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A bstract

W e investigate the statistical m echanics of a torsionally constrained

polym er. The polym er is m odeled as a uctuating rod with bend sti�ness

AkB T and twiststi�nessCkB T.In such a m odel,therm albend uctuations

couplegeom etricallytoan applied torquethrough therelation Lk = Tw+ W r.

W e explore thiscoupling and �nd agreem entbetween the predictionsofour

m odeland recent experim ental results on single �-DNA m olecules. This

analysis a�ords an experim ental determ ination of the m icroscopic twist

sti�ness (averaged over a helix repeat). Quantitative agreem ent between

theory and experim ent is obtained using C = 109 nm (i.e. twist rigidity

CkB T =4:5� 10� 19ergcm ).Thetheory furtherpredictsa therm alreduction

ofthee�ectivetwistrigidity induced by bend uctuations.Finally,we�nd a

sm allreection ofm olecularchirality in theexperim entaldata and interpret

itin term sofa twist-stretch coupling oftheDNA duplex.
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I Introduction

In thispaper,we investigate thestatisticalm echanicsofa polym erchain with torsional

rigidity. W e m odelthe polym erasan elastic rod subjectto therm aluctuations. Each

conform ation ofthechain isstatisticallyweighted accordingtotheenergyassociated with

bendingand twisting.Thisisin contrasttoconventionalpolym erm odels,which account

only for the energy cost ofbending the polym er backbone.1 This neglect oftorsional

energyisoften welljusti�ed,asm anypolym ersarefreetoreleasetwistbyswivelingabout

the single carbon bondsthatconstitute theirbackbone.Even forpolym ersthatcannot

swivelfreely,the twist usually am ounts to an uncoupled Gaussian degree offreedom

that can sim ply be integrated away. The situation is quite di�erent,however,in the

presence ofa torsionalconstraint.In thiscase,thetwistiscoupled to theconform ation

ofthebackboneand cannotbeelim inated so easily.Such a situation can arisewhen the

polym erisligated into a circle,orwhen itsendsareclam ped and a torqueisapplied at

oneend.The conceptofa torsionalconstraintcan also beextended to the dynam icsof

a polym erin a viscousuid:here viscousdam ping providesthe necessary resistance to

thestress.2; 3 W hatevertheorigin oftheconstraint,itwillresultin a coupling between

thetwistand thebending m odesofthebackbone.

Theorigin ofthiscouplingliesin W hite’stheorem :Lk = Tw+ W r.4; 5; 6Thisform ula

relatesa globaltopologicalinvariantofany pairofclosed curves (the Linking num ber,

Lk), to the sum ofa localstrain �eld (the Twist, Tw) and a globalcon�gurational

integral(the W rithe,W r). Ifthe linking num ber is �xed,the polym er willbe forced

to distribute the invariantLk between the degrees offreedom associated with Tw and

W r. From a statisticalm echanicspointofview,the setofcom plexionsavailable to the

system isthen restricted.Theelasticenergy ofeach allowed com plexion reectsthesum

ofa twisting energy and a bending energy associated with the W rithe ofthe backbone.

Ofcourse we do not need to consider �xed linking num ber for torsionalrigidity to be

im portant:a chem icalpotentialforLk in theform ofan applied torquealso couplesthe

bend uctuationsto thetwist.

Perhaps the m ost im portant exam ples of twist-storing polym ers are biopolym ers,

especially DNA.Unlike m any ofitshydrocarbon-chain cousins,the m onom ersofDNA

are joined by m ultiple covalent bonds;additionalspeci�c pairing interactions between

basespreventslippagebetween thestrands.Thism ultiply-bonded structureinhibitsthe

unwinding ofthe DNA helix to release a torsionalstress; instead,there is an elastic

energy costassociated with thedeform ation.

Recently ithasbecom epossibleto perform experim entson singlem oleculesofDNA.

In a classic experim ent,Sm ith et al.7 anchored one end ofa DNA duplex to a solid
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substrate while the other end was attached to a m agnetic bead. The conform ations

ofthe polym er could then be probed by considering the end-to-end extension ofthe

chain as a function of the m agnetic force applied to the bead. These experim ents,

and others which stretch DNA m olecules using electric �elds,8 hydrodynam ic ows,9

oropticaltweezers10 were soon analyzed using the \worm -like chain" (W LC)m odel.1

W orking within thisfram ework,Bustam ante,M arko and Siggia11; 12 and Vologodskii13

were able to reproduce the experim entalforce-extension curves for DNA over a wide

rangeofforces(from 10� 2 pN to 10 pN)with justone�tting param eter,theDNA bend

persistence length.

Since the originalDNA stretching experim ents,signi�cantim provem ents have been

m ade.In particular,aseriesofelegantexperim ents14; 15; 16 hassucceeded in torsionally

constraining the DNA using swivel-free attachm entsatboth ends. Asa result,one can

now directly exploretheinterplay between DNA’sinternalresistanceto twisting and the

conform ationsofitsbackbone.

In this paper,we willexplain som e ofthese new results analytically in term s ofa

theory oftwist-storing polym ers. Our�nalform ula,given in (41)below,quantitatively

�ts the experim entaldata ofStrick et al.14 and ofAllem and and Croquette16 with

just two im portant �t param eters: the bend sti�ness A and twist sti�ness C (a m ore

precise statem ent appearsbelow). Ouranalyticalapproach rests upon linearelasticity

and perturbation theory abouta straightrod. Thuswe do notaddressthe rem arkable

structuraltransitionsinduced inDNA bytorsionalstress,14; 15norwillwesystem atically

studytheplectonem ictransitionorotherphenom enainvolvingself-avoidance.M arkoand

Siggiahavepreviously studied thee�ectsoftherm aluctuationson plectonem icDNA;17

wehavechosen instead towork in a regim enota�icted by thistheoreticaldi�culty.W e

willshow thatouranalysisisjusti�ed in a well-de�ned region ofparam eterspacewhere

m any experim entaldata pointsare available (solid sym bolsin Figure 1),and from the

data deducethefundam entalelasticparam etersofDNA.

The m ain points ofourresults were announced previously.18; 19 Som e ofthe steps

were independently derived by Bouchiat and M �ezard20 in a di�erent analysis ofthe

sam e experim ents. The presentpapergivessom e new analyticalresults,particularly in

section V.D,and appliestheanalysisto som enew experim entaldata (seeFigure1).

In addition to these analytical results, Vologodskii and M arko, and Bouchiat

and M �ezard, have recently perform ed M onte Carlo sim ulations21; 20 to study the

conform ationsofDNA under applied tensions and torques appropriate to those in the

experim ents studied here. M arko has also studied the related problem of torsional

constraintson theoverstretching transition.22; 23
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Apartfrom quantitatively reproducing theexperim entalextension curveswith justa

few �tparam eters,ourtheory also predictsa reduction ofthe e�ective twistrigidity of

a polym ercaused by conform ationaluctuations. W e give the form ofa new e�ective

twistrigidity Ce�kBT,which issm allerthan the m icroscopic rigidity CkBT.Thise�ect,

anticipated som etim eago by Shim ada and Yam akawa24 hasa sim pleexplanation:part

oftheexcessLink im posed on asolid rod can bem oved intothebend deform ationsofits

backbone through the coupling associated with the Lk constraint. Oursim ple form ula

((8)below)m akesthisintuition preciseforthecaseofa highly stretched rod.

It m ay at �rst seem that allthe relevant physics could be found in the classical

worksofthenineteenth century,25 butactually onecan see atonce thatclassicalbeam

theory is qualitatively at odds with the experim entaldata ofFigure 1: it says that a

rod under tension willsim ply twist in response to an applied torque � as long as � is

sm allenough. Only when the torque exceedsa criticalvalue willthe rod buckle into a

helicalcon�guration,thusshortening the end-to-end extension. Unlike itsm acroscopic

counterpart,however,am icroscopicrod iscontinuously bu�eted by therm aluctuations.

Becausetherod isneverstraight,itsaverageshapewillrespond assoon asany torsional

stress is applied;there is no threshold,as seen in Figure 1. In sections III{V we will

create a sim ple m athem aticalm odelem bodying this observation and use it to explain

thedata.

II Experim ent

Thestatisticalm echanicalproblem ofa twist-storing polym ersubjectto a Lk constraint

isrealized in the experim ents ofStrick etal.14; 15 and Allem and and Croquette.16 In

these experim ents,a segm entofdouble-stranded �-DNA oflength L � 15:6�m isheld

atboth ends:oneend is�xed to a glassplatewhiletheotherisattached to a m agnetic

bead.Both endsarebound in such a way asto preventswiveling ofthe polym erabout

the pointofattachm ent. By rotating the m agnetic bead in an applied m agnetic �eld,

theexperim entersarethen ableto adjusttheexcesslinking num berto any desired,�xed

value.

W hilethedirection oftheapplied �eld �xesthelinkingnum ber,agradientinthesam e

�eld allowstheDNA m oleculestobeputundertension.Theexperim entisthereforeable

to study the statisticalm echanics ofthe biopolym erin the �xed tension f and linking

num berLkensem ble.Them easured responseisthen theend-to-end extension z(f;Lk)of

thechain asafunction oftheapplied stress.In contrast,traditionalligation experim ents

controlonly L and Lk,and Lk=L can takeon only ratherwidely-spaced discretevalues.
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M oreover,them easured quantityisgelm obility,whoserelationtobackboneconform ation

isnotsim ple.

Som eoftheexperim entalresultsforforcesgreaterthan 0.1pN areshown in Figure1.

In the�gure,thesolid linesareourtheoretical�tto thesolid points.Thesecurveswere

produced by �tting fourparam eters:them icroscopicpersistencelengthsA;C and twist-

stretch coupling D (allaveraged over a helicalrepeat),as wellas the arclength ofthe

polym erL. The bend persistence length A hasbeen determ ined in a num berofearlier

experim ents,7; 26; 10 while L can be determ ined from only the data points with zero

excessLink.The�tted valuesofA and L thereforeservem ainly asacheck ofthetheory.

In our�tweused 69di�erentpoints,onlysom eofwhich aredepicted asthesolid sym bols

in Figure 1. The �gure also shows open sym bols. These points correspond to (f,Lk)

pairsthatlie outside the region where ourm odel,which hasno explicitself-avoidance,

is valid. Due to this neglect ofself-avoidance,our phantom chain m odelwillhave a

m athem aticalpathology associated with con�gurations that include self-crossings. To

dealwith these di�culties,we willsim ply require thatthechain bepulled hard enough

that such con�gurations becom e statistically negligible. As we willsee,\pulling hard

enough" corresponds to a restriction on the applied stretching force f and the applied

torque � (see appendix B).Apart from the restrictions ofthe phantom chain m odel,

there were also om issions ofdata points for physicalreasons. For exam ple, at large

applied tensionsand torques,the DNA m olecule undergoesstructuraltransform ations.

In section VI,we willdiscussourdata selection criteria and the �tting procedure m ore

fully.

III PhysicalM odel

Throughoutm ostofthispaperwewillm odelDNA asauctuatingelasticrod ofuniform

circularcross-section and �xed contourlength L.Thisidealization neglectsDNA’shelical

nature: in particular,the length scale associated with the helicalpitch ofthe m olecule

(2�=!0 = 3:6nm ) does not enter as a param eter. The concept offractionalovertwist

(� = 2��Lk=L! 0)istherefore m eaningless. Nevertheless,we willretain the traditional

notation to provide a connection to the published experim entaldata,expressing our

results in term s of� and noting that� and !0 enter only in the com bination �!0. In

the m ain text we willshow that our achiral,isotropic elastic rod m odelcaptures the

m ain featuresofFigure 1. Atthe end ofourcalculation,in (41),we willalso allow for

intrinsic stretching and a possible asym m etry between positive and negative �,a chiral

e�ectassociated with thetwist-stretch coupling ofa helicalrod.
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In appendix A we will introduce helical pitch e�ects and show that at m odest

stretching tension they can be sum m arized in an e�ective,\coarse-grained" energy (see

(1) below). They also lead to a new phenom enon, chiralentropic elasticity, via the

twist-bend coupling ofDNA.27 This e�ect is potentially anothersource ofasym m etry

between over-and undertwisting,butthe available data do notatpresentgive detailed

inform ation abouttheasym m etry,and so weom itthiscom plication from them ain text.

Accordingly we de�ne an elastic energy functionalwhich describesthe bending and

twisting ofan isotropicelasticrod of�xed arclength L:28

E bend

kBT
=
A

2

Z L

0

(dt̂=ds)2ds; and
E twist

kBT
=
C

2

Z L

0


3
2 ds: (1)

In these form ulas t̂(s)isthe tangentto the rod backbone atthe pointwith arclength s

from the end. W e im agine inscribing perm anently a \m aterialfram e" em bedded in the

rod;then 
3 isthe rate ofrotation ofthisfram e about t̂(see (11)below;ournotation

m ainly followsthatofM arko and Siggia17).W earefreeto choosea convenientm aterial

fram e; we choose one which coincides with the �xed lab fram e when the m olecule is

unstressed.(In keeping with therem arksabove,thereisno reason to choose a m aterial

fram e initially rotating relative to the lab at !0.) A and C are the bend and twist

\persistence lengths," which are given by the respective elastic constants divided by

kBT. These param eters are understood to be averaged (or \coarse-grained") over the

scale ofa helicalrepeat. In appendix A we �nd the relation between them and a m ore

elaborateelasticity theory incorporating theintrinsichelicity oftheDNA duplex.

Equations (1) are m athem atically identical to the kinetic energy of a sym m etric

spinning top with arclength s playing the role oftim e. Hence there isa directanalogy

between the dynam icalequationsofm otion fora top and the equationsdescribing the

equilibrium for an elastic rod,an observation due to Kircho�.29 The m ain technical

point of our analysis is the extension of Kircho�’s observation to a m athem atical

correspondence between the therm aluctuations of an elastic rod and the quantum

m echanicsofa spinning top.20; 19; 18

The bend persistence length A which appearsin (1)isa well-known param eterthat

hasbeen m easured in severalexperim ents.Am ongotherthings,thisparam eterisknown

todepend onthesaltconcentrationofthesurroundinguid.30W angetal.havem easured

A = 47nm for DNA in bu�er conditions sim ilar to those in the experim ents studied

here.10

The value ofthe twist persistence length C has not been determ ined as directly

as A. Cyclization kinetics studies,31; 32; 24; 33 topoisom er distribution analyses34; 35

and uorescence polarization anisotropy (FPA) experim ents36; 37; 38 have provided
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m easurem ents ofthis param eter,but these determ inations are som ewhat indirect and

the results have been di�cult to reconcile with each other.30; 39 In particular,results

obtained from straightand circularDNA’susing a singletechnique(FPA)yield di�erent

values ofthe twist rigidity: C � 50 nm forlinearDNA’s and C � 85 nm forcircular

DNA’s.36Thisdiscrepancym aybeaconsequenceofthetherm alsofteningofthetorsional

rigidity predicted by our theory (see (8)). The m ain goalofthe present paper is to

interpretthesingleDNA m oleculedatain Figure1in term sofatheory wecall\torsional

directed walks",thereby perm itting a new m easurem entofC.Likethebending rigidity

A,C m ay be expected to depend on the bu�er solution;the dependence ofC should

howeverbem uch weakerthan A since twisting doesnotm odify thespatialdistribution

between chargeson thebackboneto thesam edegreeasbending.

The rod is subject to a stretching force f and a torsionalconstraint. Itwillprove

sim plestto im posethetorsionalconstraintthrough a �xed applied torque� ratherthan

directly through a �xed linking num ber. Since the m olecules we willstudy are m any

tim eslongerthan A orC,wearein thetherm odynam iclim it,and so weexpectthetwo

ensem blesto givethesam ephysicalresults.

The two stresses on the polym errequire the introduction oftwo m ore term sin the

polym er’senergy functional:

E tension

kBT
= � ~f � z= �~f

Z L

0

t̂� êzds; and
E torque

kBT
= �2�~� � Lk: (2)

Here z isthe end-to-end extension ofthe polym er. The tension and torque have been

expressed in term softhetherm alenergy:

~f � f=kBT; and ~� � �=kBT: (3)

In (2)and throughoutthispaper,LkdenotestheexcessLink,consistentwith therem arks

atthe beginning ofthissection;thusLk = 0 forthe unstressed rod. In general,Lk is

de�ned only for closed loops. Ifwe have an open chain with both ends held at �xed

orientations,as in the experim ents under study,then we can draw a �xed,im aginary

return path com pleting our chain to a closed loop and let Lk denote the Link ofthis

closed loop. Choosing the return path so that Lk = 0 when the rod is straight and

unstressed then givesin generalLk = Tw + W rwhere the term son the rightreferonly

to theopen,physicalrod.

Before we include E torque in ourenergy functional,the Link m ustbe m ore explicitly

expressed.To geta usefulexpression,we�rstnotethattheTwistisde�ned as

Tw =
1

2�

Z L

0


3ds: (4)
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The W rithe involves only the space curve ~r(s) swept out by the rod’s centerline. In

general,this num ber is given by a com plicated, non-localform ula4; 40; 5 involving a

doubleintegralaround theclosed curve:

W r=
1

4�

I

ds
I

ds0
 
d~r(s)

ds
�
d~r(s0)

ds

!

�
~r(s)� ~r(s0)

j~r(s)� ~r(s0)j3
: (5)

However,a result due to Fuller allows us to rewrite this quantity as a single integral

over a localW rithe density. This sim pli�cation is m ade possible by noting that for

sm allvariationsaboutsom e reference curve~r0(s),the integrand in (5)becom esa total

derivative. Perform ing one ofthe integrals then yields a single integralover a local

quantity.6 Specializing to the case where the reference curve is just the êz-axis then

gives41

W r=
1

2�

Z
t̂� êz � d̂t=ds

1+ t̂� êz
ds: (6)

Fuller’s result holds as long as there is a continuous set ofnon-self-intersecting curves

interpolating between the reference curve and the curve in question, such that the

denom inatorin (6)nevervanishes.W ecan now com binetheterm sto getthefullenergy

functionalforourm odelofDNA:

E

kBT
=
E bend

kBT
+
E twist

kBT
� ~f � z� 2�~� � Lk: (7)

Form ul� (1,2,4,6, 7) de�ne the elastic m odel we will use through the end of

section V.D.Later,in section VIand appendix A we willconsidervariouselaborations

ofthe m odeland determ ine thatthey arerelatively unim portantin capturing the m ain

featuresofthedata in Figure1.

As noted in the introduction, we expect that therm al uctuations will have an

im portante�ecton the rod’stwistdegree offreedom . A m acroscopic elastic rod under

tension willsustain a �nite am ountofapplied torsionalstress withoutbuckling. Once

a threshold is reached, however, the stress can be partially relaxed by bending the

backbone.Linearstability analysisoftheenergy (7)showsthatthisthreshold isgiven25

by ~�crit = 2
q

A ~f. Unlike its m acroscopic counterpart,however, a m icroscopic rod is

subject to therm aluctuations. These uctuations prevent the rod from ever being

straight;asweshow below,even in�nitesim altorsionalstresseswillthen a�ectthebend

uctuations. Even though there is no chiralenergy term ,individualuctuations will

not be inversion sym m etric. An applied torsion willpush the uctuations with the

corresponding helicalsense closerto instability,while suppressing those ofthe opposite

helicalsense.Theend resultwillbeacouplingbetween theapplied torsion and them ean

7



end-to-end extension oftherod proportionalto �2 (term slinearin � m ustdrop outsince

them odeldoesnotbreak inversion sym m etry).

Laterwe willconsider the e�ects ofm olecularchirality: e.g. in section VI,we will

include a twist-stretch coupling term D .22; 42; 43 Itwillturn outthatthee�ectofthis

coupling on theexperim entwestudy issm all:thisisalready apparentin Figure1 where

thedata pointsarenearly sym m etricabout� = 0.Nevertheless,by including thetwist-

stretch coupling,wewillbeableto determ inetheparam eterD roughly.

Anotherway thatchirality entersa physicalm odelofDNA isthrough an anisotropic

bendingterm .Anytransverseslicethrough them oleculeiseasiertobend in onedirection

than in another.M icroscopically,thisanisotropy hasitsorigin in the shape ofthe base

pair plates that m ake up the rungs on the DNA ladder. Since these plates are longer

in one direction than the other,bending aboutthe short axis (\tilt")is m ore di�cult

than bending aboutthe long axis(\roll").44; 45; 46 In appendix A we considersuch an

anisotropy,aswellastherelated twist-bend coupling,27 �nding thatthesee�ectscan be

sum m arized to good accuracy in an e�ectivecoarse-grained m odeloftheform (1).This

conclusion could have been anticipated since the im portant uctuations are on length

scales around 2�
q

A=~f,and forthe forces below 8 pN that we consider,this averages

overatleastseveralhelicalrepeats.W econcludethatthetreatm entofDNA asan achiral

rod ofelasticm aterialissu�cienttounderstand how itsextension changesunderapplied

tension and torque.

At this point it m ay be noted that unstressed naturalDNA is nota perfect helix;

its axialsym m etry is already broken,even in the absence oftherm aluctuations. In

particular,itiswellknown thatthe unstressed,zero tem perature structure ofDNA is

sequencedependent.47; 48 Thee�ectofthisquenched disorderhasbeen studied recently

by Bensim on,Dohm i,and M �ezard49 and by one ofus.50 For sim ple m odels ofweak

disorder,the m ain e�ect is sim ply to renorm alize the bend persistence length A. In

thepresentpaper,weneglectexplicitinclusion ofthequenched disorderassociated with

sequence-dependent e�ects. Thus our bend rigidity A is the e�ective value including

disorder.

Even though thebend and twistrigiditiesrepresentaveragesoverahelix repeat,they

arestillm icroscopicparam etersand thereforereectonlytheshort-scalebehavior.Aswe

gotolongerlength scales,weexpectthee�ectivebend and twistrigiditiestobem odi�ed

by the geom etric coupling im plicitin W hite’s form ula. In particular,we will�nd that

thee�ective twistrigidity isreduced forsm allapplied tensions:

Ce� = C

0

@ 1+
C

4A
q

A ~f

1

A

� 1

: (8)
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The dependence ofCe� on length scale enters through ~f: as m entioned above,
q

A=~f

setsthe scale ofthe m ostim portantuctuationsin the problem . Atsm alltensions,or

equivalently atlong length scales,C ise�ectively reduced. Equation (8)describesthis

\softening" ofthe twist rigidity. The reducing factor is explicitly dependent on kBT,

indicating thatthisisa therm ale�ect.

IV G roup Language

In the next section we will consider the therm odynam ic com plexions available to a

torsionally constrained polym er.To prepareforthetask,wem ust�rstde�neconvenient

variablesforevaluatingtheenergy functionalofthelastsection on thegroup ofrotations,

SO (3).Thebendingand twistingdeform ationsthatappearin (1)aswellastheLagrange

m ultiplierterm sforextension and Link which appearin (2)willneed to beexpressed in

term softhesevariables.

W e willuse two reference fram esrelated by an elem ent ofthe rotation group. The

�rstofthesefram esis\space-�xed";wewilltakeasitsbasistheorthonorm altriad fêig,

with i=x,y,orz.A rotation g(s)relatesthisfram eto the\body-�xed" (or\m aterial")

fram e fÊ �(s)g with � = 1;2,or3,where s denotes a point on the rod backbone. As

m entioned earlier,we willtake Ê 3(s) = t̂(s) to be the tangent to the rod’s centerline,

and the rem aining two vectors to be constant directions when the rod is straight and

unstressed. The localorientation ofthe polym er isthen given by the 3� 3 orthogonal

m atrix g�i(s)= Ê �(s)� êi.Them atrix g containsonly threeindependententries.W ewill

som etim es�nd itconvenientto representitin a nonredundantway using Eulerangles:

g(s) = e� L3 (s)e� L1�(s)e� L3�(s): (9)

Thusforexam ple t̂(s)� êz = g3z(s)= cos�(s).

Thegeneratorsofin�nitesim alrotationsarethen m atrixoperatorsactingon g.W hen

these operatorsactfrom the leftthey are called \body-�xed rotations";when they act

from the rightthey are called \space-�xed rotations". In eithercase a convenientbasis

forthegeneratorsis

L1 =

0

B
@

0 0 0
0 0 1
0 �1 0

1

C
A ; L2 =

0

B
@

0 0 �1
0 0 0
1 0 0

1

C
A ; and L3 =

0

B
@

0 1 0
�1 0 0
0 0 0

1

C
A : (10)

W ecanthendescribetherotationofthem aterialfram easwewalkalongtherodbackbone

asan in�nitesim albody-�xed rotation 
 orasa space-�xed rotation 
̂,where


 = _gg� 1 and 
̂ = g
� 1_g: (11)
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Hereand elsewhere,adotsigni�esd=ds.W ewillalsowritetheprojectionsoftherotation

ratesonto thegeneratorsas


� � (
;L�)� �
1

2
Tr[
L�] (12)

and sim ilarly for
̂i.

W ith these de�nitions we can cast the form ulas ofthe previous section into m ore

usefulform s.W e�rstcom putethat(dt̂=ds)2 = 
1
2 + 
2

2 and substituteinto (1).Next,

a sim plecalculation gives


3 = �(_ + cos�_�) and 
̂z = �(_� + cos� _ ): (13)

Next,notethat t̂= Ê 3 = g3îei= sin�(sin�êx + cos�êy)+ cos�êz.Explicitevaluation of

thelocalW rithedensity (6)then giveswith (4,13)that

Lk = �
1

2�

Z

(_ + _�)ds=
1

2�

Z 
3 + 
̂z

1+ cos�
ds: (14)

W ith this last expression,the energy functional(7) is explicitly given in term s ofan

elem entoftherotation group and itsderivatives,asexpressed by theangularfrequencies


= � and 
 z.

W e close this section with a m athem atical �ne point, which will not a�ect our

calculation.Strictly speaking,ourcon�guration spaceisonly locally thegroup m anifold

SO (3). W e willexclude the points� = � where (14)issingular. M oreover,we need to

\unwrap" the rem aining space. The physicalorigin ofthisstep issim ply the factthat

rotatingtherod by 2� doesnotreturn ittoan equivalentstate,butratherintroducesan

extraunitofLink.M athem atically wesim ply rem em berthat�+  isnottobeidenti�ed

m odulo 2� (see(14)),though � �  is.

V C alculation

V .A T he Path Integral

W ewish to com putetheaverageextension hziand relativeexcessLink hLkifora twist-

storing polym er subject to a given tension and torque. To �nd these properties,we

m ust �rst com pute the partition function. At each point along the arclength ofthe

polym er,thelocalorientation willbegiven by som erotation g.To calculatetheweight

ofany con�guration enteringintothepartition function,wesim ply applytheappropriate

Boltzm ann factor.In thelastsection wedescribed how theterm softheenergy functional

10



appearing in thisfactorcan bewritten in term sofrotations.Using theseexpressions,it

isnow possibleto writedown a path integralon thegroup space:

Z =
Z

[dg(s)]exp
�

�
1

kBT
(E bend + E twist)+ 2�~� � Lk+~f � z

�

: (15)

This partition function gives us the quantities of interest, nam ely the average chain

extension hziand theaverageexcessLink resulting from an applied tension and torque:

hzi=
@

@ ~f

�
�
�
�
�
~�

lnZ ; hLki=
1

2�

@

@~�

�
�
�
�
�
~f

lnZ : (16)

A directevaluation ofthepartition sum in (15)isdi�cult;fortunately,such an evaluation

provesto be unnecessary. In thispaperwe instead extend a standard polym erphysics

trick.1; 12 Itturnsoutthatthe partition sum isclosely related to the \propagator" for

theprobability distribution forthepolym er’sorientation g.W ede�netheunnorm alized

propagatorby

	(g f;sf;gi;si)=
Z

g(sf)= gf
g(si)= gi

[dg(s)]exp

 

�
E [g(s)]

kBT

!

: (17)

The probability Ps(g)forthe polym erto have orientation g atposition s isthen given

by a m ultiplicative constant tim es
R
dgi 	(g;s;g i;0)Ps= 0(gi). M ore interestingly from

ourperspective,fora long chain log	(g;L;g i;0)becom es independent ofg and gi. In

factthe propagatoristhen justa constanttim esthe partition function Z . The utility

ofstudying the seem ingly com plicated 	 instead ofZ com esfrom the realization that

	 obeysa sim ple di�erentialequation. W e willderive thisequation in section V.B.Its

solution forlarge L isdom inated by a single eigenfunction ofthe di�erentialoperator.

Arm ed with thisknowledge,wewillcom putein section V.C quantitiessuch astheaverage

extension hziand linking num ber hLkiby substituting 	 forZ in the therm odynam ic

relations(16).

V .B T he Schr�odinger-Like Equation

The nextstep,then,isto determ ine the di�erentialequation obeyed by 	(g;s;g i;0)as

a function ofs. To do this,51 considerthe evolution overa shortbackbone segm entof

length �:

	(g f;sf+ �;gi;0)=
Z

dg1

2

4
1

N

Z

h(sf+ �)= gf
h(sf)= g1

[dh(s)]exp

 

�
�E [h(s)]

kBT

! 3

5 	(g 1;sf;gi;0): (18)

Here �E [h(s)]is the elastic energy ofthe short segm ent ofrod from sf to sf + �. W e

introduced a norm alizing factorN to geta continuum lim it:aslong asthisfactordoes
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not depend on ~f or ~� it willnot enter the quantities ofinterest (see (16)). In this

subsection we willcom pute the functionalintegralin (18),retaining term s up to �rst

orderin �,and hencecom puted	=dsf.

As � ! 0, we will see that only m atrices g1 close to gf produce appreciable

contributions to the path integral. It is therefore possible to write g1 uniquely in the

form g1 = exp(�T�L�)gf.M oreover,overtheshortsegm entunderconsideration wem ay

takeh(s)to interpolatebetween gf and g1 in thesim plestway:

h(s)= exp
�
s� sf� �

�
T�L�

�

gf: (19)

Thefunctionalintegralthen reducesto an ordinary integralover ~T:

Z

dg1
Z

h(sf+ �)= gf
h(sf)= g1

[dh(s)]!
Z

exp

0

@ �
j~Tj2

12

1

A d3~T: (20)

W e have suppressed an overallconstant,absorbing itinto N in (18). The exponential

factor on the right side gives the invariant volum e elem ent ofgroup space52 near the

pointgf.In theend,thisfactorwillnotm odify thedi�erentialequation thatwedevelop,

butitisincluded hereforcom pleteness.

Theenergy functional�E [h(s)]can now beevaluated on thearclength sliceoflength

�.W ith theusefulabbreviation

M �(gf)� (gfL3g
� 1
f ;L�)= (sin� sin ;� sin� cos ;cos�); (21)

wegetthat
� = �T�=� and
̂z = � ~M �~T=� which areconstants(independentofs)over

theshortsegm ent.Thus

�E [h(s)]

kBT
=

A

2�
(T1

2 + T2
2)+

C

2�
T3

2 + ~�
�

T3 +
T1M 1 + T2M 2

1+ M 3

�

� �~fcos�: (22)

Thefactore� �E =kB T weightseach path from g1 = exp(� ~T �~L )gf to gf;as� ! 0 itindeed

killsallthoseg1 which wandertoo farfrom gf,i.e.alldeform ationswhereT�>�
q

�=A.

W e also need to express 	(g 1) in term s of ~T. Here and below we abbreviate

	(g f;sf;gi;0)by 	(g f).De�netheleft-acting (body-�xed)derivativesJ � via

J�	(g)� [L �g]�i
@	

@g�i

�
�
�
�
�
g

; (23)

and sim ilarly theright-acting (space-�xed)derivatives Ĵi.Then 	(g 1)= e� T� J� 	(g f)or

	(g 1)= 	� ~T � ~J 	+
1

2
T�T�J�J� 	+ � � � ; (24)
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whereweabbreviated stillfurtherby om itting thebasepointgf on theright-hand side.

W e can now com bine (18,20,22,24) and perform the Gaussian integral d3~T.

First com plete the square, de�ning �T3 =
q

C=2�(T3 + �~�=C) and �T� =
q

A=2�(T� + �~�M�=A(1+ cos�)),� = 1;2. Choose the norm alization N so that the

lim it � ! 0 reproduces 	. Collecting allorder-� term s and using M 1
2 + M 2

2 = sin2�

then gives

_	 =

(
~�2

2

 
1

C
+

1

A

1� cos�

1+ cos�

!

+ ~fcos� +
~�

A(1+ cos�)
(M 1J1 + M 2J2 + M 3J3 + J3)

+ ~�J3

�
1

C
�

1

A

�

+
1

2

�
1

A
(J1

2 + J2
2)+

1

C
J3

2

�)

	: (25)

Furtherconsolidation then gives _	= � (H + E 0)	,where

E0 � �

 

~f +
~�2

2C

!

(26)

and thedi�erentialoperatorH isde�ned by

H =
K

A

"

�
1

2K
~J
2 + K (1� cos�)�

~�2

4K

(1� cos�)2

1+ cos�
�

1

2K

�A

C
� 1

�

J3
2

�
~�

K

��A

C
�
1

2

�

J3 +
1

2
Ĵz

�

�
~�

4K

1� cos�

1+ cos�
(J3 + Ĵz)

#

: (27)

W ehavearranged theterm sin (27)tofacilitateasystem aticexpansion in powersofK � 1,

whereK �

q

A ~f � ~�2=4.

An im portantproperty ofH isthatitcom m uteswith both theoperatorsJ3 and Ĵz.

Thephysicalm eaning ofthisproperty issim ply thatauniform rotation oftherod about

the constantaxis êz changesnothing,and (by the rod’sisotropy)neitherdoesuniform

rotation oftherod aboutitsown t̂-axis.

Thus the unnorm alized propagator 	 obeys a di�erential equation which is of

Schr�odinger type,in im aginary tim e. The derivatives J� correspond to i=�h tim es the

usualangularm om entum operators,and so on. In the nextsection,we willexploitthe

quantum m echanicalanalogy to �nd solutionsto thisequation which willin turn allow

usto determ ine thequantitieshziand hLki.

V .C Solution and R esults

Itisnow possibletom akeadirectconnection between theeigenvalueproblem associated

to (27)and ourpolym erproblem .
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In ordinary quantum m echanics, the solution to the Schr�odinger equation for a

sym m etric top can bewritten asa superposition ofW ignerfunctions:53

	(g;t)=
X

jm k

cjm ke
� iEjm kt D

j

m k(g): (28)

Here m and k are angular m om enta associated with the operators J3 and Ĵz, and

Ejm k isthe eigenvalue associated with the W ignerfunction D
j

m k. The coe�cients c jm k

characterizetheinitialstateattim et= 0.

It m ay seem di�cult to apply (28)to ourstatisticalproblem ,since in our case J 3

and Ĵz are real,antisym m etric operatorswith no basis ofrealeigenvectors. Sim ilarly,

and unlike the case of the worm like chain, H has no particular sym m etry. A little

thought shows,however,that these are surm ountable problem s. Since one end ofour

rod isclam ped,the initialprobability distribution 	(g;0)m ay be taken to be a delta-

function concentrated on g = 1,the identity m atrix � =  + � = 0. This 	 isindeed

an eigenstate ofJ3 � Ĵz with eigenvalue m � n = 0. The other end ofthe rod m ay

also beconsidered clam ped to � = 0,butsincewework in the�xed-torqueensem blethe

overallrotation  + � is free to take any value. In otherwords,afterevolving 	(g;0)

to 	(g;L)= e� (E0+ H )	(g;0)we need to projectitto the eigenspace with J 3 + Ĵz = 0.

Sinceasnoted earlierJ3 and Ĵz both com m utewith H ,wem ay perform theprojection

on 	(g;0)instead.

Thusforourproblem weshould sim plify (27)by settingJ3 = 0and Ĵz = 0,obtaining

thedi�erentialequation thatappeared in earlierwork:20; 19 _	= �(H + E 0)	,where

H =
K

A

2

4�
~J 2

2K
+

 

K �
~�2

4K

1� cos�

1+ cos�

!

(1� cos�)

3

5 ; (29)

K �

q

A ~f � ~�2=4 ; (30)

andE0 = �(~f+ ~�2=2C).Them ajordi�erencebetween thisequation andthatobtainedfor

ordinary(non-twiststoring)polym ersisthatthelong-wavelength cuto�isnow controlled

by K instead of
q

A ~f.

Theoperatorin(29)reallyissym m etric,andhencewillhaverealeigenvectors(m odulo

a subtlety discussed in appendix B).Thesolutionsto ourSchr�odinger-like equation will

then havetheform (28)with itreplaced by arclength s.Forasu�ciently longchain,the

lowest \energy" solution willthen dom inate 	. The therm odynam ic properties ofthe

polym ercan then bedeterm ined by rem em bering that	,theunnorm alized propagator,

becom esequalto a constanttim esthepartition function Z ,and applying (16).

14



W egain furthercon�dence in theaboveanalysiswhen wenotethattheterm ssetto

zero in (27)include som ewhich arelinearin theapplied torque�.Forreasonsoutlined

in section III,we do notexpect these term s to play a role in the determ ination ofthe

lowestenergy eigenvalue.The m odelthatwe de�ned isnon-chiraland therefore cannot

tellthedi�erencebetween over-and undertwisting.

W e m ust now com pute the lowest eigenvalue of the di�erentialoperator in (29).

Finding itwould bea straightforward task wereitnotforthesingularity in thepotential

term when � ! �. This singularity isassociated with the backbone tangentt̂looping

around to pointanti-parallelto theend-to-end displacem entvector+ êz.Physically,this

situation correspondsto theonsetofsupercoiling.W hen the applied torque istoo high

orthetension istoolow,thechain willbegin toloop overitself.Sincerealchainscannot

passthrough them selves,they begin to form plectonem es.In ourphantom chain m odel,

thereisnoself-avoidance,and sothechainscan passthrough them selves,sheddingaunit

ofLk asthey do.Them athem aticalpathology associated with the� ! � singularity in

(29)isthereforean inevitableconsequence ofourm odel’sneglectofself-avoidance.

The physical breakdown of the phantom chain m odel and the corresponding

m athem aticalproblem ofthe � ! � singularity can be avoided by assum ing that the

backbone tangent t̂rem ainsnearly parallelto the + êz-axis. Such a situation isindeed

realistic fora chain undersu�cienttension,orm oreprecisely,fora su�ciently largeK

(30). In thisregim e,we can then perform a perturbative expansion about� = 0. The

singularity of(29) does not a�ect low orders ofperturbation theory. The singularity

can stillenternonperturbatively via \tunneling" processes,in which the straight� � 0

con�guration hops over the potentialbarrier in (29),but these willbe exponentially

suppressed ifthebarrierissu�ciently high,acondition m adem oreprecisein appendixB.

The perturbative regim e isexperim entally accessible: we willargue thatitcorresponds

to the solid sym bols on Figure 1. Outside this regim e,the phantom chain m odelis

physically inappropriate,asexplained above,and so a fullnonperturbative solution of

ourm odelwould notbem eaningful.

W e can sim plify the problem by changing variablesfrom � to �2 � 2(1� cos�). In

term s of� the sphericalLaplacian J 2 = 1

sin�

@

@�
sin� @

@�
becom es (1 � �2=4)@�

2 + (1 �

3�3=4)�� 1@�,so

H =
K

A

"

�
r 2

2K
+
K

2
�
2 +

1

2K

 
3�

4

@

@�
+
�2

4

@2

@�2
�

~�2�4

16� 4�2

! #

(31)

wherer 2 = �� 1@��@�.W ehavenotm adeany approxim ation yet.

W e now construct a perturbative solution to the eigenvalue problem de�ned by

(31). In the quantum m echanicalanalogy this equation describes a two-dim ensional
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anharm onic oscillator,with � interpreted asa radialcoordinate;thusthe problem can

besolved using them ethod ofraising and lowering operators.

Switching to Cartesian coordinates,weset

A � =

s

K

2

 

x �
1

K

@

@x

!

; and B� =

s

K

2

 

y�
1

K

@

@y

!

: (32)

Now (31)can berewritten asH = H 0 + �H ,where

H 0 =
K

A
(N a + N b + 1); and

�H =
K

A

�

�
1

8K

�

1�
1

4

n

(A 2
+ � A

2
�
)+ (B2

+ � B
2
�
)
o2
�

+ O (K � 3)
�

: (33)

HereN a � A + A � and N b � B+ B� correspond totheusualoccupation num beroperators

in the quantum m echanicalanalogy. It is now straightforward to calculate the lowest

energy eigenvalueasan expansion in K � 1 to obtain19

E = E0 +
K

A

�

1�
1

4K
�

1

64K 2
+ � � �

�

: (34)

Rem arkably,thisisexactly thesam eform ula astheoneappearing in theworm likechain

m odel;the only di�erence is that K is now de�ned by (30) instead ofby
q

A ~f. The

lasttwo term sretained willnow giveanharm oniccorrectionsto thesim ple lowest-order

calculation announced earlier.18 Theellipsisrepresentsterm sofhigherorderin K � 1 than

theoneskept.W eexplorethestatusofsuch term sin appendix B.In particular,thelast

term of(31) has been dropped altogether. Since the expectation value ofthis term is

obviously divergentat� = 4 (i.e.theantipodet̂= � ẑ),acertain am ountofjusti�cation

willbeneeded fordropping it.

From thiseigenvalue,them ean extension and theaveragelinking num berfora given

tension and torquecan befound using (16),(28),and (34):
�
z

L

�

= 1�
1

2K

�

1+
1

64K 2
+ O (K � 3)

�

; and (35)

*
Lk

L

+

=
~�

2�

�
1

C
+

1

4AK
+ O (K � 3)

�

: (36)

M oreaccurateversionsoftheseform ul� aregiven in appendix B.By solving thesecond

oftheseequationsforthetorqueweobtain thenew,e�ectivetwistrigidity C e� by noting

that ~�(~f;Lk)� (2�Lk=L)Ce�(~f)+ O (K � 3),where Ce�(~f)isgiven by the form ula (8).

This form ula describes the \therm alsoftening" ofthe twist rigidity alluded to earlier.

Thee�ectiverigidityC e�(f)isreduced from thebare,m icroscopicvaluebyafactorwhich

arisesfrom therm aluctuations.
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Com bining (35)and (36)togetherwith thede�nition ofK in (30)producesaform ula

fortheaverageend-to-end extension forapolym ersubjecttoalinkingnum berconstraint

and an applied tension.In section VIwewillcom parethistheoreticalprediction to the

experim entalresultsofStrick etal.14 and Allem and and Croquette.16

V .D O nset ofN on-Perturbative C orrections

Thetheory described aboveisonly valid in theregim ewherethephantom chain m odelis

appropriate.In thissection,weextend ouranalysisbyestim atingthee�ectofplectonem e

form ation close to its onset. As discussed above, our m odel is unable to include

such e�ects quantitatively, as it lacks the self-avoidance interaction which stabilizes

plectonem es. Instead,in thissection we willsuppose thatthe m ain consequence ofthe

singularity isto allow each segm entofthe polym erto be in one oftwo con�gurations.

In the �rst instance,the polym er uctuates about a nearly straight conform ation and

can therefore be described by the theory developed in the preceding sections. In the

second instance,the polym er is driven across the \tunneling" barrier into a standard

kink conform ation as depicted in Figure 2,gaining approxim ately one unit ofW rithe.

Our im proved form ul� willhave no new �tting param eters beyond the ones already

introduced.

W eareinterested only in theinitialstagesofplectonem eform ation and so itwillbe

su�cientto approxim ateeach plectonem ic coilby a circle.Theenergy required to form

such a loop is
�E

kBT
=
A

2

2�R

R 2
+ ~f2�R � 2�j~�j: (37)

Herethe�rsttwo term srepresenttheenergy costsassociated with bending thepolym er

and contractingagainsttheim posed tension.Thelastterm givestheelastictwistenergy

released asTwistgiveswaytoW rithe.M axim izingtheenergyrelease,we�nd theoptim al

radiusofa coiled segm entto be R =
q

A=2~f,so thatfor ~� > 0 the presence ofa kink

lowerstheenergy ofthepolym erby �E � =kBT = 2�(
q

2A ~f � ~�).

W e now im agine the polym er to be m ade up ofsegm ents oflength 2�R. Each of

thesesegm entsm ay bein theextended ortheplectonem ickink con�guration.Actually,

we willconsidertwo possible typesofkink:one in which a unitofTwistisshifted into

W rithe,and itsm irrorim agewhich generatesanegativeW ritheaswellasacounteracting

positive Twist. The reverse kinksare energetically unfavorable forappreciable applied

torque,butweretain them to elim inateany asym m etry in theexcesslinking num ber.

Forthe m odestapplied torque considered here,itwillbe su�cientto treata dilute

gasofpositive and negative kinks. Denoting the population ofkinksby n� and thatof
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reverse kinksby n+ ,wehave

hn� i=
�L

2�R
exp

�

�
�E �

kBT

�

: (38)

Here �E + = 2�(
q

2A ~f + ~�)isthe energy ofa reverse kink,and � isa num ericalfactor

oforderunity arising ultim ately from a functionaldeterm inant. Since we do notknow

how to com pute� wesetitequalto unity.

The e�ectofthe kink/anti-kink gasisto m odify (35)and (36),producing shiftsin

theaverageextension and averagelinking num ber:

�
�
z

L

�

= �
�

e� �E � =kB T + e� �E + =kB T
�

(39)

�

*
Lk

L

+

=
1

2�

s

2~f

A

�

e� �E � =kB T � e� �E + =kB T
�

: (40)

These expressionsare to be added to (35)and (36). The latterexpression can then be

solved for~� to geta corrected version of(8).

The m odel proposed here for plectonem e form ation is too sim pli�ed to give

quantitative predictions about the non-perturbative regim e. However,the m odeldoes

allow usto predicttheonsetofthesee�ectsand con�rm thatthedata weselectarenot

a�ected by plectonem eform ation (seeFigure1).

V I Fit Strategy and R esults

The extension function hz(f;Lk)i derived in the previous sections describes an achiral

elastic rod. Before m aking directcom parisonsofthisform ula to experim entaldata,we

willextend them odelsom ewhat.Sofarwehaveneglected structuralchangesin theDNA

at a m icroscopic level. In particular,we have om itted e�ects related to the intrinsic

stretching along the polym er backbone. Recent experim ents have investigated these

e�ects;10; 54 in particular,W ang etal. found a sm allchange in the relative extension

off=,where  = 1100 pN is the intrinsic stretch m odulus. For m oderate forces we

m ay sim ply add thisshiftto the extension form ula found in the previoussection.55; 12

Forthe highest forceswe consider (8:0 pN),thistranslates into a relative extension of

about0:007,which ishardly noticeable in Figure 1. Nevertheless,we willinclude this

correction asitim provesthequality ofour�tslightly withoutintroducing a new �tting

param eter.

In addition,we willalso consider the possibility ofelastic couplings which do not

respectthe inversion sym m etry ofthe m odelthatwe consider. In reality the DNA we
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seek to describe is chiral,and so at som e levelwe expect this fact to show up as an

asym m etry between overtwisting and undertwisting in Figure1.Oneway thatchirality

m ight enter a m odelfor DNA is through an intrinsic twist-stretch coupling.22; 42; 43

Thiscoupling resultsin a change in relative extension of�kBTD !2
0�=,where D isthe

twist-stretch coe�cient. The nearsym m etry in the data ofFigure 1 indicatesthatthe

e�ectsofsuch a coupling willbesm allin theregion ofinterest.Although thecoe�cient

D willturn out to be com parable in size to the bending coe�cient A,the shortening

due to bend uctuationsdom inatesthatdue to the elastic twist-stretch coupling. This

disparity arisesbecausebend uctuationsarediverging asK ! 0.

As m entioned in section III, an anisotropy between the \tilt" and \roll" elastic

constants coupled together with the associated twist-bend coupling term m ight also

produce an asym m etry between positive and negative �.W e investigate thispossibility

in appendix A and �nd thatthe corresponding chiralentropic elasticity term s are not

m easurably di�erent from the twist-stretch m odelover the range ofstretching forces

studied.

Putting the intrinsic corrections associated with  and D together with the

perturbation theory result of the last section, we obtain a theoreticalprediction for

the relative extension asa function ofapplied force and overtwisting. Forthe purposes

ofcom parison to experim ent,we willnow switch from the variable Lk to the relative

overtwist � which isde�ned with respectto the helicalpitch ofDNA:� = 2�Lk=!0L.

Then,

*
z(f;�)

L

+

= 1�

0

@ 2

s

Af

kBT
�
~�2

4
�

1

32

1

A

� 1

+ �
�
z

L

�

+
f � kBTD !

2
0�


+

A

K 2L
: (41)

Form ula(41)isour�nalresultforthehigh-force(orm oreprecisely,largeK )extension of

a twist-storing polym ersubjectto a torsionalconstraint.Here�hz=Liistheexpression

in (39).To com pareourresultto theexperim entaldata,14; 16 wesolved (30),(36),and

(40)for~� in term sof~f;�,then substituted ~� and K into (41).

Apartfrom theintrinsicstretch and twist-stretch term sdescribed above,(41)contains

two additionalsm allre�nem ents.Oneoftheseappearsin thelastterm ,where�nite-size

e�ectshavebeen accounted for.Thisterm can beunderstood by writingtheextension as

an expansion in term softhe transverse com ponentsofthe backbone tangent. De�ning

the com plex variable �(s)= t̂(s)� (̂ex + îey)and itsFouriercom ponents�p,we have to

lowestorder �
z

L

�

= 1�
1

2

X

p

hj�pj
2
i+ � � � : (42)

19



The leading entropic reduction ofhziin (35)isthen easy to evaluate,including �nite-

length e�ects. Asthe m ain e�ectofan applied torque isto decrease the e�ective force

and change the low wavenum bercuto� in ourtheory from
q

A ~f to K ,we know how to

m odify theusualtangent-tangentcorrelation function to yield

X

p

hj�pj
2
i =

4A

L

1X

n= 1

1

A 2

�
2�n

L

�2
+ K 2

=
1

K

�

1�
2A

K L

�

: (43)

Thisexpression should becom pared with theleading-ordercorrection obtained from the

in�nite-rod calculation in section V:

X

p

hj�pj
2
i �

2A

�

Z
1

0

1

(Aq)2 + K 2
dq

�
1

K
: (44)

Thedi�erencebetween thetwo term sis2A=LK 2.Toobtain the�nitelength form ula we

m ustsubtractthisdi�erence from the resultobtained in the lastsection;the resulting

correction appearsin thelastterm of(41).Notethatfortherestricted valuesofK that

weconsider(seebelow),thiscontribution to z=L neverexceeds0.002 forthedata setwe

analyze.

The other re�nem ent introduced in (41) is that for convenience we replaced

(1=2K )(1+ 1=64K 2)by (K 2 � 1=32)� 1=2. Since we willrestrictour�tto K 2 > 3,the

di�erence between these expressionsisnegligible. Finally,in Appendix B we give even

m ore elaborate versions of(36) and (41),in which higher-order term s ofperturbation

theory havebeen retained;thesecorrectionsaresm allthough notnegligibleatlow forces.

W ehavenow established an expression forthem ean extension asafunction ofapplied

tension and torque.Using theENS group’sdata,14; 16 we�tthisform ula (actually,the

m oreaccurateonegiven in appendix B)to determ ine theparam etersin ourm odel:the

m icroscopicbend persistencelength A,twistpersistencelength C,twist-stretch coupling

D ,and polym erarclength L. Ofthese param eters,only C and D are really unknown;

A hasalready been m easured in otherexperim ents,and L can be determ ined from the

pointswith � = 0 using the ordinary worm -like chain m odel. The agreem ent between

ourbest�tvalue ofA and earlierexperim ents10; 7; 26 servesasa check on the theory.

Other param eters appearing in (41),nam ely !0 = 1:85nm � 1 and  = 1100pN,10 are

independently known and arenot�t.

The least squares �t was perform ed using a gradient descent algorithm 56 in the

param eterspace de�ned by A,C,D ,and L.The best�twasobtained forA = 49 nm ,
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C = 109 nm ,D = 67 nm ,and L = 15:6�m .Here L isthe length ofthe constructfrom

Allem and and Croquette’sexperim ent.16 The corresponding length forthe Strick etal.

data set14 wasdeterm ined separately using the� = 0 pointsfrom thatsetand wasnot

�t. In all,69 data pointsfrom the experim entsofStrick etal.14 and ofAllem and and

Croquette16 were used in the procedure. The data pointswere selected based on three

criteria.The�rstcutswerem adeon physicalgrounds.Itisknown thatforhigh applied

forces(f > 0:4pN)DNA undergoesstructuraltransform ation orstrand separation when

� < �0:01 or� > 0:03 (D.Bensim on,privatecom m unication);hereofcoursewecannot

use linear elasticity theory. W e therefore om itted such points from the right side of

Figure 1. (No points were om itted from the left side.) To avoid biasing the data,in

the �t we excluded the sym m etric region j�j> 0:01 from the set ofpoints used with

f > 0:4pN.

The second set of cuts was applied for m athem aticalreasons. Our perturbative

expansion isin powersofK � 1:werequired K 2 > 3.W ediscussthischoicein appendixB;

fornow wenotethatperturbation theory producesexcellentagreem entwith experim ent

fortheworm likechain12 even forK > 1.Choosing K 2 > 3 elim inatesallofthef = 0:1

and 0.2 pN data pointsfrom our�t.To con�rm thatwewerebeing selectiveenough,we

tried othervaluesofthethreshold (between 2.5and 4.5).Thisaction did notsigni�cantly

alterour�tresults:in every casewefound C > 100nm .

Finally,in addition to these two sets ofdata cuts,we also im posed a \tunneling"

criterion described in appendix B:theidea isto ensurethatthelowestenergy eigenvalue

ofthe operator H 0 in (33) is sm aller than the barrier that restrains the system from

falling into theunphysicalsingularity.

The reasonable agreem ent in Figure 1 between ourtheoreticalcurves and the data

outside the region we �t(including the0:1 and 0.2 pN curves)indicatesthatourchoice

ofcutsisa conservative one.Asa furthercheck,the dashed linesin Figure 1 show our

�ttingfunction withoutthenon-perturbativecorrection described in section V.D:wesee

thattheselinesdo notdeviatefrom thesolid linesin therangeofdata weretained.

V II D iscussion

The global�t shown in Figure 1 indeed resem bles the experim entaldata. The least

squares �t determ ined the bending sti�ness,the twist rigidity and the intrinsic twist-

stretch coe�cientofDNA.Asstated earlier,the�tto thebending rigidity produced the

known valueand thusservesasa check on thetheory.The chiralasym m etry isa sm all

e�ect,and sotheavailabledatadonota�ord aprecisedeterm ination ofthetwist-stretch
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coupling D .Thusour�tism ainly a m easurem entofC.

The twist rigidity obtained by the �tting procedure issom ewhat higherthan what

earlierexperim entshavefound (seesection III).W ecannotgivea quantitativeestim ate

ofour �t param eter errors,since som e ofthe data14 do not have error bars,but we

note thatforcing C = 85nm orlessgivesa visibly bad �t. One m ightworry thatthis

discrepancy was due to som e sort offailure ofperturbation theory,despite our great

care on this point. The factthatwe keep �nding large C aswe tighten the data cuts

givesusadditionalcon�dence on thispoint.Sim ilarly,ourlargevalueisnotan artifact

ofDNA denaturation induced by tension,since thatwould lead to a spuriously low �t

value. There rem ains the intriguing possibility that on the contrary,im posed tension

suppressesspontaneouslocaldenaturation,increasing the integrity ofthe DNA duplex

(J.M .Schurr,privatecom m unication);in thiscaseourlargeC m oreaccurately reects

thelinearelasticity than theother,lower,values.

The discrepancy with earlierwork m ay be m ore apparentthan real,however: ifwe

do notallow foratension-dependenttherm alreduction ofthetwistrigidity asin (8)and

instead �tthe data to a constant twist rigidity,then we obtain C e� = 82 nm ,a value

closerto thosefound in theotherexperim ents.36 Thequality ofthis�t,obtained with a

tension-independentrigidity,isslightly poorer.In any case,a large valueofC=A isnot

paradoxicaland in particular need not im ply a negative Poisson ratio for our m odel’s

rod: random naturalbends in DNA reduce the e�ective bend sti�ness A m easured in

stretching experim ents, but not C,50 and so the ratio ofC to the true elastic bend

sti�nessiscloserto unity than itappearsfrom oure�ective-hom opolym erm odel.

Recently,Bouchiat and M �ezard20 have also determ ined the twist rigidity ofDNA

using theexperim entalresultsofStrick etal.14 They derived form ul� equivalentto (35)

and (36). Then using an exact ground state solution to a cut-o� version of(31),they

reproduced the observed extension curve hz(f;�)iin Figure1a overa widerrangethan

wehaveshown.Theresultofthiscalculation isa ratio ofC=A ofapproxim ately 1:7.

W hile both approaches are sim ilar, our perturbative approach precludes us from

analyzing the lowest force curves that Bouchiat and M �ezard discussed. As described

above,weexcluded these data because weexpectphysicaldi�cultieswith thephantom

chain m odelin thisregim e;the sam e di�culties,itwould seem ,apply to the analytical

resultsofBouchiatand M �ezard.In particular,atsm allapplied tension,the backbone’s

tangentvectort̂willwanderfrom thez-axis.Ifitwanderstoofar,thesystem willbeable

to seethrough thetunneling barrierto thesingularity;orin otherwords,theresultswill

becorrupted by thefailureofFuller’sform ula forW r.Bouchiatand M �ezard approached

thisproblem by introducing a new interm ediate-length cuto� b= 6nm into theproblem .
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Thephysicalm eaning ofthiscuto� in term softhem echanicalpropertiesofDNA isnot

clearto us. M oreover,taking itto be 2.5 nm orlessspoiled the sim ultaneous�tatall

valuesoff.

In contrast, our perturbative treatm ent avoids the singular-potential problem

altogether by restricting to a regim e where the phantom chain m odelis valid. Our

m odelhas no extra scale corresponding to b,and yet �ts all�xed-force curves in its

dom ain,in two di�erentexperim ents,with onevalueofC.

In theirpaper,Bouchiatand M �ezard also gaveM onteCarlo results.Earlierwork by

M arko and Vologodskiihasalso taken thisapproach.21 Hereitispossibleto im plem ent

self-avoidance,though knotrejection isstilldi�cult.Theadvantageofanalyticform ul�

such as (41) is that they perm it global,system atic least-squares �tting ofhz(f;�)i to

the data. M oreover,forpracticalreasons M onte Carlo sim ulations m ust again im pose

a short-distance cuto� ofat least severaltim es the DNA radius,unlike our analytical

approach.

V III C onclusion

In thispaperwe have investigated the statisticalm echanicsofa twist-storing polym er.

Thistypeofm oleculedi�ersfrom a traditionalpolym erin being unableto relax outan

applied excessLink.W hen such a chain isleftunconstrained,thetwistsim ply decouples

from thebend uctuations.Thetherm ally accessibleconform ationsarethen identicalto

thoseforan ordinary polym er.In thecasethatsuch a polym erissubjectto a torsional

constraint,however,therewillbeacouplingbetween thebend uctuationsand thetwist.

Itisthiscoupling thatwe have investigated. One ofourgoalswasto show how single-

m olecule stretching experim ents can provide a new window onto the nanom eter-scale

m echanicalpropertiesofDNA.

Due to the com plications associated with self-avoidance,we considered only chains

held nearly straightby tension,then analyzed the statisticalm echanicsofthe resulting

\torsionaldirected walk".W em apped thepolym erpartition function ontothesolution of

aSchr�odinger-typeequation fortheorientation distribution function.From thissolution,

wewereableto �nd theentropicextension and theovertwisting ofa polym ersubjectto

a tension f and relativeLink excess�.

The theory we developed quantitatively reproducestheresultsofsupercoiled single-

m oleculeDNA stretching experim ents14; 16 (seeFigure1).Theagreem entwasachieved

by �tting the twist persistence length,yielding C = 109 nm . The large twist rigidity

di�erentiates DNA from traditionalpolym ers and m akes possible the coupling ofthe
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twistand bend degreesoffreedom thatplaysa centralrolein ourtheory.

Apart from reproducing the experim entally observed physics, our form ul� m ake

another prediction: the twist rigidity is renorm alized (see (36)). The e�ective rigidity

Ce�(f)isa function ofthe applied tension. According to (8),itishardestto twistthe

polym erwhen itispulled straight;thisisthe bare,m icroscopic sti�ness.Itisthesam e

rigidity that resists twist at the shortest length scales,and so enters the energetics of

structuressuch asthenucleosom e.Asthetension isrelaxed,therm aluctuationsbegin

to play a role.Now when a torque isapplied,the polym erdoesnotresistasm uch;the

bend uctuationshavesoftened thetorsionalrigidity by absorbing som eoftheim posed

excess Link. As discussed above,this phenom enon is purely therm al; no such e�ect

appearsin thelinearelasticity ofa m acroscopicbeam forsm allapplied torque.

Ifonena��vely extendsthistherm ale�ectto zero tension,oneseesthatthetorsional

rigidity vanishes com pletely. Ofcourse,our phantom chain m odelprecludes us from

considering thiscase;however,otherrecentwork57 hasconsidered thisrelated problem

using an explicit self-avoidance term : indeed the e�ects of a torsional rigidity do

becom e unim portant to the behavior oftwist-storing polym ers atzero applied tension

or,equivalently,atextrem ely long length scales.

A ppendix A :C hiralentropic elasticity

In thisappendix we introduce an additionalelem entofrealism into ourm odel,nam ely

theintrinsichelicalpitch 2�=!0.ForDNA thispitch correspondsto !0 = 1:85=nm .The

helicalstructurebreakstheinversion sym m etry oftheproblem byallowingtwoadditional

term sin theenergyfunctional.27 In principletheseexplicitly chiralterm scould introduce

an asym m etry between overtwistand undertwistinto ourresults.W ewill�nd thischiral

entropic elasticity and show thatithasa di�erentdependence on stretching force from

theintrinsictwist-stretch e�ectdiscussed in section VI.Thusin principlethetwo e�ects

could bedistinguished experim entally.

In thisappendix weareinterested in chirale�ects,m anifested by odd powersof� in

the extension z(f;�),in a m odelofDNA withoutintrinsic stretching. W e willsee that

such term saresm all. Hence we can use a sim plercalculation than the one in the m ain

text: we willdrop O (�2) and higher,and we willuse the Gaussian (or equipartition)

approxim ation to the statisticalsum s. Since odd-powerterm sare com pletely absentin

theachiralm odelofsection V above,wecan sim ply add theoneswe�nd totheresultsof

thatm odelto geta leading approxim ation to thefullchiralentropicelasticity form ula.

Anotherapproxim ation we willm ake willbe to drop term ssuppressed by powersof
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1=!0,since thislength scale ism uch shorterthan both the persistence lengthsand the

scale
q

A=~f ofim portantuctuations.

As discussed in section III, chirality can enter through the anisotropic bending

rigiditiesassociated with the\roll" and \tilt" axesofDNA m onom ers.In thisappendix

we willchoosea m aterialfram edi�erentfrom theonein them ain text:hereourfram e

rotateswith theintrinsic helicaltwist.Thischoice isconvenientin thattheanisotropic

elasticity appearsconstantin thisfram e:(1)becom essim ply

E bend

kBT
=
1

2

Z L

0

ds
�

A
0

1
1
2 + A

0

2
2
2
�

; and
E twist

kBT
=
1

2

Z L

0

C
0
3

2 ds: (45)

Here we have introduced two m icroscopic bending constants, A 0

1 and A 0

2. Now even

the unstressed state willbe chiral: as the body-�xed fram e fÊ 1;Ê 2;Ê 3 = t̂g rotates

uniform ly atfrequency !0 along thepolym er,itturnsthebend anisotropy with it.Since

the Ê 1-axiscorrespondsto theshortaxisofa basepair,weexpectA 0

1 > A 0

2.

Apartfrom thebendinganisotropy,thesym m etriesofDNA adm itan explicitly chiral

term associated toatwist-bend couplingwith coe�cientG.27 W ith thesetwoterm s,the

m echanical-equilibrium state ofthe stressed m olecule willno longer be given by the

uniform ly twisted con�guration. Instead,we m ake an ansatz fora new helicalground

state: g0 = exp(�L1)exp(!sL3),to be justi�ed below. Here ! includes a �nite piece

associated with the rotation ofthe unstressed m olecule,so that ! = !0(1+ �). The

sm allangle� rem ainsto bedeterm ined by thecondition ofm echanicalequilibrium .The

elasticenergy functionalforthem odelisthen given by:

E

kBT
=
1

2

Z L

0

ds
n

A
0

1
1
2 + A

0

2
2
2 + C

0(
3 � !0)
2 + 2G
2(
3 � !0)

o

� ~f � z: (46)

In contrastto thediscussion in them ain text,in thisappendix wewillwork in the�xed-

Lk ensem ble. Thus we do not need any Lagrange m ultiplier associated with the Link

constraint.

It will prove convenient to introduce the com binations �A = (A 0

1 + A 0

2)=2 and

Â = (A 0

1 � A 0

2)=2. W e em phasize that �A isnotnecessarily equalto A from the coarse-

grained m odel(1);the exact relationship willem erge in due course below. The chiral

term sthatcoupleto theintrinsichelicalfrequency !0 arethen proportionalto Â and G.

Notethat Â > 0.

W e can now determ ine the helix angle � characterizing the m echanical-equilibrium

state. Firstwrite a sm alluctuation from g0 asg(s)= ~g(s)g0(s)with g0 asabove and

~g(s)� e� T� (s)L� .Substituting into(11,12)then yieldsthe
i’s.Settingthe�rstvariation

of(46)tozerothen yieldsthreeequationsexpressingthecondition thatg0 bethestressed
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m echanical-equilibrium state.Oneoftheseselects�:

� = �
G�

A 0

2 + ~f=!02
� �

G�

A 0

2

: (47)

The othertwo are satis�ed trivially,justifying ouransatzforg0. In deriving the above

relationsweused thefactthatweareworkinginthe�xed-� ensem ble.Thustheboundary

conditionsclam p therod atboth ends,�xing ~T = 0 there,and so we m ay discard total

derivativeterm s.

Forillustration,and to keep thecalculation sim ple,wewillnow m aketheadditional

assum ption thatthechiralparam eters Â;G areboth sm allerthan �A;C,and accordingly

work toleadingnontrivialorderin theform er.W ecan then easily diagonalizethepartof

theenergyinvolvingthelatterusingFourierm odes.Setting(T1(s)+ iT2(s))ei!s �
P
eiqs�q

and T3(s)�
P
eiqs�q (notethat�� q = ��q)yields

E

kBT
= � ~f � L + �0 + �1 + �2; (48)

where
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(�p�2!� p + c:c:): (49)

In theaboveform ul�,! � ! 0(1+ �)givestheangularfrequency forthestressed m inim al-

energy state.The sum sarefor�1 < p < 1 (the physicalshort-scale cuto� willprove

im m aterial).Asm entioned above,wewilltreat�1;2 asperturbationsto �0.

In theharm onicapproxim ation,them ean extension hasthesim pleform

�
z

L

�

=
1

L

d

d~f
lnZ = 1�

1

2

X

p

hj�pj
2
i+ � � � : (50)

W ede�neD (p)� Lhj�pj
2iand com putethistwo-pointcorrelatorperturbatively.

The unperturbed D 0(p)isobtained via equipartition,orequivalently by perform ing

theGaussian (harm onicapproxim ation)functionalintegralover�p and ��p in �0,yielding

D 0(p)= Lhj�pj
2
i0 =

2
�A(p2 � 2q0p)+ ~f

; (51)
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where

q0 =

 

C
0
�
2G 2

A 0

2

!
!�

2�A
: (52)

The next step in determ ining D (p)is to calculate the �rst two corrections,� 1(p) and

� 2(p),induced by �1 and �2 respectively. W e de�ne these aslowest-ordercorrectionsto

thefulltwo-pointfunction:D (p)� D 0(p)[1+ D 0(p)(� 1(p)+ � 2(p))].Startby expanding

the contribution e� �2 to the Boltzm ann factor. There isno �rstordercorrection,so we

go to second order:

� 2(p) = p
2 (Â(2! � p)+ G!�)2

�A((2! � p)2 � 2q0(2! � p)+ ~f

� p
2 Â

2 + �ÂG

�A
: (53)

Thesecond correction arisesfrom theexpansion oftheenergy in powersof�1.Once

again wego to second order:

� 1(p)=
(G 2p2 + 2G�(A01p

2 � C 0!p))

2C 0
: (54)

As m entioned above,we have dropped term s oforder �2 and higher: only odd-power

term swillcreatechiralcorrectionsto theextension curve,and wecontentourselveswith

investigating thelinearonesonly.Putting theresultsof(54)and (53)togethergivesthe

propagator

D (p)=
h

D 0(p)
� 1
� � 1(p)� � 2(p)

i� 1
: (55)

To get (55) we sum m ed chains of Gaussian graphs, sim ilarly to the random -phase

approxim ation in m any-body theory.

Therelativeextension can now becom puted from (50):
�
z
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= 1�
1
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= 1�
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4�
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� 1

dpD (p)
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A ~f(1+ F�)
�
� 1=2

: (56)

In thisform ulawehaveidenti�ed A � �A � 2Â 2=�A � G 2=C 0asthee�ectivebend constant,

coarse-grained overahelix turn.(Had wekeptO (�2)term swecould havem adeasim ilar

identi�cation ofthe coarse-grained twist constant C in term s of �A;Â;C 0;G.) W e also

de�ned

F �
2G 2

A 0

2A

 
Â

�A
+
A 0

1

C 0

!

(57)
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Thekey observation isnow sim ply thatF in (57)ispositive.

Thuswe have found a chiralentropic elasticity e�ect:the form ul� ofthe m ain text

for1� z=L getm ultiplied by theasym m etriccorrection factor(1� F�=2).(Thisanalysis

correctsan erroneousclaim 42 thatno such factorexists.)

Thedependenceofthischiralcontribution toz=L on thestretchingtension isdi�erent

from the intrinsic twist-stretch term introduced in them ain text,equation (41),and so

in principlethetwoe�ectscould bedisentangled by �ttingtodata.In practice,however,

thechirale�ectin Figure1 istoosm allto m akeany de�nitestatem ent.Instead wetried

elim inating the D term in (41)and replacing itby the F term in (56),which yieldsan

equally good �t but with F = �1:6. Since this value is not positive,contrary to the

prediction in (57),we conclude that the twist-stretch coupling D is needed to explain

theasym m etry oftheexperim entaldata.Thisconclusion isqualitatively consistentwith

an earlier analysis42 ofthe highest-force data; here the chiralentropic e�ect is very

sm all(see(56)).Encouragingly,the�tvaluesofA;C aresim ilarto thosequoted in the

m ain text| ourm easurem entofC isnotsensitive to the precise m echanism ofchiral

sym m etry breaking.

A ppendix B :D om ain ofvalidity

In thisappendix we endeavorto justify ourperturbative approach to torsionaldirected

walks,and in particular establish its dom ain ofvalidity and hence the subset ofthe

experim entaldata which fallsinto thatdom ain.

Tunneling

Aswehavem entioned severaltim es,theSchr�odinger-typeequationde�ned by(29)su�ers

from a singularity atthe antipode� = �.Indeed,the operatorH hasno eigenstatesat

all. W e have em phasized thatthis singularity iscaused by ourunphysicalom ission of

self-avoidancee�ects,butitisstillnecessary tohavesom ecriterion forwhen thedetailsof

thenonlocalinteraction correcting theproblem willbeunim portant,and som epractical

schem e forcalculating in thisregim e.58; 59; 60

Thekey pointto noteisthatifwelett� �2=4 and im aginesolving ourproblem for

negative (unphysical)valuesoft,then ourproblem disappears. Analytically continuing

the ground-state eigenvalue in the com plex t-plane back to positive (physical) tyields

a result which is �nite but no longer real: for sm allt its im aginary part gives the

probability of a rare barrier penetration process. The real part is an approxim ate

eigenvalue describing them etastablestateand controlling theinterm ediate asym ptotics
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of	:thisisthenum berweseek.W hen theim aginary partissm all,therealpartcan be

obtained from the lowestordersofperturbation theory,even though eventually athigh

orderstheseriesdiverges.

W ecan estim atetheim aginary partoftheeigenvalueby �nding thesaddlepoint(or

\instanton" or \bounce" or \dom ain wall" solution) ofthe functionalintegralgiving

rise to (29). This is the function �(s) satisfying the ordinary di�erential equation

A 2�� = dV=d�, where V (�) � (1 � cos�)(K2 � t(1� cos�)=(1+ cos�)). The elastic

energy ofthiscon�guration isthen given by

�E

kBT
= 2

Z �1

0

ds
hA

2
_�2 +

1

A
V (�)

i

= 2
Z �1

0

d�
p
2V ; (58)

where�1 isthe\turningpoint",whereV (�1)= 0.Theim aginarypartoftheanalytically-

continued eigenvalue isthen proportionalto e� �E =kB T. Num ericalevaluation showsthat

thisfactorissm allerthan 0.02 when t< 0:6(A ~f� 1:6),and wehaveim posed thisasone

oftheconditionsselecting thedata pointsused in Figure1.

Perturbation theory

From the previous subsection and the references cited there we know that when the

tunnelingcriterionissatis�ed perturbationtheorywillbeanasym ptoticexpansion,which

we m ay approxim ate by its�rstterm s.In thissubsection we willquote the eigenvalues

of(31) obtained using second-order perturbation theory. In the last term we expand

�4=(1� �2=4) in power series,since each succeeding term is form ally suppressed by a

powerofK � 1;wekeep theterm s�4 + �6=4.W eagain abbreviatet� ~�2=4.

Using theoperatornotation ofthem ain text,we�nd H = H 0 + �H ,whereH0 isthe

�rstlineof(33)and

�H =
1

8A

�

�
t

32K 3
(A +

6 + 3A +
2
B+

4 + 3A +
2
B+

4 + B+
6)

+
1

4

�

1�
t

K 2
�

9t

4K 3
)(A +

4 + 2A +
2
B+

2 + B+
4
�

�t
� 2

K 2
+

9

4K 3

�

(A +
2 + B+

2)� 2
�

1+
t

K 2
+

3t

4K 3

��

; (59)

plus term s annihilating the perturbative ground state. From this we com pute zeroth

through second-ordershift:

E = � ~f �
2t

C
+
K

A

�

W 1 �
t

4K 3
W 2 �

� t

4K 3

�2
W 3

�

where

W 1 = 1�
1

4K
�

1

64K 2
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W 2 = 1+
5

8K
�

9

32K 2

W 3 =
9

4
(1+

5

2K
+

16

9K 2
): (60)

Takingtherm odynam icderivativesasin thetext(see(16)),and recallingt� ~�2=4,gives

!0� = ~�
�
1

C
+

1

4AK

�

1+
1

2K
+

21

64K 2
+

~�2

16K 3
(2+

15

8K
+

9

8K 2
)+ M

��

z=L = 1�
1

2K

�

1+
1

64K 2
+

~�2

16K 3
(2+

15

8K
�

9

8K 2
)+ M

�

; (61)

where

M =
� ~�2

16K 3

�2�9

4

��

5+
15

K
+

112

9K 2

�

: (62)

Thecorrectionsforkinks,(39)and (40),and theothercorrectionsin (41)m ustbeadded

totheexpressions(61).Theresultingform ul�aretheonesactually used in the�tshown

in Figure1.

W earenow in a position to statetheconditionsforperturbation theory to beuseful.

Ourexpansion isin powersofK � 1 and ~�2=16K 3,so both ofthesem ustbesm all.To be

m oreprecise,we im agineholding theforce ~f �xed whilevarying thetorque ~�,asin the

experim ent. The coe�cientof~� 2 in z=L then givesthe inform ation we need to obtain

the twiststi�ness. Com paring the highest-orderterm ofthiscoe�cientretained above

to theleading term ,we�nd theirratio to belessthan 10% when K 2 > 3.Thisexplains

anotherofthecutsm adeon thedata in thetext.W eshould also require that~�2=16K 3

besm all,butthisisautom atically satis�ed when theotherim posed conditionsare.
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Figure 1:Relative extension of�-DNA versusapplied force f and overtwist�:a single
global�t to two experim ents. Fitting our m odelto the solid points shown correctly
predicts m any ofthe open sym bols shown,even though they were notused in the �t.
On theleftareexperim entaldata from Allem and and Croquette:16 from top to bottom ,
the curves are at �xed force 0.388,0.328,0.197,and 0.116 pN.The error bars reect
them easurem entofextension;estim ated errorsin thedeterm ination oftheforcearenot
shown. On the rightare data from Strick etal.:14 from top to bottom ,the curvesare
at�xed force 8.0,1.3,0.8,0.6,0.3,and 0.1 pN (errorestim ates notavailable). Points
corresponding tof;� wheretheDNA isknown todenatureorundergo structuralchange
have been om itted from the right hand graph. Solid sym bols are within the range of
validity of our m odel(for exam ple, allsolid sym bols have K 2 > 3, see text); open
sym bolswere notincluded in the �t. A totalof69 experim entaldata pointswere used
in the �tting procedure. Som e ofthese pointsare notshown;they had force notequal
to one ofthe ten values listed above. The solid lines are a single global�t to both
datasets using the theory developed in the text (see (41)). The dashed (higher) lines
arethesam etheoreticalcurvesbutwithoutourestim ated non-perturbativecontribution
(section V.D).
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2R

Figure 2: Diagram showing the idealized circular loop m odelofa plectonem e. The
twisted and slightly writhed conform ation above isshortened by the coilcircum ference
astheplectonem eform s.
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