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Com petitve hybridization,at the surface and in the bulk,lowers the sensitivity ofD NA chips.

Com petitivesurfacehybridization occurswhen di�erenttargetscan hybridizewith thesam eprobe.

Com petitivebulk hybridization takesplacewhen thetargetscan hybridizewith freecom plem entary

chainsin thesolution.Thee�ectsofcom petitivehybridization on thetherm odynam ically attainable

perform ance of D NA chips are quanti�ed in term s of the hybridization isotherm s of the spots.

Theserelatetheequilibrium degreeofthehybridization to thebulk com position.Thehybridization

isotherm em erges as a Langm uir isotherm m odi�ed for electrostatic interactions within the probe

layer. The sensitivity ofthe assay in equilibrium is directly related to the slope ofthe isotherm .

A sim plerdescription ispossible in term sofc50sspecifying the bulk com position corresponding to

50% hybridization at the surface. The e�ects ofcom petitive hybridization are im portant for the

quantitative analysisofD NA chip resultsespecially when used to study pointm utations.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

DNA m icroarrays allow to interrogate the base sequence ofDNA or RNA chains. They can be used to detect

pathogens,identify geneticdefects,m onitorgeneexpression etc.(M arshaland Hodgson,1998;G raves,1999;Niem eyer

and Blohm ,1999;Southern et al.,1999;W ang,2000;Pirrung,2002). In spite ofthe intense activity in this �eld,

theoreticalaspects ofthe function ofDNA m icroarrays received relatively little attention. Early theoreticalwork

focused on thedynam icsofhybridization atthesurface(Chan etal.,1995;Livshitsand M irzabekov,1996).Recently,

theoreticalinvestigationsconsidered theequilibrium hybridization isotherm sofDNA chips(Vainrub and Pettitt,2002;

Vainrub and Pettitt,2003)and polyelectrolyte aspectsofthe system s(Crozierand Stevens,2003). In the following

we present a theoreticalanalysis ofthe e�ect ofcom petition between di�erent possible hybridization reactions on

the sensitivity and speci�city ofDNA chips.The discussion utilizeshybridization isotherm srelating the equilibrium

fraction ofhybridized chainsatthesurface,x,to thecom position ofthebulk.Thee�ectsarerevealed by com parison

ofthe hybridization isotherm s for com petition-free situations with those obtained when com petitive hybridization

is signi�cant. They are quanti�ed in term s ofvarious c50s specifying the bulk com position corresponding to 50%

hybridization atthe surface.A key ingredientofourdiscussion isthe derivation ofthe com petition-free isotherm as

a Langm uiradsorption isotherm m odi�ed to allow for electrostatic interactions. O ur m odelis related to an earlier

m odelproposed by Vainrub and Pettitt (VP)in thatboth assum e uniform sm earing ofthe electricalcharge ofthe

probelayer.

Theelem entary unitsofDNA m icroarraysare\spots" containing num eroussinglestranded DNA (ssDNA)chains,

ofidenticalsequence,term inally anchored to the support surface. The spots are placed in a checkered pattern so

that each sequence is allocated a unique site. These chains,or probes,preferentially hybridize with free ssDNA

chainshaving a com plem entary sequence.Them icroarray isim m ersed in a solution containing labeled ssDNA chains

whose sequence is not known and are com m only referred to as \targets". The presence of speci�c sequences is

signalled by hybridization on the corresponding spot as m onitored by correlating the strength ofthe labelsignal

with the position ofthe spot (G raves,1999). Recently,labelfree detection m ethods,involving opticaland m ass

sensitive techniques,attract growing attention (Niem eyer and Blohm ,1999). These allow to m onitor the kinetics

ofhybridization. However,such m ethods m easure the totalhybridization ofa particular probe irrespective ofthe

identity ofthepartner.In m arked contrast,selectivelabeling ofa particularsequencem onitorsonly thehybridization

ofthistargetand doesnotreporton the hybridization ofotherm oieties.

Theunitization ofDNA chipsasanalyticalm ethod involvesim m ersingthedevicein asolution containingam ixture

ofDNA chainsofdi�erentsequencesand concentrations.Undersuch conditions,itisnecessary to allow forthe role

ofcom petitive hybridization. It is usefulto distinguish between two types ofcom petitive hybridization. Com pet-

itive surface hybridization occurs when a num ber ofdi�erent targets can hybridize with the sam e probe. Thus,a

site occupied by certain probes willpreferentially hybridize DNA targets with a perfectly m atched com plem entary

sequence.However,itwillalsohybridizea certain fraction ofm ism atched sequences.Asweshalldiscuss,thisfraction

dependson the binding constantsaswellasthe concentrationsofthe m oietiesinvolved. Com petitive hybridization

at the surface clearly lowersboth the sensitivity and the speci�city ofthe assay. W hen the surface com petition is
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FIG .1:A schem aticrepresentation ofthecom petition freecasewheretheprobes,p,can hybridizewith a single targetspecies,

t.
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FIG .2: In the com petitive surface hybridization case the probes,p,can hybridize with a perfectly m atched targetspecies,t,

aswellaswith a m ism atched target,m .

signi�cant,labeled and unlabeled detection m ay yield di�erent results. No di�erence is expected when alltargets

are labeled,as is the case when PCR am pli�cation is used. O n the other hand,when selective labeling ofspeci�c

targetsispossible,thetwo techniquesm easuredi�erentquantitiescorresponding to di�erentisotherm s.Com petitive

bulk hybridization reducesthe concentration ofnon-hybridized targetsthatare available forhybridization with the

probe.Thistakesplacewhen thesolution containscom plem entary sequencesthatcan hybridizewith thetargetin the

solution.Such sequencesm ay occureitherin the sam e chain,leading to hairpin form ation,orin di�erentsequences

leading to interchain hybridization.Com petitivebulk hybridization dim inishesthusthesensitivity ofDNA chips.Its

im portancevaries,again,with thebinding constantsand theconcentrations.Theissuesdiscussed aboveassum etheir

clearestform when DNA chipsareused to identify singlenucleotidepolym orphism orpointm utations(Lopez-Crapez

etal.,2001). In these situations,the DNA chip isexposed to a m ixture oftargetsdi�ering from each otheronly in

the identity ofone particularbase.The fraction ofthe di�erentform sisthen deduced from the relativeintensity of

the signalsofthe fourspotscorresponding to the fourpossiblesequences.

In practice,theDNA chipsareim m ersed in thetargetsolution forarelativelyshorttim e.Asaresult,theattainm ent
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FIG .3:Com petitivebulk hybridization when theprobes,p,can hybridizewith a single perfectly m atched targetspecies,tbut

tcan also hybridize in the bulk with a com plem entary chain,c.c can nothybridize with p.

ofequilibrium is notguaranteed and ratesofthe di�erenthybridization reactionsplay an im portantrole. Yet,full

analysisofthereaction kineticsrequiresknowledgeoftheequilibrium state.An understandingoftheequilibrium state

isalsonecessaryin ordertoidentify therelativeim portanceofkineticand therm odynam iccontrolsoftheperform ance

ofthe DNA m icroarrays. Finally,em erging evidence (Bhanot et al.,2003)suggests that the perform ance ofDNA

chips,asm easured by thenum berof\falsepositives",isbestatthetherm odynam icequilibrium .W ith thisin m ind,

we investigate the equilibrium hybridization isotherm s for three idealized but experim entally attainable situations.

These situationsinvolve a DNA array im m ersed in solutionsofdi�erentcom position: (i)A solution containing one

speciesofsiglestranded target(Figure1).(ii)A solution containing two di�erenttargetsthatdo nothybridizein the

bulk butareboth capableofhybridizing with thesam eprobe(Figure2)and (iii)A solution containing two di�erent

chains,a targetand a com plem entary chain capable ofhybridizing with itin the bulk butincapable ofhybridizing

with the probe (Figure 3). In allcases,we considerthe case ofprobesand targetsofequallength i.e.,the num ber

ofbases,N ,in the chainsareidentical.Forbrevity ourdiscussion focuseson system swherethe hybridization atthe

surfacehasa negligible e�ecton the concentration oftargetsin the bulk.Thiscase correspondsto sm allspotsorto

elevated targetconcentration.

The�rsttwosectionssum m arizethenecessarybackground inform ation forthesubsequentdiscussion.Thus,section

IIrecallsthe de�nitionsofsensitivity and otherm easuresofthe perform ance ofanalyticalassays. The relationship

between sensitivityand theequilibrium hybridizationisotherm isalsodiscussed.Therelevantstructuralcharacteristics

ofDNA chips and im portant length scales in the problem are sum m arized in section III.The next section,IV,is

devoted to the derivation ofthe com petition-free hybridization isotherm as a Langm uirisotherm m odi�ed to allow

forelectrostaticinteractions.Initially we obtain the hybridization isotherm foran arbitrary electrostaticfree energy

density ofthe probe layer,el. W e then considerthe hybridization isotherm sfor particularfunctionalform s ofel
assum ing a laterally uniform sm earing oftheelectriccharge.W em ostly focuson the\di�uselayer" m odelwherethe

chargeisuniform ly sm eared within theprobelayerthusallowingforitsthickness.Itisim portanttonotethatsom eof

ourresultsareactually independentofthem odelspecifying el.W econcludethissection with adiscussion ofrelevant

experim entalresultsand a com parison between ourapproach and theVP m odel.In therem aining sectionswepursue

twocom plem entarygoals:Them odi�cationsofthehybridization isotherm stoallow forcom petitivehybridization and

the resulting e�ectson the sensitivity and speci�city ofthe assay.Three situationsare considered.The com petition

free case,when the probes are exposed to a single target,is discussed in section V.This yields upper bounds for

the sensitivity and the speci�city. Com petitive surface hybridization isanalyzed in section VIand com petitive bulk

hybridization isconsidered in section VII.Thedetailed derivation ofel within thedi�uselayerm odelisdescribed in

Appendix A.Thehybridization isotherm forlow saltsolutionsisdiscussed in Appendix B.
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II. O N SEN SIT IV IT Y A N D T H E H Y B R ID IZA T IO N ISO T H ER M

Asweshallsee,theequilibrium hybridization isotherm snaturally suggestcharacterization ofthesensitivity ofthe

assay in term sofappropriatec50s.Thischaracteristicisclosely related to thecom m on de�nitionsofthesensitivity of

analyticaltechniques.Itisthususefulto �rstsum m arizethesede�nitionsand theirrelationship to thehybridization

isotherm s.Di�erentde�nitionsofsensitivity are available (Pardue,1997;Ekinsand Edwards,1997;referencescited

in Pardue,1997). The IUPAC de�nition identi�es the sensitivity,Se,with the slope ofthe calibration curve. The

calibration curvedescribesthe m easured response,R,to a targetconcentration,ct,R(ct)and

Se = dR=dct: (1)

The quantitativeresolution ofthe assay,�c t,isthen speci�ed by

�c t = �r(ct)=Se(ct) (2)

where �r isthe m easurem enterrorasgiven by itsstandard deviation. The detection lim it,the lowestdetectable ct,

isdeterm ined by �c t(ct = 0)since when the concentration ct islowerthan �c t(ct = 0)the errorislargerthan the

signal.The IFCC convention identi�esthe sensitivity with the detection lim it.

O urgoalistorelatethesensitivityofDNA chipstotheirhybridization isotherm s.W ith thisin m ind,itisconvenient

to adoptthe IUPAC de�nition. Thischoice is m otivated by the following observations: (i)the calibration curve in

equilibrium isclosely related to thehybridization isotherm ;(ii)Them easurem enterrordependson them easurem ent

technique and on instrum entalcharacteristics. In distinction to R(ct);�r isnotrelated to the calibration curve and

(iii)Se asgiven by Eq.1 playsa rolein the determ ination ofboth thequalitativeresolution and the detection lim it.

In thefollowing wewillassum ethatR(ct)isproportionalto theequilibrium hybridization fraction atthesurface,x

i.e.,R(ct)= �x+ constwhere� isa constant.Thisassum ption isjusti�ed when thefollowing conditionsareful�lled:

(i) Non-speci�c adsorption is negligible and R is due only to hybridization at the surface;(ii) The duration ofthe

experim entissu�ciently long to allow the hybridization to reach equilibrium and (iii)the m easured signaldepends

linearly on the am ount ofoligonucleotides at the surface. It is usefulto note the following points concerning the

attainability oftheseconditions.First,surfacetreatm entsrepressing non-speci�cadsorption areavailableforcertain

substrates(Steelet al.,2000 and referencescited in Steeletal.,2000). Second,the attainm entofstationary state

forthe hybridization m ay requirelong periodsofup to 14 hours(Peterson etal.,2001;Peterson etal.,2002;Bhanot

etal.,2003).Furtherm ore,the degree ofhybridization m ay depend on the therm alhistory (heating ofthe substrate

orthe solution). In this contextitisim portantto stressthat,by de�nition,a state oftherm odynam ic equilibrium

is both stationary in tim e and independent ofthe path i.e.,preparation m ethod. Finally,the linear range varies

with the m easurem enttechnique.Forexam ple,when using uorescentlabelsthe linearregim eoccursatlow enough

concentration when self-quenching isnegligible(Lakowicz,1999).

III. R ELEVA N T M O LEC U LA R D IM EN SIO N S A N D LEN G T H SC A LES

Twogroupsoflength scalesplay an im portantrolein oursubsequentdiscussion.O negroup describesthestructural

featuresoftheprobelayer.Thesecond characterizestheelectrostaticinteractionsand theirscreening.Expression of

thefreeenergiesin term softheselength scalesallowsfora com pactform ulation and theidenti�cation oftherelevant

dim ensionlessvariables.

The structuralfeaturesofthe layerare determ ined m ostly by the dim ensionsofthe hybridized and unhybridized

probesaswellasthegrafting density (G raves,1999;Southern etal.,1999;Pirrung,2002).Thenum berofm onom ers,

nucleotides,per probe,N ,varies overa wide range. Values of10 � N � 30 are com m on but m uch higher values,

ofN � 1000 are attainable. In the following we willconsider system s com prising ofprobes and targets ofequal

size in the range 10 � N � 30. Double stranded DNA (dsDNA) is a sem iexible chain with a persistence length

� 103�A (Cantor and Shim m ell,1980). Thus,in our N range double stranded oligonucleotides m ay be viewed as

rigid rodswith the radiusofa dsDNA,r = 9:5�A and a projected length perm onom eralong the axisof2b= 3:4�A.

The corresponding param eters for ssDNA are not yet established. Stacking interactions between the hydrophobic

bases tend to produce a sti� \single stranded helix" (Cantor and Shim m ell,1980;Bloom �eld et al.,2000;K orolev

etal.,1998 and refrencescited in K orolev etal.,1998).Since these interactionsarenon-cooperativethistendency is

especially m arked in shortssDNA considered by us. Theoreticalstudiesofthe m elting behavioroffree DNA in the

bulk suggestthatssDNA can bem odeled asa rigid rod with projected length perm onom erofa � 3:4�A and a radius

ofrss � 7�A (Frank-K am enetskiietal.,1987;K orolev etal.,1998).W ith thisin m ind wewillapproxim atethelength

ofsinglestranded chains,N a asidenticalto thatofthedoublestranded ones,N 2b,denoting both by L.ForN = 30

wethushaveL � 100�A.
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The probesare chem ically grafted to the surface via a shortspacerchain. The attainable valuesofthe area per

probe,�,vary with the supportsurface(G raves,1999;Southern etal.,1999;Pirrung,2002).Typicalvaluesof� on

glasssurfacesareoforderof104�A 2 corresponding to a distance� � 100�A between grafting sites.Signi�cantly higher

grafting densities ofssDNA are possible on polypropylene supportswhere � valuesof� � 40 �A 2,corresponding to

� � 7�A,were reported.In thislastcase itisnecessary to deplete the surface in orderto allow fullhybridization to

takeplace.Them odeofgrafting can inuencetheorientation oftheprobe.Theirorientation can also bea�ected by

adsorption to the surface (Levicky etal.,1998).ThusssDNA grafted onto untreated gold form a com pactlayerdue

to adsorption.The layerswellsand extendsinto the solution following treatm entwith m ercaptohexanol(Levicky et

al.,1998).Thistreatm entisalso im portantforelim ination ofnon speci�c adsorption ofthe targets.O urdiscussion

assum esexible junctionsthatenable free rotation and a non-adsorbing surface.Underthisconditions,the average

thicknessofthe probelayer,H ,variesbetween H � L=2 atlow grafting densitiesand H � L when � � L2.

Threeelectrostaticlength scalesareofim portanceto ourdiscussion.O neistheBjerrum length lB = e2=�kT where

� is the dielectric constant,k is the Boltzm an constantand T is the tem perature. In water,with � � 80,atroom

tem perature,lB � 7�A.Note thatthe variation of� with T contributesto the T dependence oflB .Thesecond isthe

G ouy-Chapm an length � = 1=2�lB �.Here� isthe num berofchargesperunitarea on a uniform ly charged surface.

� characterizesthe spatialdistribution ofthe counterionsin the vicinity ofa uniform ly charged planarsurface in a

saltfree solvent.In thissituation the m ajority ofcounterionsare localized within a distance � from the surface.In

the following the charge ofthe probes,hybridized ornot,isassum ed to be uniform ly sm eared.Asa result,� varies

between N =� to 2N =� depending on x,the degree ofhybridization. Foran unhybridized layer� isin the range of

10� 102�A.A third scale isthe Debeye length,rD ,characterizing the screening range ofelectrostaticinteractionsin

a saltsolution.Fora 1 :1 saltwith num berconcentration ofions�s itisrD = (8�lB �s)
� 1=2 thus,in a 1M solution

rD = 3�A.

TherangeofDNA concentrationsencountered in experim entsvariesin therangebetween 10� 6M to 10� 12M .The

solution usually containsalso 1M of1 :1 salt.Underthese conditionsthe electrostaticinteractionsbetween the free

targetsareessentially fully screened.

IV . T H E C O M P ET IT IO N -FR EE H Y B R ID IZA T IO N ISO T H ER M

Thedependenceofthehybridization degree,x,on theconcentration ofthetarget,ct,isdescribed by thehybridiza-

tion isotherm .Itishelpfulto consider�rstan array ofDNA probesofa singlesequence,p,in contactwith a solution

containing a singlespeciesofssDNA target,t.Thehybridization ofp and tcreatesa doublestranded oligonucleotide,

pt,atthesurface.Forthischoiceofsystem theonly reaction isp+ t
 ptand no com petitivehybridization reactions

occur(Figure1).Thefactorsdeterm ining thehybridization isotherm fallinto two groups.O neconsistsofthefactors

givingriseto theLangm uirisotherm (Evansand W ennerstr�om ,1994),describing theadsorption ofneutraladsorbates

ata surface com prising a �nite num berofsites,each capable ofaccom m odating a single adsorbate. These include:

(i)the entropy ofthe free targetsin solution,(ii)the m ixing entropy ofthe hybridized and unhybridized probesand

(iii) the non-electrostatic com ponent ofthe hybridization free energy. The hybridization at the surface ofa DNA

chip di�ersfrom the Langm uirscenario in thatboth the adsorbates(the targets)and the surface (the probe layer)

are charged. As a resultthe free energiesofthe targetsand the probe layerincorporate electrostatic term s. These

allow for the electrostatic interaction energy between the charges and for the entropic e�ects associated with the

polarization ofthe ionic clouds surrounding the m acroions. In the following we willobtain a speci�c form for the

electrostatic free energy ofthe probe layerby m odeling itasa planarlayerwith a laterally uniform charge density.

However,som eofourconclusionsareactually independentofthefunctionalform ofthisterm .W ith thisin m ind we

introduce atthis pointan arbitrary electrostatic free energy per unit area el. The electric charge localized atthe

surfaceincreaseswith thefraction ofhybridized probes,x.Consequently,el= el(x)increaseswith x,reecting the

growth ofthe electrostaticpenalty with the hybridization degree.Initially wewillobtain the hybridization isotherm

in term softhisunspeci�ed el(x).W e willthen considerthe hybridization isotherm sasobtained fortwo m odelsfor

the chargedistribution within the probelayerand the resulting explicitfunctionalform sofel(x).

Theequilibrium stateofthehybridization reaction,p+ t
 pt,isdeterm ined by thecondition �pt = �p + �t where

�i isthe chem icalpotentialofspeciesi. O urdiscussion focuseson the case where the num berconcentration ofthe

targetsisonly weakly dim inished by thisreaction and iswellapproxim ated by theinitialconcentration ct.Sincethe

targetsolution isdilute and the ionic strength ofthe solution ishigh,electrostatic interactionsbetween the targets

arescreened.Consequently �t assum esthe weak solution form

�t = �
0

t + kT lnct (3)

where�0t isthechem icalpotentialofthereferencestate.Strictly speaking,�t = �0t + kT lnat whereat istheactivity

(M oore,1972).The dim ensionlessat isrelated to the concentration oftchain ct via at = ct where isthe activity
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coe�cient. Since  ! 1 as ct ! 0 we will,for sim plicity express �t by Eq.3 noting that ct in this expression is

dim ensionless. W hen the concentration oftargetsissigni�cantly m odi�ed by the hybridization with the probes,ct
should be replaced by c0t = ct� xNT =V where V isthe volum e ofthe solution and N T the totalnum berofprobes.

Such m odi�cation isnecessary when ct isvery low orwhen the spotsarelarge.

In orderto obtain �pt weneed to �rstspecify thefreeenergy oftheprobelayerasa function ofx.TheN T probes

areim m obilized atthesurfacethusform ing a two dim ensionalgrid ofhybridization sites.Atequilibrium N pt = xN T

ofthe probes are hybridized while N p = (1 � x)NT rem ain unhybridized. The pt and p chains form thus a two

dim ensionalsolution associated with a m ixing entropy of� kNT [xlnx + (1 � x)ln(1 � x)]. This two dim ensional

solution ishowevernon-idealbecauseoftheelectrostaticinteractionsbetween thechains.Altogether,thefreeenergy

perprobesiteis

site = 0 + x�
0

pt+ (1� x)�0p + � el+ kT[xlnx + (1� x)ln(1� x)] (4)

where � is the area per probe and  0 is the free energy density ofthe bare surface. �0pt and �0p are the chem ical

potentialsofthe p and ptstatesin a referencestateto be discussed later.Forsim plicity wenow lim itthe discussion

to probesand targetswith identicalnum berofbases,N .Sinceeach chain carriesa chargeof� N e,thenum bercharge

density on a surface oftotalarea A is� = N (N p + 2N pt)=A = �0(1+ x)where �0 = N N T =A isthe num bercharge

density on the unhybridized surfaceand � = A=N T .

Itisconvenientto reform ulatetheequilibrium condition �pt = �p + �t in term softheexchangechem icalpotential

ofthe hybridized probe �expt = �pt� �p.The exchangechem icalpotentialofthe hybridized probe is�
ex
pt = @site=@x

or

�
ex
pt = �

0

pt� �
0

p + N
@el

@�
+ kT ln

x

1� x
(5)

where�
@el
@x

= �
@el
@�

@�

@x
= N

@el
@�

since@�=@x = �0 and �� 0 = N .N
@el
@�

isthustheelectrostaticfreeenergy penalty

incurred upon hybridization fora given x.Theequilibrium condition �expt = �t then leadsto theadsorption isotherm

x

ct(1� x)
= K texp

�

�
N

kT

@el

@�

�

(6)

where K t = exp

�

� � G
0

kT

�

is the equilibrium constant for the hybridization reaction at the surface and �G 0 =

�0pt� �0p � �0t.

O urdiscussion up to thispointdid notinvolvea particularm odelforthechargedistribution ora speci�cfunctional

form ofel. In the rem ainderofthis section we willconsiderthe hybridization isotherm forparticularform sofel
asobtained by assum ing thatthe chargesofthe p and ptchainsare uniform ly sm eared laterally. W e willconsider

two m odelsofthistype.In the�rstthechargesaredistributed in an in�nitely thin layeratthesolid-liquid interface.

Thism odelignoresthestructureoftheprobelayerand overestim atesel.Itishoweverofinterestasa sim plem odel

that captures the essentialphysics. The exact form ofel corresponding to this scenario,for the high salt regim e

encountered experim entally,isspeci�ed bythePoisson-Boltzm an(PB)equation forrD � �(Evansand W ennerstr�om ,

1994).Thisel isidenticalto the oneobtained by the useofthe capacitorapproxim ation.In thisapproxim ation el
isidenti�ed with the electrostaticenergy ofa planarcapacitor,2�(�e)2d=�,with a chargedensity � = �0(1+ x)and

a width d = rD thusleading to

el

kT
= 2��2lB rD : (7)

Forthischoiceofel the hybridization isotherm Eq.6 assum esthe form

x

ct(1� x)
= K texp[� �c(1+ x)] (8)

where N

kT

@el
@�

= �c(1+ x)and�c = 4�N �0lB rD istheelectrostaticfreeenergyofahybridizedtargetin anunhybridized

layerwith a chargedensity �0.

Thecapacitorm odelaccountsfortheessentialphysicsin a sim pleand transparentway.Howeverthism odeltends

to overestim ate the electrostatic free energy because allthe chargesofthe DNA chainsare placed on a surface. To

avoid this problem we now assum e instead that the charges are uniform ly sm eared within a layer ofthickness H

giving riseto a num berchargedensity of� = �=H .Theanalysisofthis\di�uselayer" m odeldi�ersfrom thatofthe

capacitorm odelonly in the form ofthe electrostaticfree energy density el.To obtain el we utilize a two phase or

a \box" approxim ation forthe solution ofthe PB equation (Pincus,1991;W ittm erand Joanny,1993;Borisov etal.,
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1994). W ithin it,we distinguish between two regions:(i)a proxim alregion,adjacentto the charged surface,where

theconcentrationsofionsdeviatesfrom thebulk values.Theconcentrationsofeach oftheionicspeciesareconstant

and obey the Donnan equilibrium .(ii)A distalneutralregion wherethee�ectofthe charged surfaceisscreened out

and the concentrationsoftheionsaredeterm ined by the concentration ofthesalt.Theionicconcentrationsand the

equilibrium electrostatic free energy are determ ined by m inim ization ofthe free energy with respectto the heightof

theproxim alregion.Thisapproxim ation involvesthesim plestform ofdiscretization ofthePB equation.Thedetails

oftheanalysisarepresented in theAppendix A.In thefollowing wefocuson theexperim entally relevantcaseofhigh

saltsuch thatrD � H and rD � (H �)1=2.The low saltregim eisdescribed in Appendix B.In the high saltregim e

the screening ofthe charged layerisdom inated by the contribution ofthe saltand

el

kT
= 4��2lB

r2D

H
: (9)

The hybridization isotherm in this\saltscreening" (ss)regim eis

x

ct(1� x)
= K texp[� �(1+ x)] (10)

where N

kT

@el
@�

� 8�N �lB
r
2

D

H
= �(1 + x) and � = 8�N � 0lB

r
2

D

H
is the electrostatic penalty incurred by a pt chain

in an unhybridized layer with � = �0. Note that the functionalform ofEq.10 is identicalto that ofEq.8 but

� = 2� crD =H < �c.

Asa reference state itisconvenientto choose the state ofa chain (ssDNA ordsDNA)anchored to a surface ata

low grafting density such thatthein-planeelectrostaticinteraction arenegligible.W hen the\lateral"interactionsare

negligible,onem ay roughlyapproxim ate�0pt (�
0

p)by the�
0 ofthecorrespondingfreechain in thesolution.Thischoice

isusefulin thatitenablesustoestim atethevarioushybridization constantsusingthenearestneighborparam etersets

availablein theliterature(Bloom �eld etal.,2000).Itishoweverim portantto keep in m ind theproblem sintroduced

by thischoiceofreferencestateand theapproxim ation of�0pt (�
0

p).O nedi�culty involvestheelectrostaticfreeenergy.

el isobtained by charging ofa hypotheticalnon charged layer.Asa result,theelectrostaticcontribution to �
0

pt (�
0

p)

leadstoasm alloverestim ateoftheelectrostaticfreeenergy.Notethatforhigh � orsm all�uctuation e�ectsbecom e

im portant(Lau etal.,2002). These are notincluded in ouranalysis. In addition,caution isrequired in identifying

the boundariesofthe regim e ofnegligible lateralinteractions.Thisisbecause the decay ofelectrostaticinteractions

at an im penetrable surface is slower than in the bulk. Thus,point charges em bedded at an im penetrable surface

polarize an hem isphere ofthe ionic solution thus giving rise to a dipole and the lateralinteractions decay as 1=r3

(Jancovici,1982).Anotherproblem concernsthe rotationalfree energy ofthe chains.The rotationalfreedom ofthe

term inally anchored chainsisrestricted by theim penetrablegrafting surface.Furtherrestrictionsm ay beim posed by

thegraftingfunctionality.Thedim inished rotationalfreedom reducestherotationalterm in thefreeenergy perchain.

Thise�ectishoweverneglected when �0pt (�
0

p)areapproxim ated by �
0 ofthe corresponding freechains.W hen both

the targetand probeareselfcom plem entary itisnecessary to allow forthe changeofsym m etry due to the grafting.

In turn,thisrequiresan appropriate m odi�cation of�0pt (�
0

p)with respectto theirbulk counterparts. Finally,note

that in the low grafting density regim e,as discussed above,the hybridization isotherm is expected to assum e the

Langm uirform

x

(1� x)ct
= K t: (11)

In thisregim e the electrostatic aspectofthe problem isevidentonly in the dependence ofthe �0sand thusK t,on

the concentration ofsalt.

The num ber ofhybridization isotherm s ofDNA chips reported in the literature is rather sm all(Nelson et al.,

2001;Peterson etal.,2001;Peterson etal.,2002). The situation is further com plicated because ofpaucity ofdata

concerningN T ,thenum berofprobesavailabletohybridization,and therelated problem ofascertainingtheattainm ent

oftherm odynam icequilibrium .The\uniform sm earing"m odelsforthehybridization isotherm saresupported by two

experim entalstudies carried outby the group ofG eorgiadis. In one experim entthe grafting density was varied in

the range of2� 1012 � 12� 1012 probes/cm 2 while ct was kept constant at 1�M (Peterson et al.,2001). A plot of

ln[(1 � x)=x]vs. (1 + x)=� can be �tted with a straight line with a slope sm aller than the one predicted by the

theory (Figure 4). This is howeverencouraging since the data wasacquired in 1=2h and is thus unlikely to reect

com pleteequilibrium .In the second group ofexperim ents,thehybridization wasstudied fora lowergrafting density

of1:5� 1012 probes/cm 2 while ct wasvaried overthe rangeof500m M to 5�M (Peterson etal.,2002).In thisstudy

the hybridization isotherm ofthe perfectly m atched targetswaswell�tted by the Langm uirform .Im portantly,this

study established thatthe system failed to reach equilibrium withoutheating treatm entform ism atched targets.
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with B = 8�lB N
2
r
2

D =H . Forthe experim entcited lB = 7�A,rD = 3�A,N = 25 and H = 85�A leading to B ’ 1:16� 10
4 �A

2
as

com pared to the observed B ’ 3� 10
3 �A

2
.

A hybridization isotherm ofidenticalform to Eq.8 and to Eq.10 wasannounced earlierby Vainrub and Pettitt

(Vanirub and Pettitt,2002;Vanirub and Pettitt,2003).VP alsopointed outthatsom eoftheresultsoftheG eorgiadis

group are consistentwith this form . The VP approach isdesigned to perm itthe utilization ofexactresultson the

interaction free energy between a penetrable charged sphere and an im penetrable charged surface in the strong

screening regim e when the Debye-H�uckelapproxim ation is applicable (O hshim a and K ondo;1993). W ithin it,one

calculatestheexcessfreeenergy ofaprobelayerwith xN T hybridized probes,Fel(x),with respecttotheunhybridized

layer. In e�ect,Fel(x) isthe sum ofthe contributionsofxN T hybridization events,Fel =
P xN T

i= 1
Fi(�i). Each step

contributes Fi(�i) = Fpt(�i)� Fp(�i) where Fpt(Fp) is the electrostatic free energy ofa pt (p) sphere in contact

with a planarlayerwith charge density �i = �0 + iN =A. Thus,ateach step the probe layerism odeled asa planar

charged surface interacting with a single charged sphere. The stepsdi�erin the charge density ofthe surface. The

m ain di�erencebetween the VP approach and oursisin thehandeling ofthe charges.In the VP schem esom eofthe

chargesappearascharged sphereswhileothersappearasa charged surface.W ithin ourm odelthereisno duality and

allchargesaredescribed in the sam efashion.In practicalterm s,the VP approach can notallow forthe thicknessof

the probelayernorcan itbe extended to describe hybridization atlowerionicstrength.

V . SEN SIT IV IT Y ,SELEC T IV IT Y A N D c50 FO R C O M P ET IT IO N FR EE SY ST EM S

Thehybridization isotherm sdiscussed in thetwopreceding sectionsdescribeDNA arraysin theabsenceofcom pet-

itivehybridization in the bulk oratthesurface.Thissituation isrealized when an array com prising ofsingletypeof

probesisexposed toasolution ofasingletarget.Theconcentration oftargetleadingto50% equilibrium hybridization

in such system s,tc0
50
= K

� 1

t exp(N
kT

@el
@�

jx= 1=2)isa usefulcharacteristicofthesystem .W ithin thedi�uselayerm odel

in the saltscreening (ss)regim e tc0
50
is

t
c
0

50
=

1

K t

exp(
3

2
�): (12)

tc0
50
isclosely related to the sensitivity ofthe array

Se(x)=
(1� x)2

1+ x(1� x)�
K texp[� �(1+ x)]=

(1� x)2

1+ x(1� x)�

1

tc0
50

exp[� �(x � 1=2)]: (13)

The sensitivity ofthe array,asde�ned by Se(x)varieswith x and thuswith ct.Itism axim alatx = 0 when

Se(0)= K texp(� �)=
1

tc0
50

exp(�
�

2
) (14)
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while atx = 1=2 itisSe(1=2)= 1=(4+ �)tc0
50
. Aswe shallsee,Se(0)isnota�ected by com petitive hybridization.

O n the otherhand,Se(x)and c50 arem odi�ed signi�cantly by these processes.

Since Se(x)� 1=tc0
50
,clearly a lowertc0

50
isdesirableand 1=tc0

50
isa usefulm easureofthe sensitivity ofthe array.

Both 1=tc0
50
and Se(x)decreaseas� and the electrostaticpenalty incurred by the hybridization increase.In the salt

screening regim e,where m ost experim ents are carried out,� increaseswith the grafting density as � � �0. W hile

higher sensitivity is expected at lower grafting densities,this does not ensure a lower detection lim it or a better

quantitative resolution. These lasttwo param etersdepend also on the m easurem enterror�r. In turn,�r typically

decreasesasthegraftingdensity,and thesignal,increase.Thus,1=tc0
50
and Se(x)only providepartialguidanceforthe

design ofDNA arrays.Nevertheless,these two param etersdo provide usefulinform ation regarding the perform ance

ofa DNA chip ofa given design (that is,grafting density,grafting functionality,spot size and detection m ethod).

Thus,the relativesensitivity oftwo di�erentprobetargetpairs,p1 t1 and p2 t2,allotherfactorsbeing equal,is

t1Se
t2Se

=
t2c0

50

t1c0
50

=
K t1

K t2

: (15)

Thespeci�city ofa given probe,p,can bequanti�ed by therelativesensitivity when a p spotisexposed to a perfectly

m atched target,t,orto a m ism atch,m

tSe
m Se

=
m c0

50

tc0
50

=
K t

K m

: (16)

Thesetworatiosalsospecifythecorrespondingratiosofthequalitativeresolutionand thedetection lim it.Im portantly,

Eq.15 and Eq.16 areindependentofthe electrostaticpenalty irrespectiveoftheform ofel.

V I. T H E EFFEC T O F C O M P ET IT IV E SU R FA C E H Y B R ID IZA T IO N

The hybridization isotherm requiresm odi�cation when the bulk solution contains m ore than one ssDNA species

capable ofhybridization at the surface. In this situation the di�erent species com pete for hybridization with the

probes.Forsim plicity weconsiderthecaseofa binary solution com prising a target(t)and a m ism atched ssDNA (m )

with a concentration cm and a standard chem icalpotentialin the bulk solution �0m . It is placed in contactwith a

singlecom ponentprobelayersuch thatthep chainsareperfectm atchesto thetargets(Figure2).W efurtherassum e

thatthem and tchainsareofthesam elength.Thenum berofprobesthathybridized with m isN m = yN T .In this

case� = N (N p + 2N pt+ 2N pm )=A = �0(1+ x + y)and

site = 0 + x�
0

pt+ y�
0

pm + (1� x � y)�0p + � el+ kT[xlnx + ylny+ (1� x � y)ln(1� x � y)] (17)

where �0pm isthe standard chem icalpotentialofa hybridized pm atthe surface. The hybridization isotherm in this

situation isdeterm ined by two equilibrium conditions�expt = �t,asbefore,and �expm = �m . In obtaining the explicit

form ofthese conditionsnote that
@� el
@x

=
@� el
@y

= N
@el
@�

because @�

@x
= @�

@y
= �0.The exchangechem icalpotentials

ofthe hybridized m and tarethusgiven by

�
ex
pt = �

0

pt� �
0

p + N
@el

@�
+ kT ln

x

1� x � y
(18)

�
ex
pm = �

0

pm � �
0

p + N
@el

@�
+ kT ln

y

1� x � y
(19)

and the chem icalpotentialofthefree m is

�m = �
0

m + kT lncm : (20)

As before,we focus on the \sm allspot" lim it where the bulk concentrations ofm and t are not a�ected by the

hybridization atthesurface.Thehybridization behaviorofthissystem isdescribed by threeisotherm sspecifying the

hybridization degreesoftand m individually aswellasthe totalhybridization:

x

ct(1� x � y)
= K texp

�

�
N

kT

@el

@�

�

(21)
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t
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t
c
0

50 vs. cm =
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50, as given by Eq. 25, for the case of com petitive surface hybridization involving

a probe,p,ofthe sequence CAACTTG ATATTAATA,a target, t,G TTG AACTATAATTAT and a m ism atched target,m ,

G TTG AG CTATAATTAT (TG m ism atch).In the three casesdepicted T = 300
�
K ,N = 16,H = 54�A,lB = 7�A and rD = 3�A.

The continuousline correspondsto thelow grafting density regim e where � = 0.The two otherare � = H
2
= 2916�A

2
leading

to � = 2:57 (dashes) and � = 10
3 �A

2
leading to � = 7:5 (dots). The standard G ibbs free energies per m ole at 37

�
C are

�G
0

t = 12:4kcal=m ole and �G
0

m = 10:1kcal=m ole (Tibanyenda et al.,1984). Since the �G
0
are per m ole rather than per

m olecule,theequilibrium constantsatT = 300
�
K ;neglecting theT dependenceofthe�G

0
,areK t = exp(� �G

0

t=R T)’ 10
9:0

and K m = exp(� �G
0

m =R T)’ 10
7:4

where R isthe gas constant. The corresponding
t
c
0

50 are 10
�9
M ;10

�7:4
M and 10

�4:1
M

respectively.The valuesof
m
c
0

50 are 10
�7:4

M ;10
�5:7

M and 10
�2:5

M

y

cm (1� x � y)
= K m exp

�

�
N

kT

@el

@�

�

(22)

x + y

(1� x � y)
= (cm K m + ctK t)exp

�

�
N

kT

@el

@�

�

(23)

where K t = exp

�

� � G
0

kT

�

,K m = exp

�

�
� G

0

m

kT

�

and �G 0

m = �0pm � �0p � �0m .The observed isotherm dependson the

m ethod used to interrogatethe surface.Thus,utilization ofselectively tagged twillrevealEq.21,use ofselectively

tagged m willshow Eq.22 while detection m ethodssensitive to overallhybridization m ass,such assurface plasm on

resonance,willyield Eq.23. The explicit form ofthe hybridization isotherm s within the di�use m odelin the salt

screening regim eisobtained by substituting N

kT

@el
@�

= �(1+ x+ y).NotethatK t,K m and � can bedeterm ined from

experim entsinvolving exposureofthe DNA chip to singlecom ponentsolutionsoftand m chains.

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

Equations21 and 22 yield y = x
cm
ct

K m

K t

and thus

Pm =
y

x + y
=

cm K m

cm K m + ctK t

: (24)

W ithin thisde�nition thespeci�city strongly dependson cm ,orto bepreciseon
cm
ct

K m

K t

.Thefraction ofm ism atched

probes is sm all,Pm � 1,so long as cm � ct
K m

K t

. At cm = ct
K m

K t

,halfofthe hybridized probes are m ism atched,

Pm = 1=2,while forcm � ct
K m

K t

,Pm approachesunity.Equation 24 isindependentofthe electrostatic contribution

irrespectiveofthe form ofel.Itisalso usefulto considertheratio of
tc0
50
to tc50,the bulk concentration oftgiving

riseto 50% pthybridization in thepresenceofa m ism atch ofconcentration cm .In contrastto Pm ,theexpression for
tc0
50
=tc50 doesdepend on el.Forthe di�use layerm odelin the saltscreening regim eitisgiven by

tc0
50

tc50
=

�

1�
cm

m c0
50

tc0
50

tc50

�

exp

�

�
�

2

cm
m c0

50

tc0
50

tc50

�

: (25)

In the low grafting density regim e,when � = 0,Eq.25 assum esthe form
t
c50

tc0
50

= 1+ cm
m c0

50

. In allcases,tc50 =
tc0
50

when cm = 0 and tc50 >
tc0
50

for cm > 0. In other words,the sensitivity,as m easured by 1=tc50,decreasesas cm
increases(Figure5).
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V II. T H E EFFEC T O F C O M P ET IT IV E B U LK H Y B R ID IZA T IO N

A di�erenttype ofcom petition occurswhen the targetscan hybridize in the bulk aswellasatthe surface. Such

com petition can arisein threedi�erentsituations:(i)Thesolution containstargetsaswellascom plem entary strands,

c. These can be perfectly m atched orm ism atched sequences. The c chainshybridize with the targetsto form free

double stranded tcDNA chains.Thus,the t+ c
 tcreaction in the bulk com peteswith the t+ p 
 ptreaction at

the surface (Figure 3).(ii)The targetsare self-com plem entary and thuscapable ofundergoing a bulk hybridization

reaction t+ t
 ttin addition to t+ p 
 ptwhere p now denotes the im m obilized tprobe. (iii) A third possible

scenario involvesform ation ofhairpins.

Asexplained in section III,within ourdiscussion the lengthsofthe p and ptchainsare identical. Accordingly we

willfocus on the �rst two cases where the length ofthe chains does not change upon hybridization. Initially,we

discussthet+ c
 tcscenario and then com m enton them odi�cation required to adapttheanalysisto thet+ t
 tt

case. Again,we focus on the \sm allspot" lim it assum ing that the hybridization with the probes has a negligible

e�ecton the concentration ofthe targets. The hybridization isotherm describing thissituation,forthe two casesof

interest,is

x

(1� x)[t]
= K texp

�

�
N

kT

@el

@�

�

(26)

and N

kT

@el
@�

= �(1+ x)in thessregim eofthedi�uselayerm odel.Im portantly,thehybridization isotherm ism odi�ed

in thatct,the totalconcentration oft,isreplaced by the equilibrium tconcentration,[t]. In turn,[t]isdeterm ined

by the m assaction law governing the bulk hybridization reaction. The com bination ofEq.26 with the appropriate

m assaction law isequivalentto the equilibrium condition speci�ed by �t+ �p = �pt and �t+ �c = �tc.

In the t+ c 
 tc scenario the m ass action law is [tc]=[t][c]= K where [i]is the equilibrium concentration of

speciesiand K istheequilibrium constantofthebulk hybridization reaction forthetem peratureand ionicstrength

considered.Thisissupplem ented by them assconservationsrelations[t]+ [tc]= ct and [c]+ [tc]= cc whereci denotes

the totalconcentration ofi.[t]isthen speci�ed by

K [t]2 + fK (cc � ct)+ 1g[t]� ct = 0: (27)

W hen the hybridization with the probes has a signi�cant e�ect on the concentration ofthe targets,[t]+ [tc]= ct

should bereplaced by [t]+ [ct]+ xN T =V = ct.Forbrevity,wewillnotconsiderthiscase.Itisinstructiveto analyze

the e�ectofthe com petitive bulk hybridization fora num berofsim ple situations. W hen the equilibrium favorsthe

reactants,[t]� ct and the hybridization isotherm retainsthe com petition-free form ,Eq.6. Such isthe case in the

presence oflargeexcessoft,ct � cc orwhen K issu�ciently sm alli.e.,c c � ct orcc � ct butK cc � 1:Signi�cant

m odi�cation ofthe hybridization isotherm occurwhen the bulk hybridization equilibrium favorsthe products. This

situation occursin two sim ple cases: when K cc � 1 with eithercc � ct orcc � ct. W e initially discussbriey the

�rstsituation when

[t]�
ct

K cc
� ct (28)

leading to

x

(1� x)
=

ct

K cc
K texp

�

�
N

kT

@el

@�

�

: (29)

To obtain an explicitform ofthe isotherm within the ssregim eofthe di�use layerm odelwe substitute �(1+ x)for

N

kT

@el
@�

. However,the e�ecton tc50 isindependentofthe m odel. In com parison to tc0
50
= K

� 1

t exp

�
N

kT

@el
@�

jx= 1=2

�

,

tc50 increasesto

t
c50 = K cc

t
c
0

50
�

t
c
0

50
: (30)

The sensitivity,as m easured by 1=tc50,is thus reduced by a factor ofK cc � 1. W hen cc � ct and K cc � 1 the

equilibrium condition (27)yields

[t]�

�
ct

K

�1=2
(31)
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thusleading to

x

(1� x)
=

�
ct

K

�1=2
K texp

�

�
N

kT

@el

@�

�

: (32)

The corresponding tc50 increasesthusto

t
c50 = K (tc0

50
)2 (33)

and thesensitivity,asm easured by 1=tc50,isreduced by a factorofK
tc0
50
� 1 in com parison to thecom petition-free

scenario.The sensitivity Se = dx=dct doesdepend on the form ofel.W hen Eq.33 isapplicable Se,asspeci�ed by

the uniform density m odelatthe ssregim e,is

Se =
K 2

t

4K
exp[� 2�(1+ x)]

(1� x)3

x[1+ �x(1� x)]
=

1

tc50
exp[� �(x � 1)]

(1� x)3

x[1+ �x(1� x)]
: (34)

However,in the lim itofct ! 0 the e�ectofthe com petitive bulk hybridization isnegligible and Se(0)isthusgiven

by Eq.14.Thisisalso the caseforthe cc � ct and K cc � 1 scenariosconsidered earlier.

In the low grafting density regim e,when el is independent of�,the hybridization isotherm for cc � ct with

K cc � 1 assum esthe form x=(1� x)= Kt(ct=K )1=2. Upon de�ning K eff = K 2

t=K thisisotherm can be expressed

as

x =
(K effct)

1=2

1+ (K effct)
1=2

: (35)

Thisform isofinterestbecauseitresem blestheisotherm obtained from theSipsm odel(Sips,1948).TheSipsm odel

provides a generalization ofthe Langm uir isotherm in which the single binding energy,utilized in the Langm uir

version,isreplaced by a distribution ofbinding energiesthusleading to an expression ofthe form

x =
(K effct)

a

1+ (K effct)
a

(36)

wherea isa characteristicofthe distribution function.Thus,com petitive bulk hybridization can giveriseto a \Sips

isotherm " with a = 1=2 even though theunderlying m echanism iscom pletely di�erent.Thisisofinterestbecausethe

Sipsisotherm wasrecently reported to allow forim proved �tting ofhybridization data (Peterson etal.,2002).

W hen the com petitive bulk hybridization involvesself-com plem entary chains,t+ t
 tt,the preceding discussion

requiresm odi�cation. In thiscase the m assaction law assum esthe form [tt]=[t]2 = K and the corresponding m ass

conservation relation becom es [t]+ 2[tt]= ct. [t]is thus determ ined by 2K [t]2 + [t]� ct = 0. W hen K ct � 1 the

com petitive e�ectisnegligible and [t]� ct.In the opposite lim it,K ct � 1,the bulk hybridization isim portantand

[t]� (ct=2K )1=2. The t+ t
 ttscenario thus closely resem bles the t+ c 
 tc case when ct � cc. Note however

thatcarem ustbetaken in estim ating K t fortheselfcom plem entary case.W hen thesequencesofthep and tchains

are identical,K t di�ersfrom the bulk K because the grafting to the surface m odi�esthe sym m etry ofthe chain (in

addition to the factorsdiscussed in section IV).

V III. D ISC U SSIO N

Thehybridization isotherm sofDNA chipsprovidea naturalstarting pointforthe analysisoftheirsensitivity and

speci�city.Clearly,thisdescription isincom pletein thatitislim ited toequilibrium stateswhilein typicalexperim ents

equilibrium isnotattained.Thehybridization isotherm sareneverthelessofinterestbecauseoftheem ergingevidence

thatthebestperform anceofDNA chipsisobtained in therm odynam icequilibrium (Bhanotetal.,2003).Accordingly,

theselectivity and speci�city obtained from thehybridization isotherm sprovideupperboundsto theperform anceof

theseassays.Thisapproach isalso ofinterestbecausean understanding ofthe equilibrium stateisa prerequisitefor

the fullanalysisofthe kineticsofhybridization. W hen selectivity isdiscussed in term softhe slope ofthe response

curve,itisnecessary to use an explicitform ofthe hybridization isotherm . W e obtained such an explicitexpression

by use ofthe di�use layerm odel.In thism odelthe chargesofthe ptand p chainsareuniform ly sm eared within the

probe layer.However,the analysisofthe hybridization isotherm also suggeststhe use ofvariousc50sasm easuresof

the speci�city and selectivity ofDNA chips. This description a�ordsan im portantadvantage in thatthe e�ects of

com petitivehybridization can bedescribed in aform thatisindependentofthem odelused to specify theelectrostatic

interactions.Thus,the bestperform anceofDNA chipsisattained in com petition-freesituationsused to de�ne tc0
50
,
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m c0
50
etc.O necan then analyzethee�ectsofcom petitivehybridization in term softheincreasein tc50 in com parisonto

tc0
50
.Thisanalysisalso indicatesthattheknowledgeofthecom petition-freeisotherm sallowsto predicttheisotherm s

realized when com petitive hybridization occurs. In addition the observed isotherm depends on the m easurem ent

technique when com petitive surface hybridization isim portanti.e.,labelfree detection di�ersfrom the detection of

selectively labeled targets.

M uch ofour discussion concerns the e�ects ofcom petitive hybridization. In certain applications the e�ects of

com petitive surface hybridization can be m inim ized by proper design ofthe probes (Lockhart et al.,1996;Liand

Storm o,2001;Bhanot et al.,2003). Such is the case,for exam ple,when studying the expression levelofgenes of

known sequence.However,thisstrategy can notbe em ployed when DNA chipsareused to identify singlenucleotide

polym orphism orpointm utations. Probe design is also oflim ited value in counteracting the e�ects ofcom petitive

bulk hybridization.

The results we obtained are based on the equilibrium hybridization isotherm s. They are form ulated in term s of

the equilibrium fractionsx,y etc. ofhybridized probes. In confronting these predictionswith experim entalresults

itisim portantto note the following two points. First,in orderto specify x and y itisnecessary to determ ine �rst

the num ber ofprobes available to hybridization,N T . Thus it is not su�cient to ascertain the num ber ofp chains

im m obilized atthe surface.Itisalso necessary to con�rm thatthiscorrespondsto the num berofhybridized probes

at equilibrium with a large excess oftargets. This brings us to the second point concerning the equilibrium state.

This plays a role both in the determ ination ofN T ,as discussed above,and in the determ ination ofequilibrium

fractionsofhybridized probes. Here we recallagain thata stationary state doesnotnecessarily im ply equilibrium .

An equilibrium stateshould also beindependentofthepreparation m ethod orsam plehistory.In thecontextofDNA

chips itis thus im portantto verify thatthe stationary state is nota�ected by a heating treatm ent. In every case,

the equilibration tim e can be very long with periodsofup to 14 hoursreported in the literature.Itisalso usefulto

note thatthe equilibration tim e dependson the bulk com position,ct and cm ,on the ionic strength and the grafting

density,�.Italso varieswith thenum berofm ism atchesand theiridentity.Accordingly,theequilibration tim ein one

experim entalsituation isnotnecessarily identicalto theequilibration tim eunderdi�erentconditions.W hen studying

sim ultaneously the hybridization on di�erentspotsthe equilibration ratesforthe di�erentspotsm ay welldi�er.

Itisusefulto distinguish between twotypesofexperim entsinvolvingDNA chips:experim entsdesigned toelucidate

thephysicalchem istry oftheirfunction and experim entsutilizingDNA chipstoanalysebiologicalsam ples.In the�rst

category,the experim entalsetup allowsforselective labeling and forprecise controlofthe com position ofthe bulk

solution. It is straightforward to confrontour analysis with such \physicalchem istry" experim ents. The situation

with respecttoanalyticalapplicationsism orecom plex.Analyticalexperim entstypically rely on PCR am pli�cation of

biologicalsam ples.Asa result,selectivelabeling isim possibleand thecom position ofthebulk solution isdeterm ined

by the com position ofthe originalsam ple and the am pli�cation schem e i.e.,the choice ofprim ers. O ur discussion

revealsdi�cultiesin thequantitativeinterpretation oftheresultsofsuch experim ents,especially when used to study

pointm utations. In thislastsituation,one m ay quantify errorsintroduced by the com petitve hybridization by use

of\standard addition" i.e.,study a series ofsolutions obtained from the am pli�ed biologicalsam ple by addition

ofdi�erent am ounts ofsynthetic,selectively labeled target. The practicalim portance ofthese di�culties and the

m ethodsto overcom ethem rem ain to be established.

IX . A P P EN D IX A :T H E B O X M O D EL FO R A D IFFU SE A N D FO R A P LA N A R LA Y ER .

W e considera di�use layercarrying Q chargesdistributed uniform ly in a region ofheight H such that the total

chargeis� Q e< 0.The resulting num berchargedensity is� = Q =AH = �=H where � = Q =A isthe corresponding

surface num berdensity ofchargesand A istotalsurface area.In the lim itofH = 0 thissystem reducesto the case

ofa charged surface.Theanalyticalsolution ofthe PB equation forthislastcaseisknown.Accordingly wewillalso

investigatethebox m odelfortheH = 0 in orderto dem onstratethatitrecoverstheknown resultsup to a num erical

factor.

Thesurfacechargea�ectsthedistribution ofionswithin a proxim allayerofheight� > H ,adjacentto thesurface.

W ithin thislayern� isthetotalnum berofunivalentpositive(negative)ionsand �� = n� =�A arethecorresponding

num berconcentrations.Theelectricalpotentialin the\box",	,determ inesthedeviation of� � from thebulk num ber

concentration �s via �� = �s exp(� e	=kT)thusleading to the Donnan equilibrium

�+ �� = �
2

s: (37)

The overallelectroneutrality ofthe proxim allayer,n+ � n� = Q leadsto

�� = � + � �� = �=�: (38)
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0 λH

FIG .6: The concentration pro�lesofionswithin the box m odelfor the di�use layer. The uniform ly sm eared charge ofthe p

and ptchainsis depicted by the shaded step function. Itcauses the concentration ofnegative and positive ions,�� and �+ ,

within the proxim allayerofthickness�,to deviate from the bulk value �s.

� isthe \neutralization length" ofthe system in thatthe netchargeofa thickerlayeriszero and athigheraltitude

	 = 0. Com bining Eq.37 and Eq.38 leads to a quadratic equation � 2

+
� �

�
�+ � �s = 0 determ ining �� . Upon

introducing the param eterss= rD =� and x = �=� weobtain

�� = �s

"

�
2s2

x
+

�

1+
4s4

x2

� 1=2
#

: (39)

Theexcessentropyoftheionsin thebox,with respecttothebulk,isspeci�ed by� S=k = n� ln(�� =�s)+ n+ ln(�+ =�s).

Invoking Eq.37 and Eq.38 leadsto � S=k = A� ln(�+ =�s)and the excessentropy perunitarea isthus

�
S

Ak
= � ln

"

2s2

x
+

�

1+
4s4

x2

� 1=2
#

: (40)

The charge perunitarea thatisbound by a surface ofheightz isez(� � + ��)when 0 � z � H and e(� � + z��)

when H � z � � (Figure 6).Consequently,the electrostatic�eld,E (z),asdeterm ined by the G ausstheorem ,is

E (z)=

�
E in(z)=

4�e�

�

�
� 1

H
+ 1

�

�
z 0 � z � H

E out(z)=
4�e�

�

�
� 1+ z

�

�
H � z � �

(41)

In theH = 0 casethechargeperunitarea below z ise(� �+ z��)and E (z)= E out(z)for0 � z � �.Theassociated

electrostaticenergy perunitarea,W = �

8�

R�
0
E 2(z)dz is

W

kT
=
�x

3

�

1�
H

x�

� 2

: (42)
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In the caseofH = 0 thisreducesto �x=3.Altogether,the electrostaticfree energy perunitarea is

el

kT
=
�x

3

�

1�
H

x�

� 2

+ � ln

"

2s2

x
+

�

1+
4s4

x2

� 1=2
#

: (43)

The equilibrium condition @el=@x = 0 leadsto

x
2

�

1+
4s4

x2

� 1=2
"

1�

�
H

x�

� 2
#

= 6s2: (44)

W e �rstconsiderthe H = 0 casewhen

x
2

�

1+
4s4

x2

� 1=2

= 6s2: (45)

In thehigh saltlim it,when s� 1 thisleadsto equilibrium valuesofx � 61=2 s and el=kT � 2(2=3)1=2�s� 1:6�sor

� � 61=2 rD el=kT � 4�(2=3)1=2 �2lB rD (46)

ascom pared to el=kT = �s obtained from the rigoroussolution ofthe PB equation.In the opposite lim it,ofs� 1

corresponding to low salt,Eq.45 leadsto x � 3 and el=kT � 2�[ln2s+ (1� ln3)=2]or

� � 3� el=kT � 2� ln(4��lB rD ) (47)

while the rigoroussolution ofthe PB equation isel=kT � 2�[ln2s� 1]. Thus,the box m odelforthe planarlayer

recovers the rigorous solutions ofthe PB equation up to num ericalcorrections. In the low salt regim e it yields

the correct leading term el=kT � 2� lns. However,at high salt the box m odeloverestim ates el by 60% . This

perform anceisindicativeofthe errorsexpected from the m odelforthe di�use layer.

W hen H > 0 the equilibrium condition Eq.44 is applicable. This equation di�ers from Eq.45 in two respects:

(i) a
�
1� (H =x�)2

�
factorarising from the m odi�cation ofthe charge distribution and the associated electrostatic

energy and (ii) the problem now contains an additionallength scale,H . W e expect that � & H and consequently

the m agnitude of4s4=x2 = 4r4D =�
2�2 can be large (sm all) even when s = rD =� � 1 (s � 1) provided H � rD

(H � rD ).To allow forthislastfeature itisconvenientto expressEq.44 in term sofy = �=H instead ofx leading

to

�
y
2
� 1

�
"

1+
4s4

y2

�
�

H

� 2
#1=2

= 6s2
�
�

H

� 2

: (48)

In analyzing the asym ptotic solutions ofthis equation it is usefulto com pare the neutralization length,�, with

H . Two principle regim es em erge. W hen � � H (y � 1),the structure ofthe di�use layer is irrelevant and we

recover the solutions ofthe PB equation describing a charged planar layer. In this \PB lim it" Eq.48 reduces to

y2
h

1+ 4s
4

y2

�
�

H

�2
i1=2

= 6s2
�
�

H

�2
.Herewecan again distinguish between two regim es.W hen s2�=yH � 1 thisleads

to y � 3�=H � 1 whilefors2�=yH � 1 weobtain y � 61=2 s�=H .Altogether

� �

�
3� H � � and r D � �

61=2 rD H � rD and rD � �
(49)

W hen � � � the screening ofthe electrostatic potentialisdue to the counterionsofthe charged layer. The coions,

originating from the salt,dom inate the screening when � � rD . The crossoverbetween the \saltscreening" (PBss)

and \counterionsscreening" (PBcs)regim esin the PB lim itoccursats2�=yH = 1 leading to s= 1 or�= r D .

W hen y & 1 the charge distribution within the di�use layerplays an im portant role. In this case it is usefulto

expressy asy = 1+ � and to solve with respectto � � 1. Eq.44 reducesto 2�[1+ (2s2�=H )2]1=2 = 6s2�2=H 2.

Consequently we can distinguish between two casesdepending on the m agnitude ofs2�=H . W hen s2�=H � 1 or

r2D � �H weobtain � � 3�=2H .In theoppositelim it,ofs2�=H � 1 orr2D � �H weobtain � � 3(�=H )2s2.That

is

� �

(
H + 3

2
� H � � and r 2

D � �H

H + 3
r
2

D

H
H � rD and r2D � �H

(50)
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FIG .7: The asym ptotic regim es ofthe di�use layer within the box m odel. In the two PB regim es (PBcs and PBss) the

neutralization length � is large,� � H ,and the layer behaves as a charged planar surface. In the two rem aining regim es,

� & H and thecharge distribution ofthelayer,�,playsa role.In thecsregionsthescreening isdom inated by thecounterions

while in the ssregionsitisdue to coionsoriginating from the salt.

W hen � � H + 3�=2 thescreening isdueto thecounterionswhilefor� � H + 3r2D =H itisdom inated by thecoions.

The crossoverbetween the \saltscreening" (ss)and \counterionsscreening" (cs)regim esisspeci�ed by s2�=H = 1

or�= r2D =H .Additionalcrossoversclearly occursatrD = H and at� = H (Figure7).

To obtain the corresponding asym ptoticexpressionsforel itisconvenientto rewriteEq.43 in term sofy as

el

kT
= �

8
<

:

H

3�

(y� 1)2

y
+ ln

2

4
2s2�

yH
+

 

1+

�
2s2�

yH

� 2
! 1=2

3

5

9
=

;
: (51)

W hen �=H � 1 and s2�=H � 1 (cs regim e),y � 1 + 3�=2H ,the logarithm ic term is dom inant and el=kT �

� ln(4s2�=H ). In the lim itofrD =H � 1 and s2�=H � 1 (ssregim e),when y � 1+ 3r2D =H
2,the logarithm ic term

can be expanded in powers ofs2�=H leading to el=kT � 2�r2D =H �. W hen �=H � 1 and s 2�=yH � 1 (PBcs

regim e),the logarithm ic term is dom inant and el=kT � �[1 + ln(4s2=3)]while for rD =H � 1 and s2�=yH � 1

(PBssregim e),the logarithm can be expanded leading to el=kT � 2(2=3)1=2�rD =�. The fourscaling regim esare

sum m arized in TableI.

regim e
el
kT

� range

cs � ln
�
�lB r

2

D =H
�

H + 3�=2 � < H and r D > (�H )1=2

ss �2lB r
2

D =H H + 3r2D =H rD < H and rD < (�H )1=2

PBcs � ln(�lB rD ) 3� �> H and r D > �

PBss �2lB rD 61=2rD rD > H and rD < �

X . A P P EN D IX B :T H E H Y B R ID IZA T IO N ISO T H ER M A T LO W SA LT .

A novelform ofthe hybridization isotherm isobtained atlow salt,when the screening isdom inated by the coun-

terionsofthe p and ptchains.Thisisthecasewhen the concentration ofcounterionswithin theprobelayerism uch

largerthan theconcentration ofcoionscontributed by thesaltleading to rD > (�H )1=2 and � � H .In thissituation

el

kT
= � ln

�

8��lB
r2D

H

�

: (52)
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The hybridization isotherm in this\counterion screening" (cs)regim eis

x

ct(1� x)
= K texp[� �cs � N ln(1+ x)] (53)

where N

kT

@el
@�

� �cs + N ln(1+ x)and �cs = N [ln

�

8��0lB
r
2

D

H

�

+ 1]. The csregim e isofinterestin thatitprovides

an additionaltestforthe di�use layerm odel.

Theauthorsbene�tted from instructivediscussionswith T.Livacheand P.Pincus.EBZ wasfunded by theCNRS

and the Universit�eJoseph Fourier.
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