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W e consider force-induced unzipping transition for a heterogeneousD NA m odelw ith a long-range
correlated base-sequence. It is shown that as com pared to the uncorrelated situation, long-range
correlations sm ear the unzipping phase-transition, change its universality class and lead to non-self-
averaging: the averaged behavior strongly di ers from the typical ones. Severalbasic scenarios for
this typical behavior are revealed and explained. The results can be relevant for explaining the
biological purpose of long-range correlations in DNA .

Introduction. Structural transform ations of DNA un-—
der changing of extemal conditions are of prigary in -
portance or m olecular biology and biophysics®. They
take place In transcription of genetic inform ation frop
DNA and in duplication of DNA during cell divisiont.
T he com m on physical scenario ofboth these processes is
unw inding of the double-stranded structure ofDNA un-—
der in uence of extemal forces. W hereas theoreticaland
experin ental studies of them al denaturation (m elting)
OofDNA have a long history, force-induced unzipping has
been actively investigated only relatively recgntly?e-2
for a concise review and m ore references see. The re—
search In this eld ism otivated by the new generation of
m icrom anjpulation experin ents® . Forthe theoreticalun—
derstanding ofthe sub ct bogh, hom o and heteropolym er
m odels of DNA were studiec® 8 .

The main purpose of the present lktter is to m ake
the next step towards real DNA s and to analyze force—
Induced unzipping for a DNA-m odel, where the corre-
lation structure of the base—sequece is taken into ac—
count. Indeed, one of thel.m aln di erences between
DNA and other biopolym ers is that the base-sequence
of the form, gr displays long-range correlations (1/fnoise
spectrum 222 ; Bor a review sedl. Recall that the base—
sequence of a DNA m olecule consists of purines @ and
G) and pyrin idines (C and T). They constitute the
genetic code carried by DNA . Iniial studies reported
long-range correlations for non-coding regions ofDNA,
while more recent results show thaf- certain types of
them can also exist in coding regiongti. M oreover, sys-
tem atic changes were ound in the structure of correla—
tions dgpending on the evolutionary category oftheDNA
carrier?® . In spite of ubiquity of long—range correlations
In DNA -structures, their biological reason rem ains basi-
cally unexplored.

We will show below that longrange ocorrelations
present in the base-sequence of DNA m ake is behavior
under the unzipping external force essentially non-self-
averaging: there are severalw idely di erent scenarios of
behaviorwhich speci cally depend on the concrete struc—
ture of the base-sequence and are not reproduced by the
averaged behavior. This is In contrast to DNA s wih
short—range correlated base—sequence whose behavior in
the vicinity of the unzipping transition is perfectly self-
averaging: alm ost every m olecule behaves (in the ther—

m odynam ic lim it) sin ilar to the average.

The model we will work with takes into account the
m ost m inin al am ount of physical ingredients needed to
describe force-induced unzipping. i) a DNA molecul is
Iying along the x-axis between the points x = a and
x = L. 1i) only interstrand hydrogen) bonds of the
m olcul are considered; they are located at points xi,
a< x;< L,i= 1;:3M . Any bond can be in one oftwo
states: bound or broken. W e choose the overall energy
scale In such a way that the latter case contrbutes to the
Ham iltonian a binding energy  (x;), w hereas the form er
case brings nothing. D i erent types of bonds do have
di erent binding energies, so (x;) isa random quantity
wih an averageh i: (x;) = h i+ (x;). ili) a force is
acting on the lkeft end x = a ofthem olecule pulling apart
the two strands. Thus, if a bond x; is broken, all the
bondsxywih j < iarebroken aswell. E ach broken bond
bringsadditionally to the H am itonian aterm F ,where
F isproportionalto the acting force. iv) sum m arizing all

f these, one com es to the H iltonian H x) = Fx+

T, &)= hi F)x+ L, ), wherex isthe
num ber of broken bonds. In the them odynam ical lm i,
where L, and M are large, one applies the continiium
description w ith x being a realnumber, a < x < L, and
ends up wih the ollow Ing Ham iltonian and partition
function :

Z X Z L

H &)= f& a) + ds (s); Z2 =

a a

dxe " ®; )

where £ = F and = 1=T is the inverse tem per-
ature kg = 1). It rem ains to specify the properties of
the noise Strictly speaking, i can take values cor-
resgoonding to inter-strand bonds AT and GC . However,
w ithin the adopted description we assum e i is a gaus—
sian stationary process with an autocorelation fiinction
K@t © =h @ @©ito be specied later on. The
model given by (l) and by K ) / () (white noise) is
wellknown, and was used to describe Interfaces, random
walks In a-disordered m edia, and aspects of population
dynam odd. was recently applied for the unzipping
transition in DNAEZ,

Reduction to a stochastic di erential equation. In
Eqg. (:I:) one xesL,and view s a as a param eter varying
from the highest possible valie L, where Z = 0, to the
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Iowest possble valie which we de netobea= 0. The
quantity t=  a willthusm onotonicaly Increase and can
be Interpreted as a tim ewvariable. D i erentiating Z in

@') over a and changing the variable ast=  a, one gets:
dz
— =1 £z ©z; L<t<O0 )
dt

where we used () = ( b, as Pllows from the gaus-
sian stationary property of the noise. This is a Langevin
equation w ith a muliplicative noise. From Q) one can

obtain a stochastic equation orF = T hi:
E Ve = O - T%F ;
dt+v F)= @®©; VE)=T% fF: 3)

T he order param eter of the problem is the number of
broken bonds. A long w ith is average and variance it is
de ned fort= 0 as

X= Qi x2 ® X =

= @¢F; TG&X: @)

Exponentially correlated noise. As the st exam -
pl we shall consider O mstein-Uhlenbeck (O U) noise
K& = O= )e ¥ , where D is the intensivity, and

is the correlation time. A lthough for a nite  this
noise is short—range correlated, we believe that it cor-
rectly catches the basic trends of the m ore general situ—
ation when changing from 0 to som e large value. N ote
that the whitenoise situation is recovered for ! 0.

To handle (:_3) one di erentiates it over t and pses the

generating equation ©orOU process _ = D ©),
where (b) isa white ggussian noise: h (©) bi=2 «
t9. mtroducing s= =  one getd4:

2 P

IF i VOE) + (s) ®)

Dl - = — (s);

ds? ds 1=4

P—-  P-_

where F) = 1= + VZE ). Recall that Eq. (_5)

has the sam e orm as a Langevin equation for a particle
w ith uni m ass in the potentialV ) and sub fcted to a
w hite noise and a F -dependent friction w ith a coe cient
F). VF) iscon nngonly prf > 0: VE) ! 1
orrE ! 1 . As weltknowrtd, Br su ciently Iong
tin es one can neglect the mertial term d?F=ds?®, pro-
vided that at least one of the follow ing conditions are
satis ed: (1) the dependence on F in ) isweak; (ii)
F ) is su ciently large. IfV ®F ) is of order one, then
the second condition is satis ed both for lJarge and sm all
14, IfVvPF) is snall then the rst condition is sat—
is ed. A fter neglkction of the hertial tem i @), the
rem ainder is an ordinary white-noise Langevin equation,
and, by m eans of standard m ethod&jn, can be transferred
to a Fokker-P lanck equation for the distribution fiinction

PE;s)=h  F [s])ri,wheJ:eF [s]isa particular, noise—
dependent solution of Q;':Ji) .

QP e voF) D @ 1 @PCEF)

— — PF)=p=—————: (6
s er &) TP ;e @) O

For large tim es (lengths), ie. or L landt/ s! 0O,
any solution of ('_6) tends to the stationary distribution

(see e.gfﬁén for a general proof) obtained from ('_6) by
putting @;P = 0:

0 1
Pe€)=N Elexp U ®)F SVE) i O

where N is the nom alization factor.,,The whitenoise,
! 0, lin it of Py F ) was obtained n2%3.
The critical dom ain of the m odel coresponds to £ !
+ 0, where the average energy cost for breaking a hy-
drogen bond tends to zero. Our aim is to com pare in
this dom ain the behavior of X for a nite  wih that

of = 0 Wwhitenoise) as to determm ine the e ect of the
noisecorrelation. Recall from®4 that or = 0 a sin-
pl Hmula exists: X = T? °( ), where = Tf=D and

°%()=d& I ()Ed ?. Thusorf / ! 0, X be-

com es largel : X = D =f2. O ne can explain this by noting
that for £ ! 0 the potentialV ) i ('_3) ceases to be
con ning, and the particle escapes to in nity. Note that
here the random quantity X is concentrated around its
average: x 2=x?/ £ ! 0.Thus, In the present context
agiven DNA m olcul w ith a typicalbase-sequence does
not have ndividuality: its behavior coincides w ith the
averaged one.

Pg ) and X can be expressed via K umm er functions
and then easily studied num erically. Fig. {l) shows that
although the behavior ofX for very sm all £ does not de—
pend much on , such a dependence does exist orm od—
erately small values of £: nie ’'s snear the snallkf
shgularity and thus Increase the stability of the DNA
m olecule, since larger extemal forcesF are dem anded to
achieve the sam e am ount of broken bonds.
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FIG. 1: The order param eter X versus f for O mstein—
Uhlnbeck noise with D = 10, T = 1. From right to lft:
=0, =10, = 100.

Long-range correlations w illbe m odelled via a station—
ary gaussian noise w ith an autocorrelation fiinction? :

K® ho Oi= I3 ; ®)
where 0 < < 1 isthe exponent characterizing the long-
range correlation, and where is the Intensivity. AL~
though the realngise distributions in DNA can bemuch
m ore com p]jcatedEQ‘.“:, (:_é) iscertainly them inin alm odel
ofnoise which allow s to study long-range correlations.
To startw ith, lest us considera casewih = 0,which

doesnot have a direct physical interest and doesnot allow



the strict therm odynam ical lim i, but, as seen later, it is
still able to provide a relevant insight. T he noise is now
com pletely frozen: (s) in (i) does not depend on s, and
due to this the problem is easily solved from (].

T 1
L(E+ ) el

= rg()i; g() —; 0O

1

where h::d is taken over the zero-average gaussian ran—
dom quantity  whose dispersion is If L is large,
g ( ) behaves as the step-function, g( )’ (
any single realization of the noise there is a sharp phase

transition w ith a jum p at the realization-dependent point

f= (hon-selfaveraging) . In contrast, due to the In-
tegration over In @), the behavior ofx is an ooth, and

there rem ains only a crossover between an all x=L for a

large £ and x = L=2 for £ = 0: the sharp transition

disappears.

Werstum toEqg. ('é) w ith the noise (t) characterized
by @).Ouraim isto cbtai a Fokker® lanck equation for
the probability density P (Z;t) = h (Z Z k) i, where
7 ft] is a noisedependent solution of {2). D i erentiating
P (Z;t) over t and using ('_2), one gets:

@P+£[(1

— fZ)p 1=
@t @z "]

Z k)i
10)

@
—7Zh z
az ©

To handk the last tem , one uses the fact,that the noise
is gaussian and applies N ovikov’s theorem 4, to obtain

Z t
ht @ 2zZk)i= dskK (t s)h—() @ ZEDi
s
Z -
@ Z [l
= — dsK (£ s) (Z ZEly—— ; (1)
@z (s)
where = (s) isthe varjailzjonalderjyatjye, the equation
forwhich is obtained from (@:) . Solving this equation and
using
Z 1
Z [s]= ex du — f @ zkl 12
¢) . u 2 0] (
also obtained from ('_2;!),or1e nally gets
Z t
h © (Z Zk)i=—2 dsK & s)
@Z L
@ zohep B a3)
P 7w

Egs. Cl-O' :fj) are exact, but since now approxim ations
have to be app]Jed to get a closed equation for P (Z;t).

N ote from -IJ. the ollow Ing relation valid n the sta—
tionary state hM=z2i= f.Forf ! +0 thisrelation can
be satis ed only ifthe corresponding stationary distriou—
tion tends to becom e non-nom alizable due to its largeZ

behavior. Thus, we can search for this distribution as—
sum ing that the characteristic values of Z are large. For

f): for

this one takes the therm odynam ical Iim it I._ 1,t! 0,
m akes partial integratjon in the RHS of C_l_ uses (Zi),
andgetsor (Z;s) Jdu=z[;ul (£ 1):
Z
Sduu @) S duu
Z;s) = _ 5 14)
Z [ ;s] o Z1[ jul o 2°[ ;jul

Now the last term can be neglected due to the above
largeZ property. A ssum Ing additionally that the m ag—
nitude ofthenoise (t) is am all, one can estin ate the sec—
ond term i the RHS asbeig at least of order O (1=7 2
and neglct it aswell. For the st tetm in the RHS of
Cl4 ) one uses Clj) to express Z (s) by Z (0) which due to
the delra-function in {13) can be substituted by % . The
noise In the resulting equation for is again neglected,
and then is detem ined from :

Z (Z;s)= se @i fs, 15)
T hus the stationary distriboution reads
"Z #
P. ) N fldn T 16)
st ZzD @) b uD @) u

where N isthe nom alization (the lower lim it of integra—
tion is not speci ed, since it can be absorbed to N ), and
w here
Z

dsK (s)e
0

(z; s).

a7

To study the critical behavior of X, one needs two
asym ptotic regines found from C_l-ﬁ, :_i:}): D) /
zl ef® 2 gy fyg 1, while D (Z) is constant
r £Z 1. Substituting these into {16) and selecting
the m ost divergent tem s, one gets:

_ () 1 x ? ~(£f) !
% ns; x, —; s

~( f) £ %2 ()n 4
where~= @ =€ ) Dyeto the above weak-noise as—

sum ption, C_l-g') represents the leading term ofthe an all~
expansion. It is seen that in contrast to the whitenoise
situation the behavior of X is sneared, and that x is
stronqu non-selfaveraging quantity : l1for £ 1

recalP?? that in the whitenoise case: ¥/ £ 2 and thus

" £ 11 0forf ! 0). Both these results are con-
trasting to qualitative predictionsmade m: X/ £ 2=,

r £ %25 1 0, which m eans that the sm alkf singu-
larity is stronger and x is even m ore selfaveraging than
In the whitenoise case. W e think that this discrepancy
is due to napplicability of the reasonings m ade jn:f for

nite tem peratures.

Typical scenarios of unzipping. The above results on
non-selfaveraging indicate that X (f) is not directly rele—
vant for experin entsw hich are carried out on singleDNA
m olecules: one should study di erent realizations of the
noise and dentify typical, ie. frequently m et, scenarios
ofbehavior. Resuls of extensive num erical investigation



ofthisproblem w illbe reported elsew here-i1. Herewe dis—
cuss som e representative exam ples. By m eans of direct
num ericalenum eration of L = 10* discrete basepairswe
studied the behaviorofthe (Unaveraged) orderparam eter
x as a function of £. T he Iongrange correlated gaussian
discrete-tin e stochastic process w-as generated follow ing
to optin ized recipes proposed n%4. Ascom pared to (r_S),
the noise was regularized at short distances due to cbvi-
ousnum ericalreasons. W e focuson the therm odynam ical
dom ain where £ is not very an all, and thus com parison
w ith the theory is possble. In the (regularized) white
noise case the sim ulations are in perfect agreem ent w ith
the theory: x is selfaveraged and X / £ 2 is reproduced.
In contrast to that a strong non-selfaveraging is present
for the Jong-range correlated noise. M oreover, we found
several radically di erent scenarios of the typicalbehav—
or. Two extrem al ones am ong them are presented in
Figs. -2 d The rst one is present in nearly 12% ofall
realizations and is dem onstrated by F ig. Q &t is char-
acterized by very am ooth, non-critical behavior of x (f)
for £ 0. FJg:_B presents a strictly di erent situation:
x (f) increase by several jm ps Pllowed by very at re—
gions. x (0) is efther equalto itsm axim alpossble value
L or close to . This phasetransition scenario is m et
In nearly 45% of all realizations. O ther typical realiza—
tions are interm ediate between these two extrem es. O ur
discussion of the frozen noise m ade after (:g) allow s to
explain this jum p-plateau structure. A sizeable portion
of Iong-range correlated noise realizations can be qualita—
tively visualized as severalpieces of the frozen noise w ith
di erent put next to each other. Now recall from ('_9)
that every su ciently long piece ofthat type hasa single

rst order phase transition with a jim p proportional to
is length.

In conclusion, we have shown that long-range correla—
tions In the basesequence of a model DNA drastically
In uence is unzipping under extemal force: i) the be-
havior of the average order param eter in the critical
regin e is an eared; ii) the situation is essentially non-self-
averaging: there are several scenarios of typical unzip—

pihg which do not coincide w ith the averaged behavior;
iii) long-range correlations Increase the adaptability of
the m okecule, since In som e typical scenarios it becom es
m ore stable w ith respect to the force, whilk in others the
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FIG.2: x(f) for three realizations of the noise w ithin one
class of typicality. T = = 1,L = 10* and = 035.

unzipping phase transition is am pli ed. W hat scenario
w ill be selected depends on the detailed structure of the
base—sequence. Som e of the above tendencies, eg. the
an earing, are seen already for a short-range correlated
base-sequence. W e hope that these resulttsw ill contribute
Into understanding of the rol and the purpose of long—
range correlations in DNA .
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FIG .3: x(f) forthree realizations ofthe noise w ithin another
class of typicality. T = = 1,L = 10* and = 035.
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