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P hoton statistics and dynam ics of F luorescence R esonance Energy Transfer
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W e report high tin eresolution m easurem ents of photon statistics from pairs of dye m olecules
coupled by uorescence resonance energy transfer FRET ). In addition to quantum -optical photon
antibunching, we ocbserve photon bunching on a tin escale of several nanoseconds. W e show by nu-—
m erical sin ulation that con guration uctuations in the coupled uorophore system could account
for m nor deviations of our data from predictions of basic Forster theory. W ith firther charac-
terization we believe that FRET photon statistics could provide a unigue tool for studying DNA

m echanics on tin escales from 10 ° 10 * s.

F luorescence Resonance Energy Transfer FRET ) has
becom e a w idespread toolforprobingm olecular structure
and dynam ics. R ecent dem onstrations of single-m olecule
sensitivity in optical assays based on FRET 'E,', :g] have
Jed to signi cant advances in our understanding of topics
such asRNA folding and ribozym e function [_3]. Interpre—
tation of FRE T data generally relieson a sim ple physical
m odel nvoling near- eld dipol-dipol interactions be-
tween m olecules, which was rst proposed by F orster ['¢_J:].
W hile som e basic features of this m odel pertaining to
steady-state solutions have previously been veri ed ex—
perin entally, dynam ical details have been largely inac—
cessble. In this Letter, we report the use of a H anbury-
Brown T w iss apparatus to record photon statistics ofthe
light em itted by FRE T —coupled dye pairs w ith nanosec—
ond resolution, and show that a carefiilcom parison ofour
data w ith predictions ofF orstertheory supports the basic
m odelbut indicatesa classofadditionalfactorsthatm ust
be considered. O ur analysis suggests that conform ational

uctuations of the substrate for the FRE T -coupled dyes
could be such a factor, which in tum points to the in-
triguing possibility of utilizing FRET photon statistics
for novelassays In DNA and protein m echanics.

The FRET process Involves non-radiative transfer of
energy from a donor, which absorbs a photon of incident
light, to an acosptor that is not directly coupled to the
Incident light. D etection of acceptor uorescence is thus
a sin ple Indicatorof FRET activity. A schem atic energy—
kveldiagram ofm olkecular states is shown in Fig.di. Un-—
der appropriate conditions of spectral overlap, F orster
theory f_4] predicts that the rate r of energy transfer
varies as ¢ / 2?=R°®, where 2 depends on the ori-
entation ofthe uorescent species and R is the distance
betw een them . For com m only-used organic dyes, the sen—
sitivity of ¢ to variations in R is greatest in the range
of several nm ; hence experin ental determ ination of
yields inform ation on distance scales relevant to biolog—
icalm acrom olecules. The R © distance dependence of
F orster theory has been experin entally con m ed using
Yuler’ strands of DNA {i].

Intensity correlation fiinctions of the Ilight em itted
by FRET -coupled dyes pairs carries further inform ation
about the m olecular physics of FRET . T he second-order

Intensity correlation function (for a stationary process)
gives the nom alized tin eaverage intensity I, (t+ ) of
modek attinet+ multiplied by the intensity in m ode
Jattime t:
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For j = k, this quantity is the autocorrelation of the
Intensity eld j. Nonclassical photon statistics ﬁ_;], for
which g5 () > gf 0) Brsome > 0, were st cb-
served In an atom ic beam i_é]. Since then, photon an—
tbunching has been ocbserved In a variety of system s
g, d,1d1.

We have measured g () Pr individual FRET-
coupled Cy3 and Cy5 dye m olecules tethered to DNA
f_Z-C_;]. W e show that our data should be sensitive not
only to the mean values of FRET param eters, but also
to underlying m olecular processes that perturb their val-
ues on any tin escale down to that of the radiative life—
tin es. The techniques presented here thus provide po—
tential experin ental access to m olecular dynam ics that
In uence radiative level structures and couplings In the
range 10-1000 ns, n a m anner com plem entary to that
of established techniques such as uorescence correla—
tion spectroscopy. Intriguing exam ples of such dynam ics
Inclide photochem ical processes, chem ical shifts arising
from changes in the local environm ent, single basepair

uctuations In DNA secondary structure form ation, and
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FIG .1: Energy-leveldiagram ofm olecular states relevant to
the basic F orster m odel. D onor states on the left are coupled
by FRET to acceptor states on the right.
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FIG . 2: Schem atic diagram of the apparatus. W hen m aking
cross-correlation m easurem ents, the 50=50 beam -splitters are
rem oved to Im prove collection e ciency. Spectral Iters and
focusing optics at the APD s are not shown.
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conformm ational uctuations on much shorter tim escales
than have previously been studied using FRET .M olec—
ular dynam ics sim ulations of nuclkic acid m echanics are
generally tractable only for integration tim es 10 ns
I_l-]_]], so that experim ental access to these tin escalesm ay
provide fruitfiil contact betw een theory and experin ent.

A diagram of our apparatus appears In Fig. :2: It
consists of confocal In aging optics coupled to H anbury
Brown-Twiss HBT) detection channels [l4]. We o
cus 140 W of 532 nm Jlaser light between glass cover
slips through a di raction-lim ited m icroscope ob fctive
(Carl Zeiss). F luorescence is collected by the sam e ob—
Ective and In aged onto a 100 m -diam eter pinhole. A
dichroic lter separates Stokesshifted uorescence light
from scattered excitation light. A second dichroic Iter
separates donor uorescence (570 nm ) and acceptor u-—
orescence ( 670 nm ) Into separate HBT channels each
containing a 50/50 beam -splitter, soectral Iers and 2
avalanche photodiode sihgle-photon counters APD s). In
each experin ent, photon arrival tin es at one pair of de—
tectors are recorded w ith sub-ns resolution by a time—
Interval analyzer (TIA). An electronic delay of = 50
ns is In posed In one channelto avoid an all tim e-interval
crosstak in the TTA .

W em onitor uorescence from dualabelled DNA hair-
pins n aqueous bu er at room tem perature. T he donor
and acceptor are tethered at com plem entary positions,
so that they exhibi a hich FRET e clency. In a typical
experin ent, weplace 1 L of1 nM dye-abelled DNA so—
lution between the cover slips. T he axialposition of the
m icroscope ob fctive is actively locked by a piezo-electric
translator so that it is stable to < 100 nm r periods
much longer than a typical experim entalrun ( 6 hrs).
W e choose a Iow enough DNA concentration that there
are no m olecules in the In aging volum e for a large frac—
tion ofthe observation tim e. T he count rate at the detec—
torsthen show sbackground light punctuated by burstsof

uorescence as ndividual DNA strands di use through
the in aging volum e. Since uorescence from separate
DNA strands is uncorrelated, the presence of multiple
m olcules in the in aging volum e reduces the sharpness
of features In the m easured correlation functions.

To measure gj(i) (), we choose a pair of detectors
and histogram the tin e intervalbetw een photon arrivals,
keeping only data forw hich both detection channelswere
active (the T IA -1im ited channeldead tin e is243 ns). W e
choose a threshold count rate for each channel (them ax—
Inum expected count rate over a 1 m s interval, given
the m ean count rate over the 1s Jocal m easurem ent
Interval), and keep only those data forwhich at least one
channel exceeds this threshold. In this way, we reduce
the contrbution from background light recorded when
no mokculk is present In the mmaghg volme. M ea—
sured correlation functions, averaged overm any m olecu—
lar transits, are shown in Fig.3. T he precise tin e delay
In posed by optical and electronic path di erences (the

= 0 point) isdetem ined by m easuring correlation finc—
tions ofa pulsed LED .

Interpretation of the experim ental results prooceeds
from a straightforward m odel for M onte Carlo sinula-—
tion of this and sin ilar experim ents. T he donor and ac—
ceptor are organic m olecules attached to a com plex sub-
strate. E lectronic excitation is follow ed by fast rotational
and vibrational relaxation, so our m odel assum es negli-
gible coherence between electronic states. W e represent
the donor and acceptor, labelled j= 1;2 respectively, as
two-level em itters w ith basis states £15;jlijg (see Fig.
-:I:) and low ering operator ;. Since we assum e no coher—
ent interactions, we w rite a m aster equation for the time

evolution of the density operator of the system  wih
only incoherent (jum p) tem s:
@ b
E = n () m X\ E r¥1 m T ,% m
m=1
@)

The “Yum p operators’ , and associated (possbly tin e-
dependent) rates , (t) represent the Incoherent tran-—
sitions that can occur in the system . In our case we
choose M = 5 possbl transitions, but it is straight-
forward to generalize the m odel to inclide m ore pro—
cesses. These transitions are: direct excitation of the
donor wih rate 1 ; o —resonant excitation of the ac—
ceptor with rate £ 1, £ < 1; donor (acceptor) soon-—
taneous em ission with rate ;1 ( 2); and FRET energy
transfer from donor to acceptor excited state w ith tim e-
dependent rate r (t). A FRET transition is represented
by s®= »®; s= 1 3.Theother jimp op-
erators are sim ilarly de ned. Eqg. @) is equivalent to a
linear system ofrate equations for the ground and excied
state populations ofthe donorand acceptor, and can thus
be solved exactly when the tim evariation of all param —
eters is speci ed analytically. For stochastic param eter
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FIG.3: M easured correlation functions for high FRET —
e ciency donor-acceptor pair uorescence. Top: donor in-—

tensity autocorrelation (partially contam inated by inactive
Cy5). M iddle: acceptor intensity autocorrelation. Bottom :
donor-acceptor cross—correlation, the average intensity in the
acceptor channel, given a photon arrival in the donor channel
at = 0. See text for a discussion of the bunching at 5
ns in the acoeptor autocorrelation.

variation, we resort to num erical sim ulation.
T hem easured autocorrelation finctions in F jg.:_ﬂ show
pronounced antbunching dips at = 0. For a singke

uorophore, gj(? (0) = 0 since two photons (in the sam e
mode) can never be em itted simultaneously, ie. In a
tin esinterval = 0. The observed valie ofgﬁ) ©0) isa

function only ofthe signaltonoise ratio S at each detec—
tor and the probabiliy P N ) that N m olecules are ob—
served sin ultaneously. In order to understand the depth
ofthe = O0minimum in the autocorrelation functions,
wem ake independent estin atesofP (N ) and S . N eglect—
Ing crosstak between channels and assum ing P oisson-—
distrdbuted background, it can be shown from @) that

1
g0 = 1 PN )—— ®)

jN) = N + +t — +t — @)

w here Sjm) is the signalto-noise ratio of HBT am n,
mode j. Assum Ing P (N ) is a Poisson distrdbution w ith
mean value N i, we detem ine the fraction of all pho-
todetection events attributed to m olecular uorescence
(ie., exceeding the threshold Eount rate criterion de—
scribbed above). This fraction s | ;P N ) from which
we can solve for W i. For a typical run, we estim ate
W i 01 In this way. The probability that N 2
m olecules are ocbserved is therefore < 0005 so that we
are m ly In the single-m olecule regim e. W e estim ate the
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FIG.4: Monte Carlo calculation of correlation fiinctions
for a jum p-process F orster transfer rate w ith correlation tim e
r = 7. Top: donor Intensity autocorrelation. M iddle:
acceptor Intensity autocorrelation. Bottom : donor-acceptor
cross—correlation. T he sm ooth curves are detem inistic sim u—
lationswih xed f (t) = h ri. The param eters used were
1= 2=1, ¥ =10, £ =0,f= 0:1.Allrates (tin es) are
in units of the lJaser excitation rate (1= ).

signalto-noise ratios S j(n) by com paring the uorescence
count rate to the background count rate. A typicalvalue
isS 5. From signaltonoise and im age volum e occu—
pancy statistics, we expect gl(zl) (0) = 023 for the donor
and g3’ (0) = 0:32 for the acosptor autocorrelation .

In our experin ent, we see a large fraction ( 60%)
of ow FRET -e ciency events, indicating a subpopula-
tion of uorophores exhbiting little or no FRET cou-—
pling. T hese events, which we attrbute to acceptor pho—
tobleaching, contrbute a background that contam nates
the shape ofgfl)( ). [M this experim ent, we are lin -
ited by the T 1A to tin eresolution on two detectors only
and are thus unable to exclide FRE T -inactive dye pairs
when m easuring gl(i) ( ).] Both the cross—correlation and
acceptor autocorrelation depend on acosptor uorescence
events, and are therefore robust against a bare-donor sub-
population. The depth of the cbserved = 0 feature in
the acceptor autocorrelation is consistent with our in-
dependent estin ate based on signalto-background and
In age volum e occupancy statistics.

In addiion to photon antbunching on radiative
tin escales, we see bunching (gz(? ()> 1) at ongertime
Intervals (5 ns) in the acoeptor autocorrelation of F ig.
-3 . Thisbunching indicate clustering ofacceptor eventson
the sam e tim escale, m ost lkely arising from uctuations
In g ). W e expect that our uorophores rotate wih a
characteristictine of 250 ps, so rotationaldi usion is
an unlkely explanation for the cbserved correlations t_l-?z']
N um ericalsin ulations investigating the in uence ofrota—



tionaldi usion on f (t) do not reproduce the features in
ourdata. W e rather suspect FRET ‘ntem ittency’, pos—
sbly related to fast di usion of tethered dye m olecules
and their propensity to stick to DNA [14, 15]. Intersys-
tem crossing and spectraldi usion for uorophores such
as Cy5 are known to exhibit longer tin escales f_l-é, :_f]']

Wemodel FRET intem ittency by allowing r (t) to
jmp between a high value  and a ow valie [ (@s
perhaps when one or both dyes are stuck to the DNA)
w ith a correlation tine r . Num erical results are shown
in Fig.4, where we see antbbunching Hllowed by bunch-
ngat ¢ [_2-]_:] D etermm inistic sim ulations (sn ooth curves)
wih xed ¢ (t) do not exhibi bunching in the acosp—
tor autocorrelation. M ost calculated and observed fea—
tures are consistent w ith intuition based on the fourevel
m odel. Under conditions ofhigh FRET e ciency, donor
em ission rarely occurs. However, fora su ciently strong
driving eld, the excitation rate is Jarge com pared to the
acceptor em ission rate, and donor absorption m ay occur
when the acoeptor is already iIn its excited state. In this
\exciton blockade" situation, FRET cannot occur since
the acoeptor is already excited. Subsequent donor em is—
sion is highly probable followed by acceptor em ission a
short tim e Jater. The conditional probability for acosp—
tor uorescence is therefore enhanced by cbservation of
a donor am ission event, which is represented by a cusp
at short positive tin es In the crosscorrelation. The dip
In the crosscorrelation at negative can be understood
In a sin flar way. O bservation of an acceptor photon de—
term inistically prepares the acosptor in its ground state.
Since the acoeptor is in its ground state, FRET occurs
w ith high probability since any residualdonor excitation
is e ciently transferred to the acoeptor. T his depressed
probability for donor uorescence at short tim es after
acoeptor uorescence is represented by a dip at negative

in the crosscorrelation. C rosscorrelations exhbiing
other types of conditional statistics have been observed
in cascaded multiexciton em ission from sem iconductor
quantum dots. [18,119].

In summ ary, we have m easured FRET photon statis—
tics and presented an ntuitive m odel for interpretation
of such experim ents. Our data are In basic agreem ent
w ith sin ple F orster theory, but the shape of the accep—
tor autocorrelation is strongly suggestive of additional
dynam ics at 5 ns tin escales. Num erical sin ulations
show that this inconsistency is resolved by the inclusion
of stochastic variations In the donor-acceptor coupling
strength . W e have suggested a possible m olecularm ech—
anisn forthese uctuations, but further experin ents are
necessary to characterize the biochem ical details.

O ur m odel suggests that them ally excited bending
m odes of dye-labelled, rod-lke m olecules should be vis-

ble in gjfi) () for appropriate m otional am plitudes and
tin escales. W e hope to exploit this dependence in study-
ing the conformm ationaldynam ics of sem irigid DNA and
synthetic proteins. Furthem ore, fiture experin ents in—
corporating direct excitation of the acceptor uorophore
w il allow absolute determ ination of m odel param eters.
W e believe these technigues can be developed into an
In portant new optical single-m olecule m ethod for char-
acterization ofm acrom olecular dynam ics on nanosecond
(and longer) tim escales.
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