.9 mM 

Na2HPO4, 155 mM NaCl, pH 7.4) with 1 mM EDTA.

6. Vivaspin-500 Polyethersulfone concentration spin column (Vivaproducts: 

VS0191, VS0121, VS0131, VS0141 or equivalent) with an appropriate 

molecular weight cutoff (3k-100k) of approximately half the protein molecular 

weight or lower.
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2.3 Cell plating and sample preparation

Cells are prepared on glass substrates conducive to optical microscopy. Non-adherent cell 

lines can be attached to coverslips functionalized with adhesion molecules such as integrin 

ligands or poly-L-lysine. We use VCAM-1 coated dishes to promote attachment of CH27 B 

cells.

1. Cell culture dishes with #1.5 glass coverslips (Mattek P35G-1.5–14-C or 

similar)

2. (optional) Reagents to facilitate cellular adhesion to glass, e.g. VCAM-1/Fc 

chimeric proteins and anti-human Fc antibodies (recombinant human 

VCAM-1/Fc chimera protein, Fisher 862-VC-100; Fcγ-specific goat anti-human 

IgG, Jackson Immunoresearch 109–005-008) or poly-L-lysine (Sigma P4707).

3. (optional) oxygen plasma cleaner (e.g. Harrick PDC-32G)

2.4 Imaging reagents

1. Fiducial markers: sub-diffraction registration of multiple color channels requires 

reference markers that fluoresce in both channels, such as small multiwavelength 

fluorescent beads (e.g. 0.1 μm Tetraspeck beads, ThermoFisher T7279). We 

prepare a fiducial marker sample by first cleaning a #1.5 glass coverslip cell 

culture dish in an oxygen plasma cleaner at full power for 3 min. A 1:100 

dilution of beads in PBS is immediately added to the dish and incubated for 30 

min-2 hr at room temperature. Unbound beads are removed with gentle rinsing. 

This sample can be stored in PBS at 4 °C and reused over several months.

2. Imaging buffer reagents: live cells are imaged in buffer conditions that maintain 

the cellular signaling process under study and are also conducive to single 

molecule photoswitching necessary for localization imaging of organic dyes. 

Different formulations are possible and generally include a reducing agent and 

oxygen scavenging system to support dye photoswitching. We use the following 

reagents for SiR/mEos3.2 two-color imaging:

1. L-glutathione reduced (Sigma G6013) (see Note 1).

2. 4 mg/ml Catalase stock solution in PBS (see Note 1).

3. 10 mg/ml Glucose oxidase stock solution in PBS (see Note 1)

4. Imaging buffer: 30 mM Tris, 9 mg/ml glucose, 100 mM NaCl, 5 mM 

KCl, 1 mM KCl, 1 mM MgCl2, 1.8 mM CaCl2, 10 mM glutathione, 8 

μg/ml catalase, 100 μg/ml glucose oxidase, pH 8 (See Note 1).

5. Streptavidin or other reagents to cluster cell surface proteins or 

receptors, antigens to stimulate cell signaling responses, etc.

2.5 Microscope and imaging software

1. Many available commercial systems that are designed for single molecule 

imaging are compatible with super-resolution localization microscopy. In 
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general, relatively high-power laser illumination is needed for imaging of organic 

dyes and multiple laser lines are needed for multicolor imaging. To image the 

plasma membrane selectively, illumination is set up in a total internal reflection 

(TIR) configuration. A high numerical aperture (NA) objective lens is used to 

maximize photons collected from single molecules. Multiple color channels are 

split using emission splitting optics and recorded on a high sensitivity EMCCD 

or sCMOS camera. The camera control computer and software must be capable 

of acquisition and storage of a high volume of image data. Acquisition software 

should record image metadata including acquisition timestamp information. For 

our setup, we use an Olympus IX81 inverted microscope outfitted with the 

following:

1. Coherent OBIS fiber-pigtailed solid state lasers: 405 nm (50 mW), 561 

nm (120 mW), and 647 nm (100 mW)

2. Olympus cellTIRF module to adjust laser incident angle

3. 100X UAPO TIRF objective (NA = 1.49)

4. LF405/488/561/647 quadband filter cube (TRF89902, Chroma)

5. Olympus active Z-drift correction (ZDC) module

6. DV2 (Photometrics) or Gemini (Hamamatsu) emission splitter.

7. Andor iXon-897 EMCCD camera

2.6 Post-processing and data analysis

1. Software and computing resources are needed for post-processing of raw image 

data. Handling large amounts of image data and determining single-molecule 

localizations from raw data are computationally intensive. Numerous commercial 

and freely available software packages are available for single molecule 

localization. We find that the imageJ plugin ThunderSTORM [38] is flexible 

and accessible. We use MATLAB for all subsequent analysis of single molecule 

localization to quantify protein co-localization and dynamics.

3. Methods

All steps are carried out at room temperature unless otherwise noted.

3.1 Preparation of fluorescent Fab fragments:

Labeling proteins such as antibodies, Fab fragments, toxins, or other binding proteins can 

be conjugated with organic dyes suitable for super-resolution imaging (see Note 2) via 

NHS ester chemistry. In these reactions, a reactive succinimidyl ester group commonly 

available on organic dyes is used to covalently attach the dye to amines on lysine residues 

or N-termini of purified proteins. After conjugation, unreacted dye is separated from labeled 

proteins by size exclusion chromatography. For applications where the labeling protein is 

cross-linked during the imaging experiment, for example to study the effects of protein 

clustering, labeling proteins can be conjugated with both dye and biotin groups using the 
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same succinimidyl ester chemistry. In our specific application, we label goat anti-Mouse 

IgM(μ) Fab fragments with biotin and silicon rhodamine (SiR) NHS esters.

1. Conjugation reactions should be carried out near pH 8.5 under buffer conditions 

where proteins are stable. Exchange purified proteins into the reaction buffer 

through dialysis. If the initial protein storage buffer contains free amines such 

as Tris or glycine, several rounds of dialysis may be necessary to remove them. 

Final protein concentrations between .5 – 2 mg/ml are optimal for labeling.

2. Add amine-reactive dye succinimidyl ester DMSO stock solutions to labeling 

protein solutions in 2 – 8x molar excess (see Note 3). Immediately mix the 

protein solution by inversion or by flicking the tube to avoid exposing proteins to 

high local concentrations of DMSO.

3. Incubate the reaction for 1 hr at room temperature with rotation. Protect from 

light e.g. by enclosing the reaction tube in a larger foil-covered tube.

4. After incubation, pass the reaction solution through a NAP-5 gel filtration 

column using PBS with 1 mM EDTA as the equilibration and elution buffer.

5. Modified proteins can be further purified and concentrated by centrifugation in a 

Vivaspin-500 Polyethersulfone concentration spin column.

6. Estimate the degree of labeling using absorbance measurements of the dye-

conjugated protein at the dye’s absorption maximum and 280nm. We aim for a 

dye-to-protein ratio around 2. If the protein is under-modified, the reaction can 

be repeated to increase the dye-to-protein ratio.

7. For proteins modified with both fluorescent dyes and biotin, we use a two-step 

procedure. First, react unlabeled proteins with a mixture of fluorophore and 

biotin NHS esters in 5x and 12x molar excess, respectively. Purify as described 

above. Second, repeat the labeling procedure with only fluorophore NHS ester in 

5x molar excess.

3.2 Cell preparation:

Cells can express tagged proteins e.g. through transient transfection or through the 

preparation of stable cell lines through antibiotic selection or viral transduction. Expressible 

fluorescent tags can take the form of photo-activatable/photo-switchable fluorescent proteins 

or self-labeling protein tags that covalently bind to organic dyes such as SNAP tags and 

Halotags. Proteins on the cell surface can be labeled with antibodies or toxins conjugated to 

organic fluorophores (see 3.1). Labeling strategies that use transient binding and exchange 

of fluorescent conjugates to achieve stochastic blinking, as in PAINT and DNA-PAINT, are 

also compatible. Our most common two-color labeling approach is to pair BCR labeling 

using SiR-biotin-conjugated Fab fragments with transient expression of an mEos3.2 fusion 

protein. Prior to imaging, cells should be plated on dishes or wells with #1.5 glass coverslips 

under conditions that facilitate uniform adhesion.
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1. If needed, transiently transfect cells with fluorescent fusion constructs and allow 

them to recover in growth media in the 37 °C CO2 incubator for 18–24 hours 

before preparation for imaging.

2. If needed, treat glass bottom wells or culture dishes with reagents to facilitate 

adhesion. For example, VCAM-1 coated dishes can be prepared as follows:

1. Plasma clean imaging chambers using an oxygen plasma cleaner at the 

highest power setting for 3 min.

2. Immediately incubate cleaned dishes with a solution of Fcγ-specific 

goat anti-human IgG antibodies in PBS at 100 μg/mL for 30 min at 

room temperature.

3. Rinse dishes with PBS and block for 30 min with a 5% BSA solution in 

PBS.

4. Rinse dishes with PBS and incubate dishes for 1 hour at room 

temperature or overnight at 4°C with recombinant VCAM-1/human Fc 

chimera protein at 10 μg/mL,

5. Rinse dishes thoroughly in PBS before use.

6. Coated dishes can be stored in PBS at 4 °C for up to 1 week.

7. Cells can be grown overnight on untreated glass, but should be plated 

soon before imaging if 1) cells secrete an expressed fluorescent protein 

which can become deposited on the glass (see Note 4) or 2) a surface 

treatment such as VCAM-1 coating is used. CH27 cells adhere to 

untreated glass within 2–4 hours at 37°C and VCAM-1 coated dishes 

within 10 min at room temperature.

8. In both cases, cells should be plated at a density such that they remain 

isolated from one another for imaging.

9. A day of imaging usually involves multiple replicates of a live cell 

imaging measurement. Prepare as many dishes of cells as replicates are 

desired.

10. Label cells with dye conjugated proteins at room temperature or on 

ice if needed to minimize probe internalization. We label BCR by 

incubation with 5 μg/ml SiR-biotin-Fab in culture medium for 10 min 

at room temperature. Cells should be labeled shortly (within 30 min) 

before imaging to prevent internalization.

11. At this stage and prior to imaging, cells can be pre-treated with drugs or 

other perturbations as needed for the experiment.

3.3 Imaging:

Sparse, single molecules are simultaneously imaged in two color channels over time.
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1. Configure microscope such that two fluorophores can be imaged simultaneously. 

This likely will involve illumination from several excitation lasers (e.g., 405nm, 

561nm, 647nm) paired with a multi-band filter cube that reflects laser lines 

and passes fluorophore emission. An emission splitter unit is used to separate 

emission from distinct fluorophores and direct them onto separate cameras 

or separate sides of the same EMCCD or sCMOS camera (see Note 5). 

Lasers and emission optics should be aligned prior to sample preparation. We 

recommend using an automated correction for drift in the axial direction (e.g. 

ZDC from Olympus). Total internal reflection (TIR) illumination is commonly 

used for selective imaging of cell surface proteins and structures on the plasma 

membrane.

2. Acquire images of fiducial markers to register color channels: Take many (>100) 

images of the fiducial marker bead sample using the same illumination laser 

lines and filters to be used in the cellular imaging measurement. Between 

acquisition of individual bead images, translate the stage so that the field of view 

is uniformly sampled by bead positions. It is important that the splitting optics 

are stable throughout the course of the imaging experiment. We recommend 

acquiring bead images before and after a cell measurement, to ensure that the 

relative positions of the two color channels do not shift during a measurement, 

impairing channel registration.

3. Add oxygen-scavenging enzymes glucose oxidase and catalase to the imaging 

buffer (see Note 1) and replace buffer in cells with fresh imaging buffer (See 

Note 6).

4. Select cells for imaging. Cells should be firmly adhered to the dish to minimize 

membrane topography. It can be helpful to image cells using an interference 

reflection microscopy (IRM) [39] filter cube to screen for uniform membrane 

flatness across the cell footprint. Alternately, dSTORM probes can be viewed 

with low laser power with TIR illumination to assess the uniformity of the signal 

(Figure 1A), or the blue excitation/green emission of un-converted mEos3.2 can 

be used for the same purpose. Cells should also be chosen based on expression 

levels of fluorescent constructs or labeling density.

5. Adjust laser intensities and frame rate. The goal for imaging is to view sparse 

single molecules in each color channel (Figure 1B) over an extended period 

of time (10 min). High laser intensity is needed to induce dSTORM probe 

photoswitching and the probe density is inversely dependent on illumination 

intensity. 405 nm laser intensity can be used to control mEos3.2 probe density. 

For SiR/mEos3.2 imaging, we use the following range of laser powers during 

single molecule data collection: 5–20 kW/cm2 for 561 nm and 647 nm lasers, 

and 100–200 W/cm2 for the 405 nm laser. Frame-rates should be chosen such 

that exposure times are as long as possible to maximize signal-to-noise but short 

enough to minimize motion blur and accurately localize mobile single molecules. 

Exposure times in the tens of milliseconds corresponding to frame rates between 
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20 and 100 Hz are typical, depending on the capabilities of the camera and 

mobility of proteins of interest.

6. Acquire single molecule images over time. Acquire several minutes of images 

of the untreated cell prior to carefully adding a treatment or activator (see 

Note 7). We add streptavidin during the experiment to cluster SiR-biotin-Fab 

labeled BCR and induce cellular activation. Image acquisition timestamps 

can be useful for keeping track of changing behavior relative to the time of 

treatment addition. When adding treatments during imaging, add relatively large 

volumes to facilitate fast mixing. Add treatments diluted in imaging buffer. We 

recommend saving images in successive multistack or movie files with a set 

number of images per file (e.g. 500 frames corresponding to 10s). Smaller file 

size speeds saving during acquisition and loading during post-processing.

7. Independent measurements should be repeated over multiple days using multiple 

biological replicates.

3.4 Post-processing: single molecule localization.

Single molecules can be localized using a wide variety of software packages. The end goal is 

to generate a list containing the positions and other attributes of single molecules over time 

in each color channel.

1. Localize single molecule positions. This can be accomplished in a wide range of 

software packages, including imageJ using the Thunderstorm plug-in [38]. This 

particular software package has implemented multi-emitter fitting, which allows 

for the accurate processing of images with a high density of single molecules per 

frame. Localized positions and other fit parameters can be exported for further 

processing (See Notes 8 and 9).

2. Generate a spatial mapping between image channels using fiducial markers, for 

example using the procedures described in [40]. To accomplish this, fiducial 

markers are first matched across image channels and used as control points to 

generate a transform. Once the positions of the control points are established, 

this map can be generated from control points using the function fitgeotrans() 

and it can be applied to points using the function transformPointsForward() in 

MATLAB.

3. Cull localizations to remove poor fits. This is typically done by accumulating 

distributions of fit parameter values and removing the top and bottom 5% for 

parameters such as intensity or width.

4. Localized positions can be corrected for stage drift or collective cellular motions 

using a drift correction algorithm, for example using the procedures described in 

[41]. Although drift correction is not strictly required for the cross-correlation or 

diffusion analysis because it applies at slower time-scales than are typically of 

interest, it can be important when establishing a region of interest (ROI) that is 

appropriate for localizations acquired over the entire dataset.
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5. Images representing the time-averaged positions of localized molecules can be 

rendered by generating two dimensional (2D) histograms from the localized 

positions. This can be accomplished using the histcounts2 function in MATLAB. 

Histograms can be presented as is or blurred using a Gaussian filter for display 

purposes.

3.5 Post-processing: Cross-correlation analysis.

Cross-correlation analysis is conducted using the locations of molecules in both space and 

time. Cross-correlation functions are generated by tabulating pairwise distances between 

localizations in different color channels, assembling these distance into histograms, then 

normalizing these histograms to account for the expected number of pairs if probes 

are randomly co-distributed over the specified region of interest. We have assembled a 

collection of MATLAB functions to perform these calculations from lists of localizations, as 

well as sample analysis scripts, publically available at https://github.com/VeatchLab/smlm-

analysis. Scripts and localizations used to generate Figures 2–5 are also included in the 

SMLM-analysis distribution.

These methods derive their power from the assumption that the effective interactions 

between labeled proteins are similar at different locations across the region of interest, 

so that localizations from different locations on the cell can be thought of as samples from 

one statistical distribution. By combining all of these observations, the poor sampling at any 

one location adds up to excellent sampling of the pair distribution overall. Note that this 

assumption may not hold for some structures of interest – for example a polarized cell may 

give rise to different effective interactions on the two poles.

Functions within this publically available package are referenced below.

1. Specify the region of interest (ROI) for further analysis. ROIs should be placed 

within the cellular footprint and not contain cell edges. ROIs should also exclude 

other clear topographical features. Since localizations are analyzed as projections 

on two dimensions, features that contain more membrane per area (e.g. cell 

edges, filopodia) will lead to trivial correlations. A tool to draw ROIs on 

reconstructed images called spacewin_gui() is included in the SMLM-analysis 

distribution. This tool allows a user to draw polygons on images reconstructed 

from lists of localized positions. Polygons can be drawn that either include or 

exclude points, allowing for ROIs with complicated topologies. Examples of 

different ROIs and their impact on the resulting cross-correlation functions are 

shown in Figure 2.

2. Tabulate cross-correlations that properly normalize for ROI boundaries. This can 

be accomplished using the MATLAB function spacetime_xcor() posted in the 

SMLM-analysis distribution. This base function includes an efficient code to 

tabulate the pairwise distances between localizations over time, adapted from 

[42] and described previously [41], as well as boundary conditions for arbitrary 

spatial ROIs and temporal windows, as described [34]. In some cases, long-

range gradients in images can obscure results when an analysis of short-range 

correlations are desired. To reduce the impact of long-range gradients, a local 
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density correction can be applied, tabulated using spatial_gradient_correction() 

in the SMLM-analysis distribution, following an approach described previously 

[43]. We find that this correction is often necessary when imaging mobile 

(d)STORM probes such as SiR that diffuse into the illuminated area from the 

cell edges in an activated state. These probes tend to take some time to be 

converted into a reversible dark state, leading to a larger density of probes at the 

cell periphery (evident in Figure 1B for SiR). A properly normalized correlation 

function should decay to 1 when probed at large separation distance or large 

separation-times. Examples of correlation functions tabulated from the same set 

of localizations but with different normalizations are shown in Figure 3.

3. Correct for bleed-through and/or other fluorophore related photo-physical 

effects between image channels. Fluorophores have broad emission spectral 

characteristics, making it difficult to fully isolate emission with filters alone. 

Even low intensity emission in the incorrect color channel can bias the 

localizations to generate the appearance of shorter pairwise distances, when 

molecules appear in both color channels simultaneously and within a diffraction 

limited separation distance [31]. FRET or other proximity related photo-physical 

effects (e.g. [44]) can also give rise to correlations that do not reflect the 

actual density of labeled molecules. These effects can be detected and corrected 

by analyzing how cross-correlations vary with the time-interval between 

observations. Bleed-through or other fluorophore related photo-physical effects 

are expected to be most apparent when probes are observed simultaneously 

within a diffraction limited separation distance (~200nm). An example is shown 

in Figure 4 in which one probe (SiR labeling BCR) is clustered and largely 

immobile and the second probe (mEos3.2 labeling a minimal GPI linked protein) 

is mobile. In this case, cross-correlation amplitudes (Figure 4B) are highest 

for simultaneous observations (time-separation = 0) and decay over a fraction 

of a second for short separation distances (r<150nm). Since BCR clusters are 

largely immobile, the cross-correlation amplitude should not depend on when 

exactly labels decorating those clusters are observed, therefore we expect the 

actual cross-correlation amplitude to not vary with time-interval. These artificial 

probe-related correlations can be removed by either averaging over a range 

of time-intervals excluding the effected points, or by fitting quickly varying 

contributions and reporting only the slowly varying component. The impact of 

these corrections can be seen in the spatial correlation functions of Figure 4C.

4. In some cases, we are most interested in the change in the magnitude of 

correlations upon stimulation, in which case we subtract correlation functions 

generated from localizations detected before stimulation from the correlation 

function generated from localizations obtained after stimulation (see Note 7). 

One advantage of this approach is that it provides a means to exclude systematic 

contributions from membrane topography that are present over the entire 

measurement but are not removed by the ROI. We found this to be important 

when quantifying small signals [45].
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3.6 Post-processing: Diffusion analysis.

Single molecule mobility can be characterized by quantifying the evolution of the spatial 

auto-correlation in time. As molecules move, they tend to explore larger distances over 

larger time-intervals, and this can be detected as a broadening of the initial peak in the auto-

correlation function, over time-scales relevant to the off-rate of the fluorophore blinking. 

This analysis yields similar information as is obtained in single particle tracking, but has 

the advantage of not requiring that localizations be assigned to trajectories, which may be 

ambiguous for densely sampled data. An example showing GPI-mEos3.2 motion is shown 

in Figure 5. The script and localizations used to generate Figure 5 is included in the 

SMLM-analysis distribution.

1. Using the same ROI constructed for the cross-correlation analysis, tabulate the 

spatial auto-correlation for the color channel corresponding to the molecule 

being characterized. This can be done using the same MATLAB function used 

to tabulate cross-correlations, spacetime_acor(), which resembles the function 

spacetime_xcor() but in this case only positions for one color channel are 

inputted. Auto-correlation functions should include normalizations for the ROI 

and spatial gradients.

2. Auto-correlation functions can be fit to a superposition of Gaussian 

functions to extract the mean square displacements (MSDs) and 

relative populations associated with each state. The example of 

Figure 5 is fit to a superposition of two Gaussians of the 

form: g r = 1 + Nα/MSD1 exp −r2/MSD1 + N 1 − α /MSD2 exp −r2/MSD2 ,, 
where N is a normalization factor, MSD1 and MSD2 are the mean squared 

displacements in the two states, and α is the fraction of molecules in the 1st state. 

This fitting approach makes the assumption that motion is normally distributed, 

which is typically appropriate as long as directed motion is not expected. This 

approach does not assume that motion is Brownian.

3. Best fit MSDs can be converted to diffusion coefficients at a given time-

interval τ according to D = MSD/4τ. Note it is important to account for the 

finite integration time and finite localization precision of the measurement, 

especially for short time-intervals [46]. The effective time-interval is calculated 

as τeffective = τ 1 − 1
3

integration_time
frame_time  and the effective mean squared displacement is 

MSDeffective = MSD − 2(LP)2 ⋅ where LP is the average localization precision of 

the measurement. For the example of Figure 5, the slow state is highly confined, 

in that its MSD does not increase with time-interval. In this case it is more 

appropriate to report the confinement radius, which is rconfinement = MSD − 2(LP 2.

4. Notes

1. Some steps should be taken to ensure the maximal activity of the imaging buffer. 

Glutathione powder should be stored at 4 °C under desiccation and allowed to 

come to room temperature before weighing to avoid oxidation. Glutathione is 
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unstable in aqueous solutions so imaging buffers should be prepared on the day 

of the experiment. Catalase stock solutions have a poor shelf life and should 

not be frozen, and are therefore best prepared within 48 hours of use and stored 

at 4 °C. We typically prepare imaging buffer stock solutions containing all 

components except for glucose, glutathione, glucose oxidase, and catalase for 

long-term storage at 4 °C. On the day of the experiment, glucose and glutathione 

are added and the pH of the buffer is adjusted to 8 with small amounts of 10 

M NaOH to counteract the acidifying effect of glutathione. Glucose oxidase and 

catalase are added immediately before imaging. Final concentrations of glucose 

oxidase and catalase strongly effect the blinking kinetics of organic dyes and 

need to be optimized for the specific dyes being used as well as parameters 

such as labeling density. The concentrations given are a useful starting point. 

We also note that an important factor for buffer optimization is preservation of 

cell viability and signaling to the greatest extent possible while still enabling 

super-resolution imaging (See Note 6).

2. For quantitative measurements of protein co-distributions by super-resolution 

imaging in two color channels, special considerations apply for dye selection. It 

is imperative that each orthogonal label is identified in one color channel only. 

Cyanine-based dyes commonly used in localization microscopy can undergo 

reactions that shift their absorbance spectra to shorter wavelengths, leading 

to detection of spurious signals in the wrong color channel from these dyes 

[47, 48]. Two-color detection in the red and far-red emission channels is 

commonly used because of availability of dyes and fluorescent proteins optimal 

for localization microscopy. For this combination, we favor silicon-substituted 

rhodamine dyes [49] for far-red detection.

3. Molar ratios of succinimidyl ester dye to target protein used for dye conjugation 

vary based on the specific dyes and proteins and need to be optimized 

empirically. Over-modification of proteins with organic dyes can lead to protein 

aggregation and instability in solution. In our experience it is preferable to begin 

with lower molar ratios and perform multiple successive conjugation reactions if 

necessary.

4. We have found that some transiently expressed fluorescent fusion proteins are 

secreted by cells. These proteins can become deposited on glass coverslips, 

resulting in immobile mEos3.2 molecules that are difficult to distinguish from 

tagged proteins of interest in the intact plasma membrane. Deposited proteins 

accumulate over time and can be minimized by plating cells on coverslips for a 

few hours after they have recovered from transfection.

5. Quantitative analysis of multi-color SMLM data is very sensitive to even low 

levels of spectral bleed-through across color channels. Emission filters should 

be selected to minimize bleed-through, with more restrictive requirements than 

are typical for standard TIR or wide field fluorescence imaging. Small residual 

bleed-through artifacts can be corrected in post-processing (see 3.5.3 and Figure 

4).
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6. Optimal buffer conditions for dye photoswitching (See Note 1) are not always 

conducive to long-term cell viability and normal physiological function. While 

there are fortunately a number of effective photoswitching buffer formulations 

available using a variety of reagents (e.g. different reducing agents or oxygen 

scavenging systems), some choices are more acutely harmful to cells than 

others. To ensure that cells remain viable and the signaling pathways under 

study are still activated under imaging buffer conditions, we look at readouts 

of signaling function and use them as a factor in imaging buffer optimization. 

Specifically, we measure signaling events downstream of immune receptor 

activation from cells stimulated in the presence of various buffer components 

at various concentrations (See Fig S1 in reference [15] and Fig S13 in 

reference [31]), or while tuning buffer parameters such as pH. Readouts 

can be, for example, calcium mobilization, western blotting, cytokine or 

histamine release, etc. This approach is useful for identifying problematic buffer 

components and minimizing their concentrations where possible or exploring 

alternatives. Another strategy we use to identify potential buffer-related artifacts 

is comparison between results of live cell imaging experiments and analogous 

fixed cell imaging experiments. While fixation can itself introduce artifacts, 

cells are not exposed to harsh conditions until the point of fixation in these 

experiments. If live and fixed cell measurements are consistent, this suggests the 

result lacks major artifacts from both fixation and imaging, including exposure 

to imaging buffer and laser illumination (See Fig 2 in reference [22]). Finally, 

even once the imaging buffer formulation is optimized, elevated pH and depleted 

oxygen are often still needed for dye photoswitching, and we typically see some 

reduction in cellular signaling responses in imaging buffer compared to a more 

physiological buffer. Signs of cell stress such as detachment from the coverslip 

are also sometimes evident in cells that have been in imaging buffer for long 

periods (> 45 min-1 hr). As such, we take pains to minimize the amount of 

time that cells spend in imaging buffer before data recording begins by quickly 

locating cells for imaging (5 min or less). We also design experiments to capture 

the signaling behavior in question within 10–20 min of data collection.

7. Factors such as subtle membrane topography can contribute to cross-correlation 

functions in ways that can be difficult to identify or isolate (see 3.5.1 and Figure 

2). These contributions add to cell-to-cell variation in cross-correlation functions 

and are not typically the focus of the imaging experiment. In situations where 

structures are expected to be present throughout the imaging experiment, it 

can be useful to quantify the difference in the cross-correlation function before 

and after the addition of a cell treatment or stimulus rather than the absolute 

amplitude of the cross-correlation after treatment. For this reason, it can be 

helpful to acquire sufficient image data before treatment to establish a baseline 

for the cross-correlation function.

8. Quality assessment for raw data requires special attention. It should be noted 

that fitting algorithms are capable of producing localizations from even very poor 

quality raw data and therefore the ability of processing procedures to reconstruct 
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super-resolution images is not a sufficient data quality standard. Isolated single 

molecules should be identifiable by eye in raw images. Reconstructed images 

generated from raw data with a high density of single molecules often contain 

recognizable artifacts such as intensity bleeding between higher intensity objects 

or narrowing of linear structures. Localization algorithms return quality control 

metrics (e.g. localization error, spot width and intensity, etc.) that degrade when 

probe density is too high, indicating single molecules are not well resolved.

9. It can be useful to localize single molecules on images that have undergone a 

background subtraction to remove intensity from signals that do not vary in time. 

The background is typically estimated by taking the median of images acquired 

over some finite time (e.g. 500 frames), subtracting this from the raw images, 

then adding back the average intensity value of the median image. The most 

commonly used localization algorithm [50] incorporates information about pixel 

intensity, camera gain and noise when localizing and estimating the localization 

error on single fits. These error estimates will contain systematic errors when 

applied to background subtracted image frames.

Acknowledgements

We thank Andrea Stoddard and Kathleen Wisser for contributing reagents and help with sample preparation. 
Jennifer Flanagan-Natoli developed protocols to functionalize coverglass for cell adhesion. Matthew Stone helped 
develop data analysis, sample preparation, and imaging methods. This work was funded by NIH (GM110052, 
GM129347, CA226962) and NSF (MCB1552439) grants to SLV. SAS was supported by an American Cancer 
Society postdoctoral fellowship grant (PF1800401CCE).

References

1. Murugesan S, Hong J, Yi J, Li D, Beach JR, Shao L, Meinhardt J, Madison G, Wu X, Betzig 
E, Hammer JA (2016) Formin-generated actomyosin arcs propel T cell receptor microcluster 
movement at the immune synapse. J Cell Biol 215:383–399. 10.1083/jcb.201603080 [PubMed: 
27799367] 

2. Fritzsche M, Fernandes RA, Chang VT, Colin-York H, Clausen MP, Felce JH, Galiani S, 
Erlenkämper C, Santos AM, Heddleston JM, Pedroza-Pacheco I, Waithe D, de la Serna JB, 
Lagerholm BC, Liu T, Chew T-L, Betzig E, Davis SJ, Eggeling C (2017) Cytoskeletal actin 
dynamics shape a ramifying actin network underpinning immunological synapse formation. Sci Adv 
3:e1603032. 10.1126/sciadv.1603032 [PubMed: 28691087] 

3. Jung Y, Riven I, Feigelson SW, Kartvelishvily E, Tohya K, Miyasaka M, Alon R, Haran G (2016) 
Three-dimensional localization of T-cell receptors in relation to microvilli using a combination of 
superresolution microscopies. Proc Natl Acad Sci 113:E5916–E5924. 10.1073/pnas.1605399113 
[PubMed: 27647916] 

4. Mace EM, Orange JS (2016) High- and Super-Resolution Microscopy Imaging of 
the NK Cell Immunological Synapse. Methods Mol Biol Clifton NJ 1441:141–150. 
10.1007/978-1-4939-3684-7_12

5. Sherman E, Barr V, Samelson LE (2013) Super-resolution characterization of TCR-dependent 
signaling clusters. Immunol Rev 251:21–35. 10.1111/imr.12010 [PubMed: 23278738] 

6. Shannon MJ, Burn G, Cope A, Cornish G, Owen DM (2015) Protein clustering and spatial 
organization in T-cells. Biochem Soc Trans 43:315–321. 10.1042/BST20140316 [PubMed: 
26009169] 

7. Freeman SA, Goyette J, Furuya W, Woods EC, Bertozzi CR, Bergmeier W, Hinz B, van der Merwe 
PA, Das R, Grinstein S (2016) Integrins Form an Expanding Diffusional Barrier that Coordinates 
Phagocytosis. Cell 164:128–140. 10.1016/j.cell.2015.11.048 [PubMed: 26771488] 

Shelby et al. Page 15

Methods Mol Biol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2024 January 02.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



8. Rust MJ, Bates M, Zhuang X (2006) Stochastic optical reconstruction microscopy (STORM) 
provides sub-diffraction-limit image resolution. Nat Methods 3:793–795. 10.1038/nmeth929 
[PubMed: 16896339] 

9. Betzig E, Patterson GH, Sougrat R, Lindwasser OW, Olenych S, Bonifacino JS, Davidson MW, 
Lippincott-Schwartz J, Hess HF (2006) Imaging Intracellular Fluorescent Proteins at Nanometer 
Resolution. Science 313:1642–1645. 10.1126/science.1127344 [PubMed: 16902090] 

10. Hess ST, Girirajan TPK, Mason MD (2006) Ultra-High Resolution Imaging by Fluorescence 
Photoactivation Localization Microscopy. Biophys J 91:4258–4272. 10.1529/biophysj.106.091116 
[PubMed: 16980368] 

11. Heilemann M, van de Linde S, Schüttpelz M, Kasper R, Seefeldt B, Mukherjee A, Tinnefeld P, 
Sauer M (2008) Subdiffraction-Resolution Fluorescence Imaging with Conventional Fluorescent 
Probes. Angew Chem Int Ed 47:6172–6176. 10.1002/anie.200802376

12. Maity PC, Blount A, Jumaa H, Ronneberger O, Lillemeier BF, Reth M (2015) B cell antigen 
receptors of the IgM and IgD classes are clustered in different protein islands that are altered 
during B cell activation. Sci Signal 8:ra93–ra93. 10.1126/scisignal.2005887 [PubMed: 26373673] 

13. Mattila PK, Feest C, Depoil D, Treanor B, Montaner B, Otipoby KL, Carter R, Justement 
LB, Bruckbauer A, Batista FD (2013) The Actin and Tetraspanin Networks Organize Receptor 
Nanoclusters to Regulate B Cell Receptor-Mediated Signaling. Immunity 38:461–474. 10.1016/
j.immuni.2012.11.019 [PubMed: 23499492] 

14. Schwartz SL, Cleyrat C, Olah MJ, Relich PK, Phillips GK, Hlavacek WS, Lidke KA, Wilson BS, 
Lidke DS (2017) Differential mast cell outcomes are sensitive to FcεRI-Syk binding kinetics. Mol 
Biol Cell 28:3397–3414. 10.1091/mbc.e17-06-0350 [PubMed: 28855374] 

15. Shelby SA, Holowka D, Baird B, Veatch SL (2013) Distinct Stages of Stimulated FcεRI 
Receptor Clustering and Immobilization Are Identified through Superresolution Imaging. Biophys 
J 105:2343–2354. 10.1016/j.bpj.2013.09.049 [PubMed: 24268146] 

16. Sherman E, Barr V, Manley S, Patterson G, Balagopalan L, Akpan I, Regan CK, Merrill RK, 
Sommers CL, Lippincott-Schwartz J, Samelson LE (2011) Functional Nanoscale Organization 
of Signaling Molecules Downstream of the T Cell Antigen Receptor. Immunity 35:705–720. 
10.1016/j.immuni.2011.10.004 [PubMed: 22055681] 

17. Rossy J, Owen DM, Williamson DJ, Yang Z, Gaus K (2013) Conformational states of the 
kinase Lck regulate clustering in early T cell signaling. Nat Immunol 14:82–89. 10.1038/ni.2488 
[PubMed: 23202272] 

18. Hsu C-J, Baumgart T (2011) Spatial Association of Signaling Proteins and F-Actin Effects on 
Cluster Assembly Analyzed via Photoactivation Localization Microscopy in T Cells. PLOS ONE 
6:e23586. 10.1371/journal.pone.0023586 [PubMed: 21887278] 

19. Kennedy PR, Barthen C, Williamson DJ, Pitkeathly WTE, Hazime KS, Cumming J, Stacey KB, 
Hilton HG, Carrington M, Parham P, Davis DM (2019) Genetic diversity affects the nanoscale 
membrane organization and signaling of natural killer cell receptors. Sci Signal 12:eaaw9252. 
10.1126/scisignal.aaw9252 [PubMed: 31848320] 

20. Smith LK, Fawaz K, Treanor B (2021) Galectin-9 regulates the threshold of B cell activation and 
autoimmunity. Elife 10:e64557 [PubMed: 34369876] 

21. Lopes FB, Bálint Š, Valvo S, Felce JH, Hessel EM, Dustin ML, Davis DM (2017) Membrane 
nanoclusters of FcγRI segregate from inhibitory SIRPα upon activation of human macrophages. J 
Cell Biol 216:1123–1141. 10.1083/jcb.201608094 [PubMed: 28289091] 

22. Stone MB, Shelby SA, Núñez MF, Wisser K, Veatch SL (2017) Protein sorting by lipid phase-like 
domains supports emergent signaling function in B lymphocyte plasma membranes. eLife 6:. 
10.7554/eLife.19891

23. Núñez MF, Wisser K, Veatch SL (2020) Synergistic factors control kinase-phosphatase 
organization in B-cells engaged with supported bilayers. Mol Biol Cell 31:667–682. 10.1091/
mbc.E19-09-0507 [PubMed: 31877064] 

24. Shelby SA, Castello-Serrano I, Wisser KC, Levental I, Veatch (2023) Membrane phase separation 
drives responsive assembly of receptor signaling domains. Nat Chem Biol 19(6):750–758. doi: 
10.1038/s41589-023-01268-8 [PubMed: 36997644] 

Shelby et al. Page 16

Methods Mol Biol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2024 January 02.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



25. Hirvonen LM, Marsh RJ, Jones GE, Cox S (2020) Combined AFM and super-resolution 
localisation microscopy: Investigating the structure and dynamics of podosomes. Eur J Cell Biol 
99:151106. 10.1016/j.ejcb.2020.151106 [PubMed: 33070038] 

26. Deschout H, Lukes T, Sharipov A, Szlag D, Feletti L, Vandenberg W, Dedecker P, Hofkens J, 
Leutenegger M, Lasser T, Radenovic A (2016) Complementarity of PALM and SOFI for super-
resolution live-cell imaging of focal adhesions. Nat Commun 7:13693. 10.1038/ncomms13693 
[PubMed: 27991512] 

27. Huang F, Hartwich TMP, Rivera-Molina FE, Lin Y, Duim WC, Long JJ, Uchil PD, Myers JR, 
Baird MA, Mothes W, Davidson MW, Toomre D, Bewersdorf J (2013) Video-rate nanoscopy 
using sCMOS camera–specific single-molecule localization algorithms. Nat Methods 10:653–658. 
10.1038/nmeth.2488 [PubMed: 23708387] 

28. Veatch SL, Machta BB, Shelby SA, Chiang EN, Holowka DA, Baird BA (2012) Correlation 
Functions Quantify Super-Resolution Images and Estimate Apparent Clustering Due to Over-
Counting. PLoS ONE 7:e31457. 10.1371/journal.pone.0031457 [PubMed: 22384026] 

29. Sengupta P, Jovanovic-Talisman T, Skoko D, Renz M, Veatch SL, Lippincott-Schwartz J (2011) 
Probing protein heterogeneity in the plasma membrane using PALM and pair correlation analysis. 
Nat Methods 8:969–975. 10.1038/nmeth.1704 [PubMed: 21926998] 

30. Schnitzbauer J, Wang Y, Zhao S, Bakalar M, Nuwal T, Chen B, Huang B (2018) Correlation 
analysis framework for localization-based superresolution microscopy. Proc Natl Acad Sci 
115:3219–3224. 10.1073/pnas.1711314115 [PubMed: 29531072] 

31. Stone MB, Veatch SL (2015) Steady-state cross-correlations for live two-colour super-resolution 
localization data sets. Nat Commun 6:. 10.1038/ncomms8347

32. Sherman E, Barr VA, Merrill RK, Regan CK, Sommers CL, Samelson LE (2016) Hierarchical 
nanostructure and synergy of multimolecular signalling complexes. Nat Commun 7:12161. 
10.1038/ncomms12161 [PubMed: 27396911] 

33. Stone MB, Shelby SA, Veatch SL (2017) Super-Resolution Microscopy: Shedding Light on the 
Cellular Plasma Membrane. Chem Rev 117:7457–7477. 10.1021/acs.chemrev.6b00716 [PubMed: 
28211677] 

34. Shaw TR, Fazekas FJ, Kim S, Flanagan-Natoli JC, Sumrall ER, Veatch SL (2022) Estimating the 
localization spread function of static single-molecule localization microscopy images. Biophys J 
121:2906–2920. 10.1016/j.bpj.2022.06.036 [PubMed: 35787472] 

35. Wang Y, Schnitzbauer J, Hu Z, Li X, Cheng Y, Huang Z-L, Huang B (2014) Localization 
events-based sample drift correction for localization microscopy with redundant cross-correlation 
algorithm. Opt Express 22:15982–15991. 10.1364/OE.22.015982 [PubMed: 24977854] 

36. Haughton G, Arnold LW, Bishop GA, Mercolino TJ (1986) The CH Series of Murine B Cell 
Lymphomas: Neoplastic Analogues of Ly-1+ Normal B Cells. Immunol Rev 93:35–52. 10.1111/
j.1600-065X.1986.tb01501.x [PubMed: 3491037] 

37. Zhang M, Chang H, Zhang Y, Yu J, Wu L, Ji W, Chen J, Liu B, Lu J, Liu Y, Zhang J, Xu P, Xu 
T (2012) Rational design of true monomeric and bright photoactivatable fluorescent proteins. Nat 
Methods 9:727–729. 10.1038/nmeth.2021 [PubMed: 22581370] 

38. Ovesný M, Křížek P, Borkovec J, Švindrych Z, Hagen GM (2014) ThunderSTORM: a 
comprehensive ImageJ plug-in for PALM and STORM data analysis and super-resolution imaging. 
Bioinformatics 30:2389–2390. 10.1093/bioinformatics/btu202 [PubMed: 24771516] 

39. Curtis AS (1964) THE MECHANISM OF ADHESION OF CELLS TO GLASS. A STUDY BY 
INTERFERENCE REFLECTION MICROSCOPY. J Cell Biol 20:199–215. 10.1083/jcb.20.2.199 
[PubMed: 14126869] 

40. Churchman LS, Ökten Z, Rock RS, Dawson JF, Spudich JA (2005) Single molecule high-
resolution colocalization of Cy3 and Cy5 attached to macromolecules measures intramolecular 
distances through time. Proc Natl Acad Sci 102:1419–1423. 10.1073/pnas.0409487102 [PubMed: 
15668396] 

41. Fazekas FJ, Shaw TR, Kim S, Bogucki RA, Veatch SL (2021) A mean shift algorithm for drift 
correction in localization microscopy. Biophys Rep 1:100008. 10.1016/j.bpr.2021.100008

42. Baddeley A, Rubak E, Turner R (2016) Spatial point patterns: methodology and applications with 
R. CRC Press, Boca Raton London New York

Shelby et al. Page 17

Methods Mol Biol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2024 January 02.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



43. Shaw T, M⊘ller J, Waagepetersen RP (2021) Globally intensity-reweighted estimators for K- and 
pair correlation functions. Aust N Z J Stat 63:93–118. 10.1111/anzs.12318

44. Helmerich DA, Beliu G, Taban D, Meub M, Streit M, Kuhlemann A, Doose S, Sauer M (2022) 
Photoswitching fingerprint analysis bypasses the 10-nm resolution barrier. Nat Methods 19:986–
994. 10.1038/s41592-022-01548-6 [PubMed: 35915194] 

45. Shelby SA, Castello-Serrano I, Levental I, Veatch SL Membrane phase separation drives protein 
organization at BCR clusters. Be Submitt May 2021

46. Berglund AJ (2010) Statistics of camera-based single-particle tracking. Phys Rev E 82:011917. 
10.1103/PhysRevE.82.011917

47. Stone MB, Veatch SL (2014) Far-Red Organic Fluorophores Contain a Fluorescent Impurity. 
ChemPhysChem 15:2240–2246. 10.1002/cphc.201402002 [PubMed: 24782148] 

48. Matikonda SS, Helmerich DA, Meub M, Beliu G, Kollmannsberger P, Greer A, Sauer 
M, Schnermann MJ (2021) Defining the Basis of Cyanine Phototruncation Enables a New 
Approach to Single-Molecule Localization Microscopy. ACS Cent Sci 7:1144–1155. 10.1021/
acscentsci.1c00483 [PubMed: 34345667] 

49. Lukinavičius G, Umezawa K, Olivier N, Honigmann A, Yang G, Plass T, Mueller V, Reymond L, 
Corrêa IR, Luo Z-G, Schultz C, Lemke EA, Heppenstall P, Eggeling C, Manley S, Johnsson K 
(2013) A near-infrared fluorophore for live-cell super-resolution microscopy of cellular proteins. 
Nat Chem 5:132–139. 10.1038/nchem.1546 [PubMed: 23344448] 

50. Smith CS, Joseph N, Rieger B, Lidke KA (2010) Fast, single-molecule localization that achieves 
theoretically minimum uncertainty. Nat Methods 7:373–375. 10.1038/nmeth.1449 [PubMed: 
20364146] 

Shelby et al. Page 18

Methods Mol Biol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2024 January 02.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



Figure 1: Sample raw and reconstructed images.
(A). Total internal reflection (TIR) and interference reflection microscopy (IRM) images of 

an adherent CH27 B cell after incubation with a Fab fragment αIgMμ conjugated to both 

SiR and biotin. When imaged with low intensity 647nm excitation, SiR should exhibit a 

uniform and bright distribution over the cell surface when imaged in TIR and the IRM image 

should also be uniform indicating minimal membrane topography. (B) (top) Raw TIR image 

frames of SiR imaged at high 647nm laser power and mEos3.2 imaged with both 561nm 

excitation and 405nm activation lasers. Imaging SiR with high laser power converts some 

probes into a reversible dark state allowing the visualization of isolated single molecules. 

(bottom) Super-resolution image of SiR and mEos3.2 from localizations acquired from 4500 

image frames over 2.9 min. Note the presence of a gradient in the SiR image. This is due 

to mobile probes diffusing from the cell edges that are not initially in a reversible dark 

state since the TIR field does not extend above the ventral cell surface. (C) The same 

conditions as B but images are acquired after the addition of streptavidin to induce clustering 
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and activation of BCR. Super-resolved images are generated from 8500 raw images frames 

acquired over 5.8 min.
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Figure 2: Defining an appropriate region of interest (ROI).
(A) Reconstructed image (left) of SiR-tagged BCR and transiently-expressed Src15-

mEos3.2 in an adhered CH27 B cell imaged after BCR clustering with streptavidin. The 

yellow polygon indicates the region of interest (ROI) used for the cross-correlation analysis 

(right). This ROI contains areas inside and outside the cell footprint, including membrane 

topographical features of the cell boundary itself and thin protrusions. Because both 

probes reside on the cell membrane, the cross-correlation takes on values > 1, indicating 

co-localization of the two probes. (B) (left) The same cell shown in (A) with a ROI defined 

within the cell boundary. (right) The cross-correlation function tabulated using this ROI 

indicates exclusion of the two probes (values < 1), reflecting the co-distribution of these 

proteins within the membrane. A MATLAB script that generates this figure is included in 

the SMLM-analysis distribution.
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Figure 3: The normalization of the cross-correlation function c(r).
(A) Reconstructed image of SiR tagged BCR and Src15-mEos3.2 in an adherent CH27 B 

cell imaged before BCR clustering with streptavidin. The ROI used is shown in yellow. (B) 

Cross-correlation functions tabulated for localizations within the region of interest in A. The 

three curves shown contain different corrections to the cross-correlation normalization as 

indicated. The edge correction incorporates the geometry of the region of interest to account 

for the reduced number of possible pairs for localized molecules close to edge of the ROI. 

The gradient correction accounts for changes in local density that vary over length-scales 

greater than 1μm in this example. A MATLAB script that generates this figure is included in 

the SMLM-analysis distribution.
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Figure 4: Example of procedure to account for fluorophore bleed-through or other temporally 
correlated photo-physical effects.
(A) Reconstructed image of SiR tagged BCR and GPI-mEos3.2 in an adherent CH27 

B cell imaged after BCR clustering with streptavidin. The yellow polygon indicates the 

ROI used for the cross-correlation analysis. (B) Cross-correlation functions plotted as 

a function of separation time for several spatial bins centered at the values indicated. 

BCR clusters are largely immobile over these time-scales (2 sec), therefore a uniform 

or slowly-varying cross-correlation amplitude is expected in the absence of bleed-through 

or other photo-physical effects. We attribute the upwards inflection of cross-correlation 

curves at short separation times to fluorophore-dependent effects since they occur over 

diffraction-limited spatial scales (<200nm) and diffusion-limited time-scales (<0.25sec in 

this example). (C) This artifact results in the appearance of correlations that are apparent if 

only simultaneously-observed localizations are included (g(τ=0)). This artificial correlation 

can be removed by either reporting the average over all time-intervals (<g(τ<2sec)>) or by 

fitting the time-interval dependent upwards deflection in g(τ) to a Gaussian shape (solid 

lines in B) and removing this component from the residual function extrapolated to τ=0 

(g(τ→0)). A MATLAB script that generates this figure is included in the SMLM-analysis 

distribution.

Shelby et al. Page 23

Methods Mol Biol. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2024 January 02.

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript

A
uthor M

anuscript
A

uthor M
anuscript



Figure 5: The time-dependent auto-correlation function quantifies protein mobility.
(A) Reconstructed image of GPI-mEos3.2 in an adherent CH27 B cell imaged after 

BCR clustering with streptavidin. The yellow polygon indicates the ROI used for the 

auto-correlation analysis. (B) Auto-correlation functions plotted as a function of separation 

distance for several temporal bins centered at the values indicated. Curves are fit to a 

superposition of two Gaussian functions to capture the two populations. As the time-interval 

is increased, the faster population extends to larger separation distances while the slower 

population remains confined to short separation distances. (C) Parameters extracted from fits 

like those shown in B including the mean squared displacement (MSD) for the fast and slow 

populations as well as the % of segments associated with the slow state. In this case, the fast 

MSD is roughly linear in time-interval while the slow MSD and the fraction of segments 

in the slow state does not change meaningfully with time-interval. (D) Mobility parameters 

evaluated from fit parameters in C. A MATLAB script that generates this figure is included 

in the SMLM-analysis distribution.
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