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W einvestigatethekineticsoftheD NA m elting transition using m odi�ed versionsofthePeyrard-

D auxois-Bishop and Poland-Scheraga m odelsthatinclude long and shortrange interactions.Using

Brownian dynam icsand M onte Carlo sim ulations,we observe m etastable statespriorto nucleation

and dem onstrate thatthe pro�le and growth m odes ofthe criticaldroplet can have both classical

and spinodalcharacteristicsdepending on theinteraction rangeand thetem peraturequench depth.

PACS num bers:

The m elting ofDNA from double to single-stranded

form hasbeen studied extensively foroverforty years[1,

2]. This transition continues to generate interest be-

cause itprovidesinsightinto the biologicalm echanism s

oftranscription and replication. Although m uch theo-

reticalwork has centered on the role oflarge nonlinear

excitationsasaprecursortom elting[3,4,5],surprisingly

littlefocushasbeen given to thekineticsofthispeculiar

one-dim ensionalphasetransition.

Nucleation,theprocessby which asystem decaysfrom

a m etastablestate,playsan im portantrolein m any sys-

tem s undergoing a phase transition [6]. During nucle-

ation,a criticaldropletovercom esa free energy barrier

and grows,causing the system to decay into the stable

state[7].DNA m eltingisbelieved toundergosuch apro-

cessbecauseitssharpm eltingcurveindicatesa�rst-order

phase transition [1] with the possibility of m etastable

statesand becausepossiblenucleation bubbleshavebeen

observed via electron m icroscopy [8].

Although thee�ectofincluding helicity [9],nonlinear-

ities[4,5],sequence[10,11],and defects[12]in m odelsof

DNA has been studied extensively,little has been done

to study how long-range interactions a�ect these m od-

els. It is wellknown that system s with long-range in-

teractionsundergoing phasetransitionscan bequenched

into m etastablestatesnearapseudospinodal[14,15,17].

In the m ean-�eld lim it,this pseudospinodalbecom es a

well-de�ned spinodal[15,16,17],which is the lim it of

m etastability. System s undergoing spinodalnucleation

are driven to the stable phase by di�use fractal-like

criticaldroplets whose am plitudes di�er little from the

m etastablebackground [18,19,20].In contrast,classical

nucleation isinitiated by com pactdropletsthatresem ble

the stable phase. Hence,the inclusion oflong-range in-

teractionsin m odelsofDNA hasim plicationsforthena-

tureofnucleation.Itisalsoknown thatnearest-neighbor

m odels of DNA typically underestim ate the opening

probability forsm allloops[1,13],and experim entalev-

idence suggeststhe interactionsm ay be long-range [21].

In thisLetter,we analyze how the range ofinteractions

a�ectsthekineticsand natureoftheDNA m eltingtransi-

tion in m odi�ed versionsofthe Peyrard-Dauxois-Bishop

(PDB)[4,5]and Poland-Scheraga (PS)[2]m odels.

In our m odi�ed version ofthe PDB m odel,the state

ofeach base pair (bp) is speci�ed by its separation yn

and velocity _yn. The Ham iltonian is given by H PD B =
P N

i= 1
m _y2i=2+ V (yi),where the �rstterm isthe kinetic

energy ofbps with m ass m = 300am u and the second

term isa potentialgiven by

V (yi)= D (e� ayi � 1)2 +

i� 1
X

j= i� R

W (yi;yj)

� h(yi� yc)(T � Tc)�(y i� yc):

(1)

The �rst term in Eq.(1) is an on-site M orse potential

with dissociation energy D = 0:04eV and a param eter
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a = 4:45�A � 1 that goes as the inverse wellwidth. The

M orse potentialrepresentsthe attraction due to hydro-

gen bondsand the repulsion ofnegatively charged phos-

phategroups.Theterm W (yn;_ym )representsthestack-

ing interaction and the elasticity ofthe phosphate back-

bone and isgiven by the anharm onicpotential

W (yn;_ym )=
1

2
K
�

1+ �e
� �(yn + ym )

�

(yn � ym )
2
: (2)

Here, the strength of the backbone is given by K =

0:06eV/�A 2,and the param eters� = 0:35 �A � 1 and � =

0:5representthestackinginteractionbetween bound bps.

The values ofthese param eters are sim ilar to those in

the literature [4,5]. In contrastto the PDB m odel,we

letourinteraction extend beyond nearest-neighborto all

bpswithin a rangeR,which isallowed to extend to sizes

oforderthepersistencelength ofdouble-stranded DNA.

The persistence length,de�ned as the scale over which

correlations in the tangentialdirection ofthe chain are

lost,isoftheorder100-200bpsin double-stranded DNA.

Thelastterm in Eq.(1)hasbeen added to correctfor

entropic e�ects. Sim ulations ofthe PDB m odeldo not

seeseparation ofthestrandsin areasonabletim ebecause

the dissociated chain actsasa pseudorandom walkerin

onedim ension,which withoutincludinghigherspatialdi-

m ensionsquickly returnstotheorigin even when running

attem peratureswellabovethem eltingtem perature.Be-

cause this e�ect is not physical,the lastterm has been

added to m im ic the decrease in the free energy atlarge

separations that would be felt by realDNA m elting in

solution. The step function �(y i� yc)turnson the po-

tentialwhen bpsreach separationsgreaterthan a critical

value yc = 2:5�A,above which the basesare assum ed to

be in the stable open phase. The interaction strength

is given by the param eter h = 0:01eV/�A and by the

di�erence between the tem perature T and the assum ed

m elting tem peratureTc = 350K .

In thePS m odel,di�erentstatisticalweightsaregiven

to bound and unbound segm ents. A bound segm ent is

energetically favored because ofhydrogen bonding and

stacking interactions. Unbound segm ents are entrop-

ically favored because the single-stranded segm ents of

a loop have a m uch shorter persistence length allowing

them to sam ple a larger con�guration of phase space.

O urm odi�ed PS m odelisdescribed by theHam iltonian

H PS = � E 0

N
X

i= 1

�
�i+ 1

2

�

�

K 0

R

N
X

i= 1

�
�i+ 1

2

� i� 1
X

j= i� R

�
�j + 1

2

�

� T
X

loops

ln

�



sl

lc

�

;

(3)

where �i = + 1 and �i = � 1 representbound and open

bps,respectively.Here,thebindingenergyE 0 isassum ed

to be the sam e for allbps and interaction between bps

K 0 extends over a range R. In order to have roughly

equivalentparam etersin both the PDB and PS m odels,

wehavesetE 0 = D and K 0 = K (1+ �).

The�nalterm in Eq.(3)representsthee�ectivepoten-

tialdue to the entropice�ectsofloopsofsizel.Using a

nearest-neighbordropletm odeland the abovevaluesfor

E 0 and K 0,itcan beshown thatchoosing s= 74:4 leads

to a tem perature of 350K ,consistent with our choice

in the PDB m odel. In nearest-neighborPS m odels,the

exponent c determ ines the order ofthe transition. W e

have chosen c = 2:15, consistent with results for self-

avoiding loops published previously [13]. The coopera-

tivity 
 = 0:3 is larger than values reported elsewhere

becausewewish to considersm allloops.

W e sim ulate the PDB and PS m odelswith Brownian

dynam ics (BD) and the M etropolis M onte Carlo (M C)

algorithm ,respectively. In BD the system evolvesvia a

Langevin equation

�yi = � r V (yi)� _y+ �(t) (4)

wherethenoise�(t)israndom G aussianwith < �(t)> = 0

and < �(t)�(t0)> = 2kB T�(t� t0). Using a tim e unit

� = 1:018� 10� 14 s,we choosea tim e step of0:25� and

a dam ping constant  = 0:1�� 1. In the M C sim ula-
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FIG .1: Existence ofm etastable states. The tim e evolution

is shown for < y> in the PD B m odelfor (a) PS with R = 1

and T = 360, (b) PD B with R = 1 and T = 365, (c) PS

with R = 205 and T = 517,and (d)PD B with R = 205 and

T = 685.

tions,random spinsareipped and thechangein energy

between theoriginaland �nalstatesiscalculated.Nega-

tive changesin energy arealwaysaccepted,and positive

changesare accepted with probability exp(� �E =k B T).

For convenience, both sim ulations use given periodic

boundary conditions.

In Figure1 weplottheevolution ofboth runsforlong

and short range interactions. In the PDB m odel, we

m onitorthegrowth ofthem ean separation ofthestrands

< y> = 1

N

P

yi,and for the PS m odelwe observe the

m agnetization M = 1

N

P

�i.Each run isinstantaneously

raised from a low tem perature to a tem perature above

the m elting tem perature. In PDB we see thatfor both

R = 1 and R = 205,the separation stabilizes after the

quench beforegrowingrapidly,indicatingthatthesystem

enters a m etastable state before nucleating. Likewise,

thePS m odelexhibitssim ilarm etastability in which the

m agnetization M = 1

N

P

�i stabilizesbefore the system

nucleatesinto the stable m elted stateM = 1.

In both the PDB and PS m odelsm etastability is ob-

served for all values of R investigated as long as the

tem perature is not too high. In general,system s with

longerrangeshavelongerlifetim esand exhibitm etasta-

bility athighertem peratures[18]. Thisbehaviorisdue

to the fact that the m etastable lifetim e is proportional

to the free energy cost of a criticaldroplet, which in

a one-dim ensionalsystem scaleslinearly with the range

R [17,18,19]. Long-range system s are closerto m ean-

�eld and can be quenched to tem peratures close to the

m ean-�eld spinodal,whileshortrangesystem sreach the

Becker-D�oring lim it where the system nucleates before

m etastable equilibrium can be achieved. W e have cho-

sen tem peraturesforeach range such thatm etastability

can be observed in a reasonable tim e. In both m odels

we �nd thatthe nucleation rate decreaseswith increas-

ing rangeand thatsystem swith longerrangescan reach

m etastable equilibrium at higher tem peratures than at

shorterranges.

Nucleation can beviewed aspassingfrom am etastable

wellto a stablewellin a freeenergy landscape[18].The

criticaldropletisthe system con�guration atthe top of

a saddle point ridge where the probability ofdecaying

into them etastablestateequalstheprobability ofgrow-

inginto thestablestate.In orderto determ inewhen this

dropletoccursduring a run,we m ake m ultiple copiesof

thesystem in itsinitialstateand rerun itwhileadding a

random perturbation atsom eintervention tim e tint [20].

Ifafterthe perturbation thesystem ism orelikely to de-

caytothem etastablestate,then wehavenotyetreached

thecriticaldroplet,whileifittendsto nucleatethan the

dropletispastcriticaland hasentered thegrowth phase.

W hen theprobabilityofreturningtothem etastablestate

and growingtothestablephaseareequal,wesaythecon-

�guration isthe criticaldroplet. In the PDB m odel,we

intervene by turning o� the noise at tint and observing

whether the system grows or decays. In the M C sim u-

lationsofthe PS m odel,we change the random num ber

sequence attint and rerun the system m ultiple tim esto

seewhen theprobabilityofnucleation isroughlyonehalf.

The pro�lesofthe criticaldropletsare shown in Fig-

ure2.To reduce the noise,each pro�le hasbeen coarse-

grained by averaging overallbpswithin the interaction
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FIG .2: (color online). Plots of the criticaldroplet (blue

squares),growth m ode(red triangles),and the�t(green line)

for(a)PS with R = 1 and T = 360,(b)PD B with R = 1 and

T = 365,(c) PS with R = 205 and T = 517,and (d) PD B

with R = 205 and T = 685.

range. In both m odels, sm aller R and T give com -

pact droplets as expected in classicalnucleation. Runs

with R > > 1 and high T give di�use,sm allam plitude

dropletpro�lesthat�twellto an inversehyperbolic co-

sine squared shape. These results are consistent with

spinodalnucleation [18].

W e also plot in Figure 2 the growth m odes of the

droplet. G rowth m odes are obtained by averaging the

dropletpro�lesatvarioustim esafterthecriticaldroplet

and subtracting the criticaldropletpro�le.Thisaverag-

ing isdone to reducethe noise in the growth m ode.For

both m odels,sm allR and T gives growth m odes that

arelargestatthesurfaceofthedroplet,and largeR and

T system sgrow m ostly in the center. Thisdi�erence is

expected asclassicaldropletsresem ble the stable phase

and grow at the surface,and di�use spinodaldroplets

initially grow by �lling in atthe center[19].

In sum m ary,we have observed thatnucleation drives

the m elting transition in m odi�ed PDB and PS m od-

els of DNA. W e �nd that long-range interactions, for

which there is experim entalevidence,and deep quench

depths give di�use droplets rem iniscent ofspinodalnu-

cleation whiletheshort-rangeshallow quenchesgivecom -

pactclassicaldroplets. These results in addition to ex-

perim entalevidence for long-range interactions [21] in

realDNA suggestthepossibility thatnucleation in DNA

m ay havespinodalcharacteristics.
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