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M olecular m otors do not work in isolation in-vivo. W e highlight som e of the coordinations, coop—
erations and com petitions that determm ine the collective properties ofm olecularm otors in eukaryotic
cells. In the context of tra c-like m ovem ent ofm otors on a track, we em phasize the in portance of
single-m otor biochem ical cycle and enzym atic activity on their collective spatio-tem poral organi-
sation. O ur m odelling strategy is based on a synthesis-the sam e m odel describes the single-m otor
m echano—chem istry at su ciently low densities whereas at higher densities it accounts for the col-
lkctive ow properties and the density pro les of the m otors. W e consider two speci c exam ples,
nam ely, tra c of single-headed kinesin m otors K IF 1A on a m icrotubule track and ribosom e tra ¢

on amessenger RNA track.

PACS num bers:
I. INTRODUCTION

M olecular m otors 'E.', :_2] perform crucial functions at
aln ost every stage in the life of a cell. The m otor-
dependent activities begin wih DNA replication B]
which is essential before cell division. A m otor called
DNA helicase ifi, -5 ] unzips the doubl-stranded DNA
so that another m otor, called DNA polym erase [é ] can
synthesize two copies of the DNA using the two single
strands as tem plates. P rotein synthesis [j], one of the
crucial activities w ithin a cell, is acoom plished by som e
other m otors at di erent stages of operation, the m ost
notable am ong these are RNA polym erase H and ribo—
som es E] Nom ally, the proteins are synthes:tzed near
the cell center and need to be transported to appropri-
ate locations som e of which are far from the cell center.
Besides, som e cargoes are also transported from the cell
periphery to the cell center. M ost of these transporta-—
tions of cargoes (offen In appropriately packaged fomm )
In the cytoplasn are carried out by yet another set of
m olecularm otorswhich are collectively referred to as cy—
toskeletalm otors E_Q].

The m olecular m otors at the cellular and subcellilar
Jevels can be grouped together is severaldi erent ways.
O ne possbl way of grouping these is based on the na—
ture of the tracks on which the m otors m ove-one group
moves on lam entary proteins w hereas the other m oves
on nuckic acid strands. Am ong the cytoskeletalm otors,
which wak on lam entary proteins, kinesin and dynein
move on m icrotubules M T) whereas m yosins m ove on
actin lam ents. Som em otors are processive, ie., capable
oflongwalk w ithout getting detached from thetrack.K i-
nesins and dyneins are not only processive but can carry

Section W B' is based on originalwork 59 1671 carried out in col-
laboration w:rh K . Nishinari, Y_. Okada, A. Schadschneider, _P
G reulich and A . G arai. Section VI is based on originalwork {_7{2
done in collaboration w ith A .Basu.

m olecular cargo; therefore, these are fuinctionally sin ilar
to \porters".

M olecular m otors do not work In isolation in-vivo.
W ide range of biophysical phenom ena observed at sub—
cellnlar and cellilar levels are m anifestations of di erent
types of collective processes, nvolving m olecularm otors,
at severaldi erent levels of biological organisation [10-]
T he nature of the collective e ect depends on the siu-
ation; it can be the coordination of di erent parts of a
single m otor or, on a larger scale, it can be a cooperation
or com petition between two di erent m otors. These col-
Jkctive e ects can m anifest as spontaneous oscillations,
dynam ic instabilities, hysteresis, dynam ical phase tran—
sitions {11, 14] and motor tra ¢ m [{3]. In this paper,
we rst give exam ples of di erent types of coordination,
cooperation and com petition in m olecular m otor trans-
port. Then, we focus on our works on m olecular m otor
tra c on two di erent types of tracks, namely, on M T
and on messenger RNA M RNA).

II. COORDINATION THROUGH ELASTIC
COUPLING

In this section we consider coordination of elastically
coupled m otordom ainsofa given m otoraswellasthat of
m otors which are elastically coupled to a comm on back-
bone. T he structures and m echanian sofsingle cytoskele—
talm otorshavebeen discussed in thisproceedingsby R ay

{i4], and by M allk and G ross {15] while those of helicase
m otors have been reviewed by Tutef and Tuteh [L6].

A . Coordination ofdi erent heads of oligom eric
m otors

M ost of the known comm on m olcular m otor proteins
are din eric or, in general, oligom eric {[7]. Tt is generally
believed that coordination of the ATPase activities of
di erent m otor dom ains is essential for the processivity
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ofa given m otor. Them echanisn ofthiscoordination has
been investiagted extensively over the last decade using
m any di erent techniques.

Tt is now quite well established that the conventional
double-headed kinesins follow a hand-over-hand m echa—
nisn (exactly sin ilarto the steppingsused by hum ans for
walking) [_l-g', :_ffi, :_Z-Q, :_2-]_:, :_225, :_2?%] Sim ilar hand-over-hand
m echanisn is also believed to govem the m ovem ent of
m yosin-V , an unconventional processive m yosin 1_2-4, 2-5‘]
H ow ever, the corresponding m echanisn for din eric cyto—
plaam ic dynein ismuch m ore com plex because the archi-
tecture of its m otor dom ain is very di erent from those
ofkinesin and myosinv R6,27].

M aprity ofthem olecularm otors that m ove on nucleic
acid tracks ODNA orRNA ) are also oligom eric. Forexam —
pl, most DNA helicases are either din eric or hexam eric
i_d]. Both \inchwom " and \hand-over-hand" (also called
\rolling") m echanism s for the coordination of the m otor
dom ains of din eric D NA helicases have been considered
f_2-§']. T he corresponding m echanism for hexam eric DN A
helicases rem ains unclear; at least three di erent plausi-
ble scenarios have been suggested. The ATPase activiy
of the m otor dom ains in hexam eric DNA helicases can
nun (1) In parallel, or (i) in ordered sequential, or (iii) in
random —sequentialm anner I29

B . Collective dynam ics of cytoskeletalm otors
bound to a com m on elastic backbone

Consider a group of Jdenthalm otorsbound to an elas—
tic backbone as shown in g;L It has been shown B(]
that, even ifeach lndiridualm otor isnon-processive, such
a system of elastically coupled m otors can m ove collec—
tively on a lam entary track in a processive m anner In
one direction for a period of time and, then, sponta—
neously reverse itsdirection ofm otion. Such spontaneous
oscillations can account for the dynam ics of axonem es,
which are core constiuents of eucaryotic cilia, as well
as oscﬂJatory m otions of ight muscles of m any insects

i3, 311.

III. TW O SUPERFAM ILIES OF PORTERS:
LOAD SHARING VERSUSTUG-OF-WAR

K nesins and dyneins are both processive (ie.,
\porters"), but m ove in opposite directions along M T
tracks. O ften severalm em bers of the sam e superfam —
ily together carry a single cargo. On the other hand,
if m embers of both the superfam ilies are adsorbed si-
m ulaneously on the sam e cargo, they com pete against
each other trying to pullthe cargo in opposite directions.
Recent progress in theoretical m odelling of these phe—
nom ena have been summ arized In this proceedings by
Lipow sky et al.34]

FIG .1: Schem atic description of the m odel of elastically cou-—
pled cytoskeletalm otors [B0J; the horizontal curve represents
the elastic backbone.

A . Unidirectional transport: load-sharing by
m em bers of one superfam ily

Two types of in—vitro m otility assays have been used
for studying cytoskeletalm olecular m otors. In particu—
lar, In the bead assay the lam entary tracksare xed to
a substrate and m otors are attached to a m icron-sized
bead (usually m ade of glass or plastic). The m ovem ent
of the bead in the presence of ATP is m onitored using
appropriate optical m icropscopic m ethods. In such sit—
uations, each bead is likely to be covered by N m otors
where, In general, N > 1. M ore than one m otor is also
used for transportation of large organelles in—vivo. T his
phenom enon of unidirectional cooperative cargo trans—
port by m ore than one m otor of the sam e superfam ily
hasbeen studied theoretically t_gﬁ] T he average walking
distance increase w ith increasing N . In the face of oppo—
sition by extemal load force, the force is shared by the
N m otors.

C ooperative pulling of lipid bilayer m em branes by ki-
nesin m otors can generate m em brane tubes I_B-Z_L‘, 55, E-Q‘]
Such m Inin al system s are adequate to gain insight into
the role of m otorm ediated interaction between the cy—
toskeleton and organelles in the form ation ofendoplasn ic
reticulum and G olgim em brane netw orks.

In case of transport by cytoplaan ic dynein m otors, if
m ore than onem otorw ork together then collectively they
can in prove the perfom ance as porter atthough individ-
uvally, while working in isolation, they offen pause and
experience slippage in presence of load force _B]']

B . Bidirectional transport: tug-ofwar between two
superfam iles

In the preceeding section we havem entioned how the a
single assem bly ofelastically coupled m otors can soonta—



[ — <

( 0
[ — <=
 — <

( 0

FIG . 2: Schem atic description of the three possibl m echa-
nisn s of bidirectional tra c. The three gures from top to
bottom corresoond to the three m echanian s (i), (i) and (i)
explained in the text. T he open circle and the rectangularbox
represent, respectively, a m icron-size bead and a regulator of
bidirectional transport.

neously reverse its direction ofm otion on the sam e track.
Tt is also well known that som e m otors reverse the di-
rection of m otion by switching over from one track to
another which are oriented In antiparallel fashion. In
contrast to these types of reversal of direction of m o-
tion, we consider in this section those reversalsw here the
cargo uses a \tug-ofwar" between kinesins and dyneins
to execute bidirectionalm otion on the same M T track
BS :39] Several possble fiunctional advantages ofbidi-
rectional transport have been conctured B8 39]

W de varieties of bidirectional cargoes have already
been identi ed so far; these Include organelles (for exam —
ple, m itochondria) aswellas secretaory vesicles and even
viruses. Ifm otion In one direction dom inates overw helm —
Ingly over the other, i becom es extrem ely di cul to
dentify the m ovem ent unam biguously as \bidirectional”
because of the lim itations of the spatial and tem poral
resolutions of the existing techniques of In aging.

The main challenge in this context is to understand
the m echanisn s of this bidirectional transport and those
w hich controlthe duration ofunidirectionalm ovem ent in
between two successive reversals. T his Insight will also
be utilized for therapeutic strategies. For exam ple, the
m otor or the m otorcargo link m ay be targeted block-
Ing the virus that hipcks the m otor transport system to
travel tow ards the nucleus. On the other hand, a virus
executing bidirectional m ovem ents can be tumed away
from the outskirts of the nucleus by tilting the balance
In favour of the kinesins.

At least three possble mechanisn s of bidirectional
transport have been postulated (see gif;') . () One pos—
sibility is that etther only + end directed m otors or only
—end directed m otors are attached to the cargo at any
given instant of tin e. R eversal of the direction ofm ove—

m ent of the cargo is observed when the attached m o—
tors are replaced by m otors of opposite polarity. (i) The
second possble m echanisn is the closest to the real life
\tug-ofw ar"; the com petion between the m otors of op—
posite polarity, which are sin ultaneously attached to the
sam e cargo and tend to walk on the sam e lam ent gener—
ates a net displacem ent in a direction that is decided by
the stronger side. (iil) T he third m echanisn isbased on
the concept of regqulation; although m otors of opposie
polarity are sin ultaneously attached to the cargo, only
one type ofm otors are activated at a tin e forwalking on
the track. In this m echanisn , the reversal of the cargo
m ovem ent is caused by the requlator when it disengages
one type ofm otor and engagesm otors ofthe opposite po-
larity. For experin entalists, it is a challenge not only to
dentify the requlator, if such a regulator exists, but also
to identify the m echanian used by the regulator to act
as a sw itch for causing the reversal of cargo m ovem ent.
D ynactin has been identi ed as a possible candidate for
the role of such a regulator [_5(_5,:_5]_:]

v . TRANSFER FROM MT NETW ORKS TO
ACTIN NETW ORKS:PARK-AND-RIDE
TRANSPORT SYSTEM

The networks ofM T s and actin lam ents are not dis—
connected. T he cytoskeleton isM T —rich nearthe cellcen—
terwhereasdense actin lam ents dom inate the cytoskele—
ton near the cellperiphery. In recent years functional co—
operation between the M T -based and actin-based trans-
port system s have been discovered Elz_i, :fl§', :flé_i]

Severalorganisn s are known to have an intrinsic abik
ity to manipulate their skin colour. For example, In

sh and frog this change of skin colour is caused by
the appropriate m ovem ent ofpigm ent-containing vesicles
called m elanosom e w ithin a special type of cells called
m elanophore. W hen stin ulated, m elanosom es disperse
throughout the cell causing darkening ofthe skin colour.
A second stim ulus can reverse the process by aggrega—
tion ofthem elanosom es near the cell center. D uring dis—
persion m elanosom es are transported, som e part of their
way tow ards the cell periphery, by kinesin m otors. T hen,
m elanosom es sw itch from the M T based kinesin m otors
to actin-based myosin m otor (unconventional m yosin—
V which is a processive m otor) for further distribution
around the cell periphery. D uring the reverse process,
the m elanosom es begin their pumey on the actin-based
transportation network and, som ew here along the way,
sw itch overto theM T “based netw ork for continuing their
onw ard pumey tow ardsthe cellcenter. T his sw itching of
the transport system is sin ilar to park-and-ride system —
one drives a car from the suburban areas to the near-
est station of the urban high-speed m ass transit system
(railw ays or m etro trains) for reaching the central part
ofa ciy {fl-§]

C ooperation ofM T -based and actin-based transporta—
tion networks also play crucial roles In neuronal trans—



port. Actin lam ents help in the transport of the cargo
to bridge the gapsbetween M T lam ents t42] The link-
ers ofthe tw o netw orks and them echanisn s of requlation
and control of the proper sw itchover of cargo from one
system to the other have received som e attention In the
last o years |4, e, 411.

V. COLLECTIVE TRANSPORT BY KINESIN S:
M OLECULAR MOTOR TRAFFIC JAM

M ost of the m ultim otor phenom ena we have consid—
ered In the preceeding section are restricted to su ciently
low densities w here direct interaction of the cargoes did
not occur. A s the cargoes are always m uch bigger than
the m otors (n-vitro as well as in-vivo), direct steric in—
teractions ofthe cargoesbecom e signi cant when several
cargoes are carried by su ciently dense population of
m otors along the sam e track. Such situations are rem i-
niscent ofvehiculartra cwherem utualhindrance ofthe
vehiclescause tra ¢ Bm at su ciently high densities. Tn
analogy w ith vehiculartra ¢, we shallrefer to the collec—
tive m ovem ent of m olecular m otors along a lam entary
track as \m olecular m otor tra c"; we shall explore the
possbility ofm olecularm otortra ¢ pm and itspossble
functional in plications.

A . TASEP-likem inim alm odels ofm olecular m otor
tra c

M ost of the m inim al theoreticalm odels of interacting
m olecular m otors {48, 49, 50, 51, '54] utilize the sin ilari-
tiesbetween m olecularm otortra conM T and vehicular
tra c on highways [5_-3_'1 both of which can be m odelled
by appropriate extensions of driven di usive lattice gases
(1_5-4, ',‘_';ﬁ] In such m odels the m otor is represented by a
\selfpropelled" particlke and its dynam ics is form ulated
as an appropriate extension of the totally asymm etric
sin ple exclusion process (TASEP) which is one of the
sin plest m odels of interacting driven particles. M any as—
pectsTASEP and its extentionsasw ellas generalizations
have been discussed in detail in the articles by Stinch-
com be [_5-§], K olom eisky [_5]‘] and Bam a f@‘] in this pro-
ceedings. T he novel feature ofthesem odels, w hich distin—
guish these from TASEP are the Langm uir-lke kinetics
of adsorption and desorption of the m otors.

Let us considerthem odelsuggested by Pam eggianiet
aL[49] In thism odel (see g.3|) the selfpropelled particle
can hope from one lattice site to the next inm ediately in
front of it, provided the target site isem pty, w ith hopping
probability g per uni tim e. M oreover, a particle gets at—
tached to an em pty site w ith probability A peruni time
tin e, whereas a particlke attached to a site can get de—
tached w ith probability D per uni tim e. Furthem ore,
the attachm ent probability at the entrance and the de-
tachm ent probability at the exit are denoted by and ,
regpectively, per unit tin e. In spite of the extrem e sim —
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FIG . 3: Schem atic description of the m odel of cytoskeletal
m otor tra c developed by Pam eggianiet aL[49]
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FIG . 4: Biochem ical cycle in the absence and presence of the
track. The sym bols above (or below ) the arrow s are the rate
constants for to the chem ical reactions represented by the
corresponding arrow s.

plicity of thism odel, it predicted a novel pmm ed phase
on the phase diagram . T he progressm ade so far has
been reviewed in this proceedingsby Lipow sky et al. {_32::]

B. KIF1A tra c: e ectsofbiochem icalcycle

In reality, a m olecularm otor is an enzym e that hydrol-
yses ATP . In the presence of the track, usually the AT —
P ase activity ofthe m otor Increases by one or tw o orders
ofm agnitude; m oreover, them echanicalm ovem ent ofthe
m otor is coupled to itsbiochem icalcyclk that includes its
enzym atic activiy (see g;ﬁl:) . M odels developed for de—
scribing the m echanian s of operation ofa singlem otor of
a speci ¢ type incorporate not only them echanical states
ofthem otorbut also its chem icalstates in each biochem —
icalcycle. O n the other hand, the m odels of Interacting
motors In tra ¢, which we m entioned in the preceeding
subsection, do not explicitly take into account the dis-
tinct chem icalstates ofeach m otorduring itsbiochem ical
cycle. T herefore, one com m on them e of our recent works
on m olecularm otors hasbeen to achieve a synthesis-we
Incorporate the essential steps of the biochem ical cycle,



in addition to the m utual Interactions of the m otors, to
develope m odels for their collective tra c-like dynam ics.
In the low density lin i, them odeldescribes single-m otor
dynam ics while the sam e m odel at higher densities pre—
dicts the collective spatio-tem poral organization of the
m otors.

In a recent paper [_5(:5] we considered speci cally the
single-headed kinesin m otor, K IF 1A [6-d, :6-]:, :6-2 ;
movem ent of a single K IF1A m otor had a]ready been
modelled with a Brownian ratchet m edlamsn [63 .64]
In contrast to the earlier m odels I48 .49 -5d .5]1, .52]
ofm olecular m otor tra ¢, which take into account only
the m utual interactions of the m otors, our m odel (from
now referred to as the NO SC m odel) explicitly incorpo—
rates also the B row nian ratchet m echanian of indiridual
K IF1A motors, ncluding its biochem ical cycle that in-
volres ATP hydrolysis.

T he biochem ical cycle of a single-headed kinesin m o—
tor K IF 1A can be described by the four states shown in
Fig.6 [60,164]: bare kinesin (K ), kinesin bound w ith AT P
K ATP), kinesin bound w ith the products ofhydrolysis,
ie., adenosine diphosphate and phosphate ® ADP P),
and, nally, kinesin bound wih ADP K ADP) after re—
Jeasing phosphate.

Through a series of n—vitro experim ents, O kada, H i-
rokaw a and co-w orkers established that
(i) each K IF'1A motor, while weakly bound toaM T, re—
m ains tethered to the M T lam ent by the electrostatic
attraction between the positively charged K —loop of the
m otor and the negatively charged E -hook oftheM T 1-
am ent.

(i) In the weakly bound state, a K IF1A cannot wan-—
der far away from the M T, but can execute (essentially
one-dim ensional) di usive m otion parallelto theM T I
am ent. H ow ever, In the strongly bound state, the K IF 1A

m otor rem ains strongly bound to a m otorbinding site on
theMT.

(i) A transition from the strongly bound state to the
weakly bound state is caused by the hydrolysis of the
bound ATP m olcul. A fter releasing all the products of
hydrolysis (ie., ADP and phosphate), the m otor again
binds strongly w ith the nearest binding site on theM T .

In the NOSC model a single proto lament of M T is
m odelled by a one-din ensional lattice of I sites each of
w hich correspondsto oneK IF 1A -binding siteon theM T ;
the Jattice spacing isequivalent to 8 nm which is the sep—
aration between the successive binding sites on a M T
M]. Each kinesin is represented by a particle w ith two
possble intemal states, labelled by the indices 1 and 2,
In which i binds strongly and weakly, respectively, to
the M T track. Attachment of a motor to the M T oc—
curs stochastically whenever a binding site on the latter
is em pty. Such a two-state approxim ation to the full se—
quence of biochem ical states (conform ations) has been
successfully exploited also for conventional two-headed
kinesin and unconventionalm yosin-V both of which are
known to be processive {_6-5, :_6-6]

For the dynam ical evolution of the system , one of the

K.ADP.P
K.ATP
ATP K K.ADP =

FIG .5: The biochem ical cycle of a sihgle-headed kinesin m o—
torK IF1A .

L sites is picked up random } and updated according to
the rules given be']ow together w ith the corresponding
probabilities CFjg.-_é):

Attachment: 0! 1 wih !,dt @)
Detachment : 1! 0 with !4dt )
Hydrolysis: 1! 2 with !ydt 3)

2! 1 wih !gdt
20! 01 wih !fdt
20! 02 with !pdt

B rownian m otion : 021 20 with !pdt )

R atchet :

T he physical processes captured by the rate constants
we and wg can be understood as follow s by analyzing
the B row nian ratchet m echanisn illustrated in g:_é For
the sake of sim plicity, et us in agine that the potential
seen by them otorperiodically oscillatesbetw een the saw —
tooth shape and the at shape shown In g.'§. W hen the
saw tooth form rem ains \on" for som e tim e, the particle
settles at thebottom ofa well. T hen, when the potential
is sw itched \o ", the probability distribbution ofthe posi-
tion ofthe partick is given by a delta function which, be-
cause of free di usion in the absence of any foroe, begins
to spread. A fter som e tin e the G aussian pro ke spreads
to such an extent that it has som e overlap also w ith the
well in front, in addition to the overlp i has w ith the
originalwell. At that stage, when the saw tooth potentil
isagain sw itched on, there is a non-vanishing probability
that the particle will nd iself n the well in front; this
probability is proportionalto the area ofthat part ofthe
G aussian pro e which overlapsw ith the potentialwell in
front and is accounted for in ourm odelby the param eter
we . There isalso signi cant probability that the particlke
will 811 back into the originhal well; this is captured in
ourm odelby the param eter wg.

Let us denote the probabilities of nding a KIF1A
m olecule In the states 1 and 2 at the lattice siteiat time
t by the symbols r; and hji, respectively. In m ean— eld
approxin ation the m aster equations for the dynam ics of
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FIG . 6: Scheam atic description of the B row nian-ratchet.
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FIG . 7: A schem atic representation of the NO SC m odel of
K IF 1A tra c. The integer i denotes the discrete equispaced
binding sites for kinesin m otors on the M T track. The sym —
bols 1 and 2 within circles at a given site i represent the
\chem ical" (confom ational) states of a kinesin at the sam e
spatial location.

m otors In the bulk ofthe system are given by [59']

= 'a@ = hy) !w;m lam+ lshy
dt
+le¢h; 1@ 1 hi); ®)
e 'shi+ 'hm !'ehsi(@ ze1 hiva)
dt
'phi @ 1w1 hu1 11 hig)
+lphy 1+ hi1)@ ©n hy): )

T he corresponding equations for the boundaries, which
depend on the rate constants of entry and exit at the
two ends oJ_‘:'the M T, are sin ilar and w ill be presented
elsew here [67].

The single K IF 1A properties are reproduced by this
m odel Q_S-E_l'] In the appropriate low-density lim . For
exam ple, v, the mean speed of the kinesins, is about
02 nm /m s if the supply of ATP is su cient, and that
v decreases w ith the lowering of ATP concentration fol-
low Ing a M ichaelisM enten type relation.

A ssum Ing periodic boundary conditions, the'so]utjons
(rishi) = (rh) of the m ean— eld equations (-Z:) in the
steady-state are found to be

( 1)K P
r = h s s ; (8)
2K 1+ K)
P —
+ + + 1)K D
h = h s (s ) (9)
2K
where K = 'd='al h = !h=!f, s = !s=!f,and
D=4 K(A+K)+ (n+ o+ (s DLK): @10

The probabilty of nding an em pty binding site on a
M T isK r asthe stationary solution satis esthe equatJ;on
r+ h+ K r= 1. The corresponding ux is given by @]']

J = W !¢
'alnle
Te(la+ ')+ 1als+ )+ gt
'@+ K)

= : (11)
A+ K)IMA+K)+ ( s+ n)t+ K]

W e have also com puted the average density pro l of
the motors along a M T track w ith open boundary con—
ditions. For a given !, the density ofm otors in state 2
away from the edges ofthe M T exceeds that ofthose In
state 1 as !y Increasesbeyond a certain value.
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FIG .8: The stationary density pro lesfor !y, = 01 (left) and
'y = 02 (dght) in the case !, = 0:001. The blue and red
Iines correspond to the densities of state 1 and 2, respectively.
T he dashed lines are the m ean- eld predictions for periodic
system s w ith the sam e param eters.

In contrast to the phase diagram s in the “plane re—
ported by earlier investigators {48, 49,511, we have drawn
the phase diagram ofourmodelin the !, !y plneby
carrying out extensive com puter sim ulations for realis—
tic param eter values of the m odel w ith open boundary
conditions [_525, :_6-j] T he phase diagram show s the strong
In uence of hydrolysis on the spatial distrdbution of the
m otorsalongtheM T .Forvery Iow !y no kinesinscan ex—
ist In state 2; the kinesins, allofwhich are In state 1, are
distributed rather hom ogeneously over the entire system .
However, mm obile put uctuating) shock isobserved n
the densiti pro lesofkinesins if !y is nite.
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FIG. 9: Schem atic description of the tra ¢ of rbosom es
where each rbosom e hasbeen treated as an \extended" par-
ticle (Y= 2 In this gure.

VI. RIBOSOME TRAFFIC AND PROTEIN
SYNTHESIS

Transhtion, the process of synthesis of proteins [_6-§]
by decoding genetic nform ation stored in the mRNA,
is carried out by ribosom es. Understanding the physi-
cal principles underlying the m echanian of operation of
this com plex m acrom olecular m achine [_6-§] w ill not only
provide insight into the requlation and controlofprotein
synthesis, but m ay also nd therapeutic appJJcatJons as
ribbosom e is the target ofm any antibiotics ﬂ70

M ost often m any rlbosom es m ove sin ultaneously on
the sam em RN A strand w hilke each synthesises a protein.
In all the earlier m odels of collective tra c-lke m ove-
m ents of rlbbosom es [_71:, .'jg‘, '|_7-§‘, ,'_74, :_7-§‘, '|_7-§‘, :_7-2:], the entire
ribosom e ism odelled as a single \selfpropelled particke"
ignoring itsm olecular com position and architecture. T he
typicalsize ofan individualribosom e ism uch larger than
that ofa single codon (ie., a triplet ofnuckotides). T his
feature of the ribbosom e is captured in m ost of the recent
theoreticalm odelsby postulating that the size ofthe self-
propelled particle is (Y > 1) where the uni of length is
set by the size ofa codon. M oreover, in these m odels the
Interribosom e Interactions are captured through hard-
core m utual exclision and the dynam ics of the system is
form ulated In tem s of rules that are essentially straight—
forw ard extensions of the TASEP @i] T he qualitative
features of the ow properties and spatio-tem poral or-
ganisation in these m odels are very sin ilar to those of
TASEP which corresponds to the speciallim it ‘= 1.

In reality, a ribosom ehasa com plex architecture. Each
ribosom e consists of two subunits and has four binding
sites. O f these, three sites (called E, P, A), which are
located in the larger subunit, bind to tRNA, while the
fourth binding site, which is lIocated on the an aller sub—
unit, binds to the mRNA strand. The translocation of
the sm aller subunit ofeach rbbosom eon them RNA track
is coupled to the biochem icalprocesses (see g,'_f(_):) occur—
ing in the larger subunit.

Let us begin the biochem icalcycle w ith state 1 where
atRNA isbound to the site P ofthe rbbosom e. A tRNA -
EF-Tu com plex now bindsto site A and the system m akes
transition from the state 1 to the state 2. A s Iong as the
EF-Tu isattached to the tRN A , codon-antiodon binding

tRNA-Ef Tu Comple>

Ribosome
Biochemical
Cycle

(Clockwise)

Phosphate

FIG .10: A sinpli ed biochem ical cycle of s ribosom e.

can take place, but the peptide bond form ation is pre-
vented. The EF-Tu hasa GTP part which is hydrolized
to GDP, driving the transition from state 2 to 3. Fol-
low Ing this, a phosphate group leaves, resulting in the
Interm ediate state 4. This hydrolysis, nally, releases
the EF-Tu, and the peptide form ation is now possible.
A fter this step, EF G, In the GTP bound form , com es
In contact wih the rbbosome. This causes the tRNA s
to shift from site P to E and from site A to P, site A

being occupied by the EF -G, resulting in the state 5.
Hydrolysisofthe GTP to GDP then relases the EF-G

followed by conform atinal changes that are responsble
for pulling the m RNA -binding am aller subunit by one
step orward. Finally, the tRNA on site A is released,
resulting In com pletion of one biochem ical cycle; in the
process the rbbosom e m oves forward by one codon B].

Very recently we [_7§‘] have developed a quantitative
m odel that not only incorporates the hard-core m utual
exclision of the interacting ribosom es, but also cap-—
tures explicitly the essential steps in the biochem icalcy—
cle of each rbosom e, ncluding GTP (guanine triphos—
phate) hydrolysis, and couples it to itsm echanicalm ove-
m ent during protem synthesis. The m odelling strategy
adopted in ref. [78 for Incorporating the biochem ical cy—
cle of rbosom es is sim ilar to that followed in our earlier
work [59] on single-headed kinesin m otors K IF 1A . How —
ever, the in plem entation ofthe strategy ism ore di cult
in case of rbbosom e tra ¢ not only because of the higher
com plexiy of com position, architecture and m echano—
chem ical processes of the rbosom alm achinery but also
because ofthe heterogeneity ofthem RN A track [_7?] The
details of our work on ribosom e tra chasbeen reported
elsew here [78].



VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In this paper we have presented exam ples of collective
behaviours ofm olecularm otors that em erge from the co—
ordinations, cooperations and com petitions at di erent
levels In the sub-cellilar world. In our original works
so far we have synthesized the single-m otor m echano—
chem istry and m ultim otor Interactions to develope the-
oreticalm odels that m ake experin entally testable quan—
titative predictions. In particular, we have developed
models of KIF1A tra con a M T track and rbosom e

tra con amRNA track.

A cknow ledgem ents: It is my great pleasure to ac—
know ledge enpyable collaborations w ith A akash Basu,
A shoke G arai, Philp G reulich, K atsuhiro N ishinard, Ya-
sushi Okada and Andreas Schadschneider. I thank
Aakash Basu for a critical reading of the m anuscript.
I also thank Otger Campas, Emwin Frey, Frank
Julicher, Stefan K lum pp, Anatoly K olom eisky, R einhard
Lipow sky, Gautam M enon and A lex M ogiher for useful
discussions over the last few years on various aspects of
m olecularm otors.

[L1M .Schlwa (ed.),M okcular M otors, W iley-VCH ,b 2002).
R1D.D.Hackney and F. Tam anoi (eds.), The Enzym es,
volX X ITT: energy coupling and m olecular m otors, € lse—
vier 2004).
B]1 B.A berts, A . Johnson, J. Lewis, M . Ra , K .Roberts
and P .W alerM olcular B iology of the C ell, (4th edition)
(G arland Science, a m em ber of the Taylor and Francis
G roup, 2002).
BIM K .kvin and S S. patel, in ref.fi].
B]TM . Lohmann, K. Thom and RD . Val, Cell 93, 9
(1998).
bl PJ. Rothwell and G . W aksman, in: Adv. in P rotein
Chem ., vol. 71: F ibrous P roteins, eds. JM . Squire and
D A D .Parry € Isevier, 2005).
[71 J.Gelles and R . Landick, Cell 93, 13 (1998).
B] V .Ram akrishnan, Cell 108, 557 (2002).
P] J. Howard, M echanics of m otor proteins and the cy-
toskeleton, (Sinauer A ssociates, Sunderland, 2001) .
0] K C.Vemeulen, G .JM . Stienen and C F . Schm idt, J.
M uscle res. and cellm otility, 23, 71 (2002).
11 K . Kruse and F. Julicher, Curr. Op.Cell Biol 17, 20
(2005).
2] A .Vilfan and E.Frey, J. Phys. Cond.matt. 17, S3901
(2005).
31 D . Chowdhury, A . Schsdschneider and K . N ishinari,
Phys.ofLife Rev.2, 318 (2005).
[14] K .Ray, In this proceedings.
5] R .M allk and S P.G ross, in this proceedings.
[l6] N .Tutep and R . TuteR, T his proceedings.
171G .Mel A DiVenere, N.Rosato and A . FinazziA gro,
FEBS pumal, 272, 16 (2005).
[18] R D .Valeand R J.F ltterick, Annu.Rev.CellD ev.Biol
13, 745 (1997). y
[19] D .D .Hackney, in ref.@l.
R0l A .Yidiz and PR . Selvin, Trends in CellBiol. 15, 112
(1005).
R1I1R.A . Cross, Trends in Biochem ical Sciences, 29, 301
(2004).
R2] N J.Carterand R A .Cross, Nature, 435, 308 (2005).
R3IN.J.Carterand R .A .Cross, Curr.Op.in CellBiol. 18,
1 (2006).
R4]R.S.Rock, T J.Purcelland JA . Spudich, in:}]
R5] J.R .Sellersand C .Veigel, Curr.Op.In CellBiol. 18,1
(2006) .
R6]1 K .0 wa and H . Sakakibara, Curr.op.CellBiol. 17, 98
(2005).
R71 R .M allik and SP.G ross, Curr.Biol 14, R 971 (2004).

8] T M . Lohmann, J. Hsieh, N K .M aluf, W . Cheng, A L.
Lucius, C J. Fjsche‘r, K M .Brendza, S.Korolev and G .
W akam an, in ref. @].

R91JLC.Liao, Y. J.Jeong, D.E.Kin, S. S. pateland G .
O ster, J.M ol. Biol. 350 452 (2005).

B0l M .Badoual, F . Julicher and J. P rost, P roc. natl. A cad.
Sci. 99, 6696 (2002).

B1] A .Hil nger, Ph D . thesis, D resden (2005).

B2] R .Lipowsky et al., T his proceedings.

B3] S.Klumpp and R .Lipow sky,Proc.Natl.Acad.Sci.USA,
102, 17284 (2005).

B4]1 A . Roux, G . cappello, J. Cartand, J. Prost, B. Goud
and P.Bassereau, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 99, 5394
(2002) .

B5]1G. Koster, M . VanDuih, B. Hofs and M . D ogterom ,
Proc.NatLAcad.Sci USA 100, 15583 (2003).

B6] C. Leduc, O. Campas, K B. Zeldovich, A. Roux, P.
Jolim aitre, L. BourelBonnet, B.Goud, JF . Joanny, P.
Bassereau and J.Prost, Proc.Natl.Acad.Sci.USA 101,
17096 (2004).

B71R .M allk,D .Petrov, SA . kex, SJ.Kinhgand S P.G ross,
15,2075 (2005).

B8]M A .W elte, Curr.Biol 14, R525 (2004).

B9] S.P.Gross, Phys.Biol.1,R1 (2004).

[A0] SP.G ross, Curr.Biol 13, R320 (2003).

A1]K R.Dell, J.CellBiol. 160, 291 (2003).

2] S.S.Brown, in: Annual Rev. CellDev. Biol.,, 15, 63
(1999).

A3]1B L.Goode,D G .Drubin and G .Bames, Curr.Op.Cell
Biol. 12, 63 (2000).

441V . Rodionov, J. Yi, A.Kashiha, A.Oladipo and SP.
G ross, Curr.Biol. 13, 1837 (2003).

@51 M .M anigk, Curr.Biol. 13, R 917 (2003).

6] E.Fuchsand Y .Yang, Cell 98, 547 (1999).

[A7] E .Fuchsand I.K arakesisoglou, G enes and D evelopm ent,
15,1 (2001).

B8] R . Lipowsky, S. Klumpp, and T. M . N ieuwenhuizen,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 108101 (2001); R . Lipowsky and
S. Klumpp, Physica A 352, 53 (2005) and references
therein.

[A9] A . Pam eggiani, T . Franosch, and E. Frey, Phys. Rev.
Lett.90, 086601 (2003);Phys.Rev.E 70,046101 (2004);.

BO] E .Frey, A .Pam eggianiand T .Franosch, G enom e Infor—
m atics, 15(1), 46 (2004).

B1l]M R .Evans,R .Juhasz, and L. Santen,Phys.Rev.E 68,
026117 (2003); R . Juhasz and L. Santen, J.Phys.A 37,
3933 (2004).



B2] V .Popkov, A .Rakos, RD .W illiam s, A B . K olom eisky,
and G M . Schutz, Phys.Rev.E 67, 066117 (2003).

B3] D .Chowdhury, L. Santen, and A . Schadschneider, P hys.
Rep.329,199 (2000).

B4] B.Schm ittmann and RPXK .Zia, n C.Domb and JL.
Lebow itz (eds.), Phase Transitions and C ritical P henom —
ena, Vol. 17 (A cadem ic P ress, 1995).

B5] G M .Schutz, nC .Domb and JL .Lebow itz (eds.), P hase
T ransitions and C ritical Phenom ena, Vol. 19 (A cadem ic
P ress, 2001).

B6] R . Stinchcom be, T his proceedings.

B7] E.Pronina and A B .K olom eisky, T his proceedings.

B8] M .Bam a, This proceedings.

B9] K. Nishinardi, Y. Okada, A . schadschneider and D .
Chowdhury, Phys.Rev.Lett. 95, 118101 (2005).

[60] Y .Okada and N . H irokawa, Science 283, 1152 (1999);
Proc.NatL Acad Sci. USA 97, 640 (2000).

611 Y . Okada, H . Higuchi, and N . H irokawa, N ature, 424,
574 (2003).

[62] R .N itta, M .K kkawa, Y . O kada, and N . H irokawa, Sci-
ence 305, 678 (2004).

[63] F . Julicher, A .A fari, and J.Prost, Rev.M od.Phys. 69,
1269 (1997).

[64] P.Reimn ann, Phys.Rep. 361, 57 (2002).

5] A .B .Kolom eisky and M .E .F isher, B iophys. J. 84, 1642
(2003).

6] A .B.Kolm eisky, E B . Stukalin and A A .Popov, Phys.
Rev.E 71,031902 (2005).

[67] P.G reulich, A .G arai, K .N ishinari, Y .0 kada, A . Schad-
schneider and D . Chow dhury, to be published.

B8] LD .Kapp and J.R .Lorsch, Annu.Rev.Biochem . 73,
657 (2004).

9] A S.Spirin, FEBS Lett.514, 2 (2002).

[70] T .Hem ann, Curr.Op. i str.biol. 15, 355 (2005).

[711C.T .M addonald and JH . G bbs, Biopolymers 7, 707
(1969).

[72]1 G . Lakatosand T .Chou, J.Phys.A 36, 2027 (2003).

[731LB.Shaw,R K P.Zia and K H.Lee, Phys.Rev.E 68,
021910 (2003).

[741 L B . Shaw, JP. Sethna and K H .Lee, Phys.Rev.E 70,
021901 (2004).

[751 L B.Shaw, A B.Kolmeisky and K H . Lee, J. Phys. A
37,2105 (2004).

[76] T .Chou, Biophys. J., 85, 755 (2003).

[771 T . Chou and G . Lakatos, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 198101

published.
[791Y .Kafri and D R. Nelson, J. Phys. Cond. M att. 17,
S3871 (2005).


http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0604075

