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Abstract

W e address the response of a random heteropolym er to preferential solvation of certain m onom er
types at the globule-solvent interface. For each set of m onom ers that can com prise the m olecul’s
surface, we represent the ensem ble of allowed con gurations by a G aussian distrdbution of energy
levels, whose m ean and variance depend on the set’s com position. W ithin such a random energy
m odel, m ean surface com position is proportionalto solvation strength underm ost conditions. T he
breadth of this linear response regin e arises from approxim ate statistical independence of surface
and volum e energies. For a diverse set of m onom er types, the excess of solvophilic m onom ers at

the surface is lJarge only for very strong solvent preference, even in the ground state.
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A polym er chain collapses Into a com pact globular state In poor solvent. A chain w ith
quenched sequence of cham ically di erent units can further undergo a freezing transition, In
which the freedom of chain shape uctuations is sacri ced for the choice of optim al spatial
contacts between m onom ers. T his freezing, or ©1ding, is sub Fct to constraints in posed by
chain connectivity, quenched sequence, and excluded volum e. The e ects of frustration due
to these constraints are well understood (I, &, 3]. However well developed, current theories
of heteropolym er freezing ignore one cbvious fact, nam ely that som e chain segm ents are
m ore favorably solvated than others. By contrast, m uch of the protein literature presum es
preferential solvation to be a lading detem inant of tertiary structure. It is comm only
held that a protein’s surface is com posed of hydrophilic units, whilk hydrophobic units are
Invariably buried in the core.

Forheteropolym ers In general, it is clear that energy gained through preferential exposure
of solvophilic units com es at a cost. C onstraining particular units to the globule surface re-
stricts the selection of contacting m onom er pairs inside the globule, exacerbating frustration.
In other words, when the sequence of units has not been designed in an Intelligent way, as
is the case for the random sequence heteropolym er, preferential exposure m ay signi cantly
reduce the availbbility of low energy conform ations. T he question thus arises: what is the
e ect of solvation on heteropolym er freezing, or m ore speci cally, how large an excess of
solvophilic units at the globule surface is consistent w ith freezing?

This question was rst discussed by two of us'ft] in the context of studies of m echanical
stretching of heteroplym ers. Using a replica approach, we found that solvent preference
of strength for particular m onom ers at the surface lowers ground state energy E4 by an
amount K 2?=Tg4. Here, K N2=3 is the number of m onom ers exposed to the solvent,
N isthe num ber ofm onom ers com prising the m olecule, and T is the freezing tem perature
below which the ground state dom inates. For strong solvation this approach apparently
fails. In particular, K ?=Tg can exceed the m axinum possble solation energy w ithout
distortion of globulk shape), K , corresponding to a com pletely solvophilic surface.

T his Letter describes a m ore com prehensive treatm ent of solvation based on the R andom
Energy M odel REM ) ofD errida ). Tt iswellknown [I, 2,3, 4] that this sin plest m odel
of freezing In soin glasses captures rem arkably well the essential features of heteropoly—
m er freezing In three din ensions. The m apping of heteropolym er problem on the REM is

achieved by approxin ating energies of allM = e di erent conform ations of a random



sequence heteropolym er asM  Independent random variables drawn from the G aussian dis—

trution w E ) / exp E E 2=2N 2 . In the volum e approxin ation, when energy of

every confom ation is sokly due to N m onom er onom er contacts, this distrdoution is

fi1lly determ ined by them ean B and variance B? of contact energies, so thatE = N B and
2= B2,

The sinplest way to lncorporate surface into this picture is to im agine that contacts
between surface m onom ers and solvent are also, In e ect, statistically lndependent random
variables. The variance of surface energy, K ¢, then adds to that of volum e energy. W e
use the saddle point of the partition function, 2 = &M RdE w E)eET, to estim ate the
energy of representative conformations, E = E =~ N B=T K 2=T. The lower bound of

the spectrum is reached when e w £ ) ' 1, yielding a typical ground state energy':
= 2

p— — P S
2sN ' E 2sN B —— @)
2 B

Eg(typ) "R

Correspondingly, T’ B ES 2s. The naltem i EqJtl, ie., the change in ground state
energy due to solvation, is wihin a factor of order unity) K 2?=Tg, jast as und in the
replica approach of Ref. 4.

There are several reasons to be skeptical of the suggested independence of surface and
volum e energies. F irst, ram oving a speci ¢ set ofm onom ers from the globule Interior to the
surfacem odi esthedistrbution ofcontactingm onom ers. Secondly, therearea nitenumber
ofsolvophilicm onom ers in a given m olecule (possbly fewerthan K ). W hen a Jarge fraction is
placed on the surface, the supply of solvophilic m onom ers is strongly deplted, and solvation
energy saturates. F nally, certain choices of surface m onom ers constrain con guration space
m ore strongly than others.

W e exam ine these e ectsusing a m odel In which each m onom er is Jabeled by a quenched
variable .W hen amonomerwih label resides on the surface, it is assigned a solvation
energy . Solvophilic species are thus characterized by > 0,whike < 0 for solvopho—
bic species. In its totale ect the solvent preference  can be viewed as an extemal eld
that couples linearly to net surface com position, Cg..r : vsure i- W Ihin the glbul, a
contacting pair of m onom ers, of type and ©, isascrbed energy B o= B + B °. For
sim plicity we restrict attention to distrdbutions ofm onom er types, p( ), w ith zero m ean and
unit variance: . .

dp() =0; dp()?=1: @)



In aghhe that a certain set of m onom ers is constrained to sit on the surface. W e denote
this sst as G . In our m odel energetic consequences of such a constraint depend only on
the distrbution, £ ( ), of m onom er types in G . For exam ple, the e ective distrdbution of
contacting m onom ers (ie., those ram aining inside the globule when G is removed), pe ( ),
maybewrjttenaspe()=p()+§—fp() f( )]. The e ective mean and variance of
contact energies are then B, = B+ K=N) ¢ and B, = B + K =N) ¢, repectively.
For distrbutions satisfying Eq.4, ¢ = Oand ¢ = 2 B2[L fq e ( )]. Sin ilarly, the
solvation energy per surfacemonomer is ¢ = Rd £f().

W e express the num ber of accessible conform ationswhen allm onom ers in G are con ned
to the surface as M ¢ &V Xle  Here, !; is the entropy loss per surface m onom er for
particular ofG . Though am allerthan M ,M ¢ isstillexponentially Jarge in N . In general ! ¢
isnot sim ply a functionaloff ( ), but is nstead a com plicated function ofG . W ew illassum e
that forany speci c f ( ), the average of | over all consistent realizations ofG isa constant
Independent of £ ( ). In order to recover the appropriate totalnum ber of conformm ations after
summ Ing over G, we choose this constant to be T = K I'n E " nNeK).

W e consider a separate REM foreach possibble choice of surface G . In doing so, we assum e
that allowed conform ations in the corresponding subensambles are su  ciently diverse that
their energies are G aussian distrlouted, w ith
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U 1in ately, we m ust reconstruct the full ensem ble of com pact chain  uctuations by super-
posing allpossible subensam bles, ie., by summ ing over G . This convolution ofREM s, each
representing a distinct choice of G, constitutes our caricature of a random heteropolym er
w ith solvated surface.

Consider the ground state of the full ensamble, ie., the lowest of subensamble ground
state energies, E4 = ming E4 (G ). Interfacial energy clearly favors a solvophilic surface, but
does it yield the lowest ground state? Let us rst exam ine a typical value of E; (G) for

speci ¢ G . The condition Mg wg [_Eétyp’ G)]’ 1yids:
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T his m ost probable ground state energy is lndeed m inin ized by an exclusively solvophilic
choice 0of G . There are m any distinct choices of G, however, leading to the sam e value of
E g‘tym G). It istherefore crucial to account orvariations n E 4 (G ) am ong sin ilar subensem -
bles. A coording to the statistics ofextrem e values(#], the probability that the low est energy in
a particular subensem ble deviates from E ¥ G) by anamount E;G)=E4G) E®® @)
i " ¥
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C om pared to the G aussian distribbution ofenergiesw ithin a subensamble, W [ E4 (G )] decays
very slowly for E;(G) < 0. W hen many subensambles share a comm on value ong(tYp) G),
their range of E 4 (G ) w illbe broad.

T he vast m a prity of subensam bles have unrem arkable surface energy. T he num ber w ith
JsaurrG)J K and E4G) = E is thus roughly e'* W E). Since the tailof W [E;G)]is
exponential, we expect O (1) of the subensembles w ith Insigni cant surface energy to have
JEgG)J= O K ). In other words, the variations In volum e energy am ong these subensem -
bles are com parable in m agnitude to the Jargest possble surface energy. This result m ay be
viewed as the consequence of an e ective entropy that rem ains In portant even at low tem —
perature. The collection of subensambles w ith appreciable surface energy ismuch sn aller
than e'* , and its entropy is correspondingly low . The ground state surface is unifom Iy
solvophilic only when solvent preference is strong enough to o  set this entropic cost.

Because wg (E ) depends only on £ ( ), it is natural to group all subensam bles w ith the
sam e num ber density of m onom er types. W e have shown that accounting for the disparity
iIn sizes of these groups is essential. The number of ways to choose K m onom ers w ith

distrdoution f ( ) from a poolofN m onom ers w ith distribution p( ) is & 59, where

z
sffg= dp()l = + @ )In )] (7)

Thedensity () K f( )N p( ) and its corresponding entropy, sffg, are precisely those
relevant for Langm uir adsorption of an ideal gasm ixture onto K distinguishable sites.

At and above the freezing tem perature, equilbrium ofa subensam ble group is dom nated
by the saddle point of the partition finction

Z
fog: eNsK!_-i-stfg dEwG(E‘.)eE=T . (8)



The group free energy, F ffg= T nZ ffg, is then
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Volum e temm s independent of £ ( ) have been collected asF=N = B Ts B=2T . Ac-
cording to Egs.§ and 1@, the binding energy In our analogy to Langm uir adsorption varies
w ith particle type as ( B?=T) 2
The full partition function of the polym er, a sum over all Z ffg, is dom nated by the
subensem ble group w ith lowest free energy':
X

Z = zffg’ Zff g: (11)
£()

W e calculate the optin al surface distrbution, £ ( ), vardationally, using a Lagrange m uli-

plier to enforce proper nom alization of ( ). W e thereby cbtain
N
_ xPC)
f()_71+ s’ 12)
where the constant  is detemm Ined by nom alization
Z N
=P()
— = 1: 13
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Finally, evaluating F ffg at £ ( ) yields our approxin ation for the total firee energy F =

F‘i‘ Fsurf,WJﬂ'l

F B2 z
A 1+ In dL
K T2 1+ e()
" p()n =
P
x 1+e‘)5: (14)
d p()

1+ e O)
Egs.d2{13, appropriate orT Ty, are our principal results. They express the equilbbriim
distrdoution ofm onom er types on the polym er surface and the corresponding Interfacial free

energy density in term s ofm odelparam eters and an e ective flgaciy for surface m onom ers,



In order to m ake these resuls concrete we consider som e lin iting cases and soeci ¢ form s
ofp( ). First, et usassum e that preferential solvation doesnot lead to a signi cant depletion
ofany m onom er type inside the globul, sothatK £( ) Np( ) forevery .Then,Eq.al2
requiresthat e !’ 1, sinplifying the above expressionstoyield £( )/ p( )exp [ ()]
and " |

Fout , TJnde()expi2 (;#: 1)
K T2

To sinplify this result even further, ket us consider a binary distribution, p( ) =
=)L ( + L)+ ( 1)], which corresponds to the m ininum of cheam ical diversity. In
this case depletion is Invariably weak, since taking K m onom ers aw ay to the surface cannot

exhaust the total stock, N =2, of either m onom er type. Eq. 15 then trivially yields

F
- st Thosh — - 16)

For =T 1, Foure K ?=2T,precisely as obtained by assum ing statistical independence
of surface and volum e. Sihce net surface com position is conjigate to solvation strength, its

equilbriim value m ay be com puted by di erentiating Eq.1b with respect to , yielding:

K
el =K tanh — 7 —: 17
surf T T ( )
In this Im it net surface com position is proportional to the \ eld" . The above resuls

m ay therefore be understood In sin ple termm s as a m anifestation of linear response. From
Eq. 17 we dentify a susceptbility / K =T, correponding to surface uctuations of
sizelCZ i_y = K in the absence of solvation. In other words, the excess of solvophilic
m onom ers at the surface is govermed by K e ectively Independent random variables. This
sin ple behavior resuls directly from the prevalence of variations in volum e energy over sur—
face interactions. But when ~ T, solvation w ins out. Linear response then breaks down
due to saturation, as Fg,.+=K and C 4, approach their lin iting values of and K .

P roperties of the ground state are cbtained by evaliating Eq. i1 and 16 at T = Tg.
D ependence on the Interaction param eter B is mplicit (through Tg) below the freezing
transition. For T > Tg, however, surface regponse is nsensitive to B . In particular, ¢
vanishes, since no binary choice of £ () can change the second m om ent ofthe contact energy
distrbution. A s a consequence, surface and volum e behave independently for arbitrary

The opposite extrem e of m onom er diversity is described by a snooth form of p( ),

describing a continuous variety of chem ical identities. W e take a G aussian distrdbution,



p( )/ exp ( ?=2) asa sinpl example. Forweak solvation, =T < 1,p( ) isnowhere sig-

ni cantly deplkted, and Eq} 15 rem ains an appropriate approxin ation. G aussian integration

yields , \

to kading order n B=T . (T he basic assum ption that m onom er contacts are statistically

independent is plausbk only or B =T, = P 1B]) The 1rsttem i EqJIB again

re ects linear regponse. The second tem describes the bene t In m onom er contact energy
due to partial rem oval of som e m onom er types from the globul interior. This e ect is
Independent of solvation strength to lading order and dom inates interfacial free energy for

very an all

Forsuch a diverse sst ofm onom ertypes, surface response saturatesonly when am olecul’s

supply ofthem ost solvophilic type isexhausted. A ssum ing weak depletion is clearly nappro—

priate here. A m axin ally solvophilic surface isobtainedwhen K £ ( )= Np( ) or maxr
and f( )= 0for < La.Theauto point .. isdetem ined by nom alization:
Z K
d = —: 19
o p() N 19
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ForGaussian p( ), Eqg.13gives pax = 2N NW=K) '’ (2=3) nN . Because this choice

of surface com position uniquely soeci es a monom er sst G, the associated entropy sffg
vanishes. Free energy is then easily estin ated from Eq.9, giving F g, =K ' max. Com—
paring this resul w ith the free energy of linear response, we estim ate that saturation occurs
around " 2T nax Tp nN . R eaching this crossover m ay thus require m uch stronger
solvation, and result in m ore favorable surface energy, than in the binary case. T he relevant
distinction between these distributions is the existence of extram ely solvophilic m onom ers,
whose an all num bers entail considerable entropic cost In constraining them to the surface.
Figl summ arizes the m echanism s of surface response we have identi ed. These resuls
support a view of surface solvation energy and volum e energy as statistically independent
random variables. In particular, the linear response corresponding to this notion is valid
over a w ide range of tem perature and solvation strength. Saturation at large , though a
nonlinear e ect, does not truly arise from correlation of surface and volum e. Tt is Instead a
consequence of the nitude of surface area or of the num ber of solvophilic m onom ers. T he
regin e of weak response, in which Fg,+K B'=T3, does re ect coupling of surface and

volum e. But it involves m onom er contact energies alone, as indicated by insensitivity to



. W ithin our m odel, contributions from m ore intin ate connections between surface and
volum e are an all com pared to unity when K N .

T he diversity of am ino acid m onom ers com prising proteins lies som ew here between those
ofbinary and G aussian distribbutions. T he surface behavior we have described should thus
be relevant for chains of these units arranged in random sequence. Speci cally, we predict
that preferential solvation m ust bem uch larger than typicalthem al uctuations In order to
stabilize a strictly solvophilic surface. Sequences found in nature, however, are not random
In at Jeast one respect In portant to freezing. T heir ground states lie wellbelow thee ective
continuum of non-native energies. The In uence of this energy gap on surface solvation
requires a consideration of sequence design that is beyond this discussion.
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FIG .1l: Resgponse ofa random heteropolym er to surface solvation, shown in the plane of tem pera—
ture T and solvation strength . C rossover lnes are the resul of equating free energies, or ground
state energies for T < Tg. For a binary distrbution ofm onom er types, the weak response regin e

isabsent, and pax = 1.



