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Statistical mechanics of double-helical polymers
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We introduce a simple geometric model for a double-straratetidouble-helical polymer. We study the
statistical mechanics of such polymers using both analtéchniques and simulation. Our model has a single
energy-scale which determines both the bending and twisgidity of the polymer. The helix melts at a partic-
ular temperaturd’. below which the chain has a helical structure and above wthiststructure is disordered.
Under extension we find that for small forces, the behaviswery similar to worm-like chain behaviour but
becomes very different at higher forces.

Recent developments in single molecule manipulation techtween the persistence length of single and double-stranded
nigues has led to the detailed study of the mechanical pro@NA measured experimentally. Our model can easily be ex-
erties of DNA and other biomolecules as well as their re-tended to include excluded volume and electrostatic intera
sponse to applied fields. The model most used in the studigons which for the moment have been ignorEd [9]. We do not
of the large-scale properties of biopolymers is that of theattemptto make quantitative comparison with experimeuts b
worm-like chain [Il] in which the polymer flexibility (struc- point out qualitative differences between simpler mod®ist
ture) is determined by a single length, the persistencetteng aim is rather to suggest a minimal model required to under-
L, which measures the tangent—tangent correlations. For estand experimental results.
ample, DNA has a persistence length ~ 50nm. Such
coarse-grained models are needed to understarstitistical 6]
behaviour of long chains with krge number of monomers. Ry(s) Ry(S)
They are complementary to chemically specific models which )
describe accurately tHecal effects of external fields but gen- ..
erally cannot deal with long chairﬁ [2]. Generalisationthef s b(s) T
worm-like chain to introduce twist degrees of freedom have (@)
also been proposeﬂ [3]. Whilst the worm-like chain model and
its generalisations give a good account of DNA under small
fields (perturbations), it fails when these perturbaticexdme
large, e.g. under tensional forces ab6wpN [A,8]. Such sit-
uations are biologically relevant in for example in DNA riepl
cation and repair. FIG. 1.

(@) The schematic double-helical polymer with
R:(s) = Ri(s)+ab(s). The mid section (solid) is in the minimum
‘energy configuration. (b) The discretisation of the douiséx used

in the simulation.

DNA is double-stranded and helical. We introduce a ge
ometric model which includes three important ingredierfts o
DNA in B-form. First, the double-stranded nature of DNA
given by the two phosphate backbones; second, the hydrogenrye nolymer is embedded in three dimensional space.
pondsthat keep the two strands_together and th|.rd, theaiter aq for the ribbon, we see qualitatively different be-
t|9n§ between the bases that bring about the twisted stmc_tu haviour for the high and low temperature regimes with
Similar quels coulld be used to §tudy other (?ouple—hellca(ljl melting of the helix at a particular temperatutg.
polymers like F-actin. The model is a generalisation of the N2 [54(2P)/za)? 132 .
double-stranded semiflexible (ribbon) polymer introdubgd () [W} B/kpawhereP anda are respectively
Liverpool, Golestanian and Kremer (LGI<E| [6] which takes the pitch and diameter of the helix &t= 0 and B the ‘stiff-
into account the first two aspects but ignores the third. Otheness’ of the base-stacking interaction. Bel@ there is a
ribbon models have also been proposed by a number of adnelical structure of the chain whilst aba¥g, the helical struc-
thors []’]. It will be our conclusion that it is exactly thisitth  ture vanishes. Unlike the ribbabgththe bend and twist rigid-
property, the base-stacking interaction, which can accioun ity of the double-helical polymer are determined by the base
many of theelastic properties of DNA. Unlike Z. Haijun et stacking interaction and the stiffness of the individuedsts
al [E], who proposed another generalisation of the LGK models irrelevant. We also study the response of the doublesdieli
with base-stacking interactions, we find that tigidity of  polymer to an extensional force and find that for small forces
the individual strands is irrelevant for the effective psience  the mechanical response is very similar to that of a worra-lik
length, L,. This is consistent with the large difference be- chain but becomes significantly different at higher forces.
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The system is composed of two semi-flexible chains modthree relevant lengths of the problem. This completes the fo
elling the sugar phosphate backbones, each with rigidity mulation of the model.
whose embeddings iB-dimensional space are defined by T=0 behaviour We can calculate the ground state of
R (s) andRq(s). Because of the covalent bond8, ~  this system from the conditior¥ = 0 which gives,
100kgT at room temperature) between the alternatlpg phosR (5) = @ cos (O5) &1+ 2 sin (O 5) ég+51/1 — 262 ;. and
phate and sugar molecules, the backbones are effectiwdy in 2 2 4
tensible at the forces and temperatures we consider. Siynila Ra(s) = —5 cos (O 5)é; — §sin (O s)éz +54/1 — # és
the H-bonds £, ~ 10kpT) between the two backbones are e o . . .
assumed to keep the distance between the chains constant.Where@ - \/; This is a double helix with a pitch:
The separation of the strands is fixed and given tgnd the — 2 /1 _ a?©2 -di i —
H-bonds give the constraiR(s) = Ri(s) + ab(s) where " o V! i+ and the bond-director feldy ()

: : : . . —cos (0 s)é; — sin (O s) é2 where{é;} are an orthonormal
b(s) is a unit vector which we call thbond-orientation vec- set of unit vectors.

tor (see Fi . The bond-orientation vector is perpendicular _. . : . TP
( g[ll) A . IS perpe Finite T behaviour Inspite of the simplification of the
to both strands. The infinitesimal distance3hdimensional : . . .
. ) . . ._model from using constraints, an exact analytic expression
space between neighbouring points on a single strand is - : : d .
) 9 or the partition function of the model is still not avail-
function of thelocal curvature 92R;(s) of the strands, where . :
able. For our analytic calculations, we use a very useful

0, A(x) = 0A/0x. The base-stacking interaction can be . . . ) o
mod(ell)ed by a/ potential; (92R.;, b) W%ere the subscript approximation ] which describes correctly the equilib-
s T rium behaviour of correlation functions and even distribu-

) 1,2} refers to strand 1 or 2, which is a function of the .. . . )
i € {1,2} ' — tion functions, if the end effects are taken into accounécar

curvatures of the chains and the bond-vector only, with ammfu”y [. This is a mean field approach that relaxes the

g??hrg S'ggr:?}ilsa i}gr:rﬁetnc double-helix. The Hamiltonian local constraints to global oneE[E,ll]. It may be thought
y 9 y of as a self-consistent theory and corresponds to the saddle

. 2 2 point evaluation of path integrals over the lagrange multi-
= /ds {Vl(as Ri,b) + V2(0; R, b) pliers [12]. This approach fails for some dynamical proper-
FA(O?R? + |0°Ra?)} . (1) ties 18] which are outside the scope of this letter. To im-

The simolest e of such ential which i plement this, we add a variational term to our Hamiltonian
e simplest example of such a potential whichwe willuse ., . [ a 2 b a 2 ca’p2

for the remainder of this letter is the quadratidd?R, b) = kT Jds [z(t — 5 0sb)? + 3(t + 5 0sb)* + §5=b
B(?R, — Hb)? andV3(92Ry, b) = B(0?Ry+ Hb)2. This ~ T7(t — 5 0:b) b+ §(t + 5 0,b) - b] , whereb, ¢, ande

is a potential oftiffnessB with a minimum when equivalent are dimensionless constant Lagrange multipliers .

points on the two strands have equal and opposite curvatures Two useful geometric parametets = Ha/2 andv =

+H. More complicated potentials with several minima are4(¢/a)* can be used to characterise the double-helical poly-
also possible (see later). We note that we have not include@er. Note thaw is proportional to7'~> and can be viewed as

the asymmetry of the DNA helix but a similar but more com-a measure of temperature. We then determine the constants
plicated model could be defined for an asymmetric doubleself consistently by demanding the constraints of [q.(3) to
helix [g]. We implement the model by introducing the “mid- hold on average, where the thermal average is calculated by
curve’r(s): Ri(s) = r(s) + ¢ b, Ra(s) = r(s) — 2 b.  using the total Hamiltoniaf + #,,. The self-consistency

In terms of the tangent to the mid-curvgs) = d.r and the lead to the following set of equations for the constahts
bond-directorb the Hamiltonian of the system can now be andec: (c + u?v?) [(b — wv) + Ve + u?0?] = %2; 4%/% +

written as 11+ u2? = L ande = 0. The above equations, which
B a5 2 are nonlinear and difficult to solve exactly, determine the b
Ht,b] = 9 /ds [(&t(s) + §8Sb(5) - Hb) haviour ofb and ¢ functions ofu andv. One can solve the
a 9 equations analytically in some limiting cases correspogdi
+ (85t(s) — iafb(s) + Hb) } , (@) toT — 0andT — co. Forv — oo (T — 0) andH # 0 we
find, b ~ %ﬁ,c ~ 2 [% — ﬁ} wv and forv — 0
(T — oo) andH # 0, we obtainb ~ 2,¢ ~ (12 — 1) u?v?

4u?

subject to the exact (local) constraints

(t + a dsb)? =1, b2 =1, (t + @ dsb) -b=0. (3) A full solution requires a numerical treatment and shows sim
2 2 ple monotonic behaviour for bothandb [@].
corresponding to the chain inextensibility, fixed distabee We can then calculate the correlation functions. For the

tween strands and definition of the bond vector respectivelitangent—tangent correlation one obtains
We make the assumption th&t>> A since the bending rigid-
ity of single-stranded DNA is very smallA(kgT < 1021), 3 e T0 SN S
compared to the double-stranded form. We can define atypi—< (s) - £(0)) = 4\/%6 PR (L-we T (4)
cal length? = B/kgT, which together with the strand sepa-

rationa and equilibrium radius of curvatutd —'/2 form the ~ whereas for the bond-director field one obtains



; 2 i/ (uv—b)+v D2 2 —iy/ (uwv—b)—v/De22 .
(b(s) - b(0)) = 23—@2 f c _ 4L = | "R" e~ cos (1 / §s> 5)
a* VD \/(uv—b)-i-\/ﬁg2 \/(uv—b)—\/l_)é2 ¢
We have defined a discriminantD(u,v) = the force-extension behaviour of the WLC. It has the simple

21/ (b —w)? — (c+u?v?). The tangent-tangent correla- compact formfL, = 2(3%)2 We find that this simple ex-

1
tion (Eq.(4)) of the double-helical polymers is similar to pression has an error of less than 4 % compared to the ‘exact’
that of a worm-like chain but with a length rescaling fac- value of Marko and Siggiﬂ_l].

tor, and decays exponentially at all temperatures. [Equ) o]

the other hand, indicates a change of behavioubat= 0 2 ‘ T T
i.e. (b —uv)? = ¢+ u*v? for the bond-director correlation. W 7
The correlation isover-dampedor (b — uv)? > ¢ + u?v? E — Exension
(high temperatures), while it isnder-dampedoscillatory) i T
for (b — uv)? < ¢+ u?v? (low temperatures). The interesting

3
point (b — uv)? = ¢ + u?v? happens fop, ~ 9 (4(?94@) :
that leads to the value fdf, quoted above. We also find
a divergence in the specific hedl; at7.. We emphasise i

B-form contour length ~ : 10°

that it is not a thermodynamic phase transition in the sefise o \
|

R R
0 2 025 0.5

long-range ordering and broken symmetry. It is a cross-over
that appears due to competing effects, and the transition is
from a state with some short-range order to a state with a
different short-range ord_er. _The gross-ommsition) point (DHP). This is a log plot with: = 0.77 andv = 115000, typical
corresponds to a type dfifshitz point for a 1-d system[[14].  yaiues for B-DNA which corresponds to a low temperatiire: 7.
At high temperatures, in addition to the effects we desatibe  (Note f = Fa/8). The dashed line shows thie = 0 contour length
also expect the H-bonds between the bases to break, leading; — 262 /4. Inset: comparison with worm-like chain at small
to denaturationwhich we cannot treat in this model. In the forces.
low T regime, we can read off the bend (tangent) persistence
lengthLyp = 3¢(1 — Ha/2)~" and twist (bond) persistence  Simulations We also performed Monte Carlo simulations
length,Lpp = %ZH@ and helical frequenci2H/a)'/2. Both  of the double-helical polymers. We used a square lattice of
the bend and twist rigidity of the double-helical polymee ar size A to discretise the ‘helical ribbon’ and to implement all
given by the same energy scadle= kpT¢ and have little to  the constraints (see Fif] 1). The discretised Hamiltorsan i
do with the stiffness of the individual strands. given by

Force-extension: unwinding the helixJnder a stretching
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FIG. 2. Force-extension relation for the double-helicdlypeer

force, which without loss of generality we orient along the N9 ) 2 [t -t

z-axisF = Fz, the Hamiltonian becomeir = H — F - pH =1L Z A +HA - Z A

[ dsdsr. Now (t,) = (t-2z) # 0 and we must use con- n=t =t

nected correlation functions to calculate the self-cdaanis +(~1YHb,, - (t{lﬂ _ t%)D ’ (8)

equations. Defining = F'a/8 we obtain the equations
wheren is the monomer label (position along the chain) and

4\}% 1 (%)2 v MeT R . j € {1,2} the strand label (see Fig. 1). Since the Hamiltonian
9 o Jer e 9u? (6) is local, we grew chains with a local algorithm. In our simu-
(c+u?0?) [(b —wv) + Ve +u20?] = 55 lation the number of monomer¥ was taken to be 1000 for

each chainA = 1 anda = 3. Typical conformations at high
and low temperatures are shown in Hib. 4.
Typical bond correlation functions are plotted in lﬂg.3.
1 (L f From the bond and tangent correlation functions, we can ob-
z= —/ (t(s))ds = =+/v (7)  tain the bond and tangent persistence lengths. We calculate
L Jo b the bond correlation length dssp = Cpuf and the tangent

We can therefore obtain the force-extension relation fer th correlation length ad.rp = Crf with the constants given
double-helical polymer. EJ] 6 has been solved numerically-'s = 1.09 + 0.09 andCr = 2.46 + 0.73 respectively. A
and in Fig.[R we have plotted againstf. In the inset we comparison with the mean field results shows that the results
compare the force-extension curve to that of the WLC andfre the same to within a constant. This difference can be con-
find they are identical for small forces. We note the interest Sidered as due to finite corrections to the mean field solution
ing fact that the mean field model can also be used to calcula@ue to higher order terms in th¢/d expansion.

We can solve eqns[](6) fdu,v, f) andc(u,v, f) and the
extension per unit length(u, v, f) is simply:



! L ‘ ‘ forces the extension changes abruptly and increasessteepl
: the double helical structure isnwound This qualitatively
agrees with the experimental results on over-stretched DNA
[H,E], which nevertheless have a sharper transition and-a fla
ter plateau. The graph is plotted on a log scale, so as to make
clearer the complex behaviour of the force-extension curve
There are a two obvious ways in which a sharper transition
could be obtained. First, we have used a simple quadratic
potential for the base-stacking interaction correspamdimly
to an expansion about the minimum energy conformation. A
more realistic potential with a cut-off and/or several miai
: could change the sharpness of and number of transitions. In
15 100 200 300 addition one could imagine as in mechanical unzipping exper
N iments on DNA, that there could be cooperative effects due to
the effects of sequence disorder.

FIG. 3. The(b(s) - b(0)) correlation function measured in the  \y have benefited from discussions with R. Everaers, R.
simulations for temperatures = 400, 50,3 andu = 0.6 corre- G :
i o olestanian and K. Kremer.
sponding tol" < T. andT' > T.. The averages were done 0280

statistically independent samples.

<b(N)b(0)>
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FIG. 4. Typical conformations at (a) low, (b) intermediate ¢b)
high temperatures
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