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In this work,an im proved m ethodology for studying in-

teractions of proteins in solution by sm all-angle scattering,

is presented. Unlike the m ost com m on approach,where the

protein-protein correlation functionsgij(r)are approxim ated

bytheirzero-densitylim it(i.e.theBoltzm ann factor),wepro-

posea m oreaccuraterepresentation ofgij(r)which takesinto

account term s up to the �rstorder in the density expansion

ofthem ean-forcepotential.Thisim provem entisexpected to

be particulary e�ective in the case ofstrong protein-protein

interactions at interm ediate concentrations. The m ethod is

applied to analysesm allangleX-ray scattering data obtained

asa function ofthe ionic strength (from 7 to 507 m M )from

acidicsolutionsof�-Lactoglobulineatthe�xed concentration

of10 gL
� 1
. The results are com pared with those obtained

using the zero-density approxim ation and show a signi�cant

im provem entparticularly in the m ore dem anding case oflow

ionic strength.

Running Title:Interaction ofproteinsby SAS

K eywords: long-range interactions, m ean-force potential,

density expansion,pair correlation functions,structure fac-

tor,�-Lactoglobuline

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The study ofprotein-protein interactions in solution

and thedeterm ination ofboth thephysicalorigin oflong

range interactions and the geom etry and energetics of

m olecularrecognition can providethem oste�ectiveway

ofcorrelating structure and biologicalfunctions ofpro-

teins. In recent years,a large e�ort has been devoted

to im prove the understanding of interactions between

m acrom olecules in solution. In particular,it has been

widely recognized thattheevaluation ofelectrostaticpo-

tentials can produce quantitative predictions and that

factorssuch asself-energy,polarizability and localpolar-

ity can bebiologicallycrucial(Halgren and Dam m ,2001;

Sheinerm an et al.,2000). Nevertheless,m ajor concep-

tualand practicalproblem s stillexist,and concern,for

instance,the experim entaltechniques required to m ea-

sureinteraction potentialsunderphysiologically relevant

conditions,aswellasthea clari�cation oftheroleofthe

solventand ofthe protein shapeand chargeanisotropy.

Severalbiophysicalm ethodscan beused forextracting

quantitativedata on protein-protein interactions,even if

adetailed analysisofthelong-rangeinteractionshasbeen

so farlim ited to few associating colloids(Chen and Lin,

1987;Itriand Am aral,1991)and hasusually been based

on lightscattering orosm oticstressm ethods(Parsegian

and Evans,1996).However,sm allanglescattering(SAS)

is certainly the m ost appropriate toolfor studying the

wholestructureofprotein solutions,becauseofthesm all

perturbing e�ects on the system and the possibility of

deriving inform ation on thestructuralpropertiesand in-

teractions under very di�erent experim entalconditions

(pH,ionicstrength,tem perature,presenceofcosolvents,

ligands,denaturing agentsand so on).

In m ostanalysesofSAS data,particleinteractionsare

howeverdisregarded,assum ing eitherlargeseparation or

weak interaction forces.The interactionsam ong m acro-

m olecules determ ine their spatial arrangem ent, which

can be described by correlation functions. These func-

tionsm ay berelated,forinstancevia integralequations,

to the direct pair potentials,describing the interaction

between twoparticles.W hen theaveragedistanceam ong

particlesis large orthe interaction potentials are weak,

the inuence ofthe average structure factor ofthe sys-

tem (i.e. the Fourier transform ofthe average correla-

tion function) m ay be negligible inside the considered

experim entalangular window,and the particles can be

reckoned as com pletely uncorrelated. Under these con-

ditions,the SAS intensity appearsto depend only upon

the average form factor. Note that this approxim ation

ofneglecting allinterm olecularforcesisused in m ostap-

plications ofX-ray or neutron SAS (K ozin et al.,1997;

Chac�on etal.,1998).

W hen the aboveconditionsarenotveri�ed,then par-

ticlescannotbeconsidered uncorrelated,and theaverage

structurefactorcannotbeneglected in theexpression of

the SAS intensity. In thiscase data analysisisfarm ore

com plicate. In principle,asym ptotic behaviorscould be

used to separate the SAS intensity into (average) form

and structure factors (Abis et al., 1990). If the par-

ticle form factors are known, an experim entalaverage

structurefactorcan be extracted,by dividing the inten-

sity by the averageform factor.Then,som e insightinto

the interm olecular forces m ay be obtained by com pari-

son with the theoreticalstructurefactorcalculated from

som einteraction m odel,by using analyticalornum erical
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m ethodsfrom thestatisticalm echanicaltheory ofliquids

(Hansen and M c Donald,1986).

Unfortunately,the m ost powerfuland accurate tech-

niques provided by this theory - such as M onte Carlo

and m oleculardynam icscom putersim ulationsaswellas

integralequations -can hardly be included into a typ-

icalbest-�t procedure for analysing experim entaldata.

W orking atvery low concentrations,a �rstpossibility of

im provingoverthecruderecipeofneglectingtheaverage

structure factoris to evaluate thatquantity by approx-

im ating the pair correlation functions gij(r) with their

zero-density lim it,given by the Boltzm ann factor(Velev

etal.,1997).In thepresentpaper,weshallshow thatthis

zero-density approxim ation becom es quite unusable at

theusualprotein concentrationswhen theionicstrength

is low,i.e.,in the presence ofstrong electrostatic inter-

actions.Clearly,itwould bedesirableto �nd an alterna-

tive,sim ple butreasonably accurate,way forcom puting

the average structure factor ofglobular proteins at low

orm oderateconcentrations.Thisisthem ajoraim ofour

paper.

Although thenew proposalism ethodologicaland thus

applicable, in principle, to a wide class of spherically

sym m etric interaction m odels,it willbe illustrated on

a concrete case,as a part ofa m ore generalstudy on

structuralpropertiesofa particularprotein in solution,

�-Lactoglobulin (�LG ).

In a previouspaper(Baldinietal.,1999),which pro-

videsanaturalintroduction tothepresentwork,alllong-

range protein-protein interactions were neglected and

the average structure factor was assum ed to be unity.

Thatinvestigation reported experim entaldata concern-

ingstructuralpropertiesof�LG acidicsolutions(pH 2.3),

atseveralvaluesofionicstrength in therange7-507m M

(Baldiniet al.,1999). Photon correlation spectroscopy

and sm allangle X-ray scattering (SAXS) experim ents

gaveaclearevidenceofam onom er-dim erequilibrium af-

fected by theionicstrength.In theangularregion where

SAXS experim ents were perform ed,the contribution of

long-range protein-protein interactions was expected to

be rathersm all. Accordingly,SAXS data were analysed

only in term sof�LG m onom erand dim erform factors,

which werecalculatedveryaccurately.Short-rangeforces

responsible for protein aggregation were taken into ac-

countonlyim plicitlythroughachem icalassociationequi-

librium ,em ployed to evaluate the dim erization fraction.

A global�tprocedure allowed the determ ination ofthe

m onom ere�ectivecharge,aswellasoftheprotein disso-

ciation free energy within a wide rangeofionic strength

(Baldinietal.,1999).

In the presentpaper,we shallinvestigate,within the

sam ephysicalsystem ,thelong-rangeprotein-protein in-

teractions,which can strongly inuence the sm all-angle

scattering atlow ionic strength.To thisaim ,two issues

haveto be addressed.First,oneneedsto extend the ex-

perim entalSAXS angular region to lower values ofthe

scattering vector, where long-range forces play an im -

portantrole. Second,one hasto selectan accurate and

tractable theoreticalschem e for calculating the average

structurefactortobeused in the�tofexperim entaldata.

Both taskshavebeen accom plished in thiswork.

W e �rst report a new set ofSAXS m easurem ents on

�LG perform ed underthe sam eexperim entalconditions

ofBaldiniand coworkers(Baldiniet al.,1999),but for

sm allerangles.Thesedataunam biguously display alow-

ering in the scattering intensity at sm allangles,with a

progressive developm ent ofan interference peak,when

ionic strength is low. This occurrence is a clear signal

ofstrong protein-protein interactions,and weshallshow

that it can be sim ply interpreted in term s ofscreened

electrostaticrepulsionsam ong chargem acroions.

Next,we shallpropose an im provem entforthe calcu-

lation ofthe theoreticalaverage structure factor,based

upon a new approxim ation to the protein-protein cor-

relation functions gij(r). Starting from the density ex-

pansion ofthe corresponding m ean-force potentials,we

shallshow thatthe sim ple addition ofthe 1st-orderper-

turbativecorrection to thedirectpairpotentialsleadsto

a m arked progresswith respectto the use ofthe Boltz-

m ann factor,whileretaining thesam elevelofsim plicity.

Thenew approxim ation isindeed ableto predict,atlow

ionic strength,the interference peak observed in the ex-

perim entalscatteringintensity,and consequently itleads

to a signi�cantly im proved �t.

W e stress,in advance, that a check ofthe unavoid-

able lim itsofvalidity ofthe proposed approach willnot

be treated here. A further study involving a com pari-

son with m ore accurate theoreticalresults (from M onte

Carlo or m olecular dynam ics, as wellas from integral

equations) is,ofcourse,desirable,but goes beyond the

scope ofthe present paper,and willbe left for future

work.

II.B A SIC T H EO R Y

Becauseofthepresenceofan aggregation equilibrium ,

a�LG solution containstwodi�erentform sofm acroions

(protein m onom ersand dim ers)em bedded in a suspend-

ing uid and in a sea ofm icroions,which include both

counter-ions neutralizing allprotein charges and sm all

ionsoriginated from the addition ofelectrolytesalts.To

representsuch a system ,we shallem ploy a sim ple \two-

com ponentm acroion m odel",which e�ectively takesinto

account only protein particles. W ithin this schem e,

which is usually referred to as the Derjaguin-Landau-

Vervey-O verbeek (DLVO )m odel(Vervey and O verbeek,

1948),the suspending uid (solvent) is represented as

a uniform dielectric continuum and all m icroions are

treated as point-like particles. The presence of both

solvent and m icroions appears only in the m acroion-

m acroion e�ective potentials. A further sim pli�cation

followsfrom theassum ption ofspherically sym m etricin-

teractions.W enotethatin ourm odel,com ponent1 and

2 correspond to m onom ersand dim ers,respectively.
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Before addressing the speci�c system underinvestiga-

tion,it is convenient to recallsom e basic points ofthe

generaltheory.

A .Scattering functions

The m acroscopical di�erential coherent scattering

crosssection d�=d
,obtained from a SAS experim ent,is

related to the presenceofscattering centers,i.e.density

and/orstructuralinhom ogeneities,and can yield quanti-

tativeinform ation abouttheirdim ensions,concentration

as wellas shape and interaction potentials. The cross

section isproportionalto the\contrast",nam ely thedif-

ferenceofelectrondensitym ultiplied bytheclassicalelec-

tron radius(orscattering length density in the neutron

case)between thescatteringcentersand thesurrounding

m edium ;in the case ofbiologicalsam ples,thisquantity

can also be tuned in order to obtain m ore detailed in-

form ation aboutthescattering structures(contrastvari-

ation technique Jacrot,1976). Proteinsin solution rep-

resentan excellentexam ple ofinhom ogeneitiesfor SAS

m easurem ents,duetotheirhigh contrastwith X-rays(as

wellaswith neutrons).Thegeneralequation fortheSAS

intensity is

d�

d

(Q )=

1

V

* �
�
�
�

Z

V

dr��(r)eiQ �r

�
�
�
�

2
+

; (1)

Q being the exchanged wave vector, with m agnitude

Q = (4�=�)sin�;where � representsthe incidentradia-

tion wavelength and 2� isthe fullscattering angle. The

integralin Eq.1 isextended overthe sam ple volum e V ,

with rbeingtheposition vectorand ��(r)theuctuation

with respectto a uniform value,�0,ofthe localelectron

densitym ultiplied bytheclassicalelectronradius(orsim -

ply thescatteringlength density in thecaseofneutrons).

Angularbracketsrepresentan ensem ble averageoverall

possiblecon�gurationsofthe proteinsin the sam ple.

Eq.1can bereduced toasim plerform ,when theinter-

actionsare spherically sym m etric. Using a \two-phase"

representation oftheuid (onlyonetypeofhom ogeneous

scatteringm aterialwith scatteringdensity �P insidepro-

teins, em bedded in a hom ogeneous solvent phase with

density �0)yields

d�

d

(Q )= (��)2

� pX

i= 1

niV
2

i

h

< F
2

i(Q )> !Q
� < Fi(Q )>

2

!Q

i

+

pX

i;j= 1

(ni nj)
1=2

Vi Vj < Fi(Q )> !Q
< Fj(Q )> !Q

Sij(Q )

�

(2)

where�� � � P � �0 representsthecontrast,p the num -

berofprotein species(2 foroursolutionswith m onom ers

and dim ers),ni the num ber density ofspecies i,Vi the

volum e,Fi(Q )theform factor,Sij(Q )theAshcroft-Lan-

greth partialstructure factor and < :::> !Q
denotes an

orientationalaverage.

The partialstructure factors(Ashcroftand Langreth,

1967)arede�ned as

Sij(Q )= �ij + 4� (ni nj)
1=2

Z 1

0

dr r
2 [gij(r)� 1]

sin(Q r)

Q r
;

(3)

in term s ofthe three-dim ensionalFourier transform of

gij(r)� 1,wheregij(r)isthepaircorrelation function (or

radialdistribution function)between particlesofspecies

iand j:

Finally,the average form and structure factor,P (Q )

and SM (Q );are

P (Q )= (��)2
pX

i= 1

ni V
2
i < F

2
i(Q )> !Q

; (4)

SM (Q )=
d�

d

(Q )= P (Q ): (5)

B .P rotein form factors

The angularaveraged form factorofspecies ican be

written as

< Fi(Q )> !Q
=

Z 1

0

dr p
(1)

i (r)
sin(Q r)

Q r
; (6)

where p
(1)

i (r) represents the probability for the i-th

speciesthata pointatdistancerfrom theprotein center

ofm assliesinside the m acrom olecule.Sim ilarly,the an-

gularaveraged squared form factorisgiven by (G uinier

and Fournet,1955)

< F
2

i(Q )> !Q
=

Z 1

0

dr p
(2)

i
(r)

sin(Q r)

Q r
(7)

where p
(2)

i (r) represents the probability for the i-th

speciesto�nd asegm entoflength rwith both endsinside

the m acrom olecule.Both integralsofp
(1)

i (r)and p
(2)

i (r)

are norm alized to unity. These distribution functions

havebeen calculated from thecrystallographicstructures

ofboth them onom erand dim erform softhe protein,as

described in Refs. (Baldiniet al.,1999;M arianiet al.,

2000),briey recalled in Appendix A,and discussed in

Subsection IIIC.

C .P rotein-protein interaction potentials

The choice ofthe properpotentialisa ratherdelicate

m atterand dependson the investigated system . Forin-

stance,in a study on lysozym e(K uehneretal.,1997)the

protein-protein interaction wasassum ed to bethesum of
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fourcontributions,nam ely a hard-sphere term ,an elec-

trostaticrepulsion,an attractivedispersion potentialand

ashort-rangeattraction.In adi�erentstudy,on lysozim e

and chym otrypsinogen (Velev etal.,1997)�vecontribu-

tionswere,on theotherhand,considered:charge-charge

repulsion,charge-dipole,dipole-dipoleand van derW aals

attraction,along with furthercom plex short-rangeinter-

actions. In this paper we follow a di�erent route m o-

tivated by the factthat the presence ofseveralinterac-

tion term sm ay obscure the relative im portance ofeach

ofthem . M oreover,the choice ofa very re�ned poten-

tialwould be in striking contrast with the very crude

approxim ations used in calculating the RDFs. O n this

basisweshallsearch forthe sim plestpossiblem odelpo-

tentialwhich is stillcapable ofcapturing the essential

featuresofthe system . Itwillbe the sum oftwo repul-

sivecontributions:

uij(r)= u
H S

ij (r)+ u
C

ij(r) (8)

where

u
H S

ij (r)=

�
+ 1 0 � r< R i+ R j

0 r� R i+ R j
(9)

is a hard-sphere (HS) term which accounts for the

excluded-volum e e�ects (R i being the radius ofspecies

i)and

u
C
ij(r)=

ZiZje
2

"(1+ �D R i)(1+ �D R j)

exp[� �D (r� R i� R j)]

r

(10)

represents a screened Coulom b repulsion between the

m acroion charges,which areofthesam esign.Thisterm

hasthesam eYukawaform asin theDebye-H�uckeltheory

ofelectrolytes,butthecoupling coe�cientsareofDLVO

type (Vervey and O verbeek,1948). Here,e is the ele-

m entary charge," the dielectric constantofthe solvent

and thee�ectivevalency ofspeciesi,Z i;m ay depend on

the pH.The inverse Debye screening length �D ,de�ned

as

�D =

�
8��e2N A

"
(IS + Ic)

�1=2

; (11)

depends on tem perature ( � = (kB T)
�1 ) and on the

ionic strength ofallm icroions. IS and Ic representthe

ionic strength ofalladded salts (S) and ofthe counte-

rions(c),respectively.Both these term sare ofthe form

(1=2)
P

i
cm icro
i (Z m icro

i )2,with cm icro
i = nm icro

i =N A being

the m olarconcentration ofm icro-speciesi(N A isAvo-

gadro’snum ber). Ic is related to the m acroion num ber

densitiesn1 and n2 (1 = m onom er,2 = dim er)through

the electroneutrality condition,according to which the

counterions m ust neutralize all m acroion charges, i,.e.

ncjZcj= n1 jZ1j+ n2 jZ2j.Noticethatthedependenceof

�D on IS im pliesthatthestrength ofthee�ectivepoten-

tialuCij(r)can largely bevaried by adding an electrolyte

to the solution.

W e have explicitly checked that the addition of an

attractive term with the form of a Ham aker potential

uHij(r) (Israelachvili,1992)does not alter our �nalcon-

clusions. The basic reason for this can be traced back

to the factthatvan derW aalsattractionsm ay be com -

pletelym asked byuCij(r);when theelectrostaticrepulsion

isstrong,and are also negligible form oderately charged

particles with diam eter sm aller than 50 nm (N�agele,

1996).M oreover,uHij(r)divergesatr= R i+ R j,so that

itsapplicability could be preserved only by the addition

ofa non-interpenetrating hydration/Stern layer(Baldini

etal.,1999;K uehneretal.,1997).

W e stress the fact that som e attractive interactions

m ust,however,be presentin the system ,since they are

responsiblefortheaggregation ofm onom ersinto dim ers,

and determ ine the value ofthe m onom erm olarfraction

x1,which is required to com plete the de�nition ofour

m odel. However, due to the com plexity of these in-

teractions(including hydrogen bonding),a clearunder-

standing oftheirexplicitfunctionalform sisstilllacking.

Therefore,followingBaldinietal.(1999),wewillaccount

forthem indirectly,by using a chem icalassociation equi-

librium to �x x1. The dissociation free energy,which

determ inestheequilibrium constant,iswritten asa sum

oftwo contributions,i.e.

�G dis = �G el+ �G nel; (12)

where �G el is an electrostatic term calculated within

a Debye-H�uckeltheory,and �G nel is an unknown non-

electrostaticcontribution,which willbeleftasa freepa-

ram eterin the best-�tanalysis.

D .R adialdistribution functions

G iven a m odelpotential,onehasto calculatethe cor-

responding radial distribution functions (RDF) gij(r);

which can be expressed by the exactrelation

gij(r)= exp[� �W ij (r)]; (13)

� �W ij (r)= � �uij(r)+ !ij(r) (14)

where W ij (r) is the potential of m ean force, which

includes the direct pair potential uij(r) as well as

� ��1 !ij(r),i.e. the indirect interaction between iand

jdueto theirinteraction with allrem aining m acroparti-

clesoftheuid.In thezero-densitylim it,!ij(r)vanishes

and gij(r)reducesto the Boltzm ann factor,i.e.

gij(r)= exp[� �uij(r)] asn ! 0; (15)

which represents a 0th-order approxim ation,frequently

used in theanalysisofexperim entalscatteringdata (n �
P

m
nm isthe totalnum berdensity).

Them ostcom m on procedurefordeterm ining an accu-

rate gij(r) or,equivalently,the correction term !ij(r),

4



would be to solve the O rnstein-Zernike (O Z) integral

equationsoftheliquid statetheory,within som eapprox-

im ate closure relation (Hansen and M c Donald,1986).

Thiscan typically be done num erically,with the excep-

tion offew sim plecases(forsom epotentialsand peculiar

closures)where the solution can be worked outanalyti-

cally.

Forourhard-sphere-Yukawa potential(neglecting the

Ham akerterm ),theO Z equationsdoadm itanalyticalso-

lution,when coupled with the \m ean sphericalapprox-

im ation" (M SA) (Blum and Hoye,1978;G inoza,1990;

Hayterand Penfold,1981).Nevertheless,atlow density

and for strong repulsion the M SA RDFs m ay assum e

unphysicalnegative valuesclose to interparticle contact

(N�agele,1996). To overcom e thisdi�culty,itwould be

possibleto utilizean analytical\rescaled M SA" (N�agele,

1996;Hansen and Hayter,1982;Ruiz-Estradaetal.,1990

),ortoresorttodi�erentclosures(Rogers-Youngapprox-

im ation or \hypernetted chain" closure),which com pel

num ericalsolution (Rogersand Young,1984;Zerah and

Hansen,1986;W agneretal.,1991;K rause et al.,1991;

D’Aguanno and K lein, 1992; D’Aguanno et al., 1992;

N�ageleetal.,1993).

In m oregeneral,when onlynum ericalsolutionsarefea-

sible,integralequation algorithm scan hardlybeincluded

in a best-�tprogram fortheanalysisofSAS results.The

use ofanalyticalsolutions,orsim ple approxim ationsre-

quiringonlyam inorcom putationale�ort,isclearlym uch

m oreadvantageouswhen �tting experim entaldata.The

0th-orderapproxim ation given in Eq.15 avoidstheprob-

lem ofsolvingtheO Z equations,butislargely inaccurate

except,perhaps,atvery low densities.

In orderto im proveoverthis0th-orderapproxim ation

to the RDFs,the basic idea put forward in the present

work hingesupon theexpansion ofthepotentialofm ean

force into a power series ofthe totalnum ber density n

(M eeron,1958). Neglecting allterm s beyond the �rst

order,Eq.13 then becom es

gij(r)= exp

h

� �uij(r)+ !
(1)

ij (r)n

i

: (16)

By construction,thisexpression isnevernegative,thus

avoiding the m ajor drawback ofM SA.The explicit ex-

pression for the perturbative correction !
(1)

ij (r) is given

in Appendix B.The considered 1st-orderapproxim ation

substantially im proves the accuracy ofthe RDFs with

respect to Eq. 15,while rem aining at nearly the sam e

levelofsim plicity (see Appendix B).M oreover,it is to

be stressed that the usage ofthe new approxim ation is

not restricted to the m odelofthis paper,but the pro-

posed calculation schem e can be equally wellapplied to

di�erentspherically sym m etricpotentials.

III.M A T ER IA LS A N D M ET H O D S

A .Sam ples

A bovin m ilk �LG B stock solution (concentration 40

gL�1 )wasobtained by ionicexchangeofprotein sam ples

againsta 12 m M phosphate bu�er (ionic strength IS =

7m M and pH = 2:3)(Baldinietal.,1999).Ninesam ples

ationicstrength 7,17,27,47,67,87,107,207,507 m M

were then prepared by adding appropriate am ounts of

NaCl. The �nalprotein concentrations were about 10

gL�1 .

The m onom eric �LG unitis com posed by 162 am m i-

noacid residuesand hasa m olecularweightof18400 Da.

The excluded protein volum e has been calculated from

theam inoacid volum es,asreported byJacrotand Zaccai

(Jacrot,1976;Jacrotand Zaccai,1981). The m onom er

volum e results to be V1 = 23400 �A
3
; hence, the �LG

electron density is�P = 0:418e�A �3 . By considering the

basicity ofthe am ino acids,at pH = 2:3 the m onom er

charge would be near 20e. This result is con�rm ed by

the G asteiger- M arsilim ethod (G asteiger and M arsili,

1980),assum ingthatallam ino groupsNH 2 areprotoned

atpH = 2:3.Thecrystallographicstructureof�LG both

in m onom erand in dim erform can be found in the Pro-

tein Data Bank,entry 1Q G 5 (O liveira et al.,2001). A

sketch of�LG dim erstructurecan be found in Fig.1 of

Ref.(Baldinietal.,1999).Itcan beobserved thatall20

basic am ino acidsare on the protein surface,buttwo of

them are at the m onom er-m onom erinterface;therefore

atpH = 2:3theratioZ2=Z1 between dim erand m onom er

chargescould be about1:8.

B .SA X S experim ents

SAXS m easurem entswerecollected atthe Physik De-

partm ent ofthe Technische Universit�at M �unchen (G er-

m any)using a rotating-anode generator. The radiation

wavelength was � = 0:71�A and the tem perature 20�C.

The Q range was 0:035� 0:1 �A
�1
. �LG sam ples were

m easured in quartz capillarieswith a diam eterof2 m m

and a thicknessof10 �m (Hilgenberg,M alsfeld,D).X-

raypatternswerecollected byatwo-dim ensionaldetector

and radiallyaveraged.Thescatteringfrom asolventcap-

illary was subtracted from the data after correction for

transm ission,capillary thicknessand detectore�ciency.

C .B est-Fit analysis

A previousanalysisofSAXS dataforsim ilarsam plesin

therangeQ = 0:07� 0:3�A
�1

hasbeen recently reported

by som eofus(Baldinietal.,1999).In the presentwork

we have extended these experim ents to the range Q =

0:035 � 0:1�A
�1
,where protein-protein interactions are

expected to play a m ajorrole. The two sets have then
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been com bined into a singlesetofm easurem entswith Q

ranging from 0:035 to 0:3�A
�1
.

Asregardsthe calculation ofthe m onom erand dim er

form factors,it is wellknown that the scattering form

factorofa biom olecule in solution dependson the crys-

tallographiccoordinatesand the form factorsofallcon-

stituent atom s,as wellas on the hydration shellofthe

resulting m acroparticle. Com puter program s such as

CRYSO L (Svergun et al., 1995) are able to calculate

such a form factor,taking allthe above-m entioned vari-

ables into account. It is also widely accepted that the

SAS technique isa low-resolution one,and approxim at-

ing the �LG protein by a hom ogeneousscattering parti-

cle yields com parable results up to Q = 0:4�A
�1
,as we

have tested by checking our m ethod againstthe results

ofthe CRYSO L software. The equivalenthom ogeneous

scatteringparticlehasa shapede�ned by theenvelopeof

the van derW aalsspherescentered on each atom . The

SAS com m unity often exploitsthe M onte Carlo m ethod

to calculate the form factor ofa given shape (Hender-

son,1996).W e havem odeled the hydration shellwith a

sem igaussian function,instead ofa linear one proposed

by Svergun (Svergun et al.,1997). O ur sim ple and ef-

�cientm ethod hasalready been applied with successin

previousworks(Baldinietal.,1999;M arianietal.,2000).

The M onte Carlo m ethod used to calculatethe distri-

bution functions p
(1)

i (r) and p
(2)

i (r) ofboth m onom ers

(i = 1) and dim ers (i = 2) from their crystallographic

structuresisoutlined in Appendix A.Then theform fac-

tors< Fi(Q )> !Q
and < F 2

i(Q )> !Q
havebeen obtained

through Eqs.6 and 7,by calculating the radialintegrals

with a grid sizeof1�A up to a m axim um rcorresponding

to p(i)(r)= 0,(i= 1;2).

According to the dissociation free energy m odelde-

scribed in Ref.(Baldinietal.,1999),them onom erm olar

fraction x1 is a function ofthe ionic strength IS. This

suggeststhepossibility ofasim ultaneous�tforallSAXS

intensitiescurves,usingjustfew param eters,allindepen-

dentofIS.In particular,asin Baldinietal.(Baldiniet

al.,1999),thefollowing param etershavebeen �xed:the

dielectric constant ofthe solvent," = 78:5;the experi-

m entaltem perature,T = 293 K ;the ratio between the

e�ective charges ofdim er and m onom er,Z 2=Z1 = 1:8;

the m onom erand dim er\bare" radii,R 1 = 19:15 �A and

R 2 = 21=3R 1.ThechoiceforR 2 iseasilyunderstood ifwe

recallthatourm odeloflong-rangeinteractionsinvolves

the approxim ation of considering a dim er as a sphere

with volum e twice as large as the m onom er one. This

introduction ofan equivalentsphere isa sim plifying ap-

proxim ation often used by the SAS com m unity. O n the

other hand,we have calculated the form factor ofthe

dim erfrom itsexact,ratherelongated form .

In theglobal�ttheonly freeparam etersaretherefore

Z1 and �G nel, the non-electrostatic free energy. The

m eritfunctionalto be m inim ized wasde�ned as

�
2 =

1

N S

N SX

m = 1

��2m

��2m =
1

N Q ;m

N Q ;mX

i= 1

(

[d�=d
]
exp

m
(Q i)� �m [d�=d
]

fit

m
(Q i)� B m

�m (Q i)

) 2

(17)

whereN S isthenum berofscattering curvesunderanal-

ysis,N Q ;m is the num ber ofexperim entalpoints in the

m � th curve,and �m (Q i)istheexperim entaluncertainty

on theintensity valueatQ i.[d�=d
]
fit

m
(Q i)isthecorre-

sponding crosssection predicted by the m odelby using

Eq.2;foreach experim ent,thecalibration factor�m and

theatbackground B m havebeen adjusted from a linear

least-squares�tof[d�=d
]
exp

m
(Q ).Thepartialstructure

factors,Eq.3,have been calculated with an integration

upperlim itofr= 500�A and a grid sizeof1�A.

The physical m eaning of the \at background" re-

quiresa com m ent,since constantsubtraction is usually

accepted forneutron scattering,butnotforX-ray scat-

tering. Introducing these backgrounds is suggested by

observing thatoneofm ajorexperim entalproblem swith

X-raysistheexactdeterm ination ofthetransm ission fac-

tor. A non-exact value would result into a non-perfect

subtraction ofthebackgroundduetotheelectronicnoise.

However,asshown laterin Table II,the low values ob-

tained forB m ,ascom pared to the valuesofthe scaling

factors,indicatethattheseparam etersplay a m inorrole

in the data analysis.

Typicalcalculation tim es forthe best-�ton a Digital

Alpha 433 are a few m inutes for the 0th-orderapproxi-

m ation and ’ 20 hoursforthe 1st-orderone.The e�ect

ofexperim entalerrorson the�tting param etershasbeen

determ ined using a sam pling m ethod. Foreach scatter-

ingcurve,westartfrom N Q ;m intensities[d�=d
]
exp

m
(Q i)

with theirexperim entalstandard deviation and we gen-

erate N I new data sets (for �LG we used N I = 15)by

sam pling from N Q ;m gaussiansofwidth �m (Q i)centred

at the observed values. Each data setgenerated for all

curvesisthen analyzed with the global�talgorithm de-

scribed earlier.The errorson the �tting param eters,Z 1

and �G nel,and on the scaling param eters,�m and B m ,

are obtained by calculating their values from each data

set and,�nally,their standard deviation from the �rst

value.

IV .R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

Fig.1 depicts the experim entalresults for the X-ray

intensity [d�=d
](Q )asafunction ofthetransferred m o-

m entum Q atseveralvaluesofionic strength. Here,in-

stead oftheusuallogarithm icscale,wehavepreferredthe

useofa linearscale,in orderto letthereaderappreciate

m ore easily the sm alldi�erences between experim ental

data and theoreticalcurves. O n a log scale these di�er-

enceswould be hardly visible.
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O urm easurem entsclearlyshow theform ation and evo-

lution ofan interferencepeak atsm allangles,astheionic

strength decreases. The appearance ofsuch a peak is

evidently due to increasing protein-protein interactions.

In the sam e �gure,the perform ance ofour1st-orderap-

proxim ation iscom pared with thatofthecom m onlyused

0th-orderone. The 1st-orderapproxim ation yieldsa �t

ofrathergood quality through thewholem easured range

Q . The developm entofthe interference peak,underes-

tim ated by the 0th-orderapproxim ation,isnow wellre-

produced,indicating that the m ain physicalfeatures of

the �LG solution are indeed taken into accountby our

sim ple interaction m odel.

In Fig.2 the theoreticalresultsforthe averagestruc-

turefactorSM (Q )areshown alongwith theexperim ental

data. W hile at high IS (i.e. at weak e�ective interac-

tions) the two approxim ations are practically undistin-

guishable,forIS � 27m M the 1st-orderresultsoutplay

the 0th-orderones,m ainly in the low-Q region.

A m ore transparentcom parison between the two ap-

proxim ationsiscarried outin Fig.3atthelevelofRDFs.

AsIS decreases,the 1st-ordergij(r)(i;j= 1;2)becom e

strongly di�erent from the 0th-order ones,exhibiting a

peak ofincreasing height.In term sofpotentialsofm ean

force,gij(r)> 1in som eregions(m ainlyforIS � 27m M )

im pliesthatW ij(r)< 0,although uij(r)alwaysrem ains

positive. The �rst-order correction !
(1)

ij (r)n therefore

correspondsto an attractive contribution,dueto an \os-

m otic depletion" e�ect(Asakura and O osawa,1954)ex-

erted on twogiven m acroparticlesby therem ainingones.

Thism any-body e�ectisclearly lacking in the 0th-order

approxim ation,as depicted in Fig.3. Depletion forces

arise when two protein m olecules are close together. In

this case the pressure exerted on these m oleculesby all

other m acroparticles becom es anisotropic,leading to a

strong indirect protein-protein attraction,even though

alldirectinteractionsarerepulsive.

Itisworth stressing thatthebehaviorofthe1st-order

gij(r) at low ionic strength could be reproduced even

by the 0th-order approxim ation, but only at the cost

ofadding som e unnecessary,and som ewhat m isleading,

density-dependentattractive term to the directpairpo-

tentials.O urm odel,based only on the physically sound

repulsive part ofthe DLVO potential,turns out to be

rather accurate for the purposes ofthe present paper.

W e have also perform ed som e calculations including a

Ham aker term into our perturbative schem e, without

�nding any signi�cative change in the 1st-order results

with respectto the previousones.

The 1st-orderRDFs shown in Fig.3 are undoubtedly

correctly shaped, although the peak heights m ight be

m odi�ed by the neglected second-and higher-ordercor-

rectionsto the potentialsofm ean force. Unfortunately,

an estim ateforthem agnitudeofthesuccessiveperturba-

tiveterm s(depending on both concentration and charge

ofthe protein m olecules) is a far m ore com plicate task

and goes beyond the scope ofthe present paper. Since

the resulting protein charges(see Table I)are relatively

large, it is reasonable to expect that the contribution

ofthe higher-orderterm s m ightbe appreciable. As the

protein concentration increases,thiscorrection becom es

m ore and m ore signi�cant, and eventually the rather

good perform ance ofour 1st-order approxim ation m ust

break down.

Since a direct com putation ofeven the second order

correctionsdem andsa high com putationale�ort,theac-

curacy ofthe 1st-orderapproxim ation m ay alternatively

be investigated by checking ourRDF resultsagainstex-

actM onte Carlo orm oleculardynam icssim ulation data

relevantto the sam e m odel. A sim plerindication about

the lim its ofvalidity ofour schem e m ay com e from a

system aticcom parisonwith integral-equationpredictions

based upon m ore accurate closures. O ne could use,for

instance,the m ulti-com ponent version ofthe \rescaled

M SA" approach (Ruiz-Estrada et al.,1990),which has

the advantage ofbeing nearly fully analytical. O n the

other hand,ifm ore accurate results are required,then

the Rogers-Young closure (Rogers and Young, 1984)is

preferable for our potential,but in this case the corre-

sponding integralequationsm ustbe solved num erically.

W e have planned som e investigationsin this sense,and

theirresultswillbereported elsewhere.However,webe-

lieve that,at the considered protein concentration,the

1st-order approxim ation does yield the correct trend of

the RDFs. It is our opinion that the inclusion ofthe

neglected term s cannot alter the qualitative (or sem i-

quantitative) picture of�LG interactions supported by

ourm odel,even ifslightly di�erentvaluesforthebest-�t

param etersshould be expected.

Theparam etervaluesresultingfrom theglobalbest-�t

procedure,using the 0th-orderand 1st-orderapproxim a-

tions,arereported in Tabs.Iand II.

The im proved quality ofthe �t corresponding to the

�rst-orderapproxim ation can clearly be appreciated by

com paring not only the global�2 value (Table I),but

above allthe partial ��2m ones (Table II),in particular

for IS � 27 m M .Although the change ofglobal�2 is

notso large,ifoneconsiderstherelativevariation ofthe

��2m ’s(lastcolum n ofTable II),then the im provem entis

ratherevidentforthe low ionic strength sam ples,while

itbecom eslessand lessim portantwith increasing ionic

strength. The proposed m ethod is able to im prove the

goodness of the �t by about 43% for the �rst sam ple

(where the interference peak ism ore pronounced). The

decrease ofthe relative variation,as the ionic strength

increases,isin agreem entwith the expected progressive

weakening ofprotein-protein repulsions.

Note that the values ofboth �tting param eters,i.e.

Z1 and �G nel,turn outto be very sim ilarforboth ap-

proxim ations.Thescalingfactors,�m ,and theatback-

grounds,B m ,arealsosim ilarforallsam plesand forboth

approxim ations,con�rm ingthatno othere�ects,likede-

naturation orlargeraggregation,arereally present.
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V .C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwe have presented a novelm ethodologi-

calapproach to thestudy ofprotein-protein interactions

using SAXS techniques.O urwork buildsup upon a pre-

viousinvestigation by som eofus(Baldinietal.,1999).

Aswidely discussed by Baldinietal.,1999,the struc-

turalproperties of �LG in acidic solution, studied by

light and X-ray scattering over a wide range of ionic

strength and concentration,areconsistentwith theexis-

tence ofm onom ersand dim ers,and cannotbe ascribed

to a denaturation process.

Since the form factors of both the species are eas-

ily known, the so-called \m easured" or average struc-

ture factor SM (Q ) can be obtained from the ratio be-

tween experim ental intensity and average form factor

P (Q ) at a certain m onom er fraction x1. SM (Q ) is re-

lated to theprotein-protein e�ectiveinteractions.Short-

range attractive interactions like hydrogen bonds, re-

sponsibleofthedim erform ation and strongly depending

on them onom er-m onom erorientation,aretaken into ac-

countusing a quasi-chem icaldescription ofthe therm o-

dynam icequilibrium between m onom erand dim erform s

of�LG .Thus,in addition to the hard core repulsions,

thee�ectivepotentialsofm ean forceonly describelong-

range m onom er-m onom er, m onom er-dim er and dim er-

dim er electrostatic repulsions,which can be reduced to

theirorientationalaverages,depending only on theinter-

m oleculardistance r.

In the work by Baldini et al., 1999 all long-range

protein-protein forces were neglected,because the m ea-

sured SAXS intensitywasspanningaQ -rangewheresuch

interactions are essentially negligible. O n the contrary,

we have explicitly addressed this issue in the present

work. To this aim , i) we have extended the range of

m easured intensitiesto lowerQ valuesin orderto exper-

im entally probetheselong-rangeinteractions,and ii)we

haveproposed asim plebute�cientperturbativeschem e,

whose �rst term s are able to yield reasonably accurate

RDFs for dilute or m oderately concentrate solutions of

globularproteins,with a ratherlittle com putationalef-

fort.In particular,wehaveexplicitly com puted the0th�

and 1st-orderapproxim ationsand com pared theirresults.

The im provem entin the quality ofthe �tforSM (Q ),

obtained with the�rst-ordercorrection forthepotentials

ofm ean forcecorrespondingtotheRDFs,with respectto

the standard zero-density approxim ation,isparticularly

visible atlow ionic strength,where Coulom b repulsions

arepoorly screened.In thiscase,thenew representation

ofthe RDFs is able to reproduce the interference peak

present in the experim entalSM (Q ), whereas the com -

m only used zero-density approxim ation turns out to be

quite inadequateatlow ionic strength.

Finally,two pointsareparticularly noteworthy.

First,the adopted m odelallowsa sim ultaneous �tof

nine SAS curves with only two free param eters,inde-

pendent ofthe ionic strength,i.e.,the non-electrostatic

dissociation free energy and the m onom er charge. This

�nding m eans that our sim ple interaction m odelis al-

ready ableto describethem ain structuralfeaturesofthe

exam ined �LG solutions. Satisfactory results obtained

by m any other structural studies on colloidal or pro-

tein solutions,based upon sim ilarvery sim pli�ed m odels

(W agner et al., 1991; K rause et al., 1991; D’Aguanno

and K lein,1992;D’Aguanno et al.,1992;N�agele etal.,

1993;W anderlingh etal.,1994),suggestthatthe use of

very re�ned potentials,containing a largenum berofdif-

ferentcontributions,isoften unnecessary,atleastatthe

�rst stages ofa research. Using sophisticated interac-

tion m odelsm ay even bea nonsense,when coupled with

a sim ultaneous very rough treatm ent ofthe correlation

functions,asisoften the case with the widely em ployed

0th-orderapproxim ation,in spite ofthefactthatthein-

troduction ofa largernum berofparam eterscan clearly

im provetheactual�tting ofthedata.M oreover,wehave

pointed outthat,even in m odelswith purelyrepulsivein-

teractions,attractivee�ects(dueto\osm oticdepletion")

are predicted by every su�ciently accurate theory. O n

the contrary,within the zero-density approxim ation for

theRDFs,thesam eattractivee�ectsm ay bereproduced

only atthe costofadding arti�cialcontributionsto the

potentials.

Second,the proposed 1st-order approxim ation to the

RDFsisreally able to yield accurate predictionsforthe

average structure factor ofweakly-concentrated protein

solutions,in arathersim plebutphysically sound way.It

isworth stressingthattheunderlying calculation schem e

isnotrestricted totheparticularm odelconsidered in this

paper,butm ay be easily applied to di�erentspherically

sym m etric potentials. Although the lim it ofvalidity of

the 1st- order approxim ation is stillan open question,

which we are planning to investigate in future work,we

think thatitm ayrepresentanew usefultoolfortheanal-

ysis ofexperim entalSAS data ofglobular protein solu-

tions,when their concentration is nottoo high and the

strength oftheirinteraction forcesisnottoolarge.W hen

these two conditionsfail,then itisunavoidable to com -

pute the correlation functions by exploiting som e m ore

powerfulm ethod from the statisticalm echanicaltheory

ofliquids(Hansen and M cDonald,1986).W ehope,how-

ever,thatthispaperwillstim ulatetheapplication ofthe

proposed 1st-orderapproxim ation to di�erentsetsofex-

perim entaldata on proteins,as wellas new theoretical

work on thequality and lim itofthiscalculation schem e.

A C K N O W LED G EM EN T

Thisworkhasbeen partiallysupported bythegrantfor

the Advanced Research Project on Protein Crystalliza-

tion \Procry"from theitalianIstitutoNazionalediFisica

della M ateria (INFM ).W ealso thank Bruno D’Aguanno

and G iorgio Pastoreforusefuldiscussions.

8



A P P EN D IX A :C A LC U LA T IO N O F P R O T EIN

FO R M FA C T O R S

In detail,the scattering particle isassum ed to be ho-

m ogeneous and its size and shape are described by the

function s(r),which givesthe probability thatthe point

r � (r;!r)(where !r indicates the polarangles�r and

�r) lies within the particle. For com pact particles,like

globularproteins,thisfunction can bewritten in term sof

auniquetwo-dim ensionalangularshapefunction F (!r),

as

s(r)=

�
1 r� F (!r)

expf� [r� F (!r)]
2=2�2g r> F (!r)

(A1)

where � is the width ofthe gaussian that accounts for

the particle surfacem obility (Svergun etal.,1998).The

shapefunction F (!r)isevaluatedby�xingtheaxisorigin

on them ean valueoftheatom iccoordinatesand running

over each atom m and taking the m axim um distance r

between theorigin and theintersection,ifany,ofthevan

der W aals sphere centered in m with the direction !r.

Assum ing hom ogeneousparticlesbelonging to speciesi,

M i random pointsaregenerated from polarcoordinates.

Thesam pling ism adeforthevariables�r,cos�r and r
3

in the ranges [0;2�],[� 1;1]and [0;r3m ax],respectively.

Following Eq.A1,ifr � F (!r),the point is accepted,

otherwise the probability P = expf� [r� F (!r)]
2=2�2g

is calculated. A random num ber y between 0 and 1 is

extracted and ify < P the pointisaccepted,otherwise

isrejected.The p
(1)

i (r)histogram isthen determ ined by

taking into accountthedistancesbetween theM i points

and the centre,while the p
(2)

i (r) histogram depends on

the distancesbetween allpossiblepairsofM i points,

p
(1)

i (r)=
1

�rM i

M iX

n= 1

H (�r=2� jr� r nj); (A2)

p
(2)

i (r)=
2

�rM i(M i� 1)

M i�1X

n= 1

M iX

m = n+ 1

H (�r=2� jr� r nm j); (A3)

where �r is the grid am plitude in the space ofradial

distance,rn the distance between the centre and the n-

th point.Here rnm isthe distance between the pointsn

and m ,and H (x)istheHeavisidestep function (H (x)=

0 ifx < 0 and H (x) = 1 ifx � 0). The num ber of

random scattering centreswasM i = 2000,the grid size

was �r = 1 �A,while the width ofthe surface m obility

was�xed to � = 2 �A.

A P P EN D IX B :FIR ST -O R D ER P ER T U R B A T IV E

C O R R EC T IO N S

In thedensityexpansion ofthepotentialsofm ean force

W ij (r)

� �W ij (r)= � �uij(r)+ !
(1)

ij (r)n + !
(2)

ij (r)n
2 + :::;

(B1)

the exact power coe�cients !
(k)

ij (r) ( k = 1;2;:::) can

becom puted by usingstandard diagram m atictechniques

(M eeron,1958),which yield theresultsin term sofappro-

priatem ulti-dim ensionalintegralsofproductsofM ayer

functions

fij(r)= exp[� �uij(r)]� 1 (B2)

W ithin our approxim ation, we are only required to

com putethe�rstterm ,which involvesa convolution and

turnsoutto be

!
(1)

ij
(r)=

X

k

xk
(1)

ij;k
(r)=

X

k

xk

Z

dr0 fik (r
0) fkj(jr� r

0
j);

(B3)

wherexk = nk=n isthe m olarfraction ofspeciesk.The

evaluation of the convolution integral
(1)

ij;k
(r) is not a

di�culttask in bipolarcoordinates.Integration overan-

glesiseasily perform ed and 
(1)

ij;k
(r)reducesto a double

integral,which can be written as


(1)

ij;k
(r)=

2�

r

Z 1

0

dx [xfik (x)]

Z x+ r

jx�rj

dy [yfkj(y)]: (B4)

W e have evaluated allthese 
(1)

ij;k
(r)term satthe points

ri = i�r (i= 1;:::;500),with �r = 1 �A. At each ri

value,the double integralhas been carried out num eri-

cally,sim ply by using the trapezoidalrule for both x�

and y-integration.Forthex-integration,wehavechosen

asupperlim itthe value xm ax = m ax(xcut;R 2 + r),with

xcut = R 2 + 12=�D (depending on the ionic strength),

and as grid size �x = x cut=200. For the y-integration,

�y = �x.
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FIG .1. SAXS linear pro�les for the �LG at pH= 2.3 and

concentration 10 gL
� 1

in di�erent ionic strength conditions

(asindicated above each curve). Pointsare experim entalre-

sults,whereasthedashed and thesolid linesrepresentthebest

�tsobtained by applying the0
th
-orderand 1

st
-orderapprox-

im ations ofthe pair correlation functions,respectivley. The

curvesare scaled forclarity by a factor0:5.
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FIG .2. Com parison between the m easured structure fac-

tors SM (Q ) for the �LG at pH= 2.3 and concentration

10 gL
� 1

in di�erent ionic strength conditions (as indicated

aboveeach curve).Thebest�tlinesresulting from thesim ul-

taneous analysis ofthe corresponding SAXS curves (Fig.1)

using the0
th
-order(dashed)and 1

st
-order(solid)approxim a-

tionsofthe paircorrelation functionsare reported.D ata for

Q > 0:12�A
� 1

are notshown forclarity.

507mM

207mM

107mM

87mM

67mM

47mM

27mM

17mM

7mM

r (

�

A)

g

i

j

(

r

)

40030020010004003002001000

8

6

4

2

0

FIG .3. Partialcorrelation functions gij(r) resulting from

the sim ultaneous analysis ofthe nine SAXS curvesofFig.1

(the ionic strength,IS ,is indicated near each set ofcurves)

by applying the 0
th
-order (left colum n) and 1

st
-order (right

colum n) approxim ation in the density expansion of the

m ean-force potential. D epicted are the m onom er-m onom er,

g11(r) (dotted lines), the m onom er- dim er g12(r) (dashed

lines)and thedim er-dim erg22(r)(solid line)correlation func-

tions.
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approx. Z1 �G nel=kB T �
2

0
th

19:6� 0:1 14:8� 0:1 10:9

1
st

20:0� 0:2 16:6� 0:1 8:9

TABLE I. Com parison of the �tting param eters (the

m onom er e�ective charge,Z 1,and the non-electrostatic free

energy,�G nel)and ofthe m eritfunctional�
2
resulting from

the sim ultaneous analysis ofthe nine SAXS curvesofFig.1

by applying the 0
th
-order and 1

st
- order approxim ations of

the paircorrelation functions.

IS �m B m ��
2

m

(m M ) (10
� 3

a.u.cm ) (10
� 5

a.u.)

0
th

1
st

0
th

1
st

0
th

1
st

Var(% )

7 1:450� 0:002 1:478� 0:002 4:62� 0:06 4:48� 0:06 14:2 8:0 � 43:7
17 1:424� 0:002 1:424� 0:002 4:73� 0:05 4:73� 0:05 14:8 10:7 � 27:7
27 1:619� 0:003 1:521� 0:003 4:79� 0:05 5:23� 0:05 10:9 8:7 � 20:2
47 1:397� 0:003 1:293� 0:003 3:46� 0:05 3:98� 0:04 10:6 9:9 � 6:6
67 1:443� 0:002 1:367� 0:002 3:78� 0:05 4:25� 0:06 7:7 5:5 � 28:6
87 1:405� 0:003 1:351� 0:003 4:18� 0:06 4:47� 0:07 12:0 11:8 � 1:7
107 1:493� 0:003 1:450� 0:002 2:06� 0:06 2:30� 0:06 9:3 8:2 � 11:8
207 1:478� 0:002 1:457� 0:002 4:12� 0:06 4:23� 0:06 10:1 9:5 � 5:9
507 1:529� 0:003 1:518� 0:003 3:68� 0:08 3:73� 0:08 8:3 8:0 � 3:6

TABLE II. Com parison ofthe scaling factors,�m ,the at

backgrounds, B m , and the m erit functionals, ��
2

m (Eq.17),

resulting from the sim ultaneous analysis of the nine SAXS

curvesofFig.1)by applying the0
th
-orderand 1

st
-orderap-

proxim ationsofthepaircorrelation functions.Thelastentry

Var(% )providestherelativevariation between the0
th
-order

and 1
st
-orderapproxim ations.
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