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Probing m olecular free energy landscapes by periodic loading
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Single m olecule pulling experim entsprovide inform ation aboutinteractionsin biom olecules that

cannotbeobtained by any otherm ethod.However,thereconstruction ofthem olecule’sfreeenergy

pro�lefrom theexperim entaldata isstilla challenge,in particularfortheunstable barrierregions.

W e propose a new m ethod for obtaining the fullpro�le by introducing a periodic ram p and using

Jarzynski’sidentity forobtaining equilibrium quantitiesfrom non-equilibrium data.O ursim ulated

experim entsshow thatthism ethod deliverssigni�cantm ore accurate data than previousm ethods,

underthe constraintofequalexperim entale�ort.

PACS num bers:87.15.La,87.15.A a,05.70.Ln,87.64.D z

Introduction -A key feature ofbiologicalsystem s is

the high degree of self-organization of polym ers, pro-

teins, and other m acrom olecules,and their interaction

with sm aller com ponents such as energy providers or

m essengerm olecules[1]. These processesare ultim ately

driven by speci�c and tunable m olecular interactions.

Their detailed knowledge is thus a prerequisite for the

understanding how biologicalsystem s work on m olecu-

lar and higher levels. Recent developm ents of highly

sensitive force probes such as atom ic force m icroscopy

(AFM )[2,3],opticaland m agnetictweezers[4,5,6],and

biom em braneforceprobes[7,8]m akeitpossibletoprobe

the m olecularinteractionsofindividualbiom oleculesby

their response to m echanicalstress (see [9, 10]for re-

views). The system s studied by single m olecule pulling

experim ents can be divided in two groups: in rupture

experim ents,receptorand ligand m oleculesareattached

to a substrate and a transducer,respectively,often via

chem icallinkers.Afterallowing receptorsand ligandsto

bind,the transducer,e.g.,an AFM cantilever,is pulled

away,which causesthe receptor-ligand pairsto rupture.

Them axim um forcethem oleculecan withstand hasbeen

m easured in this way for biotin and streptavidin [2,8],

and m any otherreceptor-ligand pairs[11].Secondly,un-

and refolding experim ents probe the elastic properties

ofan individualbiom olecule. The m olecule is attached

between a substrate and a transducer,again via chem -

icallinkers. Force-extension relations are obtained by

m easuring the force asa function ofthe position ofthe

transducer. In this way one m ay explore regionsofthe

free energy landscape ofthe biom olecule far away from

therm alfolding pathways. Investigated system sinclude

DNA [12,13,14],RNA [15,16],polysaccharides[17],the

m uscle protein titin [18],the m em brane protein bacteri-

orhodopsin (BR)[19],and m any otherproteins[20].

Figure 1 shows a typical setup of single m olecule

pulling experim ents. The m olecule is attached between

thesubstratesurfaceand thecantilevertip.Theposition

ofthe cantileverx(t)ism oved according to a prescribed

experim entalprotocol.The extension ofthe m olecule is

described by a suitablereaction coordinate z given by

the position ofthe cantilevertip. For�xed extension z

z x

cantilever

G

0

Figure 1: Schem atic view ofthe experim entalsetup and a

generic free energy potentialG (z).The �rstm inim um repre-

sentsthe folded state,whereas the second shallow m inim um

representsthe unfolded state ofthe biopolym er.The coordi-

nate x denotesthe position ofthe cantilever and z the posi-

tion ofthe cantilevertip to which one end ofthe biopolym er

isattached.

and tim e t,the energy ofthe m olecule perturbed by the

cantileverspring isgiven by the tim e-dependentHam il-

tonian

H (z;t)= G (z)+ V0(z;x(t))� G (z)+
k

2
(x(t)� z)

2
;

(1)

where G (z)isthe free energy pro�leofthe unperturbed

m olecule. The second term describesthe externalforce

acting on the m olecule in term sofa harm onic potential

with e�ective spring constant k. Since the m olecule is

coupled to a heatbath attem peratureT thetim eevolu-

tion ofz isstochastic.

Traditionally,the cantilever is m oved according to a

linearram p,

x(t)= x0 + vt; (2)

with o�setx0 att= 0 and constantvelocity v,and the

force F (t;v) acting on the cantilever is recorded. The
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challenge isto recoverfrom these data the unperturbed

m olecule’sfreeenergy pro�leG (z)containingthedesired

inform ation about the m olecular interactions. Evans

and Ritchie �rst pointed out that the rupture force of

receptor-ligand pairsdependson the loading ratev [21].

Thus,by com bining the data F (t;v) for a broad spec-

trum of loading rates v, referred to as dynam ic force

spectroscopy,im portant features ofG (z) can be deter-

m ined such as the distance between the m inim um and

m axim um ofan energybarrierforrupture[21].Heym ann

and G rubm �ullerre�ned thistechnique and obtained the

heightsand positionsofthem axim a ofa m olecularforce

pro�le @zG (z)with high spatialresolution [22]. O n the

other hand,traditionalexperim entalprotocols like the

linear ram p (2) stillentailcertain drawbacks. First of

all,thetherm odynam icallyunstable(concave)barrierre-

gionsofG (z),determ ined by speci�c m olecularinterac-

tionsand thereforeofparticularinterest,arepoorly sam -

pled dueto snapping m otion and thushard to determ ine

[22].

Periodicloading-In an e�orttoim provethequality of

data obtained by singlem oleculepulling experim ents,in

thiswork weproposeanew m ethod forobtainingthefull

freeenergy pro�leG (z)by introducing a periodic ram p,

x(t)= x0 + asin(!t); (3)

with given o�setx0,am plitude a,and frequency !.Fig-

ure2showsthatperiodicloadingdeliverssigni�cantm ore

accuratedataforthesam plefreeenergypro�leG (z)than

thelinearram p (2),undertheconstraintofequalexperi-

m entale�ort.Theim provem entofthequality ofdata in

theim portantbarrierregion ofG (z)isstriking.Thebet-

terperform ance ofthe periodic loading m ethod ascom -

pared to linearloading ism ainly dueto thefactthatpe-

riodicloading ensuresthatthebarrierregion istraversed

often and from both sides. The quality of our recon-

struction m oreoverdependscrucially on thefactthatwe

sam ple the barrier region under non-equilibrium condi-

tionstaking advantage ofJarzynski’srelation to recover

the equilibrium pro�le [23,24]. Driving the system out

ofequilibrium isim portantsince underquasi-staticcon-

ditionsan e�cientsam pling ofthebarrierregion (where

G (z)� kB T)isinhibited by theequilibrium Boltzm ann

factor exp[� G (z)=(kB T)] � 1. For periodic loading,

the freedom to choose the frequency ! large enough al-

lowsonetoprobethesam eregion undernon-equilibrium

conditions,thus overriding the exponentialpunishm ent

by the equilibrium Boltzm ann factor. The optim alfre-

quency arisesfrom balancing com peting e�ectsasquan-

ti�ed in a case study below. Thisfrequency should not

be too large in orderto enable the system to follow the

externaldrive. M oreover,the Jarzynskiprocedure con-

vergestheslowerthefurtheroneisawayfrom equilibrium

[25]. For too sm all!,on the other hand,one does not

generateenough crossingsundertheconstraintofa�nite

totalm easuring tim e.
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Figure 2: Com parison ofreconstructed free energy pro�les

G (z) by using periodic (�) vs linear loading (+ ),generated

by (6).The solid line isthe originalfree energy pro�le G (z).

For both m ethods,10 trajectories of75 m s length,a spring

constant k = 11:6 pN/nm , and a di�usion constant D =

10
�7
cm

2
=s were used [see (1) and (4)]. For periodic loading

weused theoptim alfrequency !
�
= 1:2� 103 1/s(determ ined

in Fig.3),thepreloading o�setx0 = 6 nm ,and theam plitude

a = 5 nm in (3). For linear loading we used the optim al

velocity v
�
= 200 nm /s (determ ined in Fig.3). The inset

com parestherelativedeviation ofthereconstructed datafrom

the originalpro�le G (z)corresponding to the zero line.

Sim ulated experim ents-W e have tested ourproposal

ofperiodicloading with sim ulated experim entsand com -

pared itwith thetraditionalm ethod oflinearloading.To

thisend wehavechosen agenericfreeenergy pro�leG (z)

for the unfolding of tertiary structures of biopolym ers

such asthe m em braneprotein BR [19].O ursam plefree

energy pro�lehastwo separated m inim a,oneofwhich is

narrow and deep representing the folded state and one

ofwhich is shallow representing the unfolded state,see

Fig.1. ForBR,a rich structure ofunfolding transitions

underforcewasfound [19].Singleforcepeaksin theun-

folding spectra could be allocated to speci�c changesin

m olecularcon�guration.M ostofthe forcepeaksscatter

between 25 up to 100 pN.W ith a typicallength scaleof

severalnanom etersthisyieldsan energy barrierofabout

20 kB T atroom tem perature. W e focuson one ofsuch

transitions and choose a barrier of2 nm length and 23

kB T height,leading to a typicaltransition forceofabout

50 pN in oursim ulated pulling experim ents.

For com paring the periodic with the linear ram p,we

sim ulated both kindsofprotocolsusing typicalparam e-

tersasgiven in thecaption ofFig.2.W ehavegenerated

an ensem bleoftrajectories�(t)ofthereaction coordinate

z by discretizing the Langevin equation

dz=dt= � 
�1
@H (z;t)=@z+

p
2D �(t) (4)

with the Ham iltonian H (z;t) from (1). The G aussian

random force �(t)haszero m ean and short-ranged tem -
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poralcorrelations h�(t)�(t0)i = �(t� t0). The di�usion

constantD isrelated to the friction coe�cient by the

Einstein relation D = kB T=. In our sim ulations,the

length ofa tim e step is lim ited by the condition that

a spatialstep should be sm allcom pared to the typical

length scale set by the free energy pro�le. In addition,

therecordingrateofthedata�(t)should bem uch sm aller

than an inversetim estep butlargeenough to resolvethe

cantileverm otion.

The reconstructed free energy pro�le for both proto-

cols is shown in Fig.2. The overallquality ofthe data

obtained by the periodicram p isfarbetterthan thelin-

earram p,especially in thebarrierregion wherethedata

obtained by the linear ram p underestim atesthe barrier

height by severalkB T. In order to ensure an unbiased

com parison,we have chosen the sam e totalnum ber of

trajectoriesand the sam e totalm easuring tim e forboth

m ethods.In practice,them easuringtim eofthetrajecto-

ries,onceprepared,isnota lim iting factor.Theperiodic

ram p therefore allowsm easuring asm any transitionsas

necessary to collectthe su�cientam ountofdata.

ReconstructionusingJarzynski’srelation-Pullingpro-

tocolsboth in realexperim entsand in sim ulationsused

heretypically generatenon-equilibrium data from which

one has to recover an equilibrium property like G (z).

Furtherm ore, as outlined above, the m ethod proposed

here purposely takes advantage ofthe non-equilibrium

conditions generated by a large enough optim aldriving

frequency !�, to be determ ined below. The di�culty

to recover equilibrium properties from non-equilibrium

data m ay be resolved by using a recentadvance in non-

equilibrium statisticalm echanics due to Jarzynski[23],

accordingtowhich theequilibrium pro�leG (z)can bein-

ferred by suitably averaging non-equilibrium trajectories

�(t)ofthe reaction coordinate z [24]. Thism ethod was

veri�ed by stretchingRNA reversiblyand irreversiblybe-

tween two conform ationsindeed [26].

Jarzynski’srelation,in general,statesthatthefreeen-

ergy di�erence �G between two equilibrium states can

be extracted from averaging the work W required to

drive the system from one state to the other according

to e��� G = he��W i with � = 1=kB T the inverse tem -

perature [23]. The generalization from two states to a

z-resolved free energy pro�le G (z) perturbed by a har-

m onicspring (1)reads[24]

e
��[H (z;t)�G 0]=

D

�[z� �(t)]e��W (t)

E

: (5)

Theaverageh:::iisoverin�nitely m any realizations�(t0),

0 < t0 < t,ofthe stochastic trajectory ofthe biopoly-

m er’send position,starting in equilibrium att0= 0 and

ending atthe given position z att0 = t,as enforced by

the delta function. The externalwork isa functionalof

�(t0)and given by W (t)=
Rt

0
dt0@�H (�(t0);�)j�= t0:The

constantG 0 = � kB T ln(
R
1

0
dz0e��H (z

0
;0)=�T )isthefree

energy in the initialstate at t = 0,where the therm al

wavelength �T = h=
p
2�m kB T servesfornorm alization.

Sum m ing up the norm alized distributions obtained

from (5)ateach tim e slice with the m ethod ofweighted

histogram s[27]yieldsthe reconstruction form ula forthe

unperturbed freeenergy pro�leofthe m olecule

G (z)= � �
�1 ln

X

t

h�(z� �(t))exp(� �W (t))i

hexp(� �W (t))i

. X

t

exp[� �V0(z;x(t))]

hexp(� �W (t))i
: (6)

Using thisexpression,wehavegenerated thedata shown

in Fig.2.

O ptim ization with respectto frequency/velocity -The

quality ofthe reconstructed free energy pro�le depends

cruciallyon thedrivingfrequency! fortheperiodicram p

and the velocity v forthe linearram p,respectively. To

quantify thisobservation,we calculate the m ean square

error�2 � h[eG (z)� G (z)]2izi wheretheaverageistaken

over discrete values zi in the z-intervalunder consider-

ation. Forclarity,we denote by eG (z)the reconstructed

freeenergy pro�lebased on (6).Fora betterreconstruc-

tion quality,�2 issm aller.The z-intervalischosen from

the �rst to the second m inim um . The totalm easuring

tim e and the num beroftrajectoriesarethe sam e asbe-

fore.

Figure 3 shows the m ean square error �2 ofthe re-

constructed free energy and som e characteristic con�-

denceintervals(errorbars)forboth protocols.Forperi-

odicloading,the bestresultswereobtained fortheopti-

m aldriving frequency !� ’ 1:2� 103 1/s,which yields

an error of�2 ’ 0:9(kB T)
2. This frequency is som e-

whatsm allerthan thespontaneoustransition rateunder

preloading, which is about 7 � 103 1/s for our m odel

system . By analyzing the work distribution we have

convinced ourselvesthat!� indeed correspondsto non-

equilibrium conditions. Forboth sm allerand largerfre-

quencies than !� the quality ofthe reconstructed data

becom esworseasexpected from ourreasoning above.

For linear loading,the error increases for increasing

driving velocity v,asexpected. Since we �xed the total

m easuring tim eand thetotalnum beroftrajectories,the

leastpossiblevelocity for overcom ing the barrier is

v ’ 100 nm /s. The sm allest error of�2 ’ 1:7(kB T)
2,

however,wasobserved ata larger,optim alvelocity v� ’

200nm /s,with an errorbarof 0:03. For the unbiased
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Figure 3: M ean square error �
2
and error bars for recon-

structed free energy pro�les by using the linear ram p (2) as

a function ofv (top scale,+ ),and the periodic ram p (3) as

a function of ! (bottom scale, �) (com pare Fig.2). Both

m ethodsuse 10 runswith 10 trajectories each. The optim al

velocity v
�
and frequency !

�
,respectively,indicated by the

verticaldashed line,correspond to the sm allesterror.

com parison in Fig.2,we have chosen the optim alvalues

!� and v� from the data shown in Fig.3.

Discussion and sum m ary -W e have proposed a new

m ethod for recovering the free energy pro�le G (z) of

biom olecules in single m olecule pulling experim ents by

com bining the new periodic ram p (3) with Jarzynski’s

identity forrecovering equilibrium propertiesfrom non-

equilibrium data.Thesim ulated datain Fig.2show that

the periodic ram p delivers signi�cantly m ore accurate

data than the traditionallinear loading (2),under the

constraint ofequalexperim entale�ort. An additional

advantageoftheperiodicram p isthefactthatthem ea-

suring tim e m ay be chosen as long as necessary to col-

lectthe su�cientam ountofdata to recoverthe barrier

regionsofthe free energy pro�le,which are hard to de-

term ine by previousm ethods.

The driving frequency ! and preloading o�set x0 of

the periodic ram p (3) provide handles to optim ize its

perform ance (see Fig.3). As our m odelcase study has

shown, the frequency should be large enough to drive

the system outofequilibrium ,butstillsm allerthan the

spontaneoustransition rate underpreloading. W hether

the optim alfrequency isalwaysofthisorderrem ainsto

beseen in m orecom prehensivesystem aticinvestigations

leftforfuture work.

O ur m ethod can be extended to probing free energy

pro�les with di�erent transitions between a num ber of

m etastable states. Ifthese states are su�ciently sepa-

rated,by severalnanom etersand energy barriersofsev-

eralkB T,each transition can be selected by using suit-

able values for preloading o�set x0 and am plitude a in

(3). Subsequently,these partsofthe free energy pro�le

m ay be �tted together by adjusting free additive con-

stantson each part,sim ilarly asshown in [28].
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