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The interplay of topological constraints and Coulom b interactions in static and dynam ic prop—
erties of charged polym ers is investigated by num erical sin ulations and scaling argum ents. In the
absence of screening, the long-range interaction localizes irreducib le topological constraints into tight
m olecular knots, while com posite constraints are factored and separated. Even when the forces are
screened, tight knotsm ay survive as local (or even global) equilbria, as long as the overall rigidity
of the polym er is dom inated by the Coulom b interactions. A s entanglem ents involving tight knots
are not easy to elin Inate, their presence greatly in uences the relaxation tin es of the system . In
particular, we nd that tight knots in open polym ers are rem oved by di usion along the chain,
rather than by opening up. The knot di usion coe cient actually decreases w ith its charge density,

and for highly charged polym ers the knot’s position appears frozen.

PACS numbers: 02.10Kn 82.35Rs87.15~~ 3620Ey 05.40.a

I. NTRODUCTION

A polymer chain can be easily deform ed, but since
it cannot cross itself, it is sub fct to topological con-—
straints. These constraints can be tem porary, such as
entanglem ents between linear polym ers, or pem anent if
the chainsare closed (ring polym ers) or cross-linked. Un—
derstanding the In uence of topological entanglem ents
on static and dynam ic properties of polym ers is a long—
standing issue EL, d], which has recently found renewed
Interest in the context of knotted biopolym ers. DNA in
the cell can change its topology by the topoisom erase
enzym es that pass one strand through another, in the
process either creating or rem oving knots B]. Synthetic
RNA trefoil knots have been used to prove the existence
ofa sim ilar (previously unknown) topology changing en—
zZym e E_4]. There is also much interest in developing ar-
ti cial biopolym ers, for exam ple as m olecular building
blocks or for DNA -based com puting, and in this quest
com plex knots and links have been created in both singke
and doubke stranded DNA []. T ight knots have been tied
In single m olecule experin ents on both DNA and actin

lam ents using optical tw eezers -r_fﬁ]

Several theoretical approaches have addressed the In—

uence of topological constraints in polym er netw orks
and solutions. In particular, the tulke m odel 'Q] in which
the constraints are replaced by a hard con ning tube,
is quite successfil in predicting relaxation dynam ics of
polym eric solutions. In a com plem entary approach, topo—
logical constraints are described In tem s of Jocalized en—
tanglem ents or knots, that perform collective m otions
along the polym ers ij]. Single m olecule experin ents are
now able to probe polym ers of speci ed topology, and to

exam Ine the n uence ofknot com plexity on basic physi-
calproperties such asthe radiusofgyration R4 . A sinple
scaling picture B ]suggeststhat Ry is reduoed asapower
of the knot com plexiy, m easured by the m Inim al num —
ber of crossings in a profction. Indeed, a Flory m ean

eld theory ofknotted ring polym ers:_[B ,:_-l_b] Incorporating
this knot nvariant predicts various scaling dependences
on knot com plexity. A topological localization e ect is
also suggested, In which knots segregate in a single rela—
tively com pact dom ain while the rest ofthe polym er ring
expels all the entanglem ents and swells ﬁ:ee]y R ecent
M onte C arlo sim ulations in Refs. [1]1 :12 :_1§ :_lé_i] support
the idea that entropic factors localize topological con—
straints. This is bolstered by analytical argum ents on
slip-linked polym ers flﬂ], and experim ents on vibrated
granular chains [L6].

M any biopolym ers are highly charged. The e ect of
electrostatics on knotting probability of double stranded
DNA has been studied In the case where the screening
length is an aller than the persistence length of the poly—
mer. The e ect of the Coulomb interactions is then to
renom alizethee ective thicknessofthepolym er-'_[i_’J ,:_?L_é].
However synthetic polym ers and single stranded DNA
both have an intrinsic persistence length of the order
s 1nm -'_ﬂ_é] which could be an allcom pared to the elec—
trostatic screening lengths. In this paper we explore the
In uence of topological constraints on charged polym ers
In cases where the screening length is lJarge or com para—
ble to the intrinsic persistence length. In Sec. ITwe start
by considering the idealized case of unscreened Coulom b
Interactions. This case dem onstrates that under long-—
range Interactions the topological constraints are pulled
Into tight knots. As discussed in Sec. ﬂIt this conclu—
sion has to be reexam ined In real system s due to nie
rigidiy of the polym er, them al uctuations, and, m ost
In portantly, nite screening. Surprisingly, we nd that
tight knots are rather resilient: They rem ain as global
equilbriim solutions as long as the overall shape of the
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polym er is dom inated by the (screened) Coulomb inter—
actions. T ight knots can also rem ain asm etastable states
for shorter screening lengths, as long as the electrostatic
bending rigidity is larger than the intrinsic one. Such
long-lived tight knots have strong in uence on the re]ax—
ation dynam ics of the polym ers as discussed in Sec. -N.
In particular, we nd that them ost lkely way for elim i-
nating topological entanglem ents is by di usion of tight
knots along the chain; interestingly strongerC oulomb in—
teractions lead to tighter knots that are lessm obilke.

II. UNSCREENED INTERACTIONS

We rst consider a sinpl model of a charged poly—
m er in which m onom ers repel each other via unscreened
Coulomb interactions. The interaction between two
charges e, In a solvent w ith dielectric constant ", sep—
arated by distance r is €?="r, and consequently the over—
a]le]ect:cost%tjc energy of a polym er of N m onom ers is
Ve= ©@=" L ;1=¥1 53j where r; is the position of
i~th m onom er. G iven a typical separation between ad-
“pcent m onom ers of a, it is convenient to introduce the
energy scale o &="a. Initially, we cus on con gu-—
rations In which the m onom ers are lIocally stretched to
form smooth straight segm ents, gradually curving at a
larger length scale R set by the overall shape. For such
con gurations the Coulom b energy has the form

R an ?
NJn—+cR ; @)

E.N)= o

where ¢ is a num erical constant of order unity, and we
note the ©llow ing:

For any smooth curve, the integral of the 1=r{
potential leads to a logarithm ic divergence, and
consequently the energy of the polym er is overex—
tensive, and, consequently, the tension on the poly—
m er increases as nN . T herefore, therm al uctua-—
tions are irrelevant for a su ciently long polym er,
whose shape is determ ned by m inin izing the en-
ergy.

The second tem in Equ,l can be regarded as the
Coulom b Interaction between charges (or orderN )
on rem ote parts of the polym er (distances of order
R). Since typically R / N a, the partition of the
energy between the two parts is not precise, and
can be changed by rede ningR.

The Coulomb interaction prefers to keep the
charges far apart, and the polym er m Inin izes is
energy by assum ing a shapew ithm axim alR . T hus,
open polym ers sim ply form straight lines, while un—
knotted ringpolym ers form circles.

T he above argum ent can bem islkeading in the case ofa
knotted polym er, as illustrated in FJg:;' Here, we used
Monte Carlo M C) o -lattice simulations to detem ine

FIG.1l: The initial (left) and equilbrium (right) conform a-
tions of a 64-m onom er charged polym er, at T = 14, form Ing
a trefoilknot. (The right gure is reduced by a factor of2).

the shape ofknotted polym ersat nite tem perature. O ur
m odel polym er consisted of hard sphere m onom ers con—
nected by \tethers" RG] that have no energy but lin it the

distance of a connected pair to 1.05 of the hard sphere

diam etera. F ig.ik depicts the results ofa sin ulation fora

trefoilknot: A san initial conform ation (left) in this sin -
ulation (@swellas in the subsequent sin ulations ofm ore

com plex knots) we used a hamm onic representation 1_2-1:]

In which coordinates of the m onom ers are given as poly—
nom ials n cos) and si (t), where t param etrizes the

curve. (This provides a relatively clear visualization of
the knot.) Since the hard core and tether potentials do

not have an energy scale, the tem perature T appears in

the sin ulations in the com bination kg T= o, which wew ill
denote as dim ensionless tem perature T'. A 1l sin ulations

described in this section were performed for T = 14.

Tt is custom ary to represent the strength of the electro—
static potential by the B rrum lkngth § = &’="kz T.

(In water at room tem perature s = 0.7nm .) In our nota—
tion, the B grrum length is sin ply related to the dim en—
sionless tem perature by a=T". (N ote that for the

m oderate values of N = 64 used in this sin ulation, the

polym er shape on the right ofFjg.El: is som ewhat W ig—
gly’; an e ect that should disappear orN ! 1 due to
the overextensiviy of the energy.)

Figure i} clearly shows that in equilbriim the trefoil
assum es an aln ost circular shape, w ith the topological
details concentrated on a very an allportion. (The scale
of the right side part of F ig. -'14' has in fact been reduced
by a factor 2 relative to the ket gure, and the actual
linear extent of the equilbrated knot is aln ost tw ice its
Iniial size.) This behavior can be explained by com —
paring the long and short-ranged contributions to the
Coulom b Interaction: By expanding its radiis, the long—
range part of the Coulom b energy is reduced by a factor
of W?=R)/ N. This comes at the cost of bringing
several charges close together in the tight portion, but
the latter energy is Independent ofN , and can be easily
tolerated for su ciently long polym ers.

Because of the highly curved portion, Eq.:}' does not

apply to tight knots. For a sam iquantitative under-
standing of the tension that creates such ob fcts, con—



FIG.2: A clsed oop (N {m onom er polym er) folded into
a shape that can be approxin ately described as two circles
consisting of N n and n monom ers, separated from each
other by a distance of order n m onom er sizes.

sider a sin plr exam ple of an N -m onom er closed chain
folded into a shape consisting of a large circle of N n
m onom ers, and a an all loop ofn m onom ers, as depicted
jnFjg.:_Zi.Forn N , the electrostatic energy can be de—
com posed asE . (N n)+ E. )+ E;, where E. is given
n Eq.:g:, while E; is the Interaction energy between the
an all loop and the large circle. A ssum ing that the curved
strands are separated by a distance of the order na, the
latter is of the order of 2 ,n[In N =n) + ], where & is
a constant depending on the details of the shape. The
Jlading n {dependent part of the total energy is then

N
EMN;n)’ onh — ; 2)
n

representing a tension that grow s logarithm ically with
the length of the polymer. This conclision is not 1im -
ited to the shape depicted in Fig. :_Z, but should apply
to any amn ooth linear curve consisting of two portions of
very di erent sizes. E quatjon:_é thus indicates that from
purely electrostatic energy considerations n should take
the an allest possible value, as indeed happens in the case
ofa tight knot in Fig. iL.

T he tightness cbserved for a trefoil knot also occurs
In m ore com plicated topologies. Fjgure:j depicts the re—
sultsofequilbration of128-m onom erpolym ersbeginning
from a ham onic shape on the lkeft, to equillbbriim shapes
(on the right) at T'= 1:4. Below each gure we Indicate
the type ofthe knot In the standard notation Cy , where C
isthem Inin alnum ber of crossings the knot can have in a
planar pro gction [_23‘] Since for a given num ber of cross—
Ings there can exist severaldi erent knots, an addiional
subscript k labels the standard ordering of these knots.
For C = 3 and 4 there isonly one knot, whik forC = 8

FIG.3: The initial (left) and equilbrium (right) shapes of
knots form ed by 128-monomer polymersat T = 14 (s =
0:7a). A selection of prin e knots of varying degrees of com —
plxiy is depicted. (The gures in the right column have
been scaled down. The numbers in the left colum n are the
standard notations for knot types.
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FIG .4: \Coulomb factorization" of com posite knotson a 128-
monomerpolymerat T = 14. O riginal (left) and equilibrium
(right) con gurations (scaled down) are shown.

there are 21 distinct knots t_Z-é].) D espite the increasing
topological com plexity ofthe knots in F ig. -'3, their even—
tual (collapsedknot) state is reliably represented by the
sam iquantitative description based on the energetics of
Fig.d

T he above argum ents indicate the energetic advantage
of com pressing any indivisibl topological constraint into
a tight shape (@s opposed to lkaving it as an expanded
structure) . H owever, sin ilar considerations suggest that,
if possible, any concentrated region of charge should split
Into am aller elem ents placed as far as possible from each
other. Such a reduction is not possiblke for the prine
knots considered in Fig.'3, which (py de nition) cannot
be separated into severalparts connected by a single line.
In contrast, com posite knots are form ed by pining several
prin e factors together, and Fjg.-r_4 presents iniial and

nal (equilbrium ) states of several such knots on 128-
m onom er polym ers. T he notation below each knot indi-
cates its constituent prin e com ponents. The Coulomb
Interaction clearly \factorizes" any com posite knot, sep—
arating itselem ents as faraspossible. H ow ever, since the
typical interaction energiesbetw een the prin e factorsare
only a few , them al uctuations T = 1:4) In the dis—

tances betw een these tight regions are quite pronounced.

III. BEYOND YTWEAL’'KNOTS

M any of the resuls in the previous section are in fact
known to knot theorists, who have investigated long-
range repulsive interactions with the ain of nding a
knot—=invariant energy Q.:i, 21_5'] The basic question is
w hether a properly scaled energy ofthe ground state con—

guration (the ideal state) for certain choices of interac—
tion functions can be used as a m eans of distinguishing
di erent knot types. An exam pl of such an interaction
is Smon’s I nim al distance’ between the strands func—
tion, or a repulsive 1=r* type interaction P3]which pro-
duces sym m etric spread out ground states. Tn Ref. @6
was con ectured that m Inin izing knot=nvariant energies
should decom pose a knot Into prin e sub-knots and sin u—
Iations with 1=r? interactions support this 7). E lectro-
static interactions do not generate usefiill knot-invariant
energies, since, In the absence of excluded volum e in—
teractions, knots on a continuous curve are collapsed
to a point f28 ], providing no (cuto independent) way
of identifying knots. (Indeed, In the sim ulations of the
previous section knots were tightened into com pact ob—
“ectswhose extent was determ ined by them onom er size.)
W hilk this conclusion m ay be disappointing to a knot{
theorist, it is encouraging from the perspective of poly—
m er science, since it is easier to describe the properties
of tight entanglem ents, w ithout having to worry about
their precise topology. However, this is the case only if
we can dem onstrate that tight knots survive for realistic
polym ers sub fct to electrostatic interactions in actual
solvents. A ccordingly, in this section we shall include
additional attributes present In such situations, and con-—
siderthe e ectsofbending rigidity, therm al uctuations,
and (n ost In portantly) ofa nite screening length. In
these circum stances the size of the knot can be signi -
cantly Jarger than in ism axin ally tight state; neverthe—
Jess, tight knots can still rem ain.

A . Bending rigidity

M any m icroscopic aspects ofpolym ers are captured at
a m esoscopic scale by a curvature energy, describing its
resistance to bending. In a charged polym er one should
distinguish between the intrinsic bending rigidity, and
an e ective rigidiy which includes the electrostatic con—
tributions. T he latter arises because bending a straight
segm ent brings the m onom ers closer and thus increases
the Coulomb energy. The form er can be represented by
a length }, at which, in the absence of other interac—
tions, the transverse them al uctuations of the poly—
m er becom e of the sam e order as the length-scale itself,
or at which ordentations of the bonds becom e uncorre-
lated. Sim ple analysis relates }, to the bending rigidity

and tem perature by kg T % . In charged polym ers,
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FIG.5: Equilbriim con gurations ofa 128-m onom er trefoil
knot: (@) a tight ( 20 monom er) knot at T = 5, and (o) an
expanded ( 60 m onom er) knot at T'= 10.

> should be m easured in the presence of high salt con—
tent, so that electrostatic contrbutions to rigidity are
screened out. It is reasonable that the bending rigid-
iy, rather than m onom er size, should determ ine the size
of a tight knot. The energy for bending a segm ent of
length Y, w ith radiusof curvature also oforderof ', is ="
w ith a din ensionless shape-dependent prefactor. For the
shape depicted in Fig. lr:a*, there is now a bending cost of
Eyp =na w hich com petes w ith the electrostatic energy

In Eq.4. By m Inim izing the sum of these energies, we
nd that the optin alknot size is
r r
Ny
s o In N =ny) ancN2 o=)
p .
R R ©

where we have om itted num erical prefactors of order
uniy. T hisresult indicatesthat the kn@t in sti Bo]ym ers
ofm oderate size N can be as large as == =8/
and becom es com pact only for N exp(=,).

B. Them alF luctuations

At high temperatures, entropic factors Wwhich fa-
vor crum pled states) com pete w ith electrostatic e ects.
W hile the latter dom inate on su ciently long length-
scales, at short length-scales uctuations are inm portant.
T his com petition can be visualized by a sin ple blob pic—
ture 'g}]. If a strong extermal force £ is applied to a self-
avoiding polym er w thout electrostatic interactions, it is
stretched to a linear form . This linear ob fct, however,
has a nie width R,, and can be regarded as a chain
of blobs of this size. On length{scales shorter than the
blob size, the extemal force has negligble e ect, and we
can relate Ry, to the num ber ofm onom ersNy, ©om ing the
blob via the usual relation for self{avoiding polym ers@]:

Ryp aNy with 0:59. Consequently, the linear ex—
tent of the entire polym er is approxin ately Ry, N =N ,).
If a weak orce £ is applied to a ent of spatial
extent Ry, that segm ent is st:retched@;] by an am ount
X R§f=kET. T he size of a blob is determ ined by re—
quirem ent that X Ry, leading to Ry kT=f. An
open charged polym er can also be VJewed as a stretched
chain formed from such blobs 29 ,30], whilke a ring-
polym er is a circle of such blobs. The force stretching
ablob In an ob et of thistype is ca Np=Rp)?> h N =Ny).
By substituting this force into the expression for blob
size, and solving i, we extract the num ber ofm onom ers
In each blob as

. " #_1
—_— 2
kg T 2 g
Ny — e
oI (N =Ny) hE=Tz )
" #_1
a=Y% ’
= — : 4)
DN (@=%)?

O f course, the blob picture is m eaningful only if N, is
larger than unity. Thus blobs can appear only for tem —
peratures T InN ; and rN = 128 we expect to see
the blobs r T > 5. Fjg.:_fi depicts equilbrium shapes
ofa trefoilknot at T' = 5 and T = 10, and we see the
appearance of a w iggly structure in the higher tem pera-
ture regin e. At such high tem peratures, we expect knots
to have a size typical of that In a non{charged polym er
consisting ofN , m onom ers. T he exact size ofthe knot re—
gion In non {charged polym ers in three{dim ensionalspace
is not known sin ulations suggesl: that knots are local-
ized [12. 1131, but not com pact {[4]. T he size of the blob
n FJg 9 Is too sm all for any kind of quantitative study,
but we clearly see that the knot is no longer m axin ally
com pact.

C . Screened Interactions

A charged polym er in solution is accom panied by neu-
tralizing counterions, and potentially other charged ions
due to added salt. In general, the e ect of these ad—
ditional ions on the charged polymer is quie com pli-
cated, and dependent on the intrinsic sti ness, strength
of the charge, and valency of counterions B]J] H ow ever,
In many cases the net e ect can be approxin ated by
a screened Coulomb potential V. = (="r)exp ( r=),
where istheD ebye screening Jength [82]. Since the pre—
vious argum ents for the tightness of charged knots rely
on the long-ranged part of the Coulomb interaction, we
m ay well question if and when tight knots survive w ith
screened forces.

Tt is in portant to realize that Coulomb interactions
a ect the polymer on scales much larger than , due
to Increased bending rigidiy. Curving a straight poly—
mer to a radius R brings is charges closer, resulting
in an extra energy cost of order (€="R)~? for screened
Coulomb interactions, where ~ =a is the reduced



0-2 T T T T T T T T T T

0.16 .

R,;/Na
o
o

0.08 -

0-04 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6

AN

FIG . 6: Radius of gyration, R4, of the ground state con gu-
ration of a trefoil knot, as a function of the screening length

for a 128-m onom er polym er. R has been nom alized by
the length ofthe polymerN a.

screening length. This can be regarded as an e ective
bending rigidity, which (in thepresence ofthem al uctu—
ations) leads to the O dik{Skohick{F ixm an persistence
kngth B3l of .= 2e2=("ks Ta?) = %3 ~2. The electro-
static persistence length is in generalm uch larger than
the screening length. In tem s of our reduced variables
¥, Y=a= "?=T. Thisexpression is valid provided that
the length scales considered are larger than the screening
¥ength,and T'< ~.

For very large , com parabl to the size of the poly—
mer, thee ectsofscreening arenotvery i portant: & g.,
Eqg. :2: for electrostatic energy of a knot rem ains valid if
N is replaced by 7, and sin ilar replacem ents should be
made in Eq.:_ﬂ for the knot size In a sti polymer, or
n Eq.:fi for the blob size. In all these expressions, the
num ber of m onom ers enters only in a logarithm , and,
consequently, its replacem ent by ~ does not signi cantly
change the resul. E q.-'_?. for the optin alknot size is valid
(with N replaced by ™) only if the knot is am aller than
the screening length. This condition, > any, lads to
the cross-over boundary

> a ‘—p; ©)
B

which is equivalent to . > . W e thus conclude that
a tight knot can exist only when the overall bending
rigidiy is dom inated by electrostatic contributions. For
an aller values of , the short range repulsion can no
Ionger bend the knot into a tight shape.

N ote that the analysis leading to Eq.:_IJ. only dem on—
strates the local stability of a tight knot. The global
energy m ininum could still occur for a spread out con—

guration. To decide on the latter requires estim ates of
theenergy di erencebetween thetwo con gurations, and
depends on m icroscopic details, as well as the length of

the polym er. A circle w ith a tight knot, and the spread

out knotted shape, both have a bending energy (at large

scales) ofthe orderofky T ‘-=R . Since the circular shape

has a lamger radius, i has a lower energy, the energy

di erence scaling ask T =N a), if both radii are pro—
portional to the polym er length. The tight knot in the

form er has an additional local energy cost, which is of
the order of kg T (s =a) (ossbly wih logarithm ic cor-
rections), but independent of N . Thus, we expect the

con guration wih a spread-out knot to have a Ioweren—
ergy only for \.=N < Y%, ie. for screening lengths

p_
c aN: (6)

N ote that the lim iing value of still corresoonds to a
persistence length of the order of the extended polym er,
ie. the polym er shape is determ ined by energy consid—
erations, and them al uctuations have little e ect, at
this point. W e veri ed this conclusion by num erically
determm ning the shape of the trefoil that m Inin izes the
screened Coulomb interactions. Fjgure:_é show s the ra-
dius ofgyration as a function ofthe screening length. For
screening lengths larger than 0:4aN*=?, the knot
sw itches from a loose to a tight con guration.

Let us brie y explore the possibility of tight knots in
nuclkic acids. D oubl stranded DNA has a bare persis—
tence length of 50nm , which is much larger than
typical screening lengths, and consequently is not lkely
to incorporate any knots tightened by Coulom b interac—
tions. However, m easurem ents on singke stranded DNA
In high salt concentrations h9 ] suggest a much an aller
Intrinsic % 1nm , and presum ably a sin ilar (or sm aller)
value applies to single stranded RN A . T ight knots should
then occur Por single stranded nucleic acids for reasonable
screening lengths of the order 10nm . This could
for exam ple be relevant to the experim ents of Ref. g],
where arti cialknots in single stranded RNA were used
to dem onstrate the existence of a topology changing en-—
zym €. K notted polym ersare often distinguished from un-—
knotted ones by electrophoresis Eﬁf]. H ow ever, if the knot
istight, the knotted polym erm ay have an electrophoretic
m obility close to that ofa ring polym er, m aking such de—
tection problem atic.

IV. TIGHT KNOTSAND DYNAM ICS

T ight knots are created whenever a polym er is under
tension; the source of tension need not be long-range re—
pulsions. For example, i has been argued that tight
m olecular knots appear In polym er system s undergoing
crystallization, as crystallization at one pointm ay create
tension in other parts of the chain B4] Polymers In a
strong shear ow are also sub ct to tension [34,,3]5], and
m ay even undergo a coilstretch transition asa result (_36]
Tt is plausble that stretching could tighten loose knots
in the chain. O nce created, such m olecular knots should
be quite stabl and thus account for long-tin e m em ory



e ectsobserved In polym erm elts :_[-3_'4]. H ow ever, m olecu—
lar dynam ics sin ulations suggest that once the tension is

rem oved a tight knot opensup in a short tin e f_BZ'] W ith-

out being system atic, here we exam ine a couple of dy—
nam ical issues pertaining to charged tight knots, nam ely

their creation in a high tem perature quench, and their

relaxation by di usion along the chain.

A . Tightening by Q uench

Tt is quite likely that when topological entanglem ents
are 1rst Pmed, eg. In the process of cyclization of a
polym er, they are spread out over the whole chain. Sub—
sequent tightening then occurs upon increasing tension.
In the case of charged knots, this process is ilustrated in
F Jg-j Here, the nitialcon gurations are the spread out
ham onic representations, which soon evolve into loops
separated by tight elem ents. T he relaxation process then
slow s down as one of the loops grow s at the expense of
the others. A universal last stage is the appearance ofa
structure rem iniscent of F jg.::a’, w ith two loops separated
by a tight Ylip-link. W e cbserved the sam e sequence in
sin ulations w here the initial con gurationswas an equi-
Ibrated (random walk) knot. The form ation of the two
loops separated by a slip-link was again relatively fast,
and the rate lin ting step was the sliding of one loop
through the tightly packed m onom ers at the slip-link.

B. Di usion of T ight K nots

A s dem onstrated In the previous situation, tight knots
slow down the relaxation of the polym er to its eventual
equilbriim state. Here we study such relaxation m ore
explicitly for a knot in an open charged polym er. In this
case there is no topological constraint, and the polym er
is expected to unknot to achieve its equilbrium state.
D oes a tight knot In an open chain relax by becom ing
Joose and opening up, orby sliding (di using) to oneend.
A s dem onstrated in Fjg.ur_g, the latter is the case: The
Initialcon guration (in a chain ofN = 64 m onom ersw ith
unscreened interaction) rem ainstight, indicating that the
stretching force from the m onom ers at the ends of the
chain is Jarger than from those form ing the knot. In the
sin ulation, the knot’sposition uctuates forsom etin e in
them iddle, beforem oving to one direction. T he eventual
unknotting occurs when the di using tight knot reaches
the end of the polym er.

A tight knot In the m idd¥e of an open chain is in
a meta-stable state. W e can estin ate a potential en—
ergy for the tight knot by considering a charge Q = ne
along a charged chain of N monomers. The Coulomb
energy then depends on the position of this charge N,
askE = kg T (g=a)nInN; N N;1)]. This energy ism In-
In alwhen the charge Q is at etther endpoint ofthe poly—
mer, ie. ©rN; = 0 orN . Note that the force pushing
the extra charge towards the end scaleswih %, and we
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FIG.7: Tineevolution (using M onte C arlo dynam ics) of (a)
3; and () 819 knots, from the iniial (ham onic) geom etry
(top) through an interm ediate state w hen the knot \strangles"
the loop close itsm iddle, and to a nalstate (pottom ) when
the knot is localized. A sim ilar sequence ta}|<es place for all
other prim e knots in the sin ulations of F ig. :Ei

m ay haively expect that the resulting relaxation becom es
faster as the Coulomb energy is ncreased. In fact, the
opposite occurs for charge knots, w ith relaxation slow ing
down as Coulomb interactions becom e m ore dom inant.
The reason is that increased charging energy leads to
a higher tension and m ore closely packed m onom ers In
the knot. Any motion of the knot requires som e inter—
nal rearrangem ents of these m onom ers, accom panied by
pulling in som e m onom ers from the straight portions of
the chain. This necessitates overcom ing an energy bar—
rierof 3 InN , and consequently higher charged knots



FIG . 8: Unknotting of a charged polymer with N = 64
m onom ers and unscreened Coulomb interaction of strength
T =14 (s = 0:7a). The nitialcon guration is a tight knot
in the m idddle of the chain. Rather than open up gradually,
the knot slides along the polym er and rem ains localized until
it reaches the end.

are tight and harder to m ove. Since rearrangem ents re—
quire a Jarge activation energy, the knot rem ains stuck in
position. T his is quite sim flar to what happens to a knot
In a polym er under strong tension Bl_i']

W hile wih unscreened C oulom b interactions the tight
knot feels a potentialthat drives it to one end, there isno
such force when the Interactions are screened (unless the
distance betw een the knot and the endpoint of the poly—
m er is of the order of the screening length). T he energy
barrier preventing the loosening of the knot isalso nie
In this case. The resulting dynam ics for a chain of 128
monom ers w ith a screening length of = 6a is dem on—
strated In F ig. :g; despite the screening the knot rem ains
tight until it di uses to one end. T he characteristic tin e

FIG .9: M onteCarlo dynam icsofa tight knot in a chain w ith
N = 128 m onom ers and screened interactions. T he screening
length is = 6a, roughly the size ofthe knot. T he knot show s
no sign of opening up, it rem ains tight till it reaches the end
of the polym er.

scales for the relaxation of the knot can be estim ated
as Pllows. The tine for di usion over a distance N a
scales as a’N =D o, w ith the knot di usion coe cient
behaving asDynot / D exp ( F =kg T). Here, D is the
di usion constant fora singlem onom er, w hile the activa—
tion energy for local rearrangem entsnecessary form otion
of the tight region is roughly Ep kT (g=a)log(=a).
T here is also the possbility that the knot becom es loose,
escaping the localm inimum of the tight con guration.
Theenergy barrier orthe latterisE, kT Yy =a?,wih
a corresponding tin e scale of #=D )exp Eo=ks T ).
In tine ,the knot can di use a distance L D knot -
W e thus estin ate a \processivity length" over which a
tight knot di uses, before opening up, by

L,/ aexp C % =2’ ; )

where C is a constant of order unity. The processivity
length increases strongly w ith the screening length  and

quickly reaches a m acroscopic length, Indicating that the
relaxation of a tight knot willbe by di usion along the
chain, even for very long chains. Also note that L, is
In generalm uch larger than the electrostatic persistence
length which only grow s quadratically w ith the screening
ength (% B =a2)-

V. DISCUSSION

W e have shown that long-ranged C oulomb forces gen—
erate a tension that tightens topological constraints into
dense localized regions, leaving the rest of the polym er
unentangled. For knots on ring polym ers,we con m the
\factorization" of com posite knots into their prin e com —
ponents. T ight knots rem ain, even when the C oulom b in—



teraction is screened, as long asthe electrostatic contribbu—
tions dom inate the rigidiy ofthe polym er. O nce form ed,

tight knots drastically slow down the equilibbration ofthe

polym er (or polym er solution), as they typically relax by

di usion along the backbone. If the Coulomb interac—
tions are strong enough, the knot is pulled so tight that

i is unable to di use, and its position appears frozen.
Thisisdi erent from uncharged polym erswherem olecu—
lar dynam ics sin ulations in ref. 31] nd that tight knots
In short uncharged polym ers open up rapidly. Our re—
sults predict that tight knots in polyelectrolytes can be

very stable and cause long relaxation tines. W hile we

have focused on single polym ers, it is natural to specu—
late about sin ilar behavior In solutions ofm any chains.

It is Indeed quite lkely that interchain entanglem ents

are also tightened in polyelectrolyte solutions and gels.

A dditional consequences of tight knots are in their
In uence on mobility (electrophoresis), and on the me-
chanical strength of polym ers. It has been shown re-
cently by direct measurement on DNA and actin I+

am ents that knots signi cantly weaken the strand :_f6]
Sin ilarly, m olecular dynam ics sin ulations of knotted
polyethylene chains also nd that the strands becom es
w eaker, and typically break at the entrance point where
the straight segm ent ends and the tight knot begins t_3-§']
Single stranded DNA is relatively fragilke and som etin es
breaks during electrophoresis or when subfct to  ow;
tight knotsm ay wellbe responsible for thisphenom enon.
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