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M olecularm otorsdo notwork in isolation in-vivo.W ehighlightsom eofthecoordinations,coop-

erationsand com petitionsthatdeterm inethecollectivepropertiesofm olecularm otorsin eukaryotic

cells.In the contextoftra�c-like m ovem entofm otorson a track,we em phasize the im portance of

single-m otor bio-chem icalcycle and enzym atic activity on their collective spatio-tem poralorgani-

sation. O urm odelling strategy isbased on a synthesis-the sam e m odeldescribesthe single-m otor

m echano-chem istry at su�ciently low densitieswhereas athigherdensities itaccountsfor the col-

lective 
ow properties and the density pro�les ofthe m otors. W e consider two speci�c exam ples,

nam ely,tra�c ofsingle-headed kinesin m otorsK IF1A on a m icrotubule track and ribosom e tra�c

on a m essengerRNA track.

PACS num bers:

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M olecular m otors [1,2]perform crucialfunctions at

alm ost every stage in the life of a cell. The m otor-

dependent activities begin with DNA replication [3]

which is essentialbefore celldivision. A m otor called

DNA helicase [4, 5] unzips the double-stranded DNA

so that another m otor,called DNA polym erase [6]can

synthesize two copies ofthe DNA using the two single

strands as tem plates. Protein synthesis [3],one ofthe

crucialactivities within a cell,is accom plished by som e

other m otors at di�erent stages ofoperation,the m ost

notable am ong these are RNA polym erase [7]and ribo-

som es [8]. Norm ally,the proteins are synthesized near

the cellcenter and need to be transported to appropri-

ate locationssom e ofwhich are farfrom the cellcenter.

Besides,som e cargoesarealso transported from the cell

periphery to the cellcenter. M ost ofthese transporta-

tions ofcargoes(often in appropriately packaged form )

in the cytoplasm are carried out by yet another set of

m olecularm otorswhich arecollectively referred to ascy-

toskeletalm otors[9].

The m olecular m otors at the cellular and subcellular

levelscan be grouped togetherisseveraldi�erentways.

O ne possible way ofgrouping these is based on the na-

ture ofthe trackson which the m otorsm ove-one group

m oveson �lam entary proteinswhereasthe otherm oves

on nucleicacid strands.Am ong the cytoskeletalm otors,

which walk on �lam entary proteins,kinesin and dynein

m ove on m icrotubules (M T) whereas m yosins m ove on

actin �lam ents.Som em otorsareprocessive,i.e.,capable

oflongwalkwithoutgettingdetached from thetrack.K i-

nesinsand dyneinsarenotonly processivebutcan carry

�Section V B is based on originalwork [59,67]carried out in col-

laboration with K . N ishinari, Y . O kada, A . Schadschneider, P.

G reulich and A .G arai. Section V I is based on originalwork [78]

done in collaboration with A .Basu.

m olecularcargo;therefore,thesearefunctionally sim ilar

to \porters".

M olecular m otors do not work in isolation in-vivo.

W ide range ofbiophysicalphenom ena observed at sub-

cellularand cellularlevelsarem anifestationsofdi�erent

typesofcollectiveprocesses,involvingm olecularm otors,

atseveraldi�erentlevels ofbiologicalorganisation [10].

The nature ofthe collective e�ect depends on the situ-

ation;it can be the coordination ofdi�erent parts ofa

singlem otoror,on a largerscale,itcan bea cooperation

orcom petition between two di�erentm otors.These col-

lective e�ects can m anifest as spontaneous oscillations,

dynam ic instabilities,hysteresis,dynam icalphase tran-

sitions[11,12]and m otortra�cjam [13].In thispaper,

we �rstgiveexam plesofdi�erenttypesofcoordination,

cooperation and com petition in m olecular m otor trans-

port. Then,we focuson ourworkson m olecularm otor

tra�c on two di�erent types oftracks,nam ely,on M T

and on m essengerRNA (m RNA).

II. C O O R D IN A T IO N T H R O U G H ELA ST IC

C O U P LIN G

In this section we consider coordination ofelastically

coupled m otordom ainsofagiven m otoraswellasthatof

m otorswhich areelastically coupled to a com m on back-

bone.Thestructuresand m echanism sofsinglecytoskele-

talm otorshavebeen discussed in thisproceedingsbyRay

[14],and by M allik and G ross[15]whilethoseofhelicase

m otorshavebeen reviewed by Tuteja and Tuteja [16].

A . C oordination ofdi� erent heads ofoligom eric

m otors

M ostofthe known com m on m olecularm otorproteins

aredim ericor,in general,oligom eric[17].Itisgenerally

believed that coordination of the ATPase activities of

di�erentm otordom ains is essentialfor the processivity

http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0605053v1
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ofagiven m otor.Them echanism ofthiscoordinationhas

been investiagted extensively overthe lastdecade using

m any di�erenttechniques.

Itis now quite wellestablished thatthe conventional

double-headed kinesinsfollow a hand-over-hand m echa-

nism (exactlysim ilartothesteppingsused byhum ansfor

walking)[18,19,20,21,22,23].Sim ilarhand-over-hand

m echanism is also believed to govern the m ovem ent of

m yosin-V,an unconventionalprocessivem yosin [24,25].

However,thecorrespondingm echanism fordim ericcyto-

plasm icdynein ism uch m orecom plex becausethearchi-

tecture ofitsm otordom ain isvery di�erentfrom those

ofkinesin and m yosin-V [26,27].

M ajority ofthem olecularm otorsthatm oveon nucleic

acidtracks(DNA orRNA)arealsooligom eric.Forexam -

ple,m ostDNA helicasesareeitherdim ericorhexam eric

[4].Both \inchworm " and \hand-over-hand"(also called

\rolling")m echanism sforthe coordination ofthe m otor

dom ainsofdim eric DNA helicaseshavebeen considered

[28]. The corresponding m echanism forhexam eric DNA

helicasesrem ainsunclear;atleastthree di�erentplausi-

ble scenarioshave been suggested.The ATPaseactivity

ofthe m otor dom ains in hexam eric DNA helicases can

run (i)in parallel,or(ii)in ordered sequential,or(iii)in

random -sequentialm anner[29].

B . C ollective dynam ics ofcytoskeletalm otors

bound to a com m on elastic backbone

Considera group ofidenticalm otorsbound to an elas-

tic backbone as shown in �g.1. It has been shown [30]

that,even ifeachindividualm otorisnon-processive,such

a system ofelastically 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 tim e and, then, sponta-

neouslyreverseitsdirection ofm otion.Such spontaneous

oscillations can account for the dynam ics ofaxonem es,

which are core constituents ofeucaryotic cilia,as well

as oscillatory m otions of
ight m uscles ofm any insects

[11,31].

III. T W O SU P ER FA M ILIES O F P O R T ER S:

LO A D -SH A R IN G V ER SU S T U G -O F-W A R

K inesins and dyneins are both processive (i.e.,

\porters"),but m ove in opposite directions along M T

tracks. O ften severalm em bers ofthe sam e superfam -

ily together carry a single cargo. O n the other hand,

if m em bers of both the superfam ilies are adsorbed si-

m ultaneously on the sam e cargo,they com pete against

each othertrying to pullthecargoin oppositedirections.

Recent progress in theoreticalm odelling of these phe-

nom ena have been sum m arized in this proceedings by

Lipowsky etal.[32]

FIG .1:Schem aticdescription ofthem odelofelastically cou-

pled cytoskeletalm otors[30];the horizontalcurve represents

the elastic backbone.

A . U nidirectionaltransport: load-sharing by

m em bers ofone superfam ily

Two types ofin-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 ofglassorplastic). The m ovem ent

ofthe bead in the presence ofATP is m onitored using

appropriate opticalm 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 otorisalso

used fortransportation oflarge organellesin-vivo. This

phenom enon of unidirectionalcooperative cargo trans-

port by m ore than one m otor ofthe sam e superfam ily

hasbeen studied theoretically [33].Theaveragewalking

distanceincreasewith increasing N .In thefaceofoppo-

sition by externalload force,the force is shared by the

N m otors.

Cooperative pulling oflipid bilayerm em branesby ki-

nesin m otorscan generate m em brane tubes[34,35,36].

Such m inim alsystem sare adequate to gain insightinto

the role ofm otor-m ediated interaction between the cy-

toskeleton and organellesin theform ation ofendoplasm ic

reticulum and G olgim em branenetworks.

In case oftransportby cytoplasm ic dynein m otors,if

m orethan onem otorworktogetherthen collectivelythey

can im provetheperform anceasporteralthough individ-

ually,while working in isolation,they often pause and

experienceslippagein presenceofload force[37].

B . B idirectionaltransport: tug-of-w ar betw een tw o

superfam iles

In thepreceedingsection wehavem entioned how thea

singleassem bly ofelastically coupled m otorscan sponta-



3

FIG .2: Schem atic description ofthe three possible m echa-

nism s ofbidirectionaltra�c. The three �gures from top to

bottom correspond to the three m echanism s(i),(ii)and (iii)

explained in thetext.Theopen circleand therectangularbox

represent,respectively,a m icron-size bead and a regulatorof

bidirectionaltransport.

neously reverseitsdirection ofm otion on thesam etrack.

It is also wellknown that som e m otors reverse the di-

rection ofm otion by switching over from one track to

another which are oriented in anti-parallelfashion. In

contrast to these types of reversalof direction of m o-

tion,weconsiderin thissection thosereversalswherethe

cargo usesa \tug-of-war" between kinesinsand dyneins

to execute bidirectionalm otion on the sam e M T track

[38,39]. Severalpossible functionaladvantagesofbidi-

rectionaltransporthavebeen conjectured [38,39].

W ide varieties of bidirectional cargoes have already

been identi�ed so far;theseincludeorganelles(forexam -

ple,m itochondria)aswellassecretaoryvesiclesand even

viruses.Ifm otion in onedirection dom inatesoverwhelm -

ingly over the other, it becom es extrem ely di�cult to

identify them ovem entunam biguously as\bidirectional"

because ofthe lim itations ofthe spatialand tem poral

resolutionsofthe existing techniquesofim aging.

The m ain challenge in this context is to understand

them echanism softhisbidirectionaltransportand those

which controltheduration ofunidirectionalm ovem entin

between two successive reversals. This insight willalso

be utilized for therapeutic strategies. For exam ple,the

m otor or the m otor-cargo link m ay be targeted block-

ing thevirusthathijacksthem otortransportsystem to

traveltowardsthe nucleus. O n the otherhand,a virus

executing bidirectionalm ovem ents can be turned away

from the outskirts ofthe nucleus by tilting the balance

in favourofthe kinesins.

At least three possible m echanism s of bidirectional

transporthave been postulated (see �g.2). (i)O ne pos-

sibility isthateitheronly + end directed m otorsoronly

-end directed m otors are attached to the cargo at any

given instantoftim e.Reversalofthe direction ofm ove-

m ent of the cargo is observed when the attached m o-

torsarereplaced by m otorsofoppositepolarity.(ii)The

second possible m echanism isthe closestto the reallife

\tug-of-war";the com petion between the m otorsofop-

positepolarity,which aresim ultaneously attached to the

sam ecargoand tend to walk on thesam e�lam entgener-

atesa netdisplacem entin a direction thatisdecided by

the strongerside.(iii)The third m echanism isbased on

the concept ofregulation;although m otors ofopposite

polarity are sim ultaneously attached to the cargo,only

onetypeofm otorsareactivated ata tim eforwalkingon

the track. In this m echanism ,the reversalofthe cargo

m ovem entiscaused by the regulatorwhen itdisengages

onetypeofm otorand engagesm otorsoftheoppositepo-

larity.Forexperim entalists,itisa challengenotonly to

identify theregulator,ifsuch a regulatorexists,butalso

to identify the m echanism used by the regulatorto act

asa switch forcausing the reversalofcargo m ovem ent.

Dynactin hasbeen identi�ed asa possible candidate for

the roleofsuch a regulator[40,41].

IV . T R A N SFER FR O M M T N ET W O R K S T O

A C T IN N ET W O R K S:PA R K -A N D -R ID E

T R A N SP O R T SY ST EM

The networksofM Tsand actin �lam entsare notdis-

connected.Thecytoskeleton isM T-rich nearthecellcen-

terwhereasdenseactin �lam entsdom inatethecytoskele-

ton nearthecellperiphery.In recentyearsfunctionalco-

operation between the M T-based and actin-based trans-

portsystem shavebeen discovered [42,43,44].

Severalorganism sareknown to havean intrinsicabil-

ity to m anipulate their skin colour. For exam ple, in

�sh and frog this change of skin colour is caused by

theappropriatem ovem entofpigm ent-containingvesicles

called m elanosom e within a specialtype ofcells called

m elanophore. W hen stim ulated,m elanosom es disperse

throughoutthecellcausing darkening oftheskin colour.

A second stim ulus can reverse the process by aggrega-

tion ofthem elanosom esnearthecellcenter.During dis-

persion m elanosom esaretransported,som epartoftheir

way towardsthecellperiphery,by kinesin m otors.Then,

m elanosom esswitch from the M T-based kinesin m otors

to actin-based m yosin m otor (unconventional m yosin-

V which is a processive m otor) for further distribution

around the cellperiphery. During the reverse process,

the m elanosom esbegin theirjourney on the actin-based

transportation network and,som ewhere along the way,

switch overtotheM T-based networkforcontinuingtheir

onward journeytowardsthecellcenter.Thisswitchingof

the transportsystem issim ilarto park-and-ridesystem -

one drives a car from the suburban areas to the near-

eststation ofthe urban high-speed m asstransitsystem

(railways or m etro trains) for reaching the centralpart

ofa city [45].

Cooperation ofM T-based and actin-based transporta-

tion networks also play crucialroles in neuronaltrans-
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port. Actin �lam entshelp in the transportofthe cargo

to bridgethegapsbetween M T �lam ents[42].Thelink-

ersofthetwonetworksand them echanism sofregulation

and controlofthe proper switchover ofcargo from one

system to the otherhave received som e attention in the

lastfew years[44,46,47].

V . C O LLEC T IV E T R A N SP O R T B Y K IN ESIN S:

M O LEC U LA R M O T O R T R A FFIC JA M

M ost ofthe m ulti-m otor phenom ena we have consid-

ered in thepreceedingsection arerestricted tosu�ciently

low densitieswhere directinteraction ofthe cargoesdid

notoccur. Asthe cargoesare alwaysm uch biggerthan

the m otors(in-vitro aswellasin-vivo),directsteric in-

teractionsofthecargoesbecom esigni�cantwhen several

cargoes are carried by su�ciently dense population of

m otorsalong the sam e track. Such situationsare rem i-

niscentofvehiculartra�cwherem utualhindranceofthe

vehiclescausetra�cjam atsu�ciently high densities.In

analogywith vehiculartra�c,weshallrefertothecollec-

tive m ovem entofm olecularm otorsalong a �lam entary

track as\m olecularm otortra�c";we shallexplore the

possibility ofm olecularm otortra�cjam and itspossible

functionalim plications.

A . TA SEP -like m inim alm odels ofm olecular m otor

tra� c

M ostofthe m inim altheoreticalm odelsofinteracting

m olecularm otors[48,49,50,51,52]utilize the sim ilari-

tiesbetween m olecularm otortra�con M T and vehicular

tra�c on highways [53]both ofwhich can be m odelled

by appropriateextensionsofdriven di�usivelatticegases

[54,55]. In such m odels the m otor is represented by a

\self-propelled" particle and its dynam ics is form ulated

as an appropriate extension of the totally asym m etric

sim ple exclusion process (TASEP) which is one ofthe

sim plestm odelsofinteractingdriven particles.M any as-

pectsTASEP and itsextentionsaswellasgeneralizations

have been discussed in detailin the articles by Stinch-

com be [56],K olom eisky [57]and Barm a [58]in thispro-

ceedings.Thenovelfeatureofthesem odels,which distin-

guish these from TASEP are the Langm uir-like kinetics

ofadsorption and desorption ofthe m otors.

Letusconsiderthem odelsuggested by Parm eggianiet

al.[49].In thism odel(see�g.3)theself-propelled particle

can hopefrom onelatticesiteto thenextim m ediately in

frontofit,providedthetargetsiteisem pty,with hopping

probability q perunittim e.M oreover,a particlegetsat-

tached to an em pty sitewith probability A perunittim e

tim e,whereas a particle attached to a site can get de-

tached with probability D per unit tim e. Furtherm ore,

the attachm ent probability atthe entrance and the de-

tachm entprobability attheexitaredenoted by � and �,

respectively,perunittim e. In spite ofthe extrem e sim -

FIG .3: Schem atic description ofthe m odelofcytoskeletal

m otortra�c developed by Parm eggianietal.[49]

FIG .4:Biochem icalcycle in theabsenceand presenceofthe

track.The sym bolsabove (orbelow)the arrowsare the rate

constants for to the chem ical reactions represented by the

corresponding arrows.

plicity ofthism odel,itpredicted a noveljam m ed phase

on the�� � phasediagram .Theprogressm adesofarhas

been reviewed in thisproceedingsby Lipowsky etal.[32].

B . K IF1A tra� c: e� ects ofbiochem icalcycle

In reality,am olecularm otorisan enzym ethathydrol-

ysesATP.In the presence ofthe track,usually the AT-

Paseactivity ofthem otorincreasesby oneortwo orders

ofm agnitude;m oreover,them echanicalm ovem entofthe

m otoriscoupled toitsbiochem icalcyclethatincludesits

enzym atic activity (see �g.4). M odelsdeveloped forde-

scribingthem echanism sofoperation ofasinglem otorof

aspeci�ctypeincorporatenotonly them echanicalstates

ofthem otorbutalsoitschem icalstatesin each biochem -

icalcycle.O n the otherhand,the m odelsofinteracting

m otorsin tra�c,which we m entioned in the preceeding

subsection,do not explicitly take into account the dis-

tinctchem icalstatesofeach m otorduringitsbiochem ical

cycle.Therefore,onecom m on them eofourrecentworks

on m olecularm otorshasbeen to achievea synthesis-we

incorporate the essentialstepsofthe biochem icalcycle,
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in addition to the m utualinteractionsofthe m otors,to

developem odelsfortheircollectivetra�c-likedynam ics.

In thelow-densitylim it,them odeldescribessingle-m otor

dynam icswhile the sam e m odelathigherdensitiespre-

dicts the collective spatio-tem poralorganization ofthe

m otors.

In a recent paper [59]we considered speci�cally the

single-headed kinesin m otor, K IF1A [60, 61, 62]; the

m ovem ent of a single K IF1A m otor had already been

m odelled with a Brownian ratchet m echanism [63,64].

In contrast to the earlier m odels [48, 49, 50, 51, 52]

ofm olecularm otortra�c,which take into accountonly

the m utualinteractionsofthe m otors,ourm odel(from

now referred to asthe NO SC m odel)explicitly incorpo-

ratesalso theBrownian ratchetm echanism ofindividual

K IF1A m otors,including its biochem icalcycle that in-

volvesATP hydrolysis.

The biochem icalcycle ofa single-headed kinesin m o-

torK IF1A can be described by the fourstatesshown in

Fig.5[60,62]:barekinesin (K ),kinesin bound with ATP

(K .ATP),kinesin bound with theproductsofhydrolysis,

i.e.,adenosine diphosphate and phosphate (K .ADP.P),

and,�nally,kinesin bound with ADP (K .ADP)afterre-

leasing phosphate.

Through a series ofin-vitro experim ents,O kada,Hi-

rokawa and co-workersestablished that

(i)each K IF1A m otor,whileweakly bound to a M T,re-

m ains tethered to the M T �lam ent by the electrostatic

attraction between the positively charged K -loop ofthe

m otorand the negatively charged E -hook ofthe M T �l-

am ent.

(ii) In the weakly bound state, a K IF1A cannot wan-

derfaraway from the M T,butcan execute (essentially

one-dim ensional)di�usivem otion parallelto theM T �l-

am ent.However,in thestrongly bound state,theK IF1A

m otorrem ainsstrongly bound toam otorbinding siteon

the M T.

(iii) A transition from the strongly bound state to the

weakly bound state is caused by the hydrolysis ofthe

bound ATP m olecule.Afterreleasing alltheproductsof

hydrolysis (i.e.,ADP and phosphate),the m otor again

bindsstrongly with the nearestbinding siteon the M T.

In the NO SC m odela single proto�lam ent ofM T is

m odelled by a one-dim ensionallattice ofL siteseach of

which correspondstooneK IF1A-bindingsiteon theM T;

thelatticespacingisequivalentto 8 nm which isthesep-

aration between the successive binding sites on a M T

[9]. Each kinesin is represented by a particle with two

possible internalstates,labelled by the indices1 and 2,

in which it binds strongly and weakly,respectively,to

the M T track. Attachm ent ofa m otor to the M T oc-

cursstochastically whenevera binding site on the latter

isem pty.Such a two-stateapproxim ation to the fullse-

quence ofbiochem icalstates (conform ations) has been

successfully exploited also for conventionaltwo-headed

kinesin and unconventionalm yosin-V both ofwhich are

known to be processive[65,66].

Forthe dynam icalevolution ofthe system ,one ofthe

FIG .5:Thebiochem icalcycleofa single-headed kinesin m o-

torK IF1A.

L sitesispicked up random ly and updated according to

the rules given below together with the corresponding

probabilities(Fig.6):

Attachm ent: 0 ! 1 with !adt (1)

Detachm ent: 1 ! 0 with !ddt (2)

Hydrolysis: 1! 2 with !hdt (3)

Ratchet:

�
2 ! 1 with !sdt

20! 01 with !fdt
(4)

Brownian m otion :

�
20! 02 with !bdt

02! 20 with !bdt
(5)

Thephysicalprocessescaptured by therateconstants

wf and ws can be understood as follows by analyzing

theBrownian ratchetm echanism illustrated in �g.6.For

the sake ofsim plicity,let us im agine that the potential

seen bythem otorperiodicallyoscillatesbetween thesaw-

tooth shapeand the
atshapeshown in �g.6.W hen the

sawtooth form rem ains\on" forsom e tim e,the particle

settlesatthebottom ofa well.Then,when thepotential

isswitched \o�",theprobability distribution oftheposi-

tion oftheparticleisgiven by adeltafunction which,be-

causeoffreedi�usion in theabsenceofany force,begins

to spread.Aftersom e tim e the G aussian pro�lespreads

to such an extentthatithassom e overlap also with the

wellin front,in addition to the overlap it has with the

originalwell.Atthatstage,when the sawtooth potentil

isagain switched on,thereisa non-vanishingprobability

thatthe particle will�nd itselfin the wellin front;this

probability isproportionalto thearea ofthatpartofthe

G aussian pro�lewhich overlapswith thepotentialwellin

frontand isaccounted forin ourm odelby theparam eter

wf.Thereisalso signi�cantprobability thattheparticle

willfallback into the originalwell;this is captured in

ourm odelby the param eterws.

Let us denote the probabilities of �nding a K IF1A

m oleculein thestates1 and 2 atthelatticesiteiattim e

tby the sym bols ri and hi,respectively. In m ean-�eld

approxim ation the m asterequationsforthe dynam icsof
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FIG .6:Schem atic description ofthe Brownian-ratchet.

FIG .7: A schem atic representation ofthe NO SC m odelof

K IF1A tra�c. The integeridenotesthe discrete equispaced

binding sites for kinesin m otorson the M T track. The sym -

bols 1 and 2 within circles at a given site i represent the

\chem ical" (conform ational) states ofa kinesin at the sam e

spatiallocation.

m otorsin the bulk ofthe system aregiven by [59]

dri

dt
= !a(1� ri� hi)� !hri� !dri+ !shi

+ !fhi� 1(1� ri� hi); (6)

dhi

dt
= � !shi+ !hri� !fhi(1� ri+ 1 � hi+ 1)

� !bhi(2� ri+ 1 � hi+ 1 � ri� 1 � hi� 1)

+ !b(hi� 1 + hi+ 1)(1� ri� hi): (7)

The corresponding equations for the boundaries,which

depend on the rate constants ofentry and exit at the

two ends ofthe M T,are sim ilar and willbe presented

elsewhere[67].

The single K IF1A properties are reproduced by this

m odel [59] in the appropriate low-density lim it. For

exam ple, v, the m ean speed of the kinesins, is about

0:2 nm /m s ifthe supply ofATP is su�cient,and that

v decreaseswith the lowering ofATP concentration fol-

lowing a M ichaelis-M enten type relation.

Assum ing periodic boundary conditions,the solutions

(ri;hi) = (r;h) of the m ean-�eld equations (7) in the

steady-statearefound to be

r =
� 
h � 
s � (
s � 1)K +

p
D

2K (1+ K )
; (8)

h =

h + 
s + (
s + 1)K �

p
D

2K
(9)

whereK = !d=!a,
h = !h=!f,
s = !s=!f,and

D = 4
sK (1+ K )+ (
h + 
s + (
s � 1)K )
2
: (10)

The probability of�nding an em pty binding site on a

M T isK rasthestationarysolution satis�estheequation

r+ h + K r= 1.Thecorresponding 
ux isgiven by [67]

J = W !f

=
!a!h!f

!f(!a + !d)+ !a(!s + !h)+ !d!s

=
!h(1+ K )

(1+ K )[(1+ K )+ (
s + 
h)+ 
sK ]
: (11)

W e have also com puted the average density pro�le of

the m otorsalong a M T track with open boundary con-

ditions.Fora given !a,the density ofm otorsin state 2

away from the edgesofthe M T exceedsthatofthose in

state1 as!h increasesbeyond a certain value.

0 200 400 600

site
0.00

0.20

0.40

0.60

de
ns

ity

0 200 400 600

site
0.00

0.20

0.40

0.60

de
ns

ity

FIG .8:Thestationary density pro�lesfor!h = 0:1 (left)and

!h = 0:2 (right) in the case !a = 0:001. The blue and red

linescorrespond to thedensitiesofstate1 and 2,respectively.

The dashed lines are the m ean-�eld predictions for periodic

system swith the sam e param eters.

In contrasttothephasediagram sin the�� �-planere-

ported byearlierinvestigators[48,49,51],wehavedrawn

thephasediagram ofourm odelin the!a � !h planeby

carrying out extensive com puter sim ulations for realis-

tic param eter values ofthe m odelwith open boundary

conditions[59,67].Thephasediagram showsthestrong

in
uence ofhydrolysison the spatialdistribution ofthe

m otorsalongtheM T.Forverylow !h nokinesinscan ex-

istin state2;thekinesins,allofwhich arein state1,are

distributed ratherhom ogeneouslyovertheentiresystem .

However,im m obile(but
uctuating)shock isobserved in

the densitipro�lesofkinesinsif!h is�nite.
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FIG . 9: Schem atic description of the tra�c of ribosom es

where each ribosom e hasbeen treated asan \extended" par-

ticle (‘= 2 in this�gure.

V I. R IB O SO M E T R A FFIC A N D P R O T EIN

SY N T H ESIS

Translation,the process ofsynthesis ofproteins [68]

by decoding genetic inform ation stored in the m RNA,

is carried out by ribosom es. Understanding the physi-

calprinciplesunderlying the m echanism ofoperation of

thiscom plex m acrom olecularm achine [69]willnotonly

provideinsightinto theregulation and controlofprotein

synthesis,butm ay also �nd therapeutic applicationsas

ribosom eisthe targetofm any antibiotics[70].

M ost often m any ribosom es m ove sim ultaneously on

thesam em RNA strand whileeach synthesisesa protein.

In allthe earlier m odels ofcollective tra�c-like m ove-

m entsofribosom es[71,72,73,74,75,76,77],theentire

ribosom eism odelled asa single\self-propelled particle"

ignoringitsm olecularcom position and architecture.The

typicalsizeofan individualribosom eism uch largerthan

thatofa singlecodon (i.e.,a tripletofnucleotides).This

featureoftheribosom eiscaptured in m ostoftherecent

theoreticalm odelsby postulatingthatthesizeoftheself-

propelled particleis‘(‘> 1)wheretheunitoflength is

setby thesizeofa codon.M oreover,in thesem odelsthe

inter-ribosom e interactions are captured through hard-

corem utualexclusion and thedynam icsofthesystem is

form ulated in term sofrulesthatareessentially straight-

forward extensions ofthe TASEP [55]. The qualitative

features ofthe 
ow properties and spatio-tem poralor-

ganisation in these m odels are very sim ilar to those of

TASEP which correspondsto the speciallim it‘= 1.

In reality,aribosom ehasacom plexarchitecture.Each

ribosom e consists oftwo subunits and has four binding

sites. O fthese,three sites (called E,P,A),which are

located in the larger subunit,bind to tRNA,while the

fourth binding site,which islocated on the sm allersub-

unit,binds to the m RNA strand. The translocation of

thesm allersubunitofeach ribosom eon them RNA track

iscoupled tothebiochem icalprocesses(see�g.10)occur-

ing in the largersubunit.

Letusbegin the biochem icalcycle with state 1 where

a tRNA isbound to thesiteP oftheribosom e.A tRNA-

EF-Tucom plexnow bindstositeA and thesystem m akes

transition from thestate1 to thestate2.Aslong asthe

EF-Tu isattached to thetRNA,codon-antiodon binding

1

25

4 3

tRNA−Ef Tu Complex

Phosphate

EFG

EFG

Cycle

Biochemical

Ribosome

(Clockwise)

FIG .10:A sim pli�ed biochem icalcycle ofsribosom e.

can take place,but the peptide bond form ation is pre-

vented.The EF-Tu hasa G TP partwhich ishydrolized

to G DP,driving the transition from state 2 to 3. Fol-

lowing 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.

After this step,EF-G ,in the G TP bound form ,com es

in contact with the ribosom e. This causes the tRNAs

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 G TP to G DP then releasesthe EF-G

followed by conform atinalchanges that are responsible

for pulling the m RNA-binding sm aller subunit by one

step forward. Finally,the tRNA on site A is released,

resulting in com pletion ofone biochem icalcycle;in the

processthe ribosom em ovesforward by onecodon [3].

Very recently we [78]have developed a quantitative

m odelthat not only incorporates the hard-core m utual

exclusion of the interacting ribosom es, but also cap-

turesexplicitly theessentialstepsin thebiochem icalcy-

cle ofeach ribosom e,including G TP (guanine triphos-

phate)hydrolysis,and couplesitto itsm echanicalm ove-

m ent during protein synthesis. The m odelling strategy

adopted in ref.[78]forincorporating the biochem icalcy-

cle ofribosom esissim ilarto thatfollowed in ourearlier

work [59]on single-headed kinesin m otorsK IF1A.How-

ever,theim plem entation ofthestrategy ism oredi�cult

in caseofribosom etra�cnotonly becauseofthehigher

com plexity of com position, architecture and m echano-

chem icalprocessesofthe ribosom alm achinery but also

becauseoftheheterogeneityofthem RNA track[79].The

detailsofourwork on ribosom etra�chasbeen reported

elsewhere[78].
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V II. SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaperwehavepresented exam plesofcollective

behavioursofm olecularm otorsthatem ergefrom theco-

ordinations,cooperations and com petitions at di�erent

levels in the sub-cellular world. In our originalworks

so far we have synthesized the single-m otor m echano-

chem istry and m ulti-m otorinteractionsto developethe-

oreticalm odelsthatm akeexperim entally testablequan-

titative predictions. In particular, we have developed

m odels ofK IF1A tra�c on a M T track and ribosom e

tra�con a m RNA track.
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