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1 - INTRODUCTION

Several fundamental biological processes, likastcaption and replication, involve
the separation and recombination of the two strahds compose double-stranded (zipped)
DNA molecules. Since transcription and replicateme quite complex mechanisms, many
early studies focused on thermal denaturation, itht#te separation of the two strands upon
heating [1-7]. In cells, unzipping is however natdrated by thermal activation but rather by
proteins, which apply forces to separate and s$tretenplementary DNA strands. Compared
to thermal denaturation studies, the recent mechbhuonzipping experiments, where forces
are applied to adjacent 5 and 3’ strands of irdliel DNA molecules [8-16], therefore
represent a great step towards the understandingealf biological processes. These
experiments triggered in turn much theoretical gffsee [17-27] and references therein).

The purpose of the present paper is to point lmait there actually exists a tight link
between thermal denaturation and mechanical unmppndeed, we will show that for the
two 1-dimensional mesoscopic DNA models we invedtd it is possible to establish a
mapping between the order of the thermal denaturgthase transition and the shape of the
critical line of mechanical unzipping in the temgteire-force plane. More precisely, we will
show that the critical line that separates zippexinfunzipped sequences in mechanical
unzipping experiments is a power-law, whose expbrisnproportional to the critical
exponento that characterizes the behaviour of the specé#iat Iin the neighbourhood of the
critical temperature for thermal denaturation. Tk therefore complements that of Singh
and Singh, who showed that the critical force \s#ase the square root of the temperature gap
to denaturation for the Dauxois-Peyrard-Bishop nhogith a large anharmonic stacking

parametep [26].



The remainder of this paper is organized as fdloWect. 2 provides a brief
description of the two models used in this workwadl as the bases of the Transfer-Integral
formalism. Calculation of the critical exponemnis next discussed in Sect. 3. In Sect. 4, we
establish that the critical unzipping force evoha&s a power of the temperature gap to
denaturation, and that the corresponding criticploeent is related ta by a linear scaling
law. Finally, we discuss the relevance of this gtiodt real mechanical unzipping experiments

and conclude in Sect. 5.
2 — MODELS AND TRANSFER-INTEGRAL CALCULATIONS

The potential energy of the two DNA models whoseipping behaviour is studied in

this paper is of the form
N

V=2 Vi (Vo) #W(Yy, Vo)) (2.1)
n=1

where y, is the deviation from equilibrium of the distartoetween the bases of th8 pair.
The one-particle Morse potential

Vi (¥,) =D(1-e™")? (2.2)
models the binding energy of the hydrogen bondsdbanect paired base#/(y,,y,, i9a
nearest-neighbor potential, which describes thekstganteraction between successive bases
belonging to the same strand. The choiceéty,,y., is Frucial, since the shape of the
thermal denaturation transition, which is a collecteffect, depends primarily on its form.
The Dauxois-Peyrard-Bishop (DPB) model [28] assuthasthe stacking interaction is of the

form

K —a(y .+
W(yn,yn_l)=5(yn—yn_1)2(1+pe Gotyn)y (2.3)



The coupling constant of this interaction dropsnfr& 1+ p) to K as the paired bases
separate, which decreases the rigidity of DNA saqeg close to dissociation and results in a
sharp first-order transition. Numerical values ¢ parameters used in this work are those of
Ref. [26], that isD=0.063 eV,a=4.2 A’ K=0.025 eV A, 0=0.35 A’ except that we
performed calculations with several valueg odnging from O to 5.

The Joyeux-Buyukdagli (JB) model [29] instead assslthat
AH by oy 2
W(Y,: Vo) = @A-ePO Y+ K (Y. - Y.L)? (2.4)

where the first term describes the finite stackimgraction and the second one the stiffness
of the phosphate-sugar backbone. The sharpnebg ofi¢lting transition predicted by the JB
model is precisely due to the finite dephi /C of the stacking interaction. In this work, we
performed calculations with two sets of parameteenely that of Refs. [29,30], that is
D=0.04 eV,a=4.45 A', AH=0.44 eV,C=2, b=0.10 A? andK,=10° eV A? (set JB-1), and
that of Ref. [7], that i©=0.048 eV a=6.0 A', AH=0.409 eV h=0.80 A? andKy=4 10* eV A
2 (set JB-2).

Transfer-Integral (T1) calculations are made passby the fact that only nearest-
neighbor interactions are considered in the pakeetergy of Eq. (2.1). One can therefore
define a kernel

1

kBlT [V (%) + 2 Vhe () # WY, D) (2.5)

K(yn ' yn—l) = eXp(—

and write the partition function of a homogeneousADsequence of lengtN, whose first

base pair is kept at a given distange=y from equilibrium and whose end base pair is

anchored (i.ey, = B inthe form

Z(y) = [ K(Y20 YK (s Yo)-- K (Vs Yaa) X

1 (2.6)
2kBT [VM (yl) +VM (yN )])5()/1 - Y) 5(yN)dyl dyzdyN

exp(-



The basic trick of the TI method consists in expagdhe kernel in an orthogonal basis

K(yn’yn—l):zAkq)k(yn)q)k(yn—l) ’ (27)

where the®, and A, are the eigenvectors and eigenvalues of the mtegerator and satisfy

[axK (6 y) () = A D (y) - (2.8)
By substituting the kernel expansion of Eq. (207EQ. (2.6), one gets

Z(y) =Y A", 0)c () , (2.9)

where

G (Y) =P, (y) expl[- KT

(2.10)

Similar considerations show that the partition fiorc Z,, of the sequence without external

constraint (except for the last base pair that nesnanchored) can be written in the form

Liee = z/]llj_lcbk OC . (2.11)
k

where

C.=[c(y)dy . (2.12)

The work done in stretching the first base pairdstancey, W(y), is the free energy

difference between the stretched and the free shthat is

W(y) = -k, T In y , (2.13)

free

The derivative oMW(y) with respect toy provides the average forde(y), which is needed
to keep the first base pair separated by

dW(y) _ _ keT dZ(y)

F =
=" "~z w

(2.14)



In the thermodynamic limit of infinitely long cha&nN - « ), the sums in Egs. (2.9) and
(2.11) are dominated by the ground state of theopérator with eigenvecto®, and
eigenvalued,. In this limit, the free energy per base paimay therefore be obtained from
f =—kgTIn A, (2.15)

for both the stretched and free chains, and Egs3)2and (2.14) simplify to

- kTS
W(y) =-kgT In c

ke T dco((Jy) (2.10)
Ao

The critical forceF, is defined as the average force, which is needée¢p the bases of the
first pair at an infinite distance from one anothbat is
F.=F(y - ) . (2.17)
At that point, it must be emphasized tigt is usually substantially smaller than the force,
which is actually needed to separate the two stramtlis later force indeed corresponds to
the maximum ofF (y) wheny is increased from zero to infinity. It turns obat there usually
exists a very large force barrier at shpdeparations (see for examples Figs. 5 and 6 ¢).[26
F. does not correspond to the valuefofy) at the maximum of the barrier, but rather to the
asymptotic value of(y) at large values of.

At last, one might wish to write the free energgr fbase pair of the unstretched
sequencef, as the sum of a non-singular paft,, and a singular part,,

f=f_+f (2.18)

sing *
The non-singular part of the free energfy,, should behave smoothly as temperature is

raised up to the melting temperatufe, while the singular partf is expected to vary

sing !

more sharply and remain constant once the two DiXends are separated. Singularitie at



in the temperature evolution of the entropy andfjoecific heat of the system should arise

from fg,, and notf . The decomposition of Eq. (2.18) is not unique, the requirement
that fg,, remains constant abovE , that is when the two strands are widely separated
indicates that the most natural choice consistsomnsidering thatf . is the free energy of

non-interacting DNA single-strands, that is whea gairing potentiaV,, (y, )is omitted in

Eqg. (2.1). One consequently obtains

f.=-kiTIhz, (2.19)
where
h.(u)
z.= |exp[-—==*]du . 2.20
= [P (2.20)

B

The functionh(u )in Eq. (2.20) is equal to

h.(u) =D +§u2 (2.21)
for the DPB model and to

h.(u) =D +K, u? +% L-e™) (2.22)

for the JB one. The integral in Eq. (2.20) can Balwated analytically for the DPB model,

leading to

2
-D- ko T In(ZITkBTa

fns
2 K

). (2.23)

For the JB model, f

7' ns

can either be estimated numerically or, at thet afsa slight

approximation, be computed from

fos =D —kgTIn[a(1,(0) +1,(0))] , (2.24)



where |, (0) and|,(0) are obtained by setting =0 in the expressions far, and I, in Egs.
(2.8) and (2.9) of Ref. [7]. Note that a factowas omitted in Eq. (2.7) of Ref. [7], which

should actually ready, (T,F) =D —In[a(l, +1,)]/ 5.

3 — DETERMINATION OF THE CRITICAL EXPONENT «a

In this section, we calculate the critical expdnemof unconstrained DNA sequences
described by the DPB and JB modelss the exponent, which describes the behaviotnef

specific heat per base pag, , in the neighborhood of the critical temperatiife that is

c, =-T of Ot ™ (3.1)
oT? ’ '
wheret is the reduced temperatute=T /T, — . Strictly speakingo should be computed

from the singular part ot,. Experimentalists, however, usually have no mdanseparate

the singular from the non-singular part of the nueed specific heat. Since the singular part is

expected to vary much more sharply than the nogu$an part in the neighbourhood @f,

the usual approximation dating back to the piomgework of Kadanoff et al [31] consists in

estimatinga from log-log fits of the evolution ot, close toT,. This amounts to consider

that “transients” arising from the non-singular tpdo not alter the estimation ef This
method is still used today with only minor moditicas (see for example Refs. [32-34]).
Determination ofy with this method is illustrated in Fig. 2 of RE30] and Fig. 10 of Ref. [7]
for the JB model and sets of parameters JB-1 ar#|, 38spectively. The obtained valuesuof
(a=1.13 andu=1.33, respectively) are reported in the first amuof Table 1. We performed
TI calculations with the same grid gfvalues as in Refs. [7,30] for the DPB model andr fo
values ofp ranging from 0.0 to 5.0. Results are illustratedrig. 1 and reported in the first

column of Table 1. Note that in all these calcwlasi as well as in those discussed below, the



critical temperatureTl, is obtained as the temperature for which the tatiom length¢,

computed as in [7,29,30], is maximum.
We also determined from the temperature evolution of the singulart mdrthe free

energy, f ,,, which is expected to vary according to

ajef (3.2)

fsing

where f_ . is obtained from Egs. (2.15), (2.18) and (2.19)%. 2 shows the evolution of

sing
log,,(—fs, /D) as a function oﬂoglo(|t|) for the DPB model and four values pfranging

from 0.0 to 5.0, obtained with the same gridyofalues as in Refs. [7,30]. The valuesoof
deduced from these plots are reported in columrofZjable 1. Also reported in the same
column are the values afobtained from similar calculations dealing witle thB model and
sets of parameters JB-1 and JB-2.

Comparison of columns (1) and (2) of Table | iadés that both methods agree in
predicting that, for the DPB modael, increases witlp. This is due to the fact that, for the
DPB model, the order of the melting phase transiecreases from 2 to 1 padncreases
[26,35,36]. However, for both the DPB and the JBdalpthe values od obtained from the

temperature evolution of, are systematically larger than those obtained ftieenevolution

of f Moreover, the temperature evolution &f,, leads to “well-behaved” values af

sing *

that is, to values that are systematically comprisetween 0 and 1, while the valuesoof

obtained from the evolution of, are larger than 1 for the two sets of parametétheoJB

model and for the DPB model wiih=5.0. The reason for this is that the switchingnfro
second to first order phase transition causesdimpérature evolution of the specific heat to
depart from a power-law and approach a Dirac peilk wfinite slope. This can be clearly
seen in Fig. 3, which shows the temperature ewoilutf the entropy per base pair,

s=-0f /0T, for increasing values @f At last, one may note that additional calculasigmot



discussed here) show that the values obtained from the temperature evolution @f, all

satisfy the hyperscaling lawr +v =2 (wherev is the critical exponent of the correlation

length§), while values obtained from the temperature eNaiuof ¢, do not [7,30].

4 — THE LINEAR SCALING LAW RELATING ¢ TO a

In this section, we first show that for the modetsoduced in Sect. 2 the critical force
F.(T) behaves according to a power-law in the neighbmaghof T_, and then that the
corresponding critical exponestis linked toa by a linear scaling law.

Fig. 4 shows the critical forcé (T fpr the DPB model and four values fanging
from 0.0 to 5.0, obtained from Eqs. (2.16) and 724dnd the same grid gfvalues as in Refs.
[7,30]. It is seen that the shape of the critioa¢ IF, = F_(T ) between zipped and unzipped
sequences varies markedly with it indeed transforms from a straight line intouave as the
phase transition evolves from second order (sp)aib first order (large). Similar plots for
the JB model and sets of parameters JB-1 and JB+de found in Fig. 1 of Ref. [7]. At that
point, it should be emphasized that the only mqdeleich reproduce reasonably the
experimentally observed thermal evolution of theéiaal force, are the JB model with set of
parameters JB-2 (these parameters were precisglgted in order to reproduce tHe(T )
curve [7]) and, to a somewhat lesser extent, th& Diddel with p =5. Nonetheless, the

other models are used here for the purpose of cosgpaand to check the validity of the

scaling law derived below.

Log-log plots, such as those shown in Fig. 5irtindicate thaf, actually evolves
as a power of :

F. O, (4.1)

10



with a critical exponens that decreases from 1 (fp#0) to 1/2 (for large values @f. Note
that the valueg =1/2 was already reported by Singh and Singh for th® D#del with

p =5 [26]. The corresponding values@fas well as those obtained for the JB model aed th
JB-1 and JB-2 sets of parameters, are reportediumn (3) of Table 1. Most interestingly, it
is possible to relate the two critical exponemt@ndc through a linear scaling law. This can
be achieved by noticing that the free energy ofstnetched unzipped sequener,, writes,

for the DPB model,

F2

—, 4.2
T oK (4.2)

9,=f
where f__ is given in Eq. (2.23). Since the critical for€e is such thatg, = f , comparison

of Egs. (2.18) and (4.2) shows tHat satisfies

fang =25 - (4.3)

Similarly, for the JB modeb, writes
9, =D-kgTIn[a(l,+1,)] , (4.4)
where the expressions féy and |, can be found in Eqgs. (2.8)-(2.9) of Ref. [7]. &ld bit of

algebra then shows that for sets of parameters Hiwd JB-2 one has, to a good

approximation

__ Lo F?
9 (0)+1,(0) 4K,

(4.5)

By replacing Egs. (3.2) and (4.1) in Egs. (4.3) &®&), one immediately sees that for both
modelso ando should consequently satisfy

2-a=20 . (4.6)
Comparison of columns (2) and (4) of Table 1 shohed this scaling law is, indeed, very

well satisfied for both models.

11



At that point, it should be mentioned that othetical exponents forF, and/or other

scaling laws involvings have been derived for models that differ markddin the ones
studied here. For example, Bhattacharjee has slioatnf stretched DNA is treated as two
flexible interacting elastic strings tied togetlarone end, then the critical forde evolves

according to [18]

1/]2-d|

F, O|v-v,| , (4.7)
where v is the depth of the pairing potential (falke a Dirac function) and_ the critical

value of v at which mechanical unzipping occuraaiven temperatur@. It is difficult to
check the validity of Eq. (4.7) for the more complBPB and JB models studied here,
because for these models the order of the transitépends on geometrical factors not taken
into account in [18], like for example the ratio e widths of the pairing and stacking
interactions [35].

On the other hand, it was shown that for the RbBoheraga model where self-
avoiding interactions are accounted for (both witlmops and between loops and the rest of

the chain), the critical force scales like [37]

F Ot . (4.8)

In Eq. (4.8),v does not stand for the critical exponent of theedation lengtt, but rather the
correlation length exponent of a self-avoiding rmdwalk (the radius of gyratiofR, of a
random walk of length scales ad.”). Numerically,v is equal to 3/4 in dimensiai¥2 and to
approximately 0.588 in dimensioa=3. It therefore appears that the two models lead t
different predictions.

At last, when stretched DNA is described as a-aalfiding walk on the three-

dimensional Sierpinski gasket, one gets [38]

12



2-a=2, (4.9)

where v, is the critical exponent of the end-to-end disearieq. (4.10) coincides with Eq.

(4.6) whenv, is assigned its mean-field valwg =  1/2

5 — CONCLUSION

We have shown that for both the DPB and JB mathelritical forceF, evolves as a
power of T, =T and that the corresponding critical exponent,s related to the critical

exponent of the specific heat, through the linear relatio? - a =20 . Quite interestingly,
numerical calculations indicate that the values aferived fromo according to this relation
are in excellent agreement with the statisticajevant values oé determined from the

evolution of the singular part of the free enerdy,,. Mechanical unzipping experiments

may therefore provide an accurate method to estirtta order of the thermal denaturation
phase transition. One must however be consciotlzreé limitations.

First, real DNA is a heteropolymer and sequenbenmgeneity has marked effects on
both thermal [39-46] and mechanical [8,9,13,15,3812,48] unzipping. We showed in Ref.
[45] that the essential effect of heterogeneity tbearmal denaturation is to let different
portions of the investigated sequences open dttklidifferent temperatures. We also pointed
out that, besides this macroscopic effect, thellaparture of each portion is however very
similar to that of a homogeneous sequence of tive dangth. Nonetheless, the precise effect
of heterogeneity on the validity of the scalingat@n of Eq. (4.6) still has to be investigated.

Moreover, mechanical unzipping experiments arestraiightforward and the range of
values oft spanned by today experiments [14,47] is not geffity broad to confirm the

power-law evolution of the critical force.

13



At last, the theoretical result itself may be dioeged. As discussed at the end of Sect.
4, different models for DNA unzipping may indee@deto different critical behaviors and
scaling laws. Moreover, even when focusing on Hamian models expressed in terms of
continuous dynamical variables, the obtained redefiends essentially on the facts that (i)

the free energy of stretched unzipped sequergigsyaries as the square of the applied force

(see Egs. (4.2) and (4.4)), and (ii) the singukat jpf the free energy of unstretched zipped

sequencesf evolves as a power ofin the neighbourhood of the critical temperatiife

sing »
To the best of our knowledge, point (i) is relalywvebust in the sense that, for all the models
we are aware ofg, displays the sam&? dependence. This includes of course the DPB (Eq.
(4.2)) and JB (Eq. (4.4)) models, as well as tleelfr jointed chain model (Eqg. (3) of Ref.
[14]), but we checked that the same dependencehalsis for the more involved helicoidal
DNA model of Barbi et al [49]. In contrast, poini) (seems to be more model-dependent.

Indeed, while fy,, evolves as a power ofin the neighbourhood of, for the DPB and JB

sing

models, this is no longer true for the helicoiddAmodel of Barbi et al [49]. Figs. 5 and 6

of Ref. [49] show that for this modd],,, rather behaves ap(-a/|t|) in the neighbourhood

of T,. This indicates that the helicoidal DNA model does describe thermal denaturation as

a phase transition but as a Kosterlitz-Thoulesgudarnity. While there still exists, for this
model, a mapping between the shape of the critinal of mechanical unzipping in the
temperature-force plane and the sharpness of éne#i denaturation transition, this mapping
no longer assumes the very simple form of Eq. (46)ther work, both experimental and

theoretical, is needed to ascertain this point.
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TABLE CAPTION

Table 1: Values of the critical exponenésand s obtained according to different methods
described in the text and for different sets ofpaeters for the DPB and JB modeiss the

critical exponent of the specific heat anthat of the critical force~,. Note that, according to

Eg. (4.6),0 andc are related througlr = 2(1-0) .
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Figure 1 (color online) : Plot oflog,,(c, / ks )as a function oioglo(|t|) for the DPB model

and four values op ranging from 0.0 to 5.0. The dash-dotted lineswslioe slopes from
which the critical exponenis are estimated. These valuesuadre reported in column (1) of

Table 1.

Figure 2 (color online) : Plot oflog,,(-f,,/ D )as a function ofoglo(|t|) for the DPB model

and four values op ranging from 0.0 to 5.0. The dash-dotted lineswslioe slopes from
which the critical exponent2—a are estimated. The corresponding valuesifare reported

in column (2) of Table 1.

Figure 3 (color online) : Plot of the entropy per base paifin units of the Boltzmann
constankg) as a function of the reduced temperatuce the DPB model and four valuesf

ranging from 0.0 to 5.0.

Figure 4 (color online) : Plot of the critical forcd, (expressed in pN) as a function of

temperaturd for the DPB model and four valuesgfanging from 0.0 to 5.0.

Figure 5 (color online) : Plot oflog,,(F. )as a function oioglo(|t|) for the DPB model and

four values op ranging from 0.0 to 5.0F, is expressed in pN. The dash-dotted lines show

the slopes from which the critical exponeatare estimated. These valuessadre reported in

column (3) of Table 1.
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TABLE 1

o o o 2(10)
) 2) (3) 4)
DPB, p=0.0 0.00 0.02 0.99 0.02
DPB, p=0.5 0.58 0.35 0.78 0.44
DPB,p=1.0 0.92 0.66 0.67 0.66
DPB, p=5.0 1.53 0.99 0.50 1.00
JB-1 1.13 0.82 0.59 0.82
JB-2 1.33 0.57 0.72 0.56

(1) obtained from the plot dbg,,(c, /k, s a function ofog,,(t)) (see Fig. 1).

(2) obtained from the plot dbg,,(-f,,,/D as a function ofog,,(|t|) (see Fig. 2).

(3) obtained from the plot dbg,,(F. #s a function ofog,,(|t) (see Fig. 5).

(4) compare with the values @fin column (2).
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FIGURE 1
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FIGURE 2
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FIGURE 3
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FIGURE 4
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FIGURE 5
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