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M any ofthe large structuresofthe cell,such asthe cytoskeleton,are assem bled and m aintained

far from equilibrium . W e study the stabilities ofvarious structures for a sim ple m odelofsuch a

far-from -equilibrium organized assem bly in which sphericalparticles m ove under the inuence of

attached m otors. From the variationalsolutions ofthe m anybody m aster equation for Brownian

m otion with m otorized kicking we obtain a closed equation forthe orderparam eteroflocalization.

Thuswe obtain thetransition criterion forlocalization and stability lim itsforthecrystalline phase

and frozen am orphous structures of m otorized particles. The theory also allows an estim ate of

nonequilibrium e�ective tem peratures characterizing the response and uctuations of m otorized

crystalsand glasses.

PACS num bers:05.10.G g,05.70.Ln,63.70.+ h,87.16.-b

Assem bliesofm olecularsized particlesare seldom far

from equilibrium owing to the relative strength ofthe

therm al bu� eting inherent at this scale. As we con-

sider assem blies oflarger and larger particles the ther-

m alforcesbecom elesscapableofm oving and reorganiz-

ing such assem blies. Atthe size scale ofbiologicalcells,

objects are not rearranged just by equilibrium therm al

forcesbutarem oved aboutby m otorsorby polym eriza-

tion processesthatuseand dissipatechem icalenergy [1].

W hat are the rules that govern the form ation ofperi-

odically ordered orperm anently organized assem bliesat

this scale? Does the far-from -equilibrium character of

the  uctuating forces due to m otors and polym er as-

sem bly change the relativestability ofdi� erentcolloidal

phases? These problem sare notunique forintracellular

dynam ics,butbelong to an em erging fam ily ofnonequi-

librium assem bly problem s ranging from driven parti-

cles [2],swarm s [3],and jam m ing [4,5],to m icroscopic

pattern form ation and m esoscopicself-organization [6].

M otivated by these considerationswhich m ay be rele-

vant for the dynam ics ofthe cytoskeleton [1,7]as well

as other far-from -equilibrium aggregation system s, we

study a sim ple m otorized version ofthe standard hard

sphere  uid often used to m odelcolloids. Both m otors

and nonequilibrium polym erassem bliescan convertthe

chem icalenergy ofhigh energy phosphate hydrolysisto

m echanical m otions which one would ordinarily think

would \stir" and hence destabilize ordered structures.

W e willshow these system sin som e circum stancesm ay

havean enlarged rangeofstability relativeto thosewith

purely therm alm otions.

W e adopt a stochastic description ofthe m otions of

a collection of m otorized particles. The overdam ped

Langevin dynam ics is _~ri = �D ~fi + ~�(t)+ ~vmi . Here ~ri

is the position of the ith particle, ~fi = � riU is the

m echanical force that com es from the usual potential

U (f~rg) := U (~r1;~r2;:::;~rn) =
P

hiji
u(~rij) am ong par-

ticles. The random variable ~� vanishes on average and

isG aussian with

D

��i (t)�
�

j(t
0)

E

= 2D ����ij�(t� t0):The

m otorterm ~vm (t)=
P

q
~‘q�(t� tq)isatim eseriesofshot-

noise-likekicks.Itspropertiesdepend on the underlying

biochem icalm echanism ofthe m otors. The stochastic

natureofthem otorsalso leadsto a m asterequation de-

scription [8,9]forthedynam icsoftheprobability distri-

bution function 	 ofthe particlecon� gurations,

�
@

@t
� (̂LF P + L̂N E )

�

	 (f~rg;t)= 0 (1)

Here L̂F P := D
P

i
r i � (ri � �~fi) is the Fokker-

Planck operator. An integraloperator L̂N E 	 (f~rg) =
R
� id~r

0
i

h

K
f~r0g! f~rg

	 (f~r0g)� K
f~rg! f~r0g

	 (f~rg)

i

sum -

m arizesthe nonequilibrium kicking e� ectofthe m otors.

Them otorsare� rm lybuiltin theparticles.Theywork

by consum ing chem icalenergy sources,like ATP.In a

singlechem icalreaction event,them otorm akesa power

stroke (which induces a discrete conform ation change)

thatm ovestheparticleby a distanceof‘in thedirection

n̂.M otorkicking can be m odeled asa two-step stochas-

ticprocess:step I,theenergy sourcebindsto them otor,

and the step II,the reaction ensues and the resulting

conform ationalchange m akes a power stroke. The rate

ofthe� rststep k1 dependson theenergy sourceconcen-

tration while the rate ofthe second step k2 dependson

the coupling between the structuralrearrangem entand

theexternalforces,k2 = �exp(s�[U (~r)� U (~r+ ~‘)]),i.e.,

m otors slow down when they work against m echanical

obstacles. Such slowing has been dem onstrated in the

case ofm icrotubules [10,11]. s,the coupling strength,

m easuresthe relative location ofthe transition state for

the power stroke step and ranges from 0 to 1. At the

lim its! 1 wehavea susceptible m otorand whiles! 0

correspondsto an adam antm otor. W e use these nam es

in thesensethatan adam antm otorisnotsensitiveto its

therm al-m echanicalenvironm ent,so each power stroke

usesand wastesa lotofenergy;in contrasta susceptible

m otorsavesenergy running fasterdownhill(freeenergy)

and sloweruphill.

W e assum ed that step II is the bottleneck ofkinet-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0403180v1


2

ics, i.e., the overallrate k � k2 � k1. To m ake our

m odel suitable for a variety of situations, we specify

di� erent variables s and s0 for the degree of suscepti-

bility for going uphilland downhillrespectively. Thus

k = �exp(� �G[U (~r+ ~‘)� U (~r)])with a switch function

G(x) := � (x)sx + � (� x)s0x. Here � is the Heaviside

function.Thustheoveralltem poralstatisticsofthekicks

isposition-dependentPoisson distribution.

Thekicking direction n̂(t) uctuateson thetim escale

� oftheparticletum bling.W ewillstudy below explicitly

two extrem es:the isotropic kicking case when � isvery

sm alland thepersistentkickingcasewhen � isvery large

com pared with ��1 ,i.e.,each m otor always kicks in a

prede� ned direction.Thedirection ofpersistencewillbe

assum ed to vary random ly from particleto particle.

To solvethe dynam icsofprobability distributions,re-

searchers often pose the problem as the solution of a

variationalproblem . Due to the L̂N E part ofeqn.(1),

wecan notperform theusualtransform ationsoftheleft

and rightstate vectorto m ake L̂ herm itian [9].Forthis

typeofproblem s,neverthelesswecan obtain thesolution

ofthem any-particlem asterequation usingnonherm itian

variationalm ethodsasdescribed by Eyink [12,13]orus-

ing the squared (therefore herm itianized) operator L̂yL̂

(e.g.,p159 of[9]).

Eyink’s nonherm itian variationalform ulation is sim -

ilar to the Rayleigh-Ritz m ethod in ordinary quantum

m echanicsbutusesindependentleftand rightstatevec-

tors. Forisotropic kicking,we startwith a Jastrow-like

trialfunction

	 (f~rg)= exp

(

�
X

i

[�i(~ri� ~R i)
2]� �U (f~rg)

)

(2)

Sim ilar to the quantum hard spheres [14],such a trial

function avoidsany singularitiesofL̂F P arising from the

hardsphere potentials uij(rij)between particlesiand j

used in thisstudy.Forsim plicity,weset~qi := ~ri� ~R i and

a uniform �i := �.Thenonherm itian variationalm ethod

im plies for steady states that the second m om ent of~q

satis� esthe m om entclosure[15]equation

@


q2j

�

@t
=

D

q
2
j

�
�
�̂LF P + L̂N E

�
�
�	

E

= 0 (3)

Toe� ectively evaluateeqn.(3),weneed tosim plify the

m any-bodyintegration
R
� id

3~qiinvolvingexp� �U (f~rg).

Here we use cluster expansion [16, 17] to render the

m anybody Boltzm ann factora productofe� ectivesingle

bodyterm sbyaveragingovertheneighbors’ uctuations.

W ethushavee��U = � ie
��u i � �ie

��û i.Heretheorig-

inalui =
P

j6= i
1

2
uij dependson the m anybody con� gu-

ration,while ûi dependson ~qi (and constantf~Rg)only.

In fact,wekeep itto theharm onicorderforconsistency,

i.e.,ûi = ��1 �q2
i.Here�isthee� ectivespring constant

from them echanicalfeedback from neighbors.�depends

on itsneighbors’overall uctuationscontrolled by ~�and

their m ean position f~Rg. In turn,the positions ofthe

neighborsarecontrolledbythelatticespacingforcrystals

orradialdistribution functionsforglassesand ultim ately

by thenatureofthestructureand theparticledensity n.

I.e.,forfcclattice,wehave�cr = �cr(~�;n)astheeigen-

valuesofthe Hessian m atrix constructed from the e� ec-

tivepotential1
2

P

j2n:n:
v(j~R jj;~�).Herev(R;~�)= lnf1+

1

2
erf[(R � 1)

p
~�]� 1

2
erf[(R + 1)

p
~�]+

(~��)
�1=2

2R
[e�~�(R �1)

2

�

e�~�(R + 1)
2

]g and the sum of ~R j is over the 12 nearest

neighbor positions of the origin of a fcc lattice (with

lattice spacing (4
n
)
1

3 ). For glasses [18,19], we replace

the sum m ation over discrete crystalline neighbor loca-

tion with a m ean-� eld average over the � rst shell of

the pairdistribution function ofthe hardsphere liquids,

�gl(~�;n) =
n

6

R

1st:sh:
g(R;n) Trr r v(~R;~�)d ~R. For nu-

m ericalwork,we take g(R;n) as the Verlet and W eis’s

corrected radialdistribution function [21].

After som e calculations, we obtain the steady-state

m anybody probability distribution function asa product

oflocalized G aussiansoftheform exp[� ~�(~ri� ~R i)
2]with

~�, the � nallocalization strength, satisfying two equa-

tions:

~�= �+ �(~�;n) (4)

6D
�

~�
+ �I2(~�)� (

�

~�
)�3=2 = 0 (5)

The � rst and second term s of eqn. (5) com e from

hq2j ĵL F P j	 i
h1j	 i

and
hq2j ĵL N E j	 i

h1j	 i
respectively. The integral

In(~�):=
R
d3~q[(~q+ ~‘)n � ~qn]e�~�q

2
+ G(�2~� ~‘�~q�~�‘

2
) can be

further expressed as explicit but com plicated analytical

form ulaswith incom pleteG am m a functions.Thususing

eqn.(4)in eqn.(5),we � nally derive the orderparam e-

terforlocalization,~�,in a closed form with param eters

‘;D ;�;s;s0 and n. W hen �� ‘ = 0,we have � = 0 and

the equilibrium equation ~� = �(~�;n),which returns to

theself-consistentphonon solution [16,17,18,19,20].A

nonzero solution ~� ofeqn.(5) is only obtained atsu� -

ciently high density,i.e.,forn > nc.Forlow density,the

system cannotsupportstablelocalized vibrationsand is

in the  uid phase with ~� = 0. An instability density

nc separatesthese two phases. This phase transition is

� rst-orderlike,characterized by a discontinuousjum p of

~�.

W ecalculated nc asa function oftwo independentpa-

ram eterss and s0,nc(s;s
0)forvarious�,D ,and ‘. An

im portantdim ensionlessratio � := �‘2=D m easuresthe

strength of chem ical vs. therm al noise. For an actin

polym er solution [1], we can relate the e� ective kick-

ing rate to the speed ofnonequilibrium polym erization.

Here ‘ is the m onom er size 0:01�m . (� = 10 �6 ) The

treadm illconcentration is ctr = 0:17�M . The chem -

ical reaction rates of the barbed and pointed ends of

actin are k+ = 11:6�M �1 s�1 and k� = 1:3�M �1 s�1

respectively. The di� usion constants of rod are given

by the K irkwood equation [22]. This equation relates
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the di� usion to solventviscosity �s and givesthe trans-

lationaldi� usion constants:Dk = kB T ln(L=d)=(2��sL)

and D ? = D k=2.Usingthetypicallength oftheactin � l-

am entsL � 20�m and typicalwidth d ofabout0:015�m .

An estim ateofthehydrodynam icdi� usion along therod

givesD k � 0:1�m 2s�1 .Thusfora dilutesolution oftyp-

icalactin � lam ents,� � 10�3 -10�2 . However,in vivo,

the actin m onom er concentration is kept m uch higher

than ctr (with thehelp ofcappingproteinswhich prevent

actin � lam entsfrom growing longer). Also the viscosity

ofthecellm edium ishigherthan �s ofpurewaterdueto

thepresenceofotherm acrom olecularcom ponents.These

lowerthe e� ective di� usion constantand raisethe value

of�,and thereforethey could push � above1.Thelim it

� � 1 correspondsto entirely m otorized m otion.

Theresultingdensitiesnc(s;s
0)areshown in Fig.1and

2.Figure1 showssom e1D plotsthatcom efrom vertical

slicesofnc forseveralspecialcases. Figure 2 showsthe

2D top-view ofthe criticalsurfacesnc forvariety ofpa-

ram eters. Forthe case shown with � � 1,�(n)(which

is the only n dependent partof ~�) dropsto zero,while

we stillhave a nonzero solution ~� = � for a corner of

(s;s0)space.In theoppositecornerwestopped searching

forsolutionswhen nc approached them axim um packing

density
p
2.Thuswe havethreedistinctregions.

As seen from these � gures,kicking noise does notal-

ways destabilize the structures. Instead the localized

phaseshavean enlarged stability rangewhen s+ s0> 1.

W hen s0 = 1� s,the sam e stability lim itsare obtained

as in the equilibrium therm odynam ic theory. Both the

frozen disordered glassand theordered fcclatticecan be

stabilized bykickingm otors.Them otore� ectson thefcc

lattice are m orepronounced.The fcc phase hasa larger

stableregion than the glass.

Besides the Eyink variationalm ethod,we also calcu-

lated ~�,�,and therefore n c by another m ethod. From

the m echanicalfeedback procedure,we � rst obtain the

m apping from a hardsphere environm ent to an e� ec-

tive harm onic potential� = �(~�). Here � depends on

thesteady-stateprobability distribution ofitsneighbors.

Conversely ~� can be viewed asthe � nale� ective spring

constantofa kicking particlein an harm onicpotentialof

�.Nextwenum erically solve ~�= ~�(�)from singleparti-

clem asterequationsusingavariationalm ethod based on

thesquareherm itianized operatorl̂yl̂with singleparticle

trialfunctions.Thetwosetsofoperationsareiterated to

obtain apairofself-consistentresults(~�;�).Thecritical

density predicted by this self-consistent squared herm i-

tian variationalm ethod agreesverywellwith resultsfrom

the nonherm itian variationalm ethod. The di� erence of

instability density is less then 0.1% when � < 1. The

correspondingcritical~�c arealsosim ilar.Thetwom eth-

odsdo givedi� erentresultswhen � � 1.

For persistent kicking,the trialfunctions have to be

m odi� ed.Each localized particle now hasa distribution

oflocations ofthe form  G (~r 0 = ~r� ~b;�) � exp(� a :

~r 0~r 0). Here~b isan o� -centershiftvectorparallelto n̂.

W em ustconsiderthee� ectsofthevariationalparam eter

FIG .1: The instability density ofthe m otorized fcc lattice

and theglassasfunctionsofthecouplingparam etersforthese

cases i) s = 0 ii) s
0
= 0 and iii) s = s

0
. In these plots there

is 3D isotropic kicking with D = 0:1,� = 10,and ‘ = 0:05.

Therefore � =
�‘

2

D
= 0:25. The two horizontallines are the

corresponding equilibrium (�‘= 0)cases.

FIG .2: The instability densitiesnc(s;s
0
)surface are shown

for m otorized fcc lattice cases: (a) � = 0:25,(b) � = 2:5,

(c),� = 25 and a glasscase(d)� = 0:25 forthe3D isotropic

kicking with � = 10 and ‘= 0:05.The corresponding surface

for the Lindem ann param eter �c(s;s
0
) of the case of(c) is

shown in (e).
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FIG .3: The instability density ofthe persistent m otorized

fcc lattice and the glass as param etric functions ofb,which

dependson �.Here‘= 0:05.Both arebounded with m iddle

line s+ s
0
= 1,with upperand lowerbound s= s

0
= 0 and 1

respectively.

bon �alongwith thedirectchangesofa.Theadditional

decreaseof�arisesfrom the distortion ofthestructures

caused by always kicking in the sam e directions. W e

m odelthe distortion e� ect ofpersistent kicking on the

pairdistributionsby replacing each initialposition with

a dispersed distribution.Forthe crystal,thism eansthe

initialneighboring position of ~R j is replaced by an av-

erage overpositions ~R j + b̂n with n̂ isan arbitrary unit

direction. Likewise,the radialdistribution function of

the glass case is broadened from the initialgb= 0(~r) to

gb(~r) =
R
gb= 0(~r

0)( 1

4�b2
)�(j~r0 � ~rj� b)d~r0. In this case

an additionalnorm alization ofthe� rstpeak enforcesthe

condition g(r)= 0 forr< 1:

For persistent kicking, s has sim ilar e� ects on � as

were found for the isotropic case. The shift b agrees

quite well(within severalpercentages for the practical

range ofparam eters)with the estim ate �‘

2�D
based on a

sm all‘expansion ofthe m asterequation.The resulting

displacem entam plitude b is large enough to distortthe

stablestructureso thatany increased stability thatm ay

arise from kicking (ifany)isnow very m odestasshown

in Fig.3.

Since the kicking noiseenlargesthe stability region in

the isotropiccase with s+ s0> 1,we wondered whether

susceptiblekicking m ay som etim esactually decreasethe

e� ective tem peratureofthisnonequilibrium system .An

e� ective tem perature can be de� ned by the  uctuation-

dissipation relation even for far-from -equilibrium situa-

tions like the m otorized crystal[23]. The ratio ofthe

therm altem peratureto the e� ective tem peratureisalso

called FDT violation factor. The e� ective tem perature

can becom puted by com paring the uctuationsofa m o-

torized particleto itsresponseto an externalforce.T eff

dependson thefrequency ortim e duration,theabsolute

tim e(in caseofan agingsystem )and even possiblyon the

choice ofthe observable itself. To com pute the needed

tim e-dependentquantities,we solve the tim e dependent

m aster equations for nonherm itian operators,again us-

ing a G aussian ansatz characterized now with dynam ic

� rstand second m om ents.

For illustration, we carry out the analysis of

the dynam ics for the one dim ensional sym m et-

ric case in a harm onic potential �x 2 with s =

s0. Thus L̂P F  = D @2xx � @x[�D f
h(x) ]

and L̂N E  (x) = �

2
 (x � ‘)e"(x�‘;‘) + �

2
 (x +

‘)e"(x+ ‘;�‘) � �

2
 (x)[e"(x;‘) + e"(x;�‘)] with "(x;‘) =

� 2s�x‘ � s�‘2: The param eters in the G aussian

ansatz  (x;m (t)) = [2�~m 2(t)]
�1=2 exp

�

�
[x�m 1(t)]

2

2 ~m 2(t)

�

with ~m 2 := m 2 � m21 and m i =


xi
�

 
sat-

isfy the tim e-dependent dynam ics described by a set

of di� erential equations with K = �exp(� s�‘2):

@tm 1 = � 2D �m 1 � K‘e2(s�‘)
2
~m 2 sinh(2s�‘m 1) and

@tm 2 = 2D � 4D �~m 2 + K‘2e2(s�‘)
2
~m 2 cosh(2s�‘m 1)�

2K‘e2(s�‘)
2
~m 2[m 1 sinh(2s�‘m 1)+ 2s�‘~m 2 cosh(2s�‘m 1)].

Toobtain theG reen’sfunction G (x;x0;t;0),m 1(t)and

m 2(t) m ust satisfy the above equations with the initial

conditions m 1(0) = x0 and m 2(0) = x0
2
. W e denote

m (t;x0) for this pair solution of the di� erentialequa-

tion. Itis easy to see thatfor� = 0,the exactexpres-

sion of the G reen’s function of an equilibrium system

is recovered. G reen’s function yields the correlations

and responses. The correlation functions are given by

C (t) =
R
dx0x0m 1(t;x

0) (x0;m �). Here � donates the

steady-state value. W hile the response to a pulse is

R(t) =
R
dx0(�D =m �

2)x
0m 1(t;x

0) (x0;m �). Com bining

theseyieldsthe e� ectivetem perature

T eff(t)

T th
� � �

@tC (t)

R(t)
=

 

1+ 1

2

K ‘
2

D
exp[2(s�‘)2m �

2]

1+ sK ‘
2

D
exp[2(s�‘)2m �

2
]

!

�

 

1+
K‘

2D �

R
e2(s�‘)

2
~m 2(t;x

0
)sinh(2s�‘m 1(t;x

0))x0 �(x0)dx0
R
m 1(t;x

0)x0 �(x0)dx0

!

(6)

Thus we see that FDT violation is a product oftwo

ratios. O ne ratio is the steady-state variance com pared

with the corresponding therm alequilibrium value. The

other ratio depends on the rate at which the system
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reaches the steady state. I.e., the larger the variance

and the fasterthe dynam ics,the hotterthe system and

vice versa. Com pared with the cases without kicking,

susceptible m otorsyield a sm allervariance while on the

other hand,they relax faster. In the short tim e lim it,

m 1(t;x
0)! x0 and ~m 2(t;x

0)! 0,and the second ratio

becom es 1 + sK ‘
2

D
e2(s�‘)

2
m

�

2. For long tim es,m 1 ! 0,

sinh(sa‘m 1)! sa‘m 1,and ~m 2 ! m �
2. W e � nd at this

lim it the value ofthe ratio as 1 + sK ‘
2

D
e
(sa‘)

2

2
m

�

2,exact

sam e as the short tim e lim it. Therefore T eff(t= 0)=

T eff(t= 1 )= 1+ 1

2

K ‘
2

D
e2(s�‘)

2
m

�

2.Yetforinterm ediate

tim es,the ratio is not constant and di� ers from either

lim iting value. G enerally,T eff > T th,i.e.,the system

is \hotter" although chem icalnoise apparently enlarges

the stability rangeofthe localized phase.

W ehavestudied thestabilityand dynam icsoflocalized

nonequilibrium structures of m otorized particles. The

nonequilibrium noisefrom kicking m otorssom etim esin-

creasesthee� ectivespringconstantand enlargesthem e-

chanicalstability range ofboth crystaland frozen glass

structures.W eseethatforsystem slikethecytoskeleton,

nonequilibrium noisem ayspeed up thedynam icswithout

sacri� cingstructuralstability.Thism odelcan befurther

developed to includeanisotropy oftheparticlesorunder

othertypesofnonequilibrium noiseordriven forces.W e

have also studied the dynam ics and e� ective tem pera-

tures[23]ofthissystem . Besidestaking thissolid-state

viewpoint,onecan alsostudy thetransition from theliq-

uid side by m ode coupling theory,a problem for future

works.

Thisworkissupported byNSF and CTBP.T.S.thanks

Prof.J.A.M cCam m on for his kind help and support,

especially in the early stageofthe work.
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