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A bstract

DNA nanocom partm ent is a typicalD N A -based m achine whose func-
tion is dependent of m olecular collective e ect. Fundam ental prop—
erties of the device have been addressed via electrochem ical analysis,

uorescent m icroscopy, and atom ic force m icroscopy. Interesting and
novelphenom ena em erged during the sw itching ofthe device. W e have
found that DNA s In this system exhibit a m uch steep m elting transi-
tion com pared to ones in bulk solution or conventional DNA array.
To achieve an understanding to this discrepancy, we introduced DNA —
DNA interaction potential to the conventional Ising-like Zinm -B ragg
theory and Peyrard-B ishop m odelofDNA m elting. To avoid unrealis—
tic num erical calculation caused by m odi cation ofthe P eyrard-B ishop
nonlinear H am iltonian w ith the DNA-D NA interaction, we established
coarsegained M onte Carlo recursion relations by elicidation of wve
com ponents of energy change during m elting transition. The result
suggests that DNA-DNA interaction potential acoounts for the ob-
served steep transition.

1 .Introduction

Studies on the physical chem istry of DNA denaturation have been lasted
for alm ost forty years [1-3]. In 1964, Lifson proposed that a phase tran-
sition exists in one-dim ensional polym er structure. He Introduced several
pivotal conoepts, ke sequence partition fiinction, sequence generating fiinc—
tion, etc., and established a system atic m ethod to calculate the partition
function [L]. These allow us to derive In portant them odynam ic quantities
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of the system . In 1966, Poland and Scherage applied Lifson’s m ethod to
conduct research on am ino acid and nuckic acid chains. T hey built Poland—
Scherage (P S) model for calculating the sequence partition function and
discussing the behavior of polym ers in m elting transitions.

A notherexcellent progresswould be thebuilding of P eyrard-B ishop PB)
model 4,5] forDNA chains. In PB m odel, the H am iltonian ofa single DNA
chain, which is constructed by phonon calculations, is given so that we can
obtain the system properties through statistical physics m ethod. The PB
m odel has introduced m athem atical form ula of stacking energy, as well as
the kinetic energy and potential energy of each base pair. By theoretical
calculation, one can show the entropy-driven transition that leads DNA to
shift from ordered state to disorder one [6,7].

H owever, all these works have not Involved the DNA-DNA interactions
because the sub fct investigated isDNA s in bulk solution, and the interac-
tion between them has ever been neglected. The m ain idea of this paper
is to nspect the in uence of collective e ect on the DNA m elting process,
prin arily m otivated by the experin ent results of DNA nanocom partm ent
B,9]. Under the enlightenm ent of P oland-Scherage m odeland Zin m -B ragg
m odel [10], we sin plify Peyrard-B ishop m odel to m eet a reasonabl M onte
Carlo sinulation by the elucidation of wve com ponents of energy changes
during m elting transition. T he resul show s that the m elting tem perature
and transition duration depend on whether we take into account the DNA —
DNA interactions am ong colum nar assem blies ofDNA .

2 Experim ent

R ecently, we found that specially designed DN A array can form am olecular
cage on surfaces [B,9]. Thism olecular cage is sw itchable due to allosteric
transform ation driven by the collective hybridization of DNA . W e nam ed
it "active DNA nanocom partm ent ADNC)". Typical DNA m otif designed
to fabricate ADNC com prises two contiguous elem ents (inset to gure la):
a doublestranded DNA (dsDNA ) whose array is responsible for a com pact
m em brane ( gure la, right), and a single-stranded DNA (ssDNA ) serving as
skeleton supporting the dsD NA m em brane, which is termm inated on is 5 end
by a surface linker such as an akanethiol group that can be tethered to gold
surface w ith a sulphurgold bond [PO] oran am ino group that can be tethered
to S0, substrate w ith speci ¢ surface attachm ent chem istry [L1]. Because
the diam eter of sO NA ismuch gan aller than that of dSDNA, a com part-
m ent w ith designable e ective height he ,5 50nm , com m ensurate w ith
the length of sD NA skeleton) can form between the dsD NA m em brane and
substrate surface.

Since ADNC is reversbly sw itchable, it is able to encage m olecules w ith
suiable size. W e nam e this phenom enon m olecular encaging e ect. Both
electrochem ical m ethods [12] and uorescent m icroscopy are used to sub-—
stantiate the m olecular encaging e ect and the reversbility of sw itching.



Oncethe closed ADNC entraps som e cham ical reporters, the surface concen—
tration ( o) ofthe encaged reporterscan be determm ined by cyclic voltam m e-
try or uorescent m icroscopy. Figure 1b show s the isothem s of the m olec—
ular encaging e ect for uorescein (GoH 10N a0 5). Figure 1c presents the
m elting curves of ADNC . U sing the encaged m olculs as indicator greatly
sharpens the m elting pro les for the perfectly com plem entary targets, and

attens denaturation pro ls for the strandsw ith a wobbl m isn atch. The
cbservation show sthat shglebasem ign atched strands are ncapable of clos—
Ing ADNC on surfaces. The resul is highly consistent to our cbservation
by electrochem ical analysis [12]. T hese observations bring up an intriguing
question: why the m elting curves exhibi so steep transition com pared to
the case of DNA in bulk solutions or on a loosely packed m icroarray? W e
try to address this question in this paper.

W orthy of m ention is that the stespness of m elting transition is use—
ful when the ADNC is applied to DNA detection [B,9]. First, i greatly
enhances the discrepancy of perfect targets and single m ism atches. This
providesm uch enhanced speci city In DNA recognition, 100 :1 105 :1 of
our system versus 2:7 :1 of conventional system . Second, m ore sensitiviy is
obtained w ith optim ally decreased am biguity. T herefore, the clari cation of
the origin ofthe steep shape should help usto further extend the experience
to related elds or generate new techniques.

3 M odeling

Taking into account the directional speci city of the hydrogen bonds, the
Ham iltonian ofa single DNA chain is obtained as follow Ing form according
to PB m odel 6],

X 1
Hy= EmY.n.z'l'W(YH;Ynl)‘*'V(YH) 1)

n

w here the y, isthe com ponent ofthe relative displacem ent ofbases along the
direction of hydrogen bond. The stacking energy w (yn;yn 1) corresoonds
to the interaction between neighboring base pair n one DNA chain

k
W Yni¥n 1) = E 1+ e Wntyn 1) Vn Yn 1)2 @)

The M orse potential describes the potential for the hydrogen bonds
V=D ¥ 17 @3)

However, In this study, the H am iltonian in equation (1) isnot su cient;
it neglects the structure of closepacking of DNA in ADNC . In our system ,
one should take into acoount the interactions between the nearest neighbor-
Ingm olecules [13,14]. To m odelthe interaction, one envisions the m olcules
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Figure 1: (@) Scheam atic draw ing of a duakstate ADNC .By adding or re—
m oving "fuel’ strands (shorter segm ent), the ADNC can be sw itched between

on (rght) and o (keft) state. Inset, a typical sequence used to fabricate
ADNC . The "fuel strands is a segm ent of hum an p53 gene containing one

site of m ost frequent m utation. (o) Isothem s of for uorescein encaged
In a closed ADNC (hers = 15p). The isotherm  tswell to the Langm uir
model: x= pnc = (= ncmax)X+ (=K ncmax), where x is the concentra—
tion of the reporter and K is the association constant per site, ,. the

surface concentration of encaged m olcules. (c) M elting curves using the

encaged uorescein m olcules as ndicators. F illed circles or squares are cor-
responding to perfect com plam entary strands, and hollow circles or squares

to singlebase m ign atched strands. The uni of relative intensity of uo-
rescein is de ned as the light intensity of 5 110nM uorescein on a spot
size w ith Sm m diam eter. Inset show s the length of the ssDNA skelkton of
nanocom partm ent and the com plem entary type. T he badkground noise is

within 1 unit.



as rigid cylinders, carrying helical and continuous line charges on their sur-
faces. Each DNA duplkx carries the negative charge of phosphates plus a
com pensating positive charge from the adsorbed counterions. Let 0 < < 1
be the degree of charge com pensation, f1, £, and f3 the fractions of con-
densed counterions In the m inor and m a pr grooves (f1 + £, + f3= 1). The
m obilke counterions In solution screen the C oulom b Interactions between the
two m olecules, causing at lJarge separations an exponential decay of the lat—
ter w ith the D ebye screening kngth ! . The solvent is accounted for by
its dielectric constant ". The structural param eters of B-DNA are half az—
Inuthalw idth ofthe m norgroove "y 04 ,pich H 34A = 2 =H),
and hard-core radiis a = 9A . W e take the Pllow ing form for the pair
Interaction potential [15-18]:

R 2
uR; ) = f1 + (1P6 1 £ )oosh™)
n= 1
( cosing z)K g ( nR) n;n( nR; na) @)
(n= )ZLKI?( na)]z

where R (> 2a) is the distance between the two paralkel DNA m olcules,

z a vertical displacem ent, equivalent to a "soin angk" = gz. Herg,

0= 8 ?=" 2 (@bout 2:9ky T=A at physiological ionic strength), and , =
2+ n®g’. .m (;y) isgiven by

% 1)

nm (X;Y)zj:l Kny&Kin (Y)Kg(y)

©)

w ith the modi ed Bessel functions K, (x) and I5(y). The prines denote
derivatives. The sum rapidly converges, and it can be truncated after
hj= 2. Sihcee R > 3 and g , each of the term s in the sum de-
creases exponentially at increasing R w ith the decay length nl / 1=n.

F igure 2 present a scham e of interaction betw een tw o neighboring colum -
nar DNA m olecules charged w ith counterions on is surface. T he distance
between two DNA colum ns In our sinulation is about 30A and the helical
pich of DNA molcul is about 36A . For breviy, we take the m ean— eld
approxin ation that the pair interactions m ainly exist between charges in
the sam e height.

4 M onte C arlo Sim ulation

Let t be the din ensionless variabl to m ark the tin e serdes of sim ulation
t= 0;1;2:::) and T the environm entaltem perature. A ssum ngthatM N
DNAsare on the ADNC, the position of each DNA can be represented by
s coordinates x;y),wherex;vy2 N ,and0< x< M ;0< y< N .AIIDNA
molecules n ADNC have identical sequence with P base pairs. T herefore
there isthe collection ofM N P basepairs. T he degree of freedom ofthe
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Figure 2: T he pair interaction between two paralelB-D NA doubl helixes.
The black balls with positive signs in the center represent the absorbed
posiive counterions, w hile the little grey balls represent the phosphate car-
rying negative charges. Each DNA duplkx carries the negative charge of
phosphates w ith area density of 16:8 C=am ? plus a com pensating positive
charge com ing from the adsorbed counterions. W e take the assum ption that,
and the distance between them are approxin ately 30A .



system isalsoM N P . Theposition ofeach base pair is thus represented
by coordinates (x;y;1),wherei2 N ;0< i< P . W e take that the indices of
base pairs is assigned from the bottom to the top ofthe DNA.

At the tin e ty, the state for an arbitrary base pair at &g;yo;1) wih
welHom ed hydrogen bonds is represented as (Xg;vo;iity) = 1. Contrar-
ik, the state of a base pair w ith decoupled hydrogen bonds is denoted as
®o;voriitg) = 0 [LO, 19]. (x;y;1L;t) isa function of the tin e and the posi-
tion of the base pair. T herefore, the state ofeach DNA molecules in ADNC
can be represented by a sequence ofdigits. T he num ber ofallpossbl states
goM N P

- N

0t1 1010 1000 1101

= —

1100 0100 110

Figure 3: A schem atic graph for a doublestranded DNA m olecule associ
ated w ith boolquantities to represent well-form ed hydrogen bonds (denoted
as 1) and decoupled bonds (denoted as 0).

The sinulation beginsatt= 0, T = 0 C. At each step, t increases
by 1, and state of base pair at Xg;yo;1) is lnverted, ie. xosyorit+
1) =1 (Xo;y0;t). W e assum e that by changing the state of the system
for M N P Z tin es, the systam w ill approxin ate the equilbriim
state n nitely. The change will be applied to each base pair for average
Z tines. Z is detem ined by experience and should be reasonable. W e
Increase T by T during the sinulation. Therefore we have the relation
T=gwsz T

W hether the state Inversion is pemn ited depends on the energy change
( Et) In each step. The possbility of the state change at each step is

8
2 1 for E¢ O

PO €+ D)= ©)
e BT for E(>0

If the current state change is pem itted, we kesp up changing the system
state at t+ 1. Ifthe state change is forbidden by the possibility, the system
state rem ains unchanged at t and waits or another change at t+ 1.

To achieve a relatively precise sim ulation, the change of the total energy
at tine t+ 1 relative to that at the tin e t is analyzed by ve com ponents.



T he recursion relation of energy change in each step is w ritten as:

X5
E.=E@G+1) FE = E, 7)
=1

where E (t+ 1) and E (t) are the system energy for the Instant t+ 1 and t
respectively, and E; 1= 1;2;3;4;5) is the variation of the 1th com ponent.

T he energy change depends on both the recursion relation of the base
pair at (Xo;vo;1) and the states of its nearest neighbors. T he global energy
variation is detem ined by the local states around the base pair Xg;yo;1).
Follow ing analysis presents the recursion relation of energy changes.

4.1. T he hydrogen-binding energy ( E 1)
T his com ponent of the energy consists of the M orse potential (equation (3))
and kinetic energy along the orientation ofthe hydrogen bonds. T hebinding
energy is independent of the states of is neighboring base pairs.

8

2 J if ®oiyo; ) = 0

E,= S @)
*J if ®oiyo; o) =1

where J (J < 0) is the binding energy for each base pair that is in '1’ state,
w hilke the binding energy for the '0’ state is zero to be reference.

4.2. The stacking energy ( E )

To sin plify the calculation of the stacking energy shown in equation (), we
take Into acoount the states ofbase pairs at (xg;yo;i  1;t) and Xg;yo;it
1;t). T heir states ram ain unchanged during the interval from ttot+ 1. W e
em ploy the periodic boundary condition PBC) listed below .

®x+M;y;0= &y;L9
x;y+ N;LY) = &ryrio ©)
&x;y;it+ P;H) = &jy;i0

Therefore (Xg;yo;i 1;t) and (Xgj;yosit 1;t) areboth wellde ned. The
stacking energy re ects the interaction between nearest neighboring base
pairs in same DNA, and it exists only when two nearest neighbors are In
'’ state at the same tine. W e use the symbol (x;y;i;3;:::;1050 =



(XIYIllIt b, (XIYI:LZ D=1y ,..., (X;y;jn;t) = lby.

if Xo;vosi 1;i;i+ 1;t) = £000g

if &o;vosi 1;i;i+ 1;t) = £010g

if Xo;vori 1;i;i+ 1;t) = £001g

_ < if ®oj;vo;i 1;i;i+ 1;t) = f£0llg 0)

w if Xo;vosi 1;i;i+ 1;t) = £100g

w if &Xo;yori 1;4;i+ 1;t) = £110g

2w if &o;vosi 1;4;i+ 1;t) = £f101g

2w if &osyvori 1;4;i+ 1;0) = flllg

where w is the stacking energy stored in tw o nearest neighboring base pairs
in ’1’ state.

4 3. M orse potential away from equilibrium point ( E 3)

Wesst E;= 0 forthe uncoupled hydrogen bond at base pairs. H owever,
fora 0’ state isnext nearto a 1’ state in the sam e DN A strand, the distance
between tw o base pairs is so close that the M orse potential should be taken
Into account. W e assigned energy E to every two nearest neighboring base
pairs that are In di erent states in the same DNA .

2E  if  ®os;yosi 1;4;i+ 1;v) = £000g
2E if  (%o;yo;i 1;i;i+ 1;v) = £010g
0 if  (xoiyosi 1;%i+ 1;0) = £00lg
0 if  (oiyosi 1;3it+ 1;t) = f0llg 1)
0 if  (Ro;yo;i 1;i;i+ 1;t) = £100g
0 if  (osyori 1;4i+ 1;t) = £110g
2E  if  &o;yo;i  1;i;i+ 1;t) = fl0lg
if  &oiyosli 1;4i+ 1L;0) = flllg

44. The e ect ofexcluded volume ( E 4)

The e ect ofexcluded volum e in the nature of DNA phase transition is dis—
cussed in Fisher'swork R0]. T he excluded volum e e ect is connected to the
systam entropy variation. The e ect is prone to separate two com plem en—
tary strands in a doubl helix. We use F to represent the energy change
corresponding to thJs e ect. One should not]oe < 0. W e then have

F if  (ojyo;i 1;i;i+ 1;t) = £000g
F if  (o;yo;i 1;4i+ 1;0) = £010g
F if  ®&o;vo;i 1;4;i+ 1;t) = £001g
_ S F i (xesyosdi 1ii+ 1;8) = £0llg 2
F if  (Xo;yo;i 1;4;i+ 1;0) = £100g
F if  (o;yo;i 1;4;i+ 1;0) = f1l0g
F if  (Rojyori 1;4i+ 1;0) = £101g
F if  (o;yo;i 1;4;i+ 1;0) = flllg



T he energy changes discussed above are summ arized In the gure 4 be-
Jow , which does not take into account the DNA-DNA interactions so far.
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F igure 4: Scham e for the energy changes. W e calculate the energy change
under every case when the state of a base pair takes inversion. The valie
overhanging the doublarrow representsthe energy variation when the state
changes from kefttoright = E;+ E,+ Esz+ Eg4.

45.DNA-DNA interaction potential ( E 5)

W e have Introduced DNA-DNA interaction in previous section. For each
base pair, we denote the state of s m nearest neighbors wih i, ({ =
1;2;:::;m; 3= 0;1). E 5 can bewrtten as

8 P
2 G L, i Iif ®o;y¥oiit) = 0
Es= S P _ . . 13)
: G =71 i if ®oiyorLt)=1
where G is the Interaction energy between each pair of ions. Adding ES5
to ,wewillget the energy variation lncliding the DNA-DNA interaction.

5Results and D iscussions

Follow ing the equation (5) — (12), we could achieve a coarsegained sinula—
tion ofthem elting curvesofADNC aswellasthat of DNA in bulk solutions.
To perform the task, we choose suitable scale param eters to carry out the
sinulation: M = 100, N = 100, P = 20. The values ofM and N chosen
aremuch an aller than ones of the actual situation, which isup to 10 in the
experin ent. Since we take the periodic boundary condition, the valies ofM
and N used do not change our result. T he starting tem perature is0 C, and
the naltem perature is100 C,with Incrament 0£ 001 C foreach step. To

10



guarantee the systam reaches equilbrium state, we take state changes under
a speci c team perature. Each base pair has average 5 tin es to be changed.
At each step, we count the number of DNA s that is still hybridized and

calculate the percentage fordsDNA In ADNC . The sin ulation result shown

In gure 5 shows a steep m elting transition (hollow circles), consistent to
the experim ental ocbservations. The simulated resul w ithout considering

DNA-DNA interaction show In lled circlesin gure 5 also agrees w ith the
DNA melting curves in buk solution. Com parison between the two cases

suggests that the DNA -DNA Interaction greatly ncreases them elting point

ofdsDNA chains.
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Figure 5: Sin ulation resulsofm elting curves for collective DN A m olecules.
The Ilked circke represents the phase transition curve w ithout considering
the DNA-DNA interaction, whilk the hollow circle is the counterpart that
takes Into acoount the interaction. Param eters used in the sin ulations are:
J = 1900ks,w = 250ks,E = 850ks,F = 1650ks, o= = 10kg,
G = 125kp .

In conclusion, we have established a sim ple coarsegained m odel to sin —
ulate them elting transition of DNA in ADNC .T he resul provides a reason—
able explanation for our experin ental observations. A lthough the sinula—
tion m ethod discretizes the M orse potential and stadking energy proposed in
Peyrard-B ishop m odel, the resul still present a com parable approxin ation
to expermm ental data due to our ne treatm ent of energy changes during
m elting transition. However, this work is only the begihning of insight-
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fi1l theoretical investigation for the rationality of ADNC . In future work,
we w ill establish a m ore precise m odel to em ploy an extensive investigation
ofphase transition occurring n ADNC aswellas itsderived DNA m achines.
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