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A possible mechanism for cold denaturation of proteins at high pressure
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We study the cold denaturation of a model protein at high pressure. Using multicanonical Monte
Carlo simulations of a model protein in a water bath, we study the effect of water density fluctuations
on the stability of a protein under these conditions. We find that a possible mechanism for the cold
denaturation of proteins is the loss of local water structure due to the disruption of hydrogen bonds

between water molecules at high pressures.

Some proteins become thermodynamically unstable at
low temperatures, a phenomenon termed cold denatura-
tion , E, B] This phenomenon has been mainly observed
at high pressures, ranging from approximately 200 MPa
up to 700 MPa [@, @ An explanation of the P —T phase
diagram of a protein with cold denaturation has been
proposed [E, ﬂ, E], but a microscopic understanding of
the mechanisms leading to cold denaturation has yet to
be developed, due in part to the complexity of protein-
solvent interactions.

Existing theories of folding and unfolding of diluted
proteins consider amino acid solvation (hydrophobicity)
as the driving force of protein stability [E, E, , , ,
@] The origin of hydrophobicity has been identified with
the partial ordering of water around nonpolar molecules.
Water molecules are highly organized, forming hydrogen
bonded cages around the nonpolar molecules (clathrate
structures) [[J). The simplest hydrophobic model is an
effective interaction between hydrophobic molecules [E],
but this simple models does not predict cold denatura-
tion. An explicit account of water around the hydropho-
bic molecules is required in order to understand the cold
denaturation process. Theoretical attempts modeled the
water-polymer interactions with a bimodal description
of the energy of water in the shell around the hydropho-
bic molecules [[[7, [[§, [ and a simplified lattice model
based on this bimodal description was able to repro-
duce the cold denaturation of the model [R(]. Similar
results were obtained using a lattice model of a ran-
dom hydrophobic-hydrophilic (HP) heteropolymer inter-
acting with the solvent [RI]. Several models have also
been proposed to mimic the ice-like structures formed
by the water molecules around the non-polar monomers

22, B3, B4, b3, 4.

One possible reason for the inability of simple mod-
els to capture the molecular details of cold denatura-
tion is their neglect of (i) long range correlations among
water molecules near the freezing point, and (i) den-
sity anomalies due to the tetrahedral structure of the
hydrogen bonded network. Here, we implement a two-
dimensional lattice model of water that captures these
above-mentioned water phenomena, and that has been
successfully applied to understand water anomalies [@]

In the model, the possible orientations of water molecules
are set by the allowed values of a g-state Pott’s variable
o;. Only when two neighbor molecules (i,j) are in the
correct orientation (o; = ;) a hydrogen bond (HB) with
energy —J is formed. Once a HB is formed, the volume
of the system increases by dV.

The Hamiltonian for our model of water-water inter-
action may be written as [R7]

Hup = —JZ doi,0; s (1)

(4,5)
were J > 0 is the scale of the interaction between wa-
ter molecules upon hydrogen bond formation. The total
volume of the system is given by V = Vj + NgypdV,
where Ngp = Z(i,ﬁ 0o;,0; is the total number of hy-
drogen bonds in the system. The sum E<i 7 extends

only to nearest neighbors. The enthalpy of the system
(Hup + PV) is given by

Hup + PV =—(J = PsV)> 60,0, , (2)
(i,5)
where P is the pressure applied to the system.

For P > J/0V, formation of a hydrogen bond is not
favorable from the energetic point of view, and the sys-
tem undergoes a transition from the disordered state to
an ordered, high density state with no hydrogen bonds
(Ngp = 0). For P < J/§V, the water model exhibits
a first order phase transition from a disorder state to
an ordered, low density state, with all hydrogen bonds
formed at the critical temperature of the Potts model
T.= (J — PsV)/(In(1 + /7)) 7. Thus, our model re-
produces the freezing of water to low and high density
ice, since for P < J/0V (= 200MPa in real water) wa-
ter freezes to the low density ice Th, and for P > J/0V
water freezes to the high density ice II [@] A relation
between these two phases of ice and polymer folding has
been already suggested from a thermodynamic point of
view in Ref. [29].

We model the protein dynamics as a self-avoiding ran-
dom walk embedded in the water bath. For simplicity,
we consider a non-polar homopolymer that interacts with
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the surrounding water molecules via the hydrophobic ef-
fect, which is the result of the partial ordering of wa-
ter forming clathrate structures around the homopoly-
mer [@] We mimic such interaction using the following
Hamiltonian,

Hp - JrnHB (nma;ﬂ - Z ninj) 3 (3)
(4,5)

where J,. > 0 is the strength of the repulsive interac-
tion, ngp = Npp/Nwater is the number of hydrogen
bonds per water molecule (Nyqter is the number of wa-
ter molecules), n; = 1 if the position ¢ is occupied with a
monomer (n; = 0 otherwise) and finally, 1,4, is the max-
imum number of contacts that the homopolymer is able
to make. The hydrophobic repulsion driving the polymer
to a compact state is equal to zero when the polymer is
in the lowest energy state (Z@-J—) NiNj & Npagz) Or when
the water network is not able to form clathrate structures
(nHB ~ )

We hypothesize that the inability of water molecules
to form clathrate structures is the principal mechanism
responsible for protein cold denaturation. At low pres-
sures (P < J/§V) and low temperatures, water molecules
form a hydrogen bond network, so the polymer is forced
to adopt a compact state. At high pressures (P > J/6V),
the water is not able to form the low density ice Th, in
which case, since no clathrates are formed, the apolar
monomers feel no repulsion and the cold-denaturation of
the homopolymer takes place. Our hypothesis is sup-
ported by the experimental observation that cold denat-
uration exists mainly at high pressures (of the order of
Kbar), where water only freezes in the dense ice II phase.

Next we demonstrate that our model of a polymer em-
bedded to a water network with an enthalpy given by

W=H,+Hgp + PV, (4)

gives rise to both cold and warm denaturation of the
polymer and agrees with the experimentally observed
protein denaturation at high pressures.

Since the energy landscape of the polymer interact-
ing with the water network is characterized by a multi-
tude of local minima, at low temperatures we perform
multicanonical Monte Carlo simulations to avoid tran-
sient trapping of our water-protein system in local en-
ergy minima. Specifically, we use the multiple-range ran-
dom walk algorithm proposed by Wang and Landau ]
to calculate the density of states. We adopt the algo-
rithm in order to embed the self-avoiding polymer into
the lattice, and to calculate the two-parameter density of
states g(Ngp, N.), where N, is the number of monomer-
monomer contacts (Ne = > ; » nin;). From the density
of states we calculate the temperature and pressure de-
pendence of the average number of monomer-monomer
contacts,

FIG. 1: Normalized number of monomer-monomer con-
tacts vs. temperature for pressure values PVy/J =
0,0.25,0.5,0.75,1,1.1,1.125,1.15,1.175, 1.2, 1.25,1.4, 1.5, 2.
A magnified region where the cold denaturation takes place
is shown in the inset. The dotted line corresponds to
Nc/nmw > 0.96. We represent the curve corresponding to
P = J/5V by a bold line. The values of the parameters used
are: J =1,J, =10,0V =1 and ¢ = 10.

_ e~W(Nup,No)/T
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where Z is the partition function.

We perform Monte Carlo simulations of a system of
383 water molecules and a polymer consisting of 17 non-
polar monomers with periodic boundary conditions. We
present the dependence of N. /Mmaz ON temperature for
different values of the pressure both above and below
the critical pressure P = J/0V on Fig.m. The calcu-
lated density of states g(Ngp, N.) converges to the true
value with an accuracy of the order of 107°. The value
of N./Nmaex ranges from N./npmae = 1 (lowest energy
state) to N./Nmar =~ 0.71 (which is the average number
of monomer—-monomer contacts obtained at high temper-
atures). Ounly when the value of the pressure is larger
than J/6V, we observe the cold denaturation of the ho-
mopolymer.

We also reconstruct the phase diagram of the water-
polymer system in the P — T plane (F1gE) We consider
a homopolymer to be in the collapsed state if 96% of all
possible contacts are formed, i.e., if N./Nmaz > 0.96. For
each pressure value, the freezing lines of water shown on
Fig.ﬂ are given by the temperature at which we observe
the maximum in the specific heat of the water bath. We
compare our findings to the experimental observations
of Zhang et al. [BI] for ribonuclease A (RNase A) from
bovine pancreas studied by 'H NMR. spectroscopy. We
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FIG. 2: P-T phase diagram for the polymer derived from
Fig.1. Dashed lines indicate the freezing lines for model wa-
ter. Water freezes in hydrogen bonded ice Ih for PVy/J < 1
and in dense non-hydrogen bonded ice II for PVy/J > 1.
In the inset we present the experimental results obtained by
Zhang et al. | for the ribonuclease A (RNAse A). Two
typical configurations of the homopolymer are shown, one in
the compact state and the other in the denaturated state.

find remarkable qualitative agreement between the exper-
imental and numerical P — T phase diagrams. In both
experimental and numerical P — T phase diagrams, we
observe that cold denaturation occurs at high pressures
and low temperatures, close to the freezing line and in the
region where water molecules are not capable of forming
clathrate structures.

Not all proteins behave equally as we decrease tem-
perature at high pressure. In particular, there are some
proteins that do not exhibit cold denaturation. We repro-
duce the variability of proteins dynamics at high pressure
and low temperature by varying the hydrophobic param-
eter J,. to a lower value, effectively impeding a stable
compact state for pressures above the P = J/0V line. In
Fig.E we present the phase diagrams obtained for differ-
ent values of the hydrophobic interaction parameter J,.,
ranging from 2 to 20. The shape of the phase diagram
changes as we increase the value of the repulsive interac-
tion J,., allowing stabilization of the compact state and
cold denaturation above the P = J/§V line.

We conclude that the effect of pressure on the water
density is a key ingredient for understanding cold de-
naturation of proteins. The density anomaly of water is
the main driving force forming the clathrate structures
responsible of the hydrophobic effect, and the resulting
compactness of the protein [E, @, E] At extreme pres-
sures water is not capable of forming hydrogen bonds and
there is no density anomaly. In this scenario, the hy-
drophobic effect disappears and cold denaturation takes
place. Our model supports this scenario. Interactions
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FIG. 3: P-T Phase diagram for polymers with J, =

2,5,10,20. Dashed lines indicate the computed freezing lines
for water. Doted line indicates the P = J/0V line.

among amino acids determine the dynamics of proteins
at low temperature and high pressure, thus making some
proteins more stable than others at these P — T condi-
tions.
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