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In solution, DNA, the ‘most important molecule of life’, is a highly charged macromolecule which bears a unit of negative charge on
each phosphate of its sugar-phosphate backbone. Although partially compensated by counterions (cations of the solution) adsorbed
at or condensed near it, DNA still produces a substantial electric field in its vicinity, which is screened by buffer electrolyte at longer
distances from the DNA. This electric field is experienced by any charged or dipolar species approaching and interacting with the DNA.
Such field has been explored so far predominantly within the scope of a primitive model of the electrolytic solution, not considering
more complicated structural effects of the water solvent. In this paper we investigate the distribution of electric field around DNA using
linear response nonlocal electrostatic theory, applied here for helix-specific charge distributions, and compare the predictions of such
theory with specially performed fully atomistic large scale molecular dynamics simulations. Both approaches are applied to unravel
the role of the structure of water at close distances to and within the grooves of a DNA molecule in the formation of the electric field.
As predicted by the theory and reported by the simulations, the main finding of this study is that oscillations in the electrostatic
potential distribution are present around DNA, caused by the overscreening effect of structured water. Surprisingly, electrolyte ions
at physiological concentrations do not strongly disrupt these oscillations, and rather distribute according to these oscillating patterns,
indicating that water structural effects dominate the short-range electrostatics. We also show that (i) structured water adsorbed in the
grooves of DNA lead to a positive electrostatic potential core, (ii) the Debye length some 10 Å away from the DNA surface is reduced,
effectively renormalised by the helical pitch of the DNA molecule, and (iii) Lorentzian contributions to the nonlocal dielectric function of
water, effectively reducing the dielectric constant close to the DNA surface, enhances the overall electric field. The impressive agreement
between the atomistic simulations and the developed theory substantiates the use of nonlocal electrostatics when considering solvent
effects in molecular processes in biology.

I. INTRODUCTION

A multitude of species interacting with DNA in solution
experience its electric field. Indeed, this so-called ‘most im-
portant molecule’ is an ‘electrostatic bomb’. Not actually an
‘acid’, but usually a salt, DNA dissociates in aqueous solu-
tion, releasing its cations to the solution and retaining a unit
of negative elementary charge on each phosphate of its sugar-
phosphate backbone, resulting in two charges per 3.4 Å ver-
tical rise (or per base pair) of the double helix. The double
helix of these negative charges are screened by (i) the Debye
cloud of buffer electrolyte, (ii) the DNA’s own, released coun-
terions (which are in the minority in an electrolyte solution
of physiological concentration ∼0.154 M), and (iii) where ap-
plicable by counterions (cations) of an added salt that specif-
ically adsorb onto the DNA (see Fig. 1), or those that get
condensed just in the narrow layer around DNA [1, 2]. In
such an environment the ‘bomb’ is neutralised, but still the
electric field, although exponentially decaying into the so-
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lution bulk, is substantial in the vicinity of DNA within the
range of a few nanometres. This field will act on any charged
or polar species, and it thus plays an important role in DNA
packing, interaction with proteins, and many other aspects
of the vast genetic machinery.

Studies of the electric field of DNA have a long history,
starting shortly after the discovery of DNA structure and
function. The first popular model to describe it was the so-
called polyelectrolyte model of DNA (for review see [1, 2]).
In this model, DNA was considered as a charged cylinder
with characteristic DNA radius (≈ 1 nm) and mean surface
charge density from the two phosphate strands (σ̄ ≈ 16.3
µCcm−2) with the response of the surrounding ions to the
presence of such cylinder considered within approximations
of various levels of complexity [3]. Such models helped to
elucidate some features generally in biophysics [4] but were
insufficient to unravel effects directly related with the helical
structure and symmetry of DNA.

An attempt to understand the effects of double helical
structure on the electric field of a DNA molecule was first
made in 1978 [5], but systematic studies of such effects
started in the late 90s. It was initially studied in the context
of DNA-DNA interaction [6], DNA in dense aggregates [7]
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and liquid crystals [8], DNA fibres (with reconsideration of
structural information that can be extracted from the clas-
sical X-ray fibre diffraction patterns) [9], DNA supercoil-
ing [10], and recognition of homologous genes [11] (for de-
tailed review see [12]). These works have put weight on ef-
fects predominantly determined by the helical symmetry of
DNA [13] (or violations/distortions of that symmetry [14]).
Still, to a point, these works all rest on the implicit de-
scription of the solvent, describing its dielectric response
by a macroscopic dielectric constant, ε, alongside consid-
ering the ionic response in a simplified way based on the
Debye-Bjerrum approximation [12]. A series of publications
were devoted to account for the nonlinear response of the
ionic subsystem, based on concepts of Wigner-crystal forma-
tion [15] and strong ionic correlations [3], but they did not
consider the helicity of the DNA charge distribution, and
again, neither went beyond a macroscopic description of the
dielectric response of the surrounding water.

It has been, however, known for several decades that
macroscopic dielectric response is insufficient in the descrip-
tion of electrostatics in water. For example, let us simply
consider a simple single ion: submerging this in water will
create a solvation sphere of bound solvent molecules, puta-
tively resulting in an effective, reduced dielectric screening
close to the ion. As polarisation fluctuations in polar me-
dia are correlated in space (in the case of water, by its hy-
drogen bond network), this effect will persist over a certain
characteristic length intrinsic to the solvent, and the effec-
tive dielectric constant will return to its bulk value only far
away from the ion, at distances longer than this character-
istic length. Given that this dielectric constant is effectively
distance dependent, it is natural to refer to the language of
nonlocal electrostatics, where water polarisation correlations
are conveniently described by the wave-number dependent
dielectric function, ε(k); in the linear response approxima-
tion such an approach provides a framework within which
we can analyse the effect of water structure and dielectric
response to any charged object.

Simple models of the dielectric response of water inter-
polate smoothly between macroscopic (ε ≈ 80) and high-
frequency (ε∗ ≈ 3−5) dielectric constants, which leads to ad-
ditional exponentially decaying contributions associated with
the water structure in the electrostatic potential distribution
near a charged or polar species embedded in water. As such
it will manifest itself in the potential distribution near an
electrode, in hydration forces between charged or polarised
surfaces, etc. Exponentially varying ‘structural’ contribu-
tions to the forces between objects at the nanoscale have
been measured in many biologically relevant systems from
lipid membranes to DNA and proteins, as well as between
surfaces relevant in electrochemistry.

Water is, however, more complex than this. Detailed anal-
ysis of its dielectric response shows so-called ‘overscreening’
effects in addition to these exponential correlations. This ef-
fect means that in the first molecular layer around a charged
species, the amount of bound countercharge is larger than
that on the species; that excess is overcompensated in the
next layer, and off it goes until the macroscopic limit of
screening is reached. This manifests itself in a peak in the
wave-number dependent Fourier component of the response
function, χ(k) = ε−1

∗ − ε(k)−1. This implies that there ex-

ists a region where the dielectric function ε(k) can be nega-
tive, and will lead to oscillations in the electrostatic poten-
tial around the species or in hydration forces. Such oscil-
lations have been observed by Israelachvili and Pashley in
1983 [16] in their force measurements with surface force ap-
paratus (SFA) between atomically flat mica surfaces. Such
oscillations have also been seen even in the earliest computer
simulations [17–21]. This begs the question; why were these
oscillations not seen previously in force experiments between
lipid membranes or even differently prepared mica surfaces?
In their paper, Israelachvili and Pashley alluded to the rough-
ness of the surfaces in question; structural and thermal fluc-
tuations can disrupt the water structure, leading to oscil-
lation dysphasia. Such a reasoning is logical; recently this
conjecture has been substantiated by a systematic theoret-
ical analysis [22]. These oscillations are currently receiving
significant attention and are being measured more and more
frequently in a number of sophisticated frequency modulated
atomic force microscopy (FM-AFM) experiments where it is
possible to bypass the effect of roughness under the so-called
‘solvent-tip approximation’ [23, 24]. However, the exact con-
sequence and relevance of such oscillating features on phe-
nomena such as ion adsorption and double layer structure is
still under debate [25]. For the case of DNA, its large relative
size compared to the solvent molecules in combination with
its double helical structure and thermal fluctuations would
lead one to naively believe that all these oscillations would be
smeared out. However, recent FM-AFM experiments mea-
suring the hydration structure of DNA has shown that we do
indeed see signatures of oscillations in the force patterns [26].
Such observation is consistent with the idea of a ‘DNA wa-
ter spine’; a stabilising chiral superstructure that has also
been experimentally measured in X-Ray diffraction experi-
ments [27]. Hence, when considering the complex electric
environment surrounding a single DNA molecule, we must
resort to a more sophisticated model which can incorporate
these oscillating features.

More recently, the all-atom molecular dynamics (MD)
simulation method has become a ubiquitous tool for ac-
curate characterisation of biomolecular systems [28]. The
application of this method to the study of DNA systems
has been challenging because the high charge of the DNA
molecules combined with physiological salt concentrations
requires larger systems and long simulation times to fully
equilibrate the ion atmosphere. Nevertheless, early work
has shown that a fully atomistic MD model can repro-
duce DNA electrostatics inferred from continuum simula-
tions and DNA supercoiling measurements [29]. Soon af-
ter, however, the standard parameterization of ion–DNA in-
teractions was found to be inadequate to reproduce exper-
imentally measured DNA–DNA forces [30]. The force field
model was then refined by introducing surgical corrections to
cation–DNA phosphate interactions, producing a molecular
force field model capable of quantitative reproduction of the
DNA array data [31, 32] and competitive ion binding experi-
ments [33, 34]. The model was then used to predict the effect
of DNA methylation on DNA–DNA forces [35], suggesting a
physical mechanism for guiding DNA condensation into mi-
crocompartments according to the DNA sequence [36].

With these computational advances in mind, the question
remains; how much will things change when we abandon the
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FIG. 1. Comparison between theory and simulation mod-
els for a DNA molecule. (a) Illustration of DNA surface
charge pattern, consisting of negatively charged helical lines of
phosphates (solid) and positively charged counterions adsorbed
in the major (dot-dashed) and minor (dashed) grooves. Such an
ideal helical surface charge pattern corresponds closely to poly-
AT DNA, which has helical pitch H ≈ 34 Å. On the right of (a),
we show a cross-section of the DNA molecule at z = 0, displaying
the polar coordinate system (R,ϕ) we use in this work. Phos-
phates (red circles) sit at a radius of aDNA ≈ 10 Å, where ϕs is
the azimuthal width of the minor groove. Specifically adsorbed
counterions (blue circles) sit within the DNA grooves at a radius
of aCC ≈ 5− 7 Å. Not shown in the figure are the helical lines of
structured water (the ‘water spine’) which also sit in the grooves
at a radius of aW ≈ 4 − 5 Å. (b) Illustration of the simulation
system, consisting a 42 base pair DNA (poly-AT) submerged in
solvent (semi-transparent surface). Each strand of the duplex is
covalently linked to itself across the periodic boundary, making
the DNA effectively infinite. A cylindrical volume of radius 3 nm,
centered around the central base pair of the duplex, is taken as a
reference. The inset defines a coordinate system perpendicular to
the DNA’s helical axis.

previously established macroscopic models of DNA electro-
statics and try to account for water structure around DNA?
What effect does the water structure have on the distribution
of ions around DNA, and what does it all matter for the ‘fine
structure’ of the electric field created by a DNA molecule in
solution? Is a theoretical approach to this problem unreal-
istic, and are these results accessible only through all-atom
MD simulations?

This article is a first attempt to answer some of these ques-
tions. We will incorporate a dielectric function inspired by
a field-theoretical account of water structure into the dielec-
tric response of the electrolyte to the helical charge distribu-
tion representing DNA. Calculating the electrostatic poten-
tial, electric field and charge density, we will analyse results
both in electrolyte solution and in a hypothetical ‘pure wa-

ter’ case to understand the nature of the electrostatics of the
system. With those tasks achieved, we will perform fully
atomistic molecular dynamics simulations of DNA, water,
and electrolyte ions, the approach which in principle has its
own extensive history [37, 38] and compare the results with
those of the analytical theory.

Previewing, we can conclude that the results of these two
approaches appear in harmony with each other, which is es-
pecially important in the absence of direct experimental de-
termination of the distribution of electric field around DNA.
Specifically, the theoretical approach to the description of
the dielectric response of the water solvent is based on (and
limited by!) linear nonlocal electrostatics [39, 40], and thus
the importance of the verification of its predictions by fully
atomistic computer simulations is obvious.

The structure of this article is as follows. Before present-
ing the analytical theory for the calculation of electric field
about DNA, we first provide an ‘elevator pitch’ of the prin-
ciples of nonlocal electrostatics, illustrating and discussing
its predictions for species much simpler than DNA. We then
proceed to the basics of the analytical theory of the electric
field of DNA in solution, and present its results and predic-
tions. Following this, we describe the set up and parameters
of the simulations performed in this study. Then, having
covered the foundations of both the theoretical and compu-
tational methods, we present the results of the simulations
and compare them to the predictions of the theory, discussing
the consequences and findings of this in-depth study into the
electrostatics of this ‘most important molecule’.

II. NONLOCAL ELECTROSTATICS:
A BIRDS-EYE VIEW

In this work, we use the language of nonlocal electrostat-
ics to understand the effect of structured water surrounding
a charged object. To give the reader more context as to
the applicability and validity of this generalisation of classi-
cal electrostatics, we first provide a whistle-stop tour of the
main concepts of the approach below, applying it to one of
the simplest models of an ion, the Born sphere. We do this
to show the degree of complexity required when more com-
plicated features, such as oscillations in water structure, are
considered. Note that Gaussian units are used throughout
the article in all mathematical formalism.

A. Basic Equations of Nonlocal Electrostatics

When we consider spatially correlated media, the displace-
ment field, D and polarisation density field, P at a point
r are not simply proportional to the electric field, E, as
in the constitutive relations of classical electrostatics, i.e.
D(r) = εE(r) and P(r) = χE(r), where ε and χ are respec-
tively the dielectric constant and dielectric susceptibility of
the medium. But generally, D(r) and P(r) must depend on
the electric field in the surrounding space of that point be-
cause there are spatial correlations in the system; in other
words, the orientation of one dipole in an electric field in
space depends on how its surrounding dipoles are oriented,
i.e. it depends on the value of the electric field in the volume
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around the point r extending to the range of spatial corre-
lation of polarisation fluctuations. Hence, the central idea
of nonlocal electrostatics is the generalisation of these con-
stitutive relations of classical electrostatics into the nonlocal
form:

Dα(r) =
∑
β

∫
dr′εαβ(r− r′)Eαβ(r

′), (1)

where the subscripts denote Cartesian components, α, β =
x, y, z. The above-mentioned correlations manifest them-
selves in the kernel of the relation, εαβ(r− r′), the so-called
nonlocal dielectric tensor. In the limit of macroscopic electro-
statics, εαβ(r−r′) = εδαβδ(r−r′), where δαβ is the Kronecker
delta, and δ(r − r′) is the Dirac delta function. Such form
reduces this general nonlocal relation to the local expression.
In homogeneous and isotropic media, it is convenient to in-
stead consider the Fourier transform of this tensor, εαβ(k),
or more precisely its longitudinal component:

ε||(k) =
∑
αβ

kαkβ
k2

εαβ(k), (2)

where k = |k|, which we will express as ε(k) below for brevity.
The potential of the field produced by an arbitrary charge

distribution in a uniform medium is determined by Gauss’
law, ∇ ·D = 4πρext(r). After the substitution of Eq. 1 with
E(r) = −∇φ(r), one has:∑

αβ

∂

∂rα

∫
dr′εαβ(r− r′)

∂

∂rβ
φ(r′) = −4πρext(r). (3)

We can easily resolve this equation with respect to the po-
tential φ. With the following definitions of the forwards and
inverse Fourier transforms of any function f(r)

f̃(k) =

∫
dr f(r)e−ik·r ; f(r) =

1

(2π)3

∫
dk f̃(k)eik·r

(4)

as well as Eq. 2, we obtain an expression for the potential
produced by a rigid distribution of external charges immersed
in a nonlocal solvent,

φ̃(k) =
4π

k2ε(k)
ρ̃ext(k). (5)

From this expression, the first step we need is to determine
the form of ε(k) for the solvent. In the past, the ‘Lorentzian’
form of the dielectric function which interpolates between
the limiting behaviour at small and large k was widely used.
Such an expression for ε(k) describes purely exponentially
decaying correlations in the system, which was able to ratio-
nalise many different experimental observations in a number
of electrochemical systems [39, 40]. However, this so-called
‘Lorentzian model’ fails to capture the full complexity of the
system; it does not describe the overscreening mode in the di-
electric response functions ubiquitous to polar liquids, where
ε(k) < 0. We can write a general expression for the dielectric
function as follows:

ε(k) =
1

1

ε∗
−
(

1

ε∗
− 1

ε

)
F̃ (k)

(6)

where ε∗ ≈ 3 − 5 is the short-range dielectric constant.
Within the Lorentzian model, F̃ (k) = 1/(1 + Λ2k2), where
Λ is the correlation length of the polarisation fluctuations in
the liquid. This model does not consider finer effects in the k-
spectrum, leading to overscreening. Taking inspiration from
a dielectric function derived from an extended phenomone-
logical Landau-Ginzburg expansion in the polarisation den-
sity of water (see Ref. [22] for details), we use the following
expression, first proposed in Ref. [41]:

F̃ (k) =
γ

1 + Λ2
1k

2
+

(1− γ)(1 + Λ2
2Q

2)2

(1 + (kΛ2 −QΛ2)2)(1 + (kΛ2 +QΛ2)2)
(7)

Such form for the dielectric function accounts for a num-
ber of fine-structure effects in water. This is particularly
clear if we examine the poles of Eq.(7). There are six
roots of the denominators, two of which are imaginary, lo-
cated at k = ±i/Λ1, and the rest being complex, located
at k = ±Q ± i/Λ2, where Q,Λ1 and Λ2 are related to the
different correlation lengths in the system, and we take their
values from fits to simulated bulk water dielectric response
function [22, 42]. The two imaginary poles describe expo-
nential (a.k.a. Lorentzian) correlations, with characteristic
decay length Λ1 ≈ 3.67 Å. The complex poles describe decay-
ing oscillating correlations, with characteristic decay length
Λ2 ≈ 1.77 Å, and oscillation period Λo = 2π/Q ≈ 2.13
Å. The partitioning coefficient γ determines the relative
strength of these contributions to the overall dielectric re-
sponse. Here we have chosen parameters such that ε(k) re-
produces the response function for TIP3P water, the model
used in the following DNA simulations (see Simulation
Methods). It is important to note that when comparing
the results of the theory against simulations performed with
such rigid bond models which neglect internal degrees of free-
dom of the water molecule, such as electronic polarisability
and bond vibrations, we can simply set ε∗ = 1. However,
when more detailed models of the solvent are used in simu-
lation, we must consider more carefully the value of this ε∗,
as well as including the varying spatial dispersion of these
internal degrees of freedom.

B. Solvent response to the electric field of simple ions

Rather than diving headfirst into the more complicated
case of DNA, we will begin by studying a single ion. The
simplest model one can adopt for this is the Born sphere
model (BS), which has been widely used in many electrostatic
calculations in the past. Here, the ion charge Q is localised
on a sphere of radius a, such that

ρBS(r) =
Q

4πa2
δ(|r| − a). (8)

Such a model is quite crude; simple arguments from quan-
tum mechanics tell us that a hard sphere of charge is a fairly
poor model of an ion. Firstly, given the presence of direc-
tional orbitals surrounding the ion, the charge distribution is
generally not isotropic. Secondly, electrons are not localised
on an infinitely thin sphere, but rather can be thought of as
‘smeared’ along the radial direction. We therefore consider
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FIG. 2. Nonlocal Electrostatics results for a smeared Born sphere with hybrid dielectric function parameterised to
TIP3P: (a) Model charge distributions for a = 1 Å and η = 0.4 Å. Vertical dotted blue line represents the BS model, and the solid
black line represents the SBS model. (b) Hybrid model for the dielectric function of water, defined by Eqs.(6) and (7), parameterised
for TIP3P water, with Λ1 = 3.67 Å, Λ2 = 1.77 Å, Λo = 2π/Q = 2.13 Å, γ = 0.05 and ε∗ = 1. At k = 0, ε(k = 0) = ε = 94
for TIP3P water, as shown by the horizontal dotted line. Inset shows comparison between the hybrid and Lorentzian models in the
small-k region. Figures (c), (d) and (e) all show quantities calculated using this model of ε(k). (c) Theoretical calculations against
experimental measurements for hydration energy against ion radius. Experimental data for ions taken from Ref. [43]. We clearly
see that the classical Born formula and the hard BS model overestimate the hydration energy significantly. However, when smeared,
the theoretical predictions match experiment almost exactly. (d) and (e) show the screening function and the electrostatic potential
distribution respectively, and how they vary with the smearing parameter, η. Inset of (e) shows convergence with the classical Coulomb
law at distances larger than ∼ 20 Å, where the effect of polarisation correlations disappears.

a smeared Born sphere model (SBS) introduced in Ref. [42].
This is one of the simplest modifications of the Born model,
neglecting anisotropy in the charge distribution. The charge
distribution of such a sphere is given by

ρSBS(r) =
QNSBS

4π
e−||r|−a|/η. (9)

Here, a is the position of maximum charge density (effec-
tive ion radius) and η is the smearing parameter. We de-
termine the normalisation factor, NSBS , from the condition
that

∫
V
ρ(r)dr = q, yielding

NSBS =
1

2η(a2 + η2(2− e−a/η))
. (10)

The classical Born model is a limiting case of this smeared
model, as the smearing parameter η → 0. The Fourier trans-
forms of these charge distribution models are given by

ρ̃BS(k) = Q
sin(ka)

ka
, (11)

ρ̃SBS(k) = 2QNSBS

{
ηa sin(ka)

k(1 + η2k2)
+
η3(2 cos(ka)− e−a/η)

(1 + η2k2)2

}
(12)

where we clearly see that Eq. 13 reduces to Eq. 12 in the
case where η → 0.

1. Electrostatic Potential

To calculate the electrostatic potential around a spheri-
cally symmetric ion, we can simply take the spherical 3D
inverse Fourier transform of Eq.(5), yielding the nonlocal
electrostatic formulation,

φ(r) =
2

π

∫ ∞

0

dk

ε(k)

sin(kr)

kr
ρ̃ext(k). (13)

From this, we can also define the screening function S(r) =
εrφ(r), which yields the deviation from Coulomb’s law for
the electrostatic potential due to a monovalent ion.

Limitations of this equation are as follows; (i) linear re-
sponse of the dielectric medium to the electric charge, (ii)
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neglect of excluded volume of the charged object itself (the
so-called ‘embedded charge approximation’). These limita-
tions were both analysed in Ref. [44], where it was shown
that very close (within one molecular diameter) to the ion,
both effects lead to substantial differences in the distribution
of electrostatic potential. Hence, we must acknowledge that
the results we obtain through this nonlocal formalism within
the range of one molecular diameter (here ∼ 2.5 Å for water)
should be considered with a pinch of salt. As can be seen
in Figs. 2(d) and (e) to follow, these limitations manifest as
a possible artefact, where we see inversion in the sign of the
potential and screening factor very close to the ion surface.

2. Free enthalpy of solvation

The free enthalpy of solvation, which we term here the
hydration energy, is generally given as the difference between
the electrostatic energy in a vacuum and in the solvent:

W =
1

2

∫
V

dr [φ0(r)− φ(r)] ρext(r). (14)

Using Eq.(13) above for the electrostatic potential, we ob-
tain [39]:

W (a) =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

dk ρ̃ext(k; a)
2

[
1− 1

ε(k)

]
. (15)

It is important to note that such expressions for the hydra-
tion energy assume that the solvent penetrates inside the
charge distribution (a.k.a. the embedded charge distribution
approximation [39, 42]); such an assumption works reason-
ably well as an interpolation: when the ion radius is small
and nonlocal effects are the largest, the amount of solvent
‘within the ion’ is negligible, whereas for larger ions the non-
local effect diminishes and the assumption that the solvent
sits inside the ion bears no importance, as in the classical
Born formula. Note that in the limit where ε(k) = ε = const.,
and ρ̃(k; a) → ρ̃BS(k), Eq.(15) reduces to the classical Born
formula:

W (a) =
1

2a

(
1− 1

ε

)
. (16)

Plotting the hydration energy against ion size in Fig. 2(c),
we see that for large ions, the nonlocal expression for the
Born sphere approaches the classical expression asymptoti-
cally. It is well known that that the classical Born formula
overestimates the hydration energies for ions (Fig.2c). This
arises due to the approximation that ε(k) ≡ ε in all space,
including in the vicinity of the ion, not accounting for non-
local effects. When we calculate this hydration energy for a
Born sphere in a nonlocal medium within the Lorentzian ap-
proximation, the value of the hydration energy successfully
reduces down to experimental values [39]. When, however,
we try to use more sophisticated models which account for
overscreening, the overestimation worsens (Fig.2c). This was
shown to be an artefact of the BS model [42]. Calculating
the hydration energy for the more realistic SBS model allows
us to match the experimental results much more closely by
simply smearing the charge slightly [42], where we have set

η = 0.4 Å for all ions. Of course, each ion will have its own
characteristic η, and so it is not accurate to simply apply a
constant value for all ionic radii. However, this example just
shows the absolute importance of introducing smearing in
the charge distribution when the dielectric function accounts
for overscreening oscillations.

C. Interpolation Approximation for Electrolytes

Recently, a phenomenological model for the dielectric func-
tion of pure water was proposed [22], however the approach to
include electrolyte ions there was only valid for small concen-
trations so as to not violate the Dolgov-Kirzhnits-Maksimov
(DKM) constraint [45] on the full electrolyte dielectric func-
tion, εc(k). This constraint means that εc(k) cannot enter
the regime of 0 < εc(k) ≤ 1 at any concentration of elec-
trolyte. However, within the following approximation first
used in Ref. [41], we can extend the dielectric function to
account for both the solvent molecules and the ions present
without worry of violating this DKM law.

Let us remind ourselves of the limiting behaviour of the
dielectric function; in the long wavelength limit (small k),
we recover macroscopic behaviour, i.e. ε(k) → ε, whereas
the short wavelength limit (large k) probes the short-range
correlations. For example, when we consider pure water, the
wave-numbers k ∼ 2π/d, where d is the diameter of the water
molecule, characterise the molecular packing effects in the
solvent. This is the origin of the oscillation period Λo(= d),
obtained from the roots of ε(k). For much larger k, ε(k)
will approach the short-range dielectric constant due to the
electronic/infrared polarisability of the molecules, ε∗.

Analysis of the linear Poisson-Boltzmann equation for a bi-
nary monovalent solution yields the dielectric response func-
tion of ionic solutions in the long wavelength limit (small
k):

εc(k) = ε

[
1 +

κ2

k2

]
(17)

where κ−1 = λD is the Debye screening length. The diver-
gence at small wavenumbers corresponds to the screening of
the potential at distances larger than the Debye length. At
smaller distances, the screening effect is negligible, and the
dielectric response is only influenced by the water. This will
remain true even if we consider a more complicated expres-
sion for the water dielectric response, rather than ε. Hence,
we can write a simple interpolated formula for the dielectric
response by replacing ε with the full ε(k):

εc(k) = ε(k)

[
1 +

κ2

k2

]
(18)

where ε(k) is the pure water dielectric function that we can
approximate by, e.g., Eqs. 6 and 7. Checking the limiting
behaviour of the expression, for long wavelengths, ε(k) → ε,
and we recover Eq. 17. In the short wavelength limit, the
ionic contribution is neglected and we recover the pure water
response. By design, this interpolated formula is expected to
work well if there is a separation of length scales: the Debye
length is larger than the characteristic correlation lengths
in the solvent, and for sure much larger than the size of
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the solvent molecules. It is this interpolated formula for the
electrolyte dielectric function that we will use in this paper
in the Poisson Equation to solve for the potential around a
DNA molecule.

Of course, writing a general dielectric function coupling
the solvent to the ionic response is not an easy task. The ap-
proach outlined above, in the simplest way, is equivalent to
replacing the inverse Debye length κ with some wavenumber-
dependent κ̃(k), a sophistication that has received a lot of
attention recently in the attempts to combine the dielectric
response of the solvent to the electrolyte ions [46–49]. How-
ever, in these works, the method by which we obtain this
κ̃(k) is not straightforward, and results in no simple formula.
Hence, we use Eq. (18) here as a first approximation, keeping
in mind its limitations.

In view of a number of the approximations used, such as
the one inherent to Eq.(18), as well as the model for the
dielectric function of water (although fitted to independent
molecular dynamics simulations), we will systematically com-
pare the predictions of the theoretical results with atomistic
molecular dynamics simulations, which is the cornerstone of
this paper.

III. THEORY & MODEL

A. Basic Equations

Let us now consider one infinitely long, cylindrical
molecule with an arbitrary surface charge distribution. Here
we assume that an aqueous solution fills all the space, and
the fixed charges are immersed in it. Given that water is
able to penetrate within the grooves of DNA, this is not too
crude an assumption to make. It should be noted however
that this water has structure, resulting in a net polarisation
density, and therefore must be included in the model for the
surface charge distribution as a ‘bound charge’ contribution
(see sub-section on Bound Charge Distribution).

Using the approximation detailed above for the dielectric
function of electrolytes, the Fourier transform of the electro-
static potential φ(r) created by any embedded charge distri-
bution of volume charge density ρext(r) is given by:

φ̃(k) =
4π

(k2 + κ2)ε(k)
ρ̃ext(k). (19)

where ρ̃ext(k) is the Fourier transform of ρext(r). As we
are dealing with the surface charge density on a cylindri-
cal surface, it is convenient for us to describe the external
charge density in the molecular frame in a cylindrical coor-
dinate system, (z, ϕ, r), associated with the molecular axis
(see Fig.3(a)). There are multiple contributions to the exter-
nal charge distribution (see below) - to keep our formalism
as general as possible, we can write the charge density of a
given contribution ν as an arbitrary surface charge distribu-
tion, placed at a given radius aν , such that:

ρν(z, ϕ, r) = σν(z, ϕ)δ(r − aν) (20)

It is then convenient for us to express it in the form:

ρν(r) =
1

(2π)2

∞∑
n=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dq eiqzeinϕR ρ̃ν(q, n, r). (21)

so that

ρ̃ν(k) = aν

∞∑
n=−∞

inσ̃ν(q, n)Jn(Kaν)e
−inϕK . (22)

where σ̃ν(q, n) is the Fourier transform of σν(z, ϕ), defined
as

σ̃(q, n) =

∫ 2π

0

dϕ

∫ ∞

−∞
dz e−iqze−inϕσ(z, ϕ), (23)

and Jn(x) is the n-th order Bessel function of the first kind.
Plugging Eq. (22) into (19), and performing the inverse
Fourier transform, we find the expression for the potential
in real space:

φν(r) =
aν
π

∞∑
n=−∞

∫ ∞

−∞
dq

∫ ∞

0

KdK

× einϕeiqz
Jn(KR)Jn(Kaν)

ε(
√
K2 + q2)(K2 + q2 + κ2)

σ̃ν(q, n)

(24)

which will give us a result for a given σ̃ν(q, n) and ε(k). In
previous approaches to this problem, this expression has been
extended to include the presence of low dielectric cylindrical
cores, such that the charge distribution sits at the inner-
core/water interface [50]. Considering that water does sit
in both the major and minor grooves and because we also
consider spatial dispersion of the solvent, we may neglect
such effects, accounting for which would have had very much
complicated the theory. We will therefore remain with this
picture of a charge distribution immersed in solution.

B. Surface charge distribution model

The expression for the potential in Eq. (24) is valid for
any charge distributed over concentric cylindrical surfaces of
radii aν . Previous formulations of the theory considered sim-
ple examples of infinitely thin, continuous, homogeneously
charged helical lines (one or several), and a homogeneously
smeared counter-charge both located at the cylinder/water
interface [50], as well as smeared lines [6] or discrete charge
arrays [13]. Given that we will introduce a dielectric function
that includes the overresponding behaviour of water, these
infinitesimally narrow lines of charge will introduce very large
spatial oscillations of electrostatic potential into the system,
as reasoned above when considering even just single ions. We
therefore need to take into account more complex effects as-
sociated with the finite size of the charged groups, on- and
off- strand fluctuations around their regular positions on the
helical strands, and inhomogeneous distributions of adsorbed
counter-charges, which will smear out these resonant over-
screening effects and provide more realistic results.

1. Backbone Charge Distribution

Here, we consider the DNA molecules to have ideal helical
symmetry, which would imply that the relation

σ(z, ϕ) = σ(z + z′, ϕ+ gz′) (25)
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must be satisfied for any z′, where g = 2π/H, and H is the
helical pitch (for B-DNA, H = 34 Å). We see there that
there is an equivalency between z and ϕ: a change in z by
z′ is equivalent to rotating the molecule through an angle of
gz′. We therefore approximate the density of fixed surface
charges, intrinsic to the helical molecules, by the following
general expression, valid for any helical molecule:

σDNA(z, ϕ) =
2πσ̄

N

N∑
j=1

∫ 2π

0

dϕ′
∫ ∞

−∞
dz′×

ψ(z − z′, ϕ− ϕ′)δ(ϕ′ − ϕj − g(z′ − zj))
(26)

where ϕj and zj describe the coordinates of the strands rel-
ative to the defined coordinate system. N is the total num-
ber of helical strands (N = 2 for B-DNA) on the molecule,
where each strand is labelled by the index j. For DNA, if
we define the coordinate system such that (z = 0, ϕ = 0)
corresponds to the centre of the minor groove, as in Fig.
1, (z1, ϕ1) = (0,−ϕs/2), and (z2, ϕ2) = (0, ϕs/2), where
ϕs = 0.8π is the width of the minor groove. We assume that
the fixed charges are associated with surface groups centred
on helical strands. We account for the finite size of charged
groups by introducing the form-factor ψ(z, ϕ), normalised as∫ ∫

ψ(z, ϕ)dϕdz = 1, such that ψ(q = 0, n = 0) = 1, where

ψ̃(q, n) is the cylindrical Fourier transform of ψ(z, ϕ). Tak-
ing the Fourier transform of this expression, we find that for
B-DNA:

σ̃DNA(q, n) = 4π2σ̄ψ̃(q, n)δ(q + ng) cos

(
nϕs
2

)
(27)

In the case of thin line charges, ψ(z, ϕ) = δ(z)δ(ϕ), and hence

ψ̃(q, n) = 1. For the simplest fluctuation case of Gaussian
disorder in both ϕ and z, we can write:

ψ(z, ϕ) =
1

2πδzδϕ erf
[

π√
2δϕ

] exp

[
− z2

2δz2

]
exp

[
− ϕ2

2δϕ2

]
(28)

where δz and δϕ are the effective half-width of the distri-
butions, related to the atomic form-factors of the charged
groups and the mean-square amplitude of their fluctuations
around the ‘helical lines’. Taking the Fourier transform, in
the limit where δϕ≪ π we obtain:

ψ̃(q, n) = exp

[
−1

2
q2δz2

]
exp

[
−1

2
n2δϕ2

]
. (29)

Considering that in Eq. (27) this expression enters in a prod-

uct with the Dirac delta function, δ(q + ng), for ψ̃(q, n) we
can use a simpler expression,

ψ̃(q, n) = exp

[
−1

2
n2g2∆2

eff

]
, (30)

where

∆eff =

√
δz2 +

δϕ2

g2
(31)

is an ‘effective’ half-width of the distribution. Note that
Gaussian on- or off- strand fluctuations of the groups around
their regular positions on the strands, static or dynamic,
result in similar form factors. The incorporation of these
form-factors into the theory may further cover the effects due
to the finite size of the groups, quenched Gaussian disorder
and/or Debye-Waller factors. At the end of this section, we
will show how these effects in the radial direction may be ac-
counted for in the simplest way. But here we start first with
the case of ‘on-the-surface’ smeared form-factors, described
by Eq.(30).

2. Condensed Counterion Distributions

Highly charged helical molecules, such as DNA, cause ad-
sorption (condensation) of counterions onto their surfaces.
The adsorbed counterions are typically more mobile than the
fixed surface charges described above, and they may either
surround the fixed charges or bind into grooves between the
strands formed by fixed charges. We therefore approximate
the surface density of adsorbed charges by the inhomoge-
neously smeared charge density σc(z, ϕ), which follows the
same basic helical symmetry as the charged strands. The
most general expression we can write for the charge density
which satisfies this symmetry is:

σc(z, ϕ) = 2πσ̄c

∫ ∞

−∞
dz′ · p(z − z′)δ(ϕ− gz′) (32)

where we have defined the coordinate system in the same way
as above, with (z = 0, ϕ = 0) corresponding to the centre of
the minor groove. Here, the subscript c labels parameters
for counterions, and σ̄c is their average surface charge den-
sity. We can relate this to the average surface charge density
of the DNA σ̄ through σ̄c = −Θσ̄, where Θ is the degree
of the overall charge compensation by condensed counteri-
ons. p(z) is the probability density of counterion adsorp-
tion at the axial distance z from the centre of the minor
groove, normalised such that its Fourier transform at q = 0
is p̃(q = 0) =

∫
p(z)dz = 1. For example, setting p(z) = δ(z)

corresponds to the counterions sitting exactly in the middle
of the minor groove. Taking the Fourier transform of Eq.(31),
we find:

σ̄c(q, n) = 4π2σ̄cδ(q + ng)p̃(q). (33)

Here we can analyse a specific 4-state counterion adsorption
pattern, where the smeared probability density is written as:

p(z) =
f1√

2πδzc1
e
− z2

2(δzc1)2︸ ︷︷ ︸
in the minor groove

+
f2√

2πδzc2
e
− (z−H/2)2

2(δzc2)2︸ ︷︷ ︸
in the major groove

+
f3

2
√
2πδzc3

{
e
− (z−Hϕs/4π)2

2(δzc3)2 + e
− (z+Hϕs/4π)2

2(δzc3)2

}
︸ ︷︷ ︸

on the strands

+
2π

L
f4︸ ︷︷ ︸

smeared

(34)

where different fi denote fractions of counterions adsorbed
in different preferential locations, such that

∑
i fi = 1. As

labelled in Eq.(33), these locations are; near the centre of
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the minor groove (f1), near the centre of the major groove
(f2), near the charged strands (f3), and randomly distributed
along the cylinder surface (f4). Here, we assume that the dis-
tribution of ions around each preferential adsorption location
is Gaussian, with half-width δzi. Despite writing the expres-
sion for all possible sites in Eq. (34), for simplicity, in the
model below we will only consider ions condensed in the mi-
nor and major grooves. Calculating the necessary Fourier
transforms, we find that:

σ̃c(q, n) = 4π2σ̄cδ(q + ng)

×
(
f1e

− 1
2n

2g2δz2
c1 + f2(−1)ne−

1
2n

2g2δz2
c2

)
(35)

3. Bound Charge Distribution

Having described the response of water molecules only
through the solvent’s nonlocal dielectric function, ε(k), we do
not take into account water molecules specifically adsorbed
(bound) to DNA, particularly in the grooves. As mentioned
in the introduction, there exists a chiral ‘spine of hydration’
that sits in the minor groove. The water molecules that con-
tribute to this spine form a helical superstructure, with their
hydrogens pointing towards the central axis. This leads to
a line of non-zero polarisation density we must into account
through an additional contribution to σ̃(q, n).

Indeed, in terms of the volume charge densities, the total
charge density is ρ = ρf +ρb, where ρf (r) = σDNA(z, ϕ)δ(r−
aDNA) + σC(z, ϕ)δ(r − aCC) is the free charge density as-
sociated with the fixed DNA and counterion charges, and
ρb is the bound charge associated with specifically adsorbed
dipoles. Basic electrostatic identities however reveal a dif-

ferent relationship between the volume and surface bound
charge densities

ρb(r) = −σb(z, ϕ)δ(r − aw) (36)

where aw is the radius of the cylinder along which the
bound surface charge distribution sits. We can relate this
easily to the polarisation density distribution, given that
σb = P · n̂ [51]. For a cylindrical surface, we see that
σb(z, ϕ) ≡ P⊥(z, ϕ) where P⊥(z, ϕ) is the radial (normal)
component of the polarisation density. Hence, as above, we
can write the bound charge distribution of the water spine
in the grooves as

σ̃b(q, n) = 4π2P̄0δ(q + ng)

×
(
w1e

− 1
2n

2g2δz2
w1 + (−1)nw2e

− 1
2n

2g2δz2
w2

)
(37)

where w1 and w2 are the relative fractions of the mean radial
polarisation density P̄0 associated with water adsorbed in the
minor and major grooves respectively. δzw1 and δzw2 are the
corresponding widths of their distributions about the centre
lines of the grooves.

Accounting for this contribution, we in a way also account
for nonlinear effects of the dielectric about the DNA molecule
on the polarisation of water, otherwise considered in the lin-
ear response approximation.

C. Electrostatic potential distribution due to DNA

Substituting Eqs. (27), (35) and (37) into Eq. (24), we ob-
tain an expression for the electrostatic potential distribution
in cylindrical coordinates. Writing the potential as a sum
of contributions from the phosphates (DNA), the specifically
adsorbed (condensed) counterions (CC), and the structured
water (W), the full expression reads:

φtot = φDNA + φCC + φW (38)

φDNA = 8πaDNAσ̄

∞∑
n=0

e−
1
2n

2g2∆2
eff

δn,0 + 1
cos[n(ϕ− gz)] cos

[
nϕs
2

]
Wn(R; aDNA, κ) (39)

φCC = −8πaCCσ̄Θ

∞∑
n=0

f1e
− 1

2n
2g2δz2

c1 + f2(−1)ne−
1
2n

2g2δz2
c2

δn,0 + 1
cos[n(ϕ− gz)]Wn(R; aCC, κ) (40)

φW = −8πaWP̄0

∞∑
n=0

w1e
− 1

2n
2g2δz2

w1 + w2(−1)ne−
1
2n

2g2δz2
w2

δn,0 + 1
cos[n(ϕ− gz)]Wn(R; aW, κ) (41)

As mentioned, for simplicity, we have only considered coun-
terions condensed in the minor (f1) and major (f2) grooves
in Eq. (40). It is clear here that the n = 0 term corresponds
to the potential around a homogeneously charged cylinder,
and so, the n ≥ 1 terms are usually referred to as the ‘heli-
cal harmonics’ [12]. This general formula above can be ap-
plied for any case of specific counterion condensation on the
DNA molecule. The electrostatic propagator Wn(R; ai, κ)

describes how the potential varies in the radial direction,
and for ε(k) given by Eqs.(6) and (7), this is calculated as:

Wn(R; a, κ) = g̃κKn(κ̃nR)In(κ̃na) + γg̃LKn(q̃
n
d1R)In(q̃

n
d1a)

+ (1− γ)Re{g̃oH(2)
n [(g̃Rn − ig̃In)R]Jn[(g̃

R
n − ig̃In)a]}

(42)

for R > a, where In(x) and Kn(x) are the n-th order mod-
ified Bessel functions of the first and second kind respec-
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tively, H
(2)
n (x) is the n-th order Hankel function of the sec-

ond kind. In the case of R < a, we simply swap the po-
sitions of R and a in the Bessel functions. The analytical
calculation of this integral, and the definitions of all the pa-
rameters are given in the Appendix. In general, these pa-
rameters all depend on the roots of the denominator in the
integrand of this integral. In the complex plane of K, one

root is found atK = ±i
√
κ2 + n2g2, and the rest are roots of

ε(
√
K2 + n2g2); in the case of the approximation we use in

Eq.(7), the latter are functions of the parameters Λ1, Λ2 and
Q, which relate to the characteristic correlation lengths in
the system. For this approximation the result of the integral
is split into three terms, each involving certain characteris-
tic lengths. By simply inspecting which lengths are involved
with each term, we can have a deeper understanding of the
different contributions to the electrostatics in the system.

The first term arises from ion correlations in the system.
Given the simple linear Debye-Hückel approximation used in
this derivation, we see it follows a simple quasi-exponential
decay law where the Debye length κ−1 is coupled with the
DNA helical pitch. The second term arises from exponen-
tial water correlations (Lorentzian behaviour) in the system.
This is clear given the presence of Λ1 in the decay length,
also coupled with the DNA helical pitch. Finally the oscil-
latory contributions are given by the third term. Given the
complex arguments of the Hankel and Bessel functions, it is
not possible to express this in terms of commonly known spe-
cial functions. However, we see that this contribution comes
from the complex root of ε(k), and so the oscillation and de-
cay lengths are related to Λ2 and Q, again coupled with the
DNA helical pitch. This is clear given the presence of the
parameters g̃Rn and g̃In in the arguments of the Hankel and
Bessel functions, and that for n→ 0, g̃Rn → Q and g̃In → 1/Λ2

(see Appendix A for definitions).
As well as the electrostatic potential, it is convenient for

us to also calculate other electrostatic quantities, such as the
electric field, E, and the total charge density in the system,
ϱ. Having obtained the result above for the total electro-
static potential, it is trivial to calculate these quantities, as

E = −∇⃗φ and ∆φ = −4πϱ. Importantly these quantities
do not diverge in pure, electrolyte-free water, i.e. κ → 0.
This is not the case for the electrostatic potential; if we con-
sider the simpler case of a homogeneously charged cylinder in
a bulk dielectric, the electrostatic potential distribution di-
verges logarithmically at long distances from its axis. Hence,
to study the electrostatics of a more pedagogical pure water
case, we must consider the electric field and charge density.
Of course, the electric field is also of interest per se, as it,
to a high degree, determines the force with which DNA will
interact with any charged object.

D. Radial Smearing

In addition to the fluctuations of surface charge distribu-
tions in the z and ϕ directions, we, as promised, now con-
sider fluctuations in the radial direction. Looking again at
our definition for the charge distribution in Eq. (20), one
of the main assumptions is that the lines of charge sit on
a cylinder at a fixed radius, a. Such simplification would
be suitable had we not included the overscreening effect in
the solvent. However, we saw in our brief study of the Born

sphere above, accounting for oscillations can lead to overem-
phasised resonance effects; it is also important to consider
similar smearing of the DNA charge distribution in the ra-
dial direaction, as it should further suppress the resulting
amplitudes of oscillations in the electrostatic potential.

Allowing for smearing of the distribution in the radial
direction, we can generalise the expression for the volume
charge density of a given helical line ν as

ρν(z, ϕ, r) = sνσν(z, ϕ)ζ(r − āν , δaν) (43)

where sν = ±1 indicates the sign of the contribution; for
free charge density, sν = 1, and for bound charge density,
sν = −1. As above, we can consider the case of Gaussian
fluctuations, in which case, ζ takes the form of a truncated
Gaussian distribution, as r > 0:

ζ(r − āν , δaν) =

√
2Θ(r)

√
πδaν

(
1 + erf

[
āν√
2δaν

])e− (r−āν )2

2δa2
ν . (44)

where āν is the mean radius of the surface along which the
helical line runs, δaν is the half-width of the distribution, and
Θ(x) is the Heaviside step function. Following the above pre-
sented derivation for the electrostatic potential due to charge
distributions on a cylindrical surface, we can write an exten-
sion of this result for the case of a radially smeared charge
distribution,

φ̄(r) =
∑
ν

ζ̂νsνφν =
∑
ν

∫ ∞

0

daν sνφν(r; aν)ζ(aν − āν , δaν)

(45)

where we term ζ̂ the ‘smearing’ operator, and summation
runs over all helical charge motifs ν associated with DNA
(phosphate charges, adsorbed counterion charges and ad-
sorbed water bound charges), and φ̄ is the smeared poten-
tial. By tuning the half-width of the distributions we smear
over, we can more precisely account for effects of thermal and
structural fluctuations of the DNA molecule.

IV. THEORETICAL RESULTS & PREDICTIONS

Plotting Eqs. (38)-(41), applying radial smearing as in Eq.
(45), we obtain maps of the electrostatic potential distribu-
tion around the DNA molecule in Figure 3. We have plotted
the potential in three ways to showcase different behaviours
and observations; see Fig. 3(a) to see how they relate to
the structure of the double helical molecule. First, in Fig.
3(b), we plot a slice in the xz plane through the centre of
the molecule. For the estimated parameters, we clearly see
oscillations in the potential propagating from the double heli-
cal phosphate lines running about the molecule. As discussed
when considering the much simpler Born sphere case, the ab-
solute value of the potential within one molecular diameter
of the field source must not be taken literally, as we treat the
DNA charge distribution within the ‘embedded charge ap-
proximation’ and do not consider the nonlinear response of
the medium to the excluded volume of the phosphates. Such
approximations therefore lead to the positive and negative
‘hotspots’ at the phosphates and inside the groove, respec-
tively.
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FIG. 3. Theoretical results for DNA electrostatic potential in solution: (a) Depiction of system and coordinate axes over which
the results are plotted, also displaying the double helical structure of the DNA molecule. For all plots below, the parameters describing
the bulk dielectric response of TIP3P are ε = 94, ε∗ = 1, Λ1 = 3.67 Å, Λ2 = 1.77 Å, Λo = 2.13 Å, and γ = 0.05. The parameters
describing the DNA geometry and fluctuations are hr = 3.4 Å, ϕs = 2.2 rad, aDNA = 10 Å, ∆eff = 0.25 Å, and δaDNA = 0.25Å.
For the condensed counter-ion lines, f1 = 0.1, f2 = 0.9, δzc1 = δzc2 = 0.75 Å, Θ = 0.1, aCC = 6 Å and δaCC = 0.75 Å. Bound
charge distribution parameters are given by P0 = −8 µCcm−2, w1 = 1, w2 = 0.75, aW = 5 Å, δzw1 = 0.75 Å, δzw2 = 0.75 Å,
δaW = 0.75 Å. (b) Electrostatic potential distribution of a DNA molecule in the xz plane, for physiological concentrations (cb = 0.154

M, κ = 0.118 Å
−1

). Phosphate charges located at x = 10 Å induce oscillatory behaviour in the electrostatic potential as a result of
structured water, whereas condensed counterions and bound water in the grooves of DNA lead to a core of positive potential relative
to the bulk. (c) Averaged line-plots of the electrostatic potential distribution as we rotate around the DNA molecule. Each line is
averaged over a 30 degree wedge (ϕ ± 15◦), starting at ϕ = 0. (d) Polar (R,ϕ) ‘cross-sectional’ plots at z = 0 of the electrostatic
potential distribution for cb = 0.154 M and at cb = 1 µM. (e,f) Magnitude of electric field and total charge density in pure water, i.e.
at κ → 0. Electric field vector directions are drawn as white streamlines in (e).

However, while the presence of these oscillations are not
a feature to ignore and will be discussed in further detail
below, what is particularly interesting here is the presence
of a core of positive potential inside the DNA. Such an ob-
servation has been previously made in simulation studies of
DNA as early as in 1989 [52], but its physical origin is still
under debate. Such an effect is also seen at the lipid bi-

layer/water interface. Some arguments seem to indicate that
any positive potential inside non-aqueous systems (like inside
the DNA duplex or the lipid bilayer) arises from quadrupolar
contributions from water situated at the interface [53]. While
we do not explicitly consider the quadrupolar moment, it is
indirectly accounted for by fitting our model to simulated
dielectric response functions. We do show here that such
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a phenomenon can arise by accounting for adsorbed water
by imposing helical lines of polarisation density within the
grooves of the DNA molecule.

When we consider the interactions of DNA in biology, these
are often with macromolecules far larger than the size of
these oscillations, and so they will often experience a more
averaged electric field. The question then becomes whether
these interacting molecules will even feel these oscillations.
In Fig. 3(c), we plot the potential distribution averaged over
30 degree slices (ϕ±15◦) as we circle the molecule. Even over
such a large slice, these oscillations are pronounced close to
the minor groove and the phosphate strands. However, these
oscillations appear to be weaker in magnitude in the vicinity
of the major groove. Such reduced potential in this region
compared to the minor groove side can perhaps lead to overall
lower electrostatic repulsion, potentially providing a stronger
impetus for proteins to approach and specifically bind in this
region. Indeed, most DNA-binding proteins will bind to the
major groove, where they have better access to the individual
nucleotide bases to be ‘read’ by the protein [54].

Fig. 3(d) showcases the electrostatic potential as a polar
(R,ϕ) map at both physiological concentration (0.154 M) and
very low concentration (1 µM). One clear difference when
comparing the two is the absence of a positive core at low
concentration. This indicates that this effect is not solely
reliant on the behaviour of water at the interface. Rather, it
is a coupled ion/water effect, where the positive potential can
arise from ions screening the phosphate charge from inside
the double helix.

We also see that the oscillatory features remain unchanged
between the low and physiological concentration regimes.
While such an observation may be clear from examining the
form of Eq. (42), this result is not a trivial one, and there is
still a lot of debate on the significance of these oscillations.
Our recent work on this electrostatic double layer problem
with a field-theoretical approach indicates that for millimolar
concentrations, these oscillations trap ions, resulting in ion
layering at the interface [22]. While the high concentration
limit was not studied there, it is clear that ion correlations
will take charge, affecting the oscillatory behaviour in the
electrostatic potential profile. While these limits have been
well studied in varying degrees of complexity, the behaviour
of the ‘intermediate’ concentration regime is still unclear.
Do physiological concentrations sit within this intermediate
regime, and if so, how do these water-water and ion-ion corre-
lation effects interfere or couple with each other? Our results
seem to suggest that even at physiological concentrations, the
electrostatics are still dominated by the solvent response to
the DNA.

To strengthen this argument, we must make a comparison
between physiological and pure water cases to directly ob-
serve the effect of electrolyte concentration. However, as we
have already noted above, in pure water, i.e. as κ → 0, it
is clear that the potential diverges for the n = 0 harmonic
(i.e. for a homogeneous cylinder). Hence, we can only con-
sider here the electric field and charge density, expressions
for which are given in Appendix B, derived from Eqs. (38)-
(42). Plotting these electrostatic quantities in Figs. 3(e) and
(f) for pure water, we see that these spatial oscillations are
purely a consequence of the overscreening dielectric response
of water.

FIG. 4. Analysis of the long-range Debye-like tail of
the radial electrostatic potential distribution of a DNA
molecule. The black curve is plotted for the same parame-
ters as in Fig. 3, at physiological concentrations along (z, ϕ) =
(0, 1.1 rad). The blue and orange lines are exponential fits,

f(R) = Ae−R/λ/
√
R with decay (screening) lengths λ = κ−1 and

λ = 1/
√

κ2 + g2 respectively. Such fits allow us to identify three
screening regions of the DNA molecule: (i) the interfacial ’oscilla-
tory’ regime where water dominates, (ii) the renormalised Debye-
like regime, where the periodic helicity of the DNA molecule cou-
ples with the Debye length, overall reducing the screening length,
and (iii) the Debye-like regime, where screening can be approxi-
mated by the Debye length of the electrolyte.

Finally, it is of interest to understand the screening of
the electrostatic potential, as it determines the electrostatic
forces experienced by other charged molecules further away
from the DNA. By examining the Debye-like tail of the po-
tential distribution, we can identify three regions as we move
away from the DNA molecule; (i) the oscillatory ‘interfacial’
region, (ii) the steeper renormalised Debye tail with screen-

ing length 1/
√
κ2 + g2 (c.f. Ref. [50]), and (iii) the classical

Debye tail with screening length κ−1 (see Fig. 4). This is ev-
ident by fitting exponential curves to these different regions,
and comparing their gradients against the calculated poten-
tial curve. Indeed, such an exponential form would be appro-
priate to fit the potential as the Bessel functions of the second
kind in Eq. (41) are exponentially decaying in their asymp-
totic large argument limit, such that Kn(x) ∼ e−x/

√
x.

We summarise the main findings of the theory developed
in the first part of this paper below:

• At long distances (R > 40 Å), we approach the macro-
scopic limit, and the screening length is simply equiv-
alent to the Debye length, κ−1.

• At intermediate distances, (25 Å < R < 40 Å) the
double helical structure of DNA coupled to the De-
bye length, leading to a renormalised screening length
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of 1/
√
κ2 + g2, which is in line with the previous the-

oretical results based on the primitive model of elec-
trolyte [50].

• At short distances (R < 25 Å) Lorentzian contribu-
tions to the dielectric response of water, and conse-
quently a reduced effective dielectric constant close to
the DNA surface leads to a dramatic enhancement of
the overall electric field.

• In this ‘short-distance’ regime, we see strong spatial
oscillations in the electrostatic potential. These are
a consequence of the overscreening dielectric response
of water to the phosphate charges even at physiolog-
ical electrolyte concentrations, evident from compar-
ing against potential distributions at low concentration,
and the electric field and charge density distributions
in pure water. The amplitude of these oscillations is re-
duced the more smeared the helical lines of phosphate
and adsorbed counterion charges are.

• Specifically adsorbed water molecules and counterions
in the grooves of DNA lead to a positive core of elec-
trostatic potential relative to the bulk.

Of course, these results strongly depend on the model of
dielectric response of the electrolyte medium used, and so
we must either prove or disprove this linear response anal-
ysis by comparison with all-atom simulations, the details of
which are described in the next section. However, it is obvi-
ous that introducing even simple models of nonlocal dielec-
tric response helps to display the important effect of water
structure in the electric field created by this ‘most important
molecule’.

V. SIMULATION SYSTEMS & METHODS

Summary of MD simulations - We conducted
MD simulations of a 42 bp DNA molecule immersed in
an electrolyte solution, varying the composition and the
strength of the latter. A typical system (Fig. 1b) consisted
of ∼1.2 M atoms and measured 30 nm × 30 nm × 14.3 nm.
The DNA molecule was placed with its helical axis aligned
along the z-axis and was made effectively infinite by extend-
ing the covalent bonds of the DNA backbone over the peri-
odic boundaries of the unit cell. The DNA was built to have
the structure of a canonical double helix with a 34.28° twist
per base-pair, which ensured that the ends of the 42 bp frag-
ment perfectly matched at the periodic image boundaries.
All non-hydrogen atoms of the DNA were restrained har-
monically to their initial coordinates with a spring constant
kspring, which value was set to 10 kcalmol−1 Å−2 (“strong”
restraints).

In total, we simulated three systems, differing by the elec-
trolyte conditions. First, we consider the DNA surrounded
by a KCl electrolyte of physiological, 0.154 M concentration
and this system was simulated under strong restraints for
125 ns. In a second system, the solvent contained 0.0513 M
solution of MgCl2, having the same Debye length as the
0.154 M KCl system under the Debye-Hückel approxima-
tion. This system was simulated for ∼500 ns under strong
restraints. Finally, we consider a fictitious system whereby

charged DNA is considered in pure water, to provide a ref-
erence for the realistic systems with electrolyte. This simu-
lation was run for 100 ns under strong restraints.

Preparation of the simulation systems - The 42 base-
pair DNA fragment of the poly(AT) sequence was built using
the Avogadro software [55]. The molecule was solvated us-
ing the Solvate plugin of VMD [56]. Where needed, ions were
added using the Autoionize plugin of VMD to first neutralize
the system and then to produce the desired bulk ion concen-
tration. The required number of ions was determined from
the mass ratio of water and ions, i.e., the system’s molality.

Simulation protocols - All MD simulations were per-
formed using NAMD2.14 [57], the CHARMM36 parameter
set [58] for protein and DNA, TIP3P water model [59], a cus-
tom hexahydrate model for magnesium ions [30] along with
the CUFIX corrections to ion-nucleic acid interactions [60].

Multiple time stepping was used [61]: local interactions
were computed every 2 fs, whereas long-range interactions
were computed every 4 fs.

All short-range nonbonded interactions were cut off start-
ing at 1 nm and completely cut off by 1.2 nm. Long-range
electrostatic interactions were evaluated using the particle-
mesh Ewald method [62] computed over a 0.11 nm spaced
grid. SETTLE [63] and RATTLE82 [64] algorithms were ap-
plied to constrain covalent bonds to hydrogen in water and
in non-water molecules, respectively.

The temperature was maintained at 300 K using a
Langevin thermostat with a damping constant of 0.5 ps−1,
unless specified otherwise. Constant pressure simulations
employed a Nose-Hoover Langevin piston with a period and
decay of 200 and 50 fs, respectively [65]. Energy min-
imization was carried out using the conjugate gradients
method [66]. Atomic coordinates were recorded every 9.6 pi-
coseconds, unless specified otherwise. Visualization and anal-
ysis were performed using VMD [56] and MDAnalysis [67].

Protocols for averaging data over the DNA base
pairs -

To improve the statistical accuracy of our analysis, we av-
eraged the data across frames of the MD trajectories and
over 40 base pairs, excluding one at each end of the molecule
to mitigate uncertainty arising from wrapping the solvent’s
coordinates. The analysis per base pair was conducted by
choosing cylindrical slabs with a radius of 30 Å, aligned along
the z-axis and partitioned into 40 bins. Each bin had a span
of 3.4 Å and the base pairs were positioned at the center
of each cylindrical bin. This strictly geometric definition
was employed to prevent double counting of atoms caused
by their overlap in neighboring bins, thereby ensuring the
accuracy of the calculated densities. Successive cylindrical
bins were then rotated about the z-axis by 34.28°, the twist
per base-pair for the DNA. Subsequently, the coordinates of
the transformed atoms were binned on a 900×900 2D lattice.

Calculation of the electrostatic potential - The elec-
trostatic potential was computed using the PMEpot [68] plu-
gin of VMD. For each frame of the simulation trajectory, ev-
ery point charge is approximated by a spherical Gaussian of
inverse width β (referred to as the ewald factor), normalized
to give the original charge upon integration.

The instantaneous distribution of the electrostatic poten-
tial corresponding to the instantaneous charge configura-
tion of the frame is obtained by solving the Poisson equa-
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tion.vThe electrostatic potential maps were obtained by av-
eraging 20–30 ns fragments of the MD trajectories. The in-
stantaneous configurations were then averaged over the MD
trajectory, taking frames every 0.25 ns. An ewald factor of
β = 1 Å−1 and 0.25 Å−1 was used for the fine and coarse cal-
culations of the potential maps, respectively. The potential
maps were stored as a volumetric grid data with a resolution
of 0.2 Å in the xy plane and ∼0.98 Å along the z axis.
To get an average over the DNA base pairs, volumetric

slices in z were rotated according to the DNA’s twist per
base pair and the resolution of the grid in z, ∼10.2°. This
was done using the ndimage library in scipy, with a spline
interpolation of order 3.

VI. SIMULATION RESULTS

Complex electrostatic environment of DNA caused by
structured water

1. Cylindrically averaged electrostatics of DNA

As a baseline for further analysis, we computed the cylin-
drically averaged electrostatic potential of a DNA molecule
(averaged over the z−axis of the simulation box) for sev-
eral electrolyte conditions, similar in spirit to early analyt-
ical calculations that assumed a charged cylinder model for
DNA [1, 2]. Starting from a fully atomistic MD trajectory, we
computed the instantaneous distributions of the electrostatic
potential by solving the Poisson equation for each configu-
ration of the partial atomic charges. In doing so, we rep-
resented each point charge of a 3D Gaussian density of the
mean located at the point charge’s coordinates, the inverse
width defined by the Ewald factor, i.e., 0.258 Å−1 for coarse
and 1 Å−1 for fine resolution calculations, and the total in-
tegrated density equal to the point charge value. The in-
stantaneous distributions of the electrostatic potential were
averaged over the well-equilibrated parts of the respective
MD trajectories and along the z-axis (aligned in our coordi-
nate system with the helical axis of the DNA) for the middle
40-base pair section of the helix. The resulting 2D densities
are shown in three panels of Fig. 5a — for the physiological
electrolyte condition (0.154 M KCl), a divalent electrolyte
of the same screening length (0.0513 M MgCl2), and pure
water.

The presence of ions in the solution produces the expected
screening of the electrostatic potential, with the potential
decaying away from the DNA much more rapidly in the elec-
trolyte systems in comparison to our fictitious pure water
one. The close-up views of the 2D map in the vicinity of the
DNA (the right column of Fig. 5a) reveal concentric regions
of positive and negative potential common to all three sys-
tems. While the presence of such patterns has been expected
because the DNA helix itself features a regular pattern of par-
tial charges, the presence of ions is found to profoundly mod-
ulate the magnitude and the sign of the potential. Thus, in a
background of negative potential due to negatively charged
oxygen atoms, the 21 spots of positive potential, located ap-
proximately 10 Å away from the helix’ centre correspond
to the positively charged phosphorous atoms of the DNA

backbone, with the number of such spots reflecting the 10.5
base-pair-per-turn periodicity of the helix and the cylindrical
averaging of the potential.

A feature with which we can draw direct parallels with the
presented theory is that, in the presence of electrolyte ions,
the inner core of DNA is found to bear a positive poten-
tial. In pure water, however, this positive core disappears,
despite the potential distribution displaying a similar pat-
tern. Guided by the theory, we can deduce that this effect
arises from the coupling of structured water dipole and ionic
screening in the grooves of DNA, without either of which this
phenomenon will not be present.

Radial profiles of the electrostatic potential in the three
systems provide further insight into the effect of ions on
DNA electrostatics (Fig. 5b). The potential at the core of
the DNA (∼5 Å away from the centre) is slightly higher in
the KCl electrolyte than in MgCl2, which we attribute to the
smaller hydration shells of K+ ions which facilitates deeper
partitioning of the K+ ions into the grooves of the DNA.
As expected, the cations of the electrolyte effectively screen

the negative charge of DNA backbone, such that the average
potential approaches zero already at a distance of ∼ 30 Å
from the helix axis (Fig. 5b top), in contrast to the pure
water system, where the potential decays down to the edge
of the periodically repeated simulation box (∼ 150 Å).

To determine if the effect of water structure on the DNA
electrostatics can already be seen in the cylindrically aver-
aged data, we examined the behaviour of the electrostatic
potential for the two electrolyte systems in the vicinity of the
DNA, i.e., in the region between 9 to 25 Å from the helix axis
(Fig. 5b, bottom). Gratifyingly, both curves reveal oscilla-
tory modulations of the decaying potential, with the minima
and maxima of the oscillations occurring at similar distances
away from the helix. To further quantify the oscillating be-
haviour, we repeated the electrostatic calculations using a
coarser ewald factor of 0.258 Å−1, ensuring that the width of
the Gaussian approximating each partial charge (∼3.9 Å) is
larger than the size of a water molecule and expecting such a
coarse approximation of the atomic charges to wash out the
effect of water structure, akin to the smearing effect described
above in Section II, and in Refs. [22, 42]. Indeed, the po-
tential curves resulting from the low-resolution electrostatic
calculations did not exhibit the oscillatory pattern (Fig. 5b,
bottom). Subtracting the low-resolution profiles from the
corresponding high-resolution data isolated the effect of wa-
ter structure on the electrostatic potential (Fig. 5c). We find
that the minima and the maxima of the oscillations are in-
deed located the same distance away from the helix in the
KCl and MgCl2 electrolytes and that the distance between
the consecutive maxima are of the size of a water molecule.
Repeating the low-resolution calculations for the third sys-
tem, DNA in pure water, and subtracting the result from the
high-resolution data, we find the oscillations of the potential
to also be present in the pure water system, indicating that
they arise purely due to the overscreening dielectric response
of water to the DNA charge [22, 69, 70].

Taking the negative gradient of the local electrostatic po-
tential yielded the time-averaged electric field vector at each
voxel of each simulation system. The radial component of the
electric field was then averaged over the z-axis to generate
the 2D maps of the electric field (Fig. 5d).



15

FIG. 5. Cylindrically averaged electrostatic properties of DNA in solution: (a) Electrostatic potential maps obtained by
averaging the instantaneous distributions of the electrostatic potential over the corresponding MD trajectories and along the z-axis.
Data for 0.154 M KCl (top) and pure water (bottom) systems were averaged over the last 100 ns of the corresponding trajectory,
sampled every 2 ns. Data for the 0.0513 M MgCl2 system (middle) were averaged over 450 ns and sampled every 4 ns. The electrostatic
potential was calculated using the VMD’s PMEPot plugin [68] with the Ewald factor of 1 Å−1. (b) Radially averaged profiles of the
electrostatic potential for the KCl (red), MgCl2 (blue) and the pure water (black) systems. The bottom plot shows the same data near
the DNA, which location is indicated schematically in yellow. Solid and dashed lines correspond to the electrostatic analysis carried
out using the fine (Ewald factor of 1 Å−1) and the coarse (Ewald factor of 0.258 Å−1) resolution. (c) The difference of the radially
averaged potentials obtained using the fine and the coarse electrostatic calculations. (d) 2D maps of the averaged radial electric field,
calculated by locally taking the radial component of the negative gradient of the electrostatic potential map, in cylindrical coordinates.
(e) Average profiles of the radial component of the electrostatic field for the three systems. The plots differ by the span of the radial
distance. The region occupied by DNA is shown schematically in yellow. Dashed lines (green) indicate the locations of select peaks.
The inset (bottom) shows the wavenumber spectra of the averaged electric field difference obtained through the fine and the coarse
electrostatic calculations. The wavenumber analysis was restricted to the region 30 Å away from the DNA (dashed black line).

The resulting maps of the electric field are found to appear
similar in all the three systems.

The average profiles of the radial electric field elucidate the
effect of ions on the local electric field (Fig. 5e). Much like
the electrostatic potential, the average radial component of
its gradient, the electric field, displays regular alternations;
however, as components of a vector quantity, these converge
to oscillate around zero (Fig. 5e, top). In consequence of a
slightly higher potential at the core of the DNA (∼5 Å away
from the centre) in KCl than in MgCl2, the radial compo-
nent of the electric field is also elevated in the KCl elec-
trolyte, denoted by a dashed (green) line ∼6.5 Å from the
centre (Figure 5e, middle), although the bulk concentrations
of the systems being were to have the same Debye length.

Notably, at longer distances, the radial electric field still
exhibits some small amplitude but persistent oscillatory pat-
terns (Fig. 5e, bottom). To understand the origin of these os-
cillations, we analysed the spatial Fourier transform spectra
of the longer-range field (R > 30 Å). Similar to electrostatic
potential (Fig. 5c), we first subtracted the low-resolution pro-
files of the radial electric field from the corresponding high-
resolution data, thereby isolating the effect of water struc-
ture. The Fourier transforms of the resulting radial profiles
are shown in Fig. 5e bottom, inset. All three systems show

dominant peaks in the wavenumber spectra around 0.35 Å−1.
The corresponding distance in real-space, ∼2.8 Å, is roughly
the diameter of a water molecule. It is well known that in
molecular simulations of water, the spatial correlation func-
tions exhibit decaying oscillations which disappear after ap-
proximately 1-1.5 nm [71]. Thus the coincidence of the period
of these long range oscillations may well be random, simply
representing the noise, which can particularly affect the de-
caying tail.

Bringing our attention back to the consistent large ampli-
tude overscreening oscillations in the short range, the ques-
tion then comes to how these oscillations influence the inter-
actions of the DNA with charged entities, namely the elec-
trolyte ions. A feature of note in Fig. 5c is that the oscilla-
tions of the subtracted potential in the pure water system
exactly correlate with the oscillations in the electrolyte sys-
tems, which may be explained by preferential localisation
of the cations within the wells of the pure water potential.
This hypothesis can be tested simply by superimposing the
ion density profiles over the corresponding potential distri-
butions (Fig. 6). Remarkably, in the system simulated with
Mg2+, there is a clear peak in the ion distribution profile at
∼ 12 Å, corresponding to a well in the potential distribution.
This is not unexpected when considering the bulk ion con-
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FIG. 6. Correlation between the cation concentration and
the potential difference profiles: Radial profiles of the cation
densities (solid lines), for the Mg2+ (top) and K+ (bottom) sys-
tems respectively, are plotted on the left axis. Respective profiles
of the electrostatic potential difference induced by structured wa-
ter are plotted on the right axis, and similarly for pure water is
shown by a dashed line (gray). The potential difference profiles
are reproduced from Fig. 5c. The semi-transparent vertical black
lines indicate the locations of select extremum points in the po-
tential difference profiles, at 11.5 Åand 13.5 Å respectively. The
region occupied by DNA is schematically shown in yellow

centration, as the ability for water to layer ions according to
its oscillating potential distribution is largely expected in the
low ion concentration regime [22], particularly for the depth
of the first well. In the high concentration regime, the abil-
ity for water to control the ion distributions is diminished
as inter-ion correlations begin to dominate. Physiological
concentration sits in some intermediate range between these
two regimes, and hence we expected to still observe some
signatures of the potential oscillations in the ion distribu-
tion profiles in our simulations with K+. Thus, as shown in
Fig. 6, K+ localisation is less pronounced, but there is still
some indication in the ion distribution profile corresponding
to this effect. In both systems, at larger distances we see
that the ions do not obey these oscillating potentials. The
reason for this is clear; the depth of the wells quickly become
much smaller than kBT/e, and so are not strong enough to
fight the entropic urge for ions to spread around.

2. DNA electrostatics in the reference frame of a DNA base pair

Subsequently, we investigated the average electrostatic
properties surrounding the DNA base pair (Fig. 7). To en-
hance statistical accuracy, individual slabs of the 3D poten-
tial map were aligned with respect to the reference base pair
and then averaged (see methods for details). With added
electrolyte, the potential profiles for K+ and Mg2+ systems
decay faster, as expected, with the 2D potential maps dis-
playing striking similarities (Fig. 7a, top and middle).

Notably, these characteristics are also somewhat evident
in the fictitious pure water system, albeit, as it should be,
with significantly reduced screening levels (Fig. 7a, bottom).

Corresponding line plots compare these systems on a com-
mon scale (Fig. 7b). Inside the DNA core, 0 < R < 10 Å,
the electrostatic potential profiles follow similar trends in all
three systems, with a weaker, dielectric screening, in the case
of pure water.

In the region just outside the DNA core but in close prox-
imity, 10 < R < 20 Å, the oscillations are much less pro-
nounced (Fig. 7c). Oscillations in the presence of electrolyte,
K+ (red) and Mg2+ (blue) respectively, are well correlated
but with subtle variations depending on the azimuthal di-
rection (Fig. 7c). The solvent atom charge density is super-
imposed (Fig. 7b, right axis) with the potential, revealing
a close correlation between the local electrostatic potential
and the charge density. Minor distinctions arise due to the
charge present on the nearby DNA atoms, influencing the
local potential while not affecting the solvent charge density.
Nonetheless, the overarching patterns exhibit notable corre-
lations.

The uniform characteristics noted in the potential maps
across all three systems, irrespective of the presence of elec-
trolyte, prompted us to hypothesise that the preferential
alignment of water molecule dipoles may play a pivotal role,
and particularly so in the absence of any electrolyte. Having
access to atomistic simulation trajectories provides us with
a distinctive opportunity to explicitly verify this hypothesis,
by tracking the precise locations of water molecules around
the DNA. As shown in Fig. 7d, it is evident that water dipoles
arrange themselves to minimize the potential energy surface
near the DNA molecule. The introduction of cations com-
pensates for the entropic cost linked with the precise local-
ization of water dipoles. A comparison between the pure
water system (bottom) and electrolyte conditions (top, mid-
dle) reveals higher dipole moment magnitudes, and the in-
terpolated dipole vectors exhibit striking parallel alignment.
As expected, the degree of ordering is lower in the presence
of Mg2+ ions than in K+. In Mg2+, the ordering is almost
gone around 20 Å from the center of the DNA. Note that the
dipole moment has only been defined with respect to the wa-
ter molecules. Smaller contributions arising from localization
of ions is neglected in the systems with electrolyte.

3. Long-range screening

The relatively large size of our MD systems allows us to in-
vestigate the long-range electrostatic behaviour, namely the
Debye decay tail. As mentioned in the theory section, the
long-range electrostatic behaviour is important, as it dictates
the forces felt by other charged species in solution, which are
key to the vast majority of biological processes and interac-
tions [72]. It should be noted that examining the long-range
behaviour may only be possible in very long simulations of
large systems at high ion concentrations [73], and may require
numerical corrections [74]. As our simulations were done at
physiological concentrations, we did not expect to find an
accurate recapitulations of the theoretical results. Yet, we
expected to see distinct screening behaviours enabling direct
comparison with the predictions of the theory.

Rather than analysing the electrostatic potential data, we
instead look to the ion concentration profiles, which exhibit
much less fluctuation. Within the Debye-Hückel theory of
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FIG. 7. Base-pair-reference averaged electrostatic properties of DNA in solution: (a) Projected 2D maps of the electrostatic
potential averaged upon alignment of individual base pairs to the reference, for 0.154 M KCl (top), 0.0513 M MgCl2 (middle) and the
pure water system (bottom). Excluding the base pair on both ends, the average is based on the last 100 ns for KCl and pure water,
and the last 450 ns for MgCl2. The trajectory coordinates were analysed every 2 ns for the KCl and pure water systems or every 4
ns for the MgCl2 one. (b) Radial profiles representing consecutive angular patches measured with respect to the x-axis, illustrated
by the schematic in the top of panel a. Potential profiles were generated by averaging over voxels within consecutive radial shells of
the respective angular patches. Line colours follow the same convention as in Fig. 5, with K+ shown in red, Mg2+ in blue and pure
water in black. The angular range corresponding to each subplot is indicated below the respective curve. (c) Zoomed-in view of the
shaded (purple) patch in panel b (10 < R < 20 Å). The right axis (dashed lines) is the total charge density averaged over the respective
angular patches, for K+ (red) and Mg2+ (blue). The pure water lines are not visible at this scale. Dotted (black) line is a guide to the
eye, marking zero for both left and right axes. (d) Dipole moment originating from water molecules. Colors in the 2D map represent
the local dipole moment density, whereas the streamlines (black) depict the average direction interpolated over the nearby voxels. Any
dipole moment arising from separation of ions has been neglected in the analysis of the electrolyte systems.

electrolytes, the concentration profiles, when shifted by the
bulk concentration, are proportional to the potential, and so
can be analysed in the same way as in the theory. When plot-
ted on a log-scale, both K+ and Mg2+ concentration profiles
reveal the presence of two screening regimes, Fig. 8, transi-
tioning from one regime to another some intermediate dis-
tance away from the DNA surface, matching the predictions
of the theory. As these ion concentration profiles are roughly
proportional to the potential, we can write a simple fitting
function inspired by Eqs. (38)-(42),

cfit(R) = AK1(κ̃1R) +BK0(κR). (46)

To restate, Kn(x) is the n-th order modified Bessel function

of the second kind, and κ̃1 =
√
κ2 + g2, and g = 2π/H,

where H ≈ 34 Å is the helical pitch of the DNA molecule.
The prefactors A and B are fitting parameters; within the
theory the balance between these will depend on a complex
relationship between the counterion adsorption fractions fi
and the overall counterion compensation Θ, which in turn
will depend on the specific electrolyte ions we wish to exam-

ine. Fitting the data, we focus on the intermediate region
between 20 < R < 40 Å. Remarkably, we do indeed see
the presence of this ‘renormalised Debye’ screening region in
both K+ and Mg2+ electrolyte simulations, where the Debye
length of the electrolyte κ−1 is renormalised by the helical

structure of the DNA to become λD ≈ 1/
√
κ2 + g2. For sim-

ulations performed with K+, this screening regime persists
until R ∼ 38 Å, which agrees well with the parameters used
for the plots in Figs. 3 and 4. However, this transition occurs
at closer distances of R ∼ 29 − 30 Å in the Mg2+ case, as
indicated by the dashed line in Fig. 8.

The quantitative difference in the behaviour of the two
electrolytes is understandable when we consider the effect of
counterion condensation on the DNA molecule. The location
of the transition to renormalized screening length depends on
the balance of the fitting prefactors A and B, which are func-
tions of the counterion adsorption pattern fractions and the
overall charge compensation. Studies examining the adsorp-
tion of K+ and Mg2+ to DNA suggest that the two ionic
species have similar adsorption patterns, both preferentially
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FIG. 8. Long-range electrostatic screening in MD simula-
tions. Radially averaged profiles of K+ and Mg2+ concentrations,
showing two screening regimes in the electrostatics of DNA. The
profiles are fitted using Eq.(46), and the resulting fits are shown
as dashed lines. The fit is remarkable accurate in the intermedi-
ate range, where the screening behaviour is characterised by the
‘renormalised Debye length’, λD = 1/

√
κ2 + g2. As reasoned in

the text, the reproduction of longer range Debye screening would
have required unrealistically large simulation volume and simu-
lation times. The data that might be affected by the finite-size
effects (after the transitions between regimes denoted by the ver-
tical dotted lines) is coloured grey. The fitting prefactors are
calculated to be; (i) for K+, A = 7.068, B = 1.528 and (ii) for
Mg2+, A = 3.624 and B = 0.389.

binding to the major groove [34], thus leaving the only strong
remaining factor in this analysis to be the charge compen-
sation, Θ. Naturally, the divalency of the Mg2+ ions will
lead to much stronger charge compensation, and hence non-
trivial suppression of the different helical harmonics, causing
the shift in the cross-over point. Note that this behaviour
may not be reflected in the fitting parameters because of
the inaccuracy associated with modelling the longer range
screening behaviour.

It is important to also note that the present linear elec-
trostatic model of the system was not expected to hold for
Mg2+ at such bulk concentrations. It is well known that the
high charge density of the ions leads to strong non-linearity in
their electrostatics. However, as a result of our simulations,
it seems that also at these physiological concentrations (and
hence larger Debye lengths), linear electrostatics can be a
valid approximation for biological systems, contrary to the
previous arguments [3, 15].

VII. DISCUSSION & CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have conducted an in-depth joint the-
oretical and computational study of the electrostatics of
DNA. Taking into account all the complexities of the system,
namely the double helicity of the DNA molecule, finite size

and charge fluctuations through smearing effects, and most
importantly for this paper, the nonlocal dielectric properties
of the solvent, we have been able to construct a theoretical
framework in which these electrostatics can be analysed.

These theoretical results and predictions have been
substantiated by extensive computational characterisation
through all-atom molecular dynamics simulations, where we
have analysed and observed to high accuracy this complex
interplay between the DNA and the solvent and electrolyte
ions. In particular, we have been able to understand the fol-
lowing points, consistent through both theoretical and com-
putational analyses:

• The electrostatic potential inside the DNA is positive,
despite having such a strong negative charge from the
phosphate backbone. Such an effect results from the
coupled screening effects of structured water in the
grooves and electrolyte concentration.

• There are strong electric field oscillations in the near
vicinity of the DNA molecule. Analysis of the polar-
isation density of water shows that these oscillations
arise from structured water, both within the grooves of
DNA and on the DNA phosphate backbones.

• At physiological concentrations of KCl, the presence of
ions does not disrupt these oscillations. This is evident
from comparing both the polarisation density (Fig. 7d)
and the electrostatic potential profiles (Figs. 5b, 7b) in
both pure water and physiological electrolyte. Rather,
the ions simply screen the potential, shifting the pro-
file in the positive direction, and only slightly affect
the structuring of the water dipoles. This result for
the electrostatic potential is also observed for MgCl2,
although at the concentration considered, the cations
do disrupt this water structuring (Fig 7d, middle) more
strongly.

• The electric field distribution across simulations shows
little to no difference in the presence or absence of
cations, a result that is mirrored by the theoretical
model. Such a consistent result across simulations im-
plies that in the close range, water dominates the elec-
trostatics of a DNA molecule at physiological concen-
trations, validating the results of the theory.

• We can see that the first layer of ions in the double layer
prefer to be localised in the first potential well created
by the overscreening dielectric response of water to the
DNA charge. This is the same as to say that these
ions physisorb preferentially with their first hydration
shell. Further away from the DNA, these trends are
less obvious due to the diminished depth of the wells.

• At more intermediate distances, outside of the range of
water correlations, the Debye length is renormalised,
i.e. effectively decreased, by coupling to the double
helical structure of the DNA molecule.

• The Lorentzian contribution to the dielectric response
of water, which effectively reduces the dielectric con-
stant close to the DNA surface, dramatically enhancing
the electrostatic potential and the electric field.
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Despite the strong comparison between the simulations and
the theory, it is important to make note of the number of ap-
proximations used within the theory. Firstly, regarding the
charge distribution; we do not account for the excluded vol-
ume of the DNA itself, as per the ‘embedded charge approx-
imation’ (see Section II.B.1.). Hence, within one molecular
diameter ∼ 2.5 Å around each helical line, the results must
be taken with a pinch of salt. This approximation manifests
as the strong inversion in the sign of the potential at these
points. While smearing of the charge distribution will reduce
the effect of this artefact, it is still a strong feature in the the-
oretical model, and needs to be considered when interpreting
its results. Secondly, the approximation used for the dielec-
tric function of the electrolyte is the simplest ‘interpolation’
form we can use. Such a form for the dielectric function
still allows analytical calculation of the electrostatic poten-
tial, while providing reasonable results. However, it must
be acknowledged that the quantitative results we obtain will
still depend strongly on the model used. With all this in
mind however, given the impressively good agreement with

simulations, we can be confident that this analytical, linear
nonlocal electrostatic theory captures the key features of the
electric field around DNA, and hence emphasises the impor-
tance of the solvent structural effects in the electrostatics of
this so-called ‘most important molecule of life’.
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G. C. Sosso, M. Thämer, A. Vilangottunjalil, R. Walker-
Gibbons, Y. Wang, A. P. Willard, and P. Zhang, Electri-



20

fied/charged aqueous interfaces: general discussion, Faraday
Discussions 249, 381 (2024).

[26] K. Kuchuk and U. Sivan, Hydration structure of a single DNA
molecule revealed by frequency-modulation atomic force mi-
croscopy, Nano Lett. 18, 2733 (2018).

[27] M. L. McDermott, H. Vanselous, S. A. Corcelli, and P. B.
Petersen, DNA’s chiral spine of hydration, ACS Cent. Sci. 3,
708 (2017).

[28] M. Karplus and J. A. McCammon, Molecular dynamics sim-
ulations of biomolecules, Nat. Struct. Biol. 9, 646 (2002).
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Appendix A: Electrostatic Propagator

Eq.(42) contains a number of parameters that were too
cumbersome to include in the main text. Their expressions
come as a result of taking the integral over K in Eq.(24)
by contour integration, with dielectric function defined as in
Eqs. (6) and (7). We present these expressions here, in terms
of the quantities defined in the main text.

κ̃n =
√
κ2 + n2g2 (A1)

q̃nd1 =

√
1

Λ2
1

+ n2g2 (A2)

g̃Rn =

√
Q2 − q2d2 − n2g2 +

√
(Q2 − q2d2 − n2g2)2 + 4Q2q2d2

2
(A3)

g̃In =

√
q2d2 −Q2 + n2g2 +

√
(Q2 − q2d2 − n2g2)2 + 4Q2q2d2

2
(A4)

where we can clearly see here that g̃Rn → Q and g̃In → qd2 =
1/Λ2 for n → 0, as stated in the main text. The prefactors
for each term in Eq.(42) are given by:

g̃κ =
1

ε∗
− γ

1− κ2Λ2
1

(
1

ε∗
− 1

εb

)
− (1− γ)(q2d2 +Q2)2

Q4 + 2Q2(q2d2 + κ2) + (q2d2 − κ2)2

(
1

ε∗
− 1

εb

)
(A5)

g̃L =
1

1− κ2Λ2
1

(
1

ε∗
− 1

εb

)
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g̃O =
π

4

(
q2d2 +Q2

)2
Qqd2 (Q2 − q2d2 − 2iQqd2 + κ2)

(
1

ε∗
− 1

εb

)
(A7)

Appendix B: Analytical Expressions for Electric Field
and Charge Density

We present here analytical expressions for the electric field,
E, and the total charge density, ϱ, derived from the electro-
static potential. In cylindrical coordinates,

E = −
{
∂

∂R
uR +

1

R

∂

∂ϕ
uϕ +

∂

∂z
uz

}
φ. (B1)

uR, uϕ and uz are the unit vectors of the three components
of the electric field. Each of these components can be split
into three contributions due to — (DNA) phosphate charges
of DNA, (CC) condensed counterions and (W) the surface
bound charge.

EDNA
R = −8πaDNAσ̄

∞∑
n=0

e−
1
2n

2g2∆2
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δn,0 + 1
cos [n(ϕ− gz)] cos
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nϕs
2

]
W ′

n(R; aDNA, κ), (B2)

EDNA
z = −8πaDNAσ̄

∞∑
n=1

nge−
1
2n

2g2δz2
str sin [n(ϕ− gz)] cos

[
nϕs
2

]
Wn(R; aDNA, κ), (B3)
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EDNA
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8πaDNAσ̄
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ECC
R = 8πaCCσ̄Θ
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ECC
ϕ = −8πaCCσ̄Θ

R

∞∑
n=1

n
(
f1e

− 1
2n

2g2δz2
c1 + f2(−1)ne−

1
2n

2g2δz2
c2

)
sin [n(ϕ− gz)]Wn(R; aCC, κ), (B7)

EW
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EW
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where in Eqs. (B2), (B5) and (B8), W ′
n = ∂Wn/∂R.

To incorporate the effect of smearing of the charge distributions, each of these contributions will be smeared with the

operator ζ̂ν as defined in the main text. Each component of the electric field will then be Ētot
β =

∑
ν ζ̂νE

ν
β (the bar signifies

smearing), where β = {R,ϕ, z}, and ν = {DNA, CC, W}. Thus, the magnitude of the smeared electric field is

|Ētotal| =
√∑

β(Ē
tot
β )2. (B11)

The total charge density is proportional to the Laplacian of the potential,

ϱ = − 1

4π
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For ease of calculation, we can separate out each term of the total charge density, ϱ = ϱR + ϱz + ϱϕ. The ‘R-component’, ϱR
is given by

ϱR =− 2aDNAσ̄
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n=0
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where W(2)
n = (1/R)∂(RW ′

n)/∂R. When writing the smeared charge density, ϱ̄, it is also convenient to separate W(2)
n (R; aν , κ)

into three terms:

W(2)
n = W(2)

n,R<aν
+W(2)

n,R=aν
+W(2)

n,R>aν
(B14)
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Here, W(2)
n,R=aν

= δ(R− aν); using the truncated Gaussian distribution defined in Eq. (44), the smearing of this term gives

ζ̂W(2)
n,R=aν

=

√
2

π

Θ(R)

δaν

(
1 + erf

[
āν√
2δaν

]) exp

[
− (R− āν)

2

2δa2ν

]
. (B15)

The left and right terms when smeared are calculated numerically. We can also write expressions for the ‘z−’ and ‘ϕ−’
components,

ϱz =2aDNAσ̄

∞∑
n=1

n2g2e−
1
2n

2g2∆2
eff cos [n(ϕ− gz)] cos

[
nϕs
2

]
Wn(R; aDNA, κ)

− 2aCCσ̄Θ

∞∑
n=1

n2g2
(
f1e

− 1
2n

2g2δz2
c1 + f2(−1)ne−

1
2n

2g2δz2
c2

)
cos [n(ϕ− gz)]Wn(R; aCC, κ)

− 2aWP̄0

∞∑
n=1

n2g2
(
w1e

− 1
2n

2g2δz2
w1 + w2(−1)ne−

1
2n

2g2δz2
w2

)
cos [n(ϕ− gz)]Wn(R; aW, κ) (B16)

ϱϕ =
2aDNAσ̄

R2

∞∑
n=1

n2e−
1
2n

2g2∆2
eff cos [n(ϕ− gz)] cos

[
nϕs
2

]
Wn(R; aDNA, κ)

− 2aCCσ̄Θ

R2

∞∑
n=1

n2
(
f1e

− 1
2n

2g2δz2
c1 + f2(−1)ne−

1
2n

2g2δz2
c2

)
cos [n(ϕ− gz)]Wn(R; aCC, κ)

− 2aWP̄0

R2

∞∑
n=1

n2
(
w1e

− 1
2n

2g2δz2
w1 + w2(−1)ne−

1
2n

2g2δz2
w2

)
cos [n(ϕ− gz)]Wn(R; aW, κ) (B17)

where smearing is applied in a similar way to above. These expressions for the magnitude of the electric field and the charge
density are plotted in Figs. 3e and f.
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