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A bstract

Physical strands or sheets that can be m odelled as curves or
surfaces em bedded in three din ensions are ubiquitous in nature,
and are of findam ental In portance In m athem atics, physics, bi-
ology and engineering. O ften the physical nterpretation dictates
that selfavoidance should be enforced in the continuum m odel,
ie. nite energy con gurations should not self-intersect. Current
continuum m odelsw ith selfavoidance frequently em ploy paimw ise
repulsive potentials, which are of necessity singular. M oreover
the potentials do not have an Intrinsic length scale appropriate
for m odelling the nite thickness of the physical system s. Here
we develop a fram ework for m odelling selfavoiding strands and
sheets which avoids sihgularities, and which provides a way to in—
troduce a thickness length scale. In our approach paimw ise inter-
action potentials are replaced by m any-body potentials nvolving
three or m ore points, and the radii of certain associated circles
or soheres. Self-interaction energies based on these m any-body
potentials can be used to describbe the statistical m echanics of

selfinteracting strands and sheets of nite thickness.



1 Introduction

T he physical world consists of interacting m atter. M any systam s arising in
science can bem odelled e ectively w ith a nite num ber ofdistinct constituent
particles or point masses, q; 2 R® 4= 1;:::;N ). A rich variety of natural
phencom ena { such as the existence of distinct phases (ie. solid, liquid, and
gas), and transitions between them { m ay be understood m erely on the basis
of paimw ise interactions In such system s, w ih the phenom enological pair-
w ise interaction potential being induced by m ore fundam ental interactions
at the atom ic level. M any-body interactions between triplets or quadruplets
of particlkes are usually only treated as a higher-order correction. W hen the
particles are all identical, it su ces to introduce a single potential energy
function V () that isde ned for all scalar argum ents > 0. Then the po—
tential between distinct particles w ith labelsiand jisgiven by V (31 d5),
where j jdenotes the usual Euclidean nom . W e will be particularly con-—
cemed w ith system s where the potential has a qualitative form akin to that
depicted in F igure i, ie. strongly repulsive or in nite at short distances, and
wih a well at some nite distance . Provided that the potential is suf-
ciently repulsive n the sensethat V() ! 1 as ! 0, all nie energy

con gurations have distinct locations for all particks, ie.q; 6 g; foralldis-



m nimum over all pairw ise distances J1;  g3Jjyields a distance of closest ap-—
proach for the con guration that is positive. And it can be anticipated that
the location , ofthe potentialwell provides a characteristic length scale for
this distance of closest approach.

W e shall consider here the case In which the interacting particles are
not unconstrained, but are instead restricted to lie on, or close to, a D —
din ensionalm anifold embedded in R3, such asa curve © = 1) ora surface
O = 2).Such system sarew idely studied in m any branches of science; exam —
ples include polym ers [ 1{ @], and random surfaces orm em branes B, ]. The
potentialthat gives rise to the Intemal stresses that m aintain the system close
to a continuousm anifold isnot our concem here { there arem any such teth-
ering potentials for curves and surfaces P1{ [§] that are entirely satisfactory.
R ather our focus is on the self-interactions that can arise when the curve or
surface is su ciently deform ed in R ° so that very di erent parts of them an—
ifold com e together to fom , or are close to fom ing, a self-intersection. Such
self-interactions are not captured by the standard local tethering potentials,
and an additional non-local sslf-interaction potential must be introduced.

Our key resul is that in order to have a sihgularity-free description in the



continuum I it, the self-interaction potentialm ust depend on D + 2 orm ore
points. That is, for curves a non-singular sslf-interaction potentialm ust de-
pend on three orm ore points (and such non-singular interaction potentials
exist), whik for surfaces non-singular self-interaction potentialsm ust depend
on at last a fourpoint interaction. Notice that w ithin this fram ework the
standard case of a discrete num ber of unconstrained particles corresoonds to
D = 0, so that paimw ise Interactions su ce.

T he usualdescriptions of a selfavoiding curve or surface em ploy pairw ise
potentials that are sihgular and which Jack a length scale that can be identi-
ed w ith the physical thickness of the systam . For exam pl, a single uniform
strand of cooked spaghetti of length L and thickness h would typically be
m odelled by a cuxrve C, which m ay be interpreted as the centerline of the

Soaghetto, together w ith an e ective potential energy [3:], El:]

Z 2,2y

E;Cl= U (@(s);q’(e)jz::) dCs + @) qg())dCsdC (@)
0 0 0

where U is a speci ed function, g (s) is a param eterization of the curve, dC
is an elem ent of arclength, is the D irac delta function, and is a m odel
param eter. The rst tem arises from tethering e ects at the m icroscopic
kvel, and yields e ective intemal stresses in the strand. The second tem ,

w ith its sihgular pairw ise potential, m odels selfavoidance ofthe strand. But



this m odel does not capture e ects of the physical thickness param eter h,
which indeed does not even appear. The analysis and num erical treatm ent
of such singular m odels is plagued by divergences that can only be handld
using sophisticated m athem atical techniques [1], B1.

In this article we develop m odels of selfavoiding curves and surfaces that
are nonsingular, and which include an explicit thickness length scale. In
particular, we replace the singular delta-finction potentialabove by a an ooth
potentialV () of the qualitative form shown in Figure I)that is dependent
upon a singk scalar variabl . The only di erence between our m odels for
discrete sets of points, for curves, and for surfaces, w illbe our choice for the
Independent variable .M oreover, our continuum m odels retain the follow Ing
tw o desirabl features of the unconstrained discrete case described above: i)
all nite-energy con gurations ofthem anifold are non-self-intersecting, w ith
a positive distance of closest approach, and ii) the location , ofthewellin
the potentialV () provides a characteristic length scale for the distance of
closest approach ofthem anifold. The di culty in constructing such m odels
is that the standard choice of taking the argum ent of the potential to be
the Euclidean paimw ise distance cannot satisfy our two desiderata when the

underlying system is continuous. T he reasons are discussed m ore precisely in



Section 2, below , but the basic idea is sin ple. Forthe curve depicted In F igure
2 (@), one w ishes to penalize true points of closest approach between distinct
partsofthe curve, as, forexam ple, between points 1 and 4, w ithout penalizing
ad-pcent points from the sam e part of the curve, as for exam ple points 1 and
2. The paimw ise Euclidean distance sin ply cannot distinguish between these
tw o cases; In other words, it cannot distinguish between proxim ity of points
that is forced by continuity of the m anifold In any con guration, and the
real phenom enon of interest, nam ely proxin ity of points due to large scale
geom etrical deformm ation in som e con gurations.

O ur principal resul is that the above two desiderata can be achieved
sin ply by taking the argum ent to be a quantity other than the Euclidean
distance between two points. Speci cally, as discussed in Section 2, for the
case of curves can be taken to be the radius of the circle de ned by three
points. W hen the argum ent of V () depends upon m ore than sinply two
points, or exam ple triplets or quadruplets of points, we shallreferto V ()
asam any-body orm ulipoint potential. T he use ofm any-body potentials is
an essential ingredient in the m odels of continuous system s that we proposs,
and they should not be viewed as a higher-order correction to twolbody or

paimw ise potentials, as is the case In discrete m odels. Indeed our proposal



for continuous m odels is to replace paimw ise self-interaction potentials, w hich
m ust be singular, w ith m any-body self-nteraction potentials, which need not
be singular. For exam ple, for the spaghetto problem , we suggest an e ective

energy of the form

z L
EsCl= U (@ (s);q’(s)jz::) dCq + V (r(s; ; ))dCgsdC dC

0 o 0 0
@)

where the Jast tetn In the m ore standard energy @) hasbeen replaced by a
three-body potentialV (r(s; ; )) with V ofthe orm described in Figure 1.
Herer(s; ; ) isthe radiusofthe circle de ned by the threepointss, and
asdiscussed In Section 2. T he repulsive potentialin @) can be nite because
In the lin it ofthree points coalescing along the curve, forexam pk points1, 2
and3inF jgure:'z @), the radius r tends to the Jocalradius of curvature, which
is wellde ned and positive for tw ice continuously di erentiable curves. @A
m ore detailed discussion of sm oothness assum ptions is given in Section 2.)
However, whenever di erent parts of a curve com e together to form a self-
Intersection, there are triplkts of points, such as 1, 2,and 4 in Fjgure:'z (@), for
w hich the corresponding circle radius r approaches zero. T he selfavoidance
ofthe uniform spaghetto ofthicknessh ism odelled by a hard-core potentialV

which is in niely large when its argum ent is less than h and zero otherw ise.



Likew ise, as described in Section 3, a certain generalized fourbody potential
can be used to m odel selfavoiding surfaces of nite thickness.
Tt should be stressed that the di culties we address sin ply do not arise

In amanydbody system w ih a discrete index for the particlkes. O n the other
hand, analytic treatm ents of Interacting system s w ith a very large num ber
of particles are often facilitated by m aking a continuum approxin ation, In
which the discretely indexed particles g; are replaced by a eld g (x) that
is dependent upon a continuously varying independent variable x. The ap—
propriate phenom enological nteraction potential for the continuum descrip—
tion is to be derived from the m icroscopic ones. In the case of continuous
phase transitions, this is a pow erfil procedure because the crtical behavior
is una ected by the precise m icroscopic interactions ], 0], and the crit-
ical exponents can be derived using eld-theoretic techniques [7], B]. But
it is the passage to the continuum lim it which im plies that any two-body
self-nteraction potentialm ust be singular. In order to avoid such singulari-
ties we suggest that In the continuum lin it the e ective potentialsm odelling

non-local sself-interactions should be m any-body ones.



2 Self-interactions of curves

W e consider various distances, other than the usualE uclidean paimw ise one,
that can be associated w ith points on a curve. Here and throughout a curve
C willmean a function g(s) 2 R? of a variabke (@rcdength) s 2 O;L]. We
shallconsideronly su ciently sm ooth curves, speci cally those that are tw ice
continuously di erentiable. This stands In contrast to somemodels In  eld
theory where polym ers are som etin es represented by curves that are contin—
uous but not an ooth, for exam ple piecew ise lnear. In point of fact there is
an em erging body of literature {[1]{ 4] which suggests that our ideas could
usefillly be applied to a slightly Jarger class of curves, nam ely those w ith only
a Lipschiz continuous rst derivative, but we do not pursue such questions
here. A curve willbe called sinpke if it has no selfintersections; that is, if
qa(s)= q()only when s=

In [15] i was shown that certain ideal shapes of knots are related to vari-
ousphysicalproperties ofknotted D NA . Intuitively these idealcon gurations
can be descrlbbed as having the property that for a given knot-type and pre—
scribed length they are as far as possbl from selfdintersection. T he idea of
a threepoint distance based on the radius of the associated circle was intro-—

duced In {1§]asoneway tom ake the notion ofdistance from self-intersection

10



m athem atically precise. In [17] the sam e threepoint circular distance was
used as an Ingredient in the num erical study of the optin al shapes of com —
pact strings. T he properties and relations between all possible circular and
soherical distance fiinctions de ned on curves are discussed at length in [L§].

In the present article we argue that these generalized circular and spher-
ical distances also provide natural m eans for de ning singularity free self-
Interaction energies of curves through a potential function V () wih the
qualitative form of F igure i that takes a m ultipoint distance as argum ent.
For our purposes, a self-interaction energy willm ean a functionalE [C] that
is nie for any simple curve C, and which tends to in niy asC tends to a
non-sim ple curve. W e ram ark that within the speci ¢ context of knot the-
ory the oconstruction of sin ple geom etric self-interaction energies for curves
has already received much attention; the case of a pure nverse power of a
circular three-point distance was proposaed in {1§], and surveys of altemative

approaches can be found in several C hapters of [19].

2.1 Two—point distance for curves

G ven an arbitrary sin ple curve C, the m ost Intuiive approach to the con—

struction ofa scalar argum ent for a self-nteraction energy V () isto take
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the usual paimw ise or twopoint distance function
i )= 36 a()x
In particular, a candidate energy functionalE [C] would then be the doublk

Integral
ZZ

ECl= V((si))dCsdC

wih for example V () = ™ . The basic dea is that, form 2, the
Integraltendsto n nity asg(s) tendstog( ) wih s , thusm esting the

In nite-energy condition associated w ith self-intersections. H owever, such an
Integral is always divergent due to nearest-neighbor e ects since (s; )= 0

when s= , o thattheenergy E C]isinh nie orany curve C.

To cure the above divergence problem one m ay consider regularizing the
Integrand by subtracting som ething equally divergent as s ! , or m olli-
fying the Integrand using a multiplicative factor that tends to zero at an
appropriate rate as s ! . (See for examplk [9] and references therein.)
In essence, these procedures introduce a length scale to com pensate for the
fact that there is no inherent am alldistance cuto for the paimw ise distance
betw een nearest-neighbors along a curve. R enom alization group techniques
may then be usad to extract critical behavior that is Independent of this
arti cialcuto length scale B, Bl.

12



22 Threepoint distance for curves

An alemative approach to de ning the argum ent of the selfinteraction

energy is based on triples of points. To begin, consider any three distinct
points x,y and z on a simplk curve C. W hen these points are not collinear
they de ne a tranglk wih sides of engths X vyv3 kX zjand ¥ z3j
perin eterP (x;y;z) and area A (x;y;z).Each ofthese quantities vanishes in
any lin it in which allthe points coalesce Into one, so they do not Individually
yvield an appropriate length scale for self-nteraction. On the other hand,
certain com binations provide quantities that ram ain positive In coalescent

1im its. O ne natural com bination is

X yix zly zJ
4A (X;y:2)

rx;iy;z)=

which can be identi ed asthe radius of the circum circle, ie. the unique circle
passing through x, y and z . By convention, we take thisradiusto be n nite
when the points are collinear.

Various properties of the threepoint circum radius function r(x;v;z)
were studied In [l§]. For our pumposes we merely note that the dom ain
ofthe function r (x;y;z) can be extended by continuous lin its to all triples

of poInts on C, distinct or not. For exampl, if x = g(s),y = g() and
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z = () are three distinct points on C, then it is straightforward to show

that
;ipsr(><;y;2)= x) 3)

where (x) isthe standard local radius of curvature ofC at x . Because we
consider only curves that are tw ice continuously di erentiable this coalescent
lim it exists at each point; see [I3] for fiurther details when the underlying
curve isnot an ooth.) From itsgeom etrical interpretation wem ay also deduce
that r(x;y;z) and its lin its are Invariant under translations and rotations of
a curve. M oreover, whenever di erent parts ofa curve com e close to form ing
a self-intersection, there are points x and y orwhich the Imits rx;y;y)
and r(y;x;x) are both equal to half of the distance of closest approadch.

A general class of slfinteraction energies involving the circum radius

function can now be de ned. In particular, one m ay consider the energy

727
E[C]= V @(s; ; ))dC.dC dC

w here
rs; 7 )=r@@E);qa();al))

m

and V is of the orm introduced in Figure 1}, ormore smply V () =
wih m an approprately lJarge exponent. In contrast to the paimw ise distance

14



function (s; ), the circum radius function r(s; ; ) doesnot su er nearest—
neighbor e ects due to curve continuity. In particular, E [C] is welkde ned
for any sin ple curve C.

TheconditionV () ! 1 as ! 0 sinulaneously provides control over
a curve at both a local and global kevel. For exam pl, at a point s on the
curve, the lim it r(s;s;s) de ned In {3) is just the local radius of curvature
at that location and the potentialV (r(s;s;s)) is nite as Iong as this radius
isnon-zero (or equivalently, as long as the local curvature is nie). In this
case, the threebody potential V. plays the role of a local curwvature energy
that encourages curve an oothness. On the other hand, whenever di erent
neighborhoods of a curve com e together to form a self-intersection, there are
points of closestapproach (s; ) forwhich the Imitsr(s; ; ) and r( ;s;s)
tend to zero, kading to In nie values or V (r(s; ; )) and V (x( ;s;s)).
T hus, the threebody potential is also a global sslf-nteraction energy that
acts to discourage self-intersections.

Characteristic length scales for curve self-interactions can be identi ed
depending on the functional form of V. For exam pl, potentials w ith the
general form introduced in F igure, provide a natural scale form odelling the

steric self-interactions ofm aterial lam entsw ith non—zero thickness. A sihgle
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generic potential (repulsive at short r, attractive for intermm ediate r) based
on a threebody argument r(s; ; ) su ces to obtain both a swollen phase
at high tem peratures and a dense phase at low tem peratures, along wih a
phase transition between them in analogy w ith the uid-solid transition for
unoonstrained particles w ith a pairmw ise potential. In the m ore standard con—
tinuum approach R1{ 4] a sin ilar transition is obtained by introducing both
attractive singular two-body (in order to encourage collapse) and repulsive
singular threebody (in order to acoount for selfavoidance) -function types
of potentials.

W e ram ark that the forces derived from a threebody potential have a
geom etrical interpretation analogous to those for a twobody potential. ITn
the twobody case, the force on each partick is directed along the line that
contains the two particles. In the threebody case, the oroe on each of the
three distinct particles is directed along a radial line through the particle and

the center of the circle that contains all three of the particles (cf. F igure ::3) .

2.3 O ther distances for curves

T he threepoint circum radius fiinction leads to a notion of distance between
pairs of points that contains geom etrical nform ation in addition to the stan-—
dard distance. Forexample, if x = q(s),y = q() and z = g( ) are three

16



distinct points on C, then one can associate a distance to x and y according
to

K Y]
23jsin xyoj

ptixjy) = Im rix;y;z) =
where xyo isthe angkbetween the vectorx y 6 0 and the tangent vector
to C aty. The function pt(x;y) can be identi ed asthe radiis of the unique
circle through x that is tangent to C at y . N otice that the function ptx;y)
w il typically not be symm etric since the circle through y and tangent at
x need not have the sam e radius as the circle through x and tangent at
y. Wewil refer to ptx;y) as the point-tangent function. A s a m atter of
convention, we consider it to be a particular threepoint fiinction, because it
corresoonds to a lin it of the threepoint circum radius function.
T he point-tangent function pt(x ;v ) sharestwo In portant properties w ith
the circum radius function r x;y;z). First, the coalescent lim it ! s is just

the local radius of curvature, nam ely
Im ptx;y)= &):
!'s

Second, whenever di erent neighborhoods of a curve com e together to fom
a self-intersection, there are points x and y orwhich ptx;y) and pty;x)

are both equal to half of the distance of closest approach. A s a consequence

17



of these two properties, a general class of sslf-interaction energies nvolving

the point-tangent function as argum ent can be de ned as

77
EC]= V (pt(s; )) dC. dC

where pt(s; ) = pt(s);g()) and V is a general potential finction as be-
fore. The energy E [C] iswellde ned for any sinplk curve C.

O ther distances for curves based on four points, or lim its thereof, can
also be considered. For exam pl, to any four distinct pointsw , x, y and z
on a sin pl curve C one can associate the fourpoint distance R W ;x;y;2)
de ned as the radius of the an allest sohere that contains all four points.
Usually there will be such a unigue sohere, but if all our points happen
to be co—circular, there are m any soheres passing through them wih the
an allest having the radius of the circle through the four points. Any lim it
of the soherical radius function as the four points coalesce into one is always
positive because it is greater than or equal to the radius of curvature of the
curve at the Im it point. If the coalescence point has non—zero torsion, one
obtains the radius of the osculating sphere in the lin it, see for exam pke 20,
p. 25]. M oreover, just as for the threepoint functions r and pt, whenever
di erent parts of a curve com e together to form a self-intersection, there
are points for which R is equal to half of the distance of closest approach.

18



But now the possbility of end-point e ects m ust be explicitly excluded, as
for exam ple if the curve is closed.) Sim ilar results hold for the symm etric
tangent-tangent distance function tt(x;y) de ned to be the radius of the
an allest sphere containing x and y, that is also tangent to C at both these

points.

3 Selfinteractions of surfaces

Selfavoiding surfaces have been a sub fct of m uch Interest and study in di-
verse disciplines ranging from m athem atics to biology (see for exampl [,
[, B11{ P4). Our obctive is therefore to extend to the case of surfaces,
our construction of m ultipoint distances that can lad to non-singular re—
pulsive energies that preclude self-intersection. Our rst conclusion is that
for surfaces the sim plest twopoint Euclidean), threepoint (circular), and
fourpoint (soherical) distances all share a sim ilar problem : they cannot dis—
tinguish between proxin ity due to contihuiy and proxim iy due to geom etry.
W e w ill dem onstrate, however, that the notion of point-tangent distance for
a curve has a natural counterpart for surfaces that can m ake this distinction,
and which provides a suitabl argument for a sslfinteraction potential.

T hroughout our developm ents a surface S willmean a (tw ice continuously

19



di erentiable) finction p (1) 2 R® ofa variabk u 2 A  R?, and a surface
w illbe called sin ple if it has no self-intersections; that is, p @) = p (v) only

when u= v.
3.1 n-point distances for surfaces (n = 2;3;4)

Just as for the case of curves, an intuitive approach to the construction
of a slfinteraction energy for a sinple surface S is to consider a repul-
sive potential dependent upon the paimw ise or two-point distance fiinction

U;v) = p@) p@)jasamgument. Asbefore, whike (u;v) hasthe desir-
able feature that it tends to zero as di erent neighborhoods of S approach a
self-ntersection, it also tendsto zero asu ! v by continuity, and thus leads
to singular interaction potentials.

In contrast to the case of curves, one m ay show that for surfaces both
the threepoint function r(;v;w) and the fourpoint function R (G;u;v;w)
Introduced earlier, also lead to singular sslf-interaction potentials. In partic—
ular, these fiinctions tend to zero by continuity in the coalescent 1im it. This
conclusion m ay be established as follow s. Consider any xed point x ofS and
Et ) be the sohere of radius " centered at x . Foreach su ciently small
"> 0 the intersection «&) \ S of the sphere and surface is a curve. The

radius r of the circle through any three points on this curve satis esr "
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(oecause the circle lies on the sohere of radius "), and sin ilarly the radius R
of the am allest sphere through any four points on this curve satis esR  ".
Thus, by considering the Iim it " ! 0,we can nd sequences ofthree distinct
points in the surface forwhich r ! 0, and sequences of four distinct points

forwhich R ! O.

32 Tangentpoint distance for surfaces

For surfaces, the argum ent of a non-singular self-interaction potential can
be ocbtained by passing directly to tangentpoint distances. In particular, to
any two distinct points x and y ofa sin pl surface S we m ay associate the
distance

¥ =3
2hx @ x)J

px;y)=

where the vector ny is either of the two unit nom als to the surface S at
the point x. The function to(x;y) can be identi ed as the radius of the
unique sohere through y and tangent to S at x . W hen y happens to be in
the tangent plane to S at x, the sphere itself degenerates into a plane and
o x;y) becom es In nite. Notice that tp x;y) need not be sym m etric since
the sphere through x and tangent at y need not have the sam e radiis. W e

refer to tp x;y) as the tangent-point function for surfaces. M oreover, we
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consider it to be a particular fourpoint function since the tangent plane to
S at x m ay be constructed through a coalescent lin it of three points.

T he tangentpoint finction tp x;y) enpys various properties analogous
to those of its counterpart de ned for curves. For exam ple, consider any

curve g (s) in S such that g (0) = x and ket ty = q°(0). Then

1
Iim ; = — = He
I O1;>(x g(s)) e 8003 xitx)

where (X;ty) isthe absolute value of the local nom al radius of curvature
to S at x In the direction tx . Thus, In coalescent Iim itsy ! x,tp&;y) may
assum e lin iting valuesbetween them axinum and m ininum of (X;tyx) over
directions ty with x xed. W hen di erent parts of S com e together to fom
a selfintersection, there are points x and y orwhich tpx;y) and to ;%)
are both equal to half of the distance of closest approach of the surface to
Itself.

W hilke tp x;y) need not be continuous when y = x, one m ay unam bigu—

ously consider self-nteraction energies for surfaces of the fom

77
E Bl= V (p@;v))ds, ds,
where tpU;v) = P @);p v)) and V is a general potential function. A s
In the case of a spaghetto, the choice of a potential of the form ntroduced
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in Figure 7, could be used to model a surface of nite thickness. Sinilar
deas could be used for the description of triangulated or discretized random
surfaces. In particular, one m ay discretize the energy introduced above to
cbtain a self-nteraction energy for the trangulated surface. H ere three ver-
tices of each trianglk could be used to de ne a tangent plane, which could
then be usad to evaluate the tangent-point function tp.

W e ram ark that M obius-invariant energies for sslfavoiding surfaces in-—
volving pairs of spheres, each tangent to the surface, are discussed n R31.
However, energies based on the radius of a sihglke such sphere are not dis-

cussed.

4 Summ ary

Curves and surfacesw ith an associated nite thickness can be used as contin—
uum m odels of strands (such as a spaghetto) and sheets (such as this page).
W e nd that non-sihgular self-nteraction energies or such selfavoiding con—
tinuous system s cannot depend on the usual paimw ise distance. H owever, by
using certain m any-body potentials, we are able to construct self-interaction
energies w hich are non-singular and which inclide a m esoscopic length scale

for the physical thickness. Each m any-body potential is a function of the
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radius ofa suitably chosen circle or sphere. O ur energies provide sim ple con—
tinuum m odels of strand and sheet system s that can be used to study the
equilbbriim and non-equilbbrium statistical m echanics of distinct phases at
di erent tem peratures, along w ith phase transitions.

W e conclude by highlighting an application of our work in the context
of the protein problm . Sm all globular proteins are linear chains of am ino
acids whidch, under physiological conditions, fold rapidly and reproducbly in
a cooperative m anner into their native state confom ations P§]. T hese con—
form ations are som ew hat com pact structures corresponding to the m nin a
of an e ective energy. Furthem ore, for proteins, form determm ines fiinction
and, yet, the total number of distinct native state folds is believed to be
only of the order of a few thousand R7] and are m ade up of helices, hair-
pins or sheets. An important issue in the protein eld is to elucidate the
bare essentials that determ ine the novel phase adopted by biopolym ers such
as proteins. Unfortunately, polym er science, which is a m ature and techno—
logically in portant eld, does not provide an answer to this question. The
standard, sim ple m odel of a polym er chain is one of tethered hard spheres {
In the continuum lin it, selffavoidance in thism odel is captured by a sihgular

paimw ise potential as In the second tem on the right hand side of equation
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(1) . Such am odelw ith an additionale ective attraction arising from the hy-
drophobicity orm utualaversion of certain am ino acid residues to the solvent
(water), fails to account for the protein native structure phase on several
counts. First, a generic com pact polym er phase has m any confom ations
which neither provide for speci city nor are kinetically readily accessble.
P roteins have a Ilim ited num ber of folds to choose from for their native state
structure and the energy landscape is vastly sin pler. Second, the structures
In the polym er phase are not especially sensitive to perturoations and are
thus not exlble and versatile as protein native state structures are In order
to accom m odate the dizzying array of finctions that proteins perfom .
Recent work R§], built on the ideas presented here, has pointed out a
crucial m issing Ingredient in the sin ple m odel of a polym er chain of teth—
ered hard spheres. Strikingly, the sin ple physical idea of a chain viewed,
Instead, as a tube lads to several dram atic consequences. W e are condi-
tioned to think of ob fcts as spheres and the e ective interactions between
them asbeing pairw ise in nature. This bias in our thinking arises from our
everyday experience w ith unoconstrained ob fcts. However, when one deals
w ith ob cts tethered together in a chain, som e of the old notions need to

be discarded. For exam pl, a paimw ise Interaction only provides inform ation
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regarding the m utualdistance between tw o interacting particles but does not
have any contextual inform ation regarding how far apart the two particles
are along the chain. O urwork here show s that in order to capture the con—
straints im posed by a tube geom etry associated w ith a discrete chain, the
conventional notion ofpaimw ise Interactions between particles has to be aug—
m ented by appropriately chosen threebody Interactions to capture the steric
constraints In posed by the tube.

Such a tube-lke description of a chain lads to m any of the standard
results of polym er physics when the tube thickness is an all com pared to
other length scales in the problem  28]. H owever, when the tube size becom es
com parable to the range of the e ective attractive interactions resulting from
the hydrophobicity, the novel phase populated by biopolym ers results Pg].
This selftuning of length scals occurs naturally for proteins because the
steric e ects RY, 30]] associated with the backbone and side chain atom s
of the am ino acids, on the one hand, lad to a tube lke description and
control the tube thickness and the sam e side chains, on the other hand, have
an e ective attractive Interaction which is at an Angstrom scale due to the
screening e ects of the water.

It has been dem onstrated P8§] that this novel phase has several charac-
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teristics of the phase populated by protein native structures including the
ability to expelwater from the hydrophobic core, a vast sin pli cation In the
energy landscape w ith rehtively few putative native state structures, a pre—
diction that helices, zigzag haimpins and sheets of the correct geom etry are
the building blocks of protein structures, a sin pl explanation ofthe cooper-
ative nature of the folding transition of globular proteins and an explanation
of why protein structures are exble and versatilke. T hus the idea of a tube
and the use of approprate m any-body potentials introduced here not only
lead to a better description of a polym er but allow s one to bridge the gap
between polym er science and protein science and provides, orthe rsttine,
a fram ew ork based on geom etry for an understanding of the comm on char-
acter of allglobular proteins P8]. W e Jook forward to sin ilar applications of

our new ideas on sheets of non—=zero thickness.
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Figure 1: Exampl potential finction with hard-core and potential well

param eters . and .
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(a) (b)

Figure 2: Interpretation ofm ultipoint distances for a curve and a surface.
@), Threepoint distance for curve. G iven any three distinct points, r is the
radius of the unique circle that contains the points. W hen the points are
from the sam e neighborhood on a curve, such aspoints 1, 2 and 3, r is close
to the local radius of curvature. W hen points, such as 1, 2 and 4, are taken
from two di erent neighborhoods ofthe curve that are close to intersection, r
approxin ates (half of) the distance of closest approach of the curve to itself.
(o), Tangent-point distance for a surface. G iven two distinct points 1 and 2
on a surface, tp is the radius of the unique sohere that contains both points
and is tangent to the surface at point 1. W hen the points are neighbors on
the surface, tp approxin ates the absolute value of the Iocalnom al radius of
curvature in the direction de ned by the two points (not illustrated). W hen
points are taken from di erent neighborhoods that are close to Intersection,

o approxin ates (half of) the distance of closest approach.
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(a) (b)

Figure 3: G raphical interpretation of forces derived from potentials depend—
ing on two—and threepoint distance functions. @), two particles interacting
via a potentialdepending on tw opoint or paimw ise distance. H olding particke
2 xed and moving particle 1 on the circum ference of the circle leaves the
energy unchanged. This In plies that the force on each partick is along the
PpIning line, and that the resultant ofthe forces is zero due to the transhtional
Invariance of the energy. (o), three particles Interacting via a potential de—
pending on threepoint distance. H ere any com bination of the particlkesm ay
bem oved along the circum ference of the circle w thout changing their Inter-
action energy. This In plies that for any distinct triplet the foroe on each
particle is along a radial line from the center of the circle to the particle,
and that the resultant of the forces is again zero due to the transhtional

Invariance of the energy.
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