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We employ 100 ns molecular dynamics simulations to studjntffeence of cholesterol on structural and dynamic
properties of dipalmitoylphosphatidylcholine (DPPCyyitrs in the fluid phase. The effects of the cholesterol
content on the bilayer structure are considered by varyiegholesterol concentration between 0 and 50 %. We
concentrate on the free area in the membrane and investjgattities that are likely to be affected by changes in
the free area and free volume properties. It is found thaeskerol has a strong impact on the free area properties
of the bilayer. The changes in the amount of free area arerstwhe intimately related to alterations in molecular
packing, ordering of phospholipid tails, and compresijbiFurther, the behavior of the lateral diffusion of both
DPPC and cholesterol molecules with an increasing amouctt@ésterol can in part be understood in terms of
free area. Summarizing, our results highlight the centsld of free area in comprehending the structural and
dynamic properties of membranes containing cholesterol.

I. INTRODUCTION proteins {Cantor, 1099; Yeagle, 1991).

The effects of cholesterol on the properties of phospho-
Cholesterol is one of the most prominent molecular speciebpid bilayers are diverse. In the physiologically relevan
in the plasma membranes of mammalian cells. It is a tremerfluid phase, adding cholesterol to the bilayer leads to in-

exact lipid composition, the plasma membrane may contain ofholesterol modifies the packing of molecules in bilayers.
............ A

the order of 20—50 % cholesteral (Alberts et al., 1994). Other important effects are changes in passive permeaiflit

¢.small solutes:(Jediovszky and Mezei, 2003; Xiang, 1999, and

Eukaryotic cells do not seem to be able to grow and di ) =
ferentiate properly without cholesterol. It has been firegy ~ 'cférences therein) and suppressed lateral diffusion oé-ph

tablished that cholesterol modulates the physical prigseof ~ R10lIPIdS in_bilayers with cholesterd| (Almeida et al., 299
B e ey & c By 8 D AGallaetal., 1979; Hofsal et al., 2003; Polson et al., 2vat:;

finite cholesterol content has been said to improve the charaulainen and Mouritsen, 2003). Both permeability and ktter
diffusion, in turn, are strongly affected by the amount aisd d

teristics of a simple phospholipid bilayer and allow foreid "~ _ .
tribution of free volume or area in a membrane, i. e., spate no

variations in the lipid composition of the membrane (Vistlan X L

Davis, 1990). Perhaps not surprisingly, cholesterol is @ne occupied by phOSph0|!pIdS, cholesterols, or water. .Choles
the primary molecules in lipid rafts (Edidin, 2003; Silvjus €70 thus seems to simultaneously influence packing, free
2003; Simons and Ikonen, 1997, and references therein), i. €& diffusion, and permeability in lipid bilayers, andsit
microdomains rich in cholesterol, sphingomyelin, and satu reasonable to expect that the changes in these propenties ar
rated phospholipids. Rafts have been thought to confine pro's_omehow coupled.

teins involved in e.g. signal transduction events, and éaat Although there is a wealth of information on the effects
as platforms for adhesion and signaling. Consequently, onef cholesterol on lipid bilayers, the interplay of packirfigge
could well imagine that as cholesterol alters the propgdfe area, diffusion, and permeability has not yet been studied s

the bilayer, it might affect the functioning of the embeddedtematically. Experimental electron density profiles (Mokh,
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information at the atomic level, however, is essential fsing  duction, but are not applicable to quantitatively desagdat-
ing a detailed understanding of the effect of cholesterol oreral diffusion in lipid bilayers.

lipid bilayers. Such atomic-level information can be ob&ad

from computer simulations. Molecular dynamics in particu-

lar provides a unique tool to investigate both the strucame  1l. MODEL AND SIMULATION DETAILS

dynamics of lipid membranes with a level of detail missing

in any experimental technique. Until recently, howeveg-sy = We studied fully hydrated lipid bilayer systems consistafid 28

tematic simulation studies have been limited by the extensi Mmolecules, i.e., DPPC’s and cholesterols, and 3655 watkaules.
computational requirements. Since the main focus of this paper is on studying the effdathaes-

h d . . he chol liad terol on phospholipid bilayers, we were interested in l@faywith
Inthe present study, we investigate the cholesterol-iaduc varying amounts of cholesterol. To this end, we studied a pRPC

changes in packing, free area, ordering, and lateral diffupjjayer and composite DPPC/ cholesterol bilayers with siferent

sion in phospholipid bilayers. Specifically, we study the-pr - cholesterol molar fractions: = 0%, 4.7 %, 12.5 %, 20.3 %, 29.7 %,
sumptive interplay between these changes. To this end, wgnd 50.0 %.

employ 100 ns molecular dynamics simulations on dipalmi- The starting point was a united atom model for a fully hy-
toyl phosphatidylcholine (DPPC)/cholesterol bilayersthw drated pure DPPC bilayer that has been validated previgidy
cholesterol concentrations ranging from 0 to 50 mol %. Whiletra et al., 2003; Tieleman _and Berendsen, 1996). The parame-

detailed multi-nanosecond simulation studies on atonvielle ters for bonded and non-bonded interactions for DPPC miglscu

have emerged only very recently (HOfSaR et al.; 2003; Scottvere taken from a study of a pure DPPC bilayer (Berger
t al., 1997) available ahttp://moose.bio.ucalgary.-

- - o o e o = o o ot i i o o i i i i o o i

an excellent platform for comparison. bilayer we used the final structure of run E discussed in Régld-

In order to further enhance the understanding of the effechan and Berendsen, 1996) and availabléxatp: //moose . -
of cholesterol on bilayers, we introduce a novel method for?lol,'ucglgaﬁyﬁ Cé/FOWPlEadS/?PPd,% 'Phdbb,-'—he b"a?/‘?r
investigating the packing and free area in bilayers. Thesco E‘a?ald‘cljgleto frl:: z-tajitslt les in the xy-plane, i. e., the bilayermal is
of this technique is very wide. It allows us to estimate how The cholesterol force field and the initial shape of an indi-
much space DPPC, cholesterol, and water molecules on avep;

age occupy in different regions of the bilayer. Consequyentl gromacs_Org/topologies/uEl_qadedmoiggufgs";

it yields information on the amount and locationfade space cholesterol.tgz (Holte et al, 2001). Cholesterols were

in the bilayer. As discussed below, this is related to vesiou introduced to the bilayer by choosing DPPC molecules from
structural aspects such as the ordering of lipids in a membanthe pure phospholipid bilayer at random and replacing them b
Our method also provides valuable insight into dynamic prop cholesterols. The same number of DPPC molecules was refiace
erties. For example, our approach allows us to determine theach of the two monolayers. In practice, the center of mas4) (C
area compressibility across a membrane, and hence yields ifif @ cholesterol molecule was moved to the CM position of the
formation on rate-limiting regions for lateral diffusiom ad- removed DPPC molecule. The main axis of inertia of each ieder
dition, as the method enables us to examine changes in fregéIOIeSteIrOI was parallel to the z-axis, and each molecuteraated

y a random angle around the z-axis.

area with an increasing cholesterol content, we may estimat

tails, and a simple relation (Petrache et al., 1999) can e us s range were determined every ten time steps. Theseeshfuit
for quantifying the dependence of close-packed area om-ordejow the parametrization of Dppé/ """""""""

duced by an increasing cholesterol content, and clearlgatefl ~ After an inital energy minimization, we needed to equilterthe
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system to fill the small voids left by replacing DPPC molesule 0.7
by somewhat smaller cholesterol molecules. The equildmavas

commenced by 50 ps of v T molecular dynamics with a Langevin

thermostat using a coupling time of 0.1 ps, i. e., every Othpsre-

locities of all particles were completely randomized fromdaxwell 0.6
distribution corresponding to the target temperature.s Tomplete
loss of memory after 0.1 ps reduces the amount of ballistitano
of atoms inside a void. The equilibration was continued b B0
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time constant for the latter was set to 1 ps, and the helgthteosérm-
ulation box was allowed to vary separately from the crossiceal 04
area of the box.

Finally, for every cholesterol concentration, we perfodi€0 ns
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of MD in theN pT ensemble with a Berendsen thermostat and baro- 0 20 40 60 80 10
stat (Berendsen et al., 1984). The barostat was the same as¢h
described above, and the thermostat was set to separatgliedbe ! [nS]

DPPC, cholesterol, and water molecules to a heat-bath witua-G- - - - - - -
pling time of 021 ps  The six simulations took a total of approx- Ir:els(,B oln theom?r(())rg' ttcehEtid”(t))rctct)(f)nawreshgfersrtre(r)c?ccucl)ﬁce-lr—ttt]rztt%igois cor
imately 60,000 hours of CPU time. For all systems up to and in- P P o

4.7%, 12.5%, 20.3%, 29.7 %, and 50.0 %
cluding the cholesterol molar fraction of 29.7 %, a simalatime of o ? > > o.an >
100 ns guarantees a good sampling of the phase|space. Thef@su .

50% cholesterol should be regarded with some| caution, as the d|f2003) ' As for experimental results, we are only aware of an
fusion of the DIPPC and cholesterol molecules ig alreadyeclitw, accurate measurement for the average area per molecule in
see Sectlon lI1. As mixing of DPPC and cholesterol molesuh the case of a pure DPPC bilayer (Nagle and Tristram-Nagle,
this case is qU|te limited, the system probably bears tratis ini- 2000) . In this case the average area per molecule was de-

tial configuration. This applies to all state-of-the- amelatlon stud- termined to beossann? at T = 323K. in good agreement
ies of phosphollpld/cholesterol systems and has beenionedt by with (655 0:005)nm? obtained here. Measurements of

____________________ the avgrage area per molecule in DPPC/ cholesterol monolay-

ll. RESULTSANDDISCUSSION  +  permdlecule measured for bilayers and mc

One of the most important quantities desenblng lipid bilay B. Ordermg of Acyl Chains
ers is the average area per molecule. The average area per .
molecule fora glven conﬂguratloa,, is computed by d|V|d— Avetiage areas per molecule are cIoser related to order pa-
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A. Equilibration

A, by N, the total number of molecules, |. e., DPPCs andorlentatlonal order of the phosphohpld tails. Order paetans
cholesterols, in a monolayer. The average,area per molecuéan bé obtained from deuterium NMR experiments (Seelig
can, among other things, be used for monltqung the eqailibr and Seéelig, 1974) or computer simulations (Tieleman et al.,
tion of the membrane. 1997).! In united atom simulations such as ours, the orienta-
Figure 1 shows the temporal behaV|or' of the area petional ¢ order can be characterized using tensors with elesnen
molecule. It can be seen that after 20ns the area per molecufe su:ch that
has converged even for the highest cholesterol conceorigati
Itis, nevertheless, immediately obwousfromthe datatthiat
type of MD simulations of bilayer systems should be at least
of the order of tens of nanoseconds to reach equilibrium and '
surpass the longest characteristic time scales for areadhuc here- Is the angl_e_tget\_/v_een_tn(_a moleculamxis and the

tions. The first 20 ns of the total 100 ns wera therefore censid must be deflned separately tdr_e_a_c_h seament of an acvl chain:
ered as equilibration, and the last 80 ns weré used for aaalys P y g y '

0 .
The data clearly show the condensing effect of cholesterogsuaw for then™ methylene group denoted as, the z axis

. ointsjnthec, ; Cn,;direction,andc, ,C,,andC,, 1
the area per molecule decreases with the ¢holesterol donte pan the yz plane. If the motion of the segments is assumed

Further, an increasing cholesterol concentration seesigto to be symmetric about the bilayer normal, the experimental

press the fluctuations in the average area per molecule. Tl?feutenum order parametet , can be easily acquired:
values of the average area per molecule (sele also. Fig. 5) are !

excellent agreement with two recent S|mulat|0n studleshen t
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—hoos oos 1 —; ()
2 2

0

. 1
h Scp = Eszz: (2)



4

is useful to compute the order parameters separately for bobrder parameter profils'_z (Patra et al., 2003), it is more @ser

chains. ing to make comparisons to experimental findings.

FT " T T T 1T T T 7717 ment with experiments (Brown_et al., 1979; Douliez et al.,
0.5F (@) E 1995;,Petrache et al., 2Q00). As for mixtures of DPPC and
C ISR S5 2 ] cholesterol, Sankaram and Thompson found that wite¥b

L K L4 ] y ]

0.4 - 30 Q000 & A ‘o B of the DPPC molecules were substituted by cholesterols in a
~ - 0‘::»0"' moERE.g R ] pure DPPC bilayer atr = 325K, the order parameter for
~ 0.3 - .".."--D--D--D--- i | I intermediaten was increased by a factor at65 (Sankaram

N C D»D_'_‘_D._ ) o Bog. '--.l % 3 and Thompson, 1990b). Similarly, when 30% of the DM-
vy 0.2 :—&::8---8-- --81338::3 &'8"' 0. ] PCs were replaced by cholesterols in a pure DMPC bilayer
u "'&::8'-2'3-..&'13 ] atT = 308K, the order parameter increased by a factor of
0.1 E 89 two. Vist and Davis, in turn, observed an increase by a fac-
0.0 C 3 tc:}r ?f two :Nhen replacin%\_/z__df_% _ogl‘_thg _!:)_F:EC_:‘rr;oIec_uI(_els by
e T T T T T e cholesterol att = 323K (Vist and_Davis, 1990). Similar
Tt agreementis found when our results are compared to other ex-
05 1) 3 perimentsi{Douliez et al., 1995; Kintanar ef al., 1986).lIn a
0.4 3 0,33333 3 our simulations agree well with experimental findings. The
S E QO VY AR B only detail which our, or any other united atom MD simu-
N C ,:‘& e EEEm 8. N ] lations cannot reproduce is the behavior of the experinhenta
~ 0.3 - @?ﬁ"‘..--u .0-0-0. Bt B - '-.,0 E deuterium order parameter for—2 atn = 2 (Sankaram and
N 0.2 C D..cr"g_ 2890 D"D--u..D w7 ] Thompson, 19908; Seelig and Seelig, 1975).
e 4L 84080608 % e, C._wd  TTTTTITTTTTITOOS
o (o) 86 0. A
C Lok TN u e
0.1F 8"'&': =
- 8 . . Electron Density Profiles

0.0F : A .

L PN AT N NI I Additional information about the structure of the bilayer

]
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 1  alongthe normal or z direction can be obtained by comput-
ing density profiles for the whole system, different molecul
n species, or certain atomic groups of interest. In simufatit
is possible to calculate atom density, mass density, ard ele
FIG. 2 Order parameter profiles for (&)1 and (b)sn-2 tails.  tron density profiles. These give information on the distrib
The cholesterol concentrations are: 0.09%,(4.7% ( ), 12.5% (),  tion of atoms in the normal direction. Related informatianc
20.3% (), 29.7% (), and 50.0% (), and the index increases  pe acquired from X-ray and neutron diffraction studies. Due
towards the center of the bilayer. to fluctuations, X-ray diffraction studies on fully hydretbi-
layers in a fluid phase only yield total electron density pro-
The order parameter profiles for the-1 andsn—2 chains files, whose maxima are associated with the electron dense

clearly visible: the order parameters grow significantlyhwi tance between the maxima allows one to estimate the distance
an increasing cholesterol content. For pure DPPC and lowetween the headgroups in the opposite leaflets, but does not

a plateau for small and intermediate valuesnodnd decay true phosphate-phosphate distarice (Nagle et al.; 1996))- Ad
near the center of the bilayer. When the cholesterol cointent tional information, most importantly about the averagealoc
creases, the plateau disappears, and there is a clear rnaximtion of various atomic groups, can be gained from neutron
at intermediaten. The ordering effect of cholesterol is most diffraction studies either with selective deuterationrocom-
pronounced fomn 6 10 and quite modest for segments bination with X-ray diffraction (Nagle and Tristram-Nagle
near the phospholipid headgroups and bilayer center. $his i2000).

due to the position of the cholesterol ring system in theyita Figure: 3 shows the total electron densities calculatedifor t

the largest ordering occurs for segments at roughly the samee characteristic shape reminiscent of X-ray diffractiamdst
depth as the ring system. For instance with 30 % cholesteradés, with maxima approximately corresponding to the |awrati
the order parametersfar 6 10 are increased roughly by of the phosphate groups, and a minimum, a so-called methyl
a factor of two. trough, in the bilayer center, where the terminal methyugs
Our results for the order parameters are in good agreeeside. For pure DPPC and low cholesterol concentratibas, t
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AR R LR RRRR N RERRE LRRRE LR RRRE To gain more insight into the structure of the bilayer, we
: can investigate the electron densities for DPPC molecules,
cholesterols, water molecules, phospholipid tails, phosps
atoms, and cholesterol rings, portrayed in Eig. 4. All dgnsi
profiles are consistent with a thickening of the bilayer with
an increasing amount of cholesterol: the molecules and thei
constituent atomic groups are pushed towards the wateephas
Still, it is clear that for all cholesterol concentratiom?PC
molecules largely stay within a distance of 3 nm from the cen-
ter, while cholesterols and DPPC tails can be found within
about 2nm. We can conclude that cholesterol is located in
the hydrophobic interior of the bilayer. The penetration of
water into the bilayer becomes more difficult with incregsin
-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 ¢ amountsofcholesterol: this reflects both the thickeninipef
bilayer, and the increasing densities in the headgroupmnegi
< [n m] The lipid / water interface also seems to become steeper. The
electron density of DPPC in the hydrophobic tail region de-
creases with the cholesterol content, which is compensgted

centrations as follows: 0.0 % (dash-dotted grey), 4.7 %ddméck), an increasing cholesterol electron density. By compaiimg t

12.5% (solid grey), 20.3% (dashed black), 29.7% (dasheg)gre electron densities for cholesterol and cholesterol rirsgesys,
and 50.0 % (dash-d,otted black). ’ =~ we can conclude that only the short acyl chain of cholesterol

can approach the bilayer center.

Both the total electron density profile and the densities for
. . molecular species and atomic groups can be compared to pre-
spondsto th.e methylene groups in the DPPC talils. When MOous simulations. Here we will concentrate on simulations
cholesterol is present, the headgroup-headgroup diStaNCe _ N Bor writh ~halactaral ot — 2nale (LfeE R T o =50,
creases, i. e., the bilayer gets thicker, and the electrogitjfe o= === r=-===-so-=~-=---==
in the bilayer center decreases slightly. In addition, the-d =5 <=« === - = 2== ===~ - == n==-=r=7

itv in the tail redion | d the densit filevben ulation studies, the peaks that indicate the location ofthea
sityin the taifrégion increases, and the density profiie/ee roups for pure DPPC are located approximately at the same
the center and the headgroups is no longer monotonically d

. S istance from the bilayer center. With 10—12.5% choles$tero
creasing. The elevation is due to the fact that the choknzlsteronly minor changes in the total densities can be observed. Ex
ring structure, which resides in the phospholipid tail oggi

: . T cept in the case of Tu et al., increasing amounts of cholaster
has a higher electron density than do phospholipid tails. lead to a larger bilayer thickness and a slightly decreastad! t

density in the bilayer center. All studies show an increased
density in the phospholipid tail region. By investigatifgt

{
|
|
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FIG. 3 Total electron density profiles as functions of distanfrom
bilayer center. The curves correspond to the various ctesteon-

400 FT T T T

5~ 300k 3 200 5 DPPC or water densities, one may also note that all studies
! . 3150 © - . .
g 200k E g clearly indicate that the lipid/ water interface becomegeno
o, : 1100 o abrupt. Our findings for the distribution of phosphorus atom
& 100 150 @ agree well with those of Smondyrev et al.: when the choles-
0F Ll 40 terol content increases, the peaks are narrowed and stufted
AL 1 300 wards the water phase. In all, density profiles computedusin
"-’g 300¢ ] ‘*‘E slightly different force fields are, for the most part, catesnt
€ 200F 1200 = with each other.
%., 100 100 %., Our results are also consistent with diffraction experitaen
ok Jo on DPPC and DMPC bilayers. Nagle et al. have determined
60 HHHHHHHHH P :: 200 the structure Of a fU”y hydrated pure DPPC b”ayer in the
aN: I\ dis0 @ liquid disordered phase using X-ray diffraction (Nagle ket a
E 40 F I e i ; g 1996). The form of the density profile from our simulations
L 20F ‘.?.\. I . ‘fl i 100 9, of pure DPPC closely resembles Nagle’s electron density pro
SO i a4 F % oy 1% @ ile for pure DPPC atr = 323K. The head-head distance
O L e e et O obtained from Nagle’s experiment and that determined from
3-2-101233-2-10123 our density profiles also are in good agreement. As for the in-
z[nm] z[nm] fluence of cholesterol, MciIntosh has published X-ray diffra

tion experiments on model membranes containing choldstero
FIG. 4 Electron density profiles for molecular species amnir@ and p_r19§;_)r_1c2|i_p_iqS_\£vith saturated tails containing 12— 18 ca
groups: (a) DPPC, (b) cholesterol, (c) water, (d) DPPC 1@  bons (Mcintosh, 1978). His DLPC/cholesterol systems in the

phosphorus atom (P), and (f) cholesterol ring system. Theesu f|yid phase behave in a qualitatively similar way as do our
correspond to the cholesterol concentrations as |ndlaatEug.§. DPPC/ cholesterol bilayers. By comparing the electronidens



ties from systems with different phospholipids and ch@lesdt  average area occupied by each molecular species present in
to the densities from pure phospholipid bilayers, Mcintoshthe bilayer.

also establishes the location of the cholesterol ring &iradn

the bilayer. Our studies support his view. In addition, ¢eare LR L B B O B
more recent neutron diffraction studies of DMPC/ choledter

bilayers. The studies by Douliez et al. and Léonard et al.

clearly show that substituting 30 % of the phospholipids by Ko 0.6
cholesterol in a pure DMPC bilayer in the liquid disordered c

.‘....
[nm?]
o
()]
[
[ ]
[ ]

©
~

phase increases the bilayer thickness (Douliez et al.,;1996 <
Leonard et al, 2001). Léonard et al. have also invesijat ~— () 5
the location of cholesterol in the bilayer, and concludeat th A '
cholesterol is located well within the hydrophobic core- Al N
though DPPC has longer hydrocarbon tails than DMPC, the

cholesterol ring structure should be located in the samemeg 4
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cholesterol is indeed situated in the non-polar regions #sa
case in Douliez's and McIntosh’s experiments. 0 10 20 30 40 5C

x [%0]

FIG.5 Average area per molecule as function of cholestemten-

. tration. The inset shows the average areas per DPR@r{d choles-
Together, the above results ascertain that our model COtarq| () computed as in a recent simulation study by HofsaR et al.

rectly describes the behavior of the dimensions of the biThe errors are smaller than the markers.
layer and the ordering of the non-polar phospholipid tadls a
functions of the cholesterol content. Further, the stmectf The average area per molectieias a function of choles-
our DPPC/ChOIeSterOI bilayer in the I’lorma| dil’ection iS'COﬂ tero| Concentration is portrayed in F|g: :5 As mentioned in
sistent with results from previous computations and experisection III.A, it is evident thata idecreases with the choles-
ments. This is very satisfactory, but in addition, we need tqerol content, and that the results agree well with previims

ensure that our bilayers truly are in the fluid state, i. eaf th jjation studies'(Chiu et al., 20002; HofsaR et al.. 2003).

there is no translational long-range order. This can berasce e would n'E)t_, "however, like Chiu et al., dare to hazard

tained by examining the rac_zlial distribution_ functions (RDPF 4 guess thata i decreases linearly with and use this as-

for e.g. phosphorus and nitrogen atoms in the DPPC headymption to compute the average areas per phospholipid and

groups. For instance the N—N radial distribution functionscnolesterol. It is not obvious, in the first place, that therav

Ca|CU|ated in two dimensions fOI‘ VariOUS Ch0|ester0| CORCe age area per Cho'estero| or DPPC is independent Of Chaﬁaster

trations have large nearest-neighbor peaks ato:82nmand  ¢ontent, as these authors seem to imply.

show essentially no structure beyond= 1:5nm (data not  Another way to divide the total area between DPPC and

shown). Additional calculations for other pairs of atomslan cnglesterol molecules has also been suggested (Hofsag et a

for the center of mass positions of the DPPC and cholesterqoog')_' By computing the total area and volume of the simu-

molecules lead to a similar conclusion, i.e., there is ne lat|ation box as functions of the cholesterol content and nkin

eral long-range structure. Hence, we can be confident that 0 number of assumptions, one can arrive at estimates for the

bilayers are either in the liquid disordered or liquid oeter ayerage areas occupied by DPPC and cholesterol molecules.

phase, as they should. With this, we consider our model to b, this case, an important assumption is that the average vol

valid. ume of a cholesterol molecule can be, for all concentrations
taken to be the volume occupied by a cholesterol molecule in
a cholesterol crystal. Further, it is assumed that all sfgce

E. Estimating Average Areas per Molecule in occupied by DPPC, cholesterol, or water, i. e., that then®is

Multi-Component Bilayers free volume or area. The average areas per DPPC and choles-
terol, aj ;. andag,,, obtained along these lines from our

The average area per molecule, which is obtained by didata, are shown in the inset of Fig. 5. These closely resemble
viding the total area of the bilayer by the total number ofthe corresponding results by Hofsaf et al.
molecules, is a well-defined concept in one-component lipid A yet further method of distributing the area among the

llllllllllllllllllllllllll

D. Radial Distribution Functions

guantity can be defined for multi-component bilayers. It is a1998). In Voronoi tessellation for a bilayer, the center aias

useful quantity when simulation results are compared to exCM) coordinates of the molecules comprising the bilayer ar
periments. Its interpretation, however, is less clearfediint  projected onto the xy plane. An arbitrary point in this plane
lipids and sterols could occupy significantly differentamts  is considered to belong to a particular Voronoi cell, if it is
of area. Hence, it would be desirable to be able to estimate thcloser to the CM position associated with that cell than 4 an



other one. In this way one can calculate the total area assoaize fluctuates weakly, the size of an element will vary gligh
ated with the CM positions of e. g. the DPPC molecules androm configuration to configuration. In the z direction, oe th
then scale this quantity by the number of DPPC moleculesther hand, the size of the elements has been fixed to 0.1 nm,
in a monolayer. The resulting average areas per DPPC arahd we only consider grid points within 3 nm from the bilayer
cholesterola],, . andaf, ., as functions of the cholesterol center.

content, are depicted in Fig. 6.
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Voronoi tessellation. The errors for DPPC are smaller themtark-
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ers.
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These values for the areas per DPPC and cholesteroldo dif- -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 3-2-101 23
fer from those reported by HofsaR et al. This is due to the fac x [nm] x [nm]
that the assumptions inherent to the respective method$dea
different ways of distributing the free area in the bilay®ur- FIG. 7 Cross-sections of bilayer with 20 % cholesterol at 1§90
ther, basic Voronoi analysis does not, in any way, allow ene t PPPC grid elements have been coloured red, cholesteroeengr
take into account the close-packed sizes of the molecules. #1d water blue. The remaining area, i. e., the free area, itewfhe
may well be that the area, which from the point of view of thepanels_ corregpond to slices at different distancé®m the bilayer
Voronoi analysis belongs to cholesterol, as a matter of facCeer (8) bilayer center, (i 1nm, (¢)z  1:7nm, (d)z
would be covered by projected coordinates of atoms from a
DPPC molecule.

The grids can be used to view given slices of the bilay-
ers: they show cross-sections of DPPC, cholesterol, anetwat
F. Slicing Membranes molecules, as well as patches of free area. Pictures ofslice
can be illustrative as such, and Fifj. 7 contains a selecfion o
We are now confronted by fundamental questions relevarguch slices for the case of 20% cholesterol. From Figs. 4
to both one- and multi-component bilayer systems. How carand:7(a) we can conclude that there is quite large amounts
we find estimates for the average close-packed cross-sattio of free area in the bilayer center, and that cholesterads tail
areas for the molecular species present in a one-componentom a given mpnolayer extend to the opposite monolayer.
composite bilayer? Further, how can we estimate the averag@anel (b) in Figi,7 portrays the region where DPPC tails and
amount of free area in a membrane? cholesterol ring structures should, according to E'.ig. dido
Our approach to answer these questions bears a certain mate. DPPC tails can be recognized as circular red strigture
semblance to tomography. We map each configuration on and the green formations are cross-sections of cholestegol
number of rectangular three-dimensional grids as follolvs. structures. Part (c) is a cross-section of the bilayer asa di
a grid point lies within the van der Waals radius of an atomtancez  1:7nm from the bilayer center. Some cholesterol
belonging to a DPPC molecule, this point is considered ocis still present in this slice, and there are also small arteoun
cupied, and otherwise empty, on a grid keeping account off water. The amount of free area is significantly smallentha
DPPC molecules. Grid points within van der Waals radiagn the bilayer center. Panel (d) finally shows a cross seetion
of atoms belonging to cholesterol, in turn, will be occupiedz ~ 2nm: there are DPPC headgroups, substantial amounts
on a grid characterizing the cholesterol molecules. Rmall ~ of water, and very little cholesterol.
grid for water molecules is constructed analogously. Inxthe From the grids constructed for DPPC, cholesterol, and wa-
plane the grids haveo0 100 elements. Because the systemter, we can compute total area profiles for the various molec-



ular species, that is, average total areas occupied by theer described above.

molecules as functions of the distance from the bilayer cen-

ter. In addition, we can calculate free area profiles, ilee, t TT T[T T T T[T T T T[T T T T[T T T T TTTT
amount of free area as a function of the distance from the bi- 100 .
layer center. In practice, this is achieved by traversirg th C (a) ]
grids slice by slice and augmenting the various area profiles 80 | ]
If a grid element in a certain slice at a distancérom the ’\O r ]
bilayer center is occupied in, say, the DPPC grid, butnotin o 60 -
the cholesterol or water grids, we increment the total afea o % o T
DPPC in that slicea ¢ (z), by an area corresponding to a Z 40+ / W —
grid element. If, on the other hand, a grid point at a distance V¥ - ,/. .‘\ ]
from the center is occupied by neither DPPC nor cholesterol, 20 __I/’/ \ -
nor water, the total free ar@a:.. (z) in the slice in question is Ly \I
incremented. In the end we average over the total area ofile N T T T Y l*
constructed separately for each configuration. This prnaeed LI L L L LB L LB LB
leads to a definition of free area which is similar in nature to 40 - / E
the concept of empty free volume introduced by Marrink et C (b) J \-\ ]
al. to characterize a pure DPPC bilayier (Marrink et al., 996 30 F oo T N 3
Figure,| III I'—' exemplifies the computation of the various area A _ C / \ ]
profiles for a bilayer with 20 % cholesterol. 2 C I! ]
= 200 ]
0.6_lll'llll'llll'llll'llll'lllL \/ E .’-,—__—//\\__——\\-\‘ E
N i I 10 1/ vl
ig \ /] C I't \\\. ]
B T /
: 0411 ' 0—.",",/’,,.,1,,,,|,,,,|..,,\\,'T.',—
A 3 2 -1 0 1 2 c
Q
g 02 z [nm]
q:w FIG.9 Numbers of (a) DPPC and (b) cholesterol moleculesras fu
v tions of distance from bilayer center. The curves corredporthe
0.0¢ il L T T L cholesterol concentrations as indicated in Flg 3. Thererace of
the order less than 1 %.
3 -2 -1 O 1 2 z
z [nm] To find the average numbers of DPPC and cholesterol

FIG. 8 Area profiles for bilayer with 20 % cholesterol scalgd b
total bilayer area: DPPC area profitepppc (z)i=hA ori (solid
black), cholesterol area profit@ .1 (z)i=hA .1 (solid grey), wa-

molecules in each slice, we locate the maximum and mini-
mum z coordinates of each molecule with respect to the bi-
layer center, taking into account the finite size of the con-
stituent atoms. The molecule is considered to be present in
all the slices between these points. By averaging over all

ter area profilea , ater (z)i=hA oc i (dashed black), free area profile molecules of a certain species and over all configuratioas, w

A e (z)1=MA o 1 (dashed grey). The errors of the scaled areas areyrrive at the average numbers of DPPC molecules and choles-
of the order of a few per cent.

G. Close-Packed Areas for DPPC and Cholesterol

terols as functions of the distance from the bilayer center,
denoted by pppc (z)i and N chop (z)i, shown in Fig.i.
Perhaps the most notable feature in I#ig 9 is that all curves
peak in the bilayer center. This is due to so-called inter-
digitation: a substantial part of both DPPC and cholesterol
molecules extend to the opposite monolayer. On both sides of

To gain understanding of the effect of cholesterol on thethe peak, there are broad plateaus, which reflect the amount
properties of phospholipid bilayers, we first concentrate o of molecules of a certain species in a monolayer. Eventually
the behavior of the cross-sectional area profiles for DPRIC anat about3nm from the bilayer center for DPPC aadm for
cholesterol. Hence, we need to know both the total areas afholesterol, the curves decay to zero.

DPPC and cholesterol and the average numbers of respec-There seem to be two effects that together contribute to the
tive molecules as functions of the distance from the bilayethickening of the bilayer, both visible in Fig’_l 9. First, the

center.

molecules, denoted byApppc (z)iand A 4. (z)4, for the

The total areas occupied by DPPC and cholester@lPPC molecules are extended. Cholesterol molecules, on the

other hand, are not significantly elongated. These observa-

different cholesterol concentrations are computed in the-m tions are quite plausible, as the presence of cholestaadtle



to a smaller amount of gauche defects in the acyl chains of AL ILELELELE ILELELELE UL LRI LR

o
=
—
>
D
v
T
U
(@]
3
=]
D
(@]
c
D
)
1
5!
S
-
!
w1
lzo N
D
Qn
—_F
(ol
—
=0
)
=3
[}
<
D
=
>
o
=
3
S8
o
)
1
o
D
I
~
£
>

on the other hand, with its rigid ring structure and shotff tai & 0.3
does not undergo such significant extension. )
The second effect partially responsible for the thickening

is that with a larger cholesterol content a smaller amount

of DPPC and cholesterol molecules extend to the opposite
monolayer. Further, the ones that protrude do not penetrate
quite as deep into the opposite leaflet as they do at low choles 0.1
terol concentrations. In a pure DPPC bilaygg% of the T T
DPPC molecules protrude to the opposite monolayer, while UL IR LR IR I
at 29:7% cholesterol the corresponding figure4is%. The

effect is stronger for cholesterol: At:7% and29:7% con-
centrations, respectivelyl % and17% of the molecules ex- 7
tend to the opposite bilayer. As the cholesterol hydroxyl is &
thought to be anchored to the DPPC headgroup via direct hy- <
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drogen bonding or through water bridges {Chiu et al., 2002; "
Pasenkiewicz-Gierula et al., 2000), this effect may be tamlip S
to the elongation of the DPPC molecules. N

Equipped with the total areas occupied by the molec-
ular species together with the average numbers of these
molecules as functions of distance from the bilayer cen-
ter, we can now compute the average cross-sectional
areas for DPPC and cholesterol across a membrane,
apprc (2) Mpppc (2)i=MNppec_(2)1 and a1 (z) z [nm'l
A 01 (2) =N 01 (2) 4, Shown in Fig, 10.

It should not come as a surprise that the cross-section®G. 10 Cross-sectional close-packed areas for (a) DPPGtand
close-packed area occupied by a DPPC or cholestera@holesterol molecules as functions of distance from bilayter.
molecule is not constant along the bilayer normal. In theThe curves correspond to the cholesterol concentratioimsiasted
case of DPPC, there are significant changes in the form df Fig.i3. The errors are of the order of a few percent. In theewa
aprpc (z) When the cholesterol content is increased. A maxPhase, the relative errors far.., are somewhat larger.
imum located at approximately 1 nm from the bilayer center
for a pure DPPC bilayer becomes at intermediate cholesterol
concentrations a plateau@s  1:5nm from the center, and way of mappinga, »pc (z) With order parameter profiles (see
finally with 29:7% cholesterol in the bilayer developsinto two also Section 111.K). The maximum that developszat 2nm,
small maxima at 0.5 nm and 2 nm with a shallow minimum ine. g., is a result of contributions from both tails and head-
between. groups. From separate cross-sectional area profiles for the

These changes iy o (z) are for the most part due to the two tails and the headgroup of a DPPC molecule (data not
behavior of the phospholipid tails: they occur in regiongweh  shown), we found that when the cholesterol concentration in
the tail densities are high and where there are little or malhe creases, the cross-sectional area occupied by the taibport
groups. This can be deduced by comparing the electron dengi a DPPC molecule decreases as a consequence of ordering,
ties for DPPC molecules and DPPC tails in Figs. 4(a) and (d)while the area occupied by the headgroup seems to be increas-
In addition, we should note that the electron density prefile ing slightly (data not shown). The maximumat 2nm at
for the DPPC tails and the, »» ¢ (z) curves have many fea- intermediate and high cholesterol concentrations is hesce
tures common. This allows us to, at least partially, interpr lated to the interplay of the decreasing tail contributiatina
the behavior ofappsc (z) from the point of view of order- plateau centered at  1nm and the slightly increasing head
ing. The most substantial ordering effect with large amsunt contribution that peaks at  2nm.
of cholesterol present in the bilayer occurs for carbonfi@ t  In the case of cholesterol the cross-sectional close-piacke
middle of the tail, see Fig. 2. Close to the headgroups andrea of a molecule is changed only weakly when the choles-
in the bilayer center the ordering effects of cholesterel ar terol concentration is increased. The slight decrease with
more modest. As increased order correlates with a deceasiran increasing can be explained by the tilt of the cholesterol
area occupied by the tails, one expects that with an incdeasenolecules. At high concentrations, almost all cholesteaoe
cholesterol content the cross-sectional area per DPP@xppr oriented nearly parallel to the bilayer normal (data notatjo
imately at a distance 1 nm from the bilayer should decreaset low concentrations, on the other hand, the distributién o
Our findings are consistent with this picture. the angle between the bilayer normal and the ring struciese b

This is not to say, however, that there would exist a simplecomes more broad and flat, i. e., the molecules are more tilted
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with respect to the bilayer normal. Hence the cross-sestionH. Free Area
appear larger at low concentrations.

The general form of,.; (z) is compatible with our idea of
the structure of the cholesterol molecule: narrow in thayt
center where the small cholesterol tails reside and bro@devh 0.3
the ring structure is located. It also reflects the thickgrdh )
the bilayer, as the maxima associated with the ring strastur "
are pushed towards the water phase when more cholesterolE
is present. This picture, overall, supports the commorebeli =,
that the average area per cholesterol in a phospholipigdyila o 0.2 )
is largely unaltered by the amount of cholesterol in theyita

Our results forg,o1 (z) can be compared to the outcome of

TTT TTTT LU TTTT TTTT LU
I I I I I

e

S

model of cholesterol made of plastic was immersed in a tube 0.1

filled with water. This experiment resulted in a steric pefil

for cholesterol, i.e., a profile of the cross-sectional avea 3 -2 -1 0 1 2

cupied by cholesterol. This steric profile and auf.; (z),

especially at high cholesterol concentrations, bear arisdrp Z [nm]

ingly good resemblance to each other. The steric profile mea-

sured by Rothman and Engelman displays a plateau whefdG. 11 Free areas per molecule as functions of distance fiiem

the cholesterol rings are located, with cross-sectioredsof layer center for different cholesterol concentrationse tbrvles cor-

the order of 0.25nf In the region where the cholesterol respond to the cholesterol concentrations as indicateairBF

tail is located, they report a small maximum: here the cross-

sectional areas are of the order of 0.15nm We now turn our attention to the behavior of free area
Itis clearly difficult to describe the close-packed area of gprofiles for bilayers with different amounts of cholesterol

DPPC or cholesterol molecule by a single number. Of coursé,n Fig. :-1-1’. we show the average amount O.f free area per
we could attempt to define the close-packed area of e.g. BOlecule, i.€.a5ee MR geiN, wheren is the total
DPPC molecule in a given DPPC/cholesterol bilayer as thé]umber of molecules_—both phospholipids and cholesterol—
maximum of the relevans, - (z) profile, but this would in a monolayer. The figure clearly _shows that the amount of
not give accurate information about the packing of DPPC andf€€ aréa per molecule decreases in all regions of the bjlaye
cholesterol molecules in a composite bilayer. Despite thés i.e., for all values ofz, with an increasing cholesterol con-
may note that the maximum values are useful at least whelfnt Compared to the case of pure DPPC, 4.7 % cholesterol

assessing the plausibility of the close-packed area psdfile in the bilayer leads to a free area per molecule reduced by ap-
DPPC and cholesterol molecules. proximately 7% in all regions of the bilayer. With 12.59%,

i 20.3%, and 29.7 % cholesterol in the bilayer, the free area pe

In the case of DPPC the maxima assume values betwegfjyiecule is decreased by 20%, 35%, and 45%. One may
0.36nnt and 0.42nm. These values can be compared t0 e that the behavior of the total area of the bilayer cannot
the average area per molecule in a pure DPPC bilayer in thge explained by the reduced free area only. The occupied
gel state, where the contribution of the free area to the tota;;eg i e. the area taken up by DPPC, cholesterol, or water
area assigned to a phospholipid molecule is expected to hggjecules, also decreases with more cholesterol. Foriosta
rather minor. Experiments have yielded an area per moleculghen 3094 of the DPPC molecules are substituted by choles-
of approximately 0.48 ni(Nagle and Tristram-Nagle, 2000), tero, the amount of occupied area decreases by approimate
and MD simulations suggest thet i = 0:46nm” (Venable 394
et al., 2000). An exact comparison is not meaningful, since Figure!1l also demonstrates that an increasing cholesterol
DPPC/cholesterol mixtures, especially with high choleste .ontentina bilayer implies that the form of the free area pro
concentrations, have structures quite different from @puryje s altered. Nevertheless, the different curves cowadp
DPPC bilayer in the gel state. However, the comparisong 1 the various cholesterol concentrations have cefegin
shows that the magnitude of the close-packed areas for DPR{;as in common: the free area profiles all have a maximum
molecules is rational. in the bilayer center, and there is more free area per malecul

In a similar fashion, the maxima of the,,.; z) profiles in the water phase than in the tail and headgroup regions. For
can be compared to values extracted from experiments opure DPPC and low cholesterol concentrations, we observe
cholesterol crystals. The maxima found in this study desgea a minimum of free area per moleculeat 1:7nm. For
monotonically from 0.33nrmto 0.29nn? when the choles- large cholesterol concentrations the minimum is still prés
terol concentration changes fronv % t029:7%. Ina choles-  but due to the thickening of the bilayer it is pushed towards
terol crystal, the area per cholesterol, which in this case ¢ largerz: e.g. for 30% it can be found a&  2nm. This
tains both occupied and free area, has been reported to Ib@nimum can, for all cholesterol concentrations, be associ
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and references therein). located slightly behind the headgroups in a region wherk bot
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tails and headgroups are present. The density of watersn threlated. Free volume theory is a simple but appealing model
region is already substantial, while there is very littl®lgs-  for explaining such dependencies.

terol. When the cholesterol concentration is increasesh al  Free volume theory was originally developed for describ-
another flat, plateau-like minimum starts to develop betwee ing the transport properties of glass-forming fluids (Cotued

the bilayer center and the minimum associated with the maxiTurnbull, 1959; Macedo and Litovitz, 1965; Turnbull and Co-

mum in the DPPC density, i.e.at 1 2nm. The plateau hen, 1961, 1970). It was subseguently adapted to modeling

is almost constant through the tail and headgroup regidns. two-dimensional diffusior; (Aimeida et al., 1992; Galla &t a

has counterparts in the area profiles of DPPC and cholesteradl979;'MacCarthy and Kozak, 19872 Vaz et al-, 1985) and is
the cross-sectional DPPC area displays here a flat minimumsually in this context dubbed free area theory. Free aea th
and the cholesterol area a broad maximum (see:_F_’ig. 10). Wery, a two-dimensional mean-field model for diffusion, can b
can thus conclude that the changes in the form of the free arassed to at least qualitatively describe lateral self-difim in
profile are intimately related to modifications in the pagkin lipid bilayers {Almeida et al.,; 1992). According to free are
of the molecules in the bilayer. theory, lateral diffusion of a lipid or sterol in a bilayerrie-

It is evident that the free area profiles are related to the restricted by the occurrence of a free area greater than some

location and diffusion of solutes inside membranes. MD sim-<ritical area adjacent to the diffusing molecule. A diffugi

and Laaksonen, 2001) and benzene (Bassolino-Klimas et atens of nanoseconds (Tieleman et al., 1997; Vattulainen and
1993) are preferentially located in the hydrophobic core re Mouritsen, 2003)—in a cage formed by its neighbors, and
gion of a membrane. Also, it is known that certain non-polarthen, given a large enough activation energy and an adjacent
probe molecules, e. g. diphenylhexatriene, prefer theybila free area, jumps.

servations are in accord with our suggestion that the frea ar diffusion coefficient of a lipid or sterol diffusing in a bifar

is largest in the bilayer center. depends on the free area and the packing properties as fol-
There are two other simulation studies where quantitiesows (Almeida et al., 1992):

similar in nature to our free area profile have been calcu-

lated for DPPC or DPPC/cholesterol bilayers. Marrink et Dr exp( ap=asg): )

al. have calculated a so-called empty free volume profile for

pure DPPC(Marrink et al., 1996). This should give essdptial Hereaq is an estimate for the average cross-sectional area for
the same information about the amount of average free area fh DPPC or cholesterol molecule aagdis a measure for the

a given cross-section of the bilayer as does our free area prgverage amount of free area per molecule in the bilayer.

file for pure DPPC. Our profile does indeed show the same To examine the validity of Eq. (3) we compute the lateral
general features as Marrink’s: a maximum in the bilayer cendiffusion coefficients for DPPC and cholesterol molecules a
ter and minima near the headgroup region. Tu et al. have alsdfferent cholesterol concentrations. The lateral tratifu-
looked at the influence of 12.5% cholesterol on a so-callegion coefficients can be computed using the following Einste
lent to our total free area scaled by the total area of thgdila

If we compare such scaled free areas (data not shown) to Tu’s , 1 ,
data, we see that the scaled profiles have many features in Dr= 1o m i ) mOFi: (4)
common. One difference is that the bilayer thickening is not =1

visible in Tu's results, while it can be clearly distingush o0 ) is the CM position of moleculéat timetand the
from ours. The thickening has also been verified experimeng n, is over all molecules of a given species. The lateral dif-
tally. Furth_er, t_here are some dlff_erer_mes in the de_tarbemf fusion coefficients have been calculated by following the po
of the profiles in the bilayer interior, i. e., the locationth®  jinn of each molecule in the upper (lower) monolayer with
minima are slightly different. As Tu et al. point out, the-dif - oqnect o the center of mass position of the corresponding
ferences are probably due to different computational model upper (lower) monolayer. Thus, should there be any drié, th
motion of the CM of each monolayer has been taken into ac-
count.
I. Lateral Diffusion and Free Area Results for lateral diffusion coefficients are shown in
Fig.\12. The lateral diffusion coefficients for both DPPC and
We have seen that an increasing cholesterol concentratiarholesterol decrease monotonically with an increasingesho
reduces the amount of free area per molecule in the bilayderol content. This reduction is qualitatively consisteuith

N 3gecies

to expect that these properties of the bilayer and the obderv tion spectroscopy (FCS) measurements should hence give us a
modifications in them with the cholesterol concentratiom ar good reference. In FCS measurements for DLPC/cholesterol
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[Tr T [T [T rrrrrrrrrrr] far, and the significance of this detail will now be considkre
i T To jump to an adjacent empty site, a diffusing molecule needs
energy to overcome an activation barrier. In free area theor
3 this is accounted for by letting the lateral diffusion coméint
L~ i be proportional to a Boltzmann factetp ( E .=k T ), where
- g E . is the activation barrier. As a growing cholesterol concen-
- i . tration increases the ordering of the DPPC tails and thezefo

[
o
]

1
I

— reduces the area per molecule, it seems reasonable to expect
thatk , should increase with the cholesterol content. Experi-

D+ [10'8 e’ s'l]
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recent study, Filippov et al. used NMR to study the laterl di
0 10 20 30 40 50 fusionin palmitoyloleoylphosphocholine/ cholesterotiadi-
0 oleoylphosphocholine/ cholesterol bilayers over a cliete$
x [%0] concentration range of 0— 45 mol % {Filippov et al., 2003b).
Atsmall , they found the apparent (Arrhenius) diffusion bar-
rier to be approximately constant, while for largethe dif-
fusion barrier increased markedly. Hence, the neglectef th
energy term mightin our case lead to slight underestimates f

systems Korlach et al. found that when the cholesterol cont—he reduction of the lateral diffusion coefficients.
Y ) Summarizing, we have found that free area theory correctly

i i 0,
centration was increased from 0% to 60 %.;_for DLPC redicts the reduction of the lateral diffusion coefficeewith

------------- n increasing cholesterol concentration. At the same time i

though the acyl chains of DLPC molecules are shorter thageems unnecessary to aim for a quantitative descriptidmn wit

those Qf DPPC m’olecule_s, our findings are in reasonable auch a simple framework. Instead of being based on mean-
cord with Korlach’s experiments.

Let us now consider the implications of our results to freefield arguments, a full theoretical description of laterdid
e imp " sion should account for local free volume fluctuations in the
area theory for lateral diffusion. In free area theory, th#-c

cal arem. is essentially a number describing the close-pack icinity of_dlffusmg molecule_s. Atomlc-scale MD studies i
0" y NG IN€ CI0SE-PaCKeG;s yirection should be feasible in the near future.

cross-sectional molecular area of the diffusant. In theesam

spirit, the average free area per molecadshould be charac-

terized by a single number. We have, however, seen that thg area Compressibility

free areas per molecule and the areas per DPPC and choles-

terol molecules are functions of the distance from the litay | ateral diffusion is clearly influenced by the average

center. Hence, it seems that a two-dimensional mean-fielgy,,ynt of free area in the bilayer. However, not only the-aver
model might be a too simplistic means of describing lateral,ge free area, but also fluctuations in the amount of free area

diffusion. should play a role here. Recall that free area theory states
In our opinion, one should at least not expect free aregnat g diffusion jump is not possible unless there is a large

theory to yield quantitative results. It might, howevenei engygh free area next to the diffusant (Aimeida et al., 1.992)
qualitative predictions about trends in cases where e&. th arge enough free areas are a result of fiuctuations, ancthenc
ch_olesterol content in a bilayer is increased. With _thls_ iNye would expect diffusion to depend on the magnitude of the
mind, let us assume that the cholesterol concentration in g,cyations: decreasing fluctuations and slowed latefal-di
DPPC/cholesterol bilayer rises from 4.7 % to 29.7%. If Wejon should be coupled. For similar reasons, it is likelyt tha

now use the largest possible values for the fractianss,  hermeation of molecules across membranes can at least par-
free area theory will give us upper bounds for the reductionjy|ly pe explained by area fluctuations in membranes.

of the lateral diffusion coefficients. The lateral diffusioo- We may quantify area fluctuations in different regions of
efficient for DPPC should according to free area theory bgnhe membrane as follows. The starting point is the average
now reduced by a factor three at most, angd for cholesterol occupied arean ... (z)1, i. e., the area which is not free but
should decrease by a factor of two. As a matter of fact, the,ccupied by DPPC, cholesterol, or water molecules. The oc-
lateral diffusion coefficients for both DPPC and choledtero cupied area obviously varies with the distance from theyila

computed from the simulation data are reduced much morgenier,. Based on the occupied area we define an area com-
strongly, see Fig. 12. We can conclude that Efj. (3) tends Bressibility as follows:

underestimate the changes in the values of the laterakibffu
coefficients. Mo ()1

FIG. 12 Lateral diffusion coefficients of DPPC ) and cholesterol
() molecules as functions of cholesterol concentration.

Even though the discrepancies in the predictions of &q. (3) @) el h A2 (2)i &
and the computed lateral diffusion coefficients do exist, we
cannot immediately declare free area theory incompleteHereks is the Boltzmann constant amdaZ_i= mZ_i

There is a detail that has been overlooked in our discussion $a ...i*. The area compressibility is a measure of the fluctu-
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ations in the occupied area: a high compressibility indisat small here, while the electron densities of the cholesteyel
small fluctuations and a low compressibility, correspogllin  droxyl groups peak (data not shown). Very few cholesterol
large fluctuations. Hence, the area compressibility shbald rings, and hence tails with less order than at 1 nm, and pos-
related to the permeation of small solutes, as well as for theibly also the interface between hydrophobic and hydragphil

lateral diffusion of lipids and sterols. parts, lead to slightly larger area fluctuations here. Thida
have consequences for the permeation of small molecules.
1500F I I T T e Knowing that there are larger area fluctuations in this negio

than elsewhere, does not, however, tell us how permeation is
affected. Jedlovszky et al., e. g., found in a recent sirarat

I I i

= - : | | | g
& - I \ \;‘ 1 . study of DMPC/cholesterol that the region with the choles-
© 1000 /! i i 1 - terol hydroxyl groups is indeed important from the point of
E i / '\!‘-‘ j =\ ] view of permeation!(Jedlovszky and Mezei, 2003). The ef-
> - 7 , - i T \ . fect on the actual rate of the permeation process, nevedsel
(=] - ] = ~ R J b
= ook |/ AN i [ N must depend on the properties of the permeant molecule.
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K. Close-Packed Areas from Ordering of Acyl Chains?

O llllllllllllllllllllllllllll

Let us return to the average area per DPPC and investigate
whether anything can be said about the close-packed area of a
DPPC molecule based on the chain order parameters. Tradi-
Z [n m] tionally, the use of deuterium NMR experiments to determine

(@8]

FIG. 13 Area compressibilities as functions of distanceftilayer  values '(|\j_a_\g|§- and Tristram-Nagle, 2000). This is not so much

center. The curyes correspond to the cholesterol contiemsaas  due to the underlying results for the order parameters as due

indicated in Fig, 3. The errors are between 10 and 20 %. to the interpretation of the results. Petratche et al. hatrer
recently suggested a way of relating the deuterium order pa-

Figure, 18 shows the area compressibility profiles computegameter to the average chain travel distance along theesilay
for systems with different amounts of cholesterol. Befare f ormal (Pétrache et al.; 1§99):

cusing on the behavior of, (z), let us stress that these quan- =~~~ ""7==7°°~ r !
tities are sensitive to force fields and various computafion D= Dy 14 85c, 1 ©6)
details and can only be used for discussing qualitativedsen n 2 3

with an increasing cholesterol content.

Regardless of the cholesterol content, all compressibilit HereId ,iis the average chain travel distance along the bi-
profiles have a minimum in the bilayer center. Moreover, thdayer normal for segment, D, the maximum travel per
values of compressibility are identical in the center. Tiie-s methylene for all-trans chains oriented perpendicularithe
ation in the water phase makes sense: we expect that the coRilayer, andsg, the deuterium order parameter for segment
pressibilities, irrespective of the cholesterol contesipuld ~ n. By assuming thata i Ve, =ID o i, wherevcy, is
be approximately similar. The interesting regions are #ile t the volume per methylene group (this is only trueff? i
and head ones. The compressibility profiles show two maxim#D » £*, see {Pefrache et al,, 1999)) and recalling Eg. (2), we
between the bilayer center and the water phase, the first at aiay write:
proximately 1 nm from the bilayer center and the second at 1 1 3 oA

. . 0
17 2:0nm, depending on the cholesterol concentration. Be- =Si = -+ =
tween these we observe a local minimum. For pure DPPC and 2 8 8 Ay
at low cholesterol concentrations there is a very flat, plate wherea , is the area occupied by a fully ordered phospholipid
like maximum centered at 1 nm. With more cholesterol, themolecule. By examination of Figs. 2 aﬁd 10(a), we can con-
maximum grows considerably. Returning to Fﬁ'g. 4(f), we noteclude that it is unrealistic to expect that E'gi. (7) shouldwll
that the position of the growing maximum coincides with theone to extract the detailed form ef p - (z) from S,,. Nev-
location of the cholesterol ring structure. Therefore wa ca ertheless, Eq.:_:(7) might be useful in predicting the average
conclude that the cholesterol steroid rings strongly redbie  areas per DPPC molecule in the tail region, e. g. at a distance
area fluctuations in the bilayer. From the point of view of 1 nm from the bilayer center, where the headgroup density is
free area theory, the region with the ordered DPPC tails andegligible for all cholesterol concentrations.
cholesterol rings seems to be the rate-limiting region dr | To find the values of the order parameters at 1 nm from
eral diffusion of lipids and sterols. the bilayer center, we use electron density profiles caledla

The local minimum between the two maxima moves fromseparately for each methylene group in the hydrocarbaos tail
a distance 1.5nm from the bilayer center to 1.9 nm from thgdata not shown) to determine which segment is located at a
center. This means that the minimum is located in a part of thelistance 1 nm from the center for each cholesterol concentra
bilayer with the uppermost tail methylene groups and pdrts otion separately. The order parameters at 1 nm are then cal-
headgroups. The densities of cholesterol backbone are quitulated as averages over the segments whose electronydensit

2

+1 ; (7
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profiles peak at the close vicinity of 1nm and over thel the bilayer. Using this method we have computed the aver-
andsn—2 tails. The close-packed areas for DPPC at 1 nm fronage cross-sectional areas for DPPC and cholesterol, aasvell
the center, in turn, can be easily obtained fromdher ¢ (z) the total free area, as functions of the distance from the bi-
profiles. The resulting values and a fit to E'd. (7) are showrayer center. The method should be generally applicable for
in Fig.114. The fit is astonishingly good, given that Ed. (7) all kinds of pure and composite bilayers. Moreover, it could
has been developed for a pure phospholipid bilayer and ibe used for investigating bilayers with integral proteind &
based on a rather simple model. The best fit is obtained witBuch a way finding out how the bilayer structure is changed in
A, 028nm?. A, should in this case be interpreted as thethe vicinity of embedded proteins.
area occupied by the fully orderee-1 andsn—2 tails. Hence, Inspection of the cross-sectional close-packed area @sofil
the agreement with Fig. 10(a) is surprisingly good. Yet onéfor DPPC and cholesterol, i. e., the close-packed areasas fu
should not pay too much attention to the exact numericakvalutions of the distance from the bilayer center, has shown that
here, as it probably depends on the details of the force field. cholesterol alters the packing of molecules and reduces the
amount of occupied space. These phenomena have been quite
06— 17— generally explained in terms of the form of the cholesterol
r 1 molecule and the ordering effect of cholesterol on partbeft
. phospholipid tails.
. Cholesterol has also been found to significantly reduce the
_ average amount of free space in all regions of the bilayer. We
have further discovered that the form of the free area psjfile
i.e., the average amount of free area as a function of the dis-
tance from the bilayer center, is altered. These changes see
T to reflect the ones observed in the close-packed area profiles
02F — for DPPC and cholesterol. We therefore conclude that the
L 4 packing and free area properties are strongy coupled.

PR N TR T N T AN T T T S N TR Also lateral diffusion of DPPC and cholesterol molecules

04r

77

0.30 0.35 0.40 has been found to be strongly reduced with an increasing
2 cholesterol content. Further, the changes in the packiog-pr
dpppc [n m ] erties and the average amount of free area seem to be reflected

in the behavior of the lateral diffusion coefficients for DPP

FIG. 14 Order parameters vs. close-packed areas for DPP@nat 1 and cholesterol molecules. We have, however, learned that
from bilayer center. The markers represent values comgitdetthe  even though so-called free area theories correctly préuct
simulations and the solid line is a fit to these data based offffq ~ suppressed lateral diffusion with reduced free area, themle

dence cannot be quantitatively described by mean-field mod-

HofsaR et al. have used Ecj: (7) in a slightly different set-els such as free area theory. Not only are the average free

ting (Hofsaf et al;, 2003). As order parameters they hage us areas or volumes relevant for diffusion, but also the sigeieli
averages over the order parameter profiles from segment 3 taution, shape, and local fluctuations of the free volumelen t
segment 8, and the average areas per DPPC they used contlildyer are important. It would hence be interesting to see h
some free area. They, too, find that E:_é. (7) gives a very goo@holesterol influences the size distribution of free volanme
fit to their data. However, we expect that order parameters arthe bilayer.

related to close-packed cross-sectional areas for DPP@scha

rather than to average areas per DPPC containing an aybitrar

amount of free area.
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