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Formation of S- and Z-twist supramolecular
micro-ropes by peptide stereoisomers
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Aviad Levin 4, Tiancheng Lv5, Zihan Wang2, Wei Sun 5, Jadon Sitton6,
Pierre-Andre Cazade7, Yoav Dan8, Yiming Tang 2, Lihi Adler-Abramovich 8,
Yi Cao 5, Sigal Rencus-Lazar 1, Damien Thompson 7, Dmitry Kurouski 6,
Tuomas P. J. Knowles 4, Linda J. W. Shimon 9, Guanghong Wei 2 ,
Bin Xue 5 , Rusen Yang 10 & Ehud Gazit 1

The intertwined strand arrangement in ropes, from micro- to macro-scale,
results in tensile moduli significantly higher than those of single strands.
Micro-scale ropes are found in biological systems, most commonly in
mechanically-rigid collagen tri-strand arrangements. While human-made
macro-ropes possess either left-handed (S) or right-handed (Z) twist, collagen
exclusively adopts Z-twist architectures. Despite its natural abundance, the
reconstruction and control of these supramolecular ropes in biomimetic sys-
tems using minimalist building units remains a fundamental challenge. Here,
we demonstrate that cyclo-tryptophan-proline dipeptide stereoisomers self-
assemble into complex crystalline supramolecular triple-helical structures.
These unique architectures display tunable S- or Z-micro-rope-like twists
governed by the configuration of tryptophan residues, as confirmed by co-
assembly experiments and molecular dynamics simulations. Tensile testing
revealed that these supramolecular micro-ropes exhibit significant moduli.
These findings provide a potential platform for designing biomimetic func-
tional helical materials with tunable supramolecular chirality and mechanical
strength using minimalist building blocks.

Ropes, dating back to prehistoric Egypt (3500–4000BC),were initially
made by twisting hemp or manila fibers into load-bearing structures
composed of intertwined helical strands, featuring either left-handed
(S) or right-handed (Z) twists1,2. Over time, they have evolved into
versatile tools across diverse fields, playing a vital role in the

advancement of human civilization2,3. Interestingly, rope-like biomo-
lecular structures are ubiquitous in the functional frameworks of plant
and animal tissues, ranging from polysaccharides such as cellulose
macro-fibers and plant cell walls to polypeptides such as spider silks
and collagen fibers2,4,5.
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Among these natural materials, collagen, the most abundant
protein in mammals and a primary component of the extracellular
matrix, adopts a distinctive molecular-level rope-like architecture6–8.
This structure typically consists of three individual S-polypeptide II
helical chains that twist together into a Z-twist superhelical structure
stabilized by hydrogen bonds (H-bonds)9,10. Each chain comprises a
long repeating sequence of Xaa–Yaa–Gly triplets, where the Xaa and
Yaa positions are often occupied by proline (Pro, P) and hydro-
xyproline (Hyp), respectively11,12. Owing to its tightly intertwined
triple-helical structure, collagen plays a crucial role in providing
significant mechanical strength to tissues13. Despite its fascinating
structures and functions, natural collagen is restricted to a single-
handed triple-helical structure due to the stereochemical bias found
in nature14. Therefore, developing biomimetic materials that emulate
and extend themolecular structure of collagen has been the target of
both fundamental research as well as applied bioengineering for
decades.

Collagen-mimicking peptides, consisting of long repeating tri-
plet units (X–Y–G)n (n ≥ 6), have been demonstrated to efficiently
reconstruct collagen-like triple-helical conformations15–19. The for-
mation of helical structures based on these peptides is favored by
special backbone torsion angles, which pose a significant challenge
for controlling supramolecular chirality, particularly in heterochiral
or mixed-chiral systems. Smaller molecules with fewer chiral cen-
ters and reduced conformational complexity also represent pro-
mising building blocks, owing to their propensity for forming
stable, well-defined assemblies with tunable structures20–25. Fur-
thermore, such small entities offer a simpler model for investigating
the chirality-dependent assembly of helices, potentially opening
opportunities for applications in molecular recognition, chiral
sensing, biomedicine, and optoelectronics26–28. However, the self-
assembly of these short peptides is predominantly based on
supramolecular β-sheet secondary structures, largely due to the
inherent difficulty in completing hierarchical helical turns using
such minimalist molecules, particularly when the goal is to obtain
the complex triple-helical crystalline conformation29,30. Pro is a key
residue in the formation of triple helices11,12. Aromatic interactions
have been shown to facilitate the self-association process and
conformational stabilization and to serve as significant driving for-
ces for assembling diverse supramolecular structures, including
helices31–34. Moreover, compared to their linear counterparts, cyclic
short peptides display increased structural rigidity, greater specifi-
city and binding affinity, as well as resistance to exopeptidases35.
Inspired by this, we hypothesize that aromatic Pro-based short
cyclopeptides are promising candidates for forming stable triple-
helical crystals.

Here, we present single-crystal, thermostable, rope-like structures
that feature a supramolecular triple-helical arrangement, resulting
from the self-assembly of minimalist aromatic cyclic dipeptides com-
posed of tryptophan (Trp, W) and Pro, cyclo-Trp-Pro. In these archi-
tectures, dipeptides are linked byH-bonds between theO andN atoms
of Trp residues, which govern the molecular twist, thereby forming
individual supramolecular helical strands without constraints from
backbone torsion angles. Three such strands intertwine to form the
supramolecular triple-helical structures, stabilized by interstrand aro-
matic interactions of Trp residues. The intermolecular binding prop-
erties of Trp residues in the structure enable the formation of
supramolecular ropes with tunable twists, adopting an S conformation
in L-Trp-based assemblies, and a Z conformation in D-Trp-based
assemblies, as further elucidated by molecular dynamics (MD) simu-
lations (Fig. 1a). Additionally, a co-assembly strategy was employed to
further systematically examine the influence of Trp on the supramo-
lecular structure, confirming that the chirality of Trp directs the
packing mode of the resulting co-crystals (Fig. 1a). Owing to their
unique supramolecular triple-helical arrangements, these peptide

micro-ropes exhibited tensilemoduli significantly higher than those of
supramolecular single-helical analogues and non-helical crystals.

Results
Assembly and structural characterization of cyclo-Trp-Pro
dipeptides
Owing to the important role of Pro residues and aromatic interac-
tions in the formation and stability of helical turns36,37, cyclo-Trp-Pro
dipeptides were selected to construct triple-helical-like structures.
To investigate conformations with potentially distinct supramole-
cular chirality, a series of stereoisomers was employed, including
the homochiral cyclo-(L)Trp(L)Pro (c-LWLP) and cyclo-(D)Trp(D)Pro
(c-DWDP), as well as the heterochiral cyclo-(L)Trp(D)Pro (c-LWDP) and
cyclo-(D)Trp(L)Pro (c-DWLP) (Fig. 1a). First, the chemical structures
and purity of the cyclic dipeptides were confirmed by analyzing
their retention time in high-performance liquid chromatography
(HPLC) (Supplementary Fig. 1) as well as via 1H nuclear magnetic
resonance (NMR) and Fluorine NMRmeasurements (Supplementary
Figs. 2–9). Following a slow cooling crystallization process (see
details in “Methods”), the cyclo-dipeptides formed hexagonal prism-
likemicrostructures, with the c-LWDP and c-DWLP assemblies showing
larger dimensions at the same concentration (Supplementary
Figs. 10–13), as observed using scanning electronmicroscopy (SEM).
The self-assembly pathways of these peptides were further mon-
itored using time-lapse optical microscopy within glass capillaries.
All peptides displayed unidirectional growth along the axial
dimension and bidirectional variation in the radial dimension
(Fig. 1b–e and Supplementary Videos 1–4), consistent with the
morphological changes observed using SEM (Supplementary
Figs. 10–13). The observed morphological differences are likely
influenced by solubility-dependent crystallization kinetics (Supple-
mentary Fig. 14) and by chirality-dependent packing interactions, as
supported by the distinct CD spectra of the stereoisomers (Sup-
plementary Fig. 15). Next, to gain deeper insight, the chirality of the
assemblies was further characterized by infrared (IR) and vibrational
CD (VCD) measurements (Fig. 1f). All assemblies displayed two
characteristic peaks in their IR spectra, located approximately at
1667 cm−1 and 1632 cm−1, corresponding to C =O stretching of the
amide I region. However, the dominant feature of the VCD spectra of
c-LWLP and c-LWDP was positive VCD couplets with a negative VCD
component at higher frequency and a positive VCD component at
lower frequency, suggesting an S-shaped supramolecular
packing38,39. In contrast, c-DWLP and c-DWDP exhibited negative VCD
couplets, with a negative VCD component at lower frequency and a
positive VCD component at higher frequency, implying a Z-shaped
supramolecular packing38,39.

Powder X-ray diffraction (PXRD) patterns revealed assemblies
with high crystallinity that were well aligned with simulated data
from single crystals (Fig. 1g and Supplementary Figs. 16–19). Notably,
the diffraction peaks of c-LWDP and c-DWLP assemblies differed from
those of c-LWLP and c-DWDP assemblies, indicating distinct crystal
packings. Such a structural difference appears to be governed by the
incorporation of water molecules, as supported by Raman spectro-
scopy, differential scanning calorimetry (DSC), and thermalgravi-
metric analysis (TGA) (Fig. 1h–j). Specifically, in c-LWDP and c-DWLP
assemblies, a weak peak at ~3574 cm−1 was observed in the Raman
spectra (Fig. 1h), implying the presence of water molecules in these
assemblies40. The DSC and TGA measurements further confirmed
this finding, revealing a weight loss at 165 °C (defined as T1) for both
c-LWDP and c-DWLP crystals, corresponding to the removal of water
molecules (Fig. 1i, j). Moreover, c-LWLP, c-LWDP, c-DWLP, and c-DWDP
crystals displayed melting temperatures (Tm) of 181, 180, 180, and
183 °C, respectively, indicating high structural stability (Fig. 1i). In
contrast, natural collagen disassembles at significantly lower tem-
peratures, typically between 10 °C and 40 °C41, featuring thermal
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robustness and potential high-temperature applications of the
designed peptide assemblies.

Single-crystal X-ray structure of cyclo-dipeptide stereoisomers
To understand the supramolecular packing of cyclo-dipeptide ste-
reoisomers, we conducted single-crystal XRD measurements (Fig. 2,
Supplementary Figs. 20–23, and Supplementary Tables 1 and 2). The
c-LWLP peptide crystallized in the hexagonal space group P63
(a = 14.9474 Å, b = 14.9474 Å, c = 10.8213 Å), with sixmolecules per unit
cell (Supplementary Fig. 24). Intermolecular H-bonds (NH…C=O,
2.916 Å) between O and N atoms of adjacent diketopiperazine rings in

the Trp segment connected the twistedly arranged molecules, facil-
itating the formation of a single S-shaped helical strand with six cyclo-
dipeptide molecules per repeating unit (Fig. 2a, b). The aromatic rings
were aligned along the H-bonds to minimize steric hindrance, thereby
optimizing the overall architecture for global energy minimization
(Fig. 2b). Notably, three S-helical strands intertwined and extended
along the crystallographic~c direction, forming a supramolecular triple-
helical structure with an S conformation (Fig. 2c), featuring a diameter
of 15.698 Å and a helical pitch of 35.806 Å. The adjacent helices aligned
in parallel, stabilized by intrastrand H-bonds and edge-to-face inter-
actions between side chain indole rings (Fig. 2c and Supplementary
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Fig. 25), forming a higher-order micro-rope-like structure. Similar to
c-LWLP, the c-LWDPpeptide assembly also adopted anS-supramolecular
triple-helical structure with a slight increase in the lattice constants
(P63, a = 15.1447 Å, b = 15.1447 Å, c = 10.8688Å) (Supplementary
Fig. 26), owing to the incorporation of water molecules within triple-
helical cores and between helices (Supplementary Fig. 27). Additional
H-bonds between water molecules and O atoms on diketopiperazine
rings, with anOH…C=Odistance of 2.959Å, reinforced the stability of
the helical structures. Meanwhile, the water molecules located
between helices remained unstructured, not binding to surrounding
molecules.

Intriguingly, substituting the LW residue with DW switched the
orientation of the supramolecular triple-helical packing, with both
c-DWLP and c-DWDP featuring Z-twist micro-rope-like structures
(Fig. 2d–f and Supplementary Figs. 28–30). The transformation in
structural handedness may be attributed to the Trp residue, which, as
described above, forms intrastrand H-bonds connecting adjacent
molecules within helical strands and facilitates aromatic interactions
that stabilize adjacent triple helices. Despite sharing the same supra-
molecular chirality, c-DWLP and c-DWDP crystals exhibited slight dif-
ferences in the molecular arrangement due to the structural water,
which was detected in both c-DWLP and c-LWD. In the heterochiral c-WP
crystals (c-LWDP and c-DWLP), the diketopiperazine ring exhibits a
measurable deviation from planarity, creating additional internal free
volume that may accommodate structural water molecules. In con-
trast, the homochiral crystals maintain an almost planar diketopiper-
azine ring, consistent with their anhydrous structures. Furthermore, in
all cases, these molecules stacked along the helical axis to form hex-
agonal prism-like predicted morphologies (Fig. 2f and Supplementary
Figs. 27e and 30e), based on the Bravais-Friedel-Donnay-Harker
(BFDH) theory, closely aligning with the morphologies observed
using SEM (Supplementary Figs. 10–13). From the overall supramole-
cular packing, we noted that both the a and b axeswere symmetrical in
all the tested crystal structures, while the c axis, considered as the
elongation axis of the hexagonal prism, was asymmetrical, thereby
leading to bidirectional radial growth and unidirectional axial growth
(Fig. 1b–e)42. The apparent bidirectional radial growthof c-WPpeptides
gives rise to the crystals with reduced aspect ratios that are less
deformable and more brittle, in contrast to the flexible, rope-like or
collagen-fibrillar assemblies. Based on these observations, the engi-
neering of the Trp configuration enables the formation of S-twist
micro-rope-like architectures in c-LWLP and c-LWDP peptides, and
Z-twist micro-rope-like architectures in c-DWLP and c-DWDP peptides
(Fig. 2g–j and Supplementary Videos 5–8). To the best of our knowl-
edge, such triple-helix-like structures from small molecules has rarely
been reported30. Notably, the building blocks described herein repre-
sent the smallest peptides reported to date that are capable of forming
rope-like assemblies with tunable structural handedness, paving a new
path for the construction of supramolecular triple helices based on the
c-WP minimalist building blocks.

Molecular interactions dictate the chirality of supramolecular
triple-helical structures
To elucidate the molecular determinants underlying the single-crystal
supramolecular triple-helical structures formed by the c-WP stereo-
isomers, we performed all-atom MD simulations on 6 × 6 × 6 supercell
stacking models of the four chiral combinations of c-WP variants (see
“Methods”; Supplementary Fig. 31). We first characterized the inter-
action patterns among different molecular groups of the c-WP mole-
cules, including the aromatic (Waro), NH (WNH), side chain (Wsc), and
main chain (Wmc) of the Trp residue, aswell as themain chain (Pmc) and
side chain (Psc) of the Pro residue (Fig. 3a). Intermolecular contact
probability between each pair of groups (Fig. 3b and Supplementary
Fig. 32a) showed that Trp mainchain–mainchain contacts (Wmc–Wmc)
dominated across all four chiral crystals, underscoring their critical

role in crystal stabilization, followed by Psc–Waro and Waro–Waro

interactions. The Psc–Waro and Waro–Waro contacts are also significant,
likely due to the hydrophobic interactions formed between these
groups in different helical bundles (Supplementary Fig. 32b), con-
tributing to the crystal stability. To further identify the specific phy-
sical interactions underlying these contact patterns, we calculated the
number of H-bonds per unit cell (Fig. 3c). Compared with their
homochiral counterparts, the heterochiral crystals (c-LWDP and c-DWLP)
exhibited a larger number of H-bonds, implying enhanced structural
rigidity and potential stability. The observed increase in H-bonds
within the c-LWDP and c-DWLP crystals is primarily attributed toH-bonds
formed between structural water molecules and Trp main chains
(water-Wmc) (Supplementary Fig. 33). Statistical analysis of the inner
diameters of the triple helices showed that heterochiral crystals
exhibited larger inner diameters (Supplementary Fig. 34), which may
facilitate the incorporation of water molecules into the triple-helical
core and eventually the formation of water-Wmc H-bonds in the c-LWDP
and c-DWLP crystals.

To further investigate the role of Wmc–Wmc H-bonds in the chir-
ality of the rope-like supramolecular structures, we calculated their
rotational angle along the elongation axis of the hexagonal prism (c
axis) as a function of the number of crystal layers. Clockwise and
counterclockwise rotations corresponded to decreasing and increas-
ing angles, respectively (Fig. 3d–g). In the crystals containing L-Trp
residues (c-LWLP and c-LWDP),Wmc–WmcH-bonds exhibited a clockwise
rotation along the elongation direction of the crystals, leading to the
formation of S-supramolecular triple-helical structures. Conversely, in
the crystals containing D-Trp (DW; c-DWLP and c-DWDP), the H-bonds
rotated counterclockwise along the elongation axis, leading to
Z-supramolecular triple-helical structures (Fig. 3h, i). These results
clearly demonstrate that the chirality of the Trp residue governs the
rotational orientation of Wmc–Wmc H-bonds, thereby dictating the
macroscopic chirality of the resulting supramolecular triple helix.

Additionally, the role of π–π stacking interactions between the
aromatic rings of Trp residues in stabilizing the different chiral c-WP
crystals was explored. Consistent with their smaller lattice constants
and diameters, the homochiral crystals (c-LWLP and c-DWDP) exhibit
slightly enhanced π–π interactions compared to their heterochiral
counterparts (Fig. 3j). Based on the spatial arrangements of aromatic
rings within the crystal lattices, we classified π–π stacking into three
distinct patterns. Patterns I and II refer to inter-helix interactions,while
Pattern III refers to intra-helix interactions (Fig. 3k). Free energy
landscape analysis revealed that Pattern I corresponds to a tightly
connected, low-energy region (Fig. 3i and Supplementary Fig. 35a),
with a typical T-shaped π–π stacking. In contrast, the center-of-mass
distances between W aromatic rings in Patterns II and III were lower
than the maximum separation (≤0.65 nm) for effective π–π stacking.
Representative snapshots are shown in Supplementary Fig. 35b. These
findings demonstrate that π–π stacking interactions originating from
Trp residues play a crucial role in stabilizing the ordered packing of
adjacent helices in the supramolecular architectures.

In summary, the H-bond formed between Trp main chains along
the elongation direction of the triple helix, together with the hydro-
phobic stacking interactions between W-W/W-P side chains across
different helical bundles, collectively stabilize the triple-helical struc-
ture of c-WP crystals. Additionally, the heterochiral crystals (c-LWDP
and c-DWLP) form significantly more hydrogen bonds than the homo-
chiral structures (c-LWLP and c-DWDP), primarily due to the involvement
of structural water in the H-bond network. This denser hydrogen-
bonding network in the heterochiral crystals is expected to result in a
higher tensile modulus, which will be examined in the subsequent
analysis of the mechanical properties of the c-WP crystals. Moreover,
the importance of Trp in forming supramolecular triple-helical struc-
tures was further verified by assembling Trp-free, proline-based
materials, including benzyloxycarbonyl (O)-protected proline (O-P)
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and cyclo-valine-proline (c-VP), which exclusively formed supramole-
cular single-helical or non-helical structures (Supplementary
Figs. 36–43 and Table 3).

Co-assembly of cyclo-dipeptide stereoisomers
Deciphering the hierarchical mechanism underlying the transition
from single-molecule chirality to supramolecular one is pivotal for

constructing helical assemblies with controllable supramolecular
chirality, yet it remains an unsolved challenge43. To further explore the
relationship between the Trp stereochemistry and supramolecular
structures, we employed a co-assembly approach to generate archi-
tectures with varied spatial conformations by mixing different con-
figurational cyclo-dipeptides. Utilizing a slow cooling crystallization
process, c-LWLP/c-LWDP, c-LWLP/c-DWLP, c-LWLP/c-DWDP, c-LWDP/c-DWLP,
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c-LWDP/c-DWDP, and c-DWLP/c-DWDP co-crystals were formed. These co-
crystals presented distinctmorphologies (Supplementary Figs. 44–49)
observed via SEM and different crystal phases (Supplementary
Figs. 50–55) determined by XRD, both of which differed from those of
individual assemblies. The XRD patterns were consistent with the
simulated patterns derived from single-crystal XRD data (Supple-
mentary Figs. 50–55). Additionally, 1H NMR spectra confirmed that
each co-assembly comprised the twomolecules introduced during the
growth process (Supplementary Figs. 56–61).

To gain insights into the supramolecular arrangement of the co-
assemblies, we performed single-crystal XRD measurements (Supple-
mentary Figs. 62–67 and Supplementary Tables 4–6). The co-assembly

of c-LWLP and c-DWLP yielded a co-crystal with the monoclinic space
group P21 (Fig. 4a and Supplementary Fig. 68), which showed a sig-
nificant difference in supramolecular packing compared with their
individual single-crystal structures (Fig. 2a–e and Supplementary
Figs. 24 and 28). In the co-crystal, c-LWLP and c-DWLP formed inde-
pendent two-dimensional (2D) H-bonded network layers (NH…C=O:
2.953 and 2.764Å in the c-LWLP layer; 2.883 and 2.798Å in the c-DWLP
layer) aligned along the ac plane and stacked in an alternating layered
fashion (Fig. 4a). The c-LWLP/c-DWDP co-crystal adopted the orthor-
hombic Pbca space group and featured a mixed-layered structure in
which c-LWLP and c-DWDP molecules were integrated within the same
H-bonded sheets (Fig. 4b and Supplementary Fig. 69). In the c-LWDP/

c-LWLP + c-LWDP c-DWLP + c-DWDPS-twist supramolecular triple helix Z-twist supramolecular triple helix
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Fig. 4 | Supramolecular packing of co-crystals to verify the molecular-
supramolecular relationship. The molecule, intrachain H-bonds, and higher-
order supramolecular packing of a c-LWLP/c-DWLP, b c-LWLP/c-DWDP, c c-LWDP/
c-DWLP, d c-LWDP/c-DWDP, e c-LWLP/c-LWDP, and f c-DWLP/c-DWDP co-crystals. Color

code: blue, C in c-LWLP; green, C in c-DWLP; light periwinkle blue, C in c-LWDP; pink, C
in c-DWDP; magenta, C in c-LWLP/c-LWDP; shamrock green, C in c-DWLP/c-DWDP;
periwinkle blue, N; red, O; white, H. Each helical strand is colored differently to
highlight the supramolecular triple-helical structure.
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c-DWLP co-crystal, peptide monomers stacked into layered archi-
tectures composed of alternating c-LWDP and c-DWLP molecular layers,
connected by uniform intralayer H-bonds (Fig. 4c and Supplementary
Fig. 70), reflecting their opposite molecular chirality. Moreover, the
c-LWDP/c-DWDP co-crystal displayed unit cell parameters and supra-
molecular packing similar to those of the c-LWLP/c-DWLP system, con-
sistent with the mirror symmetry of their chiral compositions (Fig. 4d
and Supplementary Fig. 71). The key finding from these co-
crystallization experiments is that no triple-helical structures were
observed in the co-crystals containing mixed Trp chirality, which dis-
rupts the intrinsic asymmetric spatial stacking of building blocks into
the twisted triple-helix motifs.

Next, we sought to analyze co-crystal structures containing Trp
residues with consistent chirality. In the c-LWLP/c-LWDP co-crystal, each
asymmetric unit contained a single cyclo-dipeptidemolecule, with the
Trp segment adopting an L-configuration, while the Pro sites were
equally occupied by both L-Pro and D-Pro segments (Fig. 4e and
Supplementary Fig. 72). Notably, owing to the unchanged configura-
tion of the Trp segment, the c-LWLP/c-LWDP co-crystal retained a
supramolecular packing analogous to that of the individual single-
crystal structures, displaying an S-supramolecular triple-helical struc-
ture (Supplementary Video 9), without being constrained by unmat-
ched backbone torsion angles. Similarly, the c-DWLP/c-DWDP co-crystal,
composed of molecules containing D-Trp residues and with the Pro
sites equally occupied by both L-Pro and D-Pro, adopted an opposite
Z-supramolecular triple-helical structure, connected by intrachain
H-bonds and stabilized by aromatic interactions between adjacent
chains (Fig. 4f, Supplementary Fig. 73, and Supplementary Video 10).
These findings further indicate that supramolecular chirality is pre-
dominantly dictated by the stereochemistry of the Trp residue. To our
knowledge, these rope-like co-crystals represents the first demon-
stration that mixed-chirality co-crystals adopt triple helices similar to
those of their individual crystals, while previously reported mixed-
chirality peptides typically disturb supramolecular helical packing44–46.
These findings expand the fundamental chiral design principles for
constructing triple-helical-like structures with tunable supramolecular
chirality based on the minimalist c-WP building blocks.

Mechanical properties of the cyclo-peptide crystals
Inspired by previously reported collagen assemblies47, the rope-like
structures were anticipated to confer the crystals with significant
macroscopic mechanical strength. To examine this hypothesis, the
mechanical performance of the crystals at the macroscopic level,
including tensile modulus, fracture strain, fracture stress, and work of
rupture, was evaluated using standard tensile testing (Fig. 5a–e). As
shown in the stress–strain curves (Fig. 5b), the S-twist micro-rope-like
peptide crystals exhibited a higher tensile modulus than the Z-twist
micro-rope-like peptide crystals, which may stem from variations in
hydrogen-bond directions, internal pores, and crystal defects (Sup-
plementary Fig. 74). Notably, water-mediated supramolecular struc-
tures demonstrated significantly enhanced mechanical strength
(Fig. 5b and d), with c-LWDP crystals reaching a tensile modulus of
0.85 ± 0.28GPa (Fig. 5c, d). This enhancement can be attributed to the
increased number of H-bonds and the additional water-mediated H-
bond networks in the triple helix (Fig. 3 and Supplementary Fig. 33),
both of whichmay provide greater resistance to external tensile stress.
Consequently, c-DWLP crystals exhibited the second-highest tensile
modulus of 0.73 ± 0.15 GPa, followed by c-LWLP crystals
(0.40±0.10GPa) and c-DWDP crystals (0.22 ± 0.08GPa). Moreover, the
tensile moduli of the c-LWDP and c-DWDP crystals were calculated to be
~14 and 3 times higher, respectively, than that of the control O-P
crystals (60 ± 10MPa), which adopt a supramolecular single-helical
structure with the decreased number of H-bonds and aromatic inter-
actions calculated by MD simulations (Fig. 3 and Supplementary
Fig. 75). Moreover, the water-mediated c-WP crystals exhibited

significantly higher tensile moduli than L-glycine (Gly), L-cysteine
(Cys), and L-threonine (Thr) crystals, despite the latter also possessing
dense 2D or three-dimensional (3D) H-bond networks but lacking
intertwined supramolecular helical structures (Supplementary
Figs. 76–79). As summarized in Fig. 5e, the intertwined triple-helical
strands, together with the aromatic interactions that seal each strand,
play a crucial role in reinforcing themechanical strengthof the peptide
micro-ropes.

Next, the compressive Young’s modulus of the assemblies along
the radial direction at the microscale was determined using nanoin-
dentation based on atomic force microscopy (AFM) (Fig. 5f–h and
Supplementary Figs. 80–83). The compressive Young’smodulus of the
c-LWLP crystal was determined to be 9.5 ± 2.8 GPa, similar to that of the
c-DWDP crystal (9.4 ± 2.3 GPa), but higher than those of the c-LWDP
(4.6 ± 1.1 GPa) and c-DWLP (4.5 ± 1.7GPa) crystals (Fig. 5g, h and Sup-
plementary Figs. 80–83). Similarly, the point stiffness of the c-LWLP and
c-DWDP crystals was slightly higher than that of the c-LWDP and c-DWLP
crystals (Fig. 5g, h and Supplementary Figs. 80–83). The increased
Young’s moduli and point stiffness in the homochiral crystals may be
attributed to higher intrachain H-bonds and slightly stronger π–π
interactions along the radial direction (Fig. 3 and Supplementary
Fig. 33). The compressive Young’smoduli of c-LWLP and c-DWDP crystals
are comparable to those of c-LWLP/c-LWDP, c-LWLP/c-DWLP, c-LWDP/
c-DWLP, c-LWDP/c-DWDP, and c-DWLP/c-DWDP co-crystal structures, but
lower than that of the c-LWLP/c-DWDP co-crystal (Supplementary
Figs. 84–89), owing to the dense H-bonded networks and supramole-
cular packing in the latter. Moreover, the supramolecular triple-helical
structures exhibited higher compressive Young’s moduli than the
control O-P crystals (Supplementary Fig. 90), but lower values than
those of control Gly (44± 1GPa), Cys (28.1 ± 1.03GPa), and Thr
(40.95 ± 1.03GPa) crystals at the microscale (Supplementary
Fig. 91)48,49. The discrepancy between the macroscopic tensile and
nanoscale compressive moduli highlights the dependence of
mechanical responses on both loading mode and the testing method
in small-molecule crystals.

Discussion
Here, we demonstrate a set of single-crystal peptide micro-ropes
with tunable S- or Z-supramolecular triple-helical structures, which
were assembled from minimalistic cyclo-Trp-Pro stereoisomers
through H-bonds and aromatic interactions. Supramolecular chir-
ality in these peptides is determined solely by the configuration of a
single Trp residue, which modulates intrachain H-bond rotation
angles that govern the molecular twist, as revealed by experimental
and MD studies. Unlike traditional helical peptides that require
specific backbone torsion angles, this single-residue-driven
mechanism broadens the design chemical space for triple-helical
assembly. Consequently, L-Trp structures (c-LWLP and c-LWDP, and
their co-crystal c-LWLP/c-LWDP) exhibited S-twist micro-rope-like
conformations, whereas the corresponding D-Trp structures
(c-DWLP and c-DWDP and co-crystal c-DWLP/c-DWDP) adopted Z-twist
organizations. In contrast, co-crystals with both L- and D-Trp resi-
dues (c-LWLP/c-DWLP, c-LWLP/c-DWDP, c-LWDP/c-DWLP, and c-LWDP/
c-DWDP) displayed non-rope-like conformations resembling pre-
viously reported cases, resulting from disruption of spatially asym-
metric packing. Moreover, tensile testing revealed that the water-
mediated S-twist crystal exhibited an enhanced tensile modulus of
0.85 ± 0.28 GPa. Our work presents a new paradigm of triple-helical
materials constructed from minimalist supramolecules, in which
single-residue-directed microscale chirality enables precise control
over supramolecular chirality even in complex mixed or binary chiral
environments. This finding provides a promising platform for
exploring chirality-related functionalities, such as enantioselective
recognition, and for developing new optical and biomedical
materials.
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Methods
Self-assembly of peptide crystals
The c-LWLP, c-LWDP, c-DWLP, and c-DWDP crystals were formed through a
slow cooling crystallization process. Specifically, 2mg of peptide,
purchased from GL Biochem (Shanghai) Ltd., China, was transferred
into a 2mL plastic centrifuge tube. Subsequently, the weighed pep-
tides were dissolved in water at a concentration of 13.3mgmL−1 by
heating and shaking at 96 °C. Once the solution became transparent, it
was allowed to cool slowly to room temperature, resulting in the for-
mation of clear crystals. The crystals grew to their maximum size after
two weeks and were then filtered from the reaction mixture to obtain
the crystalline product.

Co-assembly of peptide co-crystals
The c-LWLP/c-LWDP, c-LWLP/c-DWLP, c-LWLP/c-DWDP, c-LWDP/c-DWLP,
c-LWDP/c-DWDP, and c-DWLP/c-DWDP co-crystals were prepared via a
similar slow cooling crystallization process, using different peptide
concentrations. For the c-LWLP/c-LWDP co-crystals, c-LWLP and c-LWDP
peptides were individually dissolved in water at a concentration of
14.2mgmL−1 by heating and shaking at 96 °C until clear solutions were
obtained. Subsequently, equal volumes of the two solutions were
mixed and heated at 96 °C for an additional 0.5 h. The c-LWLP/c-LWDP
co-crystal was formed by slowly cooling the solution. Crystals reached
their maximum size after two weeks. The c-LWLP/c-DWLP, c-LWLP/
c-DWDP, c-LWDP/c-DWLP, c-LWDP/c-DWDP, and c-DWLP/c-DWDP co-crystals
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were prepared following the same process at concentrations of 16, 10,
10, 16, and 14.2mgmL−1, respectively. These crystalline products were
collected by filtration and dried under vacuum.

Self-assembly of O-P and c-VP crystals
The O-P crystals were obtained by adding 4.5mL of water into an
acetonitrile solution of O-P at a concentration of 400mgmL−1. The O-P
crystals reached their maximum size after two weeks and were then
collected from the solution by filtration. The c-VP crystals were
obtained by slow evaporation. Specifically, 20mg c-VP was fully dis-
solved in a methanol-water mixture (Vmethanol:Vwater = 2:1) at a con-
centration of 20mgmL−1, and the crystalline products were obtained
after one week of evaporation.

Time-lapse optical microscopy
Upon dissolution of the peptide powders, the solutions were loaded
into rectangular glass capillaries (CM Scientific, Silsden, UK), sealed
with wax, and imaged using bright-field microscopy. A Nikon Ti-E
Inverted fluorescence microscope equipped with a Zyla sCMOS cam-
era was used for time-lapse imaging of c-LWLP, c-DWLP, and c-DWDP
assemblies. A custom-built inverted fluorescent microscope (Cairn
Scientific, UK) equipped with a Prime BSI sCMOS camera (Teledyne,
UK) was used for time-lapse imaging of c-LWDP assemblies. Images and
videos were processed using ImageJ software. Time-lapse images were
captured at one-minute intervals throughout the growth process, with
a total duration of 151min for c-LWLP, c-DWLP, and c-DWDP, and 105min
for c-LWDP, as shown in Supplementary Videos 1–4.

Powder X-ray diffraction
Cyclo-Trp-Pro dipeptide crystals or co-crystals were ground into fine
pieces using a mortar and then mounted onto a quartz zero-
background sample holder. PXRD measurements were conducted
using a D8 DISCOVER diffractometer. Data were recorded using Cu Kα
radiation over a 2θ range of 5° to 40° at room temperature.

VCD and IR spectroscopy
VCD and IR spectra were acquired using a ChiralIR-2X spectrometer
equippedwithMCT detector andDualPEM for enhanced VCD baseline
stability. For each measurement, ~20 µl of sample was placed in a
BioCell with CaF2 windows and a 6 µm pathlength. During measure-
ments, BioCell was rotated at a constant velocity about the IR beam
axis using SyncRoCell (BioTools, Inc.) to eliminate cell and possible
sample birefringence. For each sample, VCD and IR spectra were
acquired for ~12 h at 8 cm−1 spectral resolution. Spectral baselines for
VCD and IR were corrected using the acquired VCD and IR spectra of
water andwater vapor in BioCell under identical conditions. GRAMS/AI
7.0 (Thermo Galactic, Salem, NH) was used for spectral data
processing.

Raman
Raman spectra were acquired using a spectrophotometer (Horiba
Jobin Yvon LabRAM HR). The peptide crystals were deposited on a
glass slide. A frequency-doubled Nd:YAG laser (λ = 532nm) was
employed as the excitation source. An edge filter was applied to sup-
press the Rayleigh line. The scattered light was collected using a
thermoelectrically cooled CCD detector (Synapse, operating at
−70 °C). Spectral dispersion was achieved using a diffraction grating
with 600 grooves per millimeter.

TGA and DSC
Thermogravimetric and heat flow curves were obtained for all samples
using a TGA/DSC 3+ series instrument (Mettler Toledo, Switzerland).
Baseline adjustment was performed prior to testing using two empty
platinum crucibles with loose covers. Samples were heated from room

temperature at a rate of 10 Kmin−1 to the target temperature using the
same instrument.

Processing and structural refinement of crystal data
High-quality cyclo-Trp-Pro dipeptide crystals or co-crystals of suitable
size were covered with Paratone oil (Hampton Research), placed on a
Mateen cryo-loop, and flash-frozen in liquid nitrogen. A Rigaku
Synergy-R system equipped with a HyPix-Arc150 detector with Cu Kα
radiation was used to collect the crystal and co-crystal data at 120K.
Data for the c-DWLP, c-DWDP, and c-LWDP/c-DWDP crystal and co-crystal
were collected using the Rigaku Synergy S systemwith PILATUS 300K
detector under Mo Kα radiation. The c-LWDP data was analyzed on a
Rigaku 007HF Rigaku XtaLAB P200 diffractometer with Cu Kα radia-
tion at 113.15 K. The O-P data were collected on a Rigaku Synergy-R
system equipped with an XtaLAB Synergy-R detector, using Cu Kα
radiation at 293 K.

Diffraction data were processed via the Rigaku CrysAlis Pro soft-
ware, and the crystal structures were solved and refined using Bruker
SHELXTL. Non-hydrogen atoms were positioned in calculated posi-
tions and refined in the ridingmodel. Details of the data collection and
refinement parameters are summarized in Supplementary Tables 1–6,
while the final CIF files are available in the Supplementary Information.
Crystallographic data of c-LWLP, c-LWDP, c-DWLP, and c-DWDP have been
deposited in the CCDC under deposition numbers 2465098-2465101.
The crystal structures of the c-LWLP/c-LWDP, c-LWLP/c-DWLP, c-LWLP/
c-DWDP, c-LWDP/c-DWLP, c-LWDP/c-DWDP, and c-DWLP/c-DWDP co-crystals
are available under deposition numbers 2465116-2465121. The crystal
structure of O-P and C-VP assemblies was found in deposition number
2465132 and 2504998.

Simulation systems
Four distinct chiral combinations of c-WP (c-LWLP, c-LWDP, c-DWLP, and
c-DWDP)molecules and theO-Pmoleculeswereused in the simulations.
The bonded and van der Waals parameters of c-WPs were taken from
the Amber force field. The restrained electrostatic potential charges
were obtained by fitting to quantum-mechanical-calculated electro-
static potentials using the Ambertools package50. The initial structures
of c-WP and O-P were taken from the single-crystal structures solved
through the single-crystal XRD experiments described herein. For each
simulation system, one 100nsMDsimulationwas conducted as shown
in Supplementary Fig. 27. The simulation cell dimensions were set to
hold 6 × 6 × 6-unit cells,with the boxparameters adjusted according to
the crystallographic properties of each chiral crystal (Supplementary
Fig. 27a, b). The RMSD to the first frame and the average contact
number per unit cell showed that the equilibrium has been reached
(Supplementary Fig. 27c, d). Periodic boundary conditions were
applied along all three directions to reproduce bulk-phase properties.
The parameters of the monoclinic box are listed in Supplementary
Table 7.

MD simulations
All MD simulations were performed using the GROMACS 2022.6
package51. Explicit water was modelled using the TIP3P water model52.
Electrostatic interactions were calculated using the Particle Mesh
Ewald method53 with a real space cut-off of 1.4 nm. The same cut-off
was used for the calculation of van der Waals interactions. A 1 fs inte-
gration time stepwas employed, enabledby constraining bond lengths
via the LINCS algorithm54 for c-WPmolecules and the SETTLEmethod55

for water molecules. Prior to production runs, energy minimization
was performed using the steepest descent algorithm. Temperature
coupling was implemented separately for c-WP molecules and solvent
using a velocity-rescaling thermostat, maintaining a constant tem-
perature of 300K56. Final production simulations were carried out in
the NVT ensemble without any restraints.
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Data analysis
Analyses of the simulation data were carried out using in-house
scripts and the tools implemented in the GROMACS package. The
statistical analyses were performed using the data generated in the
last 50 ns (i.e., 50–100 ns) of each trajectory. The all-atom root-mean-
square deviation (RMSD) was calculated with reference to the initial
frame. A H-bond was considered to be formed when the distance
betweenH-bond donor (D) and acceptor (A) was ≤0.35 nm and theD-
H···A angle was ≥ 150°. A contact between two non-hydrogen atoms
was definedwhen they were within 0.54 nm (for carbon‑carbon pairs)
or 0.46 nm (for any other atom pairs). The contact number between
two groups was defined as to the number of atom pairs satisfying the
contact criterion. The H-bond angle was determined by calculating
the angle between the projection of the H-bond in the xy-plane and
the projection of the reference H-bond (the H-bonds in the first
crystal layer). Two aromatic rings were considered to form a π–π
stacking interaction when their centroid distance fell within
0.65 nm31. The free energy landscape of aromatic stacking interac-
tions was calculated by the formula, -RTlnP (distance, angle), where P
(distance, angle) was the probability of two rings with a certain
centroid distance and angle. The inner diameter was determined by
calculating the diameter of the circle formed by connecting the Cα

atoms of three Trp residues within the same layer. Graphical analysis
and structure visualization were performed using the Pymol
software57.

Tensile modulus
Tensile stress–strain measurements were performed using a universal
testing machine (5944, Instron, USA) equipped with a 10N load cell at
room temperature (23 °C) under ambient air conditions. Single-crystal
samples exceeding 5mm in length were prepared for tensile testing.
The diameters of the crystals were measured using an optical micro-
scope (IX73, Olympus, Japan) to determine the cross-sectional area.
Each crystal was mounted by fixing both ends to parallel glass holders
using epoxy glue, and the holders were secured to the tensile testing
machine. After the glue was fully cured, the samples were stretched to
fracture at a constant speed of 0.3mmmin−1. During the test, tensile
force and displacement were continuously recorded. Stress was cal-
culated by dividing the applied force by the cross-sectional area of the
crystal. The Young’s modulus was determined based on the initial
linear region of the stress–strain curve within a strain range of 0–0.2%.
The fracture stress was defined as themaximum stress reached during
stretching. c-LWLP, c-LWDP, c-DWLP, and c-DWDP crystals with lengths
>5mmwere selected for testing, while their co-crystals were excluded
because their lengths (<2mm) were inadequate for tensile measure-
ments. Therefore, O-P crystals with a supramolecular single-helical
structure, as well as Gly, Cys, and Thr crystals with non-helical struc-
tures, were employed as controls.

AFM-based nanoindentation
AFM-based nanoindentation experiments were conducted using a
commercial AFM system (Nanowizard IV, JPK, Germany). Crystals were
dispersed onto freshly cleaved mica substrates and gently blown with
nitrogen to remove loosely attached particles. During each measure-
ment, the AFM cantilever was positioned on the crystal surface, and a
10 × 10μm area was scanned in tapping mode to locate a flat region.
Nanoindentation was then performed on a 5 × 5μmarea within the flat
region in Quantitative Imaging (QI) mode under the following condi-
tions: resolution of 256 × 256 pixels, Z range of 0.05 μm, approach and
retraction speed of 30μms−1, Z resolution of 80,000Hz, and a max-
imum loading force of 800 nN.

RTESPA-525 cantilevers (Bruker, nominal tip radius ~10 nm, spring
constant ~200Nm−1, pyramidal tip half-angle θ < 10°) were used for all
measurements. The cantilever was extended toward and retracted
from the sample surface, and force–displacement curves were

recorded. The Young’s modulus (E) of the crystal was calculated by
fitting the approach curve using the Hertz model:

F =
4
3

E
ð1� v2Þ

ffiffiffiffi

R
p

δ
3
2 ð1Þ

where F is the applied force, δ is the indentation depth, R is the tip
radius, and ν is the Poisson’s ratio (0.3). Point stiffness was determined
as the ratio of normal force to the sampledeformation, with correction
for cantilever deflection based on the force-displacement curves. For
statistical robustness, nanoindentation was carried out at more than 6
distinct regions, with 1–2 flat areas randomly selected within each
region. To minimize tip-related bias, at least 3 different cantilevers
were employed. All data were analyzed and 2D maps were recon-
structed using JPK Data Processing software (version 7.0.46, JPK
Instruments).

Data availability
All data are available from the corresponding author upon request.
Crystallographic data for the structures reported in this Article have
been deposited at the Cambridge Crystallographic Data Centre, under
deposition numbers CCDC 2465098-2465101, 2465116-2465121,
2465132, and 2504998. These data can be obtained free of charge via
https://www.ccdc.cam.ac.uk/structures/. Source data are provided
with this paper.

References
1. Heizer, R. F. Ancient heavy transport, methods and achievements:

transport of heavy stones provides evidence of the socio-economic
types of ancient societies. Science 153, 821–830 (1966).

2. Evans, J. & Ridge, I. Rope and rope-like structures.WIT Trans. State
Art Sci. Eng. 20, 133–169 (2005).

3. Utsumi, S. et al. Giant nanomechanical energy storage capacity in
twisted single-walledcarbonnanotube ropes.Nat.Nanotechnol. 19,
1007–1015 (2024).

4. Peacock, C. et al. Buckling and torsional instabilities of a nanoscale
biological rope bound to an elastic substrate. ACS Nano 14,
12877–12884 (2020).

5. Veis, A., Anesey, J. & Mussell, S. A limiting microfibril model for the
three-dimensional arrangement within collagen fibres. Nature 215,
931–934 (1967).

6. Traub, W., Yonath, A. & Segal, D. On the molecular structure of
collagen. Nature 221, 914–917 (1969).

7. Lincoln, J., Lange, A. W. & Yutzey, K. E. Hearts and bones: shared
regulatory mechanisms in heart valve, cartilage, tendon, and bone
development. Dev. Biol. 294, 292–302 (2006).

8. Gilkes, D. M., Semenza, G. L. & Wirtz, D. Hypoxia and the extra-
cellular matrix: drivers of tumour metastasis. Nat. Rev. Cancer 14,
430–439 (2014).

9. Eyre, D. R. Collagen: molecular diversity in the body’s protein
scaffold. Science 207, 1315–1322 (1980).

10. Ramachandran, G. N. & Kartha, G. Structure of collagen.Nature 176,
593–595 (1955).

11. Tanrikulu, I. C., Forticaux, A., Jin, S. & Raines, R. T. Peptide tessel-
lation yields micrometre-scale collagen triple helices. Nat. Chem.
8, 1008–1014 (2016).

12. Capella-Monsonís, H., Coentro, J. Q., Graceffa, V., Wu, Z. & Zeu-
golis, D. I. An experimental toolbox for characterization of mam-
malian collagen type I in biological specimens. Nat. Protoc. 13,
507–529 (2018).

13. Kadler, K. E., Holmes, D. F., Trotter, J. A. & Chapman, J. A. Collagen:
structure and mechanics, an introduction. In Collagen: Structure
and Mechanics (ed. Fratzl, P.) 1–13 (Springer, 2008).

14. Novotny, M. & Kleywegt, G. J. A survey of left-handed helices in
protein structures. J. Mol. Biol. 347, 231–241 (2005).

Article https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-026-71043-5

Nature Communications |         (2026) 17:4424 11

https://www.ccdc.cam.ac.uk/structures/
www.nature.com/naturecommunications


15. Walker, D. R. et al. Predicting the stability of homotrimeric and
heterotrimeric collagen helices. Nat. Chem. 13, 260–269 (2021).

16. Qi, Y. et al. Terminal repeats impact collagen triple-helix stability
through hydrogen bonding. Chem. Sci. 13, 12567–12576 (2022).

17. Jin, P., Rafizadeh, D. N., Zhao, H. & Chenoweth, D. M. β-Turn
mimicking crosslinking provides hyperstability and fast folding
kinetics for short collagen triple helices. ChemBioChem 26,
e202400834 (2025).

18. Fiala, T. et al. Hyperstable, minimal-length, and blunt-ended col-
lagen heterotrimers. Angew. Chem. 137, e202503353 (2025).

19. Zhang, Y., Herling, M. & Chenoweth, D. M. General solution for
stabilizing triple helical collagen. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 138,
9751–9754 (2016).

20. Sun, B. et al. Photoactive properties of supramolecular assembled
short peptides. Chem. Soc. Rev. 48, 4387–4400 (2019).

21. Sheehan, F. et al. Peptide-based supramolecular systems chem-
istry. Chem. Rev. 121, 13869–13914 (2021).

22. Zhao, X. et al. Molecular self-assembly and applications of designer
peptide amphiphiles. Chem. Soc. Rev. 39, 3480–3498 (2010).

23. Frederix, P. W. J. M. et al. Exploring the sequence space for (tri-)
peptide self-assembly to design and discover new hydrogels. Nat.
Chem. 7, 30–37 (2015).

24. Yuan, C. et al. Hierarchically oriented organization in supramole-
cular peptide crystals. Nat. Rev. Chem. 3, 567–588 (2019).

25. Levin, A. et al. Biomimetic peptide self-assembly for functional
materials. Nat. Rev. Chem. 4, 615–634 (2020).

26. Yashima, E. et al. Supramolecular helical systems: helical assem-
blies of small molecules, foldamers and polymers with chiral
amplification and their functions. Chem. Rev. 116,
13752–13990 (2016).

27. Boyle, A. L. & Woolfson, D. N. De novo designed peptides for bio-
logical applications. Chem. Soc. Rev. 40, 4295–4306 (2011).

28. Kim, M. et al. Hierarchical chiral supramolecular assemblies with
strong and invertible chiroptical properties. Science 389,
eadu0296 (2025).

29. Bera, S. et al. Rigid helical-like assemblies from a self-aggregating
tripeptide. Nat. Mater. 18, 503–509 (2019).

30. Giri, R. S. & Mandal, B. Supramolecular helical self-assembly of
small peptides. CrystEngComm 24, 10–32 (2022).

31. Burley, S. K. & Petsko, G. A. Aromatic-aromatic interaction: a
mechanism of protein structure stabilization. Science 229,
23–28 (1985).

32. Chandramouli, N. et al. Iterative design of a helically folded aro-
matic oligoamide sequence for the selective encapsulation of
fructose. Nat. Chem. 7, 334–341 (2015).

33. Yang, Y., Zhang, Y. & Wei, Z. Supramolecular helices: chirality
transfer from conjugated molecules to structures. Adv. Mater. 25,
6039–6049 (2013).

34. Liu, G., Humphrey, M. G., Zhang, C. & Zhao, Y. Self-assembled
stereomutationwith supramolecular chirality inversion.Chem. Soc.
Rev. 52, 4443–4487 (2023).

35. Yuan, C. et al. High-entropy non-covalent cyclic peptide glass. Nat.
Nanotechnol. 19, 1840–1848 (2024).

36. Shoulders, M. D. & Raines, R. T. Collagen structure and stability.
Annu. Rev. Biochem. 78, 929–958 (2009).

37. Butterfield, S. M., Patel, P. R. & Waters, M. L. Contribution of aro-
matic interactions to α-helix stability. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 124,
9751–9755 (2002).

38. Measey, T. J. & Schweitzer-Stenner, R. Vibrational circular dichro-
ism as a probe of fibrillogenesis: the origin of the anomalous
intensity enhancement of amyloid-like fibrils. J. Am. Chem. Soc.
133, 1066–1076 (2011).

39. Kulp, J. L. III et al. Vibrational circular-dichroism spectroscopy of
homologous cyclic peptides designed to fold into β helices of
opposite chirality. Biointerphases 6, 1–7 (2011).

40. Shi, L. et al. Water structure and electric fields at the interface of oil
droplets. Nature 640, 87–93 (2025).

41. Komsa-Penkova, R., Koynova, R., Kostov, G. & Tenchov, B. Discrete
reduction of type I collagen thermal stability upon oxidation. Bio-
phys. Chem. 83, 185–195 (2000).

42. Arnon, Z. A. et al. Dynamic microfluidic control of supramolecular
peptide self-assembly. Nat. Commun. 7, 13190 (2016).

43. Xue, Y. et al. Energy landscape modulation enables helicity
overriding in supramolecular copolymers. Nat. Synth. 5,
84–94 (2025).

44. Kang, X. et al. Mechanically rigid metallopeptide nanostructures
achieved by highly efficient folding. Nat. Synth. 4, 43–52 (2025).

45. Nanda, V. & DeGrado, W. F. Computational design of heterochiral
peptides against a helical target. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 128,
809–816 (2006).

46. Shepherd,N. E.,Hoang,H.N., Abbenante,G.& Fairlie, D. P. Left- and
right-handed alpha-helical turns in homo- and hetero-chiral helical
scaffolds. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 131, 15877–15886 (2009).

47. Svensson, R. B., Hassenkam, T., Grant, C. A. & Magnusson, S. P.
Tensile properties of human collagen fibrils and fascicles are
insensitive to environmental salts. Biophys. J. 99,
4020–4027 (2010).

48. Azuri, I. et al. Unusually large Young’s moduli of amino acid
molecular crystals. Angew. Chem. Int. Ed. 54, 13566–13570
(2015).

49. Karothu, D. P. et al.Mechanically robust amino acid crystals asfiber-
optic transducers and wide bandpass filters for optical commu-
nication in the near-infrared. Nat. Commun. 12, 1326 (2021).

50. Case, D. A. et al. The Amber biomolecular simulation programs. J.
Comput. Chem. 26, 1668–1688 (2005).

51. Abraham, M. J. et al. GROMACS: high performance molecular
simulations through multi-level parallelism from laptops to super-
computers. SoftwareX 1, 19–25 (2015).

52. Ozpinar, G. A., Peukert, W. & Clark, T. An improved generalized
AMBER force field (GAFF) for urea. J. Mol. Model. 16,
1427–1440 (2010).

53. Darden, T., York, D. & Pedersen, L. Particlemesh Ewald: anN log (N)
method for Ewald sums in large systems. J. Chem. Phys. 98,
10089–10089 (1993).

54. Hess, B., Bekker, H., Berendsen, H. J. & Fraaije, J. G. LINCS: a linear
constraint solver for molecular simulations. J. Comput. Chem. 18,
1463–1472 (1997).

55. Miyamoto, S. & Kollman, P. A. Settle: an analytical version of the
SHAKE and RATTLE algorithm for rigid water models. J. Comput.
Chem. 13, 952–962 (1992).

56. Parrinello, M. & Rahman, A. Polymorphic transitions in single crys-
tals: a new molecular dynamics method. J. Appl. Phys. 52,
7182–7190 (1981).

57. Schrodinger, L. L. C. The PyMOL Molecular Graphics System, Ver-
sion 1.8 https://pymol.org (2015).

Acknowledgements
This work was supported in part by the ISF—Israel Science Foundation
by Grant no. 3246/23 within the China-Israel Cooperative Scientific
Research (Grant No. 52361145848), Twin2pipsa—Twinning for excel-
lence in biophysics of protein interactions and self-assembly grant
(101079147). G.W. and B.X. acknowledge financial support from the
National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant Nos. 12374208 and
T2322010) and the Natural Science Foundation of Shanghai (Grant No.
22ZR1406800). R.Y. thanks Natural Science Foundation of Shaanxi Pro-
vince (Grant No. 2020JCW-15). P.-A.C. and D.T. thank Science Founda-
tion Ireland (SFI) for financial support under Grant Number 12/RC/
2275_P2 (SSPC). L.A.-A. acknowledges the support of the European
Research Council (ERC), under the European Union’s Horizon 2020
research and innovation program (grant agreement no. 948102), and the

Article https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-026-71043-5

Nature Communications |         (2026) 17:4424 12

https://pymol.org
www.nature.com/naturecommunications


Israel Science Foundation (grants no. 2422/24). We wish to thank Dr.
Davide Levy for PXRD measurements, Dr. Evelina Nikeshparg for assist-
ing with the Raman measurements. Lastly, we are grateful to all mem-
bers of the Gazit group for their insightful discussions and
valuable input.

Author contributions
H.Y., E.G., and R.Y. developed the concept of S- and Z-twist supramo-
lecular micro-ropes by peptide stereoisomers. H.Y. conducted the
peptidecrystallization,materials characterization, anddata analysis. S.S.
carried out the solubility, HPLC, and NMR measurements. A.L., Y.D.,
T.P.J.K., and L.A.-A. performed time-lapse optical microscopy mea-
surement and analyzed the data. C.Y. crystallized the O-P amino acid
and conducted TGA and DSC measurements. J.S. and D.K. conducted
the IR and VCD measurements. L.J.W.S. performed the single-crystal
diffraction measurement and solved the crystal structures. Z.Y., Z.W.,
Y.T., and G.W. performed the all-atom single-crystal molecular dynam-
ics anddrafted the simulation part of themanuscript. B.X., T.L.,W.S., and
Y.C. measured the tensile modulus and Young’s modulus and analyzed
the data. H.Y. drafted the manuscript, while E.G., R.Y., B.X., G.W., Y.C.,
D.T., S.R.-L., T.P.J.K., D.K., L.A., Y.C., and P.A.C. revised it. All authors
provided feedback on the manuscript.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Supplementary information The online version contains
supplementary material available at
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-026-71043-5.

Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to
Guanghong Wei, Bin Xue, Rusen Yang or Ehud Gazit.

Peer review information Nature Communications thanks the anon-
ymous reviewers for their contribution to the peer review of this work. A
peer review file is available.

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

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

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,
adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as
long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the
source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if
changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not
included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted
use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright
holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/
licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2026

Article https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-026-71043-5

Nature Communications |         (2026) 17:4424 13

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-026-71043-5
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
www.nature.com/naturecommunications

	Formation of S- and Z-twist supramolecular micro-ropes by peptide stereoisomers
	Results
	Assembly and structural characterization of cyclo-Trp-Pro dipeptides
	Single-crystal X-ray structure of cyclo-dipeptide stereoisomers
	Molecular interactions dictate the chirality of supramolecular triple-helical structures
	Co-assembly of cyclo-dipeptide stereoisomers
	Mechanical properties of the cyclo-peptide crystals

	Discussion
	Methods
	Self-assembly of peptide crystals
	Co-assembly of peptide co-crystals
	Self-assembly of O-P and c-VP crystals
	Time-lapse optical microscopy
	Powder X-ray diffraction
	VCD and IR spectroscopy
	Raman
	TGA and DSC
	Processing and structural refinement of crystal data
	Simulation systems
	MD simulations
	Data analysis
	Tensile modulus
	AFM-based nanoindentation

	Data availability
	References
	Acknowledgements
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	Additional information




