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Structuresand pathwaysfor clathrin self-assembly in the bulk and on
membranes

Richard Matthews** and Christos N. Likos{
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(\] ‘We present a coarse-grained model of clathrin that is simpéeigh to be computationally tractable yet includes kegolesi

> qualitative features: a triskelion structure with excldde®lume between legs; assembly of polymorphic cages in titie b
formation of buds on a membrane. We investigate the assamfiblyr model using both Monte Carlo simulations and moletula

dynamics with hydrodynamic interactions, in the latter éayimg a new membrane boundary condition. In the bulk, a easfg

known clathrin structures are assembled. A membrane bggdithway involving the coalescence of multiple small dusis

(O identified.

No

1 Introduction Assembly of cages may also be observethimitro exper-

iments without a membrane: early wérkound that the re-
Clathrint is a triskelion-shaped protein that self-assemble%umng cages were much more homogeneous when adaptor
into a broad range of polymorphic structures. On the one hangyroteins were present. A number of closed-cage structures
; its key function is in forming coated vesicles, separatedifr  have been identified, all having twelve pentagonal faces and
membranes through budding, that are crucial for intraat&il (v —20) /2 hexagonal faces, wheré is the number of triske-
transporf. On the other hand, its three-legged shape lets ifia. These include one structure witfi = 28, called a mini-
1 .also form extended hexagonal shéet$n vivo, clathrin as- coat, two withN' = 36, given the names hexagonal barrel and
sembly is always associated with membranes: it is attaadhed tennis ball, and a truncated icosahedron with= 6046.7. Of
them by intermediary protein complexes called adaptors.  these, the tennis ball structure, with a closed ring of pgoria
reminiscent of the seam on a tennis ball, is less common. The
mini-coat, tennis ball and hexagonal barrel structuresilare
lustrated in Figl L. Larger cages may also be formed. Detaile
investigation of coated vesicles showed them to be much more
poly-disperse, including some heptagons, although theigen
ball structure was also observed

Previous modeling of the assembly of structures by

clathrin®1® assumed that the triskelia are completely rigid.
However, there is evidence, based on analysis of the fluc-
tuations observed in electron micrograph imagesnd the
comparison of Brownian dynamics simulations to scattering
_ ) ) datal?, that, in isolation, the legs of the triskelion have a per-
Fig. 1 Schlegel diagrams of different structures assembled by gjstence length similar to their contour lengthb0nm. It is
clathrin, based on similar diagrams in #ef(a) Mini-coat. (b) however both expecté&l and observe! that there is much
Hexagonal barrel. (c) Tennis ball. The green dots reprakent S . . .

greater rigidity once the triskelia are bonded into a strrect

centres of triskelia and the black lines joining them repnéshe ’ . . . .
connections between them, formed by legs lying next to etiedr o Each triskelion leg is primarily composed of an extended,

and bonding. The red areas show pentagonal faces and the whit ~Curved sub-unit called a heavy Chéj”MUCh of the internal
ones show hexagonal faces. Note that the projection of the construction of the heavy chain comprises zig-zag strestur
three-dimensional cage structures onto the plane doesestpe The leg flexibility within a cage was estimated, through ob-
relative lengths or angles. For each diagram, the surragnahite servation of crystal structures, to allow bendsl&f— 2° per
space represents an additional hexagonal face in the zig-zagt. This estimate may be too high for the leg overall
three-dimensional structure. as it was based on a section known as the linker, which is ex-
pected to be more flexible due to a less regular struéture

In this work, we present a new clathrin model that includes

: excluded volume. Each leg is modeled by a sequence of

Austria. . . .
* E-mail: richard. matthews@univie.ac.at bonded patchy particles. The_ interactions between patahy p
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putational models, this may be included directly in paieint
action potential&® or be produced by composing sub-units of

multiple particles. This latter approach may give a moré-rea v[C 1] ' - e .,V[Crz]
istic representation of the shape of sub-units and has heen a _
plied to viral capsids, both in studies of self-assembnd in Vv[D,1]<¢ D

e ; . : _ y~W[D,1]
modelling interactions with membranes without asserbly .
where budding was observed. Viral capsids are perhaps the V[E,1]% _' Vv[E,1]

most intensively studied example of self-assembly and mod-
els with single particle sub-units have also been appfieor
the case of clathrin, whilst previous wé¥ has also used Fig. 2 Depiction of a triskelion comprised of beads type
such simpler models, here our approach is intermediate: sub, — A — E, with patches whose positions are defined{jc, i]}.
units composed of multiple particles whose pair interaxtio There are attractive interactions between different élisk between
are patchy. patchesv[B, 1] andv[C, 1], patches/[B, 2] andv[D, 1] and

Although the exact form of the attractive interaction be- patchesv[C, 2] andv[E, 1]. Note that all legs are identical.
tween clathrin legs is not knownin observed structuréshey
tend to lie close to each other, always having a similar rel-
ative orientation, suggesting interactions are short ezand
strongly orientationally dependent. Whilst, particwedr vi- tions and thus the shape of an isolated triskelion in meehani
ral capsids, the use of patchy particles to represent protei cal equilibrium. A further parametet, specifies the mechan-
protein interactions is quite comm&tte1® we furthermore ical equilibrium separation between bonded beads of thesam
choose to employ them as an efficient way to capture the twiriskelion. A detailed description of how the parametertede
key interaction features: short range and strong oriemati  mine the triskelion shape is given in apperdix]A.2.

dependence. Considering{v[«, i}, apart from typed, all beads have at-

In a recent publicatio¥, we presented results on the ef- tractive patches, depicted in FIg. 2, which are supplentente
fect of fluctuating membranes on the equilibrium structurespy a torsional vector (not shown). Moving out from the cen-
of a system of self-assembling patchy colloids. We considtre, type B has two patches, whose positions are defined by
ered a simple model, representing each clathrin with a siny[B, 1] and v[B, 2], as does typ&’. Patchesv[B, 1] and
gle spherical particle with three attractive patches. Heve  v|[C, 1], from different triskelia, attract each other such that,
use of multiple patchy beads allows, in contrast to previousf the initial parts of two legs are placed approximately an-
approached!?, features that are expected to be important intiparallel, and at an appropriate separation, they may bond
self-assembly to be captured: excluded volume between legFhe other patches oB and C, v[B,2] and v[C, 2], attract
flexibility, the interweaving of legs in assembled struetur the single patches on typésand F, v[D, 1] andv|[E, 1] re-

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Bkc. 2, wgpectively. These interactions are such that, if triskielien a
describe our model in more detail, including the process usecage, the second half of a given leg bends under the first half
to determine parameters. In SEE. 3, we present the results gf a leg from an adjacent triskelion, whereby “under” means
Monte Carlo (MC¥? simulations to explore the structures that towards the centre of the cage, mimicking natui®ur choice
our triskelia may assemble in the bulk, before moving to dy-of patches for the different beads, and of the specificitheirt
namical simulations to consider the behaviour with a meminteractions, is made so that the parts of the legs that are ob
brane in Sed.]4. In Selcl 5, we summarise and draw our corserved to lie next to each other in clathrin structéned! at-
clusions, whereas in the Appendix we present some technic@lact each other in our model.

details pertaining to the model and the simulation techesqu  There are excluded volume interactions between all beads

not belonging to the same triskelion. The shape of the triske
2 Theclathrin modd lion is maintained by internal interactions: harmonic sgs

with equilibrium lengthd and spring constank between
Our model triskelion comprises 13 bead patchy beads, see apended beads, plus bending and torsional stiffness. Wesehoo
pendix[A1, of 5 different types, denoted= A — E. One  the bending and torsional rigidity to be the same, specified b
central bead of typel is attached to 3 legs, each consisting of the parametes. The equilibrium angles between subsequent
1 bead each of typeB — FE, see FiglR. Associated with bead bonds along a leg are encoded in the€«, i]} vectors. Full
type « are two sets of unit vectors{v|a, ]} and{uf«,i]},  definition of the interaction potentials for both externaba
wherei indexes the different vectors belonging to one type.internal interactions is given in the appenditeslA.1 A.2
{v[a,i]} specify the attractive patches for interactions with respectively. The extended nature of the legs, and the-speci
other triskelia, wherea$u[a, i|} define the internal interac- ficity of the attractive patches, gives the overall intei@tbe-
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tween two triskelia orientational dependence. This ishfeirt thermore emphasise, however, that, in free assembly rees (s
enforced at a bead-bead interaction level through theioasi  Sec[B), our triskelia were also able to self-assemble iifto d
vectors, see appendixA.1. ferent structures. Multiple parameter-finding runs atediht

The parameters of triskelion shape and patch vectors are ntgmperatures were observed to give very similar parameters
seta priori but they are rather specified through an informedsee appendix Al3. The set of parameters used in our free as-
search procedure. The basic idea of our parameter-findingembly simulations is given in appen@ix’A.3. The state found
scheme is the following: hold a set of objects in a desired concannot be guaranteed to correspond to the global minimum for
figuration, which here will be the hexagonal barrel compgdsi @ hexagonal barrel. However, given the tightness of the-pack
36 triskelia, and allow the parameters determining theaate  ing of the triskelia observed in the final structure, it is asen-
tions between these objects to vary until they have found @ble assumption that the configuration is the unique minimum
low energy minimum. We assume that if the interaction pa-for triskelia interacting in the desired way, with initizays of
rameters are then fixed, they will drive the objects to reformlegs lying side-by-side and antiparallel, and the end pzfrts
the structure from a random initial condition. We use thenter legs tucked inside the cage.
“free assembly” to refer to simulations where interactiaa p ~ We set the parameter for the harmonic springs between
rameters are fixed. For free assembly simulations we cansidéeads, which is not varied, fo= 1.6 x 10°k5T', and consider
both random and pre-assembled initial conditions. Whilst i different bending stiffnesses,and patch attraction strengths,
the latter, strong interactions may cause to triskelia toai@ €. Our simple model represents only those two sections
in their initial configuration, unlike in the parameter-fing,  of a leg, which when assembled run along two polyhedron
triskelia may in principle explore other structures. edges. In the corresponding section of a true triskelion leg

The parameters for triskelion shagelc,i]}, patch po- there arex 20 zig-zags. We primarily consider bending stiff-
sition {v|a,i]}, and bead separatiof were chosen using Ness parameters af = 0.8 x 10°k5T, 1.6 x 10°kpT and
Metropolis MC simulations, in which these parameters, glon 32 X 10°ksT. x = 0.8 x 10°k5T gives a typical angular
with the usual system coordinates, were treated as dynamgleflection per bending joint ot 3°. Since there are eight
cal variables. Updates were made using trial moves with thé2ints in a leg, one at each end of each internal bond, see ap-
standard acceptance criterf@nSchematically, a Hamiltonian PendiXA.2, this gives a total possible deflection per leg-sim
H*(X,d*, V*, U*) was used to determine the parameters,'ar to that expected from crystal structure observatidAswe
which were then input to the Hamiltonidi (X; d, V, U) for ~ also considered complete rigidity, applied also to thergysi
free assembly simulation¥7 andU represent the set of all pa- J0ining beads, as well as flexibility similar to that seenifar-

rameter vectors for all bead types aKdrepresents the usual lated triskelia. In the latter case we found assembly ofrdiso
system coordinates. Fdi, the values ofl, V and U are  dered and extended structures rather than cages and egsults

fixed. The corresponding variables f#*, d*, V* and U* not presented. It should be noted, however, that the stegtu
may vary freely. Simulations wit* (X, d*, V*, U*) were found for stiffer triskelia will also represent local minanfor
performed at low temperaturegT < ey, Where—ey, is the the flexible ones, although in this case our free assembly sim
minimum of the attractive interaction between beads, sb thaulations were unable to find them.
the system relaxed to a low-energy minimum. Hegd' is the
energy appearing in the standard Metropolis Monte Carlo ac3  Bulk self-assembly
ceptance probabilif, min [1, exp(—AE /kgT)], whereAE
is the change in the energy due to a trial move. Additional/e next consider the structures formed by our clathrin-rhode
constraints were applied to ensure the minimum found correwithout a membrane. For these free assembly simulations,
sponded to the desired structure. To extract parameteesaluwe employ Metropolis Monte Carlo with a range of moves to
for use in simulations witt (X;d, V, U), thermal averages improve sampling, including Aggregate Volume Bi5sCon-
of the corresponding variables around the minimum were perfigurational Biag?, cluster move&, Hybrid MC2# and multi-
formed. To simplify the minimisation, during the interastt  canonical parallel temperifg To form closed cages, triskelia
finding stage, all triskelia always had a configuration corre must be able to bond and form faces surrounded by both 5- and
sponding to the minimum of their internal interactions, seeg-edge loops. This flexibility, which is automatically kiito
appendix A.B for more details. our model through the parameter choosing procedure, means
A common self-assembled shape observethiritro ex-  that the triskelia may explore a broad range of competing low
periments with clathrin is the hexagonal bafrahd we chose energy minima. Whilst we expect the global minimum to be a
this as our target structure. Clearly, a different choiceagfet  closed cage, simulations may easily become trapped in other
structure would lead to a somewhat different set of intévact states and, despite the range of MC moves utilised, we find
parameters but, given its frequency in bulk assembly experithat simulations are not able to move between all of the lo-
ments, the hexagonal barrel is a reasonable choice. We fucal minima on a feasible timescale. Nonetheless, the free as
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sembly simulations do give us reliable information aboet th are seen for both initial conditions, witf\) changing from
structures that our model may assemble. ~ 1 indicating highly aspherical structures when there itelitt

We ran free assembly simulations wiffi = 36 triske-  assembly tex 0 indicating almost spherical structures at high
lia, starting from two initial configurations: one with tkislia  ¢;. In calculating the asphericity, the positions of the calntr
placed randomly, just with the requirement of no beads overtype A beads were used. When there are no bonded triskelia in
lapping, and the other with an assembled hexagonal ba#el. Zhe system and thus the largest “cluster” is a single triskel
systems with different;; betweer8.3kpT and4.91kpT were  the asphericity, which is calculated from a tensor basedhen t
run with parallel tempering swaps between them. In the maseparations of pairs of beadsis not defined. Since, when the
jority of simulations, umbrella sampling with an iteratiye  largest cluster is of size 2, which is necessarily a lives 1,
calculated weighting functic®, w(Uy; /), whereUy; isthe  we choose to assign a value &f= 1 for a single trisklelion
total inter-triskelion interaction energy, was used butneo also.

runs were also performed without. We first, in Hiyy. 3, present Much larger differences are seen in Hig. 3(c) - (f), where
results from individual free assembly simulations for vas the probabi“ty of Obser\/ing Speciﬁc structures is conside
quantities as a function ef;. Here we plot the probabilities on logarithmic scales, down t
very small values. These very low probabilities arise from t
umbrella sampling: during the creation of the weightingdun
tion the system may become trapped in some configuration,
eventually the weighting function will become large enough
to allow the system to escape and explore other structures.
However, due to the large weighting function, the estimated
probability of these structures is very low. Since we know ou
simulations are not fully sampling equilibrium, these pablb-

ities may well be severely underestimated. We check whether
a bonded cluster has one of the four common structures - mini-
coat, hexagonal barrel, tennis ball or truncated icosaimedr

by using an algorith# to test if the graph formed by con-
sidering the bonds between triskelia is isomorphic to the on
of the corresponding graphs. We identify two beads from
different triskelia as being bonded if their interactioresgy

is < —%ett. Two triskelia are then defined to be bonded if
there exists at least one bond between their #y@and typeC'

beads.
For the unassembled initial condition, we find that, over-
Fig. 4 Assembled structures: (a) Mini-coat witti = 28 triskelia all, the most likely structure to be formed is the mini-ccae
(b) Hexagonal barrely = 36. (c) Tennis ballN' = 36. (d) Fig.[3(c), both for simulations with and without umbrellarsa

Truncated icosahedroV = 60. In each, three triskelia are shown  jing At higher values o, some initially unassembled sim-
in different colours to highlight their relative p.osmor?Ehe first ulations did also form hexagonal barrel structures, ctersis
three snapshots are all from free assembly simulations. The . . . .
: . with the fact that interactions were chosen for this strrecat
t_runcated_ |cosa_1hedr_o nwas not observed in free assembiby et low temperature, and also tennis ball structures, sed Fig. 3
final configuration triskelia were placed by hand. The strrect P ) ! o 1 :
depicted is nonetheless mechanically stable for suffitigataction ~ and (€). In Figl B(f) we show the probability of forming cldse
strengths, see text and Fg. 5. structures that have twelve pentagonal faces(@id- 20)/2
hexagonal faces, but which are not one of the known struc-
tures that we test for. These other structures that arose in
Fig.[3(a) shows the average inter-triskelion interaction e our simulations had? triskelia. No closed structures with
ergy,(Uy). For lowey, the results, at least for flexible triske- a different number of pentagonal and hexagonal faces were
lia, are similar for both assembled and unassembled initiaformed, although there were additionally many open struc-
configurations. However, for higheg,, the results for the tures. For the assembled initial condition we found that the
assembled initial condition clearly show lower energi@s, i only closed structure seen in the simulation was the hexagon
dicating that proper sampling of equilibrium is not achiggdve barrel. We also ran free assembly simulations with 60 tliake
The point at which assembly starts is at highgrfor more  but no truncated icosahedra were assembled although, when
flexible triskelia, due to the larger loss of entropy. Fordse  pre-assembled, they were stable for higher In Fig.[4 we
phericity?® of the largest cluster,A), broadly similar results  show snapshots of mini-coat, hexagonal barrel and tenfiis ba
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Fig. 3 Average values as a function @f, from single MC free assembly simulations with different filglities: x = 0.8 x 10*kgT (red),
k= 1.6 x 10°kpT (green)x = 3.2 x 10°kpT (blue), rigid (magenta). Different simulation types: usembled initial condition with
umbrella samplingll); unassembled initial condition without umbrella samgl{@a); assembled initial condition with umbrella sampling.(
(a) Total inter-triskelion interaction energy. (b) Aspicéy of the largest cluster in the system. (c) Mini-coatlpability. (d) Hexagonal barrel
probability. (e) Tennis ball probability. (f) Probabilitf different closed structure with the expected number ot@gons and hexagons, see

text.

structures assembled in our simulations, as well as a ttedca

icosahedron structure.
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Fig. 5 Difference between average internal energy per triskaifon
a given structure - mini-coat<, solid line), tennis ball{\, dashed
line) or truncated icosahedronl{ dot-dashed line) - and that of
hexagonal barrel for different bending rigidities= 0.8 x 103kgT
(red),x = 1.6 x 10°kpT (green)x = 3.2 x 10°kpT (blue) and
rigid (magenta). Note that for the lowest for rigid triskelia, the
mini-coat structure was unstable and disassembled: tlaepdatt
plotted is only averaged over those parts of the simulatiefisre
disassembly occurred.

To obtain more information about the relative stability of
the different structures, also for highes, we consider, in
Fig. [ , the average internal energy of a given structure di-
vided by the number of triskelia in the structure, compared
to the value for a hexagonal barrel. Simulations were run at
single ¢;; values fromd.91kgT to 19.91kgT with only lo-
cal moves. The initial condition was taken as the assembled
structure and for all simulations, expect in one case, thies
ture persisted for the rest of the simulation: for the lowgst
the structure was intermittently not identified accordimgur
bonding definition, though only temporarily, indicatingath
true disassembly had not occurred. For rigid triskelia, the
mini-coat withe;; = 4.91k5T was not stable. Although the
overall structure did not disassemble, typically multiptends
within the structure broke and did not reform within the sim-
ulation. It should be noted, however, that, given the moatc
did persist for some time, and also given it was formed in some
free assembly simulations with rigid triskelia, see Eig.)34t
ey = 4.91kpT the mini-coat must still represent a local min-
imum for the rigid triskelia.

We find that, usually, the hexagonal barrel has the lowest in-
ternal energy per triskelion, as expected since the pasmet
were determined for this structure. We find that the diffeeen
becomes more positive as the rigidity is increased butHer t
highest two flexibilities, the tennis ball has lower intdrea-
ergy per triskelion than the hexagonal barrel at semeThe
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mini-coat has values relatively close to those forthe herafj  approach, detailed in appendix’A.4, in which the edge of the
barrel but the truncated icosahedron has significantlydrigh membrane is bonded to a square frame, whose sides are a dis-
values for alle;; considered. We observe that the differencetancer ;. from the edges of the simulation box. The frame
relative toe,; decreases as; increases since the attractions may expand and contract.
dominate more over the bending rigidity but that for com- We define a unit of simulation timey, = o\/kgT/m.
pletely rigid triskelia the curves flatten out. Our parameter choices give a membrane viscosity,of=
35.1 £ 0.1m/ty and a fluid viscosity ofy; = 2.5m/ato,
see appendicés A.4 abhd A.5. The ratio of the viscosities is
4  Sdlf-assembly on amembrane: hydrodynam-  ;, = y,,/n; ~ 140. For a lipid bilayer in water], =
ics and bud formation 1 — 10um2L. The typical size of a triskelion is on the order
of 0.1um, whereas in our simulation it is a few Thus the
Clathrin is intrinsically linked to membranes, aimvivoitis ~ size of a triskelion compared tg is close to the lower end of
here that its self-assembly occérds discussed in Sed. 1, the the expected range, allowing efficient simulation.
structures formed on a membrane are more poly-disperse thanAs for the MC simulations, we consider triskelion stiff-
those assembled in the bulk and it is expected that the fluctiresses ofs = 0.8 x 103kgT, 1.6 x 103kpT and 3.2 x
ating surface will also change the pathways to assembly. 110%k5T and we consider membrane bending stiffnesses of
this section, we consider the assembly of our triskelia when\, = 2v/3kpT, 4V/3kpT and8v/3kpT. See appendix Al4
they are attracted to a fluctuating membrane. In the terméor the definition of the bending potential. Interactions of
used in the previous section, all the simulations with a memelathrin triskelia with membranes occur at the ends of the
brane in this section are free assembly ones. We represent tiriskelion legs2 via intermediary adaptor proteins. We neglect
membrane as a dynamically triangulated surface composed tifie adaptor proteins and simply introduce an attractiverint
bonded particles with a typical bond lengthoa®®. Membrane  action between the final beads in the legs and membrane parti-
fluidity is included by MC moves, performed at regular inter- cles, with a minimum of-¢,,,;. Unlike for triskelion-triskelion
vals, that attempt to flip bonds between neighbouring dagic  interactions, this attraction is not patchy but the beaaldiznd
The rate of bond-flipping sets the viscosity of the membranemembrane-bead potentials share a common radial form. We
which may be measured by considering a Poiseuille flow in a&onsidef,,; = kg1 and2kpT, ande;; = 5kpT and10kpT.
two-dimensional membrane sheet, see appdndikA.4 We simulate 300 triskelial 156 membrane particles and
Since free assembly simulations without a membrane indi~ 5 x 105 SRD particles in a box of50 x 450 x 450 with pe-
cated that our MC approach is unable to fully sample equitiodic boundaries. The relatively high triskelion densétigout
librium, we proceed directly to dynamical simulations. We 10 times that used in previous watkis chosen such that as-
perform molecular dynamics simulations with our triskedia ~ sembly proceeds quickly but we do not expect it to qualita-
well as the membrane, coupled to a Stochastic Rotation Dytively affect assembly on the membrane. An equilibration pe
namics (SRD) solveR?. SRD is a coarse-grained method in riod with purely repulsive interactions 8fx 103¢,, chosen to
which the fluid is represented by point particles of mass be sufficient to allow the membrane to relax, was allowed be-
whose interactions are effected by dividing the systemanto fore the system was simulated with attractionsX@rx 10%¢.
grid of cells at regular time intervals and exchanging momen For most parameter choices, the triskelia assembled on the
tum by a rotation through a certain angle of velocities relathe membrane, causing the membrane to form a bud, see
tive to the cell centre of mass velocity. This acts as a thermoFig.[@. The example in Fid.l6 shows the formation of a rel-
stat, whilst also conserving momentum so that hydrodynamiatively defect-free, approximately spherical cage on teewm
interactions are included. More details of parameter @w®ic brane. Often, however, the cages formed had defects or gaps
and solute-solvent couplings are given in appefidiX A.5. Hy-of varying sizes, see Fiff] 7(a). Additionally, some runs-pro
drodynamic interactions are naturally present in realeexp duced structures with two largely separate cages attached t
mental systems and may have both qualitative and quawnétati one bud, causing a double-headed structure, seeFig. 7(b).
effects®. Although we do not investigate the effect of hydro- Similarly lumpy structures have been observed experinfignta
dynamic interactions in detail, we choose a simulation metth in clathrin assembis?.
thatincludes them, as this is expected to be more dynawicall We found that /..., Was a good indicator of whether bud-
realistic. ding had occurred, moving to higher values as membrane area
Since SRD requires the simulation box to be regularly di-was taken into the bud and the frame contracted. InFig. 8 we
vided into a grid with an integer number of cells, it is incom- plot (r¢,.m.) againsttime for a variety of parameters. We first
patible with the approach to simulating a tensionless memnote that the results for differertare similar and also that the
brane employed in our previous work without solvErthat  rate of bud formation did not show strong dependence,on
involved box-rescaling. We therefore have developed a neuvn contrast, the rate of bud formation did depend on the walue
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Fig. 6 Snapshots for assembly on a membrane with 0.8 x 103k5T, \p = 8v/3knT, €1y = 5kpT ande,,, = 2kpT. Triskelia are
depicted in yellow and membrane particles in green. Forr{d)(B) only triskelia whose central bead is withim of a membrane particle are

shown: (a) Series of snapshots at regular time intervais fre- 0 — 2.5 x 10*to. (b) Same configurations shown from different viewing
angle. (c) Snapshot of same system at 0 with all triskelia. (d) Snapshot of same systent at 2.5 x 10%¢, with all triskelia.

Fig. 7 Snapshots of assembly on a membrane=at2.5 x 10%to 5
with k = 0.8 x 103k T, e+ = 5kpT ande;; = 2kpT. Colouring t [103 t ]
as in Fig[®, only triskelia whose central bead is withinof a 0
membrane particle are shown. ¢a) = 8v/3kz T, showing an
example of assembly with a gap in the cage. Xp)= 4v/3k5T,
showing an example of assembly with two distinct cages fognai
double-headed structure.

Fig. 8 Average over 5 independent runsigf..... against time for
different parameters. Errorbars show the standard dewiafithe
data. They are only plotted intermittently and for some earfor
clarity. Red:x = 0.8 x 10%k5T, \p = 2v/3kpT for ey = kpT,
e+ = bkpT (with errorbars) and,.+ = kT, ¢zt = 10kgT
(without errorbars). Orange: = 0.8 x 10°kgT, A\, = 2v/3kpT,
emt = 2kpT, ;¢ = 5kpT. Greenik = 0.8 x 10°kgT,

of €,,; and\,. Ao = 4V/3kpT for e, = kT, e, = 5kpT (with errorbars) and

For the stronger attraction of the triskelia to the membyaneSt = 26T, ci = 10kpT (without errorbars). Blue:
emt = 2kgpT, the rate of bud formation was similar all, ?Wﬁhoégrrzrégrf)]g:l;,d/\b :_82\]??3?01 61"62:;53;{;5&: 10kpT
considered and the results were also similarefgy = kT errorbars). Magent£; 39 i 163%BT )\bB: A/3kpT for
with \, = 21/3kpT. However, with the weaker attraction to emt = 2k T e = 10k T (with errorb:ars) and,.,; — kT,
the membranes,,,, = kpT', when the stiffness of the mem- ., _ 5z, 7 (without errorbars).
brane was increased o = 4v/3kpT, the rate was signif-
icantly slower, although clear buds were formed. Increasin
the membrane stiffness further \g = 8/3kpT, again with
em: = kT, no clear buds were formed within5 x 10%t, as in previous work® did not occur.
although caps on the membrane with some curvature were A typical pathway to bud formation was for multiple
formed in some runs. The assembly of extended flat sheemaller clusters to form on the membrane, see for example
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Fig. 9 Individual runs fors = 0.8 x 10%ksT, A\, = 8V/3kpT for

emt = 2kpT , e,+ = 5kpT. (a) The population of the largest cluster
in the systemN,q., against time. (b} frqm. against time. Curves
of the same colour in the different plots show data for theesaim.
The blues curves show data for the run that is depicted instidp

in Fig.[d.

Fig. 10 Histograms of the number of closed loops surrounding
faces formed by the triskelia with different numbers of exlge

t = 2.5 x 10*to. Averaged over 5 independent runs, errorbars show
standard deviations. (&)= 0.8 x 10°ksT, \» = 2v/3k5T (b)

k= 0.8 x 10°kpT, A\, = 8V/3kpT. For both plots the different
colours denote the sanmag ande,: values:e;s = 5k T,

emt = kT (red);e; = 5kBT, eme = 2kpT (green);

€t = 10kBT, Emt = kBT (blue);étt = 10]€BT, Emt = QkBT

) (magenta). The thickness of the lines is varied for clarity.
the second snapshots in Fig. 6(a) and (b), and then coalesce,

leading to a more rapid increase in the membrane curvature

and bud formation, see for example the third and fourth snap-

shots in Fig[B(a) and (b). For many runs, though not all, thevas seen, generally more loops with 5 edges than loops with 6

footprint of this pathway could be seen by comparing the numedges were formed. For some parameters, 7-edge loops were

ber of triskelia in the largest cluster in the syste¥,.., and  formed.

Tframe @S @ function of time. As may be seen by compar-

ing Fig.[9(a) and Fid.19(b) the most rapid increase i, . 5 Conclusions

is correlated with a rapid increase My, .., corresponding to

smaller clusters joining together. We have introduced a new clathrin model using patchy beads
We finally, in Fig[10, plot the distribution of the number of that allows the inclusion of excluded volume and flexibjlig

edges in the closed loops surrounding faces formed by assemwvell as the interweaving of triskelia in assembled struesur

bled triskelia at the end of the simulation. It should be dote Further, we have also described an approach to producing pa-

that this includes a contribution from assembly in the budk a rameters for the model that will allow the assembly of simila

well as on the membrane, although this should be similar fostructures to those seen in nature. Choosing the hexagamnal b

all e,,+ and )\, and was small, as may be seen from the reel as a target structure, we employed our approach to find a

sults fore,,; = kT in Fig.[IO(b). Although large variation parameter set. MC simulations using these parameters showe
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that the triskelia could assemble a hexagonal barrel, as weinembrane particlemnt, interactions. The potential form is
as other structures observed in nature: the mini-coat amd thsimilar to that used in earlier wotR For two different parti-
tennis ball. Additionally, further structures were formeith cles,i andj, separated by;; = |r;;| = |r; — r;|, wherer; is
different numbers of triskelia but also with 12 pentagomal a position of particlei, the general form for both these types of
(N —20)/2 hexagonal faces, wher€ is the number of triske-  interactions is,

lia. The MC simulations were found to not be able to access

all of the various local minima within one run. The mini-cpat Uij = Yarea [Uwcal(rij) + YattYorientUatt(ris)]
hexagonal barrel, tennis ball, as well as truncated icaaime e {(1)12 _ (1)6 T l}

structures were found to be mechanically stable for a rahge o " " 4

triskelion stiffnesses, for sufficient attraction stremgt Uwca(r) = 0 forr <,

Dynamical simulations of the assembly of the model triske-

lia with an attractive fluctuating membrane, employing a new forr =,
membrane boundary condition, were performed with coupling —€

to a coarse-grained solvent to include hydrodynamic iatera for r <y,
tions. For most parameters, the formation of buds by the as- e [(%)12 _ (%)6}

sembly of the triskelia on the membrane surface was found.

The buds were surrounded by cages with pentagonal, hexago-

nal and sometimes heptagonal faces. They often contaired de ane(r) =
fects or holes and sometimes had lumpy, double-headed struc

forr, <r < Ts(1)
a(r —re)? +b(r —r.)3

tures. forry <r <rg,
Our model takes into consideration key characteristics of 0 -
clathrin, such as excluded volume, flexiblity and bindirtg si for r > 1,
selectivity, whilst at the same time remaining computadityn -
tractable. Itis capable of reproducing the salient obstfea- wherer, = 21/64, r, = (2_76)1/60.’ ro = %7’5. o — _%%
tures of the protein: the assembly and stability of knowmcstr 387072 « : "
tures and the formation of buds on a membrane. Whilst th@"4? = ~ioos 77- The form of Uawe(r) In the range

smaller number of beads used in the current model is advafs = 7 = 7« S @ polynomial interpolation used to avoid a
tageous for simulation, its success suggests it could lee-int Jumpinthe potgntlal or its first dgrlvatllve at. the .cut-_ﬁffThe
esting in further work to consider a similar model with a finer €M€"9Y scalgg, IS set toe; for triskelion-triskelion interac-
coarse-graining, that might be able to capture even moke fed O The dimensionless factofs,ca, Yatt andorient take
tures. A similar approach might also be applied to some of théhfferent forms fortt andmd interactions.

other proteins that attach to the membrane during buddjng

For tt interactionsy,-. = 1. The patches on triskelion
and it could be very interesting to model their collaborativ beads are given identities and only specific pairs are diteac
binding.

as detailed in the main text. For a pair of interacting triigke

This work was supported by the Austrian Science Funcpeads from different triskelia, if the pair of closest paslare
(FWF): M1367. Snapshots were created using V{IDThe attractive thenye; = 1, otherwiseyay = 0.

computational results presented have been achieved ingpart The facgor%”g"t allo;/wvs t:;e gttractlv_e par':] of the mter;
ing the Vienna Scientific Cluster (VSC). action to be made patchy. Ferinteractions the centres o

the attractive patches are defined by unit vectors. For angive
) bead of typey, the relative directions of these are given by the
A Appendix {v[a,i]} parameters. The width of the patches is determined

BY Yorient» Which is a product of functions of the for#
We present additional details of our model and methods.

Many features of our model are similar to our previous wérk 1

and, correspondingly, parts of the descriptions in thiseaplix for ¢ < ¢q,

are very similar to parts of the supplemental material intPef cos?[(7/2)(¢ — ba)/ Pb]

They are nonetheless reproduced here for the convenience 61(¢; ¢, ¥») =

the reader. for ¢ < ¢ < @a + o,
0

A.1 Triskelion-triskelion interactions for ¢ > ¢, + ¢b-(2)

We first discuss the form of the triskelion-triskeliott, in- Yorient (Tij, i, Q) = F(6i;04,60,) x F(0j;04,60,) X

teractions, which have the same radial form as the triskelio F(v;;26,,26;), whereQ describes particle orientatiors;
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is the angle between the interacting patch on particad A potential is then applied/;,ierna = %k(r—d)Q—i—n(l—

t;;, whilst §; is between the patch of particfeand—=t;;. ¥;;  cos(01)) + k(1 — cos(62)) + (1 — cos(¢12)), wherer is

is the angle between the projections of the external toasion the bead separatiofi; andf, are angles between the bend-
vectors ofi and; onto the plane perpendiculartg. The fac-  ing vectors from the two beads respectively and the centre-t
tor F'(v;;) penalizes the twisting of interacting sub-units. We centre vectorz): is the angle between the projections of the
follow ref.19 in choosing the range for this factor to be double two internal torsional vectors from the beads onto the plane
that for the other ones. We chooge = 0.3 andf, = 0.2. perpendicular to the bead-to-bead vector.

The same geometry as for the external patchy interactions is

also used for the internal interactions, see Eig. 11. A3 Triskelion parameter determination

G
O

W12

Fig. 12 Sketch of the process used to find a triskelion shape and set
of interactions. (a) 36 triskelia are arranged with theirtoes on the
vertices of a hexagonal barrel. Two neighbouring trisketfia
highlighted in white and grey: (b) The pairs of beads thagriatt

are indicated by thick connecting lines. Low-temperatunhé

Carlo simulations are performed with a range moves: (c) Aarec

u”, that determines the internal triskelion interactionshiargged.

Flg 11 Sketch to illustrate the use of the unit vectors associated Note that this Changes the Shape of all |egs on all trisketators

with bonded beads in a triskelion in calculating the intérna defining the patches for external interactions,are also changed
interactions between those beads. The bending potenpiahds on  (not depicted). (d) The edge length.. of the hexagonal barrel is
the angles between the vectors terminating in circles, teeno varied, all triskelia receive a corresponding radial dispiment. (e)
bending vectors, and the bead-to-bead vector. The torsitempal Individual triskelia are rotated around their centre. (fieT

depends on the angles between the projections of the tworgect  separation of beads along the ledsis changed. In the latter stages
terminating in diamonds, denoted internal torsional vie;tonto the  of the simulation, triskelion centres are allowed to moeely.

plane perpendicular to the bead-to-bead vector. For a @igad of

type « the relative directions of the different vectors for intalrn

interactions are defined by tHe(o, <]} parameters. We next give more details of the simulations used to deter-

mine triskelion parameters. 36 triskelia were placed withirt
centres on the vertices of a hexagonal barrel of edge length
lher, although it should be noted that the hexagonal barrel
A2 Triskelion internal interactions structure cannot be formed from regular hexagons and pen-
tagong and so there is some ambiguity as to the exact posi-
We next define the internal interactions between bondedbeadions. Initial values fo{v*[«, ]}, {u*[«, i]} andd were cho-
within the same triskelion. Similarly to the external attra sen by hand so that triskelia pairs interact in approxinyaked
tive patchy interactions, these are based on unit vectss as desired way. For the initial part of the simulation, triskel
ciated with the bonded bead types. For a given bead ofdype centre positions remained fixed, except in updatés.gfwith
their relative directions are given by the[«a, i]} parameters. a corresponding radial displacement of all centres. Furthe
Fig.[I1 depicts how the vectors are used to determine a s@toves, summarised in Fig. 112, included varyihdpetween
of angles between a pair of bonded beads. For these intern@l5 x 2'/%s and1.3 x 2'/%¢, as well as updates ¢&* [c, ]}
interactions, we denote the vectors whose angles to the beadnd{u*|«, i]}, and rigid-body rotations around triskelion cen-
to-bead vector are considered as bending vectors, whast thtres. Due to the uncertainty about vertex positions, indktet
vectors whose rotations around it are considered are dénotetages of the simulation, once the system energy«was%
internal torsional vectors. It should be noted that theitoved  of the possible minimum, the triskelion centres were alldwe
vectors for external and internal interactions are not #fmees  to move freely.
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Vector identity| Bonding to Vector components
Q@ i B j x Y z
1 B 1 0.95812 | -0.28261 | 0.04633
A 2 B 1 -0.68000 [ -0.68086 [ -0.27208
3 B 1 -0.19950 | 0.96347 | -0.17868
4 torsion 0.19081 | 0.00000 | -0.98163
1 A 1,2,3] -0.95812 | 0.28261 | -0.04633
B 2 C 1 0.80148 | -0.32975 | -0.49889
3 torsion -0.20924 | 0.11629 | -0.97092
1 B 2 -0.80148 | 0.32975 | 0.49889
C 2 D 1 0.73354 | 0.08292 [ -0.67456
3 torsion -0.55936 | 0.26125 | -0.78668
1 C 2 -0.73354 | -0.08292 | 0.67456
D 2 E 1 0.14136 | -0.48848 | -0.86105
3 torsion -0.81931 | 0.22663 | -0.52665
B 1 D |2 -0.14136 | 0.48848 | 0.86105
2 torsion -0.87421 | 0.34653 | -0.34012

Table1 The vectors{u|a, i]}, extracted from the parameter-finding simulations and eysul in the internal interactions between bonded
triskelion beads that determine the mechanical equilibrshape in the free assembly simulations. The first two cofushiow the bead type,
a, and vector index;,. The second two columns show the bead typeand index,j corresponding to the other bending vector involved in the
interaction, or alternatively show the lalietsion, indicating the vector is used in the torsional componentafractions. Each bead type

only has one torsional vector for internal interactionsiohitis used for all such interactions. Vector componentgyamn to 5 decimal places.

Patch identity]  Attracts Vector components

Q@ i B j x Y z
1 C 1 0.49296 | 0.78900 | -0.36669

B 2 D 1 -0.31730 | -0.43760 | -0.84132
3 torsion 0.84037 | -0.54084 | -0.03577
1 B 1 0.52052 | 0.79423 | 0.31345

C 2 E 1 -0.40401 [ -0.09107 | -0.91021
3 torsion -0.84655 | 0.53135 | 0.03203
1 B |2 0.82034 | -0.13387 | 0.55599

D 2 torsion -0.14006 [ -0.97990 | -0.14203

15 1 cC |2 0.62525 | -0.39778 | 0.67144
2 torsion 0.24275 | 0.92872 | 0.28026

Table2 The vectors{v|a, i}, extracted from the parameter-finding simulations and eysul in the external interactions between triskelion
beads from different triskelia in the free assembly simatet. The first two columns show the bead typeand patch index, The second

two columns show the bead typ@, and index,j corresponding to the other patch that the first patch astractlternatively show the label
torsion, indicating the vector is used in the torsional componerintafractions. Each bead type only has one torsional vectadternal
interactions, which is used for all such interactions. Wecomponents are given to 5 decimal places.

Our triskelion model is unchanged by the application of ansimulations. Without loss of freedom, for each bead type
arbitrary rotation to all vectors associated with a beadcktyp B — FE, we chose to fix the bending vector used for the interac-
since the internal interactions between different beadtéix  tion with the previous bead in the leg. Additionally, theeint
relative orientations, only the directions of the vectaysdé  nal torsional vector for typel, which lies on its axis of sym-
particular type relative to each other are important. lhisst metry, was fixed, and the three bending vectord dér inter-
necessary to constrain some vectors during interactiaifAjn  actions withB beads were constrained to not rotate around the
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symmetry axis. The internal interaction vectors for begubty external,{v[«, ]}, interactions are given in Tablg$ 1 and 2
A were such that there was a threefold rotational symmetryespectively.
axis through the centre.

If such constraints were not applied, vectors would be ablex 4 Membrane Model

to explore all directions and their average would be become . ] )
undefined. Furthermore, even with the constraints alreatly o W& next discuss our membrane model. For the interactions

lined, there is a large degeneracy in possible torsiondbvec between mgmbrane particles, we use smooth potentials that
both for internal and external interactions. Therefor¢erin &€ appropriate for molecular dynami€sBonded membrane
nal torsional vectors, for all bead types excefjtwere ad-  Particles interact via
justed for each configuration to make them as close to per- 0
pendicular to the bending vectors as possible, without-alte
ing the resulting triskelion. Furthermore, the externat to
sional vector for bead typ® was taken to bes*[B,2] x B
v*[B,1]/|v*[B, 2] x v*[B,1]|. For the other external tor- Usona(rij) =
sional vectors, a minimum angle between attractive patch ve
tors and their corresponding torsional vector was imposed. for 7 > 1.330

Not all interaction-finding simulations were found to con- o= ®)
verge to a low-energy minimum with all patches interactiag a
desired. Therefore, an intermediate configuration fromca su
cessful simulation, for which all patches were interactings
chosen as a starting point for further simulations. Thesewe

for r;; <1.150,
(80/€BT) exp[l/(1.15a — Tij )]/(1330 — rij)

for 1.150 < r;; < 1.330,

with r;; = |r;;| = |r; — r;|, wherer; is position of parti-
clei. All pairs of membrane particles experience an excluded
volume potential

run with 3 repeats each aiT = 102,103 and 10 4¢y;. 50

At a givenkgT, all simulations were found to converge to for r;; < 0.670,

states fluctuating around the same energy value. As expected (80kpT) exp[1/(rij — 0.850)]/(rij — 0.670)
these energy values, and the size of the fluctuations, bbth €Uy (rij) =

ative toe,,, decreased with decreasihg'. All were within for 0.670 < ry; < 0.850,
arange ofv ¢;; around—310¢,, compared to a possible min- 0 '

imum of —324¢,, if each attractive patch on each triskelion for r;; > 0.850.

interacted with one other patch and all these interacticarew (4)
minimised. The minimum distance between any two membrane particles

Sets of parameters for free assembly simulations wergs 0.67¢ and the maximum bond lengthis33c.
extracted as thermal averages, taken after the sim- Since we employ an SRD solvent, which requires the sim-
ulation had relaxed to the minimumd = (d%), ulation box to be divisible into a regular grid of cells, the
{vle,i]} = {(v*[o,i])/[(v*]a,id])|} and {ule,i]} =  approach of using box-rescaling for simulating a tensissle
{(u*[a,1]) / [(u*[a,i])|}. The parameters from all simula- membrane from our previous work without solv&his not
tions at differenttg7" were very similar. To test the size of suitable. We therefore simulate the membrane by restgictin
the differences between the different parameter setketidss  a numberNy,,.q.., Of particles, denoted border particles, to a
defined by each were placed, in their mechanical equilibriunframe with a confining potential. These form the edge of the
configurations, with the same centre position and with time ce membrane. Other, bulk, particles do not experience thermonfi
tre symmetry vector and the direction of the first leg aligneding potential. Furthermore, bonds between membrane parti-
The maximum distance between corresponding beads in ditles are also of border and bulk types, where the border bonds
ferent triskelia wag x 10~3¢ and the largest angle between are always between two border particles and always form a
patches wadr x 1073, The largest angle between torsion single closed ring. The bonding potential for both bond sype
vectors was larger x 1072, due to the larger freedom in is the same.
choosing these. Given the close similarity, we simply pitke  The position of the frame is given by a variablg . that
one set and verified that these parameters did produceliziske defines how far in from the edges of the simulation box it is,
that can form a hexagonal barrel with energy—310¢, for  see Fig[IB. In the direction out of the plane of the frame a flat

low kpT. potential region extends faiw. In the plane it extend8.50
We give the parameters used in our free assembly simulanwards and outwards from the frame position, see[Fil. 13.
tions. The equilibrium separation between internally beshd In the flat-potential region, border membrane particleshav

triskelion beads wag = 0.81597¢, to 5 decimal places. The an energy oft,.... The confining potential for the border
vector parameters used for defining internfakja, ]}, and  membrane particles is of the same form, range and strength as
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Fig. 13 Sketch of a section of the frame in a simulation box,
showing a cut in the plane of the frame. The outer, shortethtihe
shows the periodic boundaries of the simulation box. Théreef

the frame, shown by the long-dashed line is located a distanc

T ¢rame INWards from this. There is a region where border membrane
particles experience a flat potential, extendingy in either Fig. 14 Sketch of the membrane boundary conditions used for
direction from this, shown by the light grey area. In the dgudy dynamics simulations. Membrane particles are of two typesder
area, the border membrane particles experience a confintegtal (open circles) and bulk (filled circles), as are membranelbon
that diverges at the edge further from the flat region. In fhection ~ border (loopy lines) and bulk (straight lines). In the steadegion,
out of the plane (not shown) the flat-potential region exsefad border particles experience a confining potential with a flat
minimum region with energy ¢,.m., bulk particles feel no
potential. Every so often, Monte Carlo updates of two types a
performed: (a), (b) The position of the frame within the siation
box (dotted line) is shifted inwards or outwards. (c), (dJBu
particles are converted to border particles, see higtdijatea, or
vice versa. Only bulk particles that are bonded to two curender
particles, which are themselves bonded, may be converted. A
corresponding bond creation (deletion), along with a cosive of
existing bonds from bulk to border (border to bulk) ensuhed each
border particle has two, and only two, border bonds to tweroth
border particles, and that the bonds between all the boatticles

(5) : .
wherer is the distance of the border membrane particle from{®'™ & closed ring. A double bond between the same two pasticl

. e . . tb ted and a border bond ly be deleted if th
the closest point within the flat-potential region. Maly NOT be Createc anc a boraer bond may ony be derelsd it the

As summarised in Fig_14, we employ two types of MC g::::g:g that thus becomes part of the border was origirzabylk
moves to allow the membrane to expand and contract: those '

that convert border particles to bulk particle and vice ages

well as those that chang®, ..., moving the frame inwards

or outwards from the simulation box centre. The total numbeffor a particular membrane stiffness, we simulated memlsrane
of bonds and trianglesy,;, in the membrane may thus vary. with a range ofE,.,. and compared the ratio of the area
Maximum and minimum values of;,,.,. are imposed such to the area projected onto the plane of the frarhg4,,..;, to
that the confining potentials from opposite sides of the &am the value measured for a tensionless membrane simulated wit
do not overlap, and also such that the confining potentias doebox-rescaling®. To minimise the effect of the frame, we only

the excluded volume between membrane particles,
Etrame + (80kpT) exp[—1/7]/(0.180 — )
Uconfine(r) = for0<r< 0.180',

for r > 0.180,

not extend across the periodic boundaries.
The value ofEf,qme CONrolsr rr.qme and Nyorder: if it is
made very high the membrane will try to minimidg,,,-qe;,

considered the part of the membrane with a projection fallin
within the centrall 0% of the area defined by the frame.
A unit normal vector is associated with each membrane tri-

and consequently ... Will increase as the membrane is angle. Each bulk bond forms the side of two different neigh-
squeezed, forcing it to extend out of the plane. On the otheboring triangles. Membrane fluidity is included using MC
hand, if E¢,.qme is made very [owNy,qe Will become large  moves that attempt to remove a given bulk bond and create a
andry..me small, and the central region of the membrane will new one between the two vertices of its neighboring triasigle
be stretched into a flat configuration. To determing .. that were not connected by the original. During dynamical
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simulations, a number of moves equal to the number of bulkotal number of triangles that have the membrane particke as
bonds are performed evefylt,. By simulating a Poiseuille vertex,A,;q is their total area and,; = Ag/N¢y;.
flow for a two-dimensional membra#® we estimate the re- Formt interactionsyy,;; = 0 for triskelion bead typesl —
sulting viscosity of the membrane to Be.1 +£0.1m/to. Dur-  D. For bead typéF it is used to make only one side of the
ing the bond-flipping procedure, the direction of the nosnal membrane attract the triskelion beads: it takes a value of
is always maintained such that, if the membrane were in a flaif the bead is “above” the membrane adf it is “below”.
configuration, all normals would be aligned. A triskelion bead is determined to be “above” or “below” by
The bending stiffness of the membrane is controlled by infinding the closest point on the membrane. If the normal of
cluding a potential/;e,q = A\p(1 — n; - n;) for each bond, the triangle enclosing the closest point makes an anglesef le
wheren; andn; are the unit normal vectors of the two tri- thanz/2 with the vector from the closest point to bead then
angles neighboring the bond ang is an energy. The total the bead is “above” the membrane, otherwise it is “below”.
membrane area&), is constrained with a harmonic potential, Formt interactionsy,,;..+ = 1 since these are chosen not to
Uarea = (kpT)(A— A)?, wheredy = (v/3/4)I2N,,;, inthe  be patchy.
Hamiltonian. Additionally, a bending potential of the same Since the attractive interaction between triskelia and the
form is applied to triangles with a border bond as one of theimembrane depends on which side of the membrane they inter-
edges, where the unit normal of the triangle is compared to act with, a discontinuity in the potential would arise iskéelia
unit normal to the frame-plane. could move from one side of the membrane to the other whilst
In our dynamical simulations, a series of MC moves, eactremaining within the interaction range. To avoid this,keis
changingr rame BY Arframe OF Nporger by £1, were per-  lia experience an excluded volume potential around thedram
formed every0.1t,. On average there werk)? attempted  So that the total assembly volume available to the triskelia
changes to'f,q4me and10N,,.,, attempted moves to change mains approximately constant, the width of the excludee vol
Niorder- The acceptance ratio for thg,.,,,.-moves showed ume region around the frame is rescaled as it moves so its vol-
some dependence on the simulation parameters and alswne is not changed. This excluded region does not generally
changed somewhat during the course of a simulation, for exextended across the entire simulation box.
ample as a bud was formed. It was however found to always
be roughly in the range.3 — 0.4. The acceptance ratio for the A5 SRD
Nyoraer-moves depended on the membrane stiffness, ranging”
from ~ 5 x 1072 for A, = 8V3kgT to~ 7 x 1072 for e finally discuss our choice of SRD parameters. The side of
Ao = 2v/3kpT. A similar, though weaker, dependence wasthe SRD cells was chosen to be equabtoBoth membrane
seen for the acceptance ratio of bond flips, which had a valuparticles and the beads forming triskelia were given mastes
of ~ 2 x 1072, similar to that seen in previous work with the 5, and coupled to the solvent via the collision s¥pThe ro-
same membrane modél tational degrees of freedom of the beads are thus not coupled
The rate ofNy.-4e--moves chosen means there weré00 directly to the solvent but, given the relatively stiff kidia
such moves accepted evéryt,. Similarly, there were= 300  we simulate, these relax rapidly anyway. In mechanical-equi
T frame-Moves accepted.Ary,.qn. values are chosen uni- librium the separation between the central triskelion ke
formly in the range-0.050 < Arfrqme < 0.050 so if these  the final bead of a leg is aboi8s and that between the final
~ 300 shifts were an unbiased random wat¥,..,. would  beads of different legs is aboBitio. A triskelion thus spans
explore a range of 0.20. Given that the values aVyo-ger many SRD cells and so its rotation as a whole is coupled to the
andr.q.me Cchanged by at most 80 and~ 7o respectively  solvent. We chose to have a number density of 5 SRD particles
over the course of 2.5 x 10*t, simulation, the rate aVyo,ger- per cell and performed collisions evebylt, with a rotation
andr,.m.-moves are sufficiently high that they will adjust angle ofZ, giving a viscosity ofy = 2.5m/ot3!. We ap-
the system to the local minimum evebylt, and their exact ply a momentum-conserving cell-level thermostat to the SRD
values will not affect the results. fluid2°.
We next discuss the triskelion-membrane particle interac-
t|or_ls, the form of which is given in Ed] 1._ For these inter- References
actions, the energy scale, is set toe,,;. Since the mem-
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