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W e com pare results of previous sim ulations of a sim ple m odelof D NA denaturation to the

predictionsofthePoland-Scheragam odel.Concentratingon thecriticalregion ofthelatterm odelwe

calculateboth therm odynam icquantitiesand thedistribution functionsm easured in thesim ulations.

W e�nd thatthePoland-Scheraga m odelyieldsan excellent�tto thedata,provided (i)weincludea

(singular)factorweighting theopen endsofthedoubly stranded chain,and (ii)wekeep theleading

correctionsto the�nitesizescaling lim it.Theexponentc1;which governstheend-weighting factor,

isfairly welldeterm ined:0:1 <
�
c1 <� 0:15:The exponentc;which governsthe length distribution of

largeloops,isdeterm ined only poorly.Thedata arecom patiblewith valuesofcin atleasttherange

1:9 <
�
c <
�
2:2:From the data it therefore cannot be decided whether the denaturation transition

asym ptotically isof�rstorofsecond order.W e suggestthatsim ulationsofdoubly stranded chains

closed atboth endsm ightallow fora m ore precise determ ination ofc.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N A N D O V ERV IEW

Recent work [1{4]reports on extensive sim ulations ofa sim ple m odelfor the DNA denaturation transition,i.e.

the therm alunbinding ofthe two strands ofthe DNA helix. In this m odelthe two strands are represented by self

avoiding walksoflength N on a (hypercubic)lattice.The walksalso are m utually avoiding,butwith som eessential

quali�cation. They startfrom the sam e origin and they are allowed to occupy the sam e lattice point,provided the

distancesofthispointfrom theorigin,asm easured alongthetwostrands,coincide.Such an overlapof‘com plem entary

baseunits’isweighted by a factore� > 1,where� kB T� representsa binding energy which in DNA isdueto hydrogen

bridges.

Clearly thism odelisonly arough caricatureofarealDNA m olecule.In particularitignoresthehelicalstructureof

the doubly-stranded partsaswellasthechem icalheterogeneity ofDNA,which yieldsa base-pairdependentbinding

energy.However,the m odelfully includesthelargescalepropertiesofthe em bedding ofthechain m oleculeinto real

space,which are governed by the excluded volum e. The results ofthe sim ulations support the com m on view that

thereexistsa sharp unbinding transition which in thelim itofin�nitely long strands,N ! 1 ;becom esa true phase

transition. Furtherm ore itissuggested [1]thatthistransition isof�rstorder,with a jum p in the density ofbound

base pairs,which isthe orderparam eterofthe transition. Forsom e otherobservables,nontrivialpowerlaw scaling

hasbeen found [1{4].

O n the theoreticalside the standard m odelfor the DNA denaturation transition has been proposed by Poland

and Scheraga long ago [5,6]. It concentrateson the internalcon�guration ofDNA,treated as a linear sequence of

doubly stranded partsand singly stranded loopsand easily allowsfortheincorporation ofthesequenceheterogeneity

ofrealDNA m olecules.The Poland Scheraga (P.S.-)m odelhasbecom e the standard toolforanalyzing denaturation

experim ents [7,8]. Such experim ents give direct access to the order param eter ofthe transition m entioned above.

Thedata typically areanalyzed in term sof‘m elting curves’,de�ned asthederivativewith respectto tem peratureof

the averagenum berofbound pairs. These curvesm ay show som e pronounced sequence-dependentstructure,which

can wellbe reproduced by the P.S.-m odel. However,the m odelis essentially one-dim ensional. It involvesonly the

‘chem icaldistance’along thechain.Theem bedding into three-dim ensionalrealspaceshowsup only in som eentropic

weightassigned to the loops. A loop consisting oftwo strands oflength ‘ is weighted by a factor�‘�c ;where the

‘cooperativity param eter’� governsthe density ofloopsalong the DNA,and the exponentc iscalculated from the

probability thattwo long walks,(‘� 1);starting from the sam epointm eetagain after‘steps.

Thenum ericalvalueoftheloop exponentcturnsouttogovern theasym ptotic(N ! 1 )natureofthedenaturation

transition. W ith 0 � c � 1 we for sm all� in the m elting curves m ay see som e strong peak,but no proper phase

transition exists. For 1 < c � 2 there is a second order transition,and for c > 2 the transition is of�rst order.

O riginally the loops were taken as closed random walks [5],which yields c = d=2;where d is the dim ension ofthe

em bedding space.Itim m ediately waspointed out[9]thatself-avoidancewithin theloopschangesthe loop exponent

toc= �d;where� isthecorrelation length exponentoftheself-avoidingwalkproblem .Ittakesvalues� = 3=4(d = 2);

or� � 0:588(d = 3);respectively.M orerecently K afriet.al.[10]invoked thetheory ofpolym ernetworkstoarguethat

the excluded volum e interaction between the self-avoiding loop and the other parts ofthe DNA m olecule increases

c above 2 both in two and three dim ensions. Ford = 3;a value c >� 2:1 wassuggested. Furtherm ore,the scenario
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suggeststhatopen strandsoflength m ;1 � m � N ;atthe endsofthe denaturating DNA should be weighted by

a factorm �c 1;with c1 � 0:1 ford = 3. Furtherextensionsofthis approach have been presented [3],which willbe

addressed below.(See Sect.IIB.)

Analyzing experim entalm elting curveswithin the fram ework ofthe P.S.-m odelone alwaystakesc1 = 0;im plying

thatno nontrivialend e�ectsexist.The loop exponenttypically ischoosen asc� 1:75;close to c= �d;d = 3.The

success ofthe analysis,{though m ost rem arkable,{ cannot be taken as experim entalsupport ofthis choice,since

the m elting curvesare notsu�cientto unam biguously �x the large num berofparam etersinvolved in applying the

m odelto a realDNA m olecule [6{8]. Itrecently hasbeen shown [11]thatm elting curvesfora given base sequence

calculated within the P.S.-m odelboth with c = 1:75 orc = 2:15 can be broughton top ofeach other by adjusting

the cooperativity param eter�.Forc= 2:15;� hasto be increased by a factoroforder10 com pared to itsvalue for

c= 1:75.Sinceindependentinform ation on � ism issing,theexperim entsleavethevalueofcand thustheasym ptotic

characterofthe transition undeterm ined.

Thissituation asksfora closerexam ination ofthe resultsofthe sim ulationsdescribed above.Clearly,ifthe P.S.-

m odelaccurately capturesthephysicsofDNA denaturation,then ithasto reproducequantitatively theresultsofthe

sim ple lattice m odel,where the com plicated chem icalm icrostructure associated with m any �tparam etersisabsent.

The presentwork thereforetriesto answerthree related questions.

(i)Isa m odelofP.S.-typeableto consistently �tallthe relevantsim ulation results?

(ii)Doesthe analysis�x the exponentsc;c1?

(iii)Ifthe data are com patible with a range ofexponents,whatotherobservablesable to �x the exponents are in

reach ofpresentday com puterexperim ents?

The�rstquestion isnottrivially answered.In view oftheexperim entalsituation described aboveweclearly expect

the theory to provide a good �tto the sim ulated m elting curves,butthe com puterexperim entsprovide m uch m ore

detailed inform ation. In particular,the distribution functions ofboth the num ber ofbound pairs and the length

ofthe loops have been m easured. It is thus not self-evident that we �nd a positive answer to question (i) :ifwe

includesom enontrivialweighting oftheopen endsthethusgeneralized P.S.-m odelreproducesallthepublished data

curvesrem arkably well.W e stressthatwe here referto the whole functions,notjustto asym ptotic powerlaws.W e

will�nd that the chain length in the sim ulations by far is too sm allto reach asym ptotic power law scaling. The

answerto question (ii)issom ewhatam biguous. The analysisclearly showsthe need ofan end-weighting exponent

0:10 <� c1 <� 0:15;butallobservablesrelated to the distributionsofthe num berofbound pairsorthe length ofthe

open endsreasonably wellcan be �tted with loop exponentsin the range1:7 <� c<� 2:3.Itisonly the m easured loop

length distribution which in theregion ofsm aller‘clearly favorsa valuec> 2.Since,however,theloop weight�‘�c

by construction is m eant to hold for ‘ � 1;�xing a precise value ofc is som ewhata m atter oftaste. Insisting on

�tting the data down to ‘ � 10;a value ofc = 2:05 can be extracted. However,assum ing that corrections to the

asym ptotic loop weightdie outonly for‘>� 100;(we willgive som e argum entssupporting thisview),we can �tthe

data with cin the range1:9<� c<� 2:2.

In view ofthese results,consideration ofquestion (iii)is ofinterest. The trivialanswerthatlongerchainsm ust

be sim ulated seem s to be unrealistic. Changing the boundary conditions should be a m ore realistic option. In the

availablesim ulationsthe two strandsarebound togetheratoneend,whereasthe otherend ofthe ‘DNA chain’m ay

be,and in generalwillbe,open. Com paring to results for chains bound together ofboth ends m ay considerably

restrictthe allowed rangeofvaluesofc.

W ith the restricted chain lengthsofthe sim ulations,(Ref.[1]:500 � N � 3000;Refs.[2{4]:80 � N � 1280),our

analysisnecessarily concentrateson �nite size e�ectsin the P.S.-m odel.However,the norm al�nite sizescaling lim it

is not su�cient. This lim it consists in taking N to in�nity,with other variables,properly scaled by powers ofN ,

held �xed so asto m agnify the criticalregion. In ouranalysiswe need to keep the leading correction term sto this

lim it,which forN ! 1 vanish asN �jc�2j .Since in any case jc� 2jissm all,forthe chain lengthsconsidered these

correctionsarenotnegligible.Indeed,they explain thedeviationsofthee�ectiveexponentspreviously extracted from

the data [1,3,4]from the exponentsc;c1 introduced in the m odel.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows. In Sect.IIwe de�ne ourversion ofthe P.S.-m odel,and we derive expressions

fortheobservablesofinterest.Sect.IIIisdevoted to the�nitesizescaling lim it.In Sect.IV wetakeup question (i);

showing thatwith exponentsc = 2:05;c1 = 0:13 and keeping the leading correctionsto the �nite size scaling lim it

a good �tofthe sim ulation data isfound. In Sect.V we considerthe range ofexponentsconsistentwith the data,

(question (ii)),and otherobservablessensitiveto c;(question (iii)),arediscussed in Sect.VI.Sect.VIIsum m arizes

ourconclusions.
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II.O B SERVA B LES O F T H E P O LA N D SC H ER A G A M O D EL

The P.S.-M odeldescribesthe internalcon�guration ofDNA asan alternating sequence ofdoubly stranded parts,

(lengths j�),and loops,(single strand lengths ‘�). The weight ofsuch a con�guration is written as a product of

weightsV (j�)forthe doubly stranded partsand weightsU (‘�)forthe loops.A detailed analysisofthe dependence

ofthe phase transition on the asym ptotic behaviorofV (j),U (‘)recently hasbeen presented in Ref.[12]. W e here

forV (j)takethe originalchoiceofPoland and Scheraga:

V (j)= w
j
: (2.1)

Theparam eterw absorbsboth energeticand entropice�ects.U(‘)istaken to beoflong rangeand willbespeci�ed

below.

Finitesizee�ectsin onedim ensionalsystem swith long rangeinteractionsaresensitiveto theboundary conditions.

Forthepresentproblem twotypesofboundaryconditionsaretobeconsidered,which in thesequelwillbedistinguished

by indices(bb)or(bu),respectively.W ith (bb)-boundary conditionsthetwo strandsarebound togetheratboth ends

ofthe(doubly stranded)chain,whereas(bu)-boundary conditionsallow forunbinding ofthetwo strandsatoneend.

In the �rstpartofthisSection we derivegeneralexpressionsforthe partition function and related quantities.For

our speci�c choice ofU (‘) and ofa factor p(m ;N ) weighting open ends oflength m m ore explicit expressionsare

presented in thesecond part.Thethird partofthissection isdevoted to som edistribution functionsthathavebeen

m easured.

A .G eneralstructure ofthe partition function and related quantities

W e �rstconsider(bb)-boundary conditions.Forstrandsoftotallength N the partition function reads

Zbb(N )=

1X

k= 0

X

fj0;j1 ;� � � ;jk g� 1

f‘1;� � � ;‘k g� 1

�

�

N � j0 �

kX

�= 1

(j� + ‘�)

�

w
j0

kY

�= 1

�
U(‘�)w

j�
�
: (2.2)

Here� (n)standsforK ronecker’ssym bol�n;0: W e de�negenerating functions

G (�) =

1X

N = 0

�
�N

Z
(N )

bb
; (2.3)

~U (�) =

1X

‘= 1

�
�‘
U (‘) : (2.4)

The explicitform (2.2)ofZbb(N )resultsin

G (�)=

�
�

w
� 1� ~U (�)

��1

: (2.5)

AnalysisofG (�)issu�cientto exhibitthe asym ptoticbehavior,(N ! 1 );ofthe m odel.Being interested in �nite

N ,we haveto invertthe transform (2.3).

Zbb(N )=

I
d�

2�i�
�
N
G (�) (2.6)

The integration extendsovera closed path encircling allsingularitiesofG (�)in the com plex �-plane.

The generalansatzforU (‘)reads

U (‘)= �
�
‘
�c

+ Us(‘)
�
; (2.7)

whereUs(‘)decreasesfasterthan ‘
�c and correctstheasym ptoticpowerlaw forsm aller‘:Itiseasily checked thatthe

leading term �‘�c in thegeneratingfunction ~U (�)givesriseto cutextending from � = 0 to �� = 1:(SeeSubsect.IIB

forthe explicitanalysis.) G (�)inheritsthe cutand m ay show polesin addition.Speci�cally,forw su�ciently large

thereexistsa pole at�1 > 1:Forc> 1 thispolem ergeswith thebranch point�� = 1 ata criticalvaluew � given by
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w �
� 1� ~U (1)= 0 : (2.8)

Thisequation locatesthe criticalpointofthe phase transition. Exploiting the positivity ofU(‘)itiseasily checked

that allotherpoles �p ofG (�) obey j�pj< m ax (1;�1) and therefore contribute negligibly to the behavioroflong

chains.

In ouranalysiswewillrestrictourselvesto the criticalregion,de�ned by jw � w�j= O
�
N ��

�
;

� = m in(1;c� 1) : (2.9)

Up to term soforder1=N ;which weneglect,itthen isfound thatall�-integralsaredom inated by theneighborhood

ofthe branchpoint�� = 1 :j� � 1j= O (1=N ):In the sequelwe willuse thisinform ation in sim plifying the general

expressions.The partition function im m ediately yieldsthe density �bb ofbound pairs:

�bb =
w

N

@

@w
lnZbb =

1

N

Z
[1]

bb

Zbb

; (2.10)

Z
[1]

bb
(N ) =

1

w �

I
d�

2�i�
�
N
G
2
(�) : (2.11)

Being interested only in the criticalregion we in Eq.(2.11)replaced a factor �=w by 1=w�:The 
uctuation in the

num berofbound pairs

Cbb =
1

N

�

w
@

@w

� 2

lnZbb = w
@

@w
�bb (2.12)

forshortnesswillbe addressed asthe m elting curve. In the criticalregion itisrelated to the experim entalm elting

curvevia a factorrelating w � w� to the deviation ofthe tem peraturefrom itscriticalvalue.

Anotherquantity ofinterestisthe density ofloops.Itisde�ned as

�
[L ]

bb
=

1

N

Z
[L ]

bb

Zbb

; (2.13)

where

Z
[L ]

bb
(N )=

1X

k= 1

k
X

fj0;j1 ;� � � ;jk g� 1

f‘1;� � � ;‘k g� 1

�

�

N � j0 �

kX

�= 1

(j� + ‘�)

�

w
j0

kY

�= 1

�
U (‘�)w

j�
�
: (2.14)

In term softhe generating functionsZ
[L ]

bb
takesthe form

Z
[L ]

bb
(N )=

I
d�

2�i�
�
N ~U (�)G

2
(�) : (2.15)

Since in the criticalregion � = 1+ O (1=N );we can replace the factor ~U (�)by ~U (1)= 1=w � � 1;(cf. Eq.(2.8))to

�nd

Z
[L ]

bb
(N )= (1� w

�
)Z

[1]

bb
(N ) : (2.16)

W e thushavethe relation

�
[L ]

bb
= (1� w

�
)�bb ; (2.17)

correctup to term soforderN �� :

Thissim pleresulthassom einterestingconsequences.Itsuggestsam ethod foraprecisedeterm ination ofthecritical

pointw � and furtherm ore allowsus to identify the criticalregion as thatrange where the ratio �bb=�
[L ]

bb
essentially

staysconstant. This ratio hasa sim ple interpretation. Up to a 1=N correction itisthe m ean length ofthe doubly

stranded partsconnecting the loops.Eq.(2.17)thusim pliesthatduring the denaturation transition notthe average

length but the average num ber ofthe doubly stranded parts decreases. Essentially pairsofloops com bine to form

largerloops.The m ean length ofthe loopstakesthe sim pleform
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h‘i
bb
=

�

�
[L ]

bb

��1

(1� �bb)=
1

1� w�

�
1

�bb
� 1

�

: (2.18)

h‘i
bb
;asgiven by Eq.(2.18),isthe m ean length averaged overallloopson the chain.A priory itdi�ersfrom the

m ean length ofa speci�c loop,e.g.the �rstone.The latterisde�ned as

h‘1ibb =
Z
[‘1]

bb

Zbb

; (2.19)

Z
[‘1]

bb
(N ) =

1X

k= 1

X

fj0;j1 ;� � � ;jk g� 1

f‘1;� � � ;‘k g� 1

�

�

N � j0 �

kX

�= 1

(j� + ‘�)

�

w
j0‘1

kY

�= 1

�
U (‘�)w

j�
�

=
w �

1� w�

I
d�

2�i�
�
N
G (�)

�

� �
d

d�
~U (�)

�

: (2.20)

In the lastline we again replaced som e term �=w by 1=w�:W e furthernote thatin principle the de�nition ofh‘1ibb
involvesthe probability thatatleastone loop existson the chain. However,thisprobability di�ersfrom 1 only by

negligibleterm s.In contrastto h‘i
bb
;h‘1ibb isnotsim ply related to �bb:Physically thedi�erencearisesfrom thefact

that h‘i gives stronger weight to short loops,which are num erous on the chain. W e will�nd that m easuring h‘1i

would allow fora m oreprecisedeterm ination ofthe loop exponentc:

Allthe aboveresultseasily aretransferred to (bu)-boundary conditions.The partition function takesthe form

Zbu (N )=

N �1X

m = 1

p(m ;N )Zbb(N � m ) ; (2.21)

where the factor p(m ;N ) weights open ends oflength m :W e recallthat such a weight is absent in the original

form ulation ofthe P.S.-m odel. The generalization to p(m ;N )6� 1 willturn outto be quite im portant. W e further

note that we om itted the closed con�guration m = 0;which carries negligible weight. Q uantities Z
[1]

bu
,Z

[L ]

bu
,Z

[‘1]

bu

arerelated to their(bb)-counterpartsin com pleteanalogy to Eq.(2.21).In thecriticalregion the relation am ong the

density ofloopsand the density ofbound pairs,(cf.Eq.(2.17)),ispreserved:

�
[L ]

bu
= (1� w

�
)�bu :

The only,butquite trivial,changeconcernsthe m ean length ofa loop,averaged overallloops.Ittakesthe form

h‘i
bu
=

1

1� w�

�
1� hm =N i

�bu
� 1

�

; (2.22)

wherehm =N iisthe m ean length ofan open end:

D
m

N

E

=
1

Zbu (N )

N �1X

m = 1

m p(m ;N )Zbb(N � m ) : (2.23)

B .Explicit expressions valid in the criticalregion

The form (2.7)ofU (‘)yieldsthe generating function

~U (�)= �

�

Lic

�
1

�

�

+ ~Us (�)

�

; (2.24)

where

Lic(z)=
1

�(c)

1Z

0

dy
(� lny)

c�1

1=z� y
(2.25)
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is the polylogarithm ic function and �(c)denotes the G am m a function. Clearly Lic(1=�)has a cut for0 � � � 1;

butno othersingularities.Expressionslike Eq.(2.6)show thatthe contribution ofthe cutto the �-integralforlong

chainsisdom inated by the region 1� � = O
�
1

N

�
:In the criticalregion also the relevantpole �1 approaches1:W e

thuswrite

� = 1+
x

N
; (2.26)

and weexpand ~U (�)in powersofx=N :Sincetheexponentcisexpected tobeclosetoc= 2;wekeep powers(x=N )
c�1

and (x=N )
1
:Theorderoftheneglected term sdependson theasym ptoticbehaviorofUs (‘):ForUs (‘)� ‘�ĉ ;ĉ> c;

the leading neglected term behavesas(x=N )
m in(2;c;̂c�1)

:

In expanding ~U (1+ x=N )we haveto distinguish am ong 2 < c< 3 and 1 < c< 2:(W e willignore the case c= 2;

wherelogarithm iccorrectionsshow up.)

(i) 2< c< 3

W e �nd

~U

�

1+
x

N

�

= ~U (1)+ �

"

�

�(c)sin�c

�
x

N

�c�1

+

�
d

d�

�
�
�
�
1

~Us(�)� � (c� 1)

�
x

N
+ � � �

#

; (2.27)

where� (z)denotesthe Zeta function.W e now introducea scaled ‘tem perature like’variable �� as

w = w
�

�

1+
��

a�N

�

; (2.28)

where the m icrostructure dependent am plitude a� willbe given below. Substituting Eqs.(2.27),(2.28) into

Eq.(2.5)forG (�)and exploiting the de�nition (2.8)ofw � we�nd

G
�1

(�)=
�

w
� 1� ~U (�)=

1

w �a�N

�
x � �� � a1N

2�c
x
c�1

�
; (2.29)

where

a� =

�

1+ w
�
�

�

� (c� 1)�
d

d�

�
�
�
�
1

~Us (�)

���1

; (2.30)

a1 =
�

�(c)sin�c
w
�
�a� : (2.31)

(ii) 1< c< 2

Theexpansion of ~U (1+ x=N )yields

~U

�

1+
x

N

�

= ~U (1)� �

"

�(2� c)

c� 1

�
x

N

�c�1

+
x

N

�

I�
1

�(c)(2� c)
�

d

d�

�
�
�
�
1

~Us (�)

�

+ � � �

#

; (2.32)

whereI standsforthe integral

I =
1

�(c)

1Z

0

dy
1

y2

h

(� ln(1� y))
c�1

� y
c�1

i

:

Thistim e introducing �� as
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w = w
�

�

1+
��

a�N
c�1

�

(2.33)

we�nd forG (�)

G
�1

(�)=
N 1�c

w �a�

�
x
c�1

� �� � a1N
c�2

x
�
;

where

a� =
c� 1

w ���(2� c)
(2.34)

a1 = � a� + a�w
�
�

"

d

d�

�
�
�
�
1

~Us(�)+
1

(2� c)�(c)
� I

#

(2.35)

Using the exponent�;Eq.(2.9),wecan com bine the resultsfor2< c< 3 and 1 < c< 2 in the form

�� = a�

�
w

w �
� 1

�

N
�
; (2.36)

G (�) = w
�
a�N

� �G (x) ; (2.37)

�G (x) =

h

x
�
� �� � a1N

�jc�2j
x
c��

i�1

: (2.38)

Turning now to Zbb;Eq.(2.6),wenotethatwith � = 1+ x=N wecan replacethefactor�N by ex:Thus,to the

orderconsidered herewe �nd

Zbb(N ) = w
�
a�N

��1 �Zbb(��;N ) ; (2.39)

�Zbb(��;N ) =

I
dx

2�i
e
x �G (x) : (2.40)

Thedensity ofbound pairstakesthe form

�bb = a�N
��1

��bb(��;N ) ; (2.41)

��bb(��;N ) =
@

@��
ln �Zbb(��;N ) : (2.42)

Them elting curveisfound as

Cbb = a
2

�N
2��1 �Cbb(��;N ) ; (2.43)

�Cbb(��;N ) =
@

@��
��bb(��;N ) : (2.44)

Them ean length ofthe �rstloop,Eqs.(2.19),(2.20),involvesa factor

�
d

d�
~U (�)) N

d

dx

h
~U

�

1+
x

N

�

� ~U (1)

i

:

Calculating thisfactorforc> 2 orc< 2 from the expressionsgiven abovewe�nd

h‘1ibb =
1

a�

1� a�

1� w�
�

c� 1

1� w�

a1

a�
N

2�c
�Z
[‘1]

bb

�Zbb

; c> 2 ; (2.45)

or

h‘1ibb =
c� 1

1� w�

1

a�
N

2�c
�Z
[‘1]

bb

�Zbb

�
1

a�

a1 + a�

1� w�
;c< 2 ; (2.46)
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respectively.W e introduced the function

�Z
[‘1]

bb
(��;N )=

I
dx

2�i
e
x
x
c�2 �G (x) ; (2.47)

occuring in both expressions.

Turning now to (bu)-boundary conditionswe have to specify the weightp(m ;N )ofthe open ends. W e recall

thatp(m ;N )equals1 in theoriginalform ulation oftheP.S.-m odel,butthenetwork scenario suggests[13]that

open endsoflength 1 � m � N should beweighted by a factor� m�c 1:Furtherm ore,ashasbeen pointed out

in Ref.[3],also con�gurations1� N � m � N ;wherethe closed partissm allcom pared to thedangling ends,

should be weighted by a factor(N � m )
�c 1

:Asentropicweightforthe end pieceswethuschoose

p(m ;N )= m
�c 1 (N � m )

�c 1

: (2.48)

Som ecom m enton thischoiceseem sappropriate.Itisfound thatwith (bu)-boundary conditionsin the critical

region typically a sizeablepartofthe chain isopen,so thatusing an asym ptoticexpression forp(m ;N )seem s

justi�ed.However,theasym ptoticpowerlawsdo notuniquely �x theform ofp(m ;N ):Theform (2.48)isjust

the sim plestansatz.Ithasthe virtue ofintroducing no additionalparam eters.W e furthershould note thatit

hasbeen argued [3]thatthe powerlawsin m or(N � m )m ightinvolvedi�erentexponents.This‘co-polym er

network’scenario wasm otivated by an attem ptto reproduce the m easured e�ective exponents. O ur analysis

revealsthat alle�ects discussed in this context can be traced back to the correctionsto the �nite size lim it,

em bodied in the term s proportionalto N �j2�cj ;(see Sect.IV). Thus there is no need ofintroducing m ore

exponents,and no experim entalevidencefora ‘co-polym ernetwork’scenario isleft[14].

Havingspeci�ed p(m ;N )wecan calculateZ bu from Eq.(2.21).W enotethatZbb(N � m )isgiven byEqs.(2.39),

(2.40),with the only changethatthe factorex in Eq.(2.40)isto be replaced by ex(1� �m );where

�m =
m

N
: (2.49)

Replacing the sum m ation overm by integration over �m ;we im m ediately �nd

Zbu (N ) = w
�
a�N

��2c 1 �Zbu (��;N ) ; (2.50)

�Zbu (��;N ) =

1Z

0

d�m �m
�c1

(1� �m )
�c 1

I
dx

2�i
e
x(1� �m ) �G (x) : (2.51)

The corresponding expression holds for �Z
[‘1]

bu
:Allthe other results ofthe present subsection stay unchanged,

with the index (bb)replaced by (bu):

C .D istribution functions

The resultsofthe previoussubsection im m ediately yield the distribution ofthe length m ofthe open ends.

P
[E ]

bu
(m ;N )= p(m ;N )

Zbb(N � m )

Zbu (N )
: (2.52)

Eqs.(2.39),(2.40),(2.49-2.51)resultin

P
[E ]

bu
(m ;N ) =

1

N
�P
[E ]

bu
(�m ;��;N ) ; (2.53)

�P
[E ]

bu
(�m ;��;N ) =

�m �c 1 (1� �m )
�c 1

�Zbu (��;N )

I
dx

2�i
e
x(1� �m ) �G (x) : (2.54)

Also the distribution ofthe loop length,averaged over allloops,is easily calculated. Up to norm alization it for

(bb)-boundary conditionsisde�ned as

8



X bb(‘;N )=

1X

k= 0

X

fj0;� � � ;jk g� 1

f‘1;� � � ;‘k g� 1

�

�

N � j0 �

kX

�= 1

(j� + ‘�)

�

kX

�= 1

�‘� ;‘ w
j0

kY

�= 1

�
U (‘�)w

jn
�
: (2.55)

The standard analysisyieldsin the criticalregion

X bb(‘;N ) = (w
�
a�)

2
N

2��1
U (‘)�

�
1� �‘

�
�X bb

�
�‘;��;N

�
; (2.56)

�X bb

�
�‘;��;N

�
=

I
dx

2�i
e(

1� �‘)x �G
2
(x) ; (2.57)

where

�‘=
‘

N
; (2.58)

and �(z)isthe step function.The norm alization takesthe form

X

‘

X bb(‘;N )= w
�
(1� w

�
)a

2

�N
2��1 �X bb(0;��;N ) : (2.59)

W e thus�nd the loop length distribution

P
[L L ]

bb
(‘;N )=

w �

1� w�
U (‘)�

�
1� �‘

� �X bb

�
�‘;��;N

�

�X bb(0;��;N )
: (2.60)

For(bu)-boundary conditions �X bb isto be replaced by

�X bu

�
�‘;��;N

�
=

1� �‘Z

0

d�m �m
�c 1 (1� �m )

�c 1

I
dx

2�i
exp

��
1� �m � �‘

�
x
�
�G
2
(x) : (2.61)

Analysisofthedistribution ofthenum berofbound pairsissom ewhatm oreinvolved.For(bb)-boundary conditions

itisde�ned as

P
[B P ]

bb
(n;N )=

Ybb(n;N )

Zbb(N )
; (2.62)

Ybb(n;N )=

1X

k= 0

X

fj0 ;� � � ;jk g� 1

f‘1;� � � ;‘k g� 1

�

�

N � j0 �

kX

�= 1

(j� + ‘�)

�

�

�

n �

kX

�= 0

j�

�

w
j0

kY

�= 1

�
U (‘�)w

j�
�
: (2.63)

Ybb again can be evaluated by introducing a generating function,resulting in

Ybb(n;N )= w
n

I
d�

2�i�
�
N �n

h

1+ ~U (�)

in�1

: (2.64)

The integralencirclesthe cutin the �-plane.W e are interested in the range n � 1;N � n � 1;since only there we

can expectto �nd resultsindependentofm icroscopic detailsofthe m odel. In this region the integralisdom inated

by the branch point�� = 1:W e thusagain introduce variables �� and x via Eqs.(2.36),(2.26),and we use Eq.(2.8)

to write

1+ ~U (�)=
1

w �

h

1� w
�
�
~U (1)� ~U

�

1+
x

N

��i

:
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W e furtherm oreintroducethe scaled variable

�n =
n

a�
N

��
: (2.65)

Eq.(2.64)takesthe form

Ybb(n;N )=
w �

N

�

1+
��

a�N
�

� a� N
�
�n I

dx

2�i

�

1+
x

N

�N (1�a � �nN
� � 1)�1

�

h

1� w
�
�
~U (1)� ~U

�

1+
x

N

��ia� �nN
�
�1

(2.66)

Using the expansion of ~U
�
1+ x

N

�
;and invoking N � 1 we�nd

Ybb(n;N ) =
w �

N
e
�� �n �Ybb(�n;N ) ; (2.67)

�Ybb(�n;N ) =

I
dx

2�i
exp

h

x � x
�
�n + a1�nN

�jc�2j
x
c��

i

: (2.68)

Taking into accountthe norm alization Zbb(N );Eq.(2.39),we�nd as�nalresult

P
[B P ]

bb
(n;N ) =

1

a�N
�
�P
[B P ]

bb
(�n;��;N ) ; (2.69)

�P
[B P ]

bb
(�n;��;N ) = e

�� �n
�Ybb(�n;N )

�Zbb(��;N )
: (2.70)

For(bu)-boundary conditionsEqs.(2.69),(2.70)hold with theindex (bb)replaced by (bu);where �Ybu (�n;N )isde�ned

as

�Ybu (�n;N )=

1�a � �nN
� � 1

Z

0

d�m �m
�c 1 (1� �m )

�c 1

I
dx

2�i
exp

h

(1� �m )x

� �nx
�
+ a1�nN

�jc�2j
x
c��

i

: (2.71)
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III.FIN IT E SIZE SC A LIN G LIM IT

Taking the lim it N ! 1 with the scaling variables ��;�n;�‘;�m held �xed just am ounts to dropping the term s

a1N
�jc�2j xc�� in allexpressionsofthe previoussection.W e considerthe casesc> 2 orc< 2 separately.

A .c> 2 :� = 1

ForN ! 1 the contribution ofthe cutvanishesin the expressionsforthe partition function,Eqs.(2.40),(2.51).

Forall�� only a sim ple polesurvives.W e thusfor(bb)boundary conditions�nd the sim ple result

Ẑbb(��)= lim
N ! 1

�Zbb(��;N )= e
��
: (3.1)

Thisyieldsa constantdensity ofbound pairs,

�bb = a� ; (3.2)

and vanishing 
uctuations,

Cbb = 0 : (3.3)

Indeed,the distribution ofthe num berofbound pairsdegeneratesto a �-function.

P
[B P ]

bb
(n;N )=

1

N
�

�

a� �
n

N

�

(3.4)

To deriveEq.(3.4)som ecloserinspection ofEq.(2.68)for �Ybb(�n;N )isnecessary.

�Ybb(�n;N ) =

I
dx

2�i
exp

h

x(1� �n)+ a1�nN
�(c�2)

x
c�1

i

;

�n =
1

a�

n

N
:

W e �rstnote thata�;Eq.(2.30),obeysthe inequality

0 < a� < 1 : (3.5)

Thisisim m ediately obviousfrom Eq.(3.2)and form ally derivesfrom thepropertiesofthegenerating function ~U (�):

Thus also a1;Eq.(2.31),is positive. A priory the integralfor �Ybb extends over the edge ofthe cut x < 0;and

for n=N > a� the term proportionally to a1 is necessary to guarantee convergence. Since c > 2 we,however,can

transform the integration contourto the im aginary axis,wherethe lim itN ! 1 can be taken.Theresult

Ŷbb(�n)= lim
N ! 1

�Ybb(�n;N )= � (1� �n)

follows.

Forthe distribution ofloop lengths,Eq.(2.60),the �nite sizescaling lim itisalso easily evaluated.

P
[L L ]

bb
(n;N )���� !

N ! 1

w �

1� w�
U (‘)�

�
1� �‘

� �
1� �‘

�
e
� �‘��

(3.6)

Eqs.(2.17),(3.2)yield a constantloop density,�
[L ]

bb
= (1� w�)a�:Also them ean length ofthe �rstloop,Eq.(2.45),

tendsto a constant:

h‘1ibb =
1

a�

1� a�

1� w�
: (3.7)

Itin factbecom esidenticalto the m ean length averaged overallloops,Eq.(2.18).

In sum m ary,we havefound thatforc> 2 in the �nite size scaling lim itthe internalstructure ofthe chain bound

together at both ends is independent of �� in the whole criticalregion � 1 < �� < 1 :A priory this is som ewhat

11



surprising.The explanation isprovided by Eq.(3.6),which for �‘> 0;�� = const;N � 1 properly should be written

as

P
[L L ]

bb
� N

�c �‘
�c
�
1� �‘

�
e
� �‘��

:

The totallength contained in loops �‘> � forany � > 0 becom esnon-negligibleonly for

�� � � lnN ���� !
N ! 1

� 1 :

Thusdenaturation occursoutsidethe �nite size scaling lim itasde�ned above.

Ifthe chain isallowed to open from oneend we�nd a com pletely di�erentbehavior.Eq.(2.51)yields

Ẑbu (��) =

1Z

0

d�m (�m (1� �m ))
�c 1 e

(1� �m )��

=
p
��(1� c1)��

c1�1=2 e
�� =2

I1

2
�c 1

(��=2) ; (3.8)

whereI� (z)isthem odi�ed Besselfunction.Thedensity ofbound pairsand theassociated 
uctuationstaketheform

�bu = a��̂bu (��)

Cbu = a
2
�N Ĉbu (��) ;

with scaling functions

�̂bu (��) =
1

2
+
1

2

I3

2
�c 1

(��=2)

I1

2
�c 1

(��=2)
; (3.9)

Ĉbu (��) =
1

4
�
1

4

 
I3

2
�c 1

(��=2)

I1

2
�c 1

(��=2)

! 2

�
1� c1

��

I3

2
�c 1

(��=2)

I1

2
�c 1

(��=2)
: (3.10)

W e notethat Ĉbu (��)issym m etricin �� :

Ĉbu (� ��)=Ĉbu (��) :

W ith the choice c1 = 0:11 suggested by the network scenario the scaling functions are plotted in Figs.1a or 2a,

respectively.Itm ustbe stressed thatin view ofthe resultsfor(bb)-boundary conditionsthe observed ��-dependence

is due only to the progressive prolongation ofthe dangling ends. It is easily checked that �̂bu (��) is related to the

averagelength < m =N > ofthe open endsas

�̂bu (��)= 1�

D
m

N

E

: (3.11)

Also the distribution ofthe num berofbound pairsiseasily evaluated.Following the stepsexplained abovein the

contextofthe evaluation of �Ybb we�nd

P̂
[B P ]

bu
(�n;��) = lim

N ! 1

�P
[B P ]

bu
(�n;��;N )

= ((1� �n)�n)
�c 1

�(1� �n)
e�� �n

Ẑbu (��)
: (3.12)

Thus this distribution at the criticalpoint �� = 0;(Fig.3a),just re
ects our choice ofp(m ;N ):P̂
[B P ]

bu
is directly

related to the scaling function ofthe length distribution ofthe dangling ends:

P̂bu (�n;��)= P̂
[E ]

bu
(1� �n;��) : (3.13)

Thusfor �� = 0 the length ofthe open ends
uctuatesstrongly.Forc1 = 0 itsdistribution would be com pletely 
at.

The choicec1 > 0 inducesa weak preferenceofessentially open oressentially closed con�gurations.

To sum m arize,we have found a �rstim portant result. For (bu)-boundary conditions and c > 2 denaturation in

the�nite sizescaling lim itiscom pletely dueto the opening ofthe end.Theclosed partofthechain isjusta passive

spectator,undergoing no relevantchangein itsloop structure.Thenum ericalvalue ofc> 2 thereforeisirrelevant.
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B .1 < c< 2 :� = c� 1

In theregion ofthesecond ordertransition thecontribution ofthecutsurvivesthe�nitesizescaling lim it,and the

resultsbecom e lesstrivial.Eq.(2.40)yields

Ẑbb(��) =

I
dx

2�i

ex

xc�1 � ��

= �
sin�c

�

1Z

0

dx
xc�1 e�x

(xc�1 cos�c+ ��)
2
+ (xc�1 sin�c)

2

+
�(��)

c� 1
��

2� c

c� 1 exp

�

��
1

c� 1

�

: (3.14)

For(bu)-boundary conditionswe �nd from Eq.(2.51)

Ẑbu (��) = �
sin�c
p
�

�(1� c1)

1Z

0

dx
xc+ c1�3=2 e�x=2 I1=2�c 1

(x=2)

(xc�1 cos�x + ��)
2
+ (xc�1 sin�c)

2

+
�(��)

c� 1

p
��(1� c1)��

1

c� 1
(3=2�c+ c 1)exp

 

��
1

c� 1

2

!

I1

2
�c 1

�
1

2
��

1

c� 1

�

: (3.15)

Clearly the resulting scaling functions �̂(��)and Ĉ (��)have to be evaluated num erically. (Asa technicalrem ark we

note thatfor �� � 0 itispreferable to include in the integration contourforx a sm allcircle centered atx = 0;so as

to avoid thenum ericalcom plicationsofthepolem erging with thebranch point.) Theresultsforc= 1:75;c1 = 0 are

shown in Figs.1b or2b,respectively. W e see som e quantitative e�ectofthe boundary conditionsbutqualitatively

the behaviorisnotchanged.

However,an analysisofthebond num berdistribution again showsa strong sensitivity to theboundary conditions.

O n thetechnicalsidewenotethattheintegral(2.68)for �Ybb(�n;N ),c< 2;bestisevaluated along a path ofconstant

phasein the x� plane.In polarcoordinates(r; )thispath forN ! 1 isparam eterized as

r( ;�n)=

�

�n
sin(c� 1) 

sin 

� 1

2� c

; (3.16)

and Ŷbb(�n)takesthe form

Ŷbb(�n)=
(c� 1)�n

(2� c)�

�Z

0

d r
c�1

( ;�n)
sin(2� c) 

sin 

� exp

�

� �nr
c�1

( ;�n)
sin(2� c) 

sin 

�

: (3.17)

A sim ilarexpression is found for Ŷbu (�n):For �� = 0;c = 1:75;c1 = 0 the resulting bond-num ber distributions are

shown in Fig.3b. The qualitative di�erence am ong P̂
[B P ]

bb
and P̂

[B P ]

bu
re
ects the 
uctuations in the length ofthe

dangling ends,which again are very strong. Evaluating Eq.(2.54),forc < 2;c1 = 0;�� = 0;N ! 1 ;we �nd the

sim ple result

P̂
[E ]

bu
(�m ;0)= (c� 1)(1� m )

c�2
: (3.18)

Again thisdistribution isquite 
at,and the m ostprobable con�guration isan essentially open chain.Thusalso for

c< 2 the denaturation transition strongly isdriven by the opening ofthe chain ends.

W e �nally recallthat the density ofloops just follows the density ofbound pairs and thus strongly decreases

with decreasing ��;whereasthe m ean length averaged overallloops,Eq.(2.18),increases.h‘iisalso sensitive to N :

Evaluating �bb for�� = 0;N ! 1 ;we�nd

�bb(w
�
;N )= a�N

c�2 �(c� 1)

�(2c� 2)
; (3.19)
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resulting in

h‘i
bb
=

N 2�c

a� (1� w�)

�(2c� 2)

�(c� 1)
;�� = 0 : (3.20)

Thisisto be com pared to the m ean length ofthe �rstloop,which from Eq.(2.46)isfound as

h‘1ibb =
N 2�c

a� (1� w�)
�(c) ;�� = 0 : (3.21)

Asexpected,h‘1iasym ptotically exceedsh‘i:Speci�cally forc= 1:75 we�nd

lim
N ! 1

�� = 0

h‘1ibb

h‘i
bb

� 1:27 :
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IV .A FIT T O T H E R ESU LT S O F SIM U LA T IO N S

The sim ple m odelintroduced and sim ulated in Ref.[1]brie
y hasbeen described in the introduction. W e recall

thatituses(bu)-boundary conditionsforthetwo strandsofthechain and involvesa singleparam etere� weightingthe

overlap ofcom plem entary basepairs.Exceptforallowing forsuch overlapstheexcluded volum eisfully incorporated.

In Ref.[1]data forthe density ofbound pairs�bu and the speci�c heat�2Cbu areshown asfunction of� forsingle

strand lengthsup to N = 3000:In addition,forthree valuesof� closeto the estim ated criticalvalue�� = 1:3413 the

distribution functions P
[B P ]

bu
ofthe num ber ofbound pairsare given. Analysisofthese distributions,in particular,

led the authorsto concludethatthe transition isof�rstorder,butsizeablecorrectionsto �nite sizescaling exist.

Forthesam em odeldata on theloop length distribution P
[L L ]

bu
forchainsup to length N = 1280at� = 1:3413have

been presented in Refs.[3,4].Theauthorsextractavalueofc= 2:14� 0:04:Ref.[3]alsoprovidessom einform ation on

thedistribution ofthelength ofthedangling ends,P
[E ]

bu
;and on thechain length dependenceofthepartition function

Zbu:O therdata presented in Refs.[3,1]concern spatialpropertieslikethedistancedistribution within a loop,orrefer

to thephasediagram in thelim itwherethechain �llsa nonvanishing fraction ofthevolum e.Such aspectsareoutside

the fram eofthe presentwork.

Inspection ofthe sim ulation results im m ediately shows that even for the longest chains the data cannot be re-

produced by the �nite size scaling lim it ofthe P.S.-m odel. In particular,the m easured distribution P
[B P ]

bu
(n=N );

� = 1:3413;only vaguely resem blesthe theoretically predicted P̂
[B P ]

bu
;�� � 0;c> 2;(Fig.3a),and di�erscom pletely

from P̂
[B P ]

bu
;c< 2;(Fig.3b). W hetherincluding the corrections� a1N

�jc�2j allowsfor�tting the data isthe topic

considered here. For given exponents (c;c1) this introduces a1 as a second �t param eter besides a�:A third and

quiteim portant�tparam eteristhecriticalvalue��:Clearly e� isproportionalto theparam eterw introduced in the

P.S.-m odel.In the criticalregion wewrite

w

w �
= e

���
�

� 1+ � � �
�
:

so thatEq.(2.36)forthe scaling variable �� yields

�� = a� (� � �
�
)N

�
; (4.1)

Sincewith thepresentdata N � takesvaluesup to N 1 = 3000;even changing �� by 0:0001 willhavesom ee�ect.Note

thatin P
[B P ]

bu
;�� occursin the argum entofan exponentialfunction,(cf.Eq.(2.70)).

In �tting we proceed as follows. For given (c;c1) we determ ine a�;a1;�
� by �tting sim ultaneously for N = 500;

3000 the resultsforthe averagebond num ber�bu asfunction of�;given in Fig.7a ofRef.[1]. W e choose �bu;since

itshowsthe sm alleststatisticalerror.Analysisofthe loop length distribution involvesthe prefactorw ��=(1� w�);

(cf.Eq.(2.60)),which isdeterm ined by �tting the resultsofFig.1,Ref.[4].W ith theseparam etersknown,the m ore

directly interpretable param etersw �;�; ~U (1); ~U0(1)= d=d� ~U (�)j1 can be calculated. Concerning the num erical

evaluation ofourexpressionsthe essentialtechnicalpointshavebeen m entioned in the previoussection.

W e now presentourresultsfor the choice (c;c1)= (2:05;0:13):These valuesare deep in the range ofexponents

which allow fora reasonable�t,asdiscussed in the nextsection.The �tusesparam eters�� = 1:34110;a� = 0:2775;

a1 = 0:6746;w ��=(1� w�) = 1:0;leading to w � � 0:87;� � 0:14;~Us (1) � � 0:60;~U0
s(1) � � 0:46:W e note that

e�
�

=w � playsthe role ofan e�ective coordination num berofthe lattice walk.The value e�
�

=w � � 4:4 resulting from

the aboveparam etersseem squite reasonableforthe cubic lattice used in the sim ulations.In factitisquite closeto

the e�ective coordination num ber� 4:68 m easured fora sim ple self-avoiding walk on thatlattice.

Fig.4 showstheaveragebond density and them elting curvesasfunction of(� � ��)N forN = 3000;1000;500:W e

om itted dataforotherchain lengths,so asnotto overload theplots.ForallN the�tsareofthesam equality asthose

shown.Notethatin panelb)wehaveplotted Cbu=N ;sincethisisthequantity approaching a �nitesizescaling lim it.

W e clearly can state excellentagreem entam ong theory and data.O nly forN = 3000 we observea sm allshiftofthe

m axim um ofthe calculated m elting curve relative to the data. However,thisdeviation iswithin the errorbars,(cf.

Fig.8 ofRef.[1]),which wehavesuppressed here.Thescaling lim its,N ! 1 ;areincluded in Fig.4 asbroken lines.

O bviously our�tim pliesthatwearefarfrom thescaling lim it.W ith correctionsdecaying only asN �(c�2) = N �0:05 ;

thisisno surprise.

W enow turn to thedistribution ofthenum berofbound pairs,shown in Figs.5,6 ofRef.[1]forvalues� = 1:3413;

� = 0:999� 1:3413= 1:33996;� = 1:001� 1:3413= 1:34264:W e �rstnote thatthisdistribution by construction ofthe

sim ulation m odelfactorizesaccording to

P
[B P ]

bu
(n;�;N )=

Y (n;N )

Z (�;N )
e
�n

; (4.2)
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a property also valid in the P.S.-m odel,(cf.Eq.(2.70)).Thus

P
[B P ]

bu
(n;�1;N )

P
[B P ]

bu
(n;�2;N )

� e
(�1�� 2)n : (4.3)

W e have checked thatthe data ful�llthisrelation within about3% deviation. Thusm easurem entswith di�erent�

essentially carry the sam einform ation.Still,changing � changestheweightassociated with di�erentregionsofn=N :

W e therefore in Fig.5 show �ts to data for the largestand the sm allestvalue of�:W e note thatwe did notshow

the results ofthe theory for n < 30:From the analysis ofthe �nite size scaling lim it we know that this region is

dom inated by essentially open chainswith closed partsoflength <� 100:Forsuch shortpartsweexpectthesubleading

correctionsneglected hereto becom erelevant.W ith thisquali�cation wecan statefullagreem entam ong theory and

data.Thisstrongly suggeststhatthe P.S.-m odelindeed capturesthe essentialphysicsofthe problem .

Fig.6 again illustratesthatthepresentinterpretation ofthedata im pliesthatwearefarfrom the�nitesizescaling

lim it.Itcom paresP
[B P ]

bu
atthecriticalpoint�� = 0ascalculated forN = 3000;(fullline),tothe�nitesizescalinglim it,

(long dashes). The resultforN = 3000 decreasesm onotonically,showing no precursorofthe singularity developing

forN ! 1 atn=N = a�:In the �gure we also included the resultfor � = 1:3413;N = 3000;(�� � 0:1665);(short

dashes).Itshowsa shallow m axim um nearn=N = 0:4;which clearly isnotrelated to theasym ptoticsingularity,but

ratherisdue to the exponentialprefactorexp(�n��):This m axim um has also been observed in the sim ulations,and

the presentinterpretation contradictsthatgiven in Ref.[1].

W e next considerthe distribution ofloop lengths. Data for� = 1:3413 and di�erentchain lengths are presented

in Ref.[3],Fig.7,and Ref.[4],Fig.1,as essentially continuous curves,from which we have drawn som e points.

W e note that for the largerchain lengths the data curves for loop lengths ‘ >� 100 are rather noisy. W e therefore

for N = 1280 represent the data by a set of verticalbars, which give an im pression of the range in which the

data 
uctuate. Fig.7 shows our �t for chain lengths N = 160;320;1280;using only the long range part �‘�c

for the factor U (‘) in Eq.(2.60). Even taking into account that this plot is doubly logarithm ic,we �nd the �t

quite rem arkable. Note that we have chosen the exponent c = 2:05:Stillthe theory in som e interm ediate range

10<� ‘<� 100 yieldsan e�ectiveexponentc� 2:14;asquoted in Ref.[4].O bviously thevariation ofthefactor �X bu

�
�‘
�

in the expression for the loop length distribution is quite essential. Evaluating this factor for �� = 0 in the �nite

size scaling lim itone �ndsthatthe asym ptotic exponentc within an errorofabout:02 can be extracted only from

a region 1 � ‘ <� 10�2 N :Clearly,even for N = 1280 such a region does not exist. W e also note that the present

�t yields values j~Us(1)j� 0:60;j~U0
s(1)j� 0:46;that are fairly sm allcom pared to their long range counterparts

P 1

‘= 1
‘�c = � (2:05)� 1:60;

P 1

‘= 1
‘1�c = � (1:05)� 20:6:Thisisconsistentwith the observation thatthe �tworks

down to very sm allvaluesof‘:

For the distribution P
[E ]

bu
(m ;N ) ofthe length ofthe dangling ends data have been presented only for the two-

dim ensionalversion ofthe sim ulation m odel.(See Fig.4 ofRef.[3].) Two distinctpowerlawshavebeen extracted:

P
[E ]

bu
(m ;N )�

�
m �c

0
1;c01 = 0:23� 0:01;m � N

(N � m )
�c 2

;c2 = 0:35� 0:01;N � m � N :
(4.4)

Both exponentsdi�erfrom c1 = 9=32 � 0:28;predicted by the network scenario ford = 2:Ford = 3 Ref.[3]quotes

valuesc01 = 0:14� 0:01;c2 = 0:16� 0:01:Asm entioned in Sect.IIB the occurrence oftwo di�erentpowerlawsled

the authorsto suggesta ‘co-polym ernetwork’scenario,assum ing thatcriticalexponentsfor the bound partofthe

chain di�erfrom thoseofthe dangling ends.

Evaluating ourexpression forP
[E ]

bu
for�niteN we�nd thate�ectiveexponentsde�ned asin Eq.(4.4)alwaysobey

therelation c01 < c1 < c2:Indeed,using exponentsc= 77=32;c1 = 9=32;predicted by thesim plenetwork scenario in

two dim ensions,we easily can reproduce the m easured e�ective exponentsforthe range ofchain lengthsconsidered

in Ref.[3]. Turning to three dim ensions we for the choice ofparam eters em ployed in this section in Fig.8 show

doubly logarithm icplotsof �P
[E ]

bu
asfunction ofm =N or1� m =N ;respectively.Pressed to extracte�ectiveexponents

we would quote c01 � 0:12;c2 � 0:17;notfarfrom the sim ulation resultsquoted above. In particular,c2 de�nitely

islargerthan the value c1 = 0:13 used and isin the range quoted from the sim ulations. c01 isa little sm allerthan

expected,butwedoubtthatsuch a sm alldeviation issigni�cant.

To supporttheco-polym erscenario,in Ref.[3]also thepartition function itselfhasbeen m easured.Atthecritical

pointZ (N )isexpected to behaveas

Z (N )� N


�
�1
e
�N

; (4.5)

where the sim ple network scenario predicts
� � 2:06 in three dim ensions,whereaswith exponentsc01;c2 extracted

from P
[E ]

bu
the co-polym erscenario leadsto 
� � 2:00:The authorsarguethattheirdata favorthe lattervalue.(See

Fig.8 ofRef.[3].) W ithin the philosophy ofthe network approach wewould write the partition function at�� = 0 as
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Z (N )� N


�
�1
e
�N �Zbu (0;N ) ; (4.6)

an expression which forN ! 1 reducesto Eq.(4.5).Evaluating thecorrection factor �Zbu (0;N )with theexponents

and param eter values used in this section we �nd that in the range 100 <
� N <

� 1000 it decreases the e�ectively

m easured exponentby about0:06;thus bridging the gap between 
� = 2:06 and the value 
� = 2:00 advocated in

Ref.[3].In sum m ary,wein thissection haveshown thattheP.S.-m odel,slightly generalized by asim pleend-weighting

factor,allowsfor a consistentand excellent �t ofthe available M onte Carlo data. K eeping the leading corrections

to the �nite size scaling lim itisessential. Forthe chain length m easured these correctionsexplain allthe observed

e�ectiveexponents,and withoutthesecorrectionsaquantitative�tofthedatawithin thefram eworkoftheP.S.-m odel

isim possible.
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V .EST IM A T E O F T H E R A N G E O F EX P O N EN T S C O M PA T IB LE W IT H T H E D A TA

In analyzing experim entalm elting curves usually exponents (c;c1) = (1:75;0)are chosen. The network scenario

relates c;c1 to exponents governing the partition function of three-arm ed star polym ers. W ith the m ost recent

estim ates [15]for these exponents one �nds (c;c1)= (2:15;0:11):W e here �rstexam ine,whether these two sets of

exponentsallow fora reasonable�t.

In Fig.9 we show the m elting curves for chains oflength N = 500;3000:Clearly,the network based exponents

(2.15,0.11)yield a �t ofthe sam e quality (fulllines) as found in the previoussection. The choice (1.75,0),(long

dashes),however,failsto capturethechain length dependenceofthedata.Indeed,with an appropriatechoiceofa�;

a1;�
� each individualm elting curvecan bereproduced reasonably well.W eherehavedeterm ined the param etersby

�tting �bu (N = 3000):But the param eters extracted de�nitely depend on N :This elim inates the choice c = 1:75;

c1 = 0:Furtheranalysisshowsthatthisfailureisnotrelated to thevalueofcbutto c1 = 0:Theshortdashed curves

in Fig.9 arecalculated with exponents(1:75;0:11);which again allow fora reasonable�t.

K eeping c1 = 0:11 �xed butvarying c we in the range 1:7 <
� c <� 2:3 have found acceptable �tsforallquantities

related tothedistribution ofthenum berofbound pairs.Thechangein cessentiallyiscom pensated by achangeofthe

cooperativity param eter�;which variesfrom � (c= 1:7)� 0:03 to � (c= 2:3)� 0:45:Thisobservation iscom pletely

consistentwith theresultofRef.[11].Thequestion to which extentthedata fortheloop length distribution restrict

the valueofcwillbe discussed below.

W enow �rstconsidertherangeofc1:Fig.10 showsthedistribution ofthenum berofbound pairsfor� = 1:34264;

N = 500:The curves give theoreticalresults for c = 2:15;0:07 � c1 � 0:20:As discussed earlier,we do not put

too m uch weighton therangeofsm alln(n <� 50;i.e.n=N <
� 0:1);whereweexpectsubleading correctionsto becom e

relevant. Fig.10 suggeststhatc1 should be chosen in the range 0:10 <� c1
<
� 0:15:This isconsistentwith allother

data. In particular,the height ofthe m axim a in the m elting curves is quite sensitive to c1:(Recallthe discussion

in the contextofFig.9.) Itincreaseswith increasing c1;and reasonable �ts need a value som ewhere between 0:07

and 0:15:Fig.3a suggestsan explanation ofthisbehavior:increasing c1 putsstrongerweighton essentially closed or

essentially open con�gurationsand m akesthe transition sharper.W e �nally note thatthe estim ate 0:10 <� c1
<
� 0:15

isquite independentofthe value ofcchosen.

W e now turn to the determ ination ofc:The estim ate 1:7 <� c <� 2:3 quoted above is based on �ts ofthe m elting

curves.Forsm allerN the tailto the rightofthe m axim um with increasing cslowly changesfrom undershooting the

data to overshooting.Fig.9b showsan indication ofthise�ect.Theotherquantitiesrelated to the density ofbound

pairsarefairly insensitiveto c;exceptthatincreasing csuppressesthe initialpeak in P
[B P ]

bu
(n;N )forn <� 50;i.e.in

the region where1=n correctionsshould becom erelevant.

Theloop length distribution m ightbeexpected to bem oresensitiveto c:Fig.11 showslog10

�

‘2:05P
[L L ]

bu
(‘;N )

�

as

function oflog10 ‘;wherein the theoreticalcurvesweagain replaced the explicitfactorU (‘)by �‘
�c ;cf.Eq.(2.60).

W e om itted the region log10 ‘ > 2:5;where the theoreticalcurves for allc in the range 1:7 <
� c <� 2:3 essentially

coincide. W e also om itted the data forN = 1280;since the accuracy rapidly decreasesforlog10 ‘> 2;where these

data deviate from those shown. Besidesthe curvesfor(c;c1)= (2:05;0:13);(fulllines,cf. Fig.7),we included the

resultsfor(1.90,0.11),(long dashes),and (2.20,0.11),(shortdashes).Forgiven N thecurvesm ergefor‘>� 102:For

sm aller‘the theoreticalcurvesasfunction ofcsweep overthe data.The behaviorisconsistentwith the param eters
~Us(1);~U

0
s(1)extracted,which show thatforc= 1:90thehereneglected partUs(‘)ispredom inantly positive,whereas

itispredom inantly negative forc= 2:20:W e furtherm ore recallfrom the generaldiscussion ofSect.IIthatthe �rst

m om enth‘i
bu
ofP

[L L ]

bu
can beexpressed in term sof�bu;h�m ibu ;and 1� w�;cf.Eq.(2.22).Alltheparam etersetsused

here essentially yield the sam e resultsforthese quantitiesand thusforh‘i
bu
:Thissuggeststhatforeach param eter

setwecould �nd a short-rangepartUs(‘)ofU (‘);so thatthedata forP
[L L ]

bu
are�tted consistently togetherwith all

otherquantities.An exam pleisshown in theinsertofFig.11 and willbediscussed below.In view ofthe above,the

problem of�xing a rangeofcfrom data forP
[L L ]

bu
am ountsto identifying a value‘0 such thatUs(‘)� ‘�c for‘> ‘0:

Forestim ating ‘0 theliteratureo�erstwo som ewhatcontradictory piecesofevidence.Ref.[3]presentsresultsofexact

enum eration on thesquarelattice,forchain lengthsN � 15:Thedataseem to obey thescalinglaw P
[L L ]

bu
(‘;N )= ‘�c

P̂ (‘=N )with c= 2:44� :06:Thenetwork scenariopredictsc� 2:41 in two dim ensions.Theseresultssuggest‘0 � 10;

and accepting the sam e value in three dim ensionswe would conclude thatc isvery close to c = 2:05:The network

scenario predictsc= 2:15;an estim ate based on sim ulationsofstarpolym ers[15]with arm lengthsup to n = 4000:

However,previouswork [16]covering only arm lengthsn <
� 130 resulted in som ewhatdi�erente�ective exponents,

which yield a valuec� 2:10:Thus,in an optim istic view wem ighttakethe good �twith c= 2:05 assupporting the

network scenario. Thisvalue could be interpreted asan e�ective exponentdescribing loop lengthsoforder‘� 102:

Consistent with the above m entioned results the e�ective exponent is sm aller than the asym ptotic value c � 2:15:

Clearly thisinterpretation im pliesthatUs (‘)isa sizeable correction up to atleast‘0 � 102:Thisisquite plausible,
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sincethecorrectionsto asym ptoticscalingin theexcluded volum eproblem in threedim ensionsareknown to decrease

roughly like‘�0:5 :The insertin Fig.11 dem onstratesthatsuch correctionseasily can bring the theoreticalcurvesto

m atch the data also forc6= 2:05:(In two dim ensionsthe correctionsareexpected to decreaselike 1=N ,which m ight

explain the observation ofRef.[3]quoted above.)

However,irrespective ofthe validity ofany speci�c choice ofc these considerations im ply that Us(‘) cannot be

expected to be negligible for ‘ <� 102:W hatever the true value ofthe exponent c m ight be,we m ust expect that

em bedding ofthechain into three-dim ensionalspacegivesriseto correctionstypicaloftheexcluded volum eproblem .

In a lessoptim istic view wethuswould concludethatcm ighttakeany valuein aboutthe range1:9<� c<� 2:2;these

valuesresulting from the assum ption that‘0 is ofthe orderof100. Even though the choice c = 2:15 based on the

network scenario allowsfora consistentinterpretation ofthe data,we from the analysisofthe data have no reliable

argum entsto excludeothervaluesofc:
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V I.A N A LY SIS O F O T H ER O B SERVA B LES

According to our analysis the present data are com patible with exponents c in at least the fairly large range

1:9 <
� c <

� 2:2:For a m ore precise determ ination the obvious approach would be to sim ulate longer chains. For

instance,with chains oflength N = 30000 the predicted heightofthe m axim um ofthe m elting curve increasesby

about25% in going from c= 1:9 to c= 2:2:However,itseem sunlikely thatforsuch long chainssu�ciently precise

sim ulationscan be carried through in the nearfuture.W e thusshould look forotherobservablessensitiveto c:

Two features ofthe transition prevent a precise determ ination ofc:Firstly,the sm allness ofjc� 2jforces us to

includethe correctionsto �nitesizescaling with the associated �tparam etera1:O nly thesim ulation ofm uch longer

chainscould elim inate these term s,which blur the qualitative di�erence am ong c < 2 orc > 2:Secondly,with the

(bu)-boundary conditionsused the chain essentially opensfrom the end,irrespectiveofc:Forinstance,for �� = 0 on

averageabouthalfofthechain isopen forallcin theaboverange,irrespectiveofN :Clearly,thisfeaturesuppresses

the sensitivity to c ofthe transition. To elim inate this e�ect we should switch to (bb)-boundary conditions,where

both chain endsareclosed.

Fig.12 shows the density of bound pairs and the m elting curves predicted with (bb)-boundary conditions for

N = 500;(c;c1)= (2:20;0:11)or(1:90;0:11);respectively. The param eters��;a�;a1 are taken from the �tto the

(bu)-data. W e note thatthe transition is shifted towardsnegative values of(� � ��)N ;as expected. W hatis m ore

im portant,even forsuch shortchainsweseea cleare�ectofchanging c:For�bb the e�ectjustincreaseswith N :For

Cbb=N the peak heightforc = 1:90 decreasesfaster than for c = 2:20:NearN = 1000 there is a region where the

peak heights approxim ately coincide and where an experim entaldiscrim ination am ong the two predictions willbe

m oredi�cult.

In Fig.13 we com pare predictionsforthe m ean length ofthe �rstloop.Panela)showsresultsfor(bu)-boundary

conditions. ForN = 500 the e�ectofchanging c isquite sm all,butitincreasesrapidly with N :Data forN = 3000

could im prove the estim ate ofc considerably. As panelb) shows,for (bb)-boundary conditions the e�ect again is

increased,to thelevelwheredata forN = 500 could beasusefulasdata forN = 3000 and (bu)-boundary conditions.

These �ndings suggestthat a m ore precise determ ination ofthe exponentc would be possible by com paring the

resultsfor(bu)-or(bb)-boundary conditions.Such sim ulationscould be carried through forfairly shortchains,since

a cleare�ectispredicted even forN = 500:
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V II.C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have found that a m odelofthe type proposed by Poland and Scheraga is able to quantitatively reproduce

sim ulation data ofa very sim ple m odelofthe DNA denaturation transition. It,however,turned outto be essential

to am end theoriginalP.S.-m odelby a factorp(m ;N )weighting theunbound endsofthedoubly stranded chain.The

sim ple ansatz p(m ;N )= m �c 1 (N � m )
�c 1 issu�cient,butwithoutsuch a factorthe m odelcannotreproduce the

chain length dependenceofthedata.Concerning theapplication oftheP.S.-m odelto theanalysisofphysicalm elting

curves,thism ay be the m ostim portantresultfound here.

Concerningthesim ulation datawehavefound thatan interpretation within thefram eworkoftheP.S.-m odelim plies

thatchain lengthsN <
� 3000 arefartoo shortforasym ptotic�nite size scaling to hold.W e m ustinclude corrections

to this lim it which decay only as N �jc�2j :Since the num ericalvalue ofjc� 2jis quite sm all,this im plies that all

the e�ective exponentsextracted by straightforward data analysisare strongly in
uenced by the correction term s.

In particularthisholdsforthe exponentswhich m otivated the co-polym ernetwork scenario. Forthe dangling ends

this scenario introducesa weightp(m ;N )involving two di�erentexponents. O uranalysislendsno supportto this

hypothesis.

Allowingforunbinding ofan end ofthedoubly stranded chain wehavefound thatdenaturation isdom inated by the

prolongation ofthe dangling ends.The internalloop structure ofthe closed partofthe chain doesnotchangem uch

during the transition. Aspointed outin Sect.III,forc> 2 thisistrue irrespective ofN ;butforthe chain lengths

considered hereitholdstruealso forc< 2:W e,forinstance,notethatfor(c;c1)= (1:75;0:11);N = 3000;them ean

length ofa loop according to the theory increasesonly from h‘i
bu
� 4:7 to h‘i

bu
� 7:1 in a range where the average

length ofthe open endsincreasesfrom hm i= 0:1N to hm i= 0:9N :Thisobservation isofim m ediate consequences,

ifwe try to determ ine the exponents (c;c1) from the data. c1;which governsthe weightofthe dangling ends,can

be determ ined with fairprecision.W e found 0:10 <� c1 <� 0:15:The loop exponentc,however,atbestisbounded by

1:9 <� c<� 2:2:An even largerrangeresultsifwe allow form ore pronounced shortrangee�ectsin the ansatz forthe

loop weightU (‘):In fullagreem entwith previouswork [11]we�nd thatchangesofcessentially arecom pensated by

changing the cooperativity param eter�:

Excluding sim ulation ofm uch longerchainsweseetwo possibilitiesto decreasetheuncertainty ofc:W efound that

the m ean length h‘1iofthe �rstloop issensitive to c;even ifwe allow the chain end to unbind. ForN � 3000 the

e�ect should be m easurable reasonably well. Another,and possibly m ore e�cient,approach would be to sim ulate

chainsbound togetheratboth ends. Thiselim inatesthe pathway dom inating denaturation forunbound ends. The

theory predictsm easurable e�ectsofchanging c even forN � 500:Furtherm ore such boundary conditionshave the

additionalvirtueofsuppressing the factorp(m ;N ),which isnotwellknown quantitatively.

In sum m ary,theresultsofthepresentworksuggestthatthePoland-Scheragam odelgeneralized byan end-weighting

factorcatchesthe essentialphysicsofthe denaturation transition.Since the network scenario predictssuch a factor

wefeelthattheanalysisalsosupportsthisscenariowith itsassociated exponents(c;c1)= (2:15;0:11):However,m ore

work m ustbe doneto putthislatterconclusion on a �rm erbasis.
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FIG .1. Scaling function �̂ ofthe density ofbound pairsasfunction of��. a) �̂bu for c1 = 0:11;c> 2:b) �̂bu (fullline)and

�̂bb (broken line)forc1 = 0;c= 1:75:
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FIG .2. Scaling functions Ĉ ofthe 
uctuationsin the num berofbound pairs,(m elting curves).a) Ĉ bu forc1 = 0:11;c> 2:

b) Ĉ bu (fullline)and Ĉ bb (broken line)forc1 = 0;c= 1:75:
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FIG .3. Scaling functions P̂
[B P ]

ofthedistribution ofthenum berofbound pairsasfunction of�n atthecriticalpoint�� = 0:

a) P̂
[B P ]

bu
forc1 = 0:11;c> 2:b) P̂

[B P ]

bu
(fullline)and P̂

[B P ]

bb
(broken line)forc1 = 0;c= 1:75:
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FIG .4. Bond density �bu (panela))and m elting curvesC bu=N (panelb))asfunction of� = (� � �
�
)N :D ata from Ref.[1].

Triangles: N = 500;circles: N = 1000;points: N = 3000:Curves: P.S.-m odelwith (c;c1)= (2:05;0:13). The broken curves

give the �nite size scaling lim itN ! 1 :
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FIG .5. D istribution function P
[B P ]

bu
ofthe num ber n ofbound pairs as function ofn=N :D ata from Ref.[1]. Triangles:

N = 500;circles: N = 1500;points:N = 3000:Panela):� = 1:34264 > �
�
;panelb):� = 1:33996 < �

�
:Curvesare the results

ofthe P.S.-m odel.
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FIG .6. P
[B P ]

bu
aspredicted by the P.S.-m odel.See the m ain textfora discussion.
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FIG .7. log10 P
[L L ]

bu
asfunction oflog10 ‘:D ata from Refs.[3,4].Points:N = 160;circles:N = 320;bars:N = 1280:Curves

are calculated from Eqs.(2.60),(2.61),with U (‘)replaced by 0:14 ‘
�2:05

:The broken line representsthe e�ective power law

‘
�2:14

:
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FIG .8. log
10

�P
[E ]

bu
asfunction oflog

10
(m =N ),panela),orlog

10
(1� m =N ),panelb),forN = 320;� = 1:3413:The broken

linesindicate slopes� 0:12;(panela)),or� 0;17;(panelb)),respectively.
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FIG .9. M elting curves C
[bu]

=N as function of � = N (� � 1:34114), where �
�
= 1:34114 has been determ ined with

(c;c1)= (2:15;0:11).Panela):N = 3000;panelb):N = 500:D ata are taken from Ref.[1].The curvesgive the resultsofthe

P.S.-m odelforexponents(2:15;0:11),fulllines;(1:75;0),long dashes;(1:75;0:11),shortdashes.
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FIG .10. P
[B P ]

bu
(n=N )forN = 500;� = 1:34264:D ata from Ref.[1].The theoreticalcurvesare calculated forc= 2:15 and

valuesc1 = 0:07;shortdashes;0:11;fullline;0:15;long dashes;0:20;dot-dashed curve.
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FIG .11. log10

�

‘
2:05

P
[L L ]

bu

�

asfunction oflog10 ‘:D ata taken from Ref.[3].Circles:N = 320;points:N = 160:Theoretical

curvesare shown for(c;c1)= (2:05;0:13),fullline:(1:90;0:11),long dashes;(2:20;0:11),shortdashes. The insertshowsthe

resultsfor(c;c1)= (2:15;0:11)and U (‘)= 0:236 ‘
�2:15

�
1� ‘

�0:50
�
.
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FIG .12. �bb;(panela)),and C bb=N ;(panelb)),asfunction of� = (� � 1:34116)N forN = 500:Fulllines:(c;c1)= (2:20;

0:11);broken lines:(1:90;0:11).In calculating � we use �
�
= 1:34116 asdeterm ined for(c;c1)= (2:20;0:11).
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FIG .13. M ean length ofthe �rst loop calculated for (c;c1) = (2:20;0:11), fulllines,or (1:90;0:11),broken lines and

di�erentboundary conditions.a)bu-conditions;b)bb-conditions.� = (� � 1:34116)N ;chain lengthsasgiven in the �gures.

34


