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N ucleosom e repositioning via loop form ation
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A ctive (catalysed) and passive (Intrinsic) nuclosom e repositioning is known to be a crucialevent
during the transcriptional activation of certain eucaryotic genes. Here we consider theoretically
the Intrinsic m echanisn and study in detail the energetics and dynam ics of D N A —loop-m ediated
nuclosom e repositioning, as previously proposed by Schiesselet al. #H . Schiessel, J.W idom ,R .F.
Bruinsna, and W .M . Gebart. 2001. Phys. Rev. Lett. 86:4414-4417). The surprising outcom e
of the present study is the inherent nonlocality of nucleosom e m otion w ithin this m odel { being
a direct physical consequence of the loop m echanisn . On long enough DNA tem plates the longer
Jum ps dom inate over the previously predicted localm otion, a fact that contrasts sin ple di usive
m echanism s considered before. The possble experin ental outcom e resulting from the considered
m echanisn is predicted, discussed and com pared to existing experin ental ndings.

PACS num bers:
I. INTRODUCTION

The nuckosome, the most abundant DNA -protein
com plex in nature, is the basic unit of eucaryotic chro-
m atin organization. It isroughly a cylinderof6nm height
and 10nm diam eter, consisting of a protein octam er core
and 147 basepairs op) of DNA tightly w rapped around
it in 1 and 3/4 left-handed superhelical tums. T he genes
of all higher organisn s, ranging from simple ones lke
yeast to m ost elaborate like hum ans are all organized
In long arrays of nuclkosom es w ith short DNA segm ents
(Iinkers) of 50-100 bp interpolating between them , com —
parable to a beads-on-a-string chain ﬂ,E, E]. The higher
order organization of these units, being m ost probably a
solenoid-or zig—zag, crossed-linker-1lke berwih 30 nm
diam eter is stillunder great dispute though it received in-
creasing theoretical and experin ental support in recent
years. Above that scale of organization, the higher or-
der structures which link the 30 nm to the nal'"big X"
like structure, the packed chrom osom g, are stillunknown.
T hough there are severalbiologically m otivated specula—
tions about the "big X " is de nite structure rem ained a
Iong lasting puzzle for the last 20 years, defying allbio—
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FIG.1l: The basic problem setting: how does the histone-
octam er m ove along the DNA tem plate? Below: the DNA
loop m echanisn as proposed in In Ref. E]

physical, biochem ical and m olecular genetics e orts to
resolre it because of its Intrinsic soffiness and fuzziness.

An additional obstacke for understanding the chro-
m atin structure is the fact that i is highly dynam ic on
all organization scales. Starting at the m acroscopic chro-
m osom e kevelwe see that its structure can strongly vary
throughout the cell cycle on tim escales of hours or days.
Below that on tin escales of seconds and m inutes, the
structure of the 30 nm ber iself is sub cted to great
variations due to transcription, replication, biochem ical
m odi cation and otherdynam icprocesses. F inally, at the
Jow est organization level, the nuclkosom e itself has been
show n to be a dynam icalstructure beingm oved along the
DNA by chrom atin rem odeling com plexes on expense of
ATP [4,13]. Interestingly, it w as experin entally observed
E,ﬂ, /9] that nucleosom es can m ove even autonom ously
on short DNA segm ents. T his intrinsic repositioning be—
haviorwas shown to be strongly tem perature dependent.
At room tem perature it occurs roughly on tin escales of

1 hour indicating the existence of signi cant energetic
barriers. Besides the fact that the repositioning does
indeed occur and is of intram olecular nature (the nucle—
osom e stays on the same DNA segm ent) the underlying
scenario could not be gured out. It was speculated by
Pennings et. al , E] that the m echanisn was som e
type of nucleosom e-sliding or screw ingm otion. An alter—
native explanation which appears to be m ore consistent
w ith the discrete jum ps and large barriers observed by
Pennings et. al. hasbeen recently proposed in Ref. E].
In thism odelthebasic step in the repositioning process is
a partial unw rapping of DNA from the very ends of the
nuclosom e , ] ©llowed by a backfolding of DNA
wih a snalll0 bp m ism atch (cf. Fig.1l). The resul of
thisprocess isthe form ation ofa sm allD NA bulge or loop
on the octam er surface. O nce trapped on the nuclkosom e
surface this sm all defect carrying som e discrete quantum
of DNA extra length (@ mulile of 10 bp, the DNA re—
peat length) can propagate by di usion in both direc—
tions. If the loop happens to surround the nuclkosom e
and com es out at the opposite side (in respect to where it
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w as created) the nuclkosom e is eventually repositioned by
a distance given by the "pulled in" extra length. The en—
ergetic barrier and rates of repositioning were com puted
and were shown to be consistent with the Pennings et
al. experim ent E, E]. M oreover, the 10 bp discrete step
repositioning observed In the experim ent (discrete bands,
no 1 bp spaced interm ediates) cam e out asa naturalcon—
sequence of the Ioop length quantization. The latter is
enforced by the strongly preferred DNA m inor groove —
octam er Interaction and the discrete binding sites at the
nuclkosom e surface as deduced from the crystallographic
structures 1.

In Ref. [LJ] sm all loopsw ith short excess length of typ—
ically 1 2 10 bp were considered and i was shown
that the looping energies nvolved increase rapidly wih
the excess length in plying that only the shortest (10 bp)
Joop contributes signi cantly to the repositioning m ech—
anisn . Consequently the m odel predicts a classical dis—
crete random walk with a jum p-size 0of 10 bp { Instead
ofa 1 bp m otion that would be in plied by sliding/cork—
screw ing m echanian . Apart from the discrepancy in the
elem entary step size, both m odels predict very sim ilar
behavior: a localone-din ensionaldi usive m otion along
the DNA chain.

In this paper we will carefilly reanalyze the idea of
Joop-m ediated repositioning by applying the classicaltool
of the K irchho kinetic analogy which provides us w ith
analytic solutions of the loop problem and enables us to
ook at loops of virtually any given excess length. The
m aln outcom e of our study willbe a di erent picture of
repositioning which physically resuls from the looping
m echanign : on short up to m oderately long segm ents of
up to 23 3 (b : DNA persistence length) the repo—
sitioning is a jim py process w ith largest possble loops
being the m ost dom inant ones in contrast to short 10 bp
steps as conctured before. For longer and very long
(in nie) DNA segm ents there is an optin al jum p size of
order O () and the behavior is superdi usive in con—
trast to the previously predicted di usivem echanisn . A s
we will see below , these predictions allow us to clearly
distinguish between di erent repositioning m echanisn s
jl?Eexpen'm ents expected to be perform ed In near future

1.

II. ENERGETICS OF LOOPS

Let usnow consider the energetics of an intranucleoso—
malDNA loop. W ewilldescribe it w ithin the fram ew ork
ofthe EulerK irchho theory forthe static equilbrium of
rods Fig. 2). For sin plicity and because of the approxi-
m ate planarity ofthe problem we can In  rst approxin a—
tion assum e the nuclkosom e and the loop—form ing DNA
to be in oneplane and the DNA to be free ofany tw isting
deform ation. It this case the free energy of our system
is sin ply divided into tw o com ponents, the planar elastic
DNA -bending and a histone-octam er DNA interaction:

Utot = Upend + Uaas 1)
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FIG.2: The K irchho kinetic analogy between the spinning
top and the bent/tw isted rod depicted for a special case: the
plane pendulum - planar rod equivalence. The inset shows
how an Intranucleosom al loop can be constructed by inscrib—
ing the octam er (gray disk) into thebent rod. T he nuclkosom e
opening angl 2 accounts for the adsorption energy cost (see
text for details).

T he bending energy (w ithin the linear elasticity approx—
In ation) can be written in tem s of the local DNA cur-
vature

A Z 1
2
Ubend = = (s)ds @)
2 L=
wih A 50 nm gKT' being the bending rigidiy of

DNA at room tem perature and physiological salt con—

centrations E]. T he rod is assum ed to be param etrized

by its contour length param eter s ranging from  L=2 to

L=2 wih L being the total length ofthe loop. T he latter

can be expressed In tem s oftw o independent quantities:

the excess length L and the nuclkosom e opening angle
Fig2)

L(;L)=2R+ L @3)

where R 4 nm is the e ective nuclkosom e radius, or
m ore precisely the distance from the center of the nucle-
osom e to the central DNA axis. Because the DNA can
enter the nucleosom e only in quantized orientations (w ith
is m inor groove phosphates) and bind only to discrete
positions on the protein surface @], the excess length
L=n hpya istoa good approxin ation an integer
muliple ofthe DNA repeat length hpya = 3#4nm .

T he second part in the total energy Eq.ﬂ Uags COm es
from the (redom nantly electrostatic) interaction be-
tw een the positively charged protein surface and the neg—
atively charged DNA . It can be roughly m easured from
experim ents probing the com petitive protein binding to
nucleosom alD NA EI, @]. N eglecting the discreteness of
charges (binding sites) on the histone octam er surface it
can In rst approxin ation be assum ed to be proportional



to the opening anglke and the adsorption energy density

n
ads

Uads = 2 R "aas 4)

with " g5 05 10k T=nm asroughly extracted from
@]1.Hereandjntheb]bwjngweassumeanjnteme—
diate value of "4 = 0:7 kg T=nm .

A . G round states of trapped loops

In order to com pute the ground state for a trapped
Intranucleosom al loop we have to consider shapes that
m Inin ize the totalenergyﬂ under tw o constraints:

1.The excess length L is prescribbed. T herefore we
have the relation Eq.ﬂ betw een the opening anglke
and the total Ioop length L

L=1L 2 R = const: )

2.Atthetwoendss = L=2 the rod hasto be tan-
gential on an inscrbed circle of given radius (rep—
resenting the nucleosom e) 2 :

R= —=— = oonst: )

Here x (s) and y (s) are the Cartesian coordinates of
the rod axis as a function of the arc-length param eter s
(cf. Fig. 2). The absolute value In the second constraint
needs to be Introduced form ally for dealing w ith crossed
rod solutions Which we consider Jater on) and can be
om itted for sin ple uncrossed loops.

Foran analyticaldescription it is convenient to use the
angle = (s) between the DNA tangent and the y axis
(cf. Fig. 2) as a variabl describing the DNA centerline.
In this case the integrated sine (cosine) of over the arc—
length param eter s givesthe x (y) C artesian coordinate of
any point along the rod, and the squared derivative ( O)2
gives the rod curvature . Furthem ore the nuclkosom e
opening angle is sinply related to  at the boundary

(L=2) for sin ple loops
(L=2) for crossed loops

Thetwo oonstrajntsEq.Eand Eq.@ can be rew ritten In
temm sof and then be introduced into the m Inim ization

1'In Eq. H we assum e that the interaction is only short ranged
(contact interaction) which is Justi ed by the very short D ebye
screening length of Inm under physiological salt conditions.

2 Because of the sym m etry we have to im pose the conditions only
on one side.

by two Lagrange m ultipliers
follow ing lengthy fiinctional

1=2 . W e then arrive at the

21—

B = A (%%ds + 2 R ".as
0
+ 1£L. (L+ 2 R)]
Z - #
+ s ds R sin (7)

0

Here the st line is the bending + adsorption energy
contribution, the second and third line are the in posed
length and tangency constraint. Eqﬂ can be rearranged
In amore fam iliar form

Z L=2 5
A (% + ,c0s ds+bt. ®)
0

Here bt. denotes the boundary tem s (depending on
(L=2) only) that obviously do not contribute to the st
variation inside the relevant s interval. The integral in
Eqﬁ is evidently analogous to the action integral of the
plnependulim wih A ( 9 corresponding to the kinetic
and 2 cos to the potential energy of the pendulum .
T he latter analogy is a rather unspectacular observation
know ing the celebrated K irchho ’s kinetic m apping be-
tween deform ed rods and the spinning top, which con—
tains our present problem as a sinple specialcase. The
K irchho ’s analogy states that the equilibbrium confor-
m ations of Wweakly) deform ed thin rods can be m apped
to the tim edynam ics of a heavy sym m etric spinning top
sub cted to a gravitational force. Tt hasbeen repeatedly
applied W ith orw thout direct reference to K irchho ) to
DNA related problem s during the last 20 years (e€g. see
E, E, , E, @, E]I,, E, @]) . For a nice visual re—
view on the soinning top-elastic rod analogy the reader
is referred to Ref. @] where the general solutions to-
gether with a "kinetic dictionary" (time t ! Ilength
param eter s, gravitational force ! rod tension ,, axis
of revolution ! tangent vector etc.) are also provided.
T he nice thing about K irchho ’s analogy apart from
its esthetical content is that it provides us w ith explicit
expressions for DNA shapes sub fcted to tw ist, bend-
ing and various geom etric / topological constraints. In
our sin ple planar and tw istless case, the "spinning top”
sim ply reduces to the sin ple plane pendulum . T he corre—
soonding planar and tw istless rods, also called the Euler
elastica, are m ost generally given by
S
ws (8)=1 2msA = gm ©)
w hich can be integrated to obtain the generalplanar rod
shape in C artesian coordinates:

P — S
X(s) = 2 m cn — Jm 10)

S

y() = 2 E Jm S 11)



w ih sn, dn, cn (: jm ) being the Jacobielliptic functions
w ith the param eterm and

Z
E ujm) =

u

dn® (v jm ) dv 12)

0

denoting the incom plte elliptic integral of the second
kind i its "practical” fom °. The two param etersm > 0
and > 0 in Egs. , @ characterize the shape and
the scale of the solution, respectively. These solutions
are up to trivial plane rotations, translations, re ections
and shifting of the contour parameter s ! s+ sy the
m ost general planar E uler elastica corregoonding to the
plane pendulum . Fordi erent param etersm one obtains
di erent rod shapes corresponding to di erent solutions
of the spinning top (plane pendulum ) m otion @]. The
casem = 0 describes a pendulum at rest correspond-
Ing to a straight rod, for 0 < m < 1 one has strictly
oscillating pendulum s corresponding to point sym m etric
rod shapes which orm < 0:92 are free of self inter—
sections like the one depicted In Fig. 2. Form higher
than 0:92 the rods show varying com plexity with amul-
titude of selfintersections and form = 1 one has the
so—called hom oclinic pendulum orbit corresoonding to a
rod solution having only one self intersection and becom -
ing asym ptotically straight for s ! 1 (for details see
Ref. E]) . For even higher values * ofm , ie., orm 1
w e have revolring pendulum orbits corresponding to rods
w ith self-intersections lacking point symm etry. Finally,
the lm ting casem ! 1 corresponds to the circular rod
shape.

In order to describe a trapped loop we need to use Egs.
@ and In posing the constraints Eq. E and Eq.@.
It tums out to be m ore convenient to replace the pa—
ram eter set ( ;m ;L) wih the new (ut equivalent) set
(jm; = ;) wherewe introduced the new din ension—
lessparam eter which we callthe "contact param eter™ .
From Eq.ﬁ together w ith @ and@ we can inm ediately
extract the scaling param eter and the opening angle in
term s of the contact param eter and the shape param —
eterm

sn( jm)dn ( Jm)
(sm) = 5 13)
2E ( Jjm)
(;m) = arccos  2dn® ( Jm) 1 14)
= sign QE ( Jjm) ) 15)
3 Som e usefi1l form ulas and relation r the eliptic functions and
integrals are brie y sketched in ﬁ])and found in 1in full

depth.

4 U sually the param eter m is arti cially assum ed to be con ned
to 0 m 1 but by the Jacobi’s real transform for elliptic
functions ] they stay well-de ned even form > 1.

5 A m ore visual param eter set ( ;m ; ) using the opening angle

= ( ;m ) produces technical problem s w ith non-unigqueness
of loop representation.

P ugging this into Eq.E we obtain the nalfom ofthe
In plicit constraint

L sn ( jm ).dn ( Jm) 16)
2R 2E ( Jm)
arccos 2dn? ( jm) 1

The curvature (s) and the bending energy Eq. E follow
from the explicit solution Eq.E to be

2 m s .
8) = —aon — jm a7)
4m A 2 o .
Upenga = — cn® (Ejm ) dt 18)
0
4A .
= — [ 1) +E ( jm)] 19)

The latter expression together wih Egs. , E - gives
a lengthy expression for the total energy w ith the sign

chosen asin Eq.

Ugot ( jm) =
48 PE ((Jm) JE (m)+ @ 1)
R s ( jm)dn ( jm)
+ 2R ", 45 arccos 2dn® ( jm ) 1 (20)

Now our problem of nding the ground state loop for

given excess ength L reduces to a two variable ( ;m )

m inin ization oqu.@ under the constraintEq. @ This
nalstep is easily perform ed num erically.

III. LOOP ZOOLOGY :SIM PLE AND CROSSED
LOOPS

W e can scan now through the m param eter plane
and look at the shapes of the solutions and their en—
ergies. In Fig. 3 we see a small (but m ost in portant)
part of the whole param eter space and the correspond-
Ing di erent loop geom etries. T he dashed lnes indicate
param eter values which lad to constant excess length

L =10 3#4nm (corresponding to 100 bps) in accor-
dance w ith the constraint Eq. E The shapes 1-7 are
exam ples of 100bp-loops w ith di erent geom etries. The
whole param eter plane is subdivided by separation lines
(solid) into regions of structurally di erent solutions.
The large region starting at = 0 contains exclusively
sin ple loops (ke 1,2 and 3) without self-intersections
and nuclosom e penetration. Above that sin ple-loop-
region we nd loopsw ih a single selfintersection 4,5,6)
and to the right the loops penetrate the nuclosom e, like
Ioop 10. There are also three other regions w ith single
and double crossing points (7,8,9) w here the loop can also
be on the "wrong" side of the nuclkosom e like n 7 and
8.

W e are Interested in the energy m Inim izing loops and
theunderlyingm inin alenergiesas functions ofthe excess
length L. A density plot of these energies as function
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FIG . 3: The set of possble ground-state solutions is charac—
terized by tw o param eters, the contact point param eter and
the loop shape param eter m . Solutions w ith constant excess
length L (herel0 3:#4nm ) are located along the dashed lines

(eg. Joops 1-7). The solid lines separate loops w ith di erent
geom etric characteristics: simple (1,2,3), crossed (4,5,6) and
"exotic" (7,8,9,10) loop shapes.
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FIG .4: D ensity plot ofthe totalloop energy Eq.@ (grayscale
Jevelsets) as a function of and m (sam e param eter range
as n Fig. 3). The white contours denote lines of con-—
stant excess length L = 1;2;3;5;10;20;50 34 nm . For

given excess length the ground state is the point on the
corresponding white line w ith the darkest background (note
the di erent branches for given L). The param eters are

"ias = 0:7kg T=nm and A = 50nm ks T and R = 4nm .

ofthe param eters andm togetherw ith the correspond-
Ing lnesofconstant L wih L = 1;2;:;50 3#4nm)

isgiven In Fig. 4. As can be ssen from Fig. 3 there
are, for a given L, di erent branches of ( ;m ) values

corresponding to uncrossed, sin ply crossed and other ex—
otic structures. O f all these structures for short excess
lengths, L < 20 34nm, the energetically dom inant
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FIG . 5: The ground state loop energy plotted vs the excess
length L. Note the energy m axinum occuring for shorter

loops. For much longer loops (@round L = 60nm ) a tran—
sition from sin ple uncrossed to crossed loop shapes occurs
kadingtoakink N Uy iy ( L). ntheregimeoflow L < &

the elastic energy prevails strongly over entropy whereas for
large loops the entropy starts to dom inate the behavior pro—
ducing a shallow energy m ininum in the cross-over regin e
which roughly de nes the predom inant loop size.

ones are sin ple (uncrossed) loops which we study rst.
Loops w ith larger excess length form crossed structures
and are studied in Section 32.

A . Simple Loops

For sim ple uncrossed loops it is a straightforward nu—
m erical task to m inin ize Eq. under the constraint of
constant excess length, Eq. [1d. For ",4s = 0:{7kg T=nm
and allthe other param etersas above A = 50nm kT;
R = 4nm ) the ground state energy U, in as a func—
tion® of the excess length L is shown I Fig. 5 (for
L < 60nm ; orlonger L-valuescrossed loopsarem ore
favorable as discussed in the next section). Rem arkably
we nd that the loop energy is non-m onotonous: For
amall LU, 4 increaseswith L as (L) *° (in accor
dance wih Ref. @] where only an all loops were stud-
jed). At some criticalexcess ength L = L 3 (Which
is approxin ately L it 22 3dnm for N4 = 077
kg T=nm ) the loop energy reaches a maxmmum (here
Unin ( L crit) 26k T). Beyond that the energy de—
creases w ith increasing L.
In the follow ing we show how this behavior can be
explained on the basis of the loop geom etry. Naively

% Fom ally the quantisation condition L = 1;2;:: 3@4nm holds
as m entioned above. N evertheless for clarity we consider the
values in between as well.



b)

N\

N

X ’6 L Xr

FIG . 6: Two generic types of sin ple loop geom etries (in the
circle-line approxin ation): a) the subcritical loop w ith open—
ingangle < =2 andDb) the supercriticalloop wih > =2.
In the fom er case the introduction of further excess length
Jleads to an energy ncrease but in the latter case to a re—
Jlaxation of stress: The introduction of additional length at
points X and Xz followed by a relaxation of the structure
obviously decreases the total energy.

one m ight argue as ollow s: For excess lengths shorter
than the persistence length ofDNA it is increasingly dif-
cult to store additional length into the loop because
i requires ncreasing DNA deform ation. On the other
hand, for loops longer than I the bending energy con—
tribution becom es very an alland hence one expects such
ground state loops relaxing w th Increasing L . However
the reason for occurence of a m axinum ofU, i, around
2 excess DNA lengths, a value which is considerably
an aller than the persistence length, isnot ocbvious. In or-
der to understand this nding one has to go beyond the
sim ple handw aving heuristics and needs to take a close
look at the details of the loop geom etry.

To this end we introduce here a sin ple approxin ation
technique which leads to explicit expressions which can
be m ore easily handled than the exact yet com plicated
expressions given above. W e call thism ethod the circle-
Iine approxim ation and give a detailed exposition in the
Appendix. Aswe will see this m ethod is quite accurate
and at the sam e tin e very Intuitive.

Looking at the geom etricalshapesofthe loopsin Fig.3
we notice that each of them is subdivided into several
sections of very high and very low curvature (cf. also
Eq@) . In rst approxin ation we replace the high cur-
vature regions by sections of circles, the low curvature
regions by straight lines (cf. Fig. 6). Furthem ore, to
keep the sm oothness we assum e that the lines are tan—
gentsto the circles. G enerally in orderto have reasonable
approxin ationsofallpossible loop shapeswe would need
to consider com positions of several circles and lines (cf.
for Instance lIoops 3, 6, 7). H owever, if the adsorption en—
ergies are not to high, ie., ifthe opening angle is "soft
enough" and does not In pose such a severe bending lke
In Joop 3, such m ultiply bent loopsw illnot be relevant as
ground state solutions. A s it tums out for our problem
we already obtain a quite good approxin ation by assum —
Ing that the loop consists ofa singk circular arc and two
lines only. It is characterized by two quantities : 1) the
arc radius r and 2) the nuclosom e opening angle  (cf.

Fig.6 and Appendix). W ith these assum ptions and after
som e elem entary geom etry the constraint E qE becom es
sin ply

L=2R r) (tan ) = const: 21)
N ote that the m ore com plex) second constraint Eq. E is
elin nated through the "ansatz" per se. T he total loop
energy is given in tem s of the loop radius r and the
opening angle

Ut ( ;1) =A—+ 2 R"ags
r

and by applying the constraint Eq@ (Which this tine
can be solved explicitly!) weobtain Ui, In tetm sof  and
given L

tan
A
2R (tan )

Uior ()= 2 + R"Mas  (22)

which is explicit n . W e note that this approxin ation
for Ui Is only reasonable for 2R (tan y> L,ie.,

fornottoosmall (vs. L), otherw ise the bending con—

tribbution diverges or becom es even negative (the latter
is cbviously absurd). T he reason for this is that for very
anallangles (compared to L) uncrossed ’ circleJine
loops cannot exist for geom etrical reasons. There this
m ost basic approxin ation breaks down and we would
have to approxin ate the loop by m ore than one circular
segm ent. But as m entioned above, such loops ( smnall
com pared to L) are not candidates for the ground state

for m oderate ".g4s O (1), and we therefore dispense
w ith giving a discussion of this case.

The nice thing about Eq.pJ is that despite its sin plic-
iy and approxin ate nature i reproduces the position of
the maximum in Fig.5 quite well. W e nd the condi-
tion for the critical excess length L .. from a sinple
geom etric distinction between two loop shapes: the sub—
criticalloop F ig. 6a) w ith itstangentsnot being parallel
totheY axis ( = 0) and the supercritical loop  ig. 6b)
having two or m ore tangents parallel to the lne = 0.
Suppose now we add excess length to a subcritical loop by
keeping the angle = const. O bviously the loop-energy
Increases because the loop radius rbecom es am aller. On
the other hand in the supercritical case w e have the oppo—
site situation: the loop energy decreases w th increasing

L. Thisis sin ply because we could cut the loop at two
points X and Xy in Fig. 6), ntroduce there the ad-
ditional length (W ithout changing the energy) and then
relax the shape by ktting i evolve to the new equilbrium
while keeping = oconst: Thus we can obtain the con—
dition for the critical excess length L .3+ by assum ing
that the correspondingm ininum ™ of U Just crosses

7 In contrary for crossed loops there still are solutions for sm all
(cf. next chapter).



the criticalline =2 line, ie., ™¥ 1 i = =2 orthe
secarched L cpic-
d !
I U ()= 0 23)
= =2
which can be solved for L
. 4R 8RS
L= —+ 5 "aas @4)

T he Jatter can now be inserted in Eq.@ leading to

; A
t
Ure = 5ot Rlass (5)
For the given valies of R;A;";qs R = 4nm , A = 50
nmks T, "aas = 077 kg T=nm ) we cbtain L % = 7:

37nm and US = 28:4ks T which is In satisfactory
agreem ent w ith the exact num eric results ( L % = 7:
19nm , U = 26:7ks T). M ore generally, for not to
high adsorption energies (",qs = 05 20k T=nm ) the
circle-line approxim ation works welland Egs. and @
reproduce the exact positions of the critical point typi-
cally wih a 5-15% accuracy.

For an explicit param etric representation of the m in—
In al energy curve w ihin the circle-line approxin ation,
which in particular in plies the upper resuls, the reader
is referred to the appendix where the usefilness of this
approach is also dem onstrated for som e other exam ples.

B . Crossed and Entropic Loops

A closer ngpection of Fig. 4 show s that the ground
state of loops sw itches from sin ple uncrossed loops to
crossed loops when one reaches an excess length around
50 nm . H ow ever, as can be seen for the crossed structures
4, 5 and 6 In Fig. 3 these loops have a selfpenetration
at the crossing point. Therefore, a planar theory is In
principle not su clent to describe such structures. O ne
possbl form al cure or this problem would be to leave
the plane and to consider the rod’s selfcontacts w ith the
corresponding point—forces etc. In 3D as done by Cole—
man et al. in a general theory of rod selfcontacts E].
However such a procedure lads to a signi cant loss of
transparence, not only because of the third din ension
entering the scene but also due to the necessity to sub—
divide the rod into di erent regions w ith di erent forces
acting n each of them . Instead of follow ing C olem an at
al. E] we decided to treat the selfinteraction in a per—
turbative m anner as follow s. If the selfcontact point is
not too close to the nuclosom e the rod is not severely
de ected out ofthe plane by its selfinteraction. Thus i
rem ainsroughly planarw ith som e out ofplane bending in
Z -direction of the rod sections between the nuclkosom e
and the crossing point. This will cost som e additional
bending energy Uger that is roughly given by (cf. Ap-—
pendix)

tan ( m)
5 ( ) 2n arctan @ (m) 7 26)
)= ==
def ’ R tan2 ( ;m) 2
Here = d=R wih d Inm is the DNA radius. We

neglect the slight tw isting of the rod induced by the non—
plnarity ofthe D NA and considerthebending only. T he
de ection energy Eq. @ can be phenom enologically in—
corporated into the m odelby sin ply adding it to Eq.@
as a correction term to obtain the nalfom ofthe total
energy Ueoe

U (m)= Ut ( jm ) fOoruncrossed (sin pl) loops
tot * 7 Utot ( jm ) + Uger ( ;m ) for crossed Ioops
W ith this addiionalm odi cation of U, we com puted
num erically the m inim al energy (ground state) solution
for any given excess length L. T he graph ofthe ground
state energy versus L is shown if Fig. 5. We nd
that even w ih the inclusion of the out-ofplane de ec—
tion there is stilla criticallength L <085 here 60nm )
w here the crossed loops becom e energetically m ore fa—
vorable than the sin ple uncrossed. This behavior that
we call the "crossing transition" can be rationalized by
noting that for long enough loops the adsorption energy
(oroportionalto ) startsto dom nate over the bending
energy so that loopsw ith snaller becom e Increasingly
favorable. From the critical length L .p0ss On, the gain
In adsorption energy oy dim inishing ) ism ore than suf-
clent to outw eigh the (slight) increase in bending energy
togetherw ih the additional self-interaction term ,Eq @ .
Increasing the length even further we leave the elas—
tic energy dom inated regin e In which the entropic ef-
fects can be neglected due to short loop length (5 persis-
tence length). For Jarger lengths entropic e ects becom e
m ore and m ore In portant and we ultin atively enter the
entropic loop regim e. The crossover between these two
regin es ishard to handl analytically @]; for the case of
closed loops a perturbative description hasbeen given in
Ref. ]. For our purpose it is su cient only to consider
the asym ptotic behavior. In the large loop lim it where
the loop is Iongerthan severallk the chain looses its "ori-
entationalm em ory" exponentially and behaves roughly
as a random walk which starts from and retums to the
sam e point. The entropic cost or gliing the ends of a
random wak (long loop) together is then given by

U=32kgTIh(L=lp )+ Eg+ Sp 27)

The st constant, E g 65 kg T is the bending + ad-
sorption energy contribution of the overcrossing DNA

segm ents leaving / entering the nuclkosom e which can be
detem ined by m inim izing the crossed loop energy (cf.
Appendix Eq.B]) or L ! 1 . The second additive

constant Sy O (g T) acocounts for the entropic contri-
bution of D NA -histone octam er interaction volum e (the
proxin iy necessary for the histone octam erand DNA to
see each other). A lthough the latter constant is not easy



to estin ate the follow ing prediction isnot sensitive to any
additive constant. W e expect a free energy m Inimum to
occur at the overlap between the elastic (L < % ) and
entropic ( L 1p ) region where the decreasing elastic
energy is overtaken by the increasing entropic contribu-—
tion.

The free energy, Eq. E, leads to an algebraically de—
caying probability w ( L) for the jum p lengths scaling
asw (L) > . In general, power law distrbutions
of the form w (L) with > 1 Jead to superdif-
fusive behavior of the random walker (here the nucle-
osom e). According to Levy’s lin i theorem the proba-—
bility distribbution of the random walker (m ore precisly,
the distrbbution ofthe sum s of independent random vari-
abl drawn out from the sam e probability distribution

\ (L) ) convergesto a stable Levy distribution of
index 1[Bp[3L[3k]). This socalled Levy- ight dif-

fers in m any respects from the usualdi usion process as
for short tim e Intervals big Jum ps are still available w ith
signi cant probability. M oreover, allm om ents (besides
possbly the rst few ones) diverge. Forourcase = 3=2
even the st moment does not exist. W e note that the
valie 3=2 isbased on the assum ption ofan idealchain (o
excluded volum e); In general the exclided volum e leads
to selfavoiding-walk statistics w ith a slighly larger value
of around 22 @] (cf. also Ref. @]) . In that case one
hasa nitevalie ofthe rstmoment, ie., ofthe average
Jum p length.

IVv. THEDYNAMICSOF NUCLEOSOM E
REPOSITION IN G

In the preceding sections we have com puted the typi-
cal energies Involved In the form ation of arbitrary sized
loops. A ssum ing that a slow creation followed by a fast
termm alm igration of loops around the nucleosom e is the
goveming m echanism fOr nuclosom e repositioning we
start now considering the repositioning dynam ics. In or-
der to describe the tin edependent evolution of the nu—
cleosom e position we consider its probability distribution
alongaDNA segm ent ofa length N 10bp and w rite the
m aster equation goveming the jum p process

d R R

pi= wiiP; R

— 2
dat @8

Wij

=136 1 =136 1

w here p; is the probability for the nuclosom e being at

the adm issbbl® position i on the DNA segment. The
transition ratem atrix W_= (w;3) is given by

(

S Ca exp ngUmjn(hD i ) Prié j

lj - . .
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8 Spaced by a multiple of 10 bp from the initialposition
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FIG . 7: Relaxation dynam ics of two initial states of nuclko—
som e positions on a short DNA segm ent (147 + 90 bp): a)
the nuclkosom e starting from an end and b) the nuclosom e
starting from them iddle position. T he tin eunit isthe inverse
A rrhenius activation factor C, B (com pare text) .

wherehp = 34nm (@ONA helicalpitch). C, denotes the
A rrhenius constant nvolved in the loop form ation pro-—
cess that has In principle to be determ ined experin en—
tally. The rough estinate ofC,' = 10 ®s is provided
in Ref. [LJ] where it was shown that C, is essentially
given by the inverse lifetin e ofthe loop (denoted by A in
that paper). T hism eans that typical repositioning tin es
range from seconds to hours.

The (form al) explicit solution ofEgs. @, @ together
wih the previously obtained m inim al energy Uy i, IS
given by

ph=exp@W tip (0)

The latter solution can now be considered for di erent
cases: Por short or ong DNA chains and for the nucle-
osom € placed in the m iddle or at the end of the chain.

For short DNA segm ents we expect a slow reposition—
Ing rate due to high energies involved in an all loop for-
mation. In Fig. 7 we depict the repositioning of a nu-
cleosom e on a DNA piece ofa length 147+ 90 bp. Start-
ing from an end positioned nuckosom e Fig. 7a) we ob—
serve a behavior that is com pletely unlke a local dif-
fusion m echanisn : the jum ps bigger than 2 3#é4nm
start to dom inate over the sm aller localones, which fol-
Iow s from the loop form ation energy cf. Fig. 5. Con-
sequently, n the initial phase of repositioning (of such
an end-positioned population) the nucleosom es w ill pre—
dom nantly jum p between the two end positions. Later,
on a much larger tin escale they gradually start to ex—
plore the positions tow ards the m iddle of the DNA seg—
ment. Could we extract such a behavior from an experi-
m ent using gelelectrophoretic sgparation (as in ], E])?
T he basis of such separations is the fact that the gel-
electrophoretic m obility of nuclkosom es on DNA pieces
(longer than 147bp) Increases roughly linearly wih its
distance from them iddle position, ie., DNA piecesw ih
the nucleosom e sitting close to the end run m uch faster in
gels than equivalent m iddle positioned nucleosom es do.
W e can exploit this (em pirical) fact tom in ic the outcom e
of a gelelectrophoresis experin ent (cf. Figs. 8 and 10).
In Fig. 8a we depict such a sin ulated gelpattem for the
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FIG .8: Typical (1-D) gelelctrophoresis signatures expected
for the relaxation dynam ics of the two species from Fig. 7:
a) nuclkosom e starts from an end and b) from the m id-
dle position. The lanes 1-5 correspond to incubation tim es
(1,5,10,20,100) 108 C, e respectively. N ote: the population
ofdistant bands in b) lJanes 24 occurs rst, In sharp contrast
to what we expect from a sinple (local) di usive behavior.

m iddle positioned nuckosom e. Since symm etric species
are not distinguished by this experim entalm ethod and
are pro gcted onto the sam e bands (sym m etric left/right
positions lead to the sam em obility), the expected nonlo—
cality ofm otion cannot be extracted from the structure
of the bands.

For the sam e short segm ent, but w ith the nuclkosom e
starting from the m iddle position Eig. 7b) the situation
is slightly di erent: the neighboring positions are pop—
ulated m ore hom ogeneously, although there is a anall
niialunderpopulation ofthe 2 3:¥4nm distant position
as expected from the energy m axinum occurring there.
In this case, a slight initial "population gap" can be ob—
served in gelelectrophoresis F ig. 8b) which in this case
would be su cient to distinguish between a Jum py and a
di usive behavior, since the latter would cbviously lack
the "population gap".

In the case of Ionger DNA (out still not entropic seg—
m ents) like the 147+ 300 bp segm ent in Figs. 9 and 10,
sim ilare ects as for the short segm ents are expected but
w ith signi cantly faster relaxation tin es by typically 23
orders of m agnitude as com pared to the corresponding
short segm ent populations. The corresponding (sin u-—
lated) electrophoretic gels are shown in Fig.10 where for
the centrally positioned case Fig 10b) the "population
gap" e ect is even m ore pronounced than In the short
segm ent case.

Foreven longerD NA segm entswe expect thegap e ect
to persist (data not shown) and the optim al jum p size to
be around 23 3} corresponding to the free energy m in—
Inum in Fig.5. For very Iong DNA segm ents, the nu-
cleosom e repositioning behavior in plied by the big—loop—

m echanian becom es strongly non-local which contrasts
a Jocaldi usive m otion as expected from cork-screw ing
m otion (cf. Refs. E, ﬂ, ﬁ]) or am all loop reposition—
Ing as considered by Ref. ]. A sm entioned above, this
superdi usive behaviorhasdivergingm om entswhich in —
plies strongly enhanced nuclkosom e transport along very
Iong DNA pieces. However such an ideal superdi usion

of nuclkosom es could hardly occur in vivo because free
DNA segm ents between subsequent nuclkosomes ODNA

linkers) are never longer than O & ). Furthemm ore
the neighboring nuclkosom es m ight be a signi cant bar-
riers (if not for loop form ation then) for loop m igration
around the nuclkosom e which is an indispensable event
for loop-m ediated repositioning.

V. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

In this study we exam ined a possiblem echanism forthe
repositioning of nuckosom es along DNA which is based
on the form ation and di usion of intranucleosom alloops.
T he m ost in portant outcom e of this study is the predic—
tion of two classes of loops that m ight occur: (1) small
10bp—loops and (2) large loops w ith a w ide distribution
of stored lengthsw ith a weak peak at roughly two tin es
the DNA persistence length.

The an all loops w ere already discussed in Ref. E] and
Jed to the prediction of repositioning steps of10bps. Fur-
them ore, the repositioning tin e should be of the order
of an hour, a consequence of the large activation energy
required to form a loop. Thism ight explain the strong
tem perature dependence ofthe typical repositioning tim e
1. I fact, by Iowering the tem perature from 37 to 4 C
no redistribution w ithin one hourw asdetected in that ex—
perin ents. A ssum ing a loop form ation energy of 23kg T
one nds indeed a slow ing down ofthis processby factor
of13.

O n the otherhand, the large loop repositioning consid—
ered here tums out to be energetically m uch m ore favor-
abl. Loops w ih an extra length of 2L have an energy
that is roughly 12-13kg T am aller than that of a 10bp—
loop. To a certain extend this is because such loops can
have a very sm all nuclkosom e opening anglk by fom ing
crossed loops but the m ain contribution stem s from the
signi cantly decreased DNA bending energy. O ne there—
fore expects that repositioning via large loops should be
the dom nant process on su ciently large DNA pieces
and that the typical tin es arem uch shorter than the one
foran all loop repositioning (say, ofthe orderofm inutes).

So far, however, the experim ents did not report such
events. M eersam an et al. E, E], for instance, found on
short DNA pieces of 207bps length resuls that are con—
sistent w ith 10bp repositioning { aswe would expect for
such short DNA fragm ents. However, when they redid
the experim ent w ith a 414bp long piece, a tandem repeat
ofthe 207bp DN A , their analysis ofthe com plicated band
pattems ocbserved In 2D gelelectrophoresis did not show
any Indication that the nuclkosom ewasable tom ove from
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FIG . 9: Relaxation dynam ics of two initial states of nuclkosom e positions on a longer DNA segm ent (147 + 300 bp): a) end
positioned and b) centrally positioned initial species. N ote the initial di erence in relaxation tim escales for a) and b) which

are due to di erent loop energies involved).
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FIG .10: The (1-D) gelelectrophoresis signatures sin ulated for the relaxation dynam ics of the two Initial species from Fig.9. a)
End positioned (lanes 1-5 corresponding to incubation times (1,2,3,10,50) 10 C, e ) and b) centrally positioned (incubation

times (1,2,3,10,50) 10° Cc, ).

one half to the other.

H ence, the question arises if the repositioning ocbserved
In these experim ents was facilitated via the loop m echa—
nism or if it occurred via a di erent process. An analysis
of the results is m ade especially di cul by two com -
plications: (@) the nuclkosom es seam to prefer to sit on
the ends of the DNA fragm ents and (o) m ost of the ex—
perin ents use strong positioning sequences (like the 5S
D NA sequence). Thism eans that, independent ofwhat
the repositioning processm ight be, the nuclkeosom eshave
certain preferred positions and these m ight obscure the
underlying repositioning process.

W ih regard to this fact, let us consider tw o other repo-
sitioning m echanism s that one could in agine. The rst
one is that the nuclkosom e detaches com pktely from the
DNA and attaches at som e other position (oreven a dif-
ferent DNA moleculk). This process, however, seem s to
be excluded by two facts (am ong others). F irst that no
repositioning from one half to the other of the 414bp
DNA or to competitor DNA fragm ents was observed
E, E]. Secondly, once com plktely detached from theDNA
tem plate the histone octam er becom es unstable and dis—
Integrates Into a tetram eric and two dim eric subunits
which m akes an e ective nuclkosom e reconstitution di —



cukt.

T he otherm echanism could be a lIocalscrew ingm otion
as already suggested in Ref. E]. T his processwould lead
to a repositioning w ith one bp per step. T he preponder—
ance 0f10bp steps observed orthe 55 D NA experin ents
could then be explained asbeing due to the fact that the
positioning sequence prefers the nucleosom e rotationally
positioned on one side ofthe DNA where it can be easily
bent around the octam er. A lso 10bps (@nd even a few
multiples of 10bps) apart thise ect can stillbe seen and
hence the nuclkosom e would prefer positionsm ultiples of
10bps apart. To our best know ledge, the experin ents to
date do not allow to distinguish whether the 10bp repo—
sitioning works via sm all loops or via cork-screw ing.

Tt would be therefore In portant to perform experi-
ments on DNA pieces that do not provide the nuclo-
som e wih a preferred rotational setting. In that case
the 10bp Pootprint should disappear if nucleosom es repo—
sition them selves via cork-screw ng. It would also be in —
portant to perform experim ents w ith rather long DNA
fragm ents since we expect that large-loop repositioning
can be detected in such system s.

F inally, we note that nuclosom e repositioning in vivo
is facilitated via so—called chrom atin rem odeling com —
plexes, hugem ultiprotein com plexesthat hamessenergy
by buming ATP E, ’ E]. T here are basically two m a—
Pr classes: ISW Iand SW I/SNF.The rstone seem s to
Induce sn all scale repositioning which m ight work via
tw isting DNA that leads to a corkscrew m ovem ent as
discussed above. Tt m ight, how ever, also be possible that
this com plex induces sm all loops on the nuclkosom e as
recent experim ents on nicked DNA suggest @]. The
other class of rem odeling com plexes seem s to induce large
loop structures as they have been observed recently via
electron spectroscopy @]. W hatever the details of the
functions of these rem odeling com plexes m ight be, it is
tem pting to speculate that they catalyze and direct pro—
cesses which m ight even take place when they are not
present { like sm all loop and large loop form ation aswell
as screw iIng. In this case the com puted looping energy
(cf. Fig.5) and repositioning ratesm ight givea rsthint
about ATP requirem ents and the dynam ics ofenzym atic
repositioning.

A nother interesting and very prom nent system known
to m ediate nucleosom e repositioning via loop form ation
is unexpectedly the ubiquitous RNA -Polym erase RNA —
P). It is found to be abl to transcribe DN A through nu—
cleosom es w ithout disrupting their structure, yet m oving
them upstream the DNA team plate, ie., In the opposite
direction of transcription @]. To rationalize this seem —
ngly paradoxical nding Felsenfeld et al. introduced a
DNA looping m odel @] which assum es that the RNA P
crosses the nucleosom e in a loop. This would Indeed ex-—
plin the backwards directionality of repositioning. An
Interesting question in this context ishow our intranucle-
osom al loops considered above relate to those form ed by
the RNA -P.Can we say som ething about the reposition—
Ing distance distribution, does the looping energy F ig.5)
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apply here? The geom etry of RNA-P -DNA com plex on
a nuckosom e is certainly di erent from the sin ple loop
case, as lngoing and outgoing DNA from RNA-P enclose
a (rather soft yet) preferential angle of 100 (depen-
dent on RNA-P type, cf. Refs. B, Bg, BJ). The Iatter
facilitates the loop form ation as the free DNA has to
bend Jess to fod back onto the octam er surface. Besides
the apparent di erences from the "naked" Intranucleoso—
m al loops problem , a slight generalization of our present
m odelw hich incorporatesthe preferential RNA P "open-—
Ing" angle can be perform ed w thin the sam em athem at-
ical fram ew ork developed here. It would be interesting
to com pute the resulting nuclosom e transfer distance
on short and long DNA tem plates in an analogousm an—
ner as perform ed above. An outcom e of such a study
could be, for instance, an answer to questions like: what
is the highest linear nuclosom al density in polynucle-
osom al arrays, up to which nuclosom es are not to be
rem oved from the DNA tem plate (due to loop form ation
and nuclosom e transfer prohibied by the neighboring
nuclkosom e) during transcription.

Such fundam entalbiological questionsm ake a further
elaboration of intra-nuclkosom al loop theory, its gener—
alization to di erent loop geom etries, and nally its ap—
plication to di erent loop creating proteins (SW I/SNF,
RNA-P) an intriguing task for future work.

VI. APPENDIX :THE CIRCLE-LINE
APPROXIM ATION

A Ythough the K irchho ’s analogy provides usw ith es—
sentially analytic solutions for the rod deform ed in plane,
the occurrence of boundary condiions (like Egs. E and
@) prevents us in m ost cases from obtaining analytical
expressions of all the param eters characterizing the solu—
tion (ke andm above). To overcom e thisproblem ,we
suggest here a sin ple geom etric approxin ation schem e
which will prove to be usefil in obtaining analytic re—
suls for loopsw ithin a reasonabl accuracy (usually w ith
a deviation of 5-15% from the exact num eric results).

The main idea is the Pllow ng. The curvature and
the energy [Egs. @ and @) of the loop contains the
cn( dn) function which for 0 < m < 1 has the typi-
cal oscillatory behavior depicted In Fig. 11 (left). This
suggests to approxin ate the curvature function sinply
by a step function consisting of an alemating sequence
of negative, zero and positive piecew ise constant curva—
tures. C onsequently the corresoonding rod shape Fig.11
right) is approxin ated by a sequence ofcircles (positive /
negative constant curvature) and lines (zero curvature).
An analogous approxin ation procedure can also be per—
formed in the casem > 1 where the cn finction has a
naturalanalytical continuation into a dn function with a
m odi ed second argum ent (cf. Ref. @]) .

U sing this approxin ation ansatz severalproblem s con—
ceming planar rods reduce to elem entary geom etry as
seen from the follow ing sin ple but illustrative exam ples.
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FIG. 11: The circl-line approxim ation for planar rods.
The curvature of an equilbrinm rod shape (cn-function, cf.
Eqg. E) is approxin ated by a periodic sequence of step—
functions. T he latter corresponds to an approxin ation of the
rod shape by a sequence of straight lines ( = 0) and circles
( =const. glied together in a sm ooth m anner (continuous
tangents).

FIG. 12: Three applications of the circle-line approxim a—
tion: P roblem sw ith com plex constraints reduce to sin ple ge—
om etries leading to good approxim ations: a) the Y am akawa-
Stockm ayer angle b) sin ple loops and c) crossed loops (see
the A ppendix text for details).
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FIG . 13: Com parison of the adsorption and bending energy
contributions (Uags and Upeng) as well as the total ground
state energy Ut Of the sin ple loop. The fat lines represent
the circle-lne approxin ation (cf. Eq. @) whereas the thin
lines show the corresponding exact expressions, Egs. ﬂ and

(thin line). The param eters are ",4s = 0:7kg T=nm and
A = 50nm ke T and R = 4nm .
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1) The Yam akawa-Stockm ayer angk E]: Two points
on the rod are glied together w ithout restricting the ori-
entation ofthe tangents, eg., a protein connects two dis—
tant points on DNA (cf. Fig. 12a). W hat is the pre-
ferred angle between the tangents in the ground state
of the rod? By mmposing a xed totalrod length L we
have the sinple constraint L = 2ocot5 + + r from
which we can elin lnate r and w rite the elastic energy of
thecon gurationasUSyq = £ ( + ) 2cotz +  +
Tts m inin ization leads to the transcendent condition

nin + = tan p;p wih the only relevant solution

min 775 . The latter angle di ers by 5% from the
exactresult i 81:6 (y Yam akawa and Stockm ayer
n E]) which is satisfactory regarding the sim plicity of
the com putation.

2) Sinpk and crossed oops Fig.12b,c): W e can eas—
ily derive an approxin ate energy expression for sin ple /
crossed loops as a function of the excess length L and
the opening anglke . By applying sin ple geom etry the
excess length constraint can be easily elin inated (the tan—
gency constraint is trivially fiil lled by the ansatz) and
we arrive at

Usmp ()=2 A tan +R"
smp 2R (tan ) L ads
(30)
for sim ple loops and
+ tan
Ucross () = 2 L 2R (tan )+ R "aas
+Uger () (31)

for crossed loops where A ;R and ",45 de ned as above
and Uger being the excluided volum e interaction at the
crossing point, which is considered below (and applied
in them ain textasEq.@). W e ram ark that the above
expressions for Ugiy p and Ucross are valid w ithin certain

Intervals which are given by the restriction 0 < <
and by the condition that the rsttem s in the brackets
ofEgs. @ and @ are positive (these are the necessarily
posiive bending energy contributions in the two cases.)

T hese fairly sin ple expressions can now be used in the
two cases to obtain explicitly the ground state energies
by m inim izing Eq. and Eq.@ w ith respect to . For
instance, setting U2, , ()= 0wecdbtain a transcenden-
tal equation for . W e can now use the fact that this
condition is algebraic in L so that we can solve it for

L= L (). Thusistead of nding = (L) Which

cannot be given in an explicit formm ) we obtain explicitely
its inverse:

L() _@ 96 ()+d ()
R 1 c
a
[ oG (y+at ()T 4a o@ ()
+ (32)

1 c
w ith the abbreviations
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FIG .14: Theout ofplane de ection ofthe incom ing/outgoing
DNA due to excluded volum e in the top projction (eft) and
seen from the side (right). In the latter case (for the sake of
visualclarity) the two rods are depicted In a single plane, ie.,
rotated around their contact point (grey dot).

In Eq. @ the introduced din ensionless constant is ¢ =

1+ 2R?",4=A 0< c< 1,and c= 0:69 here) and
is the sign accounting for di erent branches of the
param etrized solution

1oro =2
B 1 or =2 max (©) 63

N ote that for =2 there is only one branch but for

> =2 we have two branches’ ( 1) r L ( ). The
m axin al opening anglke ,ax (©) is obtained by setting
the discrin inant (expression below the square root) in
Eq.@ equalto 0.

From Eqg. @ together with Eg. @ we obtain an ex-—
plicit param etric representation of the m inin al energy
curve for sin ple loops. A com parison ofthe approxin ate
m inin alenergies Eg.34 and Eq.@) w ith the exactm In—
inalenergy (cf. also Fig5 for L < 60nm ) is shown in
Fig.13.W e nd that the quantitative agreem ent is quite
satisfactory taking the sim plicity of our ansatz into ac—
count. W e note here that analogous com putationsaswe
have shown for sin ple loops can be perform ed for crossed
loops aswell.

For L ! 0 we nd affer an appropriate expan-
sion of Ugyy p around = 0 that the ground state en-—
ergy scaks as Uginp (L=R)'™ i agreement wih
Ref. [[]]. Further we cbtain the excess length at which
the loop ground state energy is m axin al by setting
QUsimp ( )=@ j_ _, = 0.From this fllows the critical
kngth L o asdiscussed in them ain text (cf. Eq.R4).
This sin ple approxin ate expression for L ..+ agrees
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within 2-15% w ith the exact num erical result for a w ide
range of adsorption energies w ith deviations becom ing
larger for adsorption energies above ",45s = 2:0 kg T=nm
(data not shown).

3) The overcrossing potential for crossed loops Fig.
14): The outgoing DNA path is perturbed out of the
plane due to the interaction w ith the ingoing DNA (and
vice versa In a sym m etricalm anner) . B ecause ofthat our
sin ple planar and phantom m odel (no self nteraction)
needs m odi cations. Instead of solving this (onpla—
nar) problem w ithin the generaltheory of self-interacting
deform ed rods as in Ref. E] (which is a feasble but
rather technical num erical task) we can treat the out-of-
plane deform ation perturbationally. The rst assum p-—
tion wem ake here is that the overall shape ofthe crossed
loop does not deviate much from a planar con guration
though the orientation of its (e ective) plane m ight be
slightly de ected from the nuclkosom al plane. Conse—
quently the an all perturbation out of the plane and the
deform ation In plane essentially decuple into a sum of
two energy contributions as in Eq@. Again by sinple
geom etry (cf. Fig 13), the second (out ofthe plane) tem
n @ can In rst approxin ation be w ritten as

8
2dx ()
Z2Ada PO ek ()> d
— r X
Udef() ? XZ() C?

1 otherw ise

(34)
where d Inm is the thickness of DNA and x ( ) =
R tan the length of the crossed segm ent. In our sim —
Pl approxin ation the self-interaction energy diverges for
x ! d+ 0aszA (x d)' (extreme defom ation) and
approaches zero forx ! 1 as4Adx 3 (weak defor
m ation).

W e nally note that besides the above given exam ples
it is possible to apply the circle-line approxin ation to
several other standard problem s of rod theory like the

rst and especially the higher order Euler buckling in—
stabilities to obtain qualitatively the known results from
buckling theory w ith very little e ort. Thus the circle-
line approxin ation when applied appropriately tums out
to be very usefiil and generally allow s com putationally
hexpensive qualitative and quantitative insights into the
behavior of (planary) deformm ed rods.
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9 The latterm eans that Hr =2 m ax there aretwo di erent
excess loop lengths leading to the sam e (equilbbrium ) angle
/e, with increasing L the nucleosom e angle opensbut after
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passing som e criticalpoint on the L axis, it starts closing again.
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