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Inversion of DN A charge by a positive polym er via fractionalization of the polym er
charge
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Charge Inversion of a DNA doubl helix by an oppositely charged exible polyelkctrolyte PE)
is widely used for gene delivery. It is considered here in tem s of discrete charges of DNA . W e
concentrate on the worst scenario case when in the neutral state of the DNA PE com plex, each of
the DNA charges is Iocally com pensated by a PE charge and show that charge inversion exists even
in this case. W hen an addiional PE m olecule is adsorbed by DNA , its charge gets fractionalized
into m onom er charges of defects (tails and arches) on the background of the perfectly neutralized
DNA . These charges spread all over the DNA elim inating the selfenergy of PE . Fractionalization
Jeads to a substantial charge inversion of DNA . W e show that fractionalization m echanisn charge
Inversion works also for nonlinear polym ers such as dendrim ers. R em arkably, such fractionalization
happens for adsorption of both PE or dendrin ers on a two-dim ensional charged lattice, as well.
R elation of fractionalization to otherm echanism s of charge inversion is discussed.

PACS numbers: 87.14Gg, 87.15Nn, 87.16Dg
I. INTRODUCTION

Inversion ofthe negative charge ofa DNA double helix
by its com plexation w ith a positive polyelectrolyte PE)
isused forthe gene delivery. T he positive chargeofDNA —
PE com plex facilitatesD NA contactw ith a typically neg—
ative cellm em branem aking penetration nto the cellhun-
dreds tin es m ore likely® . Charge inversion of DNA.PE
com plexeswasocon m ed recently by e]ect.tophoresi% L IE
at a given concentration of long D NA helices, the concen—
tration of shorter PE m olecules increases, at som e criti-
calpoint the electrophoreticm obility ofa DNA-PE com —
plex changes sign from negative to positive. Intuitively,
one can think that when a PE com pletely neutralizes a
DNA doubl helix new molcules of PE stop adsorbing
on DNA . Indeed, the P oisson-B oltzm ann approxin ation
for description of screening ofa DNA helix by any coun—
terions including PE does not lead to charge inversion.
T he counterintuitive phenom enon of charge inversion ofa
m acroion by oppg@;iil:eq.dnargaﬂ, PE hasattracted signi —
cant attention?APA2ERLILIAZLILS T can be explained
if one takes into acoount that the surface potentialof an
already neutralized DNA is ocally a ected by a new ap-—
proaching PE molcule, or in other words,, faking into
account correlations between PE m olecules®4. Due to
repulsive interaction between PE moleculs a new PE
m olecule pushes aside PE m olecules which are already
adsorbed on DNA surface and creates on the surface an
oppositely charged im age of itself. The in age attracts
the new PE molecule lading to charge inversion. This
phenom enon is sim ilar to attraction ofa charge to a neu—
tralm etal.

For quantitative consideration, charges of DNA are
offten assumed to be smeared and to form uniform ly
charged cylinder. This approach seem s to be justi ed
when density of charge of PE is larger than density of

charge at the DNA surface so that m ost ofDNA surface

isem pty. However, it isclearly far from satisfactory when

these densities are aln ost equaland PE charges strongly

com pete for charges of DNA (see gures below). Ap-—
proxin ation of uniform charge also ignores interference

between chem ical structure of DNA surface and ofPE.

T herefore, generally speaking, it isnoteven clearw hether
charge inversion exists in the case ofdiscrete chargesor it

is jast an artifact ofthe assum ption ofuniform 7 sm eared

charge. In this paper, we consider e ects of discreteness
of e chargesofDNA .W e show that in this case charge
Inversion exists aswell. Tt can be explained asa resul of
the \fractionalization" of charge of PE m olecules. Such

explanation tums out to be even sin pler and m ore visual
than for the m odel of am eared charges of DNA .

N egative elem entary charges of DNA phosphates are
situated along the two spirals at the exterior ofboth he-
lices. W hen unfolded, each spiral is an one-din ensional
lattice of such charges, w ith the lattice constant a= 6.7A .
Let us consider a toy modelofa PE as a freely pinted
chain ofZ snall+ emonom ers. To m axin ize the role of
discreteness of DNA charge we begin from the assum p—
tion that the PE bond length b is exactly equal to the
distance a between negative charges ofa spiral. W e call
such PE \m atching". W e also assum e that m inim aldis-
tance, d, between a PE charge and a charge ofDNA is
an allerthan a. Then PE m olecules can attach toaDNA
charge spiral in such a way that every charge of the spi-
ralis Jocally com pensated by a PE charge and, therefore,
DNA is com pletely neutralized.

T he case ofa very shortpolym er (ocligomer)with Z = 3
is shown in Fig. :_Zl:a as a sin plest illustration. T he neu—
tralization by a m atching PE is so perfect that it isdi —
cul to In agihehow anotherPE m olecule can be attached
to DNA . Thus, i seem s to be In possble to overcharge
DNA . In this paperwe show that even in thisworst pos—
sble for charge Inversion scenario, there is a m echanisn
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FIG .1: The origih of charge fractionalization. a) O ne of the
spirals of negative charges of DNA (white soheres) is com —
pletely neutralized by positive PE m oleculesw ith Z = 3 T heir
charges are shown by black spheres, neutral atom s are not
shown.A new PE molecule is approachingDNA .b) The new

PE m olecule is "digested", its charge is split in + e charges of
tw o tails and an arch (center).

which brings an additional PE to the neutralized DNA
and leads to charge inversion. W e call this m echanism
fractionalization and F ig. g} show s how this m echanisn
works forthe case0ofZ = 3W hen anew PE com esto the
DNA double helix which is already neutralized by PE, it
creates a place for itself or, in otherwords, the oppositely
charged In age in the ollow Ing way.

In each of Z already-adsorbed PE m olecules one PE
m onom er detaches from DNA surface. This leads to for-
m ation of positive defects (tails and arches) and Z nega-
tive vacancieson DNA .A 11Z vacancies can pin together
and form a large vacancy of a length Z by shifting of
adsorbed PE m oleculesalong DNA .A new PE molcule
is accomm odated in this vacancy. As a result of con—
sum ption ofthism olecule Z defects w ith charge + e each
appear on top of the com plktely neutralized spiral (see
Fig.Tb).

Thise ectively looksascutting ofthenew PE m olecule
Into Z individual m onom ers and spreading them out
along the spiral. In other words, charge inversion of
DNA happens by fractionalization of the PE m olcule
charge. O f course, none of the chem icalbonds is really
cut, and this phenom enon is solely due to the correlated
distribution of PE m olecules, which avoid each other at
the DNA spiral. In this sense, fractionalization we are
taking about is sim ilar to what happens in fractional
quantum Halle ect? or in the polyacetylenel®, where
m any-electron correlations result in the fractionalization
of the electron charge.

Fractionalization is driven by elin ination of the self-
energy of free PE m olecules. By the selfenergy wem ean
the energy of repulsive interactions of Z positive charges
of the PE molecule in extended conform ation which it
has in the solution. In the fractionalized state, charges
ofm onom ers are very far from each other and practically
do not interact, so that the positive PE selfenergy is
elim inated and, therefore, gained.

In the next section we calculate fractionalization in—
duced charge inversion by am atching exlblePE .In Sec.

TITwe discusswhat happenswhen PE doesnotm atch the
DNA soiral of charges so that linear densities of charge
aredi erent. In Sec. IV we generalize these ideas to ad-
sorption on two-dim ensional lattices of discrete m acroion
charge. W e show that In the case ofm atching exblePE
fractionalization works perfectly even in two-din ensions.
This is interesting because m any other physical exam -
ples of charge fractionalization do not work beyond one
din ension. Furthem ore, this is the st classical ex—
am ple of real tw o-din ensional fractionalization. In Sec.
V we generalize our theory to exdble polym ers, which
do not have linear structure. W e concentrate there on
charge inversion of DNA by dendrim ers and show that
In this case fractionalization ideas lead to charge inver—
sion, too. In Sec VI, we discuss additional m echanism
of charge Inversion related to the fact that DNA charges
can be accessble from two opposite sides. W e conclude
In Sec. VII. A short version of this paper is published
elsew here ],

II. FRACTIONALIZATION INDUCED CHARGE
INVERSION:A MATCHING
POLYELECTROLYTE

Letusnow calculate the lineardensity ofthe net charge
of DNA, ,usihg the fractionalization m echanisn . The
chem icalpotentialof the PE absorbed at the spiralis

s=ZkgTIh( =9)+ Ze Q) : @)
The rst tem in the right hand side of Eq. «l) is the
chem ical potential of the one-dim ensional gas of defects
( o’ 0:0e=A isthe bare charge density ofDNA).W e
used expression for the chem icalpotentialofan idealgas
because the Coulom b interaction energy between defects
attheadistance ofa few a ismuch smallerthankg T @’
k,wherely = €®=Dks T ’ 7A isthe B frrum length.)
The second term in the right hand side ofEqg. é'_].') is the
repulsion energy ofthe new PE from the inverted charge
ofthe DNA . In this term, (0) is the averaged surface
potentialofthe DNA helix. W e assum e in thispaperthat
the net charge of DNA is screened by a m onovalent salt
at the screening length rg, which ismuch larger than a.
Then (0) can be calculated asthe surface potentialofa
cylinder w ith radius of DNA helix R and linear density
of charge

2 s+ R
0" —h—: @)
D R
To nd 1ntheequilbrium state, one hasto equate the
chem ical potential of adsorbed PE m olecules w ith that
ofa free PE in the solution. T he later one can be calcu-
lated as llow ing. D ue to the repulsive Coulom b inter—
action between m onom ers, a free PE in the solution has
an extended shape tom inin ize itsenergy. T herefore, the
chem icalpotentialofa free PE in solution can be w ritten
as the selfenergy ofa rigid rod w ith the length Z a and



the linear charge density e=a plus the standard idealgas
contribution kg T N N vg) N is the number concentra—
tion of free PE In solution and vy is the volum e ofa PE
molcule):

0= @e&=Da)hL=a)+ ke T N V) ; &)

where L = min(rs;Z a) and D is the dielectric constant
ofwater. , ,
E quating the chem ical potentials of Egs. (_3) and (_]:),
one has
e L kg T 0

kBT
0)= —h—+ h—+
Da a e Ze

hWNw): @)

In Eqg. ('_4) one can Interpret the right hand side as a
\correlation" volage that (over)chargesthe DNA to the
potential (0). Complte analysis of Eq. @) is given
In the Appendix. It show s that with grow ing N the net
chargeofDNA experiencesa rstordertransition from
negative to positive values. Here we concentrate only at
large enough N , where is positive.

Let us m ake two sim plifying approxin ations. F irstly,
we assum e that the concentration N of PE in the so—
lution is large enough so that PE translational entropy
tem (the last term in Eqg. (:ff)) can be neglcted. In
other words, we calculate the m axiIn um possble charge
inversion. T his lim it is reached when N Ny, where

! Z3 hL=a)=a) ®)

No= vy exp(
is an exponentially an all characteristic concentration.
For a Iong PE N, is so am all that one does not need
alarge N to get to this 1im it.

Secondly, as a good approxin ation, one can now ne-
glct second temm of the right side of Eq. (:ﬁJ:), which is
resgoonsible forthe entropy ofdefectson DNA . T hiseasily
Jeads to a solution for the net charge density

’ i nL=a) . 6)
2ah[@+ R)=R]

Now one can check that this solution is consistent w ith
the assum ption that the entropic term can be neglected
by substituting it back into Eq. @).

E quation 6'_6) show s that is positive indicating that
the bare DNA charge is inverted. Know ing  and using

JoJj= 0®6e=A’ 3:9e=a the charge Inversion ratio can be
calculated
hL=a
— - az—nC )
0 Inf@ks + R)=R]
ForDNA R = 10A and a = 6:/A, so that at rg 10A

the ratio of logarithm s can be only slightly larger than
uniy. Thus, the charge inversion ratio created by frac—
tionalization is lm ited by 20% . Up to such point we
Indeed can neglect C oulom b interactionsbetw een defects
In the chem ical potential of the gas of defects (the rst
tem in the right hand side of Eq. {)).

Rem arkably, the extremely crude bead-and-stick
model of PE discussed above can give reliabl and uni-
versal predictions. The calculation described above is
not sensitive to m any m icroscopic details and chem ically—
soeci c e ectson atom ic scale. O ne could worry about
behavior of dielectric constant of water at sm all dis-
tances, destruction of water solvation shells, other in—
teractions (van der W aals, hydrogen bonds, etc.) A llof
them are not In portant because they allm odify energy
of interaction of PE wih DNA which does not enter In
the above calculation. This energy is identical for con—

gurations on Fjg.:_ia and Fjg.:_ib. The only di erence
between these con gurations is the selfenergy of a free
PE m olecule, which doesnot depend on any detailsofthe
PE-DNA Interaction. O nly this selfenergy drives charge
nversion.

Onecould also ask about the role ofthe nite exibility
of PE for the tails. Aswe allknow , freely pinted chain
m odel of polycation is usefil on length scales of several
nanom eters, but isnot literally valid even on length scales
of6-7A .W ewant to em phasize that we do not need ideal

exibility oftails, which letsthem to be perpendicularto
DNA cylinder surface. The only requirem ents for exi-
bility of tails assum ed In our calculation is that the tail
can be raised in such a way that its end m onom er avoids
the end m onom er the neighboring PE molecule. This
requirem ents is il lled In m any cases, for exam ple, for
the spem ineld = 4). ©One should take into account
that the neighboring PE charged m onom ers are usually
connected by a chain of severalneutralm onom ers).

Sm all arches shown on Fig. -r}'b, however, are m ore
sensitive to exibility than tails. If the persistent length
of PE, 1 is larger than the distance between charges, a,
loops (arches) have a typicallength 1. Tn a long PE where
arches dom inate this leads to replacem ent of In (L=a) by
In€=D) ;n Eqg. (-rj) and therefore to a som ew hat weaker
charge inversion.

In them ostly theoretical case ofa short and extrem ely
rigid PE when even tails can not bend at all, so that a
PE charge of a neutralized DNA is totally incom press—
ble, both fractionalization and charge inversion disap-—
pear. This is sin ilar to what happens when Z —ions are
hard spheres and one layer of them, exactly com pensates
the unifom ly charged backgroundﬂzz . Charge inversion
disappeares in these cases, because there are no inter-
nal degrees of freedom ofm olecules to m ake the system
com pressble.

Until now we talked about one-dim ensional periodic
chain of negative charges. If we recallthat in DNA this
chain actually is a spiral we face another requirem ent
for the exbility ofa long PE.A PE moleculk should
be exbl enough to ollow DNA spiral. M ost of PE
can do that, for exam ple sperm ine doedd. O n the other
hand, extrem ely rigid long PE can not follow a spiral
of charge and, therefore, screens DNA as an uniform ly
charged cylinder, namely PE rods in this case arrange
them selvesat its surface collinearly w ith the cylinder axis
and each other.
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FIG . 2: The origih of charge fractionalization for a PE w ith
linear charge density tw ice Jarger than for a DNA spiral. a)
A W ignercrystaklike ground state of a periodic chain ofneg—
ative charges neutralized by PE molculs with Z = 3 and
b= a=2 (their charges are shown by black spheres). A new

PE molecule is approaching DNA .b) The new PE m olecule
is "digested" by DNA . Its charge is split In + e charges of Z

grain boundaries.

Concluding this section, we would lke to say that the
discreteness of charges does not prevent charge inversion
even in the worst case of perfect m atching.

III. POLYELECTROLYTE W ITH
NON-MATCHING DENSITY OF CHARGE

How does fractionalization work when distance be-
tween charges of PE, b, is not equal to the distance be—
tween charges of an unfolded DNA spiral, a? Consider,
for exam ple, comm ensurate PE wih b= a=2, which has
linear density of charge tw ice larger than a DNA spiral.
In thiscase, PE m oleculesdue to C oulom b repulsion form
an analog ofW ignercrystalwherePE m oleculesaltemate
w ith vacant places (see F ig. IZia) Even if the PE is ab—
solutely rigid a new PE m olecule creates Z distant grain
boundaries (dom ain walls), where one vacancy ism issing
(see Fig. :_Zb) . The charge of each grain boundary is + e,
so that charge of the new PE m olecule is fractionalized.
and a part of the selfenergy of PE is elin lnated in the
way sin ilar to what happens in the case ofm atching PE .

Fractionalization continues to work when the lnear
charge density of m ultivalent counterion (Z —ion) is even
larger. W e can im agihe such lim i, when replacing PE
with a metallic mulkivalent ion (or example, La'?),
which touches only one negative charge of DNA . Then
we arrive at a ground state of neutralized DNA which
resamblesW igner crystaleven closer (see F ig. :_3a) . Frac—
tionalization of a new charge Into Z m onovalent charges
of grain boundaries (see F ig. :_I{b) decreases selfenergy
and drives charge inversion. In contrary to obviouselin —
J'natjgn of Interaction between m onom ers in the case of
Fig. 'L it ismoredi cul to see how selfenergy iselin —
nated In Figs. .2 and -3 For exam ple, to get an idea how
this happens in the case of Fig. d it helps to draw a
sohere w ith radius a bit larger than a both around the
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FIG . 3: The origih of charge fractionalization for m ultivalent
counterions. a) A W igner—crystallike ground state of a peri-
odic chain of negative charges (white spheres) neutralized by
m ultivalent counterionsw ith Z = 3 (larger black spheres). b)
Thenew Z —don is "digested" by DNA . Its charge is split in + e
charges of Z grain boundaries. B roken circles are explained
In the text

new free Z <on on Fig. da and around the center of each
0ofZ dom ain wallson F i. -jb T hey are show n by broken
circles. Let us considernow what happened to the energy
ofthe ekectric eld ofthe new Z —don concentrated In the
extermal space of these spheres. D ue to fractionalization
ofZ —ion the energy ofthe charge Z is clearly replaced by
the an aller sum of Z energies of m onovalent ions. This
illustrateswhat wem ean talking about elin ination ofthe
selfenergy in this case.

In Fig. :_j we already arrived at a m odel of charge
density wave and fractionalization in polyacetilene and a
very crude picture for the fractionalHalle ect at 1ling
factor1/3. In the latter case, em pty circlesm ean discrete
Landau states and an electron charge e is split in 3
charges e=3.

Fi. 3 also resem bles what happens in the case of ad—
sorption of Z =ions on the line or,surface with uniform
distrbution of background c:l'largef"ldl In that case, the
charge of a new Z —ion is sn eared along the background
due to amn all elastic deform ations of W igner-crystallike
strongly correlated liquid. In other words, Z —don is frac—
tionalized into in nitesim ally sm all portions. One can
visualize the transition to the case of uniform surface
charge In agining that both elem entary charge ofour lat—
tice and lattice constant a vanish, while charge density
ofDNA and charge of Z —ion are kept constant.

Let us retum to adsorption of PE wih a nite linear
charge density on DNA and discuss m ore com plicated
situations, when b< a,butband a are incom m ensurable.
Even In this case ground state of a neutralized DNA is
a crystal. If an addiional PE molecul is adsorbed it
is still fractionalized to Z grain boundaries w ith charge
+e.Theonly di erence from comm ensurable case shown
on Fig. 2: is that grain boundary can include severalPE
m olecules.



FIG .4: The origin of a shear deform ation string between two
+ 2e defects, which appeared as a resuls of adsorption of an
additional Z —ion with Z = '4 in a two-din ensional generaliza—
tion of the m odelofF . G.

IV. FRACTIONALIZATION OF
POLYELECTROLYTE CHARGE IN
TW O-DIM ENSION S

It iswellknown that fractionalization of charge of Z —
jon into free (tom oveto In niy) grain boundaries shown
for example In Fig. :_3 can not be generalized to a two—
din ensionalcase. Let us In agine a tw o-dim ensionalana—
g of the problm of Fig. i using a square Jattice of
m onovalent negative charges which is neutralized by Z -
ons with charge Z = 4 form ing a square lattice with
period 2a. If we bring another Z —ion and try to split
it into two point like grain boundaries w ith charge + 2e
along them ain axes of the square lattice, we realize that
the lattice of Z —ons looses energy everyw here between
them because of the shear deform ation created (See Fig.
:fl) . This is equivalent to a string between charges + 2e
w ith energy proportionalto length. Thus, charges + 2e
of the defects are not pem itted to m ove very far away
from each other. In other words, they are con ned in a

nite dom ain.

N evertheless, in the rst approxin ation, charge inver—
sion can be stillcalculated as ifproducts ofthe Z —ion frac—
tionalization were free to move to In nity. Indeed, one
can estin ate the de con nement sizeand nd that it
ismuch largerthan a Z (the average distance between
Z —dons on the surface), because the energy of abovem en—
tioned strings is proportionalto the shearm odulus ofthe
Coulomb lattice of Z —<ions on the negative background
lattice which is known to be num erically sm all. T here-
fore, m ost of the selfenergy ofZ —jonpognoentrated in the
electric eld at radius larger than a Z is elin nated in
spite of defects con nem ent.

Ream arkably, for a reasonably exble matching PE
fractionalization into free tails and arches isnot a strictly
one-din ensional phenom enon. It is easy to see that
the sam e mechanisn applies equally well to a two—
din ensional square lattice of discrete negative charges
w ith the lattice constant, a, equalto the PE bond length
b. Indeed, one can see In Fig. E% that all previous argu—

FIG . 5: Fractionalization of an additional PE m olecule w ith
Z = 3 Into three positive defects at a tw o-din ensional lattice
ofnegative charges (white spheres) neutralized by already ad-
sorbed PE. Positive charges of PE m olcules are shown by
black spheres.

m ents about the rol of tails and arches can be carried
over to this case. T here are no strings between tails and
arches In this case. This is a ram arkable consequence
of the iInvolvem ent of additional degrees of freedom re—
lated to the third din ension. W e do not know any other
classical exam ple of charge fractionalization In a really
tw o-din ensional system .

There are, however, an all m odi cations of the ana-—
Itic formulae for charge Inversion. Defects wih +e
charges form now a two-dim ensional gas with concen—
tration =e, where is the net positive surface charge
density playing the roles of . The chean ical potential
ofthis gas is ks T In(@® =e). The surface potential is

©0)= 2 rs=D . The balance of the chem ical poten-
tialof PE m olecules adsorbed at the surface w ith that of
a free PE In the solution reads

2 Is L kB T

e e kg T
=—h—+ n +
D Da a e a? Ze

@ wv) : (8)

A gain, assum ing that the PE concentration N is large
(or calculating the m axim um possble charge inversion)
the solution to Eq. (:g), fora’ Lk, wihinh a numerical
factor, is

" (e=ars)=In(rs=a) : 9)

Onecan see that, ora’ %, in the free energy gained by
fractionalization of the PE m olecule charge, the entropy
contribution is com parable to the selfenergy, In contrary
w ith the one-din ensional case, w here the entropic term
can be neglected. This is due to a higher number of
degrees of freedom which a two-din ensional surface pro—
vides to the gas of defects. If rg a, the charge inver—
sion ratio for the tw o-din ensionalcase is an aller than for
DNA:
a _ Is

> = —nh—: (10)
e=a rs a




An inportant role of elin lnation of the selfenergy for
adsorption of a exibl PE on an oppositely uniform ly
charged surface can be traced in Refs. 4, 10, 113.

V. CHARGE INVERSION OF DNA BY
DENDRIM ERSAND FRACTIONALIZATION

Until now we considered adsorption of linear charged
molculs PE) both on one- and two-din ensional lat-
tices of the background charge. It is Interesting to note
that the fractionalization m echanisn works form olecules
of other shapes, too. Let us, for exam ple, consider den—
drim ers (starlke branchingm oleculesw ith a large num —
ber of m onovalent positive charges on their peripheyy,),
which were also shown to invert the charge of DNALE.
D endrin ersw ith chargesZ = 4, 8 can easily com pensate a
com pact group ofnearest Z chargesofboth DNA helices.
Ifa DNA double helix is totally covered and neutralized
by such dendrim ers (see the schem atic F ig. :_(ia for Z = 4)
an additional dendrim er can still be adsorbed on DNA .
T his happens because two charges + e of two distant al-
ready adsorbed dendrin ers can be raised above the DNA
surface when a new dendrim er m olecule is adsorbed on
DNA (seeFi. -'_éb). A s in the case of linear m okecules,
this fractionalization of the dendrim er w ith charge + 4e
Into two charges + 2e lads to the galn of its selfenergy
and to charge inversion.

A gain we seethat allthese phenom ena becam epossible
only due to the additional of freedom of PE m olecules,
which In this case is rotational. (F'ractionalization into
charges + e in this case can lads to a larger energy be-
cause all adsorbed dendrim ers between two dendrim ers
raising one tail should be deform ed leading to a string
w ith energy proportionalto the length between them .)

Ifwe dealw ith higher generations of dendrin ers w hich
have very large charges such as 32e or 64e, we arrive
at a di erent W ignercrystal-lke picture (see Fig. :_7).
B ecause ofthe three-dim ensionalstructure oftheir chem —
icalbondsthesem olecules can not expand enough so that
each charge of them reaches an opposite charge ofDNA
and com pensates it. In other words, when profcted to
a DNA doublk helix, these high generation dendrim ers
havem uch larger linear density of charge than the double
helix itself. T hus, large segm ents ofthe helix between ad—
sorbed dendrim ers rem ain negatively charged, and form
a W ignerSeiz cells around each dendrimer. This is
how w ith grow Ing charge of dendrin ers the fractionaliza—
tion m echanian is replaced by them echanian ofW igner-
crystal-like correlations. Q ualitative di erence between
DNA com plexesw ith dendrin ers of low and high gengr—
ations has been clearly dem onstrated experim enta 18
Because large fraction ofDNA charges is not neutralized
by dendrim ers the high generation com plexes are m ore
sensitive to the sal concentration.

FIG. 6: The origin of charge fractionalization in dendrim er
adsorption. a) Two linear chains of negative charges of DN A

(white spheres) which are obtained unfolding DNA spirals of
charges. They are com pletely neutralized by positive den—
drin er m olecules with Z = 4. D endrim er are schem atically
shown by plane crosses w ith + e charges (plack spheres) at the
ends. A new dendrin erm olecule is approaching DNA .b) The
new dendrim erm olecule is "digested" by DNA . Its charge is
split In + 2e charges of the tail doublets.

VI. SHARING OF DNA CHARGESASA
MECHANISM OF CHARGE INVERSION

Let us retum to com plexation ofa DNA double helix
w ith PE m oleculesw ith them atchingbond length, b= a,
and discuss another possible m echanisn of charge inver—
sion, which is also related to the discreteness of DNA
charge and further ncreases the positive charge of DNA —
PE complex. Let us consider a m onom er tailof PE on
Fig. :_l.l.b and explore w hether som e energy can be gained
if the positive charge of this m onom er m oves down to
the plane of DNA charges, approaches already neutral-
ized negative charge of the DNA and shares it w ith the
end m onom er of the neighboring PE m olecul In a way
shown in Fig. :g If these two end monom ers m ay sit
on exactly opposite sides of the negative charge ofDNA,
the additionalenergy e®*=2d can be gained, where d is the
distance of the closest approach of a PE m onom er and
aDNA charge. Ata su cintly snalld this energy can
be even larger than the gain per tail from elin nation
of the selfenergy. In a DNA doubl helix, all the neg—
ative charges Indeed are on the ridge above neighboring
neutralatom s. Two su ciently snallmonomersmay t
Into the large and an allgroves on both sides ofthe ridge.
O n the otherhand, ifbecause of sterical Iim itations they
can not be In the perfect opposition the energy gain is
an aller. If both end monom ers PE have the sam e size
as the negative charge ofDNA the addiional energy of
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FIG .7: The origin of charge Inversion in adsorption of high
generation dendrin ers. a) DNA doubl helix (gray) neutral-
ized by a W igner-—crystal-like liquid of a high generation den—
drin ers (dark spheres). A new dendrin er m olecul is ap-
proaching DNA .b) The new dendrim erm olecule is integrated
Into W ignercrystallike liquid while neighboring already ad—
sorbed dendrim ers slide away from it and sm ear its charge
over the helix.

FIG.8: A view from the top on an unfolded spiral of nega—
tive charges of DNA (white soheres) and two PE m olecules
(black). Two positive end m onom ers share a negative charge
of DNA in the perfect opposition.

sharing vanishes when all three spheres touch each other
form ing equilateral triangle. This still leaves room for
sharing e ect, whilke say one m onom er perfectly ts in
large grove but the second one only partially ts in the
an all grove.

VII. CONCLUSION

The maln result of this paper is that discreteness of
surface charges of a m acroion, for exam ple, doubl he-
lix DNA does not prevent is overcharging by opposiely
charged PE and other Z <ons. For a exble PE even
In the worst scenario ofm atching PE and DNA geom e-
tries, when in the neutral state all charges of DNA are
perfectly neutralized by PE, charge inversion happens
due to fractionalization of PE charge into + e charges
of defects. This is extrem ely transparent m echanian as
illustrated on Fig. . Tt is clearly related to intemal de—
grees of freedom ofa exble PE.In the non-m atching
cases, them echanisn of charge inversion for discrete sur-
face charges looksm ore sim ilar to the one previously dis—-

cussed in am odelofuniform ly charged m acroion surface,
but still is accom panied by fractionalization.

In conclusion, we em phasize that in any case charge in—
version happens due to the fact that a new PE m olecule
rearranges already adsorbed PE in such away that is
In age or correlation hol strongly attracts this new PE
molcul. This physics can not be descrbed by the
P oisson-B oltzm ann theory because this theory uses the
m ean— eld potentialwhich does not depend on the posi-
tion ofa new PE m olkcul.
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APPENDIX A:CHARGE OF DNA AS A
FUNCTION OF POLYELECTROLYTE
CONCENTRATION

In Sec. :_I-L we assum ed the bulk PE concentration,
N , is very large so that the translation entropy cost of
condensing them on DNA can be neglected. Equation
(:§), thus, gives the upper lin it for the DNA net Inverted
charge. O n the other hand, at very sn allN , the entropy
cost cannot be neglected and leads to the undercharging
of DNA . In this appendix, we would lke to calculate

N ) explicitly and show that in them atchingcaseDNA
m olecules change their sign w ith increasihngN by a st
order phase transition.

W hen DNA is undercharged, < 0, Instead of a gas
of raised m onom ers (tails and arches) on the DNA sur-
face, one has a gas of vacancies. These are the DNA
charges which are not covered by any PE m onom ers. At
JIow concentration (sn allundercharging), these vacancies
practically do not interact and their chem ical potential
can be approxin ated by that of an idealgas at the sam e
concentration ks T In( =3 3. Thus, Eq. ¥) needs only
a anallm odi cation to properly describe both the over—
and under<charged DNA :

2 rs+ R 0 1 N
In nh—= —Th— @Al
e=k R JJ 2 Ny

w here the second term is the chem icalpotential of raised
m onom ers in the overcharging case and it isthe chem ical
potential of vacancies In the undercharging case. In Eq.
@ 1), we have also combined two tem s of Eq. @) using
the characteristic concentration N o given by Eg. ('_5) .

Tt should be noted that, the apparent divergence ofthe
kft sideofEq. @ 1) atsmall isrelated to the fact that
we neglected a small concentration of intrinsic defects
(raised m onom ers and vacancies). T his concentration is
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FIG.9: Behavior of ([ ) near the charge inversion transi-
tion. The lim i discussed in Sec. I} starts only in the upper-
right comer ofthe gures. a) G raphical solution to Eq. Q—\_]:) .
The solid line is the right hand side of Eq. LA_]:). W hen
N > N, there is only one solution .When N < N, there
are three solutions, ;;3;3.b) TheDNA net charge density

as a function of N (the solid line). A rst order phase tran-—
sition from the undercharged to overcharged state happens
at N = N.. The dashed lines correspond to the m etastable
values of

oftheordera ! exp( &=2dkp T). It existseven at =
0 and truncates the divergence of In ( ¢p=j Jj atanall
However,when j j ea ! exp( é&=2dks T) onetype of
defects dom inates over the other and one can neglect the

contribution from them nority ones. This iswhatwedid
nEq. @1).

To understand how . varies wih N , it is very in—
structive to sove Eq. (A1) graphically. O ne can see the
follow ing behavior:

When N is large such that N > N, where
DN =No)=Z = 1 hi2hiE+R)=RFEh)g Eq.
@ 1) has only one solution for . This solution is posi-
tive, Indicating that the DNA helix is overcharged.

W hen N decreasesa ]ji:tjebji:bebw_l\l 1, there are three
solutions ; > 0> , > 5 ofEq. A1) Fig. da). The
solution ; corresponds to the stable overcharged state.
The solution 5 corresponds to the m etastable under—
charged state. The solution , isunstable (it corresponds
to a localm axin um In the grand potential of the system
located between two Iocalm inimumsat ; and ;.)

W hen N decreasesbelow N . whereN . isde ned asthe
PE ooncentration at which the two shaded areas In F ig.
:_Eia equal each other M axwell ruk), a rst order phase
transition happens. Note that atexp( &=2dks T) 1
a calculation of N . can be done w ith help of Eq. @:]:)
because the truncation due to Intrinsic defects produces
only a an allcorrection to one ofareas.) T he overcharged
solution ; becom es m etastable while the undercharged
solution ; becom es stable. Thus, the function W)
hasa nite Jyimp at N = N.. This function is plotted
by the solid line in Fig. o. T he m etastable branches of

N ) are plotted as the dashed line.
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