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P roteins can locate their speci c targets on DNA up to two orders of m agnitude faster than
the Sm oluchow skithree-dim ensionaldi usion rate. T his happens due to non-speci ¢ adsorption of
proteinsto DNA and subsequent one-dim ensional sliding along DNA .W e call such one-din ensional
route tow ards the target "antenna". W e studied the role of the dispersion of nonspeci ¢ binding
energies w thin the antenna due to quasi random sequence ofnaturalDNA .Random energy pro l
for sliding proteins slow s the searching rate for the target. W e show that this slowdown is di erent

for the m acroscopic and m esoscopic antennas.

A protein binding to a speci csiteon DNA ,which we
call the target, is one of the central paradigm s of biol-
ogy 'E.']. W ell known exam ples include lacrepressorin E .
ooli, which regulates a speci ¢ gene producing enzym e
consum ing lactose and the proper restriction enzym e de—
stroying genom e of nvading E . ©oli -phage In realtine
warfare for bacteria survival. It is known since the early
days of m olecular biology that In som e cases proteins
can nd their target sites along a DNA chain one to two
orders fasterthan them axim um rate achievable by three-
din ensionaldi usion :_[‘.2;_:3] To resolve this paradox, non—
speci ¢ binding and subsequent one-dim ensional sliding
ofproteinsalong the DNA to the target was suggested as
an im portant com ponent of the searching process E, :ﬁ].
T his idea was studied In variousm odels proposed by both
physicists and biologists i_4, :_5, '§, :j, :_é]. A com prehensive
study of Interplay between the 1D sliding and 3D di u-
sion fordi erent DNA confom ations on the search rate
can be found in Ref. {].

Som e authors calculate the typicaltine needed for
the target site to be found by a protein, when a sam allcon—
centration c of proteins is random Iy introduced into the
system . O ther authors E_Si] consider the speci c site as a
sink consum ing proteinsw ith the di usion lim ited rate J
proportionalto the concentration ¢ which in tum should
be supported on a constant kevelby an in ux of proteins
Into the system ). Obviously then, = 1=J. Search rate
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FIG . 1l: D istrdbution of nonspeci c adsorption energies and
of chem ical potential (x) along DNA molecule. The target
site is located at x = 0, is the antenna length.

enhancem ent due to the sliding along DNA m ay be cal-
culated asthe ratio ofthe rate J to the 3D Sm oluchow ski
rate Js = 4 D 3db ofdi usion to the sphere of radius b
m odeling the target site on DNA . The central physical
idea is that one can de ne a piece of DNA adpcent to
the target or which 1D sliding di usion dom inates over
parallel 3D di usion channeland which, therefore, serves
as a receiving antenna for the 3D Sm oluchow skilike dif-
fusion ofproteins. T hen the key point of the theory isto

nd the antenna length . In the language of stationary

ux J, this is done by m atching incom ing 3D ux J of
proteins to the antenna with the 1D ux J of proteins
sliding on the antenna tow ard the target.

A1l the cited above works assum e that the nonspe-
ci c adsorption energy w of protein is sequence indepen—
dent, ie. the energy pro I experienced by the searching
protein away from the target is totally at. This how-
ever disagrees w th quasirandom character of the natu—
ral sequences of DNA . It is known that the nonspeci c
protein-DNA adsorption energy can be divided into two
parts [1,11]: (i) The sequence independent C oulomb en—
ergy of attraction between the positively charged dom ain
of the protein surface and the negatively charged phos—
phate backbone, and (ii) the sequence speci ¢ adsorption
energy due to form ation of hydrogen bonds of the pro—
tein with the DNA bases. This is done by the recogni-
tion -helix going deep into them a prgroove ofDNA [i_:]
Suppose the protein encounters 1base pairs between po—
sitionsiand i+ 1. W e callthisposition ofthe protein site
i and characterize i by energy ; < 0, where the energy
ofthe free protein in water is chosen to be 0. Because the
sliding protein has a com plex nonuniform structure and
Interactsw ith a random DNA sequence, the totalenergy

; random Iy uctuates along DNA Fi. :_:L) One can
assum e that at nonspeci c positions on DNA , the pro—
tein explois the sam e set of potential hydrogen bonds
i form s with the target tl-g:]. Since target recognition is
offten m ediated by hydrogen bonds to som e of the four
chem ical groups on the m apr groove side of the base
pair [_1-5%], and the recogniion -helix interactsw ih sev—
eral base pairs, m any hydrogen bonds contribute to ;.
T herefore the distribution of ; can be approxim ated by
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the G aussian distrbution f_lg',:_l-fi,:_l!j'] wih amean w and

standard deviation W
1 (1 wpf
g(i)= p—=exp  —55— 1)
2 2 2

In this paper we study a rolk of disorder on the rate
enhancem ent J=J5 assum ing that disorder is strong, ie.

> kT ,where k isthe Boltzm ann constant and T isthe
am bient tem perature.

Sin flar to the the case of the at energy pro Je:_:[9],
we assum e that transport outside the antenna ism aink
due to the 3D di usion, whilke inside the antenna trans—
port is dom inated by sliding, or 1D di usion along DNA
and we equate the uxes d and J3 to nd . The rate
J3 is given by the Sm oluchow ski form ula for the target
size and for the concentration of \free" (not adsorbed)
proteins ¢z, it is J;3 D3cs . The ux on antenna J
strongly depends on  and also, generally speaking, on
DNA sequence in the nite antenna. W e show that there
is a characteristic length of antenna = . (;T) such
that at > ¢ ux J selfaverages and becom es se—
quence Independent. Such a "m acroscopic" antenna de—
term ines J=J5 for m oderate disorder. In this case, the
ratio J=Js decreases exponentially fast with growth of
disorder. At stronger disorder we dealw ith a m esoscopic
antennawih < [ and strictly speaking J=J5 depends
on random DNA sequence. In thispaper, we concentrate
only on the m ost probabl valuie of J=J5. In orderto cal-
culate i, we estim ate the m ost probable value 0ofJ; . W e
show that in such a m esoscopic situation disorder leads
to a weaker reduction of J=J5.

W e assume that wihin some volume v there is a
straight, Inm obile (doubl helical) DNA w ith the length
L smaller than v'=3, but much larger than any antenna
length. For a dilute DNA solution, 1=v stands for the
concentration of DNA . W e also assum e that allthe m i+
croscopic length scales such as the length of a base pair,
the size of the target site, the diam eter of the DNA etc.
are ofthe sam e orderb. W e arem ainly Interested In scal-
Ing dependence of the rate enhancem ent J=J5 on m a pr
system param eters, such as , w, L and v. Thismeans
that allthe num ericalcoe cientsare dropped in our scal-
Ing estin ates.

To estinate J;, we assume at each site 1 on DNA,
the protein has som e probabilities of hopping to near—
est neighboring sites j. W e w rite the probability for the
hopping from an occupied site i to an em pty site j as
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where o D;=tf isthe e ective attem pt frequency. Tn
Eqg. z_Z) we neglected the activation barriers separating

two states in com parison with § ;. Thenumberofpro-
teinsm aking such transition from site ito jperunittime
can be estim ated by ij = j_jfi 1 fj), w here fiinction
f; is the average occupation number of site i. At amall
enough ¢, all f; 1l and thus 33" 43fi. Function f; is

given then by:
fi= expl (i 1)=kTJ; ®3)
where ; isthe chem icalpotential. Using i3 and 53, we
can write the net ux from site i to j in the fom :
Jis = i3 i’ o€ e &7); 4)

where 5= maxf ;; 59.

W e now argue that as long as the antenna is only a
an all part of the DNA m olecule, every protein adsorbs
to DNA and desorbs m any tim es before i locates the
target. Therefore, outside the antenna there is statis—
tical equilbbriim between adsorbed and desorbed pro—
teins, and hence proteinshave uniform chem icalpotential

;= = kT In(c3b’). W ithin the antenna, ; decreases
w hen the site approaches the target and reaches 1 at
the target site (see Fig.il). Ifwe Jbel the border of the
antenna as site 1 and the target as site =b+ 1,usihgEqg.
(:ff), we can write

x=b

i 1
Jijeﬁ = (T e )= (ab; ©)

i=1

where = i+ 1. Since the 1D current J; towards the
target is the sam e at any antenna site, i. e. Ji3 = J;,we

can nd i as
P—
0C3b3 0C3b3 2 2
J= ' S )
=1 €xp (i57KT) (=b) ~, d iR (43)
where R ( i) is given by
R (i) = 2 2g(i3)exp(i3=kT) (7)
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O ne can interpret Eq. 6'_6) as the O hm ’s law , where the
num eratorplaysthe role ofthe voltage applied to antenna
and denom inator is the sum of resistances of all pairs
(i;3) which are sin ilar to M J'JJer—AbraI:.am S resistances
for the hopping transport of electrons I[_1_é]

The sharp maximum value of function R ( ;;) deter—
m ining the sum ofEq. () is reached when 5= ope =
w+ “=kT,andR (cpt) expl[?=2kT)?*+ w=kT ]. Thus
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where we assum ed for smplicity that D3 =D;1 B 4.



Before we m ove forward, we em phasize the crucialas—
sum ption already m ade in above derivation. W e assum ed

is so long that w ithin the antenna the sliding protein
encounters sites w ith energy opc more than once and
therefore, the sum in Eq. (§) can be replaced by the in—
tegralw ith 1im its from 1 to 0. W e call such antenna
m acroscopic. For a short antenna, the probability for
such a site to appear inside is very sm all. T hus the sum
in Eq. ) is detem ined by the largest value of R ( 45)
typically available w ithin the antenna. W e call such an—
tenna m esoscopic.

M acroscopic antenna | W e study m acroscopic antenna

rst. Using d and J3, ourm ain kalance equation for the
rate J reads
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T hus the antenna length is obtained as
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Next we calculate the free protein concentration
c3. Suppose the onedim ensional concentration of non-—
speci cally adsorbed proteins is g. A ssum Ing the an—
tenna isonly a an allpart ofthe DNA and rem em bering
that adsorbed proteinsare con ned w ithin distance ofor-
derb from the DNA , we can w rite down the equilbrium
condition as:
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which must be com plem ented by the particle counting
ocondition gL + s & LB) = cv. Since volum e fraction
of DNA isalwayssmall, LY v, standard algebra then
yields

, v c if y< v=LB

yLY + v =LKy if y> v=LI’ i 12)

G
where y is exp[jv $kT + 2=2kT)?]. Egs. (14) kad to
twodi erent scaling regin es, which are denoted asA and

1
B in the diagram Fig. -_ﬁ In regin e A, the non-speci c
adsorption is relatively weak, c3 c, we arrive at
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In the regin e B, m ost proteins are adsorbed. U sing the
lower line of Egs. {_lg), we obtain

R wj o 3 ° (regineB) (14)
- — — e
Js LY 2kT 4 (kT )2 e

In both regines, % j> 2?=kT,thus tem of In({>J=Js)

constitutes a correction. T he size of antenna grow s w ith
W J how everunproductive non-speci cadsorption ofpro—
teins on distant pieces of DNA , which can slow down the

FIG . 2: (color online) The phase diagram of scaling regin es
for wij> > kT . Each line m arks a sn ooth crossover be—
tween scaling regin es. The red line v j= 3 2=0kT m arks the
border 1 between m acroscopic regin es (A ,B) and m esoscopic
regines (C,D).The blue line  j= kT I (v=L1¥) 2=0kT
m arks the border 2 between weak and strong adsorption
regines. They intersect at o = kT [(1=2) I (v=Lb*)I~?,
0 3= kT (3=4) Ih (v=L1F).

transport to the speci ¢ target grow sw ith  jtoo. These
two e ects compete, as a result the rate enhancem ent
J=Js grow sw ith w inh regin e A and declinesin regine B .
On the other hand, grow ing reduces the antenna size

and prom otes non-speci ¢ adsorption. Therefore, J=3

decreaseswih in both regin es.

T he above theory deals w th a m acroscopic antenna.
To be m acroscopic, the antenna has to contain at least
one site w ith energy around cpt. The number of sites
n() wih energy wihin the antenna is of the order
of (=b)exp[ ( w3=2 2]. Thus a m acroscopic
antenna requires n( opt) > 1, which gives > c =
bexp[ ?=2 kT )?]. Since we know from Eq. (L0), this
condition can be written explicitly as wj> 3 2=2kT.
Hence, % j= 3 2=2kT isthe border between the m acro—
soopic regines (A, B) and m esoscopic regines (C,D) In
Fiy. d. We can check that when Jvj> 3 2=2kT, the
condition opc < 0 issatis ed for the case of m acroscopic
antenna. Now we are ready to sw itch to the case ofm eso—
scopic antenna and explain reginesC and D .

M esoscopic antenna | In this case, the upper lm it of
the integral in Eq. () should be replaced by opt
which is the lJargest energy typically available w ithin the
anteBn_a.pItcanbeestjmated from n( ) 1, it is
w4+ 2 In(=b).Ushgw and ,we can estin ate the
sum i Eq. (é) and get typicallD current for the case of

m esoscopic antenna:
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Eqg. C_l-ﬁ) is apparently di erent from Eq. :ﬁB) valid forthe
m acroscopic antenna. This di erence is partially related
to the rate enhancem ent of 1D di usion at small tine
scale noticed for the G aussian disorder in com puter sin —
ulations t_l-%'] Equating J; () to J3 D3c; , we obtain
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FIG . 3: Dependence of antenna length
strength

on the disorder
. D ashed lines represent the asym ptotic lim its.

FIG . 4: Schem atic plot of the dependencies of the rate en—
hancement J=Js on wjat = 1 (upper solid curve) and

= , (lower solid curve). LettersA, B, C,D represent the
dom ains of Fig:_2: they go through. D ashed line shows the
lim it case ofthe atenergy pro lewih = 0.

the antenna length
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W e can check, wih this , that the condition < 0
still holds. W hen j< 2=2kT, the antenna length

bexp w?=2 2). For a given adsorption energy w,
dependence () is pbtted In Fig. 3;:, Tt shows that
the decrease of the antenna length w ith grow ing disorder
strength slow s down when antenna becom es m esoscopic.

T he crossover from a relatively weak adsorption to a
strong one described by Egs. Q-Z_i) again leadsto thetwo
scaling regin es for the case ofm esoscopic antenna. T hey
are labeled C and D in the diagram Fig. (_2: For relatively
weak adsorption, when v j<
C,where

2=kT, we obtain regine

(regime C) a7

w hile for strong adsorption we have regin e D w here
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In experin ent, the adsorption energy w can be con—
trolled by the salt concentration changing the Coulomb
part of protein-D NA interaction l_l-]‘] T he dependencies
of In (J=J5) on W jat the two soeci ed values of disor—
der strength ; and ,; marked in Fig. :_2 are schem at—
ically plotted In Fig. :EJ: For com parison, we also plot—
ted the case ofthe atenergy pro ¥ ( = 0). In both
caseswih > 0, n(J=Js) 1rst grows proportional to
w? (regin e C ), because the antenna is m esoscopic and
thus 1D di usion is faster, when com pared to the nor—
maldi usion at m acroscopic antenna. For a relatively
an alldisorder = 4, this rate enhancam ent continues
to regin e A but w ith a rate proportionalto W jbecause
the antenna grow s to be m acroscopic. For a larger disor—
der = ,, strong nonspeci c adsorption of proteins on
distant pieces of DN A slow s down the search rate, when
the antenna is stillm esoscopic, and In (J=J5) decreases in
regin e D fasterthan i does in regin e B . The antenna In
regin e B ism acroscopic and In (J=J5) decreases propor—
tionalto wjforboth = ;and = ;.

T he crossover from the weak disorder to the strong one
happens at 0= kT [1=2) h v=L1?) 2 (seeFig.id).
If one plugs in the achievable experim ental conditions
wih L=b 150 and v I, estin ate of , is the order
of 2kT, which falls in the range of estimn ates of from
1KT to 6kT used in the Refs. [14,14,115]. A pparently
grow s for proteins w ith larger num ber of contacts w ith
DNA and g decreasesw ith DNA concentration. In order
to dentify the role of strong disorder, we look forward
to m ore experin entsdealing w ith relatively lJarge concen—
trations of short straight DNA to guarantee that disorder
strength satis es > 4.

W e know only one observation t_l-]'] ofthe peak in the
coordinates of F ig. :ff but ora long and de niely coiled
DNA forwhich our theory is not directly applicable. In—
deed, in this paper, we concentrated on the case of rela—
tively short and, therefore, straight DNA . In our recent
paper igi], we presented a general theory including G aus—
sian coiled and globularDNA in the absence of disorder.
In current paper, we did not touch these casesbecause of
our prejudice that sim ple questions should be addressed

rst. W e concentrated on the sin plest regin es labeled A
andD In gure 4a ofRef. -'_I}B] and still got rather com pli-
cated diagram Fig.d {18]. That iswhy we did not try to
present our theory form ore com plicated regim es here.

W e are gratefulto A Yu. G rosberg, SD . Baranovskii
and J. Zhang for usefiil discussions.
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