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W e investigate theoretically the translocation of structured RNA /D NA m olecules through narrow
poreswhich allow single but not double strands to pass. T he unzipping ofbasepaired regionsw ithin
the m olecules presents signi cant kinetic barriers for the translocation process. W e show that
this circum stance m ay be exploited to detem ine the fill basepairing pattem of polynuclkotides,
Including RN A pseudoknots. The crucial requirem ent is that the translocation dynam ics (ie., the
length of the translocated m olecular segm ent) needs to be recorded as a function of tine wih a
spatialresolution ofa few nucleotides. T his could be achieved, for instance, by applying am echanical
driving force for translocation and recording force-extension curves FEC’s) with a device such as
an atom ic force m icroscope or optical tweezers. O ur analysis suggests that w ith this added spatial
resolution, nanopores could be transform ed into a pow erfiil experim ental tool to study the folding

of nucleic acids.

A series of recent experim ents studied the translbo-
cation of DNA and RNA molculs through narrow
pores, which allow single but not double strands to pass
'E:, :_2, :_3, -'_4, Eﬁ, :_6, :j., :g], see Ref. -g] for a review . These
Investigations pursued two m ain goals: (i) to probe In
a wellkde ned m odel system the physics of biopolym er
translocation acrossm em branes, a processw hich isubig—
uitous In cellbiology, and (ii) to explore the potentialof
nanopores as a single-m olecul tool. In the experin ents
so far, am em brane protein, -hem olysin, wasused asthe
pore. An ekctric eld acting on the negatively charged
DNA /RNA backbone drives the m olecules through the
pore, and translocation is m oniored by m easuring the
Induced ionic current, which is strongly reduced whik a
DNA /RNA chain blocks the pore. Until very recently
E_i, :g], the experin ents have focused on the transloca—
tion of unstructured, m ostly hom opolym eric m olecules,
a problem which has also received considerable theoreti-
calinterest (10,1, 13,13, 14,03, 16,17, 18]. For such
unstructured m olecules, the m ain resuls regarding the
above goals were that (i) the basic physics of transloca-
tion is adequately described by a drift-di usion process,
In which m onom ers hop random ly in and out of the pore
w ith a directionalbiasdue to the applied volage [}-Z_:]], and
(i) nanopores could possbly be developed into rapid se—
quencing devices, since the ionic current during blockage
digplays a weak sequence-dependence l;, 3].

In contrast, for structured polynuclkotides, both the
basic physics and the potential applications of translbo—
cation still rem ain Jargely unexplored. E xperim entally,
Inportant rst steps have been taken by studying the
translocation of sinple hairpin (ie. stem —loop) struc—
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tures B] and the unzipping of double-stranded DNA
through a nanopore i_é]. However, a general theoretical
fram ew ork to describe translocation of these as well as
m ore com plex RNA /DNA structures is currently lacking.
Here, we 1rst construct such a fram ework and then use
it to Investigate the potential of nanopores as a single-
m olecule tool for the study ofbiopolym er folding.

In this article, we are interested in the generic physi-
cal aspects of the translocation process that neither de—
pend on the speci c properties of a particular protein
pore, nor on the detailed way in which the driving force
for translocation is applied. A s In previous theoretical
studies ({0, 3, {3, 13, 14, 13, 8], we use a coare-
grained m odel w hich treats the pore basically as a sep—
arator between a cis and a trans part of the m okcule
w ith a characteristic friction coe cient, see the sketch
n Fi. -r;' Presum ably this description will apply di-
rectly to solid-state nanopores |19, 20], which can now
be fabricated wih sizes down to 2 nm , not much
larger than the 15 nm aperture of the -hem olysin
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FIG . 1: Sketch of a structured polynuclkotide that is driven
across a nanopore w hich allow s sihgle but not double strands
to pass. Here, the driving force causing translocation from
the cis to the trans side is exerted by an electric eld that
acts on the negatively charged backbone of the m olecule.
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pore and slightly sm aller than the 22 nm diam eter of
double—stranded DNA orstem sin RNA .A Iso, we do not
consider the full three-dim ensional (tertiary) structure of
the m olkcules, but focus on the basepairing pattem, ie.
the secondary structure including possible pseudoknots,
w hich are the only structural features present when there
are no divalent m etal ions In the solution. Unless stated
otherw ise, the term “Structure’ refers here to this base—
pairing pattem. W hile both our theoretical fram ew ork
and our conclisions apply equally to RNA and single-
stranded DN A , the RNA case is particularly interesting,
since st:nuctured RNA’shaveam u]i:'i:ude of ﬁmctjons n
eld of

G eneral theoretical fram ew ork

F ig.il depicts schem atically the driven translocation of
a structured polynuclkotide from the cis to the trans side
of the pore. W e seek here a convenient reduced descrip—
tion of this translocation process, rather than m odeling
the full three-din ensional polym er dynam ics explicitly.
O ur approach is sin ilar In spirit to the ex:st:rlg m odels
for the case of unstructured polym ers tld :1 :_1_ w here
the translbcation dynam ics is form ulated in tem s of a
single variable, eg. the number of nuclkotides, m , on
the cis side, see F ig. g;' T he dynam ics, m (t), is stochas—
tic and can be described by hopping rates’, k m ) and
ki m), for orward and backward m otion of the nu-
cleotide chain through the pore wih a stepsize of one
monom er. The extemal force on the m olecule leads to
an Im balance in the hopping rates, k m ) > ki m ), and
hence a m ean drift tow ards the trans side. For unstruc—
tured m olecules the one-dim ensional description is per—
m issble, if the relaxation of the polym er degrees of free—
dom on both sides of the pore is faster than the hopping
process. This assum ption does not hold for arbitrarily
long polym ers, since the relaxation tim e increases w ith
the polym er length t_l-Zj, :_l-li], however for lengths on the
order of a thousand bases, the one-din ensional descrip—
tion is adequate under typical experim ental conditions
t_l-i_’;]. The residuale ect ofthe polym er ends is then only
to introduce an entropic barrier for translocation, which
Jeads to a weak m -dependence of the hopping rates.

For structured m olecules, the translocation dynam ics
is considerably m ore com plicated, since the dynam ics of
the Yeaction coordiate’, m (t), is then coupled to the
dynam ics of the basepairing pattems on both sides: the
structure on the cis side, S¢i5 (£), 2 ects the forward rate,
w hile the structure on the trans side, Strans (£),a ectsthe
backw ard rate,

k m jScis (t))

k 7 Str t.
- + @ jStrans (t)) m+1: a)

In two lim iting cases however, the process can be m od—
eled by a one-din ensional B row nian walk as for unstruc—
tured m olecules, but w ith a com plex sequence/structure—
dependent free energy landscape F () along the coordi-
natem : @A) If the dynam ics of the basepairing pattems
Scis (£) and Strans (£) ism uch fasterthan the hopping pro—
cess, the landscape is determm ined by the ensam ble free en—
ergy ofallbasepairing pattems on the cis and trans side.
B) In the opposite 1m i, the basspairing pattem on the
cis side is essentially frozen and is unzipped basspair by
basepair as it is driven through the pore. T he landscape
is then detem ined by the basepairing energetics of the
particularm olecular structure prior to translocation, see
below . In both cases, the free energy naturally decom —
poses into three parts,

Fm)=Fesm)+ Feransfm )+ Fexe @) ; 2)

where F.is m ) and F rans m ) denote the intrinsic bind-
Ing free energiesofthe cisand transpartsofthem olcule,
while F et (m ) describes the e ect of the extemal force.
Given F (), the smplest form for the hopping rates
k ) which satis es the detailed balance condition
ky m)=k m+1l)=e FOFTD FONeih = 1=kzT)
is

maxfF m 1) F @m);0g, (3)

k m)

=koe

Here, kg denotes a m icroscopic rate constant, which can
In principle be tuned by adijisting the properties of the
pore. It can be interpreted as a friction coe cient and
corresponds approxin ately to the bare hopping rate for
unstructured m olecules at zero extermal orce (typicalex—
perin ental estin ates for ky are on the order of 10°s !
i_é]) . The dynam ics of the translocation process, as de-
scribed by Egs. (':a!) and (:_ﬂ) isdom inated by energeticbar-
riers due to basepairing, whereas the above-m entioned
entropic barrier is com pletely negligble for structured
m olecules. T hese energetic barriers kead to arrests dur-
Ing translocation, as clearly observed already In the ex—
perin éélts w ith sin ple hairpins E:] and double-stranded
DNA RgI.

P ulling through a pore

Q ualitative aspects. W e now m ake use ofthe theoreti-
cal fram ew ork constructed above to Investigate which in-
form ation on structured m olecules could be derived from
pore translocation experim ents. To this end, it isusefiil
to com pare unzipping by driven translocation through
a nanopore w ith the m ore conventional way of unzip—
pihg by applying a force on the ends of a biopolym er,
see eg. [5, 26, 21]. As illistrated I Fig. d, the two
approachesdi er findam entally: P ulling on the ends in—
duces a spontaneous unfolding order for the individual
structural elem ents, which is a function of their relative



FIG . 2: Unzipping a structured m olecule by pulling on is
ends is fuindam entally di erent from unzipping by driven
translocation through a narrow pore. (@) For pulling on the
ends, the stem s (ie., contiguously basepaired segm ents) in
the m olecule unfold In an order detem ined by their relative
stability and the topology of the structure (a possbl order
1{9 is Indicated). (o) In contrast, the pore forces the stem s to
unfold in a linear order along the sequence, as again indicated
by the num bering 1{9.

stabilities and the topology of the structure. In con-—
trast, the nanopore prescrbes a linear order along the

sequence, and unfolds an RNA molecul much as en—
zym es such as the rbosom e do In cells. This di erence
suggests that the two approaches can also yield di er-
ent types of nform ation about the m olecule under study.

A s dem onstrated by Onoa et al f_Zz:], clever use of the

pulling on the ends approach can reveal detailed infor-
m ation on the (un)folding pathway ofan RNA molecule

w ith known structure. However, when the structure of
an RNA molcul is unknown, pulling on the ends can

provide, by iself, little inform ation beyond a count of
the num ber of structuralelem ents that unfold separately

f_Z-]‘, éé] In the ©llow ing we therefore ocus on the ques-
tion ofhow much structuralinform ation m ay in principle

be obtained w ith the nanopore approach.

Let us suppose that we were abl to observe the tra—
fctoriesm (t) of the m olecules during the translocation
process. W e could then assign a position w ithin the se—
quence to each arrest during translocation. Since an ar-
rest is caused by a kinetic barrier, ie. a stem trapped
at the entrance to the pore, we could thereby identify
the positions of the stem s In the structure. Such nfor-
m ation can Indeed be su cient to reconstruct alm ost the
entire basgpairing pattem of a m olecule, as we dem on—
strate explicitly using an exam ple below . If the translbo—
cation dynam ics is In the strongly driven lin  B) where
the structure on the cis side is essentially frozen, then
the reconstructed structure would correspond to the Ini-
tial structure of the m olecule before translocation. W e
concentrate on this lim it in the follow ing, ncluding a
discussion of its attainability. H owever, i m ay be note—
w orthy that in the slow translocation lm it @ ) onewould
also obtain usefil structural nfom ation, nam ely on the
average structure of the molecule W ith respect to the
them odynam ic ensem ble of all structures [_igi]) . Aslong
as the m olecule is Wellkdesigned’ this average structure
w il1be dom Inated by the ground-state, ie. them Inim um

bihding free energy structure® .

How could one possbly observe the tra gctoriesm (t)
during translocation? For the purpose of structure de—
term nation, we willneed m (t) w ith a spatial resolution
below the typical length of a stem In an RNA struc-
ture (5{10 basepairs). Thism ay be achievable through
a re nement of the current nanopore technology, such
that careful analysis of the ionic current allow s a count
(or even sequencing) of the bases that have passed the
pore -LZ, :3]. W ith arti cial solid-state pores L[-l_b,L-Z:O] i is
also conceivable to use a tunneling current through leads
w ithin the m embrane as a probe to count (or sequence)
thebasesasthey pass through the pore. Here, we explore
yet another option, nam ely pulling them olecule m echan—
ically through the pore, wih a device that can record
force-extension curves, eg. an atom ic force m icroscope
or optical tweezers. T he explicit discussion of this case
w ith an exem plary RNA sequence serves us to gauge the
m ore general capability of nanopores as single-m olecule
tools for the study ofbiopolym er folding.

Q uantitative aspects. M echanical unfolding of a
biopolym er yields characteristic saw tooth-shaped signa—
tures In the forceextension curve EFEC) indicating the
opening of structural elem ents w ithin the m olecule, see
eg. l_2-§', 2-2:] From the relative positions of these
saw teeth one can determ ine length changes within the
molecul wih an extremely high resolution of about
1 nm . In the usual setup where the m olecule is unfolded
by pulling on is ends, such length changes can only be
used to infer the Stored length’ of a structural elem ent,
but not is precise position along the backbone of the
molecul, cf. Fig. :g . In contrast, for m echanical pulling
through a pore, the relative positions of the resulting
saw teeth w il correspond directly to the relative posi-
tions of the structural elem ents in the sequence?. One
conceivable way to prepare the initial condition where
an RNA molecul is aln ost entirely on the cis side, w ith
one end threaded through the pore and attached to a
pulling device on the trans side, is to start with an at-
tached m olecule on the trans side and to apply a voltage
pulse across the pore that su  ces to drive the m olecule
as far as possible to the cis side.

1 The worst case for the purpose of structure detem ination corre—
sponds to the regim e w here the typical tim escale for the translo-
cation of say a single hairpin is com parable to the tim escale for
structural rearrangem ents involving the form ation of new stem s:
in this case, the structure on the cis side m ay relax after a stem
isunzipped, so that one would oberve only the signatures of the
relaxed structure rather than the original structure. T his regin e
should be avoided by a proper choice of the driving force and the
friction coe cient ofthe pore R .Bundschuh and U .G erland, to
be published).

T he absolute position can be inferred by adding a known struc—
turalelem ent, eg. a strong C -G hairpin, to one end ofthe RNA ,
which can then function as a reference point.

N



To apply our generalm odel to the particular case of
m echanical pulling in the strongly driven (fast pulling)
lim i, we need to specify the form of the three term s In
the free energy landscape 6'_2) . The second tem , ie. the
binding free energy on the trans side, m ay be set to zero,

Firansm) = 0; 4)

since the reform ation of structure after translocation is
suppressed at high tensions in the RNA shgle strand®.
The third term , F ot m ), describes the e ect ofthe m e-
chanical stress on the RNA, which stretches the single-
stranded trans part ofthem olecule. T he elastic response
of this singlestrand m ay be m odeled by a freely pinted
chain FJC) polym er m odel. A ssum ing for sim plicity a
constant pulling speed v, the third term then takes the
form

Fextm) = FFJC+sprjng(V N m): )
Here, the function Fggc+ spring Rt;n) denotes the com -
bined free energy of a singlestranded RNA of n bases
In serdes wih a linear spring, stretched to a total ex—
tension Ry = v t:_-[2:8]. (The lnear spring takes into
acocount the sti ness of the oroem easuring device, see
the A ppendix fordetails.) By assum ption, the rsttem,
F cis M ), representsthebinding free energy ofthe rem ain—
Ing part of the initial structure on the cis side. F .i5 )
can be calculated for any initial structure, based on the
free energy rules or RNA secondary structure [_?-ag] w ith
a naturalextension for pseudoknotted structures, see the
Appendix. O ur assum ption of a frozen structure on the
cis side is m ost likely an oversin pli cation for realistic
pulling speeds, since small uctuations in the secondary
structure are known to occur already on tim escales on
the order of tens of m icroseconds t_B;:] However, since
the pore pulling approach is sensitive only to stem po—
sitions, we expect that it isuna ected by small uctua—
tions and sensitive only to m a pr rearrangem ents w hich
signi cantly change the secondary structure. Such re-
arrangem ents are typically slow, som etin es even on the
tin escale of hours B3, 331.

R econstruction of secondary structures. To ilus-
trate the problem and them ethod, we use an exem plary
RNA , thewellstudied selfsplicing intron ofT etrahym ena
themm ophila R1]w ith a sequence of 419 bases (G enbank
# VO01416). In its correctly folded active state, the

3 For instance, Liphardt et al i'2§] observed refolding rates for a
single hairpin around 1 s ! at the unfolding force f;_, 14 pN.
At a pulling speed of say 1 m /s, the translocation of an RNA
m olecule with a thousand bases would therefore be tem inated
before refolding of a structuralelem ent on the trans side occurs.

basepairing patterm of this rbozym e contains a pseu-—
doknot (see F1ig. :ja), while its best characterized long—
lived ©ding interm ediate f_3-§', ',_371_5] has a known aler-
native structure w ithout pseudoknot (see F ig. :_3b) {_3-2_:]
W e w ill Investigate w hether one can in principl use the
pulling-through-a-pore approach not only to discrin inate
between these two di erent confom ations in individual
m olecules, but also to reconstruct both structures from
the FEC's.

To obtain FEC's for these structures, we perform ed
M onte<€ arlo sim ulations ofthe stochasticprocessde ned
by Egs. ('_]:{-'_3), and usd Eqg. ('_é) from the Appendix to
calculate the force and extension tim e traces. W e per—
form ed all calculations at the sam e pulling speed (v =
0: nm /tim e step, w hich roughly correspondsto 10 m /s
given typicalvalies forkg, see above), and the sam e sti —
ness of the forcem easuring device ( = 05 pN/nm).
Fig. 4 displys three such FEC’s (solid lines) for the
non-pseudoknotted structure of F ig. :_3b, corresponding
to unzipping from the 3’ end. These FEC'’s show the
saw tooth-like behavior which is characteristic for the se—
quential opening of structural elem ents (@ very sin ilar
behavior was observed in the experin ents ofO noa et al
f_Z-j] w here the m olecule was rapidly unzipped by pulling
on isends). T he rising parts of the saw testh correspond
to stretching ofsingle strand on the trans side asa stacked
region is \trapped" in front of the pore on the cis side.
W hen a stacked region opens, som e single strand is freed
to pass the pore, which leads to relaxation of the ten—
sion and causes the dow nstrokes iIn the FEC ’s. N ote that
the FEC's do not share all of their saw teeth, which re-

ectsthe in portance ofthermm al uctuations for this type
of single m olecule experin ents (this property ism anifest
also in the experin ent ofO noa et al. E-]']) .

Them ost relevant inform ation contained in the FEC’s
are the positions of the translocation arrests, during
which the required force for the opening of basepairs is
built up. To extract these positions, we use FEC's of
freely pinted chains with di erent lengths: T he dashed
lines in Fjg.:f;' show som e exam ples of such FEC ’s where
the chain length n coincides w ith the length ofthe RNA
single strand on the trans side during such an arrest.
W ih an autom ated procedure described in the A ppendix
we obtain allofthese positions (above a threshold forthe
duration of an arrest).

Since the bases around the position of an arrest are
very likely basspaired wih another segm ent of the se—
quence further to the 5’ end, we represent this inform a—
tion by a closing angularbracket, Y’, above that position
in the RNA sequence (written from 5’ to 3'), see Fig.i.
O f course, the m olecule can also be pulled through the
pore in the other direction, ie. from the 5’ end. This
yields Inform ation on the positions of segm ents that have
dow nstream binding partners. T he sam e procedure then
Jeads to the opening brackets, Y, also shown in Fig.d.

B racket representations are a w idely used short hand
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FIG . 3: Secondary structure of the Tetrahym ena therm ophila
G roup Iintron: (a) Long-lived lding interm ediate [32]. (o)
N ative state w ith pseudoknot. T he basepairs shown in green
are correcl'_ly reconstructed from the forceextension curves,
see Fig. A, using the procedure descrbbed in the m ain text,
while thebases shown In red are involved In Incorrect basepair
predictions (the procedure yjellds no prediction for the bases

shown in black); see also Fig._

notation for RNA secondary structures. For the struc—
tures in Fjg.:_i, such a representation is shown in the third
row ofF Jg§ N ote that tw o types ofbrackets have to be
used for the pseudoknotted native structure, in order to
m ake the association between opening and closing brack—
ets unam biguous. W e cbserve that the angular brackets

Thistask is a sequence alignm ent problem , which con—
sists of m atching each opening (closing) bracket w ith
an associated downstream (upstream ) binding sequence.
Several circum stances conspire to m ake this, som ew hat
surprisingly, a nontrivialproblem : (i) stem s, ie. contigu—
ous basepaired regions, are usually short, typically 5{10
basepairs, (i) structuralelem entsoften lead toadi erent
num ber of angularbrackets in the two pulling directions,
ie. not every opening bracket has a corresponding clos—
Ing bracket and vice versa, and (i) sequence segm ents
containing severalU ’s have m any possible binding part-
ners, sihce U's can pairw ith A’sand G ’s.
To overcom e this problem , we developed a probabilis—
tic sequence alignm ent algorithm (see A ppendix), which
denti es the most lkely set of stem s that is consistent
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FIG . 5: Reconstruction of the basepairing pattem from the
FEC'’s. First row: parentheses extracted from the FEC's,
which indicate the position of basepaired regions. Second
row : RNA sequence. Third row : parentheses mdlcatmg the
basepairs in the f1ll structures shown in Fig. l3 Fourth row :
stem s predicted from the parentheses n the rst row by se—
quence alignm ent. Seem ain text for details.

w ith all angular brackets and where all paired sequence
segm ents contain at least one angular bracket on each
side. T he output ofthis algorithm is shown in the fourth
row s ofF jg."g', w here low er case letters indicate paired se—
quence segm ents and the alphabetic order represents the

con dence kvel (con dence is lJargest or &’). In Fjg:::3

the bases nvolved in this reconstructed set of stem s are
colored, w ith green (red) indicating (in)correct basspair-

Ing. W e observe that the two di erent basepairing pat-

s (for the sam e sequence) are clkarly distinguished
and the large scale secondary structure is captured In
both cases. In particular, the pseudoknot in the native

structure is correctly identi ed. The only incorrectly pre—
dicted stem is the least signi cant one (k’) in the pseu—

doknotted structure.

W hilke these results seem satisfactory asa proofofprin—
ciple, we stressthat our reconstruction algorithm can cer—

taink be mm proved upon, eg. by allow ing form ism atches
In longer stem s, which should help to 1l in m any ofthe
m issed bassgpairs. A 1so, one could m ake use ofthe known

basgpairing energies in the reconstruction.

D iscussion and O utlook

O ur theoretical study has led us to a sin ple coarse—
grained m odel, Egs. ('_21‘—3), for the translocation of struc—
tured polynucleotides, which is applicable in the two op—
posite lim its of very slow and very rapid translocation.
Thism odel is a usefiil starting point or a m ore detailed
description that rem ains valid in the entire param eter
regine. Here, we have applied the m odel to dem on—
strate that the physics of the translocation process can
In principle be exploited to use nanopores for secondary
structure determm nation (ncliding pseudoknots) on the
single-m okecule level. Indeed, the nanopore technigque
would be a usefil addition to the existing repertoire of
structure determ ination m ethods: RNA secondary struc—
ture can be predicted com putationally to som e extent
B9, 39, 401 based on experin entally detem ined free en-
ergy rules [3(_3], however this approach is unreliable for
RNA molcules exceeding 100 bases and cannot take
pseudoknots properly into account. Incliding pseudo-—
knots, which are often crucial to the function of RNA
enzym es [32: ], is not only com putationally expen-—
sive {44, 3], but is also lin ited by a lack of exper—
in ental inform ation on the corresponding binding free
energies. Experin entally, X ray crystallography [35] or
NMR I_B-Q'] provide detailed structures, but these tech-
nigques are cum bersom e and lin ited to sm all m olecules
or isolated dom ains of larger RN A s. Structural Inform a-
tion for Jarger RN A s can currently only be obtained from
com parative sequence analysis {3-8‘], which requires large
sets ofhom ologousRN A sequences, or from indirect bio—
chem icalm ethods [33].

T hroughout thispaper, w e have focused on basspairing
only, which ispem issble under ionic conditionsthat dis—
favor tertiary interactions, eg. Iow sodiim and no m ag—
nesium . However, once the translocation of a m olecule
is well characterized under these conditions, it becom es
Interesting to sw itch to the native ionic conditions and
exam Ine the e ects of tertiary interactions. G enerally,
one can expect m ore cooperativity In the presence of ter—
tiary interactions, ie. larger dom ains w ill open in a sin—
gl step, as observed by O noa et al {_2-2:] T his suggests
a hierarchical approach to structure determ ination w ith
nanopores: rst unzip under low Iionic conditions to ob—
tain the secondary structure, and then repeat in the pres—
ence of m agnesium to identify how the secondary struc—
ture elem ents are grouped into larger tertiary structure
dom ains (such asthe P4-P 6 dom ain In the Tetrahym ena
rbbozym e). It is worthwhilke to stress the advantage of
RNA as a model system to separately study the e ect



of secondary and tertiary structure. In contrast, the sec—
ondary structure ofproteins isnot stable in the absence of
tertiary structure, and hence onem ay expect that single—
dom ain proteinsw illunfold and translocate across a pore
n a single step.

N anopores could In principle also be used to probe

the kinetics of large-scale secondary structure rearrange—
m ents in single-m olecules. For Instance, it would be use—
ful to attach larger ob fcts to both ends of a m okecule
that is already threaded through the pore, allow ing the
sam e m olecule to be driven forth and back through the
pore, over and over again. By varying the tim e inter—
valbetween successive reversals of the driving force, one
could then probe structuralrelaxation overa broad range
of tin e scales. M ore generally, nanopores m ay €mn erge
as a new toolto probe intra—and interm olecular inter-
actions in single biom olecules. For instance, one could
probe the biophysics of com bined binding and folding in
the context of RN A -protein interactions.
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A ppendix

C alculation of free energy landscape. G iven a sec—
ondary structure of the m olecule, we obtain F is m ) by
elin inating all basspairs nvolving the term nalN m
bases, and calculating the binding free energy of the re—
m aining structure according to the free energy rules for
RNA secondary structure LB-(_]'] W e take the free energy
param eters as supplied w ith the Vienna RNA package
(version 13.1) at room tem perature T = 25°C . The sal
concentrations at which these param eterswerem easured
are Na']= 1M and Mg" " ]= OM .] For pssudoknotted
structures, the free energy rules currently inclide no pre—
scription, however the follow ing extension appears rea—
sonable: we rst elin nate basspairs in stam s that give
rise to the pseudoknot (s) and calculate the free energy of
the rem aining structure according to the standard rules.
W ethen add the free energiesofthe elim inated stem s sep—
arately, ncluding the free energy for the loops created by
these stem s, again according to the standard free energy
rules (how ever, the bases in these loops that are involved
In other stem s are rem oved before calculating the loop
free energy).

T he transpart ofthem olecule is tethered at both ends,
by the pore and the pulling device, respectively. The
pulling device can be described by a linear spring, while
the con gurationalentropy ofthe RNA sihgl strand can
be m odeled by a freely pinted chain FJC) wih exten—
sble segm ents. [For the few bases that are inside the
pore, we neglect the e ect ofthe con nem ent on the en—

tropy.] W e denote by R the total extension of the trans
part In series w ith the linear spring. T he free energy ;_5)
can then be expressed in tem s of the total end-to-end
distance distribution W r ¢ + spring s

Froc+ spring Resn) = kg T I0GW pgc+ spring Resn) 5

which can in tum be written as the convolution of the
individual end-to-end distance distributions of the FJC
and the spring 8],
7z

dR Wggc R;in)W gpring Rt R) :

0

W FJc+ spring R¢;n) =

Here, W opring Rs) = exp( RS2=2)=p 2 = , where

denotes the inherent sti ness of the pulling device.
W e calculate the end-to-end distance distribution of the
freely Ppinted chain, W pyc R ;n), as descrbed previously
K_BZ‘]. T he polym er param eterswe use w ere obtained from
a tib] to FEC’s of singlestranded DNA |44] (pase—
tobase length 0:7nm , Kuhn length 1:9nm , and stretch
m odulus 815pN ), sihce we are unaw are of corresponding
data for the chem ically very sin ilar RNA .
Calculation of FEC ’'s. W e obtain several tra pctories
m () with a M onte Carb sinulation of Egs. @{d) with
m (0)= N ,R¢(0) = 0 as iniial condiion and increm ent—
Ing Rt at the constant rate v. T he sin ulation is stopped
when allbaseshave translocated (m = 0). From thetine
trace m (t), we calculate the foroeextension curve £ R)
using

@

hfi= ——Froc+ soring Re= v N m (©) ©)
@R¢

andl R i= vt hfi= .Here, hfiand iR iareboth them al
averages over the polym er and spring degrees of freedom
at xed totalextension Ry and xed basgpairing pattem.

E xtraction ofparenthesespositions from FEC .For
every point on a FEC , we determm ine the length n ofthe
freely pinted chain whose FEC passes closest to the point
(usinhg the polym er param eters for single-stranded RN A

as given above). W e take a histogram of the resulting
lengths n over three independent FEC’s for each struc—
ture. In this histogram , the lengths n that corresoond
to start positions of stably basepaired regions appear as
peaks, since the length of sihgle-stranded RNA on the
trans side rem ains approxin ately constant w hile the force
required to unzip the basgpairsbuidsup. A sin ilarpro-
cedure was applied in Ref. [_ZI§'] to identify the positions
of proteins bound to double-stranded DNA as it is be-
Ing unzipped.] W e keep alln-values w here the histogram

exceeds a threshold of 30 counts (a count is m ade every
M onte Carlo tim estep). Since them al noise m akes the
molcul uctuate back and forth by a few bases whik
the force isbuilding up forthe next stem to open, we pick
out of each contiguous stretch in the rem aining n—-values



only the largest. F inally, we Increm ent the extracted n—
valuesby one and m ark the corresponding position in the
sequence w ith a parenthesis.

R econstruction ofbasepairing pattern. TheFEC's
do not revealwhich opening and closing parentheses are
paired wih each other. However, given the sequence
ofthe RNA , we can m atch the parentheses by sequence
com plem entarity. [fo keep the num ber of false basepair
predictions to am inin um , we consider only stem swhere
we have at least one parenthesis at each end.] Here, we
sum m arize the essential steps in our sequence alignm ent
algorithm , while a detailed presentation and characteri-
zation w illbe given elsew here R .Bundschuh and U .G er—
land, to be published): First, we
Jess local alignm ents between a subsequence containing
a parenthesis and subsequences to the open side of the
parenthesis, using the scoring scheme 2 orGC, 1 orAU,
and 0 forGU .W e keep only those alignm entsw ith a score
larger than 5 and w here the m atching sequence segm ent
also contains a m atching parenthesis. W e consider the
rem aining alignm ents as possible stem s in the secondary
structure. To pick them ost likely set ofm utually consis—
tent stam s, we assign an alignm ent E -value to each stem
7). We then ieratively inclide the most lkely stem
Into the structure prediction, and rem ove allother stem s
i excludes due to overlapping basepairs from the list of
allowed stem s.

[l] K asianow icz, JJ., Brandin, E ., Branton, D . & D eam er,
DW . (1996) Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 93, 13770-
13773.

R] Akeson,M ., Branton, D ., K asianow icz, J.J., Brandin, E .
& Deamer, D W . (1999) Biophys. J. 77, 3227-3233.

Bl M eller, A ., Nivon, L. Brandin, E . Golovchenko, JA .
& Branton, D . (2000) Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 97,
1079-1084.

4] Henrickson, SE. M isakian, M ., Robertson, B. &
K asianow icz, JJ. (2000) Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 3057-3060.

B] Vercoutere, W ., W intersH ilt, S.,Olsen,H ., Deamer, D .,
Haussler, D . & Akeson, M . (2001) N at. Biotechnol. 19,
248-252.

] M eller, A ., Nivon, L. & Branton, D . (2001) Phys. Rev.
Lett. 86, 3435-3438.

[71 Bates,M ., Bums,M .& M eller, A . (2003) B iophys. J. 84,
23662372.

B] SauerBudge, A F ., Nyamwanda, JA ., Lubensky, D K .
& Branton, D . (2003) Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 238101.

P]1 M eller, A . (2003) J. Phys.: Condens. M atter 15, R581—
R607.

[10] Sung, W .& Park, P.J. (1996) Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 783—
786.

11 DiM arzio, E A .& M andell, A J. (1997) J. Chem . Phys.
107, 5510-5514.

2] M uthukum ar, M
10374.

[13] Lubensky, D K. & Nelson, D R. (1999) Biophys. J. 77,
1824-1838.

(1999) J. Chem . Phys. 111, 10371-

nd all possible gap—

[14] M uthukum ar, M . (2001) Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 3188-3191.

[15] Chuang, J., Kantor, Y . & Kardar, M . (2002) Phys. Rev.
E 65,011802.

6] Ambpmsson, T. Apell, SP. Konkoli, Z. DiM arzio,
EA.& Kasianowicz, JJ. (2002) J. Chem . Phys. 117,
4063-4073.

[Ll7] Flom enbom , O . & K lafter, J. (2003) Phys. Rev. E 68,
041910.

[18] M etzler, R. & K lhafter, J. (2003) Biophys. J. 85, 2776—
2779.

[M91Li, J., Stein, D ., M M ullan, C ., Branton, D ., A ziz, M J.
& Golovchenko, JA . (2001) Nature 412, 166-169.

RO] Stom , A J., Chen, JH ., Ling, X S., Zandbergen, H W .
& Dekker, C. (2003) Nat. M ater. 2, 53740.

Rll]Cech, TR. (1993) In The RNA W ord (Gesteland, R F.
& Atkins, JF ., eds).239-269, Cold Spring H arbor Labo—
ratory Press, P ainview ,NY .

R2]1 Brion,P.& W esthof, E. (1997) Annu.Rev. B ioph.B iom .
26, 113-137.

R3] T inoco, I.,, Jr & Bustam ante, C. (1999) How RNA folds.
J.MolLBiol 293, 271-281.

R4] Thirum alai, D ., Lee,N ., W codson, SA .& Klinov,D K.
(2001) Annu. Rev.Phys. Chem .52, 751-762.

R5]1R¥f, M ., Gautel, M ., O esterhelt, F ., Femandez, JM . &
Gaub,H E. (1997) Science 276, 1109-1112.

R6] Liphardt, J.,, Onoa, B., Sm ih, SB . T inoco, I., Jr. &
Bustam ante, C . (2001) Science 292, 733-737.

R7]1 Onoa, B .,Dumont, S., Liphardt, J., Sm ith, SB ., T lnoco,
I.,Jr., & Bustam ante, C . (2003) Science 299, 1892-1895.

p8] Gerland, U ., Bundschuh, R .& Hwa, T . (2003) B iophys.
J.84,2831-2840.

R9I M cCaskill, JS. (1990) Biopolym ers 29, 1105-1119.

B0l W altter, A E., Tumer, DH. Kin, J. Lyttle, M H .,
M uller, P.,, M athews, D H. & Zuker, M . (1994) Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 91, 9218-9222.

B1] Bonnet, G ., K richevsky, O . & Libchaber, A . (1998) P roc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 95, 8602-8606.

B2] Pan, J.& W oodson, SA . (1998) J.M ol Biol 280, 597-
609.

B3] Zhuang, X ., Bartley, L E ., Babcock, H P., Russell, R .,
Ha, T. Herschlag, D. & Chu, S. (2000) Science 288,
2048-2051.

B4] Zhuang, X ., Kin, H ., Pereira, M JB ., Babcock, H P .,
W alter, N G.& Chu, S. (2002) Science 296, 1473-1476.

B5] Cate, JH ., Gooding, A R .,,Podell, E ., Zhou, K ., Golden,
BL.,Kundrot,C E. Cech, T R.& Doudna, JA . (1996)
Science 273, 1678-1685.

B6] Colm enare, G. & Tinoco, I., Jr. (1999) J. M ol Biol
290, 119135.

B7]1 Gerland, U ., Bundschuh,R.& Hwa, T . (2001) B iophys.
J.81,1324-1332.

B8] Gutell, RR. Power, A. Hertz, GZ. Putz, EJ. &
Stom o, G D . (1992) Nucl Acids Res. 20, 5785-5795.

B9] H ofacker, IL. Fontana, W ., Stadler, P F. Bonhoef-
fer, S. Tacker, M . & Schuster, P. (1994) M onatshefte
f. Chem ie 125, 167-188; software available online at

ttp: //waw . thi univie.ac.at/.

[40] Zuker, M . & Stiegler, P. (1981) Nucl Acid. Res. 9, 133-
148.

A1l W adkins, T S. Perrotta, AT . FerreD'Amare, AR .,
Doudna, JA .& Been,M D . (1999) RNA 5, 720-727.

2] Rivas, E. & Eddy, SR. (1999) J.M oL Biol. 285, 2053-
2068.

[A3] Isam bert, H . & Siggia, E D . (2000) P roc. N atl. A cad. Sci.


http://www.tbi.univie.ac.at/

{USA) 97, 6515-6520. A6] Koch, S.J. Shundrovsky, A ., Jantzen, BC. & W ang,
441 M ajer, B., Bensinon, D . & Croquette, V. (2000) P roc. M D . (2002) Biophys. J. 83, 1098-1105.

Natl Acad. Sci. USA 97, 12002-12007. A7] Karlin, S. & A lschul, SF. (1990) Proc. Natl Acad. Sci.
[A5] M ontanari, A .& M ezard, M . (2001) Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, USA 87, 2264-2268.

2178-2181.



