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W econsiderdisordered m odelsofpinning ofdirected polym erson a defectline,including (1+ 1){

dim ensionalinterfacewettingm odels,disordered Poland{Scheraga m odelsofD NA denaturation and

other(1+ d){dim ensionalpolym ersin interaction with colum nardefects.W econsideralso random

copolym ers at a selective interface. These m odels are known to have a (de)pinning transition at

som e criticalline in the phase diagram . In thiswork we prove that,assoon asdisorderispresent,

thetransition isatleastofsecond order:thefreeenergy isdi�erentiableatthecriticalline,and the

orderparam eter(contactfraction)vanishescontinuously atthetransition.O n theotherhand,itis

known thatthecorresponding non{disordered m odelscan havea �rstorder(de)pinning transition,

with a jum p in theorderparam eter.O urresultscon�rm predictionsbased on theHarriscriterion.

PACS num bers:05.70.Fh,87.15.-v,02.50.-r

Q uenched disorder,even in arbitrarilysm allconcentra-

tion,isexpected to m odify qualitatively the criticalbe-

haviorofpuresystem sin m any situations.Forinstance,

forIsingspin system sin dim ension d � 2and forsystem s

with continuoussym m etry and d � 4 itwasproven [1],

viaarigorousversion oftheIm ry{M aargum ent[19],that

random nessin the �eld conjugated to the orderparam -

etersm ooths�rstorderphasetransitions.An analogous

result was proven [5]for SO S e�ective interface m odels

in (2+ 1)dim ensions.

In thisLetter,we reporton a sim ilarphenom enon in

a very di�erentcontext,i.e.,for(1+ d){dim ensionaldi-

rected polym erm odelsinteractingwith adefectline,and

for disordered copolym ers at selective interfaces. Both

system sareknown to undergo a (de)pinning phase tran-

sition. Such m odels have naturalapplications,e.g.,to

biopolym ers [9, 12, 26], to pinning/wetting problem s

[10,11],to the problem ofdepinning ofux lines from

colum nardefectsin type{IIsuperconductors[24]and to

inhom ogeneous surface growth equations [21], and at-

tracted m uch attention lately, both in the theoretical

physics and in the m athem aticalliterature. The pure

(i.e., non{random ) m odels present a variety ofcritical

behaviors,rangingfrom �rstto in�niteorderphasetran-

sitions. O n the contrary we prove that,as soon as dis-

order is present,the transition is always sm ooth. In a

way,it isrem arkable thatone can prove such a general

result on the nature ofthe transition,when the knowl-

edge aboutthe (de)pinning m echanism itselfand about

the location ofthe criticalcurve isstillquite poor. O ur

resulthas interesting im plications,in particular,on the

natureofthedenaturation transition forinhom ogeneous

Poland{Scheraga m odelsofDNA.

Pinning/wetting m odels. W econsidergeneralm odels

ofdirectedpolym ersin interactionwith adefectline.The

seem ingly abstractsettingwillbeclari�ed below by som e

physically relevantexam ples.Polym ercon�gurationsare

sequencesS = fSngn= 0;1;::: with valuesin a set� which

contains a speci�c point 0 (the origin). W e set S0 =

0. The free polym er,in absence ofinteraction with the

defectline,isdescribed by a hom ogeneousM arkov chain

on �, with law P . O ur only assum ption on P is the

following:let0 = :�0 < �1 < ::: be the return tim esto

0 ofS (ofcourse,�i � �i� 1 are independent identically

distributed (IID)random variables).W e require

K (n)� P (�i� �i� 1 = n)� n
� �
;n ! 1 (1)

for som e 1 � � < + 1 . Logarithm ic correctionsto the

power decay (1) are allowed (and actually required for

� = 1,to m ake K (� ) sum m able). Note that the �rst

return tim e �1 has in�nite m ean as soon as � < 2. S

m ay be transient,i.e. P (�1 = 1 )> 0. As an exam ple,

ifS isthesim plerandom walk on � = Z
d,then �= 3=2

for d = 1 and � = d=2 for d � 2. In this case,S is

transientassoon asd � 3.O n the lineS � 0 areplaced

quenched IID random chargesf!ngn= 1;2;:::ofm ean zero

and variance one. For� � 0 and h 2 R,the Boltzm ann

distribution forthe polym eroflength N is

P
�;h

N ;!
(S)= P (S)

e
H

�;h

N ;!
(S)

Z
�;h

N ;!

1fSN = 0g; (2)

whereH
�;h

N ;!
(S)=

P N

n= 1
(�! n � h)1fSn = 0g and ofcourse

Z
�;h

N ;!
= E

�

e
H

�;h

N ;!
(S)

1fSN = 0g

�

; (3)

E denoting average with respect to P . Note that the

polym er{defect interaction takes place only at the con-

tactpoints,and thatacontactatn with (�! n � h)> 0is
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energetically favored. O n the otherhand,polym ercon-

�gurations which wander away from the line are m uch

m orenum erous,and thereforeentropically favored,with

respecttothosewhich stayclosetoit.Them ain question

iswhetherthe interaction isenough to pin the polym er

to theline.Thein�nitevolum efreeenergy ofthem odel,

f(�;h)= lim
N ! 1

1

N
logZ

�;h

N ;!
; (4)

isself{averaging[4,22].M oreover,f(�;h)� 0,asisseen

restricting the partition function to the con�gurations

which do nottouch thedefectlinebetween 1 and N � 1:

these paths have zero energy,and their entropy is not

extensive,in view of (1). O ne then de�nes the pinned

(orlocalized)region as

L = f(�;h):f(�;h)> 0g

and the depinned (delocalized)region as

D = f(�;h):f(�;h)= 0g:

Thedenom inationspinned/depinned actuallycorrespond

to thetypicalpolym erbehavior.In L thepolym erstays

closeto thedefectlineand touchesitO (N )tim esbefore

the endpoint (various re�nem ents ofthis statem ent are

proved e.g. in [25]for a related m odel,the copolym er

introduced below,and m ore recently in [17]in a m ore

generalcontext). O n the other hand,in D the num ber

ofcontactsisatm ostO (logN )[15].The regionsD and

L are separated by the criticalline hc(�),so that D =

f(�;h):h � hc(�)g.

Theabovem odelhasawiderangeofapplications,and

a vastliterature is dedicated to it. Let us m ention two

particularly interesting exam ples:

� (1+ 1){dim ensionalwettingofa disordered substrate

[2,10,11]. Here,� = Z
+ and � = 3=2. The defect

line represents a wallwith im purities,and S the inter-

facebetween two coexisting phases(say,liquid below the

interface and vapor above). h < 0 m eans that the un-

derlying hom ogeneoussubstrate repelsthe liquid phase,

and vice versa forh > 0.L correspondsthen to the dry

phase (m icroscopicliquid layeratthewall)and D to the

wetphase (m acroscopiclayer).O neofthe m ostdebated

(and stillunsettled)issuesiswhetherornotthe critical

linecoincideswith thatofthe(exactly solvable)annealed

m odel,where disorderisaveraged in the partition func-

tion on the sam efooting asS.

� Poland{Scheraga (PS)m odels ofDNA denaturation

[9,20]. In thiscase � = Z
+ ,and Sn representsthe rel-

ative distance between two DNA strands in correspon-

dence ofthe nth base pair:Sn = 0 ifthe pairisbound,

Sn > 0ifthebond isbroken.Therefore,L (resp.D )rep-

resentsthe bound (resp. denaturated)phase. M odeling

S asa sim plerandom walk isknown notto bephysically

realistic,and a phenom enologicalvalue � > 2 (loop ex-

ponent),which keeps into accountthe self{avoidance of

the two strands,hasbeen proposed [20]. Therefore,the

transition is�rstorderin thepurecase,cf.(5)below.O f

course,realDNA is intrinsically non{hom ogeneousand

one resortsvery naturally to disordered m odelslike (2),

although the IID assum ption on ! is very questionable

in thiscase.

Sm oothingofthetransition. Theorderparam eteras-

sociated to the transition isthe contactfraction,

fN = N
� 1
E
�;h

N ;!
(# f1 � n � N :Sn = 0g)

In the pure case (� = 0),criticalpoint and criticalbe-

haviorcan be com puted explicitly,see e.g. [2,16]. The

criticalpointishc(0)= log(1� P (�1 = 1 ))� 0 (notice

that hc(0) < 0 i� S is transient). As for the nature of

the transition,one distinguishes two cases: it is of�rst

order(thecontactfraction isdiscontinuousin thein�nite

volum elim it)if
P

n� 1
nK (n)< + 1 ,and ofhigherorder

if
P

n� 1
nK (n)= + 1 .In particular,if�� 0 then

f(0;hc(0)� �)� const� � for �> 2; (5)

while

f(0;hc(0)� �)� const� �
1=(�� 1) for 1 � �< 2 (6)

m odulo possible logarithm ic corrections.For�= 1,the

transition isofin�nite order.

The m ain resultofthisLetteristhat,assoon asdis-

orderispresent(�> 0),thetransition isalwayssm ooth:

T heorem 1 For every � > 0 there exists 0 < c(�) <

+ 1 such that,for every 1 � �< + 1 and �� 0,

f(�;hc(�)� �)� �c(�)�2: (7)

Noticethat,sincef(�;h)� 0,(7)isreallyan estim ateon

the regularity ofthe transition,an issue debated forex-

am plein thecontextofthedisorderedPS m odel[8,9,13].

In particular,(7)showsthattheorderofthetransition is

atleasttwo,i.e.,thefraction ofbound basepairsvanishes

continuouslyapproachinghc(�),in contrastwith thecon-

clusionsofsom enum ericalstudies[13,14].By convexity,

self{averaging off im plies self{averaging ofthe contact

fraction,whenever@hf(�;h)exists.Theorem 1in partic-

ularexcludesthe possibility ofnon{selfaveraging behav-

iorofthecontactfraction atthecriticalpoint,which was

claim ed in [13,14]. Another interesting consequence of

Theorem 1 isan upperbound on the num berofpinned

sites in a sm allwindow around the the criticalpoint,

for �nite N : indeed,one can show [28]that,if� > 0

and jh � hc(�)j� const� N� 1=3,the probability that

fN � N � 1=3 vanishesforN ! 1 . Note that,com par-

ing (6)and (7),ourresultcon�rm sHarris’criterion [18]

which,translated into the presentcontext,predictsthat

disorderisrelevantand changesthenatureofthetransi-

tion assoon as�> 3=2 (italso predictsthatthecritical



3

behaviordoesnotchangeif�< 3=2,which iscom patible

with (7).) For previousrigorouswork connected to the

Harriscriterion and to criticalexponentinequalitiesfor

random system s,cf.[7].

Asa lastrem ark,note thatTheorem 1 isrem iniscent

oftheAizenm an{W ehrresult[1]aboutsm oothingof�rst

orderphasetransitionsvia quenched disorderin 2d spin

system s(in particular,the Random Field Ising M odel).

However,the analogy is rathersuper�cialand very dif-

ferentphysicalm echanism sareinvolved in thetwocases.

Indeed,[1]isbased on acom parisonbetween twocom pet-

ing e�ects:on one hand the ordering e�ectofboundary

conditions,on theotherthee�ectofrandom �eld uctu-

ationsin the bulk. In ourcase,instead,boundary con-

ditionsplay no roleatall(the endpointSN ispinned to

0,cf.(2)).O urm ethod consistsratherin selecting poly-

m er con�gurations that visit rare but favorable regions

with atypicaldisorder,and in giving LargeDeviation Es-

tim ates on the num ber ofsuch regions. This approach

was partly inspired by [3], where a sim ilar path selec-

tion m ethod wasused to obtain rigorouslowerboundson

f(�;h)forthe copolym erm odel.

A LargeDeviationsapproach. Theorem 1isproven in

fulldetailin Ref.[16],undersom etechnicalassum ptions

on the law of!: the result holds in particular if!n is

bounded orifit isG aussian. Here,we presentan intu-

itive argum ent which clari�es the heart ofthe m ethod.

Assum eforsim plicity aG aussian distribution forthedis-

order,!n � N (0;1).Let1� ‘� N and dividethesys-

tem into k = N =‘ blocksB 0;:::;B k� 1 oflength ‘. For

a given disorderrealization,selectthe good blockswhere

the sum ofthe chargesisapproxim ately �‘,i.e.,let

I(!)=

8
<

:
0 � j� k� 1 :

‘(j+ 1)
X

n= ‘j+ 1

!n � ‘�

9
=

;
:

By elem entary large deviationsconsiderations,one real-

izes that there are typically M typ = (N =‘)e� ‘�
2
=2 good

blocks,two successive good blocksbeing separated by a

typicaldistance dtyp = ‘e+ ‘�
2
=2. Next,select allthose

con�gurationsofS thattouch 0 atthe endpointsofthe

good blocksB j;j2 I(!)and thatdo nottouch 0 inside

the bad blocks B j;j =2 I(!) (cf. Fig. 1),and callS!
the collection ofsuch con�gurations.O fcourse,one ob-

tainsa lowerbound on thefreeenergy by restricting the

partition sum to the selected con�gurations,i.e.,

1

N
logZ

�;h

N ;!
�

1

N
logE

�

e
H

�;h

N ;!
(S)

1fS2S! g1fSN = 0g

�

:(8)

Thanks to the M arkov property of P , the r.h.s. of

(8) factorizes into a product of term s, one for each

good block and one for each excursion corresponding

to a group ofadjacent bad blocks (cf. Fig. 1). Note

that conditioning ‘ independent G aussian variables to

have sum �‘ is equivalent, for ‘ large, to shifting the

m ean ofeach variable from 0 to �,while keeping their

0 n
B 0 B 1 B 2 B 3

z
B 9

:::

L0 L1

yx

N

Sn

FIG .1: A typicaltrajectory in S! . Here k = 10,‘= 8 and

I(!)= f3;9g. Note that Sn 6= 0 for n in B j with j 62 I(!)

(bad blocks),except at the boundary with a block B j with

j 2 I(!). O n the other hand, inside B j, j 2 I(!) (good

blocks),the walk m oveswithoutconstraints. The excursions

L0;L1;:::aretypically oflength ‘exp(‘�
2
=2).Thepolym eris

pinned to zero atstepsf0;x;y;z;N g,so thatZ
�;h

N ;!
factorizes

into 4 term s.

variance at 1. Therefore, in each of the good blocks

thepolym ere�ectively hastherm odynam icalparam eters

(�0;h0) = (�;h � ��). Also,note that each ofthe long

excursions between two good blocks entails an entropic

losslogK (dtyp)� � �‘�2=2+ O (log‘),cf.(1).

Now,take the system atthe criticalpoint,h = hc(�),

and let N ! 1 in (8). By the law oflarge num bers,

the free energy contribution ofgood blocksconvergesto

theirdensity,� = ‘� 1 e� ‘�
2
=2,tim es the average contri-

bution ofeach ofthem ,which is‘[f(�;hc(�)� ��)+ o(1)]

for ‘ large (here and below the errorterm o(1) denotes

a non{random quantity thatvanishesas‘! 1 ). Sim i-

larly,thecontribution ofexcursionsconvergesto �tim es

‘(� ��2=2+ o(1)):In form ulas,(8)im plies

0= f(�;hc(�))� e
� ‘�

2

2

�

f(�;hc(�)� ��)�
��2

2
+ o(1)

�

:

Thereforef(�;hc(�)� ��)� ��2=2+ o(1)forevery �nite

‘.Since ‘isarbitrary,weobtain (7).

Copolym ers atselective interfaces. Consider a poly-

m erchain close to the interface between two solventsA

and B,and assum e that som e ofthe m onom ers have a

largera�nity with A and otherswith B.Ifthem onom ers

areplaced inhom ogenously along the chain,theenerget-

ically m ostfavored con�gurationswillstick close to the

interface.Thecom petition with entropice�ectsproduces

also in thiscase a non{trivial(de)localization transition

attheinterface.Thism odelwasintroduced in thephysi-

calliterature[12,23]and hasattracted a lotofattention

in the m athem aticalone,cf. e.g. [4,25]. The system ,

although physically 3{dim ensional,can be reduced to a

(1+ 1){dim ensionaloneifself{avoidanceofthe polym er

isneglected [12]. ItsBoltzm ann distribution can be ex-

pressed,in analogy with (2),as

bP
�;h

N ;!
(S)= P (S)

e
1

2

P
N

n = 1
(�! n + h)sign(Sn )

bZ
�;h

N ;!

1fSN = 0g; (9)

with the convention sign(0) = + 1. Here, the natural

setting is to take S as a sym m etric M arkov chain on
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� = Z,with increm ents S n � Sn� 1 2 f� 1;0;+ 1g. By

sym m etry,one can take h � 0. The random variables

(�! n + h)expressthe a�nity ofthe n th m onom erwith

A,and h is a m easure ofthe asym m etry ofthe chain

(ifh > 0 thereistypically a fraction > 1=2 ofm onom ers

which preferA (favorablesolvent)).In theliterature,the

only case considered isthatofsym m etric random walks

with IID increm entsSn � Sn� 1,which im plies�= 3=2,

butin ourapproach this restriction is notrequired and

ouranalysiscoversm oregeneralM arkov processes.

Again,oneintroducesthefreeenergy and,noting that

in thiscasebf(�;h)� h=2 (seee.g.[4]),onede�neslocal-

ized and delocalized regions L;D according to whether

strictinequality holdsornot. Replica m ethods[29]and

real{space renorm alization group argum ents [23] were

used toattackthem odel,and rigorousboundsareknown

for bf(�;h) and for the criticalcurve hc(�) separating

L and D [3,4]. Interestingly,recent num ericalsim ula-

tionsplusprobabilistic argum entsindicate thatnone of

the known bounds isoptim al[6],which m eansthatthe

(de)localization m echanism isstillpoorly understood.

W hile the physics ofpinning/wetting m odels and of

copolym ersareratherdi�erent,theapproach wepresent

here isratherrobustand worksequally wellforthe two

problem s. Indeed,also forthe copolym erm odelwe can

provesm oothnessofthe(de)localization transition forall

�> 0and 1� �< 1 :Theorem 1stillholds,with f(�;h)

replaced by bf(�;h)� h=2 [16],so that the transition is

atleastsecond orderin view ofbf(�;h)� h=2� 0.Here,

we give just an idea ofhow the heuristics above m ust

be m odi�ed to obtain the resultin thiscase. The m ain

pointisthat(9)can be rewritten as

bP
�;h

N ;!
(S)/ P (S)e�

P
N

n = 1
(�! n + h)� n

1fSN = 0g; (10)

where � n = 0 ifsign(Sn) = + 1 and 1 otherwise. In

this form ,the analogy with (2) becom es m ore evident,

the role of1fSn = 0g being played by � n. O ne can again

dividethesystem into blocksand selectgood oneswhere

thesum ofthechargesisatypicallylarge.However,when

the selection oftrajectories is perform ed as in (8), an

extra condition hasto be m et: the selected trajectories,

S 2 S!,m ustsatisfy � n = 0 forn in a bad block (which

m eanssign(Sn)= + 1,and notjustSn 6= 0).Apartfrom

that,the argum entisidenticalasforpinning m odels.

Finally,note thatforthe copolym erthe orderparam -

eter is no longer the contact fraction fN , but rather
bfN = N � 1bE N ;!(# f1 � n � N :Sn < 0g),i.e.,the frac-

tion ofm onom ersin the (unfavorable)solventB,which

vanishes continuously at the transition,in view ofour

result.Again,one can prove�nite{size upperboundsof

orderN � 1=3 for bfN ,around the criticalpoint[28].

Conclusions. W e have proved that an arbitrarily

sm all am ount of disorder is enough to sm ooth the

(de)pinning transition in directed (co)polym er m odels.

In particular,the transition isalwaysatleastofsecond

order,even when itisdiscontinuousin thecorresponding

purem odels.M oreover,wehavegiven �niteN estim ates

on the order param eter at the criticalpoint. In som e

literature,it is conjectured that the transition is actu-

ally oforderhigherthan two (possibly in�nite)in som e

situations: in particular,forthe copolym erand pinning

m odelswith �= 3=2 [23,27,29]. O urresultleavesthis

possibility open.
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