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Before cell division, two identical copies of chromosomes pulled apart by microtubule (MT) filaments
that approach the chromosomes from the opposite poles argfindle. Connection between the MTs and
the chromosomes are mediated by a molecular complex cahetbkhore. An externally applied tension can
lead to detachment of the MTs from the kinetochore; the migetinhe of such an attachment is essentially a
mean first-passage time. In théirvitro pioneering single-kinetochore experiments, Akiyoshilet(Alature
468 576 (2010)), observed that the mean lifetimes of recarstit MT-kinetochore attachments vary non-
monotonically with increasing tension. The counter-itivei stabilization of the attachments by small load
forces was interpreted in terms of a catch-bond-like meishamased on a phenomenological 2-state kinetic
model. Here we develop the first detailed microscopic modekfudying the dependence of the lifetime of
the MT-kinetochore attachment on (a) the structure, (bjgaies, and (c) kinetics of the coupling. The catch-
bond-like mechanism emerges naturally from this model. édwer,in-silico experiments on this model reveal
further interesting phenomena, arising from the subtlectf of competing sub-processes, which are likely to
motivate new experiments in this emerging area of singttigba biophysics.

Chromosome segregation by the mitotic spindle is oneet al. ] argued that their counter-intuitive data arenire
of the most important intracellular processes in eukacyoti iniscent of ‘catch-bonds™ that can be explained in terms of
cells ]. Connections between chromosomes and micr@ phenomenological two-state kinetic model. A catch-bond-
tubules (MT) are mediated by kinetochores, which are comlike mechanism emerges naturally in the theoretical frame-
plex macromolecular structureE[EI—ZO]. Due to the difficul work of our microscopic model as a consequence of the force-
ties of isolating kinetochores from cells, the identifioatand  sensitivity of KMT depolymerization. Our results reveatier
spatial organization of the molecular components of kinetovarieties of trends of variation of the attachment time than
chores has posed significant challenges. Recent high restirose observed by Akiyoshi et dE[Zl]. We also indicate pos-
lution imaging has provided an indication of the distribati  sible adaptations of the experimental techniques of Akiyos
of these components and even their stoichiome@@2—34}:t aI.Ei] that may be appropriate for testing our new predic
Kinetochores form dynamic, and yet sufficiently strong,-cou tions.
pling with MTs that undergo stochastic transitions between aimost all the theoretical models of MT-kinetochore cou-
growth and shortening. This interaction between kinetoeho pling @_@@] are based exclusively on one of the two ma-
elements and the attached kinetochore MT (KMT) generatej%r mechanisms for force generation. In the biased-diffusi
movement of the chromosome. While a possible architeCmdel, initially proposed by Hill [23], the plus end of a KMT
ture of this nano-device is beginning to emerge, the mechis assumed to be surrounded by a coaxial “sleeve” the inner
anism by which it couples forces from kMT polymeriza- gyrface of which is composed of several binding elements
tion/depolymerization with chromosome movement is a majoknat pind specific KMT sites. The one-dimensional Brown-
unresolved question with significant implications [11,22).  jan motion of the sleeve along the axis of the kMT is bi-
Afundamental biophysical question in this contextis: hbe't  55ed to increase overlap, because a larger number of kMT-
dynamics of the kMTs and externally applied tension (loadsjeeve bindings lowers the total energy of the system. The
force) affect the stability of the kMT-kinetochore cougin interplay of this biased diffusion and the depolymerizatio

Recenin-vitro experiments with reconstituted kinetochore- of the kMT gives rise to the pull exerted by the coupler on
MT attachments in budding yeaE{ @ 21] have provided evithe kinetochore. An alternative coupling mechanism is thase
dence that MT kinetics and load forces can combine in unen the “power stroke” exerted on a rigid ring by the curling
expected ways. Strikingly, it was found that a limited rangeprotofilament tips of a depolymerizing ME[J% 27]. There
of forces can be more favorable for maintaing kinetochore atis increasing recent structural evidence that kinetochore
tachment, whereby load selectively stabilizes attachv@}.t deed engage kMTs through multivalent attachments that move

In this letter, we develop a detailed microscopic model,that2/ong micrqtubulesﬂBO]. Therefore, a biased diffusien r
to our knowledge, is the first theoretical analysis of thisph Mains a valid candidate mechanism for MT-kinetochore cou-
nomenon, at the single kinetochore level. The mean lifetimé!ing. But this evidences does not necessarily excludee rol
of the MT-kinetochore attachment is essentially a mean firstf the well known curled tips of depolymerising MTs in the
passage timé [1]. Calculating this mean first-passage tsne uMT-kinetochore coupling.
ing our microscopic model, we investigate the dependence of In contrast to most of the earlier theoretical work, the mode
the mean attachment lifetime on (i) the structure, (ii) geér  we propose here is “unified” in the sense that it incorporates
ics, and (iii) kinetics of the MT-kinetochore coupler. Akishi  the key features of both these types of models. In our model
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the main elements of the biased diffusion model are treated Binding Energy/Binder

explicitly. Moreover, the curling of the MT protofilamenps, a ) / Unbfé:{‘j& Flozs ‘

a key feature of the power-stroke model, is captured implic- > ib / State noo.. |
itly by assuming a tension-induced slowing down of depoly- T/ chromosome
merisation which is known to arise from the tension-induced /

suppression of the curling. Although force-mediated KMT al (@) Bouna

teration has been discussed in the literafure[[35-43], timade L’L S ¢ State

of these effects in the context of biased diffusion has bieen | Energy . I of external force, Fus

ited. Landscape chromosome

The theory we develop here is an extension of a one-
dimensional force-based model of a kMT-kinetochore “cou-
pler” [2d]. In this extended version, the coupler is compbse FiG. 1. Diagram of model components. = 0 is the kMT entry-
of multiple passive kinetochore elements that bind KMTs viapoint andz = L is the maximum overlap. Mechano-kinetic mod-
a generalized biased-diffusion mechanism, along withvacti ification leads to amplification of energy barriers for bimgliin a
kinetochore force generators, all of which maintain dyrami ‘catch-bond’ type mechanism.
attachment with shortening/growing attached microtubule

We begin with the simplified special version of our model

X L

that includes only the passive binders; later in this letter tergfé??ai:se%tssusgrtf]:etﬁ;hse E:r.\:] atli.r esoéft?ﬁet'ﬁfﬂgfggﬁowe-r
incorporate also the active force generators. In the fingp i proto o playing tip .
confined within the coupler (we visualize the coupler protei

fied version, the kinetochore coupler is modelled as a collec . e !
. . . .. “meshwork as a children’s finger trap toy, see [Hig 1). Such
tion of binder element heads which represent the core bindin : .

force-induced suppression of the curvature of the depalyme

area of a kinetochore. . . o .
The length of the overlap between the kMT and the couiZing protofilament tips, in turn, causes reduction of thte ra

. . . of KMT depolymerization. This proposed scenario is consis-
pler is denoted by: (see Figll). Increasing the overlap be- . . .
tween binders and the lattice is energetically favorable. Atent with the experimental observatlons|Q_f_|[21]. Thus, kMT

in previous work], we assume that each binder head enqepolymerlza'uon rate is assumed to be a decreasing functio

gages with the kMT by obeying a unit energy functiasiz), pf the load tension and the functional form of this dependenc
which has two key parameters:measures free energy drop is assumed to be

due to binder affinity for the kMT lattice, artddescribes the B(F) = BrmaxeFosd 3)
activation barrier for transitions between specific kM Titat

binding sites. In other words, is a measure of the strength where the parametercharacterizes the extent of the effect of
of the kMT-binder affinity whileb is a measure of the “rough- a given load tension o. The kMT p0|ymerization ratey,
ness” of the kMT-coupler interface. The total potentiallgfye  however, is assumed to be independent of load. The rate func-

function is given by tions are chosen in order to allow for the rate- o — 3(F)
N, of the KMT tip dynamics to transition from a catastrophe to
Uy(z) = Z oy (x — ns) 1 @ rescue_stat(_a in a Ioad-depend_ent manner in agreement with
m observations n@l] (SI). We define the breaking ldagaxto

) ) ) ) be the strength of the tension for which the mean attachment
wheres is the spacing between consecutive coupler bindergme js less than 1 min; the qualitative conclusions drawn on

(see Fidl). Binder spacing is an arbitrary parameter (Shine pasis of this definition do not depend sensitively on this

Here we set = ¢, where/ is the distance between consecu- qpqice.

tive kMT binding sites. _ _ _ The lifetime of a MT-kinetochore attachment is defined
The coupler overlap velocity/z/di is then given by the  pore mathematically as the time taken by the kMT, that is ini-

following stochastic differential equation tially atz = L, to reach: = 0 (the coupler entry poinfpr the

1 first time Since this time fluctuates from one MT-kinetochore
dz(t) = EZth (2)  attachment to another, we calculate the mean lifetime. The
1 mean attachment lifetime is essentially a mean first passage

= [~} (2) — Fload dt + LdN,(t) + \/2kpT/EdW (t), time [1], which we calculate using standard methods (S).
’ By a combination of analytical and numerical techniques, we
where the constanfjy,g is the external opposing load force study the trends of variation of the mean lifetime with (& th
on the coupler and is the effective drag coefficient/\W (¢) strength of the externally applied load force, as well as, th
accounts for the thermal diffusion of the coupler on thaédaft  (b) microscopic structure, (c) energetics, and (d) kirsetit
and N (t) is poisson counting processes describing the kMTthe coupler.N, is characteristic of the structure of the coupler
dynamics with intensity rate. (coupler length) whereas its energetics dependpfi.e., on
An opposing tension tends to decrease the overlap betwedhe parameters, b) and Fjoaq; the stochastic kinetics are in-
the KMT and the coupler. We assume that the coupler unddtuenced by the interplay of forces arising from the potédntia



landscape, random Brownian forces, and by the KMT poly-
merization / depolymerization kinetics.

It is difficult to derive an exact analytical expression for
the mean first passage time related to Ely. (2). Therefore, we
explore two limiting cases for which explicit approximate s
lutions can be obtained: (&)ippery regiméi.e., low-friction
regime) wheré << kpT; in this regime the coupler can eas-
ily rearrange its position relative to the kMT, (B}rong fric-
tion regimewhereb >> kgT'; in this regime diffusion inside
the binder is practically non-existentand MT growth/ sbort
ing rates are large compared to all other processes. Stronge 0
friction weakens the ability of the coupler to quickly adjiis
position with the variation of the length of a dynamic MT. For
sufficiently largeb, the coupler becomes staﬂﬂzg], FIG. 2. Mean attachment time versus load force. Blue, orange

In the slippery regimethe mean lifetime is (see SI for the and red correspond to the slippery, intermediate and stiréctgpn
derivation) regimes, respectively. Solid blue line is obtained from @b.with

XA = 3pN~' a = 40, Bmax = 120, N, = 65,a = 0.4kpT,b =
L% exp (—w) — 1+ w 0.001a; dashed blue line is obtained numerically for the same pa-
T(L) ~ — 5 4) rameters but withV, = 32. Parameters for solid orange triangles
D w a = 50, Bmax = 350, Ny, = 45,a = 0.5kpT, b = 0.04a; those for

B . solid orange squares are same exceptdhat 0.6kgT,b = 0.2a.
wherew = L(—a/l + Fioad+ {Bmaz exP(=AFioad))/kBT 1S gojid red curve is obtained from eq (5) withhax = 350, =

a dimensionless work quantity. 0,\ = 0.4.
In the strong friction regimethe mean lifetime is (SI)
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{Pmaxe ™ Fload this enhanced stability comes at a price: in the stable etipp
regime (V, = 65 in Fig.[2), the lifetimes for low loads in-

In Fig[d, we show plots of mean lifetimes obtained by Com_crease beyond observable ranges and sharply decrease close
puter simulations for various parameter values, in adalito Yo 9 Pl
to the breaking loads.

the expressiongl4) and (5). Over a significant regime of phys o , ) . )
ically relevant parameter values, our model gives rise tora n ReSults for the strong friction regimén this regime the dif-
monotonic variation of the mean lifetime with the load ten- fusivé motion of the coupler is made practically impossible
sion; this is consistent with the experimental observatbn PY the conditionb < kpT'. Moreover, increasing load ten-
Akiyoshi et a|_m]' We have also explored other parame—s'on cause stroqger;upprgssmn of the kMT_ depolymermatm
ter regimes to understand kMT-kinetochore detachment phd=ensequently, in this regime, the mean life time increases
nomenon in further detail. The results indicate the pofisibi  Menotonically with increasing load tension (see[Hig.2).

of other distinct trends of variation of the mean lifetimettwi  Resullts for the intermediate regime

tension that might be detectable in experiments under eondi We investigated the intermediate regimes numerically. The
tions different from those used by Akiyoshi etlall[21]. data in Fig[B establish that, in this regime, moleculatifsic
Results for the slippery regiméigs2 and BA show that in makes it harder for the kMT to exit the coupler under load,
the slippery regimethe trend of variation of the mean life while it also further enhances the dependence of attachment
time on the load tension depends sensitively on the bindingme on kMT depolymerization. A delicate balance between
energy (provided by: or N;). At sufficiently low binding  these effects strong friction and force leads to the observe
energies, attachment times can be sensitive to depolyaaeriztrend of variation of mean life time with load force in this
tion. Under these conditions, if depolymerization slowsido  regime.

by the load before the coupler breaks, then attachment times The attachment regimes that result from our model reveal
are non-monotonic and essentially follg¢F') (N, = 32 in competing effects at the kinetochore sites. On one hand, loa
Fig.[2). The peak value of the mean attachment time dependsrces provide a pull that can detach the kMT from the kineto-
on\ = 1/F,.. Thus, for observing the non monotonic varia- chore coupler. On the other hand, load force slows down de-
tion of the mean life time\ must be chosen so as to satisfy polymerization of the kMT, thereby slowing down the exit of
the requirement,. < Fheak Consequently, for F- indepen- its tip from the coupler which, effectively, counters théljng
dent 5 (which corresponds to the special case= 0), the effects of the load. In the conflict between these two opmpsin
mean lifetimes decrease monotonically with increasingl loa effects, as indicated by our data in the FIgs. 2[adnd 3, the-inte
tension, in agreement Wit@l] (SI). As our results estdihli - nal coupler friction might be the ultimate determinant of th
the range of breaking loadl, .ok Can be easily adjusted for emergent behavior. In low and intermediate friction ranges
these model couplers by increasing the binding affinitytier t we distinguish a clear range of forces for which coupling is
lattice usinga or N, (two cases shown in Fid.] 2). However, selectively favored. This finding supports a force-mediate

T(L)
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FIG. 3. Mean attachment times for various coupler parameter <& | . 128
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regimes.A. Mean attachment times in the slippery regime with di e £
ferent KMT kinetic rates for a short coupler witfy, = 32. Common & S;,“%

parameters ard = 3 pN™%, ¢ = 0.4 kT, k = 0.001a. B. Mean 2 A civSelemontnol Farce (oN)
attachment time variations for antermediateregime coupler with

N, = 45 binders. An increase in the binding energiesauses the  FIG. 4. A. Diagram of the architecture of a hybrid coupl@&. Nu-
tails of the mean attachment times to expand in larger fagg®mns.  merical simulation results of average speed versus forca stably
Common parameters abe= 3 pN™", Bimaz = 350 S, @ = 50 bound coupler with varying densities of minus-end directestors.
s~!. Error bars mark standard deviation. Inset Coupler stall forces for each motor densiB. Average speed
versus force for a stably bound coupler with varying deesitif plus-
end directed motorsD. Breaking load calculations for the coupler
shown in panel B-C for two binding energy values. The paranset
selective stabilization of KMT at the kinetochore coupl®e  used aréV, = 52, A = 3, Bimaz = 13051, a =20s"1, ¢ = kgT,

find that non monotonic variation of the mean life time with £ = 0.01a.
the tension, which resembles a a catch-bond mechanism sim-
ilar to] is just one of the possible responses of the kMT- ] o o )
kinetochore coupler. It might be possible to observe themth &ff€Ct the internal friction coefficient (see Sl for detgils
types of theoretically predicted responses by creatingane " Fig. [8 we plot force-velocity relations ankhreax for a
responding required conditions in the-vitro experiments. "Ybrid coupler with varying numbers of motors at the active
Such conditions may be facilitated, for example, by biochemiNterface. The non-monotonic nature of mean attachment is
ical modifications of the Ndc80 complexes at kinetochoredréseérved when the active components are added. When the
[@_@], which are close candidates for our muItivaIent—pasmOtorS oppose load force, stability of the kMT-kinetochore
sive binders. coupling is enhanced, with dynein (or protofilament curling

Effects of force-generating motor proteins in the coupler being a strong candidate for this role. This effect is sufggbr

In addition to the passive kMT binders, active force gener2Y the increased coupler breaking loads:asincreases, Fig.
ating components also play an important role in maintainin D. The a<_:t|ve mterfac_e_stablllzmg effe_ct 9f minus-end-mo
and regulating kMT-kinetochore coupling. Among the active'©'s iS particularly amplified when the binding energy of-pas
force generators, cytoskeletal motor proteins are befigge SIV€ components is weakened, Elg 6D. Despite the stability o
make the dominant contributionl (244, 7]. Using recent struc the attachment being improved, higher numbers of load op-
tural data [[B[19] we create a hybrid coupler, where the outP0sing components also increase the internal friction ef th
ermost layer is composed of passive components and the ifoUPler- This lowers the ability of the coupler to efficigntl
nermost layer closest to the chromosome is composed of dfAck rescued kMT tips, as noted by the slower coupler veloc-
active interface (see Fig 6A). ities in Fig.[6B. o

To include these active components, we add an active force OVerlap-opposing motors (such as, CENP-E kinesin) un-

term in our model der tensic_)n load bring th_e pa_lssive binders at the tip of the
KMT. We interpret these kinesins as components that inereas
Fa(z) =dm(z)(n_f- —nyfy) (6) the effective tension against the coupling which helpsasnst

tension-dependent suppression of depolymerization. [€oup
whered,,, () measures the-dependent length of the active velocities andFiyeak do nNot show a significant difference as
kinetochore interface. The parameters, n, denote the av- n. is varied under tension, FId 6C. This suggests that these
erage number of minus and plus end motors per unit length afomponents do not significantly alter the nature of the kinet
MT embedded in the kinetochore structure whfle and f chore attachment if sufficient numbers of passive bindess ar
denote the force generated by a single minus-end and ptlis-eengaged. Kinesins in the our model serve to enhance the kMT
directed motor, respectively. For each motor we postulate &p tracking efficiency of the coupler, rather than signifitig
linear force-velocity relation in agreement with previousmk  destabilize passive coupling. Finally, when plus end nstor
[Iﬂ,@]. experience compressing forces, motor friction effects idom

A key feature of the hybrid coupler is that besides modify-nate coupler movement (Sl).

ing the force balance of the coupler, active components also We conclude that the mean lifetime of the MT-kinetochore
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION In this model, we refrain from introducing stochastic tians
tions between states of polymerization and depolymedmati
Kinetochore binder spacing: commensurate or incommensuriz using rescue and catastrophe frequencies. However, such an
with MT lattice extension can be easily introduced in the model and we will
explore it elsewhere. Of course, the introduction of steeha
A key feature of our model is that the kinetochore fibroustic catastrophe/rescue transitions in the kinetic KM Tsatél
corona is assumed to be densely populated by MT binder el@dd noise to the mean attachment time calculations. How-
ments. Even though these elements can be flexible, for a denswer, as we'll report elsewhere, our key qualitative observ
enough kinetochore region, we can assume a regularly spacé@ns made in this letter are not significantly affected big th
array of binder elements that are connected to a rigid couplgoise.
backbone. This approach allows us to construct an energy
landscape as a function of the number of bindéfsthat can
associate with the kMT. The binders are assumed to be equi-
spaced and the spacingbetween the successive binders is
treated as a parameter that can attain arbitrary numegal v For this scenario we use
ues. In this letter we have presented results only for theiape Brnax — B
. . . . o max min
case where is commensurate with the MT lattice spaciiig, B(x) = Bmin + 1 (7 —
However, in generals need not be commensurate with MT +exp(ha(@ = f1))

lattice spacing [29]. One can interpret inconmesurateisgac in agreement with previous work [29]. We note that in this
as a more random arrangement of coupler heads. case,r = a — A is adjusted such that the kKMT experiences
If the internal coupler friction increases significantlygaa growth up tox < 57 = 35 nm, witha > Sqin and subsequent
sured byb), the coupler loses its ability to adapt its position destabilization for: > B1 with o < Bmax. The ratex decays
SUfﬁCientIy fast with the Changes in the pOSition of the MT to zero ifx > oap =L — ¢, wherer transitions again, with
tip. That is why, in the main text, we refer to tsong fric- ;. — _3 . In the simulation results shown in Fig. S3 we use
tion regime couplers as being practically static relative to thqgmin =275}, Bmax= 100571, anda = 80 s~ 1.
kMT lattice. Consequently, in this limit, detachment is gies
ble only because of the exit of the KMT tip from the coupler
caused by its depolymerization. Mean Attachment time calculations
In the in-vitro experimentslﬂl] the binder heads might
show heterogeneous binding energies, or even stochastic flu  Here we give details of our calculations of the mean lifetime
tuations in the numerical value df,, which are ignored in  of the kMT-inetochore attachment within the framework of
our simple model. our model. We take a continuum approach [1]. Given that
we start at a position, the time required to exit from the
boundaryx = 0 is denoted byT'(x); it satisfies the delay
differential equation

Load-Independent kMt rates for hybrid couplers.

9)

Microtubule Kinetic rates

As in the previous WOI’@DQ], we assume thatthe MT . 1
polymerization ratex(z) inside the coupler (if non-zero) is €
small for all valuees of:, except fore = L wherea = 0 (20)
because of the lack of space between the MT tip and the kine- ) ) . ) ] )
tochore wall. On the other hand, we assume that the depoly?®S Shown in [2b1, in theslippery regime the mean first exit
merization rate3 of the inserted MT slows down as tension t'm_eT(I) can be calculated using a reduced ordinary differ-
force Fio.q applied to the coupler increases. The polymeriza-€ntial equation,
tion and depolymerization rate functions used for the KMT ti

(=W} (x) — F)0,T(x) + DO*T(x) + o) (T (x + £) — T(x)) +

! —
kinetic rater = o — 3(Fioaq) are given by Vi@, Fya, )T (@) + DToa(2) = —1. (1)
where
a(z) = < (7)
1+ exp(=X(z —aq))’ 2kpT
=2D = B 12
ﬂ(Fload) _ Bma)(ei)\ﬂoad (8) O'(l') 6 ( )
For a givenF), .4, the KMT can be in a state of either poly-
merization ¢ > /) or depolymerizationf > «). For all the 1 9
calculations shown here, and 8 were such that the MT was V'(x, F,a, ) = g(_%(x)_F)_HO(f(z)/kBT) (ﬂ(F)_O‘(I))

in the state of depolymerisation whéf,,; = 0. On gradu- (13)
ally increasingFi,.q4, the MT can switch to the state of poly- andly(f(x)/kpT) is the integral form of the modified Bessel
merisation because of tension-induced suppressigho§. function of the first kind, which scales the effect of the MT
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polymerization/depolymerization rates against the atitv In this case,

barrier heights in the potential energy wél}(x). The func-

tion f(z), in the Bessel function, arises from a smoothed ap- dx(t) ~ LdN,(t) (18)
proximation of the well where we usé(z) = f(z)(1 —

COS(Z%)) + h(zx), with the linear termsf(z), h(z) chosen Inthe special case of a MT with = 0, the overlap inside the

from a Fourier series fit to the potential energy wef() =  coupler depends only on the depolymerization steps counted
2;5@;“1_5, h(z) = —%&). This approximation is made in order by the process/Ng ). For this process, the time interval
to simplify the numerical calculations. between the occurrence of the consecutive depolymerizatio

The boundary conditions af&(0) = 0,7"(L) = 0, where ~ events are independent identically distributed randoni var
we have an absorbing boundaryat= 0 and a reflecting ables with meani/3(F). Therefore, the mean exit time for
boundary at: = L; the reflecting boundary represents an im-2 fully engaged coupler with length = N,/ in the strongly
penetrable physical barrier erected by the rigid kinetogeho bound regime is
plate. For the mean attachment time, the EQ.1S(11) yields the

formal analytical solution T(L) ~ ; Nto;F - L -
I’T'Ia)(€7 load maxe* load

(19)

1 T dU L
T(z) = D )y ep(V(y)/D) /y exp(V(z)/D)dz. (14) o | |
dad1-1 deletion in silico and force-velocity calculations
To get a closed form expression for the mean first pas-

sage time we consider the special casslippery limitwhere Force dependent depolymerization is key in order to ob-

the activation barriers against transitions between ssbe®  serve the non-monotonic variation of the mean lifetime ef th

binding sites are sufficiently lowb (< k5T’) such that the po- coupler with the load force. We test our model by reproduc-

tential well is well-approximated by (z) = —az, @ = a/¢.  ing the results of thén-vitro experiments reported i 1],

Further, one can extend the binders to the coupler boundarwheredadl — 1 components were deleted from the coupler.

such that the well does not become flat inside the coupler (i.eTo mimic these deletions, we remo%ebinders and we set

it remains linear). In this special case the contributiamfr X\ = 0in order to remove lateral coupler cohesion provided by

the Bessel function is unity/¢(0) = 1), and the equation for DAM ring components. In this scenario, the mean attachment

the mean first passage time is simplified to times decrease monotonically with increasing load foree (s
Fig $8) in full agreement with the corresponding observatio

of Akiyoshi et al. [21].

(d—F

o £ﬁmaxexp(—)\(F)))Tz(x) + DTu(z) = —1,

(15) x 10°

where we have set = 0 without loss of generality. Solving 15¢ B 1
this differential equation we get - N,=65,A =3
£
T(L) ~ L_Qexp(—w) -1+w (16) \E’lO N,=60. A =0 i
D w? 2 200
) 3 " —B(F)
where 5 £ 100& -t
A _ c 5 o i
= LA+ F A Bmad exp(-AF)) (17) S AL R LERPLS
kpT = 0 5 10
. . . . . . Force
is a non-dimensional quantity. This formula provides a gooc 0 S ‘ . .
estimate of the mean attachment times obtained from simule 0 05 1 15 2 25 3
tions in the limitb << kpT. Force (pN)

In thestrong frictionregime, diffusion of the coupler along
the kMT is insignificant and binding is very strong,{ >>  FIG. 5. Mean attachment times in the slippery regime. We show
k5T), so that movement of the KMT inside the coupler is onlyc@lculations with\, = 65 (solid line) and, = 60 (dashed line),
accomplished with the Poisson counting processes. One o (El6). We also remove force dependent depolyatieriz

. . . - . . in one caseX = 0), which completely removes range of forces for
alternatively think of this regime as a velcro or sticky re which attachment times increase. These results are useprtmiuce

where the coupler is so strongly engaged with kMT bindingp,41-1 deletion studies fronl [21]Figure inset. Plot of the kMT
sites that relocation relative to the kMT is not possiblereve kinetic rates as a function of load force. Common paraméterall
under load, due to the high binding energy (coupler bindingalculations shown ar® = 3 pN™', Bas = 140, a = 20, a = 0.4
will eventually break under significant load, however fasth ksT, k = 0.001a.

limit coupler breaking would require load beyond the ranges

testedn vitro).
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Velocity Reversals will decrease kMT-coupler overlap because the motors push
toward the plus-end tip of the inserted kMT.

A suitably chosen value of the paramedéyora canensure ~ For our purposes, we find it sufficient to adopt a stan-
that the mean attachment times excéetin for the range of ~dard prescription for capturing the force-generation by th
Fjoqq for which velocities are measured by simulations of eq_m0|ecular motors that does not exp||C|t|y describe theitkta
(1) In the inset of F|g 3, we show Coup|e|’ Speeds for SucﬁtOChaStiC meChanO'ChemiStry of the individual motors.

a stably attached coupler in tisépperyregime. The typical
values of these speeds are comparable to the data éﬁ'ef.[Zl]

In the plot of the speed versus force, shown in Fig. 3inset,
we see that the coupler experiences first a gradual slow-down
and, beyond the velocity transition point, eventual spagdi
up as the tension load is increased further. The transitamt p
corresponds td, = 1/X = 1/3 pN, which is consistent with
the form of theB(Fisag) function. We highlight that the value ;.. o) 1 1
of £, can be increased only in the cases where there is suffi—,—~ — Vur = ¢ Z F=- ( — U (z) — Foad + FA(x))a

§

cienta, N, to support attachment; in order for the nonlineari- (20)

ties to persist it is important that the depolymerizatideia  \yhere¢ is the coupler effective drag coefficient aig;z is

slowed down within the range of forces that can be supporteghe velocity of the KMT tip with respect to a space-fixed frame
by the coupler. of reference. The active force term

Fa(z) = dm()(n-f- —ni fy) (21)

with the motor density function

The parameters in the “intermediate regime” satisfy neithe
the conditions forslippery motion nor those fostrong fric- din () = (& — Nos)(H(z — Nps) — H(w — Nys — Lin))
tion. In this parameter regime the mean lifetime of the kMT- (22)
kinetochore attachments were computed by computer simula- + Ly, H(x — Nys — L), (23)
tions of eq. (1) of the main text. The averaging was carried ) o )
out over 500 trials for each fixed value of the force. Time stepVhereH (z) is the standard Heaviside step function dnd =
size had to be sufficiently small to ensure numerical stgbili 8 "M corresponds to the total horizontal length of the cou-
and convergence. Exit time searches were extended up to &€ that can be populated by active components (in three-
min, which is well within the range of times explored experi- dimensions this corresponds to one layer of motors working
mentally in Ej_]_ In the stably attached cases, with higiV,, around a kMT with 12 protofilament tracks, with one motor
(or large attachment energy), numerical trials for exitegm Per track).
failed to yield an estimate, because the coupler remained en AS noted in the main text, linear force-velocity relations
gaged for times exceeding the allotted 60 min. Such an afermit us to explicitly calculate _the active component ¢elo
tificial truncation of the lifetime distribution at 60 mimgis ity dependence for the total active components ugingind
rise to artificially lower estimates for the mean and staddar /+- Note that minus here denotes minus end directed mo-
deviation of attachment times at the exit time peak points irffors/or protofilament curling that push to increase ovealagh
the intermediate regime; this is due to the smaller number of!us denotes plus end directed motors that work against cou-

Derivation of the model equations for the coupler compoded o
binders and motors.

We start with force balance equation which does notinclude
random fluctuations for the coupler overlap velocity

Numerical Simulations

points used to gather exit time statistics. pler/microtubule overlap. For each case, we have
) fi:Freram (1_ Uj:i )7 (24)
Active Coupler Interface Vinaz

, ) ) whereFE —andV;t  are the stall force and maximal veloc-
Here we descr_|be our approach for mcorpor_atlng for(_:eity for the plus-end directed and minus-end directed motors
generation by active components at the coupler interfaice in respectively, whereas, are the corresponding instantaneous

the dynamical equations. We will refer to these elements agq|qcities. Next we express, in terms ofdz/dt. Ignoring
generic molecular motors, however, we note that in the casgy ihe binder fibersy = 211, — 2,010 and hence
- p motor

of KMT minus end motorsr(_), then the force of the motors

is equivalent to the force exerted by a ring that is being pdsh dv  dzryp  dTmotor o5
by the curling plus end tips of kMTs. We note here that minus dt - dt dt (25)
end motors will increase the kMT-coupler overlap, because = Vir +v_ (26)

these components walk toward the MT minus end, while the
plus end of the KMT is the side that gains attachment with théNote that, in the absence of plus-end-directed motors and ig
coupler. On the other hand, for plus end motors, their actiomoring boundary conditions, the overlap can attain a statip
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value only if Vayr < 0; in this stationary state the depoly- end motors cause the minimum energy state to correspond to
merization of the tip would be balanced by the translocation = N,s, which places the passive binders at the kMT tip.
driven by the minus-end-directed motors. Similarly, if pynl This effect causes the coupler to operate under a biased dif-

plus-end-directed motors are present, fusion principle, especially when external loads are m@msi
loads (ioad > 0).
dz = Vir — vg. (27) The dynamics of the coupler described by &gl (29) is fully
dt deterministic. However, in reality, the kinetics of the kMT
T i kinetochore coupler are stochastic. Therefore, we nowewrit
Substituting eqsL{26) and(27) into &.(20) we get down a stochastic differential equation (SDE) that would,
dx upon averaging, correspond to the deterministic equations
at written above. Suppose over a small time intefzahe num-
1 , B dx/dt — Vi ber of subunits (am — 5 tubulin dimer) added and removed
¢ [ = V'(2) = Fioad + d(z)(n—Fyq, <1 - W) from the tip of the KMT by polymerization and depolymeriza-

tion aredN,., an independent homogenous Poisson process.
) } + Vur. (28) Moreover, we capture the effects of random Brownian
forces through the noidé’ (¢) which is assumed to be a Gaus-
Regrouping the velocity terms we obtain the following sian stochastic process. We distinguish this G_aussiaressoc
equation for coupler overlap, from th_e one used earlier in the absence of actwe_force gener
tors. Since molecular motors are fueled by chemical reastio
(e.g., ATP hydrolysis), this random force includes the affe

Vvr — dx/dt
g (1 Y

max +
Vmam

dx 1 - of fluctuations both in the chemical reactions and mechénica
— = —— [~V (2) — F d _F —n Ft

dt — &(x) [~V (2) = Fioaa + d()(n— Frna = 74 Frra )] stepping involved in each cycle of the individual motors.

+ Vur. (29) Thus, the equation for the coupler overlap reads
whereg(z) = £ + ™ (z) + p*(x) and Z_f = % [~V (x) = Fload + d(@)(n—Fppqp — 0y Frfyy)]
X
+
lui _ d(l’) niFmaz ] (30) + édN,,« (t) —+ dW(t) (31)
EVinaz

Force velocity relations for a hybrid coupler
iPassive Binder AMinus—End Motor

4 F—P . .
load Here we show force-velocity calculations for a coupler mo-
Passive Binder tor that is engaged with varying densities of plus-end déec
Bias Plus-End p_assaie Active chromatin or opposing motors and the inserted kMT kinetic rates do not
Motor Bias L have load dependence.
Passive Binder M\TIip
7 Energy 80 5
) Minus-End Z
Active Motor Motor Bias S -1
Energy L @
o~ 60 S
~ = -2
0 X L I s
c 2]
< 40r
[¢B]
[¢}]
joR
FIG. 6. Potential binding energy modification upon activeeiface n 20t
addition.
We note that the potential well diagram in Fid.] S6 demon- o F—— =
strates the effects of incorporating active componentsién t -5 —4 -3 —2 -1 0

. L - Force (pN
couplers. For minus-end motors the well is tilted in such a (PN

way so that the minimum energy state is located at L, FIG. 7. Average speed versus force plot for a stably boungleou

fpr which the coupler is fully 0\_/erl_apped Wit_h the kMT-_ NO- with varying densities of plus-end directed motdrsset Stall force
tice that the shape of the well indicates an increased iatern calculations for each motor density inside the coupler. Faam-

friction arising not just due to the passive binder heads (loeters areV, = 52, A = 3, a = kT, k = 0.0la, fBmin = 27S 1,
cal wells) but also due to the concavity of the modified well Smax = 100 ™", andar = 80 s~ ".
due to the minus end motors. On the other hand, for plus
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In order to challenge active components that work to de-
crease the overlap (such as CENP-E kinesin), in Figj. S7 we
tested the model with varying, and Fipag < 0. In these
cases,Fioag < 0 is not a tension load, so we omit KMF
dependence oifjoag. As shown in Fig. B7, when the ac-
tive motor component pulls to oppose coupler overlap agjains
compressing load, the internal friction is directly incsed by
the action of the motor, resulting in an overall loss of cou-
pler tracking ability (however attachment is maintaindus t
motors become stalled), as shown by decreasing veloaities i

Fig. $7.

ERROR CORRECTION AT KINETOCHORES AND
CATCH-BOND-TYPE MECHANISMS

The non-monotonic attachment times which arise for vari-
ous parameter ranges for this coupler model indicate tka¢th
are force ranges for which longer attachment times are fa-
vored. We interpret the regions with peak attachment times
as stable-attachment force regions. Thus the force rahges t
give longT'(L) can be thought of as optimal force ranges for
which kinetochores support attachment. This force-sekect
mechanism is particularly important in the context of error
correction of KMT attachments at kinetochores; many erro-
neous kMT attachments may not provide sufficient tension
force on a kinetochore due to the geometry of the connec-
tion. A purely force-mediated error-correction mechan&m
kinetochores has important implications because it expand
the role of kinetochore couplers beyond generation of move-
ment, to also checking the quality of the KMT attachment.

There are various mechanisms for catch-bonds that explain
how such a bond can become stronger under force (for review
see P ]). In the general context of MT-kinetochore attach-
ments, references to 'catch-bonds’ are made to account for
the observed increase in the attachment life time when sub-
jected to tensile force. We have offered a conceptual seenar
where the stronger is the tension the smaller is the curgatur
of the splaying KMT tips and, as a consequence, the slower is
the depolymerization of the kKMT and, hence, the longer is the
life time.

To implement this conceptual model quantitatively, we have
assumed that the depolymerization rate is proportiondieo t
free depolymerization rate (or attempt frequency) and expo
nentially related to the height of the energy barrier aldmg t
unbinding pathway. We have decoupled the coupler binding
energy by keeping the energy functidniz) and modified the
depolymerization rate by a rescaled load force teFigag).

The two can be combined if we use a dynamic potential en-
ergy landscape which takes into account protofilamentragirli
energies ¥(z,t)), however, we claim that the end effect is
similar to the simple model we present here.
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PARAMETER VALUES
Parameter Description Symbol Values Tested
MT binding site spacing l 8/13 nm [23]
Maximal coupler length L 50 nm [?]
Maximal number of coupler binders N, 15-65

Maximal Depolymerization Rate  SBimqe 100 — 350 s~ ! [23]
Maximal Polymerization Rate e 20 — 50 s~ [24]
MT lattice/binder binding energy a 0.4kpT — 3kgT
Binder activation barrier b 0.001la — 0.4a
Critical Depolymerization Force F. = 1/A 0.3 —5pN
Polymerization Decay Position i L —¢nm[29]

kMT-rate transition steepness A1 100 nm~* [29]




