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D i usion of liquid dom ains in lipid bilayer m em branes
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W e report di usion coe cients of m icron-scale liquid dom ains in giant unilam ellar vesicles of
phospholipids and cholesterol. The trajctory of each dom ain is tracked, and the m ean square
displacem ent grow s linearly in tim e as expected for Brownian m otion. W e study dom ain di usion
as a function of com position and tem perature, and m easure how di usion depends on dom ain size.
W e nd mechanism s of dom ain di usion which are consistent w ith m em brane-dom Inated drag in
viscousL, phases PG .Sa man andM .Debruck, PNAS 72,3111 (1975)], and bulk-dom inated drag
for less viscous L phases B D Hugheset al,, J.Fluid M ech. 110, 349 (1981)]. W here applicable,
we obtain the m em brane viscosity and report activation energies of di usion.

PACS numbers: 68.35Fx, 68.55Ac,87.16Dg

D i usion ofdom ainsw ithin cellm em branes isa highly
relevant biophysical problem . T he presence of 1ipid do-
m ans, Including rafts, can a ectboth short-range (intra-
dom ain) and longrange (nterdom ain) di usion ofm em —
brane com ponents ,E]. D i usion has been cbserved in
live cellm em branes E, E], although interpreting results
from these com plex system s can be challenging.

Even In sin ple m odel system s, deciphering the di u—
sion of m em brane inclusions is a long-standing and dif-

cult hydrodynam ic problem E, B,B]. O b cts that dif-
fise In the m embrane plane range from sm all peptides
and individual lipids to large inclusions lke protein ag-
gregates and lipid dom ains. The rst challenge is that,
unlke In three dim ensional (3D ) di usion, the size ofthe
di using ob gct is not the only length-scale that enters
Into the problem . For exam ple, the m em brane has nie
thickness, a nite surface area, and often a nonzero cur-
vature. Secondly, the m em brane is com posed of m acro-
m olecules, which lim its continuum approaches to large
ob fcts. Lastly, them em brane and is surroundings have
di erent viscosities. In com plex biological m em branes,
additional length-scales m ay be im portant, such as the
distance between m em brane proteins ] or the size of
corrals created by the actin cytoskeleton E].

In this Letter, we directly m easure di usion of liquid
dom ains in giant unilam ellar vesicles (GUV s) of radius
’ 20 m asin Figure[ll. These dom ains arem icron-scale,
circular, span the lipid bilayer, and undergo B row nian
m otion. By m easuring di usion ofbilayer dom ains overa
w ide param eter range ofm ore than one decade in dom ain
radii and three decades in 2D m em brane viscosities, we
probe the two lim iting m odels of Sa m an-D ebruck E]
and Hughes et al. ]. W e nd a crossover between the
two m odels which would not have been predicted from
previous m onolayer resuls ﬂ]. In the cases where our
data are well t by the Sa m an-D ebruck equation, we
are able to extract viscosities of lipid phases and di usion
activation energies.

D om ainsm ove in a background phase w ith two din en—

sional (2D ) m em brane viscosity ( ®y | The di usion coef-
cient of a m em brane inclision was originally described
by Sa m an and D ebruck [5]:
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where r is the radius of the Inclusion, = 05772 and we
have chosen boundary conditions appropriate for liquid
dom ains in a liquid m em brane to yield the factor of 1=2.
A key param eter in the hydrodynam ics of this system is
the lengthscale ( de ned by the ratio of the m em brane
® to the 3D bulk viscosity ofwater ( ,, ) such that ¢ =
= . Eq.[D is expected to hold orr < o, ie. small
dom ains and/or Jarge m em brane viscosity. Later work
con m ed this calculation and derived a result for the
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FIG. 1: Fliorescence m icroscopy phase diagram of

DOPC/DPPC /cholesterol and vesicle in ages at 20 C . Sem i~
quantitative dashed tie-lines cross the L -L, coexistence re—
gion ]. Som e vesicles studied have a continuous L.  (oright)
phase (ab) whereas others have a continuous L, (dark) phase
(cd). One com position (e) has a continuous dark L, phase
which may contain both L, and gel (So) phase lipids m].
Vesicle com positions are shown asm 0% DOPC/DPPC /Chol


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0611492v1

0 05 1 15
time (s)

x107!

)
o p

2| 4

05 1 15
time (s)

FIG.2: Greyscale uorescence im ages (keft) are ltered and
thresholded (m iddl). W hite regions are identi ed as do—
mains. Those within a speci ed size range, ellipticity and
distance from the edge are retained. Circles (right in age)
identify those dom ains successfully identi ed through 5 suc—
cessive fram es. M ean square displacem ent data for dom ains
with radiiof1-1.5 m are shown at right. Both vesicles have
com position 12 DOPCDPPC + 30% Chol, T=10 C (top)
and 20 C (bottom ). N ote the factor of ten di erence in dif-
fiusion coe cients. The scale bar is 40 m .

opposite lim i of ¢ < r [€]:
ks T 1
16 , ¢

It is iIn portant to notice that for < r the di usion
coe cient ism ore strongly dependent on the inclusion’s
radius, but is independent of the m em brane viscosity.
This case was veri ed experin entally through observa—
tions ofm icron-scale dom ains in m onolayers [L1]. O ther
theoreticalwork has addressed di erent inclusion shapes
aswellas large dom ains [12].

Spherical giant unilam ellar vesicles (GUV s; 30-100 m
diam eter) arem ade by electroform ation [L3] ofa temary
m ixture of cholesterol w ith phospholipids of both high

OPPC;di(l6:0)PC) and low DOPC;di(18:1)PC) melt-
Ing tem peratures. M aterials and m ethods have been de-
scribed previously [LA]. The vesicle m embranes are ini-
tially uniform at high tem perature, and phase separate
Into tw o liquid phasesw hen vesicle sugpensionsareplaced
on a preocooled m icroscope stage. The less viscous L
phase is lJabeled by uorescent dye (Texas Red-DPPE).
T he com position and viscosity of the two phases depend
on the com position and tem perature of the entire vesi-
cle. W ih tim e, dom ains coalesce, allow ing us to probe a
range of dom ain sizes at constant tem perature.

W e probe ve lipid com positions In the temary sys—
tem of DOPC/DPPC/Chol, as in Figure[ll. Inh previous
m icroscopy and ?H NM R m easurem ents, we established
that vesicles w ith these ve com positions separate into
a liquid-ordered (L,) phase rich in the saturated lpid
DPPC and a liguid crystallne (L ) phase rich in the
unsaturated lipid DOPC [LQ,114]. Two of the wve com —
positions contain a continuous bright L. phase Figure
[[b), and two contain a continuous dark L, phase  ig-
ure[ld) . O ne com position fallsw ithin a three phase re—
gion Figure[le.) The presence ofthree phases is clear in

D (x) = 2)

H NMR experin ents (m anuscript in preparation), but
isdi cul to detect by m icroscopy. W e probe the viscos—
ity of the continuous phase by tracking dom ains of the
m nority phase.

M em brane dom ains are identi ed by an in age process—
ing program written in M atlab Figure[2). A G aussian

ITer is applied to m ages before thresholding, to identify
features in the size range ofdom ains. A In ost no dom ains
are lost by this algorithm . D om ains are acospted if: a)
the diam eter 2allsbetween am Inimum (2 pixel) and m ax—
Inum value; b) the shape is circular, such that allpoints
In the dom ain perim eter lie w thin 20% ofthe m ean do—
m ain radius; and c) the center ofm ass liesw ithin a circle
de ned by 0.8 of the vesicle radiis. Since all dom ains
are round (shape uctuations arem inin al), these crite—
ria discrim Inate against occasionalproblem s arising from
In age analysis lftering (for exam ple, two dom ains very
close to each other w ill not be accepted).

A separate program tracks dom ain tra pctories w ith
Jogic sin ilar to existing codes, ie. by m atching a dom ain
w ith the nearest feature In the next in age [L3]. A verage
di usion is subtracted to yield unbiased dom ain m otion.
M atching generates no false positives but does not have
a perfect success rate. W e therefore divide each m ovie
(typically 100 fram es at 034 s/fram e) into 20 sets of 5
fram es overw hich m ost dom ains are tracked successfully.
D om ain size does not change over this period. T he aver-
age ofverticaland horizontalm ean square displacem ents

M SD) is linearwih tinetand tto< x? >= 2D ()t

as expected for di usion. Over ve frames, theM SD is
0:03 m? which ismuch sm aller than the particle sep—

aration, and we see no e ect ofdom ain packing.

F igure[3 show sdi usion coe cientsasa filnction ofdo—
m ain size. The data has been culled to report only sets
In which w ide ranges ofdom ain sizes are cbserved for any

xed tem perature and com position. T he dashed lines In
F igure[3 show the asym ptotic 1=r behaviorgiven in E q.[2.
W ithin error, alldata fallon orbelow this theoreticalup—
perbound in di usion coe cient. Eq. [2is independent of
m em brane viscosity and holds when m em brane viscosity
is Iow, or dom ain radiis is large ie. when r [6].
Forthe low viscosity I. phase (eg. Figure[3d), i can be
seen that the conditions of low m em brane viscosity and
large dom ain radius are m et through m ost of the tem —
perature range, because m ost data fall along the dashed
Iine.

A lldata below the dashed line in F igure[d correspond
to m em branes w ith high viscosity, notably L, phases at
low tem peratures. W e have chosen to t our data to
the Sa m an-D ebruck equation, which should hold when
m em brane viscosity is high. It is clear that this set of
data does not have a D (r) rt dependence, and we

nd instead reasonable ts to Eq.[d wih a shgle t
tihg param eter ( ©). Shce our dom ain radiiare lin ited
to 05 m by our optical resolution and 10 m by our
vesicle diam eters, we cannot prove that Eq.[0l is the only
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FIG .3:Diuslon coe cients vary w ith dom ain radius. Solid
lines show ts to a logarithm ic dependence on dom ain size
as In the Sa man-D ebruck Eq.[dl. These tshave only one
free param eter, as discussed in the text. Symbols identify
increasing tem peratures, recorded each plot. D ashed lines
are tsto Eq.[d with no free param eters. E rror bars report
standard deviations for sets wih 3 m easurem ents.

expression that could t our data. Nevertheless, tting
to Eq.[d allow s us to extract ® ©r high viscosity m em -
branes.

There have been multiple experin ents designed to
test the logarithm ic orm of Eq.[d [4, 111, [1€6], and its
range of applicability is still controversial. For exam —
ple, recent work asserts that individual proteins di use
with a stronger size dependence, as D (r) rl €],
due to a break-down of the continuum approxin ation
of the m em brane for an all nclusions [16,[17]. Here we
explore dom ain radii well wihin the continuum I it
( Lsingle m olecule 05nm ).

O ur resuls can be extrapolated to estim ate the di u—
sion rate of raft dom ains in cellm em branes. Lipid rafts
are reported to have diam eters of 10-100nm [1L8]. This
length-scale f2lls w ithin the regin e where the Sa m an-
D ebruck equation should apply. W e calculate di usion
coe clents for 10-100nm dom ains in our system to be
between 3 10° and 15 10! m?/sec. These val
ues di er from those extrapolated from single m olecule
m easuram ents using the Sa m an-D ebruck equation [1].
G iven the suggestion that single m olecule m easurem ents
do not probe the continuum lim it, m ay bem ore valid to
estin ate raft di usion coe cientsby extrapolating down
from large dom ains ratherthan up from singlem olecules.

O ur analysis of the culled data set in Figure[d shows
that high viscosity m em branesproduce data that allwell
below the dashed line in Figure[d and that tEq.[d rea-
sonably well. W e conclude that any rem aining unplotted
data that @llwell below the dashed line should also t
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FIG.4: The diusion coe cient D ¢ and the 2D m em brane
viscosity ® as a function of tem perature In m em branes w ith
majprty L, and So,-L, phases. Solid lines are tto Dy
exp( Ea.=kps T),wih E, values shown in the table.

Eqg.[d. W e use this data to yield a size<independent D
using:

D = Dy bg — 00772 ; (3)
r
) ke T
WIthDo = 4 o (4)

Figure[d show s a plot of the resulting D y and 2D mem —
brane viscosity vs. tem perature (T ).W e nd that the L,
phase viscosities form em branes of 1:1 DOPC/DPPC +
30%$ Choland 12 DOPC/DPPC + 30% Cholare sim ilar,
suggesting that L, viscosities are not highly com position
dependent. In contrast, viscosities form em branes of 14
DOPC/DPPC + 20% Chol are much larger, consistent
w ith these m em branes 2lling w thin the three phase re—
gion in Figure[ll.

At 22 C,we nd 2D m embrane viscosities for the L
phase of 10 8 DN s=m ) 5 107 . Surface shear
rheom etry nds m onolayer viscosities on the order of
10 ® t010 ® M s/m) only in Jiquid condensed phases [19],
which is consistent w ith tight packing of lipids in bilayer
L, phases. In contrast, the 2D m em brane viscosity ofthe
L phaseislow,and resuts n D r! . In m onolayers,
thesameD r! dependence is und or solid dom ains
di using across a liquid background [11].

In the m embrane literature, a 3D m em brane viscos—
iy, 3p,isde nedas 3 ' P=h,whereh isthebilayer
thickness. A ssum ingh = 33nm ,we nd 3 3p Pas)
150, on the order of [L€, 20] or greater than R1] pub—
lished values for m odel m em branes. However, the re—
lation between 3p and @ is not exact, because lipids
anchored to the interface di er from a thin hom ogeneous
layer. Indeed, the lipid headgroups often determ ine the
m em brane viscosity [1]. This is not always appreciated,
and m ay be a source of am biguity in discussions of the
Sa m an-D ebruck m odel [14].



F igure [4 dem onstrates that dom ains di use in mem —
branes of high viscosity via an activated process. If the
2D mem brane viscosity ( ©) were independent of T, we
would expect D ( (T ) T . Instead, we nd a better t
or IogD o (T)) T!, consistent with an activation
energy E, fordi usion such thatD g exp( E=kgT).
The data n Figure 4 Pllow A rrhenius behavior even
though a gelphase em erges at low tem perature for som e
m xtures. Composition of the L, phase varies only
slightly w ith tem perature [L0]. A ctivation energies for in—
dividuallipids R2,123,l124] have been attributed to the en—
ergy required to hop into an available free volum e [7,124].
Larger particles such as protein aggregates yield lower
apparent activation energies [L7]. Fig.[4 lists activation
energies for dom ains di using In L, phases. W e nd ac—
tivation energies greater than those reported for single
m olecules In sim ilar m em branes, including DPPC /Chol
m em branes at high tem perature (30-80kJ/m ol) R2], as
wellas L, lipids in phase ssparated DOPC /DPPC /Chol
m em branes at low tem perature ( 80kJ/m ol) |[25].

In summ ary, we present a sin ple m ethod for quanti-
fying the m ovem ent of dom ains in m embranes w ith co—
existing liquid phases. W e nd that dom ains di use via
B row nian m otion, and that di usion rates are described
by di erent m odels under di erent experim ental condi-
tions. At high tem peratures and in m embranes wih a
continuous L. phase, m em brane viscosity is low, di u-
sion constants are independent of m em brane properties,
and dom ainsdi usew ith a radialdependence ofD 1=r.
In m em branes w ith a higher viscosiy continuous phase,
dom ain m ovem ent does depend on m em brane physical
properties and the radial dependence can be t by a
Sa m an-D ebruck m odel wih D log (1=r). For these
m em branes, we determ ine 2D viscosities and report acti-
vation energies for dom ain di usion.
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