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W e study voltage driven translocation ofa single stranded (ss) D NA through am em brane channel.
Ourm odel, based on am aster equation M E) approach, investigates the probability density function
(dD of the translocation tim es, and show s that it can be either double or m ono-peaked, depending
on the system param eters. W e show that the m ost probable translocation tim e is proportional to
the polym er length, and inversely proportionalto the st or second power ofthe voltage, depending
on the Iniial conditions. The m odel recovers experin ental cbservations on hetro-polym ers when
using their properties inside the pore, such as sti ness and polym erpore interaction.

PACS num ber: 8714Gg, 8715A43,8715He

1. WNTRODUCTION

T ranslocation of biopolym ers through a pore embed-
ded in a membrane is a fuindam ental step in a vardety
of biological processes. Am ong the exam ples are the
translocation of som e species ofm -RNA through the nu—
cleus m em brane which is the rst stage of gene expres—
sion in eucaryotic cells [1], and the attack of cells by
viruses that occurs by incting the genetic inform ation
through a hole in the cell membrane R]. The translo—
cation in portance in bio-system s, and the possibility for
developing fast sequencing m ethods, have been the m oti-
vation for recent experin ents, In which a voltage-driven
ssDNA is translocated through -hem olysin channel of
a known structure [B]. In these experin ents one m ea—
sures the tin e it takes a single ssDNA m olecule to pass
through a m em brane channel 4-/7]. Sihce ssDNA is neg—
atively charged (each m onom erhasan e ective charge of
zq, where z (0 < z < 1) is controlled by the solution
pPH and strength), when applying a voltage the polym er
is sub gct to a driving force whil passing through the
meaemnbrane from the negative (cis) side to the positive
(trans) side. Because the presence of the sODNA in the
transm em brane pore part (TPP) blocks the crossTPP
current, one can deduce the translocation tin es pdf from
the current blockade duration tin es @-7]. It has been
found that the shape of the translocation tim es pdf is
controlled not only by the voltage applied to the system ,
the tam perature and the polym er length but also by the
nature of the hom opolym er used: poly-dA @A -adenine);
poly-dC (C —cytosine); poly-T,y (Thy-thym Ine), and the
sequence of hetro-polym ers 4-7].

T he translocation process can be roughly divided into
two stages. The rst stage is the arrival of the polym er
In the vichiy of the pore and the second stage is the
translocation itself. Severalm odels have been suggested
for describing the translocation stage. In B] an equation
for the free energy of the translocation, cbtained from
the partition finctions of the polym er parts outside the

TPP, was derived and used to calculate the mean  rst
passage tine M FPT). O ther investigators used sin ilar
deasw ith in proved free energy term sby taking into con—
sideration e ects such as the m em brane width [©-10], or
assum ed that only the part ofthe ssD NA inside the TPP
a ectsthe dynam ics ofthe translocation rather than the
polym er parts outside the TPP [11-12].

In this work we present a new theoretical approach
that allow s to consider both the polym er parts outside
the TPP and w ithin the TPP .Usihg the M E we arc ablk
to m ap the three din ensional translocation onto a dis—
crete space one-din ensional process. Based on the M E
we com pute thepdfofthe rstpassagetimes FPT) ofthe
translocation, F (t), and the M FP T, as a function of the
system param eters. W e relate our theoretical results to
recent experin ental observations and by analyzing them
using our m odel, we com e up w ith physical understand—
Ing of these observations.

2. THE MODEL

AnnEN +d 1l)stateME is used to describe the
translocation of an N -m onom er long ssDNA sub fct to
an extemal volage V, and tem perature T, through a
TPP ofa length that correspondsto d& 12) m onom ers.
A state is de ned by the number of m onom ers on each
side of the m em brane and w ithin the TPP . A change In
the state ofthe systam (only nearest statestransitionsare
allowed) is assum ed to be controlled m ainly by the be-
havior of the polym er w thin the TPP in the presence of
the applied voltage. In addition, it isassum edtobein u-
enced by entropic and interaction factors of the polym er
outside and wihin the TPP . Absorbing ends are used
asboundary conditions, which are the naturalchoice for
this system because the polym er can exi the TPP on
both sides. The state j = n represents the arrwal of
the st monomer into the TPP from the cis side, and
the state j = 0 represents the departure of the far end
m onom er from the trans side ofthe TPP . Let P (t) be
the pdf of state j that containsm ; nucleotides occupying
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the TPP according to:

8
< Ji j d 1)
my= d; N > > d given N d; 12)
n+1 J J N 1:3)
and a sim ilar set ofequations fora short polym er, N d,

which is obtained by exchanging N and d n Egs.(1.1)
through (1.3). T he goveming equations ofm otion are:

@P; (O=0t= a5+ 1P+ 1O+ a5 1;5P5 1 0

@541+ ag;5 VP50; J= 25 in
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E'quatjons (2|) can be written in m atrix representation
@P =@t= A P . The propagation m atrix A , is a tridiag—
onalm atrix that contains inform ation about the transi-
tions between states In term of rate constants. W e as—
sum e that the rate constants can be decoupled into two
tem s:

a491= 1= Ky @)Ps;50= 1 V;T): 3)
The rsttem providesthe rate to perform a step, whik
the second tem gives the probability to jum p from state
Jj In a given direction, and obeys: py;5+1+ Py;5 1= 1. To
obtain ky, we rst consider the buk relaxation tin e ofa
polmer [13] / N ,where ! = kyT,bisa
m onom er length, ,, is the Stokes buk friction constant
persegment, = 6 b (Where isthe solvent viscosiy),
N is the number of m onom ers in the polym er and the
din ensions dependant represents the e ect ofthem i-
croscopic repulsion on the average polym er size. In three
din ensions = 3;9=5;3=2 for rod-lke, selfavoiding and
Gaussian (Znm model) chains, regoectively. To com —
pute the relaxation tin e inside the TPP, the con ned
volum e of the TPP must be taken into account. For
a rod-like polym er the restricted volum e dictates a one—
din ensionaltranslocation, whereas fora exiblepolym er
the Iim itations are less restricted. W e In plem ent this by
taking asameasure ofthe polym er sti ness inside the
TPP that obeys: 0 15. The expression for the
relaxation rate of state jis therefore,

ky=1=( pbm,) R=mj: @)

From Eqg.(4) i is clear that as becom es am aller the
rate to preform a step becom es larger, namely ky for a
rod-like polym er increases. T his feature appears, at  rst
sight, to be in contradiction to the relaxation tin e be-
havior of a buk polym er, where a rod-lke polym er has
a larger relaxation tim e than that ofa exible polym er.
T his contradiction is resolved by taking into account the
di erent dim ensionaldem and for a rod-lke polym er rel-
ative to a exble polym er nside the TPP .Because is
a m easure of the polym er sti ness Inside the TPP, it is

1;

controlled by the interaction between the m onom ers oc—
cupying the TPP, eg base stacking and hydrogen bonds,
and therefore is a ected by the m onom er type and the
sequence ofthe sSDNA .

T he friction constant per segm ent inside the TPP, ,,
represents the interaction between the sDNA and the
TPP . The physical picture is that during translocation
there are few orno waterm oleculesbetween the polym er
and the TPP . Consequently the water m olecules inside
the TPP can hardly be viewed as the conventional sol-
vent and the Stokes friction constant is replaced by ,
representing the sODNA-TPP interaction.

To calculate py;5 1, the second term on the right hand
side ofEg.(3), we assum e a quastequilbrium processand
use the detailed balance condition forthe ratio ofthe rate
constants between neighboring states: ay;5 1=aj 1,5 =
e P, where Ej; = Ej1 Ej. We then use the
approximation aj; 1783 1,5 Pyj 1= Py5 1), and
deduce the jmp probabilities by computing E5. To
com puteE 5 the contributions from threedi erent sources
are considered: electrostatic, E}j), entropic, E ¢, and an
averaged interaction energy between the ssD NA and the
pore, E jl

For the calculations of the electrostatic energy di er-
ence between adfcent states, E ?, we assum e a linear
drop of the voltage along the TPP and write for m
m onom ers occupying the TPP penetrating from the cis
side of the m em brane for a length of i5b:

mjj‘{i] 1

zq(V=d) n= zgV=2d)m 5 m 5 + 21

E ? 1):
n= lj

)
The e ective charge per m onom er In the TPP is taken
to be the sam e as of the buk. For states that contain
m onom ers at the trans side ofthem em brane, zgv should
beadded for EY . Thiscontribution representsthe addi-
tionale ective charge that passed through the potential
V . A ccordingly, the expression for E} is (sse Appendix
A):

E? zqV (m 5+
Here 5 takes the values: f 1;0;1g for cases
describbed by equations £(1:1); 12); (1:3)g respectively
(3= 1land 4= 1 correspond to the entrance and
exit states of the translocation, whereas 4 0 corre—
soonds to the intermm ediate states of the translbcation).
Fora shortpolym er, 5 hasthe sam evaliesas fora large
polym er.

The contrbution to E; from ES is composed of
two tem s. O ne tem is the entropic cost needed to store
m 3 m onom ers Inside the TPP, and the second term orig—
nates from the reduced number of con gurations of a
G aussian polym er near an in permm eable wall. Combin—
Ing these term s leads to (see Appendix B):

5)=d: (6)

(7)



where ;= f 1+ gy;95;1+ g9, for cases described by
equations f (1:1); 12); (1:3)g, respectively. gy is given in
Appendix B in temm s of N 5,055 and N 5;rans, which are
the num ber of m onom ers on the cis and trans sides cor-
respondingly. For a short polymer 5 behaves sim ilarly
but for interm ediate states g5= 0.

For com puting Ejl we focus on the average interac-
tion between the sODNA and pore (ot only is trans—
manbrane part). Due to the asymm etry of the pore
between the cis and the tran sides of the m embrane
B], the sDNA interacts w ith the pore on the cis side
of the m embrane and wihin the TPP but not on the
trans side of the membrane. A ssum ing an attractive
interaction, E ; = ks T (N N j;trans) (n ore properly,
Ef= "ON Njians),andweset = ks T in the rele-
vant tem perature regin €) we cbtain:

E§= =7 8)

where 5= f1;1;0g, for the cases described by equations
f(@1:1); @2); 13)g, respectively, and for a short polym er
3= £1;0;0q.
U sing the above relations, and de ning = 4+
obtain

jwe

Py 1= Q+e B37 ) I )

Forthe system to bevolagedriven j E §j> ymustbe
f1l lled, which translate into the condition: V=¢ > 1,
where a characteristic volkage is introduced: V. '
(1 + 1=d) zmj. This nequality ensures that there is a
bias tow ards the trans side of the m em brane. O therw ise
the polym er is m ore likely to exi from the sam e side it
entered than to transverse the m em brane. U nder exper—
In ental conditions 6] Ve = 46mV ,when usingz 1=2.

InFigure 1 weshow thedi erent contributionsto Ej:

EY (or zfy=1) and ;. E} decreases for the
entrance states of the translocation, increases at the exit
states of the translocation, and is a negative constant
for interm ediate states. Clearly Ef 0 re ectsthe

eld directionality. On the other hand, ; opposes the
translocation for the entrance and interm ediate states.
Fortheentrance states ; > 0 due to both entropic tem s,
but approacheszero (from below ) forthe exit statesofthe
translocation, due to the cancellation of E jl against the
entropic gain of storing less m onom ers w thin the TPP.
At intermm ediate states 5 1, where its shape near the
crossoverbetween the di erent situations is controlled by
9j -

3.RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
3.4i. The FPT pdf

In this subsection we com pute the FPT pdf, F (t), and
exam ne its behavior as a function of the system param —
eters. F (t) isde ned by:

FoO=0e010 sSb)=ey (10)
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FIG.1l: The components of the E 5,
and 4, are shown forN = 100.

EY (zhy = 1)

w here the survivalprobability, nam ely, the probability to
have at Jeast onem onom er in the TPP, S (t), is the sum
over all states pdf

s=Uctc b, 1)
ITIere t'J is the summ ation row wvector of n ldjm ensions,
P ¢ is the initial condition coluim n vector, (P o)5 = «;5/
where x isthe initial state, and the de nite negative real
part eigenvaliem atrix, D , is obtained through the trans—
ormation: D = C !AC.

Substituting Eq.(11) nto Eq.(0), F (t) is obtaned.
Figure 2 shows the doublepeaked F (t) behavior as a
function of V=V and N (inset), for starting at x =
N + d=4. T he kft peak represents the non-translocated
events. Its am plitude decreases as V=V icreases but
rem ainsunchanged (@long w ith the position) w ith the In—
crease n N , because only the 'head’ ofthe polym er is In—
volved in these events. A s X decreases, nam ely when the
translocation initial state shifts towards the trans side,
the non-translocation peak and the translocation peak
m erge and for x = n=2, nam ely, for an initial condition
for which N 4;cis=N j;transs F (£) has one peak (data not
shown) independent of V=V .

For a convenient com parison to experin ental resuls,
we calculate and exam ne the behavior of the m ost prob—
able average translocation velociy, v = xlb=t, , where t,
is the tim e that m axim izes the translocation peak.

F igure 3 shows the v(N ) behavior, for V=V, =
2%60.v (N ) is a m onotoniaclly decreasing fiinction of N
for N d, but is independent of N for N d. This
agrees w ith the experim ental results [6]. The origin for
v (N ) behavior, stem s from Egs.(l) and 4), according to
which them inin alk; is a decreasing m onotonic function
ofN forN d, but is ndependent of N for N d.

T he velocity, v(V ), dependson x, vV ) = vy V), and
changes from a linear to quadratic fiinction ofthe volage
when changing x, as shown in the inset of figure 3, or
N = 30.
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FIG .2:F (t), or severalvaluesofV=V¢ ,with: N =30, x=N +
d=4, z 1=2, T=2°C, Vc=46mV, =1:14 and R=10°Hz.
T he left peak represents the non-translocated events, w hereas
the right peak represents the translocation. Inset: F (t) as a
function ofN , with V=V. = 135, and the other param eters as
above. T he non-translocation peak rem ains unchanged when
increasing the polym er length, while the translocation peak
shifts to the right with N .

Starting at x = N + 1, a linear scaling is obtained:
Ww+1 V)=V I=l).The coe cient b=l can be

denti ed as an e ective characteristic vthage:‘vfc '
1+ 1=d) efj= b;=b,. From the last equality e can be
extracted.

Starting at x = N =2, ie. when initial state is close
to the exit states, a square dependence is obtained:
W)= caWV o)+ag,wihag=0010°),c =
40mV and c3 = o(10 ?). These coe cients are sin ilar
to the m easured values [6].

W e note that both linear and square scaling behav—
jors have been observed experim entally 4,6]. A possble
explanation for the di erent fiinctionalbehavior ofv (V)
m ight originate from di erent data analysis that can be
Interpreted as having a di erent initial condition.

To get numerical values for , and , we use
the experimental data iIn refs. [6=7], and ob-—
tamn: C) = 1, @) = 114, (T ny) = 128, and
p®) 10 ‘meVs=nm?, ,C) = p(Thu) = p@)=3.

From these valueswe nd the lim i in which the relax-
ation tim e of the polym er parts outside the TPP can
be neglected. W e estim ate the m axin al bulkk number
of monomers, N ax, for which the buk relaxation
tine is much shorter (5% ) than of the TPP relax—
ation tine. For a poly-dA buk Zinm chaih we get
N ax 271, Dby taking for the viscosiy the valie
or water at 2°C, 17 103N s=m?. Using this
valie,  can be calculated from the Stokes relation
to be: 10 'm eV s=nm ?, which is three order of
m agnitude sm aller than .
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FIG .3: The velocity as a function of the polym er length, for
the sam e param eters as iIn gure 2, various initial conditions
(linear-log scales) and V=V = 2%6. v({N ) tends towards a
length Independent, but display a sharp decrease for short
polym ers. N ote for the step feature of v(N ) when N becom es
larger than the TPP length, d. Inset: v(V) , or N = 30,
show ing linear and quadratic scaling depending on the initial
condition, x.

3.4i. TheM FPT

A dditional inform ation about the translocation can be
obtained by com puting the MFPT, ~. To compute an
analytical expression for —, we consider a large polym er,
N > d, and replace py;5 1 and kj by state independent
tems: py = L+ e VVerD] 1l yald orx N, and
k= 1=( yp’d ). Thiskadstoa. = p;kanda =
(1 ps)k,which de nesa onedim ensionalstate invariant
random W%{Bl" The MFPT is obtained by inverting A
[4]: = , tF(dt= UA 'P,. The calulations
of the elem ents of the state independent A ! yields (see
Appendix C):

S n+1l x X s
(B Hgp=—2)L & B o oy a2
©) ©7) ok
where @)= p' ™ and ( A 1), ors x is
obtained when exchanging s wih x and py with p In
Eq.(12). Summ ing the x colmn elementsof ( A ') we
obtain = (see Appendix C):
_ (anrl x)pr (px)anrl x(n+ 1 X) (13)
k (p) (pn+1) ’
which in the lim it of a weak bias, V=V, 1, can be
rew ritten as (see Appendix C)
2x d 1
(14)

zjl+ 1=d)V V¢

A Yhough ~ and t, are di erent characteristics of F (t)
and di er signi cantly when slow translocation events
dom inate, Eqg.(14) captures the Ilinear scaling with



N and 1=V . The quadratic scaling of &, wih 1=V
is obtained when using Eg.(9) rather than is state
Invariant version, for starting at, or near, an initial state
for which J=x 0.

3.ii. The sequence e ect

U nder the assum ptions that are presented below, we
now construct , and for every sODNA sequence and
thus exam Ine the sequence e ect on t; . For a given ss—
DNA sequenceoccupyingthe TPP in the j state, wew rite
an expression for the average friction of that state, ;5,
assum ing additive contributions of the m onom ers inside
the TPP:

R

pij = (=m ) p MUs): 15)

s=1

Here nug stands for the nuclotide s occupying the
TPP. To construct a com patible state dependent sti —
ness parameter, j, we rst argue that only nearest
monom ers can interact inside the TPP and thus con-
tributes to the rigidity of the polymer, which In tum
increases ky. W e then exam ine the chem ical structure
of the nucleotides and look for "hydrogen-like’ bonds be-
tween ad-poent bases. The temm ‘hydrogen-like’ bonds
is used because the actual distance between the atom s
that create the interaction m ay be larger than of a typ—
icalhydrogen bond. The pairsAA and CC can Interact
but not the pairs T, Thy and CA . For the pair C Tyy
the interaction is ordentation dependent; nam ely, for the
lpairs sequence, poly-d (C Ty, )1, the Interaction isw ithin
each ofthe pairs but not between the pairs. A ccordingly

wehave: unu)= (u), CA)= @C)= T nu)s
(@ Tnu) = c) (I nuC) = (Tnu)l which allow the
3000
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FIG.4: &, asa function of the percentage of equally spaced
m onom ers substitutionsC ! A and C ! Thy, OrN = 60,
x=N,z 1=2,V=Vc = 1%63 and T = 292°K . The curves
em phasize the e ects of the rigidity and the friction on the
translocation dynam ics. See text for discussion.

calculation of 5 follow ing the de nition:

1™
= us nugy 1);
mj 1

16)

s=1

wih ( §)n,-1 = 0.Figure 4 shows t, asa function of
equally spaced substitutionsC ! Tpy andC ! A.The
linear scaling oft, € ! T,y) isdue to the linear scaling
of ;€ ! Tupu). The saturating behavior of t, € !

A) is a combiation of two opposing factors: the linear
scalingof ;5 (C ! A) and thenonm onotonicbehaviorof

5€C ! A).Ourmodelalso predicts that for su clently
large 1

T [CAN]> & CaA): a7

This feature is explained by notichg that

25, [CAN]> & C21) + & @21), see gure 4, which ol
low s from the expression for 5, Eq.(16), and then using
2ty CnAn) Gt C21) + &t A21), which ©llows from
the lnear scaling of, wih N, for N d in addition
to Eg.(15). The above ndings regarding the behav-
oroft, fPorhetrosDNA, ttheexperimentalresuls [7].

4. CONCLUSION S

In the presented m odel, the translocation of ssDNA
through -hem olysin channeliscontrolled, In addiion to
the voltage, by the interaction between the polym er and
the pore ( Ejl and ), and between nearest m onom ers
Inside the TPP (), as well as by an entropic factors
originate from polym er segm ents outside and w ithin the
TPP .Based on them odel, we showed that F (t) can be
m ono or double peaked depending on x and V=V . W e
calculated the M FPT tobe:™ N=V V¢),orN > d
and V=V¢ 1, and t, N=vy V) for N d, where
vk (V) changes from a linear to a quadratic function of
V wih x. In addition we estin ated that ,  10°,
and by constructing , and forhetro-ssDNA explained
experin ental results regarding the various behaviors of
t, Prhetro-sDNA .

An extended version of this model that describes
translocation through a uctuating channel structure,
can be used to describe unbiased translocation, which
displays long escape tin es [L6]. Translocation of other
polym ers through proteins channels can be describbed us-
ing the sam e fram ew ork by changing , , and Ej.
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APPEND IX A

W e wish to calculate the electrostatic energy di er—
ence between sates, E}j). There are three cases dur-
Ing translocation, which are described by Egs.(1.1)-(1.3).



Forany polym er length, Eq.(1.1) (exit states) describes a
case for which N j,.35=0 and Eqg.(1.3) (entrance states)
describes a case for which N j;ans=0. For the case
descrbed by Eq.(12) (intem ediate states), there are
m onom ers on both sides of the m embrane for a large
polym er, orno m onom ers on both sides ofthem em brane
fora short polym er. Starting from Eq.(5) wehave forthe
entrance states:

pp_ 2 @5t 1)

3 3 : @al)

Fortheexi states E 1;’ is com posed oftw o contrbutions.
O ne contribution stem s from the passage of a m onom er
wih an e ective charge of zg through the potentialV :

E ?;1 = zdV: A2)
T he second contrbution calculated from Eq.(5) is:
P _ ijZC_[V .
B = —g @3)
Combining the two contrbutionswe nd
@ iy)zqv my 1)zgv
EP = ) = J ; 4
3 a 3 ®a4)

when usingm 5= d+ 1 ij.

For the Intem ediate states and a large polym er, we
have only the contribution given by Eq.(A 2) (the num ber
ofm onom ers w ithin the TPP is constant), which can be
w ritten as:

@A>5)

when using m 5y = d which holds for the interm ediate
states. For a short polym er, we have to consider only
the contrbution given by Eqg.(5), which lads again
to Eq.@5). Eg.(6) is cbtained from adding the above
contrbutions.

APPENDIX B

Forcalculting E §,we start by w riting an expression
for the entropic energy that consists oftwo tem s:

ES=ES ®1)

S .
Jil +E Jiz *

E 3§;1 represents the entropy cost of storingm 5 m onom ers
within the TPP and is a linear function ofm 5 [10]. E :?;2
origihates from the reduced num ber of con gurations of
a G aussian polym er near an in pem eable wall, and can
be approxim ated by [B]:

8
< 3ks TIn (N j;erans)i &
E;;z = . %kBT]n(Nj;transN j;cis); N > 3> d; B2)
ske TIn (N §ei0) j ON:

Separating the translocation into three regines, de—
scribed by Egs.(11)-(1.3), we nd that for the entrance

states EjJ, isgiven by:

E;’,.l / ks T; B3)
while for the exi states

ES,/ keT; B4)

w ith a proportional constant ofo(1).

For the Intemm ediate states EJ§; = 0 because the
sam e num ber of m onom ers occupy the TPP between ad-
poent states. E :?;1 for a short polym er has the sam e
values as for a Jarge polym er, when adjisting the condi-
tions for the three cases (exchangingN and d n Egs.(1)).

Computing ES$, from Eq.B2) results in ks Tgj,
where
8
< In(@l+ 1= J)); j o4
g5= _ Ind+1= 3)Q I=¢ D) N >3j>d;
nh@ 1=g ad); j N:

B5)
For a short polymer, gy is similar to Eq.B5) for the
entrance and exit states, but g5 = 0 for the intermm ediate
states because N 5;cis=N j;trans= 0 for these states. Note
that ;j< 1 forall j. Special care is needed when com —
puting gy for states that belong to the crossoverbetween
the three situations. For these states a com bination of
Egs.B2) was used. From the above contributions we
obtain Eq.(7).

APPENDIX C

To com pute ~ which is given by

(A Yewms C1)

s=1 s=x

we have to calculate the elem ents of the general inverse
Toeplitzm atrix @ 1)g,x [L71:

(°)

() (n*dh k

n+l x X S
(A 1)s;x= ( gt

; s< x; (C2)

where ,_. = [I+= P 1 4psp )F2.Substituting the
expression orp; and p into the expressions or ,_. ,
weobtain ,-. = p;- , which when used In Eq.(C2)
results in Eq.(12). The summ ation of each of the term s

In Eq.C1) is straight forward. The rst tem yields

x 1 1
g yx) €3)
Yy




The second term in Eq.(C1) is:

X0
II= e (pn+1 s)ps x=®n+lx
+1 x
g ool Y n+1 x)} €C5)
1 vy
where
_ e )
T e ek €O

Combining I and ITI and rearranging tem s resuls in
Eqg.13).
Rewriting Eq.(13) as

_ X n+1L)Q y *)

= i (&)
k ® k @@ y")

we nd that ®rv=¢ -~ 1, the second tem in Eq.(C7)
vanishesasy” *.Keepingthe rsttemm in theexpression
for—,Eq.(C7), and expanding to rst order In V=\¢ the
explicit orm of (o)

1 1+e VVert 2

= C8
) 1 e VVetl v=y, 1 ce

Eq.(14) is obtained.
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