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A bstract

The large discrepancy between the valuesofthe free energy forDNA dinucleotides(ordim ers)m ea-

sured by di�erent team s has raised a yet unsettled debate. Here the free energy is �tted by a three

param eterem piricform ula derived in thefram ework ofthecrystalbasism odelofgeneticcode.Sum rules

are derived and com pared satisfactorily with the data. O n the basisoftheoreticaland phenom enologi-

calargum ents,a relation between the correlation functions ofdim erdistribution and the free energy is

assum ed.From consistency conditions,sum rulesare derived.A check ofthese conditionswith di�erent

sam plesofexperim entaldata isperform ed,allowing usto argue on the reliability ofthe di�erentsetsof

experim entaldata.
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1 Introduction

The im portance ofthe com putation ofthe free energy �G 0 and enthalpy �H 0 for DNA dinucleotides or

dim erswas recognized in the eighties by m any authorsand severalexperim entalm easureshave been per-

form ed.Theexperim entalvalueshoweverrangein an unacceptablewiderange.A few yearsago SantaLucia

[1]has perform ed an accurate analysis and com parison ofthe data from seven laboratories (see Table 6

taken from ref. [1],where we have replaced the originalvalues ofthe colum n Benight [14]with the m ore

recentones[13]),reaching the conclusion thatsix ofthe studieswere actually in agreem entand providing

explanationsforthe discrepancies.In an attem ptto settle by therm odynam icsargum entsthe controversy,

M iram ontesand Cocho [2]haveanalysed quiterecently thesam esetofdata by assum inga relation between

the correlation function ofthe dim ersand theirfree energy,reaching the conclusion thatthe m ostreliable

setofvaluesisjustthe one which wasexcluded by SantaLucia.Indeed in ref.[2]a linearrelation between

the correlation function for the dim er and the corresponding free energy was postulated,which allowed

these authors to determ ine which set ofexperim entaldata was in better agreem ent with the postulated

relation. A shortcom ing ofthis analysis is that the sum ofthe free energies for strong dim ers does not

satisfy an identity derived from the postulated equation.The purposeofthiswork isto com e back to this

controversialquestion.First,weproposea theoreticalform ula to com putethefreeenergy,from which sum

rulesarederived and com pared with thevaluesofexperim entaldata.Second,we m otivate theassum ption

ofa relation between the correlation function and the free energy,di�erent from the one assum ed in [2],

which satis�es trivialidentities required by the de�nition ofthe correlation functions. W e m ake several

consistency checks and we try to determ ine the reliability ofthe experim entalvalues,com paring with the

calculated valuesofthe correlation m atrix in [2].

2 Fit for the free energy

Let us recallthat a m athem aticalfram ework was proposed [3],in which the codons appear as com posite

statesofnucleotides. The fournucleotidesbeing assigned to the fundam entalirreducible representation of

thequantum group Uq(slH (2)� slV (2))in thelim itq! 0 (theindicesH and V distinguish thetwo sl(2)),

a sequence ofN nucleotides isdescribed by a pure state in the N -fold tensorproductofthe fundam ental

representation. In particular, dim ers or dinucleotides are obtained as the two-fold tensor product,the

labels specifying the irreducible representation to which they belong being given in Table 5. In ref. [3]

we have �tted old experim entaldata ofthe free energy �G 0

37
(forsim plicity we willom itthe tem perature

labelin the following) for RNA dinucleotides with a 4 param eter form ula builtup with the generators of

Uq! 0(slH (2)� slV (2))and in [4]them orerecentdata of[5]havebeen �tted with thefollowing 2 param eter

form ula

�G 0 = � + � (CH + CV )J3H (1)

where J3X (X = H or V ) stands for the diagonalized sl(2)X generator and CX is the Casim ir operator

ofUq! 0(sl(2)X ) for the considered dim er ij. Let us recallthat the Casim ir operator eigenvalue in the

J-representation isJ(J + 1). In ordernotto overload the notation,here and in the following,we willnot

explicitly writethe labelsofthe dim er,ifnotnecessary to identify a speci�cdim er.

Here we proposeforthe DNA dinucleotidesa 3 param eterform ula,which isa generalisation ofeq.(1):

�G 0 = �0 + �1J3H + �2(J3V )
2(2J3H + 1) (2)
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This equation leads to the following theoretical values of the dim er free energies �G 0 in term s of the

param eters�0,�1,�2:

AA/TT �0 � �1 � �2 CT/G A �0 + �2
AT/TA �0 � �1 G A/CT �0 + �2
TA/AT �0 � �1 CG /G C �0 + �1
CA/G T �0 G C/CG �0 + �1
G T/CA �0 G G /CC �0 + �1 + 3�2

A best-�tprocedureallowsone to evaluate these param etersasfollows:

�0 =
1

116
(14N 1 + 4N 2 � 6N 3); �1 =

1

116
(4N 1 + 26N 2 � 10N 3); �2 =

1

116
(� 6N 1 � 10N 2 + 15N 3) (3)

where(we specify by a couple ofindicesthefree energy ofa dinucleotide)

N 1 = �G 0

G G + �G 0

C G + �G 0

G C + �G 0

C T + �G 0

G A + �G 0

G T + �G 0

C A + �G 0

TA + �G 0

A T + �G 0

A A

N 2 = �G 0

G G + �G 0

G C + �G 0

C G � �G 0

A A � �G 0

A T � �G 0

TA

N 3 = 3�G 0

G G + �G 0

C T + �G 0

G A � �G 0

A A (4)

Hence we getforthe di�erentstudies,see Table 6,the best-�tvaluesofthe param eters� 0,�1,�2:

G otoh Vologodskii Breslauer Delcourt SantaLucia Sugim oto Uni�ed Benight

[6] [7] [8] [9] [10] [11] [12] [13]

�0 0.98 1.37 1.89 1.24 1.53 1.71 1.47 1.35

�1 0.70 0.60 0.99 0.61 0.66 0.81 0.73 0.54

� �2 0.14 0.12 0.18 0.09 0.15 0.16 0.14 0.03

s2 0.0015 0.0011 0.1577 0.0014 0.0114 0.0199 0.0070 0.0069

�2 0.0243 0.0099 1.0001 0.0167 0.0753 0.0992 0.0821 0.0590

The last two rows correspond to the square m ean deviation s2 = 1

N

P

(yexp � yth)2 (N is the num ber of

points,here 10) and to �2 =
P

(yexp � yth)2=yth. Evaluation ofthe incom plete G am m a function,which

is an estim ate ofthe goodness-of-�t,shows that the �tis good with a con�dence levelgreater than 95% .

Table7 givesthe�tted absolutevaluesfordim erfreeenergy param eters�G 0 correspondingto thedi�erent

sam ples.From an inspection ofthe valuesofs2 and �2,one seesthateq.(2)iswell�tted by the di�erent

setsofexperim entaldata,exceptby the onesfrom Breslauer.

3 Sum rules

W e derive from eq.(2)a setofidentitiesand sum rules.First,itisclearthat

�G 0

ij = �G 0

ji and
X

j= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

ij =
X

j= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

ji (5)

In particularwe get

X

j= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

C j =
X

j= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

G j = 4�0 + 2�1 + 4�2 (6)

X

j= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

A j =
X

j= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

Tj = 4�0 � 2�1 (7)

X

i;j= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

ij = 16�0 + 8�2 (8)
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In Table 1 we reportthe experim entalvaluescom puted using the values ofTable 6. Note thatin ref. [2]

the existence ofthe sum ruleseqs. (6) and (7) was already rem arked,butthe two equations should have

thesam e values,which isactually notthe case.

Table 1: Experim entalvaluesofthesum soffree energies[see eq.(5)].

G otoh Vologodskii Breslauer Delcourt SantaLucia Sugim oto Uni�ed Benight
P

i�G
0

C i 4.72 6.16 9.18 5.78 6.72 8.10 6.74 6.54
P

i�G
0

G i 4.77 6.20 8.11 5.80 6.94 7.40 6.82 6.26
P

i�G
0

Ti 2.55 4.27 5.63 3.68 5.08 5.30 4.33 4.45
P

i�G
0

A i 2.51 4.21 5.33 3.74 4.51 5.10 4.60 4.27

Dueto thecom plem entarity rule,one has

X

i= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

C i=
X

i= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

iG and
X

i= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

G i=
X

i= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

iC (9)

X

i= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

A i=
X

i= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

iU and
X

i= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

U i=
X

i= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

iA (10)

Now we derive also newssum rules

�G 0

C G + �G 0

TA = 2�G 0

TG = 2�G 0

A C (11)

�G 0

C C + �G 0

TT = 2�G 0

TC = 2�G 0

G A (12)

�G 0

C C + �G 0

A A = 2�G 0

TC = 2�G 0

A G (13)

W e reportin Table 2 a com parison with the experim entaldata,m aking an average ofthe di�erentexperi-

m entalvalues,theoretically equaldueto eq.(2),i.e.

S1 = �G 0

C G + �G 0

TA + �G 0

G C + �G 0

A T � �G 0

TG � �G 0

G T � �G 0

A C � �G 0

C A = 0 (14)

S2 = �G 0

C C + �G 0

TT + �G 0

G G + �G 0

A A � �G 0

C T � �G 0

TC � �G 0

A G � �G 0

G A = 0 (15)

Table 2: Sum rulesforfree energies[see eqs.(14){(15)].

G otoh Vologodskii Breslauer Delcourt SantaLucia Sugim oto Uni�ed Benight

S1 � 0:07 0:08 2:19 0:10 � 0:09 0:50 0:09 � 0:32
S2 � 0:22 0:24 3:30 � 0:14 0:34 0:60 0:52 0:36

Asitcan beseen the sum rulesare reasonably wellsatis�ed,exceptforthe data ofBreslauer.Howeverwe

cannotm akeany statem enton thereliability ofthedi�erentexperim entaldata on thebasisoftheaccuracy

by which they �tourem piricalform ula eq.(2).
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4 D inucleotide distribution

In orderto settle on m ore theoreticalground ouranalysis,we considerthe dim ercorrelation function. In

[2]the dim erdistribution wascharacterized by thecorrelation function

�ij = fij � fifj (16)

where the labels i;j denote the nucleotides,i;j 2 fA;C;G ;Tg,and fi (fij)denote the frequency ofthe i

nucleotide (ij dinucleotide).From eq.(16),itfollows

X

i= A ;C;G ;T

�ij =
X

j= A ;C;G ;T

�ij = 0 (17)

In [2]thefollowing relation between �ij and the freeenergy �G 0 wasassum ed:

�ij = a + b�G 0

ij (18)

where a and b are biologicalspecies dependent param eters. Inserting eq. (2) into eq. (17) one gets the

identity

4a + b
X

j= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

ij = 0 )
X

j= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

ij = const: foralli (19)

In ref.[2],from thedata reported in Table6,exceptthelastcolum n which wasnotconsidered,theauthors

show thateq.(19)wassatis�ed by theweak dim ersonly,i.e.with labeli2 fA;Tg.Letusrem ark:i)that

thestatisticalm echanicsm otivation which led theauthorsto postulateeq.(2)holdsforan isolated system ,

which isnotthecaseforadim erinserted in aDNA strand;ii)thecom puted valuesofthecorrelation m atrix,

see Table 3 of[2],for the sam e biologicalspecies,show,in m any cases,a m uch larger variation than the

corresponding variation ofthefreeenergy,changing theij dim er;iii)ourem piricalform ula eq.(2)predicts

the dim ersij and jito have the sam e free energy,which isapproxim ately true (see Table 6),while on the

contrary the correlation function �ij isgenerally non sym m etric. From the above rem arkswe assum e the

following relation between �ij and �G 0

ij:

�ij = a+ b

�

�G 0

ij �
1

4

X

k= A ;C;G ;T

�

�G 0

ki+ �G 0

jk

�
�

+ (1� �ij)hij (20)

wherehij arebiologicalspeciesdependentrealcoe�cients.Thecom plem entarity im pliesthatthecoe�cients

hij and h�|�{areequalfortwo com plem entary dim ersij (from 50to 30)and �|�{(from 30to 50),so thereisonly

8 coe�cientsh ij.

The corrective term in the free energy can be considered as a "penalty" due to the interaction of the

nucleotides of the dim er with the two nearest neighbour nucleotides in the strand, assum ed uniform ly

distributed.

Sincethecorrelation coe�cient� ij hastosatisfy thesum rule(17)by de�nition,oneisled totheconstraints

(8j)

0 = 4a + b
X

i= A ;C;G ;T

�

�G 0

ij � �G 0

ji

�

�
b

4

X

k;i= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

ki +
X

i= A ;C;G ;T

(1� �ij)hij

= 4a + b
X

i= A ;C;G ;T

�

�G 0

ji� �G 0

ij

�

�
b

4

X

k;i= A ;C;G ;T

�G 0

ik +
X

i= A ;C;G ;T

(1� �ij)hij (21)
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Eqs.(5){(8)im ply forany pair(i;j)ofnucleotides

2b(2�0 + �2) � 4a =
X

k= A ;C;G ;T

(1� �ik)hik =
X

k= A ;C;G ;T

(1� �kj)hkj (22)

Aseq. (22) gives 4 independentrelations,we are leftwith 4 param eters hij. W e rem ark thatin eq. (20)

only the following com binationsofa,band �i param etersappearin thefree energy term :

x = a � b�0 and y = b�2 (23)

W e then deduce from the 4 constraints (22) the following relations am ong the coe�cients h ij (we choose

hC A ,hC T,hC G ,hA C ,hTC ,hG C ,hA T,hA T)

hC G + hG C � hA T � hTA = 0 (24)

hTC � hC T + hG C � hA T = 0 (25)

hC A � hA C + hC T � hTC + hC G � hG C = 0 (26)

Using eq. (20) we can replace the following equations by sum rules for the corresponding correlation

coe�cients:

�C G + �G C � �A T � �TA = � 4y = 2(�A A � �C C ) (27)

�C T � �TC + �C G � �TA = � 2y = �A A � �C C (28)

�C A � �A C + �C T � �TC + �C G � �G C = 0 (29)

Theaboveequationsarewellsatis�ed (within < 5% )by theexperim entaldata,seeTable3 of[2],therefore

we conclude thatourparam etrization (20)forthe correlation function issatisfactory and we can carry on

ouranalysis.

Considerthe following di�erencesofthe correlation coe�cients: � C T � �TC ,�TT � �C C and �A T � �G C .

Inserting thetheoreticalexpression (20)of�ij,onegetsforeach ofthethree di�erences:

�C T � �TC = ZC T� TC b + hC T � hTC (30)

�TT � �C C = ZTT� C C b + hTT � hC C (31)

�A T � �G C = ZA T� G C b + hA T � hG C (32)

where the coe�cients Z are functions ofthe free energies �G 0. Sum m ing up the three above equations,

one gets that the l.h.s. is vanishing,due to eq. (17) and the equality ofthe correlation coe�cients for

com plem entary dim ers,which im plies,using eq.(25),thatthe coe�cientsZ are related:

ZC T� TC + ZTT� C C + ZA T� G C = 0 (33)

Let us em phasize that this relation is biologicalspecies independent,by virtue ofeq. (25) valid for each

biologicalspecies,and by thecom plem entarity rulefor�ij.

Note also thatrelation (33)isautom atically satis�ed when plugging the theoreticalexpressionsofthe free

energiesofthedim ers(i.e.in term softheparam eters�0,�1 and �2).

Analogously using eq.(26)and the com plem entarity rulewe get

ZC A � G T + ZC T� G A + ZC G � G C = 0 (34)

5



Note thateq.(27)issatis�ed identically from theparam etrization (20)and the constraint(24).

W e report in Table 3 and Table 4 the values of the coe�cients Z and their sum , calculated with the

experim entalfreeenergiesgiven by thedi�erentauthors(see table 6).Asitcan beseen m ostofthevalues

ofthe sum sare quite close to zero,exceptforBreslauer,SantaLucia and Sugim oto.

Table 3: Valuesofthe coe�cientsZ ofeq.(33).

G otoh Vologodskii Breslauer Delcourt SantaLucia Sugim oto Uni�ed Benight

ZC T� TC � 0:123 � 0:115 0:133 0:060 � 0:498 0:125 0:027 0:005
ZTT� C C 0:318 0:220 0:492 0:160 0:268 0:375 0:318 0:080
ZA T� G C � 0:285 � 0:205 0:145 � 0:180 � 0:560 0 � 0:155 0:015
sum � 0:090 � 0:100 0:770 0:040 � 0:790 0:500 0:190 0:100

Table 4: Valuesofthecoe�cientsZ ofeq.(34)

G otoh Vologodskii Breslauer Delcourt SantaLucia Sugim oto Uni�ed Benight

ZC A � A C � 0:013 0:025 1:013 � 0:110 0:358 0:425 � 0:077 0:405
ZC T� TC � 0:123 � 0:115 0:133 0:060 � 0:498 0:125 0:027 0:005
ZC G � G C 0:035 0:010 0:995 0:010 � 0:300 0:850 � 0:110 0:150
sum � 0:100 � 0:080 2:140 � 0:040 � 0:440 1:400 � 0:160 0:560

5 C onclusions

W e have proposed a 3 param eter form ula to �t the free energy for the DNA dinucleotides and derived a

set ofsum rules. W e have com pared the theoreticalvalues with the experim entaldata ofseven authors

as wellas their averaged value. The results ofthe �ts reported in Tables 7 and 2,show in the average a

satisfactory agreem ent,exceptfor Breslauer. O n the basis ofthe above com parison,we cannot m ake any

statem enton the reliability ofthe di�erentexperim entaldata.In orderto supportouranalysisby general

theoreticalargum ents,we postulate a relation between the free energy and the dim ercorrelation function

eq.(20),which hastheoreticalm otivation from statisticalm echanicsaswellasexperim entalm otivation from

the analysis ofthe com puted correlation function. O urpostulated equation satis�es the identity thatthe

sum ofcorrelation functions has to satisfy by de�nition. From consistency equation,we derive a set of

sum rulesforthecorrelation functionswhich arewellsatis�ed by thecom puted valuesforseveralbiological

species. Thisanalysissupportsthe validity ofourrelation eq. (20),which allows usto perform biological

independentconsistency checks,which isrem arkably veri�ed by ourtheoreticalform ula. W e have checked

which setofexperim entaldata satisfy the consistency relations.Theresultisthatthe data of[8],[10]and

[11]are not consistent. Therefore we disagree with the conclusions of[2]. The results ofouranalysis are

m oreclose to the onesof[1].
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Table 5: Dim errepresentation content.

dim er JH JV J3H J3V dim er JH JV J3H J3V
CC 1 1 1 1 G C 1 1 1 0

CT 0 1 0 1 G T 0 1 0 0

CG 1 0 1 0 G G 1 1 1 � 1

CA 0 0 0 0 G A 0 1 0 � 1

TC 1 1 0 1 AC 1 1 0 0

TT 1 1 � 1 1 AT 1 1 � 1 0

TG 1 0 0 0 AG 1 1 0 � 1

TA 1 0 � 1 0 AA 1 1 � 1 � 1

Table 6: Experim entalabsolute valuesfordim erfree energy param eters�G 0 (in kcal/m ol).

G otoh Vologodskii Breslauer Delcourt SantaLucia Sugim oto Uni�ed Benight

[6] [7] [8] [9] [10] [11] [12] [13]

AA/TT 0.43 0.89 1.66 0.67 1.02 1.20 1.00 0.91

AT/TA 0.27 0.81 1.19 0.62 0.90 0.90 0.88 0.83

TA/AT 0.22 0.76 0.76 0.70 0.90 0.90 0.58 0.68

CA/G T 0.97 1.37 1.80 1.19 1.70 1.70 1.45 1.54

G T/CA 0.98 1.35 1.13 1.28 1.43 1.50 1.44 1.25

CT/G A 0.83 1.16 1.35 1.17 1.16 1.50 1.28 1.28

G A/CT 0.93 1.25 1.41 1.12 1.46 1.50 1.30 1.30

CG /G C 1.70 1.99 3.28 1.87 2.09 2.80 2.17 1.87

G C/CG 1.64 1.96 2.82 1.85 2.28 2.30 2.24 1.86

G G /CC 1.22 1.64 2.75 1.55 1.77 2.10 1.84 1.85

Table 7: Fitted absolute valuesfordim erfree energy param eters�G 0 (in kcal/m ol).

G otoh Vologodskii Breslauer Delcourt SantaLucia Sugim oto Uni�ed Benight

AA/TT 0.46 0.92 1.13 0.75 1.08 1.11 0.93 0.85

AT/TA 0.30 0.79 0.93 0.65 0.91 0.93 0.78 0.81

TA/AT 0.30 0.79 0.93 0.65 0.91 0.93 0.78 0.81

CA/G T 1.02 1.40 1.94 1.26 1.57 1.75 1.51 1.36

G T/CA 1.02 1.40 1.94 1.26 1.57 1.75 1.51 1.36

CT/G A 0.85 1.27 1.73 1.16 1.40 1.57 1.35 1.33

G A/CT 0.85 1.27 1.73 1.16 1.40 1.57 1.35 1.33

CG /G C 1.73 2.01 2.94 1.88 2.24 2.57 2.25 1.90

G C/CG 1.73 2.01 2.94 1.88 2.24 2.57 2.25 1.90

G G /CC 1.25 1.61 2.34 1.57 1.73 2.03 1.78 1.81
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