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Two-level system w ith a therm ally uctuating transfer m atrix elem ent: A pplication to
the problem ofD N A charge transfer
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Charge transfer along the basepair stack in DNA is modeled in tem s of themm ally-assisted
tunneling betw een ad pcent base pairs. C entralto our approach is the notion that tunneling betw een
uctuating pairs is rate lin ited by the requirem ent of their optin al alignm ent. W e focus on this
aspect of the process by m odeling two ad gpcent base pairs iIn tem s of a classical dam ped oscillator
sub fct to them al uctuations as describbed by a FokkerP lanck equation. W e nd that the process
is characterized by two tin e scales, a resul that is In accord w ith experin ental ndings.

PACS numbers: 87.15~, 73.50.h,82.30F i
I. INTRODUCTION

In spoie of the fact that a decade has passed since the

rst de niive observation of charge transfer along the
DNA basepair stack [l], the detailed properties of this
process have not been de nitively elucidated. This is
partly due to the inherent com plexity of the m olecular
structure of DNA, and to the large number of exter—
naland Intrinsic factors that exert an In uence on DNA
structure and behavior. T he current unsettled situation
also re ects the absence of an overall agreem ent on the
precise m echanian by which this charge transport takes
place. One of the key issues that awaits full illum ina—
tion is the roke of disorder| both static and dynam ic|
on the propagation of charge along the basepair stack.
A related, and quite fundam ental, question is whether
charge transport is a coherent quantum m echanical pro—
cess, like conduction of electronic charge against a static,
ordeform able, background, orw hether it it takesplace as
fundam entally incoherent transport, as a variation ofthe
random walk. The answers to these and other questions
w ill have a signi cant im pact on both our understand—
Ing of the biological in pact of charge transport n DNA
and the developm ent of applications based on this phe—
nom enon.

D espite the offen contradictory results of experin en—
tal Investigations i'g, :_3’, :fl, :_5, -'_6], a few conclusions seem
nescapable. The st is that long—range charge trans—
port along the basepair stack depends quite strongly on
the sequence of the base pairs Ej]. In addition, basepair
m ism atches can have a signi cant deleterious e ect on
charge transport [_Q,:_Q] (see, how ever [_l-(_i]) . Furthem ore,
strandsofD NA display considerable disorder, both static
t_l-]_]] and dynam ic f_l-Z_i, :_f‘f%, :_ffl, -'_1-5] F inally, several sets
of experin ents on ensam bles of short DNA strands have
uncovered an unusual two-step charge transfer process
f_l@l, :_l]‘] T hese studies focuson uorescent charge donors
Intercalated n DN A oligostrands. A sthe chargem igrates
tow ards the acoeptor, the uorescence is quenched and
the rate of m igration is determm ined by the decaying u-
orescence pro k. The data reveals that this decay pro—
cess occurs according to two characteristic tin e-scales

which are separated by m ore than an order of m agni-
tude f_l-é, :_fz:] Any m odelthat purports to explain charge
transport m ust take all this into acocount.

In this paper, we discuss a model for short range
charge transport along a base pair stack that undergoes
substantial structural uctuations. The process occurs
via them ally-assisted quantum m echanical tunneling of
charge carriers from one base pair to the next, under
the assum ption that this tunneling is properly character—
ized as occurring in the presence of a dissipative environ—
m ent. A key conecture isthat charge transfertakesplace
only when the neighboring pairs are In a state ofoptin al
\alignm ent", and that this alignm ent is statistically un—
likely in them odynam ic equilbbrium . A swe w ill see, this
con gcture leads in a naturalway to a m odel exhbiting
the dualtin escale feature descrbed above. A ddition-—
ally, the m odel generates predictions that can be readily
tested. W e shall relate the problm at hand to the dy-—
nam ics ofa sin ple two levelsystem (TLS), realized by a
donor and an acceptor state.

In Section [}, we brie y recapitulate what is known
about the tunneling process in the presence of friction for
a TLS systam . W e also quantify our notion of a coordi-
nate associated with the \alignm ent" of ad pcent base
pairs and of the in uence of the dynam Jcs of this new
coordinate on charge transfer. Section -]:II speci es the
m odel for describing a generic collection of tw oJdevel sys—
tem s (TLS), niially in the donor state and characterized
by a uctuating alignm ent variable . The probability
distrdbution of donor states, W ( ;—t) obeys a K ram ers
equation w ith a sink term due to charge transfer to the
acceptor. The rate of charge transfer w ill be expressed
by the uctuating rate ( ). ThisK ram ers expression is
recast nto the form of a Volterra equation w ith the use
of a LieA Igebra approach de ned on the H ibert space
of the eigenstates of the K ram ers equation for ( )= 0.
W e w ill discuss lim iting cases of the solution to obtain
physical insight and to reveal the two-tin escale decay
of the probability distrbbution due to the sink term . W e
conclude in Section IV} w ith a discussion of the possible
application ofour resuls to charge transfer in strands of
DNA consisting of severalbase pairs.

The key resul of our calculations lies in the detem i-
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nation of P ( ;t), the probability distribbution of donor
states evaluated at the optim alcon guration  and w ith
the —variable integrated out. Indeed, under the assum p—
tion that the tunneling process ism ost e ective at ,
this quantity is directly related to the uorescence in—
tensity I (t) of the base pair com plexes, as probed by J.
Barton and A . Zewail {16, 7], through the Hlow ing:
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The quantity Iy of the above relationship is a propor—
tionality constant and  is the integrated rate of transfer
to the acoeptor. W e shall determ ine the double expo—
nential character ofP ( ;t), and hence of I (t), In qual-
ftative agreem ent w ith the experin ental ndings. The
con ecturesm ade on the existence of an optim aland un-
likely con guration w il be crucial in obtaining the
two stage decay process, a result that justi es the as-
sum ptions m ade.

The model we shall construct is obviously not re—
stricted in application to DNA oligostrands. U sing our
resuls, we m ay conclide that in an ensem ble of generic
system s the m igration of a particle from donor to ac—
ceptor proceeds statistically as a two-tin e scale process,
provided the transfering process is of rare occurrence.

II. THE TUNNELING PROCESS

T he process of charge transfer from a donor site to an
acceptor site | a two-level system | is ubiguitous i bio—
chem ical and physical phenom ena t_l-§'] Tt occurs under
a broad variety of spatio-tem poral conditions. Chem ical
bond form ation or destruction, ATP production in pho—
tosynthetic reactions, or the operation of sem iconduct-—
Ing devices, all nvolve the transfering of charges to and
from speci ¢ sites, via them al activation or quantum —
m echanical tunneling through an energy barrier. Be-
cause of its intrinsic nature, charge transfer via quantum —
m echanical tunneling takes place on a length scale of up
to tens of angstrom s t_l-_ﬂ]; larger distances are possble
if other transport m echanisn s are involed. These in—
clude them alhopping am ong sites, w hich are typical in
disordered system s, the creation of conduction bands in
m etals, or of Jattice distortions of polaronic type in spe—
ci c system s.

Q uantum -m echanical tunneling from a donor site to
an acoeptor site is unte sin ply represented by a two-
kvelsystem (TLS) R0]. In this description, the tunneling
particle is lim ited to being in the donor or in the acceptor
state, whilke the other degrees of freedom of the system ,
nuclear for nstance, describe the charge potentialenergy.

T he energeticpro leofthe system isthuscharacterized
by a multidin ensional surface of which the acoceptor and
the donor states constitute relativem inin a, separated by
a barrier. O fthe m any existing degrees of freedom , it is
often possible to identify a \reaction coordinate" y such

v(y)

FIG. 1l: This gure illustrates the nature of the tunneling
transition. The two parabolic curves shown cor.respond to
the two versions of the potential V (y; .) In Eq. CZ one
corresponding to the \donor" state in which the tunne]jng
particle is on one site and the other to the \acceptor" state,
In which the particle is on the other one. The two energies
Ef and Ep, = E¢ referred to In the text are the forward
and backw ards barrier energies respectively. T he horizontal
axis corresponds to the reaction coordinate, y.

that the energy barrier between donor and acceptor is
m inin ized along this speci ¢ direction. T he progress of
the reaction is then dom inated by the evolution along
this coordinate and the potential energy surface can be
reduced to an e ective one-din ensional curve.

In certain system s the physical interpretation of the
reaction coordinate is inm ediate: it m ay be the relative
bond length in two diatom ic m olecules, or solvent polar-
ization around the donors and acceptors |_2-1:] It is not
an easy task to give a physical interpretation of the re-
action coordinate in the case ofDNA base pairs because
of the m any possbilities involved — intra-base distance,
m obile counter-ion concentration, solvent concentration,
or a com bination ofallthe above. A possbility iso ered
by Ref. 1_22:] w here it is suggested that the m ost relevant
quantity is the interaction of the charge w ith the polar
water m olecules of the solvent. In this paper we shall
refer to the reaction coordinate y in m ost generaltem s.

A comm on representation oftunneling w ith dissipation
is through the spin-boson form align [_2-g]. T he donor and
acceptor states are represented by m eans of a pseudo
soin, which points up when the charge is In the donor
state and down otherw ise. The H am iltonian of the sys—
tem is given by:
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and y;, arethePaulim atrices. T he charge in the donor
(up) state corresponds to the potential V (y;+ ) whose
equilbriim reaction coordinate is  y, and the converse
state corresponds to V (y; ), whose stable m ininum is
at yo. The Hpawn tem represents contributions to the
Ham iltonian ofa dissipative environm ent coupled to the
reaction coordinate. Figure :11' ilistrates the m eaning
of the potentialV (y; ,) in the e ective H am ittonian of
Eq.(:_i) . The curve m arked A corresponds to the poten—
tial tetrm in the donor state, while the curve m arked B

represents the potential finction In the acosptor state.

T hism odelhas been thoroughly analyzed in the work
by Gargetal @-?3'] based on earlier work by Leggett Q-Z_L']
A sin ilar analysis, but wihih a m ore chem ical fram e~
work, is presented by M arcus et al. Q-E:] Energy con—
servation requires that charge transfer takes place only
when the reaction coordinate is close to the degeneracy
pointy = vy Porwhich VvV ;+) = V (y ; ); once the
degeneracy point is reached, charge transfer is possible
only because of the non zero o -diagonal tunneling m a—
trix elem ents

T he tunneling rate from donor to acceptor, is calcu—
lated In the above references. For m oderate dissipation
of the reaction coordinate, it is given by:
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w here the reorganization energy E . and the energy bar-
riersE ¢ and Ey, depend on the details ofthe potentialde-
scribed by the reaction coordinate. In the lim it of high
tem peratures Te reduces to the usual tem perature T,
whereas in the opposite lin i the quantity is tem pera-—
ture independent.

T he novelty explored in this paper is the introduction
and investigation of the e ect of a second reaction co—
ordinate, , goveming the charge transfer process and
coupled not to the energy, but to the o -diagonaltunnel-
Ing element , hitherto been treated as a constant, and
which wenow write ().

Thisnew coordinate re ectsthe congcture that in the
case of DN A thetunnelingm atrix elem ent ishighly sensi-
tive to the donor-acceptor relative con guration. Charge
transport along DNA in fact occurs along the stacked
base pairs by m eans of overlhpping oroials, and at
room tem perature, these base pairs strongly uctuate
w ith respect to each other through variationsofthe tw ist,
tilt and roll param eters [_2§‘] T he existence of base pair

uctuations or DNA in solution is verxwe]lestab]jshed,
and is corroborated by experin ental {3] and m olkcular
dynam ics studies {_l-.j}, :_1-4_:, :;L-g]. For such a highly asym —
m etric system such asDNA, uctuations in the relative
ordentation ofdonors and acceptorsa ect the m agnitude
of the orbial overlap between pairs, and the new collec—
tive coordinate embodies the e ects of these uctua—
tions.

W ewillalso assum e that the variable is slow ly vary—
Ing com pared to the m otion of the reaction coordinate y,
s0 as to de ne the lowest energy scale ofthe system . W e
m ay then separate the m otion ofthe two reaction coordi-
nates in a Bom-O ppenhein er spirit. C harge transferw ill
be assum ed to be instantaneous once the optimal =
value is reached, and a purely classical fram ew ork w illbe
utilized forthe -dynam ics. Thenew reaction coordinate

need not necessarily be pictured as a geom etrical one,

although this is the fram ew ork we w illbe utilizing In this
paper. Just as in the case ofthe y reaction coordinate,
m ay be associated to the particular chem icalenvironm ent
of the m olecule or to any other quantity in uencing the
strength of the tunneling element  between the donor
and the acoeptor sites.

T he H am iltonian describing the system thus, isam od-
i ed version ofthe spin-boson H am ilttonian introduced in
Eqg. 6'_2.’) witha ()x o0 -diagonaltem ,asalso described
in earlier work l_2]l] In order for charge transfer to take
place, we will assum e that the reaction coordinate cou-
pled to the energy m ust be close to the degeneracy point
y = vy , and, also, that the coordinate m ust be in the
neighborhood of an optim al valuie , which m axin izes
the tunneling am plitude. T he physical picture to asso—
ciate to this requirem ent is that the relative \alignm ent",
, does not favor charge transfer unless an optin al con—
guration is reached: ()’ 0 unlkss 4 This
conEcture will prove to be crucial In yielding the two
tin e-scale charge transfer of references (16, 1 71.

In analogy to the experim ental work cited above, we
consider a collection of such two—Jevel system s, w ith the
charge initially located on the donor site. Each one
of these system s is associated to a particular ( ) and
through Eq. @) to a particular ( ) rate. O ur ob ctive
is to determm ine the m echanism s of charge transfer taking
Into account the tim e evolution and the ( ) ratesac—
cordingly distributed. W e shall assum e the dynam ics
to be govemed by an all, Langevin type random uctua—
tions. At t= 0, when the extemal charge is Inpcted on
the donor site, the distrdbution of values is the usual
Bolzm ann distrdbution. If the occurrence ofthe optim al

con guration is relatively unlikely, we w ill ndeed be
able to show that the transfer process is characterized by
a two tim e scalem igration ofthe initialdonorpopulation.

T he em ergence of two tin e scales in the transfer pro—
cess can be physically explained as follows. The exis—
tence ofan nitialnon-zero population of T LS presenting
the optin alvalue , ensuresthat rapid tunneling to the
acceptor. The  distrbution is thus depleted of popu-—
lation at the special value and other transitions are for-
bidden to take place. The other TLS w ill tunnel to the
acoeptoronly after the system has reequilbrated and re-
populated the optin al con guration, a process which is
slow , because of the assum ption that the optin alcon g—
uration is a relatively unlkely one. Hence, the existence
ofa fast, Initialdecay follow ed by a slow er decay process.



III. THE TLS AND FLUCTUATIONS

A . Themodel

Consider a collection of TLS which at the nitialtime
t= 0 are all in the up-donor con guration, and charac—
terized by the angular param eter . Let us denote by
W ( ;—t) the TLS population rem aining In the up-donor
state at tin e t and for which the collective angular vari-
able and its velocity are speci ed.

T he physical requirem ent that be random ly, classi-
cally, uctuating in tim e, translates into the fact that
W ( ;—t) mustevolve according to a FokkerP lanck type
equation as dictated by standard Langevin theory. To
this probability evolution equation wem ust add an addi-
tionaldeplkting tem , that w hich represents tunneling to
the donor site asgiven by the ( ) temn discussed above.

D i erent scenarios are possbl forthe dependence of

and hence of . A s discussed In the above section we
shall focus on the particular situation in which tunneling
ispossbl only fora very speci ¢ subset of energetically
unfavorable values. In this picture, tunneling is al-
lowed only ifdonors and acosptors reach an optin al| but
un]jkeJy| ordentation one w ith respect to the other. By
Including the tunneling term in the tin e evolution equa-
tion for W ( ;—t) we obtain a m odi ed FokkerP lanck
equation thatm ay be used to approach any physical sys—
tem in which the presence of a depleting term com petes
w ith the usualLangevin uctuations. T he m ost natural
choice for the m otion, the one we shall discuss in the
rem ainder of this paper, is that of a dam ped ham onic
oscillator. W e shall see that starting from an initially
equilbrated system in which the distrbution isthe the
Boltzm ann one, the insertion of the tunneling term will
result in the em ergence of the two tin e scales discussed
above. W e w ill refer to the tin e derivative ofthe coor-
dinate asu. T he rotationalm om ent of inertia associated
to isdenoted by I and is rotational frequency by

T he goal of the next subsections w ill be to detem ine
W ( ;u;t), and in particular its integration w ith respect
to the u variable. A s descrbed In the Introduction in
fact, it is this quantity that is directly related to the
experim ents we w ish to m odelby m eans oqu.@:) .

B . K ram ers equation w ith a sink temm

T he generic dam ped ham onic oscillator sub ect to ran—
dom noise responds to the ollow Ing Langevin-type equa—
tions:

w here the stochastic force (t) is assum ed to be a zero—

m ean gaussian and whose correlation fiinction is dictated
by the uctuation-dissipation theorem for classical vari-

ables:
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T he corresponding FokkerP lanck equation m ay be w rit—
ten by identifying [_igi] the proper coef cients in the

K ram ersM oyalexpansion from Eq. 6’5) and is generally

referred to as the K ram ers equation. T his equation gov—
ems the tin e evolution of the distrboution, W ( ;u;t), of
an ensam ble of system s cbeying the equations ofm otion

@) . Tt takes the fom :
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T he above equation is thoroughly analyzed in [_§§i], w here
assum Ing an initial probability distrdboution W ( ;u;0) =
( % @ 1), the probability W ( ;u;t), aswellas
other relevant statistical quantities, are ocbtained. At
equilbriim K ram ersequation is solved by the tin e inde-
pendent Bolzm ann distrbbution, W ( ;u;t) = ;0 ( ;u)
with:
2

exp — u +
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U nder the assum ptions discussed earlier, the probability
distrbbution function W ( ;u;t) for a particle localized on
the donor site and describing an e ective angle w ith its
neighbor, w ill be described by the tin e evolution equa—
tion for a collection of dam ped oscillators sub fct to a
decay temm , representing tunneling to the acosptor.
The latter tem is appreciable only for a speci ¢ value of
the coordinate

daw
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The H tem isthe di erential operator that stem s from
the right hand side of Eq. (-rj.). W e shall assum e the
decay temm to be introduced at tin et= 0, priorto which
the systam had attained its equilbration state. In other
words, we choose the initial distribbution W ( ;u;0) to be
Boltzm ann-like, as expressed n Eq. (-'_8) . For sim plicity,
we choose ( ) tobe independent ofu and oft and to be
a gaussian centered on and w ith width
()= p=— exp (7)2 : (10)
2 2
Thecoe cient containsthephysicalparam etersoftem —
perature and energy as expressed n Eq. ('_4). W e also
In pose the constraint that at t = 0 the optin al value
carries a an allBolzm ann weight. T his is equivalent
to the physical assum ption that the occurrence of par-
ticle tunneling is a rather unlkely event, and that the
system tends to relax to  values that are far from the
tunne]jngppojnt. W e also in pose the w idth of the decay
gaussian ,tobe smallcompared to  , so that ()
is higklly pgaked a;:ound the optin al con guration value



In the ©llow Ing subsections we w ill solve Eq. ('_9) for
the early and long tim e regin es. The general solution
for arbitrary tin es is contained in the appendix. The
coupling ofthe system to the ordentationaldegree of free—
dom along the lines discussed above, m anifests itself very
clearly in the unusualtin e degpendence of the probability
distrdbbution. Two di erent decay rates In fact arise, w ith
a rapid initial decay of the donor population W ( ;u;t)
followed by a slower transfer process. T he ratio of these
two tin e scales, and them aj_n result of this analysis is
succihctly expressed by Eq. C_Z]‘) In term s ofallthe phys—
ical param eters of this system .

C . Short tim e regim e

In order to detem ine the asym ptotic behavior of
W ( ;u;t) In the early tim e regin e, we consider Eq. Z_Q)
w ith the gaussian choice of () and we perform amulti-
ple tin e scale analysis I_BJ_;] T his is carried out by intro—
ducing a new ad-hoc variable = ( )t, Into the proba—
bility distrdbution, and by seeking solutions in the form
W (ui)=Wo( ju;ty; )+ ( )Wy (jujty )+ :::.The
FokkerP lanck equation is thus expanded In powers of

() and, for the zeroth and rst order tem s, it yields:
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N ote that the partial derivative w ith respect to t in the
above equationstreats asan independent variable. T he
solution to the rst equation is expanded In temm s ofthe
com pkte set of finctions p ; ( ju;t) that solveEq. :(_l_i)
-obtained n Eq. @ 1) and Eq. @ 9) of the appendix —

with coe cientsA p ;, that depend on , ie:
X
Wo( jujt)= Anm() mm(jue »7%  (13)
m ;n

Substiuting this solution ©rW o into Eq. {{4), the in-
hom ogeneous term In square brackets becom es:
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Ifthis were the only tem present on the right hand side
of Eq. (l3), then W, ( ;u;t; ) would contain a secular
term in is solution of the type:

Wi(;u;t)

X @A,
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Such a solution will eventually exoceed the \leading or—
der" one. W e detem ine the coe clents A  ;u by re
quiring that there be no secular term in the solution to
the equation. It is precisely this constraint that con—
stitutes the underlying idea of muliple scale analysis.
The above condition translates Into requiring that the
non-hom ogeneous term w ithin parenthesis in Eqg. {;Lé) or
equivalently in Eq. C_fg:) vanish:

CAn;n ()
== Baa () (16)
@
W e now solve or Ay ;; . Inposing the initial condition
W (;u;0)= o0;0( ;u) and reinserting = ( )t the so-
Jution reads:
Wo( ;u;)= ogp0(ju) exp [ ()t a7

T he above is a zero-th order approxin ation to the fill
problem presented In ('_l-g) to the extent that the e ect
of H acting on t ( ) can be neglected wih respect to

() itself. In other words, Eq. {_l-j) is an approxin ate
solution as long as:

. =3 : 18)
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T hisequation isvalid only underthe conditionsexpressed
in {I8) andup tot’ ! (). Forthistine lin itation to
bem %rljngﬁﬂ, it isnecessary that the w idth ofthe decay
term be nie. In the lin i that the width vanishes
the above analysis fails, since the expansion param eter
diverges. At tine t 0 we cannot approxinate ()

by a strict delta function. Note that for , the
tunneling point, and for nite u the cgndition arising
from the muliple scale analysis (£ ’ 2 =) is the

m ost stringent one, and the probability distrdbution is
approxin ated by:

t
W ( ;u;8)= 9;0( j;u) exp [ p2:]: 19)

W e now perform an jn‘gelgratjon over the u variable
on both sides of Eq. (:_12-) and obtain an approxin a—
*Rj?n for the distrbution probability function P ( ;t) =

. W ( ;u;t) du:

P(;0" o()exp [ ()t (20)
where () is the Boltzmgann distrbution associated to
the variable () = 1 0;0( ;u) du. For small

tines, P ( ;t) retains is niial gaussian shape, w ith is
am plitude decreasing exponentially.



D . Long tim e regim e

In this subsection we determ ine the long tin e asym p—
totic behavior of W ( ;u;t), utilizing som e of the resuls
obtained In the appendix for arbitrary tin es. In particu-
lar, we adapt the kemel expansion ofEq. ('6_15) and Eq.
(;_D:_l-§) to the long tim e regin e. D i erentiating Eg. (;}-_l-’_a')
w ith respect to t and w ith the gaussian choice for ()
we obtain:
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wherethe ntegralsin ®and nu rangefrom 1 to+1 .

T he tin ederivative of the kemel in the last integralcan
be obtained w ith the use of the expression obtained in
Eqg. @:_l-_é) butw ith the sum m ation restricted to non-zero
valies of the integersm and n. The contribution to the
kemel of the term assoclated with m = n = 0 istine-
independent, and i has the om  ¢,0( ;u) o, ( %u9.
W e then replace QuK with QuK where K ° is de ned as
the kemelw ithout the rst fm ;n = 0) summ and.

The fiinction K ° and its tin e derivatie contain expo—
nentially vanishing tem s In t. The tim e integrand in Eq.
£1) w ill therefore be appreciable only ort° .} where

c Isacuto frequency oftheorderofj 1;,0j= .Fort

! wecan approximate W ( Gu%t £ 7w (%Gu%y)
and restrict the tin e interval from the origh to ! . -
tegrating by parts, and using the above approxin ation
orw ( %u%t), the tin e Integral yields:
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This equality is simpl ed by K °( ; %u;u% ') being
negligble. W e can now rew rite the right hand side of
Eq. @é) as:
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Since we are dealing w ith non—zero tin es, the ° integra—
tion can be perform ed under the assum ption that ( 9

ishighly peaked around and ()’ ( ):
QW 21
ot = 0;0 (1) . du’w ( ;u%b: (24)

A last ntegration in the u variable, perform ed on both
sides of the equation, yields the probability distribution

function for the varable:

@R ( ;1) _

ot o ()P ( ;D:

@5)
For = the above relationship yields a decay rate of

o ( ), and Por arbitrary values we obtain the is
behavior in the late tin e regin e:

P(;D=Po o) expl ol )tl: (26)
E. The two tim e scales
A santicipated, two di erent scenariosforP ( ;t) em erge

from the ang}ysjs carried out in the previous subsections.
From Eqg. 6_2(_)), at early tim es, the decay Eo the acoeptor

state is rapid, occurringataratern, = = 2 ,whereas
at latter tin es the rate is as given above: r, = o( ).
T he ratio between the two is
o 2
n_ kel 02 1 en
I I 2kBT

as ollow s from the assum ptions m ade on the gaussian
(). The nitialdecay ismuch faster than that at later
tin es.

F. Num erical results

Based on the general solution of Eg. (;_A__l__fi), we
present a num erical analysis of the distrlbbution fiinction
W ( ;u;t) Pr di erent choices of is argum ents. In this
equation the probability distribbution W ( ;u;t) iscast in
a Volterra-type form ulation, for which solutions can be
constructed iteratively in tin e. T he probability distrdbu-—
tion W ( ;u;t) asexpressed n Eq. Eﬁ:l}) in fact, depends
only on isprevioushistory and on the know n propagator
function.

For a numerical approach, i is necessary to dis—
cretize the ;u;tvariablesand keep track of the value of
W ( ;u;t) Por every position and velocity at every tem —
poral teration. W hik feasble, this approach is rather
cum bersom e, since forevery tine step g = k twemust
createanew O N %) matrix W ( j;us;t); 1 43 N,
where N is the num ber of spacings for the position and
velocity m eshes. O n the other hand, the evaluation at of
W ( j;uy;t) where represents the ; interval centered
on the optim alvalue is greatly sin pli ed if the corre—
soondingm esh ischosen so that ( ) m ay be replaced for
all purposes by a delta function at non-zero times. The
recursive equations now involve only the O (N ) elem ent
vectorW ( ;uy;t);l j N .

At t= 0, when the propagator itself is a point source,
the gaussian shape or ( ) must be retained for nite-
ness, but the iteration at a tim e that is far from zero does
not involve values of the position that are signi cantly



di erent from .Theumesh ischosen with u= 005
and the tim e interval spacing is t= 001.
I‘Bn order to insure consistency w ith the constraint F

= 2 we choose the ©llow ing param eters: =
104, 2 =129, = 15. The parameter for the
underdam ped case is chosen as = 0:02, whereas is

xed at = 04. The resulting probabJJJty distrdbution
W ( ;u;t) isplotted In FJgureQ. as a function of u for
various tin e intervals.

T wo features of the evolving distrdbution are notew or—
thy. The st isthe depression aroundu = 0. T he second
isa clear asym m etry In the velociy distrdbution, in that
the distrbution for negative values of the velocity, u, is
Iower than for positive u values. T he reason for the rst
feature is the fact that when the velocity is low, a pair
w ill rem ain in a nearly optin alcon guration longer, and
hence a tunneling event, leading to depletion of the dis—
tribution, ism ore lkely. T he asym m etry can be ascribed
to the fact that the optin al ordentation is at positive
valies of the param eter . The tin e evolution equation
encapsulates two m echanian s, one pushing the distribbu-
tion towards its Bolzm ann lin i, the other being the
tunneling process that leads to depletion of the distrbu-
tion at valuesof closeto . In light ofthe tra fctory of
the underdam ped oscillation, a m em ber of the ensem ble
w ith negative velocity, u, is likely to be wihin a halfan
oscillation period of having passed w ith a an all velocity
through ,which isposiive, whik a representative w ith
positive u ism ore likely to have spent m ore then halfan
oscillation period away from the optin altunneling con—

guration. T his latter, positive u con guration w illhave
had m ore tin e to experience the \restorative" e ects of
the m echanisn that acts to generate the B oltzm ann dis—
tribution.

Tt is also possble to perform a u-variable Integration
and obtain the tim e dependence ofP ( ;t). The param —
eters are chosen as above, and the two tin e scale decay
ofP ( ;t) can be c]ear];z seen to occur w ith rates r; and
r, asdescribed in Eq. 7). A lso note that both at large
and short tines P ( ;t) is proportionalto W ( ;0;t).
T he above resuls, and the expressions or r; and r, are
not a ected by changes in the dam ping variablke . As
anticipated, F igure ﬁ clearly show s the double exponen—
tialdecay ofP ( ;t), In agreem ent w ith the experim ental
results of l_l-é, i]‘]

Iv. DISCUSSION

The m odelwe have presented is expected to be of sig—
ni cant relevance to charge transfer in DNA . Them al
uctuations strongly a ect the structure ofm olecule, and
an accurate description requires thism otion to be taken

nto account.

N ot only has the existence of uctuationsbeen experi-
m enta]Jy docum ented fl2s], but it has also been suggested
ll5] that the m otion thatm ost a ects the electronic cou—
pling between base pairs —what we have referred to as

0.04

0.02

W(*,u,t)

0 L
-4.0 -2.0 0.0 2.0 4.0

u (arb. units)
FIG .2: The probability distrdbution at the optin al con gu-
ration W ( ;u;t) for various tin e intervals. T he top curve is
evaluated at t = 0 and is the initial Boltzm ann distrioution,
evaluated at the unlkely con guration . The rem aining
curves are its tin e evolution, up to t= 5 of the lower curve.
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FIG .3:P ( ;t) Prtheparam eters chosen in the text (dotted
curves). The Inset pertains to early tim es. The solid curves
are drawn for com parison and are exponential decays e rt
witharmtern = = 2 for the short tin es of the Inset, and
r, = o () forthe long tin e regin e. N ote the two distinct
tin e scales.

() — is their sliding one w ith respect to the other. &
must be pointed out that both these studies focus on
DNA in solution, not on dry strands of DNA .

On the other hand, charge transport w ith m ore than
one rate has been reported in the literature {_lg'] For
an oligom er w ith the ethediim m olecule acting as the
donor, charge transfer is found to occur along the sam e
pattems as described by ourm odel, w ith two tin e scales
of 5 and 75 picoseconds. T wo-tin e-scale decays are also
observed In a serdes of m easurem ents @]‘] perform ed on
shorter strands ofdonor and acoceptor com plexes A p-6G)
In these experin ents the Ap donor can be treated, forall
practical purposes, as an intrinsic purine base, and the
am biguity related to the choice of an extraneous donor
(the ethediim of the previous reference) is rem oved.

In both these experim ents, an increase in the length
results In a com petition between the fast and slow ex—



ponential decays in favor of the slower tin e com ponent.
Increasing the length ofthe system dim inishes the possi-
bility that m ultiple base pairs sin ultaneously arrange in
the con guration that facilitates rapid charge transfer.
W hen the process of optin al alignm ent does occur (a
relatively likely event only for a few base pairs), the tun-
neling m ight not even require localization of the charge
on each base pair, and superexchange can take place.

For Iong strands ofDNA , thus, we expect the two in—
trinisic rates associated to a single charge transfer to be
averaged out in favor of the slow er com ponent. T races of
this unusual two tin e scale m igration m echanism how —
ever, m ay be und in the fact that DNA conductivity
is enhanced upon increasing the tem perature t_32_5], pre—
sum ably allow ng for greater base pair m otion. Charge
transfer is also hindered by disruptions to the stacking,
w hich alter the base pair’s ability to nd optin al trans—
fer con gurations, such as the insertion of bulges along
the helix or of strong m ism atches w thin the base pair
stacking [_33, 3-4] which are poorly com patible w ith the
Intrinsic conform ation of the arom atic pairs. Lastly, i
is noted that charge transfer e ectiveness seam s to be
nversely proportional to the m easured hypochrom icity
t_3-§], a quantity that determ inesthe ordering ofbase pairs
along a certain direction and de ned as the reduction of
absorption Intensity due to interactions between neigh-
boring electric dipoles. From thisdata it is apparent that
the higher the disorder of the system , the m ore e cient
charge transfer is. Tt would be interesting to see how dif-
ferent solvent environm ents a ect conduction along the
molcule in relation to their e ect on structural uctu-
ations. M ore tem perature-dependent experin entalm ea—
sures are desirable as well.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W ehavepresented am odelfora spin boson TLS whose
tunneling m atrix elem ent depends on the structural con—
formm ation of the donor w ith respect to the acogptor. In
the lin it that the relative geom etry between thetwo uc—
tuates In tin e de ning the lowest energy scale, we are
Jed to a classicalproblem , that ofa collection of dam ped
ham onic oscillators obeying a m odi ed FokkerP lanck
equation. If charge transfer prooeeds only for speci c
ordentations of the donor w ith respect to the acceptors,
the resulting rate for charge transfer is divided into a fast
com ponent at short tim es and a subsequent slower one.
T hese resultsagree w ith the experim ental ndingsoftwo—
tin e-scale charge transfer in the donor Intercalated DN A
com plexes of J B arton and cow orkers E[é, :_fj] Ttmustbe
noted that an in plicit assum ption ofthiswork is that for
Iong range DN A conduction m ediated by them al uctu-
ations once the charge has undergone a transfer betw een
base pairs i does not retum to the pair at which i is
originally localized. H owever, it is reasonable to assum e
that the transfer process w ill continue after this event
has occurred and that subsequent events w ill, w ith som e

probability, deposit the charge at its point of origin at
a later tim e. W e have perform ed calculations on a two—
tin e-scale hopping m odel based on the results obtained
here [_3-’§] In these calculations, the single set of two
base pairs is replaced by a linear array. W e have de—
term ined the probability that the charge carrier is at its
point of origin as a function of tin g, t, after its having
been placed there. W e nd that this probability exhibits
tw o-tin e-scale behavior, w ith an initial, brief, rapid, ex—
ponential decay llowed by a much slower, power-aw ,
decay at lJater tim es tin es. T he long-tim e asym ptotics of
this process are those ofa random walk.
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APPENDIX A:GENERAL SOLUTION OF THE
KRAMERSEQUATION

W e shall adopt a LieA Igebra approach E]‘] to identify
a complete set of orthonom al functions that solve the
hom ogeneousproblem in the generalcase ofEq. {_7:), and
through them the generalsolution forthe decay equation
@) willbe und.

Let us ook for solutions of the follow ng type, where
m and n represent non negative integers:

nm (D= oa(;we "=t @a1)

Upon nsertion of the above expression n Eq. (::/2) atine
Independent Schrodinger-like equation can be w ritten:

(m;n+ )m;nzHO A2)

mmn7
w here:

B ;w=of+ um+ @ up; @3)

and the subscripts represent derivatives, p, = @=@,. A s
expected, the tin e iIndependent Bolzm ann distribution
satis esthe hom ogeneous equation, as can be veri ed by
direct substitution with ;0 = 0. The physical require-
m ent that solutionsmust be wellbehaved ast! 1 , ie.
that the p ;»’s be non negative, suggest that this is the
ground state:

@A 4)

T he other solutions are found by constructing the ladder
operators. For the underdam ped case, we introduce the

variabl such that cos = =@2!) and Inpose that
H %0 ]= 10 with land O respectively com plex variable
and operator to be determ ined. In practice, the operator
O ocorresoonds to either a raising or a low ering operator.
Two sets of solutions exist for the ollow ing Juanta’ L, :

ground (;u;0) = 0;0 ( 7ju):

L= e’ ; L= e ®5)



for which the associated raising and lowering operators
R]_;g and L1;2 are:

R1;2= p+:|i;2pu; (AG)

2

q q
Lip= +-p + Lz —“putu A7)

The comm utation rules for the above operators can be
easily derived as:
Ri;R4]1= 0; Li;Ls]= 0; R1;L2]= O;
Ri;Lil= %€ 1)
R2iL2l= %€ ?  1):

@A 8)

T he raising operators applied to_the ground state yield

the set of solutions  ;, rEqg. @_2) w ith the associated

eigenvalues p ;, as follows:
m;n( ju) = Rg RT

@®9)
@ 10)

o0 ( 7u);
m;n =m el +net:
It is worth noting that the Ham iltonian H © can also be
reomulated as H% = (2 ish ) ! [@2R2) @RI
In order to construct solutions to the non-hom ogeneous
problem within the H ibert space spanned by the set of
solutions £ ;5 ( ju)g, it is necessary to detem ine the
orthonom ality ofthose solutions. To thispurpose, ket us

consider the ollowing £ 2 ., ( ju)g= fPJP{" ¢,0( ju)g
where P, » are operators de ned as:
Pip= p 1l2pu: A11)

W e can now prove an orthogonalrelation between thetwo
sets, using the com m utation rules and and introducing
0;10 ( ;u) as a weighting function:

Z Z

du d I‘?IO;HO( iua) 0;10( iu) ma(ju) =

Cm;n m;m® n;no: A12)
T he integration lim its are over the entire real axis, both
for and u. The orthonom al set of eigenfunctions is
thus expressed as £fC ', 2 . ( ju)g, to which we refer

asf n;n ( ;u)g. The constant of proportionality Cp, ;n is:

2 m+n

— 1 e
q

Cnm=m!n! 2" & T3y
Letusnow Jook frthe allsolution W ( ;u;t) to Eq. (),
posing i In the ollow ing form :
X
W (;u;b=

m ;n

hym@® nm(j;ue "m%:  @14)

Thehy ;n (£) fluinctions are to be detemm ined, in analogy to
the scattering problm of particles in quantum m echan-—
ics. Let us assum e that the decay temm is introduced
at tine t = 0, and that the imitial distrbution is the

equilbriim solution to the hom ogeneous problem , ie.
the ground state as expressed In Eq. (g) . Inserting Eq.
é_A_lfl) nEq. (:_‘3’.) and using the orthonom ality relations,
it ispossble to nd tim e evolution equations for hy, ;, (t)
and to w rite a recursion form ula for the 11l solution:
Z. 2, Z
W (;u;8) = W (;u;0) at’ da° du®
h 0 1 1

K (;°

swpufie O 0 (%u0)
i

( 5u%)w (%u%) @ 15)

Here, we have kept a generic function of all variables

and the K function is the response kemel of the system :

K (; %uu%y =
X
man (1) nam(%Gud)e mmt: (@ 16)
m ;n
T he product W OC ;u;) = K (; Su;u%b) 0;10 (%uY, is
the distrbution function for the hom ogeneous system ,
under the initial conditions W °( ;u;0) = 9 @

u%. Tts asym ptotic behavior reduces to the Bolzm ann
distrdbution, and apart from t = 0, i is an analytical
function in all its variables. T he explicit representation
ofthe kemelm ay be w ritten by inserting the expressions
Br nm(ju)and o, (70) 0 Eq. B16):

K (;u; W%y = @17)
n I ‘ #
g @ et R, Qo+ et @uo eti ot
ex . e
P 2 (1 é—21 )
nw ‘ ‘ #
q @ et @ @o+ et Quo e it
ex . e
P 2 (1 e21 )

0.0
0;0 ( ;1) o;0( U);

where the exponential term s are intended as operators
acting on the ground state wave functions. A s it is w rit—
ten, the above kemel is still expressed sym bolically. In
order to obtain is explicit form it willsu ce to perform
a Fourder transform ofEq. {A:l:"/:), and then retum to real
space, a straightforw ard but tedious calculation we om it.
T he com plete solution for the kemel is given by [8]:

2

K (;%u5u%= — p— @®18)
2 q TG

exp e 20 n( + 9%+ a+Da u").2
1

+2m (+ 99u O
=P 5 A+ 9+ D<u+uf>2
1

+2m (° Y+ 4J)



In order to keep a lighter notation, we have suppressed
the tim e dependence of the T (t), G (t), 1(t), m (), n ()
functions. They are de ned as:

sn = e ' sn( + tsihh ); @19)
m{)sn = tCOS  sin( tsin ); @ 20)
nhsn = e "%  sin( tsin ): @Z21)

The functions T (t) and G (t) are combinations of the
above:

f(); @22)
f@©): @23)

._]
G
I

1+ 1) n@®
1+n@® 1O

n (©)1)
n (©)1@)

[0}
G
I
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In order to ensure integrability forEq. (13_1_5), som e lim -
tations are posed on the m ofthe ( %u%t%) finction.
For Instance, the seem ingly m ost natural choice, a delta
function centered around , yields a non integrable ex—
pression for W ( ;u;t) at small tin es, when the kemel
is a product of delta functions itself. Instead, the gaus-
sian choice introduced earlier, with its nitke , ensures
Integrability at alltin e regin es.
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