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W e discuss theoreticalm odels for the cooperative binding dynam ics of ligands to substrates, such
as dim eric m otor proteins to m icrotubules or m ore extended m acrom olecules like tropom yosin to
actin lam ents. W e study the e ects of steric constraints, size of ligands, binding rates and inter—
action between neighboring proteins on the binding dynam ics and binding stoichiom etry. Starting
from an em pty lattice the binding dynam ics goes, quite generally, through several stages. The rst
stage represents fast nitial binding closely resem bling the physics of random sequential adsorption
processes. Typically this iniial process leaves the system in a m etastable locked state w ith m any
an all gaps between blocks of bound m olecules. In a second stage the gaps annihilate slow Iy as
the ligands detach and reattach. This results In an algebraic decay of the gap concentration and
interesting scaling behavior. Upon identifying the gaps w ith particles we show that the dynam ics
in this regin e can be explained by m apping it onto various reaction-di usion m odels. The nalap-—
proach to equilbrium show s som e Interesting dynam ic scaling properties. W e also discuss the e ect
of cooperativity on the equilbbrium stoichiom etry, and their consequences for the interpretation of

biochem ical and in age reconstruction resuls.

PACS numbers: 68.45D a, 82.20M j, 87.16Nn

I. NTRODUCTION

How does a system evolve towards its steady state?
Som etin es the answer is quite sin ple and the relaxation
process ism erely an exponentialdecay. If the deviations
from equilbriim are sm allO nsager’s regression hypothe—
sis 'E:] asserts that the relaxation is govemed by the sam e
law s as the uctuations in equilbrium . This hypothe—
sis certainly fails for system s with an absorbing steady
state such as sin ple m odels or di usion-lin ited chem i-
cal reactions 'Q, -'_IJ., :ﬁf, :_5, :_é]. Here there are no uctua-
tions in the steady state but the approach towards the
absorbing state is critical in the sense that i exhbits
slow power-law decay and universal scaling behavior ﬁ:/:].
M ost of these m odels are chosen to be m athem atically
transparent hoping that they still resem ble som e of the
essential features of actual system s occurring In nature.
Unfrtunately, experin entally accessble system s where
the above theoretical ideas can be tested explicitly have
rem alned rare to date.

In this contrbution we discuss the kinetics of som e
m acrom olecular assam bly processes relevant for the for-
m ation of functional structures In cells. In particular, we
are Interested in the dynam ics of ligand-substrate bind-
ing, where the substrate is a one-or two-dim ensionallat-
tice and the ligands are dim ers or oligom ers. E xam ples

for such system s are illustrated in Fig. '-_;L' Binding of
dim eric myosin to actin lam ents E’j’] can behave n a
sin ilar way as dim eric kinesin on m icrotubules. Sim i-
lar interactions of large supram olecular biological poly—
m ers w ith protein ligands such asDNA w ith proteins or
viruses w ith antdbodies are also a quite Intensive area of
research. A sw illbecom e clear In later chapters the kinet—
ics of these system s show s Interesting anom alous dynam —
ics which is closely related to the m athem aticalm odels
of sin ple di usion-reaction system s discussed above.

F jg.:ja show s a schem atic representation ofa \decora—
tion experim ent" where din ericm otor enzym es (ligands)
are deposited on their corresponding molecular track
(substrate) 9, {L0]. For kinesin m otors, these tracks are
m icrotubules, hollow cylinders usually consisting of 13
proto lam ents, linear polym ers com posed of altemating

—and -tubulin subunits. The kinesin binding sites are
located on the subunits (dark soheres) which form a he—
lical wound-up rhombic) lattice w th a longiudinal pe—
riodicity of8nm . K lnesin is a m echanochem icalenzym e,
which transform s (through an isothem al stochastic pro—
cess) the chem ical energy obtained from the hydrolysis
of adenosine triphosphate ATP ) into m otion along m i-
crotubules. Roughly speaking, kinesin has the follow -
Ing building plan: two globular heads (also called m otor
dom ains) w ith the functionality of "legs" are pined to—
gether by a coiled-coil region into a tail which can bind
to som e cargo. T he typical size of these proteins is in the
range of several tens of nanom eters.

D ecoration techniques are usually perform ed in the ab—
sence of ATP hydrolysis. Then the m otor enzym es are
\passive" ligandsw hich bind and unbind from their tubu-
lin binding sites but do not actively m ove along m icro—
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a) K inesin dim ers can bind one head or both heads to a one-din ensional lattice (tubulin proto lam ent).

B inding

sites are located on —tubulin subunits (dark) whilke -subunits (pright) are irrelevant for our study.b) Tropom yosin binds to
an actin lam ent by occupyjng 7 lattice sites. T here is a strong attractive interaction between the ends of bound tropom yosin

m olecules.

b) ¢ 2001, B iophysical Society g_4l]

tubules. These system s have traditionally been used in
biophysicalchem istry to investigate the structure and the
binding properties of kinesin [9, 1L0], ie. after waiting
for the system to equilbrate the binding stoichiom etry
is measured and the structure is detem ined by cryo—
electron m icroscopy followed by 3D in age reconstruc—
tion. These investigations are key elem ents in under-
standing the binding pattems of kinesin m otor dom ains
under changing nuclkotide conditions to get a com plete
picture on the di erent conform ational states, which are
nvolved in the kinesin waking m echanisn [L1].

In the ©llow Ing sections we present a theoretical anal-
ysis of dim er adsorption-desorption kinetics with com —
peting single and double bound din ers. Such analysis is
extrem ely in portant for a quantitative analysis of deco—
ration data [14]; a theoretical analysis gives the binding
stoichiom etry in the equilbriim state n term s ofbind-
Ing constants for the rst and second head of the dim er
m olcule. The dynam ics of the approach to equilibbriim
isusefilto estin ate when an experin entalsystem can be
considered asequilbrated. Even m ore In portantly, tin e~
resolred decoration experim ents (eg.by using m otor en—
zym es labelled by some uorescent m arker) com bined
w ith our theoretical analysis could provide new inform a—
tion about reaction rates which are to date not known
com pltely. Understanding the kinetics of passive m o—
tors is undoubtedly a necessary prerequisite for studying
the m ore com plicated case of active m otors at high den-
sities f[3]. The m odel is also interesting in its own right
since it contains som e novel features of non-equilbbrium
dynam ics of din er adsorption-desorption m odels.

Fig. db shows a schematic representation  of
tropom yosin binding to an actin lament [4]. Actin

laments are one of the majpr compontents of the
cytoskeleton. Like m icrotubules, they contribute to the
m echanical stability of the cell and serve as tracks for

m olecularm otors from the m yosin fam ily. T his finction
is especially pronounced in musclke cells where both
actin and m yosin form lam ents that can slide between
each other and thereby cause the musclke to contract.
T ropom yosin plays the key role in the controlof skeletal
muscle contraction. It binds to actin along its binding
sites form yosin m otors. W hen calcium ions are released
as a regponse to a nerve signal, they cause tropom yosin
to shift lJaterally thereby clearing the binding sites and
allow Ingm yosin to bind and produce force. T ropom yosin
binding to action has several features which make it
an interesting m odel system of statistical physics; each
molecule covers seven actin monomers and interacts
strongly with other tropomyosin molculs. As a
consequence gaps between bound m olcules can take
a long tin e to heal. A though the gap dynam ics has
not yet been m easured experim entally, the am ount of
data gathered in other kinetic studies provides plenty
of inform ation on the m odel param eters and allow s to
m ake quantitative pred:ct:ons about the relaxation tim e.

A s it tums out [14], these relaxation tim es can be as
large as hours, which is short enough com pared to the
lifetin e of actin  Jam ents In a m uscle cell, but essential
when planning experim ents w ith actin and tropom yosin
assembled In vitro, especially when studying the m yosin
regulation {15].

T he outline of this article is as ollows. In Section :JEI
we de ne the m odel for decoration ofm icrotubules w ith
din eric m otors which can bind eitther w ith one or w ith
two heads as rst introduced in Ref. [[2]. In Section Ii}
we detem Ine analytically the equilbriim state of this
model. We study the dynam ics of the model in Sec-
tion iIVi, w hich extends the results presented in Ref. [L6].
Section V' studies the dynam ics of the tw o-din ensional
m odelw Jth Interactions and Section -V i the dynam ics of
the one-din ensional k-m er m odel, thch is a m ore gen—



eralized version of the results described In Ref. [_1-4] In
the nal section we give a summ ary and an outlook on
foture challenges In the eld.

II. DEFINITION OF THE M ICROTUBULE
DECORATION M ODEL

Our model describes the experim ental situation as
found in m ost decoration assays. It startsw ith an em pty
tubulin sheet surrounded by a solution of double-headed
kinesin m olecules. The kinesin dim ers can either attach
w ith one or two heads onto binding sites located on -
tubulin. There seam s to be convincing evidence that ki-
nesin heads can bind on two ad-pcent binding sites only
in longitudinalbut not in lateraldirection [, 1d]. This
Introduces a strong uniaxialanisotropy and distinguishes
the adsorption process of protein dim ers from sin ple in-
organic din ers. T he attached heads can also detach at
som e rate. A schem atic representation of the decoration
process onto tubulin sheets is given in Fig.!2.

)/. single-bonded
double-bonded g

FIG.2: Schem atic representation of the binding of kinesin
din ersto a tubulin sheet. Thebinding sites are located on the

~tubulin subunitsm arked as grey balls. A din er can attach
either wih one head to one binding site or with two heads
on two adRcent sites along the sam e proto lam ent. Each
binding site can be occupied by at m ost one kinesin head.
N eglecting interactions between kinesin m olecules resuls in
a onedin ensional m odel w ith dim ers decorating individual
proto lam ents.

To begin wih, let us take into account only steric
(hard-core) Interactions and for now neglct nearest
neighbour attractie interactions. Then we are left w ith
a onedin ensional problem of kinesin din ers decorating
a singlke proto lam ent (one-dim er}sional]attjoe) as shown
in Fig.d and de ned as fllow s.[3] K inesin is considered
as a din eric structure with its two heads tethered to-
gether by some exible pint. Hence each din er (kinesin
protein) can bind one of its two heads (m otor dom ains)

to an em pty lJattice site [14]. The binding rate k; ; ¢ or
this process is proportionalto the solution concentration
c ofthe dim eric proteins. Successively, the din erm ay ei-
ther dissociate from the proto lamentwih a ratek ; or
also bind its second head to an unoccupied site n front
(f) oforbehind () the already bound head W ih front
we always refer to the direction pointing tow ardsthe \+ "
end of the m icrotubule, which is the direction ofm otion
for m ost m otors from the kinesin fam ily). Since kinesin
heads and m icrotubules are both asym m etric structures
the corresponding binding rates kf , and kﬁf , are In gen—
eral di erent from each other. The reverse process of
detaching a front or rear head occurs at rates k* , and
k®,. A reaction schem e w ith all possble processes and
their corresponding rate constants is shown in FJg:j n
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FIG .3: Reaction schem e for allbinding and unbinding pro-
cesses. T he rates for binding and unbinding of the rst head
are given by ki c and k 1, respectively. The second head
m ay bind to an unoccupied site n front (f) of or behind ©)
the already bound head w ih rates kf , and k®,. The cor-
responding reverse process of detaching a front or rear head

£
occurs at rates k™ , and k®,.
© 2001, A cadem ic Press {17

typical decoration experin ents there is no external en—
ergy source, ie. no ATP hydrolysis. Then the binding
rates are not all independent of each other, but detailed
balance dictates that the ratio ofon—and o —rateshasto
equalthe equilbriim binding constants

and K,= — = : @)

A particular coverage of the lattice is described as a se—
quence of din ers bound w ith both heads @ ), one head
only (1) and em pty sites (0) (see Fjg.:ff) . W e denote the
probabilities to nd a certain lattice site in one of these
states by 2np , n; and ng, respectively. O f course, nor-
m alization ofthe probabilities requiresng+ n;+ 2np = 1.

FIG.4: A oon guration of bound kinesin m olecules on a
proto lam ent. The element D represents a diner with two
bound heads, the elem ent 1 a din er bound on one head and
the elem ent 0 an enpty lattice site (vacancy).

c 2001, Academ ic P ress 3]



A . Particle-hole sym m etry

In portant inform ation about the steady state and the
dynam ics ofthe system can be gained already by exploit—
Ing the sym m etries of the kinetic process. F jg.:f) reveals
a \partick-holk" sym m etry by show ing a transform ation
that m aps the system onto one with the sam e reaction
schem e, albeit w ith transform ed kinetic constants. T he
details of the transform ation are listed In Table :_i

we 1" o
N

1 Symmetry

i 4T

k+lC

FIG. 5: The onedim ensional din er decoration m odel
is Invariant upon exchanging em pty lattice sites (0) with
single-bonded din ers (1) and the reaction rates according to
kercik; ) S ( 1;k3 ).

The \partick-hok" exchange operation replaces
dim ers bound on a single head (\particks") by vacant
sites (\holes") and vice versa. D in ers bound w ith both
heads are kept Invariant under the transform ation. To
obtain a system wih an equivalent reaction schem e the
transition rates have to be transform ed as well. This
is achieved by exchanging the attachm ent and detach-
m ent rate ofthe rst head, k;y1¢c$ k 1, and simultane-
ously switching the forward and backward binding rates
ofthe second head, k§ S kg’ . A sa consequence ofthis
sym m etry operations the equilbrium constantK ;c is re—
placed by its reciprocalvalue w hile the binding constant
of the second head K , is left unchanged.

This symm etry has Inm ediate consequences on the
equilbbriim stoichiom etry. Since the coverage in the
steady state is solely a function of the quantities K ;¢
and K , this symm etry in plies that the m ean num ber of
din ersattached w ith both heads which arem apped onto
them selves) np K 1¢;K ») is nvardiant upon interchanging
the attachm ent and detachm ent rates ofthe rst head,

np (1=K 1c;K2)=np K1GK>) 2)

Sin ilarly the m ean totalnum ber ofbound heads per lat-
tice site (binding stoichiom etry), = 2{; + np ), obeys

the sym m etry relation

(1=K 1K) = 2 KicK2) : 3)

T he symm etries can be best seen in a logarithm ic-linear
plt as shown in FJg:_d From these relationswe already
conclude that the stoichiom etry of dim ers bound w ith
both heads np reaches tsmaxinum at K;c = 1 and
that the totalstoichiom etry is = 1 at that point.

B . Experim ental param eter values

The kinetic constants for the binding of kinesin on
m icrotubules have been determ ned by several groups
ti3,118,119, 20]. The binding constants for the rst head
n the presenoe of ATP and low ionic strength have the
values {19]k+1 = 20 M !s 'andk ;= 25s !, leading
toK;= 08 M .k 1 ismuch snaller in the presence
of AMP-PNP or in the absence of a nuclkotide, about
001s * P1]. The binding constantK , can be estin ated
Indirectly as the ratio between the detachm ent rate of
the m onom eric and the din eric kinesin and has values
between 2.7 (Jl’l the presence of ATP) and 20 W ithout
a nucleotide) L21] T hese values show that the m odel
param eters depend strongly on the chem ical conditions
and the type of m otor protein used in the experin ent.
A theoretical investigation allow s for a system atic analy—
sis and detailed classi cation of all the di erent regim es
of binding kinetics In such a broad range of param eter
values.

ITII. EQUILIBRIUM STOICHIOM ETRY

In this section we review resuls obtained for the equl—
Ibrium stoichiom etry of the dim er binding m odel Il2n]
In this section we w ill discuss the one-din ensionalm odel
w here som e short-range interaction between the dim ers is
taken into acocount; two-din ensionalm odels are studied
n Sec.W'.

A . Analytical solution for the binding
stoichiom etry

For the onedim ensionalm odel the value of the m ean
occupation numbers in the steady state can quite eas-
ily be determ ined upon using detailed balance and the
fact that the din ers have only a hard-core interaction.
Because we have non-interacting dim ers the probabil-
ity to nd a certain sequence of 0’s, 1’sand D ’s (9.
\0,1DD,ID", sce Fig. :ff) has to be nvariant against
pem utations of these states. In such a random sequence
the probability p; to nd a particular state 0, 1 orD at
a certain site i is given by

nj

= . 4
Pi n0+n1+nD ()



TABLE I:The dynam ics of the one-dim ensional din er decoration m odel is invariant under the follow ing \particle-hole" trans-

form ation.
state kinetic constants equilbrium con-—
stants
O righal 01Dlkirc k1 ki, K2, k7, K°,| Kic K>
Transormed|1 0D |k 1 kiic kP, ki, kK°, k', |[1=K:10 K,

D etailed balance requires that for each pair of possible
con gurations, their respective probabilities are in the
sam e ratio as the transition rates between them . Hence
the ratio of probabilitiesto nd a sequencew ith a 1 or 0
at a certain place is

pPL_ kiic
Po k1

!
!
e
h
Q
G

Sin ilarly, we get for transitions between D and 01:

£
Po _k+2_k+k-)2_
=5 =5 =Ka2: ©)
Pop1 kT, k7,

These two equations, together w ith the nom alization
condition, uniquely determ ine the valuesng, n; and np .
T he num ber of din ers bound w ith both heads is given
by

1 1 4K 1K 2 2
np == = ——2 41 )
2 2 (@1+Kj0?

and the num ber of dim ers bound w ith one head

1

Kic 4K 1K 3c 2

n; = ! 172 4 ®)
K1C+1 1+ K1C)2

T he stoichiom etry, ie. the total number of heads per

binding site = 2({n; + np ) then reads
1 4 :
Kic K 1K c
=1+ 2 172F 4 : )
Kic+ 1 1+ K1C)2

T he num ber ofdin ersbound w ith both dsper lattice
site reaches tsmaxmum nj** = (1 1= K, + 1)=2 for
Kic= 1. For an illustration of all these equations see
Fig.q.

B . A Ifternative derivation of the binding
stoichiom etry

Here we present an altemative derivation of the bind—
Ing stoichiom etry which has the additional bene t that
i can also be used for two-din ensional lattices where
din ers can bind In either direction. The idea is to re—
late the equilbrium stoichiom etry of the exidble dimer
model to that of a sti dinermodel { a m odel where
din ers can only bind as whole. O nce we have speci ed
the m apping one can detem ine the stoichiom etry of the
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FIG . 6: Binding stoichiom etry asa function of the solution

concentration ¢ and the constant K ;. The thid<I curves show

the total num ber of heads per lattice site (:?) . The thin

curves show the fraction ofbinding sites occupied w ith double—
1

attached dim ers 2np C_7) .

generalm odel from the stoichiom etry of the sti dimer
m odel in one din ension which hasbeen known for quite
a long tine [_2-2_3] already and represents a special case of
the solution by M oG hee and von H ippel R3]

1
1 p——— : 10)

1
n:_
2 4K + 1

N ote, that in this notation the binding constant K con-
tains the concentration c. In equilbbriim , a m apping
between the sti and exible diner model is possble
because of detailed balance and because transitions be—
tween states 0 and 1 are uncorrelated w ith the surround-
Ing con guration. Let's denote the equilbrium binding
constant, the din erand vacancy density in the sti dim er
m odelby K ,np and ng, resoectively. T hen, detailed bal-
ance gives the ollow ing relation between these densities
and the equilbrium binding constant, K = np =n3. I
the sam e way detailed balance mpliesK , = np ={ngn;)
and K¢ = ni;=no for the general diner model. The
absence of correlations allow s us to group together the
states 1 and 0 of the generalm odel Into a single state
w hich we identify w ith the vacant state 0 ofthe sti dimer
m odel This gives the m apping as summ arized in Table

.



TABLE II: M apping between the equillbbrium states of the
sti and the exdble din erm odel

Sti Flexbl
D ensities Np , No Np, No+ Ny
B inding constants K Kic, K2
Equilbrium condition|K = ':%% Kic= 2 ,K, = -2

no noni

From this table we can infer that the number of fiilly
bound dim ers per lattice site In the exdble dim erm odel
isgiven as

K 1K 2) ® ) _KeRae an
n c; =n =n ;
D 1 2 D D (l+ ch)2
and the num ber of dim ers bound w ith one head as
KiGK2) = — % 1)
n c; = n =
tee 2 1+ K;c 0
Kic 1 KoK qcC
= 71 l _nD # . (12)
1+ K;c 2 1+ K1C)2

In the onedin ensional case we can insert Eqg. (1d and
reproduce Egs. aj and (8) N ote that the m apping re—
duces the num ber ofparam etersby one leading to a quie
signi cant sim pli cation. Though the sti din erm odel
has not yet been solved analytically in two dim ensions,
the m odel w ith a single param eter can easily be solved
by M onteC arlo sin ulation eg., [24']) T he entropy ofa
tw o-din ensional lattice fully covered w ith dim ers is even
known exactly P5,26].

IVv. DYNAM ICS

In this section we w ill leam that the relaxation tow ards
the equilbrium state describbed in the previous section is
by no m eans a sin ple process characterized by a single
tin e scale but actually show s quite interesting anom a—
lous kinetics. W e nd di erent scenarios depending on
the value of the equilbrium binding constantsK , ofthe
second head. IfK, < 1 there are com paratively few
doublebonded dim ers in the steady state. C onsequently
cooperative e ects and correlations are less in portant
In plying that the equilbration process is exponential
w ith the tin e scale given by the ratesk;jcandk ;. The
dynam ics changes drastically if the second head is very
likely to bind, K » 1. Then, the equilbrium state w ill
consist m ainly of dim ers bound w ith both heads aligned
w ith tw ice the period of the lattice. T heir positions are
correlated at a length scale given by the average distance
betw een defects in the periodic pattem (either vacancies
or singlebonded din ers). As we will detail in this sec—
tion these correlations lead to a dynam icswhich is slowed
dow n drastically as com pared to the kinetics of indvidual
din ers.

In the follow ing we will mainly concentrate on the
case K 1C 1, to which we refer as the \sti dimer
model", re ecting the fact that dim ers are only lkely
to be found in the state with both heads bound. In
this lm it we can discuss the essential features of our
m odel, which include the anom alous relaxation kinetics.
Because ofthe particle-hole sym m etry (Sect.-'_]_:gj}:) which
transform sK ;¢! 1=K ;¢), the resultsapply equally well
forK,c 1. The other interesting lim iting case is the
situation wih K, 1 and K ;¢ 1. In this lim it the
dynam ics is essentially sim ilar to the case K 1cC 1, but
m ore com plicated in detail because we have to consider
all three states, ie. em pty sites, din ers bound w ith one
head and din ers bound w ith both heads.

A . The sti dim er lim it

Tt tumsout thatm ost Interesting features ofthem odel
can already be discussed if we restrict ourselves to the
Iim it

K> 1; Kic 1 @3)

wih K = KK ,c xed at a value which allow s the equi-
Ibrium state to consistm ainly ofdin ersbound w ith both
heads. The st condition ofEq. (:_l-BE) states that the sec—
ond head is unlikely to be found in the unbound state if
it has a place where it can bind. The second condition
In plies that isolated single-site vacancies are unlkely to
be occupied wih singlebonded dim ers. Therefore, our
m odel reduces to a din er deposition-evaporation m odel
w here the dim ers can only bind and unbind w ith both
heads at the same tine. W e will refer to thism odel as
\sti dinermodel" in the follow ing. The vacancy con—
centration ny In the steady state, given as1l ny 2rp
n Eq. (7 and éé) then sin pli es to

P
ng=1= 1+ 4K : 14)

The sti dim er m odel describes din ers that bind at
once to a pair of em pty lattice sites and is characterized
by the e ective attachm ent rate of a whole dim er to an
em pty pairofsites, ks ¢, an e ective detachm ent ratek ,
and a rate w ith which a din er can m ove di usively w ith-
out detaching, ry. D epending on whether the di usion
or the detachm ent rate is lJarger, we w ill distinguish be-
tween the di usive and the non-di usive case. The sti
din erm odel is sin ilar to conventional dim er deposition
m odels t_Z-j], howeverw ith the di erence that the attach—
m ent and detachm ent constants k; and k also depend
on w hether the neighboring sites are occupied ornot (put
we w ill show that this dependence becom es irrelevant in
the non-di usive case).



1. M apping between the generalm odel and the sti dim er
m odel

In the ollow Ing we descrlbbe how the kinetics ofthe sti
din er m odel ollow s from our general din er m odel. In
the lim it we are considering, the detachm ent of a single—
bound dim er is alwaysm uch faster than the attachm ent
ofa new one Kk 1 ks 1¢, ©llow ng from K ;¢ 1) and
the attachm ent of the second head m uch faster than its
detadment k(% k%, llowing from K, 1). We
do not put any other lin iations on the reaction rates for
now .

Case (i):

kY, kN o&o&ao&ooo&o&

Case (ii):

KM, kM o&o&a&o&o&o&
Case (iii):

K, kP MM@&

Case (iv):

K2, kP FATANAWANONA

FIG . 7: Four cases for the binding of a new dimer (grey)
in a gap between already bound ones (plack). The e ective

binding ratesare k) ™ * ™ and the unbinding ratesk" ™ * |

In a general treatm ent, the attachm ent and detach-
m ent rates also depend on the occupancy ofthe neighbor-
Ing sites. W e therefore have to distinguish between four
cases: both neighbors em pty, front neighbor occupied,
rear neighbor occupied and both neighbors occupied.

Case (i) : Both neighbors em pty. A din er attaches

w ith s rsthead at the ratek, ;c. A fferwards, the
second head can attach at the totalrate kL, + k2 ,,
while the rst head can detach with ratek ;. This
Jeads to the total attachm ent rate per lattice site

_ kiacki + kD)
k 1+ ki, + k0,

N
k; c

15)

T he process of detachm ent starts w ith the detach-
m ent of the front or rear head. The detachm ent
gets com pleted if the other head detaches too (rate
k 1) and fails ifthe detached head reattaches again

(rate kI, + kP,). The detachm ent rate then be-

com es

BLELFLL N a6)

k F
k 1 k k
+ 2 + 2

Case (i) : Front neighbor occupied. T here are two
pathw ays that lead to binding next to an occupied
site. The st head can either attach on the site
next to the occupied one or one site further away,
both at the rate ky;c. In the rst case the prob-
ability that the second head w ill attach before the

rst one detaches isk? ,=k ;+ k¥,). In the second
case the probability that the second head attaches
in front of the rstone iski,=(k 1+ ki, + k2,).
These two tem s taken together give the attach-
m ent rate to the given pair of sites
KD, ki

K c= ks,
¥ ki+ kY,  kog+kl,+ k2,

a7

If the process of detachm ent starts w ith detaching
the front head (rate k', ), the probability that the
whole dim er will detach afterwards isk 1=k 1 +
ki, +k>,). If it startsw ith detaching the rearhead
(ratek®,), thisprobability isk 1=k 1+k2,). This
gives the total detachm ent rate
|
Ko, K, '

b + f
k1+ki, k +k,+kb,

M =k, (18)

Case (ii): Rear neighlbor occupied. This case is
analogous to the previous one, except that the in—
dices £ and bhave to be interchanged. T he attach—

m ent rate becom es
|

K> ki
K c= ki 1c e — 19)
k 1+k,+k, ki+ki,
and the detachm ent rate
|
kP k"
K =k i T 2 @0
k 1+k,+k, ki+ki,

Case (iv): Both neighbors occupied. In this case the
din er binds into a gap of exactly two sites. If the

rst head attaches to the front site in the gap (rate
ks 10), the probability for the second one to attach
before the rst one detaches is k2 ,=(k ; + kb,).
Together w ith the analogous case in which the rst
head attaches to the rear site inside the vacancy,

the total attachm ent rate becom es
1
b £ ’
kYo + P

k1+k, k,+k,

kY c=ki1c 1)

A fter the front head has detached (rate k' 5), the
probability that the whole diner will follow is



k 1=k 1+ki,).Adding thepathway startingw ith
the detachm ent of the rear head gives the detach—
m ent rate
|
. !
k°, k',

kK’ =k 1 +
k1 +k2, ki +kf,

@2)

O f course, all these rates obey detailed balance, which
states that

ke

=K =K1Kj,c: 23
- 1K2 23)

P rocesses in w hich one head detaches on one side and
subsequently attaches on the other side also lead to an
explicit di usion of attached din ers. A di usive step for-
wards occurs if the rear head detaches (rate kP ,) and
reattacheson the front side (probability kf =k 1+ kf o+
k]fz)) . The hopping rate (which is, of course, equal or
backw ard steps) then reads

kE, kP
Ty = t2rl — @4)
Kok 1+ k., + kD5,)

So far we have shown that in the Im it K , 1 our
m odel can be m apped onto a sin ple din er m odel. But,
depending on param eters, this can happen In two qual-
Ttatively di erent ways. First, if the detachm ent rate is
an aller than the di usion rate k rq, which is equiv—
alent to the condition

=

ki @5)

we get the di usive lim it. In the opposite 1im i, a din er
isunlikely to m ake a di usive step before it detaches and
we call that the non-di usive lm it. In the non-di usive
Ilim i, the e ective din er attachm ent (k; ¢) and detach—
ment k ) ratesbecom e equalin all four cases, ie. they
becom e Independent of the surroundings of a din er.

To summ arize, the sti dimer model in the non-—
diusive lim i, to which we w ill concentrate in the fol-
Jow Ing, describes din ers that can bind to any free pair
of lattice sites w ith equal rate, nam ely k; ¢ and can de-
tach wih a rate k . The din er cannot m ove along the
lattice and it always stays pined (cannot regroup itstwo
parts w ith parts of other dim ers). A though din ers can—
not di use directly, in the case ofhigh lattice coveragewe
can still introduce an e ective di usion which describes
din ersnear a gap detaching and reattaching on the other
side of the gap. This simn pli ed m odel still captures all
the essential aspects of the non-equilbbriim dynam ics.

2. Related dim er m odels

Sin ilar din er adsorption m odels have been studied
previously 7, 28, 29, 30]. Privman and Nikba 1]

studied the e ect of di usion on the din er deposition
process (neglecting din er desorption). T here are several
key di erencesto ourm odel, them ost in portant ofw hich
is that di usion w ithout detachm ent results n a 100%
saturation coverage, w hereas a m odel w ith detachm ent
Jeads to a lim iing coverage whose value depends on the
binding constantsofthe rstand second head (seeE q.-'_Q) .
T his also has In portant im plication on the dynam ics as
discussed below . For exam ple, as a consequence ofa -
nie coverage the nalapproach to equilbriim is not a
power law but exponentialand there are, n addition, in—
teresting tem poral correlations in the uctuations in the
steady state.

Stinchcom be and cow orkers I_2-§', :_2-§] studied the e ect
of detachm ent on the adsorption kinetics but allowed for
regrouping of attached dim er m olecules (two m onom ers
that belonged to di erent din ers during attachm ent can
form a dimer and detach together). W hike such pro—
cesses are allowed for som e types of inorganic dim ers,
they are certainly forbidden for din er proteins lke ki-
nesin where the linkage between is two heads is virtu—
ally unbreakable. If regrouping is allow ed the steady state
auto-correlation functions for the din er density show san
interesting pow er-aw decay / t ™2 P8, 29]. T hisbehav-
jor can be directly linked to the gapless spectrum in an
associated spin m odel [_29'] If regrouping is forbidden this
power-law decay is lost (and becom es an exponential to
Jleading order) due to the permm anent linkage between the
two heads of the dim er. Intuitively this m ay be under-
stood as follow s: only if regrouping of dim ers is allowed
are there ocally pmm ed con gurations (N eel-like states,
\101010",w ith altemating occupied and unoccupied sites
In which neither attachm ent nor detachm ent ofdin ers is
possbl) in the nal steady state which slow down the
dynam ics. The di erence between the occupation num —
bers on even and odd sites then represents a conserved
quantity slow ing down the dynam ics. In our m odel, the
conservation law is trivial since the di erence between
occupation num bers on even and odd sites alw ays disap—
pears.

In addition, we w ill see in Sec.El\Z :A:ZE that the autocor-
relation functions of the dim er and the vacancy occupa-—
tion num ber show strong di erences in shape and typical
tin es scales of relaxation.

3. Num erical analysis of the non-di usive sti dim er m odel

To study the kinetics we choose the initial condition
as typically used In an experim ent, namely an em pty
lattice. Figure & shows sinulation data for the aver-
age vacancy concentration as a function of tine for a
set of binding constants K = k, ck KiKj,c. We

nd qualitatively very di erent approaches to the nal
steady state depending on the value of the binding con-
stant K . For K 1, where the o Tate k is much
larger than the on-rate k, ¢, there is no crow ding on the
lattice and the dim eric nature of the m olecules does not



a ect the approach to equilbbrium . Hence one gets, lke
form onom ers, an exponentialbehaviorw ith a decay rate
k . In the opposite lim i, K 1, there is a pronounced
two-stage relaxation towards the steady state. The va—
cancy concentration as a function of tim e reveals four
regim es, an initial attachm ent phase, ollowed by an in—
tem ediate plateau, then a power-aw decay and nally
an exponential approach tow ards equillorium .

nA 1: K
= 1
b 10
°'1:’ o
- \ 10°
L e 103
0.01- \
oo >0
0.001 | | | | | | | | |

FIG. 8: Vacancy concentration in the non-di usive sti

diner model as a function of tine t for K = ks ck =
1; :::;_19000. D ashed lines show the steady state concentra—
tion (14) fora given K . T he line w ith circles show s the short-
tim e lim it or K = 10000 26), and the dashed line the resul
of the reaction-di usion m odel Eqg. 80).

a. Initialbinding Atshorttimescals,t k 1 and

t or !, when only deposition processes are frequent but
detachm ent or di usion processes are still very unlkely,
the kinetics of the m odel belongs to the class of prob—
Jem s frequently referred to as random sequentJal adsorp—
tion RSA) models (reviewed by Evans B]J] and Talot
et al. BZ RSA M odels have am ong others been used
to describe the chem isorption of inorganic dim ers like O ,
on crystal surfaces, the binding of reagents to organic
polym ers or chem ical reactions on the polym er chain.
The deposjtjon ofsti dimershas rstbeen studied by
F lory @3] Later, it was pomted out by Page @4]
also a note by D ownton BS that the naldistrbution
depends on whether din ers bind w ith both ends in par-
allel (\standard m odel") or with one end rst (\end-on
m odel"). A m ore recent article addressing this point and
giving analytical solutions for both cases was published
by Nord and Evans [36 In the \standard m odel" the
din ers bind with equal rates to all free pairs of lattice
sites. In the \end-on" the rstend ofa din erbindsw ith
equalratesto any free site. T he second end then bindsto
either side if there is space, or to the only available side if
the other one is occupied. T his has the consequence that
the probability that a din er binds to either end ofa gap
is 15 tim es higher than that it binds to a certain pair

of sites in the m iddle of the gap. This obviously lads
to som e clustering of dim ers reduces the num ber of gaps
that rem ain in the end.

It is even possbl to exactly calculate the tine-
dependence of the lattice coverage [31]. T the \stan-
dard m odel" the vacancy density during the RSA phase
ollow s B1, 571

not) = exp 2+ 2 26)
The vacancy concentration locks at an intemm ediate
plateau

nbB*M = ¢ 2 01353 @7

This F lory plateau represents a con guration in which
all rem aining vacancies are isolated, causing the system

to be unable to accom m odate for the deposition of addi-
tionaldin ers. In the \end-on" m odelthe plateau vacancy
concentration is

plateau

p— p- p-
n, = 2eErf( 2) Erf(l=2)) 1 0:1233;

@8)

slightly sm aller than in the non-di usive Ilim it.

W hen applying the R SA resultsto ourm odel, we have
to distinguish between the di usive and the non-di usive
case. In the non-di usive case, the binding rate at all
pairs of sites, regardless w hether their neighboring sites
are em pty C_l-ﬁ), one of them I_l-j, :_1-5_3') or both C_Z-]_J') are
occupied, is equal. This corresponds to the \standard
m odel". The tin e—dependent gap densiy is given by {26)
and is plateau value by £7).

In the di usive case, the binding rates on both ends of

an interval, C17‘ and ClS;), add up to a rate three tim es
as ]arge as the binding rate in the m iddle of an interval
C15 w hile the attachm ent rate for a pair of sites w ith
both neighbors occupied C_Z-]_:) istw ice as large. T herefore,
the RSA phase In the di usive lim i corresponds to that
of the \end-on m odel". T he plateau gap density is then
given by (:28) In both cases, the nal con guration is
Independent of the asym m etry in the binding rates.

b. Power-law regime T he secondary relaxation pro—
cess towards the nal equilbrium state is much slower
than the iniial random sequential adsorption process.
Starting out of a Emmed con guration in the F lory
plateau the dynam ics show s a broad tim e dom ain w ith a
powerdaw / t 72 instead ofa sin ple exponentialdecay.
Sin ilar m ultistage relaxation processes have been ob-—
served In din erm odelsw ith di usion but no detachm ent

f_Z-]'], the key di erence being that the detachm ent process
In plies that the steady state hasa nite vacancy densiy
and the nalapproach to the steady state rem ains not
a power law but becom es exponential. There are also
Interesting sim ilarities. In particular, in both m odels a
large portion of the nalapproach to the steady state is
m ediated by the annihilation ofvacancies. T hisbehavior
can be explained by introducing a particle representation
n the Pllow ing way (@nalog to the adsorption-di usion
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FIG . 9: Tine evolution of a state, consisting of attachm ent
(fast) and detachm ent (slow) events. T he coarsegrained in-
terpretation Inclides only long-living states (in boxes). The
e ective steps include di usion, pairannihilation and pair cre—
ation (not show n)-,
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m odel [_ij]) . W e denote each vacancy on the lattice as
a \partick" A, and each bound din er as an inert state
(00). The detachm ent of a din er then corresponds to a
pair creation process 00 ! A A, and the decoration pro-
cessto pairannihilation AA ! 00. Since we consider the
Im £ K 1, statesw ith two vacanciesA on neighboring
sites have a very short lifetin e. W e m ay thus Introduce
a coarsegrained m odel by elin inating these states (see
Fig.9).

Then processes like AOO ! AAA ! O00A resukt In
an e ective di usion for particle A w ith a hopping rate
Thop = k =2 (k is the rate of the rst transition and
1=2 the branching probability for the second) and an ef-
fective step w idth of two lattice sites. T he hopping rate
is di erent for the last step before two particles annihi-
late A00A ! O00AA), namely k =3. Pair annihiltion,
AA ! 00,occurswith a ratek, c,or2k =3 from the state
A QOA . Pair creation, on the other hand, occurs m ainly
through the process 0000 ! OOAA ! AAAA ! AQ0A;
the corresponding rate is k =3K per lattice site and
hence largely suppressed w ith respect to the annihilation
process as long as the particle concentration is far above
is steadz—state value. These processes are sum m arized
In Tab. -]I[ O ther processes involve m ore particles and
are of higher order in tem s of a power series in K 1.
They are negligble if the num ber of vacancies is sm alj,
na 1, and the binding constant is large, K 1. In
summ ary, or K 1, our dim er m odel can be m apped
onto a one-particle reaction-di usion modelA + A ! 0.
Paircreation processes, 0 ! A+ A, arehighly suppressed
during the rst stage of the relaxation process. T he give
a signi cant contribution to the dynam ics close to the
steady state where the relaxation becom es exponential

10

Instead of algebraic.

M odels lke the sin ple reaction-di usion model A +
A !'_ 0 show interesting non-equilbrium dynam ics B3,
:_325 :flO] Onecan show Q -3*] that asym ptotically the par-
ticle density na (t) decays algebraically, na ) / t 72,
w hich nicely explains the slow decay observed in sin u]a—
tion data (see Fjg.:g). N ote that a m ean— eld like rate

equation
Qena © / £ @ ©9)

would predict np () / t 1. In our analysis we can even
go beyond the asym ptotic scaling analysis and try to
com pare w ith exact solutions of the m odel for a random
nitial distrbution with density p by K rebs et al. {1].
They nd (adapted to our situation with two-site hop—
ping)

1 7.2 P m) nglateau 2 l6urpept
na () = > du 3 (30)
0 u u (% I,Elat:eau) + nglateau

Tts asym P'totjc Iim it ( rst detem ined by Tomey and M c—
Connel @]) reads

na = (32 Inept) 2 31)

N ote that it is independent of the initial particle concen—
tration in the Flory plateau n5 2%

Our M onte€Carlo data (see Fig. -Q) are in excellent
agreem ent w ith the predictions of Eq.i30. M inor devi-
ations at tin es between the plateau and the power-law
decay are due to the assum ption of a random particle
distribution underlying the derivation of Eq. :_3@ . Th re
ality the state after nitialbinding RSA ) contains som e
correlations which however do not reach beyond a va-
cancy M arkov-shielding) BI]. In other words, the sizes
of occupied areas are not exponentially distributed, but
they are uncorrelated to each other and the higher-order
correlation functions decay as fast as 2-point correlations
(superexponentially) . Short ranged correlations in the
initial con guration do have some e ect on concentra—
tion at Intem ediate tin es and this causes the deviation
between the sinulation data and the theoretical curve
which, however, is not large. A ccording to [_4{3, :flg:] cor—
relations can a ect the concentration in the asym ptotic
lim it even if the pair correlation function is short ranged
and the ordern correlation finctions decay at a length-
scale of O (), but this is not the case in ourm odel.

The results from the A + A ! 0 model also becom e
nvalid for very long tin es w here the particle concentra—
tion com es close to is equilbrium value. In this lm it
the dynam ics becom es scale-invariant EI]. T he particle
concentration can be w ritten in scaling form

np =K Ak =K) 32)

w ith a diverging characteristictine scale x / K .
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TABLE III: The processes in the A + A $ 0 modelonto which the sti dim erm odel can be m apped in the lim it K 1.

P rocess Rate Branching Total
(1) prob. 2) rate
. i @) 1 X
H opping AOO! AAA! AOO( ) k 3 -
Annhiation aooa ' aaaa £ 92y o000k 2 z
( ) AAQ0
creaton 0000 {1 92 P aaaa Pacm kL 1L
AAQ0 !
10} E describing the probability that the site i isvacantat tim es
R E tand t+ . To calculate theirvaluesat = 0, we need
””” Co 1 the expectation values
o T Cp 3
— Cp ] b E 1 1
i ] Aien © = By © =np =2 1% 4K + 1
107 (35)
oL B ee . T -4 and
10%F :
£ | l
i g Mo, i= A ) = np= p=—=: (36)
3| | 4K + 1
10°E E
i A third way ofde ning an autocorrelation finction is to
L N
4 | | | | 1 ask for the probability that a vacancy is either on the site
1000 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10  ioronthesitei+ 1
‘ D
. ) ) Cp ()= (O, + ttp,, Iy, ) D
FIG. 10: Scald equilbrium autocorrelation functions for E
Co®) = KCo, Co © = Co @ and C» © = KCe (0 , (v, + Rop.,  fo,fo..) E+ )
€= k tK . The finction ¢ () is com pared wih the an-
. o1 . . 2
alytical result (39), represented by the solid line. Sin ulation o, + No,, , 1y, Mo, ) ©) ;. 37)
data were obtained with K = 100 (circles, for Co and Cp
connected w ith dot-dashed and dashed lines) and K = 400 w ith
(triangles) . "
c 2001, EDP Sciences [L§] 21’10 2
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4. Steady-state autocorrelation fiinctions

A lim itation of the above m apping becom es evident if
one considers the equilbrium autocorrelation functions.
Contrary to conventionalA + A $ 0 m odels there are
three di erent autocorrelation functions wih di erent
finctional Hm s Fig.[1d). I the Hlowing we willuse
N 4;i+ 1) as the occupation number (0 or1) ofa din er on
the pair of sites (i;i+ 1) and 1y, asthe occupation num —
ber of a vacancy at the site 1 (1 if there is a vacancy, 0
otherw ise) . T he dim er autocorrelation fiinction

2

Cp ()= Ngur1) ONEuery €+ ) 7 3;44 1) (©

(33)

describes the probability to nd a dim er at a given pair

of sites sin ultaneously at tinestand t+ . Sinilarly we
de ne the vacancy autocorrelation fiinction
Co ()= Imp, O, €+ )i Iy, )i (34)

(38)

T he in portant di erence between Cp and Cq originates
from the fact that the vacancies di use by hopping over
two Jattice sites. This is why a vacancy di usihg along
odd sitesw illnot In uence the function C, ifthe original
vacancy was on an even site. The function Cp does not
m ake this distinction.

ForK 1 the autocorrelation fiinctions becom e scale
nvariant as well. Their scaling om reads Co € =
KCo(), Cp © = Cp © and Cp © = KCp (0 with

= k t=K . The latter corresponds to the autocorre—
Jation function In a reaction-di usion modelA + A $ 0,
w hich has recently been calculated analytically by Bares
and M obilia [44]

R e 2t P P —
¢r 6 = p:ﬁ Eric 2€ Erk 2€;
2

Z 1

2
with Erfo(x)= p—= e Ydy: (9)



N ote that the described solution is derived for a param e-
ter set which requiresa special relation between di usion,
paircreation and anniilation rate to be ful lled. In our
m odel this is not the case. But, this di erence becom es
irrelevant in the scaling lim it, since their and our m odel
can be m apped onto each other by introducing a short-
ranged Interaction between particles. See also Ref. [_55]
for a comm ent about the validity of the analytical ap—
proxin ation used in Ref. 44]. The observed deviations
however do not a ect the scaling lim it.

T he other tw o functions decay on the sam e tin e-scale,
but wih di erent prefactors. The reason is that even
if a pair of vacancies annihilates, the system still keeps
m em ory on w hether the surrounding dim ers w ere located
on even or odd locations and this gives those correlation
functions that distinguish between even and odd sites a
longer decay tin e.

B. Two-particle m odel

A nother interesting case arises ifwe consider the lim i
K, ! 1 wih Kicbeing of the order of m agniude 1.
In this case neither the dim ers bound w ith one head nor
the em pty lattice sites dom inate and we have to intro—
duce two particle types. Aswe are used to, particles A
should denote vacancies on the lattice. In addition, we
Introduce particles B, representing dim ers bound w ith
only one head.

ReactionsA ! B and B ! A occur at rates ki C
and k; . Ifwe assum e that both attachm ent rates ofthe
second head kJ, and k&, are signi cantly higher than
kiycand k; , we are again dealing w ith the di usive
m odel C_2-§) . The di usion m echanisn for vacancies (par-
ticles A) is exactly the sam e as in the model w ith sti
din ers and according to ('_29') the hopping rate is given
by Eq. £4). The di usion rate of single-bonded din ers
(particles B ) has to be equal. This isdue to the symm e~
try ofourm odelupon exchanging particlesA and B and
the transition rates k1 c and k; (Tab. :_i) and because
the latter are irrelevant for the hopping rate. Ifa particle
A and a particle B reach neighboring sites, they annihi-
late quickly, while two particles of the sam e type do not
interact. To summ arize, we obtain a reaction di usion
m odel of the type:

AS$S B
A+BS$ O

W hil is dynam ics ism ore com plex at short tin es, the
m odelbecom es equivalent to the A + A $ 0 ifthe tran-—
sitions between A and B becom e faster than the typical
annihilation tine, which is given as the di usion time
betw een tw o particles, digplaced by the average distance
betw een particles on the lattice, ﬁ . Therefore the
power-law behavior, given by t_il:) rem ains untouched by
the fact that we are dealing w ith two di erent particle

12

10 E T T \\\Hw T T TTTTIT T T \\\Hw T T \\HH‘ T TTTT E
L N n ]
) .., .\\\\ n
10'F N B =
: W nytny
10%E =
10°%F T
'4 L L \\HHX L L \\HHX L L \\HHX L L \\HHX L 11l
10
10° 10" 107 10° 10 10°
t
FIG.1l: A computer simulation show ng the tim e depen-

dence of the vacancy (a ) density, the singlebonded din er
(ng ) density and theirsum forK ;c= 05and K, = 10°. The
dotted Iine show s the predicted long-tin e Iim it of reaction-
di usion m odels given by Eq. @1). In detail, param eters are:
kiic= 01,k 1 = 02, ki, = 10°, k", = 1,k%, = 0:1kl,
and kP, = O:lkf2 . The sin ulation has been perform ed on a
lattice w ith 2'* sites and periodic boundary conditions.

types. An exam ple ofa sim ulation in this regin e isshown
in Fig.lD.

C . Dynam ics of interacting dim ers in one
dim ension

In m any biological system s the Interaction between at-
tached m olecules plays an in portant role. For exam ple,
in the case of kinesin, there has been an observation of
coexisting em pty and decorated dom ainswhich can only
be explained by an attractive interaction [[4]. Sin ilarcb-
servation hasbeen m ade on actin decorated w ith double—
headed m yosin [_4@] An interaction between the din ers
can be ntroduced by assum ing that a din er ism ore lkely
to bind to a pair sites if one or tw o neighbors are already
bound. The binding rate then becomesk? = kI = A kY
(one neighbor bound) or kY = AZ2kY (both neighbors
bound). Sin ilar, we assum e that a din erw ith one bound
neighbor dissociatesw ith rate k¥ = k™ = Bk and that
a dim er w ith tw o bound neighbors dissociates w ith rate
k” = B?k" . The equilbrium state of this m odel is still
exactly solvable R3], but the interaction changes both
relaxation stages quantitatively. F irst, the vacancy con—
centration on the intermm ediate plateau lowers since the
Interaction im proves the fom ation of contiguous clus-
ters during the rst stage. The RSA phase can then be
described In temm s of K olm ogorov’s grain-grow th m odel
{_ZI]']. The vacancy congentration after the initial bind-

ing is given as ng 15 __Inue

2 2Xgrow th t—4-§" :_éIﬁ]’ where Thuc is



the nucleation rate per free lattice site (in the simplest
case, when K 1, it is simply ki ) and ryrowwn the sum

of speed w ith which both boundaries of a nuclkus spread
overthe lattice nom ally k¥ + k¥ = 2AkY ). The second
e ect of the Interaction is that the di usional relaxation

slow s down by the factor B since the detachm ent rate
decreases. And na]Jy, the equilbriim vacancy concen—
tration decreases t23] N evertheless, interacting m odels
show the sam e two-stage relaxation behavior. An ex—
am ple of a m odel w ith interaction is shown by the dot-
dashed line in Fig.1d.
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FIG . 12: The number of vacant lattice sites as a function
of tim e non-interacting (solid line) and interacting (dashed
lines) din ers. The param eters were K = 100, A = 10 and
B = 1=10 (@ dimer is 10 tin es as likely to associate to and 10
tin es Jess lkely to dissociate from a certain site if one of the
neighbors is present)

V. DIMER MODELW ITH INTERACTION

A swem entioned in Section -_1\-[-_(3-', interactionsbetw een
bound dim ers can often play an in portant role. In the
kinesin-m icrotubule system , evidence for the existence
of an attractive interaction com es from two key exper—
In ental observations. The rst one is that bound kinesin
din ers are found to form two-din ensionalcrystalline lat—
tices 1_5-(_1]. W ithin the non-interacting m odelone can ex—
plain longiudinal correlations along a singlke proto la-
m ent, but by no m eans the alignm ent of dim ers on dif-
ferent proto lam ents. The second observation support—
Ing an attractive interaction betw een bound din ers is the
coexistence of em pty and decorated m icrotubules in one
and the sam e experim ent [12 Such a phase segregation
is a clear indication that the system is n a coexistence
regin e w ith the strength of the din er interaction above
som e critical value. The detailed nature of the interac—
tion between the dim ers is not yet known. It could be a
direct Interaction betw een kinesin heads and tailsorsom e
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Indirect interaction m ediated through distortions of the
underlying tubulin lattice or a com bination ofallofthese
possbilities. A lofthese m echanisn s are consistent w ith
the observation that the interaction is stronger on at
tubulin sheets than on cylindricalm icrotubules [L4].

High attraction Low attraction

(b) g (© (d)
1JT 0

FIG . 13: Tustration of the Interaction energy between two
adsorbed din ers in,€i erent relative positions.
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Even ifone assum esthat there is only nearest-neighbor
Interaction, a general description would still require 12
di erent coupling strengths 2, 4 and 6 for describ—
Ing the attraction between two singlebonded dim ers,
two doublbonded dim ers and between a single- and
a doublebonded dim er, resgoectively). Upon neglecting
that the tubulin lattice is actually rhom bic and not or-
thogonalone can reduce the num ber ofdi erent coupling
constants to 9. These are still too m any for a general
discussion. Hence, m ainly for sim plicity, we w ill restrict
ourselvesto am odelw ith only two interaction constants,
J. acting In longitudinaland Jr acting in transverse di-
rection, as illustrated n Fig. :13 W e assum e that the
Interaction between two doublefbonded dim ers on neigh—
boring proto lam ents is zero ifthey are displaced by one
lattice site orm ore F ig. .13d) O therw ise, the transverse
Interaction is assum ed to have the s&ength Jr between
two doublebonded diners F ig. .13c) and 1 JT between
a doubl—-and a smg]e—bonded diner Fig. '13b) W euse
the sam e notation as in Sec. -_B[ _C' and introduce factors
A ; and B; m easuring the change in the attachm ent and
detachm ent rate by the presence of a neighboring dim er
wih i Jndlcatmg the relative position of the neighbors
as shown in Fig. .13)
kw ith neighbour _ 1w ithout neighbour |
1;2+ 17,2+ 4
kxiv,Jzi:h neighbour — ikxia;Jzﬂ'xout neighbour .

D etailed balance states that

Aj
Ji=kgTIh— : (40)
B
For sin plicity we fiirther assum e that thebinding and the
unbinding rate are always changed by the sam e factor,
A; = 1=B;; this assum ption is irrelevant in equilbrium ,
but i sin pli es the kinetics.

Fi. :14 show s the stoichiom etry curves, equivalent to
those in Fig. § for the interacting m odel. The most
dram atic e ect of the Interaction is that it broadens the
plateau where m ost din ers are doublebonded, giving a
stoichiom etry of one head per lattice site. If the interac—
tion is strong enough (seeeg. thecurvew ith J=kg T = 2



n Fig. :_L-é_l'), the stoichiom etry curves show quite a steep
rise from zero to the plateau at = 1. This is quite In—
dicative of a phase transition, albei sn eared som ew hat
out due to nite-size e ects.

20—
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FIG. 14: Binding stoichiom etry of the interacting dim er

m odel (dashed lines) com pared w ith the non-interacting (solid
Iline). The binding constant of the second head isK, = 10,
the interaction strength J = Jr = J, = kg T (short-dashed
line) and 2kg T (long-dashed line).

To determ ine the critical point we m ake two further
sim pli cations. First, we assum e that we are In the sti
dimer limi, K, 1, aswedid in Sec. Al. This sti
din erm odelcan be Interpreted asa spin m odelw ith axial
next nearest neighbor interaction, also known asANNN I
m odels, review ed by Seke [51]. Tn term s of these ANNN I
m odels, ourm odelisa ratherpeculiar lin it since fthasan
In niely repulsive interaction betw een nearest neighbors
and attractive interaction between nextmearest neigh—
bors in longiudinal direction, as well as an attractive
Interaction between nearest neighbors in transverse di-
rection. In the literature on ANNN Im odelsm ainly the
opposite situation was studied since it lads to frustra-
tions, while the \ zero-tem perature" state ofourm odel is
trivial, nam ely din ers aligned, ket us say, the even sites
on the proto lam ents. This justi es an approxin ation
which further sinpli es the m odel, nam ely by assum -
ing that dim ers can only bind to even sites. Then the
problem sinpli es to a latticegas m odelw ith an e ec—
tive H am iltonian

X
H = (

i3

& 21,9025+ 2;5 I A24;902459+ 1 N23;5) 7

41)

where the coordinates (2i;7j) run over all even lattice
sites, 1,3,y are the occupancy numbers (0 or 1) on those
sitesand = kp T In K 1K 2¢) isthe chem icalpotentialof
adsorbed din ers. T he lattice gasm odel can be m apped

14

onto the 2D Ising m odel [;5-2_;] w ith H am iltonian

X
B= Psi38m 15 FSii8591 9;5) 42)
i3
w ith exchange constants
3= 215 3= 15, 43)
T 4 T 7 L 4 L s
and spin variables
Si;y = 2ﬁ2i;j 1: 44)
The spin s has the value + 1 if it isparallkeland 1 ifit
is antiparallelto the m agnetic eld ,
+Jy + J
= 72 g @5)

T he critical tem perature of the two din ensional Ismg
m odelwas rstdetermm ined by K ram ersand W annier IES-]
In the absence of an extermal eld, the m odel has also
been exactly solved by O nsager [54]. The condition for
the critical point reads
Ji, Jr

sinh sinh =1 (46)
ZkB T 2kB T

orJd. = 1{76kg T In the isotropic case (Jr = J7).

T he exact solution helps us to detem ine the critical
point, ie. the interaction strength needed to obtain a
phase transition betw een an em pty and a decorated state.
The full orm of the binding stoichiom etry as a function
of concentration, however, would be equivalent to cal-
culating the m agnetization of the tw o-din ensional Ising
m odel In the presence ofan extermal eld, which hasnot
yet been achieved analytically. T herefore, one has to
rely on com puter sim ulations to obtain the stoichiom etry
curves. An overview on M onte€ arlo sim ulations on lat-
tice gasm odels can be found in Ref. l55 T he situation
sin pli es when one is far away from the critical point,
ie. when the coupling ismuch stronger than its critical
value, J Jc . This corresponds to the low —tem perature
lim it In the Ising analogue, where the spin polarization
is saturated and points into the direction of the extemal

eld. The number of spins w ith ordentation " is given
asn=N (),where isthe Heaviside function. Back
in the adsorption m odel, according to Egs. dﬁl:_i)—@{:), the
condition reads

= (+Jp+J7p): @7)

This expression can also be understood directly. The
boundary of a decorated dom ain w ill nom ally consist
ofm any edge elem ents (each one w ith three out of four
neighboring sites occupied) and som e comer elam ents
W ih two out of four neighboring sites occupied). If
the comer elem ents are stable, the decorated dom ain w ill
grow ; if they are unstable, it will shrink. The stability
condition of a comer elem ent w ith one bound longiudi-
nalneighbor and one bound transverse neighbor is given



by Eqg. @]‘) D eviations from dfl-]') are possible due to

nie size e ects. This is because an all patches have a
higher curvature in the boundary and are therefore less
stable.

A . Dynam ics of the interacting 2D m odel

gaps between bound dm ers can be slowed down sub-
stantially as com pared to the transition rates for single
din ers. Thise ect iseven stronger in a two din ensional
system . Here linear dom ain boundaries em erge instead
of point defects (gaps). T hese boundaries can anniilate
when two ofthem pin. But theirdi usion is signi cantly
slower than the di usion of single gaps, roughly inverse
proportional to the num ber of sites in the boundary.

T henonequilbrium dynam ics ofdecorating an initially
em pty two-din ensional lattice is an interesting and com —
plx p]:ob]em It has st been studied by Becker and
D oring [56] (reviewed In Ref. {5'/] A crucial concept is
the critical nucleus, a certain num ber of adsorbed atom s
(here din ers) necessary to form a stable nuclkus abl to
grow and spread over the whole lattice. An analytical
expression for the nucleation tin e can be given if the in—
teraction is strong enough, and the critical cluster size
becom es as an all as four, three or two m olecules. For
larger critical cluster sizes a rough estin ate says that
the nucleation rate is proportionalto the kinesin concen—
tration to a power that is typically half the num ber of
nuclkus-form ing units.

T here are di erent scenarios depending on the relative
m agnitude of the tin e to form a critical nuclkus, thyc,
and its grow th tim €, tyrowth, ie. the tim e it takes such
a nuclkus to grow and cover the whole surface (see Fig.
:_[gla) .t_7-g] If the nuclkeation tim e is Jarger than the grow th
tim e,

Thuc > Lyrowth 7 48)

the whole lattice w ill m ost probably be com pltely cov—
ered w ith din ers before other nucleation sites can form

anyw here else on the lattice. The nal state is a defect
free lattice generated from a single nuclkus. T his is con-
sistent w ith experin ental observations [_59'] Atthesame
tin e sihgle-site nucleation also explains how em pty and
fully decorated m icrotubules can be found coexisting In
one and the sam e experin ent l12 W hen the decora-
tion starts, nuclkeiw ill form on certain m icrotubules and
totally decorate them , until the concentration of free ki-
nesin in solution drops below the critical value, where
the equilbrium phase is the em pty lattice. A num erical
study of the nucleation process [_l-g‘] gives us an estin ate
ofthem inimum interaction strength needed to ful 1lthe
condition @é) as J 3k T. This strongly indicates
that there is a interaction between kinesin din ers which
is ofthe order of 3kg T . If the nuclkation tin e is am aller
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than the growth tin e,

tgrowth ~ Tauc 7 @9)
there is a certain probability that a second critical nu—
clkeus form s on the lattice before the rst one created
had a chance to cover the whole lattice. T he probabil-
ity of such or higher order events grow s w th decreasing
nuclkation tine. Then, the lattice will be covered by
severaldom ains, locally ordered areaswhich m ay be out
of phase on the m icrotubul lattice. In order to nally
reach a hom ogeneous decoration w ith only one predom i-
nant dom ain a secondary process isneeded w hich leadsto
a coarsening of the nitial grain-lke structure. This sec—
ondary process Incluides dom ain wallwandering and an—
nihilation Induced by the detachm ent and re-attachm ent
of kinesin din ers. A s m entioned above, such annealing
processes are expected to bem uch slow erthan the unhin-
dered grow th of individualdom ains. F jg.:_lﬁb sum m arizes
the possble phases and dynam ic regin es for interacting
din ers decorating a tw o-dim ensional lattice.

VI. NTERACTING kM ERS IN ONE
DIM ENSION

N on-interacting k-m ers k > 3) arewelldescribed w ith
the m ean— eld kinetics of them odel kA ! 0 which pre-
dicts a gap density decay / t =& D 4, 54]. In the
continuous lim i, also called continuous sequential ad-
sorption (CSA) or \car parking problem " the length of
unoccupied space decays as / 1l=logt in the m ean— eld
g e 59, 501

T he dynam ics becom esm ore intriguing when a strong
attraction between the k-m ers is introduced. An exam —
pk of such a system is tropom yosin I_l-l_i], a protein that
plays a key role in the regulation of m uscle contraction.
In m uscle each tropom yosin m olecule binding on an actin

lam ent occupies seven actin m onom ers (@fhough other
isoform s covering 5 or 6 m onom ers exist aswell f_G-ZI_J']) and
thereby obstructs the action ofm yosin m otors. Thebind-
Ing of tropom yosin to actin is strongly cooperative { the
binding constant next to a bound m olecule is 1000 tin es
larger than at an isolated place I_6§']

The initial binding phase is analog to the problem of
Interacting din ers and can again be described using a
grain grow th m odel [_l-é_l, :_?;1:, :fl-:/l] A fter the initial phase,
gaps w ith sizes between 1 and k 1 sites will rem ain.
T heir sizes are distrbuted random Iy w ith equal proba-
bilities of 1=(k 1) for each gap size. W hat ollow s is
again a process on a much longer tin escale in which k-
m ers at edges of the gaps can detach and reattach. If
they detach from one side of the gap and then reattach
at the other s:lde, the gap m oves by k sites In one direc—
tion (see F1ig. :16a) The rate of such di usive steps is
given as the detachm ent rate of a m olecule on eg. the
m nus side of a block m ultiplied by the probability that
am okcule reattacheson the plus side of the neighboring
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FIG.15: a) Computer sinulation of (i) multiplesite nucleation with subsequent annealing and (i) single-site nucleation.
Both processes can lad to a defect-free decoration. H ow ever, annealing can be extrem ely slow whereas single-site nuclkation
inm ediately leads to the ordered state. T he param eters in the sin ulation were the follow ing: (i): K1K,c= 0:1,A = A7 = 3,
Br =Br =03 ({):K1K,c= 0001,A; = Ar = 10,B = Bt = 0:.Db) The solid line show s the phase transition above which
a decorated phase exists. T he dashed line show s the border between hom ogeneous (defect—free) decoration reached in m ediately
through nucleation and decoration with dom ain walls. The curves were obtained from a com puter sin ulation on a lattice of
14 100 sites (notg-that the defect—free range would be som ew hat larger on a sm aller Jattice) .
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block before another k-m er can re-attach to the position &k 2=k 13.

where the rst one has detached: Again we can represent gaps as particles A hopping

kP kP 1 1 1 random Iy along the lattice and pining or annihilating
Top=kK! ——— =" ——— = — + — :  when two of them meet. The pair creation processes
hop KE + K KP + KM kP KM b P

becom e relevant only if the particle concentration ap-—
©0) proaches is equilbriuim valie and w ill be neglected for
T w o neighboring gaps (seeFjgs.:féb and c), each contain—- W - T.hen, we can map our m c.)d?l o ad 1.,151'on—
ingbetween 1and k 1 sites w ith random 1y distrbuted ooagu]atmn—annhﬂatmn m odelconsisting of follow ing re—
probabilities, can either pin to a singke gap Fig. :_l-éb) actions
or, if their total size exactly ts one k-m er, annihilate
Fig.16c). If the orighal gap sizes are g and g, the A+A !l A wihprobabilty k 2)=k 1);
Ppined gap has size (g1 + 92) mod k. The annihilation A+A! O w ith probabilty 1=k 1) :
willtakeplace.ln k 1 outof (k 13 cases, therefre its
probability is 1=k  1). Any other gap size willbe the The fiindam ental di erence between the interacting k-
outcome In k 2 cases, therefore having the probabilty  m er and the din er m odel is that the k-m er m odel not



FIG .16: Exam ples of e ective reactions that occur after the
detachm ent and attachm ent ofa heptam er: D i usive step @);
Paircoagulation A+ A ! A (b);PairannihilationA+A ! 0
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only contains pair annihilation but also pair coagula—
tion processes, A + A ! A . According to Ref. {_é::i] all
di usion-annihilation m odels of the type 2A ! 1A (or
generally mA ! 1A) belong to the sam e universality
class. In the asym ptotic lim it, the \particke" concen—
tration can then be borrowed from the exactly solvable
A+ A ! Omodel 'E:, :_64] A dapted to our k-m erm odel
i reads
2 1

t) = —p— 51
na @© > lpThopt (1)

with 1= &k 2)=k 1) and gp = k?n,0p; the second
relation results from the fact that in each di usive step
a gap jumpsover k sites. Hence, we nally obtain

k 1

" k2" 2 Tnopt

Interestingly, the asym ptotic particle concentration is in—
dependent of its Initialvalue, ie. the nalgap concentra-—
tion at long tin es does not depend on the interm ediate
gap concentration ng . Note that i is even independent
of the solution concentration c.

O f course, the mapping to the A + A ! 1A modelis
valid only as long as the concentration of particles A is
wellabove itsequilbbrium concentration. O therw ise, par-
ticle splitting events lkkeA ! A+ A alsobecom e relevant.
If the concentration c¢ is high enough, the t ™ regine
will be llowed by a regin e where, due to these split—
ting events, the average gap size will nally approach
one site, which then are random ly distridbuted over the
lattice. T he num ber of gaps w ill decay according to the
m ean- eld prediction / t '=® V), as it does in the non-
Interacting k-m er m odel E_é, -_5_8'] An exam ple of this be-
havior is shown In Fig. :_L-j W hen the system approaches
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FIG . 17: The tin edependent gap concentration (ng) and
fraction ofem pty lattice sites (no) foran interacting pentam er
k = 5), asobtained from the_§'m ulation. T he dot-dashed line
show s the prediction ofEq. (52) and the dotted line them ean—
ed powerlaw / t ™% Y| The thin solid and dashed line
show the eguilbrium valuesofne and no using the expression
from Ref. R3]. T he param eters are: kY c= 100,k% c= k¥ c=
1000, k" = 1,%k% = ¥" = 04, k? c= 10000 and k° = 0:01.

equilbbriim , processes ofpaircreation 0 ! A + A becom e
In portant as well. Sim ilar to the dim er m odel, these
processes leads to a nalexponential relaxation tow ards
equilbriim . The equilbriim gap size and distrdbution
ofthe interacting k-m erm odel are known exactly from a
study by M oG hee and von H ppel ég]

VII. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In this contribution we have discussed the kinetics of
som em acrom olecular assam bly processes relevant for the
form ation of functional structures in cells. In particular,
we were interested in the dynam ics of ligand-substrate
binding, w here the substrate is a one—-or tw o-din ensional
lattice and the ligands are dim ers or oligom ers. A s exam —
pleswepicked binding ofdin eric kinesin on m icrotubules
and tropom yosin on actin lam ents. T here are other re—
lated system s where protein ligands bind to biological
m acrom olecules, eg. proteins to DNA or antbodies to
viruses.

O ur theory allow s us to study the e ects of steric con—
straints, binding rates and interaction between neighlbor—
ing proteins on the binding dynam ics and binding stoi-
chiom etry. O ur key resuls are as follow s. T he collective
dynam ics tums out to be not only m uch slower than the
kinetics of single m olecules but it also shows som e in—
teresting dynam ic anom alies. Q uite generally, we nd
that the binding kinetics goes through several qualita—
tively di erent stages. At an all tin es when deposition
processes are frequent but detachm ent processes are still



unlikely, the kinetics can be described in term s of sequen—
tial deposition m odels. Such m odels have been analyzed
In various contexts years ago so that there are m any ex—
act results available. A fter this Initial phase the system
is left In a \m etastabl" or \locked" con guration, ie.
a con guration w ith m any am all vacant regions betw een
blocks of bound m olecules prohbiing binding of addi-
tional ligands to the substrate. A s a consequence one
obtains an intem ediate plateau regin e for the binding
stoichiom etry. For escaping from this locked con gura—
tion vacant regions have to merge In order to accom —
m odate for the deposition of additional ligands. These
are extrem ely slow processes m ediated by a sequence of
detachm ent and re-attachm ent processes. Upon identi-
fying the gaps w ith particles A we have shown that the
dynam ics In this regin e can be explained by m apping
i onto reaction-di usion m odels. For sti dim ers the
corresponding modelisA + A ! 0 resulting n a gap
density that decays with a power law / t =2 before it
approaches the nal equilbriim value. Taking into ac—
count that actual biological dim ers have som e level of

exbility the m odel had to be generalized to inclide a
second species of particles B , representing din ers bound
w ith only onehead. T he corresponding reaction-di usion
model is then of the type A $ B and A + B $ O.
W hil is dynam ics ism ore com plex at short tin es, the
m odelbecom es equivalent to the A + A $ 0 ifthe tran-
sitions between A and B becom e faster than the typi-
cal annihilation tim e. If, on the other hand, one intro—
duces a strong di usion of adsorbed dim ers the power-
law decay is preceded by a m ean— eld regim e w here the
gap density decays with / t !. The two-stage relax—
ation and them apping to theA + A ! 0 model rem ain
valid even if there is an attractive interaction between
adsorbed din ers on the one-din ensional lattice. In the
tw o-din ensional m odel w ith interaction, the sequential
deposition stage goes over into a nuclation process and
the relaxation stage into am uch slow er annealing process.
Yet even then the two-stage relaxation rem ains qualita—
tively the sam e.

T he annealing process for nteracting k-m ersw ith k >
3 is fundam entally di erent from the dim erm odel. O ne
nds that non-interacting k-m ers are always well de—
scribed w ith them ean— eld kinetics ofthem odelkA ! 0
predicting a decay i the gap density / t =% 1), Itro—
ducihg a strong interaction between the k-m ers, as is the
case Por tropom yosin binding on actin lam ents, we nd
amappihg totheA + A ! 1A model, valid for concen—
trations well above the equilbrium valie, which showsa
particle concentration decaying / t 2. C loser to equi-
Ibrim other processes becom e In portant aswell. F irst,
particle splitting, A ! A + A leads to an intem edi-
ate m ean— eld regin e sim ilar to that of non-interacting
k-m ers. Later the events of pair creation, 0 ! A + A
becom e relevant and lead the system into the nalexpo—
nential relaxation tow ards equilbbrium .

A 1l of the above results concem the statics and dy-
nam ics of ligands decorating periodic structures in the
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absence of ATP hydrolysis. Such system s are \passive"
In the sense that the ligandsbind and unbind from their
respective substrates but do not show any m otor activ—
iy, ie. m ove along these m olecular tracks. A s described
above, this allowed us to give a detailed description of
decoration experin ents and to analyze corresponding ex—
perin ents quantitatively. W e also were abl to identify
and quantify cooperative e ects between kinesin dim ers.
As our results show, the relaxation tine In many ex—
perin ental or biological system s can be extrem ely long.
T herefore, one has to be aw are that an experin ent w here
them easurem ent is taken soon after the start ofthe deco—
ration often doesnot show the equilbriim con guration,
but rather som e interm ediate state from the relaxation
process.

A naturalextensions ofthis work is to nvestigate \ac-
tive" system s com posed ofan ensem ble ofm otor proteins
and their respective substrates in the presence of trans—
port along the m olecular tracks driven by the chem ical
energy of ATP hydrolysis. Understanding such system s
lies at the heart of m any cellular processes. A fhough
sihgle processive m otors like kinesin or myosin V can
m ove loads over considerable distances, the number of
m otors acting sim ultaneously when transporting vesicles
through the cytoplasn can be pretty large. For instance,
in Ref. {_6-§] the force acting on a bead In the cell has
been estim ated as 100 200pN, which in plies that at
Jleast 20 40 m otor proteins were involved. How these
active m otors cooperate at high densities and what role is
played by interactions between them , is to a Jarge extend
a stillunexplored eld w ith m any open questions.

An even broader range of questions arises when one
tries to understand how cells organize their interior to
ful 11 their various duties. W hile organizing its interior,
the cell has to physically separate m olecules or m olecu—
lar aggregates from each other, de ne distinct functional
regions, and actively transport m olecules between these
regions. Such processes rely on the assam bly and ordering
processes ofm acrom olecules inside the celland on forces
that m ay be generated by m olecular assem bly or by the
action ofm otor proteins. Understanding the principles
underlying those com plex cellilar processes not only re—
quiresbiologicaland biochem ical studies but also studies
of physical processes. In this regoect m icrotubules and
m otorshave been used as in vitro m odel system sto study
various aspects of requlation and selforganization of cel-
lular structures. It was shown theoretically and exper—
In entally that the dynam ic instability of m icrotubules
In combination wih m icrotubule polym erization forces
is su cient to provide a m icrotubule organizing center
wih a mechanisn to position itself at the center of a
con ned geom etry ﬂ_gé, ',_6-7_:] In a sinple In vitro system
consisting sokly of m ultiheaded constructs of the m o—
tor protein kinesin and stabilized m icrotubules the or-
m ation of asters and spiral defects was shown {@Q‘] By
varying the relative concentration of the com ponents a
variety of selforganized structures (pattems) where ob—
served. T he pattem fom ation observed In these sin ple



in vitro system sareonly rst exam plesofwhatwillbe a
m uch broader range of selftuned or requlated structural
and tem poral organization in biological system s. The
control param eter determ ining the structure w as the rel-
ative concentration of the com ponents. In cellilar pro—
cesses there are, however, other possibl param eters for
controlling and regulating such as binding of a host of
associated binding proteins. W e expect that these and
other related biological processes are a source for fasci-
nating cooperative e ects and a m ultiide of nteresting
nonequilbriim dynam ic phenom ena.
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