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T w o-levelsystem w ith a therm ally 
uctuating transfer m atrix elem ent: A pplication to

the problem ofD N A charge transfer

M aria R. D’O rsogna and Joseph Rudnick
Physics Departm ent, University of California, Los Angeles, CA 90095-1547

(D ated:April14,2024)

Charge transfer along the base-pair stack in D NA is m odeled in term s of therm ally-assisted

tunnelingbetween adjacentbasepairs.Centralto ourapproach isthenotion thattunnelingbetween


uctuating pairs is rate lim ited by the requirem ent oftheir optim alalignm ent. W e focus on this

aspectofthe processby m odeling two adjacentbase pairsin term sofa classicaldam ped oscillator

subjectto therm al
uctuationsasdescribed by a Fokker-Planck equation.W e�nd thattheprocess

ischaracterized by two tim e scales,a resultthatisin accord with experim ental�ndings.

PACS num bers:87.15.-v,73.50.-h,82.30.Fi

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In spite ofthe factthata decade haspassed since the
�rst de�nitive observation ofcharge transfer along the
DNA base-pairstack [1],the detailed properties ofthis
process have not been de�nitively elucidated. This is
partly due to the inherent com plexity ofthe m olecular
structure of DNA, and to the large num ber of exter-
naland intrinsicfactorsthatexertan in
uenceon DNA
structure and behavior.The currentunsettled situation
also re
ects the absence ofan overallagreem enton the
precise m echanism by which thischarge transporttakes
place. O ne ofthe key issues that awaits fullillum ina-
tion is the role ofdisorder| both static and dynam ic|
on the propagation ofcharge along the base-pairstack.
A related,and quite fundam ental,question is whether
chargetransportisa coherentquantum m echanicalpro-
cess,likeconduction ofelectronicchargeagainsta static,
ordeform able,background,orwhetheritittakesplaceas
fundam entally incoherenttransport,asa variation ofthe
random walk.The answersto these and otherquestions
willhave a signi�cant im pact on both our understand-
ing ofthe biologicalim pactofchargetransportin DNA
and the developm entofapplicationsbased on this phe-
nom enon.

Despite the often contradictory results ofexperim en-
talinvestigations[2,3,4,5,6],a few conclusions seem
inescapable. The �rst is that long-range charge trans-
portalong thebase-pairstack dependsquitestrongly on
the sequenceofthe basepairs[7].In addition,base-pair
m ism atches can have a signi�cant deleterious e�ect on
chargetransport[8,9](see,however[10]).Furtherm ore,
strandsofDNA displayconsiderabledisorder,both static
[11]and dynam ic [12,13,14,15]. Finally,severalsets
ofexperim entson ensem blesofshortDNA strandshave
uncovered an unusualtwo-step charge transfer process
[16,17].Thesestudiesfocuson 
uorescentchargedonors
intercalatedin DNA oligostrands.Asthechargem igrates
towards the acceptor,the 
uorescence is quenched and
the rate ofm igration isdeterm ined by the decaying 
u-
orescence pro�le. The data revealsthatthis decay pro-
cess occurs according to two characteristic tim e-scales

which are separated by m ore than an order ofm agni-
tude[16,17].Any m odelthatpurportsto explain charge
transportm usttakeallthisinto account.
In this paper, we discuss a m odel for short range

chargetransportalong a base pairstack thatundergoes
substantialstructural
uctuations. The process occurs
via therm ally-assisted quantum m echanicaltunneling of
charge carriers from one base pair to the next, under
theassum ption thatthistunneling isproperly character-
ized asoccurring in thepresenceofa dissipativeenviron-
m ent.A keyconjectureisthatchargetransfertakesplace
only when theneighboring pairsarein a stateofoptim al
\alignm ent",and thatthisalignm entisstatistically un-
likely in therm odynam icequilibrium .Aswewillsee,this
conjecture leadsin a naturalway to a m odelexhibiting
the dual-tim e-scale feature described above. Addition-
ally,them odelgeneratespredictionsthatcan bereadily
tested. W e shallrelate the problem at hand to the dy-
nam icsofa sim pletwo levelsystem (TLS),realized by a
donorand an acceptorstate.
In Section II, we brie
y recapitulate what is known

aboutthetunnelingprocessin thepresenceoffriction for
a TLS system . W e also quantify ournotion ofa coordi-
nate � associated with the \alignm ent" ofadjacentbase
pairs and ofthe in
uence ofthe dynam ics ofthis new
coordinate on charge transfer. Section III speci�es the
m odelfordescribing a genericcollection oftwo-levelsys-
tem s(TLS),initially in thedonorstateand characterized
by a 
uctuating alignm ent variable �. The probability
distribution ofdonorstates,W (�;_�;t)obeysa K ram ers
equation with a sink term due to charge transferto the
acceptor. The rate ofcharge transfer willbe expressed
by the
uctuating rate�(�).ThisK ram ersexpression is
recastinto the form ofa Volterra equation with the use
ofa Lie-Algebra approach de�ned on the Hilbert space
ofthe eigenstatesofthe K ram ersequation for�(�)= 0.
W e willdiscuss lim iting cases ofthe solution to obtain
physicalinsight and to revealthe two-tim e-scale decay
ofthe probability distribution due to the sink term .W e
conclude in Section IV with a discussion ofthe possible
application ofourresultsto chargetransferin strandsof
DNA consisting ofseveralbasepairs.
The key resultofourcalculationsliesin the determ i-
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nation ofP (��;t),the probability distribution ofdonor
statesevaluated attheoptim alcon�guration �� and with
the _� variableintegrated out.Indeed,undertheassum p-
tion thatthetunnelingprocessism oste�ectiveat� � ��,
this quantity is directly related to the 
uorescence in-
tensity I(t)ofthe base paircom plexes,asprobed by J.
Barton and A.Zewail[16,17],through the following:

I(t)= I0

�

1� �

Z t

0

P (��;t0)dt0
�

: (1)

The quantity I0 ofthe above relationship is a propor-
tionality constantand � istheintegrated rateoftransfer
to the acceptor. W e shalldeterm ine the double expo-
nentialcharacterofP (��;t),and hence ofI(t),in qual-
itative agreem ent with the experim ental�ndings. The
conjecturesm adeon theexistenceofan optim aland un-
likely con�guration �� willbe crucialin obtaining the
two stage decay process,a result that justi�es the as-
sum ptionsm ade.
The m odel we shall construct is obviously not re-

stricted in application to DNA oligostrands. Using our
results,we m ay conclude thatin an ensem ble ofgeneric
system s the m igration of a particle from donor to ac-
ceptorproceedsstatistically asa two-tim escale process,
provided the transfering processisofrareoccurrence.

II. T H E T U N N ELIN G P R O C ESS

Theprocessofchargetransferfrom a donorsiteto an
acceptorsite | a two-levelsystem | isubiquitousin bio-
chem icaland physicalphenom ena [18]. Itoccurs under
a broad variety ofspatio-tem poralconditions.Chem ical
bond form ation ordestruction,ATP production in pho-
tosynthetic reactions,or the operation ofsem iconduct-
ing devices,allinvolve the transfering ofchargesto and
from speci�c sites,via therm alactivation or quantum -
m echanical tunneling through an energy barrier. Be-
causeofitsintrinsicnature,chargetransferviaquantum -
m echanicaltunneling takesplaceon a length scaleofup
to tens ofangstrom s [19]; larger distances are possible
ifother transport m echanism s are involved. These in-
clude therm alhopping am ong sites,which aretypicalin
disordered system s,the creation ofconduction bandsin
m etals,oroflattice distortionsofpolaronictype in spe-
ci�c system s.
Q uantum -m echanicaltunneling from a donor site to

an acceptor site is quite sim ply represented by a two-
levelsystem (TLS)[20].In thisdescription,thetunneling
particleislim ited tobeingin thedonororin theacceptor
state,while the otherdegreesoffreedom ofthe system ,
nuclearforinstance,describethechargepotentialenergy.
Theenergeticpro�leofthesystem isthuscharacterized

by a m ultidim ensionalsurfaceofwhich theacceptorand
thedonorstatesconstituterelativem inim a,separated by
a barrier.O fthe m any existing degreesoffreedom ,itis
often possible to identify a \reaction coordinate" y such

y*

Ef ε

y

V(y)

E r

2y0

A B

FIG .1: This �gure illustrates the nature of the tunneling

transition. The two parabolic curves shown correspond to

the two versions of the potentialV (y;�z) in Eq. (2), one

corresponding to the \donor" state in which the tunneling

particle is on one site and the otherto the \acceptor" state,

in which the particle is on the other one. The two energies

E f and E b = E f � � referred to in the text are the forward

and backwards barrier energies respectively. The horizontal

axiscorrespondsto the reaction coordinate,y.

that the energy barrier between donor and acceptor is
m inim ized along thisspeci�c direction. The progressof
the reaction is then dom inated by the evolution along
this coordinate and the potentialenergy surface can be
reduced to an e�ectiveone-dim ensionalcurve.
In certain system s the physicalinterpretation ofthe

reaction coordinateisim m ediate:itm ay be the relative
bond length in two diatom icm olecules,orsolventpolar-
ization around the donors and acceptors [21]. It is not
an easy task to give a physicalinterpretation ofthe re-
action coordinatein thecaseofDNA basepairsbecause
ofthe m any possibilities involved -intra-base distance,
m obile counter-ion concentration,solventconcentration,
ora com bination ofalltheabove.A possibility iso�ered
by Ref.[22]whereitissuggested thatthem ostrelevant
quantity is the interaction ofthe charge with the polar
water m olecules ofthe solvent. In this paper we shall
referto thereaction coordinatey in m ostgeneralterm s.
A com m on representationoftunnelingwith dissipation

isthrough thespin-boson form alism [20].Thedonorand
acceptor states are represented by m eans of a pseudo
spin,which points up when the charge is in the donor
state and down otherwise. The Ham iltonian ofthe sys-
tem isgiven by:

H E T = ��x +
P 2
y

2M
+ V (y;�z)+ H bath; (2)

where

V (y;�z)=
1

2
M !

2(y+ y0�z)
2 +

1

2
��z; (3)
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and �x;z arethePaulim atrices.Thechargein thedonor
(up) state corresponds to the potentialV (y;+ ) whose
equilibrium reaction coordinateis� y0,and theconverse
state corresponds to V (y;� ),whose stable m inim um is
at y0. The H bath term represents contributions to the
Ham iltonian ofa dissipativeenvironm entcoupled to the
reaction coordinate. Figure 1 illustrates the m eaning
ofthe potentialV (y;�z)in the e�ective Ham iltonian of
Eq.(2). The curve m arked A correspondsto the poten-
tialterm in the donor state,while the curve m arked B
representsthe potentialfunction in the acceptorstate.
Thism odelhasbeen thoroughly analyzed in the work

by G argetal.[23]based on earlierwork by Leggett[24].
A sim ilar analysis,but within a m ore chem icalfram e-
work,is presented by M arcus et al. [25]. Energy con-
servation requires that charge transfer takes place only
when the reaction coordinate isclose to the degeneracy
point y = y� for which V (y�;+ ) = V (y�;� );once the
degeneracy point is reached,charge transfer is possible
only because ofthe non zero o�-diagonaltunneling m a-
trix elem ents�.
Thetunneling rate� from donorto acceptor,iscalcu-

lated in the above references. Form oderate dissipation
ofthe reaction coordinate,itisgiven by:

� =
�2

~

�
�

E rkB Te�

� 1

2 �

e
�E f =kB Teff + e

�E b=kB Teff

�

(4)

where the reorganization energy E r and the energy bar-
riersE f and E b depend on thedetailsofthepotentialde-
scribed by the reaction coordinate. In the lim itofhigh
tem peratures Te� reduces to the usualtem perature T,
whereas in the opposite lim it the quantity is tem pera-
tureindependent.
The novelty explored in thispaperisthe introduction

and investigation ofthe e�ect ofa second reaction co-
ordinate, �, governing the charge transfer process and
coupled notto theenergy,butto theo�-diagonaltunnel-
ing elem ent�,hitherto been treated asa constant,and
which wenow write�(�).
Thisnew coordinatere
ectstheconjecturethatin the

caseofDNA thetunnelingm atrixelem entishighlysensi-
tiveto thedonor-acceptorrelativecon�guration.Charge
transport along DNA in fact occurs along the stacked
base pairs by m eans ofoverlapping � orbitals,and at
room tem perature, these base pairs strongly 
uctuate
with respecttoeach otherthrough variationsofthetwist,
tiltand rollparam eters[26]. The existence ofbase pair

uctuationsforDNA in solution isvery wellestablished,
and iscorroborated by experim ental[12]and m olecular
dynam ics studies [13,14,15]. For such a highly asym -
m etric system such asDNA,
uctuationsin the relative
orientation ofdonorsand acceptorsa�ectthem agnitude
ofthe orbitaloverlap between pairs,and the new collec-
tive coordinate � em bodies the e�ects ofthese 
uctua-
tions.

W ewillalso assum ethatthe� variableisslowly vary-
ing com pared to them otion ofthereaction coordinatey,
so asto de�nethelowestenergy scaleofthesystem .W e
m ay then separatethem otion ofthetworeaction coordi-
natesin aBorn-O ppenheim erspirit.Chargetransferwill
beassum ed to beinstantaneousoncetheoptim al� = ��

valueisreached,and a purely classicalfram ework willbe
utilized forthe�-dynam ics.Thenew reaction coordinate
� need notnecessarily be pictured asa geom etricalone,
although thisisthefram ework wewillbeutilizing in this
paper.Justasin thecaseofthey reaction coordinate,�
m aybeassociatedtotheparticularchem icalenvironm ent
ofthe m olecule orto any otherquantity in
uencing the
strength ofthe tunneling elem ent � between the donor
and the acceptorsites.

TheHam iltonian describingthesystem thus,isam od-
i�ed version ofthespin-boson Ham iltonian introduced in
Eq.(2)with a�(�)�x o�-diagonalterm ,asalsodescribed
in earlierwork [27]. In orderforcharge transferto take
place,we willassum e that the reaction coordinate cou-
pled to theenergy m ustbecloseto thedegeneracy point
y = y�,and,also,thatthe � coordinate m ustbe in the
neighborhood ofan optim alvalue ��,which m axim izes
the tunneling am plitude. The physicalpicture to asso-
ciatetothisrequirem entisthattherelative\alignm ent",
�,doesnotfavorcharge transferunlessan optim alcon-
�guration is reached: �(�) ’ 0 unless � ’ ��. This
conjecture willprove to be crucialin yielding the two
tim e-scalechargetransferofreferences[16,17].

In analogy to the experim entalwork cited above,we
considera collection ofsuch two-levelsystem s,with the
charge initially located on the donor site. Each one
ofthese system s is associated to a particular �(�) and
through Eq.(4)to a particular�(�)rate.O urobjective
isto determ inethem echanism sofchargetransfertaking
into accountthe � tim e evolution and the �(�)ratesac-
cordingly distributed. W e shallassum e the � dynam ics
to begoverned by sm all,Langevin typerandom 
uctua-
tions. Att= 0,when the externalcharge isinjected on
the donor site,the distribution of� values is the usual
Boltzm ann distribution.Iftheoccurrenceoftheoptim al
�� con�guration isrelatively unlikely,we willindeed be
ableto show thatthetransferprocessischaracterized by
atwotim escalem igrationoftheinitialdonorpopulation.

The em ergence oftwo tim e scalesin the transferpro-
cess can be physically explained as follows. The exis-
tenceofan initialnon-zeropopulation ofTLS presenting
theoptim alvalue��,ensuresthatrapid tunneling to the
acceptor. The � distribution is thus depleted ofpopu-
lation atthe specialvalue and othertransitionsare for-
bidden to take place. The otherTLS willtunnelto the
acceptoronly afterthesystem hasre-equilibrated and re-
populated the optim alcon�guration,a processwhich is
slow,becauseoftheassum ption thattheoptim alcon�g-
uration isa relatively unlikely one.Hence,the existence
ofafast,initialdecay followed by a slowerdecay process.
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III. T H E T LS A N D � FLU C T U A T IO N S

A . T he m odel

Considera collection ofTLS which atthe initialtim e
t= 0 are allin the up-donorcon�guration,and charac-
terized by the angular param eter �. Let us denote by
W (�;_�;t)theTLS population rem aining in theup-donor
stateattim e tand forwhich the collectiveangularvari-
ableand itsvelocity arespeci�ed.
The physicalrequirem entthat � be random ly,classi-

cally,
uctuating in tim e, translates into the fact that
W (�;_�;t)m ustevolveaccordingto a Fokker-Plancktype
equation as dictated by standard Langevin theory. To
thisprobability evolution equation wem ustadd an addi-
tionaldepleting term ,thatwhich representstunneling to
thedonorsiteasgiven by the�(�)term discussed above.
Di�erentscenariosarepossibleforthe� dependenceof

� and hence of�. Asdiscussed in the above section we
shallfocuson theparticularsituation in which tunneling
ispossibleonly fora very speci�csubsetofenergetically
unfavorable � values. In this picture, tunneling is al-
lowed onlyifdonorsand acceptorsreach an optim al| but
unlikely| orientation one with respectto the other. By
including thetunneling term in thetim eevolution equa-
tion for W (�;_�;t) we obtain a m odi�ed Fokker-Planck
equation thatm ay beused to approach any physicalsys-
tem in which the presenceofa depleting term com petes
with the usualLangevin 
uctuations.The m ostnatural
choice for the � m otion,the one we shalldiscuss in the
rem ainder ofthis paper,is that ofa dam ped harm onic
oscillator. W e shallsee that starting from an initially
equilibrated system in which the� distribution isthethe
Boltzm ann one,the insertion ofthe tunneling term will
resultin the em ergence ofthe two tim e scalesdiscussed
above.W ewillreferto thetim ederivativeofthe� coor-
dinateasu.Therotationalm om entofinertia associated
to � isdenoted by I and itsrotationalfrequency by 
.
The goalofthe nextsubsectionswillbe to determ ine

W (��;u;t),and in particularitsintegration with respect
to the u variable. As described in the introduction in
fact, it is this quantity that is directly related to the
experim entswewish to m odelby m eansofEq.(1).

B . K ram ers equation w ith a sink term

The generic dam ped harm onic oscillatorsubjectto ran-
dom noiserespondsto thefollowingLangevin-typeequa-
tions:

_� = u; _u = � 
u � 
2� + �(t); (5)

where the stochastic force �(t)isassum ed to be a zero-
m ean gaussian and whosecorrelation function isdictated
by the 
uctuation-dissipation theorem forclassicalvari-

ables:

h�(t)�(t0)i=
2
kB T

I
�(t� t

0)= 2q�(t� t
0): (6)

Thecorresponding Fokker-Planck equation m ay bewrit-
ten by identifying [29] the proper coef�cients in the
K ram ers-M oyalexpansion from Eq.(5)and isgenerally
referred to asthe K ram ersequation.Thisequation gov-
ernsthe tim eevolution ofthedistribution,W (�;u;t),of
an ensem bleofsystem sobeying theequationsofm otion
(5).Ittakesthe form :

@W

@t
= � u

@W

@�
+

@

@u
[(
u + 
2�)W ]+ q

@2W

@u2
: (7)

Theaboveequation isthoroughly analyzed in [30],where
assum ing an initialprobability distribution W (�;u;0)=
�(� � �0)�(u � u0),the probability W (�;u;t),as wellas
other relevant statistical quantities, are obtained. At
equilibrium K ram ersequation issolved by thetim einde-
pendent Boltzm ann distribution,W (�;u;t)=  0;0(�;u)
with:

 0;0(�;u)=




2�q
exp

�

�



2q

�
u
2 + 
2

�
2
�
�

: (8)

Underthe assum ptionsdiscussed earlier,theprobability
distribution function W (�;u;t)foraparticlelocalized on
thedonorsiteand describingan e�ectiveangle� with its
neighbor,willbe described by the tim e evolution equa-
tion for a collection ofdam ped oscillators subject to a
decay term �, representing tunneling to the acceptor.
Thelatterterm isappreciableonly fora speci�cvalueof
the � coordinate��:

dW

dt
= H W � �(�;u;t)W : (9)

The H term isthe di�erentialoperatorthatstem sfrom
the right hand side ofEq. (7). W e shallassum e the
decay term tobeintroduced attim et= 0,priortowhich
the system had attained itsequilibration state.In other
words,wechoosetheinitialdistribution W (�;u;0)to be
Boltzm ann-like,asexpressed in Eq. (8). Forsim plicity,
wechoose�(�)to beindependentofu and oftand to be
a gaussian centered on �� and with width �:

�(�)=
�

p
2��

exp

�

�
(� � ��)2

2�

�

: (10)

Thecoe�cient� containsthephysicalparam etersoftem -
perature and energy as expressed in Eq. (4). W e also
im pose the constraint that at t = 0 the optim alvalue
�� carriesa sm allBoltzm ann weight. Thisisequivalent
to the physicalassum ption that the occurrence ofpar-
ticle tunneling is a rather unlikely event,and that the
system tends to relax to � values that are far from the
tunneling point. W e also im pose the width ofthe decay
gaussian

p
�,to be sm allcom pared to ��,so that �(�)

ishighly peaked around the optim alcon�guration value
��:

p
� �

p
q=

2 � ��.
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In the following subsections we willsolve Eq. (9)for
the early and long tim e regim es. The generalsolution
for arbitrary tim es is contained in the appendix. The
couplingofthesystem to theorientationaldegreeoffree-
dom alongthelinesdiscussed above,m anifestsitselfvery
clearly in theunusualtim edependenceoftheprobability
distribution.Twodi�erentdecay ratesin factarise,with
a rapid initialdecay ofthe donor population W (�;u;t)
followed by a slowertransferprocess.The ratio ofthese
two tim e scales,and the m ain result ofthis analysis is
succinctly expressed by Eq.(27)in term sofallthephys-
icalparam etersofthissystem .

C . Short tim e regim e

In order to determ ine the asym ptotic behavior of
W (�;u;t)in the early tim e regim e,we considerEq. (9)
with thegaussian choiceof�(�)and weperform a m ulti-
ple tim e scaleanalysis[31].Thisiscarried outby intro-
ducing a new ad-hoc variable � = �(�)t,into the proba-
bility distribution,and by seeking solutionsin the form
W (�;u;t)= W 0(�;u;t;�)+ �(�)W1(�;u;t;�)+ :::.The
Fokker-Planck equation is thus expanded in powers of
�(�)and,forthe zeroth and �rstorderterm s,ityields:

@W 0

@t
� H W0 = 0; (11)

@W 1

@t
� H W1 = �

�
@W 0

@�
+ W 0

�

+ u��1
@�

@�
W 1:(12)

Note thatthe partialderivative with respectto tin the
aboveequationstreats� asan independentvariable.The
solution to the�rstequation isexpanded in term softhe
com pletesetoffunctions	 m ;n(�;u;t)thatsolveEq.(11)
-obtained in Eq. (A1)and Eq. (A9)ofthe appendix -
with coe�cientsA m ;n thatdepend on �,i.e:

W 0(�;u;t)=
X

m ;n

A m ;n(�) m ;n(�;u)e
�� m ;n t: (13)

Substituting this solution for W 0 into Eq. (12),the in-
hom ogeneousterm in squarebracketsbecom es:

�
X

m ;n

[
@A m ;n

@�
+ A m ;n] m ;n(�;u)e

�� m ;n t: (14)

Ifthisweretheonly term presenton therighthand side
ofEq. (12),then W 1(�;u;t;�) would contain a secular
term in itssolution ofthe type:

W 1(�;u;t)� (15)

� t
X

m ;n

[
@A m ;n

@�
+ A m ;n] m ;n(�;u)e

�� m ;n t:

Such a solution willeventually exceed the \leading or-
der" one. W e determ ine the coe�cients A m ;n by re-
quiring thatthere be no secularterm in the solution to
the equation. It is precisely this constraint that con-
stitutes the underlying idea of m ultiple scale analysis.
The above condition translates into requiring that the
non-hom ogeneousterm within parenthesisin Eq.(12)or
equivalently in Eq.(15)vanish:

@A m ;n(�)

@�
= � Am ;n(�): (16)

W e now solve for A m ;n. Im posing the initialcondition
W (�;u;0)=  0;0(�;u)and reinserting � = �(�)tthe so-
lution reads:

W 0(�;u;t)=  0;0(�;u) exp [� �(�)t]: (17)

The above is a zero-th order approxim ation to the full
problem presented in (12) to the extent that the e�ect
ofH acting on t�(�) can be neglected with respect to
�(�)itself. In otherwords,Eq. (17)isan approxim ate
solution aslong as:

t�
�(�)

ju��(�)j
=

�

ju(� � ��)j
: (18)

Thisequationisvalidonlyundertheconditionsexpressed
in (18)and up to t’ ��1 (�).Forthistim elim itation to
bem eaningful,itisnecessary thatthewidth ofthedecay
term

p
� be �nite. In the lim itthatthe width vanishes

the above analysis fails,since the expansion param eter
diverges. At tim e t � 0 we cannot approxim ate �(�)
by a strict delta function. Note that for � � ��, the
tunneling point, and for �nite u the condition arising
from the m ultiple scale analysis (t ’

p
2��=�) is the

m ost stringent one,and the probability distribution is
approxim ated by:

W (��;u;t)=  0;0(�
�
;u) exp [�

�t
p
2��

]: (19)

W e now perform an integration over the u variable
on both sides of Eq. (17) and obtain an approxim a-
tion for the distribution probability function P (�;t) =R
1

�1
W (�;u;t)du:

P (�;t)’  0(�) exp [� �(�)t]: (20)

where  0(�)isthe Boltzm ann distribution associated to
the � variable  0(�) =

R
1

�1
 0;0(�;u) du. For sm all

tim es,P (�;t) retainsits initialgaussian shape,with its
am plitude decreasing exponentially.
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D . Long tim e regim e

In thissubsection we determ ine the long tim e asym p-
totic behaviorofW (�;u;t),utilizing som e ofthe results
obtained in theappendix forarbitrary tim es.In particu-
lar,weadaptthekernelexpansion ofEq.(A15)and Eq.
(A16)to thelongtim eregim e.Di�erentiating Eq.(A15)
with respect to tand with the gaussian choice for �(�)
weobtain:

@W

@t
= �

Z Z

d�
0
du

0
 
�1
0;0(�

0
;u

0)�(�0)
h

K (�;�0;u;u0;0)W (�0;u0;t)+
Z t

0

dt
0
@K

@t0
(�;�0;u;u0;t0)W (�0;u0;t� t

0)

�

; (21)

wheretheintegralsin �0and in u rangefrom � 1 to+ 1 .
Thetim e-derivativeofthekernelin thelastintegralcan
be obtained with the use ofthe expression obtained in
Eq.(A16)butwith thesum m ation restricted tonon-zero
valuesofthe integersm and n.The contribution to the
kernelofthe term associated with m = n = 0 is tim e-
independent,and it has the form  0;0(�;u)  0;0(�0;u0).
W e then replace@t0K with @t0K 0 where K 0 isde�ned as
the kernelwithoutthe �rst(m ;n = 0)sum m and.
Thefunction K 0 and itstim e derivativecontain expo-

nentially vanishing term sin t.Thetim eintegrand in Eq.
(21)willthereforebeappreciableonlyfort0� 
�1c where

c isacuto�frequencyoftheorderofj�1;0j= 
.Fort�

�1
c we can approxim ate W (�0;u0;t� t0) ’ W (�0;u0;t)

and restrictthetim eintervalfrom theorigin to 
�1
c .In-

tegrating by parts,and using the above approxim ation
forW (�0;u0;t),the tim e integralyields:

@W

@t
= �

Z Z

d�
0
du

0
 
�1
0;0 (�

0
;u

0)�(�0) (22)
n

W (�0;u0;t)
h

K (�;�0;u;u0;0)+

K
0(�;�0u;u0;
�1

c )� K
0(�;�0;u;u0;0)

io

:

This equality is sim pli�ed by K 0(�;�0u;u0;
�1
c ) being

negligible. W e can now rewrite the right hand side of
Eq.(22)as:

@W

@t
= �

Z Z

d�
0
du

0

h

 
�1
0;0(�

0
;u

0)�(�0) (23)

 0;0(�;u) 0;0(�
0
;u

0)W (�0;u0;t)
i

:

Sincewearedealing with non-zero tim es,the �0 integra-
tion can be perform ed under the assum ption that�(�0)
ishighly peaked around �� and �(�)’ � �(� � ��):

@W

@t
= � �  0;0(�;u)

Z
1

�1

du
0
W (��;u0;t): (24)

A lastintegration in the u variable,perform ed on both
sidesofthe equation,yieldsthe probability distribution

function forthe � variable:

@P (�;t)

@t
= � �  0(�)P (�

�
;t): (25)

For� = �� the above relationship yieldsa decay rate of
� �  0(��),and for arbitrary � values we obtain the its
behaviorin the latetim e regim e:

P (�;t)= P0  0(�) exp[� �  0(�
�)t]: (26)

E. T he tw o tim e scales

Asanticipated,twodi�erentscenariosforP (��;t)em erge
from theanalysiscarried outin theprevioussubsections.
From Eq.(20),atearly tim es,thedecay to theacceptor
stateisrapid,occurring ata rater1 = �=

p
2��,whereas

atlattertim esthe rate isasgiven above:r2 = � 0(��).
Theratio between the two is

r1

r2
=

r
kB T

�I
2
exp

�
I
2

2kB T
(��)2

�

� 1; (27)

as follows from the assum ptions m ade on the gaussian
�(�).The initialdecay ism uch fasterthan thatatlater
tim es.

F. N um ericalresults

Based on the general solution of Eq. (A15), we
presenta num ericalanalysisofthe distribution function
W (�;u;t)for di�erent choicesofits argum ents. In this
equation theprobability distribution W (�;u;t)iscastin
a Volterra-type form ulation,for which solutions can be
constructed iteratively in tim e.Theprobability distribu-
tion W (�;u;t)asexpressed in Eq.(A15)in fact,depends
onlyon itsprevioushistoryand on theknown propagator
function.
For a num erical approach, it is necessary to dis-

cretizethe�;u;tvariablesand keep track ofthevalueof
W (�;u;t) for every position and velocity at every tem -
poraliteration. W hile feasible,this approach is rather
cum bersom e,sinceforevery tim estep tk = k�twem ust
create a new O (N 2)m atrix W (�i;uj;tk); 1 � i;j � N ,
where N isthe num berofspacingsforthe position and
velocity m eshes.O n theotherhand,theevaluation atof
W (��;uj;tk)where�� representsthe�i intervalcentered
on theoptim alvalue�� isgreatly sim pli�ed ifthecorre-
spondingm esh ischosen sothat�(�)m ay bereplaced for
allpurposesby a delta function atnon-zero tim es. The
recursive equations now involve only the O (N ) elem ent
vectorW (��;uj;tk);1 � j� N .
Att= 0,when the propagatoritselfisa pointsource,

the gaussian shape for �(�) m ustbe retained for�nite-
ness,buttheiteration atatim ethatisfarfrom zerodoes
not involve values ofthe position that are signi�cantly
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di�erentfrom ��.The u m esh ischosen with �u = 0:05
and the tim e intervalspacing is�t= 0:01.
In orderto insureconsistency with theconstraint

p
� �

p
q=

2 � �� we choosethe following param eters:� =

10�4 , 

2 = 2q,�� = 1:5. The � param eter for the
underdam ped case is chosen as � = 0:02,whereas � is
�xed at � = 0:4. The resulting probability distribution
W (��;u;t) is plotted in Figure 2 as a function ofu for
varioustim e intervals.
Two featuresoftheevolving distribution arenotewor-

thy.The�rstisthedepression around u = 0.Thesecond
isa clearasym m etry in thevelocity distribution,in that
the distribution fornegative valuesofthe velocity,u,is
lowerthan forpositiveu values.The reason forthe �rst
feature is the fact that when the velocity is low,a pair
willrem ain in a nearly optim alcon�guration longer,and
hence a tunneling event,leading to depletion ofthe dis-
tribution,ism orelikely.Theasym m etry can beascribed
to the fact that the optim alorientation is at positive
valuesofthe param eter�. The tim e evolution equation
encapsulatestwo m echanism s,one pushing the distribu-
tion towards its Boltzm ann lim it, the other being the
tunneling processthatleadsto depletion ofthedistribu-
tion atvaluesof� closeto��.In lightofthetrajectoryof
the underdam ped oscillation,a m em berofthe ensem ble
with negativevelocity,u,islikely to be within a halfan
oscillation period ofhaving passed with a sm allvelocity
through ��,which ispositive,whilea representativewith
positiveu ism orelikely to havespentm orethen halfan
oscillation period away from the optim altunneling con-
�guration.Thislatter,positiveu con�guration willhave
had m ore tim e to experience the \restorative" e�ectsof
them echanism thatactsto generatetheBoltzm ann dis-
tribution.
It is also possible to perform a u-variable integration

and obtain thetim edependenceofP (��;t).Theparam -
etersare chosen asabove,and the two tim e scale decay
ofP (��;t)can beclearly seen to occurwith ratesr1 and
r2 asdescribed in Eq.(27).Also notethatboth atlarge
and short tim es P (��;t) is proportionalto W (��;0;t).
The aboveresults,and the expressionsforr1 and r2 are
not a�ected by changes in the dam ping variable �. As
anticipated,Figure 3 clearly showsthe double exponen-
tialdecayofP (��;t),in agreem entwith theexperim ental
resultsof[16,17].

IV . D ISC U SSIO N

Them odelwehavepresented isexpected to be ofsig-
ni�cant relevance to charge transfer in DNA.Therm al

uctuationsstronglya�ectthestructureofm olecule,and
an accuratedescription requiresthism otion to be taken
into account.
Notonly hastheexistenceof
uctuationsbeen experi-

m entally docum ented [12],butithasalsobeen suggested
[15]thatthem otion thatm osta�ectstheelectroniccou-
pling between base pairs -what we have referred to as

−4.0 −2.0 0.0 2.0 4.0

u (arb. units)

0

0.02

0.04

W
(θ

*,
u
,t
)

FIG .2: The probability distribution atthe optim alcon�gu-

ration W (�
�
;u;t)forvarioustim e intervals.The top curveis

evaluated att= 0 and is the initialBoltzm ann distribution,

evaluated at the unlikely con�guration �
�. The rem aining

curvesare itstim e evolution,up to t= 5 ofthe lowercurve.

200 400 6000

time (arb. units)

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

P
(θ

* ,t
)

r
1

r
2

0 5

time (arb.units)

0.5

1.0

P
(θ

∗ ,t
)

r
1

FIG .3:P (�
�
;t)fortheparam eterschosen in thetext(dotted

curves). The inset pertains to early tim es. The solid curves

are drawn for com parison and are exponentialdecays e�rt,

with a rater1 = �=
p

2�� fortheshorttim esoftheinset,and

r2 = � 0(�
�
)forthe long tim e regim e.Note the two distinct

tim e scales.

�(�) -is their sliding one with respect to the other. It
m ust be pointed out that both these studies focus on
DNA in solution,noton dry strandsofDNA.
O n the otherhand,charge transportwith m ore than

one rate has been reported in the literature [16]. For
an oligom er with the ethedium m olecule acting as the
donor,charge transferisfound to occuralong the sam e
patternsasdescribed by ourm odel,with two tim escales
of5 and 75 picoseconds.Two-tim e-scaledecaysarealso
observed in a seriesofm easurem ents[17]perform ed on
shorterstrandsofdonorand acceptorcom plexes(Ap-G ).
In theseexperim entstheAp donorcan betreated,forall
practicalpurposes,as an intrinsic purine base,and the
am biguity related to the choice ofan extraneous donor
(the ethedium ofthe previousreference)isrem oved.
In both these experim ents,an increase in the length

results in a com petition between the fast and slow ex-
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ponentialdecaysin favorofthe slowertim e com ponent.
Increasing thelength ofthesystem dim inishesthepossi-
bility thatm ultiple basepairssim ultaneously arrangein
the con�guration that facilitates rapid charge transfer.
W hen the process ofoptim alalignm ent does occur (a
relatively likely eventonly fora few basepairs),thetun-
neling m ightnoteven require localization ofthe charge
on each basepair,and super-exchangecan takeplace.
Forlong strandsofDNA,thus,we expectthe two in-

trinisic ratesassociated to a single chargetransferto be
averaged outin favoroftheslowercom ponent.Tracesof
this unusualtwo tim e scale m igration m echanism how-
ever,m ay be found in the fact that DNA conductivity
is enhanced upon increasing the tem perature [32],pre-
sum ably allowing for greater base pair m otion. Charge
transferis also hindered by disruptions to the stacking,
which alterthe base pair’sability to �nd optim altrans-
fer con�gurations,such as the insertion ofbulges along
the helix or ofstrong m ism atches within the base pair
stacking [33,34]which are poorly com patible with the
intrinsic conform ation ofthe arom atic pairs. Lastly,it
is noted that charge transfer e�ectiveness seem s to be
inversely proportionalto the m easured hypochrom icity
[35],aquantitythatdeterm inestheorderingofbasepairs
along a certain direction and de�ned asthe reduction of
absorption intensity due to interactions between neigh-
boringelectricdipoles.From thisdataitisapparentthat
the higherthe disorderofthe system ,the m ore e�cient
chargetransferis.Itwould beinteresting to seehow dif-
ferent solventenvironm entsa�ect conduction along the
m olecule in relation to their e�ect on structural
uctu-
ations.M oretem perature-dependentexperim entalm ea-
suresaredesirableaswell.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehavepresented am odelforaspin boson TLS whose
tunneling m atrix elem entdependson thestructuralcon-
form ation ofthe donorwith respectto the acceptor. In
thelim itthattherelativegeom etrybetween thetwo
uc-
tuates in tim e de�ning the lowest energy scale,we are
led to a classicalproblem ,thatofa collection ofdam ped
harm onic oscillators obeying a m odi�ed Fokker-Planck
equation. If charge transfer proceeds only for speci�c
orientationsofthe donorwith respectto the acceptors,
theresultingrateforchargetransferisdivided intoafast
com ponentatshorttim es and a subsequentslowerone.
Theseresultsagreewith theexperim ental�ndingsoftwo-
tim e-scalechargetransferin thedonorintercalated DNA
com plexesofJ.Barton and coworkers[16,17].Itm ustbe
noted thatan im plicitassum ption ofthiswork isthatfor
long rangeDNA conduction m ediated by therm al
uctu-
ationsoncethechargehasundergonea transferbetween
base pairs it does not return to the pair at which it is
originally localized.However,itisreasonableto assum e
that the transfer process willcontinue after this event
hasoccurred and thatsubsequenteventswill,with som e

probability,deposit the charge at its point oforigin at
a latertim e. W e have perform ed calculationson a two-
tim e-scale hopping m odelbased on the resultsobtained
here [36]. In these calculations, the single set of two
base pairs is replaced by a linear array. W e have de-
term ined the probability thatthe chargecarrierisatits
point oforigin as a function oftim e,t,after its having
been placed there.W e�nd thatthisprobability exhibits
two-tim e-scalebehavior,with an initial,brief,rapid,ex-
ponentialdecay followed by a m uch slower,power-law,
decay atlatertim estim es.Thelong-tim easym ptoticsof
thisprocessarethoseofa random walk.
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A P P EN D IX A :G EN ER A L SO LU T IO N O F T H E

K R A M ER S EQ U A T IO N

W e shalladopt a Lie-Algebra approach [37]to identify
a com plete set oforthonorm alfunctions that solve the
hom ogeneousproblem in thegeneralcaseofEq.(7),and
through them thegeneralsolution forthedecay equation
(9)willbe found.
Letus look forsolutionsofthe following type,where

m and n representnon negativeintegers:

	 m ;n(�;u;t)=  m ;n(�;u)e
�� m ;n t: (A1)

Upon insertion oftheaboveexpression in Eq.(7)a tim e
independentSchr�odinger-likeequation can be written:

� (�m ;n + 
) m ;n = H
0
 m ;n; (A2)

where:

H
0(�;u)= qp

2
u + 
upu + 
2

�pu � up�; (A3)

and the subscriptsrepresentderivatives,pu = @=@u. As
expected,the tim e independent Boltzm ann distribution
satis�esthehom ogeneousequation,ascan beveri�ed by
directsubstitution with �0;0 = 0. The physicalrequire-
m entthatsolutionsm ustbewellbehaved ast! 1 ,i.e.
thatthe �m ;n’sbe non negative,suggestthatthisisthe
ground state:

	 ground(�;u;t)=  0;0(�;u): (A4)

Theothersolutionsarefound by constructing theladder
operators. Forthe underdam ped case,we introduce the
� variable such that cos� = 
=(2!) and im pose that
[H 0;O ]= lO with land O respectively com plex variable
and operatorto bedeterm ined.In practice,theoperator
O correspondsto eithera raising ora lowering operator.
Twosetsofsolutionsexistforthefollowing‘quanta’ l1;2:

l1 = 
e�i�
; l2 = 
ei�

; (A5)
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for which the associated raising and lowering operators
R 1;2 and L1;2 are:

R 1;2 = � p� + l1;2 pu; (A6)

L1;2 = 
2
� +

q



p� + l1;2

�
q



pu + u

�

: (A7)

The com m utation rules for the above operators can be
easily derived as:

[R i;R j]= 0;[Li;Lj]= 0;[R 1;L2]= 0;

[R 1;L1]= 
2(e�2i� � 1); (A8)

[R 2;L2]= 
2(e+ 2i� � 1):

The raising operatorsapplied to the ground state yield
thesetofsolutions m ;n forEq.(A2)with theassociated
eigenvalues�m ;n asfollows:

 m ;n(�;u)= R
n
2 R

m
1  0;0(�;u); (A9)

�m ;n = m 
e�i� + n
ei�
: (A10)

Itis worth noting thatthe Ham iltonian H 0 can also be
reform ulated as H 0 = (2
isin�)�1 [(L2R 2)� (L1R 1)].
In orderto constructsolutionsto the non-hom ogeneous
problem within the Hilbertspace spanned by the setof
solutions f m ;n(�;u)g,it is necessary to determ ine the
orthonorm alityofthosesolutions.Tothispurpose,letus
considerthe following f�0m ;n(�;u)g = fPn2 P

m
1  0;0(�;u)g

whereP1;2 areoperatorsde�ned as:

P1;2 = � p� � l1;2 pu: (A11)

W ecan now proveanorthogonalrelationbetween thetwo
sets,using the com m utation rules and and introducing
 
�1
0;0(�;u)asa weighting function:

Z Z

du d� �
0

m 0;n0(�;u) �10;0(�;u) m ;n(�;u) =

Cm ;n �m ;m 0 �n;n0: (A12)

The integration lim itsareoverthe entire realaxis,both
for � and u. The orthonorm alset ofeigenfunctions is
thus expressed as fC �1

m ;n �0m ;n(�;u)g,to which we refer
asf�m ;n(�;u)g.TheconstantofproportionalityCm ;n is:

Cm ;n = m !n!

�


2

q

� m + n
�
1� e

�2i�
�m �

1� e
2i�

�n
:(A13)

Letusnow look forthefullsolution W (�;u;t)toEq.(9),
posing itin the following form :

W (�;u;t)=
X

m ;n

hm ;n(t) m ;n(�;u)e
�� m ;n t: (A14)

Thehm ;n(t)functionsaretobedeterm ined,in analogyto
the scattering problem ofparticlesin quantum m echan-
ics. Let us assum e that the decay term is introduced
at tim e t = 0,and that the initialdistribution is the

equilibrium solution to the hom ogeneous problem , i.e.
the ground state asexpressed in Eq. (8). Inserting Eq.
(A14)in Eq.(9)and using theorthonorm ality relations,
itispossibleto �nd tim eevolution equationsforhm ;n(t)
and to writea recursion form ula forthe fullsolution:

W (�;u;t) = W (�;u;0)�

Z t

0

dt
0

Z
1

�1

d�
0

Z
1

�1

du
0

h

K (�;�0;u;u0;t� t
0) �1

0;0(�
0
;u

0)

�(�0;u0;t0)W (�0;u0;t0)
i

: (A15)

Here,we have kept� a generic function ofallvariables
and theK function istheresponsekernelofthesystem :

K (�;�0;u;u0;t) =
X

m ;n

 m ;n(�;u)�m ;n(�
0
;u

0)e�� m ;n t: (A16)

The productW 0(�;u;t)= K (�;�0;u;u0;t) �1
0;0(�

0;u0),is
the distribution function for the hom ogeneous system ,
underthe initialconditionsW 0(�;u;0)= �(� � �0)�(u �
u0). Its asym ptotic behavior reduces to the Boltzm ann
distribution,and apart from t = 0,it is an analytical
function in allits variables. The explicitrepresentation
ofthekernelm ay bewritten by inserting theexpressions
for m ;n(�;u)and �m ;n(�;u)in Eq.(A16):

K (�;u;�0u0;t)= (A17)

exp

"
q
�
@� � 
e+ i�@u

��
@�0 + 
e+ i�@u0

�



2 (1� e+ 2i�)
e
�
e

+ i�
t

#

exp

"
q
�
@� � 
e�i� @u

��
@�0 + 
e�i� @u0

�



2 (1� e�2i� )
e
�
e

� i�
t

#

 0;0(�;u) 0;0(�
0
u
0);

where the exponentialterm s are intended as operators
acting on the ground statewavefunctions.Asitiswrit-
ten,the above kernelis stillexpressed sym bolically. In
orderto obtain itsexplicitform itwillsu�ceto perform
aFouriertransform ofEq.(A17),and then return toreal
space,a straightforward buttediouscalculation weom it.
Thecom plete solution forthe kernelisgiven by [38]:

K (�;�0;u;u0;t)=

�




2�q

� 2 1
p
TG

(A18)

exp

�

�



4qT

�


2(1� n)(� + �
0)2 + (1+ l)(u � u

0)2

+ 2m 
(� + �
0)(u � u

0)
�i

exp

�

�



4qG

�


2(1+ n)(� � �
0)2 + (1� l)(u + u

0)2

+ 2m 
(�0
� �)(u + u

0)
�i

:
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In orderto keep a lighternotation,we have suppressed
the tim e dependence ofthe T(t),G (t),l(t),m (t),n(t)
functions.They arede�ned as:

l(t)sin� = e
�
tcos� sin(� + 
tsin�); (A19)

m (t)sin� = e
�
tcos� sin(
tsin�); (A20)

n(t)sin� = e
�
tcos� sin(� � 
tsin�): (A21)

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

T(t) = 1+ l(t)� n(t)� n(t)l(t)� m
2(t); (A22)

G (t) = 1+ n(t)� l(t)� n(t)l(t)� m
2(t): (A23)

In orderto ensureintegrability forEq.(A15),som elim i-
tationsareposed on theform ofthe�(�0;u0;t0)function.
Forinstance,the seem ingly m ostnaturalchoice,a delta
function centered around ��,yieldsa non integrable ex-
pression for W (�;u;t) at sm alltim es,when the kernel
isa productofdelta functionsitself. Instead,the gaus-
sian choice introduced earlier,with its �nite �,ensures
integrability atalltim e regim es.

[1]C.J.M urphy,etal.,Science 262,1025 (1993).

[2]H. W . Fink and C. Schonenberg, Nature, 398, 6726

(1999).

[3]D .Porath etal.,Nature,403,6770 (2000).

[4]A.J.Storm etal.,Appl.Phys.Lett.,79,3881 (2001).

[5]P.J.de Pablo etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett. 23,4992 (2000).

[6]B.G iese etal.Nature 412,318 (2001).

[7]M .E.N �u~nez,etal.,Chem istry and Biology 6,85 (1999).

[8]S.O .K elley,etal.,Nucl.Ac.Res. 27,4830 (1999).

[9]B.A.Jackson,etal.,Biochem . 38,4655 (1999).

[10]E.Boone and G .B.Schuster,Nucl.Ac.Res. 30,830

(2002).

[11]C.R.Calladine and H.R.D rew, Understanding DNA :

them olecule& how itworks(Academ icPress,San D iego,

Calif.,1997).

[12]E.Brauns,et.al.,J.Am .Chem .Soc. 121,11644 (1999).

[13]S.Swam inathan,G .Ravishankar,and D .Beveridge,J.

Am .Chem .Soc. 113 5027 (1991).

[14]For a review: T.E.Cheatham III and P.A.K ollm an,

Annu.Rev.Phys.Chem 51,435 (2000).

[15]A.Troisiand G .O rlandi,J.Phys.Chem .B 106,2093

(2002).

[16]C.W an,T.Fiebig,S.O .K elley,C.Treadway,J.Barton,

and A.H.Zewail,Proc.Natl.Acad.Sci.USA 96,6014

(1999).

[17]C.W an,T.Fiebig,O .Schiem ann,J.K .Barton and A.

H.Zewail,Proc.Natl.Acad.Sci. 26 14052 (2000).

[18]S.D atta, Electronic Transport in M esoscopic System s,

(Cam bridge University Press,Cam bridge,1997)

[19]A.M ulleretal. Electron and Proton Transfer in Chem -

istry and Biology,(Elsevier,New York,1992).

[20]Forareview:A.J.Leggett,S.Chakravarty,A.T.D orsey,

M .A.Fisher and W .Zwerger,Rev.M od.Phys. 59,1

(1987).

[21]P.F.Barbara,T.J.M eyer and M .A.Ratner,J.Phys.

Chem . 100,13148 (1996).

[22]D .M .Basko and E.M .Cornwell,Phys.Rev.Lett. 88

098102 (2002).

[23]A.G arg,J.O nuchic,and V.Am begaokar,J.Chem .Phys.

83,4491 (1985).

[24]A. O . Caldeira and A. J. Leggett, Ann.Phys. (N.Y.)

149,374 (1983).

[25]R.A.M arcusand N.Sutin,Biochim .Biophys.Acta 811

265 (1985).

[26]C.Calladineand H.D rew,J.M ol.Biol. 178,773(1984).

[27]R.Bruinsm a,G .G runer,M .R.D ’O rsogna,J.Rudnick,

Phys.Rev.Lett. 85,4393 (2000).

[28]P.K .Bhattacharya and J.K .Barton,J.Am .Chem .Soc.

123,8649 (2001).

[29]H.Risken, TheFokkerPlanckequation,(Springer-Verlag,

Berlin,1989)

[30]S.Chandrasekhar,Rev.M od.Phys.1947.See also [29].

[31]C.M .Bender, Advanced M athem aticalM ethods for Sci-

entistsand Engineers,(Springer-Verlag,New York,1999)

[32]P.Tran,B.Alavi,and G .G r�uner,Phys.Rev.Lett. 85,

1564 (2000).

[33]P.J. D andliker, R.E.Holm lin, J.K .Barton, Sci. 275,

1465 (1997).

[34]S.O .K elley and J.K .Barton,Science 283,375 (1999).

[35]S.O .K elley,R.E.Hom lin,D .A.Stem p and J.K .Barton,

J.Am .Chem .Soc. 119,9861 (1997).

[36]M .R.D ’O rsogna,J.A.Rudnick,in progress.

[37]A slightly di�erentm ethod isalso outlined in [29],chap-

ter9.

[38]This solution,apart from the m ultiplicative  
�1

0;0
(�0;u0)

term ,is the sam e asdiscussed in [30].Integrating the u

coe�cient,the expression isthe sam e asEq.(30)in Ref.

[30].


