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Abstract. By resorting to the thick-chain model we discuss how thetatirg response
of a polymer is influenced by the self-avoidance entailed tsyfinite thickness. The
characterization of the force versus extension curve fdrck tchain is carried out through
extensive stochastic simulations. The computational liesare captured by an analytic
expression that is used to fit experimental stretching nreasents carried out on DNA
and single-stranded RNA (poly-U) in various solutions. sTktrategy allows us to infer
the apparent diameter of two biologically-relevant pabgiiolytes, namely DNA and poly-
U, for different ionic strengths. Due to the very differerggdee of flexibility of the two

molecules, the results provide insight into how the apgadimmeter is influenced by the
interplay between the (solution-dependent) Debye sangdength and the polymers’ “bare”
thickness. For DNA, the electrostatic contribution to tlifeative radius,A, is found to be

about 5 times larger than the Debye screening length, dendlis with previous theoretical
predictions for highly-charged stiff rods. For the more itids poly-U chains the electrostatic
contribution toA is found to be significantly smaller than the Debye screefength.
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I ntroduction

In recent years, the remarkable advancement of singleeunl@lenanipulation techniques
has made possible to characterise with great accuracy haausabiopolymers respond
to mechanical stretchindI[L] 2] Bl &, B, [@,[7,[8,[9] 10, [11,[12,[14]. The wealth of
collected experimental data have constituted and stillesgnt an invaluable and challenging
benchmark for models of polymers’ elasticity [15] L6] 17, [18,[20[21[ 22, 23, 24]. The
interpretation of single-molecule stretching experinsasiten relies on one-dimensional non-
self-avoiding models of polymers. It is physically appeglithat the schematic nature of
such descriptions often conjugates with the capability egroducing well experimental
measurements. Two notable instances are represented line¢hejointed chain[[25[_15]
and the worm-like chain models which, in their original otended forms, constitute the
most commonly-used theoretical frameworks for biopolyshstretching[26[ 17, 27]. Both
models are endowed with a parameter, the Kuhn length or tiséspence length, that provides
a phenomenological measure of the polymer stiffness andighabtained by fitting the
experimental data. It is important to notice, however, tha possible to go beyond this
phenomenological approach and connect the persistength lnthe fundamental structural
properties of a polymer. A strong indication of the fead#ipibf this scheme is provided
by the fact that, for a large number of biopolymers, the olesgpersistence length shows
an approximate quartic dependence on the polymer dianast@redicted for “ideal” elastic
rods[15].

From this perspective it appears natural to investigateetaitithe connection between
structural properties and stretching response of biopefgmWe have recently pursued this
objective by modelling explicitly the intrinsic thicknes§a homo-polymer (treated as a tube
with uniform cross-section) and characterising the shietyresponse_ [21]. The theoretical
and numerical results were employed in an appealing chephigsical framework where the
diameter of a biopolymer was not probed directly but inférferough the mere knowledge
of the stretching response. The adopted thick-chain m2&g19/30], briefly outlined in the
next section, was used to fit stretching measurements @lotéim a variety of biopolymers:
DNA [Bl, the PEVK-domain of the titin proteiri{7.l 8] and celbse [31[10D]. For uncharged
polymers, such as titin and cellulose, the effective dimmetcovered from fitting the force-
extension curves were very consistent with the stereodamnes, thereby validating the
thick-chain model approach|R1]. Even more interestingpésdase of polymers possessing a
substantial linear charge density, such as DNA and RNA wihitiioe the focus of the present
study. The properties of polyelectrolytes, in fact, depeard strongly on the electrostatic
screening provided by the ions present in solution. Theamibe of the electrostatic screening
on the behaviour of polyelectrolytes has been extensivelgstigated both experimentally
and theoreticallyl[[32, 33, 84, 135,136,137] 38]. From the tgterspective, it is customary to
introduce apparent (or effective) physico-chemical pat@ns to describe the properties of a
polyelectrolyte in a given solution with reference to thelarged polymer case. For example,
in the context of elasticity, one introduces an effectivd(Bon-dependent) bending rigidity
to account for the additional electrostatic contributiorittte “bare” persistence length of the
hypothetically-neutral polymel [87,38]. Also, in the cext of colloidal dispersions of stiff
polyelectrolytes, one can describe the polymer as unctangmders and resort to the theory
for second virial coefficient to derive its solution-depentleffective diameter[34. BB, 140].
For DNA in solutions of low ionic strength, both the effeipersistence length and effective
diameter can exceed by several factors the bare ones. Sbdag, effective DNA properties
have been typically probed by distinct methodologies. P@ngple stretching experiments
were employed to establish the dependence of the the mersistength on ionic strength
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[41, [e] while measurements of second virial coefficientotling probabilities or braiding
properties were used for the effective diaméte42] 4044345]).

The thick-chain framework is used to obtain, starting frametshing measurements
data, the effective diameter of a polyelectrolyte and tdhferr relate it to its the effective
persistence length. Besides the implications in the gémergsext of polyelectrolytes the
proposed method can be used to establish the effectivelistaliparameters to be used in
coarse-grained studies of looping, knotting and packagifgopolymers|[45, 47].

Thethick chain model

To characterise the stretching response of a polymer witte finickness we shall view the
latter as a tube with a uniform circular section in the plaegpndicular to the tube centreline.
The chain thicknessy, is defined as the radius of the circular section. Severaidreorks
have been introduced to capture the uniform thickness minstn a way apt for numerical
implementation. These approaches typically rely on a dis®d representation of the thick
chain [48[49[ 50, 28, 51]. In this study we shall employ thecpiwise linear modelling of
the chain centerline introduced by Gonzalez and Maddactis [2

We shall indicate witH" the centerline of the chain consisting of a succession aftpoi
{70, 71, ...} equispaced at distanee We shall further denote with; the virtual bond joining
the ¢th and: + 1th points,l?z- = 711 — 7. In order for the succession of poin{s;} to
be a viable centerline for a chain of thickne&s it is necessary that the radij;, of the
circles going through any triples of pointsj andk, are not smaller that.. Accordingly, the
Hamiltonian for the thick chain (tube) model can be written a

Hro(T) = Vs(rin) 1)
ijk
whereVj is the three-body potential used to enforce the thickdes$the chainl[2B. 449, 52,
29,[30,53]. As anticipated, the argumenti@fis the radius of the circle going through the
triplet of distinct points, j, k£ and has the form

{O if r> A,

Va(r) = +o0o otherwise.

@)

Physically, the model of eghl 1 introduces conformatioratrictions for the centerline
that are both local and non-local in character, as depictdelg. (1. The local constraints
are those where the triplét j and k identifies three consecutive points. The limitation on
the radius of the associated circumcircle reflects the Feadt to avoid singularities, the local
radius of curvature must not be smaller than This reflects on the following bound on the
angle formed by two consecutive bonds:

gi . Elqu a2
o 2l-553 3

On the other hand there is also a non-local effect due to tidHat any two portions of
the centerline at a finite arclength separation cannotpetegtrate. It has been shown in ref.
[28] that this second effect can be accounted for by requithiat the minimum radius among
circles going through any triplet afon-consecutive points, is also greater than (or equal to)
A. The seamless way in which the local and non-local sterecesfare accounted for make
the model particularly appealing. Other discrete moddisirg on pairwise interactions for
the excluded volume (such as the cylindrical model of r&4,[#5]) may be adopted, though
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ad hoc prescriptions for dealing with e.g. overlapping conse@utinits need to be introduced
[54]. -

In the present context we will consider the application ofratshing force,f, to the
ends of a chaifi’ = 79, ..., 7y of thicknessA (the contour length therefore beidlg = Na).
The Hamiltonian of eqrl]l1 needs to be complemented with tieécking energy

H= Vslris) = f- (v =) - (4)
ijk
As customary we shall characterize the force dependenckeeoéierage normalised
projection of the end-to-end distaneg; — 7, along the direction of applied force:

(Fv —70) - f. 5
7Na|f| ) )

where the brackets denote the canonical ensemble averageg @ its self-avoiding nature,
the stretching response of the chain cannot be charaaerisectly by available analytical
methods. We shall therefore resort to extensive Monte Csaloplings, based on the
Metropolis scheme, to evaluate the ensemble averages deqn

Besides the numerical study of the tube model subject tockirg it is interesting to
illustrate a simplification of the model of edd. 1, which isemble to an extensive analytical
characterization. To do so we retain only theal thickness constraint and thus end up with
a model that is essentially non-self-avoiding. The simgdifinature of this problem, however,
makes it very tractable also in the presence of a bendingdjtygienalty«,. We shall therefore
consider the Hamiltonian

z =

o b; - b;
H = ZVB(Ti,iJrl,iJrQ) —f-(Fn — 7o) — Hbz Tﬂ ; (6)

again we stress that the three-body potential is restriotdyglto consecutive (local) triplets.
In this form the stretching response of the model can be cteniaed exactly both at very
low and very high forces using standard statistical-meidaprocedures [55, 56]. These
two limiting regimes can be joined together to yield thedaling approximate expression for
the stretching response of a locally-thick chain with begdigidity (LTC+BR, for brevity):

e (G e ) )

1—y(K,A/a) 1

B r (7)
1+y(K,A/a) 21\ /11 (1)2K)
whereK = fky, f = 1/Kp T is the inverse Boltzmann factor and
— i 1 1 A
y(K,A/a) = by (1_62 + 2 ~ > 05 @©
COth(K) — % % <05

with z = %K. The two cases in the above equation, reflect the fact that\fec a/2
no restriction applies to the angle formed by two conseeutivtual bonds since eqnld(3) is
always satisfied.
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Expressiolll7 possesses some noteworthy limits. Firsteialisence of thickness and in
the continuum limit ¢ — 0, K — &,/a, &, being the persistence length)[%5] 56], the model
reduces to the well-known Marko and Siggia result for the WLC

kT 1 1
- YRy R 9
f@) =2 | e ©

Secondly, in the absence of both thickness and bendingtsigide recovers the low-
and high-force response of the freely-jointed chain witthKilength equal ta:

{ —3kBT:C, z — 0;
a

fz) = (10)

4 r— 1.

1—x>
It is of interest also the case of finite thickneSga > 0.5 but no bending rigidity. In
this case one obtains the following expression for the pensce length:

gp:

L
In (1 - 4aA22) .
Though this expression does not include the non-localaedfding effects it will be

shown later to provide a good approximation of the persestdangth obtained numerically
for the full model of eqri1.

(11)

Local triplet

Non-local;
triplet i

Figure 1. The finite thickness introduces steric constraints of l@a non-local character

that forbid configurations where the chain self-interse@isese constraints are conveniently
treated within the three-body prescription of the thicleichmodel. Within this approach the

centerline of a viable configuration is such that the raji;;, of the circles going through any

triplet of points on the curvé, j, k are not smaller thar.

We conclude this section by mentioning that for the modelsgpf[1 and6 the spacing
of consecutive points is constant along the centerlinehabthe contour length is unaffected
by the application of forces of arbitrary strength. The teesibility property is obviously a
simplification of the behaviour found in naturally-occugipolymers which, at very high
forces can undergo isomerization or structural transitigsulting in an “overstretching”
beyond their nominal contour length. Several approxinraments have been developed to
correct the stretching response of inextensible models aodount for overstretching 154, 5]
by adopting additional parameters in the theory. In thegartestudy we shall keep the number
of model parameters to a minimum and hence postpone to futoiie the the investigation
of the most suitable way to include overstretching in the Tazis.
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Figure 2. (a) Comparison between the persistence length of a thick cidained by Monte
Carlo sampling (dotted-square) and that obtained fronatted khickness approximation (solid
curve) of eqn.[[Il). The inset illustrates the limitatiorfsthe local approximation for low
values ofA/a. (b) Tangent-tangent correlation (dotted-square) obthinom the analysis of
10* (uncorrelated) Monte-Carlo-generated chains of 1000 seggrand withA /a = 2. The
error bars which show the uncertainty of the plotted valuesealler than the square symbols.
The solid curve is a single exponential fit to the numericéhgéeldingé, = 16.71 £ 0.03.

Numerical results

The characterization of the stretching response of thek tbimin of eqn[¥4 was carried
out using a Monte Carlo scheme: starting from an arbitraiifainchain configuration
satisfying the thickness constraints, the exploratiornefdvailable structure space was done
by distorting conformations by means of pivot and crankshafves. Newly-generated
structures are accepted/rejected according to the stmdetropolis criterion (the infinite
strength of the three-body penalties of ddn. 2 was enforgediAmys rejecting configurations
violating the circumradii constraints).

The discretization lengthy, was taken as the unit length in the problem and several
values ofA /a were considered, ranging from the minimum allowed value.6ft0 the value
of 4.0. This upper limit appears adequate in the presenegbsince the largest nominal
ratio for A /a among the biopolymers considered here is achieved for dsf@#hich one
hasA/a ~ 3.7 [47]. For each explored value @t /a considered, we considered chains
of length at least ten times bigger than the persistenceHhepsgfimated through eqn[—{11).
The relative elongation of the chain, was calculated foreasing values of the applied
stretching force (typically about 100 distinct force valugere considered). For each run,
after equilibration, we measured the autocorrelation tand sampled a sufficient number
of independent conformations to achieve a relative errpmbimost,10~2 on the average
chain elongation. For moderate or high forces this typjcafitailed the collection of 10
independent structures while a tenfold increase of sampVis required at small forces due
to the broad distribution of the end-to-end separationgtbe force direction.

We first discuss the results for the persistence length méxdairom the decay of the
tangent-tangent correlations measured at zero force ovensemble of sampled structures
picked at times greater than the system autocorrelatiom tirhe resulting data are shown in
Fig. [2(@), along with the curve corresponding to the appnate expression of eqrl{11). It
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can be seen that the local approximation for the persistemegh is very good in the range
1.0 < A < 4, where the relative difference from the value found nunadiyds typically
inferior to 10%. Significant relative discrepancies arestéad found ag\ approaches the
limiting value of 0.5 (though it should be noted, the singip@nential fit suffers from the
very rapid decay of the tangent autocorrelation). In thiecanly a narrow range of values
for the angle formed by two consecutive bonds is forbiddeanggquently, the persistence
length is very much affected by the (non-local) self-avaitacondition that is unaccounted
for by the simple expression of eqn[_]11). As intuitively egfed the value of,, found
numerically is larger than the one based on the local-tléskrapproximation.
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Figure 3. Linear (a) and semi-log (b) plots of the force versus redatxtension curves
obtained from Monte Carlo sampling of chains of relativekhiessA /a = 0.75, 1, 2 and 3.

The analysis of the numerical results revealed severareifit stretching regimes in the
elastic response of a thick chain. These are best discusseahihection with analogous
regimes found in the two standard reference models, thdyffemted chain (FJC) and
the worm-like chain (WLC). We first point out that for both #gemodels, as well as the
generalisation of eqiil] 7 the relative elongatien,depends linearly on the applied force,
f. This result holds also for the thick chain model. Howevere do the inclusion of the
self-avoidance effect in the TC (absent in both the FIC ancC)y¥the Hookean relationship
betweenf andz disappears in the limit of long polymer chains in favour af incus regime,
f ~ 2/0/v=1)  ~ 3/5 being the critical exponent for self-avoiding polymers fmete
dimensions{[25, 16, 58], see FIg. 4.

For intermediate forces the Pincus behaviour is found tobevied by a second regime
characterised by the same scaling relation found in the Wik@yh forcesf ~ (1—x)~2. As
shown in Fig[#, at still higher forces the same scaling i@tafound in the FJC is observed,
f ~ (1 —x)~1. Physically, the first two regimes are determined by setfidance and chain
stiffness or persistence length while the last regime isilaasiole to the discrete nature of the
chain [59[60/ 55, €1].

In order to apply the thick-chain model to contexts wheresgkpental data are available
we have analysed the data of the numerical simulations \wigthpurpose of extracting an
analytical expression capturing the observed functioegletidence of on A anda. For
any value ofa and A the sought expression should reproduce the successiore dhtee
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Figure 4. (a) Extension versus reduced force for a chain of relatiigktiessA /a = 1. Data
points are presented in théog(1 — z), log(f)) plane to highlight the WLC- and FJC-like
regimes found at moderate and high forces. (b) lllustratibthe low-force crossover from
the Hookean regimer o £, to the Pincus oney o f2/3 for a chain of 1200 segments and
Aja=1.

regimes discussed above. Among several trial formulae wed@ posteriori, that the best
interpolation was provided by the following expression,

kgT k1232 + koz? + ksa®
= —"" _tan ,
a(l —x)

where the parametric dependence/®manda is carried by the following expressions for the
k's,

f(x)

(12)

1—2

kit = —0.28394 + 0.76441 AJa + 0.31858 A?/a?, (13)
kyt = +0.15989 — 0.50503 A/a — 0.20636 A?/a?, (14)
kit = —0.34984 4 1.23330 A/a + 0.58697 A2 /a?. (15)

Within the explored ranges ak anda, the relative extension obtained from e§1(12)
differs on average by 1% (and at most by 5%) from the true &dti@ny value of the applied
force, as shown in Fidl5.

Applicationsto experimental data and discussions

We shall now discuss the application of the TC model to dats sktained in DNA and
RNA stretching experiments carried out for various fNl@oncentrations. In particular, the
data for dsDNA are taken from refl[2] (solutions of 10, 1.@dn1 mM [Na"]) while for
single-stranded RNA (poly-U) we considered the recentltesf ref. [62] (solutions of
500, 300, 100, 50, 10 and 5 mM [NJ. The fits of the experimental data is carried out
through the standard procedure of minimizing tfteover the TC parameters: the contour
length, L., chain granularitygz and chain thickness\. For the calculation of? we have
estimated the effective uncertainty on the force measun&sntaking the relative extension
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Figure 5. lllustration of the performance of the parametric expmssdf eqn. [IR) in
reproducing the stretching response obtained numeridatlychains of relative thickness
A/a =0.75andA/a = 4.0 (figures (a) and (b), respectively). In both cases the diserey
between the computed and parametrised values is about 1%ecaga (and always smaller
than 5%).

as the independent variable, directly from the large dataafgoly-U (more than 400 points
for each set). For dsDNA, owing to the more limited number oings (about 20-25) we
propagated the declared experimental uncertainty on siten

The results of the fit procedures are provided in gréphs ¢l ZableEll arld 2.

s 10 mM[Na']

10 o 1.0mM[Na’] 4
4 0.1mM[Na]
2 . TC model fits
3 ] ]
[0}
=
o
2 o1y 4
0.01 @ 4

Extension (um)

Figure 6. Thick-chain fit of the experimental data (squares, circled miangles) on dsDNA
in solutions of various ionic strengths. The best-fit par@mseare provided in Tabfd 1.

It is particularly appealing that, over the about 400 datafscavailable for poly-U, the
x? associated to the thick chain is very close to 1 for the setexisurements carried out for
[Na™] in the 50 to 500 mM range. In the case of the two smallest aumagons, [Na]=
5 and 10 mM, a significant increase of thé is observed. The same is true for the fit of
DNA measurements carried out in 0.1 mM [Na The worsening of the TC performance
consequent to the increase of the screening length is mdleamong other effects, by the
progressive importance of accounting for overstretchH@®j(B,[62]. Accordingly, the fitting
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Figure 7. Application of the thick-chain model to Poly-U stretchingtd for (a) 300 mM
[Nat]and (b) 10 mM [N&]. Experimental data are shown as open circles, the fit wihT(
is denoted with a solid line. The best-fit parameters for tBeaffe provided in TabE 2.

dsDNA
Na ]| a A & L. [
mM) | (m) | (m) | (m) | (m)
10 942 124+ 2 55+ 2 32.9+0.2| 0.6
1.0 25+ 7 26+ 4 94+ 4 32.3+£0.2| 0.3
0.1 36+ 16 | 48+13 | 242+ 14 | 32.3+£0.2| 1.9

Table 1. Best-fit parameters obtained by applying the parametritefextension expressions

of the TC model to the experimental data on DNA in solutionsasfous ionic strengths.

poly-U
[Nat] a A [ L. X2
(mM) (nm) (nm) (nm) (nm)
500 | 1.104+0.01| 0.644-0.01| 0.80+0.01| 21264+4 | 1.49
300 | 1.094+0.02| 0.654+-0.01| 0.91+0.01| 2123+5 | 1.29
100 | 1.084+0.03| 0.68+0.02| 1.11+0.01| 2117+8 | 1.05
50 1.114+0.03| 0.734+0.02 | 1.304+0.01 | 213448 | 1.33
10 1.33+0.08 | 0.944-0.04 | 1.944+-0.03 | 2138412 | 4.21
5 1.414+0.10| 1.034+:0.05| 2.264+0.05| 2142412 | 4.34

Table 2. Best-fit parameters obtained by applying the parametritefextension expressions
of the TC model to the experimental data on poly-U in solgiofivarious ionic strengths.

parameters obtained at the lowest salt concentrations eaxpected to change upon the
introduction of a stretching modulus.
For both DNA and RNA the viability of the structural and elagiarameters of the TC
fit can be compared against those obtained by different re@aal physical approaches. The
most natural term of comparison for the elastic responseigged by the widely-employed
WLC, which is the common reference model for determining pleesistence length and
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contour length of several types of biopolymers. It is apipgathat both¢, and L. given
by the TC for dsDNA and poly-U in Tabld3 1 ahH 2 are in close agwent with the same
quantities given by the WLC, the relative difference beippidally less than 5% for both
quantities. For dsDNA, the values §f as a function of [N&] are compatible with the ones
found by Baumanmt al. [41] and those predicted by Lee and Thirumalail[38]. The @alu
of &, for poly-U are, on the other hand, consistent with the WLQltssfound by Seokt
al. in the original analysis of the data set provided tolud [62s0Athe order of magnitude
of the granularity parametes, providing the best fit for various [Ng concentrations is
consistent with the discretization length of the pieceengglindrical model optimised for
DNA by Vologodskii and Frank-Kamenetskil_[64].

It is important to point out that the best fits of the TC modeligiay? that is about
one half the WLC one. This way reflect the fact that the WLC has less parameter (the
granularity) with respect to the TC model. However, theatdéice also stems from the very
different functional dependence ¢fz) in the two models. A noteworthy illustration of this
fact is provided by the use of the Kratky-Porod (KP) modelahhiepresents a discretised
chain with bending rigidity (e.g. a WLC endowed with a granrity parameter). The presence
of the additional parameter, which allows the comparisoth WiC on a physically-equal
footing, does not decrease appreciably tffewhich remains about twice the TC one. A
considerable improvement over the WLC/KP fit is however fssipon the inclusion of
the local thickness effects, that is through the LTC+BR nhofleqns[6 anfl7. The model is
particularly interesting because it represents the sistplay of combining, in an approximate
but analytical way, bending rigidity and thickness effetithin the piece-wise cylindrical
model the inclusion of bending rigidity was recently disser in ref. [45]). Despite the
absence of non-local self-avoidance the LTC+BR model hag performance that, on
average, improves the TC one by 20%. In fact, for the three@ainations of [N&] reported
in Table[l one obtains the following? values: 0.6, 0.4 and 1.0. The associated thickness
values (being approximately 14, 26, and 48 nm, for 10, 1.0GahanM [Na"], respectively)
are consistent with the full TC determination, while the ¢hex rigidity parameters are within
50% of those of the “bare” WLC. These results indicate theefienf supplementing the
ordinary bending rigidity with the self-avoidance origimg from the chain thickness. Owing
to the fact that the combined model possesses a larger praspace we will postpone to
future work the detailed characterization of the model.

We finally discuss the dependence of the effective thicknAsson the concentration
of counterions in solution (the apparent diameter of theympelr is simply given by2A).
For both DNA and poly-U, the effective radius shows a monimtalecrease for increasing
concentrations and indicates reaching a saturated valifferémt for each type of the
polymers), namely the inferred “bare” thickness. In paitac, over the range of 0.1 to 10
mM [Na'*] the apparent radius of dsDNA decreases from 48 nm to 12 nnr. sERNA
the decrease is instead, 0.96 nm to 0.63 nm over the rangeco5@0t mM [Na"]. As we
anticipated in the introduction, the theoretical resultsivied by Stigter and OdijK [34.89]
have been previously used to predict the effective diamaftetouble-stranded DNA. The
available theoretical predictions based on the approadiefef [34,[40] 39] yield dsDNA
radii of 8.1 nm for 10 mM [N&], 27.1 nm for 1 mM [N&] and 96.3 for 0.1 mM [Na].
Given the very diverse nature of the approach and approiamsbf the present study and
of refs. [34,[39], it is pleasing that the two determinatiafighe effective thickness are in
reasonable agreement.

We finally turn to the case of poly-U. Owing to its high flexibi| even short stretches of
RNA cannot be modeled as stiff rods, and hence the theokratiedysis of ref.[[34] cannot be
used to generate a comparison term for the effective radiust poly-U. It was pointed out by
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Figure 8. Effective radius A, of poly-U as a function of ionic strengths. The dashed cisve
a visual guideline obtained from a spline interpolationh#f points obtained from the TC fits.
The approximate linear dependencefobn L (with [Na™] expressed in molar units)
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is shown in the inset.

Stigter that for DNA the electrostatic contribution to théeetive radius, though exceeding
by several times the bare one, was of the same order of theeD&bgening length\p
(the “proportionality factor” ranging from about 4 to &) |[B4Also in the case of RNA,
the Debye length, which is proportional i1g/[Nat] is a useful concept for rationalising
the dependence of the effective radius on the ionic strengthfact, within the explored
range of [N&], A appears to increase linearly withy /[Na*], as visible in the inset of
Fig. @ (b). Assuming the validity of such linear relationshihe “bare” radius of poly-U
is estimated by extrapolatingy for vanishingAp. One obtainsA,,. =~ 0.59 £+ 0.01nm,
which compares well with the nominal value of about 0.5 nmeobsd in crystallographic
structures of (non-hydrated) poly-U fragments (from PD&icture 115L). Incidentally we
mention that also the value af agrees with the nominal size of the modular poly-U units
which is about 0.6 nm. Several efforts have been devoteckeipdst to establishing how the
apparent persistence length of polyelectrolytes is afebly the interplay between the bare
persistence length, the linear charge density and the girength [3I7[ 36, _38]. Different
manners of functional dependence&fon Ap are, in fact, observed for polyelectrolytes
with different degree of flexibility, such as double-straddand single-stranded DNA. It is,
therefore, interesting to compare the dependence of teeta# diameter of DNA and poly-
U. The most notable difference is that the proportionalégtér between the electrostatic
contribution to the effective radius and the Debye lengtlfithe order of 0.1, therefore
appreciably smaller than for the case of dsDNA.

Conclusions

Extensive stochastic sampling techniques were used tcactesize the behaviour of an
inextensible thick polymer subject to a stretching forche Extension versus force response
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found numerically was parametrised in terms of the polyrtreictural parameters (thickness
and monomer length) and captured by an analytic expressitwe. resulting formula was
used to fit experimental data obtained from stretching nreasents of DNA and poly-U in
solutions of differentionic strength. This representsaehand physically-appealing route to
extract the apparent structural parameters of polyelgté®ostarting merely from their elastic
response. The inferred effective diameter for DNA was fotanlde in satisfactory agreement
with the estimates obtained by Stigter through an unrelagggtoach. In particular, the
electrostatic contribution to the effective DNA radius viasnd to be several times larger than
the Debye screening lengthp. Also for the much-more flexible poly-U chain it is observed
that the effective radius strongly depends on the ioniogtite having an approximately linear
dependence ohp within the available ranges of [Nd. At variance with dsDNA, however,
the electrostatic contribution to the effective radius viasnd to be an order of magnitude
smaller than the Debye screening length.
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