Stochastic sim ulations of cargo transport

by processive m olecular m otors

Christian B .K om,* Stefan K Iim pp,*® Reinhard Lipow sky,” and U Irich S. Schwarz'?
University of Heidelbery, Bioquant 0013,
Im Neuenheimer Feld 267, D 69120 Heidelerg, G em any
2Center for Theoretical B iological P hysics,
University of Califormia at San D iego,
9500 Gilman Drive, La Jolla, CA 92093-0374, USA
M ax P lanck Institute for Collbids and Interfaces,
Science Park Goln, D-14424 Potsdam , Gem any
“University of Heideberg, Institute for T heoretical P hysics,
Philbsophenweg 19, D 69120 Heidelery, Gem any

Abstract

W e use stochastic com puter sim ulations to study the transport ofa spherical cargo particle along
am icrotubule-like track on a planar substrate by several kinesin-like processive m otors. O ur new Iy
developed adhesive m otor dynam ics algorithm com bines the num erical Integration of a Langevin
equation for the m otion of a sphere w ith kinetic rules for the m olecular m otors. The Langevin
part Includes di usive m otion, the action of the pulling m otors, and hydrodynam ic interactions
between sphere and wall. The kinetic rules for the m otors include binding to and unbinding
from the Ilament as well as active m otor steps. W e nd that the sinulated m ean transport

length increases exponentially w ith the num ber of bound m otors, In good agreem ent w ith earlier
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results. The number of m otors in binding range to the m otor track uctuates in tine wih a
P oissonian distrdbution, both for sorings and cables being used asm odels for the linker m echanics.
Cooperativity In the sense of equal load sharing only occurs for high values for viscosity and

attachm ent tim e.

PACS numbers: 82.39%,87.10M n,87.15hj
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I. NTRODUCTION

M olcular m otors ply a key role for the generation of m ovem ent and force in cellilar
system s [l]. In general there are two fundam entally di erent classes of m olecular m otors.
N on-processive m otors lke m yosin IT m otors In skeletal muscle bind to their tracks only
for relatively short tim es. In order to generate m ovem ent and force, they therefore have to
operate In su ciently large num bers. P rocessive m otors like kinesin rem ain attached to their
tracks for a relatively long tin e and therefore are able to transport cargo over reasonable
distances. Indeed processive cytoskeletalm otors predom inantly act as transport engines for
cargo particles, Including vesicles, an all organelles, nuclei or viruses. Forexam ple, kinesin-1
m otorsm ake an average of 100 steps of size 8 nm along a m icrotubule before detaching from
the m icrotubule 2, 3], and therefore reach typical run lengths ofm icrom eters.

H owever, or ntracellular transport even processive m otors tend to fiinction In ensembles
of ssveral m otors, with typical m otor numbers in the range of 1-10 #]. The cooperation
of several m otors is required, for exam ple, when processes like extrusion of lipid tethers
require a certain level of force that exceeds the force generated by a single m otor [, 6]. The
cooperative action of several processive m otors is also required to achieve su ciently long
run length for cargo transport [7], as trangoort distances w ithin cells are typically of the
order ofthe cell size, larger than them icron singlem otor run length. In this context them ost
prom nent exam ple is axonal trangoort, as axons can extend over m any centin eters [, 91.
A nother level of com plexity oftransoort w ithin cells is obtained by the sin ultaneouspressnce
ofdi erent m otor soecies on the sam e cargo, which can lead to bidirectionalm ovem ents and
sw itching between di erent types of tracks [10, 11], and by exchange of com ponents of the
m otor com plex w ith the cytoplaam .

C argo trangoort by m olecular m otors can be reconstituted in vitro using so—called bead
assays In which m otorm olecules are m Iy attached to sohericalbeads that ow in aqueous
solution n a cham ber. O n the bottom wall of the cham berm icrotubules are m ounted along
w hich the beads can be transported [1, 12, 13, 14]. This assay has been used extensively to
study transport by a single m otor over the last decade [12], but recently several groups have
adapted it for the quantitative characterization of transport by severalm otors [14, 15]. If
severalm otorson the cargo can bind to them icrotubule, then the transport process continues
until allm otors sin ultaneously unbind from the m icrotubule. Based on a theoreticalm odel



for cooperative transport by several processive m otors, it was recently predicted that the
mean transport distance increases essentially exponentially with the number of available
m otors [7]. Indeed these predictions are In good agreem ent w ith experin ental data [14, 16].
H owever, both the theoretical approach and the experim ents do not allow us to investigate
the details of this transport process. A m a pr lin itation of the bead assays for transport by
severalm otors is that the num ber ofm otors perbead varies from bead to bead and that only
the average num ber of m otors per bead is known [14, 15]. In addition, even if the num ber
ofm otors on the bead was known, the num ber of m otors in binding range would stillbe a
uctuating quantity. Recently two kinesin m otors have been elastically coupled by a DNA
sca old and the resulting transport has been analyzed In quantitative detail [16]. H ow ever,
it is experim entally very challenging to extend this approach to higher num bers of m otors.
O ne key property of transport by m olecular m otors is the load force dependence of the
transport velocity. For transport by single kinesins, the velocity decreases approxin ately
Iinearly wih increasing load and stalls at a load of about 6 pN [B]. Thus, when the cargo
has to be transported against a large foroe, the soeed of a single m otor is slowed down.
However, if several m otors sim ultaneously pull the cargo, they could share the total load.
T his cooperativiy Jetsthem pullthe cargo faster. A ssum ing equalload sharing, one can show
that In the Ilin it of Jarge viscous load foroe the cargo velocity is expected to be proportional
to the number of pulling m otors [7]. Indeed, this is one explanation that was propossd
by Hill et al. to give plausbility to their results from in vivo experin ents, which showed
that m otorpulled vesicles m ove at speaeds of integer m ultiples of a certain velocity P]. In
general, however, one expects that the total load is not equally shared by the set of pulling
m otors. T he force experienced by each m otor w ill depend on its relative position along the
track and can be expected to uctuate due to the stochasticity of the m otor steps [17]. In
addition, for a soherical cargo particle curvature e ects are expected to play a rok of the
way force is tranam itted to the di erent m otors. Because of its an all size, the cargo particlke
isperpetually sub Ect to them al uctuations. Thisdi usive particle m otion is also expected
to a ect the Joad distrdbution and depends on the exact height of the sphere above the wall
due to the hydrodynam ic interactions.
In order to Investigate these e ects, here we introduce an algorithm that allow s us to
sim ulate the transport of a spherical particle by kinesin—like m otors along a straight lam ent
that is mounted to a plain wall. Binding and unbinding of the m otor to the Jlament



can be described In the sam e theoretical fram ework as the reaction dynam ics of receptor-
ligand bonds [18, 19, 20]. Sin ilarly as reosptors bind very speci cally to certain ligands,
conventionalkinesin bindsonly to certain siteson them icrotubule. T hus from the theoretical
point of view a spherical particle covered w ith m otors binding to tracks on the substrate is
equivalent to a receptor-covered cellbinding to a ligand-covered substrate. T his situation is
rem Inescent of rolling adhesion, the phenom enon that in the vasculature di erent cell types
m ainly white blood cells, but also cancer cells, stem cells or m alaria-infected red blood
cells) bind to the vessel walls under transport conditions R1]. D i erent approaches have
been developed to understand the com bination of transport and reocsptor-ligand kinetics in
rolling adhesion . Am ong these H am m erand cow orkers developed an algorithm that com bines
hydrodynam ic interactions w ith reaction kinetics for reosptor-ligand bonds R2]. R ecently,
we Introduced a new version of this algorithm that also ncludes di usive m otion of the
Soherical particke R3]. Here, we further extend our algorithm to inclide the active stepping
ofm otors (adhesive m otor dynam ics). Sin ulation experin ents w ith this algorithm provide
access to experin entally hidden observables like the number of actually pulling m otors,
the relative position of the m otors to each other, and load distrlbutions. The In uence of
them al uctuations on the m otion of the cargo partick is also in uenced by the properties
ofthe m olecules that link the cargo to the m icrotubule. In our sim ulations various polym er
m odels can be I plem ented and their in uence can be tested directly. In generalourm ethod
m akes it possible to probe the e ects of variousm icroscopic m odels form otorm echanics on
m acroscopic observables that are directly accessible to experim ents.

T he organization ofthe artick isas follow s. In the rstpart, Sec. IT, we explain ourm odel
In detail. This isbased on a Langevin equation that allow s us to calculate the position and
ordentation of a soherical cargo particle as a function of tim e. In addition, we inclide rules
that m odel the reaction kinetics of the m olecular m otors being attached to the cargo and
comm ent on the di erent kinds of friction Involved. W e then explain how theoretical results
for the dependence of the m ean run length of a cargo particle on the num ber of availabl
m otors previously obtained in the fram ew ork of a m aster equations can be com pared to the
situation where only the total num ber of m otors attached to the cargo sohere is known.
W e also brie y comm ent on the im plam entation of our sinulations. In the results part,
Sec.IIT,we rstmeasurethem ean run length and them ean num ber ofpulling m otors at low

visoous drag and nd good agreem ent w ith earlier results. W e then present m easurem ents



of quantities that are not accessble In earlier approaches, lncluding the dynam ics of the
num ber of m otors on the cargo that are In binding range to the m icrotubul. F inally,
we consider cargo transport in the high viscosity regin e and nvestigate how the load is
distributed am ong the pulling m otors. W e nd that cooperativity by load sharing strongly
depends on approprate life tim es ofbound m otors. In the closing part, Sec. IV, we discuss
to what extend our sin ulations connect theoretical m odeling w ith experin ental ndings.
Furthem ore, we give an outlook on further possble applications of the adhesive m otor
dynam ics algorithm introduced here.

IT. MODELAND COMPUTATIONAL M ETHODS

A . Bead dynam ics

In experin ents using bead assays for studying the collective trangoort behavior ofkinesin
m otors one notes the presence of three very di erent length scales, nam ely the chamber
din ension, the bead size and the m olecular dim ensions of kinesin and m icrotubule, respec—
tively. The chamber dim ension is m acroscopic. The typical radius R of beads In assay
cham bers is in the m icrom eter range [13]. T he kinesin m olecules w ith which they are cov—
ered have a resting length Iy ofabout 80 nm PR4]. K inesinswalk alongm icrotubulesw hich are
long hollow cylindrical lam entsm ade from 13 parallel proto lam ents and w ith a diam eter
ofabout hy ¢ = 24 nm R5]. Thus the cham ber din ensions are large com pared to the bead
radius, which In tum is Jarge com pared to the m otors and their tracks. This separation of
length scales allow s us to m odel the m icrotubule as a line ofbinding sites covering the wall
and m eans that the dom inant hydrodynam ic interaction is the one between the spherical
cargo and the wall. For su ciently sm allm otor density, this sesparation of length scales also
In plies that we have to consider only one lane ofbinding sites. In the follow ing we therefore
consider a rigid sphere of radius R m oving above a plhnar wallw ith an embedded line of
binding sites as a sin ple m odel system for the cargo transport by m olecular m otors along a

lam ent.

For an all ob gcts like m icrospheres typical values of the Reynolds number are m uch
an aller than one and Inertia can be neglected (overdam ped regin e). T herefore, the hydro—
dynam ic Interaction between the sphere and the wall is described by the Stokes equation.



T hroughout this paper we consider vanishing extemal ow around the bead. D irectional
m otion of the sphere arises from the pulling forces exerted by the m otors. In addition the
bead is sub gct to them al uctuations that are ubiquitous for m icroscopic ob fcts. Tra-—
“ectories of the bead are therefore describbed by an appropriate Langevin equation. For the
sake of a concise notation we introduce the six-dim ensional state vector X which Includes
both the three transhtional and the three rotational degrees of freedom of the sphere. The
translational degrees of freedom of X refer to the center ofm ass of the sphere w ith respect
to som e reference fram e (cf. Fig.1). The rotationalpart ofX denotes the angles by which
the coordinate system xed to the sphere is rotated relative to the reference fram e [26].
Sin flarly, F denotes a combined six-din ensional force/torque vector.

W ith this notation at hand the appropriate Langevin equation reads 27, 28]
X=MF+kgTrM + g;: 1)

Here, M is the position-dependent 6 6 m obility m atrix. A s we consider no-slip boundary
conditions at the wall, M depends on the height of the sohere above the wall in such a way
that the m obility is zero when the sphere touches the wall R9]. Thus, the hydrodynam ic
Interaction between the sphere and the wall is com pltely Included in the con guration
dependence of them obility m atrix. The lJast tetm In Eqg. (1) isa G aussian white noise tem

w ith
hgii= 0; hglghi= 2ksTM (& 9; @)

w ith Boltzm ann’s constant kg . The second equation represents the uctuation-dissipation
theoram illustrating that the noise is m ulbplicative due to the position-dependance of M .
Thus we also have to de ne in which sense the noise n Eqg. (1) shall be Interpreted. As
usual for physical processes m odeled in the Iim it of vanishing correlation tim e we choose
the Stratonovich interpretation [B0]. However, Eq. (1) is wrtten In the &6 version m arked
by the super-index I for the noise temm . The It6 version provides a suitable base for the
num erical integration of the Langevin equation using a sim ple Euler schem e. The gradient
term In Eg. (1) is the combined result of using the It version of the noise and a term that

com pensates a spurious drift term ardsing from the no-slip boundary conditions R6, 27].



FIG .1: A singlke sphere of radiisR and surface sgparation h from a planarwall. T he translational
coordinates R of the sphere are given relative to a reference fram e that is xed to the wall. The
sphere ispulled by onem olecular m otor that is attached to the surface at position £ m easured w ith
regpect to the center of the sphere. T he bead is sub Fct to the m otor force F, w ith x-com ponent
Fn x. In addition, an extemal force Fr acts parallel to the Ilament, typically arising from an
optical trap. T he force unbalance between Fp, x and F¢ leads to the bead velocity U . The m otor
w ith resting length 1y is m ly attached to the bead and can bind to and unbind from aM T and
m oves w ith velocity v, . denotes the angle between m otorand M T .

For our num erical sim ulations we discretize Eq. (1) In tim e and use an Euler algorithm

which isof rstorderin thetinestep t

X =F t+ksTrM t+g(t)+0 (t ?) )

where g ( t) has the sam e statistical properties as g | from above. In order to com pute the
position-dependent m obility m atrix M we use a schem e presented by Jones et al. 29, 31]
that provides accurate results for all values of the height z. A detailed description of the
com plete algorithm Including the translational and rotational update of the sphere can be
found in Ref. 26].

B. M otor dynam ics

In ourm odel the spherical cargo particle is uniform Iy covered w ith N . m otor proteins.
These molcules are m ly attached to the sphere at their foot dom ains. Consequently,
N+ Is @ constant In tim e. T he opposite ends of these m olecules (their head dom ains) can

reversbly attach to the m icrotubule M T), which ism odeled as a line of equally spaced



binding sites for the m otors covering the wall. A m otor that isbound to the M T exerts a
force and a torque to the cargo particke. If i, and rr are the positions of the head and foot

dom ains of the m otor, respectively, then the force by them otorF,, is given by:

h 5
Fn==%Fu; Fn=F @); P = 7 I = kry &k; 4)
kn, rk

where the absolute value F,, of the m otor orce is given by the force extension relation
F x) for the m otor protein. T hroughout this article we consider two variants of the force

extension curve for the polym eric tail of the m otor. T he ham onic soring m odel reads
Fx)= & d: ©)

This m eans, a force is needed for both com pression and extension of the m otor protein.
A ctually, it was found that kinesin exhibits a non-linear force extension relation [32], w ith
the spring constant varying between = 02 16 N/m fr snall extensions and =
0:6 16 N/m fr larger extensions [32, 33]. For extensions close to the contour length
the molecule becomes in nitely sti [34]. For am all extensions, however, the ham onic
approxin ation works well. A ltematively, we consider the cable m odel
8
< 1; x> 0
F= & 4 & L) ®) = :
0; else
In the cablem odel force is only built up when the m otor is extended above is resting length
. In the com pression m ode, i.e. when the actualm otor length is less then the resting
length, no oroe exists. The cable m odel can be ssen as the simplest model fora exble
polym er.

B esides the foroe each m otorattached totheM T also exerts a torque on the cargo particle.
W ith £ being the position of the m otor foot relative to the center of the sphere (cf. Fig. 1),

this torque reads
Tn =2 Fp: (7)

The combined force/torque vector F = (., ;T )T enters the Langevin algorithm Eq. 3).



In addition to the m attachm ent ofthem otors to the sphere, each m otor can in principle
reversbly bind and unbind to theM T .W e m odel these processes as sin pl Poissonian rate
processes In sin ilar a fashion as it is done form odeling of form ation and rupture of receptor
ligand bonds in celladhesion (e.g., R2]) . Them otorhead isallowed to rotate freely about its
point of xation on the cargo. T he head is therefore Jocated on a spherical shellw ith radius
given by them otor resting length 1. H owever, In contrast to the anchorage point on the cargo
particle the head position ofthe m otor is not explicitely resolved by the algorithm . In order
to m odel the binding process we introduce a capture length ry. A m otor head can then bind
to the M T with binding rate .4 whenever the soherical shell of radius Jy and thickness 1y
around them otor’s anchorage point has som e overlap w ith a non-occupied binding site on the
M T .TheM T'’sbinding sites are identi ed by the tubulin buiding block of length = 8 nm,
0 we choose ry = =2. Note that binding rate and binding range are com plm entary
quantities and that a m ore detailed m odeling of the binding process would have to yield
approprate values for both quantities. If the overlap criterion is ful lled within a tine
Interval t, the probability forbinding p o, within thistine step ispon =1 exp( a4 Y.
W ith a standard M onte-C arb technigque it is then decided whether binding occurs or not:
a random number rand is drawn from the uniform distrbution on the interval (0;1) and In
the case p,, > rand binding occurs. If the overbp crterion is fiil lled for several binding
sites, then using the M onte€C arlo technique it is rst decided whether binding occurs and
then one of the possible binding sites is random 7 chosen.

Each m otorbound to theM T can unbind w ith escape rate . In single m otor experin ents
it was found that the escape rate Increases w ith increasing m otor force [35]. This force

dependence can be describbed by the Bell equation [7, 38]

= oexp Fn=Faq); @)

w ith the unstressed escape rate ¢ and the detachm ent force F 4. B ecause the details of forced
m otor unbinding from a lam ent are not known, here we m ake the sin ple assum ption that
the unbinding pathway is orented in the direction of the tether. W e sst = , whenever
the m otor is com pressed.

The m apr conogptual di erence between a m otor connecting a sphere with a M T and
a receptor-ligand bond is that a m otor can actively step forward from one binding site to



P aram eter typical value m eaning reference

R 1 m bead radius
0 1st? unstressed escape rate 7]
ad 5st binding rate 6, 7]
Fq 3 pN detachm ent foroe [7, 35]
10° :::10 # :::10 ° N/m m otor spring constant  [33, 34, 36]
8 nm kinesin step length 2]
Vo 1 m/s m axinum m otor velocity [7]
0= v= 125 st orward step rate
1 =2 capture radiis
Fg 5:::6 :::8 pN stall force B]
b 50,65,30 nm (resting) length R4, 37]
hy 7 24 nm m icrotubule diam eter 25]

TABLE I:Param eters used for adhesive m otor dynam ics. For ambient tem perature we use T =
293 K, orviscosity = 1 mPas (if not otherw ise stated). If a range is given, then gure in bold
face denotes the value used In the num erical sin ulations.

the next with step length (the length of the tubulin uni). The mean velocity v of an
unloaded kinesin m otor is about vy = 1 m /s depending on ATP concentration B]. If the
m otor protein is m echanically loaded w ith force opposing the walking direction, the m otor
velocity v, isdecreased. Fora single kinesin m olecule that is attached to a bead on which a
trap force F'y pulls, the velocity was found experin entally to decrease approxin ately lnearly
B, 391:

F
Vo =V 1 F—t ; 0< Fe< Fg; 9)

s

w ith the stall force Fg and the trap force Fi acting antiparallel to the walking direction.
D i erent experin ents have reported stall forcesbetween 5 and 8 pN . Changes in this range
are not essential for our results and therefore we use the intem ediate value F, = 6 pN .
If the force is higher than the stall foroe, kinesin m otors walk backwards w ith a very low

velocity 0], which we will neglect In the follow Ing. F inally, for assisting forces, ie. if the
m otor is pulled forward, the e ect of force is relatively sn all [40, 41]. In order to derive
an expression sin ilar to Eq. (9) for our m odel, we have to identify the proper term that
replaces Fy n Eqg. (9). First, we rewrite Eq. (9) asv, = 4 Es Fi), with som e iIntemal

m otor m obility coe cient [, = vpy=F . This version of Eq. (9) allow s us to Interpret the

10
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FIG .2: Force velocity relation fora singlem otor: velocity v, asa function ofload ', x jaccording
to Eg. (10) with m axinum velocity vy and stall force Fg.

m otor head as an overdam ped (Stokesian) particke that constantly pulls w ith the force Fg
against som e external load F; resulting in the e ective velocity v, . According to Eg. @) a
m otor pulls w ith force F,, on the bead, so we can identify the \load" to be F, .x, where
Fn x Isthe x-com ponent ofF, and them nus sign accounts forNew ton’s third law (actio =
reactio) . Thus, we cbtain the follow ing piecew ise linear force velocity relation for the single
motor (e alo Fig.2):

8
§ 1 if F, .2 0O

Vi = VO§ 1 Fred i 0<F, < Fy (10)
. 0 if F. £

where e, isthewalking direction ofthem otor, seeFig.1. T hus, ifthem otorpulls antiparallel
to itswalking direction on thebead, t waksw ith itsm axin um soeed vy . Ifit is Joaded w ith
force exceeding the stall oroe Fg, it stops. For Interm ediate loadings the velocity decreases
Iinearly with load force. Eqg. (10) de nes the m ean velocity of a m otor in the presence of
loading force. W e note that our algorithm also allow s us to In plem ent m ore com plicated
forcevelocity relations and is not restricted to the piecew ise lnear forcevelocity relation.
Tt is used here because we do not focus on a speci ¢ kinesin m otor and because it is easy
to In plem ent In the com puter sim ulations. In practice the m otor walks w ith discrete steps
of length . In the algorithm we account for thisby de ninga step rate ¢ = vy = . The
decision for a step during a tine interval t is then made wih the same M onte<€ arlb

technigue used to m odel the binding and unbinding process of the m otor head. A step is
reected if the next binding site is already occupied by another m otor (m utual exclusion)

11



C . Bead versus m otor friction

In principle, the velocity of a single m otor v, pulling the sphere and the com ponent In
walking direction of the sohere’s velocity U (see Fig. 1) are not the sam e. For an extemal
oree Fy (@gainst waking direction) in the pN range acting on the sphere and F, ,; being
the m otor foree In waking direction, the bead velocity U isgiven by U = & Fnx  E),.
Here, = denotes the corresponding com ponent of the m obility m atrix M of the sphere
(cf. Eg. (1)) evaluated at the height of the sohere’s center w ith super indices tt referring
to the translational sector of the m atrix and sub indices xx referring to the responses in
x-direction. On the other hand from Eqg. (10) it follow s that the m otor head m oves w ith
velocity v, = 5 Fg Fnx). Only I the stationary state ofm otion the two speeds are

equal, U = v, , and we obtain the force with which the m otor pulls (n waking direction)

on the bead:
tTt
Frax= 2 po+ T F.: 11)
m + E(tx m + E(tx

T hus, if the intemal friction of the m otor is Jarge com pared to the viscous frdction of the

sohere, ie., 1= 4 1= &, the second tem in Eqg. (11) can be neglcted and one has
Fonx F.. That m eans, only the trap force pulls on the m otor. If )t(tx both temm s in
Eqg. (11) are of the sam e order of m agnitude. Then, both extemal load F and the friction
force on the bead will in uence the m otor velocity. Experim entally, these prediction can
be checked In bead assays by varying the viscosities of the m ediuim (e.g., by adding sugar
like dextran or Ficoll [43]). Num erically, we can vary In the adhesive m otor dynam ics
algorithm .

W hen severalm otors are sin ultaneously pulling, they can cooperate by sharing the load.
A ssum Ing the case that n m otors are attached to theM T which equally share the totalload,
then the force In x-direction exerted on the bead is nF, ,x ) wih F, , being again the

Individual m otor force. In the stationary state with U = v, we have W ih extemal load

12



Fox @)= mFsi 12)

Themean bead velocity U (n) with n equally pullingmotorsisU (n) = n XttXFm = @). Thus,
In general, the velocity ofthebeadsw ill ncrease w ith Increasing num bern ofpulling m otors.
H ow ever under typical experim ental conditions in vitro, where bead m ovem ents are probed
In aqueous solutions, the internalm otor friction 1= , dom inates over the visocous friction
of the bead, 1= £, and the velcity becom es independent of the number of m otors. Only
if the bead friction becom es com parabl to the intemalm otor friction, the velocity exhibits
an appreciable dependence on the m otor num ber. This dependence can be illustrated by

considering the ratio ofU (n) and U (1):

U(M) n G+ng, n=g+n= a3)
U @) n %+ n=, + 1= % °

In the opposite lin it, n= 1= =

xxr

i.e. when the visocous bead friction is very large and
dom inates over the intemalm otor friction, Eq. (13), kradsto U (n) nU (1), and the bead

velocity Increases linearly with n [7].

D . Vertical forces

W e note that, although we are m ainly Interested In the x-com ponent of the m otor force
F . , ie.the com ponent parallel to the m icrotubule, which enters the force{velocity relation,
the m otor force also has a com ponent perpendicular to the m icrotubule, see Fig. 1. This
force com ponent tends to pull the bead towards the m icrotubule and thus to the surface,
w henever the bead is connected to the m icrotubules by a m otor. T his force is balanced by
the m icrotubule repelling the bead. A dditionally, if the bead touches the lam ent or the
wall, di usion can only m ove the bead away from the wall. In case ofthe full soring m odel,
com pressed m otors can also contrbute a repulsion of the bead from the wall If viscous
friction is strong, the nom al com ponent ofthe force arisesm ainly from them icrotubul. In
that case, the distance h between the bead and the m icrotubule is very an all, hhi 0. For
an all visoous friction, them al uctuations play a m a pr rolke and lead to non-zero distances

between the bead and the m icrotubule, as discussed further in Sec. ITIB .
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A 1l param eters used for the adhesive m otor dynam ics sin ulations together w ith typical
values are summ arized In Tab. I. For the num erical sin ulations we non-din ensionalize all
quantities using R for the length scale, 1= o for the tin e scale and the detachm ent force Fy

as force scale.

E . M aster equation approach

W hen no external Joad is applied a m otor walks on average a tin e 1= ; before it detaches
and the cargo particle m ight di use away from the M T .W hen severalm otors on the cargo
can bind to the M T the mean run length dram atically ncreases as was previously shown
w ith a m aster equation approach [7]. For the sake of later com parison to our sin ulations
we brie y summ arize som e of these results in the follow ing.

Let P; be the probability that i motors are sinultaneously bound to the M T wih

probability of having i = 0;:::;N, m otors bound is conserved then the probabilty ux
from one state to a neighboring state is zero. T hism eans that the probability P; of having

ibound m otors can be calculated by equating forward and reverse uxes
Ny D agPi= @A+ 1) Puaj i= 0;::N, 1 14)

where it is assum ed that the escape rate is a constant w ith respect to tin e. T he solution

to Eqg. (14) is given by

_— i= 0;:::5 N, ¢ 15)
i (+ ¥
T he probability that i m otors are sin ultaneously pulling under the condition that at least
one m otor is pulling is P;=(1 B) fori= 1;:::;N, . Then, the m ean number of bound
m otors Ny, (given that at least one m otor isbound) is [7, Eq. [L3]]
X Py (aa= )0+ ao=1""

N - _ N, : (16)
° 1 B L+ .= 1" 1
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FIG . 3: Hustration of the area fraction a, of the sphere (cut and placed besides the sphere) on
w hich m otor proteins can reach the M T (thin cylinder). ap depends In a geom etrical fashion on
them nim um distance h between the sohere and the M T and on the resting length L.

The e ective unbinding rate r¢, i.e., the rate w ith which the system reaches the unbound
state, isdeterm ined from ¢ (1 Py) = a4Po. Thisquantity can also be identi ed w ith the
Inverse of the mean rst passage tin e for reaching the unbound state, when starting w ith
onem otorbound [7]. Ifthem edium wviscosity is an all, i.e., sin ilar to that ofwater, and no
extemal force is pulling on the bead, we assum e that the velocity of the bead U does not
depend on the number of pulling m otors. The m ean run length, that is the m ean distance
the cargo is transported by the m otors in the case that initially one m otor was bound, is
then the product ofm ean velocity U and mean lifetine (1= ¢¢) [/, Eg. [I4]]:

. U U aqg Nm
hxyi= = 1+ — 1 : 7)
eff N m ad
For kinesin-like m otors at am all extemal load with .4 this expression can be ap-

proxin ated by h x pi UN, )(ag= = !, ie., the mean run length grows essentially
exponentially w ith N, . In the stationary state thebead velocity U and them otorvelocity v,
are equal. For no extemal Joad and sm all viscous frdction on the bead one can approxin ate

o In Egq. (16) and Eq. (17).

F. M ean run length for a spherical cargo particle

In contrast to the m aster equation m odel In which one xes the m axim al number of
bound m otors N, , in the com puter sim ulations only the totalnum ber N . ofm otors on the

Soherical cargo particke is xed. A sim ilar situation arises in experin entswhere only the total
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am ount of m olecular m otors on the sphere ism easured [14] (out not in experin ents w ith
de ned mulim otor com plexes [16]). IfA is the area on the sohere’s surface that includes
allpointsbeing lessthan Jy apart from theM T (cf. Fig.3), we expect on average ny, = N o8y
m otors to be close enough to the M T for binding, w ith the reduced area a, = A,=(¢4 R?).
W hilke the m aster equation m odel assumes a xed N, , In the smulations the m axin um
num ber of m otors that can sin ultaneously bind to the M T isa uctuating quantity about
the m ean value ni,. In the sim ulations the m otors are uniform Iy distributed on the cargo,
thus the probability distribution fiinction P (k) forplacing k m otors nside the above de ned
area fraction a, is a binom ial distrdoution. A s we have ], R, ap isanalland P (k) iswell
approxin ated by the P oissonian probability distribbution function

k
n
P (k;ng) = f,exp( n); np = N orap: 18)

Thus, given a xed number N . of m otors on the sphere the num ber of m otors that are
Initially In binding range to the M T m ight be di erent from run to run. In addition,
because ofthemm al uctuations and torques that them otorsm ay exert on the cargo particle
the relative orientation of the sphere changes during a sinulation run. W ith the change of
ordentation also the num ber ofm otors n binding range to theM T isnot a constant quantity
during one run.

In order to m ake sinulation results for the m ean run length and the m ean number of
bound m otors com parable w ith the theoretical predictions Eq. (17) and Eq. (16), respec—
tively, we have to average over di erent N, . Neglkcting uctuations in the number of
m otors that are in binding range to the M T during one sim ulation run we perform the aver—
age w ith respect to the P oisson distrbution, Eq. (18). A veraging them ean walking distance
hxpiN,) from Eqg. (17) over allN, wih weighting factors given by Eq. (18) we cbtain

the follow ng expression Mp = apN ) :

N ns; N w7
X,m ax nNm 1 U Nm X,m ax nNm 1
s d b
hh x pidp o = R 1+ = 1 ——F—: (19)
T Mo NG 0 N PR O

W e note that during the initialization of each simulation run we place one m otor on the
lower apex of the sohere and then distribbute the other N i 1 m otors unifom ly over

the whole sphere (see appendix B for a detailed description of the procedure). For this
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reason P (N 1;n,) denotes the probability of having in totalN, m otors inside the area
fraction a,. Furthem ore, we introduced a cuto N pax 0fmaxin al possible m otors (N i
is obviously an upper lim i ©Or N 5 .x). Mthe M E N, 52 ! 1 wehavehh x piis gisson =
U 2™ °  1)=(aqNp)-

In a sin ilar way we can calculate the P oisson-averaged m ean num ber of bound m otors
N p oisson » FOr this it is important to include the correct weighting factor [44]. From
an ensemble of many sinulation runs those wih larger run length contrdbute m ore than
those wih snaller run length. For N sinulation runs the m ean num ber of bound m otors
is obtained as WNyigym = F ;tn (j)=P ;ti, where t is a period of tim e during which n (i)
m otors are bound and the sum is over all such periods of tin e. A ssum ing the bead velocity
U to be a constant, the tin e periods t; can also be replaced by the run lengths x ,; during
t;. Piking out all smulation runs with a xed N, , their contrbution to the sum is the
m ean num ber ofbound m otors N, tin es the total run length ofbeadsw ith given N, . The
latter isthem ean run length h x iy, tin es the number of sin ulation runs w ith the given
N, (forsu ciently large N ). C learly, the fraction of runsw ith given N , is the probability
P N, 1;n) Introduced in Eqg. (18). Consequently, we cbtain again w ith a truncation of
the sum at someNp 5 ax Niot

e i VTP N, Linh X ply, Np g )

M pip gisson = PNp)N,Np)= I :
Np=1 lezl P (I\Im l,'r}))hXble

20)

Here we Introduced the probability P (n) for having n m otors in binding range to the M T
when picking out som e cargo particke from a large ensemble of soheres. Explicitely, this
probability is given by

n 1
b o) (0t = F 1Eef (M+ aa=0)" 1)f '=n!
n= P ni B - P m ;m ax i i B -
Nemer 04 L= ¥ 1frers o7 T (Q+ = o)f D=l

i=1 ad

@1)

G . Com puter sim ulations

W e use the follow Ing procedure for the com puter sin ulations. In each sin ulation run the
sohere is covered w ith N m otors. Initially, one m otor, located at the lowest point of the

Sohere, is attached to the m icrotubule such that the distance of closest approach h between
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the sohere and the m icrotubule is given by the resting length ofthem otor, i.e, h= L. The
other N 1) m otorsare unifom ly distributed on the sohere’s surface (cf. SecB). W hen
them otor startswalking, it pulls the sohere closerto theM T because there isa z-com ponent
in the force exerted on the sphere by the m otor stalk Which is strained after the rst step).
T hen, otherm otors can bind to theM T . The system needs som e tin e to reach a stationary
state ofm otion, so niially the m otor velocity v, and the bead velocity U are not the sam e
(for reasons of com parison a xed nitial position is necessary; other initial positions have
been tested but niialization e ectswere always visble). In principle a sin ulation run lasts
until no m otor is bound. For com putational reasons, each run is stopped after 2 Tos
Which is rarely reached for the param eters under consideration). For each run quantities
like the m ean num ber ofbound m otorsNy,, the walking distance x 1, and the m ean distance

of closest approach hhibetween sohere and M T are recorded.

ITT. RESULTS

A . Single m otor sim ulations

In Sec. IIB we de ned a forcevelocity relation for the single m otor. In this section we
perform sim ulation runs w ith a single m otor, i.e., N = 1, and m easure the e ective force
velocity relation by tracking the position of the sohere. Inserting Eqg. (11) into Eqg. (10)
provides a prediction for the velocity ofa bead sub gct to one pulling m otor and an extemal
trap force Fi. In Fig. 4a this prediction is shown for three di erent values of viscosity
together w ith the actual m easured velocities during the sinulations. M ore precisely, we
m easured the m ean velocity of the bead and the m otor obtained from a large number of
sim ulation runs (to avoid e ects resulting from the initial conditions we rst allowed the
relative position/orientation of bead and m otor to \equilbrate" before starting the actual
m easuram ent) . Them ean velocity is then given as the total (sum m ed up over all sin ulation
runs) run length divided by the total waking tine. The good agreem ent between the
num erical results and the theoretical predictions provides a favorable test to the algorithm .
At = 1 mPas (the viscosity of water), friction of the bead has aln ost no in uence on
the walking speed. At hundred tin es larger viscosities, however, bead friction reduces the
m otor speed to aln ost half of itsm axinum value already at zero extemal load. A though
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FIG.4: @) M easured force velocity relation of a single m otor wih ly = 80 nm ) pulling a sphere
of radluisR = 1 m for three di erent viscosities = 1;10;100 mPas. Shown is the relation
according to Eq. (9), the actualm easured force velocity relation of the m otor head and the bead
center, resgpectively, and the theoretical prediction according to Eq. (10) and Eqg. (11). () The
m easured force velocity relation for = 1mPasisshown wherein Eg. (10) not ', x JjbutkF, k is
used. T he dotted line em phasizes the linear decrease of the velocity. T he negative velocity of the
bead at large F+ results from them al uctuations. F luctuations against walking direction increase
the escape probability. In case of escape they cannot be com pensated by uctuations in walking
direction. Num erical param eters: t= 10 5 ,numberof runsN = 2 1% 9 16

the velocities of the m otor and the bead are expected to be equal, Fig. 4a show s that the
m otor is slightly faster than the bead. This is a result of the discrete steps of the m otor
and can be considered as a num erical artefact: at the m om ent the m otor steps forward the
m otor stalk is slightly m ore stretched (loaded) than before the step, therefore, the escape
probability is increased. T he result ofunbinding at the next tin e step would then be that the
bead m oved a distance  Iess than the m otor. For loads close to the stall force the cbserved
velocity is slightly Jarger than the prediction, which isa result ofthemm al uctuations ofthe
bead in combination w ith the stepw ise lnearity of the force velocity relation: a uctuation
In waking direction slightly reduces the load on the m otor, thus increasing the step rate,
whereas uctuations against walking direction lead to zero step rate.

Tt was observed by B lock et al. that vertical forces on the bead (i.e. In z-direction) also
reduce the velocity of the m otor [41]. But the sam e force that leads to stallwhen applied
antiparallel to the walking direction has a rather weak e ect on the m otor velocity when
applied in z-direction. U sihg the absolute value of the total force of the m otor kF', k In

Eg. (10) Instead of its x-com ponent ¥, .. Jj we m easure a force velocity relation as shown In
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FIG .5: M ean run length h x piofa bead pulled by a singlem otor asa function ofan extemal force
on thebead F+ and for three di erent viscosities = 1;10;100 m Pas. T he lines give the theoretical
predictions according to Eq. (22) assum ing an angle of 60 between the m otor and the M T . For
com parison also the theoretically predicted h x picurve for = 0 is shown (double dotted line).

Fig. 4b. Agai, the velocity decreases essentially lnearly with applied extemal foroe, but
stalls already at around F'¢ Fy=2 because of vertical contributions of the foroe kF, k. A s
the e ect of vertical loading reported in Ref. [41] seam s to be m uch weaker than that shown
in Fig. 4b, we regct this choice of foroe velocity relation.

From the sinulations carried out for Fig. 4a we can also obtain the mean run length
h x ,i for a single m otor as a function of extemal load. The results are shown In Fig. 5.

Using Eg. (10) and the Bell equation, Eq. (8), we cbtain

. Vn Vo 1 fm;xj:Fs
hxpi= —= — :
o exp KF' , k=Fy)

@2)

The num erical results shown In Fig.5 t very wellto the theoretical prediction ofEq. (22)
when assum ing the angle between themotorand theM T tobe = 60 . The angk
depends on the bead radiis R, the resting length 1y 45] and the polym er characteristics of
the m otor protein, e.g., its sti ness

B. Run length for severalm otors pulling

W e now m easure the run length distributions and the m ean run length as a function of
m otor coverage N .+ . Form otorsm odeled as sorings according to Eq. () w ith two di erent
resting lengths Iy = 50;65 nm the run length distributions are shown in Fig. 6ao. Foreach
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FIG . 6: Distrbbution of run lengths x p In sam iHogarithm ic scale for di erent valies of m otor
coverage Ni.. The motor protein is m odeled as a ham onic spring according to Eq. (5). @)
R esting length ofthem otorprotein Iy = 50 nm . (o) Resting length ofthem otorprotein Iy = 65 nm .
(N um erical param eters: tine step t= 10 ° = ,, number of sin ulation runs N 10%))

valie of N the run length was m easured about N = 10 tines. The simulations tum
out to be very costly, epecially for lJarge N .. as the m ean run length increases essentially
exponentially w ith the num ber of pulling m otors (cf. Eg. (17)). From Fig. 6 we see that the
larger N i, the m ore probablk large run lengths are, resulting in distribution fiinctions that
exhibit a atterand attertailupon increasing N .. Fig. 6 nicely show s that the shape of
the distribbutions depends not only on the totalnum ber ofm otorsN . attached to the sphere
but also on the resting lengths. G iven the sam e N we can see that longer run lengths are
m ore probable for the longer resting length ly = 65 nm shown in Fig. 6b. This can simply
be explained by the fact that the lJarger the m otor proteins, the larger is the area fraction
ap Introduced In Fig. 3 and therefore the m ore m otors are on average close enough to the
m icrotubule to bind.

Fig.7a show s the m ean run length as a function ofN . as obtained by num erical sim u—
lations of the transport process (points w ith error bars) . For the m otor stalk three di erent
values of the resting length I, = 50;65;80 nm are chosen and both the fullsporing and the
cable m odel are applied for the force extension relation. Sin ilarly to what we have already
seen for the run length distrioutions In F ig. 6, the Jarger the resting length Iy them orem o—
tors can sin ultaneously bind for given N ., and therefore the larger is them ean run length.
Furthem ore, F ig. 7a also dem onstrates that it m akes a clear di erence whether the m otor
stalk behaves like a fiullham onic spring ora cable. Ifthem otor protein behaves like a cabl
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FIG.7: @) Mean run length h x i (data points w ith error bars) as a function of m otors on the
bead N+ obtained from adhesive m otor dynam ics. The lines are ts ofEqg. (19) w ith respect to
the area fraction ap. (o) M ean num ber of bound m otors N, (data points w ith error bars). The
lines are the values obtained from the P oisson-averaged m ean num ber ofbound m otors N pip isson
in Eq. 20) using for a, the tvalue from @). Parameters: 4= 5; o= 1, = 125, t= 10 5 ,
N 10%)

0
s

(sam iham onic soring, Eqg. (6)) i exhibits force only if it is stretched. T he vertical com po-—
nent of this force always pulls the cargo towards the M T . T hus, the m ean height between
the cargo and the M T (which detem ines how m any m otors can bind at m axin um ) resuls
from the interplay between this force and themm al uctuations of the bead. In contrast, if
the m otor also behaves like a ham onic spring when com pressed, it once n a whilkem ay also
push the cargo away from the M T . This results In less m otors being close enough to the
M T forbinding than in the case ofthe cable-lke behavior ofthem otor stalk. C onsequently,
given the sam e Iy and N ., the cargo is on average transported longer distances w hen pulled
by \cable-lke m otors".

In order to apply the theoretical prediction for the mean run length of a spherical
cargo particle, Eqg. (19), we need to detem Ine proper values for the three param eters
ap = Np=N t;U;Ny 5 ax - From the sinulations we m easure the m ean velocity of the sphere
U. Tt tumsout that U isup to 15 % lss than the m axinum m otor velocity vy due to
geom etrical e ects. D epending on the point where the m otor is attached on the sohere,
som e m otor steps may result manly in a slight rotation of the sphere Instead of transla—
tionalm otion of the sphere’s center ofm ass equal to the m otor step length . For Ny m ax
we choose the overallm easured m axin um value from all sin ulation runs for given N . and

polym erm odelofthem otor. T hen, we use the rem aining param eter, the area fraction a,, as
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I, m otorm odel t value for ap|m easured hhi ! a,, (hi)
50nm , spring Eg. (5) 0.00211 7-14 nm ! 0.0039-0.0034
50nm , cabk Eqg. (6) 0.0026 4-11 nm ! 0.006-0.0055
80nm , spring Eg. (5) 0.00403 8-14 nm ! 0.0082-0.0076
80nm , cabke Eqg. (6) 0.00518 4-11 nm ! 0.0085-0.0079

TABLE IT:Obtained tvalues forthe area fraction a, for di erent 1; and the two applied polym er
m odels. For com parison the area fraction which is obtained from the m easured m ean distance
hhi is also digplayed. hhi is m easured for xed N ., the eft boundary of the provided interval
corresponds to the lJargest N i .

a tparam eter to the num erical results. The ts are done using an in plm entation of the
M arquardtLevenberg algorithm from the Num erical Recipes B6]. The resulting a, values
are summ arized In Tab. II. The theoretical curves for those param eter values are shown
(dashed lines) in Fig. 7a. The Increase In a, for larger resting length and the cable m odel is
In excellent accordance w ith the above discussed expectation. An Independent estin ate of
the area fraction can be obtained by m easuring the m ean distance hhi between cargo and
M T and calculating the area fraction a, asay, = a, (hi). Forocom parison those values are also
given in Tab. IT. They tum out to be about 60 $ larger than the values for a, obtained from

the t. This indicates that the height of the sphere above the M T (and therefore also the
area fraction) isa uctuating quantity that is not strongly peaked around som e m ean value.
T hen, because of the non-linear dependence ofa, on h we have In generalhay h)ié a, Ghi).

Fig. 7o shows the m ean number of bound m otors (the average is obtained over all N

sim ulation runs) as a function of N (symbols with error bars). The lines in Fig. 7b are
plots of Eqg. (20) using the sam e param eters as for the correspondig lines in Fig. 7a. One
recognizes that again the theoretical prediction and the m easured values m atch quite well
This m eans that on the level of the m ean run length and m ean number of bound m otors
the Poission average that was introduced in Sec. ITF works quite well, even though the
num ber of m otors that are in range to the M T is not a constant during one sim ulation run
(cf. Sec. ITIC). The large error bars for the cabl m odel data In com parison to the spring
m odel results partly from a poorer statistics (for the ) = 80 nm cable simulations the
num ber of runs is in the range of som e hundreds only). In addition, for cable-like m otors the

uctuations in the area fraction a, are m uch larger than for soring-lke m otors as repulsive
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FIG . 8: Combmation of data from Fig. 7ajo for the resting lengths ly = 50;65;80 nm . h x i is
shown as a function of Ny. For the dashed line (theory) Egq. (19) and Eqg. (20) were com bined
with a truncation of the sumsat Ny jax = 18. Parameters: .= 55, o= 15 2 = 125 s,
t=10 °=,,N 10%)

Foring orces stabilize the distance between the sohere and the M T . T herefore, the w idth of
the distrbution density of the num ber of bound m otors is larger for the cable m odel than
for the soring m odel. Fig. 7b also show s that for a bead radiusofl m, around 80 m otors
have to be attached to the bead, otherw ise binding and m otor stepping becom e unstable
because there are lss than two m otors left in the binding range.

In Fig. 8 the simulation results of Fig. 7a,b are com bined into one plot. Here we show
the m easured m ean run length h x pi as a function of the m ean num ber of bound m otors
Ny. A Il curves collapse on one m aster curve that can be param etrized by ny = apN o, €.,
the product of the t param eter a;, and the total num ber of m otors on the sphere. The
fact that all data points tum out to lie on one m aster curve again dem onstrates the good
applicability of the theoretical predictions to the simulation results. The curve shown In
Fig. 8 has a positive curvature In the sam iHogarithm ic plot. This tums out to be an e ect

ofthe nite truncation ofthe simsn Eq. (19) and Eg. (20).

C . D istribution ofm otors in binding range

For the evaluation of the num erical data In Sec. ITIB we assum ed that the number of
m otors that are In binding range to the M T are constant In tim e and that this number is

drawn from a Poisson distribbution for every individual run. W e now further exam ine this
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FIG . 9: H istogram s for the num ber of m otors that are in binding range to the M T . Sym bols refer
to sin ulation results for di erent values ofthe totalnum ber ofm otors on the sphereN ... Lines are
P oisson distributions w ith m ean value that is propotionalto N . @) Resting length 1y = 50 nm,
soring model, Eq. (5). (@) Resting length Iy = 50 nm , cable model, Eqg. (6). Param eters: 4 =
5, 0=1, 2=125 t=10 °=,,N =2 18)

aspect In order to see to what extend this assum ption is fiil Iled. F irst, we m easure directly
the distrbution of the number of m otors ny ¢ In binding range to the M T . For this we
count ny ¢ at every num erical tim e step during one sim ulation run and repeat this for a
large ensam bl of runs N 1d). T hus, the histogram s (i.e., approxin ately the probability
distrlbutions we are looking for) that are cbtained in this way for the rehtive frequency of
ny t are not based on the assum ption of constant ny ¢ for every single run.

Fig.9 show s exam ples of such histogram s (sym bols) for a series of di erent values of the
total num ber of m otor coverage N .. For Fig. 9a we used the soring m odel for the m otor
polymer, Eg. (5), and for Fig. 9 the cable m odel, Eq. (6). In both cases the resting length
ofthem otorprotein isly = 50 nm . In addition, F ig. 9 also displays probability distrdoutions
(solid lines) that are obtained from the Poission distrioution given that at least one m otor
is In binding range, i.e, ph) = "e =n!(1l e"),wihmean valuie givenby = (Nt
that can be param etrized by som e variable . Theparam eter , waschosen tobe 0.015 and
0.0165 for the spring and cabl m odel, respectively, by m atching the Poisson distribution
to the sin ulation data. For the soring m odel ' ig. 9a), the t is excellent for all values of
N ot - O nem ust note how ever that these distribbutions are not given by Eqg. (18) as indicated
by the fact that the param eter  ismuch larger than the area fraction a, detem ined in

the previous section. Instead one needs to account for the correct weighting factors from
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FIG.10: The relative frequencies of the num ber of m otors that are ln binding range to the M T
during a single run are shown for six di erent sam ple runs. For the m otor protein the cable m odel
w ith resting length Iy = 50 nm isused. Parameters: Ny = 400, 9= 5s, o= 15 g= 125 s,
t= 10 >=).

the di erent run lengths. If for the m om ent we consider the number ny + to be a constant
during one run, then the distrbution Eq. (21) can be considered to be a usefiill estim ate for
thedatam Fig.9. Taklhgthe ImE N, nax ! 1 InEg. @21) we cbtaln

1+ aa= Ny T M T ap JoR
@ ( a= o)) g e ey 23)

€ ad= o 1 nyr! nyr!

wih b= a1+ .4= ). Thus, the resul is approxin ate]y| except for very samallny ¢ =
l;2| again a Poisson distrboution w ith param eterb. W ith .4= = 5 and a, = 0:0021 from
Tab.Iwegetb= 0:013 which isvery close to the value = 0:015used In Fig. %a.

Forthe cable model Fig. %), the Poisson tusihg a single value for o workswellonly
for the an aller values of N . For large N . the data points cannot be tted by a Poisson
distribution. Tt rather tums out that the ratio ofm ean value and standard deviation becom es
Jess than one in these cases.

F inally, we shall note that despite the good agreem ent between the sim ulation data and
the the estin ate from Eqg. 23), which was based on the assum ption that ny ¢ is constant
during one run, ny r is In fact not constant, but a uctuating quantity. The uctuations
resul partly from them al uctuations ofthe height and ordentation ofthe sohere and partly
from ordentation changes ofthe sphere that are induced by m otor forces. Fig. 10 show s a few
sam ple histogram s for the frequency that ny ¢ m otors are In binding range to the M T, ie.

either bound to the M T or unbound w ithin the binding range, during a single run. These
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FIG.11l: M easured probability distrbution density for the escape rate given > 3. The data
was obtained for di erent values of N +. For the m otor proteins the full soring m odel, Eq. (5),
wih resing length ) = 50 nm wasused. Parameters: .= 5; o = 1, g= 125, t= 10 %=,
N =2 16)

exam ples clearly show that ny ¢ takes di erent values during one run.

D . Escape rate distributions

D i usive m otion of the cargo sohere directly in uences the length of the pulling m otor
proteins and therefore also the escape rate . The dependence of the escape rate on the
m otor length x or x > 1y is obtained by nserting the polymerm odelEqg. (6) and Eqg. (5),
respectively, Into the Bell equation, Egq. 8). For x 4 the escape rate isgiven by = 4.
For low visoous friction we assum e x to be distributed according to a G aussian distribution.
Then, we expect the probability distrdbbution density p( ) for the escape rate to be given
by a log-nom al distribution density

Fin() h(H

1
— : 24
b =P 2kg T e

p()=

Here, denotesthe escape rate associated w ith them ean m otor length in the extended state,
is an e ective sporing constant that depends, e.g. on the num ber of pulling m otors, and
b is a nom alization constant that is cbtained from the condition

Z
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Fig. 11 show s the m easured probability density for > ( and di erent values of N .. It
tums out that the log-nom al distrdbution In Eq. (24) m atches well to the m easured data
(not shown). Fitting Eqg. (24) to the data for the e ective soring constant it tums out
that Increases w ith increasing N .. This m akes sense and illustrates that for ssveral
m otors pulling the m otors behave as a parallel cluster of sorings.

The agreem ent of Eq. (24) wih the smulation data for the escape rate distrbutions
suggests that the m ain source of force acting on the m otors and Increasing the unbinding
rate is due to them al uctuations of the m icron-sized bead. This isdi erent from what has
been reported In experim ents w ith nano-scaled two-m otor com plexes [L6]. T here it hasbeen
argued that the forces between the two m otors arising from their stochastic stepping lead

to an increased unbinding rate of these m otors.

E . Cargo transport against high viscous friction

E xoept for the single m otor simulations of Sec. ITTA , all sin ulation data discussed so
far were obtained for a viscosity of 1 mPa s, corresponding to a water-like solution. W e
m entioned In Sec. IIB that load sharing between severalm otors m ay lad to cooperative
e ects at high visoous friction. W e now analyze this further by perform ing sin ulations at
viscosities much larger than that of water (i.e. when the visoous friction on the bead is
com parable to the Intemal friction ofthem otor protein). To do thiswe need to m easure the
velocity of the bead depending on the num ber of pulling m otors. Because of the nature of
the stochastic process describing the position of the cargo the instantaneous cargo velocity
ishowever not wellde ned [47]. T herefore, In order to m easure the cargo velocity U we have
to average over som e tin e Interval t. If no m otors were pulling the velocity distribution

density is given by a G aussian,

pU; D= —el =9, 25)

wih diusion constant D = kg T (cf. Sec. ITA ). Furthem ore we assum e a constant

tt
a xx
height of the sphere so that the m obility coe cient I isa constant in time. The width of

the distrbution density, Eq. (25), is the an aller the larger t is. So in order to suppress

uctuation e ects it seem s appropriate to average over a lJarge tim e interval t. O n the other
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FIG.12: (a) P ropability density of the cargo partick’s velocity U that is cbtained by averaging
over a tin e intervalof t = 0:02 s for di erent values of the viscosity . The Inset shows the
mean velocity as a function of the . () The mean velocity of the bead given that n m otors
are sin ulaneously pulling is plotted as a function ofn (sym bols). For com parison the theoretical
expectation according to Eqg. (13) isplotted, too (lines). (c) For high viscosity = 100 m Pas the
conditional velocity distribution density given that a certain num ber ofm otors is pulling is plotted.
(The full ham onic spring m odel was used; param eters: 1y = 80 nm , N+ = 200, num erical tim e
step t= 10 °, other param eters as in Tab. I.)

hand the number of pulling m otors changes w ith tin e because of binding and unbinding.
Thus, In order to m easure the velocity given a certain num ber ofm otors t should not be
too large In order to get enough such events. Herewe choose t= 0:02 swhich corresponds
to a typical cam era resolution of 50 H z.

Fig.12a show s the m easured velocity distributions for three di erent values of the viscos-
iy, = 1;10;100mPa s. In the inset ofF ig.12a them ean velocity isplotted asa fiinction of
the visocosity. Tt tums out that shifting the distrlbution Eq. (25) by the corresponding m ean
velocity, the single peaked function p(U; t) tsqualitatively wellto the distrdoution shown
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In Fig. 12a, epecially the dependence of the width of the distrbutions on  is correctly
predicted by Eqg. (25). A 1so a decrease of the m ean velocity of the cargo particle is observed
w ith increasing viscosity resulting from the increased frictional load. Tt m ust be em phasized
that only a singlke peak is cbserved in Fig. 12a, even though the bead velociy is expected
to depend on the num ber of pulling m otors, which should lead to multiple distinct peaks
[7]. O ne reason that we do not obsaerve m ultiple peaks is the an allvalue of the tin e interval
t, which leads to broad peaks w ith a peak width govemed by di usion of the bead (cf.
Eqg. 25)) and thusm akes it In possible to ssparate di erent peaks. U sihg larger values of
t Jeads to an aller peak w idths, but also to poorer statistics as lessm easurem ent points are
obtained, so that again distinct peaks cannot be resolved. Even ifwe do not use a constant
tin e interval, but average over the varable tin e intervals between two subsequent changes
In the number of bound m otors [P], distinct peaks are very hard to ssparate (not shown).
T his does however not m ean that the bead velociy is independent of the num ber of pulling
m otors. Indeed if we plot the conditional velocity distribution calculated over all Intervals
In which the bead ispulled by a certain xed num ber of m otors, we see a clear shift n the
average velocity (Fig.12c). This shift is however m asked by the w idth of the distrdutions
n Fig.12a.
In Fig. 12b the average of allm easured velocities given that exactly n m otors are pulling
is plotted as a function ofn, again for the three di erent viscosities = 1;10;100 mPa s.
For = 1mPa s the viscous friction for the bead isabout 1=% 5 10 Ns/m. The
intemal friction of the motor is 1= , = F.=v, 6 10 Ns/m, ie., about two orders of
m agnitude larger than 1= T . A cocording to the analysis at the end of Sec. IIB we therefore
expect that the m ean velocity is independent ofn if allm otors equally share the load. The
num erical data In Fig. 12b show s that the m ean velocity exhibits a weak dependence on n
with a maximum at about n = 4;5. At the higher viscosities the num erical results show
that the m ean bead velocity increases w ith increasing n, which indicates that the m otors
share the load. The sinulation data however deviate clarly from the estin ate given by
Eg. (13), which is indicated by the lnes in Fig. 12b. This discrepancy indicates that the
Joad is not shared equally am ong the m otors or that only a subset of the bound m otors are
actually pulling the bead. Besides geom etrical e ects one reason w hy this is the case is that
the escape rate o is rather high and at high fidctional Joad is even further increased m aking

the lifetin es ofm otors in the pull state rather short. Then, ifa new m otorbindsto theM T

30



2.2 T T T T T T T T T 2.5 T T T T T T T
Al 2 motors | 2 motors ——
3 motors 3 motors
1.8 4 motors - o | 4 motors -+ i
16 5 motors i 5 motors
6 motors
o 14 7 motors 1 - L
[3) > 15
c 12} 8 motors -+ =
[} (9]
=) =}
o)) 1+ B >
9 e 4L
= o8l ) =
0.6 B
04 | i 05
0.2 B
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

02 04 06 08 1 12 14 16
relative load force

0 0
-06 -04 -02 0 02 04 06 08 1 -0.6 -04 -02 0

relative load force

@) b)

2.5 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
2 motors 6L ‘f76 2 motors
3 motors -------- I1[5 3 motors
o | 1/4 4 motors - - va 4 motors -+
15 13 172 5 motors 51 [ o 5 motors ]
l 6 motors 6 motors
3 15} | o Ar 7 motors p
[ A (]
g g
g 2 3 ]
E 1t g @
2 - .
05 | i
1 - .
1 ! ! ! ! Ry, L —n | N 1 |

02 04 06 08 1
relative load force

> 0 .
02 04 06 08 1 12 14 16 -06 -04 -02 0 12 14 16

relative load force

©) d)

0 o
-06 -04 -02 0

FIG . 13: Frequencies of the m otor forces in walking direction relative to the total load force on
the cargo particle for di erent num bers of pulling m otors. @) Viscosity = 1 mPa s, escape rate
o=1s?'. @) =100mPas, g=1s’.( = 100mPas, og=0d1s'!.d = 1000mPas,
o= 0: s!.Forthe other param eters the sam e values as in F ig. 12 were used.

often another m otor detaches already before a stationary state is reached in which all the
m otors equally share the load.

In order to Investigate the last point In m ore detailwe consider explicitely how the force
is typically distributed am ong the pulling m otors. For thiswe count the num ber n ofm otors
attached at each num erical tin e step and m easure the force experienced by each m otor In
the direction along the m icrotubule. For a given number n, n such m otor forces can be

@ .
m easured, Frx;i=

@

@ _P o
=1 Fmox e

then calculate the reduced forces f;, = Fp x= G ven the histogram s for these
quantities m easured overm any tin e steps and sim ulation runs we obtain an approxin ation

for the probability distribbution density of the relative load of the m otors. Fig. 13 shows
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resuls for such histogram s obtained at di erent viscosities and two di erent values of the
unstressed escape rate o. Fig. 13a shows the results or = 1mPasand o= 1 s?.
One can see som e symm etries that result from the de nition of the reduced forces. This
is especially em phasized for the case of n = 2 pulling m otors. The distribution density of
the reduced forces has a m irror sym m etry about the value £, = 0:5. Besides this artefact it
tums out that forn > 2 the distrbution densities are strongly peaked at zero force. Thus,
for low viscous friction the overall load results mainly from uctuations. Such loads are
typically experienced by a single m otor only, w hereas the rem aining m otors arem ore or lss
un-stretched. In Fig. 13b the viscosity is 100 tim es lJarger than that of water which causes
an appreciabl load on the pulling m otors. H owever, load sharing e ects are hardly visble
except for the maxin a around £, = 1=2 and f; = 1=3, which are rather broad and thus
hard to resolve. On the other hand there is still a strongly peaked maxinum at £, = O.
T his som ew hat suryprising observation is due to the rather high escape rate, which is even
Increased by the load force (cf. Eg. (8)). Therefore, the binding tim e of the m otors is
shortend. O n the other hand m otorsthat bind to the M T are initially unstressed (ie., carry
zero Joad) In ourm odel. Thus they always contribute to the f,, = 0 peak and m ay already
escape from the M T before the load is shared equally by all pulling m otors. W hen the
escape rate is reduced to (= 0: s! asdone PrFig. 13c,d clearly visbl m axin a around
f, = 1=n appear in the histogram s that indicate that the load isequally shared by the active
m otors. In Fig. 13d where we used the extrem ely high value of 10° mPa s for the viscosity,
these peaks are very pronounced. T he arrow s in F ig. 13c,d indicate the relative foroe values
1=i;i= 2;3;:::. Ik tums out that the peaks are not exactly located at these values which is
again due to the binding and unbinding process of the m otors.

In summ ary, we found that at high loads the pulling m otors tend to arrange In such a
way that the total load is equally shared am ongst them . However, for typical escape rate
values of kinesin-like m otors this process often takes m ore tin e than the lifetin e of a state
of a certain num ber ofm otorsbound to the M T lasts, thus preventing cooperativity in the

sense of equal load sharing.
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IV. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

The m ain purpose of this paper is to introduce a novel algorithm called adhesive m otor
dynam ics as a m eans to study the details of m otorm ediated cargo transport. O ur algo-—
rithm is an extension ofexisting adhesive dynam ics algorithm s developed to understand the
physics of rolling adhesion R2, 26]. Basically our m ethod allow s to sin ulate the m otion
of a sphere above a wall including hydrodynam ic interactions and di usive m otion by nu-—
m erically Integrating the Langevin equation, Eq. (3). In addition, m otor-speci ¢ reactions
such asbinding to the m icrotubule and stepping are m odeled as P oisson processes and then
translated into algorithm ic rules. T he param eters and properties by which the m otors are
m odeled are based on resuls of sihgle-m olecule experim ents w ith conventional kinesin. A

rst favorable test for the algorithm was provided by m easuring the foroe velocity { relation
at di erent visocosities and extermal load forces and by com paring the resuls to the input
data as done In Sec. ITIA .

Next we m easured the run length and the m ean number of bound m otors as a function
of the total num ber N .+ of m otors attached to the sohere. T he sam e quantities have been
previously calculated based on a one-step m aster equation m odel [/]. However, this has
been done as a function of a xed number of m otors that are n binding range to the
m icrotubule. In practise and also In our sim ulations, this quantity varies in tin e. In Sec. ITF
w e P oisson-averaged the theoretical predictions thus rendering it possible to com pare theory
and sin ulation resuls. U sing the area fraction on the cargo from which the m icrotubul is
iIn binding range forthem otorsasa tparam eter, we found good agreem ent between theory
and sin ulations forboth the m ean run length and the m ean num ber ofbound m otors. N ote
that the Jatter one cannot be m easured In typicalbead assay experin ents.

W e also determm ined the mean ssparation height between cargo and m icrotubule and
found hhi= 4 14 nm . M odeling the m otor stakk as a cabl resulted in sm aller distances
than using a full spring m odel for the m otor stalk. A recent experim ental study using

uorescence interference contrast m icroscopy found that kinesin holds its cargo about 17 nm
away from the M T [(37]. Our an aller distance probably results from neglecting any kind
of volum e extension (exospt binding site occupation) of the m otor protein, the sim pli ed
force extension relation applied to m odel the stak behavior, and neglecting elctrostatic
repulsions. Thes e ects, how ever, could easily be Included into our algorithm , e.g., by using
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hard core interactions that acoount for the nite volum e of the m otor protein segm ents.

In Sec. ITIC we explicitely dem onstrated that the theoreticalassum ption ofhavinga xed
num ber ofm otors in binding range during onewalk isnot justi ed (cf. F ig.10). N evertheless
the theoretical results agree well w ith the sinulations. This m ight be explainablk by the
cbservation that averaged overm any runsthe distribbution ofm otors in binding range appears
tobePoissonian (cf. Fig.9). Thus, on the onehand fast uctuations in the num ber ofm otors
In binding range around som em ean value are not visbl. O n the otherhand periods in which
thisnumber uctuates around the sam em ean value can be treated asa com plete run. Thus,
averaging over these an aller runs (i.e., which end after the sphere was e.g. rotated visbly
and not after the last m otor unbinds) has the sam e e ect as averaging over com plte runs
(i.e., which end after the Jast m otor unbinds).

An interesting question is to what extend severalm otors can cooperate by sharing load.
W e have addressed this question for the case of ssveral m otors pulling a cargo particle
against high visoous friction . O ne ofthe advantages of our algorithm isthat we can m easure
the velocity of the bead and at the sam e tim e also the num ber of sim ultaneously pulling
m otors. T hus, in Sec. ITIE we tried to check w hether the explanation ofR ef. [9] is correct also
under the assum ptions ofourm odel, especially for the param eter valuesgiven in Tab.I. Our
sinm ulations show that the speed ofthe cargo Increases w ith the num ber ofpulling m otors for
high viscous friction, In agreem ent w ith experin ental results @8]. O ur sin ulations how ever
show pronounced deviations from the quantitative predictions based on the assum ption
that the load is shared equally am ong the bound m otors. Furthemm ore, as the average
life tin e of a state wih a certain number of pullihg m otors is rather short the di erent
velocities expected for di erent num bers of instantaneously pulling m otors were an eared
out by di usion. Sin ilarly when directly m easuring how the total load force is distributed
to the di erent m otors pulling, no equal load sharing could be observed for the escape rate
ofabout 1 s?! . W e observed equal load sharing only when we used a ten—old an aller escape
rate, In order to increase the life tim e of the m otors in the bound state.

A nother interesting question in this context is whether the velocity distribution exhibits
severalm axin a if the cargo is pulled against a viscous load, as cbserved In several experi—
ments in vivo [9, 49]. For exam pl, Hillet al. 9] found that vesicle in neurites m ove w ith
constant velocity for som e period of tim e and then sw itch to another constant velocity In a
step-like fashion. T he distrbution of velocities (m easured over tin e intervals of the order of
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1 s) was found to have peaked at integer m ultiples of the m inin al observed velocity. These
peaks were Interpreted as corresoonding to di erent num bers of sim ultaneously pulling m o—
tors, which equally share the visoelastic Joad excerted by the cytoplasm [P] (cf. alsoEqg. (13)).
Indeed, both an earlier m odel for m otor cooperation [7] and our present description predict
that equal sharing of a large viscous load leads to such a velocity distrlbbution. In our sin u—
Jations, we could however not resolve m ultiple peaks, presum ably because the peaks are too
broad to be resolved. T he latter results from a com bination ofthe way how wem easure the
velocity and from the fast dynam ics ofm otor unbinding as discussed in Sec. ITIE .

A s already m entioned above, the fram ework of our m ethod is rather general. T herefore
various m odel variations can be easily im plem ented and probed in sinulations. Here, for
exam ple we m odeled the m otor stalk by two versions of a sin ple ham onic spring: the
cabl m odel, which represents a m olecule with an intrinsic hinge, and the soring m odel.
M ore advanced force{extension relations could easily be incorporate n Eg. (4) in order to
probe the In uence of m ore realistic polym er m odels on the trangoort process. Sin ilarly,
the force dependence in unbinding from the m icrotubule and stepping can be altered to
explore the Inpact onto m acroscopic cbservables like the m ean run length or the soeed
of the cargo. Furthem ore, the algorithm could easily be adapted to study beads to which
clusters ofm otors orde ned m otor com plexes (such asthose in ref. [16]) are attached. T hus,
the algorithm described in this paper can be regarded as a link between purely theoretical
m odels and data from in vitro experin ents.

A nother Interesting question for future applications ofourm ethod ishow cargo trangoort
works against som e external shear ow . Since our model is based on a hydrodynam ic
description, ow can easily be ncluded in the dynam ics of our m odel. For these studies
the Langevin-equation, Eq. (1), has to be extended by additional tem s accounting for the
e ect of an incident shear ow [23, 28]. Then, two opposing e ects exist characterized by
the step rate and the strength of the shear ow, regpectively. T heir Interplay together w ith
the rates for binding and unbinding .4 and , resgpectively, determm ine whether the cargo
m oves In waking direction or n ow direction. E xperin entally, such a sstup m ight provide

Interesting persoectives for biom in etic transport n m icro uidic devices.
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APPENDIX A:ADHESIVE MOTOR DYNAM ICS

The Langevin equation, Eq. (3), and the m otor dynam ics rules explained in Sec. IIB are

connected by the follow ing algorithm ic rules that apply In each tine step  t:

@

(i)

(i)

(7)

(vi)

T he sohere’s position and ordentation is updated according to Eq. (3) (for an explicit
description see Ref. R6]).

T he positions w here the m otors are attached to the sphere in the ow chamber coor-
dinate systam are calculated.

For each m otor that isbound to the M T is load force is calculated. Then stepping
is checked according to the stepping rate derived from Eqg. (10). If the m otor steps
forward the load force is again calculated asm otor length/direction has changed.

For each m otor that is not bound to the M T binding is checked according to the
procedure explained in them ain text (Sec. IIB).

For each active m otor (i.e., bound to the M T), the contrbution to FP is calculated.

Each m otor that isbound to the M T can unbind w ith escape rate given by the Bell

equation, Egq. 8).

A m otor that escaped from theM T in one tin e step can rebind to theM T In the next tin e

step according to mule (). The sam e M onte€ arlo technique that is explained In them ain

text (Sec.IIB) to decide w hether binding occurs or not is also used for the decission on step-—

ping and unbinding. For the pssudo random num ber generator we used an in plam entation

of the M ersenne Tw ister BO].
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APPENDIX B:MOTOR DISTRIBUTION ALGORITHM

Inhitially the center ofthe sohere is located at position (0;0;R + ly+ hy ) directly above a
m icrotubul binding site (cf. Fig.1). The rstm otor that is distrbuted is nitially xed at
position (0;0;1+ hy r) (rlative to the cham ber coordinate system ) w ith itstail. The head
isbound to them icrotubul at (0;0;hy ). Thus the initial distance between them otor and
the m icrotubule is given by the m otor resting length 1. For the distribution of the other
Nt 1 motors on the sphere we use an hard disk overlbp algorithm sim ilarly to the one
that was descrbed In Ref. R2]. For each of these m otors two random variables are chosen
r; from the uniform distrdoution on (0;2 ) and », from the uniform distrbution on (0;1),
respectively. T hen, the m otor is located on the sphere’s surface at the soherical coordinates
(ry ;jarccos (1 2p)) and possible overlap to already distribbuted m otors is checked. If no
otherm otor is Jocated w ithin a ball of radius 0:1] around the Jjust distributed m otor, then
its position is kept, otherw ise a new pair of random coordinates are drawn until no overlap

w ith other m otors exists.
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