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Motility states of molecular motors engaged in a stochastic
tug-of-war

Melanie J.I. Muller - Stefan Klumpp - Reinhard Lipowsky

Abstract Intracellular transport is mediated by molecular motoed thull cargos along cy-
toskeletal filaments. Many cargos move bidirectionally anel transported by two teams
of motors which move into opposite directions along the féatn We have recently intro-
duced a stochastic tug-of-war model for this situationsThiodel describes the motion of
the cargo as a Markov process on a two-dimensional state sfgdimed by the numbers of
active plus and active minus motors. In spite of its simpfjdhis tug-of-war model leads
to a complex dependence of the cargo motility on the motoarpaters. We present new
numerical results for the dependence on the number of iadatrotors. In addition, we de-
rive a simple and intuitive sharp maxima approximationpfrehich one obtains the cargo
motility state from only four simple inequalities. This appch provides a fast and reliable
method to determine the cargo motility for a given experitaksystem.

Keywords Molecular motors intracellular traffic- bidirectional movement stochastic
processesnonequilibrium

1 Introduction

Molecular motors are cellular proteins which transformftiee energy released from chem-
ical reactions into mechanical work. Cytoskeletal motoeskwn a directed fashion along
cytoskeletal filaments and thereby transport cargo throlugleell [1]. Examples are kinesin
and dynein, which walk along microtubule filaments, andaieninyosins, which walk along
actin filaments. Single motors of this kind have been studigensively in recent years both
experimentally [39] and theoretically [23]. The filamentspess an intrinsic direction: they
have one 'plus’ and one 'minus’ end. They are essentiallywayg roads for the motors. For
example, cytoplasmic dynein walks to the microtubule miend, while kinesin-1 walks to
the microtubule plus end. Most cells have a unidirectionarotubule cytoskeleton [20]:
The microtubule minus ends are typically located near thieceater, while the plus ends
point outwards towards the cell periphery. In special cglish as neurons with their long
axonal protrusions, the microtubules form a unipolar perarray with the minus ends
pointing towards the cell center and the plus ends pointiagitds the axon tip.

Although each motor walks only into one direction along sachisopolar filament
network, many cellular cargos, like mitochondria, pigmgretnules and endosomes, are ob-
served to move bidirectionally, reversing direction evieny seconds [42]. Therefore, both
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plus-end and minus-end motors must be involved in the tahgp a single cargo, and in-
deed both kinesin and dynein are found simultaneously dowscellular cargos [12]. We
have recently proposed a stochastic tug-of-war model figrdituation, in which the mo-
tors are coupled via the mechanical interaction with themmon cargo [29]. This model
maps the motion of the cargo to a stochastic process on atfigteimensional state space
defined by the numbers of active plus and active minus molespite the simplicity of
the model, the cargo exhibits a rather complex motility lvédraDepending on the motor
parameters, the cargo motion exhibits several qualitgtiféferent motility states, which
correspond to qualitatively distinct steady state sohgiof the corresponding Markov pro-
cess. In particular, for biologically relevant parametaiues, the cargo exhibits switching
between fast plus and fast minus motion with or without spersed pauses, as found in
experiments [12,42]. This fast bidirectional motion, whis usually associated with a co-
ordination mechanism rather than with a tug-of-war, is oletd in our model via a dynamic
instability, which leads to a high probability of having grdne motor type bound at a given
time. Therefore, the tug-of-war is a cooperative mecharf@nbidirectional transport. In
addition to the fast bidirectional motion, our tug-of-waodel can explain many properties
of bidirectional cellular cargo transport observed in gkpents in a quantitative way [29].
This implies that the signalling pathways that control acgllular transport may directly
target the different motor molecules rather than an adifiooordination complex [29,43].

In our previous study in [29], we have emphasized the expartal relevance of our
model and given a detailed comparison between theory areriexgnt. In this article, we
describe the modeling procedure in detail and present newerical results for the param-
eter dependence of the motility states. The dependenceeomdkor numbers leads to the
prediction that bidirectional cargo transport with pausas only be accomplished by at
least 4 motors on the cargo. Furthermore, we describe aeiamal intuitive approximation,
which we call the ‘sharp maxima approximation’ and whichvides a reliable description
for the dependence of the different motility states on thglsimotor parameters. Using the
analytical solution obtained for this approximation one easily obtain the prediction of
our model for the motion of a cargo carried by two motor speiriea simple and transparent
manner without performing tedious numerical calculatioftge approximation also allows
to calculate the effect of a change in the motor propertidgschvmight be accomplished
e.g. by changing the concentration of ATP or salt, by addegukatory molecules such as
dynactin, or by mutation of the motors.

Cooperative effects in systems of many molecular motors baen studied extensively
in the theoretical literature [2,5,7,11, 15, 16, 18, 24, 4jpically, these studies have con-
sidered large numbers of motors belonging to a single m@teciss as appropriate, e.g. for
the modeling of muscles. In contrast, transport in cellsnastioned, is often bidirectional
because of the cooperation of (at least) two motor specigssatypically based on rather
small numbers of motors, in the range of 1-10 [14, 18]. Cargodport over cellular length
scales, both unidirectional and bidirectional, has beedeteal in a coarse-grained way as
movement of a particle with effective rates characterizimgspeeds and run lengths of the
cargo [23, 24, 27, 31, 35]. While these models provide an@pjate description of cargo
movements on large time and length scales, they cannotssdtre stochastic fluctuations
of motor-filament binding and unbinding, the effect of thetare on each other, and the de-
pendence of cargo transport on the molecular propertigseafiotors, which are addressed
within the framework of our model.

This article is organized as follows. We introduce our sgstit tug-of-war model in
Sectior 2 and discuss its numerical solutions in Se€liom8s& two sections give a detailed
description of the model introduced in [29], and summartze main theoretical results
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Fig. 1 Cargo with a total number @i, = 2 plus (blue) andN_ = 2 minus (yellow) motors. (a) The numbers
n; andn_ of plus and minus motors that actually pull the cargo, whigh(a,,n_) = (2,1) in the figure,
fluctuate because the motors stochastically bind to anchdrfbdom the filament. (b) Two-dimensional state
space of Ny +1)(N_ + 1) = 9 states labeled b§n, ,n_).

reported in [29]. In addition, new numerical results forywiag motor numbers are shown.
In Sectior# we present a new analytic 'sharp maxima’ appmakion in order to explain

this parameter dependence. This approximation allowstermée the motility states of a
given system by using only four simple inequalities.

2 Modeling

We consider a cargo particle with a fixed numbeNafplus and\_ minus motors. Typically
these numbers will be in the range of 1 to 10 motors as obsdovedany cargosn vivo
[14,18]. ForN. = 0 or N_ = 0, we recover the model for cooperative transport by a single
motor species as studied in [18]. Each of the motors can lsinchbve along, and unbind
from the filament. Because of the stochastic binding andndlibg, at each time onlp,
plus andn_ minus motors are bound to the filament, witkc(h, <N, and 0<n_ <N_,
see Fig[L(a). Since only these bound motors can exert fortieeocargo, the cargo motion
is determined by the numbe(a.,n_). Unbinding or binding of a plus motor in the state
(ny,n_) occurs with ratee, (n,n_) or 1t (n;,n_) and changes this state o, —1,n_)

or (n. +1,n_), respectively. Analogously, unbinding or binding of a nsnuotors occurs
with ratee_(n,,n_) or ir_(n,,n_), respectively, This leads to a random walk’ on the state
space shown in Fid.] 1(b). This random walk or Markov processeiscribed by a Master
equation for the probability(n,.,n_,t) to haven, active plus andh_ active minus motors

at timet. This Master equation has the form

0
EP(”M”—J) =p(ny +Lnt)e (. +1L,n ) +p(ng,n-+1t)e (ng,n +1)

+ p(n+ 717 I'L,t) T[F(nJr - 17 n*) + p(n+,n, 717t) TL(n+,I'L 71)
_p(n+7n*7t) [m(nJmn*) + TL(nJrvn*) +8+(n+7n*) +£,(n+,n,)} (l)

In order to obtain the rates,_, and rr,_ for unbinding and binding, respectively, of
one motor, we first establish a model for a single motor, wlgchased on the transport
properties of molecular motors as measured in single-mt#exxperiments. We then derive
the effective cargo rates that enter the Master equdfiohy(Bssuming that the motors feel
each other only because they act on their common cargo, &sregh below.



Parameter symbol | kinesin-1 cytoplasmic dynein
stall force Fs 6 pN [34,36] | 7 pN (’strong’) [37]
1.1 pN (weak’) [26, 44]
detachment force Fq 3pN [34] | ?
unbinding rate & 1/s  [34,40]| 0.25/s [17,32]
binding rate ™ 5/s [3,21] | 1.5/s [6,40]
forward velocity \V3 1um/s [6,40] | 1umis [17,37]
superstall velocity amplitudg  vg 6 nm/s 1| 2

Table 1 Single motor parameters of our model, and values for kingsind cytoplasmic dynein, taken from
the cited references. A question mark indicates that thigrpater is not available.

2.1 Model for a single motor

A single motor can bind to a filament with ratg walk along it with velocityv, and unbind
from it with ratee. In our motor tug-of-war, opposing motors exert force onheaiher, so
that the load-dependence of these parameters is cruciakofte molecular motors such
as kinesin-1, this load-dependence has been measuredjie sinlecule experiments. The
motor velocityv decreases with increasing load force from its zero-loadesa to zero at
the so-called stall forcEs. This decrease is approximately linear, and given by

V(IF)=ve(1-F/Fs) forO0<F <F, 2

as has been observed for kinesin-1 [6,30,36], for kinegB8Band cytoplasmic dynein [37].
Here we use the convention that the load fdfde positive if it acts opposite to the motor’s
forward direction. For superstall load forcEs> Fs, the motor can walk backwards, but
only slowly, as has been shown for kinesin-1 [6, 30] and dgsmic dynein [19, 25]. In this
regime, the functional form of the motor force-velocityagbn is unclear; for simplicity,
we use a linear form

V(F)=vwg(1-F/F) forF >Fs. 3)

The superstall velocity amplitudgs characterizes the slopg/Fs of the force-velocity re-
lation in the superstall regime. Our results are esseytiadlependent of the exact form of
the motor force-velocity-curve as long as it decreases tooially with external force and
exhibits slow backward motion. The unbindiagate of the motor, which equats at zero
load force, increases exponentially with the load force as

&(F) = & exp[F /Fd], 4

which defines the detachment forEg. Such a functional form has been measured for
kinesin-1 [36], and also follows theoretically from Krareesr Bell theory [4]. The force-
dependence of the binding rate is difficult to assess expatatly. However, it is expected
to depend only weakly on the load force because an unbounadr medtxes and then binds
from its relaxed state. We therefore take the binding rateetm

m(F) = o Q)

for all load forces-.

All single-motor parameters have been measured for themkatesin-1, see Tablg 1.
Other motors have parameters of similar orders of magnitudeheir parameters are not as
well established. For cytoplasmic dynein, for example, masurements for the detachment
force and for the superstall velocity amplitude are avééaand different labs have reported



different values for the stall force, see Table 1. In thiskyere use the kinesin-1 parameters
for the missing dynein parameters, and we call dyneins wih force 7 pN ’strong’ and
with 1.1 pN 'weak’ dyneins.

2.2 Effective rates for the cargo

We assume that the motors on the cargo act independentlyeehésch other only because
(i) opposing motors act as load, and (ii) same-directionations share this load. If each plus
motor feels the load ., (and generates the foree~,) and each minus motor feels the load
—F_ (and generates the for€e), this means that the force balance on a cargo pulled, by
plus andn_ minus motors is

n.F=—-n_F. =F(ng,no), (6)

whereF; denotes the force which acts on the team of the plus as weh #sedeam of the
minus motors. Here, the sign of the force is chosen positivésia load on the plus motors,
i.e. if it points into the minus direction. If only one motorpe is bound, i.e. i, =0 or

n_ =0, thenF, = F_ = F. = 0. The force balance as given by (6) represents Newtont thir
law: each motor feels the same force as it exerts. A singlad@lus motor thus feels the
force F. = F¢/n,. Using this in the single motor unbinding rafé (4), this ifeplthat the
effective rate for the unbinding of one plus motor in theestat_,n_) is

£.(ny,n-) =ny g0 expFe(ny,n-)/(nyFys )] 7

Here and below, the index-" labels plus motor properties, e gy is the detachment force
of a single plus motor. The prefactar in equation[(¥) describes that there arebound

plus motors available for unbinding. Analogously, the eifee rate for the binding of one
plus motor in the statén,,n_), where there ar&l, —n, unbound plus motors, is, with

equation[(b),
m(ny,n-) = (Np —ny) 7o, (8)

Analogous expressions hold for the unbinding and bindihg 0 a minus motor with the
parameters indexed by-’.

The cargo force is determined by the condition that both plasors, which experience
the forceF,, and minus motors, which experience the foreE_, move with the same
velocity v¢ as given by

Ve(ny,no) = vy (Fy) =—v (=F). ©)

Here, the sign of the velocity is taken to be positive in thesplirection and negative in
the minus direction. The velocity balance relatibh (9) asssithat all motors walk with the
same velocity. This can be justified by considering what kappvhen this steady state is
disturbed, e.g. by the binding of a minus motor while the easgsteadily moving into the
plus direction. The 'new’ motor has bound in a relaxed statfaels a low load force. It
therefore steps forward, gets stretched and burdenswigblpart of the load force imposed
by the plus motors, taking away part of the load force of theeominus motors. It does
so until all minus motors feel roughly the same load forceisTstifies our mean field
treatment that each plus or minus motor feels on averageatheforce F. or —F_. The
new force balance depends on whether the plus or minus materstronger’. If the plus



motors together can produce a larger force than the minusrejate. ifn, Fs, > n_ ks
(with the 'new’ numbem_ of bound minus motors), then the new minus motor runs forward
until it feels a superstall load force and then starts to rackivards. The total force on the
cargo increases, and all motors slow down until a new forénoa is achieved. If the minus
motors can produce a larger force than the plus motorsfire.Rs_ > n, Fs., the minus
motors 'take over’: the new minus motor runs forward and $ed@ay more and more load
force from the other minus motors until they all feel a subbsvad force—F_ < Fs_. The
plus motors, on the contrary, start to move backward as ssedhey feel a superstall load
force Fy > Fs;. The forward and backward stepping of motors thus providedexation
mechanism which establishes the force and velocity bataaserovided by equatioris| (6)

and [9).
The force and velocity balances as given by equalibn (6)@nie#d to the cargo force

Fe(ne,no) = A(ne,no)neFse +[1—A(ne,no) ] no Ry (20)
with
A(ng,n)=1/[1+ (nyFspvo- )/ (n_Fs-voy )], (11)
and to the cargo velocity

N Fsy —N_Fs
n+ F5+/V0+ + n_ FS* /VO, ’

VC(nJrvn*) = (12)
Here the single motor velocity parametgr. is equal to the plus motor forward velocity

or superstall velocity amplitudes ., depending on whether the plus motors move forward,
i.e. v¢c > 0, or backward, i.eve < 0, respectively. Analogously, the single motor velocity
parametewy_ is equal tove _ for v; < 0 and tovg_ for v > 0. It follows from equation[(12)
that the cargo direction is determined by the intuitive 'oniy rule’

Ve >0 for nyFsy > n_Fs i.e. plus motors 'win’
Ve <0 for nyFsy < n_Fs, i.e. minus motors 'win’ (13)
Ve=0 forn,Fs. = n_Fs i.e.tie'.

Since 0< A < 1, the cargo force as in equatidn{10) is a convex combinatidime maximal
plus and minus motor stall forcas Fs;, andn_Fs . Therefore, if for example the plus
motors win, these motors walk under substall and the minusmmainder superstall load
force, i.e.n_Fs_ < Fe(ny,n_) < nyFsy, which is consistent with the single motor force-
velocity relation equation§](2) and (3).

The cargo force given by equatidn {10) determines the plusmmates[(¥) and{8) and
the corresponding minus motor rates for the Master equéflpriHowever, one has to take
care of reflecting boundary conditions, which ensure thatrthmbers(n,,n_) of active
motors stay within the intervalsQn, <N, and 0<n_ <N_.

Experimentsn vivo usually monitor cargos which have been walking along a filtme
for some (unknown) time. This has two implications for oulcoéations: First, we are in-
terested in long-time properties of cargo motion, i.e. ia time-independent steady state
probability p(n,,n_) to haven, active plus anch_ active minus motors, which is obtained
by setting the time-derivative in the Master equatldn (1)ado zero. Second, we are inter-
ested in probabilities that are conditioned on the cargndgbound to the filament. We can
separate cargo unbinding into two steps: (i) the last matbinds from the filament so that



the cargo is in the stai@.,n_) = (0,0) but still close to the filament, and (ii) the cargo dif-
fuses away from the filament and then undergoes free diffiiisithe surrounding solution.
We call this diffusing stat&. The rates for cargo unbinding into and rebinding from the
stateU depend on the geometry of the system and the viscosity oftiewsnding solution.
In Appendix[A we show that the probability(n,,n_) which solves the time-independent
Master equation{1) is in fact the steady-state probabdigditioned on the cargo being
bound to the filament, i.e. not to be in state and that this probability is independent of
the rates that connect the stg@0) with stateU. We can therefore ignore cargo unbind-
ing and diffusion. Furthermore, a cargo in the stdlg) is close to the filament. Binding
of plus and minus motors from this state is then describedhéyritrinsic motor ratesp
andrp_, respectively, which justifies our choice of the bindingesain [8) also for the state
(ny,n_) =(0,0).

We solve the Master equationl (1) for the steady state by m@targ the eigenvector
of the associated transition matrix with eigenvalue zer@ddition, we simulate individual
cargo trajectories by using the Gillespie algorithm [1@]tfee binding/unbinding dynamics
as given by equation§](7) arid (8) and let the cargo move withcitg v in the intervals
between (un-)binding events.

The Master equatior]1) describes a two-dimensional randaik on the network
shown in Fig[dL(b). The steady-state solution of the Mastgragion [1) is a nonequilib-
rium steady state, as can be seen by considering the ratie @rbduct of forward and the
product of backward rates of the cycles of the network of[B{f). This product is not equal
to 1 for all cycles, as would be required for an equilibriuratst[22, 23]. The rates of the
Master equation are nonlinear in the state space varighles ) because of the nonlinear
force-dependence of the unbinding raféls (7), which leads dooperative effect, namely
the unbinding cascade described in the next section. Thegemee of cooperative behavior
arising from the nonlinear force dependence of the unbidate has also been proposed as
an explanation for collective effects in muscles [7, 15] amitbtic spindle oscillations [11].

3 Motility states

Depending on the number and the parameters of the motorseocatigo, the cargo ex-
hibits qualitatively different types of motions which welcenotility states’. We define the
motility states via the number and locations of the maximtaefmotor number probability
p(ny,n_) in the steady state. These maxima characterize the cargombetcause the cargo
spends most of its time in these maxirfra.,n_). With respect to cargo motion, there are
three different types of maxima: a maximum(at.,n_) with n,. > 0, n_ = 0 corresponds
to fast plus motion with cargo velocity; = v, @ maximum atn,,n_) with n, =0,
n_ > 0 corresponds to fast minus motion with cargo veloeify= ve_, and a maximum
at(n,n_) with n., n_ > 0 corresponds to small cargo velocity The latter can be seen
from equation[(IR) by considering the fact that biologicaitans have a small superstall
velocity amplitudevg < ve. Expanding the cargo velocity(n;,n_) in, e.g. for winning
plus motors wit,; Fs; > n_Fs_, vg_ /Vg, leads tov. =~ vg_ [N Fs; /(n_Fs_) — 1], which

is small for smallvg. Intuitively, the losing minus motors have to walk backwsrdhich
they do only slowly, so that cargo motion is slowed down cgpondingly.
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Fig. 2 Possible realizations of the symmetric tug-of-war. (a) Téteameric motor Eg5, walking along an-
tiparallel microtubules in the mitotic spindle, corresgsrio a symmetric tug-of-war . = 1 'plus’ motor
(the upper half of the motor) ard. = 1 'minus’ motor (the lower half of the motor). (b) A large cargarried

by four motors of the same type along two antiparallel migoates corresponds to a symmetric tug-of-war
of N = 2’plus’ (upper) and\_ = 2 'minus’ (lower) motors.

3.1 Symmetric tug-of-war

It is instructive to consider the 'symmetric’ tug-of-warrfithe same numbed = N, = N_
of plus and minus motors with identical single motor pararetpart from their forward
directions. This case is theoretically appealing becatize simplicity and intuitive appeal.
In addition, the effects of the motor tug-of-war are mostaanced in the symmetric case
because the motors are 'equally strong’. Moreover, thisrsgiric situation may not be too
unrealistic for transporin vivo where plus end and minus end transport are often found to
exhibit astonishingly similar properties [13, 31, 44]. tharmore, the most relevant plus and
minus motors, kinesin-1 and cytoplasmic dynein, exhiloitiir properties in terms of their
processivities [17, 34] and their force-velocity-curv8g][ although the latter is still contro-
versial, see e.g. [9]. The symmetric tug-of-war can alsocla¢ized by using only one type
of motor but antiparallel filaments, see Hig. 2. The tetramkinesin-5 motor Eg5 walks
along antiparallel microtubules in the mitotic spindleidgrcell division. This corresponds
to a symmetric tug-of-war dfl,. = 1 'plus’ motor, corresponding to one dimer, aNd = 1
'minus’ motor, corresponding to the other dimer of the Egatmer, see Fid.l2(a). In a pos-
siblein vitro experiment, a large cargo is transported by several mofaos@type along
antiparallel microtubules, see Fig. 2(b). This again apomds to a symmetric tug-of-war of
'plus’ and 'minus’ motors, where the assignment of a motath&’plus’ or 'minus’ motor
type depends on the microtubule to which it attaches.

In the symmetric situation, the indices for plus and minugarsfor the single motor
parameters can be omitted, i. e.:

TO=Tb =To—,E0=E+ =0, Fs=Fsr =F R =Fi =Fa_, Vo= Vo =Vo— (14)

In this symmetric case, inspection of the Master equatiaratgn [1) and its rate§](7) and
(B) shows that the steady state probabifiin,,n_) only depends on four dimensionless
parameters:

the motor numbeN = N, = N_, the desorption constakt= &/,
the force ratiof = Fs/Fq, and the velocity ratiov = vg/Ve. (15)

As most motors walk backwards rather slowly, the velocitjorés very small for most
motors, e. gv = 0.006 for kinesin-1. Because of the small valuespthe results are rather
insensitive to its precise value and very close to the resalt no backward motion, i. e.

v = 0. For fixed number& of motors on the cargo, the relevant parameters are therefor
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Fig. 3 The motility states for the symmetric tug-of-war Nf= N, = N_ = 5 plus and minus motors are
characterized by qualitatively different motor numbergability distributions (top row) and cargo trajectories
(bottom row), as described in the text. Motor parameterd@ré&inesin as given in Tablgl 1 except for (a)
Fs = 0.4F4, & = 0.2m0, (b) & = 0.357p, (C) Fs = 1.0Fy, & = 0.21p. In all cases the superstall velocity
amplitude is scaled ag = 1nm/s-Fs/pN.

the force ratiof and the desorption constait The latter parameter describes the binding
affinity of the motors; for processive motors like kinesindynein it is smaller than 1. If
the force ratiof = Fs/Fy > 1, the forceks that the motor exerts exceeds the foFgethat

it can sustain. This ratio is most important for the qualraproperties of the steady state
solutionp(ny,n_) of the Master equatiofil1). As described in [29], there areettypes of
solutions, which we call motility states, and which diffarthe number and locations of the
maxima ofp(n,,n_), see FiglB and Fifl 4:

(0) No motion: For 'weak motors’ with small stall to detachment forceeati = Fs/Fy,
the motors are hardly affected by the presence of the opposaiors and bind / unbind as
if they were alone. The probability distributige{n, ,n_) has a single symmetric maximum
at a state witm, =n_, see FigiB(al), corresponding to a state with zero veldEitg cargo
therefore shows only small fluctuations around its stagpiosjtion, see Fid.]3(a2).

(—+) Fast bidirectional motion: For 'strong motors’ with large force ratib, the mo-
tors feel the opposing motors strongly, and spontaneousngym breaking occurs. The
probability distributionp(n,.,n_) develops two maxima gn,n_) = (n,0) and(0,n), see
Fig.[3(b1), which correspond to fast motion into the plus emidus direction, respectively.
The cargo stochastically switches between these two maaidahereby between steady
plus and minus motion, see Fid. 3(b2). The emergence of t@smaxima can be under-
stood in the following way: When, e.g. because of a stocbdstttuation, more plus than
minus motors are bound to the filament (> n_), every plus motor experiences the load
force F;/n.., while every minus motor experiences the larger load féig@_. Since the
unbinding rate increases exponentially with increasimgl lforce according to equatidd (4),
minus motors are more likely to unbind from the filament tharspnotors. After the un-
binding of a minus motor, the remaining minus motors expeean even larger load force
and are even more likely to unbind. As a consequence, andinbicascade of minus mo-
tors happens until no minus motor remains bound. A preréqu this unbinding cascade
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Fig. 4 The motility diagram for the symmetric tug-of-war &8f = N, = N_ = 5 plus and minus motors
displays the dependence of the cargo motility on the motmefeatiof = Fs/Fq and the filament desorption
constanK = &/ . The lines separate regions with different locations,n_) or numbers of maxima. The
colors separate the different motility states of no moti@n(¢reen), fast bidirectional motior-¢) (yellow)
and fast bidirectional motion with pauses (red). When th&imam is at(0,0), the cargo is unbound (grey).
Parameters are for kinesin-1 as in Table 1, except for tHefetae Fs and unbinding ratesy, which are
varied. In addition, the superstall velocity amplitude égled as/g = 1nm/s- Fs/pN in order to keep the
backward slopeg/Fs of the superstall force-velocity equatidd (3) constante Trosses labeled (a), (b) and
(c) correspond to the parameter sets of Eig. 3.

is that the motors can exert a sufficiently large force to pfillopposing motors from the
filament, i.e. the stall forc&s has to be comparable to or larger than the detachment force
Fq. For small force ratiog = Fs/Fy, the pulling force has only a small effect on motor un-
binding, so that no instability occurs and the cargo exhithie blocked motility state (0).
For large motor force ratio, the transient predominancenef motor type is amplified and
stabilized by the described dynamic instability, and theyaaspends most of the time in
states with only one motor type bound.

(—0+) Fast bidirectional motion with pauses For intermediate force ratio$, the
motor number probabilityp(n,.,n_) displays three maxima, see Hig. 3(c1), a symmetric one
with n;. = n_ corresponding to no motion as in (0), one with= 0 and one witm, =0,
corresponding to fast plus and minus motion as-in+§. The cargo trajectory therefore
exhibits bidirectional motion interrupted by pauses, sieel#{c2).

Fig.[ shows the classification of motility states for the-tdgvar of N =N, =N_=5
kinesin-like motors with respect to the relevant motor pagtersf = Fs/Fy andK = &/ 0.
As discussed above, the cargo is in one of the three motiities (0), {+) or (—0+).
The lines in the motility diagram of Fid.l 4 separate regiamsvhich the maxima of the
motor number probability distributiop(n,,n_) are located at different motor number states
(n+,n_). The colors separate regions with different motility stafEhe detailed calculation
procedure is as follows: The single-motor parameters &entto be equal to the kinesin-1
values as given in Tablé 1, except for the plus and minus mwtbinding rateg, and stall
forceskFs. The parameter spacBs, &) is then explored systematically. All other parameters,
i.e. Fy, ™, Ve andvg/Fs, are kept constant. Note that rather than the superstaitiegl
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Fig. 5 Motility diagrams for the symmetric tug-of-war &f = N, = N_ plus and minus motors. Color code
and motor parameters as in Hig. 4. (e) is identical to[Bigutiphly the transition lines that separate different
motility states are shown. The crosses correspond to thkifiglsin-1 parameter set of Talple 1. The transition
lines forN = 1 can be determined analytically as given in (a).

amplitudevg, the slopevg/Fs of the superstall force-velocity-curvel (3) is kept consfan
For each pointFs, o), the maxima of the motor number probabiljiyn,n_) is calculated
as the eigenvector with zero eigenvalue of the transitiotrirnaf the Master equatiod {1).
When the maxima between two scanned points change, we zdoetvilren these points in
order to determine the transition point more accuratelg Mites shown in Fid.]4 consist of
these points.

For large desorption constarksthe motors have a low affinity to the filament; therefore
the number of bound motors at the maxima@f,n_) in Fig.[4 is low for highK. For very
high desorption constanks, the maximum is atn,n) = (0,0), and the cargo is 'unbound’.
For small force ratios, the probability distributiorp(n,-,n_) has a single maximum at a no-
motion state with an equal number of plus and minus motoradbat(n,n) with 1 <n <5,
and the cargo is in the no-motion motility state (0) (gre@ime two neardiagonal maxima at
(1,2) and (2,1) are also counted as a single diagonal maxjmnich in a continuous state
space would be dix,x) with 1 < x < 2. For large force ratio$, the motors can generate
forces large enough to rip off opposing motors since the &iede is large compared to
the detachment force. This leads to the unbinding cascastzided above, and the motor
number probability has two maxima, one at a s{a®) with only active plus and one at
a state(0,n) with with only active minus motors, with £ n < N. In the latter situation,
the cargo is in the-{+) motility state (yellow). For intermediate values bfboth types of
maxima coexist, and the cargo is in theO+) motility state with three maxima of the motor
number probabilityp(n;,n_) (red).

Fig.[H shows the motility diagrams for varying motor numiérs N, = N_, where only
the transition lines between the different motility staégee shown. If the cargo is carried
by only Ny = 1 plus andN_ = 1 minus motor, the motility diagram can be determined

1 The need for emphasis of this point was kindly pointed outgdoy Harry W. Schroeder IlI of the
Goldman lab.
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Fig. 6 Motility states for the kinesin-dynein tug-of-war with paneters as given in Tad[é 1. (a) A cargo
which is carried byN. = 5 kinesins and\_ = 4 ’'strong’ dyneins is in the{+) motility state. The motor
number probabilityp(n..,n_) shown in (al) exhibits two maxima &b,0) and(0,4), corresponding to fast
plus and fast minus motion, respectively. As the plus motimaximum at(5,0) is higher than the minus
motion maximum at0,4), plus motion is more probable, and the trajectory in (a2)aséd towards the plus
direction. (b) A cargo which is carried by, = 4 kinesins and\_ = 5 'weak’ dyneins is in the () motility
state. The motor number probabilip(n;,n_) shown in (b1) has two maxima, one at the fast plus motion
state(4,0) and one at the no-motion state 4). The trajectory in (b2) exhibits plus motion with pause$. (c
A cargo which is carried bjN, = 5 kinesins andN_ = 4 'weak’ dyneins is in the-{) motility state. The
motor number probabilityp(ny,n_) shown in (c1) has one maximum @, 0), which corresponds to fast
plus motion, as can be seen in the trajectory in (c2).

analytically. The motor number probabilify(n,,n_) has its maxima either &fL,1) for

K < exp(—f) (motility state (0)), at0,0) for K > 1 (unbound), or at1,0), (0,1) otherwise
(motility state (~+)). The region with the three-maxima motility stateq+-) only appears
when the numbeN = N, = N_ of motors on the cargo is larger or equal to 2, and increases
for larger motor numbers, see Fig. 5.

The crosses in the motility diagrams of Fig. 5 corresponcheoftill set of kinesin-1
parameters as given in Table 1. As other molecular motors pasameters of a similar order
of magnitude, all three motility states (0); ) and (-0+) are within biological parameter
range. Therefore, the cell can use tuning of the motor paeén order to drastically
change the motion of the cargo.

The locations of the transition lines in the motility diagrs of Figs[# anfll5 are deter-
mined by the balance of binding and unbinding of single nwtorder the load force gen-
erated by the opposing motors. As all unbinding rates anegstimnal togy, and all binding
rates are proportional tm, this means that the transition lines should scale With &y/ 1.
Indeed, when the desorption constéhis scaled by the motor numbeél, the diagrams of
Fig.[5(b)-(f) almost overlay. As a specific example, cargbinding occurs when the rate of
unbinding of the last bound motag, becomes larger than the rate for binding of one motor
in the unbound staté\N 7, i.e. whenK = &/ > N. This is indeed the case in F[d. 5 for
all N. For the other transition lines, this type of reasoning isex@ct but leads to a good
approximation as we will be shown in Sect[dn 4.
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Fig. 7 Motility diagrams for the asymmetric tug-of-war b, kinesins and\_ (a) 'strong’ and (b) 'weak’
dyneins, with parameters as given in Tdhle 1. The colorsatdithe motility states of fast plus motion)
(dark blue), fast minus motion+) (light blue), fast bidirectional motion«{+) (yellow), fast bidirectional
motion with pauses—0+) (red), fast plus motion with pauses«® (pink) and no-motion (0) (green). The
motor number probability and trajectory for special cheioN; andN_ are shown in Fid.16.

Switching between fast plus and minus motors as in the)(motility state has also
been observed in a motility assay with only one type of naegssive motors, which move
to the plus and minus end with equal probability [8]. Thisasally equivalent to two equal
teams of non-processive unidirectional motors, with thaitaah that motors can interchange
between being a plus and a minus motor. This situation has ibgestigated theoretically
in the framework of two-state ratchet models, and also léadsdirectional motion with
bimodal velocity distributions [2]. However, because @& tion-processivity of the motors, a
minimal number of 5 motors is required to produce bidiragianotion in this model, and a
regime (0+) with plus and minus motion and pauses is not observed. Shisqualitative
agreement with our results for unprocessive motors, irehigh desorption constants.
First, a minimum number of motod > K is required in order to be in the-G-) motility
state. Second, the region of theQ+) motility states does not extend into the region of high
desorption constants, see Figlhb.

3.2 Asymmetric tug-of-war

Bidirectional cargo transporh vivo is typically dependent on two different motor species
for plus and minus motion. This plus-minus asymmetry canl lganet transport of the
cargo in one direction. For example, in the motility stater), the plus motion maximum
of the motor number probability can be larger than the minwsion maximum, which
leads to longer plus runs compared to minus runs and to netrpation of the cargo, see
Fig.[d(a). As cargo motion is no longer symmetric with resggieqlus and minus motion,
seven motility states are now possible, correspondingdcséven different combinations
(+), (=), (0), (=), (0+), (=0) and 0+) of the maxima{), (—), and (0). In the motility
state (0), the cargo exhibits almost no motion. The motdligtes (8-) and () correspond
to fast plus motion with and without pauses, respectivelg,ig[6(b) and (c). Analogously,
in the motility states-{) and (-0), the cargo exhibits fast minus motion without and with
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Fig. 8 Relabeling of the vertetn..,n_), its four nearest neighbors, and the transition rates atimgethese
five vertices.

pauses, respectively. The motility statesK) and (-0+) describe fast bidirectional motion
without and with pauses, respectively.

Fig.[d shows the motility states for the tug-of-warf kinesins and\_ dyneins for
varying motor number$, andN_. As two different values of the stall force have been
reported for dynein, see Tallé 1, we show the tug-of-war &$ins and 'strong’ dyneins
with 7 pN stall force in Fig[17(a) and the tug-of-war of kinesiand 'weak’ dyneins with
1.1 pN stall force in Fid.17(b). In the tug-of-war of kinesindastrong dynein, the opposing
motors are of similar 'strength’, i.e. have similar staldadetachment forces and similar
desorption constants. In addition, both motors are 'strevith large stall to detachment
force ratios. This is similar to the symmetric tug-of-warthvstrong motors, so that the
cargo is mostly in the{+) motility state of fast bidirectional motion. Only when ometor
type is much more abundant than the other, this motor typesrddes the motion and the
cargo exhibits fast motion into the direction of this motypé.

In the tug-of-war ofN,. kinesins andN_ 'weak’ dyneins, the dyneins have a much lower
stall force than the kinesins. Therefore, the kinesins Wantug-of-war for dynein motor
numbers smaller or of similar magnitude as the kinesin motwnber, and the cargo is in
the plus motion motility state). If the number of dyneins is increased, the dyneins act
as a brake for the kinesins, and the cargo is in the motildyest(6-) of plus motion with
pauses or in the no-motion motility state (0). If the numbledymeins is increased further,
the cargo is in the motility states-¢) or (—0+) of fast plus and fast minus motion without
and with pauses, respectively. For very large number of idgn¢he cargo is in the minus
motion motility state {). The motility state {0) of fast minus motion with pauses does not
appear, but is possible for motors with different paransef2e].

Fig.[4 shows that for biological motor numbers of a few motifrsach type, the kinesin-
dynein tug-of-war can lead to fast plus motion, fast minugiomp or fast motion in both
directions. The type of motion can be regulated by choodiegappropriate nhumber of
motors on the cargo. Mariy vivo cargos, which are often carried by kinesin and dynein,
have indeed been observed to exhibit uni- or bidirectionalian, and also often exhibit
pauses. Our results for the kinesin-dynein tug-of-war @¢dag directly tested imn vitro
experiments.

In Figs[B andl7, the{0+) motility state of fast bidirectional motion with pausepeaprs
only if the number of motorbl; +N_ is larger than 3. This can be understood by considering
the state space network of Fig. 1(b). If the number of mdthrs-N_ is smaller than 4, there
is simply not enough room for three maxima. This leads to sgrésting prediction on the
number of motors involved in transport. If there are no otzerses for pausing, e.g. physical
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Fig. 9 Constructing the motility diagram for the symmetric tugvedr of Ny = N_ = 5 plus against minus
motors in the sharp maxima approximation: The overlay oftthasition lines for (a) the plus and minus
motion maxima atn,0) and(0,n) according to equatioli {22) and for (b) the zero motion maxatn, n)
according to equatiof (23) forms the full motility diagrafFég.[I0. The cargo is unbound (grey) fisr> N,
see equatior(24).

obstacles, except the molecular motor tug-of-war, bidioeal cargo transport with pauses
must involveN, + N_ > 4 motors. Therefore, the observation of pauses leads to er low
bound on the motors involved in the cargo transport.

4 Sharp maxima approximation

Although our tug-of-war model is rather simple, the mailiiagrams of Fig$.15 arid 7 have
a complex structure. The qualitative aspects of these ityatilagrams can be reproduced
within a mean field theory for the dynamics of the average rembf active plus and minus
motors, as described in [28]. In particular, the mean fieldwation reproduces all motility
states of the stochastic tug-of-war model, with the trémsit between the motility states
becoming saddle-node and transcritical bifurcations. él@s, it does not lead to analyti-
cal expressions for the transition lines, and the quaivitaigreement with the results of
the stochastic calculation is poor. In this section, we usca rather simple and intuitive
approximation that leads to analytical expressions forttaasition lines of the motility
diagram.

We have characterized the motility states of the cargo bynth&ima of the motor
number probabilityp(n,,n_) for n, active plus and_ active minus motors, because the
cargo spends most of its time in such extremal states. We acusfon situations in which
the probability is concentrated at the maxima. Thus, we nssume that the probability
p(ny,n_) is non-zero only for the maxima locations and for the neareighbors of these
points. For example, the state, ,n_) with 0 < n. < N;, 0< n_ < N_ has the four nearest
neighbors shown in Figl 8. The transition rates betweerets&des are given by the rates for
(un)binding of one plus or minus motor in equatidils (7) afd(®&l the analogous equations
for the minus motors. For notational simplicity, we labed #xtremal state by 0 and the four
neighbors by 1, 2, 3, and 4, and denote the transition rateemimg state with statej by
w |, see Fig[B. The Master equation then reads

4
Ty 3 (oo o). (16)
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Fig. 10 The motility diagram for the symmetric tug-of-war f= N, = N_ = 5 kinesin-like plus and minus
motors, calculated with the sharp maxima approximatioris @ragram is an overlay of the two diagrams
of Fig.[d, i.e. the lines separating the regions with différecations or numbers of maxima are given by
equations[(2R)E(24). The colors separate different niyptitates as in the full numeric motility diagram of
Fig.[ to which it is very similar. Parameters are as in Eigex&ept for the superstall velocity amplitudg,
which is set to zero.

for the extremal statg=0= (n,,n_), and

%P. = —R wo + Py wy withi=1,...,4 a7
for the four neighboring states. Note that the latter eguationtains the 'sharp maxima
approximation’, since it ignores all neighbors of the state 1, 2, 3 and 4 apart from state
0. The steady state solution of equatidnd (16) (17)Ikutfile detailed balance relation
woP = Pyaxi. The condition for the poinf = 0 to be a maximum is

Ph>PR, ie. wy<awo fori=1,...4. (18)

This is intuitive, stating that the rates leading into the maximum state 0 should be larger
than the corresponding outgoing ratag. In terms of the original transition rates as given
by equations[{7) and8), the inequalities](18) lead to thelitimns

m.(ng,n_) < & (ny+1,n) forng < Ny,

m(ng,no) < e-(ng,n_+1 forn_ < N_, (19)
e-(np,n) < m(m—l,n ) forn,. >0, and

e (ng,n.) < m(ng,n-—1) forn_ >0

for the eight transition rates between the pdimt, n_) and its four nearest neighbors. When
the transition rate§17) and (8) are inserted, the inedeslfl9) become:

Ni—ny ex Fe(ng+1,n.)
nr1 &P~ (ny+1)Fy

N_—n_ Fc ng,n_+1) N_— n +1 Fe(ny,n_)
o exp[ TR }<K < exp[ nF |

i| < K+ < Ny — n++l exp[ Fcnl'h'r:dJr >:| , and

(20)
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Biological motors often have a small backward velocity. Egample, kinesin-1 has
vg = 6nmy/s, which is small compared to the forward velocity= 1um/s, see Tablgl1. In
the limit of vanishing backward velocitys = 0, the cargo force becomes

[ max{n;Fs;,n_Fs_} forbothn,,n_>0
Fe(nn-) = {0 forn, =0orn_ =0 (21)

and the cargo velocity is equal to the single plus (minus)omeglocity Ve = Vg (Or V¢ =
Vve_)if ny >0,n_ =0 (n. =0,n_ > 0), and equal te. = 0 in all other cases. By using the
relation [21) in[[2D), we obtain four simple inequalitieithiese inequalities are fulfilled for
a given set of motor parameters and numbers, then the(state_ ) is a maximum state of
the steady state motor number probabifiin,n_). In this way we can obtain all maxima
for a given set of motor parameters and thereby construchtitgity diagram.

We now illustrate this for the symmetric tug-of-warlf= N, = N_ motors with identi-
cal parameters apart from their forward direction. In thesyetric tug-of-war, the relevant
dimensionless motor parameters are given in equdtidn {i#).these parameters, one ob-
tains from the inequalitie§ (20):

(i) fast motion maxima atn,,n_) = (n,0) and(0, n) for
N— N — 1 .
max(—n, Ne’”f> <K<7n+ withn=1,...,N. (22)
n+1 n

The corresponding transition lines separating regionh different maxima locations
are shown in Fid.19(a).
(i) a no-motion maximum atn, n) for

NN g NEntL o withn=1,...,N. (23)
n+1 n

The corresponding transition lines separating regionh different maxima locations
are shown in Fid.19(b).
(iii) a maximum at(0,0), corresponding to an unbound cargo, for

K> N. (24)

For all other pointgn, ,n_) with n; # n_ andn,, n_ > 0, the inequalitied(20) have no so-
lution. This means that all maxima that are obtained withériumerical calculation are also
found in the sharp maxima approximation, and vice versawihigthe transition lines be-
tween the different maxima regions in thg K)-plane leads to the motility diagram shown
in Fig.[Z0. The maximdn,0) and (0,n) with only one motor type bound to the filament
define the {+) regime (yellow), while the maximén, n) with both types of motors bound
define the (0) regime (green). The overlap region is the+) regime (red). This sharp-
maxima motility diagram is in good agreement with the exaotility diagram shown in
Fig.[4. The rather simple analytic equations of the sharpimaxapproximation can there-
fore be used to estimate the transition lines. The sharpm@gpproximation tends, how-
ever, to overestimate the existence region of a maximum lerefore the {0+) region,
because the probability for a given vertex is only compacethé probabilities of its next
neighbors.

We now apply the sharp maxima approximation to the kinegimeth tug-of-war. We
fix the motor parameters to the values for kinesin-1 and gtmrweak dynein as given in
Table[1. FoN; kinesins andN_ dyneins, a statén,,n_) with0<n; <N, and 0<n_ <
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Fig. 11 Motility diagrams for the kinesin-dynein tug-of-war, calated with the sharp maxima approxima-
tion. The motor parameters are for kinesin-1 and (a) stromgia or (b) weak dynein as given in Talle 1,
except for the superstall velocity amplitugg, which is set to zero. The motility diagrams from the sharp
maxima approximation agree well with the exact motilitygt@ms shown in Fid]7.

N_ is counted as a maximum of the motor number probability ifall inequalities[(20) are
fulfilled. With this method, the number and locations of thaxima are determined, which
defines the motility state for these valueshNof andN_. WhenN_, andN_ are varied, the
motility diagrams shown in Fidg. 11 are obtained. They agre#l with the exact motility
diagrams shown in Fid] 7. Again, the sharp maxima approximaends to overestimate
the existence region of a maximum, and therefore espedradly-0+) region.

The sharp maxima approximation is based on the simple idaathle probability is
highly concentrated around single cargo stdtes,n_). As described in this section, we
have taken into account only the four nearest neighborseotémter states. It is possible
to systematically expand this scheme to the 13 next-neaegghbors etc. However, even
including only the eight diagonal neighbofs; +1,n_ + 1) already leads to analytically
intractable expressions since the state network then iosntgcles. In addition, this more
elaborate approximation scheme lead only to relativelylisimgprovements compared to
the nearest-neighbor approximation, see [28]. Therefwesfocused here on this latter ap-
proximation, which quantitatively describes the tramsitines of the motility diagrams by
four simple inequalitie$(20), compare Hig] 10 and Eig. 4 e as Fig[11 and Fif]7. These
inequalities can thus be used to estimate the motility sthgegiven experimental system
without having to resort to numerical calculations or siatigns. Furthermore the inequali-
ties [19) show that a transition between motility statesiocewhen the rates for binding and
unbinding of a single motor in a maximum stétg ,n_) become comparable.

5 Summary and discussion

We have studied a stochastic tug-of-war model for bidiceel cargo transport by two an-
tagonistic teams of molecular motors. In this model, thearsoact independently and are
coupled only via the mechanical interaction with their coomncargo.

A particularly instructive case is the symmetric tug-ofeved plus and minus motors
with the same parameters except their forward directiothi;xsymmetric case of 'equally
strong’ opposing motors, the cargo can be in one of threeilityostates’, depending on
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the values of the motor parameters: For weak motors with lal ® detachment force
ratio, the cargo is in the no-motion motility state (0) andhibks only slow motion. For
strong motors with high stall to detachment force ratio,lmndther hand, the cargo is in the
motility state (-+) characterized by switching between fast plus and fast sninotion. In
the intermediate case, it exhibits theQ4) motility state of fast bidirectional motion with
interspersed pauses. The latter two motility states cporas to experimentally observed
bidirectional cargo motion and have been previously atte) to a coordination mechanism
rather than to a tug-of-war. The fast bidirectional moti®olbtained in our tug-of-war model
via a dynamic instability arising from the nonlinear fordependence of the single-motor
unbinding rate. This instability leads to unbinding cagsadf one type of motors, so that
there is a high probability of having only the opposing mdygre active at a given time.

In the asymmetric tug-of-war, e.g. between kinesins anceity@, the seven maotility
states ¢), (—), (0), (—+), (0+), (—0), and (0+) are possible, which correspond to all
possible combinations of fast plus motiof)( fast minus motion-{) and pausing (0).

We have characterized the parameter dependence of the roatdiby in terms of the
'motility diagrams’, which, similar to phase diagrams, ciéise how the different motility
states depend on the system parameters. For the symmetac-tar, the relevant param-
eters are the stall to detachment force rdti@and the desorption constaft The transition
lines separating the motility states (0%-) and (-0-+) lie in biologically relevant parame-
ter ranges of both andK. This means that the cell can use fine-tuning of these paeamet
in order to achieve large changes of the cargo motilityjm.erder to regulate its cargo traf-
fic. For the kinesin-dynein tug-of-war, we have varied thenbars of kinesins and dyneins.
For biologically relevant numbers of a few kinesins and diysiethe cargo mostly exhibits
fast plus motion, fast minus motion, or fast bidirectionaltion. However, even in the latter
case, the cargo may cover a net travel distance, e.g. beamse the plus direction may
be longer and/or faster than runs in the minus direction. idtedirection and the speed of
cargo motion can therefore be regulated in two ways: by dhgabe appropriate number
of motors on the cargo, and by tuning the motor properties.

The motility state £0+) of fast bidirectional motion with interspersed pausey @-
pears when the total number of plus and motdts:+ N_, becomes larger than 3. If there
are no other reasons for pausing, e.g. physical obstatlissleads to the prediction that
bidirectional cargo transport which exhibits pauses isiedout by at least 4 motors.

The transition lines separating the different motility icegs in the motility diagrams
have complex shapes, which are hard to understand at fitgt $i¢¢ have used a 'sharp
maxima’ approximation to obtain a simple and intuitive dation of these transition lines.
This approximation explains the transitions between thélityostates as determined by
the balance of the motor binding/unbinding dynamics undece. The sharp maxima ap-
proximation reproduces the complex tug-of-war motilitagliams quantitatively by using
only four simple inequalities as given by {20). It can therefbe used to determine the
motility state of a given experimental system without hgvio do simulations or numerical
calculations.

The understanding gained from our model allows us to spezataconstraints imposed
on the numbers and properties of the motors involved in lzglhidirectional transport. In
order to obtain fast bidirectional cargo motion, the motatsst produce large forces - com-
pared to their detachment forces - in order to initiate thiginoling cascade which leads to
this fast motion. This dynamic instability is necessary tbiave effective motor coopera-
tion without the need for an additional coordination complehis may be one reason for
the counterintuitive property of kinesin-1 to be able todarce high forces, corresponding
to a high stall force, without being able to sustain them féwray time, as reflected in the
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Fig. 12 Lower left corner of the tug-of-war states network of Fifb)l(with the addition of state) repre-
senting an unbound freely diffusing cargo.

lower detachment force. The dynamic instability also pdesgi an explanation for kinesin’s
intermediate processivity of 'only’ about a second befambinding: longer unbinding times
would slow down the unbinding cascade and lead to lower itedscand longer pauses. In
order for cargo motion to be easily controllable, a smallngiein the motor parameters
should lead to a large change in cargo motility. Such a respdehavior is obtained in
our model when the motor binding and unbinding rates areroilai order of magnitude

corresponding to a desorption constant of the order one.

Finally, why should the cell use two teams of opposing motmrsa single cargo at
all? Using only unidirectional motors on a single cargo issudficient to maintain cellular
transport in an efficient way. As the cellular microtubuléoskeleton is typically isopolar,
plus end cargos would accumulate at the microtubule plus,emmed minus end cargos at
the microtubule minus ends. Even if motors are interchagéue microtubule ends, which
would solve the cargo jamming problem, it would still leakie problem how the plus (mi-
nus) motors reach the minus (plus) ends in order to stant jin@ineys. Having motors of
opposite directionality on the same cargo is an elegantisealto this problem. In addition,
bidirectional cargos can easily be regulated. By using #mesisivity of the cargo motility
to the motor properties, the cell could influence the cargtianeasily by fine-tuning the
parameters of the two motor species.
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A Cargo unbinding

In this appendix, we show that the bound motion of the cargodependent of the rates for cargo unbinding
and binding.

We have characterized the cargo state by the numbeisf plus andn_ of minus motors that link it
to the filament. Cargo unbinding can only occur when no mdioksthe cargo to the filament, i.e. from the
staten, = n_ = 0. This state can be split into two states, see[FiYy. 12: anumbdiffusive statéJ where the
cargo is far away from the filament, and a steded) where the cargo is close to the filament as if bound by
motors (but no motors bound). The cargo is in th@, 0) state, if for example the last motor linking it to the
filament has just unbound a short time ago. From g@@), the cargo can 'rebind’ to the filament because
of binding of a plus or a minus motor. Alternatively, the aaigan 'unbind’ from the filament by diffusing
away into the unbound staté. This is described by the unbinding redg. The binding ratey, from state
U to state 0 describes the probability that the freely difigsiargo comes close enough to the filament for a
motor to bind. The ratesy andey relate to diffusion of the cargo in the surrounding solutiord therefore



21

depend on the geometry of the system, e.g. the location dfléimeents or the volume and viscosity of the
surrounding medium.

The rates leading from th®,0) state to the statgd,0) and(0,1) with one bound plus resp. one bound
minus motor are the rates for the binding of the respectiveonwhen the cargo is close to the filament. These
are the ratesr, (0,0) = N1 resp.7t(0,0) = N1p_ used in Sectioh]2. Actually, all the rates_(ny,n-)
use the single motor rate®.. which are the rates for the binding of a plus resp. minus mottine filament
when the cargo is close to the filament.

Let P(ny,n_) denote the steady state probabilityrof plus andn_ minus motors linking the cargo to
the filament, andP(U) the steady state probability of being in the diffusive unbstateJ. As experiments
only monitor bound cargos, we consider conditional proliias, conditioned on the cargo being bound:

p(ny.n_) =P(n..n.)/[1- p(U)] (25)

for 0 < ny <N; and 0< n_ < N_. The statg(0,0) is included here, since in this state the cargo has not
diffused away yet and appears as bound to an experimenter.

We now show that in the steady state, these conditional pilities do not depend on the rateg and
&u- In order to do this we consider the calculation of the stesdie via the diagram or Kirchhoff method. This
method is similar to the Kirchhoff rules for electrical netks and is reviewed in [33]. First, one constructs
the complete set of partial diagrams for the state spaceonletvd partial diagram is a diagram with the
maximum number of lines that can be included without formargiosed cycle. From these partial diagrams,
one constructs the directional diagrams for each statkthe network: add arrows to each partial diagram
flowing towards state. In our casen can be one of the stat¢s, ,n_) with0<n, <N; and 0<n_ <N_,
or U. Each directional diagram represents the product of thes raft the arrows of the directional diagram.
Let 7" denote the product of rates associated withitiheirectional diagram of state Then the steady state
probability of staten is given by

P(n) =31 M"/S (26)

Here,S= Y, 5{'IM" is the sum of all directional diagram§;' denotes the sum over all directional diagrams
i of staten, andy , the sum over all states. Because of the equality

1-PU) = (s-3'mY) /s (27)
the conditional probability to be in stateunder the condition not to be in stdfieis

_ _P(m A"
p(n)flfP(U)is—ziFliU forn#U. (28)

Now consider the directional diagranig' in more detail. They all contain the liné — (0,0), as this line is
never part of a cycle. Any directional diagraﬁ#J for stateU contains the ratey, but not the ratey, as all
paths in these directional diagrams must end in $fat®n the other hand, all directional diagraifig§ with
n# U contain the ratey, but notey (otherwise there would be a path endinddnbut all paths must end
in n). Thus in equation 28y does not appear (the terms in the total sBim the denominator containing
&y are substracted) and the ratgsappear exactly once in every term in the numerator and deratariand
thus cancel out. Thereforg(n) does not depend on the ratgs andey .

References

1. Alberts, B., Bray, D., Johnson, A., Lewis, J., Raff, M. ,iiRRats, K., Walter, P.: Essential cell biology. An
introduction to the molecular biology of the cell. Garlaihgw York (1998)

2. Badoual, M., Julicher, F., Prost, J.: Bidirectional perative motion of molecular motors. Proc. Natl.
Acad. Sci. USA99, 6696-6701 (2002)

3. Beeg, J., Klumpp, S., Dimova, R., Gracia, R., Unger, EppWsky, R.: Transport of beads by several
kinesin motors. Biophys. 94, 532-541 (2008)

4. Bell, G.: Models for the specific adhesion of cells to ceBsience200, 618-627 (1978)

5. Campas, O., Kafri, Y., Zeldovich, K., Casademunt, J.ndgaJ.F.: Collective dynamics of interacting
molecular motors. Phys. Rev. Le#7, 038,101 (2006)

6. Carter, N., Cross, R.: Mechanics of the kinesin step. féa185 308-312 (2005)

7. Duke, T.: Cooperativity of myosin molecules through istidependent chemistry. Phil. Trans. R. Soc.
Lond. B 355 529-538 (2000)



22

10.
11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
. Julicher, F., Prost, J.: Cooperative molecular motBhg/s. Rev. Lett75, 2618—-2621 (1995)
17.
18.

19.

20.

21.

22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.
36.

37.

Endow, S., Higuchi, H.: A mutant of the motor protein kimethat moves in both directions on micro-
tubules. Naturél06, 913-916 (2000)

. Gennerich, A., Carter, A., Reck-Peterson, S., Vale, Bricé&induced bidirectional stepping of cytoplas-

mic dynein. Celll31, 952-965 (2007)

Gillespie, D.: A general method for numerically simirgtthe stochastic time evolution of coupled
chemical reactions. J. Comp. Phg&, 403-434 (1976)

Grill, S., Kruse, K., Jilicher, F.: Theory of mitoticisgle oscillations. Phys. Rev. Le®4, 108,104
(2005)

Gross, S.: Hither and yon: a review of bi-directional roiiabule-based transport. Phys. BiblR1-R11
(2004)

Gross, S., Tuma, M., Deacon, S., Serpinskaya, A., Reifel Gelfand, V.: Interactions and regulation
of molecular motors in Xenopus melanophores. J. Cell Bibg 855-865 (2002)

Gross, S., Vershinin, M., Shubeita, G.: Cargo transpwd motors are sometimes better than one. Curr.
Biol. 17, R478-R486 (2007)

Gunther, S., Kruse, K.: Spontaneous waves in musckesfibiew J. Phy®, 417 (2007)

King, S., Schroer, T.: Dynactin increases the procigsif the cytoplasmic dynein motor. Nat. Cell
Biol. 2, 20—24 (2000)

Klumpp, S., Lipowsky, R.: Cooperative cargo transpgrséveral molecular motors. Proc. Natl. Acad.
Sci. USA102 17,284-17,289 (2005)

Kojima, H., Kikumoto, M., Sakakibara, H., Oiwa, K.: Meawstical properties of a single-headed proces-
sive motor, inner-arm dynein subspecies-c of Chlamydoma@tadied at the single molecule level. J.
Biol. Phys.28, 335-345 (2002)

Lane, J., Allan, V.: Microtubule-based membrane mov@meBiochim. Biophys. Actal376 27-55
(1998)

Leduc, C., Campas, O., Zeldovich, K., Roux, A., JolimegaiP., Bourel-Bonnet, L., Goud, B., Joanny,
J.F., Bassereau, P., Prost, J.: Cooperative extractiorenforane nanotubes by molecular motors. Proc.
Natl. Acad. Sci. USAL01, 17,096-17,101 (2004)

Liepelt, S., Lipowsky, R.: Steady-state balance camt for molecular motor cycles and stochastic
nonequilibrium processes. Europhys. L&, 50,002 (2007)

Lipowsky, R., Klumpp, S.: 'Life is motion’ — multiscale atility of molecular motors. Physica 852
53-112 (2005)

Lipowsky, R., Klumpp, S., Nieuwenhuizen, T.M.: Randoralkg of cytoskeletal motors in open and
closed compartments. Phys. Rev. L8, 108,101 (2001)

Mallik, R., Carter, B., Lex, S., King, S., Gross, S.: (asmic dynein functions as a gear in response to
load. Nature427, 649-652 (2004)

Mallik, R., Petrov, D., Lex, S., King, S., Gross, S.: Bliilg complexity: an in vitro study of cytoplasmic
dynein with in vivo implications. Curr. Bioll5, 2075-2085 (2005)

Maly, I.: A stochastic model for patterning of the cy@mgh by the saltatory movement. J. thero. Biol.
216, 59-71 (2002)

Muller, M.: Bidirectional transport by molecular mego PhDThesis, University of Potsdam (2008.
Available athttp://opus.kobv.de/ubp/volltexte/2008/1871/)

Muller, M., Klumpp, S., Lipowsky, R.: Tug-of-war as aamerative mechanism for bidirectional cargo
transport by molecular motor. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. UB¥s, 4609-4614 (2008)

Nishiyama, M., Higuchi, H., Yanagida, T.. Chemomecbahtcoupling of the forward and backward
steps of single kinesin molecules. Nat. Cell Bil.790-797 (2002)

Pangarkar, C., Dinh, A., Mitragotri, S.: Dynamics andt&p organization of endosomes in mammalian
cells. Phys. Rev. LetB5, 158,101 (2005)

Reck-Peterson, S., Yildiz, A., Carter, A., Gennerich,Zhang, N., Vale, R.: Single-molecule analysis
of dynein processivity and stepping behavior. A&, 335-348 (2006)

Schnakenberg, J.: Network theory of microscopic and-asaopic behavior of master equation systems.
Rev. Mod. Phys48, 571-585 (1976)

Schnitzer, M., Visscher, K., Block, S.: Force productlay single kinesin motors. Nat. Cell BidZ,
718-723 (2000)

Smith, D., Simmons, R.: Models of motor-assisted trartspf intracellular particles. Biophys. 80,
45-68 (2001)

Svoboda, K., Block, S.: Force and velocity measured iftgle kinesin molecules. Cell7, 773-784
(1994)

Toba, S., Watanabe, T., Yamaguchi-Okimoto, L., ToyoshiY., Higuchi, H.: Overlapping hand-over-
hand mechanism of single molecular motility of cytoplasmiymein. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. US203
5741-5745 (2006)



23

. Tomishige, M., Vale, R.: Conversion of Unc104/KIF1A &&in into a processive motor after dimeriza-
tion. Science297, 2263-2267 (2002)

. Vale, R.: The molecular motor toolbox for intracelluteansport. Celll12 467—-480 (2003)

. Vale, R., Funatsu, T., Pierce, D., Romberg, L., HaradaYahagida, T.: Direct observation of single
kinesin molecules moving along microtubules. NatB®€, 451 — 453 (1996)

. Vilfan, A., Frey, E., Schwabl, F.: Force-velocity réteis of a two-state crossbridge model for molecular
motors. Europhys. Letdd5, 283—289 (1999)

. Welte, M.: Bidirectional transport along microtubul&urr. Biol. 14, R525—-R537 (2004)

. Welte, M., Gross, S.: Molecular motors: a traffic cop withHFSP J2, 178-182 (2008)

. Welte, M., Gross, S., Postner, M., Block, S., WieschBud)evelopmental regulation of vesicle transport
in Drosophila embryos: forces and kinetics. G 547-557 (1998)



	Introduction
	Modeling
	Motility states
	Sharp maxima approximation
	Summary and discussion
	 Cargo unbinding

