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Polymerization of actin proteins into dynamic structures ported release rates are in the rafg®2 — 0.006s~* [23-26].
is essential to eukaryotic cell life. This has motivated a lge A typical filament in a growth rate experiment is thousands
body of in vitro experiments measuring polymerization ki- of monomer units in length and thus consists mainly of ADP-
netics of individual filaments. Here we model these kinetigs actin. Hence the picture which emerges is of a long ADP-actin
accounting for all relevant steps revealed by experiment: filament with a complex 3-statapregion at the filament end
polymerization, depolymerization, random ATP hydrolysis [5] (see fig.[1). A major goal of this report is to establish the
and release of phosphate (Pi). We relate filament growth composition and kinetics of the cap, and how these determine
rates to the dynamics of ATP-actin and ADP-Pi-actin caps growth rates and measurable length fluctuations. This is im-
which develop at filament ends. At the critical concentra- portantin the context of cellular processes: the monomer-co
tion of the barbed end, c..;;, we find a short ATP cap and position in actin filaments is thought to regulate actineliigy
a long fluctuation-stabilized ADP-Pi cap. We show that proteinsin a timely and spatially organized way [2]. Forrexa
growth rates and the critical concentration at the barbed ple, it has been suggested that rates of branching gendmated
end are intimately related to cap structure and dynamics. the Arp2/3 protein complex and/or debranching processes ma
Fluctuations in filament lengths are described by the length depend on which of the 3 monomer species is involved, ATP-
diffusion coefficient, D. Recently Fujiwara et al. [Nature actin, ADP-Pi-actin or ADP-actin [7, 26, 27]. Pi release has
Cell Biol. (2002) 4, 666] and Kuhn and Pollard Biohys. J. been proposed to act as a timer for the action of the depotymer
(2005) 88, 1387] observed large length fluctuations slightl izing/severing protein ADF/cofilin which preferentiallftacks
abovec.,i;, provoking speculation that growth may proceed ADP-actin [2].
by oligomeric rather than monomeric on-off events. For Our aim in this report is to establish theoretically the quan
the single monomer growth process we find thaD exhibits titative implications of the currently held picture of acpoly-
a pronounced peak belowe,,;;, due to filaments alternat- merization. Previous theoretical works addressed groatdsr
ing between capped and uncapped states, a mild versiorbefore the important process of Pi release was establi@ged [
of the dynamic instability of microtubules. Fluctuations 30]. To date there has been no theoretical analysis of sfitgle
just abovec.,;; are enhanced but much smaller than those ament non steady state growth rates rigorously accounting f
reported experimentally. Future measurements ofD as a the processes (i)-(iii) above. A recent theoretical work] [3as
function of concentration can help identify the origin of the addressed steady state filament compositions.
observed fluctuations. The cap has important consequences for the growthjrate

The tendency of actin protein to spontaneously polymes a function of ATP-actin concentration, Measured;(c)
ize into rapidly growing filaments is fundamental to the lifeurves, such as those in figl 5, are strikingly non-linear in
of eukaryotic cells. Cell motility [1, 2], cell division [3]and the region near the concentration where growth rate vasishe
endocytosis [4] are examples of processes exploiting the {6, 32]. These become almost linear in excess Pi studies,
namic character of actin structures composed of filaments. There presumably the ADP-actin species is no longer ingblve
regulation of filament growth processes leads to well-ddfin.6]. The complexity of the cap structure and dynamics also
structures and coordinated function. For example, in combnderlies the values of the critical concentratigp; at the
nation with branching, capping, and depolymerizing pratei fast-growing “barbed” end and slow-growing “pointed” erfd o
actin self-assembles into controlled dynamic cross-lihket- the polar actin filamentc(,;; denotes the concentration where
works forming the dynamic core of lamellipodia [2]. mean growth rate at one end vanishes.) It is well known that

These complex cellular actin-based systems exhibit multi-general these are different since detailed balance t¢d@o
ple superposed mechanisms. This has inspired a large bioglgked for these non-equilibrium polymers [30]. Our work
of in vitro work aiming to unravel these mechanisms and paxplores how these differences are related to cap structure
down rate constants for the constituent processes in mirifie The major experimental focus has been mean growth rates,
systems [5]. An important class of experiments entails mgde). However, equally revealing affuctuationsabout the
suring growth rate at one end by microscopy [6—9] or by butkean whose measurement can expose features of the dynami-
spectroscopic methods [10-16] as a function of actin momomaal processes occurring at filament ends unavailable fi@mn
concentration. From these and other in vitro studies usimg vlhese fluctuations are characterized by a “length difftgivi
ious labeling techniques the following picture has emermgfedD measuring the spread in filament lengths (see fify. 1(b))
filament growth kinetics in the presence of ATP (seefflg. 3). imilarly to simple one dimensional Fickian diffusion: exft
Monomers are added to a growing filament end as ATP-actime ¢, the root mean square fluctuation in filament length is
(i) Rapidly, the ATP is then hydrolyzed to ADP and phos2¢)!/2 about the mean valug(c)t. Using single filament
phate (Pi), both remaining bound to the monomer host (ADRicroscopy, Fujiwara et al. [8] and Kuhn and Pollard [9] re-
Pi-actin) [10, 14,17-22]. A rate (;51.35‘1 was reported in ref. cently measured unexpectedly high values of this difftgivi
22 inthe presence of Mg, assuming random hydrolysis uninfhear steady state conditions), ~ 30mor®/s. This should
enced by neighboring monomers. (jii) After a long delay Pirge compared with what would be expected of an equilibrium
lease into solution occurs, generating ADP-actin [23—-K#}: polymerization involving the measured on/off rates of orde
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ics which are independent of the precise values of rate con-

/&
@ i 7 stants, since the latter depend on experimental condisiocis
N as ionic strength [38] and the values themselves are often co

-« troversial. The parameter values we use are shown in table 1
cap NATP in which k1. is the polymerization rate constant of ATP-actin,
%" %ﬁ% o andvy, vy andvp are the depolymerization rates of ATP-
actin, ADP-actin, and ADP-Pi-actin, respectively. Thesabf
ATP-hydrolysis and Pi release (both assumed irreversiie)

(®) m jt rg andrp;, respectively. In addition, we will explore the ef-
P fects of changing some of these parameter values. Since the
ST EERny monomer at the tip makes bonds with two nearest neighbors,
Sttt (2Dt)1/2 each belonging to a different protofilament, one expects tha

rate constants may also depend on the state of neighbors, Her
however, we study the simplest “one body” model, assuming
on/off rates depend only on the attaching/detaching sp¢6je
and that hydrolysis and Pi release rates are uniform alomg th
filament. The influence of “many body” effects will be briefly
discussed below.
To calculate filament growth kinetics and composition one

is faced with the formidable task of obtaining the steadtesta

; . . . robability distribution of all possible actin monomer segces
Figure 1: (@ schematc of e 3 specis cap at o barbed end o 2 fng the flament: there are 3 possible states per monomer,
cap of Neap = 25 monomers, with a short ATP-actin componeNi;, 1" of ~ so for filaments ofV units long this necessitates solviag
order one. (b) Mean growth rate and fluctuations: in tirttee average number Coupled equations_ We have managed, however, to obtain a so-
of monomers added to a filament endjis with a spread of2Dt)'/2 about |ution for the mean elongation rajéc) by projecting the full

this value. system oBY equations onto a set of just 3 exact equations for
the return probabilitieg)!, 1)f, andyP. These are the proba-

tions arise from “dynamic instability” due to stochastipdass  Pilities that a given monomer which was polymerized at 0
episodes. This would be a far milder version of the “catasti§ 29ain at the tip at timeas ATP-actin, ADP-Pi-actin, or ADP-
phes” in microtubule polymerization [8,35]. (ii) Filamemaly- actin, respectively. _ _
merization proceeds by addition and subtractionliafomeric The outline of our method is as follows. Fgr< 0 the
actin segment [8, 35]; this would constitute a radical depar growthrate is related to the return probabilitiesiby v peore,
from the accepted picture of filament growth kinetics involwherepcoe = 1 — [ dt(vP + ¢f + ¢f) is the probabil-

ing single monomer addition events. (iii) Growth involves e ity of exposure of the ADP-actin core at the tip. For> 0,

tra stochastic events such as short pauses possibly dign i ied — L. [ — T, =
in filament-surface attachments [9]. (iv) Enhanced fludtunest %he refation isj — Fpe fO diFi where Fy = vy g +

results from an artifact due to monomer labeling [36]. (v} Est vp + 1 vp, is the mean depolymerization rate at tifnef a
perimental error in filament length measurements [9]. A maj?onomerwhlch added to the tipiat= 0. The integral off; is
focus of this report is to calculate the concentration-aejeat the total depolymerization rate of added monomers. In tpe su
length diffusivity, D(c), assuming that the standard monomepOrting material we present the dynamical equations obkyed
by-monomer addition picture is valid. We will see that thig!€ return probabilities, from which we obtained a closed re
léads to largeD valuesbelowc,,;;; just above the critical con- cursion relation for the Laplace transform bf, namely f.
centration fluctuations are enhanced, though much lessfean Nis relatesfz to fz,, and f,,. With boundary condi-

experimental values. tion fr — 0asE — oo, we started from largé’ values

We consider the initial condition where long pre-forme@d evolved this equation numerically towadiis= 0 to ob-
ADP-actin seeds are exposed initially to a buffefisédactin tain fo = [~ dtF;. Given f, the time integrals of the return
concentration: and excess ATP. Thus for a givervalue, a probabilities were then directly obtained from the dynaahic
filament consists of a very long ADP-actin core at the emdjuations ang was thereby determined.
of which lies a complex steady state (but fluctuating) ATP- The above analytically based method does not generate cap
actin/ADP-Pi-actin cap. Our analysis emphasizes the lbarlsizes and length diffusivities. In order to calculate thgsan-
end, the pointed end assumed blocked. Our results applyities and also to test the validity of the analytical metheel
very dilute filaments where only ATP-actin is assumed to atidve simulated the stochastic tip dynamics employing the ki
to filaments since (i) free monomers bind ATP more stronghgtic Monte Carlo (MC) method known as the BKL [39] or
than ADP [37], and (ii) depolymerized ADP-actin or ADP-PiGillespie [40] algorithm, to evolve the state of a filamemt ti
actin has enough time to exchange its nucleotide for ATP lwetime and to calculate its mean growth rate. Each step of the
fore repolymerization. An important issue is the naturehef talgorithm entails updating time by an amount depending en th
ATP hydrolysis mechanism: the experiments of refs. 20, 2dte and number of possible future events, namely polyatoiz/de-
support a random mechanism, though others have suggestedlynerization, hydrolysis, and Pi release. Excelleneagr
cooperative vectorial mechanism occurring at the interfae  ment is found between MC results and the numerical solutions
tween ADP-Pi-actin and ATP-actin with rat8.6s~* [19, 28]. of our closed equations for the growth rate (see inset ofig. 3
In this study, random hydrolysis is assumed throughout. Our analytical method is exact and avoids preaveraging, an

approximation where the joint probability of a given filanhen
) nucleotide sequence is approximated as a product of priebabi
Parameter Values and Mathematical Methods ities for individual actin subunits. This neglects cortieias
o . . ) ) ~_ between units. To assess the accuracy of this scheme, we com-
One of the major aims of this work is to identify qualitativepared our results for cap size and growth rate to those atain
but experimentally measurable, features of the growthtkingsing preaveraging (see supporting material for detas)av-
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Table 1:Values of barbed end rate constants used in this work, agptep %\ 100 |
for solutions of 50mM KCI and 1mM MgGL Units in s! unless otherwise = |
indicated. (#) From ref. [6]. (*) Assigned; at present there is no direct mea Pt '
surement ofu, , but j(c) measurements with excess Pi [16] show the sum ¢ 5,
the ADP-Pi-actin off rates at both ends together is a few sismaller than GC) 10
vg. (¢) From ref. [22].() From refs. [23-26]. = &
8
eraging has been used in other theoretical studies of aalyn p e
merization such as ref. [31] to study steady state and r&f. [:
to study growth rates. A S E N R
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Cap Structure and the Importance of Fluctua-
tions Figure 2: Total cap lengthVeap (c) and ATP-actin cap lengthV2AL (c) at

cap
barbed end. Parameters from table 1. Squares: MC resulsheDdines: eq.

. . . Solid lines: preaveraging approximation. Verticablgled line indicates
Using the parameters of table 1, in fig. 2 we present MC g}t = 0_119uM_p ging app

sults for (i) the total cap size)¥..,, namely the mean total '
number of ATP-actin and ADP-Pi-actin subunits at the barbed
end, as a function of concentration, and (ii) the number d??ATmate dependence of cap length on concentration is
actin cap subunits’,\f(fgp. The figure shows that both caps be-
come large for large concentrations. This is easy to unaiedst Ncap = Veapteap = 2Dcap/[klg(cerit — )], (¢ < carit) (2)
Consider for example the ATP cap: when polymerization rate%_ . _
exceed both the hydrolysis ratg and the depolymerization W ich indeed becomes large@s; is approached from below.
rates, the interface between ADP-Pi-actin and ATP-actin fo _In Summary, even thougn averagebelow cci; no ATP-
lows the growing tip with a lag of (c) /ry monomers. Thus actin monomers are being added to theflipctuationsn addi-
tion/subtraction rates allow a cap to grow to len@...pt cap) /2
ATP _ ADPPi _ ) ) because the cap length diffusivity is dominant for times les
Neap = 3(€)/ra, Neay i(e)/rei (e cair) - (1) thant..,. Now since Pi release is very slow, for simplicity in
Here the number of ADP-Pi subunit§;>"™, is found using a%rvl\\,/g\],gef ?hgpr)evsva? cs)fs léghezjzghig (gﬁg Se?,é?]t?ovrvgsn%%_@;ﬂ%
similar reasoning as fdkngpP. The validity of eq.[{IL) for large except for concentrations so closectg; that the cap turnover
concentrations is verified against MC data in . 2. time exceeds the Pi release time. In this inner region, siiffu
The striking feature of fig[2 is that the total cap remainis only able to grow the cap for a time of ordes before Pi
long evenbelowthe critical concentration of the barbed endelease intervenes. The maximum possible cap lengthpattai
being 25 units at.;; and remaining larger than unity down tosery close tac.,s, is thus
¢ = cqit/2. One might naively have guessed that belgyy,
there would be no cap at all, since the filament is shrinking N 2 [2Dcap(Cerit) /7pi) 2 (3)
into its ADP core. (Indeed, the absence of a cap would also P
be suggested by ed.] (1) if one were to extend its validity dowry. (2) is valid untilN., reaches this bound.
to cerit Wherej = 0.) This reasoning is however invalid be- These arguments explain the origin of the long caps below
cggse it/neglects_ fluctuations due to randomness of monomegr. To make quantitative comparison of eqsl (2) ddd (3) to
addition/subtraction. _ _the numerics of fig[d2, the values &f.., andv.,, must be
To understand why fluctuations lead to long caps, C0”.5'%Iermined. Now since for our parameter sgtandv;, have
?Sgeggm gg?engljeer?g(t)r]; thig?%ﬁg% tﬁ)éc(l;i?ilggl %2?\2%?&;1% Milar values (see table 1), an estimate can be obtaineorby ¢
the tip of a typical long cap has a net shrinkage rate [33, 3%#5&%3;?5 sp?mal_ﬁ?se_ wherg = vp t(ldent|gal ATP-act:jn
veap(c). This is a weighted average of rates, summed over @l b |-ac| m)l' ¢ d's IS a;:lo_n}/henlen chase_ e;:am@g an
possible states of the short ATP-actin segment on top of ffie can be ga cu a+e exactly, the cap aijus one_monomer
long ADP-Pi-actin segment. Sineg,,, is a smooth function of SPecies, sd:jy = k1, and Deap (Cerit) = (K Cerit + vp)/2
¢, it can be Taylor-expanded near the critical concentratiwh [8,33,34]. Using the values of table 1 in these expressiods a
expressed a8.., = kiz(c — cerit) Wherek s is an effective N €4 [3) givesViy ~ 26, of the same order as the numerics

on rate constant, different from;]f. Now superposed on thisof fig. 2. . o
average shrinkage the cap tip also performs a random Walhin Finally, note that the preaveraging method shown in fig.
cap length space, described by a diffusivity,, (c) [8,33,34], IS an excellent approximation in regions where fluctuation
also an average over the states of the short ATP cp,,(is r¢ unimportant (very large or very smejl| producing aimost

in fact theshort-timediffusivity of the entire filament, see dis-identical results to MC. However, below,;; it considerably

cussion below.) For small times, diffusivity dominates arid Underestimates cap lengths. This results from the pregeera

order (2Dc,pt)'/? units add to or subtract from the cap. Fayeatment of fluctuations.

times less than the cap turnover timg,,, this is much big-
ger than the number of units wiped out by coherent shrinkay¢dean Growth Rate, j(c)
Veapt. The cap lifetimé...;, is the time when the shrinkage just

catches Uppeapteap = (2Dcapteap)/?. Hence the approxi- How is the behavior of the average rate of growth) cor-
related to cap structure and dynamics? The lowest curve of
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Figure 3. Dependence of growth rate on concentration; Influence pf Figure 4: Growth rate: influence of the value of, (shown in s1). Other

(indicated in s next to each curve). Other parameters as in table 1. M@lues as in table 1. Solid lines: numerical solutions andsWQulations (in-
and exact numerical solution results are indistinguighabhe spread in.,iy  distinguishable). Dashed line: preaveraging approxionafior v, = 1.1s7 1.
values for the 3 curves is 5%. Left inset: blow up of criticagjion showing Inset: same but withy — 0.03s—!

the agreement between MC (squares, error bars are starel@atiah of mean) ' H=5 '
and numerical method (solid line). Rightinset: Influencenahy body effects;

the value shown ins! next to curves is depolymerization rate of ATP-actin ) ) ) ) )

next to ADP-actin,p, . gion just belowe,,;;,, where cap size is substantially underes-
timated, it remains accurate though slightly less so thae-el
where.

) . . An important question is the effect of many body interac-
fig. @ shows numerical results for barbed end growth, usigg, s henveen actin subunits, so far neglected in this tepor

identical parameters to those of f[g. 2. A noticeable feaiEm_r_eWe have found that the shape of the mean growth rate near
that thet slgpes ?trﬁ vgrybd|gere3t %%sz_andtlbelof\l/v t,?e;rgt'%nd below the critical concentration is sensitive to thésean
concentration of the barbed end. 1his directly retiects %xample,fig[B (inset) shows the dependencg afon the de-
?étlfﬁtgge ﬁg;tdi'zclgiseghgsh{gggv‘t’ﬁé rl%eorrli\ircﬁrr]it TB?LF.)a Cﬁ lymerization rate of ATP-actin when its nearest neigtisor

9 9 g P-actin (u;‘D), with all other rates as in table 1. Other types

ortion of the cap, sg ~ kfc — v, has simple linear form ) . e
P b, 59 T T . f many body interactions can lead also to shiftg:dg; (not

and slopek, approximately behaving as if ATP-actin wer ; ; ! st
the only spTecies involved. On the other hand dog ceyi;. égown). Including many body interactions rapidly increase

oINS . .the number of rate constants. Since these are unknown and
the slope ofj(c) is large because the cap length is changi esumably hard to measure, this limits the uniqueness with

rapidly as concentration increases (seeffig. 2). Filamegthe ich growth rate curves can be modeled near. We stress,

cha_mge IS how generated by cgpless eplgodes, _when th_e A# wever, that the central qualitative conclusions, nantiedy
actin core is exposed and the filament shrinks with velagity eyistence of a long cap at,;; and the associated change of
(the steady state cap has fixed mean length and does not oliRYse of the growth rate, are general. An example of fitting ex

erage contribute). Thus= —vppeore Wherepeore = 1/Neap  perimentalj(c) curves with a one body model is shown in fig.
is the probability the cap length vanishes, assuming a brd
distribution of cap lengths with mea¥..,,. Using eq.[[R), this

givesj ~ vgkjﬂ(ccrit — ¢)/(2Dqap) in the region where eq. Fluctuations in Growth Rate
@) is valid. Sincevy, is large, this is a much larger slope than

for g%ncemrations ab?‘“%ritt' h tak Turning now to fluctuations in growth rates, we find these be-
. _etregl?_n very ‘_:OlseHecrit;[hW teieleq. [{E])S) aKes ?Ver’ha e dramatically around the critical concentration reiftec
IS an Interesting one. griz 1€re the tolal cap becomes 10ng Qg version of the dynamic instability exhibited by miero
length approximatelyVc: ), implying that ADP-actin is rarely ypyles [30, 41]. In the inset of fil] 6 we used MC to evaluate
_exr:_osed f‘t t?zgﬁ’: Tt‘.'s 'r!”“"_lm |mpI|Ies that tl?_e f(ilepolquﬁ-e length diffusivity,D(t) = (( L2 ) — ( L)?)/(2t), whereL
ization rate o -actin will have only a small influence o - - -
e Vi O This 13 Veriod i 1,05 here we s 1o1umber of subunts addedisubrecied afer g
j(c) curves foruy, values ranging from 2.2 to 7.25. These (abovec.,;;) we find D is essentially independent of time. Its
(;hanges produce only a very small shiftdn;, even though magnitude is of order 1mdrs, as would be expected for a
|3 (c) changes significantly far < ccit. (2) The mean ATP-cap g qth process of identical subunits which add/subtrath wi
ength is small (of order unity), and since the tip compositi es of order 1s! [8,30,33,34]. However, far = 0.1M (be-
zrlljdpcgp Ietngth |sfconstagtly fluctu%tm?,thbotth A'I_'I_Fr:-actm a{%’v Cerit) D 1S increésiﬁgwyith time reacﬁingg IéréLe asymp-
t- :j—ac mdare requen ytr?xpoTe aﬁ}, eTr:P.' ugfyvg otic valueD, after several hundred seconds. fflg. 6 shows the
pect a dependence of;;; on the value of, . This is verified jon0ndence ab.. on concentration: it exhibits a sharp peak
in fig. @ where we display how the growth rate angd; change pciow. . and then drops rapidly.
with the value OfUI; The magnitude Of the shift is influenced To understand the physics under|ying this behavior' con-
by the assumed rate of ATP hydrolysis: if one uses, for exagiger the simple model where ATP-actin and ADP-Pi-actin are
ple, a hydrolysis rate 10 times smaller, the change in growfl -iical ¢= = v5) and Pi release very slow; — 0).
remains substantial but is considerably reduced (seginset o p des:Fcribes ?he random walk performed bylthe filament

Note also that preaveraging estimates the growth rate VELY it the tip makes a random forwards or backwards step of
accurately (see figd4). Even in the fluctuation-dominated r monomer units every time interval, then one can write
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Figure 5: Growth ratej(c) versus concentration from data taken from fig. EL
1 of ref. 14 for simultaneous growth at both ends (in KCI and)M§olid H i
line: numerical results, barbed end (parameters from thblmultiplied by a S — ‘05 — ‘0‘ TR— ‘15 — ‘0‘2‘ —— ‘25‘) —
prefactor to fit data which lack absolute scale. Differeroetsveen numerical : ) : ' :
and experimental results may originate from the pointed aardribution, or c (UM)

possibly due to the experimental ionic conditions.
Figure 6: Long time length diffusion coefficientDo(c). Squares: MC
results, parameters from table 1. Vertical dashed linecatdsc.,;;. Solid
D = L?/T. Just above the critical concentration, where dine: prediction of simple model, = vy, = 1.4s™ ", rp; = 0, other values
and off rates are approximately equal, the tip randomly adtps table 1. Inset: Time-dependence of diffusivity at tvemcentrations.
or subtracts one ATP-actin,( = 1) in a mean timel' =
1/vg, giving D = wvp. Just below the critical concentra- . . .
tion, however, we know there is a long steady state cap. SinceOurwork leads also to the following prediction: since phos-
most filaments are Capped, at short tiniess determined by phate W|" bind to ADP-actin and e!lmlnate the effect of @hr
length changes of the cap and its value is thus close to the @gability parameter, thus fluctuations abdat the barbed end
diffusivity, Dc.p,. As time increases, more and more unca}ﬁ”' be suppressed in the presence of excess Pi.
ping episodes occur, each episode now contributing to fithme
length change. Such events are correlated on the times‘caIB%CUSSion
the cap lifetimetc,p, ~ Nfap /vt (we usedD.,, = v for the
simple model [33, 34].) This explains why(t) changes with Pointed End j(c): Why is ¢, So Different? In this study
time up to the cap lifetime (see figl 6, inset). Thus to deteemiwe emphasized the barbed end, but our methods are also ap-
Do, one must takd’ = t..,,. Using a well known result from plicable to the pointed end, provided the same mechanisms of
the theory of 1D random walks [42], the number of uncappingiform random hydrolysis and slow Pi release remain valid.
events during the time.,,, is approximately De.ptcap)'/? ~ Making this assumption, let us now discuss why; (for ATP-
Neap- Since the number of core monomers lost during each @etin) at the pointed end is almost six times the value at the
capping episode before a polymerizing monomer arrives isbgfrbed end [6]. Now an important issue is how different the
orderuvy, /vy, thusL = Ne.,vp /vg. This leads to a very dif- ATP-actin and ADP-Pi-actin species are, in terms of on afd of
ferent expression for the diffusivitf)o, ~ (vp)?/vy: thereis ratte cotr;]st?nts. Thaththeyharf sm&ﬂar IS tshuggetste(lj bymtal"_g“?bs
a discontinuity in diffusivity at.,;; of magnitude vation that excess phosphaté reduces the critical €o r
in a pure ADP-actin polymerization to a value rather close to
the barbed end.,;; in ATP [16, 44, 45]. But if indeed the 2
species are similar, and the same basic mechanisms apply at
the pointed end, this is inconsistent with the very diffeken;
values. This inconsistency is due to the cap structure we hav
: ; . established here: the cap includes a long ADP-Pi segment es-
nounced discontinuous drop ifl.; as one passes to higher cenia|ly hiding the ADP-actin core which is thusrely seen
A rigorous derivation of eq. [{4) is shown in the supporting yhe filament tip (see fig] 1(a)). For the barbed end [lg. 2)
material where in addition we obtain the full sawtooth curvg "~ '95 4t . “and we find a lar lue f :

) Vv e . ap = crits ge value for the pointed
shown in fig. [; evidently, the simple model captures magy "t its..,.., though smaller than the barbed end (data not
features of the actud.(c) profile. The effect of Pi releasegyqn). Thus ADP-actin on/off rates are almost irrelevant t
and ATP-actin/ADP-Pi-actin differences is to shifti, andto . - “(see fig[B) and hence differences between ATP-actin and
smooth the sharp peak and shift it to somewhat beigw. ADP-actin cannot account for the largg;, differences. Thus

How do the results of fig.[16 compare to the large ﬂuK origin must be different ATP-actin/ADP-Pi-actin conspo

ADo =v3i(N*—1), A=vp/vg . 4)

At the barbed end the instability parameters 5.1 and fluc-
tuations at the critical concentration are very large, \&itro-

tuations observed by Fujiwara et al. [8] and Kuhn agd P@lans at the pointed and barbed ends; since the ATP-actin seg
lard [9], and also suggested by the f|_r}d|ngs of ref. 432 Bignfunt is short both species are regularly exposed at filament
shows a peak value @ ~ 3_4m0n23 , dropping toDos & ends and substantially different;; values will result provided
5morts! at cis. The experimentally reported value was the 2 species have different rate constants. Were thest-iden
30mor?s—!; however, these measurements were performedtal, c..;; at both ends would be very similar, because the on/off
[8] or close [9] to a treadmilling steady state, i. e. at a @nc rates at the filament ends would then be very close to the val-
tration slightly abover,;; for the barbed end and well belowues for an all ATP-actin filament; for such a filament, dethile
that for the pointed end. At this concentration, f[§. 6 showslance dictates that the ratio of on/off rates at each ead ar
a diffusivity less tharbmorfs~!. Thus both theory and ex-identical [30]. (However, in apparent contradiction tcstbon-
periment exhibit large fluctuations neay;;, but at different clusion are the findings of ref. [6] where different on/offios
concentrations. Future experimental measurements otithe Were reported at each end, under conditions where long ATP-
D (c) profile are needed to establish the relationship, if argtin caps are expected. A conceivable explanation is Ipibssi
between these. ity (ii), see below.) Many body effects will further affe€t,;.



We are driven to two possibilities: (i) ATP-actin and ADP-

This work was supported by the Petroleum Research Fundt gran

Pi-actin are substantially different, or (ii) different oke@nisms 33944-AC7, and NSF, grant CHE-00-91460. We thank Ikuko-Fuiji
operate during pointed end growth. Certain workers [46, 4¥ra, Jeffrey Kuhn and Thomas Pollard for stimulating distons.

have proposed possibility (i), based on the irreversibdithy-
drolysis [46] which suggests a large energetic changejlpgss

a structural change of the filament. Possibility (i) may i()'n‘aReferenCeS

be consistent with the experiments of refs. 16, 44,45 whic{@]
did not probe individual on/off rate constants of ADP-Pfiac
and which may have involved significant ADP-actin polymerf2]
ization [45]. We are unaware of any crystallographic [48] 0[3]
electron microscopic [49] experiments examining ATP/ADP
Pi differences for filamentous actin. 5]
If we adhere to the assumption that the growth mechanisrit
as previously outlined apply to both ends, we are then leleto t17]
following prediction: the values of.,;; for ATP-actin at both 8]
ends will be only weakly affected by the presence of excess
Pi (provided ionic conditions are strictly unchanged). sTisi  [9]
because the binding of Pi to ADP-actin segments is almost#2

relevant since these are rarely exposed at the tip due to leng

caps at.,;. Indeed, for the barbed end no significant shift has

been observed in the presence of Pi [16,44,45]. For thegubirlf2]
end, however, a reduction af;;; has been reported in the pre
ence of Pi and barbed end capping proteins [16, 44, 45]. Thi
cannot be explained within the present framework and sugges

possibility (ii). Future experiment will hopefully setttris im- [15]
portantissue. [16

Conclusions. In this work filament growth rateg(c) and [17
their fluctuations, as measured by the diffusivifc), were [18
calculated as functions of ATP-actin concentrationTo our [19
knowledge, this is the first rigorous calculation of thesarmgu ,
tities accounting for all known basic mechanisms. Pantal
et al. [28,29] studied(c) at the barbed end in a work befor¢22
the mechanism of Pi release was discovered. Infinitely fas
release and vectorial hydrolysis were assumed. Given ttze
available at that time, in order to explain the sharp changeyis)
slope ofj(c) at c.it (see e.g. fig.[05), they further assumed
(i) strong three body ATP-actin/ADP-actin interactionsigth 26
lead to stable short ATP-actin caps, and (i) zero hydrslsete |57,
of the nucleotide bound to the terminal monomer. In our worgs]
the origin of the sharp change in slope is precisely the featt t
Pi release is slow, similarly to an earlier model of micratigb %g]
polymerization [50].

Recently, Bindschadler et al. [31] studied the compositi(a1]
of actin filaments accounting for all three actin specieseatdy
state. We have examined the preaveraging approximatiah
in their work and showed that it leads to very accurge) [34]
curves, but the cap lengths are underestimated belgw [35]

Here we have addressed random ATP hydrolysis only. F8fl
ture work is needed to analyze the implications of the vec¥g7
rial hydrolysis suggested by refs. 19,28. We showed that fo
random hydrolysig(c) is linear far above the critical concen{38]
tration. Growth rate experiments for both ends togethehén '139]
absence of KCI have exhibited non-linearities up te 10uM,
far above the critical concentration of the barbed end wdcha4o]
1M under these conditions [10, 11]. In refs. 10, 28 this obsé#i]
vation was attributed to vectorial hydrolysis at the barbed 42]
while in ref. 6 this was assigned to the non-linear contribiz;
tion of the pointed end whose critical concentratior:i$uM  [44]
under the same conditions. [45]

Perhaps our most interesting finding is that the long ti o)
diffusivity D, has a large peak below the critical concentra-
tion ¢,y of the barbed end, followed by a sharp drop in a ngsv]
row range above..;;. This conclusion is quite general and it
origin is the smallness of the Pi release rate and the laige v 48]
of the off rate of ADP-actin at the barbed end. Future meae
surements of length diffusivities over a range of conceiuna
promise to provide new information and insight on the fund&9l
mentals of actin polymerization.
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SUPPORTING MATERIAL

A. Numerical Method for Growth Rates.

In this part of the supporting material we describe the nicaémethod we used in the main text to calculate the growtd ra
curves of figs[13 anl4. Consider an ATP-actin monomer whidinperizes at the filament tip at time= 0. We define the
return probabilities);”, F’, andyP to be the probability that this monomer is once again at thaftier timet as ATP-actin,
ADP-Pi-actin, or ADP-actin, respectively. The total depoérization rate of this monomer at timés

Fy = vpf +vpdy +opdp (5)

The dynamical equations obeyed by the return probabikities

d t /
Z¥ = —(kfe+op + el + k$c/ A YT F,_pem=)
0
d ¢ )
Elﬁf = —(k{c +vp + rpi)wtp + erp;T + kjfc/ dt/wil;’Ft_t/e—TPi(t—t )
0
t
+ k'{c/ At F,_y— (Q,TH(H,) _efrpi(t*t’)) ’
0 Tpi —TH
d t t )
— P = —(kfe+o WP +rpit + ke | AR Fi_y + ke | dtybF_y (1 - e rrilt—t)
dt ¢ T D/¥t t T t T t
0 0
t ) ) /
* k¥?/‘”¢337y - TP gmmt) | TH ) (6)
0 TPi —TH TPi — T'H

Here the non-integral terms on the right hand sides reptetamge of tip status due to polymerization, depolymennat
hydrolysis, and phosphate release events at tiniEhe integral terms represent rates of reappearance of tin@mmer at the

tip, weighted by factors accounting for the probability g@nolysis or phosphate release during the time intervalesthe last
appearance at the tip. For example, the first term on the hightl side of the first equation represents the rate of chainge o
the probability of finding the ATP-actin monomer at the tipedw (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 evehis ATP-actin unit at the tip given that it got buried insithe
filament due to a polymerization event at tirtie an event which occurred with rafe-c. Factor ' represents the rate of
reappearance of the buried monomer at the tip due to depdbetien of all the monomers which were added on top of it. The

factore—"1(t—) s the probability that the ATP-actin monomer in questionds hydrolyzed while being buried.
Now the filament growth rate is given by

[ ep L= T dt R +oF )] (< 0)
j= - (7)
Carrying out a Laplace transformation~ F, F; — fg, andy; — ¥ one has from eq[17)

vp [1—-9R —¥F -] (j<0)

i= | ®)
ke~ fo (j>0)
while from eq. [6) one obtains
Vg = 1/(E+vp +ra+kre(l = foim))
p ret+kfcra(ferem = fepee) /(i — TH) o1
\IJE - — + \I/E ’
E+ vp +7rpi + kT C(l - fE+TPi)
D (rei + kfe(f5 = fotre)) Yo + kfc (fe — rpifotra/ (TPt — TH) + TR B4re; /(ri — TH)) UE ©)
E - .

E +vp + kfe(l - fg)

Eliminating all ¥ in the Laplace transformation of edl (5) after using €dj. {® obtains the following recursive relationship
involving the functionf alone:
e = R[fE+TH’ fE+rPi] ) (10)

—by + /b — dbsbo a1

2by

where

R[fEJrTH ) fE+TPi] =



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

bo = Ao2E*+ Ag1E+ Aoy,
by = Ai3E®+ A12F* + A E+ Ay,
by = AssE?+ Ay E+ Aoy, (12)
where
Ao = —(ru —rpi)vpkic,
Aop = (vpru —rpivg +ru(=vp + 7)) (k1) fotre, + (ruvp — vprei) (k16)* fEry
—  (ru — rp)kfelravp +v5 (vp +vp +rpi + 2kFc))
Aoo = —vp(re —re) (k£0) fEsrp fEtrm
— (ru(vp —vg) +rpivg)kfe +vp ((rn)? = reivg + ra(=rpi + v + k$0)(k£6)* fEtre,
+  (ravpkfc+vp (ru(ve +7pi) — pi(vp + rpi + kfe))) (ki €)? fEtr
— (ra-— Tpi)ki‘:c(k%'c(THv; +ovp (vp +7pPi + k?fc)) +vp (ra(vp + 7pi) + vp (vp + 71 + k?fc))) ,
A1z = ru—rpi,
Arp = —(ra = rp)kTc(fEtre + fE4r) + (run — i) (vp + 1H +vp + 7P +vp + 3kTe),
Arg = (ra—rpi) (k10 foqrp fE4rs — (rn — 7pi) (vp + 1 + vp + 2k 0k ¢f B,

ra — pi) (Vg + vp + 7Tpi + 2kt )kt cf i
ru — rpi)(vp v + rRivT + QUEk}rc + 2rpik¥c + 3U{k¥c + 3(k{fc)2
+up (ra +vp +7pi + T + kifc) +ra(vp +7rpi + 2ki‘:c)) ,
Ao = (ra—rei)(vp + kit o) (kf¢)? fotrp: fB4r
+  (=vp(rfi = rpivg +ru(=rpi + vp + kfc))
thfe(—rg 4+ ra(vp 4+ rei — 2vp — k) +rpi(2ur + kF o))kt cfppre,
+  (vp(=ru(vp 4+ rpi) + rei(vp + rpi + kic))
+kic(rpi(vp +1pi + kife) — ru(2vp + rpi + ktc))ktcfBir
+  (ra —rpi)(vp (ru(vp +7pi) + vgp (vp +7pi + kpc))
+kic(ru(2vp +1pi + kfe) + (vp +rpi + kfe)(2up + kfc))),

(
(
(

Ao = rpi—TH,
Agn = (ru —re)ktc(fotre + fB4rn) — (ru — rpi)(re + vp +rpi + vy + 2kfc)
Aso = —(ru — i) (kF ) fEgre fEdra + (ru — rpi) (ry + vp + KOkt cfp i,
+ (ru—rpi)(vp +7pi + ktO)kFcfErrn — (ru —rpi)(vp + 1pi + kfc)(ru + vp + kfc) . (13)

We remark that eq.[T11) is the solution of a quadratic equoatidich of the two solutions of the quadratic is meaning$ul i
easily checked by demanditfg< 1 in the £ — oo limit.

Now for any given monomer concentrationwith the boundary conditiorfzy — 0 asE — oo, we started from a large
enoughF value and evolved eq[{L0) towards = 0 to obtain fy, f,.,, andf,.,. Substituting these values in edl] (9) we
further obtained?{, ¥§ and ¥f. Thus, givenfy, ¥J, ¥§ 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.

B. Preaveraging Approximation: Calculation of Growth Rates.

In this part of the supporting material we present the metlvedused to calculate cap sizes and growth rates based on a
preaveraging approximation. As discussed in the main taxppared to the exact calculations, this method givesrdifite
results for the cap size below,;, but provides very good approximations to growth rates. \&eote¢r(n), ¢p(n) and

#p(n) the probability that the:'® monomer away from the tip binds ATP, ADP-Pi or ADP, respediivConsider first the tip,
i.e.n = 1. One has [31]

%%(1) = kfclgp(1) + dp ()] + [vp dp(1) + vpdp(1)]é7(2) — vr[¢p(2) + ép(2))or(1) — rugr(l) . (14)

The first term on the right hand side represents change détipssinto ATP-actin due to polymerization of ATP-actin ateDP-
Pi-actin or ADP-actin tip. The second term represents chafidip status into ATP-actin due to (i) depolymerizationA@P-
Pi-actin or ADP-actin ab = 1, and (ii) exposure of ATP-actin, previously buried at posit, = 2. Within the preaveraging



approximation, the joint probability of ADP at = 1 and simultaneously ATP at = 2, for example, is approximated as a
product of probabilities:ppr(1,2) ~ ¢p(1) #1(2) in eq. [IF). Similarly, the third term on the right hand siéd@nesents
depolymerization of ATP-actin while the last term is chadge to hydrolysis.

For ADP-Pi-actin one has similarly

%sbp(l) = [T ¢r(1) +vpép(1)]¢r(2) — {vp [61(2) + ¢p(2)] + kfc+rpi} ¢p(1) + rudr(l) . (15)

The analogous equations for> 1 are [31]

%st(n) krelgr(n—1) = gr(n)] + [vp¢r(1) + vpép(1) +vp ¢p(D)][ér(n + 1) — é1(n)] — rudr(n)

%(bp(n) kfelgp(n —1) = ép(n)] + [vpér(1) + vpép(1) + vp dp(1)][¢p(n + 1) — ¢p(n)]

+ rugr(n) —reigp(n) (n>1) (16)

The rate of change of the ADP-actin probabilities are deitsechfrom¢r(n) + ¢p(n) + ¢p(n) = 1. Starting from an arbitrary
nucleotide profile and using long filaments, we evolved nucady egs. )I6) for a long enough time to allow the deofi
to reach its steady state (note that an analytical solusi@tsio possible sincE{lL6) is linear, except for the tip tgBh§. The
growth rate and the cap size were calculated from

Neap = Z¢T )+ dp(n Nopt = Z¢T j=kic—vp¢r(l) —vpgp(l) —vpén(l) . (17)

C. Analytical Calculation of Length Diffusivity as a Function of Concentration.

Here we prove thaD(c) in fig. @ has a sawtooth shape in the special egse= vy andrp; — 0. Consider first shrinking
barbed endsg < cqit. For long timest > t..p, apart from fluctuations in the size of the steady state ATHARi cap,
fluctuations in tip displacement are due to fluctuations iw fer the ADP core has shrunk. Let us callr|t) the probability
that in timet the filament is uncapped for a total timeThe probability thatV monomers have been lost during this time is

p(N,t) = /000 dru(t|t) P(N,vpT) , P(N,z) =2Ne "/N!, (18)

where the Poisson distributio®, describes the probability distribution of the number gbalgmerized ADP-actin monomers
during the total uncapped period. Let us evaluaby noting that the average value-ofind its second moment are given by

(1) =15, _2S/dt’/ S(t" —t)dt" (19)

for long enough times. Her®(¢) is a return probability, namely the probability that theiijpncapped at time given that it was
uncapped at = 0, andS(t) — S., fort — co. To prove eq.[[119), defingt”|¢") to be a random variable which is zero (unity)

when the tip is capped (uncapped) at titfiegiven it was uncapped &t One hag 7% ) = fot fg d'dt” { £(t'|0)E(¢”]0) ) =
2]5 dt’ ftt dt” (£('0) ) { £(¢”|t') ). Noting thatS(t) = ( £(¢|0) ) one recovers eg{1L9).
Now the exact result fof is [30]

S(t) = ef(k#*”;)t[lo(%:v) Y~V (2t2) Zy 2r2tr)), y= ktc/vr, == (kfevp)/?, (20)

whereI; are modified Bessel functions. Usif}, = 1 — ¢/cqis ONe obtains for long timeé7 ) = ¢(1 — ¢/ceit) and
(72 >C = (t/vy) where( ), denotes second cumulant. Thus relative fluctuations lecome small for long times and
becomes Gaussian(r|t) ~ const. exp[—(r — (7))?/(2( 7% ),)]. Substitutingu in p(N, ) of eq. [IB) and performing the
integration one obtains

5/2)[1+ (2ug /vr — 1)e/carit] (¢ < Cerit)
Do _ ('UD/ _ D/ VT crit crit 21
(C) { (k’}_c + UT)/2 (C > Ccrit) ( )
which is the sawtooth curve plotted in fifl 6. Notice that, decreases for smaller concentrations since at 0 one must
recover the Poissonian fluctuations of a pure depolyméuizgtrocess for whichD . 5/2. Ineq. ), thee > cepit
expression represents the fluctuations of a polymerizatiocess of identical subunits [34? (since in the limit calesied here

the cap is never lost aboveg,;;).



