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W e consider lon transport through protein ion channels in lipid m em branes and water{ lkd
nanopores In silicon Ins. It is known that, due to the large ratio of dielectric constants of water
and the surrounding m aterial, an ion placed inside the channel faces a large electrostatic self{ energy
barrier. T he barrier leads to an exponentially large resistance of the channel. W e study reduction
of the electrostatic barrier by Inm obile charges located on the intemal walls of the channel. W e
show that the barrier practically vanishes already at relatively am all concentration of wall charges.

Protein ion channels functioning in biolggical lipid
m em branes is a m a pr frontier of biophysics?#. An ion
channelcan be nserted In an arti cialm em brane in vitro
and studied by physicalm ethods. Sim ilar arti cial de—
vices { water{ lked nanopores, are studied in silicon, sili-
con oxide Insand polym erm embraneg. In both cases,
one can study a single water lled channel connecting
tw o reservoirsw ith salty water (Fjg.:_]:) . A static volage
applied betw een these reservoirs drops alm ost entirely in
the channeldue to the high conductiviy ofthe bulk soli—
tion. T he volage drives salt cations and anions through
the channel. One can m easure the ohm ic resistance of
the channel.

T his resistance m ay be exponentially large due to the
fact that the dielectric constant ofwater ; / 80 greatly
exceeds that of the surrounding media , (., ' 2 for
lipidsand , ’ 4 for silicon oxide). Indeed, In this case
the electric eld ofan ion traversing the channel is forced
to stay inside the channel F ig. n}') . This creates a barrier
U ®),wherex 2 [ L=2;L=2]is the ion coordinate inside
the channel. The barrier is the di erence between the
selffenergy of the ion at the point x inside the channel
and the self{energy in the buk®. I is the m axinum of
the barrier, U (0) = Uy, , that detem ines the resistance of
the channel. If a channel is very long the electric Ines
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FIG .1: Elctric eld ofa cation in a short cylindricalchannel
w ith the large dielectric constant 1 > . L is the channel
length, a is its radius. T he self{energy barrier is shown as a
function of the coordinate x.

Jeak through the protein walls and lipids so that the bar-
rier saturates as a function of L. Roughly speaking this
happensﬂ’bn? at L a(1= 2)?, where a is the chan-
nel radius. In this paper we assum e that the channel is

shorter, so that we can neglect the eld leakage. In fhis
case, calculation of the barrier height is very sin plkf#®.
The electric eld at a distance x > a from a cation lo—
cated In the m idd¥ of the short channel is uniform and
and according to the G auss theorem s Ey = 2e= ia°.
The energy of such eld in the volum e of the channel is

s 0) = 1E§ °L €L eEoL "
- 8 2 1a2 q !

w here the zero argum ent is added to indicate that there
areno other charges in the channel. Uy, (0) isproportional
to L and (for a narrow channel) can bem uch larger than
kg T , m aking the channel resistance exponentially large.

At large concentration of salt in surrounding.w ater the
electrostatic barrier is reduced by screeningé?. In bio-
lIogicalchannels the nature usesm ore e ective approach.
Channels designed for the transport of cations K, Na,
Ca) have negative charges on Intemalwalls. For exam —
pl, the potassiim channel has 8 am ino-acids w ith neg—
ativgly charged radicals build into the wall of the pro-
tein®™?. W alls ofarti cialnanopores, generally speaking,
are charged as welland one can controlthese charges by
a chem ical treatm ent and/or tuning pH of the solution.
T he goalofthis paper is to study the e ect of inm obilke
w all charges on the electrostatic barrier and the channel
resistance. For certainty we assum e that wallcharges are
negative and equally spaced along the channelw ith the
linear density n,, .

W e show below that in a lJarge range of salt concentra-—
tions, ¢, the wall charges attract equalnum ber of cations
from the solution in order to m ake the channel neutral.
O urtheory isbased on the observation that the Coulomb
Interaction of all charges in the short channel obeys the
one dim ensional Coulomb law : (x) K} sam e as for
paralleluniform ly charged planes. Indeed, ket us consider
a negative charge xed at the walland a catj01"1', which
arrived to the channel in order to screen it Fig.d). The
uniform electric eld between them creates the con n-
ing \string" potential () = eEgxkJj. This situation
rem Inds two quarks con ned in a meson. Condition

x) = kg T de nes the characteristic them al length
of such classical "atom ", x; = kg T=eE, = a’=k , where
k  &=(1kp T) istheB frrum lngth (brwaterat the
room temperature = 0:7nm ). This "atom " is sim ilar
to an acceptor In a sam iconductor (the classical length
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xr plays the role of the e ective acceptor Bohr radius).

Tt is clear that at a an all din ensionless concentration of
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FIG.2: A cation bound to a negative wall charge (circled).
W hen the cation m oves away from the host the energy grow s
Iinearly with the separation x.

wall charges ny Xt 1, each of them binds only
one cation CFJ'g.EZ{a) . Resulting neutralatom s do not in—
teract or overlap w ith each other. This system rem Inds
a lightly doped p-type sam iconductor at very low tem -
peratures when all holes are located at their acceptors.
Let us show that already for relatively samall < 1 the
electrostatic barrier U;, m ay be substantially reduced.
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FIG . 3: The ground state and the transport saddle point of
the channel. O nly right half of the channelis shown. @) The
ground state: all cations are bound to wall charges (circled).
() The transport saddle point: an extra cation in them iddle
of the channel (left) m akes other cations free.

The equilbrium partition function of the channel is
Z = @ a’xr=v)™ ', where v is the nom alization cell
volum e. This gives for free energy In the ground state
Fo= 40, 0) h@ a’xp=v). Toevaliate the transport
barrier one needs to know the free energy conditioned to
the situation where an extra cation is placed in them id-
dle of the channel, Fg. It creates the electric eld E,
which orients the dipole m om ents of all "atom s" along
its direction. In other words, it orders all charges in an
alemating sequence of positive and negative ones. D ue
to the 1d nature of the problem , this eld unbinds each
cation from iswallhost and m akes it free to m ove be-
tween nearest neighbor wall charges Fig. -'_a’b) . Indeed,
according to the G auss theoram the wall charge closest
to the extra cation changeselectric eld from Ey to Eg,
then its cation changes it back to Ey and so on. Thus,
at any position of cations betw een their nearest neighbor
wall charges, the electric eld s E = B, i e. £J
is constant throughout the channel. T herefore, the to—
tal electrostatic energy is again given by Eq. @') . One
could think that the transport barrier is still given by
U (0). This is Incorrect, because the barrier is actually
determ ined by the di erence ofthe free energies Fy  Fy
of the collective transport saddle point and the ground

state. Thisdi erence is reduced by a large entropy S of
the saddk point con gurations.

T o sin plify the calculations et us in agine that thewall
charges form a periodic one-din ensional lattice along the
x-axis. Then Fg = Uy (0) TS, where the entropy of
the channel, enhanced by the charge unbinding, is S =
n, L In( a2=2r1W v). This gives for 1:

Up()=Fs F=U,01 4 In@=2): @

In the opposie lim i, > 1, one may expect that
atom s overlhp and destroy each other m aking cations
free. In other words, one could expect an nsulator{
to{m etal (or decon nem ent) transition at som e critical

1. This does not happen, however. W e show be-
low that, due to the peculiar nature of the 1d Coulomb
potential, the barrier proportionalto the system ’s length
persists to any concentration ofthe wallcharges, nom at—
ter how large i is. Ttsm agnitude, though, decreases ex—
ponentially at 1,

Uy ( )=Up, 0) / exp( 1103 7): @)

U sing num erical procedure outlined in the end ofthe pa—
per we calculated the ratio £ ( ) O, ( )=Uy Q) at any

anld pltted it along with the asym ptotic Eq. z_i) n
Fjg.-fj . Let us discuss the range of the salt concentration
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FIG .4: The function £( ) = Uy ( )=Ur ©0). 1 asym p-—

totics, Eq. (:3), is shown by the dotted lne. The inset shows

how asym ptotics of Eq. 63. (dashed line) is approached at
1.

in the bulk solution ¢, where the above resuls are valid.
A convenient din ensionless variable forc is c&xr .
Eqg. @) isvalid only when , when due to neutrality
the totalnum ber ofcations in the channeliscloseton, L.
In the opposite case, > , additional cations together
w ith equalnum ber of anions enter the channel. In order
to m Inin ize the energy all positive and negative charges
should altemate along the length of the channel or in
other words they have to be ordered. This m eans that
each segm ent of the channelbetween two nearest neigh—
bor wall charges gets an Integer num ber k of additional
cation-anion pairs.

Let usnow calculate the linear In L transport barrier
Uy (; ) at atbirary ; 1. At the transport saddle
point, when an extra cation resides in the center of chan—
neland createsthe eld Ey in both directions, allm obile



chargesbecom e free to m ove w hile keeping altemating in
charge order. T he energy ofallsuch states is again equal
to Up (0), because £ j= E everywhere. This barrier is
reduced by a signi cant entropy tem . To evaluate it let
us rst consider entropy of a segm ent between two wall
charges. Ifk cation-anions pairs reside In the segm ent,
the total num ber of free lons there is 2k + 1. The total
entropy of these 2k + 1 fons is

kg m[( a®=n,v)*" =2k + 1)1: @)

The factor 1=2k + 1)! re ectsthe fact that when cations
and anions are ordered it is in possible to ocbtain a new

con guration by exchanging them . M oving 2k ions from
the bulk leads to the entropy loss 2kky In (1=cv) there.
Subtracting this entropy from Eq. ('_4) and taking sum

overallk from Oto 1l we obtain the totalentropy ofthe
saddle point con guration and the renom alized barrier

1
4 In — sinh— : )
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charged channe®.

So farwe presented results for a periodic Jattice ofwall
charges. To understand the rol of random distrbution
ofwall charges along the x {axis ket us retum to the case

1. It iseasy to show that averaging over ran-—
dom nearest neighbor distances substitutes Eq. @) by
Up,()=U, 00 4 mhEe®=2 )], whereC = 0577 is
the Euler constant. Thus, the result for random ly dis—
tributed wall charges is sin ilar to those for the periodic
one.

Untilnow we concentrated on the barrier proportional
to the channel length L. If there is an additional,
Independent on L, contribution to the transport barrier.
It is related to a large di erence of concentrations of
cation inside and outside the channel. Corresponding
contact (O onnan) potentialUp is created by double lay—
ers at each end consisting of one or m ore negative wall
charges and screening (positive) charge In water.

For 1l one nds j} J Uy () and the channel
resistance rem ains exponentially large. W hen grows
the barrier U, ( ) decreases and becom es sm aller than
Up = kT h(=),which Increaseswith and m akes
the channel strongly cation selective. In this case the
m easured resistance m ay be even sn aller than the naive
geom etricaldi usion resistance of the channel.

Let us, or exam ple, consider a channelwih L = 5
nm,a= 07nmm,xr = 035nm atc= 01 M andn, = 1
nm ' G wall charges in the channel), which corresoonds
to = 0035and = 035. The bare barrier Uy, 0) =
35kg T is reduced down to U ( ) = 02kg T. At the
same tine Up = 25k T . Thus due to 5 wall charges,
Instead of the bare parabolic barrier of F jg.:!;' we arrived
at the wide wellw ith the alm ost  at bottom CFJ'g.:_S) .

The contact potential Up may be augm ented, by the
negative surface charge of the lipid m embrane® or by

Eqg. @) m atches Eqg. (:_2). In the
Eq. z_ﬂ) crosses over to the result
4 ) obtained previously for an un—

U(x) /kgT
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FIG .5: T he electrostatic potential for cations for the channel
w ith 5 wall charges considered in the text.

a niy of mtemalwalls to a qe}ected jon, due to ion{
speci ¢ short range nteraction&? . Tt seem s that biolog—
ical channels have evolved to com pensate large electro—
static barrier by combined e ect of, and short range
potentials. O ur theory is helpfiil if one wants to study
di erent com ponents of the barrier orm odify a channel
In narrow arti cialnanoporesthere isno reason for com —
pensation ofelectrostaticbarrier. In this case, ourtheory
may be veri ed by titration of wall charges. N anopores
can also be longerthan a( 1= ,)'™? so that electric eld
lines leakage through the wallsbecom es substantial. T his
lkadsto attering ofthe parabolic barrier, but itsdepen—
dencieson and remai qualiatively the sam ef.

Let us elaborate now on the technical aspects of the
derivations. Aswas 1rst realized In Ref. :_fB], the parti-
tion function of the 1d m obilke Coulomb plasn a m ay be
w ritten asa trace ofan (in aginary tin ) \evolution" op—
erator, Z (@) = Trexpf g @L=xrg wih the M athieu
Ham itonian H (@ = @€ af 2 cos . The variable
g has a meaning of a notnecessarily-integer screening
charge Induced at the channel opening?. The ground
state of the channel corresponds to g= 0, while the col
Jective saddle point, having an uncom pensated cation In
the m idddl of the channel, to g = 1=2. The transport
barrier is given by the di erence between the two fiee
energies: Fg (1=2) F; 0). As a result, the transport
barrier of an uncharged channel is proportional to the
w idth ofthe lowest M athieu{B loch band. It isa J:apjclllly
decreasing function ofthem obile salt concentration [o].

The Inm obik charges are represented by the charge
\creation" operatorsexpf i g, wherethe sign isgiven by
the sign of the static unit charge. For exam pl, the par-
tition finction of the channelw ith the negative charges

xrc?d at the positions x;xX,;::: is given bé/ Z @ =
Tr e I-f(x1+L:2):xTe ie I-f(xz X1):XTe i ce n the
sin plest case of periodically placed charges w ith the di-
m ensionless concentration one faces the spectral prob—
¥m Hrthenon {hem itian operatorf (@) = e ¥ @= e 1 .
T hebarrierm ay be expressed in term sofits Jargest eigen—
value e < asUp ()= ks T ( 1(1)2 éo)) L=xr , where

o

U@ = e g n - Onem ay dem onstrate that, despie
ofbeing non {hem itian, the operatorUA (@) possesses only
real eigenvalues.

In the lim it of sm all concentration, 1, one may
w rite the operatorUA In the eigenbasis ofthe H am iltonian
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H @®loch basis). Due to 1 condition only lowest
elgenvalues ofH should be retained. At g= 0 (the band
minimum ) there is a well{ separated ground-state ofH,

Evaliating the m atrix elem ent of
e ', one obtains (()0) = In@ ). On the other hand,
at g= 1=2 (the band m axinum ) and 1 there are
= 1=4

given by éo) 0.

i

0;1)

two aln ost degenerate eigenvalues at 1( 5

(0)

Therefore, ,_, = 1=@4 ) In(snh = ). As a resul,
one arrives at Eq. ('_5), which in the lim it yields
Eqg. {_2).

In the lJarge concentration lm i, > 1, onemay em—
ply a variant ofthe W KB approxin ation to nd a soec—
trum ofqo._To this end one w rites the eigenfiinction as

()=¢& 35¢)and retains only the kading order in
T he corresponding equation for S ( ) reads as:

Bo()f+ 1 =— e +et : ®)

The two temm s on its right hand side represent positive
and negative m obile ions correspondingly. For large con—
centration of xed negative charges, > 1, andm oderate
concentration of m obile sals, < ,onem ay consider
only positive ions entering the channel and disregard the
negative ones. T his am ounts om itting the e ¥ tem on
the rhs. ofEqg. (:§) (the xed negative charge isencoded
In thei tem on the lhs.). Then shifting the varable
In the complx plne: ! + iln( = ) and de ning
~ h(= ),oBebr:ingsEq.EC& into the param eter—
lessform: S%( )= ~ i + é . The right hand side
of this expression is an analog of the canonicalm om enta
In the hem iian W KB scheme. In particular its zeros
play the role of the classical tuming points and deter—
m Ine the structure of the branch cuts on the com plex
{plane. The Integrals of the canonicalm om enta along
such brunch cuts detem ine both the spectrum and the
band{w idth upon changing the boundary param eter g.
In the strip ofthe complex {planebounded by K 3j<
there are two tuming points at = =6, where

lisde nedas”= 1+ ?=2.The structure isthen
periodically replicated outside this strip. Choosing the
brunch cut to run betw een the tw o tuming points and ap—
plying the Bohr{Som m erfeld quantu&agn rule, one nds
the spectrum : “®) = 1+ @+ 1=2) 2= .Shce™ ! 1
In the Imit > 1, the two tuming points are essen—
tially close to the origih. To nd the band{width one
needs the \tunnelling" probability betw een the ad-poent
strips ofthe {plane. To thisend one chooses the branch
cuts, which em anates from the tuming points outw ards,
approaching = il . The (exponentiated) inte—
gralofthe canonicalm om enta along such a cut gives the
W KB tunnelling probability and hence the band{w idth

1(1)2 éo) . Such an integration leads to EqQ. (:_3).

For num erical calculation it is convenient to choose
the basis of the angular m om entum , e™ , to evalu—
ate Z (@). In this basis the charge creation operator
e ! takesthem atrix ©m [y ;o4 1], while the Ham ilto—
njanl'fm;rnO= (m+q)2m;rn0 m;m % 1 mmo° 1 -
Truncating these In nite m atrices w ith som e large cut—
o , one may directly exponentiate, multiply and trace
them to nd the free energy for any arrangem ent of xed
charges.

A s em phasized by the title of this paper we study here
only a very sin plem odelofa channelw ith charged walls.
T his is the price forasym ptotically exact Egs. {2),d), &),
w hich show that already relatively an all concentration of
wall charges dram atically reduces the self{energy trans—
port barrier. T his conclusion is in qualitative agreem ent
w ith generalstatem ent on the role oftransitionalbinding
inside the channel on transit probability®%. O ur resuls,
of course, can not replace powerfiil num erical methods
used for description of speci ¢ biological channel’.
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