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a b s t r a c t

Recent studies have provided a theoretical framework for including entropic elasticity in the free energy
landscape of proteins under mechanical force. Accounting for entropic elasticity using polymer physics
models has helped explain the hopping behavior seen in single molecule experiments in the low force
regime. Here, we expand on the construction of the free energy of a single protein domain under force
proposed by Berkovich et al. to provide a free energy landscape for N tandem domains along a contin-
uous polypeptide. Calculation of the free energy of individual domains followed by their concatenation
provides a continuous free energy landscape whose curvature is dominated by the worm-like chain at
forces below 20 pN. We have validated our free energy model using Brownian dynamics and reproduce
key features of protein folding. This free energy model can predict the effects of changes in the elastic
properties of a multidomain protein as a consequence of biological modifications such as phosphory-
lation or the formation of disulfide bonds. This work lays the foundations for the modeling of tissue
elasticity, which is largely determined by the properties of tandem polyproteins.

© 2015 Published by Elsevier Inc.
1. Introduction

Force spectroscopy studies have uncovered the basic elements
of how proteins respond to a stretching force; domains unfold and
refold in a time and force dependent manner [1e3]. The Bell model
and the formalism of barrier crossing developed by Kramers were
widely applied to understand the force dependency of these tran-
sitions. However, such models were developed to describe the
rupture of bonds over length scales of only a few Angstroms, where
changes in entropy do not play a significant role [4]. Using these
models to explain protein unfoldingerefolding reactions under
force, where molecules extend and collapse over tens of nanome-
ters, led to paradoxical results [5]. The departure of experimental
findings from simple two-state behavior motivated the develop-
ment of new theories that considered changes in entropy as a
crucial component of the free energy [5,6]. These models included
the laws of polymer physics in the unfolding of a single protein
domain under a stretching force and demonstrated the force
rero), jfernandez@columbia.
dependency of the unfolding rates and protein elongation. How-
ever, it was not clear how to extend these concepts to construct the
elastic free energy of a multi-domain protein where many of these
individual modules are arranged in tandem.

Models of tandem modular proteins are becoming increasingly
important as these proteins are identified as determinant factors of
tissue elasticity and modulators of cell signaling [7e9]. It remains
poorly understood how the mechanical behavior of single mole-
cules scales to an overall material property such as tissue elasticity.
Here, we generalize the concepts described by Berkovich et al. [5]
and show how to construct the elastic free energy of a tandem
modular protein as a function of force. We perform Brownian dy-
namics simulations of the resulting free energy landscape and
reproduce key experimental benchmarks of protein unfolding such
as the Arrhenius dependency of the rates, the force dependency of
the step size, and the force range at which domain refolding is
favored over unfolding. Our model predicts that the effects of
complex biological modifications, such as disulfide bond formation,
can be incorporated into the free energy by simply changing the
polymer properties. Thus, describing the elastic free energy of large
tandem modular proteins is an important step towards under-
standing the origins and regulation of tissue elasticity and its
function during animal motion [10e12].
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2. Materials and methods

A free energy model for tandem modular proteins is developed
here by extrapolating the procedures described in Berkovich et al.
[5]. This model was defined for only one domain, but here we
propose a numerical method to concatenate the free energy land-
scape to any number of identical protein domains N.

The free energy of a polyprotein can be described by the sum-
mation of three distinct components: the entropic elasticity of the
polymer chain under force UWLC (Eq. (S1)), a short range potential
representing the hydrophobic interactions that drive folding UM

(Eq. (S2)), and an entropic barrier caused by removal of available
polypeptide configurations between the collapsed and folded states
UG (Eq. (S3)). Here the worm-like chain (WLC) model is used to
approximate the entropic elasticity of the polypeptide [6,13]. The
entropic elasticity is controlled by two parameters: the increase in
contour length DLc and persistence length p. The free energy of a
single domain along its pulling coordinate is defined by the sum-
mation of these three energy contributions in Eq. (1). A plot of the
free energy of a single protein domain constructed from these three
components (dashed lines) is shown in Fig. 1A (solid line).

UðxÞ ¼ UWLCðx;DLcÞ þ UMðxþ RCÞ þ UGðxÞ (1)

The energy landscape is defined within the range x0 � x � x1. At
short extensions, the free energy is dominated by the Morse po-
tential and the protein lies in its native state at x0. With application
of enough force, mechanical unfolding drives the protein to an
extended conformation with an energy located at the entropic
minimum x1 according to Eq. (S1).

In order to generalize this result for tandem modular proteins,
we consider the effect of unfolding a second domain in the protein.
At constant force F, unfolding a second domain increases the total
length of the polymer by DLc such that the total contour length of
the polymer is 2$DLc. The entropic minimum of this polymer chain
is now located at a new extension x2. Thus, extending a polymer
with N unfolded domains is well described by Eq. (S1) with a
contour length of n$DLcwhere 1� n�N, and an entropic minimum
located at extension xn (pink curves; Fig. 1B).

Fig. 1B is a graphical representation of how to construct the free
energy landscape of a tandem polyprotein from the segments
Fig. 1. Method of the construction of the elastic free energy of a tandem modular prote
free energy of unfolding and extending a domain is constructed from three elements (dotted
of contour length DLc (green line) from which only the section between x0 and x1 is consider
contour length L0. B) Expansion of the free energy model to a polyprotein with N number of d
at a force F ¼ 20 pN, and for contour length n $DLc, where n is the number of unfolded doma
serves as the obligatory starting point for the next segment. Segments (thick blue lines) are
described in the text and in Fig. 1A within the range xn-1 to xn (insert). The WLC for the linker
free energy profile is constructed by concatenating all segments at their boundaries (thick bla
referred to the web version of this article.)
comprising the free energy of each individual domain. Prior to
unfolding, the second domain lies in the minimum of a Morse
potential located at x1 and must cross a transition state barrier at
x1þ xb. After unfolding, the second domain lies at its entropic
minimum x2. Thus, we sum the three energetic components as
described in Eq. (1) over the range [x1, x2] for a polymer with
contour length 2$DLc. For a protein with N folded domains, the free
energy is divided into several segments, defined by the
evaluation of Eq. (1) on [xn-1, xn] for n¼ 1, 2, … N (blue curves,
Fig.1B). A general expression for the free energy of any segment n is
provided here:

UnðxÞ ¼UWLCðx;nDLcÞ þ UMðx� xn�1 þ RCÞ
þ UGðx� xn�1Þ; xn�1 � x � xn

(2)

Furthermore, we assume that the free energy must be contin-
uous at the boundaries of each segment, so that the entropic
minimum of the extended domain coincides with the minimum
Morse energy of the subsequent folded domain. This is numerically
achieved by concatenating all the segments to satisfy the following
boundary condition (black curve; Fig. 1B).

Un�1ðxn�1Þ ¼ Unðxn�1Þ; 1 � n � N (3)

As shown in Fig. 1B, a polypeptide with N structured domains
(black curve) has a different energy compared to an unstructured
polypeptide with an equivalent contour length (pink curve, n¼N)
due to Eq. (3) [14]. Finally, we append to the free energy a stiff
segment representing N tandem folded domains plus any polymer
linkers used for attachment chemistry to the probe (red curve,
Fig. 1A and B). The free energy for this segment is calculated using
only theWLC (Eq. (S1)) with a high persistence length (Table S1) on
the range [0, x0].

The resulting continuous free energy landscape for a tandem
modular protein with N¼ 8 domains is shown in Fig. 2. The free
energywas calculated at several forces: 4, 7,12,15 and 18 pN. As the
force applied to the polypeptide increases, the location of the
entropic minima xn increases according to the WLC model (Fig. 2A,
dashed lines). The trajectories of the minima as a function of force
will be referred to here as E-curves. For a protein with N¼ 8 do-
mains, there are Nþ 1 E-curves representing the entropic minima
in. A) Construction of the free energy for a single domain unfolding and extending. The
lines): a Morse well of UM0 depth, a Gaussian barrier of UG0 height, and a WLC potential
ed. The red curve represents the initial extension to x0 calculated from the WLC with a
omains. The pink lines correspond toWLC curves calculated for an octamer polyprotein
ins, DLc ¼ 19 nm, and p ¼ 0.4 nm. At each contour length the WLC has a minimum that
constructed by adding a Morse well and a Gaussian barrier to the entropic elasticity as
is also shown in the plot (L0 ¼ 42 nm and pf ¼ 10 nm, extended at F ¼ 20 pN). The final
ck line). (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is



Fig. 2. Representation of the E-curves describing the trajectory of the minimum of
each domain as a function of force. The free energy for eight tandem repeats displays
nine local minima, corresponding to 0 e 8 unfolded domains. The global minimum of
the free energy shifts from 0 domains unfolded to 8 domains unfolded as the force is
increased from 4 to 18 pN. E-curves are represented by dashed lines that track the free
energy minima through different forces.
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of the linker plus 1 to 8 unfolded domains. Upon a change in force,
the polypeptide is driven to the same local minimum within the
new free energy curve; hence, tracking the E-curve. Thereafter, the
polyprotein diffuses towards the global energy minimum at that
force.

Brownian dynamics are suitable for generating extension vs
time trajectories of a polypeptide with conditions designed to
mimic those present in single molecule experiments. The diffusion
of the system along its elastic free energy can be simulated with
Brownian dynamics using the over-damped Langevin equation [5].

_xðxÞ ¼ � D
kBT

vUðxÞ
vx

þ ð2DÞ12 GðtÞ; (4)

where D is the self-diffusion coefficient [6,15] and G(t) is a white
noise associated with the surrounding thermal environment of the
molecule, described here by <G(t)>¼ 0 and < G(t)G(t’) >¼ d (te t’).
U(x) is the elastic free energy of the entire polymer at a constant
force as described by Eqs. (2)e(3). Given that the free energy does
not have an analytical form, we evaluate Eqs. (2)e(3) for a poly-
peptide of N¼ 8 domains over a range of forces from 2 to 40 pN
prior to the simulations. These free energy profiles provide look-up
tables for the Brownian dynamics simulations at a given force. The
parameters used for the free energy model and Brownian dynamics
are given in the supplementary materials (Table S1).

Additionally, we study the force dependency of the unfolding
rates as a function of force. We generated 20-30 unfolding traces
using Brownian dynamics (Eq. (4)) at forces from 20 to 100 pN. The
traces were summed, normalized, and fit with a single exponential
(Fig. S2A). The error for each measured rate was estimated using
bootstrapping methods [16].
3. Results

It has been proposed before how to include the effect of entropic
elasticity in the free energy of a single protein domain [5]. Here we
expand this model to a tandem polyprotein and explore its con-
sequences in the free energy landscape. This model proposes that
the free energy landscape of tandem polyproteins is highly
dependent on the polymer elastic properties. We provide a
numerical method for how to expand the model from the energy of
one domain [5,6] to the total free energy of N number of domains.

There are several salient features of the free energy constructed
using the methods described above. Due to the entropic elasticity,
the model predicts that the distances between the local minima are
equidistant at a given force and scalewith the force according to the
WLC (Eq. (S1)). Furthermore, the change in free energy upon
unfolding is different for any domain n within the energy land-
scape, because it depends on the local curvature of the entropic
elasticity (Fig. 1B). For instance at 20 pN the change in free energy
between x0 and x1 is greater than between x7 and x8.

The position of the global minimum free energy determines the
most likely end-to-end length of the polyprotein at any given force.
This position is highly dependent on the parameters of the entropic
elasticity and the attractive Morse potential. Moreover, the rates
dependmainly on the local slope of the free energy, transition state
barrier, and diffusion coefficient D. Hence, we can predict the ki-
netics and steady state behavior of a polyprotein under force with
Brownian dynamics.

We employ various force protocols to explore the free energy of
the polyprotein using Brownian dynamics. Fig. 3A shows two ex-
amples of how a tandem modular protein of eight domains re-
sponds to a change in force by diffusing along its free energy
landscape (cycle 1 and 2). In adjacent Fig. 3B, traces obtained from
Brownian dynamics simulations show how the end-to-end length
of the polyprotein changes in response to the force-pulse protocol
(cycle 1 and 2) defined in Fig. 3A.

In both cases the protein is first unfolded at a high force of 30 pN,
displaying12.9nmstep-increases in themeasuredend-to-end length,
as it travels on its energy landscape toward the global minimum
(a/b). In thefirst case (cycle 1), the force is quenched to 7 pN. At this
force, the protein undergoes a fast entropic collapse of approximately
54 nm as it travels along E8 from 30 pN to 7 pN (b/c). This fast
entropic collapse is followed by a series of five downward steps of
6.5 nm in the protein end-to-end length. These steps represent indi-
vidual refoldingevents,whichoccuras theproteindiffuses towards its
global minimum along its 7 pN energy landscape from the entropic
minimum x8 to x3 (c/d). In the subsequent high force pulse (30 pN)
the polymer chain stretches and five domains unfold once more
(d/e/b). In an alternative force protocol (cycle 2), the force is
quenched to 18 pN. In this case the unfolded protein only experiences
entropic collapse due to the change in force, and no domains refold
since the global energy minimum rests on the E8 curve (b/c’/b).
Force protocols do not need to jump between distinct values of force,
as performedhere. A powerful feature of this free energymodel is the
ability to predict protein dynamics in response to an arbitrary force
perturbation. Brownian dynamics with several non force-clamp per-
turbations demonstrate the flexibility of our method (Fig. S3).

The results of the Brownian dynamics simulations over a broad
range of forces reveal several important features of mechanical
protein unfolding. At any given force, unfolding or refolding of a
protein domain results in stepwise changes in the end-to-end
length due to the equidistant spacing of the local free energy
minima. Thus, we are able to reproduce the scaling of the step size
with the WLC that is seen experimentally (Fig. S1) [17]. Further-
more, we examine the force dependency of the unfolding rates
obtained from the average of simulated traces at different forces
(see Methods). The unfolding rates show typical Arrhenius

behavior, k ¼ k0 exp
�
F$Dx
kBT

�
, that is observed experimentally [4,16].

Our fit parameters for the Arrhenius equation were found to be
k0 ¼ 3:3$10�3s�1 and Dx ¼ 0:25 nm (Fig. S2B). It is notable that we
recover the same distance to the transition state that was set during
the construction of our free energy (Dx¼ xb ¼ 0.25 nm).



Fig. 3. Force-protocols to explore the free energy landscape of a tandem protein using Brownian dynamics. A) Free energies and E-curves depicting the trajectory of a single
unfolding-refolding-unfolding Brownian Dynamics simulation. Movement along a single free energy may result in folding or unfolding while diffusion along an E-curve changes the
end-to-end length of the protein without folding events. B) Traces obtained from Brownian dynamics simulations for two different cycles (cycle 1 and 2). The first cycle considers
the total unfolding at 30 pN from a to b, followed by a quench of 7 pN causing diffusion along the E8 curve to c, and a final refolding of five domains from c to d. For the second cycle,
the refolding force is reduced to 18 pN instead of 7 pN, causing the shortening of the polyprotein from b to c’ without refolding any domains.
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The model acts as a powerful predictive tool of the effect of
certain biological processes on proteins folding under force. For
example, it has been shown that introducing a disulfide bond into a
protein domain accelerates the rate of folding several times and
increases the stability of the folded state. In this case, the disulfide
bond does not affect the mechanical clamp, but only serves to
shorten the contour length DLC [18]. Our model predicts that
reducing DLC shifts the global minimum free energy towards the
folded state, in agreement with these experimental findings
(Fig. 4A). At low forces, our model also predicts that the presence of
a disulfide bond would make the protein more difficult to unfold.

Alternatively, it has been demonstrated that the persistence
length of a protein can be modified through post-translational
modifications such as phosphorylation [19,20]. According to our
model, changing p is expected to alter the kinetics of unfolding/
folding. Fig. 4B shows the effects of stiffening and softening the
polyprotein chain by increasing and decreasing p respectively.
Increasing the persistence length from p ¼ 0.2 nm to p ¼ 0.7 nm
shifts the global minimum energy from the completely folded state
to the completely unfolded state.
4. Discussion

The Bell model was originally intended to explain the forced
dissociation of adhesive bonds, where the transition state energy is
Fig. 4. Altering the parameters of the entropic elasticity affects protein folding. A) Decrea
global minimum free energy from favoring the completely unfolded state to the completely
increased by the decreasing DLc. B) A similar effect is captured by altering the persistence
p ¼ 0.2 nm to p ¼ 0.7 nm also shifts the minimum free energy from fully folded to fully u
lowered by an amount directly proportional to the applied force [4].
As force spectroscopy techniques were developed to study folding/
unfolding reactions in proteins and nucleic acidsmolecules, the Bell
model was further expanded to explain their dynamics as a func-
tion of force. However these reactions, in which molecules extend
and collapse over tens of nanometers, have a high entropic cost due
to stretching of the polypeptide chainwhich is not accounted for by
the Bell model. Previous results by Berkovich et al. emphasized the
role of entropic elasticity in the free energy landscape of a single
folded domain under force [5]. In this manuscript, we provide a
formalism to expand his methods to constructing the free energy
landscape of a polyprotein of any number of domainsN. We achieve
this by constructing a piece-wise free energy landscape, with each
segment consisting of energy contributions from entropic elasticity,
an attractive potential, and an entropic barrier. The resulting free
energy landscape is tightly linked to the polymer properties of the
polypeptide, which are modeled by theWLC. As a consequence, our
model incorporates the dominant effects of entropic work in
extending a polypeptide and predicts the force dependency of the
step size during unfolding or refolding. This effect is not included in
other free energy models to date [21e23].

Brownian dynamics on the proposed free energy landscape
shows advancements over previous theoretical framework using
Monte Carlo simulations [24]. Because Brownian dynamics evalu-
ates the derivative of the potential surface, it is sensitive not only to
sing the contour length of our polyprotein from DLc ¼ 38 nm to DLc ¼ 9.5 nm, shifts the
folded state at a constant force of F ¼ 12 pN. Hence, the rate of folding is considerably
length at a constant force of F ¼ 12 pN. Increasing the stiffness of the polymer from
nfolded.
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transition state barriers but also to the shape and slope of the un-
derlying free energy (Eq. (4)). As seen in Fig. 4, although the barriers
to folding are not modified, decreasing the contour length or
persistence length raises the slope of the free energy, resulting in
the increased of the rate of folding. Thus, our model predicts the
kinetics of the polyprotein upon changes in its polymer properties
without prior knowledge of the rates, which is required in Monte
Carlo simulations.

Constructing an accurate representation of the free energy of
modular proteins along the pulling coordinate in a physiological
range of forces (1e10 pN [8,17]) is a crucially important effort in
biology. The discovery that massively large tandem polyproteins
are responsible for the elasticity of muscle and other tissues has
shifted our view on the molecular origins of tissue elasticity and its
regulation [7,9,25,26]. While it is currently challenging to study the
mechanical characteristics of polyproteins with hundreds of
structured domains using single molecule force spectroscopy, as in
the case with the muscle protein titin, our model has the ability to
determine the elastic properties of a polyprotein with any number
of domains. The next goal in developing this model is to be able to
establish the effects of point mutations, other post-translational
modifications, and domains with heterogenous stability on the
free energy landscape. We will ultimately use our findings to
develop the first full-scale model of muscle tissue elasticity to be
able to predict the severity of diseases in muscles resulting from
abnormal protein regulation and from genetic mutations that alter
domain stability.

Conflict of interest

None.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported by the NSF Grant 1252857 (to J.M.F),
and by NIH Grants HL66030 and HL61228 (to J.M.F).

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data related to this article can be found at http://
dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2015.03.051.

Transparency document

Transparency document related to this article can be found
online at http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2015.03.050.

References

[1] M. Rief, M. Gautel, F. Oesterhelt, J.M. Fernandez, H.E. Gaub, Reversible
unfolding of individual titin immunoglobulin domains by AFM, Science 276
(1997) 1109e1112.

[2] J.M. Fernandez, H.B. Li, Force-clamp spectroscopy monitors the folding tra-
jectory of a single protein, Science 303 (2004) 1674e1678.
[3] E.M. Puchner, H.E. Gaub, Force and function: probing proteins with AFM-
based force spectroscopy, Curr. Opin. Struc Biol. 19 (2009) 605e614.

[4] G.I. Bell, Models for specific adhesion of cells to cells, Science 200 (1978)
618e627.

[5] R. Berkovich, S. Garcia-Manyes, J. Klafter, M. Urbakh, J.M. Fernandez, Hopping
around an entropic barrier created by force, Biochem. Biophys. Res. Commun.
403 (2010) 133e137.

[6] R. Berkovich, S. Garcia-Manyes, M. Urbakh, J. Klafter, J.M. Fernandez, Collapse
dynamics of single proteins extended by force, Biophysical J. 98 (2010)
2692e2701.

[7] W.A. Linke, N. Hamdani, Gigantic business titin properties and function
through thick and thin, Circ. Res. 114 (2014) 1052e1068.

[8] H.B. Li, W.A. Linke, A.F. Oberhauser, M. Carrion-Vazquez, J.G. Kerkviliet, H. Lu,
P.E. Marszalek, J.M. Fernandez, Reverse engineering of the giant muscle pro-
tein titin, Nature 418 (2002) 998e1002.

[9] A. del Rio, R. Perez-Jimenez, R. Liu, P. Roca-Cusachs, J.M. Fernandez,
M.P. Sheetz, Stretching single talin rod molecules activates vinculin binding,
Science 323 (2009) 638e641.

[10] T.J. Roberts, R.L. Marsh, P.G. Weyand, C.R. Taylor, Muscular force in running
turkeys: the economy of minimizing work, Science 275 (1997) 1113e1115.

[11] N.T. Roach, M. Venkadesan, M.J. Rainbow, D.E. Lieberman, Elastic energy
storage in the shoulder and the evolution of high-speed throwing in Homo,
Nature 498 (2013) 483e486.

[12] H.C. Astley, T.J. Roberts, Evidence for a vertebrate catapult: elastic energy
storage in the plantaris tendon during frog jumping, Biol. Lett. 8 (2012)
386e389.

[13] C. Bustamante, J.F. Marko, E.D. Siggia, S. Smith, Entropic elasticity of lambda-
phage DNA, Science 265 (1994) 1599e1600.

[14] G.E. Fantner, E. Oroudjev, G. Schitter, L.S. Golde, P. Thurner, M.M. Finch,
P. Turner, T. Gutsmann, D.E. Morse, H. Hansma, P.K. Hansma, Sacrificial bonds
and hidden length: unraveling molecular mesostructures in tough materials,
Biophysical J. 90 (2006) 1411e1418.

[15] R. Berkovich, R.I. Hermans, I. Popa, G. Stirnemann, S. Garcia-Manyes,
B.J. Berne, J.M. Fernandez, Rate limit of protein elastic response is tether
dependent, P Natl. Acad. Sci. U. S. A. 109 (2012) 14416e14421.

[16] I. Popa, P. Kosuri, J. Alegre-Cebollada, S. Garcia-Manyes, J.M. Fernandez, Force
dependency of biochemical reactions measured by single-molecule force-
clamp spectroscopy, Nat. Protoc. 8 (2013) 1261e1276.

[17] R. Liu, S. Garcia-Manyes, A. Sarkar, C.L. Badilla, J.M. Fernandez, Mechanical
characterization of protein L in the low-force regime by electromagnetic
tweezers/evanescent nanometry, Biophys. J. 96 (2009) 3810e3821.

[18] P. Kosuri, J. Alegre-Cebollada, J. Feng, A. Kaplan, A. Ingles-Prieto, C.L. Badilla,
B.R. Stockwell, J.M. Sanchez-Ruiz, A. Holmgren, J.M. Fernandez, Protein folding
drives disulfide formation, Cell 151 (2012) 794e806.

[19] S. Kotter, L. Gout, M. Von Frieling-Salewsky, A.E. Muller, S. Helling, K. Marcus,
C. Dos Remedios, W.A. Linke, M. Kruger, Differential changes in titin domain
phosphorylation increase myofilament stiffness in failing human hearts,
Cardiovasc. Res. 99 (2013) 648e656.

[20] C. Hidalgo, B. Hudson, J. Bogomolovas, Y. Zhu, B. Anderson, M. Greaser,
S. Labeit, H. Granzier, PKC phosphorylation of titin's PEVK element: a novel
and conserved pathway for modulating myocardial stiffness, Circ. Res. 105
(2009) 631e638, 617 p following 638.

[21] A. Imparato, F. Sbrana, M. Vassalli, Reconstructing the free-energy landscape
of a polyprotein by single-molecule experiments, Epl-Europhys Lett. 82
(2008).

[22] M.D. Wang, M.J. Schnitzer, H. Yin, R. Landick, J. Gelles, S.M. Block, Force and
velocity measured for single molecules of RNA polymerase, Science 282
(1998) 902e907.

[23] M.T. Woodside, S.M. Block, Reconstructing folding energy landscapes by
single-molecule force spectroscopy, Annu. Rev. biophysics 43 (2014) 19e39.

[24] M. Rief, J.M. Fernandez, H.E. Gaub, Elastically coupled two-level systems as a
model for biopolymer extensibility, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81 (1998) 4764e4767.

[25] C.P. Johnson, H.Y. Tang, C. Carag, D.W. Speicher, D.E. Discher, Forced unfolding
of proteins within cells, Science 317 (2007) 663e666.

[26] I. Schoen, B.L. Pruitt, V. Vogel, The Yin-Yang of rigidity sensing: how forces and
mechanical properties regulate the cellular response to materials, Annu Rev.
Mater. Res. 43 (2013) 589e618.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2015.03.051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2015.03.051
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbrc.2015.03.050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0006-291X(15)00486-6/sref26

	The elastic free energy of a tandem modular protein under force
	1. Introduction
	2. Materials and methods
	3. Results
	4. Discussion
	Conflict of interest
	Acknowledgments
	Appendix A. Supplementary data
	Transparency document
	References


