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Loop fom ation between m onom ers In the interior of sem 1 exble chains describes
elam entary events in biom olecular folding and DNA bending. W e calculate ana-
Iytically the interior distance distribution function for sam i exible chains using a
m ean— eld approach. U sing the potential of m ean force derived from the distance
distribution fiinction we present a sin ple expression for the kinetics of interior loop—
ing by adopting K ram ers theory. For the param eters, that are appropriate or DNA ,
the theoretical predictions in com parison to the case are In excellent agream ent w ith
explicit B row nian dynam ics sim ulations ofwom -like chain W LC) m odel. T he inte—
rior Jooping tin es ( 1¢ ) can be greatly altered In cases when the sti ness of the loop
di ers from that of the dangling ends. If the dangling end is sti er than the loop
then 1¢ Increases for the case oftheW LC w ith uniform persistence length. In con—
trast, attachm ent of exible dangling ends enhances rate of interior loop form ation.
T he theory also show s that if the m onom ers are charged and Interact via screened
Coulomb potential then both the cyclization () and interior looping ( ¢ ) tines
greatly ncrease at low ionic concentration. Because both . and ¢ are detem ined
essentially by the e ective persistence length (:Lp(R )) we com puted ]p(R) by varying the
range of the repulsive Interaction between the m onom ers. For short range Inter—
actions ]p(R) nearly coincides w ith the bare persistence length which is determ ined
largely by the badkbone chain connectivity. This nding rationalizes the e cacy
of descrbing a num ber of experim ental cbservations (response of biopolym ers to
force and cyclization kinetics) in biom olecules using W LC m odelw ith an e ective

persistence length.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he kinetics of form ation of contact between the ends ofa polym er chain hasa rich hJstory:]":2

Both experin ents;/? theo }3;':9’5"'§l-" 69 and s:mu]aﬁcjonsl(-’’ﬂﬁ'}2 have been used to address the ele-
m entary event of the dynam ics of end-to-end contact form ation (or cyclization kinetics) F igi—
A). Contact form ation between two reactive groups separated by a certain distance along the
chaln is a basic Intram olcular rate process In a polym er. Recently, there has been renewed
Interest in understanding the looping dynam ics that has been studied both tl’leoretjcally:?:"i“?"r-é"lj
and experin entaljé/jla’la':l‘-":lgaé because of its fiindam ental in portance in a num ber of biological
processes. The hairpin loop form ation is the elem entary step in RNA folding, 7 structure for-

mation in ssDNA 2 1849 and protein ﬁ)]dmg'lwom"az'm Cyclization in DNA has recently drawn

renewed attention not only because of its in portance I gene expression?23 but also it provides

away to assessDNA’s exibility. The prom ise of using single m olecule technique to probe the
real tin e dynam ics of polym er chains has also spurred theories and sin ulations of cyclization
kinetics. U sing loop fom ation tin es between residues that are in the interior as the m ost ele-
m entary event In protein folding, it has been argued, using experim ental data and theoretical
expression for probability for loop fom ation In sti chains, that the speed lim it for folding is
on the order ofa 1 s.;-zé T hese exam ples illustrate the need to understand quantitatively the
elem entary event of contact form ation between segm ents of a polym er chai.

Even without taking hydrodynam ic interactions into account theoretical treatm ent of cy-—
clization kinetics in polym er chains is di cult because several relaxation tin es and length and
energy scales are interw ned. At the m lninum the variation of tin e scale for cyclization ( )
w ith polym er length is dependent on polym er relaxation tine (g ). In biopolym ers additional
considerations due to chain sti ness and heterogeneity of interactions between m onom er (@m no
acid residue or nuclkotides) m ust be also taken into acoount. M a prity ofthe cyclization kinetics
studies on synthetic polym ersé have considered exam ples In which the contour length (L) ofthe
polym er ismuch greater than its persistence length (I). In contrast, Joop form ation dynam ics
In biopolym ers have focused on system s In which L=], is relatively an all. In disordered polypep—
tide chains L=1, can be as snallas 3,'45'9; while in DNA L=l < l‘-lé@;i T hus, i is im portant to

develop theoretical tools for the di cult problem of loop fom ation dynam ics for arboitrary L



and 1, . D espite the inherent com plexities in treating loop form ation in biopolym ers it has been
found that the use of polym erbased approach is reasonable in analyzing experin ental data on
cyclization kinetics in protemslc:"'la and DNA i"

In thispaperwe are prin arily concemed w ith the looping dynam ics between interior segm ents
ofa sam 1 exble chain. W hile a ot of theoretical and experin ental works (m entioned above)
have been done on the end-to-end looping Figid—@)), only a f&w studies have been reported

on the contact om ation between m onom ers in the interior ofa chain (interior looping)  igil—

©)) 2380818253 T here are a fw reasons to consider kinetics of interior Jooping. (1) Thebidlgical
events such as hairpin form ation and DNA looping often Involve contact form ation between
m onom ers that are not at the ends of the chain. For exam ple, it is thought that the initiation
of nuclkation in protein ©lding occurs at residues that are near the loop regjons:@‘-! T he residues
that oconnect these loops are In the interior of the polypeptide chain. Sim ilar processes are
also rkvant in RNA HHing®? @) It is known that Hr exibk chains with exclided volm e
Interactions (olym er In a good solvent) the probability of loop form ation is strongly dependent
on the location of the two segm ents. For large loop kength (S) the loop fom ation probability,
P (S), In three dim ensions for chain ends S! where ; 19whieP (S) 32 wih » 21
for m onom er in the jntem'or.:zé A Ythough the values of ; and , are similar i could lad to
m easurable di erences in Joop form ation tin es.:ég

T he rest of the paper is organized as follow s. In section IT we present the physical consider—
ations that give rise to the weltestablished results for . for exble chains. The extension of
the argum ents for exdble chains to sam i1 exdble polym ers suggests that the local equilibrium
approxin ation can be pro tably used to analyze both cyclization kinetics and interior looping
dynam ics. The basic theory for the equillbriuim distance distrdbution between two interior
sgments s; and s, Figd-p)) is presented in section III. U sing the equilbrium distrbution
function and adopting K ram ers theory and follow ing the suggestion by Jun et. al,:ﬁ- we obtain
an analytical expression fortin e scale ¢ for Interior contact fom ation In section IV . Explicit
resuls of sin ulations of wom -like chain W LC), which validate the theory, are presented In
section V. In section VI we consider the kinetics of interior loop form ation n W LC :n which
the sti ness of the loop is di erent from that of the dangling ends. Section V IT describbes

the consequences of screened Coulomb Interaction between m onom er segm ents on cyclization



kinetics and interior looping dynam ics. Because the results In section V IIT are expressed in
tem s of a renom alized persistence length (]p(R)) of W LC we present simulation results for Jp(R)
variation for a number of potentials that descrlbe interactions between m onom ers in section

V II. T he conclusions of the article are summ arized in section IX .

IT. PRELIM INARY CONSIDERATIONS

T he pioneering treatm ent of loop form ation dynam icsduetoW ilem skiand Fixman W F )3'98-

has fom ed the basis for treating cyclization kinetics in exibl polymer chains. Ushg

QP (FrXN g;b)
Qt

kS (fr g)P (fr g;t) (Lrp isa generalized di usion operator, kS isa sink term ) fora N -segm ent

a generalized di usion equation for the probability density, = LepP (fr¥ g;t)
polym er, and localequilbrium approxin ation w ithin the sink, W F expressed the cyclization tin e
¢ In tem s of an Integral nvolving a sink-sink correlation function. From the W F form alism
and related studies it is known that even in the sinplest cases (ideal chains or polym ers w ith
exclided volum e interactions) the validity of the local equilbbrium approxin ation depends on
the Interplay between . and the chain relaxation tine, . If . r then the localequilbbrium
approxin ation is expected to hold because the polym er chain e ectively explores the available
volum e kefore the m onom ers at the end (reactive groups) form a contact. In this situation,
< can be com puted by considering m utual di usion of the chain ends In a potential of m ean
foree F R.)). For deal chains, F R.) = kT ogP R.) 3k TR§=2§2 where R, is the
end-to-end distance, R aN'™ is the m ean end-to-end distance, a is the size of the m onom er,
T is the tem perature, and kg is the Boltzm ann constant. By solving such an equation sub-—
“ct to the absorbing boundary condition, Szabo, Schulten, and Schulten (SSS)"-6I showed that

B ry
sss = oN 2. Simulations® and theory® show that if the capture radius for contact form ation

R2i
D¢

for Rouse chains and 3=5 for polym ers w ith excluded volum e, and D, is a mutual di usion

is non—zero, and is on the order of a m onom er size then

N2 "l where = 1=2

coe cient. T he use ofthese theories to analyze the dependence of . on N in polypeptides show s
that the physics of cyclization kinetics is reasonably well describbed by di usion In a potential

ofmean Proe FF R) which only requires accurate calculation of P R.) the end-to-end distri-



bution function #2287 For descrbing interior Iooping tines ;- for contact between two interior
monomers s; and s, we need to compute P R 12; B $7J) where R, is the distance between
sp and s,. W ith P R12; B §J) In hand . can be com puted by solving a suiabl di usion
equation.

Because the use of FF Re) In computing . and ¢ is intim ately related to chain relaxation
tin es it isussfilto survey the conditions which satisfy the localequilbbrium approxin ation. By
com paring the conform ational space explored by the chain ends com pared to the available volum e
prior to cychzz;fmonéa the validity of the local equilbrium approxin ation n exible chains can

d+g
z

be expressed in tem s of an exponent = ' Here d is the spatial din ension, the correlation

hole exponent (des C loizeaux exponent):z“i g describes the probability of the chain ends com ing
close together, and z is the dynam ical scaling exponent ( g R).If > 1lthe Jocalequilbrium
approxin ation is expected to hold and . is detem ined essentially by the equillbriim P R.) as
R. ! a the capture radius. Using the scaling form of P R.) orsmallR. P R.) %d % N
andR N ( istheFlory exponent) we nd . N %9 ForGaussian chains = 1=2 and
g= 0 and hence 5gg < N2, This result was obtained fty years ago by Jacobsen and
Stockm ayer.:iﬁ: However, In the freedraining case z= 4,g= 0, = 1=2,d= 3), < 1 and
hence the condiion r Isnot satis ed. In thiscase . R N*Z N?. Thus, or ideal
G aussian chains it is kely that sss < << wr E@ Indeed, recent sin ulations show that if the
num ber of statistical segm ents is lJarge (& 20) then for ideal chains N? which signals the
breakdown ofthe condition . r - Experin ents on cyclization ofpolypeptide chains show that

. N>?aisobeyed ©rN i the range 10 < N < 20 (see Fig.(5) I Ref.:lé). D eviations from
ideal chain resuls are found forN < 10, either due to chain sti nesséf’ or sequence va:datjons.:fi
For polym er chains in good solvents w ith hydrodynam ic interactions d= 3,g= 5=18,z = 3,
and = 3=5), = 59=54> 1. Thus, in real chains the local equilbrium approxin ation m ay be
accurate.

Forsti chainsbending rigidity severely restricts the allowed conform ations especially when
the contour length (L) is on the order of the persistence length (). Because of high bending
rigidity the availabl volum e is restricted by them al uctuations. Clarly in this situation,
the chaln is close to equilbrium . Thismay be the case for short DNA segments. In e ect

these chains satisfy the > r condition which enables us to calculate . or ¢ by solving an



approprate one din ensionaldi usion equation (see below ) In a suitable potentialofm ean force.
E ectofchain St ness : M any biopolym ers are intrinsically sti and are better described by
wom —-lke chailn W LC) m odels. T he persistence length, which is a m easure of sti ness, varies
considerably. it ranges from (3  7)A (protejns),:la- (10 25)A (ssD NAES':'@‘E and RNA,%;}';-@) 50
nm fordsDNA . Typically, loops of only a few persistence length form , which underscores the
In portance of chain sti ness. In order to correctly estim ate the Joop closure tin e, consideration
ofthe sti ness in the loop closure dynam ics is necessary unless the polym er looping takes place
between the reactive groups that are well separated and the chain length L is ong. If L L
(persistence kength), the looping dynam icsw ill ollow the scaling law for exible chains. H owever,
at short length scales loop dynam ics can be dom inated by chain sti ness.iLa If the chain is sti
then W LC confom ations are lin ited to those allowed by themm al uctuations. In this situation,
the tim e for exploring the chain conform ations is expected to be lessthan .. Thus, we expect
localequilbbrium to be a better approxin ation forW LC than for ong exible chains.
Recently, Dua et. a].é;-' have studied the e ect of sti ness on the polym er dynam ics based
on W ilem skiF ixm an form alism and showed, that Por freedraining sem i exble chain wih-

out exclided volme . N22 24 at moderate valies of sti ness. However, the proce-

dure used to obtain this result is not com plte, as recognized by the authors, because they
3=2
3 3 ©r)?

use a Gaussian propagator G (r;ti%0) = T o &P mTa o

which is not
valid for W LC. The end-toend distance distribution becomes a Gaussian at equilborium ,
3=2

Iliny 1 G@itx%0) = Pegv) = %hrzl exp Ziﬁi , which is noorrect Hr sem 1 exble chain

epecially when l, L (seFig2 and Reﬁ'ﬁé;ﬁlé).

A s an altemative m ethod we include the e ect of chain sti ness assum ing that local equilio—
rum approxin ation is valid. This is tantam ount to assum ing that . > g whidh, for reasons
given above, m ay be an excellent approxin ation for W LC .'@; In this case we can compute .
by solving the di usion equation in a one din ensional potentialF R.)= kT hP R.) where
P R.) is the probability of end-to-end distance distribution for W LC . For the problem of in—
terest, nam ely, the com putation of ¢, we generalize the approach of Jun et. al:gi who usad

K ram ers theory in the e ective potentialF R ) to obtain .. In general, the tin e for cyclization



can be calculated using
dze F® @)

where a is the capture (contact) radius ofthe two reactive groups. W e show that Eq. () provides
accurate estin ates of ., thus suggesting the local equilbrium approxin ation is guaranteed.
Here, we address the follow ing soeci ¢ questions: W hat is the loop form ation tin e between
the interior segm ents in a sam i exbl chain? D oes the dangling ends Figl-()) a ect the
dynam ics of loop form ation? How does the e ect of interaction between m onom er segm ents

(eg. excluded volum g, electrostatic interaction) a ect loop closure kinetics in W LC m odels?

ITT. DISTANCE DISTRIBUTION FUNCTION BETW EEN TW O INTER IOR

POINTS

A key Ingredient In the calculation of the potential ofm ean force is approprate distribution

fiinction betw een the twom onom ers that ©m a contact. In Refs?1£¢ the equilbriim end-to-end
R ) radialdistribbution function ofa sam i exble chain P R .) was obtained in tem s of the per-

sistence length () and the contour length (L).Despite themean eld approxin ation em ployed

in Refs298d the distrbution finction P R.) is In very good agreem ent w ith sin ulations£? The
sim plicity of the nal expression has served as a basis for analyzing a num ber of experin ents
on protejns,iﬁaI RNAéé and DNA 1-55- In this section, we use the sam e procedure to calculate the
distribution function P R12;k;s155:;L) where 0 < s;;5, < L, and R, is the spatial distance
between s; and s,.

For the sam i exble chain in equilbriim we wrte the distrdbbution fiinction of the distance

R, between s; and s, CFjg';]:) along the chain contour as
Z

S2

G Ri2s81582) = h Ry u (s)ds)iy ¢

S1

R R,
D) Rz _“uls)ds) wrlals)]
= R - @)
D) wr lals)]

where u (s) is a unit tangent vector at position s. T he exact weight for the sam 1 exdbble chain is
RL 2

Q
us)]_ expl % o ds @—‘; ] w@? (s) 1). The nonlineariy, that arises due to the restric—



tion u?(s) = 1, m akes the com putation of the path integral in Eqg.@) di cuk. To cirocum vent
the problem we replace u (s)]by themean elddweight yr [ (s)],‘é?f
L Z 5 Z

Q
mrl@)]_exp[ = ue) g w@* () 1)ds G L+ ¢ DI B
2 @s 0

The Lagrange multipliers and , which are used to enforce the constraint u? (s) = 1241 will
be determm ined using stationary phase approxin ation (see below ). T he path Integral associated

wih the weight y ¢ U (s)] is equivalent to a kicked quantum m echanical hamm onic oscillator

P
wih \mass" 1 and angular frequency 2 =l,. Using the propagator for the ham onic
oscillator

3
sihh ( s) 2 @%+ u?)oosh (s) 2u a1
Z @siugis) = —————  ep( —) 4)
snh ( s)

p

and de ning TJP the isotropic distribution fiinction becom es
Z

1 L+2 &’k u?
G Rizss1/2) = N e 23 duogdug, dug,dure "Z (Uo;us, ;s1)

. k2 . . ik ik

&R T RT g+ —iue t i 8)
2

e "Z (ugu;L 8): o)

R, R,
By w riting the distribution function asG R12;51;S,) = 4, d g dexp( FL;) it is clear

that the m a pr contrbution to G (In the them odynam ic limi L ! 1 ) comes from the saddlke

points of the free energy functionalF [; ], ie., @@—F = @@—F = 0. The functionalF [; ]is (see

Appendix A for details of the derivation)

Fl; 1= L +2)
3 snh L , 3 2
+ -l —(°+ [+2 ,coth L) -n—————
2 p 270 Giisei i)
i 6)
Q (s1is25 7 )

To obtain the optimal values of and we st takethe L ! 1 Iimi and then solve
stationarity conditions %—F = @@—F = 0. Technically, the optin al value of and should be
calculated fora given L and then it isproperto exam inetheL ! 1 Iim it. The consequences of

reversing the order of operation are discussed in Appendix B .U sing the rst procedure (taking



L! 1 zrst)weobtain Q (s15525 57 ) ! B2 §J In the Imi L Sy St 1, and thus

F [; ]lbecomes

Fl;] © +2)
3 L 3 3. ] j R?
FImE—(—+ 1)+ oh 2+ Sp 3y B
2 o b 2 2 B 8]
3 ] j R?
-1 > a B2 5]. 12 )
2 L B s7F
3 p 2 3. . ;
P oRES A D o s) 2 (7)

p
w here we have om itted num erical constants. T he m a pr contrbution to the integralover and
com es from the setsof and which pass the saddk point of a stationary phase contour on
the R efF g plane. Since the term linear in L dom inates the logarithm ic term in 1, even when
L=L O (1), the stationary condition for can be found by taking the derivative w ith respect
to by considering only the lreadingterm in L (cf. see Appendix B fordetails). T he stationarity

condition leads to

r___
3 1
° %:zm ©
L
where r= j;:—l;jwith 0< r< 1.Similarl, the condition for can be obtained as
3
- o ©)

D etemm ination of the param eters and by the stationary phase approxin ation am ounts to
replacing the local constraint u? (s) = 1 by a glbbal constraint hu? (s)i = 12% Finally, the

stationary valuesof and in the lJarge L lin it give the interior distance distrioution function:

N 9B s3]
G Ri2;s §)= . , exp ( . . . —): (10)
12r=2 (l ]SZLSl]rz)g:z 8]p (FZLSl]) (l ]SZLSlJIQ)

Them ean- eld approxin ation allow susto cbtain a sin pl expression forthe intemalssgm ent

~al

distance distrioution fiinction. The previously com puted P R.)%% can be retrieved by setting

B, sJ= L. The radial probability density, for the iInterior segm ents, in three din ensions, for
sem 1 exdble chains is

P (r;s s;t)=4¢C 3 exp ( St ) 11)
L7 /0= . . . . . -
2 (l ﬁ2L813r2)9=2 4 (352 51]) (1 ﬁstljrz)

L




10

where r = Ri,=F, sj R=k sjandt= 3 sFb wih k= 2L. The nom alization

R
aonstant C isdetem ined using 01 P (r;js;t)dr= 1. The integralisevaluated by the substitution

B2 s1J

— X J

Z 1
1 ] o
Cc = _(MJ)H dxx? (1 + x%)e (1+x?)
4 L .
4 7 ] 5 _
= — (ﬁZL Sz F xoe MFIA54+ 2 (6 + 5x2+ 2 L+ x2)?))
_ _ 15
;o2 P erf[p xold+ 3 l+Z ot (12)
q%
where = 4j523tslj,xo = %,and erf (x) isthe error flinction. T he peak in the distrbution
F2_o13
function is at
s —
+ 2+ 14
Tnax = oo o 13)
75 sFL
where = 2 3t __ Forp, S3= L,TLnax ! Oast! 1 andzrn, ., ! last! O.

2 4Fz_s0

In Fjg;z we oLompare the distrbution fiinctions P R.) and P Ri2;S; s$). W hen
B s¥L = 1Eq.{ll) gives the end+to-end distrbution for sam i exbl chains. By adjisting
the value oft (orequivalently 1)) we can go from exble to intrinsically sti chains. A sthe chain
gets sti there is a dram atic di erence between the P (r; 31 s3t) and P (r; B sj= L;bt
(s=e Fjg::z—(b)) . Contact fom ation between interior segm ents are much Iless probabl than
cyclization process (com pare the green and red curves w ith the black in FigZ2-()). Physically,
this is because sti ness on shorter length scales (FB; sF¥L < 1) ismore ssvere than when
B1 s FL O (1). However, when the chain is exbl (large t) the di erence between the
probability of contact between the interior segm ents and cyclization is anall FigZ-@)). In the
lin it of Jarge t(/ L=lL) the Ham iltonian n Eq.@) describes a G aussian chain for which the
distance distribution between interior points rem ains a G aussian. H owever, if excluded volum e
Interactions are taken into acoount there can be substantialdi erence between P X; 51  s3bH

and end-to-end segm ent distribution even when t ism oderately large.
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Iv. INTERIOR LOOP CLOSURE TIM E USING KRAMERS THEORY

H aving obtained the e ective potentialbetween interior segm ents of sam i exdble chain we can
evalnate Eq.(l) ushgF R)= kT logP R) wih P R) given by Eq.(1) with r= R=L. For
clarity we have suppressed the dependence of P R) on B, 5 J. The expression for the m ean

rst passage tine Eqg.()) can be approxin ated by expanding the e ective potential F R) at

the barrier top and at the thebottom asF R) F R) riF R)j-z. R R)*+ and
FR) F®R)FtIriF R)G-r, R R+ , respectively [ [F ig 2) . Evaluating the resulting
G aussian integrals yields the K ram ers equation

— ﬁ kB
D r2F R)ion, T2F R)ion,

T

exp (F *=kgT): (4)

c Kr

W hen evaluating the G aussian integral at the barrier top with R = Ry FigZ2), we assum e that
only the ntegralbeyond R > R. contrbutes to the result. In the overdam ped lin i the m ean

rst passage tin €, which is roughly the inverse of the reaction rate, is determ ined by the barrer
height (F *= F R.) F ®)), and the curvatures of the bound state, the curvature at the

barrier top, and the frdiction coe cient, that dependson D = 2D ;) where D ¢ is the m onom er

di usion coe cient. The curvatures of the potential at the bottom ®. = Ry) or at the top

_ o . . . P— , _ 6 GRS
R = R¢) FigZ right panel) is obtained usihg r; F R)k-z = ke T o7 SR SL)
by inposing the condition r xF R)k-zx = 0, ie, 2+ % %-r = 0. There is an

rP_
uncertainty In the evaluation r §F R)k-r, because F R) does not really form a barrier at
R = R:. Thus, we assum e that the curvature at the barrier top is 1=R; using dim ensional

analysis. W e express lengths in tem s of the persistence length ];O) = Jy. Setting FL_s2) S,

P
ﬁ ], andﬁ x the radial probability density is
2
4 C (s;1 (%) 3s
Pisid= —— 5 *—epl ——————] (5)
x %) 4=D1 )
R

w ith OS dxP (x;s;1) = 1. W hen the din ensionless contact radiis x; = a=1[.§o)) 1, the
exponential factor can be approxin ated asexp ( F?=kgT) =P (;5;1)=P ®Ky;s;1D) "’ G Qisil)

X}ZDG (xpis7l) °

The function P (r) Eq.{l1)) is not appropriate for estin ating the contact probability of
sam 1 exble chains even though the overall shape of the mean eld distrdbution function is in

excellent agreem ent w ith the sin ulations and experim ent. T he contact probability for DNA is
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well studied by Shin ada and Yam akawa;'g’q thus we use their result or G (0;1). If x = 0 and
s < 10 then the Shin ada-Y am akaw a equation gives a reliable estin ate of the Jooping prokability
G ©Ois;]) = Go (s)).

89632
Gyols) = o exXp ( 14:054=s+ 0246s) (16)
S
At a large s(> 10) value an interpolation mula G (s) s 32 due to Rgrose et. alft

can be used. Note that as the chain gets sti er (1 decrease) G (s) decreases substantially
Indicating a great reduction In the loop fom ation probability for ntrinsically sti chains. &t
should be stressed that Eq.1§) hasbeen obtained only for cyclization process and does not take
into account the e ect of dangling ends Figi-()). The contact probability (r ! 0) between
Interior segm ents should be di erent from the one for the end-to-end contact. In other words
G ! 0;s;) should depend on s=1. Unfortunately, we do not know of analytical resuls for
G 0;s8;). We sinply use G (s) or G (0;s;1) and resort to the values of x,, and G (x;S;1) to
acoount for end e ects. W e validate the approxin ation that G (0;s;1) does not depend on 1
Go(s) = G (0;s5;])) explicitly using sim ulations (see below ).

W ith these approxin ations the loop form ation tin e In the presence of dangling ends F igi—
b)) is

6 GOwisiD g, 1 )7

s;]) 7 f—x°G ;s;h=(— ——m— — : 17
c( rl) b (Xbl ll) (szj G (Xb,'S,'l) ) g D Go(S) ( )
q 2
where x = x, = %Msl and is the adjistable param eter we introduced to acoount for
p— p
the uncertainty In com puting the curvature at the barrier top, ie., r?2F &®)j-x = — ksT.

Note that the structure of Eq.f17) is dentical to our previous estin ate of tertiary contact

2 =
R

Y wheren is

form ation tim e used to interpret kinetics of Ioop formm ation in proteins @)
the Joop length, HR 21 is the m ean square distance between the two residues, D ; is an e ective
m onom er di usion constant, and P (n) is the loop fom ation probabﬂity.:f-’l"éé'ﬁ The di erences
between the two lie in the num erical prefactor Inside f:::g. In addition, in the din ensional
argum ent used to cbtain (1) we used IR 21 instead of ¥ that arises in the present theory.
Fig3 show s that the estin ates of looping tim e using Eq.{17) and the results of sin ulations
for the sam e set of param eters are in excellent agreem ent when 73 (see the next section

for details of the sinulations). First, . Increases and converges to the nite value with the
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Increasing size of end tails (decreasing s=1) and this trend m anifests itself as the chain gets
sti er and shorter (gnalls) (see Refs.:é‘-z andéé) . The inset shows that, at s= 3, . ncreasesby
a factorof 135 when the total contour length of the dangling end is 5 tin es longer than the
contour length of the Ioop. Second, . iIsaminum ( ) when the contour length between
loop fom ation sites, $7j isaround (3 4) f) and ™ shifts towards the large s value
w ith the increasing size of dangling ends. N ote that when the loop size beocom es large (s > 6)

< does not depend on the length of the dangling ends. In non-interacting G aussian chains the
equilbbriim distrioution of any two segm ent along the chain is always G aussian. In this case,

the presence of the dangling ends does not a ect the chain statistics.

V. SIMULATION OF LOOP CLOSURE DYNAM ICS

To check the validity of the theoretical estin ates for Joop closure tin e we perfom ed sim u—
lations using a coarsegrained m odel for dsDNA . T he sim ulation procedure is identical to the
one used by Podtelezhnikov and Vologodskii (see details In Reféé) . Because the tim e scale of

m s is com putationally di cul to acocom plish, even using Brownian dynam ics BD ), we use
a coarsegrained m odel of dsDNA by choosing the pich of the helix (10 base pairs w ith the
diam eter Jy = 3:18nm ) asabuidingblock ofa dsDNA chain. T he energy fora wom —lke chain,
that is approprate for dsDNA, is taken to be the sum of the bending rigidity E) term and
the chain connectivity E ) tem , which resppectively are given by

IX 1
E,= RT 2 (18)

1

=1
and

RT ¥ ,
Es= 7 & ) 19)

=1
where T is the tem perature, R is the gas constant, ; isthe ith bond anglk, 1 is the ith bond
length. By choosing the param eters = 7:775 and = 50 one can get the typical persistence

length of 50nm for dsDNA.
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D espite the sin pli cation in the energy function com putation of the looping tim e through
direct BD sinulation still is prohibitively di cul. From Eq.(17) it is clear that the Joop fom a-
tion tim e can be even up to O (1) sec for certain values of , and L . To overcom e this problem ,
P odtelkezhnikov and Vologodskii used the relation between the equilbbrium probability of loop

fom ation and the loop closure and opening tin es,

o

P (rn; B3 s83L)= 20)

et o
o 1s the Joop opening tin e of the closed loop. In general 1c . This cbservation enables
us to perform direct BD simulation for the loop dissociation rather than loop closure. Since
P (tg;B S3L) isnomally very snallforanallr, (ry = 5nm ), there is a sam pling problem .

However, P (ry; B s 3L) can be found using the M arkov relation

vy 1
P (r; B s3L)= P (ti¥ir1) 1)

=1
where P (13T 1) is the conditional probability that conformm ations with r < 1y In the subset of
conform ationswith r< ry ;. Toobtan P (ryjy. 1) weperformed (n 1)-M onte C arlo sam plings
using the pivot algorithm 89 by iteratively adjusting the interval of the end-to-end (or Interior-
to-interdor) distance ry < 1y < n Suth that P (rijoi 1) 02.

The results of our sinulations for P (rp;L) and . for both end-to-end contact and contact
between segm ents are shown In Fig4. Note that there ism inor di erence between the contact
probabilities of the end-to-end and of the interiorto-interior (3, s¥L = 0:35) segments
w hereas the loop opening dynam ics for the chain w ith dangling ends is slower than the case
w ithout dangling ends by about 50% . The independence of P (5; B> s3L) Justi es the
approxin ation, Go(s) ! G (0;s;)), used In obtaining Eq.{lj). The values of . and ¢ can
be com puted know ing P (xy; B s3L) and .. The resuks, which are shown in Fig3, are in

excellent agreem ent w ith theory.
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VI. INTERIOR LOOPING DYNAM ICS IN SEM IFLEXIBLE CHAIN W ITH

VARIABLE PERSISTENCE LENGTH

In m any cases sti ness of the loop, which is Involved In interior looping, is di erent from
the overall persistence length of the chain. A simpl exam pl is the fom ation of a -haigpin
In peptides. In this case, the sti ness of the loop is typically lss than the -strands. If the

-hairpin-form ng polypeptide chain is treated as a W LC then it is characterized by three
fragm ents, nam ely, the loop with a persistence length 1, and the strands whose persistence
lengths are ; and l;. Such a variable persistence length W LC is also realized in the DNA -
RNA-DNA construct n which 1, 10A and l; 33  500A .Constructs consisting of three
W LC fragm ents are also used routinely in laser optical tweezer experim ents.

The K ram ers type theory, used to calculate interjor looping in W LC with uniform 1, can
be adopted to compute ;¢ n W LC with variable I,. Themean eld equilbrium distribution
function P (r) With r= R;=F, s, whicth isneeded to calculate ¢ is (see Appendix IIT for
the derivation)

4 Cr? 3t 1
1 L2 P T 1o @2)
L L

P ()=
where L, = B § Jis the contour length of the loop part of W LC w ith persistence length 1,
L is the total contour length of the chain, t= L=]§ff. The e ective persistence length of the
W LC, consisting of three segments 0 < s < s; with I, 51 < s< sy with I, and s; < s< L

];ff —

X, 1
L5 1.

=1

In themean eld approxination, the W LC in which 1, varies along the contour in a discrete
m anner, is equivalent to a W LC with an e ective persistence length. It ©llow from Eq23 that

the e ective persistence length is determm ined by the an allest 1, .

Considerthe simplest case L, = Ly, Ly = Ly = & Tz‘i“t,lfﬂ: s= 1% ,and 1, = ]p(O).Inthjs
case,

]Sff

0)

(
b € x)

H

2
+

i
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where x = Ly=L. It Plows from EqZ4 that if § > 1¥ (handk is sti er than the Joop)

0)

then FfF > 1Y, Because in the K ram ers description ¢ is controlled by T we expect that

Interior Jooping tin e is greater than (- for a chain with uniform 1. In the opposite lin i,
¥ < 3, handk is softer than the Ioop) E°f < §”. Consequently, attaching a soft handles
should enhance the rate of interior looping.

T he Interjor Jooping kinetics fora W LC copolym er for di erent values of the loop and handle
persistence lengths are shown 1 Fig§. In accord with the argum ents given above, we nd
that when F =}’ = 2 (sti handks) ;¢ icreases substantially compared to ¢ (&) Pr
B-1” = 1Prallvabiesof 5, s¥k FigH). Sinikrly, when the handk is soffer than that
of the Ioop, 1c decreases appreciably compared to ;. which is the interior lJooping the case

©)

when the chain has uniform sti ness. In the interesting regin e of B, sF¥b (2 4) we

predict a dram atic increase In ;¢ compared to ;. when ]g =]p(0) > 1 and a substantial decrease

©)

in =g when f=L" < 1 (see inset n FigH). Thus, sti handles retard interior Joop kinetics

w hereas soft handl enhances rates of Interior loop fom ation.

VII. EFFECT OF MONOMER-MONOMER INTERACTION ON LOOP CLOSURE

TIM ES

M aprity of the recent experin ents on dynam ics of lJoop form ation have been analyzed using
sin ple polym er m odels that do not explicitly consider interaction between m onom er segm ents.
In a number of cases there are physical interactions between m onom ers. For instance, DNA
is charged and the interaction between the m onom ers can be approxin ately describbed using
the short ranged D ebyeH uckel potential. Sim ilarly, solvent-m ediated interactions also arise
egecially when oconsidering proteins. For these reasons it becom es necessary to consider an
Interplay between chain sti ness, entropic uctuations of the polym er and nonlocal interaction
between m onom er segm ents.

T he non-linear problem , that arises from the constraint u?(s) = 1, In a non-interacting
sam 1 exble chaln is further exacerbated when interactions between m onom ers are taken into

acoount % To circum vent this problen we assum e that the e ect of intra~chain interaction is to

only alter the e ective persistence length. W e com pute the loop closure kinetics using Eq.(@7)
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wih a renom alized persistence length that explicitly depends on the nature of the Interac-
tion between the m onom ers. This approxin ation is in the sam e soirit as the local equilibrium
assum ption used in this study.

To calculate the renom alized persistence length ]p(R) we follow the procedure due to Hansen
and Podgomik'?i: whoused am ean— edd weight (sim larto y ¢ @ (s)) In the presence ofnon—local
interaction, V (r(s) r(d)) between m onom ers s and s°. The standard eld-theoretic procedure
is to use the Hubbard-Stratonovich transfomm ation via auxiliary elds to elin inate the non-—
M arkovian nature of V (r(s) r&). U sing stationary phase approxin ation to evaluate the
optin alvalues ofthe auxiliary elds theyfi: obtained an expression for ]p(R " for arbitrary potential
V (r(s) r®)). I our applications, we assum e that the charged m onom ers interact via the

screened Coulomb Interaction V (r) = kpTh e © where  isthe B grrum length €©€=4 kgT =

AZ r

L ),and A isthee ective ssparation between chargeson them onom er. The use ofD ebyeH udkel
potential is appropriate when considering dsDNA in m onovalent Na' ) counterions. W ith this
choice 0ofV (r) the renom alized persistence length becom es ]p(R) = ]p(o) + ]p(R), and is given by®:

=10+ v e=; ) (25)
w ith

Z L=1®) P
1L=1%8; )= dzz'e

B=

1
=5 <o

= P, = - P- _®)
whereV; = k=012 2dA“),B (z)= z l+e?,and =1=( 2 15 ")

. The integral I ©.=1""; )
has di erent asym ptotic behavior depending on the two param eters lp(R) and L=JP(R) . @ If
> 1 (< 1), ie, the persistence lngth is greater than the screening length, then the
contrbution due to electrostatic interaction can be treated perturbatively. In this case the

upper lin it of the integral 1 Eq.2§) is e ectively set to 1 niy. We nd B (z) z? and

10=1"';") 7, whih isalo snallsnce < 1.Thereore, 1%’ %, whih coincidesw ith
the O SF realll::—?é'-?é For electrostatic contribution to persistence length ofa polyelectrolyte chain
ﬂle]init]p(R)> ! ism ost appropriate Or DNA . (ii) jf]p(R)< L ( > 1), ie., the persistence
length is an aller than the screening length, there is substantial Interaction between the chain
segm ents beyond the length scale of]p(R) . W e believe this situation is di cult to be realized in

experin ents involving biopolym ers. In this case, the Integral up to z = - becom es in portant,

B zandI@=F';)  .Theebre, X -k

a2 *
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To caloulate Joop closure tin es the renom alized persistence length ]p(R) is num erically com —
puted for each param eter set (contour length L, inverse screening length ') and we use .
€q.@7) with !

o J .
the param eters In the sam i exble chan modelare Iz = 71A,A = 1JA and = 8 lzc.The

Jp(R) . For the dsDNA in the m onovalnt salt solution (concentration c)

results for . and 1 are plbtted in Figs®, 7. First, the cyclization tin es are com puted as a
finction of L. at various salt concentrations (Fjgz:a) .We ndthat . showsadram atic Increase as
c isvaried at an allvalues of L =]f§0) . The electrostatic repulsion retards loop closure tim es, as the
salt concentrations (strong inter-segm ent repulsion) decrease igi§). Because of the interplay
between bending rigidity and chain entropy . hasamininum att= t . The value oft shifts
from t = 3tot = 6 ascdecreases. The inset in Figi§ show s that there is practically no change
in .att= 3 ifc& 100 mM , which is near the physiclogical concentration (150 mM Na').
In this range of ¢ the electrostatic contribution to the persistence length is an all so that Jp(R) is
alm ost the sam e as J;O) . Note that the ¢ corresponding to the condition I, = 1 for I, = 50 nm
isc 40mM .

The dependence of ¢, which exam ines the e ect of the dangling ends, at high and low
concentrations and various values of s, S¥L on B, §jis shown In Figf]. The insets of
Fig!} show an increased tin e scale at low salt concentration (10mM ) com pared w ith high salt
concentration G00mM ). W hen - Por B s¥L = 02 is compared wih B, s¥L =1, .
Increases by a factorof 27 atc= 10 mM whereas the increase is about a factor of 15
forc= 500mM . The e ect of dangling ends on loop formm ation dynam ics m anifests itselfm ore
clearly at Jow salt concentration when electrostatic repulsion is prom nent and at an all ratio of
B 9Fy .

VIII. DEPENDENCE OF JP(R) ON THEMONOMER-MONOMER INTERACTION

POTENTIAL

In our theory . and ¢ can be detem ined provided Jp(R) and the distance distribution
functions are known. To exam Ine the variation of ]p(R) on the nature ofm onom er-m onom er n—
teractionswe have com puted ]p(R) fordi erent potentialsV (r). Setsofequillbbriim conform ations

of 50-m erbead-spring m odel (see Eq.(18),{9)) are generated w ith di erent bending rigidity, »,
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and w ith di erent non-localpotentialsV (r) = 1=r ( =1,2,4, 6,12). In each case the e ective

persistence length Jp(R) is com puted by L__ 5% whereh i is the ensambke average of the angle

1 cosh i

form ed by three consecutive beads. W e show the sim ulated radialdistrdbution function and the
e ective persistence lengths fordi erent 4, values for the various ranges of nonlocal interaction
in Fig®-@),b). The results from radial distroution finction € igH-(a)) and the persistence
kngth show that X' §” when the iteraction is shortsanged, ie, > 4. When < 4

then the e ective interaction between m onom ers lads to an Increase in the persistence length
CFjg'B—(b)) . These results are consistent wih the eld theoretical approach by Hansen and
P odgomik @ C onsidering that the excluded volum e potential is of short range nature m odeled
usihg  r'? or delta fiinction) we conclude that the exclided volime e ect on the looping
dynam ics of rigid polym er chain is negligbl. Note that the screened electrostatic potential

V (&) = = " can be either a short or a long range potential depending on the value of .

These calculations, egpecially changes In 1, as the range of interaction is altered, explain
the reason that a sinpl W LC model works ram arkably well in a number of applications.
For exam pl, the regponse of DNA, RNA ,'55':5;} and protejné"’;- to m echanical oroe has been
routinely analyzed using W LC . Surprisingly, recent analysis of an all anglke x—ray scattering
m easuranm enté—zé on rbozymes have shown that the distance distrbution finction can be
quantitatively t using P R.). In these biopolym ers the Interactions that detem ine the
conform ations are vastly di erent. H owever, the results in Fig.8~b) show that as long as these
e ective interactions are shortzanged 1, should not di er from the bare persistence length.

This key resul rationalizes the use of W LC in seem ingly diverse set of problem s.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have used theory and explicit sin ulations of wom -lke chains to exam ne
Joop fom ation dynam icsw ith em phasis on kinetics of contact form ation between m onom ers that
are In the interior of the chain. The K ram ers theory, adopted to describbe looping tin e scales
using the analytically com puted potential of force between the contacting (or reacting) groups,

gives results that are in quantitative agreem ent w ith sinulations. The theory®! for . and .
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contains one param eter that was introduced to account forthe uncertainty in the estin ate ofthe
frequency at the transition state  ig) in the intram olcularreaction  igd). T he present study
also provides a jasti cation for the use of K ram ers-like theory in describing looping dynam ics
by explicit com parison wih sinulations of sam i exlble chains. A though several questions of
fiindam entaltheoretical in portance ram ain previous studies, beginning w ith the pioneering w ork
by W F, and the present study have given a practical analytic form ula to analyze m ost of the
recent experin ental data on proteins and DNA . W e conclude the paper w ith a few additional

com m ents.

=l

381518

N

1. The present work and several previous studies which have exam ned the e ect
of sti ness on looping dynam ics, have shown that the rates of cyclization and interior
Jooping must slow down as the loop length becom es an all. In other words, there must
be a tumover in the plot ofk ( = corIC) as s decreases (see Fig.8|in which - as
a function of s is shown). For the param eters used In F igl3 the tumover occurs around
s (3 4). Such a crossover has been cbserved in the cyclization kinetics of DNA and in
sim ulations ofwormm like chain m odels. W hen s is an all the tin e scales for Joop form ation

can be substantially large ( O (1) sec).

Thee ect ofsti nesson cyclization rate In disordered peptideshasalso been em phasized 29
For the construct C ys Ala Gly GIn) Trpwih jfrom 1 6 the sti nesse ects
are evident at j 31-1.5 H ow ever, these authors did not cbserve the theoretically predicted
tumover in this construct for which the persistence length is estin ated to be 1, Od/nm .
Usihg the results in Fig. (@) we predict that the tumover must occur only when the
num ber of peptide bonds is lss than about 3. This lin it has not been reached in the
experin ents by Lapidus et. al:-w: For the construct Gly Ser) Hudgins et. al."?;- have
clearly observed a tumover when the num ber of peptide decreases below about 4. The
observation of Hudginset. al. isconsistent w ith ourprediction that tumover in cyclization
rates in disordered polypeptides occurswhen s . 3. W hen the num ber of residues in the
polypeptides chain becom es too an all then m easuring . using bulky donoracosptor pairs

In FRET experin ents isdi cul. In this situation otherm ethods?? could be used.

2. Fortheparam etersused In Fig. (3) thedi erencebetween . and ;¢ isnom orethan about



21

a factorof four. H owever, if charged Interactionsbetwesn m onom ers becom e relevant then
¢ can be very di erent from .. At both low and high values of the salt concentration
the . and ¢ can di er by nearly an order ofm agnitude (see Fig.(6)). T hese variations
are signi cant because . in polypeptide chains studied thus far variesby lss than a factor
of ten as the num ber of residues is varied from 5 to 20. It would be Interesting to probe
Jooping dynam ics by varying the net charge on polypeptides. W e should also stressthat as
the salt concentration increases the electrostatic interactions In a high dielectric m edium
are e ectively short ranged. In this case ¢ is detemn ined essentially by the bending

rigidity of the backbone F igi§).

. TheK ram ersbased theory for . and ic isa convenient way tom easure persistence length
of polypeptide chains as a function of tam perature and denaturant concentration. R ecent
m easurem ents suggest that 1, depends on urea concentration .@5 M ore In portantly, there
appears to be strong sequence e ects In . whidh, at the level of polym erbased theories,
must re ect changes In 1,. Forexam ple, . forpolyproline deviates substantially from ideal
chain behavjorgﬁﬁ-l Sin ilarm easurem ents of . for other polypeptides along w ith the sin ple

theory can be used to extract how 1, varies w ith sequence.

. The dependence of Interior looping tim e on the ratio of the persistence lengths of loop
and the handl show s that in the interesting range of s (2  4) ;¢ can be substantially

hrgerthan £, ©ra chan in whih ¥ =} =

1 (see inset in FigH). This case is directly
applicablk to -hairpin form ation that is controlled by form ation ofa loop w ith persistence
length that is lss than that of the st:cands.-'?é From Fig it follows that as the sti ness
of the loop Increases the interior lJooping tim e also ncreases. T his conclusion is in accord

w ith explicit sin ulations of coarsegrained m odels of -hairpin fom ation that showed that

enhancem ent of Joop sti ness retards rate of -hairpin ©m ation .28
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APPENDIX A

In this A ppendix we outline the steps lading to Eq.{§) . T he distrbution function G R 12;s;

Sz) is

Z z
&k

@)°

L+2

G Ruizis1 )= e duodug, dug,duy,

e ugZ( iUg, ;
uOruslrSl)
ik
2—;1152 + 2—i52 S)
2

e "7 usiuL;L  8) @l

k2. o
T B siFik R
es P2 7 *Z g t+

U sing the expression Eq.{4) for Z (us;ue;s) and carrying out the integrals over the u variables
Eqg. 1) becom es

G Ruiis  5)= e lt? snh s; ° snh (s, §) °° shh @ s;) -
12r-1 - -
p p p
Ik ik R K j+ K (coth ) ! )
— — o S
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T he Integration w ith respect to k leads to
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=2 1 4 2 2 i,
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where
Zsinh L .
detA = — , , f(°+ )+ 2 ooth Lg; @A b)
shh s;shh (s, g)shh @ s;) P
) , 1
Q (17827 7 )= P2 93 2 ploth (52  3) : )+ M (s1552)7 @7
sinh (s> s)
and

5 snh (522 s1) tanh2 (522 s1)
2 ,coh L+ (2+ 2)sh L

2L (s 39)) N

M (s158:5 ;5 )=

2L (s 3))

2 2 .
f4 ,cosh > 2(°+ p)SJrlh
) 2L 3s 3s) , (2L S 33)
(> 2)@h - sinh - )9 @ 8)
2 2
In lin it L S2 S1 1, M (sis) ! pand Q (1557 ;) ! B S7 p- Asa

result of translational symm etry along the chain G R;$:;9)= G R; B sJ).UsihgF (; )
nG CRlZ;Sl;SZ) Jeads to Eq.€6).

APPEND IX B

In obtaining the stationarity condition to evaluate and we st took the them odynam ic
Imi @ ! 1 ) and then calculated the optimalvaluesof and . It is technically necessary to
solve the stationarity condition @F— = @@—F = Q0 before takingthe L ! 1 Im i. In this appendix
we exam ine the consequence of taking the them odynam ic lim it after solving for optin alvalues

of and .Forsimplicity, sest 5, §Jj= L. The varationalequations for and become

+ _ 3 ®.1)
P2
and

9 1
8

o N

From the second relation we nd two roots for , nam ely,

r ) " S] #
L 3@+ ) 1 20 2B

1
= = - -1 == 3
P 2 40 B) 2 2 £+ 1)2 &3
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where t= L=k, I = %Jp and r = R=L. There are no restrictions on the values of L. and I, In
Eqg.{]) in which the them odynam ic lin it is taken rst. However, when the order of operation
is exchanged there is a possibility that the two rootsare , that can be in agihary. For ; we
retrieve the sam e stationary phase condition as Eq.(§) only if L L 1) The second root

» = O but this can be discarded since 6 0. A lthough there are multiple saddle points, we
can always deform the contour such that the contour passes the saddle point w ith F %( ; )= 20
which satis es the stationariy condition. In addition, 1—12 10 t %) < r? < 1 should be always
satis ed or , tobe ral €9.8.3)).

APPENDIX C

WecalulateP R 12; B 5) fora sam i exble chain n which the persistence length of the
loop is di erent from that of the dangling ends. The chain can be thought of as a triblock
W LC oopolym er which is an appropriate m odel for RNA hairpins or -hairpins in disordered

polypeptides. T he interior R ;, distrbution function is
Z
G Ri12;L17L2;L3)=h R u (s)ds)iy ¢

R bz R
Du@E)] Rz  ulb)ds) urlils)l

: ; c.1)
D ()] wrlals)]

where u (s) is a tangent vector at position s. Suppose the chain consists of three di erent parts

characterized by the persistence lengths (I;) and the contour lengths (L;) with i= 1;2;3 L =
P . P R , 0 _
i=1 L;). Theexactweight fu(s)]_ exp [ 3 b ds & ] @2 (s) 1) is replac=d by

i=l7 Lj @s

themean eldweight yr ()]

wr 1(8)]_ exp | = @?(s) 1)ds @ 1L+ ¢ 1

=1 Li =1 L

c2)

As In Appendix A, the Lagrange m ultipliers and are used to enforce the local constraint

u? (s) = 1. Follow ing, exactly the procedure outlined in Appendix A we ndthatinthel ! 1
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lim it, the analogue of Eq!] becom es,

Fl;] © +2)
X 3 e ils 3. L, RZ
+ -In +_:|n[( + pl)(p1+ p2)(p2+ p3)( + p3)]+_:|n_+—
i=12 pi 2 2 Lo
3 L L L L,R?
=1 - l_l+ 2_2+ 3_3 1 _ZJ
2 L L L L L2
3 P2 pl p3 3
+ —In —+ 1 — 4+ 1 —+1 —+1 + —Inl, 2 : C 3)
2 pl p2 p2 p3 2

where ;= P 2 =L;and ;= ;L;=2.Themapr contribution to the integral com es from the
stsof and which passthe saddle point ofa stationary phase contour on R efF g plane. The
stationary condition for by taking derivative w ith respect to by retaining the leading tem
In L, which leadsto

s !
3
1=2 _ # % EL_l . C 4)
- : .
40 @) | Ll
where r= %22, Sin flarly, the condition for resulks
1 1 4
+ = —: C 5)
+ @ + 3 3

Substitutihg EqL 4andC JtoG R) exp ( F R; ; ) givesthedesired distribution finction,
2 S | 3

4 L X h
G Ri2ifligiflLig) = ———F———exp I,

9 1 Li 5
_ S —2t 5, C 6)
(l 1‘2)9_2 81 Trz -1 ]plL

T he e ective persistence length In themean eld approxin ation is
|

XL, 1
_p:
=1 L b

The resul derived for a tribblock W LC can be generalized into N -block W LC w ith persistence

2

c.n

]Sff —

Iengths fl,;g and contour lengths fL;g. T he distrdbution function is

P o 4 Cr? 3t 1 C 5)
= ——— - .
@ L2t a1 g
P 2
where t = L=, Pf = % il%l@% , r= Ry=F, sjand C is a nom alization
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FIGURE CAPTIOIN S

Figure i, : Loop form ation In sem 1 exble polym er chains: (a) Cyclization event. () Interior
contact (IC) fom ation between m onom ers s; and s, in the chain interior. T he segm ent length
s; and L s are referred to either as dangling ends or handles In the text.

Figure 2 : Comparison between the interior distance distrbution functions for di erent
size of the loops (ETS1j =1, 08, 05). The value of B, s ¥L = 1 corresponds to end-to—
end distrbution function. The exdbl chain Im i (= 10) is on the kft and the right panel
is for sti chains (£ = 2). The panel on the right shows a sketch of the e ective potential
F () = kT logP (r) for the case B, s¥L = 08. The wells at Ry, and the barrier top R«
are highlighted.

Figure 3 : P lots of loop form ation time ( ;¢ ) dbtained using Eq.{l]) as a function of the
distance between site s; and s, expressed In tem s of ];O) for various size of dangling ends
expressed by s=1 B S¥L). Here 1= L=JE§O) and s= B, qj=1;0). T he speci ¢ values for
parametersare 1) = 50 nm ,D = 2D o= 154 10 "'m?=sand = 0:. The insets are or the
loop closingtineat ; 3 j=];o) = 3 asa function ofs=1. Fortwo sites ssparated by J; $jalng
the chain the longer loop closing tim e is expected if the sites of interest are connected by long
dangling ends. Ifthe ssparation ism udh larger than the persistence length (1 s3> > ]p(o)) the
e ect ofdangling end on loop closing tin e vanishes. T he results of sin ulations for the sam e sst
of param eters are shown In symbols. T he excellent agreem ent between theory and sin ulations
validates the assum ptions lading to Eq.{17).

Figure E4 : P Iot of looping probability, P (r;S), (eft) and dissociation tine, ., (cght) asa
function of Interior loop contour length S. The capture radius ry = 5nm . T he sin ulations are
perform ed orboth end-to-end (S=L = 1) (black circlke) and interiorto-interior (S=L = 035) (r=d
triangle). The param eters of the sem i exble chains are the same as .n Fig3. Note the loop
dissociation tin e ism uch shorter than ¢ .

Figure § : Interior looping tin e ( ;¢ ) as a function of the reduced distance between sites s,
and s, forthe dangling endsofs=1= 03 forW LC w ith variabl persistence lengths (];I =]p(0) =2
in green, triangle up, ¥ =}” = 1 in red thick Ine, and ¥ =} = 05 in blue, triangle down) . The

physical situation corresponds to F igi; n which the persistence kength ofthe two handles (0;s;)
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and (sy;L) is J‘; and the contour lengths of three segm ents are identical. For com parison the
cyclization tine (. wih s=1= 1 and the chan persistence ]éo)) as a function ofsE= 1= L=]E§O))
is shown in black dashed line. The Inset show s the ratios of looping tines ( ;¢ ) for the chain
w ith variable persistence length w ith respect to the lIooping tin e ( 1. ) ofthe chain w ith uniformm
persistence. The up trangke In green is for the ratio between ]g =]p(0) = 2,s=1= 03 and

=1 = 1, s=1= 03 (sti handk), and the dpwm triangk down in blue is or the ratio between

R

=1 = 05, s=1= 03 and ¥ =" = 1, s=1= 03 (soft handk).

d

Fjgure::ﬁ : P lots of cyclization tine () as a function of L. (expressed jntennsof]p(m) for

various sal concentrations. The sam e param eters (];O), D, ) wih thosen Fjg.E:are used. The

nset shows . at L=JE§O) = 3 as a function ofc. The cyclization tine . Increases sharply below
c. 50mM .

Figure 7] : Interior looping tine ( ;¢ ) as a function of the reduced distance between site
s and s, for various size of dangling ends under two salt concentrations. The length of the
dangling end is given by the parameter s=1 ; $FL). The sam e param eters (]p(O) ,D, )as
in Fig3 areused. The values ofthe sal concentration (10mM , 500m M ) are explicitly shown. At
each value of c the di erent curves correspond to distinct values of s=1. T he values of s=1 range
from 02tol. The nsst shows 1¢,atthetwo valuesofc, asa function ofs=1for F, szj:]p(m =3
(the vertical dashed line).

Figure§ : (@) End+to-end radial distrbution finction for a sam i exble chain w ith bending
rigdity (= 3,10, 20, 50, and 100 in unit ofky T ) for various non-local interaction potentials
between m onom ers. The form of the potentialisV (x) = r .wih = 1;2;4;6;12: Resuls
are obtained using B row nian dynam ics sin ulation using the energy function Ey ¢ = Ep+ Eg+
F w3V (ri;3) . ©) The e ective persistence length for various potentials V (r) at di erent values

of the bare bending rigidities.
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