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Photon statistics and dynam ics ofFluorescence R esonance Energy Transfer

Andrew J.Berglund,� Andrew C.Doherty,and Hideo M abuchi
Norm an Bridge Laboratory ofPhysics 12-33,California Institute ofTechnology,Pasadena,CA 91125

W e report high tim e-resolution m easurem ents ofphoton statistics from pairs ofdye m olecules

coupled by 
uorescence resonance energy transfer(FRET).In addition to quantum -opticalphoton

antibunching,we observe photon bunching on a tim escale ofseveralnanoseconds.W e show by nu-

m ericalsim ulation thatcon�guration 
uctuationsin the coupled 
uorophore system could account

for m inor deviations ofour data from predictions ofbasic F�orster theory. W ith further charac-

terization we believe that FRET photon statistics could provide a unique toolfor studying D NA

m echanicson tim escalesfrom 10
�9

� 10
�3

s.

Fluorescence ResonanceEnergy Transfer(FRET)has

becom eawidespreadtoolforprobingm olecularstructure

and dynam ics.Recentdem onstrationsofsingle-m olecule

sensitivity in opticalassaysbased on FRET [1,2]have

led to signi�cantadvancesin ourunderstandingoftopics

such asRNA foldingand ribozym efunction [3].Interpre-

tation ofFRET datagenerally relieson a sim plephysical

m odelinvolving near-�eld dipole-dipole interactionsbe-

tween m olecules,which was�rstproposed by F�orster[4].

W hile som e basic features of this m odelpertaining to

steady-state solutions have previously been veri�ed ex-

perim entally,dynam icaldetails have been largely inac-

cessible.In thisLetter,we reportthe use ofa Hanbury-

Brown Twissapparatusto record photon statisticsofthe

lightem itted by FRET-coupled dye pairswith nanosec-

ond resolution,and show thatacarefulcom parisonofour

datawith predictionsofF�orstertheorysupportsthebasic

m odelbutindicatesaclassofadditionalfactorsthatm ust

beconsidered.O uranalysissuggeststhatconform ational


uctuationsofthe substrateforthe FRET-coupled dyes

could be such a factor,which in turn points to the in-

triguing possibility ofutilizing FRET photon statistics

fornovelassaysin DNA and protein m echanics.

The FRET process involves non-radiative transfer of

energy from a donor,which absorbsa photon ofincident

light,to an acceptorthatis notdirectly coupled to the

incidentlight.Detection ofacceptor
uorescenceisthus

asim pleindicatorofFRET activity.A schem aticenergy-

leveldiagram ofm olecularstatesisshown in Fig.1.Un-

der appropriate conditions of spectraloverlap,F�orster

theory [4]predicts that the rate �F ofenergy transfer

varies as �F / �2=R 6, where �2 depends on the ori-

entation ofthe 
uorescentspeciesand R isthe distance

between them .Forcom m only-used organicdyes,thesen-

sitivity of�F to variationsin R isgreatestin the range

ofseveralnm ;hence experim entaldeterm ination of�F
yields inform ation on distance scalesrelevantto biolog-

icalm acrom olecules. The R � 6 distance dependence of

F�orstertheory hasbeen experim entally con�rm ed using

‘ruler’strandsofDNA [1].

Intensity correlation functions of the light em itted

by FRET-coupled dyespairscarriesfurtherinform ation

aboutthem olecularphysicsofFRET.Thesecond-order

intensity correlation function (for a stationary process)

givesthe norm alized tim e-average intensity Ik(t+ �) of

m odek attim et+ � m ultiplied by theintensity in m ode

j attim e t:

g
(2)

jk
(�)=

hIj(t)Ik(t+ �)i

hIj(t)ihIk(t)i
: (1)

For j = k, this quantity is the autocorrelation of the

intensity �eld j. Nonclassicalphoton statistics [5],for

which g
(2)

jj (�) > g
(2)

jj (0) for som e � > 0,were �rst ob-

served in an atom ic beam [6]. Since then,photon an-

tibunching has been observed in a variety of system s

[7,8,9,10].

W e have m easured g
(2)

jk
(�) for individual FRET-

coupled Cy3 and Cy5 dye m olecules tethered to DNA

[20]. W e show that our data should be sensitive not

only to the m ean values ofFRET param eters,but also

to underlying m olecularprocessesthatperturb theirval-

ues on any tim escale down to thatofthe radiative life-

tim es. The techniques presented here thus provide po-

tentialexperim entalaccess to m olecular dynam ics that

in
uence radiative levelstructures and couplings in the

range 10-1000 ns,in a m anner com plem entary to that

of established techniques such as 
uorescence correla-

tion spectroscopy.Intriguing exam plesofsuch dynam ics

include photochem icalprocesses,chem icalshifts arising

from changes in the localenvironm ent,single base-pair


uctuationsin DNA secondary structureform ation,and
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FIG .1: Energy-leveldiagram ofm olecularstatesrelevantto

thebasicF�orsterm odel.D onorstateson theleftarecoupled

by FRET to acceptorstateson the right.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0206301v1


2

λ = 532 nm

Dichroic Filters

Pinhole

Sample Volume

100x/1.4

TIA
+δ

50/50

Si APDs

FIG .2: Schem atic diagram ofthe apparatus. W hen m aking

cross-correlation m easurem ents,the50=50 beam -splittersare

rem oved to im prove collection e�ciency. Spectral�ltersand

focusing opticsatthe APD sare notshown.

conform ational
uctuations on m uch shorter tim escales

than have previously been studied using FRET.M olec-

ulardynam icssim ulationsofnucleic acid m echanicsare

generally tractable only for integration tim es � 10 ns

[11],so thatexperim entalaccessto thesetim escalesm ay

providefruitfulcontactbetween theory and experim ent.

A diagram of our apparatus appears in Fig. 2. It

consists ofconfocalim aging optics coupled to Hanbury

Brown-Twiss (HBT) detection channels [12]. W e fo-

cus 140 �W of532 nm laser light between glass cover

slips through a di�raction-lim ited m icroscope objective

(CarlZeiss). Fluorescence is collected by the sam e ob-

jective and im aged onto a 100 �m -diam eter pinhole. A

dichroic �lter separatesStokes-shifted 
uorescence light

from scattered excitation light. A second dichroic �lter

separatesdonor
uorescence(570 nm )and acceptor
u-

orescence ( 670 nm ) into separate HBT channels each

containing a 50/50 beam -splitter,spectral�lters and 2

avalanchephotodiodesingle-photon counters(APDs).In

each experim ent,photon arrivaltim esatone pairofde-

tectors are recorded with sub-ns resolution by a tim e-

intervalanalyzer (TIA).An electronic delay of� = 50

nsisim posed in onechannelto avoid sm alltim e-interval

crosstalk in the TIA.

W em onitor
uorescencefrom dual-labelled DNA hair-

pinsin aqueousbu�eratroom tem perature.The donor

and acceptor are tethered at com plem entary positions,

so thatthey exhibita high FRET e�ciency.In a typical

experim ent,weplace1�L of1 nM dye-labelled DNA so-

lution between the coverslips.The axialposition ofthe

m icroscopeobjectiveisactively locked by apiezo-electric

translator so that it is stable to <
� 100 nm for periods

m uch longerthan a typicalexperim entalrun (� 6 hrs).

W e choose a low enough DNA concentration thatthere

are no m oleculesin the im aging volum e fora largefrac-

tion oftheobservation tim e.Thecountrateatthedetec-

torsthen showsbackgroundlightpunctuated byburstsof


uorescence as individualDNA strands di�use through

the im aging volum e. Since 
uorescence from separate

DNA strands is uncorrelated, the presence of m ultiple

m olecules in the im aging volum e reduces the sharpness

offeaturesin the m easured correlation functions.

To m easure g
(2)

jk
(�), we choose a pair of detectors

and histogram thetim eintervalbetween photon arrivals,

keepingonly dataforwhich both detection channelswere

active(theTIA-lim ited channeldead tim eis243ns).W e

choosea threshold countrateforeach channel(them ax-

im um expected count rate over a 1 m s interval,given

the m ean count rate over the � 1s localm easurem ent

interval),and keep only thosedata forwhich atleastone

channelexceeds this threshold. In this way,we reduce

the contribution from background light recorded when

no m olecule is present in the im aging volum e. M ea-

sured correlation functions,averaged overm any m olecu-

lartransits,are shown in Fig.3.The precise tim e delay

im posed by opticaland electronic path di�erences (the

� = 0point)isdeterm ined bym easuringcorrelationfunc-

tionsofa pulsed LED.

Interpretation of the experim ental results proceeds

from a straightforward m odelfor M onte Carlo sim ula-

tion ofthisand sim ilarexperim ents.The donorand ac-

ceptorareorganicm oleculesattached to a com plex sub-

strate.Electronicexcitation isfollowed by fastrotational

and vibrationalrelaxation,so ourm odelassum esnegli-

gible coherence between electronic states. W e represent

the donorand acceptor,labelled j= 1;2 respectively,as

two-levelem itterswith basisstatesfj0ij;j1ijg (see Fig.

1)and lowering operator�j.Since we assum e no coher-

entinteractions,wewritea m asterequation forthetim e

evolution ofthe density operator ofthe system � with

only incoherent(jum p)term s:

@�

@t
=

MX

m = 1

�m (t)

�

�m ��
y

m �
1

2

�

�y

m �m �+ �� y

m �m

�
�

:

(2)

The‘jum p operators’�m and associated (possibly tim e-

dependent) rates �m (t) represent the incoherent tran-

sitions that can occur in the system . In our case we

choose M = 5 possible transitions, but it is straight-

forward to generalize the m odel to include m ore pro-

cesses. These transitions are: direct excitation of the

donor with rate �L ; o�-resonant excitation of the ac-

ceptor with rate f�L, f < 1; donor (acceptor) spon-

taneous em ission with rate �1 (�2);and FRET energy

transferfrom donorto acceptorexcited statewith tim e-

dependentrate�F (t).A FRET transition isrepresented

by �5(t)= �F (t); �5 = �1 
 �
y

2
. The otherjum p op-

eratorsare sim ilarly de�ned. Eq. (2)is equivalentto a

linearsystem ofrateequationsforthegroundand excited

statepopulationsofthedonorand acceptor,and can thus

be solved exactly when the tim e-variation ofallparam -

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-acceptorcross-correlation,the average intensity in the

acceptorchannel,given a photon arrivalin thedonorchannel

at � = 0. See textfor a discussion ofthe bunching at � � 5

nsin the acceptorautocorrelation.

variation,weresortto num ericalsim ulation.

Them easured autocorrelation functionsin Fig.3show

pronounced antibunching dips at � = 0. For a single


uorophore,g
(2)

jj (0)= 0 since two photons(in the sam e

m ode) can never be em itted sim ultaneously, i.e., in a

tim e-interval� = 0. The observed value ofg
(2)

jj
(0) is a

function only ofthesignal-to-noiseratio S ateach detec-

torand the probability P (N )thatN m oleculesare ob-

served sim ultaneously.In orderto understand thedepth

ofthe � = 0 m inim um in the autocorrelation functions,

wem akeindependentestim atesofP (N )and S.Neglect-

ing crosstalk between channels and assum ing Poisson-

distributed background,itcan be shown from (1)that

g
(2)

jj
(0) = 1�

X

N � 1

P (N )
1

�j(N )
(3)

�j(N ) = N +

 

1

S
(1)

j

+
1

S
(2)

j

!

+
1

N S
(1)

j S
(2)

j

(4)

where S
(n)

j
is the signal-to-noise ratio of HBT arm n,

m ode j. Assum ing P (N )is a Poisson distribution with

m ean value hN i,we determ ine the fraction ofallpho-

todetection events attributed to m olecular 
uorescence

(i.e., exceeding the threshold count rate criterion de-

scribed above).Thisfraction is
P

N � 1
P (N )from which

we can solve for hN i. For a typicalrun, we estim ate

hN i � 0:1 in this way. The probability that N � 2

m olecules are observed is therefore < 0:005 so that we

are�rm ly in thesingle-m oleculeregim e.W eestim atethe
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FIG .4: M onte Carlo calculation of correlation functions

fora jum p-processF�orstertransferratewith correlation tim e

�F = 7. Top: donor intensity autocorrelation. M iddle:

acceptor intensity autocorrelation. Bottom : donor-acceptor

cross-correlation. The sm ooth curvesare determ inistic sim u-

lations with �xed �F (t)= h�F i. The param eters used were

�1 = �2 = 1,�
H

F
= 10,�

L

F
= 0,f = 0:1.Allrates(tim es)are

in unitsofthe laserexcitation rate �L (1=�L ).

signal-to-noiseratiosS
(n)

j by com paring the
uorescence

countrateto thebackground countrate.A typicalvalue

isS � 5. From signal-to-noise and im age volum e occu-

pancy statistics,we expectg
(2)

11
(0)= 0:23 forthe donor

and g
(2)

22
(0)= 0:32 forthe acceptorautocorrelation.

In our experim ent, we see a large fraction (� 60% )

oflow FRET-e�ciency events,indicating a subpopula-

tion of
uorophores exhibiting little or no FRET cou-

pling.Theseevents,which weattributeto acceptorpho-

tobleaching,contribute a background thatcontam inates

the shape ofg
(2)

11
(�). [In this experim ent, we are lim -

ited by theTIA to tim e-resolution on two detectorsonly

and arethusunableto excludeFRET-inactivedyepairs

when m easuring g
(2)

11
(�).]Both the cross-correlation and

acceptorautocorrelation depend on acceptor
uorescence

events,andarethereforerobustagainstabare-donorsub-

population. The depth ofthe observed � = 0 feature in

the acceptor autocorrelation is consistent with our in-

dependent estim ate based on signal-to-background and

im agevolum eoccupancy statistics.

In addition to photon antibunching on radiative

tim escales,we see bunching (g
(2)

22
(�)> 1)atlongertim e

intervals(� 5 ns)in theacceptorautocorrelation ofFig.

3.Thisbunchingindicateclusteringofacceptoreventson

thesam etim escale,m ostlikely arising from 
uctuations

in �F (t).W e expectthatour
uorophoresrotatewith a

characteristictim e of� 250 ps,so rotationaldi�usion is

an unlikely explanation fortheobserved correlations[13].

Num ericalsim ulationsinvestigatingthein
uenceofrota-
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tionaldi�usion on �F (t)donotreproducethefeaturesin

ourdata.W erathersuspectFRET ‘interm ittency’,pos-

sibly related to fast di�usion oftethered dye m olecules

and theirpropensity to stick to DNA [14,15]. Intersys-

tem crossing and spectraldi�usion for
uorophoressuch

asCy5 areknown to exhibitlongertim escales[16,17].

W e m odelFRET interm ittency by allowing �F (t) to

jum p between a high value �HF and a low value �LF (as

perhaps when one or both dyes are stuck to the DNA)

with a correlation tim e �F .Num ericalresultsareshown

in Fig.4,where we seeantibunching followed by bunch-

ingat�F [21].Determ inisticsim ulations(sm ooth curves)

with �xed �F (t) do not exhibit bunching in the accep-

tor autocorrelation. M ost calculated and observed fea-

turesareconsistentwith intuition based on thefour-level

m odel.Underconditionsofhigh FRET e�ciency,donor

em ission rarely occurs.However,fora su�ciently strong

driving �eld,theexcitation rateislargecom pared to the

acceptorem ission rate,and donorabsorption m ay occur

when the acceptorisalready in itsexcited state.In this

\exciton blockade" situation,FRET cannotoccur since

the acceptorisalready excited.Subsequentdonorem is-

sion is highly probable followed by acceptor em ission a

shorttim e later. The conditionalprobability foraccep-

tor
uorescence is therefore enhanced by observation of

a donor em ission event,which is represented by a cusp

atshortpositive tim esin the cross-correlation.The dip

in the cross-correlation atnegative � can be understood

in a sim ilarway.O bservation ofan acceptorphoton de-

term inistically preparesthe acceptorin itsground state.

Since the acceptor is in its ground state,FRET occurs

with high probability sinceany residualdonorexcitation

ise�ciently transferred to the acceptor.Thisdepressed

probability for donor 
uorescence at short tim es after

acceptor
uorescenceisrepresented by a dip atnegative

� in the cross-correlation. Cross-correlationsexhibiting

other types ofconditionalstatistics have been observed

in cascaded m ulti-exciton em ission from sem iconductor

quantum dots.[18,19].

In sum m ary,we have m easured FRET photon statis-

tics and presented an intuitive m odelfor interpretation

ofsuch experim ents. O ur data are in basic agreem ent

with sim ple F�orstertheory,butthe shape ofthe accep-

tor autocorrelation is strongly suggestive of additional

dynam ics at � 5 ns tim escales. Num ericalsim ulations

show thatthisinconsistency isresolved by the inclusion

ofstochastic variations in the donor-acceptor coupling

strength.W e havesuggested a possiblem olecularm ech-

anism forthese
uctuations,butfurtherexperim entsare

necessary to characterizethe biochem icaldetails.

O ur m odel suggests that therm ally excited bending

m odesofdye-labelled,rod-like m olecules should be vis-

ible in g
(2)

jk
(�) for appropriate m otionalam plitudes and

tim escales.W ehopetoexploitthisdependencein study-

ing theconform ationaldynam icsofsem i-rigid DNA and

synthetic proteins. Furtherm ore,future experim entsin-

corporating directexcitation ofthe acceptor
uorophore

willallow absolute determ ination ofm odelparam eters.

W e believe these techniques can be developed into an

im portantnew opticalsingle-m olecule m ethod forchar-

acterization ofm acrom oleculardynam icson nanosecond

(and longer)tim escales.

The authors thank E. W infree, R. Phillips, and X.

Zhuangforinform ativediscussions,and T.M cG arveyfor

technicalassistance.Thisresearch wassupported by the

NSF under grantEIA-0113443 and by the W .M .K eck

Discovery Fund. A.B.acknowledgesthe support ofan

NSF G raduateFellowship.

�
Electronic address:berglund@ caltech.edu

[1]A.A.D eniz etal.,Proc.Natl.Acad.Sci.USA 96,3670

(1999).

[2]T.Ha etal.,Proc.Natl.Acad.Sci.USA 96,9077 (1999).

[3]S.W eiss,Nat.Struct.Biol.7,724 (2000).

[4]T.F�orster,Ann.Phys.2,55 (1948).

[5]L.M andeland E.W olf,O pticalCoherence and Q uantum

O ptics (Cam bridge University Press,1995).

[6]H.J.K im ble,M .D agenais,and L.M andel,Phys.Rev.

Lett. 39,691 (1977).

[7]P.K ask,P.Piksarv,and U.M ets,Eur.Biophys.J.12,

163 (1985).

[8]F.D iedrich and H.W alther,Phys.Rev.Lett. 58,203

(1987).

[9]P.M ichleretal.,Nature 406,968 (2000).

[10]L.Fleury etal.,Phys.Rev.Lett. 84,1148 (2000).

[11]T.E.Cheatham IIIand P.A.K ollm an,Annu.Rev.Phys.

Chem .51,435 (2000).

[12]R.Hanbury Brown and R.Q .Twiss,Nature 178,1447

(1956).

[13]T.Ha etal.,J.Phys.Chem .B 103,6839 (1999).

[14]L.Edm an,U.M ets,and R.Rigler,Proc.Natl.Acad.Sci.

USA 93,6710 (1996).

[15]D .G .Norm an etal.,Biochem istry 39,6317 (2000).

[16]J.Bernard etal.,J.Chem .Phys. 98,850 (1993).

[17]P.Tinnefeld,D .-P.Herten,and M .Sauer,J.Phys.Chem .

A 105,7989 (2001).

[18]D . V. Regelm an et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 257401

(2001).

[19]A.K iraz etal.,Phys.Rev.B 65,161303 (2002).

[20]Integrated D NA Technologiesm olecularbeacons.

[21]For this \random telegraph" process, the m odelis an-

alytically solvable.W e em phasize that the M onte Carlo

techniques presented here m ay be used to sim ulate pa-

ram etervariation with arbitrary statistics.

mailto:berglund@caltech.edu

