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Abstract

Local diffusivity of a protein depends crucially on the conformation, and the conformational fluc-
tuations are often non-Markovian. Here, we investigate the Langevin equation with non-Markovian
fluctuating diffusivity, where the fluctuating diffusivity is modeled by a generalized Langevin equa-
tion under a double-well potential. We find that non-Markovian fluctuating diffusivity affect the
global diffusivity, i.e., the diffusion coefficient obtained by the long-time trajectories when the
memory kernel in the generalized Langevin equation is a power-law form. On the other hand, the
diffusion coefficient does not change when the memory kernel is exponential. We show that these
non-Markovian effects are the consequences of an everlasting effect of the initial condition on the
stationary distribution in the generalized Langevin equation under a double-well potential due to

long-term memory.
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I. INTRODUCTION

A particle immersed in an aqueous solution exhibits a random motion known as the
Brownian motion. The mean square displacement (MSD) of the random motion increases
linearly with time ¢: (x(t)?) = 2Dt, where z(t) is the position of the particle with x(0) =
0. The proportional constant D characterizes the diffusivity, i.e., the diffusion coefficient.
Diffusion is a consequence of collisions between the particle and solvent molecules, where
the diffusing particle is much larger than the solvent molecules. Therefore, the theory of
diffusion is connecting microscopic dynamics and macroscopic behaviors such as the diffusion
coefficient [1]. The Stokes-Einstein relation states that the diffusion coefficient of a spherical

particle is described by
kgT
= (1)
™R
where kg, T, n and R are the Boltzmann constant, temperature, viscosity, and the radius of
the spherical particle H, H] Furthermore, a Stoke-Einstein-like relation is also considered to
hold in lateral diffusion of a Erotein on the membrane, where the radius R is replaced by a
.
Temporal fluctuations of the diffusion coefficient are intrinsic in the diffusion of proteins

BQL supercooled liquids H], and entangled polymers ] The reptation model

represents the diffusion of entangled polymers ] The dynamic equation of the center-of-

lateral radius of a protein

mass can be described by the end-to-end vector, which depends on the conformation and
changes with time. Therefore, the local diffusivity (instantaneous diffusion coefficient) in
the reptation model exhibits temporal fluctuations. Proteins in aqueous solutions diffuse
and exhibit conformational fluctuations. Because the gyration radius changes with time in
the diffusion of a protein, the local diffusivity also fluctuates [§].

Fluctuating diffusivity provides rich physical behaviors such as Brownian yet non-
Gaussian diffusion |15, Eg,], anomalous diffusion and ergodicity breaking [6]. Diffusing diffu-
sivity model is a theoretical model of Brownian yet non-Gaussian diffusion, which exhibits
an exponential distribution in the propagator |. The annealed transit time model
exhibits ergodicity breaking and anomalous diffusion , ] Furthermore, in Langevin
equation with fluctuating diffusivity, it has been shown that trajectory-to-trajectory fluc-

tuations of the time-averaged MSD are intrinsic when the measurement time is not greater

than the largest relaxation time [13, [14, [20].



Temporal protein conformational fluctuations are often non-Markov E, @] In par-
ticular, temporal fluctuations of the gyration radius exhibit 1/ f noise [8]. Because the local
diffusivity is related to the gyration radius, it is expected that fluctuating diffusivity is also
described by a non-Markov process. Therefore, it is important to clarify the effect of non-
Markovian fluctuations of instantaneous diffusion coefficient. Several non-Markov diffusing
diffusivity models were proposed to investigate the non-Gaussianity of the propagator and
anomalous diffusion [27, @I]) However, it is still an open problem how the non-Markovian

fluctuating diffusivities affect the global diffusivity, i.e., the diffusion coefficient obtained by

the long-time trajectories.

Here, we investigate the Langevin equation with non-Markovian fluctuating diffusivity
to unravel the effects of non-Markovian fluctuating diffusivity on the global diffusivity. In
particular, we model the dynamics of the gyration radius of a protein by the generalized
Langevin equation under a double-well potential and assume the Stokes-Einstein-like rela-
tion. There are two minima in the double-well potential, which correspond to the folding
and unfolding states of a protein. We consider power-law and exponential memory kernels

to clarify the effects of the memory kernels on the diffusion coefficient.

II. LANGEVIN EQUATION WITH NON-MARKOVIAN FLUCTUATING DIF-
FUSIVITY

We consider a Langevin equation with non-Markovian fluctuating diffusivity as a model
of diffusion of a protein. The dynamic equation of the Langevin equation with fluctuating

diffusivity (LEFD) is described as

X = VAP0 () ©)

where x(t) is a position (center-of-mass) of a molecule, D(t) is the fluctuating diffusion
constant, and &(¢) is a white Gaussian noise with (£(¢)£(t)) = o(t — t'). We assume the
Stokes-Finstein-like relation for the fluctuating diffusivity D(t), i.e.,

D(t) = 5= 3)

1
R(t)’
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FIG. 1. (a) trajectory R(t), and the corresponding fluctuating diffusivity D(¢). (b) Double well
potential, where the parameters are a = 0.046875,b = —0.578125, ¢ = 2.296875,d = —3.046875,

and e = 1.28125. There are two minima in the double-well potential, i.e., R =1 and 5.

where R(t) represents the gyration radius of the molecule. We assume that the dynamic

equation for R(t) is described by the generalized Langevin equation (GLE):

i == [ e = Oyontrar - T nto) ()

where 7(t) is the memory kernel, vg(t) = dR(t)/dt, V(R) is a potential, and £x(t) is a noise

which satisfies the fluctuation-dissipation relation:
(Er(t)Er(t)) = ksTn(t —1'). ()
In what follows, we consider a double-well potential:
V(R) = aR* + bR* + cR* + dR + e. (6)

There are two minima in the double-well potential (see Fig.[). The parameters in the GLE
are set to be m = 1 and kgl = 1. To prevent a negative diffusivity and an extreme large
diffusivity, we assume D(t) = 10 for R(t) < 0.1. Figure [[l shows a trajectory of R(¢) under
a double well potential and the corresponding fluctuating diffusivity D(t).
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We consider exponential and power-law kernels in the GLE. The exponential kernel is
given by
n(t) = noAe M, (7)

where 7 is the intensity and A is the inverse relaxation time. Here, we derive Markovian
Langevin equations from the GLE with an exponential kernel, which is used in numerical
simulations. First, we consider an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process S(t) [29], where the dynamics

are described by the following equation:

S(t) = =AS(t) + A\/2kpTno&o(t) (8)

where £y(t) is a white Gaussian noise, which satisfies (£y(f) = 0 and (§y(¢)&o (1)) = (t —
t'). By a simple calculation, it is shown that the correlation function of S(¢) becomes an
exponential decay [30]:

(S(H)S(H)) = kpTnore N1, 9)

This is the same as the fluctuation-dissipation relation of £x(t), i.e., Eq. ([B). Therefore, one
can use S(t) as noise {g(t). Furthermore, to eliminate the integral in Eq. (), we introduce

an auxiliary variable ((¢):
¢
VAC(t) = —/ noe Mg (t)dt' + S(t). (10)
0
Differentiating Eq. (I0), we have

C(t) = —noV \ug(t) )+ 2MkpTnoéo(t) (11)

As a result, we have the following Markovian Langevin equations:
R(t) = vg(t), (12)
oV
muia(t) = — a“") FVAC() (13)
(t) = —moV ug(t) )+ 2\ T (1). (14)

We use these equations in numerical simulations.

For a power-law memory kernel, we use

O — (15)



where 7, is a constant, I'(+) is the gamma function, and « is a power-law exponent. In numer-

ical simulations of the GLE with a power-law memory kernel, we use a Markov embedding

method [31], where we approximate the power-law memory kernel by a superposition of
exponential functions:
N-1
n(t)=> me (16)
i=0
where v; = 32 and 7; = ﬁ% Using auxiliary variables u;, we have Markovian
Langevin equations:
R(t) = vg(t), (17)
, oV(z) =
mig(t) = =220 S ), (18)
r i=0

u;(t) = —nivr(t) — viug(t) + /2vumksT&(t), (19)

where &; is a white Gaussian noise. In what follows, the parameters of the GLE with a power-
law memory kernel are set to be Co(b) = 1, N = 16,15 = 103,06 = 10,1, = 1,kg = 1,7 =1

and m = 1.

III. NON-MARKOVIAN EFFECTS OF CONFORMATIONAL FLUCTUATION
ON THE DIFFUSIVITY

The global diffusivity of the LEFD can be characterized by the asymptotic behavior of
the MSD. In many cases, the MSD of the LEFD exhibits normal diffusion B, m, M]

(@(t)?) = 2(D(®))t, (20)

where (-) represents the ensemble average M] If the stochastic process D(t) is stationary,
the ensemble average (D(t)) does not depend on time ¢ and is given by the stationary distri-
bution (D)y. When the dynamics are Markovian, the stationary distribution is represented

by the equilibrium distribution of R. Therefore, the ensemble average is given by
(D) = / D(R)Pu(R)dR, (21)

where P.(R) is the equilibrium distribution of gyration radius R and D(R) is the instanta-

neous diffusion coefficient given that the gyration radius is R.
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FIG. 2. Propagators of gyration radius R(t) for different times ¢, where the dynamics of R(t) are
described by the GLE with an exponential memory kernel (A = 1), the initial condition is P(R,0) =
d(R — 1) and the parameters of the double-well potential are a = 0.000937,b = —0.011562,c =
0.0045937,d = —0.060938, and 0.025625. The solid line shows the equilibrium distribution, i.e.,

Eq. [22).

When the dynamics of R(t) are described by the Langevin equation, i.e., n(t) = 6(t), the

equilibrium distribution is given by the Boltzmann distribution:

Pual) = Nexp (-1, (2

where N is the normalization constant. Therefore, the equilibrium distribution of R(t)
determines the global diffusivity in the LEFD. However, when the dynamics of R(t) are
described by the GLE with a long-term memory, the equilibrium distribution may deviate
from the Boltzmann distribution. Therefore, the global diffusivity may change due to non-

Markovian fluctuating diffusivity even when fluctuating diffusivity is a stationary process.
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A. exponential memory kernel

When the memory kernel is exponential, the GLE can be described by the Markovian
Langevin equations, i.e., Eqs. ([7), (I8) and ([I9). In other words, the equations are a three-
dimensional Langevin equation. Therefore, the Fokker-Planck equation can be described
explicitly [32]. The stationary solution of the Fokker-Planck equation is obtained by the
canonical distribution. Integrating the stationary distribution with respect to vz and (, we
have the stationary distribution for R. In particular, the stationary distribution for R is
also given by the Boltzmann distribution, i.e., Eq. (22]). Figure [2 shows that the propagator
P(R,t) of R(t) converges to the Boltzmann distribution in the long-time limit. Moreover,
we confirm numerically that equilibrium distributions for different A do not depend on A
and are described by the Boltzmann distribution. Therefore, the relaxation time A in the
exponential memory kernel does not affect the equilibrium distribution.

The diffusion coefficient does not depend on A but is described by Eq. (2I) because the
equilibrium distribution does not depend on \. Figure [3 shows the MSDs for different .
All the MSDs exhibit normal diffusion, i.e., linear growth of ¢. The diffusion coefficient in
the MSD is obtained by Eq. [22)), i.e., the equilibrium distribution in the GLE of R(t). As
shown in Fig. 3] the diffusion coefficients estimated by Eq. (22]) are in good agreement with
numerical results. As a result, there is no non-Markovian effect on the global diffusivity

when the memory kernel is exponential.

B. power-law memory kernel

Figure @ shows the MSDs when the memory kernel is a power-law form. Even when the
fluctuating diffusivity D(t) has a long-term memory, all the MSDs exhibit normal diffusion.
This is because there exists a stationary distribution for R(¢), which means that D(t) is
also a stationary process. However, the diffusion coefficients deviates from Eq. ([2I)) and
depend on the power-law exponent «. In particular, the diffusion coefficient is increased
by the decrease of a, which implies that the non-Markovian effect increases the diffusivity.
Therefore, we find that there is a clear non-Markovian effect on the global diffusivity when

the memory kernel is a power-law form.

We discuss how the non-Markovian fluctuating diffusivity affects the global diffusivity.
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FIG. 3. Mean square displacement for the LEFD, where fluctuating diffusivity is obtained from the
GLE with an exponential memory kernel (A =0.1, 1, and 10) and the parameters of the double-well
potential are the same as those in Fig. 2l The dashed line represents Eq. (2I]). The result for the

case that R(¢) is the Brownian motion is also shown for reference.

Since the fluctuating diffusivity D(t) is a stationary process, the stationary distribution

exists. Therefore, the global diffusivity is described as
(D) = / D(R)P4(R)dR, (23)

where Py (R) is a stationary distribution for R(t). Figure [§l shows the propagators for R(t)
when the memory kernel is a power-law form with exponent o« = 0.5. The propagator
actually converges to a stationary distribution. However, the stationary distribution clearly

deviates from the Boltzmann distribution, i.e., Eq. ([22). There is a trace of the initial
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condition, i.e., R(0) = 1. In particular, the stationary distribution has a peak around the
initial condition. We confirm numerically that the stationary distribution crucially depends
on the initial condition. Therefore, the effect of the initial condition is everlasting. This
non-uniqueness of the stationary distribution for R(t) generates the non-Markovian effect
of the fluctuating diffusivity on the global diffusivity. When the initial condition is the
left bottom of the double-well potential, the global diffusivity is greater than that for the
Markovian fluctuating diffusivity. Furthermore, a strong non-Markovianity increases the

global diffusivity.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have investigated how non-Markovian fluctuating diffusivities affect the global dif-
fusivity using the LEFD. The MSD exhibits normal diffusion in the LEFD even when the
fluctuating diffusivity is non-Markov. We have found that non-Markovian fluctuations of
fluctuating diffusivity change the global diffusivity, i.e, the diffusion coefficient in the MSD.
This non-Markovian effect is a consequence of the everlasting effect of the stationary distribu-
tion on the initial condition in the fluctuating diffusivity, where the dynamics are described
by the GLE through the relation D(t) = 1/R(t). The stationary distribution deviates from
the Boltzmann distribution and depends crucially on the initial condition. When the dy-
namics of the gyration radius of a protein are described by the GLE, the LEFD with a
Stokes-Einstein-like relation D(t) = 1/R(t) is a model of the center-of-mass trajectory of
the protein. Therefore, our results indicate that non-Markovian conformational fluctuations

play an important role in regulating the diffusivity of the protein.
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FIG. 4. Mean square displacement for the LEFD, where fluctuating diffusivity is obtained from
the GLE with a power-law memory kernel (o =0.6, 0.7, 0.8, and 0.9) and the parameters of the
double-well potential are the same as those in Fig. [[l The initial condition for R(t) is located at
the left minimum in the potential, i.e., R(0) = 1. The dashed line represents Eq. (2I]). The result

for the case that R(t) is the Brownian motion is also shown for reference.
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