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A bstract.

W e Investigate the translocation of a sti polymer through a nanopore in a
m em brane, In the presence of binding particles (chaperones) that bind reversbly to
the polym er on both sides ofthe m em brane. A bound chaperone covers one (univalent
binding) orm any Mm ulivalent binding) binding sites. A ssum ing that the di usion of
the chaperones is fast com pared to the rate of translocation we describe the process by
a one-din ensionalm aster equation. W e expand previous m odels by a detailed study
of the e ective force in the m aster equation, which is obtained by the appropriate
statistical m echanical average over the chaperone states. T he dependence of the force
on the degree of valency (the num ber of binding sites occupied by a chaperone) is
studied In detail. W e obtain nite size corrections (to the therm odynam icalexpression
for the force), which, for univalent binding, can be expressed analytically. W e nally
Investigate the mean velociy for translocation as a function of chaperone binding
strength and size. For both univalent and multivalent binding simnple results are
obtained for the case ofa su ciently long translocating polym er.
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1. Introduction

The problem of polym er translocation, ie., the transport of an oligom er or polym er
eg., DNA, RNA or proteins) through a nanopore In a membrane, is a process of
fundam ental im portance in biology and bictechnology. Relvant biological exam ples
of this type of process include: translocation of proteins through the endoplagn atic
reticulum , translocation of RN A through the nuclkus porem em brane, the viral In gction
ofDNA Into a host and DNA plaan id transoort from cell to cell through cellwalls [1].
A dditionally, biotechnological applications connected to m em brane pore passaging, such
as rapid reading of DNA base ssquences |, [1l], analyte detection ], and nanosensor
applications, have been suggested. In m edicine, controlled drug delivery is an ulim ate
goal, a crucial elem ent of which is the passage of cell and/or nuclkim em branes.

O n the theoretical side there exist a num ber of Investigations [, I, &, B, B, B, B,

i, B, B, B, B, ], whose comm on approach to the translocation problem is to
em ploy a one-din ensional description of the process using the penetration length nto
theporeasa slow variable (\reaction" coordinate); each translocation step isassum ed to
be su ciently slow so that the polym er has tim e to relax to localequilbrium during the
step (the Instantaneous relaxation approxin ation [[]) . The dynam ics isthen M arkovian
and can be described by a onedin ensional Sm oluchow ski FokkerP lanck) or m aster
equation [[]] In tem s ofthe slow variable (however, aspointed out in 1], this approach
breaks down for very long polymersz). The foroe appearing in the Sm oluchow ski
equation In general has entropic (chain con nement in the pore reduces acoessbl
degrees of freedom [[l]) as well as extemal (ekectric eld, chaperone binding etc.)
contrbutions. D i erent theoretical studies have focused on di erent experin entally
m easurabl entities: The m ean translocation tin e is the m ost studied quantity [, B.
M ore detailed studies nvestigated the probability density of translocation tin es [, 1],
Also the ux (number of polym ers passing through the pore per unit tin €) has been
theoretically Investigated [[l]. A s pointed out already there exist certain scenarios
according to which the translocation dynam ics becom es subdi usive [, B01]. However
In the present work we concentrate on a system whose dynam ics isM arkovian.

Two inportant driving forces for translocation, both In vivo and in experim ental
assays, are (i) an ekctric eld across the membrane and (i) binding particles
(chaperones). In this study the focus is on the latter m echanism which appears to
be particularly comm on for protein translocation [, B, B, B, B, ], but also of
relevance for DNA transport through m embranes [, ]]. In the carefiil nvestigation
by Sinon et al. (see []) i was suggested that the translocation of proteins is a
sin ple them al ratchet process, ie. the role of the chaperones is sin ply to prevent
the backward di usion through the pore, thersby soeeding up translocation. In other
studies the e ect of the chaperones is m odelled by using an e ective force origihating
from the chem ical potential di erence due to the chaperones on the two sides of the

z For very long polym ers, the process becom es subdi usive, and the FokkerP lanck equation m ay be
replaced by its fractional analogue [1].
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memnbrane ), I, I, I, ]. More reoently 1], the coupled translocation-chaperone
dynam ics was Investigated by B row nian m olecular dynam ics sin ulation, initiating m ore
detailed studies of the chaperoneassisted translocation process. A though the studies
above provide insights into the role of the chaperones in the translocation process, there
is still no uni ed understanding.

In the present work we perform a detailed theoretical investigation ofthe chaperone
assisted translocation. The main contrbutions are (i) our result for the nie size
correction to the foroe; (i) that we include the possble occurrence of chaperones on
both sides ofthe pore; and (iii) that we consider also chaperones which are larger than
the size of a binding site. T he paper is organized as ©llow s: Th section llwe estin ate the
di erent relevant tim escales of the problm , and in particular we distinguish between
reversible and irreversible binding to the polym er. W e also provide a general fram ew ork
In temm s ofam aster equation, which allow s a theoretical description ofthe translocation
dynam ics. Tn section Ml we calculate the force on a sti polym er in the reversble binding
regin e by the approprate statisticalm echanical average over the chaperone states. T he
polym er is divided Into M equidistant binding sites to which the chaperones can bind,
and we distinguish between the cases when a bound chaperone covers one (Univalent
binding) or severalbinding sites m ultivalent binding). Forthe case ofunivalent binding
we recover previous them odynam ical results for the foroe, however wih a nite size
correction. In section ll we use the resuls from the previous section in order to com pute
them ean velocity ofthe polym er through the pore. Forthe case of su ciently long sti
polym ers sin ple resuls are ocbtained for both univalent and m ultivalent binding. In
section Ml we com pare the e ectiveness of the chaperone assisted translocation to electric

eld driven translocation. F inally, in section ll we give a summ ary and outlook.

2. G eneral fram ew ork and relevant tin escales

In this section we provide a general framework for descrbing su ciently slow
translocation dynam ics in tem s of a one-din ensionalm aster equation. By estin ating
relevant tin e-scales we distinguish between three translocation regim es.

T he geom etry considered in this study is shown in gure l: A rod-lke polym er is
translocating through a narrow pore n am embrane (the pore isusually a few nanom eter
In size, corresponding to 10-15 nuclkotides in the case of sOD NA and RNA translocation
through the -hem olysin channel). O n each side of the m em brane there are chaperones
which can bind to the polym er. W e here use the binding site size  (see gure W) as the
basic unit of length; for the case of polynuckotides m ay be the size of a bass, and
forunfolded proteins m ay correspond to the size of an am inoacid. T he translocation
process is then described by the variabl m , which is the num ber of binding sites on
sideB (the distance the polym er hasentered Into sideB isx = m ). The totalnumber
of polym er binding sites isM = L= (L is the length of the polym er) and therefore
fora given m the number ofbinding sites on side A isM m .Denoteby P (m ;t) the
probability that the polym er has passed w ith m binding sites into sideB attinet. W e
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Figure 1. Translcation geom etry in the presence of chaperones: A sti polymer
of length L is translocating through a pore In a membrane. The lled boxes of the
tw o sides are chaperones. Each chaperone on side A (side B ) occupies a volum e vy
(vos ), and binds to the polym er w ith a binding energy a (5 ). The volum e of the
com partm ent of side A (side B) isVa (Vg ). The size of a binding site is and
when a chaperone is attached to the polymeron side A (sideB) it occupies A ()
binding sites. T he total num ber of available binding sites isM = L= . The number
ofbinding sites on side B ism = x= , and the num ber of binding sites on side A is
M m= (L xX)= .

assum e that P {n ;t) satis es a m aster equation: x

&P m;D=t m 1P Mm L;H+tm+ P m + 1;t)

ttm)+t m) P m;0: @)

Equation W) is our starting point for studying the chaperone assisted translocation
process. Transitions can occur only one step in the forward or backward direction
(ie, m is ncreased or decreased by one)k. The transition probability for forward and
backw ard m otion is described by the transfer coe cientst® m ) andt (m ), respectively.
Tn order to have a com plete description we must specify £ m ) and t (n ) In tem s of
§ A general m aster equation has the fom ] @P (m ;b)=Rt =
oW Mm% @%) W m%n)P m;t), where W min?% are the transition probabilities
per unit time. Assuming that transitions can only occur in unit steps, ie, W mm?% =
Mm% pmor1+t @9 oo 1 weobtain equation W).
k This assum ption is reasonable In view of the fact that the nanopore only allows a 1D array of
m onom ers (@am inoacids, nuclkotides) and that the passage is associated w ith a frriction.
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the fundam ental param eters of the problm . W e choose these entities such that the
Sm oluchow ski FokkerP lanck) equation is recovered in the limit ! 0. This requires
{

vy L Fm) |
t m)= ) 1+ 2F0"
1 F@m)
t(m)—ol b @)

w ith a characteristic tine o= 2=D and characteristic Hroe Fy = ky T= ,where D is
the di usion constant forthe polym erand T isthe tem perature ofthe solvent (kg isthe
Bolzm ann constant). F () is the force acting on the polym er; n this work the focus
is on obtaining relkvant expressions forF m ) when both sides of the m em brane contain
a certain population ofbinding particles (chaperones), which can bind reversbly to the
polym er, as is illustrated in gure WM. T he chaperones are larger than the pore size, so
that there is no exchange of chaperones between the two m embrane sides. T ypically the
translocation is driven by the binding of chaperones on the exit side (side B).H owever,
In vivo, chaperones are often present on both m embrane sides (possbly the role of
the chaperones on the entrance side is to unfold proteins before translocation 1)),
and we therefore allow for the presence of chaperones in both com partm ents In  gure
B. For nstance, protein im port into m itochondria requires the presence of chaperones
both on the cytosolic side (proteins belonging to the cytosolic hsp70 fam ily) and on the
m itochondrial side (m itochondrial hsp70) [1]. The use of a tin e-independent force In
equation [l relies on the assum ption that the chaperone dynam ics is fast com pared to a
characteristic translocation tin escale (seebelow ). Fora exible polym er (hot considered
In detail in this study) a tin e-independent oroe requires In addition that the relaxation
tin e of the polym er is an all com pared to relevant translocation tim es.

Let usnow Investigate how fast a polym er translocates through the pore, assum Ing,
as In previous approaches, that once In the pore the polym er is not allowed to fully
retract to the entrance side. Kesping in m Ind that the coordinate m is then con ned
to the Interval 0 m M , and that we have a re ecting barrier at m = 0, and an
absorbing stateatm = M + 1, them ean translocation tin e, for a process described by
the m aster equation W), becom es ]

# x 1
= om=o (m)mo=o—t+ w0 @O ; 3)
w ith
my- o, @)
w1 B Q@)
{ In the continuum lmi ! 0, equations () and W) satisfy the ©llow ing Sm oluchow ski (Fokker—

P lanck) equation []] @P (x;t)=@t= D @=@xf F )P x;t)=k T + @P x;t)=Gxgwherex = m isthe
distance the polym er has entered into side B . In the equation above the E Instein relation D = kg T=
( is the friction constant for the polym er) is im plicit.
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W e have above assum ed that at tinet= 0 we start with an iniialcondition atm = 0
For Jater reference we introduce an average velocity

. L 0

wvi —=vg—M ; o)
w here we have de ned a characteristic velocity vy D = . t isoften m ore illustrative to
use hvi when discussing the resuls rather than the m ean translocation time . For the
case of a constant force F m ) = F  (so that the transition probabilities are independent
ofm,ttm)=t andt )= t ) themean translcation tim e can straightforwardly
be caloulated using equations M) and W), s< |- T he corresponding m ean
velocity, for argeM  (see equation [lll)), becom es

Iwi=vg =t t = F=F,: )

T hus, fora constant foroe them ean velocity ofa long polym er through the pore is sim ply
proportional to the force acting on the polym er, ie., the average m otion is equivalent
to classical m otion, as i should. Aswe will see In the subsequent section the foroe
due to the chaperones is such that it becom es constant form > my, wherem o issome
characteristic nite size correction length. Fora su ciently long polym er the nite size
correction isnegligble and the expression above can be used to obtain them ean velocity.
H owever, very frequently the translocating chains are relatively short (for Instanoe, an all
proteins are 60 am noacids long, see reference ] pp. 117-118; or in vitro studies of
single-stranded D NA translocation concem chain lengthswellbelow 100 bases [[1]), and
the nite size corrections do com e into play.

There are three relevant tin e scales associated w ith the problem : The tine g
needed for the polym er to di use a distance ofthe order ofthe binding site length ; the
typicaltin e unoce @ binding site staysunoccupied; and the characteristictine .. thata
binding site ram ains occupied. Let usestim ate these di erent tin e scales, assum ing that
there are no chaperones on the entrance side (side A ) or sin plicity: The tin e neseded
or the translocating polym er to di use a distance issimply 4 = =2 = 2=2D.
Takihg ’1mm andD ’ 0l mm?/s]we nd 4 ' 5s. We now consider unocc
and ,. Denote by D . the buk di usion constants for the chaperones and by ¢y the
bulk concentration of chaperones. The chaperones bind to the polymer site with a
binding energy (< 0). C learly the probability that a binding site is occupied depends
on both the concentration and the binding energy, and we w ill see In the next section
(e alo ) that we can o a din ensionless number = coK *? which isa

R R,
* In the continuum lin it equation M) becomes [l] ;dxmexp( G ®%) , dx’exp( G %))=D

where L is the (contour) length of the polym er, G (x) = o F ®9dx’and x = m

W e do not consider the characteristic tin e associated w ih one din ensional di usion of binding
proteins along the polym er. For instance, for non-speci ¢ binding of DNA transcription factors this
Introduces yet another tin e scale [1].
] W e here use the estin ated e ective di usion constant D ’ 0.1 nm ?/s or protein inport into
m itochondria in reference [[l], obtained by com parison to experin ental translocation tin es. N otice
that this value for the di usion constant is orders ofm agnitude am aller than that of a freely di using
polym er 1], probably due to polym er interactions w ith the pore.
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relevant m easure of the binding strength, where we have de ned an equilbrium binding
constant K 4 = vyexp( jJ) (vo is the typical size of the chaperones, = 1=(kzT),
w ith kg being the Boltzm ann constant and T the tem perature of the solvent asbefore).
C onsidering univalent binding for sim plicity, the equillbbriim probability that a binding
site is occupied is (<[ Pl = =1+ ), and theprobability that a binding
site isunoccupied isthereforeP I =1 PSL= 1=(1+ ).Atequilbrium the ratio of
these probabilities is equal to the ratio between the tines . and unocer 1. Wwe have
0cc= uncece = - W e now proceed by cbtaining unoeer which then through the above
relation also determ nes ..: Consider a binding site, which niially is vacant. Ifwe
assum e that is not too an all, then as soon as one chaperone is at the binding site it
becom es trapped and the binding site occupied. The distance between chaperones in
solution is R G . ka1 cesPra chaperone to di use a distance of the order R
for any one chaperone to attach to the binding site frovided is su ciently large),
thistakesatine unoee R°=D. 1=(E7D.),which then detem ines the characteristic
tin e an initially vacant binding site stays unoccupied (see reference 1] for a m ore
thorough investigation of this problam )yy Taking D.’ 10° nm?/sand ¢ ' 10 M,
we nd ynoee ! 1 ms. Thus typically the binding tin e is faster than the tim e for the
polym er to di use a distance of the order one binding site. W e note, however, that the
above estin ated num erical values are very crude, and in particular that the polym er
di usion constant D m ay deviate substantially from the result given here 0 depends
on the nature of the polym erpore interaction). W e ound above that occ =  unocer and
thus ifthe binding strength is large ... can becom e large, even if o IS anall. The
considerations above allow us to distinguish between three di erent dynam ical regin es:
(i) Di usive regime, g4; unoces occ- In this regin e the di usion through the pore is
o fast that the chaperones do not have tin e to bind to the translocating polym er. T he
force in equation M) is then essentially zero, and the m ean translbcation tim e equation
B) becomes sinply = oM ?=2. This regine can always be reached by lowering
the concentration of chaperones su ciently. The di usive regin e corresoonds to cases
previously discussed (see for instance 1, 11]) and w ill therefore not be considered further
In this investigation.

(i) Irreversible binding ragine, unoce di occ- This regin e coresoonds to a
situation when the particlkeshave su cient tin e to bind, how ever do not unbind from the
polym er during the translocation. In this so called B rownian ratchet regim e [, [, ]
the particles, at su ciently high concentrations and binding energies, bind inm ediately
as soon as the polym er has di used a distance equal to the size of a chaperone (or for
univalent binding, a distance equal to the distance between binding sites). T he binding
of chaperones prohiits backward di usion through the pore, and the polym er can only
\Jmp" I the forward direction. This regine can fom ally be cbtaihed by ltting
F = 2F, in equation [l); then the backward transition probability is zero, t = 0, the
yyC Jearly, the depletion of chaperones due to binding to a neighbouring binding site could a ect the

tin e forbinding. T he concentrations of chaperones is expected to be su ciently high so that thise ect
w il not be dom Inant for estin ating the relevant binding tim e.
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forw ard transition probability perunit tine ist” = 2= ;, and hence the m aster equation
W) becom es
@ 2
—P m;H=—Cm 1;t) P Mm;Y): (7)
@t 0
This equation gives a coarsegrained description of the ratchet process, where only
forward Jum ps are e ectively allowed. The sam e type of equation appears also in the
theoretical description of shot noise [1], and in the continuum lin it corresoonds to the

forward m ode ofthe wave equation [[]]. Them ean translocation tim e for ratchet m otion
becomes = (M =2 and hence them ean velocity (see equation W) istwi= 2vy, which
agrees w ith the result of other studies [, 1]. T he ratchet m echanisn gives a decrease

ofthe translocation tin e by a factor =L = 1=M ocom pared to the translocation tin e In
the di usive regin e describbed In (i) above.

(iil) Reversibke binding regim €, unoce’ occ ai - In this regin e the particles have tim e
to bind and unbind m any tim es during the tin e i takes for the polymer to di use a
distance . The polym er thus has tin e to reach local equilbrium , and as we will see
we can then obtain the force F m ) by the appropriate statisticalm echanics average of
the chaperone states. W e w ill In the rest of this paper Investigate this case of reversible
(ooth univalent and m ultivalent) binding m ore closely.

3. Force F m) in the reversible binding regim e

In this section we Investigate the force F (m ) for reversble binding of chaperones to the
translocating polym er. T he chaperones are assum ed to cover one binding site (univalent
binding) orm any binding sites (m ultivalent binding), when attached to the polym er.

3.1. Genemlexpression for the fore F ()

W e start by deriving a general expression for the foroe F m ) on the translocating
polym er, arising from the interaction w ith chaperones on the two sides ofthem em brane,
in the reversbl binding regin e.

Let us obtain a statistical m echanical expression for the force on the translocating
polymer. Denote by Z fm ;na ;ng ) the Bolzm ann-weighted number of con gurations
for a state speci ed by m, np and ng, where np (g ) is the number of attached
chaperones on side A (side B). For two unconnected com partments (see gure )
this statistical weight can be written as the product of the statistical weight on side
A and B respectively, ie.,, Z (m;na;ng) = Za M ;na)Zg tm;ng). This is a natural
decom position, as the binding proteins cannot cross the nanopore (at least not In the
presence of the translocating polym er) . T he force then decom poses in the form

Fm)=Fam)+Fp m); @)

ie., the total foroe has ndependent contrbutions from side A and side B respectively.
Let us proceed by writing down the approprate statistical m echanical expression for
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the force origihating from side (=A orB).W e have (see reference 1))
F %7 emz ;
(m)= @ m;n ) < n )
Fo n =0 @m
L % e Z @ ) )
= — in )i
Z ), _,6m

where I m ;n ) isthe equillorium probability density fora state speci edbym andn .
W e have above usad the fact that the explicit expression for the equilibbrium distribution

is ®¥fm;n )= Z m;n )=Z (), where the partition function 2 ) for side 1is
obtained by sum m ing the statistical weight over allallowed valuesofn :
rQaX
Z m)= Z f;n); (10)

n =0
where n™ #* isthem axin um num ber of attached binding particleson side . Notice that
this quantity dependson m . Asbefre, we take Fy = ks T= . The force, equation (@),
isgiven by weighting the derivatives, @ InZ {m ;n )=@m , ofthe fire energy of statem ,
n by the equilbrium probability density (com pare to equation [lll)). W e note here
that in order for the derivative In the force expression to be welkde ned, the equation
for the free energy must be analytically continuable to non-integer m (the expression
for the free energy considered here are expressible In temmn s of factorials, which can be
analytically continued through -functions, see next subsection). W e point out that the
forceF (m ) may In general ncorporate other e ects, or instance, as caused by electric
elds or protein ©ding (see discussions in sectionsll and W) . If the polymer is exble
chain entropic e ects give an additional contribution to the force. P rovided that the
chaperone binding is lndependent of the curvature of the polym er, the binding force (as
calculated in the next section) and the entropic force are additive, and the entropic force
expression given in reference [|] can be used. For the sake of clarity, we here neglect
entropic e ects, ie., we assum e a rod-lke polym er. This is not a strong restriction of
the m odel, as in the presence of a drift as exerted by the chaperones (see below ), the
entropic e ect is expected to be negliglble for m ost chain lengths relevant to proteins,
com pare reference |1].
Let us nally rewrte the foroe n a form convenient for cbtaining F m ) in the
them odynam iclimi m ! 1 forsideB and M m! 1 forsdeA).Wewrte

Fm)=F m) 4 m); 11)
w ih
F m) QZ (m)=@m @
= —h7 ; 12
Fo Z @) @m ) 12)
and

P nm ax

4 m) QZ (m)=Gm n=0@Z (m;n )=Cm
Fy Z ()

; 13)
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w here the partition function Z (m ) isgiven in equation [ll). T he orce M) is com posed
oftwo temm s. The rst temn , explicitly given by equation (), is the themm odynam ic
expression forthe foroe obtained by taking the derivative ofthe logarithm ofthepartition
finction with respect tom . As we will see in subsections [l and M this tem is in
general independent ofm , and is proportionalto the chem icalpotentialdi erence across
the membrane. The second temm , given in equation [M), is a correction term to this
them odynam ic result. W e note that the presence of this correction tem is due to the
fact that the upper lin it n™ ** in the sum in ) dependsonm (ifthiswere not the case
we could m ove the derivative in front ofthe sum and 4 m ) would be dentically zero).
In subsection Ml we show that 4 (m) vanishes for Jargem for the case of univalnt
binding. W e w ill therefore henceforth call4 (m ) a nite size correction tem . W e note
here that in orderto calculate the general force expression equation M), wem ust evaliate
(com plicated) sum s involving the statisticalweights 2 (m ;n ). However, for obtaining
the force equation [ in the them odynam ic lim it (ie. Jarge protrusion distances),
a know Jedge of the partition function Z () su ces (@s we will see in subsection [,
Z () can be straightforwardly calculated using a transfer m atrix approadh).

3 2. Explicit expression for the fore F' (m )

In this subsection we study in m ore detail the forces Fp m ) and Fg m ) when the two
com partm ents contain chaperones, which bind reversbly to the translocating polym er.
In particular, we obtain the foroes as a function of chaperone e ective binding strengths
and sizes.

In order to obtain the force on the polym er we m ust have explicit expression for the
statisticalweightsZ m ;n ) (seeequation l); =A orB ). Thedetails ofthe calculation
ofZ m;n )arcgiven i |- T here are two entropice ectsthatmust be taken
Into acoount: (i) asm increases the num ber of available binding sites Increases on side
B and vice versa; and (il) asthe numbern ofbound chaperones increases the entropy
of the surrounding \gas" decreases. W e neglect the reduction of volum e due to the
presence of the translocating polym er. W e assum e that the chaperones are equal in size
(univalent binding) or larger than m ultivalent binding) the size of a binding site, and
cover an integer (1) number ofbinding sites ifbound to the polym eron side (for
Instance, bacterial transcription factors cover 10 20 basspairs']). The statistical

weights then becom e (see equation [Hl))

Z m;n)= "™m;n)"; (14)

where P™9n ;n ) denotes the number of ways of arranging n particles onto the m
binding sites on side B oronto theM m binding sites on side A . For the case ofdilute
solutions the e ective binding strength appearing above can be w ritten:

=cK* @5)

where ¢ isthe concentration of chaperoneson side , and K 9 isthe equilbbrium binding
constant, see equation [ll). Since the e ective binding strength is proportional to
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the chaperone concentration, one can experin entally vary by changing the latter.
W e note that for 2 there exist correlations between binding sites in the sense ifone
binding site is occupied, then at least one of the neighbouring binding sites is occupied.
In tum, a binding protein needing m ore than one binding site to actually bind cannot
bind between already bound chaperones if their distance is less than . Thus, the
binding characteristics for arge and small ( = 1) are di erent. Explicitly we have for
sde B L, 00]

|
bod g in ) = m (B I _ @ ' (8 l)rg)!; 16)
Np ng !m g Np ) !
and sin ilarly for side A wih the replacementm ! M m,n ! nyand g ! a.
W e note here that we have above neglected cooperative e ects (ie., the e ect that the
chaperones attached to the polym erm ay interact) . Such e ects are usually lncorporated
Into the theory through a cooperativity param eter ! [, 00, 101], w here no cooperativiy
cormresponds to ! = 1. For! > 1 (positive cooperativity) the chaperones bound
to the polym er Interact attractively, whereas for ! < 1 (negative cooperativity) the
chaperones repeleach other. T he (som ew hat lengthy) relevant expressions forZz m ;n )
wih ! 6 1 canbe und in reference ], In subsection l, w e revisit the problem and
show that the partition function Z M ) or hrgem m ay be straightforwardly cbtaned
Including cooperativity, allow Ing for a detem nation of the force F m ) (see equation
) in the themm odynam ic lin it.
Equations ), ) and M) Hr the statistical weight Z (m ;n ) compltely
determ ne the e ective orce F ) (see equation M)). Combining equations M) and
) ve straightforwardly cbtain the force on the polym er from side A :

F %IE\E\X
AFQ‘“’= S@mim)f M m (, Um+1) M m anp+ Dg:d7)
0

na=0
Sin ilarly the force from side B is:

F R
BF(m)= S“ming)f m  (p Ly + 1) m  png + 1)g; (18)
0

ng =0

where (z)=dh (@z)=dz= O@z)= (z) isthe -function [¥], and we have analytically
continued the factorials appearing in equation [M) using -fiinctions. The m axinum
num ber of particles that can attach to the polymeron sideB isng® = =], ie, it
is the Jargest integer am aller than orequaltom = y . Sin ilarly for side A the m axin um
num ber of attached chaperones isnj ** = [M m )= ]. W e notice that the force from
side B is zero, as it should, when the chain does not protrude at that side, ie. we
have Fg m = 0) = 0. Also, shce (z) is an increasing function w ith z, the force from
side B is positive F'z (m ) 0, whereas the force from side A is negative F, ) 0.
Equations ) and M) are general expressions for the foree, and are convenient for
num erical com putations. W e point out that in general the force F (m ) depends on
ve dim ensionless variables: the binding strengths , and 3, the rehtive sizes of the
chaperones , and g,aswellasthee ective ength M = L= ofthe polymer. In the
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next two subsections we derive sin pli ed approxin ate results for the cases: (i) univalent
binding ( = 1), and (i) generalm ultivalent binding and long polym ers. In the latter
subsection we also revisit the problm of cooperative e ects (! 6 1). In these two
subsections we com pare the results to the exact expressions for the force, equations [ll)

and ).

3.3. Univakent binding

In this subsection we consider the case of univalent binding, = 1, and obtain the
force In the them odynam ic Iim it. W e also derive a an approxin ate expression for the
nite size correction to the force.
Forunivalent binding = lwehaveny® =m andnj*®* =M m and therefore
Phdm,n ) = n"*En 0™ n)!) (see equation [M). The partition finctions
Za tm) and Zg ) can straightforwardly be calculated using equation ). W e nd

m ax

Z )= Z m;n)= 1+ ) 19)

where we have used the binom ial theorem [1]. This equation is a standard result for
the partition function for univalent, non-cooperative binding to a polym er 1]. N otice
that the dependence on the chaperone concentration and the binding energies appear
only through the quantity (see equation [M)). Let usnow calculate the orce F ()
in the thermm odynam ic lin it. U sing equations [ll) and [l) we nd:

Fm) F _ .
= _Fo h@d+ ); 20)

w here the plus sign corresponds to side B , and them inus sign correspondsto sideA . W e

notice that the them odynam ic force is lndependent ofm , and the expression above can
be viewed as a chem ical potential di erence across the m em brane, com pare references
o 0, ).
W e proceed by considering the nite size correction to the force, equation ().
Replacing thesum overn in equation [l) by an integration and using Leibniz’s theorem

for di erentiation ofan integral [l aswellasthe fact that Z m ;n™ %) = ! we nd
(for side B )

|
45 M) @I Zg u;ni) B "
Fo @m Zg m) 1+ g

wherem g = I=h(l+ gk )= 1=h(f, ') in tem s ofthe Iling fraction fz of the
polym er on side B as contained in equation [l . The nite size correction Prside A,
4 5 m), is cbtained in an identical fashion. The nite size correction is exponentially
decreasing w ith Increasing m , and vanishes over distances largerthanm y ,wherem, is
determ ined by the lling fractions on the two sides; for large (an all) 1ling fraction, ie.,
large (@nall) , the correction decays slow Iy (rapidly) withm . F igurell show sthe above
expression for the force (equations [ll), ) and M) together w ith the exact result
(equation [M)). N otice that the result above, ie. the expression the force as given by

= exp( m=mg); 1)
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equations [ll), ) and M), captures the decrease ofthe foroce w ith decreasing m , but
does not flly agree w ith the resul from the generalexpression forthe orce [ll), dueto
the continuum approxim ation leading to equation [l . W e point out that a decrease of
Fg (m ) ordecreasingm agreesw ith them oleculardynam ics sim ulations in reference [01].
T he results obtained in this subsection show that fora Iong m > m ¢z ) polym erthe force
can be calculated using the them odynam ic expression F @ )=Fy = @InZ @m )=@m,
but for short polym ers nite size corrections becom e relevant, and one has to resort to
the exact expressions for the force, equations [ll) and ). I gure B, this fact is
dem onstrated Porthe case 3 = 12, a typical value for binding protemns.

34. Genermlcase, hrgem

In this subsection we show that for argem the foree F () can be obtained through
the solution of an algebraic equation for general . The approach allow s us to revisit
the problem of cooperativity (! € 1) In a straightforward m anner.

In order to cbtain the oroe for Jargem , a know Jledge ofthe partition finction Z (m )
su ces (see equation (). R ather than using the com binatorial approach given in the
previous subsections the partition function can m ore conveniently be obtained using
the approach pursued in reference 1] (see also 1)) : In general the partition function
Z (n) can be written as [[]

Z ()= 5057 22)

where ;arethe + 1 rootsto the algebraic equation (=A orB)
= ! + (! 1) = 0: 23)

The prefactors 5 are independent of m and are explicitly given by 4 = 3
d =dIn . Equation M) is the secular equation associated with the transfer
m atrix of the system [M]. Equations ) and ) com plktely determ ine the partition
function of the system . Notice that the above approach incorporates cooperativity
e ects (through the cooperativity param eter ! ) w ithout substantially raising the level
of com plexity. However, we point out that in the present approach only the partition
function Z (un ), and not the statisticalweights Z @ ;n ), can be calculated. T herefore
the approach discussed in this subsection does not allow oom putation of the exact
expression for the force (see the de nition of the foroe, equation @), and also equations
M) and ).
Let usnow calculate the foroe for largem . Denote by ™ #* the largest root to the
algebraic equation equation [M). Then for largem the foree equation [l) becom es

F F
(m)= — In "%; (24)
Fo Fo
where the plus sign corresponds to = B, and them nus sign to = A . The force

In the them odynam ic Ilim it is hence proportional to the logarithm of the largest root
max  Fquation [l can straightforwardly be solved on a com puter, and hence the
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Figure 2. The force F m )=F¢ In units of Fy = kg T= (T is the tem perature of the
solvent, kg isthe Bolzm ann constant and is the binding site size, see gurell). The
dashed lines correspond to approxim ate results: For the cases of univalent binding

5 = 1 the upper dashed line is the analytic resul as contained in equation ).
Forthe case 3z = 2 we have included a plot m iddle dashed line) of the approxin ate
result contained in equation M) .For 5 = 12, a typicalvalue orm any D NA -binding
proteins, the lower dashed line corresoonds to the result obtained through equations
) and ). The rem aining curves corresponds to the resuls obtained through the
exact expression equation ), ©r: 5 = 1 (upper curve), 5 = 2 Mm iddle curve)
and p = 12 (lower curve). The binding strength (see equation ) was taken to be

p = 1. No binding particles were assum ed to be present on side A . N otice that for
anallm (@nd 3 2) the force \oscillates" w ith a period g . For lJargem the force
approaches a constant value. T he onset ofthe oroe iswherem = 3, ie., the force is
zero unless there are su clently m any binding sites on side B to accom m odate at least
one chaperone. T he solid lines are only m eant to guide the eye. For typical chaperone
sizes and translocating polym er lengths the nite size corrections m ay becom e quite
relevant.
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determm ination ofthe force for largem isa sim plem atter. Forunivalent, non-cooperative
(! = 1) binding equation M) becomes a rst order algebraic equation which can be
easily solved. T he force asobtained from this solution togetherw ith equation [l agrees
w ith equation [ as it should. In the previous subsection we showed that the force in
the them odynam ic lim it is lndependent ofm for the case of univalent, non-cooperative
binding. The resul above proves that the force, for arge m , is Independent on m for
generalvaluesof and! .Wehavein gurcllpltted the force orm ultivalent binding
using the exact resul, equation [l), aswellas the above result Fy (m ). The agrean ent
is good for Jargem . N otice that the exact result has an \oscillatory" behaviour w ith a
period g for anallm values. W e interpret the these oscillations in the follow ng way :
ifm isequalto an Integermultiple of z thepolym er can, potentially (for large binding
strengths), 1l the polym er and hence com plktely restrict backward m otion (perfect
'ratcheting’) . However, when m is not an integermultiple of y there must be vacant
Soaces In between bound chaperones (for instance orm = 5 the m axinum number of
bound chaperones is 2 for divalent binding ( 5 = 2), and hence there m ust be at least
one vacant binding site, even for large binding strengths), and the 'ratchet’ e ect is
less pronounced. In reference []] sin ilar types of oscillations were found In the Iling
fraction of a polym er as a function ofm , for the case of m ultivalent binding.

For divalent ( = 2), non-cooperative binding equation M) becom es a second
order algebraic equation, which can straightforwardly be analytically solved, yielding

= [ @+ 4 )E2.The corresponding force (or Jargem ) becom es
F m) F 1+ 1+ 4 )1:2!

= — I ; 25
= = 5 ; @5)

where the plus sign correspondsto = B, and them nus sign to = A . W e point out
that the force for divalent binding as given by equation [ll) has a di erent functional
dependence on com pared to the case of univalent binding, see equation [l .

Let us nally obtain the force for large m, univalent binding ( = 1) and
including cooperativity e ects (@irary ! ) using the approach above. For this
case equation [l) becom es a second order algebraic equation with the roots: =
L1+ ! )=2 f@+! )82=4+ (! 1) g'*2. Hence the Proe, equation M), becom es

!
F ]r? 1+ ! . 1+ ! 2+ X . = 26)
Fo : 2 2 ' i

where we have assum ed that ! W () 3RR+ )?=3 1F s=o thatthe roots
arereal. W enotethatW ( ) hasamaxinum valie 1=2; therefore equation [ll) applies
w henever the cooperativity param eter satis es ! 1=2. In addition, when < 1=4
we nd that W ( ) is negative. Hence equation [l) is valid for any value of the
cooperativity param eter ! provided that 1=4. For no cooperativity ! = 1 the
above result reduces to previous resuls (see equation ). N otice that the oree forthe
case of positive cooperativity is Jarger than the force for negative cooperative binding,
as it shoud.
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4. M ean velocity

In this section we study the m ean velocity for the polym er translocation. In particular
we nd a sinpl form for them ean velociy for long polym ers.

The m ean velocity is obtained on the basis of the force obtained In the previous
subsections together with equations M) and WM). For the general case ( nite sized
polym ers) the force expressions as contained in equations [ll) and ) m ust be used.
For su ciently Jong polym ers we can ignore the nitesize e ect and use equation ()
together with the them odynam ic expressions for the force derived In the previous
subsections. W e pont out that hwi then (for non-cocperative binding) depends on
fourdin ensionless variables: 5 = K., 5 = GK5'y a, s (C isthe concentration
of chaperones on side and K ®? is the equilbrium binding constant for the chaperones
on side , =A orB). W e can therefore for su ciently long polym ers w rite the m ean
velocity according to

Fsl Fal
Fo Fo

hvi= vy @7)
wihvo= D= andF 3= kg T= . The relkevant expressions forthe forces F, andFy were
given in the previous section: (i) For the general case the foroes ollow equation [l
and the problem is that of determ ining the largest root ™** to the algebraic equation
). (@) Forunivakent binding ( = 1) we use the foree expressions according to
equation [l). For the case of no cooperativity, ! = 1, this equation reduces to the
sinple result given :n equation [M). (i) For divalnt binding ( = 2) and non-
cooperative Interactions (! = 1) the forces are given by equation [ll). W hen the
chaperone baths on the two sides contain chaperones of identical binding strengths
a = p andsizes p =  themean velocity is zero, as it should. In general, however,
the size of the chaperones on side A and sideB may dier , & 3, whih may lead
to Interesting behaviour of the m ean velocity as a function of 5 and  (ie. ofthe
chaperone concentration on the two sides) . In particular we notice that the dependence
on di ers between the cases of univalent and divalent binding (see equations @ll)
and ) for non-cooperative binding. T he binding strength is proportional to the
concentration of chaperones on the two sides. Thus by m easuring the m ean velocity as
a function of concentration of chaperones, it should be possible to reveal the nature of
the binding on the two sides (ie. thevaluesof and ! ). In gurelwe have plotted
hviasa function of 5 fordi erent 5, assum ing no chaperones to be present on side A
for sin plicity. The solid Ines in  gure ll correspond to the m ean velocity as calculated
using equations ), W) and the exact expression forthe force equation [ll). T he dotted
Iines corresponds to the approxin ate results cbtained from equations [ll), ), )
and ). W e notice that the deviation between the above approxin ate results and the
exact result for the m ean velocity is larger for larger values of . This origihates from
the fact that for large  the nite size correction to the foroe ism ore pronounced (see
equation [)). For nite sized polym ers the nite size correction to the force found
here thus a non-negligbl plays a rok in the translocation dynam ics. However as we
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Increase the length ofthe polym er the approxin ate results (dashed lines) asgiven above,
coincide w ith the exact result (solid lines).

A few words on the experin ental relevance of the nite size e ects are In order.
From gurell we notice that nite size e ects are prom nent for the force form values
uptom < 3 4) forthe y-value chosen in the gure; thus typically the larger the
chaperones (larger ) them ore pronounced isthe nite size e ect for a given polym er
length. W enote here that tm ight bepossible tom easure the nite sizee ect ofthe force
directly; for nstance by attaching a bead at one end of the polym er and trapping the
bead In an opticaltweezer, onem ight directly probe the foroe on the polym er due to the
presence of chaperones, com pare to the experim ental setup in reference [1]. The force
is, however, not the usual experin ental cbservable. Instead, what is usually obtained in
experin ents is the m ean velocity (orm ean translocation tine). Asseen in  gure ll the

nite size e ects are e ective also for \long" poymers M > (3 4) z).Thisisdueto
the fact that the m ean velocity, also for long polym ers, contains nform ation about the
dynam ics in the sm allm —regin e.

5. Com parison to electric eld induced translocation

In this section we com pare the binding assisted translocation to electric eld induced
translocation. A s we have seen in the previous sections the characteristic velocity due
to binding of chaperones along a polymerisvg = D= ,whereD isthepolym erdi usion
constant and isthe distance between binding sites. W e now com pare v to the velocity
due to the the presence ofan electrostaticvoltage 4 V acrossthem em brane. Ifwe denote
the linear charge density ofthe polym er (charge per unit length) by , the electric force
on the translocating polym er isF.c = 4 V, and hence the velocity is

Voo = 22 = Dk:TV ; 28)
where = kg T=D is the friction constant for the polym er. Setting vo = Veee we nd
that we need a voltage across the m em brane

kg T
4V = 4V, = = 9)

In order to get a velocity from the ekctric eld which equals the velocity due to the
chaperones. Let us estin ate the voltage for a highly) negatively charged polym er like
DNA .W e then take ' 5 unit charges/nm , kg T /' 26 meV (room tem perature) and

" 1nm,whichgives4 V.’ 5mV .Thetypical (resting) potentialacross the eukaryotic
cellmembranes is’ 70 mV . Thus for charged polym ers ke DNA it is \preferable" to
use ekctric elds for e cient trangport. In contrast, the lnear charge density of a
proten is sensitive to the am noacid ssquence and the pH ofthe solution; at high (low)
PH a protein is typically negatively (positively) charged. T herefore, non-soeci ¢ protein
transport cannot in general rely on electric eld induced translocation; thism ay explain
in parts why nature has invented the chaperone assisting m achinery.



C haperone assisted translocation 18

<v>/VO

2

1.8

1.6

1.4

1.2

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

1 2 3 4 5 6

_~ K€a
KB—CBKB

Figure 3. The mean velocity lwi for translocation of a nite sized polymer as a
finction of binding strength 5 = o K 57, ©r di erent relative chaperone sizes g

(cs is the concentration of chaperones, and K 5 is the equilbrium binding constant).
T he solid lines corresponds to the m ean velocities as calculated using equations W),
B and the exact expression for the orce as contained in equation [lll). The dashed
curve in connection w ith the p = 1 line, is the approxin ate result given In equations
) together with equation ). The dashed curve with the 5 = 2 line is the
approxin ate expression given in equation [l) and M. For 5 = 12 the dashed
line corresponds to the resul cbtained through equations ) and M) . No binding
particles were present on side A . The e ective length of the polym er was taken to be
M = 60. Themean velocity increasesm onotonically w ith increasing binding strength

B - Notice that the deviations between the exact (solid curves) and the approxin ate
results (dashed curves) are m ore pronounced for large values of 3 .

6. Summ ary and outlook

W ehave In thiswork Investigated the translocation ofa sti polym erthrough a nanopore
In a membrane, In the presence of binding particles (chaperones) that bind to the

polym er on both sides of the m embrane. A ssum ing that the di usion of chaperones is
fast com pared to the rate of translocation we described the process by a one-din ensional
m aster equation. W e closely investigated the translocation dynam ics for the case of
reversible binding to the polym er and found that the dynam ics depend on w hether the
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chaperones bind univalently or m ultivalently to the polym er. For the case of univalent
binding we derived an analytic nite size correction to the force exerted on the polym er
by the chaperones. In general, the nite size corrections we quanti ed In this study
m ay be used to extract infom ation on the nature of the chaperones from experim ental
data. For long polymers a sinpl expression for the m ean velocity of the polym er
through the pore was found. W e also discussed the problem of irreversible binding
to the translocating polym er, as well as com pared the e ectiveness of binding assisted
translocation to electric eld driven translbcation.

W e want to pont out that the case of perfect them al ratchet translbocation ]
(Inm ediate imreversible binding) cannot be ocbtained by simply taking the e ective
binding strengths tobe in nite in the resuls i this study. A s discussed in section M, for
irreversible binding the chaperones do not have tin e to unbind during the translocation,
rendering a themm odynam ic evaluation (@swe have done here) ofthe force inapplicable.
However, we found that our m aster equation approach allow s us to fom ally describe
the case of them al ratcheting. It will be interesting to see whether it is possbl to
develop a theory that covers both the reversble and irreversble binding regin es (ie.,
arbirary values of the binding strength) . Possbly technigues and results from the class
of the parking ot m odels [, I, ] could prove ussful.

W e have In this investigation not lncluded entropice ectsduetopolym er exibiliy.
A snoted In them ain text, provided that the chaperone binding does not depend on the
curvature of the exdble polym er the binding force as calculated here and the entropic
force are additive. For not too long exible polym ers the entropic e ect could thus be
Included In a standard fashion (see eg., 1]), but typically these e ects in the presence
of the chaperonegenerated drift will be negligble for system s relevant to this study
_|]. Forvery long polym ers the dynam ics changes qualitatively, and has to be m odelled
by a dynam ical equation with mem ory []. W e have also neglected the volum e of the
translocating polym er, which should be a fair assum ption for the relevant biological
system s.

W e have throughout the study assum ed that the binding energy for the chaperones
is the sam e along the polym er. However proteins, RNA and DNA in general consist
of heterogeneous sequences of am inoacids, bases or basepairs regpectively. Ik would
therefore be interesting to investigate how heterogeneity In the binding energies along
the polym er a ects the translocation dynam ics.

It has been suggested that in order for a protein to be ablk to translocate it has
to be unfolded on the entrance side [l]. The unfolding of a protein in general requires
the presence of chaperones on the entrance side; as we have seen in this study the
presence of such proteins always give an opposing force com pared to the translocation
direction. Hence e cient translocation requires that the am ount of binding proteins
on the entrance side is Jarge enough to allow unfolding, but an all enough not to cause
a too large opposing force. Ik willbe interesting to see whether such an optin ization
oconceming the concentration of \unfolders" is indeed used In nature. T his situation m ay
be m proved by additional protein channels for the chaperones, by which the relative
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concentration on both sides ofthem embranem ay be actively requlated. T he possibility
also exists that the translbcation could be driven by the refolding of the protein on
the target side [l]. A lfematively, In cases where the protein is synthesised on the
entrance side a built-n additional ssquence can inhbi folding. This folding-preventing
sequence then has to be ram oved on the exi side and then the folding process m ay
assist the translocation. W e note that e ects sim ilar to protein folding can occur for
RNA and singlk stranded DNA In the form of secondary structure. In principle protein
translocation could occur even for an unfolded protein, provided that the cheam ical
or elkctric bias is strong enough. The translocation dynam ics could In such case
provide Jocal Infom ation about the protein structure, which could nd biotechnological
applications, sin ilar to RNA translocation [1].
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A ppendix A .M ean translocation tim e for a constant force

Let us consider the mean translbcation tine, as given by equation WM). For the
case of a constant oree F fn) = F the transfer coe cients, equation (M), becom e
tm) = (I=0)@0+F=2Fyg) =t andt m) = (1=,)(1 F=2F) = t . Equation
B then becom es:

- = = @® 1)
+y:O t+ z=0

Ifwe non assume that t < t° and use the result for a geom etric series (valid for
Q 6 1) zonZ = (1 o=@ Q) we nd the follow ing expression for the m ean
translocation tim e g 5
!
M ¢ < £ M= M M F

= 1 — ! = ; 2
ot ©  t)?: £ ; ot F ' ®2)

where we In the last step have assum ed that M l.ForlargeM (and a constant force),
the m ean translbcation tim e is thus inversely proportional to the force, as it should.

A ppendix B .B inding partition function

In this appendix we ocbtain the binding statisticalweight Z m ;n ).

In orderto cbtain the force on the polym erwem ust have explicit expressions for the
statisticalweightsZ (m ;n ) (seeequation WM)). Thisquantity is obtained by calculating
the statistically averaged num ber ofways to attach n particles on side , divided by a
reference statistical weight Z ™. W e choose Z ™f as the num ber of states in the absence
of the polym er (otice that the choice of Z ™ is arbitrary, shce it vanishes in equation
W). Let us st calculate Z *™f. D enote by V, the volum e of com partm ent A and by
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Vg the volum e of com partm ent B . Sim ilarly, we assum e a chaperone on side A (side B )
to occupy a volum e vpa  (Vos ) - There are henoe N °¢ = V, =vp, num ber of voxels to put
the chaperones on side & (see gurell), and sin ilarly N [t = Vg =vpz num ber of voxels
to put the chaperones on side B . If we fiirthemm ore assum e that there are N, ©Njg)
chaperones on side A (side B ), the num ber of ways of arranging these particles on the
two sides are '
N tot ” tot !

27 W T !(I\I(I\ItOt)N)!; &b
w hich then determm ine the reference statistical weight. Let us proceed by calculating the
statistical weights Z (m ;n ) In the presence of the polym er, neglkcting the reduction
of com partm ent volum e due to the translocating polym er. A s before, on side B the
polym er is divided Into m segm ents such that m = x= , where x is the protrusion
distance on side B and is the size of a binding site. Sin ilarly on side A there are
M m= L x)= sgments,whereM = L= Iisthe totalnumber ofbinding sites (L
isthe length ofthe polym er). W e assum e that the chaperones cover an integer ( 1)
num ber ofbinding sites ifbound to the polym eron side . The totalbinding energy for
an attached chaperone is denoted by (< 0). Themaxinum num ber of particles that
can attach to thepolymeron side B isthen nf** = = 3 ], ie,, i is the Jargest integer
an aller than orequaltom = 5 . Sin ilarly for side A them axinum num ber of attached
chaperones is n?* = [M m)=,]. Denoteby 2" n;ng) the number of ways of
arranging np particles onto the m binding sites on side B ( 5™¢ (m ;n ) is explicitly
given in them ain text). To cbtain the binding statistical weight for side B we have to
multiply 579 ;ng) by the Bolzm ann weight associated w ith binding, ie.,

7P m;n )= "™ ;n )exp( n): B 2)

In order to obtain the fuill statistical weight for side B , we also have to account for the
fact that when n number of particles are bound to the polym er there are only N n
num bers of m olecules left in the \gas" surrounding the polym er. T he num ber of states
or the \gas" (com pare equation [lll)) is

Z9%m )= fN")g=fN n)!IN®™" N n)lb: ® 3)
For arge N (see equation 6147 In reference [[]]) we have the dentity N + a)EN +
b!'= N +a+ 1)= N + b+ 1) NP1+ @ b@+b+ 1)=@N)+ ), where (z)

isthe -function. Applying this result, we nd that for the case when a large num ber
of chaperones are present at the two sides:

Zgas(n )= n ; (B .4)
where we have introduced the volum e fraction on side as N=N% N).
Combining equations [lll) and M) we nd that the statistical weight for side  is:

Z fn)=20 )z @m;n)= "™M@m;n)"; ® 5)

where we have de ned an e ective binding strength

exp(J J: ® .6)
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Forthe case ofdilute solutions (N N %) the e ective binding strength can bew ritten
in the comm on fom :

=cK®™ ®B.7)

wherec = N =V isthe concentration of chaperoneson side (=A orB),and
K¥= vy exp(3J J ® 3)
is the equilbriim binding constant B#]. Equation [ll) together w ith equation [l

de nes the statistical weights for the two sides.

A ppendix C .Filling fraction

In thisappendix we consider the 1ling fraction of chaperonesbound to the translocating
polym er for the cases univalent and divalent of binding, resoectively.

Since we assum e that the m otion of the chaperones is fast com pared to the rate
of translocation through the pore, the expected numbers m, i and hng i of bound
chaperones on the two sides for a given m are welkde ned quantities, which are
sin ply obtained by caloulating the expectation value with respect to the equilbbrium
distribution, ie.,

n i= n eq(m;n)=L(JnZ m)); (GD)
@

where =A or B and the total expected number of bound chaperones is mi =
hpy i+ ngi.

Let us calculate the expected num ber of bound particles on the two sides for the
case ofunivalent = 1 and non-cooperative binding ! = 1. U sing equations [lll) and
Bl ve ndm i= n"®*f where the 1lling fractions are

f = =1 @+ )’ C€2)
1+

This nding is a standard result for univalent, non-cooperative binding to a polym er

]. W e notdce that 0 f 1, and that the chain becom es fully occupied, £ ! 1, if

the binding strength is very large ! 1 .W hen the binding strength is zero 10

there are no chaperones bound, £ ! 0, as it should. For positive binding energies

0 (repulsion) the Iling fraction loses tsm eaning. Since runivalent binding (@nd

no cooperativity) the binding sites are independent, the equilbbrium probability P S
that a binding site is occupied equals the lling fraction, ie. P53 = £ .

W ecan also calculate f forthe case ofdwvalentbinding = 2, and large protrusion
distances. U sing the results from subsection [l we nd that

f 1 Q+4) 7% C 3)
for divalent binding. W e have that 0 £ 1, £ ! 1 for ' 1 ,and £ ! O
for ! 0 as it should. W e notice that or divalent binding the polym er reaches is

fully occupied state £ = 1 \slower" w ith than for the case of univalent binding (see



C haperone assisted translocation 23

equation [M)). vy This is htuitively clear, as or divalent binding those con gurations
have to be overcom e In which vacant spots of the size of one binding site have to
disappear n orderto reach £ = 1.

v Equations [ll) and ) also ®lows straight®rwardly from the M oG heevon H ippel binding
isothem [0]:

f 1 f
=  £)
1 ( 1f=

which expresses the fraction £ ofoccupied binding sites as a function of and for binding to an
In niely long polymer. From the above expression we notice that for large chaperones 1 the
lling fraction takesthe simnple orm £ =1 1+ ) L.
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