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C om petitve hybridization, at the surface and in the bulk, lowers the sensitivity of DNA chips.
C om petitive surface hybridization occurs when di erent targets can hybridize w ith the sam e probe.
C om petitive bulk hybridization takes place when the targets can hybridize w ith free com plem entary
chains in the solution. Thee ectsofcom petitive hybridization on the them odynam ically attainable
perform ance of DNA chips are quanti ed in tem s of the hybridization isothem s of the spots.
T hese relate the equilbrium degree of the hybridization to the bulk com position. T he hybridization
isothem em erges as a Langm uir isothermm m odi ed for electrostatic interactions w ithin the probe
layer. The sensitivity of the assay In equilbrium is directly related to the slope of the isothem .
A sin pler description is possble in tem s of cs0s goecifying the bulk com position corresponding to
50% hybridization at the surface. The e ects of com petitive hybridization are in portant for the
quantitative analysis of DNA chip resuls especially when used to study point m utations.

I. NTRODUCTION

DNA m icroarrays allow to interrogate the base sequence of DNA or RNA chains. They can be used to detect
pathogens, identify genetic defects, m onitorgene expression etc. M arshaland H odgson, 1998; G raves, 1999; N iem eyer
and B lohm , 1999; Southem et al, 1999; W ang, 2000; P irrung, 2002). In spie of the Intense activity in this eld,
theoretical aspects of the function of DNA m icroarrays received relatively little attention. Early theoretical work
focused on the dynam ics ofhybridization at the surface (Chan et al, 1995; Livshits and M irzabekov, 1996) . R ecently,
theoretical investigations considered the equilbbrium hybridization isotherm sofDNA chips (Vainrub and P ettitt, 2002;
Vainrub and Pettitt, 2003) and polyelectrolyte aspects of the system s (C rozier and Stevens, 2003). In the llow ing
we present a theoretical analysis of the e ect of com petition between di erent possble hybridization reactions on
the sensitivity and speci city ofDNA chips. T he discussion utilizes hybridization isothem s relating the equilbbriim
fraction ofhybridized chains at the surface, x, to the com position ofthe buk. The e ects are revealed by com parison
of the hybridization isothem s for com petition-free situations w ith those obtained when com petitive hybridization
is signi cant. They are quanti ed In tem s of various csgs specifying the buk com position corresoonding to 50%
hybridization at the surface. A key Ingredient of our discussion is the derivation of the com petition-free isotherm as
a Langm uir adsorption isothemn m odi ed to allow for electrostatic Interactions. O ur m odel is related to an earlier
m odel proposed by Vainrub and Pettitt (VP ) In that both assum e uniform am earing of the electrical charge of the
probe layer.

T he elem entary unis of DNA m icroarrays are \spots" containing num erous single stranded DNA (ssDNA ) chains,
of identical sequence, term inally anchored to the support surface. The spots are placed in a checkered pattem so
that each sequence is allocated a unigue site. These chains, or probes, preferentially hybridize w ith free sSDNA
chainshaving a com plem entary sequence. T hem icroarray is Inm ersed in a solution containing labeled ssD NA chains
whose sequence is not known and are comm only referred to as \targets". The presence of speci ¢ sequences is
signalled by hybridization on the corresponding spot as m onitored by correlating the strength of the label signal
w ith the position of the spot G raves, 1999). Recently, label free detection m ethods, Involving optical and m ass
sensitive techniques, attract grow Ing attention ( iem eyer and B lohm , 1999). These allow to m onitor the kinetics
of hybridization. However, such m ethods m easure the total hybridization of a particular probe irrespective of the
dentity ofthe partner. In m arked contrast, selective labeling ofa particular sequence m oniorsonly the hybridization
of this target and does not report on the hybridization of other m oieties.

Theunitization ofDNA chipsasanalyticalm ethod Involves In m ersing the device in a solution containing am xture
of DNA chains ofdi erent sequences and concentrations. Under such conditions, it is necessary to allow for the rok
of com petitive hybridization. It is usefuil to distinguish between two types of com petitive hybridization. Com pet—
itive surface hybridization occurs when a number of di erent targets can hybridize w ith the sam e probe. Thus, a
site occupied by certain probes w ill preferentially hybridize DNA targets w ith a perfectly m atched com plem entary
sequence. However, it w illalso hybridize a certain fraction ofm ism atched sequences. A swe shalldiscuss, this fraction
depends on the binding constants as well as the concentrations of the m ojeties nvolved. Com petitive hybridization
at the surface clearly lowers both the sensitivity and the speci city of the assay. W hen the surface com petition is
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FIG .1: A schem atic representation of the com petition free case where the probes, p, can hybridize w ith a single target species,
t.
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FIG .2: In the com petitive surface hybridization case the probes, p, can hybridize w ith a perfectly m atched target species, t,
aswellaswith a m isn atched target, m .

signi cant, labeled and unlabeled detection m ay yield di erent results. No di erence is expected when all targets
are labeled, as is the case when PCR am pli cation is used. On the other hand, when selective labeling of speci c
targets is possibl, the tw o techniques m easure di erent quantities corresponding to di erent isothem s. C om petitive
buk hybridization reduces the concentration of non-hybridized targets that are availabl for hybridization w ith the
probe. Thistakesplace when the solution contains com plem entary sequences that can hybridize w ith the target in the
solution. Such sequencesm ay occur either in the sam e chain, leading to hairpin form ation, or In di erent sequences
lading to interchain hybridization. C om petitive buk hybridization dim inishes thus the sensitivity of DNA chips. Iks
In portance vardes, again, w ith the binding constants and the concentrations. T he issues discussed above assum e their
clearest form when DNA chips are used to identify single nucleotide polym orphisn orpointm utations (Lopez-C rapez
et al, 2001). In these situations, the DNA chip is exposed to a m ixture of targets di ering from each other only in
the identity of one particular base. T he fraction of the di erent formm s is then deduced from the relative intensity of
the signals of the fur spots corresponding to the four possble sequences.

In practice, the DNA chipsare inm ersed in the target solution fora relatively short tin e. A sa resul, the attainm ent
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FIG . 3: Com petitive bulk hybridization when the probes, p, can hybridize w ith a single perfectly m atched target species, t but
t can also hybridize in the buk w ith a com plem entary chain, c. ¢ can not hybridize w ith p.

of equilbrium is not guaranteed and rates of the di erent hybridization reactions play an in portant role. Yet, full
analysis of the reaction kinetics requires know ledge ofthe equilbrium state. A n understanding ofthe equilbrium state
isalso necessary in order to identify the relative In portance ofkinetic and them odynam ic controls ofthe perform ance
of the DNA m icroarrays. Finally, en erging evidence Bhanot et al, 2003) suggests that the perform ance of DNA
chips, asm easured by the num ber of \false positives", is best at the them odynam ic equilbbrium . W ith this in m ind,
we Investigate the equilbrium hybridization isothem s for three idealized but experin entally attainable situations.
T hese situations involve a DNA array Inm ersed in solutions of di erent com position: (i) A solution containing one
species of sigle stranded target Figurel). (i) A solution containing two di erent targets that do not hybridize in the
bulk but are both capabl ofhybridizing w ith the sam e probe F igure 2) and (iii) A solution containing two di erent
chains, a target and a com plem entary chain capable of hybridizing w ith i in the bulk but incapabl of hybridizing
w ith the probe F igure 3). In all cases, we consider the case of probes and targets of equal length ie., the num ber
ofbases, N , In the chains are identical. For brevity our discussion focuses on system s w here the hybridization at the
surface has a negligble e ect on the concentration of targets n the buk. This case corresoonds to an all spots or to
elevated target concentration.

The rsttwo sections sum m arize the necessary background inform ation for the subsequent discussion. T hus, section
IT recalls the de nitions of sensitivity and other m easures of the perform ance of analytical assays. T he relationship
betw een sensitivity and the equilbrium hybridization isotherm isalso discussed. T he relevant structuralcharacteristics
of DNA chips and in portant length scales in the problem are summ arized in section ITI. T he next section, IV, is
devoted to the derivation of the com petition-free hybridization isotherm as a Langm uir isothem m odi ed to allow
for electrostatic interactions. Initially we obtain the hybridization isotherm for an arbitrary electrostatic free energy
density of the probe layer, ;. W e then consider the hybridization isothem s for particular functional form s of o1
assum ing a laterally uniform sm earing of the electric charge. W e m ostly focus on the \di use layer" m odelw here the
charge isuniform I sn eared w ithin the probe layer thus allow ing for its thickness. It is in portant to note that som e of
our resuls are actually independent ofthe m odel specifying 1. W e conclude this section w ith a discussion of relevant
experim ental results and a com parison betw een our approach and the VP m odel. In the rem aining sections we pursue
tw o com plem entary goals: Them odi cations ofthe hybridization isotherm sto allow for com petitive hybridization and
the resulting e ects on the sensitivity and speci ciy of the assay. T hree situations are considered. T he com petition
free case, when the probes are exposed to a single target, is discussed in section V. T his yields upper bounds for
the sensitivity and the speci city. C om petitive surface hybridization is analyzed in section V I and com petitive bulk
hybridization is considered in section V IT. T he detailed derivation of ; within the di use Jayerm odel is descrlbed in
Appendix A . T he hybridization isothem for low salt solutions is discussed in Appendix B.



II. ON SENSITIVITY AND THE HYBRIDIZATION ISOTHERM

A swe shall see, the equilbrium hybridization isotherm s naturally suggest characterization of the sensitivity of the
assay In term s of appropriate csps. T his characteristic is closely related to the comm on de nitions of the sensitivity of
analytical techniques. It is thus usefulto rst sum m arize these de nitions and their relationship to the hybridization
isothem s. D i erent de nitions of sensitivity are available Pardue, 1997; Ekins and Edwards, 1997; references cited
In Pardue, 1997). The WPAC de nition identi es the sensitivity, S, wih the slope of the calibration curve. The
calbration curve describes the m easured response, R, to a target concentration, ¢, R (¢) and

Se = dR=dc.: @)
T he quantitative resolution of the assay, c¢, isthen soeci ed by

Ct= r(@&)=S¢ () 2)

where . is the m easurem ent error as given by its standard deviation. T he detection lim it, the lowest detectable c,
is determ ined by ct(a = 0) since when the concentration ¢ is ower than ci(a = 0) the error is lJarger than the
signal. The IFCC convention identi es the sensitivity w ith the detection lm it.

O urgoalisto relate the sensitivity ofD NA chipsto theirhybridization isothermm s. W ith this in m ind, it is convenient
to adopt the TUPAC de nition. This choice is m otivated by the follow ing observations: (i) the calbration curve in
equilbrim is closely related to the hybridization isothemn ; (ii) T he m easurem ent error depends on the m easurem ent
technique and on instrum ental characteristics. In distinction to R (¢.); » is not related to the calbration curve and
(i) Se as given by Eq.:g: plys a role In the determ ination ofboth the qualitative resolution and the detection lim it.

In the follow ngwe w illassum e that R (¢.) is proportionalto the equilbrium hybridization fraction at the surface, x
ie,R (&) = x+ constwhere isa constant. Thisassum ption is justi ed when the ollow ng conditions are ful lled:
(1) Non-speci ¢ adsorption is negligble and R is due only to hybridization at the surface; (i) T he duration of the
experim ent is su ciently long to allow the hybridization to reach equilbrium and (i) the m easured signal depends
linearly on the am ount of oligonuclkotides at the surface. It is useful to note the follow Ing points conceming the
attainability of these conditions. F irst, surface treatm ents repressing non-speci ¢ adsorption are available for certain
substrates (Steel et al.,, 2000 and references cited in Steel et al, 2000). Second, the attainm ent of stationary state
for the hybridization m ay require long periods of up to 14 hours (P eterson et al, 2001; Peterson et al, 2002; Bhanot
et al, 2003). Furthem ore, the degree of hybridization m ay depend on the them alhistory (heating of the substrate
or the solution). In this context i is im portant to stress that, by de nition, a state of them odynam ic equilbriim
is both stationary in tin e and independent of the path ie., preparation m ethod. F inally, the linear range varies
w ith the m easurem ent technigque. For exam ple, when using uorescent labels the linear regim e occurs at low enough
concentration when selfquenching is negligble (Lakow icz, 1999).

ITII. RELEVANT MOLECULAR DIM ENSIONS AND LENGTH SCALES

T wo groups of length scalesplay an In portant role in our subsequent discussion. O ne group describes the structural
features of the probe layer. T he second characterizes the electrostatic iInteractions and their screening. E xpression of
the free energies in term s of these length scales allow s for a com pact form ulation and the identi cation of the relevant
din ensionless variables.

T he structural features of the layer are determ ined m ostly by the dim ensions of the hybridized and unhybridized
probes aswell as the grafting density G raves, 1999; Southem et al., 1999; P irrung, 2002) . T he num ber ofm onom ers,
nucleotides, per probe, N , varies over a w ide range. Values of 10 N 30 are comm on but much higher values,
of N 1000 are attainable. In the follow ing we w ill consider system s com prising of probes and targets of equal
size in the range 10 N 30. Doublk stranded DNA (d<DNA) is a sam i exble chain wih a persistence length

1A (Cantor and Shinmell, 1980). Thus, n our N range double stranded oligonucleotides m ay be viewed as
rigid rods w ith the radius ofa dDNA, r = 9:5A and a profcted length per m onom er along the axis of 2b= 34A.
T he corresponding param eters for ssD NA are not yet established. Stacking interactions between the hydrophobic
bases tend to produce a sti \sihgle stranded helix" (Cantor and Shinm ell, 1980; Bloom eld et al, 2000; K orolev
et al, 1998 and refrences cited In K orokev et al, 1998). Since these interactions are non-cooperative this tendency is
egpecially m arked In short ssD NA considered by us. T heoretical studies of the m elting behavior of ree DNA 1n the
bulk suggest that ssDNA can bem odeled as a rigid rod w ith profcted length perm onom er ofa 3/ and a radius
of rgs ‘A Frank-K am enetskiiet al, 1987; K orolev et al,, 1998). W ih this in m ind we w ill approxin ate the length
of single stranded chains, N a as identical to that of the double stranded ones, N 2b, denoting both by L. ForN = 30
we thus have L 10 .



T he probes are chem ically grafted to the surface via a short spacer chain. The attainable values of the area per
probe, , vary with the support surface G raves, 1999; Southem et al,, 1999; P irrung, 2002) . Typicalvalues of on
glass surfaces are of order of 10°A 2 corresponding to a distance 100A between grafting sites. Signi cantly higher
grafting densities of sDNA are possble on polypropylne supports where values of 40A 2, corresponding to

7A , were reported. In this last case it is necessary to deplete the surface In order to allow full hybridization to
take place. Them ode of grafting can in uence the orientation ofthe probe. T heir ordentation can also be a ected by
adsorption to the surface (Levicky et al, 1998). Thus ssD NA grafted onto untreated gold form a com pact layer due
to adsorption. The layer swells and extends into the solution ollow ing treatm ent w ith m ercaptohexanol (Levicky et
al.,, 1998). This treatm ent is also in portant for elim ination of non speci c adsorption of the targets. O ur discussion
assum es exible junctions that enable free rotation and a non-adsorbing surface. Under this conditions, the average

thickness of the probe layer, H , varies between H L=2 at low grafting densities and H L when 7.
T hree electrostatic Jength scales are of in portance to our discussion. O ne isthe B frrum length I3 = €’= kT where
is the dielectric constant, k is the Boltzm an constant and T is the tem perature. In water, w ith 80, at room

tem perature, k ‘A . Note that the variation of wih T contributes to the T dependence of} . T he second is the
Gouy<Chapman length = 1=2 1z .Here isthe number of chargesper unit area on a uniform Iy charged surface.

characterizes the spatial distribution of the counterions In the vicinity of a unifom ly charged planar surface in a
salt free solvent. In this situation the m a prity of counterions are localized w thin a distance from the surface. In
the llow ing the charge of the probes, hybridized or not, is assum ed to be uniform Iy sm eared. As a result, varies
between N= to 2N = depending on x, the degree of hybridization. For an unhybridized layer is In the range of
10 1CA.A third scak is the D ebeye length, 1, , characterizing the screening range of electrostatic interactions in
a salt solution. Fora 1 :1 sal with number concentration ofions s itism = 8 %k ) 2 thus, n a 1M solution
m = 3A.

The range of DNA concentrations encountered in experin ents varies in the range between 10 °M to 10 '°M . The
solution usually containsalso IM of1 :1 sal. Under these conditions the electrostatic interactions betw een the free
targets are essentially fully screened.

IVv. THE COMPETITION FREE HYBRIDIZATION ISOTHERM

T he dependence of the hybridization degree, x, on the concentration ofthe target, ¢, is described by the hybridiza-
tion isothemm . It ishelpfiilto consider rst an array ofDNA probes ofa single sequence, p, In contact w ith a solution
containing a single species of ssD NA target, t. T he hybridization ofp and t creates a double stranded oligonucleotide,
pt, at the surface. For this choice of system the only reaction isp+ t  ptand no com petitive hybridization reactions
occur (Figurel). T he factors detem ining the hybridization isotherm fall into two groups. O ne consists of the factors
giving rise to the Langm uir isotherm (Evansand W ennerstrom , 1994), describing the adsorption ofneutral adsorbates
at a surface com prising a nite number of sites, each capable of accom m odating a single adsorbate. These include:
(i) the entropy of the free targets in solution, (i) the m ixing entropy of the hybridized and unhybridized probes and
(i) the non-electrostatic com ponent of the hybridization free energy. The hybridization at the surface of a DNA
chip di ers from the Langm uir scenario in that both the adsorbates (the targets) and the surface (the probe layer)
are charged. A s a resul the free energies of the targets and the probe layer ncorporate electrostatic term s. T hese
allow for the electrostatic interaction energy between the charges and for the entropic e ects associated w ith the
polarization of the ionic clouds surrounding the m acroions. In the follow ng we w ill obtain a speci ¢ form for the
electrostatic free energy of the probe layer by m odeling it as a planar layer w ith a lJaterally uniform charge density.
H ow ever, som e of our conclisions are actually independent of the fiinctional form ofthisterm . W ih thisin m ind we
Introduce at this point an arbitrary electrostatic free energy per unit area ;. The electric charge localized at the
surface increases w ith the fraction ofhybridized probes, x. Consequently, 1 = <1 &) Increasesw ith x, re ecting the
grow th of the electrostatic penaly w ith the hybridization degree. Ihitially we w ill cbtain the hybridization isotherm
In tem s of thisunspeci ed <1 X). W e will then consider the hybridization isotherm s as obtained for two m odels for
the charge distribbution w ithin the probe layer and the resulting explicit fuinctional form s of ¢; (X).

The equilbrium state ofthe hybridization reaction, p+ t  pt, is determ ined by the condition = ,+ where

; Is the chem ical potential of species i. O ur discussion focuses on the case where the num ber concentration of the
targets is only weakly dim inished by this reaction and is well approxin ated by the initial concentration c.. Since the
target solution is dilute and the ionic strength of the solution is high, electrostatic interactions between the targets
are screened. Consequently . assum es the weak solution form

c= J+ kT ha €))

w here E is the chem icalpotential of the reference state. Strictly speaking, = E + kT Inay where a; is the activity
M oore, 1972). The din ensionless a; is related to the concentration oft chain ¢ via ar = g where isthe activity



coe clent. Since !' 1lascy ! 0wewill, for sin plicty express by Eq.:j noting that ¢ in this expression is
din ensionless. W hen the concentration of targets is signi cantly m odi ed by the hybridization w ith the probes, c¢
should be replaced by CS = ¢ xNr=V whereV isthe volum e of the solution and N the total num ber of probes.
Such m odi cation is necessary when c; is very low orwhen the spots are large.

In order to obtain ,+ weneed to rst specify the free energy of the probe layer as a function ofx. The N ; probes
are inm obilized at the surface thus form ing a two dim ensionalgrid of hybridization sites. At equilborium N = XN
of the probes are hybridized while N, = (I = x)Np rem ain unhybridized. The pt and p chains form thus a two
din ensional solution associated with a m ixing entropy of kNp kIhx + (1 x)In (@1 x)]. This two dim ensional
solution is how ever non-idealbecause of the electrostatic interactions between the chains. A ltogether, the free energy
per probe site is

ste= o+ X 0+ @ %0+ g+ kTkhx+ 0 x)h@ x)] @)

where is the area per probe and ( is the free energy density of the bare surface. gt and g are the chem ical
potentials of the p and pt states in a reference state to be discussed later. For sin plicity we now lim it the discussion
to probes and targetsw ith identicalnum ber ofbases, N . Since each chain carriesa chargeof N e, the num ber charge
density on a surface of totalarea A is = N N+ 2N )=A = ((l+ x) where (= N N;=A isthe number charge
density on the unhybridized surface and = A=N .

It is convenient to reform ulate the equilbbrium condition t= ,+ ¢ In tem softhe exchange chem icalpotential

ofthe hybridized probe £ = ot p - The exchange chem ical potential of the hybridized probe is Jf = @ site=0@x
or

@ 1 X
ex __ 0 0 e

ot = pt p+N@—+kT]n1 - )
w here @@;1— < elS—X—N@ el since@ =@x= gand (=N.N eljs‘d'lusthee]ect:costa‘cjcﬁ:eeenergypena]i:y
ncurred upon hybndlzatJon for a given x. T he equilbrium condition S}t( = . then leadsto the adsorption isotherm

X N @
—— = K.exp —— = 6)

ald x) KT @

GO

= is the equilbrium constant for the hybridization reaction at the surface and G © =

where Ky = exp

0 0 o
pt P
Our dJscuss:|on up to thispoint did not involve a particularm odel for the charge distribution ora speci ¢ functional

form of ;. In the rem ainder of this section we w ill consider the hybridization isothem for particular form s of o1
as obtained by assum ing that the charges of the p and pt chains are uniform Iy an eared laterally. W e w ill consider
two m odels ofthis type. In the rst the charges are distrbuted In an in niely thin layer at the solid-liquid Interface.
T hism odel ignores the structure of the probe layer and overestin ates ;. It is however of Interest as a sin ple m odel
that captures the essential physics. The exact form of o; corresponding to this scenario, for the high salt regine
encountered experim entally, is speci ed by the P oisson-Bolzm an P B) equation forry (Evansand W ennerstrom ,

1994). This ; is identical to the one obtained by the use of the capacitor approxin ation. In this approxin ation o3
is denti ed w ith the electrostatic energy of a planar capacitor, 2 ( e)’d= ,wih a chargedensity = (1 + x) and
awidth d= » thus lading to

el

= ‘b1 )

For this choice of ; the hybridization isothem E q.:_d assum es the form

ct(lix):KteXp[ c@+ x)] 8)

w here kN—T @@ el = _(I+x)and .= 4 N ok 1 istheelectrostatic firee energy ofa hybridized target in an unhybridized
layerw ith a charge density o.

T he capaciorm odel accounts for the essential physics in a sin ple and transparent way. H ow ever this m odel tends
to overestin ate the electrostatic free energy because all the charges of the DNA chains are placed on a surface. To
avoid this problem we now assum e instead that the charges are uniform Iy an eared within a layer of thickness H
giving rise to a num ber charge density of = =H . The analysis of this \di use layer" m odeldi ers from that ofthe
capacitorm odelonly in the form of the electrostatic free energy density 1. To obtain o) we utilize a two phase or
a \box" approxin ation for the solution ofthe PB equation (P incus, 1991; W ittm er and Joanny, 1993; B orisov et al.,




1994). W ithin i, we distinguish between two regions: (i) a proxin al region, adpcent to the charged surface, where
the concentrations of jons deviates from the bulk values. T he concentrations of each of the ionic species are constant
and obey the D onnan equilbriimm . (i) A distalneutral region where the e ect of the charged surface is screened out
and the concentrations of the ions are determ ined by the concentration of the sal. T he ionic concentrations and the
equilbriim electrostatic free energy are determ ined by m Inin ization of the free energy w ith respect to the height of
the proxin alregion. T his approxim ation nvolves the sin plest form of discretization ofthe PB equation. T he details
ofthe analysis are presented in the Appendix A . In the ollow Ing we focus on the experim entally relevant case ofhigh
salt such that ry H and 1 H )'"?. The Iow salk regin e is descrbed in Appendix B . In the high salt regin e
the screening of the charged layer is dom inated by the contrbution of the salt and

el _

2
e 4 ZJBHL: )

T he hybridization isothemm in this \sal screening" (ss) regin e is

X

— = Kiexp[ @1+ x)] @0
@l x)
2 2
where kN—T@@ el 8N 32 = (l+x)and = 8N ok isthe ekectrostatic penaly incurred by a pt chain
In an unhybridized layerwith = . Note that the functional form oqu.:_l(j is identical to that oqu.§ but

=2 p=H < ;.

A s a reference state it is convenient to choose the state ofa chain (ssSDNA or dsDNA) anchored to a surface at a
low grafting density such that the in-plane electrostatic interaction are negligble. W hen the \lateral" interactionsare
negligible, onem ay roughly approxinate J. ( J) by the ° ofthe corresponding free chain in the solution. T his choice
isusefuilin that it enablesus to estin ate the various hybridization constantsusing the nearest neighbor param eter sets
available in the literature B loom eld et al, 2000). It is however in portant to keep in m ind the problem s introduced
by this choice of reference state and the approxin ation of 2. ( J).Onedi culty involves the electrostatic free energy.

c1 is dbtained by charging of a hypotheticalnon charged layer. A s a result, the electrostatic contrioution to 2. ( 2)
leadsto a an alloverestin ate ofthe electrostatic free energy. Note that forhigh orsmnall uctuation e ectsbecom e
Inportant (Lau et al, 2002). These are not included In our analysis. In addition, caution is required in dentifying
the boundaries of the regin e of negligble lateral nteractions. T his is because the decay of electrostatic Interactions
at an in penetrable surface is slower than in the buk. Thus, point charges embedded at an im penetrable surface
polarize an hem isphere of the jonic solution thus giving rise to a dipole and the lateral interactions decay as 1=r°
(Jancovici, 1982). Another problem concems the rotational free energy of the chains. T he rotational freedom of the
term nally anchored chains is restricted by the in penetrabl grafting surface. Further restrictionsm ay be In posed by
the grafting functionality. T he din Inished rotational freedom reduces the rotationalterm in the free energy per chain.
Thise ect ishowever neglected when 2. ( J) are approxin ated by ° ofthe corresponding free chains. W hen both
the target and probe are self com plem entary it is necessary to allow for the change of sym m etry due to the grafting.
In tum, this requires an appropriate m odi cation of 2. ( J) with respect to their buk counterparts. F inally, note
that In the low grafting density regin e, as discussed above, the hybridization isothermm is expected to assum e the
Langm uir form

= Ky: 11)

In this regin e the electrostatic aspect of the problem is evident only in the dependence of the °s and thusK ., on
the concentration of sal.

T he num ber of hybridization isothermm s of DNA chips reported In the literature is rather small Nelson et al,
2001; Peterson et al., 2001; Peterson et al.,, 2002). The situation is further com plicated because of pauciy of data
concemIng N 1 , the num ber ofprobes available to hybridization, and the related problem ofascertaining the attainm ent
of thermm odynam ic equilbbrium . The \uniform sm earing" m odels for the hybridization isothem s are supported by two
experim ental studies carried out by the group of G eorgiadis. In one experim ent the grafting density was varied in
the rangeof2 1§ 12 19 probes/an? whik ¢ was kept constant at 1 M (Peterson et al, 2001). A plot of
ni@l x)=x]vs. (1L + x)= can be tted wih a straight lne wih a slpe an aller than the one predicted by the
theory Eigure 4). This is however encouraging since the data was acquired in 1=2h and is thus unlkely to re ect
com plete equilbrium . In the second group of experin ents, the hybridization was studied for a lower grafting density
of155 16 probes/an ? whik ¢ was varied over the range of 500mM to 5 M (Peterson et al, 2002). In this study
the hybridization isothermn ofthe perfectly m atched targets waswell tted by the Langm uir form . In portantly, this
study established that the system failed to reach equilbriim w thout heating treatm ent form ism atched targets.
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FIG.4: A pbtofih (I x)=xvs. (I+ x)= using the data ofPeterson etal. (2002).Eq!10yieldsh (I x)=x = consl B (1+ x)=
with B = 8 N ?ri=H .Forthe experinent cited 3 = 7A, 1 = 3A,N = 25and H = 85A lkadingtoB ’ 116 10A? as
com pared to the observed B /¥ 3 1GAZ.

A hybridization isotherm of identical form to Eq.-'_d and to Eq-_l-g was announced earlier by Vanrub and Pettit
Vanirub and Pettitt, 2002; Vanirub and P ettitt, 2003). VP also pointed out that som e ofthe results ofthe G eorgiadis
group are consistent w ith this form . The VP approach is designed to pem it the utilization of exact results on the
Interaction free energy between a penetrable charged sphere and an im penetrable charged surface in the strong
screening regin e when the D ebyeH uckel approxin ation is applicable (© hshin a and Kondo; 1993). W ithin i, one
calculates the excess free energy of a probe layerw ith xN ¢ hybridized probes, Fo1 (X), w ith ect to the unhybridized

XN ¢

layer. In e ect, F o1 (X) is the sum of the contrbutions of xN 1 hybridization events, Fq; = =1 Fi( i). Each step
contrbutes F; ( 1) = Fpe( 1) Fp, (1) where Fy Fp) is the electrostatic free energy of a pt (p) sphere in contact
w ith a planar layer w ith charge density ;= ( + IN=A. Thus, at each step the probe layer ism odeled as a planar
charged surface Interacting w ith a singke charged sohere. The steps di er in the charge density of the surface. The
m ain di erence between the VP approach and ours is In the handeling of the charges. In the VP schem e som e of the
charges appear as charged spheres w hile others appear as a charged surface. W ithin ourm odelthere isno duality and
all charges are descrlbbed In the sam e fashion. In practicaltem s, the VP approach can not allow for the thickness of
the probe layer nor can i be extended to describe hybridization at lower ionic strength.

V. SENSITIVITY ,SELECTIVITY AND ¢co FOR COMPETITION FREE SYSTEM S

T he hybridization isotherm s discussed in the two preceding sections describe DN A arrays in the absence of com pet—
itive hybridization In the bulk or at the surface. T his situation is realized when an array com prising of single type of
probes is exposed to a solution ofa single target. T he concentration oftarget leading to 50% equilbrium hybridization
I such system s, "y = K "exp (1= @@ el 4 _,_,) isa usefiil characteristic of the system . W ithin the di use layerm odel
in the sak screening (ss) regin e *c2, is

0
= —exp(z ): 12
o= ¥ P ) 12)

tcgo is closely related to the sensitivity of the array

ser= — 5 X el s wm)- — X

1
1+x0  x) Trxa = i@ Pl & 1=k 13)

T he sensitivity of the array, as de ned by Se x) variesw ith x and thuswih ¢ . It ismaxinalat x = 0 when

1
Se0) = Keexp( )=EGXP( E) 14)
0



whikatx = 1=2 it is S, (1=2) = 1=4 + )téo . Aswe shall see, S. (0) is not a ected by com petitive hybridization.
O n the other hand, S¢ X) and c;9 arem odi ed signi cantly by these processes.

Since Se x)  1£, clearly a lower *cl, is desirabk and 1="c) is a usefiillm easure of the sensitivity of the array.
Both l=t£0 and S (x) decrease as  and the electrostatic penalty incurred by the hybridization increase. In the salt
screening regim e, w here m ost experim ents are carried out, Increases w ith the grafting density as 0. W hile
higher sensitivity is expected at lower grafting densities, this does not ensure a lower detection lin i or a better
quantitative resolution. These last two param eters depend also on the m easurem ent error ,. In tum, . typically
decreases as the grafting density, and the signal, increase. T hus, 1=t£0 and S (x) only provide partialguidance for the
design of DNA arrays. N evertheless, these two param eters do provide usefill inform ation regarding the performm ance
ofa DNA chip ofa given design (that is, grafting density, grafting fiinctionality, oot size and detection m ethod).
T hus, the relative sensitivity oftwo di erent probe target pairs, p1 tu and p; t, all other factors being equal, is

tig t, K
e_ % _ Ky, 15)
2Se  Bd; Ky

T he speci city ofa given probe, p, can be quanti ed by the relative sensitivity when a p spot is exposed to a perfectly
m atched target, t, orto am ism atch, m

_Ze - B0 Tt 1e)

T hese tw o ratios also specify the corresponding ratios ofthe qualitative resolution and the detection lin it. In portantly,
Eq:_1§ and eq_LEj are ndependent of the electrostatic penaly irrespective of the form of ;.

VI. THE EFFECT OF COMPETITIVE SURFACE HYBRID IZATION

T he hybridization isothemm requiresm odi cation when the bulk solution contains m ore than one ssDNA species
capable of hybridization at the surface. In this situation the di erent species com pete for hybridization w ith the
probes. For sin plicity we consider the case ofa binary solution com prising a target (t) and am ism atched sOD NA )
w ith a concentration g, and a standard chem ical potential in the bulk solution r% . It isplaced in contact with a
single com ponent probe layer such that the p chains are perfect m atches to the targets F igure 2). W e further assum e
that them and t chains are ofthe sam e length. T he num ber of probes that hybridized with m isN, = yNr . In this

case =N N+ 2Npe+ 2Npy )=A = oL+ x+ y) and
ste= ot x %ty i+ @ x I+ a+kTkhx+yhy+ @ x yh@e x )] an

w here gm is the standard chem icalpotential of a hybridized pm at the surface. T he hybridization isothem in this

situation is detem ined by two equilbrium conditions Jf = ¢, asbefore, and [ = n . In obtaining the explicit

form of these conditions note that & o = @@—yel =N % because g—x = g—y = . The exchange chem ical potentials
of the hybridized m and t are thus given by
ex _ O 0 Q@ a kT In b 18
pe = pr  pt NG H KT 18)
o0 oynfedigrp Y 19
pm T pm P @ 1 x vy @9
and the chem icalpotential of the freem is
n= 0 +kThg: @0)

A s before, we focus on the \sm all spot" lin it where the bulk concentrations of m and t are not a ected by the
hybridization at the surface. T he hybridization behavior ofthis system is described by three isothem s specifying the
hybridization degrees oft and m individually as well as the total hybridization:

@1)
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—TI=0
- ==-I'=257

FIG . 5: Plots of “cso= cso VS. Gn = cgo, as given by Eq. 25_9, for the case of com petitive surface hybridization involving
a probe, p, of the sequence CAACTTGATATTAATA, a target, t, GTTGAACTATAATTAT and a m isn atched target, m ,
GTTGAGCTATAATTAT (TG m isnatch). In the three casesdepicted T = 300 K ,N = 16,H = 54A, % = 7A and rp, = 3A.
T he continuous line corresponds to the low grafting density reginewhere = 0. The two otherare = H? = 2916A°2 leading
to = 257 (dashes) and = 10a°? Jleading to = 75 (dots). The standard G bbs free energies per m ok at 37 C are

GE = 12:Akcal=m ole and G,ﬂ = 10:dkcal=m ole (T banyenda et al.,, 1984). Since the G ° are per m ole rather than per
m olecule, the equilbrium constantsat T = 300 K ; neglecting the T dependence ofthe G ° areK.= exp ( GE=RT) 1 10%%
and K = exp( G2 =RT)’ 10’ where R is the gas constant. The corresponding 2, are 10 °M ;10 "M and 10 ** M
respectively. The values of™ &, are 10 '# M ;10 °’ M and 10 ?® M

N @
¥y = K exp ——= @2)
G @ x ) kT @
& = Ky + GK.)ex N_ € 1 ©23)
(l % y) G m Gt P kT @
0
where K . = exp %0 ,Kn = exp fT'“ and G ) = 2. o o - The cbserved isothem depends on the

m ethod used to Jntenogate the surface. Thus, uUJJzann of selectively tagged twill reveal Eqg. 2]1 use of selectively
tagged m will show Eq. 22 thJe detection m ethods sensitive to overall hybridization m ass, such as surface plasn on
resonance, w ill yield Eq. ,23 The explicit form of the hybridization isothem s w ithin the di use m odel In the salt
screening regim e is obtained by substituting ]FT @@ <t = (1+ x+vy).NotethatK ,K, and can be detem ined from
experim ents involving exposure ofthe DNA chip to s:ng]e com ponent solutions oft and m chains.

The qaem city of the assay can be quanti ed by considering the fraction of \incorrectly" hybridized probes, P, .

Equationspl and 23 yied y = x%- %= and thus

K
P, = Y = Go B : 24)
x+ty Gn Kn + K¢

W ithin this de nition the speci city strongly depends on ¢y , or to be precise on Cm K =2 . The fraction ofm ism atched
—- At g, = ct Kt , half of the hybndlzed probes are m iam atched,
P, = 1=2,while for g, ctI;—mt , Pn approaches unity. Equation Z-Z_L‘ is independent of the electrostatic contribution
irrespective of the orm of ;. It is also usefiil to consider the ratio of*cl; to “cso, the buk concentration of t giving

rise to 50% pt hybridization in the presence ofa m iam atch of concentration g, . In contrast to P, , the expression for
tcgo=tc50 does depend on ;. For the di use layerm odel in the salt screening regim e it is given by

L, e e

exp
tos0 ™, toso 2™ &) toso

probes is amn all, Py, 1, so Iong as ¢, ct r

@5)

In the low grafting density regine, when = O,Eq.Z-S_: assum es the form ZZgO = 1+ ;%-. In allcases, “c50 = "y

50 50

when ¢, = 0 and ®cp > ¢, rg, > 0. In other words, the sensitivity, as m easured by 1=‘c5, decreases as q,
Increases F igure 5).



11
VII. THE EFFECT OF COMPETITIVE BULK HYBRID IZATION

A di erent type of com petition occurs when the targets can hybridize in the buk as well as at the surface. Such
com petition can arise in three di erent situations: (i) T he solution contains targets aswellas com plem entary strands,
c. These can be perfectly m atched or m ism atched sequences. The ¢ chains hybridize w ith the targets to form free
double stranded tc DNA chains. Thus, thet+ ¢ tc reaction In the bulk com petesw ith the t+ p  pt reaction at
the surface EFigure 3). (i) T he targets are self-com plem entary and thus capable of undergoing a bulk hybridization
reaction t+ t tt In addiion to t+ p pt where p now denotes the Inm obilized t probe. (i) A third possble
scenario involves form ation of hairpins.

A s explained In section ITI, w ithin our discussion the lengths of the p and pt chains are identical. A ccordingly we
will focus on the rst two cases where the length of the chains does not change upon hybridization. Iniially, we
discussthe t+ ¢ tc scenario and then comm ent on the m odi cation required to adapt the analysisto thet+ t
case. Again, we focus on the \am all spot" lin it assum ing that the hybridization w ith the probes has a negligble
e ect on the concentration of the targets. T he hybridization isotherm describing this situation, for the two cases of
Interest, is

o _x N@a
T b TP kT e

(6)

and ]F—T @@ el =  (1+ x) in the ss regin e of the di use Jayerm odel. Im portantly, the hybridization isothermm ism odi ed
In that ¢, the total concentration oft, is replaced by the equilbrium t concentration, f]. In tum, ] is determm ined
by the m ass action law goveming the bulk hybridization reaction. T he com bination oqu.:_Z_é w ith the appropriate
m ass action law is equivalent to the equilbrium condition speci edby ¢+ = prand ¢+ = (.

In the t+ c tc scenario the mass action law is fckFfkllcl] = K where [i] is the equilbriim concentration of
species 1 and K is the equilbrium constant of the bulk hybridization reaction for the tem perature and ionic strength
considered. T his is supplem ented by the m ass conservations relations ]+ ftc]l= ¢ and [c]+ kc]= < where ¢; denotes
the total concentration of i. f] is then speci ed by

KEF+ fK @ @)+ 1gkl = 0: @7)

W hen the hybridization w ith the probes has a signi cant e ect on the concentration of the targets, ]+ kc]l= c¢
should be replaced by ]+ [ct]+ xN =V = c.. Forbreviy, we w illnot consider this case. It is instructive to analyze
the e ect of the com petitive bulk hybridization for a num ber of sin ple situations. W hen the equilbrium favors the
reactants, [t] ¢ and the hybridization isothem retains the com petition-free form , Eq. -_6 Such is the case in the
presence of large excess of t, ¢ c. orwhen K issu clently snallie. c. G Or Co ¢ butK c. 1:Signi cant
m odi cation of the hybridization isotherm occur when the bulk hybridization equilbrium favors the products. This
situation occurs In two sin ple cases: when K . 1 w ith either c. G OF Ce ¢. W e Initially discuss brie y the
rst situation when

oY
28
tt] K o Ce (28)
lading to
* K . exp el 29)
1 x) Ko © kT @

To obtain an explicit form ofthe isothem w ithin the ss regin e of the di use layer m odelwe substitute (1 + x) for

N @ o1 N @ 1

kT @ XT @ X=1=2 7

tos50 Increases to

. However, the e ect on ‘o5 is ndependent of the m odel. In com parison to *c) = K, 'exp

foso = K o'y ey S0)
T he sensitivity, as m easured by 1=y, is thus reduced by a factor of K c. 1. W hen . ¢ and K . 1 the
equilbriim condition @7) yields

oY 1=2
K

itl (31)



12

thus leading to

=

x oY 1=2 N @ e
@ x) K 62)

Ktexp E

T he corresponding tcsy increases thus to
‘o0 = K ()’ (33)

and the sensitivity, asm easured by 1="csq, is reduced by a factor ofK tcgo 1 In com parison to the com petition—free
soenario. The sensitivity S = dx=dc. does depend on the form of ;. W hen Eq.:_32_i is applicable S, as speci ed by
the uniform density m odel at the ss regin g, is

se- Stepr z a0 Logr & p 0, 34)
4K x[l+ x@0 x)] oo XL+ x@1 x)]

However, in the lin it of g ! 0 the e ect of the com petitive buk hybridization is negligible and S. (0) is thus given
by Eq.:_Lé_i.Thjsjsa]so the case for the . ¢ and K . 1 scenarios considered earlier.

In the low grafting density regine, when .; is independent of , the hybridization isothem for . ¢ wih
Kc 1lassumesthe orm x=(1 x) = K (=K )*™2. Upon de ning K ¢r¢ = K #=K this isothemm can be expressed
as

 Kerr@)'™?
T 1 Kerec) ™2 35

This form is of interest because it resem bles the isotherm obtained from the Sipsm odel (Sips, 1948). The Sipsm odel
provides a generalization of the Langm uir isothermn in which the single binding energy, utilized in the Langm uir
version, is replaced by a distribbution of binding energies thus leading to an expression of the form

.= K ef£C) 36)
1+ Kere@)?

where a is a characteristic of the distrdbbution function. T hus, com petitive buk hybridization can give rise to a \Sis
isothem " w ith a = 1=2 even though the underlying m echanisn is com pltely di erent. T his is of interest because the
Sips isothem was recently reported to allow for m proved tting of hybridization data (Peterson et al., 2002).

W hen the com petitive bulk hybridization involves selfcom plem entary chains, t+ t  tt, the preceding discussion
requires m odi cation. In this case the m ass action law assum es the om RktFkRFP = K and the corresponding m ass
conservation relation becomes ]+ 2] = <. [] is thus detem ined by 2K tF + [l ¢= 0. WhenKc 1 the
com petitive e ect is negligble and {] G . In the opposite lim it, K ¢ 1, the buk hybridization is In portant and
it @=2K )”?. The t+ t  tt scenarivo thus closely ressmbles the t+ ¢ tccasewhen ¢« ¢. Note however
that care m ust be taken in estim ating K  oor the self com plem entary case. W hen the sequences of the p and t chains
are dentical, K + di ers from the bulk K because the grafting to the surface m odi es the sym m etry of the chain (in
addition to the factors discussed In section IV ).

V III. D ISCUSSION

T he hybridization isotherm s of DNA chips provide a natural starting point for the analysis of their sensitivity and
speci city. C learly, this description is lncom plete in that it is 1im ited to equilbrium stateswhile In typicalexperin ents
equilbriim isnot attained. T he hybridization isothem s are nevertheless of Interest because of the em erging evidence
that the best perform ance ofDNA chips is cbtained in therm odynam ic equilbriim @ hanotetal, 2003). A ccordingly,
the selectivity and spoeci city obtained from the hybridization isothemm s provide upper bounds to the perform ance of
these assays. T his approach is also of interest because an understanding of the equilbrium state is a prerequisite for
the fiilll analysis of the kinetics of hybridization. W hen selectivity is discussed in term s of the slope of the response
curve, it is necessary to use an explicit form of the hybridization isotherm . W e obtained such an explicit expression
by use of the di use Jayerm odel. In thism odel the charges of the pt and p chains are uniform ¥ sn eared w ithin the
probe layer. H owever, the analysis of the hybridization isotherm also suggests the use of various c;9s as m easures of
the speci city and selectivity of DNA chips. This description a ords an im portant advantage In that the e ects of
com petitive hybridization can be described In a form that is Independent ofthem odelused to specify the electrostatic
Interactions. T hus, the best perform ance of DNA chips is attained in com petition—free situations used to de ne téo ,
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m cgo etc. O ne can then analyze thee ects ofcom petitive hybridization in tem softhe increase in s in com parison to
tcgo . This analysis also Indicates that the know ledge of the com petition-free isotherm s allow s to predict the isothem s
realized when com petitive hybridization occurs. In addition the observed isothem depends on the m easurem ent
technigque when com petitive surface hybridization is im portant ie., Jabel free detection di ers from the detection of
selectively labeled targets.

M uch of our discussion concems the e ects of com petitive hybridization. In certain applications the e ects of
com petitive surface hybridization can be m inin ized by proper design of the probes (Lockhart et al, 1996; Liand
Stomm o, 2001; Bhanot et al.,, 2003). Such is the case, for exam ple, when studying the expression level of genes of
known sequence. H ow ever, this strategy can not be em ployed when DNA chips are used to identify single nucleotide
polym orphisn or point m utations. P robe design is also of lin ited value in counteracting the e ects of com petitive
buk hybridization.

The resuls we obtained are based on the equilbrium hybridization isothem s. They are form ulated in temm s of
the equilbrium fractions x, y etc. of hybridized probes. In confronting these predictions w ith experim ental resuls
it is in portant to note the llow Ing two points. First, In order to specify x and y it is necessary to determ ine rst
the num ber of probes availbblk to hybridization, Nt . Thus it is not su cient to ascertain the number of p chains
Inm obilized at the surface. It is also necessary to con m that this corresponds to the num ber of hybridized probes
at equilbrium wih a large excess of targets. This brings us to the second point conceming the equilbrium state.
This plays a rok both in the detem ination of Nt , as discussed above, and in the determ ination of equilbbrium
fractions of hybridized probes. Here we recall again that a stationary state does not necessarily in ply equilbbrium .
An equilbrium state should also be Independent of the preparation m ethod or sam ple history. In the context ofDNA
chips it is thus in portant to verify that the stationary state is not a ected by a heating treatm ent. In every case,
the equilbration tin e can be very long w ith periods of up to 14 hours reported in the literature. It is also usefiil to
note that the equilbration tin e depends on the bulk com position, ¢ and g, , on the ionic strength and the grafting
density, . It also variesw ith the num ber ofm ism atches and their identity. A coordingly, the equilbration tin e In one
experin ental situation is not necessarily identicalto the equilbration tin e under di erent conditions. W hen studying
sim ultaneously the hybridization on di erent spots the equilbration rates for the di erent spotsm ay welldi er.

Tt isusefulto distinguish between tw o types ofexperim ents nvolving DNA chips: experin ents designed to elucidate
the physicalchem istry oftheir function and experim ents utilizng D NA chipsto analysebiclogicalsam ples. In the rst
category, the experim ental set up allow s for selective labeling and for precise control of the com position of the buk
solution. It is straightforward to confront our analysis w ith such \physical chem istry" experim ents. T he situation
w ith respect to analyticalapplications ism ore com plex. A nalytical experim ents typically rely on PCR am pli cation of
biologicalsam ples. A s a result, selective labeling is In possble and the com position ofthe bulk solution is determ ined
by the com position of the original sam ple and the am pli cation schem e ie., the choice of prim ers. O ur discussion
reveals di culties in the quantitative Interpretation of the resuls of such experim ents, egoecially when used to study
point m utations. In this last situation, one m ay quantify errors introduced by the com petitve hybridization by use
of \standard addition" ie., study a series of solutions obtained from the am pli ed biclogical sam ple by addition
of di erent am ounts of synthetic, selectively labeled target. The practical i portance of these di culties and the
m ethods to overcom e them rem ain to be established.

IX. APPENDIX A:THE BOX MODEL FOR A DIFFUSE AND FOR A PLANAR LAYER.

W e consider a di use layer carrying Q charges distrdbuted uniform Iy in a region of height H such that the total
charge is Qe< 0. The resulting num ber chargedensity is = Q=AH = =H where = Q=A isthe corresponding
surface num ber density of charges and A is total surface area. In the 1m it of H = 0 this system reduces to the case
of a charged surface. T he analytical solution of the PB equation for this last case isknown. A ccordingly we w ill also
Investigate the box m odel for the H = 0 in order to dem onstrate that it recovers the known resultsup to a num erical
factor.

T he surface charge a ects the distribution of ionsw ithin a proxin al layer ofheight > H , ad-pcent to the surface.

W ithin this layern isthe totalnumber ofunivalent positive (hegative) ions and = n = A arethe corresponding
num ber concentrations. T he electricalpotential in the \box", , detem inesthe deviation of from thebulk num ber
concentration ¢ via = sexp( e =kT) thus lading to the D onnan equilbbriim

. o= 2 87)

T he overall electroneutrality of the proxin al layer, n. n = Q ladsto



w ithin the proxin al layer of thickness

FIG . 6: The concentration pro Iles of ions w ithin the box m odel for the di use layer. T he uniform Iy sm eared charge of the p
and pt chains is depicted by the shaded step function. It causes the concentration of negative and positive ions,

and .,
, to deviate from the bulk value 5.
is the \neutralization Je_n‘g'th" of the ‘system In that the net charge of a thicker layer is zero and at higher altitude
= 0. Combining Eq. 371and Eq. 381 kads to a quadratic equation 2 - | s = 0 detemm ining
Introducing the parameterss= rHn = and x= = we obtain
n
B 2s?

. Upon
N

ast
s —+ 14+ — :
X
Theexoessent;copyofthejgnsjnthebox,wjthrespecttothebu]k,jsspeci edby S=k=n In(
Tnvoking Eq. 37 and Eq. 3§ kads to

(39)
=)tny In( += )
S=k=A Ih(+= ) and the excess entropy per unit area is thus
n B #
S 2s? gt P
— = nh =+ 1+ — (40)
Ak x x?
T he charge per unit area that is bound by a surface of height z is ez ( + ) when 0 z H and e( +z )
when H z F igure 6). Consequently, the electrostatic eld, E (z), as determ ined by the G auss theoram , is
Ey @)= 4= L1415 0 z H
E = H 41
D7 Ba@=te 14z o “
In theH = 0 casethe dlargeperunjtareagelow z ise( +z )andE (z) = E gyt (z) or0 z . The associated
electrostatic energy per uni area, W o E 2 (z)dz is
W x z
— = 1 =
kT 3 X

42)

14
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In the case of H = 0 this reducesto x=3. A ltogether, the electrostatic free energy per uni area is

n B #
o X g 282 45t
_T = ? 1 — + n —+ 1+ —2 M (43)
X X X
The equilbriim condition @ ;=@x = 0 leadsto
4t 172 " 2#
%2 1+ — 1 - = 6s%: @4)
W e rst considertheH = 0 casewhen
1=2
4s*
¥ 1+ — = 6s%: 45)
X

In the high sat 1im it, when s 1 this leads to equilbrium valiesofx 6 2sand o=kT 2@2=3}2 s 1% sor
672 o=kT 4 (=3)7% 2L 46)

asocompared to =kT = s cbtained from the rigorous solution ofthe PB equation. In the opposite lim it, of s 1
corresponding to low salt, Eq:fl§ Jeads to x 3 and ¢1=kT 2 h2s+ (1 h3)=2]or

3 e1=kT 2 né in) @a7)

w hile the rigorous solution of the PB equation is <;=kT 2 [M2s 1]. Thus, the box m odel for the planar layer
recovers the rigorous solutions of the PB equation up to num erical corrections. In the low salt regine it yields
the correct kading term  1=kT 2 Ins. However, at high sal the box m odel overestin ates ; by 60% . This
performm ance is indicative of the errors expected from the m odel for the di use layer.

W hen H > 0 the equilbrium condition Eq-'_4-§: is applicable. This equation di ers from Eq. 'ﬁl-fz: In two respects:
@ al #=x )* factor arising from the m odi cation of the charge distrbution and the associated electrostatic
energy and (i) the problem now contains an additional length scale, H . W e expect that & H and consequently

the m agnitude of 4s’=x* = 4r} = ? ? can be large (snall) even when s= 1= 1 (s 1) provided H rp
H 1 ). To allow for this last feature it is convenient to expressEq:_élé In tetm sofy = =H instead ofx leading
to
" \ 2#1:2 5
2 4s 2
Yool 1+ — — =652 — a8)
\% H H

In analyzing the asym ptotic solutions of this equation it is useful to com pare the neutralization length, , wih

H . Two principle regin es em erge. W hen H 1), the structure of the di use ]ayerjsm:e]evant and we

J:ecﬁ)ver the so]ut.lons of the PB equation describing a charged planar layer. In this \PB lin it" Eq. .48 reduces to
11=2

v? l+4yi2 H—2 = 65° T .Herewecanagajndjst'jngujshbetweentworegjmes.whens =yH 1 this leads

toy 3 =H 1 while or s* =yH lweobtamhy 6'2s =H .A kogether

3 H aner

_ 4
6172 jis)) H jis)) and I 49)
W hen the screening of the electrostatic potential is due to the counterions of the charged layer. T he coions,
orighating from the salt, dom inate the screening when ¥ . The crossover between the \salt screening" (P B ss)

and \counterions screening” P Bcs) regines in the PB lin it occursat s =yH = 1 leadhgtos= lor = rp .
W hen y & 1 the charge distrbution w ithin the di use layer pJays an in portant role. In this case it is usefilto

expressy asy = 1+ and to solve with respect to 1. Eqq44 reducesto 2 [L+ (28 =H) ]12—652 2= 2,
Consequently we can distinguish between two cases depending on the m agnitude of s> =H . W hen s? =H 1 or
bed H we obtain 3 =2H . In the opposite lin it, of s* =H lorr? H we obtain 3 (=H )?s?. That
is
(
H + % H andrg H
2 (50)
H+32 H n and 12 H
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FIG . 7: The asym ptotic regin es of the di use layer within the box model. In the two PB regines (PBcs and PBss) the
neutralization length is large, H , and the layer behaves as a charged planar surface. In the two rem aining regin es,

& H and the charge distrbbution of the layer, ,playsa role. In the cs regions the screening is dom inated by the counterions
while in the ss regions it is due to coions originating from the sal.

W hen H + 3 =2 the screening is due to the counterionswhile for H + 3% =H it is dom inated by the coions.
T he crossover between the \sal screening” (ss) and \counterions screening” (cs) regin es is speci ed by s? =H = 1
or = rg =H . Addiional crossovers clearly occursatrpy = H andat = H Figure7).
To obtain the corresponding asym ptotic expressions for o; it is convenient to rew rite Eq:_éié in tem sofy as
8 2

g2
< 2 2 2 - =
H 1 2 2
e By 1P 42, g, B 5 . (1)
kT : 3 y vH vH ;
W hen =H 1 and s? =H 1 (csrgine), vy 1+ 3 =2H , the logarithm ic tem is dom inant and <;=kT

Ih@4s® =H ). In the lm it of rp =H 1 and s =H 1 (ssregine), wheny 1+ 312 =H ?, the logarithm ic temm
can be expanded in powers of s° =H lading to ;=kT 2 £=H .When =H 1 and s ? =yH 1 PBcs
regin e), the Iogarithm ic tem is dom inant and ¢ =kT L+ In@$=3)] while or i, =H 1 and s* =yH 1
(P B ss regin e), the logarithm can be expanded leading to «=kT 2 2=3)}"2 1, = . The fur scaling regin es are
sum m arized in Tabl I.

regin e = range
cs nh (rZ=H H+3=2 <H andrp > (H)™
ss 2p 2 =H H+32=H 1 <Handnp < (H)™?
PBcs nh( k) 3 >H andrp >
PBss ’k 1o 6'=%n, n > H and n <

X. APPENDIX B:THE HYBRID IZATION ISOTHERM AT LOW SALT.

A novel form of the hybridization isothemm is obtained at low sal, when the screening is dom inated by the coun-
terions of the p and pt chains. T his is the case when the concentration of counterions w ithin the probe layer ismuch

larger than the concentration of coions contributed by the salt lradihgtorn > ( H )2 and H . In this situation
2
- n 8 pX : (52)

kT H
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T he hybridization isothemm in this \counterion screening" (cs) regin e is

—— = Keexp[ o N h(@+ x)] (53)
@ x)

2
where &L & =1 st N @+ x)and s=N[Inh 8 (=2 + 1]. The cs regine is of nterest In that it provides

an additional test for the di use layerm odel.
T he authorsbene tted from Instructive discussionsw ith T . Livache and P.P incus. EBZ was funded by the CNR S

and the U niversite Joseph Fourder.
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