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The point-curvature model for membrane protein inclusions is shown to capture multibody in-
teractions very well. Using this model, we find that the interplay between membrane tension and
multibody interactions results in a collective attraction of oppositely curved inclusions tending to
form antiferromagnetic structures with a square lattice. This attraction can produce a phase sepa-
ration between curved and non-curved proteins, resulting in the clustering of curved proteins. We
also show that the many-body repulsion between identical curved proteins is enhanced by mem-
brane tension. This can lead to the dissolution of clusters stabilized by short-range forces when
the tension is increased. These new phenomena are biologically relevant and could be investigated
experimentally

Biological membranes are bilayers of amphiphilic lipid
molecules surrounded by an aqueous solvent, which con-
stitute the wall of our cells [1]. Their elasticity is
governed by bending rigidity and lateral tension [2].
Curvature-inducing integral proteins with conical shape
deform membranes on a large scale and undergo long-
range interactions mediated by the deformation of the
membrane [3–14] (fig. 1). Membrane proteins interact
via a variety of other mechanisms, such as short-range
interactions [15, 16], the interplay between shape and
hydrophobic mismatch [17, 18], interaction with lipid re-
cruitment, depletion, line tension and with protein scaf-
folds [19, 20], cooperativity with receptor-ligand bind-
ing [21] and through membrane reshaping [22]. In all
these mechanisms, however, the direct effect of mem-
brane tension is largely ignored.

In a tensionless membrane with bending rigidity κ, two
curvature-inducing inclusions with circular cross-section,
imposing local curvatures c1 and c2 of any sign, are
known to repel each other with an asymptotic energy
proportional to κ(c21 + c22)(a/r)

4, where a is the radius
of the inclusions and r their separation. This was first
shown in the framework of the disk with detachment an-
gle (DDA) model introduced by Goulian et al. [3]. The
corresponding interaction has been calculated as a power
series up to order 1/r14 [11] and computed numerically at
very short separations [14]. It is valid in the small defor-
mation limit; in the nonlinear regime, numerical calcu-
lations indicate that identical inclusion may attract each
other at very small separations [7, 8]. Note that inclu-
sions with anisotropic cross-sections, or inclusions induc-
ing anisotropic curvatures, undergo a stronger interaction
∼ r−2 [5, 14, 23].

In the presence of a significant lateral tension σ, the
interaction between curvature-inducing proteins relaxes
exponentially over the correlation length ξ =

√
κ/σ,

resulting however in increased repulsion at short sepa-
rations for inclusions of the same curvature sign, and
short-range attraction with minimum-energy separation
for inclusions of opposite curvature signs [24]. In addition

to these deformation-mediated interactions, membrane
inclusions also undergo fluctuation-induced interactions
(Casimir-like forces), but these are negligible for proteins
inducing large local curvatures [3, 5, 25].

Remarkably, within their total many-body energy,
membrane inclusions undergo multibody interactions as
prominent as pairwise interactions [4, 14]. Large clusters
of inclusions were originally studied in Ref. [4], however
with a method based on the energy required to insert a
protein into a curved background. This method correctly
captures pairwise and triplet interactions, but neglects
higher order multibody interactions [10]. Exact results
on multibody interactions were obtained within the DDA
model very recently [14]. In the presence of tension, the
dominant three-body interaction was derived in Ref. [26],
but little is known about the overall importance of multi-
body interactions in equilibrium clusters.

In this Letter, we apply the pointlike curvature con-
straint model introduced in Refs. [5, 6, 26] to proteins
embedded in membranes under tension. This method
is simpler than the traditional DDA method and allows
quite a large number of inclusions to be treated exactly
within its framework. We show (i) that the pointlike
model captures the asymptotic triplet and quadruplet
interactions in exactly the same way as the DDA model
in the absence of tension, and (ii) we verify that it cap-
tures correctly the pairwise interaction in the presence of
tension. We then apply the pointlike method to sets of
curvature-inducing protein inclusions, showing that the
enhancement of the many-body interaction due to mem-
brane tension can lead to novel clustering behaviors.

In the small deformation limit, which we adopt, the

FIG. 1. One-dimensional sketch of curvature-inducing mem-
brane proteins arranged antiferromagnetically.
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membrane Hamiltonian reads [2]

H =

∫
d2r

[κ
2

(
∇2h

)2
+

σ

2
(∇h)

2
]
, (1)

where h(r) denotes the height of the membrane above
a reference plane parametrized by r = (x, y). The first
term describes the bending energy of the membrane and
the second term describes the cost of a deformation when
the membrane is subjected to lateral tension. Bare mem-
brane correlations are given by the Green’s function of
L = ∇4 − ξ−2∇2, i.e., G(r) = −(2π)−1ξ2[K0(r/ξ) +
ln(r/ξ)], with K0 the zeroth order Bessel function.

We consider a set of N protein inclusions, each lo-
cally imposing an isotropic curvature ci at r = ri, i.e.,
∂2
xh(ri) = ∂2

yh(ri) = ci and ∂x∂yh(ri) = 0. Note that
anisotropic proteins could be dealt with using anisotropic
curvature tensors [5]. It was shown in Refs. [5, 6] that its
many-body energy is given by

H =
κ

2
CtM−1C. (2)

with Ct = (c1, c1, 0, . . . , cN , cN , 0), corresponding, in or-
der to ∂2

xh, ∂
2
yh and ∂x∂yh for each inclusion, and

M =

m11 . . . m1N

...
. . .

...
mN1 . . . mNN

 , mij =

G
(4)
ij G

(2)
ij G

(3)
ij

G
(2)
ij G

(0)
ij G

(1)
ij

G
(3)
ij G

(1)
ij G

(2)
ij

 ,

(3)

where G
(4)
ij = ∂4

xG(rj − ri), G
(3)
ij = ∂3

x∂y(rj − ri), etc.,
are the fourth derivatives of the Green’s function, the su-
perscript denoting how many derivatives are taken with
respect to x (see Appendix). The diagonal components
mii diverge and must be regularized in reciprocal space
by an upper-wavevector cutoff qmax giving an effective
size to the pointlike inclusion (see Appendix). We take
qmax = 2/a, so that the pointlike model matches asymp-
totically the DDA model for a disk of radius a. Then,

G
(4)
ii = G

(0)
ii = 3g, G

(2)
ii = g and G

(3)
ii = G

(1)
ii = 0, with

g = [4ξ2/a2 − ln(1 + 4ξ2/a2]/(32πξ2). In the following,
E represents the true many-body interaction energy, ob-
tained by subtracting the energies of the isolated inclu-
sions, i.e., E = H −∑

i Hi.

PAISWISE INTERACTIONS

For two proteins, in the absence of tension, Eq. (2)
gives asymptotically

E ≃ 4πκa2
(
c21 + c22

) (a
r

)4

, (4)

which coincides with the result of Ref. [3] obtained within
the DDA model. In the presence of tension, for a ≪ ξ
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FIG. 2. Pairwise interaction energy E of two protein inclu-
sions with opposite curvatures ±c, plotted against their sep-
aration r, for different membrane tensions σ = σ̄κ/a2. These
results are obtained from the point curvature model, given by
Eq. (2). The black dotted line shows the approximation (5),
originally obtained under the standard DDA model [24], for
comparison. Note that for σ̄ = 0.2, as ξ/a = 1/

√
σ̄ ≃ 2.2, the

whole curve is in the r >∼ ξ regime.

FIG. 3. Minimum energy configuration of a cluster of N = 9
inclusions with hard core radius rhc = 2a (radius to scale) and
σ̄ = 0.02, obtained by simulated annealing. Blue and orange
represent particles of opposite curvatures.

and r < ξ, Eq. (2) gives

E ≃ πσa4

[
2c1c2K0

(
r

ξ

)
+

(
c21 + c22

)(a

ξ

)2

K2
2

(
r

ξ

)]
,

(5)

where the Ki’s are Bessel functions, which matches again
the result of Ref. [24] obtained within the DDA model.
Note that for r >∼ ξ, the point model gives two other

terms O(a/ξ)6 [26], yielding the gray dotted curve in
Fig. 2. The interaction is attractive for oppositely curved
inclusions at large tension, as shown in fig. 2. The point
curvature model and the DDA model thus give very simi-
lar results even in the presence of tension. Note however,
that they differ qualitatively when r is too small, as they
encode differently the shape of the inclusion [10, 11]. In
the following, to get reliable results, we shall restrict the
approach of two inclusions by using a hard-core diameter
equal to 3–4 times the cutoff a.
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ORDERS OF MAGNITUDE

For the voltage-dependent K+ channel KvaP, the spon-
taneous curvature c ≃ (25 nm)−1 was measured in
Ref. [27]. With a ≃ 5 nm [28], this yields c ≃ 0.2 a−1.
For the bacterial multidrug ATP-binding cassette BmrA,
measured values are a ≃ 4 nm and c ≃ (7 nm)−1 in the
ATP-blocked configuration [29]. This yields the larger
value c ≃ 0.57 a−1. Since we are interested in strongly
curved inclusions in biological membranes, we will as-
sume in the following

a = 4nm, c = 0.5 a−1, κ = 30 kBT. (6)

The dimensionless tension σ̄ = 0.2 in fig. 2 then corre-
sponds to σ = 1.5×10−3 J/m2, which is large but smaller
than the typical lysis tension, and the minimum energy
corresponds to Emin ≃ −1.6 kBT and rmin ≃ 15 nm.

MULTIBODY INTERACTIONS

To support the results of this paper on many-body in-
teractions, we show here that the point model and the
DDA model give the same exact asymptotic interaction
for small clusters, in situations where three- and four-
body interactions are present in the absence of tension.
We have calculated with Eq. (2) the total (i.e., many-
body) energy Etri of triangular and Esqr of square clus-
ters of N = 3, 4 identical inclusions of curvature c. The
positions of the inclusions are given in polar coordinates
by θk = 2πk/N and rk = R, with 0 ≤ k < N . To leading
order in 1/R, we obtain

Etri ≃
4

3
πκa2c2

( a

R

)4

, Esqr ≃ πκa2c2
( a

R

)4

. (7)

The same quantities were calculated within the DDA
model in Ref. [14] yielding the same exact results. De-
tailed analysis (to be published) shows that the pairwise
components of the interactions are repulsive, while the
three-body and four-body components are attractive and
comparable to the total many-body energy.

MIXTURES OF OPPOSITELY CURVED
INCLUSIONS

Since inclusions with opposite curvatures attract each
other in tense membranes, we studied clusters of oppo-
site ±c curvatures. First, using simulated annealing, we
determined the minimum energy configuration of a small
cluster of N = 9 inclusions within the point-like model,
using the tension σ̄ = 0.2 giving a well-defined minimum
in pairwise energy. In order to sample the phase space
efficiently, we allowed inclusion exchanges in addition to
displacements. Whatever the initial condition, we ob-
tained the crystalline structure with antiferromagnetic

FIG. 4. Many-body energy landscape. (i) Monte Carlo sim-
ulation snapshots of N = 25 inclusions with hard-core radius
2a and curvatures ±c, with a composition ϕ = 50%, confined
in a disk of radius R, showing disordered antiferromagnetic
arrangements (lower left corner), and (ii) Energy distribution
of P = 107 random clusters of N = 25 inclusion with cur-
vatures ±c, confined in a disk of radius R, as a function of
composition ϕ: the black line with error bars gives the average
energy and standard deviation; the top and bottom gray lines
are the maximum and minimum energies, with corresponding
typical clusters at ϕ = 0.5; the star indicates the energy of the
antiferromagnetic cristalline structure with a square lattice of
spacing d = 4a (fig. 5). Parameters: R = 15a, c = 0.5 a−1,
κ = 30 kBT and σ̄ = σa2/κ = 0.2.

order shown in fig. 3. Note that the inclusions in the
corner are slightly off-lattice.

Monte Carlo simulations of large systems of inclusions
(N ≫ 1) are not feasible due to the 3N × 3N size of the
M matrix, which must be inverted, and the complexity
of its elements (see Appendix). We therefore simulated,
using the Metropolis algorithm, medium-sized clusters of
N = 25 inclusions of ϕ = N+/N = 50% composition,
N+ being the number of inclusions with curvature +c,
with hard-core radius rhc = 2a, for the reduced tension
σ̄ = 0.2. Typical clusters show liquid behavior with dis-
ordered antiferromagnetic arrangements (fig. 4).

Next, to get an idea of the energy landscape, we ran-
domly generated (with a uniform distribution) a large
number P of configurations, also varying the ϕ compo-
sition. We determined both the extremal energy con-
figurations and the standard deviation of the energy
(fig. 4). Not surprisingly, we found that mixed clusters
with 0.25 <∼ ϕ <∼ 0.75 have a negative interaction energy
E, when they form local antiferromagnetic cristalline
structures with a square lattice (fig. 4, bottom right).
The energy of a perfect 5× 5 cristal (fig. 4, bottom left),
was significantly lower, with an energy per particle of
−1.9 kBT .

As shown in fig. 5, this antiferromagnetic cristalline
structure is stabilized by the interplay of membrane ten-
sion and multibody interactions. Note that the energy of
any configuration is proportional to κc2, at fixed σa2/κ,
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FIG. 5. Many-body energy per particle (solid line) in an anti-
ferromagnetic crystalline cluster with square lattice of spacing
d, made of N = 25 inclusions with curvatures ±c (see inset),
shown as a function of d for σ̄ = 0.2 (left) and as a function
of σ̄ = σa2/κ for d = 4a (right). The dashed lines show the
energy calculated from the sum of the pairwise interactions.
Parameters: c = 0.5 a−1 and κ = 30 kBT .

which allows the energies in figs. 4 and 5 to be calculated
for other parameter sets.

MIXTURES WITH CYLINDRICAL PROTEINS

Since real biological membranes are crowded with pro-
teins, we considered also mixtures composed of oppo-
sitely curved proteins and cylindrically shaped proteins
(imposing c = 0). At the pairwise level, either with or
without tension, curvature-inducing proteins repel cylin-
drical proteins, as can be seen from eqs. (4) and (5) for
c1c2 = 0. We found that the presence of cylindrical pro-
teins promotes the formation of mixed clusters with local
antiferromagnetic order (fig. 6). These dynamic clusters,
which form at σ̄ ≈ 0.1 for the parameter set (6), disap-
pear when decreasing the tension by a factor 10− 100.

CURVING INCLUSIONS SUBJECT TO
SHORT-RANGE INTERACTIONS

Membrane tension can also have the opposite effect of
breaking clusters. Since real membrane proteins are often
subject to specific short-range interactions significantly
larger than kBT , e.g., hydrogen bonds, ionic/dipolar in-
teractions, hydrophobic mismatch interactions [30], we
have considered curvature-inducing proteins of equal cur-
vature c subjected to a short-range potential well of depth
e0 = −5 kBT acting at particle separations in the inter-
val r ∈ [rmin, rmin + ϵ], with rmin = 3a and ϵ = 0.5a.
We found that the dynamic clusters that are formed at
small tension become statistically smaller when the ten-

FIG. 6. Membrane tension control of the clustering of inclu-
sions with curvature ±c (blue and orange) mixed with inclu-
sions with zero curvature (gray). The images are four typical
snapshots of a Metropolis Monte Carlo simulation at large
membrane tension, showing dynamic clusters with local an-
tiferromagnetic order. Parameters: c = 0.5 a−1, κ = 30 kBT
and σ̄ = σa2/κ = 0.16.

FIG. 7. Membrane tension control of the aggregation of in-
clusions of curvature c subject to specific short-range interac-
tions of depth e0 = −5 kBT and range ϵ = 0.5a. Snapshots
of a Metropolis Monte Carlo simulation (a) at low tension
σ̄ = σa2/κ < σ̄0, (b) at large tension σ̄ > σ̄0. Parameters:
c = 0.5 a−1, κ = 30 kBT , σ̄0 = 0.03.

sion increases, and break up above a critical tension σ̄0

that depend on the parameters (fig. 7).

In conclusion, interesting effects can be expected from
the interplay between membrane tension and multi-
body interactions. Tension makes the interactions short-
ranged, but it reinforces them at short distances, where it
really counts. Whereas curved inclusions repel each other
whatever their sign at low tension, oppositely curved in-
clusions attract each other at large tension and tend to
arrange antiferromagnetically, in a square lattice, due to
their strong multibody interactions. We found also that
the enhanced repulsion between identical curved proteins
at large tension can break clusters stabilized by short-
range forces, which supports the results of Ref. [26] on
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cluster size distribution. We were not able to investi-
gate, however, wether oppositely curved inclusions segre-
gate into small clusters of opposite curvature at moderate
tensions, as we could not simulate large enough equilib-
rium systems. Our predictions could be investigated ex-
perimentally by monitoring the clustering of curvature-
inducing proteins using FRET or grazing incidence X-ray
diffraction.

APPENDIX: GREEN FUNCTION’S
DERIVATIVES

In polar coordinates r = (x, y) = (r cos θ, r sin θ), with

G(r) = − ξ2

2π

[
K0

(
r

ξ

)
+ ln

(
r

ξ

)]
, (8)

we obtain

∂4
xG(r) =

24ξ4 cos(4θ)− 3r4 sin2(2θ)K0(r/ξ)− 2r2K2(r/ξ)
[
cos(4θ)

(
6ξ2 + r2

)
+ r2 cos(2θ)

]
8πξ2r4

, (9)

∂2
x∂

2
yG(r) =

4 cos(4θ)
[(
r4 + 6ξ2r2

)
K2(r/ξ)− 12ξ4

]
− r4 [3 cos(4θ) + 1]K0(r/ξ)

16πξ2r4
, (10)

∂3
x∂yG(r) = − sin(2θ)

{
r2K2(r/ξ)

[
4 cos(2θ)

(
6ξ2 + r2

)
+ r2

]
− 3 cos(2θ)

[
16ξ4 + r4K0(r/ξ)

]}
8πξ2r4

, (11)

∂4
yG(r) =

24ξ4 cos(4θ)− 3r4 sin2(2θ)K0(r/ξ)− 2r2K2(r/ξ)
[
cos(4θ)

(
6ξ2 + r2

)
− r2 cos(2θ)

]
8πξ2r4

, (12)

∂x∂
3
yG(r) =

sin(2θ)
{
r2K2(r/ξ)

[
4 cos(2θ)

(
6ξ2 + r2

)
− r2

]
− 3 cos(2θ)

[
16ξ4 + r4K0(r/ξ)

]}
8πξ2r4

. (13)

These quantities are regularized in r = 0 using the upper-wavevector cutoff qmax = 2/a:

∂n
x∂

m
y G(0) =

ξ2

(2π)2

∫ qmax

0

dq
q3

1 + q2ξ2

∫ 2π

0

dθ cosn(θ) cosm(θ), (14)

yielding the results after Eq. (3) in the main text.
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