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Polymerization of actin proteins into dynamic structures delay phosphate release into solution occurs, generafdigrA
is essential to eukaryotic cell life. This has motivated alge actin [18-20]. Reported release rates are in the rar@2 —
body of in vitro experiments measuring polymerization ki- 0.006s~! [2, 18-20].
netics of individual filaments. Here we model these kinetics A typical filament in a growth rate experiment is thousands
accounting for all relevant steps revealed by experiment: of monomer units in length and thus consists mainly of ADP-
polymerization, depolymerization, random ATP hydrolysis actin. Hence the picture which emerges is of a long ADP-actin
and release of phosphate (Pi). We quantitatively relate fila filament with a complex 3-statapregion at the filament end
ment growth rates to the dynamics of ATP-actin and ADP- [3] (see fig.[1). A major goal of this report is to establish the
Pi-actin caps which develop at filament ends in steady state.composition and kinetics of the cap, and how these determine
At the critical concentration there is a short ATP cap and growth rates and measurable length fluctuations. This is im-
a long fluctuation-stabilized ADP-Pi-actin cap, suggesti@ portant in the context of cellular processes: the monomer-co
the difference in critical concentrations at the barbed and position in actin filaments is thought to regulate actineliry
pointed filament ends may depend on differences betweenproteins in a timely and spatially organized way [2]. Forrexa
the ATP-actin and ADP-Pi-actin species. Fluctuations in ple, it has been suggested that rates of branching genémated
filament lengths are described by the length diffusion co- the Arp2/3 protein complex and/or debranching processgs ma
efficient, D, which exhibits a pronounced peak near the depend on which of the 3 monomer species is involved, ATP-
barbed end critical concentration due to filaments alternat  actin, ADP-Pi-actin or ADP-actin [21,22]. Phosphate retea
ing between capped and uncapped states, a mild version ofs proposed to act as a timer for the action of the depolymer-
the dynamical instability leading to catastrophes in micre izing/severing protein ADF/cofilin which preferentialljtacks
tubule polymerization. Recently Fujiwara et al. [Nature ADP-actin [2].
Cell Biol. (2002) 4, 666] observed large steady state filament  Our aim in this report is to establish theoretically the quan
length fluctuations, provoking speculation that growth may titative implications of the currently held picture of acpoly-
proceed by oligomeric rather than monomeric on-off events. merization. We will argue that some features of filament kine
Our results suggest the observed fluctuations may be an in-ics are universal, whereas others depend on detailed ncatheri
trinsic feature of single-monomer growth kinetics. parameter values. Previous theoretical works addressediyr
~ The tendency of actin protein to spontaneously polymeates before the important process of phosphate releasesvas
ize into rapidly growing filaments is fundamental to the bfe tablished [23-25]. To date there has been no theoretictl ana
eukaryotic cells. Cell motility, cell division, and phagaeo- ysis of single filament growth rates and fluctuations rigshpu
sis are examples of processes exploiting the dynamic desiragccounting for the processes (i)-(iii) above. A relatedtieéi-
of actin structures composed of filaments [1]. The regutatieal work [26] has addressed steady state filament compuositio
of filament growth processes can lead to well-defined strysee discussion).
tures and coordinated function. For example, in combimatio The cap has important consequences for the growth rate
with branching, capping, and depolymerizing proteinsjnactj as a function of ATP-actin concentratian, Measured;(c)
self-assembles into controlled dynamic cross-linked neke/ curves, such as those in flg. 2, are strikingly non-linear tiea
forming the dynamic core of the lamellipodium in locomotingritical concentration¢..i;, at which mean growth rate van-
cells [2]. ) o ishes. These become almost linear in excess phosphate stud-

These complex cellular actin-based systems exhibit multis, where presumably the ADP-actin species is no longer in-
ple superposed mechanisms. This has inspired a large bgglyed [11]. The complexity of the cap structure and dynamic
of in vitro work aiming to unravel these mechanisms and pétso underlies the values ef,;; at the fast-growing “barbed”
down rate constants for the constituent processes in piiriig¢d and slow-growing “pointed” end of the polar actin fila-
systems [3]. An important class of experiments entailsbloanent. It is well known that in general these are differentsin
ing one filament end with a capping protein and measuriggtailed balance cannot be invoked for these non-equititori
growth rate at the other end as a function of actin mononygilymers [25]. Our work explores how cap properties deter-
concentration [4—11]. From these and other in vitro stud&®s mine the difference im.,;; values.
ing various labeling techniques the following picture ha®eged  The major experimental focus has been mean growth rates,
of filament growth kinetics in the presence of ATP (seelllg. L).c). However, equally revealing arftuctuationsabout the
() Monomers are added to a growing filament end as ATkrean whose measurement can expose features of the dynami-
actin. (i) Rapidly, the ATP is then hydrolyzed to ADP andal processes occurring at filament ends unavailable ji@jn
phosphate (Pi), both remaining bound to the monomer h@siese fluctuations are characterized by a “length diffgivi
(ADP-Pi-actin) [4, 9, 12-17]. A rate dj.3s~! was reported D measuring the spread in filament lengths (see fif). 1(b))
in ref. 17 in the presence of Mg, assuming random hydrolimilarly to simple one dimensional Fickian diffusion: exft
sis uninfluenced by neighboring monomers. (iii) After a lontgme ¢, the root mean square fluctuation in filament length is

1/2 . . . .
*To whom correspondence should be addressed. E-mé%.Dt) / abOUt.Fhe mean valup(c)t. Usmg smgle filament
bo8@columbia.edu microscopy, Fujiwara et al. [27] recently measured unekpec
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Figure 1: (a) Schematic of the 3-species cap at the barbed end of adting a
filament. Near the critical concentration we find a fluctuatieduced cap of 08 T T ] I

Necap =~ 25 monomers, with a short ATP-actin componeMaAaE)P of order 0.7
unity. (b) Mean growth rate and fluctuations: in timthe average number of 0.6

monomers added to a filament endjiswith a spread of2Dt)1/2 about this
value.

® pointed
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edly high values of this diffusivity in steady state conaits,
D =~ 25 — 29mor?/s. This should be compared with what
would be expected of an equilibrium polymerization invalyi
the measured on/off rates of order 1mon/s, which would lead t ~0 1 2 3 4
D =~ 1mor¥/s [25,27-29]. Two alternative explanations were c(um)
proposed [27,30]. (i) Fluctuations arise from “dynamicesita-
bility” due to stochastic cap loss episodes. This would b&ra Figure 2: Growth rates;(c) versus concentration. Experiments performed
milder version of the “catastrophes” in microtubule polymein ATP, KCI, and MgCh. Theoretical fits using one body model, solid curves.
ization. (ii) Filament polymerization proceeds by additand (a) Electron microscopy measurements taken from fig. 3 oftreParameters
subtraction ofoligomericactin segments. Explanation (i), iffor theory: barbed endif = 13uM~'s™!, vy = 7.257 1, vy = 14571,
correct, would constitute a radical departure from the pigme v, = .8s™!; pointed end, same as thin curve in f[. 3(a). (b) Fluoresenc
picture of filament growth kinetics involving single monomedata taken from fig. 1 of ref. 9, simultaneous growth at bottisenTheory
addition events. A major focus of this report is to calculhie (barbed end only)%f = 10uM~'s~!, v = 7s7!, vy = 3.1s71, and
concentration-dependentlength diffusivify(c), assuming the v, = .4s™!, scaled to fit data. (c) Pointed end fluorescence data froni fig.
monomer-by-monomer addition picture is valid. of ref. 10. Theoryk} = 0.36uM 1571, v = .05, vy = 157, and
We consider the initial condition realized in the experj- — 255-1. NB: almost linear curves were obtained for pointed endfi re
ments of fig. (2 where long pre-formed ADP-actin f|Iament§8in different buffers.
(seeds) are diluted at= 0 in a buffer offixedactin concentra-
tion c and excess ATP. The analysis is equally applicable to ei-

ther the barbed or pointed end, the other end assumed blocle@end one. Because hydrolysis is fast whereas phosphate
specializing to a given end simply requires inputting theet rejease is slow one anticipates a short ATP-actin segment of

ical pda_lram?_tlers appropr)]riate folr that end. Our resultsdannpln gth NATP at the filament end, while the total cap length
very dilute filaments where only ATP-actin is assumed to a ., may be much greater (see fig. 1(a)).

to filaments since (i) monomers bind ATP more strongly th : TP -
ADP [31], and (i) depolymerized ADP-actin or ADP-Pi-actin 10 determine howVg; .= and Nc., depend or, it is help-
has enough time to exchange its nucleotide for ATP before fig-to digress briefly to analyze an exactly solvable 2-sgeci
polymerization. An important issue is the nature of the ATiRodel, defined by two assumptions: (A) ATP-actin and ADP-
hydrolysis mechanism. The experiments of refs. 15, 16 sifi-actin are identical species and (B) phosphate is never re
port a random mechanism, though others have favored a cdepsed. The motivation for (B) is that the actual phosphate
erative vectorial mechanism occurring at the interface/ben release rate is much less than typical monomer on/off rates.
ADP-Pi-actin and ATP-actin with rate3.6s~! [14,23]. In this Below c..ir, this model generates a steady state ATP-actin cap
study, random hydrolysis is assumed throughout. at the end of the ADP-actin core as follows. Now on average

the cap is shrinking with a negative velocity,, = kic —

vy, wherek;. andv; are the ATP-actin on and off rate con-
C_:ap Structure and the Importance of Fluctua- stTants. Eqaally imTportant, however, diactuationsin cap
tions length: the cap tip performs a 1D random walk with diffusivit

_(pt - -
Before calculating(¢) and D(c¢) exactly, we will use scaling gcap = (krc+vp)/2 due to the randomness of monomer ad

(&3]

arguments to estimate the cap structure whose dependenc |t(5c%{1/subtractéonfeve(zjnts [28. 21/92] F(_)r sn&zll tlmhes, cBiftuty
actin concentration will help in understanding how andp  dominates and of orde)c.,¢)'/* units add to the cap. For



times less than the cap turnover timg,,, this is much big- size:
ger than the number of units wiped out by coherent shrinkage,

Ueapt. The cap lifetime.,,, is the time when the shrinkage just Cerit/ (Cerit =€) (€ < cerit — Ac)
catches Upyeapteap = (Deapteap)'/?. Hence the cap lengthis  Neap & § (2Dcap/7pi)*?  (|¢ — carit| < Ac) (2)
j(c)/TPi (C > Cerit + AC)
Ncap = Ucaptcap = Ccrit/(ccrit - C) s (C < Ccrit) (1)

It can be shown that an additional effect of phosphate releas
whereceiy = vy /ki. A rigorous calculation shows that thigs a shift of ¢ itself by an amountce.i; ~ 1/Ng. For
resultis exact as the concentration approachasrom below, brevity’s sake, this will be discussed in a forthcoming work
with prefactor unity as displayed. (An implication of this shift is that the variable,;; as it ap-

Now one might have guessed that belaw; there would pears in eq.[02) is slightly different to the actual; value de-
be no cap at all, since the filament is shrinking into its ADfthed by j(c.,;;) = 0. For the barbed end, in practi®érit ~

. . e ap
core. Thisis quite wrong, as indicated by €. (1), because it 25 leading to a 4% relative difference.)
glects fluctuations: there isflactuation-stabilizedap, becom- Eq. [@) describes the size of the composite ATP-actin/ADP-
ing infinitely long asc.;; is approached since net growth ratg; o in"cap. How long is the ATP-actin segment? This be-
is becoming tiny and increasingly overwhelmed by cap length | : f . bave ~ RN
diffusion. Abovec,,;; the cap is of course infinite, since ATPS c;]mes allrge or concentrations a:j gveh’vh(rﬁ jj‘ UIT)/kT'
actin monomers add to the ADP-actin core without bound. WNen polymerization rates exceed both the hydrolysisrate

A ; the depolymerization rate. Above this threshold therint
grov-l\-/?he Eiqugl?iléffd AI’T;OV(\?IIS gg&t%rﬁjoegzzﬂﬁg{gﬁu&s) gﬁg e( ! H(:Ple between ADP-Pi-actin and ATP-actin follows the tiphwit
it will be seen that although caps are never infinite, the-chérlag of (ktc — vy )/rn monomers. Thus
acteristic of very long caps neay,;; remains. We first undo
assumption (A), i.e. ATP-actin and ADP-Pi-actin are now al- NATP ~ (kfc—vi)/ra, (c>c) . (3)
lowed to have different rate constants, as in reality. Ia taise
it can be shown that eq[l(1) in fact remains valid, as followgor concentrations below, the ATP-actin cap size is of order
Since on/off rates close ta.;; are comparable to the rate ofinity or less. Eqs[d2) anfll(3) describe the scaling streatéir
hydrolysis, thus the length of the ATP-actin segmbfgfpp is the cap to within order unity prefactors which are in general
of order unity. But this is much smaller than the fluctuatiogomplex functions of the rate constants. They define 4 reggion
induced size of the entire cap..,. Hence the tip has a wellof behavior, I-IV (see fig13). _ _ _
defined growth rateq..,(c), representing a weighted average Fig. [(b) shows exact numerical calculations of cap sizes
of growth rates summed over all possible states of the sHé@scribed below) using experimental values of barbedated r
ATP-actin segment on top of the long ADP-Pi-actin segmef@nstants. Hydrolysis and phosphate release ratesmjere
Sincev.., is a smooth function of, near the critical concen-0.3s™! andrp; = 0.004s™" while as reported in ref. 6 in the

tration one hai,, = k" (c — co) wherek™ is a renormal- Presence of 50mMKCland ImM Mgglkr, = 11.6uM~'s™",

ized rate constant different froit. (Note the critical con- vt = 1.4s™" and th_el depolymerization rate of ADP-actin was
centrationc..;; is also modified from its valuey /k;: in the takenasy = 7.2s7". At present there is no direct measure-
simplified model.) Similar remarks apply to the tip diffusivment of the depolymerization rate of ADP-Pi-actir,, but

ity, which is renormalized td..,(c) and is similarly a smooth j(c) measurements with excess phosphate [11] show the sum
. . . . ~ of the ADP-Pi-actin off rates at both ends is a few times senall
function neak..;; where its magnitude is of ordér c.,;;. Re-

eating the earlier arauments. but replacing. — = - and thanvp; we have chosen; = 0.8s™!. For these values, our
P g 9 ' placiag, cap calculations forj(c) (see below) indicate,.;; = 0.105uM.

Deap — Deap, One recovers eqll(1) but with a modified pref-  ; From fig[B(b), the cap size at the critical concentration is

actor of order unity. crit ~ 925 giving a theoretical value for the critical window
Finally, assumption (B) must be undone. How is €. (L)% 5, giving

modified by non-zero phosphate release rate? Clearly, the |f<W'dth $c<~ 0.004xM. In this domaanEregmn ITin flgl:lB)
ADP-Pi segment is now always finite and spotted with ADR7 ~ NG, ~ 35. EstimatingDcap =~ kpcait = 122577,
actin units (see fig1(a)). Its precise morphology is deteesh the theoretically predicted critical region cap length. (&)
by a comparison of the phosphate release time with the regincrit — (2ﬁcap/TPi)1/2 ~ 25 in agreement with numer-
dence times of monomers at different cap locations. Near g (%his value should not be taken too seriously, however,
tip diffusion dominates coherent shrinkage, so all MON@Mefe to prefactor uncertainties in scaling arguments.) Tie o
within a distanceViit &~ (2Dc.p/rpi)'/? of the tip will have served behavior faf < c..i — Ac (region I) is consistent with
been replaced by new ones before they had a chance to relegs€2), with cap size rapidly increasingas; is approached.
their phosphate. By contrast, monomers further away frdwote also that as predicted in edl (3) the ATP-actin segment
the tip had time for phosphate release before depolymerizitength is less than or order unity belew = 0.147.M, rapidly

It follows that the cap can never become longer thgijit. increasing thereafter in region IV ¢ c*).

Equating this to the cap length of effl (1) identifies the cance

tration where this upper bound is reached: phosphate eleggrhed End: Growth Rate Curve j(c)
limits the cap size for concentrations within a ranye about ) ’
Cerits WNETrEAC/Cerig & 1/N&yyy . Now far abovere filaments 4y is the behavior of growth ratgc) correlated to these re-
grow at the same rate as the cap tip, ije= vcap SO PhOS- gions I-IV of distinct cap structure and dynamics? Fig. 3(a)
phate release simply follows the tip with a lagf., ~ j/rpi shows exact numerical results for barbed end growth, using
monomers. In summary, there are several regimes for the igntical parameters to those of fig. 3(b). The methods af-sol
tion are described below. A noticeable feature is that thees
in regions | and IV are very different. This can be understood
as follows. In region IV ¢ > ¢*) the ATP-actin segment is



long and hides the remaining ADP-Pi-actin portion of the, cdiprther for the barbed end.
s0j ~ kic — vy has simple linear form and slop%, ap-
proximately behaving as if ATP-actin were the only specie
involved. On the other hand in region | the growth rate re
flects rapidly increasing cap length as concentration amze L
(see fig.[B(b)). Filament length change is now generated | -
capless episodes, when the ADP-actin core is exposed and T
filament shrinks with velocity (the cap being in steady state
does not on average contribute). Thus= —vp peore Where
Poore = 1/Naap, is the probability the cap length vanishes, as
suming a broad distribution of cap lengths with mesig,,.
Using eq. [R), this giveg ~ vy (cerit — €)/cerit With slope L/
vy /cerit- Sincevy is large, this is a much larger slope than ir C /o
region IV. 5 I

Region lll is similar to 1V, in that the ADP core is covered VAT
and so the slope is small. However, since c¢* the ATP-actin —
segment at the filament tip is order one or less in length. Th g
leads in general to non-linear behavior, reflecting the givan ()
composition at the cap tip as concentration increases tsval 40F
c*. For these parameter values, the non-linearity inlfig. %a) g
small. Finally, the critical region Il is a narrow transiiae-
gion from large to small slope. Theoretically and numehgal
we found its widthAc was approximatelyt% of the critical
concentration, a consequence of the small phosphate eele >
rate.

Methods of solution. To calculate the filament growth g
rates in fig.[B(a), one is faced with the formidable task of ok 10F
taining the steady state probability distribution of allspible E
actin monomer sequences along the filament. Unless one
sorts to uncontrolled preaveraging approximations, asoé-
lytical or numerical solution is intractable: there are 3gible E (c)
states per monomer and for filamentsofunits long this ne- a0k

cessitates solving a set®¥ coupled equations. We have how-
ever managed to obtain a solution fidr) by projecting the full

system of3" equations to a set of just 3 exact equations for th
return probabilities);”, 1f’, andy:®. These are the probabili-
ties that a given monomer which was polymerized at 0 is
again at the tip at timeas ATP-actin, ADP-Pi-actin, or ADP-
actin, respectively. It is shown in the Appendix thiét) can
be expressed in terms of their time integrals. As outlined i
the Appendix, we then solved numerically these closed ev
lution equations for the return probabilities, leadingjto) of
fig.[3(a). In addition to this method, we have also simulaled t M
stochastic tip dynamics employing the Monte Carlo (MC) ki ¢ (uM)

netic algorithm of Bortz, Kalos, and Lebowitz [32] to evow%gure 3: (a) Calculated growth ratef{c). Results from numerical solu
the state of a filament tip In time and to calculate its me s and MC simulations are indistinguis?\able. See maihfte parameter

growth rate. Each step of the algorithm entails updating tifiues. Pointed end: thick (thin) line shows many body (aoeybmodel re-
by an amount depending on the rate and number of possiblesfuts. Insets exhibit critical region. Vertical dashedsrindicatecc,i, — Ac,
ture events’ name|y po|ymerizati0n/dep0|ymerizati0mlrby. cerit +Ac, ¢*. They define 4 regions of behavior, I-1V (see main text). (I M
ysis, and phosphate release. These MC results fully agthe Vifisults forNeap (top curve) andVZ5F (bottom curve) at barbed end, same
the numerical solutions of the closed equations, and intiaedi Parameters as (a). (c) Length diffusion coefficiéntc) at barbed end, MC
have provided us with the values for results, same parameters as (a). Solid line: predictiomgilgied model.

Till now we have studied the simplest “one body” model,
assuming on/off rates depend only on the attaching/detgchi
species [6]. Since a polymerizing or depolymerizing monio . N . .
n?akes o[r ]breaks bopnd}sl with t\/\?o neafestyneighbgrs eacm%Q-'med End j(c): Why is cai so Different?
longing to a different protofilament, clearly two and threel . .
interactions also exist. Thus rates may also depend onate Sf/€ Will now assume the same mechanisms of random hydrol-
of neighbors. We have studied many body effects using the M&iS and slow phosphate release apply at the pointed end. Now
method. Order unity changes in the shapg(af belowc* re- @nimportantissue in actin polymerization is how similadis
sult when order unity differences are introduced betweemyméimilar the ATP-actin and ADP-Pi-actin species are, in teain
body rate constants which would have been identical in tlee @t @nd off rate constants. That they are similar is suggésted
body model (results not shown). However, the essentialigct 1€ observation that excess phosphate reduces the ccitioal
of four distinct regions of behavior remains valid. Sincena o C€ntration in a pure ADP-actin polymerization to a valuéeat
body framework can adequately interpret existent growté rgl0Se€ to the barbed end,;; in ATP [11, 33, 34]. But if indeed

; P 2 species are similar, and the same basic mechanisms ap-
curves (see fits to data in figi 2) we do not explore these eff ply at the pointed end, this is inconsistent with the fact tha
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the critical concentration of ATP-actin (in the presencgf stant is1.3uM~'s~! onto an ATP-actin tip and2uM ~ts™!
is approximately 6 times that at the barbed end. This incamto any other tip type (other parameters unchanged from the

sistency follows from the cap structure, which includesralo one-body analysis above). In this case for ~ 0.4s7! we

ADP-Pi segment essentially hiding the ADP-actin core whigfy~in. ~ ~ 0 6uM. F
! : ' it ~ 0.6pM. Future measurements of at each end
is rarely seen at the filament tip (see fig. 1()). For the shriic, o ately will help clarify if a one body description can ac

end (fig. (B(b))Neap ~ 25 at ceit, and we find the same is ) :
true for the pointed end, though not quite so long. Thus diﬁé:)glm\tlg?(gg_e observetly values or if many body effects must

ences between ATP-actin and ADP-actin properties cannot ac

count for the large.,;; difference between barbed and pointed

end; we have verified this by calculating,;; values which Fluctuations and Dynamical Instability

are weakly influenced by changing ADP-actin properties (not

shown). Thus the origin must be different ATP-actin/ADP-PTurning now to fluctuations in growth rates, embodied in the
actin compositions at the pointed and barbed ends; since [#igyth diffusivity D (see fig.[L(b)), we will see these behave
ATP-actin segment is ShOfNCAanP ~ 1, both species are reg-dramatically around the critical region reflecting a mildsien
ularly exposed at filament ends and substantially differgnt Of the dynamical instability exhibited by microtubules [25,
values will result provided the 2 species are distinct. Weey 36]. As we did for mean growth rates, it will be helpful to first
identical,c..i; at both ends would be very close to the value f@nalyze fluctuations in the simplified 2-species model ddfine
a pure ATP-actin polymerization. by assumptions (A) and (B) above.

This leaves several possibilities. It may be that very dif- The diffusivity D describes the random walk performed by
ferent mechanisms operate during pointed end growth. Ithe filament tip; if the tip makes a random forwards or back-
also possible that differing properties of ATP-actin andRD wards step of. monomer units every time interval, then one
Pi-actin are in fact consistent with the experiments of .refsan writeD = L?/T. Now just above the critical concentra-
11,33,34 which may include addition of ADP-actin to growintion, where the on and off rates are approximately equal, the
filaments, as suggested by other studies indicating pheshatip randomly adds or subtracts one ATP-actin € 1) in a
only weakly bound to ADP-actin monomer [34]. In fact thergean timeT' = 1/vy, giving D ~ vy = Do. Just below
is evidence favoring differences between the 2 speciegritie the critical concentration, however, there is a long stesidie
ical concentration of ATP-actin in excess phosphate igtfit cap and changes in filament length are due to the occasional
atthe two ends [11]. . _ uncapping events (as in our discussion f@r)) exposing the

Adhering to the basic assumption of this work, that th€DP core. These events are correlated on the timescale of the
growth mechanisms as previously outlined apply to both engap lifetime, the time taken by the tip to diffuse a distance
we are led to the following conclusion: the valuesfic of order the cap Siz€cap ~ NZ,,/Do. Thus one must take
for ATP-actin at both ends will be only weakly affected b teap. Using a well known result from the theory of 1D

the presence of excess phosphate (provided ionic conslition. ; ;
are strictly unchanged). This is because the binding of-phgéhdom walks [25], the number of uncapping events during the

phate to ADP-actin segments is almost irrelevant sinceeth&8P lifetime is approximatelyDotcap)'/? ~ Neap. Since the

are rarely exposed at the tip due to long caps in the criteal PUMbPer of core monomers lost during each uncapping episode
gions. Indeed, for the barbed end no significant shift has bé&gfore a polymerizing monomer arrivesiis of ordgy/ vy, thus
observed in the presence of phosphate [11, 33, 34]. For the- N vy /vr. This leads to a very different expression for
pointed end, however, a reduction @f;; has been reportedihe diffusivity, D ~ (vj;)2/vy: there is a discontinuity in dif-

in the presence of phosphate and barbed end capping protgiggity at Const OF magﬁitudeT

[11,33,34]. This cannot be explained within the presemhfra

}g/glrjlé,'andfuture experiment will hopefully settle this inrgant AD =Do(\2—1), A= vg/vr . Do=wvp . ()

the cap size as a function eshown in fig [B(b). A : o

: . { the barbed end the instability parameter: 7 and fluctu-
__Can the proposed differences between the 2 SPECes A%idns at the critical concentration are very large, withra-p
titatively account for tTe If‘rge“itf)f the pomtled end? From,,nced discontinuous drop M as one passes to highern
ref. 6, kp ~ 1.3uM™'s™ andvp, ~ 0.27s”". Animpor- exact derivation of eq[]4) reveals that the numerical tefa
tant constraint in the one-body model is that the rajg’ks is indeed unity while for concentrations away from the céiti
must be identical at both ends for self-consistency. Thueng point one obtains the sawtooth curve in fig. 3(c) (detailseo b
the barbed end parameters of fif§. 3(a), one is forced to chopsblished). Notice thab decreases as concentrations become
vy = 0.16s~! for the pointed end. The only unknown parameémaller since at = 0 one must recover the Poissonian_fluctua-
ter is thenw;, . We find that to account for the observegt; ~ t|onz offa pure depolyrr%enzat.mn prt?cegs f?_:c_wgmh:dv]?/z
.6uM a very large value must be useg = 8s!. In fig. 3(a) tur s for mean growth rateg(c), the simplified model cap-

h lculateide) for th inted end usi es important features. When assumption (A) is undore, th
we present the calculatgde) for the pointed end using @ morg e fluctuations at criticality remain but with renornzald
realistic valuev, = 25! which givescei, = .4uM, and us-

, - o e diffusivity D and instability\ and the discontinuity is shifted
ingrg = .3s™7, rp; = .004s™". Note that becausg, is close to the newc.,;; location. Undoing assumption (B), phosphate
to vy, slope changes are far less dramatic than for the barbel¢ase broadens the discontinuity in a region close t@negi
ends and regions I-1V hard to distinguish. Il of half width Ac, similarly to its smoothing effect on the
Our one body analysis suggests only high off rates of AD§rowth rate curve. This is seen in fifl 3(c), where we show
Pi-actin at the pointed end can explain the latgg. Givenno MC results for diffusivity using the same values for the rate
current experimental evidence for this, could many body inenstants as for the barbed end in fifj. 3(a). Note the shift in
teractions be the explanation? In fact by varying many bodigcontinuity position.
parameters we were able to generate MC data with the correctCan the results of figll3(c) explain the large fluctuations
cerie Value at the pointed end without assuming very large Observed by Fujiwara et al. [27] and also suggested by the
One example is shown in fif] 3(a) where the addition rate cdtdings of ref. 37? Fig.[03(c) shows a peak valueldf~
45morfs~!, dropping toD ~ 1mor?s~! abovec.,;; whereas



D = 25 — 29mor?s~! was reported in the experiments. Howlowed by a sharp drop in a narrow concentration range above
ever, these measurements were performed at steady stat whg,. This conclusion is quite general, independent of detailed
overall filament elongation rate is zero, i.e. at a concentkalues of rate constants. Its origin is the smallness of tosp
tion slightly abovec,,;; for the barbed end and well belowphate release rate and the large valuepft the barbed end,
that for the pointed, corresponding to a theoretical vaéss | and it can be shown to remain valid even if a vectorial hydrol-
than D = 5morfs—!. We suggest that large length fluctuaysis mechanism is assumed. To the best of our knowledge no
tions due to dynamical instability of a monomer-by-monomexperiments have yet measured length diffusivities ovange
growth process may underlie these experiments, howevesfitoncentrations. These promise to provide new infornmatio
may be than an entirely different physical mechanism is iand insight on the fundamentals of actin polymerization.
volved. Measurements of the fulb(c) curve will help clarify This work was supported by the Petroleum Research Fund under
this fundamental question. Our work leads also to the follogrant no. 33944-AC7 and NSF under grant no. CHE-00-91460. We
ing predictions: (i) since phosphate will bind to ADP-ad@imd thank Thomas Pollard for stimulating discussions.

eliminate the effect of a large instability parame\Nethus fluc-
tuations and> at the barbed end will be suppressed in the preg
ence of excess phosphate and (ii) fluctuations at the poémted

are much smaller in magnitude sineg is small at this end.  For j < ( the growth rate is related to the return probabilities
. . by.] = ’Ulspcor?:_ Wherepcorc - 1 - jo dt(ﬂ’? +u]tp + 7/’?)
Discussion is the probability of exposure of the ADP-actin core at the
H ‘ deled I ‘ o tip. Forj > 0 one hasj = kic — j;fo dtF; whereF;, =
In this work we modeled actin polymerization kinetics bas - P, — D,— : i ati ;
on the assumptions of irreversible random ATP hydrolysis ai%;fv a r;_ozﬁ%zr}npejwzﬁticvhl)agdtgg t%etpr)]c()el){irggtlzz %t_lo-lr-]hr: Eﬁtggﬁge

][Ia”?orft‘. phosphate releasg.tl):il?rznegtf?rowth raig=and theilr of F, is the total depolymerization rate of added monomers.

Uf ua:jlonsf, as _meas]yre y the AI\TBSNMC)' Were cal" | the supporting material we present the dynamical eqostio
culated as functions ot monomeric ATP-actin concentration,yayeq by the return probabilities. We found the Laplacestra
We showed quantitatively how the composition and dynam

. - : . form of the latter; — E andF — f, leads to a closed recur-
s o inamiacun el eet 1 e oAl cquationrelaings 0f., andc, v it boundary
: . ; g condition fg — 0 asFE — oo, we started from largé’ val-
these quantities accounting for the above basic mechaniemg, o5 and evolved this equation numerically towaktis= 0 to
a related study Pantaloni et al. [23, 24] have studied at the tainfo — [° dtF,. Given this, the time integrals of the re-
barbed end in a work which was formulated before the meclﬁ’g- 0= Jo. L . ’ . 9 ;
nism of phosphate release was discovered. Infinitely fassphturn probabilities can be directly obtained from the dyneahi
phate release and vectorial hydrolysis were assumed. @igerfduations angd can be subsequently determined.
data avaiIatEI% at that time, in order to explairﬁhe sharmgha
in slope ofj(c) between regions | and 1V in figl 3(a), they ha
to further assume (i) strong three body ATP-actin/ADPiralc?ltaeferenceS
interactions which lead to stable short ATP-actin caps,(@hd [1] Sheterline, P, Clayton, J, & Sparrow, J. C. (199@)in. (Oxford Univer-
zero hydrolysis rate of the terminal nucleotide bound to the sity Press, New York).
monomer at the tip. In our work, the origin of the sharp change] Pollard, T. D & Borisy, G. G. (2003Fell 112, 453-465.
in slope is precisely the fact that phosphate release is slow (3] kom, E. D, Carlier, M.-F, & Pantaloni, D. (198 Bcience238, 638—643.
ilarly to an ear“er. model of mlcrOt_UbUIe polymerizatior8|3 [4] Carlier, M.-F, Pantaloni, D, & Korn, E. D. (1984). Biol. Chem259,
In an interesting new work Bindschadler et al. [26] stud- "~ 9983-9986.
ied the composition of actin filaments accounting for ale®r [5; cayiier, M.-F, Pantaloni, D, & Korn, E. D. (1985) Biol. Chem260,
actin species. In their work a preaveraging approximatiaB W~ 6565-6571.

implicitly used: the probability to find a given nucleotide-s [% Pollard, T. D. (1986). Cell Biol. 103 27472754
8]

ppendix: Numerical algorithm for Growth Rate

quence along the filament was assumed to be equal to prodygise, ¢\ g ko, E. D. (1986). Biol. Chem261, 1588-1593.

of probabilities. Even though determining the growth rage Carlier. M-E. Criauet. P. Pantaloni. b. & Kormn. E. D. @8)J. Biol
a function ofc was not the objective of their work, it can be'™ <FUS T 7041 bosg. | oo o S o = @8) J. Biol.
shown that preaveraging generates diffefg¢n} curves to ours .' ; .

since it does not correctly capture correlations and fluing, 1% Sanier M-F, Pantaloni, D, & Korn, E. D. (1986). Biol. Chem 261,
Another difference relative to our study is that these worﬁ-

. L . - Weber, A, Northrop, J, Bishop, M. F, Ferrone, F. A, & Me&esr, M. S.
ers considered a one body model with identical ATP-actin a g (1987)Biochemistr€26, 2537_2544,

ADP-Pi-actin rate constants{ = vp), but the ratiovy. /kt  [11] Carlier, M.-F & Pantaloni, D. (1988). Biol. Chem263 817-825.
was taken to be different at the two ends. Pardee, J. D & Spudich, J. A. (1982)Cell Biol. 93, 648—654.

Here we have addressed random ATP hydrolysis only. I'llz-]
ture work is needed to analyze the implicgtiong of the vad: Pollard, T. D & Weeds, A. G. (L984EBS Lett170 94-98.
torial hydrolysis suggested by refs. 14,23. We showed ik gg‘é‘ée’éo"ééﬁ Pantaloni, D, & Korn, E. D. (1987) Biol. Chem 262,
for random hydrolysig(c) is linear far above the critical con- B o
centration (region IV in fig[J3). Growth rate experiments fdt> Ohm. T & Wegner, A. (1994Biochim. Biophys. Acta208 8-14.
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SUPPORTING MATERIAL

In this supporting material we describe the numerical mettive used in the main text to calculate the growth rate curves
of figs. @ andB(a). Consider an ATP-actin monomer which pelyres at the filament tip at time= 0. We define the

return probabilities)f, 1f, andP to be the probability that this monomer is once again at thafter timet as ATP-actin,
ADP-Pi-actin, or ADP-actin, respectively. The total depoérization rate of this monomer at timés

Fy = ol +opty +opyy) (5)

The dynamical equations obeyed by the return probabibiies

d t ,
Eth = —(kffc—i— vr + rH)th + kqfc/o dtlth,Ft_t/e_TH(t_t) ,
d - ¢ e
wa — —(kr'l‘:c—i-vp +7’pi)wtp +TH1[J;P + ki‘:c/o dt’ngt,t/e pi(t—t')
t
+ kfe / Aty Py — 2 — (e—m“—” - e—TPi“—t/)) ,
0 TPi — TH
d t t ,
= P = —(k:%“c—i— 1;5)1/)? + rpﬂ/)f + k¥c/@ dt’;b?tht/ + k:%“c/o dt’¢EFt,t/ (1 _ e rrilt—t ))
t 1 ’ ’
+ k¥§/‘”¢5ﬂ_y pp— O L (6)
0 TPi — TH TPi — TH

Here the non-integral terms on the right hand sides reptetemge of tip status due to polymerization, depolymeinnat
hydrolysis, and phosphate release events at tiniehe integral terms represent rates of reappearance of tin@mer at the
tip, weighted by factors accounting for the probability gnolysis or phosphate release during the time intervalesthe last
appearance at the tip. For example, the first term on the hight side of the first equation represents the rate of chaihge o
the probability of finding the ATP-actin monomer at the tipediw (i) polymerization of another monomer on top of it, (ii)
depolymerization of the monomer itself, or (iii) hydrolgsif the ATP nucleotide bound to the monomer at the tip. Thegiral
term on the right hand side represents reappearance evehts ATP-actin unit at the tip given that it got buried insitdhe
filament due to a polymerization event at tirntfe an event which occurred with rafe-c. FactorF represents the rate of
reappearance of the buried monomer at the tip due to depabetien of all the monomers which were added on top of it.
Factore—"1(t~t) js the probability that the ATP-actin monomer in questionds hydrolyzed while being buried.

Now as discussed in the Appendix, the filament growth ratévengoy

, vp [1— [ dt(P +oF +vD)] (5 <0) o
j fry
k?fc — fooo dtF; (j > 0)

Carrying out a Laplace transformation~ E, F; — fg, andy; — ¥ one has from eq[17)

vp [L= 05 =95 — 9] (<0
j= (8)
kic— fo (>0)

while from eq. [b) one obtains

UE = 1/ (BE+vp +rma+kicl— feir))

pp - + ke TE"I(fE‘i’TH _jrfEJrrpi)/(TPi - TH)\IJE 7
E+vp +71pi +kpe(l = fEir)
¥ (rpi + kfc(fB — fEtre)) O + kifc (fE__ rpifE /(1P — 1) + TS E1re / (rPi — TH)) U @
E+wvp + k?fc(l —fr)

Eliminating all ¥ in the Laplace transformation of ed] (5) after using €d). (8 obtains the following recursive relationship
involving the functions alone:
fE' = R[.fE'JrTHa fE+TPi] ) (10)

—by + /b — dbsbo a1

2by

where

R[fE+TH ) fE+TPi] =



Here the symboléy, b1, andb, are functions o, fr,, andfg1,,, as follows:

bo = Ao2E*+ Aoi1E+ Aoy,
by = A13E*+ A12F* + A E+ Ay,
by = AgoE% 4 Ay E+ Agy, (12)
where
Ao = —(ru —rpi)vpkic,
Aop = (vpru —reivg +ru(—vp +07)) (k5 0)* fEtre; + (ruvp — vpre) (K10)° fEtrm
— (ru-— Tpi)kffc(rHvlg + v (vp +vp +rei + 2/@{50)) ,
Ao = —op(rm —1ei)(k10)* fEprp f4rm
(ru(vp —vp) + rpiv;)ki’:c +vp ((ru)? — rpivp + ru(—rpi + vy + k%_c))(k¥c)2fE+TPi
+  (ravp kfc+vp (ra(vp +7pi) — rei(vp + TRi + kffc)))(k;fc)QfEHH
= (ra —rei)kfe(kfe(ruvp +vp (vp +7pi + k) +vp (ru(vp +7pi) +vp (vp +7pi + kp0)))
A1z = ru—rpi,
Ajog = —(rg— rpi)kifc(fE”Pi + fE4ra) + (ra —rpi)(vp + ra +vp +7Pi +Up + 3k;§c) ,
Ay = (ra = rp) (k1.0 fotres fEtry — (rn — i) (vp + 11 + vp + 2Kf Ok e fB

(
— (ra—rpi)(vp +vp +1ei + 2kt )kt cf Bty
(ra — rpi)(vp v + TRivT + 2v§k;§c + 2rpikffc + 3up kffc + 3(kffc)2
+op (ra + vp + i +vp + kfe) + ru(vp + e+ 2kFc))
Ao = (ru—rpi)(vp +k10) (ki) fosre fEra
+  (~vp(rf — rpivg +ru(—rpi + v + kfc))
+hte(=rf + ru(vp + rpi — 207 — kfc) + rpi(2ur + kfe)) kL cf i,
+  (vp(=ru(vp +7pi) + rei(vp + rpi + ki)
+kic(rpi(vp +7pi + ki) — ru(2vp + rpi + ko))t cfprry
+ (ru —rpi)(vp (ru(vp + 7pi) + 03 (vp + 7pi + k)
+hte(ru(2up +rpi + kfc) + (vp + rpi + kfe)(2vr + kf0))) |

Aso = Tpi—TH,
Asr = (ru—rp)ktc(fEsre + fE4rn) — (ru — i) (ru + vp + 7pi + vp + 2kfc)
Aso = —(ru — i) (kFC) fogre fEdra + (ru — rpi) (ry + vy + kO kfcfpirp,
+  (ra —rpi)(vp +rpi + ko)t cfprmy — (ru — 1pi)(vp +7pi + kFe)(ru + v + kfc) . (13)

We remark that eq.[T11) is the solution of a quadratic eqoatidhich of the two solutions of the quadratic is meaningul i
easily checked by demandirfg< 1 in the E — oo limit.

Now for any given monomer concentrationwith the boundary conditiorffz — 0 asE — oo, we started from a large
enoughF value and evolved eq[110) towards = 0 to obtain fy, f.-,, and f,,. Substituting these values in edl] (9) we
further obtained?{, ¥§ and¥. Thus, givenfy, ¥d, ¥§ and ¥) we evaluatedi(c) using eq. [[B). It was shown that this
method converges to a unique solution provided one stagteublution from large enough, retaining a sufficient number of
significant digits.



