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Chromatin is repeatedly deformed in vivo during transcription, nuclear remodeling, and con-
fined migration - yet how mechanical response varies from locus to locus, and how it relates to
epigenetic state, remains unclear. We develop a theory to infer locus-specific viscoelasticity from
three-dimensional genome organization. Using chromatin structures derived from contact maps, we
calculate frequency-dependent storage and loss moduli for individual loci and establish that the
mechanical properties are determined both by chromatin epigenetic marks and organization. On
large length scales, chromatin exhibits Rouse-like viscoelastic scaling, but this coarse behavior masks
extensive heterogeneity at the single-locus level. Loci segregate into two mechanical subpopulations
with distinct longest relaxation times: one characterized by single-timescale and another by multi-
timescale relaxation. The multi-timescale loci are strongly enriched in active marks, and the longest
relaxation time for individual loci correlates inversely with effective local stiffness. Pull–release
simulations further predict a time-dependent susceptibility: H3K27ac-rich loci deform more under
sustained forcing yet can resist brief, large impulses. At finer genomic scales, promoters, enhancers,
and gene bodies emerge as “viscoelastic islands” aligned with their focal interactions. Together, these
results suggest that chromatin viscoelasticity is an organized, epigenetically coupled property of the
3D genome, providing a mechanistic layer that may influence enhancer–promoter communication,
condensate-mediated organization, and response to cellular mechanical stress. The prediction that
locus-specific mechanics in chromatin are controlled by 3D structures as well as the epigenetic states
is amenable to experimental test.

INTRODUCTION

The three-dimensional organization of chromatin plays
a crucial role in gene regulation and genome function.
Advances in chromosome conformation capture tech-
niques, particularly Hi-C, have revealed the complex spa-
tial architecture of the genome and its potential impact
on function [1–4]. Significant progress has been made in
elucidating the physical principles underlying genome or-
ganization [2, 5] and dynamics [6–11]. Recently, real-time
dynamics of chromatin loci, with a focus on enhancer-
promoter interactions, have been studied using exper-
iments [12] and theory [13]. However, the mechanical
properties that govern this organization remain compar-
atively less explored. Nuclear and chromatin mechanics
play a key role in cellular mechanotransduction [14, 15],
influencing processes such as cell migration, during which
the nucleus and chromatin could deform under mechani-
cal stresses [16, 17], potentially leading to DNA damage
[18, 19], genome reorganization [20, 21], alterations in
epigenetic states [22, 23], and transcriptional regulation
[24].

Recent advances have reshaped our understanding of
the nucleus as a viscoelastic, hierarchically organized ma-
terial whose mechanics emerge from dynamic chromatin
crosslinking, polymer entanglement, and large-scale nu-
clear architecture [15, 25, 26]. Live-cell micromanipu-
lation experiments have shown that human interphase
chromatin behaves as a soft, weakly entangled polymer
network exhibiting Rouse-like viscoelastic behavior [27].
At the whole nucleus level, live-cell imaging and dis-

placement correlation spectroscopy suggest that chro-
matin undergoes a local sol-gel transition during stem
cell differentiation, transforming from a homogeneous
Maxwell-like fluid into a composite material with coexist-
ing solid-like heterochromatin and fluid-like euchromatin
phases [28]. Perturbations in chromatin crosslinkers
have been found to substantially alter nuclear stiffness.
For instance, depletion of HP1α reduces both nuclear
and mitotic chromosome rigidity, highlighting the role of
protein-mediated crosslinking in maintaining elastic in-
tegrity of the nucleus [29]. On the other hand, simula-
tions suggest that such crosslinking contributes to macro-
scopic elasticity only when heterochromatin is tethered
to the nuclear lamina, forming a peripherally anchored,
gel-like network that transmits mechanical stress [30]. It
has been shown that on the DNA scale, condensin com-
plexes act as transient crosslinkers that markedly increase
both the viscosity and the elasticity of entangled DNA in
vitro [31], revealing a possible ATP-independent mecha-
nism by which Structural Maintenance Complexes modu-
late chromatin rheology. Complementary polymer simu-
lations suggest that spatial variations in chromatin bend-
ing rigidity alone can drive segregation of euchromatin
and heterochromatin, coupling mechanical heterogeneity
to nuclear compartmentalization [32]. Together, these
findings support a physical picture in which chromatin
mechanics arise from a spectrum of relaxation times gov-
erned by intra-chromosomal interactions, crosslinking or
loop extrusion dynamics, local stiffness, and boundary
tethering—allowing the nucleus to function as an adap-
tive viscoelastic material that integrates molecular activ-
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ity with cellular-scale mechanical response.
Epigenetic modifications, particularly histone marks,

regulate chromatin structure and function. How epige-
netic states systematically tune locus-specific chromatin
mechanics to control its function is unclear. Existing
perturbation studies that globally alter acetylation or
methylation report concomitant changes in chromatin
and nuclear mechanics [33, 34], supporting an association
between epigenetics and material response. However,
these measurements are largely qualitative and coarse-
grained, leaving unresolved how mechanics vary from
locus to locus and how that heterogeneity maps onto
specific epigenetic states. Our approach addresses this
limitation by resolving chromatin mechanics at single-
locus resolution and directly linking the heterogeneous
dynamics to epigenetic states. We computed the stor-
age and loss moduli of chromatin loci by extending the
HIPPS-DIMES framework, which has been used to deter-
mine the 3D chromatin structures from the experimental
Hi-C contact maps [13, 35, 36]. We show that euchro-
matin and heterochromatin display distinct mechanical
behavior. Regions enriched for H3K27ac (active promot-
ers/enhancers) frequently exhibit multi-timescale relax-
ation dynamics in which the ratio of the loss modulus
to the storage modulus (G′′/G′) crosses unity multiple
times, indicating the presence of several characteristic
timescales. By contrast, regions enriched for H3K9me3
or H3K27me3 show simpler behavior with a single dom-
inant timescale. Notably, the longest relaxation time in
the active regions tends to exceed that in the repressive
regions, consistent with more restricted motion on in-
termediate timescales for transcription-active gene loci
observed in experiments and models [37–39]. These re-
sults support a functional link between epigenetic state
and chromatin mechanics. More broadly, they suggest
that epigenetic remodeling may regulate not only gene
expression programs but also how specific genomic re-
gions store and dissipate mechanical energy under per-
turbations. Finally, we discuss the potential relevance of
these findings to the formation and function of transcrip-
tional condensates [40, 41]. More broadly, our theory
provides testable predictions for how perturbations that
alter chromatin interactions or epigenetic marks should
reshape locus-specific viscoelasticity, offering a quantita-
tive route to connect genome regulation with chromatin
mechanics.

RESULTS

Region-averaged viscoelastic properties in GM12878
cells

We first investigated the viscoelastic properties of chro-
matin at the 10 Mb scale. To this end, we selected
five genomic regions from different chromosomes in the

GM12878 cell line (see Methods for details), each span-
ning 10 Mb. As a validation step, we confirmed that the
HIPPS-DIMES framework produces structural ensembles
that are consistent with the Hi-C data. Figures 1(a,b)
show that the contact maps derived from the 3D struc-
tures determined using the HIPPS-DIMES method are in
excellent agreement with the experimental Hi-C contact
maps (see Appendix A and Figure 9 for three additional
regions investigated).

We then computed the storage and loss moduli, G′

and G′′, for the five regions using Eq. 3. As shown in
Figure 1(c), the results from different chromosomes col-
lapse onto one another, indicating that at the 10 Mb
length scale, viscoelastic properties are relatively uniform
across the genome. We speculate that this homogeniza-
tion arises because, at the ∼10 Mb scale, there are ex-
tended segments of both euchromatin and heterochro-
matin. As a result, the average mechanical response is
similar across distinct regions.

Interestingly, in the intermediate frequency regime,
both G′ and G′′ scale approximately as ω1/2, which is
in accord with the predictions of the Rouse model [42].
This finding demonstrates that, on this scale, chromatin
in GM12878 cells exhibits Rouse-like viscoelastic behav-
ior, which is in agreement with experimental observations
[27] probing the effect of mechanical force on a labeled
locus.

To further characterize the frequency-dependent re-
sponse, we calculated the loss tangent, tan(δ) = G′′/G′.
Physically, tan(δ) > 1 indicates that viscous contribu-
tions dominate over elasticity, whereas tan(δ) < 1 im-
plies elastic dominance. At low frequencies (long times)
tan(δ) exceeds unity (viscous effects dominate), imply-
ing that on the 10 Mb scale chromatin is fluid-like. Fig-
ure 1(d) shows that ln tan(δ) remains near zero in the
intermediate frequency range, again consistent with the
Rouse model predictions and highlighting the viscoelastic
nature of chromatin. We also examined viscoelastic prop-
erties at the scale of entire chromosomes by applying the
HIPPS-DIMES framework at 100 kb resolution contact
maps. The results, shown in Appendix B and Figure 10,
exhibit similar scaling behavior and Rouse-like viscoelas-
ticity, indicating the robustness of these findings.

Locus-specific viscoelasticity

Although the region-averaged moduli demonstrate
that chromatin exhibits Rouse-like viscoelastic behavior,
it is likely that potential heterogeneity manifests itself
only at the level of individual loci. To reveal structural
heterogeneity [43], we calculated the locus-specific stor-
age and loss moduli using Eq. 4. The locus-level analysis
reveals substantial variations in the viscoelastic proper-
ties across the genomic regions. Figure 2(a) shows the
frequency dependence of tani(δ) for individual loci, with
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)
Viscous-dominant

Elastic-dominant

FIG. 1. Region-averaged viscoelastic properties of chromosomes in GM12878. (a) Comparison of the contact map between Hi-C
and HIPPS-DIMES for a 10 Mb region in chromosome 1. Contact maps are calculated directly from the 3D structures determined
using the HIPPS-DIMES framework. (b) Same as (a) but for Chr17: 47 Mb to 57 Mb. (c) Storage (G′) and loss modulus (G′′) for
GM12878. Solid lines are G′′(ω) and dashed lines are G′(ω). The colors represent different regions. All regions studied are 10 Mb
long. Solid black line is a guide to the eye showing ∼ ω1/2 dependence. (d) Logarithm of the ratio between loss modulus and storage
modulus, tan(δ) = G′′(ω)/G′(ω).

each curve corresponding to a single locus across all five
regions. Figure 2(c) shows two specific regions as exam-
ples. Several representative loci are highlighted in black
solid lines. Notably, ln tani(δ) crosses zero either once
or multiple times, reflecting distinct relaxation behavior
associated with various loci. Such non-monotonic be-
havior of tani(δ) has also been observed recently in in
vitro–reconstituted chromatin condensates formed from
nucleosome arrays [44].

To quantify the distinct locus-dependent relaxation be-
havior in Figure 2(a), we define the largest relaxation
time as τmax = 1/ωmin where ωmin is the smallest fre-
quency at which tan(δ) = 1. The distribution of τmax
across the loci (Figure 2(b)) exhibits a bimodal struc-
ture, indicating two distinct subpopulations of mechan-
ical behavior. We next asked whether the locus-to-
locus heterogeneity in the viscoelastic response is related
to the underlying chromatin organization. To address
this, we align the Hi-C contact map with a heatmap of

ln tani(δ) for the same region (Fig. 2(d)). In the ln tani(δ)
heatmap, the vertical axis is the driving frequency ω (in-
creasing from top to bottom), and the color encodes the
sign of ln tani(δ): blue for ln tani(δ) > 0 (G′′

i > G′
i),

white for ln tani(δ) = 0 (tani(δ) = 1), and orange/red
for ln tani(δ) < 0 (G′

i > G′′
i ). Loci with a simple, mono-

tonic decay of tani(δ) exhibit a single blue–white–orange
transition as ω increases. In contrast, loci that display
non-monotonic behavior and three crossings character-
ized by tani(δ) = 1 display alternating bands of blue and
orange along the frequency axis. These complex pat-
terns are not scattered randomly along the genome, but
instead form contiguous “islands” in the heatmap. No-
tably, many of these islands coincide with domain-like
structures (Topologically Associating Domains or con-
tact domains) in the contact map, as highlighted by the
shaded boxes in Fig. 2(d). This result indicates that vis-
coelastic heterogeneity is organized at the domain scale
and is reflected in the local 3D chromatin architecture.
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In other words, the dynamical response can be gleaned
from the chromatin organization.

Heterogeneity in locus-specific viscoelasticity is
associated with histone modifications

Figure 2(b) shows that the distribution of the largest
relaxation times of individual loci roughly follows a bi-
modal distribution. Combined with the visual corre-
spondence between the Hi-C contact domains and pat-
terns of viscoelastic behavior (Figure 2(d)), this key
finding suggests that chromatin mechanical heterogene-
ity may be biologically regulated. We hypothesize that
loci marked by different histone modifications should ex-
hibit distinct viscoelastic behavior. To test this notion,
we examined six histone modification ChIP-seq datasets:
H3K27ac, H3K4me1, H3K4me3, H3K36me3, H3K27me3,
and H3K9me3. Among these, H3K27ac, H3K4me1,
H3K4me3, and H3K36me3 are euchromatin marks with
distinct biological roles. For example, H3K27ac is as-
sociated with active promoters and enhancers, while
H3K36me3 marks actively transcribed gene bodies. In
contrast, H3K27me3 and H3K9me3, associated with
heterochromatin, are repressive marks. In particular,
H3K27me3 is enriched at Polycomb-repressed domains.

Based on the positions of the two peaks in the distri-
bution of τmax (Figure 2(b)), we used log10 τmax = 1 as a
threshold to divide the loci into two groups: log10 τmax ≤
1 (short relaxation times) and log10 τmax > 1 (long relax-
ation times). We then compared the viscoelastic behav-
ior of these two groups. As shown in Figure 3(a), the
loci with long relaxation times exhibit a complex profile,
with ln tani(δ) crossing zero three times. In contrast,
loci with short relaxation times display a simpler profile,
crossing zero only once, consistent with a single charac-
teristic relaxation timescale. Interestingly, although the
long-relaxing loci have a larger τmax, they also exhibit
smaller τmin = 1/ωmax than the single relaxation time
of the short-relaxing group. Physically, this implies that
these loci behave fluid-like at short timescales, transition-
ing to a more solid-like state at intermediate timescales.
At long times there is a transition to a fluid-like state,
reflecting the inherently viscoelastic and ultimately non-
solid nature of chromatin.

We next wondered whether these two mechanical sub-
populations correspond to differences in histone modifica-
tions. Figure 3(b) shows that loci with log10 τmax > 1 are
enriched in active histone marks (H3K27ac, H3K4me1,
H3K4me3, H3K36me3) compared to loci enriched in re-
pressive marks (H3K27me3 and H3K9me3). Notably,
H3K27ac levels in the long-relaxing loci are at least twice
as high as those in the short-relaxing loci. The strong as-
sociation can be directly visualized by comparing histone
modification tracks with relaxation times. Three repre-
sentative examples from chromosomes 1, 7, and 17 shown

in Figure 3(c) confirm that regions with high H3K27ac
signal often coincide with loci exhibiting long relaxation
times. We also examined the association between vis-
coelastic properties and histone modifications at the scale
of entire chromosomes (Appendix B). The results, shown
in Figure 10, exhibit similar patterns of enrichment.

Structural basis of locus-specific viscoelasticity

Next, we asked whether loci with distinct viscoelas-
tic behavior also differ in their structural organization.
The fractal dimension of chromatin has been experimen-
tally measured and proposed as an important parame-
ter linking 3D genome architecture to function [45, 46].
To quantify this, we computed the fractal dimension,
Df , from our model. For each 10 Mb region, we gener-
ated 10,000 conformations and calculated the ensemble-
averaged number of neighbors, ⟨n⟩, for each locus as a
function of spatial cutoff distance r. The scaling relation
⟨n⟩ ∝ rDf was fit in the range 0.1 < r < 1 to obtain frac-
tal dimension, Df , analogous to a mass fractal dimension
(details are in the Methods).

Figure 4(a) shows that the locus-specific Df profile for
chromosome 17 (47–57 Mb) has considerable variation.
To visualize the structural basis of the heterogeneity in
Df , we randomly sampled the 3D conformations and col-
ored the loci according to their relaxation group: slow-
relaxing loci in yellow and fast-relaxing loci in blue. Fig-
ure 4(b) shows that the two groups are localized in spa-
tially distinct clusters, consistent with the transcriptional
hub model [47], where multiple enhancers and promoters
colocalize beyond simple pairwise interactions. This ob-
servation aligns with our earlier finding (Figure 3(b)) that
slow-relaxing loci are enriched in active histone marks.

We compared the structural properties of the two
groups. Figure 4(c) shows the distributions of Df for
the slow- and fast-relaxing loci. On average, the fractal
dimension of the slow-relaxing loci is lower, Df = 2.71,
compared to Df = 2.75 for the fast-relaxing group. This
suggests that active, slow-relaxing loci are organized in
looser, less compact domains, whereas repressed, fast-
relaxing loci are structurally more compact. Although
the difference in the mean values is small, the distribu-
tions of Df are quite different (Figure 4(c)), which again
is a reflection of locus-specific heterogeneity.

To connect the relaxation dynamics to the local me-
chanical environment, we computed locus-specific local
stiffness κi [48]. Briefly, κi quantifies how strongly a
small local stiffening of locus i shifts the global relax-
ation spectrum. This is implemented by rescaling all the
couplings, kij associated with the ith locus by (1+α) tak-
ing the α → 0 limit (i.e., evaluating the derivative of the
relaxation eigenvalues with respect to α) and normalizing
by the locus’s thermal positional fluctuation (see Meth-
ods). Figure 4(d) shows a scatter plot of log10 τmax versus
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(a)

(b)

Chr 17: 47 Mb - 57 Mb

Chr 1: 31 Mb - 41 Mb

(d)(c)
Viscous-dominant

Elastic-dominant

FIG. 2. Locus-specific viscoelasticity in GM12878 chromosomes. (a) Frequency dependence of tani(δ) for individual loci from all
5 regions investigated, with each curve representing a single locus. Several representative loci are highlighted in black. Distinct
crossing behavior at tani(δ) = 1 reveals variations in the relaxation dynamics across the loci. For selected loci, arrows indicate ωmin

and ωmax, the lowest- and highest-frequency crossings of tani(δ) = 1, and the corresponding relaxation timescales τmax = 1/ωmin

and τmin = 1/ωmax. (b) Histogram of the largest relaxation time, τmax = 1/ωmin, showing a bimodal distribution that points to two
distinct subpopulations of loci with different viscoelasticity. Vertical dashed line marks the separation of two subpopulations. (c)
ln tani(δ) as a function of ω for Chr 17: 47 Mb - 57 Mb and Chr1: 31 Mb - 41 Mb. (d) Hi-C contact map (top) and the corresponding
heatmap of ln tani(δ) (bottom) for the same genomic region, with loci aligned along the horizontal axis. In the ln tani(δ) panel, the
vertical axis denotes ω (increasing from top to bottom), and the colormap encodes the sign of ln tani(δ) (blue: G′′

i > G′
i, white:

G′′
i = G′

i, orange/red: G′
i > G′′

i ). Shaded boxes highlight examples where “islands” of complex viscoelastic behavior coincide with
domain-like structures in the contact map.

log10 κi for individual loci. The relationship is highly het-
erogeneous, with substantial locus-to-locus scatter span-
ning a broad range of both τmax and κi. To assess the
overall trend, we computed the binned mean of log10 τmax

as a function of log10 κi, which reveals an approximately
inverse dependence, τmax ∼ κ−1

i . This trend is consis-
tent with overdamped Brownian dynamics of a harmonic
mode where τ = γ/k and the friction coefficient is γ and
k is the spring constant. In this analogy, κi serves as a
measure of an effective local stiffness.

Active loci are more susceptible to sustained forces
but resist impulsive forces

Recent advances in single-chromosome and live cell nu-
clear manipulation experiments have provided quantita-
tive insights into the response of chromatin and chro-
mosomes to external mechanical forces [27, 34, 49–51].
To explain some of the findings in [27, 34], we exam-
ined how individual genomic loci respond to mechani-
cal stresses (Figure 5(a)). To this end, we applied a lo-
calized mechanical force to selected loci and monitored
both their displacement during force application and the
recoil dynamics after force release (see Methods for de-
tails). This protocol is similar to that used in exper-
iments, which were performed in live-cell settings [27].
Figure 5(b) shows the locus-specific displacement ∆xi

(measured along the direction of the applied force) as a

function of time. The magnitude of the pulling force used
is |F | = 5. The force was applied for t = 300, after which
the system was allowed to relax up to t = 1, 000. Each
curve in Figure 5(b) represents the trajectory of a single
locus. The responses are highly heterogeneous, consis-
tent with the variations found in G′ and G′′ (Fig. 2).
Not surprisingly, upon force application, the loci move
in the direction of the applied force; upon release of the
force, they recoil, although in many cases the loci do not
return fully to their original positions on the specified
time scale.

To quantify the locus-dependent recoil dynamics,
we computed a dimensionless recoil ratio, defined as
(∆xi(t = 300)−∆xi(t = 1, 000))/∆xi(t = 300). Smaller
recoil ratio indicates predominantly viscous recoil (lim-
ited recovery) and larger recoil ratio implies more elastic
recoil (greater recovery). Figure 5(c) summarizes the dis-
tribution of recoil ratio as a box plot, revealing a broad
spread across loci that spans viscous-like to elastic-like
recoil dynamics. The substantial variations obtained
theoretically are similar to the spread noted in experi-
ments [34].

As expected, stronger forces produced larger displace-
ments. To quantify this, we measured the trajectory-
averaged final displacement ⟨∆x⟩ at the end of the du-
ration of the force-application as a function of the force
amplitude F applied for a duration T . Figure 5(d) shows
that ⟨∆x⟩ scales linearly with F with the slope that de-
pends on T , thus confirming the expected applicability
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(a)

(b)

(c)
RPM

RPM

RPM

FIG. 3. Association between chromatin viscoelastic properties and histone modifications in GM12878 cells. (a) Average ln tan(δ)
profiles for loci grouped by their largest relaxation time, τmax. Loci with log10 τmax > 1 (long relaxation times) exhibit complex
behavior with three zero crossings, whereas loci with log10 τmax ≤ 1 (short relaxation times) show a simpler profile with a single
crossing. (b) Mean histone modification ChIP-seq read counts per million (RPM) across the two groups. Loci with long relaxation
times are enriched for active chromatin marks (H3K27ac, H3K4me1, H3K4me3, H3K36me3), while loci with short relaxation times
are relatively enriched in repressive marks (H3K27me3, H3K9me3). (c) Representative genomic regions from chromosomes 1, 7, and
17 illustrating the correspondence between high H3K27ac RPM and loci with long relaxation times τmax.

of the Rouse model in describing global response of chro-
matin to force [27, 34].

Although the theory is formulated in reduced units,
we can make a rough estimate of the physical scale of the
force F used in the simulations. Each locus represents
25 kb. Taking the effective size of a locus, a, to be in the
range 70 nm–200 nm [7, 35], the force scale (F ) in the
model corresponds to kBT/a ∼ 0.02 pN–0.06 pN (kBT
is taken to be 4.11 pN · nm at temperature of 298 K).
Thus, F = 5 is approximately 0.1 pN–0.3 pN, which is
within the range accessed in experiments [27, 34]. The
slope of force-displacement (Figure 5(d)) depends on the
duration of application of force T , which implies that
the protocol used in the stretch-release cycle will affect
the displacement and the recoil dynamics as a function

of time, as shown in the context of protein-protein in-
teractions [52, 53]. We estimate the slope to be in the
range of 0.3 µm/pN to 3 µm/pN for T = 10, 1 µm/pN
to 10 µm/pN for T = 100, 5 µm/pN to 40 µm/pN for
T = 1, 000 and 10 µm/pN to 90 µm/pN for T = 3, 000.
The experimental value of ⟨∆x⟩/F for 5 minutes of force
application is about 3 µm/pN [27], which is in the range
found theoretically for T = 100.

Given that epigenetic states are associated with dis-
tinct viscoelastic responses (Figure 3(c)), we next asked
whether loci with different histone modifications exhibit
variations in the pull–recoil dynamics. For this purpose,
we first classified the loci into three groups based on their
H3K27ac ChIP-seq signal: the lower 50th percentile,
the 50th–95th percentile, and the top 5th percentile.
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Chr 17 Chr 1 Chr 11

(a) (b)

(c)

(d)

i
Local

StiffnessSpectral
Responses

j

FIG. 4. Structural organization of slow- and fast-relaxing loci in GM12878 cells. (a) Locus-specific fractal dimension Df for
chromosome 17 (47–57 Mb), computed from the scaling of the number of neighbors with distance. (b) Representative 3D structures
at 100 kb resolution sampled from the HIPPS-DIMES ensemble, with loci colored by relaxation group: slow-relaxing loci (orange)
and fast-relaxing loci (blue). The slow-relaxing loci form spatially loose but distinct clusters. In the structure, each 100 kb segment
is represented by a single 3D coordinate, and the structures are visualized using the licorice representation. (c) Distributions of Df

for slow and fast-relaxing loci are broad, reflecting the variations in the local environment. Slow-relaxing loci exhibit lower average
fractal dimension (Df = 2.71) compared to fast-relaxing loci (Df = 2.75), indicating that active loci are organized in looser, less
compact structures, whereas repressive loci are more structurally compact. (d) Longest relaxation time τmax for each locus plotted
against the locus-specific local stiffness κi (scatter). The orange curve shows the binned mean. The black dashed line is a guide to
the eye with slope −1. κi is computed from the connectivity-spectrum response to a perturbation that rescales all the couplings kij
associated with locus i.

For each group, we calculated the average force–recoil
dynamics. As shown in Figure 5(e), loci enriched in
H3K27ac exhibited greater displacement during force ap-
plication compared to loci with lower signals. The ex-
tent of displacement increases with H3K27ac levels when
F = 5 applied for T = 300. This accords with the ex-
pectation that high (low) levels of H3K27ac enrichment is
associated with less compact euchromatin relative to het-
erochromatin. Because heterochromatin is denser than
euchromatin, it implies that both compactness and epi-
genetic state control the heterogeneous response to force.
Based on the finding that H3K27ac-enriched loci exhibit
predominantly elastic responses relative to low-H3K27ac
loci at short times (t ≈ 1; Figure 3(a)), we anticipated
that the force response should depend on both the forcing
duration and the force magnitude. In other words, the
loading rate (≈ F/T ) determines the force response [54].
In accord with this expectation, we find that application
of a large force for a brief time (F = 50 for T = 1) re-
verses the trend: on an average, loci with the highest
H3K27ac enrichment exhibit the smallest displacement
(Figure 5(f)). These results suggest that active genomic
regions are mechanically more susceptible to displace-
ment only under sustained application of force, a find-
ing that is consistent with recent experiments showing
that histone acetylation softens the nucleus [33, 55, 56].
However, they are comparatively more resistant to rapid,
short-timescale forcing. Our prediction may be tested

in experiments by varying the duration of the stretch-
release cycle, as done in a recent experiment [27].

The dual loading-rate dependent response to mechan-
ical force on active loci may have implications for tran-
scriptional regulation. In particular, both RNA poly-
merase II translocation [37] and loop extrusion by the
scrunching mechanism [57] result in physical forces being
imparted to chromatin. Our predictions raise the possi-
bility the deformation of the active loci in such processes
depends on both the amplitude of applied forces and the
timescales over which they act.

There are striking similarities between the theory and
the experimental findings [27, 34]. First, the mean dis-
placement varies linearly with F . More importantly, the
calculated value of d⟨∆x⟩/dF is close to estimate made
using the data presented in experiments (see Figure 2C
in [27]). Second, our calculations show that, although
globally chromatin behaves like a Rouse polymer, there
is considerable heterogeneity at the single locus level at
all times. This supports the general conclusions made
in the above cited experimental studies. Third, the re-
coil dynamics of the loci after applying force for a finite
duration is slow and spread over a broad range of times
(Figure 5b. Similar findings have been observed in ex-
periments [34]. The prediction that the recoil dynamics
should depend on the loading rate (rate of force applica-
tion), as shown in Figure 5 (d) -(f), awaits future exper-
imental verification.
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FIG. 5. Force extension and recoil dynamics of genomic loci in GM12878 cells. (a) Schematic showing application of mechanical
force F on an individual locus labeled by the position xi. (b) Displacement ∆xi of individual loci as a function of time at F = 5
directed along the positive x-axis (released at t = 300, with relaxation followed until t = 1000). Each curve represents a single locus
(the black trajectories are shown as examples), with the substantial variations illustrating heterogeneous mechanical responses. The
recoil dynamics is surprisingly slow. (c) Box plot for recoil ratio (defined as (∆xi(t = 300) − ∆xi(t = 1000))/∆xi(t = 300)) of
individual loci. (d) Trajectory-averaged final displacement ⟨∆x⟩ for locus i = 50 (32.25 Mb on Chr 1) at the end of force application
as a function of force amplitude F . The force is applied for a duration T . ⟨·⟩ denotes average over multiple trajectories. (e) Mean
force–recoil dynamics for loci grouped by H3K27ac enrichment, ∆x, obtained by averaging over individual loci shown in (a). Loci in
the top 5% of H3K27ac signal display the largest displacement, followed by those in the 50–95th percentile, while loci in the bottom
50% show the smallest displacement. (f) The locus-average displacement, ∆x, with F = 50 applied for a duration T = 1 grouped
by H3K27ac enrichment. ∆x = 6.4, 6.2, 6.0 for loci with low, medium, and high H3K27ac enrichment, respectively.

Enhancers, promoters and gene regions display
distinct complex viscoelasticity

The results presented above were obtained using Hi-C
contact maps at 25 kb resolution for chromosomes from
GM12878 cells. Each locus corresponds to a 25,000 bp
segment. Although we established strong associations
between active histone marks and locus-dependent vis-
coelasticity, it is unclear whether fine-scale regulatory el-
ements such as promoters, enhancers, and gene bodies
exhibit similar variations at high resolution. To provide
a fine-grained picture of the dynamics at the nucleosome,
we took advantage of a recent study [58] that has pro-
duced high-resolution contact maps. The Region Cap-
ture Micro-C (RCMC) data from mouse embryonic stem
cells (mESC) [58] have generated patterns of interactions
at high resolution, allowing us to examine the viscoelastic
properties at near-nucleosome scale.

We applied the HIPPS-DIMES framework to a locus
spanning 0.14 Mb (Chr8, 85.68-85.82 Mb) at 250 bp res-
olution. This region contains multiple genes including
JUNB and PRDX2. The calculated locus-specific loss
tangent, tani(δ), in Figure 6(a) shows that, just as in
GM12878 cells, the loci in this region at 250-bp resolution
also exhibit heterogeneous behavior. The frequency de-
pendence of several ln tani(δ) profiles are non-monotonic
and cross ln tani(δ) = 0 three times, whereas others show
a simpler response. Two representative examples are
highlighted in black.

Figure 6(b) compares the experimental contact and
the calculated contact maps using the 3D coordinates
generated by the HIPPS-DIMES method. The contact
map reveals numerous nested looping (focal) interactions,
marked by characteristic "looping"-type dots, as indi-
cated by the arrows and circles. These interactions are
primarily formed by promoters, enhancers, and gene bod-
ies enriched in active histone modifications [58]. Such fin-
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gerprints are also reflected in the elevated H3K27ac level
(see panel below the contact map in Figure 6(b)). The
250 bp resolution allows for precise identification of these
regulatory elements. The prevalence of heterogeneity in
the viscoelastic properties at all scales [59] (nucleosome
level to megabase) shows that chromatin organization is
self-similar.

The corresponding ln tani(δ) heatmap, shown below
the contact map in Figure 6(b), reveals that regions form-
ing nested looping (focal) interactions exhibit distinct
“viscoelastic islands”. These regions display complex be-
havior where tani(δ) crosses unity three times, with the
first crossing occurring at much higher frequencies com-
pared to the surrounding chromatin. This indicates that
these regulatory regions become viscous-dominant, sug-
gesting enhanced dynamic behavior at short times. To
quantify this behavior, we calculated ωmax for each 250
bp segment. The bottom panel of Figure 6(b) shows the
ωmax track, with peaks marked by black arrows. These
peaks mostly correspond to the positions of promoters,
enhancers, and gene bodies that form the focal interac-
tions observed in the contact map. These regulatory re-
gions exhibit non-monotonic tani(δ) behavior. The com-
plex viscoelastic signature, predicted using only the con-
tact maps, suggests that active regulatory elements pos-
sess multiple characteristic relaxation timescales.

Figure 6(c) provides a complementary, network-based
view of the same region by representing the chromatin in-
teraction network as a weighted locus–locus graph. For
each locus pair, we first calculated the ensemble-averaged
interaction energy, ⟨ϵij⟩ = kij⟨r2ij⟩, and converted it into
an edge with positive weight wij = exp(⟨ϵij⟩). Thus,
by construction, large wij implies strong effective at-
tractive association. We then used wij both to define
the weighted edges and to set the forces in a Fruchter-
man–Reingold force-directed layout [60], yielding an intu-
itive “interaction-space” embedding of the region. Node
sizes are scaled by H3K27ac RPM, and node colors en-
code the locus-specific values of ωmax. Strikingly, loci
with stronger H3K27ac signal (larger nodes) preferen-
tially cluster together, consistent with the observation
that they form focal interactions in the RCMC contact
map. Moreover, this cluster is enriched in magenta-
colored nodes (higher ωmax), demonstrating the link be-
tween active regulatory elements, focal interaction hubs,
and complex viscoelastic signatures. While Figure 6(c)
emphasizes this abstract network organization in the in-
teraction space, we next asked how the same loci are ar-
ranged in real space. Figure 6(d) presents the calculated
representative 3D structural snapshots of the region, with
loci colored according to their ωmax values. These snap-
shots show that these regions are more open and exposed,
and they do not always form compact clusters together.

These findings show that the complex viscoelastic be-
havior calculated for chromatin at the 25 kb scale in
GM12878 cells is also recapitulated and refined at the

nucleosome level in mESC cells. In other words, the het-
erogeneous behavior at the single locus level and the con-
nection to the underlying chromatin organization may be
universal across cell lines at all scales. The enhanced
resolution in RCMC reveals that the individual regu-
latory elements—promoters, enhancers, and gene bod-
ies exhibit mechanical signatures that are distinct from
the surrounding non-regulatory and non-gene-containing
chromatin.

DISCUSSION

We developed a theory that reveals a direct link be-
tween locus-specific viscoelasticity of chromatin and epi-
genetic states, including associated changes in the acety-
lation marks, thus providing new insights into the me-
chanical basis of genome organization and function. Let
us summarize the major findings. (1) At the 10 Mb
to whole chromosome scale, chromatin dynamics exhibit
Rouse-like viscoelastic behavior, with both storage and
loss moduli scaling as ω1/2 in the intermediate frequency
regime. This behavior reflects averaging over a diverse lo-
cal mechanical environment across large genomic regions.
(2) Importantly, at the single-locus level, there is sub-
stantial heterogeneity in the viscoelastic response, with
relaxation times following a bimodal distribution that
correlates well with epigenetic alterations. Within our
theoretical framework, the origin of the heterogeneity can
be traced to the variations in the spring constants that
describe the inter-loci interactions. Recent experimen-
tal findings [51] using force spectroscopy that probes the
mechanical response of chromatin in an isolated nucleus
emphasized that multiple spring constants are required
to interpret chromatin dynamics, which was shown in
an earlier theoretical study [36]. (3) There is a striking
association between histone modifications and viscoelas-
tic behavior. Loci that are enriched in active chromatin
marks (H3K27ac, H3K4me1, H3K4me3, H3K36me3) ex-
hibit complex relaxation dynamics with multiple char-
acteristic timescales. In sharp contrast, loci marked
by repressive modifications (H3K27me3, H3K9me3) ex-
hibit simpler behavior characterized by a single relax-
ation time. (4) Notably, active loci have longer relax-
ation times, consistent with more restricted motion on
intermediate timescales. This finding aligns with recent
computational studies [37] and experimental observations
of reduced mobility in transcriptionally active regions
[38, 39, 61].

Link to 3D structures: The differences in the vis-
coelastic behavior between active and repressive loci are
reflected in their 3D structural organization. Active loci
exhibit lower fractal dimensions and form spatially dis-
tinct, less compact clusters, which supports the essen-
tials of the transcriptional hub model [47]. In contrast,
repressive loci are more structurally compact with higher
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FIG. 6. High-resolution viscoelastic properties of regulatory elements in mESC cells. (a) Locus-specific loss tangent ln tani(δ) for
mESC Chr8: 85.68 Mb - 85.82 Mb region. Each locus is 250 bp. Two examples of the dependence of ln tani(δ) on ω are shown in
black. (b) Comparison of experimental RCMC contact map with that calculated using 3D structures generated using HIPPS-DIMES
for the Chr8: 85.68–85.82 Mb region. Black arrows show nested looping interactions formed by promoters, enhancers, and gene bodies
(black circles). The ln tani(δ) heatmap shows distinct “viscoelastic islands” (black arrow) for regions forming these interactions. The
tani(δ) profiles cross unity three times. The ωmax track (bottom panel) shows peaks (marked by black arrows) that correspond
to regulatory elements forming focal interactions. Shaded boxes mark the correspondence between “looping" interaction, H3K27ac
enrichment, “viscoelastic islands” and peaks of ωmax. (c) Graph representation of the locus interaction network. Each node represents
a locus. Node size is scaled by H3K27ac RPM, edge width by the exponential of the pairwise interaction energy, and node color by
ωmax. The network is visualized using a Fruchterman–Reingold force-directed layout. (d) Representative 3D structural snapshots of
the region at 250-bp resolution, with loci colored according to their ωmax values (magenta: high values, yellow: low values). The
structures are visualized using the licorice representation. Arrows mark examples of regions with high ωmax values.

fractal dimensions, suggesting that mechanical properties
are intimately linked to chromatin folding.

A seemingly counter-intuitive result is that active loci,
despite being less compact, tend to have longer relaxation
times. This suggests that relaxation is not determined by
compactness alone, but by how a locus is mechanically
embedded in the interaction network. To probe this, we
computed a locus-specific local stiffness by quantifying

how a small local stiffening of couplings around the ith

locus shifts the relaxation spectrum. Our analysis sug-
gests an approximately inverse relationship between local
stiffness and relaxation time, which is consistent with our
numerical results and provides a mechanistic explanation
for slow relaxation in open, active regions.

Fluid-like versus solid-like behavior: Whether
chromatin has solid-like [62, 63] (an elastic material)
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characteristics or is fluid-like [27, 64] (does not resist
shear) on a mesoscale has been controversial. By in-
serting magnetic particles in HeLa cell and probing the
response to an external magnetic field (a setup that is
not that dissimilar to the one used more recently), a rel-
atively high value for the Young’s modulus was reported
[63]. Although not explicitly stated, the non-value of the
Young’s modulus implies solid-like behavior of the chro-
matin fiber. By using microscopy [62] techniques it has
been argued that nucleosomal arrays are solid-like under
a range of conditions. In contrast, both in vitro imaging
experiments [64] and the response of external magnetic
particles localized to a 4 Mb locus in live cells [27] suggest
that chromatin is fluid-like. Our findings, which seem
to be supported by recent experiments [34, 44] and pre-
vious arguments [65] suggest that chromatin should be
pictured as a mosaic with substantial variations in the
epigenetically controlled mechanical properties. Like in
viscoelastic polymers, the relaxation times span a range
of time scales [66], which we have shown here may be pre-
dicted using their static 3D structures. The latter can be
determined either by Hi-C methods or direct imaging.
Most importantly, we predict that the locus-specific vis-
coelasticity is encoded in the epigenetic states.

Response to force: Beyond characterizing the pas-
sive viscoelasticity, we examined how individual genomic
loci respond to external mechanical stress using pulling
simulations. Strikingly, the loci respond heterogeneously
to applied forces, with displacement scaling approxi-
mately linearly with the amplitude of the external force.
The extent of displacement of the loci depends on the
duration of the application of the force. Interestingly,
the slope of the mean extension-force relation is surpris-
ingly similar to experiments [27]. This suggests that the
mechanical response of interphase chromatin may be uni-
versal.

An important prediction in our work is that H3K27ac
enrichment is associated with a timescale-dependent
force response. Under sustained forcing, displacement
increases with H3K27ac level, consistent with H3K27ac-
rich euchromatin being less compact. However, be-
cause H3K27ac-enriched loci are more elastic at short
timescales, we expected sensitivity to forcing duration
and the amplitude of the exerted force. Indeed, large
perturbation, exerted over a short duration, reverses the
trend: the highest-H3K27ac loci show the smallest dis-
placement. Thus, active regions are more deformable
under sustained loads but more resistant to impulsive
forcing, consistent with acetylation-dependent softening
of nuclear mechanics [33, 55, 56]. This could matter for
transcription, since RNA polymerase II [67] and loop ex-
trusion impose forces on distinct timescales [37, 57].

Chromatin at the near-nucleosome level: To ex-
plore chromatin mechanics at finer scales, we extended
our analysis beyond the 25 kb resolution. The 25 kb scale
contact maps are too coarse to capture individual regu-

latory elements such as enhancers, promoters, and gene
bodies. We applied our framework to high-resolution Re-
gion Capture Micro-C (RCMC) data from mouse embry-
onic stem cells (mESC) at 250 bp resolution, approach-
ing nucleosome level detail. At near-nucleosome resolu-
tion, we again find strong locus-to-locus heterogeneity
in tani(δ), including both simple and multi-timescale re-
sponses, indicating that mechanical diversity is present
at multiple length scales. Strikingly, regions that form
nested looping interactions in the RCMC contact map—
primarily promoters, enhancers, and gene bodies with
elevated H3K27ac—appear as distinct “viscoelastic is-
lands”: they exhibit three crossings of tani(δ) = 1, with
the first crossing shifted to higher frequencies, suggest-
ing enhanced dissipation at short timescales. Consistent
with this, peaks in the locus-specific ωmax align with the
focal interaction hubs in the contact map. A comple-
mentary graph-based view further shows that H3K27ac-
enriched loci cluster in the interaction space and are en-
riched in high - ωmax nodes, linking active regulatory
hubs to complex viscoelastic signatures. Together, these
results indicate that regulatory elements carry distinc-
tive, multi-timescale mechanical fingerprints that can be
predicted solely from contact maps. Heterogeneity ob-
served at larger scales is recapitulated—and refined—at
near-nucleosome resolution.

Functional implications: Our findings have impor-
tant implications for understanding genome function.
The multimodal viscoelastic behavior of active chromatin
may facilitate the dynamic assembly and disassembly of
transcriptional machinery, while the simpler mechanical
response of heterochromatin could provide structural sta-
bility. The prediction that relaxation times are encoded
in the post-translationally created epigenetic states sug-
gests that chromatin mechanics likely serve as an ad-
ditional layer of gene regulation, potentially influencing
processes such as transcription factor binding, chromatin
remodeling, and long-range enhancer-promoter interac-
tions. The mechanical regulation could be particularly
important during cellular processes that involve nuclear
deformation, such as cell migration, where the viscoelas-
tic properties of different chromatin regions may deter-
mine their response to mechanical stress. Additionally,
the extension of this approach to biological perturba-
tions, different cell types, and developmental stages could
reveal how chromatin mechanics change during cellular
differentiation and disease states. For instance, applica-
tion of our framework to compare wild-type and cohesin-
depleted cells could reveal how loop extrusion and cohesin
clustering influence chromatin mechanics [68]. Such stud-
ies could establish whether chromatin mechanics repre-
sents a general principle of genome organization across
different biological species.

The functional implications raised above raise a natu-
ral mechanistic question: what are the microscopic inter-
actions that underlie the dynamically varying viscoelas-
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FIG. 7. Active chromatin regions are associated with enhancer–promoter interactions, transcription factors, coactivators, RNA, and
transcriptional condensates, displaying multimode relaxation characteristic of complex viscoelastic responses. In contrast, closed
chromatin regions exhibit more compact structures and single-mode relaxation indicative of simpler mechanical dynamics.

tic signatures of active versus closed chromatin? Fig-
ure 7 provides a conceptual picture by contrasting com-
pact/closed chromatin with active chromatin in which
enhancers and promoters are engaged in transcriptional
condensates [69, 70] containing TFs, coactivators, RNA,
and associated regulatory elements. Our model is based
on effective interactions between loci. These interac-
tions may reflect a mix of molecular processes, such
as cohesin-mediated loop extrusion or protein bridging.
However, because effects are treated implicitly, we can-
not separate their specific contributions to chromatin
mechanics. In addition, the current framework repre-
sents chromatin as a coarse-grained polymer and does
not include the surrounding nuclear environment or pro-
tein assemblies that can influence local stiffness and dy-
namics. In particular, transcription factors and coactiva-
tor proteins can form condensates [71, 72] that interact
with chromatin [73], potentially altering both its orga-
nization [40] and rheological properties. Nevertheless,
we interpret the locus-specific viscoelasticity that is en-
coded in the epigenetic states in chromatin, in light of
a scenario where TF/coactivator condensates transiently

associate with active chromatin and reshape its effective
mechanical environment (Figure 7). At the JUNB and
PRDX2 locus in mESC cells (Figure 6), we find that en-
hancers, promoters, and gene bodies exhibit increased
contact frequency but do not form direct physical con-
tacts or compact clusters in individual structures (Fig-
ure 6(d) shows absence of compact clusters formed by ac-
tive loci). The combination—high contact frequency in
population-averaged maps without persistent, compact
clustering in single chromatin conformations—is remi-
niscent of the chromatin–condensate “wetting” and/or
bridging phenomena described in recent experimental
and modeling studies [74, 75]. In this picture, tran-
scription factor condensates associate with active chro-
matin segments and influence their spatial organization
and mobility, providing an additional, dynamic source of
effective coupling among enhancers, promoters, and gene
bodies, and ultimately may regulate gene expression [76].
Through such weak, multivalent interactions, conden-
sates could modulate the local mechanical environment of
active chromatin. Although our current framework does
not explicitly include these condensates, the distinct vis-
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coelastic signatures of active loci are consistent with the
idea that protein condensates and chromatin mechanics
are coupled (Figure 7). Future work integrating explicit
condensate–chromatin interactions will be necessary to
determine whether the multimodal relaxation behavior
predicted here reflects this coupling.

In summary, our study establishes chromatin viscoelas-
ticity as a biophysical property that varies systematically
with epigenetic state, providing a new physical perspec-
tive on genome organization and function. The findings
suggest that mechanical properties may represent an ad-
ditional dimension of chromatin regulation, with impor-
tant implications for understanding gene expression and
cellular differentiation. The connection between epige-
netic state, 3D structure, and mechanical properties re-
veals a complex interplay that governs genome function,
opening new possibilities for understanding and poten-
tially manipulating chromatin behavior in health and dis-
ease.

METHODS

Locus-specific viscoelasticity

We developed a theory to predict locus-specific vis-
coelastic properties of chromatin based on the supposi-
tion that knowledge of the static three-dimensional (3D)
structure (namely, knowledge of all three-dimensional co-
ordinates, {ri}, of the chromatin loci, where i is the locus
index) is sufficient to predict the mechanical response of
chromatin. The theory is based on the HIPPS-DIMES
model that creates a maximum-entropy distribution of
the 3D coordinates subject to the constraint that the Hi-
C contact map or imaging data [35, 36] be preserved.
The maximum-entropy distribution is given by,

PMaxEnt({ri}) =
1

Z
exp

(
−
∑
i<j

kij ||ri − rj ||2
)
, (1)

where Z is a normalization constant. The Lagrange
multipliers kij are determined to match the mean pair-
wise distances between loci i and j, ⟨Rij⟩, derived from
the Hi-C contact probabilities, Pij . It was shown previ-
ously [35, 77] that Pij and ⟨Rij⟩ are related by a power
law. In Eq. 1 the kijs are the elements in the connectivity
matrix, K, with Kij = kij if i ̸= j and Kii = −

∑
j ̸=i kij .

By interpreting kij as effective spring constants in the
chromatin network, it is possible to calculate the locus-
dependent viscoelastic moduli using standard procedures
used in the Rouse model [42], see below.

Although the distribution PMaxEnt(r1, r2, · · · ) (Eq. 1)
is calculated using the maximum-entropy principle, we
interpret it as a Boltzmann distribution at unit temper-
ature (kBT is unity, where kB is the Boltzmann con-
stant and T is temperature) with an effective Hamilto-
nian, H =

∑
i<j kij ||ri − rj ||2. With this identification,

kij may be thought of as the spring constant between
loci i and j. Following the theory of dynamics for the
Rouse model [42], the eigenvalue decomposition of the
connectivity matrix K is used to calculate the normal
modes. Each independent normal mode (indexed by p)
obeys the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. The relaxation
time for mode p is τp = −ξ/λp, where ξ is the friction
coefficient and λp are the eigenvalues of K. Within the
Rouse model framework [42], the intrinsic shear relax-
ation modulus G(t) is expressed as,

G(t) =
c

N
kBT

∑
p

exp(−t/τp), (2)

where c is the monomer concentration and N is the num-
ber of monomers (or loci). Without loss of generality, we
set c = 1 and kBT = 1 in our calculation. Applying the
Fourier transform yields the frequency-dependent storage
modulus G′(ω) and loss modulus G′′(ω) (where ω is the
angular frequency):

G′(ω) =
∑
p=1

(ωτp)
2

1 + (ωτp)2
, G′′(ω) =

∑
p=1

ωτp
1 + (ωτp)2

. (3)

The locus-specific storage and loss moduli can be fur-
ther formulated as,

G′
i(ω) =

∑
p=1

v2pi
(ωτp)

2

1 + (ωτp)2
, (4)

G′′
i (ω) =

∑
p=1

v2pi
ωτp

1 + (ωτp)2
, (5)

where vpi is the i-th component of eigenvector of p-mode
Vp from the eigen-decomposition of K (the contribution
of locus i to normal mode p). We exclude translation
mode (p = 0) which corresponding to zero eigenvalue
λ0 = 0.

These moduli provide a quantitative description of the
elastic (solid-like) and viscous (liquid-like) behavior of
chromatin across a range of timescales. Although it is
known, it is worth stressing that G′(ω) and G′′(ω) depend
on the time scale of motion, thus revealing the scale-
dependent relaxation behavior. To further characterize
the frequency-dependent viscoelastic behavior, we also
computed the loss tangent, tani(δ) = G′′

i (ω)/G
′
i(ω), that

captures the relative contributions of viscous dissipation
and elastic storage.

Chromatin dynamics subject to mechanical forces

The connectivity matrix K that defines the maximum-
entropy distribution (Eq. 1) also governs the over-
damped dynamics of the chromatin loci under exter-
nal forces. In matrix form, the Brownian dynamics
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equation for the 3D coordinates of N chromatin loci,
R(t) = (r1(t), . . . , rN (t))T , is

ξ
dR

dt
= KR+B + f , (6)

where ξ is the friction coefficient, and f(t) is a Gaus-
sian white noise with ⟨f⟩ = 0 and ⟨f(t)f(t′)T ⟩ =
(2/β) ξ I δ(t− t′) (we use units with kBT = 1, so β = 1).
In Eq. 6 B = (b1, . . . , bN )T is the external forces on each
locus, where bi is the force vector acting on locus i. For
example, to apply a constant force F along the positive
x-direction to a single locus i while leaving all other loci
unforced, one sets bi = (F, 0, 0) and bj = 0 for all j ̸= i.

We diagonalize K as K = V ΛV T , where Λ =
diag(λ1, . . . , λN ) contains the eigenvalues λp ≤ 0 and
the columns of V are the corresponding orthonormal
eigenvectors. These are the same eigenmodes used to
compute the relaxation times τp = −ξ/λp and the vis-
coelastic moduli in Eqs. (3)–(4). We define normal-mode
coordinates and transformed forces/noise as X = V TR,
B′ = V TB, and f̃ = V Tf . Substituting into Eq. (6)
gives

ξ
dX

dt
= ΛX +B′ + f̃ , (7)

and the orthogonality of V implies that f̃ has the
same statistics as f , so the modes are dynamically in-
dependent. Each component Xp obeys a scalar Orn-
stein–Uhlenbeck (OU) process with a constant offset [78],

dXp

dt
= −θpXp + θpµp + σ ηp(t), (8)

where ηp(t) is white noise. Comparing Eq. (8) with
Eq. (7) yields θp = −λp/ξ, σ =

√
2/(ξβ), and µp =

−B′
p/λp for all nonzero modes (λp ̸= 0). In matrix

notation, this can be written compactly as θ = −Λ/ξ,
σ =

√
2/(ξβ), and µ = −Λ−1V TB, with the zero eigen-

value associated with global translation removed (or the
center-of-mass fixed). Thus, the external force shifts the
mean of each nontrivial mode from 0 to µp, while the
relaxation times τp = −ξ/λp are fully determined by the
spectrum (eigendecomposition) of K.

For numerical calculations of chromatin dynamics sub-
ject to external forces, we work entirely in mode space.
We compute the eigendecomposition K = V ΛV T

once for a given connectivity matrix K, then, at each
time step, project the external force profile onto the
modes (B′ = V TB), update each independent OU
mode according to either the Euler–Maruyama integra-
tion scheme or the exact OU propagator [79], and finally
transform back to real space via R = V X. This proce-
dure provides an efficient and numerically stable method
to simulate chromatin dynamics with external forces and

Fitting region

FIG. 8. Ensemble-averaged neighbor count for locus i, ⟨ni(r)⟩,
as a function of radius r. The scaling regime 0.1 ≤ r ≤ 1 is
used to fit ⟨ni(r)⟩ ∝ rDf to extract the locus-specific fractal
dimension Df . Curves for several representative loci are shown
in different colors. The dashed line indicates the expected power-
law scaling (schematic).

to relate these perturbations to the locus-specific vis-
coelastic properties.

Fractal dimension Df

We quantified the locus-specific fractal dimension
Df (i) from the scaling of the number of neighbors within
a spatial radius r. For each genomic region, we gener-
ated an ensemble of M = 10,000 independent 3D struc-
ture realizations. For each structure and each locus i, we
computed the number of loci within a sphere of radius r
centered at locus i,

ni(r) =
∑
j ̸=i

H(r − rij) , (9)

where rij is the distance between locus i and j, H(x) is
the Heaviside step function, H(x) = 1 if x ≥ 0 and 0
otherwise. We then computed the ensemble-averaged lo-
cal number of neighbors profile for each locus, ⟨ni(r)⟩ =
(1/M)

∑M
a=1 n

(a)
i (r), where a specifies the structures in

the ensemble. Assuming fractal-like packing over an in-
termediate length-scale window, we determined Df (i) by
fitting ⟨ni(r)⟩ to the power-law form, ⟨ni(r)⟩ ∝ rDf (i)

over the range 0.1 ≤ r ≤ 1 (in simulation length units),
see Figure 8.

Local stiffness, κi

We calculate the local mechanical stiffness (κi) of each
locus based on the sensitivity to a local perturbation,
assessed via the changes to the mode spectrum and the
positional fluctuation [48, 80]. We impose a small per-
turbation that rescales all the off-diagonal coupling kij
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associated with the locus i by a factor (1+α). The first-
order change in the eigenvalue λp with respect to α is,

δλp(i) ≡
dλp

dα

∣∣∣∣
α=0

= −
N∑
j ̸=i

kji
(
vpj − vpi

)2
, (10)

where vpi is the i-th component of eigenvector of p-mode
Vp. δλp(i) measures the sensitivity of mode p to local
mechanical changes at locus i.

To obtain mechanical sensitivity for each locus, we av-
erage over modes with inverse-eigenvalue weights, δλi =∑

p>0 δλp(i)/λp. The mean squared positional fluctua-
tion of locus i is ⟨R2

i ⟩ = −3
∑

p>0|vpi|2/λp. The local
stiffness (or mechanical importance) of locus i is defined
using,

κi =
δλi

⟨R2
i ⟩
, (11)

which is a measure of how strongly a local mechanical
perturbation at locus i modifies the global relaxation
spectrum, normalized by the amplitude of its thermal
fluctuations.

Hi-C/Micro-C Data Processing

We used the Hi-C data from human GM12878 lym-
phoblastoid cells and Micro-C for mouse embryonic stem
cells (mESCs). For GM12878, we analyzed five genomic
regions: Region 1: Chromosome 1, 31-41 Mb; Region 2:
Chromosome 6, 28-38 Mb; Region 3: Chromosome 7, 27-
37 Mb; Region 4: Chromosome 11, 32-42 Mb; Region 5:
Chromosome 17, 47-57 Mb. Each region was analyzed
at 25 kb resolution. Hi-C contact maps were processed
using the HIPPS-DIMES framework [35, 36] to generate
the connectivity matrices representing the inter-loci in-
teraction network. For mESC, we analyzed Chromosome
8: 85.68 Mb to 85.82 Mb region at near nucleosome-level
resolution (250 bp).

All experimental contact maps (Hi-C and Micro-C)
were first balanced (Knight-Ruiz matrix balancing) and
then processed using the neighbor balancing method [81].
This method corrects for the uniform spatial density as-
sumed by the standard Hi-C balancing method.
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APPENDIX A: HIPPS-DIMES
RECONSTRUCTED CONTACT MAPS FOR

GM12878

Figure 9 compares Hi-C and HIPPS-DIMES contact
maps for three 10 Mb regions in GM12878: Chr6 (28–38
Mb), Chr7 (27–37 Mb), and Chr11 (32–42 Mb).

APPENDIX B: VISCOELASTIC PROPERTIES OF
CHROMOSOME 3 IN GM12878

Figure 10 illustrates the application of our frame-
work to the whole Chromosome 3 in GM12878. We ap-
plied HIPPS-DIMES to the whole Chromosome 3 Hi-
C contact map at 100 kb resolution. We computed
both chromosome-averaged and locus-specific viscoelas-
tic moduli, G′(ω) and G′′(ω), and the loss tangent
tani δ(ω) = G′′

i (ω)/G
′
i(ω), revealing pronounced hetero-

geneity in the viscoelastic behavior across loci and fre-
quencies. From the mode spectrum, we defined for each
locus an effective largest relaxation time τmax(i) and ex-
amined the associated distribution along the chromo-
some, which enables us to classify the loci into slow and
fast relaxation groups. Comparing histone modification
profiles between these groups shows that loci with long
relaxation times are enriched in active marks (H3K27ac,
H3K4me1, H3K4me3, H3K36me3).
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(a) (b) (c)

FIG. 9. Comparison between Hi-C and HIPPS-DIMES contact maps in GM12878. (a) Chr6: 28–38 Mb. (b) Chr7: 27–37 Mb. (c)
Chr11: 32–42 Mb.

(d) (e)

FIG. 10. Viscoelastic properties of Chromosome 3 (Chr 3) in GM12878 and the association with epigenetics. (a) Comparison of
contact map of Chromosome 3 between Hi-C and HIPPS-DIMES. Bottom panel shows the tani(δ) heatmap. (b) Storage and loss
modulus for Chr 3 as a whole. Solid lines are G′(ω) and dashed lines correspond to G′′(ω). (c) tani(δ) = G′′

i (ω)/G
′
i(ω). Black solid

lines are for a few randomly selected loci. (d) Histogram of the largest relaxation time τmax. Vertical dashed line marks the separation
of two subpopulations. (e) Average histone modification levels across the two groups. Loci with long relaxation times are enriched
in active chromatin marks (H3K27ac, H3K4me1, H3K4me3, H3K36me3).
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