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M odel for the hydration of non-polar com pounds and polym ers
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W e Introduce an exactly solvable statisticalm echanical m odel of the hydration of non-polar
com pounds, based on grouping water m olecules In clusters where hydrogen bonds and isotropic
iInteractions occur; interactions between clusters are neglected. Analytical results show that an
e ective strengthening of hydrogen bonds in the presence of the solute, together w ith a geom etric
reorganization of waterm olecules, are enough to yield hydrophobic behavior. W e extend ourm odel
to describbe a non-polar hom opolym er in aqueous solution, obtaining a clear evidence ofboth \cold"
and \wam " swelling transitions. T his suggests that ourm odel could be relevant to describe som e

features of protein ©ding.

PACS number(s):

I. NTRODUCTION

T he physical properties of liquid water, despie the
extensive studies devoted to their investigation, are not
yet com pletely understood. T he behavior of water w hen
nonpolar solutes are present is still a m atter of debate,
even if smpli ed m odels: ﬁL',2 ]Jas well as num erical sim u—
lations (see Ref. B] and references quoted therein) have
shed som e light on it. The hydration of non-polar com —
pounds has a free energy cost, resulting in a net \attrac-
tion" am ong solute m olecules which tend to aggregate
In order to m Inin ize exposition to water (\hydropho—
bic e ect"). M ore precisely, upon hydration of a sin—
gk molcul from the gaseous phase, the free energy
and speci c heat changes F and C are positive over
the entire tam perature range accessible to experin ents;
the ntemal energy end entropy di erences E and S
are negative for low tem peratures, then becom e positive
when the tem perature is raised. The two tem peratures
at which E and S are zero are commonly referred
to as Ty and Tg, respectively. T he origin of the lower-
Ing of the entropy ©or T < Ts has been related to the
ordering of water m olecules around the solute to pre-
serve bonds Eﬁf,ﬁ] as well as to the opening of a \cav—
ity" in water to rsettje the solute, w ithout ordering of
water m olecules [_é]; but the question is still controver—
sial. Hydrophobicity plays a findam ental role in m any
physical processes, am ong w hich the long-standing prob—
lem of protein folding, since the hydrophobic e ect is
believed to be one of the m ost relevant \foroes" guiding
the protein Into the ©olded native state, ie., the unique
spatial structure in which the protein is biologically ac—
tive tj]. At present, the whole folding process can be
studied only using coarsegrained m odels (@llatom sim —
ulations of proteins and solvent m olcules are feasble
only on tim escales several order of m agnitude sm aller
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than the ©lding tine). In many m odels water is not

explicitly considered and solvent-induced aggregation is

described through tem perature-independent e ective at—
traction am ong nonpolar m onom ers. An in portant fea—
ture ofreal (globular) proteins is that the native state be-
com es unstable not only at high tem perature Wwam un-—
Hding), but also at low tem peratures (cold unoXing) E;

cod swe]JJng has also been detected In som e hom opo]y—
m ers [25,10 A m apr drawback of the above sinpli ed
m odels is that they cannot account for cold unfolding,

because there the native (folded) state is identi ed with
the m odel ground state, so that the protein is folded at

low tem peraturesdown to T = 0.

In thispaperwe proposea \m inin al" m odel capable of
reproducing the therm odynam ic halln arks of hydropho-—
bicity in single m oleculk’s hydration, w ithin the fram e~
work of the \water ordering" hypothesis; m oreover, we
keep it as sinplk as to be analytically integrable, in or-
der to apply i to polym er hydration. For is sin plicity,
the m odel is not Intended to reproduce all the details of
hydrophobic behavior: rather it gives a correct overall
description of the phenom enology and allow s to under—
stand w hat are the key ingredients that produce i.

In the case ofa nonpolarhom opolym erw e recoverboth
\cold" and \wam " swelling transitions, thus strengthen-
ing the idea, already put Hrward in Refs. @2 that an
explicit, though simn pli ed, description of water can also
provide a fram ework fora uni ed treatm ent ofboth tran—
sitions In proteins.

II.THE M ODEL

W e describe water m olecules as two-din ensional cb—
ectsw ith three hydrogen-bonding am s, nam ely, the pla—
nar progction of the tetrahedral coordination of water
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m olecules, as In Refs. f_l-g:;_ﬂ] Sim ulations show that such

a crude m odel reproduces the m ain features ofwater Ex].

The m olecules In contact with a solute will be referred

to as the hydration shell. H ydrophobicity is a collective

phenom enon, yet experin ents ig] show additivity in the

nonpolar area exposed to the solent. Hence, there ex—
ists a cluster scale above which correlations m ay be ne—
glected. W e consider the hydration shell to be m ade up

of z such clusters, each ofm interacting m olecules, and

we disregard interactions between clusters. W e assum e

that the ground state of a cluster is characterized by a

com pltely form ed hydrogen-bond netw ork, both in the

bulk and in the hydration shellcase. T huseach m olecule

In the ground state has on average 3=2 hydrogen bonds.

H ydrogen-bond energies are very sensitive to the geom —
etry of the bond, and the latter willbe a ected by the
presence of a solute, so that we assum e that bond ener-
giesm ay di erin the \buk" and \shell" cases. W em odel
thisby sin ply assum Ing that there isan energy di erence
(fpermolecule) K between bulk and shell ground states,

given by

K=§(hb hg)+ J ; @)

w here hy, and hg are the hydrogen-bond energies for bulk

and shellm olcules, respectively. The fact that hy, § hg

is not, In principle, the unique possble cause of an en-—
ergy shift in the ground states: not only a solute perturbs
the water hydrogen bonds, but also hasa di erent direct
Interaction with water. To take into account this kind

of contributions to the ground-state energy di erence,
assum Ing that they can be reasonably averaged on the
m olecular scale, we Introduce the constant J In Eq. 6'_]:)

above.

A .Partition function of the hydration shell

O urgoalistom odelthe them odynam ics ofhydration,
hence we need to evaluate the partition finction for the
cluster in both cases:

2
A clu _ d"g "e H M) ; @)
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where = b;s (puk or shell, respectively). Here,

HM ="+ Km ®3)

and g (") is the density of states of the cluster at the
energy " above its ground state: it encodes all the in —
portant features determ ining the system therm odynam —
ics. How can we estinate g (")? G iven an energy " to
the cluster we expect to have a certain num ber ofbroken
bonds and assum e equipartition ofthe energy on the var-
jous degrees of freedom of the cluster. M oreover, bond
breaking allow s m olecules to access a wider con gura-—
tion space: whike the ground state is unique, di erent

geom etrical arrangem ents of the m olecules can have the
sam e num ber ofbonds. To describe i sin ply enough, we
take each bond to be represented by a ham onic poten-—
tial, and to be broken independently ofthe others. T hus,
at the cluster energy " there w illbe a probability

3
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p(;m= % p ™M @ p M)° @
to break  bonds. Here p; (") is the probability that
a bond acquires an energy larger than h and breaks,
when " is equipartitioned on D degrees of freedom :
pr M=e? T and T = 2"=D . For the sake of sin plic-
ity weassumeD = 2m £ (£ are the degrees of freedom of
onemolculk: £ = 3 in two din ensions) as if m olecules
were at least singly bonded at all energies. In the sam e
spirit w e take the density ofstates ! ( ;") ofthe system of
ham onic oscillators, resutting when bonds are broken,
to be independentof : ! ( ;" " ! ()= c"s 1, where
C isa constant. To account for the geom etric degeneracy
weassum e jist tw o ordentations foreach m olecule, E and
I; see Fjg.:}'), and give an estin ate of (), the num ber
of accessible geom etric arrangem ents of the cluster when

= 3m =2 bonds are broken. Then, our ansatz for
g (") willbe the sum , over , ofthe probability p ( ;")
ofbreaking bonds, tin es the density of states ! (") of
each geom etric con guration, tin es the number ( ) of
con gurationsat broken bonds:
im 3m
g M= p ;MM N : )

=0

In the estimation of ( ) the bookkeeping is easier if
we attrbute each bond to jist one of the two bonding
molecules. Each cluster can have no m ore than 3m =2
bonds: to ensure this, we take m even and ctitously
split the cluster In two equal sets, a and b. G roup a—
m olecules w ill form at m ost one bond: a shell one when
In stateE and an extemal one when in state-I. G roup
bm olecules form at m ost two bonds: the extermal and
a shell one In state¥, an extemal and the intemal one
In state-I. Intemalbonds w ill be possbl only for (o,I)
mokculs, if they nd a bonding partner. The number
of ntemalbonding sites, g , w illdistinguish \shell" from
\buk" cases: in the omer g; = 0, while in the latter
0< g m.Ih fact, due to the geom etry of the Intermal
water m olecules, possbly not all the m positions allow
intemalbonds, even in the buk case. State® m olecules
can form one shellbond, w hile state-T cannot: hence, the
probability of a con guration wih s stateI m olcules
separating m  s) stateE ones, so that k shellbonds are
frbidden and =m s k can be ormed, is [14]
@xy=27 o % )
k k
T he probability that one ofthese con gurations also has
iintemalbondsdepends, rst, on the probability of sh-
Ing out j (o,I)-m olecules am ong the s in state-I, given



the totalnum ber ofm oleculesm and oflbm oleculesm =2:
n (J;s;im=2;m ), where , isa hypergeom etric probabik
iy, ie.,

S
n(8in;S;N ) = : (7)
S

T hen, one m ust consider the probability of placing i of
the j molecules w th Intemal am s, in the g good po—
sitions for bond form ations, on a total of m possbili-
ties: p (;J;9 ;m ). The product of all the above prob—
abilities gives the fraction of conform ations that has s
stateI m olecules and is able to fom shell bonds, i
Intemalonesand m=2+ s Jj extemalones (assum ing
that all the extemal am s form bonds). If we now Xt
the bonds be also broken, we m ust notice that any pat-
tem geom etrically allow ing m ore than  bonds w ill also
contrbute to ( ): we jast need to consider the ex-—
cessbonds asbroken { we choose them am ong the exter—
nal, intemal and shell ones w ith a binom ial probability
p ;N ) » ;N ;1=2), where

- N n N n)
p ;N ;p) = n P @ p) : ®)

Hence, upon summ Ing over all the geom etric arrange—
m ents that can contribute to a pattem wih bonds, we

nally get

X X sXv Bgaxys xI
()=

s=0 o=0s=0k=03=0i=0

(5ik; 371 o7 s7 1)7 9)

where ;= s er Knax = m In (s;m s s) and
.. ., m L
(57kidih e 55 1) = (Sik) n ];S;E;m n (7 Jiq sm )

m
b (71 » e;§+s J p(sim s k): (10)

The partition function can now be evaluated from Eg.
6_2.’) and Egs. (_551;_9) . W eaget:

zM=pn e K™ a1
P in 3,
where A = C *_, 2 (Bm =2 YI ();C isa
constant and
0
D 11 X 0y
I()=—25 ot2 (17 . FTRo();
z ) J 2
J= 0
12)
wih Kp ( ) the BesselX function, "= 3m =2 , and
1 . P
= @) Dh g+ ); = 2 hD (g+ ): (@3)

B . Statisticalm echanics of non-polar hydration

W e now consider the transfer of a nonpolar m olecule
from itsgasphase to water (ie., hydrophobic hydration).
W edescribe it by taking z clusters, ofm waterm olecules,
In thebuk case and substituting the intemalw ater w ith
the solute. The free energy change F is given by

F= zlgx; (14)
wih x = Z—\SZ-\b1 exp( Km). Sinilar expressions hold
for energy, entropy and speci c heat changes. T he tem —
perature dependence of these functions, reported in F ig.
::4*, show s the halim arks of hydrophobic behavior: we nd
amaxinum In the free energy cost and m inin a in both

E andT S;asT grows, rst E andthenT S cross
the zero { at Ty and Tg, respectively { and eventually be—
com e positive. M oreover, we correctly nd a pronounced
and positive peak In the speci cheatdi erence C . This
cannot be found w ithin the nform ation theory approxi-
m ation to the cavity m odel: see Ref. fl5] T tums out
that both a ratio hg=hy, > 1 and the di erence between

b( ) and s ( ) concur to produce the correct them o-
dynam ic behavior: wih hg = hp the di erence between

()and <( )isnotsu cient toproduce them Inin um
n E,while p( )= () (e, same chance of ntermal
bonds, o, = o) yieldstoo snallapeak n C.

Then, according to our m odel, hydrophobicity ap-—
pears as related to the average strengthening ofhydrogen
bonds, together w ith geom etric pattem changes, upon
the Introduction of a nonpolar solute.

In particular, having tighter shellbonds than bulk ones
hs > hy) appears to be essential, In our m odel, to get
a negativem nimum in E . Indeed, even starting from
equal energy ground states in the bulk and shell cases
(ie., K = 0), ifhg > hy it willbe easier to break bonds
in buk than in shell, according to Eq. ). This yields
that at \interm ediate" tem peratures shellw aterw illhave
Iower energy than bulk, ie. E < 0.

T he predictions on the trends of them odynam ic func-
tions are In qualitative agreem ent w ith experim ental re—
sults for noble gases (see the results by Crovetto and
cow orkers fl6 ] as reported in {5]) and for nonpolar sur—
faces In proteins [é] T hey are also in agreem ent w ith the
M onte C arlo results for the two-din ensional \M B" wa—
term odel in Ref. E], where an average strengthening of
shell hydrogen bonds is detected, too, as well as negative
valiesof C at low tem peratures.

Tt should bem entioned, though, that negative E and

S,and positive F can be obtained fortheM B m odel
w ithin the Inform ation theory approxin ation applied to
the caviy opening In pure water Ref. [_1-51, even if, as
already stated, this approach cannot recover the correct
trends for the speci c heat. Since caviy opening disre—
gardsbond di erences in bulk and shell, this fact would
Inply that hydrogen bond di erences are irrelevant to
the sub gct.



Tt is likely that both cavity fom ation and hydrogen-—
bond di erences contrbute to the hydrophobic hydra—
tion, and an ultin ate answer will come from sinula—
tions in three din ensionswhen they w illbecom e accurate
enough asto predict speci cheats. A s far as the present
m odel is concemed, we consider the good overall agree—
m ent w ith experin ents and tw o-dim ensional sin ulations
as satisfactory to justify the use ofthism odelin polym er
hydration studies.

C.Cold and wam unfolding of a non-polar
hom opolym er

Let usnow tum to the study ofa nonpolar hom opoly—
m er In solution, taking into account just the behavior of
water clusters in the vicinity of a m onom er, and disre—
garding interactionsbetw een m onom ers and between wa—
ter clusters. O urgoalis, In fact, to understand thee ect
ofthe hydrophobice ect alone on polym erbehavior. W e
model a polymer as a N -step selfavoiding walk (SAW )
on a two dim ensional lattice w ith coordination z. On
each lattice site there can be either a m onom er or z clus—
ters ofm water m olecules, so that each m onom erw ater
contact involves one cluster. The Ham iltonian ollow s
from Eq. Q) :

Xu Xz
H = "j +Kmlj;
=1 =1

1s)

whereNy = (z 2)N + 2 isthe highest num ber ofwater

sites that can be in contact w ith the polymer, and 15 is

the num ber of contacts between the j-th water site and

the m onom ers. T he partition fiinction of the polym er in

solution reads as:

X X
ZC)=

C Ne

Z = ) Z (ne) 16)

where C are the conform ations ofthe polym erand Z (C)
the restricted partition function, obtained tracing over
water variables at xed confom ation C. Due to the
form of the Ham ittonian given n Eq. 2_1-5), Z C) de-
pends only on the total num ber of water-m onom er con—
tacts n., and () is the num ber of SAW s character—
ized by the sam e value of n.. Z can be factorized as
Z = ZpZr,whereZy= @)% = AZN" isthe contri-
bution of all?lw ater sites when in contact to other w ater,
and Z1 = . (ne) x"¢ . According to the above fac—
torization, the speci c heat is the sum of a bulk contri-
bution Cy and of an interaction contribbution C;.W e in—
troduce also the average num ber of w ater-m onom er con—
tacts, m.i= x@% logZ:,which is a m easure of the com —
pactness of the polym er. To exactly evaluate the above
quantities, () should be obtained through an exhaus—
tive enum eration of the SAW s. However, if we restrict
ourselves to a square lattice, the num erical estin ates re—
ported in [17] allow us to w rite

(0N )" @ exp( (N ) ;

)" o a7

1
w [ne)!

wherew (n.) = Ny n¢)=2 is the num ber ofm onom er—

m onom er contacts, o = 0:164 and ( is the num ber of

SAW s of length N . Such an estim ate is expected to be

very good ifN is lJarge Qi] Hence, an analytical expres—

sion can be found orz:
1

oN oN @ L)

N
Z1= X" (W ax + 17 <2 e ;

18)
Wnoax !
where (n;x) is the ncomplete -function and w, .x =
Ny  n"™)=2 (the snallest n er of contacts is the
perin eter of the globule, n™  # 2° N ). The results for
C: and ln i are reported In FJg:_I%

T he presence ofboth \cold" and \wam " collapse tran—
sitions, signalled by the drop of the num ber of contacts
and by the jim ps In the speci cheat is strikingly evident.
N otice that the polym er swells at low tem perature even
wih K = 0: waterclusters’ energy at T = 0 is not af-
fected by the contact w ith m onom ers, and cold unfolding
isnotatriviale ectofa swollen-ground-statedom inance.
A sN grow sboth transitions get sharper, thus suggesting
the existence of true phase transitions in the them ody—
nam ic lim it. The above phenom enology is very close to
that of proteins in solution Eg]. M oreover, swelling at
low tem peratures has been found in hom opolym ers like
poly N —isopropylacrylam ide) PN IPAM ) and poly N-—
isopropyIm ethacrylam ide) PNIPM AM ) g], while wam
swelling hasbeen detected fora num berofhom opolym ers
In non-aqueous solution t_l-g].

BothPNIPAM andPNIPM AM presenta polarpeptide
group in the side chain and hence are able to orm hydro—
gen bonds; hence, one could ob gct that it is not appro—
priate to propose a com parison w ith their phenom enolk
ogy, since polar groups favourably interact w ith water
and help the swelling of the chain. A ctually, we are not
aw are of any calorim etric experin ent on com pletely non—
polarhom opolym ers In water (that would represent ideal
tests to our predictions, provided that they swell in the
rangeT = 0 100 C and the solution is so dilute that
aggregation is negligible) . H ow ever, hydrogen bonds can
be form ed both in the coilphase, w ith water, and in the
globul one (and are indeed considered a possible cause
or the detected hysteresis in the coilglobule transition
f_l(_i]) . A ssum ing a negligble overall contribution of hy—
drogen bonds to the stability of the coil over the globule
phase, one can adm it that the cold transition in PN I-
PAM and PNIPM AM ismainly due to the tem perature
dependence of the free-energy ofhydration of the nonpo—
lar groups. This iswhy we think that i ism eaningfiulto
com pare our prediction for a nonpolar hom opolym er to
experim ental results on PNIPAM and PNIPM AM .Our
m odel is not Intended to give a detailed description of
their phenom enology, though: because of its dim ension—
ality, of its lack of geom etric detail, and of the assum p—
tions that m ake it sin ple, it is not suited to describe the



\dom ain" cooperativity w ithin of the coilglobule transi-
tion, or the freezing of side chains w ithin the globule.

W am swelling of PNIPAM and PNIPM AM has not
been detected: this is due to the fact that the tem pera-
ture ofwam transition should lie above the w aterboiling
tem perature {13].

ITII.CONCLUDING REM ARKS

W e have presented a sin ple m odel which reproduces
the two-din ensional sin ulation E_S] and the experim ental
resuls @] for the trendsof F, E, S, C upon hy-
dration of a nonpolar solute, show Ing that the reduced
num ber of ways of form ing hydrogen bonds In the pres—
ence of a non-bonding solute, together wih a shift in
hydrogen bonding energy, are su cient to reproduce the
experim ental halim arks of hydrophobic hydration. This
js_oons:istent w ith the view s expressed in Refs. t_‘:’é] and
fig.

O ur description of water is focused on the clusters in
the hydration shell, which area ected by the presence of
the solute m olecule. To keep the m odel analitically inte—
grable, we disregard Interaction between clusters. In this
way, we are abl to descrbe hydration, but cannot de-
scribbe solvent-m ediated long-range interactions between
solute m olecules. For this reason, this approach is som e—
what com plem entary to the one recently proposed by
K olom eisky and W idom @], which can be treated an-—
alytically in the one-dim ensional case, and is very well
suited to evaluate the potential ofm ean force.

W hen applied to a hom opolym er In solution, ourm odel
recovers the experim ental swelling at both high and low
tem peratures. W e reported only a calculation for a two—
din ensionalpolym er. W e did so for the sake ofthe inter—
nal coherence of the m odel, because the geom etric con—
tribution to the densiy of states of water clusters is es—
tin ated for the two-din ensional case and the entropies
ofboth the water and the polym erplay a key role in the
behavior of the polym er in solution. Anyway, the fact
that our two-dim ensional water yields a correct qual-
fative description of nonpolar hydration suggests that
the application of the 2-d water m odel to the hydration
of 3-d SAW s could be interesting; indeed, we have per-
form ed som e calculations using three-din ensional SAW s
and haveveri ed that they also reproduce the sam e qual-
tative resuls; of course, the tem perature range of the
com pact phase varies a bit.

T he fact that ourm odeldescribesboth cold and wam
swelling of a nonpolar hom opolym er suggests that it
could be e ectively used In proteln folding studies, de-
scribing both cold and wam unfolding In a single fram e-
work. Even ifhydrophobicity alone cannot be safely con—
sidered as the unique responsible for protein ©lding and
stability, it is very likely that any progress in its descrip—
tion, and in tsencoding in sin plem odels, w illyield signi-

cative In provem ent in the understanding of the protein

folding puzzle.
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FIG .1. Cluster of water m olecules. Bondsm ay be form ed
or broken, according to energy. The circle represents a so-—
lute (shell case) or (an)other water m olecule(s) (bulk). Left:
ordered arrangem ent w ith m olecules in state \E" (one \ex—
temal" (e) and two \on-shell" (s) amm s). W hen allbonds are
form ed this is the ground state. Right: in state-T m olecules
have two e am s and an intemal (i) one, which cannot form
a bond if a solute is present.
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FIG. 2. Free energy F (dash-dotted), energy E
(dashed), entropy T S (dotted) and specic heat C=3

(solid line; 1=3 is for rendering purposes) changes upon hy-
dration of a nonpolar solute. Here z = 4, m = 4, g = 0,
b =m=2,hs=hp, =12, = 03 (sothatK = 0).Bolzm ann’s
constant kg = 1 so that the speci cheat isadin ensional. En—
ergies and tem peratures are in units ofhb T he shaded rngon
can be com pared w ith experimn ents b] and sin ulations ES]
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FIG . 3. Nonpolar hom opolym er in solution: tem perature
pro ls, for di erent lengths N , of the excess speci ¢ heat
perwatersite, cr = C:1=Ny (left scale; dashed lne: N = 200;
dotted, N = 10°), and average fraction of waterm onom er
contacts, = .i=@N + 2) (right scale; dash-dotted line:
N = 200; solid, N = 10°). P aram eters as bebre.



