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D uring the last decade, the laser trapping technigque has been actively applied to elucidate the

property of m acrom olecules, DNA, RNA, cytoskeleton

bres, etc. Due to the inherent di culty

in the direct trapping of single m olecules at approxim ately 300 K , m ost of the current studies on
laser trapping utilize the experin ental technique to grasp m icrobeads that are attached to a single
m acrom olecule, instead of using direct trapping. A few studies have dem onstrated the app licability
of laser trapping for highly packed com pact DNA under a boor’ solwent condition w ithout any
beads. T he present study achieves laser trapping on a single DNA m olecul under a Yood’ solvent
condition without any m icrobeads. T he tin edependent change of the confom ation accom panied
by ON /OFF laser irradiation wasm easured and analysed in temm s of the entrapm ent and release of
a coiled polym er around a m icrom eter-sized potential.

PACS numbers: 36.20.+1,87.80LCc,87.83+4+a

R ecently, studies on m echanicalm anipulations for sin—
gle m acrom olecules have attracted great interest. These
studies are expected to contrdbute o the developm ent of
polym er physics E_]:,-r_j,d -4 5 -d i, 8] and to initiate a
new eld in biophysics, eg. force spect:cosoopy forRNA
polym erization, D N A -histone interaction, etc., to elici-
date novel insights on vital reactions ig].

Untilnow , m echanicalhandling ofa DNA m olecule in
water has been dem onstrated using an altemating cur-
rentelectric ed {10, 1], a hydrodynam ic foroe to stretch
E] or collect [12!1], etc. Am ong the techniques, laser trap—
ping or optical tweezing are frequently used [2 -Q be-
cause they can be applied to sihgle DNA m olcules by
grasping a DNA -bound m icrogphere. A recent Investi-
gation dem onstrated that a sihgle DNA is pinched w ith
01 m radiibeads clustering [}3]. It hasbeen reported
that direct optical trapping or a single DNA chain is
preferable such indirect trapping using m icrospheres in
som e tem s. Folded com pact DNA, such as supercoiked
lam bda phage DNA [14] and globular T 4 phage DNA
fl5], have been directly trapped and transported in wa-
ter using optical tweezers. T hrough the active trials of
opticaltrapping, it hasbecom e clear that stable trapping
on an elongated coiled DNA is ratherdi cult and virtu-
ally in possble w ithout the attachm ent ofm icrobeads to
them . T hus, the a posteriori results indicate that the op—
tical gradient force a ecting the DNA segm ents is Insuf-

cient to overcom e them al uctuation during the bead
pulling force spectroscopy experim ents. In the present
study, we report that an infrared focused laser stably
traps an unfolded T4 DNA in a polym er solution (con—

taining poly (ethylene glycol) PEG)) w ith m oderate op—
ticalpower (severalhundredsm®W ).

W e used the T4 phage dDNA (166 kbp, 56 m,
N ppon gene) stained wih DAPI (4’,6-diam idino2-
phenylindol, W ako Pure Chem ical Industries, Ltd. for
the uorescentm icroscopy. Form icroscopic observations,
DNA wih a basepair concentration of 0.1 M was en—
closed In a glass cellalong w ith N a phosphate bu er 7.8
mM ,m ercaptoethanoll.5 $ (v/v) and poly ethylene gly—
col) MW avg. 6000D a, Cham eleon Reagent) 77 m g/m L
Tt has been well established that the presence of sak is
necessary to condense a DNA molecule, and that this
process is called the polym erand-sal induced condensa—
tion, ie. -condensation f_l-é, :_L-j, :_1-€_§,:_l-§i, 29‘,:_2-14'] In the
present study, we have adopted a low salt concentration
wellbelow the criticalvalie ofthe -condensation. From
the transition point, it hasbeen con m ed that the DNA
coils collapse into olded globules in the presence ofNaC 1
above 200mM at such a PEG concentration 18,19, 20].
T his in plies that the DNA used In this study is situated
In a good solent condition. Experim ental cbservations
and optical trapping were perform ed using a uorescent
m icroscope (TE-300, Nikon) wih a largeaperture oik-
Inm ersion ob fctive lens P lan Flior 100,NA = 130,
Nikon). An NA¥YAG laser M illennia IR, cw 1064 nm,
TEM (o, Spectra P hysics) for optical trapping was intro—
duced into the ob fctive lens using a dichroic m irror and
was focused to a point approxim ately 1 m in diam eter
on the ocbservation eld. T he source laser powerwas 500
mW .M icroscopic uorescent im ages were detected by a
high sensitivity SIT video cam era and recorded on S-VH S
videotapes.

Figure 1 shows a typical result of the D NA -trapping
experim ent. The free DNA In the PEG solution as indi-
cated In the upper panelsofF ig. 1 (@) exhibits intrachain
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FIG.1l: A typicaltrapping process of coiled DNA . (@) Typi-
caltrapping processofa single T4 DNA .T in e descriptionson

each panel correspond to the tin e axis in the follow ing graph.
T he trap laser is irradiated at tin e zero, and is focused on the

centre of each picture in order to achieve the nalschem atic
panel. (o) T im e traces of the lIong axis radiiofthe DNA .

and translational B row nian m otion, indicating that the
DNA adopts a random coil conform ation in a good sol-
vent condition. Figure 1 (@) presents the conform ational
change after the start of the laser irradiation, focused
close to the DNA, at tin e zero. T he timn e traces of the
DNA sizes and the focal brightness during this process
are indicated In Fig. 1 (o). The entire processorthee ect
ofthe laser ilim ination isdescribed as ollow s. A certain
part of the coilis rst attracted tow ards the laser focus,
and the ram aining segm ents are then gradually pulled
Into focus (see supplem entary movie). The rem aining
part of the coil retains its uctuation before the entire
coilwas captured by the laser focus. A sin ilar feature of
the confom ational change in single DNA has been en—
countered in the com paction in a poor solent condition
(s;at containing PEG solution), where an aln ost lnear
folding process was observed after rather long induction

period (tim e requ:xed to reach equilbrium ) ofseveraltens
ofm Inutes [22.] Such a characteristic kinetic process of
single-chain com paction hasbeen interpreted in tem s of
nucleation and grow th, inherent to the kinetics of 1st—
order phase transitions. In order to clarify the intrinsic
di erence between the trapping of a single polymer in a
good solvent condition and the DNA com paction in poor
solvent condition, we have analysed the tin edependent
experim ental param eters for the release of chains.

The di usion of the uorescent centre of the ob fct is
pbtted n Fig. 2(@). The results show that the DNA
is de nitely trapped on the laser focus, and that the ef-
fective potential can be calculated from the m otion of
the trapped DNA, as shown in Fig. 2({). The solid
line indicates an estin ation of the e ective trapping po-—
tential on a sphere with a radius of 07 m [3]. The
m ean square displacem ent M SD ) ofthe uorescent cen—
ter of the DNA shows that under a delay tine of 03
s, the M SD s of trapped DNA are alm ost the same as
those ofthe free ones. Fora longerdelay tin e, theM SD s
of the trapped DNA , approxin ately 0.3 m 2, reach the
ceiling. These results indicate that the DNA pinned to
the laser focus m aintains the coiled state, w thout tight
com paction. The uorescent in ages ofthe trapped DNA
also support the loose packing around the focus w ithout
tight com paction. The trapped DNA , as shown in Fig.
1, shrinks to approxin ately 1/50% ofthe visble volum e
from the free state. thasbeen established thatDNA asa
sem - exble polyelectrolyte polym er exhibits a discrete
coittoglobule transition accom panied by a decrease In
size from 1/1000 to 1/100000 (L6, 17, 18, 19, 2G, 211.
Thus, the volum e decrease In our experin ent is much
an aller than the change in the ©ding transition.

Figure 2 (c) shows the tin e developm ent of the long
axisradiiofthe DNA swelling that started w ith the laser
0 (open circk) under a 120 mg/m 1PEG concentration
(@t 226 mPa in viscosity). The graph show s additional
evidencesthat the DNA is In the coiled state. In thispro—
cess, the DNA exhbitsa fast swelling at the initial stage,
then slows down, and nally attains the elongated coil
state w tthin severalseconds. T his behaviour is quite dif-
ferent from the unfolding kinetics from the g]obu]e state
to the coil state, as reported previously Q4 w here the
unfolding is slow during the initial period and then ac—
cekerates (plotted as a broken grey line in Fig. 2(c)).
T he present behaviour as shown in the double logarith—
m ic scale n Fig. 2 (c), can be interpreted as a spring out
phenom enon of a com pressed coiled polym er as follow s.
T he free energy of a com pressed ideal polym er chain is
denoted using the coilvolum eV as,

3 N &
F = EkB TW: (l)
T he chain pressure acting on the sphericalwall is f_2-§'],
QF N &
p= 3 ETV5=3: @)

Assum Ing the tine development of the volime as
@QV=Qt p, (or @V =@t @F =@V ), the radial dilation
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FIG.2: Analyses of the m otion of free and trapped DNA

coils in the PEG solution. (@) M ean square displacem ents of
trapped DNA and freely di used DNA in logarithm ic scale.
) The e ective trap potential deduced from the core m o-
tion oftrapped DNA .Thee ective potentialU (r) is obtained
from the radialprobability P (r): U (xr) = ksT InP (r) + Up.
T he centre of the coordinate is set on the arithm etic m ean
of the probability for each x-y axis. The tting line (solid
line) is the calculated e ective potential of a particle w ith a
radius of 0.7 m In Pcused G aussian light: radial intensity
/ exp( 2r’=r’), (t, = 05 m) (roken line). The depths
of the lines are arbitrary. (c) The entrapping (22 av. solid
circle) and releasing (27 av., open circle) process of DNA un-—
der120 m g/m 1PEG solution. T he vertical axis is nom alized
on the average of the trapped DNA radii. T im e zero of the
trapping and swelling process are uniform at the tim e of com —
pleting engulfm ent (visual observation) and laser o , respec-
tively. T he exponential tting line is1:98 0:817 exp (=2:00).
T he broken Iine on the graph is the tin e developm ent of the
unflding transition referred from [R4] (1 %) . Logarithm ic

plots in the sm allw indow indicate the release process, tted
w ]th tO 1125 A
speed is given by
dl T N )
dt T’

w here the length of the axis of the coil is assum ed to be
1 V3. Thus,weachievel t,which is i good cor-
respondence w ith the experin entalresult t°%2%, as shown
In Fig. 2(c). W e have to be cautious regarding this to-—
Incidence’ because of the assum ption that an idealpoly—
m er does not re ect an experin ental condition, and an
experim ent also has m easurem ent errors. However, the
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FIG .3: The average of the autocorrelation of the long axis
length ofa uctuating DNA In the trapped and free states.

The long axis length is the longest line between the comer
pointsofa wuorescent spot. The tting functionsare 0:007+
0:434 exp (=0:169) (trapped) and 0:181 + 0:778 exp (&=3:11)
(free), respectively.

coil Invariably results In this type of dilation. Thus, we
dealw ith the trapped DNA as a shrunk coil in order to
analysesthe DNA in an extemalpotential.

Subsequently, we focus our attention on the rotational
relaxation tin e of the coil shape in each free (open cir-
cle) and trapped (solid circle) state. Figure 3 show s the
autocorrelations ofa long axis vectorofthe DNA in each
state. A Ythough the ordentation tim e of an end-to-end
vector of the coil corresponds to the Rouse tine, it is
di cul to measure the exact m agnitude of the vector
from the uorescent im ages. W e use a long axis vector in
place of an end-to-end vector to approxim ately estin ate
the ordentation time. From the experin ental results of
the autocorrelations of the vector in trapped and free
coils, it is observed that the rapid dam ping of the rst
fram e In each condition is attrbuted to the fact that the
long axis vector frequently changes its direction discon—
tinuously, depending on the change in shape, di erently
from the end-to-end vector. In addition, since the vec—
tor angle isde ned from 0 to , a half full angle, during
the process of quantifying the experin ental 2D im ages,
the vector angle sometines s from 0 to  (or the in—
verse). Such mechanical problem s, In this case, cannot
be disassociated from the data except for the sub fctive
correction. W e adopt the raw datas to calculate an ori-
entation tim e ofthe coil shape. From the tting without
the st lags, the relaxation tin es of the coils achieved
as g = 31 [s] (free) and 12 = 0:17 [s] (trapped) .

Next, we com pare the above results wih the Rouse
model. TheRouse tine, g, is expressed as,

N 2K

= T @)

R 3 szkBT

whereN ,band are number of segm ents, the segm ent
length and the viscous drag coe cient per segm ent, re—
spectively. W e w ill evaluate these variables from the ex—
perin ental values. The visocous drag coe cient of the



whole coil, ¢, is sinply denoted as ’ (=N neglect-
Ing the uid e ect. Einstein’s relation is given as ¢ =
kg T=D o, where D ¢ isthe di usion coe cient ofthe coil.
The variable D ¢ is evaluated from the tting data from
Oto2sasshown In Fig. 2(@) asDy = 0081 [(m)?/s]
and N B is 56 [(m)?], where we assutme b= 100 hm ]
asthe Kuhn length and N = 560 f_Z-é] T hus, under these
experim entalconditions, weobtain g = 23 [s]forp= 1.
W enczel et al. Q-j] have derived the Rouse tine In
a strong ham onic potential: kr’=2. They achieved the
analytical result that the ordentation tim e shortens de-
pending on the strength of the extemal potentialas

0 _ N2b2 .
3 22k T + N 2Pk

R = )
The depth of the e ective potential is measured to
be U iota1 8 lkT] as shown in Fig. 2(c); thus,
the eld strength for one segment is U gegment =

U tota1N . On the other hand, the G auss type trap—
pihg potential is approxim ated to be the ham onic
potential k 04[m ])?=2 U segment- Thus, k /

100=N ks T=(m)?] is cbtaied. Sice the approxin a—
tion that % 1 is advisable for small p, eq.
@'5) Inm ediately yields the ollow Ing value of z w ithout
N 2’ dependence

N ‘p?
3 2plka T 1
0_ _3°kel 2p;§13k = oo 032 BE©
1+ TR, T 0

T hus, the cbtained result provided a good explanation

of the experin ental trend. In summ ary, the relaxation
tin e of the Rouse m odel for a strong ham onic potential
qualitatively reproduces the experin ental results.

In conclusion, we have dem onstrated the optical trap—
ping ofa coiled DN A , and have experim entally m easured
the polym er com pression and relase processes. The
present study provided the technique to com pressa poly—
m er and dem onstrated the e ect ofan extemalpotential
on a polym er, which can be utilised for findam ental re—
search. Thism ethod can also be applied to DNA nano—
biotechnology, eg. a m icro-wellplate as In the abstract,
and to the selection and detection by DNA com pression.
T he possibility of sequence separation by spatiotem poral
gradient light is possible on the basis of an analogy w ith
pulsed eld electrophoresis.
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