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Abstract

W e propose a m odelthat leads to the form ation of non-equilibrium � nite-size dom ains

in a biologicalm em brane. O ur m odelconsiders the active conform ationalchange ofthe

inclusionsand thecouplingbetween inclusion densityand m em branecurvature.Twospecial

caseswith di� erentinteractionsare studied by M onte Carlo sim ulations.In case (i)exited

stateinclusionspreferto aggregate.In case(ii)ground stateinclusionspreferto aggregate.

W hen theinclusion density isnotcoupled to thelocalm em branecurvature,in case (i)the

typicallength scale(
p
M )oftheinclusion clustersshowsweak dependenceon theexcitation

rate (K on)ofthe inclusionsfora wide range ofK on butincreasesfastwhen K on becom es

su� ciently large;in case (ii)
p
M � K on

�
1

3 fora wide range ofK on. W hen the inclusion

density is coupled to the localm em brane curvature,the curvature coupling provides the

upperlim itoftheinclusion clusters.In case(i)(case(ii)),theform ation oftheinclusionsis

suppressed when K off (K on)issu� ciently large such thattheground state (excited state)

inclusions do not have su� cient tim e to aggregate. W e also � nd that the m obility ofan

inclusion in the m em brane depends on inclusion-curvature coupling. O ur study suggests

possiblem echanism sthatproduce� nite-size dom ainsin biologicalm em branes.
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C hapter 1

Introduction

Asshown in Figure1.1,abiologicalm em braneisaself-assem bled bilayercom posed of

varioustypesofm acrom oleculessuch aslipids,proteins,carbohydrates,cholesterol,

and otherm aterials.[1]A m em brane isthoughtto be sim ilarto a two-dim ensional

uid,therefore the aforem entioned m olecules can di�use on it. M any experim ental

and theoreticalstudieshaveshown thatthedistribution ofthesem oleculesin am em -

brane is nonuniform .[2]Instead,som e m olecules aggregate to form dom ains with

typicallength scale ranging from tens ofnanom eters to about one m icrom eter.[3]

An im portant subject ofcurrent biom em brane research is to �nd the m echanism s

thatisresponsible forthe form ation ofthese �nite-size dom ains. From equilibrium

statisticalm echanism ,we know that ifthere are only short-range interactions be-

tween them olecules,equilibrium m acrophaseseparation can beinduced in a system ,

butequilibrium m icrophaseseparation can notbeinduced ifthereareno long-range

interactions in a system . However,up to now there hasbeen no clearevidence for

such long-range interactionsin the m em brane. Severalpossible m echanism s forthe
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Figure1.1:Thecon�guration ofm em brane isshown in this�gure.

form ation of�nite-sizedom ainsin biologicalm em braneshavebeen proposed,includ-

ing (i)thekineticsofspontaneousm em branedom ain assem bly dependson thee�ect

ofm em branerecycling ubiquitousin theliving cells[4,5],(ii)cholesterolcan induce

separate dom ainsoftwo m ixed fatty acids [6,7].Although the truem echanism sof

raftform ation hasnotbeen veri�ed yet,itispossible thatdi�erentm echanism sare

involved in di�erentsituations.

Since the activities ofproteins in the m em branes are im portantin m any physi-

ologicalprocesses including ion transport,signaltransduction,et al.,in this thesis

weproposethattheactivitiesofproteinscan also lead to theform ation of�nite-size
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dom ainsin them em branes.To concentrateon thebasicm echanism behind activity-

induced �nite-sizedom ains,in ourm odelthesystem containsonly onetypeoflipids

an one type ofactive proteins. These proteins are called inclusions in this thesis.

The inclusions can change their internalstates,and di�erent internalstates ofin-

clusionshave di�erentconform ationsand di�erentinteraction with otherm olecules.

Therefore thiswork isa naturalextension ofRef[8],in which the uctuation spec-

trum and thestability ofthehom ogeneoussatein such system swerestudied.M onte

Carlo sim ulation isapplied to illustrateourproposal.From theresultofsim ulation,

we �nd that:(1)The distribution ofinclusionsin a m em brane can becontrolled by

therateofconform ationalchangeoftheinclusions.(2)Thecoupling between inclu-

sion density and m em brane curvature providesthe upperlim itofthe typicalsize of

the inclusion clusters. (3)The m obility ofinclusions in the m em brane depends on

inclusion-curvaturecoupling.

Thisthesisisorganized asfollows.In chapter2 weintroducesthem odeland the

Ham iltonian ofoursystem . Chapter3 discussesthe sim ulation algorithm . Chapter

4 analyzestheresultofsim ulation.Chapter5 sum m arizesthisthesis.
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C hapter 2

T he m odel

2.1 Introduction

Since we propose thatthe form ation ofheterogeneous structure in biologicalm em -

branescan becontrolled by theactivities(i.e.,conform ationalchanges)ofthem em -

brane inclusions,to illustrate ourproposalwe considera m odelin which the m em -

braneiscom posed ofonlyonetypeoflipid m oleculesand onetypeofactiveinclusions

with two conform ationalstates.These inclusionschangetheirconform ationalstates

by eitherexternalenergy drive(ATP,light,etc.),orby ligands.Thereforethem em -

braneiscalled an activem em brane.Schem aticsoftheconform ationsofan inclusion

and itssurroundinglipidsisshown in Figure2.1.Di�erentconform ationsofan inclu-

sion preferdi�erentlocalm em brane curvature,thusthe inclusionsalso induce local

m em brane curvature. W e discuss the Ham iltonian thatdescribes ourm odelin the

following section.
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Figure2.1:Schem aticsoftwoconform ationsofaninclusion anditssurroundinglipids.

Di�erentstatesofan inclusion havedi�erentconform ation,thusthey inducedi�erent

localm em branecurvature.
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2.2 T he H am iltonian

Our sim ulation is carried out on a lattice m odel. In our m odel,the con�guration

ofthe system isdescribed by two scalar�elds h and n. Asshown in Figure 2.2,h

and n arede�ned on a squarelatticewith latticeconstanta.Thesizeofa ischosen

to be the sm allest length scale beyond which the continuum elastic description of

m em branesbreaksdown (a � 5nm ).[9]hij istheheightofthem em brane m easured

from areferenceplane(xy-plane)atlatticepatch (i;j),and nij denoteswhatm olecule

isatpatch (i;j)and isde�ned in thefollowing way,

nij =

8
>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

0 ,ifpatch (i;j)isoccupied by lipids,

1 ,ifpatch (i;j)isoccupied by an inclusion in ground state,

2 ,ifpatch (i;j)isoccupied by an inclusion in excited state.

(2.1)

The lipids and inclusions are allowed to m ove in the m em brane and the inclusions

can changetheirconform ations.

TheHam iltonian ofthem em braneincludes:(1)thebending energy ofthem em -

brane,(2)the surface tension ofthe m em brane,(3)the coupling between inclusion

density and m em brane curvature,and (4)the interaction energy between the inclu-

sionsand lipid m olecules. Therefore the discretized form ofthe ham iltonian ofthe

m em branethatincludesalltheaboveterm scan bewritten as

H lattice =
X

(i;j)

a2

2

h

�
�
r

2

? h
�2

ij
+ 

�
jr ? hj

2
�

ij

i

�
X

(i;j)

2X

p= 0

a
2
�Cp�p(i;j)

�
r

2

? h
�

ij

+
1

2

X

h(i;j)(k;l)i

 
X

m ;n

Jm n�m (i;j)�n(k;l)

!

; (2.2)
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Figure 2.2:The con�guration ofthe system isdescribed by h and n. The reference

plane isdiscretized into a square lattice with lattice constanta � 5nm ,and hi;j is

the heightofthe m em brane m easured from a atreference plane atpatch (i;j). A

whitepatch isoccupied by lipids,and n = 0 atthispatch.A gray patch isoccupied

by a ground stateinclusion (nij = 1 atthispatch).A black patch isoccupied by an

excited stateinclusion (nij = 2 atthispatch.
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where � is the m em brane bending rigidity constant,and  is the surface tension

constantofthe m em brane,Cp iscurvature-inclusion coupling oftype-p com ponent,

and the lastterm on the righthand side ofEq.(2.2)isthe shortrange interaction

between the patches,thus Jm n isthe interaction energy between one type-m patch

and a nearest neighboring type-n patch. The short-range interactions between the

m olecules in the m em brane could be induced by hydrophobic length m ism atch or

other short range interactions.[10]As shown in Figure 2.3,when the hydrophobic

length ofthe inclusions is di�erent from that ofa lipid bilayer,the lipid bilayer is

stretched orcom pressed from itsrelaxed thickness.Then freeenergy ofthesystem is

increased due to thisinclusion-induced thicknessvariation.Therefore the inclusions

aggregate togetherto lowerthe free energy ofthe system . Besidesthe hydrophobic

length m ism atch e�ect,other short-range interactions between the inclusions also

exist.
P

(i;j)
m eanssum overallpatches,and

P

h(i;j)(k;l)i
m eanssum overallnearest

neighboring pairs.�m isde�ned asfollows:
8
>>>>>><

>>>>>>:

ifnij = 0;then �0(i;j)= 1; �1(i;j)= �2(i;j)= 0;

ifnij = 1;then �1(i;j)= 1; �0(i;j)= �2(i;j)= 0;

ifnij = 2;then �2(i;j)= 1; �0(i;j)= �1(i;j)= 0:

(2.3)

Thediscretized bending energy and surfaceenergy are

X

(i;j)

a2�

2

�
r

2

? h
�2

ij
=
X

(i;j)

a2�

2

�
hi+ 1;j + hi� 1;j � 4hi;j + hi;j+ 1 + hi;j� 1

a2

� 2

; (2.4)

and

X

(i;j)

a2

2

�
jr ? hj

2
�

ij
=
X

(i;j)

a2

2

�
�
�
�

�
hi+ 1;j � hi� 1;j

2a

�

bi+

�
hi;j+ 1 � hi;j� 1

2a

�

bj

�
�
�
�

2

:

(2.5)
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Figure2.3:Inclusion-inclusion attraction can be induced by hydrophobic m ism atch.

W hen thehydrophobiclength oftheinclusionsisdi�erentfrom thatofalipid bilayer,

the lipid bilayer is stretched or com pressed from its relaxed thickness. Then free

energy ofthe system is increased due to this inclusion-induced thickness variation.

Inclusionscould aggregatetogethertolowerthefreeenergyofthesystem .Freeenergy

of(b)islowerthan (a).
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Sym bol TypicalValue

� � 5� 10� 20N � m [11]

 � 24� 10� 6N =m [12]

a � 5nm [9]

h0 � 1nm

Cp � 1=nm

Jm n � 1� 10kB T

Table2.1:Typicalvaluesoftheparam eters.

Typicalvaluesof�,,a,h0,Cp,and Jm n arelisted in Table2.1.Forconvenience

thenon-dim ensionalized ham iltonian isintroduced.Theunitenergy iskB T,theunite

length in the xy-plane is a,and the unit length in the z-direction is h0 � a

q
kB T

�
.

Therefore,thenon-dim ensionalized ham iltonian is

eH lattice =
X

(i;j)

1

2

"
�
er 2

?
eh

�2

ij

+
a2

�

��
�
�er ?

eh

�
�
�
2
�

ij

#

�
X

(i;j)

2X

p= 0

G p�p(i;j)

�
er 2

?
eh

�

ij

+
1

2

X

h(i;j)(k;l)i

 
X

m ;n

eJm n�m (i;j)�n(k;l)

!

; (2.6)

where G p � h0Cp is the non-dim ensionalized inclusion-curvature coupling ,ehij �

1

h0
hij, eJm n �

1

kB T
Jm n,er ? � 1

a
r ? ,and er 2

? � 1

a2
r 2

? .
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C hapter 3

Sim ulation m ethod

M onteCarlo sim ulation isapplied to study them odelweintroduced in theprevious

chapter. In oursim ulation,one M onte Carlo step hasthree parts:(1)The in-plane

m otion ofm aterials in the m em brane is sim ulated by Kawasakiexchange dynam -

ics.[13](2)Thedynam icsofm em braneheightissim ulated by M etropolisalgorithm .

(3)The excitation/relaxation ofthe inclusions are introduced in the sim ulation by

assigning each inclusion certain probability to change itsstate in each M onte Carlo

step.W hen thesystem hasreached thesteady state,Hoshen-Kopelm an algorithm is

applied to analyzethesizedistribution ofinclusion clustersin thesystem .

3.1 M etropolis algorithm

M etropolis algorithm provides a set ofrules to update the m icroscopic state ofa

system such thatin thelong tim elim ittheprobability thatthesystem isin a m icro-

scopicstateapproachestheequilibrium distribution.Forexam ple,considera system

11



described by a singlevariablex and equilibrium distribution !(x).Letusassum ethe

system to beatstatexn atsom einstance,we�rstchoosea trialstep to changestate

from xn to xt.Let

 = !(xt)=!(xn); (3.1)

if � 1,then the trialstep isaccepted and the new state ofthe system becom e xt.

On the other hand,if < 1,then the trialstep has probability  to be accepted.

Ifthe trialstep is rejected ,then the system rem ains atstate xn. In the following

we prove that in the long tim e lim it the probability that the system is in state x

isgiven by !(x).[13,14]Foran ensem ble ofindependentsystem sofrandom initial

conditions,letPn(x)betheprobability fora system to bein statex atthen-th step,

and thenetprobability fora system changing from statex to statey in thenextstep

is

4 P(x ! y)= Pn(x)P(x ! y)� Pn(y)P(y! x)

= Pn(y)P(x ! y)

�
Pn(x)

Pn(y)
�
P(y ! x)

P(x ! y)

�

: (3.2)

W hereP(x ! y)istheprobability fora system to changeitsstatefrom x to y in a

step.W hen

Pn(x)

Pn(y)
=
Pe(x)

Pe(y)
�
P(y ! x)

P(x ! y)
; (3.3)

the system isin equilibrium . From equation (3.2),itisclearthatif
Pn (x)

Pn (y)
>

Pe(x)

Pe(y)
,

then 4 P(x ! y)> 0.On theotherhand,when
Pn (x)

Pn (y)
<

Pe(x)

Pe(y)
then 4 P(x ! y)< 0.

Thus,

lim
n! 1

Pn(x)

Pn(y)
!

Pe(x)

Pe(y)
: (3.4)
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In theM etropolisalgorithm ,

P(x ! y)= T(x ! y)A(x ! y); (3.5)

whereT(x ! y)istheprobability foratrialstep from statex tostatey tobechosen,

A(x ! y)isthe probability forthistrialstep to be accepted. In the sim ulation the

trialstepsarechosen such thatT(x ! y)= T(y ! x),therefore

N e(x)

N e(y)
=
A(y ! x)

A(x ! y)
: (3.6)

In M etropolisalgorithm ,if!(x)> !(y),then A(y ! x)= 1 and A(x ! y)=
!(y)

!(x)
.

If!(x)< !(y),then A(y ! x)=
!(y)

!(x)
and A(x ! y)= 1.Thisleadsto

N e(x)

N e(y)
=
!(x)

!(y)
: (3.7)

Thatis,in thelongtim elim ittheprobability distribution ofthesystem reaches!(x).

3.2 M onte C arlo step

In oursim ulation,each M onteCarlo step has3 parts.The�rstpartisKawasakiex-

changedynam icsforthem aterialsin them em brane.W echooseonepatch random ly,

and exchangethem aterialon itwith a random ly chosen nearestneighborpatch with

M etropolisrule. From kawasakiexchange dynam ics,tim e scale ofone M onte Carlo

step can beestim ated in thefollowing way.Thedim ension ofdi�usion constantis

[D ]=
L2

T
: (3.8)

Fortypicalm acrom oleculesdi�usinginam em brane,D s 1�m 2=s[15].In theabsence

ofany interactions,these m aterialsin the m em brane m ove a distance a � 5nm per

13



M onteCarlostep,thereforeeachM onteCarlostepcorrespondstoatim einterval�t�

a2=4D � 10� 5s.In thesecond part,wechooseanew patch atrandom ,andupdatethe

m em braneheightatthispatch by 4 h� ran(�1;1)with M etropolisalgorithm ,where

4 h ischosen to be� 0:4nm ,and ran(�1;1)isa random num berbetween -1 and 1.

In thethird part,wechoosean inclusion random ly,and allow theinclusion to change

its conform ation in the following way: ifthe inclusion is in the ground (excited)

state,then it has probability K on � 4 t (Koff � 4 t) to change its conform ation to

excited (ground)state,whereK on (K off)istheexcitation (relaxation)rate.The�rst

and second partarerepeated forN lat (totalnum berofpatchesin thesystem )tim es

perM onte Carlo step. The third partischosen such thaton average each inclusion

hasperform ed onetrialconform ationalchangein each M onteCarlo step.M oreover,

M etropolis algorithm is applied to the �rst and the second parts,but in the third

parttheexcitation rateand relaxation rateofinclusionsareconstant.Thereforethe

third partdrivesthesystem outofequilibrium ,and K on,K off aretheim portanttim e

scaleswhich a�ectthedistribution ofinclusions.

Thesizeofthesystem in thesim ulationsis128� 128 to 256� 256 patches.Total

num berofinclusionsin thissystem is

N inc =
X

(i;j)

(�1 + �2): (3.9)

For convenience, we also introduce the average inclusion density �inc � N inc=N .

Thesim ulationsbegin with 1

2
�incN ground stateinclusionsand 1

2
�incN excited state

inclusions dispersed random ly in a at discretized m em brane. Periodic boundary

condition isapplied in allsim ulations.Afterthesystem hasreached steady state,the

14



sim ulation is perform ed with up to 107 M onte Carlo steps,and data are taken for

every 1000 M onteCarlo steps.

3.3 Statistics ofcluster size

Afterthesystem hasreached steady state,Hoshen-Kopelm an algorithm ,a very fast

and straight m ethod,is applied to analyze the size distribution ofinclusion clus-

ters.[13]Figure3.1 showsan exam pleofa squarelatticecontaining inclusions(gray

patches)and lipids(whitepatches),and thesizeand num berofinclusion clustersare

to bedeterm ined.

As shown in Figure 3.2,this is done by going through each row ofthe lattice

from left to right,from top to bottom in turn and assigning each gray patch with

a num ber n which we call\cluster index" in the following way. The cluster index

beginsfrom 1.W hen a gray patch hasa nearest-neighborgray patch thathasbeen

visited,then the patch is assigned by the sam e cluster index as this neighbor. On

theotherhand,when a gray patch hasno nearest-neighborgray patch thathasbeen

visited, then we assign a new num ber (1 + nm ax,where nm ax is the m axim um n

thathasbeen assigned up to thispatch)to thispatch.M orethan oneclusterindex

can be associated with the visited nearest-neighborsofa gray patch. Figure 3.2-3.5

illustrate som e exam ples. The exam ple in Figure 3.2 is when cluster 1 and cluster

2 are actually the sam e cluster. In this situation,the Hoshen-Kopelm an m ethod

correctssuch \m islabeling" by introducing anothersetofvariableN n,which iscalled

\the labelofthe nth cluster". IfN n > 0,N n keeps track ofthe num ber ofpatches

15



Figure3.1:A 128� 128 squarelatticecontaining inclusions(gray patches)and lipids

(whitepatches).

16



Figure3.2:Labeling patcheson a squarelattice.Thisisdoneby going through each

row ofthe lattice from leftto right,then from top to bottom in turn and assigning

each gray patch with a num ber n (cluster index)in the following way. The cluster

index beginsfrom 1.Ifa gray patch hasa nearest-neighborgray patch thathasbeen

visited,then thepatch isassigned by thesam eclusterindex asthisneighbor.On the

otherhand,ifa gray patch hasno nearest-neighborgray patch thathasbeen visited,

then weassign anew num ber(1+ nm ax,wherenm ax isthem axim um n thathasbeen

assigned up to thispatch)to it.In the third row,m ore than one clusterindicesare

associated with thenearestneighborsofa gray patch,thereforecluster1 and cluster

2 areactually thesam ecluster.

17



belong to thenth cluster.IfN n < 0,N n denotesthatthen
th clusteractually belongs

to theclusterlabeled by �N n.

The way to determ ine the clusterindex in Figure 3.2 isdiscussed in Figure 3.3.

In Figure 3.4,the n’s and N n’softhe nearest neighbors ofthe new gray patch are

di�erent,and they belong to di�erent clusters. In Figure 3.5,the n’s and N n’s of

the nearest neighbors ofthe new gray patch are again di�erent,but they actually

belong to the sam e cluster. Figure 3.4 and 3.5 explain how Hoshen-Kopelm an

m ethod update both n and N n. Afterlabeling allpatchesofthe system ,we obtain

the num ber ofclusters and the distribution ofcluster size from the �nalvalues of

N n’s.

18



Figure3.3:Hoshen-Kopelm an algorithm introducesnew variableN n,i.e.,\thelabels

ofcluster index n". IfN n > 0,N n isthe num ber ofpatches belongsto the cluster

labeled by n. IfN n < 0,N n denotes that the cluster labeled by n belongs to the

cluster labeled by �N n. In the rightcornerofthe third row,when there are m ore

than oneclusterindex \n"associated with thenearestneighborsofanew gray patch,

we check the N n’s ofthose neighbors �rst. In the �gure, N n ofthe neighboring

labeled patches are allpositive (N 1 = 4, N 2 = 2). Therefore for the new gray

patch,n=1 (m inim um clusterindex ofthenearestneighbors),and N 1 isreplaced by

N 1 + N 2 + 1 = 4+ 2+ 1 = 7,and N 2 isreplaced by -1,indicating thatclusterwith

labeln = 2 actually belongsto n = 1 cluster.

19



Figure 3.4:In thiscase,forthe patch labeled by \?",N n ofitsneighboring patches

are notallpositive,N 10 = �8,butN 8 = �6,N 6 = �4,and N 4 = 20. In thiscase,

the index ofthe new labeled gray patch islabeled by n = 4,and N 4 isreplaced by

N 4 + N 5 + 1= 20+ 18+ 1= 39.N 10 and N 5 areboth replaced by -4.

Figure 3.5: In this case,N 10 = �8,N 8 = �6,N 6 = �5,and N 5 = 18,thus the

neighborsofthepatch labeled by \?" actually belong to thesam ecluster.Theindex

ofthisnew patch isn = 5,and N 5 isreplaced by N 5 + 1 = 18+ 1 = 19,and N 10 is

replaced by -5.

20



C hapter 4

Sim ulation results and discussion

4.1 C luster size distribution

Thesim ulationsbegin with 1

2
�incN ground stateinclusionsand 1

2
�incN excited state

inclusions dispersed random ly in a at discretized m em brane. Periodic boundary

condition isapplied in allsim ulations.Afterthesystem hasreached steady state,the

sim ulation is perform ed with up to 107 M onte Carlo steps,and data are taken for

every 1000 M onteCarlo steps.Thesize ofallinclusion clusterscan befound by the

m ethod discussed in Chapter3. The distribution ofinclusion clustersize isde�ned

by

P(!)= ! �

�
n!

P
1

!= 1
(! � n!)

�

; (4.1)

whereP(!)istheprobability thatan inclusion isfound in a clusterwith ! patches,

and n! isthetotalnum berofclusterswith ! patches.Figure4.1showsP(!)for� =

5� 10� 20N � m , = 24� 10� 6N =m ,�inc = 12:5% ,K off�t= 10 � 3,K on=K off = 1=32,
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eJ01 = eJ12 = eJ0+ 1:5,allother eJm n = eJ0,G 2 = 0,G 1 = 0,�1,and �2.Them axim um

at! = 1com esfrom single-inclusion clustersspreadingaroundinthe\inclusion-poor"

dom ains. Another m axim um ofP(!) at greater ! com es from �nite-size inclusion

clusters,this is the typicalsize ofthe inclusion clusters. Figure 4.2 shows typical

snapshotsforsteady state inclusion distribution and m em brane m orphology forthe

sam eparam etersasin Figure4.1.Thelength scalein thez-direction ischosen to be

thesam easx and y directions(theunitlength isa)in orderto faithfully presentthe

m orphology ofthem em brane.Oneclearly seesthatasjG 1jincreasesthecurvatureof

them em branein theinclusion-rich dom ainsincreasesand thetypicalsizeofinclusion

clustersbecom essm aller.Furtherm ore,when G 1 6= 0thelocation ofinclusion clusters

have strong correlation with the regionswith high localm em brane curvature. This

isbecausethesystem haslowerfreeenergy when theinclusionslocatein theregions

with greaterm em brane curvature.Therefore,when G 6= 0,them em brane prefersto

form m any m ountain-likeregionswith inclusionsaggregating on them .

4.2 Sim ulation results

To focuson the m echanism sthatwe propose in ourm odelclearly,two specialcases

with di�erentinteractionsbetween theinclusionsand lipidsarestudied in thesim u-

lations.

In case 1, eJ02 = eJ12 � eJ0 + eJ > 0, eJ00 = eJ11 = eJ22 = eJ01 = eJ0,G 1 = 0,G 2 6= 0,

i.e.,e�ectively excited state inclusions tend to attract with each other and induce

localm em branecurvature;ground stateinclusionsdo notattractorrepelwith other
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Figure 4.1: P(!),the probability that an inclusion is found in a cluster with !-

patches,for� = 5� 10� 20N � m , = 24� 10� 6N =m ,�inc = 12:5% ,K off�t= 10 � 3,

K on = K off=32, eJ01 = eJ12 = eJ0 + 1:5,allother eJm n = eJ0,G 2 = 0,and G 1 = 0

(triangle-down),G 1 = �1 (square),G 1 = �2 (diam ond). P(!) has m axim um at

! = 1 com esfrom single-inclusion clustersspreading around in the \inclusion-poor"

dom ains. Anotherm axim um ofP(!)atgreaterM com esfrom �nite-size inclusion

clusters, this is the typicalsize ofthe inclusion clusters and it decreases as jG 1j

increasesdueto inclusion-curvaturecoupling.
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Figure 4.2:Typicalsnapshotsforsteady state inclusion distribution and m em brane

m orphologyfor� = 5� 10� 20N � m , = 24� 10� 6N =m ,�inc = 12:5% ,K off�t= 10 � 3,

K on = K off=32, eJ01 = eJ12 = eJ0 + 1:5,allother eJm n = eJ0,and G 2 = 0. (a)G 1 = 0.

(b)G 1 = �1.(c)G 1 = �2.AsjG 1jincreases,thecurvatureofthem em branecloseto

theinclusion-rich dom ainsincreasesand thetypicalsizeofinclusion clustersbecom es

sm aller. The length scale in the z-direction is chosen to be the sam e as x and y

directions(the unitlength isa)in orderto faithfully presentthe m orphology ofthe

m em brane.
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Figure4.3:Schem aticsofinclusion conform ation and inclusion-curvaturecoupling.In

case1,theexcited stateinclusionsinducelocalm em branecurvature,and thedensity

ofground stateinclusionsisnotcoupled to localm em branecurvature.In case2,the

ground stateinclusionsinducelocalm em branecurvature,and thedensity ofexcited

stateinclusionsisnotcoupled to localm em branecurvature.

m olecules,and thedensityofground stateinclusionsisnotcoupled tolocalm em brane

curvature. In case 2, eJ01 = eJ12 � eJ0 + eJ > 0, eJ00 = eJ11 = eJ22 = eJ02 = eJ0,G 2 = 0,

G 1 6= 0,i.e.,e�ectively ground state inclusionstend to attractwith each otherand

induce localm em brane curvature; excited state inclusions do not attract or repel

with other m olecules,and the density ofground state inclusions is not coupled to

localm em brane curvature.Schem aticsofthe conform ationsofinclusionsareshown

in Figure 4.3. W e �x K off,the relaxation rate ofexcited inclusions,and study the

distribution ofinclusions for di�erent �inc,K on,G 1,and G 2. Allsim ulations are
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carried outwith � = 5� 10� 20N � m , = 24� 10� 6N =m ,a = 5nm ,h0 = 1nm ,and

�t� 10 � 5s.

4.2.1 Short-tim e in-plane m otions ofinclusions

Although the m ain focus ofthis thesis isthe size distribution ofinclusion clusters,

thee�ectsofconform ationalchangeoftheinclusionsand inclusion-curvaturecoupling

to the m otion ofthe inclusions in the m em brane are also ofgreat interest. There-

fore we begin ourdiscussion with short-tim e in-plan m otion ofthe inclusions. The

m ean square displacem ent hd2(t)iofan inclusion in shorttim e intervaltforcase 2

with �inc = 12:5% , eJ = 1:5,K off�t= 10 � 3,and K on = K off=128 isillustrated in

Figure 4.4. It is clear that hd2i � tatsu�ciently large t,and the inclusions with

greaterinclusion-curvature coupling m ove slowerin the m em brane. Thuswe de�ne

\e�ectivedi�usion constant" ofan inclusion astheslopeofthestraightregion ofthe

hd2i� tcurve. Figure 4.5 showsthe relation between D eff and K on forcase 1 with

�inc = 12:5% , eJ = 1:5,and K off�t= 10 � 4.ItisclearthatD eff decreaseswhen jG 2j

increases,butD eff doesnotdepend strongly on K on.Figure 4.6 showsthe relation

between D eff and K on in case 2 with �inc = 12:5% , eJ = 1:5,and K off�t= 10 � 3.It

isclearthatD eff decreaseswhen jG 1jincreases,too. Anotherinteresting feature is

thatwhen G 1 = �2,D eff showsstrong dependence on K on.

Figure 4.7 explains the strong dependence ofD eff on jGj. The free energy is

lowerwhen a curved inclusion staysin a curved region,and thefreeenergy ishigher

when a curved inclusion stays in a atregion. Therefore itisless possible forthis
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Figure 4.4: hd2i ofan inclusion within short tim e intervaltforcase 2 with �inc =

12:5% ,eJ = 1:5,K off�t= 10 � 3,K on = K off=128,and G 2 = 0.hd2i� tatsu�ciently

larget,and theinclusionswith strongerinclusion-curvature coupling m oveslowerin

them em brane.
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Figure 4.5:D eff in case 1 with �inc = 12:5% , eJ = 1:5,K off�t= 10 � 4,and G 2 = 0

(triangle-down),�0:25 (triangle-up),�0:5 (circle),�1 (square),and �2 (diam ond).

W ecan �nd thatD eff decreasesasjG 2jincreases,butD eff doesnotdepend strongly

on K on.AtlargejG 2j,thetending isthatD eff �rstdecreasesasK on increases,then

thedependence becom eslesssigni�cantatlargeK on.
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Figure 4.6:D eff in case 2 with �inc = 12:5% , eJ = 1:5,K off�t= 10 � 3,and G 1 = 0

(triangle-down),�0:25 (triangle-up),�0:5 (circle),�1 (square),and �2 (diam ond).

ItisclearthatD eff decreaseswhen jG 2jincreases.Anotherinterestingfeatureisthat

when G 1 = �2,D eff showsstrong dependence on K on.
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Figure 4.7: The strong dependence ofD eff on jGjis explained in this �gure. The

free energy is lower when a curved inclusion stays in a curved region,and the free

energy ishigherwhen a curved inclusion stays in a atregion. Therefore itisless

possible forthisinclusion to m ove from a curved region to a atregion. W hen the

inclusion-curvaturecoupling isstronger,this\caging" e�ectism oresigni�cant.
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inclusion tom ovefrom acurved region toaatregion.W hen theinclusion-curvature

coupling isstronger,this\caging" e�ectism oresigni�cant.Thisexplainswhy large

inclusion-curvaturecoupling resultsin sm allD eff.

M oreover, in case 2, when K on increases an inclusion spends less tim e in the

ground state.ThusD eff strongly dependson theK on when jG 1jissu�ciently large.

On theotherhand,in case1 K off ischosen to besuch thatK on > K off forallK on.

Thuswhen K on increases,an inclusion spendsm ostofthe tim e in the excited state

ifK on >> K off.ThusatlargejG 2j,thetendency isthatD eff �rstdecreasesasK on

increases,then thedependence becom eslesssigni�cantatlargeK on.

4.2.2 C ase 1

In case 1,when K off�t & 10 � 3 (i.e.,K off & 102s� 1,characteristic tim e scale of

a cycle ofa m otor protein), no inclusion clusters are observed in sim ulations for

K on . 103s� 1. This indicates that in a system with typicalinclusion excitation

and relaxation rates,activities m ay com pletely suppress the form ation ofinclusion

clusters.Thisisbecause when K off issu�ciently large,thelifetim e ofexcited state

inclusions is su�ciently short such that the excited-state inclusions does not have

tim eto aggregate.ForK off�t= 10 � 4 (i.e.,K off � 10s� 1,thisism orelikely forthe

casewhen therelaxation ofan inclusion isinduced by ligands),inclusion clustersare

observed fora widerangeofK on.

Figure4.8 showsthesnapshotsofthedistribution ofinclusionsin them em brane

forcase 1 with �inc = 12:5% , eJ = 1:5,and K off�t= 10 � 4 on a 128� 128 square
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lattice. The typicalsize ofinclusion clusters increases as K on increases orjG 2jde-

creases. M oreover,the dependence ofthe typicalsize ofinclusion clusters on the

value ofK on is m ore evident forsm alljG 2j. Figure 4.9 shows the relation between

p
M and K on�tforK off�t= 10 � 4 on a 128� 128 square lattice.In Figure4.9 (a)

�inc = 12:5% , eJ = 1:5;in Figure 4.9 (b)�inc = 25% , eJ = 1. The only exception is

the em pty sym bolwith the greatestvalue of
p
M in Figure 4.9 (b),which istaken

from sim ulationsperform ed on a 256� 256 squarelattice.The�lled sym bolsdenote

thesituation when K on�t= 1,them axim um excitation ratecan besim ulated in our

sim ulations.

Both Figure 4.9 (a) and (b) indicate that when G 2 is sm all,
p
M shows weak

dependence on K on�tfora wide range ofK on�t,butincreasesfastwhen K on�t&

0:01. This can be understood by com paring the di�usion length ofa ground state

inclusion within its lifetim e and the typicalsize ofinclusion clusters. Because the

di�usion distanceduring thelifetim eofa ground stateinclusion is�

q

4D effK on
� 1.

Therefore when

q

4D effK on
� 1

.

p
M ,m ore and m ore ground state inclusions can

not escape from an inclusion cluster as K on increases. This \positive feedback" of

K on dependenceof
p
M isresponsibleforthestrong K on dependenceof

p
M atlarge

K on.From thediscussion oftheprevioussubsection,D eff � 0:8�m 2=sec� 0:8a2=�t,

then the criticallength scale is

q

4D effK on
� 1

� K on
� 1=2. Therefore,

p
M increases

fastatK on�t& 0:01 (
p
M � 10)in case1.

Anotherim portantfeatureofFigure4.9isthatforthe�lled sym bolswith G 2 = 0,

in Figure 4.9 (a)
p
N inc �

p
M � 45;in Figure 4.9 (b)

p
N inc = 64 and

p
M � 60,

i.e.,alm ostallinclusionsaggregatein thesam einclusion cluster.
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Figure 4.8: The distribution ofinclusions in the m em brane for case 1 with �inc =

12:5% , eJ = 1:5,and K off�t= 10 � 4. The typicallength scale ofinclusion clusters

increasesasK on increases orjG 2jdecreases. M oreover,the typicalsize ofinclusion

clustersincreasesfasterwhen jG 2jissm aller.
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Figure4.9:Thisrelation between
p
M and K on in case1 forK off�t= 10 � 4,G 2 = 0

(triangle-down),�0:25 (triangle-up),�0:5 (circle),�1 (square),and �2 (diam ond),

(a): �inc = 12:5% , eJ = 1:5;(b): �inc = 25% , eJ = 1. The �lled sym bols denote

the situation when K on�t = 1,the m axim um excitation rate can be sim ulated in

the sim ulations,the error bar in this situation is sm aller than the sym bol. W hen

theinclusion-curvaturecoupling issm all,
p
M showsweak dependenceon K on�tfor

a wide range ofK on�t,but increases fast when K on�t & 0:01. Furtherm ore,the

coupling between inclusion density and m em branecurvatureprovidestheupperlim it

ofthe typicalsize ofthe inclusion clusters,and suppresses the form ation oflarge

inclusion clusters.
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M oreover,when G 2 6= 0,
p
M decreasesasjG 2jincreases.Thisindicatesthateven

when allinclusionsareallin theexcited state,thecoupling between inclusion density

and m em branecurvatureprovidestheupperlim itofthetypicalsizeoftheinclusion

clusters,and suppressestheform ation oflargeinclusion clusters.Thisisbecausethe

system haslowerfree energy when the inclusions locate in the regionswith greater

m em brane curvature. Therefore,the m em brane prefersto form m any m ountain-like

regionswith inclusionsaggregating on them ,when G 6= 0.

4.2.3 C ase 2

In case2,inclusion clustershavebeen observed forK off�t= 10 � 2� 10� 3,and awide

rangeofK on.Allsim ulationsareperform ed on a 128� 128 squarelatticein case2.

Figure4.10showsthesnapshotsofthedistribution ofinclusionsin them em brane

forcase2 with �inc = 12:5% , eJ = 1:5,and K off�t= 10 � 3.Thetypicalsizeofinclu-

sion clustersdecreasesasK on increasesorjG 1jincreases.M oreover,thedependence

ofthetypicalsize ofinclusion clusterson thevalue ofK on ism oreevidentforsm all

jG 1j. Figure 4.11 shows the relation between
p
M and K on�t. In Figure 4.11 (a)

�inc = 12:5% , eJ = 1:5,and K off�t= 10 � 3,in Figure 4.11 (b)�inc = 25% , eJ = 1,

and K off�t= 10 � 3,in Figure 4.11 (c)�inc = 12:5% , eJ = 1:5,and K off�t= 10 � 2.

The �lled sym bolsdenote the situation when allinclusionsare in the ground state,

i.e.,K on = 0.

W hen the density ofthe inclusionsisnotcoupled to localm em brane curvature,

it agrees with
p
M � K on

�
1

3 relation pretty wellfor a wide range ofK on. This is
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Figure 4.10: The distribution ofinclusionsin the m em brane forcase 2 with �inc =

12:5% ,K off�t= 10 � 3,and eJ = 1:5. The typicallength scale ofinclusion cluster

increasesasK on decreasesorjG 1jdecreases. M oreover,the typicalsize ofinclusion

clustersincreasesfasterwhen jG 1jissm aller.
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Figure 4.11: The relation between
p
M and K on in case 1 for (a): �inc = 12:5% ,

eJ = 1:5,and K off�t = 10 � 3;(b): �inc = 25% , eJ = 1,and K off�t = 10 � 3;(c):

�inc = 12:5% , eJ = 1:5,K off�t= 10 � 2.The�lled sym bolsdenotethesituation when

allinclusionsarein theground state,and K on = 0,and theerrorbarin thissituation

issm allerthan the sym bol. G 1 = 0 case agreeswith
p
M � K on

�
1

3 relation pretty

wellfora widerangeofK on.Theslopeofthedotted lineis�
1

3
.
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becausewhen thereisno budding in them em brane,thegrowth ofinclusion clusters

in theabsenceofinclusion activitiesand inclusion-curvaturecoupling correspondsto

a two-dim ensionalphase separation dynam ics,i.e.,
p
M � t1=3.[16,17]Thisgrowth

eventually saturatesdueto theactivetransitionsoftheinclusions.Sincethelifetim e

ofground stateinclusionsisK on
� 1,thusthetypicallength scalesofinclusion clusters

in thesteady stateshould obey
p
M � K on

� 1=3.[8]

The sam e as case 1,for the �lled sym bolwith G 1 = 0, alm ost allinclusions

aggregate in the sam e inclusion cluster (in Figure 4.11 (a)
p
N inc �

p
M � 45;in

Figure4.11 (b)
p
N inc = 64 and

p
M � 60).M oreover,when G 1 6= 0,

p
M decreases

asjG 1jincreases. Therefore,the coupling between inclusion density and m em brane

curvature provides the upper lim it ofthe typicalsize ofthe inclusion clusters,and

suppressestheform ation oflargeinclusion clustersasin case1.

Notice thatFigure 4.11 (a)and (b)have di�erent�inc and di�erentJm n,butat

the sam e K on the typicallength scales ofinclusion clusters are alm ostin the sam e

range. Furtherm ore,K off in (c)istenfold ofK off in (a),butatthe sam e K on the

typicallength scales ofinclusion clusters are also alm ost in the sam e range. This

m eansthatK on isthekey factorcontrolsthesizeofinclusion clusters.

In case 2 the lifetim e ofthestate thatprefersto aggregateischanged when K on

ischanged,butin case 1 the lifetim e ofthe state thatprefersto leave the inclusion

clustersischanged when K on ischanged. Therefore,case 1 and case 2 aredi�erent,

and thisisthereason why theK on dependence in thesetwo casesareso di�erent.
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C hapter 5

Sum m ary

OurM onte Carlo sim ulations on a sim ple toy m odelhave shown thatinclusion ac-

tivities and inclusion-curvature coupling both could contribute to the form ation of

�nite-size inclusion clusters in biologicalm em branes. Since the inclusions have two

internalstates,and the conform ationalchangesofthe inclusionsare induced by ex-

ternalstim uli. Thus,we treata biom em brane asan active,nonequilibrium system .

Two specialcases with di�erent interactions between the inclusions and lipids are

studied in thesim ulation.In case 1,excited stateinclusionsattractwith each other

and inducelocalm em branecurvature;ground stateinclusionsdo notattractorrepel

with otherm olecules,and thedensity ofground stateinclusionsisnotcoupled to lo-

calm em branecurvature.In case2,ground stateinclusionstend to attractwith each

otherand inducelocalm em branecurvature;excited stateinclusionsdonotattractor

repelwith otherm olecules,and thedensity ofexcited stateinclusionsisnotcoupled

to localm em brane curvature.Ourm ain resultsare:

(1) The e�ective di�usion constant ofthe inclusions decreases as the inclusion-
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curvature coupling and the lifetim e ofthe state with inclusion-curvature coupling

increases.

(2)In case1,we�nd thatwhen K off issu�ciently large,theexcited-stateinclu-

sionsdoesnothavetim eto aggregate,and thereisno inclusion clusterin thesystem

fora widerangeofK on.

(3)In case1,when inclusion-clustersdo form ,typicalsizeofclustersshowsweak

dependence on the excitation rate ofthe inclusions for a wide range ofK on,but

increasesfastwhen K on isgreaterthan som ecriticalvalue.Becausethedi�usion dis-

tanceofa ground stateinclusion in theinclusion cluster�

q

4D effK on
� 1

� K on
� 1=2.

W hen
p
M & K on

� 1=2 theinclusionsbecom ehard toescapefrom an inclusion cluster.

(4)In case 2,we �nd thatwhen the density ofthe inclusions isnot coupled to

localm em brane curvature,it agrees with
p
M � K on

�
1

3 relation pretty wellfor a

wide range ofK on. This is because when there is no budding in the m em brane,

the growth ofinclusion clustersin the absence ofinclusion activitiesand inclusion-

curvaturecoupling correspondstoatwo-dim ensionalphaseseparation dynam ics,i.e.,

p
M � t1=3.Thisgrowth eventually saturatesattim escale� K on

� 1 duetotheactive

transitionsoftheinclusions.

(5)M oreover,inbothcase1andcase2,we�ndthatthecouplingbetween inclusion

density and m em brane curvature provides the upperlim itofthe typicalsize ofthe

inclusion clusters,and suppressestheform ation oflargeinclusion clusters.

Oursim plem odelhasneglected m any com plicationsthatoccurin realbiological

m em brane.Forexam ple:(i)W eignoredthee�ectofcytoskeleton onthem otionofthe

inclusions.[18](ii)Thee�ectofsolutionow isnotincorporatedinourm odel.[19](iii)
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Ourm odelisnotappropriateto describebudding in biom em brane.[20]New m odels

thatincludestheaforem entioned m echanism swillbeourfutureresearch direction.
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A ppendix A

N on-dim ensionalization ofthe

H am iltonian

TheHam iltonian ofthem em branecan bewritten as

H lattice =
X

(i;j)

a2
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�
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2

? h
�2

ij
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�
jr ? hj

2
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ij
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: (A.1)

First,we choose the unitofenergy to be kB T. Then we choose the unite length of

localverticalheightofm em braneto beh0 �
a
p
kB Tp
�
.Thusthe�rstterm ofH lattice at

h � h0,r ?
2
� 1

a2
ison theorderofkB T.The discretized Laplacian and gradientof
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h in two dim ension are
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Thus,totalHam iltonian becom es
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From the de�nition ofdim ensionless ofinclusion-curvature coupling G i � h0Ci,we

can obtain thenon-dim ensionalized Ham iltonian ofthesystem

eH lattice =
X

(i;j)
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�
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