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DNA Unzipping as PT-Symmetry Breaking Transition
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We show that classical DNA unzipping transition which is equivalently described by quantum me-
chanical localization-delocalization transition in the ground state of non-Hermitian Hatano-Nelson
Hamiltonian is underpinned by generalized parity (P)-time reversal (T) symmetry breaking transi-
tion. We also study the one dimensional discretized version of Hatano-Nelson model in the presence
of the single impurity and quasiperiodic potential on a finite-size lattice. Our results show that these
models undergo a phase transition from a PT unbroken phase to a broken phase. Interestingly, the
generalized PT phase transition points also coincide with the localization-delocalization transition

for both the models.

INTRODUCTION

Opening up of double stranded DNA (dsDNA), a
process known as DNA unzipping, is the first step to-
wards commencement of several life-sustaining physio-
logical processes e.g. DNA-replication, RNA transcrip-
tion ete. [IL 2]. In wvivo, DNA unzipping is carried out
by a special class enzymes called “helicase” by means of
applying mechanical force that is experimentally mea-
sured to be ~ 10-15 pN [3| 4. In a rather surpris-
ing result, DNA unzipping was shown to be a classical
equivalent to localization-delocalization transition of the
ground state of a quantum particle whose motion is dic-
tated by a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian [5], 6] originally
introduced by Hatano and Nelson to describe pinning-
depinning transition of a flux-line to a linear defect in
Type-11 superconductors [7, [§]. In further development,
an ample amount of numerical and theoretical work reaf-
firmed that mechanical unzipping of dsDNA is a genuine
first order phase transition process in which dsDNA un-
zips completely when the applied unzipping force exceeds
a critical value [9HI3]. However, a crucial question still
remains unanswered: what is the accompanied symmetry
breaking in unzipping transition and what is it’s quan-
tum picture equivalent?

Success of Hatano-Nelson (HN) Hamiltonian in de-
scribing real physical systems has generated much in-
terest in non-Hermitian quantum mechanics. Subse-
quently, strict self-adjointness requirement of Hamilto-
nians of usual quantum mechanical formulation has been
relaxed to Hamiltonians that remain unchanged under
combined effect of discrete P and T symmetry [14, [15].
Such non-Hermitian PT symmetric systems generally ex-
hibit a phase transition ( or more specifically a PT break-
ing transition ) that separates two regions of a Hermitic-
ity breaking parameter: (i) region of the unbroken PT
symmetry in which the entire spectrum is real and eigen-
states of the systems respect PT symmetry and (ii) a re-
gion of the broken PT symmetry in which the whole spec-
trum (or a part of it) appears as complex conjugate pairs
and the eigenstates of the systems do not respect PT

symmetry [14H24]. This formulation of complex quantum
mechanics created remarkable interest in several fronts of
physics including open qunatum systems, scattering the-
ory, optics [25H27] etc. Particularly, the theory of non-
linear optics where several physical process are known
to follow Schrodinger like equations, provides a fertile
ground to verify the implications of such formulations
experimentally. PT symmetric complex potentials are
realised through complex refractive index in the optical
media and the consequence of PT phase transition has
been experimentally realised in optics [2§]. This created
an avalanche in the study of non-Hermitian quantum the-
ories [I6, 29]. The applicability of this path breaking
formulation of complex quantum theories thus relies on
the observing PT phase transition in various physical
systems. In this context, it is also important to point
out that in quantum mechanics the decomposition of the
anti-unitary operator T = UK, where U is an arbitrary
unitary operator and K is the complex conjugation op-
erator, is always possible. Unitarity of P thus makes
PT anti-unitary. Available freedom in choosing U allows
formulations of system specific anti-unitary PT operator
while still conforming to the general rules of PT symmet-
ric quantum mechanics. PT breaking transition in such
systems are known as generalized P'T transitions [30].

While equivalence of DNA unzipping transition to
localization-delocalization transition of the ground state
of Hatano-Nelson model and importance of PT sym-
metry in non-Hermitian quantum systems both have
long been well recognized, some questions are still unan-
swered: In particular, does HN Hamiltonian support
a PT transition? And if such a transition exist,
how is it related to the DNA unzipping/localization-
declocalization transition? In this present work, we at-
tempt to answer those crucial questions. Our main re-
sults in this paper are three folds: 1) We show that the
ground state of the non-Hermitian Hatano-Nelson system
undergoes a generalized PT transition. The PT transi-
tion point coincides with the DNA unzipping transition
which could also be seen as the localization-delocalization
transition of the ground state. 2) The discretized version



of the Hatano-Nelson Hamiltonian with a single impurity
on a finite lattice also shows a generalized PT transi-
tion. Unlike the continuum model, here the transition is
not restricted to only the ground state. In contrast, all
the eigenstates remain eigenfunctions of the generalized
PT operator in the PT-symmetric phase. Remarkably,
this generalized PT transition also coincides with the
localization-delocalization transition. 3) We also study
the effect of quasi-periodic potential on a lattice and find
that, unlike the single-impurity model, even in the ther-
modynamic limit this model shows generalized PT tran-
sition as well as the localization-delocalization transition.
Quasiperiodic potentials are a good substitute for a true
random disorder [3IH34]. While realizing a true disor-
der is difficult in experiments, the quasiperiodic poten-
tials have been realized in ultra-cold experiments [35].
However, it is important to note that the effect of the
quasiperiodic potentials in one-dimensional (1D) Hermi-
tian quantum systems is quite different from the effect of
true disorders. While in 1D any tiny amount of true
disorder is sufficient to localize all the states (a phe-
nomenon known as Anderson localization), in presence
of quasiperiodic potential even in 1D one can observe
the localization-delocalization transition [36H38].

MODEL

Continuum Model

Here, we revisit the existing works on HN Hamilto-
nian in DNA context and simply restate the essential
results relevant to our discussion [BHS]. For simplicity,
let’s model a dsDNA as two Gaussian polymers of con-
tour length N interacting through a short range potential
that acts only at the same contour length, thus mimick-
ing native base pairing. Moreover, one end of the dsDNA
is anchored at the origin and a time independent constant
force g is applied at the free ends of the two polymers
in opposite direction. Up to an additive center of mass
term the resulting Hamiltonian can be written as

H N e (or(r)\> or(7)
kB—T—/O d7l2( o ) +V(x(r)) —g. 5 |-
(1)
Eq. (1) describes a single polymer of elastic constant
e under a force g in a potential V(r) where 7 is
the contour length variable and r(7) is the 7 depen-
dent segment coordinate. The partition function Z =
| DRexp(—H/kgT) is obtained by summing over all
polymer configurations. Signatures of any phase transi-
tion can be obtained from the free energy per unit chain
length at the thermodynamic limit which is given by
f = —limyo kBT N~'InZ. By treating 7 as a time-
like coordinate, the partition function Z can be inter-
preted as the transition amplitude of a fictitious quantum

particle through the imaginary time mapping 7 — 4t and
kT identified as h. The Hamiltonian of the correspond-
ing quantum particle is given by

Liprig?+v), )

Hq(g) = %

where € is the mass of the quantum particle and p is
canonical momentum. A special feature of the Hamilto-
nian H,(g) is that the unzipping force g appears in it as
an imaginary time vector potential.

Definition of P and T

Here we define P and T transformations in the context
of dsDNA. P transformation could be naturally realized
as a reflection on a mirror kept along the contour length
dependent center of mass of the two strands such that its
net effect is to exchange the position coordinates of the
native base pairs. On the other hand, the effect of T is to
reverse the direction of the applied unzipping force. The
effects of P and T transformations on a partially opened
dsDNA is schematically shown in Fig. [Th. With these P
and T definitions, we can readily see from Fig. [Tp and [I¢
that the totally zipped state of dSDNA remains invariant
under PT but partially or completely unzipped state of
dsDNA changes under PT.

We now define quantum operators corresponding to P
and T operations. Similar to the classical case, P could
be defined as P(r) — —r and g does not change under
P. Eventhough P(g) — g, it could be readily observed
that PHy(g) = Hq(—g), which is similar to the mirror
reflection defined for dsDNA. The realness of Hq(g) then
comes to our aid in defining the time-reversal operator
T = PK. Thus PT = K and Hy(g) is trivially PT
symmetric. In summary, we have that

P(p) —» -p, P(r) » —r, P(g) > g, and,
T(p) - —p, T(g) > —g, T(r) = r, T(i) —

Lk
2

i (3)

] g g
| s2 PT 32|s1
t (b)

FIG. 1. Schematic representation of PT-transformation ap-
plied to a dsDNA. Two single strands are identified as S1 and
S2 and the arrows show the direction of the applied unzipping
force of magnitude g. (a) Partially opened dsDNA under P
and T transformations. (b) Zipped dsDNA state remains in-
variant under PT transformation.(c) Unzipped dsDNA state
changes under PT transformation.



Exact solution in one dimension

We restrict ourselves in one dimension to further sim-
plify the problem at hand. In one dimension, HN Hamil-
tonian becomes

(p+ig)?
2m

H = + V(z), (4)
where p = (h/i)0/0x momentum operator, and V(x) is
arbitrary attractive real potential. For V(z) = —Vpd(x)
where V > 0, this model can be exactly solved [30].
To obtain the energy eigenvalues and eigenstates of H,
one needs to calculate the right eigenvectors solving
Schrédinger equation ie. Hy®(z) = epf(x), where
¥ (x) is the right- eigenvector. Using periodic bound-
ary condition, ¥®(L) = ¥(0), it has been shown that
for ¢ < g. = Vp, the ground state of this model is
localized and it has a real eigenvalue e;s = —ViZ/2
(without loss of generality we set h = m = 1). On
the other hand the excited states energies are given by,
€ex = k?/2 = (k? — k2)/2 + ik1ko, where k, is a complex
number k = ky + iks. For g < g, k1 and ko are given by
39,

(2n— 1)

kl = L +O(L72)’
1 9 -2
ke =g+ —In +O(L™%),
? L 9 —9Gc ( )
wheren =1, 2, --- L—1 (where n = 1 corresponds to the

1st excited state). Given that n can be as large as L — 1,

even in the thermodynamic limit i.e. L — 00, €., remains

complex. Hence, even though for ¢ < ¢. the ground

state energy is real, there is no true PT-symmetric phase

(note that to call it a PT-symmetric phase, the necessary

condition is that all energy eigenvalues need to be real).
For g > g., k1 and ks are given by,

2nmw

kl - T + O(L_Q),
1 9 —2
ke =g+ —In +O(L™*),
2 L ge — 9 ( )
where n =0, 1, 2, --- L — 1 (where n = 0 corresponds

to the ground state for ¢ > ¢.). Interestingly, for any
finite L, the ground state for g > g, is always complex.
However, in the thermodynamic limit, the imaginary part
of energy goes to zero. This is in contrast to the g < g,
where the ground state energy is real even when L is
finite.

The ground state for g < g. reads as,

x>0
z < 0.

P, g9 < ge) o< exp[—(Vo — g)a]
oc exp|(Vo + g)z]
(5)

On the other hand, the ground state for g > g. reads as,

z/;fs(z,g > g.) o e'F1® x>0

x eF1T 4 e tEt29T 0 ),

(6)

It is straightforward to check that under the PT-
transformation rule (see Eqn. () fs(x, g < g.) remians
invariant, while wﬁ(x, g > g.) does not. It is very im-
portant to point out that in thermodynamic limit, while
the ground state energy remains real for any value of g,
only w;’;(x,g < g.) remains the eigenstate of the PT
operator, which implies that the ground state of the con-
tinuum Hatano-Nelson model goes through a generalized

PT transition.

Discrete Model

Having shown that the ground state of the 1D Hatano-
Nelson model in continuum displays generalized PT
transition, here we study the discretized version of that
model on a finite lattice. While the effective continuum
model shows DNA unzipping transitions in the thermo-
dynamic limit, in nature the DNAs are of some finite
lengths and hence for the practical purposes, one should
also investigate the finite size effect on these transitions.
Here, we study the discretized version of the Hatano-
Nelson model on a one-dimensional lattice of size L,
which is described by the following Hamiltonian:

H= Z(egc;cjﬂ + e_gc;ch) — Z Vin;,
j J

J

(7)
where, c} (¢;) is the fermionic creation (annihilation) op-
erator at site j, n; = c;fcj is the number operator and V;
is real and positive. The Hamiltonian H is non-Hermitian
for g # 0, but all the elements of the matrix representa-
tion of H are completely real. First, we want to demon-
strate in a similar spirit to the continuum model, even
the discretized model is also PT invariant. If one takes
2 x 2 version of the Hamiltonian Eqn. and chose on-
site potential symmetric around the origin i.e. V3 = Vb,
the Hamiltonian reads as,

Vi eg] . (8)

Hxo(g) = |:6g v
The parity operator reads as,
01
p-P1). . ®

It is straight forward to check that P~ H(g)P = H(—g).
On the other hand, the time reversal operator T always
can be expressed as T = UK, where U is a Unitary
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FIG. 2. (Left panel) shows the variation of n with g. (Right
panel) shows the variation of v with g for different values of
L = 50, 100, 150, and for Model A. Inset of right panel shows
variation of n for the ground state as a function of g.

operator and K is a complex-conjugation operator. It
has already been argued in the context of the contin-
uum model that under time reversal operation, g — —g,
that implies the appropriate time reversal operator in
this context can be thought of T = PK. Note the P is
also a Unitary operator. Hence, it is easy to check that
(PT)"'H(g)PT = H(g). This argument can be general-
ized trivially for any finite-dimensional matrix of L x L.
In other words, given that the effective PT operator in
this context is simply complex conjugation operator K,
and also all the matrix elements of H are reals, that en-
sures the invariance of H under the PT transformation.

We investigate two models, 1) Model A: V; = V4d; 1, /2
(discrete version of the single-impurity Hatano-Nelson
model), and 2) Model B: V; = Vjcos(2r3j + ¢), where
B is an irrational number. Without loss of any gener-
ality, we choose 8 = \/52_1, and ¢ is a random number
chosen between [0,27]. We do averaging over ¢ to ob-
tain better statistics and for all of our calculations we
have used periodic boundary conditions and we have
fixed Vy = 20. For g = 0, the model B is same as
the Aubry-André (AA) Hamiltonian, which supports a
delocalization-localization transition as one tunes Vj. In
the thermodynamic limit, V; = 2 corresponds to the
transition point [40] between localized and delocalized
phases and for V) < 2 (Vp > 2), all the eigenstates of this
model are delocalized (localized).

RESULTS
PT-transitions

First, we focus on model A. In Fig. |2 we plot the frac-
tion of complex eigenvalues 7 as a function Hermiticity
breaking parameter g. We find that for a fixed L, there
is a critical value of g., below which all eigenvalues are
real. Interestingly, g. is L dependent. As we increase L,
g decreases and tends towards zero.However, to check if
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FIG. 3. (Left panel) shows the variation of n with g. (Right
panel) shows the variation of v with g for different values of
L = 50, 100, 200, and for Model B.

the transition is PT transition or not, one needs to en-
sure that eigenstates of the Hamiltonian for g < ¢. are
also the eigenstates of K operator. We define a quantity
as,

y = é Z (Im[R,,][Tm|[R..]),

(Re[Rp]|Re[Rn])>0

(10)

where |R,,)s are right-eigenvectors of the Hamiltonian H.
Hence, by definition v = 0 implies that |R,)s are com-
pletely real (apart from a trivial global complex phase).
It also ensures that those | R, )s are also eigenvectors of K
operator. We find that ~ is zero for g < g., and non-zero
otherwise (see Fig,. , indeed the Hamiltonian undergoes
a generalized PT transition at g = ¢g.. However, g. is L
dependent. As we increases L, g.decreases and tends to-
wards zero as L — co. Hence, even though there exists a
PT transition in the finite size systems for model A, in
the thermodynamic limit i.e L — oo, g. — 0, implies no
PT-transition.

Also, it is important to point out that, even in the ther-
modynamic limit, the ground state shows a spontaneous
PT- transition. In the inset of Fig. |2 we have studied
whether the ground state energy is complex or real by
defining a quantity 74, which is defined as,

Ngs =1 Im[Eg] #0
=0 otherwise,
(11)

We find that there exists a gy, (which is ~ V4), above
which the ground state energy is complex, and this gy, is
independent of L. However, the value of the imaginary
part of the ground state energy, i.e. Im[Eg]| goes to
zero as we approach to L — oo limit. In the continuum
model, we have also observed the same, and identified it
as a DNA unzipping transition as well as a PT transition
of the ground state.

Next, we focus on the model B. While model A, is
one of the simplistic model of DNA-unzipping transi-
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FIG. 4. (Left panel) shows the variation of MPR with g for
model A. (Right panel) shows the variation of MPR with g
for different values of L = 50, 100, 150 for Model B.

tion, which can also be analytically solved in the con-
tinuum limit, model B can be relevant when one wants
to study the DNA unzipping transition in the presence
of disordered medium. One of the most natural choice in
this context will be a true random potential, where one
chooses Vjs to be completely random numbers. However,
given that completely disordered potential is difficult to
realize in the ultra-cold atom experiments, here we re-
strict our self to the quasi-periodic potential, which in
the Hermitian limit i.e. g = 0, has been realized in the
experiments. Once again,in Fig. 3] we show the variation
of n with g. We find indeed there exists a g., which sepa-
rates between the PT- symmetric and PT- broken phase.
Unlike the model A, in this case generalized PT- transi-
tion is stable even in the thermodynamic limit. We find
that g. does not change as we increase the system size L.
Also, we have plotted v as a function of g, have identified
that indeed the eigenvectors of the model B for g < g,
are completely real, hence they are also eigenstates of K.

Localization-delocalization transition

While in the previous section, we have identified that
indeed model A and model B both undergo a general-
ized PT transition as one varies the Hermiticity break-
ing parameter g, now the question arises whether one
can associate this transition with the DNA unzipping
transition (or localization-delocalization transition) or
not. Note that in the continuum, the ground state of
the Hatano-Nelson Hamiltonian undergoes a PT tran-
sition at g = g., and the DNA unzipping transition (or
localization-delocalization transition of the ground state)
takes place exactly at the same point.

In order to identify the localization-delocalization tran-
sition (DNA unzipping transition), one of the most pop-
ular diagnostic tools is the Participation ratio [41H43],
which is defined as

Y, LR

PRy = JIpiy2’
25 (L By

(12)

5

where |L7) and |R}) are k-th left- and right-eigenvector of
the non-Hermitian Hamiltonian. We define mean partici-
pation ratio (MPR) by averaging over all the eigenstates.
In the localized phase MPR~ 0(1), on the other hand,
in the delocalized phase MPR~ 0(L), scales with system
size.

Figure. [4] shows the variation of MPR with ¢ for dif-
ferent values of L. We find that indeed for g < ¢g., MPR
remains O(1), on the other hand, for g > g. it increases
with L. For model A. As the generalized PT transi-
tion point g. — 0 in the thermodynamic limit, we also
witness the same behavior from MPR results. However,
for model B, the localization-delocalized transition per-
sists even in the thermodynamic limit. The localization-
delocalization transition point obtained from the MPR
results exactly coincides with the generalized PT transi-
tion point obtained in Fig. 3] This proves indeed in these
models both the DNA unzipping transition and general-
ized PT transition occur simultaneously.

CONCLUSIONS

In this work, our main goal is to see whether one can
connect the PT transition with the DNA unzipping tran-
sition. First, we show that the non-Hermitian Hatano-
Nelson model that describes DNA unzipping transition
is invariant under PT transformation. The ground state
of this model undergoes a PT transition i.e. the ground
state remains an eigenstate of the PT operator in the
zipped phase and it is no more an eigenstate of the PT
operator in the unzipped phase. Next, we have stud-
ied the discretized version of this model in the presence
of a single impurity and also in the presence of quasi-
periodic potential.Interestingly, we have found that in
the case of the single impurity while the finite size sys-
tem shows a generalized PT transition as one tunes the
Hermiticity breaking parameter, but in the thermody-
namic limit even an infinitesimal amount of Hermiticity
breaking term makes the phase PT-broken, hence there
is no generalized PT-transition. However, PT transition
persists for the ground state. On the other hand, in the
presence of the quasi-periodic potential, we find a gen-
eralized PT transition even in the thermodynamic limit.
Remarkably, the generalized PT transition point exactly
coincides with the localization-delocalization transition
point in these models.

DNA is one of the most important molecule in biol-
ogy. However, the results presented here and results al-
ready existing in the literature [44H47] indicate that DNA
could be a testing ground of classical analogues of several
quantum processes. Further, it will be interesting to in-
vestigate the Hatano-Nelson Hamiltonian in the presence
of other types of quasiperiodic potentials which supports
mobility edges in the Hermitian limit [48H51]. Also what
will be the fate of such transitions in higher dimensions



is an open question, and need further investigation.
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