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Hodgkin and Huxley described sodium and potassium currents with empirical parameters obtained
with voltage clamp experiments of the squid axon membrane. Their reconstruction of the action
potential is somewhat inaccurate, especially in the recovery region. We have analyzed a simpler
experiment, the steady propagation by the fully functioning action potential and have described
the sodium and potassium currents in terms of the corresponding ionic time rates, the maximum
conductance and fractions of open channels. Time derivatives of the experimental action potential
and its velocity of propagation, the radius of the axon and its capacitance, and the resistivity
of axoplasm, yield the capacitive, membrane, and total ionic currents of the charge conserving
cable equation. Plots of currents as functions of potential in the recovery region of the action
potential reveal the presence of outgoing overlapping potassium and sodium currents with quasilinear
segments. We have redefined the elusive Avrami parameter AX as AX = α(µX)θX where α is the
dimensionless and temperature independent fine-structure constant = 0.007297352... , µX is the
temperature dependent X channel’s time rate and θX is the Avrami exponent. Fits of fractions of
open channels with so modified Avrami equations reveal the partial overlap of the incoming sodium
current in the rising edge segment and a small, but physically significant, sodium polarization
current straddling the peak of the action potential. Our fits reveal two different lattices of sodium
channels separated by a continuous phase changes, one from the inception of the action potential
to its peak and the other in the recovery region. We find that the propagation of the action
potential leads with its own excitation triggered by the continuous phase change of sodium channels
lattice coinciding with the initiation of the incoming sodium current, flipping the resting potential
sodium’s channels lattice symmetry to the excited symmetry lattice. The polarization flip at the
peak of the action potential reverts the symmetry to the resting potential symmetry. Plots of
ionic time rates as Boltzmann kinetic rates yield activation energies of the same order as the rate-
limiting biochemical metabolic reactions indicating that the passage of ions through the membrane
is mediated by biochemical reactions. Evidence is presented that action potential traverses a heat
releasing ferroelectric hysteresis loop. The heat released by the ferroelectric hysteresis loop at 19.8
oC is estimated to be twice as large as the heat released at 4.5 oC. Also, the fact that the propagation
constant k from the cable equation and the maximum sodium conductance have similar exponential
behavior with temperature allows to calculate the optimum sodium channel density that is close
to the observed density. The existence of sodium channels domains with two different symmetries,
albeit only one being stable in squid axon, suggests the existence of neurons with at least 2 stable
states, the necessary condition for storage and retrieval of memories. The critical role of ferroelectric
sodium channels lattice behavior has far reaching implications for neuron excitability and, encoding
and storing of memories. It is expected that presented results will provide the framework for further
analysis of biological excitability, ion channels lattice structure, thermodynamic phase changing
behavior, and the role of quantum mechanics in biochemical reactions mediating the flow of ions
trough ion channels.

I. INTRODUCTION

The initiation and propagation of the action poten-
tial in the giant squid axon has been described by
the Hodgkin-Huxley [1, 2] empirical equations in terms
of sodium, potassium and leak currents traversing the
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membrane. The experimental input for the H-H ap-
proach comes from separate voltage clamp experiments
for sodium and potassium currents fitted in part with
with empirical parameters. However, a description of the
squid axon behavior based on first-principles physics has
yet to be achieved.

A 2018 review by Drukarch et al. [3] describes alter-
native models that include non-electrical phenomena ac-
companying nerve impulse propagation and calls for a
multidisciplinary approach to tackle the nerve impulse
behavior.
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In the present work, using the Rosenthal-Bezanilla [4]
experimental data, we present a Phase Space based phe-
nomenological theory for the steady propagation of the
action potential that includes elements of thermodynam-
ics such as first order and continuous phase transitions,
Boltzmann’s kinetics, and heat release. (Note that Ke-
pler’s planetary orbits are phase space trajectories.) The
first and second time derivatives of the experimentally
functioning action potential and its velocity of propaga-
tion, the capacitance of the axon and its radius, and the
resistivity of axoplasm, yield the capacitive, membrane,
and total ionic currents of the charge conserving cable
equation. Identified quasilinear segments of the capaci-
tive and ionic currents yield the time rates and related
maximum conductance for sodium and potassium cur-
rents. Plotting ionic time rates as Boltzmann’s kinetic
rates yields ionic activation energies of the same order as
the average of 0.65 eV rate-limiting metabolic biochem-
ical reactions. The propagation constant and sodium
maximum conductance have similar temperature depen-
dance allowing the evaluation of a realistic optimum den-
sity of sodium ions.

Cope [5] fitted the experimental potassium conduc-
tance data of Hodgkin and Huxley [2] with Avrami equa-
tion [6–8] and posited that ”the excitation of nerve axon
impulse involves a phase transition”.

In the present work, we have introduced the ionic time
rates µX and given physical meaning to the temperature
dependent Avrami parameter AX as AX = α(µX)θX .
The fractions of open ionic and polarization channels are
fitted with the so modified Avrami (mAvrami) equations
seeded with the value of the dimensionless and temper-
ature independent fine-structure constant (FSC): α =
0.007297352 ..(See what Richard Feynman said about the
FSC [9]). Bertil Hille wrote [10] : ”Ion channels are found
in the membranes of all cells,..”. It follows that ion chan-
nels are essential for life. Our phenomenological fitting
of fractions of open channels in the lab frame points to
the universal role of the FSC in the flow of ions through
channels. We conclude that the FSC is essential for life
as we know it and plays an exacting role in the rate-
limiting biochemical reactions mediating the passage of
ions through ion channels.

We have also fitted fractions of open sodium and potas-
sium channels as functions of potential. The fractions of
open channels at a given potential and temperature are
interpreted as the fraction of time that the corresponding
single channel is stochastically open.

Continuous phase transitions at the inception of in-
coming sodium current and its reversal at the peak of
the action potential involve symmetry change of sodium
channels lattice/domains. The resulting ferroelectric hys-
teresis loop is described in terms of effective ionic rever-
sal potentials. The estimated heat released at 19.8 oC is
about double of heat released at 4.5 oC.

The crucial role of sodium channels domains in the
propagation of the action potential suggests their role
in excitation in general and in optical phenomena, heat

release and raises questions of their pharmacological im-
plications.

Furthermore, the existence of sodium channels do-
mains with two different symmetries, albeit only one be-
ing stable in squid axon, suggests the existence of neu-
rons with more than one stable state. This is a necessary
condition for storage and retrieval of memories. J. J.
Hopfield in his paper [11] ”Neural networks and physical
systems with emergent collective computational abilities”
writes the following: ”A study of emergent collective ef-
fects and spontaneous computation must necessarily fo-
cus on the nonlinearity of the input-output relationship.
The essence of computation is nonlinear logical opera-
tions.” and ”Thus, we consider a network of ”on or off”
neurons, ...”. ”On or off” neurons implies neurons with
two different stable states. The last reference in Hopfield
paper is ”Kandel, E. R. (1979) Sci. Am. 241, 61-70”.
Over a period of many years Eric Kandel and collab-
orators experimented with the sea slug Aplysia califor-
nica and showed that short-term memory is created by
strengthening existing synapses and that long-term mem-
ory is stored by the creation of new synapses. These
processes require morphological changes in neurons and
synapses. See Kandel’s Nobel Lecture ”The Molecular
Biology of Memory Storage: A Dialog Between Genes
and Synapses” [12].

II. ANALYSIS

Is the propagating action potential a thermodynamic
system with an equation of state? A thermodynamic
system in equilibrium is described by a functional rela-
tionship, called equation of state, among Temperature
and pairs of intensive and extensive thermodynamic pa-
rameters: Pressure, Volume; Magnetic Field, Magnetic
Susceptibility; Electric Field, Polarization; etc (see [13]).

The steady state propagating action potential is de-
scribed in the laboratory by the charge conserving cable
equation. See [14]) for an example of its derivation:

Cm
dV (t)

dt
+ JI(t) =

R

2v2Ri

d2V (t)

dt2
(1)

where the experiment provides the action potential V (t)
as a function of time (See Fig. 1), Cm is the membrane
capacitance per cm2, R is the axon radius, Ri is the
temperature dependent resistivity of the axoplasm and
v is the temperature dependent velocity of propagation
for the action potential. The first and the third term of
Eq. (1) are the capacitive and the so-called membrane
current respectively. JI is the total ionic current travers-
ing the membrane of the axon. According to Eq. (1) the
total ionic current is equal to the membrane current mi-
nus the capacitive current. Thus, the total ionic current
JI is determined by the first and the second derivative
of the action potential data of a fully functioning axon
and by the propagation constant k = 2CmRiv

2/R. By
contrast, the total ionic current in the H-H approach is
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the sum of empirically fitted sodium and potassium cur-
rents obtained from separate voltage clamp experiments
plus an ad hoc leak current. The reconstructed H-H ac-
tion potential is somewhat inaccurate, especially in the
recovery region.

The steadily propagated action potential appears at
rest in the frame of reference moving with velocity v along
the axis of its motion and it is independent of time. Fur-
thermore, the potential V and the total ionic current JI
are invariant under Lorentz transformation connecting
the two frames. The action potential propagating with
constant velocity is interpreted as a thermodynamic sys-
tem in equilibrium. The induced polarization is function
of electrical field E which is proportional to the potential
V measured across the thickness of the axon’s membrane.
The ferroelectric equation of state for the propagating ac-
tion potential takes the form of f(Temperature, Electric
Field, Polarization) = 0. The two dimensional nature of
the axon membrane renders the ferroelectric equation of
state to be a function of temperature and electric poten-
tial.

All three terms of Eq. (1) are time dependent in Lab.
However, since there is a one to one relationship between
potential and time, the propagating steady state is con-
veniently described in Phase Space [15] without explicit
time dependance. Differently colored regions of the graph
in Fig. 1 correspond to specifically identifiable regions in
the phase space of currents vs. potential V .

The phase space trajectories represent the time evolu-
tion of the system and its shape can expose properties
of the system that might not be obvious otherwise. In
particular we shall identify and describe the diverse col-
ored segments of V (t) vs. t from Fig. 1 in the phase
space graphs Figures 2, 3 and 4 and in Fig. 13(b) and
Fig. 13(d) of the hysteresis phase space trajectory. The
colored segments correspond to

1. At the foot of the action potential a small quasi
linear outgoing current, mostly potassium, chloride
and sodium-potassium exchange transport. Keynes
[16] demonstrated that chloride is actively trans-
ported in squid axons and concluded: ”....that
there is a separate channel for active inward trans-
port of chloride”. The reversal potential of chloride
ionic channel is about 15 mV above the resting po-
tential. Chloride and potassium channels stabilize
the membrane potential.

2. The continuous (second order) phase transition
from H-Lattice symmetry into M-Lattice symme-
try is triggered while keeping the total currents
continuous. The H-Lattice region holds an unre-
solved combination of mostly potassium, chloride
and sodium currents. The continuous phase change
results in the inception of three charge conserv-
ing mAvrami currents: the incoming sodium, ca-
pacitive current and membrane current all three
starting from zero, and the three corresponding
charge conserving polarization currents. The ca-

pacitive polarization currents, known as gating cur-
rents, were detected in 1973-1974 (See [17], [18] and
[19]). The simultaneous inception of the incoming
sodium current and the capacitive polarization cur-
rent (gating current) is consistent with the conclu-
sion reached with experiments as reported by Arm-
strong and Bezanilla [18]: ”Gating Current is Asso-
ciated with Na Activation”. The surface under the
capacitive polarization current vs. time is the so
called gating charge, QP ≈ 10x10−9 Coulomb/cm2

at all temperatures (see Fig. 6 and Supplemental
Material SM Fig. 16). By comparison, the total
gating charge deduced from Fig. 8 of reference
[20] is approximately 8.5x10−9 Coulomb/cm2, al-
though the two distributions with potential differ.
Note that in our phenomenological theory the de-
pendence of the gating charge with potential is in-
stantaneous while in direct experimental measure-
ments the gating charge is obtained by averaging
potential segments. While the inception of six cur-
rents is simultaneous, the capacitive polarization
current (’gating current’) precedes in size the total
incoming ionic current. In other words, a sizable
’gating’ charge moves before a detectable ionic cur-
rent is developed (see also Fig. 12 of reference [20]
with data for potassium channel gating current).
The capacitive polarization current is triggered by
sodium channels lattice continuous (second order)
phase change as the potential increases. Its ex-
istence is associated with the polarization mem-
brane current and the ionic polarization current
that eventually turns incoming and increases the
potential across the membrane which, in turn, pro-
ceeds to increase the mAvrami incoming sodium
current (Tinder current? What ion channel? Not
sodium?!) In the present theory the gating current
and the the first segment of ionic polarization cur-
rent taper off at approximately the maximum rate
of rise of the action potential at about 60 mV when
the fraction of open sodium channels is about 0.2.

3. Incoming sodium mAvrami JM current with 1st
order phase transition going from closed to open
sodium M-channels (see Fig. 2 and SM Fig. 14).

4. ionic polarization currents straddling the continu-
ous phase transition from M-Lattice to H-Lattice at
the peak of the action potential (see Fig. 4). (What
ion channel? Possibly sodium!?)

5. First incoming and then outgoing sodium mAvrami
JH current and 1st order phase transition from
open to closed sodium H-channels (see Fig. 3).

6. Outgoing potassium JN current with 1st order
phase transition from open to closed potassium N-
channels, overlapping with closing of sodium H-
channels (see Fig. 3).

7. Slow climb from potassium reversal potential VN
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FIG. 1. The experimental data V (t) vs. time is presented as colored segments corresponding to sodium and potassium ionic
currents JM , JH , JN , JK , a sodium ionic polarization current segment and an undetermined polarization current segment to
be elucidated in phase space.

to the resting potential of the action potential me-
diated by sodium-potassium pump.

In sum, sodium M-Lattice region covers the region
from the H-M polarization flip at the inception poten-
tial to the M-H polarization flip at the AP peak, while
the sodium H-Lattice region covers the region from the
M-H polarization flip the AP peak to the H-M polariza-
tion flip at the inception potential.

We parse the experimental ionic current JI from
Eq. (1) in the M-Lattice region of the rising edge into
sodium mAvrami current JM and mAvrami polarization
currents ΣiJM |Pi (see Fig. 2, SM Figures 14 and 15).
Similarly, we parse the total ionic current in the recovery
H-Lattice region into sodium current JH , potassium cur-
rent JN , polarization current JH |P (see Figures 3 and 4),
and in the H-lattice region of the rising edge the mainly
potassium current JK . The currents JM |Pi are present
in two separate segments: the first one, JM |P1,2, starts
at the inception of excitation and ends at the maximum
derivative of the capacitive current CmdV/dt|max, and
the second segment, JM |P3,4, covers the negative resis-
tance region of the rising edge. The current JH |P occurs
right after the peak of the action potential. The ionic
currents JK , JM , JH , JN and ionic polarization currents
JM |Pi are taken to have the familiar structure, displayed
by Eq. 2, as the product of maximum conductance gX ,
driving force (V − VX), and fraction of open channels
Xo/X for ionic currents or fractions of open channels
Po/P for polarization currents. Our fittings reveal that:

a) polarization currents are very small compared to the
mAvrami current JM except in the immediate vicinity
of the inception point where the reverse is true; b) the
Avrami exponents θPi = 3.78 are equal to θM ; c) the
reversal potential VP1,2 is close to the inception poten-
tial, very different from the VM reversal potential; d) the
reversal potential VP3,4 is very close to the sodium rever-
sal potential JH and to AP peak Vp, but different from
the VM reversal potential; e) both polarization segments
include incoming and outgoing currents; f) the conduc-
tance gP1,2 is small compared to sodium conductance gH
(but equal for Sweep170); g) the conductance gP3,4 is
comparable to gM if one ignores the narrow polarization
flip segment; and h) the time rates µPi, are approximate
multiples of sodium time rate µM .

We modified the Avrami equation Eq.(6) by incor-
porating into it the temperature dependent ionic time
rate µX and we fitted the fractions of open channels
Mo(t)/M , Ho(t)/H and No(t)/N with the so modi-
fied Avrami (mAvrami Eq.(7) ) equations seeded with
the value of the FSC. We also fitted the fractions of
open channels in Phase Space as functions of the poten-
tial Xo(V )/X. Fitting of polarization channels fractions
Pio(t)/Pi with mAvrami equations reveals the polariza-
tion flip from H-Lattice to M-Lattice and the polarization
flip from M-lattice to H-lattice (see Figures 10, 17, and
18).

Also listed are the capacitive current CmdV/dt|K cor-
responding to ionic current JK at the foot of the ac-
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tion potential, sodium and potassium capacitive currents
CmdV/dt|M and CmdV/dt|N that are structured as a
product of the time rate, the driving force and some func-
tion of the fraction of open channels. In particular for the
M-channels this function is the fraction of open channels
exponentiated to 1/3, (Mo/M)1/3. The exponent 1/3 is
an ad hoc parameter that yields the same mAvrami or
Phase Space parameters for the fraction Mo/M in Eq. 2c
and Eq. 2d.

The resting potential VK = 0 is determined by sodium,
potassium and chloride permeabilities and their concen-
trations inside and outside of the axon with potassium
contributing most to determine the resting potential.
Potassium ’s Nernst potential is slightly on the negative
side of the resting potential. Chloride’s reversal potential
is around the resting potential. Sodium’s reversal poten-
tial is much higher on the positive side. As a result,
the total ionic current at the foot of the action potential
is a complex superposition of ionic and diffusion potas-
sium, chloride, some sodium and ionic polarization cur-
rent. The capacitive current slope of the action potential
foot is the time rate µK of the JK current and the slope of
JK is the conductance gK . The corresponding fraction
of completed process Ko/K is included in Eq. 2a and
Eq. 2b to account for the negative slope segment of JK
current where the excitation inception occurs. We have
not attempted the fitting of this factor. In the traditional
H-H picture, the negative slope of the total ionic current
at the foot of the action potential is reached when the
incoming sodium current overtakes the outgoing potas-
sium current. H-H model also requires a leak current,
that is presumably chloride current. In our interpreta-
tion of experimental data the current JK includes unre-
solved parsing of ionic and ionic polarization currents up
to the inception potential. The total ionic current is con-
tinuous passing through the inception point. The post
inception region starts with the three discontinuous po-
larization currents and the inception of JM , CmdV/dt|M
and Jm|M currents. The ionic polarization current seg-
ment starts as an outgoing decreasing current, equal to
the total ionic current at the inception potential, switch-
ing to incoming after crossing its reversal potential and
thus depolarizing the axon and promoting the incoming
sodium current JM (see Fig. 2, SM Figures 14 and 15).
The ionic polarization current extends approximately up
to the inflection point of the AP. Through charge con-
servation, the quasilinear segments of capacitive currents
CmdV/dt|K , CmdV/dt|M and CmdV/dt|N are closely re-
lated to corresponding quasilinear segment of JK , JM
and JN through Eq. (3). No such simple relationship
exists between CmdV/dt|H and JH because CmdV/dt|H
and JH intercept the zero current axis at different poten-
tials (see Fig. 4).

Fig. 2 and Fig. 3 display the capacitive current
CmdV/dt and the ionic current JI as functions of the po-
tential V at 4.5 oC for the rising edge and the recovery
regions of the action potential respectively. In the recov-
ery region, the currents JN and JH overlap adding to the

total outgoing current. Also displayed are the mAvrami
and Phase Space fits for JM , JH and JN , respectively
incoming sodium M-channel current, incoming and out-
going sodium H-channel current, and outgoing potassium
N-channel current. Similarly, SM Figures 14 and 15 dis-
play the currents at 12.5 oC, 14.6 oC and 19.8 oC.

The sudden polarization flip from H-Lattice to M-
Lattice at the inception of JM , CmdV/dt|M , Jm|M cur-
rents and the corresponding polarization currents keeps
the total ionic, capacitive and membrane currents con-
timuous. However, the corresponding polarization cur-
rents are discontinuous at the inception point. The max-
imum conductance for each current JK , JM and JN is a
function of its time rate and the propagation constant as
given by Eq. (3). Several segments of the Eq. 2e for JM |P ,
the rising edge ionic polarization current, are displayed
in Figures 2, 4, 6, and SM Figures 14, 15, 16. The first
term JP1 starts and the fourth term JP4 finishes with a
polarization current discontinuity (polarization flip).

CmdV/dt|K = µK(V − VK)(Ko/K)? (2a)

JK(V ) = gK(V − VK)(Ko/K) (2b)

CmdV/dt|M = µM (V − VM )(Mo/M)1/3 (2c)

JM (V ) = gM (V − VM )(Mo/M) (2d)

JM |P (V ) = JI(V )− JM (V ) ≈ ΣiJgPi(V − VPi)(Pio/Pi)
(2e)

JH |P (V ) = JI(V )− JH(V ) ≈ gPH(V − VPH)(PHo/PH)
(2f)

JH(V ) = −gH(V − VH)(Ho/H) (2g)

JN (V ) = gN (V − VN )(No/N) (2h)

Eq. 2e accounts for at least two consecutive, JM |P1 and
JM |P2, polarization current segments associated with the
inception polarization flip and for at most two, JM |P3

and JM |P4, associated with the AP peak flip (see Fig. 10
for a typical sweep).

The post inception ionic polarization current covers the
region from the inception to the inflection of the AP. It
starts outgoing and decreasing as it crosses the inception
potential and then turns incoming furthering the depolar-
ization of the membrane and thus furthering the opening
of sodium M-channels. We make the case that the incep-
tion ionic polarization current is not a sodium current.
The post inception ionic polarization current has a small
maximum conductance gP1 = gP2. The reversal poten-
tial VP1 = VP2 decreases from about 40 mV to about 30
mV as temperature increase and it is much closer to the
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FIG. 2. The rising edge of the action potential covers the region from the resting potential to the peak of the action potential.
Capacitive, membrane and ionic currents, and the corresponding parsing into charge conserving mAvrami fits portions and the
corresponding charge conserving polarization portions are displayed. Note that µM and gM are related by equation Eq. (3b).
The Phase Space fits, also displayed, have been constrained requiring VoM to correspond to the value toM . At the inception
point the three fits of CmdV/dt|M , Jm|M and JM are zero and the corresponding polarization currents CmdV/dt|P , Jm|P and
JP are discontinuous. At the peak of the action potential all currents are discontinuous. The ionic polarization current crosses
the zero current axis very close to the inception potential of the mAvrami sodium current. At higher temperatures the distance
between these potentials increases and the ionic polarization current starts outward before turning inward (see SM Figures
14 and 15). Note that there is a one to one correspondence between time t and potential V for the steadily propagating AP.
Arrows → indicate the direction of time.
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While outgoing sodium current has not been observed in voltage clamp experiments, these facts support the conclusion that
the recovery ionic current, JH , is in fact sodium current. The flip from M-Lattice to H-Lattice lattice structure pushes the
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FIG. 5. Recovery Capacitive Current Reversal potential vs. Temperature [oC]. As given by mAvrami fits, the recovery capacitive
current reversal potentials and rising edge sodium current reversal potentials VM are closely matched across all temperatures.
The polarization flip from M-Lattice to H-Lattice lattice structure pushes the recovery ionic current reversal potential VH below
the action potential peak value Vp. The results displayed in this graph support the conclusion that the recovery ionic current,
JH , is in fact sodium current and that the the polarization flip from M-Lattice to H-Lattice structure is real.

resting potential V = 0 than to sodium reversal poten-
tials JH < JM . The inception ionic polarization current
is not a sodium current.

The pre AP peak ionic polarization current covers the
negative resistance region of the AP and has a rever-
sal potential close and below the AP peak polarization
flip. Its conductance, excluding the polarization flip re-
gion, is of the same order of sodium M-channels max-
imum conductance. Also, the polarization time rate
µP4 = 20.6e0.065T has the same exponential temperature
dependance as the sodium M-channel time rate µM =
10.4e0.063T indicating the same thermodynamic origin.
And, the polarization Avrami exponent θP3,4 is equal to
θM . The P4 channel activation energy εP4 = 0.46 eV
is slightly larger than the M channel activation energy
εM = 0.44. The main difference between sodium M-
channels and the AP peak polarization channels is that
M-channels start opening at the inception potential while

the AP peak polarization channels start opening at the
beginning of the negative resistance region at a potential
close to Vp, the peak of the AP. We conclude that the
AP peak ionic polarization current is a sodium current.

Note that Eq. 2e is only approximately valid because
the first and the last segments of Pio/Pi include the po-
larization flips at the inception point and at the peak of
the action potential Vp respectively (see Fig. 10 and SM
Fig. 17). Similarly for Eq. 2f which includes the polar-
ization flip at the peak of the action potential.

Immediately after the peak of the action potential, the
total ionic current is parsed into JH and JH |P that is
smaller and covers smaller region than its counterparts
JM |P3 and JM |P4 (see Fig. 3 and Fig. 4). Only the in-
coming part of the polarization current JH |P covering a
region of less than one mV, mainly the polarization flip
portion, is displayed.

Fig. 4 displays a detail around the peak of the ac-
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tion potential for Sweep 170 at 4.5 oC. The extension
of the linear segment of the recovery capacitive current
CmdV/dt|H is displayed showing that it intercepts the
zero current axis at the same point V ≈ VM as the ris-
ing edge linear segments of JM , Jm|M , and CmdV/dt|M .
However, the linear segment of the current JH intercepts
the zero current axis at V = VH that is significantly
lower than the reversal potential VM , and its extension
intercepts the slope of the recovery linear segment of the
membrane current Jm|H at the potential V ≈ VM but
below the zero current axis. Fig. 5 displays the same
behavior at all temperatures. These facts support the
conclusion that JH is in fact sodium current with its re-
versal potential modified from VM to VH by properties
of the sodium channels H-Lattice.

Linear segments of JK and JN and JH , apparent at
once in Figures 2, 3, 4, and SM Figures 14, 15, corre-
spond to fractions of open channels equal to one; i.e. all
channels open. The slopes of the capacitive linear seg-
ments correspond to time rate parameters µK , µM , µH ,
µN , and the slopes of the ionic current linear segments
correspond to maximum conductance gK , gM , gH and
gN . Maximum conductance and time rates vs. Temper-
ature are plotted in Fig. 7.

Fig. 6 displays the rising edge currents and the per-
centage of open sodium M-channels plotted against
time for Sweep170. The three mAvrami fitted currents
CmdV/dt|M , Jm|M , JM , and the Mo(t)/M curve begin
and intersect the zero-current axis at the inception point
t = toM , the start time of the first order phase change,
i.e. the start of sodium M-channels opening. Capac-
itive and membrane polarization currents, CmdV/dt|P
and Jm|P start with large abrupt jumps at t = toM and
then decay mostly canceling each other as prescribed by
Eq.(1), while the corresponding ionic polarization cur-
rent starts outgoing and promtly turns incoming (see
also SM Fig. 16 for Sweep525 and Sweep695.) The
surface under the first segment of capacitive polariza-
tion curve CmdV/dt|P is equal to the polarization charge
Qg ≈ 10x10−9 Coulomb/cm2 moved across the mem-
brane (a.k.a. gating charge). The flip from H-Lattice to
M-Lattice symmetry and the transfer of charges across
but within the membrane in conjunction with the ionic
polarization current precedes the start of sodium M-
channel current JM . In the present theory the motion of
gating charges tapers off at approximately the maximum
rate of rise of the action potential at about 60 mV when
the percentage of open sodium channels is about 20%.
The value of the charge QP remains approximately the
same at all temperatures. By comparison, the total gat-
ing charge deduced from [20] Fig. 8 of frequency domain
analysis of gating currents is ≈ 8.5x10−9 Coulomb/cm2

although the distributions and the two potential ranges
differ. Note that, while the inception of six currents is si-
multaneous, the capacitive polarization current (’gating
current’) initially dwarfs the total incoming ionic current.
In other words, a sizable ’gating’ charge moves before a
detectable sodium current is developed (see also Fig. 12

of [20] with data for potassium channel gating current).
Towards the peak of the action potential, preceding the
flip from M-Lattice to H-lattice at the peak, there is an
opposite charge transfer across and also within the mem-
brane amounting to qP ≈ −2.6x10−9 Coulomb/cm2.

Linear segments of ionic currents JK , JM and JN in-
tersect the zero current axis at the same point as the cor-
responding linear segments of capacitive and membrane
currents. The cable Eq. (1) yields for these linear seg-
ments the relationships between maximum conductance
and corresponding time rate. See also [21]:

gK = µK

[µK
k
− 1
]
Cm (3a)

gM = µM

[µM
k

+ 1
]
Cm (3b)

gN = µN

[µN
k

+ 1
]
Cm (3c)

where k is the so called propagation constant

k =
2CmRiv

2

R
(3d)

Fig. 7(a) and Fig. 8(a) show that up to 20 oC sodium
channels time rate µM , propagation constant k rate
and polarization channels rate µP4 have essentially the
same exponential temperature dependance, indicating a
common underlying thermodynamic cause. (Polariza-
tion channels time rates are displayed in Fig. 10(a), SM
Fig. 17(a) and SM Fig. 18(a)). The maximum conduc-
tance gM also has the same dependence, as it should
according to Eq. (3b). This fact allows to estimate the
optimum density of channels in the axon (see Appendix:
Optimum channel density).

Time rates µX can be expressed as Boltzmann kinetic
rates as given by the Arrhenius equation. See for example
[22]:

µX = κXe
−εX/κBT (4a)

ln(µX) = ln(κX)−εX/κBT (4b)

where T is the temperature in Kelvin degrees, κB is the
Boltzmann constant. εX and κX are respectively the so
called activation energy and the Boltzmann time rate.
See Fig. 8 for graphs of Eqs. (5) for the ions traversing
sodium and potassium channels and for the propagation
constant k. All fits are linear for up to about 20oC.

ln(µK) = 23.9−0.54eV/κBT (5a)

ln(µM ) = 28.1−0.44eV/κBT (5b)

ln(µP4) = 29.3−0.46eV/κBT (5c)
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FIG. 6. The rising edge capacitive, membrane, ionic and corresponding polarizations, and mAvrami fitted currents are plotted
against time. The three mAvrami fitted currents CmdV/dt|M , Jm|M , JM , and the Mo(t)/M curve begin and intersect the
zero-current axis at the inception point t = toM , the time at which M-sodium channels start to open. Capacitive and membrane
polarization currents CmdV/dt|P and Jm|P , start with the polarization flip at t = toM and then decay. The surface under the
capacitive polarization curve CmdV/dt|P is equal to the polarization charge QP ≈ 10x10−9 Coulomb/cm2 moved across the
membrane (a.k.a. gating charge). The flip from H-Lattice to M-Lattice symmetry and the transfer of charges across but within
the membrane in conjunction with the ionic polarization current precedes the opening of sodium channels. In the present
theory the motion of gating charges tapers off at approximately the maximum rate of rise of the action potential at about 60
mV when the fraction of open sodium channels is about 20% . The value of the charge QP remains approximately the same at
all temperatures. Towards the peak of the action potential, preceding the flip from M-Lattice to H-lattice at the peak, there is
an opposite charge transfer across and also within the membrane amounting to qP ≈ −2.6x10−9 Coulomb/cm2.
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the propagation constant k for the M-Lattice symmetry region all exhibit a temperature dependance ≈ e0.067T , indication of
common thermodynamic origin. Note that µP4 ≈ 2µM is the time rate just before the polarization flip from M-Lattice to
H-Lattice for all sweeps except Sweep170 for which µP3 ≈ 2µM and µP4 ≈ µM . Note that the point for Sweep525 is missing
for which the rate just before the polarization flip is µP4 ≈ 1.4 µM . (b), H-Lattice. Plots of maximum conductance and time
rates fits for sodium H-channel and potassium N-channel currents respectively. Maximum conductance gK = 0.06e0.20Temp and
time rate µK = 3.0e0.078Temp are not plotted.

ln(k) = 19.9−0.44eV/κBT (5d)

ln(µH) = 34.9−0.63eV/κBT (5e)

ln(µN ) = 42.5−0.82eV/κBT (5f)

The values of activation energies εX from Eqs. (5) and
Fig. 8 are consistent with the average activation energy
ε of 0.65 eV from research predicting a joint universal
mass and temperature scaling law for rate-limiting bio-
chemical metabolic reactions[23]: Mass−1/4 e−ε/κBT . We
conclude that the passage of ions through axon’s mem-
brane is mediated by rate-limiting biochemical reactions.

We have fitted the fraction of open channels with two
different versions of Xo/X, the first one directly in the
laboratory frame with Avrami equation [6–8]. In partic-
ular, the Avrami equation for the fraction of open M-
channels is:

Mo(t)

M
= 1− e−αA(t−toM )θM (6)

where toM is the inception time, the time when sodium
channels start opening, and αA and θM are Avrami pa-
rameters. The Avrami equation is best known for de-
scribing isothermal phase changing in solids and crystal-
lization processes. The particular value of the exponent
θ = 4 is said to have contributions from three dimensions
of growth and one representing a constant nucleation
rate. Avrami parameter αA is typically very tempera-
ture dependent. In particular, for sodium’s fraction of
open channels Mo/M it varies exponentially from about
40 at 1oC to 50000 at 28.5oC.

The modified Avrami (mAvrami) Eqs. (7) are more
meaningful for the propagated action potential:

Mo(t)

M
= 1− e−αM [µM (t−toM )]θM (7a)

Ho(t)

H
= 1− e−αH [µH(tcH−t)]θH (7b)

No(t)

N
= 1− e−αN [µN (t−toN )]θN (7c)
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Pio(t)

Pi
≈ 1− e−αPi[µPi(t−toPi)]

θPi
, i = 1, 3, 4 (7d)

P2o(t)

P2
= 1− e−αP2[µP2(tcP2−t)]θP2

(7e)

where toM and toN are the temperature dependent times
when sodium M and potassium N channels start to open,
tcH is the time when sodium H channels close, toP1,3,4

are the times when polarization segments P1,3,4 channels
open and tcP2 is the time when the segment P2 channels
close. We did not attempt the detailed fitting of Ko/K.
The very small ionic current at the foot of action poten-
tial is a dynamical equilibrium of potassium, chloride and
sodium currents.

The incorporation of temperature dependent time rate
parameters µX into Avrami equations yields tempera-
ture independent dimensionless constants αX for each
ion channel. Allowing all parameters to vary, the average
values of mAvrami parameters over a range of tempera-
tures, αM,N,H are close to the value of the fine-structure
constant α ≈ 0.0073. In what follows, all the mAvrami
parameters αM , αH , αN and αPi, are seeded with the
value of the FSC α = 0.0072973.... Similarly, we have
seeded the values of θM and θPi with the value 3.78. The
average values of Avrami exponents in the recovery re-
gion are: θH = 3.01 and θN = 3.02 for 7 sweeps from 4.5

oC and 19.8 oC. We did not fit the polarization currents
in the recovery region.

Approximate time rate parameters µK , µM and µN
and maximum conductance gK , gM and gN can be read
from Fig. 2, Fig. 3 and Fig. 4; or, the maximum conduc-
tance can be determined by Eqs. (3a), (3b) and (3c) re-
spectively if the corresponding time rate is known (or vice
versa). There is no such relation for sodium H-channel
currents. Both, the rate µH and maximum conductance
gH are to be read separately from Fig. 4. Quasilinear seg-
ments in phase space are segments of all corresponding
ion channels open and as such are amenable to fittings
by the usual expressions for ionic currents Eq. 2d, Eq. 2g,
and Eq. 2h where the fractions of open channels are fit-
ted by corresponding mAvrami equations which describe
a completion process by the S curve in time. Fittings,
by mAvrami equations Eq.(7a), Eq.(7b) and Eq.(7c) are
very sensitive to values of time parameters toM , toN , tcH
and the corresponding time rates µX , and less so to val-
ues of α and θX . Similarly, the fraction of completed
polarization process, as approximated by the mAvrami
Eq.(7d) is also fitted by seeding the values of αPi with
the value of the fine-fine-structurestructure constant. In
what follows, for lack of known constraints, µPi are in-
dependent parameters in our fitting. In fact, the fitting
reveals that polarization time rates µPi, with some ex-
ceptions, are close multiples of sodium’s M-channel time
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FIG. 9. Ionic and polarization conductance time dependance. (a) Experimental conductance for the total ionic current and
polarization currents; and sodium’s conductance mAvrami fit. Inception and AP peak polarization flips are also displayed.
The experimental conductance for the total ionic current σExp. = JI/(V − VM ) shows a very small extra activation above the
σM due to the inception ionic polarization current. In the negative resistance region the incoming portion of the AP peak
polarization current first slightly increases the conductance above σM and then its outgoing portion decreases it significantly
to 1/3 of the maximum conductance gM all the way to the AP peak as the depolarization of the axon continues. This decrease
continues across the AP peak with an abrupt fall to gH and further until the total ionic (Na) current crosse the zero current
axis and becomes outgoing and the H-channels continue to close. In the present description the inactivation comes about as
the consequence of the sodium polarization current behavior straddling the AP peak. (b) Experimental sodium and potassium
conductance in the recovery region and the corresponding mAvrami fits.

rate µM . Incidentally, there is a linear relationship be-
tween 1/µM , 1/µP4 and toM , toP4 respectively, see SM
Fig. 19. Knowing the time rate µM (or conductance gM ),
the relationship predicts the total time |toM | to open all
M-channels or vice versa. There is experimental evidence
[24] for the existence of a first-order phase transition (in-
volving volume and temperature changes) in nerve cells,
fibers and synapses. While the role of quantum effects in
first order transitions is not ruled out, there are no known
examples [25]. The modified Avrami (mAvrami) Eqs. (7)
for open-close ion channels are possibly the first example
of first order phase transition involving quantum effects.
The current JM (V ) is about three times larger at 19.8 oC
than at 4.5 oC since gM is about three times larger at 19.8
oC than at 4.5 oC and the factor [Mo(V )/M ](V − VM )
is moderately temperature dependent. And, M chan-
nels open completely in a time interval about three times
shorter at 19.8 oC than at 4.5 oC. Therefore, the total
number of incoming sodium ions, at 4.5 oC and up to
19.8 oC, is about the same at all temperatures.

Fig. 10, and SM Figures 17, 18 display, as functions
of time, the mAvrami fits for Mo/M and Pio/Pi for
i = 1, 3, 4 and P2o/P2, the fraction of open sodium
M-channels and fractions of completed polarization pro-
cesses at 12.5 oC, 4.5 oC and 14.6 oC respectively.
These figures also display the plots of ln[-ln(1-Mo/M)] vs.
ln[µM (t−toM )] and ln[-ln(1-Pio/Pi)] vs. ln[µPi(t−toPi)]
for i = 1, 3, 4 and ln[-ln(1-P2o/P2)] vs. ln[µP2(tcP2 − t)].
Note that the fraction of open channels Mo/M at a par-
ticular time or corresponding potential is the same as the
fraction of time that a single ionic sodium M-channel is
open.

The ionic polarization current has two stages in the
post inception polarization segment, both with same
maximum conductance gK << gP1 = gP2 << gM and
with same reversal potential VP1 = VP2 << VM . The
polarization segment with the time rate µP1 starts with
the lattice polarization flip from H-symmetry to M-
symmetry. The second segment with the time rate µP2

follows shutting down the inception ionic polarization
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current. Among 11 sweeps at different temperatures,
only Sweep170 appears to close the inception ionic po-
larization current via two different time rates. We have
fitted only the first one (see SM Fig. 17. For a typical
sweep see Fig. 10. In the negative resistance segment,
polarization channels also act via two consecutive stages,
both with the same maximum conductance gP3 = gP4 >
gM , and with the same reversal potential VP3 = VP4 <Vp.
Note that gM ≈ gP4 if one exclude the polarization flip.
The time rate µP4 leads to the AP peak polarization flip
and has the same temperature dependance as the time
rate µM . The two time rates are: µP3 ≈ µM and µP4

≈ 2µM . The exceptions are Sweep170 and Sweep525.
For Sweep170, the lower time rate µP4 ≈ µM precedes
the polarization flip while µP3 ≈ 2µM . For Sweep525,
there is only one polarization segment, with time rate
µP4 ≈ 1.36µM leading to the flip (see SM Fig. 18). Fits
for Mo(t)/M , Ho(t)/H, No(t)/N and Pio(t)/Pi, follow
mAvrami S curves that involve quantum effects. Both
polarization flips, the HM flip and the MH flip, are dis-
played in Figures 9, 10, and SM Figures 17, 18.

Fig. 11 displays mAvrami fits for sodium and potas-
sium currents in the recovery region for 4.5 oC and 14.6
oC. We have also fitted the experimental data for the frac-
tion of open channels in the phase space. Fig. 12 displays
phase space open channels fractions fits of Equations (8),
for Sweep170 at 4.5 oC.

Mo(V )

M
=

[
(V − VoM )

(Vp − VoM )

]δM
(8a)

Ho(V )

H
=

[
(V − VcH)

(Vp − VcH)

]δH
(8b)

No(V )

N
=

[
(VoN − V )

(VoN − VN )

]δN
(8c)

Pio(V )

Pi
=

[
(V − VoPi)
(Vp − VoPi)

]δPi
(8d)

where Vp is the value of the potential at the peak of
the action potential, VoM and VoN are the respective
potentials at which sodium M-channels and potassium
N-channels start to open, VcH is the potential at which
sodium H-channels close, and VoP3,4 is the potential at
which the polarization P3,4 channels start opening. Fits
for fractions Mo(V )/M are seeded with the value VoM
corresponding to toM . The average value of the δM ex-
ponent for ten sweeps from 1oC to 25.2oC is δM = 3.07.
Fits for fractions Ho(V)/H and No(V)/N have been done
with values VcH and VoN as free parameters. Note that
the fractions of open channels Mo(V )/M , Ho(V )/H and
No(V )/N at any given time can be interpreted as the
fraction of time that the corresponding single M-channel,

H-channel or N-channel is stochastically open. The cor-
responding phase space ionic currents fits for Sweep 170
are plotted in Fig. 2 and Fig. 3. AP peak polarization seg-
ments, with steep tangents in the proximity of the peak
and with more than one time rate, are less amenable to
phase space fitting.

III. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSSION

Nature has designed the giant squid axon to propa-
gate a steady action potential along its length. The axon
exists to provide communication between the external
stimulus and squid’s physiological response. In general,
Nature provides various ways to initiate the all or noth-
ing pulse. At the synapse, the release of acetylcholine by
the action potential at the end of the nerve initiates the
signal at the connecting nerve. In the lab, injecting cur-
rent into the axon will generate an all or nothing action
potential depending on the magnitude of the stimulus.
Hodgkin and Huxley used the detailed voltage clamp ex-
perimental data for sodium and potassium currents in
conjunction with the cable equation to describe the initi-
ation and propagation of the action potential caused by
a sufficient injection of charge into the axon. This ap-
proach, while providing an empirical description for the
generation of the action potential did not provide deeper
physical insight into it.

The excitation process involves time and electrical po-
tential evolution of the non-linear all or nothing event.
However, once initiated and propagating, the action po-
tential has no memory of how it was generated. Steady
state propagation is a much simpler physical phenomenon
to analyze than the all or nothing particular way of ex-
citation leading to propagation.

In the present work we have analyzed the simplest
giant squid axon experimental data that measures the
steadily propagating action potential at two separate
points at a given temperature. The time elapsed between
signals at the two points provides the values of the veloc-
ity of propagation. All other results stem from values of
axoplasm’s resistivity Ri, axon’s capacitance Cm, axon’s
radius R and the shape of the action potential in space
along the axon and from the time evolution of the action
potential when observed at a fixed point along the axon
in conjunction with the charge conserving cable equation.

Steady state propagating action potential allows the
display of all three currents from the cable equation - ca-
pacitive, ionic and membrane current - in phase space as
functions of temperature and electrical potential. These
displays clearly exhibit three distinct currents with quasi-
linear segments: mainly potassium’s JK at the foot of
action potential, sodium’s JH at the beginning of the
recovery and potassium’s JN ending in the undershoot
of the action potential. We have parsed the rising edge
ionic current as the sum of currents JK , the mAvrami
sodium current JM and the polarization currents ΣiJPi.
The current JM exhibits its own quasi linear segment and
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FIG. 12. Phase space fitting. (a), Rising edge fraction of open sodium M-channels and fraction of open polarization channels,
P-channels, preceding the AP peak. Plots of experimental fractions Mo(V )/M and Po(V )/P vs. Potential [mV] are fitted with
Eq.(8a) and Eq.(8d) respectively. (b), Recovery fractions of open sodium H-channels and N-channels. Plots of experimental
fractions Ho(V )/H and No(V )/N vs. Potential [mV] are fitted with Eq.(8b) and Eq.(8c) respectively.

the polarization currents JP1 and JP4 follow the incep-
tion and lead to AP peak polarization flips respectively.
The recovery region currents are parsed into mAvrami
currents JH , JN with quasi linear segments and polar-
ization current JH |P . The current JH |P is much smaller
in value and extension than its counterparts JP3,4. We
have not attempted to fit it. The cable equation sepa-
rately conserves charge for the three mAvrami compo-
nents and the corresponding three polarization currents
for sodium M-channels and H-channels.

Our phenomenological fittings reproduce the experi-
mental data for the propagating action potential fairly
accurately and yield a number of conclusions, some com-
paring and some differing from the H-H empirical model:

1. The nature of the AP inception. Both, the
outgoing potassium and incoming sodium currents are
present at the foot of the AP in H-H models. As the
potential increases, sodium current overcomes potassium
current and the derivative of the total current becomes
negative. Any perturbation in this region triggers the
further opening of sodium channels.

In our model the perturbation that starts the incep-
tion of incoming ionic sodium current JM is a continu-
ous phase change with a polarization flip followed by the
current JM and a small polarization current which de-
polarizes the membrane after crossing the zero current

axis furthering the opening of sodium M-channels and
thus increasing the JM incoming sodium current. What
ion carries the inception ionic polarization current? We
have fitted the polarization current leading to the AP
peak with some of sodium current JM signature prop-
erties: same Avrami exponent 3.78, time rates that are
multiples of sodium current time rate µM , conductance
gP3 = gP4 ≈ gM if one excludes the narrow region of
the polarization flip, the activation energy εM slightly
smaller than εP4, the reversal potential VP3 = VP4 < Vp
but somewhat close to VM . The AP peak polarization
flip takes the sodium M-Lattice symmetry into sodium
H-Lattice symmetry. It follows that the inception AP
polarization flip must take the sodium H-Lattice symme-
try into sodium M-Lattice symmetry triggering the ac-
tion potential. The fitted fraction of open inception ionic
polarization channels has: same Avrami exponent 3.78 of
M-Lattice fraction of open channels Mo(t)/M , and most
time rates rates µP1 and µP2 are approximate multiples
of sodium current time rate µM . However, the conduc-
tance gP1,2 is much smaller than gM and the reversal
potential VP1 = VP2 is very close to but slightly higher
than the inception potential of about 40 mV at 4.5oC.
The chloride reversal potential in the axon at rest is re-
ported to be about 15 mV. One should also probably
expect a small contribution from polarization channels
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below the inception potential while in dynamical equi-
librium with other players in the AP foot: potassium
and sodium permeability, chloride channels current and
sodium-potassium pump. However, the present analysis
doesn’t provide further insight into the details of the JK
current components.

While the present work deals directly only with the
steady propagation of action potential, nevertheless it
provides an insight into the excitation itself. The prop-
agation of the action potential would decay without the
continuous phase change at the inception. The advancing
action potential foot triggers its own continuous phase
change involving the ionic lattice/domain and thus per-
petuates its propagation. For example, this fact suggests
that the release of acetylcholine by the action potential
at the end of the nerve initiates the signal at the con-
necting nerve by triggering a continuous phase change
from sodium H-Lattice symmetry into sodium M-Lattice
symmetry.

The present work posits that sodium’s channels lat-
tice/domains act as ferroelectric sensors triggering the
continuous phase change in response of any number of
electro-chemical-mechanical stimuli.

2. Gating current and gating charge. H-H fore-
saw the existence of moving gating charges inside the
membrane as the signature of sodium channels opening.
Gating currents were detected [17], [18], [19] and total
gating charge Qg ≈ 9x10−9 Coulomb/cm2 was measured.
However, no direct correlation between the gating cur-
rent and the sodium current had been established as one
would expect from H-H proposed classical mechanism
that posited each channel with its own charge moving
gate.

Our model, by parsing the total experimental currents
into mAvrami fits plus the corresponding polarization
currents separately satisfying the charge conserving ca-
ble equation, yields discontinuous polarization currents
at the AP inception potential and at the AP peak. The
capacitive polarization current, in other words charges
moving inside the membrane or simply ’the gating cur-
rent’, starts discontinuously and large at the inception
point and then vanishes at the inflection point of the
rising edge of AP. So does the membrane polarization
current. Their difference is the small inception polar-
ization current, starting as outgoing and decreasing and
then incoming, according to the charge conserving cable
equation. Meanwhile, the mAvrami sodium current JM
starts from zero and promptly overtakes the incoming
polarization current. The surface under the capacitive
polarization current in Lab yields the value of ’the gating
charge’, as Qg ≈ 10x10−9 Coulomb/cm2 at all temper-
atures (see Fig. 6). The capacitive polarization current
(’gating current’) precedes in size the incoming sodium
current JM . In other words, a sizable ’gating’ charge
moves before a detectable ionic current is developed as
seen in Fig. 6 and SM Fig. 16 (see also Figures 8 and 12
of [20]).

In the present model, there is a second region, immedi-

ately preceding the AP peak, with a negative capacitive
polarization current transferring a charge qg ≈ 2.6x10−9

Coulomb/cm2 in the opposite direction from the ’gat-
ing charge’ associated with inception (see Fig. 6 and SM
Fig. 16 ). The motion of capacitive charges in this region
is associated with inactivation.

3. Inactivation. In the H-H model inactivation is
a process described by the variable h that closes sodium
channels during depolarization and it overlaps with acti-
vation described by the variable m3. Increasing the de-
lay of potassium conductance onset and delaying sodium
channel inactivation reduces the discrepancy between
Hodgkin and Huxley’s predicted and observed velocity
of propagation [26].

In the present model inactivation is due to the outgoing
portion of the ionic polarization current straddling the
AP peak during depolarization and the observed velocity
of propagation is an input to the model (see Fig. 9 ).

4. The recovery portion. The recovery region
of the H-H action potential is not quite right when com-
pared with the experiment. In addition, H-H model fea-
tures a significant cancellation of opposing sodium and
potassium currents straddling the peak of the action po-
tential. This feature of the Hodgkin and Huxley equa-
tions results in a decrease of velocity of propagation and
waste of energy [26], [27]. Increasing the delay of potas-
sium conductance onset and delaying sodium channel in-
activation reduces the discrepancy between Hodgkin and
Huxley’s predicted and observed velocity of propagation
[26].

The present model fits the action potential experimen-
tal data everywhere and doesn’t exhibit cancellation of
opposing sodium and potassium currents anywhere. The
phase space plot of total ionic current in the recovery
region clearly displays the overlap of two non cancelling
currents bracing the recovery region with quasilinear seg-
ments. The later linear segment intercepts the zero cur-
rent axis at the potassium reversal potential, while the
first segment intercepts the zero current axis in the vicin-
ity of the rising edge sodium reversal potential at a value
lower than the value of the potential at the peak. De-
spite the fact that no outgoing sodium current has been
observed experimentally, it is difficult to come up with
an alternate ion carrying the outgoing current with a re-
versal potential close to sodium’s reversal potential. In
fact, the corresponding quasilinear segment of the recov-
ery mAvrami capacitive current intercepts the zero cur-
rent axis very close to the rising edge sodium reversal po-
tential, while the mAvrami ionic and membrane currents
intercept each other at the same potential but below the
zero current axis (see Fig. 4 and Fig. 5). We conclude
that we are dealing with a continuous phase polariza-
tion flip from sodium M-Lattice to H-Lattice at the peak
of the action potential and with a briefly incoming and
then outgoing nAvrami sodium current JH . The contin-
uous phase polarization flip changes the M-Lattice sym-
metry into H-Lattice symmetry, decreasing the effective
reversal potential of the sodium current from VM to VH .
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Furthermore, the time rate µH given by the linear seg-
ment of the recovery capacitive current is used to fit the
fraction Ho(t)/H with the mAvrami equation Eq. (7b).
The constraint Eq. (3b) that holds for the rising edge
sodium current parameters is lost for the recovery pa-
rameters µH , k and gH . However, the fitting of the data
(see Figs. 4 and 5) suggests that there is a H-Lattice
constraint after all: the tangent µH of recovery capaci-
tive current CmdV/dt intercepts the zero axis current at
the M-channel sodium’s potential reversal VM .

The continuous phase change at the peak, in addition
of changing the time rate and the maximum conductance
also changes the microscopic (quantum) properties of the
sodium channels by changing the Avrami exponent from
3.78 to ≈ 3.

5. Sodium channels optimum density. While
various approaches to estimate the optimum density of
sodium channels using the H-H equations have failed, our
model arrives closely at the density observed in nature
(see Appendix A).

6. H-H model is built on data at a single tem-
perature. H-H model doesn’t say anything directly
about the temperature dependence. This limitation pre-
clude applying thermodynamics to the study of the ac-
tion potential and by extension it has nothing to say
about possible phase changes involved. It is questionable
if voltage clamp experiments can detect continuous phase
change, even if present in a normally functioning axon.

Rozenthal-Bezanilla [4] data covers a range of temper-
atures from 1oC to 25oC yielding the exponential tem-
perature dependence for parameters of interest in our
phenomenological theory. This fact allows to calculate
the temperature independent Arrhenius activation ener-
gies for the passage of ions through the membrane. These
activation energies are of the same order of magnitude as
the rate-limiting activation energies for metabolic pro-
cesses ≈ 0.65 eV [23].

7. Ferroelectric phenomena. The opening of po-
larization channels and the accompanying polarization
current proceeding in the negative resistance region, are
manifested by the decrease experimental conductance for
the total ionic current σExp. = JI/(V − VM ), the change
in the effective ionic equilibrium potential and possibly
by the presence of optic phenomena [29]. At the peak of
the action potential the sodium’s M-channel maximum
conductance changes abruptly from gM to gH with gH
about one order of magnitude smaller than gM and the
effective equilibrium potential change is completed by an
abrupt decrease from VM to VH while keeping the ionic
current continuous. The maximum conductance is usu-
ally assumed to be the product of channel density and
the conductivity of a single channel, i.e. gX = Xg∗X . At
this point it is not clear if the abrupt change of gM to gH
is caused by the change in the number of open sodium
channels or change in the individual channel conductance
or change in both. The abrupt decrease in sodium’s equi-
librium potential is caused by the polarization flip put in
evidence by the polarization current discontinuity. The

sodium’s M-Lattice and H-Lattice have different sym-
metry and different structure. The transition from M-
Lattice to H-Lattice is a continuous phase transition in-
terpreted as a ferroelectric polarization flip mediated by
polarization currents straddling the peak of the action
potential. This process, involving a region with many
channels, is consistent with the view that in ferroelectric
phenomena ”The mechanism of switching is understood
to take place on scales longer than the unit-cell scale
[28].”

Similarly, at the inception of the action potential there
is a continuous phase transition from from sodium H-
Lattice to M-Lattice. In addition to properties of in-
dividual channels, nerve excitability also involves ferro-
electric phenomena pertaining to domains/lattices of ion
channels [29], [30].
8. Fine-structure constant α. The fine-structure

constant α is associated with quantum electrodynamics
rather than materials science. However, unexpectedly, it
has been shown that the opacity of suspended graphene
[31] is defined solely by it, with authors saying: ”It is
remarkable that the fine-structure constant can so di-
rectly be assessed practically by the naked eye.” In the
present work, unexpectedly, we were able to fit the frac-
tions of open channels by seeding the value of the fine-
structure constant α for the constants αM , αH , αN , and
the Avrami exponent θM , with the value 3.78 while op-
timizing the parameters toM , tcH , toN , µM , µH , µN , θH
and θN .

We have also fitted the fractions Pio/Pi by seeding the
value of the fine-structure constant α for the constants
αPi and the Avrami exponents θPi with the value 3.78,
while optimizing the corresponding parameters µPi, and
toPi.

The existence of ion channels is essential for life and
so is the role of the fine-structure constant α.

Passage of ions through a membrane channel involves
interactions with the surface of the pore at microscopic
distances. The temperature independent Arrhenius acti-
vation energies for the passage of ions through the mem-
brane are of the same order of magnitude as the rate-
limiting activation energies for metabolic processes ≈
0.65 eV [23]. We posit that the fine-structure constant
plays a role of universal scaling parameter across sodium,
potassium and polarization channels.

9. Single channel behavior. The fractions of open
channels Mo(V )/M , Ho(V )/H and No(V )/N at any
given time can be interpreted as the fraction of time
that any corresponding single M-channel, H-channel or
N-channel is stochastically open in the regions where the
polarization channels are not open.

10. Memory storing and retrieval. The role of
the ferroelectric lattice behavior defined by continuous
phase transitions associated with morphological changes
in sodium channels lattice described in the present work
has implications for encoding of memories. Encoding of
memories across invertebrates, insects and mammals are
also associated with steplike morphological changes in
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neuron’s cytoskeleton. It has been suggested that evolu-
tion has conserved across species the underlying molec-
ular mechanism involved in encoding of memories. It is
accepted that invertebrates and mammalians share many
of the same memory encoding properties [32], [33]. In
particular, there is an extensive accumulation of research
and experimental data on the associative memory stor-
age and retrieval by Drosophila. There is a general agree-
ment as expressed by [34]: ”...that there is a cytoskeletal
pathway underlying the very first steps towards associa-
tive olfactory memory encoding in Drosophila”. Also,
”... larvae learned in a switch-like (all-or-none two-state
quantized) manner. The learning process was better de-
scribed as a sudden transition between states... [35]”.
Also, ”The learning curves for individual subjects show
an abrupt, often step-like increase from the untrained
level of responding to the level seen in the well trained
subject [36]”. At the same time, there is experimental ev-
idence that ”Sodium channels in axons are distributed in
a periodic pattern coordinated with the underlying actin-
spectrin–based cytoskeleton” [30], implying the existence
of sodium channels lattice in general. Also, according to
[29]: ”presence of optical changes during nerve excitation
are consistent with the view that the process of excita-
tion is accompanied by conformational changes in macro-
molecules of the nerve”. Polarization flips (continuous
phase transitions - CPTs) at the inception and at the
peak of the giant squid axon action potential modify the
structure of sodium channels lattice in a step like man-
ner. Although the duration of the M-Lattice structure
in squid axon is ephemeral lasting only during the rising
edge of the action potential while cytoskeleton modifi-
cations involving memory encoding’s with definitive life-
times, minutes/hours short lived or permanent, we posit
that memory encodings are also initiated by neuron’s cy-
toskeletal continuous phase transitions. Note that while
domains involved in CPTs are too large in principle to
involve quantum effects, the different M and H configura-
tions of sodium’s channels cytoskeletal lattice correspond
respectively to different M and H sodium channels time
rates, and Avrami exponents.

We posit that these steplike changes of the cytoskele-
ton structure are initiated by a continuous phase change.
The hysteresis loop with two different symmetry states
of sodium channels lattice implies the possibility of ad-
ditional neuronal stable states besides the resting state.
Additional neuronal stable states are the physical basis
for long term memory formation and retrieval. [11].

11. What is next? The present work presents a
coherent and self consistent description of the propagat-
ing action potential by parsing the total ionic current
into mAvrami sodium, potassium and membrane cur-
rents and corresponding polarization currents travers-
ing ion channels exhibiting quantum mechanical prop-
erties and by describing the ferroelectric properties of
the sodium channels lattice/domains polarization flips.
While the fitting results for any one temperature may
have some latitude, the synergy of results across several

temperature adds confidence to overall results. While
the exacting role of the fine-structure constant in the
mAvrami equations for all the ion channels considered in
the present work instills confidence in the theory, the ex-
perimental verification of H-channel current JH and M-
channel current JP4 as sodium currents would provide
the definitive proof. Reducing the recovery noise would
be helpful to fit the small polarization current following
the AP peak. Further research is required to determine
which ion or ions carrie the inception ionic polarization
current.

Presented results will provide a framework for further
experimental analysis of excitability role by sodium chan-
nels lattice and its thermodynamic phase changing be-
havior, the role of quantum mechanics in biochemical re-
actions mediating the flow of ions across ion channels and
the plasticity of neuronal stable states essential for mem-
ory storage and retrieval mediated by continuous phase
changes.

Appendix A: Action potential hysteresis loop

The observation of a propagating AP in the lab starts
with the increasing potential and the increasing outgoing
small potassium current. At the AP inception there is a
polarization flip from H-Lattice to M-Lattice and incom-
ing sodium current JM with VM reversal potential is initi-
ated. For the purpose if this Appendix we are neglecting
the effects of the ionic polarization current following the
inception. At the AP peak, while the potassium channels
are closed, the effective sodium reversal potential has an
abrupt decrease from VM to VH correlated with the po-
larization flip. As the sodium H-channels with VH rever-
sal potential are closing, the potassium channels with VN
reversal potential are opening. Potassium current turns
incoming after VN is crossed and the effective potassium
reversal potential has a very slow increase from VN to
VK mediated by the potassium-sodium transport mech-
anism while sodium channels are closed. Eventually the
equilibrium between potassium and chloride permeabili-
ties and sodium-potassium pump determines the resting
potential and the effective reversal potential hysteresis
loop is closed. Fig. 13(a) shows the linear correlation
between (VM − VH) and (VK − VN ) over a range of tem-
peratures. Fig. 13(c) shows that linear fits for (VN −VK)
and (VM −VH) vs. temperature have similar slopes. The
average ratio (VM − VH)/(VK − VN ) for six sweeps is ≈
0.9. Figs. 13(b) and 13(d) show the schematic hysteresis
loops for sweeps at 4.5 oC and 19.8 oC. The surface of
the hysteresis loop at 19.8 oC is about twice as large as
the surface at 4.5 oC, indicating that the heat generated
by the AP is twice as large at 19.8 oC than at 4.5 oC.

Fig. 4 for Sweep 170 at 4.5 oC shows that both, the ris-
ing edge polarization current and the recovery polariza-
tion current have quasi-linear segments, before reaching
the action potential peak and after the action potential
peak respectively. Therefore, they can be represented
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approximately as follows:

JPM (V ) ≈ gPM [Po(V )/P ]M (V − VPM ) (A1a)

JPH(V ) ≈ gPH [Po(V )/P ]H(V − VPH) (A1b)

The mAvrami fit fails as the potential nears the peak
of the action potential since the derivative of the polar-
ization current, a component of the total ionic current,
tends to infinity. As V tends to Vp the derivatives of
gP4(V )[P4o(V )/P4] tend to infinity and the total ionic
current tends to a finite value.

The rising edge portion of the polarization current
JPM (V ) displays two distinct segments. The outgo-

ing current’s quasi-linear part intercepts the current axis
with the slope gPM ≈ 56 mS/cm2 and the value of the
intercept is VPM ≈ 106.6 mV. Note however that the
tangent of the polarization current tends to infinity as
the voltage tends to the peak of the action potential, so
the quasilinear behavior is only present away from the
peak of the action potential. The polarization current
at first increases the incoming the total sodiumcurrent
and then it decreases it. This implies first an increase
and then a steep decrease of sodium’s M -channel effec-
tive equilibrium potential (Meep). Thus, up to a fraction
of a mili-volt from the peak of the action potential, the
M -channel total ionic current JIM (V ) and Meep(V) can
be written as follows:

JI(V )|Experiment = JM (V ) + JPM (V ) = gM [Mo(V )/M ][V −Meep(V )] (A2a)

or

Meep(V ) = V − JI(V )|Experiment
gM [Mo(V )/M ]

(A2b)

In the close proximity of the action potential peak Vp we have

Meep(V ) ≈ V − JI(V )|Experiment
GM (V )

(A2c)

where GM (V ) goes from gM to infinity (see Fig. 4) as V approaches Vp. Since, respectively, at 4.5 oC and 19.8 oC

JIM (Vp) =
R

2v2Ri

d2V

dt2
|V=Vp ≈ −64µA/cm2 =⇒ Meep(Vp) = Vp (A2d)

JIM (Vp) =
R

2v2Ri

d2V

dt2
|V=Vp ≈ −442µA/cm2 =⇒ Meep(Vp) = Vp (A2e)

The recovery polarization current is much smaller and
it covers a smaller region than its counterpart leading
to the AP peak. Neglecting the outgoing portion, we
have plotted (see Fig. 4) only its incoming part covering

about 1.5 mV below the peak of the action potential and
where all the H channels are open, Ho/H = 1. Here,
away from close proximity of the action potential peak
the equivalent of Eq. A2b is

JI(V )|Experiment = JH(V ) + JPH(V ) = gH [Ho(V )/H][V −Heep(V )] (A3a)

or

Heep(V ) = V +
JI(V )|Experiment
gH [Ho(V )/H]

(A3b)

In the close proximity of the action potential peak Vp we have

Heep(V ) ≈ V − JI(V )|Experiment
GH(V )

(A3c)
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FIG. 13. Schematic ferroelectric hysteresis. (a), (VM − VH) [mV] vs. (VK − VN ) [mV]. (b), Schematic ferroelectric hysteresis
loop at 4.5 oC, Polarization = ∝ (VM − VH)[∝ mV] (c), (VK − VN ) and (VM − VH)[mV] vs. Temp.[oC]. (d), Schematic
ferroelectric hysteresis loop at 19.8 oC, Polarization = ∝ (VM − VH)[∝ mV] vs. Electric field [∝ mV]. Time direction is given
by the arrow →.

where GH(V ) goes from gH to infinity (see Fig. 4) as V approaches Vp. Since, respectively, at 4.5 oC and 19.8 oC

JIH(Vp) =
R

2v2Ri

d2V

dt2
|V=Vp ≈ −64µA/cm2 =⇒ Heep(Vp) = Vp (A3d)

JIH(Vp) =
R

2v2Ri

d2V

dt2
|V=Vp ≈ −442µA/cm2 =⇒ Heep(Vp) = Vp (A3e)

As the potential traverses the peak, total ionic current and sodium’s effective equilibrium potential are continu-
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ous and the polarization current is discontinuous.
Hippel [37] and Leuchtag [38] have suggested that fer-

roelectricity plays a role in biological excitability. A hy-
pothesis that a single sodium channel exhibits ferroelec-
tric behavior has been advanced [39] based on measure-
ments by Palti [40] of axon’s capacitance in the temper-
ature region with membrane excitability.

A ferroelectric hysteresis loop is a graph of polarization
vs. electrical field. Fig. 13(b) and Fig. 13(d) display the
phase space trajectory of the schematic hysteresis loop
traversed by the action potential in terms of sodium and
potassium effective equilibrium potentials at 4.5 oC and
19.8 oC. Deviation from chemical equilibrium potentials
is caused by the polarization that is function of electrical
field which in turn is proportional to the potential across
the membrane. Note that VH decreases by 13 mV as
temperature increases from 4.5 oC to 19.8oC while VM
decreases by less than 6 mV.

The inception polarization flip closes the potassium
channels and changes gH to gM and µH to µM , and starts
to open the M-sodium channels. The polarization flip at
the peak of the action potential changes gM to gH and
µM to µH while sodium channels are open as observed in
Fig. 4, and changes gK to gN while potassium channels
are closed. The sodium-potassium pump changes gN to
gK while potassium channels are open. Fig. 13(a) shows
the linear correlation between (VM −VH) and (VK −VN )
over a range of temperatures. Fig. 13(c) shows that linear
fits for (VN − VK) and (VM − VH) vs. temperature have
similar slopes. The average ratio (VM − VH)/(VK − VN )
for six sweeps is ≈ 0.9. Sodium’s M-channel maximum
conductance gM and H-channel maximum conductance
gH are different and so are the respective time rates µM
and µH . Sodium’s M-Lattice and H-Lattice have differ-
ent symmetry. These facts are a signature of a continuous
(second order) phase transition [41].

The surface enclosed by the hysteresis loop is propor-
tional to energy spent, i.e. it is proportional to heat re-
leased. The surface enclosed at 19.8 oC is approximately
twice the surface enclosed at 4.5 oC and so is the cor-
responding heat released. There are many experimental
instances reporting heat production associated with elec-
trical excitability; see the review article by I. Tasaki [42].

Appendix B: Optimum channel density

Hodgkin [43] hypothesized that there is an optimum
sodium channel density to achieve the maximum velocity
of propagation and that the maximum sodium conduc-
tance gNa, i.e. gM , is expected to be proportional to the
surface density of sodium channels M. His calculation ar-
rives at the optimum density of about 1000 sodium chan-
nels per µm2, which is about twice the number measured
by Keynes and Rojas [19]. Adrian [44] calculated the
maximum velocity of propagation by means of modified
Hodgkin-Huxley equations allowing for a sodium gating
current, which reduces the velocity of propagation signif-

icantly below the observed one.
Assuming as Hodgkin that the maximum sodium con-

ductance is proportional to sodium channel density we
have

gM = g∗NaM (B1)

where g∗Na is the single channel conductance at a partic-
ular temperature. Increasing M increases the velocity of
propagation, but at the same time it increases the frac-
tion of the membrane capacitance due to the channels. In
the linear region, where all the channels are open, sodium
maximum conductance is given by Eq. (3b)

gM = µM (
µM
k

+ 1)Cm (B2)

See Fig. 7(a) and note that for up to about 20 oC the
temperature rates are approximately the same for gM , k
and µM . The rates µM and k exhibit a constant ratio

µM
k
≈ 3.2 (B3)

for up to about 20 oC. It is reasonable to assume that
the rate constant µM has the same dependency on Ri,
R, v and Cm up to 20 oC as the propagation constant
k. Using Eq. (B3) and the expression Eq. (3d) for k,
Eq. (B2) is written as

gM ≈ 13.54kCm = 27.1v2C2
m

Ri
R

(B4)

or

v2 ≈ g∗NaR

27.8Ri

M

(C0 +MC∗Na)2
(B5)

where C∗Na is the capacitance of a single channel and C0

is the capacitance of the membrane without channels. If
C0 remains fairly constant as M varies, the velocity of
propagation has a maximum at the observed velocity v
when

M ≈ Cm
2C∗Na

(B6)

or specifically M ≈ 625/µm2 when C∗Na = 8x10−18F
and Cm = 1µF/cm2. Keynes and Rojas [19] estimated
sodium channel density M to be M ≈ 500/µm2 when
g∗Na = 2.5 pS and C∗Na = 8x10−18F.

Appendix C: Fitting Procedure

Rosenthal-Bezanilla data provides the action potential
V at two points along the axon at different temperatures.
The action potential data was analyzed at the point fur-
thest away from the stimulus. Rosenthal measured the
resistivity at 18.5oC and determined that his measure-
ment was consistent with the generally used expression
for resistivity, also used in this work,

Ri = 51.05× 1.35[−
(T−6.3oC)

10 ][Ohm× cm]. (C1)
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Rosenthal-Bezanilla experimental data of the action
potential at different temperatures are discrete values
taken at fixed time intervals. The amount of noise in
the data depends on its rate of change and on the tem-
perature. To improve fitting we have used Gauss sigma
smoothing while trying to minimize the loss of accu-
racy. At lower temperatures there is more noise and
there are many more data points than at high tempera-
ture. Larger Gauss sigma smoothing values are required
at low temperature than what is required at higher tem-
peratures. The recovery region, being noisier, required
more smoothing than the rising edge at a given temper-
ature.

Approximate time rate parameters µK , µM and µN
and maximum conductance gK , gM and gN can be read
from Fig. 2, Fig. 3 and Fig. 4; or, the maximum con-
ductance can be determined by Equations (3a), (3b) and
(3c) respectively if the corresponding time rate is known
(or vice versa). There is no such relation for H-channel
currents. Both, the rate µH and maximum conductance
gH are to be read separately from Fig. 4. Quasilinear
segments in phase space are segments of all correspond-
ing ion channels open and as such are amenable to fit-
tings by the usual expressions for ionic currents Eq. 2d,
Eq. 2g, and Eq. 2h where the fractions of open channels
are fitted by corresponding mAvrami equations describe
a completion of a crystallization process from zero to one
by the S curve in time. Fittings, by mAvrami equations
Eq.(7a), Eq.(7b) and Eq.(7c) are very sensitive to values
of time parameters toM , toN , tcH and the correspond-
ing time rates µX , and less so to values of αX and θX .
As a result, we have seeded all αX with the value of the
fine-structure constant: α = 0.007297352. Also, all three
Avrami exponents were seeded, θX = 3.78. While the
linear segment of recovery sodium current presents it-
self clearly and intersects the zero current axis below but
close to AP peak, the rising edge total incoming sodium
doesn’t present a clear quasilinear segment. Inclusion of
points beyond the start of negative resistance region in
the fit for fraction of open channels results in a quickly
diverging Avrami exponent θM indicating that incoming
sodium current consist of an additional superimposed po-
larization process in the negative resistance region and
up to just before the action potential peak. The fitting
region was chosen to be between the inflection point of
the action potential (the maximum value of the capaci-
tive current) and the beginning of the negative resistance
region. These choices result in the values for sodium’s re-
versal potential VM , time rate µM (and gM according to
Eq. (3b)) and the time toM for Eq. 2d and (7a). The
difference between the experimental current JI and thus
obtained sodium current JM yields the polarization cur-
rent JP = ΣiJPi = JI - JM . Similarly, the fraction of
completed polarization process, as approximated by the
mAvrami Eq.(7d) was also fitted by seeding the values
of αPi with the value of the fine-structure constant and
Avrami exponents θPi were seeded with the value 3.78.
For lack of known constraints, µPi are independent pa-

rameters in our fitting. In fact, fitting revealed that po-
larization time rates µPi, with some exceptions, are close
multiples of sodium’s M-channel time rate µM . While all
parameters present smooth curves when plotted against
temperature, the values of gP4 vary up and down greatly
from one sweep to another because they include polar-
ization flips. However, prior to a polarization flip, the
polarization conductance gP4 is ≈ gM at all tempera-
tures.

Capacitive current fitting of Eq. 2c and ionic current
fitting of Eq. 2d would be equivalent except for the ex-
ponent 1/3 in the capacitive current factor (Mo/M)1/3.
Both currents have the same reversal potential VM and
the time rate µM and maximum conductance gM are re-
lated by Eq. (3b). The exponent 1/3 gives a good fit for
the capacitive current CmdV/dt|M . We did not try to de-
termine if the factor (Xo/X)1/3 also holds for recovery
capacitive currents.

The fittings of the recovery region were done by ap-
proximating total ionic experimental data JI , already
smoothed by Gauss sigma method, with a sixth order
polynomial JI |p6th covering the region from the potas-
sium reversal potential VN to close to reversal potential
VH avoiding the small region of the polarization flip. The
recovery region presents itself as an evident superposition
of two currents. We separated them by first extracting
the potassium current JN which presents a clear rever-
sal potential at the end of the quasi-linear segment which
renders the maximum conductance gN and time rate µN .
Next, the fraction No/N is fitted and recovery potas-
sium current JN is obtained. The sodium current JH is
obtained by subtracting the potassium current JN from
the sixth order polynomial fit JI |p6th. The 6th order
polynomial fit curve intercepts the zero current axis at
the reversal potential VH . Maximum conductance gH is
obtained by having the reversal potential and the con-
ductance. The fit is completed by optimizing the un-
constrained time rate µH and tcH . Although, the graph
Fig. 5 suggests a constraint since the tangent defining µH
intercepts the zero axis current at the value of reversal
potential VM . The fits for JH vary with most latitude, as
they are one step removed from JN fits and because the
region close to action potential peak includes the contri-
bution from polarization of H-channels which we did not
fit.

We have also fitted the fractions of open ion channels,
Mo(V )/M for all sweeps with Eq. (8a), and Ho(V )/H
and No(V )/N for Sweep170 with Eq. (8b) and Eq. (8c)
with three parameters. For Mo(V)/M, The parameter Vp
is known, and VoM was fixed to correspond to toM previ-
ously obtained fitting Mo(t)/M . The resulting exponent
δM is ≈ 3 at all temperatures.

All fittings were done using Gauss sigma smoothing
and Excel’s Solver software. All fittings are sensitive to
number of points included, the sensitivity increasing with
temperature since fewer and fewer points were recorded.
In addition, JH , the outgoing sodium current displays
more granularity for sweeps at lower temperatures. In
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particular there is a prominent bump just above 55 mV
(See Fig. 3 and Fig. 15b). Although each fit individually
may present some uncertainty and latitude, the cumula-
tive picture gathered over several temperatures presents
a precise, exacting, coherent and self-consistent scenario.
The exception is Sweep 525 with parameters VM , and
µP4 that are outliers while the behavior of others such as
gM , µM , toM , δM and Qg is consistent with parameters
at other temperatures.
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FIG. 14. The rising edge of the action potential covers the region from the resting potential to the peak of the action potential.
Capacitive, membrane and ionic currents, and their parsing into charge conserving mAvrami fits portions and the corresponding
charge conserving polarization portions are displayed. Note that µM and gM are related by equation Eq. (3b). The Phase
Space fits, also displayed, have been constrained requiring VoM to correspond to the value toM . At the inception point the three
mAvrami fits CmdV/dt|M , Jm|M and JM are zero and the corresponding polarization currents CmdV/dt|MP , Jm|MP and JMP

are discontinuous. At the peak of the action potential all six currents, mAvrami fits and polarizations, are discontinuous. At
the inception, the ionic polarization current JM |P is outgoing before turning incoming whereas the sodium current JM start
flowing inward from zero as the potential increases. The first segment of the capacitive polarization current (gating current)
CmdV/dt|MP starts large at the inception and vanishes at the inflection point of the AP. The total capacitive polarization
charge (gating charge) of about 10x10−9 Coulomb/cm2 has moved inside across the membrane by the time the fraction of open
sodium channels Mo/M is about 0.2. The second segment of the capacitive polarization current near the AP peak moves a
much smaller charge in opposite direction. Note that there is an one to one correspondence between time t and potential V for
the steadily propagating AP and that Mo(t)/M plotted against time t is an S curve.
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FIG. 15. Currents and linear segments. Note that all currents look almost the same (scale) at the three temperatures (including
Fig. 2 and Fig. 3) except the currents JK and JH which increase and decrease relatively as compared with other currents. (a),
(c), Capacitive, membrane and ionic currents are displayed with their parsing into mAvrami fits and corresponding polarization
currents. The linear slope of the current JK and the corresponding slope of the capacitive current linear segments are the time
rate constant µK and maximum conductance gK . The slope of the linear segment of the ionic current JM is the maximum
conductance gM for the sodium M-channel. The corresponding capacitive current linear slope is -µM where µM is the time rate
constant of the M-channel. The polarization currents are discontinuous at the inception of mAvrami fit currents. (b), (d),
The linear slopes of sodium’s and potassium’s capacitive currents are µH and -µN corresponding to rate constants µH and µN .
The linear slopes of JH and JN are −gH and gN where gH and gN are the maximum conductance of the sodium H-channel
and potassium N-channel respectively. While slopes of JH and capacitive current CmdV/dt|H intercept the potential axis at
different points, CmdV/dt|H intercepts the axis at V ≈ VM .
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FIG. 16. The rising edge mAvrami fits of capacitive and ionic currents and the corresponding polarizations currents are plotted
against time. The three mAvrami fitted currents CmdV/dt|M , Jm|M , JM , and the Mo(t)/M curve begin and intersect the
zero-current axis at the inception point t = toM , the time at which sodium M-channels start to open (Jm|M is not displayed,
Jm|M=CmdV/dt|M + JM ). Capacitive and membrane polarization currents CmdV/dt|P and Jm|P , start with the polarization
flip at t = toM and then decay. The surface under the capacitive polarization curve CmdV/dt|P is equal to the polarization
charge QP ≈ 10x10−9 Coulomb/cm2 moved across the membrane (a.k.a. gating charge). The flip from H-Lattice to M-Lattice
symmetry and the transfer of charges across but within the membrane in conjunction with the ionic polarization current precedes
the opening of sodium channels. In the present theory the motion of gating charges tapers off at approximately the maximum
rate of rise of the action potential at about 60 mV when the fraction of open sodium channels is about 20%. The value of the
charge QP remains approximately the same at all temperatures. Towards the peak of the action potential, preceding the flip
from M-Lattice to H-lattice at the peak, there is an opposite charge transfer across and also within the membrane amounting
to qP ≈ -2.6x10−9 Coulomb/cm2.
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FIG. 17. Rising edge mAvrami fits of fractions of open Mo/M sodium M-channels and fractions of completed Pio/Pi M-
channels morphing. Inception and AP peak polarization flips are displayed. Parameters αM and αPi from Eq.(7) are seeded
with the value of the fine-structure constant α = 0.007297352 and parameters θM , θPi are seeded with the value 3.78. Note:
gP1 = gP2, VP1 = VP2, gP3 = gP4 and VP3 = VP4. (a) The inception polarization segment consists, only for Sweep170, of three
concatenated portions with different time rates. We did not fit the third one. The AP peak polarization segment consists of two
concatenated portions. However, only for Sweep170, the order of pertinent time rates is reversed. For this sweep the portion
with µP4 ≈ µM precedes the polarization flip instead of the portion with ≈ 2µM . Note, that polarization time rates µP1,2,3,4

are close multiples of sodium’s M-channel time rate µM . (b), (c), (d) Note: lnα = ln(0.007297352...) = −4.920243....
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