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Abstract. W e consider a sin ple m odel for the unfolding of RN A tertiary structure under dynam ic loading.
T he opening of such a structure is regarded as a two step process, each corresponding to the overcom ing
of a single energy barrier. The resulting two-barrier energy landscape accounts for the dependence of
the unfolding kinetics on the pulling rate. Furthem ore at intem ediate force, the two barriers cannot be
distinguished by the analysis of the opening kinetic, which tums out to be dom inated by a single m acro—
barrier, whose properties depend non-trivially on the two single barriers. O ur resuls suggest that in pulling
experin ents on RNA m olecule containing tertiary structures, the details of the single kinetic barriers can
only be obtained using a low pulling rate valie, or in the high force regim e.

PACS. 8714Gg DNA,RNA { 8237~ Single m olecul kinetics

1 Introduction

T he study of structural properties of biologicalm olecules
has received a boost by the introduction of techniques
allow ing for the m anipulation of sihgle m olecules. For ex—
am ple, the study of ©lding and unfolding of nuclkic acids
can now be perform ed by applying a controlled force on
the free end of a single strain ofa m olecule. In this situa—
tion, the opening ofthe W atson-C rick pairs leads to what
hasbeen called the unzipping of the m olecule. Unzipping
In DNA is sim ilar to som e steps Involved in DNA repli-
cation and in its translation lnto m RNA , and has been
the sub fct of several theoretical and experin ental Inves—
tigations [,71]. On the other hand, RNA unzipping ex—
hibits further com plications, since a given single stranded
RNA molecul can exhibit a com plex secondary structure
(m atching pattem betw een com plem entary bases) and ter-
tiary structure (three-dim ensional confom ation). T hus,
single-m okecule unzipping experim ent can yield inform a-
tion on the secondary structure of RNA molcules [,

L], In ref. 1] In particular, the role of the secondary
structure interm ediates in the lding/unfolding experi-
m ents isdiscussed, and it is show n that such Intem ediates
can be responsble for the slow ing down of the kinetics.
M oreover, the response of com plex RN A structures to ap—
plied m echanical forces can be analogous to the responses
of RNA during translation or export from the nuclkus [1].
However, In such cases, the tertiary RNA structure plays
an in portant role. It is com m only believed that the break—
Ing of RNA tertiary structures or their form ation are the
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tin e lim iting processes in them olecule unfolding or refold—
ng, respectively 1]. In the unzipping experim ents, ter-
tiary contactsm ay lead to the appearance of kinetic bar-
riers where the unzipping process m om entarily stops [,

]. In this situation, overcom ing these barriersbears som e
analogy w ith the breakup ofm olecular adhesion studied in
a num ber of experim ents [];:0] which have been recently
reanalyzed theoretically i/ 27]. In the present paper,
we wish to understand som e features of the experin ents
on RNA unzipping in the light of this theory, in order to
highlight what inform ation one is able to collect from the
unzipping kinetics on the position and the height of the
barriersdue to the tertiary structure.A though in the case
ofthe folding of large com plex RN A m olecules, the form a—
tion ofkinetically trapped interm ediates in the secondary
structure can play an in portant role in the slow ing down
ofthe process +4,29,:C], herewe w ill speci cally consider
the role of the tertiary structures in the unzipping ex—
perin ents. Such role was stressed In refs. [,11], where the
m echanical unfolding of RNA m olecules were perform ed.
In those experin ents the tertiary contacts could be re-
m oved by changing the solution the RNA was inm ersed
In. The rem oval of the tertiary structures corresponded
to the disappearing of the kinetic barriers, and further-
m ore the lding/unfolding processes becam e reversble.
T his kind of experin ents indicate that the tertiary struc-
tures are responsible for the kinetic arrest ofthe structural
rearrangem ent of RN A m olecules under tension, although
the tertiary structures arem uch m ore brittle com pared to
the secondary ones, ie they break In consequence of an all
deform ations.
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2 The m odel

A typical unfolding experim ent consists In holding one
m olecule’s free end in an optical trap whilke the other free
end is pulled at constant velocity [f1]. This induces a
pulling force on the m olecule that Increases linearly w ith
tine £ (t) = rt, where r is the loading rate. The typical
output of such experin ent isa force-extension curve w here
the m onotonic increase of the force is interrupted by a
num ber of plateaus revealing the unfolding of portions of
the m okecule.

The unfolding of the m olecule is a stochastic process,
w hich depends on the pulling force rate r, the actualvaluie
of the pulling foroe and the m icroscopic details of the
m olecule. Therefore the unfolding of an RNA m olecul,
ie., the successive breaking of its m olecular links, can
be viewed as a succession of them ally activated escape
processes over a set of energy barriers, each representing
one or more molecular links /2%, 20]. W ithin this pic—
ture, the resulting energy landscape can be considered
one-din ensional, since the experim ental set-up singles out
a welkde ned direction, which is the pulling direction.
T he landscape energy barriers are thus located at increas—
ing distance along the pulling direction. T his experin ent
can be repeated for several values of r, in such a way
that the di erent force-extension curves can be m apped
onto a single curve of the breaking force as a function of
the loading rate. From this curve, much inform ation on
the m icroscopic details of the m olecular bonds can be ob—
talned [/i9]: In particular the typical length and energy
of such bonds. A nother quantity, which can be ocbtained
by the forceextension characteristics, is the fraction of
m olecules which rem ain olded as a function of the time
or the Proe, and which also depends on the param eter
r. Sam pling the fraction of folded m olecules at di erent
tin es provides a m ore direct insight into the kinetic barri-
ers which slow down the unfolding process. U sing Evans’
results for the case of pullihg experin ents on a single
m olecular link 2¢], which can be represented by a sin—
gk kinetic barriers of height E and position x along
the reaction coordinate, the fraction (t) of bound links
at tin e t is given by

©

é

; @)

where ! is the attem pt frequency, which depends on the
m icroscopic details of m olecular linkage, and = 1=kgT.

In the lJarge orceregine (f 10 pN ), one expects that
the quantity g(f) de ned as

1
qf)= In rh——: ; )
(t) t=f=r
w illbe a linear function of f:
|
qE)’ n —> E+ f x; 3)

and w illexhibit no dependence on r.

T hisexpression hasbeen exploied by Liphardtetal. 1]
to characterize the tertiary structure ofan RNA m olecule:
by m echanically pulling on the P 5abcdom ain ofthe T etrahy—
m ena therm ophik ribozym e, the fraction offolded m olecules
asa function ofthe force (tin ) hasbeen detemm ined. T he
authors then m ake the hypothesis that the tertiary struc-
ture can be described as a single kinetic barrier, which
hinders the m olecule from unzipping. Using eq. ), they
give an estin ate for the two characteristic param eters of
the barrier, ie. the zero—force transition rate, de ned as

@)

and the barrier position along the reaction coordinate x

(in that case and in the ©llow ing in thispaper, the elonga—
tion of the m olecule needed to break the bond). H ow ever,
the data for g(f) showed iIn that paper, exhibi: a depen—
dence on r even if not distinct, in contrast w ith egs. )
and .

In the present paper we will argue that at least an-—
other kinetic barrier has to be considered in the energy
landscape of the tertiary structure in order to account
for the dependence of g(f) on r. Furthemore, In a re—
cent paper, Bartolo et al. []] showed that in the more
com plicated case of severalm olecular links, which can be
represented by a set of N kinetic barriers along a one-
din ensional unbinding path, the unbinding force plotted
asa function of logarithm ofthe pulling rate (In r) appears
as a succession of straight lines whose slopes are given by
the distances between the adpcent m axin a and the m in—
In a ofthe energy landscape. T hus, we expect that for the
sin ple tw o-barrier energy landscape here considered, the
plt of g as a function of £ = rt will exhdbit m ore than
one straight line, each corresponding to a di erent escape
route from the folded to the unfolded state.

ko = !oexp ( E):

Es

Ea

Fig. 1. Schem atic plot of onedin ensional energy landscape
w ith two energy barriers. T he fiill line corresponds to the land-
scape w ith no extemal force applied E (x), while the dotted
curve corresponds to the tin edependent landscape E (x) rtx
att> ta (see text and eq. ) Prthe de nition ofta ).

Basically we assum e that the tertiary structures of a
RNA m oleculk can be descrbed by m ore than one energy
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barrier with di erent width and height: the sin plest case
isthe onedepicted in g, where a landscapeE (x) char—
acterized by two barriers is responsible for the slow ing of
the unfolding process, and the state x = 0 corresponds
to the unperturbed structure. T he opening of the tertiary
structure can thusbe regarded as a tw o-step process:w hen
the m olecule extension is of the order of x5 , as a conse—
quence ofthem aldenaturation orpulling force,a rst set
of tertiary interactions are broken, and the system Jum ps
into the ocalenergy m Inim um at x, . Later, as the length
Xp 1is reached, the ram aining tertiary interactions break
down.The choice ofa tw o-barrier landscape hasbeen also
suggested to usby the ollow ing experin entalobservation :
In RNA pulling experin ents, a an allbut nite fraction of
m olecules under dynam ic loading unfolds wih two suc—
cessive rips 1], revealing the existence of an Interm edi-
ate state between the com pletely folded and the unfolded
ones.

W hen force isapplied, the energy landscape changesas
E (x;t) = E (x) rtx, so that the outem ost barrier height
decreases faster than the inner one: the unfolding kinetics
is thus characterized by two crossover tin es which will
be respectively indicated with t, and t; in the follow ing.
For tin es longer than t, , the Inner barrier becom es the
dom inant one and is m ainly responsible for the slow ing
down of the unfolding process w ith respect to the £ =
0 case. Eventually, at tines longer than t Wih t5 >
ta ), thewell (x;;E ;) disappears and the unfolding sim ply
results from the overcom ingofthe rstbarrier (g ;EaA).IE
we m ake the fiirther assum ption that the energy barriers
and wells sketched in gl are sharp, so that the barrer
and well positions rem ain essentially constant w ith tin e,
the crossover tin e ty is given by

Ex Ea
B r(Xs Xa ) ©)
and t; is given by
E E.
= — : ®6)
r®e  Xa)

The last equation also de nesa crossoverforce £ = r  £.
Using a K ram er form alisn , and the notations shown in
g, we can w rite the instantaneous rate for the transi-
tion from one ofthetwom inina x = 0;x,) over the two
corresoonding energy barriers (X = Xp jXp ):

kot o = loexp[ Ea fOxa)]l; ()
kai o= loexp[ Ea Ea fO& xa))l; ©)
kar1 = loexp[ Es Ep fO®O&s xi))]; 9)
wherex = 1 indicatesthe com pletely unfolded state.W e

assum e furthem ore k; | ¢;a = 0, ie. once unfolded the
system never folds badk, as ocbserved experin entally [].
Let pp (£) and p; (£) be the probabilities that the system

is In the state 0 or a, respectively. T he tin e evolution of
this quantities is described by the ollow ng di erential

equation system

Po= kot aPot (& Bkar oPas (10)
Pa= (& Dko: aPo . B kar ot kar 1 )Pa

t ®)loi (11)

where (t) is the Heaviside step function. T he step func—

tions have been inclided in egs. ¥ and W) in order
to take into acoount the disappearing ofthe well x5 ;E ;)
from the system energy landscape att= t;.It isworth to
note that at such crossover tin e, a signi cant fraction of
m olecules m ight be accum ulated In the x = x, state, as
a result of the system evolution at previous tim es. T hus
we assum e that at tine t > t;, the escape rate of the
m olecules which are still in the state x = x,, is deter—
m Ined by the m olecular attem pt frequency ! alone. For
a given set of characteristic param eter
S = flo;XaiEaixXaiEaixs jEp g

given the initial values py 0) = 1 and p; 0) = 0, such
a system can be solved num erically. A s m entioned above,
them olecule never oldsback, once i hasbeen com pletely
unfolded, therefore the quantity

(t) = po (©) + P © 12)
de nes the probability that the system is still folded at
tin e t, either com pletely In the x = 0 state orpartially in
the x = a state.

In order to obtain a reliable estim ate of the param —
eter set S, we consider the results of the above cited
experin ent: applying eq. ) to the openings of a sim —
plk RNA molcul tertiary structure, a zero-force tran-—
sition rate kg 7 2 10 s ! and a di erence between
the unfolded tertiary structure length and its transition
breaking) length x ’ 16nm have been obtained [I].
The zero-force transition rate kg = 2 10 *s ! is re—
lated to the attem pt frequency ! and to the overallen—
ergy barrier E of the single barrier picture via eq. ().
In order for the tertiary structure to be the dom nant
In pedance to the m olecule unfolding, the Involved energy
barriershave to be greater than the wellknown RNA base
pair energies, which are ofthe order ofa few kg T . T hus,
if we suppose that the energy barrier E is of the or-
der E ' 10kygT, from the above cited result and from
eq. M), we dbtain 'y ' 4#4s !.Our estinate for the
tertiary structure energy is in agreem ent w ith the valies
shown in %], where combining num erical com putations
w ith experin entaltechniques, the energy oftertiary inter—
actionsin a sin pe RNA m oleculeswas found to range be—
tween 6kg T and 13kg T .O n the otherhand, a direct m ea—
surem ent ofthe attem pt frequency ! ¢ n ©ding/unolding
experim ents isratherdi cult.An indirect estin ate can be
obtained by pulling the RNA m olcul at constant force,
when the force value is within an intervalofa few pNs
around the unfolding force. The m olecule then hops back
and forth between the folded and unfolded state wih a
frequency between 0:05s ! and 20s ' ], which depends
on the actualvalue ofthe force. It can be assum ed that, at
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the unfolding force, the e ective energy barrier vanishes
and the hopping rate yields a rough estin ation ofthem i
croscopic attem pt rate. T hus ourestim ate for the attem pt
frequency ! is in agreem ent w ith those experin ental re—
suls.

Herewetakex, = 06nm,x; = 08nm,andxg = 18
nm : com pared to the above cited result, our choice corre—
soonds to tw o successive openings which occur at elonga—
tions whose sum is equal to the single step picture elon—
gation x = 16 nm .The set of param eter values that we
w ill consider in the ollow Ing is thus given by

lo=44s Y;xa=06mm;Ea=10ks T ; @3)
X;=08nm;E =6kgT;xpg=18nm ;Ezg=16ksgTqg;

S =

wih T = 300 K .Note that w ith this choice for the energy
barrier height, after the rst opening, the system has to
overcom € anotherbarrier of relative height Eg  E, = Ej

In order for the second opening to occur. T he two proba—
bilities py (t) and p; (t), obtained by num erical integration
ofeqs. M®) and M) with r= 1 pN/s,areshown in glll.

08 ~

0.4 1

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
t (s)
Fig. 2. P robabilities pp and p. as finctions of the tin e, ob—
tained by num erical integration ofeqs. [l and ) wihr= 1
PN /s.

3 Resulks

In gurdll the fiinction q, asde ned by eq.l), is plotted
as a function of £ for the energy landscape represented
in  gurdll, with the set of param eter values S given by
eq. M), and ordi erent valies of the loading rate r: the
behavior of such function tums out to be dependent on
both the force range and the loading rate.Forallthe value
of r here considered, in the large force regine £ > £, all
the curves collapse on a single scaling curve, which cor-
regoonds to the escape from the innemm ost barrierE, at
X , 1e., after the outemm ost barrier has disappeared, the
Innem ost barrier becom es the only obstack for the un—
folding ofthem olecule.O n the otherhand, forthe an allest

value of r here considered (r= 10 2 PN /s), and at inter—
m ediate orce values, q(f) lies on a line given by eq. W)
with x= xg and E =E .

T hese results are in agreem ent w ith those ofthe above
m entioned work of Bartolo et al. ©2], where the authors
found out that slope of the breaking force as a function
of In r isequalto the position of the outerm ost barrier, in
the an allr regin e. T he sam e quantiy hasbeen found to
be equalto the position of the innerm ost barrier at large
r, if the relative height of the two barriers is sim ilar, as
In our case. It is worth to rem ark that In this cited work
the single escape rate approxin ation has been usd, ie.,
i hasbeen assum ed that the m ean escape tin e from each
of the landscape barrier is constant. In the present work
we do not use such approxin ation, and thus our resuls
can be considered m ore general of those contained in 1].

ZpN/s o
a o 1
0% aatT L 9¥ r=10 " pN/s o

r= 10

r=1pN/s @
e o0 ,a v r=10pN/s o
e r=10"pN/s &

r=10"pN/s v
20 ¥

b ¥ In (Yo= xa) Ea + fxa
Ea
v In (lo= xs) Eg + fxg -
25 L I 1 . | ,
0 10 20 30 40 50 60
£ (EN)

Fig. 3.Plt of g as a function of £, as de ned by eq. ), Hr
di erent valuesofr.At lJarge force, for each value ofthe loading
rate r, the curves allcollapse on a single scaling function which
corresponds to the escape from the innemn ost barrier (X ;Ea )
(full line) . For sm allvalues of r, and in the an all force regin g,
the curves also converge to a fiinction which corresponds to the
escape from the outem ost barrier (xg ;Eg ) (dashed line): in
this lim it the structure ofthe Innerpart ofthe energy landscape
does not a ect the behavior of the function g(f).

Theplbtin glll, indicates that the behavior of q(f),
In the interm ediate force range, strongly depends on the
value of the pulling rate r. By using linear ts, we nd
that orallthe curveswih r 1 pN /s, in the force range
10pN . £ . f5, " 40pN, the slope of g(f) is equal to
Xn = Xp Xz + Xa = 1:6 nm . This Indicates that the
tw o bonds here considered, behave as a single m acro-bond
whose typical length is x, . In analogy with the sihgle

bond case, in the forcerange 10pN . £ . f,,thequantity
g can be w ritten as
k (r)
qgE;r)=In +  fxy ; (14)
Xm

where we have explicitly taken into account the depen-—
dence on r, and where k (r) isthe zero—force transition rate
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ofthem acro-bond, w hich depends on the details ofthe en—
ergy landscape. Such a quantiy decreases as the loading
rate r increases, and it tumsoutto scalkask (@) / r 1, as
canbeseen in gurdll.U sing qualitative argum ents, Evans
=v] has proposed that In a set of N identicalm olecular
bonds in serdes, the zero force transition rate decreases as
the Inverse of N . In our case the inverse proportionality
of the zero-force transition rate on r, appears to depend
strongly on the m odelused here, and in particular on the
orm ofegs. M) and M) used to cbtain the quantity (t).
T he dependence of g on the loading rate r, indicates that

10

ooV Trs

210

qg(f;r)+ In()

r=1pN/s &

e r=10pN/s o

r= 10 pN/s &
r=10°pN/s =

nh k@@= 1)= x, )+
-25 I 1 . L ,

0 10 20 30 40 50 60
£ EN)

Fig.4.Pbtofqg(f;r) + In(r) asa function of £.The data all

collapse on the sam e curve r= 1, in the force range £ . f,.

-20

fxg e

at a given force £ f,, the fraction of m olecules which
rem ain in the state x = 0 before unfolding com pletely, in—
creases w ith the loading rate r. This isalso con m ed by
a direct plot of the fraction ofm olecules that are In the
ground state at the crossover force f,, as a function of
r, sce g. In other words as r increases, the m olecule
ism ore and m ore \frozen" in its ground folded state, and
only after the outm ost barrier disappears (£ = £f,), the
system unfolds in a way which is determ ined only by the
Inner barrier featuires.

T he characteristics of the quantity g(f;r) in the m od—
erate force regim g, ie., the value of the slope x, = xp
X5+ xa and the scaling law ofthe zero-force transition rate
k (r), tum out to be Airly universal: we found the sam e
resultswith di erent choicesofparam etersetsS (data not
shown). This is at varance w ith the results discussed in
e+ ,+J] where the slope of the rupture force as a function
of Inr, In a given range of r, hasbeen found to be charac—
terized by a single length which correspondsto the relative
position of the dom inant barrier w ith respect to the ad p-
cent energy m ininm um position. In other words, our resuls
suggest that the unfolding process is not dom inated by a
single escape route over a well determm inate barrier, but
is rather controlled by the interactions between the two
barriers, which determ Ine a di erent escape route.

T he analysis of the fraction of folded m olecules (t)
and its related function q(f), that we have proposed so
far, does not provide any estin ate of the interm ediate en—
ergy wellE , . In the follow ing we propose a m ethod to ob—

0.8 1

Po (fa )

0.4 1

0fo a 1

0.‘01 0.1 1 10 100
r ©N/s)

Fig. 5. Fraction ofm olecules py (£, ), which \survives" in the

state x = 0 at the crossover force f,, as a function of r. The

dotted line is a guide to the eye.

1000

tain the value of this quantity, once the fraction of (com —
plktely or partially) folded m olecules and the fraction
ofm olecules which are iIn the interm ediate state p, have
been experim entally determm ined, as functions of the tin e
(force) . Let us consider the an allest value of the pulling
rate we have used I this paper, r = 10 ? pN /s.For this
value, we have shown that
!

qf;r=10 )= ;n —2

Ezg + fxp; 1s)

XB

which holds in Jow to-m oderate force range, see gll.Us-
ing the de nition of g(f) as given by eq. M), we then
obtain

(t;r= 10 2y = exp

and

Es rtxp)

—t;r=10 %)= lge an
The last expression is expected to hold for su ciently
an all values of the force. On the other hand, summ ing
eq. M) and eq. @), we obtain, Hrt< t,,

—) =

ka! 1 Pas (18)

wherek,, ; isgiven by eq. ). P utting together eq. M)
and eq. @), yields

Gr= 10 2) E.

Pa (©)

fxa) .

=e 19)

t=f=r

T huswe expect that, at low -to-m oderate forces w here the
equality #¥) holds, the ratio of to p,, ©r am allvalues
of the pulling rate, is a linear function of the force, in
a lineardog plot of the data. This iscon med by dJdll,
w here the ratio of =p,, as cbtained by num erical solution
ofeqs. M®) and M) with r= 10 2 pN/s, ispltted as a
function off .From a linear tofthe relative experim ental
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1000 T T

(tix=10 2)

Pa () t=f=r

exp [ Ea

£x2)]

100

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
f ©EN)
Fig. 6.Ratio of folded m olecule fraction to the fraction p, of
m olecules in the state x = x5, asa function ofthe force £, w ith
r=10 ? PN /s. The dashed line corregponds to the expected
flinction in the sm all force regin e, as given by eq. Il .

data, it m ight then be possible to obtain estim ates for x,
and E ;.

T he behaviour of the m odel here proposed appears to
be rather robust w ith respect to changes in the values of
the param eters.

Tt is clear that, eg., an increase In !y as well as a
(slight) decrease in the barrier heights would yield a cor-
responding decrease in the tin e scales. In the sam e way,
a faster system tim e evolution could be obtained by, eg.,
an increase ofeitherx, orxp ora decrease in x; (see egs.
), B and W) which de ne the transition rates).

W e have shown the num erical results fora energy land-
scapewith E, = Ep Ea).No qualitative change in the
fiinction q(f;r), w ith respect to that shown in  gurdll, has
to be expected by changing slightly the value ofone ofthe
tw o barriers, while keeping the other one unchanged. O b—
viously, ifone barrierbecom esm uch larger than the other,
the behaviour of the single barrier case is recovered.

W ih our choice for the m odel param eters, we have
In plicitly assum ed that the inner barrier is the one which
survives longer. Let ty be the tine at which the inner
barrierdisappears,de nedast = Ep=(xa ),and ket ax
be them axin um tim e for the Integration of the evolution
equations #¥) and ). T hus, w ith ourparam eter choice,
we took ty ax < tp. This corresponds to stop the kinetic
processbefore the last barrier disappears: in the absence of
barriers the K ram er form alism m akesno longer sense.W e
now want to discuss shortly the case where it is the outer
barrierto survive Ionger, ie.ty, > ty @ndty > thax > ).
Thiscan beobtained,eg. by taking Eg E ;) m oderately
greater than E, . In this case, a slightly m odi ed version
of egs. M¥) and W) has to be considered to take into
account the disappearing ofthe barrier xp ;Ea ) att= tg.
The outcom e orq(f;r) is sin ilar to that shown n g,
but the slope at large force is xp X5 rather than xj .
Stillwe believe that the choiceE, ¥ Er Eai),and xp
(g X5) isthem ost reasonable at this level ofknow ledge
ofthe RN A tertiary structures, since each tertiary contact
originates from the sam e physicalm echanian s.

4 D iscussion

The resuls shown n  guredll and Ml indicate that m ea—
suring g(f) at di erent values of r sheds light on di er-
ent parts of the energy landscape. D irect inform ation on
the outem ost barrier can only be obtained by m easuring
q(;£) for very an allvalues of r, while for high values of
f, one obtains inform ation on the innem ost barrier. T he
m odel here presented also provides a m ethod to obtain
an experin entalestim ate of the interm ediate energy m in-—
Inum . The m easurem ent of such quantity is highly desir—
able, since it detem ines the stability of the interm ediate
state w ith respect to m olecule pulling.

In the m oderate force regine, and for r 1 pN/s,
the quantiy q(f;r) does not give direct inform ation on
a single energy barrier, but rather indicates that in this
force range there is a strong cooperativity in the unbind-
Ing process between the two kinetic barriers, that can be
regarded as a single one.

In conclusion, we have proposed a sin ple m odel for
the unolding of RNA molcules with tertiary structure
under dynam ic loading, where two distinct kinetic barri-
ers w ith sin ilar height, hinder the system from opening.
T his choice leads the fraction of ©lded m olecule to depend
on the pulling rate, and therefore accounts for experin en—
tal results where apparently such a dependence has been
observed [[]]. In order forourm odelto be checked, them e-
chanical openings of a RNA molecul w ith tertiary con-
tactshasto be perform ed w ith a w ide range ofpulling rate.
T he existence of an unique slope ofq(f) vs. £ In the Inter-
m ediate force range, and a scaling law for the zero-force
transition rate, asthe onewe nd out here, would unam —
biguously indicate that the single barrier picture is nade—
quate to describe the kinetic process corresponding to the
m echanical breaking of an RNA tertiary structure. Our
results suggest that the predom inance of one of the two
single kinetic barriers on the unfolding process, cannot be
Inferred by m easuring the fraction of unfolded m olecules
n a relatively large range of force. O n the contrary, the ob—
servation of this quantity over such an Interm ediate force
range, suggests the existence of a com plex kinetic bar-
rier, which has a non trivial and unexpected connection
w ith the single barriers. A ccording to our m odel, in an
unfolding experim ent, a direct insight into the details of
the single barriers can only be obtained either using a rel-
atively am all value of the pulling rate, or analyzing the
unfolding kinetics In the large force regin e. H ow ever the

rst possbility is 1im ited by the need to keep the e ect of
apparatus drift under control
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