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A bstract

W e explain the physicalbasis of a m odel for am all globular proteins w ith
water interactions. The water is supposed to access the protein Interior in
an \altornone" m anner during the unfolding of the protein chain. As a
consequence of this m echanisn (som ewhat speculative), the m odel exhibits
fundam entalaspects of protein them odynam ics, as cold, and wam unfolding
of the polypeptide chain, and hence decreasing the tem perature below the
cold unfolding the protein folds again, accordingly the heat capaciy has three
characteristic peaks. The cold and wam unfolding has a sharpness close to a
tw o-state system , while the cold ©ding is a transition where the interm ediate
states In the ©1ding is energetical close to the folded/unfolded states, yielding
a less sharp transition. T he entropy of the protein chain causes both the cold
f©lding and the wam unfolding.

PACS:05.70Jk,8714Ee,8715Cc, 8710+4e

1 Introduction

In order to have a precise function In the biological \m achinery", it is in portant
for proteins to have an unique conform ation at physiological tem peratures. This
is term ed the native state. An nsen [r}'] proved In his fam ous experim ent w ith
rbonuclase the in portant fact that the folding of the polypeptide chain is ther-
m odynam ically determ ined.

One sinpli ed view of protein folding is that the protein is supposed to follow
a speci ¢ folding pathway of conform ations in a descending landscape of G bbs free
energy ig:{-'_ﬁ]. This is a picture ofa ©lding protein that is forced to follow a speci ¢
\path" of successive conformm ational steps of increasing structural order. W e w ill
use this pathw ay assum ption in this paper.

A protein in physiologicalenvironm ents (pH , ionic strength etc.), and tem pera—
tures is packed in a very com pact way. It is then tem ed folded. An increase of the
tem perature w ill eventually denaturate the protein, ie. i unfolds. O ther ways to
unfold the protein are for instance to change the pressure, denaturant concentration
or the pH . The fact that proteins also unfold at low tem peratures, tem ed as cold
unfolding I_l-g,:_f]_:], m akes the system very unusual. A mapr di culty in experi-
m ents of cold unfolding is that the tem perature is around and below the freezing
point ofwater. In a frozen aqueous solution, one cannot observe any confom ational
transitions [_12']
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A generalfeature ofan allglobularproteins isthat they therm odynam ically seem s
to unfold in an \allornone" m anner. This m eans that they unfold cooperatively
w ithout noticeable intem ediates [[3{}18], with a deviation from a two-state sys-
tem not exceeding 5% . The deviation from a single m acroscopic system can be
explained by presence of unstabk intem ediates §,114,2d]. T is worth noting that
all these experin ents have been done only for the warm unfolding. T he occurrence
of Interm ediate states in larger proteins '_2,3,:_2[55] is not a contradiction to the two—
state behavior In the experin ents in R efs. [_1.3. {;fg], because the latter only considers
an all globular proteins.

Thevant Ho enthalpy relation (for heat of reaction) t_l-_',él:]
, C
H= kgT o ; @)

is a powerful way to quantify the sharpness of a sm oothed out st order phase
transition. A s shown iIn Fjg.-'_]:, T. is the transition tem perature (at the m iddle
of the peak), Q, which is the same as H (no pressure), is the released energy
(latent heat), and C is the peak height of the transition. is a din ensionless
proportionality factor. For a given H and Q, then the valie of is inversely
proportionalto C . In thisrespecta smaller correspondsto a sharper transition.

In this article we w ill explain the physicalbasis of a protein m odel, that refor-
m ulates the water interactions proposed in earlier m odels by Hansen et al i’_S,:@']
and Bakk et al. E_g,:_‘fi]. W e will com pare them odynam ical quantities, as the heat
capacity, to experin ents. T he protein is also investigated in a tem perature region
below accessible experin entaldata.

2 M odeling the protein

2.1 The polypeptide chain

T he polypeptide chain ism odeled as in earlier articles by Hansen et al E{:j] and
Bakk etal @,:_S'i], w here the protein is supposed to ollow a pathway as described In
Sectjon:}'. T he protein isequipped w ith N contact points, which we here callnodes.
A node in contact m eans that the protein has a \correct" confom ation on the
folding pathw ay, and we say that the node is folded. D ue to the fact that a protein
isa com plex 3-dim ensionalsystem , a folded node lkely has non-local contacts w ith
respect to the am ino acid sequence in the polypeptide chain.

Each node is assigned only two energies ( or 0 @-2_;,:_2-§] By usihg the binary
variables ; 2 £0;1g, the energy associated to each lndividualnode is w ritten
E;= 0 1 2 i1 i:Thevalue ;= 0meansan unfvolded node, while ;=1
is equivalent to a folded node. The product tem m eets the assum ption about a
folding pathw ay, because E ; = o only ifallnodesbefore i is folded, n addition to
a folded node i itself. Fora system ofN nodes the Ham iltonian of the polypeptide
chain (vacuum energy of the protein) is

He= o1+ 1 2+ 1+ N) @)

Folding of node i is only proper in the case of an unique confom ation before this
folding step. A ccording to Eq.-r_j, every attem pt to fold iwhile j (descrdbing one or
severalnodes < i) isunflded willnot gain energy in the system , because then the
protein is supposed to be in an energetical unfavorable confom ation.

T he unfolded protein hasm ore degrees of freedom relative to the folded, because
the unfolded polypeptide backbone w ill have rotational freedom . W e incorporate



this by assigning each unfolded node f degrees of freedom . The parameter f is
Interpreted as the relative Increase in the degrees of freedom for an unfolded node
com pared to a folded node.

2.2 W ater interactions

Interactions between water and protein surface is in portant. P roteins are during
the evolution \designed" to interact w ith water, sin ply because they are exposed
to water in vivo. M akhatadze and P rivalov @-5] states that in sum hydration ef-
fects destabilize the native state, and decreasing tem perature in plies increasing
destabilizing action. T he w ater that access the hydrophobic protein interior during
unfolding is supposed to obtain an \icedke" structure around the apolar surfaces.
Hence, this structured water w ill both decrease the entropy and the energy com -
pared to \free" water [_2{3], and thus in pacts the them odynam ics of the system .

Hansen etal E_ﬂ,:_é] proposed a sin plem odelw here each waterm olecule interacts
w ith a node, and not w ith other water m olecules, by a \ladder" of g equidistant
energies accessble

Wt g 1

« MW/ AR 0
£3 =

w7

which we will also apply in the m odel considered in this text. T he interpretation
of !'; is the energy di erence between a \structured" water m olecule, associated to
the unfolded parts of the protein, and a \free" waterm olecul in the buk.

T he observable states in a am allglobular protein iseither the unfolded ( 1 = 0),
w ith water bounded to the surface that uncovers during unfolding of the protein,
or the folded state ( ; y = 1) with no water in the_protejn interior. No inter—
m ediate states are detected for am allglobular proteins l_2 §'], hence one cannot know
for sure how the water enters the protein interior during the unfolding. Hansen
et al. i_ﬂ,:_d] and Bakk et al. E,g] have earlier only considered that the am ount of
w ater Interactions Increase proportionalto the num ber of unfolded nodes, and w ith
that the contact energy of the chain. In this paper we study, as a m ore speculative
assum ption, the case when a m acroscopic contribution of water enters the protein
surface when the last node is unfolded.

W e note that Eq.-'_j is the quantized energy levels of a m agnetic dipole in an
external eld. In the contihuum lim i whereg ! 1 Wih g nite), a classical
m agnetic dipole in an extemal eld is obtained, and this again is analogous to
an electrical dipol in an extemal electrical eld. The dipolar water m olecules
are exposed to an elctrical eld from the pem anent, and Induced charges on the
protein surface, thus Eq.-r;" is a representation of that.

By using the sam e notation as n Eq.::a’, w e propose the H am iltonian that corre—
sponds to the waterprotein Interactions

H, =« 12 ) (it o+t e R 4)

where M is the number ofwaterm olecules. T he lded protein is a highly ordered
and dense packed structure where no water can access the interior. D ue to Eq.:_z,
unfolding of the Jast node ( y = 0) iInplies a less dense pacing of the protein, and
the cavities are now supposed to be big enough to let w ater access the interior ofthe
protein. T he next step, unfolding ofnode N 1, In plies likely an even lesser dense
packing, and allow sm ore w ater in the protein interior. W e assum e in this text that



the water entering upon unfolding ofnode N 1, w illnot interact w ith the protein
surface, because it is regarded as a second Jlayer of \free"w ater. C ohn and Edsall {_Z-j]
states that roughly a m onolayer of water is bounded to the protein, in plying that
the protein is only interacting w ith the rst m onolayer, thus the second, and third
etc. water layers, successively entering the protein during unfolding, are regarded
as \free water" . H ence, according to the latter possible (out som ew hat speculative)
explanation ofhow the water access the apolar interior of the protein, unfolding of
nodes i < N does not contribute energetical to the water Ham iltonian #, ) and
thus not to the therm odynam ics.

2.3 The statistical fram ew ork

The system Ham iltonian #H ) describing both chain speci c energy H ) and water
interactions H, ) is

H=H.+Hy = o1+ 12 1+ N )

+ 1 12 N)(i+ 1o+ uh !

)

Letnow Z; be term number i in the partition function which corresponds to folding
ofallnodes i (pathway assum ption), thus

Z;=fY teto & T —— A< N) ®6)
1 e

1=T isa rescaled inverse absolute tem perature In which the Bolzm ann constant
is absorbed. Zy is the temm where all nodes are zero, ie.a com plte unfolded
protein, while Zy corresponds to a ©lded protein. The factor f¥ 1 i Eq.:_é is the
degrees of freedom in the polypeptide chain that is available in the N iunfolded
nodes. e'° isthe Boltzm ann factor from icontact energies  in the polypeptide
chain. The last term in brackets is sin ply the sum over all distinct levels in one
water m olecule raised to the power of the num ber of water m olecules M bounded
to the unfolded parts of the protein. W e assum e that 1l @e.g! 1 ),which
isequalto an In nite sn all kevel spacing in Eq.:}'. A rst order Taylor expansion of
the denom nator in E q.-r_é yields

;
e eilo Jf)

z;=f" i< N) ; )
assumingl e?9 lwheng! 1 .The lastterm in the partition fiinction (Zy )

corresponds to a com plete folded protein, where there are g degrees of freedom
from M unbounded waterm olecules and N contact energies o, hence

Zy =gt o @8)

By summ ing up the Z; term s in Eqs.-'j. and-rg,we obtain the partition function

n #
){\I M
7 = z;= ¥ ! 2 11 %Ir+rN ; ©)

i=0

wherer e ®f,a o=@ ) and "= . The nverse tem perature is here

rescaled by o ! . The param eter m easures the strength ofthe water interac-
tions relative the chain contact energy, thus is interpreted asan e ective chem ical
potential. Changing m eansadding denaturants, changing pH or salt concentration
etc.



T he order param eter n in this system m easures the degree of ©olding, ie. the
m ean num ber of ©lded nodes divided by N

PN i7. 1 ae (I} 1)rN+12NrN+r+NrN
=0 141 a4 o
n= = = - : (10)
Z N 1

ae

= 0 correspondsto an unfolded protein, whilen = 1 is interpreted asa com pletely
folded protein.

3 Calculations and discussion

The heat capacity isC = 2  R(hz)=¢ ?.Fig.d showsa typicalplt of the heat
capacity C (T) wih three peaks (humbered 1, 2 and 3 from lft). These charac-
teristic peaks corresponds to three critical transition tem peratures: T;, T, and T3,
m easuring the tem peratures at the respective peak m axina. The corresponding
order param eter n (T ) in Fjg.:j, calculated from Eq.:_lQ', show s that the protein is
essential olded for T < T; and T, < T < T3, while the proteln is nearly unfolded
In the tamperature ntervals T; < T < T, and T > T3. From this picture it is
reasonable to state that the physiological tem perature Interval is between peak 2
and 3. A ccordingly, w ith reference to this tem perature region, we callpeak 1 for
ocold ding and peak 2 and 3 respectively for cold and wam unfolding. Peak 2
and 3 are both observed in experin ents f_l-Q',:_l-]_;] and are also seen in the m odel of
Hansen et al. E,:_é] and Bakk et al. E_Q,:_S}]. The m odel considered in this paper has,
In addition to the cold and wam unfolding, the peculiarity of cold folding.

E xperim ents on cold unfolding are very di cul because m ost proteins unfolds
below the freezing point ofwater. Chen and Chellm an i_l-}'] and P rivalov et al. t_2-§']
have all done experin ents where the cold unfolding tem perature is elevated by
denaturants, but denaturants m ake the interpretation of the data very di cul.
However, P rivalov I_l-(_i] did experin ents in super cooled water, which is easier to
Interpret. Unfortunately he was not able to detect the sharpness of the cold un—
folding, and not at all the heat capacity below the cold unfolding. Thism eans that
our m odelm ay predict a cold ©lding transition at a tem perature below the cold
unfolding transition.

For tem peratures below the cold olding (I ! 0) analysis of the m odel gives
n 0:99, ie. only the last node is unfolded, and corresponds to the global energy
minimum . From Fig.d it isseen that T;  1:45. In Equd the critical
r &7 Bf =1, caused by the contact energies of the polypeptide chain, in plies
T = 1=Inh2 1:44. Hence, this is nothing but a transition initiated of the chain
entropy. An increase of the tem perature from T; takesthe protein through a nearly
unfolded state, whereupon the protein folds again at T, 18. The tam perature is
now so high that the energy ofwater CEq.:_j) is an all (them alexied) com pared to
the chain contact energy o, thus the protein prefers to ©1d again. Further Increase
of the tem perature causeswam unfolding at T3 30, because then the entropy of
the chain again dom inates the G bbs free energy. It is Interesting to note that the
entropy of the chain causes two transitions, the cold ©lding and wam unfolding.

W enow tum our interest to the sharpness ofthe transitions, ie. the valie ofthe
parameter inthevantHo enthalpy relation (Eq.i'_L:) .ForM = 200 is 4 both
forthe cold and wam unfolding. T hism eansthat the protein isthem odynam ically
regarded as a tw o-state system that folds in an \allornone" m anner. P rivalov I_l-é_l']
hasmeasured = 40 for the wam unfolding. As far as we know there are no
experin ents on the sharpness of the cold unfolding, but P rivalov {_l-(_i] indicates a
sharpness for the cold unfolding as well, thus according to our m odel. The cold



folding transition has 12. This value is typical for a transition where one has
am all energy di erences between the folded/unfolded states and the intermm ediate
states. Rem ember that the \folded" state for T < T; is actually the rst node
unfolded, thus the unfolding w ill essential depend on the polypeptide chain w ih
the H am iltonian in Eq.-'_Z, which can be shown correspondsto = 12 g,:_z'g'].

Finally we note the consequence of a decreased  is an increasing separation
between the cold and wam unfolding as seen in FJgEI Thism akes sense because
a analler isequivalent to a relhtively smaller ", compared to ¢ (see Eq.rg), ie.
it is Jess favorable for the protein to be bounded to water. T he consequence is that
the protein prefers to be ©olded In a lJarger tem perature interval, in w here the water
is expelled to the buk. However, the transition tem perature T; is not changed
because this transition is given by the value T; = 1=Inf. It is also seen that a
an aller is qualitatively equivalent to a snallera.

An ncreasein M isthe sam easa decrease n N , because then the w aterbecom es
m ore In portant relative to the chain, and will again allow a broader separation
between T, and T3. T he broader separation is also seen for a decreasing £, because
this isequivalent to a lJargerM .

Further increase of will eventually m erge peak 1 and 2. It is interesting to
note that = 4 for the m erged peaks, because then the transition is energetically
dom inated ofthe M waterm olecules which caused the transition at T, in Fjg.rg.

In sum the qualitative change from Fjg.:_j to Fjg.:fi, by a decreasing , is also
obtained by an decrease ofa, £ orN or an increase ofM .

4 Conclusion

W e have in this paper studied a protein m odelw ith water interactions. The m odel
isbased on earlierm odelsby Hansen etal [_5,@] and Bakk etal. [g,:_ﬂ]. In contrast to
these sim ilar m odels, w here the water am ount w as supposed to increase linearly to
the degree of unfolding of the polypeptide chain, we have, w th a m ore speculative
assum ption, studied the situation where a m acroscopic am ount of w ater access the
protein Interior during unfolding of the last node is the only contribution to the
w aterprotein Ham ittonian.

W ith reference to physiological tem peratures we nd that the protein exhibits
cold and wam unfolding transitions, which is an experin ental fact [_ld,:_i}:] These
transitions are associated by a sharpness indicating, from at them odynam icalpoint
ofview , a tw o-state system , w hich is also experin entalestablished (3{18]. D ecreas—
Ing the tem perature furtherbelow the cold unfolding region the protein f©lds again
(cold ©lding). This folding, caused by the chain entropy, hasa less sharp transition,
which corresponds to a transition where the interm ediate ©lding energies does not
di ersigni cant from the folded/unfolded energies. In sum them odelexhibits three
unfolding/folding transitions.

Tt is Interesting to note that both the cold folding and the wam unfolding is due
to the polypeptide chain entropy.
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F igure captions

Fig. 1. Schem atic illustration of the heat capaciy around an unfolding transition
show ing the param eters in the van’t Ho enthalpy relation E q.-';') . T¢ isthe transi
tion tem perature, Q (area ofthe peak) is the released energy (latent heat) and C
is the peak height of the transition.

Fig. 2. Heat capacity C (T) wih the parametersa = 0077, = 33, f = 2,
and N =M = 200, show ing three peaks. W ith reference to the tem perature region
between peak 2 and 3 (physiological tem peratures) we call the transitions: 1) cod
folding, 2) cod unfolding and 3) wam unfolding.

Fig. 3. The corresponding order param etern (T ) to Fjg.rg, describing the degree of
folding. The chosen param eters are as In Fjg.:g:. n = 0 corresponds to an unfolded
protein, while n = 1 is interpreted as a com pletely folded protein.

Fig. 4. Heat capaciy where the e ective chem ical potentialis = 32, slightly
decreased from the value n Fjg.:_j ( = 33).A L other param eters are chosen as in
Fjg.Q. T he qualitative picture is a broader separation between T, and T3 com pared
to Figi.
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