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M ean �rst passage tim es for bond form ation for a B row nian

particle in linear shear ow above a wall
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Abstract

M otivated by celladhesion in hydrodynam ic ow, here we study bond form ation between a

sphericalBrownian particle in linearshearow carrying receptorsforligandscovering thebound-

ary wall.W e derive the appropriateLangevin equation which includesm ultiplicative noise dueto

position-dependent m obility functions resulting from the Stokes equation. W e present a num er-

icalschem e which allows to sim ulate it with high accuracy for allm odelparam eters,including

shear rate and three param eters describing receptor geom etry (distance,size and height ofthe

receptorpatches). In the case ofhom ogeneouscoating,the m ean �rstpassage tim e problem can

be solved exactly. In the case ofposition-resolved receptor-ligand binding,we identify di�erent

scaling regim esand discusstheirbiologicalrelevance.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

One ofthe hallm arks ofbiologicalsystem s is their trem endous speci�city in binding

reactions between receptors and ligands. On the m olecular level, a prom inent exam ple

is antigen-antibody recognition,which allows our im m une system to react to pathogens

in a highly speci�c way. Although traditionally m uch attention has been devoted to the

biochem icalaspectsofreceptor-ligand binding,physicalconceptsare equally im portantin

thiscontext. In particular,a physicaltransportprocess isrequired to bring receptorand

ligand to su�cient proxim ity forbinding. A helpfulconcept is the notion that transport

has to lead to the form ation ofan encounter com plex,which then can react to form the

�nalreceptor-ligand com plex1,2,3,4. In the language ofstochastic dynam ics,the form ation

oftheencountercom plex isa �rstpassage problem which can betreated with appropriate

toolsfrom statisticalphysics.In m any situations,thetransportprocessissim pledi�usion.

However,m ore com plex situationsalso exist,like the setup in a�nity chips,where ligands

aretransported by hydrodynam icow into a reaction cham berloaded with receptors5.

In celladhesion,the physicaltransport processes required for speci�c bond form ation

tend to beeven m orecom plex,because herereceptorsand ligandsareattached to surfaces

and theirm ovem entisdeterm ined by thedynam icsoftheobjectsthey areattached to.One

im portantexam plein thiscontextarewhitebloodscells,which circulatethebody with the

blood ow and whose receptor-m ediated binding to ligand-coated walls is usually studied

experim entally in ow cham bers6,7,8,9.In orderto �ghtpathogensin thesurrounding tissue,

white blood cells have to extravasate from the blood vessels. Initialbinding is provided

by transm em brane receptors from the selectin fam ily binding to carbohydrate ligands on

the vesselwalls. Here,the probability to form an encountercom plex isdeterm ined by the

translationaland rotationalm ovem entofthecellasdeterm ined by hydrodynam ic,therm al

and otherexternalforces.Sim ilarsituationsalsoarisein m icrobiology,when bacteriaadhere

totheintestinalwall10,inm alariainfection,when infected redbloodcellsadheretothevessel

walls11,12,13,in the initialstagesofpregnancy,when the developing em bryo adheresto the

uterus14,and in biotechnology,e.g.,when sorting cellson m icrouidicchips15.

In thispaper,weaddressthissituation theoretically by com bining m ethodsfrom hydro-

dynam icsand stochastic dynam ics. In Fig.1 we show the situation which istheoretically

analyzed in thefollowing.A sphericalparticlewith radiusR m oveswith hydrodynam icow
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in positivex-direction ataheightzaboveawall.Thesim plestpossibleow pattern islinear

shearow with shearrate _. Forthe usualdim ensions in ow cham berexperim ents with

whiteblood cells,thisistherelevantow pro�le.In theabsenceofexternalforces,thereis

no reason fortheparticleto drifttowardsthewalland theform ation ofan encountercom -

plex hasto rely com pletely on therm aldi�usion. In m any situationsofinterest,however,

thereareforcespushingtheparticletowardsthewall,e.g.,gravitationalorelectricforces.In

physiologicalblood ow,celldensity ishigh and thedriving forceforencounterisprovided

m ainly be hydrodynam ic orcontact interactions with othercells. Forthe sake ofcom pu-

tationalsim plicity and forconceptualclarity,here we considerthe sim plestcase ofa force

driving theparticleonto thewall,nam ely aconstantgravitationalforcedirected in negative

z-direction.Therefore,weintroducea m assdensity di�erence�� between theparticleand

the surrounding uid. Again this is the relevant situation in ow cham ber experim ents,

which areusually done with a diluted solution ofcells,thusruling outa dom inantrole for

cell-cellinteractions.Receptorsarem odeled aspatcheson theparticlesurface,whileligands

are m odeled aspatches on the boundary wall. The form ation ofan encounter com plex is

then identi�ed with the �rstapproach ofany pairofreceptorand ligand patcheswhich is

sm aller than a prescribed capture radius r0. The underlying stochastic process is rather

com plex dueto position-dependentm obilitiesresulting from thehydrodynam icequations.

In orderto solve the corresponding m ean �rstpassage tim e problem ,here we use com -

puter sim ulations ofthe appropriate Langevin equation. A short report ofsom e ofour

results has been given before16. W e start in Sec.IIby introducing the relevant concepts

from hydrodynam icsatsm allReynoldsnum bers,in particularthefriction and m obility m a-

trices resulting from the Stokes equation for a rigid particle in linear shear ow above a

wall. In Sec.IIIwe com bine these results with concepts from stochastic dynam ics in or-

derto arrive ata Langevin equation describing particle m otion subject to hydrodynam ic,

gravitationaland therm alforces.Duetotheposition-dependentm obility functions,wedeal

with m ultiplicative noise,that is specialcare is needed to derive and interpret the noise

term s. In Sec.IV ournum ericalschem e is applied to a sphere falling in shear ow. The

com parison ofthem easured stationary heightdistribution function with theexactsolution

providesa favorable testforournum ericaltreatm ent.In Sec.V we show thatforthe case

ofhom ogeneouscoverage ofsphere and wallthe m ean �rstpassage tim e to contactcan be

solved exactly,again in excellent agreem entwith ournum ericalprocedure. In Sec.VIwe
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explain why the choice forthe initialheightisnotessential. In the nexttwo sections,we

presentand explain oursim ulationsresults,�rstform ovem entrestricted to two dim ensions

in Sec.VIIand then forthefullthreedim ensionalcasein Sec.VIII.W e�nally concludein

Sec.IX by discussing thebiologicaland biotechnologicalrelevanceofourresults.

II. FR IC T IO N A N D M O B ILIT Y M AT R IC ES

Duetotheirsm allsizes,thehydrodynam icsofcellsisin thelow Reynoldsnum berregim e.

UsingatypicalcellsizeL = 10�m and atypicalvelocity v= m m /s(thatistheow velocity

ata distanceL to a wallwith linearshearow ofrate _ = 100 Hz),theReynoldsnum beris

Re= �vL=� = 10� 2,where� = g/cm 3 and � = 10� 3 Pa saredensity and viscosity ofwater,

respectively. Therefore, we essentially dealwith the Stokes equation for incom pressible

uids:

��u(r)� r P(r)= � F (r); r � u(r)= 0; (1)

whereu(r)istheuid velocity �eld,P(r)isthepressure�eld and F (r)istheforcedensity

on theuid by theparticle.Here,weusetheinduced forcepicture,i.e.,theuid equations

ofm otion Eq.(1)areextended to theinterioroftheparticleand theparticleisreplaced by

an appropriate force density F (r)acting on the uid17. The unperturbed ow �eld hasto

satisfy thehom ogeneousversion ofEq.(1)aswellasno-slip boundaryconditionsatthewall.

In thispaper,weusethesim plestpossibleexam ple,nam ely linearshearow,u1 = _zex.

Thee�ective ow �eld in theregion occupied by therigid spherereads

u(r)= (U + 
 � (r� R ))�(R � kr� R k); (2)

where U ;
 are the translationaland rotationalvelocitiesofthe sphere,respectively. R is

the position ofitscenter,R the sphere radiusand � the theta step-function. The particle

issubjectto forcesand torqueswhich follow from theforcedensity as

F
H =

Z

F (r)dr; T
H =

Z

(r� R )� F (r)dr : (3)

Becauseweconsidera rigid object,higherm om entsoftheforcedensity arenotrequired in

ourcontext.Fortheunperturbed ow atthem id-pointofthesphere,wem akethefollowing

de�nitions:

U
1 = u

1 (R ); 

1 =

1

2
r � u

1 (r)

�
�
�
�
r= R

; E
1

ij =
1

2

�
@iu

1

j (r)+ @ju
1

i (r)
�
�
�
�
�
r= R

; (4)
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wherethevector
 1 iscalled vorticity and thetensorE1 rate ofstrain tensor.Becausewe

restrictourselvesto linearshearow,allhigherm om entsoftheunperturbed ow vanish.

Dueto thelinearity oftheStokesequation,a linearrelationship existsbetween theforce

density F (r) and the driving ow,which is the di�erence between realand unperturbed

ows18.Speci�ed forthe�rstm om entsoftheforcedensity,itleadsto therelation

0

@
FH

T H

1

A = � Ru

0

@
U 1 � U


 1 � 


1

A � F
S
; (5)

where the shearforce FS = RE :E
1 with A :B = trABT.Itresultsfrom the perturbation

oftheow by thepresence ofthewalland vanishesforfreeow.Thetwo m atricesR u and

RE areconveniently written as

Ru :=

0

@
�tt �tr

�rt �rr

1

A ; RE :=

0

@
�td

�rd

1

A ; (6)

where the � are the sym m etric friction m atrices and the superscripts t,rand d stand for

translational,rotationaland dipolar,respectively. In orderto obtain the translationaland

rotationalvelocitiesofthesphereasa function ofthehydrodynam icforcesand torques,we

haveto invertEq.(5):

0

@
U




1

A =

0

@
U 1


 1

1

A + M

2

4

0

@
FH

T H

1

A + F
S

3

5 : (7)

The sym m etric m atrix M = Ru
� 1

is called m obility m atrix. Itis convenient to de�ne the

m obility tensorsthrough

M = Ru
� 1

=

0

@
�tt �tr

�rt �rr

1

A ; Ru
� 1
RE =

0

@
�td

�rd

1

A : (8)

In order to calculate the friction and m obility tensors for the specialcase ofa sphere in

linearshearow above a wall,we follow the procedure from Ref.19. The friction tensors�

introduced in Eq.(6)and them obility tensors� introduced in Eq.(8)areexpressed in term s

ofscalarfunctionstogetherwith irreducible tensorsform ed form theKroneckersym bol�ij,

theLevi-Civita sym bol�ijk and thenorm alvectork = ez.Thescalarfriction and m obility

functionsarenotknown analytically,butcan beobtained to high accuracy by thefollowing

num ericalschem e.Oneintroducesthevariablet= R=z,whereR istheradiusofthesphere
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and zisitsheightabovethewall.Thus,tcan takevaluesfrom theinterval[0;1].In thelim it

t! 0,thatisfaraway from thewall,onecan expand thefriction functionsin powersoft.In

thelim itt! 1,thatiscloseto thewall,analyticalresultscan beobtained with lubrication

theory. In order to cover the whole interval,the two lim it solutions are m atched using a

Pad�e sum m ation schem e19. M ore detailsofthisim plem entation are given in appendix A.

In contrast to the tabulated �nite elem ent results from Ref.20,this im plem entation gives

correctresultsforany possiblecon�guration.

III. LA N G EV IN EQ U AT IO N

The m otion ofa particle subject to therm al,hydrodynam ic and direct externalforces

like gravity is called Stokesian Dynam ics21. In this section we derive the corresponding

stochasticdi�erentialequation (Langevin equation).TheLangevin equation willallow usto

baseourstatisticaltreatm enton therepeated sim ulation ofindividualtrajectories.Because

we are interested in the over-dam ped (Stokes) lim it,we can neglect inertia in Newton’s

second law:

� F
H + F

D + F
B = 0; (9)

where� FH ,FD and FB arehydrodynam ic,directand therm alforcesacting on thesphere.

An analogousbalance exists forthe torques. Forthe following,forces and torques asde-

scribed above are united in one sym bol. Forexam ple,from now on the sym bolF denotes

(F;T ),a six-dim ensionalvectorcom prising force F and torque T ,and U denotesthe six-

dim ensionalparticletranslational/rotationalvelocity vector.

In the absence ofBrownian forces,FB = 0 and FD = FH .Inserting thisinto Eq.(7)then

gives

U = U
1 + M (FD + F

S) (10)

and the particle trajectory can be found with a sim ple Euler algorithm as X (t+ �t) =

X (t)+ U �t+ O (�t 2).

In thepresenceofBrownian m otion,thesituation ism orecom plex,becausetherm alnoise

leadsto term softheorder�t1=2 and specialcarehasto betaken to includeallterm sup to

order�t.Dueto theuctuation-dissipation theorem ,forourproblem Gaussian whitenoise
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reads

hgti= 0; hgtgt0i= 2kB TM �(t� t
0): (11)

Here,thesubscripttcorrespondsto thefactthatthetherm alforceg isa random process.

The left part ofEq.(11) states that the forces that the uid exerts on the particles are

equally distributed in alldirectionsso thereisno netdriftdueto therm aluctuations.The

rightpartofEq.(11)statesthatforcesatdi�erenttim esarenotcorrelated,which isagood

approxim ation becausethedi�usiveforcesacton am uch fastertim escalethan thehydrody-

nam ic forces.Because the m obility m atrix M isposition-dependent,we dealwith so-called

m ultiplicative noise. Since the �-correlation in Eq.(11)can be considered to be the lim it

ofa processwith an intrinsic tim e scale fortherm alrelaxation,which ism uch fasterthan

the tim e scale ofhydrodynam ic m ovem ent,the Stratonovich interpretation ofthe stochas-

tic process is appropriate22. This m eans that for each tim e step,the m obility functions

have to be evaluated atX (t+ (1=2)�t)(ratherthan atX (t)asin the It̂o interpretation).

The Stratonovich interpretation also im plies thatthe rules forintegration and coordinate

transform ation arethesam easfortheRiem ann integralin non-stochasticcalculus.

The presence ofthe therm alnoise Eq.(11) converts the position function X (t) into a

random processX t.M ultiplicative noise can resultin additionaldriftterm s. W e therefore

writetheLangevin equation as

@tX t= U
1 + M (FD + F

S)+ kB TY + g
S
t; (12)

wherein com parison tothedeterm inisticequation Eq.(10)wehaveadded both theGaussian

white noise gSt (to be interpreted in the Stratonovich sense)and som e driftterm Y . The

drift term Y can be derived by requiring Eq.(12) to be equivalent to the appropriate

Sm oluchowskiequation. The details ofthese calculations are given in appendix B. The

resultis

Y = Br BT
; M = BB

T
; Yi= Bik(@lBlk); M ij = BikBjk : (13)

Foradditive noise,thatisforposition-independentm obility functions,the additionaldrift

term would vanish. In the case ofposition-dependent m obility m atrices,the noise term

gSt alone would lead to a drift ofthe particle towards regions oflower m obility (that is

towards the wall,where m obility vanishes due to the no-slip boundary condition). This

drift,however,isexactly com pensated by theadditionalterm Y .
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Forthefollowing,itisusefultonon-dim ensionalizeEq.(12).Forlength,thenaturalscale

issphere radiusR. Fortim e,we use 6��R3=kB T,which isthe tim e needed to di�use the

distanceR.Forforce,weuse6��R2_,theStokesforceatvelocity R _,thatisin linearshear

ow a distanceR away from thewall.Thescalarfriction and m obility functionsappearing

in M ,RE and Ru,also becom e dim ensionless as explained in appendix A. The Langevin

equation Eq.(12)now reads

@tX t= Pe
�
U

1 + M (fFD + F
S)
�
+ Br BT + g

S
t; (14)

wheretheP�ecletnum ber Pe= 6��R3_=kB T m easurestherelativeim portanceofdeterm in-

istic to Brownian m otion. In the lim itPe ! 0 the particle only exhibitsdi�usive m otion

and in thelim itPe! 1 itisnolongersubjected todi�usion.Thesecond dim ensionlesspa-

ram eterf = kFD k=6��R2_ m easurestherelativeim portanceofdirectforces/torquesversus

theshearforce/torque.M easuring thetim ein unitsofthedi�usivetim escaleisappropriate

for P�eclet num bers oforder ten or less. For sim ulations with larger P�eclet num bers it is

m ore suitable to scale tim e with the inverse shearrate _� 1.Thishasthe e�ectofdividing

Eq.(14)by Pe.

In orderto solveEq.(14)num erically,ithasto bediscretized with respectto tim e.The

appropriate Euler algorithm can be derived by �rst rewriting Eq.(14) in the It̂o-version,

which addsanotherdriftterm to the equation. Asexplained in appendix C,the two drift

term stogetherlead to theresult

@tX = Pe
�
U

1 + M (fFD + F
S)
�
+ r M + g

I
t : (15)

Itsdiscretized version issim ply

�X =
�
Pe

�
U

1 + M (fFD + F
S)
��
�
t
+ r M j

t

�
�t+ g(�t)+ O (�t 2): (16)

This �nalresult has been derived before in a di�erent way by Brady and Bossis21. For

vanishing shearow,italso agreeswith the classicalresult by Erm ak and M cCam m on23.

In appendix C,we describe the algorithm s used to im plem ent Eq.(16),in particular the

algorithm to generatethetherm alforcesg(�t).

IV . SP H ER E FA LLIN G IN SH EA R FLO W

As explained in the introduction,we consider a sphere whose density is slightly larger

than thatofthe uid. Due to thisdensity di�erence �� a constantdrifttowardsthe wall
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exists. Aswe willsee later,thisdriftensures thaton average the sphere willbind to the

wallin �nite tim e. The two independent param eters de�ned in Eq.(14) for this m odel

system are Pe and f = (2R��g)=(9�_),with the earth acceleration constant g = 9:81

m /s2.Forlaterconsiderations,itisconvenienttointroducealsotheparam eterPez = f Pe,

which we callthe P�ecletnum ber in z-direction.Pe and Pez representthe strengthsofthe

hydrodynam ic and gravitationalforcesin respectto thetherm alforce,respectively.Outof

thethreeparam etersPe,f and Pez,only two areindependent,becausef = Pez=Pe.

W e �rst consider the path ofa sphere falling in shear ow after it has been dropped

atsom e initialheight. Fig.2 illustratesthe e�ect ofthe P�eclet num ber by showing som e

representative sim ulation trajectories. For Pe = 1 the m otion ofthe sphere is purely

determ inistic and only governed by the param eter f. In the di�usive lim it Pe = 0,the

spherem akesapurerandom walk (exceptforthedriftin z-direction duetothegravitational

force).

Asthem obility m atrix doesonly depend on theheightofthesphereabovethewall(cf.

appendix A),them otion in thez-direction isindependentoftheposition in the(x;y)-plane

and the orientation ofthe sphere. Therefore,itcan be treated separately. The probability

density 	(z;t)forthesphereto beatheightz attim etisthesolution to a onedim ensional

Sm oluchowskiequation

@t	(z;t)= � @zJz;Jz = � Mzz(@z	+ Pe z	): (17)

Thisequation cannotbe solved analytically asthe m obility function M zz isnotknown in

closed form . In Fig.3 we show num ericalsolutionsobtained by sim ulating the equivalent

Langevin equation. One clearly sees that �rst the �-function at t = 0 is broadened due

to di�usion and then develops into a stationary solution which has its m axim um at the

wall. Thisstationary solution hasa sim ple analyticalform which followsfrom Eq.(17)by

integrating Jz = 0:

	 s(z)= Peze
� P ez(z� 1) : (18)

Thus,the stationary solution is sim ply the barom etric form ula,as it should be for ther-

m odynam ic reasons. W e also �nd thatthe �rsttwo m om ents(m ean and variance)are the

sam e:

hz� 1i=
p
hz2i� hzi2 =

1

Pez
: (19)
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In thelim itofvanishing gravitationalforce(Pez ! 0),theprobability distribution becom es

atand theprobability of�nding thespheredoesnotpeak atthewallanym ore.

V . FIR ST C O N TA C T W IT H H O M O G EN EO U S C O V ER A G E

Ifthesphereand thewallarehom ogeneously covered with receptorsand ligands,respec-

tively,an encountercom plex isestablished wheneverthe sphere com essu�ciently close to

the wall. The m ean tim e which elapsesafterthe sphere issetfree atsom e initialposition

untilan encountercom plex isestablished isthen identicalwith them ean �rstpassagetim e

(M FPT)fora sphere dropped atinitialheightz0 to reach the heightz1. Note again that

the m otion in z-direction isindependentofthe valuesofthe othercoordinates. Fora par-

ticle di�using in an interval[z1;b],with z1 being an absorbing boundary and b a reective

boundary,theM FPT T toreach z1 when started atz2 [z1;b]isthesolution tothefollowing

ordinary di�erentialequation22

A(z)@zT(zjz1)+ D (z)@2zT(zjz1)= � 1; T(z1jz1)= 0; @zT(zjz1)jz= b = 0: (20)

In ourcase,b= 1 . The driftterm isA(z)= � Pez�̂
tt(1=z)+ @z�̂

tt(1=z)and the di�usive

term D (z)= M zz = �̂tt(1=z),where �̂tt(1=z)isa scalarm obility function asexplained in

appendix A.Thegeneralsolution to Eq.(20)is22

T(z0jz1)=

z0Z

z1

dz
1

�(z)

0

@

1Z

z

dy
�(y)

D (y)

1

A ; �(z)= exp

0

@

zZ

dx
A(x)

D (x)

1

A : (21)

This,can bereduced up to an integralover �̂tt(1=z):

T(z0jz1)=
1

Pez

z0Z

z1

dz
1

�̂tt(1=z)
: (22)

Thus the dependence ofT(z0jz1)on Pez,the only param eterin thisproblem ,isobtained

exactly.Itisim portantto notethatthecom pactform fortheM FPT in Eq.(22)isa result

ofthe constant verticalforce. Fora m ore generalverticalpotentialforce F? = � @zV (z)

with a potentialV ,Eq.(21)can bereduced to

T(z0jz1)=

Z z0

z1

dz

�̂tt(1=z)

Z
1

z

dye
V (z)� V (y)

: (23)
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Thisequation showsthatthepotentialm ustsatisfy thecondition lim y! 1 (V (z)� V (y))!

� 1 fortheM FPT tobe�nite.Thisholdstrue,e.g.,forthegravitationalforcestudied here

orfortheinteraction ofa charged objectwith an oppositely charged wall,butnot,e.g.,for

a Lennard-Jonespotential.

The integralEq.(22)overthe scalarm obility function �̂tt can easily be calculated nu-

m erically as �̂tt behaveswellin the fullrange ofz. In fact �̂tt(t)can be approxim ated by

itsleading term from thelubrication analysis,i.e.,�̂tt(t)� 1� t.W ethen �nd

T(z0jz1)�
1

Pez

�

z0 � z1 + ln

�
z0 � 1

z1 � 1

��

: (24)

A num ericalanalysisshowsthattheapproxim ation Eq.(24)deviatesonly by a few percent

from theexactsolution Eq.(22).Thus,T(z0jz1)islogarithm ically divergentiftheabsorbing

pointisclose to the wall,z1 ! 1,and linearly divergentifthe starting pointisatin�nite

height,z0 ! 1 .

For a sphere hom ogeneously covered with receptors each having a capture radius r0,

the m ean tim e forform ing an encounter com plex is T(z0j1+ r0). This tim e willserve as

a usefullim iting result in som e ofthe considerations presented in the next sections. The

exactlyknown resultEq.(22)providesalsoagoodtestforthealgorithm weim plem ented.In

Fig.4atheM FPT obtained from sim ulation experim entsandfrom quadratureofEq.(22)are

com pared.Thetwo resultsagreevery well(seeappendix D foradiscussion ofthestatistical

and system aticerrorsofthesim ulation results).In Fig.4b weshow thenum erically obtained

distribution of�rstpassage tim es. One clearly seesthatthe largerPez,the strongerthey

peak around them ean.

W econclude the case ofhom ogenouscoverage by noting thatin orderto obtain dim en-

sionalized results,one hasto m ultiply the M FPT by the di�usive tim e scale 6��R3=kB T.

This result does not depend on shear rate _ because verticaland horizontalm otion are

decoupled and rotationalm otion isnotrelevanthere. However,itdependson viscosity �,

which setsthe tim e scale forverticalm otion. Ifone switched o� therm aluctuations,the

falling tim e would be exactly the sam e as the M FPT from Eq.(22),butthis is a special

resultforconstantforceand nottruein general.Ifonerem oved thewall,thetranslational

sym m etry in z-direction would notbebroken and theM FPT would beT = (z0 � z1)=Pez,

thatisthelogarithm icterm in Eq.(24)would bem issing.
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V I. EFFEC T O F IN IT IA L H EIG H T

W enow turn to spatially resolved receptorcoverage,thatiswe considera sphere which

iscovered by N r equidistantly spaced receptorpatches. Forthe m om entbeing,the wallis

stillconsidered to be hom ogeneously covered with ligands. The M FPT T(~�;~xjC)now will

depend on the initialposition ~x = (x;y;z0)and the initialorientation ~� aswellason the

absorbing boundary C in di�usion space. The latter is given by the specialreceptor and

ligand geom etry. In an experim entalsetup with linearshearow itispossible to m easure

only particles which have been initially at a certain height. This is due to the fact that

theiraveragevelocity asobtained from thesolution oftheStokesequation Eq.(7)depends

on their height in a unique way8. However,it is alm ost im possible to prepare a certain

initialorientation ~� or (x;y)-position relative to the ligands. Therefore,the quantity of

interest to us willbe a M FPT which is averaged over allpossible initialorientations ~�

and allinitialpositions(x;y),which willbedenoted ashT(~�;~xjC)i~�;(x;y).Thedependenceof

hT(~x;~�jC)i~�;(x;y)on theinitialheightforz0 > 1+ r0 can bederived exactly.Forhom ogeneous

ligand coveragethequantity ofinterestis

hT(~�;z0jC)i~� =
1

V~�

Z

~�

d
3~� T(~�;z0jC);

where C is the absorbing hyper-surface in (~�;z)-space and V~� a norm alization constant.

Absorption is only possible ifz < 1 + r0, thus ifwe look at som e interm ediate height

z0 > zm > 1+ r0,then

T(~�;z0jC)= T(~�;z0jzm )+

Z

d
3~�m p(~�m j~�)T(~�m ;zm jC); (25)

wherep(~�m j~�m )istheconditionalprobability to passtheheightzm with theorientation ~�m

when starting with the initialorientation ~� atz0. T(~�;z0jzm )isindependentofthe initial

orientation and can be calculated by m eansofEq.(22). Now averaging Eq.(25)overthe

initialorientation gives

hT(~�;z0jC)i~�m = T(z0jzm )+
1

V~�

Z

d
3~�m

�Z

d
3~� p(~�m j~�)

�

T(~�m ;zm jC) (26)

= T(z0jzm )+
1

V~�

Z

d
3~�m T(~�m ;zm jC)= T(z0jzm )+ hT(~�m ;zm jC)i~�m :

Thus,ifthe orientation-averaged M FPT isknown forsom e initialheightz0 > 1+ r0,then

theM FPT forany otherinitialheightz00 > 1+ r0 can becalculated by m eansofequations
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Eq.(26)and Eq.(22).In Fig.5,thisresultisveri�ed by sim ulationsforthetwo-dim ensional

case,thatisthespherecan only m ovein thex� z-planeand rotateonly around they-axis,

com pare Fig.1. Due to the decom position Eq.(26),the initialheightisnotessential. In

thefollowing,wethereforewillalwaysusethevaluez0 = 2,thatisthespherehasto fallby

oneradiusuntilithitsthesubstrateforthe�rsttim e.

V II. M O V EM EN T IN T W O D IM EN SIO N S

W enow study thee�ectofshearrateforheterogeneousreceptordistribution ifthesphere

isrestricted tom oveonlyin twodim ensions.Then,thereceptorpatchescan beequidistantly

distributed overthecircum ferenceasillustrated in Fig.6.Each receptorpatch hasacapture

heightofr0 and awidth of2rp.The2D receptordensity isthen �r = N rrp=�.Orientation is

now represented by a singleangle�.Theabsorbing boundary C isillustrated in Fig.6.For

each receptorpatch,binding can occurovera range 2�0,which consistsoftwo parts. The

innerpartisvalid alreadyforrp = 0and reectstheoverlap duetoa�niter0.Theouterpart

isresultsfrom a�niterp.Togetherthisleadsto�0(z)= arccos(z=(1+ r0))+ rp.Thereceptor

patchesestablish a periodicity with period �s = 2�=N r.Asthenum berofreceptorpatches

grows,this period decreases and one �nally achieves overlap. Then,encounter becom es

possibleforallvaluesof�,thatisweareback tothecaseofhom ogeneousreceptorcoverage.

In ourcaseofnon-hom ogeneouscoverage,theM FPT dependson Pe;Pez;N r;r0;rp and z0.

Forthe following sim ulationsrp = r0 = 10� 3,Pez = 50 and z0 = 2 ischosen unlessother

valuesareexplicitly m entioned.

Fig.7a showstheM FPT asa function oftheP�ecletnum berPe.Notethatin thelog-log

plot,an apparentplateau appearsatsm allvalueofPe,although in alinearplottherewould

bem onotonousdecay.Threeregim escan bedistinguished.ForPe� 0 (di�usivelim it)the

transportby theim posed shearow isnegligibleand only di�usivetransportispresent.For

very largevaluesofPe,hTi� plateausatthevaluegiven by Eq.(22)independentofN r.In

thislim itthetim eforrotation toany certain orientation isnegligiblecom pared tothem ean

tim etofalldown closetothewall,therefore,theresultforrotationalsym m etry isrecovered.

Between these two lim itsthe M FPT decreases m onotonically with increasing Pe. Fig.7b

showsthedatafrom Fig.7aplotted asafunction ofthereceptordensity �r / N r.Thelarger

Pethelesspronounced isthedependenceofhTi� on N r.ForPe� 0,however,hTi� strongly
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dependson N r. The latterrelation isbetterillustrated in Fig.7c. There,atPe� 0,hTi�

isshown fora wide range ofN r. The sim ulationswere done for�xed patch size rp butfor

fourdi�erentvaluesofthecaptureradiusr0 (cf.Fig.6).For�r ! 1,hTi� reachesthevalue

given by Eq.(22).Asdescribed by Eq.(22),hTi� isthesm allerthelargerr0 is.An increase

in thenum berofreceptorpatchesN r leadsto a strong decreasefortheM FPT,however,no

specialscalingbehaviorcan beobserved.Itisrem arkablethatthelim itingvalueforthecase

ofhom ogeneousreceptorcoverage isalready reached for�r � 10� 2.Thelargerthecapture

radiusr0 them orepronounced isthise�ect.Thiscan beunderstood by observing thatthe

e�ective patch size as given by the angle �0 � rp (see Fig.6) is m onotonically increasing

with increasing r0.

W enexttry to qualitatively understand thee�ectofshearrateforthesim ulation results

shown inFig.7a.Ingeneral,itisveryhardtoseparatethee�ectsofdi�usion andconvection.

Thetim eforbindingatPe� 0isdeterm ined purely by di�usion e�ectsand willbedenoted

by TD . As shear ow increases,the rotation ofthe sphere is increasingly dom inated by

convection. W e now derive a convection tim e TF which com petes with the di�usion tim e

TD atlarge P�ecletnum ber. Forvery large P�ecletnum ber,we expectthe M FPT to be the

sum ofthe hom ogeneousresultfrom Eq.(24)plusthisadditionaltim e TF . An im portant

question then isatwhich Petheconvection tim eTF becom esm allerthan thedi�usion tim e

TD .

On orderto estim ate TF ,we note thatthe m ain e�ectofincreased shearrate isfaster

rotation in thedirection ofow.Oncea receptorhasrotated by an angle�s = 2�=N r such

thatitopposesaligand on thesubstrate,thereissom eprobability pthatthesphereisatthe

correctheightthatan encountercan occur.Ifno encounteroccurswith thecom plem entary

probability 1� p,the sphere hasto rotate aboutanotherangle �s untilthe nextreceptor

pointsdownwards.Supposingthetim e,2t0,torotateabouttheangle�s islargeenough that

thereisno correlation between theheightofthespherebeforeand aftertherotation,then,

an encounteroccursagain with probability p (therefore thisanalysisalso doesnothold at

very largePe).Thus,them ean tim eTF forencounteris

TF = pt0 + (1� p)(p3t0 + (1� p)(p5t0 + (1� p)(:::)))

= pt0

1X

i= 0

(2i+ 1)(1� p)i= t0
2� p

p
�
2t0

p
; (27)

where theserieshasbeen sum m ed up by m eansofthegeom etricform ula.In thelastterm
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we assum ed that the probability p for the proper height is sm alldue to a sm allcapture

distancer0.Itfollowsfrom thestationary probability distribution 	 s(z)given by Eq.(18):

p=

Z
1+ r0

1

dz	 s(z)= 1� e
� P ezr0 � Pezr0 : (28)

Thetim et0 to rotateabouthalfoftheangle�s isapproxim ately t0 = �s=Pe.Therefore,we

get

TF �
4�

N rPePezr0
: (29)

In thisanalysis,theconvection tim eTF scalesinversely with thenum berofreceptorpatches

N r and theP�ecletnum berPe.AsPeincreases,TF getssm allerthan TD and then dom inates

theoveralloutcom e.Com paring Eq.(29)to thesim ulation data forPe� 0 showsthatthis

crossoveroccursin therangePe� 101� 102 and thatthecorrespondingvalueofPeincreases

with increasing receptornum berN r,exactly asobserved in thesim ulation dataoverthefull

rangeofPe.However,theexactscaling ofthisdata isnot� 1=Nr forlargePeaspredicted

by Eq.(29).In practice,thedecay issom ehow slowerduetocorrelationsbetween theheight

ofthe sphere attwo successive instancesofa receptorpointing downwards,which we have

neglected in ouranalysis.

W ebriey com m enton thee�ectofthedownward driving force,thatisPez.Above,we

havefoundthatintwocases,hom ogeneouscoveragefrom Eq.(22)andconvection-dom inated

rotation from Eq.(29),theM FPT scalesinversely with Pez.Thisscalingbehaviorisindeed

found in thesim ulations,exceptthatforvery largevaluesofPez,theM FPT approxim ates

a constantvalue(data notshown).Thereason isthatthelargerPez,thesm allerthem ean

tim e to fallbelow the heightz = 1+ r0. Asindicated by Eq.(18),then the sphere stays

below this height untilan encounter occurs. This im plies that in this lim it,the M FPT

dependsonly on rotationalm otion and thefalling m otion isirrelevant.

W enow introducespatially resolved ligandsinto the2D-m odel.Fig.8a showsthem odel

de�nition: the ligand patches are considered to have the sam e radius rd = rp as the re-

ceptor patches and they are located at a distance d from each other. This results in a

one-dim ensionalligand density given by �l = 2rd=d. The m ean �rstpassage tim e willnow

also depend on the initialx-position,T = T(z0;�;xjC),where C is the hypersurface in

(z;�;x)spacewherea receptorpatch touchesa ligand patch.Butsim ilarly asin theabove

section in regard to initialorientation,the dependence on the initialx-position is ofm i-
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norinterestand therefore,wewilldiscusstheM FPT averaged overtheinitialposition and

orientation,denoted by hTi�;x.

Fig.8b showsthatby varying theP�ecletnum berwecan identify thesam ethreeregim es

forallligand-densitiesasbefore.ForPe! 0 in thelim itofpuredi�usivetransport,hTi�;x

approaches a �nite value,depending on �r and �l. W ith increasing Pe,hTi�;x decreases

m onotonically and �nally for Pe ! 1 reaches the value ofthe M FPT in the lim it of

hom ogeneous receptor and ligand coverage. In contrast to above,however,in this lim it

the shear ow not only restores rotationalinvariance ofthe sphere,but in addition also

translationalinvarianceofthesubstrate.

Fig.9a provides m ore details forhTi�;x asa function of�l in the di�usive lim it(Pe �

0). W e �nd that in the range 0:1 < �l < 1 the M FPT is alm ost not a�ected by ligand

concentration:aslong asthe ligand patchesare su�ciently close to each other,a receptor

patch touching the wallwillm ostprobably �nd a ligand before di�using away again. The

situation changescom pletely with sm allligand density.For�l� 1 theaveraged m ean �rst

passage tim e hTi�;x scales with the ligand density �l as hTi�;x / 1=�2l / d2. This can be

understood by calculating the position-averaged M FPT hTix fora particle di�using in an

interval[0;d]with di�usion constantD ,which giveshTix = d2=12D .Thissuggeststhatthe

quadraticscaling with d resultsfrom thedi�usivem otion between adjacentligand patches.

Fig.9b sum m arizesourresultsforthedependenceofthe2D M FPT hTi�;x on ligand density

�l and receptordensity �r in thedi�usivelim it.Clearly thereexistsa largeplateau around

thevalueforthecaseofhom ogeneouscoverage�r = �l= 1.Thisim pliesthatifligandsand

receptorspatchesarenottoo strongly diluted,them ean encountertim eisstillcloseto the

optim alvaluegiven by Eq.(22).On theotherhand ifthenum berofreceptorand/orligand

patchesishighly reduced them ean encountertim eisstrongly increased.

V III. M O V EM EN T IN T H R EE D IM EN SIO N S

W e �nally turn to the full3D-situation,thatis the sphere m ay di�use aboutallthree

axes as described by Eq.(16) and Eq.(C4). Receptors are located in sphericalpatches

which are random ly distributed overthe sphere. Each receptorpatch hasa radiusrp and

a height(capture length)r0.Thatistheappropriategeneralization ofthe situation shown

in Fig.6 for the 2D-case. Thus, for N r receptor patches the receptor density is �r =
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2�N r(1� cos(rp))=4� � Nrr
2
p=4 (forrp � 1).In contrastto the preceeding sectionswhere

thereceptorpatchescould beregularly distributed overthecircum ference,thisisno longer

possibleon thesurfaceofa sphere.Therefore,wedistributethepatchesrandom ly overthe

spherewith equalprobability foreach position,with a hard disk overlap algorithm m aking

sure thatno two patches overlap24. One has to bear in m ind thatthen forsm allN r two

di�erent distributions m ay have slightly di�erent binding properties. This e�ect becom es

weaker for larger N r,therefore in the following we willonly use N r � 10. The quantity

wem easurein oursim ulationsisnow hTi~� in thecaseofhom ogeneousligand coverageand

hTi~�;(x;y) in thecasethattheligandsarelocated in sphericalpatcheson a 2D-lattice.Thus,

weaveragetheM FPT overtheinitialorientationsand positionsasexplained above.

In orderto explorethedependenceofhTi~� on N r and Pewe�rstsim ulated thereceptor

ligand encounterin thecaseofhom ogeneousligand coverage�l= 1.In ordertoaverageover

the initialpositionswe started each run with a random ly chosen initialorientation. After

100 runs we generated a new distribution,thus averaging out also the e�ect ofdi�erent

receptordistributions. In orderto achieve reasonable statistics,we typically used 100,000

runs.Ourresultsareshown in Fig.10a.Again we�nd threedi�erentregim esasa function

oftheP�ecletnum berPe.Thisprovesthatqualitatively thebasicresultsofthe2D-treatm ent

rem ain valid in 3D.However,in detailthere are im portantdi�erences. In contrastto the

2D resultspresented above,hTi~� in thelim itPe! 1 isno longergiven by Eq.(22)ifN r

issm all. Thatisdue to the factthatforPe ! 1 the receptorpatchese�ectively behave

asring-likestructures.Therotation ofsuch a ring aboutthex-ory-axisisnota�ected by

Pe and thusstilldependson di�usion. Forlarge N r the ringscoverthe whole sphere and

forPe! 1 hTi~� isagain given by Eq.(22).

In Fig.10b we plot the Pe ! 0 lim it ofhTi~� as a function ofthe num ber ofreceptor

patchesN r,fordi�erentvaluesofthecaptureradiusr0.The�tted straightlineforr0 = 10� 3

showsthathTi~� approxim ately behaveslike hTi~� / 1=N r. Neglecting e�ectsofcurvature,

theaveragedistancebetween two receptorspatchesisd / (4�=N r)
1=2 and them ean tim eto

di�usethatdistanceistd / d2 / 1=N r.Thisprovidesa sim pleexplanation fortheobserved

scaling behavior.Forhigh N r,the M FPT reachesa plateau value,given by Eq.(22).This

plateau value dependson r0 and isthe sm allerthe largerr0. Also the crossover from the

asym ptoticbehavioratsm allN r totheplateau atlargeN r isshifted with increasingcapture

radiusr0 towardssm allerN r.
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In Fig.10cweshow thee�ectofa �niteligand density �latPe� 0.Forthesim ulations

wedistributed theligandsin circularpatchesofradiusrd = 0:01 on a quadraticlatticewith

lattice constantd,thus,resulting in a ligand density �l = �r2d=d
2. In ourim plem entation,

theintersection between thereceptorpatch and thewallisapproxim ated by an appropriate

circle,becauseitiseasy to check ifthiscircleoverlapswith theligand patch.The�tsgiven

in Fig.10c show thatforsm all�l,the M FPT scalesashTi~�;(x;y) / 1=�l / d2.Because the

curvesfordi�erentN r appearto berathersim ilar,in theinsetweplottheratio ofdi�erent

pairsofthese curves.Asthisresultsin approxim ately constantplateaus,we conclude that

thescaling with ligand density ishardly e�ected by N r.Asin 2D,theinverse scaling with

ligand density can be understood in sim ple term sby noting thatthe M FPT to di�usional

capture scaleslike d2. Ata coverage around 0:01,saturation occursasitdid forreceptor

coverage.

W e�nally discusstheinuenceofthereceptorgeom etry described by theparam etersr0

and rp. Because Pe changesthe M FPT in a m onotonousway,itissu�cientto study the

di�usive lim it Pe � 0. Fig.11a and b show hTi~� as a function ofrp forr0 = 0:001 and

r0 = 0:01,respectively. In order to obtain sm ooth curves,in this case only one receptor

distribution wasused forallruns.W e�nd thatthecurvescan be�tted wellto thefunction

hT(rp)i~� =
a

b+ rp
+ T(z0 = 2jz0 = 1+ r0); (30)

where thesecond term isthe hom ogeneousresultfrom Eq.(22).Thism eansthateven for

vanishing receptorsize rp ! 0 the M FPT rem ains�nite. Thism akessense because above

wehaveshown thatthee�ectivepatch sizeisdeterm ined both by rp and r0.In detail,Fig.6

showed thatcapture occursover the solid angle 2�0 with �0(z)= arccos(z=(1+ r0))+ rp.

Forsm allr0 and rp,thisallowsusto de�nean e�ective patch size

r
eff
p = arccos(hzi=(1+ r0))+ rp � arccos(1�

1

2
r0)+ rp �

p
r0 + rp; (31)

where we have used hzi= 1+ r0=2.Suppose now thatthe sphere di�usesoverthe tim e td

untila receptorpatch pointsdownwards,then itm ay encountera ligand with a probability

p thatisgiven by thenorm alized area ofonee�ective receptorpatch:

p=
1

2
(1� cos(reffp ))�

1

4
(
p
r0 + rp)

2 �
1

2

p
r0(

1

2

p
r0 + rp): (32)

Ifnoencounteroccurs,thespherehastodi�useagain atim etd untilthenextencountercan

occur.Thisleadsto them ean encountertim e T = td=p.Putting everything togethergives
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Eq.(30)with a = 2td=(
p
r0)and b = 1

2

p
r0. Ifchecked againstoursim ulation results,we

indeed �nd thatthe �tparam eterbisan increasing function ofr0,butvariesonly slightly

with N r. The �t param eter a scales approxim ately as � 1=Nr and varies with r0,also

consistentwith theaboveanalysis.In Fig.11chTi~� isplotted asa function ofrp forseveral

valuesofr0 and N r = 30.Oneclearly seesthatincreasing rp hasa m uch sm allerim pacton

hTi~� than acom parableincreasein r0,which isqualitatively welldescribed bythepreceeding

analysis.

In Fig.11a and b thereceptordensity isvaried overalm ostfourordersofm agnitudeby

changing rp,butthelargestm easured decreaseforhTi~� isonly by a factorfour.In contrast,

an increaseofthereceptordensity by oneorderofm agnitudedueto ten-fold m orereceptor

patchesleadsto a decreaseofhTi~� by alm ostalso oneorderofm agnitude.However,thisis

only trueaslong asN r isnottoo large,asforlargeN r hTi~� saturatesatthelim iting value

ofhom ogeneousreceptorcoverage (cf.Fig.10b).The crossoverfrom the 1=N r behaviorto

the saturation should take place when the average distance between two receptorpatches

d0 � (4�=Nr)
1=2 becom es com parable to the size ofone receptor patch. This corresponds

to reffp � (4�=Nr)
1=2 or N r � 4�=(

p
r0 + rp). This estim ate predicts that the crossover

takesplace between severaltensto severalhundredsofreceptor-patches,depending on r0,

in agreem entwith thedata shown in Fig.10b.

IX . SU M M A RY A N D D ISC U SSIO N

In this paper we have calculated the m ean �rst passage tim es (M FPT) for initialen-

counterbetween spatially resolved receptorson a Brownian particlein linearshearow and

spatially resolved ligandson theboundarywall.Ourm ain resultswereobtained by repeated

sim ulations ofthe discretized Langevin equation Eq.(16). Each data point shown corre-

spondsto atleast100,000 sim ulation runs. Itisim portantto note thatthese sim ulations

arevery tim econsum ingbecauseweresolveobjectsofthesizeof10� 3R,thatisfor�m -sized

particlesweresolve thenm -scale.

In general,wefound thattheM FPT wasalwaysm onotonicallydecreased when theP�eclet

num berwasincreased.Thatm eansthata particlewhich iscovered with receptorsin a way

thatitbinds wellto ligandsalready in the di�usive lim it iseven better suited to initiate

binding at �nite shear rate. In our sim ulations we m odeled the receptor geom etry using
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three param eters: the num ber ofreceptor-patches N r,the radius ofthe receptor patches

rp,and the capture radius r0. The e�ciency ofbinding is m ainly increased by N r,but

only up to a saturation value ofthe order ofhundred. An increase ofrp leads only to a

weak enhancem ent ofbinding e�ciency. The inuence ofr 0 to the M FPT isthreefold: i)

itreducesthe m ean falling tim e,ii)itincreasesthe e�ective patch size,and iii)according

to the stationary probability distribution forthe z-direction,itbecom esm ore probable for

the sphere to be within the encounterzone when r0 isincreasing. An additionalbutm ore

indirecte�ectofreceptorprotrusionsisthatthefurtherthecellisaway from thewall,the

faster it can rotate (even in the di�usive lim it) due to the larger m obility. As shown by

Eq.(26)rotationsplay a role only within binding range,i.e.,forz < 1+ r0. Therefore,a

larger0 letsthe cellalso bene�tfrom fasterrotations.Sum m arizing our�ndingsin regard

to receptorgeom etry we conclude thatthe m oste�cientdesign forparticle capture under

ow isto coverthe particle with hundredsofreceptorpatches(N r above threshold),each

with a rathersm allarea (sm allrp),butform ed asa protrusion (larger0).

Indeed,thisstrategy seem stobeused by whiteblood cells,which haveevolved intriguing

m echanism s both on the m olecular and cellular scale in orderto adhere e�ectively to the

endothelium undertheconditionsofhydrodynam icow.Thetypicalsizeofwhitebloodcells

isR � 5 �m and they arecovered with a few hundredsofprotrusions(m icrovilli)with the

receptors(m ostnotablyL-selectin)localizedtothem icrovillitips25.Ingeneral,them icrovilli

ofwhite blood cellsarem uch m ore com plex than the param eterr0 in ourm odel:they are

rather long (typicallength 350 nm ,thatis R=15)and have their own physicalproperties

(e.g.,very exible in the transverse direction and viscous in the longitudinaldirection)26.

Nevertheless,itisstriking thatelevation ofthereceptorsabovethem ain cellsurfaceseem s

tobeam ajordesign principleforwhiteblood cells.In fact,thesam estrategy appearstobe

used also by m alaria-infected red blood cells,which areknown to develop a densecoverage

with elevated receptorpatches(knobs)on thecellsurface11,12,13.A typicalvalueforthecell

radiusis3.5 �m 27.Theknobshavea typicalheightof20 nm ,a radiusofabout90 nm and

a distance of200 nm (for red blood cells infected by single parasites)12. This dense and

elevated coverage suggests that like the white blood cells,the m alaria-infected red blood

cellsalso function in theregim eofhom ogeneouscoverage.

In order to discuss the m otion ofwhite blood cells in m ore detail,it is instructive to

considertheparam etersfora typicalow cham berexperim ent.In aqueoussolution and at
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room tem perature,� = g/cm 3,� = 10� 3 Pa s,and T = 293K . Then,the dim ensionless

param etersdeterm ining cellm otion becom e

Pe= 4:67R 3_; f = 2:17
R��

_
; Pez = 10:16R 4��; �t=

Pe

_
= 4:67R 3

s; (33)

where R isgiven in �m ,�� in unitsofg/cm 3 and the shearrate _ in unitsof1 persec-

onds; �t is the di�usive tim e scale. For leukocytes in ow cham bers we typically have

R = 5,_ = 100 and �� = 0:05,thus,forthetwo P�ecletnum berswe getPe= 6� 104 and

Pez = 317,respectively. Then,f = Pez=Pe = 0:005,thatis the e�ect ofhydrodynam ic

determ inistic m otion willbevery strong.The experim entaltim e scaleisgiven by thetim e

fortransversing the�eld ofview,which isabout3 sata shearrateof100 Hzand length of

670 �m . The di�usive tim e scale �tforleukocytesisabout600 s(10 m in),which reects

theirlarge size and showsthatdi�usive m otion isby farnotsu�cientto initiate binding.

Binding becom es m ore favorable in the presence ofconvection. Fora start height ofone

radius above the wall(z0 = 2),ourcalculations give a M FPT ofabout5 s,thatis m uch

lessthan the di�usive tim e. However,thisisstillm uch largerthan the experim entaltim e

scale. This proves thatonly those cells have a chance to bind thatow very close to the

wall,exactly asobserved experim entally. In vivo,white blood cells therefore depend also

on otherm echanism sdriving them onto thesubstrate,including contactand hydrodynam ic

interactionswith othercells.Thesee�ectshavebeen studied in detailbefore.Forexam ple,

M unn and coworkers have shown that adhesion ofleukocytes close the the vesselwallin

post-capillary venules is enhanced by red blood cells passing them 28. King and Ham m er

have shown,using an algorithm capable ofsim ulating severalcells,thatalready adherent

leukocytes can recruit otherleukocytes via hydrodynam ic interactions29. The results pre-

sented here,when speci�ed to leukocytes,show thatindeed these m echanism s are crucial

fore�ective leukocytecaptureunderow.

Ourresults also suggestthatleukocytes are su�ciently large thattherm aluctuations

are not dom inant. This changes when studying sm aller particles, e.g., receptor-covered

sphereswith R � 1 �m ,whose binding also hasbeen investigated with ow cham bers30,31.

Eq.(33) shows that the P�eclet num bers scale strongly with particle radius R,therefore,

thesebeadsaresubjectto m uch strongertherm aluctuationsthan leukocytes.In Ref.31 it

hasbeen veri�ed thatindeed in equilibrium such particlesobey thebarom etricdistribution

from Eq.(18). In Ref.30 itwasfound thatthe adhesion probability pad isproportionalto
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the ligand-density,pad � �l. W ith pad � 1=T it follows that T � 1=�l as found by our

sim ulationsin thelim itoflow ligand densities.

Throughoutthispaperwehaveconsidered thegenericcaseofaconstantdownward acting

forceduetoadensitydi�erencebetween thesphereand thesurroundinguid.In futurework

itm ightbeinterestingtoexam inealsootherforceswhich caneasilybedonein thefram ework

presented here.Astheaddition form ula Eq.(26)forfalling and rotationalM FPT wasnot

derived undertheassum ption ofa speci�c force,itisalso truefornon-constantforces.For

generalpotentialforcesthefalling tim eEq.(22)hasthen to bereplaced by Eq.(23).Also

therotationalM FPT isinuenced by a verticalforcevia thestationary heightdistribution.

Neglecting gravitationalforce and considering only short-ranged forceslike van derW aals

orelectrostatic forceswould resultin in�nite M FPTsforthe setup ofthe halfspace. This

problem ,however,can besolved by using an additionalwallactingasan upperboundary32.

In thispaperweassum ed a rigid Brownian particle.Forcells,elasticdeform ationsm ight

be relevant. For free ow,a sim ple scaling estim ate shows that the criticalvalue for the

shearrateleading to substantialdeviationsfrom thesphericalshapeis(E h)=(�R)33,where

E = 100 Pa and h = 100 nm are Young m odulus and thickness ofthe cellular envelope,

respectively. The factthatthe Young m odulusE appearshere indicatesthatcellstend to

passively deform lessthan vesicles,whose elasticity ischaracterized ratherby the bending

rigidity34,35. The scaling estim ate leads to a criticalshear rate of103 Hz,which is above

the value ofa few 102 Hz (corresponding to Pe � 105 for white blood cells) which often

providesan upperlim itin ow cham berexperim ents.Sim ilarbutm orecom plicated scaling

argum entscan bem adeforlubrication forceswhich arisewhen thecellapproachesthewall36.

To fully understand the rate ofassociation between a receptor-covered particle in shear

ow and a ligand-covered wall,our analysis should be com pleted by the im plem entation

ofan adhesion scenario,which in generalshould also include m olecular determ inants like

residencetim esandreceptorexibility.Ifoneassum esthatabondbetween twoencountering

m olecules is form ed with a certain rate,then,the M FPT for encounter as reported here

should be a good approxim ation for the m ean adhesion tim e in the lim it ofzero shear

rate,becausein thislim ittheduration ofeach encountershould besu�ciently long forthe

form ation ofan adhesion contact.Then,theproperknowledge oftheM FPT could also be

used to design a cellsorting experim ent. Suppose one hasa m ixture ofdi�erentcellseach

bearing som ereceptorsand thewalliscovered with onekind ofligand.Then,thecellsare
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owed into thecham berand ow isstopped.Certainly,only cellsthatbearreceptorswhich

�tto the ligandscan attach to the wall. Ifthe ow isthen turned on again,the attached

cellswillbe separated from the othercells. Ifthe no-ow period ism uch shorterthan the

M FPT,only a few cellscan attach. Ifthe no-ow period ism uch longerthan the M FPT,

attached cellsm ightalready starttospread and arethereforedi�culttorem ove.Only ifthe

no-ow period isoftheorderofM FPT onegetsan appreciablenum berofweakly attached

cells.Inthissenseourtheoreticalanalysism ightbeessentialforappropriatebiotechnological

applications.
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A P P EN D IX A :IM P LEM EN TAT IO N O F FR IC T IO N A N D M O B ILIT Y M AT R I-

C ES

Forthenum ericalim plem entation ofthefrictionandm obilitytensorsforasphereinlinear

shearow above a wallwe use the resultsfrom Refs.19,37. Thisim plem entation procedure

hasbeen described and tested in detailin Ref.19.In thisappendix,webriey sum m arizeit

forthesakeofcom pleteness.

W riting thefriction tensorsin term sofirreducibletensorsform ed from �ij;�ijk;k de�nes

thescalarfriction functions.In thecasethatthenorm alvectorto thewallisk = ez,these
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tensorsread

�
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B
B
B
@

 tt 0 0

0  tt 0

0 0 �tt
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; �
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B
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0 1 0
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= � �

rtT
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1
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A
; �
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1
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@
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��3 
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; �

dr
� =

1

2
 
dr

0

B
B
B
@
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C
C
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:

This de�nes the scalar friction functions �tt; tt; tr; rt;�rr; rr;�td; td; dr. The scalar

friction functions� depend only on theinverse distanceofthespherefrom thewall,thatis

thedim ensionlessvariablet= R=z,which takesvaluesfrom theinterval[0;1].Thefriction

functionscan be expanded in powersoft.The num erically obtained �rst20 coe�cientsof

such a seriesexpansion ofthedim ensionlessscalarfriction functions

�̂
tt = �

tt
=6��R;  ̂

tt =  
tt
=6��R; �̂

rr = �
rr
=8��R3;

 ̂
rr =  

rr
=8��R3;  ̂

tr =  
tr
=8��R2 = �  ̂rt

aretabulated in Ref.37.Fortheotherthreedim ensionlessscalarfriction functions

�̂
dt= �

dt
=6��R2 = �̂

td
;  ̂

dt=  
dt
=6��R2 =  ̂

td
;  ̂

dr =  
dr
=8��R3 = �  ̂rd

the�rst32coe�cientsofaseriesexpansion in powersoftaretabulated in Ref.19.Forsm all

valuesoftthe seriesexpansion convergesquite welland only a few coe�cientsare needed

to obtain accurateresults.However,fort! 1,i.e.,closeto thewall,thefriction functions

arebetterdescribed in a lubrication expansion,which reads

�̂ � C1
t

1� t
+ C2ln(1� t)+ C3 + C4

1� t

t
ln(1� t)+ O (1� t):

Thecoe�cientsC 1;C2;C3;C4 fortheeightfriction functionsde�ned abovecan befound in

Ref.19. In orderto m atch the two lim itcases,the the asym ptotic expansion ofthe t! 1

lim itissubtracted from thefriction functions

�̂(t)=

1X

n= 0

fnt
n
;
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leading to a new seriesexpansion:

�̂(t)� C1
t

1� t
� C2ln(1� t)� C4

1� t

t
ln(1� t)

= f0 + C4 +

1X

n= 1

�

fn � C1 +
C2

n
�

C4

n(n + 1)

�

t
n =:

1X

n= 0

gnt
n
:

Thisseriesistruncated atnm ax = N and the coe�cientsg n are calculated from the coe�-

cients fn;Ci. Nextthe coe�cients g n (n = 0;:::;N )are notused to calculate the Taylor

sum ,butratherto calculatethePad�eapproxim antto thisfunction.ThePad�eapproxim ant

isgiven as

PN (t)=
a0 + a1t+ a2t

2 + :::+ aN t
N

1+ b1t+ b2t
2 + :::+ bN t

N

wherethecoe�cientsa i;bj arethesolution to

NX

n= 1

bngN � n+ k = � gn+ k;

kX

n= 1

bngk� n = ak; k = 1;:::;N :

Finally thenum erically im plem ented friction functionsbecom e

�̂(t)= C1

t

1� t
+ C2ln(1� t)+ C4

1� t

t
ln(1� t)+ PN (t): (A1)

Forthe calculation ofthe coe�cientsa i;bj ofthe Pad�e approxim antwe use the algorithm

provided by theNum ericalRecipes38.

Having im plem ented the scalar friction functions,the im plem entation ofthe m obility

tensorsproceedsby substituting � $ �;� $ �; $ � in the above decom position ofthe

friction tensors. Thisde�nesthe scalarm obility functions�tt;�tt;�rr;�rr;�tr;�dt;�dt;�dr.

Using Eq.(8)thedim ensionlessscalarm obility functionscan becalculated from thescalar

friction functions:

�̂
tt= 1=�̂tt; �̂

tt =
 ̂rr

 ̂tt ̂rr � 4

3
( ̂tr)2

�̂
rr = 1=�̂rr; �̂

rr =
 ̂tt

 ̂tt ̂rr � 4

3
( ̂tr)2

�̂
tr = �

4

3

 ̂tr

 ̂tt ̂rr � 4

3
( ̂tr)2

�̂
dt= � �̂dt�̂tt; �̂

dt= �  ̂dt
�̂
tt�  ̂

dr
�̂
tr
; �̂

dr = �
3

4
 ̂
dt
�̂
tr �  ̂

dr
�̂
rr
:
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In Fig.12 weuseourim plem entation to plottheeightdim ensionlessm obility functions.

Thelim itofan unbounded ow correspondsto t! 0 and resultsin

�
tt= 6��RI; �

rr = 8��R3I; �
tr = �

rt= �
rd = �

td = 0 (A2)

whereI istheunity m atrix.Thuseq.(5)reducesto

F
H = 6��R (U � U

1 ); T
H = 8��R3(
 � 


1 ): (A3)

which are the well-known Stokeslawsforthe friction force and torque exerted on a sphere

m oving in a uid with relativevelocity U � U1 .Forthelinearshearow considered here,

U 1 = _zex and 

1 = _ey=2.

A P P EN D IX B :R ELAT IO N T O T H E SM O LU C H O W SK I EQ U AT IO N

The probability distribution 	(X ;t) of a Brownian particle subject to external

force/torque F satis�es a continuity equation @t	 + r � J = 0. The probability ux J

containsa di�usive and a convective part22:

Ji= � Dij@j	+ M ijFj	 (B1)

where D and M are di�usion and m obility m atrices,respectively,and F is externalforce.

In equilibrium ,the ux has to vanish and the probability distribution hasto becom e the

Boltzm ann distribution. Thisleadsto the Einstein relation D = kB TM ,which isa special

caseoftheuctuation-dissipation theorem .Using Eq.(B1)and theEinstein relation in the

continuity equation leadsto theSm oluchowskiequation39:

@t	= @ i(M ij(kB T@j	� F j	)): (B2)

W e now willderive the equivalent Langevin equation. In the case ofconstant m obility

(additive noise),e.g.,M ij = �ij,theappropriateLangevin equation isgiven by

@tX t= M F + g
S
t; (B3)

where gSt is a Gaussian white noise term and the Stratonovich interpretation is used as

explained in them ain text.HoweverifM dependson X (m ultiplicativenoise),an additional

driftterm occursin theLangevin equation

@tX t= M F + kB TY + g
S
t: (B4)
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The following derivation ofthe driftterm Y proceeds in two steps39. First we perform a

coordinatetransform ation which m akesthenoiseadditive.In thecaseofadditivenoisethe

Langevin equation (B3)and theFokker-Planck equation (B2)areequivalent.Then starting

from theFokker-Planck equation in thenew coordinatesweperform thetransform ation back

totheold coordinates.Requiringthetransform ed Fokker-Planck equation tobeofthesam e

form asin Eq.(B2),determ inesthedriftterm Y .

AsweusetheStratonovich interpretation forthenoiseprocesstheusualrulesfordi�er-

entiation and integration apply and wecan perform thefollowingcoordinatetransform ation

X
0=

X (t)Z

S(X 00)dX 00
; (B5)

with som e regularm atrix S. The Langevin equation forthe transform ed coordinatesthen

reads

@tX
0

t= S@tX t= SM F + kB TSY + Sg
S
t: (B6)

From therequirem entthatM 0
ij = �ij,thatis

hSgtSgti
!
= 2kB TE; Eij := �ij; (B7)

wecan �x S to betheinverse ofa m atrix B with

S = B
� 1
; M = BB

T
, M ij = BikBjk: (B8)

AsM isa sym m etric positive de�nite m atrix,itisalwayspossible to �nd a m atrix B with

M = BB
T
.De�ning

F
0:= B

T
F + kB TSY ; ~gSt := Sg

S
t = B

� 1
g
S
t; (B9)

thenew Langevin equation fortheprim ed coordinatesand with additivenoisereads

@tX
0

t= M
0
F
0+ ~gSt: (B10)

The corresponding probability distribution 	 0(X 0;t) is the solution ofthe Sm oluchowski

equation

@t	
0(X 0

;t)= @
0

k�ki(kB T@
0

i	
0� F

0

i	
0): (B11)
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Nextwetransform (B11)back totheunprim ed coordinates.Thepreservation ofprobability

requiresthat

	 0(X 0
;t)= J	(X ;t) (B12)

whereJ istheJacobian ofthecoordinatetransform ation40:

J := det

�
@X i

@X 0

j

�

= det(B);
@X i

@X 0

j

= Bij: (B13)

Inserting (B12)into (B11)gives

@t	
0= J@t	= @

0

k(kB T@
0

k	
0� F

0

k	
0)= kB T@

0

k@
0

kJ	� @
0

kF
0

kJ	: (B14)

Dividing by J weobtain forthe�rstterm on therighthand sideof(B14)

J
� 1
@
0

k@
0

kJ	= J
� 1(@0k@

0

kJ)	+ 2J � 1(@0kJ)@
0

k	+ @
0

k@
0

k	

= @j(BjkBlk@l	+ B jk(@lBlk)	):

Herewem adeuseoftheidentities

J
� 1r 0

J = r BT
;J

� 1
@
0

iJ = @jBji; r 0= B
Tr ; (B15)

J
� 1
@
0

i@
0

jJ = J
� 1
@
0

i(JJ
� 1)@0jJ = J

� 1(@0iJ)J
� 1
@
0

jJ + @
0

i(J
� 1
@
0

jJ)

= (@kBki)@lBlj + Bli@l@kBkj:

Again using the identity (B15) the second term ofthe right hand side of(B14) can be

evaluated to be

J
� 1
@
0

kF
0

kJ	= J
� 1(@0kJ)F

0

k	+ @
0

kF
0

k	= @ j(BjkF
0

k	):

Adding both term sand inserting thede�nitions(B8)and (B9)wehave

@t	= @ j(kB TM jl@l	+ k B TBjk(@lBlk)	� M jlFl� kB TYj	):

Com paring thiswith therequired result(B2)wecan read o� Y

Y = Br BT
; Yi= Bik(@lBlk):

Finally shifting @tX t ! @tX t� U1 we obtain the Langevin equation asgiven by Eq.(12)

com bined with Eq.(13).
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A P P EN D IX C :EU LER A LG O R IT H M FO R A SP H ER E A B O V E A W A LL

InordertosolveEq.(14)num ericallyweusean Euleralgorithm .Asthephysicalsituation

requiresto use the Stratonovich interpretation ofthe noise term gSt,the displacem ent�X

ofa particle from tim e tto tim e t+ �t depends on the position ofthe particle at tim e

t+ (1=2)�t,which is notknown attim e t. Asusual,this problem is solved by rewriting

the Langevin equation in the It̂o-version. Then the noise term can be evaluated attim e t

and asa com pensation an additionaldriftterm @l(Bik)Blk isadded to Eq.(14)22. Because

B
T
kl@l(Bik)+ Bik@l(B

T
kl) = @l(BikB

T
kl) = @lM il,we arrive at Eq.(15). In this equation,the

random displacem entsg(�t)m ustsatisfy

hg(�t)i= 0; hg(�t)g(�t)i= 2M �t: (C1)

Following Ref.23,gi(�t)iscalculated from a weighted sum ofnorm aldeviaterandom num -

bers�xi! fxig satisfying hxii= 0;hxixji= 2�ij�t.Thissum isgiven by

gi(�t)=

iX

j= 1

Bij�xj

where the weighting factors are the elem ents ofthe m atrix B de�ned in (B8). They can

recursively becalculated according to

Bii=

 

M ii�

i� 1X

k= 1

B
2

ik

! 1

2

; Bij =

 

M ij �

j� 1X

k= 1

BikBjk

!

=Bjj;i> j; Bij = 0;i< j:

In thecaseofa sphereabovea wallweobtain thefollowing dim ensionlessweighting factors

(cf.41)

B̂11 =

q

�̂tt; B̂22 =

q

�̂tt; B̂33 =
p
�̂tt; B̂42 = � B̂51 = �

3

4

�̂tr

q

�̂tt
; (C2)

B̂44 = B̂55 =
3

4

1
q

�̂tt

�
4

3
�̂
tt
�̂
rr � (̂�tr)2

� 1

2

�

s

3

4 ̂rr
; B̂66 =

1

2

p
3�̂rr: (C3)

Aspointed outin Ref.42,usingtheEulerm ethod,instead ofnorm aldeviaterandom variables

anyuncorrelated random variable�xi! fxi;i= 1;:::;6gcan bechosen,aslongastheyful�ll

therequired relation forthe�rstm om entshxii= 0;hxixji= 2�ij�t.Thus,itism uch faster

to generate the random num bers according to �xi =
p
12�t(� i� 0:5),with �i;i= 1;:::;6
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being uncorrelated random variablesuniform ly distributed in [0;1]. Forthe calculation of

therandom num bersweusethepseudo random num bergeneratorran3 from theNum erical

Recipes38.

Calculating the new con�guration aftereach tim e-step using (16)isstraightforward for

the spatialdegrees offreedom . For the update ofthe orientation ofthe sphere we use a

coordinate system spanned by three orthonorm albasis-vectors f~niji= 1;2;3;(~ni)j = �ijg.

Theorigin ofthiscoordinatesystem shallbeidenticalwith thecenterofm assofthesphere

and the relative orientation ofthis system and ofthe sphere are kept �xed. Given then

an orientation update form (16)~� := (�X 4;�X 5;�X 6),we decom pose each ofthe basis

vectors~ni into a com ponentparallelto ~� denoted by ~nk and a com ponentperpendicularto

~� denoted by ~n? (the index iisdropped forthesake ofsim plicity).These com ponentsare

given by

~nk = �̂(̂� � ~n); �̂ := ~�=k~�k

~n? = ~n � �̂(̂� � ~n):

Then theorientation updatea�ectsonly ~n? and theupdated ~n0isgiven by (with � := k~�k)

~n
0

i= �̂(̂� � ~ni)(1� cos�)+ ~nicos� + �̂ � ~nisin�; i= 1;2;3: (C4)

A P P EN D IX D : R ED U C IN G T H E SY ST EM AT IC ER R O R IN M EA N FIR ST

PA SSA G E T IM E A LG O R IT H M

Applying the Euler algorithm Eq.(16)to a m ean �rstpassage tim e problem gives rise

to two sorts of errors. First there exists the statisticalerror, which is proportionalto

1=
p
N ,where N is the num ber ofiterations the algorithm is applied. The extent ofthe

statisticalerrorofthe m easured m ean value can be calculated during the sim ulation. For

the m easurem ents perform ed in sections VIIand VIIItypically N = 104 � 105 iterations

wherechosen resultingin statisticalerrorsin therangeof< 1% .Error-barsin thesesections

referto thestatisticalerror.

Thesystem atic errorforthem ean �rstpassagetim ecalculated by useofan Euleralgo-

rithm scaleswith
p
�t,although theerroroftheparticleposition isonly oftheorderof�t

42.Thusto decreasethesystem aticerrorby a factorof10 onem ustincreasethenum erical

costby a factorof100.Oneway to obtain accurateresultsatm oderatenum ericalcostisto
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m easurethem ean �rstpassagetim eforvariousinterm ediate num ericaltim esteps.Fitting

these results to a + b
p
�tallows the extrapolation to �t ! 0. Fig. 13 shows an exam -

plewherethisprocedurewasapplied to thecaseofhom ogeneouscoverageasconsidered in

Sec.V.Theresultingm ean �rstpassagetim ethen deviatesby 0:2% from thevalueobtained

from quadrature ofEq.(22). This is the sam e accuracy as we have for the im plem ented

m obility functionsthem selves(cf.appendix A).
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FIG .1:Cartoon ofasphericalparticlewith radiusR m oving in linearshearow abovea wall.The

heightz ofthe sphere centerabove the substrate obeysz > R. Bond form ation between particle

and wallisidenti�ed with spatialproxim ity between the receptorpatcheson the particle and the

ligand patcheson thewallbeing sm allerthan som eprescribed encounterradius,thatisoverlap of

the gray areas.

FIG .2: Falling sphere in shear ow. For di�erent values ofthe shear rate (represented by the

P�ecletnum berP e)and the driving force (represented by f orP ez = f P e)the z-coordinate and

the orientation angle � are plotted versusthex-coordinate.

FIG .3:Probability distribution function 	(z;t)num erically obtained from N = 10 5 sam plepaths

for ten consecutive points in tim e. The initialdistribution was 	(z;t0) = �(z � 3) at t = t0,

P ez = 2.

FIG .4: Results of�rst passage tim e sim ulations with encounter radius r0 = 10� 3. (a) M ean

�rstpassage tim e T asa function ofP ez fordi�erentstarting heights. Dotsare the resultsfrom

sim ulationswith N = 104 runsand tim estep �t= 10 � 5.Linesaretheresultsfrom thequadrature

of(22). (b)Distribution of�rstpassage tim es for di�erent values ofP ez (num ericalparam eters

N = 105;�t= 10 � 5.).

FIG .5: M ean �rst passage tim e dependence on the initialheight z0 in two dim ensions. The

sphere is covered with N r = 10 receptor patches and the ligand density is �l = 0:01. W e plot

hT(z0;�jC )i�;x (+ )and hT(z0;�jC )i�;x+ T(z = 10jz0)(x)asa function ofz0,whereT(z = 10jz0)is

obtained from Eq.(22).Forz0 > 1+ r0 thelattercurveisconstantatthevaluehT(z = 10;�jC )i�;x

aspredicted by the addition theorem Eq.(26).(Num ericalparam eters:N = 105;�t= 10 � 5.)
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FIG .6: (a) Exam ple ofa sphere restricted to m ove in two dim ensionsand covered with N r = 4

receptor patches,which are regularly distributed over the circum ference. (b) Illustration ofthe

rangeof� in which encounteroccurs.Thisrangeisgiven by2�0 with �0(z)= arccos(z=(1+ r0))+ rp.

(c) The absorbing boundary C in the (z;�)-plane is periodic with respectto � with period �s =

2�=N r. For large num bers ofreceptor patches �s the di�erent patches start to overlap. Then

encounterispossibleforallvaluesof�.

FIG .7: The m ean �rst passage tim e averaged over the initialorientation (log-log plots). (a)

Plotted asa function ofP e;di�erentsym bolsreferto di�erentnum bersofreceptorpatches. (b)

The m ean �rstpassage tim e isplotted asa function ofthe receptordensity �r / N r fordi�erent

valuesofP e. (c)hTi� asa function ofN r in the di�usive regim e (P e � 0)fordi�erentvaluesof

thecaptureranger0,but�xed valueofcluster-size rp = 0:001.(d)Thedistribution of�-averaged

�rst passage tim e is shown for N r = 5;20;50 receptor patches. (Num ericalparam eters for each

data point:N = 105;�t= 10 � 5.)

FIG .8:(a)Illustration ofthe situation with a density ofreceptorpatches�r aswellasa density

ofligands�l. The �rstpassage tim e isnow determ ined by an overlap ofa receptor patch with a

ligand patch.(b)hTi�;x asfunction oftheP�ecletnum berP eand theligand density �lfordi�erent

valuesofN r (num ericalparam eters:�t= 5� 10� 6;N = 104).

FIG .9: (a) hTi�;x is shown in the di�usion lim it at P e � 0 as a function the ligand density �l.

Inset(plotfor�r � 1):Them ean �rstpassagetim escalesashTi�;x / 1=�2
l
(num ericalparam eters:

�t= 10 � 5;N = 105).(b)DependenceofhTi�;x in thedi�usivelim itatP e� 0 on �r;�l,where�r

hasbeen varied by changing N r at�xed rp (num ericalparam eters:�t= 10 � 5;N = 105).
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FIG .10:(a)Them ean tim efora receptorto �rstreach awallhom ogeneously covered with ligands

hTi~� wascalculated asa function ofthe P�ecletnum berP e.(b)Thedependenceofthe M FPT on

the num ber ofreceptor patches N r for di�erent values ofthe capture radius r0. Lines show the

scaling with 1=N r. (c) Dependence ofhTi~�;x;y on the 2D ligand density �l in the di�usive lim it

P e� 0.For�l� 1 them ean �rstpassagetim eisproportionalto 1=�l(dotted lines).In theinset

areplotted them utualratiosoftheaveraged m ean �rstpassagetim esforN r = 20;30;70,showing

thatthedependenceon theligand density isnearly independenton thenum berofreceptorpatches

N r (num ericalparam eters: N = 105;�t= 5� 10� 5;rp = 10� 3,r0 = 10� 3 for(a);r0 = rd = 10� 2

for(c)).

FIG .11:(a,b)DependenceofhTi~� on thereceptorpatch radiusrp (P e� 0).Thedotted linesare

�tsofa=(b+ rp)to the sim ulation results. (a) r0 = 0:001,(b)r0 = 0:01 (num ericalparam eters:

N = 1� 3� 105;�t= 5� 10� 5).(c)ForN r = 30 thedependenceon rp isshown fordi�erentvalues

ofthe capture radiusr0. Forbettercom parison the r0-dependentpartofthe M FPT asgiven by

Eq.(22)wassubtracted.

FIG .12: Dim ensionless scalar m obility functions. O n the left the functions are plotted vs. the

dim ensionlessparam etert.O n therightthefunctionsareplotted vs.1� t,thusbetterillustrating

the asym ptotic behaviorfort! 1.

FIG .13: The m ean �rst passage tim es for P ez = 100,z1 = 1:001;z0 = 2 as a function ofthe

num ericaltim e step. The points are the results from sim ulation experim ents (error-bars denote

their statistical error) with N = 105 iterations. The fullline is a �t to a + b
p
�t using the

gnuplot im plem entation ofthe nonlinear least-squares (NLLS) M arquardt-Levenberg algorithm .

Extrapolating the �tto �t! 0 reduced thesystem atic errordueto the�nite tim e step.
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