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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 trajectory of each dom ain is tracked, and the m ean square

displacem entgrows linearly in tim e asexpected for Brownian m otion. W e study dom ain di�usion

asa function ofcom position and tem perature,and m easure how di�usion dependson dom ain size.

W e �nd m echanism s ofdom ain di�usion which are consistent with m em brane-dom inated drag in

viscousLo phases[P.G .Sa�m an and M .D elbr�uck,PNAS 72,3111 (1975)],and bulk-dom inated drag

for less viscous L� phases[B.D .Hughes etal.,J.Fluid M ech. 110,349 (1981)]. W here applicable,

we obtain the m em brane viscosity and reportactivation energiesofdi�usion.

PACS num bers:68.35.Fx,68.55.A c,87.16.D g

Di�usion ofdom ainswithin cellm em branesisa highly

relevantbiophysicalproblem . The presence oflipid do-

m ains,includingrafts,can a�ectboth short-range(intra-

dom ain)and long-range(inter-dom ain)di�usion ofm em -

brane com ponents[1,2].Di�usion hasbeen observed in

live cellm em branes [3,4],although interpreting results

from these com plex system scan be challenging.

Even in sim ple m odelsystem s,deciphering the di�u-

sion ofm em brane inclusions is a long-standing and dif-

�culthydrodynam ic problem [5,6,7]. O bjectsthatdif-

fuse in the m em brane plane range from sm allpeptides

and individuallipids to large inclusions like protein ag-

gregatesand lipid dom ains. The �rstchallenge is that,

unlikein threedim ensional(3D)di�usion,thesizeofthe

di�using object is not the only length-scale that enters

into the problem .Forexam ple,the m em branehas�nite

thickness,a �nite surfacearea,and often a nonzero cur-

vature. Secondly,the m em brane iscom posed ofm acro-

m olecules,which lim its continuum approaches to large

objects.Lastly,them em braneand itssurroundingshave

di�erent viscosities. In com plex biologicalm em branes,

additionallength-scales m ay be im portant,such as the

distance between m em brane proteins [8]or the size of

corralscreated by the actin cytoskeleton [3].

In this Letter,we directly m easure di�usion ofliquid

dom ains in giant unilam ellar vesicles (G UVs) ofradius

’ 20�m asin Figure 1.Thesedom ainsarem icron-scale,

circular,span the lipid bilayer,and undergo Brownian

m otion.By m easuringdi�usion ofbilayerdom ainsovera

wideparam eterrangeofm orethan onedecadein dom ain

radiiand three decadesin 2D m em brane viscosities,we

probe the two lim iting m odels ofSa�m an-Delbr�uck [5]

and Hughesetal.[6]. W e �nd a cross-overbetween the

two m odels which would not have been predicted from

previousm onolayerresults [11]. In the caseswhere our

data are well�t by the Sa�m an-Delbr�uck equation,we

areabletoextractviscositiesoflipid phasesand di�usion

activation energies.

Dom ainsm ovein abackground phasewith twodim en-

sional(2D)m em braneviscosity (�00).Thedi�usion coef-

�cientofa m em brane inclusion wasoriginally described

by Sa�m an and Delbr�uck [5]:

D (r) =
kB T
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wherer istheradiusoftheinclusion,
 = 0:5772 and we

have chosen boundary conditions appropriate for liquid

dom ainsin a liquid m em braneto yield thefactorof1=2.

A key param eterin the hydrodynam icsofthissystem is

the lengthscale �0 de�ned by the ratio ofthe m em brane

�00to the3D bulk viscosity ofwater(�w )such that�0 =

�00=�w . Eq.1 is expected to hold forr < �0,i.e. sm all

dom ains and/or large m em brane viscosity. Later work

con�rm ed this calculation and derived a result for the

FIG . 1: Fluorescence m icroscopy phase diagram of

D O PC/D PPC/cholesteroland vesicle im agesat20
�
C.Sem i-

quantitative dashed tie-lines cross the L� -Lo coexistence re-

gion [9].Som e vesiclesstudied havea continuousL� (bright)

phase(a-b)whereasothershavea continuousLo (dark)phase

(c-d). O ne com position (e) has a continuous dark Lo phase

which m ay contain both Lo and gel(So) phase lipids [10].

Vesiclecom positionsareshown asm ol% D O PC/D PPC/Chol.
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FIG .2: G reyscale 
uorescence im ages(left)are �ltered and

thresholded (m iddle). W hite regions are identi�ed as do-

m ains. Those within a speci�ed size range, ellipticity and

distance from the edge are retained. Circles (right im 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 atright. Both vesicleshave

com position 1:2 D O PC:D PPC + 30% Chol, T= 10
�
C (top)

and 20
�
C (bottom ). Note the factor often di�erence in dif-

fusion coe�cients.The scale baris40�m .

oppositelim itof�0 < r [6]:

D (r) =
kB T

16�w

1

r
: (2)

It is im portant to notice that for �0 < r the di�usion

coe�cientism ore strongly dependenton the inclusion’s

radius, but is independent of the m em brane viscosity.

This case was veri�ed experim entally through observa-

tionsofm icron-scaledom ainsin m onolayers[11].O ther

theoreticalwork hasaddressed di�erentinclusion shapes

aswellaslargedom ains[12].

Sphericalgiantunilam ellarvesicles(G UVs;30-100�m

diam eter)arem adeby electroform ation [13]ofa ternary

m ixture ofcholesterolwith phospholipids ofboth high

(DPPC;di(16:0)PC)and low (DO PC;di(18:1)PC)m elt-

ing tem peratures.M aterialsand m ethodshavebeen de-

scribed previously [10]. The vesicle m em branes are ini-

tially uniform at high tem perature,and phase separate

intotwoliquid phaseswhen vesiclesuspensionsareplaced

on a pre-cooled m icroscope stage. The less viscous L�
phase is labeled by 
uorescentdye (Texas Red-DPPE).

Thecom position and viscosity ofthetwo phasesdepend

on the com position and tem perature ofthe entire vesi-

cle.W ith tim e,dom ainscoalesce,allowing usto probea

rangeofdom ain sizesatconstanttem perature.

W e probe �ve lipid com positions in the ternary sys-

tem ofDO PC/DPPC/Chol,asin Figure 1. In previous

m icroscopy and 2H NM R m easurem ents,we established

that vesicles with these �ve com positions separate into

a liquid-ordered (Lo) phase rich in the saturated lipid

DPPC and a liquid crystalline (L�) phase rich in the

unsaturated lipid DO PC [10,14]. Two ofthe �ve com -

positions contain a continuous bright L� phase (Figure

1a-b),and two contain a continuousdark Lo phase(Fig-

ure1c-d).O necom position fallswithin a threephasere-

gion (Figure1e.) Thepresenceofthreephasesisclearin

2H NM R experim ents (m anuscript in preparation),but

isdi�cultto detectby m icroscopy.W eprobetheviscos-

ity ofthe continuous phase by tracking dom ains ofthe

m inority phase.

M em branedom ainsareidenti�ed by an im ageprocess-

ing program written in M atlab (Figure 2). A G aussian

�lterisapplied to im agesbeforethresholding,to identify

featuresin thesizerangeofdom ains.Alm ostnodom ains

are lostby this algorithm . Dom ains are accepted if: a)

thediam eterfallsbetween am inim um (2pixel)and m ax-

im um value;b)theshapeiscircular,such thatallpoints

in the dom ain perim eterlie within 20% ofthe m ean do-

m ain radius;and c)thecenterofm asslieswithin a circle

de�ned by 0.8 ofthe vesicle radius. Since alldom ains

are round (shape 
uctuationsare m inim al),these crite-

riadiscrim inateagainstoccasionalproblem sarisingfrom

im age analysis�ltering (for exam ple,two dom ainsvery

closeto each otherwillnotbe accepted).

A separate program tracks dom ain trajectories with

logicsim ilarto existing codes,i.e.by m atching a dom ain

with the nearestfeaturein thenextim age[15].Average

di�usion issubtracted to yield unbiased dom ain m otion.

M atching generatesno false positivesbutdoesnothave

a perfect success rate. W e therefore divide each m ovie

(typically 100 fram es at 0.34 s/fram e) into 20 sets of5

fram esoverwhich m ostdom ainsaretracked successfully.

Dom ain sizedoesnotchangeoverthisperiod.Theaver-

ageofverticaland horizontalm ean squaredisplacem ents

(M SD)islinearwith tim e tand �tto < x2 > = 2D (r)t

asexpected fordi�usion. O ver�ve fram es,the M SD is

� 0:03�m2 which ism uch sm allerthan the particle sep-

aration,and we seeno e�ectofdom ain packing.

Figure3showsdi�usion coe�cientsasafunction ofdo-

m ain size. The data hasbeen culled to reportonly sets

in which widerangesofdom ain sizesareobserved forany

�xed tem perature and com position.The dashed linesin

Figure3show theasym ptotic1=rbehaviorgivenin Eq.2.

W ithin error,alldatafallon orbelow thistheoreticalup-

perbound in di�usion coe�cient.Eq. 2isindependentof

m em braneviscosity and holdswhen m em braneviscosity

is low,or dom ain radius is large i.e. when �0 � r [6].

Forthelow viscosity L� phase(e.g.Figure3d),itcan be

seen thatthe conditionsoflow m em brane viscosity and

large dom ain radius are m et through m ost ofthe tem -

peraturerange,because m ostdata fallalong the dashed

line.

Alldata below the dashed linein Figure3 correspond

to m em braneswith high viscosity,notably Lo phasesat

low tem peratures. W e have chosen to �t our data to

theSa�m an-Delbr�uck 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) � r
�1 dependence,and we

�nd instead reasonable �ts to Eq. 1 with a single �t-

ting param eter(�00). Since ourdom ain radiiare lim ited

to � 0.5�m by ouropticalresolution and � 10�m by our

vesiclediam eters,wecannotprovethatEq.1 istheonly
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FIG .3:D i�usion coe�cientsvary with dom ain radius.Solid

lines show �ts to a logarithm ic dependence on dom ain size

as in the Sa�m an-D elbr�uck Eq. 1. These �ts have only one

free param eter, as discussed in the text. Sym bols identify

increasing tem peratures, recorded each plot. D ashed lines

are �ts to Eq.4 with no free param eters. Error bars report

standard deviationsforsetswith � 3 m easurem ents.

expression thatcould �t ourdata. Nevertheless,�tting

to Eq.1 allowsusto extract�00 forhigh viscosity m em -

branes.

There have been m ultiple experim ents designed to

test the logarithm ic form ofEq.1 [7, 11, 16], and its

range of applicability is stillcontroversial. For exam -

ple,recent work asserts that individualproteins di�use

with a stronger size dependence, as D (r) � r�1 [16],

due to a break-down of the continuum approxim ation

ofthe m em brane for sm allinclusions [16,17]. Here we

explore dom ain radii well within the continuum lim it

(r� rsingle m olecule � 0:5nm ).

O urresultscan be extrapolated to estim ate the di�u-

sion rate ofraftdom ainsin cellm em branes. Lipid rafts

are reported to have diam eters of10-100nm [18]. This

length-scale falls within the regim e where the Sa�m an-

Delbr�uck equation should apply. W e calculate di�usion

coe�cients for 10-100nm dom ains in our system to be

between 3 � 10�3 and 1:5 � 10�1 �m 2/sec. These val-

ues di�er from those extrapolated from single m olecule

m easurem entsusing the Sa�m an-Delbr�uck equation [1].

G iven thesuggestion thatsinglem oleculem easurem ents

donotprobethecontinuum lim it,itm aybem orevalid to

estim ateraftdi�usion coe�cientsby extrapolatingdown

from largedom ainsratherthan up from singlem olecules.

O uranalysisofthe culled data setin Figure 3 shows

thathigh viscositym em branesproducedatathatfallwell

below thedashed linein Figure3 and that�tEq.1 rea-

sonably well.W econcludethatany rem aining unplotted

data that fallwellbelow the dashed line should also �t
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FIG .4: The di�usion coe�cient D 0 and the 2D m em brane

viscosity �
00
asa function oftem perature in m em braneswith

m ajority Lo and So-Lo phases. Solid lines are �t to D 0 �
exp(� E a=kB T),with E a valuesshown in the table.

Eq.1. W e use this data to yield a size-independentD 0

using:

D (r) = D 0

�

log

�
�0

r

�

� 0:0772

�

; (3)

with D 0 =
kB T

4��00
: (4)

Figure 4 showsa plotofthe resulting D 0 and 2D m em -

braneviscosity vs.tem perature(T).W e�nd thattheLo
phase viscositiesform em branesof1:1 DO PC/DPPC +

30% Choland 1:2 DO PC/DPPC + 30% Cholaresim ilar,

suggesting thatLo viscositiesarenothighly com position

dependent.In contrast,viscositiesform em branesof1:4

DO PC/DPPC + 20% Cholare m uch larger,consistent

with these m em branesfalling within the three phase re-

gion in Figure1.

At22�C,we �nd 2D m em brane viscositiesforthe L o

phase of10�8 � �00(Ns=m ) � 5 � 10�7 . Surface shear

rheom etry �nds m onolayer viscosities on the order of

10�8 to10�6 (Ns/m )onlyin liquid condensed phases[19],

which isconsistentwith tightpacking oflipidsin bilayer

Lo phases.In contrast,the2D m em braneviscosity ofthe

L� phase islow,and resultsin D� r�1 . In m onolayers,

the sam eD� r�1 dependence isfound forsolid dom ains

di�using acrossa liquid background [11].

In the m em brane literature,a 3D m em brane viscos-

ity,�3D ,isde�ned as�3D ’ �00=h,whereh isthebilayer

thickness.Assum ingh = 3:3nm ,we�nd 3� �3D (Pas)�

150,on the order of [16,20]or greater than [21]pub-

lished values for m odelm em branes. However, the re-

lation between �3D and �00 is not exact,because lipids

anchored to theinterfacedi�erfrom a thin hom ogeneous

layer. Indeed,the lipid headgroupsoften determ ine the

m em brane viscosity [7]. Thisisnotalwaysappreciated,

and m ay be a source ofam biguity in discussions ofthe

Sa�m an-Delbr�uck m odel[16].
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Figure 4 dem onstrates that dom ains di�use in m em -

branesofhigh viscosity via an activated process. Ifthe

2D m em brane viscosity (�00)were independentofT,we

would expect D 0(T)� T. Instead,we �nd a better �t

for log(D 0(T)) � � T�1 ,consistent with an activation

energy E a fordi�usion such thatD 0 � exp(� Ea=kB T).

The data in Figure 4 follow Arrhenius behavior even

though a gelphaseem ergesatlow tem peratureforsom e

m ixtures. Com position of the Lo phase varies only

slightlywith tem perature[10].Activation energiesforin-

dividuallipids[22,23,24]havebeen attributed totheen-

ergy required to hop into an availablefreevolum e[7,24].

Larger particles such as protein aggregates yield lower

apparentactivation energies[17]. Fig.4 lists activation

energiesfordom ainsdi�using in Lo 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)[22],as

wellasLo lipidsin phaseseparated DO PC/DPPC/Chol

m em branesatlow tem perature(� 80kJ/m ol)[25].

In sum m ary,we present a sim ple m ethod for quanti-

fying the m ovem entofdom ains in m em branes with co-

existing liquid phases. W e �nd thatdom ainsdi�use via

Brownian m otion,and thatdi�usion ratesare described

by di�erent m odels under di�erent experim entalcondi-

tions. At high tem peratures and in m em branes with a

continuous L� phase,m em brane viscosity is low,di�u-

sion constantsare independentofm em brane properties,

and dom ainsdi�usewith aradialdependenceofD � 1=r.

In m em braneswith a higherviscosity continuousphase,

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-Delbr�uck m odelwith D � log(1=r). For these

m em branes,wedeterm ine2D viscositiesand reportacti-

vation energiesfordom ain di�usion.
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