
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
61

00
86

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
of

t]
  3

 O
ct

 2
00

6

C hannel-Facilitated M olecular Transport A cross M em branes:

A ttraction,R epulsion and A sym m etry

Anatoly B. Kolom eisky

Departm ent ofChem istry,Rice University,Houston,TX 77005 USA

Transportofm oleculesacrossm em branechannelsisinvestigated theoretically us-

ing exactly solvable discrete stochastic site-binding m odels.Itisshown thatthein-

teraction potentialbetween m oleculesand thechannelhasa strong e�ecton translo-

cation dynam ics.Thepresenceofattractivebinding sitesin theporeacceleratesthe

particle current for sm allconcentrations outside ofthe m em brane,while for large

concentrations,surprisingly,repulsivebinding sitesproducethem ostoptim altrans-

port. In addition,asym m etry ofthe interaction potentialalso strongly inuences

the channeltransport.The m echanism ofthese phenom ena are discussed using the

detailsofparticle dynam icsatthebinding sites.

M em brane proteins support and regulate  uxes ofions and m olecules that are critical

forcellfunctioning [1].M oleculartransportacrossm em braneporesischaracterized by high

e� ciency,selectivity and robustnessin the response to  uctuationsin the cellularenviron-

m ent,howeverprecise m echanism softhese com plex processesarestillnotwellunderstood

[1,2,3]. M em brane channelproteins,that utilize the energy ofadenosine triphosphate

(ATP)hydrolysisto m ove ionsand sm allm oleculesagainstexternalfree energy gradients,

are known asactive transporters. There are experim entaland theoreticalargum ents that

suggestthatthehigh selectivity in these proteinsisreached via speci� c interactionsatthe

narrowestpartofthepore[2],although som erecentexperim entsindicatethatnon-speci� c

interactionswith thewholechannelarealso im portant[4].Itwasassum ed earlierthatthe

m em brane proteinswith largewater-� lled poresm ove m olecularsolutesin a passive trans-

portm odeby utilizing a sim ple di� usion,and thattheselargechannelshave relatively low

e� ciency and selectivity. However,recentexperim ents suggestthatperm eating m olecules

interactstrongly with largem em brane poresleading to a very e� cientand highly-selective

transport[5,6,7,8,9].

In ordertounderstand thefacilitated transportphenom ena in largem em braneporessev-
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eraltheoreticalapproacheshavebeen presented [10,11,12,13,14].A continuousm odelthat

describesthem otion ofa singlesolutem oleculein thechannelasone-dim ensionaldi� usion

along the potentialofm ean forces with position-dependent di� usion constant [11,12,13]

hasinvestigated them oste� cientperm eation dynam ics,and itwasshown thatthereisan

optim um attraction between the channeland the translocating m olecule that creates the

m axim al ux acrossthe m em brane.However,a uniform potentialalong the entire channel

with theattraction m agnitudeof6-8 kB T hasbeen assum ed in thecalculationsthatrepro-

duce the experim entally m easured currents. It is known that the structure ofm em brane

channelproteinsisvery com plex [2],and itisreasonableto suggestthatthecorresponding

free-energy potentialofinteraction hasa very rough landscape.Recentm oleculardynam ics

sim ulations ofglyceroltranslocation through aquaglyceroporin GlpF [15]calculate a po-

tentialofm ean forces thatshows severalrelatively weak (2-6 kB T)butstrongly localized

narrow wells.In a di� erentapproach,a m acroscopicversion ofFick’slaw hasbeen used to

analyzethem oleculartransportthrough them em branechannels[14],and itwasconcluded

thatin theidealized m odelanyinteraction would lead totheam pli� cation ofm olecular ow

through the channel. However,thisconclusion is ratherunphysicalsince the binding site

with in� niteattraction would block them oleculartra� cthrough thechannel,contradicting

to thistheoreticalprediction.

Potentials ofinteractions between the channels and perm eating m olecules,determ ined

in experim ents and from com puter sim ulations [15, 16], are generally asym m etric with

m ultiple weakly attractive and repulsive binding sites. Although the coupling between

non-equilibrium  uctuationsand asym m etric potentialofinteractionsin channelshasbeen

discussed recently [17],a fulltheoreticaldescription ofthe e� ectofattractionsand repul-

sions,and the asym m etry ofthe interaction potentialon the m olecular currents through

the biologicalpores is not available. In this paper Ipresent a theoreticalanalysis ofthe

channel-facilitated transportusing sim ple discrete stochastic m odelswith m ultiple binding

sitesthatallow to calculate exactly the dynam ic propertiesofthesystem . Itisfound that

depending on the concentrations outside ofthe m em brane attractive or repulsive binding

sitesm ightincreasem olecular uxes,and thetranslocation dynam icsisstrongly in uenced

by theasym m etry ofthepotential.

Iconsiderthe transportofparticlesacrossa cylindricalm em brane channelasshown in

Fig.1.Them oleculeenterstheporefrom theleft(right)cham berthathasa concentration
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c1 (c2)with therateu0 = konc1 (w0 = konc2);and itleavesthechanneltotheleft(right)with

the rate w1 = koff (uN = koff). Itisassum ed thatparticlesare notinteracting with each

other,and there are N generally non-equivalentbinding sitesin the channel. The particle

atthesitej(j= 1;2;� � � ;N )jum psto theright(left)with therateuj (wj).De� ning Pj(t)

as a probability of� nding the m olecule at the binding site j at tim e t,the translocation

dynam icscan bedescribed by a setofm asterequations,

dPj(t)

dt
= uj�1 Pj�1 (t)+ wj+ 1Pj+ 1(t)� (uj + wj)Pj(t); (1)

wherej= 1;2;� � � ;N and P0(t)� PN + 1(t)= 1�
P N

1
Pj(t)istheprobability of� nding the

channelem pty attim e t[13]. The discrete stochastic m odelwith N binding sites can be

solved exactly by m apping itinto a single-particlehopping m odelalongtheperiodicin� nite

one-dim ensionallattice with N + 1 states per period [18,19]. This m odelhas been used

successfully todescribethedynam icsofm otorproteins[19].Them appingcan beeasily seen

by considering m ultiple identicalchannels from Fig. 1 arranged sequentially and keeping

theconcentration gradientacrosseach period as� c= c1 � c2.Then dynam icpropertiesof

the channel-facilitated transportm odelcan be calculated exactly. Speci� cally,the particle

currentJ forthe system shown in Fig.1 with N identicalsiteswithoutinteractions(uj =

wj+ 1 = �forj= 1;2;� � � ;N � 1)isgiven by [18,19]

J =
kon(c1 � c2)

2

h

1+
kon (c1+ c2)N

2koff

ih

1+
koff(N �1)

2�

i: (2)

To investigate the e� ectofinteractions in the m em brane transportthe sim plest m odel

with N = 1 binding siteisanalyzed.Assum ethatenergy ofthebinding siteisequalto � ",

i.e.," > 0 correspondsto the attractive site,while negative " describes the repulsive site.

Thetransition ratesarerelated via detailed balanceconditions,

u0(")

w1(")
=

u0("= 0)

w1("= 0)
x;

u1(")

w0(")
=

u1("= 0)

w0("= 0)
(1=x); with x = exp("=kB T); (3)

and they can bewritten in thefollowing form [19],

u0(")= u0x
�1; w1(")= w1x

�1�1 ; u1(")= u0x
�2�1 ; w0(")= w0x

�2; (4)

whereinteraction-distribution coe� cients�i (with 0� �i� 1 fori= 1;2)describe how the

potentialchangesthetransitionsrates.Forsim plicity,itisassum ed that�1 = �2 = �.Then
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theparticlecurrentacrossthem em branechannelisequalto

J =
(u0u1 � w0w1)x

�

(u0 + w0)x+ (u1 + w1)
=
kon(c1 � c2)x

�

2+
kon(c1+ c2)

koff
x
: (5)

De� neJ0 asthem olecular ux in thesystem withoutinteractions("= 0),then thedim en-

sionlessratio ofcurrentsisgiven by

J

J0
=
[kon(c1 + c2)+ 2koff]x

�

2koff + kon(c1 + c2)x
: (6)

The m olecular  ux across the m em brane depends strongly on the interaction strength at

the binding site,as shown in Fig. 2 for di� erent concentrations. For strong attractions

and repulsionsthe currentdecrease,while forinterm ediate interactionsthe m olecular ow

increasessigni� cantly,reaching them axim um valueat"�,

"
�
= kB T ln

�
�

(1� �)

2koff

kon(c1 + c2)

�

: (7)

Atthisinteraction the m oleculartransportacrossthe m em brane isthe m ostoptim alwith

them oste� cientrelativecurrent

�
J

J0

� �

= (1� �)

�

1+
kon(c1 + c2)

2koff

��
�

(1� �)

2koff

kon(c1 + c2)

��

: (8)

Itcan beshown thatthelargestincreasein them olecular ux can beachieved when �! 1,

producing
�
J

J0

� �

=

�

1+
2koff

kon(c1 + c2)

�

: (9)

Thee� ectofcurrentincreasecan beestim ated explicitly form em branechannelproteinsby

utilizing thetransition rateskoff ’ 500 s�1 and kon ’ 15 �M �1 s�1 from theexperim entson

m altodextrin translocation through m altoporin channels[9].Forconcentrationsoffew �M

Eq.(9)predicts� 100 tim esincreasein them olecular uxes.

The m ost optim alinteraction "� depends on the m olecular concentrations outside of

the m em brane pore as illustrated in Fig. 3. Our analysis shows that the presence ofthe

attractive site leads to m olecular  ux increase forsm allconcentrations c1,while forlarge

concentrations the presence ofthe repulsive site increases the particle current,and there

isa criticalconcentration c� (forevery � xed value ofthe concentration c2)thatseparates

two regim es. The factthatthe repulsive binding site leadsto the m olecular  ux increase

seem s, at � rst, surprising, and it was not predicted by previous theoreticalapproaches
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[10,11,12,13,14].Howevertheseobservationscan beexplained using following argum ents.

Assum ethattheconcentration totherightofthem em braneiszero(seeFig.1),i.e.,c2 = 0,

although ourargum entscan beeasily generalized.Itcan beshown thatthe currentacross

them em branecan beviewed asa ratio between thee� ective probability to translocatethe

poreoverthem ean residencetim ethatparticlespendsin thechannel[20],J = � =�.In this

case� = 1,and thecurrentisinversely proportionalto thetranslocation tim e� [20],

� =
1

u0x
�
+

1

u1x
��1

+
w1

u0u1x
�
=

2

konc1x
�
+
x1��

koff
=

1

x�

�
2

konc1
+

x

koff

�

: (10)

This expression can be understood as a sum oftwo contributions,nam ely,the e� ective

tim estoenterthebinding siteand toleaveit.Theconditionsofthem ostoptim altransport

correspondtothesituationwhen thesetwoterm sareapproxim atelyequal.Then theincrease

in c1 lowers the value ofthe m ost optim alinteraction,and for large concentrations the

repulsive binding site providesthe m oste� cienttranslocation. Itisreasonable to suggest

thatin thegeneralcaseofinteraction potentialwith N non-equivalentbindingsitesthem ost

optim altransportisachieved when the e� ective tim esto enterand to leave the strongest

attractiveorrepulsive sitesbalanceeach other.

Thepotentialofinteraction between thesoluteand them em branechannelisasym m etric

[15,16],and to study thisproperty ofthe m oleculartransporta discrete stochastic m odel

with N = 2 binding sitesisused.The asym m etry isintroduced by assum ing thatenergies

oftwo consecutivebinding sitesare� "and 0 or0 and � ",respectively.Iftheinteraction is

placed on the� rstbinding site,theparticlecurrentacrossthem em braneisgiven by [19]

J1 =
kon(c1 � c2)

h

1+ kon c1
koff

+ x��
�

1+
koff

�
+ kon c2

koff
+ kon c2

�

�

+ x1��
�
kon c2
koff

+ kon c1
�

�

+ xkon c1
koff

i; (11)

whileforthecasewhen theinteraction ison thesecond binding siteonecan obtain

J2 =
kon(c1 � c2)

h

1+ kon c2
koff

+ x��
�

1+
koff

�
+ kon c1

koff
+ kon c1

�

�

+ x1��
�
kon c1
koff

+ kon c2
�

�

+ xkon c2
koff

i; (12)

where the sam e interaction-distribution factors� are assum ed in both cases. The ratio of

two currents,plotted in Fig. 4,deviatesfrom unity forallinteractionsexcept" = 0. For

very strong attractions("! 1 ,x � 1)onecan show that

J1

J2
’
c2

c1
< 1; forc2 < c1; (13)



6

whileforstrong repulsions("! � 1 ,x ! 0)

J1

J2
’

1+ kon c1
koff

+ kon c1
�

+
koff

�

1+ kon c2
koff

+ kon c2
�

+
koff

�

> 1; forc2 < c1: (14)

Generally,for"< 0wehaveJ1=J2 > 1,whileforattractiveinteractionstheratioofcurrents

isalways sm allerthan one. Thus putting the binding site atdi� erentpositionsalong the

channelchangesthe m olecular ux acrossthe m em brane. Thissurprising observation can

beexplained by looking atdynam icsoftheparticletranslocation acrossthechannel.First,

consider the repulsive interaction at the � rst binding site. After the particle passes the

binding site it has a low probability to com e back from the second site since the barrier

ishigh. Asa result,the overalltranslocation tim e islow and the translocation currentis

large. However,when the repulsive interaction isatthe second binding site,the situation

isdi� erent.Afterreaching thebinding site the particle hasa high probability to return to

the � rstsite,and m any attem ptsto crossthe second binding site willbe m ade before the

successfulpassing thechannel.Asa result,theoveralltranslocation tim eishigh,leading to

sm allm olecular uxesacrossthepore.

Ourtheoreticalapproach isbased on thediscrete-statestochasticdescription ofm olecular

 uxes through m em brane channels,although the m ajority ofothertheoreticalapproaches

have utilized continuum m odels [11,12,13,14]. There are severaladvantages ofusing

discrete m odels ofm em brane transport,nam ely,the ability to describe better the nature

ofinteractions between the m em brane proteins and translocating m olecules,biochem ical

com plexity ofm oleculartransportand existence ofexact and explicit results fordynam ic

properties[19]. In addition,itwasshown recently thatcontinuum and discrete m odelsof

m em branetransportproduceequivalentresults[13].

In conclusion,discrete-statestochasticm odelsoftranslocation ofm oleculesacrossm em -

brane pores,that allow to calculate explicitly the dynam ic properties ofthe system ,are

presented.Theconditionsforthem ostoptim alchanneltransportarediscussed.Itisshown

thatthe strength ofinteractions atthe binding sites strongly in uences the translocation

dynam ics. Forsm allconcentrationsoutside ofthe m em brane the attractive sitesyield the

largestparticlecurrent,and therepulsivebinding sitesproducethem oste� cientm olecular

transportforlargeexternalconcentrations.Itisargued thatthem ostoptim alconditionsfor

the m em brane transportare achieved when the tim esto enterattractive orrepulsive sites

arebalanced by thecorresponding tim esto leavethesepositions.To bestofourknowledge,
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thiswork isthe� rstthatsuggeststhatrepulsiveinteractionsm ightbefavorablefortranslo-

cationsacrossthechannels.Ourtheoreticalm ethod isalso used to investigate thee� ectof

asym m etry on them em branetransportby puttingastronginteraction siteatdi� erentposi-

tionsin thechannel.Theasym m etry givesdi� erentfree-energy landscapes,thusproducing

di� erentm olecularcurrents.Thissuggeststhattheasym m etry in theinteraction potential,

strongly e� ectsthe overallm em brane transport,even withoutcoupling to non-equilibrium

 uctuations[17]. The presented theoreticalanalysissupportsthe idea thatinteraction be-

tween them oleculesand theentirechannelisim portantfortheselectivity and e� ciency of

them em branetransport[4].

Ourcalculationsindicate thatthe m echanism ofhigh selectivity and e� ciency ofm em -

branechannelsisduetotheinteraction potentialbetween m oleculesand thechannel,and it

isreasonable to suggestthatthe evolution tuned thispotentialto create the m ostoptim al

m oleculartransport[6].Itisim portantto note,however,thatourm odelisratheroversim -

pli� ed and m any im portantfactorsoftranslocationsdynam ics,such asinteractionsbetween

m oleculesand three-dim ensionalnature ofthe channelsand corresponding interaction po-

tentials,areneglected.Atthesam etim e,itisexpected thatthem ain physicalprinciplesof

thetranslocation acrossm em brane porespresented in thiswork arestillgenerally valid.It

willbeim portantto investigatethevalidity ofthesepredictionsby analyzing m orerealistic

m odelsofm em branetransport.

Iwould liketo acknowledgethesupportfrom theW elch Foundation (grantC-1559),the
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Figure C aptions:

Fig. 1. A generalkinetic schem e for a stochastic m odelofm em brane transport with N

binding sites. A m em brane separates two cham bers with concentrations c1 and c2. A

particlecan enterthechannelfrom theleftwith therateu0 = konc1 orfrom therightwith

the rate w0 = konc2,and itleaves the pore with ratesuN = w1 = koff. Atthe site j the

particlejum p forward and backward with ratesuj and wj,respectively.

Fig.2.Relativecurrentsasa function oftheinteraction strength forthem odelwith N = 1

binding site for di� erent concentrations. The transitions rates, kon = 15 �M �1 s�1 and

koff = 500 s�1 are taken from Ref. [9]. Forallcalculations c2 = 0 is assum ed. Di� erent

curvescorrespond to calculationsusing Eq.(6)with a)c1 = 10 �M and �= 0:5;b)c1 = 10

�M and �= 0:9;c)c1 = 500 �M and �= 0:5;and d)c1 = 500 �M and �= 0:9.

Fig.3.Them ostoptim alinteraction asa function oftheexternalm olecularconcentration

c1.Forcalculationsc2 = 0 and �= 0:5 areassum ed.

Fig.4.Theratio oftwo currents(seetext)asa function oftheinteraction strength forthe

m odelwith N = 2 binding sites. The transitionsrates,kon = 15 �M �1 s�1 and koff = 500

s�1 aretaken from Ref.[9].Forallcalculationsc2 = 0,�= 0:5 and �= k off areassum ed.

Di� erent curves correspond to di� erent concentrations: a) c1 = 10 �M ;b)c1 = 100 �M ;

and c)c1 = 300 �M .
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