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W e investigate several scaling properties of a translocating hom opolym er through a thin pore
driven by an extemal eld present inside the pore only using Langevin D ynam ics (LD ) sin ulations
In three dim ensions (3D ). M otivated by several recent theoretical and num erical studies that are
apparently at oddsw ith each other, we determ ine the chain length (N ) dependence scaling exponents
of the average translocation tim e h i, the average velocity of the center of m ass lwvc v 1, and the
e ective radiusofgyration hR'yiduring the translocation processde nedash i N ,lvew i N,
and Ry N respectively, and the scaling exponent of the translocation coordinate (s-coordinate)
as a function of the transbcation tin e hs? ()i .We nd =136 001, = 160 001 for
hs? () iand = 144 002 orhs *()i , =081 004,and ' = 059 0901,
where isthe equilbriuim F lory exponent in 3D . Therefore, we ndthath i N 138 is consistent

wih the estinate ofh i HRgi=lwew i. However, as observed previously in M C calculations by
K antor and Kardar (Y . Kantor and M . Kardar, Phys. Rev. E, 69, 021806 (2004)) we also nd
the exponent = 136 0:01< 1+ . W ealo observe that = 1:36 is in closer agreem ent w ith

" 1+ 2 )=(Q+ ) asrecently proposed by Vocksetal. # .Vocks,D .Panp,G .T .Barkem a, and
R.C.Ball, J.Phys.: Condens. M atter 20, 095224 (2008)). W e also discuss the dependence of the
scaling exponents on the pore geom etry for the range of N studied here.

PACS numbers: 87.15A— 87.15H— 3620«

INTRODUCTION

T ranslocation of biopolym ers accros a biom em brane,
eg., transport of RNA m olecules out of a nuckus, in-
vasion of viruses into cells, etc., are ubiguitous and
In portant processes in biological system s[l]. Recently
voltage driven translocation of a single stranded DNA
through a -hem olysin pore in biom em brane[2], and sub—
sequently doubl stranded DNA through synthetic sili-
con nanopores[3] have stinulated a lot of activities as
the phenom enon is rich In findam ental science Involved
and its prospective technical applications for detecting
DNA /RNA sequences. W hike it is the attributes of het—
eropolym er translbocation that are the key ngredients
for prospective new sequencing m ethods, these exper—
In ents have generated stin ulating theoretical and nu-—
m erical studies directed tow ards findam ental physics of
hom opolym er translocation through a nanopore. An in —
portant question that has been repeatedly raised is how
does the average translocation tin e scale w ith the chain
length and what is the equation ofm otion that describes
the situation adequately. Approaches using Fokker—
P lanck equation w ith entropic barrier term incorporated
In the free energy have generated usefill insights to
the problem AHL11] M ore recently partial FokkerP lanck
equation PFPE) hasbeen suggested is the natural lan—

guage of the problem [, 10]. Q uie naturally, a num ber
of sin ulational studies have been directed to test predic—
tions of these theordes[11-24].

T his paper is ain ed at detemm Ining the relevant scal-
ing exponents of forced translocation of a hom opolym er
through a nanopore by carrying out large scale Langevin
dynam ics (LD ) sin ulations in three din ensions (3D ) and
com paring the ndings w ith those predicted by theoret—
ical argum ents. W e look at the argum ents for the un-
biased case rst as it serves as the reference for extend-
Ing the theoretical argum ents In the presence of an ex—
temal eld. Naturally, the equilbriim radius of gyra-—
tion Ry N ofa chain of length N, where is the
F lory exponent, is used as the relevant length scale in all
the theories. The rst theoretical argum ent cam e from
Chuang et al. [l1] who predicted that for the unbiased
translocation the m ean translocation tin e should scal
In the sam e m anner as a freely di using chain so that
hi RZ2=D N'™? ,assum ing the di usion coe cient
D 1N appropriate for the freedraining Im i (o hy-
drodynam ic interaction). In this theory i is argued that
the Rouse relaxation serves as the lower bound and in
presence of a nanopore a am aller am plitude accounts for
the slowness of the process[l4]. This theory also pre—
dicts that the scaling exponent of the reaction coordi-
nate de ned as hs? ( )i isgiven by = 2= . As
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usualldHL11] we denote by s( ) the m onom er that is in—
side the pore at tine . Noticeably, the theory is essen—
tially very sin ple and the exponents are fiinctions of

onywith =1+2, = 2=(1+ 2 ) sothat = 2.
In two dinensions @2D) = 0:75 leadsto = 25 and
= 08 respectively. In three dim ensions 3D) = 0:588
ladsto = 22 and = 0:92 respectively. The the-

ory put forward by D ubbledam et al. invokes an addi-
tional surface exponent term ; 23] so that for the dif-
fusive case this theory predicts[@,|10] = 21+ ) 1
and = 2= .Forunbiased translocation this theory also
predicts the product = 2. Several recent num erical
studies n 2D [1,/15,/16,/17] and one in 3D [L8] supports
Chuang et al, whil Dynam ic M onte Carlo DM C) re—
sultsby Dubbledam etal report = 25and = 081
3D which contradicts Chuang et al. and supports their
own prediction[@]. W hile all the sim ulation studies ver—
ify = 20, recent theories by Pang et al. and Vocks
et al. pointed out the role of decay tin e of m onom er
density near the pore and argues that the translocation
tin e isanom alousup to theRousetinety N "2 ,and
becom es di usive afterwards(1Z,/13]. T herefore, or the
unbiased translocation the collective num ericalresuls do
not support any of the proposed theories com pletely.
Let us now look at the theoretical studies of driven
translocation whose num erical veri cation including the
underlying assum ptions is the m ain focus of the paper.
According to Kantor and Kardarh i MRgi=lvey 1
N, assum Ing ve 1=N . K antor and K ardar[g] ar-
gued that since the chain isonly driven at one point inside
the narrow pore, the accom panying change In is shape
due to the bias is insigni cant for the rest of the chain
and therefore, the chain in this case is also described by
the equilbrium F lory exponent . To verify their scal-
Ing argum ent K antor and K ardar carried out Lattice M C
sin ulation of selfavoiding chains in 2D and noticed that
the num erical exponent / 1:5 < 1+ = 1:75. They
argued that nite size e ects are severe in this case and
the relation h i N !* should be taken as an upper
bound that will be seen only for the extremely large
chains. Vocks et al. on the contrary, using argum ents
about m em ory e ects in the m onom er dynam ics cam e
up wih an altemate estin atell3] h i Nlﬂ*2 This
seam s to be consistent w ith m ost of the num erical data
In 3D . However this estin ate fail to capture the recent
2D sim ulation results using Langevin dynam ics and M C
sim ulations [16, |17] where one sees a crossover of the
—exponent from 1.5 to 1.7 (as opposed to 1.428). Dub—
bledam etal have extended theirPFPE based theory for
the driven translocation [L0] and cam e up w ith the follow —
ng relations = 2 + 1 tand = 4=Q2@0+ ) 1).
T he prediction of D ubbledam et al. for the exponents
are = 155and = 156n2D and = 135, and and
= 1% iIn 3D respectively. The DM C results of D ub—
bledam et al. are consistent w ith this theory. H owever,
m ore recent num erical results using LD and M D R2,123]

produce sim ilar results which are only In partial agree—
m ent w ith these theordes.

In this paper not only we calculate these scaling ex—
ponents and for the driven chain but provide in-
sights how the scaling aspects are a ected by boundary
and geom etric factors by m onitoring som e of the rele—
vant tim e dependent quantities during the translocation
process. T his allow sus to check how well som e ofthe as-
sum ptions are satis ed for the driven translocation and
discuss possible scenarios for the disagreem ents between
the theoretical predictions and num erical studies. T hus
far these issues have not been adequately addressed in
the literature.

THE MODEL

W e have used the \K rem erG rest" bead spring m odel
tom In ic a strand ofDNA R4]. Excluded volum e inter-
action between m onom ers is m odeled by a short range
repulsive LJ potential
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Ups @© = 4"[(=) )1+ "orr 27°
r r
= 0for r> 2r°
Here, isthediam eter ofa m onom er, and " is the depth

of the potential. T he connectivity between neighboring
monom ers is m odeled as a Finie Extension Nonlinear
Elastic FENE) spring w ih

1

UrenEe @©) = EkRg n@d r*=Rj);
where r is the distance between consecutive m onom ers,
k is the spring constant and Ry is them axinum allowed
separation between connected m onom ers. W e use the
Langevin dynam ics w ith the equation ofm otion
¥ = FU; 2+ Wik :

Here isthe m onom er friction coe cient and W ; (t), is
a G aussian white noise w ith zero m ean at a tem perature
T, and satis es the uctuation-dissipation relation:

Wi W) >=6kgT 45 € )

T he purely repulsive wall consists of one m onolayer of
LJ particles of diameter 1.5 on a triangulr httice at
the xy plane at z = 0. The pore is created by rem oving
the particle at the center. Inside the pore, the polym er
beads experience a constant force ' and a repulsive po—
tential from the inside wall of the pore. The reduced
umtﬁ of length, tin e and tem perature are chosen to be

, o rand "=kp respectively. Forthe spring potential
we have chosen k = 30 and Ry = 1:5 , the frdction co-
e cient = 1:0, and the tem perature is kept at 1:5=k 3
throughout the sim ulation.
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FIG. 1l: Histogram P ( ) of ight times for chain lengths
N = 64, 128, and 256 for bias F=6.0. The symbols repre—
sent sin ulation data and the solid lines are tswih a fom

P()= A exp( ). The inset shows the corresponding
scaled plots where the -axis has been scaled by Fh i and
the y-axis has been scaled by the m axin um value of the his—
togram .

W e carried out simulations for chain lengths N from

8 256 for two choices of the biasing orce F = 4 and
6, regoectively. Initially the st m onom er of the chain
is placed at the entry of the pore. Keeping the rst
monom er in is original position the rest of the chain
is then equilbrated for tin es at least an am ount propor-
tionalto the N *2 | The chain is then allowed to m ove
through the pore driven by the eld present inside the
pore. W hen the last m onom er exits the pore we stop
the simn ulation and note the translocation tin e and then
repeat the sam e for 5000 such trials.

SIM ULATION RESULTS AND THEIR
INTERPRETATION

T ypical histogram s for the passage tin € are shown in
Fig.[l or F = 6:0. W hen the tine axis is scaled by
the m ean translocation time multiplied by the bias F
and the peak of the distrbution is nom alized to unity,
we oObserve (inset) a nice scaling of all the histogram s
on a single m aster curve. W e also note that an excel-
nt t (solid Iines) could be m ade with an expression
P()= A exp( ) for all the plots wih the peak
position belng given by pax = = . We calculated
the ax@rtmage translocation tin e from the weighted m ean
hi= “* P ()d ,wheret, ox foreach distrbution is
chosen such that at t, ax the distrdbution P ( ) is about
001 % ofispeak value. W e have checked that h i calk
culated from the area is marghally greater than peax
obtained from P ( ).

T he scaling exponent ofthem ean translocation tin e
hi N is extracted by pltting the h i as a func-
tion of N shown in Fig.[d. Evidently, we nd that
hi 1=F andhi N®°, The mset of Fig.[d shows
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FIG .2: Scaling ofthem ean translocation tineh i (logarith-
m ic scale) scaled by the applied biasF as a function of chain
length N (logarithm ic scale). The open circles and squares
referto F = 40 and F = 6:0 respectively. The inset shows
the corresponding scaling ofvew =F .

that the velocity of the center of m ass increases lin—
early with the bias and scales as Vo u 1N 281 we
note that vcy does not scale as 1=N . It has been sug-
gested that this exponent is not universal and depends
on the width and the geom etry of the poreR2]. W e will
com e back to this issue later. The scaling exponent
of the s coordinate is shown in Fig.|3. For clarity, we
have shown results for the two largest chain lengths N
= 128 and 256. W hen we calculate the st and the
second mom ents of s( ) we nd that hs( )i 08 and
hs? ()i 1% fr a w ide range of the translcation tin e
(the slope ram ains the sam e between the blue and the
green vertical w indow s and between the green and the
red vertical w indow s respectively In Fig. 3). The data

as a function of the scaled translbocation tine F show
excellent collapse. Since hs? ()i s ( )1)?, one ex—
pectsto sseh s?()i= hs? () hs()ii 1% during

the same tine window . However, hs? () hs( )i*i re—
veals additional features where the slope changes from
hs? () hs()i?i 193 (petween blue and green dashed
verticallines) tohs? () hs( )i?i  '*? (between green
and red vertical lines). For the forced translocation
hs( )i#% 0 and i islkely that a tiny di erence oftin ede—
pendence ofthe rstand 2nd m om ent during the translo-
cation ofthe chain that isnot visbble In the plot of1st or
the 2nd m om ent of the s-coordinate becom es noticeable
in s uctuation. Therefore, if we use the uctuations
In stode neh(s() hs( )i)zi , then from the late
tin e slope Fig. 3) then weget = 1:44.

W e now oompare these results wih the theoreti-
cal predictions and other existing num erical resuls.
T he translocation exponent in 3D, according to Kan-—
tor and Kardarfg], is1+ = 1588, and according to
D ubbldam [10] is 1:50. First of all, as ocbserved in 2D
M C simulations by K antor and K ardar[f] we also obtain
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FIG . 3: variation of hs® ( )i (top, dotted) and hs( )i (top,
dashed-dot), and hs? () hsi’i (ottom ) as a function of the
scaled translocation tine F . The black and blue colors cor-
respond to chain length N=128 for F=4.0 and F= 6.0 respec—

tively. The red and m agenta colors correspond to the chain
length N=256 for F=4.0 and F= 6.0 respectively.

a analler valie of = 136 001 < 1+ = 1:588
In 3D .Kantor and K ardar argued that a lower valie is
obtained due to nie size e ects and expect that for
very large chains one would nd 1+ 7 159. This
bound has recently been criticized by Vockset al[L3]who
using argum ents about m em ory e ects in the m onom er
dynam ics cam e up w ith an altemate exponent estin ate
given by ££2- = 1:37. Evidently, our resulk is in agree-
m ent w ith this prediction. A s forthe exponent we nd
hs? ()i '®,andhs?()i=hs?() hsi®i ¥ (f
we use the Jater window ). Therefore, w ith D ubbledam
et al. we do not agree w ith the calculated value of ,
but Dubbledam et al also used hs? () , to de-
ne the exponent and the numerical valuie = 1:%6
is exactly the sam e as found here. It is noteworthy
that the uctuation h s ? ( )i is tin e dependent and the

slope of h s 2 ( )i 103 at early tin e crosses over to
hs? ()i t% at a later tine, whilk the slpe or
hs? ()i 1% is constant for a w ider range. If we use

= 144, cbtained from the de nition of uctuation of

the s coordinate, then we nd the relation = 20 is

satis ed for the foroed translocation as well. T his trend
isqualitatively the sam e forthe sim ulation using a square
poreR3],wherewe ndthath i N '™, hs? ()i 152,
and hs? ()i 145 (o that ' 20, same as re-
ported here if we extract from the slope of the plot
hs?()i ). Our results m ay be relevant in the con—
text of a recent recent article by Chatelain, K antor, and
K ardar2l] who showed that the variance of the proba—
bility distribution P (s;t) grow s subdi usievly.

W e now look more clsely at the factors responsi-
ble for the translocation process. The expression
Rgi=tvey 1 N has two components: the depen-—
dence of ey on N and Ry on N respectively. W e now
ook at these two com ponents separately. D uring the
driven translocation the chain doesnot nd enough tin e
to relax. Therefore, it is In portant to know how does
the shape of the chain vary as a function of time and
how di erent it is com pared to its equilbbrium con gura-
tion. During the forced translocation at any instant of
tin e only one segm ent of the entire chain feels the bias.
K antor and K ardarf8] argued that the shape of the chain
is hardly a ected by it so that i will still be described
by the equilbrium F lory exponent . Thisargum entw ill
not be strictly valid for the m odelused here as the beads
are connected by elastic bonds and it is expected that
quite a few neighbors on either side of the driven bead
Inside the pore w illbe indirectly a ected by it.

In order to verify this issue rst, we have calculated
the equilbrium IRgi of the chain clamped at one end
at the pore in presence of the same LJ wall, We

nd 06 001 Fig.[d). We have also calcu-
lated the relaxation tine , of the end-to-end vector
hRaiwy €+ ) WRI) Ry E+ ) HRIHLI exp( =)

and checked that we get the same from the relaxation
m easuram ents. This is consistent w ith the theoretical
prediction of E isenriegler, K rem er, and B inder that in
presence of the wallthe exponent rem ains the sam e as
that of tsbulk counterpart R2€]. To get an idea how fast
is the translocation process, com pared to the correspond—
Ing relaxation tim e, for the chain lengths N = 64;128,
and 256, we nd , 1000;4500, and 20200 respectively
and the corresponding average translocation tines h i
are 215;530, and 1330, respectively. Even in the lnear
response reginewhereh i 1=F ,weodbserve , >> h i.
T he insets of F ig.[4 show s the tin e dependence of Ry (t)
(weuse a di erent notation Ry forthe driven chain). W e
notice that during the translocation process the chain is
signi cantly elongated around t / 0:»5h i and acquires
relatively com pact structure inm ediately upon exiting
the pore. The dashed lnes (black and green) show the
corresponding average values Ry from which we extract
the exponent ’ Fig. [4). Contrary to what is as—
sum ed by K antor and K ardar, we notice signi cant dis—
tortion of the chain. Surprisingly, we nd that the Ry
scales aln ost the same way aslRgi N % (slopes are
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FIG . 4: Equilbrium R4 and e ective Ry during the translo-
cation process. T he absolute value ofthe e ective Ry is larger
than the equilbrium value as it is pulled, but both of them
scale w ith the equilbrium F lory exponent. T he insets show s
the average tim e dependence of the vew (t) and R4 (£) during
the translocation. T he straight lines in the Inset represent the
average value.

the same In Fig. 4). even when h 1 << . Therefore,
num erically we nd that the chain is still described by
the equilbbrium MR 4i.

Likew ise, as expected in LD sinulation, we notice
that vcy () saturates quite quickly and this value is
aln ost the sam e during the translbcation process and
" twvemy i 1N . where = 081 004. Shce ' ,
our studies indicate that it is the lwe v 1 which does not
exhibit inverse lineardependence on chain length N isthe
responsible factor for the deviation from h 1 N **

Tt isworth m entioning that w e have carried out exactly
the sam e LD sinulationsw ith wall particles on a square
latticeR3]. We nd thath N 1%, he? ()i 1s2,
and hs? ()i 145 (o that ' 240, sam e as re—
ported here if we extract from the slope of the plot
hsz( )i ). These results for the square pore are also
consistent w ith recently reported LD and M D sim ulation
results n 3D using GROM ACSRZ]. Recently G authier
et al21] carried out sin ilar studies ofpolym er transloca—
tion through a narrow pore (including hydrodynam ic in—
teractions) and found a system atic variation ofthe m ea—
sured scaling exponents as a fiinction of the pore width.
However, their studies are lim ted to relatively narrow
range of N up to 31 only. In our studies the exponents
for a relatively wide range of N seem to depend on the
pore geom etry. W hether this in plies true nonuniversal-
iy ornot rem ains an open issue.

CONCLUSION

To sum m arize, we have used Langevin dynam ics in 3D
to study the scaling properties of a driven translocating
chain through a nanopore. W e notice that the chain un-

dergoesa signi cant shape change during the fast translbo—
cation process, contrary to what assum ed by K antor and
K ardar is form ulating the theory of forced translocation.
H ow ever, despite signi cant distortion, we nd the chain
is still described by the equilbriim F lory exponent. W e
nd that the hwey i does not scale as its buk counter—
part and depends on pore width and geom etry. It is
likely that density variation on either side of the pore
during the translocation process a ects the overallm o—
tion ofthe chain. W e ndthatthe = 136< 1+ .Itis
worth m entioning that the collective num erical w ork by
various groups failed to validate the K antor and K ardar
result = 1+ for the forced translocation, including
the results listed here. Likew ise, although the value of
= 1:36 that we obtain is In excellent agreem ent w ith
the analytical estin ate of Vocksetal = 11++—2 = 137
In 3D, the results from 2D sin ulations do not agree w ith
the estin ate of Vocks et al.. Finally, we notice a di er—
ence In the s-exponent when calculated from its second

moment ( = 1:6) and is uctuations ( = 1:44). The
later ( = 1:44) agrees wih " 20 whie = 1%
overestin ates it ( r 22 > 20). The uctuations

h s?( )i seem to revealm ore structures not adequately
studied so far. W hen we com pare these results w ith the
existing theories and other num erical resuls we notice
that these results only partially support one theory or
the other. Certainly m ore num erical and analytic work
are needed for a m ore com prehensive understanding of
forced translocation through nanopore.
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