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We investigate melting transition of DNA sequences embedded in a Langevin fluctuation-
dissipation thermal bath. Torsional effects are considered by a twist angle ϕ between neighboring
base pairs stacked along the molecule backbone. Our simulation results show that the increase of
twist angle translates linearly the melting temperature with a positive slope. After the so called
equilibrium angle ϕeq, the DNA chain becomes very rigid against opening and accordingly very high
temperatures are required to initiate the melting process. In such cases however, the biofunctionality
of DNA is destroyed before so that the observed in our model melting process becomes biologically
irrelevant. We believe that the outcome of this survey would deeper understanding of the interplay
between DNA twisting and melting transition for precise control of DNA behavior.

I. INTRODUCTION

Deoxyribonucleic acid (DNA) molecule carries the genetic code in terms of the four letter alphabet comprised by
four kinds of nucleotides Adenine (A), Thymine (T), Cytosine (C), and Guanine (G) [1]. Accessing this code is
possible through fundamental biological processes such as replication and transcription [2–4]. Due to the high degree
of complexity of DNA dynamics, the details of transcription and replication are not adequately understood and a
satisfactory descriptive model is difficult to design. However, these processes initiate with the formation of locally
opening and closing of the double helix, a phenomenon termed breathing motion. At a certain temperature, or under a
special circumstance, this local separation of the two strands extends over the entire molecule resulting in a complete
separation of the two strands, a phenomenon known as denaturation or melting. Thus, studying DNA denaturation
is, in addition to being very interesting in itself, considered a well-grounded step towards the full comprehension of
the mechanisms involved in transcription and replication.

There are several approaches to figure out the dynamics of DNA and the thermal properties of the double helix
including eventually its melting [5–8]. The Hamiltonian approach, generally based on the one-dimensional Peyrard-
Bishop-Dauxois (PBD) model [6, 9], is one the most successful in this issue. The PBD model cosists of nonlinearity
in both inside Morse potential and the stacking potential . Beyond the study of the melting curves, this simple model
has been applied in other contexts. For example, it has been used to model the open regions in short DNA hairpins
[10, 11] and distributions of bubble Lifetimes and bubble Lengths [12, 13]. One of the most interesting improvements
to the model referred to as Barbi-Cocco-Payrard (BCP) model which consists of a new parameter to describe the
helicity of DNA [14]. Introducing the angle of rotation between a base pair and the previous one in a PB-type model
in polar cylindrical coordinates, was a main step to tackle this issue [14–17].

There are two main objectives of this article. First, we perform Langevin dynamics with the BCP model by
examining melting the transition as a function of twist angle and temperatures. Second, we look at a bubble formation
probability and thier lifetime.

The paper is organized as follows: In Sec. II, we introduce the model and we obtain the equation of motion of DNA
nucleotide. In Sec. III, the numerical results of our model are presented. Thermal denaturation of DNA described by
bubble life times Sec. IV. Finally, a summary of the results is presented in Sec. V.
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II. LAGRANGIAN MODEL

We study the dynamics of DNA which takes into account the twist-opening interactions due to the helicoidal
molecular geometry. It can describe the melting transition and denaturation bubbles of the double strand DNA such
as those that occur during the initial stage of the transcription process [18].

Our starting point is the model introduced [14]. The bases can move only in planes perpendicular to the helix axis;
besides, the center of mass of the base pair is held fixed, and the two complementary bases move symmetrically with
respect to the axis of the molecule. Then for each base pair there are two degrees of freedom: rn is the distance
between each one of the complementary bases in the nth base pair and the helix axis; φn is the angle that the line
joining the two complementary bases makes with a given direction in the planes where the bases move.

In the current model, a DNA chain of N base pairs (bps) is described by the following Lagrangian,

L = m
∑
n

(ṙ2n + r2nφ̇
2
n)2 −

∑
n

Dn

[
e−αn(rn−R0) − 1

]2
−K

∑
n

(Ln,n−1 − L0)2

−S
∑
n

e−β(rn+rn−1−2R0)(rn − rn−1)2, (1)

where overdots represent the time derivative.
The first term in the Lagrangian is the kinetic energy. The second term is Morse on-site potential which intended

to describe the hydrogen bond interaction between the two bases in a pairs between the two strands. Nucleotides on
each strand are attached to the nucleotides of the other strand uniquely as CG and AT. The parameters Dn and
αn denote the dissociation energy and the inverse length which sets the potential range, respectively, and depend on
the nature of the nth base pair AT/CG. C and G (A and T) are bound together by three (two) hydrogen bonds
with DCG = 1.5DAT and αCG = 1.64αAT. Also, equilibrium distance between base pairs (equilibrium value of rn) is
R0 = 10Å.

The quadratic term in (Ln,n−1 − L0)2, represents the elastic energy of the backbone rods between neighboring
base-pairs on each strand. Ln,n−1 is the axial distance between successive base pair planes on the same strand, and
as a function of ϕn = φn − φn−1 is given by

Ln,n−1 =
√
h2 + r2n + r2n−1 − 2rnrn−1 cos(ϕn) , (2)

where h = 3.4Å is the fixed distance between neighbor base planes. L0 is the same function computed for equilibrium
configuration, rn = rn−1 = R0 and ϕn = ϕeq = 2π/10.4 ≈ 34.6◦ (approximately 10 base pairs per helix turn [19]).

Finally, the last term models a stacking interaction between neighboring base pairs. Its effect is to decrease the
stiffness of the open parts of the chain relatively to the closed ones and to stabilize the latter with respect to the
denaturation of a single base-pair. Terms of this type increase the cooperative effects close to the melting transition.

It is worth mentioning that, we consider φn is the same for all base pairs (φ̇n = 0, ϕn = ϕ). Now we can derive the
equations of motion as

d

dt

(
∂L
∂ṙn

)
=

∂L
∂rn

. (3)

We provide the full analytical expression in the Appendix .
The behavior and the evolution in time of a DNA chain within a cell, is then described by the Langevin equation

resulting from Eq. (3) with the addition of a stochastic fluctuating force and a dissipative term on the right-hand-side,
in the form

−mγṙn +
√

2γmkBT ξn(t), (4)

where γ is the effective memoryless damping of the system and ξ(t) accounts for thermal noise with the properties
〈ξ(t)〉 = 0 and 〈ξm(t)ξn(t′)〉 = δmnδ(t − t′), where 〈· · ·〉 denotes the ensemble average. T is the heat bath (cell)
temperature and the thermodynamic Boltzmann constant kB. In our simulations we used the following values of the

parameters, m = 300amu, γ = 0.5ps−1, DAT = 0.05eV , αAT = 4.2Å
−1

, K = 0.04eV/Å
2
, β = 0.5Å

−1
[17]. To avoid

numerical errors dues to extreme values of the parameters, either very high or very low, we rescale the equations of
motion into dimensionless expressions which now takes the form

d2r̃n
dτ2

= Fn(r̃n−1, r̃n, r̃n+1)− Γ
dr̃n
dτ

+
√

2ΓEξn(τ) . (5)

The explicit expression of Fn is recorded in the Appendix . In Eq. (5) we introduced the substitutions
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(rn,φn)

rn

𝐿𝑛,𝑛−1
R0

φn

rn-1

φn-1

Adenine

Thymine

Cytosine

Guanine

(rn-1,φn-1)
h

FIG. 1: Schematic representation of the fixed-planes DNA anharmonic twist-opening model. rn and φn are radial and
torsional degrees of freedom, whose equilibrium values are R0 and ϕeq. L0 is the length of the backbone segment connecting
the attachment point of the bases along each strand and h is the fixed distance between two base planes in the B-DNA
configuration.

• The dimensionless displacement r̃n = αrn ,

• The dimensionless spring constant K̃ = K
Dα2 and S̃ = S

Dα2 ,

• The dimensionless time τ = t/tu ,

• The dimensionless viscosity coefficient Γ = γtu ,

• The dimensionless energy E = kBT
D ,

where α = αAT, D = DAT and the characteristic time tu =
√

m
Dα2 = 0.196ps.

III. MELTING TEMPERATURE OF TWIST DNA

We quantify the twisting of DNA by considering the variation of twist angle ϕ around the equilibrium twist angle
as ϕ = ϕeq + δ. To numerically calculate the melting transition behavior for different twist angles and heat bath
temperatures T , we apply the 11-stage symplectic integrator for dissipative systems [20, 21]. We first thermalize

the DNA chain very slowly, i.e. the temperature related to the mean kinetic energy, Tkin = (NkB/2)−1
∑N
i=1

p2i
2m

reaches the heat bath temperature. For this we used in the numerical integration fixed boundary conditions. After
the system has reached the thermal equilibrium state we switch to periodic boundary conditions in order to avoid
terminal base pair effects and investigate the denaturation process of DNA as a function of the parameters T and δ.
At the equilibrium state we calculate the mean displacement (average base pair stretching) of ri = ri(t;T, δ) given by

〈r〉 =
1

nts

ts∑
t=1

n∑
i=1

ri (6)

where ts is the total simulation time. In order to avoid artificial opening of DNA due to finite-size effects, we add to
both ends of the chain an extra sequences of 10 CG bps to harden the boundaries. Accordingly n is smaller than the
total number of the DNA base pairs in Eq. (1). Motivated by the widely studied P5 promoter, we consider after it
n = 69 for our numerical consideration [3, 22, 23].

The behavior of 〈r〉 is presented in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b) for pure AT chain and P5 promoter, respectively. The
percentage of AT bps in P5 is ∼ 50.7%. We observe in both figures, that higher values of the twist angle correspond
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to higher resistance of the DNA to the melting process. For the latter to occur one has to considerably increase the
temperature of heat bath.
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FIG. 2: Plot of the mean displacement as function of the equilibrium cell temperature T for different values of the twist angle
ϕ = ϕeq + δ (a) for a homogeneous AT chain model, and (b) the P5 promoter sequence.

To quantify the melting process we need to numerically estimate the melting temperature Tm. To do so, we first

calculate the percentage f of the broken base pairs, which are defined by a vanishing Morse force FMP(rn) = −∂V (rn)
∂rn

,

i.e. |FMP(rn−R0 > ∆rtr)| → 0, for various reservoir temperatures. The former condition is satisfied by the threshold
displacement value ∆rtr = 1Å signaling the transverse opening of DNA. Then, we plot in Fig. 3(a) f as a function
of temperature for different twist angles. The temperature in which the half of base pairs are broken, is identified as
the melting temperature Tm (red dash line in Fig. 3(a)) [24].
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FIG. 3: The melting transition for homogeneous AT chain by exploring the fraction of opened base pairs respect to the
temperature for different twist angle ϕ = ϕeq + δ. (a) AT-chain (b) P5 promoter.
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In Fig. 4 we plot the relation between the calculated melting temperature Tm and the twist angle δ for different
chains. Where PAT is the percentage of AT base pairs in the chain, i. e. PAT = 100 means a pure AT chain. As
we expected, by increasing of δ melting temperature increase for all kind of the chains. We can see linear behavior
of melting temperature as a function of δ. Also, in equilibrium twist angle (δ = 0◦), the melting temperature
coincide with equation Tm = 365− 0.4PAT [13, 25, 26]. For example, in agreement with the former relation, melting
temperature of homogeneous AT chain in unfolded case has been estimated to be around Tm = 326.2K [27, 28]. For a

-15 -10 -5 0 5 10 15
310
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340
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370

380

390

400
 PAT=0
 Promoter P5 (PAT=51)
 PAT=75
 AT chain (PAT=100)

T m Slope=
0.88

FIG. 4: Melting temperature as a function of the twist angle for various percentages of AT bps. The P5 promoter contains
50.7% of AT bps.

quantitative description, we fit the curves in Fig. 4 with a linear function, i.e., Tm(δ) = A+Bδ, and record for each
case the coefficients A and B in Table I. The goodness of the linear fit is given by the adjusted R2 ∈ [0, 1] statistical
index. We observe that for all δ the variation of the slope of Tm(δ) due to the different percentage of AT in the
sequence is confined in a narrow interval corresponding to 0.82 < B < 0.97.

PAT (%)→ 0 51 75 100

A 364.6 344.5 335.4 326.2

B 0.97 0.88 0.82 0.89

adj. R2 0.998 0.997 0.998 0.998

TABLE I: Parameter values of the fitting function Tm(δ) = A+Bδ for the curves in Fig. 4.

IV. BUBBLES FORMATION

The creation of a bubble and its lifetime is very important in the dynamics of double-strand DNA. This stochastic
process which could in principle affect processes like transcription or replication is most appropriately described in
terms of a probability. Therefore, we calculate the probability of bubble existence of length ` that begins its formation
at the nth base pair as

Pn(`) =

∑M
k=1

[∑ts
j=1 ∆tkj (`)

]
∑69−n
`=3

∑M
k=1

[∑ts
j=1 ∆tkj (`)

] , (7)

where ∆tkj (`) is the life time of the double-strand separation of amplitude bigger than y0, spanning ` > 3 in consecutive
base pairs beginning at the nth base pair in the kth simulation. Our averaging is over M = 1000 simulations. We
use again fixed boundary conditions to avoid the complete opening of the chain. There are many aspects that can
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FIG. 5: Probability of opening distribution Pn(`) in different twist angle δ = −10◦, 0◦, +10◦ for (a) homogeneous AT chain
and (b) for P5 promoter chain. The probability of bubble formation are given by the color scale. In both case, the top rows
illustrate the simulation of bubble formation at T > Tm while the bottom rows are at T < Tm.
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be studied based on Pn(`), e.g., the dependence of bubble formation on the internal nucleotide structure, i.e., the
patterns of the AT/CG repetitions [3, 29]. Here, we are particularly interested on the effect of DNA twisting on the
bubble generation.

In Figs. 5 the colormaps of the probability Pn(`) in Eq. (7) are presented for the AT chain and P5 promoter,
respectively, as a function of ` and n for four representative twist angles δ. Particularly, in Figs. 5(a), 5(b) the top
rows are depict the simulation of bubble formation at T > Tm while the bottom rows are at T < Tm. The 10 bps at
the beginning and the end of the sequence are not included in the figures. The most dominant and consistent in all
cases effect of the twist angle δ is that the probability of having big bubble formation substantially decreases as we
increase δ. On the other hand, the formation of small bubbles is almost sure for all angles with δ ∈ [−10◦,+10◦].
The diagonal separation between zero and non-zero probabilities for the unfolded sequences is related to their
finite size. Regarding the temperature dependence we observe for T > Tm a relative shift of small bubbles to big
bubbles along the diagonal, compared to T < Tm. This is expected and understandable from the thermodynamic
point of view since the sites become more excited. Last but not least, a comparison between P5 promoter
and the pure AT chain, for all twist angles, unveils a pattern of smaller formation probability values in the for-
mer case. This can is explained by the fact that CG bonds existing in the P5 promoter are stronger than the AT bonds.

Another interesting aspect of the bubble formation phenomenon is its stability in time, which plays a pivotal role
in the understanding in biofunctional operations of DNA molecules. Our model unveils that the degree of twisting in
a DNA sequence significantly affects the lifetime ∆t of bubbles exhibiting a monotone decreasing behavior between
δ and ∆t. In Fig. 6 the amplitude of the base pair stretching is recorded in a binary code for T = 350K, which is
slightly above the denaturation temperature of P5 promoter. The white and black colors correspond to fully closed
and open base pairs, respectively. For δ = −10◦, after approximaetly 100ps there is one big bubble in the size of the
chain. This means that promoter is completly opened. Such regions correspond to the “denaturation event” observed
in the experiments. By increasing the twist angle, the continuously DNA opening is interupted while more small
black spots are detected for limited time. These black spots correspond to regions with small base pair stretching,
over a few consecutive bases. In other words, higher values of δ creates instabilities in the DNA opening localized in
position and time. Here, again, and in agreement with our preceding result, we observe that for higher twist angles
DNA becomes more rigid against opening with small bubble amplitudes.
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FIG. 6: Typical molecular dynamics simulation trajectories for the P5 promoter sequence at temperature T = 350 K and
twist angles δ = −10◦, 0◦, 5◦, +10◦. The horizontal axis extends along P5 promoter bps and the vertical axis gives to time in
ps scale. Trajectory time is 600ps. Dark areas correspond to open base pairs. Long-living bubbles are clearly observed when
δ = −10◦. For better view, we plotted the figures a little before zero.
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V. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We studied the effect of a heat bath on the dynamics of a DNA molecule using the modified BCP model by
considering twist angle ϕ between two consecutive base pairs in the stacking interaction potential. Also, we added
dissipative and thermal fluctuations terms to study more realistic condition of DNA dynamics. Specifically, we
analyzed the melting transition of a thermalized DNA sequence under scrutiny. For this, we calculated the melting
temperature and studied its behavior as a function of ϕ ∈ [ϕeq − 10◦, ϕeq + 10◦] for various percentages of the AT
content in the sequence varying from 0% to 100% (including the P5 promotor with 51% of AT repetitions). In all
cases, the melting temperature Tm was behaving linearly to variation of twist angle. The slope related factor of the
line is confined in an narrow range of values, [0.82, 0.97], with the tendency to increase for higher AT percentages.
The equilibrium angle for which DNA is most stable behavior against thermal disruption of the base pair bonds, is
determined in literature to be ϕ ≈ 34.6◦. In accordance to this, our analysis revealed that for ϕ ≥ ϕeq the melting
temperature exceeds 345K which piratically means that DNA reaches locally to high temperature before denaturation.
Moreover, as shown in Fig. 4, DNA needs higher temperature for melting. Accordingly, we can say that twisted DNAs
more than ϕeq do not undergo the melting transition.

Next, considering a homogeneous AT chain and the P5 promoter, we studied for four representative twist angles,
{ϕeq−10◦, ϕeq, ϕeq +10◦}, the probability Pn(`) of a bubble formation as a function of its length ` and the position n
of the starting base pair. We presented the results in a colormap. The common feature for both sequences is that the
highest probability values for observing a big bubble formation is recorded in the case the less folded DNA (δ = −10◦).
Towards the equilibrium angle bubbles of small length were more probable. For δ = +10◦ the bubble length was
almost uniformly distributed (small fluctuations around an average `) among all base pairs with `(ϕeq) < `(ϕ < ϕeq).
The difference of the two sequences in the percentage of the AT content did not qualitatively change the probabilistic
picture in the (`, n) plane. The stability of the bubble formation in time as a function of the twist angle, is recorded
in Fig. 6 for a representative temperature T = 350K. We observed that in ϕ < ϕeq case the DNA chain is completely
opened and maintains this state for long times. Again, the behavior changes consistently by increasing ϕ, namely
bubbles are created locally (a few bps) for very short times.

Finally, it would be of interest to investigate the current model by including a solvation barrier in the on-site
potential [24], to find out whether and how the barrier affects the melting temperature and the bubble formation with
respect to the twist angle.

Acknowledgements

The authors acknowledge the ORAU grant with PN 17098 and the state-targeted program “Center of Excellence
for Fundamental and Applied Physics” (BR05236454) by the Ministry of Education and Science of the Republic of
Kazakhstan.

Appendix: Rescaled Equation of motion

The full analytical expression in Eq. (3) is given by

mr̈n = 2αnDn

(
e−αn(rn−R0) − 1

)
e−αn(rn−R0)

−2K

[
(Ln,n−1 − L0)

rn − rn−1 cosϕ

Ln,n−1
+ (Ln+1,n − L0)

rn − rn+1 cosϕ

Ln+1,n

]
+Se−β(rn+rn−1−2R0)(rn − rn−1)[β(rn − rn−1)− 2]

+Se−β(rn+1+rn−2R0)(rn+1 − rn)[β(rn+1 − rn) + 2]. (A.1)
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Introducing the dimensionless stretching of the base pairs as r̃n = αrn, R̃0 = αR0 and substituting b = β
α and

an = αn

α , we can rewrite the equation of motion as

m
d2r̃n
dt2

= 2ααnDn

(
e−an(r̃n−R̃0) − 1

)
e−an(r̃n−R̃0)

−2K

[
(L̃n,n−1 − L̃0)

r̃n − r̃n−1 cosϕ

L̃n,n−1
+ (L̃n+1,n − L̃0)

r̃n − r̃n+1 cosϕ

L̃n+1,n

]
+Se−b(r̃n+r̃n−1−2R̃0)(r̃n − r̃n−1)[b(r̃n − r̃n−1)− 2]

+Se−b(r̃n+1+r̃n−2R̃0)(r̃n+1 − r̃n)[b(r̃n+1 − r̃n) + 2]

−mγdr̃n
dt

+ α
√

2γmkBT ξn(t). (A.2)

Next, we introduce the dimensionless time τ =
√

Dα2

m t and the substitutions λn = Dnαn

Dα , so that

d2r̃n
dτ2

= 2λn

(
e−an(r̃n−R̃0) − 1

)
e−an(r̃n−R̃0)

−2
K

Dα2

[
(L̃n,n−1 − L̃0)

r̃n − r̃n−1 cosϕ

L̃n,n−1
+ (L̃n+1,n − L̃0)

r̃n − r̃n+1 cosϕ

L̃n+1,n

]

+
S

Dα2
e−b(r̃n+r̃n−1−2R̃0)(r̃n − r̃n−1)[b(r̃n − r̃n−1)− 2]

+
S

Dα2
e−b(r̃n+1+r̃n−2R̃0)(r̃n+1 − r̃n)[b(r̃n+1 − r̃n) + 2]

−γ
√

m

Dα2

drn
dτ

+

√
2γmkBT

Dα
ξn

(√
m

Dα2
τ

)
. (A.3)

Finally, in the former equation we rewrite the noise term as

ξ

(√
m

Dα2
τ

)
→ 4

√
Dα2

m
ξ(τ) , (A.4)

which is justified due to Dirac delta function and Gaussian noise properties, 〈ξn(Aτ)ξn(Aτ ′)〉 = A−1δ(τ − τ ′) and
ξ(Aτ)→ 1√

A
ξ(τ), respectively.

By considering

Fn(r̃n−1, r̃n, r̃n+1) = 2λn

(
e−an(r̃n−R̃0) − 1

)
e−an(r̃n−R̃0)

−2K̃

[
(L̃n,n−1 − L̃0)

r̃n − r̃n−1 cosϕ

L̃n,n−1
+ (L̃n+1,n − L̃0)

r̃n − r̃n+1 cosϕ

L̃n+1,n

]
+S̃e−b(r̃n+r̃n−1−2R̃0)(r̃n − r̃n−1)[b(r̃n − r̃n−1)− 2]

+S̃e−b(r̃n+1+r̃n−2R̃0)(r̃n+1 − r̃n)[b(r̃n+1 − r̃n) + 2] , (A.5)

and substituting Eq. (A.4) into Eq. (A.3) we are led to Eq. (5) in the text, namely

d2r̃n
dτ2

= Fn(r̃n−1, r̃n, r̃n+1)− Γ
dr̃n
dτ

+
√

2ΓEξn(τ) .

[1] I. H. G. S. Consortium, Nature 431, 931-945 (2004).
[2] B. Alexandrov, N. K. Voulgarakis, K. Ø. Rasmussen, A. Usheva, and A. R. Bishop, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 21, 034107

(2008).
[3] B. S. Alexandrov, V. Gelev, S. W. Yoo, A. R. Bishop, K. Rasmussen, and A. Usheva, PLoS Comput. Biol. 5, e1000313

(2009).



10

[4] Y. Lubelsky, J. Prinz, L. DeNapoli, Y. Li, J. Belsky, and D. Macalpine, Genome Res. 24, 1102 (2014).
[5] M. Peyrard and A. R. Bishop, Phys. Rev. Lett. 62, 2755 (1989).
[6] T. Dauxois, M. Peyrard, and A. R. Bishop, Phys. Rev. E 47, 684 (1993).
[7] S. Zdravkovi´c, J. Nonlinear Math. Phys. 18, 463 (2011).
[8] M. Zoli, J. Chem. Phys. 135, 115101 (2011).
[9] M. Peyrard, Nonlinearity 17, R1 (2004).

[10] S. Ares, N. K. Voulgarakis, K. O. Rasmussen, and A. R. Bishop, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 035504 (2005).
[11] M. Peyrard, S. Cuesta-L´opez, and D. Angelov, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 21, 034103 (2008).
[12] M. Hillebrand, G. Kalosakas, A. R. Bishop, and C. Skokos (2021), arxive:2106.15244.
[13] M. Hillebrand, G. Kalosakas, C. Skokos, and A. R. Bishop, Physical Review E 102 (2020).
[14] M. Barbi, S. Cocco, and M. Peyrard, Physics Letters A 253, 358 (1999).
[15] S. Cocco and R. Monasson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 5178 (1999).
[16] A. Campa, Phys. Rev. E 63, 021901 (2001).
[17] M. Barbi, S. Lepri, M. Peyrard, and N. Theodorakopoulos, Phys. Rev. E 68, 061909 (2003).
[18] M. Manghi and N. Destainville, Physics Reports 631, 1 (2016).
[19] J. C. Wang, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 76, 200 (1979).
[20] I. Omelyan, I. Mryglod, and R. Folk, Comput. Phys. Commun 151, 272 (2003).
[21] H. A. Forbert and S. A. Chin, Phys. Rev. E 63, 016703 (2000).
[22] G. Kalosakas, K. Ø. Rasmussen, A. R. Bishop, C. H. Choi, and A. Usheva, EPL 68, 127 (2004).
[23] A. E. Bergues-Pupo, J. M. Bergues, and F. Falo, Phys. Rev. E 87, 022703 (2013).
[24] R. Tapia-Rojo, J. J. Mazo, and F. Falo, Phys. Rev. E 82, 031916 (2010).
[25] M. Hillebrand, G. Kalosakas, A. Schwellnus, and C. Skokos, Phys. Rev. E 99, 022213 (2019).
[26] G. Kalosakas and S. Ares, J. Chem. Phys. 130, 235104 (2009).
[27] B. S. Alexandrov, V. Gelev, Y. Monisova, L. B. Alexandrov, A. R. Bishop, K. Ø. Rasmussen, and A. Usheva, Nucleic

Acids Res. 37, 2405 (2009).
[28] R. Wells, J. Larson, R. Grant, B. Shortle, and C. Cantor, J. Mol. Biol. 54, 465 (1970).
[29] B. S. Alexandrov, L. T. Wille, K. O. Rasmussen, A. R. Bishop, and K. B. Blagoev, Phys. Rev. E 74, 050901 (2006).


	I Introduction
	II Lagrangian Model
	III  Melting Temperature of twist DNA
	IV Bubbles formation
	V  Summary and Discussion
	 Acknowledgements
	  Rescaled Equation of motion
	 References

