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Neuronal plasticity affects 
correlation between the size of 
dendritic spine and its postsynaptic 
density
Malgorzata Borczyk1, Małgorzata Alicja Śliwińska1,2, Anna Caly1, Tytus Bernas2 & 
Kasia Radwanska   1

Structural plasticity of dendritic spines is thought to underlie memory formation. Size of a dendritic 
spine is considered proportional to the size of its postsynaptic density (PSD), number of glutamate 
receptors and synaptic strength. However, whether this correlation is true for all dendritic spine 
volumes, and remains stable during synaptic plasticity, is largely unknown. In this study, we take 
advantage of 3D electron microscopy and reconstruct dendritic spines and cores of PSDs from the 
stratum radiatum of the area CA1 of organotypic hippocampal slices. We observe that approximately 
1/3 of dendritic spines, in a range of medium sizes, fail to reach significant correlation between dendritic 
spine volume and PSD surface area or PSD-core volume. During NMDA receptor-dependent chemical 
long-term potentiation (NMDAR-cLTP) dendritic spines and their PSD not only grow, but also PSD 
area and PSD-core volume to spine volume ratio is increased, and the correlation between the sizes of 
these two is tightened. Further analysis specified that only spines that contain smooth endoplasmic 
reticulum (SER) grow during cLTP, while PSD-cores grow irrespectively of the presence of SER in the 
spine. Dendritic spines with SER also show higher correlation of the volumetric parameters than spines 
without SER, and this correlation is further increased during cLTP only in the spines that contain SER. 
Overall, we found that correlation between PSD surface area and spine volume is not consistent across 
all spine volumes, is modified and tightened during synaptic plasticity and regulated by SER.

Dendritic spines are small protrusions on neurons that harbour synaptic receptors of excitatory connections. 
Since Ramon y Cajal described them more than 100 years ago, dendritic spines have been the focus of study of 
many neuroscientists due to their presumed role in the learning and memory processes1–3. At the tip of most of 
dendritic spines there is an electron-dense region that harbours glutamate receptors and other protein complexes, 
namely a postsynaptic density (PSD), which represents a postsynaptic part of a synapse4. PSD area was shown 
to correlate with dendritic spine volume and spine head volume5–7. Large PSDs and spines contain more AMPA 
and NMDA receptors, than small ones8–10. Hence, the greater the dendritic spine volume the larger PSD area and 
stronger the synapse1,11. Function and consequences as well as extent of this correlation are not fully understood.

Many studies analyzed the effect of synaptic stimulation on the size and shape of dendritic spines and PSDs 
(reviewed by Harris K.M. et al. in12,13 and Nimchinsky E et al. in14). The general view is that electrical and 
chemical LTP result in increased spine volume and PSD area15–20 and an increased frequency of non-macular 
synapses16,17,20. Synaptic plasticity-induced spine growth correlates with changes of AMPA and NMDA 
receptors-mediated currents8,21–23 and [Ca2+] transients8. However, to our knowledge, only two studies investi-
gated if the activity-induced growth of PSD and dendritic is synchronous24,25. Meyer et al.24 and Bosch et al.25 used 
3D electron microscopy (3D EM) to reconstruct dendritic spines with their PSDs, that underwent strengthening 
after glutamate uncaging, and showed that, as a result of a fast growth of a spine, there is a temporary shift in a 
ratio between the PSD surface area and spine volume. Due to limited sample size analysed so far, it is, however, 
unknown whether the correlation between a PSD and dendritic spine size is preserved during synaptic plasticity 
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and whether the observed changes are universal across different dendritic spine sizes. Since it has been shown 
that small dendritic spines are very dynamic, whereas large mushroom spines tend to be more persistent21,26,27, the 
tight correlation between the spine volume and PSD area (and PSD volume) may not hold true for all spine cate-
gories. What is more, some dendritic spines contain smooth endoplasmic reticulum (SER), or its specialisation in 
form of stacks, called a spine apparatus. SER-containing spines are larger and have more potent synapses23. They 
are also preferentially enlarged during potentiation28,29, and necessary for long-term potentiation28,30. Still, little is 
known whether SER affects correlation between dendritic spine volume and PSD area.

In the current study we ask whether the correlation of PSD and dendritic spine size is an universal phe-
nomenon across all spine sizes and if it is affected by synaptic plasticity and presence of SER. Toward this end 
we employed serial block-face scanning electron microscopy (SBEM)31 to obtain high-resolution, 3D measure-
ments of dendritic spines with PSD-cores in the organotypic hippocampal slices after induction of chemical, 
NMDAR-dependent long-term potentiation (NMDAR-cLTP)32. The NMDAR-cLTP increased the volume of 
dendritic spines as well as volume and surface area of their PSD-cores. Moreover, the spines of the same volume 
tended to have larger PSD-cores, both in terms of area and volume, after stimulation, as compared to the control 
conditions. We also observe that the correlation between spine volume and PSD surface area and PSD-cores vol-
ume is not consistent across the whole spectrum of spine volumes, with medium-sized dendritic spines failing to 
show significant correlation of spine volume and PSD area or PSD-core volume. These correlations are, however, 
enhanced by cLTP. We further demonstrate that only spines that contain SER grow during cLTP, whereas PSDs 
growth irrespectively of the presence of SER. Overall, our research shows that correlation of PSD surface area and 
PSD-core volume with dendritic spine volume is not a strict rule and may be affected by the volume of dendritic 
spine, synaptic plasticity and SER.

Results
cLTP is associated with remodelling of dendritic spines and PSD-cores in OHCs.  To determine 
whether the correlation between the size of a synapse and dendritic spine volume is preserved during synap-
tic stimulation, we induced NMDAR-cLTP32 (Fig. 1a). We have used organotypic hippocampal slice cultures 
(OHCs), which preserve synaptic organisation of the hippocampal area CA133,34 (Fig. 1b). OHCs were stimulated 
for 30 minutes with forskolin (50 μM), rolipram (100 nM), and picrotoxin (50 μM), or DMSO as a control, and 
then fixed. We chose this time point as forskolin-induced cLTP was shown to induce long-term growth of den-
dritic spines that sustained over 30 minutes34,35. It is, however, unclear whether enhanced synaptic transmission 
and spine enlargement is associated with the synchronised growth of PSDs in this model.

To test this, we analysed dendritic spines and the core of PSDs36,37 (PSD-cores, but not pallium of PSDs, see 
also Materials and Methods for details), representing post-synaptic part of the synapse proximal to synaptic 
cleft, using the SBEM31. This technique is based on an installation of an ultramicrotome inside the microscope’s 
vacuum chamber and allows for 3D data collection with nano-scale resolution, from relatively big volumes of 
tissue. Strata of CA1 pyramidal neurons were distinguishable under low-magnification (Fig. 1c). 3D datasets were 
automatically collected from the medial part of the stratum radiatum of the CA1 area (Fig. 1d, see Supplementary 
Videos 1 and 2). High magnification images showed well-preserved membranes (Fig. 1e,f). For each organo-
typic slice, density of asymmetric PSDs on dendritic spines were analysed in four bricks of 150 μm3 using unbi-
ased brick method38. Dendritic spines and their PSD-cores were reconstructed from a brick of 37 μm3 in each 
sample. Spine volume, PSD surface area opposed to the active zone and PSD-core volume, were manually seg-
mented (Fig. 1g,h) and automatically measured by Reconstruct software39. PSD-core volume is used as a proxy 
of post-synaptic machinery which is proximal to synaptic cleft36. PSD surface area is an equivalent of the amount 
of available surface receptors36,37,40,41. Overall, 138 dendritic spines from stimulated slices (n = 4), and 119 from 
control slices (n = 4), were segmented by a trained annotator blind to the experimental conditions. Exemplary 
microphotographs and reconstructions of dendritic spines and PSD-cores from the bricks are shown for the con-
trol and cLTP OHCs in the Fig. 2a–f.

In consistence with the previous study20, density of dendritic spines was not affected by the chemical stim-
ulation (Fig. 2g). However, spine volume was significantly increased (Fig. 2h see Supplementary Table 1 for all 
analyses calculated per sample). PSDs had bigger surface area (Fig. 2i) and core volume (Fig. 2j). Next, we asked 
whether the increase in these parameters was proportional. Unexpectedly, the medians of the ratio between PSD 
area and spine volume, as well as PSD-core volume and spine volume, were higher in the spines that underwent 
cLTP, as compared to the controls (Fig. 2k,l). Thus, our analysis found that cLTP alters the ratio between PSD-core 
parameters (area and volume) and spine volume due to the growth of PSD-cores which exceeds the growth of 
dendritic spines (Fig. 2m).

Correlation between dendritic spine volume, PSD surface area and PSD-core volume.  Next, we 
analysed the correlation between the parameters of PSD-cores and dendritic spine volume. Overall, our data con-
firmed strong correlation between dendritic spine volume and PSD-core parameters (both surface area and vol-
ume), in the control and cLTP-treated population of dendritic spines (Fig. 3a,b). However, as expected from the 
ratio change (Fig. 2k,l), slopes of the regression lines for the control and cLTP-treated spines differed (Fig. 3a,b). 
We also analyzed the correlation between PSD surface area and PSD-core volume. As expected, they had coef-
ficients of correlation near to 1. Moreover, slopes of the regression lines varied slightly between the control and 
stimulated population (Fig. 3c). Since the ratio between PSD-core volume and surface area may serve as an esti-
mate of PSD-core thickness, the change in slopes of regression lines indicates thickening of the PSD-core during 
cLTP. All together these results show that in the general population the volume of a spine and PSD surface area 
strongly correlate, as previously described6.

Since earlier studies found that structural dynamics of dendritic spines depends on their volume13,20,42 we 
inquired whether the correlation of dendritic spine volumes and PSD-core parameters (surface area and volume), 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-38412-7


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

3Scientific Reports |          (2019) 9:1693  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-38412-7

Figure 1.  3D Serial Block-Face scanning electron microscopy of dendritic spines and core compartment of 
postsynaptic densities (PSD-core) in the organotypic hippocampal slices (OHCs). (a) Experimental design: OHC 
were treated with cLTP (n = 4) or DMSO (control, n = 4) for 30 min and then fixed. (a) OHC transfected with 
AAV1/2_CaMKII-mCherry to show its morphology. Scale bar, 200 μm. For 3D EM, only non-transfected OHC 
were used. (c) Low-magnification (5k) electron microphotograph of CA1 region of the organotypic slices showing 
conserved morphology. Dashed lines denote borders between strata. Scale bar, 10 μm. (d) 3D reconstruction of 
a full SBEM scan. Scale bar, 1 μm. (e,f) High magnification (25k) images of neuropil; M – mitochondrion, Sp – 
dendritic spine, T - axon terminal. Scale bars, 1 μm. (g,h) Consecutive images from SBEM scans with examples of 
dendritic spines from (g) control and (h) cLTP sample. Example dendritic spines are marked in blue and the PSDs 
are marked in red. Scale bars, 1 μm. (i) Example of a PSD segmentation (from a scan). Arrows indicate two parts 
of a perforated PSD. PSD-core volume was measured by outlining the electron-dense PSD core. PSD area was 
annotated with open traces along PSD opposing active zone (see methods for details).
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Figure 2.  NMDAR-cLTP enlarges dendritic spines and their PSDs. (a,d) Fields of view of SBEM scan.  
(b,e) Example reconstructions of spines (white) with PDS-coress (red) from bricks of the control and cLTP-
treated OHCs. Cubes are 1 × 1 × 1 μm. (c,f) PSD-core reconstructions from the same samples. (g) Spine density 
is not affected by cLTP (t-test, t(6) = 0.88, p = 0.41). (h) Spine volume is increased in the stimulated group 
(Mann-Whitney test, U = 6838, p = 0.02) as are the parameters of the PSD-core: (i) area (Mann-Whitney test, 
U = 4922, p < 0.0001) and (j) volume (Mann-Whitney test, U = 4969, p < 0.0001). (k) PSD area to dendritic 
spine volume ratio (Mann-Whitney test, U = 4708, p < 0.0001) and (l) PSD-core volume to dendritic spine 
volume ratio increases during cLTP (Mann-Whitney test, U = 4476, p < 0.0001). (m) cLTP in OHC is linked 
with slight increase of spine volume (white) and a large increase of PSD-core volume and area (red). *p < 0.05, 
***p < 0.001. Mean ± SEM are shown for (g), median ± IQR for (h–l). Axes are log10.
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as well as coupling of these parameters during synaptic plasticity, is affected by spine size. To this end, we have 
developed a method to analyse local Spearman correlation strength across the whole spectrum of spine volumes. 
This was done by generating a set of windows (containing 14–24 spines) centred around each dendritic spine 
and calculating a mean p value of Spearman correlation locally within the window, using a resampling with-
out replacement method. We have found that both for the PSD surface area and PSD-core volume, windows of 
spine sizes exist where correlation with dendritic spine volume fails to reach significance (Fig. 3d,e). For approx-
imately 35% of dendritic spines the spine volume is a poor predictor of PSD area or PSD-core volume (Fig. 3d,e; 
p > 0.05 for correlation). In the control OHCs, these spine volumes fall mostly between 0.04–0.1 μm3 (Fig. 3d,e). 

Figure 3.  Dendritic spine volumes and PSD surface area and PSD-core volume are uncoupled in medium-size 
dendritic spines. (a) PSD area and spine volume tightly correlate (control: p < 0.0001, cLTP: p < 0.0001) and 
slopes of regression lines differ (ANCOVA, F1,253 = 55.40, p < 0.0001). (b) PSD-core volume and dendritic spine 
volume of spines from the control and cLTP-treated OHCs highly correlate with each other (control: p < 0.0001, 
cLTP: p < 0.001) and the slopes of the regression lines differ significantly (ANCOVA, F1,253 = 55.09, p < 0.0001). 
(c) PSD area and PSD-core volume show high correlation (control: p < 0.0001, cLTP: p < 0.0001) and slopes of 
regression lines differ between control and cLTP-exposed dendritic spines (ANCOVA, F1,253 = 6.44, p = 0.012). 
(d–f) Local values of Spearman correlation p calculated with sets of sliding windows around each dendritic 
spine (left y axis) for (d) PSD area versus spine volume; (e) PSD-core volume versus spine volume; (f) PSD area 
versus PSD-core volume; horizontal line depicts p = 0.05. Frequency (%) of spines in 0.05 μm3 volume bins is 
plotted on the right y axis. Presumed division lines between dendritic spine categories are indicated with vertical 
lines. Numbers of spines around which the correlation is not significant have been compared with Chi square 
test (below the graphs). (g) Example reconstructions of dendritic spines from the ranges discovered by the local 
correlation analysis. Parameters of each spine as well as local Spearmen p are given. Cubes are 0.0027 μm3. (a–c) 
Linear regression equations, Spearman correlation R and ANCOVA results are given for raw data, all graph axes 
are log10. (d–f) y axes are linear, x axes are log10.
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In contrast, as expected, PSD area and PSD-core volume are very tightly correlated throughout the whole spine 
volume range, which serves as an internal control for the sliding window method use in this dataset (Fig. 3f).

Based on these results we propose that a morphologically distinct category of medium dendritic spines exists, 
where spine volume does not predict neither PSD surface area nor PSD-core volume. Illustrative of this is a phe-
nomenon that spines of nearly the same volume, in the intermediate spine range, may have PSD-cores that differ 
6-fold in their volume and 2.2-fold in their surface area (Supplementary Fig. 1). Such differences could not be 
observed among small and large spines.

Next, we evaluated whether the correlations of spine parameters was affected by the stimulation. Spearman 
correlation coefficient was higher for both PSD area and PSD-core volume vs spine volume in the group of the 
stimulated spines, as compared to the controls (Fig. 3a,b). Moreover, the range of spines were spine volume is 
a poor predictor of PSD-core size (both surface area and volume) is narrower in cLTP-treated group (0.048–
0.073 μm3) (Fig. 3d,e). Indeed, when analysed with chi-square test the control spines have more points where the 
correlation function locally fails to reach significance, as compared to the spines after cLTP (Fig. 3d–f, below the 
graphs). Therefore, we conclude that upon stimulation coupling of the analysed spine parameters occurs.

Role of Smooth Endoplasmic Reticulum (SER) presence in spine plasticity and correlation 
between dendritic spine volume, PSD area and PSD-core volume.  Dendritic spines with SER are 
thought to be preferentially recruited in various forms of synaptic plasticity, including LTP and LTD23,28,43,44. We 
therefore asked whether SER affects spine growth and correlation between dendritic spine volume and PSD-core 
size (both surface area and volume). We distinguished spines without or with SER (including both simple and 
complex tubules forming spine apparatuses) (Figs 4 and S2). Density of spines with SER increased in cLTP-treated 
slices, as compared to the controls (Fig. 4b). The increase of the spine volume after cLTP was significant only in 
the spines with SER (Fig. 4c). Thus, the relative change of spine volume after cLTP was higher for the spines with 
SER, as compared to the spine without SER (Fig. 4d). PSD area and PSD-core volume were larger after cLTP in 
both groups of dendritic spines (Fig. 4e,g), but the relative change of these parameters was again higher in the 
SER-containing protrusions (Fig. 4f,h). Both PSD area and PSD-core volume to spine volume ratio were increased 
in the stimulated groups (Fig. 4i,k) and that was independent of the presence of SER (Fig. 4j,l).

To check whether SER affected the correlation of PSD area and PSD-core volume with spine volume, we 
marked SER-containing spines on the local Spearman p curves (Fig. 4m,n) and found that after cLTP there is 
significantly lower frequency of the spines with SER that fall in the areas of insignificant correlation, as compared 
with the control. Such change was not significant for the spines without SER (Fig. 4m,n, chi-square test under the 
graphs).

Increased frequency of perforated and complex synapses has been linked with LTP20, however the function 
of the perforations is unknown. We therefore asked about the frequency and volume of dendritic spines with 
perforated PSDs. We found that there was a tendency for the perforated synapses to be more frequent after cLTP 
(Fig. 5b). We also found that perforated synapses almost exclusively belonged to SER-containing spines (with 
only 1 spine in each group that had a perforated PSD without SER occurrence) (Fig. 5c) but did not affect the 
probability of a spine or PSD growth (Fig. S3).

Taken together our findings revealed that during cLTP only spines with SER enlarge. Since density of the 
spines with SER is increased our data may also indicate, that the enlarging spines gain SER. At the same, PSDs 
grow both in spines with and without SER, but only spines with SER have perforated PSDs. Finally, PSD surface 
area, PSD-core volume and spine volume are more tightly coupled in the large spines, that contain SER, as com-
pared to the spines without SER, and this coupling is further tightened during plasticity (Fig. 5d).

Discussion
In this study, we employed 3D electron microscopy to reconstruct dendritic spines and their core PSDs in the 
hippocampal area CA1 of the organotypic slices after NMDAR-cLTP. We report that cLTP leads to larger spines 
only if they contain SER, while PSD-cores grow during stimulation irrespectively of the presence of SER in a 
spine. Thus, the growth of the PSD-core during potentiation, may be uncoupled from the growth of the spine 
leading to increased ratio of PSD-core parameters (surface area and volume) to spine volume. We also found 
that the correlation between PSD area and spine volume is not as fixed as previously regarded5,6. In the fraction 
of medium dendritic spines, where around 1/3 of the dendritic spines fall, the volume of spines does not predicts 
the parameters of PSD-core, neither its surface area nor volume. This correlation, however, increases after cLTP, 
especially in spines with SER. In conclusions, we propose that coupling of PSD-core dimensions to spine volume 
is an active process which is regulated by spine volume, its activity and SER.

Growth of dendritic spines and their PSDs during cLTP.  LTP induction results in structural remod-
elling of dendritic spines (reviewed in Bailey et al.45) and is associated with spine and synapse enlargement16,24,34. 
Here we confirm these observations showing that, after induction of a global cLTP, PSDs are enlarged in the 
stimulated spines and further clarify that spines grow only if they contain SER, a phenomenon that has been 
previously reported28. We also observed that the frequency of the dendritic spines with SER is increased after 
induction of cLTP. This observation may indicate that spines that grow gain SER. In spines that lack SER only 
PSDs are enlarged during cLTP. Our data is in concert with studies showing that spines that contain SER23,44, or 
spine apparatus (review by Segal et al.29), are more prone to plastic changes, possibly due to additional intracel-
lular calcium release site46. Since larger PSDs contain more glutamate receptors41 our results also suggest that, in 
case of spines without SER, synaptic potentiation occurs without prominent growth of dendritic spines.

Perforated synapses have been given special attention as they are bigger and contain more AMPA and NMDA 
receptors than macular PSDs47. Our results indicate that nearly all perforated PSDs are associated with spines that 
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Figure 4.  cLTP preferentially enlarges and enhances parameter correlation of dendritic spines with SER.  
(a) Example images of dendritic spines with a simple and complex (spine apparatus) SER tubules and their 3D 
reconstructions. Cubes are 0.0027 μm3, scale bars 1 μm. (b) Density of SER-containing spines is increased after 
30 min of cLTP (t-test, t(6) = 2.68, p = 0.036). (c) Spine volume is increased after cLTP only in spines with SER 
(Kruskal-Wallis 78.35, p < 0.0001, Dunn’s post-hoc). (d) Relative spine volume change is higher in the group 
of dendritic spines with SER (Mann-Whitney test, U = 1412, p < 0.0001). (e) PSD area is larger after cLTP 
irrespectively of the SER content (Kruskal-Wallis 88.77, p < 0.0001, Dunn’s post-hoc). (f) PSD area increase is 
larger in SER-containing spines (Mann-Whitney test, U = 1423, p < 0.0001). (g) PSD-core volume increases in 
dendritic spines irrespectively of the SER content (Kruskal-Wallis 86.74, p < 0.0001, Dunn’s post-hoc). (h) PSD-
core volume increase is more pronounced in the spines with SER (Mann-Whitney test, U = 1484, p = 0.0001). 
(i) PSD area to spine volume ratio increased in both SER-free and SER-containing dendritic spines (Kruskal-
Wallis 38.72, p < 0.0001, Dunn’s post-hoc). (j) PSD area to spine volume ratio change does not differ between 
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contain SER. Since perforations do not predict spine or PSD growth we conclude that they may be a secondary 
feature of the large spines with SER which undergo profound remodelling.

Correlation between spine volume, PSD surface area and PSD-core volume.  Close structural 
relationship between a dendritic spine volume and area of its postsynaptic density is a broadly accepted phenom-
enon5,6. Here, we analysed PSD surface area and PSD-core volume and confirm that both of these parameters 
correlate with spine volume in the general population. However, we also observe that the correlation is not always 
true and depends on the spine volume. In basal conditions, moderate to strong correlations between PSD-core 
parameters and spine volume are present in small (approx. < 0.05 μm3) and large (approx. > 0.1 μm3) dendritic 
spines, while in the intermediate category of spines the volume of a spine rarely correlates with PSD area and 
PSD-core volume. The cut-off points for these subpopulations change after cLTP, in the way that the intermediate 
category is narrower and contains less spines. Moreover, SER-containing spines preferentially fall in the areas of 
significant correlation, suggesting that presence of SER and stimulation represent forces that drive dendritic spine 
volume and PSD surface area to become coupled. Our data suggest that during potentiation spines from the inter-
mediate category acquire SER and their volume become tightly co-regulated with volume and area of PSD-core.

Thus far, coupling of PSD size to spine volume was perceived as a permanent spine feature6. Uncoupling of 
PSD and spine volumes, observed after glutamate uncaging, was suggested to be transient (<7 min), caused by 
slower growth of a PSD compared with a spine24,25. Here we show that PSD-core growth exceeds dendritic spine 
growth for at least 30 minutes after induction of chemical LTP. Therefore, the increase in PSD surface area to 
spine volumes ratio is not likely to be the result of slower remodelling of spines in relation to PSDs, but rather a 
long-lasting structural alteration and a way to regulate protein stoichiometry in dendritic spines. What is more, 
our data suggest that a change of PSD area to spine volume ratio, although similar in spines regardless of their 
SER content, may be less persistent in the spines that lack SER, as it results only from the change of PSD-core 
parameters without significant spine growth observed in dendritic spines with SER. To clarify this problem fur-
ther studies are needed.

Precise reasons for dendritic spine volume and PSD-core volume correlation, and its coupling during synaptic 
plasticity, remain unknown6,24,48. Changes of the ratio between these two compartments most likely affect stoichi-
ometry between proteins of the PSD and proteins of the dendritic spine, affecting properties of their complexes. 
An example of such link is that actin cytoskeleton is bound to cortactin which interacts with scaffolding proteins 
such Shank and Homer (via Shank)49,50. These, in turn, are connected with PSD-core scaffolding protein PSD-95, 
which provides slots for AMPA and NMDA receptors51,52. Computational models also predict that spine shape 
and size regulate Ca2+ dynamics53 and the threshold for synaptic plasticity54, while relationship between Ca2+ 
influx and spine size crucially determines long-term synaptic stability, synaptic strength and distribution of den-
dritic spine sizes48.

In conclusions, our study shows that relationship between dendritic spine volume and its PSD surface area and 
PSD-core volume is not as fixed as previously regarded. Our data show that an intermediate category of dendritic 
spines exists, where the area and volume of PSD-core are largely uncoupled from dendritic spine volume, and this 
is affected by synaptic activity and SER.

Methods
The studies were carried out in accordance with the European Communities Council Directive of 24 November 
1986 (86/609/EEC), Animal Protection Act of Poland and approved by the 1st Local Ethics Committee in Warsaw, 
Poland (Permissions no 606_2014 and 438_2013). All efforts were made to minimize the number of animals used 
and their suffering.

Organotypic Hippocampal Slice Cultures (OHCs).  Organotypic hippocampal slice cultures (OHCs) 
were established from the brains of the Wistar rats of both sexes on postnatal day 7 purchased from Mossakowski 
Research Center, Polish Academy of Sciences, Warsaw, Poland. OHC was prepared according to the interface 
method protocol by Gogolla et al.55. Briefly, the hippocampi were isolated from each hemisphere and cut into 
300 µm-thick slices on a tissue chopper (McIlwain Tissue Chopper, Ted Pella). Only intact hippocampal slices 
were chosen for culture. Slices were cultured on UV sterilized, precut membrane pieces (#FHLC04700, Merck 
Millipore) on cell inserts (#PICM03050, Merck Millipore) in 6-well plates, for 14 days with medium exchange 
every third day. Slices were observed under a light microscope for the signs of necrosis and to see if the hippocam-
pal regions were clearly distinguishable. For morphological visualization (only Fig. 1a) slices were transfected 
with adeno-associated virus, serotype ½ (AAV1/2) vector coding mCherry fluorescent protein under CaMKII 
promoter (obtained from Deisseroth’s Lab). The viral vector was added with a fresh medium (3 × 1010 viral par-
ticles/slice) to 7-day old slice culture and the medium was exchanged 72 h later. Slices were fixed in 4% PFA 
on 14 DIV, mounted with DAPI-containing mounting medium and imaged with fluorescent microscope (Leica 
AF7000).

spine with and without SER (Mann-Whitney test, U = 2154, p = 0.34). (k) PSD-core volume to spine volume 
ratio is higher after cLTP for both categories of dendritic spines (Kruskal-Wallis 40.35, p < 0.0001, Dunn’s post-
hoc). (l) Increase of PSD-core volume to spine volume ratio does not depend on SER-content (Mann-Whitney 
test, U = 2161, p = 0.35). (m,n) Local Spearman correlation p value for spines with SER (marked as dots on 
the curves). Number of dendritic spines with SER with non-significant correlation between spine parameters 
decreases after cLTP. The number of such spines without SER does not change (chi square tests below the 
graphs).
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Chemical LTP in OHC.  NMDAR-dependent, chemically-induced long-term potentiation of synaptic trans-
mission (cLTP) was induced in OHC according to previously published protocol32 by adding forskolin 50 μM 
(F6886 Sigma), rolipram 100 nM (R6520 SIGMA), and picrotoxin 50 μM (P1675 SIGMA) to the medium on 14 
DIV. As the chemicals were dissolved in DMSO (1,5 μl DMSO in 1 ml of culture medium), the same amount of 
the solvent was added to the medium of the control group. Slices were incubated with the solutions for 30 min 
and then fixed.

SBEM sample preparation.  Only slice cultures with healthy morphology were used for electron micros-
copy analysis. OHCs were fixed in 2% PFA (P6148 Sigma-Aldrich) with 2% glutaraldehyde (GA, EM grade, 
G5882 Sigma-Aldrich) in 0.1 M phosphate buffer pH 7.4 in ddH2O. Membrane pieces containing slices were 
taken off the insert with forceps and fixed ‘face down’ for 15 min in an ice-cold fixative. Afterwards, slices were 
rinsed with 0.1 phosphate buffer pH 7.4 (5 times for 3 min).

The SBEM staining was performed according to previously published protocol56. Slices were postfixed 
with solution of 2% osmium tetroxide (#75632 Sigma-Aldrich) and 1.5% potassium ferrocyanide (P3289 
Sigma-Aldrich) in 0.1 M phosphate buffer pH 7.4 for 60 min on ice. Next, samples were rinsed 5 × 3 min with 
ddH2O and subsequently exposed to 1% aqueous thiocarbohydrazide TCH (#88535 Sigma) solution for 20 min. 
Samples were then washed 5 × 3 min with ddH2O and stained with osmium tetroxide (1% Osmium Tetroxide 
in ddH2O) for 30 min RT. Afterwards, slices were rinsed 5 × 3 min with ddH2O and incubated in 1% aqueous 

Figure 5.  Spines with perforated PSD are a subset of dendritic spines with SER. (a) An example image of a 
perforated PSD (perforation indicated by white arrow) and 3D reconstruction of this dendritic spine. Cube: 
0.0027 μm3. (b) Density of PSDs with perforation shows a tendency to increase during cLTP (t-test, t(6) = 2.44, 
p = 0.0502). (c) Almost all of dendritic spines with perforated synapses contain SER. Frequency of perforated 
synapses is not significantly increased during cLTP. (d) Schematic summary. Dendritic spines without SER show 
low correlation of spine parameters (spine volume vs PSD surface area and PSD-core volume) and increase only 
the size of PSD during cLTP. Spines with SER grow and increase the size of PSD during cLTP. They also show 
high correlation of the parameters, which is further tightened during cLTP.
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solution of uranyl acetate overnight in 4 °C. The next day, lead aspartate solution was prepared by dissolving lead 
nitrate (0.066 g) in 10 ml L-aspartic acid (0.998 g of L-aspartic acid (Sigma-Aldrich) in 250 ml of ddH2O). Slices 
were rinsed 5 × 3 min with ddH2O, incubated with lead aspartate for 30 min in 60 °C and then washed 5 × 3 min 
with degassed (autoclaved) ddH2O and dehydration was performed using graded dilutions of ethanol (ice-cold 
for better membrane preservation, 30%, 50%, 70%, 80%, 90%, and 2 × 100% ethanol (5 min each). Sample were 
infiltrated with a resin that was prepared by mixing: A (17 g), B (17 g) and D (0.51 g) components of Durcupan 
(#44610 Sigma-Aldrich) with 8 drops of DMP-30 (#45348 Sigma) accelerator57. Part of resin was then mixed 1:1 
(v/v) with 100% ethanol and slices were incubated in 50% resin for 30 min in RT. The resin was then replaced 
with 100% Durcupan for 1 h in RT and then 100% Durcupan infiltration was performed o/n. The next day, sam-
ples were infiltrated with freshly prepared resin (as described above) for another 2 h in RT, then flat embedded 
between Aclar sheets (Ted Pella #10501-10). Samples were put in a laboratory oven for at least 48 h, 65–70 °C- for 
the resin to polymerize.

After resin hardening, Aclar layers were separated and the resin embedded samples were taken out. Squares, 
of approximately 1 mm × 1 mm, cut out with razor-blades, were attached to aluminum pins (Gatan metal rivets, 
Oxford instruments) with very little amount of cyanacrylate glue and then mounted to the ultramicrotome (Leica 
ultracut R) and trimmed. Samples were grounded with conductive silver paint (Ted Pella, 16062-15) to the pin 
and mounted into the 3 View chamber.

3 View imaging.  Samples were imaged with SigmaVP (Zeiss) scanning electron microscope equipped with 3 
View 2 chamber using a backscatter electron detector. Scans were taken in the middle part of stratum radiatum of 
the CA1 of the dorsal hippocampus, approximately 200 μm from the middle of the stratum pyramidale. From each 
sample 200 sections were collected (thickness 50–70 nm). Imaging settings: high vacuum with EHT 2.9–3.8 kV, 
aperture: 20 µm, pixel dwell time: 2 µs, pixel size: 7 nm (2048 × 2048 resolution).

3 View scan processing and image analysis.  Scans were aligned using the ImageJ software (ImageJ- > 
Plugins-> Registration-> StackReg) and saved as.tiff image sequence. After alignment scans were then imported 
to the Reconstruct software39, available at http://synapses.clm.utexas.edu/tools/reconstruct/reconstruct.stm. True 
section thickness was determined using the cylindrical diameters method58 and was found to be consistent with 
the set thickness. Spine density was analysed with the unbiased brick method38 per tissue volume. For each sam-
ple all dendritic spines were counted in 4 bricks (first all synapses were found and then shaft and symmetrical syn-
apses were excluded). Size of each brick was 10 μm × 10 μm × 1.5 μm. A structure was considered to be a dendritic 
spine when it was a definite protrusion from the dendrite, with electron dense material on a part of the membrane 
that opposed and axonal bouton with at least 3 vesicles within a 50-nm distance from the cellular membrane 
facing the spine. The electron-dense region is an approximate of the core of post-synaptic density (PSD-core) con-
taining receptors as well as proximal scaffolding proteins of the postsynaptic part of a synapse (PSD-95/MAGUK 
filaments capped by guanylate kinase-associated proteins, GKAPs)36,37,40,41. PSD pallium, containing Homer and 
Shank proteins37, is rarely visible in a typical SBEM staining as ferrocyanide fixation leads to loss of pallium stain-
ing. The transition between PSD-core and pallium may be, however, dynamic as accumulation of CaMKII makes 
pallium more electron dense37.

Spine densities were averaged between bricks from each sample. Perforated PSD-cores and SER presence was 
annotated for each asymmetric PSD-core found. SER was defined as a dark tubule entering the neck of a given 
spine and Spine Apparatus was defined when at least two stacks of SER were visible adjacent to each other in the 
spine head.

For 3D reconstructions, from each sample a random brick was chosen and ¼ of its volume (5 μm × 5 μm × 1.5 μm) 
was subjected to 3D reconstructions. Brick thickness - 1.5 μm was sufficient to contain largest profile found in our 
dataset (0.93 μm in length) and the typical largest PSD found by others (about 0.7 μm in length16,59). First, PSD-cores 
found in this part were reconstructed and then their dendritic spines were outlined. PSD-core volume was measured 
by outlining dark, electron-dense area on each section containing PSD-core. PSD-core area was measured drawing 
a line along (if PSD-core was perpendicular to section) or outlining electron-dense area (if PSD-core was parallel to 
section). These two parameters of PSD-core were expected to be highly correlated, however, since they are subjected 
to different technical limitations (PSD-core volume measurement may be imprecise due to blurred borders of the 
PSD-core, while PSD-core area measurements due to software flat-contact calculations), we decided to measure 
both of them. To separate dendritic spine necks from the dendrites a cut-off plane was used approximating where 
the dendritic surface would be without the dendritic spine and terminating the spine on that surface. As we have 
based our reconstructions on the PSDs that we found in the brick, all non-synaptic protrusions were omitted in this 
analysis. For multi-synaptic spines we have summed the PSD areas and volume for these spines. Reconstruct software 
was used to extract spine parameters and generate 3D models. In total 257 dendritic spines with their PSDs were 
manually segmented by trained annotators blind to experimental conditions. The chief annotator (MS) was trained 
by Igor Kraev in the group of prof. Michael Stewart (OPEN University, UK) to identify and reconstruct dendritic 
spines and their PSDs.

Statistical analysis of data.  Statistical tests were performed in Graphpad Prism 6. Details of statistical tests 
are provided in figure legends. Dendritic spine volume, PSD-core volume and PSD area to spine volume ratio 
did not follow normal distributions and were compared with Mann-Whitney tests. For other parameters, unless 
specified, t-tests were performed. Correlations were analysed using Spearman correlation and difference between 
slopes or elevation between linear regression lines was calculated with ANCOVA. Differences between groups 
were considered significant if P < 0.05. For samples with normal distribution mean values and Standard Errors 
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of the Mean (SEM) are shown; for samples which did not follow normal distribution medians and interquartile 
range (IQR) are shown.

Local Spearman correlation analysis.  Spine volumes (µm3) and corresponding values of their PSD sur-
faces (µm2) and PSD-core volumes (µm3) were converted to ranks using the former as the index vector for the 
latter parameters. Subsets of these values were selected with sets of sliding windows (comprising 14–24 dendritic 
spines) cantered at each value of the spine volume. The subsets were then resampled 2500 times, without replace-
ment, to generate bootstrapped data sets, each containing 4 pairs of points less than the respective window size 
(10–20 elements). Rank correlation (Spearman) coefficients were calculated for the resampled (bootstrapped) 
data sets and averaged to produce local coefficient and p values corresponding to the spine volumes. Regions 
(ranges of spine volumes) where the p values were smaller than 0.05 were regarded as corresponding to significant 
correlation between the volumes and the surfaces.

Data Availability
The datasets generated and analysed in this study are available from the corresponding author on request.

References
	 1.	 Holtmaat, A. & Svoboda, K. Experience-dependent structural synaptic plasticity in the mammalian brain. Nat. Rev. Neurosci. 10, 

647–658 (2009).
	 2.	 Bosch, M. & Hayashi, Y. Structural plasticity of dendritic spines. Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 22, 383–388 (2012).
	 3.	 Rochefort, N. L. et al. Dendritic spines: from structure to in vivo function. EMBO Rep. 13, 699–708 (2012).
	 4.	 Okabe, S. Molecular anatomy of the postsynaptic density. Mol. Cell. Neurosci. 34, 503–518 (2007).
	 5.	 Harris, K. M. & Stevens, J. K. Dendritic spines of CA 1 pyramidal cells in the rat hippocampus: serial electron microscopy with 

reference to their biophysical characteristics. J. Neurosci. 9, 2982–2997 (1989).
	 6.	 Arellano, J. I., Benavides-Piccione, R., Defelipe, J. & Yuste, R. Ultrastructure of dendritic spines: correlation between synaptic and 

spine morphologies. Front. Neurosci. 1, 131–43 (2007).
	 7.	 Harris, K. M., Jensen, F. E. & Tsao, B. Three-dimensional structure of dendritic spines and synapses in rat hippocampus (CA1) at 

postnatal day 15 and adult ages: implications for the maturation of synaptic physiology and long-term potentiation. J. Neurosci. 12, 
2685–2705 (1992).

	 8.	 Noguchi, J., Matsuzaki, M., Ellis-Davies, G. C. R. & Kasai, H. Spine-neck geometry determines NMDA receptor-dependent Ca2+ 
signaling in dendrites. Neuron 46, 609–622 (2005).

	 9.	 Katz, Y. et al. Synapse Distribution Suggests a Two-Stage Model of Dendritic Integration in CA1 Pyramidal Neurons. Neuron 63, 
171–177 (2009).

	10.	 Nusser, Z. et al. Cell type and pathway dependence of synaptic AMPA receptor number and variability in the hippocampus. Neuron 
21, 545–559 (1998).

	11.	 Patterson, M. & Yasuda, R. Signalling pathways underlying structural plasticity of dendritic spines. Br. J. Pharmacol. 163, 1626–1638 
(2011).

	12.	 Bourne, J. N. & Harris, K. M. Nanoscale analysis of structural synaptic plasticity. Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 22, 372–382 (2012).
	13.	 Bourne, J. & Harris, K. M. Do thin spines learn to be mushroom spines that remember? Curr. Opin. Neurobiol. 17, 381–386 (2007).
	14.	 Nimchinsky, E. A., Sabatini, B. L. & Svoboda, K. Structure and Function of Dendritic Spines. Annu. Rev. Physiol. 64, 313–353 (2002).
	15.	 Popov, V. I. et al. Remodelling of synaptic morphology but unchanged synaptic density during late phase long-term potentiation 

(LTP): A serial section electron micrograph study in the dentate gyrus in the anaesthetised rat. Neuroscience 128, 251–262 (2004).
	16.	 Toni, N. et al. Remodeling of synaptic membranes after induction of long-term potentiation. J. Neurosci. 21, 6245–51 (2001).
	17.	 Toni, N., Buchs, P. A., Nikonenko, I., Bron, C. R. & Muller, D. LTP promotes formation of multiple spine synapses between a single 

axon terminal and a dendrite. Nature 402, 421–425 (1999).
	18.	 Bell, M. E. et al. Dynamics of nascent and active zone ultrastructure as synapses enlarge during long-term potentiation in mature 

hippocampus. J. Comp. Neurol. 522, 3861–3884 (2014).
	19.	 Bourne, J. N. & Harris, K. M. Coordination of size and number of excitatory and inhibitory synapses results in a balanced structural 

plasticity along mature hippocampal CA1 dendrites during LTP. Hippocampus 21, 354–373 (2011).
	20.	 Stewart, M. G. et al. Chemically induced long-term potentiation increases the number of perforated and complex postsynaptic 

densities but does not alter dendritic spine volume in CA1 of adult mouse hippocampal slices. Eur. J. Neurosci. 21, 3368–3378 
(2005).

	21.	 Matsuzaki, M., Honkura, N., Ellis-Davies, G. C. R. & Kasai, H. Structural basis of long-term potentiation in single dendritic spines. 
Nature 429, 761–6 (2004).

	22.	 Matsuzaki, M. et al. Dendritic spine geometry is critical for AMPA receptor expression in hippocampal CA1 pyramidal neurons. 
Nat. Neurosci. 4, 1086–1092 (2001).

	23.	 Holbro, N., Grunditz, A. & Oertner, T. G. Differential distribution of endoplasmic reticulum controls metabotropic signaling and 
plasticity at hippocampal synapses. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 106, 15055–15060 (2009).

	24.	 Meyer, D., Bonhoeffer, T. & Scheuss, V. Balance and stability of synaptic structures during synaptic plasticity. Neuron 82, 430–443 
(2014).

	25.	 Bosch, M. et al. Structural and molecular remodeling of dendritic spine substructures during long-term potentiation. Neuron 82, 
444–459 (2014).

	26.	 Holtmaat, A. J. G. D. et al. Transient and persistent dendritic spines in the neocortex in vivo. Neuron 45, 279–291 (2005).
	27.	 Knott, G. & Genoud, C. Is EM dead? J. Cell Sci. 126, 4545–52 (2013).
	28.	 Chirillo, M., Bourne, J., Lindsey, L. & Harris, K. Complexity of dendritic SER increases at enlarging synapses during LTP. bioRxiv 

015974, https://doi.org/10.1101/015974 (2015).
	29.	 Segal, M., Vlachos, A. & Korkotian, E. The spine apparatus, synaptopodin, and dendritic spine plasticity. Neuroscientist 16, 125–131 

(2010).
	30.	 Deller, T. et al. Synaptopodin-deficient mice lack a spine apparatus and show deficits in synaptic plasticity. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 

100, 10494–9 (2003).
	31.	 Denk, W. & Horstmann, H. Serial block-face scanning electron microscopy to reconstruct three-dimensional tissue nanostructure. 

PLoS Biol. 2, e329 (2004).
	32.	 Otmakhov, N. et al. Forskolin-induced LTP in the CA1 hippocampal region is NMDA receptor dependent. J. Neurophysiol. 91, 

1955–1962 (2004).
	33.	 Niedringhaus, M., Chen, X., Conant, K. & Dzakpasu, R. Synaptic Potentiation Facilitates Memory-like Attractor Dynamics in 

Cultured In Vitro Hippocampal Networks. PLoS One 8, 1–12 (2013).
	34.	 Kopec, C. D., Li, B., Wei, W., Boehm, J. & Malinow, R. Glutamate receptor exocytosis and spine enlargement during chemically 

induced long-term potentiation. J. Neurosci. 26, 2000–9 (2006).

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-38412-7
https://doi.org/10.1101/015974


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 2Scientific Reports |          (2019) 9:1693  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-38412-7

	35.	 Otmakhov, N. et al. Persistent Accumulation of Calcium/Calmodulin-Dependent Protein Kinase II in Dendritic Spines after 
Induction of NMDA Receptor-Dependent Chemical Long-Term Potentiation. Nat. Neurosci. 24, 9324–9331 (2004).

	36.	 Chen, X. et al. Organization of the core structure of the postsynaptic density. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 105, 4453–8 (2008).
	37.	 Dosemeci, A., Weinberg, R. J., Reese, T. S. & Tao-Cheng, J.-H. The Postsynaptic Density: There Is More than Meets theEye. Front. 

Synaptic Neurosci. 8, 1–8 (2016).
	38.	 Fiala, J. C. & Harris, K. M. Extending Unbiased Stereology of Brain Ultrastructure to Three-dimensional Volumes. J. Am. Med. 

Informatics Assoc. 8, 1–16 (2001).
	39.	 Fiala, J. C. Reconstruct: A freeeditor for serial section microscopy. J. Microsc. 218, 52–61 (2005).
	40.	 Bai, F. & Witzmann, F. A. Synaptosome proteomics. Subcell. Biochem. 43, 77–98 (2007).
	41.	 Takumi, Y., Ramirez-Leon, V., Laake, P., Rinvik, E. & Ottersen, O. P. Different modes of expression of AMPA and NMDA receptors 

in hippocampal synapses. Nat Neurosci 2, 618–24 (1999).
	42.	 Watson, D. J. et al. LTP enhances synaptogenesis in the developing hippocampus. Hippocampus 26, 560–576 (2016).
	43.	 Ostroff, L. E., Cain, C. K., Bedont, J., Monfils, M. H. & Ledoux, J. E. Fear and safety learning differentially affect synapse size and 

dendritic translation in the lateral amygdala. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 107, 9418–9423 (2010).
	44.	 Miyata, M. et al. Local calcium release in dendritic spines required for long-term synaptic depression. Neuron 28, 233–244 (2000).
	45.	 Bailey, C. H., Kandel, E. R. & Harris, K. M. Structural Components of Synaptic Plasticity and Memory Consolidation, 1–30, https://

doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a021758 (2015).
	46.	 Bardo, S., Cavazzini, M. G. & Emptage, N. The role of the endoplasmic reticulum Ca2+ store in the plasticity of central neurons. 

Trends Pharmacol. Sci. 27, 78–84 (2006).
	47.	 Ganeshina, O., Berry, R. W., Petralia, R. S., Nicholson, D. A. & Geinisman, Y. Differences in the Expression of AMPA and NMDA 

Receptors between Axospinous Perforated and Nonperforated Synapses Are Related to the Configuration and Size of Postsynaptic 
Densities. J. Comp. Neurol. 468, 86–95 (2004).

	48.	 O’Donnell, C., Nolan, M. F. & van Rossum, M. C. W. Dendritic Spine Dynamics Regulate the Long-Term Stability of Synaptic 
Plasticity. J. Neurosci. 31, 16142–16156 (2011).

	49.	 Naisbitt, S. et al. Shank, a Novel Family of Postsynaptic Density Proteins that Binds to the NMDA. Receptor/PSD-95/GKAP Complex 
and Cortactin University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. 23, 569–582 (1999).

	50.	 Tu, J. C. et al. Coupling of mGluR/Homer and PSD-95 Complexes by the Shank Family of Postsynaptic Density. Proteins. 23, 
583–592 (1999).

	51.	 Sheng, M. & Kim, E. The postsynaptic organization od synapses. Cold Spring Harb. Perspect. Biol. 3, a005678 (2011).
	52.	 Chen, X. et al. PSD-95 family MAGUKs are essential for anchoring AMPA and NMDA receptor complexes at the postsynaptic 

density. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 112, E6983–92 (2015).
	53.	 Gold, J. I. & Beart, M. F. A model of dendritic spine Ca 2+ concentration exploring possible bases for a sliding synaptic modification 

threshold. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 91, 3941–3945 (1994).
	54.	 Kalantzis, G. & Shouval, H. Z. Structural plasticity can produce metaplasticity. PLoS One 4 (2009).
	55.	 Gogolla, N., Galimberti, I., DePaola, V. & Caroni, P. Preparation of organotypic hippocampal slice cultures for long-term live 

imaging. Nat. Protoc. 1, 1165–71 (2006).
	56.	 Deerinck, T. J., Bushong, E. A., Thor, A. & Ellisman, M. H. NCMIR methods for 3D EM: A new protocol for preparation of biological 

specimens for serial block face scanning electron microscopy. Microscopy 6–8 (2010).
	57.	 Knott, G. W., Holtmaat, A., Trachtenberg, J. T., Svoboda, K. & Welker, E. A protocol for preparing GFP-labeled neurons previously 

imaged in vivo and in slice preparations for light and electron microscopic analysis. Nat. Protoc. 4, 1145–1156 (2009).
	58.	 Fiala, J. C. & Harris, K. M. Cylindrical diameters method for calibrating section thickness in serial electron microscopy. J. Microsc. 

202, 468–472 (2001).
	59.	 Sorra, K. E. & Harris, K. M. Stability in Synapse Number and Size at 2 Hr after Long-Term Potentiation in Hippocampal Area CA1. 

J. Neurosci. 18, 658–671 (1998).

Acknowledgements
We acknowledge Igor Kraev and Michael Stewart (Open University, UK) for EM annotation training and 
supervision, and Wojciech Brutkowski for initial imaging setup. These studies were funded by National Science 
Centre of Poland (Narodowe Centrum Nauki) grants Harmonia 2013/08/M/NZ3/00861 and Sonata Bis 
2012/05/E/NZ4/02996 to KR.

Author Contributions
M.B., A.C. and M.S. conducted the experiments, M.S. acquired the E.M. datasets, M.B. annotated E.M. images, 
M.B., T.B. and K.R. analysed data. K.R. and M.B. drafted the manuscript, T.B., M.S. and A.C. provided essential 
revisions.

Additional Information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-38412-7.
Competing Interests: The authors declare no competing interests.
Publisher’s note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

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

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2019

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-38412-7
https://doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a021758
https://doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a021758
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-38412-7
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Neuronal plasticity affects correlation between the size of dendritic spine and its postsynaptic density

	Results

	cLTP is associated with remodelling of dendritic spines and PSD-cores in OHCs. 
	Correlation between dendritic spine volume, PSD surface area and PSD-core volume. 
	Role of Smooth Endoplasmic Reticulum (SER) presence in spine plasticity and correlation between dendritic spine volume, PSD ...

	Discussion

	Growth of dendritic spines and their PSDs during cLTP. 
	Correlation between spine volume, PSD surface area and PSD-core volume. 

	Methods

	Organotypic Hippocampal Slice Cultures (OHCs). 
	Chemical LTP in OHC. 
	SBEM sample preparation. 
	3 View imaging. 
	3 View scan processing and image analysis. 
	Statistical analysis of data. 
	Local Spearman correlation analysis. 

	Acknowledgements

	Figure 1 3D Serial Block-Face scanning electron microscopy of dendritic spines and core compartment of postsynaptic densities (PSD-core) in the organotypic hippocampal slices (OHCs).
	Figure 2 NMDAR-cLTP enlarges dendritic spines and their PSDs.
	Figure 3 Dendritic spine volumes and PSD surface area and PSD-core volume are uncoupled in medium-size dendritic spines.
	Figure 4 cLTP preferentially enlarges and enhances parameter correlation of dendritic spines with SER.
	Figure 5 Spines with perforated PSD are a subset of dendritic spines with SER.




