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Abstract

Recentprogressin the fusion ofbiologicalm em branesisreviewed to highlightthe

centralrole played by the line tension,which perm itsexquisite controlofthe pro-

cess.
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La plus expresse m arque de la sagesse, c’est une esjou�issance constante; son etat est

com m e deschosesau dessusde la Lune;toujoursserein.

M ichelde M ontaigne

The im portance ofthe fusion ofbiologicalm em branes is su�ciently clear that only a

few keywords,such asendocytosis,intracellulartra�cking,synaptic release,and viralen-

try,should su�ce to rem ind the reader ofit. For allits im portance,the physics ofthis

topologicalrearrangem entisnotwellunderstood atall.In fact,whatweseeasthecentral

conundrum which fusion presentsseem s,with notableexceptions(1),notto have been ad-

dressed explicitly. Thatconundrum isthe following. In orderforany vesicle to be useful,

it m ust be relatively stable. In particular,its enclosing m em brane m ust be stable to the

occurrenceoflong-lived holeswhich aretherm ally activated.Yetin ordertoundergofusion,

just such long-lived holes m ust occur at som e point along the fusion pathway. It would

seem thatvesiclescould eitherbestable,orthey could undergo fusion,butnotboth.How

they actually m anageto exhibitthesetwo conicting propertiesistheconundrum .Because

ofrecentwork on thisproblem ,som e to be published elsewhere (2),we believe we under-

stand the resolution ofthispuzzle. Because line tension isatthe heartofthisresolution,

we thoughtita very appropriatesubjectto be included in a volum e honoring Ben W idom

whoseinterestin,and explication of,thisconceptislong-standing (3).

Letusbriey review thesituation.W ebegin with twom em branes,each consisting oftwo

layersofam phiphiles,orlipids.In generalthehead groupsofthelipidsliketobesurrounded

by water. To bring the m em branessu�ciently close togetherso thatfusion can occur,the

interposed water m ust be rem oved,at least in som e region between the m em branes. To

rem ove thiswatertakesenergy which,presum ably,isprovided in vivo,by fusion proteins.

Due to the loss ofwater between m em branes, the free energy per unit area,or surface

tension,ofthe m em branes increases. One possible response ofthe system to thisincrease

is to undergo fusion because this process,by m aking holes in the m em branes,decreases

the m em brane area and thusthe free energy. The canonicalway thishasbeen thoughtto

occur(see(1)and referencestherein)was�rstsuggested by Kozlov and M arkin (4),and is

illustrated in Fig.1.

In panela)we see two bilayersunderzero tension,They are com posed ofam phiphiles,

block copolym ers in this case,which contain a fraction f = 0:35 ofthe hydrophilic com -
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FIG .1 Density pro�lesofstructuresfrom bilayersin apposition,(a),passing through a m etastable

stalk (c),to a hem ifusion diaphragm (e).Figuresareshown in ther;z planeofcylindricalcoordi-

nates.
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ponent.Only the m ajority com ponentisshown ateach point:solventsegm entsarewhite,

hydrophilicand hydrophobicsegm entsoftheam phiphilearedark and lightcorrespondingly.

Distancesarem easured in unitsofthepolym erradiusofgyration,R g,which isthesam efor

boththeam phiphilesand forthehom opolym ersolvent.In (b),tailsofsom eam phiphilesin a

sm allregion haveturned over,attem pting to form an axially-sym m etric\stalk".Thispanel

showsthetransition stateto theform ation ofthestalk,and panel(c)showsthem etastable

stalk itself.Afterthestalk form s,thelayerspinch down and expand,passthrough a second

interm ediate,shown in (d),and arrive ata hem ifusion diaphragm ,(e). A hole then form s

in thisdiaphragm ,which com pletesform ation ofthefusion pore.Notethattheconundrum

isnotaddressed explicitly by thisscenario. Howeverone can observe thatthism echanism

requiresaholetoform only in theonehem ifusion diaphragm ratherthan in thetwobilayers

separately.

Som etim e ago, we decided to watch, via M onte Carlo sim ulation, the fusion process

unfold in a system ofbilayersform ed by block copolym ersin hom opolym ersolvent(5).Our

choice ofthissystem ofnon-biologicalam phiphileswasm otivated by the factthatwe had

experiencein sim ulating such am phiphiliccopolym ers,and ourbelief,asphysicists,thatthe

fusion processwasprobably universal.Thetim eand energy scaleswould vary from system

tosystem ,butnotthepathway oftheprocessitself.Furtherm orevesiclesofblockcopolym er

form a novelfam ily which iscurrently being investigated foritstechnologicalpossibilities

(6).Detailsofthesim ulation can befound in (5)and (7),buttheresultscan besum m arized

asfollows.Upon putting thebilayersundertension and in closeapposition,we did see the

form ation ofan axially sym m etric stalk.W eexpected to see thestalk expand radially,but

itdid not.Instead,itexpanded asym m etrically,form ingaworm -likestructurewhich m oved

about. W e also observed thatonce the stalk form ed,the rate ofhole form ation in either

bilayerrosedram atically.Thisisshown in Fig.2 where,in thelowerpanel,therateofhole

form ation in each bilayer,one in black,the otherin gray,isseen to rise dram atically after

about200 tim e stepswhen we know,independently,thata stalk had form ed. The rate of

holeform ation in a singlebilayerisshown in theupperpanelforcom parison.

Furtherm ore,wecould determ ine thatthestalk and thenewly-created holeswere corre-

lated;thatis,forthem ostpart,theholesform ed very neartothestalk.Onceaholeform ed

in onebilayernextto thestalk,thelatter,which we had observed to bequitem obile,pro-

ceeded to walk around the hole,thereby form ing som ething like a hem ifusion diaphragm .

4



0 200 400 600

time [in 25000 MCS]
0.00

0.01

0.02ar
ea

l f
ra

ct
io

n
0

0.01

0.02

0.03

s
ta

lk
s
 a

n
d

 

h
o

le
s

fu
s
io

n

single bilayer

apposed bilayers

FIG .2 Area ofholesvs. tim e in the system oftwo apposed bilayers,bottom ,and in an isolated

bilayer,top.
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FIG .3 Area ofpore (sym bols)and ofholes(lines)forone sim ulation run,the sam e asshown in

Fig.2.Note thedi�erentscale forporeand hole areas.

Once a second hole pierced this diaphragm ,the fusion pore was com plete. In a slightly

di�erentscenario,wesaw a holeform in onebilayer,and thestalk begin to walk around it.

Before itcom pletely surrounded the �rsthole,a second one appeared in the otherbilayer

nearthe stalk. The stalk then had to corralthe two holes,walking around them both,to

com pletethefusion pore.

Itisclearthatin them echanism wesaw,theform ation ofa fusion poreisclosely corre-

lated,in spaceand tim e,with holecreation.Thiscorrelation isseen in Fig.3;theform ation
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FIG .4 A schem atic diagram which m akes plausible that the line tension ofa hole which form s

neara stalk,asin path B,islessthan ifitform sfarfrom a stalk,asin A.

ofporesclosely followsin tim etheonsetofholeform ation triggered som ehow by stalk for-

m ation .Thereisa clearexperim entaldi�erentiation between thisnew m echanism ,and the

standard hem ifusion m echanism discussed earlier.Thisconsequence,transientleakage,can

beunderstood from Fig.4which showsthatforacertain period oftim e,thereisaholefrom

atleastoneofthevesiclestotheoutsideduring thefusion process.How m uch leakagethere

isdependson whatm olecule oneisobserving,aseach willhave itsown characteristic tim e

to di�use through the hole. Ifthistim e issigni�cantly greaterthan the tim e forthe stalk

to surround theholeand sealitup,therewillbelittle,ifany,observableleakage.However

ifthetim eto di�useto theholeism uch lessthan thesealing tim e,therewillbe.Justsuch

leakage,correlated with fusion in them annerofFig.3,wasrecently observed in an elegant

experim ent(8).

How do we understand the behavior we have seen in our m odel,and by others (9) in

a m ore sim pli�ed m odel? W e had an idea as to what was going on,and to verify it,we

em barked on a seriesofself-consistent�eld calculations(2;10)on the sam e system ashad

been sim ulated,from which variousfreeenergiescould becalculated explicitly.

Firstofall,wecan understand thewanderingoftheelongated stalk by calculatingitsfree

energy perunitlength,thatis,itslinetension.Notsurprisingly,we�nd thatitvarieswith

thearchitectureoftheblock copolym er,which isdescribed by thefraction,f,ofhydrophilic

m onom ersin the diblock.Forvaluesoff in the vicinity of0.5,the system m akesbilayers.

As f isreduced,the m ajority hydrophobic com ponent wants m ore space to explore m ore

con�gurations. Eventually thiswillcause the system to undergo a phase transition to an

inverted hexagonalphaseconsistingofcylinderswith them inorityhydrophilicpartscon�ned

tothesm allerregion insidethecylindersand them ajority hydrophobicpart�llingthelarger

region outside.These cylindersareseparated by structuresthatlook very m uch like stalks
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thatarestretched outparallelto them .Thephasetransition occursata valueoff � 0:31:

The line tension,�linear,ofa linearstalk which we have calculated isshown in Fig. 5. It

is given there in units of0d,where 0 is the surface free energy per unit area between

coexisting regions ofhydrophobic and hydrophilic m olecules,and d is the thickness ofa

bilayer. W e note that we have found (10) successfulfusion can occur over an intervalof

architecturesfrom about0:31< f < 0:35.In thisintervalthelinetension ofthelinearstalk

doesnotexceed 0.06,and becom es extrem ely sm allasf approaches the transition to the

inverted hexagonalphase. This is,ofcourse,no coincidence,and tells usthatthis fusion

m echanism becom esm ore favorable asthe architecture ofthe lipidsin the system becom e

m orelikethoseof\hexagonalform ers".Theupshotisthat,asthistransition isapproached,

itcostsvery littleenergy forthestalk to walk around aswehad observed.

Secondly it seem s intuitively clear from Fig. 4 that the line tension ofa hole when it

form snearastalk islessthan thatofaholeform ed farfrom astalk.Toverify thisintuition,

wehavecalculated thelinetension,�bare,ofa\bare"hole,thatis,thelinetension associated

with theform ation ofa linearedgeofa bilayerm em brane.W ehavealso calculated theline

tension,�dressed,ofa hole in one bilayer which is next to a linear stalk;that is,the line

tension associated with the lineardefectatwhich two bilayersjoin to form one bilayer,as

in Fig. 4. These quantities are also shown in Fig 5. W e note that the line tension ofa

hole form ed nextto a stalk isindeed lowerthan thatofa bare hole. Depending upon the

architecture,thereduction in linetension isatleastafactoroftwo.Further,thedependence

on architecture issuch thatthe reduction isgreaterthe sm allerthevalue off,thatis,the

m orehexagonal-form ing theam phiphilesare.

W e can now understand the conundrum posed by fusion. Let us consider the sim ple

approxim ate phenom enolgicalexpression forthe free energy ofa hole ofradiusR and line

tension �bare in a m em brane ofsurfacetension ,which generally ism uch sm allerthan 0,

Fbare(R)= 2�R�bare � �R
2
: (1)

In order for the hole to expand,and becom e long-lived,it m ust pass the barrier offree

energy

F
�
bare(R

�
bare)= ��

2

bare= (2)

which occursatR �
bare = �bare=.Stability ofa m em braneisguaranteed by thefactthatthe
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FIG .5 Line tensionsofa linearstalk,�linear,ofa bare hole in a m em brane,�bare,and ofa hole

which form s nextto a stalk,�dressed. Allline tensions are in units of0d,the bare hydrophilic-

hydrophobicsurface tension m ultiplied by the bilayerthickness.

rateofholeform ation,which isproportionalto theBoltzm ann factor

Pbare � exp

(

�
��2bare

kB T

)

(3)

is sm all. For exam ple,for the system sim ulated,�bare=0d � 0:15,0d
2=kT � 60,and

=0 � 0:75,from which weobtain Pbare � 4� 10�3 .

Now however,let the hole form next to a stalk which alm ost com pletely surrounds it,

reducing itsline tension from �bare to �dressed. The barrierto stable hole form ation isnow

only

F
�
dressed(R

�
dressed)= ��

2

dressed=; (4)

and therelativerateofform ation ofa long-lived holecom pared to whatitwaswithoutthe

stalk is

Pdressed

Pbare
= exp

(

��2bare

kB T

 

1�
�2dressed

�2bare

! )

(5)

W ith (�dressed=�bare)
2 m uch lessthan unity,the rate ofhole form ation increasesalm ostby

thelargefactorP �1
bare >> 1.In particular,takingthereduction in linetension tobeam odest
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�dressed=�bare = 1=2,and Pbare = 4� 10�3 ,weobtain

Pdressed

Pbare
� 60; (6)

so thattherateofholeform ation risesby overan orderofm agnitude,in qualitativeagree-

m entwith theresultsfrom sim ulation.

This increase in the rate ofhole form ation is predicted to be far m ore dram atic for a

biologicalm em brane. In such a system ,�bare � 2:6 � 10�6 erg/cm (11; 12). To obtain

an order ofm agnitude for the localtension in a biologicalm em brane undergoing fusion,

we consider a scenario (13) in which six hem agglutinin m olecules release their energy of

conform ationalchange,about60 kT per m olecule,within a circular area ofradius 4 nm .

This yields an estim ate of30 erg/cm 2. For illustration we shalltake a  of10 erg/cm 2

which is not unreasonable. W e then �nd that Pbare � 3� 10�22 . A single m em brane is

stable indeed! The relative rate ofform ation ofa long-lived hole in the presence ofa stalk

com pared to theratewithoutitbecom es,forthesam em odestreduction in linetension by

a factoroftwo,

Pdressed

Pbare
� 1� 1016 ! (7)

Ofcourse the exactexpression forthe free energy ofthe interm ediate in which the hole is

only partially surrounded by thestalk willdi�erin detailfrom thesim ple expression given

in Eq 4. Nevertheless,the key determ inant in this free energy,the quadratic dependence

upon the line tension,willrem ain. It is the fact that fusion is a therm ally excited event

forwhich the rate isproportionalto the exponentialofthe square ofthe line tension which

explainsthe conundrum offusion. Aslong asthe line tension is\norm al",a m em brane is

extrem ely stable to therm ally excited holes. But because the m em brane is so stable,and

because the line tension appearssquared in the exponent,any m echanism ,such asthe one

we have proposed,which even slightly a�ectsthe linetension willgreatly a�ecttherateof

holeform ation,and thereforetherateoffusion.Thusdoesfusion becom epossible!
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