arXiv:cond-mat/0406578v1 [cond-mat.soft] 24 Jun 2004

U nderstanding M echanochem ical C oupling in K inesins U sing

F irst-P assage T In e P rocesses

Anatoly B. Kolom eisky, Evgeny B. Stukalin

D epartm ent of Chem istry, Rice University, Houston, TX 77005-1892, U SA

Alex A . Popov

D epartm ent of Chem istry, M oscow State University, M oscow, Russia 117899

K Inesins are processive m otor proteins that m ove along m icrotubules in a step—
w ise m anner, and theirm otion is powered by the hydrolysis of AT P . R ecent experi-
m ents have investigated the coupling between the individual steps of single kinesin
m olecules and ATP hydrolysis, taking explicitly into account forward steps, badck—
ward steps and detachm ents. A theoretical study of m echanochem ical coupling in
kinesins, which extends the approach used successfully to describe the dynam ics of
conventional m otor proteins, is presented. T he possbility of irreversible detach-—
m ents of kinesins from the m icrotubules is also explicitly taken into acocount. U sing
the m ethod of rst-passage tin es, experin ental data on the m echanochem ical cou—
pling In kinesins are fully described using the sim plest two-state m odel. It is shown
that the dwell tin es for the kinesin to m ove one step forward or backward, or to
dissociate irreversbly are the sam e, although the probabilities of these events are
di erent. It is concluded that the current theoretical view , that only the forward
m otion of the m otor protein m olecule is coupled to ATP hydrolysis, is consistent

w ith all available experin ental cbservations for kinesins.
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INTRODUCTION

There are several classes of enzym es, called m olecular m otor proteins, that are critical
for m any biological processes, but especially they are In portant for cellilar transport and
m otility, cell division, and transfer of genetic infom ation (Lodish et al, 1995; Bray, 2001;
Howard, 2001). Them otor proteins, such askinesins, m yosins, DNA and RNA polm erases,
m ove In a stepw ise m otion along rigid m olecular tracks (m icrotubules, actin  lam ents, and
DNA molkculs). Them otion ofm otorproteins is fueled by the hydrolysis of ATP or related
com pounds. H owever, the exact m echanian of the coupling between the chem ical energy of
hydrolysis and the m echanicalm otion ofm otor proteins is stillunknown, and it rem ains one
ofthe m ost In portant problem s In biology.

K inesinsprovide them ost convenient system to investigate them echanochem ical coupling
In m otor proteins since biophysical, chem ical and m echanical properties of these m olecules
are now well studied at singlem olkecule kevel Howard et al., 1989; Svoboda et al.,, 1994;
Schnitzer and B lock, 1997; KoJjm a et al., 1997; V isscher et al., 1999; Schnitzer et al., 2000;
N ishiyam a et al,, 2003; A soury et al,, 2003, Y ildiz et al,, 2003). C onventional kinesins are
din eric tw o-headed m olecules, which hydrolze ATP and m ove stochastically in 8 2-nm steps
along them icrotubules. T hesem otorproteins can m ake hundreds of stepsbefore dissociating
from them icrotubules and they can be processive even against the opposing load ashigh as
78 PN (Visscher et al, 1999; Schnitzer et al.,, 2000; N ishiyam a et al,, 2002) . K inesin m oves
preferentially In the forward direction (lusend ofm icrotubules), however, at high loads the
frequency ofbackward steps (in the direction ofm nus end of the m icrotubule) is ncreasing

(N ishiyam a et al., 2002).

In order to understand how the m otor proteins function, it is in portant to investigate
how the chem ical energy of ATP hydrolysis is transform ed into the m echanical m otion of
proteins. To approach this findam ental problem , rst, several crtical questions should be
ansvered: 1) How many ATP molcules consum ed for each kinesin’s step? 2) Are ATP
m olcules hydrolyzed for any step, orward or backward? 3) Is there a futile hydrolysis in
kinesin m otion, ie., ATP oconsum ption w ithout actualm oving of the m otor protein?

In recent experim ents (N ishiyam a et al., 2002), the m echanism ofm echanochem ical cou—
pling in m otor proteins has been studied by correlating the forward and backward m ove-

m ents of single kinesin m olecules to the hydrolysis of AT P . U sing optical trapping nanom etry



system , the tin e tra pctordies of single kinesin m olecules have been m easured for di erent
extemal foroes and for di erent ATP concentrations. Tt was found that the dwell tines
before the forward and backward steps are the sam e at all extemal forces and at allATP

concentrations. A biased B row nian m otion m odelw ith asym m etric potentials was developed
to explain the bidirectionalm otions of kinesins. Based on thism odel, it was concluded that
the hydrolysis of single ATP molecul is coupled to either forward or backward steps of
kinesins.

A Yhough the theoretical picture presented by N ishiyam a et al., 2002, that both forward
and backward steps of kinesins are created by the sam e m echanochem ical transduction
m echanisn , seem s to be ablk to describe several features of the kinesin m otility, there are
serious fundam ental problem s w ith this view . Tt contradicts the current biochem ical view
of this process and earlier studies (Schnitzer and B lock, 1997; Hua et al,, 1997; Coy et al,
1999) that show a tight coupling, ie., one ATP m olkcul is hydrolyzed per each forward
8-nm step. Note, however, that these earlier investigations m ainly neglected the backward
steps In their statistical analysis. In addition, the asym m etric potential used in the biased
B rownian m otion m odel breaks the periodic symm etry of the system , and it violates the
principle ofm icroscopic reversibility sinoe the badkw ard processes are not taken into acoount.
Furthem ore, thism odelcannot predict analytically the fraction ofthe forward and backw ard
steps ssparately, and it also fails to acoount for irreversible detachm ents ofkinesin m olecules
from the m icrotubules, which are observed In experim ents. C learly, a better quantitative
theoretical description, which does not violate the basic physical and chem ical principles, is
needed In order to satisfactorily understand the m echanochem ical coupling n kinesins. The
ain ofthis article is to discuss In detail such a theoretical approach.

W e present a theoretical analysis of m echanocham ical coupling and dynam ics of ki-
nesin m olecules which utilizes the rstpassage tin e processes (van K am pen, 1997) in pe-
riodic discrete-state stochastic m odels. This is an extension of the recently developed ap—
proach Q ian, 1997; K olom eisky and W idom , 1998; F isher and K olom eisky, 1999a; F isher
and K olom eisky, 1999%; K olom eisky and F isher, 2000a; K olom eisky and F isher, 2000b;
K olom eisky, 2001), w hich hasbeen used successfully to analyze in detailthe dynam ics of sin—
gle conventionalkinesin m olecules  isherand K olom eisky, 2001) and m yosinV (K olom eisky
and F'isher, 2003). W e argue that the experin ental cbservations by N ishiyam a et al,, 2002,
can be described by the sinplest N = 2)-state m odel w ith irreversible detachm ents, In



which ATP hydrolysis is tightly coupled only to the forward steps of m otor proteins.

T heoretical A pproach

C hem icalK inetic M odels

O ur approach isbased on using m ultistate discrete stochastic, or chem ical kinetic, m od—
els. Them ain assum ption of the sin plest periodic sequential chem ical kinetic m odel, which
is shown in Fig. la, is that a m otor protein m okecule is viewed as a particle that m oves
along a periodic linear track from one binding site to the next one through the sequence of
N biochen ical conform ations. T he particke in state j can jimp forward to state j+ 1 wih
the rate u;, or it can slide one step backward to the site j 1 w ith the ratew 5. A fterm oving
N sites forward the m otorprotein com es to the sam e biocham ical state but shifted by a step
size distance d. For kinesins this distance is 82 nm , and it is equal to the size of a tubulin
subunit in m icrotubules Howard, 2001). The states j= N (1= 0; 1; 2; ) rEpresent
the biochem ical conformm ations where the m otor protein m olecule is tightly bound to the
track, ie., to the m icrotubul in case of kinesins, and w ithout the ATP fiielm olecule. ATP
binding corresponds to the transitions from states j= IN to j= 1+ IN , while other forward
transitions describbe the ATP hydrolysis and subsequent relkase of hydrolysis products. It
is In portant to note that, although the m otor protein m oves preferentially in one direction,
the reverse transitions cannot be ignored in any reasonable m odel ofm otor protein m otility,
and the backw ard steps are frequently cbserved experin entally (Schnitzer and B lodk, 1997;
N ishiyam a et al., 2002).

In the periodic sequentialm ultistate stochastic m odelthe dynam ics of the m otor protein
can be viewed as the m otion of the particle on a periodic one-din ensional lattice with a
period N ). This cbservation allow s one to derive an explicit analytical expressions for the
m ean velocity V (fuj;w9),

dhx ()i

V = Iim ; 1
R @

In temn s of transition rates fuj;wsg for any value of N ( isher and K olom eisky, 1999;;
F isher and K olom eisky, 1999). Here, x (t) m easures the position of the single m olecule on



the lnear track. Speci cally, the m ean velocity is given by (K olom eisky and F isher, 2000a)

N 1

1 =0 (W45=usy)

vV =d = = dUerr Wers)s @)
N

where the e ective forward and backward rates are de ned as

N 1
_o Wy=uy)
Uerr = 1=Ry ; Weee = M; 3)
Ry
w ith
% 1 1 X 1gk
RN = rj; rj= —(l+ Wi:Ulj_): (4)

u.
=0 J

N ote also the periodicity of transition rates, ie, uy y = uyand wy y = W.

k=1 i= 3+ 1

Sin ilar argum ents can also be applied to obtain closed—formm exact analytic form ulae for
the dispersion D (fuy;w;9) (or e ective di usion constant) of the m otion, which is de ned
as follow s,

D= 2 1m Eth2 ©i hx @il 5)
2tll dt 1 1 |:

T he sin ultaneous know ledge of both the velocity V and the dispersion D detemm ines the
bounds on rate-lim iting biochem ical transitions and thus provides a valuable inform ation
about the m echanian of m otor proteins m otility (V isscher et al, 1999; K olom eisky and
F isher, 2000a; F isher and K olom eisky, 2001).
O ne of the advantages of using chem ical kinetic m odels to describbe the processivity of
m otor proteins is the ability to easily Incorporate the e ect of extermal force P isher and
K olom eisky, 1999, 2001) . T his can be donew ith the iIntroduction of load-distribution factors,
D and 4 (forj= 0;1; ;N 1), that m odify the transition rates in the ollow ing way,
u; ) uyF)=ujexp( [FdksT);
wy ) wiF)=wiexp( ;Fd=ksT): (6)
T his is the consequence of the fact that the extemal load F m odi es the activation barrers
for forward and badckward transitions, and the load-distribution factors re ect how they

changed. Tt is also reasonable to assum e that
IX 1
+ — 3
( 3 + 3 ) - ll (7)
3=0
since the m otor protein, m aking a step d against an extemal force F and going through N
Intermm ediate steps, produces a work equalto F d. A force at which the m otor protein stops

m oving is called a stall force.



F irst-P assage T Im e P rocesses

In m any single-m olecule experim ents on m otor proteins the fractions of forw ard and back—
ward steps and dwell tin es between the consecutive events arem easured (N ishiyam a et al,,
2002; A Soury et al,, 2003; M ehta et al. 1999). In tem s of chem icalkinetic m odels discussed
above, these experin ental quantities can be associated w ith the so-called solitting proba-—
bilities and conditionalm ean rstpassage tin es, corresoondingly. F irst-passage processes
for sequential m ultistate stochastic m odels are well studied (van K am pen, 1997; Pury and
Caceres, 2003), and thus the availabl results can be easily adopted for the description of
m otor proteins dynam ics.

Consider a m otor protein particle In state j, as shown In Fig. la. Recall that the
sites N, 0 and N corresoond to the binding sites for m otor proteins. Now It us de ne

sa (fus;w 459) asthe probability that the particle starting from state j w illreach the site N ,
beforebacktracking to thepreviousbinding site N . Sim ilarly,wecande ne 5 y (fus;w;9)
as the probability for the particke to advance to state N forthe rst tin e before reaching
the forward binding site N . These quantities are called the splitting probabilities (van
Kampen, 1997). W e arem ainly interested In the case of j = 0, since the probabilities o, y
give us the orward and backw ard fractions of stepping for the m otor protein particlke. T he
explicit expressions for splitting probabilities are known (van K am pen, 1997), and for the
periodic N -state stochastic m odels we obtain a sin pl relation,

1

@)

O;N:]- 0; N = N

1+ ° o ymuy)
In a sinilar fashion, we can de ne the oonditional mean  rstpassage times
5 v (fuy;ws9), that represent the average tim e the particle spends before advancing for-
ward or backward to sites N , corespoondingly. Then it is easy to conclude that the dwell
tin es for the forward steps ofm otor proteins correspond to oy , while the dwell tin es for
the backward steps are given by ; y . The explicit expressions for the dwell tin es w ithin
the periodic N -state chem ical kinetic m odel can be derived from m ore general equations
that are not restricted by periodicity conditions (see Pury and C aceres, 2003), yielding

_ oN . _ 0; N .
oN — I 0; N — I (9)
Uer £ Weff

where the e ective transition rates Uerr and werr are de ned in Egs. (3) and (4). Then
applying the Egs. (3) and taking Into acoount the relations for the forward and backward



fractions [see Eqg. (8)], we conclude that

ON T 0; N : (10)

This is a very im portant result because it indicates that the dwell tin es for the forward and
badckward steps are always equal to each other for any set of transition rates, although the
probabilities of these stepsm ay di er signi cantly. Tt isalso in portant to note that perodic

conditions in the system are crucial for this conclusion.

E ect of D etachm ents

M otor proteins do not always stay binded to the linear tradk, they can dissociate and
di use away. For kinesins m oving along the m icrotubules the e ectively irreversible detach-
m ents have been observed experim entally (Schnitzer et al.,, 2000; N ishiyam a et al, 2002).
T heoretically, the e ect of detachm ents on the drift velociy, dispersion and the stall force
has been investigated K olom eisky and F isher, 2000a) using the extension of the sim plest
sequential m ultistate stochastic m odel. H owever, to best of our know ledge, the problm of
how the m otor protein dissociations change them ean rst-passage tin e processes, nam ely,
the fractions and m ean dwell tin es of forward and backward steps, has not been studied
at all. Below we outline how this e ect can be solved by m apping it into another sequen—
tialm ultistate stochastic m odelbut w ithout detachm ents, for which the resuls are already
known.

Consider a m otor protein particle in state j as shown In Fig. 1lb. Ik can m ove forward
backward) w ith the rate uy (W), or it can dissociate irreversbly w ith the rate 5. W e again
de ne ;x5 and 5 y as splitting probabilities of reaching for the rst tin e the forward (at
N ) or the backward (@t N ) binding site. In addition, we introduce a new function
as a probability for the m otor protein, which starts at the site j, to detach before reaching
the Porward or the backward binding states. These probabilities are related through the

nom alization condition,
w t oy nt o5 =1t (11)

Now wem ay recallthat the partick at the site jhasto Jimp tothe site j+ 1orj 1,or
it willdetach. T hese jim ps have the probabilities us=(u;+ ws+ 5),ws=@;+ w3+ ) and



=@+ w3+ ), correspondingly. Then the expression for the forward splitting probability
isgiven by (van K am pen, 1997)

Uy W

1N T —————————— 5 in @2)
J+ 1N j LN s
s+ wy+ 5)

N T O
(Uj+ Wj+ ])

forany N < j< N, and wih the obvious choice ofboundary conditions,
N;N:l; N;N:O: 13)

Sin ilar equations can be derived for the backward splitting probabilities 5; y -

TheEqg. (12) can be easily rew ritten as a di erence equation, ie.,

U gean t Wy o5 @yt wyt o 5) g = 03 (14)

A ssum e that the solution of this equation can be presented as
A I F 15)
where the function , is the splitting forward probability or a new system w ithout de-
tachm ents, and the auxiliary function 5 isyet to be determ ined. Substiuting Eq. (15) into

the Eq. (14) we obtain,

U5 541 o1 T W3 51 5 1n @t Wyt 5) 5 gy = 00 (16)

Ifwe de ne new rates for the stepping process w ithout detachm ents as

Uy = Uy j417 Wy= W5 j 17 a7

and also require that

Uyt wy=uy o1t wy o5 1= @yt wyt 4 §i (18)

then the Eq. (16) is easily transform ed into

Uy 5018 T W5 5 1 @+ wy) 4 = 05 19)

with the boundary conditions  , = 1 and 4, = 0. These boundary conditions also
meanthat y = y = l.Exam IningEqg. (19), one can cbserve that this is the expression to

determm ine the forward splitting probability of the sequential m ultistate stochastic process



with rates fuj;wjg but w ithout detachm ents, for which the solutions are availlble (van
Kam pen, 1997). &t leadsto the explicit equation forthe forward solitting probability. Sin ilar
argum ents can be developed for the backward splitting probabilities.

O uranalysis relies on the ability to com pute the functions 5, which can be accom plished
by utilizing the Eq. (18). However, it ism ore convenient to ook at 5 aselem ents ofthe left

eigenvectorofa @N + 1) @N + 1) matrix M , for which the non—zero elem ents are given

by
8
§ @;+ws+ 5); Pri= J;
M= W5 fori= § 1; (20)
% uy; fori= j+ 1;

with N < i{;j< N.
The e ect of detachm ents for conditionalmean rstpassage tin es can be nvestigated
In a sinilarway. Here we again de ne 4y (3 y) asthemean tine to reach the forward
backward) binding state N ( N ) forthe st tine. In addition, we de ne 5, asamean
rst-passage tin e for the m otorprotein particle to dissociate from them olecular track before
reaching the forward or backward binding sites N . Themean rstpassage tin es can be
found by solving the backward M aster Equation (see Pury and C aceres, 2003),

Uy gein T Wy 5 an @yt wst o ogx) 9n =1 @1)

wih the boundary conditions yx = 0. Agah, looking for the solution in the fomm

8 = 3 4n rand using Egs. (17) and (18), we obtain the follow ng expression,

Uy geim T Wy 5o @y T wy) g = L (22)
that detem nes the forward mean rstpassage tin e for the systam w ithout detachm ents.
B ecause the exact solutions for this case are available (van K am pen, 1997; Pury and C aceres,
2003) the expressions for them ean rst-passage tin es for the system w ith detachm ents can
be easily obtained.

T he general equations for solitting probabilities and mean rst-passage tin es are quite
com plex, and we present in the next subsection the expressions only for smple casesN = 1
and N = 2. However, i can be shown that for any N the calculations of the m ean dwell

tin es to m ove forward, backward or to dissociate leads to the follow Ing im portant relation,

oN = o0; N T o0; ¢ (23)
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This is one of the m ain resuls of our theoretical analysis.

Results for N = 1 and N = 2 m odels

To illustrate our m ethod, let us consider two sinplk cases, N = 1 and N = 2 periodic
sequential stochastic m odels w ith detachm ents. W hen the period of the system isN = 1,
the auxiliary function ( can be easily caloulated,

ut+ w
0= ————— i 24)
ut+ w +

and also recallthat ;= 1 = 1. This kads to the sinpk relations for the solitting
probabilities,

op=u=t+tw+ ); g 1=w=@twt ); o = =@twt ); @5)
and forthemean rstpassage tines,
1= 0; 1= o = 1=@+w+ ): 26)

ForN = 2 case, the calculationsbecom e m ore tedious. T he resuls for the functions 1,
o, @and 1 are given by

2 2

_ uOul UOW1+ wl(u0+ W0+ 0)(u1+ Wl+ 1) . (27)
1= I
o+ wo+ o)+ wit+ 1) @ewyp+ uwwo)l @+ wit+ 1)

u0u1+ W oW 1
0= ; (28)
[Wo+ wo+ o) +wi+ 1) (Qwi+ uiwy)l

2 2
WoW] Woui+ up @+ wot o)+t wi+ 1)

| = : (29)
[(Wo+ wo+ o)+ wi+ 1) @owi+ uwo)l@+ wit+ 1)

Then, after lengthy but straightforward calculations, it can be shown that the spolitting

probabilities are
Uou
02 = o ; (30)
ous + wows+ g 1+ ofur+ wi)+ 1@+ wy)l
W oW
0; 2= — ; (31)

ou; + wowi1+ o 1+ o+ wi)+ 1+ wo)l
and o, =1 012 0; 2. SIn ilar calculations forthemean rstpassage tin es yield

u0+ ul+ Wo+ Wl+ 1
02~ 0; 2= 0; = : 32)
ou; + wow1+ o 1+ o+ wi)+ 1+ wo)l




11
A nalysis of K inesin D ata

Structural, biocheam ical and kinetic data on kinesins suggest that the protein m olecule
goes through at least four Intem ediate states (Lodish et al, 1995, Bray, 2001). However,
recent study of kinesin dynam ics ushg (N = 2)-state chem ical kinetic m odel, which takes
Into acoount the irreversble detachm ents, provides a very reasonable description of som e
aspects of m echanochem ical coupling In this system ( isher and K olom eisky, 2001). T hus,

In order to analyze the experin ental data of N ishiyam a et al,, 2002, we adopt the sim plest

m odelwhich includes only two states. The states j = ;5 2;0;2; would correspond to
the kinesin w ith both m olecular heads tightly bound to the m icrotubul and w ithout ATP
molcul. The states j = ; 1;1; Jabel all other kinesin conformm ations after ATP
binding and subsequent hydrolysis and release of its products.

Tk now Pollow s that the orward AT P -binding transition depends Inearly on ATP concen—
tration, uj = kJ BTP ], where the superscript 0 indicates the case of zero load: see alo Eq.

(6) . At the sam e tim e the next forward rate u; and the backward rate w; do not depend on
ATP ooncentration, while they m ay change under the e ect of extemal forces.

The nalbackward rate wy m ight, in principle, depend on concentrations of ADP and
horganic phosphate that both are the products of ATP hydrolysis. H owever, m ost current
experin ents on kinesins utilize ATP regeneration system (Svoboda et al., 1994; V isscher et
al, 1999; Schnitzer et al., 2000; N ishiyam a, 2002), In which there are no lndependent control
of ADPJ]and P;]. Asa resul, we adopt a phenom enological description of this backward

transition, nam ely,
wo=kJBRTPEL+ BTP )% (33)

w here the param eter ¢y e ectively describes the ATP regeneration process. T his approach
has been used successfully to describe the m echanochem ical transitions in kinesin and
myosin-V (Fisher and K olom eisky, 2001; K olom eisky and F isher, 2003). Note, however,
that the speci ¢ description of ATP regeneration process hasam ininale ect in  tting of
experin ental resuls.

A fter system atically exploring the m ultidin ensional space of param eters and using Egs.
(30)—(33) the fractions of forward and backward steps and m ean dwell tin es between the
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consecutive steps of kinesins can be well described by the follow ng rate constants

kg’ 54 M 's?'; k)’ 28M ‘s’ o’ 17 M; wl’ 55 10%si;

W 121st; 9 1dst; V16 107s (34)
and load-distribution param eters

Pro00; o, 7 0891; 7 0:086;

L7 0523; 7 0047; ' 0:466: (35)

The results of the tting of experin ental observations are given in Figs. 2 and 3. N ote that
the values for the param eters reported here are in a good agreem ent w ith the other indepen-
dent investigation ofkinesin m otility ( isher and K olom eisky, 2001), w here the m ultistate
periodic stochastic m odels have been used to analyze the sihgle-m olecule experin entalm ea—
surem ents of velocities, stall forces and digpersions (V isscher et al,, 1999).

D iscussion

O ur theoretical analysis provides explicit expressions for the fractions of orward and
backw ard steps and dissociations, and for the m ean dwell tin es between consecutive steps
ofm otor proteins. This allow s us to Investigate the problem ofm echanochem ical coupling
between the m otion of kinesins and ATP hydrolysis. O urm ain conclusion is that the m ean
dwell tin es to m ove forward, backward or irreversble detach are equal to each other in-
dependently of ATP concentration or extemal foroe. Ik m eans that the picture of tight
coupling between ATP hydrolysis and forward steps of kinesins does not contradict the ex—
perin ental ndings of N ishiyam a et al., 2002. M oreover, the proposed bidirectional biased
m odel (N ishiyam a et al., 2002), which assum es that a hydrolysis ofa single ATP m oleculk is
coupled to either forward or the badckw ard m ovam ent, is basically incorrect since it violates
the principle ofm icrosoopic reversibility and breaks the sym m etry of the system .

O ur theoretical results could also be understood in the follow ng way. The m ean dwell
tin es between m ovem ents m easured in shgle-m olecule experin ents are actually correspond
to the m ean lifetim es of states when the m otor protein binds strongly to the lnear track.
Then these lifetin es should be Ihdependent of what direction the m otor protein willgo In
the next step, although the probability of these stepsm ight be rather di erent.
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T he analysis ofm ean dwell tim es at di erent extermal forces, as shown in F ig. 3, suggests
that there isamaxinum at high loads. Thism axinum is close but not exactly at the stall
force. W hen RTPF10 M themaxinum can be found at F ' 6:6 pN, whik the stall
force is approxin ately equalto 6.8 pN .At high ATP (1 mM ) the position of m axinum is
shifted to 7.7 pN, w ith the calculated stall oree Fg 7 92 pN . This can be understood in
the follow ing way. T he extemal load decreases the forward transition rates, whilke slow Ing
dow n the backw ard transitions. T hese two tendencies have an opposite e ect on m ean dwell
tin es, and it leads to the cbservation ofm axinum at som e speci ¢ value of extemal force.

Because our m ethod provides exact expressions for biophysical param eters, we are able
to study the e ects of ATP concentration and extemal foroes on these param eters, and we
can m ake a qualitative predictions that can be checked experim entally.

F irst, we Investigate how m ean dwell tin es depend on RATP ] at di erent external loads.
A sshown in F ig. 4, the Jarger the extermal force, the Jarger isthem ean dwelltin e. H owever,
at constant force, the m ean dwell tin e decreasing w ith increase in concentration of ATP.
This is in agreem ent w ith Intuitive expectations since at Jarge RTP ] the binding process
is faster. At the sam e tin e the extemal force slow s down the binding and other forward
processes m ore than it acoelerates the badckward transitions. These observations are also
consistent w ith theoretical investigation of processivity of m otor proteins using them al
ratchet approach (P am eggianiet al, 2001).

T he dependence ofthe fractions ofdi erent m ovem entson ATP concentration at di erent
extemal loads is presented In Fig. 5. The lncrease In ATP ] .ncreases the probability of the
forward steps, whilk m aking the fractions of backward steps and detadhm ents negligble.
F inally, the predictions for the forcevelocity based on the tted param eters are given in
Fig. 6. Thes predictions are generally agree w ith the values of drift velocities and stall
forces obtained In other singlem olecule experin ents on kinesins (V isscher et al.,, 1999).

H owever, the shapes for forcevelocity curves are di er for ATP saturating conditions.

C onclusions

In summ ary, we have presented a theoretical study of m echanochem ical coupling In ki-
nesins. The analysis of m ultistate stochastic m odels of m otility using the m ethod of rst—
passage tim es allowed us to obtain the explicit form ulae for fractions of steps In di erent
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directions, and for the m ean dwell tin es between the steps, Including the irreversbl de-
tachm ents. T he experim ental data on kinesins can be well described by this approach. O ur
analysis is consistent w ith the current theoretical view of tight coupling between catalytic
cycles and m echanical steps for kinesins, ie., one ATP molkcuk is hydrolyzed per each
forward step, and the rare backward steps correspond to ATP production. A lthough our
theoretical approadh seam s to provide a reasonable and convenient fram ework for investi-
gating the m echanochem ical coupling In di erent m otor proteins, further experin ents are

needed in order to validate our theoretical picture.
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FIGURE LEGENDS

FIGURE 1. a) General schem atic view of periodic m ultistate stochastic m odels. A
m otor protein particle In state j can make a forward transition at rate uj, or it can
undertake a backward transition at the rate wy. The states j = ; N;O;N;
corresoond to the strongly bound states. b) G eneral schem e of perdodic m ultistate stochas-
ticm odelsw ith irreversible detachm ents. T he particle in state j can dissociate w ith a rate 5.

FIGURE 2. P robabilities, or fractions, of forward steps (circks), backward steps
(triangles) and detachm ents (squares) as a function ofthe extemal forceata) RTP F 1mM ;
b) ATPEF10 M.

FIGURE 3. Dwell tin es between the adpocent m ovem ents of the kinesin m olecule
as a function of extemal force. The Ilked symbols corresoond to experin ental m easure-
mentsat ATP F 10 M, whik open symbols describe the experimentsat RTP F1ImM . The
circles m ark the experim ental m easurem ents for dwell tin es before the forward steps; the
triangles corresoond to experim ental dwell tin es before the backward steps; and squares
describe the dwell tin es before detachm ents.

FIGURE 4. P redictions for the dwell tines as a function of ATP]lat ow E = 1
pN) and high extermalload F = 5pN).

FIGURE 5. P redictions for the variation of the fractions of forward steps, badk-
ward steps and detachmentsata) F = 1 pN;andb) F = 5pN.

FIGURE 6. P redictions for the forcevelocity curves at di erent ATP .
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